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BY SPEED POST

F.No.CA-13016/13/2016-CA1l
Government of India
‘Ministry of Coal
ok kkk i
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi,
Dated : .......... e eraeeneeniinnes
01.04.20lb
OFFICE MEMORANDUM

Subject: 35t Meeting of the Inter-Ministerial Group (IMG) under the Chairmanship
of Special Secretary (Coal) to review the issue of Bank Guarantees of prior
allottees / allottees of coal blocks — reg.

o [ am directed tc refer to this Mmlstrys OM No. 13010/i3/2ul6 CA-1 dated

05.08.2016 on the subject mentioned above and to forward herewith the minutes of
35t meeting of IMG held on 16.08.2016 at 11.00 AM under the Chairmanship of
Special Secretary, Ministry of Coal for your information and necessary action.

[ RISHAN RYNTATHIANG |
Under Secretary to the Government of India
T el 23073936

To,

1. Shn Aniruddha Kumar, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Power, Shram Shakti
Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi.

2. Shri Syedain Abbasi, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Steel, Udyog Bhawan New
Delhi.

3. Ms. Sharmila Chavly, Joint Secretary (IE), Department of Economic A_ffalrs,
Room No.67B, North Block, New Delhi. '

4, Shri Shallendra Singh, Joint Secretary, Department of Industrial Policy &
Promotion, Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi.

S. Shri G.S. Yadav, Joint Secretary, Department of Legal Affairs, Ministry of Law &
Justice, Shastri Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi.

6. Shri R.P. Gupta, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Coal, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

7. Shri Vivek Bharadwaj, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Coal, Shastri Bhawan, New
Delhi.

8 Shrimati T.C.A Kalyani, JS&FA, Ministry of Ceal, Shastri Bhaw in, New Delbi.

9. Shri D.N. Prasad, Advisor (P), Ministry of Coal, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

10. Shri Shekhar Saran, CMD, CMPDIL, Gondwana Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi.

11.  Shri Anjani Kumar, Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata.

Copy for information to:-

OSD to Hon’ble MoS (I/c) for Coal/ PSO to Secretary (Coal)/PPS to Special Secretary
(Coal)

‘;eélnical Director (NIC) with the request to upload this OM on the website of MoC.




The IMG de01ded to 7

| ,m,_ldehheratejrpon,the_lssaes__C1L01ﬂaied as. per the Agenda

dehberate upon and make recommendatmns on 1ssues mentloned m the Agenda't v

‘one by one.

L ’ Issue of deductlon/ release of BG submltted by M/ s. Rehance Power Ltd V
(RPL) in respect of Kerandan B&C coal block (T1la1ya UMPP) and‘

: rtransfer of Kerandan B&C coal block 1n favour of Jharkhand Infrapower

Ltd.

(a) The IMG was 1nformed ‘that Vlde allocatlon letter dated 20 07 2007 of
M1n1stry of Coal Power F1nance Corporat1on (PFC) was conveyed 1n prmc1ple

approval of the Centra_l Government to the workmg of Kerandan B&,C coal block E

by M/s. Jharkhand Integrated Power Ltd (JIPL) wh1ch was a Wholly 0
sub31d1ary of PFC. M /s Reliance Power Ltd. (RPL) acqu1red JIPL from PFC‘on
07.08.2009 after emergmg as the lowest b1dder m the mternatwnal compet1t1ve
b1dd1ng process for T11a1ya UMPP conducted by Mlmstry of - Power/PFC :

Thereafter development of Kerandari B&C coal b10ck was rev1ewed from tlme to

t1me by the Mmlstry of Coal. -

(b) | V1de letter dated 01. 05 2015 RPL commumcated that it had termmated
the PPA dated '10.09.2008 for the reason that Procurers had falled to fulﬁll
principal development per1od obhgat10ns under condmons of PPA even after lapse
of 5 ¥ years of handing over of JIPL (SPV created by PR C for development of T1haya
UMPP) to RPL. Hence, RPL requested MoC to release its BG amountmg to
Rs 208.16 crores submitted for Kerandari B&C coal block. '




() M1mstry of Power was requested to furnlsh clar1ficat1on in the matter.

