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VINOD K. SHARMA,J.( ORAL )

By way of judgment and decree passed by the Civil Court on

29.1.2000  the  order  passed  by  the  revisional  authority  on  23.5.1998

awarding  punishment  of  stoppage  of  three  increments  with  cumulative

effect was set aside.

The appeal was filed by the State. The appellate Court while

maintaining the decree granted liberty to the State of Haryana to pass a fresh

order.  In pursuance to the permission so granted an order was passed on

24.1.2001.  The  plaintiff  decree-holder  thereafter  filed  an  execution

application  for  execution  of  the judgment and decree  dated 29.1.2000 in

which objection was taken by the State that in view of the subsequent order

passed, the decree could not be executed as the order dated 24.1.2001 was

to operate retrospectively. 
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The  learned  trial  Court  dismissed  the  objections.  The

contention  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  was  that  in  view of

passing of fresh order  no execution was maintainable.  This contention is

devoid of merit as the order dated 24.1.2001 is to operative prospectively

and  not  retrospectively  as  the  learned  appellate  Court  had  upheld  with

modification the decree passed by the trial Court and permitted the State to

file a fresh one. 

Therefore, there is no error in the impugned order which may

call for interference by this Court.

Dismissed.
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