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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

913 FIRST APPEAL NO.252 OF 2011

NASREENSAMAD KHAN PATHAN AND ORS

VERSUS

SHRIRANG RAMBILASCHARKA AND ANR

Mr. S. S. Dargad, Advocate h/f Mr. S. G.

Chapalgaonkar, Advocate for the appellants

Mr. V. S. Malte, Advocate for the respondent No.2

CORAM:VINAY JOSHI, J.

DATE:11-02-2022

P. C. 

. Mr. Dargad, Advocate once again seeks

adjournment by contending that he is unable to

contact his client. The other side repeated his urge

for dismissal of appeal by contending that since

long things are repeated.

2. Perused the entire record and particularly

orders of this court dated 14-01-2022 and 04-02-

2022. It is apparent that despite sufficient

opportunity, the matter has not been proceeded. The

appellant’s learned counsel also filed a pursis

alongwith copy of letter informing that he made

genuine efforts to communicate his client but, in
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vain. The fact itself discloses that the appellant

is not interested in prosecuting the matter. There

is no purpose in keeping the matter pending for

years together without any progress.

3. Having regard to this fact, the appeal

stands dismissed in default.  

[ VINAY JOSHI, J. ]
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