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3. Ms. Tatheera Fatima, 4. The Electric Inspector,
Deputy General Manager, Karachi Region-lI,
K-Electric Ltd, Block No. 51, Pak Secretariat,
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Subject: Decision of the Appellate Board Regarding Review Petition Filed By Dr.

Muhammad Qurbanuddin Against the Decision of the Appellate Board Dated
25.08.016 In The Matter Dr. Muhamir:ad Qurbanuddin Vs. K-Electric Ltd.

Piease find enclosed herewith the decision of the Appellate Board dated 24.11.2016,
regarding the subject matter, for information and necessary action accordingly.
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Before Appellate Board

Motion for leave for review filed byDr. Muhammad Qurbanuddin against the decision of NEPRA

2

Appellate Board dated 25.08.2016 given in appeal No. NEPRA/Appeal-020/P01-2016

DECISION

Brief facts of the case are that a detection bill of Rs. 82,416/~ of 5,671 units for the period 26.04.2010
to 25.10.2010 issued by K-Elcetric to the petitioner was challenged before the Provincial Office of
Inspection (POI) on 27.11.2014 and the matter was decided by the POl on 28.12.2015 whereby the
detection bill of Rs. 82,416/~ for 5,671 units was declared nul! and void. The decision of POI was
assailed by K-Electric before NEPRA under section 38 (3) of the Regulation of Generation,
‘I'tansmission and Distribution of Electric Power Act 1997 and said appeal was disposed of by
NEDPRA vide its decision dated 25.08.2016. Now the petitioner has sought for review of the NEPRA's
decision on the grounds that no determination with regard to illegal arrears of Rs. 18,650/-was given
in the impugned decision and that the Petitioner has objected charging of detection bill @ 847 units
per month from August 2011 to October 2011 and stated that this part of the impugned decision is

ambiguous and does not mention adjustment of units already charged by K-Electric during that

period.

Alter issuing notice to both the parties, the review petition was heard in the NEPRA's regional office
Karachi on 10.10.2016. The petitiondr reiterated the same grounds as mentioned in the review petition
and contended that his consumption during the disputed period was very low as the premises was not
occupied which could be verified from the low consumption of sui gas. The petitioner further averred
that bill of Rs. 18,650/- may also be declared nul’ and void. Conversely the representative of
K-Flectric rebutted the arguments of the petitioner and pleaded that bill of Rs. 18,650/- was nat
assailed before POI and cannot be resisted at this stage. Regarding detection bill of Rs. 82,416/- for

5.671 units, K-Electric contended that it was justified and the petitioner is liable to pay the same.

Having heard both the parties and alter cxamining the record, it is very much clear that the disputed
amount of Rs. 18,650/-was neither challenged before POI nor any decision has been rendered to this
effect by POL, therefore, the same was not referred in the decision of NEPRA. The petitioner is to be
charged total bill @ 847 units per month for the period August 2011 to October 2011 as already
determined in the impugned decision. However the units already charged/billed by K-Electric during

the same period are to be adjusted.
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i.  Having gone through the submissions made by the petitioner, it is observed that under the
law, a petition secking review ol any order al the Authority is competent only upon
discovery of new and important matter of evidence or on account of some mistake or
error apparent on the face of record. The perusal of the decision sought to be reviewed
clearly indicates that all material facts and representation made were examined in detail
and there is no occasion to amend the same. No error inviting indulgence as admissible in
law has been pleaded out in the review petition. Therefore, we are convineed that the

review would not result in the withdrawal or modification ol the carlier decision..

ii.  From what has been discussed above, we are of the considered view that the grounds
agitated in the review petition are not sulficien. enough justilying the modification of the

impugned decision, henee the review petition is deelined.
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Muhammad Qaniar-uz-7Zanun Muhammad Shifique

Member Member
Nadir Ali Khoso
Canvener
Date: 24 11.2016
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