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109 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2188-2021
Date of Decision :06.05.2022

Tandava Venkata Krishna Popuri ... Petitioner
Versus
Ajit Balaji Joshi, Chief Administrator, HSVP ....Respondent

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

Present :  Mr. Pankaj Yadav, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Arvind Seth, Advocate for the respondent.
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B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating action against
the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1
dated 19.07.2021 in CWP No.13088 of 2021 in case titled as Tandava
Venkata Krishna Popuri vs. State of Haryana and Ors.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP
No.13088 of 2021 was disposed of by taking the statement of learned
State Counsel on record that final decision with regard to delivering
possession of the plot in question would be taken expeditiously and in
any case within six weeks from 19.07.2021.

[3] Notice has yet not been issued in the instant case. However,
reply along with speaking order, Annexure R/1 dated 29.10.2021 and
Letter, Annexure R/2 dated 23.11.2021 has already been filed.

[4] Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that although
speaking order, Annexure R/1 was passed on 29.10.2021 on the ground

that the plot was now litigation free and was ready for possession, yet the
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from the date, the plot became encumbrance freeand in the
circumstances, the petitioner does not press the instant petition but prays
for permission to challenge letter, Annexure R/2 dated 23.11.2021 by

way of appropriate proceedings in accordance with law.

[5] The same is not opposed to by the learned counsel for the
respondent.
[6] In view of the position noted above as well as statement of

learned counsel for the petitioner, no action under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971 is called for against the respondent.
[7] Accordingly, the contempt petition is disposed of as above

while granting liberty to the petitioner as prayed for.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
06.05.2022
‘Amit’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order



