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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
C.W.P No. 20060 of 2013

DATE OF DECISION: 16.08.2016

Jagroop Singh .. Petitioner

Versus
PSPCL and others ... Respondents
BEFORE:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE DAYA CHAUDHARY

Present:- Mr. A.K. Walia, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Pawan Attri, Advocate for
Mr. Mukul Aggarwal, Advocate
for respondents No.1 and 3.

Ms. Geeta Sharma, Advocate
for respondent No.2.
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DAYA CHAUDHARY, J.

Learned counsel for respondent No.2 submits that all the
benefits have been granted to the petitioner and the present petition has
become infructuous.

On the other hand, learned counsel for the petitioner contends
that the amount recovered from the petitioner has not been considered.

In view of the submissions made by learned counsel for the
parties, the present petition is disposed of with a direction that in case any
amount has not been considered, which should have been adjusted, the
petitioner is at liberty to make representation within a period of one month
from today to the concerned authority and in case such representation is
moved by the petitioner, the same be considered by the respondents-

authorities within a period of two months thereafter.

August 16, 2016 (DAYA CHAUDHARY)
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