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ORDER
Date of Hearing: January 28, 2010

The respondents filed their replies and the petitioners filed an additional
affidavit.

The petitioner requested for additional time to study and to file a rejoinder,
if required, The respondents were advised to ensure timely submissions in
future.

The petitioners in their additional affidavit mentioned that they have to
carry out maintenance of the machines in line with. the prudent practice
notified In the maintenance schedules of the manufacturers of the
machines and thit they have no funds to undertake the overhauling of the
machines on account of nan payment of thelr dues by the respondents and
that they have brought above to the knowledge of the respondents,

It was ohserved that respondents have shown thelr inabllity to make any
payment as the matter |s pending before the Commission and that the
repair and maintenance is the respansibllity of the petitioner,

The petitioners has further reguested the respondents to bail them out of
financial constraints by deferring the deductions of cost of H50 |oaned to
IPP for about 1 to 2 months from thelr manthly invoice of December 2009
and that the same could be adjusted at the time of finalisation of the
petition and requested the Commission to interverne.

During arguments, the petitioners requested for a financial assistance in
any form, Including above alternative, so that they could under take the
overhauling of the machines. It also emerged that while it s the
responsibility of the petitioners to ensure timely repalr and maintenance of
machines, both sides agreed on the Importance and need of the
averhauling of the machines.

The Commission directed the petitioners to take up the matter directly with
the respondents- afresh regarding financial assistance/relief for the
overhauling of the machines. The Commission sugpests that the
respondents In the overall Interest of electricity supply in thelr area, after
satisfying themselves fully with the extent of financial assistance and surety
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mechanism, if consider the request of the petitioner in terms of providing a
financlal assistance/relief as they deem fir, for the exclusive purpose of
overhauling of the machines, the Commission shall have no objection. The
status of the Isswe shall be reported within 10 days,

The petitioner shall file their rejoinder by 19.02.2010.

The rext kearing on the matter shall be held on 23.02.2010.

sd/- sd/-
R.K. SHARMA FIE Dr. V.K.GARG
Member Chairperson

Gurgzon Rated: February 04, 2010
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