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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-18729-2016

Date of decision: 09.09.2016

Manjit Kaur Sandhu

..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab and others

..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMENDRA JAIN

PRESENT: Mr. SS Salar, Advocate for the petitioner.

AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

1. The  petitioner  has  approached  this  Court  under  Articles

226/227  of  the  Constitution  of  India,  seeking  a  direction  to  respondent

No. 2 to allot  alternative plot  in the scheme under which the land of the

petitioner was acquired or in any other equally developed scheme in which

the plots are still available, instead of plot No. 786-F, Shahid Bhagat Singh

Nagar Development Scheme.  

2. After arguing for some time, learned counsel for the petitioner

submitted that since the petitioner has not approached respondent No. 2 for

the relief claimed in this writ petition, the instant petition may be disposed

of  with  liberty  to  the  petitioner  to  file  a  detailed  and  comprehensive

representation before respondent No. 2 raising all  the pleas as have been
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sought to be raised herein.  Further a prayer has been made that direction be

issued to  respondent  No.  2  to  decide  the  representation  in  a  time bound

manner in accordance with law, after affording an opportunity of hearing to

the petitioner.

3. After hearing learned counsel  for the petitioner,  perusing the

present  petition and without expressing any opinion on the merits  of the

case, we dispose of the present petition by granting liberty to the petitioner

to file a detailed and comprehensive representation raising all the pleas as

raised in the present writ petition before respondent No. 2 within a period of

one  month  from  today.   It  is  directed  that  in  the  event  of  filing  such

representation by the petitioner within the stipulated period, the same shall

be decided by respondent No. 2 within next  three months, in accordance

with law by passing a speaking order and after affording an opportunity of

hearing to the petitioner. 

         ( AJAY KUMAR MITTAL )

     JUDGE

September 09, 2016       ( RAMENDRA JAIN )

rishu                  JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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