\ 200 I N CHAMBERS

| TEM NO. 12 COURT NO. 14 SECTION |V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
IA Nos. 1,2 & 3 IN ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 1524 OF 2007
FATEH S| NGH (D) Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR Respondent ( s)
(I'A No. 1-appln(s) for substitution to bring on record the Lrs. of
Sol e Appel | ant)
I A No.3-exenmption fromfiling OT. of Annexure)
I A No.2-appln. for c/delay in filing substitution appln. and office
report )
Date: 09/07/2010 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C K. PRASAD
For Appellant(s) M. Sudhir Walia, Adv.

M . Rohen Singh, Adv.
M . Abhi shek Atrey, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Application has been filed for deleting the name of

the appellant and for substituting his heirs as nentioned

in the appl i cation. There is anot her application for
condoni ng t he del ay in filing t he application for
substitution. The application for substitution is barred

by linmtation of 814 days. In nmy opinion, no cause nuch
| ess suf ficient cause has been shown for condoni ng t he

delay in filing the substitution application
-2

Application for condoning the delay in filing the
substitution application is rejected.
Consequently, the application for substitution being
barred by limtation stands di sm ssed.
Consequently, the Civil Appeal abates and it is

di sm ssed accordi ngly.
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Signed order is placed on the file.
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A Nos. 1,2 and 3 In
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1524 OF 2007
FATEH SI NGH (D) . APPELLANT( S)

VS.

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR .. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

Application has been filed for deleting the name of

the appellant and for substituting his heirs as nentioned

in t he appl i cation. There is anot her application
condoni ng t he del ay in filing t he application
substitution. The application for substitution is barred

by limtation of 814 days. In ny opinion, no cause nuch
| ess suf fici ent cause has been shown for condoni ng
del ay in filing t he substitution application
Application for condoning the delay in filing the
substitution application is rejected.
Consequently, the application for substitution being
barred by limtation stands di sm ssed.
Consequent |y, t he Cvil Appeal abat es and it

di sm ssed accordi ngly.

(C. K. PRASAD)
New Del hi ,
July 9, 2010.
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