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I The humble Petitioner most respectfully showeth: 

1. Specific Legal Provision under which Petition is being filed: 

I. Section-86(1)(e) of Electricity Act, 2003 requires the 

promotion of cogeneration and generation of electricity from 

renewable sources of energy by providing suitable measures 

for connectivity with the grid. 

II. Section 94(1) in The Electricity Act, 2003 stipulated as under: 

"The Appropriate Commission shall, for the purposes of any 

inquiry or proceedings under this Act, have the same powers 

as are vested in a civil court under the Code of Civil Procedure, 

1908 (5 of 1908) in respect of the following matters, namely 

reviewing its decisions, directions and orders. " 

III. Regulation 54 (1) Of the UERC (Conduct of Business) 

Regulations, 2014 stipulates as follows: 

"The Commission may on its own or on the application of any 

of the persons or parties concerned, within 60 days of the 

making of any decision, direction or Order, review such 

decisions, directions Orders and pass such appropriate orders 

as the Commission thinks fit. " 

IV. The accompanying petition is being filed under the above 

provisions of Law. 

2. Limitation: -

The current petition has been filed within time limit and is 

not barred by limitation specified under law. 

3. Facts of the case: -

1. The Petitioner was allotted a solar power plant of 1000 KWp 

capacity by UREDA after participating in a tender process 

bearing E-Tender/Rfp No.: 02/UREDA/Grid Connect/R£P/ 

2019-20, Dated 13-02-2019. The letter of award for the said 

allotment was received by the Petitioner on 18/07/2019 (LOA 

· ,\t~ed 
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No. 887 of 18/07/2019). A photocopy of the said Letter of 

Award is being annexed as Annexure No-2. 

2 . That the Petitioner's 1000 KWp Solar Power plant was 

initially proposed to be established at Village - Bicchu, Post 

office- Nainbagh, District-Tehri Garhwal, Uttarakhand. 

3. That the Hon'ble Commission, on various occasions, granted 

extensions to the control period of the benchmark capital cost 

and the generic tariff to developers, inter alia, due to the 

impact of COVID-19. These extensions were granted from 

time to time since the inception of the scheme, with the last 

such extension being granted up to 15-11-2021. 

4. That the Petitioner was already facing considerable difficulty 

in aggregating approximately 100 Nalis of land ,required for .. , 
the establishment of its 1 MW solar power plant at the 

aforementioned location. • The situation was further 

aggravated by the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic and 

the consequent restrictions, which significantly hindered the 

Petitioner's ability to communicate with and approach 

landowners for securing land on lease. As a result, the 

Petitioner was unable to identify and procure the requisite 

contiguous land within the time period prescribed under the 

extended timeline granted by the Hon 'ble Commission. 

5. That the Uttarakhand Renewable Energy Development 

Agency (UREDA), vide its letter dated 30.05.2023, extended 

the timeline for commissioning of the project up to 

31.03.2024, and subsequently further extended the same up 

to 31.12.2024. 

6. That while the Petitioner was actively searching for suitable 

land to establish its solar power plant within the extended 

timeline, it simultaneously, at that very juncture, addressed a 

letter dated 30.05.2022 to the Respondent, informing that a 

project company had been duly incorporated in accordance 

with the t~rms of the RFP and LOA. The Petitioner, therefore, 

Doon Valle) Solar Power P~\~ltei 
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requested the UREDA to approve the said project company 

and issue a formal letter enabling it to execute the Power 

Purchase Agreement (PPA) with UPCL. However, no response 

was received to the said communication for over two years. 

The Petitioner, meanwhile, focused its efforts on identifying . 

appropriate land for the project and, due to the lack of 

response from the Respondent, did not pursue the approval 

further at that stage. It is respectfully submitted that it was 

the duty of UREDA to respond to such correspondence in a 

timely manner, let alone provide the necessary approval. A 

copy of the letter dated 30.05.2022 is annexed herewith and 

marked as Annexure No.-3. 

7. That it is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner made 

sustained, sincere, and diligent efforts to identify, negotiate, 

and secure the requisite land at the initially proposed 

location. Despite persistent follow-ups and every reasonable 

attempt, including engagement with multiple landowners, the 

efforts remained unsuccessful due to fragmented land 

holdings and the non-cooperation of certain landowners. 

