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Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd

Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd.

(A Govt. of Maharashtra Undertaking)

CIN : U40109MH20005SGC153645

PHONE No. 26474753 (P}/26474211 (0) PLOT No. G-9, PRAKASHGAD

FAX No. 26472366 Prof. ANANT KANEKAR MARG

Email: cecomm@mahadiscom.in BANDRA (East)

Website: www.mahadiscom.in ; MUMBAI-400051

No. Comm/Petition/ Petition/ fy 3 7 6 3 5 Date: क 2 C

| | 22 DEC 2016
To,

The Secretary,

Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission,

3" Floor, Center No. 1, World Trade Center

Cuffe Parade, Colaba

Mumbai

Sub: Filing of petition seeking directions under the MERC (Distribution. Open Access)

Regulations 2016

Ref: MERC (Distribution Open Access) Regulations 2016

Dear Sir

Please find enclosed herewith the MSEDCL petition seeking directions under the MERC

(Distribution Open Access) Regulations 2016

dated... 22-2 [416

Thanking You,

Yours faithfully,

Goya! 2:1_ Chief Engine (वरती)

Copy S.w.r. to:-

1) The Director (Operations), MSEDCL, Mumbai.

2) The Executive Director, Dist. I/ (Commercial), MSEDCL, Mumbai. 3

Copy to: न

1) Maharashtra Energy Development Agency, II Floor, MHADA Complex, Tridal Nagar, Pune-

411006

2) Prayas (Energy Group), Amrita Clinic, Athawale Corner, Deccan Gymkhana Karve Road, Pune

411 004

3) Mumbai Grahak Panchayat, Grahak Bhavan, Behind Cooper Hospital, Vile Parle (West)

Mumbai 400 056

4) The General Secretary, Thane Belapur Industries Association, Robale Village, Post Ghansoli, .

Navi Mumbai 400 701.

5) Vidarbha Industries Association, 1° Floor, Udyog Bhavan, Civil Line, Nagpur 440 001.
f
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FORE THE HON’BLE MAHARASHTRA ELECTRICITY

REGULATORY COMMISSION

AT MUMBAI

CASE NO. /__ /

IN THEMATTEROF:TT

PETITION FOR DIRECTIONS UNDER THE MERC

(DISTRIBUTION OPEN ACCESS) REGULATIONS 2016

IN THE MATTER OF:

Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution |

Company Limited | ... Petitioner

| Affidavit

1, Bhalchandra Khandait s/o Yeshwant Khandait aged 54 years, having

my office at Maharashtra Flectricity Distribution Company Limited

(MSEDCL), Prakashgad, Plot No. G-9, Anant Kanekar Marg, Bandra

(East), Mumbai-400 051 do hereby solemnly affirm and state as

under:

1. That I am the Chief Engineer (Commercial) of MSEDCL;

Petitioner in the above matter and has been duly authorized to

make this affidavit on behalf of the MSEDCL.

2. The averments made in the enclosed petitionare based on the

information received from the concerned officers of the

Company and I believe them to be true.
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4. I solemnly affirm at Mu

tribunal. or arbitrator on a

>say that there are no | pending in any court of law/
ny authority, wherein the Petitioner is a

party where issues त. and /or reliefs sought are identical or
similar to the issues arising in the matter pending before the

- Commission.

2016 that the contents o

knowledge and belief de

above affidavit is false an

there from.

Identified before me |

mbai on this ........... Day of December

f affidavit are true to the best of my

ved from the records. No part of the
d nothing material has been concealed

|Chief en ar (Commercial)
_MSEDCL
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PETITION FOR DIRECTIONS UN

OPEN ACCESS) REGULATIONS 2016

|
AND

|
IN THE MATTER OF:
|
| 

.

MAHARASHTRA STATE ELECT

LIMITED — THE PETITIONER
'

i
1

‘Maharashtra Sta

submits as under:

४१,. Background _

| 1.1. Maharashtra State ced
referred to as “MSEDCL"

under Indian me
Government of Maharas

State Electricity Board (

9RE THE MAHARASHTRA |
Jf
fe COMMISSION,

te Electricity Distribution Company Ltd.

