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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.26376 of 2015
Date of Decision:-18.12.2015.

Raj Kumar and others

...... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and others
....... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SURYA KANT
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI

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?

Present: Mr. Jagram Singh Cooner, Advocate for the petitioners.
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SURYA KANT, J. (ORAL)

1.) Notice of motion.

2.) On our asking, Mr. Anil Mehta, learned Deputy Advocate
General, Haryana, accepts notice on behalf of the respondents.
Since no order prejudicial to the interests of respondents is being
passed, no reply is required from them.

3.) Let two copies of the writ petition be supplied to the State
counsel during the course of the day failing which this order shall be
automatically recalled and the writ petition shall be deemed to have
been dismissed for non-prosecution.

4.) The instant writ petition has been filed on the basis of an

apprehension that the names of petitioners are likely to be shifted
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from the voter list of Village Alipur to the voter list of Village
Jahangirpur. The reliance is placed on ration cards, electricity bills
and other official documents to contend that since the petitioners are
bona fide residents of Village Alipur, the action of the official
respondents to move them to village Jahangirpur is wholly
unwarranted. We find from the records that such an issue has been
raised by the petitioners vide their representations (P-1 and P-2). In
this view of the matter it is not necessary to express any opinion on
merits and we deem it appropriate to dispose of this writ petition with
a direction to respondent Nos.2 to 5 that while taking any decision
with reference to the controversy noticed above, let the relevant
documents and other material be kept in view and if necessary, the

petitioner may be heard before taking the decision.

(SURYA KANT)
JUDGE

(P.B. BAJANTHRI)
JUDGE
December 18, 2015.
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