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1. Affidavit-of-service filed in Court today be kept

on record.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends

that the petitioner has paid all dues and the

CESC Limited also installed electricity

connection at the behest of the petitioner, but

at a different premise than that of the

petitioner.

3. As such, the instant writ petition is

necessitated.

4. Learned counsel appearing for the CESC

Limited hands over a copy of an electricity bill

and submits that the address at which the bill

was raised and, obviously, the connection was



2

given, is the same as that of the petitioner

disclosed in the writ petition. It is submitted

that the petitioner failed to pay the electricity

charges and subsequently, as a result, the

supply has been disconnected.  As such, the

present writ petition ought to be dismissed.

5. A comparison between the electricity bill

handed over in court today, which is kept on

record, and the cause title of the writ petition

indicates that there is a subtle difference

between the two addresses, insofar as the bill

discloses the address of the petitioner as

“Chatta Kalikapur (Maheshtala), LP-9/59,

Kolkata 700 140”, whereas the cause title of

the present writ petition depicts the address

as “Uttar Karbala (Dakshin Ansh), Chatta

Kalikapur, Mahestala, P.S.- Mahestala,

Kolkata- 700 140”.

6. However, it is seen in the present case that

the electricity connection was given in

February 2, 2023, whereas the petitioner filed

the writ petition only in the month of May,

2023, that apart, after disconnection of such

supply.

7. Even without going into the allegation of the

petitioner that the meter has been installed



3

somewhere else, since the petitioner paid for

the electricity charges for the same, it cannot

be said that the CESC Limited installed the

same at a different address than that applied

by the petitioner.

8. Be that is it may, learned counsel for the

petitioner submits, on instruction, that the

petitioner is agreeable to apply for shifting of

the existing connection, alternatively a fresh

connection for electricity supply to her

premises and shall also pay all the due and

arrear charges to the CESC Limited.

9. In view of such fair stand taken by the

petitioner, WPA No. 13257 of 2023 is

disposed of by granting liberty to the petitioner

to apply for a fresh electricity connection to

the proper location as sought by the petitioner.

Upon such application being made and all

arrear charges being paid regarding the

previous connection of the petitioner, as well

as payment of all charges for fresh connection

being paid and upon compliance of all due

formalities by the petitioner, the CESC Limited

shall give a new connection to the petitioner at

his intended location at the earliest, preferably
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within three weeks from compliance of all

formalities by the petitioner.

10.  There will be no order as to costs.

11. Urgent photostat certified copies of this order,

if applied for, be made available to the parties

upon compliance with the requisite formalities.

       (Sabyasachi Bhattacharyya, J.)


