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Kumar Aurol'::J
SLO/llarindcr

LOjSl.:VlR
KUl\1/\R

Ci]BNinn,,] Bhatia

,

i I ICi\'il Suit ~().]370/2016 filed by the
! : Ipbinliffrq~anling lr;msferl)fcqual

I
I IShare of Dwelling Unil on Ihe. basis of

I i agn".cl1wnt ill respect of Dl) No. :)424,
!, I" ~ I,.) !~~l:~or.;6-C, Chall(ligarh OIl the death ofIR;~~tan Ram / Silal K,lUr &
I. ,C"".,lJc:J!-(1.1(\ ,C..cLu!c,nl. OIS.

[- I leivil Snit filed by Ihe plaintiff for
I I JcanCell<ltlOl1 of allotment Il1 respect of #I g08/40-A, Chandigarh & '# 928/40-A, R~~ Kumnr'Chibher / Usha
LjC"SJJ.c5Q/C"U Chandigarh dne to filing false affidavil..1 !'r3shar & Or5. -----l LO/SEEMA
, [ ,
! , ii i ICivil Suit filed by the pl:lintih regarding
i i Ircmov;ll oflc;',].;(igcJ;;ccj)agc of DU No.
! 3 ~i,_''';~/~J.JJ!Wl~i 120S'1,Sector ~1,~-C,Ch;'llldi'~ll'll.!-'~I Civil Suit has been filed by the plaintiff
! I jsceking allotment of small nat in lieu of I \ 'I

j i ~_J .No. 108, Cursag<ll' Colony, Maloy3., ! ,
i ]'~. . . Ch:mdiZ,lrh llnderSe1fFin,mcc Scheme- Mohan Lal@MOhanRam'T,09sepI19-09--1'"
Ll ,~~).oI9.':i.21-2Q1B. .2006. . &~ EO/Cl-IB. SLOd..1:,L!\1A ~ __ J20l9. b'Klenee.I . I .

'. . ..... 1

I
ben"IO\l ApplocallO\l f,icu "s"msi I. I I

orde;' dalcli 15.7.2013 for non I I
I
C()i'l:l.)li;111~t'. of ()~'dc.r ::1' PLA. The I I I
;.q:p!\c<mi ~c;l,.ck el]gJl)l~ for ,1l1o:I1lCl,lt I I '1
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Civil Suit filed by the plaintiff for !
.. ,',

I
specific Performance of Agreement to -I
Sell dated ]2.3.20°3 in resped of DU
No. 308J(GF), Sector 44-D, Vijender Kumar Nirmal / SLO/Rajat 09 Scp 24-lO- Yes 11 ,jill

G C.S,/~OO2/40_L9 Chandigarh. Nanak Singh &: Ors. Pabhj 201q 2(-)19 Consideration. 201Q

I
Appeal filed by the Appellant: against
order d2tcd 15.12.2018 for staying the
operation of Judgment passed by 8h.

.
Kush;d Singla, CJJD, Chandigarh in No need to
Civil suit No. 10210 of 2013 filed for file reply
restraining conversioTl from leasehold Ivlohinder Kumar 1\'1alhotr:1 being

.~PpE.AJ.LJ (J'J./..2.. to frtoehold of property in respect of DU / Chundig;ll:h Housing SLO/DEEPAK 09 Sep appeal
7 01-9 No. ~.::;94,Sector 46-C, Chandioarh. Board BAJAI :lOlq J4-11-20lq Ar"UIl1Cllls. matter.

Civil Suit filed by t!lC plaintiff seeking
transfer of.1/3 share in respect of DT) Taj,iJ1(ier Kaur & Ors. I SLO/ANJU 09 Sep .

8 C"SJ1}.'),)_}D~~<\'-fNo. 17;:;Q,DMC, CIl;lndioarh. General Pub1ic & Ors. RATHORE 'J{)lq Ol-ll-'JOlq Reolv. No

I !Civil Suit bas bl~cn filed by the plaintiff

,
Nu reply

al\otmen t of:\1 IG(F) under Ch;lIldig:Jrh rcquicd to
AlJotnlent Scheme 1996 of Dwelling ,'j;mjit K;HJr ])lJil1on I CHB SLO/RAJIV 10 Sep :30-10- be filed at

" C.~:l.:3!:!.(J1.9. Units to the Gustees. IXAnL SHAR:lJA'18 ')019 ')019 IZcnh'. this sta"c.
,

ivil Suit filed hy the plaintiff seeking ,

allotment of fht under slllall flat
scheme-2o.o6 Legal rep.of mothe}' of Lt.
Ram Pyari'W/o LLSh. Punna Lal & also Plaintiff-reply' C",." ,"
j)errnanent injullcrtiQH restraining for Oil application' .' ',".. -,,"-'.-,'; ~

. , dispossession inpruoting'remarking the u/s 67 for .
..•.;.

" . ,., :''''''"~:,;r~:''J, ~plaintiff from l-LNo. 29, Block Ram Payara & Or5, I I Dismissal of
, .. ,
'jICIC-C'tCHl Coiony NO.4, IndL Area, Chandigarh Admn. , UT, SLO/VIIC\S 10 SCll . I suit filed 011 Yes I 29

10 C.S,/ 1 '),S / ,)0 1.9. Chandigarll. ~~~hJ.& Ors. J/\lN 20~.2.____ L?}-10-201 qJ 2'1 ':~.20 19 j\>'lar :lOll' )--,_._--~,-_.._ ..
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Yes / 04
Oct ';201

Yes / ()9
Sell 201~

Yes I 08
Ju1201(

Yes I 08
Ju1201Q

Yes I U3
Ju12018r [v>"

\

YCS / 07
~\'l,l\' 2.018

OI'S. Del'.
l~victcnl:e.
Ors.
Defendant
icvidl~ncc.

Evidence.

D"efcndant
evidence.

Plnintiff
cviuence.

\ Evidence.

23-09-
:2019

24-09-
2019

1'1-10-201

~3-09-
201(

IO Scp
2019

10 Sep
2019

10 Sep
2019

SLO/VlKAS
.J,\lei

SLO/SEEMA

SLO/SEEYIA

•

Lakhhir Kalil' & AnI". I
Ja\.':din Kaul' & Ors.

".

