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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
dekkkek
COCP No.1904 of 2014
Date of Decision: 14.07.2015
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Kuldeep Singh
. .Petitioner
Versus
Meetinder Singh Mann and another
. .. . Respondents
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CORAM: HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN
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Present: Mr.Jaswinder Singh, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr.Vikas Kautalia, Advocate,
for respondent No.1.

Mr.Anant Kataria, DAG, Punjab.
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RAKESH KUMAR JAIN, J. (ORAL)

This Court entertained a writ petition on its own motion
bearing CWP No0.4559 of 2007 wherein the issue was of
unauthorised construction on both sides of the scheduled roads in
the State of Punjab and Haryana. The petition was disposed of on
9.7.2013 directing the Department of Town and Country Planning
and the Forest Department of both the States to appoint a Senior
Government Officer as Nodal Officer, who shall check out such
illegal construction on the roadside and take action. Respondent
No.1 was appointed as a Nodal Officer. He conducted a survey and
started taking action against the violators. One such person,
namely, Daljit Singh was served with show cause notice, who has
challenged the same by way of CWP No0.18256 of 2014. The said
writ petition was disposed of by this Court vide its order dated

31.3.2015 on the ground that the principle of natural justice has
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been violated and the matter was remanded back to the authority to
pass a fresh order after affording an opportunity of hearing to the
respective parties.

In view thereof, the cause shown by the petitioner of
non-compliance of the order dated 9.7.2013 is not made out
because the direction issued by this Court in the said order has
been duly complied with insofar as the appointment of Nodal Officer
is concerned and is being complied with in respect of the action
being taken against the illegal construction raised by the persons on
the scheduled road. Thus, at this stage, no action is required to be
taken against the present respondents.

Disposed of.

Rule discharged.

(RAKESH KUMAR JAIN)

14.07.2015 JUDGE
Vivek,

VIVEK PAHWA
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