11 TEM NO. 208 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5909/2007
(From the judgenent and order dated 13/05/2004 in WP No. 1020/2001
& WP No. 1118/2001 & WP No. 3455/2006 & WP No. 8449/2005 & WP

No. 9632/1992 of The H GH COURT OF UTTARANCHAL AT NAI NI TAL)

U. P. STATE ELECTRI CI TY BOARD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M S | NDI AN DRUGS & PHARVA. LTD. & ORS. Respondent ('s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,pernmission to file additional
docunents and office report ))
(For final disposal)

Date: 11/07/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CYRI AC JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s) Dr.Abhishek Manu Si nghvi, Sr. Adv.
M. N raj Sharnma, Adv.
M. Vi krant Singh Bais, Adv.
M. Amt Bhandari, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Meera Mat hur, Adv. (NP)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

The appeals are allowed in terns of the signed order.

[ Meenu Sethi ] [ Pushap Lata Bhardwaj ]
A R-cum-P. S Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4359-61 OF 2008
(Arising out of S.L.P. (C No.5909/2007)

U P.State Electricity Board .. Appel |l ant

Ver sus
M s Indian Drugs & Pharma. ...Respondents
Ltd. & Os.
ORDER

Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

Despite service of notice, none appears on behal f of
t he respondents.

By reason of the inpugned order dated 28.10. 2005,
the Hi gh Court has nodified its earlier order dated 13.5.2004 directing
that respondents shall pay their electricity bills as per the old tariff



policy of 1986.

The orders dated 28.10.2005 and 13.5.2004 (wongly
stated as 13.5.2005) are not supported by any reason

So far as the order dated 1.11.2006 is concerned, an
application for clarification of the order dated 28.10.2005 filed by the
appel I ant herein has al so been disnissed in |inine.

Dr. A M Singhvi, |earned senior counsel appearing on
behal f of the appellant submits that the effect of the said orders is that
the appellant- Board would not be able to raise bills either under the
old Act or under the new Act but will have to raise the bills on the basis
of the tariff as was prevalent in the year 1986
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We, therefore, set aside the inpugned orders dated
1.11. 2006, 28.10.2005 and 13.5.2004 and renit the matter back to the
H gh Court for consideration of the matter afresh

We woul d request the High Court to hear out the
matters on nerit and pass an appropriate r easoned order
expedi tiously as possible but not later than eight weeks fromthe date
of comuni cation of this order.

The appeal s are al |l owed.

[S.B. SINHA]

[ CYRI AC JOSEPH ]
New Del hi ,
July 11, 2008.

as



