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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(C) N0.840/2019 & CM APPL. No. 3800/2019 (for interim

relief)

PRADEEP KUMAR (REGISTERED CONSUMER)..... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Mukul Dhawan, Advocate.
Versus

TATA POWER DELHI DISTRIBUTION LTD..... Respondent

Through:  Ms. Deboshree Mukherjee, Advocate
with Mr.Adib Mustafa, Senior

Manager (Legal).
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI
ORDER
% 25.01.2019

The petitioner’s grievance is that inspite of settlement between
the parties by way of order dated 08.12.2018 made by the National
Lok Adalat, settling all dues towards the electricity connection in the
petitioner’s premise sat Rs.5,85,179.00, the respondent is now
seeking to recover a sum of Rs.7,76,083.57 as late payment surcharge
as seen in the latest eectricity bill due on 29.01.2019.

The petitioner states that he has honoured the settlement made
before the National Lok Adalat and has paid all the instalments as
were required to be paid till date; and shall also duly pay the balance
amount of Rs.4,00,000/- which is due in various instalments upto
30.05.2019.



I ssue notice.

Ms. Deboshree Mukherjee, learned counsel appears for Mr.
Krishnendu Dutta, learned Standing Counsel for Tata Power Delhi
Distribution Limited and accepts notice.

On instructions from the respondent’s officer present in court,
she states that the late payment surcharge appears in the latest
electricity bill by reason only of atechnical glitch, since the amounts
paid by the petitioner have been accounted for under a separate head.

She submits that respondent has no intention to demand, and
shall not enforce payment of, the sum showing towards late payment
surcharge in the latest electricity bill. The statement made is taken on
record.

In view of the statement so made, nothing survives in this writ
petition and the same is disposed of as infructuous.

Parties shall be bound by the statements made in these
proceedings.

ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI, J.

JANUARY 25, 2019
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