Case No.CG-1 of 2011 (24.1.2011)  Sh. Satpal C/O Chamanda Ji Rice Mill, Mansa.

            PROCEEDINGS
PRESENT:

PETITIONER SIDE:   No one 
PSPCL SIDE:              Sh. Gobind Ram, RA
Representative of PSPCL submitted four copies of the reply and the same was taken on record. 
Representative of PSPCL is directed to hand over the copy of the proceeding along-with copy of reply to the consumer.

A fax message has been received today on 24.1.2011 in which consumer prayed for adjournment on the ground that he is suffering from fever and cannot attend the proceeding today. 
Acceding to the request the case is adjourned to 7.2.2011 for submission of written arguments by both the parties.   
  (Not available)
 (CA Rakesh Puri)              ( CS A.J. Dhamija)                  ( Er. K.K. Kaul )

 CAO/Member                      Member/Independent                CE/Chairman                                            
Case No.CG-1 of 2011 (22.2.2011)  Sh. Satpal C/O Chamanda Ji Rice Mill, Mansa.

            PROCEEDINGS
PRESENT:

PETITIONER SIDE:   None
PSPCL SIDE:              None

Sr.XEN/Op.Mansa vide memo.No.1325 dt.21.2.2011  received through Fax has intimated due to tour programme of Hon'ble Member of Parliament Smt.Harsimrat Kaur Badal, he is unable to attend the Court and sought for adjournment.

Acceding his request the case is adjourned to 16.3.2011 for oral discussions.

(CA Rakesh Puri)              ( CS A.J. Dhamija)                  ( Er. K.K. Kaul )

 CAO/Member                      Member/Independent                CE/Chairman                                            
Case No.CG-1 of 2011 (16.3.2011)  Sh. Satpal C/O Chamanda Ji Rice Mill, Mansa.
            PROCEEDINGS
PRESENT:

PETITIONER SIDE:   Sh. Satpal,  
PSPCL SIDE:              Er.U.S. Dhillon, Sr.Xen/Op.Mansa
Representative of PSPCL stated that the consumer had gone to district consumer court against the demand raised by the PSPCL and the case was decided in the favour of consumer. PSPCL appealed against the orders of District Consumer Court in the State Commission and case was decided in the favour of PSPCL. He further submitted that the court took 7 years to decide the case and while pronouncing the judgment court was silent on interest charges to be recovered from the consumer. As per the prevailing instructions the interest is rightly charged and is recoverable from the consumer.
The owner of the firm Sh. Satpal requested that as he has already deposited Rs.11,423/- on account of  33% of the interest(34,269/-) payable, so he  is ready to settle the case with PSPCL provided PSPCL waive off the balance amount of interest payable i.e. 22,846/-. He further submitted that he will not appeal against this order if  Rs.11,423/- may be treated as full and final payment of interest.  

Forum observed that the appeal was filed by the PSPCL on 18.11.2002 and state consumer dispute Redressal Commission Punjab decided the appeal on 7.1.2009 and para -10 of orders is reproduced as under:
"
The appeal could not be decided within the statutory period because of heavy pendency and non availability of the requisite Benches and infrastructure in the State Commission. The State Government has now sanctioned one additional Bench for the State Commission but it has not become functional for which the process is going on."

In views of the Para-10 of the decision of the State Commission and request of the consumer, Forum decides to waive off Rs.22,846/- on account of interest charges.
(CA Rakesh Puri)              ( Post Vacant)                           ( Er.Satpal Mangla )

 CAO/Member                      Member/Independent                CE/Chairman                                            
