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[118] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No.2013 of 2022
Date of Decision :02.12.2022
UPL Limited and another ... Petitioners
Versus
Rohit Ravesh and others ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Manuj Kaushik, Advocate for the petitioners.

Mr. Karan Kaushal, 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 05.08.2022, in CWP No.17243 of 2022in case titled as ‘UPL Ltd. &

another versus PSPCL & another’.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1) reveals that while issuing
notice of motion in CWP No.17243 of 2022 for 17.10.2022, it was ordered
that as an interim measure, impugned notices be not construed as an
impediment as regards restoration of electricity Connection No.Z 21-DB02-
00058 of petitioner No.2, subject to deposit of restoration charges etc. as per
law.

[3] The instant petition was filed on account of failure of the
respondents to restore the electricity connection.

[4] Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the respondents has
produced copy of demand notice, requiring the petitioners to comply with
the condition of deposit of restoration charges etc as a pre-condition to the
restoration of electricity connection. The same is taken on record. Copy

thereof supplied to learned counsel for the petitioners.
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[5] Learned counsel for the respondents states that in the
circumstances, no action is called for against the respondents under the
Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.

[6] In view 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. However, liberty is granted to the
petitioners to move an application for revival of the instant petition in the
eventuality of the electricity connection in question not being restored on

deposit of restoration charges etc. in terms of the demand notice.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
02.12.2022
‘Rajneesh’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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