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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CRR(F) 27-2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 25.05.2018
Ram Bhagat ...Petitioner

Versus

Saroj ...Respondent
CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE JAISHREE THAKUR

Present:- None.
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JAISHREE THAKUR, J. (Oral)

This petition has been filed under Section 125 Cr.P.C. seeking
maintenance allowance from the respondent on the grounds mentioned
therein.

The matter was taken up for hearing on 23.01.2017 and on
request made by learned counsel for the petitioner, the matter was adjourned
to 03.03.2017 and later on to 20.4.2017 and thereafter adjourned to
12.07.2017. On 12.07.2017, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the
petitioner and the matter was adjourned to 29.08.2017, on which date again,
a request was made by the proxy counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioner and the matter was adjourned to 14.09.2017. Thereafter on
14.09.2017 once again, no one came present on petitioner's behalf even in
second round and the matter stood adjourned to 10.10.2017. On 10.10.2017,
proxy counsel appeared on behalf of the petitioner and sought some time to
argue the matter stating some possibility of settlement and the matter was

adjourned to 07.12.2017. On 07.12.2017, again no one appeared on behalf

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document



Seema
2018.05.30 17:52

CRM-M-22361-2018 -2-

of the petitioner despite calling in second round and in the interest of
justice, matter was adjourned to 19.02.2018 but on 19.02.2018, the matter
was again adjourned to 01.03.2018, on request made by the counsel
appearing on behalf of the petitioner. On 01.03.2018, adjournment was
sought and the matter was adjourned to 19.03.2018. On 19.03.2018, again
no one came present on behalf of the petitioner and in the interest of justice,
the matter was adjourned to 25.05.2018.

The matter is listed for today i.e. 25.05.2018 and again no one
appeared on behalf of the petitioner.

In view of the above, it appears that the petitioner is not
interested in pursuing the case.

Under these circumstances, this Court is left with no option but

to dismiss the present petition for want of prosecution.

Ordered accordingly.
(JAISHREE THAKUR)
May 25, 2018 JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable Yes/No
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