BEFORE THE MADHYA PRADESH ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION,

MADHYA PRADESH

PETITION NO. OF 2022

IN THE MATTER OF:

True Up Petition under Section 62 and Section 86(1)(a) of the Electricity Act, 2003, read with
the Madhya Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission (Terms and Conditions for
determination of Generation Tariff) Regulations, 2020 (RG-26 (IV) of 2020) for True Up of
Tariff in respect of FY 2021-22 determined by the Hon’ble Commission vide Multi Year Tariff
Order dated 03-05-2021 of its Coal based 2 x 660 MW Super Critical Thermal Power Station at
Nigrie, District Singrauli, Madhya Pradesh, due to additional capital expenditure incurred by the

Petitioner during Financial Year 2021-22..

AND IN THE MATTER OF:

Jaiprakash Power Ventures Ltd.,

(Unit: Jaypee Nigrie Super Thermal Power Plant)

JA House, 63, Basant Lok, Vasant Vihar,

New Delhi - 110057. Petitioner

Versus

1. Madhya Pradesh Power Management Company Ltd.
(Erstwhile Madhya Pradesh Power Trading Company Ltd.)
1




Shakti Bhawan, Vidyut Nagar, Rampur,
Jabalpur (M.P.) - 482008 India

2. Madhya Pradesh Poorv Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Co. Ltd. Jabalpur
Shakti Bhawan, Vidyut Nagar, Rampur,
Jabalpur (M.P.) - 482008 India

3 Madhya Pradesh Madhya Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Co. Ltd. Bhopal
Bijli Nagar Colony,Nishtha Parisar, Govindpura,
Bhopal-462023

4. Madhya Pradesh Paschim Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Ltd. Indore,

GPH Campus, Polo Ground,
Indore — 452003 «.......Respondents

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

I. Introduction

1.1 M/s Jaiprakash Power Ventures Ltd. (herein referred to as the “Petitioner”) is a
generating company within the meaning of Section 2 (28) of the Electricity Act, 2003
(hereinafter referred to as the “Act”). The Petitioner is filing the present True Up Petition
under Section 62 and Section 86(1) (a) of the Electricity Act, 2003 read with Madhya
Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission (Terms and Conditions for determination of
Generation Tariff) Regulations, 2020 (RG-26 (IV) of 2020) (hereinafter referred to as
“MPERC Tariff Regulations™) for True Up of the Tariff of FY 2021-22 determined

vide Multi Year Tariff Order dated 03-05-2021 (hereinafter referred to as “MYT




1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

Order”) for its 2 x 660 MW Super Critical Coal based Thermal Power Station at Nigrie,
District Singrauli, Madhya Pradesh (hereinafter referred to as the “Project”).

It is also respectfully submitted that vide Order dated 24.05.2017 the Hon’ble
Commission in Petition No. 72 of 2015 had approved the Final Tariff for FY 2014-15 and
Provisional Tariff for FY 2015-16 subject to be Trued Up as per the annual audited
accounts of FY 2015-16. Subsequent to above Order, True Up Petition for FY 2015-16
was filed before the Hon’ble Commission bearing Petition No. 41 of 2017 which was

duly adjudicated upon vide Order dated 20-07-2018.

Multi Year Tariff Petition for control period FY 2016-17 to FY 2018-19 namely, Petition
No. 07/2018 filed for the said Control Period was also adjudicated by the Hon’ble
Commission vide Order dated 29-11-2018. Subsequent to above Order, True Up Petitions
for FY 2016-17, FY 2017-18 & FY 2018-19 namely, Petition No. 05/2019, Petition No.
07/2019 & Petition No. 44/2019 were filed before this Commission which were duly

trued up vide Order dated 25-07-2019, 22-10-2019 and 26-11-2020 respectively.

During the proceedings of True Up for FY 2018-19 i.e. Petition No.44/2019, the
petitioner had also filed Multi Year Tariff Petition No. 43/2020 seeking determination of
the Capacity Charges in respect of the Control Period beginning from FY 2019-20 to FY

2023-24 which was determined by Hon’ble Commission vide Multi Year Tariff Order

dated 03-05-2021 (MYT Order).

