PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

        SCO NO. 220-221, SECTOR 34-A, CHANDIGARH    
                                                                             Petition No.23 of  2011

                                               Date of hearing: 18.5.2011

                                               Date of Order:  26.05.2011
In the matter of:
Petition under Reg.31 of PSERC Open Access Regulations, 2005 for issuing necessary directions to the respondents  not to charge any amount from the petitioners on account of voltage surcharge on the electricity purchased in open access, in violation of PSERC Open Access Regulations, 2005 and Tariff Order for the Year 2010-11 and agreement entered into between the parties and provisions of Electricity Act, 2003 and u/s 142 of Electricity Act, 2003.

AND

In the matter of:       1.    M/s Northern India Steel Rolling Mills, Guru Ki Nagri, Mandi Gobindgarh, District Fatehgarh Sahib through Shri Raj Kumar Goyal.

                                 2.    M/s  Suresh Kumar Goel  C/o Twenty First Century Steels Limited, Plot No.5, Sector 8-A, G.T.Road, Mandi Gobindgarh, District Fatehgarh Sahib.


          VERSUS

          1.     Punjab State  Transmission Power Corporation Limited

                            2.     Punjab State Power Corporation Limited 

Present:      
            Smt.Romila Dubey, Chairperson


            

Shri Virinder Singh, Member     





Shri Gurinderjit Singh, Member

For petitioner:

Shri  Tejinder K.Joshi,  Advocate 
For PSPCL:                 Shri Ravinder Gautam, SE/TR-II   




Shri Deepak Gautam, Sr.XEN    
For PSTCL:

Shri Sunil Puri, SE   

ORDER
   

                Northern India Steel Rolling Mills, Mandi Gobindgarh and  Suresh Kumar Goel C/o Twenty First Century Steels Limited, Mandi Gobindgarh have filed a joint petition under Reg.31 of PSERC Open Access Regulations 2005 for issuing necessary directions to the PSTCL & PSPCL not to charge  voltage surcharge on electricity purchased under Open Access as imposition of voltage surcharge is in violation of PSERC (Open Access) Regulations 2005, Tariff Order for the year 2010-11 and provisions of Electricity Act 2003. The petitioners have further averred that Regulation 16, 17 and 18 of the PSERC (Open Access) Regulations clearly prescribes the amount which can be recovered from a consumer using open access and levying of voltage surcharge is not specifically mentioned as one of the charges recoverable from the consumer using open access electricity.    

PSTCL and PSPCL have filed replies through CE/SO&C and Chief Engineer/ARR & TR. PSPCL has submitted that the voltage surcharge has been levied on the petitioner as per “General Conditions of Tariff” approved by the Commission. It is mandatory for the petitioners to take supply at 66 KV voltage but they are still drawing power from PSPCL at 11 KV voltage. The petitioners are defiant and are not switching over to 66 KV voltage level in contravention of instructions as per Conditions of Supply approved by the Commission. Even the APTEL in its Judgement in Appeal No.192 of 2009 upheld the view that the State Commission is empowered to impose surcharge for not converting from 11 KV to 66 KV and petitioners are liable to pay the surcharge. The APTEL Tribunal in its judgement in Appeal No.192 of 2009, para-51 directed the Commission to fix the rate of surcharge in direct proportion to the incremental line losses, transformation losses and charges for use of additional 66/11 KV transmission system for the petitioners and similarly placed consumers. Accordingly, the Commission has refixed voltage surcharge in its Order dated 19.1.2011 in Petition No.31 of 2010 as per APTEL directions. PSPCL has further added that transformation losses and incremental line losses which would occur due to failure of conversion from 11 KV to 66 KV are entirely different from the transmission and distribution losses of the system and thus levy of voltage surcharge is fully justified for open access electricity as is being levied  in the case of similarly placed  regular consumers of PSPCL. 
The Commission is of the view  that arguments advanced by the petitioner in rebuttal of averments of PSPCL are not convincing and levy of voltage surcharge on power drawn through  open access is fully justified.  Petition is dismissed being devoid of merit.
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