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119 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-1832-2021
Date of Decision :21.01.2022

Sumer Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

G. Anupama, IAS and Ors. ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. B.S. Rana, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.

desksk

B.S. Walia, J. (VC)

[1] Case is being taken up for hearing through Video
Conferencing due to Covid-19 pandemic.

[2] Prayer in the petition under Section 10/12 of the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971 is for initiating proceedings against the respondents for
intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1 dated 03.02.2020
in CWP No.12859 of 2017.

[3] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 dated 03.02.2020 reveals
that CWP No.12859 of 2017 was allowed. Operative part of the order is
reproduced as under:-

“Keeping in view above observations, writ petition is
allowed and direction is being given to the respondents
to regularize services of the petitioner in terms of
policy dated 01.10.2003 (Annexure P-4) with all
consequential benefits along with 6% interest and pass
appropriate order within three months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of this order and this Court be

informed of the order passed.”

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order
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[4] Learned State counsel has placed on record copy of order
dated 18.11.2020 in LPA No.818 of 2020 issuing notice of motion and
granting interim order in the same terms as in LPA No.444 of 2020.
Learned State counsel states that in LPA No.444 of 2020, operation of the
judgment of the learned Single Judge was stayed vide order dated
20.07.2020.

[5] In view of the orders of Hon’ble the Division Bench as
referred to above, the instant petition is disposed of at this stage as not
calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971 while granting liberty to the petitioner to move an
application for revival of the contempt petition in case of vacation of stay

or the LPA being decided in favour of the petitioner.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
21.01.2022

‘Amit’

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

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order



