IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.121 CWP No.12648 of 2022
Date of Decision: 18.07.2022
Sukhbir Singh Gulia (Retd.) .... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and another ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Rajender Singh Malik, Advocate for the petitioner.
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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that the petitioner had
approached this Court by way of filing CWP No0.14998 of 2021, which was
disposed of by this Court giving direction to respondent No.2 to decide the
legal notice dated 30.06.2021 (Annexure P-2) within a period of three
months. Learned counsel argues that in pursuance to the said direction,
respondent No.2 passed an order dated 06.10.2021 (Annexure P-4) stating
that the appropriate order can only be passed by respondent No.1.

Learned Counsel submits that respondent No.1 is not deciding
the said legal notice in spite of issuance of direction by the competent Court
of law.

Notice of motion.

Mr. Harish Nain, Assistant Advocate General, Haryana accepts
notice on behalf of the respondents and raises no objection with regard to
deciding the legal notice dated 30.06.2021, a copy of which has been
appended as Annexure P-2 with the present petition by respondent No.1, by
passing an appropriate speaking order within a period of 8 weeks from
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that keeping in view
the aforesaid statement of learned State counsel, no further grievance of the
petitioner survives in the present petition and the same may kindly be

disposed of as having been not pressed any further.

Ordered accordingly.
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
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