Application for restoration of civil suit
No. 2044/201510 its original number in
respect of possession of Flat No. 1447- B,
Sector 61, Chandig"rh on the basis of ,Jagdccp Kanr I Lakhhir LO/KA,il\T \10 ~ep
n'g<slcrcd WI LL daled 4,:P011 Kaur & Ors. NAKKA -' 201'

Civil Suit filed by the p1ainlitTs in \ .
]TSpect of al1otmcnt/tl ,lHsfer 01 DU ~o. \ \
413, Scctlll 43-1\, Ch,IIl(11g,a1l1 qu,\ theirsbarconlhehasisofWILLdalcd KARA\'1.JITK,\l;R&AC'J( \U1/RAIAI lOSeI' \7-

0
1)-

17.,P()\4. L CIlB & ,\eiR ;<;AKJ(l\ COI'IC()")

Reg,"d'"g "l1ol!l1cnl of n,\( (I'D'I:' .... lnr. Vasdc" SlIlgh I ~J(I"'" n IIISCI' I\8-()Y-

illatt~ ~ _....-----:----J!,~""S,ngh & Ors __ [N1G,\11'1 __-----'-2()'9 bOlo-

Remand Back from AD,J, Chandigarh to
Civil Court No. CSCJj1915/2016 t(i
reconsider dqc to delay in constn. &
deliver of possession in respect of flat
No. 2142-E, Sector 63, Ch3t\digarb. lAC'1i.llllan Lal Coval / CHB

Civil Su.it filed by the plaintiff -disputes
het\veen the parties regarding allotment \ •
DU No. ~2c;,Sector 45-A. Chandigarh. Des Raj / CHH & Anr.

\Civil Suit med hy the plaintiff rcp,arding,
tr~lJ1sfer of shJre of DU No. 1447-B,
Sector 61, Chandigarh & also suit for
perim:mcnllnjullctioll restraining
d,cfcnda n l5 from alienating, by way or
sale exchange "ift morl"a"C or any, . 0' bob

other mode of any specific P<JrtiOli
T'artition.
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Civil Suit flied by the petitioner Sairab LJs.rnani& Ors./

regarding transfer of al10tment of DU i\bdu1 Shaheed Usmani & LOjSAJAL Ll Sep 26~O9- Defendant Yes j 08

Hy,,:).-/:2.-'_I)~/2.(H~ No. 4:--11,Sector L1!:;-}\ Chandigarh. aI'S. KOSAR 20'1Q' zoio Evidence. Jul ZOlq

I Tllcgal Constn. of DU No. 3734, Village Sadar Singh Bisht / Kcdari SLOjANJU 11Sep Yes j 09

18 <::.s.(r''''/~Q18 Malon. &Anr. RATHORE 201Q 16-'10-20lCl Consideration. May 20:18

"

Civil Suit filed by the p1ainliff for

, mandatory injunction directing CEI3 to

i transfer/mutate B.No. 2121/2, Sector

I
, 40-C, Chandigarh in favour of plaintiff Sudhir Kumar / Sarita SLOjV1KAS 11Sep 26-09-. Yes / 15

1',0 B.~.h,18/2018 & Others defendant in coual share. Kalr:\ & 01'5. JAIN 20lg 20lQ Consideration. Feb 2018

'I"

I Civil Suit filed by the p1aintifffor

• , mandatolY injunction directing the

•
CHB(Def. NO.1) not to transfer the
house No. 34:20, Maloya, UT,

i .. ~- t: Chandigarh on the basis of decree dated
" 28.8.2017 passed by'Sh.lmanbir Singh

Dhaliwal, CJJD, Chandigarh & also
dircding def. No. 'I & 2 to transfer the

f;.SJ1781/0017

DU in favour of plaintiff on the basis of SAl'JJAY KUMAR GARG j
SLO/SEEMA

11 Sep 21-09- Yes j 06

20 A2Tccment 10 sell. CllB&ORS. 201') 20lCl Consideration. Sen 2017

Civil Suit filed by the plaintiff regarding

.
recovery of amOH nyt of RS.61,OO,ooo/-
in lil'll of J)U Xo. :398/2, Sector 44-.A, :\1ukcsh Mittal & Ors.! SLO/Hari~1der 11 Scp 23-°9- Yes III

21 C.S./,C)/')019 ella nd iI!(\ r11. Dinesh Kumar &: Drs. KUlllar J\urura '10 j() ')Oln . AI"'ll llWl \ts. JuJ "(Jll)

Civil Suit fib] by the plaintiff seeking
- allotment of flat uJ1(~erChd. Sl1lal\Flat

SLOjSUS:IIU\

1;2 C~(::;j.»58SL:?,OF)
2006 in lieu of B.No. 300 p:111l1it BHARDWA.J 11 Sep

Yesjl7

ColoJl\', Ka.ib!~~ilSector 5:2,Chandii~!11~~'1()hd.S3hni !Advisor •..UT DR. --"._--~-
18-11-'10}0 Consideration. M8\' 2(11)
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i I Civil Suit filed by the plaintiff forI I Ol<lndatory illjundion to remove &
demolish t)w \io!;Hions & illcg31 C0115In.
raised by DeL NO.1 to 5 of DU No.
4525, Dr. Arnbedk<lj" Colony,
.:\1aulijagran, Chandigarh in which eHB Sllrindcr Kumar I Krishna II Scp 19-09- Filing of2:, c.~./.~ 2S/20l') is defendaIlt NO.6. Devi & Ors SLO/SEEMA 2019 2019 Ren"'. :NoCivil Suit filed by the plailltiff -
restraining eBB frolll demolishing the

,
need based changes/collstn. raised in

SLO(SUSHI LA
DU No. 3208/2, Sector 44-D, Gurinder Singh I BHARDWAJ 12 Sep 24-10- Yes / 0924 c.S'/r,Sq/201Q Chandigarh. Chandigarh Housimr Board DR. 20lq 2019 Consideration. May 2()}9Application filed by CHB ag3inst award. . dated 11.11.2017 passed hy Sh .

I H.R.Gangar, IAS(JU.) in respect: of
Constn. ofl696, Slll,:lll Flats at MauJi

APPEAU48612 ,Jagran-II, Chandigarh(Salish Kumar, CBB; Satish Kumar, LO(GEI,TA 1;,! Scp Yes; 032 orR Contractor). Contractu". GUL-ITI 2019 14-11-201Q Ar\!umcnts. .Tu12018

Arbitration m<:ltter filed before
Chandigarh Arbitration Centre, Sector -17, Chandigarl.1 (Sole Arbitrator Mr.