Confronted with these persistent impediments, and in order 
to ensure the continued viability of the project, the Petitioner · 

was constrained to change the proposed project site. Upon 

the suggestion of UPCL, the Petitioner decided to shift the 

location of the 1 MW solar power plant to Village Barhkolu, 

District Pauri Garhwal, Uttarakhand, where the Petitioner 

was hopeful of aggregating the necessary land. Accordingly, 

the Petitioner addressed a letter dated 28.08.2024 to the 

Respondent seeking the issuance of the Technical Feasibility 

Report (TFR) for the newly identified site. A copy of the said 

letter is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure No.-4. 

8. However, due to issues pertaining to the issuance of the 

Technical Feasibility Report (TFR) for the newly identified site 

in Pauri, the Petitioner was unfortunately compelled to 

abandon the said location, despite having successfully 

identified and aggregated the requisite land. Meanwhile, the 

Petitioner had also identified an alternative site in Village . 

Doon ~alley Solar Power Priva~­v- ifirector 
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Miyani, Nainbag, District Tehri Garhwal, Uttarakhand. 

However, owing to the continued delay in the issuance of the 

TFR for this new site as well, despite repeated follow-ups, the 

Petitioner was constrained to write to UREDA vide letter 

dated 11.10.2024, expressing its inability to complete the 

project by the last extended deadline of 31.12.2024 due to the 

non-issuance of the TFR. A copy of the said letter is annexed 

herewith and marked as Annexure No.-5. 

9. That it is submitted that the Petitioner was confronted with a 

threefold challenge: firstly, the difficulty in aggregating land; 

secondly, the prolonged delay in obtaining the Technical 

Feasibility Report (TFR); and thirdly, the persistent pendency · 

in the approval of the project company. Despite the Petitioner 

having submitted a request for approval of the project 

company as early as May 2022, no action was taken by the 

Respondent. In continuation of the initial request, the 

Petitioner made a second representation on 24.07.2024, 

seeking approval and updation of the project company details 

in the Respondent's records. This was further followed up by 

letters dated 09.08.2024, 23 .08.2024, and a final request 

dated 09.11.2024. It is pertinent to mention that without 

such approval and the corresponding communication to 

UPCL by UREDA, the Petitioner was not in a position to 

execute the Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) with UPCL. 

True copies of the aforementioned letters are annexed 

herewith and collectively marked as Annexure No.-6. 

10. That it is further submitted that, finally, after a delay of . 

nearly four months from the Petitioner's second 

correspondence dated 27.07.2024 regarding approval of the 

project company, the Petitioner received a letter from UREDA 

on 26.11 .2024 permitting the transfer of the Power Purchase 

Agreement (PPA) to the Project Company. However, this 

approval came at a belated stage, leaving the Petitioner with a 

window of only 35 days to execute the PPA and thereafter 

complete the entire project. A copy of the said letter is 

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure No.-7. 
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11. That it is further submitted that, following the delayed 
approval of the Project Company, the Power Purchase 
Agreement (PPA) was finally executed on 13.12.2024 at a 
tariff rate of ~4.43/kWh. This was the prevailing tariff · 
determined as per the order dated 19.11.2024, and notably 
lower than the tariff rate originally allotted to the Petitioner 
pursuant to the competitive bidding process and recorded in 
the Letter of Award (LOA). A copy of the executed PPA is 
annexed herewith and marked as Annexure No.-8. 

12. That after the execution of the PPA, the Petitioner was left 
with a window of merely two weeks to set up the entire solar 
power plant-an exercise which was practically impossible to 
complete within such an unreasonably short timeframe. 
Nevertheless, the Petitioner proceeded with the work in good 
faith and earnestness. However, during this period, the 
Petitioner was faced with yet another unforeseen challenge. 
Several official websites of the Government of Uttarakhand, 
including that of the Industries Department, were rendered 
non-functional due to an attempted cyber-attack. These . 
websites remained inaccessible for a considerable duration, 
which in turn prevented the Petitioner from applying for 
Single Window Clearance system, further hampering the 
Petitioner's progress. 

