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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 8666 OF 2002

GRAM PANCHAYAT, VI LLAGE SHAHZADPUR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
DI RECTOR, CONSOLI DATI ON OF HOLDI NGS &ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

WTH Civil Appeal NO 8673 of 2002
(Wth office report)

Date: 27/09/2011 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
For Appell ant(s) M. Ramesh sharma, Adv.

5

Shal u Shar na, Adv.

Par veen Kumar, Adv.
Ani ta Qupt a, Adv.

o -

For Respondent (s) Sarup singh, Sr. Adv.
Meera Agarwal , Adv.

Ramesh Chandra M shr a, Adv.
-Ex-Parte , Adv

Vi pi n Gogi a, Adv.
Jaspreet Gogi a, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Adv.
Vi vekt a si ngh, Adv.
Kamal M Gupt a, Adv.
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Ugra Shankar Prasad, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed

order.
1
(O P. Sharnmm) ( MS Negi )
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NQO(s). 8666 OF 2002

GRAM PANCHAYAT, VI LLAGE SHAHZADPUR APPELLANT

VERSUS



DI RECTOR, CONSOLI DATI ON OF HOLDI NGS & ORS. RESPONSDENTS

W TH
Givil Appeal NO. 8673 of 2002

ORDER

Inawit petition filed by the appellant before
t he Punj ab & Haryana Hi gh Court, t he question for
consi derati on was whether the Gram Panchayat could claim
owner shi p of Bachat Land. The Hi gh court by the inmpugned
j udgnent dated 6.7.2000 dism ssed the petition follow ng
the decision in Gurjant Singh VS. Conmi ssi oner, Ferozpur

Di vi sion 2000 (2) RCR 437 and anot her deci sion.

The decision of the High Court in Qurjant Singh
was chal | enged before this Court and this Court disposed
of the appeal by order dated 27.8.2001 (State of Punjab
VS. Gurj ant Si ngh & Os. in C. A No. 5709- 5714/ 2001) by
merely deleting the foll owi ng passage fromthe decision of

the Hi gh Court:

"This exercise, it appears, has not been done
3

t hroughout the State of Punjab and Haryana and

vil | ages form ng part of Uni on

territory, Chandi garh even though there is a

specific provisions for doing that.

Thi s exerci se be done as expeditiously as

possi bl e and preferably wthin six nonths,

proceedi ngs for re-partition nmuch conmence.

Li berty to apply in the event of non conpliance

of directions, referred to above."

Learned counsel for the appellant and respondent
submitted that these appeals may al so be di sposed of in
terms of the decision of this Court in State of Punjab vs.
GQurjant Singh & Os. by making it clear that the aforesaid

observations in GQurjant Singh followed in the decision in

this case will not be applicable.



We accordingly clarify that the said direction in
@Qurjant Singh is deleted and not reiterated. Subj ect to

the sane, these appeals are dism ssed.

NEW DELH J.
SEPTEMBER 27, 2011 [ AK PATNAIK ]



