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TN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No' 12348 of 2009 (O&M)

Date of decision:- 17 '02'2012

SLr t i i t  Sc t l i ....Petitioner

\/ s.

Haryana Urban Development Authority and others
....ResPondents

CORAM: HON,BLE MR. JUSTICE HBMANT GUPTA

HoN';iE MR' JusrIcE A'N' JINDAL

Present: Mr. Amit Jhanji' Advocate'
for the Petitioner'

Mr. Arun Walia, Advocate'

for the resPondents'

The Petitioner has sought

th* t'eslronclents to allot and handover

rn Seclot -i7, i 'ult-Ll, Gurgaon or any

2100 sq. meters in Gurgaon'

I t i sasse r tedby thepe t i t i one r tha thedepos i tedearnes t

moneyofRs.7,00,000/- in themonthofFebruary,2004fora l lo tmentof

I n d u s t r i a l P l o t . T h e p e t i t i o n e r c l a i m s t h a t p l o t N o s . 5 4 5 a n d 5 4 6 i n

Sector 37, Part-ll, Gurgaon' were in fact' allotted 9 !rim' However'

ins teadof that indust r ia lp lo tNo.T5T,sector3T,Par t . I l ,Gurgaon,was

allotted to him. But still the possession was not handed over of the plot

ai lotted,therefbre,hesoughtinterventionofthisCourt '

Ea r l i e r , t hepe t i t i one r f i l edaC iv i lWr i tPe t i t i onNo .6120

of200Tbefore th isCot r r l ,w l r i chwasd isposedofon22,0g ,200swi th

clirection to the responclents to consicler the claim of the petitioner for
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writ of mandamus for directing

the possession of Industrial Plot

other alternative Piot measuring
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allotrnent of plot within a period of four weeks'
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In terms of the said
,Tl
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direct ion,anorder(AnnexureP-8)hasbeenpassedon23'01'2009'

I n t h e w r i t t e n s t a t e m e n t ' f i l e d ' i t i s a s s e f t e d t h a t t h e

p e t i t i o n e r w a s i n t e r v i e w e d b y t h e P l o t A l l o t m e n t C o m m i t t e e a n d

i.(-rcouil-nelrrclation was made for allotment of plot' but no letter of

r l lolr t icnt \ \ 'as issued in respect of plot Nos' 545 and 546' Sector 37'

P a r t - I l , G u r g a o n o r i n r e s p e c t o f p l o t N o ' 7 5 7 ' S e c t o r 3 T P a r t - I I '

Gurgaon. The amount of Rs'7,00,000/-, deposited by the petitioner,

wasrefundedvidechequedated3l .0T.200Talongwi th in terest '

we have heard learned counser for the parties and find that

the petitioner has absolutely no cause for invoking the writ jurisdiction

o f th i sCour l 'Theapp l i ca t i on fo ra l l o tmpn to fp lo twasSubn i t tedby

the petitioner not in response to any advefiise{ilent' The plots by the

H a r y a n a U r b a n D e v e i o p m e n t A u t h o r i t y ( f o r s h o r t ' H U D A , ) c a n b e

allotted only on the basis of public advertisement and not on the basis

of application submitted with the HUDA without giving opportunrty to

a l l t l ree l ig ib lecandidatestoapplyandtobeconsideredfora l lo tmentof

i l l i j t " S i n c e t h e r e i s n o p u b l i c a d v e r l i s e m e n t , t h e p e t i t i o n e r - : : : : :

claim any right of allotment' Still fufiher' no letter of

ever issued.

Therefore, the petitioner has no legally

for which he can invoke the extraordinary jurisdiction of this Court'

Dismissed'

e],- GIEMANT GUPTAI
' JUDGE
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