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CONSUMER GRIEVANCES REDRESSAL FORUM 

Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam 
Shakti Bhawan, IInd Floor, Room No.317, Sector-6, Panchkula 

E-mail: uhbvn_forum2006@yahoo.com 
 

 
     Complaint No.      - UH/CGRF-375/10 
     Date of Institution - 29.4.2010 
     Date of Hearing - 29.7.2010 
     Date of Order -  
 
Before the Consumer Grievances Redressal Forum, UHBVNL. 
 
 Present:- 
   1. Sh. R.K. Jain, Member-I. 

   2. Sh. D.C.Aggarwal, Member-II. 

   3. Sh. Raj Roop Jakhar, Member-III. 

 

  In the matter of complaint of Sh. Dharmveer S/o Sh. Raghveer Singh, R/o H. 

No. 1678/24, Shivam Enclave, Rohtak regarding development charges.  

                              

…………...Complainant/Petitioner 

Vs 

(1) The XEN ‘OP’ City Division, UHBVNL, Rohtak. 

(2) The SDO ‘OP’ S/Division No.2, UHBVN, Rohtak.   

         

 …………..Respondents    

 

Appearance:- 

 For Complainant: 

 None.   

 For the Respondent: 

1. Sh. Mohinder Kumar, CA O/o SDO/OP, S/Division No.2, UHBVN, Rohtak. 

2. Sh. Surender Singh, SDO/OP, S/Division No.2, UHBVN, Rohtak. 
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ORDER 

 Facts of the case in brief are that the petitioner is Sh. Dharamveer S/o Sh. 

Raghveer Singh R/o H. No. 1678/24, Shivam Enclave, Rohtak.  The petitioner is 

the consumer of the Respondent and has got electric connection No. R-1991 and 

this Forum has the jurisdiction to try this suit.  The petitioner submitted his 

petition on 29.4.2010 stating that the Shivam Enclave Colony is approved colony 

and no development charges are requested to be levied.  As such, the petitioner 

prayed for withdrawl of the development charge.  Forum considered the facts, and 

found the petition feasible of acceptance and same is admitted.  Notice of motion 

was issued to both the parties informing the petitioner regarding acceptance and 

admittance of the petition as an acknowledgement and further directing the 

Respondent to submit version by the cut off i.e. by 26.5.2010.  The version 

submitted by the Respondent.  Finally the hearing date fixed for 24.6.2010 and the 

29.7.2010 wherein both the parties were directed to appear before the Forum for 

argument and for corroborating their documentary evidences.  On the date of 

hearing i.e. on 29.7.2010 complainant did not turn up but the Respondent 

appeared before the Forum and argued as:- 

  That the Shivam Enclave Colony has been approved in the year, 2004.  

The development charges levied amounting to Rs. 5500/- has been adjusted vide 

SC & R no. 408/115 dated 27.4.07. Further the Executive Officer, Municipal 

Committee, Rohtak has also issued certificate that Shivam Enclave Colony is 

within the Municipal limit since 2004. Further no development charge are to be 

levied 

Forum considered the facts, available materials on record and after due 

deliberation decided to direct the Respondent to consider the Shivam Enclave 

Colony within the Municipal limit also is approved Colony and no development 

charges is to be levied as per report of Executive Officer and as per version 

submitted by the Respondent. All consequential relief on account of this issue be 

granted to the petitioner.  Order be implemented within seven days. Complaint is 

hereby disposed off without any cost on either side. File be consigned to the 

office record.   

The order is issued and signed by the Consumer Grievances Redressal 

Forum on  

 

 

(Raj Roop Jakhar)       (D.C.Aggarwal)                  (R.K. Jain) 
     Member-III          Member-II        Member-I      
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