Argulncllts.Justice S.N.AggarwaJ,Retd.)for
Affidavit to besettlement of disputes under clause 25
filed hy BoardARB. of the contract agreement in respect of Kamladitya COllsln. P\'t.
on 13.6.2019APP.~.Q.4/201 composite work construction of Ltd.; Chandigarh I-Iousing SLO/YlSI-lJ\L 12 Sep and than26 8 2 ....•04/SF at Dhan:-Is, Chan{Lig;uh-Gr-Tll. Board SODHI 2019 Reserved.' <In.>.:uIllcnls. .. .I Civil Suit ),:0. 2226j:w14 secki.ng

.

tr,lIlsfcr of l)!j :'\'0. '~5.:j,Sector 61,
I -I Chal1dig,n:h .\)].1;~c,-'{)unl or ,unregistered Ashw;ll1i r,Jitelldcl' Uj)P;\l iLO(CEFTA r" SCI'

:JH)9-' Ycs/.!]-'127 ,C>~.,.'::S67-L~()!:d \ViJ1. &: Othcrs. leU-LA']']' 2019 :'()! () ,Dcr. f'\'ide)l('.c. ,JI1120](' ._~
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Civil Suit filed by plaintiff for
mandalory injundion for Defendant LO/SUSHIL~
No. 4{CHB, seeking transfer of DU No. BHARDWAJ ]2 Sep 26-09- Yes! 02

28 C.S.I2A 120lQ 1191::/1, Malova Co]on\', UT Chandi~arh. Dhannu / Bikram & Or5. DR. 201Q 2010 Consideration. Mar 2016

Civil Suit filed by the plaintiff seeking
IT,l1lsferof 100% share on the basis of

C.S.I JS4Q/2()16
Rego, V'/l LL/inheritanee in respect' of Vijay Kumar / Chandig<.lrh 12 Sep 09-10- Yes / 06

2q DU No. 267] Sector 40 C Chandi>!arh. HOllsinl?: Board & Or5. LO/SEEMA 20lQ 201n Consideration. Sen 2017

Only summon received for allotment of
EX.AI'P/1S3/20 alternative site/flat in lieu of J.No. 866, Ram Lal / Chandigarh LO/VIKAS 12 Scp 30-10- Yes / 203

< 2010 Consideration. AUI! 201'-'
:)0 11 1..138Colony Pa]sora VS. Chandj'Tarh. Administration & Ors. ,JAIN 2019

Application No. 202 of 2016 ill Civil
, .

S.uit No. 10328 of 2013 filed by the

. pia inliff for restoration Of the case
earlier dismissed as withdrawn on
24.7,2015 by Dr. Sukhda Pl'itam, CJ.JD,,.

EX.APP /20'2/20 Chandigal'h regarding transfer of DU Balwinder Singh Bamra / LO/RAVI P. 12 Sep Yes / 0824-09-

"I J6 ?\\). 12;)1, Sector 4~-B, Chandi 'arh. .:'\1allDrecl' Sill!!h & Am. ]'RUTlIl 2019 2010 COllsidcr3tion. May 2018
..

.

Execution AppliGltion u/o 21 Rule 11
-

Read \vith Section 151 of epc in resped
,

,
of illegal construction of DU No. 3829,
Sector 56, Palsora against judgement'

EX. i\ l.T/.:.7:.-futJ:2. Q. dated 28.7,20l7. Nothing has been
. ,Jai Nalh./ ,hlgdish &Ors.

13Scp Notice &;, . Yes / 01

'~2 17 .._-. .- d-aimeu"ao:linsl GBB (Def. No.-'.() . LO SEE~.L,_ 2019 ____ 5 Oct 2010 record. . . Feh 2018
~

Ci\'i1 Suit filed by tbe plaintiff
1] 5(')) 1110ct., restraininl,; transfer of])U :\(l. 51Hy-B, RaJ11Hlct.,Kulll;11' &. Ors. / Sl.O/SAR,\B.)l Yes / 06

IJl c..S,/'.'.(V .tL~()t7 ILlC, Sedor. :~~(\V),Ch;lIldi\~;lrh. Shobll;t & Oi.S. T K\L'R '20J,9 hOlO CallS j dcra [1011. :--.io\'')()18

Execution filed seeking allotment in lieu
._._--

EX.i\J~.!1.Q4212 of J.No. B-Y5, Janta Colony, Seclor 25, Kamal / Clwndigilrh SLO/VIKAS 13 Sep 3:1 OCI Notice & Yes / 23

I.," U 1.)'3 Chandiv,-lrh. Admll. JAJN ')O}O 2010 Record. Am 201Q
- .."



I
Appeal filed by the Appellant against
order dated 19.12.2017 passed by
Gaurav Dulta, CJ,J D, Chandigarh No Heed to
dismissed and prayed to set aside the file reply
same in respect of DlJ No. 2675, Sedor bcin"b

;O~
APPEAL~(2() 40-C, Chandigarh- reg3rding lnl.llSfcr of Vishav Gupta / Rashmi SLO/RAJIV 1:3Sep 30 Scp appeal
18 ownershin. Yadav SHARl\lA 18 2010 20J9 Ar\!uments. matter.

No need to
file reply

Only summon received in misc. being
APPEAL/624(2 application of DU No. 2675, Sector 40- Rashmi Yadav / Vishal SLO/RAJIV 13 Sep 30 Scp appeal

36 OJ 8. C, Chandi"arh. GUI)ta. SHARMA-IS 2()1<.1 2010 Anmmcuts. matter.

\ No need to. . . file reply
Only summon received Civil J'ppcal in being

APpr~I\LllOl/20 respect of DU No. 2675, Sector 40-C, Vishal Gupta / Rashmi SLO/R!l.JIV 13 Sep 30 Scp "ppeal
~0,7 19- Ch3ndi"arh. Yadav SHARMA-IS 2010 'J 0 1<) Are:umcnts. matter.

-;:,'
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Yes 08
.Jul
20)Arv.uments

30-10-

2019
}2 Scp
2019

SLOjVISHilL
SODHI

Cauara Bank Ilkant. Singh
Arora & Ors.

