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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM PRESENT: THE
HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.SURENDRA MOHAN TUESDAY, THE1T DAY
OF APRIL201411TH CHAITHRA, 1936 WP(C).No. 7946 of 2014 (P)
--------------------------- PETITIONER: ----------- SALEEM M.l. S/O.IBRAHIM,
PALLIMEDU, KUTHIRAPPARA  P.O.KUNISSERY  ALATHUR  TALUK,
PALAKKAD-678 681. BY ADVS.SRIL.G.HARIHARAN  SRI.PRAVEEN.H.
RESPONDENT(S): -------------- 1. THE ASSISTANT EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
KERALA STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD ELECTRICAL SUB DIVISION,
ALATHUR PALAKKAD DISTRICT-678 541.

2. REVENUE DIVISIONAL OFFICER PALAKKAD - 678 001.

3. THENKURUSSI GRAMA PANCHAYAT THENKURIRISS, PALAKKAD
DISTRICTI-678 681. R BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI SHYSON
P.MANGUZHA R BY SRIL.SAJEEVKUMAR K.GOPAL,SC,KSEB THIS WRIT
PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ONO0104-2014, THE
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COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING: WP(C).No. 7946 of
2014 (P)  =--meeemeemeeeeeeeeeeeeee- APPENDIX  PETITIONER(S)" EXHIBITS
----------------------- EXT.P1 - TRUE COPY OF THE DOCUMENT NO.3505/2011 OF
SRO, KUZHALMANNAM. EXT.P2 - TRUE COPY OF THE BASIC TAX RECEIPT
DATED1601-2012 ISSUED BY THE4H RESPONDENT. EXT.P3 - TRUE COPY
OF THE DOCUMENT NO.2589/2008 OF SRO, KUZHALMANNAM EXECUTED IN
FAVOUR OF THE PREDECESSOR IN INTEREST OF THE PETITIONER.
EXT.P4 - TRUE COPY OF THE FEASIBILITY CERTIFICATE DATED2811-2012
ISSUED BY THEL1T RESPONDENT. EXT.P5 - TRUE COPY OF THE
INTIMATION DATED1910-2013 ISSUED BY THE SECRETARY, THENKURISSI
GRAMA PANCHAYAT ALONG WITH A COPY OF THE DECISION OF THE
LOCAL MONITORING COMMITTEE OF THENKURISSI GRAMA PANCHAYAT
IN ITS MEETING HELD ON2009-2012. EXT.P6 - TRUE COPY OF THE RECEIPT
DATED1911-2013 ISSUED BY THE ALATHUR BRANCH OF FEDERAL BANK
FOR RS.2,00,000/- ON PLEDGE OF GOLD ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER.
EXT.P7 - TRUE COPY OF THE RECEIPT DATED2012-2013 ISSUED BY THE
ALATHUR BRANCH OF FEDERAL BANK FOR RS.89,000/- ON PLEDGE OF
GOLD ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER. EXT.P8 - TRUE COPY OF
RECEIPT DATEDO0205-2013 ISSUED BY THE VICTORIA COLLEGE ROAD
BRANCH OF STATE BANK OF INDIA, PALAKKAD BRNACH FOR RS.1,75,000/-
ON PLEDGE OF GOLD ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER. EXT.P9 - TRUE
COPY OF THE RECEIPT DATED94-2013 ISSUED BY THE ERIMAYUR
BRANCH OF STATE BANK OF INDIA FOR RS.94,000/- ON PLEDGE OF GOLD
ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER. EXT.P10 - TRUE COPY OF RECEIPT
DATED2712-2013 ISSUED BY THE ALATHUR BRANCH OF MANAPPURAM
FINANCE LIMITED FOR RS.14,000/- ON PLEDGE OF GOLD ORNAMENTS BY
THE PETITIONER. EXT.P11 - TRUE COPY OF RECEIPT DATED298-2013
ISSUED BY THE ALATHUR BRANCH OF MANAPPURAM FINANCE LIMITED
FOR RS.30,000/- ON PLEDGE OF GOLD ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER.
EXT.P12 - TRUE COPY OF THE RECEIPT DATED2712-2013 ISSUED BY THE
ALATHUR BRANCH OF MANAPPURAM FINANCE LIMITED FOR RS.17,000/-
ON PLEDGE OF GOLD ORNAMENTS BY THE PETITIONER. RESPONDENT(S)'
EXHIBITS ---------mmmmmmmemeee NIL. /TRUE COPY/ P.S TO JUDGE K.SURENDRA



MOHAN, J.

----------------------------------------------------- W.P(c) N0.7946 of 2014-P
---------------------------------------------------- Dated this the 1st April, 2014

JUDGMENT

The complaint of the petitioner is that, he has not been granted an electric
connection though he had sought for the same on 28.11.2012. The petitioner had
purchased an item of property in the year 2011. He has constructed an industrial
shed in his property for the manufacture of paper pulp products. Though he had
submitted an application for the grant of an electric connection, he complains that
the same has not been provided so far. Standing Counsel for the Kerala State
Electricity Board appears for the 1st respondent. According to Advocate Sajeev
Kumar K.Gopal, the application of the petitioner is not in the prescribed format.
Therefore, he has been directed to submit an application in the proper form. He
has also to pay the necessary fees for the charges of infrastructure development.
The 1st respondent is ready to process his application if the above formalities are
complied with. W.P(c) No.7946 of 2014-P22. The learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that the petitioner is ready and willing to comply with the said formalities.
In view of the above submission, this Writ Petition is disposed of directing the
petitioner to comply with the conditions stipulated by the 1st respondent and
further directing the 1st respondent to process the application of the petitioner and
to pass necessary orders for providing electric connection to the petitioner on his
complying with the conditions stipulated. Sd/- (K.SURENDRA MOHAN, JUDGE)
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