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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

%k

CWP-18055-2023
Date of decision : 15.02.2024

Ajit
... Petitioner
Versus
Brahmi Devi and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL

Present: Mr.Rahul Jaswal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.Manjeet Singh Randhawa, Advocate
for respondent no.1.

Mr.H.P.S. Ghuman, Advocate
for respondent no.2.

Mr.Amandeep Joshi, DAG, Haryana
for respondents no.3 and 4.

VIKAS BAHL, J.(ORAL)

1. This is a civil writ petition filed under Article 226/227 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of an appropriate writ, order or direction
especially in the nature of certiorari for quashing of the order dated
29.03.2023 (Annexure P-9) and order dated 08.12.2021 (Annexure P-7).

2. During the course of the arguments on account of the fact that
the impugned orders dated 08.12.2021 (Annexure P-7) and dated
29.03.2023 (Annexure P-9) are cryptic and non-speaking, learned counsel
for the petitioner as well as learned counsel for respondents no.1 and 2 have
jointly submitted that both the said orders be set aside and respondent no.4
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submitted that liberty be granted to both the parties to raise all pleas as
available to them, in accordance with law.
3. Keeping in view the above said facts and circumstances and the
joint statement made on behalf of the petitioner as well as respondents no.1
and 2, the impugned orders dated 08.12.2021 (Annexure P-7) and dated
29.03.2023 (Annexure P-9), which are apparently cryptic and non-speaking,
deserve to be set aside and are set aside and respondent no.4 is directed to
reconsider the matter, in accordance with law, after granting full
opportunity to both the parties to raise all pleas, as are available to them in
law. The present petition is disposed of in the above said terms.
4. It is made clear that this Court has not opined on the merits of
the case and respondent no.4 is directed to decide the case independently, in
accordance with law.

(VIKAS BAHL)
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