110
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-44144-2014
Date of decision:08.05.2015

Prabhjit Kaur
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK
1. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

2. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest ?

Present: = Mr.Rohit, Advocate for
Mr.Veneet Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

This is the fourth date in a row. Every time learned counsel for
the petitioner is seeking adjournment on one pretext or the other. Similar is
the position today.

Learned proxy counsel seeks yet another adjournment.
However, there is no justification, whatsoever, made out for adjourning the
case any further.

In view of the above, present petition is disposed of with liberty
to the petitioner to file a fresh one on the same cause of action, as an when

necessity arises.

08.05.2015 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
mks JUDGE
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