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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 2337 of 2019
Date of decision: 24.9.2019

Raju and others

.. Petitioners

V'

P. K. Dass and others

.. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present:

Mr. 1. D. Singla, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Sandeep S. Mann, Senior DAG, Haryana.

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J. (Oral)

The present contempt petition has been filed pleading wilful

disobedience of the order dated 16.1.2019 passed by this Court in

CWP No. 14734 of 2006. The operative part of the said order is reproduced

below:
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“In view of the above, the present writ petition is disposed of
with the direction to the respondent(s) first to consider the
case of the petitioner for the grant of benefit under
instructions dated 19.9.1995 for the service rendered by the
husband of the petitioner from 24.11.1977 till 24.12.1981
Jfor summer vacations. Thereafter, an appropriate order
shall be passed by the respondent(s) in respect of the claim
of the petitioner for the grant of pension. In case, it is found
that after granting the benefit of summer vacation, the
husband of the petitioner had worked continuously for one

year in any year, the benefits under 1964 Rules needs to be
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extended to the petitioner.”

Reply dated 17.9.2019 by way of affidavit of Sh. Raj Pal,
District Elementary Education Officer, Mini Secretariat, Karnal annexing
order dated 11.7.2019 was filed. The claim of the petitioner has been
rejected.

The grievance of learned counsel for the petitioner is that the
directions of this court were to consider the case of the petitioner under
instructions dated 19.9.1995, but the said instructions have not been
considered.

Learned counsel for the respondents states that a fresh order
would be passed within six weeks from today after considering the
instructions dated 19.9.1995.

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

In case the needful is not done, the petitioner would be at

liberty to revive the contempt petition.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
JUDGE
24.9.2019
mk

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