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112 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-798-2020 (O&M)
Date of Decision :29.09.2022

BRAHAM SINGH AND ANR ... Petitioners
Versus
SHATRUJEET KAPURIPS AND ORS ....Respondents

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

Present:  Mr. Deepak Sonak, Advocate for the petitioners.

Ms. Suman Rani, Advocate for

Mr. Hitesh Pandit, Advocate for the respondents.
seskeosk

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 16.01.2019 in CWP No0.950 of 2019 in case titled as Braham Singh
and another vs. DHBVNL and Ors.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 dated 16.01.2019 reveals
that CWP No0.950 of 2019 was disposed of by directing the respondents to
consider the case of the petitioners for regularization keeping in view the

judgment passed by this Court in Ashrafi Devi vs. DHBVNL and Ors.,

CWP No.12871 of 2013 decided on 22.02.2018 and in Balwinder Singh

and Ors. vs. State of Haryana and Ors., CWP No.2009 of 2016, decided

on 04.10.2018 and to pass appropriate orders in respect thereto in
accordance with law within three months failing which costs of Rs.5000/-
would be imposed upon the respondents.

[3] Learned counsel appearing for the respondents has filed short

reply by way of affidavit of Sh. Jitender Singh Dhull, XEN, OP Division,
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DHBVNL, Ballabgarh along with copy of speaking order, Annexure R/1
dated 12.04.2019. The same is taken on record. Copy thereof supplied to
learned counsel for the petitioners, who on perusal thereof states that he
does not press the instant petition but prays for grant of liberty to the
petitioners to challenge order, Annexure R/1 dated 12.04.2019 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.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
29.09.2022
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