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ORDER


1.
During consideration of the ARR for 2010-11 filed by the Punjab State Electricity Board (now PSPCL), Northern Railways had filed objections raising the following issues:

(i)
Meters for measuring consumption of electric supply for 
Railway traction purposes should be installed at the traction 
sub-station instead of feeding sub-station.

(ii)
In case of failure of supply from the distribution licensee, 
maximum demand at a traction sub-station could exceed 
contract demand owing to supply being received from an 
adjacent traction sub-station of the licensee. Northern Railways 
contends that load violation charges should not in such an eventuality be levied as contract demand has been exceeded only on account of disruption in supply from the licensee.
2.
The Commission suo motu decided to take up these issues as a petition and a notice was accordingly issued to PSPCL. In reply, PSPCL submitted that metering for railway traction can be done by providing meters at traction sub-station in accordance with clause 21.2 of the PSERC (Electricity Supply Code and Related Matters) Regulations 2007 (Supply Code). As regards imposition of load violation charges, PSPCL pointed out that these can be waived off only if the supply failure has taken place on account of any fault in PSPCL’s system.
3.
On receipt of PSPCL’s reply, Northern Railways filed further submissions stating therein that the cost of shifting meters to the traction sub-station of the consumer needs to be borne by PSPCL. In addition, it was also urged that PSPCL should waive off load violation charges in other situations that are beyond the control of the Railways such as supply interruptions from other utilities, public agitations and accidents. Taking note of the submissions of Northern Railways, the Commission in its order of 10.9.2010 directed PSPCL to indicate the authority and mechanism for finalizing any claim for waiver of load violation charges and the tentative period in which such a matter would be decided. PSPCL, in response, clarified that the claim of Railways would need to be put up before the Whole Time Directors or Board of Directors depending upon financial implications involved and the process of arriving at a final decision may take 25 days approximately.
4.
PSPCL and Northern Railways were heard on 17.8.2010 when both parties reiterated their submissions as brought out above.
5.
After careful consideration, the Commission decides as under:

(i)
PSPCL has very fairly agreed to the shifting of meters from the 
feeding traction sub-station in accordance with provisions of 
the Supply Code. The Commission directs that such shifting 
will be effected at the cost of PSPCL within one month of the 
issue of this order.

(ii)
There is force in the contention of Northern Railways that there 
should be no occasion to levy load surcharge in the 
circumstances where maximum contract demand of traction 
sub-station is exceeded on account of failure of electric supply 
attributable to PSPCL. However, it would not be reasonable to 
expect PSPCL to consider such waivers in any other 
circumstance which is beyond its control. In the circumstances, 
the Commission decides that PSPCL will consider waiving load 
violation surcharges only in case of the former eventuality. In 
that case, the consumer (Railways) will submit a 
comprehensive proposal to PSPCL claiming waiver of the load 
violation surcharge and PSPCL will decide the claim within a 
period of 25 days and adjust the same in the next bill of the 
consumer.

6.
The petition is disposed of accordingly.
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