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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CONT.CAS(C) 787/2017

PRAMOD SHRIVASTAVA ... Petitioner

Through  Petitioner in person
Versus

JATIN NARWAL&ORS ... Respondents
Through  Mr. Naushad Ahmad Khan, ASC
(civil) with Mr. Devesh Dubey, Adv.
for respondent nos. 2 and 3
Mr. Harish Gulati, Ms. Deepti Gulati,
Mr. Anindya Malhotraand Mr.
Aseem Tawar, Advs. for respondent

no. 4
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER
% 06.03.2018

Notice. Learned ASC (Civil) accepts notice for respondent nos. 2 and
3. Counsel for the respondent no. 4 also accepts notice.

Petitioner has contended that order dated 13" October, 2017 passed in
Crl. M.C. no. 119/2017 has not been complied with by the respondent nos. 1
to 3. Learned ASC (Civil) for respondent nos. 2 and 3 submits that
petitioner has given his address as “6, Sardar Patel Marg, New Delhi”.
However, petitioner is not available at the said address. He has not provided

his current address, where heis residing.



Petitioner submits that his address is “C/o Indu Jain, 6, Sardar Patel
Marg, New Delhi” . He will not give any other address. On verification by
respondent nos. 2 and 3, petitioner was not found residing at the aforesaid
address. Petitioner hasfailed to give his current address, where heisliving.

Accordingly, petitioner cannot complain that he has not been provided
necessary care and protection, in terms of the order dated 13" October,
2017; more so when he was not found residing at the address given in the
petition.

Petition is without any merits and is dismissed.

A K.PATHAK, J.
MARCH 06, 2018
r.bararia
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