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BEFORE	THE	GUJARAT	ELECTRICITY	REGULATORY	COMMISSION	

GANDHINAGAR	
	

Petition	No.	1859	of	2020.	
	

In	the	matter	of:	
	
Petition	for	adjudication	under	Section	86	(1)	(f)	and	other	applicable	provisions	
of	the	Electricity	Act,	2003	read	with	the	GERC	(Terms	and	Conditions	for	Intra-
State	Open	Access)	Regulations,	2015	for	the	unlawful	denial	of	Medium	Term	
Open	Access	from	J.B.	Renewable	LLP	to	J.B.	Ecotex	LLP.	
	
	
Petitioner	 	 :	 	 J	B	Renewable	LLP	
	
Co-Petitioner		 :	 	 J.B.	Ecotex	LLP	
	 	 	 	 	 	

Represented	by:		 	 	 Ld.	Adv.	Mr.	Shyamal	Bhimani	
	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Vs.	
	

Respondent	No.1	 :	 	 Dakshin	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	
	

Represented	by										:	 	 	Ld.	Adv.	Ranjitha	Ramachandran	along	with	Mr.	S.P.Patel	
	
Respondent	No.	2						:	 	 	Gujarat	Energy	Transmission	Corporation	Ltd.	
	
Represented	by											:	 	 	Ld.	Adv.	Ranjitha	Ramachandran	along	with	Mr.	S.	K.	Nair			

	and	Mr.	H.G.	Karia	
	
Respondent	No.	3						:	 	 Gujarat	Urja	Vikas	Nigam	Limited	
	

Represented	by									:	 	 		Ld.	Adv.	Ranjitha	Ramachandran	along	with	Mr.	P.V.	
	Gandhi.	

	
Respondent	No.	4						:	 	 	Madhya	Gujarat	Vij	Company	Limited	
	
Represented	by									:	 	 	Nobody	was	Present	
	
Respondent	No.	5.				:	 	 	Energy	&	Petrochemical	Department	Govt.	of	Gujarat	
	
Represented	by								:	 	 	Nobody	was	Present	
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CORAM:	
	
	 	 	 	 	 Mehul	M.	Gandhi,	Member	
	 	 	 	 	 S.	R.	Pandey,	Member	
	 	 	 	 	 	

Date:		11/01/2024	
	 	 	 	

Daily	Order	

	

1. The	matter	was	heard	on	05.01.2024.	

	

2. Ld.	 Adv.	 Mr.	 Shyamal	 Bhimani	 appearing	 on	 behalf	 Adv.	 Arijit	 Mitra	 Sr.	 Counsel	 of	 the	

Petitioner	submitted	that	the	Petitioner	has	not	received	any	notice	or	intimation	of	listing	

of	 the	matter	on	 today.	 	Ld.	Adv.	Further	submitted	 that	Counsel	of	 the	Petitioner	 in	 the	

matter	 could	 not	 remain	 present	 as	 the	 hearing	 notice	 or	 any	 communication	 was	 not	

received	 to	 the	 Petitioner,	 hence	 he	 requested	 to	 accommodate	 a	 short	 date	 as	 per	 the	

convenience	 of	 the	 Commission.	 He	 also	 requested	 to	 give	 another	 date	 by	 video	

conferencing	mode,	if	possible	and	convenient	to	the	Commission.	

	

3. Ld.	Adv.	Ms.	Ranjitha	Ramachandran	appearing	on	behalf	of	the	Respondents	submitted	that	

there	is	no	objection	to	the	adjournment	sought	by	the	Petitioners.	

	

4. We	have	heard	the	parties.	We	note	that	the	office	of	the	Commission	has	received	e-mail	on	

05.01.2024	from	the	Sr.	Council	Mr.	Arijit	Maitra	on	behalf	of	the	Petitioner	mentioning	that	

change	in	address	of	the	Petitioners	and	e-mail	of	the	Petitioners	had	been	informed	to	the	

Commission.	In	the	said	e-mail,	it	is	also	mentioned	that	notice	or	intimation	has	not	been	

received	by	the	Petitioner	for	the	hearing	dated	05.01.2024	and	requested	for	another	date	

for	hearing	through	video	conferencing	mode,	if	possible	and	convenient	to	the	Commission.	

	

5. Considering	the	request	of	the	Petitioners	for	the	adjournment	and	there	is	no	objection	to	

the	same	by	 the	Respondents,	 in	 the	 interest	of	 justice	 the	matter	 is	adjourned.	We	also	

direct	 the	 staff	 of	 the	Commission	 to	 incorporate	 the	 change	 in	 address	 /	 e-mails	of	 the	

Petitioners	in	the	record	and	update	the	same.	

	
6. The	next	date	of	hearing	would	be	intimated	separately.	
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7. We	order	accordingly.	

		 	 Sd/-	 	
	 	 				Sd/-		 	 	 	 	 	 	Sd/-	

	 									(S.R.	Pandey)		 	 	 	 	 (Mehul	M.	Gandhi)	 	 		 		
						 													Member						 		 													 	 	 										Member	 																			 		
	 	
	
Place:	Gandhinagar	

	 Date:	11/01/2024.	


