IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
103
CM Nos.13499, 16589-CWP of 2021 in/and
Review Application No.216 of 2021 in
Civil Writ Petition No.22018 of 2018
Date of Decision: April 29", 2022
Jasbir Singh
...Applicant/Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK KUMAR VERMA

Present: Mr. R.P. Lubana, Advocate
for Mr. Davinder Lubana, Advocate
for the applicant-petitioner.

Mr. Ankur Mittal, Additional Advocate General, Haryana.

AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH, J. (ORAL)

This Review Application has been preferred by the
applicant-petitioner taking the plea that the possession has not been taken
nor any valuation of the house of the petitioner has been done before
acquisition of the land.

In the reply, which has been filed, the plea as has been taken in
the present application for review, has been controverted as it has been
stated that the amount has been assessed and the same has been deposited.
As far as the structure/house of the applicant-petitioner is concerned, the
amount has been duly assessed and the same has been transferred in the
account of the applicant-petitioner.

In view the above and keeping in view the judgment passed by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court, on which reliance has been placed by the Court
while passing the order dated 17.08.2021 under review, we do not find any

ground for accepting the Review Application and, therefore, dismiss the
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CM Nos.13499, 16589-CWP of 2021 in/and -2-
RA No.216 of 2021 in CWP No.22018 of 2018

In the light of the dismissal of the Review Application, pending

applications also stand disposed of as infructuous.

(AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)

JUDGE
April 29", 2022 (ASHOK KUMAR VERMA)
Puneet JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether Reportable: No
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