
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

RSA No.2112 of 2012 (O&M)

                   Date of Decision.18.12.2015

Bansi Lal ........Appellant

Vs.

Municipal Council, Palwal through its Executive Officer

      .........Respondent

Present: Mr. Johan Kumar, Advocate 

for the appellant. 

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

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? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. Delay of 27 days in filing the appeal is condoned.

2. The  appeal  is  by  the  plaintiff  who  lost  his  suit  for

declaration and for mandatory injunction bringing a challenge to the

property  tax  assessed.   The  Court  found  that  the  demand had  been

made appropriately  in  conformity  with  law and there is  no error  for

challenge through a suit.   I  find nothing substantial  for  intervention.

The judgments are correct and upheld.  The second appeal is dismissed.

3. The counsel says that he shall have liberty to bring a fresh

challenge if legal grounds are made for subsequent years.  The plaintiff

will have such liberty but any challenge will be examined afresh in the

light  of  the  grounds  taken  for  any  period  of  demand  that  could  be

brought for a challenge in accordance with law.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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