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This Public Interest Litigation seeks interference of

this Court in exercise of
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the Constitution of India on the plea that the State
Government has made certain allotments in contravention
of the provisions of Sikkim Allotment of House Sites and
Cmnstru&i::m af Bullding (Regulation and Control)
Amendment Act, 2003 read with Circular dated
28.04.2000. From the perusal of the petition, we find that
the allegations are vague in nature without any details and
particulars as to the beneficiaries of such allotment and the
nature of allotment. In absence of such details, no
interference is warrantad.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner seeks
to withdraw this petition with liberty to file a. fresh one on
securing relevant information.

We grant the prayer.

Petition Is dismissed as withdrawn with liberty

prayed for,
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Chief Justice
20.02.2012
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