NISHA

LPA-2124-2023 (O&M) -1- 2023:PHHC:163984-DB

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

121 LPA-2124-2023 (O&M)
Date of decision: 20.12.2023

CHARAN SINGH ALIAS GURCHARAN SINGH
Appellant
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS
...Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK MANCHANDA

Present: Ms. Puja Chopra , Advocate
for the appellant.

Mr. Navdeep Chhabra, Sr. DAG, Punjab.

eskskok

DEEPAK SIBAL, J.(ORAL)

The present intra Court appeal is directed against the order
dated 25.08.2023 passed by a learned Single Judge of this Court disposing
of respondent No.8's petition with issuance of a direction to the Block
Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga (for short-the BDPO) to decide
respondent No.8's representation. Also under challenge is the order dated
19.10.2023 through which an application filed by the appellant seeking
therein review of the aforesaid order has been dismissed.

(2) Through order dated 25.08.2023, the learned Single Judge has
simply disposed of respondent No.8's petition with a direction to the BDPO
to decide respondent No.8's representation in accordance with law. Its an
innocuous order. It does not prejudice the appellant. Therefore, against the

same, the appellant cannot maintain the present intra Court appeal.
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3) Similarly, there being no apparent error in the aforesaid order
dated 25.08.2023, the learned Single Judge has rightly dismissed the
appellant's review application. While dismissing the same, the learned
Single Judge has also granted liberty to the appellant to pursue his remedies
that may be available to him in law if he is aggrieved by the decision of the
BDPO on respondent No.8's representation.

(4) In the light of the above, we find no reason to interfere with the
orders impugned before us.

(5) Dismissed.

(6) It is again clarified that if in case the decision of the BDPO
taken on respondent No.8's representation is to the appellant's prejudice, he

would be at liberty to challenge the same, in accordance with law.

(7) All pending miscellaneous application(s) also stand disposed
of.
(DEEPAK SIBAL)
JUDGE
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JUDGE
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