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T Corp : PSEB, Head Office, The Mall, Patiala- 147001
& orate Identity Number: U40109PB2010SGC033814
/O LEGAL SECTION SHAKTI SADAN, PATIALA

To (Fax No. 0175-2300387)

e CE/P&M, PSTCL. Lughi

CE/TS, PSTCL, Patiﬁz.lana'
CE/HIS&D, PSTCL, Patiala

CE/SLDC, PSTCL, Fatial

CFO, PSTCL, Patiala

CAO (Finance & Audit), PSTCL, Patiala.

Memo No. 2 &€ /2401 .5 (36)rb. Govt /2020/T(Vol-I
Dated: 16~ 2-202

PorwN

Urgent

Sub: - Imposition of cost on responsible officials due to delay in filing court
casel/appeall/application.

Supdt. Power, Energy Branch, Govt of Punjab has circulated the directions
issued by Hon'ble Supreme Court of India vide memo. No 11/6/2021-EB5/978-81 dft.
09.03.2021 vide which it has been directed to inake the compliance of orders of courts in
toto & decide the representations/appeals/petitions as per orders of Hon'ble Courts in time.
If the concerned office fails to take the necessary action in time due to his negligence &
the court imposes any penalty/cost the same be recovered from the concerned
offizer/official. Supdt. Power has also written io send the list of cases which are under
consideration for filing appeal or not to file appe:al against the order of court.

As such, You are requested to make the compliance of instructions issued

by Govt. o Punjab & send the list of cases which are under consideration for filing appeal

or not to file appeal against the order of court.

DA/-as above @h
Law Officer Gr.-1,
PSTCL., Patiala.

Endst. No.26) ZQGULB-Z(86)Pb. Govt./2020/T(Vol-1) Dated_|6 - 2-2-2)

Copy of the above is forwarded to following for strict compliance:-

1. Addl. SEMorks-Cum-Nodal Officer O/O CE/P&M, PSTCL, Ludhiana.
2. Addl. SE/Works-Cum- Nodal Officer O/O CE/TS, PSTCI., Patiala.

3. Dy. Secy./Estt.-Cum-Nodal Officer O/O CE/HIS&D, PSTCL, Patiala

4. Addl. SE/Works-Cum-Nodal Officer O/O CEZ/SLDC, PSTCL, Ablowal, Patiala.
5. Dy. CAO-HQ-Cum-Nodal Officer O/O Chief Financial Officer, PSTCL, Patiala
6 Dy./CAO-1-Cum-Nodal Officer O/O CAO (Finance & Audit), PSTCL, Patialg.

L.a@ﬁmé.-l,

2-22] PSTCL, Patiala,

1 Sl;pdt./Power, Energy Branch, Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sestci-9,
Chandigarh w.r.t. his memo. No. 11/6/2021-EB5/978-81 dt. 09.03.2021.
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2. SE/T, PSTCL, Patiala with a requested upload the documents on the same in the

website of PSTCL.
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Court 9 (video ’ SECTION XI

SUPREME . 0:E gk -N.DEED.

RECORD OF pRrocgepINGS ™ |
SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) piary No(s) 25743/2020
(Arising out of im

2015 in WRITC Ng. pugned final judgment and ord

oF dated 12-04-
At Allahabad)

Judicature
2966/1997 passed. by the High Couls '
STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ORS.

petitioner(s)

VERSUS
SABHA NARAIN & ORS.

Respondent(s)
(FOR' ADMISSTION and I.R.

and IA Np.133422/2020-C°“DO:QT£°¥ ?F ey
IN FILING and IA No.133423/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILI U

Date :22-01-2821 This petition wés called on for hearing today.
CORAM : ' “Te ' v

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH MAHESHWARI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY

For Petitioner(s) Mr.

Mr.
Mr.

Ajay Kumar Misra, Sr. AdV./AAG, UP
Tanmaya Agarwal, AOR
wWrick Chatterjee, Adv.
For Respondent(s) Mr.
: Mr.
Mr.

S.R.Singh, Sr.Adv.
Ankur Yadav, AOR

Krishna Kumar Yadav,Adv.

UPON hearing the couﬁsel the Court made the following
ORDER
The Special Leave Petition has been filed with delay -of 502

days with an explanation given. in the application for condonation
of delay which gives only a saga of moving of file from one place

to the other and that too with long interludes.
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lethargy and J.ncom ’
pPetence of the Petitioner there is nothing which
r

has bee
N put on record. y discouraged State
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. . We haVe repeatedl
overnm
ents and public authorltles in adopting an SPRACREICS i

the
Yy can walk in to the Supreme Court as and’ when they please

e

i
gnorlng the period of llmltatlon \prescribed by the Statutes, as if
In thJ.s -behalf,

g}

the L1m1tat10n statute does not apply to them.

suffice to refer to our Judgments in the State of Madhya Pradesh &

P O o4
SN Qe

Ors. v. Bheru Lal [SLP  [c] Diary No.9217/2020 decided on

15.10.2020] and The State of Odisha & ors. V- sunanda Mahakuda [SLP
[C] Diary No.22605/2020 decided on 11,01.2021]. The leeway which
was given to the Gove_rnfnenﬁ/puialic authorities on account of innate

inefficiencies was the result of certain orders of this Court which B

came at a time when technology had not advanced and thus, greater

indulgence was shown. This position is no more prevalent and the

current legal position has been elucidated by the judgment of this

Court in Office of the Chief Post Master General & Ors. v. Living

Media India Ltd. & Anr. - (2012) 2 SCC 563. Despite this, there

seems to be a little change in the approach of the Government and
public authorities.

we have also categorized such kind of caees as “certificate

cases” filed with the only object to obtain a quietus 1.’rom the

/ Supreme Court on the greund tﬂat nothing could be done because the

highest ceurt has dismissed the appeal. The objective is to

complete a mere formality and save the skin of the officers who may

be in default in following the due Process or may have done it

dellberately we have deprecated such practice and process and we

do so again. We refuse to grant such certificates and if the
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Governm . 1 . .
ent/public authorities gyfeqr 1osses: it is time when |

concerne
d officers respon51ble for th canie = bear the consequences. /
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The
irony, ¢ that no action is ever

y, 1 .

emphasized by us repeatcd1
ta
ken agalnst the officers and if the court pushes it, someéﬁlld

warning is all that happens,

Looking to the period of delay and the casual manner in which
the application has been worded we consider appropriate to impose
Costs on the petitioner(s) of Rs.25,000/- for wastage of judicial

time which has its own valde and the same be deposited with the

Supreme 00urt Advocates on Record wWelfare Fund within four weeks.

The amount be recovered fromithe officers responsible for the delay

| _
in filing the Special Leave Petition and a certificate of recovery

of the said amount be aléoifiled in this Court within the same

period of time.

The Special Leave petition is dismissed as time barred in

terms aforesaid.

Pending application étaﬁds disposed of.

A copy of this order be placed before the Chief Secretary for

the state of ~uttar Pradesh cautlonlng that any non-adherence with

the aforesaid -order WJ.thln t:Lmellne would result in appropriate

proceedings being initiated agalnSt the chief Secretary himself.

A ]

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL) | (ANITA RANI AHUJA).
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR




