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ACCOUNT  No.  MS -56/0012


Through
Sh. R.S. Dhiman,Counsel


Sh.Prem Chand, 


VERSUS


PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD.    …………….….RESPONDENTS.

Through 

Er M.L. Garg,

Sr.Xen/Operation Division,PSEB,Nabha


Sh.Ranjeet Singh,Revenue Acountant


The petition is against the decision of Grievances Redressal Forum in case No. CG-18 of 2007 dated 24.5.2007 for upholding the charges of Rs. 3, 64,297/- for difference of units as per DDL readings and the units already charged for the period the meter was declared defective.

2.

The arguments, discussions & evidence on record were held on 04.01.2008 & 16.01.2008.

3. 
Sh. R.S. Dhiman, counsel and Sh. Prem Chand    appeared on behalf of the petitioner and Er M.L. Garg, and Sh. Ranjeet Singh, Revenue Accountant attended the proceedings on behalf of the Respondents.

4.

Sh. R.S. Dhiman, counsel of the petitioner stated that the petitioner is running an Ice Factory at Amargarh since April, 1998 having a sanctioned load of 49.520 KW.  The electro mechanical meter was replaced with an electronic meter on 29.10.2003 which worked correctly upto 21.06.2004.  Thereafter, it developed some internal defect.  The meter reading recorded on 21.6.2004 was 1,43,917 but dropped to 6550 as per reading recorded on 21.7.2004.  Thereafter, the consumption of 32496 units was recorded on 21.8.2004.  The meter was replaced by the Respondents on 23.08.2004.  The petitioner had been billed on the basis of average consumption in June, 2004 and July, 2004.  Subsequently, the petitioner received a demand of Rs.  3,64,297/- in September, 2006 on the ground that  as per the DDL taken by the ME Laboratory, the final reading of the erratic meter was 3,77,827 units.  The counsel pointed out that the meter was checked by the Xen/Enforcement on 09.08.2004 when reading of units as per the display was recorded as 24,352.  The SDO took the readings on 21.08.2004 when the units were recorded as 32496.  None of the readings as given by the different officers matched with the DDL readings of 3,77,827 units.  The counsel argued that keeping in view the sanctioned load, even if the factory was to run around the clock on full load of 49.520 KW, the consumption of more than 75000 units could not have exceeded  whereas  as per the DDL the consumption recorded  for 63 days is 1,16,938 units.  The demand so raised on account of the difference in units of consumption as recorded in the DDL is incorrect and should be set aside.

5. 
Er. M.L. Garg, Sr. Xen/Operation Division Nabha stated that in any electronic meter, upto 70 days old readings can be taken while downloading the data from it.  The electronic meter installed at the premises of the petitioner gave negative reading for the month of July, 2004 and the meter was replaced on 23.08.2004 after checking by the Sr.Xen Enforcement on 9.8.2004.  The meter was sent to the ME Laboratory of Patiala and as per print out of the DDL, the last reading of DDL was 3,77,827 units.  He conceded that prior to the receipt of DDL, the consumer was billed on average basis for the months of June and July, 2004.  The print out of the DDL indicates the units reading from 21.06.2004 to 21.08.2004 which is consistent and therefore, the amount of Rs. 3,64,297/- charged on the basis of overhauling of account in accordance with the DDL by the Audit  Party has been correctly done. 

6. 

 The Respondents produced the energy bills and also the print outs of the DDL.  It was observed that the CT ratio mentioned on both the documents was at variance.  The energy bills mentioned the CT ratio of 100/5  Amps whereas the DDL print out showed the CTs ratio as 200/5 Amps which was different. The authorized representative of the Respondents conceded that the CT ratio of 200/5 Amps as mentioned in the DDL print out was incorrect because as per the SCO dated 27.03.1998, the CT ratio of the meter is fixed at 100/5 Amps.  SCOs and MCOs of the subsequent years were also produced to confirm this fact.  He conceded that as meter installed on 29.10.03 was CT ratio of 200/5 Amps, the units so recorded required adjustments to CT ratio 100/5 Amps as sanctioned in the consumer’s case.  


Regarding the consumption of units recorded and also displayed on the date of installation of the new meter i.e. 29.10.2003, he stated that the reading was 136 units whereas on the date of removal of meter i.e. 22.8.2004, the reading of the meter was 3,77,827.  As such, the total No. of 3,77,691 units were consumed from 29.10.2003 to 22.08.2004.  He agreed that the overhauling of the consumer account can be made on the basis of actual consumption recorded in the print out after adjusting the CT ratio for the months for 21.6.2004 to 22.08.2004.

7.

Sh. R.S. Dhiman, counsel of the petitioner strongly protested on the basis as suggested by the Respondents.  He contended that it would be against the rules of the Respondents and if the average consumption was to be charged, then, it could be only as per provision of Sales Regulation No. 70.6.5.

8. 
I have heard the oral arguments and also gone through the written submissions and the documents produced by both the parties.  There is no doubt that the readings on the display meter and as recorded in the printout of DDL are at variance.  The readings as per the DDL print out, except on 9.5.2004, show a consistent increase in the consumption per day which is closer to the average consumption admitted by the appellant. Therefore, the readings as per the DDL print out will have to be treated as the base for arriving at any decision.  The meter  readings recorded  for the period 21.6.2004 to 22.8.2004 comes to  a total of 62,877 units i.e. the difference between 3,77,827 units as  on 22.8.2004- 3,14,950 as on 21.6.2004.  To these units, the multiplying factor of 0.5 will have to be applied as the DDL has recorded units on the basis of CT ratio of 200/5 Amps.  Therefore, the consumption for this period comes to 31,439 units which is agreeable to both the parties.  The Respondents are directed to overhaul the consumer’s account accordingly.  The refund, if any, will be payable with interest.

9. 

The appeal is partly allowed.

Place: Chandigarh. 
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