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OFFICE OF THE OMBUDSMAN, ELECTRICITY  PUNJAB,




# 248, SECTOR 19-A, CHANDIGARH.

      
  APPEAL NO.45  OF 2007.

Date of Decision: 17.12.2007

M/S MANDEEP RESORTS (P) LTD;

VILLAGE JAINPUR, HAMBARAN ROAD,

LUDHIANA.




           ……………….PETITIONER
                




















ACCOUNT  No. CS-01/0044


Through

Sh. R.S. Dhiman, Counsel

Sh. Avtar Singh,

Sh. Ajit Singh Sodhi, Manager


VERSUS


PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD. 
………….RESPONDENTS

  
Through




 

Er. Tarlok Singh,

Sr. Xen, Aggar Nagar Division,

(Special),PSEB,Ludhiana.





ORDER

            An application dated 31.10.2007 for condonation of delay alongwith petition against the orders of Grievances Redressal Forum in case No. CG-69 of 2007 dated 04.06.2007 has been filed by the petitioner M/S Mandeep Resorts, Vill Jainpur,  Hambran  Road, Ludhiana.

2.

The arguments, discussions & evidence on record were held on 17.12.2007.

3.

Sh. R.S. Dhiman, Counsel,  Sh. Avtar Singh & Sh. Ajit Singh appeared on behalf of the petitioner and Er. Tarlok Singh, Sr. Xen,/Operation,  Aggar Nagar , Division (Special), Ludhiana attended the proceedings on behalf of the Respondents.

4.

 While giving facts of the limitation matter, Sh. R.S. Dhiman, counsel stated that petitioner is running a marriage palace at village Jainpur, Hambran Road Ludhiana. The connection was checked by Enforcement Wing on 30.08.2006   where in it was discovered that the petitioner had installed 5 DG sets of various KVA capacities against the sanctioned load of 35.67 KW.  Based on this, load surcharge and transformation charges of Rs 10,50,474/- were imposed which were contested before ZLDSC and also EGR Forum.  He contended that the first information regarding the decision of the EG Forum was received on 18.10.2007 by way of a notice of the Executive Engineer requiring the petitioner to deposit the amounts as per the orders of the Forum.  A copy of the decision of the Forum was collected by the petitioner from his office on 19.10.2007.  Thereafter the petitioner has submitted the petition and an application for condonation of the delay of 14 days. 

5.

Er. Tarlok Singh, Sr Xen admitted the fact as stated by the counsel of the petitioner and informed that though the decision of the Forum was dispatched on 03.09.2007 but was received in his office on 18.10.2007. He contended that a copy of the decision must have been received by the petitioner or their counsel as well.  As such, the delay should not  be condoned.

6.

I have considered the facts of the case and I find that the orders of the Forum appear to have been dispatched at the address of the marriage palace which is located in a remote village and is not a regular business office of the petitioner.  There appears to be genuine reason preventing the receipt of the orders by the petitioner.  On merits, I am satisfied that the petitioner was prevented with sufficient cause for not filing the appeal in time and the delay of 14 days is condoned.

7.

The appeal shall be considered on merits.





Place: Chandigarh. 




             Ombudsman,

Dated: 17th December,2007.                                            Electricity Punjab,








              Chandigarh
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