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Case No. 127 of 2021 

 

Case filed by Maharashtra State Power Generation Company Limited (MSPGCL) 

seeking approval of Change in Law claims related to Coal Tolling arrangement carried 

out under Case -IV Phase-I. 

 

 

Case No. 128 of 2021 

 

Case filed by Maharashtra State Power Generation Company Limited (MSPGCL) 

seeking approval of Change in Law claims related to Coal Tolling arrangement 

carried out under Case -IV Phase II. 

 

 

Maharashtra State Power Generation Co. Ltd. (MSPGCL)                : Petitioner  

Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd. (MSEDCL)        : Respondent 

 

Dhariwal Infrastructure Ltd. (DIL)                                                     : Impleaded Respondent 

 
Appearance  

 

For the Petitioner                                                                        : Shri Ramandeep singh 

For the Respondent                                                                     : Adv. Ravi Prakash        

For the Impleaded Respondent                                                   : Adv. Deepa Chawan                                                                                                

 
Daily Order 

 

1. The Commission heard the Case No. 127 of 2021 and 128 of 2021 together as 
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the issue is similar and identical in nature.  

 

2. Advocate Ms. Deepa Chawan appeared on behalf of Dhariwal Infrastructure Limited 

and sought to intervene in the matter. The Representative of MSPGCL and MSEDCL 

stated that they had no objection for the intervention.  

 

3. Considering that it was a tripartite agreement between parties to the present case and the 

intervenor applicant and therefore was a necessary party, Commission allowed the 

Intervention Application in the matter. 

 

4. Advocate of the DIL sought two weeks’ time for filing reply to the Petition. Advocate 

of the MSEDCL requested two weeks’ time after DIL’s submission for replying to the 

submission of DIL. MSPGCL requested one week time thereafter for filing its 

submission.  

 

5. Considering request made by parties, the Commission allows the time sought by the 

parties. 

 

6. Both the Cases to be scheduled for hearing after one month upon completion of 

pleadings as per the time committed by the parties.  

 

 

Next date of hearing will be intimated by the Secretariat of the Commission. 

 

 

          Sd/-                                                    Sd/-                                                      Sd/- 

(Mukesh Khullar)    (I.M. Bohari)     (Sanjay Kumar)       

       Member         Member        Chairperson 


