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102 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2687-2019
Date of Decision: 28.03.2022

Patanjali Buildcon Pvt. Ltd. ... Petitioner
Vs.

K. Pandu Rang ...Respondent
Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia.

Present: Mr. Manoj Makkar, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.
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B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating proceedings
against the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order
Annexure P/1 dated 21.02.2019, in CWP-4663-2019, wherein the
respondent had been directed to consider and decide the representation
submitted by the petitioner, by passing a speaking order, as expeditiously
as possible.

2. On 06.03.2020, while issuing noticefor 21.07.2020,
compliance report was called for.

3. Learned DAG, Haryana, refers to affidavit filed by the
respondent along with order Annexure R/1 dated 30.10.2020, passed on
representation dated 06.03.2019, submitted by the petitioner. The same is
taken on record. Copy has been supplied to learned counsel for the
petitioner, who on perusal thereof states that in the circumstances, the
petitioner does not press the instant petition but liberty be granted to the
petitioner to challenge order Annexure R/1 dated 30.10.2020, by way of

appropriate proceedings, in accordance with law.
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4. Learned DAG also contends that in view of order Annexure
R/1 dated 30.10.2020, no action under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971,
is called for against the respondent.

5. I have considered the submission of learned counsel.

6. Admittedly, order Annexure R/1 dated 30.10.2020, has been
passed by the respondent, in compliance of order dated 21.02.2019, in
CWP-4663-2019 and the representation submitted by the petitioner has
been rejected.

7. Accordingly, in the light 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 respondent under the
Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 while granting liberty to the petitioner to
challenge order Annexure R/1 dated 30.10.2020, by way of appropriate

proceedings, in accordance with law.

8. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
28.03.2022
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