IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
119 RA-RS-18-2025 (O&M)
IN RSA-5778-2019
SURJIT KAUR AND ANR ... Review applicant
V/S
KEWAL SINGH AND ORS .... Respondents

CORAM : HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN

Present:  Mr. Dinesh Nagar, Advocate for the review applicant.
ALKA SARIN, J. (ORAL)
1. The present review application has been filed under Order 47

Rule 1 CPC read with Section 151 CPC for review of the order dated
20.09.2022 passed by this Court in an appeal being RSA-5778-2019. The
appeal was dismissed vide a detailed order passed by this Court on
20.09.2022. Aggrieved by the same, the review applicant herein preferred a
Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.23493-2022 which was dismissed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court on 04.01.2023. Still not satisfied, the review
applicant herein filed a Review Petition (Civil) No.712-2023 in Special
Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.23493-2022 which was also dismissed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court vide order dated 01.11.2023 and the following order
was passed :

‘1. Application for oral hearing of the review petition is

dismissed.

AMAN JAIN

2025.04.23 09:21

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this
order/judgment



119 RA-RS-18-2025 (O&M) -2-

2. Having perused the review petition, there is no error
apparent on the face of the record. No case for review
under Order XLVII Rule 1 of the Supreme Court Rules,
2013. The review petition is, therefore, dismissed.
3. Pending application, if any, stand disposed of".
2. Yet again, despite the review petition being Review Petition
(Civil) No.712-2023 having been dismissed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court,
the review applicant herein was not satisfied and preferred a Curative
Petition which was also dismissed, as stated in the review application itself
(though the order has not been appended with the review application). Now
the present review application has been filed before this Court for review of
the order dated 20.09.2022 passed by this Court.
3. At the outset, on realizing that the Court is not agreeing to the
submissions made by him and is inclined to impose heavy costs, learned
counsel for the review applicant seeks permission to withdraw the present
review application.
4. Review application stands dismissed as withdrawn. Pending

applications, if any, also stand disposed off.

22.04.2025 (ALKA SARIN)
Aman Jain JUDGE
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