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110 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2497-2021
Date of Decision : 09.05.2022

Madhur Malik ... Petitioner
Versus
Bhupinder Singh TAS ....Respondent

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  Mr. Mandeep Singh Lamba, Advocate for
Mr. Ravinder Singh Dhull, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Govind Tanwar, Advocate for
Mr. Kanwal Goyal, Advocate

for the respondent.
seskosk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating action against
the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1
dated 07.10.2021, in CWP-20426-2021, in case titled as ‘Madhur Malik
vs. HPSC’.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1, dated 07.10.2021, reveals
that CWP-20426-2021, was disposed of by directing the competent
authority to look into the grievance of the petitioner by keeping in view
the contentions raised in the writ petition and by treating the same as
representation and take a decision in respect thereto, in accordance with
law, within three months from the date of order.

3. Learned DAG, Haryana, has placed on record copy of order
dated 06.04.2022, extending the time for deciding the representation of
the petitioner, as expeditiously as possible but not later than two weeks
prior to the declaration of schedule of written examination to be

conducted pursuant to advertisement dated 26.02.2021.
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4. Learned counsel for the respondent further states that HCS
(Executive Branch) and other Allied Services Preliminary Examination
held on 12.09.2021, has been cancelled and examination for the
aforementioned post will now be held on 10.07.2022 and only those
candidates who had earlier applied in response to advertisement
No.03/2021, dated 26.02.2021 and were found eligible, would be entitled
to appear in the examination to be held on 10.07.2022. The same satisfies
learned counsel for the petitioner, who states that in the circumstances,
the petitioner is not interested in pursuing the instant petition and may be
permitted to withdraw the same.

5. In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
learned counsel for the parties, the instant petition is disposed of as not
calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
09.05.2022
rajesh/rimpal
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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