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.·.~tr~~~~;:~~:J~ 
Mr .D.K.Chouhan ,Ad.t ~Bdef holder .for ... ,· · · ·- · .· ··· · <.:~ · . ' .· 

. M~,ri;K.PadhOr, counsel ~or;.~~ aPPlicimt. .,_; . ~; 

.. c~~i~!-~d t_he· appli~~t'i_on for· fssuance of ~h~: .. ~~use _ .. 

·notice t6 the· ;respon~nts. · · ... r,fue· o.A.No. 68/g:9} :w~s. ·. 

·. dismissed· for · r:io~.:..pros~~~io~ ~n l8. 7. 2000 becauS.~~~ Shrf_ .. · 
,, ·:··. . . . .. . . ... . ' ... • ·. : ··:.:.~·:·. ' .l 

•\ ·. -~~R~Jairi,Advocate, who was· representing the applicant had' 

.. pi~aded n~ instruction~ on that date." ._ · . .:-·;/~;·;·~·."" . · i 
.,·.· . •' '· . . · .. ·:_:.-;· . 'i 

.· .... -~~:·:,_ - .. 

· · It is argued by the leame'd. ad\rocate that ttte: dfse .·t~ 
~ .. fit to be restored to its or~ginal number as' the a~~ica~t : . 

• • • • • • ~ ~ I • - • . • . • '. ' • ~ \. L . . . . •. ~-!:.',; :~· ~-: .. · J. f 

cannot be. made to suffer on account o·f his advocate· who :· 
. - ' .. '· .· . . . ~ . . ~:7·~~?::-·: . . 

.ha~'\ ~leade~·. ~0 . in~~I"\lCtion. . We.:, l)aye' COhSide~7·~>:·the . 
arguments ·and have gone thrOugh the case· .file." .. -.)i~r. 6u~ ·: 

-- . ·.:::_i~·,_::_ 

.opinion,· the app~icant should have been in_ touch witJ't his . 

· · ·: · a~dcat~ ·''for ·. effectiv.ely . pros~cu~ing .. tt: hh.,_ee, :. ccaas~e.·~.-•. -.·~o;~nc~ ... }0_:~e~hee·-._~:· , . 
. _appli,cant.~~ann9t :.be ~ll~wed ~to .d~~~on ,_ ... ;,,, .. 

· had ·secured • stay order against th~ -j~ugned ordei.,:/:',' ,'T.he . · 
applicarlt. ·had enjoyed t~ stay order -for. almost' on~!-~ahq- a. · I· 

. ·: ' . ·- ' '' . 

. ,'.·half . year; against . the order .. cancelling the ~nruhial 

l 
.. -.; 

transfer order. The stay order was vacated at ttte ·:~~~-me of ! 
•· _._dismissing the case~ therefore, no useful ptirpose:·~~p~d be 1·._ .. · 

served. in ordering restoration of the case ul timatefy• · In. 
~~~~~~~~~~~-

our .opinion-;-tfiere 1s no sufficten~B_Eet::e--tfl~e--+-----'~ 

.. '.'· 
.... 

. case to -its original number~- . ~oreover, .· the ~a~e was 
~ . . ~ 

di'smissed on 18.7 ~.2000 and the application for re~?t¥·atiorl' . 

was moved on 7. 9 ~ 200p i.e. 20 days a ft~r the s~~j;:utocy . 
·period- of limitafion for restoration.; In such;: matters 

there is ,no provision for. condonation of delay. In<~act. in .. 
. ' ,.. . . . -. :·.;_-·; ~-

.. ·- · ~ah -.matters,, the -1 imitation ·starts .· rut1Il~n_g__,J_~;om_j;n~. d~te 

of order and not from the date of knowledge. Th~§; the 

delay iri inovi~g the application cannot be condoned.~~h thi_s· 
. '•.,: -~-~-~ .. 

ground. The application is hit by limitation. . · .. ~. :· .· 

· .• _--

~ For the aforesaid reasons, we do not find any tq~ee in , 
\ 

this -application. The f-l.A. is, therefore, · dismis~d in 
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