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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 1343 of 1998 (O/M)
Date of decision : 18.11.2016

J.s. Thind .. Petitioner (s)
Versus
Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Limited ... Respondent (s)
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:-  None for the petitioner.
None for respondent.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

On the last date of hearing i.e. 9.12.2015, none had appeared
for the petitioner. Today, again none is present on behalf of the petitioner to
press the present writ petition.

It is reported that the notice issued to the petitioner has been
received back with the report that he is not residing at the given address.

In these circumstances, the present writ petition is dismissed
for want of prosecution. The copy of this order be sent to the petitioner at
the address given in the writ petition and the petitioner shall be at liberty to

revive the present writ petition, if he so desires.
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