"". :.: ',:.n'.": .•..« ,,'n'{"""""-' '.- "..•..-~c ...-,:~,~.I.r¥~\~;f*l~~~1~~;j*':~';1;t~~~~;i.'.f.t
---~tilj~to~1lift~Zi~f1~~

J1it~i"'fJf.t:l'~1f";;.:~~!!1j'::~
,,_..".:.__.~i\(.!;{;"l~~,r~,;;';:;l'I~'fu:~t~..

Appeal filed b:v Lhe Appellant before
State Consulller Disputes Redrcssal
Commission, UT, Chandigarh under
section 15 of the Consumer Protedion
Act, 1986 for setting aside the
impugned orders dated 11.3.2019 and
10.9.2018 p3sscd by the DisH. Forum-
11,UT, Chandigarh in CC No. 384/2018
whereby the complaint 3gainst CHB/Ol'
I is dismissed in respeet of DU No.
oqg/:~, MHC, Manimaira.

\VEEKLY REPORT OF STATE COM:\lISSION CASES FR0I\19-9-2019 TO 14-9-:!.O.19

AEE1zs.!2<gc1

2

Appeal filed by the Appellant before
State Consumer Disputes Rcdressal
Commission, UT, Chandigarh under
section 15 of the Consumer Protection
Act, 1986 against the final order dated
11.3.20F) passed by Distt.' Forum-ll,
Chandigarh and prayed that stay the
operatioll_ofthc impugned order during
the pendency of the appeal, call the
cIltin~rccOl'd of consumer forum,tn

APP/'103L~_..iU '1~'cSP~'ct~fDG ~o';-9?99/3"MHP,'-'
q Manlln:llra.- .-'.'

ICICI Bank I Bcant Singh
Arora.&-Ors.

SLOjVISHilL
SODHI

12 Slop
201

30-10-

201 ArQurllc'llt-s
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'VEEKLY REPORT OF CONSUMER COURT CASES FROM 9-9-:~(H9 TO 14-9-201<) ,

'1•
~

,
'j

CC/178L201Q

Complaint under Section 12 of the
Consumer Protcction Act 1986 filed
before Distt. Forum-II, Chandigarh &.
prayed that OPs be dirccteu to convert
the DU No. 5014/::), Cat-Ill, Manimajra
at the cirdc rates prevalent in the yC;1I'

2m2 &. also prayed to pay RS.3.00 L3kll
to the complainant for huge financial &.
mental loss, strcss &. agony. 'Also pay
RS.50,OOO/- as litigation expenses.

Parvati /
Chairman/CEO/Sec)'., eBB

SLO/ASHISH
RAVVAL

,

•
13 Scp
2019

J6 Oct
2019 Rejoinder

Yes 03
Jul
2U19
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.,r- . CASES liSTED BEFORE PLA, UT, CHAN DIGARH (09.09.2019 to 14.09.2019),

Is C<.'_::: No'. Petitioner/ BriefSlibject Matter/Prayer Nodal Officer I Prev: Date Next Date Status ~ ReplV Filed Concerned
~~,- Respondent Advocate Branch ..No . .

1 APPLlCAT!ON Subhash Chand 1 Refund of RS.6,44,253/- in respect of cancelled SLOfRajat Pabbi 09.09.2019 03.10:2019 Affidavit has been Yes /10 May 2019 AD-Ill
/227/2019 Secretary, dwelling unit no. 131, sector 51-A, Chandigarh filed. Now for ..

Chandigarh of the Self Financing Housing Scheme Sector rejoinder.
HcusinQ Board 51, ChandiQarh,

2 APPLICATION Punjab National Recovery of RS.123120/M plus future interest SLOfRAJIV 09.09.2019 14.10.2019 Consideration Yes 108 Jul 2019 AO-Col~ny
1197/2019 Bank 1 Bali Ram & from the respondents no. 1& 2 against the SHARMA-18 ..

others. ' 108n taken from Punjab National Bank. •
•

3 APPLtCATiON Dr. Aika Singh 1 Execution Application filed under the provision SLO/ASHlSH 12.09.2019 12.12~2019 Stay has been Yes 108 Jul 2019 AQ-Commercial
111/2019 Chairman, CHB' of State Legal Services Authorities Act 1987 RAWAL granted by the

against order dated 13.3.2018 passed by , High Court in
Permanent Lok adalat, Chandigarh regarding CWP/20040/2019 ,

i excess paymcntby way of penal interest for titled as CM, CHB ,
delayed payment of instalmznts received in the

I
vs. Alka Singh.

. : auction/sale on lease for Boott", NO.8, Sector PLA adjourned

IUJ 48-A, Chandigarh.

I
the matter 10 ,
12.12.20i9

. ,

•

•
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STATUS REPORT OF THE CASES PENDING W.E.F. 09.09.201914.09.2019

Sr. No Case No. Brief Subject Matter/Prayer
Petitioner /
Respondent

Nodal
Officer I
Advocate

Previous
date & Next

Date
Status Reply Filed

CWP FILED AGAINST THE ENI.IANCEMJ-<:NTOF PRICE OF
C\'/P/O 13267/2003 LAND @.2500/- I)EI~ SQ. YDS. AS DEMANDED BY CHB VIDE

U-:-=TTER DATED 11.4.2000

"

,.,
,

Yes

Yes

Yes

09 Sep 2019,
10 Scp 2019
01 Nov 2019 Arguments

.09 Sep 2019 !

iO Scp2.o]9 ,
,SLOjGagan.o1 Nov 2019 :Arguments

deep Wasu

'...' . •
LEE. CORBUSIER 09Sep2019 Yes

RELEASED ]OSep2019
DEFENCE OFFICER lOIlNDRE$H 01 Nov 2019 :Arguments
COOP. H.B. GOEl , ,
SOCIETY VS CHD.

,.
ADM!\'. &. OHS
THE CHANDIGARH 09Sep2019 Yes

PEPSU COOP. H.B. lOllNORESH 10 Scp 2019
SOCIE1Y LTD Vs GOEL 01 Nov 2019 Arguments
U.T.,CHD. & aRS. •

09 Scp 2019 Yes
U.T. CHANDIGARH 10 Sep 2019 ''i .~
Vs CITY START

lOIASHISH
RAWAl 01 Nov 2019COOP Im SOCIETY

MODERN BAKRIES
.COOP. 1-l.B. lOllNORESH
SOCiETY Vs C1-{D. :GOEl
ATJMI\'. & ORS.

