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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-19126-2018
Date of Decision: August 03, 2018

M/s Sharad Projects India Limited @~ ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDIP AHLUWALIA

Present: Mr.Manoj Yadav, Advocate for the petitioner.

........

SURYA KANT, J.(ORAL)

The petitioner seeks a direction for allotment of a plot which is
adjoining to the industrial unit set up by it in the Industrial Estate at
Barwala. It appears that at one point of time the authorities agreed to allot
the adjoining plot but vide the impugned communication, the amount
deposited by the petitioner has been returned.

[2] We have heard learned counsel for the petitioner. We do not
find any illegality in the impugned order as no public property can be
allotted on mere asking. There has to be a transparent mode of allotment,
may be through public auction or draw of lots etc. In this view of the matter,
though we declined to entertain the writ petition against the impugned order
but grant liberty to the petitioner to approach the respondent-authorities to
evolve a transparent mechanism for allotment of the subject plot so that all
interested persons including the petitioner may try their luck. We have no

reason to doubt that the authorities will promptly consider such request.
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