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*hk

ARUN PALLL J. (Oral)

Served with the advance copy of the petition, learned Additional
Advocate General, Haryana submits that in the wake of the decision of the Full
Bench of this Court in Rajiv Manchanda and others v. Haryana Urban

Development Authority and another, 2018 AIR CC 3279, the claim of the

petitioner for allotment of a suitable site/plot under the oustees quota would be
considered as and when any fresh advertisement is issued, and the petitioner
applies pursuant thereto.

That being so, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he be
permitted to withdraw the petition, for, the petitioner would apply for allotment
and move the necessary application as and when the advertisement is issued.

The petition is accordingly dismissed as withdrawn.
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Judge
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