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THE UTTAR PRADESH ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION
LUCKNOW
Petition No. 2374 of 2026

QUORUM
Hon'ble Shri Arvind Kumar, Chairman
Hon’ble Shri Sanjay Kumar Singh, Member

Hon’ble Shri Griesh Kumar Vaish, Member (Law)

IN THE MATTER OF

Revision Under Rule 3 (3) of the Work of Licensees Rules, 2006.

AND
IN THE MATTER OF

1. Naresh Kumar Yadav
Son of: Sh. Ram Khelawan
Resident of: House No0.8/217A,
Sector-8, Indira Nagar, Lucknow, U.P.

2. Pankaj fadav
Son of: Sh. Lala Ram Yadav
Resident of: House No0.3/133,
Mohalla: Sénjay Nagar, Amethi, Lucknow, U.P. .... Revisionists

Versus
1. District Magistrate, Lucknow
2. Managing Director, Uttar Pradesh Power Corporation Ltd.,
7t Floor, 14 Ashok Marg, Lucknow
3. Managing Director, Uttar Pradesh Power Transmission Corporation Ltd.,

7t Floor, 14 Ashok Marg, Lucknow

Satrikh Transmission Line, Lucknow.

m 4. Executive Engineer

S/

; >\ Electricity Transmission Division, Mohanlalganj,
&$
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5. Smt. Dharmavati,
wife of: Ramakant, resident of: Chand Saray,

Post-Gosaiganj, Distt-Lucknow. U.P. ... Respondents

THE FOLLOWING WAS PRESENT

1. Sh. Shailesh Yadav, Advocate, Revisionists

2. Sh. Suraj Kumar Yadav, EE, ETD-3, LKO, UPPTCL
3. Sh. Rahul Kumar Ojha, SDO, ETSD-I, BBK, UPPTCL
4, Sh. Krishna Kuma‘r, Manager, RSIPL

ORDER
(DATE OF HEARING: 13.08.2026)

1. The present Revision Petition has been filed seeking quashing/setting aside of
the Order dated 28.08.2023 passed by the District Magistrate, Lucknow under
Rule 3(2) of the Works of Licensees Rules, 2006. The Revisionists have made the

following prayers in the Petition:

(a) The impugned Order dated 28.08.2023 passed by the District Magistrate,

Lucknow be set aside/quashed in the interest of justice.

(b) Any other order or direction, which this Hon’ble Commission may deem fit

in favour of the Revisionists and against the respondents, be passed.
BRIEF FACTS OF THE PETITION

2. The Revisionists submitted that Revisionist No. 1, Sh. Naresh Kumar Yadav,
purchased a plot measuring 1000 sq. ft. out of Khasra No. 456, situated at Village
Sarai Karora, Pargana & Tehsil Mohanlalganj, District Lucknow, from Revisionist
No. 2, Sh. Pankaj Yadav, through a registered sale deed dated 07.03.2025,
registered as Book No. 1, Volume No. 18066, Pages 181-192, Serial No..7747
before Sub-Registrar Mohanlalganj, and the Revisionist No. 1's name is recorded

in the Khatauni.

S 3. Further, Revisionist No. 1, Sh. Naresh Kumar Yadav, purchased the said plot for
g /.

o

~\ .\ residential purposes for future family needs and construction of a residential
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) house has already been completed.
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Revisionist No. 2, Sh. Pankaj Yadav, purchased 0.253 hectares out of total land
measuring 0.451 hectares comprised in Khasra No. 456 in Village Sarai Karora,
Tehsil Mohanlalganj from Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati through registered

sale deeds at different times and has constructed a two-storey house thereon.

It has been submitted that Revisionist No. 2 Sh. Pankaj Yadav, also purchased
the land for future family use; however, Respondents No. 2, 3 and 4 (Managing
Director, UPPCL; Managing Director, UPPTCL; and Executive Engineer, Electricity
Transmission Division, Mohanlalganj) are trying to install poles/towers and take
the transmission line over the houses, which will create a large electromagnetic

field zone, posing danger to human life in future.