M1n1stry of Power had mter alia rephed that the procurers on the bas1s of majorlty :

had dec1ded to accept the option of ‘Agree for Termlnatlon and the enttre
ownership of JIPL would go to procurers pursuant to Article 3. 3 3A of the PPA In
respect of BG submltted by RPL, M1mstry of Power had rephed that the BG
submitted by RPL with MoC was related to development activities of coal blocks
and release of BG may be decrded by MoC. Mmlstry of Power. has also requested
MoC to take necessary actlon for transfer/re allocatlon of - Kerandan B&,C coal

\ upow«“r Ttd.. ,’J",) as per.

L"-blocks t0-Jhatkhand in /1S
'____rlemded in the Mmmtry of (‘oal to- place the matter before -'IM‘

"recommendatlon

(@  RPL/JIPL was given show cause notice (SCN) dated 21.06.2016 to intimate
the delay caused for non- achievement of milestones stipulated for Kerandari B&C

coal block and RPL has replied to the above—mentloned SCN v1de 1ts letter dated
12.07. 2016 ’ ' s

(e)" Further, to take a decision in the matter of deductlon/ release of BG

submitted by . RPL/JIPL for Kerandari B&C coal block Mm1stry of Power PFC

Consultmg Ltd. (PFCCL) and Jharkhand Urja Vlkas N1gam Ltd (JUVNL) were

requested to furn1sh further clanﬁcatwn o

i RPL/ JIPL was requested to present its case before the IMG. Representatives
of RPL/JIPL came and gave presentation before the IMG They inter‘ ali.a stated that
as per the PPA sxgned between RPL/JIPL and the Procurers, JIPL had performed its
obhgatlons which were independent of Procurers fulﬁllmg their conchtlons

subsequent, well in time during the development penocl However, Procurers

- condition subscquent. rcmamed unfulﬁlled even after SYa yejrs irom the transfer of ..

JIPL to RPL including the avaﬂabmty of land Hence delay in prOJect development/
blmplementatlorv was not attributable to JIPL/: RPL. Representatlve of JIPL/RPL
stated that notice for termmatmu of PPA under Art1cle 3.3.3A could be 1ssueu only
when Procurers had failed to perform Conditions Subsequent obligations under
3. l.2A. They arguecl that the acceptance of the notice for termination of PPA by the
‘Procurers and their decision to acquire JIPL as a Consequence of the Same, clearly
established that the delay in execution of the project (in‘cluding end—use power

plant and Kerandari B&C coal block) was not attributable to RPL or JIPL. The IMG

fOr Ingmg o »




informed the representatives of JIPL/RPL that notiee for termination issued by
them was accepfed by the Procurers but-that would not imply t_haf the gfounds-of
termination had been accepted by the Procurers. Nof would it imply that 1t _were'
due to their - default only; there coulld be other cbmmercial'/ teehnical
considerations which could ﬁot be p_resumed merely byv the eervice of the notice.
Hence, the contention of JIPL/RPL that acceptance ef the notice for terminatibn :

issued by them under Section 3.3.3A of the PPA by the Procurers implied that delay‘ '
in execution of the project was not attributable to RPL/JIPL was ﬁot‘tehab'lef ‘The

i_ 'IMG also enquired from the representatlve of JIPL/RPL as ‘to what date - they

Considered--as-zero-date’ fI‘OITlAWhICh ~the-development of power ,piant was to. _be

synchronized vmth development . of coal block. - Representatives: of JIPL/ RPL
informed that they considered the taking over of JIPL i.e. 07.08.2009 as zero date
IMG felt that this contention too was not beyond debate. ‘ '

(g) The IMG noted that Ministry of Power, vide OM dated 11‘.08.2(.)‘1'6‘,' had
informed that the matter was under process and the comments would be prbVided :
after due dehberatmns with the concerned stakeholders and requested MoC to keep ‘
the matter pending for a while. Vide letter dated 10.08.2016, PFC Consultmg Ltd.
also furnished its comments in the matter. However, Jharkhand UrJa Vikas ngam :

Ltd, (JUVNL) the lead Procurer, has not furnished its comments/clarification in

the matter.

(h) . In view of the above, the IMG observed that comments/clarification of
JUVNL was very important to take a decision and recommended that as requested
by Ministry of Power, the matter.may be kept pending for a while. IMG -also
directed CCO to prepare the BG deduction calculation by taking into consideration
the delay attributable solely on part of JIPL / RPL in development of Kerandarl B&C

‘coal block.

