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LAUNGLATA THAKRAN
...Appellant
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS SURI

Present:-  None for the appellant.
Mr. Aman Mittal, DAG, Haryana.

Ms.Nikita Goel, Advocate for respondent No.3.
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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (ORAL)

1. No one had appeared on behalf of the applicant-appellant on the
last date of hearing. Today again, there is no representation on behalf of the
applicant-appellant. Hence, it can safely be presumed that the applicant-
appellant is not interested in pursuing the application for condonation of
delay in filing as well as refiling the appeal, accordingly the same are
dismissed for non-prosecution. Meaning thereby, the appeal is also

dismissed for non-prosecution.
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