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CWP-24641-2017 & other connected cases

DINESH KUMAR & ORS VS STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

seskskskosk

Present: Mr. Sanjiv Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner(s) (in CWP No. 24641-2017).

Mr. R.K. Malik, Advocate, for the petitioner(s) in
CWP-2507-2017, CWP-32573-2019, CWP-33188-2019 &
CWP-6612-2019.

Ms. Sumitra, Advocate for Mr. Vikram Singh, Advocate and
for the petitioner(s) in CWP-2019-2018, CWP-2046-2018,
CWP-9015-2023, CWP-11897-2023, CWP-21221-2023 &
CWP-16223-2024.

Mr. Vikas Singh, Advocate,
for the petitioner(s) in CWP-2046-2018.

Mr. Pankaj Bali, Advocate,
for the petitioner(s) in CWP-13892-2020.

Mr. R.S. Kundu, Advocate with Mr. Chirag Kundu, Advocate
for the petitioner(s) (in CWP-13259-2019).

Mr. Aditya Jain, Advocate & Mr. Kaanan Jain, Advocate
for the petitioner(s) in CWP-13259-2019.

Mr. Digvijay Singh Nehra, Advocate with
Mr. Sanjay Verma, Advocate, for the petitioner(s) in
CWP-11956-2023 & CWP-12089-2023.

Mr. Satya Pal Jain, Addl. Solicitor General of India with
Ms. Shreyansi Verma, Central Govt. Counsel,
for respondent — UOL.

Mr. Anil Dutt, Advocate
for respondent No. 5 (in CWP Nos. 2046-2018 and 2019-2018).

Mr. D.K.Singhal, Advocate
for respondent No.2-NHAI (in CWP-24641-2017).

Mr. Karan Kumar Jund, Senior Panel Counsel
for respondent No.1-UOI (in CWP-13892-2020).
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Mr. Sudhir Aggarwal, Advocate, with
Mr. Ishan Aggarwal, Advocate, for State of Uttar Pradesh.

Ms. Sujata, Advocate, for respondent No.4
(in CWP-16223-2024).

Mr. Denesh Goyal, Advocate and Mr. Jugansh Goyal, Advocate
for respondents No. 8 to 16 (in CWP-13259-2019).

Mr. Ankur Mittal, Additional Advocate General, Haryana,

Mr. P.P.Chahar, Sr. Deputy Advocate General, Haryana and
Mr. Saurabh Mago, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana.

seskskkosk

Since this Court on February 12, 2024, had passed directions as
embodied therein and with said directions remaining yet uncomplied with,
thus by all the respondents concerned, therefore, the said directions be
ensured to be complied, but within four weeks hereafter.

An argument is made by Mr. Aggarwal appearing on behalf of
State of Uttar Pradesh, that on account of insufficient releases of funds, for
the relevant purpose, by the State Government concerned, therebys
boundary pillars falling within the territories of the State of Uttar Pradesh,
rather cannot be erected in terms of the survey marks assigned by the
officers of the Survey General of India.

However, financial grants in the said regard be forthwith
released, inasmuch as, within a period of three weeks from today, so that the
work of erection of boundary pillars both within the States of Haryana and
Uttar Pradesh becomes completed within a further period of four weeks.

Compliance affidavit on behalf of State of Haryana be also filed

within a period of four weeks.
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List on 25.02.2025.
To be shown in the urgent list.

Photocopy of this order be placed on the files of connected

cases.
(SURESHWAR THAKUR )
JUDGE
( VIKAS SURI)
January 22, 2025 JUDGE

harish
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