
LPA-3098-2024

109 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

DR. MONIKA MALIK 

PARDEEP SINGH & ORS

 

CORAM:   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA

  HON’BLE MR

Present: Mr. 

  for the appellant

 

SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA, J.(Oral)
 
   

CM-7640-LPA

  Application for 

appeal is allowed

Main case 

1. The appellant has preferred this LPA assailing the interim order dated 

19.07.2024 in CWP

whereby it has

and disallow in making any payments to her. 

2. Learned counsel submits that the order has been passed 

he has already moved an application for vacation of stay of the said 

order, which is p
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH

 

DR. MONIKA MALIK  

Vs.  
 

PARDEEP SINGH & ORS. 

**** 

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA

HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA

**** 
Mr. Akshay Kumar, Advocate 

for the appellant.  

**** 

SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA, J.(Oral)

LPA-2024 

Application for condonation of delay of 104 days in filing of 

appeal is allowed, and accordingly delay is condoned.

The appellant has preferred this LPA assailing the interim order dated 

19.07.2024 in CWP-29545-2023 passed by learned Single Judge

whereby it has been directed to stay the appointment of the appellant 

and disallow in making any payments to her. 

Learned counsel submits that the order has been passed 

he has already moved an application for vacation of stay of the said 

order, which is pending. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH 

LPA-3098-2024 (O&M)

Date of Decision: 07.01.2025

            . . . . Appellant

. . . . Respondents

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA 

MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA 

SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA, J.(Oral) 

condonation of delay of 104 days in filing of 

and accordingly delay is condoned. 

The appellant has preferred this LPA assailing the interim order dated 

2023 passed by learned Single Judge,

been directed to stay the appointment of the appellant 

and disallow in making any payments to her.  

Learned counsel submits that the order has been passed ex parte, and 

he has already moved an application for vacation of stay of the said 
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condonation of delay of 104 days in filing of 

The appellant has preferred this LPA assailing the interim order dated 

, 

been directed to stay the appointment of the appellant 

and 

he has already moved an application for vacation of stay of the said 
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3. Provisions of Article 226(3) of the Constitution of India are mandatory 

and are required to be followed.

4. In view thereto, we hope that the Hon’ble Single Judge would pass 

appropriate orders on the application filed under Article 226(3).

5. It is also 

interference is therefore warranted.

6. With the said observations, the LPA is dismissed, leaving it open for 

the Hon’ble Single Judge to pass appropriate orders.

 

07.01.2025 
Mohit goyal 

1. Whether speaking/reasoned? 

2. Whether reportable?
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Provisions of Article 226(3) of the Constitution of India are mandatory 

and are required to be followed. 

In view thereto, we hope that the Hon’ble Single Judge would pass 

appropriate orders on the application filed under Article 226(3).

It is also informed that the case is already listed on 20.01.2025. No 

interference is therefore warranted. 

With the said observations, the LPA is dismissed, leaving it open for 

the Hon’ble Single Judge to pass appropriate orders.

   (SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA

(MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA

1. Whether speaking/reasoned?    Yes/No

2. Whether reportable?    Yes/No

Provisions of Article 226(3) of the Constitution of India are mandatory 

In view thereto, we hope that the Hon’ble Single Judge would pass 

appropriate orders on the application filed under Article 226(3). 

informed that the case is already listed on 20.01.2025. No 

With the said observations, the LPA is dismissed, leaving it open for 

the Hon’ble Single Judge to pass appropriate orders. 

SANJEEV PRAKASH SHARMA) 

   JUDGE 

 

 
MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA) 

   JUDGE 

Yes/No 

Yes/No 

 

 

Provisions of Article 226(3) of the Constitution of India are mandatory 

In view thereto, we hope that the Hon’ble Single Judge would pass 

informed that the case is already listed on 20.01.2025. No 

With the said observations, the LPA is dismissed, leaving it open for 

 


		Goyal9809mohit@gmail.com
	2025-01-07T17:20:36+0530
	MOHIT GOYAL
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document


		Goyal9809mohit@gmail.com
	2025-01-07T17:20:36+0530
	MOHIT GOYAL
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document