(i) The IMG élso"dbserved that JIPL has filed W.P. (C) N0.4580/2015 (JIPL—‘&
Ors. Vs. UOIJ) before the Hon’ble Delhi High Court wherein the Hon'ble High Court
vide order dated 07.05.2015 had inter alia directed UOI to give at least 3 weeks’
prior written notice if it were to take a decision to invoke and/ or encash the BG in
issue. JIPL has also been directed to keep the BG alive till a decision was taken

qua the aforementioned BG and if, the decision for any reason, was adverse to the




| interest of JIPL, it would be kept alive for a period of six weeks beyond the date of- -

decision.

II. To consider the representatmn of West Bengal Power Development'
Corporation Ltd. (WBPDCL) for deduction/release of BG submitted in
respect of Pachwara North coal block as per dxrections of Hon’ble -

Kolkata ngh Court in AST No. 217 of 2016.

(a) Pachwara (North) -coal block in the State of Jharkhand was allocated. ___to L

. WBPU(,L vide ciHOLdthll letcer ddtLd 26. 0‘1 42005 subieu to certair 0011d1t1ons As

per condition No.(1v) of .the allocation letter, WBPDCIL was to subrmt a bank
guarantee (BG) equal to one year’s royalty/cess amount based on mine capacity
and gfade of coal assessed by CMPDIL. Accordingly, BG amounting to Rs. 152.07
crores was submitted by VVBPDCL through Indian Barik, Kolkata. Subsequently,‘
‘Hon’ble Supreme " Court vide its judgement/order passed in W. P (Crl)

No.120 / 2012 cancelled 204 coal blocks including Pachwara (North)

(b)  After cancellation of 204 coal blocks inclu-ding Pachwara (qu‘_ch) bbyv Hon’bie |
Supreme Court, it was decided in vthe Ministxy to review the *issue : Qf o
,deduction /release of BG submitted by prior allottees of the said'blecks until the -
same were held by them for non-development until cancellation. - Show Cause
Notice (SCN) dated 16.01.2015 was sent to WBPDCL for clarifying the delay in non-
‘achievement of ruﬂestones for development of Pachwara (North) coal block. The
IMG in its 34th"r.ne‘eting held on 08.01.2016 reviewed Pachwara (North) coal block
and observed that in case of Pachwara (North) coal block, 100% BG_ was linked to
production and hence, BG amount must be deducted for any lag in producu'en.
The principle adopted for determination of BG amount to be deducted for any lag in
~ productiors- was that the financial year in which mine opening permission Wasj
' granted by CCO, would be considered as the first year and targeted production for
‘that year sh’ouid be calculated on pro-rata basis of productioh schedule mentioned -
ivnr'the approved mining plan. The BG determined to be deducted for lag in
production in subsequent year could be calculated as per. schedule of production-
given in mining plan for each year of production vis-a-vis actual coal production.
Accordingly; BG deduction calculations were made by CCO and the same were
accepted by the IMG as per which an amount of Rs.19.799514 crores from the BG
‘submitted by WBPDCL for Pachwara (North) coa! block wasA recorﬁmended by the




IMG for deduction. The same was accepted by the Government and, accordlngly, )

v1de OM dated 03.05. 2016 CCO was dlrected to encash the BG amount

(c) CCo wrote several letters to Indlan Bank Kolkata requestlng to deduct .
Rs. 19 799514 crores from the BG submltted by WBPDCL for Pachwara (N orth) coal
block and transfer the sa1d amount on encashment or otherwise to CCO S Account

with Umted Bank of Ind1a Kolkata However lndlan Bank d1d not depos1t the BG '

: (d}i : ln the meant1me WBPDCL ﬁled AST No 217 of 2016 before H1gh Court of :
Calcutta agarnst Unlon of India challengmg MoC’s BG deductlon order dated
03.05.2016. V1de order dated Ol 07.2016, Hon’ble Calcutta ngh Court mter alia -
set aside the MoCs BG mvocatlon order dated 03 05 2016 and dlrected MoC to

cons1der WBPDCL’s supplementary reply alongw1th 1ts reply dated 10.02. 2015 and',

pass a reasoned order Wlﬂ’lll’l a penod of 10 Weeks from the date of subrmss1on of :

reply an” commumcate the same to WBPDCL w1thln a week thereafte T
also dJrected WBPDCL to valldate the BG tlll December 2016 :

