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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A Nos. 17, 23, 26, 29, 31, 76, 77, 80, 86 & 87

I'N
Wit Petition(s)(Gvil) No(s).79 of 1997
SURESH CHANDRA SHARMA ... ... PETI TI ONER
VERSUS
CHAI RMAN, UPSEB & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS
ORDER
I.A Nos.86 and 87 of 2017 in Wit Petition(s)(CGvil) No(s).79/1997
1. Learned counsel for t he appl i cant is pernmitted to
withdraw the instant applications, with liberty to seek his renedy,
bef ore a conpetent adj udi catory forum i f t he appr ehensi ons
expressed by t he appl i cant, in t he i nst ant appl i cations, turn out
to be correct. He will al so have t he liberty to approach this

Court, in case he is so advised, in accordance with |aw.

. A Nos. 17, 23, 26, 29, 31, 76, 77 and 80 in Wit Petition(s)
(Civil) No(s).79/1997

2. This Court, on 13. 05. 2011, appoi nt ed a Conmittee headed

by Justice (Retd.) Mikul Midgal, a forner Chief Justice of the High

Court of Punj ab and Har yana, and conpri sing of Shri H. L. Baj aj ,

forner Chai r man of t he Central El ectricity Aut hority and a former
menber of the Appellate Tribunal for Electricity, so as to exam ne
t he st at us of t he cases rel ating to t heft of electricity, and to

make recommendat i ons wher eby adequat e measur es coul d be t aken to
prevent the theft of electricity.
3. The af orenent i oned Conmi ttee, appoi nt ed on 13. 05. 2011
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subnmitted its reconmendati ons on 18.12.2012

4. M. CGopal Subr amani um | ear ned Seni or Advocat e,

assi sting this Court as an am cus curi ae st ates, t hat t he pur pose
of filing t he i nst ant petition woul d be deened to have been

achieved if the recommendati ons nmade by the Conmittee, referred to
above, are adopted and i npl enment ed.

5. M.Ranjit Kumar , | ear ned Solicitor Gener al of I ndi a,

states, that the recommendati ons have been exani ned at the hi ghest

| evel , and a nunber of t he recomendat i ons have si nce been

i mpl enent ed. It is further af firned, t hat t he Gover nnent is
conmitted to give ef f ect to al | t he recomendat i ons made in t he
Report dated 18.12.2012.

6. In view of t he st at enment made to this Court, by t he

| ear ned Solicitor General , | ear ned am cus curi ae st ates, t hat

not hing further survives in this petition

7. In view of t he above, t he i nst ant petition is di sposed

of , in terns of t he st at enent made by t he Solicitor Gener al of
I ndi a.

8. Al t he pendi ng i nterlocutory appl i cations have been

rendered infructuous, and the sanme are di sposed of as such

......................... cJl.
(JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR)

.......................... J.
( Dr.D.Y. CHANDRACHUD )
NEW DELHI ;
APRI L 24, 2017.
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| TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON PI L(W

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
|.A Nos.17, 23, 26, 29, 31, 76, 77, 80, 86 & 87 in Wit Petition(s)
(Givil) No(s).79/1997
SURESH CHANDRA SHARMA Petiti oner (s)
VERSUS



CHAI RVAN, UPSEB & ORS Respondent ( s)
(For directions and exenption fromfiling OT. and office report)
Date : 24/04/2017 This application was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON&#39; BLE DR. JUSTI CE D. Y. CHANDRACHUD
Anicus Curiae (s) M. CGopal Subramani um Sr. Adv.

M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.

For Petitioner(s) M . d rdhar Upadhyay, Adv.

M.J.P. Tripathi, Adv.
M . A K Upadhyay, Adv.
M . Hari Shankar Saran, Adv.
M . Braham Si ngh, Adv.
M. R D. Upadhyay, Adv.
For Respondent(s) M.Ranjit Kumar, SG
M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.
Ms. I ndu M sra, Adv.
M. Suraj Singh, Adv.
Dr.(Ms.)Ri tu Bhardwaj, Adv.
M . Raj Bahadur, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar Jha, Adv.
M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.
M. Arvind Kumar Sharna, Adv.
M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.
M. Sudhir Kul shreshtha, Adv.
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M. T.N. Si ngh, Adv.
M. Vinay Garg, Adv.

M . Upendra M shra, Adv.
M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.
Ms. Binu Tanta, Adv.

M. Dhruv Tanta, Adv.
Ms. Niranjana Singh, Adv.
Ms. Suj ata Kurdukar, Adv.

Upon hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
I.A Nos.86 and 87 of 2017 in Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s).79/1997
Lear ned counsel for t he appl i cant is pernmtted to
withdraw the instant applications, with liberty to seek his remedy,
bef ore a conpetent adj udi catory forum i f t he appr ehensi ons
expressed made by the applicant, in the instant applications, turn
out to be correct. He will al so have t he liberty to appr oach

Court, in case he is so advised, in accordance with | aw.
I. A Nos. 17, 23, 26, 29, 31, 76, 77 and 80 in Wit Petition(s)
(Civil) No(s).79/1997

The i nst ant petition is di sposed of , in terms of t he
statenment made by the Solicitor General of India.
All t he pendi ng interlocutory appl i cations have been
rendered i nfructuous, and the sane are di sposed of as such.
( SATI SH KUMAR YADAV) ( RENUKA SADANA)

AR- CUM PS ASSI STANT REG STRAR

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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