
227.  
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

  
    

 
 

Sakshi Chopra and another

 

Sachin Chopra

 

CORAM:  
 

 

Present:  

NAMIT KUMAR
 

1.   

the judgment dated 02.05.2023 passed by learned Principal Judge, Family 

Court, Amritsar,

granted meagre amount of maintenance.

2.  

was passed:

 

3.   

and 12.03.2025. Even today also, position is the same. 

 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH
 

     
                 

Sakshi Chopra and another   

Versus 

 

Sachin Chopra     

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

None. 

------ 
 

NAMIT KUMAR, J. (ORAL)  

The petitioners have preferred 

the judgment dated 02.05.2023 passed by learned Principal Judge, Family 

Court, Amritsar, in case No.MNT-125/260/2019

granted meagre amount of maintenance. 

On the last date of hearing i.e. 

was passed:- 

 “As per office report, notice issued to the respondent has 
been received back unserved with the report that he is working 
at Gurgaon and not residing at the given address.
  Learned counsel for the applicant
to file fresh/correct address of the respondent within a period 
of four weeks. 
  On doing so, fresh notice be issued to the respondent 
returnable for 06.08.2025.” 

No one was present on behalf of the petitioners on 

and 12.03.2025. Even today also, position is the same. 

 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH 

CRR(F)-1813-2023 (O&M) 
      Date of decision: 06.08.2025 

     ....  Petitioners 

  ....   Respondent 

NAMIT KUMAR 

 the present petition challenging 

the judgment dated 02.05.2023 passed by learned Principal Judge, Family 

125/260/2019, whereby they have been 

On the last date of hearing i.e. 12.03.2025, the following order 

As per office report, notice issued to the respondent has 
been received back unserved with the report that he is working 
at Gurgaon and not residing at the given address. 

Learned counsel for the applicant-petitioner is directed 
address of the respondent within a period 

On doing so, fresh notice be issued to the respondent 

No one was present on behalf of the petitioners on 27.08.2024 

and 12.03.2025. Even today also, position is the same.  

the present petition challenging 

the judgment dated 02.05.2023 passed by learned Principal Judge, Family 

, whereby they have been 

12.03.2025, the following order 

As per office report, notice issued to the respondent has 
been received back unserved with the report that he is working 

titioner is directed 
address of the respondent within a period 

On doing so, fresh notice be issued to the respondent 

27.08.2024 
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4.  As per office report, notice could not be issued to the 

respondent for want of correct address.   

5.   It appears that the petitioner is not interested in pursuing the 

present petition. 

6.  Dismissed for non-prosecution.   

 

 

 

(NAMIT KUMAR)        
  JUDGE 

August 06, 2025 
sanjeev  

Whether speaking/reasoned:  Yes/No 
  Whether reportable:   Yes/No 
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