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CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No.28775 of 2018
Date of Decision: February 1%, 2019

...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH

Present:

Mr. S.S. Sahu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Manish Dadwal, Assistant Advocate General, Haryana.

AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH, J. (ORAL)

On 25.01.2019, following order was passed:-

“It is the contention of the learned counsel for the
petitioner that the revision petition which has been preferred
by the petitioner i.e. ROR No.105 of 2016, before the
Financial Commissioner Revenue, Haryana, has till date not
decided despite the parties having appeared before the said
authority. She further states that the next date of hearing in
the revision petition is 25.03.2019.

Let two copies of the writ petition be handed over to
Mr. Pradeep Prakash Chahar, DAG, Haryana, during the
course of the day under proper receipt, who shall seek
instructions from respondent No.1 as to when the revision
petition would be heard and decision taken thereon.

List on 01.02.2019 for consideration.”

Counsel for the State has referred to para 6 of the writ petition

to point out that the dates have been mentioned as to when the case has been

listed but the zimni orders have not been attached along with the same,

which would indicate that as to whether the delay has been caused because

of the petitioner or the respondents. He further states that he has instructions

from the Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Haryana-respondent No.1 that
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which may be fixed by this Court.

In the light of the fact that ROR No.105 of 2016 is fixed for
hearing on 25.03.2019, the Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Haryana,
shall make an endeavour to decide the same as early as possible and in any
case not beyond a period of three months from the date already fixed in the
revision petition.

With these observations, the writ petition stands disposed of.

February 1%, 2019 (AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)
Puneet JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether Reportable: No
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