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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH   

224            COCP No. 2363 of 2022 (O&M)

                      Date of decision : 02.04.2024

Chuni Lal and another

      ................Petitioners

vs.

Rippudaman Singh Dhillon and others

      .................Respondents

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJBIR SEHRAWAT 

Present:  Mr. S.S. Duhan,   Advocate,

               Ms. Isha Dhingra, Advocate and 

              Ms. Gaganpreet Pal Kaur, Advocate for the petitioners. 

   Mr. Amit Aggarwal, Deputy Advocate General, 

               Haryana. 

               Ms. Saigeeta Srivastava, Advocate for 

 respondents No. 3 And 4.
            

                 ...

RAJBIR SEHRAWAT J. (Oral)

1. This is a contempt petition filed under Sections 10 and 12 of the

Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 read with Article 215 of the Constitution of

India,  for  initiating  contempt  proceedings  against  the  respondents  for

violating the order dated 01.03.2017 passed in CWP 13772 of 2016.

2. Learned counsel for the respondents No. 3 and 4 has submitted

that the matter of the passage to the petitioners has been considered by the

authorities and necessary compliance of the order was made by the Railway

Authorities. However, after the joint inspection by the Railways and CivilBANITA CHUGH
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Authorities,  it was found that provision of passage at the point, as claimed

by the petitioners, was not feasible.

3. Learned counsel for  respondents No. 1 and 2  has submitted

that the order dated 01.03.2017 passed in CWP 13772 of 2016 has been

complied with and speaking order dated 28.07.2023 has also been passed. 

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners does not dispute the same. 

5. In view of the above, the present contempt petition does not

survive any more and the same is dismissed. 

6. However, the petitioners would be at liberty to  avail any other

alternative remedy, but in accordance with law, if they feel aggrieved of the

order dated 28.07.2023 passed by the respondents.

   (  RAJBIR SEHRAWAT )

02.04.2024                                JUDGE
chugh

Whether speaking / reasoned Yes / No

           Whether reportable          Yes / No
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