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1.         Yesterday when this appeal was called out for hearing, counsel for 

the appellants stated that inspite of repeated notices, the appellants are not 

responding and not giving instructions and hence the advocates for the 

appellants would like to take discharge in the matter.  Accordingly, while 

granting discharge to the advocates for the appellants we dismissed the 

appeal for want of prosecution as neither the appellants nor their 

representatives were present in the Court.  

 

2.        Thereafter, since the intimation given by the advocates to the 

appellants that they would be taking discharge in the matter was not on 



 2

record, we deemed it fit to recall the order and place the appeal for hearing 

today.  

 

3.          Today, when the appeal was called out for hearing, counsel for the 

appellants placed on record a letter dated September 20, 2016.  From the 

said letter, it is clear that the appellants were informed by the advocates for 

the appellants that they would be taking discharge in the matter.  The said 

letter is marked as Exhibit ‘X’ for identification.  

 

4.         In the circumstances, while granting discharge to the advocates for 

the appellants, we dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution as neither the 

appellants nor their representatives are present in Court today.  

 

5.         Appeal is disposed of in the above terms with no order as to costs.  
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