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

 

F.11 (1201)/DERC/2014-15/4671             

 

Petition No. 1/2010, 2/2010 & 3/2010 

 

In the matter of: In the matter of: Refund of balance of consumer contribution 

(Remand back case) 

 

AND 

In the matter of:  

1. Tata Power Delhi Distribution Ltd. 

Through its: M.D 

Grid Sub – Station Building, 

Hudson Lines, Kingsway Camp 

New Delhi – 110009 

 

2. Chief Executive Officer 

BSES Rajdhani Power Limited 

BSES Bhawan, Nehru Place, 

New Delhi – 110 019               

                          

3. Chief Executive Officer 

BSES Yamuna Power Limited 

Shakti Kiran Building, 

Karkardooma, 

Delhi- 110 092              …Petitioners 

 

Coram: 

Sh. P. D. Sudhakar, Chairperson,  

Sh. J.P. Singh, Member &  

Sh. B.P. Singh, Member 

 

Appearance: 

1. Sh. Buddy A. Ranganadhan, Advocate, BRPL&BYPL; 

2. Sh. Arjit Maitra, Advocate, BRPL &BYPL 

3. Sh. Hasan Mutaza, Advocate, BRPL & BYPL 

4. Sh. Dushyant Manocha Advocate.  

5. Sh. Paresh Lal, Advocate 

6. Sh. Anand Srivastava, Advocate, TPDDL  

7. Sh. Sai Prabha, BRPL 

8. Sh. Abhishek Mahapatra, BRPL 

9. Sh. Rajeev Choudhury, BRPL; 

10. Sh. Shashi Goyal, BRPL 

11. Ms. Nayantara, TPDDL 

12. Ms. Meghna Chandra, TPDDL  
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ORDER 
(Date of Hearing: 09.12.2015) 

(Date of Order:   23.12.2015) 

 

1. The petitions came up for hearing today, which was attended by counsels 

and representatives of the parties. 

 

2. The Petitioners agreed that as per the directions of the Appellate Tribunal for 

Electricity (ATE) the balance amount of consumer contribution has to be 

refunded to the respective consumers, however, the Aggregate Revenue 

Requirement (ARR) may be re-casted because the unutilized consumer 

contributions for assets capitalized were also considered by the Commission 

as means of finance for other capital schemes. 

 

3. It is an admitted fact by the Petitioners that there is no dispute about refund 

of balance of consumer contribution and there is only one issue about re-

casting of means of finance in respective ARRs. 

 

4. On the issue of how to arrive at the exact figure of the amount to be 

refunded to the respective consumers and from what date, the Commission 

directed the Petitioners to come up with the details of balance of consumer 

contribution in each case and from which date it has to be refunded.  The 

Commission directed that this exercise should be completed within two 

months. Regarding re-casting of ARR for previous years, the Commission 

directed the Petitioners to submit the details of such cases, where the 

unutilized consumer contribution for assets capitalized were considered as 

means of finance for other capital schemes of the Petitioners.  This 

information will be utilized for passing orders on details of refund of consumer 

contribution as well as re-casting of previous ARR’s in the next tariff order. 

 

5. With the above directions the petition stands disposed off.  

 

6. Ordered accordingly. 

 

 

           Sd/-       Sd/-        Sd/- 

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

      Member                           Member                                               Chairperson 


