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అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: # 5-72, ఏలÌట� ĸామయŪ పȃų (ĦƘా మం), నĺాబ�ĳÐట (Ƿčసుś ), ǩట�Ūల (మండలం), వరంగȽ ǭల�ų  - 506 356 ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
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1. İేశంలĐ ఎక¡Őవ Ļాతం పƔజల¡ వŪవȎాయం Ĵ¿ౖ ఆı�రపĬ� Ǯవనం ȎాĦ�సుŠ నŤ ĺాĸ�ĥ� అǵŤ 
సమసŪలĮČ Ƿాట� ȇదుŪȰ సమసŪల¡ క¥Ĭ� ఎక¡ŐవĦా ఉనŤȇ ĸాǳƔప®ట ȇదుŪȰ పంĳిణ� ĨేĽÐ Š  
ĸ²Óత§ల¡ Ĩేనుక¡ Ƕర  ఎల� Ƿాĸ�ȎŠా ర .  Ƿామ�ల¡, ȇశప­ర గ�ల¡, క¥Ƙ రజంత§వ­ల వలన 
పƔమ�İ�ల¡ ఎక¡ŐవĦా జĸ�ĦÃ అవĥాశం ఉంİ�.  ĥావ­న సరఫĸా ఉదయం నుంĬ� Ȏాయంĥాలం 
వరక¡ మ�తƔĶÉ Ĳ�ణŪĶ¸Ûన, ľÁచుŖతగ�œ ల¡ లÌǵ, ǵరంతĸాయంĦా తపťǵ సĸ�Ħా 7 గంటల 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా Ĩేయగలరǵ మనȇ Ĩేసుక¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ 
ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా 
ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 7 

గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  
అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

2. సరఫĸా సమయంలĐ L.C Ǵసుక¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  ఇİ� పİే పİే జరగడం వలన Ƿాĸ�న ǷčలĶÉ 
Ƿార త§నŤİ�.  దయĨేĽి  ǵĺాĸ�ంĨ�ȃ.  పƔసుŠ తం వŪవȎాయ Ļాఖ ĺార  ĺాĸ� వదŢ ĸ²Óత§ 
ȁకŐ ĳÐర , చరĺాణ�, ǩర Ĳ�మ� ǿదలగ� ȇవĸాల¡ నȀదు Ĩేసుక¡ǵ ĺాĸ� ȁకŐ 
నంబర క¡ ǽɂ ĥాȽ ఇĽÐ Š ఆయ� మ�ĸ²Őటĉų  ȇȇధ వŪవȎాయ ఉతťత§Š ల ధరలను ĸ²Óత§లక¡ 
పంĳిసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర . ఇİే ȇధంĦా దగœĸĆų ǵ  ĸ²Óత§ ĺాĸ� ȁకŐ ప®ĸ�Š ȇవĸాల¡ నȀదు Ĩేసుక¡ǵ 
ఒక ǽɂ ĥాȽ ఇĽÐ Š ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ఎపǕడ¦ Ƿčత§ంİో వసుŠ ంİో చరĺాణ�ĥ� సంబంİ�త ఎȡŸ 
ĨేంȨ నుంĬ� ȇవĸాల¡ పంĳింĨ�ȃ.  తİ�ŵĸా ĸ²Óత§ ȇదుŪȰ ĥąసం ఎదుర చుడక¡ంĬ� ఎపǕడ¦ 
వసుŠ ంİో Įెల¡సుĥాబట� ś తను  పనుల¡ చూసుక¡ంట�డ¦. 
 
 

వŪవȎాయ ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా సమయంలĐ ఎల�ంట� LC ఇవŵడం 
జరగదు. అతŪవసర పĸ�Ľి šత§లĐų  మ�తƔĶÉ LC ఇవŵడం 
జర గ�త§ంİ�.  ఏ ȇǵȂĦాİ�ర ĬైĲ� టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ంబȻ 
18004250028 İ�ŵర తమ ĴిĸాŪదు నȀదు ĨేసుĥąవచుŖ.  
İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ పǳƔకల İ�ŵĸా ȇసŠ ృత పƔĨ�రం ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  సతŵర 
ĽÐవలను ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ అంİ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� Ħాను 1,118 

Ľిȹ ĥార ŝ లను ల»ౖȴ Ķ¸ȴ Ȏšా ķ వరక¡ ఇǩŖ ఈ నంబరųను 
ĦƘా మ పంĨ�ķǴ ĥాĸాŪలయ�లలĐ పƔదĸ�ŶంచబĬ�నȇ అల�ĦÃ 
ĺాĸŠా  పǳƔకలలĐ పƔచుĸ�ంచబĬ�నȇ.  
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3. పƔసుŠ తం Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ AGL DTRల¡ AngularలĴ¿ౖ ఎత§Š Ħా ఉనŤȇ.  DTRల¡ ĥాȃǷాķన  
సమయంలĐ ĺాట�ǵ ĺాహĲ�లలĐų  İ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� chain pull అవసరం అవ­త§నŤİ�.  ఈ chain 

pull సȷ ĽÐ śషĲċ ų  లÌవ­.  ĥావ­న ĳ¿ౖన ఉనŤ DTRల నǵŤంట�ǵ  (గİె Ţ) కట� śం  ĥ�Ƙందĥ� ĳ¿ట�ś ȃ 
లÌİ� సȷ ĽÐ śషనų క¡ chain pull సరఫĸా Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ల� DTRల¡ రంİ�Ɣ ల¡ పĬ� M-Seal ĳ¿ట� ś  
ఉనŤȇ ĺాట� İ�ŵĸా oil ĥార త§నŤ .  Ȉట� Ȏšా నంలĐ ĥóతŠȇ మ�ĸాŖȃ oil వృı�ǵ అĸ�కట�ś ȃ.  
మ� ǩట�Ūల సȷ ĽÐ śషĲċ ų  ȇదుŪȰ Ľిబŧం  తక¡ŐవĦా ఉĲ�Ťర . ĸ²Óత§లక¡ సĸ� అķన 
సమయంలĐ ĽÐవ ĨేయలకǷčత§Ĳ�Ťర .  దయĨేĽి Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ  ప®ĸ�Š Ȏšా ķలĐ ǵయǽంĨ�లǵ 
BKS ĥąర క¡ంట�ంİ�.  

ĥాȃǷčķన ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ Ȏšా నంలĐ 48 గంటల వŪవı�లĐ పǵ 
Ĩేయ� ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ను అమర Ŗట సంసš  ȁకŐ బ�ధŪత.   
సంసš ĺార  ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ తǵǣ లను ǵరŵľ�ంǩ గ�ĸ� Šంǩన 
లĐǷాలను ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ సĸ�Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
పƔభ�తŵ ఆİేĻాల ĶÉరక¡ సంసš ĺార  ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ ǘÃతƔ 
Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ ǵయǽంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  Ľిబŧంİ� ĥóరతను 
అı�గǽంచĬ�ǵĥ� ǩట�Ūల మండల�ǵĥ� ఇదŢర  Į�Į�Őȃక Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ 
ǵయǽంచడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

4. AGL DTRలక¡ సంబంı�ంǩ లగ�œ ల¡, బ�ష§ų , ĥÃబ�ȽŸ (cables) ȇదుŪȰ Ļాఖ ĸ�ĳÐరų ǵǽతŠం 
సరఫĸా ĨేసుŠ ంİ� లÌİ�?  ఎందుకంటÎ మ� AE Ħార  ADE Ħార  ఇȇ సరఫĸా లÌవ­, Ǿర  
ĥóనుĥąŐĺాȃ అంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  మĸ� ĶÉĶÉ ĥóనుĥąŐĺాల�?  Ĩ�ల� DTRల cables ĥాȃǷčķనȇ, 

ĺాట� Ȏšా నంలĐ lock cover లÌǵ aluminum cables ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర . ఇȇ ĮúందరĦా 
Ƿాడవ­త§నŤȇ.  DTRల ȁకŐ on/off switchల¡ సĸ�ĨేĽ,ి లÌǵ ĺాట�ĥ� ĥóతŠĦా ǹĦ�ంĨ�ȃ.  
ఏİైĲ� పƔమ�దం జĸ�Ħ�Įే ĺ±ంటĲÂ సరఫĸా ǵȃĳిĺÂĽి పƔమ�İ�ǵŤ Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ ǵĺాĸ�ంచవచుŖ. 
Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ సŠంబ�ల¡ ȋı�ల�వసšలĐ ఉనŤȇ, పƔకŐక¡ ఒĸ�Ħ�నȇ ĺాట� Ȏšా నంలĐ ĥóతŠȇ మ�ĸ�Ŗ, 

ఒĸ�Ħ�నĺాట�ǵ ǵట�ర Ħా Ĩేయ�ȃ.  Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ Ǵగల¡ ĥ�Ƙందĥ� ఉనŤȇ ĺాట�ǵ ల�Ħ� middle 

poles ĺÂయ�ȃ. పƔమ�İ�లను ǵĺాĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. 
 
 
 

ĨెĬ�Ƿčķన Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿబ�Ūషȴ  ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ను ǵĸ�şత సమయంలĐ 
మరమũత§ల¡ ĨేĽి ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� Ķ̧ర Ħ²Óన ĽÐవలను 
అంİ�ంచుటక¡ ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ సǾǘ�ంచుĥóǵ 
తదనుగ�ణంĦా చరŪను Ĩేపటśడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ĸ²Óత§లను 
ఎల�ంట� Ȏామ�నులను ĥóనుĥąŐమǵ Ĩెపťడం లÌదు. 
AB switch లను ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ మరమũత§ల¡ Ĩేయడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
ఈ ఆĸ�Ţక సంవతŸరంలĐ ĴిబƔవĸ� 2015వరక¡  6,797 AB switch 

లక¡ మరమũత§ల¡ Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 
ఈ FY 2014-15 సంవతŸరంలĐ ĴిబƔవĸ� మ�సం వరక¡ 4,177 

Middle poles Ȏšా ĳించం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ǿతŠం ర¤.24 ĥąటųĮČ పƔǳ 
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సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ȇదుŪȰ సȏయక ఇంజǶȻ ĥాĸాŪలయ పĸ�ı�లĐ సĸాసĸ� 200 

middle poles Ȏšా ĳించుటక¡ చరŪల¡ Ĩేపటśబ నȇ. 
5. ȇదుŪȰ Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� సȷ ĽÐ śషȴ వదŢĲÂ quarters ǵĸ�ũంǩ ǵతŪం ĸ²Óత§లక¡ అందుబ�ట�లĐ 

ఉంĬేల� చూĬ�ȃ సȷ ĽÐ śషĲċ ų  ĺÂȃమ�దƔ యంతƔం İ�ŵĸా attendance Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ.  CGRF లను 
Ĳ±లక¡ ఒక Ȏాĸ� పƔǳ మండల ĥÃందƔంలĐ ĳ¿ట�ś ȃ ǭల�ų  Ȏšా ķ అı�ĥార లందర¤ ȇı�Ħా İ�ǵలĐ 
Ƿాలþœ Ĳ�ȃ.  Ȉట�Ĵ¿ౖ ȇసŠ ృత పƔĨ�రం  Ĩేయ�ȃ.  Ȉట� ȁకŐ ȇవĸాల¡ ȇİ�Ūĸ�ţ దశనుంĨే 
అరţమķÊŪల� ǷాటŪంĻాలĐų  ĨేĸాŖȃ.  అసల¡ CGRF ఉంİ� అĲÂ ȇషయం చదువ­ĸాǵ, 

చదువ­క¡నŤ, Ĩ�ల� మంİ� పƔజలక¡ Įెȃయదు. İ�ǵ గ¢ĸ�Ŗ ȇసŠ ృత పƔĨ�రం మ�ఖŪంĦా పల» ų లĐų  
Ĩేపట�ś ȃ.  ȇదుŪȰ Ļాఖక¡ సంబంı�ంǩ Ƿĝర ĽÐĺా పతƔం అమల¡ board లను ȇదుŪȰ 
ĥాĸాŪలయ�లĐų  మĸ�య� జనం ఎక¡ŐవĦా ఉంĬే క¡డలųలĐų  ఏĸాťట� ĨేĽి ĸ²Óత§లĐų  పƔజలలĐų  
ĨైతనŪం Įేĺాȃ. 

Ĭ�ȎాŐం Ľిబŧంİ� అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంట£ 24 గంటల¡ ǵరంతరంĦా 
మĸ�య� అతŪవసర పĸ�Ľి šత§లలĐ ȇధుల¡ ǵరŵľ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
CGRF సమ�ĺÂĻాలను పƔǳ Ĳ±ల Ĭ�ȇజȴ Ȏšా ķలĐ ǵరŵľ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
ȇదుŪȰ Ļాఖక¡ సంబంı�ంǩ పƔǳ ĥాĸాŪలయం లĐ Ƿĝర ĽÐĺా 
పతƔం అమల¡ board లను ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

6. ȇదుŪȰ ľÁచుŖ తగ�œ ల వలų  Ȁట�ర ų  ĥాȃǷčత§Ĳ�Ťķ. ఒక DTR ĥ� ఎంత load ఉంĬ�లĐ అంĮే 
ఉంǩ ǽగĮ� ఎక¡ŐవĦా ఉనŤ Ȁటరųక¡ అదనప­ DTR అమĸాŖȃ. Sanction లÌǵ పంప­ 
Ľ¿టų క¡ Ĳ�మ మ�తƔప­ ĴీǯĮČ కƘమబİ� Ţకĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

Ĳ�ణŪĶ¸Ûన ȇదుŪȰ ను అంİ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� అı�క లĐడ¦ కȃĦ�న DTR 

లను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ ĺాట� Ȏšా నంలĐ అı�క Ȏామరţƺం DTR లను 
అమర Ŗట మĸ�య� అదనప­ DTR లను ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  2014-15 సంవతŸరంలĐ 7,452 అదనప­ DTR 

లను అమరŖడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ� మĸ�య� 2,301 అı�క Ȏామరţƺం గల 
DTR లను ఏĸాťట� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 
 

7. AGL DTR ల¡ Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ ĸ²Óత§ల ȁకŐ వŪవȎాయ భ¢మ�లలĐų  ఉనŤȇ.  İ�ǵ ĥ�Ƙంద పంట ȇదుŪȰ చటśం పƔĥారం ȇదుŪȰ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  Ȏšా ĳించ 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ĺÂĽÐ అవĥాశం లÌదు.  నషś Ƿčత§నŤ భ¢ǽĥ� (పంటĥ�) ఏĶ¸ÛĲ� నషś పĸ�ȏరం ĨేȃųȎŠా ĸ ?ా  

ȇదుŪȰ ľÁచుŖ తగ�œ లను ĥóలవĬ�ǵĥ� Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� meter ల¡ ఇĺాŵȃ.  తరచుĦా check 

Ĩెయ�Ūȃ. 

బడ¦చునŤȇ.  
ȇదుŪȰ ľÁచుŖ తగ�œ లను ĥóలవĬ�ǵĥ� (Tong Tester)అను 
పĸ�కరం అĽిĽ¿ śంȫ ఇంజǶȻ ĥాĸాŪలయం లĐ అందుబ�ట�లĐ 
ఉనŤİ�. 

8. ఆĸĆగŪ Ļాఖĥ� సంబంı�ంǩ 108 అంబ�ల»ȴŸ మ�İ�ĸ� ȇదుŪȰ Ļాఖĥ� క¡Ĭ� call center ĳ¿ట� ś  
ĸ²ండ¦ DTR లను Ǵసుక¡ĺ±ĹÍŴ vehicle మĸ�య� 4 గ�ĸ� Ľిబŧంİ� 24/7 అందుబ�ట�లĐ 
(substationలĐ) ఉంĨ�ȃ.  Call center  phone ĨేĽÐ Š  1 గంటలĐ DTR Ǵసుక¡ వǩŖ 
మరమũత§Š  ĨేĽÐ ȇధంĦా ఉంĬ�ȃ.  ĸ²ండ¦ ĸĆǯల¡ల¡ Ƕర  లÌదంటÎ Ĩ�ల� పంట నషś ǷčķÊ 
పƔమ�దం ఉంİ�. 

ĥాȃǷčķన/ ĨెĬ�Ƿčķన DTR ను పటśణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 24 

గంటలలĐప­ మĸ�య� ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 48 గంటలలĐప­ 
మ�రŖబడ¦చునŤȇ. 

9. Earth pits House purpose and AGL సĸ�Ħ œా  లÌవ­.  ఇళŴలĐ ȍాȡ ల¡ వసుŠ నŤȇ, ǸాŪనుų  
ĥాȃǷčత§నŤȇ.  DTR Ƿాడవ­త§నŤȇ.  Ȉట�ǵ సĸ�Ĩేయ�ȃ.  అసల¡ earth pit అĲÂİ� ఎల� 
ఉంĬ�ȃ అనĦా -  x ĺ± లĐత§ అందులĐ ఏǽ ĺ±య�Ūȃ İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ అవĦాహన లÌదు, 
İ�ǵǵ గ¢ĸ�Ŗ Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ Įెȃయపరచగలర , అవĦాహన కȃťంచగలర .  
Ĩ�ల� poles ȁకŐ support cables త§పǕ పట� ś  ǷాĬైనȇ.  Ȉట�ǵ సĸ�Ĩేయ�ȃ. 

ఒĥóŐకŐ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ క¡ ĸ²ండ¦ GI లÌİ� CI ĳ¿ౖప­ల¡ ĺÂĽి బ·ంటĉĲ±ౖȫ 
ǷĝడȻ ఎȻŠ గ�ంతలలĐ ǵంĳి మంǩ ఎĸ� Šంȣ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
ǷాĬైన ఎȻŠ లను తǵǣ ĨేĽి మ�ర Ŗటక¡ చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  అĸ�Řİ�ర ǵ దృļి śలĐ  ఏİైĲ� ఉనŤటųķĮే 
సంబంİ�త Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� ĮెȃయపరǩనĨò తగ� చరŪల¡ 
Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను మĸ�య� DTR ల ǵరŵహణ ఎĸ� Šంȣ గ�ĸ�ంǩ 
Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� ȋǖణ ఇవŵడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

10. ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûదుప­లĐ ĵ�గంĦా LED Bulbs  99% ĸాķǴĮČ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లందĸ�ĥ� అంİ�ంĨ�ȃ.  
ĺాట� ȁకŐ ల�ĵ�ల¡ ȇవĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. అల�ĦÃ 99% ĸాķǴĮČ ȇదుŪȰ పంప­ Ľ¿టųను solar  
అనుసంı�నం Ĩేయ�ȃ.  కǶసం ȇదుŪȰ ఆı�ĥ� ĥ²ǷాĽిటరųను ఉǩతంĦా అంİ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ఇİ� పƔభ�తŵ ȇı�నĶ¸Ûన ǵరşయం ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ 
అంశమ�. 
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11. AGL SC నంబర ų  Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ Ĩ�ల� ĥాలం ĥ�Ƙతం భ¢ǽ అǽũన లÌİ� చǵǷčķన ĺాĸ� ĳÐర  

Ǿద ఉనŤȇ.  Ȉట�ǵ పƔసుŠ తం ఆ భ¢ǽ Ĵ¿ౖ ఉనŤ ĸ²Óత§ ĳÐర  Ĵ¿ౖ Department ĺాĸÃ మ�ĸాŖȃ. 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵ ĳÐర  మ�ర ť ĥóరక¡ సంభంİ�త పĮ�Ɣ లĮČ 
మĸ�య� ర సుమ� Ĩెȃųంǩ ఈ-ĽÐĺా ĥÃందƔంలĐ దరఖ�సుŠ  ĨేĽినĨĄ 
తగ� చరŪ Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను. 

12. ǹల¡ų  బĥాķ ప®ĸ�ŠĦా Ĩెȃųంచక¡ంĬ� ఉంట½ అనĦా ǹల¡ų లĐ ఉనŤ ǿతŠం ǹల¡ų  - ĨెȃųంచకǷčĮే 
(ఒక ర¤Ƿాķ లÌİ� ఒĥÃ ĳ¿ౖȎా ఉĲ�Ť బ�ĥ�) తదుపĸ� Ĳ±లలĐ 25 ర¤Ƿాయల¡ అదనప­ ర సుం 
వĬ� ŝసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర  (ప®ĸ�ŠĦా Ĩెȃųంచనందుక¡)  ఇİ� ఎంతవరక¡ సమంజసం  İ�ǵǵ సĸ� Ĩేయగలర . 

ధరల ఉతర ŵను అనుసĸ�ంǩ అపĸాధ ర సుమ� వసూల¡ 
Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

13. ȇదుŪȰ Ȁట�రų ǹల¡ų ల¡ Ĩెȃųంచమǵ అడగక¡ంĬ� ȇదుŪȰ Bills ĨెȃųంĨ�లǵ సరఫĸా ǵȃĳి 
ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఇİ� ఎంతవరక¡ సమంజసం మ�ందసుŠ  సమ�Ĩ�రం ఇĺాŵȃ కİ�? ఉİ�: ఒక DTR ĳ¿ౖన 
15 పంప­ Ľ¿ట�ų  ఉంట½ 10 మంİ� ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ǹల¡ų ల¡ ĨెȃųĽÐ Š  సరǸా ఇవŵక¡ంĬ� ǿతŠం అందర  
ĨెȃųంĨ�ȃ అపǕĬే సరఫĸా ఇȎŠా ం అǵ Ľిబŧంİ� అంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  ఇİ� సĸ�ఐయనİ� ĥాదు.  దయĨేĽి 
ఒక ĺారం మ�ందు Ĩ�ట�ంప­ ĨేĽి ఆ తĸాŵత చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ కసśమȻ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵ  పంĳిణ� ĨేĽిన 
తర ĺాతĲÂ కసśమȻ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř వసూల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  
ȇదుŪȰ కసśమȻ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř Ĩెȃųంచǵ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� ǵĸ�şత 
గడ¦వ­ తదుపĸ� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ǵȃĳిĺÂయడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ȇదుŪȰ బĥాķల¡ సĥాలం లĐ Ĩెȃųంǩ సంసšక¡ 
సహకĸ�ంచ గలర . 

14. Housing ĥాǵ AGL ĥాǵ single phase DTR లను ǴĽిĺÂయ�ȃ.  Ȉట� వలన Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ 
పƔమ�İ�ల¡ జర గ�చునŤȇ.  Earth substation నుంĬ� పంĳిణ� Ĩేయ�ȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ 
ఉంచుĥóǵ ĦƘా మ�లలĐ గృహ ȇǵȂĦాǵĥ� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా 
అంİ�ంచుటక¡ ĽింగȽ ĴÐȨ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  ఏĸాťట� ĨేయబĬ�నȇ. 
సȷ ĽÐ śషȴ నుంĬ� ఎȻŠ ĺ±ౖȻ ల�గడం అı�క ǿతŠం లĐ ఖర ŖĮČ 
క¥డ¦ĥóనŤ పǵ.  దǸాల ĺాĸ�Ħా ఈ పǵǵ Ĩేపటśడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  
ఇపťట�వరక¡ 137 ĥ�లĐǾటరų ల»ౖȴ ల�గడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 
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15. ȇదుŪȰ connection ఉనŤ పƔǳ ĸ²Óత§ ĳÐర  Ǿద department 10 లǖల ఉǩతంĦా పƔమ�ద Ǽమ 

ĨేķంĨ�ȃ.  ఇİ� ĸ²Óత§ ȁకŐ క¡ట�ంĵ�ǵĥ� పȉవ­లక¡, ఎదుŢ లక¡ వĸ� Šంప Ĩేయ�ȃ. 
ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

16. ȇదుŪȰ Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� ఇĨేŖ లంĨ�లĮČ ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ĺÂగలÌకǷčత§Ĳ�Ťర  పƔǳ పǵĥ� ఇంత ĸÃట� అǵ İ�ǵǵ 
చటśబదŢం ĨేȎŠా ĸ ?ా  

సంబంİ�త Ľిబŧంİ�Ĵ¿ౖ Ĵ¿ౖ అı�ĥార లక¡ ĴిĸాŪదు Ĩేయగలర .  
కƘమ ȋǖణ చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను. 

17. పƔǳĸĆǯ İ�న పǳƔకలలĐų  ఏİో ఒక ĨĄట ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల¡ జర గ�చునŤȇ. Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ ȇదుŪȰ 
వృı� అవ­చునŤİ�.  ĥావ­న, ȇదుŪȰ ĥ� సంబంİ�ంǩన అవĦాహĲ� ĥారŪకƘమ�ల¡, కల�జ�తల¡, ĺాȽ 
ĸ²Óట�ంȣ, ĦĆడ పǳƔకల¡, పంĳÐ ų ȫŸ, ల¡ Ȉట� İ�ŵĸా మĸ�య� పƔȎార మ�ధŪమ�ల İ�ŵĸా ȇసŠ ృత 
పƔĨ�రం కȃťంĨ�ȃ.  ట�ĥ� ఎక¡ŐవĦా ǵధుల¡ ĺ±ǩŖĽÐ Š  Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ పƔమ�İ�ల¡ ǵĺాĸ�ంచవచుŖ.  
మ�ఖŪంĦా పల» ų లĐų  ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ ఎట�వంట� అవĦాహన ĥారŪకƘమ�ల¡ లÌవ­.  ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ సమగƘంĦా ఒĥÃ 
booklet print ĨేĽి ఉǩతంĦా పంĳిణ� Ĩేయగలరǵ BKS ȇజŚĳి Š  ĨేసుŠ నŤİ�. 

ȇదుŪȰ ఉప ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల ĺాĸ� కǽట� సమ�ĺÂĻాల¡ మĸ�య� ĸ²Óత§ 
ĨైతనŪ య�తƔల¡, కర పĮ�Ɣ ల İ�ŵర ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల Ĵ¿ౖ 
పƔĨ�రం Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

18. DTR ల Ĵ¿ౖ Toll Free No. ĺాƔ య�ȃ.  ఆ DTR ȁకŐ పĸ�ı�లĐ ఎǵŤ టర ų  ఉĲ�ŤȂ SC Nos. 

ȁకŐ board ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ȃ.  పƔǳ pole వదŢ  ఆ ȁకŐ SC No. ĺÂయ�ȃ.  ĦƘా మ�లĐų  Ĩ�ల� 
వరక¡ Ȉı� ల»ౖట�ų  day అంĮ� ĺ±ల¡గ�త§Ĳ�Ťķ. Ȉట�ǵ సĸ�చయ�ȃ. 

Ȉı� İ�Ƿాల ǵరŵహణ బ�ధŪత Ȏšా ǵక సంసšలక¡ సంబంİ�ంǩనİ�.  
ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı� లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�.   
Toll Free No. ȇదుŪȰ ǹల¡ų  ĳ¿ౖన మ�İ�ƔంచబĬ�నİ�. 

19. ధరల పƔǳǷాదనల¡, ధరల ఉతŠర ŵలÌ ĥాక ఇతర అǵŤ రĥాల ఉతŠ రపƔత§ŪతŠ ĸాల¡ ఇతర వŪవȏĸాల¡ 
ĸాషś ƿ బ�ష అķన Įెల¡గ�లĐĲÂ జĸ�ĳి Ķ̧జ�ĸ�ట� ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ అȎĝకరŪం కలగక¡ంĬ� Ĩేయ�ȃ. 

ధరల పƔǳǷాదనల సంగƘహమ�ను మĸ�య� అĸ�Ř İ�ర ǵ 
అభŪంతĸాలక¡ సమ�ı�Ĳ�ల¡ Įెల¡గ�లĐ అంİ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

20. ǩట�Ūల ĦƘా మం పంĨ�ķǴ పĸ�ı�లĐǵ ఏలÌట� ĸామయŪ పȃų ĦƘా మ�ǵĥ� 24 గంటల single phase 

ȇదుŪȰ ȎĝకరŪం ఇȎŠా మǵ అపťట� CMD Ħార  పǳƔĥామ�ఖంĦా ĨెĳిťĲ�ర .  Linemen estimation 

 
తĦ�న చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను. 
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ĺÂĽి పంĳిĲ�ర  ఇంతవరక¡ మ�క¡ 24 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ ఇవŵలÌదు.  దయĨేĽి Hamlet village 

అķన మ� ĦƘా మ�ǵĥ� ǵరంతర ȇదుŪȰ అంİ�ంచగలర .  అంతక¡ మ�ందు 2 ĸ²ండ¦ Ĳ±లలĥÃ ఒక 
Ȏాĸ� ȇదుŪȰ bills  ĺార .  ఇపǕడ¦ 1 ఒక ĲÂలĥÃ bills సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఎందుక¡ ఇల� ĲÂలĥÃ ఒక 
Ȏాĸ� bills సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  పటśణ�లĐų  మ�İ�ĸ� ĦƘా మ�లక¡ ǵరంతర ȇదుŪȰ ఇĺాŵȃ.  ఒĥÃ billing 

ఉనŤపǕడ¦ ఈ ȇవǖ ఎందుక¡?    

21. ERC ĺార  ǵరŵľ�ంĨే బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణలలĐų  మ�ట�ų Ĭే ĺారందĸ�ĥ� అవĥాశం ఇĺాŵȃ.  ĸĆǯల¡ 
ǷčĬ�Ħ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı�లĐǵ అంశమ�. 

22. వŪవȎాయ రంగంలĐ ǵĸ�ũంĨే అǵŤ DTRల Ĵీడరų పǵǵ ĺÂగవంతం Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ఆలసŪం ĨేĽిన 
ĥాంట�Ɣ కśరųĴ¿ౖ తగ� చరŪ Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ.  ĥóతŠ Ħా ĺÂĽÐ DTR ల¡ మĸ�య� ĸ�ĳÐȻ ĨేĽÐ DTR లక¡ సంబంı�ంǩ 
తతŸంబంĬ�త ĸ²Óత§లĨే ఏ పǵǵ ఎంత ĥాలం ĨేĽిĲ�ర .  ǵĥ� అķన అంచĲ� ఖర Ŗను క¡Ĭ� 
ĸ²Óత§లక¡ ĮెȃయĨేĽి ĺాĸ�ĮČ దృȈకరణ Ĩేసుక¡నŤ తర ĺాతĲÂ ĥాంట�Ɣ కśరųక¡ Ĩెȃųంప­ల¡ జరĦాలǵ 
BKS ĥąర క¡ంట�ంİ�.     
 

ĥాంట�Ɣ కśȻ లక¡ అపťĦ�ంǩన ȇదుŪȰ పనుల¡ ǿదల»ౖనȇ ǵĸ�şత 
ĥాలవŪవı�లĐ ప®ĸ�Š అķÊŪ ȇధంĦా తగ� చరŪల¡ 
ǳసుĥąనబడ¦త§నŤ  మĸ�య� Ĩెȃųంప­ల¡ ǵయమ 
ǵబంధనలను అనుసĸ�ంǩ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  .  ĸ²Óత§ల¡ 
ఎల�ంట� పనుల¡ Ĩేయనవసరం లÌదు.  ఒకĺÂళ ఏĶ¸ÛĲ� ఉంట½ 
సంబంİ�త అı�ĥార ల దృļి śĥ� Ǵసుక¡ ĸాగలర . 

23. జ�Ǵయ సంపద అķన బüగ�œ , ĦాŪɂ ĳ¿ౖŬĺÂȫ పరం ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ� ĶÉమ� వŪǳĸÃకం  ĺాట� 
ĺాడĥాǵŤ ĺాట� ధరలను సǾǘ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� అǣల బ�రత Ȏšా ķలĐ బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణల¡ 
జరǷాȃ.  ĺాట�ǵ ǵయంǳƔంచక¡ంĬ� ĳ¿ĸ�ĦÃ ȇదుŪȰ ధరలను ǵయంǳƔంచ లÌమ�.  జల ȇదుŪȰ 
మĸ�య� ĦాŪɂ అı�ĸ�ట� ȇదుŪȰ ǷƔా జ²ȡś లĴ¿ౖ ǵĸాũణ ఖర ŖలĴ¿ౖ క¡Ĭ� బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణ 
సǾǘ�ంĨ�ȃ.  İ�ǵĮČ ȇచŖల ȇĬ�Ħా ĨేĽÐ Ĩెȃųంప­లను ǵయంǳƔంǩ తİ�ŵĸా ĴిȡŸ.ȭ Ĩ�ĸ�Řలను 
తĦ� œంచవచుŖ.  ȎాంపƔİ�ķÊతర ȇదుŪȰ.ను ǷčƔ తŸľ�ంĨ�లǵ ĺÂడ¦ĥóంట�Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠǵ ǷčƔ తŸľ�ంĨే కƘమంలĐ,  పƔభ�తŵం Ȏĝర 
ȇదుŪȰ ȇı�Ĳ�ǵŤ జ�ĸ� ĨేĽింİ� మĸ�య� భవĲ�ల ĳ¿ౖకపǕ Ĵ¿ౖ 
Ĳ±లĥóలÌť 3 KW నుంĬ� 500 KW  Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసš 
ఎĸాťట�నĥ²Ó 20%  ĸాషś ƿ పƔభ�తŵం సǹŸĬ�ǵ పƔకట�ంచడం 
జĸ�Ħ�ంİ� మĸ�య� 30% ĥÃందƔ పƔభ�తŵం సǹŸĬ�ǵ పƔకట�ంచడం 
జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ఇపťట�వరక¡ సంసš పĸ�ı�లĐ 300 KW భవĲ�ల Ĵ¿ౖ 
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 కపǕ Ĵ¿ౖ Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ఏĸాťట� ĨేĽి Ĳ±ȫ Ǿటరųను 
ǹĦ�ంచడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  సంసš పĸ�ı�లĐ 21 MW Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ 
వŪవసšలను Ĳ±లĥóలťబĬ�నȇ.  45 MW Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ 
ĥóనుĦĆల¡క¡ ఒపťంİ�ల¡ అమల¡లĐ ఉనŤȇ.  ఇంĥా 22 MW 

Ȏĝర ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡క¡ ఒపťంİ�ల¡ జర గ�చునŤȇ. 
24. ȇదుŪȰ ǹల¡ų ల¡ కటśడం Ȏామ�నుŪǵĥ� ĵ�రంĦా ఉనŤİ�. 200 య¢ǵటų  వరక¡ ǹల¡ų లను 

ĳ¿ంచవదŢǵ మనȇ ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 
గృహ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ Ĳ±లక¡ 100 య¢ǵటų  వరక¡ దరల 
ĳ¿ంప­ను పƔǳǷాİ�ంచలÌదు మĸ�య� 100 య¢ǵటų  Ĵ¿ ౖ200 

య¢ǵటų  వరక¡ ȇǵȂĦ�ంĨే ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ ĥÃవలం 4% 

Ĳ�మ మ�తƔప­ ĳ¿ంప­ను పƔǳǷాİ�ంచడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 
 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ  ĥąĬెల సమũయŪ, ǭల�ų  అధŪȜల¡, ĵ�రǴయ ĥ�Ȏాȴ సంȤ Ħాĸ� 
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: ǩట�Ūల (Ƿčసుś ), ǩట�Ūల (మండలం), వరంగȽ ǭల�ų  - 506 356 ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
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1. Ĩ�ల� మంİ� ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ȇదుŪȰ కĲ±ǖనų  ĥóరక¡ DDల¡ కట� śĲ�ర , ఇంతవరక¡ కĲ±ǖȴ 
ఇవŵలÌదు.  ĥారణ�ల¡ ఎంట�?  ఎపǕడ¦ ఇȎŠా ర ? 

DD ల¡ కట� śన ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ ȇదుŪȰ కĲ±ǖనųను ఇవŵడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�. 

2. SubstationలĐ (Chityala) ĴీడȻ మ�ĸÃŖ blades మంటల¡ వǩŖ ǷాĬైనȇ.  Ȉట� 
గ�ĸ�ంǩ ǵజ�మ�బ�Ȳ, కĸ�ంనగȻ, వరంగȽ ERC లĐ Ĩెపťటం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ఇంట వరక¡ 
సĸ�ĨేయలÌదు.  ĥారణం.  

ǩట�Ūల ĴీడȻ బÈ ų డųను మ�రŖడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�.   

3. వŪవȎాయ ȇదుŪȰ ǵరంతరం 7 గంటల¡ పగట� ప®ట ఇĺాŵȃ.  ఈ ĸాǳƔ కĸ²ంȫ వలų  
ǩట�Ūల మండల ĦĆǷాలప®Ȼ ĸ²Óత§ ȇదుŪȰ ఘ�తం వలų  మరణ�ంǩĲ�డ¦.  
ఇంతవరక¡ అతǵĥ� నషśపĸ�ȏరం ఇవŵలÌదు.  ఇల� ఎంతమంİ� ĸ²Óత§ల¡ చǵǷčĺాȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ 
ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡ 
వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯ 6 నుంĬ� 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ 
పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  
ఈ సంఘటన ఒక Ĳ±ల ĥ�Ƙతం జĸ�Ħ�నİ� ĥాǶ పంచĲ�మ� మĸ�య� FIR 

ĥాĳీల¡ ఇంట వరక¡ అందలÌదు. ఈ పĮ�Ɣ ల¡ సమĸ�ťĽÐ Š  ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� 
ĺ±ంటĲÂ మంǰర  Ĩేయబడ¦ను. 

4. AGL DTR లక¡ on/off switches ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ȃ. AGL DTR లక¡ AB ĽిŵచుŖల¡ ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయబడ¦చునŤȇ. 
5. Substation లĐĦాǵ DTR లక¡ Ħాǵ Ķ¸ÛనȻ వసుŠ వ­ల¡ ĸ²Óత§లÌ ĮెచుŖĥąĺాȃ ĨెĬ� Ƿčķన ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ȇĵ�Ħాలను ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ గ�ĸ� Šంǩ ĺాట�ĥ� 
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అంట�Ĳ�Ťర  మ� AE Ħార  Ǿ నుంĬ� వసుŠ వ­ల¡ ఎందుక¡ ఇవŵర ? మరమũత§Š ల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�చునŤİ�.  Ȏామ�నుల¡ సంసšķÊ 
సమక¥ర Ŗత§ంİ�. 

6. మండలంలĐǵ Ĩ�ల� ĦƘా మ�లలĐų  earth pits సĸ�Ħ œా  లÌక ఇళŴక¡ ȍాȡ వǩŖ bulbs 

fans కȃǷčత§నŤȇ, దయĨేĽి earth  సĸ� Ĩేయగలర . 
ఒĥóŐకŐ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ క¡ ĸ²ండ¦ GI లÌİ� CI ĳ¿ౖప­ల¡ ĺÂĽి బ·ంటĉĲ±ౖȫ ǷĝడȻ ఎȻŠ 
గ�ంతలలĐ ǵంĳి మంǩ ఎĸ� Šంȣ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
ǷాĬైన ఎȻŠ లను తǵǣ ĨేĽి మ�ర Ŗటక¡ చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

7. Ƿాత poles, cables Ȏšా నంలĐ ĥóతŠȇ మ�ĸాŖȃ. Aluminum cable ĮెĦ�Įే İ�ǵĥ� పటÎ ś  
(అతకĬ�ǵĥ�) cable ĸ²Óత§లÌ ĥóనుĥąŐĺాȃ అంట�Ĳ�Ťర . Ǿర  ఇవŵĸా? ĥారణం? 

ǷాĬైన ǷčȽŸ & ĥÃబ�ȽŸ Ȏšా నంలĐ ĥóతŠȇ మ�ర Ŗటక¡ సంȎšా  పరంĦా తĦ�న 
చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

8. Jookal మ�నూŤర  ĥాప­ ఆĴీసు వదŢ ఒక pole Ĩ�ల� వరక¡ వంĦ� ఉనŤİ�.   
గ�ĸ�ంǩ AE దృļి śĥ� Ǵసుక¡వǩŖన సĸ�ĨేయలÌదు.  దయĨేĽి İ�ǵǵ సĸ�ĨేĽి ȇదుŪȰ 
పƔమ�İ�ǵŤ ǵĺాĸ�ంచగలర . 

ఇట� ś  ǷčȽ ను 07.03.2015 ĸĆǯన సĸ� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ� అǵ గమǵంచ గలర . 

9. ALM లక¡ Ĳ±ల Ĳ±ల ǮĮ�ల¡ ఇవŵడం లÌదు. పǵ Ĩేķంచుక¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  ĺాళŴ 
Ǯవనం ఎల�? 

ALM లక¡ పƔǴ Ĳ±ల� 1వ Įేİ�ĲÂ ǮĮ�ల¡ ĺాĸ� ఖ�Į�లĐĥ� జమ 
Ĩేయబడ¦చునŤȇ. 

10. మ� AE Ħార  Ȏšా ǵకంĦా ఉండడం లÌదు.  ఉĲ�Ť పǵ Ĩేయడం లÌదు.  ǵĺాసం 
Hyderabad లĐ Job Chityala లĐ దయĨేĽి AE  మ�రŖంĬ�. 

 A.E Ħార  ǩట�ŪలలĐ # 3-102, గల ఎɂ. ĸాజÃశŵȻ ĸావ­ Ħాĸ� ఇంట�లĐ 
ĥ�ĸాķĥ� ఉంట� Ȏšా ǵకంĦా ĽÐవల¡ అంİ�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťడ¦. 

11. పƔǳ substationలĐ chain pull ఉంĬ�ȃ.  DTR İ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� ĸ²Óత§లక¡ ǵ ĥ�ĸాķ 
ĸĆǯక¡ 50 ర¤Ƿాయల¡ ఖర Ŗ అవ­త§నŤȇ. 

Chain pulley పƔǴ Ľ¿ǖȴ ఆĴీసులĐ ఉనŤİ�.  

 
  



 
పƔǳ Ľ¿ǖȴ ĥాĸాŪలయంలĐ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల ఆĸ�Řలను జÃŪషŜ త (seniority) పƔĥారం మంǰర  Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  పƔభ�తŵ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల కĲ±ǖనų  లǖŪంక¡ (target) 

అనుగ�ణంĦా మĸ�య� Ľ¿ǖȴ ĥాĸాŪలయంలĐ ఉనŤ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల జÃŪషŜ త (seniority) ఆı�రంĦా సĸ�ŵసును మంǰర  Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.   
 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 7 

గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  
DTR లǵŤట�ĥ� AB switch లను ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�. 

 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ  క¥ర సుĸÃందȻ ĸ²Ĭ� ŝ, మండల అధŪȜల¡, ĵ�రǴయ ĥ�Ȏాȴ 
సంȤ Ħాĸ� అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: ఏలÌట� ĸామయŪ పȃų (ĦƘా మం), ǩట�Ūల (Ƿčసుś ), ǩట�Ūల (మండలం), వరంగȽ ǭల�ų  - 506 356 ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 

 
కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. వŪవȎాయ�ǵĥ� ȇదుŪȰ 7 గంటల¡ day time లĐ ఇĺాŵȃ.  ȇదుŪȰ 
Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ ĳ¿ంĨ�ȃ. DTR లǵŤట�ĥ� on/off switch ల¡ ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ȃ.  
ȇదుŪȰ ľÁచుŖ తగ�œ ల మĸ�య� అı�క లĐడ¦ ǵĺారణక¡ ĥóతŠ  DTR లను 
ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ 
వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 
6 నుంĬ� 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక 
దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�చునŤİ�. 
DTR లǵŤట�ĥ� AB switch లను ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయడం జర గ�చునŤİ�.  12,000 ĥóతŠ  
AB ĽిŵచుŖలను అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంచబĬ�నİ�. 
ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ అı�క లĐడ¦ DTR లను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ అందుక¡ అదనప­ DTR ల¡ ఏĸాťట� 
Ĩేయడం జర గ�చునŤİ�.  ఈ ఆĸ�Ţక సంవతŸరంలĐ అı�క లĐడ¦ గల DTR లను 
గ�ĸ� Šంǩ 2,301 అı�క Ȏామరţƺం గల DTR లను ఏĸాťట� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  ఇĺÂ ĥాక 
అదనంĦా 7,452 నూతన DTR లను అమరŖడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

 
 
 



A - గ¢Ƙ ȵ : అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సంǘÃమ, రǖణ దృȍśా ƺ మనȇ Ĩేయ�నİ� ఏమనĦ ,ా Ĳ�రŠȻŤ పవȻ 
Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿబ�Ūషȴ కంĳ¿ǵ ȃǽట½ȭ పĸ�ı�లĐ ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల ĳ¿ంప­దల పƔǳǷాదనల Ĵ¿ౖ అǻǷƔా య 
ĽÐకరణ ǵǽతŠమ� వరంగȽ ǭల�ų  ĥÃందƔమ�లĐǵ ǭల�ų  పĸ�షȰ Įేİ� 12-03-2015 ĸĆǯన 
జర గ� ĥారŪకƘమమ�లĐ Ƿాలþœ నుట గ�ĸ�ంǩ అనుమǳంచగలర .  ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల ĳ¿ంప­దల 
Ĵ¿ౖ సŵయమ�Ħా అǻǷƔా యమ�ల¡, అభŪంతĸాలను Ǿ మ�ందు Įెల¡ప­ట గ�ĸ�ంǩ మనȇ 
ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 
 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı� లĐǵ అంశమ�. 

 
 
 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ ȌƘ Ȏామల ǳర పǳ, Ħాĸ�  
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: ĸÃĦôండ (మండలం), వరంగȽ (ǭల�ų ), ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. మ�క¡ గల వŪవȎాయ భ¢ǽలĐ గత 20 సంవతŸరమ�ల¡Ħా 5 ȇదుŪȰ సŠంĵ�ల¡, 
ఒకట� ట�Ɣ ȴɂ ǸారũȻ ఉనŤȇ.  ఇȇ ĸ²ండ¦ గ�ంటలక¡ ĳ¿ౖĦా భ¢ǽలĐ ఉĲ�Ťķ.   
 అట� ś  భ¢ǽలĐ ఎట�వంట� పంట ĺÂయడం లÌదు మĸ�య� ట�Ɣ ȴɂ ǸారũȻ 

మ�ĸ�Ŗన సమయంలĐ వచుŖ ĺాహనం వలన పంట నషśం జర గ�చునŤİ�. 
 మ�క¡ కల¡గ�త§నŤ ఈ నȍśా ǵĥ� పĸ�ȏరం ఎందుక¡ Ĩెȃųంచడం లÌదు?  

ఎవర  ĨేȃųȎŠా ĸĆ Įెల¡పగలర ?  ఎవĸ�ĥ� ĶÉమ� దరఖ�సుŠ  Ĩేయ�ȃ? 

 
చటśం పƔĥారం ȇదుŪȰ సŠంĵ�ల¡ మĸ�య� ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  Ȏšా ĳించబĬ�నȇ.   

