faga <Napure
Fequ<el faelq Fame s
Go¥ del, “Agl WIS, fdged Aide, SRRT HIee, T

TR0l shHlh L00-04/2023

st faora sfarda, SU A8Weu®

R fire ®aReE 8t 3fvsar fafacs, — ardrereft
765 /400 /200 &.4). I TAVI—7,

UH— Jerarel, el (|.9.)—480661

Rrer— Rya=t

foeg
Y GATD, — IS
Heg yo¥l Y4 & faga faeeer sue fafacs,

AT . 07, Afdd HaH, YR,
STIeTYR (F.91.)—482008

T

(i@ 06.3.2023 ®I TIRA)

01 3mded & faorg sfiavda, Su wemEys gk e wuRkeE e sfisar fafacs,
765,/400 /200 Al WIWIE TATI—7 U— JoRars], Ruaeil (A.U.)—480661 = U
forRae erwaraee faia 24.1.2023 | fagfd SuHIadr Rrergd MaReT BIRA 3R/ Isol
&3 & YDV FHIG 73/2022 H I f&Id 01.08.2022 W YIfed Ud @I B 5H
AT & fawg odid ofdefd arT 42 (6) fagd <ifiem, 2003 W @ 2 &1 fA®
2412023 ®I T HRATAT H YT BB GBI BHIb Tl 00—04 /2023 TR To dI TS
2 |

02 YHRUT B i T :

I.  Power Grid Corporation of India Limited was incorporated on 23rd October 1989,
under the Companies Act, 1956 as a public limited company, wholly owned by
the Government of India. As on 31st March, 2021, the Government of India have
a stake of 51.34 % in POWERGRID. POWERGRID is the principal electric power
transmission company for the Country.
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

According to its mandate, POWERGRID, apart from providing a transmission
system for evacuation of central sector power, is also responsible for
Establishment and Operation of Regional and National Power Grids to facilitate
transfer of power within and across Regions with Reliability, Security, and
Economy on sound commercial principles.

That, it is in discharge of its statutory duties and functions as mandated in Section
38 and 40 of the Electricity Act, the Respondent had to establish, inter-alia, an
extra-high voltage 765 KV electrical sub-station at Seoni. The instant scheme
relating to the establishment, construction, operation and maintenance of
765/400 KV Seoni Substation situated at Lugharwada village Seoni was duly
approved by the Central Government vide approval dated 10th December, 2003.
The copy of the letter dated 10.12.2003 is enclosed as Annexure “A-1".
POWERGRID initially obtained 11 kv connection from Madhya Pradesh Poorv
Kshetra Vidyut Vitaran Company Ltd (herein after referred as MPPKVVCL) during
construction of POWERGRID’s seoni S/s. The 100KVA, 11kV HT connection was
energized on 31.12.2005.

However, POWERGRID in order to provide auxiliary power to the completed sub-
station a permanent and dedicated HT connection via 33 kv feeder was requested
by POWERGRID vide its letter dated 09.09.2004. The copy of letter dated
09.09.2004 is enclosed as Annexure “A-2".

Pursuant to the request of POWERGRID vide its letter dated 09.09.2004, sanction
order dated 27.04.2006 was accorded for supply of 630 KVA power at 33 kV to
765/400/220 kV sub-station of POWERGRID. The entire cost of extension of 33 kv
Dedicated feeder and 33 kv bay was born by POWERGRID as per the charges
prescribed by MPERC. The copy of the sanction order dated 27.04.2006 is
enclosed as Annexure “A-3”.

The 33 kV line was energized and handed over to M/s MPPKVVCL by M/s Ajay
Kumar Jain on 24.11.2007. The copy of the handing over document is enclosed as
“Annexure A-4”.

Pursuant to the installation of 33 kv Dedicated feeder and its energisation, 11 kV
connection obtained by POWERGRID was sought to be disconnected. The 11 Kv
connection was finally disconnected on 01.12.2008 and the security deposit
towards the same was also returned vide letter dated 18.02.2009. The copy of
letter dated 18.02.2009 is enclosed as “Annexure A-5".

