
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE V.CHITAMBARESH 

THURSDAY, THE 21ST DAY OF MAY 2015/31ST VAISAKHA, 1937

WP(C).No. 11031 of 2014 (D) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER(S):
-----------------

  A.V. SARADA,  AGED 80 YEARS
  W/O K.RAMACHANDRAN, RESIDING AT CHANDERA, MANIYAT POST
  THRIKARIPUR (VIA), KASARGOD DISTRICT.

  BY ADVS.SRI.S.M.PRASANTH
                   SMT.ASHA BABU
                   SMT.AMMU CHARLES

RESPONDENT(S):
------------------

          1. THE ADDITIONAL DISTRICT MAGISTRATE
    KASARAGOD-671 121.

          2. THE KERALA STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD
    REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY, VYDHUTHY BHAVAN, PATTOM
    THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695 004.

          3. THE ASSISTANT EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
    ELECTRICAL SUB DIVISION, KSEB, PILICODE-671 353.

          4. PAVOOR CHIRI
    CHANDERA, MANIYAT POST, THRIKARIPUR (VIA)
    KASARAGOD DISTRICT-671310.

  R2  &  3  BY ADV. SRI.SAJEEVKUMAR K.GOPAL,SC,KSEB
  R BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.GIKKU JACOB. 

       THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD  ON  
    21-05-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 11031 of 2014 (D) 
----------------------------

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS 
----------------------------

EXHIBIT P1: TRUE COPY OF ORDER NO.D5/29040/2013/D DATED...12/2013 ISSUED 
BY THE IST RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT P2: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE PETITIONER 
BEFORE THE 1ST RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT P3: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION DATED 14.2.2014 SUBMITTED BY
THE PETITIONER BEFORE THE 3RD RESPONDENT.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS  :  NIL. 
------------------------------

//TRUE COPY//

P.S. TO JUDGE. 



 V.CHITAMBARESH, J.
 ---------------------

W.P (C) No.11031 of 2014 
 ---------------------

Dated this the 21st day of May, 2015

J U D G M E N T

Ext.P1 order passed by the Additional District

Magistrate  is  impugned.   The  same  pertains  to  the

drawing  of  electricity  supply  line  to  the  fourth

respondent.  Ext.P1 order itself says as follows:-

“KSEB  has  the  liberty  to  shift  the

existing  post  to  reduce  inconvenience

to  the  Respondent  or  loss  of

improvements to him.”

The  petitioner  has  in  this  regard  submitted  Ext.P3

representation with the  third respondent.  The  same

deserves to be dealt with in accordance with the Works

of Licensees Rules, 2006. The petitioner as well as the

fourth respondent shall be put on notice and heard.

Final orders shall be passed  by the third respondent

within a period of two months. 

The Writ Petition is disposed of. 

 

           Sd/-
      V.CHITAMBARESH,

  Judge. 

nj.