LECTRICITY REGULATORY —

हि
FILING NO:

CASE NO:

DER THE MERC (DISTRIBUTION

| DISTRIBUTION COMPANY
respectfully

ity Distribution Co. Ltd. (hereinafter to be

or “the Petitioner”) has been incorporated

s Act, 1956 pursuant to decision of

ere (0 reorganize erstwhile Maharashtra
: $ * १९ _ f

herein after referred to as MSEB”). The-
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liner submits that the said reorg nization of
 the MSEB has

Maharashtra pursuant to Part XIII -ubro Drone by Government of
। with section 131 of The ElectricityReorganization of Boara” rea

Act 2003. The Petitioner has been incorporated on 31.5.2
005 with

the Registrar of Companies, Maharashtra, Mumbai and has

obtained Certificate of Commencement of Business on
 15th Sep

: 2005. The Petitioner is a Distribution Licensee under the p
rovisions

| of the Electricity Act, 2003 (EA 2003) having license to supply

electricity in the State of Maharasntra except some parts 
of city of

Mumbai.

1.2. The Petitioner is a Company constituted under the provisions of |

Government 0 Maharashtra, General Resolution No. PLA-

sth January 2005 andis duly

प
ण
 

प
ण
ा
 
r
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न
ा
य
 
-
-
<
-

1003/C.R.8588/Energy-5 dated 2

h the Registrar of Companies, Mumbai on 319. Mayregistered wit

2005.

1.3. The. Petitioner Is runctidning i accordance with the provisions

envisaged in tne Electricity Act, 2003 and is engaged, within the

framework of the Electricity Act, 2003, in the business of

Distribution of Electrict to its consumers situated over. the entire

city of Mumbai
State of Maharashtra, except 3012 part

s Oi



2. IRREGULAR DENIAL OF i
| DISTRIBUTION LICENSEE ( Duration/ te

rm of Open Access as

!

| 2.1. The Petitioner humbly sub

d ‘Medium-term Open Access’ 35 pe

iI| sons, 2016 ९0९
~“Pistribution/ Regulation/20 16/0

‘ble Commission has n

' per Open Access Regulations ,
hts tha

Open Access’ an

Access Regulations, 2016 i
"2, Definitions

(24) Medium Term OpenA

the Distribution System |
but not exceeding three |
(33) Short Term Open hee

i. a period not exceed!
the Distribution System

at a time”

2.2. The Petitioner further subm

016 also categorizes OpeAccess Regulations, 2

basis of duration of ope

"72 Duration of O,

गि ॥॥7/

tified the Distribution Open 
Access

No. MERC/Tech/Open Access

me30° March, 2016.
The Copy of said Regulations is annexed hereto as. Annexure 

A.

NSMISSION CHARGES TO THE

'

t the definition of ‘Short Term

r the Open —

is as below:

OA’ means the right to use

/ period exceeding three months

ears.”

s’ or ७04” means the right t
o use

g one month

its that the Regulation 7.2 of O
pen

n access on the
हि

{-

1

|
१

i)

n access sought. 
|

pen ACCESS



ty ane=Access shall be

| ||ation as follows:

Open Access .

Categcery

Long-term Open

Access (LTOA)

Medium-term -

Open Access _

=

Short-term Open

Access (STOA)
.

Pro vided that, for the

years, the Applicant may

ee
e

Exceeding twelve years but not:

exceeding twenty-five years

Exceeding thr

| exceading three years

period between £

4

categorized on the basis of its

Duration |
\
|
|

{
{
{

ee months but not

Not exceeding one month '

TE

ree years and twelve

seek multiple. MTOA for a maximum

period of three years ह a time. "

2.3. In the context of a

Regulations,2016, the

short: term open access ha

exceeding one month | वि a
access is for 2 period €

2.4. As per the Open Acce

on open access consu

010४6

betitioner woul

xceeding three months.

ss Regulat

mers are hi

provisions of the Open Access

dlike to submit that the

s been permitted for a period not.

