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Present: Mr.R.5. Mittal, Senior Advocate, with

Mr.oAtul Gour, Advocata,
for the petitionaer.
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Counsel for the petitioner conténds that
despite orders of status auo regarding possession dated
september 05, 1994 and November 30, 1994, respondents
Nos.1 and 2, representing Punjab Wakf Board (respondent
No.6), have executed a sale gead in favour of
respondents Nos.3 and 4, and respondents Mos.3 and 4,
in  connivance with respendents Nos. | and 2, have taken
rossession of a part of the land and are in the process
of constructing shops Wwithout obtaining permission Tor
the change of wuser and without getting the plan
sanctioned, It 1is further contended that the whole

exerclse is being carried out with the sctive support

-

of respondent No,5,

Motice be issued to respondents Mos.1 to §

PUNJAB & HARYANA HIGH COURT

for  August 10, 2004, to show cause as Lo why
proceedings under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1871 be

not initiated against them.

Process be given "Dasti” also, as praved.
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