Subsequent to aforesaid MYT Order, True Up Petitions for FY 2019-20 & FY 2020-21

" namely, Petition No. 40/2021 & Petition No. 60/2021 were filed before this Commission

which were duly trued up vide Order dated 07-12-2021 & 20-04-2022 respectively.




1.6

IT.

2.1

2.2

It is most respectfully submitted that the Petitioner has incurred additional Capital
Expenditure during FY 2021-22 and therefore, the Petitioner in accordance with the
MPERC Tariff Regulations is filing the present Petition seeking True Up of the Capacity
Charges in respect of FY 2021-22 determined by the Hon’ble Commission vide Multi

Year Tariff Order dated 03-05-2021.

Details of the Parties

The Petitioner is a company incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956, having its
registered office at Complex of Jaypee Nigrie Super Thermal Power Plant, Nigrie, Tehsil

Sarai, Disrict Singrauli-486 669, Madhya Pradesh.

The Madhya Pradesh Power Management Company Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as the
“Respondent No. 1) is a government company as defined under Section 617 of the
Companies Act, 1956. The Respondent No.l is an unbundled entity of the erstwhile
Madhya Pradesh State Electricity Board. The Respondent No. 1 is a trading licensee,
entitled to undertake transaction of sale and purchase of electricity and vide notification
dated 10.04.2012 the Respondent No. 1 has been made the Holding Company of all
Distribution Licensees within the State of Madhya Pradesh. The Petitioner on 05.01.2011
entered into a PPA with the Respondent No.1 for supply of 30% of Power to be produced
from the Project on regulated tariff wherein Respondent No.2 to 4 who are Distribution

Licensees and who are confirming parties and also the ultimate beneficiaries of the PPA.




2085

24.

2.5.

2.6.

II1.

3.1

The Madhya Pradesh Poorv Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Co. Ltd., (hereinafter referred to as
the “Respondent No. 2”) is a company incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956

having its registered office at Shakti Bhawan, Rampur, Jabalpur.

The Madhya Pradesh Madhya Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Co. Ltd., (hereinafter referred to as
the “Respondent No. 3”) isa company incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956

having its registered office at Nishta Parissar, Govindpura, Bhopal.

The Madhya Pradesh Paschim Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Ltd., (hereinafter referred to as the
“Respondent No. 4”) is a company incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956 having

its registered office at Polo Ground, Indore.

The Respondent No. 2 to 4 are confirming parties under the PPA dated 05.01.2011 and

are collectively hereinafter referred to as the “Respondents”.
Jurisdiction

The Petitioner has filed the present Petition under Section 62 read with 86(1)(a) of the
Act. The relevant extracts of Section 62 and Section 86 (1) (a) are reiterated as follows:
(a) Section 62:
“Determination of Tariff —
(1) The Appropriate Commission shall determine the tariff in accordance with
the provisions of this Act for-

’

(a) supply of electricity by a generating company to a distribution licensee:’

(b) Section 86:




3.2

“Functions of State Commission-
(1) The State Commission shall discharge the following functions, namely:
(a) determine the tariff for generation, supply, transmission and wheeling of

]

electricity, whole sale, bulk or retail, as the case maybe, within the State:’

In filing the instant Petition, the Petitioner is also invoking the powers of this Hon’ble

Commission as provided under Regulations 7.4 & 9.4 of the MPERC Tariff Regulations.

The same is reproduced hereunder:-

647.

Determination of Tariff

7.4.  The generating company shall make an application as per these
Regulations, for determination of tariff based on capital expenditure incurred
duly certified by the auditors or projected to be incurred up to the date of
commercial operation and additional capital expenditure incurred duly certified
by the auditors or projected to be incurred during the tariff period of the
generating station:

The generating company is required to furnish all such additional
information or particulars or documents as may be considered necessary for the
purpose of processing the application:

Provided that in case of an existing project, the application shall be based

on admitted capital cost including any additional capitalization already admitted

.in last true up order and estimated additional. capital expenditure for .the

respective years of the tariff period FY 2019-20 fo FY 2023-24:




Provided further that application shall contain details of underlying
assumptions for projected capital cost and additional capital expenditure, where

’

applicable.’

