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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.15614/1998

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/08/1996 in CSA 776/93

of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JODHPUR)

RAJ. RAJYA VI DYUT PRASARAN NI GAM LTD. &ANR
VERSUS
KALI & ORS.
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( Wth Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP )
(

For Final Disposal )
Wth

SLP( C) No. 15332/ 1998, SLP( C) No. 17727/ 2000, SLP( C) No. 17731/ 2000

Petitioner (s)

Respondent (s)

Date : 21/03/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE K. T. THOVAS
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETHI
For Petitioner (s) Sushi |l Kumar Jain, Adv.
AP Dhanija, Adv.
Anj ali Doshi, Adv.

M.
M.

Shobha, Adv. for

Vs
For Respondent (s) Ms.
Ms K L. Mhta & Co., Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

SLP(C) 17727/ 2000@@
660000006660 00000

Thi s Special Leave Petition has been filed by the

State of Rajasthan in challenge of the decision
Division Bench of the Hi gh Court of Rajasthan

2.8.1996. There was a delay of 942 days in filing
SLP. The reason shown for the enornous delay is
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of a
dat ed

this
t hat

some other party (Electricity Board) had noved an
application for review before the H gh Court and

Review Petition was disnissed. There is no
expl anation except the usual delay which occur

in

t hat

ot her

t he

various offices of the State Governnent. The State of
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Raj ast han cannot take unbrage under a review filed by any
other party. Adnittedly the State of Rajasthan has not
filed a Review Petition before the High Court hence the
State of Rajasthan cannot cause such a long delay on the
ground that sonmebody el se’'s review petition was pending
in the High Court. Looking at the delay fromthat angle
there is total absence of any explanation, nuch Iess
satisfactory explanation, for the |ong delay of 942 days
in filing this SLP. We, therefore, dismss t he
application for condonation of delay. Consequently the
SLP is al so di sm ssed.

SLP(C) 17731/ 2000 @@

(6000600060006 006;

Del ay condoned.

This SLP is filed against the order of the
Division Bench of the High Court disnissing the Review
Petition filed by the Rajasthan Electricity Board. The
State of Rajasthan has not filed any review petition and
therefore they cannot be deemed to be aggrieved by the
decision in the Review Petition filed by the Electricity
Boar d. Accordingly this SLP is also dism ssed.
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SLP(C) 15614 & 15332/ 1998@@
(CCCCOCCCCCOCCCCCCOCCCCCC

Del ay condoned.

The Rajasthan State Electricity Board has filed
these two SLPs in challenge of a decision of the Division
Bench of the High Court. W are told and we notice that
no liability has been cast on the petitioner Board as per
t he i mpugned j udgnent . Lear ned counsel for t he
respondent al so submitted that Board has not been mnul cted
with the liability of the anmount covered by the judgnent.
Accordingly we dismss these SLPs.

We nake it clear that question of law raised wll
remain open so far as any other claimant for benefit of
the Schene involved, is concerned.

Hemal at ha (HK Bhati a)
Court Master



