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C. A. T. Beneh, JAIPUR 
I 

Date 9f Order 

13.4.1993 Hone present ~or the pe~!tioner. 
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~!it case wes taken in the •econd round aa 

none was present !n the f.lX8t round. Applicant has 

filed the M.P. for condonilt.f.on of delay alongwitb 

the M.P. for nstoration of the cue d1sm1Seed !n 

default. ii 

Brief facts of the case are that in pare 1 

of the application (M.P) it baa been mentioned tb•t 

the applicant notad the date as 25.5.92 as the date 

of he&r!ng of the case insteac!l of 25.3•92. la para 

2 of the apJ)UcaUon for condonation of delay it 

bas been stated th&t on 25th J-ay 92• he was otlt ~f 

J'a!pur. F!srt:her ha has stated that he cam to knoW 

on 24th July 92 that the said application has been 

diSmissed in default on 25.3.92. No explanation hh 

been given why this application for restoration hae 

been filed after a very long interval i.~h on 

18.2.93 against the order dated 25.3.92. ~n if it 

is assumed that he came to know only ont 24.7.92 

about the di•mls&al of the case. then no explanation 

bas been given for the submiscion of the M.P. •t • 

belated stage t.e. after about 7 monthS from the 

dOte of knowledge. In such c!rcu~~~Stanc:es, we do 

not find any reasonable cauee for the condonation 

of dol&y and for the restoration of the o.A. The 

M.P~ for condonation of delay as well liS n•tora• 

t!on of o.A. are rejected. 
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