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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
115
CR-743-2022
Date of Decision : 13.10.2023
Sunita Rani .....Petitioner
Versus
Sunita Rani and another .....Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

Present : Ms. Sumitra, Advocate for
Mr. Vikram Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.

eskskock

NAMIT KUMAR, J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner has filed the instant revision petition
challenging the order dated 22.10.2020 passed by learned Civil Judge
(Junior Division), Karnal whereby application filed by the petitioner
under Order 39 Rule 1 and 2 of CPC has been dismissed as well as
order dated 06.10.2021 passed by learned District Judge, Karnal
whereby an appeal filed by the petitioner against order dated 22.10.2020
has also been dismissed.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner had sought time on
04.04.2022 for placing on record a copy of sale deed and the case was
adjourned to 26.07.2022. Thereafter, the case has been adjourned re-
peatedly vide orders dated 26.07.2022, 14.11.2022, 16.01.2023,
26.04.2023 and 17.07.2023 on the request of learned counsel for the

petitioner for compliance of the order dated 04.04.2022. Today also the
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same request has been made. There is no justification for grant of
adjournment as more than a period of one year and six months have
passed and the order dated 04.04.2022 has not been complied with as
yet.
3. Faced with this situation, learned counsel for the petitioner
wishes to withdraw the present petition with liberty to file a fresh one

on the same cause of action with better particulars, by attaching the

copy of sale deed.
4. Dismissed as withdrawn with liberty as aforesaid.
(NAMIT KUMAR)
13.10.2023 JUDGE
Kothiyal
Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether Reportable Yes/No
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