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 Ordered accordingly. 

 Pending application(s), if any, shall stands disposed of.

21.07.2025      
     

 Whether speaking/reasoned 

 Whether Reportable  

  

d counsel for the appellants.  Today, yet 

an adjournment has been made by learned counsel for 

A bare reading of the above facts shows that the appellants 

exhibited an utterly casual attitude in their pursuit of the present 

litigation. It is to be appreciated that very valuable public time of the 

Court has been expended in affording opportunities to the appellants in 

nd, the appellants have adopted an 

utterly casual and careless approach.  It is clear that neither the appellants 

seriously interested in pursuing the present matter.  

Thus, this Court is left with no other option except to dismiss the same for 

Pending application(s), if any, shall stands disposed of. 

  ( NIDHI GUPTA ) 
         JUDGE 

 Yes/No 

 Yes/No 

Today, yet 

an adjournment has been made by learned counsel for 

 

pursuit of the present 

litigation. It is to be appreciated that very valuable public time of the 

in 

adopted an 

 

seriously interested in pursuing the present matter.  

e same for 


		rishu.kataria@gmail.com
	2025-07-24T11:59:53+0530
	RISHU KATARIA
	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment.


		rishu.kataria@gmail.com
	2025-07-24T11:59:53+0530
	RISHU KATARIA
	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment.




