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Brief of the case is as under:

Letter No.1926 dated 15,03,2018 from superintending Engineer (oeM)
MGVCL Gotri Vadodara had submitted io t*ui"* un'd 

'u"tumine 
the

Forum order No.293 dated 16.a4,2018 in respe.l .i Mi;. Larsen & Toubro
Limited wherein Forum had ordered rhat ,vti s. I_ais;;; iouoro Limited,
L&T Knowtedge city, N H No.B, Vitt: Ankh"t e E;;;.*pist' vadodara in
view of request for reduction of load fronr ]+OO'[vi-to ZaOO KVA for
physicat merging of two metering points, tirst,vys. iai stratl have to
comptete the work as per their commitment and n"':rn" 2018 they witt
take this as capex and DlscoM then may give erreci.ir*ar.aion of load
on comptetion of physicat work with thee?rect-or-ie-o-u.iion of toad to be
given from Janu ary 2a18 i.e. after agreementat period*ou"r nv Dec 2017.

comptainant further argued with the support of order 47 of civjt
Procedure code which provides that the'5ggii;j'fr'luon must atso
prove that.

a) New evidence has been discovered and it was not within his
knowtedge even after exercising ar" Jiiig"n*" or' n" coutd not
produce the same before the court at the time"lf Ih" d".tue/order
was passed. This must be specificatty proved.

b) where therg is mistake or error apparent on the face of the record.

e) Wher"c there is iorrie eii^rei'sufficierrt reasons to attow for r€v-ielvs"

d) \'Vhere there is ssmething again wjt-h s view t* er:rrectiein af
improvement"
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e) Whether there is some injustice could be seen in the order after it
has been passed. The power of review can be exercised for correction
of a mistake and not to substitute a view. But the injustice should
realty apparent and shoutd not have contradictory opinions. The
reason is in itsetf that if there coutd be two view points in a case, the
mistake is not that gtaring or serious.

f) Where there is mistake or miscarriage of justice. Rev'iew power can't
be invoked casuatty untit and unless there is something reatty obvious
thing which has l:een rnissinq nr nmitted in the .iudqment.

so under above arguments, further order cannot be reviewed.

ln this context, the respondent .tamUuva'(O&M) Division had submitted
that effect should be given after comptetion of physicat work,
replacement of CTPT etc and not by January 2018" This was submitted
with the clause No.4.91 & 4.93 of Etectricity Suppty Code 2015 which
states that metering and service Iine may be changed at the time of load
reduction and cost is to be recovered from the complainant and effect of
toad of reduction to be given by date of extension-

ln this particutar case, M/s. Larsen & Toubro Limited, CTPT is required
to be changed but DISCOM couid not changed the same because of non-
execution of non-physicaI merging of two l-lT connections bearing
No.13678 & 13702, delay in neplacement of CTPT is on account of
consumer hence "actual effect of reduction of load may be given bwt
only after physical cornpletion of work,,.

?.0, Comptainant in above argument further contended that they will adhereto their commitment for comptetion of work for which required
preparation has been made at their end. Now, in eartier order, they are
submitted that, there are two HT connections given by MGVCL one in
2011 and other in 2013. Now, at the time of idditionat toaci in 2015
nobody from DISCOM authority raise any objection for issues viz.,
contiguous of premise, entry gate, two conhections in premises /
merging etc so, at that time no such quarry and physicai merging was
raised. lmmediatety two connections ,,after'*"rging on by bitiini ana
effect from April 2016 has been started" atrealy io, no* the issue of
date of reduction of toad effect after actual phy:icat comptetion of work
Jan-18 is lawfut.

Further, in eartier Forum order, Forum has atready ordered that effectof reduction of,load shoutd be January Z01B and they have submitted
their written representation that under order, M/s. Larsen & Tcrul:rc
Linriteel,
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directs Madhya Gujarat Vij Co Limitecj to give effect of load reduction to
complainant M/s. Larsen €t Toubro timited, L&T Knowtedge City, N H

No.B, Viii: Ankhot & Bapod, Dist: Vadodara, from 3400 KVA to 2400 KVA

from 01.01.2018 on conrpletion clf their physicat merging work. Review
apptication Executive Engineer (CIftf ) MGVCL Jambuva s/dn against
Forum ai-der No.293 dated 16.04,2A18 of MGVCL is quashed.

CIR.DER

Forum djrects Madhya Gujarat Vij Co Limited to give effect of load

reduction to comptainant. M/s. Larsen & Toubro Limited, L-&T Knowi*dge
.viL), 11 r r i\u,lr) t iii., r-.,;'.i rul U. ljcil".luu, :;i::L. Selr,-iu,r"!cai tl) ilU!!i i'"rUi,,i i'\g;+ t"a-,1

2400 KVA from 01.01.2018 on comptetion of thejr physicat merging work.
Review apptication flxecutive Engineer (OftM) MGVCL Jambuva s/dn
against Forum order No.293 dated 16.A4;2018 of MGVCL is quashed.

(H R Shah)
Technical Member

PS.:
lf the complainont is not satisfied with the srder of this Forum, the complainant may
approach Ombudsman only after payment of minimum 33% of the bitl amount issued ta the
party in question" The Offiee nddress af the Arnbudsman is : The Staff Afficer, Office of
the Electricity Ombudsman, Gujarat Electricity Regulatory Commission, Borraek Na.3,
Polytechnic Compound, Ambawadi, Ahmedabad 380 U5 in accordance with Clause No.2.63
Chapter-Z of GERC Notificatian No.Z of 2011.

ProEedure to make lgpIestqntatiqns bglqte l0rybudsmln**'

, 1. Representation should be jn writing duty signed by the complainant wjth his name and address.- 2. Representation shoutd be supported with affidavit.
3. True copy of order of Forum and original complaint made before Forum shou[d be attached.

Enclosed documents shoutd be certified copies of the originat documents.
4. The representation before Ombudsman should be submitted within 30 days from the date of

order of Forum.
5. Copy of representatjon should be submitted at the office of Ombudsman. Copy of representation

shoutd be submjtted to all respondents.
6. lf the comptainant is required to pay any amount according to the order of Forum, one-thjrd of

such amount shoutd be deposited by comptainant and proofs should be attached along with the
representatjon.

7. The matter shoutd not be pending before the competent Forum or any other court, tribunal,
arbitrator or any other authority.

B. A[[ representations shoutd be with a sufficient cause, reasonabte ditigence causing the consumer
prima facie loss and damages / inconvenience.

9. Representation may be submitted in Engtish or Gujarati language
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