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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.21875 of 2011

Date of decision:2.2.2015

Meena Rastogi ....Petitioner
VERSUS
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present: Mr. Shailendra Jain, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Gaurav Aggarwal, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Additional Advocate General,
Haryana for respondents No.1 and 2.

Mr. Naveen S. Bhardwaj, Advocate for respondent No.3.
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HEMANT GUPTA, J.(Oral)

The petitioner has challenged the finalization of
development plans under Section 5 of the Punjab Scheduled Roads
and Controlled Areas Restriction of Unregulated Development Act,

1963, on the ground of mala-fides.

The petitioner has earlier sought time on 22.09.2014 to
implead the persons against whom the petitioner wishes to level
allegations of mala-fide but today, the learned counsel for the
petitioner states that none on behalf of the petitioner has contacted
him for the purposes of amending the writ petition so as to level

specific allegations of mala-fide.

Since, the sole ground to challenge the development plans

is that the same 1s actuated as mala-fides but in the absence of specific
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allegations of mala-fide against the persons, who have not been
impleaded as a party, we do not find that the challenge to the

development plans in the absence of proper parties can be entertained.

Consequently, the present writ petition is dismissed.

(HEMANT GUPTA)
JUDGE

FEBRUARY 2, 2015 (HARI PAL VERMA)
‘D. Gulati’ JUDGE
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