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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 31681 of 2018
Date of Decision: 14.12.2018

MANGE RAM AND OTHERS .... Petitioners
VS.
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN.
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL

Present: Mr. Sumit Sangwan, Advocate,
for the petitioners.
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RAKESH KUMAR JAIN, J. (ORAL)

The petitioners have prayed for the issuance a writ in the nature
of mandamus for seeking direction to respondent No. 1 to decide the appeal
and application for stay, bearing ROR No. 456 to 461 of 2017-18, filed
against the order dated 09.03.2017, passed by the Collector, Bhiwani, which
is pending for 19.12.2018 as the petitioners are afraid that they may not be
dispossessed by respondent No. 2 on the ground that they have failed to
prove their ownership/title over the land in question about which respondent
No. 4 had filed the petition under Section 7 of the Punjab Village Common
Lands (Regulations) Act, 1961 (for short ‘the Act’).

Notice of motion.

On the asking of the Court, Mr. Sandeep Moudgil, Additional
Advocate General, Haryana, accepts notice on behalf of respondent
No. 1 and 2. The kind of order which we are proposing to pass would not
require any notice to respondents No. 3 and 4 because petitioners are only

making an innocuous prayer to direct respondent No. 1, who is seized of their
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revision petition and the application for stay, which is already fixed for
19.12.2018 to be decided on the same day.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances mentioned in the
writ petition and narrated before us, the present writ petition is hereby
disposed of with a direction to respondent No. 1, seized of the revision
petition and the application for stay (ROR No. 456 to 461 of 2017-18), filed
by the petitioners, which are listed on 19.12.2018, to decide the same and in
case, there is difficulty in deciding the revision petition itself then the
application for stay must be decided on the said date. Till then, parties shall

maintain status-quo.

[ RAKESH KUMAR JAIN]
JUDGE
December 14, 2018 [ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL]
Ess Kay JUDGE
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes / No

Whether Reportable : Yes / No
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