Even though the 33 kV feeder line was charged on 24.11.2007 and bills towards
the same were being duly paid by POWERGRID. However, POWERGRID met with
a surprise when suddenly in 2019, M/s MPPKVVCL vide its letter dated
05.04.2019 demanded Payment of X2,78,597/- (Rupees Two lakh Seventy Eight
thousand five hundred ninety seven only) towards dedicated feeder and bay
maintenance charges for period 26.04.2007 to 31.03.2019. The copy of letter
dated 05.04.2019 is enclosed as “Annexure A-6".
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XI.

XII.

XIII.

XIV.

XV.

XVI.

Further MPPKVVCL vide its letter dated 11.06.2019 revised its demand towards
the maintenance charges from 2,78,597/- (Rupees Two lakh Seventy-Eight
thousand five hundred ninety-seven only) to X10,84,671/- (Rupees ten Lakh
Eighty Four thousand six hundred seventy one only) towards dedicated feeder
and bay maintenance charges for period 26.04.2007 to May-2019. The copy of
letter dated 11.06.2019 is enclosed as “Annexure A-7".

The said demand was duly reply by POWERGRID vide its letter dated 17.06.2019
whereby MPPKVVCL was asked to explain its demand along with reasons owing
to which the demand was revised.

MPPKVVCL without explaining or providing basis for the levy of maintenance
charges included the same in the bill for the month of December for the period
26.04.2007 to 31.03.2020. Also, the maintenance charges are being included in all
subsequent monthly bills as outstanding amount and surcharge is being levied on
these outstanding amounts. The copy of the bill dated 28.12.2019 is enclosed as
“Annexure A-8".

In pursuance of the said bil, POWERGRID vide its letter dated 27.02.2020
informed M/s MPPKVVCL that only one feeder is available at POWERGRID Seoni
substation for auxiliary supply at 33kV level. No other feeder is available. Hence,
as per MPERC order 2009, the maintenance charges are not applicable.
Therefore, POWERGRID requested to withdraw it demand towards maintenance
charges. The copy of letter dated 27.02.2020 is enclosed as “Annexure A-9”.

In furtherance of the POWERGRID’s letter, a joint inspection was carried out by
MPPKVVCL and POWERGRID employees. The said inspection report clearly
records that POWERGRID had applied for only one 33 kV Dedicated Feeder which
supplies power from 132 kV Seoni S/s and therefore as per MPERC regulation no
maintenance charges shall be paid by POWERGRID. The inspection report also
records that about 100 metres away from POWERGRID premises, there is
arrangement for supply through 2 Feeders one from 132 kV Seoni and other from
220 kV Narela Seoni respectively. However, it is place worthy to mention here
that POWERGRID had only requested for one feeder i.e. from 132 Kv Seoni S/s of
MPPKVVCL and supply from 220 Narela station of MPPKVVCL is neither within the
knowledge of POWERGRID nor such arrangement has been made with
POWERGRID’s consent.

Since even after several representation and even after joint inspection the
demand raised towards the maintenance changes were not withdrawn by M/s
MPPKVVCL, grievance was raised by POWERGRID before Electricity Consumer
Grievance Redressal Forum, Jabalpur against payment of maintenance charges
for 33KV HT dedicated feeder vide its application dated 13.06.2022.

Pursuant to the submission of POWERGRID’s application before Electricity
Consumer Grievance Redressal Forum, Jabalpur, no notice was received by
POWERGRID for hearing in the matter and the Electricity Consumer Grievance
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XVII.

XVIII.

Redressal Forum, Jabalpur without serving any notice calling for attendance
proceeded to decide the matter ex-parte in absence of POWERGRID.

