
 

 

BEFORE THE VIDYUT OMBUDSMAN 
   Andhra Pradesh & Telangana 

:: Present :: 

C. Ramakrishna 

Date: 12-09-2014 

Appeal No. 120 of 2013 

 

Between 

Sri . M. Srinivasa Rao. # 1-10, Tallavalasa Village, Laveru Mandal, Srikakulam  

District - 532 407. 

... Appellant 

And 

1. The Assistant Engineer, Operation, D2, APEPDCL, Vizianagaram. 

2. The Asst. Divisional Engineer, Operation, APEPDCL, Vizianagaram. 

3. The Divisional Engineer, Operation, APEPDCL, Vizianagaram. 

… Respondents 

 

ORDER: 

The above appeal filed on 12-12-2013 has come up for final hearing            

before the Vidyut Ombudsman on 11-09-2014 at Vizianagaram. The appellant,          

as well as respondents 1 to 3 above were present. The grievance of the              

appellant is that the respondent officers had erected the DTr at a place which              

is other than the originally sanctioned place in their estimates and that now             

when the appellants are seeking it to be erected at the same place where it               

was originally sanctioned, the appellants are being asked to shell out the            

relocation costs for no fault of theirs. Even the CGRF did not come to their               
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rescue as it asked them to bear the relocation costs. During the course of              

hearings it has come to light that the respondent officers had deviated from             

the originally sanctioned plans in so far as they erected the DTr at a place               

which is different from the originally sanctioned plans. Therefore, while          

directing the respondents to produce before this authority all the          

correspondence that necessitated the erection of the DTr at a place other            

than the originally sanctioned place, they were directed to erect the DTr at             

the originally sanctioned place, in the interim.  

 

2. During the final hearing on the matter, the respondents submitted that           

since the main grievance of the appellant has since been resolved to the             

satisfaction of the appellant, the appeal can be disposed of settled. The            

appellant also confirmed that the respondents erected the DTr at the originally            

sanctioned place now. Hence, he also requested that the appeal can be closed             

as settled. 

 

3. In view of the submissions from both the sides, it is hereby ordered             

that the appeal is closed as settled. The interim orders issued in the matter              

get subsumed in this main order. 

 

4. This order is corrected and signed on this 12th day of September,            

2014. 

 
 
 

VIDYUT OMBUDSMAN 

 

To 

1. Sri . M. Srinivasa Rao. # 1-10, Tallavalasa Village, Laveru Mandal, 
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Srikakulam District - 532 407. 

2. The Assistant Engineer, Operation, D2 Section, APEPDCL, 

Vizianagaram. 

3. The Asst. Divisional Engineer, Operation, APEPDCL, Vizianagaram. 

4. The Divisional Engineer, Operation, APEPDCL, Vizianagaram. 

 

Copy to: 

5. The Chairperson, CGRF, APEPDCL, P & T Colony, Seethammadhara, 

Near Gurudwara Junction, Visakhapatnam - 530 013. 

6. The Secretary, APERC, 11-4-660, 5th Floor, Singareni Bhavan, Red Hills, 

Hyderabad - 500 004. 
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