1. Parties were to come to court on 15.3.2017 to show cause why the suit should not be dismissed for
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want of prosecution in terms of order 17 Rule 2 of the Civil Procedure Rules.

2. Mr. Mark Muriithi whose firm was on record as representing the applicant told the court that he was

not seized of the matter.

3. Mr. Kiongo told the court that as the applicant was not in court to show cause why the suit should not
be dismissed and his advocate on record had said that he was not seized of the matter, the suit merited

dismissal.

4. 1 find that the parties have not shown to the satisfaction of the court why the suit should not be

dismissed.

5. In the circumstances, this suit is dismissed.

6. It is so ordered.

Delivered in open court at Chuka this 15" day of March, 2017

in the presence of:

CA: Ndegwa

Mark Muriithi for the Applicant



Kiongo for the Respondent
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