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ANKIT NAGAR

 Vs 

VINAY KUMAR AND OTHERS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARKESH MANUJ

 

Present:  Mr. 

  Mr. Samrat Malik, Advocate

  for the petitioner.

   

  Mr. Arun Beniwal, Sr. D.A.G., Haryana.

   

HARKESH MANUJA, J. (Oral)

1.   Learned State counsel submits that an Intra

LPA No.58 of 2025 against the order passed by the Writ Court was listed today, 

though the same has been dismissed, yet the respondents have been granted three 

weeks’ time for compliance of the order passed by the Writ Court and the same 

shall be positively done with th

2.  In view of aforesaid stand taken by the respondents, learned counsel 

for the petitioner does not press the present petition.

3.  Dismissed as not pressed. Rule stands discharged.

4.  However, in case the needful is not done within th

period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek revival of 

contempt petition and in that eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be 

liable to pay a sum of Rs.

the petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first date of 

listing of revival application.
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HARKESH MANUJA, J. (Oral) 

Learned State counsel submits that an Intra

2025 against the order passed by the Writ Court was listed today, 

though the same has been dismissed, yet the respondents have been granted three 

weeks’ time for compliance of the order passed by the Writ Court and the same 

shall be positively done with the stipulated time.

In view of aforesaid stand taken by the respondents, learned counsel 

for the petitioner does not press the present petition.

Dismissed as not pressed. Rule stands discharged.

However, in case the needful is not done within th

period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek revival of 

contempt petition and in that eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be 

liable to pay a sum of Rs.50,000/- as cost(s) from

the petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first date of 

listing of revival application. 
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Learned State counsel submits that an Intra-Court Appeal bearing 

2025 against the order passed by the Writ Court was listed today, 

though the same has been dismissed, yet the respondents have been granted three 

weeks’ time for compliance of the order passed by the Writ Court and the same 

e stipulated time. 

In view of aforesaid stand taken by the respondents, learned counsel 

for the petitioner does not press the present petition. 

Dismissed as not pressed. Rule stands discharged. 

However, in case the needful is not done within the aforementioned 

period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek revival of 

contempt petition and in that eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be 

as cost(s) from his/her own pocket in favour of

the petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first date of 

(HARKESH MANUJA)  
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Court Appeal bearing 

2025 against the order passed by the Writ Court was listed today, 

though the same has been dismissed, yet the respondents have been granted three 

weeks’ time for compliance of the order passed by the Writ Court and the same 

In view of aforesaid stand taken by the respondents, learned counsel 

e aforementioned 

period, as per the undertaking, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek revival of 

contempt petition and in that eventuality, the erring/concerned officer would be 

favour of 

the petitioner towards litigation expenses, immediately i.e. on the first date of 
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