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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CWP-5521-2020(0&M)
Date of decision: 19.03.2024
Mintu Kumari

...Petitioner

VERSUS

State of Haryana and others
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASGURPREET SINGH PURI
Present:-  Mr. Sandeep K. Sharma, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. Gaurav Jindal, Additional Advocate General, Haryana.
Mr. Anil Chawla, Advocate for respondents No.2 & 3.
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JASGURPREET SINGH PURI, J. (Oral)

1. The present writ petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of
the Constitution of India seeking issuance of a writ in the nature of mandamus
directing the respondents to provide job to the petitioner as per her eligiblity
for the land acquired for construction of Thermal Power Plants, District Jhajjar
in terms of Policy dated 05.07.2007 (Annexure P-2) and Policy dated
09.11.2010 (Annexure P-3) framed by the State Government, as amended vide
Notification dated 15.10.2013 (Annexure P-4).

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submitted
that the family of the petitioner was holding a land and the land was acquired
for the purpose of setting up Thermal Power Plants, District Jhajjar and there
was a policy in this regard for granting employment to one member of the

family. He submitted that his representation (Annexure P-7(Colly) has not even
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considered by respondent No.2 despite the fact that the same was given in the
year 2019. He submitted that at this stage he will be satisfied in case the
aforesaid representation (Annexure P-7 (Colly) is considered and decided in
accordance with law by giving an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and
by passing a speaking order.

3. On the other hand, Mr. Anil Chawla, learned counsel appearing on
behalf of respondents No.2 & 3 submitted that the petitioner was not entitled for
the aforesaid. However, he has submitted that since the learned counsel for the
petitioner has made a limited prayer at this stage for deciding of representation
only to that extent he has no objection.

4. In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances and without
expressing anything on the merits of the case, the present writ petition is
disposed of with a direction to respondent No.4 to consider and decide the
representation (Annexure P-4) and if need be, then respondent No.4 shall also
consult respondent No.2 before passing the order and an opportunity of hearing
shall also be given to the petitioner or her counsel. The aforesaid order shall be
passed strictly in accordance with law and within a period of three months
from today. In case the petitioner is found to be entitled for employment, then
the same will be thereafter given within a period of next three months and in
case the petitioner is aggrieved by any adverse order passed by respondent

No.4, then the petitioner shall be at liberty to challenge the same in accordance

with law.

(JASGURPREET SINGH PURI)
19.03.2024 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable ; Yes/No

RAKESH KUMAR

2024.03.22 09:30

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document of this
order/judgment



