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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-9545-2020
Date of Decision: July 10, 2020.

RAJKUMAR AND ANOTHER
...... PETITIONER (s)

Versus

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
...... RESPONDENT (s)

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE LISA GILL

Present: Mr. Sandeep Sharma, Advocate
for the petitioners.
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LISA GILL, J.

This matter is being taken up for hearing through video
conferencing due to the outbreak of pandemic, COVID-19.

The petitioners are aggrieved of the action of respondents no.5
to 8 in throwing cow dung and waste in front of their house and are further
aggrieved of the inaction on the part of the authorities despite submission of
representations by the petitioners.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is, however, unable to point
out any representation/application in terms of the provisions of the Haryana
Panchayati Raj Act, submitted before the Gram Panchayat. Furthermore the
mode and manner of submission of the representation dated 03.03.2020
(Annexure P-4) to the Deputy Commissioner, Yamunanagar at Jagadhri is
not forthcoming. The present writ petition is, thus, premature and the same

is disposed of as such.
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Needless to say, the petitioners are at liberty to approach the
competent authorities with their grievance, who shall look into the same,
keeping in view the specific provisions of law as well as the decision of a
Division Bench of this Court reported in 2019(4) Law Herald 2847 Court

on its own motion Vs. Union of India.

(LISA GILL)
10.07.2020 JUDGE

Sunil

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