13. That the Petitioner, having encountered multiple 
impediments as detailed hereinabove in its endeavor to 
establish the solar power plant, addressed a letter dated 
02.01.2025 to UREDA requesting a further extension of the 
project commissioning deadline till March 2025. The said 
letter mentioned all the reasons and circumstances that had 
cumulatively contributed to the delay, including but not 
limited to the prolonged non-issuance of the Technical 
Feasibility Report (TFR), the delayed approval of the Project 
Company, the belated execution of the Power Purchase 
Agreement (PPA), and the disruption of official government 
websites which hindered the Petitioner from applying through · 
the Single Window Clearance system. A copy of the said letter 
is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure No.-9. 
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That it is submitted that the Petitioner, even after the expiry 

of the last extended deadline, continued to act in good faith 

and executed a lease deed for a portion of the requisite land 

in Village Miyani, Nainbag, District Tehri Garhwal, 

Uttarakhand, on 18.02.2025, with the hope that a further 

extension would be granted and the substantial time, effort, 

and investment made by the Petitioner would ultimately bear 

fruit. In furtherance of this, the Petitioner made a final 

request to UREDA seeking an extension of the commissioning 

timeline . However, instead of acceding to the request, UREDA 

sought directions from the Hon'ble Commission. Pursuant to 

this, by its order dated 27.03.2025, the Hon'ble Commission 

directed UREDA to cancel the Letter of Award (LoA), and 

accordingly, no further extension was granted. A copy of the 

lease deed dated 18.02.2025 is annexed herewith and 

marked as Annexure No.-10. 

15. The Petitioner made every possible and sincere effort to 

implement the project; however, the circumstances that 

unfolded were largely beyond the Petitioner's control, leading 

to an unfortunate outcome. The delay that has occurred is 

not a result of inaction or negligence but is despite the 

Petitioner's persistent, bona fide, and diligent efforts to 

develop the proposed solar power plant. It is respectfully 

submitted that the delay is not solely attributable to the 

Petitioner, but has also been significantly caused by the 

prolonged and unreasonable delays in the grant of approvals 

for the Technical Feasibility Report (TFR) and the Project · 

Company by UPCL and UREDA, respectively. 

4. Cause of Action: -

The cause of action for filing the present Review Petition 

arose on 27-03-2025, when the Hon'ble Commission passed an 

order directing the cancellation of the Letter of Award (LoA) 

granted to the Petitioner, thereby denying further extension of the 

commissioning date for the proposed solar power project. The 

cause of action is continuous in nature, as the said order has 

'\3'~°'~-
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resulted in irreparable loss and prejudice to the Petitioner. Hence, 

the present Review Petition is being filed seeking reconsideration 

of the said order in the interest of justice and equity. 

5. Grounds of Relief: -

5.1 That it is respectfully submitted that the Hon'ble Commission 

sought information regarding the successful developers from 

UREDA, and based solely on the information so furnished, 

proceeded · to pass the impugned order cancelling the Letters 

of Award (LOAs). It is submitted that UREDA was neither in a 

position nor under a legal obligation to adequately represent 

the case of the Petitioner. Consequently, relevant facts and 

material evidence pertaining to the Petitioner's project were 

not placed before the Hon'ble Commission. The Petitioner 

submit that the principles of natural justice require that an 

opportunity of hearing ought to have been afforded to the 

concerned developers prior to the passing of any adverse 

order, particularly an order involving cancellation of the · 

LOAs. The impugned decision has been taken without giving 

the Petitioner an opportunity to be heard, despite the fact 

that significant time, effort, and financial investment has 

already been made in furtherance of the project. The non­

observance of Audi Alteram partem has thus caused grave 

prejudice to the Petitioner. 

5.2 That it is further submitted that UREDA, in its submissions 

before the Hon 'ble Commission, failed to disclose the delays 

that were attributable to its own inaction. In particular, 

UREDA did not bring to the attention of the Hon'ble 

Commission that it had failed to approve the Project 

Company despite the Petitioner's initial request dated 

30.05.2022, followed by repeated reminders on 24.07.2024, 

09.08.2024, 23.08.2024, and 09.11.2024. As a result of this 

inaction, there was a delay of nearly four months from the . 

second request dated 24.07.2024 before the Petitioner finally 

received the approval on 26.11.2024. It is pertinent to note 

that without such approval, the Petitioner could not have 

i1atley Solar Power pr,va~~,~s' 
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• executed the Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) with UPCL. 

