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VIRINDER AGGARWAL, J. (Oral)

1. Counsel for the appellant submitted that the appellant is not in
touch with him for quite some time and they have no instructions to appear
on behalf of the appellants.

2. In such circumstances, no useful purpose would be served by
keeping the instant appeal on the docket, indefinitely.

3. Accordingly, the instant appeal stands dismissed for want of
prosecution with liberty to the appellant to revive the same, if have any
grievance from this order, within a period of three months from today.

4. As a natural corollary, since the main case stands dismissed for
want of prosecution of, all pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, shall

also stand disposed of, as no fruitful purpose would be served by keeping

them pending.
(VIRINDER AGGARWAL)
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