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SLP(C) No. 16173-16178 OF 2000

| TEM No. 29 Court No. 5 SECTI ON | VB
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.16173-16178/ 2000

(From the judgenent and order dated 18/01/2000 in LPA 868/92etc.

of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

STATE OF PUNJAB Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

GURJANT SI NGH & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 27/08/ 2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE K T. THOVAS
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.N. VAR AVA
For Petitioner (s) M. Harish N. Salve, S. G

M. Raj eev Sharma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Ait Kumar Pande, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
........ L......l.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....J
SP2
Leave granted.
Appeal s are di sposed of in ternms of the signed order.
SP1
(N K. Coel) (H K. Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
PA
PL58
L....... T....... T....... T....... T....... T....... T....... T....... T....R
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cl VI L APPEAL No. of 2001@@

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
(Arising out of S.L.P. (Cvil) 16173-16178 of 2000)

State of Punjab .. Appel | ant



Vs.
GQurjant Singh & Os. .. Respondent s

O R D E R@@
EEEEEEEEE

Leave granted.

M. Harish N Salve, learned Solicitor Genera
subnmitted that the State of Punjab takes objection only in
regard to the follow ng observations made in the inpugned
j udgnent :

................ R 1 i P N |

"This exercise, it appears, has not been done
throughout the State of Punjab and Haryana and
villages formng part of Union Territory, Chandigarh
even though there is a specific provisions for doing
t hat .

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

This exercise be done as expeditiously as
possi ble and preferably within six nonths proceedi ngs
for re-partition nmust conmence. Liberty to apply in
the event of non-conpliance of directions, referred to
above. "

........ [ P P RN |

Learned counsel for the respondent subnits that he has
no objection in deleting the aforesaid portions from the
i mpugned j udgnent . We allow these appeals to the extent of
del eting of the abovesai d passage fromthe inpugned judgnent.
These appeal s are di sposed of accordingly.
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