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1. On July 31, 2024, the Electrical Safety Authority (“ESA”) imposed an administrative
penalties order (“APO”) in the amount of $3,000 against the Appellant Neo Electric Inc.,
pursuant to subsection 113.18.1 of the Electricity Act, 1998 (“Act”) in respect of the
following contravention:

Between April 1, 2023 and July 8, 2024, you proposed to carry out an 
activity referred to in the regulations under the Act as requiring an 
authorization, by placing an advertisement for electrical work at 
neoelectric.ca, contrary to ss. 113.2(1) of the Electricity Act, 1998. 

2. The same day, the ESA imposed a separate APO in the amount of $5,000 against the
Appellant Alban Kuzari, pursuant to subsection 113.18.1 of the Act, in respect of the
following contravention:

Between April 1, 2023 and July 8, 2024, you operated an electrical 
contracting business, Neo Electric Inc., without being the holder of an 
electrical contractor license, contrary to s. 3 of O. Reg. 570/05:  Licensing of 
Electrical Contractors and Master Electricians. 

On August 13, 2024, both Kuzari and Neo Electric Inc. submitted Notices of Appeal in
respect of the APOs.

On October 29, 2024, I was provided with the terms of a proposed settlement between
the Appellants and the Respondent, including an agreed statement of facts and a joint
request on penalty, which is attached hereto as Appendix “A” to this Order
(“Settlement”).

The parties have requested certain orders to be made on consent as part of the
Settlement, which I am prepared to make.

By way of their request for this relief, both parties accept that I have jurisdiction to
make the order sought pursuant to O. Reg 187/09 (including subsection 18(4)) and the
ESA’s Rules of Procedure, and I accept that I do have that authority.

I further conclude that the terms of the Settlement meet the “public interest test” that
applies in these circumstances, and do not satisfy the high bar for rejecting a joint
submission on penalty put forward by the parties.  In particular, approval of the
Settlement would not bring the administration of justice into disrepute, nor would it be
otherwise contrary to the public interest.










