214 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Revision No. 1049 of 2011 (O&M)
Date of decision : April 25, 2017

Reena Devi . Petitioner
Versus
Ramesh Kumar and others ....Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE LISA GILL

Present: None.
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LISA GILL, J.

This revision petition was adjourned sine die on 14.01.2013 as
none appeared on behalf of the petitioner on various occasions. It is to be
noted that notice of motion has not been issued in this case. This revision
petition is also barred by limitation (82 days). This petition was initially
directed to be listed for hearing with Criminal Revision Nos. 75 and 77 of
2011. However, on the statement of learned counsel for the petitioner, it was
segregated from the said revision petitions on 26.04.2012. Thereafter, the
matter was adjourned once on request of learned counsel for the petitioner
and thereafter there was no representation on behalf of the petitioner on
numerous occasions. It was ultimately adjourned sine die on 14.01.2013.
The petitioner has not come forward for listing of this case.

This matter was put up before this Court on 25.01.2017 by the
Registry. It was adjourned for 15.02.2017 and it was directed that counsel

for the petitioner be notified of the date fixed in this case.
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Despite the learned counsel for the petitioner being notified of
the date fixed, none appeared on behalf of the petitioner on 15.02.2017. In
the interest of justice, notice was issued to the petitioner herself for
25.04.2017 to show cause as to why this petition be not dismissed for non-
prosecution.

As per office report, notice issued to the petitioner has been
received back unserved due to incomplete address. The service report
reveals that the petitioner could not be traced at the address given in the
memo of parties. A perusal of the file reveals that no address other than the
one in the memo of parties is available.

In view of the facts and circumstances of the case, this petition
is dismissed for non-prosecution.

(Lisa Gill)
April 25, 2017 Judge
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Whether speaking/reasoned : No

Whether reportable ; Yes/No
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