112 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
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KRISHAN AND ANR ... Petitioners
Versus
AMRINDER KAUR IFS AND ANR ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. S.K. Daaria, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.
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B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,
dated 12.09.2018 in CWP No0.9531 of 2015 in case titled as Krishan and
another vs. State of Haryana and others

2. A perusal of order Annexure P-1 reveals that CWP No.9531
of 2015 was allowed and the respondents directed to regularize the
services of the petitioners w.e.f. 01.10.2003 with inter se seniority of the
petitioners as per the dates of their initial joining and further the
petitioners were held entitled to all consequential benefits albeit notionally
with monetary benefits i.e. difference of pay and allowances to be given to
them only for 38 months prior to the date of filing of the petition within
two months from the date of receipt of certified copy of the order.

3. Notice has yet not been issued in the instant case. However,
learned counsel for the petitioners, at the outset states that needful has
been done in terms of order, Annexure P/1 and vide Annexure R/1 dated
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effect from the date of entitlement and vide Annexure R/2 dated
29.09.2020 payment as per entitlement in terms of order, Annexure P/1
has been released to the petitioners, therefore, in the circumstances, the
petitioners are not interested in pursuing the instant petition and may be
permitted to withdraw the same.

4. 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 respondents under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971.

(B.S. Walia)
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