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Mr. K. Gopal Choudary, learned Senior Counsel representing Ms.
K. Manasa, learned counsel appearing for the appellants.

Mr. N. Sreedhar Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for TGSPDCL
appearing for the respondents.

I.A.No.1 of 2025
in
W.A.Nos.1287, 1289, 1290, 1291, 1294, 1295,
1284 and 1286 of 2025

Dispensed with for the present.

W.A.Nos.1287, 1289, 1290, 1291, 1294, 1295,
1284 and 1286 of 2025

The Appeals arise out of two common
orders dated 24.09.2025 and 28.10.2025 passed
by a learned Single Judge of this Court in
W.P.N0.13281 of 2021 and batch and
W.P.No0.392 of 2023 and batch, respectively.

The appellants herein filed the Writ
Petitions aggrieved by the Notices of
disconnection = demanding the  differential
wheeling charges, losses and interest thereon on
the energy consumed by the appellants/writ
petitioners, issued to them by the
respondents/Southern Power Distribution
Company of Telangana Limited (TSSPDCL). By
way of the impugned common orders, the learned
Single Judge dismissed the Writ Petitions, which

have been challenged in the present Appeals.




The contention of learned Senior Counsel
appearing for the appellants/consumers is that
the differential charges levied by the
respondents/TSSPDCL should be paid by the
generating companies and not by the consumers.
The primary argument presented today is that
the learned Single Judge passed the impugned
common orders despite being informed that a
batch of Writ Petitions on the same issue is
pending before a Division Bench of this Court.
Counsel has given a brief background of the case

in this regard.

Learned Standing Counsel appearing for
the respondents/TSSPDCL, on instructions,
submits that no coercive steps will be taken till

the next date of hearing.

List these matters on 25.11.2025, as
prayed for.
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