AMIT KHANCHI
2022.11.10 15:24

157 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-2369-2022
Date of Decision : 09.11.2022

DHARAMBIR SINGH ... Petitioner
Versus
NAVDEEP SINGH VIRK AND OTHERS ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. L.S. Sidhu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Vishal Malik, DAG, Haryana.

sesksk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1,
dated 30.05.2022 in CWP No.12041 of 2022 in case titled as Dharambir
Singh vs. State of Haryana and others.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP No.12041
of 2022 was disposed of by directing the respondents to look into
representation dated 13.05.2022 filed by the petitioner and to pass an
administrative order, in respect thereto in accordance with law as
expeditiously as possible.

[3] At the outset, learned DAG has filed reply by way of affidavit
of Sh. Virender Kumar Dahiya, IAS, Director, State Transport, Haryana
(Chandigarh) on behalf of the respondents along with order, Annexure
R/1 dated 07.11.2022 accepting the claim of the petitioner for promotion
to the post of Head Electrician notionally w.e.f. 10.05.2022 i.e.the date

when his juniors were promoted to the post of Head Electrician and
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actually from the date of joining on the promotional post. The
aforementioned reply is taken on record. Copy thereof supplied to learned
counsel for the petitioner who on perusal thereof states that in view of
order, Annexure R/1 dated 07.11.2022, he does not press the instant
petition but prays for grant of liberty to the petitioner to seek financial
benefits with effect from the date when his juniors were promoted by way
of appropriate proceedings in accordance with law.

[4] Accordingly, in view of the position noted above, as well as
statement of learned counsel for the petitioner, the contempt petition is
disposed of as not calling for any action against respondent No.2 under the

Contempt of Courts Act, 1971while granting liberty to the petitioner as

prayed for.
[5] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
09.11.2022
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