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No.10/2020 dated: 06-03-2020 
                  

                 TAMIL NADU ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
 

CAUSE LIST 
 

 

Cases posted for 10-03-2020 
 

 

Venue: Court Hall of the Commission    
         Time :  11-00 AM 

[   
 

Sl.  

No                                          

Case No. Name of the Parties Counsel  Remarks 

1 P.P.A.P.No.1 of 

2020 

CE/NCES, TANGEDCO Adv.M.Gopinathan Seeking approval for 
procurement of 500 MW of 
Solar Power from Solar 
Energy Corpn(SECI) under 
1200 MW ISTS Scheme, 
Tranche-VI at the rate of 
Rs.2.781 per unit by 
executing Power Sale 
Agreement (PSA) on long 
terms basis to meet 
TANGEDCO’s RPO 
requirement.  For 
admission. 

2 R.A.No.8 of 2019 i)  M/s.Sutherland Global 
Services Pvt. Limited 
ii)  M/s.K.G.Information 
Systems Pvt. Limited 
              Versus 
i)CMD/TANGEDCO 
ii) Energy & IT Dept. 

Adv.Venkatakrishnan 
 
Adv.M.A.Mudimannan  
 
 
Adv.M.Gopinathan 

As directed by the Hon’ble 
High Court of Madras in 
W.P.No.19720 of 2010 & 
W.P.No.13425 of 2008 in 
the matter of classification 
of electricity tariff for IT 
enabled industries.  For 
the payment of court fee 
by the petitioners as per 
the TNERC-Fees & Fines 
Regulations, 2004 and for 
admission. 

3 R.A.No.1 of 2020 M/s. ASE Structure 

Design Pvt. Limited 

          Versus 

i)CMD/TANGEDCO 

ii) Energy & IT Dept. 

  

TATVA Legal 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

 

As directed by the Hon’ble 
High Court of Madras in 
W.P.No.20722 of 2010 in 
the matter of classification 
of electricity tariff for IT 
enabled industries.  For 
the payment of court fee 
by the petitioner as per the 
TNERC-Fees & Fines 
Regulations, 2004 and for 
admission. 

4 R.P.No.2 of 2020 

          in  

R.A.No.7 of 2019 

Tamil Nadu Spinning 

Mills Association 

           Versus 

TANGEDCO 

Adv.R.S.Pandiyaraj 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Review the order of the 

Commission in R.A.No.7 of 

2019 dated 28.01.2020 in 

the matter of providing 

procedure for verification 
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of status of CGP and 

Captive Users.  For 

admission. 

5 D.R.P.No.7 of 2020 M/s.VSR Solar Power 

Private Limited 

                Versus 

i)TANGEDCO 

ii)CE/NCES 

iii) SE/GCC, Madurai 

Adv.Rahul Balaji 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Grant the petitioner an 

extension of time for 

commissioning its 50 MW 

Solar Power Plant at 

Vilathikulam, Tuticorin 

since there has been a 

change in law i.r.o. of PPA 

dated 22.3.2018 and 

consequently direct 

TANGEDCO to not invoke 

the bank guarantee.  For 

admission. 

6 D.R.P.No.8 of 2020 M/s.Raasi Green Earth 

Energy Pvt. Limited 

                Versus 

i)TANGEDCO 

ii) CE/NCES 

Adv.Rahul Balaji 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Grant the petitioner an 

extension of time for 

commissioning its 100 MW 

Solar Power Plant at 

Vilathikulam, Tuticorin 

since there has been a 

change in law i.r.o. of PPA 

dt.26.9.2017 and 

consequently direct 

TANGEDCO to not invoke 

the bank guarantee.  For 

admission. 

7 M.P.No.19 of 2019 TANGEDCO Adv.M.Gopinathan 

 

 

Seeking approval and 
ratification for dispatching 
of power from unapproved 
sources for the period 
from 1.4.2018 to 30.9.2019. 
For filing withdrawal 
memo. 

