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MUKESH KUMAR VS STATE OF HARYANA AND ANR.

Present: Mr. Mukesh Yadav, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.A.S.Chaudhary, Addl. A.G., Haryana.

Mr. Anupam Bansal, Advocate
for respondent No.2.
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AJAY TEWARI, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the respondent No.2 states that as per the
reply the necessary relief having been granted to the petitioner this petition
has been rendered infructuous.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has accepted this averment.

In the circumstances, this petition is dismissed as having been
rendered infructuous.
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