IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 11271 of 2015(0&M)
Date of decision : 28.05.2015

Chhotu Ram ... . Petitioner
versus
Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam and others ....... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
k%
Present:  Ms.Sheena Khanna, Advocate

for Mr.Naveen Chopra, Advocate for the petitioner.
Kk

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

AJAY TEWARI. J. (Oral)
By way of the present petition the petitioner has sought

quashing of his transfer order.

After arguing for some time when learned counsel realised
that this Court is not inclined to grant any relief, she prays for
permission to withdraw this petition but states that a direction be issued
to the respondent No. 2 to consider the representation dated
17.05.2015(Annexure P-7) of the petitioner by passing a speaking order
thereon.

Allowed as prayed for.

Dismissed as withdrawn. However, respondent No.2 is
directed to consider the representation (Annexure P-7) of the petitioner
by passing a speaking order thereon.

(AJAY TEWARI)
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