114 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2553-2021
Date of Decision : 04.08.2022

Santoshi Sondhi alias Sonia ... Petitioner
Versus
Ajoy Sharma and others ....Respondents

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

Present:  Mr. Arvind Kr. Sharma, Advocate for
Mr. Suram Singh Rana, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Aditya Sharda, Asstt. A.G., Punjab.
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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 20.02.2015, in CWP-17911-2011.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P-1 dated 20.02.2015, reveals
that CWP-17911-2011, was allowed and the respondents directed to grant
benefits in terms of Section 47 of the Persons with Disabilities (Equal
Opportunities, Protection of Rights and Full Participation) Act, 1995, with
arrears to be released within four months and on failure to do needful
within the stipulated period of time, interest @ 9% per annum was to be
payable from the date of order till actual payment.

3. Learned AAG, Punjab, has filed reply dated 27.07.2022 and
refers to paragraph No.4 to contend that the petitioner had earlier been
paid all retiral benefits and now interest @ 9 % p.a. calculated on the
payment made has also been paid to the petitioner on 19.07.2022. The
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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 with liberty to represent to the
respondents in case of any discrepancy in computation of interest. The
same is not opposed to by the learned AAG, Punjab.

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 respondent under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971, while granting liberty to the petitioner as prayed for.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
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