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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-20622-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision:- 12.09.2017

Bijay Pal Singh
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others
.. .Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.J. VAZIFDAR, CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’/BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present:- Mr. Tarjit Singh Chhikara, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
* % * %

S.J. VAZIFDAR, C.J. (ORAL)

The petitioner had applied for the allotment of a

plot under the defence category. The application was processed
on the basis that the petitioner was eligible. However, by the
impugned communication dated 30.01.2017, the respondents stated
that the petitioner had applied in the category beyond his
eligibility and, therefore, cancelled the allotment and sought
to refund the earnest money. The petitioner has not responded
to this letter.
2. Inter alia, on the issue of categories, there are
judgements of this Court which require consideration. The ends
of justice at this stage, therefore, would be met by directing
the petitioner to respond to the letter dated 30.01.2017 and
directing the respondents to take a fresh decision in the
matter after considering all the averments in the petition as
well as the judgements including of this Court and the orders
of the Supreme Court.

3. The petition is accordingly disposed of.
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4, The respondents are requested to take a decision in
the matter within eight weeks of the representation being made
by the petitioner to them in writing.

(S.J. VAZIFDAR)
CHIEF JUSTICE

(HARINDER SINGH SIDHU)
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