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rRAJPAL . Petitioner
Through:  None
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Through: = Ms Ruchika Rathi, Adv

CORAM:

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR
ORDER

% 03.08.2017

Matter has been called twice. None has appeared for the
petitioner. Learned counsel for the respondent points out that on
earlier date also i.e., on 09.11.2016 none had appeared for the
petitioner inspite of the matter having been called two times after pass
over.

This Court notes the averments of the petitioner. The
application of the petitioner seeking allotment of an alternate plot had
been rejected by the Department by applying the ratio of the law laid
down by the Apex Court in “Delhi Administration Vs. Jai Singh
Kanwar” in C.A. No.8289/2010 decided on 14.09.2011.

As per the rejection letter it was stated that the petitioner still
had balance land which had not been acquired.

Petition is dismissed in default also on merits as also for non-

prosecution.
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