The Revisionists submitted that they came to know through reliable sources that,
in the construction of the 220 kV Barabanki-Satrikh Road transmission line
connected with 400 kV Mohanlalganj, the officials of the transmission cbrridor
are changing the original route after taking illegal benefits from other persons.
Earlier, the line was going about 600 feet east of the land of Respondent No. 5,
Smt. Dharmavati, but it has now been shifted towards the land of the

Revisionists. The land of Respondent No. 5 lying towards the east is still vacant.

The Revisionists also alleged that no prior survey notice or information regarding
the pl;oposed transmission line was given and that Respondents No. 2, 3 and 4
(UPPCL, UPPTCL and Executive Engineer, Electricity Transmission Division,
Mohanlalganj) are acting in violation of the Government of India circular dated

15.10.2015 by deviating from the original route.

It has been submitted that on 14.01.2026, some 4-5 persons claiming to be
officials of the transmission department came to the Revisionists' land and
started mérking locations for poles inside the boundary of the Revisionists'
property. When the Revisionists sought the original route chart, the officials
allegedly refused to provide the same and atterhpted to forcibly carry the line

through the Revisionists' land.

The Revisionists submitted that they had invested their hard-earned money in
the land for the future needs of their family and, if the line passes through the

land, the same would become unusable, causing irreparable loss.

. The Revisionists further submitted that Respondents No. 2 to 4 (UPPCL, UPPTCL

and Executive Engineer, Electricity Transmission Division, Mohanlalganj) have
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neither taken the consent of the Revisionists nor that of Respondent No. 5, Smt.
Dharmavati, nor provided compensation as per Government Order dated
06.09.2018. It has been contended that the impugned order is contrary to the
provisions of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 and government circulars issued

from time to time.

11. The Revisionists submitted that they as well as Respondent No. 5, Smt.
Dharmavati, had no knowledge of the impugned order. Therefore, the
Revisionists filed Writ Petition No. 887 of 2026 (Naresh Kumar Yadav and Others
vs. State of Uttar Pradesh and Others). During the hearing, when the original
route of the transmission line was called for by the Hon'ble High Court, Lucknow
from Opposite Party Nos. 3 and 4 (UPPTCL and Executive Engineer, Electricity
Transmission Division, Mohanlalganj), the Revisionists came to know of the
impugned order for the first time on 17.02.2026. It has been submitted that a
copy of the impugned order dated 20.08.2023 was produced before the Hon'ble
High Court by Opposite Party No. 3. Thereafter, information regarding the
impugned order was conveyed to Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati. However,
Respondent No. 5 was not granted sufficient opportunity to file objections despite
the fact that part of the land still remains under her possession and she had been

impleaded as Opposite Party No. 5.

12. The Revisionists submitted that they are the lawful owners and in possession of
part of Khasra No. 456 measuring 0.253 hectares and that the impugned order
violates their constitutional rights under Articles 14 and 300A of the Constitution
of India.

13. The Revisionists submitted that Respondents No. 2 to 4 (UPPCL, UPPTCL and
Executive Engineer, Electricity Transmission Division, Mohanlalganj) are acting
arbitrarily and in violation of the applicable rules by attempting to pass the

transmission line over the property of the Revisionists.

14. The Revisionists submitted that the impugned order dated 28.08.2023 is being
challenged on the basis of a photocopy obtained during the court proceedings,

% as the certified copy of the order could not be obtained from the concerned office.

%\)REPLY OF RESPOENDENT NO. 1 - DISTRICT MAGISTRATE, LUCKNOW
_ f DATED. 30.07.2026

Sy
N2 REGUIS
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The District Magistrate, Lucknow, submitted that upon conducting a site
inspection through the In-charge Sub District Magistrate, Tehsil Mohanlalganj, it
was observed that the under-construction house is located at a distance of
approximately 20 meters from the proposed tower centre line and about 14
meters from the nearest proposed conductor, which is adequate for a 220 kV
Double Circuit transmission line as per the prescribed minimum safety clearance
requirements. It was further observed that the angle towers preceding and
succeeding Tower Location No. AP 10/0 had already been completed in 2023,

whereas construction of the house commenced only in 2025.

The District Magistrate, Lucknow, further submitted that the transmission line is
being constructed in accordance with Section 164 of the Electricity Act, 2003 read
with Sections 10 to 16 of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885, after obtaining approval
from the competent authority and complying with the standards and procedures
prescribed by the Central Electricity Authority from time to time. Adequate safety
measures have also been incorporated in accordance with the prescribed

standards.

