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 IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND

HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.345 of 2014

          Date of Decision:-27.04.2015

Association of Professional Immigration and Education Consultants of 
India

  .....Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and Ors
.....Respondents

CORAM :- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR MITTAL.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present:- Ms. Rupa Pathania, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Anil Malhotra, Addl.A.G, Punjab.

****

SATISH KUMAR MITTAL, J.(Oral)

On 01.04.2015, following order was passed by this Court:

“Sections  3,  4  (2),  6  (1)  (c),  13  (1),  14  of  the  Punjab

Prevention  of  Human  Smuggling  Act,  2012  (hereinafter

referred to as `the Act') and Rules 3 (2), 3 (3), 4 (1) (iv), 4

(1)  (vii),  4  (2),  4  (6)of  Punjab  Prevention  of  Human

Smuggling  Rules,  2013  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  `the

Rules').

Learned counsel for the respondents states that during the

pendency of this petition, various provisions of the Act and

the Rules, which have been challenged in this petition, have

been  amended.  The  amended  Act  and  Rules  have  been

placed on record. He further states that some other travel

agent association,  similar to that  of the petitioner  herein,

has already challenged those amended provisions, and the

said matter is pending adjudication before this court.

In  view  of  the  aforesaid  fact,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner  seeks  time  to  have  instructions  with  regard to
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withdrawal  of  this  petition  with  liberty  to  file  fresh  one

challenging the amended Act and Rules.

Adjourned to April 23, 2015.”

On the last date of hearing, the following order was passed:

“Last  opportunity  is  granted  to  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner to get  the instructions  in terms of  earlier  order

passed by this Court.”

Today,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  that  let  the

petitioner be permitted to withdraw the present petition with liberty to file a

fresh one on the same cause of action including challenging the amended

provisions.

Dismissed as withdrawn with the aforesaid liberty.

(SATISH KUMAR MITTAL)

JUDGE 

27.04.2015 (HARINDER SINGH SIDHU)

manoj JUDGE


