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1. We have heard the learned advocates for either
of the parties.

2. The challenge to the adjudication order was
rejected by the learned writ court on the ground that
the appellant should have availed the alternate remedy.

3. We find no error in the observations made by
the learned writ court.

4. Therefore, we are not inclined to interfere with
the order.

5. However, we do not propose to foreclose the
rights of the appellant.

6. Therefore, while affirming the order passed in
the writ petition liberty is granted to the appellant to

file a statutory appeal before the appellate authority



and if such appeal is filed within a period of 60 days
from the date of receipt of the server copy of this order,
the appellate authority shall entertain the appeal and
not reject the same on the ground of limitation.

7. It is made clear that the court has not gone
into the merits of the matter and it will be well open to
the appellant to raise all questions of fact and law
before the appellate authority.

8. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed of.

(T. S. SIVAGNANAM)
CHIEF JUSTICE
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