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102 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2961-2016
Date of Decision :20.09.2022

M/s Punjab Rice Mills and another ... Petitioners
versus
S.S. Ramesh Rangan and others ....Respondents

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  Mr. Vishal Sodhi, Advocate for the petitioners.

Mr. Ayush Sarna, AAG, Punjab.

desksk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,
dated 29.07.2016, in CWP-14048-2016

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 dated 29.07.2016, reveals
that while issuing notice of motion for 02.09.2016, status quo was ordered
to be maintained till the next date of hearing.

3. Although the contempt petition is of the year 2016, yet no
notice has been issued to the respondent till date.

4. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioners states that
dispute between the parties as was the subject matter of CWP-14048-
2016, has been settled amicably and the payment as mutually agreed
upon, has been made to the erstwhile State Bank of Patiala (now State
Bank of India), therefore, in the circumstances, the petitioners do not press
the instant petition and may be permitted to withdraw the same.

5. In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
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learned counsel for the petitioners, the instant petition is disposed of as
not calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971.

(B.S. Walia)
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