Therefore, a substantial portion of the delay is directly 

attributable to UREDA's failure to act in a timely manner and 

its prolonged inaction upon the Petitioner's repeated requests 

for approval of the Project Company. 

· 5.3 That despite the Petitioner's continuous, bona fide, and 

diligent efforts, the necessary approvals were not granted 

within a reasonable timeframe, which rendered it impossible . 

for the Petitioner to adhere to the original or extended 

commissioning timelines. The Petitioner's conduct 

throughout has been marked by sincerity, proactive follow­

ups, and adherence to procedural requireme~ 

5.4 That the belated approval of the Project Company on 

26.11.2024 left the Petitioner with only 35 days to execute 

the PPA and commission the project, a timeline that is wholly 

unfeasible for any .infrastructure project of this nature, 

especially in a geographically challenging location. 

5.5 That after the executio'n of the PPA, the Petitioner 

encountered further delays in applying for mandatory 

clearances through the Single Window System due to a 

disruption of official government websites, including that of 

the Industries Department, which remained non-functional 

for a prolonged period due to a cyber-attack-yet another · 

factor beyond the Petitioner's control. 

5.6 That without prejudice to the other grounds raised herein, 

the Petitioners respectfully submit that the rationale adopted 

by the Bon'ble Commission in cancelling the Letters of Award 

(LOAs), on the premise that the Uttarakhand Solar Energy 

Policy, 2013 has been repealed upon the enforcement of the 

Uttarakhand State Solar Policy, 2023, fails to consider the 

broader policy objectives enshrined in the new Solar Policy 

itself. The Uttarakhand State Solar Policy, 2023, in fact, sets 

forth significantly more ambitious targets, seeking to achieve 

Doon Valley Solar Power ,,, rv,~ ; 
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solar capacity addition of approximately 2500 MW. The 

projects awarded under the 200 MW scheme would 

meaningfully contribute to the attainment of these enhanced 

targets. 

5. 7 That it is further submitted that, as of now, there is no 

indication of any fresh tender being issued by the concerned 

department in the near future . This position is also 

acknowledged and affirmed by UPCL itself in its reply to the 

Suo Moto proceedings which have culminated in the present 

order under review. In such circumstances, cancelling the 

LOAs rather than facilitating their execution will only hinder 

the realization of the State's renewable energy objectives. 

5.8 Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that the very efficacy 

and credibility of future schemes is undermined when past 

schemes, floated under statutory policies and acted upon by • 

developers in good faith , are not fulfilled or allowed to reach 

completion. If projects already awarded under earlier 

schemes are abruptly cancelled without due consideration of 

the developers' investments and the prevailing ground 

realities , it raises serious concerns about the sanctity and 

enforceability of future policy initiatives and tenders. This not 

only discourages investor confidence but also defeats the 

long-term vision of scaling up solar power capacity in the 

State. 

5. 9 That it is pertinent to note that India has set a national target 

of achieving 500 GW of non-fossil fuel-based energy capacity 

by the year 2030, with solar energy playing a central role in 

this transition . Of this , a specific target of 280 GW of solar 

capacity has been set. The success and implementation of 

State-level projects, including those under the 200 MW 

scheme, form a critical component of India's contribution · 

toward these national goals under its international climate 

commitments. The cancellation of such projects runs counter 

to both State and national renewable energy ambitions. 
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5.10 That the Hon'ble Commission, vide its order dated 

15.12.2019, while adjudicating upon the petition concerning 

the revival of bids submitted by unsuccessful bidders under 

the 200 MW Solar PV Scheme, clearly delineated the scope of 

its jurisdiction. It was unequivocally held that: 

"Further, the RfP for the development of Solar PV plants under 

Type-I was approved by the Government of Uttarakhand 

(GoUK) vide letter no. 232/ 1/2019-05/ 14/2009 dated 

08.02.2019, subject to certain conditions. In such RJP(s}, the 

role of the Commission is limited to the Regulations and tariff 

rates specified therein for renewable energy-based power 

plants, and approval or otherwise of the RfP comes under the 

purview of Go UK." 

