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210 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 3017 of 2015
DECIDED ON: SEPTEMBER 10, 2015

PREM LAL AND OTHERS
..... PETITIONERS
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB AND ANOTHER
..... RESPONDENTS
CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT.
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH.

Present: Mr. Vishal Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Mr. Rajesh Bhardwaj, Addl. AG, Punjab.

Mr. Ashok Kumar Bazaz, Advocate
for respondent No.2.

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)

In purported compliance of directions issued by this Court vide
judgment dated October 04, 2008 passed in exercise of PIL jurisdiction whereby
Municipal Authorities were directed to remove encroachments from public places,
the petitioners were served with show cause notices like dated May 12, 2014 (P-
6), inter-alia pointing out that they have encroached upon “green belt area”.

Petitioners were asked to produce the proof of ownership, if any. Thereafter, one
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more opportunity was granted. However, the petitioners having failed to do so,
final demolition notice under Section 246 of the Punjab Municipal Corporation
Act, 1976 was served.

2. The aggrieved petitioners have approached this Court.

3. With a view to enable the petitioners to produce the proof of
ownership or their lawful possession, this Court stayed the demolition proceedings
and adjourned the case, so that the relevant documents could be produced.

4, Sufficient opportunities have already been granted to the petitioners.
It appears that the petitioners are not coming forward to give instructions to their
learned counsel also.

5. In these circumstances when petitioners are not coming forward to
comply with previous orders and action has been taken with a view to implement

the time bound directions, issued by this Court, we dismiss the petition for non-

prosecution.
6. Dismiss for non-prosecution.
[SURYA KANT]
JUDGE
September 10, 2015 [JASPAL SINGH]
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