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DELHI ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Viniyamak Bhawan, ‘C’ Block, Shivalik, Malviya Nagar, New Delhi- 110017 

 

F.11 (1371)/DERC/2015-16           

Petition No. 20/2016 

Under section 142 of Electricity Act, 2003 

 

In the matter of: 

 

Ms. Suresh Kumari, 

W/o Shri T.C. Pali,  

House No. 1, F.F. Nehru Kutia,  

Malka Ganj, Subzi Mnadi, 

Delhi – 110007            ……….Complainant 

 

VERSUS 

 

Tata Power Delhi Distribution Ltd. 

Through its: M.D 

Grid Sub – Station Building, 

Hudson Lines, Kingsway Camp 

New Delhi – 110009                  ………..Respondent                   

     

   

Coram: 

Sh. B.P. Singh, Member 

 

Appearance: 

1. Shri B P Agarwal, Counsel for the Petitioner 

2. Shri Ateet Pal, on behalf of the Petitioner 

3. Shri Arav Kapoor, Advocate for the Petitioner; 

4. Shri O P Singh, AGM, TPDDL; 

5. Shri Neeraj Singh, AM, TPDDL. 

6. Shri Divyanshu, Corp Legal, TPDDL. 

 

INTERIM ORDER 

(Date of Hearing: 17.11.2016) 

(Date of Order: 17.11.2016) 

 

1. The instant petition has been filed by Ms. Suresh Kumari under Section 142 of 

the Electricity Act, 2003 against Tata Power Delhi Distribution Ltd. for violation 

of the procedure laid down in Regulations of the Delhi Electricity Supply 

Code and Performance Standards Regulations, 2007. 
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2. The matter was listed for hearing in the Commission today, which was 

attended by both the parties. During the hearing, the counsel for the 

Petitioner submitted that there had been violations of Regulations under 

Delhi Electricity Regulatory Commission (Performance Standards – Metering & 

Billing) Regulations, 2002 and since the Speaking order was issued under the 

Delhi Electricity Supply Code and Performance Standards Regulations 2007, 

some Regulations of the Delhi Electricity Supply Code and Performance 

Standards Regulations 2007 have also been violated.   

 

3. The counsel for the Respondent objected to the maintainability of the 

petition on the ground of limitation and stated that the petition has been 

filed after seven years from the date of issuance of the Speaking order. 

 

4. The Commission heard both the parties and directed the Respondent to file 

detailed objections in respect of maintainability of the petition within two 

weeks with a copy to the petitioner, who may file rejoinder within a week 

thereafter. 

 

5. The matter was adjourned. The next date of hearing shall be intimated to the 

parties in due course. 

 

6. Ordered accordingly.  

 

 

Sd/- 

 (B. P. Singh)                                                                                

Member                                                                                    


