[121] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No.2597 of 2021
Date of Decision : 06.04.2022
Anjali Thakur d/o Late Shri Ramesh Kumar ... Petitioner
Versus

K. Siva Prasad, IAS, Principal Secretary,
Transport-cum-Chairman PUNBUS, Punjab
Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh and others ....Respondents

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  None for the petitioner.
Ms. Deepali Puri, Addl. AG, Punjab.

Hkeskk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the instant petition is for initiating proceedings
against the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order
(Annexure P-1) dated 19.08.2021 in CWP No.16014 of 2021.
[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1) reveals that CWP No.16014
of 2021 was disposed of by directing the respondents to consider the legal
notice dated 17.12.2018 as representation moved by the petitioner and to
decide the same in accordance with law by passing a speaking order
preferably within 01 month from the date of receipt of certified copy of the
order.
[3] Pursuant to notice issued to respondent No.2, reply has been
filed along with speaking order (Annexure R-3/T), consigning the
representation of the petitioner to the record room by taking note of the
position that the petitioner had filed a Court case to establish herself alone
as the legal heir of the deceased and that in the absence of any order from
the Court, pensionary benefits could not be given to the petitioner alone.
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The aforementioned reply is taken on record.
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[5] None is present on behalf of the petitioner.

[6] Learned Addl. AG, Punjab, to furnish copy of the reply to
learned counsel for the petitioner during the course of the day.

[7] In view of the position noted above as well as speaking order
(Annexure R-3/T) dated 16.11.2021 having been passed by the General
Manager, Punjab Roadways, Nangal in compliance with orders
(Annexure P-1) dated 19.08.2021, no action is called for against the
respondent under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.

[8] The instant petition is accordingly disposed of as such, while
granting liberty to the petitioner to take appropriate proceedings in
accordance with law to seek redress of her grievance qua order
(Annexure R-3/T) / move an application for revival of the contempt

petition, if cause subsists.

[9] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
06.04.2022
‘Rajneesh’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

RAJNEESH SHARMA
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