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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-2371-2018 (O&M)
Date of decision:- 05.02.2018

Neena Kumar and another
...Petitioners
Versus
Municipal Corporation of Gurgaon
.. .Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.J. VAZIFDAR, CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’/BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present:- Mr. R.K. Handa, Advocate,
for the petitioners.
* % * %

S.J. VAZIFDAR, C.J. (ORAL)

The petitioners at this stage merely seek an order
directing the respondent to decide their representation
dated 11.12.2017 (Annexure P-23).

2. The respondent shall do so. It is made clear that the
pendency of the representation will not be a ground for the
petitioners not adopting appropriate proceedings in accordance
with law for challenging the impugned demand notice at
Annexure P-1. The petitioners are at liberty to challenge the
order in accordance with law. Needless to add that the
petitioners shall also be entitled to apply for interim orders
in the proceedings that they may adopt for the purpose of
challenging the levy. It is clarified that the decision on the
petitioners’ representation shall be taken irrespective of the
petitioners adopting any other remedy.

3. The writ petition is accordingly disposed of.

(S.J. VAZIFDAR)
CHIEF JUSTICE

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
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05.02.2018

Amodh

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document

Chandigarh



