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Through
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BRIEF HISTORY

The petitioner has filed appeal No. CG-30 of 2013 dated 06.03.2013 against the decision of ZDSC, West Bathinda deciding that the amount charged as per checking carried out by the enforcement is correct and recoverable.

The consumer is having temporary category connection bearing Account No. TY-686 with sanctioned load of 79.970 KW running under AEE/Op. Sub Division Mansa.

The connection of the petitioner was checked by Sr.Xen/Enf.I, Bathinda on dated 11.12.2012 vide ECR No. 16/1318. The checking authority reported " The three phases were flickering on load, Voltage checked on display 2 and found V1-217 Volts, V2-221 Volts, V3-180 Volts, current display was found A1-73.32A, A2-82.19A, A3-33.15A, line voltage   checked and found V1-225V, V2-224V, V3-224V and current R phase-46.9A, Y phase 47.7A and B phase 50.9A was being recorded. On opening the CT chamber it was observed that Red phase and Blue phase were found carbonized. Working of the meter  was checked with LT ackucheck meter and found -27.46%  slow by 27.46). Red phase and Blue phase were decarbonized. After it voltage on display 2 was found as V1=224V, V2=224V, V3=226V and current  was found as A1=77.9A, A2=76.55A and A3=110.2A. Working of the energy meter was again checked with LT ackucheck meter at operating load of 62.75 KW and was found within limits. DDL of the meter was also carried out by the enforcement".
The concerned sub division overhauled the account of the consumer w.e.f. 5.7.2012 to 11.12.2012 with slowness factor of 27.46%  as per the report. Hence forth PSPCL charged  Rs. 228566/- vide memo No. 2721 dt. 13.12.2012. The consumer did not agree to it and challenged the amount  charged on account of slowness in ZDSC by depositing Rs. 45720/- as 20% of disputed amount vide BA-16 No. 572/8336 dt. 04.01.2013.

The ZDSC West , Bathinda heard the case and decided on dated  11.02.2013 that the amount charged to the consumer due to slowness of meter is correct and recoverable.

Not satisfied with the decision of ZDSC, the petitioner filed an appeal in the Forum and Forum heard the case in its proceedings held on dt. 21.03.2013, 04.04.2013 & finally on 09.04.2013 when the case was closed for passing speaking orders.
Proceedings:  
 1. On 21.03.2013, Representative of PSPCL submitted authority vide letter No.2326  dt. 20-03-2013  in his favour duly signed by ASE/ Op.Divn. Mansa  and the same has been taken on record. 

Representative of PSPCL submitted four copies of the reply and the same has been taken on record. One copy thereof has been handed over to the Petitioner.                   

2. On 04.04.2013, Representative of PSPCL stated that reply submitted on 21/03/2013  may be treated as their written arguments.

PR submitted four copies of the written arguments and the same has been taken on record.  One copy thereof has been handed over to the respondent.

3. On 09.04.2013, PR contended that load of 19.670 KW temporary NRS was released for construction purpose w.e.f. 24.05.2011 and further load was extended to 79.970 KW w.e.f. 13.02.2012.

That we informed local SDO Circle letter dt.15.10.2012 that old cable is not in good condition and capacity is not according to the load extended and the same should be replaced which has been purchased by us.

That ultimately due to under capacity cable, it was carbonized when the load was checked by Flying Squad on 11.12.2012. the amount was charged tentatively for last months as vide SDO notice No.2721 dt.13.12.2012 when actual tempered  data was not dumped by MMTS, Bhatinda. 
That when the tempered  data was dumped up by MMTS, Bhatinda on 01.01.2013 it was noticed that red & blue phase failure/actual loss of units was only 828 units during the period 18.07.2012 to 11.12.2012 and yellow phase working was within permissible limits.

That the calculation has been checked and found that meter was less recording-6.52%(V). As calculated from the parameter noted from the screen of the meter on 11.12.2012 by the checking authority. Necessary data as calculated from the tempered report has been supplied to the Hon'ble forum on 04.04.2013 in shape of written argument.

That consumption data no variation in energy consumption, whereas energy consumption also depends upon the availability of power and demand of the petitioner. Uniform consumption in case of temporary connection is not possible because work pattern varies from time to time according to the demand.

That it was the duty of PSPCL to charge/revise the demand after obtaining the tempered data report received from the MMTS but the amount has not been reviewed as per tempered data report which is illegal and wrong and prayed that the same may please be withdrawn in the interest of justice.

Representative of PSPCL contended that the amount charged is as per supply code reg. No.21.4(g) (1) hence is recoverable.

PR further contended that the account cannot be overhauled on the basis of supply code clause No.21.4(g) (1) when tempered data is available with the defendant.

Both the parties have nothing more to say and submit and the case was closed for passing speaking orders.

Observations of the Forum.

After the perusal of petition, reply, written arguments, proceedings, oral discussions and record made available to the Forum,  Forum observed as under:-

The petitioner has filed appeal No. CG-30 of 2013 dated 06.03.2013 against the decision of ZDSC, West Bathinda deciding that the amount charged as per checking carried out by enforcement is correct and recoverable.

PR submitted some calculations for ascertaining/calculating the slowness of the meter. On perusal it is observed that these calculations are made by adding  the voltages of all the three phases and currents also of the three phases algebraically. Whereas power/energy measurements are based on the sum of energy consumed through each phase separately. Hence forth the calculations submitted by PR are unrealistic at the same time the calculation made by checking agency are correct.

Forum further observed that the account of the consumer has been overhauled with the slowness factor reported by the enforcement at the time of checking for the period July, 2012 to December,2012 i.e. for six months prior to date of checking. Further the print out of temper report of DDL carried out on dated 11.12.2012 is for power failure of more than 30 minutes  & less than or equal to 30 minutes, this power failure is from feeder or sub- station. It is also observed that the energy meter has been rechecked by enforcement on the same date after de-carbonizing the Red and Blue phases and found  voltage and current readings within limits. The date of carbonizing of Red and Blue phases, being not available, the account has been overhauled with correction factor for proceeding six months from the date of checking.  The consumption record of temporary category connection is based on the use of energy and no specific trend can be established from the consumption data.  So the amount charged to the consumer is correct.
Decision:-

Keeping in view the petition, reply, written arguments, oral discussions, and after hearing both the parties, verifying the record produced by them and observations of Forum, Forum decides:

· To uphold the decision taken by the ZDSC in their meeting held on 11.02.2013 .

· That the balance amount recoverable/refundable, if any, be recovered/refunded from/to the consumer along-with interest/surcharge as per instructions of PSPCL. 

· As required under Section 19(1) & 19(1A) of Punjab State Regulatory Commission ( Forum & Ombudsman) Regulation-2005, the implementation of this decision may be intimated to this office within 30 days from the date of receipt of this letter.

(Harpal Singh)                                ( K.S. Grewal)                                          ( Er. Ashok Goyal )

 CAO/Member                                Member/Independent                                 EIC/Chairman                                            
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