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ARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND H

Ve . T ) L.j.t.(T?H

.......

I 3 L] P
/ The Financial Commissioner & Prlnc:.gmlFCTC

Secretary to Government, Haryana, Town and

Country Planning Départment, Chandigarh. o
2. The Haryana Urban Development Authority,

c-3, HUDA Complex, Sector-6, Panchkula

through its Chief Administrator.

251
T;e,‘r
3 The Estate Officer, Haryana Urban
Development Authority, .8irsa, District
P
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(ve¥
Mk CIVIL WRIT PETITION No. (mq”) _ZELL_‘

SUBJECT :-

M Q’“‘Qﬁ\ p// Petitioner(s) }{A
“The @‘w\g OJL Com W\A&; (;\i‘?i‘ig owJ\ Q'\nu}f Resp?ré\zé:lﬁt(s)

Sir, ‘7
continuation of this Court's order dated 1:9-/15 o1

-In the
{
O {4% directed to forward herewith a copy of order dated (504, »’}
7 passed by this Hon'ble High Court¢ in the above noted Civil I_}Nnt

petition, for immediate strict compliance.

oty

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court on f.

Mm{_ 2011~

BY ORDER OF THE PUNJAB AND

Superint dent(

)
fm%lstan;t Registrar ( WRITS)
W :

Tl
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT'C-HANDIGAR'H

To, o 7
Receipth......(jL‘;j"
Dam......uﬁ-‘fg--‘{'
_ _ .o 6P
/ The Financial Commissioner & Princn'.](_g‘!ef'ﬂ.'iﬂ'c--r
Secretary to Government, Haryana, Town and
Country Planning Department, Chandigarh.
2. The Haryana Urban Development Authority,
c-3, HUDA Complex, Sectoxr-6, pPanchkula
3_‘5_’_{ through its Chief .Administrator.
-[:-C,Tl 1
3 . The Estate Officer, Haryana Urban 4
WQ Development authority, girsa, District
Y = —
&I‘\/ Sirsa.
by £ =N
5 4 ‘}.}- C {4’
s R
o %
pp S

(v .
ﬂ'g{:.rSUB.'JI'iC.T .= CIVIL WRIT PETITION No. L‘ng 2 __of

ELQ\\’} M\ S J...Petit'\oner:j\)y{ v
) l Versus MJ\ @w\d}”// X,P%C}lgyé%g/t(s) o
Tt f/\w\d T C,O\/WNV\AWW?/’L _‘Responden

Sir, '
In the continuation of this Court's order-dated [M;OU ;1

0
Dh’%/]‘b?ﬁ directed to forward herewith a copy of order dated i} LY, )}

1 passed Dy this Hon'ble High Court in the above noted Civi\_rit

petition, for immediate strict compliance. i

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court on f;rb',

il 2003 cb\

BY ORDER OF THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIG Ccou

{

Superint dent( b%z
fth Registrar (W 1TS)
=

Tl
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYZWA AT
CHANDIGARH

CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO./Q?ZOF 2011

Raj Bala wife of Amar Singh, daughter of
Harpat, resident of House No. FH-4, near Canal
Rest House, Canal Colony, Hisar.
...Petitioner
Versus
o 1. The Financial Commissioner & Principal
% Secretary to deernment, Haryana, Town and
Country Planning Department, Chandigarh.
/ 2. The Haryana Urban Development Authority,

? C-3, HUDA Complex, Sector-& , Panchkula

through its Chief Administrator.

- é The Estate Officer, Haryana Urban
N / 3 |
Development Authority, Sirsa, District
Sirsa.
.....Respondents.

Civil Writ Ppetition under Articles

226 and 227 of the Constitution

FILED TODAY

No _ India for issuance of a writ in

(Y

'zun m’.’,’ﬁ the nature of certiorari for

15" 7
.mm.&‘/:("
[W i

P
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%

quashing the impugned order dated
25.11.2004 (Anhexure P-2) pasged
by respondent No.3 and order
dated 7.12.2010 (Annexure. P-6)

passed by respondent No.1l.

Further issue a writ of mandamus
directing the respondents to
accept the earnest amount £from
the petitioner and re-allot the
said plot to the petitioner.
AND

For the issuance of any 'other
approprigte N writ, order or
direction to which this Hon‘ble
Court may deem fit‘;n the facts

and circumstances -of the present

case.

