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DECISION

This Order shal) dispose of the Review Petition prcfé’t'rcd by M/s Aujla & Associates Town I)c\'clnpcr.s
(Pvt) Lad. through Mr. Ghazanfar Igbla Aujla, Chier Executive Officer (hereinafrer referred (o as ‘the
I’C(irioncr’) agamnst the decision dated August 19, 2009 (hereinafrer referred oy ag ‘m'lpugncd dcclsi()n’) of
the Member (Consumer A tfaies) of the National Electric Power Regulatory Authority (heremafier referred

to as ‘the Authority” or NEPRA ).

The brief facts of the case are that the Petitioner o March 26, 2009 fileqd a complaint with (he A\u(hum'\'
against Gujranwaly Electric Supply Company (GEPCO) (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Rcspondcn() stating
that the Petitioner s sponsoring a housing scheme under the name and style of Canal View Housmg
Scheme, Gujranwala, For electrification of the scheme, the Petitioner approached the Respondent ang
entered into negotiations with ir. As consequence of the negotiations, the Respondent agreed 10 1he

request of the Petitioner subject to fulfillment of the following conditions:

=]

The complainant shall pay the full cost for construction of (32 KNV Grid Station with 02 Nos.
10/13 MVA Por/rs along with 02 No. 13> KV line bays & other allied works and cost for

construction of 132 KV D/CT/L to feed the said Grid Station to GLPCO.

b. The Comp]ninnm shall transfer 32 Kanals of land for constructing of 132 KV G/S for the scheme

tree of cost 1o GEPCO.

¢ The external electrification work mnside the housing society shall be carried ouy by the Complainang
at his own (hrough GEPCO/\\"/\PD;\ approved contractors after proper vetting of the dcsign by
GEPCO and as perterms and conditions of the vetting, applicable for exceution of externgl

clectrification works by the Sponsors.

d. The Complainant shall Py +.5% (Design vetting fee @ 1.5%, & supervision charges @ 1.5°, 4,
GEPCO and Inspection charges @ 1.5% (6 Chief Engineer M&T1) of the to1al estimated cosp of
G/S, T/Vine and external clectrification work when demanded by GLPCO. However formal
approval of the design shall be issucd on the receipt of Design vetuny fee and fultillment of all e

dc]mr(mcnml formalities,
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DECISION

This Order shall dlspnsc of the Review Petition preferred by NI/s Aujla & Associates Town Dcvclnp('r.\
(Pvo) Lid. through Mr. Ghazanfar Igbla Aujla, Chier ixecutive Officer (heremafrer referred 1o as ‘the
Petitioner’) against the decision dated August 19, 2009 (hereinafrer referred o as ‘impugned decision’) of
the Member (Consumer A ffairs) of te National Elecrric Power Regulatory Authority (hereinafier referred

to as ‘the Authoriy” or NEPRA ).

The brief facts of the case are thay the Petitioner o NMarch 20, 2009 filed a complaint with (he ‘\ulhomy
against Gujranwala Fleetric Supply Company (GEPCO) (hereinafier referred 1o as ‘the Kcspondcm) stating
that the Petitioner is sponsoring a housing scheme under the name and style of Canal View Housing
Scheme, Gujranwala. For clectrification of the scheme, the Petitioner approached the chpnndcm and

entered into negotations with i, As A consequence of the hegotiations, the Respondent agreed to the

request of the Petitioner subject to fulfilliment of the (ollowing conditions:

a. The complainant shajl pay the full cost for construction of 132 KV Grd Siation with 02 Nos.
10/13 MV A PT/ls along with (2 No. 132 Kv line bays & other allicd works and cost for

construction of 132 KV D/CT/L 1o feed the sajd Grid Station to GLlPCO.

b. The Complninnn[ shall transfer 32 Kanals of Jand for constructing of [32 KV G/S for the

free of cost to GEPCO.

scheme

¢ The external clectrification work inside the housing soclety shall be carried out by the Complainant
at his own through GEPCO/WAPDA Approved contractors afier proper vetting of the design by
GEPCO and as per terms and conditions of the vetting, appheable for execution of exiernal

electrification works by the Sponsors.

