X IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELH!I AT NEW DELH!
+ W.P.(C) 6492/2012 & C.M.17213/2012

SUPREME ENTERPRISES ... Petitioner
Through: Mr. B.P.Agarwal, Advocate.

versus
TATA POWER DELH! DISTRIBUTION LLTD AND ANR ... Respondent
Through: Mr. Sandeep Gupta for Ms. Pratima
Gupta, counsel for R-2.
Mr. Kaushik Saryal, Key Consumer
» Group, Keshav Puram, NDPL Bldg in
person.
CORMAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S.SISTAN!

ORDER
% 12.10.2012

The load of the petitioner has been enhanced by the respondent suo moto
which has led to the filing of the present writ petition. Another grievance raised
by the petitioner is that the representation made by the petitioner for reduction
of the load has not been considered. Counsel for the petitioner submits that at
this stage, thoe petitioner would be satisfied if a direction is issued to the

' respondent to consider the representation éxpeditiously. Counscl for the
respondent has no objection. In view of the stand taken by counsel for the parties
the wril petition is disposed of with a direction to the respondents to consider the
representation of the petitioner within two weeks from today. It is agreed that
the petitioner or his representative will appear before respondent no.1 at 2.30
p.m After hearing the petitioner or his representative, respondent no.l shall
pass a speaking order within two weeks thereafter. Needless to say, in case the
petitioner is aggrieved by the order which may be passed, petitioner is at liberty

to approach this Court again.

Signatur_e}&lo Verified

Digitally, Sijned
By:AMULYA




Y/

The writ petition and the application stand disposed of.
/-:- —-9'/&"
G.S.SISTANI, ] —
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