‘time whereas the medium ter
m open

ons, 2016, the charges applicable

ghlighted below whicn includes



3t aggmission charges apart |
-stucharge, additional surc

harg

~*~ MSLDC fees & charges. The}t

below.

"44, Billing

14.1The bill for use of th

electricity in its networ

Licensee on the entity

e on the charges for wh

e Distribution

m wheeling charges cross. subsidy

eeling and

relevant regulations are reproduc
ed

system for wheeling of

shall be raised by the Distribu
tion

L whom the Open Access / granted,

and shall indicate the _

(i) Wheeling Charges;

(ii) Cross-Subsidy Surcharge;

(iii) Additional si on the

(iv) MSLDC fees and charges.

Provided that, -if the D

the Open Access cond
as the case may De,

the Licensee shall be

demand of Open Access sought to
 ८

Distribution Licensee

istribution Licensee schedules

shared by them in the ratio 0

charges for wheeling;
\ . :
t

power for ,

umer, Generating Company or Licensee, —

te MSLDC fees and charges payable by
f scheduled

he -total demand of the —

on a pro-rata basis for Long-term a
nd

Medium-term Openदि

Provided further that

charges, as may

Distribution

Consumer, Generating

Licensee on

the scheduling and other operating

be applicable, shall be levied by the

Open Accessthe Short-term

q Station or Licensee at the rate approved



r Short-term

Provided also that any

arges as may be appro
ve

MSLDC fees and ch

other Regulations shall b

(v) Transmission | al
Provided

Generating Station

shall pay the Trans

Licensee instead of

n Open Al by the Com

Commission from time to time through sepa
rate Order

that @ का Open

res Charges to
Ine Transinission

6

mission in its Order

)termining MSLDC Fees bd Charges,
specific methodology for charging

d by the

or any

e applicable.

Access Consumer,

r Licensee, as the case may be,

the Distribution

Licensee for using

a transmission network.

(vi) Any other | >
from the Consumer under tn

of the Commission:

7.5. The Petitione

mentioned provision,

transmission charges

transmission licensee

access consumer

system

r respectfully submits that as

and also “nected t

s surcharge or other sum recovera
ble

ne Act or any Regulation or Orders

per the above

|partial open access consumer nas to pay

to the distribution licensee instead of
 the

for using 3 transmission network. Any open

eeling power through state transmi
ssion

o the distribution licensee for
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Yer its partial power requirements/ demand is | required (0
to the distribution licensee.4 \yy the transmission charges

नPA Petitioner 8150 submits that Regulation 61.3 of the MYT
the formula for the determination

 of
Regulations, 2015 specifie

s

base transmission tariff of each year of the
 control period for

tt term transactions. The relevant |
long, medium and sho

w for reference (Annexure B).
regulations are reproduced be

lo

"61,3 Base Transmission tariff for each Year shall be
॥॥5८” for intra-State

determined as ratio of approved

transmission system and approved ‘Base Transmission Capacity

Rights’ and shall | be denominated in terms of

"Rs /kW/month “ (tor long-term/medium-term usage)
(for short-termor in terms of १४७ “ bilateral open

access transactions usage, short-term collective
wable

transactions over en Exchange and for Rene

s) in accordance with| Energy transactio the following

formula:
TTSC(t)

Base Transmission Tariff (tjlong term oF snort term = TCR
| Base TCR (४) .

एए9ट() '

t) (Short- tevin) एकचा| र रम ee } पप (Energy Transmitted byTx i)
Base Transmission Tariff

where,
yearly period (t) of the

TTSC() = Pooled cost for InST
S for

| | Control period:
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Sp र = Total number of Trans

year of Control Period;

Txi = ith Transmission Lic

Provided that the |
Licensees shall be based

the Distribution Licensee
.

as projected by each 4
Petition for the Cont

Commission,

Provided further |
Capacity Rights and B

Regulations 61.2 and

approved CPD and \\

Torm Review and 4

subsequent years;

provided also that

added to the intr

Control Period, the

Rights and Base

Regulations 61.1,

each remaining Ye,

पै TCR(t) = Base Transm

9-State tran

ission Capacity Rights for the yearly

mission ticensee(s) in that particular

ensee.

