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

Sr. No.118 CWP No.3470 of 2020
DECIDED ON: February 10, 2020
MUNNA
.PETITIONER
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS

..RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL

Present: Mr. Jagjit Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner.
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SUDHIR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

The grievance of the petitioner is that despite representations
dated 21.09.2016 (Annexure P-11) and dated 12.09.2018 (Annexure P-12)
having been made, no action is being taken upon them.
2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the original
allottee sold part of his allotment to the petitioner and put him in possession
of the same. The application of the private respondents under the East
Punjab Holdings (Consolidation and Prevention of Fragmentation) Act,
1948 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) for allotment of the same land to
them was rejected. Thereafter, the State of Punjab filed an application
under the Act which was allowed ex parte. The order of the Additional
Director, Consolidation of Holdings, Punjab, Jalandhar passed in exercise of
jurisdiction under Section 42 of the Act was however stayed by this Court in
a writ petition filed by the petitioner. The writ petition was finally allowed

and the order of the Additional Director, Consolidation of Holdings, Punjab,
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Jalandhar was set aside. However, meanwhile, the State of Punjab allotted
the land in dispute to the private respondents and they dispossessed the
petitioner. The allotment in favour of the private respondents has been
cancelled as per order of this Court but the revenue record has still not been
corrected.

3. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of with a direction to
respondent No.3 to consider the representations dated 21.09.2016
(Annexure P-11) and dated 12.09.2018 (Annexure P-12) and to pass an
appropriate order thereupon in accordance with law within a period of three

months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.

February 10, 2020 (SUDHIR MITTAL)
Ankur JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
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