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In view of the prayer made in the writ petition,

notice is being issued only to respondent No. 3. Mr.

Karma Thinlay Namgyal, learned Govt. Advocate accepts
notice.

Apart from wvarious other reliefs sought, one of the
prayers made |n the petition is that the respondent No. 3
who is seized to complaint filed by the petitloner has failed
to decide the same. The complaint was made before the
respondent No. 2 regarding the category certificate
granted to respondent No, 4 on 16.07.2011. It is further
submitted that the hearing was conducted on EB,-!JE.EIIJIE.
but till date no decision has been taken.

In view of the above circumstances, this petition is

disposed of without going into merit of the controversy,
with the direction to respondent No. 3 to dispose of the
complaint within a period of one month in accordance with

law.

=
0D ANAAN =

Chief Justice e
05.07.2012

Index : Yes j!!hln
Internet : Yas / No
pmyik

SEPG- UompdiMiph Court 7000 Mo T3 08 011



2012:SHC:18