2. ĦƘా మ�లలĐ ఏĸాťట� ĨేసుŠ నŤ ȇదుŪȰ İ�Ƿాలక¡ on/off  ఏ ȇధంĦా ఏĸాťట� 
Ĩేయ�లǵ ǵబంధన ఉనŤİో Įెల¡పగలర ?  పƔǳ Ȉı� İ�Ƿాǵĥ� ఒక on/off  ఏĸాťట� 
ĨేȎŠా ĸ ?ా  లÌక అǵŤట�ĥ� కȃĳి ఒక on/off ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�లǶ ǵబంధన ఉంİ�?  

ĥóǵŤ ĨĄటų  ĲÂను గమǵంĨ�ను 24 గంటల¡ Ȉı� İ�Ƿాల¡ ĺ±ల¡గ�త©ĲÂ  ఉĲ�Ťķ.  
ĺాట�ǵ ĲÂర Ħా on/off లÌక¡ంĬ� ఏĸాťట� ĨేĻార . 

 
Ȉı� İ�Ƿాలను ǵరŵľ�ంచు ĵ�దŪత Ȏšా ǵక సంసšలక¡ సంబంİ�ంǩనİ�. 

3. Ǿర  కĸ²ంȫ Ƿûదుప­ చరŪల ĥóరక¡ మండల ĥÃంİ�Ɣ లలĐ ఎట�వంట� పƔĨ�ĸాల¡ 
ĨేķసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర  ĺాట�ĥ� Ƿûదుప­ చరŪల ĥóరక¡ మండల ĥÃంİ�Ɣ లలĐ ఎట�వంట� 
పƔĨ�ĸాల¡ ĨేķసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర  ĺాట�ĥ� ఎంత ఖర Ŗ ĳ¿డ¦త§Ĳ�ŤĸĆ Įెల¡పగలర ? 

ȇǵȂగİ�ర   ȇదుŪȰ ǹల¡ų లĳ¿ౖ ȇదుŪȰ పĸ�రǖణ ǵĲ�İ�ల¡ 
మ�İ�Ɣంచడం.  సȷ-ĽÐ śషȴ కǽట� సభల¡, ĸ²Óత§ ĨైతనŪ య�తƔల¡, కర పĮ�Ɣ ల 
పంĳిణ� İ�ŵĸా Ƿûదుప­ చరŪలను పƔĨ�రం Ĩేయబడ¦త§నŤİ�. 
 
 
 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

4. వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­లక¡ ఒĥóకŐȎాĸ� half కĸ²ంȫ ĸావడం వలన Ȁట�ర  పంప­లక¡  
ĥాȃǷčవ­చునŤȇ.  İ�ǵ వలన పంట నషśం మĸ�య� ఆĸ�Ţక నషśం జర గ�త§నŤȇ?  

İ�ǵ పĸ�ȏరం ఎవర  ĨెȃųȎŠా ర ? 

వŪవȎాయ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ Ĳ�ణŪĶ¸Ûన ȇదుŪȰ అంİ�ంచుటక¡ ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ 
తగ� చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

5. ĸాǳƔ ప®ట కĸ²ంట� ఇవŵడం వలన ĸ²Óత§లక¡ Ĩ�ల� ఇబŧంİ� కల¡గ�చునŤİ�.  
ĥావ­న పగట� ప®ట మ�తƔĶÉ కĸ²ంట� ఇవŵగలర . 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ 
వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 
6 నుంĬ� 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక 
దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

6. వŪĥ� ŠగతంĦా మ�ట�ų డట�ǵĥ� ĥóంత సమయం ఇవŵగలరǵ ĥąర చుĲ�Ťమ�. ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ పĸ�ı�లĐǵ అంశం. 

 



Sl.N
o Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1 3 NON ADHERENCE TO MYT PRINCIPLES

As per the Regulation (1) 8 of the Andhra Pradesh Electricity 
Regulatory Commission (Terms and Conditions for 
Determination of Tariff for Wheeling and Retail Sale of Electricity) 
Regulation, 2005 (herein after referred to as the ‘Tariff 
Regulations’), the  term “Control Period” is defined as follows:

“Control Period” means a multi-year period fixed by the 
Commission from time to time, usually 5 years, for which 
the principles for determination of revenue requirement 
will be fixed, the first Control Period, however, being of the 
duration of 3 years”

Pursuant to the approval of the Tariff Regulations, the first control 
period for the block of financial years 2005-06 to 2007-08 and the 
second control period for the block of financial years 2009-10 to 
2013-14 have ended. 

The erstwhile Regulatory Commission, while passing the Tariff 
Order for FY 2009-10 had made the following observations at 
Paragraph No.2:

“2 The Andhra Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission 
(APERC or Commission), to determine the tariff for 
wheeling and retail sale of electricity u/s 62 of the 
Electricity Act 2003(Act), notified on 14.11.2005, the 

TSNPDCL has been following the MYT scheme 
for distribution business for the 2nd Control period 
i.e. 2009-10 to 2013-14 and also for 3rd control 
period as per clause-6 of the Regulation 4 of 
2005. The distribution Licensee could not file the 
ARR for retail supply business for the entire 
control period due to significant uncertainty 
prevalent on the availability of energy and the cost 
of power purchase for 3rd Control period. There 
was uncertainty in commissioning dates of the 
GENCO Stations, central generating stations, and 
other generating stations. 

Hon’ble State Commission by its order dated 
15.12.2014 has granted permission for the TS 
discoms to file ARR annually for the FY 2015-16 
in terms of its conduct of business regulations. 

It is pertinent to mention here that the Hon’ble 
APTEL in Appeal No.126 & 159 of 2012 filed by 
AP Ferro Alloys association  aginst the APERC 
tariff Order for FY 2012, upheld the decision of the 
Hon Commission vide its order dated 04th

September 2013 at para 17 of the order and the 
same is produced below: “Admittedly, as per the 
Regulations, the State Commission has powers to 
allow the filing of ARR/tariff proposal for retail 
supply business on annual basis and the State 
Commission has exercised its power after 
considering the reasons given by the Distribution 
Licensees and passed reasoned order granting 

P. Vydehi, Secretary (I/c), Federation of Telangana and AP chambers of Commerce and Industry, #11-6-841, Federation house, 
Redhills, Hyderabad,500004
Telanagana Textiles and Spinning Mills Association, Surya Towers, First Floor, Sardar Patel Road, Secunderabad-500003, Telangana 
State- Phone No.9849028556



APERC (Terms and Conditions for Determination of Tariff 
for Wheeling and Retail Sale of Electricity) Regulation, 
2005. (Regulation 4 of 2005). As per this Regulation 4 of 
2005, each distribution Licensee has to make the filings 
for determination of tariff for a) Wheeling (Wheeling Tariff 
henceforth) and b) Retail Sale of Electricity (Retail Supply 
Tariff henceforth) for Multi Year Tariff (MYT) Control 
Period of 5 years from 2009-10 to 2013-14(Control Period 
henceforth).”

Filings for Determination of Wheeling and Retail Supply 
Tariff

3. The Licensees submitted the Aggregate Revenue 
Requirement (ARR) of distribution and retail supply 
businesses for determination of the wheeling and retail 
supply tariffs, on 29.11.2008. The Licensees made filings 
for determination of wheeling tariff for the Control Period 
as envisaged in the Regulation 4 of 2005. The Licensees 
requested for permission to file retail supply tariff filings for 
one year, i.e. 2009-10(instead of five years) only, in view 
of certain policy uncertainties and pending tariff fixation for 
few generating stations, with which reasonable prediction 
cannot be made for five years. The Licensees’ request to 
file the retail supply tariff proposals for one year, 
i.e.FY2009-10 has been accepted and accordingly, the 
Licensees filed the application for determination of retail 
supply tariff for FY 2009-10.”

the permission which is perfectly legal”.



Subsequently, for the third control period, the Hon’ble 
Commission has again granted permission to the distribution 
licensees to file ARR and Tariff on single year basis.

It may be true that the Hon’ble Commission may have powers to 
relax any provision of the Tariff Regulations. However, the very 
purpose of introducing the Multi Year Tariff  Regulatory 
Framework is to bring certainty and predictability as stated in the 
Tariff Policy: 

“8.1 Implementation of Multi-Year Tariff (MYT) framework 

1) This would minimise risks for utilities and 
consumers, promote efficiency and appropriate 
reduction of system losses and attract investments and 
would also bring greater predictability to consumer 
tariffs on the whole by restricting tariff adjustments to 
known indicators on power purchase prices and inflation 
indices. The framework should be applied for both public 
and private utilities. (Emphasis Supplied)

Hence, the Petition is opposed to the Tariff Regulations and the 
Tariff Policy and is liable to be rejected, in limine. 

DANGER OF TRANSGRESSING MYT: If the MYT principles 
can be transgressed and overlooked in the case of the Petitioner, 
it sets a very wrong precedent, as every licensee also may seek 
revision of tariff within the prescribed control period. 



In fact, addressing such a situation, the Hon’ble APTEL passed a 
landmark judgement in the case of JAIPUR VIDYUT VITRAN 
NIGAM LTD. AND OTHERS VS. KALPATARU POWER 
TRANSMISSION LTD. AND OTHERS 2012 ELR (1238). The 
operative portion of the Judgement is reproduced herein for 
ready reference: 

“23. According to Ld. Counsel for the Appellants, the State 
Commission ought to have determined the tariff for the 
power plant of the Respondent no. 1. We are not able to 
accept this contention. Section 61 of the Act states that the 
Appropriate Commission, for determining the terms and 
conditions for determination of tariff, shall be guided inter-
alia, by multi-year tariff principles. The Tariff Policy also 
envisages that the MYT framework should feature a five 
year control period. Accordingly, the State Commission has 
specified the Tariff Regulations, 2009 for the MYT control 
period 2009-14 for regulatory certainty and clarity. The 
State Commission has already specified the generic tariff 
for the existing biomass plants for the MYT period 2009-14 
through its Regulations. Therefore, the State Commission 
cannot determine the project specific tariff for the existing 
power plant of the Respondent no. 1 in contravention to its 
Tariff Regulations.” 

Thus, transgressing MYT Principles would lead to opening up of 
a Pandora box for the other licensees and like stakeholders in 
the other sectors to reopen and revisit the concluded contracts. 



4 TRUING UP OF ARR FOR SECOND CONTROL PERIOD

The Objector submits that the second control period 
encompassing the FY 2009-10 to 2013-14 has ended. The 
erstwhile Regulatory Commission in the Tariff Order for FY 2013-
14 had stated that it “will take up true-up mechanism after the 
completion of the control period as envisaged in the relevant 
regulations”.

A truing up exercise should be held on a regular yearly basis as 
held in a catena of judgments of the Hon’ble APTEL including:

 OP No. 1 of 2011;
 Appeal No. 77, 78 & 79 of 2006 in the matter of NEESCO 

Vs OERC; and 
 Appeal No. 121 of 2010 dated 21st October, 2011.

In view of the above, the Objector submits that truing up has to 
be undertaken for all the years of the second control period as 
per the strict provisions of the Tariff Regulations and necessary 
adjustment may be passed along with the ARR and Tariff Order 
for FY 2015-16.

Based on the above submissions and in view of the stand taken 
by the erstwhile Regulatory Commission previously, the Objector 
prays to the Hon’ble Commission to true-up the ARR pertaining 
to retail –supply business for all the years of the second control 
period as per the strict provisions of the Tariff Regulations and 
necessary adjustment may be passed along with the ARR and 
Tariff Order for FY 2015-1

TSNPDCL has claimed the Gains/losses upto the 
Year 2012-13 as per the FRP. The retail true up of 
the FY 2013-14 also claimed in these filings.

As per the ameded regulation 4 of 2005, 
TSNPDCL has also claimed True up for the FY 
2014-15.



5 ORDER ON GENERATION TARIFFS IS STILL 
PENDING

Power Purchase Cost constitutes around 80% of the total ARR 
out of which cost of power from state owned sources constitutes 
around 45%. The Order on Generation tariffs for FY 2014-15 to 
2018-19, based on the Generation Tariff Regulations is yet to be 
passed by the Hon’ble Commission. The TSGENCO and 
APGENCO may be directly to file the petition for the FY 2014-19 
period in a time bound manner and the same may be finalised by 
the Hon’ble Commission expeditiously.

Till the time the generation tariffs are not finalised for TSGENCO 
and APGENCO stations:

 No escalation in variable costs should be allowed in the 
power purchase cost from such stations. 

 20% of the fixed charges should be disallowed due to 
reasons detailed in the succeeding paragraphs. 

The fixed costs for a power station in cost plus tariff models 
typically fall year on year in the initial years. This is because the 
return on capital employed (interest on long term loan) would fall 
year on year as long term loan gets repaid. After the loan is fully 
repaid, there is a marked drop in the fixed charges as the interest 
liability becomes nil and depreciation expense also falls. The 
depreciation rate is higher in the initial years to match the cash 
outflow required for loan repayments. After the loan is fully 
repaid, the depreciation rate falls such that balance depreciation 
is amortised over the balance useful life of the asset.

Keeping in view of the increase in cost of coal, 
increase in rail freight and diesel charges, 
TSNPDCL considered considered a 
conservative estimate of 2% escalation in the 
variable cost.

Issuing of Generation Tariff Order is not in the 
Purview of the Licensee



Subsequently, the tariff remains flat and there is a slight increase 
only on account of the increase in the O&M expenses due to 
escalation index. The typical fixed charges over the power 
project life cycle are depicted in the graph below:

Graph: Typical Annual Fixed Charges in a Cost Plus 
Model

Thus, the fixed charges have to decrease on a year to year 
basis. By not approving the Tariff Order for FY 2014-19 control 
period, the Commission has allowed the Generating Companies 
to charge higher fixed charges than they would be been entitled 
to.
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6 SHARING OF GAINS AND LOSSES ON VARIATIONS 
IN “CONTROLLABLE” ITEMS OF ARR 

Regulation 10.6 of the Tariff Regulations provides that “the 
Distribution Licensee in its annual filings during the Control 
Period shall present gains and losses for each controllable item 
of the Aggregate Revenue Requirement. A statement of gain and 
loss against each controllable item will be presented after 
adjusting for any variations on account of uncontrollable factors”.

It is submitted that the Licensee has not provided such statement 
which was required by the Tariff Regulations.

It is prayed that the Hon’ble Commission may direct the Licensee 
to submit such statement and opportunity may be provided to the 
Objector / consumers to provide comments on such submissions. 
Further it is submitted that the deviations should be approved 
and gains and losses should be shared with the consumers on a 
yearly basis.

The 10.7 of the Regulation 4 of 2005 reads as 
under “For the purpose of sharing gains and 
losses with the consumers, only aggregate gains 
or losses for the Control Period as a whole will be 
considered.  The Commission will review the 
gains and losses for each item of the ARR and 
make appropriate adjustments wherever required:
Provided that for the first Control Period, insofar 
as the gains  and losses from the Retail Supply 
Business of the Distribution Licensee are 
concerned, these will be shared with the 
consumers on yearly basis”

Accordingly, DISCOM has furnished the 
information related to deviation in the controllable 
items in the ARR for the second control period 
along with detailed reasons. 

7 COST TO SERVE METHODOLOGY

With regard to the cost of serve methodology, the Petitioner has 
proposed the following:

“The Hon’ble commission has been adopting Embedded 
Cost of Service method for determining the category wise 
CoS and Tariff. In determination of category wise Tariff for 
FY 2015-16, the licensee observed that Cost of Service of 
a category under existing Embedded CoS method and 
with ±20% is not commensurate with the proposed tariffs 
of certain categories. The licensee did not face this issue 
in the previous years as there were no major tariff 

Licensee has calculated CoS based on embedded 
CoS method only.

However, Hon’ble Commission was requested to 
adopt average cost of supply as per the NTP while 
fixation of tariffs for each category. As Clause 
8.3.2 of National Tariff Policy states that “For 
achieving the objective that the tariff progressively 
reflects the cost of supply of electricity, the SERC 
would notify roadmap within six months with a 
target that latest by the end of year 2010-2011 
tariffs are within ± 20 % of the average cost of 



revisions proposed by the Licensee.

Hence, for the year 2015-16, the licensee would like to 
propose tariff increase and humbly requests the Hon’ble 
Commission to adopt average cost of supply as per the 
NTP while fixation of tariffs for each category.

Clause 8.3.2 of National Tariff Policy states that “For 
achieving the objective that the tariff progressively reflects 
the cost of supply of electricity, the SERC would notify 
roadmap within six months with a target that latest by the 
end of year 2010-2011 tariffs are within ± 20 % of the 
average cost of supply. The road map would also have 
intermediate milestones, based on the approach of a 
gradual reduction in cross subsidy.”

Licensee has put all efforts while proposing tariffs to be 
within ± 20 % of the average cost of supply wherever it is 
possible.

In case, If the Hon’ble Commission determines the tariff 
based on Category wise CoS, then the licensee humbly 
requests the Hon’ble Commission not to determine the 
tariffs based on “CoS Plus or Minus 20%” limit as the 
clause 8.3.2 of National Tariff Policy (NTP) refers to 
average CoS not category wise CoS.”

From a plain analysis of the above proposal, the following 
express and implied prayers of the Petitioner can be deciphered: 

 Departure from the Embedded CoS method for calculating 
CoS of a category; 

 The tariff proposals made by the licensee is not 
commensurate with the “CoS ± 20% limit” which refers to 

supply. The road map would also have 
intermediate milestones, based on the approach 
of a gradual reduction in cross subsidy” 

Licensee has put all efforts while proposing tariffs 
to be within ± 20 % of the average cost of supply 
wherever it is possible.



the issue of cross-subsidy.

 Proposal to the Hon’ble Commission to determine the tariff 
based on average CoS and not category wise CoS.

The merits and admissibility of each of these implied and express 
prayers are dealt in detail in the succeeding paragraphs.

The erstwhile Regulatory Commission in its Tariff Order for FY 
2012-13 at Paragraph 81 had provided its observation on the 
Embedded CoS methodology for computing CoS. The same is 
reproduced below:

“The Licensees’ reference to average cost in support of 
raise in tariff is not acceptable. The Commission, in this 
Tariff Order, has computed the embedded cost following 
the traditional practice of the Commission which tallies 
with the suggestion of the objector. However, computing 
the cost of service for each consumer category separately 
based on embedded cost model is data intensive and 
such data is not readily available. However, the cost of 
service for major consumer categories in HT-I(A): 
(Industry General) and HT-II: (Others) have been 
computed for three voltages, (a) 11 kV, (b) 33 kV and (c) 
132 kV and above FY 2012-13.”

In view of the above observations of the erstwhile Regulatory 
Commission, it is prayed that the traditional approach of 
calculating CoS through embedded cost methodology may be 
continued, rather than permitting the Licensee of introducing a 
new methodology.



Following are the tests for deciding the tariff in compliance of the 
Electricity Act, 2003 Tariff Policy and Regulations of the 
Commission: 

 The Cost of service for each category of consumer will 
have to be worked out separately.

 The cross subsidy should be going down from year to 
year.

 Tariff need not be a mirror image of cost to supply to the 
respective consumer categories.

 Tariff for different categories of consumers are 
differentiated only according to the factors give in Section 
62(3).

 There should be no tariff shock to any category of 
consumer.

8 CROSS SUBSIDY

There is no mention of the definition of the term 'cross subsidy' 
anywhere in the Tariff Policy, National Electricity Policy or in the 
Electricity Act, 2003. Section 61(g) of the Electricity Act, 2003 
provides that the tariff should progressively reflect the cost of 
supply of electricity and cross subsidies should be reduced in the 
manner specified by State Commission. This shows that there is 
a mandate that tariff should progressively reflect actual cost of 
supply for each consumer category and not average cost of 
supply.

With regard to the comparison of CoS w.r.t. the 
Tariff, it is to inform that the tariff need not be the 
mirror image of actual cost of supply or 
voltage-wise cost of supply.

The Hon Tribunal in various appeals held as 
under “However, we are not suggesting that 
the tariffs should have been fixed as mirror 
image of actual cost of supply or voltage-
wise cost of supply or that the cross subsidy 
with respect to voltage-wise cost of supply 
should have been within ±20% of the cost of 
supply at the respective voltage of supply. 



Clause 8.3 of the Tariff Policy provides:

“8.3 Tariff Design: Linkage of tariffs to cost of service

It has been widely recognised that rational and economic 
pricing of electricity can be one of the major tools for 
energy conservation and sustainable use of ground water 
resources.

In terms of the Section 61 (g) of the Act, the Appropriate 
Commission shall be guided by the objective that the tariff 
progressively reflects the efficient and prudent cost of 
supply of electricity.

....

Accordingly, the following principles would be adopted:

1......

2. For achieving the objective that the tariff progressively 
reflects the cost of supply of electricity, the SERC would 
notify roadmap within six months with a target that latest 
by the end of year 2010-11, tariffs are within ±20% of the 
average cost of supply. The road map would also have 
intermediate milestones, based on the approach of a 
gradual reduction in cross subsidy.

For example, if the average cost of service is Rs. 3 per 
unit, at the end of the Year 2010-11, the tariff for the cross 
subsidised categories excluding those referred to in Para 
1 above should not be lower than Rs. 2.40 per unit and 
that for any of the cross-subsidising categories should not 
go beyond Rs. 3.60 per unit.” 

The legislature by amending Section 61(g) of the 
Electricity Act by Act 26 of 2007 by substituting 
‘eliminating cross subsidies’ has expressed its 
intent that cross subsidies may not be 
eliminated.



Thus, the Tariff Policy requires a State Commission to fix such 
tariffs, that it progressively reflects the cost of supply and to 
ensure that latest by the year 2010-11, the tariff for each 
category of consumers is within ±20% of the average cost of 
supply. Section 61 (g) of the Electricity Act, 2003 mandates the 
Commission to ensure, that the tariff progressively reflects the 
cost of supply and also reduces the cross subsidies. Thus, the 
Tariff Policy read with Section 61(g) of the Act, clearly provides 
that the State Commission is required to ensure that the cross 
subsidies are to be progressively reduced and to ensure that 
tariff for each category is within ±20% of the overall average cost 
of supply latest by the year 2010-11.

The Tariff Policy, thus, recognises the fact that one of the 
objectives is that the tariff should reflect the cost of supply and 
for achieving that objective, the State Commission should notify 
roadmap within six months with a target that latest by 2010-11 
tariff are within ± 20% of average cost of supply (overall average 
cost of supply). However, nowhere, the Tariff Policy suggests 
that the cross subsidy has to be calculated based on average 
cost of supply. On the other hand, it provides that the tariff 
progressively should reflect cost of supply.

Section 61(g) of the Act of 2003 envisages a gradual transition 
from the tariff loaded with cross subsidies to a tariff reflective of 
cost of supply to various class and categories of consumers. 
Section 61(g) of the Electricity Act 2003, requires the State 
Commission to specify the period within which cross subsidy 
would be reduced and eliminated so that the tariff progressively 
reflects the cost of supply of electricity. Thus, roadmap for 
reduction and elimination of cross subsidy has to be notified by 



the Hon’ble Commission.

It can be seen from the above tables, that the Licensee has 
markedly deviated from the claim of trying to design tariff within 
the ±20% range of the average cost of supply. The non domestic 
(commercial) and HT industrial tariffs are significantly over 120% 
of the average cost of supply. As per the provisions of the 
Electricity Act and Tariff Policy, the subsidising consumers such 
as industrial consumers cannot be penalised, for making good 
the cost, to be recovered from the subsidised category beyond 
the permissible ±20% of the average cost of supply. Any benefit 
which the Licensee wants to confer to the subsidised category 
beyond the maximum of ±20% can and should be recovered 
through Government subsidy and cannot in any way be loaded to 
the subsidising consumers.

In a catena of judgments (discussed in foregoing paragraphs), 
the Hon’ble APTEL has held that eventually, the State 
Commission shall gradually move from the principle of average 
cost of supply towards cost of supply for each consumer 
category. The Objector states that the incidence of cross subsidy 
is even higher when category wise cost of service is considered. 

In view of the above, the Objector states that the tariff hike for 
industrial consumers is invalid in law and fails the mandate of the 
Electricity Act and Tariff Policy.



9 STATE GOVERNMENT SUBSIDY 

the total subsidy commitment by the State Government for un-
divided State in FY 2013-14 was Rs. 6,320.81 crore ( Rs. 
5,490.81 crore + Rs. 830 crore) towards providing electricity 
at subsidised rates at the approved consumption levels in 
the Tariff Order.

The actual sales for FY 2013-14 towards subsidised categories 
filed by the Licensee demonstrate that the actual consumption of 
the subsidised categories is much higher than the levels 
approved in the Tariff Order for FY 2013-14 basis which, the 
subsidy levels had been approved

This requires for re-adjustment of the subsidy level from the 
State Govt. such that the cost of supplying subsidised power to 
select categories is not borne by the other consumers in terms of 
true up of the revenue gap of FY 2013-14, 2014-15 and in the 
ARR of FY 2015-16

The Hon’ble Commission in the FY 2013-14 Tariff Order had 
determined the cost of service of LT-1 and LT-5 categories 
based on the embedded cost of service model. Considering the 
approved cost of service of the subsidised categories and the 
actual sales in FY 2013-14, the adjusted revised subsidy 
requirement has been worked out in the table below:

Similarly, the adjusted revised subsidy requirement has been 
worked out for FY 2014-15 by considering the approved cost of 
service of the subsidised categories, revised estimated sales in 
FY 2014-15 and projected revenue realisation. 

Licensees are obligated to provide supply to all 
categories of consumers, including subsidised 
consumers.  

As per the National Tariff Policy, the tariffs to the 
consumers are to be fixed at +/- 20% of COS. 
Hence it is deemed that the consumers whose 
tariffs are fixed over and above COS will cross 
subsidise the consumers whose tariffs are below 
COS to ensure revenue neutrality.

The tariff to the subsidised categories is fixed 
after considering the Cross subsidy portion of the 
subsidizing consumers and the subsidy portion 
extended by the state government. 

It is pertinent to mention here that there will be 
always change in sales mix in almost all the 
categories and thus there will be always changing 
in revenue. In view of this the discom is claiming 

Any other revenue deficit after adjusting cross 
subsidy will be met through Government Subsidy.



Similarly, the subsidy requirement for FY 2015-16 has been 
worked out considering the projected sales for FY 2015-16, 
revenue realisation and cost to serve computed by the Licensee 
in the subject petitions.

Table: Subsidy Requirement in FY 2015-16 based on 
Projected Sales for TSNPDCL

Consumer 
Categories

Energy 
Sales 

App
rov
ed 
CoS

Cost to 
Serve

Estima
ted 
Reven
ue 
Asses
sment

Subsidy 
Require
ment

MU
Rs/
kW
h

Rs 
Crore

Rs 
Crore

Rs 
Crore

A B
C = A x 
B / 10

D
E = C -
D

LT- I(A) 
Domestic -  
upto 50 
units/month

571.24 6.73 384.44 145.82 238.62

LT- I(B) 
Domestic -
>50 and upto 
100 
units/month

809.21 6.73 544.60 172.80 371.80

LT- I(C) 
Domestic-

705.40 6.73 474.73 222.02 252.71



above 100 &
upto 200 
units/month

LT-V 4715.21 4.87 2296.31 37.43 2258.88

Total 6801.06 3700.08 578.07 3122.01

Thus, the total subsidy requirement from State Govt. towards 
supply to select sub-categories of LT-1 and LT-V is to the tune of 
apprx Rs. 4511.19 crore for TSNPDCL as depicted in the table 
below:

Table: Additional Subsidy Requirement from State 
Government for TSNPDCL 

(Figures in Rs Crore)

Particulars
FY 
2013-14

FY 
2014-15

FY 
2015-16

Subsidy Requirement of LT-1 802.30 863.14 1026.46
Subsidy Requirement of LT-V 2088.11 2258.88 3167.86
Total Subsidy Requirement 2890.41 3122.01 4194.32
Less: Subsidy from State 
Govt.

2555.28 3140.27 -

Additional Subsidy 
Requirement from State 
Govt. 335.13 -18.26 4194.32
Total Additional Subsidy 
Requirement from State 
Govt. 

4511.19



This ratio applies to all the previous years under the second 
control period i.e., from FY 2009-10 to 2012-13. It is urged that 
the Hon’ble Commission may determine the additional subsidy 
requirement from State Govt. for supply of electricity to 
subsidised categories based on actual consumption of 
subsidised categories for all the years covered under the Tariff 
Regulations.

Similar principle has been adopted by the Hon’ble Uttar Pradesh 
Electricity Regulatory Commission (UPERC) in its Order dated 
21st May, 2013 in Petition No. 809 of 2012 while truing up the 
ARR for FY 2007-08 in respect of the distribution licensees of 
Uttar Pradesh namely Dakshinanchal Vidyut Vitran Nigam 
Limited, Madhyanchal Vidyut Vitran Nigam Limited, 
Paschimanchal Vidyut Vitran Nigam Limited and Purvanchal 
Vidyut Vitran Nigam Limited. 

In such Order, the Hon’ble UPERC had computed the actual 
subsidy requirement considering the actual sales of the 
subsidised categories namely LMV-1 (a): Consumer getting 
supply as per "Rural Schedule" and LMV-5: Private Tube wells 
(PTW) in FY 2007-08. The Hon’ble UPERC had computed the 
revised subsidy requirement at Rs. 2,940.83 crores based on 
actual consumption of subsidised categories. Out of the above, 
the revenue subsidy provided by Govt. of Uttar Pradesh was only 
Rs. 1,854.72 crores. Thus the balance subsidy of Rs. 1,086.11 
crores was applied as a reduction from the ARR being trued up, 
thus, insulating the other subsiding consumers. The distribution 
licensees were directed to realise such sums from the State 
Government which is understood to have started paying the 
shortfall to the Discoms based on the decision of the Hon’ble 
UPERC.



It is the consistent practice of the Hon’ble UPERC to approve 
additional subsidy requirement based on actual consumption of 
subsidised categories. Similar treatment was provided by the 
Hon’ble UPERC in the truing up orders of state owned licensees 
for FY 2008-09 to 2011-12 in its order dated 1st October, 2014. 
The extracts of the relevant pages are provided for the perusal of 
this Hon’ble Commission as per ‘Annexure-1A’.

Attention is furthermore invited to erstwhile Regulatory 
Commission’s Tariff Order for 2004-05, which states that the 
Commission approved the revenue and sales to agricultural 
consumers and then approves the subsidy and does not 
allow for any further increased sales to this category of 
consumers.

Erstwhile Regulatory Commission’s subsidy administration 
mechanism for agricultural consumers: 2004-05 Tariff order

‘The GOAP obligation towards subsidy payments to 
DISCOMs is limited to the quantities mentioned in this 
order. If the DISCOMs exceed tariff order quantities 
and thus the subsidy requirement, the Commission 
will not entertain any request for additional quantities 
of energy to subsidized categories unless the 
permission of the GoAP is taken for additional 
subsidy if the excess consumption relates to 
agriculture. In other categories, if there is excess 
consumption, no additional subsidy will be recommended 
by the Commission to GoAP.”

Keeping in view the above submissions, figures and the relevant 
observations of the Appellate Tribunal and other Regulatory 
Commissions, it is very clear that for any additional sale to 
the subsidised consumers the government has to release 



additional subsidy. The Hon’ble Commission itself has 
stated this in its orders but failed to implement it by seeking 
additional subsidy. The Objector strongly urges the Hon’ble 
Commission to direct the State Government to release the 
additional subsidy required by the Licensee for sale of additional 
power to agriculture consumers and other subsidised categories 
during the previous control periods.

Here, it is also pertinent to mention that this matter had been 
raised before the erstwhile Regulatory Commission in the 
Statement of Objects filed by an Objector against the ARR and 
Tariff Petitions for FY 2013-14. However the erstwhile Regulatory 
Commission & the Licensee had dealt this matter in a broad 
brush manner without suitably addressing the concern and 
without going into the core of the issue.

The relevant extracts of the FY 2013-14 Tariff Order are 
reproduced below:

“199. Objections/Suggestions regarding Adjustment 
of Subsidy: M/s Ferro Alloys Producers’ Association &
others have stated that, no adjustment for higher subsidy 
from GoAP for higher agriculture sales has been 
envisaged in the past orders or current ARR and Tariff 
Petition for FY 2012-13. The subsidy provision by GoAP 
should be considering the actual consumption of all 
subsidising categories rather than the approved 
consumption levels.

Licensee’s Response: The Licensee has been 
requesting the Hon’ble Commission for the last two years 
to consider the truing up of actual agriculture sales and 
distribution Losses. The Discom has also filed during the 
year 2013-14, that the actual agricultural sales have been 



much higher than the approved sales and the additional 
power requirement due to higher losses and additional 
agricultural sales will have to be purchased at a marginal 
cost of Rs. 10.00/Unit or as applicable by the licensee. 
The above cost is not been considered/ captured while 
determining the FSA due to non inclusion of cost in 
formula as per the existing regulation. Similarly, 
Regulation 4 of 2005 does not cover the mechanism to 
recover additional cost incurred by the Licensee. By not 
recognizing this huge cost by the Hon’ble Commission, 
Licensees are losing around 10 times of their current 
Return of Equity. In light of the above, Licensee requested 
the Hon’ble Commission to devise an appropriate 
mechanism to recover the additional cost either through 
FSA or true-up mechanism.

Commission’s View: The Licensees are expected to 
strictly adhere to the tariff order quantities to avoid 
revenue loss due to sales beyond approved quantities 
for agriculture.”

(Emphasis supplied)

The erstwhile Regulatory Commission while dealing with this 
issue perhaps misunderstood the objections of the Objector. 
While the Objector had specifically requested for re-statement of 
subsidy levels based on actual consumption of subsidised 
categories, the Hon’ble Commission did not deliberate on this 
specific issue raised by the Objector.

The Full Cost Recovery Tariffs do not mean that the tariffs from 
subsidising categories be fixed first and then subsidy be 
juxtaposed thereon. Rather, the tariffs be fixed for all consumer 
categories at cost of service levels or at ±20% of CoS levels. 



Thereupon the subsidised tariffs should be worked upon after 
considering the available subsidy levels from the State 
Government.

Thus, in order to summarise:

 The Hon’ble Commission should re-adjust the level of subsidy 
from State Govt. based on actual consumption levels such 
that the cost of supplying subsidised power to select 
consumer categories is not borne by the subsidising 
consumers in terms of the true up of the revenue gap of FY 
2013-14 and FY 2014-15. 

 The additional subsidy requirement from the State Govt. 
towards subsidised power supply to select sub-categories of 
LT-1 and LT-V is to the tune of apprx Rs. 335.13 crore in FY 
2013-14 and Rs. 4194.32 crore in FY 2015-16 in respect of 
TSNPDCL.

 This ratio applies to all the previous years under the second 
control period i.e., from FY 2009-10 to 2012-13. It is urged 
that the Hon’ble Commission determine the additional subsidy 
requirement from State Govt. for supply of electricity to 
subsidised categories based on actual consumption of 
subsidised categories for all the years covered under the 
Tariff Regulations.

 There is precedence of this treatment in terms of the UPERC 
Order dated 21st May, 2013 and 1st October 2014 reference of 
which has been provided by the Objector.

 Full Cost Recovery Tariffs do not mean that the tariffs from 
subsidising categories be fixed first and then subsidy be 
juxtaposed thereon. Rather, the tariffs be fixed for all 
consumer categories at cost of service levels or at ±20% of 
CoS levels. Thereupon, the subsidised tariffs should be 



worked upon after considering the available subsidy levels 
from the State Government.

10 TIME OF DAY (TOD) TARIFFS – REBATE FOR OFF-
PEAK PERIODS

The Time of Day tariff (ToD) is a widely accepted Demand side 
Management (DSM) measure for energy conservation by price. 
The ToD tariff encourages the distribution licensees to move 
towards separation of peak and off-peak tariffs which would help 
in reducing consumption as well as costly power purchase at the 
peak time.

The ToD tariffs are set in such a way, that it inherently provides 
incentives and disincentives for the use of electricity in different 
time periods. The underlying objective of implementing ToD 
tariffs is to flatten the load curve over a period of a day resulting 
in a reduction in the peaking power requirement and also to 
enhance power requirement during off peak period.

However, the ToD tariff should be a tool only to effectively 
undertake the DSM measure and flatten the load curve but not 
as a source of additional revenue. Typically, the ToD tariffs 
framed by other states in the country provide for a surcharge 
payable for peak hour consumption and a rebate for consumption 
during off-peak periods. Moreover, the ToD tariffs are generally 
imposed on industrial consumers, as it is perceived that such 
consumers operate in shifts and can adjust their demand based 
on a ToD tariff which provides for surcharge during peak periods 
and rebates for consumption during off-peak periods. Thus, 
surcharge act as a deterrent for consumption during peak 
periods and rebates offer incentive to shift demand to off-peak 
periods. The idea is to encourage the shift of demand from peak 

ToD tariff is mainly to reduce the overall peak 
demand in the system and also ensure a certain 
amount of Grid Discipline.

Short term power purchase price varies 
significantly depending on the time of the day, 
season, etc. keeping in view of the above 
Distribution Licensee has proposed to continue 
ToD tariff  to recover partial additional charges 
over and above the tariff applicable to meet the 
expensive power.



to off-peak periods so as to flatten the load curve and optimise 
the power purchase cost. 

The erstwhile Regulatory Commission had introduced ToD tariff 
from 1st August, 2010. However, the Hon’ble Commission has 
only approved an additional surcharge of Rs. 1.00 per unit during 
the peak hours and has not provided any rebate for consumption 
of power during off-peak hours. As per section 62(3) of the 
Electricity Act 2003, the tariff should reflect cost and have to be 
based on cost causation principles. 

The Objector submits that the ToD tariff approved by 
Hon’ble Commission not only is in contrast to the 
applicable scheme in other states but is also counter-
productive to demand side management as it offers no 
incentive to consumers to shift their demand to off-peak 
periods

S.
N
o

Name of 
Utility & 
Time Period

Effe
ctiv
e 
date
s

Consumer Category & TOD 
Charges applicable

1
Andhra 
Pradesh

w
.e

.f
. 

0
1

.0
4

.2
0

1
3

HT Consumer (HT -I (A), HT -II 
& HT -III)

1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs

Voltage Supply -11kv, 33kv, 
132kv & above
100 Paise/kVAh In addition to 
the normal energy charges at 
respective voltages

2 Assam

w
.e

.f
. 

0
1

.1
2

.2
0

1
3

HT-
V(B)

HT-V(c 
) -
Option
1

HT-VI 
Tea, 
Coffee 
& 

HT
-
VII 
Oil 



Rubber & 
Co
al

0600 Hrs -
1700 Hrs 
(normal)

515 
Paise/
KWh

410 
Paise/
KWh

565 
Paise/K
Wh

58
0 
Pa
ise
/K
W
h

1700 Hrs-
2200 Hrs 
(peak)

740 
Paise/
KWh

555 
Paise/
KWh

745 
Paise/K
Wh

75
5 
Pa
ise
/K
W
h

2200 Hrs -
0600 Hrs 
(night)

450 
Paise/
KWh

360 
Paise/
KWh

545 
Paise/K
Wh

56
5 
Pa
ise
/K
W
h

3 Bihar

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
13

All HT Consumers
Normal 
period (0500 
Hrs - 1700 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
Peak load 
period (1700 
Hrs -2300 

120% of normal rate of energy 
charges



Hrs)
Off-peak load 
period (2300 
Hrs -0500 
Hrs)

85% of Normal rate of energy 
charges

4 Chandigarh

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
13

HT/EHT Consumers (Optional)
Normal 
period (0600 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
Peak load 
period (1800 
Hrs -2200 
Hrs)

120% of normal rate of energy 
charges

Off-peak load 
period (2200 
Hrs -0600 
Hrs)

90% of Normal rate of energy 
charges

5
Chhattisgar
h

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

8
.2

0
13

For Consumer EHV-2, EHV-3, 
EHV-4, HV-1, HV-2, HV-3 and 
HV-10

Normal 
period (0500 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
Peak load 
period 
(1800 Hrs -
2300 Hrs)

130% of normal rate of energy 
charges

Off-peak load 
period (2300 

85% of Normal rate of energy 
charges



Hrs -0500 
Hrs)

6

Delhi 
(BYPL,BRPL
,NDPL-
TPDDL & 
NDMC)

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

8
.2

0
13

All consumers (Other than 
domestic) sanctioned load is 
100 KW/108 KVA & Above

April-
September 
(peak hours) 
1500 Hrs -
2400 Hrs

15% surcharge on energy 
charges

Oct-March 
(Peak hours) 
1700 Hrs -
2300 Hrs

10% surcharge on energy 
charges

April-
September 
(Off-peak 
hours) 0000 
Hrs -0600 
Hrs

15% Rebate on energy charges

October-
March (Off-
peak hours) 
2300 Hrs -
0600 Hrs

15% Rebate on energy charges

7 Goa

w
.e

.f
. 

0
1

.0
4

.2
0

1
3

HT/EHT Consumers (Optional)
Normal 
period (0600 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 120% of normal rate of energy 



Peak load 
period 
(1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs)

charges

Off-peak load 
period (2200 
Hrs -0600 
Hrs)

90% of Normal rate of energy 
charges

8 Jharkhand

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

8
.2

0
12

All HT Consumers
Morning 
peak hours 
(0600 Hrs -
1000 Hrs)

120% of normal rate of energy 
charges

Evening 
peak hours 
(1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs)

120% of normal rate of energy 
charges

Off-peak 
period (2200 
Hrs - 0600 
Hrs)

85% of normal rate of energy 
charges

9 Karnataka

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

5
.2

0
13

LT-5(a) & (b) 
Industrial 
heating & 
motive power 
(optional)

HT-1 and 
HT-2 (a), (b), 
(c )

2200 Hrs -
0600 Hrs 

(-) 125 Paise 
/KWh

(-) 125 Paise 
/KWh

0600 Hrs -
1800 Hrs

NIL NIL

1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs

(+) 100 
Paise/KWh

(+) 100 
Paise/KWh

10 Kerala 0 1 . EHT, HT and LT LT-I(.500 



Industrial 
Consumer 
(Load above 20 
KW)

Units/month
s)

Normal 
period (0600 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

100% Ruling rate 
of energy 
charges

100% Ruling 
rate of 
energy 
charges

Evening 
peak (1800 
Hrs -2200 
Hrs)

150% Ruling rate 
of energy 
charges

120% Ruling 
rate of 
energy 
charges

Off-peak 
period (2200 
Hrs - 0600 
Hrs)

75% Ruling rate 
of energy 
charges

90% Ruling 
rate of 
energy 
charges

11
Madhya 
Pradesh

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
13

For Coal Mines, Industrial , 
Seasonal, Irrigation, PWW 
consumers

Normal 
period (0600 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
Peak load 
period 
(1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs)

15% of normal rate of energy 
charge as surcharge

Off-peak load 
period (2200 
Hrs -0600 
Hrs)

7.5% of normal rate of energy 
charge as surcharge



12 Maharashtra

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

8
.2

0
12

LT-V(B), LTX(B) & ©, LT-V(A) & 
LT-x(A) optional, HT-I, HT-II 
(B), HT IV & HT -IX (above 
base tariff)

0600 Hrs -
0900 Hrs & 
1200 Hrs -
1800 Hrs

NIL

0900 Hrs -
1200 Hrs

(+) 80 Paise/KWh

1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs

(+) 110 Paise/KWh

2200 Hrs -
0600  Hrs

(-) 100 Paise/KWh

13

Maharashtra 
-Mumbai 
(B.E.S.T, 
TATA Power 
Co. & 
Reliance 
Energy)

B
.E

.S
.T

. 
&

 
R

el
ia

n
ce

 
E

n
e

rg
y

 
w

.e
.f

. 
0

1
.0

9
.2

0
1

3
 

T
a

ta
 

P
o

w
e

r 
C

o
. 

w
.e

.f
. 