8 M.P.No.7 of 2020 CE/PPP, TANGEDCO Adv.M.Gopinathan Seeking approval and 
ratification for dispatching 
energy from unapproved 
sources for the period 
from 01.10.2019 to 
31.12.2019.  For filing 
withdrawal memo. 

9 D.R.P.No.10 of 2015 Indowind Energy Ltd., 

           Versus 

1) TANGEDCO 

2) CFC, Revenue 

3) SE, Tirunelveli EDC 

Adv.C.S.K.Sathish 
 
 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondents to 
pay a sum of Rs.2.77 lakhs 
along with interest.  For 
reporting on the 
settlement.    
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10 D.R.P.No.12 of 2015 Indowind Energy Ltd., 

           Versus 

1) TANGEDCO & ors. 

Adv.C.S.K.Sathish 
 
 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondents to 
pay a sum of Rs.1.01 
crores along with interest.  
For reporting on the 
settlement.  

11 R.P.No.1 of 2020 in 

M.P.No.8 of 2019 

M/s.Navin Housing & 

Properties Pvt. Limited 

                Versus 

1)CMD/TANGEDCO 

2)CE/Distn&Comml.&ors 

Stephen & Stephen 

Advocates Associates  

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

To review the order 
passed in M.P.No.8 of 2019  
dated 10.12.2019. For 
reporting compliance. 

 

12 D.R.P.No.11 of 2015 Ind Eco Ventures Ltd., 

           Versus 

1) TANGEDCO 

2) CFC, Revenue 

3) SE, Tirunelveli EDC 

Adv. C.S.K.Sathish 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondents to 
pay a sum of Rs.40.59 
lakhs together with 
interest.   For counter. 

13 I.A.No.1 of 2019 in 

R.P.No.1 of 2019 

 

M/s.Vedanta Limited 

(Formerly known as 

Sesa Sterlite Limited) 

               Versus 

TANGEDCO  

Adv. Rahul Balaji 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

To grant an interim order 
of stay of operation of the 
Commission’s order dated 
10.12.2018 passed in 
M.P.No.82 of 2013 and 
review this petition. For 
filing counter as a last 
chance. 

14 D.R.P.No.1 of 2020 

 

 

 

 

Pandian Chemicals 

Limited 

                Versus 

TANGEDCO & Anr. 

Adv.S.Yasar Arafath 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondent to 
pay a total sum of Rs.30.41 
lakhs being the principal 
and interest amount 
towards the unadjusted 
banked units sold to 
TANGEDCO.  For counter. 

15 I.A.No.1 of 2020 & 

D.R.P.No.3 of 2020 

 

 

 

 

Ratedi Wind Power 

Private Limited                     

            Versus 

TANGEDCO & Ors. 

Adv.Adithya Reddy 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondent to 
release the past 
outstanding Principal 
amount and late payment 
interest totaling to 
Rs.19.06 crores.  For 
counter. 
 

16 I.A.No.1 of 2020 & 

D.R.P.No.4 of 2020 

 

 

 

 

Wind Urja India Private 

Limited                     

            Versus 

TANGEDCO & Ors. 

Adv.Adithya Reddy 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondent to 
release the past 
outstanding Principal 
amount and late payment 
interest totaling to 
Rs.16.71 crores and also 
direct to strictly comply 
and abide with the 
provisions of the EPAs 
entered into between the 
petitioner and the 
respondent. For counter. 



4 

17 I.A.Nos.1 & 2 of 

2020   in 

D.R.P.No.5 of 2020 

Solitaire BTN Solar 

Private Limited 

              Versus 

i)TANGEDCO 

ii)TANTRANSCO 

iii) CE/NCES, TANGEDCO 

HSA Advocates 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Adv.V.Anil Kumar 

Direct the respondents to 
complete construction / 
commissioning of 
requisite infrastructure 
beyond the Delivery Point 
required for evacuation 
and to declare that the 
delay in commissioning of 
the project is for the 
reasons not attributable to 
the petitioner and that the 
Scheduled        COD as 
prescribed under the PPA.  
For counter. 

