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The petitioner filed the present petition for approval of Annual Revenue
Requirement (A.R.R) and tariff proposal for FY 2009-10 for Union Territory of
Dadra & Nagar Haveli under section 61, 62 and 64 of the Electricity Act, 2003.

2. The Commission enquired from Ld. Counsel for the petitioner as to how the
petition for Annual Revenue Requirement (ARR) and Tariff Proposal for F Y 2009-
10 is maintainable when in terms of Regulation No. 28 (iv) Chapter IV, Tariff



Regulations of MERC (Condict of Business) Regulations 2008, (hereinafter
Regulations], is not in time as the same should have bean flad at & time, so-that
after completion of the process of fixation of Tarff under section 61, 62, 64 of
Electricity Act 2003, there is still time to make the order effective & Bill
accordingly. Commission observed that the petitioner is late even in filing the ARR
for the year 2010-11 as it should have been done so by 30.131:2009.

3. The ARR approval for FY 2010:-11 will elther increase steaply the tariff as it will
hiave to be realised in the balance part of the year, an extra burden on the
consumer or shall have 10 be passed on to next year, which Is not desirable.
Coupled with the same if ARR for 2009-10is also considerad, the abova problem
shall be further compounded and therefore not acceptabla.

4. Inreply the Ld. Counse| for the petitioner while agreeing 1o the extra burden as
mentionad above submitted that since it is the first petition of the petitioner
before the Commission, the same could not be filed in time as contemplated in
the regulations and the Act. As regards, filing of the petition for approval of ARR
-and Tariff Proposal for the FY 2010-11, the Ld. Counsel on instructions from
petitioner informed that they can file the proposal forapproval of ARR & Tariff for
the FY 2010-11 within next three months time.

5. Mo provision for refund of fée exist eithar in the'Act or In the in the Regulations
and therefore the reguest for refund / adjustment of fee i= declined.

E. The petition is not admitted.

7. In view of the fact that petitioner would take 3 months for submission of ARR
& Tariff proposad for FY 2010-11, the Commission granted time upta 30" May,
2010 to the petitioner to flle the tarlff proposal.
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