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सेवा में 
सीएलपीटीसीसी के सभी सदस् य 
(संलग् न सूची के अनुसार) 
 

विषय: 109िीीं सीएलपीटीसीसी बैठक – काययितृ् त (एजेंडा) 
 
 

महोदय/ महोदया, 
कृपया हमारे पत्र संख् या सीईए/पीसीडी/109सीएलपीटीसीसी/1234-1284, ददनांक 23.12.2019 

का संदभभ में 109 वीं सीएलपीटीसीसी बठैक, जो कक ददनांक 24.01.2020 को 10:00 बजे आयोजजत 
होनी है, का कायभवतृ् त (एजेंडा) इस पत्र के साथ संलग् न है।  
 

आपसे इस बैठक में शाममल होने के मलए अनुरोध ककया जाता है। यह बैठक अब होटल 
मैररयट के बजाए, होटल रंगमहल, जैसलमेर में ही आयोजजत होगी।  
     

  पत्र को अध्यक्ष (सी.एल.पी.टी.सी.सी) के अनुमोदन से जारी ककया जाता है| 
 

संलग् न : उपरोक् तानुसार ।  

भवदीय, 
 

(एम. श्रीकांत रेड्डी) 
संयुक् त सचचव (ऊजाभ), सीएलपीटीसीसी 

जानकारी हेतु प्रतत: 

सह-अध्यक्ष (सी.एल.पी.टी.सी.सी)-मुख्य महाप्रबधक, ननरीक्षण एवं क्यूए सककभ ल, बीएसएनएल, संचार 

ववकास भवन, रेजीडेंसी रोड, जबलपुर - 482001 
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Central Electricity Authority 

Power Communication Development Division 

 

THE 109th CENTRAL PTCC MEETING 

 

Date:  24th January, 2020, Time: 10:00 Hrs. 

 

Venue:  Hotel Rang Mahal, Jaisalmer 

 

AGENDA  

 

A. Confirmation of minutes of the 108th CLPTCC meeting 

 

The Minutes of the 108th Central PTCC meeting held on 10th June, 2019 at 

Guwahati were prepared and circulated by BSNL. The same were also uploaded in the 

website http://www.cea.nic.in.  

 

Comments from KPTCL and MSETCL have been received on item No. C.1 of 

the MoM which are reproduced below for deliberations:  

 

Item No. C.1 of the MoM:  
 

Energisation Approval issuing clause in Route Approval Certificate in case of the 

Induced Voltage range is less than 430 V 

Forum has decided that: 

(1) The EA Clause should be mentioned in Annexure-II of RAC,   

(2) It is to be stated in Annexure-II of RAC that “if Induced voltage is less than 430 

V, then issuing of Energisation Approval (EA) is not required as there is no requirement 

of protection, hence RAC itself is considered as Deemed EA”. 

A.1 KPTCL comments – [Annexure-A.1] 

The decision is not acceptable, for the induced voltage is less than 430 V 

issuing of RAC with deemed EA covered the induced voltage parameter portion for 

the proposed power line route only and not on the safety precautions for the working 

staff and also the exchanges with allied equipment from the EPR hazard zone of the 

proposed substation. Thus, the purpose of availing PTCC approval may not fulfill all 

the conditions of PTCC manual 20l0 and hence suggestion for protection is required 

for ensuring safety of telecom assets and personnel. 

 

KPTCL has suggested that concerned BSNL authorities should conduct the joint 

inspection along with KPTCL/ DISCOM authorities and ensure non-existence of 

telecom assets within the EPR zone of the proposed Sub Station. Later the assets 

clearance certificate may be released along with telecom details itself. While releasing 

the RAC with deemed EA should cover the conditions of protection along with assets 

clearance details. In this regard, it is requested to consider the said concept for fulfilling 

the conditions of PTCC. 

 

A.2 MSETCL comments – [Annexure-A.2] 

MSETCL has written a letter to DET(PTCC), BSNL, Mumbai to modify the 

RAC based on the decisions of last CLPTCC meeting.  

 

Members may deliberate and confirm the minutes. 
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B. Follow-up action on decisions taken in the 108th CLPTCC meeting 

 

B.1       Computerization of PTCC Route Approval Process 

 

 In the 108th CLPTCC meeting, CGM QA & Inspection Circle, Jabalpur, stated 

that 2 nos. high capacity servers have been installed at data center, Bengaluru. 

