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Before the 

MAHARASHTRA ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

World Trade Centre, Centre No.1, 13th Floor, Cuffe Parade, Mumbai 400005 

Tel. 022 22163964/65/69 Fax 22163976 

Email: mercindia@merc.gov.in 

Website: www.mercindia.org.in / www.merc.gov.in 

 

Case No. 182 of 2017 

 

Date: 9 January, 2018 

 

CORAM 

  

Shri. Anand B. Kulkarni, Chairperson 

 

In the matter of 

Petition of M/s. Vidhata Metals Pvt. Ltd under Sections 142 and 146 of the Electricity 

Act, 2003 against MSEDCL for non-compliance of CGRF Kalyan Zone’s Orders in 4 

different Cases for the consumer no. 010519035310. 

  

 

M/s. Vidhata Metals Pvt. Ltd.                                                                              … Petitioner  

V/s 

Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd. (MSEDCL)                        … Respondent 

Appearance: 

 

For the Petitioner:                                                                          …Shri. Harshad Sheth (Rep.) 

 

For the Respondent:                                                                       …Shri. Rajiv Vaman (Rep.) 

 

For Authorized Consumer Representative:                                    ...Dr. Ashok Pendse (TBIA) 

 

Daily Order 

 

1. Heard the Representatives of the Petitioner and MSEDCL. 

 

2. Representative of Petitioner stated as follows: 

 

a. MSEDCL’s Reply was received just one day before the hearing. 

 

b. Subsequent to the Commission’s Order in Case No. 78 of 2016 dated 13 July, 

2017, the Consumer Grievance Redressal Forum (CGRF), Kalyan passed 
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Orders with regard to Additional Energy Charges (AEC), Fuel Adjustment 

Cost (FAC) and Additional FAC in four different cases. 

 

c. MSEDCL in the energy bill of October, 2017 has refunded the AEC charges 

levied in August, 2013 but has levied the AEC charges for February, 2014. 

 

d. MSEDCL has still not complied with the CGRF Orders. 

 

e. MSEDCL has also not complied with the Commission’s Order in Case No. 78 

of 2016. 

 

3. Representative of MSEDCL stated that it has complied with the CGRF Orders. 

 

4. The Commission directed that the Representative of the Petitioner may sit together 

with MSEDCL officers to understand the calculations and compliance of CGRF 

Orders claimed by MSEDCL, and submit the report to the Commission within two 

weeks.  

 

The Case is reserved for Order. 

 

Sd/- 

(Anand B. Kulkarni) 

Chairperson 


