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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

215 CWP-11904-2020
Date of decision:05.02.2024

SUKHWINDER SINGH AND ANR ... PETITIONERS
VS.
STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS ... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUVIR SEHGAL

Present: Mr. Alok Jain, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Athar Ahmed, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Harkirat Singh, Advocate
for respondent No.4.

Mr. Abhilaksh Gaind, Advocate and
Mr. Rakesh Roy, Advocate
for respondent No.6-NHALI.

skskok

SUVIR SEHGAL J. (ORAL)

1. By way of present writ petition filed under Article 226/227

of the Constitution of India, petitioner has inter alia sought a writ in the

nature of mandamus directing respondents No.1 to 4 to refund the stamp
duty and registration fee levied by the respondent-authorities as the same

were exempted by virtue of notifications, Annexures P-5 and P-6.
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2. During the pendency of the writ petition, a representation
moved on behalf of the petitioners, has been rejected by a speaking order
dated 22.04.2021, Annexure R-3, passed by SDM, Nawanshahar. This
order has been brought on the record by way of an additional affidavit
filed on behalf of the official respondents.

3. In view of the subsequent development, the prayer made in
the writ petition has become infructuous. However, liberty is granted to
the petitioners to take recourse to the remedy available to them in
accordance with law in so far as the challenge to the newly passed order

is concerned.

4. Dismissed as having been rendered infructuous.
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