With regard to the project approvals, the District Magistrate, Lucknow, submitted
that the transmission line is being constructed pursuant to the approval of the
Government of Uttar Pradesh and the route survey approved by the competent

authority.

The District Magistrate, Lucknow, further submitted that Respondent No. 5, Smt.
Dharmavati, was aware of the transmission line project prior to commencement
of construction and had filed Writ Petition No. (C) 1645 of 2023 before the Hon'ble
High Court, Lucknow Bench. Pursuant to the directions of the Hon'ble High Court,
the matter was examined and permission for carrying out the line construction
work was granted vide Letter No. 1196/Line dated 28.08.2023.

Referring to the ownership history of the land, the District Magistrate, Lucknow,
submitted that the subject land was previously owned by Respondent No. 5, Smt.
Dharmavati, from whom Revisionist No. 1, Sh. Naresh Kumar Yadav, and
Revisionist No. 2, Sh. Pankaj Yadav, subsequently purchased the land. It was
reiterated that Smt. Dharmavati had challenged the transmission line before the
Hon'ble High Court and, pursuant to the directions issued therein, permission for
execution of the work was granted vide Letter No. 1196/Line dated 28.08.2023.
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20.

21.

22,

23,

24.

On the issue of compensation, the District Magistrate, Lucknow, submitted that
the present Revisionists had no ownership or interest in the land when the route
alignment was finalized and approved. Therefore, the question of payment of
compensation to them did not arise at that stage. It was further submitted that
no tower construction work has yet been permitted by the landowners at the site
and, consequently, any claim for compensation on account of alleged loss or

damage is premature.

The District Magistrate, Lucknow, further submitted that pursuant to the
directions of the Hon'ble High Court in Writ Petition No. (C) 1645 of 2023, Order
No. 1196/Line dated 28.08.2023 was issued and a copy thereof was dispatched
through registered post on 30.08.2023 vide Consignment No. EU077754360IN
to Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati.

In view of the above, the District Magistrate, Lucknow, prayed that the
allegations raised by the Revisionists are baseless and incorrect and that the

present Revision Petition deserves to be dismissed.
REPLY OF RESPONDENT NO.3 - UPPTCL, DATED. 06.06.2026

UPPTCL submitted that the present case pertains to Location No. AP 10/0 of the
under-construction 220 kV Barabanki-Satrikh Road Transmission Line (LILO at
400 kV Mohanlalganj Substation). It was further submitted that the current

progress of the transmission line is as follows:

a) Tower Foundation: 78/84

b) Tower Erection: 75/84

c) Transmission Line Conductor Stringing: 17.882/24.949 km.

According to UPPTCL, the under-construction house of the Revisionists is situated
at a distance of more than 10 meters from the proposed tower location, which is
adequate as per the applicable safety norms for a 220 kV transmission line.
UPPTCL further submitted that all adjacent angie towers had already been

completed in 2023, whereas construction of the house commenced only in 2025.

. UPPTCL further submitted that the transmission line is being constructed in

accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act, 2003, the Indian Telegraph
Act, 1885 and the regulations issued by the Central Electricity Authority, while

ensuring all requisite safety measures.
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26. With regard to the allegation of route deviation, UPPTCL submitted that the line
is being constructed after approval of the competent authority pursuant to
government sanction and approved survey. It was contended that the allegations
regarding change of route for personal gain are false and baseless. UPPTCL also
stated that another 220 kV transmission line is being constructed separately and
that the Revisionists are creating confusion by treating both lines as one in order

to obstruct the project work.

27. UPPTCL further submitted that Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati, the previous
owner of the land, was fully aware of the project and had filed Writ Petition No.
1645 of 2023 before the Hon'ble High Court, Lucknow Bench. Pursuant to the
directions of the Hon'ble High Court, the District Magistrate, Lucknow granted
permission for execution of the work vide Order No. 1196 dated 28.08.2023. It
was further contended that no unauthorized deviation from the approved route

has been made.

28. Referring to the ownership of the subject land, UPPTCL submitted that the land
was subsequently purchased by Revisionist No. 1, Sh. Naresh Kumar Yadav, and
Revisionist No. 2, Sh. Pankaj Yadav, from Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati.
UPPTCL further stated that the Revisionists had also filed Writ Petition No. C-887
of 2026, which was dismissed by the Hon'ble High Court on 17.02.2026. As
regards the site visit, it was submitted that départmental officials visited the
location on 04.04.2026 and not on 14.01.2026 as alleged by the Revisionists.

