$~R-79.

*

I.

had appeared for the petitioner. On 21.03.2013, counsel for the petitioner
had appeared and sought an adjournment on the ground that she was
indisposed. She was duly accommodated not only on 21.03.2016 but also
on 28.03.2016. Thereafter, the case was taken up on 04.04.2016, 07.04.2016

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
W.P.(C) 15819/2006

BHAGATSINGH @ . Petitioner
Through: None

VErsus

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. .. Respondents
Through: Ms. Anjana Gosain, Advocate with
Mr. R.M. Pareek, Advocate

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR

ORDER
% 25.04.2016

The present case has remained on the regular board since 03.02.2016

and has been taken up on several dates. On 19.02.2016 and 03.03.2016 none

and 08.04.2016 but none had appeared for the petitioner.
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2. The position remains the same today. It appears that the petitioner is
not interested in prosecuting the present petition, which is dismissed in

default and for non-prosecution.

HIMA KOHLI, J

SUNIL GAUR, J
APRIL 25, 2016
rkb
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