units transmitted by the Transmission

7 on the energy input requireme
nt of

-InSTS interface point,

MYT
as at Generation

istribution Licensee 4s part o
f its

rol Period and as approved by 
the

- any revisions in Base Transmission

ase Transmission Tariff as determined in

61.3 due to the variation in the actual and

ICPD shall be made at the time of Mid-

+ the end of the Control period
 for the

in case new Transmission Lic
ensees are

smission network during t
he

n the 775८. Base Transmission 
Capacity

Transmission Tariff as referred under

61.2 and 61.3 shall be re-determ
ined for

{

क the Control Period.”



Commission has ट्ट the transmission tari

‘4b Petitioner respectfully

the InSTS network for the

dated 22" July, 2016 (A

determined is highlighted b

submits that in line with the aboveentioned provisions of | Regulations. 2015,
elow for reference.

the Hon'ble

ff for the use of

third control period vide InSTS Order

nnexure C). The transmission. tariff

py | Fy | FY | FY |

su Units || 2016- | 2017- 2018- | 2019-
Di Cl s , 

7

istribution | 17 18 19 20

Licensees 
|

Approved in this Order

| : as. | 4,596.2| 5,805.5 | 6,519.2 | 6,599.9
TTSC (approved) | क्या

Crore 6 1 7 1]

‘Base TCR का
MW. || 18,757 20,168 | 21,404 22,719

(approved) 
|

Transmission Rs./kW

Tariff (long term/| / | | 204.24 | 239.88 | 253.82 242.08

medium term) month |

Transmission

Tariff (short term/ Rs./kW | त
| 0.28 (0.32 0.34 | 0.32

short term| | —

collective/

_
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2.8. The Hon’ble Commission has also considered the month-wise

Coincident Peak Demand गो] Non Coincident Peak Demand

details for TSUs for FY 2015-16 as provided by the Maharashtra

State Load Dispatch Centre (MSLDC). However, it is pertinent to

note that the MSLDC has not separated the contribution of the

partial open access consumers in the area of MSEDCL from the

MSEDCL share. Accordingly, Hon’ble Commission has considered

the Base Transmission Capacity of 18,824 MW. based on the 12-

monthly average of CPD and NCPD of TSUs from April, 2015 to

March, 2016. There is no reduction of contribution of the partial

open access consumers in'the area of MSEDCL in the CPD and

NCPD.

2.9. The Petitioner also submits that the Hon'ble Commission has

determinecthe transmission tariff for the third control period FY

2016-17to FY 2019-20 corisidering the total transmission system

cost (TTSC) and base transmission capacity rights (TCR) vide

Intra-State Transmission System tariff (InSTS) Order dated 22"

July, 2016.It is crt note that the Hon'ble Commission.
has determined the transmission tariff considering the total

demand of the partial access consumers in the MSEDCL

ared.
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i

2.10. पि
a

4 TTSC determined by | Hon’ble Commission for the third
_pontrol Period has to be shared among the long-term

transmission system users (TSUs) inciuding MSEDCL in

accordance with their contribution to the average of CPD and -

NCPD. MSEDCL would like ; mention that it is liable to pay its

entire share of TTSC which| includes the contribution in the CPD

and NCPD by the partial open access consumers. Thus, until and

unless the contribution by the partial open access consumers is

not separately provided, the Petitioner is liable to pay the

transmission charges for the contribution in the CPD and NCPD

by the partial cpen access consumers.

2.11. The Petitioner would like | bring to the notice of the [101101९
Commission that certain oe are taking undue advantage
of the interpretation of the definition of the Open Access

Regulations, 2016 and are Lecking open access for a period of
one month under short term open access for consecutive period

of more than 3 months which should have come ‘under the

medium term open access. |

2.12. The Petitioner submits | the Hon’ble Commission has
determined the ol tariff for medium term and short

term users in terms of Rs./kW/month and Rs./kWh respectively.

