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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

109(2) Civil Writ Petition No.9647 of 2016
Date of Decision: October 31, 2017

Paramijit Singh
...Petitioner
versus
State of Haryana and others
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL
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Present:  Mr. H.C. Arora, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Sandeep Moudgil, AddIl. A.G., Haryana.
Mr. K.K. Gupta, Advocate for respondent No.2-FCI.

Mr. Anil Kumar Rana, Advocate for
Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Advocate for respondent Nos.3 & 4.
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AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)

The petitioner has filed the instant writ petition by way of

public interest litigation under Articles 226/227 of the Constitution of

India, seeking a writ in the nature of mandamus directing

respondent No.1 to conduct a thorough enquiry into the affairs of
respondent No.4, which is indulging into storing the stocks of wheat

at open plinths, despite the availability of its own covered godown at

the same place.

2. The primary concern of the petitioner was that the
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storing of wheat in open plinths at Elnabad, District Sirsa was
required to be restrained.

3. It was not disputed by learned counsel for the
respondents that in view of the affidavits dated 23.10.2017 and
17.10.2017 filed by the Food Corporation of India and State of
Hayrana respectively in Civil Writ Petition No0.4956 of 2015, the area
falling in Elnabad, District Sirsa is also covered thereunder.

4. However, the aforesaid fact could not be disputed by
learned counsel for the petitioner in view of the aforesaid affidavits
which covers the entire State of Haryana. Learned State counsel
submitted that the stocks which were earlier lying in the open
plinths, has now been removed.

5. In view of the stand taken by the Food Corporation of
India as well as by the State of Haryana, learned counsel for the
parties are ad idem that the present writ petition has been rendered
infructuous and prayed that the same may be disposed of as such.

6. Ordered accordingly.

(AJAY KUMAR MITTAL)
JUDGE

(AMIT RAWAL)
October 31, 2017 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No

Whether reportable? Yes/No
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