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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
208A
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COCP No. 2244 of 2015
Date of Decision : 19.7.2023
Rajinder Kumar - L. Petitioner

versus

R.S. Kharab, Director Elementary Education Haryana
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA

Present: MTr. J.S. Yadav, Advocate, for the petitioner

Ms. Tanushree Gupta, DAG, Haryana

TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA J. (ORAL):

This petition has been filed for initiating contempt proceedings

under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, against the respondent for not
passing appropriate order in terms of judgment/ order passed by the
learned Single Judge in CWP No. 2094 of 2007, Hanuman Singh v. State
of Haryana and others, affirmed by the Division Bench in LPA No. 160
of 2010, State of Haryana and others v. Hanuman Singh and another, as
directed by this Court vide order dated 19.3.2014 passed in CWP No.
21686 of 2008 titled Rajinder Kumar v. State of Haryana and others.
2. A perusal of the order dated 19.3.2014 (Annexure P-3) shows
that vide this order, writ petition was disposed of by directing the
respondent/State of Haryana to decide the grievance of the petitioner in
terms of the judgment passed by the learned Single Judge and affirmed by
Division Bench in LPA No. 160 of 2010 of even date, within one month.
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of the directions dated 19.3.2014, a detailed speaking order dated
9.9.2014 rejecting the petitioner’s claim, was passed by Additional
Director of the Department being the appointing authority. The same was
challenged by the petitioner by filing CWP No. 24291 of 2015 titled
Rajinder Kumar v. State of Haryana and others. Since the directions
issued by this Court to pass a speaking order stand complied with, there is

no intentional violation of the order dated 19.3.2014.

4. In view thereof, there is no ground to proceed against the
respondent.
5. Disposed of.
6. Rule stands discharged.

(TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA)

JUDGE

19.7.2023
Ashwoani

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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