d. The Complainant shall pay 5% (Design vetting fee @) 1.5% & supervision charges @ 1.5%, 1
GEPCO and nspection charges @ 1.5% 16 Chief Lngineer M&T) of the toral estimated cost of
G/S, T/Line and external clectrificarion work when demanded by GlrCo. [Mowever formal
approval of the destgn shall be issued on the receipt of Design vetting fee and fulfillmen, of all the

dvpnmncnml formalities,
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¢ The Complamant shall provide o Bank Guarantee cquivident to 23"s of the total cost of extrernal
clectrification work of the Housing Scheme, valid for the entire pertod upio completuon ot full

clecrification work. )

f.~ Maintenance and Operation of (G/S and Distribution Network within the Housing Socierv shall be
carried out by GEPCO. Therefore, clectric connection to the individual consumers will be given by

GIEPCO on full cost deposit basis as per prevaling rules/procedure.

The Peutioner vide his letter No. 1016-17/A A-050 dated 21 Nay 2008 agreed to donate 4 (four) Acres of
Lind to GEPCO for construction of Grid Stauon in fitture, having adequate ncccss/npprf)nch from the
road, preferably towards south of the Gujranwala city where the subject housing scheme is locaed. The
Peitioner further wrote in the afore-referred letter that it reserve the right o satsfy itself that order for
donation of land and payment of 25% share of the grid cost have lawfully been issued however, this may
not be treated as a precondition towards our consent given above. As a consequence of the consent
given by the Petitioner a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) was signed by the Petitioner with the

Respondent on June 2008. The Moll, wnter alie, included the f()llu\ving terms and conditions:

1) The ultimate load demand of Canal View Housing Scheme Gujranwala is assessed as 917
MW as per detail provided by the sponsor. Me shall pay to GEPCO 25% share of the grid
cost (excluding the cost of the Luid) for the load of 9.17 MW"

Other than the payment of 25%, share of the grid cost by the sponsor the individual
npplicnnts/plot owners shall also pay 25% share of the grid cost according to their load

demanded to GEPCO at the tme ofsnnaioning of mdividual connections,

%]
~

A Grid Seation will be built on mininum 32 Kanals of land by GEPCO in the near viciniy
of the Housing Scheme of sponsor. That Grid Station shall help to provide relief to the
Lahore road Grid Station of GEPCO so as to cater the ulumate demand of the sponsor’s
scheme. GEPCO shall have full right 10 use this Grid Station for any area 1o deliver

Power. NMaintenance & Operanon of the Grid Station shall also be carried out by GIEPCO)

3) In response to the letter No.29172/P&D dared 19 May 2008 of GEPCO the sponsor has
already given his consent vide his letter No, 1016-17/AA-050 dated 21 May 2008 that he
will donare 32 Kanals land 1o GEPCO) for construction of Grid Station for future needs
near his scheme. Te shall thevefore purchase this picee of land within 1 kilometer of the

housing scheme for construction of 132 K\ (i Statton as said in Para 2 above. This
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land shall be transterred by the sponsor tree of cost o GEPCO withmy 06 months of

sigmng ot this Mol T'he ranster sale deed shall be execured in consuliation with Manager

Legal, GEPCO on slamp paper.

[97)
Nay

The sponsor shall build dedicated distribution svstem himselt ar his own cost according o
the procedure laid down by GEPCO/WAPDA. L'l[jm:ucly the system shall be handed
over to GEPCO. The GEPCO shall provide individual connectons and shall be

responsible for its maintenance and operation.

8) The supply of power to Canal View Housing Scheme shall be given lln'(»ugh 2No RV
indcpcndcnl feeders 1o be emanared from cxis[ing 132 KV Lahore road grid station of
GEPCO which shall be constructed by the sponsor. He will provide avo 11 KV pancls

and cables 1o connect these feeders with the grid station.

10) The source feeder and exiernal clectrification work inside the housing society shall be buily
by the sponsor at his own cost through GEPCO/WAPD A approved contractors after
proper vetung of the design by GEPCO and as per terms and conditions of the vetting,
apphicable for exccution of external clecirification work by the sponsor. The external

clecrrification work shall bye carried ont by the Sponsor as per criteria given below:,

13) Formal approval of the design shall be issued by the GEPCO on signing of this Mol
Before starting construction at site the sponsor shall pav supervision charges said in para
153 | pay suy 4 |

11 above 1o GIEPCO.

15) Any dispute arising. ont of the Implcmcnmlion/in[Crprcl:uion of terms of Mol will e

referred to Arbitration consisting of two Arbitrators, each appoimted by both parties.

