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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

COCP No.673 0f 2016

Date of Decision:-20.01.2017

Hukam Singh.

...... Petitioner.
Versus

C. Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary/Secretary (School Education) & Ors.

...... Respondents.
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH
Present:-  Dr. Naresh Kaushik, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mr. Anant Kataria, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab.
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JASWANT SINGH, J.(ORAL)

Petitioner has preferred the instant contempt petition under
Section 12 of the Contempt of Court Act read with Article 215 of the
Constitution against the respondents for an alleged violation of order dated
19/01/2015 (P-1) passed by this court in CWP No. 25811 of 2012.

It is the contended by learned Counsel for the petitioner that the
benefit which the petitioner is entitled to, of 2 years, has not been released
to him despite specific direction given by this court in the above captioned
writ petition which was disposed of in terms of the order passed by Hon’ble
Supreme Court dated 16/09/2014 in Civil Appeal No. 8855 of 2014 titled as

State of Punjab Versus Bhupinder Singh.

On 9" of November 2016, this court had directed the

- hRespondents to give calculation with regard to benefits which have been
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released to the petitioner within a period of 2 weeks and supply the same to

petitioner. Further, State was directed to verify the grievance raised by the

petitioner as observed in the order dated oth of November 2016. In
pursuance to the said directions, the State has filed an affidavit of Director
Public Instructions (school), PSEB, wherein calculations have been
submitted and it has been prayed that all the benefits which were due to the
petitioner have already been released.

Since, the order passed by this court in CWP No. 25811 of
2012 dated 19/01/2015 stands substantially complied with, this court is of
the opinion that nothing survives in the present contempt petition. However,
petitioner is at liberty to revive this contempt petition, in case any other
benefit which the petitioner is entitled to remains pending.

Disposed of in the above terms.

(JASWANT SINGH)
JUDGE
January 20, 2017
Vinay
Whether speaking/reasoned ‘ Yes/No ‘
Whether Reportable ‘ Yes/No ‘

Vinay Mahajan
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