Daily Lok Adalat Bench No.1

502 C.W.P. No. 3770 of 1997
SUDARSHAN LAL

V/S
THE HARYANA STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD AND ANOTHER

Present. Mr. Gaurav Gogna, Advocate for
Mr. Gaurav Mohunta, Advocate for respondent No.1.

Mr. Sudarshan Lal, Lineman, Operation Sub Division,
Haryana State Electricity Board, Mandi Dabwali, District Sirsa
(Haryana) filed the present writ petition against Haryana State
Electricity Board with a prayer that he had submitted a bill to the
Department to the tune of R 84,509.40p/- towards medical
reimbursement. It is averred in paragraph 8 of the writ petition that
part payment of the medical bill was sanctioned in favour of the
petitioner but the expenses incurred on the treatment from certain
medical hospitals were rejected. This writ petition dated 3.1.1997
was filed in the office of the High Court on 15.3.1997. The writ
petition was admitted on 2.9.1997.

The case was placed before us for amicable settlement
between the parties. Since Mr. D.V.Gupta, Advocate who had filed
this writ petition had since expired we had ordered issuance of notice
to the petitioner. As per the office report, notice had come back
unserved with the report 'incomplete address'. Nobody has put in
appearance on behalf of the petitioner. A letter has been received
from Dakshin Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam addressed to the
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dated 23.4.2015 with which a letter has been attached in which it is
mentioned by the Executive Engineer, OP Division, DHBVN, Dabwali
that a sum of ¥71,170.75/- on account of medical reimbursement was
paid to the petitioner vide cheque No0.8-25/400 273276 dated
13.8.1997. We are of the view that since the writ petitioner has
already received the part payment out of ¥84,509.40/- and payment of
I71,170.75/- was made on 13.8.1997, the writ petition has been
rendered infructuous and the same is disposed of as such.

However, since nobody has put in appearance on behalf
of the petitioner, liberty is given to the petitioner to get the case
revived, if the cause of action still survives.

Copy of the order be given to learned counsel/parties and

file be consigned to the records.
(R.S.MONGIA)
PRESIDENT

14.07.2015 (R.K.NEHRU)
Janki MEMBER
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