124 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2201-2022
Date of Decision :30.11.2022

Karam Chand ...Petitioner
Versus

AjitBalajit Joshi, IAS ....Respondent

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

Present :  Mr. Karan Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Deepak Sabherwal, Advocate for the respondent.
sekosk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in thepetition is for initiation of proceedings against
the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order Annexure
P/10 dated 19.04.2018, in CWP-9392-2018.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/10 reveals that CWP-9392-
2018, was disposed of while granting liberty to the petitioner to file a
detailed and comprehensive representation raising all the pleas as raised
in the writ petition before the appropriate authority and the appropriate
authority was directed that in case any such representation was filed by
the petitioner within six months, from the date of receipt of certified copy
of the same, the same be decided in accordance with law as also by
keeping in view the principles of law enunciated by Hon’ble the Full
Bench of this Court in Rajiv Manchanda and others vs. Haryana Urban
Development Authority, Panchkula and others, CWP-22252-2016,
decided on 22.11.2017.

3. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner states that in
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by the respondent and although relief to which the petitioner is entitled to
in terms of order dated 18.06.2019, has not been granted to the petitioner,
the petitioner does not press the instant petition but prays for grant of
liberty to make an application for allotment of a plot of the appropriate
size in terms of the decision of Hon’ble the Division Bench in Rajiv
Manchanda’s case (supra) as and when a new scheme for allotment of
plots is floated by the respondents.

4. In view of the position noted above as well as statement of
learned counsel for the petitioner, the instant petition isdisposed of as not
calling for any action against the respondent under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971, while granting liberty to the petitioner as prayed for.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
30.11.2022
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