PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

SCO NO. 220-221, SECTOR 34-A, CHANDIGARH
                                                                                 Petition No.5 of  2010

                                                                                        Date of hearing: 25.5.2010

                                                                                        Date of Order: 15.06.2010
In the matter of:
Review Petition under Section 94 (1) (f) read with Section 86 (a) & (k) read with Section 45 and Section 142 of the Electricity Act, 2003 for recalling the order dated 4.1.2010 passed by the Commission in Petition No.20 of 2009.

AND

    In the matter of:         M/S R.N.Gupta and Co. Ltd.




VERSUS

Punjab State Electricity Board, The Mall, Patiala.

 (now Powercom)

Present:      
        
  Shri Satpal Singh Pall, Member

  For Petitioner:
 Shri Puneet Jindal, Advocate,


 Shri Inderjit Singh Manager

 ORDER


                     This petition has been filed by M/S R.N.Gupta and Co. Ltd for review of   order dated 4.1.2010 passed by the Commission in Petition No.20 of 2009. As per Regulation 64 of Conduct of Business Regulations, review of an order passed by the Commission is allowed only on three grounds namely:-

a) grounds arising from the discovery of new and important matter or  evidence, which after the exercise of due diligence, was not within the applicant’s knowledge or could not be produced by him at the time when the order was passed; or

b) on account of some mistake or error apparent on the face of record; or

c) for any other sufficient reason.

                 Shri Puneet  Jindal Advocate has argued that the Commission has committed an error on the face of record while relying upon para 34 of  order dated 27.4.2009 passed by the Hon’ble High Court and that CC No.52/2004 has escaped notice of the Commission while passing order under review.



As order of the Hon’ble High Court dated 27.4.2009 still holds force, para 34 of the order has rightly been relied upon. It is also incorrect to say that CC No.52/2004 has escaped notice of the Commission while passing order under review as the Commission has held that Regulation 4.2.1 which had been issued on the basis of CC No.52/2004,  was not applicable in view of the General Conditions of Tariff issued subsequently. Shri Jindal has not referred to any new and important matter or evidence which was not within the knowledge of the applicant at the time the order under review was passed.


In view of this, no ground as mentioned in Regulation 64 of the Regulations is attracted in this case. The review petition is therefore dismissed.

                                                                                                Sd/-
(Satpal Singh Pall) 
                    Member


       



 Chandigarh

 Dated:   15.06.2010
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