0
1

.0
7

.2
0

1
3

LT & HT Industrial, Commercial, 
Public Services (Over & above 
base tariff)

0600 Hrs -
0900 Hrs

NIL

0900 Hrs -
1200 Hrs

(+) 50 Paise /KWh

1200 Hrs -
1800 Hrs

Nil

1800 Hrs -
2200 Hrs

(+) 100 Paise /KWh

2200 Hrs -
0600  Hrs

(-) 75 Paise/KWh



14 Puducherry

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
13

HT/EHT Consumers (Optional)

Normal 
period (0600 
Hrs - 1800 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
peak load 
period (1800 
Hrs - 2200 
Hrs)

120% of normal rate of energy 
charge 

Off-peak load 
period (2200 
Hrs -0600 
Hrs)

90% of normal rate of energy 
charge 

15 Tripura

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
13

Industrial. Tea/Coffee/Rubber, 
Bulk supply , Water Works & 
Irrigation consumers

Normal 
period (0500 
Hrs - 1700 
Hrs)

Normal rate of energy charges

Evening 
Peak load 
period (1700 
Hrs -2300 
Hrs)

140% of normal rate of energy 
charge 

Off-peak load 
period (2300 
Hrs -0500 
Hrs)

60% of normal rate of energy 
charge 



16 Uttarakhand

w
.e

.f
. 0

1
.0

5
.2

0
13

LT & HT Industrial
Season Time 
of day

Norma
l Hrs

Peak 
Hrs

Off Peak Hrs

Winters 1st 
October -
31st March

09:30-
17:30 
Hrs

06:00-
09:30 
& 
17:30 -
22:00 
Hrs

22:00-06:00 
Hrs

Summers 1st 
April - 30th 
September

07:00-
18:00H
rs

18:00 -
23:00 
Hrs

23:00-07:00 
Hrs

For LT 
Industry -
Energy 
Charges

340 
Paise/
KVAh

5100 
Paise/
KVAh

306 
Paise/KVAh

For HT 
Industry -
Energy 
Charges

Load Factor 
upto 33%

305 
Paise/k
VAh

540 
Paise/k
VAh

275 
Paise/kVAh

Load Factor 
above 33% 
and upto 
50%

330 
Paise/k
VAh

540 
Paise/k
VAh

297 
Paise/kVAh

Load Factor 
above 50% 360 

Paise/k
VAH

540 
Paise/k
VAh

324 
Paise/kVAH



17
Uttar 
Pradesh

w
.e

.f
. 1

0
.0

6
.2

0
13

Small & Medium Power and 
Large & Heavy Power

2200 Hrs -
0600 Hrs

92.5% of Normal rate of energy 
charge

0600 Hrs 
1700- Hrs

Normal rate of energy charges

1700 Hrs -
2200 Hrs

115% of Normal rate of energy 
charge

18 West Bengal

A
p

p
li

c
a

b
le

 T
a

ri
ff

 S
c

h
e

m
e

 w
.e

.f
 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
1

3

Low and medium Voltage 
Consumers

Season Time 
of day

06:00-
17:00 
Hrs

17:00 
Hrs-
23:00 
Hrs

23:00 Hrs -
06:00 Hrs

i) Irrigation 
pumping for 
agriculture 
(Metered

354 
Paise/k
Wh

729 
Paise/k
Wh

212 
Paise/kWh

High & Extra High Voltage 
Consumers

i) Industries
(220 KV)

534 
Paise/k
Wh

747 
Paise/k
Wh

353 
Paise/kWh

ii) Industries 
(400 KV)

514 
Paise/k
Wh

719 
Paise/k
Wh

340 
Paise/kWh

iii) 
Community 
Irrigation 
Irrigation

560 
Paise/k
Wh

885 
Paise/k
Wh

279 
Paise/kWh

iv) 
Commercial 
Plantation

605 
Paise/k
Wh

847 
Paise/k
Wh

400 
Paise/kWh



19
West Bengal 
- Durgapur 
Projects Ltd

A
p

p
li

c
a

b
le

 T
a

ri
ff

 S
c

h
e

m
e

 w
.e

.f
 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
1

3

Low and medium Voltage 
Consumers

Season Time 
of day

06:00-
17:00 
Hrs

17:00 
Hrs-
23:00 
Hrs

23:00 Hrs -
06:00 Hrs

Irrigation 
pumping for 
agriculture
(Metered)

303 
Paise/k
Wh

606 
Paise/k
Wh

167 
Paise/kWh

i) Industries 
(33KV)

High & Extra High Voltage 
Consumers

Summer
428 
Paise/k
Wh

565 
Paise/k
Wh

321 
Paise/kWh

Monsoon
426 
Paise/k
Wh

562 
Paise/k
Wh

320 
Paise/kWh

Winter
424 
Paise/k
Wh

560 
Paise/k
Wh

318 
Paise/kWh

ii) Industries 
(132KV)

Summer
417 
Paise/k
Wh

550 
Paise/k
Wh

313 
Paise/kWh

Monsoon
415 
Paise/k
Wh

548 
Paise/k
Wh

311 
Paise/kWh

Winter
413 
Paise/k
Wh

545 
Paise/k
Wh

310 
Paise/kWh



iii) 
Community 
Irrigation 
/Irrigation

Summer
424 
Paise/k
Wh

763 
Paise/k
Wh

280 
Paise/kWh

Monsoon
422 
Paise/k
Wh

760 
Paise/k
Wh

279 
Paise/kWh

Winter
420 
Paise/k
Wh

756 
Paise/k
Wh

277 
Paise/kWh

20
West Bengal 
-DPSC Ltd.

A
p

p
li

c
a

b
le

 T
a

ri
ff

 S
c

h
e

m
e

 w
.e

.f
 0

1
.0

4
.2

0
1

3

Low and medium Voltage 
Consumers

Season Time 
of day

06:00-
17:00 
Hrs

17:00 -
23:00 
Hrs

23:00 Hrs -
06:00 Hrs

Irrigation 
269 
Paise/k
Wh

649 
Paise/k
Wh

178 
Paise/kWh

i) Industries 
(33KV & 
above)

High & Extra High Voltage 
Consumers

Summer
495 
Paise/k
Wh

692 
Paise/k
Wh

326 
Paise/kWh

Monsoon
491 
Paise/k
Wh

688 
Paise/k
Wh

324 
Paise/kWh

Winter
487 
Paise/k
Wh

683 
Paise/k
Wh

321 
Paise/kWh



ii) 
Community 
Irrigation 
/Irrigation

Summer
365 
Paise/k
Wh

729 
Paise/k
Wh

219 
Paise/kWh

Monsoon
361 
Paise/k
Wh

721 
Paise/k
Wh

217 
Paise/kWh

Winter
357 
Paise/k
Wh

713 
Paise/k
Wh

215 
Paise/kWh

The table above demonstrates, that the ToD tariffs applicable in 
other states offer not only surcharge for peak period consumption 
but also rebate / incentive for off-peak period consumption. 

In view of the above, the Objector urges that the Hon’ble 
Commission should modify the ToD structure and provide for a 
commensurate rebate of around 15% of the energy charges for 
consumption in the off-peak period.

11 REBATE FOR TIMELY PAYMENT OF BILLS

The Objector submits that a nominal rebate should be provided 
to the consumers for timely and prompt payment which can 
improve the collection efficiency and the cash flows of the 
Licensee. While the provision for delayed payment surcharge is 
provided in the Tariff Orders, the honest consumers should also 
be rewarded for timely payment of bills. The provision for rebate 
on timely payment of bills has been provided in the rate schedule 

It is not in the purview of the Licensee



of many States as depicted in the table below:

Table: Provision for Rebate on Timely Payment of Bills in 
Other States

S No. State
Rebate 
Provision

1 Karnataka 0.25%

2
Madhya 
Pradesh

0.25%

3 Maharashtra 1.00%

4 Orissa 1%

5 Uttar Pradesh 0.25%

It is urged that the Hon'ble Commission may approve a Provision 
for Prompt Payment of Energy Bills which would benefit both the 
Licensee in terms of improving the cash flows and also rewards 
the consumers who pays the bills on time i.e., before due date.

12 LOAD FACTOR REBATE 

Clause 7.4.d of the APERC (Terms and Conditions for 
Determination of Tariff for Wheeling and Retail Sale of Electricity) 
Regulations, 2005 provide that a Filing for Proposed Tariff shall 
contain:

“Expected Revenue from the proposed Retail Sale Tariffs, Non-
Tariff Income and income from Other Business(es) and other 
matters considered appropriate by the Distribution Licensee, 
including incentive schemes to consumes, voltage surcharge and 
power factor surcharge.” 

The Hon Commission has discontinued the load 
factor incentive scheme w.e.f. 1st august 2010 in 
view of the power shortages that led to restrictions 
and control  measures. The order of the 
commissions given in the Tariff Order 2010-11 is 
reproduced below:

HT Load Factor Incentive Scheme

217. At present, the HT-I(A) Industrial Consumers 
are provided with a load factor incentive scheme 
in which a concession/rebate on energy charges 



In terms of the aforementioned clause, the erstwhile Regulatory 
Commission had earlier approved load factor rebate which was 
applicable up to 31st July, 2010, subsequent to which it was 
discontinued. The load factor rebate scheme applicable earlier in 
un-divided Andhra Pradesh for HT industries is depicted below:

Table: Load Factor Rebate Framework for HT Industries up 
to 31st July, 2010

LF Range Incentive on 
Energy Charges

LF < = 30% NIL

30% <LF < 
=50%

5%

50% <LF < 
=60%

10%

60% <LF < 
=70%

15%

LF > 70% 20%

The Objector submits that high Load Factor denotes that the 
system is best utilised and will benefit the system in terms of load 
management, reduction of losses, etc on account of high load 
factor. The provision for incentive scheme such as load factor 
rebate is mandated by Clause 7.4 of the Tariff Regulations and 
similar incentive schemes are applicable in various other states 
such as Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and West Bengal.

is given if the load factor is above certain 
threshold levels. This scheme has been in 
operation for the past several years with 
modifications from time to time as approved by the 
Commission. The scheme was originally intended 
to encourage and stabilize demand and was 
intended to ensure fuller utilisation of surplus 
power generation capacity available at that time.

218. The surplus power situation has changed 
since then significant power shortages are 
observed in recent times that have even led to 
restrictions and control measures in supply by 
Licensees. Shortages and deficits are now 
becoming a norm and the situation is not likely to 
improve substantially in the foreseeable future. 
Short term market purchases, some times even at 
the rates ranging from Rs.7 -10 per unit, are being 
resorted to, to meet the demand in the last 3 
years. Buying such costly power and then 
supplying it at half the cost and then even pay 
incentive / rebate for power consumption is an 
anomalous situation. In this context, the 
Commission decided to discontinue the incentive 
scheme w.e.f. 1st August, 2010.”

In view of the above situations, TSNPDCL cannot 
extend the load Factor incentive.



Table: Load Factor Rebate Schemes applicable in Other
States

S. 
No
.

States
Tariff 
Order 
Year

LF 
Crit
eria

Rebate

1
Mahara
shtra

2012-
13

> 
75%

75%-85% -  0.75% on 
Energy Charges for every 
1% increase,
>85% - 1.00% on Energy 
Charges for every 1% 
increase

2

Madhy
a 
Prades
h

2014-
15

>50
%

11 kV - Rs. 0.60 per unit
33 kV - Rs. 1.00 per unit
132 kV - Rs. 0.80 per unit
220 kV and above - Rs. 
0.70 per unit

3
West 
Bengal

2013-
14

>55
%

Load 
Factor

Rebate in Paise / kWh
<33 
kV

33 kV
>33 
kV

55%-
60%

1 2 3

60%-
65%

7 8 9

65%-
70%

14 29 39

70%-
75%

20 35 45

75%-
80%

25 40 50

80%- 30 45 55



85%
85%-
90%

35 50 60

90%-
92%

40 55 65

92%-
95%

45 60 70

>95% 50 65 75

In view of the above, the Objector prays to the Hon’ble 
Commission to re-introduce Load Factor Rebate as the presence 
of such a scheme would incentivise the industry to utilise its 
machinery in an efficient manner thereby helping the Licensee in 
flattening the load curve.

13 SEGREGATION OF TECHICAL AND COMMERCIAL 
LOSSES

                 In the ARR filed by the Petitioner, there are no 
separate estimates provided for technical and commercial 
losses, except description of measures aimed at reduction 
of the same. It is pertinent to mention that distribution loss 
is a controllable factor under the MYT framework. 

                              In view of the above, to set the base line of 
distribution loss estimate, the Hon’ble Commission may 
either require the Licensee to carry out proper loss 
estimation studies for assessment of technical and 
commercial losses under its supervision, or initiate a study 
itself. The study should segregate voltage-wise distribution 
losses into technical loss (i.e. Ohmic/Core loss in the 
lines, substations and equipment) and commercial loss 
(i.e. unaccounted energy due to metering 
inaccuracies/inadequacies, pilferage of energy, improper 



billing, no billing, unrealized revenues etc.). Such a study 
would enable the Hon’ble Commission to set targets for 
loss reduction and insulate the consumers from the 
burden of commercial losses which is attributable to the 
inefficiencies of the Licensee.

14 ROADMAP FOR 100% METERING

Section 55(1) of the Electricity Act, 2003 provides that “no 
licensee shall supply electricity, after the expiry of two years from 
the appointed date, except through installation of a correct meter 
in accordance with regulations to be made in this behalf by the 
Authority”

The erstwhile Regulatory Commission in the FY 2013-14 Tariff 
Order had noted that complete metering of agricultural services 
is necessary for proper consumption estimate. The relevant 
extract is reproduced below:

“The Commission is of the view that there is no alternative 
except for complete metering of agricultural services for 
proper consumption estimate.”

However, there is no progress at the ground level in terms of 
metering of agricultural consumers. There is absence of any 
roadmap for 100% metering, particularly of agriculture 
consumers who are being supplied electricity free of cost and the 
burden is imposed on industrial consumers in terms of cross 
subsidy. It is urged that the Hon’ble Commission cannot remain a 
mute spectator of the non-compliance of the Electricity Act, 2003. 
An appropriate roadmap for 100% metering should be approved 
by the Hon’ble Commission and a realistic time frame should be 
laid. The road map should provide for disincentives in case of 
slippages / non compliance by the Licensee towards the targets 

Though section 55(1) mandates the licensee to 
supply electricity through a correct meter, the 
second provision of sec 55(1) says that ‘provided 
further this the state commission may, by 
notification extend the said period of two years for 
a class or classes of persons of persons or for 
such area as may be specified in that notification.’ 
In pursuance thereof, the Hon commission of 
undivided state of Andhra Pradesh, every year in 
the tariff order stated that since metering 
agricultural is not completed, the estimation of 
agricultural consumption shall be done as per the 
methodology which is approved by commission. 
At present in the tariff order for FY 2013-14, the 
commission directed the discoms to estimate the 
agricultural consumption based on new 
methodology which is approved and the same is 
being complied by the Licensee.



set for metering. The Objector feels that unless very clear 
incentives and disincentives are built in the system, the vision of 
universal metering would remain merely a wishful and glorious 
intention of the legislature.

15 TRUE UP OF TSNPDCL FOR FY 2013-14

1) Loss Levels - The TSNPDCL in Form 4A has depicted 
that the actual distribution losses in FY 2013-14 are 
14.89% as against the target of 13.45% approved in the 
FY 2013-14 Tariff Order. It is pertinent to mention that 
distribution loss is a controllable factor under the MYT 
framework. In view of the same, the consumers cannot be 
burdened with the inefficiency which is attributable to the 
Licensee. 

The Licensee is putting most efforts in reducing 
losses. Regular network strengthening works for 
reduction of technical losses with various 
schemes are being taken up and necessary steps 
are being taken up for reducing commercial 
losses by conducting regular DPE inspections. 
TSNPDCL has under taken various loss reduction 
measures distribution losses have brought down 
from 30.52% in 2000-01 to 14.89% in 2013-14.

2) Non Consideration of Delayed Payment Charges for 
Truing up: A close scrutiny of the subject Petition and the 
financial statements of TSNPDCL for FY 2013-14 reveal 
that Delayed Payment Charges to the tune of Rs. 71.38
crore have not been added to the revenue being trued up. 
Delayed Payment Charges are in the nature of revenue 
and is a tariff income. The Objector humbly submits that 
the Delayed Payment Charges ought to be trued up and 
deducted from the ARR.

In the filing of ARR for the years, no bad & doubt 
full dents are claimed by the licensee and the 
Hon’ble Commssion also not provided for bad & 
doubt full debts from the revenue from sale of 
power debtors. In spite of the above, the billing 
and collection procedure prescribed by the 
Hon’ble Commission for revenue from sale of 
power from the consumers is as follows.

 The energy supplied to consumers is being 
billed after completion of billing month 
(monthly/bi-monthly) only.

 The due is fixed by giving 15 days from the 
date of the bill.

 The consumer is given another 15 days 
from the due date of the bill for 
disconnection of his service. 



From the above, it is observed that the two 
month revenue from sale of power is held up 
with consumer. To meet the above, the 
working capital is required by the licensee. The 
Hon’ble Commission has allowed 1/12 of the 
O&M Cost only as working capital requirement 
of the licensee.    

The licensee is utilizing the Delayed Payment 
Charges to meet the bad & doubt full debts 
and working capital requirement. In view of the 
Regulatory accounts, the licensee has 
excluded the DPS from the Non-Tariff income 
in true up. 

3) The Licensee has stated that “the actual average revenue 
realisation for the FY 2013-14 is Rs. 2.90 per unit as 
against the Commission approved average revenue 
realisation of Rs. 3.06 per unit which is less by Rs. 0.16 
per unit resulted in lower revenue”.

Further the Licensee has stated:

“As can be seen from the table above, in 2013-14, the 
percentage of metered sales on input is lower than the 
Tariff Order level by 5.33%. The reduction is mainly 
due to imposing R&C measures on HT consumers and 
LT industrial consumers in the first four months and 
load relief on other LT consumers except agriculture 
consumers. The following reasons led to decrease in 
metered sales over the Tariff Order.

The Discom has claimed true-up for expenses 
incurred as per audited accounts and as per the 
APERC regulation 4 of 2005. 

Since it is the actual cost incurred by the 
Licensee, Hon’ble commission is requested to 
allow the same.

  



 Total load curtailment (due to Load relief and 
R&C measures) during FY 2013-14.

 Increase in agriculture consumption by 406 MU 
which is 10.26% higher than the Tariff Order 
approved value”

The adverse consumer sales mix has led to under recovery of 
revenue to the tune of Rs. 161.88 crore {(10286.67 MU  X  Rs. 
3.06 per unit / 10)- (Rs. 2981.05 crore)}. The Objector urges that 
consumer sales mix is not classified as an ‘uncontrollable factor’ 
as per the Terms of the Tariff Regulations and hence the 
Licensee has to absorb the burden of under recovery on account 
of adverse consumer sales mix without levying any burden on 
this account on the consumers.

4    Supply Margin - The Licensee has claimed Rs. 13.94 crore 
in FY 2013-14 towards Supply Margin. The Objector 
submits that there is no provision for allowance of Supply 
Margin in the Tariff Regulations approved by the Hon’ble 
Commission. It is urged that the true up should be 
determined strictly in accordance with the Tariff 
Regulations and any extraneous claims should be 
disallowed.

As per the Regulatory practice approved by the 
Hon’ble Commission, licensee is eligible for 16% 
return out of which 14% from distribution Business 
as RoE and remaining 2% as supply merging.  

5) True up of State Government Subsidy based on actual 
consumption of subsidised categories – As discussed 
in the foregoing section, titled “State Government 
Subsidy”, the following category of consumers were 
subsidised in FY 2013-14 by the State Government:

As per the National Tariff Policy, the tariffs to the 
consumers are to be fixed at +/- 20% of COS. 
Hence it is deemed that  the consumers whose 
tariffs are fixed over and above COS will cross 
subsidise the consumers whose tariffs are below 
COS to ensure revenue neutrality.



 LT-I(A): Consumers with monthly consumption up 
to 50 units; 

 LT-I(B): Consumers with monthly consumption 
more than 50 and upto 100 units; 

 LT-I(B):Consumers with monthly consumption more 
than 100 and upto 200 units and 

 LT-V consumers 

The actual sales for FY 2013-14 towards subsidised 
categories filed by the Licensee demonstrate that the 
actual consumption of the subsidised categories is much 
higher than the levels approved in the Tariff Order for FY 
2013-14 basis which, the subsidy levels had been 
approved.

This requires for re-adjustment of the subsidy level from 
the State Government, such that the cost of supplying 
subsidised power to select categories is not imposed on 
the other consumers in terms of true up of the revenue 
gap of FY 2013-14.

The Hon’ble Commission in the FY 2013-14 Tariff Order 
had determined the cost of service of LT-1(A), LT-1(B) 
and LT-5 categories based on the embedded cost of 
service model.

The additional subsidy requirement from State Govt. 
towards supply to LT-1(A), LT-1(B) and LT-V categories is 
to the tune of apprx Rs. 335.13 crore for TSNPDCL as 
depicted in the table below:

Any other revenue deficit after adjusting cross 
subsidy will be met through Government Subsidy.



Table: Additional Subsidy Requirement from State Govt. for 
FY 2013-14

Particulars (Rs Crore)

Subsidy Requirement of LT-1(A) 
and LT-1(B)

802.30

Subsidy Requirement of LT-V 2088.11

Total Subsidy Requirement 2890.41

Less: State Govt. Subsidy as per 
audited accounts 

2555.28

Additional Subsidy 
Requirement from State Govt.

335.13

The Objector has elaborated in the foregoing sections that 
the Hon’ble Commission should re-adjust the level of 
subsidy from State Govt. based on actual consumption 
levels such that the cost of supplying subsidised power to 
select consumer categories is not borne by the subsidising 
consumers in terms of the true up of the revenue gap of 
FY 2013-14. It is urged that the Hon’ble Commission may 
direct TSNPDCL to collect the additional subsidy amount 
to the tune of Rs. 335.13 crore from State Govt., being the 
balance subsidy requirement for FY 2013-14 in view of the 
actual sales to subsidised categories and necessary 
adjustment may be made in the true-up / true-down being 
approved for the relevant year.



6) Non Tariff Incomes – The Licensee has submitted the 
details of Non Tariff Incomes in Form 6 and Form 11 of 
the Tariff Forms published along with the subject petitions. 
The TSNPDCL has submitted the non tariff incomes to be 
Rs. 69.00 crore for FY 2013-14. However, there is an 
imminent deviation in the said figure from the non tariff 
income stated in the audited accounts. The Hon’ble 
Commission is requested to conduct a strict prudence 
check and approve non tariff incomes strictly in line with 
audited accounts.

Hon’ble Commission has estimated Non-tariff 
Income based on the annual accounts of the 
licensee which includes the non-operating 
incomes.  As the incomes such as viz. Delayed 
Payment Surcharge, Rebate on power 
purchase, Theft etc  are non-operating incomes 
and some are non-realizable and few are 
generated by internal efficiencies, these are 
excluded from the Non-tariff income for the 
purpose of Regulatory Accounting.

7) FRP Interest – The Licensee has claimed Rs. 140.88 
crore towards interest liability on FRP loan. In this regard, 
the relevant submissions of the Licensee are reproduced 
below:

10. True-ups: A scheme for financial restructuring 
of State owned licensees was formulated and 
approved by the Government of India to enable the 
turnaround of the state owned licensees and 
ensure their long term viability. The scheme 
contains measures to be taken by the State 
Government and State licensees for achieving 
turnaround by restructuring debt with support 
through a transitional Finance mechanism.

11. Under FRP scheme, accumulated losses of 
the Licensee as on 31st March 2013 was 
considered and was partly taken over by the 
State Government through issue of bond and 
the balance needs to be serviced by the 
Licensee through short-term loan. As on date 

The accumulated losses as on 31st March 2013 is 
mainly due to purchase of costly power, 
unrecovered portion of FSA till FY 2013-14. 

The entire scheme of FRP was designed for the 
financial turnaround of the sector with measures 
to be committed by discoms, state government 
and GOI. 

The accumulated losses of the discoms as per 
audited financial accounts have been considered 
while devising this scheme and the success of this 
scheme hinges on the discoms attaining 
commercial viability through this schemeand 
implementation of measures as outlined in the 
scheme.

Hence the Discom Prays that the Hon’ble 
Commission allows the recovery of interest and 
principal cost as filed by the licensee.



the Licensee has structured short-term loan of Rs 
1225 cr. The principal repayment of this loan is 
scheduled to start from FY 2017-18 onwards after a 
three year moratorium. The Licensee prays that 
the Honourable Commission permits the 
recovery of cost of servicing interest and 
principal through tariffs as and when principal 
repayment of loan commences. However, the 
Licensee has to service the interest cost on the 
ST loan from FY 2013-14.

12. As the Licensee is not claiming a separate 
true-up for the years prior to 2013-14 and as the 
above short term liability is not part of the asset 
base on which the Licensee earn the return, 
Licensee need to recover the above interest 
cost through tariffs. The annual interest cost for 
the short-term loan is Rs 141 cr. The Licensee 
prays that the Honourable Commission allows 
the licensee to recover the above interest cost 
through tariffs. The Licensee prays that the 
Honourable Commission allows the Licensee to 
claim the true-up for distribution business for 
FY 2013-14 in the next retail supply filing.” 
(Emphasis supplied)



The point-wise rebuttals to the claims made by the 
Licensee are provided below:

S 
No

Licensee’s Contention Objector’s Rebuttal

1 Under FRP scheme, 
accumulated losses of 
the Licensee as on 31st 
March 2013 was 
considered and was 
partly taken over by the 
State Government 
through issue of bond 
and the balance needs 
to be serviced by the 
Licensee through short-
term loan.

The Government of India 
had announced the 
Scheme for Financial 
Restructuring of 
Distribution Companies 
on October 5, 2012.

The said scheme 
envisaged that State 
Governments take over 
50% of the outstanding 
short term liabilities 
(power purchase liability 
and short term working 
capital loans) of the 
State owned distribution 
companies. Rest of the 
short term liabilities were 
to be restructured with 
guarantee from State 
Government to enable 
the turnaround of the 
State distribution 
companies and to 
ensure their long term 
viability.

Thus, the FRP scheme 



was towards 
restructuring of past 
years accumulated 
losses which were a 
result of inefficiencies of 
the Licensee. 

The Tariff Regulations 
provide for a normative 
working capital and 
interest thereon. 
Similarly, the power 
purchase cost is 
approved in a Tariff 
Order on a year to year 
basis based on actuals. 
The power purchase 
liability had piled up due 
to failure of the Licensee 
to pay up the generators 
in a timely manner. 
Similarly, the working 
capital loans over and 
above the normative 
working capital were 
taken to bridge the cash 
gap which was due to 
inefficiency in terms of 
T&D losses and failure 
to collect the dues. 

Thus, there is no 
occasion for allowance 
of FRP interest in the 



ARR / Tariff as the FRP 
loans pertain to 
outstanding working 
capital loans and 
outstanding power 
purchase liabilities.

2 The Licensee prays that 
the Honourable 
Commission permits the 
recovery of cost of 
servicing interest and 
principal through tariffs 
as and when principal 
repayment of loan 
commences.

The FRP loans pertain 
to the loans which have 
been raised to liquidate 
the outstanding working 
capital loans and 
outstanding power 
purchase liabilities. The 
power purchase cost 
has already been 
allowed in the ARR 
Orders of past years. 
Similarly, the Tariff 
Regulations provide for 
a normative working 
capital and interest 
thereon. 

Any further claims 
towards FRP loans are 
extraneous to the Tariff 
Regulations.

Any claims towards FRP 
loans would tantamount 
to double allowance of 
the same claims; as 
such amounts have 



already been allowed in 
the past in the ARR.

3 As the Licensee is not 
claiming a separate true-
up for the years prior to 
2013-14 and as the 
above short term liability 
is not part of the asset 
base on which the 
Licensee earn the return, 
Licensee need to 
recover the above 
interest cost through 
tariffs. The annual 
interest cost for the 
short-term loan is Rs 141 
cr.

The Licensee prays that 
the Honourable 
Commission allows the 
licensee to recover the 
above interest cost 
through tariffs.

The Licensee is 
obligated to file final true 
up petitions for the 
second control period 
i.e., FY 2009-10 to 2013-
14. The Licensee cannot 
be allowed to claim 
interest on FRP loans in 
lieu of failure to file the 
true up petitions for FY 
2009-10 to 2012-13.

The Hon’ble 
Commission is urged to 
direct the Licensee to 
immediately file the True 
up Petition for all the 
years of the second 
control period i.e., FY 
2009-10 to 2013-14.

It is well settled in law 
that any item is eligible 
to be included in tariff to 
be charged from the 
consumers, if the 
consumers have reaped 
the benefit out of such 
expenditure.



4 The Licensee prays that 
the Honourable 
Commission allows the 
Licensee to claim the 
true-up for distribution 
business for FY 2013-14 
in the next retail supply 
filing.

Tariff Policy states:

“Once the revenue 
requirements are 
established at the 
beginning of the control 
period, the Regulatory 
Commission should 
focus on regulation of 
outputs and not the input 
cost elements. At the 
end of the control period, 
a comprehensive review 
of performance may be 
undertaken.
Uncontrollable costs 
should be recovered 
speedily to ensure that 
future consumers are 
not burdened with past 
costs.”

The Licensee is 
obligated to immediately
file a petition for true up 
for distribution business 
for all the years of the 
second control period 
i.e., FY 2009-10 to 2013-
14 immediately in terms 
of the Tariff Policy and 
the Tariff Regulations. It 
is urged that the 
Licensee should not be 



permitted to delay the 
filing of the true up 
petition for distribution 
business.

8  Carrying Cost – Regulation 10.5 of the Tariff  Regulations 
provide:

“Provided that the Commission shall allow the financing 
cost on account of the time gap between the time when 
the true-up becomes due and when it is actually allowed 
and the corrections shall not be normally revisited.”

The Objector submits that the Licensee should refund to 
the consumers the excess tariff recovered corresponding 
to the trued-down revenue gap for FY 2013-14 along with 
interest at 1.20 times of the Base rate + 350 basis points.

In view of the above submissions, the Objector submits that as 
per its assessment, the consumers are entitled for a refund of 
Rs. 676.66 crore (plus carrying cost) as against a true-up of Rs. 
39.37 crore submitted by the TSNPDCL for FY 2013-14. The 
Objector’s assessment of the revenue gap for FY 2013-14 based 
on audited accounts is provided in the table below: 

In the current scenario where the licensee is 
saddled with losses of previous years, the 
question of licensee gaining on revenue recovered 
as true-down in 2013-14 doesn’t arise. 

Further the licensee as filed for the revenue gap in 
FY 2013-14 for true-up, and the licensee prays 
that the Hon’ble Commisison accepts the filing of 
licensee which has loss of revenue due to adverse 
sales mix.



Table: Objector’s Assessment of the Trued up Revenue Gap 
for FY 2013-14 for TSNPDCL

ARR Line Item  (Rs Crore)

Approv
ed in 
Tariff 
Order

Actual 
as per 
Audited 
Account
s

Allowab
le as 
per 
Objecto
r’s 
Assess
ment

Distribution Cost 890.88 890.88 890.88

Transmission Charges 222.85 227.47 227.47

SLDC Charges 6.58 6.72 6.72

PGCIL & ULDC charges 71.76 95.55 95.55

Network and SLDC Cost 1,192.07 1,220.62 1,220.62

Power purchase 4,604.24 4,378.49 4,378.49
Interest on Consumer 
Security Deposits

41.48 38.65 38.65

Supply margin in Retail 
Supply Business

7.23 6.76 6.76

Other Costs if any 0.58 0.18 0.18

Supply Cost 4,653.53 4,424.08 4,424.08
Aggregate Revenue 
Requirement

5,845.60 5,644.70 5,644.70

Revenue from Tariff 3,240.27 2,981.05 2,981.05

Non-Tariff Income 55.30 69.00 69.00

Tariff Subsidy 2,550.04 2,555.28 2,555.28

Total Revenue 5,845.61 5,605.33 5,605.33



Total Gap/(Suplus) from 
Retail Business (A)

- 39.37 39.37

Adjustments as per Objector's Assessment: (B)
(i) Truing up of income from Delayed Payment 
Charges

71.38

(ii) Disallowance of Supply Margin claimed 6.76
(iii) Add-back of Under Recovery on account of 
adverse consumer sales mix

161.88

(iv) Disallowance of FRP Interest 140.88
(v) Additional Subsidy Requirement from State 
Govt.

335.13

Re-stated Revenue Gap / (Surplus) from Retail 
Business in FY 2013-14: (A-B)

-676.66

16 TRUE UP OF TSNPDCL FOR FY 2014-15

The objections in respect of the true up claims of TSNPDCL for 
FY 2014-15 are summarised below:

1) Order on Generation Tariffs for FY 2014-19 period -
Power Purchase Cost constitutes around 80% of the total 
ARR out of which cost of power from state owned sources 
constitutes around 45%. The Order on Generation tariffs 
for FY 2014-15 to 2018-19, based on the Generation Tariff 
Regulations is yet to be passed by the Hon’ble 
Commission. The TSGENCO and APGENCO may be 
directly to file the petition for the next control period in a 
time bound manner and the same may be finalised by the 
Hon’ble Commission expeditiously.

This is not under the purview of TSDISCOMS



Till the time the generation tariffs are not finalised for 
TSGENCO and APGENCO stations:

o No escalation in variable costs should be allowed in 
the power purchase cost from such stations. 

o 20% of the fixed charges should be disallowed due 
to reasons detailed in the succeeding paragraphs. 

The fixed costs for a power station in cost plus tariff 
models typically fall year on year in the initial years. This is 
because the return on capital employed (interest on long 
term loan) would fall year on year as long term loan gets 
repaid. After the loan is fully repaid, there is a marked 
drop in the fixed charges as the interest liability becomes 
nil and depreciation expense also falls. The depreciation 
rate is higher in the initial years to match the cash outflow 
required for loan repayments. After the loan is fully repaid, 
the depreciation rate falls such that balance depreciation 
is amortised over the balance useful life of the asset.

Subsequently, the tariff remains flat and there is a slight 
increase only on account of the increase in the O&M 
expenses due to escalation index. The typical fixed 
charges over the power project life cycle are depicted in 
the graph below:



Graph: Typical Annual Fixed Charges in a Cost Plus 
Model

Typical Model for a 1000 MW project with a capital cost of 
Rs. 5,000 crores based on CERC Regulations, 2009.

Thus, the fixed charges have to decrease on a year to 
year basis. By not approving the Tariff Order for FY 2014-
19 control period, the Commission has allowed the 
Generating Companies to charge higher fixed charges 
than they would be been entitled to.

2) Power Purchase Cost – The following table depicts that 
the power purchase cost per unit computed by the 
Licensee in the current petition has increased by 9.8% in 
FY 2014-15 and then has tapered by around 3.6% in the 
ensuing year FY 2015-16.

The Objector submits that the power purchase cost for FY 
2014-15 seems to be an aberration in view of the power 
purchase prices incurred in FY 2013-14 and the estimates 
for FY 2015-16. 

a. Generation Tariff Order for FY 2009-14 period 
not given effect to – The erstwhile Regulatory 
Commission had approved the tariff of APGENCO 

Source wise power purchase cost information has 
been provided in the RSF

TSDISCOMS have considered Bilateral purchases 
at average

Rate of Rs 6.00/Unit considering it is expected to 
get power from generators located within 
Telangana, within SR and outside SR. 

Price variation on IEX is very dynamic and it 
cannot be taken as an indicator for fixing the 
ceiling price of short term purchases

-

2.00 
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Annual Fixed Charge 



stations for the period 01.04.2009 to 31.03.2014 
vide its Order dated 31.05.2014. The tariff 
approved for the APGENCO stations in the said 
Order was less than the provisional tariff 
allowed in the Retail Tariff Orders by Rs. 
2,081.81 crore. As the APGENCO had already 
billed the Discoms based on the provisional 
tariff approved in the Retail Tariff Orders; the 
Commission had held that APGENCO should 
reimburse the Discoms towards the excess 
recovery to the tune of Rs. 2,081.81 crore. In 
view of the above, the Commission had directed 
the APGENCO to adjust the difference between 
the tariff already collected from the Discoms 
and the tariff approved in the said Order dated 
31.05.2014 within a period of six months i.e., 
before 31.12.2014. Thus, due adjustment 
towards the refund was to be made in FY 2014-
15.

The relevant extracts of the said Order is 
reproduced below:

“The tariff approved now is less than that 
provisional tariff allowed in the Retail 
Tariff Orders by Rs.2081.81 Crs.
APGENCO has already been billing the 
DISCOMs based on the provisional tariff 
approved in the Retail Tariff Orders. 
APGENCO should reimburse DISCOMs to 
this extent. The Commission recognizes that 
the bills already raised by APGENCO on 
DISCOMs may be less than the tariff 
provisionally approved in the respective 

TSDISCOMS request the Hon’ble Comission to fix 
the bilateral power purchase cost considering the 
power contracted with generators



Retail Tariff Orders due to network factors 
like delay in Commissioning of the new 
power plants. Therefore, the Commission 
directs APGENCO to adjust the difference 
between the Tariff already collected from 
DISCOMs and the Tariff approved now as 
per clause 8.3 of Regulation 1 of 2008 
within a period of six months i.e. before 
31.12.2014.” (Emphasis supplied)

Thus, the consumers are entitled for a refund of Rs. 
2,081.81 crore towards the excess power purchase 
cost claimed by the Discoms over the second 
control period. The Objectors submits that the 
Distribution Licensee has not provided for such 
refund in the true up being claimed in the subject 
petition for FY 2014-15. It is a gross violation of the 
directions of the Hon’ble Commission given in the 
Order dated 31.05.2014. It is urged that the Hon’ble 
Commission may pass the necessary adjustment 
along with carrying cost towards the refund 
entitlement of the consumers as detailed above.

b. Source wise Power Purchase Cost for full year 
2014-15 has not been provided

The Objector submits that the Licensee has not provided 
the source wise power purchase cost for full year 2014-15 
in view of which, any prudence check and comparative 
analysis is not possible. It is urged that the Hon’ble 
Commission may direct the Licensee to submit the full 
year details of source wise power purchase cost for FY 
2014-15.



c. Bilateral and Market Purchases

The TSSPDCL has projected that along with TSNPDCL it 
would procure around 9,123 MU in FY 2014-15 from 
bilateral and market sources at an average procurement 
cost of Rs. 6.00 per unit. 

The Objector submits that there seems to be a gap 
between the availability and requirement because the 
licensees have projected lower availability from 
APGENCO and TSGENCO stations and higher sales. In 
the opinion of the Objector, the Commission would 
disallow such aberrations and there would either be no 
gap between availability and requirement or the gap would 
be much tapered. Further, the proposed price for bilateral 
and market purchases seems to be unreasonably high 
considering the recent trends in the price of power traded 
in open market and exchanges.

The Hon’ble Commission in the Tariff Order for FY 2013-
14 had approved a maximum ceiling purchase price of Rs. 
6.11 per unit (as against the Petition of Rs. 5.11 per kWh 
made by the licensee) through short term sources 
considering the rates prevalent on the open market and 
exchanges in FY 2012-13.

However, the rates in the open market and power 
exchanges had crashed in FY 2013-14. The prices 
prevailing on the IEX power exchange (which has a 
market share of around 97%) is one of the best indicators 
of the prices prevailing on the short term market. 



The graph below depicts that the power prices have 
ranged between Rs. 3.50 per unit to Rs. 4.75 per unit, with 
the 12 month average (Apr to March 2014) at around Rs. 
4.74 per unit.

Graph: Average Prices Prevailing on IEX in FY 2013-14 (Apr 
2013 - March 2014)

Source: IEX; S1 region - Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Pondicherry (Yanam), South Goa

Further, in the current year, the power prices have ranged 
between Rs. 3.91 per unit to Rs. 5.17 per unit, with the 11 
month average (Apr to Feb 2015) at around Rs. 5.06 per 
unit.
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Graph: Average Prices Prevailing on IEX in FY 2014-15 
(Apr’14 – Feb’15)

Source: IEX; S1 region - Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Pondicherry (Yanam), South Goa

Further, the PGCIL has recently commissioned the first of 
the two 765 Kilo Volt (KV) Alternating Current (AC) power 
lines between Sholapur in Maharashtra (western region) 
and Raichur in Karnataka (southern region), thus 
integrating the southern grid with the northern grid and 
ending the decades of isolation of the southern region’s 
four states – Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu and 
Kerala – from the national grid.

The new transmission capacity would further bring down 
power prices in the southern region in the long run as it 
would change the supply-demand situation. 

Considering the above, it is humbly prayed that the 
maximum ceiling may be fixed at or below Rs. 5.06 per 
unit as against Rs. 6.00 per unit projected by the 
TSSPDCL. Thus, a disallowance of Rs. 857.56 crore is 
{9,123 MU x (Rs 6.00 per unit minus Rs. 5.06 per unit)} 
proposed towards market and bilateral purchases in FY 
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2014-15 in respect of TSNPDCL and TSSPDCL. In the 
absence of the Licensee wise break-up of the bilateral and 
market purchases in FY 2014-15, the Objector has 
allocated the proposed disallowance in the proportion of 
the overall power purchase ratio. Thus, a disallowance of 
Rs.248.63 crore is attributable to TSNPDCL and Rs. 
608.93 crore is attributable to TSSPDCL.

3) Supply Margin - The Licensee has claimed Rs. 8.01 
crore in FY 2014-15 towards Supply Margin. The Objector 
states that there is no provision for allowance of Supply 
Margin in the Tariff Regulations approved by the Hon’ble 
Commission. It is urged that the ARR and Tariff should be 
determined strictly in accordance with the Tariff 
Regulations and any extraneous claims should be 
disallowed.

As per Wheeling tariff order for the period 2009-
2014, Hon’ble Commission had allowed for a 
Return on Equity of 16%, allowing 14% in 
Distribution business and 2% in the Retail Supply 
business. The licensee has followed the same 
approach in this Retail ARR filings by considering 
2% return on Equity as the supply margin

4) Estimates of Realisation per unit have dropped – The 
Hon’ble Commission in the Tariff Order for FY 2013-14 
had approved an overall realisation rate of around Rs. 
3.06 per unit for TSNPDCL. As against this, the actual 
realisation rate has been stated by TSNPDCL to be Rs. 
2.90 per unit in FY 2013-14 and has been projected even 
lower to be at Rs. 2.80 per unit in FY 2014-15.

The commercial and LT industrial consumers are most 
affected due to change in sales mix. Due to the lower 
allocation of power, the commercial and LT industrial 
consumers are not able to meet their power requirement. 
The Objector requests the Hon’ble Commission to direct 

The average reaslisation is dependent on the 
sales mix and sales mix  changes across years 
due to the policy environment, other business and 
socio-economic factors. 

While projecting sales for FY 2015-16, the 
discoms have considered the above factors as 
well as the level of load shedding, in previous 
year. The discoms pray that the Hon’ble 
Commission provides a mechanism to address 
the under-recovery of revenue due to adverse 
sales mix.



the Licensee to at least maintain the sales mix approved 
by the Commission in the Tariff Order for FY 2013-14. The 
Petitioner wants to highlight the fact that increase in sales 
to lower tariff consumers while decreasing the sales mix to 
higher tariff consumers is the main reason for lower 
revenue realization. Due to the lower revenue realization, 
the Licensee is seeking the approval of the Hon’ble 
Commission for truing up of the revenue gap pertaining to 
shortfall in revenue. It will be the subsidizing consumers 
such as commercial and LT Industrial consumers that will 
be most affected in the form of increased tariffs due to 
truing up of this revenue shortfall. 

The adverse consumer sales mix has led to under 
recovery of revenue to the tune of Rs. 284.87 crore 
{(11132.69 MU x Rs. 3.06 per unit / 10) minus (3116.55 
crore)}. The Objector urges that consumer sales mix is not 
classified as an ‘uncontrollable factor’ as per the Terms of 
the Tariff Regulations and hence the Licensee has to 
absorb the burden of under recovery on account of 
adverse consumer sales mix without levying any burden 
on this account on the consumers.

5) Non Tariff Incomes – The Licensee has submitted the 
details of Non Tariff Incomes in Form 6 and Form 11 of 
the Tariff Forms published along with the subject petitions. 
The TSNPDCL has submitted the non tariff incomes to be 
Rs. 28.12 crore for FY 2014-15. However, the said figure 
is not comparable with the non tariff incomes earned by 
the Licensee in past years. The Hon’ble Commission is 
requested to conduct a strict prudence check and approve 

Hon’ble Commission has estimated Non-tariff 
Income based on the annual accounts of the 
licensee which includes the non-operating 
incomes.  As the incomes such as viz. Delayed 
Payment Surcharge, Rebate on power 
purchase, Theft etc  are non-operating incomes 
and some are non-realizable and few are 



non tariff incomes such that they are relatable to past 
years. Further, it is stated that the delayed payment 
charges for the H1 FY 2014-15 ought to be reduced from 
the revenue gap of FY 2014-15.

generated by internal efficiencies, these are 
excluded from the Non-tariff income for the 
purpose of Regulatory Accounting.

6) True up of State Government Subsidy based on actual 
consumption of subsidised categories – As discussed 
in the foregoing section titled “State Govt. Subsidy”, the 
following category of consumers were subsidised in FY 
2014-15 by the State Government:

 LT-I(A): Consumers with monthly consumption up 
to 50 units; 

 LT-I(B): Consumers with monthly consumption 
more than 50 and upto 100 units; 

 LT-I(B):Consumers with monthly consumption more 
than 100 and upto 200 units and 

 LT-V consumers.

The Hon’ble Commission in the FY 2013-14 Tariff Order had 
determined the cost of service of LT-1(A), LT-1(B) and LT-5 
categories based on the embedded cost of service model. 

As against the subsidy requirement of Rs. 3,122.01 crore, the 
provision for State Govt. subsidy is to the tune of Rs. 3,140.27 
crore in FY 2014-15. Thus, commensurate subsidy is being 
made available by the State Govt. based on revised estimated 
sales for FY 2014-15. The Objector welcomes the move of the 
State Govt in providing adequate and commensurate subsidy 
towards supply of electricity to subsidised categories.

As per the National Tariff Policy, the tariffs to the 
consumers are to be fixed at +/- 20% of COS. 
Hence it is deemed that  the consumers whose 
tariffs are fixed over and above COS will cross 
subsidise the consumers whose tariffs are below 
COS to ensure revenue neutrality.

Any other revenue deficit after adjusting cross 
subsidy will be met through Government Subsidy.



7) Carrying Cost – Regulation 10.5 of the Tariff Regulations 
provide:
“Provided that the Commission shall allow the financing 
cost on account of the time gap between the time when 
the true-up becomes due and when it is actually allowed 
and the corrections shall not be normally revisited.”

The Objector submits that the Licensee should refund to 
the consumers the excess tariff recovered corresponding 
to the trued-down revenue gap for FY 2014-15 along with 
interest at 1.20 times of the Base rate + 350 basis points.

In view of the above submissions, the Objector submits that as 
per its assessment, the consumers are entitled for a refund of 
Rs. 375.54 crore (plus carrying cost) as against a true-up of Rs. 
262.23 crore submitted by the TSNPDCL for FY 2014-15.

In addition to the above, the consumers are entitled for a refund 
of Rs. 2,081.81 crore towards the excess power purchase cost 
claimed by the Discoms over the second control period (FY 
2009-14) along with carrying cost.

Firstly, approved tariff order cannot be used as a 
comparision as there is no tariff order for FY 14-
15.

On the adjustments proposed by the Objector

i. Purchase of power from Short term has been 
proposed by TSDISCOMS to ensure quality 
power on a 24X7 basis is supplied to the 
consumers in the state. Short term power 
would be required to the state atleast till all 
the long term sources start supplying power 
to the state. Hence, this cost of power 
purchase cannot be avoided

ii. Disallowance of Supply margin: As per 
Wheeling tariff order for the period 2009-
2014, Hon’ble Commission had allowed for a 
Return on Equity of 16%, allowing 14% in 
Distribution business and 2% in the Retail 
Supply business. The licensee has followed 
the same approach in this Retail ARR filings 
by considering 2% return on Equity as the 
supply margin. 

iii. Under recovery due to change in salex mix: 
Adhering to the approved sales mix is not 
under the control of TSDISCOMS. Any true 
up/true down amount due to change in the 
sales mix needs to be recognised by the 
Hon’ble Commission.

iv. Additional Subsidy requirement from Govt.: 
The additional amount of subsidy has to be 
determined by the Hon’ble Commission and 
is not under the purview of TSDISCOMS



In view of the above, TSDISCOMS request 
Hon’ble Commission to not consider the 
adjustments proposed by Objector

17) ARR FOR TSNPDCL FOR FY 2015-16

The TSNPDCL has projected an Annual Revenue Requirement 
of Rs. 7,598.93 crore for FY 2015-16 including the revenue gap 
of FY 2013-14 and 2014-15 to the tune of Rs 301.60 crore up. 

1. Treatment of the Revenue Gap - At the outset, it is 
stated that the Licensee has not suggested any 
mechanism to bridge the revenue gap. The subsidy 
provision from the State Govt has not been indicated. It is 
humbly stated that the tariffs be fixed for all consumer 
categories at cost of service levels or at ±20% of CoS 
levels. Thereupon the subsidised tariffs should be worked 
upon after considering the available subsidy levels from 
the State Government.

The revenue gap will be met through Govt subsidy 
and increase of Tariff

2. Supply Margin - The Licensee has claimed Rs. 8.61 
crore in FY 2015-16 towards Supply Margin. The Objector 
states that there is no provision for allowance of Supply 
Margin in the Tariff Regulations approved by the Hon’ble 
Commission. It is urged that the ARR and Tariff should be 
determined strictly in accordance with the Tariff 
Regulations and any extraneous claims should be 
disallowed.

