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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.2022 of 2016

                   Date of Decision.18.03.2016

The Scheduled Caste Co-operative Land Owning Society Ltd through its

members .......Petitioner

Vs.

State of Punjab and others         ........Respondents

Present: Mr. Krishan Singh, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the 

judgment ? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. In the appeal filed by the petitioner, the petitioner appears

to have filed application for withdrawal of  suit  with liberty to file a

fresh  application  to  implead  Union  as  a  party  and  some  additional

documents.  The applications have been disposed of and also the appeal

itself appears to have been dismissed.  The petitioner has filed a second

appeal against the judgment.  The revision petition is against the orders

passed in the interlocutory applications.  There can be no independent

civil  revision  against  orders  passed  in  the  interlocutory  applications

when there is already a second appeal brought before this Court.  The

correctness of the orders passed in the interim applications will be made

subject of appeal and stated as substantial questions if there arise such

questions.  The civil revision is incompetent.

3. The counsel for the petitioner states that the Registry has
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raised an objection for challenging the correctness of the orders passed

in interim applications in the second appeal.  Registry shall not perform

any judicial function and the petitioner is not required to comply with

any  of  the  directions.   He  is  bound  to  make  an  appropriate

representation on any objection taken by the registry  and direct the

matter to be placed before the Court for appropriate orders.  

4. With this observation, the civil revision is dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 

March 18, 2016

Pankaj*
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