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226 COCP No.2373 of 2017
R. S. Dhull Vs. Sh, Depinder Singh Dhesi & another

Present: Mr, Balraj Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

E\'if. Rajesh K. Sheoran, Additional AG, Harygna.

On the basis of undertaking given by learned State counsel, a
direction was issued to release the payment within a period of four weeks
vide order dated 10.01.2018. It was mentioned that in case the payment
was not released within a period of four weeks, the respondents were
directed to come present in ‘the Court on the next date of heziring i.e. today.
Neither the payment has been réleased nor respondents are present.

Learned State counsel is having instructions from some
Assistant of the office in a contempt petition whereas in the contempt
petition respondents are party by name. On earlier two occasions Chief
Sgcremr)', Haryana as well as Punjab were called because fgr non-r
compliance ol the orders passed in many contempt petitions for;i a long

|

1

unexplained  delay. In pursuance of directions the detailed
|

instructions directions were issued to all Heads of the departments ef both
the States but still the compliance of the orders is not being madﬁ well in
! g

time even aller passing specific directiens in contempt petitions. The

i
I

contempt petitions are being treated like writ petitions as time is sought for
~y e . e fs i:

filing reply on many occasions and even then the comglqanf:e fis qf)t made.
When respondent is called to be present in the Court, normally the

Clerks \ssistants are being sent to assist the learned State counsel which

causes n convenience not even to learned State counsel but to the Court
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_as well. Some responsible Officer should come present to assist learned
- State counsel. The purpose of | ;Ssuing instructions is fmétréted when the
orders are not being complied with well in tiﬁle. in :?.ome of thje"cases when
officers are directed to be present in the Court simpiy a rein;est is made
orally to have a date which shows the lack of.responsibility and reluctance
in complying with the orders passed by th'e-Court. Meaning thereby the
orders passed by the Court in many cases are taken casually and the
respondent authorities of both the States have no concern with the
compliance of lﬁe_ orders passed by this Court. It has also been observed in
earlier orders passed by this Court and even conveyed to both the Héads of
the States that not only litigation is being increased because :(:)f non-
compliance inaction on the part of thle respondent authorities but precious
time ot: the Court is also wasted in tlle absence of proper instructions from

| i ’ i

the responsible officer at the cost of the cases which aJe' o!1 uttgerll& nature
which are required to be takeﬁ on priority basis. It amount to obstruction in
administration of justice also.

Keeping in view the observations made above, a copy of this |
order be sent to Chief Secretary Haryana as well as Punjab with a direction
that in contempt petitions some responsible Officer should be present and
not the Clerks Assistant to assist the State counsel. In some of the cases the
undertaking is given by learned State .counsel.ir.l Court on instruction of
assistant or clerk.

Copy of this order be sent to both Advocate General of

Harvana as well as Punjab for strict compliance of the order.



Secretary of the Court to both the State counsel.
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Respondent No.2 is directed to come present in the Courl on

the next date of hearing in case the payment is not released within a period

_uél\

of four weeks.
Adjourned to_oz_.04.2Q18.

- Copy of the order be given under signatures of Be_nch

)
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