


the  petitioner’s  husband  in  the  year  2012,  the  private  respondents  took

possession of the aforesaid land, and the petitioner got the possession back,

vide possession proceedings dated 10.05.2022 (Annexure P-1).

2.1 It is stated that the private respondents again took possession of

the  aforesaid  land  and  further  proceeded  to  cut  and  remove  the  crops

therefrom, whereupon the petitioner approached the local police authorities,

but no action was taken.

2.2 The petitioner further states that she submitted a representation

before  the  learned  Deputy  Commissioner,  Mini  Secretariat,  Patiala

(respondent  No.2),  seeking  fresh  demarcation  and  restoration  of

possession;  whereupon,  notices/orders  dated  10.05.2025  (Annexure  P-3),

10.06.2025 (Annexure P-4) and 04.07.2025 (Annexure P-5) were issued by

the concerned revenue authorities. However, despite the passing of the said

orders, the demarcation proceedings have not been carried out.

3. In  the  aforementioned  circumstances,  petitioner  has  filed the

present  writ  petition  before  this  Court,  seeking  relief(s)  as  noticed

hereinabove.

4. Heard.

5. The petitioner  claims to be the owner of  the aforementioned

land and as per her own pleadings, the possession thereof was earlier taken

by  the  private  respondents;  however,  vide  possession  proceedings  dated

10.05.2022  (Annexure  P-1),  she  got  the  possession  back  of  her  land.

Thereafter,  the private respondents again took over the possession of  her

land  and  also  cut  the  crops  therefrom,  whereupon,  she  submitted  a

representation  before  respondent  No.2  –  Deputy  Commissioner,  Mini

Secretariat, Patiala, seeking demarcation and restoration of possession. 

6. In my considered view, if the petitioner was in possession of the



land, as claimed by her, and the same was subsequently taken over by the

private  respondents,  the  proper  remedy  available  to  her  would  be  to

approach the Court of competent jurisdiction for seeking possession of her

land.  The  revenue  authorities,  merely  on  the  basis  of  an  application  for

demarcation, cannot put the petitioner in possession of the land. 

7. Even otherwise, the matter involves disputed questions of fact,

that would require leading of evidence, which is not permissible before this

Court.

8. Keeping in view the totality of circumstances, the present writ

petition is dismissed, however, leaving it open to the petitioner to avail other

remedies, as may be available to her, in accordance with law.

9. All pending application(s), if any, shall also stand closed.
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