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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

COCP-1099-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 09.03.2023

Vinod Goel and anr.
... Petitioners

Vs.

Yashendra Singh
... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN

Present: Mr. R.B. Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Rajesh K. Sheoran, Advocate
for the respondent.
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ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN, J. (ORAL)

The petitioners allege violation of the order dated 05.08.2015, vide
which following directions were issued: -

“After hearing learned counsel for the parties, perusing the
present petition and without expressing any opinion on the merits
of the case, we dispose of the present petition by granting liberty
to the petitioners to file a detailed and comprehensive
representation raising all the pleas as raised in the present writ
petition before the appropriate authority. It is directed that in the
event of a representation being filed by the petitioners within a
period of two months from today, the same shall be decided in
accordance with law by passing a speaking order and after
affording an opportunity of hearing to them within a period of

Jfour months from the date of receipt of representation. The
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petitioners shall be entitled to lead any evidence to substantiate
their claim before the concerned authority. Till the matter is
decided by the said authority, status quo shall be maintained by
the parties. It is, however, made clear that in case no such
representation is filed within the stipulated period as noticed
above, the interim order shall cease to operate, thereafter.”

Affidavit of Administrator, HUDA, Faridabad is on record,
according to which, representation stands decided on 19.01.2017 and
thereafter, Estate Officer, HUDA, Faridabad was directed to take appropriate
steps to remove the unauthorized construction with the help of police.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that demolition is done
on the same day, when the order was passed.

Be whatsoever, it is not within scope of the contempt Court and it
is only to see whether compliance of the order passed by the writ Court is
made or not.

In view of the above, present petition is rendered as infructuous.

[ ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN ]
09.03.2023 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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