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Gobind Singh @ Govind 

 

 

 

 

Municipal 

 

 

CORAM:

 

Present:- 

 

NIDHI GUPTA J. (Oral)

 

  

proceedings against the respondent for not complying the order dated 

31.7.2023

CWP-16380 of 2023

Municipal Corporation Chandigarh

  

respondent

dated 31.7.2023 (Annexure P

main petition, only 

Bench of this Court

by learned counsel for the respondent

COCP-3349-2025 (O & M) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

 

   COCP No.3349 of 2025 

   Date of decision :

Gobind Singh @ Govind  

Versus 

Municipal Corporation, Chandigarh 

 

CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA

  Mr. Karan Singh Rana, Advocate

for the petitioner (through VC)

 

Mr. Sanjiv Ghai, Advocate  

for the respondent-MC Chandigarh.

NIDHI GUPTA J. (Oral) 

 Prayer in this petition is for initiation of contempt 

proceedings against the respondent for not complying the order dated 

31.7.2023 (Annexure P-2) passed by a Division

16380 of 2023 titled as “Gobind Singh alias Govind vs. 

ipal Corporation Chandigarh”. 

 After arguing for some time, learned counsel for the 

respondent acknowledges that no contempt is made out 

dated 31.7.2023 (Annexure P-2) while issuing notice of motion in the 

main petition, only “notice regarding stay

Bench of this Court, and no stay was granted.  It is 

by learned counsel for the respondent-MC Chandigarh that even in the 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

AT CHANDIGARH 

3349 of 2025 (O & M) 

Date of decision :-15.07.2025 

…..Petitioner 

…..Respondent 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA 

Karan Singh Rana, Advocate 

(through VC). 

 

MC Chandigarh. 

Prayer in this petition is for initiation of contempt 

proceedings against the respondent for not complying the order dated 

a Division Bench of this Court in 

Gobind Singh alias Govind vs. 

After arguing for some time, learned counsel for the 

acknowledges that no contempt is made out as vide order 

while issuing notice of motion in the 

arding stay” was issued by the Division 

and no stay was granted.  It is further pointed out 

MC Chandigarh that even in the 



 

two subsequent orders 

granted by the Division Bench in the said CWP

  

prays that he may be granted permission to withdraw the present 

petition. 

  

  

  

 

July 15, 202

Vijay Asija 
 
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes / No

Whether Reportable Yes / No

 

 

COCP-3349-2025 (O & M) 

two subsequent orders dated 08.8.2023 and 26.09.2023 no stay was 

granted by the Division Bench in the said CWP

 In view of the above, learned counsel for the petitioner 

prays that he may be granted permission to withdraw the present 

 Permitted to do so. 

 Dismissed as withdrawn. 

 Pending application(s), if any, shall stands disposed of.

, 2025     

      

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes / No 

Whether Reportable Yes / No 
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dated 08.8.2023 and 26.09.2023 no stay was 

granted by the Division Bench in the said CWP-16380-2023. 

In view of the above, learned counsel for the petitioner 

prays that he may be granted permission to withdraw the present 

tion(s), if any, shall stands disposed of. 

 ( NIDHI GUPTA ) 

  JUDGE 
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