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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.22450 of 2014  

=========================================================== 

Shankar Singh Son of Raghunandan Prasad, Resident of Thakurbari Road, 

Nima, P.S. Bihta, District- Patna, Proprietor of Aryan Industrial Training 

Institute. 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The Bihar State Electricity Board through its Chairman, Vidyut Bhawan, 

Bailey Road, Patna.   

2. The Executive Engineer, Rural Electricity Supply Division, Phulwari Sharif, 

Patna.   

3. The Assistant Engineer, Rural Electricity Supply Division, Phulwari Sharif, 

Patna.   

4. The Junior Engineer, Rural Electricity Supply Division, Phulwari Sharif, 

Patna.   

....   ....  Respondents 

=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner            :      None 

For the Respondents       :     Mr. Vinay Kirti Singh, Sr. Advocate.  

                Mr. Akhileshwar Singh, Advocate. 

=========================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 25-10-2018 

 

 The present writ petition has been filed for the 

following reliefs – 

“(i)  For issuance of proper writ in the nature of writ of 

mandamus commanding and directing the respondent 

authorities to restore the commercial electric connection 

to the premises of the petitioner which has been 

disconnected by the respondent authorities as the 

petitioner has already deposited the entire amount as per 

the bill supplied by the respondent.  

(ii)  For further direction to the respondent authorities to 

exonerate the petitioner from any criminal/civil liability. 

(iii)  For any other relief(s) for which this Hon’ble Court 

deem fit and proper.  

2.  As none appeared on behalf of the petitioner, the 
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matter was passed over for a few cases.  However, on repeat call, the 

petitioner was again not represented.  

3.  Learned counsel for the respondent-Power 

Company submits that the petitioner is not entitled to the reliefs sought and the electric connection was not restored to the petitioner’s 
premises in view of the outstanding amount due from him which 

remained unpaid. 

4.  Having heard the learned counsel for the 

respondents and on consideration of the materials on record, this 

Court is not inclined to interfere in the matter.  The details of the 

outstanding dues against the petitioner have been enumerated in 

paragraph-3 of the counter affidavit according to which, out of the total 

amount assessed at Rs. 6,04,346/- against the petitioner, an amount of 

Rs. 1,14,265/- only was deposited, leaving Rs. 4,90,080/- remaining 

unpaid.  The stand of the respondents made in the counter affidavit has 

not been disputed and no rejoinder has been filed on behalf of the 

petitioner. 

5.  The writ petition accordingly stands dismissed. 
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