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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

L

CWP-26682-2022
Date of decision : 02.08.2023

Ashish Sharma
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL

Present: Mr.Sanjiv Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.Amandeep Joshi, DAG, Haryana
for respondent no.1.

Mr.B.R.Mahajan, Senior Advocate with

Mr.Jagbir Malik, Advocate
for respondent no.2.

VIKAS BAHL, J.(ORAL)

1. This is a civil writ petition filed under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ, order or direction especially in
the nature of certiorari quashing the notices dated 03.08.2021 and
11.08.2022 (Annexures P-9 and P-11) respectively.

2. Written statement on behalf of respondent no.2 has been filed
and the same is taken on record. Learned senior counsel appearing for
respondent no.2 has submitted that subsequent to the notices dated
03.08.2021 and 11.08.2022, vide Annexure R-2/12 Rajiv Gandhi University
of Health Sciences, Karnataka has withdrawn the mark sheets and degree
certificates of the petitioner. It is further submitted that the Council of

Indian Medicine Haryana vide order dated 18.05.2023 (Annexure R-2/13)
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has withdrawn registration certificate of the petitioner.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that since the
said orders have been passed during the pendency of writ petition, he seeks
to withdraw the present petition with liberty to file a fresh petition
challenging the said orders and the petitioner be permitted to raise all the
pleas which have been raised in the present petition and are available to
him, in accordance with law.

4. In view of the statement made by learned counsel for the
petitioner, the present petition is dismissed as withdrawn with liberty to the
petitioner to file a fresh petition challenging the said orders and in case the
petitioner challenges the subsequent orders, it would be open to the
petitioner to raise all the pleas which have been raised in the present petition

and are available to him, in accordance with law.

(VIKAS BAHL)
JUDGE
August 02, 2023
Davinder Kumar
Whether speaking / reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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