As per the Regulatory practice approved by the 
Hon’ble Commission, licensee is eligible for 16% 
return out of which 14% from distribution Business 
as RoE and remaining 2% as supply merging.  



3. Power Purchase Cost –

a. Share of Energy from RTPP Stage III & 
Damodaram Sanjeevaiah TPP I and II - The 
Objectors submits that the allocation of share of 
energy from RTPP Stage III and Damodaram 
Sanjeevaiah TPP I and II between Telangana and 
Andhra Pradesh is not clear as there are conflicting 
figures stated by the different distribution licensees 
of the two states. 

b. Power Purchase Quantum from APGENCO and 
TSGENCO stations – It is observed that the power 
procurement from certain APGENCO and 
TSGENCO stations has been considered on a 
conservative basis without any sound reasoning. 
The table below depicts that the PLF from thermal 
power stations namely Dr. NTTPS II, Dr. NTTPS III, 
Dr. NTTPS IV, RTPP I, RTPP Stage II, RTPP State 
III and Kakatiya TPP Stage I totalling around 2890 
MW have been projected to fall by around 2.79% to 
15.40% as compared to the actual achieved PLF in 
FY 2014-15 (up to Jan 2015).

a. TSDISCOMS have projected the energy 
availability from various energy sources as per 
the AP Reorganization Act and
G. O Ms No 20 and as per best estimates of 

parameters like coal availability, maintenance 
schedules, PLF etc.

TSDISCOMS have projected Fixed cost and 
variable cost escalation based on information 
available and also increases in coal cost.
TSDISCOMS have projected energy availability 
and power purchase cost totally independent of 
the method followed by APDISCOMS

b. TSDISCOMS have considered Bilateral 
purchases at average Rate of Rs 6.00/Unit 
considering it is expected to get power from 
generators located within Telangana, within 
SR and outside SR. 

c. Price variation on IEX is very dynamic and 
it cannot be taken as an indicator for fixing 
the ceiling price of short term purchases

d. Keeping in view of the increase in cost of 
coal, increase in rail freight and diesel 
charges, TSNPDCL considered a 
conservative estimate of 2% escalation in 
the variable cost. TSDISCOMS request 
the Hon’ble Commission to accept this 
escalation in variable cost. Any deviations 
against the approved values would be 
adjusted in true up activity



Table: Projected PLF of Select APGENCO & 
TSGENCO Stations

Source Cap
acit
y
MW

PLF in 
FY 
2012-
13

PLF in 
FY 
2013-14

PLF in 
FY 
2014-15 
(Upto 
Jan'15)

PLF 
considered 
in FY 2015-
16 (ARR 
Projections
)

DR. 
NTTPS II

420 93.17% 86.05% 81.55% 77.81%

DR. 
NTTPS III

420 88.99% 85.36% 80.60% 77.81%

DR. 
NTTPS IV

500 85.48% 86.32% 81.50% 73.60%

RTPP I 420 79.34% 71.33% 72.60% 64.88%
RTPP 
Stage-II

420 89.18% 81.80% 79.20% 64.35%

RTPP 
Stage-III

210 81.13% 77.34% 74.20% 58.80%

Kakatiya 
TPP Stage 
I

500 91.10% 72.00% 94.97% 82.57%

It is estimated that if the power purchase from 
aforementioned stations is projected at the PLF 
levels achieved in 2014-15, then it would lead to an 
additional availability of 714 MU from these seven 
stations alone, to TSSPDCL. This additional 
availability from APGENCO and TSGENCO 
stations would replace the costly purchase of power 
from bilateral purchases and reduce the ARR of the 



retail supply business.

c. Bilateral and Market Purchases -

The TSSPDCL along with TSNPDCL has projected 
that there would be a shortfall of around 2,249 MU 
based on the system availability and requirement. A 
part of this deficit would be met from external 
sources such as power traders and power 
exchanges. The TSSPDCL has projected an 
average procurement price of Rs. 6.00 per unit in 
FY 2015-16 for such bilateral and market 
purchases.

The Objector submits that there seems to be a gap 
between the availability and requirement because 
the licensee has projected lower availability from 
APGENCO and TSGENCO stations and higher 
sales. In the opinion of the Objector, the 
Commission would disallow such aberrations and 
there would either be no gap between availability 
and requirement or the gap would be much 
tapered. Further, the proposed price for bilateral 
and market purchases seems to be unreasonably 
high considering the recent trends in the price of 
power traded in open market and exchanges.

The Hon’ble Commission in the Tariff Order for FY 
2013-14 had approved a maximum ceiling 
purchase price of Rs. 6.11 per unit (as against the 
Petition of Rs. 5.11 per kWh made by the licensee) 
through short term sources considering the rates 
prevalent on the open market and exchanges in FY 



2012-13.

However, the rates in the open market and power 
exchanges had crashed in FY 2013-14. The prices 
prevailing on the IEX power exchange (which has a 
market share of around 97%) is one of the best 
indicators of the prices prevailing on the short term 
market. 

The graph below depicts that the power prices have 
ranged between Rs. 3.50 per unit to Rs. 4.75 per 
unit, with the 12 month average (Apr to March 
2014) at around Rs. 4.74 per unit

Graph: Average Prices Prevailing on IEX in FY 2013-14 (Apr 
2013 - March 2014)



Source: IEX; S1 region - Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Pondicherry (Yanam), South Goa

Further, in the current year, the power prices have 
ranged between Rs. 3.91 per unit to Rs. 5.17 per 
unit, with the 11 month average (Apr to Feb 2015) 
at around Rs. 5.06 per unit.

Graph: Average Prices Prevailing on IEX in FY 
2014-15 (Apr’14 – Feb’15)
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Source: IEX; S1 region - Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Pondicherry (Yanam), South Goa

Further, the PGCIL has recently commissioned the 
first of the two 765 Kilo Volt (KV) Alternating 
Current (AC) power lines between Sholapur in 
Maharashtra (western region) and Raichur in 
Karnataka (southern region), thus integrating the 
southern grid with the northern grid and ending the 
decades of isolation of the southern region’s four 
states – Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu 
and Kerala – from the national grid.

The new transmission capacity would further bring 
down power prices in the southern region in the 
long run as it would change the supply-demand 
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situation. 

Considering the above, it is humbly prayed that the 
maximum ceiling may be fixed at or below Rs. 5.06 
per unit as against Rs. 6.00 per unit projected by 
the TSSPDCL. Thus, there is a potential 
disallowance of Rs. 211.41 crore is {2,249 MU x 
(Rs 6.00 per unit minus Rs. 5.06 per unit)} 
proposed towards market and bilateral purchases 
in FY 2015-16 in respect of TSNPDCL and 
TSSPDCL. In the absence of the Licensee wise 
break-up of the bilateral and market purchases in 
FY 2015-16, the Objector has allocated the 
proposed disallowance in the proportion of the 
overall power purchase ratio. Thus, a disallowance 
of Rs.58.74 crore is attributable to TSNPDCL and 
Rs. 152.67 crore is attributable to TSSPDCL.

d. Variable Costs – For projecting the variable cost in 
FY 2015-16 for APGENCO and TSGENCO 
stations, NTPC stations, NLC stations and other 
generating stations, the Licensee has projected an 
escalation of 2% on the actual H1 FY 2014-15 
variable cost per unit.

The power procurement cost based on escalation 
in the variable costs over and above the actual 
variable cost is not in line with the Tariff 
Regulations. Regulation No. 4 of 2005, “Terms and 
Conditions for Determination of Tariff for Wheeling 
and Retail Sale of Electricity”, Regulation 12 (4) 
Cost of Power Procurement provides for the 



following:

“The Distribution Licensee shall be entitled 
to recover or shall refund, as the case may 
be, the charges on account of Fuel 
Surcharge Adjustment as approved by the 
Commission from time to time, suo-motu or 
based on the filing made by the Distribution 
Licensee, as the Commission may deem fit.”

Section 45-B, of Regulation No.8, dated 28-08-
2000 (abolished w.e.f 1.4.2013) provided for the 
Fuel Adjustment Formula. Subsequently, the 
Hon’ble Commission has approved the APERC 
(Terms and Conditions of Determination of 
Wheeling and Retail Supply of Electricity) First 
Amendment Regulations, 2014 with a view to 
provide the variation in power purchase cost for a 
tariff year, as an item cost in the succeeding year’s 
ARR relating to Retail Supply Business. Thus, 
power procurement cost based on escalation in the 
variable costs over and above the actual variable 
cost is not in line with the Regulations. Variable 
costs may not be considered on the presumptive 
basis of the licensee and may be based on actual. 
Any variation in fuel price was eligible to be 
adjusted through FSA mechanism up to 31.3.2013 
and subsequently is to be allowed to be adjusted in 
the succeeding year’s ARR after the notification of 
the First Amendment to the Regulation No. 4 of 
2005. 

In view of the above, the Objector’s assessment of 
the potential disallowance in the variable charges is 



to the tune of Rs. 138 crore.

4. Projected Sales – In the past, the Hon’ble Commission’s 
estimates of metered consumption have regularly fallen 
short against the actuals. Vice versa, the actual 
agricultural consumption which is subsidised has been 
more than the levels approved in the Tariff Orders leading 
to a potential change on the higher side in subsidy 
requirement levels. Higher consumption by subsidised LT 
agricultural category has led to an increase in subsidy 
requirements and this need to be appropriately addressed 
by the Hon’ble Commission. In the ensuing year, the 
Hon’ble Commission is requested to approve the 
agricultural consumption more optimistically so that the 
deviation is more tapered. 

The Objector observes that the Licensee has been very 
optimistic in projecting the industrial and agricultural 
consumption growth for FY 2015-16 which has 
necessitated a demand supply gap and the need for short 
term costly power. Additionally, the connected load growth 
does not seem commensurate with the projected increase 
in electricity sales. A conservative increase in connected 
load projections directly impacts the demand charges and 
leads to lower revenue projections.

The Hon’ble Commission is duly requested to conduct a 
strict prudence check and approve energy sales based on 
realistic numbers and not just rely on the projections of the 
Licensee. 

The sales to industrial category in previous 
years ( FY 15-15 and 13-14) has been 
constrained due to restriction and control 
measures. For FY 2015-16 sales has been 
arrived after adjusting for restriction and control ( 
R & C) measures which were earlier in place.

Sales for other categories were done on realistic 
basis considering historical trend and future plans. 
The overall sales of TSNPDCL for FY 2015-16 is 
projected to grow at 10% over the FY 2014-15.



5. Non Tariff Incomes – The Licensee has submitted the 
details of Non Tariff Incomes in Form 6 and Form 11 of 
the Tariff Forms published along with the subject petitions. 
The TSNPDCL has submitted the non tariff incomes to be 
Rs. 28.12 crore for FY 2014-15. However, the said figure 
is not comparable with the non tariff incomes earned by 
the Licensee in past years. The Hon’ble Commission is 
requested to conduct a strict prudence check and approve 
non tariff incomes such that they are relatable to past 
years. Further, it is stated that the delayed payment 
charges for the H1 FY 2014-15 ought to be reduced from 
the revenue gap of FY 2014-15.

The licensee has projected non tariff Income for 
ensuing year duly considering the actual non tariff 
income as per regulatory accounts and which 
were going to recurring income in ensuing year 
also.  

6. State Government Subsidy Requirement in FY 2015-16 
- As discussed in the foregoing section titled “State Govt. 
Subsidy”, the following category of consumers are 
subsidised by the State Government:

 LT-I(A): Consumers with monthly consumption up 
to 50 units; 

 LT-I(B): Consumers with monthly consumption 
more than 50 and upto 100 units; 

 LT-I(B):Consumers with monthly consumption more 
than 100 and upto 200 units and 

 LT-V consumers.

Based on the projected sales for FY 2015-16, revenue 
realisation and cost to serve computed by the Licensee, 
the subsidy requirement towards supply of subsidised 
power to select consumer categories is to the tune of Rs. 

As per the National Tariff Policy, the tariffs to the 
consumers are to be fixed at +/- 20% of COS. 
Hence it is deemed that the consumers whose 
tariffs are fixed over and above COS will cross 
subsidise the consumers whose tariffs are below 
COS to ensure revenue neutrality.

Any other revenue deficit after adjusting cross 
subsidy will be met through Government Subsidy.



4,194.32 crore.

Thus, considering the projected sales for FY 2015-16, 
there is a subsidy requirement of Rs. 4,194.32 crore from 
the State Government.

The Objector has demonstrated in the foregoing sections 
that the industrial consumers have been unduly burdened 
to make good the loss incidental to supply of electricity to 
subsidised consumers. It is the prerogative of the State 
Government to provide subsidised power to certain 
consumer categories. However, the burden of the loss 
should not be disproportionately loaded on to the industrial 
consumers. In view of the above, the Objector humbly 
requests the Hon’ble Commission to determine the 
subsidy requirement as per the Objector’s assessment 
and insulate the industrial consumers from the burden of 
subsidy.

In view of the above submissions, the Objector submits that as 
per its assessment, the consumers are entitled for a refund / tariff 
reduction of Rs. 1,217.12 crore  in FY 2015-16. 

In addition to the above, the consumers are entitled for a refund 
of Rs. 2,081.81 crore towards the excess power purchase cost 
claimed by the Discoms over the second control period (FY 
2009-14) along with carrying cost.



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ  నĸాŸǵ భ¢మ ĸ²Ĭ� ŝ Ħాĸ�  
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ:  (ĦƘా మమం), Į�ంĽీ (మండలం), ఆİ�ల�బ�Ȳ (ǭల�ų ) ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

 మ� ǭల�ų  లĐ పƔభ�తŵమ� మ�క¡ ĸ²Óత§లక¡ కȃťంǩన  

1. ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ĸ�ĳÐȻ రĺాణ� భతŪం ĸ²Óత§లక¡ అందుబ�ట�లĐ లÌదు అందడం లÌదు.  
ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ రĺాణ� Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĸ²Óత§లక¡ అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంĬ�ȃ ĸ²Óత§లక¡ అంద 
Ĩేయ�ȃ. ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ǭల�ų  ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ప®ĸ�ŠĦా రĺాణ� Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ భĸ�ంǩ ĮెచుŖ 
ĥóంట�Ĳ�Ťర , ĥావ­న అİ� ĲÂర Ħా ĸ²Óత§లక¡ అంİే ȇధంĦా ǵబందనల¡ 
ర¤Ƿûంİ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ĥాȃǷčķన DTRలను ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 24 గంటలలĐ మ�రŖడం 
జర గ�చునŤİ�.  పƔǴ సȷ-Ĭ�ȇజȴ పĸ�ı�లĐ ఒక ĺాహĲ�ǵŤ ఇందు 
ǽǵతŠం ఏĸాťట� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  ĽÐవలలĐ జ�పŪĶ¸ÛనĨò ఇంĥóక 
ĺాహĲ�ǵŤ Į�Į�ŐȃకంĦా ఏĸాťట� ĨేĽి ĽÐవలంİ�ంచడం జర గ�చునŤİ�. 

2. అĬ�ŵనుŸ ĸ�ĳÐȻ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  క¥Ĭ� ఏ పవȻ హౌɂ లĐ ఉండడం లÌదు.  ఎపǕడ¦ 
అĬ�Ħ�Ĳ� ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  లÌవ­ అǵ సమ�İ�నం AE ల నుంĬ� వసుŠ ంİ�.  ట�Ɣ ȴŸ 
Ǹారũర ų  అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంĨ�ȃ.   

3629 అĬ�ŵనుŸ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  ĥాȃǷčķన DTRలను మ�రŖడం ĥóరక¡ 
అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉనŤ . 

 



C - గ¢Ƙ ȵ : అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

పƔǳǷాİ�త Ĭ�మ�ంȭ ర¤.350 నుంĬ� ర¤.370.17 లక¡ 
ĳ¿ంచుత© పƔǳǷాİ�ంǩĲ�ర .  ఈ ĴిȡŸ ȭ మĸ�య� 
Ĭ�మ�ంȭ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల ȇı�Ĳ�ǵŤ రదుŢ  Ĩేయ�లǶ 
ĥąర త§Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

2013-14 సంవతŸరంలĐ ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺార  ఆȀİ�ంǩన ధరల ఉతŠర ŵ అనుసĸ�ంǩ య¢ǵȫ 
ఒకŐంట�ĥ� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయం సగట� ర¤.5.51Ħా ǵరşķంచబĬ�ంİ�.  2014-15 సంవతŸరంలĐ ĸాషś ƿ 
ȇభజన మ¢లంĦా పƔసుŠ త సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� ధరల ఉతŠర ŵ జ�ĸ�ĥాబడలÌదు. అందువలų  ĺాసŠవంĦా 
య¢ǵȫ ఒకŐంట�ĥ� వŪయం 2013-14 ĮČ ǷčȃŖనపǕడ¦ ĳ¿ĸ�Ħ�ననపťట�ĥ� 2013-14 సంవతŸరం ధరల 
ఉతŠర ŵను అనుసĸ�ంǩ ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĥóనȎాĦ�ంచడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� ఆİ�య 
ఆవశŪకత అనుసĸ�ంǩ సగట� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయం ర¤.6.22 య¢ǵȫ ఒకŐంట�Ħా అంచĲ� 
ĺÂయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  ఇİ� 2013-14 సంవతŸరంĮČ ǷčȃŖనపǕడ¦ 12.89%Ħా ĳ¿ర గ�దల అంచĲ� ĺÂయడ 
Ķ¸Ûనİ�.  అķనపťట�ĥ� ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ మ�ందు పƔǳǷాİ�ంǩన ధరల పƔǳǷాదనలలĐ ĥÃవలం 5.75% ధర 
ĳ¿ంప­నక¡ పƔǳǷాİ�ంచడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 

2. 

ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĳ¿ంచక¡ంĬ�, తĦ� œంĨే ȇధంĦా 
ఆİేȋంĨ�ȃ.  గతంలĐ 5.73 క¡ ప®రŵం వసూల¡ ĨేĽిన 
ȇధంĦాĲÂ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ఉంĬ�ȃ. 

3. 
120 HP వరక¡ LT 3-B ĦాĲÂ ĥóనȎాĦ�ంĨ�లǵ 
ĥąర చుĲ�Ťమ�. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı� లĐǵ అంశమ�. 

4. 
పĸ�శƘమలక¡ ȇదుŪȰ ĥąతల¡ లÌక¡ంĬ� ǵరంతĸాయంĦా 
Ĳ�ణŪĶ¸Ûన ȇదుŪȰ ను అంİ�ంĨ�లǵ ȇజŚĳి Š. 

పĸ�శƘమలక¡ ȇదుŪȰ ĥóరత లÌక¡ంĬ� Ĳ�ణŪĶ¸Ûన ȇదుŪȰ అంİ�ంచుటక¡ అవసరĶ¸Ûన అǵŤ చరŪలను 
Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§ంİ�. 

 



Venkateswarlu Gadipudi, Dy. GM Legal, AP&T, Vodafone South Limited

Objections/ Suggestions Reply

Prayer to the Hon'ble 
Commission

a) To order for the 
rationalization of tariff for 
telecom towers in the 
State.

b) To order that the tariffs 
for consumers with flat load 
profile and high power 
factor like telecom 
towers/CMTE be 
considered separately.

c) To declare that the tariff 
for telecom tower/CMTE 
consumers be re-
determined as per relevant 
acts.

As per the definition stated in the Tariff Order 2013-14 for LT-Category III “Industrial purpose 
shall mean, supply for purpose of manufacturing, processing and/or preserving goods for 
sale, but shall not include shops, business houses, offices, public buildings, hospitals, hotels, 
hostels, choultries, restaurants, clubs, theaters, cinemas, bus stations, railway stations and other 
similar premises, notwithstanding any manufacturing, processing or preserving goods for sale.”

As there is no manufacturing, processing and preserving goods activity, Telecom towers are
being categorised under LT-II-Non-Domestic/Commercial category. 

Further to the above it is to inform that LT-II Non Domestic/Commercial category is applicable for 

a) Consumers who undertake Non Domestic activity.

b) Consumers who undertake Commercial activity.

c) Consumers who do not fall in any other LT category i.e., LT – I, LT – III to LT –VIII 
categories.

d) Consumers who avail supply of energy for lighting, fans, heating, air conditioning and power 
appliances in Commercial or Non-Domestic premises such as shops, business houses, offices, 
public buildings, hospitals, hostels, hotels, choultries, restaurants, clubs, theatres, cinema halls, 
bus stations, railway stations, timber depots, photo studios, printing presses etc.

It means LT-Cat II is not only applicable for commercial activity but also for the activities not 
related to the other LT categories. As Cell towers business does not fall under any of LT –
I,III,IV,V,VI,VII categories, it comes under LT-II category.



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri M. Venugopala Rao, Sr. Journalist & 
Convener of Centre for Power Studies, # 7-1-408 to 413, Flat No.203, Sri Sai Darsan Residency, Balkampet Road, Ameerpet, 

Hyderabad – 500 016

Sl.
No

Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1. 1. TARIFF HIKE CAN BE AVOIDED:  TSSPDCL and TSNPDCL 
have proposed a revenue requirement of Rs.26,474 crores, with a 
projected revenue from current tariffs of Rs.18,909 crore and a 
revenue deficit of Rs.7565 crore, for the year 2015-16. We welcome 
the proposals of the Discoms to continue free power supply to LT 
agriculture and not to increase tariff for LT domestic consumers with 
a monthly consumption of less than 100 units and to some other 
categories of LT V (A) (agriculture with DSM measures), LT V (B) 
(agriculture without DSM measures) and LT V(C) (salt farming units 
and rural horticulture nurseries). We also welcome the implied 
support of subsidy from the State Government to the tune of 
Rs.6476 crores to bridge the projected revenue gap substantially, 
though the Discoms have not made it explicit and categorical in their 
submissions. Though the Discoms have not made it clear how they 
propose to bridge the projected revenue gap, it can be safely 
presumed with a sufficient degree of approximation to reality that 
the Discoms have submitted their much delayed proposals with 
prior approval of the State Government and as such with an implied 
commitment from the Government to provide required subsidy to 
bridge the remaining revenue gap, though the same is not publicly 
announced either by the Discoms or by the Government.  A close 
perusal of the proposals of the Discoms makes it abundantly clear 
that the proposed tariff hike to different categories of consumers to 
the tune of Rs.1089 crore (5.76%) can be avoided by taking prudent 
decisions. Moreover, if the neo-liberal policies being followed by the 
Central and State Governments are reversed with rational 
modifications to protect larger public interest, the existing power 
tariffs or requirement of subsidy from the Government or both can 
be reduced.

As against the revenue requirement of Rs 26,475 
crs, the revenue at current tariffs is Rs 18,909 crs 
resulting in a revenue gap of Rs 7566 crs for FY 
2015-16. 

The discoms have proposed a modest tariff hike of 
5.75% which would result in additional revenue of 
Rs 1089 cr. The discoms have proposed to meet 
the remaining revenue gap of Rs 6,477 through 
subsidy from GoTS.

The discoms are putting in all efforts for 
improving the efficiencies. Stringent loss reduction 
measures have resulted in reduction of losses from 
16.94 % in FY 2009-10 to the current level of  
13.20%n FY 2013-14



2. 3. FINANCIAL RESTRUCTURE PLAN: The Discoms have shown 
accumulated losses as on 31st March, 2013 of Rs.6455.68 crore for 
TSSPDCL and Rs.3512 crore for TSNPDCL.  Under the financial 
restructure plan formulated and approved by GoI for the Discoms, 
the State Government has issued bonds  to the extent of 
Rs.4060.73 crore (around 40% of total losses) -  Rs.2316.69 crore 
for TSSPDCL and Rs.1744.04 crore for TSNPDCL.  The Discoms 
have claimed a balance loss of Rs.4138.99 crore for TSSPDCLand 
Rs.1767.96 crore for TSNPDCL. They have further explained that 
the key components of these losses are “unapproved portion of Fuel 
Surcharge Adjustment (FSA) for the year(s) 2009-10 to 2011-12, 
(as) the FSA cases are in Courts and Govt. receivable over and 
above Rs.4553.85 Crs which is agreed by Govt as final settlement.” 
Against these losses, TSSPDCL and TSNPDCL structured short-
term loans to the extent of Rs.1225 crore each. The Discoms have 
also explained that “as per the terms of the loan, there is a 
moratorium on principal re-payment for a period of 3 years from 1st

April 2014.” They have claimed that the annual interest on these 
loans for both the Discoms is Rs.282 crore (Rs.141 crore each). 
The Discoms have maintained that they need to recover the interest 
cost through tariffs and requested the Commission to allow them to 
recover the same.  The Discoms have also requested the 
Commission to permit them to recover the cost of servicing interest 
and principal of these short-term loans as and when principal 
repayment of loan commences, i.e., from 2017-18.  Since the FRP 
is claimed to be intended to enable the turnaround of the Discoms 
and ensure their long-term viability, what is the financial support 
rendered by the Government of India under the programme to the 
Discoms? The Discoms have stated that the scheme contains 
measures to be taken by the State Government and State 
Licensees (Discoms).  What are those measures and under what 
terms and conditions the FRP is approved by the GoI?  The details 
of the scheme as signed by the GoI and the State Government have 
not been made public.  I request the Hon’ble Commission to direct 
the Discoms to provide me a copy of the FRP.

The Central Government would provide support to 
FRP through a Transistional Finance Mechanism 
(TFM) subject to the fulfilment of measures outline 
in the programme. The TFM has the following 
features

1 Providing liquidity support by way of a grant 
equal to the value of the additional energy saved 
by way of accelerated AT & C loss reduction 
beyond the loss tradjectory specified under 
RAPDRP. 

2. Incentive by way of capital reimbursement 
support of 25% of the principal repayment by the 
state government on the liability taken over by the 
state government.

The measures outlined as part of FRP schemes 
are in the areas of 
1.Tariff setting and revenue realization
2. Release of subsidy 
3. Metering measures 
4. Audit of accounts
5.Financial performance improvement



3. The claims of the Discoms for recovery of the principal and interest 
thereon of these short-term loans during 2015-16 and/or thereafter 
from consumers through true-up or tariff as also FSA amounts from 
2009-10 to 2011-12 are not permissible for the following reasons, 
among others:

a) At the behest of the State Government of the undivided 
Andhra Pradesh, the four Discoms had purchased additional 
power by obtaining loans from Banks and financial 
institutions under the condition that the Government would 
redeem both the principal of the loans and interest thereon 
from 2008-09 onwards.  No approval of APERC was sought 
or obtained for the quantum, period and ceiling price for 
purchasing that short-term power by the Discoms. As such, 
the Discoms are entitled to recover that amount from the 
State Government after deducting the revenue obtained by 
them on sale of that additional power to non-agricultural 
consumers and fully to the extent they supplied power under 
free supply to agriculture.  If such expenditure was 
permissible under FSA, the Discoms should have or would 
have claimed the same accordingly. That the Discoms did 
not do so confirms that they are not entitled to recover that 
amount and interest thereon from consumers.

b) To serve political expediency of the then ruling party, at the 
behest of the Government, especially during pre-election 
periods, with a view to hoodwinking the consumers that 
there were no tariff hikes or additional burdens, the Discoms 
delayed filing of  their FSA claims for almost three years 
without any valid reason and justification. Some of the 
consumers, especially industrial consumers, challenged the 
much-delayed claims of the Discoms for FSA and orders 
given thereon by APERC and obtained stay orders. The 
recovery or otherwise of those FSA claims would depend on 
the kind of final orders that would be given by the Supreme 
Court.  Claiming and permitting recovery of such FSA 
amounts from consumers, when stay orders are in force, 
would tantamount to contempt of court.

a) The commitments of GoAP towards its dues 
is finally settled at Rs 8600 crs up to FY 
2012-13 the cutoff date for the 
implementation FRP scheme. GoAP had 
made a final settlement of its commitments to 
DISCOMS and agreed to take over the 
liabilities to the extent of Rs 8600 Crs and 
share of TS DISCOMs is Rs 4553.85 Crs.

Once again it is reiterated that, the commitment of 
Govt is taken care by agreeing to take over bonds.
The DISCOMs are only pleading before the Hon’ble 
Commission to cover the interest portion on the 
restructured loans which are due to unable to collect 
FSA.

Further had DISCOMs were in position to collect 
FSA, it has repaid to the STL and there would not 
have been any commitment to consumers. In view 
of the forging facts DISCOMs can only have option 
to cover the interest under the ARR.

It is presumed that, the Tariff Order of FY 13-14 is 
also applicable to FY 2014-15. The Hon’ble ERC
approved market purchases to the extent of 10094 
MU at ceiling price of Rs 6 per Kwh .The Discom 
can procure power from the market or inter change 
the procurement in case of shortages. The Hon’ble 



c) Though the then APERC directed the Discoms to resubmit 
their ARR and tariff proposals in view of bifurcation of the 
State with updated details, the Discoms did not do so.  As 
such, for their failure of omission, the Discoms should not be 
permitted to recover carrying cost of Rs.132 crore for the 
year 2014-15 from the consumers.

d) Additional power purchases on short-term basis, without 
obtaining consent of the Hon’ble Commission on the 
quantum, period and ceiling price of power, would 
tantamount to bypassing the regulatory process of the 
Commission. Without such regulatory process and 
reasonable limits on quantum and maximum price of 
additional power to be purchased, short-term purchases of 
power at higher costs, though apparently for serving 
consumer needs, actually would lead to imposition of 
unjustifiable and avoidable burdens on consumers.  As 
such, I request the Hon’ble Commission to examine whether 
costs of additional power purchases made by the Discoms 
during 2014-15 are permissible to be recovered from 
consumers fully or partly or not.

e) For the failures of commission and omission on the part of 
the State Government and/or the Discoms, the consumers of 
power should not be penalized. Therefore, I request the 
Hon’ble Commission not to permit claims of the Discoms for 
true up of the above-explained short-term loans and interest 
thereon, carrying cost for 2014-15 and the FSA amounts.

ERC also allowed dispatches by use of RLNG to the 
extent of 2431 mu at Rs 8.97 per unit. The Hon’ble 
ERC has fixed the ceiling price in case of shortage 
of supply as per section 62 1(a) of Electricity Ac 
2003, the DISCOMs can procure power  for period 
not exceeding one year to ensure reasonable prices 
of Electricity .

Considering the cash flow of DISCOMs it is 
inevitable for the DISCOMs to recover the debt 
servicing cost from ARR in view of unable to collect 
the FSA. Had there been no case pending in courts 
to collect FSA DISCOMs would have collected and 
repaid STL. The learned Objector is well aware of 
the fact that the revenues of DISCOMs are limited 
and all the expenses are to be matched with 
suitable revenues in ARR.

The debt servicing cost if not covered ARR then the 
DISCOMs has to defer the generator liability to 
serve the debt cost. The rebate benefit of 2% to 
2.5% on each bills have to be forgone. Further loans 
have to be drawn to meet the debt servicing cost

4. 4. CONFLICTING CLAIMS OF TS DISCOMS AND AP DISCOMS 
ON THEIR RESPECTIVE SHARES IN POWER PROJECTS :  
Projections on availability of power and their shares therein as 
incorporated in their ARR submissions to TSERC by TS Discoms 
and to APERC by AP Discoms for the year 2015-16 contain 
mutually conflicting claims.

In the A.P. Reorganisation Act, 2014, it is incorporated : “1.Units of 
APGENCO shall be divided based on geographical location of 
power plants.

 In accordance with the Clause C(2) of 
schedule XII of the AP Reorganization Act 
and as per G.O.Ms.No.20, dt:08.05.2014, the 
allocation of power generated from the 
existing and the ongoing power plants 
located in both the states should be in the 
ratio of 53.89% & 46.11% respectively for 
Telangana and Andhra Pradesh. 



“2. Existing Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs) with respective 
DISCOMS shall continue for both on-going projects and projects 
under construction.

“6. The power of the Central Generating Stations will be allotted in 
such ratio to the State of Telangana and the State of Andhra 
Pradesh based on the actual energy consumption of the last 6 years 
of the relevant DISCOMS in the respective successor State.

“7.For a period of ten years, the successor State that has a deficit of 
electricity shall have the first right of refusal for the purchase of 
surplus power from the other successor State.

“8. The districts of Anantapur and Kurnool which fall within the 
jurisdiction of the AP Central Power Distribution Company Ltd will 
now be reassigned to the AP South Power Distribution Company 
Ltd.”

Telangana State Discoms TSSPDCL and TSNPDCL have projected 
their share in NCE units as per geographical location and as per the 
PPAs entered with erstwhile APCPDCL. In the ARR for 2015-16 
submitted to TSERC, they have considered a share of 52.12% in 
CGS as per recommendations of a committee headed by the 
chairperson of the CEA appointed by the GoI. Telangana Discoms 
have claimed a share of 41.68% as per population ratio in 
Tungabhadra/Machkund Hydel Stations as per A.P. Reorganisation 
Act. In all other sources, including thermal and Hydel stations of AP 
Genco and TS Genco and Hinduja, TS Discoms have claimed a 
share of 53.89% for themselves. 
AP Discoms have considered energy availability for upcoming 
APGENCO and TSGENCO thermal stations - KTPP Stage II, 
DSTPP stage I & II -  and hydel stations  as per their geographical 
location.  They have allocated NCE units to Discoms on 
geographical consideration. Allocation percentage for all other 
existing APGENCO thermal stations, CGS stations and gas-based 
IPPs is considered as 46.11% for AP Discoms out of the share of 
undivided AP (based on the last five years’ average consumption of 
Anantapur and Kurnool districts which were transferred from the 

 Government of Telangana on behalf of 
TSDISCOMs have already submitted its 
views on the sharing of the power from both 
the Central Generating Stations, inter state 
hydel generating stations, IPPs, NCEs and 
as well as the State owned Power 
Generating stations located in AP & 
Telangana states, before the Committee 
constituted by MoP, Govt of India, under the 
chairmanship of Chairperson/CEA, to resolve 
the issues cropped up post state bifurcation 
between the TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMs. 
Decision of the Committee is awaited. 



erstwhile CPDCL (now TSSPDCL) to APSPDCL as part and parcel 
of the process of bifurcation of the erstwhile Andhra Pradesh). AP 
Discoms have claimed the entire installed capacity of HNPCL for 
themselves.

While AP Discoms have considered PLF of 75% for thermal stations 
of AP Genco, TS Genco and CGS, TS Discoms have considered 
average  PLF of 80% for thermal stations of TS Genco and AP 
Genco. Similarly, while AP Discoms have considered availability of 
natural gas for four old IPPs at 41% PLF, TS Discoms have 
considered it as 30% PLF.

These conflicting claims on allocation of respective shares in power  
by AP Discoms and TS Discoms would lead to litigations, with 
variations in their respective projections on availability of energy. 
These conflicts are arising mainly as a result of divergent 
interpretations being given to some of the provisions in the A.P. 
Reorganisation Act by the Governments of Telangana and Andhra 
Pradesh.  Obviously, the legality or otherwise of these conflicting 
claims and interpretations cannot be settled by TSERC and/or 
APERC. Both the Commissions can at best take on record and 
consider availability of energy as projected by the respective 
Discoms, but actually cannot ensure such availability. Both the 
States are making conflicting claims on the legality or otherwise of 
PPAs pertaining to some of the projects in the erstwhile A.P. As 
these claims pertain to by now inter-State projects, they fall within 
the jurisdiction of CERC.  If Discoms of both the States resort to 
legal litigations, they have to approach CERC, thereafter Appellate 
Tribunal for Electricity and finally the Supreme Court. Such 
litigations would take their own course.  
There is scope for resolving these disputes harmoniously and 
equitably to the advantage of both the States. There are several 
incongruities in the A.P. Reorganisation Act. Nobody could provide 
any justification to allocation of 53.89% to Telangana, which has 10 
districts and a population and geographical area of about 42%, and 
44.11% to Andhra Pradesh, which has 13 districts and a population 
and geographical area of about 58%, in the installed capacities of 
power projects available to the undivided Andhra Pradesh. While 

 In accordance with the Clause C(2) of 
schedule XII of the AP Reorganization Act 
and as per G.O.Ms.No.20, dt:08.05.2014, the 
allocation of power generated from the 
existing and the ongoing power plants 
located in both the states should be in the 
ratio of 53.89% & 46.11% respectively for 
Telangana and Andhra Pradesh. 

 Government of Telangana on behalf of 
TSDISCOMs have already submitted its 
views on the sharing of the power from both 
the Central Generating Stations, interstate 
hydel generating stations, IPPs, NCEs and 
as well as the State owned Power 
Generating stations located in AP & 
Telangana states, before the Committee 
constituted by MoP, Govt of India, under the 
chairmanship of Chairperson/CEA, to resolve 
the issues cropped up post state bifurcation 
between the TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMs. 
Decision of the Committee is awaited. 



AP Discoms projected a requirement of 58,191 MU for 2015-16, 
Telangana Discoms have projected a requirement of 52,100 MU. 
Even after considering the element of inflated demand, there is no 
basis to justify the above ratio of 44.11:53.89 between the two 
States. Average consumption of power in respective areas also 
does not provide any rational basis for distribution of power between 
the two States.  It is an established fact that in the undivided Andhra 
Pradesh undue importance was given to Hyderabad and Ranga 
Reddy districts with no or short-duration power cuts and other areas 
have been discriminated against with long-duration power cuts. As 
such, taking consumption as basis for distribution of power between 
both the States would give a distorted and inequitable pattern. 
Allocation of power to both the States on the basis of population, as 
is done in the case of allocation of assets in other areas, would 
affect interests of Telangana. Actually, we have been requesting the 
erstwhile APERC over the years to direct the four Discoms in the 
undivided A.P. to ensure supply and power cuts proportionate to 
demand of respective areas/districts to be fair and equitable.  
Similarly, allocation of power from existing and on-going projects 
which were supplying or intended to be supplying power to the four 
Discoms in the undivided A.P. between Andhra Pradesh and 
Telangana States on the basis of average demand of respective 
areas for a period of five or six years before bifurcation of the 
erstwhile A.P. would ensure equitable distribution between them. 
Secondly, projects of erstwhile AP Genco can be allocated to 
Gencos of both the States on geographical basis.  Based on the 
respective ratios of both the States based on the equitable principle 
of demand-based distribution, whatever deficit Telangana State 
faces can be made good by required additional allocation from the 
Central Generating Stations by the GoI or from the share of 
undivided A.P. in the CGS.  Apart from ensuring equity, such an 
allocation has added advantages to both the States. They can avoid 
payment of wheeling charges to PGCIL and charges to SRLDC for 
mutual transmission of power after accounting adjustment which 
they have to otherwise pay in the event of both the States 
continuing to have shares in the power projects of both the Gencos. 
Each State can decide annual overhauling of their respective 



projects based on their requirements and there will be no scope for 
disputes on such issues. Regarding projects of Gencos of 
respective States, they will continue to be State specific projects, 
not inter-State projects, and as such on issues relating to them they 
need not approach CERC in New Delhi; they can approach their 
respective State ERC. Above all, the dispute on legal tenability or 
otherwise of PPAs will be resolved between the two States. In fact, 
through the media, I have been advocating resolution of these 
disputes between Andhra Pradesh and Telangana on these lines for 
almost one year.  Even the erstwhile APERC, under the 
chairmanship of Dr V Bhaskar garu, in its advisory No.3, 
recommended distribution of power between A.P. and Telangana 
broadly on these lines and sent the same to the GoI and 
Governments of Telangana and Andhra Pradesh.  Unfortunately, no 
move has come either from the GoI or the State Governments in 
that direction so far to resolve the avoidable disputes. I request the 
Hon’ble Commission to recommend to the Central and State 
Governments to resolve the disputes on these lines or in any other 
better way which it deems fit.  What do the Government of 
Telangana and TS Discoms propose to do to resolve these disputes 
and get their due share of power?

5. 5. AVAILABILITY OF POWER AND SHORT-TERM PURCHASES : 
For the year 2015-16, against a total requirement, including peak 
requirement, of 52,100 MU (14,476 MU for TSNPDCL and 37,624 
MU for TSSPDCL) projected availability is 60,250 MU with  a 
surplus of 8150 MU which works out to 15.64 per cent. For 2015-16, 
TSSPDCL has projected annual growth rate in sales of power of 
13.16% over sales of 2014-15, while TSNPDCL has projected a 
growth rate of 9.80%. These projected growth rates being 
substantial, obviously, that much reserve margin is on the higher 
side and may not be required. In this connection, I request the 
Hon’ble Commission to consider the following points, among others:

TSDISCOMS have contracted short term power 
through a transparent competitive bidding process. 
TSDISCOMS have contracted short term power so 
that there is no energy deficit in FY 15-16 and also 
in view of disputes in not scheduling of legitimate 
share of power to telangana discoms. Considering 
that currently all short term power is being 
consumed, it is expected that complete contracted 
short term power would be used at least till power 
starts flowing from all upcoming long term 
sources. In case of any surplus, TSDISCOMS 
would make an earnest effort to sell the surplus 
power to other states facing deficit



a) The Discoms have maintained that “the estimated purchases 
from such external sources (short-term purchases) are estimated to 
be 9123 MU for FY 14-15 and 2249 MU for FY 15-16.” They have 
further maintained that “based on the information available with the 
licensees on “the possible market prices for such purchases”  -  
Rs.6 per unit for bilateral purchases and Rs.5.50 per unit for powr 
from NTPC’s Jhajjar for 2015-16. (para 4.4.8) At another place in 
ARR (para 4.3.8), the Discoms have explained that bilateral/short-
term purchases of 800 MU per month for April and May, 2015 (900 
MU at para 4.2.9) and 525 MU per month from June 2015 and 
March 2016 have been considered. There does not seem to be any 
prudent propriety or legal tenability and respect for applicable 
regulatory process of the Commission on the part of the GoTS in 
making the Discoms enter into contracts for purchases of short-term 
power, even without seeking consent of the APERC that has been 
in existence with due authority in the undivided Andhra Pradesh and 
after bifurcation of the State till the present TSERC is formed for the 
quantum, period and ceiling price per unit for purchasing short-term 
power. What kind of bidding process the Discoms have adopted for 
short-term purchases? What are the terms and conditions under 
which TS Discoms have entered into or going to enter into contracts 
for short-term power purchases? The Discoms have maintained that 
“whenever the said power is not supplied as per the agreement, the 
power trader is liable to payment compensation.” Is there any 
condition incorporated in the contract to the effect that the sellers or 
Discoms have to pay 20% of cost per unit in the event of failure to 
supply or failure to purchase power, as the case may be? If so, what 
do the Discoms propose to do with purchase or non-purchase of 
projected surplus power, if it cannot be used or re-sold?

b) Under long-term power purchase agreement (PPA) signed 
with Thermal Power Tech Corporation India Limited (TPCIL) by the 
Discoms of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana for supply of 500 MW 
for a period of 25 years, TS Discoms have been allocated a share of 
53.89%, i.e., 269.54MW, under G.O.Ms.No.20.  As per terms of 
PPA, TPCIL has to commence supply of power from the 1st April, 
2017 to the Discoms. However, the Company has requested the 
Discoms to prepone commencement of supply of power to them to 

Variable cost per unit and fixed cost have been 
considered for FY 2015-16 based on the tariff 
quoted by the bidder while participating in Case-I 
Long Term tender



1st April, 2015 in view of early commissioning of the units of their 
project.  TS Discoms have considered availability of 2011.82 MU 
from this plant during 2015-16 with an estimated variable cost of 
Rs.1.82 per Kwh and fixed cost of Rs.352 crore. (However, AP 
Discoms have considered variable cost of Rs.1.76 per unit and fixed 
cost of Rs.313.29 crores is for 2015-16.) Why have the TS Discoms 
considered higher costs? What is the total cost per unit? I request 
the Hon’ble Commission to examine whether agreeing to 
preponement of commencement of supply of power to 1st April, 
2015 by this project is desirable and beneficial, especially in view of 
binding contractual obligations on the Discoms to purchase surplus 
short-term power or pay  penalty, if any, for non-purchase.

c) Purchases of power and surplus (reserve margin) should be 
restricted to prudent level by the Commission.

6. 6. SCOPE FOR AVAILABILITY OF ADDITIONAL POWER NOT 
CONSIDERED : Against allocation of 53.89% share (538 MW out of 
999 MW) to TS Discoms from the four gas-based private power 
projects of GVK, Spectrum, Lanco Kondapalli and Reliance BSES, 
only 1482 MU is considered for 2015-16 with an average PLF of 
30% only (AP Discoms have considered average PLF of 41%) due 
to shortage in supply of allocated natural gas.  Energy availability is 
not considered from GVK Extension, Vemagiri, Gautami and 
Konaseema (total 1499 MW with a share of 53.89% for TS 
Discoms),  as there has been no supply of natural gas from 
Reliance Industries Limited from KG D6 fields to these projects from 
1.3.2013 onwards. The Discoms have not considered scope for 
availability of additional power from the existing power projects. Nor 
does the efforts, if any, made by the GoTS seem to be yielding 
desired results to ensure optimum generation and supply of power 
exceeding the projected quantum from the existing and upcoming 
projects for 2015-16. I request the Hon’ble Commission to consider 
the following points :

a) The Government of India has reportedly agreed to divert 
2.4 MMBTU of natural gas from the supplies being made 
to fertilizer plants to enable generation of additional 450 
MW from the gas-based projects in A.P. which supply 

(a)

 The natural gas supplies from RIL KG D6 
fields to the New IPPs viz., 220 MW GVK 
Extn, 370 MW GMR Vemagiri, 464 MW GVK 
Gautami and 444.08 MW Konaseema  
became  zero from 01.03.2013 onwards. 
Hence there is no generation. 

 To tackle the prevailing shortage of Natural 
gas for the aforesaid new IPPs, TSPCC is 
making arrangements towards additional 
generation with RLNG by the way of 
swapping with KG D6 Gas.

