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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh.

1. COCP No.3346 of 2013
Decided on 17.11.2015

Sanjay Kumar and others

--Petitioners
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others
--Respondents
2. COCP No.2611 of 2013
Decided on 17.11.2015
Swadesh Kumar
--Petitioner
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others
--Respondents
3. COCP No.211 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015
Hem Chand and others
--Petitioners
Vs.

Smt.Surina Rajan and others

--Respondents
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4. COCP No.212 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015

Manbir Singh and others
--Petitioners
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and another
--Respondents
5. COCP No.213 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015
Rajesh Dhanda and others
--Petitioners
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and another
--Respondents
6. COCP No.214 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015
Chaman Prakash and others
--Petitioners

Vs.

Smt.Surina Rajan and another

--Respondents
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7. COCP No.215 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015

Gian Singh and others
--Petitioners
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others
--Respondents
8. COCP No.399 of 2014
Decided on 17.11.2015
Mrs. Urmil Goyal
--Petitioner
Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others
--Respondents
9. COCP No.1571 of 2013
Decided on 17.11.2015
Shashi Sharma and others
--Petitioners

Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others

--Respondents
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN

Present: ~ Mr. Rakesh Sobti Advocate, for the petitioners
Mr. D.S.Nalwa, Addl.A.G, Haryana
Mr.Jasbir Mor,Advocate, for respondent No.4.

Rakesh Kumar Jain,J: (Oral)

This order shall dispose of nine contempt petitions bearing
COCP Nos.3346 of 2013 (O&M) titled as Sanjay Kumar and others Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others; 2611 of 2013 titled as Swadesh Kumar Vs.
Smt.Surina Rajan and others; 211 of 2014 titled as Hem Chand and others
Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and others; 212 of 2013 titled as Manbir Singh and
others Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and another; 213 of 2014 titled as Rajesh
Dhanda and others Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and another; 214 of 2014 titled as
Chaman Prakash and others Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and another; 215 of 2014
titled as Gian Singh and others Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and another; 399 of
2014 titled as Urmil Goyal Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and another and 1571 of
2013 (O&M) titled as Shashi Sharma and others Vs. Smt.Surina Rajan and
others.

Admittedly, a bunch of writ petitions was disposed of by this
Court on 16.1.2013 in view of the order passed in LPA No.171 of 2012
titled as State of Haryana and others Vs. Promila Sharma and others. In all
these nine cases, review applications were filed by the State which were
allowed on 10.3.2015. The order dated 16.1.2013 was recalled and the writ
petitions have been restored to its original numbers. Those writ petitions

are still pending.
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Learned counsel for the petitioners has submitted that the
order dated 10.3.2015 is under challenge before the Apex Court. It is also
admitted that the proceedings in the writ petitions have been stayed.
Consequently, learned counsel for the respondents has submitted that there
is no order in the eyes of law existing which is alleged to have been
disobeyed by the respondents, therefore, at this stage, these contempt
petitions have become infructuous.

Learned counsel for the petitioners has rather prayed that these
contempt petitions may be adjourned sine die to await the decision of the
Apex Court in the review applications.

After hearing learned counsel for the parties and examining the
record, I am of the considered opinion that at present there is no cause of
action available with the present petitioner (s) to pursue these contempt
petitions against the respondents as the order dated 16.1.2013 has already
been recalled by order dated 10.3.2015 which has not been set aside by
any other Court.

Consequently, at this stage, these petitions are dismissed as

infructuous.

A photo-copy of this order be placed on the other connected
files.
17.11.2015 (Rakesh Kumar Jain)

rr Judge
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