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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 4096/2018 

 SHRI MUKHTIAR SINGH    ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr.Rajiv Kumar Ghawana with 

Ms.Akshita Chhatwal, Advs. 

 

    versus 

 

 GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI    ..... Respondent 

    Through: Mr.Yeeshu Jain, Adv. 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI 

 

   O R D E R 

%   24.04.2018 

 

 Vide the present petition, the petitioner impugns order dated 

14.10.2017, whereby the respondent has rejected his application dated 

20.04.1989 for grant of alternate plot.  

 Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner’s 

case has been rejected on a wrong premise that his entire land had not 

been acquired.  He submits that, while passing the impugned order the 

respondents, had not even followed the basic principles of natural 

justice, as they did not provide any opportunity to the petitioner to 

explain the position whether his entire land was acquired or not. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that aggrieved by the 

impugned rejection, the petitioner has submitted a representation 

dated 27.11.2017, but the respondent has till date not responded to the 

same.  He, therefore, submits that, for the present, he would be 



satisfied if the respondent is directed to decide the petitioner’s 

representation by passing a reasoned and speaking order.   

In view of the petitioner’s assertion that, despite his fulfilling 

all the eligibility criteria, his application was rejected by the 

respondent without giving him a personal hearing or an opportunity to 

make any representation, the petition is disposed of with a direction to 

the respondent to pass a reasoned and speaking order on the 

petitioner’s representation dated 27.11.2017 within 8 weeks, after 

giving him a personal hearing.   

Needless to say that, in case the petitioner is aggrieved, it 

would be open for him to take legal recourse as permissible under 

law. 

 

       REKHA PALLI, J 

APRIL 24, 2018 
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