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Sh. Sudhir F’Mkash D' cra 8/0 Late Sh. RF Dogra - aged about 49 vears old .
R/O Carlton View — B, Upper Kaithu , District Shimia , ( H.P.) presently working

as Sr. Accountant , Office of Accountant General Himachal Pradesh.
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1. State of Himachal Pradesh  through Secretary (Home ) to the
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Governmant of Himacha! Pradesh
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shimia -2 .
2. Director General of Police ( DGP), Himachal Pradesh Shimla -2 .
3. Superintendent of Police , Dharmshala at Kangra , District Kangra |
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4. rlimachal Fradesh Cricket Association through its Secretary  H.P.

Cricket Staidium Dharmshala , Dharmshala |, District Kangra , (HP)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH, SHIMLA

CVW!I No. 501 of 20106

Decided on: 04.03.2016

Sudhir Prakash Dogra . Petitioner.
Versus

State of Himachal Pradesh and others ...Respondents.

Coram

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Mansoor Ahmad Mir, Chief Justice.

The HHon'ble Mr. Justice Sureshwar Thakur, Judge.
N ; ¢ i R
Whether approved jor reporting?

For the petitioner: Mr. Sunil Sethi & Mr. Ankush Dass
Sood, Senior Advocates, with Mr.
Sushant Vir Singh Thakur, Rakesh
Kumar Sharma, Parimoksh Seth &
Sumit Sineh, Advocates.

For the respondents:  Mr.  Shrawan Dogra,  Advocate
General, with Mr. Anup Rattan, Mr.
Romesh Verma & Mr. V.8, Chauhan,
Additional Advoceate  Generals. and
MroJUK Verma & Mr. Rush Sharma,
Deputy  Advocate  Generals,  for
respondents No. 1 to 3.

My, Vikvant Thakur. Mr. Purshotam
Chaudhary & Meo Amit Kumar



Dhumal, Advocates. for respondent

No. 4.

Mansoor Alvmad Mir, Chief Justico, (Oral)

S CIMIP No. 13056 of 2016

Leave granted. The application is disposed of.

CWDI No. 501 of 2016 & CMP No. 1307 of 2016

N

Issue  notice. Mr. V.S, Chauhan, learned
Additional Advocate General, and Mr. Vilkrant Thakur,
Advocaie, waive nolice on behall of respondentz No. 1to 3 and
respondent No. 4, respectively. Reply be filed by or before 9
March, 2016.

5. List on 9" Muarch, 2016, The question  of
maintainability of the writ petition is left open at thiz stage.

4, We hope and trust that, in the meantime, the
respondents will resolve the controversy al their own level.
while keeping in view the national intercsts, and the learned

Advocate General will put his best efforts.

NEa

P

1w



3
5. At this stage, learned Advocate General stated at
the Bar that the State is under legal obligniion to maintain
low and order in the State., s statement i= titken on record.

6. Keeping in view the statement made by the
learned Advocate General, the writ potition is disposed of

alongwith all pending applications.

Copy dasti. Sd/-
Mansoor Ahmad Mir. (']
Sdy-

Svreshwar Thakur, J.
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