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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CM No. 1777-CWP-2022 in/and
CWP No. 2547 of 2022
Date of Decision: 05.04.2022

Priya Setia and others ... Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana and others
......... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH
HON'BLR MR. JUSTICE LALIT BATRA

Present: Mr. S.K.S. Bedi, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)
By this petition, the petitioners seek issuance of a writ in the

nature of ‘mandamus’ directing respondent no. 2, i.e. the Principal Secretary
to the Government of Haryana Town and Country Planning Department, to
hear and decide the revision petition filed under the provisions of Section 30
(3) of the Haryana Urban Development Authority Act, 1977, in respect of

Booth No. 146, Old Judicial Complex, Gurugram, titled as Priya Setia and

others vs. the Administrator, Harvana Shehari Vikas Pradhikaran,

Sector 14, HSVP Complex Gurugram and another.

Pursuant to the order of this court dated 10.02.2022, today an
application bearing CM No. 1777-CWP-2022 has been filed by the
petitioners, seeking to place on record an order passed by the Administrator
HUDA, Gurgaon, on 27.10.2004, dismissing the appeal of Bharat Bhushan
(husband of petitioner no. 1 and father of petitioners no. 2 and 3), on grounds

of non-prosecution/in-default.
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Mr. Bedi, learned counsel for the petitioners, submits that in fact
it is not the said order which has been challenged by the petitioners before
the revisional authority, but with the revision in fact having been filed
seeking to invoke the jurisdiction of the revisional authority suo motu, to
grant the petitioners similar relief as is already stated to have been granted to
others (as contended before this court).

Consequently, without making any comment whatsoever on the
actual merits of the case, this petition is disposed of with a direction to the
revisional authority to consider the case of the petitioners after summoning
the entire record as he/she deems necessary to be summoned and to thereafter
pass a speaking order within a period of 04 months from the date of the

receipt of a certified copy of this order.

(AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
JUDGE
April 05, 2022 (LALIT BATRA)
nitin JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether Reportable No
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