REEMA SAINI
2016.07.14 11:20
I attest to the accuracy

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 15632 of 2001 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 13.07.2016

M/s Sachdeva Sweets and others ... Petitioners.
Versus
State of Haryana and another ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BINDAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present: Mr. Harmanpreet Kaur, Advocate for
Ms. Alka Chatrath, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Ms. Mamta Singla Talwar, DAG Haryana.

RAJESH BINDAL,J.

Learned counsel for the petitioners states that inspite of having
made certain written communications to the petitioners, no response has
been received from them and, therefore, she is unable to apprise this Court
as to whether something survives in the petition or not. She further states
that writ petition be disposed of as infructuous and liberty be granted to the
petitioners to move an application for revival of the writ petition, in case
something survives therein.

Learned State counsel has no objection to the same.

In view of the above, the present writ petition is disposed of as
infructuous. However, liberty is granted to the petitioners to move an
application for revival of the present writ petition, in case something
survives therein.

(RAJESH BINDAL)
JUDGE

(HARINDER SINGH SIDHU)
13.07.2016 JUDGE
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