29. On the issue of consent and compensation, UPPTCL submitted that the
Revisionists were not owners of the land when the route was finalized and
approved and, therefore, their consent was not required. It was further submitted
that compensation under Government Order dated 06;09.2018 becomes payable

only upon occurrence of actual damage.

30. Lastly, UPPTCL submitted that the order dated 28.08.2023 passed by the District
Magistrate, Lucknow had been dispatched to Respondent No. 5, Smt.
Dharmavati, through registered post bearing Tracking No. EU077754360IN dated
30.08.2023. Accordingly, the plea regarding lack of knowledge of the said order

‘%\was sfated to be incorrect.

*

g/’REJoxNDER FILED ON REPLY OF DISTRICT MAGISTRATE, LUCKNOW
P so—<@’ DATED. 13.08.2026
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31.

32.

33.

The Revisionists submitted that Opposite Party No. 1 has admitted the contents
of paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Revision Petition and has acknowledged that the

Revisionists are the owners and occupants in possession of the disputed land.

The Revisionists submitted that the land bearing Khasra No. 456 situated in
Revenue Village Sarai Karora, Pargana and Tehsil Mohanlalganj, Lucknow has
been purchased by various persons in the form of residential plots and residential
activities are presently existing thereon. They further submitted that, although-
the District Magistrate, Lucknow has stated that the construction work was
completed in the year 2023, no tower has been erected by the Electricity
Department over the aforesaid Khasra number till date. The Revisionists
contended that the District Magistrate was fully aware of the lands through which
the proposed High-Tension line was to pass and, despite such knowledge, no
restriction was imposed on sale and purchase of the said plots. They further
submitted that the land was declared residential vide order dated 18.03.2026
passed under Section 80 of the Uttar Pradesh Revenue Code, 2006, and stamp
duty and registration charges were collected in respect of residential plots. They
argued that approval of the High-Tension line over Gata No. 456 despite such
circumstances is not acceptable and may result in accidents in future.
Accordingly, they prayed that the impugned order be set aside and reconsidered

in revision.

The Revisionists further submitted that transmission lines are laid under Section
164 of the Electricity Act, 2003 read with Sections 10 to 16 of the Indian
Telegraph Act, 1885, subject to approval of the competent authority and in
accordance with the standards and procedures prescribed by the Central
Electricity Authority, with due provisions for human safety. They, however,
contended that the competent authority, namely the District Magistrate,
Lucknow, even after the spot inspection conducted by the Sub-Divisional
Magistrate and prior to granting approval, did not pass any order regarding the
plots purchased over Gata No. 456 or compensation for safety and loss. The
Revisionists further submitted that if approval had been granted for laying the
High Tension line, the concerned authorities ought to have acquired the land in
accordance with law. Instead, they alleged that the authorities are seeking to lay
the line forcibly pursuant to the impugned order. They therefore prayed for

reconsideration of the matter, fresh spot inspection, examination of records, and
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passing of an appropriate order keeping in view Article 21 of the Constitution of

India.

34. The Revisionists further submitted that Smt. Dharmavati is an illiterate person
with no legal knowledge and had approached the Hon'ble High Court for
protection against the laying of the High-Tension line over her land. They further
submitted that no notification or public notice regarding the proposed High-
Tension line was issued by the District Magistrate, Lucknow, pursuant to the
directions of the Hon'ble High Court. Consequently, \)arious persons purchaséd
residential plots in the area and residential activities presently exist on the
disputed land. The Revisionists therefore suggested that the High-Tension line
may be diverted towards the eastern side and laid over the remaining land of

Smt. Dharmavati which is still available.

35. The Revisionists further submitted that District Magistrate, Lucknow has admitted
that no work relating to the construction of towers has been permitted till date.
They submitted that various persons are presently recorded as tenure-holders in
the revenue records, whose permission is necessary and who are entitled to

compensation.