"Accordingly, based on the above discussion, the Commission 

is of the view that the issues raised by the Petitioners do not 

come under the jurisdiction of the Commission, and therefore, 

they are advised to approach the relevant authority in the 

matter, which in the present case would be the Director, 

UREDA or Secretary (Energy}, Government of Uttarakhand." 

5.11 That having thus expressly confined its role to tariff 

determination and regulatory oversight, the Commission 

cannot now act contrary to its own findings and assume a · 

role that lies exclusively with the executive authority namely, 

UREDA or the Government of Uttarakhand. In particular, the 

direction to cancel the Letter of Award (LoA) an administrative 

function clearly falls outside the Commission's jurisdiction as 

acknowledged in its own order dated 15.12.2019. 

5.12 That the Commission, on past occasions as well as UREDA, 

has granted extensions on the condition that any delay 

beyond the dates set in the respective extension orders would 

attract the lower of-

(i) the prevailing tariff for the relevant financial year, as 

extended from time to time, or 

(ii) the tariff determined through competitive bidding/PPA. 

Doon Valley Solar Powar Private~~-
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5.13 That the Petitioner humbly requests a final extension on the 
same terms and has already accepted the lower tariff than 
what was awarded to the competitive bidding process. The 
petitioner has accepted the prevailing tariff rate of 2024-25 
instead of the higher tariff awarded through the competitive 
bidding. This arrangement will, in fact, be beneficial to the 
DISCOM, as it will enable them to procure electricity from the 
Petitioner at a reduced tariff. 

5.14 That it is most respectfully submitted that the Hon'ble 
Commission may be pleased to adopt a broad, purposive, and 
benevolent approach while considering the present review, 
particularly in light of the foundational objectives enshrined 
in the Uttarakhand Solar Policy, 2013. The petitioner humbly 
submits that grant of a final opportunity for extension would . 
be in consonance with the very spirit and purpose of the 
policy, which aims inter alia: 

a) To promote green and clean power using solar energy 
to reduce the dependence on conventional sources of 
energy like coal, gas and oil. 

b) To create direct and indirect employment opportunities 
in the State. 

c) To create conditions conducive to the involvement of 
investors in RE projects. 

d) To enhance the use of solar energy source that assist in 
mitigating environmental pollution. 

The Petitioner's project is aligned with the above-stated 
objectives, and a final opportunity for extension would enable 
the realization of these goals in letter and spirit. 

5.15 That despite the Petitioner's rigorous and sustained efforts to · 
establish the solar power plant, a significant challenge 
persists in the form of land acquisition particularly for 
projects of larger capacity in hilly regions. In such areas, land 
ownership is highly fragmented. Often, a single parcel of land 
is jointly owned by multiple family members, and this is only 

Doon Valley Solar Power Prlvatei1~. 
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one part of the problem, as adjoining parcels are owned by 

entirely different individuals or families . 

That Convincing each and every co-owner, across multiple 

parcels, to agree not only to the lease but also to a uniform 

lease rate is an extremely complex and time-consuming task. 

The Petitioner has made diligent and bona fide attempts, yet 

has faced failure on two separate occasions despite putting in 

sincere, consistent, and transparent efforts. 

That this is a systemic challenge faced by most developers 

operating in hilly terrains, and it is respectfully submitted 

that the Hon'ble Commission ought to take this ground 

reality into consideration while adjudicating matters involving 

delays or procedural difficulties in such regions. 

The Petitioner acknowledges that there has been a significant 

delay; however, it is respectfully submitted that such delay 

was neither deliberate nor caused by any negligence on the 

part of the Petitioner. On the contrary, the Petitioner would 

have erected and commissioned the solar power plant within 

the last extended deadline of 30.12.2024 had the Technical 

Feasibility Report (TFR) from UPCL and the approval of the · 

Project Company by UREDA been granted in a timely 

manner. The delay beyond 30.12.2024 is, therefore, not 

attributable to any lapse on the part of the Petitioner. 

