I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A NOCS. 1 & 2

I'N

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7895 COF 2002

DHARAM SI NGH ... APPELLANT
VERSUS
SURENDRA S| NGH .. . RESPONDENT
W TH

I.A. Nos.1 &2 in Cvil Appeal NO 7896 of 2002
I.A Nos.1 &2 in Cvil Appeal NO 7897 of 2002

ORDER

These applications have been filed for restoration of civil
appeal s, which have been dism ssed for default by cormon order dated
8th My, 2008.

They are barred by Iimtation by 1439 days, 1865 days and 1502
days respectively and accordingly applications have been filed for
condonati on of del ay.

..... 2/ -
2
W have heard M. Nagendra Rai, Senior Counsel for the
appel I ant .
We are not satisfied with the cause shown for condoning these
huge del ays.
The applications, filed for condonation of delay, are therefore
rej ected.

Consequently, the applications filed for restoration of appeals
stand di sm ssed.

[ Chandramaul i Kr. Prasad]

[V. Gopal a Gowda]

New Del hi ;
April 01, 2013.



| TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I. A NCS. 1&2
I'N
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s).7895 OF 2002
DHARAM SI NGH Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
SURENDRA SI NGH Respondent ( s)

(For restoration and c/delay in filing application for restoration
of fice report)

WTH I.A Nos.1& 2 in Civil Appeal NO 7896 of 2002

(For restoration and c/delay in filing restoration with office report)
I.A Nos.1& in Civil Appeal NO 7897 of 2002

(For restoration and c/delay in filing Wth office report)

Date: 01/04/2013 These applications were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GOWDA

For Appellant(s) M. Nagendra Rai, Sr. Adv.
M. K K Tyagi, Adv.
M. P. Narasi nmhan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Anil Nag, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

These applications have been filed for restoration of
appeal s, which have been dism ssed for default by common order
8th My, 2008.

They are barred by limtation by 1439 days, 1865 days and
days respectively and accordingly applications have been filed
condonati on of del ay.

20
W have heard M. Nagendra Rai, Senior Counsel for
appel I ant .
We are not satisfied with the cause shown for condoning
huge del ays.

The applications, filed for condonation of delay, are therefore

rej ect ed.

Consequently, the applications filed for restoration of appeals

stand di sni ssed.

| (Sanj ay Kunar) Court Master | (I'ndu Satija)
| Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)