36. The Revisionists submitted that although Opposite Party No. 1 has disagreed with
paragraph 11 of the Revision Petition, the State Government and the Government
of India continue to modify their orders from time to time in view of changing
circumstances. They therefore prayed that the District Magistrate, Lucknow be
directed to conduct a fresh spot inspection and examination of records and

thereafter submit a fresh report after reconsidering the matter.

37. The Revisionists alleged that the employees and officers of the Electricity
Department are attempting to forcibly install the electric line and poles without

acquisition of land.

38. The Revisionists further submitted that officials of the District Magistrate,
Lucknow have informed them on several occasions that the relevant records/files

are not available.

39. The Revisionists denied the contents of paragraph 16 of the reply and submitted

{@@ that, if any of the Revisionists has challenged the order dated 28.08.2023 before
3: any other court, the same should be placed on record by Opposite Party No. 1.
Q@ Additional Submissions

4
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40. The Revisionists further submitted that, in the interest of justice, a report
regarding the present status of the matter and relevant records be called for from
the District Magistrate, Lucknow and, thereafter, the present Revision Petition be
heard and decided.

HEARING DATED. 13.08.2026

41. Sh. Shailesh Yadav, Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the Revisionists,
submitted that although UPPTCL had finalized the proposal for construction of the
transmission line in the year 2023, it has not clarified whether any notification or
publication was made with respect to the lands over which the line was proposed
to pass. He submitted that Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati, had earlier
challenged the alignment before the Hon’ble High Court and, thereafter, the
District Magistrate, Lucknow conducted an inspection of the site. He contended
that the subject land is residential land and that the transmission line cannot be
routed over such land. He further submitted that the proposed tower is being
installed on the land of the Revisionists. It was also submitted that the plot
presently has a boundary wall and the District Magistrate has acknowledged the

land as residential in nature.

He further submitted that a portion of the adjoining land belonging to Smt.
Dharmavati measuring about 40 feet remains vacant and requested that the
transmission line be shifted through that portion. He also prayed that UPPTCL be
directed to place on record the original proposal and alignment of the

transmission line.

42. Sh. Suraj Kumar Yadav, Executive Engineer, UPPTCL, submitted that no change
has been made in the approved route alignment of the transmission line. He
stated that only one residential house has been constructed on the subject land
and the remaining area has merely been plotted. He further submitted that the
house is situated at a distance of more than 20 meters from the proposed tower
centre line which is well within the prescribed safety norms for a 220 kV

transmission line.

He further submitted that, as stated in the reply filed by UPPTCL, the adjacent

preceding and succeeding towers have already been erected and substantial

Lprogress of the transmission line has been completed, |nc|ud|ng foundation,

/. < tower erection and conductor stringing work. Therefore, any change in the
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43.

44,

45.

approved alignment at this stage is neither technically feasible nor practicable.
He reiterated that the transmission line is being constructed strictly in accordance
with the approved route survey and applicable statutory provisions, and no
unauthorized deviation has been undertaken. He also submitted that, in terms of
the powers conferred under the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 read with Section
164 of the Electricity Act, 2003, no acquisition of land is required for erection of

transmission towers or laying of transmission lines.
Commission’s View

The Revisionists have challenged the Order dated 28.08.2023 passéd by the
District Magistrate, Lucknow under Rule 3(2) of the Works of Licensees Rules,
2006, whereby permission was granted for execution of the transmission line
work. The Revisionists have contended that the proposed 220 kV transmission
line is being taken over’their residential property, that the route alignment has
been altered from the originally approved route, and that no consent or
compensation has been provided to them. They have further sought quéshing of
the impugned order and requested that the transmission line be shifted through

the adjoining vacant land.

Upon consideration of the pleadings, replies, rejoinder submissions and
arguments advanced during the hearing, the Commission is required to examine
whether the impugned Order dated 28.08.2023 suffers from any illegality,
irregularity or infirmity warranting interference in revision. The Commission is
also required to consider whether the allegations regarding route deviation,
absence of consent, requirement of land acquisition, and routing of the

transmission line over the Revisionists' land are sustainable in law.