SUSHIL ARORA & 09 Sep 2019 .
';JTHE!ZS VsU.T. 5LO/Gagan 10 Sep 2019 ;Arguments
ADMINISTRATION & deep Wasu 01 Nov 2019
OTHERS
'CJ~-ANDIGARi.{ -,.-
/\DMINISTRATION
Vs UNITED
.SERVICES COOP_,
HOUSE BUILDING
S<)CIETY AND
OTHERS

LF'A FILED BY THE SUBJECT CITED PETITIONER AGAINST
JUDGEMENT / ORJ)EI~ DATED 07. 12.20]0 PASSED IN CWP
~() 81.]43 ()l~ 2000 ALONG\VITH CWI) NO. 11165 OF 1999 AND
OR])l~R I)AT£005.09.2012 PASSED IN R.A NO 13 OF 2012

LPA r.~ILED AGAINST THE ORDEJ.<.DATED 7.12.2010 PASSED
IN CWP NO.13365/1999 ABD IRDER DATED 5.9.2012
PASSED IN REVIEW APPLICATION NO.13 OF 2012

PETITION FILED AGAINST THE OHDEl~ FOR gl\'HANCl~M I~NT
OF L.~ND COST FROM 750(. TO 2500(. PER SQ. YARD
ALLOTTED TO SILVERTON COOP. HOUSE BUILDING
SOCIETY.

,
lY/\/015/2014

WIZIT PETITION FILED BY ,SOCIETY FOR QUASHING ORDER
DATED 7.2.2000 PASSED BY 1".3. CHD. ADMN. FOR NOT
CONDONING THE DELAY IN DEPOSITING THE AMOUNT BY
THE PETITIONER AND FOR DIRECTING THE RESPS.TO
ACCEPT THE AMOUNT OF RS. 1,33,103

WRIT PETITION FILED BY SOCJE1Y FOR QUASHING ORDER
DATED 7.2.2000 PASSED BY F.S CHD. ADMN. FOR NOT

CWP/07228/2000 CONDONING THE: DELAY IN DEPOSITING TH1:=AMOUNT BY
THE PETITIONER AND FOR DIRECTING THE I;;'ESPS.TO
ACCEPT THE AMOUNT OF RS. 1,33,103.

CWPj07267j2000

LPA/186]/2012

CWP/B246j2001

6.

5.

4.

3.

2,

L

I

~
'oj
, I

"'.-L



7.
eM /3782/20 I 5

IN CWP NO.13365 OF 1999 BY THE LD. SINGLE .JUDGE: OF
THIS HON13LE COURT.

CM filed in subject cited LPA by the subject cited petitioner fOJ'
condonation of delay of 1738 days 1Il fUlIlg the accompanying
LPA NO.1759/20LS - U.T., CHANDIGARH VS THE CITY
BEAUTIFUL COOPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING SOCIETY LTD.

U.T., CllANDIGARH
Vs THE CITY
BEAUTIFUL
COOPERATIVE
HOUSE BUILDING
SOCIETY LTD,

SLO/Sanjeev
Sharma Sr.
Counsel

Arguments

Arguments
09Sep20J9
10 Sep 2019
01 Nov 2019

Yes

C\VPj3958/2017

.

s.

9.

\'.Tit petition filed by the petitioner for quashing the letter dated
23.6.2016 whereby the respondents have raised the demand of
unciJrncd increase in pursuance to the application for revised
plan dated 27.04.2016. Withholding of sanction of the revised
plan and the demand itself is not only totally illegal, arbitrary
and against Rule 17 of the Conversion Scheme of 2007 which c.:. P I B al &

I I ' f d 1 ...at au ans 'totally exempts t 1(;ClHrgmg 0 unearned profit, but unng t Ie "(' h' ,V.
d I' I I j' 'h hI' , , I )1 en; s

CWP 1016727/20 J 6 pe~ cnc)' 0 sue 1 1 a. ( lSPU I~ \V11 t C 11gher autl1ontles, t Ie Chandigarh
revlscd plan/completIOn ccrllficak could not have been Aj . - .'- . &

. _~. ' !llll1lstl"allOl1
wlthhcld I",v<:nthe demand raIsed by the I~espondcnts through l\
letter dated 11.1.2013 und all subsequent demands of the rH.

respondents for transfer of the plot me also totally illegal,
wrong and against their own policies. The said action of the
respondents is also against the notification dated 8.8.2003
whereby they havc permitted tra.nsfer at a nominal ratc of
Rs.200/- per sq. yard.

Writ petition filed by th.~;.petitiQnGrs for quashing the order
r1ated 11.02.2013 and all subsequc3nt orders passed thereafter
:mrl tIle Last order dated 30_09 2016 whereby the Revision Ramesh H~~rjbhau
Petition was rejected on ground of limitation and furlher Katayarmal VS U .T.
issuance of writ ofmanda.mus directing the Rcvisional Administration and
Authority to consider the appeal all merits in accordance with others
law fik by the petitioner against the cancellation of Dwelling
Unit No. 1669, Sector 29-8, Chandigarh.

SLO/Akanslla
Sawhney,

SLOj
Banny
Thomas

09 Sep 2019 Arguments
IODec2019

09 Scp 2019 Arguments

Yes

Yes

•

10.
CWP /.13 j 79/2018 181, Motor Market, Sector 48,. Chandigarh.

V,,, K SLOj
'Ja,' UJnar P. unccl

Sabharwal Vs UJ1lon 11... '
, 1'1 d dSSlo 11 13

09 SCI' 2019
12 Dec 2019

,
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Pritam Chand Dogra SLO/
Vs U.T, ChiJndigarh Atjun
& Ors Sharma

J(irpal Singh Vs
Chandigarh Housing SLOfSHEKHA
Board through its RVERMA
Secrct8Jy' &, Others

,

•

11.

12.

13.
•

cwr /28958/'20 j 7

CWP/16541/2019

C\VPj25681 /20 17

Cn"tl Writ Petition filed by the petitioner for quashing the order
d31ed 3 J . I0 20]8 and further directing the responden ts to
tnwsfcr the D.U.No.3009/l, Sector 47-0, in his llame.

