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 ACCOUNT  No.  CS 01/0044)

 Through


Sh.R.S.Dhiman, Sh. Avtar Singh and Ajit Singh,

Authorized representative.


 VERSUS


 PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD   …….….RESPONDENTS.


 Through 

Er.Tarloak Singh,,

Sr.Xen/Operation (Special) Division,

Agar Nagar ,PSEB,Ludhiana.

1.

The petition has been filed against the orders of Grievances Redressal Forum in case No. CG-69 of 2007 for upholding that the penalty charges of  Rs.7,25,819 was recoverable from the petitioner.
2. 
The arguments, discussions & evidence on record were held on 17.12.2007 & 19.03.2008.
3.

Sh.R.S.Dhiman, Sh. Avtar Singh and Ajit Singh ,Authorized representative  attended the proceedings on behalf of petitioner  and Er.Tarloak Singh and Er. S.M. Sharma, appeared on behalf of respondents. Sr.Xen/Operation (Special) Division, Agar Nagar ,PSEB,Ludhiana. 

4.

Sh.R.S.Dhiman, Counsel for the petitioner stated that appellant was running a marriage palace at village Jainpur, near Ludhiana with a sanctioned load of 35.67 KW.  As the electric supply was from the rural feeder and un-reliable, looking into the nature of the business of holding marriage functions etc., the appellant installed 5 DG sets with a capacity of 200 KVA, 180 KVA, 62.5 KVA, 25 KVA and 7 KVA.  It was only, the DG set with 7KVA capacity which was connected to the PSEB supply system with the help of changeover switch.  The 4 DG sets placed at a distance more than 150 feet  from the main link supply  were connected to each other with the help of  changeover switches,  for regulating the  power supply from the generators as per the requirements. He stated that the Xen/Enforcement checked connection on 30.8.2006 and in his ECR dated30.8.2006 reported that a total load of 277.404 KW was  connected against the sanctioned load of 35.67 KW.  Consequently a notice for the payment of Rs.10,50,474 for the alleged excess load was received by the petitioner.  Mr. Dhiman stated that the necessary permission to install all the five DG sets had been taken from Chief Electrical Inspector and not from the respondents.  He reiterated that the allegations made in the ECR with regard to the intermixing of the electricity supply of the respondents with the power supplied from generator was incorrect.  The DG set of 7KVA installed in front of the building only had the provision of intermixing with  the PSEB power, to be utilized as alternative supply source in the event of failure of PSEB power.  He pointed out that there was no islanded load on the standby 7 KVA DG set and as such Commercial Circular No.26/2002  meant for industrial connection was not applicable to the NRS category.  The appellant’s case is covered as per SR 170 under the PSEB Captive Power Plant Policy which is to encourage consumers for the installation of Captive Power Plants by private participation.  Therefore such a load of the Captive Power Plant comprising 4 DG sets can not be treated as excess load for levy of penalty.  He further conceded that the appellant was a defaulter for not taking prior permission from the PSEB and  had not paid  the permission  fee payable for the installation of DG sets as per SR 170.1.1.  He referred to CC No.48/2007 which has been issued for regularizing such defaults and agreed to pay the charges accordingly.  Therefore the request was made to set aside the penalty and to invoke the provisions of CC 48/2007  for the  levy of the charges  mentioned therein. 



5.

Er.S.M. Sharma, defending the case of the respondents stated  that as per the ECR  dated 30.8.2006, a total load of 34.199 KW was found attached to the PSEB, which is below the sanctioned load.  Apart from this the total load of 243.205 KW was found being  fed from the DG sets through changeover switches.  As such a total load of 277.04 KW was found connected.

                  He submitted that the ECR mentions only four generators installed in the premises with the changeover switches   to connect them with the PSEB supply.  The penalty levied in consequence to the observations made in the  ECR    dated 30.8.2006 was confirmed by ZLDSC and  the  Grievances Redressal Forum.  Moreover, no   prior approval from the respondents for the installation of the generator sets had been obtained,  therefore the penalty levied on the excess connected  load  detected should be confirmed.


6.

The written submissions, evidence adduced, record produced and the oral arguments have been  read and heard carefully.  I,  observe that the ECR dated 30.8.2006 has noted only one  cable of 16 mm2 power connected with PSEB supply line  which can take a load upto 35 KW.  Running a marriage function with air conditioners switched on will require a far more load than 35 KW which possibly can not be run on a  cable with  a power of 16 mm2 and a 10-40 Amp energy meter.  The monthly consumption bills schematic endorse this fact that higher load was not run on the electric supply..  Further the schematic  line diagram   of the electrical  installations produced  explains the matter in detail.  The ECR or the other facts and evidence presented by the authorized representatives of respondents have not been able to establish the connectivity of the power with the 4 generators with PSEB supply line. Therefore I  find merit in  the plea of the petitioner that only a 7KVA DG Set  was inter connected with the change over switch to the PSEB supply line.   Under these circumstances,  I hold that there is no intermixing of the other 4 DG sets installed at the  appellant’s premises with the PSEB supply line.  I further find that the respondents themselves  have rationalized the policy of  running islanded  load on DG sets by the existing or prospective general (DS/NRS) consumers who run marriage palaces or educational institutions etc. through CC No.48/2007.  The  case of the petitioner  falls squarely under  the circumstances mentioned  in this circular. The respondents are directed to take the case of islanded load of 4 DG sets of the petitioner  in accordance with this circular.  Under the circumstances the penalty of Rs.7,25,819/-  is as upheld by the Forum set aside.  The respondents are directed to recalculate the charges for recovery in accordance with the provisions of Commercial Circular No.48/2007.  Any deposits made in excess of the re-calculated penalty shall be refunded with interest as per rules.


7.

The petition is allowed.   

Place: Chandigarh.
Dated 19th March,2008.                      
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