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BEFORE THE HON'BLE gy S 1SSION
(TGERO) TYDERABAD ANGANA ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMM

LA No. 4002026 in O.p. No

OBJECTIONS FILED By
(Farmer  Solar Power Gener

24 o 2000

HEOB)ECy
ator

Objector Details:

Name: B Sudharshan Reddy

Village: Madanpally

Mandal: Vikarabad

District: Vikarabad

To

The Commission Secretary,

Telangana Electricity R o
Hyderiabad. y egumowCommnssmn (TGERC),

Respected Sir,

I, B Sudharshan Reddy,
under PM-KUSUM Com
proposal seeking reducti

being a farmer and Solar Power Generator (SPG)/ beneﬁciary
ponent-A respectfully submit the following objections regarding the
On of pre-fixed tariff from 23.13/kWh to 22.98/kWh.

OBJECTIONS

1.

The objector participated in PM-KUSUM and planned the project based on the tariff
approved by this Hon’ble Commission. Project implementation, loan arrangements
and investment decisions were undertaken relying upon the existing tariff framework.
At the time of original tariff determination during 2021, the applicable GST on solar
cquipment was 5%. At present also, the GST applicable has effectively returned to the
same level. Therefore, reduction in GST does not create any new financial advantage
compared to the original tariff assumptions. (Please refer Annexure-I attached)

. While GST may presently be at the same level as considered earlier, the overall

project cost has increased substantially over the years. The cost of major project
materials including modules, structures, electrical equipment, cables, transformers,
erection activities and associated infrastructure has increased approximately by 25%
to 30%. (Please refer Annexure-II attached)

A considerable amount of time has been lost in obtaining loan approvals from banks
and financial institutions. Farmers faced repeat.ed procedural requirements, technical
scrutiny and financial compliance before sanction of loans. '

In addition to financing delays, substantial time and expgndlture were incurred for
obtaining Right of Way (ROW) Blcaares an‘d completion of evacuation line works
between the Solar Power Generator and Sub-station.
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(d) Supply closer .tO agricultural load centres: and

(e) improvement in overa] nergy security and system efficiency.
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for DISCOMS in addition to supporting farmers.

R(;:ductlon of tari.ff at this stage may discourage future participation by farmers and
adversely affect implementation of decentralized renewable energy programmes.

PRAYER

In view of the above submissions, it is respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Commission may
be pleased to:

a) Reject the proposal seeking reduction of tariff from %3.13/kWh to 2.98/kWh;

b) Continue the existing pre-fixed levelized tariff under PM-KUSUM Component-A;

¢) Consider actual implementation challenges, increased EPC cost, 0&M escalation,
financing delays and ROW-related expenditure incurred by farmers;

d) Protect financial viability of already sanctioned and ongoing projects; and

¢) Pass such other order(s)

as deemed fit and proper in the interest of justice.
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