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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 5738/2026

1. Assistant Engineer (F-iii), Office Jaipur Vidyut Vitran
Nigam Limited, Sangha Setu Near Puliya, Sanganer,
Jaipur (Raj).

2. Executive Engineer (Sixth), Office Jaipur Vidyut Vitran
Nigam Limited, Sangha Setu Near Puliya, Sanganer,
Jaipur (Raj).

3. Superintending Engineer, (J.N Vrat- Dakshin), Office-
Heerapura Power House, Jagdamba Nagar Road,
Jagdamba Nagar, Girdharipura, Jaipur-302021.

----Petitioners-Non-Applicants
Versus

Shravan Lal Jat Son Of Shri Roduram Jat, Resident
Devkishanpura, Tehsil-Chaksu, District-Jaipur (Raj.).

----Respondent-Applicant

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Sagar Jindal
For Respondent(s)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAMEER JAIN
Order
22/04/2026

1. Learned counsel for the petitioners has filed present writ
petition against the award dated 25.09.2025 passed by the
learned Permanent Lok Adalat (PLA). It is submitted that the
learned PLA vide the impugned award, directed for installation of
transformer at a private place.

2. The relevant portion of the impugned order dated

25.09.2025 (para-8) which is reproduced as under:

"8.39 UHR Tg WY ¢ o [quefiTor gRT TR RiFiaRkd &
2q Wl ¥ $d 1,17,816/- FUY HI AR ST IR @ W § 3R
3T FA9[G CBER ®I 3T RIM TR RIFARd A6l [l Tl
g1 fauelor gRT SRR RIMIART T8 A HT HRUT Hid W
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faaTe g1 Saman T 7, g faueivior & wedite & SrfaR wwgut
A aRardt grRT fauefvmor &1 S HRM & drale fauelior gr
§d@0 T Iad HRU b Wi W RAHIR RIFRIRU & BRI
fdare § & SMYR W THBIER P 3T RMARd el fobar S

o\

3fad 8 el off THhdll Ja [Jueiur gRT TIBIHR RIFAR
HA g MIEER gRkardl ¥ AR urd wR ol T Al 98
fquehor o7 T § % 98 A% ¥ THBER &) RIMIRT P
3R I AF W faarg ot U gt § N 39 ey & FromrguR
FHaE! ®Y, QU 9® df INE RNA... g @1
O ER 98anT Ui &1 1"

3. In the said order it is noted that the learned PLA arrived at
the conclusion and has observed following facts:

(i) That the Officer concerned visited the site, made a report
upon which a sum of Rs.1,17,816/- was deposited by the
consumer, for shifting of the transformer which was accepted by
the department.

(iif) That the fact as stated herein that the said transformer is
directed to be installed upon a private land, was not averred
before the learned PLA.

4. Upon perusal of the material available on record and hearing
learned counsel for the petitioners, at this stage, this Court cannot
intervene in the issue of private/public land as the same was
never pleaded by the petitioners before the fact ascertaining
authority, therefore, no interference is called for.

5. It is also observed that against the award passed by the
learned PLA, contrary to the scheme of Section 22C and 22E of
the Legal Services Authority Act, 1987 orders are being
challenged, in routine, in ignorance of quantum which is a
frustration of primary scheme and objective of the Act of 1987. In
the matter at hand, it is noted that the impugned order is a well
speaking reasoned order, and that there is no palpable perversity,

and infirmity with law.



[2026:RJ-JP:16933] (3 0f 3) [CW-5738/2026]

6. Accordingly, the present writ petition is dismissed. Pending

applications, if any, shall stand disposed of.

(SAMEER JAIN),]
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