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105 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2531-2019
Date of Decision :23.08.2022
Rakesh Devi ...Petitioner
versus

Dr. Gulshan Lal Taneja and another ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Shubham Kashyap, Advocate for
Mr. Sandeep Singal, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. A.S. Virk, Advcoate for the respondents.

Hkeskk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

1. Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondent for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,
dated 07.12.2018, in CWP-31035-2018.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP-31035-
2018, was disposed of by directing the respondents to decide legal notice
dated 13.08.2018, 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 of the legal notice, the petitioner was found entitled to monetary
benetfits, torelease the same to him within next three months.

3. Reply has been filed by the respondent denying relationship
of employer-employee between the deceased husband of the petitioner
and the University, resultantly, the orders of the High Court having been
forwarded by the University to the Outsourcing Agency through whom

the deceased husband of the petitioner had been employed andsaid
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agency having paid Rs.3 Lakh to the petitioner, vide cheque No.188817
dated 15.05.2020 as evident from receipt in respect thereto dated
15.05.2020 issued by the petitioner in which the petitioner has also
undertaken to withdraw the contempt petition. Copy of the reply along is
taken on record. Copy thereof has already been supplied to learned
counsel for the petitioner, who states that in view of the needful having
been done, he does not press 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 respondentsunder the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971.

5. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
23.08.2022
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Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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