
210  IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

 

D.K. Sharma through L.Rs.

Haryana Financial Corporation and another 
 
CORAM:  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA
  HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA
 
Present: Mr.

 
Mr. 
Mr. Charanji Lal, Advocate for the respondents. 

   
               
SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA, J. (Oral)

1.  Learned counsel for the appellant submits that 

writ petition have not been noticed by the learned Single Judge while 

deciding the writ petition along with another writ petition which 

different from the facts of the present case.

2.  The appellant may take recourse to the remedy of review/recall. 

3.  The appeal is accordingly dismissed as withdrawn with the 

aforesaid liberty. 

4.   All pending misc. application(s) also stand disposed of. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
   
   

14.05.2025 
rajesh 

1. Whether speaking/reasoned? 
2. Whether reportable?
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