SLP(C) No. 22907 OF 2003

| TEM No. 56 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.22907/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 11/02/2002 in CWP 7787/00
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
SAVMADH BABA BHAI SANGTI AN & ANR Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 09/02/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT

For Petitioner (s)M. JK Bhatia, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. AV Palli, Adv. for
M s. Rekha Pal |i, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed to the extent indicated in the signed order. No costs.

(D. L. Chugh) (Vijay Aggarwal)
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. 868 OF 2004
(Arising out of SLP(C) No.22907 of 2003)

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. PETI TI ONERS
ver sus
SAVADH BABA BHAI SANGTI AN & ANR. RESPONDENTS

ORDER



Leave granted.
The above appeal has been filed against the order dated 11.2.2002 in Cvil Wit Petition No.77
87 of 2000 passed by a Division Bench of the Punjab H gh of Punjab and Haryana at Chandi garh w
hereunder apart fromallowing the claimof the wit petitioner by quashing the order inpugned
therein, notice has been directed to be issued to the then Deputy Comni ssioner, Sangrur callin
g upon himto show cause as to why he nmay not be saddled with costs.
When the special | eave petition cane up for orders on adni ssion, notice was issued on 28.11.20
03 confined only to that portion of the order directing notice to the then Deputy Comi ssioner
for the purpose of inmposing costs on him Notice has al so been served and the respondent has
ent ered appearance through counsel
Heard | earned counsel for the parties appearing on either side.
Learned counsel for the respondent subnmits that he is not very particular in contesting the c
aimas to the said directions to issue notice to the Deputy Commi ssioner for inposing costs o
n him and |l eaves the matter to the discretion of this Court. On a careful consideration of t
he matter we are of the viewthat there is no justification whatsoever on the facts and circum
stances of the case to proceed against the then Deputy Conmi ssioner with the proposed action t
0 saddle himw th costs. The Deputy Conmi ssioner, as the admnistrative head of the Distric
t Revenue Adnministration, cannot be said to be disentitled to bring to the notice of the Gover
nment the nismanagenent of public trust for appropriate action, though it is ultimately for
the conpetent authority to act on it or not. Hence, there appears to be no need to proceed ag
ai nst the then Deputy Conmi ssioner. In the light of the above this appeal is partly allowed
to the limted extent of setting aside the directions in respect thereof, without interfering
with the order of the High Court, as to its decision of nerits. No costs.

................... J.
( DORAI SWAMY RAJ

................... J.
(ARIJI' T PASAYAT

New Del hi ,

FEBRUARY 09, 2004



