119 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

COCP-2382- 2021
Date of decision: April 6, 2022

Raj Bala and another

...Petitioners
Versus
A.K. Singh, TAS, Commissioner and Secretary, Urban Estate Department,
Haryana and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.S. WALIA

Present: Mr. B.K. Bagri, Advocate,
for the petitioners.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Priyavrat Parashar, Advocate for respondent No.2.
sekeskk

B.S. WALIA, J.

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating proceedings against
the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order (Annexure P-1)
dated 21.05.2014 in CWP No. 17868 of 2013 in case titled as 'Sushma Devi
and others vs. State of Haryana and others' (Annexure P-1) passed in terms of
the directions dated 29.08.2013 in CWP No. 13001 of 2008 in case titled
'Narender Kumar and others vs. State of Haryana and others' (Annexure P-2).
[2] Affidavit has been filed by respondent No. 2 along with orders
Annexure R-1 and R-2 in Court today. The same is taken on record. Copy
thereof has been supplied to learned counsel for the petitioners.

[3] Reply on behalf of respondent No.5 has already been filed. Copy
of the aforementioned replies has been supplied to learned counsel for the
petitioners, who on perusal of the same states that in view of order, Annexure
R-2 dated 28.07.2016 i.e. speaking order passed by the Zonal Administrator,
HUDA-cum-Additional Director, Urban Estate, Rohtak, the petitioner does not

press the instant petition but prays for liberty to challenge speaking order
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Annexure R-2 dated 28.07.2016 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, but without expressing any opinion on the
maintainability of the instant petition, 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.

April 6, 2022 (B.S. WALIA)
Satyawan JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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