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To,
The Commission Secretary,
Telangana State Electricity Regulatory Commission (TGERC),
Vidyut Niyantran Bhavan, Kalyan Nagar, G.T.S. Colony, Hyderabad ~ 500 045.
Email: secy-tgerc@telangana.gov.in

Subject: Objection to the petition (.A. No. 4 in O.P. No. 24 of 2020) filed by TGSPDCL. seeking
reduction of the pre-fixed levelised tariff from Rs. 3.13/kWh to Rs. 2.98/kWh under Component-A of
the PM-KUSUM Scheme — filed pursuant to the Public Notice dated 23.06.2026.

Particulars of the Objector (Solar Power Generator):
Name of the SPG / Farmer: T VAMNS1T Mo H"’r_'g_ -

Application No.: __
PPANo.and Date:_ 74  20]1) 9006
Capacity (MW): PERASIVE)

Village / Mandal / District: Ped WM 9_1,\.»-1_] Dubmeak | i éé.:xp-a.ﬁt‘
Mobile No.: 22N\ 0) 240 Yy 4

Respected Sir / Madam,

Being a Solar Power Generator under Component-A of the PM-KUSUM Scheme, bound by a PPA that
fixes my tariff at Rs. 3.13/kWh for 25 years, I am directly and adversely affected by the relief sought in
LA. No. 4 of 2026. I place the following objection before this Hon'ble Commission for its kind
consideration:

Ground 1: Project-wise Verification Is Mandatory

Each generator procured equipment and materials at different points in time — some before the GST
notification and some after it. The actual GST benefit, if any, therefore differs from project to project.
Applying a single, uniform tariff cut across all projects without project-wise verification is arbitrary and
violates the principle of fairness.

Ground 2: Financial Closure

I obtained bank finance for my project on the basis of the Rs. 3.13/kWh tariff. The sanctioned loan, the
repayment schedule, the projected cash flow, the DSCR and the IRR were all computed on that tariff. A
reduction of the tariff after financial closure directly impairs the viability of the project and my ability
to service the loan, and would push the project towards default.

In the premises, it is prayed that the relief sought in the petition be rejected, the pre-fixed levelised tariff
of Rs. 3.13/kWh be retained, and, in the alternative, that no revision be ordered without a
comprehensive, project-wise review of all cost parameters.
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Name: ") ' VAN LY DNo AR
PPA No.: S {3

Place: 'HHJ.:LQ_»(\..!:".*&
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