 TSPCC appraised to the Government of India 
about the power deficit that is being faced by 
Telangana State and requested for allotment 
of 5 MMSCMD RLNG( under swapping 
arrangement with  KG D-6 Gas) for additional 
Generation of 1000 MW. The Government of 
India & Ministry of Fertilizers accepted to 
swap 2.4 MMSCMD of gas with RLNG, which



power under PPAs to the Discoms of Telangana and 
A.P.. From this, TS Discoms can get their share of 242 
MW.   

b) If the GoTS insists on the Government of India to ensure 
supply of natural gas and indigenous coal at least as per 
allocations made to power projects, which supply power 
to Telangana and A.P., and succeeds in that direction, 
substantial additional power will be available from the 
existing and upcoming power plants. In such an 
eventuality, TS Discoms can get an additional power of 
not less than 50 MU per day by making use of idle 
capacity of existing and upcoming projects. 

c) The Discoms have informed that GVK phase I PPA is 
expiring in June 2015 and Lanco Kondapalli stage I PPA 
is expiring in December 2015 (A.P. Discoms informed the 
expiry of the PPA of the latter project is 17.10.2015.) 
Going by the projections of availability of power from GVK 
and Lanco plants for 2015-16 of 126.86 MU and 536.17 
MU respectively, it is obvious that the  TS Discoms have 
considered availability of power from these two plants 
only up to the respective dates of expiry of their PPAs and 
availability of natural gas for 2015-16. Responding to one 
of my queries pertaining to ARR and tariff proposals for 
the year 2014-15, the Discoms had replied in January 
2014: “Regarding the buy-out (or) otherwise of Projects of 
GVK (stage I) & SPGL Power Plants, APDISCOMS have 
initiated steps in accordance with the procedure stipulated 
in the respective PPAs and would evaluate the benefits of 
the Options (examining the R&M proposals of IPPs and 
PPA Renewal (or) Buy-out of the Project) provided in the 
aforesaid agreements and submit the same to this 
Hon’ble Commission, for its Scrutiny and directions. This 
process would take time.”  Have the TS Discoms 
evaluated the benefits of these three options and 
submitted the same to the Hon’ble Commission, 
indicating their preference for any option and seeking the 
Commission’s consent?  I request the Hon’ble 

will generate 450 MW approximately out of 
which TSDISCOMs share will be around 240 
MW. Swapping arrangement is yet to be 
commenced.

c) Regarding the expiry of PPA’s of IPPs i.e. M/s. 
GVK-I,M/s. SPGL  & M/s. LANCO, TSDISCOMs 
examined the merits and demerits of PPA renewal 
or Buy-out of the Projects and as per the 
provisions of the PPA, TSPCC took a decision to 
go for Buy-out duly appointing IFCI (a Govt. of 
India enterprise) as an Appraiser for determination 
of Buy-out price of the Power plants. The above 
process is under progress. After the evaluation i.e. 
determination of Buy-out price the same will be put 
before Honble Commission for its approval.



Commission to hold public hearing on these options, if 
proposals on the same are already submitted to it by the 
Discoms.  Having paid unreasonably higher fixed costs 
and other charges to the gas-based IPPs during the 
period of their PPAs in view of highly questionable and 
manipulative terms and conditions therein and the failures 
of the Discoms to get them amended rationally, the 
consumers of power are entitled to get the benefit of 
frontloading the tariff by continuing to get power from 
these projects in the most beneficial manner by the 
Discoms opting for the option to which ensures maximum 
benefit to the consumers after expiry of the term of PPAs. 
I request the Hon’ble Commission to issue necessary 
directive to the Discoms in this regard and take necessary 
action in time to protect larger consumer interest. 

7. 7. SCOPE FOR REDUCING INFLATED POWER PURCHASE 
COST, ARR AND REVENUE GAP & AVOIDABLE LEGAL 
LITIGATIONS: There is scope for reducing power purchase cost 
projected by the Discoms. I request the Hon’ble Commission to 
consider the following points, among others:
a) 2% ESCALATION OF VARIABLE COSTS FOR THERMAL 

PROJECTS SHOULD NOT BE PERMITTED : The Discoms 
have factored 2% escalation  in variable costs of thermal 
stations of TSGENCO and AP Genco and Central Generating 
Stations for the year 2015-16 over the variable costs for the 
first six months of 2014-15.  It is generally known that  cost of 
imported coal is coming down, and more usage of imported 
coal is likely in upcoming years, besides decreasing prices of 
crude oil and diesel, which may decrease the secondary oil 
cost and keep transportation cost on low side.  Therefore, this 
2% escalation is hypothetical and should not be permitted by 
the Commission.  In any case, options are always open to the 
Discoms to seek true-up of difference in power purchase cost 
for 2015-16 in the ARR to be proposed for 2016-17.  How 
much would be the proposed 2% escalation in variable costs?

It is to be noted all thermal stations run 
predominantly on thermal coal supplied from 
domestic sources like MCL, SCCL etc. while 
imported coal is been used only in case of 
domestic coal shortfall.

With increase in rail freight rates for coal by 6.3% 
and increase in green cess to Rs. 200 per metric 
tonne, the cost of coal is expected to increase 
significantly which would increase the variable 
cost of production

Still, TSDISCOMS have taken a conservative 
estimate and projected the increase in variable 
cost only by 2%



b) ENSURE INTERNATIONAL COMPETITIVE BIDDING FOR 
PURCHASING IMPORTED COAL : I would like to bring to the 
notice of the Hon’ble Commission what I had submitted on the 
ARR proposals of the Discoms for 2014-15 regarding contrived 
bidding and higher costs for imported coal with a request to 
consider the same:  “As a result of the failure of GoI in 
ensuring timely supply of at least allocated domestic coal, 
Thermal projects of AP Genco and Central generating stations 
have already been forced to buy costly imported coal. There 
are serious allegations that manipulations and corruption are 
taking place in purchasing imported coal by confining 
competitive bidding to a few marketing companies of the 
Central government. Instead of re-examining the issue and 
ensuring international competitive bidding to enable foreign 
producers of coal to participate in the process to ensure real 
competitive bidding and economic price for imported coal, the 
Discoms proposed to add 10% escalation over actual variable 
costs of first half year of 2013-14 of AP Genco and Central 
generating stations for the next financial year. However, the 
Commission did not allow the escalation, as suggested by 
some of us. We request the Commission to take the same 
stand for the year 2014-15 also, besides disallowing the claim 
of the Discoms for true up of variable costs of thermal projects 
of AP Genco and NTPC exceeding the ones permitted by the 
Commission for the year 2013-14 in view of their failure to 
ensure that coal is imported by adopting international 
competitive bidding to enable actual producers to participate in 
the bidding. Otherwise, the decision of the Commission to 
disallow 10 per cent escalation in the variable cost of coal-
based thermal projects will have no value. Responding to our 
submissions during the earlier public hearings on FSA claims 
on the need for providing relevant information pertaining to the 
procedure adopted for importing coal through competitive 
bidding and examining the same, the Commission had simply 
stated that “the role of Commission is limited to verifying 
whether the coal imported by APGENCO is procured through 
competitive bidding or not as the cost of it is levied on the 

b) Procuring coal through competitive bidding is 
not under the purview of TSDISCOMS

c) TSDISCOMS have a MoU with Hinduja power. 
PPA is expected to be signed soon. Based on this 
consideration, TSDISCOMS have considered 
energy availability from HNPCL

MoA was entered on 17-05-2013 by the erstwhile 
APDISCOMs with M/s HNPCL for entering 
amendments to the existing PPA in line with the 
Regulations and EA2003. As per the MoA , the 
Draft amendments are prepared by the both 
parties and discussed during the meetings with 
M/s HNPCL. The proposed amendments are sent 
to M/s HNPCL for their comments. After 
finalization of the draft amendments, same will be 
submitted to the Hon ERC for approval.



consumers” (para 36 and page 42 of FSA order of the 
Commission for the 2nd quarter of 2011-12). The Commission 
has failed to see that the relevant information pertaining to the 
procedure adopted by AP Genco for importing coal through 
competitive bidding is provided to us.  Nor did it respond 
positively to our request to arrange to permit interested 
objectors to peruse the relevant files in its office in the 
presence of the officers concerned.  The above response of 
the Commission simply says what its role is but has not made 
it clear whether it has played its role in its true spirit and  
examined what kind of competitive bidding is followed for 
importing coal and whether it is satisfied that that is the only 
procedure that can be adopted and that no other better 
procedure can be adopted, based on the actual market 
conditions prevailing, to explore the possibility for importing 
coal at  prices cheaper than what AP Genco and NTPC are 
paying, especially in view of the fact that “the cost of it is levied 
on the consumers”. Did the Commission examine whether AP 
Genco and NTPC followed international competitive bidding to 
ensure participation of producers of coal, since coal is being 
imported from other countries, or simply confined the bidding 
to a few selective companies or traders who are not producers 
of coal but middlemen trading in coal? Despite brining the fact 
that coal is being imported at avoidable higher cost through 
contrived bidding process and that NTPC is paying much 
higher cost than the price being paid by AP Genco for 
importing the same quality of coal, the Commission, by not 
examining all these relevant aspects, is shirking its 
responsibility of protecting larger consumer interest, with such 
a casual approach.  In view of change of guard in the 
Commission, I once again request the Commission to re-
examine the issue and take appropriate decisions as 
requested above.” It is reported that TS Genco intends to 
import coal for its projects.  It was also reported earlier that 
Hon’ble Chief Minister of Telangana Sri K Chandrasekhar Rao 
garu had directed TS Genco to get  boilers of new projects 
designed to use imported coal, claiming that indigenous coal 



was not available, contrary to his repeated claims before 
elections that coal from Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
would be available for setting up thermal projects to the tune of 
10,000 MW in Telangana.

c) FIXED COST AND PPA OF HNPCL: Claiming availability of 
53.89% share  from the Hinduja project ( two units of 520 MW 
each) to Telangana State,  with  energy availability of 3449 MU 
for 2015-16, the Discoms have maintained that “indicative 
fixed cost for KTPP II, Krishnapatnam and Hinduja have been 
considered.” For two units of Krishnapatnam, the Discoms 
have considered fixed cost of Rs.1162 croreand a variable 
cost of Rs.2.48 per unit and for Hinduja fixed cost of Rs.638 
crore ( AP Discoms have considered fixed cost of Rs.1028 
crore) and variable cost of Rs.2.29 per kwh. Whereas “fixed 
costs have been considered as projected by the appropriate 
generating stations”, the Discoms have claimed. What are the 
fixed costs actually projected by Hinduja and AP Genco’s 
Krishnapatnam and TS Genco’s KTPP II projects? The 
Discoms have informed that HNPCL has submitted tariff 
proposals for its plant under cost plus basis before APERC for 
approval and that the same is pending. Have the Discoms 
signed final PPA with HNPCL and submitted the same to 
appropriate ERC for its approval? In their responses to my 
queries on ARR and tariff proposals for 2014-15, the Discoms 
had replied that they and HNPCL were likely to sign the PPA 
on 31.3.2014. In their ARR proposals for 2014-15, the 
Discoms informed that “the licensees have considered the 
fixed and variable costs for upcoming HNPCL power plant to 
be same as the costs for NPTC Simhadri Stage II.  However, 
actual tariff would be subject to approval of Hon’ble 
Commission.”  In this connection, I would like to reiterate what 
I had submitted on this issue relating to ARR and tariff 
proposals of the Discoms for 2014-15: “The Discoms have 
shown the cost of power from NTPC Simhadri stage II as 
Rs.3.74 per unit. The State Government has directed the 
Discoms to enter into a ‘continuation agreement to the PPA of 

The Coal linkages for the Power stations generally 
will be allocated by standing linkage committee 
long term (SLCLT), Ministry of Coal , GoI. The 
existing power stations (KTPS,KTPP and RTS-B) 
of TSGENCO are linked to SCCL as per the 
linkage approved by GoI. The new project 
proposed by TSGenco are designed to utilize both 
indigenous coal and imported coal.

The Variable Cost of Simhadri STPS is 
considerably high when compared to the Variable 
Cost of HNPCL as 40 % of required Coal is being 
imported for the Simhadri STPS.

The NTPC is using 60 % of indigenous Coal 
and 40% of imported Coal for the Simhadri Super 
Thermal Power Station in view of the shortage of 
indigenous Coal.

The HNPCL has yet to start generation and 
Variable Cost arrived by HNPCL is based on 100 
% of indigenous Coal



1998 with M/s HNPCL’, they had explained earlier. When the 
so-called continuation agreement is still pending and the 
Commission’s consent to the same is to be sought, and when 
the Discoms have not explained whether HNPCL has agreed 
to the tariff on par with that of NTPC’s Simhadri stage II, what 
is the sanctity or legality in the Discoms proposing to purchase 
power from HNPCL at the presumed or speculative rate? If the 
Commission permits the Discoms to purchase power from 
HNPCL accordingly, without holding public hearing on PPA, if 
signed between the Discoms and the project, and giving 
consent to the same, it may lead to bungling and legal litigation 
later.”  If the Discoms and HNPCL have not signed PPA so far, 
what are the reasons for the same?

d) RECOVERY OF RS.2081.81 CRORE FROM APGENCO:  In 
its order dated 31.5.2014 in O.P.No.15 of 2009 and IA Nos.3 
of 2010, 9 of 2011, 21 of 2013 and 36 of 2013 in OP No.15 of 
2009, APERC directed APGENCO to adjust a difference of 
Rs.2081.81 crore between the tariff already collected from 
Discoms and the tariff approved for specified years and 
projects mentioned therein before 31.12.2014. Was that 
amount adjusted by APGENCO, as directed by the 
Commission? If not, what steps are the Discoms taking to 
recover the same from TSGENCO (and APGENCO)?  Since 
no mention is made of adjustment of that huge amount in the 
form of true-down by the Discoms in their ARR for 2015-16, I 
requerst the Hon’ble Commission to deduct that amount from 
annual revenue requirement, including claims of true-up, 
projected by the Discoms (proportionately for TS Discoms) 
with a direction to them to recover the same from TSGENCO 
(and APGENCO), if not already adjusted or recovered.

AP Genco claimed fixed cost as per actual 
availability for old stations and based on actual 
COD for new stations. The amounts were adjusted 
on year to year basis and final adjustment was 
made during 2012-13 as part of FRP scheme. 
Hence all the recoveries were made as per 
APERC Order No. 15/2009.



e) QUESTIONABLE REVISED ESTIMATES OF 
AGRICULTURAL CONSUMPTION: It has become a standard 
practice for the Discoms to project inflated agricultural demand 
and for the Commission to reduce the same and for the 
Discoms to show revised estimates of higher consumption for 
agriculture.  Genuine criticism is being voiced every year that a 
part of transmission and distribution losses is being included in 
agricultural consumption. Even while showing overall sales 
below the levels permitted by the Commission, both the 
Discoms have shown agricultural consumption exceeding the 
levels permitted by the Commission by 406 MU for TSNPDCL 
and an increase for 2014-15 to 37.28% from 32.87% in 2013-
14; and  by 1116.57 MU for TSSPDCL for the year 2013-14 
and an increase for 2014-15 to 22.98% from 20.95% in 2013-
14.  Since the scheme of free supply of power to agriculture is 
being implemented and Government is providing subsidy, in 
addition to cross subsidy, the Commission should not permit 
true-up of expenditure for revised excess consumption for 
agriculture and the same should be provided as additional 
subsidy by the Government. Since the Government has 
agreed to provide substantial subsidy for 2015-16, it can be 
presumed that the same covers expenditure for revised excess 
consumption for agriculture.

The licensee has been estimated Agriculture 
consumption based on ISI methodology as 
approved by the Hon’ble Commission from October 
2013 onwards.  

Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL is being 
carried-out on the basis of ISI Methodology wherein 
energy meters are provided to the selected DTRs 
(Sampled DTRs) and the average consumption 
recorded in a given capacity of the DTR is 
calculated. This average consumption multiplied by 
the total number of the same capacity DTRs will be 
the total Agl consumption on the capacity of DTRs. 
Similarly, the total Agl consumption on the other 
capacities of DTRs is arrived. The total Agl 
consumption on all the capacities of DTRs (16 KVA, 
25 KVA, 63 KVA & 100 KVA) will be the total Agl 
consumption estimation in TSNPDCL.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the 
capacities said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, 
energy meters were provided on 3,168 DTRs of the 
above said DTRs. The readings from these energy 
meters are taken every month and arriving monthly 
Agl consumption estimation.

Also, it is planned to provide energy meters to 10% 
of the total existing Agl DTRs and hence the 
accuracy of Agl consumption estimation will be 
improved further.

Based on the above actual estimated Agl 
consumption of H1 of 2014-15, the licensee expects 
growth rate of 4.00% for the H2 of FY 2014-15 and 
FY 2015-16 over the H2 of FY 2013-14 and revised 
estimates of FY 2014-15.



The Hon’ble Commission has approved Agl sales 
same level of FY 2012-13 for the FY 2013-14 and in 
the FY 2014-15 there was no tariff order and 
approved sales. In this regard, the actual Agl sales 
of the Licensee have been exceeded over the 
approved Agl consumption.  

However, as per the previous FSA regulation and 
amended Regulation 4 of 2005, the Commission is 
allowing Agl sales limited to Tariff Order quantities 
while calculation FSA and true up for retail supply 
business.   

f) NON-CONVENTIONAL ENERGY, ENDLESS LITIGATIONS 
AND TARIFF HIKES : Regarding the detailed account on how 
litigations with non-conventional energy units have been going 
on endlessly and how tariffs for the same are being increased 
over the years, with the kind of policy decisions being taken by 
the Governments and orders being given especially by the 
Regulatory Commission and Appellate Tribunal, desirability of 
entering into long-term PPAs with private NCE units has 
become questionable with consumer interest becoming a 
casuality. Encouragement to non-conventional energy does 
not mean going on a spree of entering into long-term PPAs 
with private developers and increasing tariffs for the same. 
Even in the face of projected availability of surplus power, 
entering into long-term PPAs with private developers to 
purchase non-conventional energy is leading to higher costs 
for power purchase, as the rates at which different kinds of 
NCE shown in the ARR make it abundantly clear.  Therefore, I 
request the Hon’ble Commission to reduce the percentage of 
NCE power to be purchased by the Discoms from the 5% 
determined by it under the existing Renewable Power 
Purchase Obligation order. Even then, the quantum of NCE 
power the Discoms have to purchase would increase in 
absolute terms in view of increasing sales of power. Fillip 
should be given to Research & Development for technological 
development and improvement to reduce cost of generation of 

RPPO:

 The Regulation No. 1 of 2012 dealing the 
Renewable power purchase obligation 
(RPPO) was issued by the erstwhile APERC 
in the year 2012 with mandatory purchase of 
RE (NCE) power with a quantum of 5% from 
total  purchases (out of which 0.25% from 
solar sources) in a Financial year by 
obligated entities, viz, Distribution Licensees, 
Open Access and Captive Consumers.

 The quantum of energy to be purchased by 
distribution licenses is to be re- looked into by 
considering the AP Reorganization Act-2014 
(bifurcation of States). Issuance of fresh 
RPPO obligation is necessitated by 
considering the existing RE capacity as of 
now along with expected capacity in FY 
2015-16 may be taken as initial base 
percentage quantum of RE energy 
mandated. It may be appropriate to increase 
by 10% in each subsequent year.



NCE power especially solar and wind power.  Instead of 
inviting bids and entering into long-term PPAs with private 
developers at higher costs especially for solar power, 
TSGENCO should be encouraged to fully make use of the 
incentives being given by the GoI and the State Government 
for setting up solar energy units and the power generated by 
them be supplied to agriculture during day time. That would 
help avoiding the kind of problems farmers cultivating under 
wells and borewells are facing due to staggered supply of 
power in two or three spells even during the night. If 
necessary, the Government has to provide necessary 
additional subsidy for the same.

 Notwithstanding the above, the maximum 
ceiling of RPPO of 5% may be limited to 3% 
during the control period, thereby less burden 
on DISCOMs to purchase, there by deduction 
in retail supply tariff to the consumers.

Solar plants by GENCO:

 The issue of establishing the solar plants by 
TSGENCO by utilizing the incentives 
provided by GoI and GoTS is not in the 
purview of TS Transco/TSDISCOMs.

g) REDUCTION OF DISTRIBUTION LOSSES: The financial 
impact of failure of the Discoms in achieving targets of 
reduction of distribution losses as determined by the 
Commission should not be permitted to be included in ARR 
and collected from the consumers. As the Discoms themselves 
have admitted, there is scope for further reducing distribution 
losses, both technical and commercial. To the extent the 
Hon’ble Commission disallows excess agricultural 
consumption of power claimed by the Discoms, that should be 
added to distribution losses. Accordingly, I request the Hon’ble 
Commission to fix targets of reduction of distribution losses 
realistically not only Discom-wise but also circle-wise to infuse 
a sense of accountability at various levels, since there is a vast 
difference in distribution losses among various circles.

TSDISCOMS would strive for achieving the loss 
trajectory as specified by the Hon’ble Commission. 
TSDISCOMS also humbly submit to the Hon’ble 
Commission that it should either allow projection 
of Agriculture sales based on the actual sales and 
provide a low loss trajectory or disallowed Agl 
sales be recognized as losses and loss trajectory 
devised accordingly. 

h) TRUE-UP CLAIMS:  The veracity and permissibility of true-up 
claims of the Discoms need to be examined thoroughly and 
pruned accordingly. Based on the information, without all the 
required details, submitted in the ARR volumes, it is not 
possible for us to examine and come to a conclusion on the 
veracity and permissibility or otherwise of true up claims of the 
Discoms. A separate public hearing on true up claims, making 
all relevant details available, is required, as has been the past 
practice with regard to FSA claims of the Discoms.

The True-up has been submitted by the licensee 
as per Clause 10 of the Regulation No. 4 of 2005. 
Hence the licensee has included the true-up 
claims for the control period in the current ARR 
(Aggregate Revenue Requirement) filings for the 
purpose of passing of gains/losses to the 
consumers.



i) MAXIMUM CEILING PRICE FOR SHORT-TERM 
PURCHASES : Regarding directive given by APERC in its 
tariff order for 2013-14 on maximum ceiling on purchase price 
through short-term sources, the TS Discoms have replied that 
“the APPCC has finalized short term power purchases of 2000 
MW RTC power on firm basis from 30.05.2014 to 28.05.2015, 
fixing the rates as follows: Generators located outside the 
State at Rs.3.52. Generators located within the State Rs.5.45 
per unit.” For purchase of short-term power, competition 
should be among all interested suppliers, irrespective of 
locations from which they supply power. The Discoms have 
projected “possible price of Rs.6 per unit” for 2015-16. From 
which individual generators/traders the Discoms are/will be 
purchasing power on short-term basis, how much quantum, for 
which period and at what prices?   The neo-liberal policies of 
the Central and State Governments in hindering progress of 
public sector utilities and pampering  private sector units, often 
with scandalous proportions, in fuel and power sectors are 
leading unjustifiably to all-round imposition of additional 
burdens on consumers.  They create scarcity for fuels and 
power, on the one hand, and in the name of reducing or 
overcoming scarcity for power and avoiding power cuts, resort 
to entering into contracts to purchase power especially on 
short-term basis at very high prices, on the other, all in the 
name of serving consumers, but serving private vested 
interests in practice. Implementing saner policies to ensure 
generation and supply of  power at prudent costs to 
consumers availing all possible opportunities in a given 
situation is the real yardstick to judge whether the policies of 
the Government are pro-people or not. Judging by this 
yardstick, the policies of the Governments are anti-people and 
pro-corporate sector. In this connection, we welcome the 
repeated statements made by CM Sri Chandrasekhar Rao 
garu that new projects would be implemented by TS Genco as 
a step in the right direction.  However, it is necessary to ensure 
that the projects are implemented in time and efficiently, 
confining cost of the projects to prudent levels, and leaving no 

Type Capac
ity 

(MW)

Lowest 
rate 

(Rs./Unit)

Highest rate 
(Rs./Unit)

Within 
Telangana

1595 3.92 4.50

Within SR 330 5.99 6.54

Outside SR 287 5.90 6.09

Total 2212*

It can be observed that different capacities have 
been contracted with different generators at 
various tariffs. Considering the corridor 
constraints, around 800 MW power at an average 
price of Rs. 6.00/Unit is expected



scope for manipulations and avoidable cost escalations, in 
view of adverse findings in the reports of the Comptroller & 
Auditor General of India earlier on implementation of some of 
the projects by AP Genco.

8. 8. DIRECTIVE ON MONITORING OF COST OF IMPORTED COAL 
PROCURED BY APGENCO AND NTPC NOT COMPLIED WITH :  
In response to several objections raised during public hearings, in 
its tariff order for 2013-14, the then APERC in the undivided Andhra 
Pradesh directed the Discoms: “The Discoms are directed to verify 
whether APGENCO is procuring imported coal through competitive 
bidding process, or under any guidelines issued in this regard by 
GoI, before admitting the Station wise power purchase bills claimed 
by APGENCO. Regarding NTPC Stations, DISCOMs have to take 
up the pricing issue of imported coal, if any, with CERC.” After a gap 
of nearly two years, the TS Discoms have replied: “TSGENCO is 
not utilizing imported coal.”  This reply is strange and evasive, as if 
the responsibility of TS Discoms were confined to monitoring cost of 
imported coal, if only TS Genco imported and used the same, and 
ignoring the fact that they are getting power from projects of AP 
Genco and NTPC also. Therefore, I request the Hon’ble 
Commission to issue appropriate directions to TS Discoms in this 
regard. The Discoms also have replied : “TSGENCO projected its 
total coal requirement for FY 2014-15 as 131.60 Million Tons 
(MMT), as per Fuel Surcharge (Supply) Agreements the linkage is 
106.70 MMT and the shortfall is being met by procuring additional 
quantity of Coal from M/s SCCL.”  Is TSGENCO procuring 
additional quantity of coal from SCCL at the same price that is being 
paid for allocated coal of same grade or is it paying higher price for 
coal of same grade purchased additionally?

TSGENCO power stations are having coal linkage 
of 10.67 MT/Annum (SCCL-8.36MTPA & MCL-
2.31MTPA) against the requirement of 13.16MT for 
the FY 2014-15. The linkage materialization from 
MCL is in order of 40%. To meet the requirement 
SCCL is supplying additional quantity over and 
above the linkage quantity. M/s.SCCL is claiming 
additional price for supply of additional quantity. 
However, the issue of payment of additional price to 
SCCL is under correspondence.

9. 9. IMPACT OF IMPORTED COAL: In its tariff order for 2013-14, 
APERC had directed the four Discoms: “Distribution Licensees are 
directed to take up the issue of variation in GCV (lower GCV of 
blended coal than indigenous coal) of CG stations with NTPC and 
report compliance by 30th September, 2013. Licensees are directed 
to take up the matter with APGENCO for a critical examination of 
the variation in GCV and submit a report to the Commission by 30th

-



September, 2013.” The TS Discoms have given the same strange
reply : “TSGENCO is not utilizing imported coal.” When blended 
coal, imported and indigenous,  is being used for generation of 
power, only average GCV would be available which must be above 
the GCV of indigenous coal when imported coal is costly and its 
quality is superior to that of indigenous coal.  Is NTPC showing the 
quantum of imported coal used in specific stations and its cost, and 
whether its assured GCV is realized in actual usage separately in 
monthly bills? Or is NTPC showing average cost and GCV of coal -  
supposed to be a blend of imported and indigenous coal – of all its 
stations in the country for every one of its stations, irrespective of 
actual utilization or non-utilization of imported coal, its quantum and 
price in its monthly bills to the Discoms?  Regarding quality of 
domestic coal, APERC had directed the Discoms : “The Discoms 
are directed to appoint independent coal auditors to ensure that the 
coal of agreed quality and price as per fuel supply agreement (FSA) 
is used for generation of power at all coal based Thermal Power 
Stations.  Before making final payment such audit reports should be 
verified by the concerned officers of the DISCOMs.” When the TS 
Discoms have replied that “TS & AP DISCOMS submitted in FY 
2013-14 to the Hon’ble Commission (that it) may take a view on this 
aspect duly considering the Punjab ERC directions in the similar 
matter,” they have deliberately ignored the fact that the Commission 
had given this directive in the tariff order for 2013-14 after the same 
submission was made by the Discoms.  In view of the evasive 
replies given by the Discoms, I request the Hon’ble Commission to 
issue necessary directives to the Discoms and direct them to submit 
in detail relevant particulars like quantum, quality,  price and 
assured GCV of imported and indigenous coal used by NTPC and 
APGENCO in each thermal station separately which supplies power 
to the Discoms.  I also request the Hon’ble Commission to permit or 
reject, fully or partly, the cost of power purchase station-wise or unit-
wise based on submission or non-submission of required particulars 
relating thereto and after examining the same thoroughly.



10. 10. RECOVERY OF DEMAND CHARGES FROM APGPCL:  In 
response to the issue of recovery of demand charges from APGPCL 
raised by us, consequent to the orders issued by APERC, vide letter 
No.APERC/E-205/DD/Dist/2009 dated 6.5.2010, the Discoms 
replied that the amounts estimated by APPCC are around Rs.5 cr. 
and that necessary steps are being taken for recovery of the 
amount from APGPCL. Further, the amount foregone by DISCOMs 
towards difference of MD charges in H.T. consumers C.C. Bills will 
be calculated and necessary steps for recovery of the same will be 
made in due course, the Discoms replied.  APERC directed the 
Discoms to file a comprehensive action taken report with details of 
excess amounts paid and extent of recovery made (Para 82 of Tariff 
Order for 2011-12). How much was the excess amount and how 
much was recovered from APGPCL?

Notices were issued to all the consumers for 
recovery of demand charges in respect of APGPCL. 
M/s APGPCL has filed writ petition in the Hon’ble 
High Court vide WPNO. 24594 of 2011 on the 
notices issued by the Discom to their shareholders.

The counters were filed in Sep-2011 by the Discoms 
and the same was admitted by the Court. 

As the case has been pending for a long time, 
once again counter affidavit filed on 16.02.2013 by 
Discoms for vacating the stay petition. The case is 
still pending and the realization of amounts is 
subjudice

The inflated demand charges ( Rs5,05,90,298 )in 
respect of APDISCOMS share in APGPCL stage-I 
were already recovered from February and March 
CC bills of 2011.

Further an amount of Rs 4,45,94,346/- have been 
recovered towards inflated demand charges in
respect of participating industries. Further 
APGPCL had approached Hon High Court and the 
same is sub judice.

11. 11. REJECT PROPOSALS FOR TARIFF HIKE: Considering the 
above submissions, availability of surplus power, besides the 
subsidy implied to be provided by the Government, among others, I 
request the Hon’ble Commission to reject the proposals of the 
Discoms for tariff hike for 2015-16.

In the Tariff Order for FY 2013-14, the average 
Cost to Serve (CoS) as approved by the Hon’ble 
Commission for the Telangana was Rs 5.46/Unit. 
Since then, there has been a significant increase 
in the average CoS during the year and the 
licensee expects the trend to continue for the 
ensuing year.



The Licensee estimates the state level CoS for the 
year FY 2015-16 to be at Rs. 5.98/Unit. This 
implies that an increase of Rs.0.52/ Unit (10 % 
increase) 

The increase in the CoS is due to the following 
reasons
1. The Network cost approved in FY 13-14 was 
Rs. 0.83/Unit and this has increased to Rs. 1.00 
/Unit primarily due to increase in wages of 
employees, increased Capital Investment of the 
licensee. 

2. The interest costs on the short term loans 
converted to Long term loan under Financial 
Restructure plan amounts to Rs. 141 crores has 
also increased the ARR in FY 2015-16.

3. The Licensees has projected a consolidated 
revenue deficit for FY 13-14 and FY 14-15 to the 
tune of Rs. 1463 Crs. The high revenue deficit for 
the period is primarily due to increase in Power 
Purchase cost, Network cost and other cost in FY 
14-15 and no tariff revision in FY 14-15.  

Hence, the Distribution licensee feels that the
increased CoS should reflect appropriately in the 
tariff structure. Hence, the licensee proposes the 
tariff revision for various categories

12. 12. MEASURES NEEDED TO ENSURE ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF 
POWER TO CONSUMERS AT REASONABLE TARIFFS :   
Strengthening public sector utilities like TS Genco and NTPC to 
take up and implement proposed and new projects in time by 
providing necessary budgetary allocation for meeting equity, 
allocating and ensuring timely supply of adequate quantum of fuels 
required by them on priority basis and ensuring fair bidding 

The Discoms, Transco and Genco are alive to the 
challenges highlighted by the objector and 
following are some of the key steps been taken to 
address the concerns



processes for implementing  projects with least possible capital 
cost; taking concerted measures in a planned manner to ensure 
growth in production of fuels like domestic coal and natural gas by 
giving priority to the public sector units in those areas, fixing prices 
of fuels in a rational manner based on prudent capital and operating 
costs and reasonable profit; clearing dues, if any, to the Discoms by 
the State government for additional power purchased at its behest 
earlier, improving efficiency of government’s power utilities; effective 
measures for further reducing transmission and distribution losses, 
curbing theft and pilferage, collecting dues from consumers; 
implementing energy conservation measures in a phased manner 
based on cost-benefit analysis; avoiding manipulative terms and 
conditions in  power purchase agreements with private power 
projects ; paying special attention to research and development to 
tap sources of renewable energy in an economical way gradually 
and fixing their tariffs in a prudent way are some of the main 
measures required to ensure adequate supply of power at 
reasonable tariffs to meet growing demand of consumers.

TS Genco

Following capacity additions (thermal) are been 
planned

- KTPP Stage II – 600 MW
- KTPS Stage VII – 800 MW
- Manuguru 1080 MW
- Damarcherla A 1200 MW
- Damarcherla B 3200 MW
- KTPS Stage VII – 800 MW

In addition 250 MW from Hydel sources are 
planned. Issue of low PLFs due to coal shortage is 
been taken up with Coal India at all forums for 
resolution.

Further an MoU is entered with govt of Chattisgarh 
for supply of 1000MW 

TSNPDCL is taking the following measures  for 
reduction distribution losses

Theft control, proper categorization of services, 
replacement of elctromechanical meters with 
electronic meters, shifting of meters from inside to 
outside of the house, replacement of defective 
meters on monthly basis, regularization of 
unauthorized services, sealing of meters

13. 13. CLAIMS OF TRUE UP & MYT:  The Discoms have sought true 
up of additional expenditure or ARR deviation for 2013-14 and 
2014-15. Leaving aside the permissibility or otherwise of such 
claims, a few relevant issues need to be taken note of here. Since 
FSA was repealed from 2013-14 onwards by the Commission, the 
Discoms claim that they are seeking true up for the revised  revenue 
gap for 2013-14, contrary to their earlier claim  that they “expect 
minimal or no FSA for FY 2013-14 with the proposed ARR.”   It 

It can be observed that for FY 13-14, 
TSDISCOMS have either projected a True-down 
or a very minimal true up amount. Hence, the 
statement “expect minimal or no FSA for FY 2013-
14” holds true. Since, there is no tariff increase for 
FY 14-15, the true up amount is significant.
Hon’ble Commission has allowed for True-up of 
Retail business on an annual basis considering 



confirms our contention put forth before APERC during the public 
hearing held by it on its proposal to repeal the system of FSA that 
the additional burdens that were being imposed under FSA would 
be imposed in the form of true up.  Similarly, we had questioned the 
propriety of introducing the multi-year tariff system.  Experience of 
the 1st and 2nd control periods has confirmed repeatedly that Multi 
Year Tariff (MYT) has not benefited either the Discoms or its 
consumers. Every year the Discoms, in their ARR filings, have been 
explaining how regulatory objectives of a multi-year tariff regime 
could not be met and what kind of uncertainties they have been 
facing in making projections for a control period of five years. The 
MYT has resulted in accumulating huge sums proposed to be 
recovered  by the Discoms, thereby causing financial difficulties to 
them, on the one hand, and imposing of such huge additional 
burdens, with carrying costs, on the consumers at the end of the 
control period concerned or during the next control period, on the 
other. In view of the same, we once again request the Commission 
to dispense with the MYT system and direct the Discoms and TS 
Transco to file their proposals annually.  All the reasons for claiming 
true up of additional expenditure or revenue gap by the Discoms 
may not be permanent in nature. For example, shortage for 
domestic coal, natural gas and water in reservoirs is temporary in 
nature. Once these issues are solved, generation and supply of 
power would improve and cost of power purchase would ease 
substantially, thereby avoiding need for most of the proposed 
additional burdens of tariff hikes. Therefore, while examining and 
allowing claims of the Discoms for true up, the Commission has to 
differentiate between factors that are permanent in nature, for 
example, pay revision, and factors which are temporary in nature. If 
additional expenditure or revenue gap is caused by non-controllable 
and justifiable factors but are temporary in nature, that should not 
be allowed as true up in the form of hiking tariffs.   Otherwise,  it 
would result in frontloading the tariff to cover even requirements of 
likely increase in costs of fuels and other costs in future which may 
lead to increase in power purchase cost and need for hiking tariffs 
or Government’s subsidy support in future. In other words, the 
consumers would be saddled unjustifiably with the burden of making 

the difficulties in either recovering true up at the 
end of the control period or filing FSA on a 
quarterly basis.



payments in advance for future requirements. Therefore, such 
claims should be permitted separately as a one-time payment, 
without considering them for hike in tariffs.

14 14. ADDITIONAL BURDENS DUE TO FAILURES OF GOI AND RIL 
: The deliberate failure of the Government of India in ensuring 
supply of domestic coal and natural gas to the power projects in the 
State as per allocations made by it is leading to under-utilisation of 
existing installed capacity.  As a result, the Discoms are forced to 
purchase power in the open market from merchant power plants 
and power traders at higher prices, on the one hand, and get power 
generated with costly imported coal, on the other, to reduce power 
shortage.  Instead of increasing production of natural gas in the D6 
field of KG basin to 80 million metric standard cubic meters per day 
(MMSCMD), Reliance Industries Limited has reduced it 
considerably. Due to the failure of RIL and the GoI to ensure 
production and supply of natural gas as per allocations made, the 
plant load factor (PLF) of the four old private power projects is 
projected to be 30% and of the four new private power projects of 
GVK extension, Gautami, Vemagiri and Konaseema as zero during 
the next financial year by the TS Discoms. Due to failure of Reliance 
Industries Limited in supplying natural gas as per allocations made, 
(and by ONGC, Cairn, etc. to some extent) huge installed capacity 
of the existing projects with whom the Discoms had power purchase 
agreements is lying idle. The average cost of gas-based power 
even at the unjustifiable high cost of natural gas of the US$ 4.20 per 
MMBTU is about Rs.3 per unit. While production and supply of 
natural gas has come down, the erstwhile UPA Government had 
decided to enhance the price of natural gas to $ 8.4. per MMBTU 
based on an irrational formula worked out by the Rangarajan 
committee.  Fortunately, that decision was put on hold as a result of 
the directive issued by the Election Commission in view of the 
scheduled elections to the Lok Sabha. However, the NDA 
Government has increased the price of natural gas to $5.65 per 
MMBTU without any justification and without even making public on 
what basis or principle it has done so. It is increasing the cost of 
generation of power and power purchase cost and leading to 

This subject is not under the purview of 
TSDISCOMS



imposition of additional burdens on consumers of power. While RIL 
had quoted a price of $ 2.34 per MMBTU in an international bid 
floated by NTPC in the past, the empowered group of Ministers 
headed by the then Finance Minister, Sri Pranab Mukherjee, had 
decided a price of $ 4.2 per MMBTU based on a contrived formula 
submitted by RIL. That price was linked to the price of international 
Brent crude oil at US$ 60 per barrel.  Even going by that irrational 
formula, the price of natural gas has to be reduced in view of slump 
in the price of crude oil in the international market well below $ 60 
per barrel.   Strangely, there is no word of protest against the 
unjustifiable hike in price of natural gas from the Governments of 
Telangana and Andhra Pradesh, leave alone demanding the GoI to 
reduce the price rationally.

15. 15. DISCOMS SHOULD NOT SUPPLY POWER TO RESCOs AT 
LESS THAN COS :  Discoms and Rescos are independent entities.  
The Discoms should not be permitted by the Commission to supply 
power to Rescos at less than the cost of service and impose 
additional burden on the consumes of Discoms.  If Rescos are to be 
supplied power at concessional rates, it is for the Government to 
provide them subsidy.

The licensee has provided power supply to the 
RESCO Sircilla at bulk supply tariff under HT 
Category approved by the Hon’ble Commission. In 
view of the above tariff mechanism followed for the 
RESCO, the State Government subsidy has not 
been extended to RESCO and same is being 
extended to distribution licensee only.      

16. 16. HOLD SPECIAL PUBLIC HEARING ON FUNCTIONING OF 
THE COMMISSION :  I request the Hon’ble Commission to hold a 
special public hearing, seeking suggestions from the public on its 
functioning itself, so that the present team of the Commission can 
get acquainted with the blunders committed in the past  and 
improve and strengthen its functioning to protect larger consumer 
interest by acting independently, democratically, objectively, 
efficiently, transparently and in an accountable manner and gain 
respect and confidence of the people at large. The Commission 
should hold public hearings on all petitions and issues which will 
have financial bearing on the tariffs to be paid by the consumers.

Under the purview of Hon’ble Commission

17. 17. UNWARRANTED DELAY IN SUBMISSION OF ARR AND 
TARIFF PROPOSALS BY THE DISCOMS :  The delay for more 
than  two months in submitting ARR and tariff proposals by the 
Discoms to the Hon’ble Commission lacks justification. As a result 

The delay in filings by the licensee is mainly due to :

Consequent to the state bifurcation on June 2nd 
2014, for TSNPDCL, 7 mandals of Khammam 



of this avoidable delay, the Commission, obviously, with a view to 
completing the regulatory process and giving its tariff order for 
2015-16 in time to be effective from 1st April, 2015, could not give 
the normal one month period for interested public to submit their 
suggestions and objections.  After the Discoms submitted their tariff 
proposals to the Commission, and after publication of advertisement 
on 11.2.2015, calling for suggestions and objections, copies of ARR 
with tariff proposals were made available.  As such, we have about 
twenty days to study the voluminous submissions of the Discoms 
and prepare our suggestions and objections and submit the same 
by the 7th March. (We have to do similar work in the case of ARR 
and tariff proposals of AP Discoms also)  In view of paucity of time, 
some very important issues only could be covered in our objections 
and suggestions. From 12th March, the Hon’ble Commission is 
going to hold public hearings.  It leaves inadequate time to the 
Discoms to send replies to the suggestions and objections filed and 
for us to study the same and prepare further submissions to be 
made during the public hearings. It leaves inadequate time to the 
Hon’ble Commission also to examine the suggestions and 
objections of the interested public and prepare and issue tariff order 
for 2015-16 by the 23rd March to make it effective from 1.4.2015.  
Also, I request the Hon’ble Commission to direct the Discoms to 
send their replies to my objections and suggestions by email 
followed by hard copies in time to enable me to study the same and 
make further submissions in person during the public hearings.

District have been diverted and reassigned to 
APEPDCL. As the MYT tariff order issued by the 
Commission includes ARR of 7 mandals of 
Khammam District for TSNPDCL, it is required to 
revise the Distribution costs for 3rd control period for 
FY 2014-15 to FY 2018-19. Hence the licensees  
has to  segregate the financial statements in the 
event of state bifurcation as it forms the basis for 
revision of the Distribution costs from  FY 2014-15 
to FY 2018-19 and also needs time for firming up 
power/fuel availability and cost thereof from various 
sources. Due to delay in preparation and receiving 
this information which would have a material impact 
on the overall ARR for the ensuing year and the 
measures to be adopted by the licensee in 
addressing it, the licensee is forced to submit the 
filings with delay so as to finalize the distribution 
costs and power purchase cost projections 
accurately. 
The purpose of filing objections is to receive the 
comments of the consumers broadly about the 
claims made by the Discoms, thereby the Hon’ble 
Commission would be obligated to examine the said 
claims in detail from the stand point of the 
objections that was raised by consumer/s. No part 
of the existing regulatins mandates requirement of 
thirty days time.

However, the time given by the Hon’ble Commission 
is almost 1month which is reasonably sufficient to 
respond on the claims of the Discoms.



M.Kodanda Reddy

Sl.N
o

Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1 Farmers are being vilified as being the source of problems facing 
the power sector in the State principally because of free power 
supply to agriculture pump sets assured by the government. Here 
it has to be empathetically noted that even though, most of the 
farmers with electrified pump sets get free power, DISCOMs in the 
State do not supply it free as they receive the cost incurred in 
supplying electricity to pump set farmers in the form of subsidy 
from the State government and cross subsidy from subsidizing 
industrial and commercial consumers. The DISCOMs are duty 
bound to supply quality power to pump set farmers. But these 
farmers are at the receiving end.

6 to 7 Hrs quality supply in 2 spells is being extended to 
Agl sector. Out of which one spell is in day time. 

2 In Telangana State more land is being irrigated by wells compared 
to surface/canal irrigation. Free power to agriculture was promised 
to keep the pump set farmers on equal footing with farmers under 
surface irrigation. Even the budgetary allocation to power sector is 
always less than irrigation sector. For example, in the budget of 
undivided AP for the year 2014-15 while only Rs. 8,454.48 crore 
were allocated to power sector irrigation sector got Rs. 23,311.98 
crore. At the same time it has to be kept in mind that only a portion 
of allocation to power sector goes towards subsidizing power 
supplied to agriculture pump sets.

The issue is not under the purview of the Licensee.

Estimation of agriculture consumption

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16
NPDCL 4,348 4,715 4,904
SPDCL 6,694 7,238 7,528
Total 11,042 11,953 12,432



3 Filings of NPDCL as well as SPDCL shows that power 
consumption in the agriculture sector in Telangana is increasing 
irrespective of the situation on the ground. The above 
consumption figures are arrived at by the DISCOMs on the basis 
of their claim that they are supplying power for 7 hours per day 
(p.64, SPDCL). This is far from truth. Most of the time, farmers 
are not receiving not even four hours of supply in a day. As such 
the Commission shall not take the above consumption figures in 
to account..

In the current and previous year, the licensee has 
imposed the load restriction to certain categories such as 
domestic, commercial and industrial consumers to 
maintain grid stability under insufficient power availability 
duly maintaining 7 Hrs per day power supply to 
Agriculture consumers to the maximum extent possible. 
In FY 2015-16, the licensee expects that availability of 
power will improve on account of upcoming new 
generation power plants i.e., KTPP Stage-II, lower 
Jurala, Pulichinthala, Tuticori, Krishanptnam Stage-I & II, 
Hinduja and short term power procurement.  In view of 
the above, the licensee shall provide 7 Hrs power supply 
to the Agriculture consumers.

4 The fact that the agriculture consumption figures provided by the 
DISCOMs are anomalous comes out from their filings. According to 
their filings while 9,78,028 pump sets under SPDCL will be 
consuming 7,528 MU during 2015-16, under NPDCL 10,73,870 
pump sets will be consuming 4,904 MU. In other words per pump 
set consumption will be 7,528 units under SPDCL, it will be 4,567 
units in the case of NPDCL. Per pump set consumption in SPDCL 
will be nearly 70% higher compared to NPDCL, even while hours of 
supply of electricity are the same under both DISCOMs.

NPDCL is arriving Agl consumption based on ERC ISI 
methodology only and submitting the consumption to the 
Hon’ble Commission every month. 

4 Subsidy towards free power to agricultural services is being 
provided on the basis of 7 hours of power supply to these services. 
But in reality farmers are getting power for less than five hours. 
This implies that DISCOMs were compensated more than 
necessary to supply free power to agriculture. The excess subsidy 
paid to DISCOMs in this regard shall be recovered

The actual consumption for Agl Category is more than 
the approved consumption by Hon’ble Commission in the 
respective Tariff Orders. However, the Government 
subsidy towards agriculture consumption for the year is 
provided as per approved Agl consumption in the Tariff 
Order issued by the Hon’ble Commission.

