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BEFORE	THE	GUJARAT	ELECTRICITY	REGULATORY	COMMISSION	

GANDHINAGAR	
	

Petition	No.		2490	of	2025.			
	
In	the	Matter	of:		
	
Petition	under	Section	61	(h),	62,	86(1)(c)	and	(e)	and	181	and	other	
applicable	 provisions	 of	 Electricity	 Act,	 2003	 for	 amendment	 of	
Orders	No.	1,	5	and	6	of	2024.	

	

And	
	

IA	No.	44	of	2025	in	Petition	No.		2490	of	2025.			
	
In	the	Matter	of:		
	
Interlocutory	Application	 filed	by	 the	Applicant/Petitioner	seeking	
for	amendment	of	Petition	No.	2490	of	2025.	
	

And	
	

IA	No.	98	of	2025	in	Petition	No.		2490	of	2025.			
	
In	the	Matter	of:		
	
Interlocutory	Application	 filed	by	 the	Applicant/Petitioner	seeking	
for	amendment	of	Petition	No.	2490	of	2025.	
	
Applicant/Petitioner	 :		 Gujarat	Energy	Transmission	Corp.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 	 :	 Ld.	Adv.		Mr.	Aneesh	Bajaj	with	Mr.	P.P.	Shah,		

	 	 	 	 Mr.	J.D.	Trivedi	and	Mr.	Shobhraj	Jayswal	
	

V/s.	
	

Respondent	No.	1		 :		 Madhya	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	
	

Respondent	No.	2		 :		 Uttar	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	3		 :		 Paschim	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	
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Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	4		 :		 Dakshin	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	S.P.	Patel		
	

Respondent	No.	5		 :		 Torrent	Power	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Jignesh	Langalia	
	
Respondent	No.	6		 :		 MPSEZ	Utilities	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	7		 :		 Deendayal	Port	Trust	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	8		 :		 Aspen	Infrastructures	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	9		 :		 Jubilant	Infrastructures	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
	

Respondent	No.	10	 :		 GIFT	Power	Company	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.		
 

Respondent	No.	11	 :		 Cleanmax	Enviro	Energy	Solutions	Pvt.		
	 	 	 Limited	
 
Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Ashu	Gupta	
 

Respondent	No.	12	 :		 India	development	and	Environment	Agency  

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	13	 :		 First	Energy	Pvt.	Limited 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	14	 :		 M/s	Yogitech	Energy 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	15	 :		 KPI	Global	Infrastructure	Limited	
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Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	16	 :		 O2	Power	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	17	 :		 Continuum	Green	Energy	(India)	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Ld.	Adv.	Ms.	Shreya	Dubey	
 

Respondent	No.	18	 :		 Distributed	Solar	Power	Association 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	 	
 

Respondent	No.	19	 :		 Drasta	Power	Consultants	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Ajay	Shah	
 

Respondent	No.	20	 :		 Ultratech	Cement	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	21	 :		 Vena	Energy	Renewables	Resources	Pvt.		
Limited	

 
 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Sidhharth	Richhariya		
	

Respondent	No.	22	 :		 Adani	Green	Energy	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	23	 :		 Green	Infra	Wind	Energy	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	24	 :		 Aditya	Birla	Renewables	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
	

Respondent	No.	25	 :		 The	Chamber	of	Commerce	&	Industry,	Kutch  

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Paulil	Desai	
 
Respondent	No.	26	 :		 Indian	Wind	Turbine	Manufacturing		
	 	 	 Association  
 
Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	



 

Page	4	of	7	
 

Respondent	No.	27	 :		 Indian	Wind	Energy	Association  

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	28	 :		 BA	Prerna	Renewables	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	29	 :		 BEE	Electric	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	30	 :		 Renew	Power	Pvt.	Limited 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	31	 :		 State	Load	Dispatch	Centre	–	Gujarat 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	32	 :		 Gujarat	Urja	Vikas	Nigam	Limited 

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	M.K.	Jani	and	Mr.	M.M.	Pandya	
 

Respondent	No.	33	 :		 Gujarat	State	Electricity	Corporation	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Nobody	was	present.	
 

Respondent	No.	34	 :		 FPL	Mercury	Pvt.	Limited	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Ld.	Adv.	Mr.	Mridul	Gupta	
 

Objector	 :		 P	Solar	Power	

Represented	by	 	 :	 Mr.	Parthiv	Dave	
	
	

CORAM:	
	

		Pankaj	Joshi,	Chairman		
		Hiren	Shah,	Member	         

		 	 				Date:	09/01/2026.	
 
	

DAILY	ORDER	
 
1. The	matter	was	kept	for	hearing	on	06.01.2026.	
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2. At	 the	 outset,	 Ld.	 Adv.	 Mr.	 Aneesh	 Bajaj,	 appearing	 on	 behalf	 of	 the	

Applicant/Petitioner	 GETCO,	 submitted	 that	 the	 present	 Petition	 has	

been	 ciled	 by	 the	 Applicant/Petitioner	 seeking	 for	 amendment	 in	

provisions	of	the	Order	No.	01	of	2024	dated	22.02.2024	with	regard	to	

the	timelines	provided	for	completion	and	commissioning	of	evacuation	

infrastructures	and	RE	capacity.	He	stated	 that	under	Sections	61,	64	

and	86	of	the	Electricity	Act,	2003,	the	Commission	has	jurisdiction	and	

authority	to	entertain	the	present	Petition	for	amendment	of	Order	No.	

