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141 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-448-2022
Date of Decision :31.03.2022
Balbir Singh ..... Petitioner
Versus

Ajoy Sharma and another ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Sunny Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. C.L. Pawar, Sr. DAG, Punjab.

kg

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiating action against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1 dated
25.09.2018 in LPA No.2465 of 2016.

[2] Notice has yet not been issued in the instant case. However,
learned Sr. DAG has produced copy of order dated 30.03.2022 releasing the
benefits admissible to the petitioner in terms of order, Annexure P/1. The
same is taken on record and copy thereof supplied to learned counsel for the
petitioner.

[3] Learned counsel for the petitioner on perusal of order dated
30.03.2022 states that he does not press the instant petition but prays for
directions to the respondents to release payment to the petitioner as per his
entitlement in terms of order dated 30.03.2022 in a time bound manner.

[4] Learned Sr. DAG on instructions from Sh. Tapan Kumar,
Senior Assistant, Office of Director Public Instructions (EE), Punjab states

that benefits as per entitlement in terms of order dated 30.03.2022 would be
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released to the petitioner within six weeks from today.

[5] In view of the position noted above as well as statement of
learned counsel for the petitioner, the contempt petition is disposed of as not
calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt of Courts
Act, 1971 while directing the respondents to adhere to the assurance given
by the learned Sr. DAG on instructions from Sh. Tapan Kumar, Senior
Assistant, Office of Director Public Instructions (EE), Punjab and to release
payment to the petitioner as per his entitlement in terms of order dated
30.03.2022 within six weeks from today. Needless to mention, in case the
needful is not done within the stipulated period of time, the petitioner would

be at liberty to move an application for revival of the instant petition.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
31.03.2022
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