
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

 
123   

   
 
   
KANWAL SINGH
 
   
 
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
 
 
CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL
  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK MANCHANDA
 
Present: Mr. 
   
  Mr. Deepak Bhardwaj, DAG, Haryana. 
 
ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL, J. (ORAL)

  The appellant has challenged the order passed by the Single Bench 

of this Court on 15.0

been dismissed.  

2.  Learned counsel for the appellant submits that 

amount of Rs.34,70,57

respondents are not taking steps to recover the same. 

3.  Learned counsel for the State, upon instructions 

Kumar, Reader to

respondent No.5 had been directed to deposit the aforenoted amount by order 

dated 03.12.2024 passed by 

thereagainst, before the Deputy Commissioner on 10.01.2025 under Section 53 

(3) of the Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1995.
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  LPA-384-2025  

  DATE OF DECISION: 

  
KANWAL SINGH     

  Versus 

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS  

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK MANCHANDA

Mr. Vikas Lochab, Advocate for the
   
Mr. Deepak Bhardwaj, DAG, Haryana. 

ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL, J. (ORAL) 

The appellant has challenged the order passed by the Single Bench 

of this Court on 15.01.2025 vide which the writ preferred by the appellant had 

 

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that 

amount of Rs.34,70,575/- has been ordered from respondent No.5 

respondents are not taking steps to recover the same. 

Learned counsel for the State, upon instructions 

Kumar, Reader to the Deputy Commissioner, 

espondent No.5 had been directed to deposit the aforenoted amount by order 

dated 03.12.2024 passed by the SDO (Civil), but he 

before the Deputy Commissioner on 10.01.2025 under Section 53 

(3) of the Haryana Panchayati Raj Act, 1995. The same is pending consideration.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH 

DATE OF DECISION: 07.02.2025 

  … Appellant (s) 

  ... Respondent(s) 

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK MANCHANDA 

, Advocate for the appellant. 

Mr. Deepak Bhardwaj, DAG, Haryana.  

   

The appellant has challenged the order passed by the Single Bench 

vide which the writ preferred by the appellant had 

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the recovery of an 

has been ordered from respondent No.5 but the official 

respondents are not taking steps to recover the same.  

Learned counsel for the State, upon instructions from Rakesh 

Deputy Commissioner, Panipat submits that although 

espondent No.5 had been directed to deposit the aforenoted amount by order 

, but he has preferred an appeal 

before the Deputy Commissioner on 10.01.2025 under Section 53 

The same is pending consideration.

 

The appellant has challenged the order passed by the Single Bench 

vide which the writ preferred by the appellant had 

very of an 

the official 

from Rakesh 

submits that although 

espondent No.5 had been directed to deposit the aforenoted amount by order 

has preferred an appeal 

before the Deputy Commissioner on 10.01.2025 under Section 53 

The same is pending consideration.  
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4.  At this juncture, learned counsel for the appellant submits that he is 

confining the prayer at this stage, to the expeditious disposal of the appeal.  

5.  The appeal stands disposed of at this stage with the direction to the 

Appellate Authority to consider and decide the appeal in accordance with law 

within a period of three months.  

 

      (ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL) 
        JUDGE   
 
 
       (DEEPAK MANCHANDA) 
        JUDGE   
07.02.2025 
SwarnjitS 
  Whether speaking/reasoned :  Yes / No 
  Whether reportable  :  Yes / No 
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