PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

        SCO NO. 220-221, SECTOR 34-A, CHANDIGARH   

Petition No.9 of  2011                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     Date of Order : 19.04.2011
In the matter of:
Petition under Sec. 142 and Sec. 23, 57 and 86(1)(i) of Electricity Act, 2003 r/w Reg.9 of PSERC (Conduct of Business) Regulations, 2005 for setting aside PR Circular No.4/2011 dated 21.01.2011 and for implementing the directions given by the Commission vide Order dated 30.4.2010  in Petition No.3 of 2010.


AND

    In the matter of:         M/s Siel Chemical Complex ( a unit of Mawana Sugars Ltd.) through authorized representative Shri Surender, Village Khadoli, Rajpura, District Patiala, Punjab.




VERSUS

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited

Present:      

Smt.Romila Dubey, Chairperson


            

Shri Virinder Singh, Member     





Shri Gurinderjit Singh, Member

ORDER

This petition has been filed by M/s Siel Chemical Complex ( a unit of Mawana Sugars Ltd.)  for setting aside PR Circular No.4/2011 dated 21.01.2011. It is stated in the petition that the circular is contrary to the Regulations and Order dated 30.4.2010 passed by the Commission  in Petition No.3 of 2010 and has been issued without prior approval of the Commission. It is stated in the petition that earlier the petitioner and other similarly situated industries were placed under category IV and by issuing PR Circular No.4 of 2011, PSPCL has placed them under newly created category i.e. category No.VII whereby the petitioner and other industries who are availing power through open access have been targeted and discriminated. It is further stated that the Commission in its Order dated 30.4.2010 in Petition No.3 of 2010 had directed the PSPCL to seek prior approval of the Commission in adopting any other power regulatory measure. The petition was admitted on 15.2.2011 and notice was issued to the PSPCL. Reply to the petition was  filed by PSPCL on 10.3.2011 stating therein that the petition may be dismissed as the petitioner has not prayed for any relief against the respondent or loss for them and in case any commercial/operational issue, he can approach the Dispute Redressal Mechanism available in PSPCL or with such statutory committee/bodies for seeking any clarification/relief before approaching the Commission. The petition was taken up for hearing on 15.3.2011 on which date arguments were heard and the operation of PR Circular No.4/2011 dated 21.01.2011 was stayed. The Commission vide its Order dated 30.4.2010 passed in Petition No.3 of 2010 approved policy on peak load hours (PLH) restrictions and exemptions thereto. In that policy the Commission had provided that there will be no curtailment in exemptions or enhancement of peak load restrictions in the case of continuous process industries and that any increase in PLH restrictions will be effective only with the prior approval of the Commission. Admittedly prior approval of the Commission has not been obtained by PSPCL before issuing the circular.

In view of this, PR Circular No.4/2011 dated 21.01.2011 is set aside. The petition is disposed of accordingly.
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(Gurinderjit Singh)

    (Virinder Singh)
          
                (Romila Dubey) 
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