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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-20201-2021
Date of Decision:04.10.2021

Ashok and others
....Petitioners

VS
State of Haryana and others
....Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL

Present: = Mr. Alok Mittal, Advocate
for the petitioners
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SUDHIR MITTAL, J. (Oral)

The petitioners have challenged order dated 22.03.2016 passed by the
Assistant Collector 1* Grade, order dated 27.03.2017 passed by the Sub Divisional
Officer (Civil)-cum-Collector and order dated 11.10.2018 passed by the
Commissioner, Gurugram Division, Gurugram.

Partition application dated 31.05.2013 was decided finally and sanad
was issued on 22.03.2016. The petitioner preferred an appeal against sanad which
was dismissed by the Collector. As noted above revision has also been dismissed.

Learned counsel for the petitioners has vehemently argued that the
sanad was liable to be set aside as proper opportunity was not granted to the
petitioner to raise objections against naksha ba.

However, the argument can not be accepted because the petitioners
did not adopt the appropriate remedy. Sanad can only be challenged by way of
revision petition before the Commissioner or by way of writ petition before the
High Court. That having not been done, the authorities below were justified in

rejecting the appeal and revision.
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Moreover, the writ petition is also hit by delay and latches as the order
passed by Commissioner, Gurugram is dated 11.10.2018.

The writ petition has no merit and is dismissed.

(SUDHIR MITTAL)
JUDGE
04.10.2021
reena
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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