Necessary testing before final migration is in progress. After completion of testing, 

migration of PTCC web portal from existing PTCC server (working on PC) at 

Hyderabad into new high capacity servers at Bengaluru will be started. It was decided 

in the meeting that the subcommittee meeting will be held after completion of migration 

work. 

 BSNL in its agenda informed that migration to new server has been completed 

on 12.07.2019. Flow charts for all categories of electric lines have been prepared and 

comments from all zonal DEs received. Comment from CEA is awaited.  

 CEA observation: In regard to flowchart shared by BSNL with CEA, CEA has 

written mails to BSNL on 23rd September, 2019 and 10th October, 2019 [Annexure-

B.1 (1) & (2)] for arranging a meeting to discuss the flowchart and PTCC portal with 

the personnel involved in the development. However, no reply has been received, so 

far, from BSNL.  

 BSNL may update the status and is requested to give a presentation on the 

Flowchart and PTCC portal V.2 to apprise the members for deliberation.  

 

B.2 SLPTCC Meetings  
        

        It was brought up to the notice of 106th CLPTCC that no SLPTCC meetings 

were conducted in Maharashtra state since 12.05.2017 due to dispute between 

MSETCL and BSNL regarding organization of the meeting.  

  In 107th CLPTCC meeting, it was decided that MSETCL would conduct the 

next meeting. A letter was written to Chief Engineer, MSETCL in this regard but no 

meeting was conducted in Maharashtra by MSETCL.  

  In 108th CLPTCC meeting, it was decided that concerned GM of BSNL will 

write a letter to MD/CMD of MSETCL with a copy to CE (PCD), CEA New Delhi for 

conducting SLPTCC meeting by MSETCL in Maharashtra. By taking cognizance of 

this decision, MSETCL sought attendees’ details from BSNL on 25th September, 2019 

[Annexure-B.2(1)] for the SLPTCC meeting proposed to be held in the month of 

October, 2019 in Aurangabad. 

       Secretary (Telecom), CLPTCC & GM (HQ), O/o CGM, QA & Inspection 

Circle, BSNL, Jabalpur has written a letter to MSETCL on 26.11.2019 [Annexure-

B.2(2)] for arranging SLPTCC meeting before the 109th CLPTCC meeting. 

BSNL/MSETCL may update.  

 

B.3   Charging of transmission lines without PTCC Route Approval by PTCUL 

 

In the 108th CLPTCC meeting DE, NZ, BSNL informed that PTCUL has 

submitted 12 cases for post facto PTCC approval. Out of 12 nos. of cases of PTCUL, 

RAC for 5 cases have been issued. IV calculation has been received (up to 132 kV) for 

6 cases, but RAC is pending due to want of NOC from Defense and Railways. IV 

calculation (Above 132 kV) is awaited from CEA for 1 case.                             
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Joint Director, Railway Board (Telecom), New Delhi informed that no such case 

is pending at Railway side for NOC. PTCUL may submit such cases for which NOC 

are pending, to GM (S&T), Northern region, Baroda House, New Delhi. CE (PCD), 

CEA informed that no case received from PTCUL side.  

 

After detailed deliberations, it was decided that PTCUL may take up the matter 

with Railways and CEA. 

 

 BSNL in its agenda informed that out of 12 cases of PTCUL for post facto 

PTCC approval, RAC for 9 cases have been issued, 2 cases (Below 132 KV) are 

pending due to want of NOC from Railways, and 1 case (Above 132KV) is pending at 

CEA for IV calculation. 

 

 PTCUL may apprise regarding the follow-up with Railway and CEA.  

 

B.4       Non submission of PTCC proposal  

  

In 108th CLPTCC meeting, BSNL has informed that no PTCC cases have been 

received from the states of Himachal Pradesh, Bihar, Assam, Haryana, UP and J&K for 

the last 4 years. It was decided that CEA will write a letter to concerned SEBs for 

seeking PTCC clearance. After CEA follow up, these States are now started submitting 

PTCC Proposal.   

