IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
C. W.P. No0.23671 of 2017
Date of Decision:- 31.10.2019

M/s Krishan Chand Bhagwat Parshad and another ....Petitioners
Vs.

State of Haryana and others ....Respondents
*

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE DAYA CHAUDHARY
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL
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Present:-  Mr. Robin Dutt, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Mr. Arvind Moudgil, Addl.A.G., Haryana.
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SUDHIR MITTAL, J.

The petitioners have approached this Court for quashing of
orders dated 5.4.2014 and 6.10.2016 whereby their claim for preferential
allotment of a shop/plot in the New Grain Market, Indri, has been rejected.

A perusal of impugned order shows that the same has been
passed on the ground that the petitioners do not fulfil the requirements for
preferential allotment under The Haryana State Agricultural Marketing
Board (Sale of Immovable Property) Rules, 2000. According to the said
rules, upon de-notification of an old grain market, old licensees of category
(i1) are entitled to allotment of shops/plots on preferential basis in the new
grain market but in case, such a licensee already possesses a plot either in
his own name or in the name of the firm in the new grain market, he
would not be entitled for the said allotment. The impugned order finds that

the partners of the petitioner-firm had purchased three separate plots
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through auction in the New Grain Market, Indri and thus, they were not

eligible for any preferential allotment.

The matter was adjourned from time to time to enable the
petitioner to place on record any evidence to show that the finding of fact
arrived at by the Chief Administrator of the Haryana State Agricultural
Marketing Board, was incorrect. On 23.2.2018, the petitioner placed on
record Annexure P-12 i.e. information supplied to him under the Right to

Information Act, 2005 and notice of motion was issued.

We have gone through the aforementioned document Annexure
P-12. From line numbers 10 and 11 thereof, it is apparent that the partners
of the petitioner-firm had purchased plots in the New Grain Market, Indri
and that they were operating therefrom after 1985. Thus, the documents

placed on record by the petitioners themselves do not support their case.

Learned counsel for the petitioners has not been able to point
out any other document on record to show that the factual finding in the

impugned order is erroneous.

Thus there is no merit in the writ petition and the same is

dismissed.

(DAYA CHAUDHARY) (SUDHIR MITTAL)
JUDGE JUDGE

October 31, 2019
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Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable No
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