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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana, at Chandigarh

 

1.                                      Civil Revision No. 197 of 2016 (O&M)

Bachna Ram alias Bachan Singh

... Petitioner(s)

Versus

Joginder  Singh  (Since  Deceased)  through  his  Legal  Representative  and

Another 

... Respondent(s)

AND

2.                                    Civil Revision No. 7423 of 2015 (O&M)

Joginder Singh (Since Deceased) through his Legal Representative 

... Petitioner(s)

Versus

State of Haryana and Another

... Respondent(s)

DATE OF DECISION: 19.07.2024

CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Anil Kshetarpal.

Present: Mr.  Pritam S. Saini, Advocate

for the petitioner (In CR-197-2016) and

Mr. Ranjit Saini, Advocate 

for the petitioner (In CR-7423-2015) and 

for respondent No.1 (In CR-197-2016).

Mr. R.K.S.Brar, Additional Advocate General, 

Haryana, for respondent No.2 (In CR-197-2016) and

for respondent No.1 (In CR-7423-2015).

Anil Kshetarpal, J.

1. In these two revision petitions, the correctness of a common

order  passed  by  the  Executing  Court  is  challenged.  Fundamentally,  the

dispute  is  with regard to  the  entitlement  of  amount  of  compensation  for
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And Another Connected Case

acquisition of the land. In such case, the Executing Court was required to

make calculations and take decision regarding the exact amount which is

payable to the respective parties in terms of the Civil Court’s judgment.

2. After  arguing at  length,  the  learned counsel  representing  the

parties  are  ad  idem that  the  Executing  Court  has  failed  to  calculate  the

amount.  They jointly pray for setting aside the aforesaid order.

3. The learned State counsel submits that the amount has already

been deposited with the Court.

4. Keeping  in  view  the  aforesaid  position,  both  the  revision

petitions are allowed and the impugned order passed by the Executing Court

is set aside while requesting it  to decide the matter afresh, expeditiously,

preferably within a period of three months from the date the parties enter

appearance.  The parties, through their learned counsel are directed to appear

before the Executing Court on 14.08.2024.

5. The miscellaneous application(s)  pending,  if  any,  in both the

cases shall stand disposed of. 

          (Anil Kshetarpal)

Judge

July 19, 2024
“DK”                                                   

Whether speaking/reasoned :Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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