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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J.(oral)

This contempt petition has been filed pleading wilful

disobedience of order dated 17.1.2017 passed in CWP No. 20296 of 2014.
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The operational part of the order is reproduced below:

"It is evident from Annexure P-3 that whatever the
revised pay and allowances etc., would be on par with
the Pilot Instructor to Assistant Pilot Instructor.
Undisputedly, Pilot Instructors are being given flying
incentives depending upon number of hours per hour
and per month maximum at 200 hours. Further the
respondents have not produced any material to show
that the post of Assistant Pilot Instructors are not
entitled for flying incentive. Hence, the respondents are
directed to extend the benefit of flying incentives to the
petitioners after due calculation from the date of their
appointment till date and continue to pay the flying
incentive. The above exercise shall be completed by the
respondents within a period of four months from today.

Petition stands disposed of."
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On the last date of hearing, learned counsel appearing for
respondent No.3 produced a letter dated 27.3.2019 showing payment of
%1,80,658/- made to the petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states there is some issue with
regard to calculation of the amount viz-a-viz the flying hours and petitioner be
permitted to raise the said issue with the respondents by moving a
representation along with detailed calculation.

Learned counsel for the respondent No.3 fairly states that in case
a representation is made within one month, the same would be decided
expeditiously in accordance with law after providing an opportunity of
hearing to the petitioner.

In view of the above, the present contempt petition is disposed of
as infructuous with liberty as prayed for.

Rule issued against respondents stands discharged.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
22.07.2019 JUDGE
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