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GP measuring 180 square metres on 

respondents later offered a plot of 
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had been refunded the excess amount paid by him and that also was accepted by 

the petitioner on 13.09.2023.  

5.  The petitioner having accepted the re-allotment of a 121.08 square 

meters plot and having taken possession of the same without any demur, cannot 

later turn around and seek allotment of a larger size plot.     

6.  At this juncture, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

respondents have not paid interest for the delay in possession, as well as on the 

amount which they had refunded to the petitioner after significant period of time.  

7.  We do not find any illegality in the impugned order rejecting the 

representation of the petitioner for allotment of an alternate plot. However, the 

petitioner would be at liberty to file a representation to the respondents with 

regard to the refund as well as interest payable thereon and other grievance, if 

any. In the event of the petitioner preferring an application to the respondents, 

respondent No.4 shall consider and decide the same in accordance with their 

Policy within a period of two months from its receipt.  

8.  The petition stands disposed of accordingly.  
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