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SUVIR SEHGAL, J. (ORAL)
1. Petitioner has approached this Court inter alia for quashing of

notices, dated 14.01.2025, Annexures P-8 and P-9, issued by the District
Town Planner, Enforcement, Gurugram, under Section 10 (2) of the Haryana
Development and Regulations of Urban Areas Act, 1975 (for short ‘the 1975
Act’).

2. During the course of hearing, learned senior counsel for the
petitioner states that a consolidated representation/response has been
submitted by the petitioner vide e-mail on 26.02.2026, Annexure P-11,
wherein besides requesting for withdrawal of impugned notices, a request
has also been made for permission to convert the residential plots into
commercial plots.

3. Be that as it may, since impugned show cause notices are
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pending and a response has been submitted, this Court is of the view that the

show cause notices deserve to be taken to their logical end.

4. Accordingly, writ petition is disposed of with a direction to the
competent authority to take a final decision on the show cause notices in
accordance with law, after considering the response, Annexure P-11, within
a period of three months from the date of communication of this order.

5. It is expected that the competent authority shall pass a reasoned

order in case the response submitted by the petitioner is being rejected.
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