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RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J.(Oral)

[1]. It is not in dispute that in view of ratio laid down in

State of Punjab and another Vs. Jalour Singh and others,

2008(1) RCR (Civil) 857 and Kothakapu Muthyam Reddy and

others Vs. Bhargavi Constructions, rep., by its Manaqging

Partner, Sri V. Ramachandra and others, 2015(56) RCR

(Civil) 175 , the award of the National Lok Adalat can only be

assailed by way of petition under Article 226/227 of the
Constitution of India and that too, on the limited grounds.
Jurisdiction of the Civil Court is barred.

[2]. Learned counsel for the respondent has not disputed
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the aforesaid proposition.

[3]. In view of above, impugned order is set aside.
Application under Order 7 Rule 11 CPC is accepted, thereby
rejecting the plaint, however with a liberty to the plaintiff to avail
her remedy in accordance with law.

[4]. Disposed of.

August 31, 2018 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
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