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     Mukesh Khullar, Member 

 

Case No. 133 of 2021 

 

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

seeking review of the Multi Year Tariff (MYT) Order dated 30 March, 2020 in Case No. 

296 of 2019 regarding separation of Tariff for Koradi Unit No. 6 and 7 for balance 

Control Period from FY 21-22 to FY 24-25. 

 

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

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

 

Appearance  

 

 
  For the Petitioner                                                                                 : Shri Mr. P. K. Kotecha, CE 

For the Respondent                                                                    : Adv. Deepa Chawan       

                                                                                          

 
Daily Order 

 

1. Heard representative of the Petitioner and Advocate for the Respondent, MSEDCL. 

 

2. Advocate Ms. Deepa Chawan stated that the Review Petition filed before the Commission 

is not maintainable under Review Jurisdiction. There will be a vacuum of the Tariff for 

FY 2020-21 for Koradi Unit- 6 if the review is allowed. She further stated that the notes 

of the arguments on the legal issues will be shared with the Petitioner.  

 

3. The Commission enquired with MSPGCL as to what difficulty is being faced by them on 

account of combined Tariff for Unit 6 and Unit 7 and what are the implications if the 

same can be taken up during MTR. Also, the Commission directed MSPGCL to respond 

to the legal submissions made by MSEDCL.  
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4. Representative of MSPGCL sought two weeks’ time for detailed submission. Advocate 

for MSEDCL requested three days’ time thereafter to file its reply.  

 

5. Considering request made by parties, the Commission allow requisite time to MSPGCL 

and MSEDCL for filing their reply/ submission, if any. 

 

 

 

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

 

 

 

           Sd/-                                                                                               Sd/- 

(Mukesh Khullar)                                               (I.M. Bohari)   

         

       Member                                                    Member   

      


