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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.13773 of 2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016
Tara Devi
... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana and others

... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. R.B. Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (ORAL)

Feeling aggrieved against the official communication dated
31.08.2010 (Annexure P-2) issued by Deputy Commissioner, Faridabad to the
Chief Secretary, Haryana pointing out that application of the petitioner for
licence of Stamp Vendor has been filed, because at that point of time, no post
of Stamp Vendor was lying vacant in the said district, petitioner has filed the
present writ petition seeking a writ in the nature of certiorari.

Learned counsel for the petitioner places reliance on a list of
Stamp Vendor in District Faridabad at Annexure P-12 to contend that one
Kumari Shefali, whose particulars are recorded in para 11 at page 10 of the
paper book, was granted licence No.149/F/2010 which would show that the
post of Stamp Vendor was available and application of the petitioner was
illegally rejected. He prays for setting aside the impugned order, by allowing
the present writ petition.

During the course of hearing, when confronted with the fact as to
how the licence of Kumari Shefali can be co-related with impugned

communication (Annexure P-2) in the absence of any date of issuance of
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licence in her favour, learned counsel for the petitioner had no answer and
rightly so, it being a matter of record. Further, neither the order granting
licence in favour of Kumari Shefali has been challenged in the present writ
petition nor she is party-respondent before this Court.

In view of what has been discussed hereinabove, present writ
petition is wholly misconceived, bereft of merit and without any substance,
thus, it must fail. No case for interference has been made out.

Dismissed.

[ RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK |
15.07.2016 JUDGE
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