Order No.
05.

M. Panda

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.P.(C) N0.8663 of 2011

General Manager (Commerce), .... Petitioners
WESCO, Bural and others
Mr. S. C. Dash, Advocate
-versus-
OMBUDSMAN-IT (OERC), .... Opposite Parties

Bhubaneswar and another
M/s. F. Raiguru Mohapatra and associates, Advocates

CORAM:
THE CHIEF JUSTICE
JUSTICE R. K. PATTANAIK

ORDER
29.03.2022
1. The Petitioner is unable to inform the Court what amount the
Petitioner is supposed to pay to the consumer, and vice versa, in
terms of the impugned order of the OMBUDSMAN. Despite
repeated queries, he has no clear answer whether there is any
grievance at all of the Petitioner as a result of the impugned order
of the OMBUDSMAN. The Court is therefore unable to appreciate
why the Petitioner has challenged the impugned order of the
OMBUDSMAN if in fact it is not inconvenienced by such order.

2. Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed.

(Dr. S. Muralidhar)
Chief Justice

(R. K. Pattanaik)
Judge



