28 CS DJ 732/18 CHETAN Vs. RAJ KUMAR AND ORS

21.03.2025

Present : ~ Sh. Surender Kumar, counsel for the plaintiff.

Defendant Nos. 2, 3 and 4 are already ex parte vide
order dt. 27.03.2019.

Defence of defendant No. 1 & 5 was struck off vide
order dt. 08.01.2020.

During course of the arguments, it has transpired that
late Sh. Ziya Lal had a widow (defendant No.5), five sons (plaintiff
and defendants Nos. 1 to 4) and three daughters. Three daughters
have not been impleaded in the present case. Counsel for the
plaintiff seeks to take appropriate steps in this regard.

At request of the counsel for the plaintiff, to come up
on 06.06.2025.
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