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Delhi Electricity Regulatory Commission 
Viniyamak Bhawan, ‘C’ Block, Shivalik, Malviya Nagar, New Delhi – 110017 

 

F.3 (102) Tariff/DERC/2005-06/868             

 

Petition No. 14/2009 

 

In the matter of: Non-Compliance with the Directive regarding Separation of 

Corporate Offices and employees’ common to BRPL and 

BYPL. 

AND 

In the matter of:  

1. Chief Executive Officer 

BSES Rajdhani Power Limited 

BSES Bhawan, Nehru Place, 

New Delhi – 110 019               

                          

2. Chief Executive Officer 

BSES Yamuna Power Limited 

Shakti Kiran Building, 

Karkardooma, 

Delhi- 110 092              …Respondents 

 

Coram: 

Sh. P. D. Sudhakar, Chairperson, Sh. J.P. Singh, Member & Sh. B.P. Singh, Member 

 

Appearance: 

1. Shri V.P Singh, Advocate, BRPL,BYPL; 

2. Shri Ravi, Manager, BRPL; 

3. Shri Raj Arora, BRPL; 

4. Shri M.M Pande, BRPL; 

5. Shri Rajeev Choudhury, BRPL; 

6. Shri Ashu Gupta, BRPL,BYPL; 

7. Shri Dushyant, BRPL,BYPL; 

8. Shri Vijay B. Lal, BYPL; 

9. Shri Visheel Acharya, BYPL. 

10. Shri Aroh varma, BRPL 

11. Shri Amit, BRPL 

12. Ms. Bhargavi Kannan, BRPL 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Petition No.14/2009 
 

 

 

INTERIM ORDER 

(Date of Hearing: 30.07.2015) 

(Date of Order: 24.08.2015) 

 

1. The instant case relates to Suo moto cognizance been taken by the 

Commission under Section 142 of the Electricity Act, 2003 against the 

Respondents namely BRPL and BYPL for non-Compliance of the Directives 

regarding Separation of Corporate Offices. 

 

2. The matter was heard on 30.07.2015, wherein the counsel for the 

Respondents submitted that they have filed affidavits on the status of 

separation of corporate offices and employees common to BRPL and 

BYPL specially in terms of the report of the Committee constituted by the 

Commission on the aforesaid issue. The counsel of the Respondents further 

submitted that the separation of corporate offices and employees 

common to BRPL and BYPL have already taken place to the extent 

possible and the places where it is not possible it has been explained in 

the affidavit filed before the Commission. 

 

3. The Commission thereafter directed the ED (Engg.) and Advisor Finance to 

examine the subject matter and submit a report in the light of information 

provided by the BRPL and BYPL. 

 

4. The case was accordingly adjourned for a future date.  

 

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

 

 

 

Sd/-     Sd/-      Sd/- 

(B. P. Singh)                          (J. P. Singh)                                          (P. D. Sudhakar) 

Member                                Member                                               Chairperson 
 

 