The Electricity Consumer Grievance Redressal Forum, Jabalpur after hearing the
respondent i.e M/s MPPKVVCL proceeded to decide the matter in their favour
vide its order dated 01.08.2022. The copy of the said order was received by
POWERGRID only on 26.09.2022.

Aggrieved by the decision of Electricity Consumer Grievance Redressal Forum,
Jabalpur whereby they have directed POWERGRID to pay the maintenance
charges, POWERGRID prefers this appeal under Section 42(6) of the Electricity
Act, 2003 read with Clause 3.36 of with MPERC (Establishment of Forum and
Electricity Ombudsman for redressal of Grievances of the Consumer) Regulations,
2009 against the impugned Order.

Grounds:
A. The Forum was at gross error in negating all valid legal and factual defenses

raised by the Applicant in the written statement filed by it. To avoid repetition of
facts and grounds, the defenses raised in the written statement be read as part
and parcel of this application.

. The impugned order dated 01.08.2022 was passed by the forum without

providing any opportunity of hearing to POWERGRID. The same is apparent from
the order wherein the forum without informing the date of hearing has
proceeded to decide the matter ex-parte on the first date of hearing itself.
That the learned forum has failed to appreciate the facts stated by parties and
the legal position. It may be noted that MPPKVVCL had made the demand relying
on the MPERC (Recovery of Expenses and other charges for providing electric
Line or plant used for the purpose of giving Supply) Regulations 2006.
Clause No Xl of Annexure | “Schedule of Meter Rent and Other Charges” which
has been relied by MPPKVVCL for raising the demand is reiterated below for
convenience:

XI. Charges for Dedicated feeder

If a consumer 1s or has been provided a dedicated feeder at |Cos
his request 1n addition to the feeder from which supply 1s  [sup
provided to the consumer by the distribution licensee. mai
cha
cos

[No maintenance charges for dedicated feeder are payable 1f

it 10 tha Aanler Fandas therasiadh srrhaah svascrrase 10 cavnnliad 4 tha

On perusal of the said provision, it is apparent that maintenance charges are
payable only in cases where dedicated feeder has been provided in addition to
the feeder from which supply is provided to the consumer by distribution
licensee.
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The joint inspection report dated 21.09.2021 prepared by the officials of the
appellant in presence of the respondent very specifically records that
POWERGRID had requested for only one 33kV feeder which is being supplied
from 132 Kv Seoni sub-station of MPPKVVCL. The said joint inspection report
specifically mentions that POWERGRID never requested for another 33 KV feeder
which has been provided from 220 Kv Narela sub-station of MPPKVVCL. The
respondent has not produced any document before forum to suggest that the
said feeder was established with the consent of POWERGRID. Therefore, the
learned forum was wrong in holding the demand raised by MPPLVVCL to be
legitimate.

. Further the learned forum was also wrong in placing its reliance on letter dated
27.04.2006 which is a sanction order of 630 KVA power at 33 kv to POWERGRID’s
substation at Seoni to suggest that maintenance charges at the rate of 01 percent
was applicable as the at Para 2 (V) clearly suggest that maintenance charges shall
be paid as prescribed by MPERC. Therefore, since presence of two feeders were
essential for applicability of maintenance charges as per MPERC regulation, the
same was not payable.

The said fact can also be substantiated with the fact that MPPKVVCL has never
raised a demand before 2019. The maintenance charges were first time
demanded vide letter dated 05.04.2019 from POWERGRID. Therefore, assuming
without conceding that the maintenance charges were payable as per letter
dated 27.04.2006, in such case MPPKVVCL failed to explain why no maintenance
charges were ever demanded before 2019 from POWEGRID.

. The Forum has heavily relied on the Joint inspection Report dated 21.09.2021 to
conclude that supply was being made through two different Feeder Lines to
POWERGRID. Again, a mechanical appreciation of the report has been made by
the Forum. The Single Line Diagram prepared with the Report shows that the
supply is made to POWERGRID Seoni Substation through one single Feeder Line.
POWERGRID cannot be charged for presence of two feeders outside the premises
of Seoni Substation which was never requested by POWERGRID nor was it
informed about the same. Therefore, the charges for the arrangement made by
MPPKVVCL on their own accord can’t be shifted on POWERGRID.