17) Anything contained in this Moll contrary to the law of the and shall be considered an
madvertent error and shall be deemed to be in eflecuve, non-operative & thus shall not be

l)in(ling on ctther of the partes.

Conscquent to the signing of the Mol, the Tand measuring 24 Kanals instead 32 Kanals (1 Neres) were

transfereed in the name of the Respondeni through Registered Sale Deed of and (Agricuhure) dated 21

January 2009, NMoreover, the Pettioner had made all the payments o response o the Demand Notice of

the Respondent dated 9 June 2008 except the 23", Grid Shaving Cost for 9,17 AW load AMounting 1o

Pape < of 1]
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Re 1306,61G/- The Respondent, however, deducted the amount e, Rsl 1 306,010/
paid amount of more than fourteen million for a (Icp()si[ work

Penvoner vide s letter No. 2306- 10/GSC dated 31 July 2008, !

The Petitioner vide his letrer No.2991/AAN-030 dated 1O November 2008 and pursuant to clause 17 of (he

Mol as afore referred submitred an applicatton o (e Respondem requesting to delete Clagse 1), 3 &t

of the letter of approval tssued by the Respondent Tor electrification of the housing scheme vide letter No.

33790-96/PE/Canal View dated 9 June 2008, The Respondent wurned down the appheanon vide lerer

N6.72795-1 dated 19 November 2008. The Petitioner theretore, agreed vide letter No. 2968/\N\N-050 dared

22 November 2008 to transfer the land measuring 24 Kanals immediately i the name of the Respondent

and assured to transfer the rest of 8 Kanals after arrangements for which he s making ¢fforts.
The Petittoner, afterwards, filed a complint before the Authority, snter alia, on the f()“()\\'ing legal grounds:
a. Under the provisions of scction 7 sub-section (3) of the NIEPRA Act only NEPRA has the powers

to determine rtariff, rates ch.’ltgcs and other ternims and conditions for supply ol clectric power

services by the distribution companices.

b. Tt is power of the NEPRA under the provisions of section A6(2)(d) of the NEPR.Y Act to make

rules for determination of rate, fees, ch;u'gcs and other erms and conditions of licensee and also

under the provisions of section 47 the Authority may also make regulations, not inconsistent with

the provisions of this Act or rule made for earrying out its functions under this Acr.

c. Under the provisions of scction 12(d) of the NEPRA Act, NEPRA can only make rules &
regulations for the purpose of this Act and cannor delegate its power to any body else and shall

remain the sole authonty for this purposc.

d. Inaccordance with the power delegated 1o her, NEEPRA has madec rules called consumers chgibitiny

criteria, 2003 which has been published with the approval of the Government of Pakistan vide
notificavon dated 26 July 2003 (5RO No.743(1)/2()l)3)

¢. Under the provisions of section 2] sub-section (2)(d) of the NEPRA Act the licensee (i

distribution companies) are responsible o provide distribution services and make sale of clectrie

power withim s territory on a non discrimin:m‘wy basis to all the consumers who mceet the
cligibility criteria Taid down by the authortiy. Section 21 sub-section (2)(c) provides that the

. licensees are also required to make publicly available tariff, specifying the awthority approved rares,
charges and other term and conditions tor disteibution services and power sales 1o consumers,

Lo Inaccordance with these rules, as said in section 1) an extension/reinforcement required 1o e

made in the common distribution system o within the seevice erriton: of the heensee o order 1o

Page S ol

trom the already

Wing with the Respondent and mformed the



7.

/

provide  an apphcant  clecrric power the  licensee  shall arry o our he required

extension/reinforcement ar irs OWN COSE.

g In accordance with secton 3 sub-section 3 of the NEPRA rules (s1c) chgibiliny criteria, 2003, e

!
charges to be deposited by the applicant shall be estimated in accordance with the prudent unihy

practice, instructions issue by the hicensee and order of the NIIPRA ssucd from time to time,

h. Under the provisions of section 3 sub-scction L)Y of the NEPRA rules (s1c) chgibiluy criteria,

2003 the applicant is to deposit the chnrgcs for che proposed dedicated distribuiion svstem only,

upto the mier connection potnt inc]uding metering installation.
The Petitioner ﬁnnH)' praved to the ;\Urhority:

a. The receipt of the sh:u‘cvofgrid cost from the complainant & the prospecnve consumers of her

h(msing scheme by the licensee alongwith the land obtatned may kindly be declared as ilicg;;ll and

unlawful.

b, The Licensee may please be directed 1o refund back the payment of Rs. 18,629,784 /. recetved rom

the Complainant on account of 25% share of the grid cost and expense incurred on the transfer of

24 Kanals of land.

¢.  The licensce may also please be directed ro refund back the payment received from the mdnidual

consumers of the scheme of the Complainant on account of share of the grich cost & should no

demand the same from the prospective consumers,

d. The licensce may please be reframed (s10) to demand 8 more Kanals of land from the Complainant.

