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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

*kkk

COCP No0.3828 of 2019
Date of Decision: 17.12.2019

Lakhwinder Singh
Petitioner
Versus

Hara Mohan Sahoo, Regional Manager/Zonal Head, Corporation
Bank, Panchkula

Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present. Mr. Aditya Bhushan, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. G.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate
for the respondent.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

The petitioner filed a writ petition seeking directions to the
respondent-bank to release the land of the petitioner alongwith sale
deed and other documents from the loan account. The petition was
disposed of on 28.08.2019. The Court without adverting into the
merits of the case, directed the respondent-bank to consider legal
notice dated 17.08.2018. It was further ordered that in case after
further consideration, the competent authority reaches to the
conclusion that the benefit claimed by the petitioner is admissible,
the consequential relief be allowed, within a period of six weeks

thereafter. However, if the relief claimed was not found admissible, a
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speaking order was to be passed.

The contempt petition is filed pleading that needful is not
done by the respondent-bank.

Affidavit of respondent filed today in the Court, is taken
on record, copy handed over to learned counsel for the petitioner.
Alongwith the affidavit, reply to the legal notice of the petitioner and
order dated 20.11.2019 passed on the legal notice are annexed.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
respondent-bank has wrongly refused to release the property as
other property was given as mortgage in lieu of earlier property.

The said aspect cannot be gone into in the contempt
petition.

The contempt petition is disposed of as there is
substantial compliance of directions of this Court.

In such circumstances, no further interference is called
for, the petition is disposed of.

The petitioner shall be at liberty to avail remedies in

accordance with law for redressal of surviving grievance.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
December 17, 2019
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