IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
Cr.M.P. No. 2012 of 2017

1. Mithilesh Kumar Pandey

2. Mrinal Manish Petitioners
Versus

1. The State of Jharkhand

2. Shashikant Shekhar ... .. Opp. Parties

CORAM :HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RONGON MUKHOPADHYAY

For the Petitioners : Mr. Indrajit Sinha, Advocate
For the Opp. Party :A.P.P.

02/08.08.2017 It has been stated by Mr. Indrajit Sinha, learned counsel

Umesh/-

appearing for the petitioners, that the dispute is between the land lord
and the tenant. Learned counsel submits that the complainant is the
tenant of the petitioner no. 2 and in fact when the mother of the
petitioner no. 2 was alive an application was filed by the complainant
for fixation of fair rent at which the Rent Controller had enhanced the
rent subsequently. It has been stated that although the allegation of
taking away the articles from the shop of the complainant is dated
24.08.2015 but the complaint case was instituted on26.11.2015 when
admittedly the complainant was alleged to have been present at the
time of the incident. Learned counsel, therefore, submits that the
petitioners have been implicated on account of a dispute arising out of
the tenancy. Learned counsel in support of his contention has also
referred to a judgment in a case of Chandrapal Singh and Others vs.
Maharaj Singh and Another reported in 1982 (1) SCC 466.

Issue notice to the opposite party No. 2 as to why this
application shall not be admitted and/or disposed of at the admission
stage itself, for which, requisite etc. under registered cover with A/D
as well as under ordinary process be filed by 18.08.2017.

List this case after appearance of the opposite party no. 2 under
the heading “For Admission”.

Until further order, proceeding in connection with Complaint
Case No. 1121 of 2015 pending in the court of learned Additional Chief

Judicial Magistrate, Bokaro shall remain stayed.

(Rongon Mukhopadhyay, J.)



