[101] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-1157-2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 23.08.2022

Anil Kumar and others ...Petitioners
versus

R.S. Kharab, Director Elementary
Education, Haryana ....Respondent

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  Mr. Mandeep Singh Lamba, Advocate for
Mr. R.S. Dhull, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.

Hkekk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

CM No.12689-CII-2017

Allowed, as prayed for.
Main case
[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,
dated 22.12.2015, in CWP No0.8184 of 2013 in case titled as ‘Anil Kumar

and others versus State of Haryana and others’.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1), reveals that CWP
No0.8184 of 2013, was disposed of vide order dated 22.12.2015, by setting
aside the impugned orders and directing the official respondents to
consider the candidatures of all the eligible candidates, who fulfilled the
requisite qualifications / experience as per amended Rules of 2012 within
03 months from the date of receipt of certified copy of the order and to
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[3] Learned DAG, Haryana, states that pursuant to the order
(Annexure R-1) dated 01.07.2016, promotions of persons wrongly
promoted to the post of Elementary School Head Masters were cancelled
and said employees reverted to the post of Masters / C&Vs in the
respective subjects, whereafter, the petitioners were promoted to the post
of Elementary School Head Masters.

[4] Learned counsel for the petitioners states that in view of the
needful having been done and the judgment of this Court, as contained in
Annexure P-1 having been complied with, the petitioners are not
interested in pursuing the instant petition and may be permitted to
withdraw the same.

[5] In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
learned counsel for the petitioners, the instant petition is disposed of as
not calling for any action against the respondent under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
23.08.2022
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