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111 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-1766-2020(0&M)
Date of Decision :14.11.2022

BhagwanDass ... Petitioner
Versus
Ravinder Singh Saini ....Respondent

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

Present :  Mr. SonalSoi, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Tarunvir Singh Lehal, Advocate for the respondent.
seskosk

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 20.02.2020, in CWP-4722-2020.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP-4722-
2020, was disposed of by directing the respondent to decide representation
dated 16.01.2020, by passing a speaking order within three months from
the date of receipt of certified copy of the order and in case after the
decision, the petitioner was found entitled to any monetary benefits, to
release the same to him within next three months.

3. Learned counsel for the respondent contends that speaking
order Annexure R/1 dated 18.09.2020, was passed in terms of order
Annexure P/1 dated 20.02.2020, in CWP-4722-2020 and financial
benefits as determined therein have been released to the petitioner.
Annexure R-1 is taken on record. Copy thereof supplied to learned

counsel for the petitioner, who on perusal thereof states that he does not
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press the instant petition but prays for directions to the respondents to
decide the claim pertaining to grant of ACP for 9/16/23 years from
01.09.1976 upto retirement, arrears on account of leave, completion of
service book, issuance of PPO etc. Learned counsel for the respondent
states that he has no objection to the aforementioned prayer.

4. In view of the position noted above, as well as statement of
learned counsel for the parties, the instant petition is disposed of as not
calling for any action against the respondent under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971, while granting liberty to the petitioner to move a
representation before the competent authority qua the aforementioned
grievances and in case any such representation is moved within two weeks
from today, the competent authority shall consider and decide the same in

accordance with law.
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