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

COCP No.1430 of 2021
Date of Decision : 02.02.2022

Rajesh Tanwar and others ... Petitioners
Versus
A K. Singh and another ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. S.S. Sahu, Advocate for the petitioners.

Ms. Amrita Nagpal, Advocate for
Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Advocate
for the respondents.

kg

B.S. Walia, J. (VO)

[1] Prayer in the petition under Sections 11 & 12 of the
Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order dated 07.05.2021
in CWP No0.9555 of 2021.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1) reveals that CWP No0.9555
of 2021 was disposed of vide order dated 07.05.2021, by granting liberty
to the petitioners to file separate comprehensive representations for
seeking relief of their grievances as had been highlighted in the writ
petition in the light of policy dated 19.04.2017 within 01 week of the date
of order and in case representation was received, the Chief Administrator,
Haryana Shahari Vikas Pradhikaran, Panchkula, was to consider and
decide the same within 06 months in accordance with law.

[3] Learned counsel contends that the instant petition was filed
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stipulated period of time but during the pendency of the petition,
respondent No.2 has taken a decision on the representation submitted by
the petitioners vide order dated 15.07.2021 and copy thereof
communicated to the petitioners and in the circumstances, the petitioners
grievance having been redressed, the petitioners are not interested in
pursuing the contempt petition and the same may be disposed of as such.

[4] I have considered the submissions of learned counsel for the
petitioners, affidavit filed by respondent No.2 in compliance of order
dated 07.05.2021 in CWP No0.9555 of 2021 as also the statement of
learned counsel for the petitioners, and in the circumstances am of the
view that no action under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 is called for

against respondent No.2.

[5] Accordingly, the contempt is disposed of as such.
[6] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge

02.02.2022
‘Rajneesh’

Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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