Writ petition filed by the petitioner for direction to Respondent
NO.1 (CM/CHB) to consider the apphcation dated 28 09.2017
vide reference No. J 86645 dated 28.09.2017 and to decide the
representations dated 29.0] .20 18 <.U1d 21.01.20 19.(For
allotment of house under PMAYScheme)
CWP filed by the petitioner for setting aside the impugned
order dated 12.05.2016 containing directions to the petitioner
purporting to be issued on the basls of impugned official order
dated 30.03.2016 as both the above impU6'T1edorders arc
lllegal, arbitnlIY, unconstitut.ional being discriminatory and
violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India and result of
colorable exercise of power since the same are against the
notification oal<:d 23.04.2014 published by respondent No.1
and also in vio13tion of the order dated 16.05.2013 passed by
the Hon 'bIe Division Beneh of this Hun blc Court in CWP No.
1331 of2013 in case titled as Kamal Kumar Vs Union
Territory, Chandigarh and al1oth<:r as well as also aga.1l1stthe
wdl settled law on probate/letter of Administration i.e. Civil
H.cvision No.7513 of2014 tiLled as A\:tm Sigh Bains VS Gurdev
Kaur alias Dcbo Kaur and others wherem it has been held that
the law relating to probatc is not applicable to the Wills made
by Hindus of Punjab and property siuJ8ted in Punjab. 3.
Further for issuing dircction(s) to the respondent No 2 and 3 to
tnmsfcr the owncrshlp/title of the property bearing No.944,
HouslI1g Board Colony, Dhanas, Chandigi-lrh in favour of the
petitioner on t.he basis of un-registered will dated 17.08.2012
executed in favour of the petitioJlcr by decea~cd AJaib Singh.
AND 4. Further it is pr3ycd that the respondent authorities are
liable for directions 10 lake st.rict lav..'ful aClion 3g"inst the
concerned offictal who has willfull.y ad knowingly violated the
ord(T 16.05.2013 as the pctltioncr has apprised the Jaw on the
subject vide its legaJ notice dat.e4d 27.06.20J6 and reply dated
28.07.2016 to the said notice has becn given acknO\\/ledgll1g
thcrell1 the judgement.

Vikram Singh Vs
Chairmall, CI-lB

SLO;
R;lkcsh
Sobti

09 Sep 2019
27 Scp 2019

09Scp20l9
13 Dec 2019

lOSep2019
16 Dee 2019

Arguments

•

Yes
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SLO; II Sep2019
RAHUL 17 Dec 2019 Arguments
Dl~VSINGH

Raj Rani Vs . SLO/Arjun
Chandigarh HouslngSharma
Board & Ors

14.

IS

C\VP/19994/2018

CWP(27532/201S

Writ Petil.iun filed by the pnitioncr for dlrect111gthe
respondents to J~egularize and Transfer of Dwelling Uni1
I\'0.3324/1, Sector 45-]), 111f8vour of the pn-;sent. petit.ioner.
Also for implernc,nting the order clnted 29.05.2017 -passed by
the Respond(':nt Board In its letter and spirit and given benefits
of the comp]wnec of the same to the present petitioner.
Civil Writ Petition has been filed by the petitioner under 226 &
227 of Constitution of India for issuance a writ, order or
direction speClalJy in the nature of Certiorari for setting
aside/modifving of Impugned order dated 08.05.20] 8 passed ., I K ;~ , "'-ames 1 umal"
by Respondent NO.2, being a Appellate Authority under Clausl.: ~h j. h

~ ~ . L all( 19ar
17 of the Chanc.!Jgarh Smal] Flat Scheme 2006, through whIch d .. . &A rnll1lstralJon '
the petitioner has been given joint allotmenl alongwith his, Ors.
mother- Nemo and brother Prem AND lor Issue any other writ,
order 01' direction which thi~ Hon'ble Court may deem fit and
proper 111 the facts and circumstances of the present case, III

the interest of jl;lstice

10Sep
201916 Dec
2019

Arguments

Yes

Yes

1
16.., C\VP/I1906/20IS

Civil Writ Petition filed by the petitioner for selling a~ide orders
dated 06 02.2018 pas~ed by respondent No.4 (CEO, CHB) vide
which the petItioner have decline allotment of tenement despite SShyam ,under /
the fate the name/particular of the petiuoner finds mentioned u'r Ch d. I &.. an Igal" 1 .
in Bio-Metnc Survey at Sf. 1':0.2628] of the list. Further for 'Others
directing the respondents to consider and allot the petitioner
tll(; tenement, as per the Scheme named as Chandigarh Small
Flat Schcme 2006" and Amended Scheme of 20U9.

SLO/Gagan
cl(:epSingh
Vasu

11 Sep 2019 For filing
IT Dec 2019 reply

No

17.

Ci~'ilwrit petJtion filed for quashing the irnpugn(~d order dated
06012.2017 passed by R.espondent NO.3 I e ChlcfEngineer

. Officer, (ChIef Executive Officer) the Appellate Authority, vide
CWP'O'-:i(l..JiJ)lll.s . . .~-~.~'-'-'~-- whKh the bonafide clmm of the pClltlOJ1erfor allotment of a

tcncments (J]} under, ftC The Chancilgarh Small Flat Scheme-
2006,:IC for rehabllitatJOn of slum dwellers h,,\'c bc(:n
declined. 3 Furlhcl' for directIons to the respondents to

Uma Shankar &,
Am / U.T.,
Chandigarh &,

Otlwrs

51.0; A.JI\Y 11 Scp 2019
13HAI~DWA II Dec 2019
J

Arguments Yes



con~idcr and allot the pctitionel" a tenement, as per Scheme
e<llkJ make the allotment of dwelling unit to th.e petitioner 35

fi€ The Chandigarh Small Flat Scheme-2006aC

Yes
11 Sep 2019 1'\0order,
27 Mar 2020 Pending for

Argun~enl.

SLOj
SHEKHAR

HousingVERMA

CWP filed by the petitioner for quashing the order duted
13.10.20] 7 passed by the Department Promotional Committee
whereby respondent NO.S has been promoted to t.he post of
Executive Engineer (Public Health) despite t.he fact that. the
respondent NO.5 was much jU11l0r to the petitioner in servIce
as the action of thc respondents is totally illegal, arbitr::u")',
discnminatory, malaJide on the part of respondent. No.3 & 4
who was the membcr orthe OPC and vJOlativc of Article 14 of Kailash Garg /
the Constitution of India. Also for direction to the respondents Chairrnain,
to consider the petitioner for promotion to the post of E:xecutive Chnndigarh
Engineer (Public Health) from the date pel-son junior to t.he Board
petitioner has been promoted <ciS the petit.ioner not only fulfills
all the eligible criteria, but 1S the senior most Sub Divisional
EnglI1eer in the respondent board and the one po 51 of
t::xecutlYe Engineer in Public Health is lying vacant 111the
n:spcndcnt Board 8.S t.he respondcnt have fnilcd to t3.ke any
action desp1te the representation dated 0] ] 1.20]7 moved by
the petitioner. ~

CWP/2954J /2017.]8.

