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ORAL JUDGEMENT

     1.	By  filing this petition under Article 226 of the

     Constitution, the petitioners have prayed  to  quash  and



     set  aside  the  judgment  and  order  dated  25.11.1994,

     Annexure D to the petition, passed by the Gujarat Revenue

     Tribunal in Revision Application No.TEN.BS.   177/89  and

     to  uphold  the  orders  dated  25.5.1988  and 13.4.1989,

     Annexures B and C respectively to the petition passed  by

     the  Mamlatdar  &  ALT, Choryasi and Assistant Collector,

     Choryasi Prant, Surat, respectively.

    

     2.	At the time of  hearing  of  this  petition,  the

     learned  advocates  appearing for the parties have stated

     that the parties have arrived at a compromise,  which  is

     reduced  into  writing  and  signed  by all the concerned

     parties, and the said  compromise  is  annexed  with  the

     Civil Application and have prayed for passing appropriate

     orders in terms of the said compromise.

    

     3.	Having heard the learned advocates appearing  for

     the parties and on having perusal of the pleadings in the

     petition  and  the terms and conditions of the compromise

     dated 20.12.2003 which is annexed with Civil  Application

     No.9468  of  1993  which  bears  the signature of all the

     concerned parties who are present before the Court, it is

     clear that the parties have agreed  to  act  as  per  the

     terms  of the compromise, and therefore, the petition can

     be disposed of in terms of the said compromise.  The copy

     of the compromise  alongwith  the  map  produced  by  the

     parties  is  ordered  to be retained on the record of the

     petition.

    

     4.	As  the parties have arrived at a compromise, the

     petition stands disposed of.  Rule is  made  absolute  in

     terms  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of the compromise

     pursis filed them.  There shall be no order as to costs.

    

     5.	Civil Application No.9468 of 2003  is  filed  for

     joining  parties  and also for passing appropriate orders

     of recording compromise.  Since the compromise  is  filed

     and  the  main  petition  is disposed of and Rule is made

     absolute in terms of  the  said  compromise,  this  Civil

     Application is  also  required to be disposed of.  Hence,

     rule is made absolute with no order as to costs.

    

     			(A.M. Kapadia, J.)

     			---

     (karan)


