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DATE OF DECISION :  16'08'2013

Shubhansh Dhaha

i iaryirna l jrban

CORAM :-

Presenl :

. . . .  PETITIONER

Versus

Development Authority, Panchkula and others

..... Rb,SPONDE,NTS

T-ION'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR MITTAL

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MAFIAVIR. S' CHAUFIAN

Mr. 
-l '.S. Chirtthan, Advocate,

fbr the petitioner'
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( Oral )

Originally, one Ashwani Kumar Seth was allotted 'esidential

irlot Nii" 934, Sect or 52,Gurgaon, by the |{LIDA, vicle ailottlent letter dated

28.7.2003 (Annexr-rre P-1). The said Ashwani Kunar Seth sold the said plot

t"ci one Ra'r pirool, who lur-ther soid it to Balbir Singh' 
' l 'he saicl Balbir

si*gh tr.ansl--errecl the afor.esaid plot in favour of the petitiorrer, with the prior

perntissiorr of the LIUDA, and re-allotment letter dated 9'5'2007 regarding

lhe saicl plot in t-avor-rr of the petitioner was also irr.J' I-lowever,

poss.'ssirl1 gf the saicl plot could not be clelivered to the petitit,rler, therefore,

v ic le le t terdated: 'y012(ArrnexufeP-12) ,hewasal lo t tedal ternat iveplot

l ' lo,  lJ03 I  in Sector-52, Gurgaon. Intmecl iately thereal ier ' ,  i t  was leal ised

that the originally allotted plot, i.e. plot No. 934, is read.v ibr delivery of- t 1
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possession. In view of this fact, the allotment of the aforesaid alternative

plot made by the HUDA was cancelled vide letter dated 10.7.2012

(Annexure P-14), issued by the Estate officer-Il, F{UDA, Gurgaon,

addressed to the petitioner, which has been challenged in the instant

peti t ion.

Since the originally allotted plot is clear on the spot and the

petitioner can take possession of the salle, therefore, he is not entitled for

allotrnent of the alternative plot, which has rightly been cancelled vide the

irnpugned letter, after recording a finding that the originally allotted plot is

clear and possession of the same can be delivered to the allottee. In view of

this position, we are not inclined to enterlain this petition.

Disrnissed

However, the petitioner can approach the HUDA authorities for

taking possession o1'the originally allotted plot. In case the author.ities are

not in a position to hand over possession of the originally allotted plot, it

will be open to the petitioner to approach the courl in accordance with law.

CI-+SATISH KUMAR
JUDGE
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16 .2013 eL_+ MAtilAVTR S. CI{AUHAN ), JUDGE
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