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Present: Mr. Rajiv Kataria, Advocate for the petitioner

Mr. Amar Vivek, Addl. AG Haryana
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SURYA KANT, J. (Oral)

(1) Notice of motion to respondents No.l1 to 3 & 6 only at this stage.
On our asking, Mr. Amar Vivek, Addl. AG Haryana accepts notice on their
behalf. Let requisite copies of the writ petition be handed over to learned State
counsel during the course of day. In view of the nature of order which we
propose to pass, there is no necessity to issue notice to other respondents and
seek their reply.

(2) The petitioner is a Residents’ Welfare Association of Sector 15-II,
Gurugram. Their grievance is against allotment of a piece of land to respondent
No.5 for construction of CNG Station on the Delhi-Gurugram National
Highway. The plot has been carved out of greenbelt segregating the Highway
and the residential sector where the members of the petitioner-Association have
constructed their houses.

3) We have heard learned counsel for the petitioner-Association and
are of the view that the issues sought to be raised by the petitioner, namely, (i)
there might be other suitable sites for construction of CNG pump/station; (ii)
the proposed CNG station would cause traffic congestion; (iii) CNG station is
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local administration or the HUDA authorities who have allotted the subject site.
We thus dispose of the writ petition without expressing any views on merit with
a direction to Administrator, HUDA, Gurugram as well as the Chief
Administrator, HUDA to consider the grievance of the petitioner-Association
which may be presented by way of supplementary representation by the
petitioner and let an appropriate decision be taken within a reasonable time

preferably within two months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this

order.
(4) Ordered accordingly.
(Surya Kant)
Judge
29.03.2017 (Sudip Ahluwalia)
vishal shonkar Ju dge
1. Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes

2. Whether reportable? No
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