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RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

CM-12907-2014

Applicant-Member Secretary, Haryana State Pollution Control
Board, seeks to file written statement on behalf of respondent No.2.

However, on perusal of memo of parties of the writ petition, it
has come to the notice that Haryana State Pollution Control Board was
never impleaded as party-respondent No.2 in the present writ petition. In
this view of the matter, the Haryana State Pollution Control Board has no
authority to file written statement.

In view of the above, the instant application is dismissed.
Main case

Learned counsel for respondent No.1 as well as learned counsel

for respondent No.3 place reliance on the order dated 29.1.2015 passed by
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this Court in CWP No. 4469 of 2014 (Shyam Lal v. State of Haryana and

others), to contend, that the present writ petition being identical one may be

disposed of in terms of the order dated 29.1.2015.

Faced with the above, learned counsel for the petitioner though
tried to distinguish the instant writ petition from the order dated 29.1.2015
passed in Shyam Lal's case (supra), but he could not deny the statements
made by learned counsel for respondent No.1 as well as learned counsel for
respondent No.3.

In view of the above, present writ petition is disposed of in
terms of order dated 29.1.2015. However, liberty is granted to the petitioner
to get the instant petition revived, if necessity arises.

Disposed of, accordingly.
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