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150 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2312-2022
Date of Decision :17.11.2022
Sandeep ... Petitioner
Versus

Virat (HCS) ....Respondent

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

Present :  None for the petitioner.

Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.
skesksk

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 18.08.2022, in CWP-4923-2022.

2. A perusal of order Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP-4923-
2022, was disposed of vide order dated 18.08.2022, by directing the
respondent to take an administrative decision within 30 days and in case
the petitioner was found entitled to the relief claim, to grant the benefits of
the same to the petitioner, within 30 days thereafter.

3. Learned State counsel has produced copy of communication
dated 15.09.2022, as per which, the petitioner has secured ‘61’ marks and
on the basis ofoverall performanceas per criteria applicable, falls in the
selection zone, hence selected at merit No.13-A in EWS category for the
post of Draftsman (civil), against Advt. No.14/2019, Category No.30.
Learned State counsel contends that in view of needful having been done,

no further action is called for against the respondent.
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4. None is present on behalf of the petitioner. However, in view
of needful as was required to be done in terms of order Annexure P/1,
having been done, no useful purpose would be served by adjourning the
matter.

5. In view of the position noted above as also in view of the fact
thatname of the petitioner has been recommended to the Chief Engineer,
Panchayati Raj, Public Works Haryana, Chandigarh, as a selected
candidate, no action under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, is called for
against the respondent. The contempt petition is disposed of accordingly.
However, in the eventuality of follow-up action not being taken by the
concerned department in terms of the recommendation, the petitioner
would be at liberty to move an application for taking out proceedings in
accordance with law to secure compliance oforder Annexure P/1 dated

18.08.2022 inCWP-4923-2022.

6. Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
17.11.2022
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