1	of	2024	dated	22.02.2024	in	view	of	various	difciculties	faced	by	RE	

developers	 in	 completion	 and	 commissioning	 of	 evacuation	

infrastructures	 and	 RE	 capacity	within	 the	 timelines	 specicied	 in	 the	

Order.	 
 

2.1. He	further	submitted	that	in	the	Daily	Order	dated	12.11.2025	passed	

by	the	Commission	in	present	Petition,	the	directions	were	given	to	the	

Petitioner	 for	 inviting	 comments/suggestions/objections	 from	 the	

stakeholders	by	issuing	public	notices	in	newspaper	and	accordingly,	in	

compliance	thereof,	the	Petitioner	has	published	the	same	in	‘Times	of	

India	 in	 English	 Daily	 and	 in	 ‘Divya	 Bhaskar’	 Daily	 on	 11.12.2025	 in	

Gujarati	Language,	both	having	wide	circulation	 in	 the	State	and	also	

uploaded	 the	 copy	 of	 the	 Petition	 on	 its	 website	 for	 inviting	 the	

objections	 and	 suggestions	 from	 the	 stakeholders.	 Moreover,	 the	

Petitioner	has	also	ciled	compliance	afcidavit	dated	02.01.2026	in	this	

regard	before	the	Commission	on	03.01.2026.	As	such,	he	completed	the	

arguments	and	made	the	submissions	in	the	matter. 

	
3. Mr.	Ashu	Gupta,	appearing	for	the	Respondent	No.	11,	has	supported	the	

present	Petition	and	made	the	submissions	in	the	matter.	
 
 

3.1. The	 representative	 appearing	 for	 the	 Respondent	 No.	 19,	 the	

representative	 appearing	 for	 the	 Respondent	 No.	 25	 and	 Ld.	 Adv.	
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appearing	 for	 the	 Respondent	 No.	 34	 have	 adopted	 the	 submissions	

made	by	the	Respondent	No.	11	and	completed	their	submissions	in	the	

matter.	

	
3.2. Mr.	Jignesh	Langalia,	appearing	for	the	Respondent	No.	5	Torrent	Power	

Limited	 (TPL),	 supported	 the	 present	 Petition	 and	 also	 made	 the	

submissions	in	the	matter.	

	
3.3. Ld.	Adv.	Ms.	 Shreya	Dubey,	 appearing	 for	 the	Respondent	No.	 17	 has	

concluded	 the	 submissions	 in	 the	 matter.	 She	 requested	 the	

Commission	 to	 allow	 one	 week’	 time	 to	 cile	 written	 submissions	 on	

afcidavit	in	the	matter.		

	
3.4. Mr.	Siddharth	Richhariya,	 appearing	 for	 the	Respondent	No.	21,	Vena	

Energy	 submitted	 that	 the	 Respondent	 has	 already	 ciled	 their	

comments/suggestions	in	the	matter	and	requested	the	Commission	to	

consider	the	same	while	deciding	the	present	matter.	

	
3.5. Mr.	 Parthiv	 Dave	 appearing	 as	 an	 Objector	 in	 the	 present	 matter	

submitted	 that	 today	 they	have	 ciled	 the	objections/comments	 in	 the	

matter	 and	 requested	 the	 Commission	 to	 consider	 the	 same	 while	

deciding	the	present	matter.	

	
4. Heard	the	Parties.		We	note	that	when	the	matter	was	called	out,	nobody	

was	 present	 on	 behalf	 of	 the	 Respondents	 except	 Respondents	 No.	

4,5,11,17,19,21,25,32,	&	34	although	the	hearing	notice	was	issued	to	

them	 by	 post	 and	 through	 email	 as	well.	We	 note	 that	 the	 aforesaid	

Respondents	neither	remained	present	during	today’s	proceedings	nor	

made	 any	 written	 communication	 about	 their	 inability	 to	 remain	

present,	despite	being	served	the	hearing	notice	to	them.	
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4.1. We	note	that	pursuant	to	directives	of	the	Commission	in	Daily	Order		

dated	12.11.2025,	 the	Petitioner	has	published	the	public	notices	and	

also	 uploaded	 the	 Petition	 on	 its	 website	 for	 inviting	

comments/objections/suggestions	 from	 the	 stakeholders	 in	 the	

present	Petition.	We	also	note	that	the	Petitioner	has	ciled	compliance	

afcidavit	 dated	 02.01.2026	 for	 the	 same	 before	 the	 Commission	 on	

03.01.2026.					
 
4.2. We	note	that	the	Applicant/Petitioner	and	the	Respondents/Objectors	

have	concluded	their	submissions	in	the	matter.		As	the	Ld.	Adv.	For	the	

Respondent	No.	 17	 has	 sought	 time	 to	 cile	 its	written	 submission	 on	

afcidavit,	 let	 the	 same	be	 ciled,	 if	 any,	within	 3	 days	 from	 the	 date	 of	

hearing.	The	matter	is	now	reserved	for	appropriate	Order.	
 

 
5. Order	accordingly.	

	

	
										Sd/-	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Sd/-	

       			 	 	[Hiren	Shah]	 	 																		 													[Pankaj	Joshi]																													
																													Member																																																		 								Chairman																																																						
	

Place:	Gandhinagar.	
Date:		09/01/2026.	


