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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.1257 of 2017
Date of Decision.24.01.2017

Smt. Sonil .. Petitioner

Vs
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

Present: Mr. Shashi Bharat Bhushan, Advocate
for the petitioners.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL

AMIT RAWAL J. (ORAL)

The writ petition has been filed seeking quashing of the letter
dated 16.01.2017 (Annexure P-3).

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that regular enquiry on
allegation is stated to be pending, however, the suspension order has been
passed and the same was assailed which has been dismissed vide order dated
03.01.2017 (Annexure P-2). In the meantime, the respondents have come out
with a letter of appointing acting Sarpanch as interim measure.

He submits that he will be satisfied in case Enquiry Officer-
respondent No.2, who is holding the enquiry, be directed to expedite the
enquiry proceedings and conclude the same as early as possible within a fixed
time line.

Keeping in view the fact that the prayer sought is most innocuous,
I deem it appropriate to direct the respondent No.2 to conclude the enquiry,
stated to be pending before him, within a period of six months from today.

The writ petition stands disposed of with the above direction.

(AMIT RAWAL)
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