IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH
SHIMLA

CMPMO No.333 of 2017
Date of Decision: 31.07.2017

Purshottam Ram = ......... Petitioner.
Versus

Rajan Kumar & Another @ ..... Respondents.

Coram:

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Sandeep Sharma, Judge.
Whether approved for reporting?!

For the Petitioner: Mr. R.L.Chaudhary, Advocate.

For the Respondents: Mr. R.K.Sharma, Additional Advocate
General, with Mr. Ramesh Thakur,
Deputy  Advocate General, for
respondent No.2.

Sandeep Sharma, J (oral)

Mr. R.L.Chaudhary, learned counsel
representing the petitioner states that petitioner would be
satisfied in case the Divisional Commissioner, Mandi is
directed to decide the revision petition having been
preferred by the petitioner in time bound manner.
Accordingly, this court after taking note of the averments
contained in the petition as well as submissions having
been made by learned counsel for the petitioner, deems it
fit to direct the Divisional Commissioner, Mandi to decide

the revision petition having been preferred by the petitioner

! Whether reporters of the local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?



expeditiously, preferably within a period of four months
from today.

2. Mr. R.L.Chaudhary, learned counsel for the
petitioner undertakes to serve the respondents after having
obtained the dasti notices from the court of learned
Divisional Commissioner, Mandi, to enable the learned
Divisional Commissioner, Mandi to decide the matter
within stipulated time, as ordered by this Court. The
petitioner is directed to appear before the learned
Divisional Commissioner, Mandi 08.08.2017, on which
date, petitioner shall put in appearance and obtain dasti
notices to be served upon the respondents.

3. In the meantime, the operation of the
impugned order (Annexure P-1), dated 22.4.2017, passed
by the Deputy Commissioner, Kullu, H.P., shall remain
stayed.

Accordingly, in view of above, the present
petition is disposed of alongwith pending application(s), if
any.

(Sandeep Sharma),

Judge.
31st July, 2017

(shankar)