As a consequence of this, the complaint was forwarded to the Respondent vide letrer No 1'CD.03/337.

2009 dated 30 March 2009 for report an the matter. The Respondent submitred its rcpm'r/lmr;m'i.\‘(-

comments vide Memo No0.26902/P&1:  dated 30 April 2009, Afrer gi\'ing hisrm'_\' ol the aase, the

Respondent submited that procedure regarding clecuification of new Flousing Schemes by sponsors

thmugh own contractors /consultants circulared by G (l’l{&S)\\'v'z\l’I')‘\ vide letter No-467-80) dated 21

May 1998 is followed by all the DISCOs. The draft terms and conditions as per prevalent rules/ pracuces

were sent 1o the consultant for secking his consent so that Mol could be finalized accordingly. The draf

terms and  conditions  of MoU were i accordance  with

(\\'.\]’D‘\/('\xl'fl’(j(')") from tme o tme and there w

Istructions  issucd by the hicensee

as nothing in contravention of Consurmer Fligibiling

Criterta,
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The Respondenr also gave copres of the polcy reparding recovery of grid sharing cost tfrom he housmg
schemes assued vide letier Noo, l9~3|/(}XI((:&A\[)I’/[:Z—S dated 2 January 2003 vead with Jeuer N0 3397
4
34“8/(3M((:&.\l)]’/] =172 daved 22 July 2004 and approval of Board of Dirccror regarding transfer of 04 10
06 Acres of land for construciion of new grid station o he Pettioner. The Respondent furiher clartied
that no discriminatory treatmient has been give to ihe peutioner regarding recovery of prid sharing cos
since grid sharing cost s being recovered by the Respondent and all other DISCOs from all the new
housing schemes in comphance of Circular No. 19-31 G (C&MOP.IE-5 dated 2 January 2003 and lener
No 3397-3»108/('3{\t((’j&f\l)]’/l",—172 dated 22 July 2004, "Fhe Grid sharig cost includes the sharing cost of
Grid Station, 1/Line and cost of Iand. As far as demand regarding transfer of 04 Acre land 1o the
Respondent for construction of new Grid Station is concerned, all new housing schemes which have ther
ultimate load demand above 5.0 M\ are requested by the Respondent o transfer O 1o 06 Acre Lad
approval of which was obtained from the Board of Dircctors of the Respondent on 7 May 2008, T
Respondent also attached copies of similar demand regarding transfer of land raised to G Mangnotia
housing scheme and D.C Colony housing scheme in the Respondent’s area with the report for ready
reference. The Housing Scheme which has ultimate load demand above 5.0 MW s charped wih
proportonate cost of Grid and Transmission Line only and 04 16 06 Acres of land is obtained mstead of
proportionate cost of land. .'\ccordingl)', 25%, proportionare cost of Grid & T/Lane @ Rs.1.233 Nilhon per

MW’ (Rs.1,233/- per K\ has been charged to the Petitioner,

The Respondent further submitred that Demand Notice dated 9 June 2008 was issued 1o the Petitoner for
dcposiling Rs.13,177,948/- including 25%, grid sharing cost of Rs.1 1,306,610/ - by 8 July 2008 according 1o
the agreed MoU signed on 4 June 2008, 1t was agreed by the Petitioner in Mol that 25%, grid sharing cost
(share cost of Grid and T/Line components only Cxcluding cost of fand) shall be pad by him o the
Respondent and 04 Acre Tand shall be teansferred o the Respondent (in place of share cost of Lind). B
the Pettioner made payment of Rs.1871.338/- only throuph forgery. The Petitioner had not paid the
balance amount of Rs.11,306,610/- despite the fact that the whole 1171 network constructed by the
Petitioner has been energized and his urgent demand for energization of 13 No, clectricity connections
have also been met by the Respondent. The Respondent further submitted that it had recommended the
adjusunent of recoverable amount of Rs. 1 1,306,610/ ay grd shnring cost from the refundalle amount of
the above Deposit Work since 1he Petttioner has nou still paid 25%% grid sharing "cos despite Tapse of 10

months.

