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8 22.07.2020 Case called out.

Learned Counsel for both the parties appeared for virtual
hearing.

Learned Counsel for the Respondent submitted that due
to COVID-19 pandemic, the statement of facts in this case
could not been obtained from the Respondent-Company.

On the above ground, Learned Counsel for the
Respondent prays for one week time to file counter affidavit in

this case.

Learned Counsel for the Petitioner has no objection in
Q,f the prayer for time.

Prayer for time is allowed.

In the mean time the Petitioner is directed to file




supplementary affidavit detailing the date of Energization of the
Connection, load applied at the time of connection, load
assessment report at the time of taking connection, report
regarding re-assessment of load (if any), location of bay from
which the connection has been obtained, information stating
the cost borne by whom for construction of the infrastructure
for getting the connection etc.

List this case on 5th August, 2020 at 2.30 pm under
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heading admission.