5 In the absence of metering of agricultural connections DISCOMs 
claimed that they have arrived at these figures following the ISI 
methodology suggested by the Commission. But data collected 
under this methodology is also not complete. To overcome this we 
suggest that all DTRs serving the agriculture services should be 

Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL is being 
carried-out on the basis of ISI Methodology wherein 
energy meters are provided to the selected DTRs 
(Sampled DTRs) and the average consumption recorded 
in a given capacity of the DTR is calculated. This



metered so that the consumption estimates are realistic. The Task 
Force on electricity Sector appointed by the Government of 
Telangana State also suggested metering of DTRs serving 
agriculture loads.

average consumption multiplied by the total number of 
the same capacity DTRs will be the total Agl 
consumption on the capacity of DTRs. Similarly, the total 
Agl consumption on the other capacities of DTRs is 
arrived. The total Agl consumption on all the capacities of 
DTRs (16 KVA, 25 KVA, 63 KVA & 100 KVA) will be the 
total Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the 
capacities said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy 
meters were provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above said 
DTRs. The readings from these energy meters are taken 
every month and arriving monthly Agl consumption 
estimation.

Also, it is planned to provide energy meters to 10% of the 
total existing Agl DTRs and hence the accuracy of Agl 
consumption estimation will be improved further.

6 Supplying electricity to agriculture during night time is leading to 
inefficient use of electricity as well as water. As farmers are not 
sure about timings of electricity supply in the night they mostly 
keep the electric pump sets on automatic starters. As and when 
electricity comes electric pump set starts pumping out water and 
due to lack of visibility as well as in the absence of farmers in the 
field at this time the same field will be watered again and again 
leading to inefficient use of water and electricity. To avoid this we 
request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to supply electricity 
to agriculture during day time only.

6 to 7 Hrs per day power supply to the Agl consumers is 
being extending in two spells in a day to maintain grid 
stability. 



Deaths due to shocks

2013-14
First half of 

2014-15
NPDCL 185 87
Mahabubnagar 115 69
Nalgonda 84 25
SPDCL 251 129
Total Telangana 436 216

Every effort is being made to avoid accidents, by taking 
up regular maintenance works like replacement of 
conductor, providing of inter poles , maintenance  of 
DTRs structure and LT lines, providing of earthing.  
Wide publicity being given requesting Ryots not to 
handle with Distribution Transformers. During the FY 
2014-15 the licensee has erected 4177 middle poles in 
the loose lines with an expenditure of RS 1.89 Crs, 
23207  locations in various lines were rectified to avoid 
accidents.

Further works were awarded to erect 200 middle poles 
in each section in Discom in the coming 3 months.  

Non Departmental Fatal accidents  in NPDCL

As per directions of APERC (Proceeding 
No.APERC/Secy/EAS/S-101/177/2013, Dt13.08.2013), 
the NPDCL has enhanced existing ex-gratia amount in 
case of fatal accidents to non departmental person and 
animals due to electrocution i.e. Human being from Rs.1 
to 2 Lakhs, cattle from RS. 3,000 to Rs. 20,000 and goat 
and sheep @ Rs.4,000 respectively and sanction 
procedure is simplified to grant ex- gratia to victims 
irrespective of the mistake from any side. Further online 
tracking of accidents taken place in TSNPDCL and 
reports submission is commenced from 12/2014 to see 
that all eligible victims receive compensation at the 
earliest.

7 The DISCOMs did not provide complete details of these incidents 
like for how many cases DISCOMs took responsibility and in how 
many cases compensation was paid and amount paid towards 
compensation. NPDCL mentioned that compensation was paid in 
56 cases out of 185 deaths in 2013-14 and in 11 cases out of 87 
deaths during the first half of 2014-15. Procedures need to be 
simplified to see that all victims receive compensation at the 
earliest.

8 Even in the electrocution deaths that the DISCOMs had taken 
responsibility the amount paid (about Rs. 1 lakh per person) is very 
meagre. Even this meagre amount was not paid properly. There is 
need to revise the compensation upwards like in the case of 
railways.

9 There shall also be separate mechanism to pin responsibility for 
deaths due to electricity shocks. In the present case perpetrator 
itself is the judge. To avoid this anomaly a committee comprising 
different stakeholders shall go into these deaths and pronounce 
whether DISCOMs are responsible for these tragedies or not

Human Animal Total Human Animal Total
Reported by field 159 298 457 156 172 328
Exgratia sanctioned by
the deportment

27 132 159 76 122 198

2013-14  2014-15up  to 2/2015



10 More than this these deaths are highly avoidable. These deaths 
are taking place due to neglect of rural network by the DISCOMs. 
Every year the Commission allowed Rs. 5 crore to be spent by the 
DISCOMs on safety measures to avoid such deaths. But DISCOMs 
did not care to utilise them. NPDCL spent Rs. 34.25 lakh during 
2013-14 and Rs. 12.29 crore during first half of 2014-15. If the 
safety of DTRs were improved many of these deaths could have 
been avoided.

Rural network is strengthened by incorporating additional 
improvement of transformers, substations and sanction 
of HT and LT lines in year 2014-15. Tom-tom is done in 
the villages not to meddle the DTRs for avoiding the 
Electrical accidents. The Spacers are used to prevent 
accidents in case of snapping of LT lines. The 11 KV 
breakers at 33/11 KV substations are put in trimmed 
condition for cutting of the power supply in case of 
snapping of 11 KV conductor. Higher size of conductor is 
replaced where the lines are overloading. 

Tom-tom is done in the villages about not to meddle the 
DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. To support 
the field staff, the labour@ Rs 4000/- per month is 
deployed in TSNPDCL for extending better services  in 
250 distributions.

11 In most of these cases it was the farmers who met this tragic end. 
These deaths could have been avoided if there were timely and 
sufficient technical support at the ground level and good quality 
electrical network. Most of the technical posts like linemen in rural 
areas are vacant and farmers are forced to attend to repair work on 
their own with fatal consequences. Thousands of line men posts 
are lying vacant since a long time. Recently Telangana State 
Government announced that hundreds of electrical engineers will 
be recruited shortly. But there is no word about recruiting line men. 
Filling line men posts not only bring down deaths due to shocks but 
also help to bring down T&D losses and their by add to the income 
of the DISCOMs.

12 Quality of Power

Electricity received by the farmers was of uneven quality with 
unpredictable interruptions. Power supply timings announced by 
the Licensees are not being adhered to. It is the responsibility of 
the Commission under Section 86 (1) (i) of the Electricity Act, 2003 
to enforce standards with respect to quality, continuity and 
reliability of service by licensees.

Voltages and quality of power supply to consumers is 
closely monitored from corporate office level whenever 
the compliant is received regarding low voltages and 
poor quality of supply.

Everyday 11KV feeder wise electricity supply details are 
received from field on the same day night hrs and will be 
reviewed regularly.

DTR failure/repair



13 DISCOMs are also not attending to maintenance of DTRs properly. 
Farmers are being forced to incur expenditure in transporting the 
DTRs. DTRs are also not being repaired in time. DISCOM staff are 
also collecting money from farmers to repair DTRs. They are not 
attending to repairs until the farmers pay up. In Kanugutta village of 
Both mandal in Adilabad district it took 10 days to repair the DTR. 
In Madaka village of Odelu mandal in Karimnagar district it took 
more than one week to repair the transformer while under 
Standards of Performance DTRs in rural areas shall be repaired 
within 48 hours.

Presently 3629No.s Healthy DTRs are available under 
Rolling stock of TSNPDCL and any failed DTR can be 
replaced with in 24Hrs.

Regarding failure of DTR in  Kanugutta village of Both 
mandal in Adilabad district, it is a 63KVA DTR and failed 
repeatedly on 20-01-2015 and 5-02-2015.The 
consumers are drawing water from near by Kharat 
project canal and Peddavagu canal by using 
unauthorized pump sets and DTR is failing on overload. 
It is instructed to replace the failed DTR immediately and 
action may be taken against illegal connections. Further 
there is no compliant of failure DTR in Madaka with 
1week duration in this Rabi season.

14 Low quality of power in rural areas is also because of crumbling 
transmission and distribution network in rural areas. Decades old 
conductors are hanging low endangering lives as well as resulting 
high transmission losses. Many of the DTRs are more than decade 
old and should have been replaced. Added to this many of these 
DTRs do not have even AB switches. Depreciated and old parts of 
T&D network shall be replaced in keeping with prudent 
maintenance of the network in good health.

The old conductors are replaced in phased manner. The 
old DTRs having age more than 25yr. and drawing more 
magnetizing currents are survey reported and replaced 
with new DTRs. Due to complaint of theft of DTRs and 
meddling of DTRs, small capacity of DTRs are erected 
and controlled group of DTRs  with  one AB switch.

15 Issuing new connections

It has become an uphill task for farmers to obtain new electricity 
connections. Even after paying the required amount through DD 
farmers are made to run from pill to post. There is rampant 
corruption in issuing new connections. Officials do not follow any 
method in allotting new connections. There is complete lack of 
transparency in issuing new connections. We request the 
Commission to lay down transparent norms for release of new 
agriculture connections including the costs to be borne by farmers 
towards poles and conductors/service wire.

Agriculture services are being released for the 
consumers who have paid DDs. 



Billing issues
16 Agriculture bills combined with domestic bills 

The DISCOMs continue the process of issuing single bill for 
domestic as well as agriculture services in the rural areas. When 
there were delays in paying the bill for agriculture service domestic 
connection is being disconnected. This is highly objectionable and 
goes against the rules. We request the Commission to direct the 
DISCOMs to issue separate bills for domestic and agricultural 
services.

No integration of agriculture Services with domestic 
services was done in TSNPDCL.

17 DISCOMs are also not notifying the farmers to which sub-category 
they belong to. A large number of farmers were receiving notices 
asking them to pay huge amounts as they belong to a paying sub-
category. For example, Nalgonda circle of SPDCL mentioned 
3,067 services as falling under wet land farmers holding more than 
2.5 acres for the year 2012-13.

In the previous year it mentioned only 86 services under this sub-
category.

The provision of sub categories will be inserted in the 
bills of agriculture consumers from 01-05-2015 onwards.

Wells in the ayacuts of irrigation projects

18 Pump sets located in the ayacuts of irrigation projects are being 
categorised as paying connections. Most of these pump sets have 
come up in the tail ends of irrigation projects.
Farmers in these locations have resorted to well irrigation because 
of lack of water supply from canals. These farmers shall be treated 
like other farmers.

The licensee is following existing modified free power 
policy of the State Government.  Hence, the 
reclassification of agriculture consumer category is under 
the purview of the Hon’ble Commission as per 
government policy

19 One of the stipulations is that farmers with more than 2.50 acres of 
land under major and medium irrigation schemes will not be eligible 
for free power. Here it is to be noted that farmers at the tail end of 
these projects and under projects like Sreeramsagar whose 
irrigation potential has drastically come down, though these lands 
are localized under these irrigation schemes never or rarely get 
water from the canals. Because of this, they are forced to go in for 
well irrigation. Though they are treated as irrigated farmers in the 
government records (irrigation as well as revenue) they do not get 
benefits of this irrigation. Taking this fact into account we request 
that the farmers irrespective of their holding size under the 
irrigation schemes shall be treated as eligible for free power.



Income tax assessee

20 Under the existing electricity tariff policy while most of the farmers 
are exempt from paying electricity charges farmers coming under 
corporate farmers and income tax assesses need to pay electricity 
charges as decided by the Electricity Regulatory Commission. 
While there is no doubt or dispute in collecting electricity charges 
from corporate farmers the issue related to income tax assessees 
needs re-examination.

21 There is no clear meaning or interpretation of which of the farmers 
are to be considered as income tax assesses. Out of nearly 20 lakh 
pump set farmers in Telangana only about 4,000 farmers are 
categorized as corporate farmers and income tax assessees. While 
this number of farmers appears small the number of farmers who 
are bothered by this category are too many.

22 As there is no clarity on meaning of this slab many times farmers 
are served notices under this category or threatened that they 
would come under this category. As a result farmers were made 
run around many offices particularly MRO and electricity 
department.

Farmers have to submit certificates from MRO saying that they do 
not fall under this income category. While on the one hand it is 
adding to the harassment that gullible farmers are made to suffer 
from different corners on the other it is mounting additional burden 
on the Mandal Revenue Office (MRO) which are already tasked 
with many duties. In the end it is also not adding any additional 
income to the DISCOMs.

23 While this measure is not contributing any additional income to the 
utilities it is leading to harassment of ordinary farmers.
In this background we request deletion of the slab related to 
income tax assessees under agriculture category.

24 Bill Clarity

The Electricity Bills being issued by the DISCOMs are not clear 
and it is difficult to make out details of the Bill. We request the 
Commission to direct the DISCOMs to issue clear bills and the Bills 
shall be in local language along with English.

The electricity bills are being issued as per the regulation 
issued by the Hon’ble Commission. However, the 
licensee will follow the directions of the Hon’ble 
Commission. 



DSM Measures

25 To be eligible for free power, farmers have to undertake demand 
side management (DSM) measures i.e., installation of capacitors, 
ISI marked pump sets, HDPE or RPVC piping and frictionless foot-
valve. These measures are proposed to bring down quantum 
electricity consumption in the agriculture sector there by reducing 
financial burden both on the state government and farmers. 
Farmers also would like to contribute to this endeavour.  Though 
farmers are interested in taking them up they are facing hurdles in 
implementing them.

A drive has been conducted in TSNPDCL for installation 
of Capacitors to Agl pump sets. Further, while releasing 
of services it is ensured that the farmers follow DSM 
measures then only they are made eligible for free 
category.

However 282 capacitors of 2 MVAR were already in use 
in the existing substations.

169 capacitors of 2/1 MVAR work is under progress.
27 DISCOM officials are claiming that more than 90% of the farmers 

have installed capacitors. But truth is that not even 10% of the 
farmers installed capacitors. Farmers do not have technical 
assistance in the form of access to linemen or assistant linemen, to 
take this up. Thousands of line men posts in rural areas are lying 
vacant. Even where linemen or assistant linemen are available 
they do not have proper knowledge in installation of capacitors. 
Installation of capacitors at a wrong point led to burning of pump 
sets, which scared other farmers from doing the same.

28 A pilot implemented by SPDCL (p.88) power consumption declined 
by nearly 10% after installation of capacitors. This implies that by 
spending Rs. 60 crore to install capacitors at 20 lakh pump sets in 
Telangana DISCOMs will be able to save about Rs. 500 crore. This 
alone shall spur the DISCOMs to implement capacitor programme 
on war footing.



29 Use of ISI standard pump set is another important DSM measure. 
Present pump set efficiency in the State is only 25% and this could 
be increased to 50% by using ISI standard motors. For proper 
operation of ISI standard pump sets minimum voltages are 
required.

Under prevailing low voltages in the state these ISI motors do not 
work. Because of this low voltage, farmers are forced to go in for 
locally made pump sets which operate even under low voltages. 
One of the reasons for low voltage is overloading of distribution 
transformers (DTR) installed for agricultural purposes. This 
overload is to the extent of 25 to 50%. If this overload problem is 
addressed successfully farmers can think of using ISI standard 
motors. This can be addressed by increasing the number of DTRs 
of adequate capacity in the agriculture sector. We request the state 
government and DISCOMs to install additional DTRs to solve low 
voltage problem so that farmers will be emboldened to go in for ISI 
standard motors.

Improvement of DTRs and Erection of new 33/11 KV and 
132/33 KV substations are proposed for improvement of 
voltages at tail end consumer. Wherever the authorized 
overloading is noticed, the additional DTR of adequate 
capacity in the agriculture sector at load centre is 
installed.

7.5 Though the farmers may be willing to install ISI standard motors in 
the event of voltages improving the financial burden on them will be 
onerous and it will be good to explore the ways of minimizing 
burden on them in replacing the non-standard motors with ISI 
standards motors. In Tamil Nadu, the State government and 
utilities are said to have taken up a programme where a third party 
– Electricity Service Company (ESC) – takes the responsibility of 
replacing the motors and is given a share in the savings of 
electricity consequent to installation of standard motors. We 
request the State government to explore this option also as it will 
not burden the state government as well as the farmers.

It is not in the purview of the Licensee as it is policy 
matter.



HVDS:

8.1 Since 2005 HVDS programme is taken up in the state as a solution 
to the low voltage problem. Until now thousands of crores of 
rupees were spent on this but not even 10% of the pump sets were 
covered. A HVDS transformer is five times costlier than the regular 
DTRs being used at present. It was felt that if the same amount 
was spent on adding regular DTRs by this time the low voltage 
problem would have been solved. Even if the present additional 
load on existing DTRs is assumed as 50% then the estimated 
expenditure would be 50% of the cost of the existing DTRs. If we 
want to replace all the DTRs with HVDS DTRs the expenditure 
would be five times. The question is why spend 550% more when 
we could achieve with 50% only. We may be wrong in these 
calculations. Farming community in the state does not have any 
information on or insight in to this HVDS programme. Farming 
community in the state should have been taken in to confidence 
while formulating solution to low voltage in rural areas. This is not 
too late. We request the state government as well as the DISCOMs 
to place all the information related to HVDS before the public 
including farmers for an informed discussion on the problems being 
faced by both the DISCOMs and farmers in the state that will lead 
to a solution that is beneficial to all stakeholders.

2,49,845 Agl services are converted into HVDS since 
2005 out of 1007669 Agl services existing in TSNPDCL 
as on 28.02.2015. This shows that 24.7% Agl services 
are converted into HVDS till now.

Further 1,24,335 Agl services are covered under JICA 
which are programmed upto FY 2016-17. This shows 
that 37% of the pumpsets are covered. Balance 
pumpsets will be taken up in phased manner.

8.2 Over the last few years hundreds of crores were spent on 
implementing HVDS for agriculture pump-sets. The present filings 
also show that DISCOMs plan to spend more money on this. 
Before taking this programme forward there should have been a 
thorough review of its implementation until now. But there appears 
to be no such exercise. Given the serious implications of this 
investment (Consumers have to bear this burden in the form of 
higher cost of service) we place below our analysis of the 
investment under HVDS.

Envisaged benefits are achieved on HVDS implemented 
11 KV feeders. The transformers failures are decreased 
and theft of energy is arrested. The voltage are 
increased at consumer side, Reliable and quality power 
being supplied to all the consumers and they were 
satisfied with HVDS. Further 11 KV line losses are 
decreased. 

The benefits accrued after implementation of HVDS are 
computed and enclosed as annexure (A).



8.3 For the following analysis we have compared LT – DTR and 
HVDS. We have taken the transformer capacity as 63 kVA. Hours 
of supply in a day is assumed as 7 hours and number of days as 
240 days. Cost of power is assumed as Rs. 3.00 per unit. We 
examined this under three power factor capacities – 0.6, 0.7 and 
0.8 The results of our analysis are presented in the following table. 
In this table reduction in line losses are taken as returns on 
investing on HVDS.

Power
Factor

Cost of
HVDS
(Rs.)

Cost of Lt
– DTR
(Rs.)

Additional
Cost (Rs.)

Returns
per year
from
HVDS
(Rs.)

Payback
period
(Years)

0.6 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 18,949 27.16
0.7 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 13,923 36.96
0.8 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 10,660 48.28

The HVDS works were taken up after analyzing the 
losses as a major factor. The distribution losses reduced 
is to be considered as saving in the natural resources 
like coal, gas, etc., used for power generation. In addition 
to the above DTRs are shifted to the load centers in 
HVDS duly improving the voltage profile in the LT 
system.

8.4 In Andhra Pradesh a power factors of 0.70/0.80 reflect the 
prevailing situation. Under these conditions it takes 37 to 48 years 
to recover the investment made in to the HVDS system, let alone 
profits over it. In other words the payback period for these 
investments is about 37 to 48 years. The guaranteed life of these 
transformers is about 3 years and its life may extend up to 10 
years, but its’ payback period is several times more. Thus, 
financially speaking the HVDS does not appear to be attractive. 
Still the DISCOMs in the state are rushing in to implement it on 
large scale. And farmers are being coerced in to accepting it.

One of the important reasons shown in promoting the HVDS 
system was elimination of unauthorised agriculture connections 
and theft. Experience in other states like Rajasthan and Uttar 
Pradesh shows that HVDS is not a deterrent to these practices and 
even under HVDS system theft continues to take place. We hear 
that Noida Power Company Limited (NDPL) in UP which went in to 
HVDS on a large scale is now thinking about winding it up.

Farmers are very much in support of HVDS system and 
farmers are requesting for HVDS system to their pump 
sets as there is good voltage profile and better 
discharge of water. 

Year wise pump sets covered and expenditure incurred 
un HVDS system are placed below.

Year
No.of 

Pump Sets
Amount in 

Rs. Crs
2005-06 44729 83.13
2006-07 5232 6.52
2007-08 14437 35.44
2008-09 13672 50.63
2009-10 77648 68.35



Though the returns from this HVDS scheme are doubtful it will 
surely end up as a huge burden on the consumers in the form of 
Cost of Service (COS) as these transformers are four times more 
costly than the present transformers.

2010-11 20460 78.59
2011-12 26332 80.06
2012-13 13771 52.8
2013-14 7621 25.27
2014-15 25943 80.28
Total 249845 561.078.5 Based on these facts we request the Commission to review the 

past implementation of the HVDS in the state and also to put the 
presently proposed scheme with the support of JIBC to strictest 
test. We also request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to 
provide us information on amount spent on HVDS and number of 
pump sets converted to HVDS each year since the programme 
was taken up.

9.1 Solar based power for agriculture:

Government of India and Telangana have taken steps to pilot solar 
based agriculture pumps. While this is welcome, it will be good to 
pilot a few projects where the agriculture feeder is powered by 
solar. With falling prices of solar, this option may be economically 
viable and with MNRE subsidy and soft loans become very 
attractive.

This issue is not under purview of the Licensee as it is 
policy as to be decided by the State Government.  

10.1 A dedicated power plant for Twin Cities

Farmers of Nalgonda and Medak are suffering a lot as often power 
meant for them is diverted to meet the needs of Twin Cities of 
Hyderabad and Secunderabad. An alternative could be to set up a 
power plant dedicated to the needs of Twin Cities. Already land 
was acquired at Sankarpally to set up a power plant. Telangana 
State Government shall take all steps needed to set up a gas 
based power plant at Sankarpally at the earliest.

This issue is not under purview of the Licensee

11.1 Transmission lines in agricultural fields: No Policy and No 
compensation

Farmers are not being paid for the land taken to lay power lines as 
the DISCOMs are applying out dated Telegraph Act. Land 
acquisition Act 2013 has to be applied in this case.

This issue is not under purview of the Licensee



While some movement in this direction has taken place in SPDCL 
it has to be seen that this applies to whole of Telangana and the 
Commission shall direct DISCOMs to formulate rules and 
procedures in this regard.

11.2 Farmers are concerned that electricity transmission lines and 
towers are being laid in their agricultural lands, without any prior 
information or consent. After thorough deliberations, Telangana 
Kisan-Kheth Mazdoor Congress has proposed a policy, which 
should serve as an instrument for compensating the farmers, who 
are affected by the transmission line mentioned above, and all 
such activities in future and past.

11.3 Usually, farmers do not receive any prior information, nor anyone 
would ask their consent, before entering their fields. Farmers feel 
laying a transmission line and possibly towers in their lands, would 
deprive of them of their livelihood, loss of crop and possible health 
problems. Often, access to their land is restricted. The loss of 
economic value for their land would also undermine their financial 
capacity in various ways. Small and marginal farmers with less 
than 5 acres would be more severely affected.



11.4 In Rangareddy district, a Committee was constituted by the District 
Collector to formulate a compensation package. Eventually, on 8th 
August, 2014, this Committee had worked out a compensation 
package for the farmers, as follows:

A) FOR TOWER LOCATION AREA:

Sl.
No.

Type of land Category-I.
Area of damage
upto 350 
Sq.Yds.
(A, B & C Type
tower)

Category-II. 
Area
of damage 
above 350 
Sq.Yds. 
(D Type tower)

1 a) Land facing to 
High ways, (up to
0.5 KM distance).

b) Nearer to the 
Housing layouts /
Indl., Areas / 
Commercially 
developed
Areas.

c) Lands through 
which more than 
one transmission 
line is passing.
Rate@Rs.1000/-
per Sq.Yds

3.50 Lakhs per
tower

4.5 Lakhs per
tower

2 Interior lands. 

(All other lands).
Rate @Rs.700 per 
Sq.Yds.,

2.45 Lakhs per
Tower

3.15 Lakhs per
tower



B) FOR LINE CORRIDOR AREA:

11.5 The farmers’ lands even underneath the transmission line 
conductors between tower to tower, are affected, where he can’t 
further construct any structures and even they can’t grow any tall 
trees.

This issue is not under purview of the Licensee

11.6 Hence to cover all the damages to the land owner under the line 
corridor for a width of 20 meters (10 meters on either side from the 
centre of the line) for the existing span between tower to tower 
shall be assessed at Rs.60 per Sq. Meter and paid to the 
respective land owners as per the extent of land affected.

11.7 If any fruit bearing tree other than crops are required to be cut 
under the transmission line, conductors, the compensation shall be 
paid extra based on the assessment by the Horticulture 
department.”

11.8 While the compensation worked out by the District Committee 
(mentioned above) is lower than prevailing land market conditions, 
and much lesser than the farmers expectations, the compensation 
package worked out by this Committee set up by Rangareddy 
District Collector can be a beginning. However, the parameters, 
procedures and quantum of compensation have to be formulated 
and incorporated in a relevant policy. It would also prevent 
individual-centric responses by local officials.

11.9 We would request you to take the following steps:

Enable the adoption of Telangana Resettlement, Relief, 
Rehabilitation and Compensation Policy. Such a policy can 
establish a framework, whose implementation can be reviewed and 
improved as appropriate.

2. Provide for adequate compensation to affected farmers, and 
initiate steps to rehabilitate the affected families in case of 
complete dispossession, especially in Yacharam, Kandukur, 
Manchala and other mandals.



3. Formulate a plan for paying compensation to the farmers, after 
their consent, for all kinds of loss, including opportunity costs.

4. Farmers, who are in possession of assigned pattas and other 
land entitlements should also be given compensation on par. Their 
rights have been established by various Court Judgements and 
government orders.

5. Provide specific instructions on compensation package to 
relevant officials, not leaving them to any individual interpretations, 
such as HMDA limits. Rangareddy District Committee has worked 
out the package in general, and is not limited to HMDA or any such 
geographical areas.

6. Enable release of information on the entire project in the public 
domain, including line alignment, location of towers, possible 
electro-magnetic impact on human beings and animals, in the 
vicinity, and the compensation schemes



Pre HVDS Post HVDS

Initial Raeding

Final Readimg

Difference

Multiplication factor

Consumption

Consumption per month 1005573 1114297

No of Services 1891 2321

Unaothorised services regularised

Consumption per month per AGL 
Service

531.77 480.09

Difference of consumption of pre 
to post HVDS

Loss reduction after HVDS 
Conversion(A)

% Loss Reduction 13.27 4.12 11.93
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175336                             
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730.6 863.5 642.41 575.06

12544.1            
(15-03-2012)

17539.1         
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9896.2               
(15-06-2009)
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Pre HVDS Post HVDS

11813.5             
(15-01-2012)

16675.6         
(15-01-2013)

9253.79                        
(14-12-2008)

1967.11                    
(14-12-2011)

Pre HVDS Post HVDS

HVDS ANALYSIS (Loss Reduction)

Description

Ghanpur M Feeder,Machareddy 
Section 

Medaram Feeder,Dharmaram 
Section

Alur I & II Feeders,Dehagaon 
Section

TOTAL

Pre HVDS Post HVDS



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Telangana State Ferro Alloys Producers 
Association, Hyderabad

Sl.
No.

Objections / Suggestions Reply

There were departures from the MYT Regulations issued by the 
Hon’ble Commission which contemplates predictability and certainly 
in tariffs.   The Hon’ble Commission should not have allowed such 
departures which resulted in tariff uncertainty and unpredictability of 
tariffs during the MYT regime.

It is to submit that the TSNPDCL has been following the 
MYT scheme for distribution business for the 2nd Control 
period i.e. 2009-10 to 2013-14 and also for 3rd control 
period as per clause-6 of the Regulation 4 of 2005. The 
distribution Licensee could not file the ARR for retail 
supply business for the entire control period due to 
significant uncertainty prevalent on the availability of 
energy and the cost of power purchase for 3rd Control 
period. There was uncertainty in commissioning dates of 
the GENCO Stations, central generating stations, and 
other generating stations. 

State Commission by its order dated 15.12.2014 has 
granted permission for the TS discoms to file ARR 
annually for the FY 2015-16 in terms of its conduct of 
business regulations. 

It is pertinent to mention here that the Hon APTEl in 
Appeal No.126 & 159 of 2012 filed by AP Ferro Alloys 
association  against the APERc tariff Order for FY 2012, 
upheld the decision of the Hon Commission vide its order 
dated 04th September 2013 at para 17 of the order and the 
same is produced below: “Admittedly, as per the 
Regulations, the State Commission has powers to allow 
the filing of ARR/tariff proposal for retail supply business 
on annual basis and the State Commission has exercised 
its power after considering the reasons given by the 
Distribution Licensees and passed reasoned order 
granting the permission which is perfectly legal”.



As rightly pointed out by the objector, MYT Regulations 
issued by the Hon’ble Commission aim to bring 
predictability and certainty tariffs by establishing the 
principles of tariff determination. 

The Licensee has been promptly filing the MYT for 
distribution business for all the three control period till 
date. 

However on the retail supply front, the licensee face the 
key challenges such as low generation from gas IPPs 
and corridor constraints which result in high variation in 
cost of power purchases. As power purchase constitute 
around 75% of the retail supply cost, variations on power 
purchase cost has a significant impact.

Hence the licensee has requested for filing of retail 
supply business on an annual basis.

The agricultural consumptions are not metered which is in 
contravention of Section 55 of the Electricity Act,2003 and the 
Hon’ble Commission has been for several years issuing directions in 
this regard.  We appeal to the Hon’ble Commission to ensure the 
implementation of the directions of metering these connections
without further delay so as to ensure better management and 
increase in metered sales. This will ensure transparency in 
accounting for energy supply to agriculture as well as arriving at 
distribution losses accurately without adjusting the residual energy
under agriculture consumption.

It is to state that not metering of Agriculture consumption is 
contravention of Section 55 of the Act is not correct. 
Though section 55(1) mandates the licensee to supply 
electricity through a correct meter, the second provision of 
sec 55(1) says that ‘provided further this the state 
commission may, by notification extend the said period of 
two years for a class or classes of persons of persons or 
for such area as may be specified in that notification.’ In 
pursuance thereof, the Hon commission of undivided state 
of Andhra Pradesh, every year in the tariff order stated that 
since metering agricultural is not completed, the estimation 
of agricultural consumption shall be done as per the 
methodology which is approved by commission. At present 
in the tariff order for FY 2013-14, the commission directed 
the discoms to estimate the agricultural consumption 
based on new methodology which is approved and the 
same is being complied by the Licensee.



It is pertinent to mention that the agriculture consumption over and 
above the approved quantum should be entirely met with the 
Government subsidy only and this should not be burdened further 
on the already subsidizing class of consumers. This acquires 
greater significance in the light of expensive power being purchased 
by Discoms to meet the increased demand of agriculture.

Hon’ble Commission is approving agriculture sales 
quantum based on previous years approved agriculture 
sales. In fact the commission has approved same sales of 
FY 2012-13 for FY 2013-14 also without considering 
releasing of new agriculture connections.

TSDISCOMS have projected the Agl sales based on the 
actual sales data available and also release of pending 
Agl connections. Actual Agl sales would depend on the 
existing pump sets, additional pump sets being 
energized, crop pattern, rainfall during the year etc. and it 
is not possible for TSDISCOMS to ensure the actual Agl 
sales stay below approved Agl sales.

The high cost power purchase necessitated by excess requirement 
of agriculture demands, should be met with the Government funds 
and this should not be allowed as a pass through.

TSDISCOMS are filing for true up for FY 13-14 and FY 14-
15 based on actual sales, pp data etc.  TSDISCOMS pray 
to the Hon’ble Commission to accept the true up amount

The Discoms are submitting unrealistic and inflated power 
requirement in the industry consumptions requiring purchase of high 
cost power. Such unrealistic projections would only result in higher 
power purchase cost and increase in tariffs for the consumers.  We 
request the Hon’ble Commission not to allow such inflated 
estimates.

The sales to industrial category in previous years (FY 
2014-15 and 13-14) has been constrained due to 
restriction and control measures. For FY 2015-16 sales 
has been arrived after adjusting for restriction and control 
(R&C) measures which were earlier in place.

Sales for other categories were done on realistic basis 
considering historical trend and future plans. The overall 
sales of TSNPDCL for FY 2015-16 is projected to grow at 
10% over the FY 2014-15.

The imported coal prices are steadily falling down. Adjustment in the 
coal mix should proportionately be reduced from the power 
purchase cost.

Suggestion is noted.

True-up for 2013-14 and 2014-15:

The Discoms have stated that while there is a decrease in metered 
sales, and   an increase in unmetered sales beyond tariff order 
quantities resulting in tariff distortion. Hence the Hon’ble 

The gains/losses of up to FY 2012-13 are claimed under 
FRP (Financial Restructuring Plan) along with the true-up
of Retail supply Business for FY 2013-14. 

Further the licensee has claimed the true up of 



Commission may direct the Government to reimburse the cost of 
sales to agriculture in excess of tariff order quantity and to ensure 
the subsidizing category of consumers are reimbursed to maintain 
the level of cross subsidy as per the ratio of tariff order in view of the 
decrease in metered sales. 

distribution Business for FY 2013-14 in the Distribution 
Business filings submitted to the Hon Commission for 3rd

control period on 04.03.2015.

As highlighted by the objector, the licensee has been 
facing adverse sales mix wherein sales from higher tariff 
categories has gone down compared to sales in lower 
tariff categories. This has resulted in licensee realizing 
lower revenue than which was approved in the tariff 
order. 

Regulation no 4 of 2005 doesn’t allow the licensee to 
recover revenue due to adverse sales mix variation. The 
licensee prays that the Hon’ble Commisison considers 
the revenue loss to the discom due to the sales mix 
variation.

As mentioned in the retail-supply write-ups, accumulated 
losses incurred by the discom as on 31st March 2013, 
has been considered under FRP scheme. Hence the the 
discoms have submitted the true-up petition for FY 2013-
14 which was not covered under the accumulated losses 
till 31st March 2013.

FSA is a mechanism which allowed the discoms to recover 
the power purchase cost which is in excess of the 
approved level due to variation in cost as well as quantity 
purchased. Hence the discoms do not accrue any gain 
through FSA rather it is a cost recovery mechanism.

As per the Regulation No:4 of 2005 the True-up  is to be taken for 
the whole control period. However, the Discoms have submitted 
petition for true up for retail sales for 2013-14 alone.  This is in 
contravention of the Regulations which the Hon’ble Commission 
should not have allowed.   The gains that could have been accrued  
on account of excess  agricultural sales over and above the 
approved quantities by the Commission of previous years of the 
control period should have been passed on to the consumers.  We 
request the Hon’ble Commission to look into this aspect and do 
justice to the consumers who are over burdened with inflated FSA 
claims.



TARIFF PROPOSALS OF TSNPDCL FOR THE YEAR 2015-16

For the ensuing year 2015-16, the DISCOM has proposed a tariff of 
Rs 4.84/Unit for consumers availing supply at 132 kV & Rs 5.27/Unit 
for consumers availing supply at 33 kV level. There is an increase of 
Rs 0.26/Unit at 132 kV level and Rs 0.29/Unit at 33 kV level. 

The variation in tariff at different voltages of Ferro Alloy 
Producers is almost similar to variation in tariffs at different 
voltages for other industrial category consumers. Further 
the ToD is not being levied on Ferro Alloys consumers as 
other similar industrial consumers are levied with ToD and 
demand charges.

The hike in tariff is due to unavoidable increase in cost of 
service which is again due to increase in power purchase 
cost and the cost of network. 

The difference between tariffs of other consumers at 33 
kV and 132 kV may not be equal to the difference in 
losses between the said two voltage levels as the tariff at 
a particular voltage level not only depends on the losses 
at that level, but also on cost of network and its 
maintenance.

TSDISCOMS have strived to pass on the cost savings to 
consumers who are connected at a higher voltage level 
like 33 kV and 132 kV in the form of a lower tariff. The 
difference in tariff is only 9% which is as explained above 
the passing on the benefit of lower losses to higher 
voltage consumers

Voltage wise Tariffs for the current financial year and ensuing 
financial year, applicable to Ferro Alloy Industry category in the state 
of Telangana, as submitted by TS DISCOMs to the Hon’ble TSERC 
are shown in the following Table.

Voltage 
Level 
(kV)

Existing 
Tariff (FY 
2014-15)  
Rs/KWH

Voltage 
Wise 
Difference

Proposed 
Tariff (FY 
2015-16) 
Rs/KWH

Voltage 
Wise 
Difference

11 5.41 0.43 5.72 0.45
33 4.98 0.40 5.27 0.43
132 kV 
& above

4.58 N/A 4.84 N/A

It can be observed from the above Table that, the difference 
between the tariff applicable to EHT Consumers (132 kV and above) 
and 33 kV consumers for the ensuing year is Rs 0.43/Unit. This 
wide disparity amounting to about 9% is not explained anywhere in 
the Tariff proposals of the DISCOMs. The difference is extremely 
wide and is inexplicably set without any reasons, to the 
disadvantage of the Industry. 

Entrepreneurs intending to set up low capacity Ferro Alloy Units in 
medium sector i.e up to 5  MVA of Contracted Capacity   (10 MVA in 
case of dedicated feeders)  are burdened with high tariffs applicable 
at 33 kV, and are discouraged to enter into business. The existing 
consumers are feeling the burden in terms of increased production 
costs and to compete with large scale producers with 132kv voltage. 



Certainly, there should be a slight differentiation between Voltage 
wise tariffs, owing to the fact that the Consumers drawing power at 
Higher Voltages cause less losses to the system and use less 
proportion of the Distribution Network. The voltage wise tariffs 
should reflect technically and commercially the usage of the 
network, but should not be so onerous to deplete the consumers 
existing at 33 kV level.

The average Cost to Serve (CoS) as approved by the Commission 
for FY 2013-14 is Rs 5.46/KWH. There is no tariff change for FY 
2014-15. The state level CoS for FY 2015-16 as estimated by  the 
Licensees is Rs 5.98/KWH.

The Network Cost  as approved by the Commission for FY 2013-14 
is Rs 0.83/KWH and this has been increased to Rs 1.0/KWH 
primarily due to increase in wages of employees, increased Capital 
Investment of the licensee. 

The power procurement cost based on escalation in the variable 
costs over and above the actual variable cost is not in line with the 
Regulations. Generation cost from central stations is governed by 
CERC Tariff Regulations and should be considered accordingly. 
Variable costs may not be considered on the presumptive basis of 
the licensees and may be based on actual. Any variation in fuel 
price is adjusted through annual True-up mechanism.

TSDISCOMS have considered Fixed Cost as furnished by 
the Generating stations which are derived based on the 
CERC Terms & Conditions of Tariff Regulations. Tariff 
regulations allow for a pass through of variable cost and 
this has been considered accordingly by TSDISSOMS 
while projecting the variable cost

It is a proven fact that, the Ferro Alloy Industry operates at a very 
higher Load factor, of above 90%. In certain cases, the load factor 
reaches to even 95% to 98%. The industry is very power intensive in 
nature and operates at a flat load pattern, which is very much 
desired by the Grid Operators. The flat load pattern of this industry, 
gives lot of certainty to the DISCOM to procure power on long term 
basis at a cheaper cost. That is the reason why, Electricity Act 
mandates that Consumer’s load factor should be given due 
consideration while fixing the tariffs. Relevant provision of the 
Electricity Act-2003 is presented below:

Tariffs of the Ferro Alloys Industry at different voltage 
levels are within ± 20% of the average cost of supply as 
per the Tariff Policy. Infact at all voltage levels, the 
proposed tariff is below 20%.

Considering the high load factor of Ferro Alloy industries, 
TSDISCOMS have not proposed any demand charges for 
this consumer category and has only proposed a very 
nominal increase in energy charges by 5.75% only.

However, it is to inform that the energy charges tariffs also 
for Ferro Alloys Industrials are less as compared to other 
normal HT-I (A) Industrial consumers. 



The embedded cost of service, pertaining to HT Industrial category 
for 33 kV, as estimated by the DISCOM for FY 2015-16 is Rs 
5.22/kWH. The same for EHT (132 kv and above) Industrial 
category is Rs 4.99/KWH. The difference between embedded CoS 
between 132 kV & 33 kV is Rs 0.23/KWH. 

As per the methodology of embedded CoS, the category wise / 
voltage wise Cost of Supply is estimated duly taking all costs and 
voltage wise losses duly attributing to different categories on certain 
technical / commercial parameters. For determining Retail Tariffs   
embedded CoS is the basis.

Even if we compare with the difference in embedded CoS as worked 
out by the DISCOM, the tariff difference between 132 kV & 33 kV 
Ferro Alloy units should be Rs 0.23/KWH and certainly not Rs.  
0.43/KWH as field by the DISCOM. 

The Hon’ble Commission is kindly requested to look into the 
matter and determine the tariff on similar lines with embedded 
CoS, and keep the difference between 132 kv & 33 kV Ferro 
Alloy tariff accordingly.

DISCOM’s failure to contain the Distribution Losses:

11.  Actual performance of the DISCOM with respect to distribution 
losses reduction for the past two years and the expected losses for 
the ensuing year are as following:

The Licensee is putting most efforts in reducing losses. 
Regular network strengthening works for reduction of 
technical losses with various schemes are being taken up 
and necessary steps are being taken up for reducing 
commercial losses by conducting regular DPE inspections. 
TSNPDCL has under taken various loss reduction 
measures distribution losses have brought down from 
26.81% in 2000-01 to 13.32% in 2013-14 (Including EHT 
Sales).

However, the Distribution Licensee has adopted voltage 
wise distribution loss levels for FY 2015-16 as approved in 
the Distribution Tariff Order for 3rd Control period by the 
erstwhile APERC.

DISCOM’s failure to contain the Distribution Losses:

Actual performance of the DISCOM with respect to distribution 
losses reduction for the past two years and the expected losses for 
the ensuing year are as following:
FY 2013-14 FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16
APERC 
Target

Actual 
Losses

APERC 
Target

Estimate
d Losses

APERC 
Target

Expected  
Losses

11.8% 13.32% 11.8% 11.97% 11.88%



Losses FY 2013-14 FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16
11 kV 4.75% 4.25% 4.25%
33 kV 4.50% 4.0% 4.0%
132 kV & 
above

4.02% 4.02%

As per the filings of TS NPDCL, actual distribution losses for FY 
2013-14 is 13.32% as against the APERC target of 11.88%. TS 
NPDCL missed the loss reduction target by 1.44%. As per the 
estimate and figures submitted by the DISCOM 1% loss 
corresponds to about Rs 72 Crs. If the DISCOM is able to contain 
the losses within the target specified by the Hon’ble APERC, there is 
no requirement of Tariff hike.

Time Period of Load Restrictions/Power Cuts &  Outages to be 
relaxed for calculation of Deemed consumption

Sometimes, DISCOMs are announcing unscheduled power 
restrictions / Power cuts and are causing lot of inconvenience to the 
Ferro Alloy industry. Utilities are not sure of supplying 24X7 power 
to the Industrial sector particularly Ferro Alloy units. Even the 
Distribution network of the utilities is prone to lot of forced outages 
and is taking more time to restore the system. At least about 10% -
12% of the time, power supply is not made available on an annual 
basis due to forced outages and breakdowns in the system. Added 
to this, the DISCOMs are implementing Restriction & Control (R&C) 
measures, during certain periods of the year, during the peak load 
time (6:00 P:M to 10: 00 P:M) and other times of the day.

While calculating the deemed consumption, the licensee is 
deducting the R&C periods (if any).

However, it is to inform that the intention of the deemed 
energy charges /minimum energy charges are to be levied 
to  recover the fixed charges to be incurred by the licensee 
which are incurred irrespective of energy drawn from the 
generators and actual energy supplied to consumers. 

14 It is expected that, even for the ensuing year of FY 2015-16, the TS 
DISCOMs are not quite sure of providing quality and uninterrupted 
power to the Industrial Sector. About 20% of the time required 
quantum of power supply may not be available to the industry in 
view of shortage of generating capacity from the committed sources 
/ Short term sources. It is estimated that, as a whole about 30% of 
the time, required power is not made available to the Ferro Alloy 
industry in an year. This is causing lot of operational / financial 



burden to this sector. Hence it is earnestly requested that, till such 
time the  DISCOMs assure 24X7 power supply to the Ferro Alloy 
units throughout the year, the deemed consumption charges shall 
not be levied and the billing can be insisted on  the actual energy 
consumption.
True Up-Requirements

Vide the ARR filings, TS DISCOMs have requested Hon’ble 
Commission to recover the loss amount restructured as short term 
loan over and above Rs2450 Crs, as when restructuring is done by 
the TS DISCOMs in tune with the objectives of the State 
Government. They requested the Commission to allow the licensees 
to recover the principle amount due from FY 2017-18 onwards. 
TSNPDCL has estimated a true up requirement for FY 2013-14 as 
Rs (39.37) Crs after duly accounting for variations in Costs and 
Revenues. For FY 2014-15 TSNPDCL estimated a revenue gap of 
Rs 262 Crs that need to be trued up on provisional basis. 

As per the amended Regulation No. 4 of 2005 issued by 
the erstwhile APERC and adopted by TSERC, True up for 
Retail Supply Business shall be filed along with ARR of the 
licensee only to avoid quarterly filing of FSA and approval.

It is humbly pointed out that the State Government has to take up 
the entire responsibility of financial restructuring of the DISCOMs, 
and the burden should not be levied on to the consumers. Principal 
repayment has also to be borne by the State Government.

The true up for Distribution Business and Retails Supply 
Business of the TSNPDCL for the 1st control period (FY 
2006-07 to FY 2008-09) and 2nd control period (FY 2009-
10 to 2013-14) were not claimed. As per the Regulation 4 
of 2005, the licensee has eligible to claim after completion 
of control period. The claim for Tue up of NPDCL for the 
1st control period was submitted to Hon’ble Commission 
and order was not issued. The 2nd control period was 
completed with FY 2013-14 only. In view of the above, 
accumulated losses as on 31st March 2012 recognized 
under FRP duly excluding the bonds issued to be taken 
over by the Government is proposed as true up which is 
41% of total FRP.   

