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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

                  CWP-3294-2001 (O&M)
                                    Date of Decision:15.09.2025

(I)
DECENT NEIGHBOUR CO-OPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING
SOCIETY LTD  

           ....Petitioner(s)

Versus 

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS 
     .....Respondent(s)

                                                        CWP-655-2000 (O&M)

(II)
DECENT NEIGHBOUR CO-OPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING
SOCIETY LTD  

           ....Petitioner(s)

Versus 

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS 
     .....Respondent(s)

  CWP-6231-2000 (O&M)

(III)
BALJIT SINGH AND ANOTHER 

           ....Petitioner(s)

Versus 

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS 
     .....Respondent(s)

                                                                                                                
                                                            

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE JASGURPREET SINGH PURI

Present: Ms. Tanvi Dhull, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Mr. Gurpartap Singh Bhullar, AAG, Punjab.

****



CWP-3294-2001 (O&M)       

CWP-655-2000 (O&M) and    -2-

CWP-6231-2000 (O&M)

JASGURPREET SINGH PURI  , J. (Oral)  

1. Both the learned counsels for the parties have submitted that these

three cases are inter-connected.

2. CWP No.3294  of  2001  has  been  filed  seeking  a  direction  to

respondent No.3 to get the election of the petitioner-Society conducted as  per

the election programme dated 10.02.2001 (Annexure P-1), CWP No. 6231 of

2000 has been filed for quashing of  order dated 28.04.2000 (Annexure P-1),

whereby an order was passed by the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Ludhiana for removal of the Management Committee of the petitioner-Society

and CWP No. 655 of 2000 has been filed  seeking a direction to respondent

No.3 to hand over the complete record of the petitioner-Society.

3. All  the  learned  counsels  for  the  parties  have  stated  that  the

petitions are about  24 years old.

4. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners  stated that

the counsel has not been able to retrieve the record of the present cases.

5. Considering the aforesaid  prayer being made, it appears that with

the efflux of time nothing would survive in the present cases since the matter

pertains to an election held 24 years ago.

6. In  view of the aforesaid facts  and circumstances,   all  the three

petitions are dismissed.

7. Liberty  is  granted  to  the  petitioners  that  in  case  any  cause  of

action still survives, then an appropriate application may be filed for revival of

the present petitions.

15.09.2025             (JASGURPREET SINGH PURI)
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