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Chandigarh

Sr. No.206
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No. 427 of 2016
Date of decision:31.08.2016
Subhash Chander
......... Petitioner
versus
Rahul Sharma
.......... Respondent
Coram: Hon'ble Mr.Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

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

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

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J.(Oral)

This petition is filed for the alleged disobedience of the order
dated 27.05.2014(Annexure P-2) in which the following direction was
issued:

“In view of the above pleadings, the present writ
petition is disposed of with a direction to the
Superintendent of Police, Panipat-respondent No.
4 to consider and decide the legal notice dated
11.04.2014(Annexure  P-4) served by the
petitioner within a period of two months from the
date of receipt of certified copy of this order.”

State counsel has submitted that the legal notice served by the
petitioner has been decided against the petitioner on 9.02.2016. however,
counsel for the petitioner submits that the legal notice has not been decided
by taking into consideration the order passed in CWP No. 9660 of 2011

decided on 17.09.2013.
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I have heard learned counsel for the parties and after perusing
the available record, am of the considered opinion that there is no such
direction issued by this Court to decide the legal notice of the petitioner in
view of the decision rendered in CWP No. 9660 of 2011 but since the order
has been passed in the legal notice against the petitioner, therefore, the
petitioner may, if so advised, challenge the said order in accordance with
law. As far as, this petition is concerned, it has become infructuous.

Dismissed as infructuous.

[Rakesh Kumar Jain]
31* August, 2016 Judge
Shivani Kaushik
Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No



