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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
126+128

1. Civil Writ Petition N0.9287 of 2015
Date of Decision: July 13, 2015

Cholamandalam Investment and Finance Co. Ltd., Jindal Complex
Hanuman Chowk, Bathinda

...Petitioner
Versus
Permanent Lok Adalat, Bathinda and others
...Respondents
2. Civil Writ Petition No.10466 of 2015

Date of Decision: July 13, 2015

Cholamandalam Investment and Finance Co. Ltd., Jindal Complex
Hanuman Chowk, Bathinda
...Petitioner
Versus

Permanent Lok Adalat, Bathinda and others
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH

Present: Ms. Puja Chopra, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH, J. (ORAL)

By this order, I propose to decide Civil Writ Petition Nos.9287
and 10466 of 2015, wherein award dated 20.02.2015 (Annexure P-1) passed
by the Permanent Lok Adalat, Bathinda, has been challenged.

The primary contention of the counsel for the petitioner is that
the petitioner has been directed to pay compensation of ¥30,000/- to the
applicant (respondent No.2 herein), whereas there has been no harassment
on the part of the petitioner. She contends that the conclusion, as has been
drawn by the Permanent Lok Adalat while assessing the liability of the
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petitioner for paying compensation of ¥30,000/- to respondent No.2, which
ultimately will come back to the petitioner, the same to be adjusted in the
loan account of the deceased, is not legally sustainable.

There appears to be no illegality in the award passed by the
Permanent Lok Adalat and in any case ultimately there will be no loss
caused to the petitioner as the claim will ultimately be settled by respondent
No.3. There is no apparent illegality, which has been committed by the
respondent No.1, which would call for any interference of this Court in
exercise of its extra ordinary writ jurisdiction under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India

In view of the above, these writ petitions are dismissed being

devoid of merit.

July 13, 2015 (AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)
Puneet JUDGE
PUNEET SACHDEVA
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