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Chandigarh SI‘. N0.223
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3044 of 2015
Date of decision:11.08.2016

Reshma Jamaal

......... Petitioner
versus
Brijendra Singh and another
.......... Respondents
Coram: Hon'ble Mr.Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

Present:  Mr. Deepanshu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Ritu Bairangi, Advocate
for respondents No. 1 and 2.

Mr. P.P.Chahar, DAG, Haryana.

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J.(Oral)

The only direction issued by this Court on 28.08.2015 was to
decide the legal notice (Annexure P/10) of the petitioner within a period of
one month.

State counsel has submitted that the speaking order has been
passed on 22.03.2016. Hence, the present petition has become infructuous.

Dismissed as infrcutuous.

In case, the petitioner is not satisfied with the order passed by
the competent Authority while deciding the legal notice, he may avail his

remedy in accordance with law.

[Rakesh Kumar Jain]
11" August, 2016 Judge
Shivani Kaushik
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