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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

412 
   
   
 
SUNDER SINGH
 Vs 
STATE OF PUNJAB AND ANR.

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARKESH 
 
Present:  Mr. 
  for the petitioner
   
  Mr. Athar Ahmed, DAG, Punjab. 
 
   
HARKESH MANUJA, J. (Oral)

1.   Prayer in the present revision petition has been made for

quashing/setting aside the order dated 

Judge Sangrur, whereby

respondent-State have been ordered to 

2.  The main contention of the petitioner

objection petition filed at the instance of respondent

Executing Court vide order dated 2

comprehensive order but now by way of filing

respondents are trying to re

of any revision petition and

3.  On the other hand, learned State counsel submits that

second objection petition, the respondents were only

made by the Executing Court while

the revision petition was

on merits. 
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Prayer in the present revision petition has been made for

quashing/setting aside the order dated 12.12.2022

Sangrur, whereby second objection petition filed at t

State have been ordered to be consider

The main contention of the petitioner

petition filed at the instance of respondent

Executing Court vide order dated 20.12.2017, by

comprehensive order but now by way of filing

respondents are trying to re-open the said order which was never assailed by way 

of any revision petition and thus, attained finality.

On the other hand, learned State counsel submits that

second objection petition, the respondents were only

y the Executing Court while passing the order dated 2

the revision petition was premature as the objection petition was yet to be decided 
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Prayer in the present revision petition has been made for

12.12.2022 passed by the Additional District 

objection petition filed at the instance of 

considered. 

The main contention of the petitioner-landowners is that the first 

petition filed at the instance of respondent-State was dismissed by the 

.12.2017, by passing a detailed and 

comprehensive order but now by way of filing second objection petition, the 

order which was never assailed by way 

thus, attained finality. 

On the other hand, learned State counsel submits that through the 

second objection petition, the respondents were only pointing out the discrepancy 

passing the order dated 20.12.2017, besides it, 

premature as the objection petition was yet to be decided 
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Prayer in the present revision petition has been made for 

Additional District 

he instance of 

the first 

dismissed by the 

passing a detailed and 

second objection petition, the 

order which was never assailed by way 

through the 

pointing out the discrepancy 

.12.2017, besides it, 

premature as the objection petition was yet to be decided 



CR No.4477 of 2024 (O&M)

 

4.  I have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length

through the paper

5.  A perusal of the record shows that upon the second

filed on behalf of the respondents, merely 

for consideration upon the objections

merits, the petitioners shall have their right to oppose

only grouse at this stage appears to be the

proceedings on account of filing

respondents. 

6.  In view

requested to dispose of the second objections either on the date fixed i.e. 

03.05.2025 or within 02 weeks

7.  Disposed of

8.  Pending application(s), if any, shall

 
 
   
April 22, 2025 
Atik 

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable 
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I have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length

aper-book. 

A perusal of the record shows that upon the second

filed on behalf of the respondents, merely case has been adjourned for 21.02.2023 

for consideration upon the objections and the same are yet to be

e petitioners shall have their right to oppose

only grouse at this stage appears to be the delay being caused in the execution 

proceedings on account of filing second objection petition at the instance of 

In view of the discussions made hereinabove, the

requested to dispose of the second objections either on the date fixed i.e. 

or within 02 weeks thereafter. 

Disposed of in the above terms. 

Pending application(s), if any, shall

    (HARKESH MANUJA) 
            

Whether speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether reportable   Yes/No

 

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length and gone 

A perusal of the record shows that upon the second objection petition 

case has been adjourned for 21.02.2023 

and the same are yet to be dealt with on 

e petitioners shall have their right to oppose these objections and their 

delay being caused in the execution 

second objection petition at the instance of 

of the discussions made hereinabove, the Executing Court is 

requested to dispose of the second objections either on the date fixed i.e. 

Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of. 

(HARKESH MANUJA)  
   JUDGE 

Yes/No 

Yes/No     

2 

and gone 

objection petition 

case has been adjourned for 21.02.2023 

dealt with on 

these objections and their 

delay being caused in the execution 

second objection petition at the instance of 

Executing Court is 

requested to dispose of the second objections either on the date fixed i.e. 
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