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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

209 COCP-2471-2025
Date of Decision: 23.07.2025

Manjeet Chhikara
....Petitioner
Versus

Dr. Shaleen L.A.S.
....Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS SURI

Present:  None for the petitioner.

Mr. Sharad Aggarwal, Advocate
for the respondent.

ke skok

VIKAS SURI, J. (Oral)

1. This is a petition under Sections 11 and 12 of the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971 alleging wilful disobedience of the order dated 17.01.2025
(Annexure P-1) passed by this Court in CWP-1080-2025.

2. A perusal of the record would show that the petitioner had filed
the aforesaid writ petition seeking direction to the respondent to grant him
promotion to the post of Technical Assistant w.e.f. 28.07.2016. It was
submitted that the petitioner had joined as Junior Technical Assistant on
01.09.2009. He was served a charge sheet on 21.09.2014, and thereafter,
another charge sheet came to be issued on 22.12.2015. It was averred that

juniors of the petitioner were promoted to the post of Technical Assistant
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w.e.f. 28.07.2016, but he was ignored on account of the pendency of charge
sheets. Both the charge sheets were subsequently withdrawn and the petitioner
was promoted w.e.f. 12.07.2018. On 05.08.2019, the petitioner was served a
third charge sheet, which was also subsequently dropped on 28.06.2021. Thus,
the petitioner claimed that the charge sheets having been dropped, he is
entitled for promotion from the date his juniors were promoted. His
representations in that regard were pending with the respondent-corporation
when the petitioner approached the writ Court.

3. Upon notice of the writ petition, the respondent-corporation put
in appearance through counsel, who had assured the writ Court that the
competent authority would consider the claim and settle the same of the
petitioner and address his grievance as per applicable rules and regulations.
The writ petition was disposed of vide order dated 17.01.2025.

4. In the wake of the statements made by the parties, the writ
petition was disposed of vide order dated 17.01.2025 (Annexure P-1). In terms
thereof, the needful was to be done within three months.

5. Upon notice of the present contempt petition having been served
upon the respondents, the compliance affidavit dated 25.06.2025 of Naresh
Kumar, Manager (Personnel), Haryana State Warehousing Corporation,
Panchkula, has been filed. Appended therewith is a copy of order dated
18.04.2025 (Annexure R-1), which is stated to have been passed in deference

to the order dated 17.01.2025 (supra). A copy of the said compliance affidavit
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along with interim order dated 18.04.2025 is shown to have been remitted to
learned counsel for the petitioner, vide e-mail dated 04.07.2025.

6. No one appears on behalf of the petitioner.

7. A perusal of the order dated 18.04.2025 (Annexure R-1) and the
compliance affidavit dated 25.06.2025 would show that there has been

substantial compliance of the order passed by this Court.

8. In view of the aforesaid, no further orders are required to be
passed.

9. The contempt petition is disposed of accordingly.

10. Rule stands discharged.

(VIKAS SURI)
July 23, 2025 JUDGE

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