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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

106

CWP-1936-2020

Date of Decision:16.09.2022
The Jawaharke Co-op. L & C Society Limited @ = ..... Petitioner
Versus
The State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD S. BHARDWAJ.

Present: = Mr. Munish Bansal, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Saurav Verma, Addl. A.G., Punjab,
for respondent Nos.1 and 2.

Mr. Simardeep Singh Bedi, Advocate,
for respondent Nos.3 and 4.
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VINOD S. BHARDWAJ , J.(Oral)

Prayer in the instant civil writ petition filed under Articles
226/227 of the Constitution of India is for issuance of a writ, order or
direction especially in the nature of mandamus directing the respondents to
make the payment of 31,48,551/- qua the works executed by the petitioner
along with interest @ 18% per annum.

Power of attorney filed on behalf of respondent Nos.3 and 4
today in the Court, is taken on record.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of respondent Nos.3 and 4
has informed today in the Court that the entire amount already stands paid

towards full and final settlement of the claims as raised in the instant writ
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petition. The said receipt pertaining to cheque N0.472482 dated 12.06.2020
is duly signed by the President of the petitioner-Society.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner contends
that he has no instructions in this regard.

Be that as it may, since a statement has been made today at bar
by the counsel representing the respondent Nos.3 and 4, the same is
accepted.

The present civil writ petition is thus disposed of as having been
rendered infructuous.

However, liberty is granted to the petitioner to seek revival of
the present writ petition in case the aforesaid averment made by counsel

appearing on behalf of respondent Nos.3 and 4 today at bar is found to be

incorrect.
September 16, 2022 (VINOD S. BHARDWAJ)
seema JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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