 

BSNL in its agenda informed that Haryana, UP, Himachal, Bihar SEB are now 

submitting PTCC proposals and J&K and Assam are still not submitting PTCC 

proposal.  

 

CEA observation: Assam has started submitting the cases and J&K State did 

not come under the jurisdiction of Electricity Act, 2003 until it was recently dissolved 

and reorganized into two union territories.  

 

Members may deliberate. 

  

B.5 Details of Nodal officers of Defense for disposal of PTCC cases at nodal level 

 

In the 106th meeting Defense representative informed that seven zones have 

been identified. Each zone will have a nodal officer. He informed that Defense has 

undertaken a project of “Network for Spectrum (NFS)” being implemented by BSNL. 

This project would realign the existing communication system in Defense sector. He 

also assured that once this project is completed, nodal officer will have the data of 

communication system in their respective zone and PTCC cases would be disposed of 

at nodal level without any requirement to go to ground level for marking of Defense 

telecom details. Defense representative informed that details of nodal officer will be 

communicated after completion of NFS project. 

 

Defense may update. 

 

B.6 PTCC approval for power Cables 

 

In the 107th CLPTCC meeting it was decided that induction due to power 

cables of voltage level 33 kV and below on nearby telecom cables will be less due to 
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double screening effect of power cable and telecom cable. Hence, it is sufficient that 

power utilities forward the self-certification mentioning the name of the power cable 

with route length, along with Railway NOC, EPR values of the new substations and 

topo map to the concerned zonal DE (PTCC)/SDE (PTCC) and BSNL SSAs. If no 

objection or report is received from the concerned BSNL SSAs within a month’s time, 

the power utilities can charge the power cable. The date of charging of power cable 

may be intimated to the concerned zonal DE (PTCC)/SDE (PTCC) and BSNL SSAs by 

the Power Authority.   

 

Accordingly, BSNL has issued the guidelines vide letter dated 13.03.2019 

[Annexure-B.6(1)]. CEA had following suggestions/comments on the guidelines:  

 

(1): IV on Railway telecom circuits are much less (about 20 %) than IV on 

BSNL telecom circuits. Hence, IV calculation may be waived off for Railway 

telecom circuits as decided for BSNL cables. CEA suggests that Railway & 

Defense NOC may be waived off for PTCC clearance of UG power cables of 

33 kV and less, 

(2) :  (i) Minimum depth of laying for power cables under 33 kV is already 

given at clause 6.3.2, page 137 of PTCC Manual. CEA opines that this may be 

considered in the guidelines, and 

(ii) Point no. (ii), page 171 of PTCC Manual states: “The value of minimum 

clearance for UG power cables to be kept as 0.3 meters for 33 kV and less and 

0.6 meters for 33 kV and above.” CEA opines that separation may be taken as 

0.3 meters for 33 kV (both S/C and D/C) and below UG power cables. 

 Joint Director (Telecom), Railway Board in the last meeting stated that Railway 

NOC cannot be waived off because safety circuit are also working on Telecom cable. 

 

BSNL had following observations on CEA’s comments:  

 

(1) 33 kV D/C carry twice the amount of power than the 33 kV S/C transmission line 

and comes under EHT category as the voltage is exceeding 36 kV between phases. 

(2) 33 kV D/C lines are referred to DE PTCC and RAC is being issued by DE PTCC 

as it comes under EHT line category and the effect of induction is 8 km on either side 

of power line, but for 33 kV S/C line cases are referred to and RAC is being issued by 

Chairman SLPTCC and the effect of induction is only 5 km on either side of power 

line. 

(3) As per PTCC Manual (page 62) the minimum clearance between the power wires 

and telecommunication wires shall be plus 0.3 meters for every 33 kV or part thereof. 

Hence for 33 kV D/C power cables, the minimum clearance between the power cables 

and telecommunication cables is 0.6 meters given in PTCC Manual (page 171). 

(4) Also, as per Electrical safety standard for LV/MV/HV (part 3), lying of telecom 

cables with the power cables greater than 33 kV: 

(i) Power cables of voltage exceeding 33 kV shall be laid at Minimum distance of 1.2 

meters depth. 

