105 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-116-2020 (O&M)
Date of Decision :14.09.2022

GRAM PANCHAYAT ... Petitioner
Versus
PARAMIIT SINGH SAHOTA& ORS. ....Respondents

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

Present:  Mr. K.S. Dadwal, Advocate for the petitioner.
skskesk

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 13.05.2019 in CWP No.524 of 2019 in case titled as Gram
Panchayat Shahpur Dogra, Kapurthala vs. State of Punjab and Ors.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 reveals that order dated
13.05.2019 was passed while staying the operation of the impugned order
dated 06.06.2018 which had been passed by the Director, Land Records,
Punjab under Section 42 of the East Punjab Holding (Consolidation and
Prevention of Fragmentation) Act, 1948 inter alia permitting the partition
of the land in dispute amongst the proprietors.

[3] Learned counsel contends that the instant petition was filed
on account of respondent No.1 having passed order Annexure P/4 dated
28.11.2019 contrary to order, Annexure P/1 dated 13.05.2019. However,
on appeal filed by the petitioner against order, Annexure P/4, order dated
07.10.2020 was passed by the Deputy Director, Consolidation

Department, Jalandhar setting aside order, Annexure P/4 dated
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28.11.2019 and directing that all partition proceedings would be subject
to the outcome of the decision in CWP No.524 of 2019.

[4] Copy of order dated 07.10.2020 has been produced by
learned counsel for the petitioner. The same is taken on record. Learned
counsel for the petitioner states that in view of order, Annexure P/4 dated
28.11.2019 having been set aside by the Deputy Director, Consolidation
Department, Jalandhar vide order dated 07.10.2020, the grievance of the
petitioner stands redressed, therefore, the petitioner is not interested in
pursuing the instant petition and may be permitted to withdraw the same.
[5] In view of the position noted above as well as the statement
of learned counsel for the petitioner, the contempt petition is disposed of
as not calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt

of Courts Act, 1971.

[6] All pending misc. applications also stands disposed of.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
14.09.2022
‘Amit’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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