. Further the learned forum has failed to apply its mind to the demand raised by
MPPKVVCL vide its various letter dated 05.04.2019, 11.06.2019 & bill dated
28.12.2019 and various communication issued by both parties.

. The learned forum failed to consider that the even if the charges are to be paid by
POWERGRID the maintenance charges raised by MPPKVVCL is wrong and
contrary to MPERC (Recovery of Expenses and other charges for providing
electric Line or plant used for the purpose of giving Supply) Regulations 2006.

. The respondent vide in its bill has levied 1 percent per annum charges from
26.04.2007 to 06.09.2009 and has levied charges at the rate of 2.5 percent per
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annum from 07.09.2009 till 2019. The revision in charges has been made based on
Madhya Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission Recovery Of Expenses And
Other Charges For Providing Electric Line Or Plant Used For The Purpose Of
Giving Supply) Regulations (Revision-I), 2009. However, since the dedicated
feeder was commissioner and handed over in 2007, charges as per 2006 regulation
itself shall be paid. A saving clause has been provided in the revision of 2009
itself.

Further the learned forum has failed to consider that MPPKVVCL has levied
surcharge at the rate of 1.25 percent per month on the outstanding amount since
2007 itself which is out rightly wrong. As per MP ERC regulation surcharge at the
rate of 1.25 percent per month or part thereof has to be paid on the amount
outstanding (including arrears) if the bill are not paid by due date.

The learned forum has failed to consider that MPPKVVCL has raised the bill
towards maintenance charges for the first time in December 2019 and therefore if
at all any surcharge has to be levied, same shall only be levied from December
2019 and not from 2007. Therefore, levy of surcharge by MPPKVVCL from 2007
is illegal.

. Further since a 11 kV feeder was functional at the time of application for
dedicated feeder (33 kV) by POWERGRID, the issue of maintenance charges was
raised by MPPKVVCL in their sanction order for 33 kV (as per the then prevailing
2006 MPERC regulation). However, when POWERGRID surrendered 11 kV
feeder, the 33 kV feeder became the only source of supply to POWERGRID.
Hence, if at all any charges towards operation and maintenance of additional
feeder has to be levied, MPPKVVCL should have levied the same only for the
overlap period of 11 kV and 33 kV feeders, which is from 24.11.2007 (date of
charging 33 kV feeder) to 01.12.2008 (date of disconnection of 11 kV feeder), i.e.
12 months and 7 days.Further even if demand for such period is to be raised the
same was required to be raised within the period of limitation.

. Further it is important to point out that since 220 kV Narela SS of MPPTCL came
up subsequently, and owing to it’s proximity to POWERGRID MPPKVVCL on
their own provided a CHANGEOVER arrangement outside POWERGRID’s
premises (one from their 132 kV SS and another from their 220 kV SS) to ensure
reliability of supply to POWERGRID. This was solely done by MPPKVVCL on
their own and without consent of POWERGRID and in fact without even
informing them. The same has been brought out very clearly in joint inspection
report MOM between MPPKVVCL and POWERGRID.

The Ld. Council has proceeded to decide the reference under challenge based on
conjectures and surmises and based on assumptions and presumptions not
warranted by law.

. The Order of MP ECGRF suffers with patent error on the face of record in as much
as it has decided the issue “Whether the Complainant is entitled to the relief
claimed?” in the favour of Complainant, but refused the relief in its operative
portion.
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L)

D)

N. The reliance placed by forum on letter dated 07.04.2006 is misplaced.

O. The learned forum has failed to note that the MPPKVVCL has not made any
demand towards maintenance charges from POWERGRID since 2007 till 2019. It
is only in the year 2019 that demand towards the maintenance charges was
raised for the first time.

