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CWP-4058-2020 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 03.09.2025

Rahul Sheoran
..... Petitioner

Versus
State of Haryana and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSH BUNGER

Present: Mr. Kuldip Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Upasana Dhawan, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. P.K. Mutneja, Senior Advocate assisted by
Mr. Vishesh Bhatia, Advocate
for respondents No.3 and 4.
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HARSH BUNGER J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of the

Constitution of India inter alia seeking issuance of a writ in the nature of
Certiorari for setting aside order dated 17.05.2018 (Annexure P-8) passed by
the learned Collector, Karnal ordering eviction of the petitioner from the suit
premises.
1.1 A further prayer has been made for setting aside order dated
06.12.2018 (Annexure P-9) passed by the appellate authority whereby the
appeal preferred by the petitioner against the eviction order has been
dismissed.

2. A perusal of the order sheets reveals that while issuing notice of
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on 14.02.2020:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner confines his prayer to
the imposition of penalty. He submits that after death of father of
the petitioner, the petitioner and his family were permitted to
reside in the accommodation allotted to him and regular
allotment was made in favour of the petitioner on 08.04.2000.
Thus, order directing recovery of penalty with effect from the year
1996 is patently illegal.

Notice of motion for 27.05.2020.

Meanwhile, no coercive steps be taken to make recovery of
the penalty imposed.”

3. During the course of hearing of the instant writ petition, a
consensus has been arrived at between the counsel for the respective parties to
the effect that since the petitioner has already vacated the demised premises
and in case the petitioner pays an amount of Rs.1,50,000/- then the matter
shall stand settled between the parties.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner has agreed to the payment of
the aforesaid amount, however he submits that reasonable time be afforded to
the petitioner to make the payment of the said amount.

5. Keeping in view the broad consensus arrived at between the
parties, the present petition is disposed of by directing the petitioner to pay an
amount of Rs.1,50,000/- to respondent No.4, within a period of six weeks
from today, failing which, the present petition shall stand dismissed and
respondent No.4 shall be entitled to proceed against the petitioner for recovery

of the amount of damages/mense profits, in accordance with law.

6. All pending application(s), if any, shall also stand closed.
03.09.2025 (HARSH BUNGER)
Himani JUDGE

1. Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

2. Whether reportable : Yes/No
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