IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-17391-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision:- 08.08.2017

V.P. Prashar
...Petitioner
Versus

Haryana Urban Development Authority, Panchkula and another
.. .Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.J. VAZIFDAR, CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present:- Mr. Arjun Lakhanpal, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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S.J. VAZIFDAR, C.J. (ORAL)

The petitioner applied for an occupation certificate in

respect of premises he states were constructed in the year 2014. By
a letter dated 01.09.2014 (Annexure P-3), the respondents merely
requested the petitioner to submit the application through an
architect registered with HUDA for statutory documents so that
action could be taken for the same according to the HUDA Act. The
notice does nto state anything more. The petitioner was informed by
the respondents’ further Iletter dated 05.05.2015 that the
application must be made in the proper manner with the statutory
documents and not by means of a simple letter.
2. The petitioner is at liberty to make an application in
accordance with the rules and regulations. Needless to add that if
any conditions are imposed by the respondents, the petitioner is
always at liberty to challenge the same in accordance with law.

3. The writ petition is accordingly disposed of.
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