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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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COCP No.1878 of 2019
Date of Decision: 06.09.2019

Dr. Dalip Singh, IAS (Retd.)
Petitioner
Versus

Bharat Bhushan Gogia, HCS, Estate Officer, HUDA, Faridabad
Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Akshay Bansal, Advocate for
Mr. Johan Kumar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Amrita Nagpal, Advocate for
Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Advocate
for the respondent.

*kk*k

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

The present contempt petition has been filed pleading
wilful disobedience of order dated 06.09.2016 passed by this Court
in CWP No.18479 of 2016.

The relevant portion of the order is reproduced below:-

“4. After hearing learned counsel for the
petitioner, perusing the present petition and without
expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, we dispose of
the present petition by directing respondent No.3 to take a
decision on the legal notice dated 28.3.2016 (Annexure P-5),
in accordance with law by passing a speaking order and after
affording an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner within a
period of three months from the date of receipt of certified
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copy of the order.”

Reply by way of affidavit of Ms. Sonal Goel,
Administrator, HSVP, Faridabad has been filed today in the Court,
same is taken on record. Copy of reply is handed over to learned
counsel for the petitioner. Alongwith the reply, orders dated
24.05.2019 and 28.05.2019 have been annexed wherein claim of the
petitioner for allotment of alternative plot has been accepted.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that in view of
reply filed, no cause of action survives for pursuing the contempt
petition. However, he seeks liberty to avail remedies in accordance
with law if grievance still survives.

The contempt petition is disposed of as infructuous, with
liberty as prayed for.

The rule issued against the respondent stands

discharged.
[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
September 06, 2019
pankaj baweja
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