(ii) U/G telecom cables shall be with UG power cables of voltage exceeding 33 kV, 

Minimum 0.6 meters separate from power cables. 
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Hence for the safety aspect of telecom assets, the value of minimum clearance 

between 33 kV D/C power cables and telecom cables may be continued as 0.6 meters. 

 

CEA observation on BSNL comments 

Point no. (1) made by BSNL above is invalid as voltage rating itself is given 

between phases and figure of 36 kV between phases is not credible. Page 62 of PTCC 

manual mentions separation of “plus 0.3 meters “for power lines above 245 kV voltage 

level, hence point no. (3) above irrelevant in this case. Standard mentioned in point no. 

(4) above pertain to power cables of voltage exceeding 33 kV. For cables under and 

including 33 kV voltage level, suggestions given above by CEA should be considered. 

 

After detailed deliberations in the last meeting, it is decided that: 

• Defense and Railways NOC cannot waived off, and 

• BSNL will issue revised guidelines with changes suggested by CEA. 

 

Accordingly, BSNL has issued revised guidelines vide letter dated 23/11/2019 

[Annexure-B.6(2)]. However, CEA observed that the revised guidelines are still not 

aligned with observations.   

 

Members may deliberate.    

 

B.7    Long Pending PTCC case of 132 kV from OPTCL Odisha  

In the 107th CLPTCC meeting, BSNL informed that 23 nos. of PTCC case of 

132 kV are pending due to non-receipt of IV calculation from OPTCL, Odisha since 

long time. Out of these 23 cases, 1 case is pending since 2012, 2 cases since 2013, 2 

cases since 2014, 2 cases since 2015, 5 cases since 2017, 9 cases since 2018 and 2 cases 

of current year. In the 107th CLPTCC meeting, DGM EHT(C), OPTCL was informed 

that cases are pending due to non-receipt of NOC from Railway (ECR). In the 108th 

CLPTCC, Joint Director, (Telecom), Railway board New Delhi stated that long 

pending cases will be resolved at the earliest.  

 

Railway and OPTCL may apprise the status.  

 

B.8     Authorisation to private power utilities for online submission of PTCC 

proposals 

 It was decided in the 107th CLPTCC meeting that since private power utilities 

are not authorized to submit online request through the portal, following procedure may 

be followed:    

 

1. PTCC proposals of electric lines of voltage level below 220 kV and upto 33 kV 

D/C, the private power utilities should submit the proposal to SEBs, who in turn will 

scrutinize, authenticate the documents including the topo map and upload the proposal 

in the PTCC portal online.  

2. PTCC proposals of electric lines of voltage 220 kV and above, the present 

procedure of registering the cases as offline case by DET PTCC after getting scrutiny 

report from CEA should be followed. 

3. Creation of user id for private power utilities in the PTCC portal will be 

considered during the development of V.2 of the application.  

In the 108th CLPTCC meeting, BSNL stated that creation of user id for private 

power utilities in the PTCC portal will be considered during the development of V.2 
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of the application, after Go-live of new server at Bengaluru. BSNL in its agenda 

informed that V.2 is yet to be developed.  

BSNL may apprise about the latest developments on V.2 regarding the 

creation of user id for private power utilities. 

 

B.9    EPR Calculation   

  

Presently, EPR is calculated on Single line to Ground fault current. As per 

PTCC Manual, EPR shall be calculated at maximum fault current flowing to earth 

through the earthing system of the electrical installation.  

 

CE (PCD), CEA has opined the power utilities, while submitting the proposal, 

should furnish the details of maximum ground fault current, single phase fault current 

and three phase fault current at substation and EPR should be calculated at maximum 

of these three fault currents. 

 

Members may deliberate. 

 

B.10   Maps not being sent by certain Railway zone  

 

Certain Railway zones are sending only the annexure of block and control 

circuits details without a marked topo map. In the last meeting, Joint Director, 

(Telecom), Railway board, New Delhi assured that in future all documents will be 

submitted in proper manner.  

 

However, Western Railway has sent the Railway details without topo map. CEA 

has recently returned in original the details received from Western Railway for 

resubmission with topo map [Annexure-B.10] 

 

Railway may update. 

 

B.11 Scrutiny report issued by CEA 

 

In the 108th CLPTCC meeting, it was discussed that in order to avoid delay in 

processing of PTCC cases, Power Utilities shall respond to scrutiny reports of CEA and 

BSNL. It has been observed that Power Utilities are still not responding to CEA scrutiny 

report.  
 

