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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9365/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/12/2011 in WPMB

No. 12858/ 2011 of The H GH COURT OF ALLAHABAD, BENCH AT LUCKNOW

ASHOK KUMAR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ANR Respondent ( s)

(VYFhfﬁppln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and prayer for interim

relie

Dat e: 30/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Thi s petition is directed agai nst order dat ed
22.12. 2011 passed by the Division Bench of the Allahabad
Hi gh Court, wher eby t he petitioner’s chal | enge to t he
conmuni cation dated 19.11. 2011 sent by Executive Engi neer
Ur ban El ectricity Di stribution Di vi si on, Lucknow,
Madhyanchal Vidyut Vitran Nigam Ltd., was di sm ssed.

At t he heari ng, we poi nt ed out to the | ear ned

counsel for the petitioner that the wit petition filed by
his client was m sconceived and the sane shoul d have been
di smissed at the threshold because he had failed to avai
the statutory alternative renedy of appeal avail abl e under
Section 127 of the Electricity Act, 2003. Thereupon, the

| ear ned counsel made a request t hat hi s client may be



permitted to wi t hdr aw t he speci al | eave petition
liberty to avail alternative remedy of appeal.
The request of the | earned counsel is accepted and
the special |leave petition is disnmissed as withdrawn with
liberty in ternms of the prayer nmade.
However, it is made clear that liberty given to the
petitioner shall not be construed as a mandate of this Court
to t he Appel | ate Aut hority to condone t he del ay in

filing of appeal or to allow the sane on nerits.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master
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