“9.4. A generating company shall file petition at the beginning of the tariff
period. A review shall be undertaken by the commission to scrutinise and true up
the tariff on the basis of capital expenditure and additional capital expenditure
actually incurred in the year for which the true up is being requested. The
generating company shall submit for the purpose of truing up, details of capital
expenditure and additional capital expenditure incurred for the period from

01.04.2019 10 31.03.2024, duly audited and certified by the auditors.”

33 The Petitioner entered into a Power Purchase Agreement with MP Tradeco (now renamed
“MPPMCL”) on 29.11.2006. The PPA provides that the tariff payable by MPPMCL to
the Petitioner and related terms and conditions thereto shall be as determined by the State

Commission. The relevant extract of the PPA is reproduced hereunder:

“10.1.1. The Tariff shall comprise Capacity Charge, Variable Charge and any other
charges as may be determined by the Appropriate Commission under Law and as
per the norms contained in the Tariff Regulations notified by the Appropriate

Commission.”

3.4  In view -of above mentioned provisions of the Electricity Act, 2003 and the MPERC

Tariff Regulations read with relevant clause of the PPA, it is humbly submitted that this




IV.

4.1.

Hon’ble Commission is the Appropriate Commission for considering the present True Up

Petition in accordance with the Regulations notified by the Commission.

Relevant Facts

Relevant facts leading to the filing of the present Petition are enumerated hereunder:

(a)

(b)

(c)

The Petitioner is a generating company within the meaning of Section 2 (28) of

the Electricity Act, 2003.

Pursuant to the allocation of Amelia (North) mine and Dongri Tal— II mine under
the government dispensation route in October 2005, the Madhya Pradesh State
Mining Corporation Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as “MPSMCL”) invited tenders
to identify the Joint Venture Partner (hereinafter referred to as “JVP”) to develop
the coal mines and establish a link with power plants in Madhya Pradesh.

Subsequently, Jaiprakash Associates Limited (JAL) was selected as JVP for both
the mines and the letter of intent was issued by MPSMCL on November 11, 2005
and May 1, 2007 with a condition that the coal would be utilized in a thermal
power plant required to be set up by JAL or any of its associates in the State of
Madhya Pradesh. Accordingly, the Project was envisaged on the basis that entire
coal requirement will be sourced from these two coal blocks i.e. Amelia (North)

and Dongri Tal- II.

Thereafter, a Memorandum of Understanding (hereinafter referred to as “MoU”)

dated 16.01.2007 was entered into between the GoMP and JAL for setting up a
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(d)

(e)

6]

€y

500 MW thermal power station. The said MoU dated 16.01.2007 was
subsequently amended from time to time on 08.12.2007 and 27.03.2008 for
setting up a plant of 1,320 MW. The said project under the MoU was to be setup

by the Petitioner.

GoMP and the Petitioner thereafter signed and executed an Implementation
Agreement dated 12.12.2007 which was subsequently amended on 27.03.2008
(hereinafter referred to as “IA”). As per the IA, GoMP or its nominated agency
has the first right to purchase power from the Project, up to 30% of the installed
capacity over a period of 20 years at a tariff to be determined by this Hon’ble
Commission, and a further 7.5% of the net power at a price equivalent to the
variable charge / cost to be determined by this Hon’ble Commission provided that
the Petitioner is allocated a dedicated coal block in the State for supply of coal to

the Project.

Pursuant to the terms of the MoU and IA the Petitioner set up the Project at

Nigrie, District Singrauli, Madhya Pradesh.

Consequently, the Petitioner entered into a long-term Power Purchase Agreement
with Respondent No. 1 on 05.01.2011. Under the Power Purchase Agreement
dated 05.01.2011, the Petitioner is required to supply 30% of the installed
capacity of the Project to the Respondent No. 1 at a tariff determined by this

Hon’ble Commission.

