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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 7191 OF 2000

GURDEV SI NGH & ORS Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

KARTAR SI NGH & ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Date: 24/01/2007 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. THAKKER
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA
For Appellant(s) M. Anant Vijay Palli, Adv.
Ms. Rekha Palli, Adv.
M. Shubra Singh, Adv.
M s. Rekha Pal |i, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ujal Singh, Adv.

M. J.P. Singh, Adv.

M. R C. Kaushik, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The appeal is disposed of. No order as to costs.



[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Vinod Kulvi ]

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7191 OF 2000

@irdev Singh & Os. .. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
Kartar Singh & Os. .. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
After we have heard | ear ned counsel for t he appel I ant s,

| earned counsel for the contesting respondents stated that it is a fit

case in whi ch t he Hi gh Court may be request ed to deci de t he

controversy rai sed by t he appel I ants herein on merits. It is not

di sputed that the Hi gh Court has not dealt with the questions raised

before it by the parties on nerits and di sposed of the petition only on

t he ground t hat t he appel I ant s herein have appr oached revisiona

authority after 33/ 34 years and t he revi si onal authority has
committed an error of lawin entertaining such revision petition. In
t he opi ni on of t he Hi gh Court, revi si onal power s nmust be exerci sed

Wit hin a r easonabl e peri od. For t he sai d pur pose, t he Hi gh Court



pl aced reliance on a decision of this Court in Gram Panchayat

Kakr an VS. Addi ti onal Director of Consol i dati on and Anr . - 1997 (8)
SCC 484.
.2/ -
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Lear ned counsel for t he appel I ant s stated t hat no doubt
revi si onal power s shoul d be exercised wthin reasonable tine.
Consi deri ng t he facts and ci rcunst ances in t he I'ight of t he count er

af fidavit filed in t he Hi gh Court, del ay has been properly expl ai ned

and t he revi si onal aut hority was perfectly justified in granting t he
benefit. The Hi gh Court unfortunately has not deal t with the

submi ssi ons made and ci rcunst ances ment i oned in t he counter

af fidavit.

On our part, we wsh to express no opinion on that aspect

si nce t he question has not been consi der ed on merits by t he Hi gh

Court. Keepi ng in view the counter af fidavit filed on behal f of

contenting respondents (appellants herein), it would be appropriate if

the High Court decides the matter on nerits.

Accordingly, order dat ed Cct ober 8, 1988 passed by t he

Hi gh Court is set aside. Let the H gh Court decide the matter on

t he



merits. Since the matter is old, the High Court is requested to give

priority and di spose it of on nerits as expeditiously as

.3/ -

possi bl e, preferably wi t hin a peri od of si X nmont hs. The appeal is

di sposed of. No order as to costs.

[ LOKESHWAR S| NGH PANTA ]

NEW DELHI ,

JANUARY 24, 2007.