In order to examine the aforesaid issues, it is necessary to first consider the
findings recorded in the impugned Order dated 28.08.2023 passed by the District
Magistrate, Lucknow. The relevant extracts of the said order are reproduced

hereunder:

“Sui Geal @ W & [ Godo GGV STAAT BINGNTIA fofo, oidTe GV [ATITT
[FfEfiT 220 Bodlo FINITHI—EARET VIS GRTT AT BT 400,220,/ 132 Hodlo SUPZ
ST, T&TH GV chlcll s+ &1 [F410 T&Td 57795 & FIsTeleiiol Uq SI—91%
far T vEr 81 9% g wIedid fAga SEaE 2003 @ &1%T 68 (RN eirge) Ter
ENT—164 TYIBT NAT TV SEAFIT—1885 GFT—3 & la g7l il ¥&l &/

Page 11 of 15
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T8 5 9V fAgT SfRfATT—2003 B €164 B FIVT [3gT fHFT & UNTTT g B
VI P o7y SAITTE gl Bl T §G HINAIT TR STETTIH—1885 I3 BI IV
F ST SAUTE JRFERG] B HET B BT AT HXT BY SAFET fFAr TIAT 8/
TV STEFTT—1885 HTT—3 & HIGET BT SYINT FHel &/

TE 1o BUvrH 0T TET P [FA F GEIRIT T B ARG GRIET ~gTaT g @ &
forer gv @i @7 999 F1F AT ST SIUNETd & T Giled H olddd oiIE P
AIETAITIT UF [ 9o & G & &7 4 @iRa e & ieTa Juaargyl va
[Fafer fagT sqld AT YT P eIy SligT T ST [ ST ST e d & g
rav 10,/0 & SFI-H8 T4l &IV @ TIVTeT Sia¥l @7 99/ Frd o 197 o gar & forer
FIRYT THAB] VT GVl & GICTT g & STgAlNeT Gva@y 7 fafsd IrEl @1 44 uv efav
&I T, X @d O & SR 81 Big 3oy SyciaT T8 8

TG Ho Tz ~IIerd EIRT 139 T 9919 & SIg9rer aoiT STled 4 #rd & 78 &l eqrT
4 ¥vgd gv IrEl SiFdl galad] & geraeT @@ 27.05.2023 B [T @G §Y Go¥o TIaY
STNIAET BINGNTT folo &1 TEHIT—HIBTATTITS ST TTH—RIT BYRT H Q9T
TBIT T 10,0 ¢ [FFEAT 220 Podflo FNEH-TIRG VIS GRYT ST P
400,220 /132 PO SYD=T TSI, TG GV oflcll oligT & BIevavd &Hre. cid
Pl G FXT VT HUSTSY & G b Hd B JIRA BN 5 I S AISHN] G 2006
H [AfRT grgErEl @ ded SigHld HeTT @ Wil 81 §9 TR d pue S9! eEiad al
ITETRE T 2023 (1) / FIET $1-3—2018 [&71% 06 RIawv 2018 @& g9IeTT § €IV
g9 & HF P YT BT GIbeT ¥ 9 85 FIT VT B P GG [FIAGER ]F &4
TFHIN Hlo B%awma%ﬁvfaﬁwzgmzoza P SgUITT H HBYT Bl TAGIRT
faveaiRa fasar Grar &/ "

46, The Commission notes from the records as well as the Order dated 28.08.2023

passed by the District Magistrate, Lucknow that the subject transmission line is
being constructed under the provisions of Section 164 of the Electricity Act, 2003
read with Sections 10 to 16 of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 pursuant to the
route survey duly approved by the competent authority. The District Magistrate
recorded that the approved alignment represented minimum feasible route for
execution of the project and that the angle towers preceding and succeeding the
disputed tower location had already been erected and substantial progress of the
transmission line had been achieved. In view of the approved route alignment,
the stage of completion of the project, the technical and safety considerations
involved and the impracticability of altering the alignment after construction of
the adjoining towers, the District Magistrate concluded that shifting or changing
the route at that stage was neither technically feasible nor practicable
\ Accordingly, permission was granted for execution of the transmission line work

under the applicable statutory framework.
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47. In light of the submissions made by the Revisionists and upon examination of the
material available on record, the Commission finds that the following issues arise

for consideration in the present matter:

a) Whether the allegation of the Revisionists that the approved route
alignment of the transmission line has been altered or deviated from the
originally approved route is substantiated by the material available on
record.

b) Whether the erection of the proposed transmission tower and passing of
the transmission line over the subject land is in conformity with the
applicable safety standards and minimum clearance requirements
prescribed for a 220 kV transmission line.

c) Whether the consent of the Revisionists was required for carrying out the
transmission line works and whether the absence of such consent renders

the impugned order unsustainable.

d) Whether the contention of the Revisionists regarding compulsory
acquisition of land and shifting of the transmission line to an alternative
route is sustainable under the applicable statutory framework governing

transmission line construction.

