Amit Kumar
2017.09.01 11:25
| attest to the accuracy and

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA o' this document
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No . 3643 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 30.8.2017

Gram Panchayat of Village Lakhnaur
..... Petitioner

Vs.
Gurdev Singh and others
..... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present : None for the petitioner.

Mr. Naresh Kaushal, Advocate
for the respondents

Aeskkosk

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK J. (ORAL)

Present civil revision petition under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India, at the hands of Gram Panchayat, is directed against the
order dated 26.2.2015 (Annexure P-2) passed by the learned executing court,
whereby applicants/claimants-respondents herein and other khewatdars were
held entitled to share the compensation for their acquired land, which was
forming part of Jumla Mustarka Malkan Wa Digar Haqdaran Hasab Rasad
Arazi Khewat.

Notice of motion was issued.
When the case came up for hearing on 8.5.2017, following
order was passed by this Court:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks time to
place on record copy of Misal Hagqiat followed by other
jamabandis to show that the land was owned by the

petitioner-Gram Panchayat.”
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Neither the abovesaid order has been complied with by the
learned counsel for petitioner, nor anybody has come present on behalf of
the petitioner to press this revision petition.
Heard learned counsel for the respondents.

A bare perusal of the impugned order passed by the learned
Additional District Judge would make it crystal clear that each and every
relevant aspect of the matter was rightly examined, considered and
appreciated in the correct perspective, before passing the impugned order.
There is hardly any scope for this Court to interfere in the impugned order,
while exercising its revisional jurisdiction under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India.

However, since neither the learned counsel for the petitioner is
present, nor the abovesaid order has been complied with so far, present

revision petition is dismissed as not pressed.

30.8.2017 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
Ak Sharma JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No



