
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

   Civil Writ Petition No.21950 of 2015

   Date of Decision: October 14, 2015

Pawan Kumar and another   ....Petitioners

versus

State of Haryana and others                   .....Respondents

CORAM:  HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT.

            HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P.B.BAJANTHRI.

Present: Mr.R.S.Mamli, Advocate, for the petitioners.

            Mr.Anil Mehta, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana. 

-.-

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?

                          ---

Surya Kant, J. (Oral)

Notice of motion to respondent Nos.1 to 4 only at

this stage. 

On  our  asking,  Mr.Anil  Mehta,  learned  Deputy

Advocate General, Haryana, accepts notice on their behalf. 

Let four copies of the writ petition be supplied to

the State counsel during the course of day failing which this

order shall be automatically recalled and the writ petition shall

be deemed to have been dismissed for non-prosecution.

In view of the nature of order which we propose to

pass,  it  is  not  necessary  to  seek  any  counter-reply  from

respondent  Nos.1  to  4  or  to  serve  respondent  No.5  at  this

stage as no order prejudicial to his interest is being passed.  

The grievance of the petitioners in the instant writ

petition is that delimitation exercise of Municipal area, Hansi

has not been done in accordance with Rule-7 of the Haryana
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Municipal  Delimitation  of  Wards  Rules,  1977.  It  is  further

alleged that the principle of continuity for the formation of

wards has also not been adhered to. The petitioners are said to

have raised this issue in their objections dated 16.01.2015. 

If the matter regarding finalization of wardbandi of

Municipal  area  is  still  under  consideration  before  the

Competent Authority, we see no reason as to why objections

raised by the petitioners be not examined in accordance with

law/Rules,  referred  to  above.  It  shall  be  appreciated  if  due

consideration  is  given  to  the  petitioners'  objections  while

finalizing delimitation of wards. 

The writ petition stands disposed of accordingly.

Let a copy of this order be given  dasti to Mr.Anil

Mehta,  learned  Deputy  Advocate  General,  Haryana,  for

information and necessary compliance. 

                           [SURYA KANT]
                                   JUDGE 

October 14, 2015                                 [P.B.BAJANTHRI]
      mohinder                JUDGE 
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