The Petitioner and Respondent No. 1 further entered into a second Power

Purchase Agreement on 06.09.2011 for supply of 7.5% of the net power from the




(h)

Project to the Respondent No. 1 at variable charges/cost (the Power Purchase
Agreements dated 05.01.2011 and 06.09.201 1are collectively referred to herein as
“PPAs”). The power supplied by the Petitioner to the Respondent No. 1 under the
PPAs ensures the benefit of Respondent No. 2 to Respondent No. 4 herein, who
are the distribution licensees engaged in the business of distribution and supply of

electricity in the state of Madhya Pradesh.

Whilst the Petitioner was in the process of executing the Project, the Hon’ble
Supreme Court of India, on the issue of the validity of coal blocks allotted by the
Screening Committee of the Central Government as also the allotments made
through Government dispensation route, examined in a batch of proceedings
[W.P.(Crl) No.120 of 2012] wherein, the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India
declared majority of allocation of coal blocks made by the Central Government
since 1993 as arbitrary and illegal vide its judgement dated 25.08.2014 and order
dated 24.09.2014 in M.L. Sharma v. The Principal Secretary and Others,(2014) 9
SCC 516, and thus, cancelled the allotment of 204 coal blocks allotted through
such route. The Amelia (North) coal block was among the 204 blocks cancelled
vide the foregoing judgement. Consequently, the allotment in favour of MPSMCL

stood cancelled.

Pursuant to the cancellation of the blocks, the Central Government promulgated
the Coal Mines (Special Provisions) Ordinance, 2014 (hereinafter referred to as
the “Ordinance”) and the Coal Mines (Special Provisions) Rules, 2014
(hereinafter referred to as the “Rules”) which provided for auction and allotment

of the various cancelled coal blocks. The Ordinance and the Rules provided for

10




)

k)

D

the appointment of a ‘Nominated Authority’ to conduct the tender process to

auction the various de-allocated coal mines.

The Union Ministry of Coal issued order dated 26.12.2014 (hereinafter referred to
as the “Coal Order”) specifying the methodology for fixing floor/reserve price
for the auction and allotment of coal mines/blocks. It provided for the auction to
be conducted vide the methodology of ‘reverse bidding’ wherein the bidders were
required to bid below the ceiling price of CIL fixed at the Run of Mine
(hereinafter referred to as the “RoM”) price of equivalent grade. In effect, the
Coal Order provided for the possibility of a winning bid of ‘zero’. The same was
nothing but a notional value in view of the peculiar nature of the bid, which was
premised on the efficiency in the mining operations, as the RoM price when
understood in the commercial sense, being contingent on several expenses like

labor, maintenance of machines etc. can never be ‘zero’ in absolute terms.

Vide Corrigendum dated 31.01.2015, the Nominated Authority clarified that in
the event of a bid of ‘zero’, the selection of the preferred bidder shall be on the
basis of the highest ‘Additional Premium’ quoted by it on the basis of the

quantum of coal extracted.

The Petitioner, in dire need of the Amelia (North) coal block since its power plant
was premised on the supply from the said block and investment of Rs. 11,700
Crores was jeopardized on account of its cancellation, bid a price of ‘zero’ at the
auction with the aim to get the Amelia coal block and emergedas the successful

bidder as it quoted an Additional Premium of Rs. 612 per tonne.

11




(m)

)

(p)

It is pertinent to mention that at the time of Bidding for Amelia (North) coal block
(17.02.2015), Nigrie Plant was generating and the Mine [Amelia (North)] was
also functional. Thus, JPVL was left with no option but to ensure availability of
fuel/coal for its Project, which was established on the basis of tender conditions

for bidding for Amelia (North) coal block.

Pursuant to tender and e-auction process conducted in accordance with the Coal
Mines (Special Provisions) Rules, 2014, the Petitioner was declared as the
successful bidder for Amelia (North) coal mine. Accordingly, the Coal Mine
Development and Production (hereinafter referred to as “CMDP”) Agreement
was executed on 02.03.2015 and subsequently ‘Vesting Order’ was issued to the

Petitioner on 23.03.2015.

