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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

S.B. Civil Revision Petition No. 31/2021

1. Satyendra  Kumar  S/o  Deshraj,  Aged  About  57  Years,

Tadamb, Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

2. Bharat  Bhushan  S/o  Deshraj,  Aged  About  22  Years,

Tadamb, Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

3. Vipalve  Kumar  S/o  Deshraj,  Aged  About  53  Years,

Tadamb, Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

4. Vijay Kumar S/o Deshraj, Aged About 50 Years, Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

5. Kanti Lata D/o Deshraj, Aged About 47 Years, Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

6. Pawna  Devi  W/o  Kranti  Lal,  Aged  About  42  Years,

Tadamb, Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

7. Dimple  D/o  Kranti  Lal,  Aged  About  40  Years,  Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

8. Minakshi D/o Kranti Lal, Aged About 38 Years, Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

9. Poonam D/o Kranti  Lal,  Aged About 35 Years,  Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

10. Rakhi  D/o  Kranti  Lal,  Aged  About  33  Years,  Tadamb,

Tehsil Dharamshala, Dis. Kangda (H.p.)

----Petitioners

Versus

1. Baljinder  Singh  S/o  Khadak Singh,  Chak 44 Gg,  Tehsil

Padampur, Dis. Sri Ganganagar

2. Trilok  Singh  S/o  Harbhajan  Singh,  Chak  18-P,  Tehsil

Anoopgarh, Dis. Sri Ganganagar

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : None Present

For Respondent(s) : -

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE FARJAND ALI

Order

07/05/2026
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1. The instant petition is pending since the year 2021.

2. Vide order dated 12.03.2026, a last opportunity was granted

to file the requisite process fee and notices along with the fresh

addresses of respondent Nos. 1 and 2. It was also directed that, in

the event of non-compliance, the present petition be listed before

the Court for dismissal  on 30.03.2026. As per the office report

dated 30.04.2026, the said compliance has still not been effected.

3. Accordingly, the instant petition stands dismissed for want of

prosecution and due to the default committed by counsel for the

petitioner.

(FARJAND ALI),J

183-divya/-


