104 (2) IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP-3292-2019
Date of Decision :23.05.2022
Balwinder Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

Er. Baldev Singh and Ors. ....Respondents

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

Present:  Mr. A.P. Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. H.S. Ghumman, Advocate for the respondents.

kg

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiating proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P/1
dated 27.03.2018 in CWP No.18565 of 2016 in case titled as Balwinder
Singh vs. PSPCL and Ors.

[2] A perusal of order, Annexure P/1 reveals that CWP No.18565
of 2016 was allowed in terms of the decision in CWP No.17100 of 2016
in case titled as Paramjit Singh vs. PSPCL and Ors whereas a perusal of
decision in Paramjit Singh’s case reveals that the aforementioned writ
petition and the other connected petitions were allowed in terms of
decision in CWP No.20139 of 2015 in case titled as Chiman Singh vs.
Punjab State Power Corporation and others, decided on 29.02.2016 and
the respondents were directed to treat the petitioner(s) at par with the
petitioner(s) in Chiman Singh’s case and to consider the claim of the
petitioner(s) in the light of the said decision and pass consequential orders
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[3] At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner states that
pursuant to order dated 27.03.2018, claim of the petitioner has been
decided and benefits as per entitlement have been released to the
petitioner vide order, Annexure R/1 dated 30.09.2019, therefore, in the
circumstances, the petitioner is not interested in pursuing the instant
petition and he may be permitted to withdraw the same.

[4] In view of the position noted above as well as statement of
learned counsel for the petitioner, the instant petition is disposed of as not
calling for any action against the respondents under the Contempt of

Courts Act, 1971.

[5] Rule discharged.
(B.S. Walia)
Judge
23.05.2022
‘Amit’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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