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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.1373 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 19.02.2018

GURMAIL SINGH AND OTHERS
.......... Petitioners
Versus

MS. BARJINDER KAUR BAJWA, DEPUTY REGISTRAR, CO-
OPERATIVE SOCIETY, PUNJAB

.......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH

Present: Ms. Neha Jain, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Manoj Bajaj, Additional Advocate General, Punjab
for the respondent/State.

seskeskok

JASWANT SINGH, J. (ORAL)

The dispute is concerning to the enrolment of members of the
Kansal Rural Co-operative House Building Society Limited, which is
registered under the Punjab Co-operative Societies Act, 1961.

Petitioners had filed a writ petition bearing CWP No.5361 of
2017 seeking quashing of public notice dated 21.02.2017 wherein the
consideration of members of the Society for holding elections to the
Managing Committee was limited to the extent of 195 members.

The aforesaid writ petition was disposed of vide order dated
16.03.2017 (Annexure P-1) passed by this Court, therefore, the petitioners

allege the violation of the said order dated 16.03.2017 (P-1), wherein it is
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directed 'to the Administrator to consider the objections filed by the
petitioners and orders regarding the enrolment of the members to be
considered upto 13.02.2013 and the Administrator shall consider the same
after giving proper opportunity of hearing to the petitioners regarding
preparation of list of members and thereafter, pass a speaking order within
a period of ten days'.

Since the order in question has not been complied with, hence
the present contempt petition.

Upon notice, a reply stands filed, wherein, in para No. 3, it is
stated that in compliance of the order dated 16.03.2017 (P-1), the petitioners
had submitted objections regarding the enrolment of members and the same
have been decided, by passing a speaking order dated 06.04.2017.

In view of above reply, learned State Counsel states that the
order in question has been complied with, therefore, no further action in the
present contempt petition is warranted, as the same has become infructuous.

Dismissed as infructuous.

February 19, 2018 (JASWANT SINGH )
'rajneesh’ JUDGE

Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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