If the True Up burden is loaded on to the approved ARR of the 
DISCOMs by the Commission, it unnecessarily burdens the end 
consumers. 

The present Economic scenario 
The present economic situation Globally and domestically is not 
encouraging the manufacturing sector.  Countries like China and 
Russia are dumping steel in huge quantities into Indian markets 
throwing the Indian production  out of gear.  Major steel plants are 
cutting their production levels and offering price cuts,  which is 
affecting badly the Ferro Alloys industry.  Today   in  the Telangana 
State, the Ferro Alloys units are bleeding cash losses and are 

The Discoms, Transco and Genco are alive to the 
challenges highlighted by the objector and following are 
some of the key steps been taken to address the 
concerns
TS Genco
Following capacity additions (thermal) are been planned



unable even to meet their current CC charges bills of Discoms.  The 
producers are not even able to sell a Kg. of metal even with  heavy 
discounts and longer credit periods.

On the other hand, the World Bank in its  Indian Power Sector 
Review Report in respect of both the States of A.P. and Telangana, 
published recently,reiterated among other things, the following:

Quote:
The Distribution segment of A.P.**power sector, which is the 
first hand revenue earning system has begun to lose money 
since 2012-13, the report which studied the 20 year period 
since economical liberalisation, noted. It attributed the 
losses to rising cost of power purchase and a decline in the 
subsidy received vis-à-vis the subsidy booked. Cost of 
power purchase rose sharply for distribution companies 
from Rs.2.81 per unit in 2009-1 to Rs.3.39 per unit in 2011-12 
and to Rs.4.25 per unit in 2012-13. The volume of power 
purchase from short term sources rose by 14 percent in 
three years from 866 Mus in 2009-10 to 10,094 Mus in 2012-
13.  Taking cognizance of the State’s constraints in 
purchasing cheaper power from other regions owing to 
inadequate inter-regional connectivity. The World Bank 
Report also pointed out the low Plant Load Factor (PLF) of 
the existing thermal plants and the delays in commissioning 
of new plants for lack of fuel as the limitations.  On the other 
hand, subsidy received as share of subsidy booked began 
to decline from 2008-09 onwards and stood at only 50% in 
2011-12, resulting in cash flow problems for the Discoms. 
The report recommended capacity addition in generation, 
grid strengthening and enhancing ability to absorb power 
flows, especially from renewable and reinforcing of 
distribution network, household metering and segregation 
of feeders among others…….

Unquote: (** the erstwhile State of A.P consisting both A.P and 
Telangana)

- KTPP Stage II     – 600 MW
- KTPS Stage VII – 800 MW
- Manuguru         – 1080 MW
- Damarcherla A – 1200 MW
- Damarcherla B – 3200 MW
- KTPS Stage VII – 800 MW
-

In addition 250 MW from Hydel sources are planned. 
Issue of low PLFs due to coal shortage is been taken up 
with Coal India at all forums for resolution.

Corridor constraint issue is been addressed through the 
execution of new inter-state transmission lines 

Wardha- Nizamabad- Hyderabad ( 765 KV D/C line)
Warora – Warangal – Hyderabad ( 765 KV D/C line) 

In addition system strengthening and new schemes are 
been executed by TS Transco to ensure adequate grid 
reliability and availability.

To improve the operational performance, the discoms 
are conducting energy audit drives as well as meter 
replacement drives (replacement of mechanical meters 
with IR port meters and smart meters/ AMR for industrial 
loads) improving HVDS penetration as well as feeder 
segregation works. These are expected to improve the 
financial performance of the discom as well.



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri Thimmareddy, Convenor, People’s 
Monitoring Group on Electricity Regulation, # 139, Kakatiya Nagar, Hyderabad – 500008

Sl.
No

Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1 2.1 According to Section 64 (3) of the Electricity Act, 2003 licensees 
have to file application for determination for tariff one hundred and 
twenty days before the said tariffs come in to force. If the new tariff is 
to come in to force by 1st April 2015 application for new tariff should 
have reached the Commission by last week of November, 2014. 
TSDISCOMs are reported to have submitted ARR and Tariff on 7th

February, 2015, involving high drama. According to newspaper reports 
even utility officials were not aware of this submission.  Until the Public 
Notice was issued in the Newspapers on 11th February there were 
doubts about this submission. One of the reasons adduced to this 
delay was the mistakes that have crept in to this filing. But a cursory 
scan of the filings shows that there are still many errors. This also 
sows lack of transparency and accountability in this process.   

2.2 The whole process under way to determine electricity tariff for 
the financial year 2015-16 appears to be violation of due process 
enshrined under the E – Act.

The delay in filings by the licensee is mainly due to :

Consequent to the state bifurcation on June 2nd 
2014, for TSNPDCL, 7 Mandals of Khammam District 
have been diverted and reassigned to APEPDCL. As 
the MYT tariff order issued by the Commission 
includes ARR of 7 Mandals of Khammam circle for 
TSNPDCL, it is required to revise the Distribution 
costs for 3rd control period for FY 2014-15 to FY 
2018-19. Hence the licensees  has to  segregate the 
financial statements in the event of state bifurcation 
as it forms the basis for revision of the Distribution 
costs from  FY 2014-15 to FY 2018-19 and also 
needs time for firming up power/fuel availability and 
cost thereof from various sources. Due to delay in 
preparation and receiving this information which 
would have a material impact on the overall ARR for 
the ensuing year and the measures to be adopted by 
the licensee in addressing it, the licensee is forced to 
submit the filings with delay so as to finalize the 
distribution costs and power purchase cost 
projections accurately.

2. 2.3 In the rush to come out with the tariff order by 23rd March the 
public has been denied sufficient time to scrutinize the filings of the 
DISCOMs. Under the new Act at least 30 days time should have been 
given to the public to respond in writing. The public shall be given al 
least 30 days time from the day of publication of new tariff proposals. 
According to the Public Notice issued on 11th February last date for 
filing suggestions/objections is 7th March and the first public hearing on 
tariff proposals will take place on 12th March. It is doubtful whether 

The purpose of filing objections is to receive the 
comments of the consumers broadly about the claims 
made by the Discoms, thereby the Hon’ble 
Commission would be obligated to examine the said 
claims in detail from the stand point of the objections 
that was raised by consumer/s. No part of the existing 
regulations mandates requirement of thirty days time.



DISCOMs will be in a position to go through the suggestions/objections 
filed send their responses to the public as well as the Commission in 
such a short time. While the public hearings will be over by 14th March 
the Commission is expected to come out with the Tariff Order by 23rd

March, after due consultation with the Government of Telangana State 
regarding the quantum of subsidy available, for the new tariffs to be 
applicable from 1st April. Under such unseemly haste it is doubtful 
whether the Commission will be able to do justice to the sector in 
general and also balance interests of all stakeholders in the sector.

However, the time given by the Hon’ble Commission 
is almost 1month which is reasonably sufficient to 
respond on the claims of the Discoms.

Further any delay in issuing the tariff order will cause 
loss of revenue to the Discoms; the hon commission 
is requested to issue the order such that the new tariff 
will be effected from April 1st 2015.

3. 2.4 Though state bifurcation may be one of the issues that have led 
to the delay DISCOMs cannot avoid their statutory duty to file the tariff 
applications in time and it is also one of the functions of the 
Commission to see that DISCOMs discharge their responsibilities 
efficiently.

Despite genuine efforts of the licensee there was a 
delay in Tariff & ARR filings due to the reasons 
explained above.

4. 3.1.1 According to the provisions of the Andhra Pradesh 
Reorganisation Act, 2014 Telangana State and residuary state of 
Andhra Pradesh have to share power generated by power plants 
located in both the states. An examination of the ARR and Tariff filings 
of TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMS shows that there is no common 
understanding between the two states in sharing the power generated 
in both the states. In fact differences and its impact are substantial. 
The following table summarises these differences:

Issue
Telangana State 

DISCOMs
Andhra Pradesh 

DISCOMs
APGENCO 
thermal units –
DSTPP

Claimed 53.89% power Claimed 100% 
power

TSGENCO units 
– KTPP II

Claimed 53.89% power Did not claim any 
power

Inter state Hydel 
units

Claimed 41.68% 
(population percentage) 
citing provisions of AP 
Reorganisation Act. 

Claimed 100% 
power

 In accordance with the Clause C (2) of schedule 
XII of the AP Reorganization Act and as per 
G.O.Ms.No.20, DT: 08.05.2014, the allocation of 
power generated from the existing and the 
ongoing power plants located in both the states 
should be in the ratio of 53.89% & 46.11% 
respectively for Telangana and Andhra Pradesh. 

 Government of Telangana on behalf of 
TSDISCOMs have already submitted its views 
on the sharing of the power from both the 
Central Generating Stations and as well as the 
State owned Power Generating stations located 
in AP & Telangana states, before the Committee 
constituted by MoP, Govt of India, under the 
chairmanship of Chairperson/CEA, to resolve 
the issues cropped up post state bifurcation 
between the TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMs. 
Decision of the Committee is awaited. 



GENCO Hydel 
units

Claimed 53.89% from 
units located in AP as 
well as Telangana

Claimed 100% 
power from hydel 
units located in AP 
and did not claim 
power from units 
located in 
Telangana

Central 
Generating 
Stations

Claimed 52.11% instead 
of 53.89% citing draft 
recommendations of 
CEA

Claimed 46.11%

IPPs - Hinduja Claimed 53.89% power Claimed 100% 
power

NCE - Wind Claimed power from wind 
energy plants located in 
Anantapur and Kurnool 
districts of AP

Claimed 100% 
power

3.1.2 DISCOMs of both the states differ on total quantum of power 
available from each plant. For e.g., according to TSDISCOMs estimate 
power available from Dr NTTPS units I, II and III will be about 8,057 
Mu and according to APDISCOMs it will be about 7,554 MU. Similarly, 
DISCOMs of both the states also differ on estimation of fixed cost 
burden from each plant.

5. 3.1.3 TSDISCOMs in their filings submitted that generation tariffs 
based on the Generation Regulation are yet to be determined. This is 
particularly the case with state owned GENCOs. In the background of 
AP Reorganisation Act, 2014 the question arises as to who will 
determine the tariff for GENCO power plants? If it is the SERCs which 
determine tariffs then the next question will be which SERC will 
determine which plant’s tariff.  If the role devolves on CERC as the 
plants become inter state plants one would like to know the steps 
taken by the GENCOs as well as DISCOMs in getting CERC’s 
approval for PPAs for these plants. Similar questions also arise in the 
case of tariff determination for HNPCL plant at Visakhapatnam and 
APPDC’s DSTPP at Krishnapatnam.

Telangana discoms will take appropriate steps as 
per the AP Re Organization act 



6. 3.1.4 Even when the Chief Minister of Telangana state is saying that 
the state has to endure power shortages for the next three years 
TSDISCOMs filings show that the state will have 8,150 MU of surplus 
power at its disposal. Similarly, according to APDISCOMs’ filings AP 
will have 11,000 MU of surplus power. This anomalous situation arises 
due to the above differences in views related to power sharing and 
consequent estimation of power availability.

TSDISCOMS have projected the energy availability 
from various energy sources as per the AP 
Reorganization Act and as per best estimates of 
parameters like coal availability, maintenance 
schedules, PLF etc. from existing stations as well as 
upcoming stations of Andhra Pradesh like 
Krishnapatam, Hinduja etc.

If these stations achieve CoD as per the projection 
of ARR and share power with Telangana as per AP 
Re organization Act, this would result in the Energy 
surplus scenario as projected in the ARR

7. 3.1.5 Without settling these issues it will not be possible to estimates 
the costs in supplying power to the consumers in both the states and 
also determine tariffs. One way to solve this is for the ERCs of AP and 
TS sit together evolve a mechanism. But the outcome from such 
exercise may not be acceptable to some on either side of the dispute. 
Another way is for the two state governments solve this through 
discussions. Under the present circumstances it may not be possible. 
Under the AP Reorganisation Act the central government has powers 
to arbitrate in the disputes between the two states and give directions. 
Part of this work is already done through a draft report submitted by 
CEA. TSERC may write to the Government of India to settle this issue 
preferably well before the Commission comes out with the tariff order 
for the ensuing year.

It is not under purview of Licensee

8. Why energy from IPPs not considered after PPA term?

3.2.1 DISCOMs estimated power availability from GVK plant up to 
June 2015 and from Lanco up to December 2015 due to expiry of 
PPAs with these power developers. Due to this TSDISCOMs will be 
losing about 580 MU power. As the gas allocation to these plants 
continues and these plants continue to generate power TSDISCOMs 
shall get their share of power from these plants after the above dates 
also. 

TSDISCOMS have considered energy availability 
from gas based IPPS only till the PPA expiry date. 
Considering the low gas availability which has 
forced the IPPS to run at PLFs as low as 20%, 
Considering that long term sources are being 
planned in Telangana by TSGENCO and SCCL 
which are expected to be cheaper sources and 
higher cost of power generation from gas IPPs, 
TSDISCOMS have not considered energy 
availability from these stations



3.2.2 At the same time we also would like to know the steps taken by 
the TSDISCOMs to extend these PPAs or take over these plants on 
completion of PPA terms.

3.3 Also, in the background of additional power to the extent of 450 
MW being made available to both the states combined together from 
gas based power plants (TS share expected to be 242 MW) following 
change in gas allocation policy of GoI, whereby some of the gas 
allocated to fertiliser plants being diverted to gas based power plants in 
AP, and additional power being available during summer shall be taken 
in to account while computing total power available to the state. 

3.4 Newspaper reports indicate that TSDISCOMs are planning to 
generate power from the gas based power plants using LNG/Naphtha. 
But the same does not appear in the present filings. DISCOMs are 
requested to clarify on quantum of power proposed to be generated 
using these fuels and its implication for cost of power procurement.

TSPCC is making arrangement towards additional 
generation with RLNG (by way of swapping with KG 
D6 gas) and also with Naptha. TSPCC appraised 
the GoI about the power deficit that is being faced 
by the Telangana state and requested for allotment 
of 5 MMSCMD RLNG (under swapping 
arrangement with KG D6 gas) for additonla 
generation of 1000 MW. The GoI and Minsitry of 
Fertilisers accepted to swap 2.4 MMSCMD of gas 
with RLNG which will generate 450 MW approx.. out 
of which TSdiscoms share will be around 240 MW. 
Similarly TSDiscoms are making arrangements to 
fire Naptha as alternate fuel by issuing dispatch 
instructions to IPPs like Spectrum Power generation 
Ltd., Lanco kondapalli power ltd., and GVK 
industries ltd. (GVK stage-I) depending upon the 
grid constraints for an additional generation of 250 
MW (for TSDiscoms only)

10. Power purchase costs – fixed costs

4.2.1 Draft PPAs of KTPS VI, KTPP I and KTPP II units of TSGENCO 
are pending before the Commission since 2009. Delay in disposing 
petitions related to these PPAs is one of the reasons for the prevailing 
confusion in allocation of plants between AP and Telangana. It is high 
time the Commission finalises them through public process.

Not in purview of discom

11. 4.2.2 Hinduja National Power Corporation Limited was selected in 
1990s under fast track projects. PPA with it was entered in to by 
erstwhile APSEB in 1998. It was provided with sovereign guarantee. 
Along with this conditions were also laid that its cost shall be equal to 
NTPC’s Simhadri unit II.  As there was inordinate delay in setting up 
the project even after fuel linkage liquidated damages shall be 
collected form it as provided under the 1998 PPA. Reports indicate that 
changes are being made in this PPA. The same shall be examined 
through public hearings.

MoA was entered on 17-05-2013 by the erstwhile 
APDISCOMs with M/s HNPCL for entering 
amendments to the existing PPA in line with the 
Regulations and EA2003. As per the MoA , the 
Draft amendments are prepared by the both parties 
and discussed during the meetings with M/s 
HNPCL. The proposed amendments are sent to M/s 
HNPDCL for their comments. After finalization of the 
draft amendments, same will be submitted to ERC 
for approval.



12. Fixed costs of GENCO plants

Capital Costs of GENCO New Plants, (Rs/U)

Station Capacity MW Fixed Cost
KTPS VI 500 1.79
KTPP I 500 1.79
KTPP II 600 2.25
UMPP –
Mundra

4000 0.98

4.2.3 Several new thermal power plants are in operation in the state. 
These include KTPS – VI, KTPP – I, and KTPP – II. In the above table
except the last one all other plants are set up by TSGENCO. Though 
they are already in operation PPAs with them are not yet cleared by 
the Commission. They are pending before the Commission for more 
than four years. Even then the Commission is allowing the DISCOMs 
to procure power from these plants. Moreover DISCOMs in their filings 
are claiming that they are adopting fixed costs as approved by the 
Commission. According the norms/regulations in operation after the 
enactment of power sector reform Acts both at state and central level 
at the first stage PPA between the generating company and 
distribution licensee shall be approved by the Commission followed by 
financial closure. After this erection of plant and machinery starts and 
COD needs to be declared before the distribution licensee starts 
receiving power from the generating station. All these steps are 
skipped in the case of the new GENCO plants. Though the draft PPAs 
are with the Commission for more than four years the Commission 
could not find time examine these PPAs.

Not in purview of discom

13. 4.2.4 Fixed costs of these new thermal power plants are high. 
Compared to the Ultra Mega Power Plant at Mundra in Gujarat set up 
by Tatas and which started power generation the fixed costs of the 
above plants proved to be very high. The fixed costs of these plants 
are higher by more than 75% to 100%.

UMPP from economies of scale and  tax benefits  
tend to have a lower cost per unit. Also Fixed cost 
per unit changes every year with increase in O&M 
expenses, reduction in loan amount, reduction in 
interest cost. Hence, the Fixed cost of new stations 
coming up in Telangana & AP cannot be compared 
to UMPP.



15. Variable/Fuel cost 

4.3.1 DISCOMs propose to adopt variable cost escalation of 2%. In 
case there is any change in fuel prices during the ensuing year the 
same may be addressed through the existing regulation or Fuel 
Surcharge Adjustment (FSA) may be reintroduced. There is no need to 
adopt the proposed variable cost escalation. 

4.3.2 Variable cost of power from Hinduja National Power Corporation 
Limited’s plant is estimated to be Rs. 1.86 per unit. Compared to this 
variable cost of power from NTPC’s Simhadri units is estimated to be 
Rs. 2.60 per unit. While source of fuel (coal) for both the plants is the 
same (Mahanadi Coal Fields) NTPC’s units’ variable cost is higher by 
nearly 40%. This needs to be looked in to.

4.3.3 Variable cost of KTPS VI unit (Rs.2.73 per unit) is higher than 
other units located at Kothagudem. This is because of allocation of 
coal from Mahanadi Coal Fields rather than from Singareni units. As 
swapping/rationalisation of coal allocation is in operation KTPS VI unit 
shall also get its fuel from Singareni units. This will help to bring down 
cost of power from this unit.

1. It is to be noted all thermal stations run 
predominantly on thermal coal supplied from 
domestic sources like MCL, SCCL etc. while 
imported coal is been used only in case of 
domestic coal shortfall.

With increase in rail freight rates for coal by 
6.3% and increase in green cess to Rs. 200 per 
metric tonne, the cost of coal is expected to 
increase significantly which would increase the 
variable cost of production

Still, TSDISCOMS have taken a conservative 
estimate and projected the increase in variable 
cost only by 2%. TSDISCOMS request Hon’ble 
Commission to consider this nominal escalation

2. Variable cost of plant depends on the coal mine 
from which coal is tapped, transportation 
charges which might include rail, road, seafreight 
charges. Additionally, factors like efficiency of 
the power plant, consumption of secondary oil, 
washing of coal would impact the variable cost of 
power production. Hence, even though the 
power plants are located at the same venue, it 
need not be necessary that the variable cost is 
same

The Variable Cost of Simhadri STPS is considerably 
high when compared to the Variable Cost of 
HNPCL as 40 % of required Coal is being 
imported for the Simhadri STPS.

The NTPC is using 60 % of indigenous Coal and 
40% of imported Coal for the Simhadri Super 
Thermal Power Station in view of the shortage of 
indigenous Coal.



The HNPCL has yet to start generation and 
Variable Cost arrived by HNPCL is based on 100 
% of indigenous Coal

Originally KTPS-Vi stage is totally linked to Ms 
Mahanadi coal fields Ltd. To an extent of 2.31 
million tonnes per annum. Ministry of Coal, GoI has 
swapped the coal linkage from MCL to SCCL. Fuel 
supply agreement will be entered with the SCCL for 
supply of Coal to this unit.

16. 4.3.4 Use of imported coal continues to be source of concern, both in 
terms of price as well as quality. Following objections raised by the 
public during public hearings the Commission has given several 
directions in the case of utilisation of imported coal by central 
generating stations as well as APGENCO units. TSDISCOMs in their 
replies in response to these directions merely mentioned that 
TSGENCO plants would not be using imported coal. Under the 
provisions of the AP Reorganisation Act TSDISCOMs also will be 
accessing power from CGS and APGENCO thermal units which are 
using imported coal. In this regard TSDICOMs also need to pay 
attentions to the directives issued by the Commission related to 
utilisation of imported coal.

TSDISCOMS would adhere to the directives issued 
by the Hon’ble Commission

17. 4.3.5 In its reply related to transit loss of coal TSDISCOMs mentioned 
that they were not considering the transit loss of coal, if loss was more 
than the normative one. This implies that excess transit loss of coal if 
any will be borne by GENCO. In this context we would like know what 
is the exact transit loss of coal of the coal based thermal power plants 
of TSGENCO and APGENCO from which TSDISCOMs are procuring 
power.

The transit loss of coal for TSGENCO Thermal 
Stations is in the order of 1.0.

18. 4.3.6 One of the important reasons for increase in power purchase 
costs is hike in natural gas price by the central government. Price of 
natural gas increased from $ 4.2 per MBTU to $ 5.61 per MBTU. 
Following this variable cost of power produced from gas based power 
plants increased.

Noted



Variable Cost Rs/U

Plant 2013-14 2015-16

GVK 2.19 2.62

Spectrum 2.48 2.76

Lanco 2.25 3.02

Reliance 1.64 3.44

19. 4.3.7 The new natural gas price adopted by the GoI goes against the 
norms of price fixation, against the PSC and also orders of the 
Supreme Court. This shall not be allowed. As the consumers of Andhra 
Pradesh will be severely adversely affected by this APDISCOMs and 
GoAP should have taken initiative to see that this price is rolled back. 
These should have explored all avenues to bring down this price, 
including approaching the Supreme Court. As variable costs are pass 
through APDISCOMs are least bothered about this burden on the 
consumers. In the meantime E.A.S Sarma, former Secretary, GoI and 
Gurudas Dasgupta filed a petition in Supreme Court challenging the 
above gas price. We request the TSDISCOMs and the GoTS to 
implead in this case before the Supreme Court. This request is not a 
misguided one given the APERC’s observations in its Order on GVK 
that DISCOMs will take care of consumers’ interests.

Noted

20. How short term purchases are made without regulatory approval?

4.4 During the FY 2014-15 TSDISCOMs procured 8,713 MU 
through short term/market purchases constituting nearly 18% of the 
power procured in the state. Most of this power is procured without 
regulatory approval and in a non-transparent manner. Even when 
additional demand was only during peak period power through short 
term purchases was procured under round the clock (RTC) terms. 
Because of this during non-peak periods in order to accommodate 
short term purchases made under RTC terms cheaper GENCO plants 
were being backed down. This led to unnecessary burden on 

During FY 14-15, energy requirement has been 
significantly higher than the energy availability. Also 
due to a bad monsoon year, Hydel energy 
availability has significantly reduced. To fulfil the 
promise of providing 7 hours of supply to Agriculture 
consumers, TSDISCOMS had to resort to power 
purchase from Short term sources. 



TSDISCOMs and in turn on consumers in the state. TSDISCOMs as 
the filings show will be procuring power through short term purchases 
during 2015-16. Also, state leadership is exhorting DISCOM officials to 
procure power at any cost. Keeping past experience in mind short term 
purchases shall be made in an optimum manner, specifically to meet 
peak deficits, but not on RTC terms.

21. 5.1 Financial Restructuring Plan (FRP) is introduced by the GoI in 
the name of ensuring the financial viability of the DISCOMs. Though 
introduced by it the GoI does not take any financial responsibility of 
ensuring the financial viability of the DISCOMs. According to this Plan 
the state government will stand guarantee to the bonds issued to cover 
50% of the accumulated losses. From DISCOMs’ filing it is not clear 
whether the State Government will repay the bonds or DISCOMs have 
to pay them and in case of their default only the State Government will 
come in to the picture. Apart from this, the bonds issued by the state 
government covers only 40% of the accumulated losses, not 50%as 
envisaged in the Plan.

The State Govt is required to take over 50 % of the 
outstanding short term liabilities (STL) corresponding 
to the accumulated loss as per audited accounts of 
the DISCOMs as of March 2013 , the cutoff date for 
implementation of FRP in combined State. 

Initially Bonds are issued by the DISCOMs and GoTS 
will take over the bonds in two to five years 
depending upon its fiscal space.

DISCOMs are taking up the issue to take over the 
bonds in FY 2014-15 itself by GoTS

Interest and repayments of bonds is the liability of 
GoTS. Further, GoTS has already paid Rs227 Crs 
interest on bonds relating to first half of FY2014-15.

22. 5.2 According to the TSDISCOMs’ filings the remaining 60% losses 
need to be structured as loans with a three moratorium for paying 
principal amount. The two DISCOMs propose to convert losses to the 
extent of Rs. 2,450 crore in to short term loans, constituting only 40% 
of their burden. Then, what will happen to the remaining 60% of their 
loss burden?

The details of losses and contribution of each 
components is already enclosed in the Director’s 
Report of the company Annual accounts 2012-13 
which is again reproduced below .

Particulars Rs. In Crores

Government receivables 2,050.89
Power purchase cost 867.07
Revenue from sale of power 239.05
Other expenses 189.76
Finance cost 109.52
Employee cost 87.65
Revenue from sale of power 85.3
Trade receivables 9.72

TSNPDCL For FY 2012-13



DISCOMs have raised STL to meet expensive power 
purchase cost, increase in power purchase cost due 
to inflation and cost associated delayed collection of 
FSA  etc . The GoAP/GoTS had agreed to take over 
their commitment towards expensive power 
purchase.

Accordingly,50% of STL will be taken over by GoTS  
as per scheme and balance 50%  of STL  is due to 
the 
1) Restriction of T&D losses to the extent of approved 
losses while approving FSA,

2) restriction of agriculture  consumption to the extent 
of approved quantity in the T.O in the FSA orders

Eventually led to Difference of FSA between filed and 
approved by the Hon’ble APERC for the FY 2011 to 
2013.

The scheme basically meant to make DISCOMs 
financially viable and to restructured the short term 
loans and GOI proposed that, the 50% of STL shall 
be issued in the form of bonds to Banks. The bonds 
will be repaid by GoTS alongwith interest.

The scheme proposes to restructure the balance of 
Short terms Loans to the extent of 50% of Short term 
loans outstanding as on 31-03-2013. The interest and 
repayment of restructured loans will be the 
commitments of DISCOMs.

23. 5.3 TSDICOMs submitted, “The key components of above losses 
are unapproved portion of Fuel Surcharge Adjustment (FSA) for the 
years 2009-10 to 2011-12, FSA cases pending in courts and Govt  
receivables over and above Rs. 4,553.85 Crs which is agreed by Govt 
as final settlement”. Apart from the DISCOMs did not provide any 

The details of statement of losses depicting and 
contribution of each components are as follows.



details on the sources of these accumulated losses. Unapproved FSA 
amounts cannot be recovered without sanction from the TSERC and 
the Courts in question. Again in the case of TSERC, it cannot approve 
the pending FSAs without following the public process as mandated by 
the High Court in earlier cases. The above passage also mentions 
Govt receivables. From this it is not clear whether these are receivable 
by Govt from DISCOMs or by DISCOMs from Govt.  In fact it should be 
receivables by DISCOMs from Govt. In the past the state government 
directed the DISCOMs to purchase power from market at high prices 
assuring that it will bear higher the expenditure. The DISCOMS also 
mentioned,” The bonds issued  cover the expensive power purchased 
by the TS DISCOMs for the period 2008-09 to 2013-14.” (p.50 SPDCL 
Filing) After that it reneged on its assurance. According to the MYT 
framework surplus/deficit need to be analysed at the end of the control 
period in detail before approving the same. But it was not done in the 
case of first as well as second control periods. In the background of the 
above we request the Commission not to approve the above interest 
cost and direct the DISCOMs to make all information related to the 
above public.

Since, the discoms are claiming the interest on STL 
restructured loans which is the part of FRP scheme, 
the restructured loan is the liability of DISCOMs as 
per scheme and the DISCOMs can only pay the debt 
service on the restructure loans through ARR .There 
is no additional resources to meet the debt servicing 
cost of DISCOMS.

DISCOMs are only claiming interest and will claim the 
repayments of EMI from the beginning of 4th year of 
FRP implementation.  the soft copy of FRP scheme 
approved by the GoAP  can be shared with hon’ble 
objectors as desired by them .

24. 6.1 TSDISCOMs claim Rs. 1,463.30 crore under true up for the FY 
2013-14 and 2014-15. But they do not provide any justification for the 
same. Even whatever information provided by them is confusing. 
TSSPDCL in its filing (pp.50-51) mentioned revenue of Rs. 13,295 
crore for the year 2013-14 and supply cost of Rs. 11,865 crore, but 
mentioned the difference between the two (true down) as Rs. 161.74 
crore.

The TSNPDCL has claimed for an amount of Rs. 49 
Crores and Rs. 293 Crores for FY 2013-14 and FY 
2014-15 respectively under true up along with 
carrying cost. In absence of the Tariff Order for the 
FY 2014-15, TSNPDCL has claimed provisional 
revenue gap for the FY 2014-15 as a true up.   

25. 6.2 One of the important reasons for this revenue gap is higher fuel 
costs. According to a recent report of CAG (see Annexure I) Reliance 
Industries Ltd received higher price than allowed.  According to this 

Noted

Particulars Rs. In Crores

Government receivables 2,050.89
Power purchase cost 867.07
Revenue from sale of power 239.05
Other expenses 189.76
Finance cost 109.52
Employee cost 87.65
Revenue from sale of power 85.3
Trade receivables 9.72

TSNPDCL For FY 2012-13



report, "As per the price discovery process undertaken by the operator 
(RIL)... it was categorically indicated that selling price would be 
rounded off to two decimal points... A review of records relating to 
sales of gas to consumers, however, revealed that the operator has 
been charging the gas price at the rate of $4.205 per unit (three 
decimal points) from its consumers in place of USD 4.20 per mmBtu, 
arrived at after rounding of 2 decimal points". The draft of the second 
audit of the field's books, submitted by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General to the oil ministry for comments, says Reliance was charging 
consumers by rounding off the price in three decimal units against the 
norm of two decimal units, leading to excess billing of $9.68 million in 
the first four years of production beginning 2009-10. TSDISCOMs 
shall be directed to recover the excess amount paid and to that extent 
true up amount shall be brought down.

26. 6.3 According to newspaper reports (See Annexure II) the 
Directorate of Revenue Intelligence has unearthed a scam involving 
companies inflating the value of coal imports from Indonesia for their 
power plants. Initial estimates by the agency pegged the overvaluation 
at Rs 29,000 crore in the period 2011-2014. DRI has raided over 80 
shipping companies, intermediaries and laboratories across the 
country including, Andhra Pradesh in search of documents that show 
the real value of the imports. Almost all laboratories testing coal in 
India have been searched by the DRI to obtain the lab reports for 
verification of the calorific value of the imported coal. According to this 
investigation almost every importer, including the reputed corporate –
public and private, have indulged in overvaluation of coal imports. DRI 
is learnt to have recovered documents showing the real value of the 
imports. The overvaluation has an impact on the tariff paid by 
consumers here as power companies could have a higher tariff fixation 
based on the inflated rates. It was estimated that the power tariff would 
be less by Re 1 per unit if the value of imported coal value was not 
inflated. In the past during public hearings objectors have pointed out 
many anomalies in imported coal including higher prices. As this is 
upheld by the investigation of DRI we request the Commission not to 
allow the true up demanded by DISCOMs to the extent of over 
valuation of imported coal.

Noted



27. Estimation of agriculture consumption (MU)

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16

NPDCL 4348 4715 4904

SPDCL 6694 7238 7528

Total                                                                                                                        11042 11953 12432

7.1 Filings of NPDCL as well as SPDCL show that power 
consumption in the agriculture sector in Telangana is increasing 
irrespective of the situation on the ground. The above consumption 
figures are arrived at by the DISCOMs on the basis of their claim that 
they are supplying power for 7 hours per day (p.64, SPDCL). This is far 
from truth. Most of the time, farmers are not receiving not even four 
hours of supply in a day. As such the Commission shall not take the 
above consumption figures in to account.

In the current and previous year, the licensee has 
imposed the load restriction to certain categories 
such as domestic, commercial and industrial 
consumers to maintain grid stability under insufficient 
power availability duly maintaining 6 to 7 Hrs per day 
power supply to Agriculture consumers to the 
maximum extent possible.

The licensee has been estimated Agriculture 
consumption based on ISI methodology as approved 
by the Hon’ble Commission from October 2013 
onwards.  

Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL is being 
carried-out on the basis of ISI Methodology wherein 
energy meters are provided to the selected DTRs 
(Sampled DTRs) and the average consumption 
recorded in a given capacity of the DTR is calculated. 
This average consumption multiplied by the total 
number of the same capacity DTRs will be the total 
Agl consumption on the capacity of DTRs. Similarly, 
the total Agl consumption on the other capacities of 
DTRs is arrived. The total Agl consumption on all the 
capacities of DTRs (16 KVA, 25 KVA, 63 KVA & 100 
KVA) will be the total Agl consumption estimation in 
TSNPDCL.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the 
capacities said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy 
meters were provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above 
said DTRs. The readings from these energy meters 
are taken every month and arriving monthly Agl 
consumption estimation.

28. 7.2 The fact that the agriculture consumption figures provided by 
the DISCOMs are anomalous comes out from their filings. According to 
their filings while 9,78,028 pump sets under SPDCL will be consuming 
7,528 MU during 2015-16, under NPDCL 10,73,870 pump sets will be 
consuming 4,904 MU. In other words per pump set consumption will be 
7,528 units under SPDCL, it will be 4,567 units in the case of NPDCL. 
Per pump set consumption in SPDCL will be nearly 70% higher 
compared to NPDCL, even while hours of supply of electricity are the 
same under both DISCOMs.

29. Agriculture consumption during 2013-14

Particulars NPDCL SPDCL

Pump sets with DSM 9,75,729 10,93,743

Pump sets without 
DSM

3,086 5,275



Energy consumed by 
Pump sets with DSM 
(MU)

4,355.6 9157.93

Energy consumed by 
Pump sets without 
DSM (MU)

5.77 32.19

Average 
consumption of 
Pump sets with DSM 
(U)

4,464 8373

Average 
consumption of 
Pump sets without 
DSM (U)

1,870 6102

7.3 According to the above table 99% of the farmers with pump sets 
in Telangana have adopted DSM measures. The electricity 
consumption figures provided for pump sets with and without DSM 
measures also gives rise to doubts about the way agriculture 
consumption figures are provided. On the average pump sets with 
DSM measures consumed more power than the pump sets without 
DSM measures. In the case of NPDCL average consumption of pump 
sets with DSM measures was 4,464 units in an year compared to 
1,870 units by pump sets without DSM measures. In the case of 
SPDCL average consumption of pump sets with DSM measures was 
8,373 units in an year compared to 6,102 units by pump sets without 
DSM measures. This totally goes against the prevailing understanding 
on DSM measures as well as report on a pilot reported by TSSPDCL. 
DISCOMs are requested to clarify.

Also, it is planned to provide energy meters to 10% of 
the total existing Agl DTRs and hence the accuracy of 
Agl consumption estimation will be improved further.
Based on the above actual estimated Agl 
consumption of H1 of 2014-15, the licensee expects 
growth rate of 4.00% for the H2 of FY 2014-15 and 
FY 2015-16 over the H2 of FY 2013-14 and revised 
estimates of FY 2014-15.



30. 7.4 Subsidy towards free power to agricultural services is being 
provided on the basis of 7 hours of power supply to these services. But 
in reality farmers are getting power for less than five hours. This 
implies that DISCOMs were compensated more than necessary to 
supply free power to agriculture. The excess subsidy paid to DISCOMs 
in this regard shall be recovered.

The Government subsidy towards agriculture 
consumption for the year is provided as per 
approved Agl consumption in the Tariff Order issued 
by the Hon’ble Commission. However, the actual 
agriculture consumption of the licensee is higher 
than the approved by the Hon’ble Commission. 

31. 7.5 In the absence of metering of agricultural connections 
DISCOMs claimed that they have arrived at these figures following the 
ISI methodology suggested by the Commission. But data collected 
under this methodology is also not complete. To overcome this we 
suggest that all DTRs serving the agriculture services should be 
metered so that the consumption estimates are realistic. The Task 
Force on electricity Sector appointed by the Government of Telangana 
State also suggested metering of DTRs serving agriculture loads.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the 
capacities said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy 
meters were provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above 
said DTRs and arriving monthly Agl consumption 
estimation based on the ISI Methodology. Also, it is 
planned to provide energy meters to 10% of the total 
existing Agl DTRs to improve the accuracy further.

Providing energy meters to all the existing Agl DTRs 
of 1,28,011 numbers will not only be a much 
financial burden on the Licensee but also obtaining 
their readings every month, is difficult as these Agl 
DTRs are located in remote locations.

32. 7.6 In the past the Commission (Fresh Directive No. 2 of the Tariff 
Order for FY 2011-12) directed the DISCOMs to furnish meter-wise 
readings noted and transformer-wise, feeder-wise consumptions 
measured on all the DTRs and Feeders covered under HVDS scheme. 
But the DISCOMs are not paying heed to this direction. Information 
provided through these readings would have thrown much light on 
electricity consumption in agriculture sector as well as efficacy of 
HVDS scheme. We request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs 
once again to furnish the above information at the earliest.

Estimating the Agl Consumption as per ISI 
methodology approved by the Hon’ble Commission.

33. Deaths due to shocks 
7.7.1 Every year hundreds of farmers are meeting death due to 
electrical shocks. This is highly avoidable.
7.7.2 During 2013-14 in Telangana 436 people died due to electrical 
shocks. More than 50% of these cases under SPDCL took place in the 
circles/districts of Mahabubnagar and Nalgonda. Similar is the case in 
the first half of 2014-15. Further these figures are an under estimate of 
the reality. Farmers are the main victims of this phenomenon.  

Every effort is being made to avoid accidents, by 
taking up regular maintenance works like 
replacement of conductor, providing of inter poles , 
maintenance  of DTRs structure and LT lines, 
providing of earthing.  Wide publicity being given 
requesting Ryots not to handle with Distribution 
Transformers. During the FY 2014-15 the licensee 
has erected 4177 middle poles in the loose lines 



Table:    Deaths Due to Electric Shocks
2013-
14

First 
Half of 
2014-15

NPDCL 185 87

Mahabubna
gar

115 69

Nalgonda 84 25

SPDCL 251 129

Total 
Telangana

436 216

7.7.3 The DISCOMs did not provide complete details of these 
incidents like for how many cases DISCOMs took responsibility and in 
how many cases compensation was paid and amount paid towards 
compensation. NPDCL mentioned that compensation was paid in 56 
cases out of 185 deaths in 2013-14 and in 11 cases out of 87 deaths 
during the first half of 2014-15. Procedures need to be simplified to see 
that all victims receive compensation at the earliest. 

7.7.4 Even in the electrocution deaths that the DISCOMs had taken 
responsibility the amount paid (about Rs. 1 lakh per person) is very 
meagre. Even this meagre amount was not paid properly. There is 
need to revise the compensation upwards like in the case of railways.

with an expenditure of RS 1.89 Crs, 23207  
locations in various lines were rectified to avoid 
accidents.
Further works were awarded to erect 200 middle 
poles in each section in Discom in the coming 3 
months.  

Non Departmental Fatal accidents  in NPDCL

As per directions of APERC (Proceeding 
No.APERC/Secy/EAS/S-101/177/2013, 
Dt13.08.2013), the NPDCL has enhanced existing ex-
gratia amount in case of fatal accidents to non 
departmental person and animals due to electrocution 
i.e. Human being from Rs.1 to 2 Lakhs, cattle from 
RS. 3,000 to Rs. 20,000 and goat and sheep @ 
Rs.4,000 respectively and sanction procedure is 
simplified to grant ex- gratia to victims irrespective of 
the mistake from any side. Further online tracking of 
accidents taken place in TSNPDCL and reports 
submission is commenced from 12/2014 to see that 
all eligible victims receive compensation at the 
earliest.

34. 7.7.5 There shall also be separate mechanism to pin responsibility for 
deaths due to electricity shocks. In the present case perpetrator it self 
is the judge. To avoid this anomaly a committee comprising different 
stakeholders shall go into these deaths and pronounce whether 
DISCOMs are responsible for these tragedies or not.

Within 24 hours preliminary report and then detailed 
report is being furnished by ADE.  As per 
Government of Telangana instructions the Chief 
Electrical Inspector to Government is being reported 
about the electrical accident.  Then jurisdictional 
Deputy Electrical Inspector will investigate the 
electrical accident.

Human Animal Total Human Animal Total
Reported by field 159 298 457 156 172 328
Exgratia sanctioned by
the deportment

27 132 159 76 122 198

2013-14  2014-15up  to 2/2015



35. 7.7.6 More than this these deaths are highly avoidable. These deaths 
are taking place due to neglect of rural network by the DISCOMs.  
Every year the Commission allowed Rs. 5 crore to be spent by the 
DISCOMs on safety measures to avoid such deaths. But DISCOMs did 
not care to utilise them. NPDCL spent Rs. 34.25 lakh during 2013-14 
and Rs. 12.29 crore during first half of 2014-15. If the safety of DTRs 
were improved many of these deaths could have been avoided.
7.7.7 In most of these cases it was the farmers who met this tragic 
end. These deaths could have been avoided if there were timely and 
sufficient technical support at the ground level and good quality 
electrical network. Most of the technical posts like linemen in rural 
areas are vacant and farmers are forced to attend to repair work on 
their own with fatal consequences. Thousands of line men posts are 
lying vacant since a long time. Recently Telangana State Government 
announced that hundreds of electrical engineers will be recruited 
shortly. But there is no word about recruiting line men. Filling line men 
posts not only bring down deaths due to shocks but also help to bring 
down T&D losses and their by add to the income of the DISCOMs.

Rural network is strengthened by incorporating 
additional improvement of transformers, substations 
and sanction of HT and LT lines in year 2014-15. 
Tom-tom is done in the villages not to meddle the 
DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. The 
Spacers are used to prevent accidents in case of 
snapping of LT lines. The 11 KV breakers at 33/11 
KV substations are put in trimmed condition for 
cutting of the power supply in case of snapping of 11 
KV conductor. Higher size of conductor is replaced 
where the lines are overloading. 

Tom-tom is done in the villages about not to meddle 
the DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. To 
support the field staff, the labour@ Rs 4000/- per 
month is deployed in TSNPDCL for extending better 
services  in 250 distributions.

36. Quality of Power 

7.8.1 Electricity received by the farmers was of uneven quality with 
unpredictable interruptions. Power supply timings announced by the 
Licensees are not being adhered to. It is the responsibility of the 
Commission under Section 86 (1) (i) of the Electricity Act, 2003 to 
enforce standards with respect to quality, continuity and reliability of 
service by licensees.   

7.8.2 In the past DISCOMs used to post feeder-wise electricity supply 
details on their websites. But they stopped this practice suddenly some 
time back. We request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to post 
all relevant information on quantum and quality of supply on their 
websites.

Voltages and quality of power supply to consumers is 
closely monitored from corporate office level 
whenever the compliant is received regarding low 
voltages and poor quality of supply.

Everyday 11KV feeder wise electricity supply details 
are received from field on the same day night hrs and 
will be reviewed regularly.



37. DTR failure/repair

7.8.4 DISCOMs are also not attending to maintenance of DTRs 
properly. Farmers are being forced to incur expenditure in transporting 
the DTRs. DTRs are also not being repaired in time. DISCOM staff are 
also collecting money from farmers to repair DTRs. They are not 
attending to repairs until the farmers pay up.  In Kanugutta village of 
Both mandal in Adilabad district it took 10 days to repair the DTR. In 
Madaka village of Odelu mandal in Karimnagar district it took more 
than one week to repair the transformer while under Standards of 
Performance DTRs in rural areas shall be repaired within 48 hours.

Presently 3629No.s Healthy DTRs are available 
under Rolling stock of TSNPDCL and any failed  DTR 
can be replaced with in 24Hrs.

Regarding failure of DTR in  Kanugutta village of Both 
mandal in Adilabad district, it is a 63KVA DTR and 
failed repeatedly on 20-01-2015 and 5-02-2015.The 
consumers are drawing water from near by Kharat 
project canal and Peddavagu canal by using 
unauthorized pump sets and DTR is failing on 
overload. It is instructed to replace the failed DTR 
immediately and action may be taken against illegal 
connections. Further there is no compliant of failure 
DTR in Madaka with 1week duration in this Rabi 
season.

38. 7.8.5 Low quality of power in rural areas is also because of crumbling 
transmission and distribution network in rural areas. Decades old 
conductors are hanging low endangering lives as well as resulting high 
transmission losses. Many of the DTRs are more than decade old and 
should have been replaced. Added to this many of these DTRs do not 
have even AB switches. Depreciated and old parts of T&D network 
shall be replaced in keeping with prudent maintenance of the network 
in good health.

The old conductors are replaced in phased manner. 
The old DTRs having age more than 25yr. and 
drawing more magnetizing currents are survey 
reported and replaced with new DTRs. Due to 
complaint of theft of DTRs and meddling of DTRs, 
small capacity of DTRs are erected and controlled 
group of DTRs  with  one AB switch.

39. DSM Measures
7.9.1 To be eligible for free power, farmers have to undertake 
demand side management (DSM) measures i.e., installation of 
capacitors, ISI marked pump sets, HDPE or RPVC piping and 
frictionless foot-valve. These measures are proposed to bring down 
quantum electricity consumption in the agriculture sector there by 
reducing financial burden both on the state government and farmers. 
Farmers also would like to contribute to this endeavour. Though 
farmers are interested in taking them up they are facing hurdles in 
implementing them. 

7.9.2 DISCOM officials are claiming that more than 90% of the 
farmers have installed capacitors. But truth is that not even 10% of the 
farmers installed capacitors. Farmers do not have technical assistance 
in the form of access to linemen or assistant linemen, to take this up. 

