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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

   CM

Parveen Kumar

State of Haryana 

CORAM:    HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL NAGU, CHIEF JUSTICE

        HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE 

 
 
Present: 
  
  
 
  
 
  
 
SHEEL NAGU, CHIEF JUSTICE

CM-10032

  

re-filing the review application is condoned.

  

RA-CW-302

1.  

RA-CW-302

the writ petition (

ground of delay and latches.

2.  

length. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

 
 

CM-10032-CWP-2025 in/and RA-CW

Parveen Kumar     
           

Versus 
Haryana and others   

 

CORAM:    HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL NAGU, CHIEF JUSTICE

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUMEET GOEL

Mr. Manu K. Bhandari, Advocate, and
Mr. Rohit Kataria, Advocate, 
for the applicant/petitioner. 

Mr. Naveen S. Bhardwaj, Addl. Advocate General, Haryana.

  **** 

SHEEL NAGU, CHIEF JUSTICE  ( Oral )

10032-CWP-2025 

In view of reasons stated in the application, delay of 14 days in 

filing the review application is condoned.

Accordingly, CM-10032-CWP

302-2025 

The petitioner has filed this review application in the shape of 

302-2025 seeking review of final order dated 30.04.2025

the writ petition (CWP-PIL-71-2025) filed as Public Interest Litigati

ground of delay and latches. 

We have heard learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner at 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

CW-302-2025 in CWP-PIL-71-202

Date of decision : 08.08.2025

                 …….Applicant/Petitioner

                       ...….Respondents
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SUMEET GOEL 

Manu K. Bhandari, Advocate, and 
 

Naveen S. Bhardwaj, Addl. Advocate General, Haryana. 

( Oral ) 

In view of reasons stated in the application, delay of 14 days in 

filing the review application is condoned. 

CWP-2025 is allowed. 

petitioner has filed this review application in the shape of 

2025 seeking review of final order dated 30.04.2025 dismissing 

) filed as Public Interest Litigation, on the 

We have heard learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner at 
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dismissing 

, on the 

We have heard learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner at 
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3.  

compell us to change our view taken while dismissing the 

petition, especially when nothing has been pointed out

palpable error

Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1994, and also the absence of any reasonable 

explanation as to why the petiti

of years before approaching the Ombudsman.

4.  

for grant of liberty to raise such issues which were not raised before 

Ombudsman, which culmin

5.  

review application and same is disposed of accordingly.
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Nothing has been brought on record or argued, which may 

compell us to change our view taken while dismissing the 

especially when nothing has been pointed out

palpable error, especially in the face of bar contained in Section 53 (5) of the 

Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1994, and also the absence of any reasonable 

explanation as to why the petitioner was sleeping over 

of years before approaching the Ombudsman.

At this juncture, learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner prays 

for grant of liberty to raise such issues which were not raised before 

Ombudsman, which culminated into order dated 24.08.2024 (Annexure P

With the aforesaid liberty, this Court declines interference in this 

review application and same is disposed of accordingly.
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Nothing has been brought on record or argued, which may 

compell us to change our view taken while dismissing the aforesaid 

especially when nothing has been pointed out to demonstrate a case of 

in the face of bar contained in Section 53 (5) of the 

Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1994, and also the absence of any reasonable 

oner was sleeping over the cause since number 

of years before approaching the Ombudsman. 

At this juncture, learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner prays 

for grant of liberty to raise such issues which were not raised before 

ated into order dated 24.08.2024 (Annexure P-8).

With the aforesaid liberty, this Court declines interference in this 

review application and same is disposed of accordingly. 

  ( SHEEL NAGU ) 
   CHIEF JUSTICE  

           ( SUMEET GOEL ) 
  JUDGE  
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Yes/No 

 

Nothing has been brought on record or argued, which may 

aforesaid writ 

to demonstrate a case of 

in the face of bar contained in Section 53 (5) of the 

Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1994, and also the absence of any reasonable 

the cause since number 

At this juncture, learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner prays 

for grant of liberty to raise such issues which were not raised before 

8). 

With the aforesaid liberty, this Court declines interference in this 
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