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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-6763-2023
Date of decision: 05.12.2023

Ashish Gupta through his Special Power of Attorney Sh. Siddhant Gupta
....Petitioner
Versus

The Haryana State Industrial and Infrastructure Development Corporation
Limited (HSIIDC) ....Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAM AGGARWAL

Present: Mr. Pulkit Goyal, Advocate, and
Mr. Harshit Anand, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ankur Mittal, Advocate, and
Ms. Kushaldeep Kaur, Advocate,
for the respondent.

(Through Hybrid Mode)

seskeskosk

ARUN PALLL, J. (Oral )

On July 28, 2023, this Court had passed the following
order:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner prays for
time to place on record a copy of the decision
regarding the rejection of appeal as mentioned in the
representation dated 20.09.2022 (Annexure P-8), at
page No.33 of the paper-book.

Adjourned to 11.09.2023.”

For the order, referred to above, was not complied with, on
the adjourned date, counsel for the petitioner was granted further time to
submit the necessary documents, and the matter was adjourned to October

16, 2023. And on the said date, this Court passed the following order:-
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“Counsel for the petitioner states that the
necessary application has been filed but the same
has not been listed on account of the fact that office
has raised objection(s).

Let the same be listed on the next date of
hearing after removing the objection(s), if any.

List on 05.12.2023.”

Office report indicates that as per CIS report dated
04.12.2023 at 12:46 PM, the CM, with diary number 9738505, has not been
re-filed after removing objections by learned counsel till today, i.e.
04.12.2023. Today again, an adjournment is prayed for.

In the wake of the position sketched out above, we do not
consider it expedient to adjourn the matter any further, for it appears that the
petitioner is not keen to prosecute the petition.

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed for non-prosecution.

However, the petitioner shall be at liberty to move an
application for restoration of this petition, along with the documents that

were required to be filed, in terms of the order(s) referred to above.
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