
ITEM NO.35               COURT NO.1               SECTION IX-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).32900-32911/2025

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  03-11-2025
in WPL No. 19437/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 19450/2025 03-11-2025 
in WPL No. 19529/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 19640/2025 03-11-2025 
in WPL No. 20635/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 20790/2025 03-11-2025 
in WPL No. 20792/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 20945/2025 03-11-2025 
in WPL No. 21021/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 21151/2025 03-11-2025 
in WPL No. 21326/2025 03-11-2025 in WPL No. 21714/2025 passed by 
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay]

MAHARASHTRA STATE ELECTRICITY DISTRIBUTION 
COMPANY LTD.   Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

O2 RENEWABLE ENERGY VII PRIVATE LIMITED & ANR. ETC. Respondent(s)

Date : 17-11-2025 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. VINOD CHANDRAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE N.V. ANJARIA

For Petitioner(s) : 
                   Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Balbir Singh, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Siddharth Dharmadhikari, Adv.
                   Mr. Abhikalp Pratap Singh, Adv.
                   Ms. Devanshi Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Vishal Binod, Adv.
                   Mr. Bharat Bagla, Adv.
                   Ms. Kashish Jain, Adv.
                   Ms. Shivali Shah, Adv.
                   Mr. Aditya Krishna, Adv.
                   Ms. Siya Singh, Adv.
                   M/s Apsak Consultants LLP                   
                   
For Respondent(s) : 

Mr. Aman Anand,Adv.
Mr. Aman Dixit , AOR

                   
                   Mr. Mustafa Motiwala, Adv.
                   Mr. Aditya K Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Aniketh Nair, Adv.
                   Mr. Mridul Gupta, Adv.
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                   Mr. Vineet Gupta, Adv.
                   Mr. Alok Tripathi, AOR                   
                   
                   Mr. Shri Venkatesh, Adv.
                   Mr. Shryeshth Ramesh Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Kanika Chugh, Adv.
                   Mr. Priya Dhankhar, Adv.
                   Mr. Suhael Buttan, Adv.
                   Mr. Siddharth Nigotia, Adv.
                   Mr. Vedant Choudhary, Adv.
                   Mr. Ashirwad Sapre, Adv.
                   Mr. Nitin Saluja, AOR
                   
                   Mr. Sakya Singha Chaudhuri, AOR
                   Mr. Avijeet Lala, Adv.
                   Ms. Astha Shrama, Adv.
                   
                   Mr. M.g. Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
                   Ms. Dipali Sheth, Adv.
                   Mr. Nikunj Dayal, AOR
                   Mr. Pramod Dayal, Adv.
                   Ms. Srishti Khindaria, Adv.
                   Mr. Aneesh Bajaj, Adv.
                   Mr. Shubham Mehta, Adv.
                   Mr. Sonesh Jain, Adv.
                   
                   Mr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Maninder Singh, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Vishrov Mukerjee, Adv.
                   Mr. Pratyush Singh, Adv.
                   Ms. Garima adlakha, Adv.
                   Mr. Abhishek Munot, Adv.
                   Mr. Kunal Kaul, Adv.
                   Ms. Purvi Shrivastava, Adv.
                   Mr. Pukhrambam Ramesh Kumar, AOR
                   Mr. Karun Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Anupama Ngangom, Adv.
                   Ms. Rajkumari Divyasana, Adv.                   
                   
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. At the outset, learned counsel for the parties agree that ends

of justice would be met if the matter is remanded back to the

Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission (MERC). The parties,

however,  request  that  till  the  matter  is  decided  by  the  MERC,

directions issued by the High Court, particularly at paragraph 48

and  49  of  the  impugned  order  dated  

3rd November 2025 be permitted to continue to operate.
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2. We, therefore, remand the review petitions to MERC.  We direct

MERC to decide the review petitions within a period of 12 weeks

from today.

3. It  is  further  directed  that  till  the  review  petitions  are

decided, the directions issued by the High Court, particularly at

paragraph  48  and  49  of  the  impugned  order  shall  continue  to

operate.

4. Needless to state that, on remand, before deciding the matter,

MERC would give a hearing to all the concerned stakeholders.

5. The special leave petitions are, accordingly, disposed of.

6. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

(NARENDRA PRASAD)                               (ANJU KAPOOR)
 DEPUTY REGISTRAR                             ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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