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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
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COCP No0.1096 of 2019
Date of Decision: 16.07.2019

Som Parkash, LM/ Lineman (Retd.)
Petitioner
Versus

Er. Baldev Singh Sran, Chairman-cum-Managing Director, PSPCL,
Patiala and another

Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Kanwaljit Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Akshay Rawal, Advocate
for the respondents.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

The present contempt petition has been filed pleading
wilful disobedience of order dated 09.03.2018 passed by this Court
in CWP No.5793 of 2018.

The operational part of the order is reproduced below:-

“3. Instant petition is disposed of with a direction
to respondent No.l Chairman-cum-Managing Director,
Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd/PSPCL, Patiala to look
into the grievances unfolded by the petitioner in legal notice
dated 27.02.2017 (Annexure P-5) and to decide the same as
per circulars 17/1990 dated 23.04.1990 amended from time to
time, within a period of three months from the date of receipt
of certified copy of this order. However, relief shall stand
restricted to 38 months in view of Full Bench judgment of this
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Court in “Saroj Kumari v. State of Punjab and others”,
1998(3) SCT 664.

4. However, if the petitioner still feels aggrieved
against the order passed by the concerned authority, he shall
be at liberty to have recourse to the other remedies as well as
to approach this Court.”

Learned counsel for the respondents has produced copy
of order dated 28.05.2019 and stated that order of this Court has
been complied, same is taken on record. Copy of order is handed
over to learned counsel for the petitioner.

In view of above, no further interference is called for in
the contempt petition.

The present contempt petition is disposed of as
infructuous.

The petitioner would be at liberty to avail remedies as are

available in accordance with law, if aggrieved of order passed by the

respondents.
[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
July 16, 2019
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