220 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 1471 of 2018
DECIDED ON: SEPTEMBER 26, 2019

M/S SHIVAM INDUSTRIAL TOOLS COMPANY THROUGH BALBIR
SINGH
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS

RAKESSH VERMA AND ORS
..... RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.
Present: Mr. Raman Kumar, Advocate for

Mr. Abhinav Jain, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr. Aditya Sharda, AAG, Punjab.

sk skesiesk

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

The present contempt petition has been filed pleading wilful
disobedience of the order dated 21.03.2017 passed in CWP No. 11885 of 2016.

The afore-said writ petition was filed by the petitioner seeking
direction to the respondent to release the capital subsidy along-with interest
@6% per annum. The writ was disposed of with direction to respondent to
determine afresh as to whether or not the petitioner is entitled to the subsidy and
if found entitled, the same be released without insisting any bank guarantee,
subject to other relevant condition.

Pursuant to notice of motion, replies were filed. Along-with the
reply dated 09.09.2019 filed on behalf of respondent No.2, an order 24.07.2019

was annexed, whereby the claim of the petitioner has been rejected.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the claim of the
petitioner has wrongly been rejected.

In view of order dated 24.07.2019, no further order is required to be
passed in the contempt petition, as the directions of this Court have been
complied with.

Disposed of as infructuous.

Rule issued against the respondents stands discharged.

Needless to add that petitioner would be at liberty to avail remedy
in accordance with law against the order dated 24.07.2019.

SEPTEMBER 26, 2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
sham JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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