Subsequent to its successful bid, the Petitioner entered into the CMDP Agreement
dated 02.03.2015 with the Nominated Authority. The said agreement stipulated
the fixed monthly payment of Rs. 100 per tonne alongwith an additional premium
of Rs. 612 per tonne with respect to the quantum of coal extracted every month
and payment of fixed amount relating to land and mine infrastructure & cost of

obtaining permits/approvals.

Subsequently, the Petitioner filed Petition No. 72 of 2015 on 07.12.2015 before
the Hon’ble Commission for determination of tariff for supply of power from the

Project from 03.09.2014 to 31.03.2015.

12
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Pursuant to filing of Petition No. 72 of 2015, the Hon’ble Commission on several
occasions directed the Petitioner to file additional information pertaining to the
submissions in the Petition. The said additional information were sought by the
Hon’ble Commission vide its letters dated 04.03.2016, 22.08.2016, 04.11.2016,
31.12.2016 and 23.02.2017. The Petitioner in pursuance to the additional
information sought by the Hon’ble Commission filed its response to the aforesaid
letters of the Hon’ble Commission on 19.05.2016, 28.09.2016, 29.11.2016,

08.02.2017 and 14.03.2017.

The Hon’ble Commission after deliberation on its part approved the Final Tariff
for FY 2014-15 and Provisional Tariff for FY 2015-16 vide Order dated
24.05.2017 subject to be Trued Up as per the annual audited accounts of FY

2015-16.

The Petitioner has challenged certain portions of the Order dated 24.05.2017 in
Appeal No. 244 of 2017 before the Hon’ble Appellate Tribunal of Electricity on

21.07.2017.

The Petitioner also filed a True Up petition, bearing Petition No. 41 of 2017,
before this Hon’ble Commission along with details of additional capital
expenditure incurred by the Petitioner during FY 2015-16 which was also
adjudicated upon vide Order dated 20-07-2018 which was also challenged by the

Petitioner vide Appeal No0.293/2018 regarding certain issues.
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(w)

)

W)

)

The Petitioner, meanwhile had also filed Multi Year Tariff Petition for control
period FY 2016-17 to FY 2018-19 namely, Petition No. 07/2018 in accordance
with the MPERC Tariff Regulations seeking determination of the Generation
Tariff for the said Control Period which was also adjudicated by the Hon’ble
Commission vide Order dated 29-11-2018. The Petitioner has challenged above

Order by filing Appeal No. 96/2019 regarding certain issues.

Subsequent to the Multi Year Tariff Order dated 29-11-2018 for Control Period
beginning from FY 2016-17 to FY 2018-19, the Petitioner filed True Up Petition
for FY 2016-17 bearing Petition No. 05/2019 before this Hon’ble Commission for
the truing up of the Tariff determined by the Commission for FY 2016-17 vide
Multi Year Tariff Order 29-11-2018 which was also adjudicated upon vide Order
dated 25-07-2019 which has also been challenged by the Petitioner vide Appeal

No.341/2019 regarding certain issues.

The Petitioner had also filed True Up Petition No. 07/2019 for truing up of the
Tariff determined by the Commission for FY 2017-18 vide Multi Year Tariff
Order 29-11-2018 which was also adjudicated upon vide Order dated 22-10-2019
which has also been challenged by the Petitioner vide Appeal No.49/2020

regarding certain issues.

Petition No. 44/2019 for True Up of Tariff in respect of FY 2018-19 was also
filed for which True Up Order dated 26-11-2020 was also issued. An Appeal

against the same has been filed vide Appeal No0.75/2021 regarding certain issues.

14




(y)

(2)

(aa)

During the proceedings of True Up for FY 2018-19 i.e. Petition No0.44/2019, the
petitioner had also filed Multi Year Tariff Petition No. 43/2020 seeking
determination of the Capacity Charges in respect of the Control Period beginning
from FY 2019-20 to FY 2023-24 which was determined by Hon’ble Commission
vide Multi Year Tariff Order dated 03-05-2021 against which the Petitioner has

filed Appeal N0.253/2021 on select issues.