Throughout this period, the Petitioner has consistently acted 

in good faith, made sincere and diligent efforts, and remained 

fully committed to the successful implementation of the 

project. This consistent good faith and earnest effort on the 

part of the Petitioner is clearly reflected in the various 

correspondences made to the concerned departments from 

time to time, detailing the challenges faced and seeking 

necessary approvals and extensions. True copies of the said 

correspondences are annexed herewith and form an integral 

part of the present petition. 

Ooon ValleJ Solar Po<" h ''°'' lim1te~ -. 
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5.19 That the Petitioner continued to act in good faith even after 

the lapse of the last extension, including executing a lease 

deed for part of the land on 18.02.2025 and applying for a 

further extension, demonstrating its unwavering commitment 
to the project. 

5.20 It is respectfully submitted that, in view of the foregoing 

circumstances and m the interest of justice, the 

commissioning timeline may kindly be extended up to 

December 2025. It is submitted that the adjudication of the 

present petition and the consequent issuance of orders by the 

Hon 'ble Commission may reasonably take up to three 

months. By that time, the monsoon season would have 

commenced, rendering it practically unfeasible to undertake · 

civil and erection activities for the solar plant, particularly 

given the challenges posed by the hilly terrain. Accordingly, 

an extension at least until December 2025 would be 

necessary and reasonable, as it would provide the Petitioner 

with a workable post-monsoon window of four to five months 

to complete the installation and commissioning of the solar 

power plant in a safe and effective manner. 

5 .21 That the relief sought is reasonable in the facts and 

circumstances of the case, and unless an extension of time is 

granted up to December 2025, the Petitioner will be left 

without any effective remedy despite having acted diligently 

and in compliance with the terms of the RFP and LoA. 

5.22 That the Petitioner has a vested interest in the project, has 

already made substantial investments, and has taken 

significant steps toward execution, and the cancellation of the 

LoA would result in irreparable injury, financial loss, and a 

setback to the objective of encouraging renewable energy 

infrastructure in the region. 
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( 6. Details of Remedy Exhausted: 

That as the Hon'ble Commission is the Appropriate Authority to 

consider the matter, no judicial remedy has been sought from any 

other forum/ courts etc. 

7. Matter not previously filed or pending with any other court: 

As the Hon'ble Commission is the Appropriate Authority to 

consider the matter, the petition is being filed only before the 

Hon 'ble Commission and no other petition or Application is pending 

before any other court. 

8. Relief Sought: 

In view of the foregoing facts, circumstances, and grounds 

stated hereinabove, the Petitioner most respectfully prays that 

this Hon'ble Commission may be pleased to: 

a) Admit and allow the present Review Petition filed against 

the order dated 27.03.2025; 

b) Review and recall the order dated 27.03.2025, whereby the · 

Letter of Award (LoA) issued to the Petitioner was directed to 

be cancelled; 

c) Grant an extension of the commissioning date for the 

Petitioner's solar power project up to December 2025, 

considering the genuine difficulties faced in acquiring land 

in hilly terrain and the practical challenges of executing 

construction during the monsoon season; 

d) Pass such other and further orders as this Hon 'ble 

Commission may deem just, fair, and proper in the facts 

and circumstances of the case. 

Uoo• Jallej Solar Pof ?te Umito< 

~;f / Oirec(o 
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9. Interim Order, if any, prayed for: 

Pass any such other order/s, and/or direction/s which the Hon'ble 

Commission may deem fit and proper in the interest of justice, keeping 

in view the facts and circumstances of the case. 

10. Details of Index 

S. No. Particulars Page No. 

1. Petition 3-21 

2. · Affidavit verifying the accompanying petition 22-24 

3. Annexure-1 , Copy of order dated 27 March 2025 25-31 

4 . Annexure-2 , Copy of Letter of Award (LOA No. 887), 32 

dated 18-07-2019 

5 . Annexure-3 , Copy of letter dated 30.05.2022 to UREDA, 33 

informing about the incorporation of 
project company as per the terms of the 
RFP and LOA. 

