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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

(224) CWP-2620-2001 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 18.11.2025

Jaspal Kaur ...Petitioner
Versus

Shobha Sehgal and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI
Present: None for the petitioner.

None for the respondents.
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KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL)

1. This Court, vide order dated 14.10.2025, had passed the
hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant writ petition :-

“There is no representation on behalf of the parties,
despite both the counsels, being informed by the Registry
of this Court, through e-mail.

Let Court notice be issued to petitioner as well as

respondents, returnable on 18.11.2025.”

2. As per report of the Registry, Mr. Devinder Singh Gurna,
Advocate and Mr. Saravpreet Singh Cheema, Advocate, were informed
through e-mail, and Court notice issued to the petitioner, received back with
the report ‘not residing at the given address’.

3. The case was called twice. No one has caused appearance on

behalf of the petitioner, today in the Court.
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4, At this stage, this Court, can safely presume that the petitioner is
not interested in pursuing the instant writ petition, any longer.

5. In view of the above, this Court is left with no other option
except to dismiss the instant writ petition for want of prosecution.

6. However, liberty is reserved to the petitioner, to get the instant
writ petition revived, by moving apt motion, in case, any cause of action still
survives.

7. Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of accordingly.

(KULDEEP TIWARI)
JUDGE
November 18, 2025
Manpreet
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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