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

COCP No.620 of 2022
Date of Decision : 06.07.2022
Harbans Kaur widow of Late Shri Santokh Singh ... Petitioner
Versus
Kakumanu Siva Prasad, IAS, Principal Secretary,

Transport Department, Punjab Roadways, Sector
17, Chandigarh and others. ....Respondents

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

Present :  Ms. Neha Giri, Advocate for

Mr. Ashok Giri, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ayush Sarna, Asstt. AG, Punjab.
Mr. Mohinder Singh, Advocate with

Mr. Harsh Garg, Advocate

for respondent No.3.
skeskesk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiation of proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,

dated 19.01.2022, in CWP No0.976 of 2022 in case titled as ‘Harbans Kaur

versus State of Punjab and others’.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1), reveals that CWP No0.976 of
2022, was disposed of by directing the respondents to consider and decide
representation dated 14.12.2021 in accordance with law by passing a
speaking order, preferably, within one month from the date of receipt of
certified copy of the order and in case the petitioner was found entitled to the

relief claimed, to release the same to the petitioner without any delay.
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of communication dated 15.06.2022 from the Punjab National Bank, Tarn
Taran to General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Patti, that arrears of
pension amounting to Rs.5,30,940/- have been credited in bank account
bearing No. 0454000108955119 of the petitioner on the orders of the
District Treasury Office, Tarn Taran. The aforementioned communication
is taken on record. Copy thereof supplied to learned counsel for the
petitioner, who on perusal thereof states that in the circumstances, the
petitioner is 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 petitioner, 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)
Judge
06.07.2022
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