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SURYA KANT J. (Oral)

(1) Learned counsel for the parties are ad idem that the issues
raised by the petitioners in the instant writ petition are required to be
effectively adjudicated by the Director General, Town and Country
Planning, Haryana in view of the fact that such specific powers vested in
him have been duly recognized by a Division Bench of this Court vide
judgment dated 30.01.2009 rendered in CWP _No.17753 of 2001 (M/s DLF
Qutub Enclave Residents Welfare Association vs. State of Haryana &
Ors.).

(2) The writ petition is accordingly disposed of without expressing
any views on merit with a direction to the Director General, Town and
Country Planning, Haryana to call for the records; hear the parties concerned
and decide the controversy by way of speaking order within a period of three

months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.

3) Ordered accordingly.
(Surya Kant)
Judge
10.07.2018 (Sudip Ahluwalia)
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