IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.1136 of 2016
Date of Decision.15.02.2016

Aslam khan ... Petitioner
Vs.

XEN Haryana Vidyut Parsaran Nigam Limited, Palwal and others
...... Respondents
Present: Mr. Sunil K. Nehra, Advocate
for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3.  Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The plaintiffs who have not given their objections about laying
of overhead lines before the Executive Magistrate cannot have a case of
injunction before the Civil Court. The two Courts below have declined the
interim relief.

2. The counsel points out to me that this Court has passed an
order in another case where the plaintiff has been protected in his electrical
installations being drawn overhead till the disposal of case before the
Deputy Commissioner/Magistrate. In a situation where there have been
proceedings before the Magistrate or where the parties have availed of a
remedy through an objection, if | have passed an order, that cannot be an
example for the plaintiffs to arrive directly to the Civil Court to seek for
injunction. The plaintiffs will not have similar remedy of what was available

in yet another case.

3. | decline to make any intervention. The revision petition is
dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)

JUDGE
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s %
PANKAJ KU EFpkaJ

2016.02.18 11:52
| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



