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Ty * < *{Constituted under section 42 (5) of Indian Electricity Act. 2003
30 F-Sub-Station Building BSES (YPL) Regd. Office Karkardooma
P, ‘ Shahdara, Delhi-11003:

I Phone: 32978140 Fax: 2238488¢
Ch E-mail:cgribypl@hotmail.corr
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C A No. App‘li-é‘ 1] _o‘i': ;
Complaint No: 15_65'_/2022‘

In the matter of:" | |

Mehmood Ali Ansari -." * wrereen.Complainant
VERSUS 1 |
! / ‘1 ’ "!).l‘i ' .
BSES Yamuna PoweiLimited ... Respondent
¥ ;E_‘,- W €

Quorum: - '
Mr, P.K. Singiﬁ, Chairman

Mr. Nishat Ahmed-Alvi, Member (CRM)
Mr. S.R. Khani, Member (Technical)

Mr. P.K. Agrawal, Member (Legal)

Mr. Vijay Singh, Member
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Appearance:

1. Mr. Mehmood Ali Ansari, Mr. R.P. Singh, on behalf of the

omplaifant | |
2 Mr. Ialit Narayan'Singh, Mr. Naresh & Mr. Subhash, On behalf
" of thifd party 0 "
3. Mr.Imrfan Siddj.cfi, Ms. Ritu Gupta, Ms. Pragya Paliwal, Ms.

“Shiveta Chaudhary’and Mr. Shubham Singh, On behalf of BYPL,
’ R ORDER
Date of Hearing: 20t October, 2022
Date of Order: 25th October, 2022

Order Pronounced By:- Mr. P.K.l Singh, Chairman

1. This co‘mpliq'intghas been fi,led:‘by__Sh. Mehmood Ali Ansari, against BYPL-
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Complaint No. 165/2022

The brief facts of t_he ase’ ‘giving rise to this grievance are that the
complainant Sh. Mehmbod Ali Ansarl has applied for new electricity
connection at’ premlses no A 86 First Floor, GD Colony, Mayur Vihar,
Phase-3, Delhi, v:de appllcanon no. 8005736702. The application of
consumer was re]ected by Opposite Party (OP) BYPL on the pretext that

Ownershlp dispute/court case as. per clasue no. 11 (2-iv).of DERC
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The respondent in‘ reply brleﬂy stated that new electricity connection has
been applied by Mehmood All Ansari vide request no. 8005736702 at
House No. A-86, First EIQQ_r, C‘iD Colony, Mayur Vihar Phase-3, Delhi. It
is also their submission that one complaint dated 09.10.2021 was
received from Sh. Naresh Kumar whereby he claimed that his father Sh,
Mamchand was the owner of the property who passed away on
19.04.2021 and hence clalmed ownershlp in the subject premises in his

capacity as son.of Sl% Mamchanh ¥ ;*‘i«
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OP also'submitted that Naresh Kumar through said letter asked BSES

s

Sh.i
YPL not to grant, any;'n‘ew connechon or carry out name change in
respect of old connectlons exnstmg at the subject premises without his
perm1551on On account ‘of ‘complaint of Naresh Kumar, respondent
refused to grant new connection to the complainant. At present subject
premises is electrlfled!through electricity connections bearing CA No.
101131995,
v

Heard al] the parhes and peru_sed the record.
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The issue is ‘\_«,v_‘hethe,’r.-;:the chnn_e_chon of the complainant vide application

number 8005736702ican be released or not?
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f t he has applied for new electricity

cormechon al ;premlse 10, A 6, Flrst Floor, GD Colony, Mayur Vihar,

Phase-3, Delhl v1de appllcahon no.’ 8005736702 but respondent rejected
his apphcahon for new com"nect:lon on pretext that there is ownership
dispute. He further argued that he had all the property papers in his

favour and he is owner of the premises.

Legal Representatl;/e of the BYPL has argued on basis of evidence
available on record Ol‘; submltted that one Sh. Naresh Kumar claimed
to be son of Sh. Mamchand hence he claimed ownership in the sub]ect
premises in His capac:ty as SOn of Sh. Mamchand. OP further stated that
already one electrrcxty connechon is energized in the same premises vide
CA No. 101131995 in name of Naresh Kumar and as per DERC

Guidelines 2017 they cannot release other connection in the same

3

dwelling unit.
13

. Sh. Naresh Kumar was also caIied to appear before the Forum, Legal

Representative of Sh. Naresh Kllxmar Submitted that Sh. Mehmood Alj
{f e n

ed new electr1c1tv qonnecnon in his name at First floor of

property; no !A-86 _‘GD Cofony Mayur Vihar, Phase-3, Delhi vide

Ansarl apph

apphcahon no 8005736702, ,there a]ready a connection in his name vide

CA no. 101131995 1s energlzed and Mchmood Ali Ansari is using
N M

electricity through that c0nnect10n He further objected that there is no

need for release of new cqnnechon.

Therefore, the factual -position as apparent on record is that the
complainant Mehmood- ,Ali  Ansari has apphed for new electricity

connechon vide application:no. 8005736702 in his residence at first floor

of property no. A- 86 -GD Colonv Mayuji: Vihar, Phase-3, Delhi,
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, Complaint No. 180/2022
He is in possessmn of that portion and OP as rejected his application on
pretext of bemg ownershlp dlspute pendmg in Civil Court. In this
parhcular prermses one e]ectncxty connectton vide CA No. 101131995 is
energlzed and Mehmood Ali Ansan is using electricity through this
connectlon Mehmood Ali Ansari submiitted that he has purchased this
portion from one'Sh. Mamchand father of Naresh Kumar and applied for
new connection as owner of this flat. Whereas, Sh. Naresh' Kumar had
made complaint to OIE’-BYPL that ownership dispute is pending and

Mehmood Ali Ansari is dnly living in his premises as tenant and the new

connection applied by him cannot be released in his name.

As per DERC (Supply Code and Performance Standards) Regulations,

2017, Regulation 3 New-‘connection :can be given when the proof of
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ownershlp or occupancy of thc premlses shall be provided to

responde_nt Llcensee‘_‘has__ _reJeqted_ complainant’s application as per Rule
11 @) (iv) i:ndic.atingl;__tl;e deficiency that the ownership dispute is
pending ‘in the ceurt. -1t is admitted Iposition that complainant has no
registered sale deed in his favour whatever documents he has supplied
before the Forum are notan/ed documents,
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Owrilershlp dlspute is admltted and pendmg in the Civil Court, hence
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; i Complaint No. 180/2022
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_ORDER:-

. Complaint is rejected, ‘but OP.is directed that the connection in the premi.ses in
the name of Naresh Kumar which is being used by Mehmood Alj Ansari should
be continued -if f:the.complaina;nt! keep’s on paying regular energy dues as and

g 'A"‘ll.';;!"h . Jf s ,7 f ! . 3_. : !
when raised by QP an;j ng irregularities are ﬁouhd.
[ n"": I ! -’1'.- I; . |'
The case is disposed off as above.

No order as to the cost. Both' the parties should be informed accordingly.

Proceedings closed.
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