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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

COCP-2728-2017
Date of Decision: October 30, 2018

Jaspreet Singh

...Petitioner
Versus
Ms.Tanu Kashyap, IAS, State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH

Present: Mr. Rajinder Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Aditya Sharda, AAG, Punjab.
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AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH, J. (ORAL)

In compliance with the order dated 26.05.2017 passed by this
Court in CWP No.11966 of 2017, whereby, directions were issued to the
respondents without expressing any opinion on the merits of the case to
consider the legal notice dated 22.03.2017 submitted by the petitioner for
grant of permit for operation of the Light Motor Vehicle, which was ordered
to be considered and decided within a period of two months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of the order. This order dated 26.05.2017 was duly
served upon the respondent. Respondent has filed reply to the contempt
petition by way of affidavit of the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
dated 15.10.2018, according to which, on consideration of the legal notice
of the petitioner, the claim has been rejected vide order dated 21.07.2017

(Annexure R-1).
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In view of the above, the present contempt petition has been
rendered infructuous.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the present
contempt petition has not been rendered infructuous in the light of the
judgment dated 20.12.2012, especially paras 115 to 123 thereof.

Be that as it may, the fact remains that the order which has been
passed by this Court was limited to the extent of consideration of the legal
notice as submitted by the petitioner, which on consideration has been duly
take note of and an order has been passed by the respondent. In case the
petitioner is aggrieved of the decision taken by the respondent, he may avail
of his remedy in accordance with law.

Disposed of as infructuous.

Rule issued to the respondent(s) stands discharged.

(AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)

October 30, 2018 JUDGE
Harish
‘ Whether speaking/reasoned: ‘ Yes/No ‘

‘ Whether Reportable: ‘ Yes/No ‘
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