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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

  
     
  
 
Maan Singh 
  

Gautam Jain, Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar
  
 
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE 
 
Present : 

  
 
HARKESH MANUJA, 
 

submits that in terms of speaking order dated 24.01.2025, the 

procedure laid down under Section 269 of the Punjab Municipal 

Corporation Act, 1956 shall be followed, if applicable and the 

necessary exercise shall be carried out within

2.  

not press the present petition.

3.  

4.  

5. 

stand disposed of

6. 

aforementioned period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would 

be at liberty to seek revival of contempt petition and in that 

eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be liable to pay a sum 
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  **** 

HARKESH MANUJA, J. (ORAL) 

Learned counsel for respondent

submits that in terms of speaking order dated 24.01.2025, the 

procedure laid down under Section 269 of the Punjab Municipal 

Corporation Act, 1956 shall be followed, if applicable and the 

necessary exercise shall be carried out within

 In view thereof, learned counsel for the petitioner does 

press the present petition. 

 Dismissed as not pressed 

 Rule discharged. 

  Pending miscellaneous application(s), if an

stand disposed of. 

 However, in case the needful is not done within the 

aforementioned period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would 

be at liberty to seek revival of contempt petition and in that 

eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be liable to pay a sum 
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respondent Municipal Corporation 

submits that in terms of speaking order dated 24.01.2025, the 

procedure laid down under Section 269 of the Punjab Municipal 

Corporation Act, 1956 shall be followed, if applicable and the 

necessary exercise shall be carried out within 02 weeks from today.

learned counsel for the petitioner does 

Dismissed as not pressed  

Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, shall also 

However, in case the needful is not done within the 

aforementioned period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would 

be at liberty to seek revival of contempt petition and in that 

eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be liable to pay a sum 

   

Municipal Corporation 

submits that in terms of speaking order dated 24.01.2025, the 

procedure laid down under Section 269 of the Punjab Municipal 

Corporation Act, 1956 shall be followed, if applicable and the 

02 weeks from today. 

learned counsel for the petitioner does 

y, shall also 

However, in case the needful is not done within the 

aforementioned period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would 

be at liberty to seek revival of contempt petition and in that 

eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be liable to pay a sum 
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of Rs.50,000/

petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first 

date of listing of revival application.

7. 

therefore, there is no n

application for impleading the applicant as respondent No.2.

 
 
10.03.2025
  sanjay 
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Rs.50,000/- as cost(s) from his/her own pocket in favour of the 

petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first 

date of listing of revival application. 

  Since the main petition is dismissed as not pressed, 

therefore, there is no need to pass any formal order on the 

application for impleading the applicant as respondent No.2.

       
10.03.2025         ( 

       

 Whether speaking/reasoned ? 
 Whether Reportable ?   

 

as cost(s) from his/her own pocket in favour of the 

petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first 

Since the main petition is dismissed as not pressed, 

eed to pass any formal order on the 

application for impleading the applicant as respondent No.2. 

     
 HARKESH MANUJA) 

    JUDGE 

Whether speaking/reasoned ?  Yes/No 
  Yes/No 

as cost(s) from his/her own pocket in favour of the 

petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first 

Since the main petition is dismissed as not pressed, 

eed to pass any formal order on the 
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