129 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-1981-2022
Date of Decision :21.10.2022

Dilbar Bharat Bhushan Handoo ... Petitioner
versus
Ajit Balaji Joshi, IAS and another ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Padamkant Dwivedi, Advocate for the petitioner.

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

1. Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,
dated 31.05.2022, in CWP-37743-2018

2. A perusal of order Annexure P-1 reveals that while
adjourning the case to 14.10.2022, it was ordered that possession of the
plot be given to the petitioner without presently insisting on mutation
entries in the revenue record vide settlement deed pertaining to the dispute
qua the plot in question as regards the fraud allegedly played upon the
petitioner when hewas displaced from the State of Jammu and Kashmir.

3. At the outset, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
respondents on instructions from respondent No.2 states that the petitioner
is free to contact respondent No.2 on any working day between 9:00 AM
to 5:00 PM for being handed over possession of the plot in question
subject to the outcome of CWP-37743-2018. The same satisfies learned
counsel for the petitioner.
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petition is disposed of as not calling for any action against the respondents
under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 while directing respondent No.2

to adhere to the assurance held out by learned counsel on his behalf.

5. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
21.10.2022
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