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        UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 

The request of the High Court for setting up five more Special Courts for dealing with the cas
es under the Electricity Acts has according to the been accepted and acted on.   The posts hav
e been already sanctioned and  have been created.  The infrastructure for setting up courts is
 also in the pipeline.  The State Government will file an affidavit to this effect within a we
ek.
It appears from the affidavit of NDPL/BSES that there are a large number of thefts, as a resul
t of which not only the supply to but also the tariff payable by the bonafide consumers is aff
ected.  It is the complaint of the NDPL/BSES that they are not in a position to take any actio
n in respect of the thefts as there have been several instances when NDPL/BSES officials have 
been manhandled either when they have sought to disconnect the electricity or  have demanded p
ayment from the illegal drawers of electricity.  It is also the grievance of NDPL/BSES that co
mplaints to the police have made but with no response.   They have requested (a) for police as
sistance for the purpose of detection of the offence within their jurisdiction and informing t
he concerned distribution companies of the offence; (b) Protection of the officials carrying o
ut raids, searches and seizures in accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act; and 
(c) Taking action against the persons obstructing the official from carrying out their duties 
and registering cases under the appropriate provisions of law, against such persons.
We direct  the State Government/Union Government to afford the necessary police protection to 
the officials of NDPL/BSES as may be required by them as mentioned above.
The NDPL/BSES have also requested that the police officials be authorised by the State Governm
ent as a "complainant" for the purpose of Section 151 of the Electricity Act, 2003.  The State
 Government will indicate its reaction to this in its affidavit.
According to NDPL/BSES, load shedding is continuing to occur because of the shortage of the po
wer supplies by TRANSCO.  TRANSCO will file an affidavit within the aforesaid period dealing w
ith the said allegation.
 As far as expenditure on the investment is concerned, we are of the view that the Central Reg
ulatory Authority set up under Section 82 of the Act has sufficient jurisdiction to deal with 
this issue.  
Copies of NDPL’s and BSES’ affidavits affirmed be supplied to learned counsel appearing on beh
alf of the UOI/State Government as well as other parties by tomorrow. 
The  matter is adjourned for two weeks.

Sukhwinder(Madhu Saxena)
 Court Master

                  


