[267] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.150 of 2021
Date of Decision :02.08.2022
SomDutt son of Shri Parkash ...Petitioner
versus

Shashank Anand, Managing Director, Uttar Haryana
Bijli Vitaran Nigam, Panchkula and another ....Respondents

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  None for the petitioner.

Ms. Prerna Malhotra, Advocate for
Mr. Prateek Mahajan, Advocate
for the respondents.

skeskesk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in thepetition is for initiation of proceedings against
the respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-

1, dated 24.09.2019, in CWP No.27431 of 2019 in case titled as

‘SomDuttversusUttar Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam and others.’

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1), reveals that CWP
No.27431 of 2019, was disposed of by directing the respondents to decide
the claim of the petitioner as raised in representations dated 02.07.2019,
03.07.2018 and 05.07.2019 within three months from the date of receipt
of certified copy of the order and in case the petitioner was found entitled
to the benefit claimed, to grant notional promotion to the petitioner
without any arrears.

[3] Learned counsel for the respondents states that the claim of

the petitioner as contained in the aforementioned representations was
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considered and rejected by the Chief Engineer, Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran
Nigam, Rohtak vide order (Annexur R-1) dated 09.09.2020 and copy
thereof supplied to learned counsel for the petitioner.

[4] However, none is present on behalf of the petitioner. In the
circumstances, it appears that the petitioner is not interested in pursuing
the instant petition.

[5] Accordingly, in the light of the position noted above, the
instant petition is disposed of as not calling for any action against the
respondents under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, while granting
liberty to the petitioner to move an application for revival of the instant
petition, if cause survives.

[6] Rule discharged.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
02.08.2022

‘Rajneesh’

Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No



