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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 5850 of 2016
Decided on : 22.11.2017
Raman Sharma
.. . Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL

PRESENT: Mr. Ajay Jain, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Sandeep Moudgil, Addl. AG, Haryana.
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AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)

The petitioner has approached this Court under Articles 226/227

of the Constitution of India, by way of Public Interest Litigation, seeking
direction to respondent No.4 to cancel the lease of the Form Vendor in District
Red Cross Bhawan beneath the Office of District Transport Authority, Hisar
forthwith being illegal, arbitrary and in contravention to the circulars dated
27.02.1997 and 29.12.2006 (appended as Annexures P-1 & P-3, respectively)
issued by the State Government, wherein, sale and use of Forms by private
person has been forbidden. A further prayer for directing respondent No.4 to
comply with the above said circular in letter and spirit, has also been made.
2. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that due
to efflux of time, the grievance of the petitioner stands redressed and therefore,
the present writ petition has been rendered infructuous, particularly, in view of
the short reply by way of affidavit of Dr. Chander Shekhar Khare, IAS, Deputy
Commissioner, Hisar, dated 21-4-2016, filed on behalf of respondent No.4,
wherein, in para 2, it has been stated as under:

“2.  That after having received the notice from the Hon'ble
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High Court in the above noted CWP, the answering respondent
No.4 has gone through the matter in detail and after due
consideration it has been decided by the competent authority
that the impugned bid held on 29-03-2016 may be revoked as

prayed for by the petitioner in his writ petition.”

3. Accordingly, in view of the above, the writ petition stands

disposed of as infructuous.
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