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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
113 CWP-11607-2017
Decided on 31.05.2017
SANJEEV KUMAR +..PETITIONER
VS
STATE OF HARYANA AND ANOTHER ....RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

Present: Mr. R.S.Mamli , Advocate
for the petitioner.

sk sk

AJAY TEWARLI, J.(Oral)

On 25.5.2017, the following order was passed:-

"In this writ petition the claim is that the petitioner was
appointed on contract basis since the year 2009. His services
were terminated by an order dated 21.04.2017 (Annexure P-3)
which was received by him on 08.05.2017. Against that
termination order he filed representation (Annexure P-4) on
11.05.2017. Within six days the present writ petition was filed on
17.05.2017. When the petition came up for hearing learned
counsel prayed that a direction be issued to the respondents to
decide the representation (Annexure P-4).

I put it to learned counsel as to what was the urgency
that the writ petition was filed on the 6x day of moving a
representation and why he did not advise the client-the petitioner
(being a senior advocate) that it would be appropriate to wait for

almost four weeks to give an opportunity to the Government to
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consider the representation.

Learned counsel stated that this was for the purpose of
obtaining a stay of the termination order. When I pointed out to
him that he had not even pressed the prayer for stay he stated that
he may be allowed to withdraw the writ petition.

I deem it appropriate to call upon the petitioner to
ascertain why he felt the need to file this writ petition only after 6
days of moving the representation.

Let petitioner appear before this Court on 31.05.2017."

Today petitioner is present in the Court and states that he had
approached the Court because of his own will and anxiety.

In the circumstances, petition stands dismissed as premature.

Since the main case has been decided, the pending civil

miscellaneous application, if any, also stand disposed of.

31.05.2017 (AJAY TEWARI)
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