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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

    
   
 

Jagwant Singh and Others

Avtar Singh and Another
 
CORAM : HON'BLE M
 
Present: Mr. V.G.Jauhar, Advocate for the petitioners
  

MANDEEP PANNU

1.  The present civil revision petition has been filed by the petitioners 

seeking to set aside the orders dated 11.07.2025, 24.07.2025, 01.08.2025 and 

13.08.2025 passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Bathinda, whereby 

the matter has been repeatedly adjourned for arguments on the stay application.

2.  Learned counsel for 

already stood decided by the trial Court on 25.04.2022, yet despite this, the trial 

Court has continued to adjourn the case for arguments on the same application, 

which has caused unnecessary delay in the p

3.  I have considered the contention raised. The grievance of the 

petitioners is essentially with regard to the manner in which the proceedings are 

being adjourned by the trial Court. This is a matter which can be effectively 

brought to the not

before the trial Court, it shall consider the same on its own merits and proceed with 

the case accordingly without adjourning it further on that ground.
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MANDEEP PANNU J.  

The present civil revision petition has been filed by the petitioners 

to set aside the orders dated 11.07.2025, 24.07.2025, 01.08.2025 and 

13.08.2025 passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Bathinda, whereby 

the matter has been repeatedly adjourned for arguments on the stay application.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the stay application 

already stood decided by the trial Court on 25.04.2022, yet despite this, the trial 

Court has continued to adjourn the case for arguments on the same application, 

which has caused unnecessary delay in the proceedings.

I have considered the contention raised. The grievance of the 

petitioners is essentially with regard to the manner in which the proceedings are 

being adjourned by the trial Court. This is a matter which can be effectively 

brought to the notice of the trial Court itself. If such a request or assertion is made 

before the trial Court, it shall consider the same on its own merits and proceed with 

the case accordingly without adjourning it further on that ground.
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4.  In view of the above, no grou

exercise of revisional jurisdiction at this stage. The petitioners are at liberty to raise 

the said contention before the trial Court, and upon such request being made, the 

trial Court shall take an appropriate decision i

of the case. 

5.  The present civil revision petition is disposed of in the above terms

6.  Pending application(s), if any, also stand disposed of. 
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In view of the above, no ground is made out for interference in 

exercise of revisional jurisdiction at this stage. The petitioners are at liberty to raise 

the said contention before the trial Court, and upon such request being made, the 

trial Court shall take an appropriate decision in accordance with law and the record 

The present civil revision petition is disposed of in the above terms

Pending application(s), if any, also stand disposed of. 
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nd is made out for interference in 

exercise of revisional jurisdiction at this stage. The petitioners are at liberty to raise 
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n accordance with law and the record 

The present civil revision petition is disposed of in the above terms

Pending application(s), if any, also stand disposed of.   
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