There is a difference in charges for a short term open access



12ay. (for one : and a medium term open access
विवि (More than 3) months but upto 3 years). The lower
sf

Open access transmission charges for availing short term openoo

access is leading to certain consumers taking undue advantage

of the regulations and; seeking short term open access for

consecutive months (>3months) instead of opting for medium

_ term open access. This is putting additional financial burden on

MSEDCL and in turn getting passed on to the consumers of

MSEDCL by way of increased tariffs.

2.13. Asample calculation depicting the losses suffered by MSEDCL for

a consumer availing short-term open access for threeconsecutive months as medium-term open access is shown
below.

Applicable Teanamision | |
Transmission charge (Rs. | |

| Open charge लवत गयी

Access | Transmissio rt- शय्या

Month CD n units stat Medium- Short- Medi ks.
(KVA) | . |: hh | term OA .um- ore

0 | term | हटा. - ३
(२5!/९ (Rs. /kW OA term

Wh) /month) OA |. |

शळ-16 300000 | 209004258 0.26 194,79 5.43. | 5.84 | 0.41

pun-16 300000 165958195 0.26 1 194.79 4.31 5.84 1.53

Jul-16 | 224000 | 149207935 0.28 204.24 4.18 | 4.57 | .0.40

एमा. | 824000 5241703858 | | 13.93 | 16.26 | 2.34

2.14. From the above table, it is observed that MSEDCL is incurring a

loss of Rs. 2.34 Crs. over just a period of 3 months in case of a



| 2.16.

2.15. Itis to submit that, the H

13F umer availing short term open access consecutively for three
mh inths and not opting for medium term open access. MSEDCL is

| ऱ डि paying the entire charges based on the Share of avg. of CPD and

NCPD in MW to the State transmission utility (STU) whereas it is

_able to recover only a part of it from the open access consumers

using the transmission system.

ति CERC has taken up this matter
in its draft Central Electricity Regulatory Commission (Grant of

Connectivity, Long-term hoc and Medium-term Open Access
in inter-State vransmilson and related matters) (Sixth
Amendment) reauiation4, 2015 and draft Central Electricity

Regulatory Commission (Sharing of Inter State Transmission

Charges and Losses) neal

The Copy of said draft

Annexure (9.

lations, Fifth Amendment 2016 .

Regulations are annexed hereto as:

The Petitioner also submits that the open access consumers are

entering in to a medium-term and long-term connection

agreement with the generators from which they are sourcing

power. A list of such consumers is attached herewith as

Annexure E. However, \
seeking only Short Term

legitimate revenue of MSED

hile seeking Open Access, they are

Open Access thereby denying the

CL.



3.1.

3.2.

DAY’AHEAD OPEN _
INTRODUCTION:-

The Petitioner submits th

ahead open access if

Distribution Licensee’s system. .

14

भै

. Regulations 2016 now permits day-

the surpius capacity is available’ in

{

|

Also, the Hon’ble | has notified the Practice Directions
on processing of Open Access Application on 19.10.2016,

wherein the directions w

are as under:

"1. Where an Application

th regards to Day Ahead Open Access

is made for Short-Term Open Access

(other than one day prior) for availing power from any source,

including through Power Exchanges, the Nodal Agency has to

follow the procedure svete in Regulation 11.2 of the DOA
Regulations and Regulation 11.1 of the TOA Regulations, as the

case may be; and the या specified in Regulations 11.3 to
11.6 of the DOA aeculathns and Regulation 11.2 of the TOA
Regulations for Day-aheadrefers only to =

Open Access. Day-ahead Open Access

Open Access applied for a day'in

advance, and not to an॥/ particular type of source or a specific

४)product of a Power Exchange. OS



- shall provide clearance to

. | Viere an Appilcetion |

S
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maae ici Transmission or Distribution

| ery A ccess for sourcing wer through Power Exchanges, MSLDC
the Nodal Agency as per the formats

prescribed by the Central Electricity Regulatory Commission, with a

copy to the Cpen Access Applicant.”

3.3. The Petitioner submits that under the said provisions, the

3.4.

_ 5)

Application for such Open

(Distribution Licensee) only

up to 12.00 Hours & gra

Access is to be made to Nodal Agency

one day prior to the date of scheduling

nt of approval or otherwise is, to be

conveyed by 14.00 Hours by Nodal Agency.

