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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

COCP No.518 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 06.03.2017

Rajesh Kumar ..Petitioner
Versus

A.K. Khetar Pal and others ..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE DAYA CHAUDHARY

Present: = Mr. Parveen Bhardwaj, Advocate
for the petitioner.
skskesk

Daya Chaudhary, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in pursuance of
order passed by this Court on 01.04.2016 in CWP No0.6090 of 2016, the
representation filed by the petitioner has been considered but consequential
benefits have not been released.

On perusal of order dated 01.04.2016, it is apparent that only
direction was there to decide the representation by passing a speaking order
but nothing has been mentioned as to what relief was to be granted.

The speaking order has been passed and some relief has also
been granted to the petitioner.

It cannot be said that there is non-compliance of order dated
01.04.2016.

Disposed of accordingly.

However, the petitioner is at liberty to avail the appropriate

remedy to challenge the order, if aggrieved in any manner.
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