(e) , Vlde letter dated 14.07. 2016, WBPDCL submltted 1ts supplementary reply;"-'
which was placed before the IMG for its con81deratlon The IMG also granted an '
opportumty to WBPDCL to make presenta’uon before the IMG. Representatlves of

WBPDCL appeared and made oral presentation . before the IMG They contended‘ ,

that although the block was allocated in favour of WBPDCL subsequently v1de"
MoC’s Notification dated 23.06.2005, the Central Government specified as an end
use the supply of coal from Pachwara (North) co‘al'block by the Bengal Emta Coal
Mines Ltd. (BECML) on an exclusive basis to the power plants of the WBPDCL for

generatlon of thermal power sub““ ,‘}.Zto the condmon that the West Bengal

Government through 1ts undertakmgs namely, WBPDCL and Durgapur PI'OJeCtS
Ltd., held at least 26% of votmg equlty share . capltal of BECML at all. thes

Subsequent to issuance of the said Not1ﬁcat1on m1n1ng lease of Pachwara (North)

coal block was executed in favour of BECML and it was BECMYL which was -

_extracting coal from the said block and supplying to power plants of WBPDCL for
generation of thermal power. Also,. as per Section ,3:(1')(n) of the Coal Mines (Special
Provisions) Act, 2015, BECML is the prior allocatee for Pachwara (North) coal block

as mining lease of Pachwara North coal block had been executed in its name.




Hence, the WBPDCL representatives argued, the JV cornpany i.e. BECML was the
allocatee of Pachwara (North) coal block and not WBPDCL '

] The IMG enquired from the representative of WBPDCL whether any
‘shareholding agreement was entered into between the JV partners of BECML and
what was the condition of submission of BG to MoC in respect of Pachwara (North)
coal block in that agreement Representatlves of WBPDCL were unable to answer ‘
the query ra1sed by IMG' he only stated that BG had been submltted by WBPDCL o “ -
said block Hence:,v the IMC reouestrfl the representatrve of ‘WBPDCL ;

- for the
- -verny the re“ords .md su bm;l. the sbarr‘hcldu g gsef ment if any, fo MoC for o

exannnatlon .

(g) In respect of WBPDCL’s contention that as per Sectton 3(1)( ) of the Coal
Mines (Spec1al Provisions) Act 2015, BECML was the prior allocatee for Pachwara
(North) -coal block; the IMG observed that the definition of pnor allottee as
contained in the CM (SP) Act, 2015 was for the purposes of payment of adchtzonal.
levy, recelpt of cornpensat10n for. mlne mfrastructure etc. However before
cancellatlon by Hon’ble Supreme Court, Pachwara (North) coal block Was allocated
under the prov1s1ons of CMN Act, 1973 to WBPDCL._.And thls 1s the p01ntrfrom
where the entire sequence of events generated.. Further, :subsequent events do not
controvert or dilute the initial position. Accordingly, it is logical to infer that
WBPDCL is the prlor allottee of Pachwara (North) coal block for the purpose of BG
deduction. MoC’s action to invoke BG does not emanate from CM(SP) Act butis an -
incident of the contract formed through allocatlon letter dated 26.04.2005 of
Pachwara (North) coal ‘block. . And this event remains intact at all subsequent

stages. Hence, this contention of WBPDCL is not sustainable.

(h) - Further;. the. representatn/es of WBPT)CL contended -that on. 28 03. 4013,_‘,
perm1ss1on to open the coal mine was given by the Coal Controller Th1s was
expressly made subject to obtaining required clearance from the competent
authorities under: therelevant rules, regulations etc. They further contended that - .
immediately after g'etting»this opening permission, the prior allott_ee i.e. BECML (as
per their interpretation), made an application on 09.05.2013 to the Jharkhand
State Pollution Control Board (JSPCB) for consent to operate. - This consent to
operate was issued on 28.12.2013. Only.thereafter,' the'mine could be operated. |
Thus, the first financial year of operation was the year 2013-14. For the period




post 28.12.2013 and upto 30. 03 2014 there was only approx1mate1y 3 months
time, during which period the pI‘lOI‘ allotee produced 0. 098 MT of coal. - Thereafter

for the full financial year, 2014-15, the pnor allottee produced -3 9498 MT coal as -

agamst the target of 2 MT for the ﬁrst year Spec1ﬁed in the approved mmmg plan

Thus, there was no shortfall in productlon

(i) The IMG took note of the above contentlon of WBPDCL s representatlves and

recommended that CCO Would venfy from 1ts 'r'