The Petitioner submits that

that, the Day-ahead Open

Access applied for a day in

the Hon’ble Commission has specified

Access refers only to Short-term Open

advance, and not to any particular type

of source or a specific product of a Power Exchange. However,

practically, transactions through Power Exchanges only avail of

Day Ahead Open Access.

LACK OF INFORMATION

TRANSACTIONS:-

RELATING TO OUTCOME OF BID

MITTED TO EXCHANGE FOR DAY AHEAD
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Acgoldingly, the Petitioner respectfully submits that thé consumer

for day open access will submit his bid at

: 4 Exchange for requirement of power, on day ahead basis at

around 10.09 am & would come to know about status of its bid

around 05.00 pm same day. The Petitioner further submits that in

case the consumer does not receive required quantum of power

from Eniergy Exchangeat चा rate, the consumer will directly
draw power from the sete grid and in case such consumer has
not revised his Contract Demand, then he will not be liable for any

penal charges, so far his शि is within the limits of his
Contract Demand. There is no mechanism whereby a Distribution

Licensee like the MSEDCL is informed of the outcome of bids on

the power exchange. _

LACK OF ANY FRAMEWORK OR DIRECTION TO CONSIDER

DEVIATIONS BETWEEN CONTRACT DEMAND AND ACTUAL

DRAWAL BY THE STOA CONSUMERS, SOURCING POWER

THROUGH EXCHANGE:-

3.6. The Petitioner therefore respectfully submits that such consumer

inclined provision would cnlourage the consumer to do gaming,
| | since he is not receiving soe from the exchange would not cause

any financial loss to him, neve the Petitioner would be put to
१ constrain ag such situation (शि result in the Petitioner making all

possible efforts to ensure availability of power.



3.8.

. The Petitioner respectfuily

u he to get power from
quantum equivalent to day

17

that after receipt of application for day

Petitioner would frame its next day

(demand forecasting for the next day) considering such

४. Open access quantum and in case the consumer is
the Power Exchange, such additional

ahead open access would have to be

made available by the Petitioner from other high cost sources.

The Petitioner respectfully
| 

| 
|

Petitioner may or may not b

cr that in such a situation the
e able to tap additional generation, and

such situation may lead i either the Petitioner restricting the

availability of power supply to other consumers or purchasing

comparatively costly power

The Petitioner submits that

availability of Petitioner’s

affected and in the later

purchase would increase, |
Petitioner’s own

Petitioner therefore submts
interest of Petitioner’s ow

Petitioner, would be at sta

to bridge the demand — supply gap

in former possibility, the power supply

own consumers would be adversely

situation, the average cost of power

vhich would be again shared by the

consuimels by way of increased FAC. The
that in both the situations, only the

consumers, who are Icyal to the

le even though such consumers are
least concerned with the sy ahead open access sougnt by any
other consumer.

Open Access Regulations),

submits that the MERC (Distribution

2014 i.e. the Regulationsin force prior

toMERC (Distribution Open Access Regulations), 2016 coming in to



operation had a provision about “Precurement of Power from —.Power Exchange on Week - Basis (Regulation 3.1) and the
said provision was inter — alia contested by Wind World (India) Ltd.

by filing a Writ Petition nd 2294 of 2014) in the High Court of
Judicature at Mumbai. The Petitioner submits that the Hon'ble

Commission in its reply tah defended’the said provisions citing
following grounds:

44,2 Metwork | It maiV happen that the Open

season. Therefore,

power. They a

Access consumer Al
ढे remote State gend
Grid, the same coul

in this case also wi

will lead to evsteln
congestion;

Energy Exchange ar

They are low in rain

transact at EnergyE.

season to explore ti

for the rest of the s

off of load in’ resp

purchasing power

ts power through Exchange from

rator and due fo congestion in the

d not be transacted, The consumer

, draw Licensee’s power, hence it
instability & State's network

44,3 Gaming: Switch On / Switch Off: power rates at

e volatile in nature over the year.

