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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-3218-2017 (O & M)
Date of decision: 17.11.2017

Sandeep Kumar Munjal
....Petitioner(s)
V/s
Anirudh Tewari, IAS and ors. ...Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJAN GUPTA
Present: Mr. R.K. Girdhar, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Ms. Lavanya Paul, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. Sumit Jain, Advocate, for respondents No.2 and 3-
Board.

skeskoskk

Rajan Gupta, J. (Oral)

Mr. Sumit Jain, Advocate, has put in appearance on behalf of

respondents No.2 and 3. He submits that Punjab Mandi Board admits the
claim of the petitioner. As soon as sanction is received from the Deputy
Commissioner, payment shall be released to the petitioner.

In view of the above, present petition is disposed of. Deputy
Commissioner may take decision on the issue, at the earliest, in any case not
later than 03 weeks. In case, any fresh cause of action accrues to the
petitioner to invoke contempt jurisdiction of the court, apart from initiating
proceedings under the Act, it shall also consider imposition of punitive costs,
which shall be deducted from the salary of the officers responsible for
delay/non-compliance.

(RAJAN GUPTA)
November 17, 2017 JUDGE
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