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125 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-731-2022
Date of Decision : 27.05.2022
Vishal Pawa ... Petitioner
versus

Yashpal Garg and others ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Ferry Sofat, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Anil Mehta, Senior Standing Counsel with

Mr. Abhinav Sood, Advocate for the respondents.
skeskesk

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/2,
dated 21.01.2021, in CWP-21513-2020.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P-2, reveals that CWP-21513-
2020, was disposed of vide order dated 21.01.2021, on the statement of
learned counsel for the respondents that in case the claim of the petitioner
seeking appointment on compassionate ground was still pending, the same
would be examined, in accordance with law and as per relevant policy
governing compassionate appointment and a final decision thereupon
would be taken, as expeditiously as possible and in case within three
months.

3. Learned Senior Standing Counsel for the respondents has
placed on record copy of communication from respondent No.3,

addressed to the petitioner, indicating the name of the petitioner in the
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RAJESH KUMAR
2022.05.31 16:46

COCP-731-2022 2]

31.01.2021, in view of recommendation of the Committee constituted for
appointment on compassionate grounds and at present the name was of
the petitioner figuring at Sr. No.80 of the alive list for compassionate
appointment submitted on 26.04.2022 and informing that the petitioner
would be offered appointment to a Group-B post on his turn maturing as
per seniority, subject to his fulfilling the eligibility criteria. The aforesaid
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.

6. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
27.05.2022
rajesh
Whether speaking/ reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order.