'perm1ss10n' (MOP) was granted prlo_ to consent".

whether: l‘vl(t,.. ‘was miai: uatOl J f01 gcttmg, the conscnt to operate or v1cc fersa

Accordlngly, the IMG recommended that if the MOP was 1nadvertently granted
before . -prior allottee havmg obtamed the consent to operate then CCO should

revisit the BG deductlon calculat1on as per the gutdehnes formulated by the IMG in

its 34t meetmg

I11.

IMG was inforrned that 31st 'méeﬁng of 'the IM‘Gb.toi.review the issue of

deduction / release of BG submitted by prior allottees of ‘cancelled coal blocks was

held on 07.07.2015 wherein the IMG reviewed the cases of 49 coal blocks. Out of
the said 49 coal blocks, in cases of 34 coal blocks IMG observed that court cases
had been ﬁled by prior allottees agamst MoC»s orders___fo‘r _de—_allocatron '/ .,}BG
deduction or both. Hence, IMG recommended th:at the earller order 'passed by.'MoC
regarding' BG deduction would stand since the same was taken after due
consideration at that time. In respect of the remalrung 15 coal blocks IMG
recornmended release of BG in: case of:11 blocks and deductlonvof BGin case. of 4
blocks fviz. Rajgamar D1sps1de (South of Phulakdlh Nala) Fatehpur Rohne and

Thesgora-B/ Rudrapuri]. However, the BG deductlon amount 1n case of the sald 4

" blocks was not mentioned in the’ approved rmnutes of 31st IMG meeting. Therefore
it was decided that original signed copy of BG deductlon calculations placed before

31st IMG be called from CCO and the same be conﬁrmed by IMG in th1s meetlng
Accordingly, CCO submitted the orlgmal s1gned BG deductlon calculatlons to MoC
wh1ch were placed for cons1derat1on and mak1ng recommendations by the IMG in

its 31st meeting. IMG decided to confirm the “said original signed BG deduction




calculation subrmtted by CCO as per wh1ch the BG deductlon amount
recommended by the IMG in its 31st rneetlng in respect of the above mentloned 4

coal blocks is as. under.:~ -

S. | N ame of Coal Block | Name of Pr10r allottee - . A_rf_louﬁt 'ovaG,
No. | . ’ S (M/s) o -to be deducted
(Rs. in crore)

ot Ispat and Energy Ltd. |

57 [ Ratehpur- =~ [SKS -"Ispat “and Fower~ Lk Ltd "é}ra“'i “ 03834 - | |
S T Prakash IndustnesLtd A, R |
3. |Rohme . ,"sz Steel Ltd., Bhushan Power & T0.52081928 |
a : Steel Ltd. and Jal ‘Balaji Industnes R S
Ltd. A
14, |T hesgora -B/ o Kamal Sponge Steel &. Power Llrmted :0.17476
Rudrapun . and Revat1 CementP Ltd 2 .

In respect of the above rmentloned 4 coal blo ,ks the IMG- observed that in |
respect of Rajgamar Dlsps1de (South of Phulakchh Nala) BG amount had already
been deducted and deposrted in Government account Hovvever remalnlng BG
were  not returned by CCO due to. ‘non- 1ssuance of BG release order by MoC
Hence, IMG recommended that the remalnmg BG 1n case of the above ment10ned '

. block be returned. Further, the IMG observed that in case of F atehpur and Rohne
~ coal blocks, CCO was unable to encash BG s1nce pnor allotte_es had filed WP (C)
No.8144/2015 and WP (C) No.11551/2015 respectively before the Delhi High Court
~which were hence sub-judice. In case of Thesgora—B/'» Rudrapuri,_-BG’was not
renewed by prior allottees and, hence, BG amount not dep'oSited into -Government

Account. ‘The IMG noted that cIaJ“n has been subnntted to Nomlnatea Authorlty for -

adJustment of Rs.0.17476 crores frorn the compensatlon to be pald for mine
infrastructure to prior allottees of Thesgora-B/Rudrapuri: - However, ‘if the same
could not be”adjursted frorn the compensation to be. paid to prior‘ allottees
appropriate legal proceedings may be initiated for recovery of Rs 0. 17476 crores
from the pI‘lOI‘ allottees of Thesgora-B/Rudrapuri coal block. ‘




Iv. Release of BG submitted by NTPC for Chatti Bariatu (South) coal block.

