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      IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
 

 (122)  
  
  

M/s Noor Bus Service Regd. Maglani, 
Tehsil Khadur Sahib, District Tarn Taran

 

State Transport Appellate Tribunal, Punjab

CORAM: 
 

Present:  

 
  
    
  

KULDEEP TIWARI

1.   

the Constitution of India, 

(Annexure P

preferred by the petitioner was dismissed, having been declared barred by 

limitation. 

2.   

hereinafter extracted order, upon th
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
               AT CHANDIGARH

     
     
  

M/s Noor Bus Service Regd. Maglani,  
Tehsil Khadur Sahib, District Tarn Taran 

        Versus

State Transport Appellate Tribunal, Punjab and others

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Mr. Rajinder Sharma, Advocate
for the petitioner. 

Mr. Sahil R. Bakshi, AAG, Punjab. 

      **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL) 

Through the instant writ petition, 

the Constitution of India, the legality of order dated 

(Annexure P-3), has been put to challenge, wherethrough, 

preferred by the petitioner was dismissed, having been declared barred by 

This Court, by drawing an order dated 22.04.2026, has passed the 

hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant writ petition :

“At this stage, without issuance of notice, learned State 

counsel is directed to file a short affidavit of a responsible 

functionary, disclosing whether the order (Annexure P

was communicated to the petitioner.

List on 11.05.2026 in the urgent list.”
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA  
AT CHANDIGARH 

 CWP-12012-2026  
Date of Decision : 11.05.2026 

     …Petitioner 
 

Versus 

and others         ...Respondents 

KULDEEP TIWARI 

Rajinder Sharma, Advocate 

Sahil R. Bakshi, AAG, Punjab.  

Through the instant writ petition, cast under Article 226/227 of 

the legality of order dated 13.10.2025 

, has been put to challenge, wherethrough, the statutory appeal 

preferred by the petitioner was dismissed, having been declared barred by 

This Court, by drawing an order dated 22.04.2026, has passed the 

e instant writ petition :- 

“At this stage, without issuance of notice, learned State 

counsel is directed to file a short affidavit of a responsible 

functionary, disclosing whether the order (Annexure P

was communicated to the petitioner. 

11.05.2026 in the urgent list.” 

 

 

cast under Article 226/227 of 
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the statutory appeal 

preferred by the petitioner was dismissed, having been declared barred by 

This Court, by drawing an order dated 22.04.2026, has passed the 

“At this stage, without issuance of notice, learned State 

counsel is directed to file a short affidavit of a responsible 

functionary, disclosing whether the order (Annexure P-1) 
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3.   

him from Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant, Regional Transport Authority, 

Ferozepur, apprises this Court that 

reconsideration for the route, in question.

4.   

opinion that the legality of the impugned order, need not be gone into, and no 

further order is required to be passed in the insta

is hereby, closed

5.  

reconsider the application of the petitioner, and thereafter, pass a fresh 

speaking order

6.  

 

  
 

     
 
 
May 11, 2026
Manpreet 
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Today, learned counsel for the State, 

him from Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant, Regional Transport Authority, 

apprises this Court that the candidature of the petitioner is 

reconsideration for the route, in question. 

In view of the above, at this stage, this Court is of the considered 

opinion that the legality of the impugned order, need not be gone into, and no 

further order is required to be passed in the insta

closed. 

However, liberty is afforded to the respondents/department, to 

reconsider the application of the petitioner, and thereafter, pass a fresh 

speaking order, after affording due opportunity of hearing to th

Consequently, the instant writ petition is 

     

     

May 11, 2026 

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable  
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Today, learned counsel for the State, on instructions imparted to 

him from Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant, Regional Transport Authority, 

the candidature of the petitioner is pending 

In view of the above, at this stage, this Court is of the considered 

opinion that the legality of the impugned order, need not be gone into, and no 

further order is required to be passed in the instant writ petition, and the same 

However, liberty is afforded to the respondents/department, to 

reconsider the application of the petitioner, and thereafter, pass a fresh 

, after affording due opportunity of hearing to the parties.  

Consequently, the instant writ petition is disposed of. 

             

     (KULDEEP TIWARI)   
         JUDGE  

: Yes/No 
: Yes/No 

 

on instructions imparted to 

him from Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant, Regional Transport Authority, 

pending 

In view of the above, at this stage, this Court is of the considered 

opinion that the legality of the impugned order, need not be gone into, and no 

nt writ petition, and the same 

However, liberty is afforded to the respondents/department, to 

reconsider the application of the petitioner, and thereafter, pass a fresh 
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