P. The learned Forum has also failed to note that the demand of MPPKVVCL is
period of limitation. As per law of limitation claim for the amount due could be
made after lapse of period of three years since the same has fallen due.
Therefore even assuming without conceding even if these charges are to be paid
by POWERGRID no claim can be made by MPPKVVCL towards charges beyond
2016 as demand was raised for the first time in 2019.

Q.That the impugned order was passed in contravention with a fundamental policy
of Indian Law and that it is in conflict with most basic notions of morality of

justice. Thus, The entire order of the Ld. Council is otherwise illegal and violative
of principles of natural justice.

R. POWERGRID is in the process of depositing 50% of the demand amount. The said
amount is being deposited in pursuance of Rule 3.37 of MPERC (Establishment of
Forum and Electricity Ombudsman for redressal of grievances of the consumers)
(Revision-I) Regulations, 2009. The said amount shall be directed to be returned
to POWERGRID if the appeal is allowed.

S. In view of the above it is humbly prayed that the appeal be allowed and the
order dated 01.08.2022 shall be quashed and set-aside.

JhHNUT BT BHIG Ul 00—04 /2023 TR ol BR" & 916 SHY Uell &l forRaa Fifess oIy
IR gY U g f3id 14.2.2023 Fad &1 8 |
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Fa e &1 IuRYT 21 garl, RTAY YR B GAdIg el DI Ol Al | 3T TRl
B THRAT W oI U AT IAAMdGD Bl AfH FaWR UG PR g YRV H GAdls Bl
TR ARRT fa=id 21.2.2023 UIA: 11.30 dol Fd @1 ST & | aFde® @ fFrad fafy
DI IR IR S UR YehUely HRIArs] &R o qilke fhar &1 Ao |

fgdia grars @1 fadie 21.2.2023 MIEH @1 3R A = Ay shawda e, v
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SffergeriT Suferd |
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JATH -1 AU HAF FFgaR o |

1. R e & 9T+l 765,/400,/200 KV SUdb= I dhad Udh &l hiex I Igd Uar
fhar <7 ET 2 IS SifaRad 3R ®IS 319 ddfeud  (Alternate) Wwier 9 fAgd Ue™
el foar ST <@T ar |

2. fIgd yem <0 99y B 9 UeR ArfesE f&am a1 o S UeR g9 e bl
o fbg &4 o wiex A faga faar o e o g8 fagd fFrame e grt o fagd
TR W & AR Sfedcs wiex  (Dedicated Feeder) @1 #ioft # F&1 a77am & |
3r: fhfl UBR o1 FS+ TSt <7 ARG FE © |

3  IFdSd gRT I8 IWRIT IR fhar a1 #e+9 gl & 9d 9 fawg wd saenfe
2 o7t R fd S &7 o R 2 |

FAAED B HAA
3Tded 7 BIg ferRad yfdew yvdd 78! fbar | arg & SR AR ®ere fbd —

1. 3A&d & JRY R & I SfShee wiew (Dedicated Feeder) & #regd ¥ &1 fagd
DA Wgd fbar o | aaed gRI Hafy faggd myfd =mer o |

2. 3dedh B [Agd daed Wipld 8 SR Wil U3 BHld 1061—62 (G 27.4.2006
P IA BHIG (V) H I8 WK Ioold & b Mded Bl 33 D@ SfSdhcs WISk g 33
@ d BAY) B BT WX 1 YRR URHIE &1 &R ¥ GGG Ao DI I BRAT
BT

3. JAMASH §RT Henid A &1 AR FRMGER <0 8 | 31 #enid At &1 i &7 fad
SN o AT € S @l Wel § |

I Uell gRT 9T AT {6 sad AfaRad UbRoT H ST BIs IR HAFT el fbar
ST & A 8 Py ARSI SEATEST / STHHRT UKId @l Sl 2 | 37d: hRoT § gAdTs
HATE B U UBRYT QY = GRIara fbar T |

