230 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-A-858-MA-2015 (O&M)
Date of decision: 06.02.2020

OM PARKASH
..APPELLANT

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ANR.
...RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: None for the appellant.

Ms. Jasleen Kaur, AAG, Punjab.
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VIVEK PURI,J. (ORAL)

None has appeared on behalf of the appellant despite three calls at
different intervals. Even on the previous four dates of hearing when the matter was
taken up, none had appeared on behalf of the appellant.

In such circumstances, the application under Section 5 of the
Limitation Act seeking condonation of delay of 380 in filing the appeal is
dismissed for want of prosecution..

Consequently, the leave to appeal also stands declined.

06.02.2020 (VIVEK PURI)
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