224 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 1005 of 2019
DECIDED ON: JULY 19, 2019

GURMIT SINGH
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
ASHISH MIDHA, MANAGING DIRECTOR
..... RESPONDENT
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. Manish Singla, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Sarthak Gupta, Advocate
for the respondent.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

The present contempt petition has been filed alleging wilful
disobedience of the order dated 04.09.2018 passed by this Court in CWP
No. 6041 of 1995.

The operational part of the order is reproduced below:-

(L3

In view of the above, without reflecting upon the
merits of the case, respondent No.l is directed to examine the
case of the petitioner in the light of the law laid down in
Darshana Sharma and others' case (supra) and in case, on
examination, he reaches to the satisfaction that the case of the
petitioner is covered by Darshana Sharma and others' case
(supra), the consequential relief be given to her within 8 weeks
thereafter. However, in case, on consideration, the competent

authority reaches to the satisfaction that the case of the
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petitioner is not covered under the aforesaid authority, in that
eventuality, a detailed order be passed.”

Learned counsel for the respondent has placed on record order
dated 12.07.2019, whereby, the claim of the petitioner has been accepted. The
same is taken on record. Copy thereof, has been supplied to the counsel for the
petitioner.

Learned counsel for the respondent states that consequential
benefits including any monetary benefit arising therefrom would be paid to the
petitioner within 12 weeks from today.

In view of above, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that no
cause of action survives in the present contempt petition, however, he seeks
liberty to revive the present petition, in case something survives.

Disposed of as infructuous, with afore-said liberty.

Rule issued against the respondent stands discharged.

JULY 19,2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
sham JUDGE

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