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Shikhar Agrawal, Member 

 
 

Present: 

 

Shri Prashant Soni :  counsel for the petitioner. 

Shri O.P. Bhatt :  Dy.Govt.Advocate for the non-petitioner. 

Shri Vijendra Chaudhary :  counsel for Development Officer, 

Panchayat Samiti, Suratgarh in application under Order 1 Rule 

10 CPC. 

- - - 

 

 

 

  This  is a revision petition challenging the order of 

Revenue Appellate Authority, Sriganganagar dated 3.5.2006 by 

which he has upheld the order dated 17.2.2004 of Sub 

Divisional Officer, Suratgarh. 

 

  The learned advocate for the petitioner has argued 

that he was occupying the government land and despite that he 

was not allotted the land under occupation.  He has argued that 

he had to file the suit praying for khatedari rights and stopping 

the government to allot the land to anybody else.  There is also 

an application under Order 1 Rule 10 CPC which is to be 

decided in this case. 

 

  Dy.Govt.Advocate arguing the case stated that the 

trespasser cannot be protected and there is no merit in the 

application under Order 1 Rule 10 in the instant case.  He has 

argued that the land cannot be allotted without following due 

procedure and through court order as being tried by the 

petitioner.  He accordingly prayed that the revision petition be 

dismissed. 

 

  I have heard the learned advocates on both sides 

and perused the case record carefully. 
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  After careful consideration of all the facts, I find no 

reason to interfere with the concurrent orders of the two courts 

and therefore find it appropriate to not entertain the application 

under Order 1 Rule 10 as well as the revision petition.  The 

revision fails accordingly. 

 

  Pronounced. 

 

 

                                                                (Shikhar Agrawal) 

                                                                          Member 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 


