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206 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-3291-2016(0&M)
Date of Decision :08.12.2022

Housing Welfare Society ... Petitioner
Versus

D.P. Ready and Others ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Rajesh Verma, Advocate for
Mr. Mukesh Verma, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Baljinder Singh, Advocate for respondent No.4.
Ms. Divya Jearth, Advocate for respondent No.5.

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in thepetition is for initiation of proceedings against
the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order Annexure P/1
dated 03.06.2016, in CWP-12099-2016.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP-12099-
2016, was disposed of by directing the official respondents to consider
and take a decision with regard to the petitioner’s claim, after affording
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and private respondents and if the
petitioner’s grievance was found to be justified, to take necessary action
against the private respondents in view of representation/complaint dated
31.08.2016.

3. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner states that
substantial compliance has been done in terms of order Annexure P/1 but
some work remains to be done therefore while he does not press the
instant petition but prays for issuance of directions to respondent No. 5 to
complete the remaining work in a time bound manner.

4. Learned counsel for the respondents on instructions from

respondent No.5 states that needful would be done within two months
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from today.
5. The same satisfies learned counsel for the petitioner.
6. In view 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 respondents under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971, while directing respondent No.5 to adhere to the
assurance held out by him through the learned counsel representing him
and to complete the remaining work within two months from today.

7. Rule discharged. However, liberty is granted to the petitioner
to move application for revival of the instant petition if needful is not

done as per assurance noted above.

8. Pending misc. application, if any, also stand disposed of.
(B.S. Walia)
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