04 SHI UEl FRT UKD FUEI / Wl B AMR W YR & [Afadred d=d
TR 8 -
1. ordrenell uraR frs draivee o sfear fafics et § 765,/400,/220 KV IUdb=s &

fFaior 8g WM JERareT e RaHl A9 H 11Ky IR 100 KVA &1 3RATg HIaRM UK
fbar o |

2. UG ST IR 9 Iuds H Herd fdotell MY (Auxiliary power for substation)
Tq 630 KVA WfA&T ART 33 KVA TR IR HIaRIA @l 719 Bl ol |

3. JUdBT B HEwl Pl add gY Uil T Dedicated WIeR Afd I=d q1d IUDb A AN
@1 ) difes S ety faggd v o & 9@ |
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4. IAMEGD T BRI WD AT H 1061 TGAYR faid 27.4.2006 SR AT o1 o4
TR e ot |

H The entire cost of extension of 33 KV dedicated feeder and 33 KV Bay shall be
born by you as per Misc charges prescribed by the MPERC.
(1 You will construct the proposed 33 KV feeder at your cost and material through

“A” Class Electrical contractor by depositing 10% supervision charges on the
estimated cost of total work. The supervision charges as advised by the S.E.
( O&M) Seoni shall be deposited by you before execution of HT agreement.

(1 The errection of 33 KV Bay for the aforesaid feeder shall be carried out by the
Board under Deposit works. The estimated cost of 33 KV Bay, as intimated by
the S.E. (O&M) Seoni shall also be deposited by your before executing HT

agreement.

(IV) As per supply code 2001 Last span of 33 KV line shall be provided with aerial
bunched cable.

(V) You shall pay maintenance charges @ 1% per month on the actual cost of 33 KV

dedicated feeder and 33 KV Bay (exploding supervision charges as Per Misc
charges prescribed by the MPERC.

o~ .

5. fagd wer wfed—2004 ¥ Dedicated Feeder @1 F=ITJHR =T @ &

Dedicated Feeder

5.3 Consumer desirous of getting power supply from dedicated feeders may request for
such facility to the licensee. The dedicated feeder shall be extended from the Power substation
to the consumer’s point of supply. In such cased the consumers shall be liable to pay the cost
of Bay and all protection Switchgears and its accessories provided at the power request. The
licensee will check the feasibility based on merit of providing a dedicated feeder to the
consumer’s premises. If found feasible, of providing a dedicated feeder to the consumer’s
premises. If found feasible, the consumer will be provided with a dedicated feeder and the
consumer will be liable to pay additional charges as indicated in the Schedule of Miscellaneous
charges.

6. Recovery of Expenses and other charges Regulation 2006 (G-31 of 2006) # Dedicated
Feeder &1 MR WE fHAT 5:—

Xl. Charges of Dedicated feeder

If a consumer is or has been provided a | Cost of extension + 5% supervision charges
dedicated feeder at his request in addition to | on cost of material + Annual maintenance
the feeder from which supply is provided to the | charges @ 1% of the actual cost of extension
consumer by the distribution licensee. (excluding supervision charges) to be borne by
the consumer.

No maintenance charges for dedicated
feeder _are payable if it is the only feeder
through which power is supplied to the
consumer.
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7. recovery of Expenses and other charges Regulation RG-31 of 2009 # Dedicated Feeder %‘g’

AR wTae 8 —

XI. Maintenance Charges of Dedicated feeder

If a consumer is or has been provided a
dedicated feeder at his request in addition to
the feeder from which supply is provided to the

Annual maintenance charges @ 2.5% of the
actual cost of extension to be borne by the
consumer.

consumer by the distribution licensee.

No maintenance charges for dedicated
feeder _are payable if it is the only feeder
through which power is supplied to the
consumer.

