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215 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-4801-2018
Date of Decision :06.09.2022

PRITAM SINGH ... Petitioner
Versus

VIRENDER SINGH HOODA ....Respondent

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

Present :  Mr. J.S. Dahiya, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Arvind Seth, Advocate for the respondent.
seskeosk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiating action against the
respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/9
dated 06.03.2018 in CWP No0.8979 of 2017.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/9 reveals that CWP No0.8979
of 2017 was disposed of by 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 with a direction that
in the event of a representation being filed by the petitioner within one
month from the date of receipt of certified copy of the order, the same be
decided in accordance with law by passing a speaking order and after
affording an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner within six months
from the date of receipt of the representation keeping in view the
principles of law enunciated by the Full Bench of this Court in CWP
No0.22252 of 2016 in case titled as Rajiv Manchanda and others vs.
Haryana Urban Development Authority (HUDA) and another, decided

on 22.11.2017.
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[3] At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner states that in
view of order, Annexure R/1 dated 05.11.2018 which has been placed on
record along with reply dated 06.03.2022, the petitioner does not press
the instant petition and may be permitted to withdraw the same with
liberty to challenge order, Annexure R/1 dated 05.11.2018 by way of
appropriate proceedings in accordance with law.

[4] Accordingly, in view of the position noted above as well as
the statement of learned counsel for the petitioner, the contempt petition
is disposed of as not calling for any action against the respondent under

the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 with the liberty as prayed for.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
06.09.2022
‘Amit’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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