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129 CWP-22569-2016

Kirpal Singh vs. District Magistrate, Patiala & Ors.

Present: Mr. Vikas Mehsempuri, Advocate,

for the petitioner.
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Counsel for the petitioner, inter alia, contends that the
impugned order is patently without jurisdiction as the jurisdiction vests with
the Tribunal to pass an order under Section 23 of the Maintenance and
Welfare of Parents and Senior Citizens Act, 2007, whereas the order has
been passed only by the District Magistrate.

Notice of motion for 21.01.2017.

In the meantime, operation of the impugned order shall remain

stayed.
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