8. fagd WaTy WfEdn, 2013 H Dedicated feeder & Hae # AR og T:—

Dedicated feeder

5.4 If a consumer is or has been provided a separate feeder at his request in addition to the
feeder from which supply is provided to the consumer by the distribution licensee, such
additional separate feeder shall be termed as “ Dedicated feeder”. On receipt of such request,
the licensee will check the feasibility based on merit of providing a dedicated feeder to the
consumer’s premises. If found feasible, the consumer will be provided with a dedicated feeder
and the consumer will be liable to pay additional charges as indicated in MPERC ( Recovery of
expenses and other charges for providing electric line of plant used for the purpose of giving
supply ) ( Revision-lI) Regulations, 2009. The dedicated feeder shall be extended from the
power substation to the consumer’s point of supply.

9. fIg[@ Us™ Wfed, 2021 H Dedicated feeder &1 T AFTIAR &:—
GRLISERGENCT

5.4 IS A IUHIT DI R0 SSUlER) §RT Udh AHRI ¥R (BIeR) @ JffaRad
D JIRY [T M W gId GWReb 9 W fIgd uerg fbar oiar & a1 W AfaRed g
RS DI FAN FWREG' HET SMUMT | 9 UBR & AR Hedl e w8 W
FTATEINT ITAEGAT URFR H FAUT AHRE DI WIUAT 5 U3 (ARS) & MR W FHDBI
[EGAT BT RIS BT | G Aed B Al SUHIEGT DI FAUT GRS Yard fhar S ud
ST B 59 ol IAURIST Ay, g Frame smanr (fAgd yer™ & vare o fagd
TS UG R QAT SUINT by T W= Tg Al T 39 U9RI &I axget)) fafrs 4
Ffde R AfIRE UMRT &1 Y™ A1 BRAT BRT | 90T ARG BT IR [Iga Iua=
A I & [Agd Ue & URMS favg T fhar Smem |
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10. RG -3 ( Regulation I1), 2022 ¥ Dedicated feeder &g =R X 3R € |
TRE. FAUd GRS (BIeT) B IR TIR

I I DI IHD SR W FANT | U YAV H IUFIGAT DI FHGT RSB
MRS YT BT AT € A1 fbar 1 8 S | aR<fde anTd W 2.5 Ui @ <) 9 arvd
o foa=or sgfaam gRT SUIET &1 fAgd | FRYT YR 989 & 8 |

yer & JMfaRad § |

11, IFMEH = U R 7 a1 forRad IR Ud far & 71 €1 33 Aol IRd fhar & |
12, JTI&H - el © b FAaed gRI FEUIAR 8 ded d Sfedbcs Biex Td IAD He-d
ot o1 @ Heg § o fear 2

13. T wiex ¥ fag[@ ysr a1 1 € 98 gIs wisk df & fbg Sfedcs ®ieR 781 ©
FifF daIdt S Wiex ¥ gy fFar T g |

14 faga ffTd 2003 o & SWid AW fag@ fFame mam g’ oM fgd uem
HAfRd—2004 ¥ 2021 Tb IAD YAREO TT fAFRH RSN—31 a¥ 2006 AT 99 2022 Th
I GARETT I A I§ W © b FIfdd SuIa (Prospective consumer) @I {51 WIsy
I usr A1 O & 98 Sfedcs Wiex T8 AMT S §ehdT Wel €1 98 fd &9 SUdb =
{1 a8 |

15. UH WIeX ®I JAS (Separate) IT W@ad (Independent) HET ST Fadhal = fdbg wHfa
(dedicated) &1 |

16 3FTdE® - MUl Bl B Td THIT ST 33KV BT I} SHD I UR RATUT HRal H
FaR AT o IS AfIRET BIS 3R BIex Slod & Hag § 7 dI gdls # gd 1 & BIRA
& A PIg TS/ Aeg UKD BT 7 |

