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234 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
+239 AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.3612 of 2017 (O&M)
(4 cases)
Date of Decision: 12.03.2019

Dr. Baldev Raj Bhandari
..... Petitioner

Versus

Anirudh Tiwari and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIRMALJIT KAUR

Present: Mr. Gurcharan Singh Bains, Advocate for
Mr. Vijay Sharma, Advocate
for the petitioner in COCP-3612-2017.

Ms. Daljit Kaur, Advocate for
Ms. Alka Chatrath, Advocate
for the petitioners in COCP-3781-2017 and COCP-3801-2017.

Ms. Swati Duggal, Advocate for
Mr. A.R. Takkar, Advocate
for the petitioners in COCP-180-2018.

Mr. Kanisth, Ganeriwala, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. H.S. Jugait, Advocate
for respondent No.2 in COCP-3801-2017 and
for respondent No.4 in COCP-3781-2017.
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NIRMALJIT KAUR, J. (ORAL)

CM-26123-CI1-2017

Allowed, as prayed for.
Main Cases

This order shall dispose of four contempt petitions bearing
COCP Nos.3612, 3801, 3781 of 2017 and 180 of 2018 as common question
of law and facts are involved therein.

All the contempt petitions are filed for non-compliance of order

dated 24.05.2017.
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Separate reply(s) by way of affidavit of Dr. Jaspal Kaur,
Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh filed in Court in
COCPs-3612, 3781 of 2017 and 180 of 2018 are taken on record. As per
the said reply(s), the respondents have in due compliance of the order have
implemented the said order, subject to the decision of the LPA. The order to
the said extent dated 17.12.2018 has also been placed on record. It is further
stated that the revised pension cases after inclusion of non-practicing
allowance have been approved and sent to the Treasury.

In view of the same, all the contempt petitions are dismissed.

Rule issued against the respondents stands discharged.

However, it is clarified that in case the said amount is not
deposited in the account of the petitioner(s) within eight weeks from today,
the petitioner(s) will be at liberty to revive the contempt petition(s). In case,
the petitioner(s) is forced to revive the contempt petition(s), heavy penalty

too shall be imposed on the respondents concerned.

(NIRMALJIT KAUR)
12.03.2019 JUDGE
sandeep
Whether Speaking/Reasoned Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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