Members may deliberate. 

 

B.12  BSNL Telecom details 

 

Western region has submitted BSNL details without any annexure. CEA 

received only the marked topo map without annexure and in some cases, the name of 

the line given in the annexure and cover letter do not match. 
 

BSNL may update. 
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C. New items 

 

C.1     Revision of PTCC Manual – Agenda by CEA 

The last revision of PTCC manual was done 10 years back and many decisions 

by the CLPTCC have been taken during this period. Further, there has been adoption of 

new technologies in generation, transmission, distribution and use of electricity resulting 

in faster clearance of the faults. Therefore, there is a need to revise the PTCC manual. It 

is suggested to form a committee for revising the manual.  

 

Members may deliberate. 

 

C.2   Charging of transmission lines without PTCC Route Approval by PSTCL, 

Punjab- agenda by BSNL 

 

220KV & above 

 

11 cases of 220Kv & above, of PSTCL Punjab are pending with DE (PTCC), 

north zone, BSNL, Delhi since a long time. During the discussion between DE PTCC 

and PSTCL authority regarding long pendency, it has come to the notice that all lines 

already charged, but RAC has not been issued till date.  

Before apply for PTCC approval, “Makhu-Dharam Kot Line (220 KV) 

transmission line had been charged by PSTCL”.  

Full details are enclosed as [Annexure-C.2(1)]  

 

66KV 

8 cases of 66KV, of PSPCL Punjab are pending with DE (PTCC), north zone, 

BSNL, Delhi since a long time. During the discussion between DE PTCC and PSPCL 

authority regarding long pendency, it has come to the notice that all lines already 

charged, but RAC has not been issued till date.  

Full details are enclosed as [Annexure-C.2(2)]   

 

PSPCL/BSNL may update. 

 

C.3      Southern Power Distribution Company of Telangana Limited (TSSPDCL) 

refusal to pay compensation to BSNL regarding the charging of 33KV power lines 

from Pulwal to PDCIL Gadwal Mahboobnagar Telangana- agenda by BSNL  

By referring to the Minutes of 107th CLPTCC meeting (CEA has not confirmed 

with the minutes), held at Hyderabad on 14/12/2018 compensation has been claimed 

by the concerned BSNL Telecom circle from the respective DISCOM and that 

DISCOM will pay the compensation. Telangana Telecom Circle, BSNL, Hyderabad 

had raised demand note for compensation from TSSPDCL, for Rs.1,51,65,921 (Rupees 

one Crore Fifty-One Lakhs Sixty-Five Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty One Only) 

through letter dated 26/02/2019 & 12/04/2019. TSSPDCL have refused to honor the 

above decision of CLPTCC. in its letter dated 28/05/2019 [Annexure-C.3] 

 

Members may deliberate. 
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C.4  Following are the agenda items from MSETCL:  

 

1. Clearance time limit-For PTCC proposals of Power lines/ cables for which total 

PTCC clearance exceeds the stipulated time period i.e 17 weeks for 132 kV & 

below, 19 weeks for 220 kV & above and further reduced (10 weeks & 13 weeks) 

for Renewables / Traction circuits. CEA should take cognizance of above and thus 

direct DETPTCC, Mumbai for issuance of final PTCC RACs. (List 1 & 2 for 

400/220kV & 132kV PTCC cases attached [Annexure-C.4(1) & (2)] 

 

2. Provisional PTCC RAC format in line with Final PTCC RAC- In 107th 

CLPTCC meeting, this issue was raised by MSETCL as additional agenda but was 

not covered in the MoM. Again, MSETCL insists upon the fact that the format for 

Provisional as well Final PTCC RAC should be in same tuning. 

 

3. RAC of Short Length Power lines (less than 5 km)- For PTCC proposals of 

Power lines/ cables having short length, PTCC RAC should be directly issued by 

DET (PTCC) since construction work gets completed in very short period as 

compare to RAC issuing time limits. Though a copy of complete set of PTCC 

proposal will be sent to concerned authorities i.e. CEA, DET, Railways, BSNL field 

and Defense for intimation. Though in 107th CLPTCC meeting, the time limit for 

issuance of PTCC RAC for all power lines / cables having length less than 5 km 

was revised as 10 weeks for 132 kV & below, 13 weeks for 220 kV & above. But 

the same was not adhered to as MSETCL’s PTCC cases are pending for want of 

BSNL TD from DET-PTCC, Mumbai.  