6 . Annexure-4, Copy of letter dated 28.08.2024 to the 34 

UREDA seeking the issuance of TFR for the 
newly identified site. 

7. Annexure-5, Copy of letter dated 11.10.2024 to UREDA, 35 

expressing its inability to complete the 
project by 31.12.2024 due to the non-
issuance of the TFR. 

8. Annexure-6, Copy of request letters for approval of the 36-39 
project company dated 24.07.2024, 
09 .08.2024, 23.08.2024, and 09.11.2024. 

9. Annexure-7, Copy of letter dated 26.11.2024 from 40 
UREDA permitting the transfer of the 
Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) to the 
Project Company. 

10. Annexure-8, Copy of Power Purchase Agreement dated 41-66 

13.12.2024 

\~ ~- - · 

Doon Valley Solar Pow~lv(e{trl)ited 

~~ ~ irector 
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11. Annexure-9, Copy of letter dated 02.01.2025 to UREDA 67 

requesting a further extension. 

12. Annexure-10, Copy of the lease deed(s) dated 68-84 

18.02.2025 

13. Annexure- 11, Vakalatnama along with authority letter 85-86 

& IDs. 

11. Particulars of fee remitted. 

That the prescribed Application fee amounting to Rs. 10,000/- as 

per the Part-E, Clause-7 of UERC (Fees and Fines Regulation, 

2018) , has been deposited in the bank account of Hon'ble UERC. 

The receipt of the same is being annexed with the petition. 

12. List of Enclosures 

1. Copy of order dated 27 March 2025. 

2. Copy of Letter of Award (LOA No. 887) , dated 18-07-2019 . 

3. Copy of letter dated 30.05.2022 to UREDA, informing about 

the incorporation of project company as per the terms of the 

RFP and LOA. 

4. Copy of letter dated 28.08.2024 to the UREDA seeking the 

issuanc~ of TFR for the newly identified site. 

5. Copy of letter dated 11.10.2024 to UREDA, expressing its 

inability to complete the project by 31.12.2024 due to the 

non-issuance of the TFR. 

6. Copy of request letters for approval of the project company 

dated 24.07.2024, 09.08.2024, 23.08.2024, and 09.11.2024 . 

7. Copy of letter dated 26.11.2024 from UREDA permitting the 

transfer of the Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) to the Project 

Company. 

8. Copy of Power Purchase Agreement dated 13.12.2024 
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Copy of letter dated 02.01.2025 to UREDA requesting a 

further extension. 

10. Copy of the lease deed(s) dated 18.02.2025 

11 . Vakalatnama along with authority letter & IDs . 

~-

Mr. Sa sH ~~HiVa (Director) 
'M,_/S DOON VAL EY SOLAR

0 

POWER PVT. LTD. 
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Verification: -

I, Mr. Saksham Havelia S/o Shri Rameshwar Havelia, aged about 

30 years Director of M/S DOON VALLEY SOLAR POWER PVT. LTD., 

a company registered under the Company's Act, 2013 having its 

registered office at C/o Rameshwar Havelia, 183-1/ 1, Rajpur Road, 

Dehradun, Uttarakhand- 248001 , do hereby verify, that the 

contents of Para 1 to 12 are true and correct to my knowledge . 

Boon.Valley Solar pr:~~,:; 
, Mr. Sakt~ ifl~~Pfa (Director) 

M'"/S DOON VALLEY SOLAR POWER PVT. LTD. 
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10 
PM 

15.Ap1 
2025 

Certificate No. 

Certificate Issued Date 

Account Reference 

Unique Doc. Reference 

Purchased by 

Description of Document 

Property Description 
Consideration Price (Rs.) 

First Party 

Second Party 
Stamp Duty Paid By 
Stamp Duty Amount(Rs.) 

