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orsus-
1. Jharkhand State Blectricity Board, Ranchi.
2. General Manager-cum-Chief Engineer, Jamshedpur Area Electricity Board, J5.E.
Jamshedpur.
3, Electrical Superintending Fngineer, Electric Supply Circle, 5.5 B, Chaibasy
4, Flecirical Executive Engineer (Commerce & Wevenue), Chaibasa Electric Supply
Circle, J.5.E.B., Chaibasa,
5. Iharkhand State Electricity Regulatory Commission through its Secretary, Ranchi.

Respondents,

Lid., Jamshedpur, Dist Singhbhum Eas

Petitioner 1. :
'-n:\' A4t ,3

CORAM: - HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE DLG.R. PATHAR.

Far the Petitioner <= Mg M. 5. Mitial, 5, K.Deo
& Warsha Remisana, Advocates,
For the Respondent-) S.E.1B3, - Mr. Rajesh Shankar, Addvocate,

V2T 1.200% Heard the learned counsel [or the partie.
2z The main controversy mised by the petitioner, in this writ application, is o

the refusal of the Respondent-Board o grant the pelitiones Load Factor Rebale 1o
which the petitioner claims ta be entitled even according o the tarifT, which was issued in
Drecember, 2003 and made elfective from 01012004

i M. Mittl, learned counsel or the petitioner explains that the petitioner is
an T, Conswmer and aceording o the Tarifl applicable in the petitionee’s cise, he wis
entited 1o receive Voltage Rebate as well as Load Factor Rebate

4. The gricvance ol the petiticner is that the Respondents have though
conceded o grant the Voltage rebate bul had refused 1w grant the Load Factor Rebate on
the alleged ground thai the petitioner was in arrears of paymcnl of the dues, Learned
counsel explains that as a matter of fact, the Respondents had raised a supplementary bill,
which was disputed by the petitioner. Since the dispute was not resolved at the fevel of
the concerned authorities of the Respondents, the petitioner had filed a writ application
befare this Court, challenging the supplementary bills, The writ application was disposed
af by this Court vide W.I%. (C) Mo, 2485 of 2006. Being agerieved, the petitioner harl
chalienged the final order, passed by the Single Judae of this Court in the aforesid writ
application. The matter was agitated before the Division Bench of this Court amd whilc
disposing of the [F.A the Division Bench ef thiz Court had directed the GO _-cume

Chiel Engineer, Jamshedpir Area Electricity Doarc 1o pass final order of assessment i

Ea respeet w the dispute mised by the petitioner, Iy giving early hearing of the matler
Learned counsel explaing tha earlier, when the petitioner bl Tiles!
the writ application before this Court vide WP (L) Mo, 2485 ol 2006, pursuant Lo an
interim Diecetion of s Count, the petitioner had deposited Rupees Ten lakhs with the
Kespondents which wis (o be set of U against e lizhility of the petitioner and upon such
deposit, the electric connection which was earlier disconnected, was restored. Learned
counsel adds further that since the amount of the iisputed supplementary bill remained

unpaid on account ol he dispute and the pavment of the remaining amount, 1o the
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therefore, it cannot be deemned that the amount remaining, unpaid, is amount remaining n
arrears and thereby disentitling the petitioner from the Rebale to which it would have
otherwise been entitled under the Tarifl

5. 1earned connsel for the Respondent-Board, on the ofher hand would wam
1o clarify that the bill as referred to by the petilioncr, is in fact, not a supplementary bill.
Rather, it was 4 hill hased on an assessment, puesuant 1o detection of thefi of electnc
energy. The petitioner had disputed the amount of bill and had Fled the wit application
vide WP {C) No. 2485 of 2006, The writ application was disposed af with a direction Lo
the petitioncr to prefer the statutory alternative remedy ef appeal. Against the arder of the
Single Beneh af this Court, the petitioner had preferred the Appeal. The Division Bench
while dispasing of the L.P.A., had directed the G.M -cum-Chiel ngineer, W consider the
dispme raised by the petiioner in respect of the alorcmentioned assessment and pass a
final order of assessment. Learned counsel contends that the petitioner therefore, cannm
arglie that he has obtained any onder of stay of payment of the remaining amount and that
no arvears are pending against the petitioner.

. lirom the rival submissions, as it appears, the supplementary bill was
raised against the petitioner on the basis of an assessment made pursuant to detection of
the alleged thelt of clectric energy, The bill so raised, has been disputed by the petitioner
and this dispute s still subjudice. As it appears, the bill raised on the basis of the
assessmen [or 2 sum of Rs.63,07,5000- is deemed to have been set aside by the Division
Lench of this Court in the LA, Mo, 199 of 2007, Admittedly, the petitioner has already
deposited 2 sum ol Rupees Ten Lakhs where afier, the clecirie connection i his premises
was restored. [ is apparent therefore, that Gl a final assessiment s made by the G.M.-
cum-Chiel Engineer 1o whom the matter was remited by the order of the Division Bench
in the LA it has 1o be decned that after the date of passing of the order in the L%AL
i arrears s pending against the petitioner.

7. In this view of the maiter, the Respondents should reconsider as o
whether the petitioner is entitled w the Load Tacler Rebate as per the Tarfl. The
Respondents shall therefore. consider the petitioncr’s claim For grant of Load Factor
Rehate in view of the et that, afior the date of order passed in the LA no amount of
arrears is due against the petitioner. The Respondents shall, however I at liberty o lake
any appropriate decision on the basis of the final onder passed by the G -cum-Chiel
Engincer, Jamshedpnr Area Eleetricity Board on the final assessment made by him. Such
action shall be taken with elfect from the date ol the decision passed by the G.M.-cum-
Chiel Engineer, Jamshedper Area Electricity Board.

8. With these observations, this writ spplication stands disposed ol

1, Let a copy of this order be given to the leamed counsel for the

[t espondent - Board,

Sd[/— D" G- R PadmaiK, .
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