CWP No. 7374 of 2016
1

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 7374 of 2016
Date of Decision : 09.05.2019
Anju Devi

...Petitioner

Versus

Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam Limited and others

...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: Mr. Ravi Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Sunil Kumar Sharma, Advocate
for respondents No. 1, 3 and 4.

Mr. Ram Avtar, Advocate for respondent No. 2.

sk

Harsimran Singh Sethi, J.(Oral)

In pursuance to the order dated 28.03.2019, an affidavit is
being filed on behalf of respondents No. 1, 3 and 4. The same is taken on
record.

Learned counsel for respondents No. 1, 3 and 4 states that
prayer of the petitioner has been accepted and the benefit of I5 lacs has
been extended to her as being demanded by her in the present writ petition.
Learned counsel for respondents No. 1, 3 and 4 has brought a cheque which
has been delivered to counsel for the petitioner for onwards transfer to the
petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner prays that as the amount has
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been released after an undue and unexplained delay, petitioner is entitled for
interest on the same, for which, the petitioner will make a representation to
respondents No. 1, 3 and 4 and they be directed to decide the same in view
of the facts and circumstances of the present case coupled with the settled
principle of law settled by the Full Bench of this Court in A.S. Randhawa
Vs. State of Punjab, 1997(3) SCT 468.

Learned counsel for respondents No. 1, 3 and 4 very fairly
states that in case any such representation is received claiming the interest,
the same will be decided by passing an appropriate order in view of the
settled principle of law within a period of two months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of this order.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that in view of the
above, no further grievance of the petitioner is left to be addressed and he
does not want to press the present writ petition any further, at this stage.

Writ petition is disposed of as not pressed.

May 09, 2019 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
kanchan JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No
Whether reportable? Yes/No
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