IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Review Application No.76 of 2016 in
CWP No0.2900 of 2015
Date of decision: 12.07.2016

Vijay Palandanr. ... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana &ors. ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT

HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE DARSHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. R.B. Gupta, Advocate for the review applicants/petitioner.
Mr. Ravi Dutt Sharma, DAG, Haryana.

*kkk*

SURYA KANT, J (ORAL).

The review applicants seek to recall the order dated
24.12.2015 passed by the Division Bench (Hemant Gupta.d and Raj Rahul
Garg.J) whereby their writ petition was dismissed though with liberty to
them to apply for allotment of plot whenever such plots are advertised for
the land owners whose land has been acquired. The review application
has been filed on the premise that other land owners affected by the same
acquisition have been granted effective relief by a Bench headed by one of
us (Surya Kant.J) in CWP No.25874 of 2012 decided on 21.10.2013
(Lovkesh Chander & ors. Versus State of Haryana and ors.)

The Division Bench in the case in hand though noticed the

above cited decision in Lovkesh Chander's case but has dismissed the
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writ petition, disagreeing with that view.

It may be true that a Coordinate Bench could not have
disagreed with the view taken in Lovkesh Chander's case(supra) and that
too for denying benefits of welfare policy to the affected land owners
whose residential structures have been acquired without giving alternate
plots to them, but this fact by itself, is not a valid ground for the review of
the order dated 24.12.2015. The remedy for the review applicants lies

somewhere else.

Dismissed.
(SURYA KANT)
JUDGE
July 12, 2016 (DARSHAN SINGH)

ps JUDGE
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