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2. On the reeOlnmendations of Screening Comniittee, EstMe Office, lJ~r" th'andigarh, Small.
Flat No. 1489, Dhanas, Chandig~rh was allotted roSh, Brij Mohan S/o, Sh.' Ram SUI11~r and Snit. Raj
Kumari 0/0, Sh, Medho Ram vide Allotment letter .No, .CHB/CHFS/2006/900 dated 02,09,2013 on licel1s'c .
ba,si~ fm a period of 20 years on eeliatneollC\itions mel1ti~ned in Allotment letter and D~ed of License:"
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Dated

",

Sh. Brij Mohan and Smt. Raj Kumari/Occupant
Small .plat No,'1489, Dhanas
Chandigarh

'I. Whereas an application dated 16,09.2022 was received by.this office from Sm!. Rajkul11ari
and Sh, Bl'ijMnhan ",herein Sm!. Rajkumari stated that her mother was sick and she needed money for her.
mother tr~atmel1l, Therefore, she mOligagedherSmall Flat No, 1489, Dhamis to Ms, Suman for Rs, 90000/-:,

5. Whereas there isno prov.isi9ri.i:nS;nall. Flats Seheme-2006 to mortgage sai'd flat fo:anyone'
beingthe said fiat was allOtted oi, license bas'i:\ for a period of 20 years. ", . . --. .

Cancellation order of Allotment of Small Flat No. 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh under the
Chandigarh Small Flats Schcmc-20a6.

I. The Chandigarh Administration has fiDated 'TheChandigarh Small Flat Scheme-2006'vide
notification No, ) 1/06/1 06-lJTFI(2)-2006/6813 datej 06,11.2006 for providing Iivingspaee which is
hygienic, safe carrying basic amenities for the rehabilitation of Slum Dwellers,

Subject: -

3, As per Clause 10 of Deed of License wherein licensees shall abide by the terms and
conditions of Deed of License and Chandigarh Smail Flats Scheme-2006 and' shall also abide bv' the
provision of the Capital of Punjab (Development & Res;ulaiion) Act, J 952 and rules made there un/or. A'
general survey was conducted on 06.11,2022 foe verifying the origil1al allottees, whether they were residing.
in their allotted small fiats of various secto'rslcolonies under the'Chandigarh Small Flals Scheme 2006 and
during the survey, it has been intimated by the occupant to the survey team that said fiat has been. sold by
original allottee/licensee to other person and there ~s a court case between lice.osee and occupants, As .eviderit
from the case titled Brij Mohan Vs. Suman, CS CJ 22S6-2020 pending in the court of Dr. Aman Inder Singr"
Additional Civil Judge (SL Division). Chandigarh videZimni order 27, I 0,2023,
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6. Whereas, this office received another application 0\1 10,10,2022 from Sh. I3rij Mohan an:!
Smt. Rajkumari, wherein they have requested to cancel their Small flat and to allot them. ground floor in'
. Maloya, Chandigarh in place of Small Flat No. 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh,

7, Whereas, this office again received another application on 05.01.2024 from Sh, Brij M'ohan
.and Smt. Rajkumari alleging thatMobammad Tahir aEd Ms, Suman have unlawfully and forcefully taken the
possession of your small Flat no, 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh, .

I

8. In light of the above, it is evident that the allottee has unauthorisedly and illegally ;1rtcd
with possession of Slnall Fle.t No, 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh .to Ms, Suman & Mohd. Tahir. Therefore, the
allottee/licensee was called upon to Show Cause as Ie why the license of allotment of Small Flat No, 1489.
Dhanas. l~hal1digarh shoul~ not be cancelled for vio:ating terms and condition of clause .5 -of the .deedol
licensc. The relevant part of the clause is rCprOdl.fCed as fol1ows:- .

"'The Licensee shall not sublet, assig-n b..-vlva.y of Gene,'al Power oj Alforne.v or othe.r:~is(rplIrf
lVi111 possession (iftlteflat". . - -.
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9. The original allottee and Co"allottee i,e, Sh, Brij Mohan and Sm!. Raj Kumari attended the personal.'
~ , ... _. . I.

hearing on 09.07 ,202~. As per record, atth~\inic of Stlrvey, the occupant stated that,this flft has been ,sold.
Thereafter, three different applications dated 16.09,2022, 10..10.2022 and 05,0 I ,2024 have been receIved
from Sh. Brij Mohan and Smt. Raj Kumari 6nthe following issues:-

( i) Smt. Raj Kumar & Sh, Brij Mohan vide application dated 16,09.2022 mentioned that they
have mOl1gage her small flat No. 1489,Ohana5, to Ms, Suman for Rs. 90.0001- and Ms.'.
Suman- not vacating-the said house no\\'. ,.
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(ii) , Sh,. BrijMohan and Smt.Raj Kumari ag~in mentioned in their request dated 10.10.2022 that
••be said housewasgi~en toSnl!.Sc~maJ~ f9r take care during theirvisit to. their village due to
intestate demise 'of their son, 'Now they are not vacating their hOllse and prepared a
Agreement of this house of Rs, 1,50,0001" and further requested to ,cancel the Flat no. 1489,
Dhanas, Chandigarh and further to allot Small Flat on ground floor at Maloya.