yy season and are high tn summer

| the consumers are keen to

xchanges 7 the rainy / monsoon

he possibility of availing cheaper

to revert back to the host Leitity
easons. Such switch on & switch

ect of Os@n Access consumers

from Efergy Exchange may



षि

19

severely dainage the reliability: and quality of supply

measures of host मळ
9

44,4 Operational Dificuty"If consumer purchases power
|

from a generator which Is not a State Pool Participant

(SPP) in FBS, the crediting of energy will be on

actual basis. If there are multiple consumers taking

power from such a generator, calculation of energy to

be credited is on ott rata basis will be a complex task.
Further there cout1 be impact on Grid Management.
in case if bi-iateral contracts, when there is forced

{

|

outage of unit, condumer will continue to draw power
|

|

from the Grid. (This could create operational

difficulties for SLDC in real time as well as for

DISCOMS. Further could lead to over drawal from

the National Grid. 0०० ‘will have to carry out
load shedding in the State for no fault of other

consumers. The beste in “such situations may
overdraw power from the Grid which may call for

heavy UI (Unscheduled Interchange) charges, UI

penalties, transmission deviation charges, congestion |

charges, Grid indiscipline notice, opening of lines by

RLDC, imposition ठा ‘fine on SLDC etc. Stricter

place at regional level. SLDC has to manage. the Grid

only with the power available through the contracts
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pport from National Grid as per

| if a consumer purchases power .
ange, the clearance of quantity of

power may not be uniform over all time blocks of the

| next day (of व्या power transaction). , This
a . a as : Hi र्‌ |
information is made available from Power Exchange

only by 6 pm of a previous day of actual ower
transaction. This leads to power management

problem for the oe

A copy of said submission is nom hereto as Annexure F ,
3.10. The Petitioner also submits that if the consumers allowed to

purchase power from the Power Exchanges only during off peak

hours when the Demand of he Petitioner is quite low, it will| badly
affect the load curve. mI Petitioner also submits that such
situationmay lead to backing down of génerating stations, which

will adversely affect.the व cost per unit of the generating

stations. The Petitioner further submits that the situation in the

peak hours would be exalt opposite and the Open Access
consumers would not cpt to purchase: power from the Power

Exchanges, obviously for the reason that the pricein the Power

Exchange would be more. fre Petitioner submits that the ‘Open
Access consumers in such situation would be dependent on the

power supply from the Petitioner, which will also result in the

Petitioner paying higher cost for the generation.
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विTN Petitioner further submits that the Petitioner is required to
ntain daily load curve sy close to flat, to economize on power
Gp

purghase cost. The Petitioner submits that the cost of market

ae power during off - peak hours is much cheaper than that! during

peak hours and therefore it is likely that some of the Open Access

consumers may procure the power from market only during off

peak periods and will conti

during peak hours. The Pet

nue to draw power from the Petitioner

tioner respectfully submits that in such

a situation the Petitioner may be required to back down even the

cheaper generation during ७. - peak periods and may have to

procure comparatively costlier power during peak hours,’ which

consequently may reflect in increasing the cost of power purchase,

which would have to be shared by the common consumers:of the

Petitioner as additional burd (
bn.

‘

3.12. The Petitioner on the 0395 0 submissions made in the foregoing

paragraphs makes a humble request to the Hon’ble Commiséion to

kindly issue necessary — practice directions regarding
|

“Day Ahead Open Access | transactions”. The Petitioner further

submits that the Hon’ble Commission may also consider to issue

appropriate Directions/ orate directions on following issues:
{



| 4, Banking of RE Generation:

4.1.

4.2.

Contract Dernand

| Sf nsumers shall

22

of such Day Ahead Open A ccess.. reduced by the quantum
2.9,2 The Day Ahead Open Access consumer shall schedule

power from open a for complete 24 hours of the

day and shall intimate schedule to SLDC and the

Petitioner, which shall be uniform for such period as

directed by this

minimum schedule,

75% of maximum schedule of day; — |

Hon'ble Commission and the

during the day be not less than

Provision in OA _ 2016: The Petitioner submits that as
per the MERC (Distribution

Banking of energy is perm

year, provided that the cr

permitted during theगा of April,

Open Access) Regulations, 2016, now

itted during all twelve months of the -

edit for banked energy is notto be

andMay, October

November,and the credit th, energy banked in other months shall
be as per the energy ‘a in the respective Time of Day
(TOD’) slots determined b

determining the Tariffs of the Distribution Licensees.

