IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
CWP-2654-2016
Date of decision:- 10.02.2016
Nancy Verma
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.J. VAZIFDAR, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI

Present: Mr. Harshit Jain, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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S.J. VAZIFDAR, A.C.J. (ORAL)

Pursuant to the petitioner’s application for permitting her to mortgage
the flat, respondent No. 2 by a letter dated 06.01.2015 stated that the permission
for mortgage was granted subject, inter alia, to the petitioner paying an amount of
Rs. 3,90,640/- which was inclusive of penal interest and service tax. The petitioner
paid the same under protest. The petitioner now seeks a refund thereof contending
that the respondents are not entitled to the same.

2. It is difficult from the record to determine the petitioner’s case. It is in
the first instance for the respondents to consider the petitioner’s application for
refund contained in the petitioner’s advocate’s letter dated 15.01.2016.

The petitioner is at liberty to adopt appropriate proceedings, if
necessary, after the decision.

3. The respondents are directed to take a decision on the petitioner’s

representation dated 15.01.2016 (Annexure P-11) as expeditiously as possible.

4. The writ petition is accordingly disposed of.
(S.J. VAZIFDAR)
ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
(ARUN PALLI)
JUDGE
10.02.2016

Amodh

AMODH SHARMA

2016.02.11 12:02

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

chandigarh



