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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-14114-2016(0&M)
Date of decision: 31.10.2017

Shiv Kumar ...Petitioner

Versus
Madan Bajaj ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present: None for the petitioner.

oskeskskook

HARI PAL VERMA, J. (ORAL)

As per office report submitted by the Registry for 13.01.2017,
since process fee had not been filed, notice could not be issued to the
respondent. Even on 05.09.2016, this Court has passed the following
order:-

“As per office report, notice could not be issued to the
respondent due to non-filing of process fee.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is directed to file
process fee within three days from today.

On his doing so, let fresh notice be issued to the

respondent for 13.01.2017.”
It seems that petitioner is not interested to pursue the present
petition.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
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