Chand1garh Housing"
Board &, Anr Dalal

An,md

19 l'\VP II WH] /:10 19

Writ Petition filed for directing the respondents to al10Lan
altenwte house to the petit.ioner under the Sm311 Flat: Housing
Scheme 2006. Further quashing the impugned order dated
16.01.2018 vide which the claim of t he petitioner was rejected
by the appellate authority under Clause.17 oflhe Chandigarh
Small Flat Scheme. Further for quashing the impugned ordt:r
dated 2 I /04/20 16 whereby as per orders passed by the
Hon.ble Court 1n CWP !\'o. 37() 1 012016 decided on 25.02.2016
wherelI1 the respondents were directed to consider the case of
the petitioner a fresh in terms of case titled as Dinesh Kumar

j\'ek Ram /

Ch<-Jlrman,

SLOj
Vasundhar

" 11 Scp20l9
11 Dec 2019

No order.
AdJourned
for filing
reply.

YC.':i

, .



Ramesh / 51.0/
Ch~U1digClrh Housing Dinesh
13o;ud., Chandlgarh M,-,lhol.ra

118cp2019
]7 Dec 2019 Arguments Yes20

,
21.

~

CWP/.1709C2019

C\VP/04229(2017

Vs Chd Adrninistr;}tion and without consid~nng the petitioner
in terms of JugcrnCl11 passed by this Hon'ble Courl 1Il CWP
No.23 17 of 20 14 - Dinesh Kumar Vs Cha.lldigarh
Adrninislratlon and ot.hers and have straight away rejected the
cla:im of the petitioner which is liable to be set aside and
respondents arc liable to aliot an alternate house as per
Chandigarh Small F1Cll Scheme, 2006 to the petitioner. And
further prayed for directing the respondent No.3 to consider
the case of the petitioner for allotment of a small Oat under the
Small Flat Scheme 2006 within a period of one month

Writ PctitlOll filed for quashmg the order dnled 15.06.2017
passed by the appellate authority-cum-CEO, CHB .::md
Impugned on~(Tdated 7 9.20 J5 passed by the Permanent Lok
Ad,lJmjJ:':'csjlondent NO.2 \"'hereby the Appellate Authority has
n;jccted the claim of the petitionn as pra:yed for the petitioner
in his appeal bearing No.] 67 of 20 17 and further prayed for
dil-eetions the rcspondcnts for carl.y allotment of a ~mall nat to
the petitioncr under Small Flat. Scheme 2006 as the petitioner
is enUtlcd and eligible for the same

Petition liled by the petitioner for directing respondents to allot
an alternative site/Oilt to the petitioner under the Chandlgarh
Small r~lats Scheme 2006 fonhwilh.(H.No.27-A, Biock K,
Labour Colon)' No.4, Industrial Area, Chimdigarh)

Harinclcr Kumar /
Estate Ofllccr, U.T.,
Chandig:11'h f)t,

Anothcr

SLO/ Nitin
KaushaJ

'"12Sep2019
Arguments

17 Dcc2019
Yes /19 Apr 2018

22. RSA,' 69J:? / 20] ()

Regular Second Appeal filed uy the pelitiollcr for sening aside
the order dated 04.08.201;:) passed by the Court ofSh. Anil
Kaushik, Cl\'il Judge, ,Junior DiviSion, L.T., Chandlgarh
thereby ordering for rejection of the plallll and judgement
dated 09 08.20 16 passed by the court of Sh ,lashlr Singh
Sidhu, Addl. Districl ,ludge Chandlgarh l1l the interest of
Justice.:3 Further prayed that filing of certified COpH:Sof the
order ,lined ()4.08 201;:) andjudgullelH da1cd OSUJK.2016 may

CharanJlt Kaur f.•..
Another / 31.0/
Chairman. Charanjil
Chandigarh Huusing Sharma
Bo •.ird & Others

12 Sep 20]9
17 Mar 2020 Arguments

!\o. Need bClIlg RSA.
matter



Arguments Yes

•
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24.
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C\VP/19472/2018

,
!=WI:J J6Ti/2() 18

kindly' be exempted in the llltcrest of Justice. (2007/], ScclOr
4O-C, Chandigarh)

VoJrit Petition filed by the petitioner for quashing the condJl:ioll
No.vii of par", No_ 11Iof Chandigarh Housing Board OuslCCS

Scheme 20 J 7 ddted 30.01.2017 laying down that in case of
joint khat3, the entitlement shall be on basls of the hold1I1g
under the joint khat3 and co-sharers v..rithin the kh<:lta would
nol be laking into reckoning [or the purpose of allotment of
dwcllingllnit, it being conl:rmjl to law laid down by the Han 1)1c
Full13cnch of this High Court: in Jam ail Singh's casc. Further
for quashmg the impugned leUer dated 05.05.20J 7 whereby
the clmlTI of the petitioner has nOI bc(.~n considered under
oustcc catcgor~y on the ground that only one application G)n be
considered against one oustee category certificate and only on
co-ousl.cc be authorized 1.0uppl)', being contrary 1.0law laid
down in Jarnail Singh \Is State of Punjab. And fur1.her for
direction to the respondcnt6s 1.0allot the petitioncr
independent dowclhng unit as per his entit.lemenl in
accordance with law as laid dOV,ill in ,jeu"nail Singh Vs Slale of
Punjab

CWP filed for quashing the .i:ondition" No.Vll of para N(":i:lJJ of
CH13 Ollslees Scheme 2017 dated 30.0J .2017 laying down Ihut
in C8SC ofjoinl khata, the enlitlement shall be on basis orthe
holding .under the joint khaUJ ;md co-sherers within lhe khata
would not be taken into reckoning for the purpose of al10tmcnt
uf dwelling llllit, being contrary 10law bid down in ,Jarnail
Singh case Full Bench of High COurt. of Punjab and
Haryana And further for quashing the impugned lettcrd;Jtcd
0;:).05.2017 whereby the CL:J.11l1of lhc pditlOner has nql been
considen:d under Oustccs Category on the gound that only one
;1]lplic,-lIil)J1 can be cOllsidrcd against one ()lJstee c;,tegory

Balwindcr Kumar I
Union Territory,
Chandigarh & Am.

