2024:PHHC: 104333

CWP-12036-2021 (O&M) 1

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

114 CWP-12036-2021 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 13.08.2024

RAJESH KUMAR BALI

.... Petitioner

V/S
THE STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUVIR SEHGAL

Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. Anil Bansal, DAG, Punjab.

Service of respondent No. 4 dispensed with
vide order dated 08.07.2021 passed by this Court.

Mr. Rahul Verma, Advocate with
Mr. Babneet Singh, Advocate for respondent No.5.

Mr. Vishal Thakur, Advocate for respondent No.6.

Mr. S.K. Kanojia, Advocate for
Mr. Gurmeet Singh, Advocate for respondent No.7.

Mr. Vishal Thakur, Advocate for
Mr. Sudhir Rana, Advocate for respondent No.8.

Mr. Ashwani Prashar, Advocate for respondent No.17.

Mr. Manjit Singh Sarao, Advocate for respondent No.18.

% 3k *k

SUVIR SEHGAL, J. (ORAL)

1. Instant writ petition has been filed under Section 226/227 of
the Constitution of India for setting aside the impugned orders dated

Pooja Saini 23.10.2019, Annexure P-5 and 14.10.2020, Annexure P-7.
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2. On 29.02.2024, this Court passed the following order:-

“Mr. Manjit Singh Sarao, Advocate has
put in appearance on behalf of respondent No.18 in
all the cases and has filed Power of Attorney in
CWP12036-2021, which is taken on record. He has
also filed written statement, which is taken on
record.

Mr. Ashwani Prashar, Advocate, who is
representing respondent No.17, submits that after
the amendment of the Punjab Co-operative Societies
Act, 1961, w.ef. 26.04.2021, petitioner has a

remedy of filing a revision petition under Section 69

ibid.

There is no representation on behalf of the
petitioner.

In the interest of justice, adjourned to
13.08.2024.

Counsel for the petitioner be intimated.
To be shown in the urgent cause list.
Photocopy of this order be placed on the

file of connected case.”

3. There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner.

4. Similar was the position on the previous two occasions.

5. It seems that the petitioner is not interested in pursuing the

present petition.

6. Dismissed for non-prosecution.

13.08.2024 (SUVIR SEHGAL)

pooja saini JUDGE
Whether Speaking/Reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No

Pooja Saini
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