230 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3030 of 2018
DECIDED ON: AUGUST 20, 2019
P.S. MEHTA
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
PROF. RAJ KUMAR AND ORS
..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. Arvind Galav, Advocate for
Mr. Dinesh Kumar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Vijay Pal, Advocate for
Ms. Saroj Malakar, Advocate
for the respondents.

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J.(oral)

This contempt petition has been filed pleading wilful disobeyance
of order dated 19.04.2018 passed in CWP No. 9354 of 2018.

The operational part of the order is reproduced below:

€€

Without expressing any opinion on the merits of the
case, instant petition is disposed of with a direction to
respondents to look into the grievances unfolded by the petitioner
in the legal notice dated 23.12.2017 (P-7) and to decide the same
in accordance with law, rules, regulations particularly in view of
judgment rendered by this Court in in CWP No. 14796 of 2009
titled as Ved Parkash Jhingan vs. Panjab University,
Chandigarh and another, decided on 24.09.2010 (P-8) as well as
LPA No. 1148 of 2011, titled as Panjab University, Chandigarh

and another vs. Ved Parkash Jhingan, which was dismissed on
13.07.2011 (P-9), within a period of four months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of this order.”
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On the last date of hearing i.e. 29.05.2019, learned counsel for the
respondents stated that the cheque has been sent to the petitioner by post.
Today, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has received
the cheque.

Learned counsel for the respondents has produced the calculation
with regard to computation of pension, same is taken on record. Copy handed
over to the counsel for the petitioner.

In view of above, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that no
cause of action survives for pursuing the contempt petition.

Disposed of as infructuous.

Rule issued against the respondents stand discharged.

The petitioner would be at liberty to avail remedy in accordance

with law in case of any grievance with regard to the calculations.

AUGUST 20, 2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
sham JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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