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Registrar

No.NEPRA!R/TCD,O'-i/ (7’973 -7 - July 05, 2011

Chief Executive Officer ] .
Faisalabad Electric Supply Company (FESCO)
Abdullahpur, Canal Bank Road,

Faisalabad. :

Mian Muhammad Tayyab
Chief Executive Officer
Tayyab Textile Mills Limited
p-21/1, Bilal Road,

New Civil Line, Faisalabad

DECISION-IN THE MATTER OF COMPLAINT FILED BY M/S TAYYAB
TEXTILE MILLS (PVT.) LIMITED UNDER SECTION 39 OF THE
REGULATION = OF GENERATION, TRANSMISSION AND
DISTRIBUTION OF TLECTRIC POWER ACT, 1997 AGAINST
FAISALABAD ELECTRIC SUPPLY - COMPANY REGARDING

EXTENSION OF LOAD.
Complaint No. FESCO 04-2011

Subject:

Please find enclosed the de;ision of Vice Chairman / Member (Consumer Affairs) on the

subject matter for compliance within 60 days of the receipt of this letter by FESCO.

Encl:/As above

~Sd~
A (Syed Safeer Hussain)
No. NEPRA/R/TCD.04/ 4978 July 05,2011
Forwarded for information, pleasé. ' o . _ f
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l : | \ ' Registrar
Dy. Director (CAD) Lo : A

CJC Dﬂon“
1. Chairman
,

V. Chairman / Member (Consumer Affairs) M(Mw
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BEFORE THE
NATIONAL ELECTRIC POWER REGULATORY AUTHORITY
(NEPRA)

Complaint No. 04-2011

-

M /s Tayyab Textile Mills (Pvt) Ltd e Complainant
Versus
Faisalabad Electric Supply Company Led PP Respondent
Date of Hearing: May 3, 2011
Date of Decision: June 29,2011
Before : Shaukat Ali Kundi (Vice Chairman/Member Consumer Affairs)
On behalf of: -
Complainant: 1) Mr. Ashfagq Ahmed (GM Accounts).
2) Mr. Imran Rashad (GM Finance).
Respondent: 1) Syed Ash%aq Ahrﬁcd, Chief Engineer (Planning)

2) Mr. Akbar Ali, Deputy Manager (Planning).

IN THE MATTER OF COMPLAINT FILED BY M/S TAYYAB TEXTILE MILLS (PVT)
LT D

ECTION 39 Or THE REEGULATION OF GENERATION;
MISSION DISTRIBUTION OF ELECTRIC POWER ACT, 1997 AGAINST

FAISALABAD ELECTRIC SUPPLY COMPANY REGARDING EXTENSION OF LOAD.

Ll.

19

ORDER

This Order shall dispose of the complaint of Director of M/S Tayyab Textle Mills (Pvt) Ltd
(her;inaftcr referred to as “the Complainaﬁt”) dated 29.01.2011 addressed to. [aisalabad Electric
Supply Company (here.innftcr referred to as “the Respondent”).the lcopy, of which was also
endorséd to National Electric Power Regulatory Aut},lon'ry (heceinafter referred to as “NEPRA or

the Authority”).

The Complanant i his aforesaid complaint stated that they aéplied to the Respondent for

extension of load from 1700 kW to 2480 kW from their existing feeder i.e Tayyab Texule Feedefl
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emanating frorn Chiniot Grid Station. Tt was further stated that at present 3200 kW load is running

“on 11 kV Tayvab Textile Feeder and after tansfer of 1500 kW load of M/s Tahic Rafique Mills

(Pvr) Ltd to Kamalpur grid, the load on Tayyab Texule feeder would diminish by 1500 kW' The
Respondent instead of issuing demand notice fo’r security for 780 kW (2480 kW-1700kW) issucd
demand notice for new connection from Kamalpur Grid station. After deposit of capital cost
amounting to Rs. 13,06,478/-, a credit of Rs. 6,61,710/- was given to them for thel.r existing feeder
emanated from 132 kV Chiniot Grid station whxch was laid down by them at their own expenses.
The complainant rcquestcd for extension of 780 kW load from their existing feeder which was
installed on thelr expenses and which is workmg satisfactorily. The complainant further submitted
that if it 1s not p0551blc to allow the extension from their e\xstmg feeder, then the same extension
may be allowed from the proposed 11 kV feeder from the Kamalpur Grid station and M/s Tahir
Rafique Mills (Pvt) Ltd has no objection if Tayyab Texales is adjusted on its feeder and also that
they may be allowed for dismantling of their line by themselves as the same was procured/installed

by them after completion of all departmental formalities.

The Consumer Affairs Division (CAD), Nepra vide its letter No. TCD 04/562-2011 dated
09.02.2011 dire.cted the Respondent to file uts parawise reply / investigation report speci 'ing its
admission or denial about the allegations leveled in the said complaint within 20 (Twenty) days of
the rccelpt of that notice. The Respondem in its report dated 26.02 2011 stated that imtially 11 I\V
in'degcndcnt,fee.der from 132 kV Chiniot Grid Station with Osprey conductor was approved on

- 15-8-1992 and the consumer got completed the work through his contractor. The consumer

applied for extension of load from 1700 kW to 2100 kW' (net extension of 400 k\¥) on 7-12-2009,
accordingly the case was approved and demand notice amounting to Rs. 24,94,205/- was issued on
11-5-2010 but the same was not paid by the consumer and he again requested for extension of load
from 1700 kKW to 2480 kW (net extension of 780 kW). A new estimate amounting to Rs.
13,06,478/- was prepared and demand notice has been issued on 19-1-7011 for feeding source as
1i kV line from 137 kV Kamalpur Grid Staton after giving credit of Rs. 6,61,710/- for dismantling
of existing 11 kV feeder emanating from Chiniot Grid station by applying 90% depreciation @& 5%
per year ‘considering 20 years useful life since 27:12-1992 as per rules. The respondent further
stated that the payment of dernand notice is awaited. »

‘

To further explore the matter, a hearing was fixed at NEPRA Head Office on May 03 2011 in

. which both the pnrucs pnmmpnted. The complainant and the Rc5p0ndent reiterated” almast the

same contentions in the aforesaid hearing as contained In their complaint and report respecuve])’l

. . . , . . . -V
The rcspondcnt was of the view that the complainant’s conncction is being fed through 11k /
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