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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-6972-2020
Date of Decision: 12™ January, 2023

Mahender Singh Chawla ... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. Samarth Sagar, Addl. A.G., Haryana.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN , J.(Oral)

This writ petition is filed for issuance of directions to
respondent No. 2 to take legal action against respondent No. 4 for not
complying the order dated 15.5.2019 and to decide the representation cum
rejoinder filed by the petitioner.

Learned State Counsel on instructions from Ms. Poonam,
BDPO, Sanoli Khurd submits that as per the assurance given by Block
Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO)-cum-First Appellate Authority,
Sanoli Khurd, the needful was done. On 12.11.2022, the petitioner was
permitted to inspect the record and was given copies of the documents
asked by him.

None has put in appearance on behalf of the petitioner in spite
of two pass overs.

In view of the statement made by learned State Counsel, no
further directions are called for.

Petition is disposed of. However, the petitioner would be at
liberty to move an application for revival of the prayer in case of there is

any factual discrepancy in the statement made by learned State Counsel.
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authenticity of this document.
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