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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 
 
 
1.  Present bunch of appeals, the details of which are mentioned in 

the heading, involve common question of law in the context of common set 

of facts and thus they are being decided by a common order.  

2.  Every time the case is taken up for hearing, there is a request 

for adjournment on behalf of learned counsel for the appellant in all the 

cases.   

3.  It has been noticed that for the last three years, the appeals are 

either adjourned on request or on written requests made on behalf of the 

learned counsel for the appellant(s).   

4.  Today again, the same modus operandi has been brought into 

operation on the ground that the learned counsel for the appellant(s) is out of 

station, which, as per the settled principle of law, is not a valid ground for an 

adjournment. Hence, it can be safely presumed that the appellant(s) is not 

interested in pursuing the present appeals.   

5.  Dismissed for non-prosecution. 

6.   Photocopy of this order be placed on the files of other 

connected cases.  
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