Ajay Kumar
2017.09.29 17:11

CWP No. 20629 of 2013 1

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 20629 of 2013
Date of decision : 20.09.2017
Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

....Petitioner

V/s
M/s P.R. Alloys & anr.
....Respondents
BEFORE : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJAN GUPTA
Present: Mr. S.P. Soi, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Amandeep Singh Meho, Advocate for
Mr. Puneet Jindal, Sr. Advocate for respondent no. 1.

Mr. Arihant Goyal, Advocate for respondent no. 2.

RAJAN GUPTA J.

Challenge in the present petition is to order 21.05.2013
(Annexure P-3) passed by Ombudsman Electricity, Punjab (respondent no.
1). Petitioner-Corporation has challenge the order inter alia on the ground
that same authority has passed orders Annexures P-11 & P-12 (in connected
petition i.e. CWP No. 23683 of 2012) in favour of the Corporation despite
the factual and legal aspects being entirely similar. According to
Corporation, there being inconsistency in the orders passed by the said
authority, matter needs to be remitted to same authority for decision afresh.
This prayer is not opposed by learned counsel appearing for the respondents.

In view of above, present petition is allowed. Impugned order

passed by Ombudsman Electricity, Punjab is set-aside. Matter is remitted to
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same authority for decision afresh after affording opportunity of hearing to

the parties.
September 20, 2017 (RAJAN GUPTA)
Ajay JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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