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Heard iHe’ |earned counsel for the appellant and
learned A.P.P. on the point. of admission.

Learned colinsel for. the appe!lant submitted that the
arms license of the, appellant,'| hav‘ung license No. 225/2000
and license No. 529!04 g.f rfifl afid pistol respectively were
suspended by the, lj gi i& nty the District Magistrate,
Siwan vide' order? -bt?f ned.r m mo No. 1454/Arms dt.
01.05.14. He further,s bmltted Ihat si ce then, the appellant
repeatedly approached the "»Ik;en5| g’ authority for the
revocation of the said Ilcense bUt nothing has been done so
far which led tor: ﬁllng of. thts appeal belatedly and for
condonation of delay, a limitation. petmon has also been filed.
He lastly prayed that this appieal petmqn be admitted after
condoning the delay ’

The learned APP: appeanng bn behalf of the D.M.
Siwan, strongl subm:tted that thiere is a delay of about two
years in preferting the appeal and the explanation furnished
by the appellant for* pondon:pg of delay is wholly
unsalisfactorily. - k‘;i% it

Having heard the Iearned counsel for the parties, it is
an admitted fatt by’ ‘the’ partles that the instant appeal
petition has been fjed after-a gap of about two years and
even the reasons:explained for, such an inordinate delay is
no way much convincing and satisfactory.

Thus, for the aforesaid reason, } am not inclined to
condon the delay of about two years as such the limitatio
petition is disallowed. :

In the result, this




