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1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?
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SURYA KANT, J. [ORAL]

The instant writ petition lays challenge to an Ordinance whereby

Muktsar was notified as revenue District in the State of Punjab under the provisions
of the Punjab Land Revenue Act. The petitioners consequently challenge the vires of
Section 5 of the Punjab Land Revenue Act as well.

The above-stated Ordinance was issued on 07" November, 1995 and
by now it must have been replaced by a piece of Legislation which is not under
challenge as the writ petition has not been amended. We draw such an inference by
taking judicial notice of the fact that Sri Muktsar Sahib continues to be a District
Headquarters as well as an independent Sessions Division. The power of the State
to carve out a new revenue District in public interest has been upheld by a Full
Bench of this Court in District Bar Association, Kurukshetra & Ors. Vs. State of
Haryana & Ors., AIR 1997 P&H, 231.

The petitioners also appear to have lost interest in due course of time.

In a way, the petition has been rendered infructuous.
Disposed of accordingly. Dasti.
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