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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No.21600 of 2015

Date of Decision: October 08, 2015

M/s Dhandi Swami Fruit Centre ....Petitioner
versus

State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR JUSTICE SURYA KANT.
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P.B.BAJANTHRI.

Present: Mr.Naresh Jain, Advocate, for the petitioner.

7- Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2- To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3+ Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Surya Kant, J- (Oral)

The petitioner is a proprietorship firm. It sought
allotment of a shop-site at concessional rate in the new
vegetable market at Ludhiana on the plea that it was a licensee
in the old market which was to be de-notified.

The above-stated claim was rejected by the Market
Committee on 01.11.2007. The appeal and revision petition
preferred by the petitioner were also dismissed by the
Statutory Authorities vide orders dated 08.12.2008 and
06.08.2010, respectively. Those orders are now being
challenged after a period of more than five years.

In our considered view, the writ petition suffers
from unexplained, inordinate delay and laches and is liable to

be dismissed on this score alone.
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The petitioner's plea that some fresh allotments

have been made in the year 2015, would not revive its cause of

action.
Dismissed.
[SURYA KANT]
JUDGE
October 08, 2015 [P.B.BAJANTHRI]

mohinder JUDGE
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