The Petitioner also submi

provide that the energy ba

the Hon’ble Commission in its Orders
1

ts that the said regulations further

hed during peak TOD slots may also



! 23ew during of | TOD slots, but the energy banked
. all off-peak TOD sot may not be drawn during peak TOD

4.3. The Petitioner submits that the Regulations provide for maximum
_ |

‘demand observed in the months of April, May, October &

| €. |

November and accordingly donot permit use of banked energy in
डे

these months. |

|

4.4. The Petitioner respectfully submits that though the Petitioner in

its submissions has specifically raised objection to such provision

on the groundsof financial implications, the same has not been

considered by the ont Commission. The Petitioner further
|

submits that the 2018108610 revenue neutrai, obviously such

|financial implications will bs in ARR / Tariff determination
| proceedings & will result in increasing (to certain extent) tariff of

| general consumers. , |

| .

|

| 4.5. The Petitioner submits that /the Hon’ble Commission may consider

- to permit Banking of a to only such RE Projects which shall

undertake “day ahead scheduling of power” subject to variation of

say (+/-) 10 to 15%. The rane submits that such proposed
provision will facilitate the Petitioner to carry on its own scheduling

|

, |
!of power in more णय manner.



4.6. ‘They Petitioner also | that, the Hon’ble Commission has
_alre
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|
|

dy ruled that, the banked units shail not be credited in the

“months of April, May, October & November. On similar grounds, it

4.7.

is prayed that, the Hon'ble
|

Commission may not allow banking of

|

power in the months of June, July, August and September. The

data of the banked units

backing down data is annexed hereto as Annexure ७.

in this period alongwith simultaneous

The Petitioner further submits that the Hon’ble Commission has

further made it compulsory for the Petitioner to purchase

unutilized banked energy at the end of the financial year, limited

to 10% of the actual total

generator, however such d

towards the Renewable P

Petitioner respectfully subm

energy Surplus situation a

==]results in back
generation, resulting in pay,

PPA. The Petitioner furthe

generation by such Renewable Energy

eemed purchase shall not be counted

Thechase Obligation of MSEDCL.
its that the Petitioner is presently in

nd any extra injection of RE bower

ing down of its own contractual

ment of fixed charges as per terms of

r submits that subsequently 10% of

such extra injection when compulsorily purchased, again the

Petitioner has to face financ

submits that such vompush
RE power purchase eligible to meet the RPO.

|
|

ial burden and therefore the Petitioner

ry purchase should be considered as
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4

| 4.8 ) Petitioner submits that the existing provision permits a RE
rerator to inject the power without any schedule and again

ति provides benefit to RE डा by way of compulsory purchase
(up to 10%) by the Petitioner, with entitlement to Renewable

Energy Certificates. The Petitioner submits that such dual =

to RE Generator therefore needs to be reconsidered in such

manner that initially the RE Generator can be permitted to become

entitled for Renewable Energy Certificates only up to 90% of the

generation and subsequently at the end of the financial year, the

र्ध

accounts can be settled.

4.9 The Petitioner respectfully also submits that in-pre — revised OA

Regulations i.e. 2014 Regulations, the provision of Banking was

absent and certain stake |holders have contested in High Court

Mumbai for including the provision § of Banking in 2014

Regulations. The Petitioner submits that in said proceedings, the

Hon’‘ble Commission in its reply has stated that:

4.9.1 With interstate ABT mechanism in’ place in the) State,

|=Of energy other than 15 minutes’ time block

- basis would have s}verse firiancial impact on MSEDCL; |
4.9.2 Banking of energy results in non-firra energy getting

‘exchanged with firm power of MSEDCL simply because

banked energy could be utilized any time of the banked

period; | |