The Petitioner, subsequent to the MYT Order dated 03-05-2021 filed the True Up
Petition, namely Petition N0.40/2021 before this Hon’ble Commission along with
details of additional capital expenditure incurred by the Petitioner during FY
2019-20 for the truing up of the Tariff determined for FY 2019-20 which was
trued up vide Order dated 07-12-2021. Aforesaid Order has been challenged

before Hon’ble APTEL vide Appeal No.119/2022 on certain issues.

Similarly, during the proceedings of Petition No0.40/2021, the Petitioner filed the
Petition No0.60/2021 before this Hon’ble Commission along with details of
additional capital expenditure incurred by the Petitioner during FY 2020-21 for
the truing up of the Tariff determined by the Commission for FY 2020-21 vide
MYT Order dated 03-05-2021, which was duly adjudicated vide Order dated 20-
04-2022. Aggrieved by such Order on select issues an Appeal against the same

has been filed vide DFR No0.243/2022 before Hon’ble APTEL.

The Petitioner is filing the Present True Up Petition before this Hon’ble
Commission along with details of additional cdpital expenditure incurred by the
Petitioner during FY 2021-22 for the truing up of the Tariff determined by the

Commission for FY 2021-22 vide MYT Order dated 03-05-2021.
15




5.1

(ab)  The Petitioner reserves the right to amend the present Petition on the basis of the
Judgment passed by the Hon’ble Appellate Tribunal of Electricity in the Appeal
No. 95/2016, Appeal No.244/2017, Appeal No. 293/2018, Appeal No0.96/2019,
Appeal No0.341/2019, Appeal No0.49/2020, Appeal WNo0.75/2021, Appeal

No.253/2021, Appeal No.119/2022 and Appeal filed vide DFR No.243/2022.

Overview of the Capital Cost up to 31-03-2021 determined by Hon’ble Commission
Hon’ble Commission vide True Up Order dated 20-04-2022 for FY 2020-21 in
P.No0.60/2021 had determined the Capital Cost as on 31-03-2021 at Rs 10,772.05 Crores.
Summarized Breakup of the same is as hereunder:-

Table-1

(Amount in Rs. Crores)

S Particulars Amount

No. .
1 Land 37.00
2 BTG 5,017.92
3 BOP 1,603.92
4 Civil 1,523.58
5 Total Hard Cost 8,182.43
6 | Establishment Charges 268.13
7 | Start Up Fuel o 221.82
8 Interest during Constructions (IDC) 2,282.68
9 Interest During Construction (IDC) on Debt Component of Unallocated portion 29.69

from 03-09-2014 to 20-02-2015

10 Foreign Exchange Rate Variation (91.95)
11 Liquidated Damages (120.77)
12 - | Total Soft Costs (6 to 11) - ; 2589.62
13 |-Total Capital Cost (5+11) 10,772.05
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VI.  Brief summary of claim of Additional Capital Cost incurred by the Petitioner
during FY 2021-22
6.1 The tabulated summary of additional capital cost incurred by the Petitioner in Generating
Station during FY 2021-22 is submitted hereunder:-
Table-2
(Amount in Rs. Crores)
S| Addition in Generating Station during FY 2021-22
5 Particulars
No.
Addition Adjustments/ | o gdition
Deletions
1 Land E = E
2 BTG - - -
3 BOP 0.74 7.77 (7.02)
4 Civil = . =
5 | Total 0.74 7.77 (7.02)

It is respectfully submitted that as per the Audited Balance Sheet as on 31-03-2022 of
Generating Station, Rs 8,01,20,185/- has been decapitalized , however, the Petitioner for
the purpose of this Petition has considered only Rs 7,76,55,428/- of decapitalization and
accordingly prepared TPS Forms and Asset-Cum-Depreciation Register as on 31-03-
2022. In nutshell, in TPS Forms decapitalization has been shown lesser by Rs 24,64,756/-

