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Dharam Chand Chaudhary, J.(Oral)

CMP No. 6159 of 2017

Allowed and disposed of.

CWP No. 1739 of 2017

The only relief as sought in this writ petition is a

direction to respondent No. 2 to decide the appeal preferred by
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respondent No. 5 against the order Annexure P-2 at the earliest,
as respondent No. 4, who otherwise was not eligible and
qualified to contest election for the post of Pardhan, Gram
Panchayat Uteep, District Chamba (H.P.), is continuing as such
persuant to the interim order Annexure P-5 passed in the appeal.
In the nature of the relief sought in writ petition, the response of
the respondents is not required and rather we propose to dispose
of the writ petition with a direction to respodnent No. 2 to decide
the pending appeal in a time bound manner. Therefore, the writ
petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent No. 2 to
decide the pending appeal at the earliest but not beyond three
months from today. All pending miscellaneous application(s) also
stands disposed of.
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