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219 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2251-2019 (O&M)
Date of decision: 08.07.2022

CONFEDERATION OF INTERNATIONAL
CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE AND

INDUSTRY (CICC) AND ORS. .... Petitioners
V/S
C.VPARSAD .... Respondent

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia.

Present: Mr. Somnath Tayal, Advocate for
Mr. D.S. Sobti, Advocate for the petitioners.

Mr. R.B. Sharma, Legal Advisor for the respondent.
sk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating proceedings against
the respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/3
dated 04.12.2018 in CWP No.3915 of 2018.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/3 dated 04.12.2018 reveals that
while taking note of the grievance of the petitioners that they were being
asked to pay tariff in respect of off-loading of gypsum from the Hydraulic
Tippers for which no labour was required and about 80 Tippers crossed the
border every day with cargo of gypsum which were automatically operated
and gypsum was off-loaded, yet Central Warehousing Corporation had taken
a decision to charge labour tariff on the same, the writ petition was disposed
of by recording the statement on behalf of the Land Ports Authority of India
(LPAI) (respondent No.2 therein) that the matter would be looked into by

respondent No.2 therein and a fresh decision would be taken within two
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months.
[3] Mr. Somnath Tayal, Advocate appearing on behalf of Mr. D.S.
Sobti, Advocate for the petitioners states that needful has been done in terms
of the assurance held out on behalf of respondent No.2 in terms of order,
Annexure P/3 dated 04.12.2018 and that in the circumstances, the petitioners
are not interested in pursuing the instant petition and may be permitted to
withdraw the same.
[4] In view of the position noted above as well as statement of
learned counsel appearing for the petitioners, the instant petition is disposed
of as not calling for any action against the respondent under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971.

(B.S. Walia)

Judge
08.07.2022

‘Amit’

1.  Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No.
2.  Whether reportable : Yes/No.
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