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154 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

COCP-2113-2024 (O&M)
Decided on:-11.12.2024

Chander Kala ....Petitioner..
VS.
Dr. Balwan Singh, Registrar Chaudhary Charan Singh

Haryana Agriculture University Hisar, District Hisar
and others ...Respondents.

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARKESH MANUJA

Present: Mr. Rakesh Nagpal, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Tushar Gera, Advocate for
Mr. Naveen S. Bhardwaj, Advocate,
for respondents No.1 and 2-University.

Mr. Akshay Jain, Advocate and
Ms. Kajal, Advocate,
for respondent No.3-SBI.
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HARKESH MANUJA J. (Oral)

1. Learned counsel for the respondents informs that in terms of
order dated 13.01.2021 passed by the Writ Court, no further recovery is
being effected from the petitioner, however, as regards the recovery already
made, he submits that as the interim direction was never conveyed to the

respondent-bank, thus, the same cannot be returned.

2. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and gone through
the paper book.
3. Once, vide order dated 13.01.2021 while passing an interim
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direction, it was ordered that no recovery be effected from the petitioner, any
amount deducted thereafter needs to be refunded to the petitioner
immediately. Still further, in case any FDR of the petitioner, despite it been
matured, has been retained by the respondent-bank, that too, needs to be
released to the petitioner, preferably within a period of 04 weeks, so as to
purge the contempt.

4, In view of the aforesaid, learned counsel for the petitioner does
not want to press the present petition, at this stage.

5. Accordingly, the present petition is dismissed being not
pressed. Rule stands discharged.

However, in case the needful is not done within the afore-stated
period, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek revival of the present
contempt petition and in that eventuality, the erring concerned officer(s)
would be liable to pay additional sum of Rs.50,000/- as costs from his/her
own pocket in favour of the petitioner towards litigation expenses,

immediately, i.e. on the first date of listing of revival application.

11.12.2024 (HARKESH MANUJA)
sonika JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

Whether reportable: Yes/ No
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