IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.2903 of 2015
Date of Decision.20.02.2015

Ajit Singh .. Petitioner
Versus
The Passport Officer and others ... Respondents

Present:  Mr. Ajay Shekhawat, Advocate
for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

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?

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The grievance of the petitioner is that the Passport Officer
has not taken note of the fact that the criminal case which was pending
against him has later gave place to an order of acquittal from the
Criminal Court. The judgment has also been communicated to the
Passport Officer but still he has not taken any steps. There is nothing for
consideration in the writ petition and | will leave it to the 2™ respondent
to consider the representation of the petitioner in the light of the copy
of the judgment reported to have been sent to him. The petitioner is at
liberty to send a fresh copy of the judgment to the 2™ respondent and
seek for an appropriate order. A fresh decision will be taken by the 2™
respondent and communicated to the petitioner within a period of two
weeks from the date of receipt of copy of the order.

2. The writ petition is disposed of as above.

(K. KANNAN)
JUDGE

February 20, 2015
Pankaj*

PANKAJ KUMAR
2015.02.23 15:29
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