(iii), Sh. Brij Mohan and SmL Raj Kumari stated in their requested dated 05.01.2024 thm in the
year 20\5 they entrusted the care and oversight 6ftheir property Mohd. Tahir and UPOI; their
relurn he refus~d' to vacate.the saidSmall'fla!.Both Mohd, Tahir and Ms. Suman have
unlawfully and forcefuily taken the possession of their property.

During thepersonal hearing held on 09,07.2024, allottee and co-allottee stated that they had
. mortgaged the Small Flat No, 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh, 'to Ms. Suman on 15.10.2015 for an amount of Rs.

":.:Ji;qO,POOj-';'Regarding possession of the flat, 'lheyexplained that in lieu of interest on the said amount,
'~~~;.~-i' . . .. '.' -
"'-':;<~~:possessibnwas given" to the mortgagee ..
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However, it has come to ournotice that [,oth allottee and co-allottee illegally mortgaged the
,Hat and allowed another person to stay there permanently. Rule 15 of the 'Chandigari; Snell Flats Scheme-

2006 explicitly states that

"15. 'The allotment o.fihe .flat shall :\'l~nd;:au!OI~aiicallyrevok~d in ,he event (~/co~/ravenlion
'of any oflhe lerms piul condiliol1.\ of1hri~cI,eme."

Furthermore, Ms. Suman and Mohan'u11ad Tahir; the present occupants of the nat, were also
,issued notices to appear in'the personal hearing. In response, Mohammad Tahir appeared and statec that Ms .
. Suman is turrently out of station, He further clarified that Sh, Brij Mohan and Sm!.' Raj Kumari had
mortgaged the Small, Flat No. 1489, Dhanus, to, Ms. Suman for Rs. 1,50,000/- at an interest rate (.f 3% per.
month (i.e" Rs. 45001-) for use and occupation of the propeliy. He submitted a copy of the Civil Suit titled
"Brij Mohan sOn of Sh. RamSumer, Raj 'Kumari daughter of Madho Ram" both residents ofhoust, no. 501-

'r,Small Flat, Dhanas, SectorAl B, Chandigarh Vs. Suman Daughter of Sh. Fula Ram Resident of house no.
':}:il?:J.189,'EWS rIat, Dhana" Chandigarhagailist \1s. S~mRi;,along with the counterclaim filed by Ms,Suman .
.'<': ,:- ',' . - - - ". - :~'--;.--

In vi~w'oi facts prcsentcdaboJv,e and rule position, it is evident that 'allottee dhd ~0-allottee

. have violated the terms and con-diii-6ns 61' the iYced'''(j'f-l:iccnse under-thc"Chandigarh Sm~II'Flatsy.scheme:"
2006. Therefore, the allotment of Small Flat No. 1489: DI;anas, Chandigarh, is hereby e~i,celled. They are

, advised to hand avci' the physical possession 10 the Chief Engineer, CH13 within 30 days from the issue of

this otder failing whi'ehthey "'illlie evictedfrom the flat',lS per law......, .' " . :
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c!Secretary-cum-Competent Authority

,'lUnder theChandigarh Small flats Scheme-2006
i ,'ChandigarhHousing Board

, ,Chandigarh, .

bndstNo loW9"" 'Dated:2310:+120?-11
A Copy is forwaFdcd to the followings for. il1formation and necessary action:-

"
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" ,,-~~
Secretary-cum-Competent Authority

, Under the Chandigarh Small flats Scheme-2006
'i Chandigarh Housing Board' '
i Chandigarh ~
i:

'l'heChiefEngineer, CH13,Ch~ndigarh. ' .' ': '."
Thc Enforcement Officer, CHil with a request to initiate the eviction proceedin~s' w,r.!. Small

FlatNo. 1489, Dhanas, Chandigarh.
PA to Secretary, CHB for, kind ir.formation,
The Chid' AceountOfficel', CHB,

" The Computer Incharge, CHB.'
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