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No. NEPRA/Appeal/003/PO1/2022/ J/r & October 12, 2022
1. Tariq Javed, 2. Chief Executive Officer
S/0. Muhammad Shafi Shaheed, IESCO Ltd,
R/o. House No. C-5/4, Block C, Head Office, St. No. 40,
Satellite Town, Rawalpindi Sector G-7/4, Islamabad
3. Muhammad Shoaib, 4.  Altaf Hayat Khan Langrah,
Advocate High Court, Advocate High Court,
Chamber No. 120, Sher Shah Suri Block. Chamber No. 89, Justice Iftikhar Block,
District Bar Association, Rawalpindi District Court, Islamabad
5. Sub Divisional Officer (E). 6. POIl/Electric Inspector,
[ESCO Ltd, [slamabad Region,
Asghar Mall Sub Division, XEN Office, Irrigation & Power
Rawalpindi Department,
Rawal Dam Colony, Park Road,
[slamabad
Subject: Appeal Titled Tariq Javed Vs. IESCO Against the Decision Dated

01.12.2021 of the Provincial Office of Inspection to Government of the
Punjab Islamabad Region, Islamabad

Please find enclosed herewith the decision of the Appellate Board dated 10.10.2022,
regarding the subject matter, for information and necessary action accordingly.

Encl: As Above \J&é\/

(Ikram Shakeel)
Deputy Director M&E)/
Appellate Board

Forwarded for information please.

l. Additional Director (IT) —for uploading the decision on NEPRA website
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Before The Appellate Board

In the matter of

Appeal No.003/PO1-2022
Tariq Javed S/o Muhammad Shafi Shaheed,

R/o House No.C-5/4, Block C, Satellite Town, Rawalpindi ~ ................... Appellant
Versus
Islamabad Electric Supply Company Limited ... Respondent

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 38(3) OF REGULATION OF GENERATION,
TRANSMISSION, AND DISTRIBUTION OF ELECTRIC POWER ACT, 1997
AGAINST THE DECISION DATED 01.12.2021 PASSED BY THE PROVINCIAL
OFFICE OF INSPECTION ISLAMABAD REGION, ISLAMABAD

For the Appellant:
Mr. Muhammad Shoaib Advocate
Mr. Tariq Javed

For the Respondent:
Mr. Altaf Hayat Khan Advocate
Mr. Wagas Ahmed LS

DECISION
1. As per facts of the case, Mr. Tariq Javed (hereinafter referred to as the “Appellant™) is
an industrial consumer of the IESCO (hereinafter referred to as the “Respondent™)
bearing Ref No.27-14329-4672400 with a sanctioned load of 78 kW and the applicable
tariff category is B-2(b). The Appellant filed a complaint before the Provincial Office
of Inspection, Islamabad Region, Islamabad (the “POI”) on 21.04.2021 and challenged
the detection bill of Rs.521,468/- charged by the Respondent due to 33% slowness of
the meter observed during the checking dated 25.02.2021. The complaint of the
Appellant was disposed of by the POI vide decision dated 01.12.2021, wherein the

above detection bill was declared legal and justified.
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2. Subject appeal has been filed by the Appellant against the above-referred decision of
the POI (hereinafter referred to as the “impugned decision”) before the NEPRA.

3. Proceedings by the Appellate Board

Upon filing of the instant appeal, a Notice dated 28.01.2022 was sent to the
Respondent for filing reply/para-wise comments to the appeal within ten (10) days.

However, no reply/para-wise comments were received from the Respondent.

4. Hearing

Hearing in the matter of the subject Appeal was fixed for 02.09.2022 at Islamabad and
accordingly, the notices dated 26.08.2022 were issued to the parties (i.e. the Appellant
and the Respondent) to attend the hearing. As per schedule, hearing of the appeal was
conducted at the NEPRA Head Office Islamabad on 02.09.2022 in which learned
counsels of both parties were present. At the outset of the hearing, learned counsel for
the Appellant disclosed that the matter of the disputed bill was amicably settled
between the parties, as such the Appellant did not want to proceed with the appeal.

Learned counsel for the Appellant prayed for withdrawal of the appeal.

5. In view of the above statement of learned counsel for the Appellant, the appeal is

dismissed as withdrawn.

Sy.eB:Zawar Haider , Muhammad Irfan-ul-Haq

Member @%ﬂ,\'\\ Member

Abid Hussain

. Convener
Dated:\© S‘}‘L\S D22
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