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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 23625 of 2018
Date of Decision: 17.09.2018

SUDHIR GARG ... Petitioner(s)
VS.

DIRECTOR OF INDUSTRIES & COMMERCE-CUM-REGISTRAR
GENERAL OF SOCIETIES, HARYANA AND OTHERS
... Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN.

Present: Mr. Anuj Balian, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

*kk

RAKESH KUMAR JAIN, J. (ORAL)

This petition is filed for seeking a direction to respondent No. 1
to provide a copy of the order to the petitioner, passed by the Director of
Industries & Commerce-cum-Registrar General of Societies, Haryana in
appeal No. 227/RGSH which was announced on 29.05.2018.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner had filed an appeal in terms of Section 79 of the Haryana
Registration and Regulation of Societies Act, 2012 (for short ‘the Act’)
before the State Registrar against the order dated 17.05.2017 passed by the
District Registrar whereby approval has been given to the newly elected
Governing Body of the Society. The said appeal was allowed in favour of the
petitioner on 15.03.2018. The private respondents challenged the order of
appeal by filing further appeal in terms of Section 79 of the Act before the
Registrar General. It is further submitted that though the Registrar General
has announced the order in the appeal on 29.05.2018 as “Allowed” but so far
the copy of the order has not been given to the petitioner so that the petitioner
may, challenge the same in accordance with law. The petitioner has thus had

to approach this Court for the said purpose.
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I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and perused the
record with his able assistance.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances narrated
hereinabove, I do not find any necessity to issue notice to the respondents as
this petition can be disposed of with a direction to respondent No. 1 to
handover a copy of the order passed/announced by him on 29.05.2018 so that
the petitioner may, if still feel aggrieved, challenge the same in accordance
with law.

Needful shall be done by respondent No. 1 within a period of

15 days’ from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.

September 17, 2018 (RAKESH KUMAR JAIN)
Ess Kay JUDGE
v’
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes / No

Whether Reportable : Yes / No
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