IN THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT AT
CHANDIGARH

216 CWP-26693-2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 15.11.2022

SUKHWANT KAUR
... Petitioner

VERSUS
PUNJAB STATE POWER CORPORATION LTD. AND OTHERS

... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD S. BHARDWAJ.
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Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Shiv Kumar Sharma, Advocate
for respondents No.1 and 2.

None for remaining respondents.
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VINOD S. BHARDWAJ, J. (ORAL)

The present writ petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of
the Constitution of India, 1950 seeking issuance of a writ in the nature of
Certiorari for quashing of order dated 01.08.2017 (Annexure P-17) vide which
the respondent No.l has refused to provide electric connection at the house of
the petitioner as well as order/memo dated 28.06.2016 (Annexure P-2). A
further direction has also been sought to restore the electric connection of the
petitioner.

Reply by way of affidavit of Er. Jatinder Singh, Addl. S.E., City
Division, District Tarn Taran has been filed today in Court. The relevant
extract of the same reads thus:

“2. That it is pertinent to mention that pursuant to the memo
dated 01.08.2017 (Annexure P-1) respondent No.4, Narinder
Kaur appeared before the answering respondent and produced
the registry regarding the house in dispute and after considering

the documents, the connection to the house of the petitioner has
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been restored on 09.05.2018 under the account No.AC23/2963,
having serial no.1625243, in the name of Narinder Kaur, who is
respondent No.4 and the mother of the petitioner and is also

residing in the same house as the petitioner has mentioned in para

)

no.3 of the writ petition.’

From the perusal of the above, it is evident that the electric
connection has already been restored and the grievance of the petitioner thus
stands redressed. Even otherwise, there is no representation on behalf of the
petitioner today. It seems that the petitioner does not intend to pursue the
present writ petition.

The same is accordingly disposed of as having been rendered
infructuous.

Liberty is, however, granted to the petitioner to seek revival of the

present petition in case any of her grievances still survives.

(VINOD S. BHARDWA)J)
15.11.2022 JUDGE

rajender

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