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 **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J. (Oral) 

The instant writ petition was filed in the year 2019, for 

issuance of a Mandamus upon respondent No.2, to supply complete 

information to the petitioner, under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  

 The case has been called out twice, but neither the petitioner 

nor anyone on his behalf is present. The record shows that even on earlier 

occasions, none had caused appearance on behalf of the petitioner.

It seems that petitioner is not interested in pursuing the 

matter. In such a situation, this Court is left with no other option, but to 

dismiss the instant petition for non-prosecution.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.
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