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  Mr. Gaurav Pathak, Advocate for respondent Nos.1 to 3. 

  
 

 
  Even on second call there is no appearance on behalf of the 

petitioner. 

  Learned counsel who has put in appearance on behalf of 

respondent Nos.1 to 3, as a copy of the petition was supplied to him in 

advance, submits that this petition is mis-conceived and not maintainable 

before this Court.  The appropriate forum to seek redressal of the grievance 

raised in this petition would be before the Armed Forces Tribunal. 

  Be that as it may, as no one has appeared on behalf of the 

petitioner and same was the position on the earlier date, no one has pressed 

this petition.  

  Dismissed for want of prosecution. 
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