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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.22221 of 2016
Date of decision: 25.10.2016
Satya Parkash Walia
... Petitioner

Vs.
Financial Commissioner, Cooperation, Haryana and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. Jawinder Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (ORAL)

Present writ petition is directed against the order dated 01.10.2016
(Annexure P-11) and also communication dated 19.07.2016 (Annexure P-9).

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

It is a matter of record that impugned order dated 01.10.2016
(Annexure P-11) is an interim order, only fixing the date of hearing in the
revision petition No.61 of 2016 filed by Sonepat Urban Cooperative Bank
Limited. Learned counsel for the petitioner could not point out any difficulty
being faced by the petitioner in approaching the revisional authority, who is
already seized of the matter and the case is listed before the revisional
authority today itself, in pointing out any illegality, including alleged non-
maintainability of the revision petition. So far as the communication dated
19.07.2016 (Annexure P-9) is concerned, nothing has been pointed out as to
how it is against the interest of the petitioner.

In view of the above, present writ petition has been found wholly
misconceived, bereft of merit and without any substance, thus, it must fail. No
case for interference has been made out.

Resultantly, with the abovesaid observations made, instant writ

petition stands dismissed, however, with no order as to costs.
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