Statutory Alert: 

Government of Uttarakhand 

IN-UK86268965185346X 

INDIA NON JUDICIAL 

15-Apr-2025 01:10 PM 

NONACC (SV)/ uk1202004/ DEHRADUN/ UK-DH 

SUBIN-UKUK120200479880396757236X 

SAKSHAM HAVELIA 

: NA 

Article 4 Affidavit 

e-Stamp 

(Zero) 

NA 

SAKSHAM HAVELIA 

10 

SAKSHAM HAVELIA 

(Ten only) 

Please write or type below this line 

IN-UK86268965 185346X 

Doon 
Valley 

Solar, 
Power 

1 The authenticity of this Stamp c9rtificate should be verifled 

Any discrGpa epancy in the details on this Cortificato and as availablc 

2 The onus of checking the legitimacy is on the uGers of trhg cortificate 

3 In case of any discrepancy please nform the Cornpelenl Authority. 

tirector 

al'ww tho v 
shcileglamp con' or using e.stamp Mobile App of Slock Holdirng. 

Wobsitg / Mohile App ronders It invalid. 

aNw lo 97 

22 22 



AND 

BEFORE THE UTTARAKHAND ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

INDEX 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

IN THE MATTER OF: Petition Seeking Review of UERC's Order Dated 27th 
March 2025, Passed in the Suo Moto Proceedings 
Regarding Extension Requests for Development and 
Commissioning of Solar Power Plants Allotted Under 

the "Tariff-Based Competitive Bidding Process" or 
Type-1 Projects Under the Solar Energy Policy of 
Uttarakhand, 2013 

AND 
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File No.... 

Case No. 

M/S DOON VALLEY SOLAR POWER PVT. LTD., a 
company registered under the Company's Act, 2013 
having its registered office at C/o Rameshwar Havelia, 

183-1/1, Rajpur Road, Dehradun, Uttarakhand 
248001, Through its director Mr. Saksham Havelia 
S/o Shri Rameshwar Havelia, R/o Kuanwala, P.0. 
Harrawala, Dehradun, Uttarakhand, Pin- 248001 

Doon Valley 
Solar 

Power 

eeeeee 

1. UTTARAKHAND POWER CORPORATION LTD, Add; 
Victoria Cross Vijeyta Gabar Singh Urja Bhawan, 
Kanwali Road, Balliwala Chowk, Dehradun, Uttarak 

hand. 

Birector 

2. UTTARAKHAND RENEWABLE ENERGY DEVELOP 
MENT AGENCY, Add; Energy Park Campus, Patel Na 
gar Industrial Estate, Dehradun, Uttarakhand. 

....Petitioner 

Proforma Respondents 



AFFIDAVIT VERIFYING THE PETITION 

1, Mr. Saksham Havelia S/o Shri Rameshwar Havelia, R/o 
Kuanwala, P.O. Harrawala, Dehradun, Uttarakhand, Pin- 248001, the 
deponent named above, do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as 
under: 

Page 24 

1. That the deponent, is the director of the petitioner in the 
abovementioned matter, and is acquainted with the facts deposed 
to below. 

2. I, the deponent named above do hereby verify that the contents of 
the paragraph Nos. 1 of the affidavit and those of the paragraph 
No. 1 to 12 of the accompanying petition are true to my personal 
knowledge and those of the paragraph Nos. 1 to 12 of the 
accompanying petition are based on the perusal of records and 

those of the paragraph nos. 1 to 12 of the accompanying petition 
are based on information received and of the paragraph Nos. 5,8,9 
of the accompanying petition are based on the legal advice which I 
believe to be true and verify that no part of this affidavit i_ false 
and nothing material has been concealed. 

I, Akshay Negi, Advocate, do hereby declare that the person making this 
affidavit is known to me and I am satisfied thaa he is the same person 
alleging to be deponent. 

Deponent) 

Doon 
Valley 

Solar 
Power 

Director 

FAKSHAY. NEGI 

Reg. No.: UK-698/2021 ) 
Mob. No. 706Y8ate 

Solemnly affirmed before me on this 15th day of April 2025 at Dehradun 
11:00 a.m. by the deponent who has been identified by the aforesaid 
Advocate. 

Advocate 

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent that he understood 
the contents of the affidavit which has been read over and explained to 
him. He has also been explained about Section 193 of Indian Penal Code 

that whosoever intentionally gives false evidence in any of the 
proceedings of the commission or fabricates evidence for the purpose of 
being used in any of the proceedings shall be liable for punishment as 
per law. 

(Notary Public) 






























































































































