& ANDHRA PRADESH ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION
#11-4-660, 4™ Floor, Singareni Bhavan, Red Hills, Hyderabad — 500004.

R.P. No. 17 of 2015 in O.P. No. 8 of 2015 (Suo-motu)
Dated: 04-06-2016

Present )
Sri Justice G. Bhavani Prasad, Chairman
Dr. P. Raghu, Member
Sri P. Rama Mohan, Member
Between:

1. Akshay Profiles Pvt Ltd., D. No. 6-179, G.T. Road, Ganapavaram — 522 619
(Via) Chilakaluripet, Guntur District.
2. Sagar Power Ltd., Plot No. 111, Road No. 10, Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad-500 033.
3. Shree Jayalakshmi Powercorp Ltd., D. No. 8-14-28, Tobacco Colony,
Mangalari Road, Guntur — 522 001
4.  Tirumala Cotton & Agro Products Pvt. Ltd., Thimmapuram — 522 233,
Edlapadu Mandal, Guntur District
5. Trident Power Systems Ltd., H. No. 8-2-684/4-16, Ground Floor,
Anand Banjara Lane, Road No. 12, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad — 500 034. .. Petitioner
And - :

1) Southern Power Distribution Company of Andhra Pradesh Ltd (APSPDCL)
- 2) Eastern Power Distribution Company of Andhra Pradesh Ltd (APEPDCL)
.... Respondents

The review petition has come up for hearing finally on 27-02-2016 in the presence
of Sri. T. Vizhay Baabu, learned counsel representing Sri. K. Gopal Choudary learned
counsel for the petitioner and Sri P. Shiva Rao, learned Standing Counsel for the
respondents. After carefully considering the material available on record and after
hearing the arguments of parties present, the Commission passed the following:

ORDER

_ Heard Sri S.V.S.S. Siva Ram, learned counsel representing Sri K. Gopal
Choudary, learned counsel for the petitioners and Sri P. Shiva Rao, learned Standing
Counsel for the respondents. The Hon'ble High Court in orders in a batch.of Writ
Petitions on 27-04-2016 set aside the orders of this Commission dated 15-04-2015 in
O.P.No.8 of 2015 determining the Cross Subsidy Surcharge and Additional Surcharge
for FY 2015-16. In view of the setting aside the orders, proceedings have already been
‘initiated for re-determination of Cross Subsidy Surcharge and Additional Surcharge for
FY 2015-16 in accordance with law. As the order which is sought to be reviewed is set
aside and ceases to exist, nothing survives in this review petition to be adjudicated by

this Commission. Hence, this petition is dismissed without costs as infructuous.
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