143 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2504-2022
Date of Decision : 13.12.2022

Sachet Bala ...Petitioner
versus

Rajbir Singh, IPS ....Respondent

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

Present :  None for the petitioner.

Mr. Ayush Sarna, Asstt. AG, Punjab.

dkesksk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the petition is for initiation of proceedings against
the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1
in CRWP-4419-2022.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 reveals that CRWP-4419-
2022, was disposed of by directing the respondent to consider and decide
representation dated 07.05.2022 served by the petitioner, by passing a
speaking order, within three months.

3. Pursuant to notice issued to the respondent, compliance
report-cum-reply dated 07.12.2022, along with copy of speaking order
dated 26.05.2022 was filed on 08.12.2022, but the case was adjourned for
today as neither counsel for the petitioner nor any other person was
present on behalf of the petitioner on said date, while directing
compliance report-cum-reply to be furnished to learned counsel for the
petitioner.

4. Today, learned AAG, Punjab, states that copy of compliance
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08.12.2022, via email. However, today, also neither Shri Rakesh Kumar,
Advocate is present nor anyone else is present on behalf of the petitioner.

5. Learned AAG, Punjab, states that in view of the claim of the
petitioner as contained in representation filed by the petitioner having
been decided vide order dated 07.05.2022, no action is called for against
the respondent under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.

6. Accordingly, taking into account the position as noted above
besides absence of counsel for the petitioner on 08.12.2022 as well as
today, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be
served by adjourning the matter, therefore the instant petition is disposed
of as not calling for any action against the respondent under the
Contempt of Courts Act, 1971. However, the petitioner would be at
liberty to move an application for revival of the contempt petition, if

cause survives.

7. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
13.12.2022
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