'\- .-

l);ushan Kurnar I
Stale of U 1.

Chandigarh

SLO;
SHEKHAR
VERMA

SLO;
SHEKHAR
VEF\MA.

12 Scp 2019
16 Dec 201 9 Arguments

12 Scp 2019
16 Dec 2019

Yes

,

."!



C1ViJMise.filed under Section 151 or the code, of Civil Procedure
in CWP-160B9-200S praying for directlOn to the respondents to Satya Parkash /
accept the lI1Slal1ments/part payments from the petitioners, as Chandigarh
the respondents arc not accepting the installments/part Aciminlstrat](Jn &
payments from the petitioners in respect of their lT~>pceti\'e Others
booths

"

25.

,
,'"",~,
"~•;~~,
~~~

26.,
,
I

C\VP / 2.')57fil20 14

CM /03291 /20 J:)

certificate and only one co-oustec by authorized to apply, bCJJlg
cO,ntrary to law lajd down in Jarnai1 Singh Vs Stute of Punj1Jb.

Petition filed fGrquashing the action of the respondents in not
regularizing the. sen'ice of he petitioner despite the fact that
they arc continuously working "",ith the respondent Board from
the year 1981-1994 onwMd to the entire satisfaction of tht.:
B02rd on the ground that the mutter was referred to the
respondent NO.1 for according approval for creation of posts in
the year 1999 and the same was returned, but thereafter no
further steps wus ti-lkcn. Further for Olnxt.ions to cunsider and
regularize the services of the petitioners, who arc continuously
working from the last so many years in term of Govt.
JJlS1.ructionsissued from time to time

Brij Pal & Others /
U.T., Chandigarh
and others

LO/ Arjull
Sharma

WI
Akansha
Sawhlley,

12 Scp 2019
09 Apr 2020

}2 Sep 2019
17 Dec 2019

Al-guments

Arguments

Yes

Yes

i

27. CI\'l /03297/20 J 5

Civil Misc.filed under Sec"tion 1.')1 of the code 'of Civil "Procedure Avtar Singh &-.-
pr;Jying for direction t.o'the respondents 10Hccept the Others /
installments/par.t payments from the petitioners, as the Chandigarh
respondents an; not 8cccpting the installments/pan payments Administraliol1 &
from the petitioners in respect ofthclr respective booths Others'

LOI
Ak3I1sha
Sawhney,

12 Sep QO] 9 Arguments
17.Dec 2019

Yes

28. Cf\'1/0] )}.l,7/20]::;~---=-~---

Civil Misc.Jiled under Sectioi1 151 of the code of Civil ProceriuTc
praying for direction to the rcspondeTlls to ;lccept the
JJ1stallmcnts/parl payments from Ihe peiJiioncrs, as the
respondents arc not accepting the lnstallments/part payments
from the pctlt10ncrs 111respect of their respective booths.

Sun-;sh Kumar &.

Others /
Chandigarh
Ad1ll1l11stratlon8,-,
Others

LUI
Akansha
Sawhney,

12 S.ep2019 Arguments
17 Dec 2019

Yes
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Petition filed by the :;ubjccl cited pCl,itlOncr for quashing the
order daled 07.07 20]0 passed by Rcspondenl Nn.:11mpugncd
order dated 23.03.2011, passed by Respondent. NO.2,
impugned order dated 07.06.20 II, passed by the RespQndc111
NO.4, impugned order dated 29.07.2013 p8ssed by he
Respondent 1\'0.1, and impugned order dated 30.01.2015

. _ . Sansar Ram I
passcd by Ld. Addl. Dlstnct Judge, Chandlgarh whereby, LOI"r " " j ~ . .. Ch<l.lrman,appeal 0 the pcullOner un( cr SectIOn 9 of the Pubhe PremIses INIJRE;SH

.. _ Ch3J1dlgar;1 Huusmg
Act, 197] has been dlS1TIlSscd bcmg lllegal, arbitrary and GO!:;L

. .. BO<.lrd &. Anrs
unsustall1ablc. And further for chrectmg the rcspondcnb not to
mitiatc cviction proceedings againl-;t the petitioner on the basis
of t.he impugned order 111any mann(;L Booth No.23, Sector 9,
Chandigarh. The Hon'b1e High Court has vide its orner dated
06.05_201 S issued notice of motion regarding Sl<ly 31ld in the
m,_~antimc , the status quo shall be maintained .

] 2 Sep 2019 Arguments
]7 Dec 2019

Yes

' ..-.... .;"-',-""

10

,

Pctition filed by the subject cited petitioner for quashlllg the
order dated 16.04.201.') passed by appellant authority under

C\VP/0] 0773/201 S the Public Pn.:miscs (Evic.tion of UnauthOlised Occ~l~ants) Act,
1971, Chandlgarh by which appeal referred by pelltJoncf has
been dismisscd without taking into consideration matenal,
facts and Clrcumstanccs of thc cases.

Sukhwmdcr Singh
Chandigarh
Adrffinislration &
others

I SLOI
IND1~E~H
GOEL

12~cp2019
17 Dec 2019

Arguments
Not l~equired / Being
connected maller with
CWP No_16154 of
2005

:1. C\\,/P/12232/2013

Writ Petition filed by the subject cited pctitioner for quashing
the impugned order dated J ].10.2013 passcd by the
respondent No.4 sincc Ihe appcal filed by thc petitioner .unLier .
provisions of AlJotmcl~t/Tran:>fer of Built-up booths in any l;an R~m / LO/

I II . I I." C.I I. I "I">I Ie'l I Chanlllgalhsector on e:.1SC lIre pure lase JaS1S In lanc 19:1l"1 "U CS '-'. - Gautam
before Chlcf AdmilllstnJtor i_e. respondcnt No.3 and impugned Adlll1l11:>tratlOrJ and Miltal

order dated 16.04.201.') prl.s:>cd by appellant aLithori\v under otll(;fs
the Public Premises (Eviction of Unautbori:>cd Occupant:>1 Act,
IlJ7 I, ChandlgMh bv whicl} appcal referrec by the pctitioner
has.b(~cn dismissed wlthout taking inln considcr;Jtioll material,

12 Scp 2019
17 Dec 2019

Arguments Yes
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