[219] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.1529 of 2019 (O&M)
Date of Decision :10.10.2022

Ravinder Kaur ...Petitioner
versus

A. Venu Prasad, Principal Secretary, Department

of Local Government, Punjab, Sector 35-A,

Chandigarh and others ....Respondents

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

Present : ~ Mr. Sunil Chadha, Senior Advocate assisted by
Mr. Kiranpreet Singh Sidhu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ayush Sarna, Asstt. AG, Punjab.

Mr. G.S. Attariwala, Senior Advocate assisted by
Mr. Saurabh Singh, Advocate for respondent Nos.2 & 3.

desksk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiation of proceedings
against the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order,
Annexure P-1, dated 14.08.2018, in CWP No0.1904 of 1999 in case titled as

‘Mal SinghversusState of Punjab and another’.

[2] Learned counsel contends that vide order dated 17.10.2019,
COCP No.1529 of 2019 was disposed of with a direction that in case, the
petitioner deposited an amount of Rs.7.68 lacs within one week, needful
for transferring the plot would be done.

[3] Learned counsel contends that on failure of the respondents
to do the needful, an application was moved for revival of the instant
petition but now the respondents have transferred the plot in favour of the
petitioner, though by incorporating a condition raising a demand for non-
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[4] Learned counsel for the petitioner states that in the
circumstances, the petitioner does not press the instant petition but prays
for grant of liberty to pursue the matter with the respondents gua the
demand for non-construction charges and if need be to take out
appropriate proceedings in respect thereto, in accordance with law.

[5] In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
learned counsel for the petitioner, 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 petitioner as prayed for.

[6] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
10.10.2022
‘Rajneesh’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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