205 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3410 of 2017
DECIDED ON: JULY 08, 2019

JAGDISH CHANDER & ORS .. PETITIONERS
VERSUS

JAI PAL SINGH RANA, GENERAL MANAGER, HARYANA
ROADWAYS, KARNAL

..... RESPONDENT
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.
Present: Mr. Tarun Dhingra, Advocate, for the petitioners.
Mr. Ashish Yadav, Addl. AG, Haryana.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

The present contempt petition has been filed alleging wilful
disobedience of the order dated 22.08.2016 passed by this Court in CWP No.

3424 0f 1994 . The operational part of the order is reproduced below:-
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Accordingly, so far as the admitted benefits are concerned,
the petitions are allowed. Those benefits be calculated and paid to
the petitioners as is the rightful due. However, so far as other
issues are concerned, the petitions are dismissed with liberty to the
petitioners to challenge the 1995 Rules in accordance with law
before the appropriate Bench. The benefits under this order as
admitted by the State in its written statement be computed and paid
within six months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this
order.”

In pursuance of order dated 22.08.2016 of this Court, respondents
have filed compliance reports dated 18.02.2019 and 01.07.2019 along-with

orders dated 16.11.2018, 07.02.2019 and 20.06.2019 passed in compliance of
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the order passed of this Court.

Learned State counsel states that the order of this Court has been
complied with.

Learned counsel for the petitioners state that though the orders
dated 16.11.2018, 07.02.2019 and 20.06.2019 have been passed but the details
of calculations have not been provided. He further states that petitioners are
aggrieved of the order(s) passed by the authorities.

At this stage, learned State counsel states that if the petitioners
approach the authorities, details of calculation would be provided.

In view of the above, no further action is called for in the contempt
petition.

Disposed of as infructuous. The rule issued against the respondent
is hereby discharged.

However, it is clarified that in case petitioners approach the
authorities for details of calculations, the same would be provided within two
weeks thereafter.

Petitioners would also be at liberty to avail remedies available in
accordance with law in case there is any grievance against the orders passed by
the authorities.

JULY 08, 2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
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Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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