18 M.P.No.16 of 2019 TANTRANSCO Adv.V.Anil Kumar Seeking approval for 
Capital Investment Plan 
for Transmission function 
for the FY 2019-20, 2020-21 
& 2021-22. For further 
hearing. 

19 M.P.No.17 of 2019 State Load Despatch 

Centre (SLDC) 

Adv.V.Anil Kumar Praying to approve the  
Capital Investment Plan 
for the control period of 
FY 2019-2020 to FY 2021-
2022.  For further hearing. 

20 M.P.No.18 of 2019 TANGEDCO 

 

 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan Seeking approval of 
Capital Investment Plan 
for each year of the MYT 
control period of FY 2019-
2020, FY 2020-21 & FY 
2021-2022.    For filing 
additional affidavit.  

21 M.P.No.20 of 2019 TANGEDCO 

          Versus 

Nupower Wind Farms 

Ltd. 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

 

Adv.R.S.Pandiyaraj 

Seeking declaration that 
the methodology 
prescribed in the 
impugned circular of the 
TANGEDCO dated 
30.3.2017. For filing memo 
by TANGEDCO in regard 
to left out items and for 
further hearing.  

22 D.R.P.No. 25 of 2013 Sun Paper Mill Ltd., 

              Versus 

1) TANGEDCO & Anr. 

Adv. R.S.Pandiyaraj 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

To fix the rate for supply 
of power. For arguments. 

23 D.R.P.No.1 of 2016 M/s.R.K.K.R.Steels Ltd., 

           Versus 

1) TANGEDCO 

2) SE, Dindigul 

3) SE, Chennai 

Adv.K.Seshadri 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

Direct the respondents to 
pay a sum of Rs.31.72/- 
lakhs being the 75% of the 
purchase rate injected into 
respondents grid.  For  
arguments of the 
respondent. 
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24 M.P.No.14   of 2017 M/s.Ambika Cotton Mills 

Ltd., 

               Versus 

1) TANGEDCO 

2) CE, NCES  

3) CFC, Revenue 

 Adv.R.S.Pandiyaraj 

 

Adv.M.Gopinathan 

To allow the adjustment of 
WEG from the first 
commissioned machine 
and second commissioned 
machine. For further 
arguments of the 
respondent. 

 

25 I.A.No.1 of 2018 in 

M.P.No.21  of 2018 

Indian Wind Power 

Association 

          Versus 

TANGEDCO 

 Adv.Rahul Balaji 

 

 

Adv.T.Mohan 

Seeking directions 
determining the banking 
charges in paise 
equivalent to 10% of the 
banked energy.  For 
arguments.  

26 I.A.No.1 of 2019 & 
D.R.P.No.9 of 2019 

M/s.Aquasub 
Engineering  

                Versus 

TANGEDCO & Ors. 

Adv.Arun Anbumani 

 

 

Adv. T.Mohan 

To set aside the 
communication of 
TANGEDCO demanding a 
sum of Rs.9.49 crores and 
refund a sum of Rs.4.34 
crores along with interest.  
For further arguments. 

27 M.P.No.7 of 2019 M/s.OPG Power 

Generation Pvt. Limited  

           Versus 

TANGEDCO & Anr. 

Adv. Rahul Balaji 

 

Adv.Abdul Saleem 

Direct the respondents to 
comply with the order of 
the Commission in PPAP 
No.3 of 2014 dated 
29.7.2016 and PPA dated 
12.12.2013.  For 
arguments. 

(By order of the Commission) 
 
 
 
 

                Secretary  
                                                                                                           Tamil Nadu Electricity  

                                                                                 Regulatory Commission 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