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: -

1. That the titioner i1is resident of

Haryana and being fcitizen of India, competent.
to invoke the extira ordinary writ jurigdiction

of this Hon'ble/Court by way of filing the
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PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT

¥ IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 7
Pt AT CHANDIGARH

Date of decision: 3.4.2012
CWP No. 1497 of 2011

RejBala . Petitioner,
vs.

The Financial Commissioner &
Principal Secretary and ors .....Respondents

CORAM: - HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.N.JINDAL

Present: - Mr. Vivek Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.
- Mr. Gitish Bhardwaj, Advocate for respondents

HEMANT GUPTA, )

Challenge in the pregent petitionis to the order dated
25.11.2004 (Annexure P-2) passed by the Estate Officer and the order dated
7.1212010 (Annexure P-6) passed by the Financial Commissioner
exe‘rcising th¢ powers of State Government in respéct of Plot No. 317.,
Sector R-III, M.T. Ellenabad,

Petitioner was allotted the aforesaid plot vide the letter of
allotment dated 22.6.2004 (Annexure P-l.) with a tentative price of
Rs. 2,40,038/-, Petitioner was to deposif a sum of Rs. 37,772/-within 30
days from the date of letter along with an amount of Rs. 22,238/~ will
constitute earnest money i.e. 25% of the total tentative price. The balance
amount of Rs. 1,80,028/- could be deposited within 60 days without interest
or in six annual installments. Petitioner dvid not deposit 15% of the amount
i.e. 37,772/- within 30 days but sent a draft of Rs. 40,000/~ on 19.11.2004.
The said draft was returned vide the Annexure P-2 on 25.11.2004.

Thereafter, petitioner filed an appeal before the State Government Which

has since been dismissed.
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The sole reasoning gi\}en by learned counsel for the petitioner

W) . for non deposit of the amount is that she shifted from the address given in
? the application and thus, the letter of allotment did not reach her. Learned
f

Financial Commissioner has found that such plea is incorrect as the address

mentjoned in the appeal is the same as mentioned in the application.

In the reply filed on behalf of respondents, it is pointed out that

the petitioner has sent the amount after a delay of 153 days whereas as per

the norms, the Chief Administrator, HUDA is competent to condone the
delay only upto 120 days.

We have heard learned counsel for the parties and find no merit

PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT

in the present petition. Petitioner has failed to accept the offer of allotment
of the plot by deposit of 15% of the amount within the time granted, More

so, the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Chaman Lal Singhal Vs. Haryana Urban

Development Authority & others, 2009 (4) SCC 369, has held that letter of

allotment is an offer, which is required to be accepted by the allottee within
the period prescribed, It is on acceptance of the offér i.e. by deposit of 15%
of the amount, a concluded contract comes into existence.

Apart from the said fact, HUDA has framed a policy to
condone the delay only upto 120 days. Since, the deposit is beyond 120

days, we do not find that there is any error apparent in the orders passed by

{ the authorities, which may warrant interference in the writ jurisdiction of

this Court.
|{ MEETSed. _ _
L (HEMANT GUPTA)
JUDGE _.
{
i . EH]
| D fraddse & (ANJINDAL)
L by ’9%“"\ JUDGE
! LH 3L’02012

& preeti
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g 1./ The Financial Commissioner & Principal
{s{'ﬁgﬁ) ’N Secretary to Government, Haryana, Town and
Country Planning Department, Chandigarh.

The Haryana Urban Development Authority,

X5
i%

&a' Cc-3, HUDA Complex, Sector-6, Panchkula
A
through its Chief Administrator.
B The Estate Officer, - Haryana Urban
\P Development Authority, Sirsa, District
Sirsa.

SUBJECT - CIVIL WRIT PETITION No. [, ‘_’Lg ! 2 !

Q y Q\oyod ' _Petitioner(s) o
=3 Vi o (fm\ﬂal’ o ‘Wspond né(‘g)(

\nd s e

Te Finand L Con

Sir, ﬁ”
In the continuation of this Court's order dated Zo‘lA 1

y
am directed to forward herewith a copy of order dated (]’Q,W j‘ .
passed by this Hon'ble High Court in the above noted Civil Writ )

petition, for immediate strict compliance.

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court on L)
’ mli . 2013;*.
BY ORDER OF THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH

Superint dent(

for Aslfistant Registra
: 2
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