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CHANDIGARH
290 COCP-2688-2020
Date of decision: 27.05.2024
OMPARKASH ...Petitioner
Versus
DEVI DAYAL AND ORS ...Respondents

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJBIR SEHRAWAT
Present:-  None for the petitioner.

Mr. Jagdish Manchanda, Advocate,
for the respondents.

RAJBIR SEHRAWAT, J. (Oral)

1. This is a contempt petition filed under Section 12 of the
Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, for punishing the respondents for
disobeying the order dated 16.07.2001 (Annexure P-3) passed in RSA-
1248-2000, the judgment and decree dated 11.08.1995 (Annexure P-1) and
the judgment and decree dated 14.12.1999 (Annexure P-2).

2. Written statement filed on behalf of the respondents in the
Registry, is taken on record. Registry is directed to scan and and tag it at an
appropriate place.

3. There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner.

4. Counsel for the respondents has submitted that the matter has
since been settled between the parties and a distinct portion of the land has
already been taken over by the petitioner under the said settlement.

5. In view of the above, this Court does not find any ground to
continue with the present petition any more.

6. Dismissed.
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7. However, if any grievance of the petitioner is left un-
redressed, he would be at liberty to raise the same in any other alternate

remedy, but in accordance with law.
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