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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
CWP No.24545 of 2018
Date of decision:October 3, 2018
Harnek Singh and others
... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab and another
...Respondents

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

Present: Mr.Keshav Pratap Singh, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr.Sahil Sharma, DAG Punjab.
Mr.J.S.Toor, Advocate for respondent No.2.

stk skosiesk

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J. (Oral)

The petitioners have prayed for the issuance of a writ in the nature
of mandamus to direct the respondents to remove the tree, which has fallen on
some portion of their house.

After notice, respondent No.2 has filed reply in which it is
categorically mentioned that they are ready and willing to remove the tree in
case a direction is issued by this Court.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and after taking into
consideration the aforesaid facts and circumstances, am of the considered
opinion that the need of the hour is that respondent No.2 should remove the
tree which had fallen on some portion of the house of the petitioners.
Therefore, a direction is issued to respondent No.2 to remove the tree within a

period of one week from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.

October 3, 2018 (Rakesh Kumar Jain)
Meenu Judge
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