. Breakup and the reasons for such deviation is submitted as under:-

e During FY 2019-20, Petition had claimed capitalization of Rs 23,78,857/- in
respect of “FIRE PROTECTION AND DETECTION SYSTEM?”, and this claim

17




was later withdrawn by the Petitioner vide Rejoinder to the MPPMCL Reply
during True Up (FY 2019-20) Petition No.40/2021 and the such addition was not
allowed by Hon’ble Commission as well. Now, this asset has been decapitalized
by Rs 22,48,689/- (Rs 23,78,857/--Rs 1,30,168/-) in the books of Accounts, but
the Petitioner has not been taken it into reckoning while preparing TPS Forms &
Asset-cum-Depreciation Register as on 31.03.2022 submitted with MPERC for
the purpose of the present Petition by virtue of its not having been allowed at first
place.

e During FY 2018-19 “STIHL BRUSH CUTTER-13 NOS” worth Rs 2,31,280/-
were procured and were claimed among other assets during in True Up Petition
No.44/2019 for FY 2018-19 which was disallowed by Hon'ble Commission vide
Order dated 26.11.2020. Since this asset was not allowed at first place as
“Additional Capitalization” during FY 2018-19 itself by Hon’ble Commission,
hence, a part of its decapitalization i.e. Rs 2,16,067/~ also must not taken into
reckoning while preparing TPS Forms & Asset-cum-Depreciation Register as on
31.03.2022 submitted with MPERC hence, the same have not been considered for

the purpose of the present Petition.

In view of the above, it is also prayed to Hon’ble Commission kindly not to consider

above decapitalization while adjudicating on this Petition.
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6.2 Similarly, the tabulated summary of additional capital cost incurred by the Petitioner in
Amelia Coal Mines during FY 2021-22 is submitted hereunder:-
Table-3
(Amount in Rs. Crores)
Addition in Amelia Mines during FY 2020-21
Sl 5
Particulars
No.
Addition Adjustments/ | o4 s ddition
Deletions
1 Land - : -
2 | BTG » : :
3 | BOP 0.98 E 0.98
4 Civil - - -
5 | Total 0.98 - 0.98
6 Intangible Assets = - -
7 Cost of ownership of Mining Rights 145.66 - 145.66
8 G. Total 146.64 - 146.64
6.3 It is respectfully submitted that though the total assets decapitalized as per Balance Sheet

during FY 2021-22 in Amelia Mines is Rs 15,81,667/-, the Petitioner has not considered
any decapitalization the purpose of the present Petition. The Petitioner, for the purpose of
this Petition has not considered any decapitalization in Amelia since all those assets were
acquired from FY 2015-16 to FY 2020-21 and in respect of those years all those years
none of them were allowed as Additional Capitalization by Hon’ble Commission in True

Up Orders for the respective years:
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VII.

7.1

Details and reasons thereof for the Additional Capital Cost incurred by the

Petitioner in FY 2021-22
Addition in Capital Cost in the Generating Station

As is evident from the Table-2 above, the Petitioner submits that the Additional
Capitalization claimed during FY 2021-22 is Rs 0.74 Crores. All of the above

capitalizations have been shown in BOP Head.

Brief details & justification capitalization/ procurements made during FY 2021-22 are as

under:-

(i) The Petitioner procured a ROAD ROLLER MODEL-HCI1191I for Rs 0.33 Crores
for repair and constructions of roads damaged during routine movements of trucks

and other vehicle.

(ii) Rs 0.03 Crores were spent on procurement of KLAROL HYDRAULIC OIL
CLEANING MACHINE MLC-20-SV to clean the clean the workshop floors and

to remove oils spillages from various places.

(ili)  The Petitioner during FY 2021-22 spent Rs 0.01 Crores procure Tyre Changer for

changing the tyres of automobiles in auto workshop.

(iv)  The Petitioner during FY 2021-22, procured various machineries worth Rs 0.05

Crores.

) To facilitate movement of Employees and materials within and to nearby areas of
the Plant Complex, a Bi-Cycles a TATA 407 GOLD SFC VEHICLE NO-MP66G

2695 Rs 0.01 Crores were purchased.
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