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DAYA CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)

In view of order passed on 10.07.2015 in CWP No.1689 of
2015, the mining activity has admittedly been stopped but as per grievance
of the petitioner, the quality of land has not only been diminished but much
loss has been caused during rainy season because of the earlier activity of
the mining.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is
entitled for compensation as value of the land has been diminished. The
disputed question of facts cannot be decided in the contempt petition.

However, the petitioner is at liberty to avail the appropriate

remedy.
The petition is disposed of with liberty aforesaid.
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