296 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 888 of 2019
DECIDED ON: JULY 22, 2019

RISHI PAL SINGH
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
AJIT BALAJI JOSHI, IAS, MANAGING DIRECTOR
..... RESPONDENT
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. R.A. Sheoran, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Kuldeep Tiwari, Advocate
for the respondent.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

The present contempt petition has been filed pleading wilful
disobedience of the order dated 21.09.2018 passed by this Court in CWP

No. 20994 of 2017. Operational part of the order is reproduced below:-
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In view of the above, the present writ petition is allowed and
directions is being given to the respondents to regularize the
petitioner w.e.f. the date when his juniors have been regularized as
per information given in Annexure P-14 under RTI Act within a
period of 4 weeks on receipt of the order of this Court. Petitioner
has been reinstated on 22.11.2013 and prior to this date, the
benefit of notional fixation of pay will be granted. After
regularization of the services of petitioner, his pay be fixed
notionally and he will be given 50% back wages from the date of
Award i.e. 23.12.1994 till realization. After the reinstatement of the
petitioner on 22.11.2013, the petitioner will get other pecuniary
service benefit as full salary. The payment will be made with
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Learned counsel for the respondent states that Letter Patent Appeal
preferred against the order dated 21.09.2018 has been dismissed. He further
undertakes that the needful for the compliance of order dated 21.09.2018 shall
be done within three weeks from today.

In view of the above, no order is required to be passed in contempt
petition.

Disposed of as infructuous.

Rule issued against the respondent is hereby discharged.

The petitioner would be at liberty to revive the present contempt
petition, in case the afore-said statement made by the counsel for the respondent
is not adhered to.

JULY 22,2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
sham JUDGE

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