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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CR No0.4250 of 2016
Date of Decision:11.07.2016

Punjab State Agriculture Marketing Board
...... Petitioner
Vs

State of Punjab and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J.(ORAL)

[1]. Perusal of the record reveals that there is some
difference in calculation submitted by the land owner vis-a-vis
the calculation of the petitioner. Time of more than one year has
already elapsed from the date of order/judgment passed by this
Court, but the execution as per the calculation of the claimants
is still pending.

[2]. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
calculations moved by the either side should be scrutinized and
vetted by the Executing Court. In case the calculations
submitted by the claimants are ultimately found to be

trustworthy, the petitioner would satisfy the award within two
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weeks from the date of such satisfaction recorded by the
Executing Court.

[3]. Learned counsel further contends that as per
Collector's rate and the decision of reference Court, the award
stood satisfied by the petitioner before the Executing Court. As
per the calculations of the petitioner, the enhanced amount even
as per the order of the High Court already stood paid.

[4]. In view of nature of this order which is being passed,
this revision petition is disposed of with a direction to the
Executing Court to have a look on the calculations made by
either side and test the veracity and genuineness of the
calculations made within two weeks from the date of receipt of
certified copy of this order. If the calculations submitted by the
claimants are found to be trustworthy, then in that eventuality,
the petitioner can be directed to pay the requisite amount within
two weeks as undertaken by the petitioner before this Court.

[5]. In view of aforesaid, this revision petition is disposed of.
Till then, coercive method evolved by the Executing Court is

stayed.

11.07.2016 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
Prince JUDGE
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