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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-21762-2014
Date of decision : 07.11.2023

Om Parkash and others ... Petitioners
versus
F.C. Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BHARDWAJ

*kk

Present :- None for the petitioners.
Ms. Upasana Dhawan, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. B.S. Rana, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Nayandeep Rana, Advocate

for respondent No.5.
Kkk

RAJESH BHARDWAJ, J. (Oral)

This petition has been filed praying for quashing the
impugned orders dated 14.11.2006, 16.04.2010 and 14.06.2012
(Annexures P-5 to P-7) vide which time barred appeal filed by respondent
No.5 (single person) has illegally and arbitrarily been accepted and
revision and ROR against the same has illegally been rejected that too
after finalization of partition proceedings issuance of sanad taksim and
completion of possession proceedings which were duly signed by
respondent No.5 also. The action of the respondents is against the interest
of entire village as well. Further prayer has been made for directing the
respondents to not disturb the well reasoned partitioned done by the
revenue authorities vide orders dated 26.08.2004, 13.09.2004 and
17.05.2005 vide which the land has already been fairly partitioned

between about 1265 co-sharers of village and possession has also been
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delivered to them by demarcating the land in presence of the villagers.
Petition is pending adjudication since 2014. On perusal of
the record, it is apparent that on majority of the dates, petitioners
remained unrepresented. This petition was dismissed for non-prosecution
on 25.02.2016. On further perusal of the record, it transpires that no one
has appeared on behalf of petitioners since 06.05.2022. Last time the case
was taken up on 28.02.2023, however, no one was present on behalf of
the petitioners. Further there was a written request for adjournment and
hence, the case was fixed for today. Today also, the position is same. It

appears that counsel for the petitioners is not interested in pursuing the

case.
Dismissed for non-prosecution.
( RAJESH BHARDWAI )
07.11.2023 JUDGE
m. sharma
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable ; Yes/No
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