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Delhi Electricity Regulatory Commission 
Viniyamak Bhawan, ‘C’ Block, Shivalik, Malviya Nagar, New Delhi – 17 

 

No. F. 11(641)/DERC/2010-11/4231 
  

Petition No. 84/2010 
 
In the matter of:   Petition under Section 142 of the Electricity Act, 2003  
 
In the matter of: 
 
Vinita 
D/o Shri B N Bhanot 
E-8, Maurice Nagar 
University of Delhi 
Delhi  

              …Petitioner 
 Versus 
 
M/s Tata Power Delhi Distribution Ltd. 
Through its : CEO 
Grid Sub-Station Building 
Hudson Lines, Kingsway Camp, 
Delhi-110009 

          …Respondent 
   
Coram: 

 
Sh. P. D. Sudhakar, Chairman, Sh. Shyam Wadhera,  Member &   
Sh. J. P. Singh, Member. 

 
Appearance: 
 

1. Sh. B.P. Agarwal, Counsel for the petitioner. 
2. Sh. K Datta, Counsel for the Respondent (TPDDL) 
3. Sh. Manish Srivastava, Counsel for the Respondent (TPDDL) 
4. Sh. O.P. Singh, Sr. Manager, TPDDL; 
5. Sh. Shalendra Singh, Sr. Manager, TPDDL. 
6. Sh. Anurag Bansal, Sr. Manager, TPDDL. 

 
 

INTERIM ORDER 
(Date of Hearing: 18.10.2012) 
(Date of Order: 30.10.2012) 

 
The above matter was listed for hearing today in the Commission. Ld. Counsel for the 

petitioner submitted that the respondent has violated Regulation 52 (viii) of the DERC 

Supply Code, 2007 while booking the case of theft two times. Ld. Counsel also 

submitted that the Respondent has arbitrarily (suo-moto) raised the load of the 

electricity connection of his client which is illegal.  
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Ld. Counsel appearing on behalf of the Respondent submitted that the respondent has 

power under Section 47 of the Electricity Act, 2003 to enhance the electricity load. Ld. 

Counsel further submitted that in the 1st case, petitioner has already settled the matter 

before the Competent Court and they are not aware for what the petitioner has 

approached this Hon’ble Commission.  

 

On the above, the Commission wanted to know from the Respondent whether prior 

notice for enhancement of load was issued under Section 47 of Electricity Act or not. 

The Ld. Counsel for Respondent sought time to reply on the above.  

 

After hearing both the parties, the Commission directed the Respondent to file the reply 

on the above issue whereas the petitioner was also directed to file specific submissions 

regarding violation of Regulations / Electricity Act with the direction to supply a copy of 

the same to the Respondent.  

 

The next date of hearing shall be intimated to the parties in due course. 

 

 Sd/-    Sd/-    Sd/- 

 (J. P. Singh)   (Shyam Wadhera)  (P. D. Sudhakar) 
  Member        Member      Chairman 

 


