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Commission's Analysis and Ruling
The Petitioners applied for a change in the tariff to that applicable
for Non-Continuous supply in September-October 023 MSEDCL
effect the change but only several months later, after approval by
its Head Office. The dispute before the EO, Mumbai was
regarding the date of applicability of the new tariff category. In
his Order dated 2 December, 302% the EO directed MSEDCL.to

"Change the tariff category of the appellants from
Continuous (HT-I-C)to Non-Continuous (HT-I-N) with effect
from December 2022 and refund the differential amount collected
from the Appellants by adjusting in their bills within the period of
two months from the receipt of this order."

Instead of implementing the EO's Order within the stipulated
time. MSEDCL challenged it in WP No.¥%%&w/30%4 in the Bombay
High Court. The High Court disposed of the matter on
9, September,3024 citing the pendency of MSEDCL's Review
Petition in Case No.R¥ of 02 before the Commission, with
liberty to approach it afresh thereafter. The Commission has since
issued its Order in Case <% of 3024 ongs August, 08§

The Commission directs MSEDCL to comply with the E.O.
Mumbeai's Order within a month including payment of applicable
interest for the delay.
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