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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 18311 of 2016 (O/M)
Date of decision : 22.9.2016

Vijay alias Vija =~ .. Petitioner (s)
Versus

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. and others ....... Respondent (s)

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Sahil Soi, Advocate, for the petitioner.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Sarwan Singh (the deceased father of the petitioner), who was
working as a Work Charge T-Mate/RTM in the respondent-department, was
served with a chargesheet dated 21.8.1997 regarding his continuous absent
from duty with effect from 23.4.1995. The chargesheet was received by
said Sarwan Singh on 11.11.1997, but he did not file any reply to the same.
Thereafter, an inquiry was conducted and after the inquiry, said Sarwan
Singh was dismissed from service, vide impugned order dated 14.1.1999
(Annexure-P-9). Later on, he died on 22.10.2000. Now, the petitioner, who
happens to be son of Sarwan Singh, has filed the present writ petition,
challenging the said dismissal order (Annexure-P-9), stating that no family
pension is being paid to him.

I have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and have also
carefully gone through the file.

I am of the view that the present writ petition is badly barred by

latches. Sarwan Singh himself was absent from duty with effect from
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23.4.1995. He admittedly received the said chargesheet on 11.11.1997.
The dismissal order (Annexure-P-9) was passed on 14.1.1999 and
thereafter, said Sarwan Singh remained alive till 22.10.2000. After his
death, apparently on account of said dismissal order, no family pension was
paid to the petitioner. Now, after 17 years of the passing of said dismissal
order and 16 years of death of said Sarwan Singh, the petitioner claims that
the family pension is not being paid to him and that the said dismissal order
dated 14.1.1999 (Annexure-P-9) is illegal on several grounds.

I am of the view that whatever grounds were available to the
petitioner were put-forth before this Court and the dismissal order dated
14.1.999 (Annexure-P-9) was not challenged within limitation. Apparently,
the dismissal order dated 14.1.1999 (Annexure-P-9) was not challenged for
next 17 years. The present writ petition is barred by delay and latches. In
view of the dismissal order dated 14.1.1999 (Annexure-P-9), the family
pension is not required to be paid to the petitioner. There is no ground to

interfere in the impugned order. Accordingly, the present writ petition is

dismissed.
(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
22.9.2016
sjks
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes

Whether Reportable : No



