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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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Date of Decision: 29.08.2019
1. COCP No0.3907 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus
Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others
Respondents
2. COCP No0.3908 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus
Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others
Respondents
3. COCP No0.3909 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus
Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others
Respondents
4. COCP No0.3910 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus

Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others

Respondents
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5. COCP No0.3911 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus

Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others

Respondents
6. COCP No.3912 of 2017

Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus

Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others

Respondents
7. COCP No.3913 of 2017

Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus
Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others
Respondents
8. COCP No.3914 of 2017
Parbati Koldam Transmission Co., Roop Nagar
Petitioner
Versus
Amit Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar and others
Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. |.S. Sidhu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Aditya Sharda, AAG, Punjab.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that orders
dated 30.05.2017 passed by this Court in CWP Nos. 9028, 10885,
10930, 10946, 10976, 10996, 10997 and 14247 of 2016 have been
complied with by respondents No.1 to 3 (in the writ petition).

No cause of action survives for pursuing the contempt
petitions.

The contempt petitions are disposed of as infructuous.

The rule issued against the respondents stands

discharged.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
August 29, 2019
pankaj baweja

1. Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes / No
2. Whether reportable : Yes / No
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