Chatti Bariatu (South) coal block was allocated to NTPC v1de allocatlon letter -

dated 25. 07 2007 Th1s block was earlier de- allocated on 14.06. 2011 based on the

revcommendatmns of Rev1ew Committee. On the requests of Ministry of Power and -

NTPC, this block was re-allocated to NTPC on 23.01.2013. Subsequently, this

block was cancelled by Hon’ble Supreme Court alongwith other 203 coal blocks.

After cancellatmn by Supreme Court

rdeduct1on/ release of BG smce th1s coal block was- d1ps1de of Chatt1 Barlatu coalar

- block ar‘d mine- dcvelopmer /pr }d 1ct10l1 was to commeace after end of mis rmD in

th1s block was -not remewed for -

Ltd. had not vahdated the BG, it was requestmg for release of its orlgmal BG IMG
also noted that this block had agam been allocated to NTPC Ltd. as per the
prov1srons of the Coal Mines (Spec1al Provisions) Act, 2015 ‘and NTPC Ltd had
'already submrtted a consolidated- BG for Chatti: Banatu and Chatt1 Banatu (South)

coal blocks wu:h the Nominated Authonty

In view of the above; the IMG recommerided.releasmg the original BG

submrtted by NTPC Ltd. with CCO in respect of Chatti Banatu (South) coal block

before its cance]latlon by the Hon’ble Supreme Court

3. The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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ANNEXURE-T

35t MEETING OF THE INTER-MINISTERIAL - GROUP  (IMG) - UNDER THE
 CHAIRMANSHIP-OF SPECIAL SECRETARY (COAL) TO REVIEW THE ISSUE OF
BANK GUARANTEES SUBMITTED BY ALLOTTEE(S)/ PRIOR ALLOTTEE(S) OF
COAL BLOCKS ON 16.08. 2016 AT 11.00 AM IN CONFERENCE ROOM OF
MINISTRY OF COAL, A-WING, 3RD FLOOR, SHASTRI BHAWAN, NEW DELHI. -

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Ministry / Department/

~~S,-,v Name &,Dmgnat;on
11 Dr. AK. I)lee"":ff Special Se?’r?etary ((:‘:)-aT)— : _.Ir;,:thc,Chéi‘r.._; .
|27 7| 'Shri R.P. Gupta, Joint Secretary - | Ministry of Coal — T
3. Shr1 V1vek Bharadwaj, Joint Secretaly | Ministry of Coal
4. Shri D.N. Prasad, Advisor (P) Mmlstry of ‘Co_al
5. . Shrimati T.C.A Kalyam, JS&FA Ministry of Coal . -
-6.— --|-Shri-Anjani-Kumar;- Coal.Contrpllerf | Coal;COntroller; .
7. Shri Aniruddha Kumar, Joint Seeretary, . Mihis_try of Power
v 8 Shri Maﬁvendra Goyal, Director | Ministry of Steel
9. Dr. R.S. Shrinet, Assistant Legal Adviser. ,M.iriistry of Law & Justice,
- ' R Debartment of rLeg"alv Afféﬁr's
10: 7, Shri Nand Lal, Consultan't : Depai‘tment of Industrial Policy
| 7 | & Promotion
11. Shri A.N. Sethuraman, Group President M/s. Reliance Power Ltd.
12. Shri N. Venugopal Rao, ' M/s. Reliance Power Ltd.
13. Shri N.K. Deo, Senior Vice President - M/s. Reliance Power Ltd.
14. | Shri Jagat Paikera, Vice President M/s. Reliance Power Ltd.
15. | Shri Shrikant Kulkarni, M/s. ReliancePower Ltd.
President-Business & Strategv - '
-16. - | Shsi Sushanta Kr. Sarkar, ' M7§ West  Bengal lo 5e;~
General Manacrer . Development Corporatwn
- o Limited (WBPDCL)
17. Shri V.R. Chilumuri M/s. WBPDCL 7
18. | Shri Reetobroto Mitra M/s. WBPDCL
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