The Respondent submitred that the Petitioner agreed. as per MolJ, thar he will transter 04 Nere land 1o the

Respondent Iy O1-12-2008 but he transterred onlhv 3 Aere land only 1o the Respondent so tar and
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remaimig 01 Acre of land is vetto be transterred by i, The Respondent has not wken anv action againsg

the Petitioner for breach of Mol and for coOmMitling forgery Ly making less payment of Demand Notice,
The demand of Grid Sharing cost and 32 Kanals of land to meet full load of the saciery is in accordance
with the instructions issued by the heensee (\\’Z\PD;\/GEPCO) from time to time and there iy nothing

contrary to the provisions of “Consumer liligibilil_\' Criteria”.

To further explore the matter and know about the facts of the case, a meeting was also held on 15 Junc

2009 at NEPRA Head Office regarding  the subject matter which  was chaired by the Sentor

Advisor/Director (Consumer A ffairs) in which botl the partes participated,

During the hearing both the partics reiterated their arguments as submitted in the pleadings. The Member

(Consumer Affairs) analyzed the whole case in the light of rules and regulations and decided as follows:

“Your case has been reviewed in detatl under the prevalent rules and regulatons. Rules formulated by

WAPDA in the subject matter (these are not in violadon of any NIEPRA rules/regulations) are
applicable to all Ex.-WAPDA DISCOs 1ill such time NEPRA rules are formulated and notfied,

It has been decided that:-

~

(1) Grid sharing cost charged by GEEPCO is covered under the rules, hence justificd:

(2) As faras land is concerned, 24 kanal land has been transferred by you to GEPCO for construction
of Grid Station through a memorandum of understanding dated June 4, 2008 with GLEPCO and
mutated in the name of GEPCO. Thercfore, asking for return of land at (his belated stage 1s noi
justificd. GEPCO shall construct the grid station on this 24 kanal of land which is sufficient

enough for construction of Grid Stavon and shall not demand more land from you.”

In response to the deaision, the Petitioner weferred a Review Detition on 02 Seprember 2009, In the review
p | |

petition, mter alia, the following points were raised:

1 The prevalent rules and regulations are those which are called Consumers F.Iigibi}i[)" Crieria,
2003 which have been published by NEPRA with the approval of the Government of
Pakistan. In accordance with these rules (sic) any extension/ reinforcement required 1o be
made in the common distribution system s the responsibility of the licensec.

8%}
~—

The dedicated distribution system built for the housing scheme of the complainant consisis

of 1T KV and 400 Volt lines only. 132 KV grid station from which the supplv has been
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16.

given to the housing scheme of the complamant is a common distribution svsten as i feeds
alot ot other customers as well., Only 2 out of 19 fecders from the grid staton are feedig 1o
the housing scheme of the complamant

'
3 In the decision NEPRA has no substantinted by L'Cfcrl‘iﬂg the Rules which justitv the

charging of grid share cost by the Licensee 1o the complanant o strengthen common
distribution system m his territory.

4) NEPRA has already made the rules for supply ()fclccrricil)' to the applicants by the Licenscee
e ECR, 2003, Tt is not clear from the order that which are those rules which have not been
promulgated by NEPRA so far cven afier 12 vears of the establishmenr of the Aurhariey,
After the promulgation of the NEPRA Act, 1997 under Clause No 45, the rules adopted by
WAPDA in the subject mater have become null and void and cease 1o have any cffect from
the date this Act comes into force.

5) MoU was signed by the complamant being driven by the srick of monopoly held by the
Licensee. An mmportant clause of the MoU e, clause no 17 15 a deasive clause which state
that anything contained in this MoU contrary to the law of the land shall be considered an
inadvertent error and shall be decmed to be m effective, non operative and thus shall nor be
binding on either of the parties”,

0) In the order of NEPRA the act of the hcensee to demand 32 Kanals of land has not been
considered lawful act however his demand up to 24 Kanals has been declared lawful, ‘The
order has not been substantinted by rcfcrring the relevant clause of the NEPRA Act/ Rules
which permit the Licensee to get donation of 24 Kanals of Iand from the complainant and
does not permit more than 24 Kanals. :

7) Our complaint was heard by the sub-ordinate officers we request that this review petition
may please be heard by the full Authority herself or at least by any Member/ Chairman.