 

4. TD details by DET- Of late, it is observed that PTCC cases are pending mostly for 

want of TD by DET (PTCC) Mumbai. At present the practice is that SDE from DET 

(PTCC) office visits field for each and every individual case for telecom marking 

causing delay in forwarding TD to CEA/MSETCL for IV computation. Rather, 

BSNL field offices should mark telecom details and send it to DET office for 

compilation and further processing as rightly depicted in PTCC Manual 2010. It is 

therefore requested that DET-PTCC, Mumbai should impart a training session for 

BSNL field offices for ‘How to mark telecom cables in topo sheet as per the 

guidelines given in PTCC Manual 2010’ i.e. considering the soil resistivity, length 

of telecom cable, separation distance etc. In 107th CLPTCC meeting also, this issue 

was raised by MSETCL without any positive outcome. 

 

5. Charging of power line-  Of late, it is observed that though time limit is fixed for 

PTCC clearance, the process gets delayed inordinately (because of non-adherence 

of time limits by various authorities) putting Power Authorities at receiving end. It 

is to be noted by concerns that Power Authorities cannot afford to wait indefinitely 

for charging the lines for want of PTCC RAC since works undertaken are completed 

in time bound manner mainly for economic factor involved.  

 

6. Online Registration-MSETCL is trying to get registered online for the last 4 years 

or so, for online processing of PTCC cases for better transparency. In the last 

CLPTCC (108th) meeting, this issue was also raised by MSETCL without any 

outcome. 

 

Members may deliberate. 
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C.5  Clarification on safe limit of IV for South Western Railway telecom circuits- 

agenda by KPTCL  

 

KPTCL requested for clarification on safe limit of induced voltage on South 

Western Railway network for issuing NOC. South Western Railway vide their letter 

dated 10.10.2019 has given NOC for the line 220 kV D/C LILO lines on MC Towers 

from the existing 220 kV Ghataprabha – Chikkodi D/C line to proposed 220/110 kV 

S/S at Kabbur (Mugalkhod) [Annexure-C.5(1)] and subsequently vide letter dated 

18.10.2019 has withdrawn [Annexure-C.5(2)] the NOC.  South Western Railway vide 

letter dated 21.10.2019 has written a letter to Railway board for guidelines for safe limit 

for IV for working of Universal Fail Safe Block Instruments and Solid State Proving 

Axle Counter (SSBPAC) and protective devices to protect them. [Annexure-C.5(3)] 

 

Railway may update and Members may deliberate. 

 

D. Pending PTCC cases 

 

D.1     Pending PTCC cases as per MSETCL, Maharashtra agenda [(Annexure-

D.1(1) & (2)] 

 

D.2     Pending PTCC cases as per Punjab State Transmission Corporation 

(PSTCL) agenda [Annexure-D.2]. 

 

D.3    Pending PTCC cases as per Madhya Pradesh Power Transmission 

Company limited (MPPTCL) agenda [Annexure-D.3] 

 

D.4    Pending PTCC cases as per Gujarat Electricity Transmission Corporation 

Limited (GETCO) agenda [Annexure-D.4] 

 

D.5  Pending PTCC cases as per Bihar State Power Transmission Company 

Limited (BSPTCL) agenda [Annexure-D.5] 

 

D.6    Pending PTCC cases as per Assam Electricity Grid Corporation Ltd. 

(AEGCL) [Annexure-D.6] 

 

D.7  Pending PTCC cases as per North Eastern Region (NER), PGCIL agenda 

[Annexure-D.7] 

 

D.8  Pending PTCC cases as per SRTS-II, PGCIL agenda [Annexure-D.8] 

 

D.9  Pending PTCC cases as per Karnataka Power Transmission Corporation 

Ltd. (KPTCL) agenda [Annexure-D.9] 

 

D.10    Pending PTCC cases as per NR-III, PGCIL agenda [Annexure-D.10] 

 












































































