48. The above issues are discussed and dealt with in the succeeding paragraphs,

issue-wise.
Issue - (a

49. The Commission notes that the Revisionists have not produced any documentary
evidence on record to substantiate their allegation that the approved route
alignment of the transmission line has been altered or deviated. The Revisionist
No. 2 had purchased the subject land measuring 0.253 hectares out of Khasra
No. 456 from Respondent No. 5, Smt. Dharmavati, through registered sale deeds
executed at different points of time and, thereafter, sold a part of the said land
measuring 1000 sq. ft. to Revisionist No. 1 through a registered sale deed dated
07.03.2025. The Commission also notes from the replies filed by UPPTCL and the

. District Magistrate, Lucknow that the angle towers preceding and succeeding
ad%\ Tower Location No. AP 10/0 had already been constructed in the year 2023 and
3" the route alignment of the transmission line had been finalized and approved
g much prior to the purchase of the land by the Revisionists. It has further been
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50.

51.

brought on record that the residential construction was undertaken by Revisionist

No. 1 only in the year 2025.

In these circumstances, the Commission finds that the approved route alignment
and the transmission project were already in existence when the Revisionists
acquired the subject land and undertook cohstruction thereon. While the
Revisionists have stated that they came to know of the impugned order only
subsequently, the material on record does not establish that the approved route
alignment itself was altered after grant of approval. The Commission further
notes that the impugned Order itself records that the approved alignment
represents the minimum feasible route for execution of the project. The
Commission therefore finds no merit in the contention that the transmission line

has been diverted from its approved alignment.
Issue - (b

The Commission further notes that the District Magistrate, Lucknow, upon
considering the site inspection report, recorded that the proposed tower location
and conductor alignment maintain the prescribed safety clearances applicable to
a 220 kV transmission line. The Commission also notes that the angle towers on
either side of the disputed location had already been erected and substantial
progress of the transmission line project had been achieved. In such
circumstances, the conclusion of the District Magistrate that any alteration in the
approved alignment would not be technically feasible or practicable cannot be
faulted.

Issue - (c

The Commission observes that UPPTCL has been conferred the powers of the
Telegraph Authority under Section 164 of the Electricity Act, 2003. Consequently,
the provisions of Section 10 of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 govern the
execution of transmission works. Under the said provisions, the Telegraph
Authority is empowered to place and maintain transmission lines and towers over
immovable property without obtaining prior consent of the landowner. The
statute only mandates that the authority shall cause as little damage as possible
and pay compensation for any damage sustained. Accordingly, the Commission

finds that no prior permission or consent of the Revisionists was legally required
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for carrying out the transmission works in the present case. The District

Magistrate has provided for the compensation in the impugned Order.
Issue - (d

52. The Commission also finds no substance in the contention that acquisition of land
was mandatory prior to construction of the transmission line. The powers
exercised by UPPTCL flow from Section 164 of the Electricity Act, 2003 read with
the provisions of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885, which do not contemplate
acquisition of land for erection of transmission towers or laying of transmission
lines. The statutory right conferred on Transmission Licensee (UPPTCL) is only a
right of user, subject to payment of compensation for damage, wherever
admissible in accordance with law. Accordingly, the plea that the transmission
line cannot be laid without acquisition of the land is misconceived and
unsustainable. On the basis of submissions of parties, this conclusion of District
Magistrate cannot be disputed that the alteration in the approved alignment is

also not technically feasible.

53. In view of the above findings, the Commission is of the considered opinion that
the impugned Order dated 28.08.2023 passed by the District Magistrate,
Lucknow does not suffer from any illegality. The contentions raised by the

Revisionists are devoid of merit and are rejected accordingly.

54. The Revision is dismissed.

o Basyen

- (Griesh Kumar Vaish) (Sanjay Kumar Singh) (Arvind Kumar)
Member (Law) Member Chairman

Place: Lucknow
Dated: 25.08.2026
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