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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CONT.CAS(C) 1491/2024 CM APPL. 4462/2025 

 PALLAVI SHARMA     .....Petitioner 

    Through: Mr. Aman, Proxy Counsel.  

 

    versus 

 

 SHRI KATIKITHAL SRINIVAS AND ORS .....Respondent 

Through: Mr. Tushar Sannu, Advocate with Mr. 

Gauransh Vyas, Advocate.  

 Mr. Sanjeev Sabharwal SC for MCD 

with Ms. Sheweta Singh, Advocate.  

 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANISH DAYAL 

    O R D E R 

%    14.05.2025 

  

1. Status report has been filed dated 26th November 2024, where the 

details of the action have been recorded. The property is lying demolished 

and sealed and photographs have been filed.  

2. The Court has perused the same and finds no reason to sustain this 

petition. 

3. Proxy counsel appears for petitioner and requests for an adjournment; 

however, the Court does not find any reason to continue this matter, 

considering that the matter has been on board since September 2024.  

4. On the first date of 19th September 2024, no one appeared for 

petitioner.  

5. On 14th October 2024, counsel for petitioner requested for an 
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accommodation.  

6. On 27th November 2024, counsel for petitioner stated that he was not 

well and again requested for a short date.  

7. On 24th January 2025, no one had appeared for the petitioner as well.  

8. On 03rd February 2025, counsel for petitioner stated that he needed 

time to go through the application and requested for some time to file a 

reply.  

9. In view of the facts and circumstances, it is quite apparent that 

petitioner is not interested in pursuing this petition and the Court is inclined 

to dispose of this petition with costs on the petitioner for their lack of 

diligence in pursuing the petition and the petition being on board since 

September 2024.  

10. However, since the main counsel for petitioner is not available, costs 

are not being imposed.  

11. Accordingly, petition is disposed of with liberty to the petitioner to 

revive the petition or otherwise approach the STF in case they have an 

objection in this regard.  

12. Order be uploaded on the website of this Court.  

ANISH DAYAL, J 

MAY 14, 2025/RK/na 

 

 

 

     Click here to check corrigendum, if any 
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