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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No.2110 of 2019
Date of Decision: 19.07.2019
Jai Pal

Petitioner
Versus

Mohammed Tayyab, Director General, School-cum-State Project
Director, Chandigarh and another

Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Ms. Rajani Rohilla, Advocate for
Mr. R.K. Arora, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Gunn Passi, Advocate
for the respondents.

*kk*k

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

Learned counsel for the respondents has filed reply
today in the Court, same is taken on record. Copy of reply is handed
over to learned counsel for the petitioner. She states that in
compliance with the order dated 26.02.2019 passed by this Court,
petitioner has been allowed to join his duties.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that benefits
which have been granted to similarly situated employees have not
been granted to the petitioner.

The operational part of order dated 26.02.2019 s

reproduced below:-
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“Accordingly, the present writ petition is allowed as the
action of the respondents keeping the petitioner out of service
is not justified and thus the same is set aside. Respondent no.2
is directed to allow the petitioner to join his duties as an
Education Volunteer within a period of two weeks from the
date of receipt of certified copy of this order. Needless to say
that the petitioner will not be entitled to any arrears of pay for

the period he remained out of job. However, he will be entitled

for all other benefits which have been granted to similarly

situated employees who were appointed along with the

petitioner.”

(emphasis supplied)

Learned counsel for the respondents states that order of
this Court (i.e. the emphasized portion of above quoted order) will be
complied with within two weeks from today.

In view of statement made, the contempt petition is
disposed of as infructuous.

In case grievance of the petitioner still survives, he would
be at liberty to revive the contempt petition.

The rule issued against the respondents is discharged.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
July 19, 2019
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