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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.22511 of 2016
Date of decision: 27.10.2016

Charanjit Kaur and others
... Petitioners

Vs.

State of Punjab and others

... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. S.S. Toor, Advocate
for the petitioners.
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RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (ORAL)

Feeling aggrieved against the order dated 19.10.2016 (Annexure
P-1) appointing Administrator for the Gram Panchayat of the petitioners, they
have approached this Court by way of present writ petition under Articles
226/227 of the Constitution of India, for quashing the impugned order.

When confronted with the judgment of this Court in Binder Kaur
Vs. State of Punjab and others, 2016 (1) RCR (Civil) 634, interpreting
Section 201 of the Punjab Panchayati Raj Act, 1994 to mean that such an order
would be revisable, learned counsel for the petitioners seeks permission of the
Court to withdraw the present writ petition with liberty to the petitioners to
avail their equally efficacious alternative remedy of revision, at the first
instance.

Permission is granted.

Dismissed as withdrawn with liberty, as prayed for.

However, it is directed that if the petitioners file an appropriate

revision petition within a period of one week before the competent authority,
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the revisional authority shall decide the same at an early date, by passing an
appropriate order, strictly in accordance with law but in any case within a
period of one month from the date of filing of the revision petition by the
petitioners.

With the abovesaid observations made and directions issued,

present writ petition stands disposed of.

[ RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK |
27.10.2016 JUDGE
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