17 SFAGH - Hiae Widpid U $HID 1061—62 S 27.4.2006 BT B AR A4 & OTGH
2(V) § I8 I © & 3Mdgd MPERC ERT SR Misc. charges @ JIJHR WIS g 33 KV d
(Bay) @ TN WR 1% HeA=d ATSl BT AT BT |

18. JFTdGD F 2006 H BT Wil TAT 24.11.2007 DI 33KV P HAaRA UG PR D
IRIT HH A HeA=q aTot BT JT 8T Bl

19. STFT IAfY SURIT a¥ 2019 ¥ U HHIG 78 f&7id 54.2019 NI fa7id 26.4.2007 & fedi®
3132019 T&H & HC= dTol . 2,78597 /— DI ANT &I qAT YARIR A 5. 10,84,671 /—
U3 FHIG 986 ST 11.6.2019 | & fTAdT fqavvr = # &) faar 7 |

20. 3FME®d A Sad TN & deyg H fJaRer 9 O ufa fhar ud A7 8 rdiemeff #r IR—IR
A R AT 8

21. IFAEH o Sad BIeR & AfaRad el ik wiex ¥ fagd ysw far o &1 8, 39 day
H Plg TGS URGd T8l fbar & | o g8 g € b U w9 wier | fagd uarg fbar o
E T |
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05 W Wl R fby T deEl qUT Uvdd SwEe /Wl o wnfid fafr o
frEt / faf @ e § fagan 9 = ey o 81 € -

(1) ordiemedi ueRk fre wmiNed N gfean fafcs 4 W™ quarer foren e (Hw) #
765 /400 /220 KV IUd~x & AT (Auxiliary Power for substation) G 630 KVA ~ HfdaT ART 33
KW TR I ®ae &1 AT &l off |

(2) Imdremeff 7 3rod 3mded H WHUT WISR (Dedicated Feeder) &I HRT &R+ & AT & HA=d
AT YR DI FgAfd & off |

(3) e ® W Iad HARE D WGl UF BHIG 1061—62 [ 27.4.2006 H 3T AT B
1T I8 IA 9 & o fB ¢ You shall maintenance charges @ 1% per month on the actual
cost of 33 KV dedicated feeder and 33 KV Bay (excluding supervision charges) as per Misc

charges prescribed by the MPERC” Ydd v Al @ e @ fovg B9 9 R o
AT T |

(4) R/ wier 9 el & T T e T of 98 FRAER |Aftd Wist
(Dedicated Feeder) @I ¥ YR &l HRAT B 31: I8 Dedicated feeder = BIhx UAF (Separate)
IJ7 Wd3 (Independent) HISR & |

(6) SfEace WIS TG IMT T8l BF & IRV FHAGAR He=d @t ford 9 arg +ff 781 &
ST f6 RG-31 99 2006 Td 2009 § W< ® “No maintenance charges for dedicated feeder are
payabile if it is the only feeder through which power is supplied to the consumer.”

06 UHRUT # DI Mg UG fAdaHT TAT Ui dedl Td fAspul & R W fEgER vk
uiiRa foram ST @ -

(1) ardiermeft @7 sl WHR P S ® |

(2) o/ Wrex ¥ AT a1 TAT 2 98 T A1F Biex @ foray f[agd Uar &1 gasen
wigd &1 T3 o, Fraebr @ dienedl g a8 fbar AT o a8 SR¥dHs WeR A A
Y AT IS BIeX & AT Heowd arol ford o Aarg 78l § |

(3) 3MIEGE® ERT Hoa=d Aol & #g H &l 73 AW W 0vg 89 & SR 9u9 ol 919,
AT gd | T @ TS AR S A @ A | FARIfa BR Ao o |

07 a9 ot & A1y gawor ARG Srax A BT § | WY UeT UdHRT H gRI JUAT 37U
Y W gE B |

08 3MMa3 &I ged Ufd & AT IHY UeT Y ®U A JfUd 8l A &I Mged ufd &
AT BRA BT ol ARG a1 &1 |

IEEGRSIERI]
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