112-2 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-540-2021
Date of Decision : 06.07.2022
Veer Kaur and Ors. ... Petitioners
Versus

Pradeep Kumar, [ASand Ors. ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Satbir Singh Gill, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.
Mr. Sushil Kumar Verma, Advocate for respondent No.3.
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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 11.01.2021 in CWP No0.590 of 2021 in case titled as Veer Kaur and
others vs. State of Haryana and others.

2. A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP No0.590
of 2021 was disposed of with the direction that if the revision petition was
pending before the revisional authority, the same be decided on or before
the next date of hearing fixed before respondent No.2 i.e. Financial
Commissioner, Haryana and that till then status quo be maintained and in
case possession had been taken by the Gram Panchayat, the Gram
Panchayat would be entitled to continue in possession of the property till
the decision of the revision petition.

3. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioners states that

the revision petition has since been decided by the learned Financial
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Commissioner against the petitioners and that in the circumstances, the
petitioners are not interested in pursuing the instant petition and may be
permitted to withdraw the same with liberty to challenge the decision of
the learned Financial Commissioner dismissing the revision petition filed
by the petitioners by way of appropriate proceedings in accordance with
law.

4. In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
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 while granting liberty to the petitioners as prayed for.

5. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
06.07.2022
Amit
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No

AMIT KHANCHI
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