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[113] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No.2533 of 2020
Date of Decision :30.09.2022
Kamal Jit Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

Mahavir Singh, Addl. Chief Secretary, Deptt.
of Secondary Education, Haryana and others ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Ashutosh Kaushik, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Deepak Balyan, Advocate for respondent Nos.1 & 2.

Hkeskk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiation of proceedings
against the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order,
Annexure P-1, dated 14.09.2020, in CWP No.14311 of 2020 in case titled as

‘Kamal Jit SinghversusState of Haryana and others’.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1) reveals that while issuing of
notice in CWP No.14311 of 2020 in case tilted as ‘Kamal Jit
SinghversusState of Haryana and others’, operation of the e-mail/letter
dated 01.09.2020, was stayed.

[3] At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner states that the
respondents have allowed the petitioner to continue at his initial stage of
posting at Kurukshetra in view of order (Annexure P-1) dated 14.09.2020
but salary for some period after the date of passing of order (Annexure P-1)
has not been paid to the petitioner, therefore, while, he does not press the
instant petition, he prays for grant of liberty to the petitioner to represent to

the respondents / move an appropriate application before the writ Court for
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release of salary for the period the same has not been paid to the petitioner.

[4] The same is not opposed to by learned counsel for respondent
Nos.1 & 2.
[5] Accordingly, in the light 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, while granting liberty to the petitioner as

prayed for.
[6] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge

30.09.2022
‘Rajneesh’

Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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