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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 
CHANDIGARH

      

MITHLESH KUMARI  

Versus 
H.C.SHARMA  

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALOK JAIN

  **** 
 None for the petitioner. 

 Mr. Duni Chand, Advocate for 
 Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate for the respondent. 

   **** 

ALOK JAIN, J. (Oral) 

  Vide order dated 03.05.2025, the following order was passed. 

 “The present revision petition was adjourned sine die 

vide order dated 24.07.2003 and was directed to be listed after 

the decision of CR-1474-1988, which has been disposed of 

vide order dated 04.07.2007 passed by this Court by setting 

aside the eviction order and remanding the case back to the 

Rent Controller. 

 Vide order dated 17.11.2022, learned counsel for the 

respondent sought time to ascertain the latest position in the 

matter. Thereafter, vide order dated 30.01.2023, since there 

was no representation on behalf of the petitioner, the Registry 

was directed to inform learned counsel for the petitioner about 

the date fixed. 

 As per the office report, counsel for the petitioner, Mr. 

Mehar Singh, Advocate, has since left for His heavenly abode 

and it was informed that the parties have retrieved the brief 

from the office. 

 Adjourned to 16.05.2025.
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Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate for the respondent.   

Vide order dated 03.05.2025, the following order was passed.  
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Mehar Singh, Advocate, has since left for His heavenly abode 

formed that the parties have retrieved the brief 
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present petition is dismissed in default, with liberty to the petitioner to seek 
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 A fresh notice shall be issued to the petitioner for the 

date fixed, using the address mentioned in the memo of 

parties.” 

 As per office report, the petitioner has been served. However, 

despite this, there is no representation on her

 Learned counsel for the respondent submits that 

. 

 In light of the above, since there is no representation on 

of the petitioner and the counsel for the respondent

present petition is dismissed in default, with liberty to the petitioner to seek 

its revival within three months from today, if any cause of action survives

 Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of.

                       
May 16, 2025                  

Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No
Whether Reportable:-  Yes/No

   
  

  

  -2- 

A fresh notice shall be issued to the petitioner for the 

date fixed, using the address mentioned in the memo of 

petitioner has been served. However, 

her behalf.  

Learned counsel for the respondent submits that he has no 

In light of the above, since there is no representation on behalf 

the counsel for the respondent has no instructions, the 

present petition is dismissed in default, with liberty to the petitioner to seek 

three months from today, if any cause of action survives. 

pplication(s), if any, stands disposed of. 

                        (ALOK JAIN) 
             JUDGE 

Yes/No 
Yes/No 
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