The Authority admitted the review Petition on 17 November 2009 and directed that both the parues Le.
Mr. Ghazanfar Igbal Aujla and GEPCO be called to appear before the Authority for hearing (o present
their case. The hearing was held on 08 March 2010 in which both the parties parucipated and presented

their point of view in the matter.

Fhe Authority analyzed the case in the light of proceedings of the hearing and found that the grounds taken
by the Pettioner have already been considered in the decision by Member (Consumer Affairs). The

Petittoner has not agitated any new ground or provided any new evidence in the Review Petiion.

The decision of the Member (Consumer Alfars) was based on the policy of WAPDA/GEPCO, as
NiPRA rules/regulations in the marter are yet 1o be notified and are sitent at present. The Peditoner has
wrongly stated that the clectricity bemg provided to him is from common distribation svstem. This as a
temporiry arrangement made by the Respondent. The dedicated Grid Station for the sociery shall he

constructed once all the formalities are Tulfilied. Lven today the two feeders from which the eectriciy s
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bemg supphed are dedieated tor the Pettioner. Henee it will be wrong to conclude than the repulation |

b

A

of the ECR, 2003 shall be apphicable iy this case. This is a dedicated distibution svstem and the Sponsor

has to bear the cost for s extension/reinforcement. i

The NEPRA regulatons are silent on the clectrification of lmusing sucicr,ics/dm'cl()pmcnr of Sponsored
Dedicated Distribution Svstem. Thar is why the ;\u(lmri[y approved amendments in the LLCR, 2003 10
February 2010 which are in the process of gazerte notificavon. Till such ime amendments n the NEPR A
regulations are gazette notificd, the WAPDA Instructions being not inconsistent with the NEPRA Acr,
rules and regulations shall have the legal effect and force of law. Morcover, in the absence of NEPRA
regulations/instructions, the Board of Dircctors of the Respondent shall be competent to 1ssue instructions
i this regard. This practice is not unique to the Respondent bur is being followed by all DISCOs.
Therctore, the WAPDA/GEPCO tinstructions are neither contrary to the section 45 of the Act nor

inconsistent with the ECR, 2003.

The grid sharing cost has been charged by the Respondent in accordance with the prevaling practice in the
country and no discrimination has been made with the pettioner. The land has already been transferred by
the Petitioner to the Respondent under the MoU and niutared in the name of (he Respondent. The
Respondent has provided connections from existing grid station in response to the Nol) signed berween
the Peuuoner and the Respondent. The complainant has taken benefit of 08 Kanal of tand under the
decision of Consumer Affairs in which the Respondent has been directed that the grid stnon shall be
constructed on 24 Kanal of land which is sufficient for construction ol grid station and should not demand

more land (08 Kanal) from the complainant.

In view of the forcgoing, the ;\ulhorily decides that:

) The Peutioner has not brought any new grounds/evidence for consideration of (he Authoriye, The
decision of the Member (Consumer Affairs) was based on the policy/instruction issued by WAPDA
and decision of the Board of Directors of the Respondent and no discrimination has been made with

the petitioner rather it as resulted in bhenefie of 8 kanals of land to the petitioner.,

1) The cost required for development of a sucicly/l)rojccl 15 ultimately recovered from therr allotiees.
Sponsor/ngcncy/clc\'cl(>l>cr acquires land and then dc\*clu])s scctors of different categories. [t means
that respondent s plaving the role of a developer and does not fall ander the definition of 4 consumer

under TXCR, 2003 and i1 has no mertt under ECR, 2003 16 overcome this asue, amcndments
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pertuning o Sponsor Dedicated Distbution Svstem are bemp made i BCR, 2003 which will address

these tssues in Qurare.

]
i) The Review Petition is hereby rejecred and the Petitioner is directed to comply with the decision as

communicated to him carlier in its true letter and spiric.

|
' ) . \/\/
NIV OY/4e¥ ) ~
(Shaukat Alj Kundi)_————— (Magboo ad Khawaja)

Member 2 (/ 0S. 20(0

Member

Vice Chairman/Rlember

. AN — = 27/
(Zafar Ali KiYan) ‘0 (Ghiasuddin A%wd)
Member 9-\6

Islamabad, May 19, 2010
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