Agriculture services are being released for the 
consumers who have paid DDs. 



thousands of line men posts in rural areas are lying vacant. Even 
where linemen or assistant linemen are available they do not have 
proper knowledge in installation of capacitors. Installation of capacitors 
at a wrong point led to burning of pump sets, which scared other 
farmers from doing the same.

40. 7.9.3 A pilot implemented by SPDCL (p.88) power consumption 
declined by nearly 10% after installation of capacitors. This implies that 
by spending Rs. 60 crore to install capacitors at 20 lakh pump sets in 
Telangana DISCOMs will be able to save about Rs. 500 crore. This 
alone shall spur the DISCOMs to implement capacitor programme on
war footing.

41. 7.9.4 Use of ISI standard pump set is another important DSM 
measure. Present pump set efficiency in the State is only 25% and this 
could be increased to 50% by using ISI standard motors.  For proper 
operation of ISI standard pump sets minimum voltages are required. 
Under prevailing low voltages in the state these ISI motors do not 
work. Because of this low voltage, farmers are forced to go in for 
locally made pump sets which operate even under low voltages. One 
of the reasons for low voltage is overloading of distribution 
transformers (DTR) installed for agricultural purposes. This overload is 
to the extent of 25 to 50%. If this overload problem is addressed 
successfully farmers can think of using ISI standard motors. This can 
be addressed by increasing the number of DTRs of adequate capacity 
in the agriculture sector. We request the state government and 
DISCOMs to install additional DTRs to solve low voltage problem so 
that farmers will be emboldened to go in for ISI standard motors.

Improvement of DTRs and Erection of new 33/11 
KV and 132/33 KV substations are proposed for 
improvement of voltages at tail end of consumer. 
Wherever the authorized overloading is noticed, the 
additional DTR of adequate capacity in the 
agriculture sector at load centre is installed.
The present day voltage will suitable for ISI 
pumpsets.

42. 7.9.5 Though the farmers may be willing to install ISI standard motors 
in the event of voltages improving the financial burden on them will be 
onerous and it will be good to explore the ways of minimizing burden 
on them in replacing the non-standard motors with ISI standards 
motors. In Tamil Nadu, the State government and utilities are said to 
have taken up a programme where a third party – Electricity Service 
Company (ESC) – takes the responsibility of replacing the motors and 
is given a share in the savings of electricity consequent to installation 
of standard motors. We request the State government to explore this 
option also as it will not burden the state government as well as the 
farmers.

It not the purview of the Licensee as it is policy 
matter.



43. 7.10.1 Since 2005 HVDS programme is taken up in the state as a 
solution to the low voltage problem. Until now thousands of crores of 
rupees were spent on this but not even 10% of the pump sets were 
covered. A HVDS transformer is five times costlier than the regular 
DTRs being used at present. It was felt that if the same amount was 
spent on adding regular DTRs by this time the low voltage problem 
would have been solved. Even if the present additional load on existing 
DTRs is assumed as 50% then the estimated expenditure would be 
50% of the cost of the existing DTRs. If we want to replace all the 
DTRs with HVDS DTRs the expenditure would be five times. The 
question is why spend 550% more when we could achieve with 50% 
only. We may be wrong in these calculations. Farming community in 
the state does not have any information on or insight in to this HVDS 
programme. Farming community in the state should have been taken 
in to confidence while formulating solution to low voltage in rural areas. 
This is not too late. We request the state government as well as the 
DISCOMs to place all the information related to HVDS before the 
public including farmers for an informed discussion on the problems 
being faced by both the DISCOMs and farmers in the state that will 
lead to a solution that is beneficial to all stakeholders.

2,49,845 Agl services are converted into HVDS since 
2005 out of 1007669 Agl services existing in 
TSNPDCL as on 28.02.2015. This shows that 24.7% 
Agl services are converted into HVDS until now.

Further 1,24,335 Agl services are covered under 
JICA which is programmed upto FY 2016-17. This 
shows that 37% of the pumpsets are covered. 
Balance pumpsets will be taken up in phased
manner.

44. 7.10.2 Over the last few years hundreds of crores were spent on 
implementing HVDS for agriculture pump-sets. The present filings also 
show that DISCOMs plan to spend more money on this. Before taking 
this programme forward there should have been a thorough review of 
its implementation until now. But there appears to be no such exercise. 
Given the serious implications of this investment (Consumers have to 
bear this burden in the form of higher cost of service) we place below 
our analysis of the investment under HVDS.

Envisaged benefits are achieved on HVDS 
implemented 11 KV feeders. The transformers 
failures are decreased and theft of energy is arrested. 
The voltage are increased at consumer side, Reliable 
and quality power being supplied to all the consumers 
and they were satisfied with HVDS. Further 11 KV 
line losses are decreased. 
The benefits accrued after implementation of HVDS 
are computed and enclosed as annexure (A).

45. 7.10.3 For the following analysis we have compared LT – DTR and 
HVDS. We have taken the transformer capacity as 63 kVA.  Hours of 
supply in a day is assumed as 7 hours and number of days as 240 
days. Cost of power is assumed as Rs. 3.00 per unit. We examined 
this under three power factor capacities – 0.6, 0.7 and 0.8 

The HVDS works were taken up after analyzing the 
losses as a major factor. The distribution losses 
reduced is to be considered as saving in the natural 
resources like coal, gas, etc., used for power 
generation. In addition to the above DTRs are 
shifted to the load centers in HVDS duly improving 
the voltage profile in the LT system.



The results of our analysis are presented in the following table. In this 
table reduction in line losses are taken as returns on investing on 
HVDS.

Power 

Factor

Cost of 
HVDS 
(Rs.) 

Cost of 
Lt – DTR 
(Rs.)

Additio
nal Cost 
(Rs.)

Returns 
per year 
from 
HVDS
(Rs.)

Payback 
period 
(Years)

0.6 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 18,949 27.16

0.7 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 13,923 36.96

0.8 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 10,660 48.28

46. 7.10.4 In Andhra Pradesh a power factors of 0.70/0.80 reflect the 
prevailing situation. Under these conditions it takes 37 to 48 years to 
recover the investment made in to the HVDS system, let alone profits 
over it. In other words the payback period for these investments is 
about 37 to 48 years. The guaranteed life of these transformers is 
about 3 years and its life may extend up to 10 years, but its’ payback 
period is several times more. Thus, financially speaking the HVDS 
does not appear to be attractive. Still the DISCOMs in the state are 
rushing in to implement it on large scale. And farmers are being 
coerced in to accepting it.

Farmers are very much in support of HVDS system 
and farmers are requesting for HVDS system to 
their pump sets as there is good voltage profile and 
better discharge of water. 

Year wise pump sets covered and expenditure 
incurred un HVDS system are placed below.

Year
No.of 
Pump 
Sets

Amount 
in Rs. 
Crs

2005-
06 44729 83.13
2006-
07 5232 6.52
2007-
08 14437 35.44
2008-
09 13672 50.63
2009- 77648 68.35

47. 7.10.5 One of the important reasons shown in promoting the HVDS 
system was elimination of unauthorised agriculture connections and 
theft. Experience in other states like Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh 
shows that HVDS is not a deterrent to these practices and even under 
HVDS system theft continues to take place. We hear that Noida Power 
Company Limited (NDPL) in UP which went in to HVDS on a large 
scale is now thinking about winding it up. 

7.10.6 Though the returns from this HVDS scheme are doubtful it will 
surely end up as a huge burden on the consumers in the form of Cost 
of Service (COS) as these transformers are four times more costly 
than the present transformers. 



7.10.7 Based on these facts we request the Commission to review the 
past implementation of the HVDS in the state and also to put the 
presently proposed scheme with the support of JIBC to strictest test.  
We also request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to provide us 
information on amount spent on HVDS and number of pump sets 
converted to HVDS each year since the programme was taken up.

10
2010-
11 20460 78.59
2011-
12 26332 80.06
2012-
13 13771 52.8
2013-
14 7621 25.27
2014-
15 25943 80.28
Total 249845 561.07

48. Directives on running neutral wire

7.10.8 In the past the Commission directed the DISCOMs to run 
neutral wire from 33/11 kV substations to all single phase transformers, 
particularly in the back ground accidents with single phase HVDS 
transformers. TSSPDCL replied that instruction were issued for 
preparation of estimates under T&D improvements and furnishing 
proposals under feeder works for executing the work of running of 
neutral wire in villages. One thing is even after such a long time they 
are still in the stage of preparing the estimates. Another thing is that as  
DPRs of HVDS includes cost of running neutral wire from HVDS DTR 
to the substation preparation of estimates and new expenditure shall 
not arise. The whole affair also shows that DISCOMs are least 
bothered about safety of the consumers.

Due to financial constraint TSNPDCL has 
programmed to take up to run neutral wire from 33/11 
KV SS to all single phase transformers in a phased 
manner. The details are as follows.

(*)        In Khammam circle 137 Km of line work is 
completed.

   In Karimnagar circle 1023 Km line sanctioned and 
work is to be taken up.

Target
Achieve

d
Target

Achiev
ed

Target
Achiev

ed
Target

Achiev
ed

Target
Achiev

ed
Target

Achiev
ed

2014-15 I 150 157 120 137 150 120 697 137
2015-16 II 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2016-17 III 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2017-18 IV 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2018-19 V 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2019-20 VI 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0

Financial 
Year

Phase

Circle wise Target / Achieved to erect Neutral wire in Kms.
WGL KNR KMM NZB ADB NPDCL



Further, it is to inform that cost of running neutral wire 
from HVDS DTR to the substation will be included in 
the DPRs of Single phase HVDS if the scheme is 
taken up in future.

49. 8.1 Filings of both the TSDISCOMs show that on the T&D losses 
front the situation in fact is deteriorating. During 2015-16 T&D losses in 
NPDCL area will be 15.56% and in SPDCL area 14.91%. There is 
scope to bring down these losses below 7%. Way back in 2010-11 
EPDCL of Andhra Pradesh clocked T&D losses of 6.96%. DISCOMS 
shall be directed to take concerted action to bring down these losses.  
Lower T&D losses lead to lower power purchase cost and lower tariff 
burden.

The Licensee is putting most efforts in reducing 
losses. Regular network strengthening works for 
reduction of technical losses with various schemes 
are being taken up and necessary steps are being 
taken up for reducing commercial losses by 
conducting regular DPE inspections. TSNPDCL has 
under taken various loss reduction measures 
distribution losses have brought down from 30.52% in 
2000-01 to 14.89% in 2013-14.

The actual Distribution losses for the FY 2013-14 
and projected distribution loss for FY 2014-15 and 
FY 2015-16  tabulated below

50. 8.2 Within TSSPDCL the Hyderabad South Circle T&D losses are in 
the range of nearly 50% of the power supplied. During the past 
hearings also we have brought this to the notice of the Commission. 
Last year the High Court treated a letter written by an electricity 
consumer as a petition and after hearing different parties directed the 
authorities to take steps to bring down these losses. Following this 
some raids were conducted in some of the areas falling under this 
circle. According to a newspaper report out of 887 services inspected 
there were 20 instances of theft and 350 instances of meter tampering 
(The Hindu, 14th April, 2014). But these raids seem to have stopped in 
the wake of elections to Lok Sabha and state Assembly and were not 
resumed after the elections. We request the Commission to direct the 
TSSPDCL to resume inspection of services. Bringing down these 
losses in Hyderabad South Circle alone will bring additional revenue of 
about Rs.300 crore per year.

   The issue is not pertains to NPDCL

2014-15 2015-16
Actual Proj. Proj.

Discom Losses (incl EHT)  (%) 13.32% 11.97% 11.18%
Discom Losses (Excl EHT) (%) 14.89% 13.41% 12.58%

Particulars
2013-14



51. 8.3 According to TSSPDCL’s filings during FY 2013-14 cases were 
booked in 21.37% of the services inspected for malpractice. During FY 
2014-15, up to 30th September 2014 cases were booked in 18.90% of 
the services inspected.  This may be because of lack of awareness on 
the part of consumers or intent to benefit from malpractices and lack of 
proper vigilance on the part the DISCOM. TSNPDCL did not report 
information related to inspections. We request the Commission to 
direct the DISCOMs to create awareness among consumers and deal 
strictly with malpractices among consumers as well as DISCOM staff.

TSNPDCL has furnished the these information 
along with the filing ARR & Filing of Proposed 
Tariffs for the FY 2015-16 under performance 
parameters. 

Special focus was made on Cat-II and other High 
value services during inspections and booked 
Malpractice cases and also proposed Development 
charges for additional loads. 

The following progress was made during the years 
2013-14 & 2014-15 (April-2014 to Feb-2015)

52. Arrears

9.1 Arrears pending for over six months to be received from 
consumers (with arrears above Rs. 50,000)as on 30th September 2014 
stands at Rs. 2,146.34 crore (SPDCL – Rs. 1,796.07 crore and NPDCL 
- Rs. 350.27 crore). HT industries account for 50% of these arrears. If 
ordinary domestic consumers delay payments by two weeks their 
services are disconnected promptly. Even farmers who receive free 
power faces the humiliation of the starters and sometimes even motors 
being taken away by DISCOM employees if they fail to pay customer 
charges. But, how do these people with arrears to the tune of crores 
continue to receive power. In the past information related to court 
cases related to these arrears used to be provided. At present the 
same is missing.

i. All the services except the Govt. are promptly 
disconnected for nonpayment of CC dues.
ii.Out of Rs. 350.27 crores, the amount outstanding 
from HT consumers Rs.151.41 crores.  The HT 
consumers have approached the Hon’ble court of law 
on levy of PDL & PCL charges during R&C period 
from 12-09-2012 to 31-07-2013.  The services could 
not be disconnected as the matter is subjudice.

Most of the services with above Rs.50,000/- CC 
dues are SC/ST and Govt. services.  The Govt. of 
Telangana has released Rs.64.54 crores towards 
Scheduled Caste consumers CC bills whose 
consumption is 0-50 units per month during the 
current Financial Year.  The payment of CC dues in 
respect of ST consumers is under process.  

Nos. Amount. Nos. Amount
1 2013-14 2335 319 304 175
2 2014-15 1134 148 408 60

Sl.No. Year
Malpractice Realization



Pre HVDS Post HVDS

Initial Raeding

Final Readimg

Difference

Multiplication factor

Consumption

Consumption per month 1005573 1114297

No of Services 1891 2321

Unaothorised services regularised

Consumption per month per AGL 
Service

531.77 480.09

Difference of consumption of pre 
to post HVDS

Loss reduction after HVDS 
Conversion(A)

% Loss Reduction 13.27 4.12 11.93

Annexure - A

8.26

80.33 64.22 8.81 51.67

35666 56838 8739 119937

430

1052.74 972.41 497.41 433.19 310.40 301.59

347 444 861

97 24 309

365300 431750 428273 383373 212000 299173

885 683

40004000

2300240 636000 897520

400

992

730600 863500 2569640

1000 1000 4000

3044.95                              
(01-12-2012)

224.38

176926          
(01-03-2009)

3269.33                 
(01-03-2013)

1590

175336                             
(01-12-2008)

730.6 863.5 642.41 575.06

12544.1            
(15-03-2012)

17539.1         
(15-03-2013)

9896.2               
(15-06-2009)

2542.17               
(15-06-2012)

Pre HVDS Post HVDS

11813.5             
(15-01-2012)

16675.6         
(15-01-2013)

9253.79                        
(14-12-2008)

1967.11                    
(14-12-2011)

Pre HVDS Post HVDS

HVDS ANALYSIS (Loss Reduction)

Description

Ghanpur M Feeder,Machareddy 
Section 

Medaram Feeder,Dharmaram 
Section

Alur I & II Feeders,Dehagaon 
Section

TOTAL

Pre HVDS Post HVDS



The Chief General Manager, Coal & Commercial, AP GENCO, Vidyut Soudha, Hyderabad

S.No Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1 The following objections are made on the power purchase cost 
proposed for APGENCO station for the FY 2014-15 and FY 
2015-16

As per the PPA, clause 3.1.2 ( C) “ interest on pension bonds 
over and above specified in the Annexure (I) of the APERC PPA 
order dt 24.03.2003 shall be allowed as pass through in tariff of 
APGENCO on year to year basis. i.e. over and above 
scheduled interest in pension bonds.

The interest on pension bonds can be approved by the 
Hon’ble ERC after authentication of claims from time to 
time. And Regulation may be formulated to regulate the 
expenditure incurred by the Genco towards on pension 
bonds.

2 As per APERC order dt 24.03.2003, APERC order on OP 
No.27/2006 and OP No. 4 of 2007interest on pension bonds 
over and above schedule was allowed as a pass through in tariff 
of AP GENCO

Hon’ble ERC is requested  formulate  a prudent 
method and authentication of payments on interest on 
pension bonds claimed by APGENCO instead allowing 
the claim proposed by APGENCO 

3 APDISCOMS in their tariff filings for the year 2015-16 made 
provision of Rs 327 Cr towards fixed costs for Dr NTTPS O&M 
and Rs 174 Crs towards fixed costs for RTPP Stage I for 
46.11% of consumption, including interest on pension bonds 
over and above schedule amounting to Rs 90.59 Crs and Rs 
62.91 Crs respectively.

This is a statement on filing of APDISCOMs –
TSDISCOMs have no Comments to offer on the 
method adopted by APDISCOMs .



4 TSSPDCL nad TSNPDCL needs to provide Rs 382.17 Crs and 
Rs 203.36 Crs towards fixed cost of Dr NTTPS O&M and RTPP 
stage I for consumption of 53.89% including interest on pension 
bonds. As per tariff filings of TSSPDCL and TSNPDCL only Rs 
277.56Cr towards Dr NTTPS O&M and Rs 130.33 Crs towards 
RTPP stage I was provided. The reason for short provision is 
due to non inclusion of interest on pension bonds over and 
above the scheduled interest.

The Hon’ble ERC may take view consider cost by 
adopting prudent estimate before allowing interest on 
pension bonds.

5 The reason for non inclusion of interest on pension bonds over 
and above schedule even though provision was made in PPA is 
not known

There is no specific regulation with respect to the claim 
of interest on pension bonds over and above scheduled 
interest. 

6 It is requested to include interest on pension bonds over and 
above schedule even amounting to Rs 105.88 Crs and Rs 73.52 
Crs provisionally in the fixed cost of Dr NTTPS O&M and RTPP 
stage I on par with APDISCOMS.

The above request under purview of Hon’ble ERC  



D - గ¢Ƙ ȵ :అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

ĥÃందƔ పƔభ�తŵమ� సǾప భȇషŪత§Š లĐ Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿ బ�Ūషȴ ఇతర ĽÐవల ĥóరĥ²Ó ĳ¿ౖŬĺÂట� సంసšలక¡ 
అనుమǳంĨ�లĲÂ ఆలĐచనలĐ ఉనŤİ�.  ĳ¿ౖŬĺÂట� సంసšల¡ పƔĺÂȋంǩన తర ĺాత పƔభ�తŵ రంగ 
సంసšల ĥారŪకల�Ƿాల¡, ĺాŪǷాĸాలను ǵĸĆı�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� ĳ¿ౖŬĺÂట� ĺార  ĺాĸ� సమరţతను పƔదĸ�ŶȎŠా ర .  
Ȉĸ� క¡య�క¡Š ల¡ క¡Ĭ� అమల¡ ĨేȎŠా ర .  ĥావ­న పƔభ�తŵరంగ సంసšల»ౖన Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿ బ�Ūషȴ కంĳ¿ǶలĐ 
ǷారదరŶకతను ĳ¿ంచుత© పƔసుŠ తం ఉనŤ ȇశృంఖలĶ¸Ûన అȇǶǳǵ కటśĬ� ĨేĽి జĺాబ�İ�ĸ�తĲ�ǵŤ 
ĳ¿ంచుత© ǵజ�యǴపర ల»ౖన అı�ĥార లక¡ ǷƔా ı�నŪత ఇǩŖ సంసš సమరţతను ĳ¿ంచుĥąవలĽిన 
అవసరం, బ�ధŪత ఉంİ�. ĥావ­న Ĭ�ȎాŐం లక¡ తĦ�న మ�రœదరŶం ఇసూŠ  ǵఘ� క¡Ĭ� ఏĸాťట� 
ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ� ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ İ�ŵĸా వŪవసšను (ఒక Ĭైĸ²కśȻ, ఈ రంగంలĐ అనుభవం గల 
సŵచŖంద ĽÐవక¡డ¦) (Consumer Welfare Performance Improvement) ఏĸాťట� ĨేĽ,ి సంసšను 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� మĸ�య� ఉǷాı� Ƿûందుత§నŤ, ఉǷాı� ఆȋసుŠ నŤ వĸœా ల ĺాĸ�ǵ క¥Ĭ� 
ĥాǷాడగలరǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

2. 

Ȏాķĸ²Ĭ� ŝ  గ¢Ĭెం ȍాబ�Ȳ మండలం, రంĦాĸ²Ĭ� ŝ ǭల�ų లĐ ȃంĦాĸ²Ĭ� ŝ  అȃయ�ɂ పƔĻాంత ĸ²Ĭ� ŝ  అను 23 

సంవతŸĸాల వŪĥ� Š కండకśȻ ప  దురũరణం Ƿాలయ�Ūడ¦.  ఇతĬ� గ�ĸ�ంǩ ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� ఇవŵలÌదǵ 
గత బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణలĐ పƔȋŤĽÐ Š  ĺారంలĐĦా ĨెȃųȎŠా మǵ Ĩెĳిť Ĳ±ల తర ĺాత ఒక లǖ 
ర¤Ƿాయలను ĨెȃųంĨ�ర .  ĦĖరవ Ľ.ి .అȻ.ఎȶ. ĺార  ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� అపťట�ĥÃ ĸ²ండ¦ లǖల¡Ħా 
ĳ¿ంĨ�ర .  అķĲ� ఒక లǖĲÂ ఇĨ�Ŗర . కండకśȻ ĮెĦ�పĬ� మనుష§ల¡ పƔమ�İ�ǵĥ� లĐĲ± ౖ
చǵǷčĮ�రǵ ǹ. .ఎɂ. ĦƘా మ అధŪȜడ¦ ఎ.ఇ Ħాĸ�ĥ� అĳి ų ĥÃషȴ ఇǩŖ రĽీదు Ǵసుక¡నŤ 31 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ĸĆǯలక¡ ఈ దురũరణం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ఇİ� ĵ�ధŪĮ� ĸాľ�తŪంĮČ ĨేĽిన హతŪĦాĲÂ ĵ�ȇంǩ 10 లǖల 
పƔĮేŪక ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� ĨెȃųంĨ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

3. 

వŪవȎాయİ�ర లక¡ పƔభ�తŵం Įెȃĳిన ȇధంĦా 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĨేయడంలĐ ȇఫలం 
Ĩెందుత§Ĳ�Ťర .  ȇı�Ħా 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ� తగ� చరŪల¡ Ħ²Óĥąనగలరǵ 
ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 
 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం 
దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా 
ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 
7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయయ�ల¡Ħా 
అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

4. 

HVDS ట�Ɣ ȴɂ Ǹారũరų ఎక¡Őవ ఖర ŖĮČ క¥డ¦క¡నŤİ�. 5 నుంĬ� 6 వంత§ల¡ ఎక¡Őవ ఖర Ŗ 
అవ­త§ంİ�.  Ȉట�ĥ� ఖర Ŗĳ¿ట� śన Ȏšా ķలĐ ల�భం ఉండడం లÌదు.  ĥąట�ų İ� ర¤Ƿాయల¡ డబ�ŧ 
దుĸ�ŵǵȂగం అవ­త§ంİ�.  İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ ప­నĸాలĐచన జĸ�ĳి పƔజ�ధĲ�ǵŤ ĥాǷాడగలరǵ ǷƔా రţన.  
HVDS ట�Ɣ ȴɂ Ǹారũరųక¡ ఎȻŠ సĸ�Ħా లÌక ĦƘా మ�లĐų ǵ Ĩ�ల� ఇండųక¡ ȇదుŪȰ ȍాȡ వసుŠ ంİ�.   
Ľ¿Ƚ Ǹčȴ Ĩ�ĸ�Řంȣ ĳ¿డ¦త© దురũరణం Ƿాలవ­త§Ĳ�Ťర .  ȇదుŪȰ ఉపకరణ�ల¡ ట�.ȇ ల�ంట�ȇ 
క¥Ĭ� ĥాȃǷčత§Ĳ�Ťķ.  

 HVDS ȇı�నం వలన పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ తĦ� œ  తదనుగ�ణంĦా 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయం తగ�œ టక¡ క¥Ĭ� İోహద పడ¦త§ంİ� 
మĸ�య� ȇదుŪȰ ĨౌరŪం అĸ�కట�ś టక¡ İోహద పడ¦త§ంİ�.. 
ĽింగȽ ĴÐȨ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũరųను ఎĸ� Šంȣ పƔమ�ణ�లక¡ 
అనుగ�ణంĦా ఎĸ� Šంȣ లĐ ఎల�ంట� లĐపం లÌక¡ంĬ� ఏĸాťట� 
Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

5. 

DTR మరమũత§Š ల ȇషయంలĐ ǷారదరŶకత లĐĳింǩంİ�.  అȇǶǳ ఎక¡ŐవĦా ఉంĬ�, İ�ǵ ǵĺారణ 
ǵǽతŠĶ¸Û పƔǴ కĲ±ǖȴ Ȏšా ķలĐ ĥÃవలం ఈ పǵ ǵǽతŠĶ¸Û నల¡గ�ర  య�వక¡లక¡ ఈ ȋǖణ ఇǩŖ 
ĸాǳƔ ఇదŢĸ�Ƕ, పగల¡ ఇదŢĸ�Ƕ (Police Blue Coats) అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంǩ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల Ǹčȴ 
ĨేĽిన ĺ±ంటĲÂ Ȉర  అకŐĬ�ĥ� Ĩేర ĥóǵ (Pizza Delivery Boys) ల�Ħా Ȏšా ǵకంĦా ĸ�ĳÐర  అķĮే 
ĨేĽిĳ¿ట�ś ȃ.  లÌక¡ంటÎ అట� ś  Ĭ�.ట�.అȻ.ను మరమత§Š  ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ǵĥ� పంĳింĨ�ȃ.  Ȏšా ǵకంĦా మరమũత§Š  

ĥాȃǷčķన/ĨెĬ�Ƿčķన Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿబ�Ūషȴ  ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ను 
ǵĸ�şత సమయంలĐ మరమũత§ల¡ ĨేĽి ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� 
Ķ¸ర Ħ²Óన ĽÐవలను అంİ�ంచుటక¡ ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ 
సǾǘ�ంచుĥóǵ తదనుగ�ణంĦా చరŪను Ĩేపటśడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�..   



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ĨేయగȃĦÃ ĸ�ĳÐరųను క¥Ĭ� ప®ĸ�ŠĦా ĥాȃǷûķనట�ų Ħా చూĳింǩ ǹల¡ų ల¡ ĥ² ųķȹ ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  
İ�ǵవలన పƔజ�ధనం దుĸ�ŵǵȂగం అవ­త§ంİ�.  పƔǴ Ľ¿ǖȴ లĐ TATA AC ను DTR ట�Ɣ ȴɂ ǸారũȻ  
ǵǽతŠం అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంĨ�ȃ. 

ĥాȃǷčķన/ ĨెĬ�Ƿčķన DTR ను పటśణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 24 

గంటలలĐప­ మĸ�య� ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 48 గంటలలĐప­ 
మ�ర Ŗటక¡ తగ� చరŪలను Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
Ĭ�ȎాŐం Ľిబŧంİ� అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంట£ ఎలųĺÂళల మĸ�య� 
అతŪవసర పĸ�Ľి šత§లలĐ ȇధుల¡ ǵరŵľ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

6. ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķలĐ Ľిబŧంİ� అķన ల»ౖȴ Ķ¸ȴ లను / ľÒలťరų ఖ�Ȇలను ĺ±ంటĲÂ భĸ� Š Ĩేయ�ȃ. 
పƔభ�తŵ ఆİేĻాల ĶÉరక¡ సంసš ĺార  ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ ǘÃతƔ 
Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ ǵయǽంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

7. 

వŪవȎాయ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల ĳ¿ౖన ĦƘా Ǿణ గృహ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల ĳ¿ౖన ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķ Ľిబŧంİ� 
ǹల¡ų ల¡ వసూల¡ Ĩేయడం ĥóరక¡ Ĵీǯల¡ ĮúలĦ�ంచడం Ȏśా రśర ų  Ǵసుక¡Ƿčవడం సĸ�ŵసు ĺ±ౖȻ 
Ǵసుక¡ĺ±ȅŴ వŪవȎాయ పనులక¡ అంతĸాయం కȃĦ�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఈ İౌరŘĲ�Ūలను ఆǷాȃ.  లǖల�İ� 
ర¤Ƿాయల¡ బĥాķ ఉనŤ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల నుంĬ� వసూల¡క¡ తǖణ చరŪల¡ Ħ²ÓĥąĲ�ȃ. 

వŪవȎాయ ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ కసśమȻ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ 
మĸ�య� గృహ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ దుŪȰ ǹల¡ų ల¡ పంĳిణ� 
ĨేĽిన తర ĺాతĲÂ వసూల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  
ȇదుŪȰ కసśమȻ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡/ǹల¡ų ల¡ Ĩెȃųంచǵ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� 
ǵĸ�şత గడ¦వ­ తదుపĸ� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ǵȃĳిĺÂయడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ȇదుŪȰ బĥాķల¡ సĥాలం లĐ Ĩెȃųంǩ 
సంసšక¡ సహకĸ�ంచ గలర . 

8. 

ľÁêదĸాబ�Ȳ ȎĝȰ సĸ�ŐȽ లĐ 2013 సంవతŸĸాలలĐ 47.55% నషśంĦా Ĭ�ȎాŐంల¡ ĺార  ĮెȃǷార .  
İ�ǵǵ తĦ� œంచĬ�ǵĥ� తగ� చరŪల¡ Ǵసుక¡ంట�మǵ ĮెȃĳిĲ�ర .  పƔసుŠ త నషśం ఎంత? ఎంత నȍśా ǵŤ 
తĦ� œంĨ�ర .  భȇషŪȰ లĐ ఏ చరŪల¡ Ǵసుక¡ంట�ĸĆ Įెȃĳి నȍśా ǵŤ తĦ� œంచగలర .   

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

9. 
టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ంబȻ İ�ŵĸా ఏ ǭల�ų లĐų  ఎǵŤ కంĳ¿à ų ంȫŸ వǩŖనȇ.  టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ం.1800 425 3600 

మĸ�య� 1800 425 0028 ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ ĮెȃయజÃయĬ�ǵĥ� చరŪల¡ Ħ²ÓĥąĲ�ȃ.  గతంలĐ పƔǳ 
ఏ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ĬైĲ� టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ంబȻ 18004250028 İ�ŵర 
తమ ĴిĸాŪదు నȀదు ĨేసుĥąవచుŖ.  İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ పǳƔకల İ�ŵĸా 
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ల»ౖȴ Ķ¸ȴ క¡ ȄటȻ కలȻ డబ�ŧ - ĸ²ండ¦ బƔɁ ల¡ Ĭ�ȎాŐం ĺార  ఇǩŖ ľÁలťȻ ĮČ పƔǳ ĦƘా మంలĐ 
ǹల¡ų  వసూల¡ ĥÃందƔంలĐ మĸ�య� ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũరų Ĵ¿ౖ టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ం. ĺƔా ķంచడǵ ĶÉమ� సలȏ 
ఇĨ�Ŗమ�, అట�వంట� పǵ ఏĶ¸ÛĲ� జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�, భȇషŪత§Š లĐ Ĳ±ంబȻ ĺƔా ĽÐ చరŪల¡ ఏĶ¸ÛĲ� 
Ǵసుక¡ంట�ĸĆ Įెల¡పగలర .  TSNPDCL ĺార  ĸ²Óత§ ǽతƔ Ǹčȴ Ĳ±ంబర ų  ǭల�ų  ĺాĸ�Ħా ఇĨ�Ŗర , 
తĸాŵత ఆĳిĺÂĻార .  ĸ²Óత§ǽతƔ ĺాహనం క¡Ĭ� అందుబ�ట�లĐĥ� ఉనŤట�ų  ఉంǩ İ�ǵǵ రదుŢ  
ĨేȎార , అంటÎ ĸ²ÓĮ�ంĦాǵĥ� సమసŪల¡ లÌక¡ంĬ� ĨేȎాĸా (లÌİ�) Ȉĸ� సమసŪల¡ పĸ�షŐĸ�ంచ వలĽిన 
బ�ధŪĮ� మ�క¡ లÌదు అǵ ఆĳిĺÂĻాĸా?  అǵ కĸ�ంనగȻ ఎɂ.ఇ Ħాĸ�ǵ అĬ�Ħ�Įె ĥాĸ� ŠĥÃయ ǽĻƘా , 
Ľ.ిఎం. . Ħార  ĺ±Ĺ�ų ర , ఆ ȎĝకĸాŪల¡ క¡Ĭ� ĺాĸ�ĮČ ĺ±ȅŴǷčయ�ķ అǵ వŪగŪంĦా ĮెȃǷార .  
వŪక¡Š ల¡ మ�ĸ�Įే వŪవసš క¡ంట�పడ¦త§ంİ�? ఇట�వంట� వŪవసš క¡ంట�పడక¡ంĬ� తĦ�న చరŪల¡ 
Ǵసుĥąగలరǵ ĥąర చుĲ�Ťమ�.  టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ంబȻ క¡ Ǹčȴ ĨేĽÐ Š  ĺ±ంటĲÂ Ǹčȴ ఎతŠర .  ఎǳŠĮే ఈ 
Ĳ±ంబȻ ఎవర  ఇĨ�Ŗర ?  ఎ.ఈ. Ħాĸ�ĥ� ĨెపťంĬ� అǵ అసంబంధĶ¸Ûన పƔశŤల¡ ĺÂȎŠా ర .  1800 425 

0028 మĸ�య� 1800 425 3600 క¡ వǩŖన ĴిĸాŪదులǵŤట�ĥ� ĺాĸ� ĴిĸాŪదు సంఖŪ, తర ĺాత 
చరŪల¡, ĴిĸాŪదుİ�ర ǵ Ľ¿Ƚ Ǹčȴ క¡ Ķ¸ĽÐȨ İ�ŵĸా సంİేĻాల¡ పంĳింĨే ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�లǵ 
ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺాĸ�ǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�.  ĴిĸాŪదును టĉȽ ĴీƔ Ĳ±ంబȻ లĐ ఆటĉమ�ట�ȡ 
Ħా ĥాక¡ంĬ� ఆపĸÃటȻ İ�ŵĸా Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ.  వŪవȎాయİ�ర లక¡ ఆటĉమ�ట�ȡ İ�ŵĸా కంĳ¿à ų ంȫ ల¡ 
Ĩేయడం ȎాదŪం ĥావడం లÌదు.  సంబ�షణల¡ ĸ�ĥార ŝ  అķÊŪ ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ȃ. 
 

ȇసŠ ృత పƔĨ�రం ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.   Toll Free No. ȇదుŪȰ ǹల¡ų  
ĳ¿ౖన మ�İ�ƔంచబĬ�నİ�.   
నవంబȻ 2012 ǷƔా రంభĶ¸ÛనĲ�ట� నుంĬ� ఇపťట�వరక¡ ǿతŠం 
1,50,304 ĴిĸాŪదుల¡ నȀదు ĨేయబĬ�ŝ ķ. అǵŤ 
ĴిĸాŪదులను పĸ�Ȍȃంǩ తగ� ĽÐవలంİ�ంచడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 
సతŵర ĽÐవలను ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ అంİ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� Ħాను 
1,118 Ľిȹ ĥార ŝ లను ల»ౖȴ Ķ¸ȴ Ȏšా ķ వరక¡ ఇǩŖ ఈ 
నంబరųను ĦƘా మ పంĨ�ķǴ ĥాĸాŪలయ�లలĐ పƔదĸ�Ŷంచ 

బĬ�నȇ అల�ĦÃ ĺాĸŠా  పǳƔకలలĐ పƔచుĸ�ంచబĬ�నȇ.  
ĥాȃǷčķన DTRలను ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ 24 గంటలలĐ 
మ�రŖడం జర గ�చునŤİ�.  పƔǴ సȷ-Ĭ�ȇజȴ పĸ�ı�లĐ ఒక 
ĺాహĲ�ǵŤ ఇందు ǽǵతŠం ఏĸాťట� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  
ĽÐవలలĐ జ�పŪĶ¸ÛనĨò ఇంĥóక ĺాహĲ�ǵŤ Į�Į�ŐȃకంĦా 
ఏĸాťట� ĨేĽి ĽÐవలంİ�ంచడం జర గ�చునŤİ�. 

10. 
ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంĮ�లలĐ గృహ మĸ�య� ఇతర ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల ĥóరక¡ పటśణ�లĐ మ�İ�ĸ�Ħా ȇదుŪȰ 
సరఫĸా Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ĦƘా Ǿణ ǷƔా ంత పƔజలను ĸ²ండవ తరగǳ పƔజల¡Ħా చూడĸాదు. 

ȇదుŪȰ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ సరఫĸాల మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం ఎక¡ŐవĦా 
ఉనŤపǕడ¦ తపťǵ సĸ� పĸ�Ľి šత§లĐų  మ�తƔĶÉ ȇదుŪȰ ĥąత 
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అమల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  

11. 

మ�తృ  ĵ�ష అమల¡ : మ�తృ ĵ�ష  అమల¡క¡ తĦ�న Ĩòరవ చూĳింĨ�ȃ.  Ĭ�ȎాŐం ĺార  సరఫĸా 

ĨేĽÐ ARR ల¡ ఇతĸాల¡ మĸ�య� ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺార  ఇĨేŖ ట�ĸ�ȶ ఆరŝరųను క¡Ĭ� 

Įెల¡గ�లĐ మ�İ�Ɣంǩ ఇĺాŵలǵ గతంలĐ క¡Ĭ� తమĸ�ĥ� ȇనŤȇంచుక¡Ĳ�Ťం. ĺ±ంటĲÂ అమల¡క¡ 

తĦ�న Ĩòరవ చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąĺాల  ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ĺాĸ�ŷక ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత, ధరల పƔǳǷాదనల సంగƘహమ�ను 
మĸ�య� అĸ�Ř İ�ర ǵ అభŪంతĸాలక¡ సమ�ı�Ĳ�ల¡ 
Įెల¡గ�లĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  

12. 

ȇదుŪȰ ఉపకరణ�ల¡, పంĳిణ� సంసšల¡ సరఫĸా ĨేĽÐట�ȇ వŪవȎాయ�ǵĥ� మĸ�య� ఇతరమ�ల¡ 
ĺÂĸÃŵర  రంగ�ల¡ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� సరఫĸా ĨేĽిన తĸాŵత ȇǵȂగ İ�ర ǵ 
సంతకం తన సĸ�ŵసు వదŢ ఏ Ķ¸ట�ĸ�యȽ ఎంత ĺాĬ�ర  అǵ ȇǵȂగ ధృȈకరణ పతƔం 
(Utilization Certificate from Consumer) Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ.  Inter polls, System Improvement 

సంబı�ంǩన Ķ¸ట�ĸ�యȽ ఎక¡ŐవĦా దుĸ�ŵǵȂగం అవ­త§ంİ�.  İ�ǵ వలన సంసš మĸ�య� 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల¡ నషśǷčవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  

సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సĸ�పĬే ȇదుŪȰ పĸ�కĸాలను అంచĲ� ĺÂĽి 
కంĳ¿ǵ Ȏšా ķలĐ ఒĥÃ Ȏాĸ� ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయటం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ఇల� ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ĨేĽిన పĸ�కĸాలలĐ 
ǷƔా ı�నŪత కƘమంలĐ వŪవȎాయ�ǵĥ� క¡Ĭ� ĥÃట�ķంప­ల¡ 
ఉంట�ķ. 

13. 

Ȏామ�ľ�క (Community) అవసĸాల ĥóరక¡ ĺాĬ�న Ȏామ�Ħ�Ƙ ĥóరక¡ కǶసం ఆ ǷƔా ంత 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల మ�గ�œ ర  సంతకం Ǵసుక¡నŤ తĸాŵత పǵ మ�Ħ�Ľినట�ų  ĵ�ȇంĨ�ȃ.  
ǷారదరŶకంĦా పనుల¡ జĸ�ĦÃ ఏĸాťట�క¡ తగ� చరŪల¡ Ħ²ÓĥąĲ�లǵ తమĸ�ǵ ȇనమƕంĦా 
ǷƔా ĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

ȇదుŪȰ పనుల ĥóరక¡ Ȏčś ȻŸ నుంĬ� Ǵసుక¡నŤ Ȏామ�Ħ�Ƙ 
మĸ�య� ĺాట� ĺాడĥాǵŤ ఉపȂĦ�ంచుట SAP వŪవసš İ�ŵĸా 
ǷారదరŶకతĮČ పĸ�Ȍȃంచబడ¦చునŤİ�.  ఎ రకĶ¸Ûన 
అసమత§లŪత ఉనŤటųķĮే సంబంı�త అı�ĥాĸ� Ĵ¿ౖ కƘమ ȋǖణ 
చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను. 

14. 
ĨెకŐర ǽల¡ų ల¡ ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠĥ� దూరంĦా ఉంట�Ĳ�Ťķ. ĺాĸ�ĥ� తĦ�న ĸÃట� ఇǩŖ ȇదుŪȰ 
ఉతťǳŠĥ� ǷčƔ తŸľ�ంĨ�ȃ.  ĸÃట� పƔసుŠ త ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ధరలĮČ İ�İ�ప­ సĸ�ǷčķÊటట�ų  ǵరşķంǩ 

ఈ ĥ�Ƙంİ� బ�ĦాĽిŸ ȎాంపƔİ�ķÊతర ȇదుŪȰ ఉతŠƵǳŠ  సంసšల 
నుంĬ� ȇదుŪȰ ను ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
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ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ఎǵŤ ĨెకŐర ǽల¡ų ల వదŢ ఎంత ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఏ ధరక¡ 
ĥóంట�Ĳ�Ťర , భȇషŪత§Š లĐ ĥóనుĦĆల¡క¡ ఇంĥా అవĥాశం ఎంత ఉంİ�? ȎాŐం İ�ŵĸా ȇవĸాల¡ 
Įెల¡పమǵ, తదుపĸ� ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ĥóరĥ²Ó తĦ�న చరŪల¡ Ħ²Óĥąనగలరǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

1.  NCS Sugars Ltd., ǵజ�మ�బ�Ȳ. 
2.  ĥాకǴయ ĽిĶ¸ంȫ, సుగȻŸ & ఇండĽీ ś ƿɂ Ltd ., ఖమũం 

3.  ǵజ�ం దకŐȴ సుగȻŸ Ltd., ǵజ�మ�బ�Ȳ. 
4.  GSR సుగȻŸ Ltd., ǵజ�మ�బ�Ȳ  
2013-14 సంవతŸరంలĐ Ĵ¿ౖ ȎాంపƔİ�ķÊతర ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  
ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల నుంĬ� 113 MU ను య¢ǵȫ క¡ సĸాసĸ� ర¤.3.15 

ĨòపǕన ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 
2015-16 సంవతŸరంలĐ Ĵ¿ౖ ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల నుంĬ� 
105 MU ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡క¡  అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉంట�ందǵ 
అంచĲ� ĺÂయడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

15. 

సŵలťĥాȃక ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ వలų  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల Ĵ¿ౖ ఎక¡Őవ బ�రం పడ¦త§ంİ�.  ı�రœĥాȃక 
ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ఒపťంİ�ల వలų  ĵ�రం తగ�œ త§ంİ�.  ĥావ­న సŵలťĥాȃక ఒపťంİ�ల ĥóనుĦĆల¡క¡ 5% 

కĲ�Ť ǽంచక¡ంĬ� ఉంĬేటట�ų Ħా తĦ�న చరŪల¡ Ħ²ÓĥąĲ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

ȎాధŪĶ¸Ûనంత వరక¡ ı�రœĥాȃక ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ఒపťందం 
ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ȇదుŪȰ 
లĐట�ను అı�గǽంచĬ�ǵĥ� తపťǵ పĸ�Ľి šత§లĐų  సŵలťĥాȃక 
ȇదుŪȰ ను ĥóనుĦĆల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

16. 

CGRF లĐ కనూŸƺమȻ Ĳ±ంబȻ ఒకర , మ�గ�œ ర  ȎాŐం అı�ĥార ల¡Ħా ఉంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  Ĩ�ల� 
సందĸాŧలలĐ ȎాŐం లక¡ ల�భం ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ� ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� అĲ�Ūయం Ĩేయడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ĥావ­న ȎాŐం అı�ĥార ల పƔĵ�వం తĦ� œ  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� Ĳ�Ūయం 
Ĩేక¡రŖ ǵĥ²Ó ఒక ǰŪĬ�షȽ Ķ¸ంబȻ ఒక ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵ సభ�Ūǵ ఇదŢĸ�Ƕ Ĭ�ȎాŐం అı�ĥార లను 
ǵయǽంĨ�లǵ ĥąర చుĲ�Ťమ�. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

17. 

మహబ¢ȷ నగȻ ǭల�ų  ĥóల�ų ప®Ȼ ĺాĽ ిమİ� ŢĸÃట� Ĭ�ȎాŐం ĽÐĺా లĐపం ĳ¿ౖన తĦ�న చరŪల¡ 
Ǵసుĥąĺాలǵ CGRF ను ఆశƘķంĨ�ర .  CGRF ĺార  ĽÐĺాలĐపం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  మİ� ŢĸÃȫ ĥ� ĽÐĺాలĐపం 
ĥ�Ƙంద ర¤.1,50,000/- ల¡ Ĩెȃųంచండǵ Ǵర ť ఇĽÐ Š  Ľిబŧంİ� అĬ�Ħ�Įె Ȏšా ǵక వŪక¡Š లను ఆశƘķంǩ ఆ 
ĸ²Óత§ Ĵ¿ౖ ఒǳŠĬ� Ǵసుక¡ వǩŖ అǳ ĥóİ� Ţ  ǿతŠం నగదును ఇǩŖ ǿతŠం డబ�ŧల¡ మ�ట� śనİ� అǵ 
రĽీదు ĮెĨ�Ŗర .  కĸ�ంనగȻ ǭలųలĐ CGRF ĺార  ĺÂĽిన ĳ¿Ĳ�Ȅś Ĳ�క¡ అవసరం లÌదǵ 
ĺƔా ķంచుĥóĨ�Ŗర .  ఇట�వంట� అకƘమ�ల¡ జరగక¡ంĬ� అట� ś  అపĸాధ ర సుమ�ను CGRF İ�ŵĸా 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� Ĩెȡ ర¤పంలĐĲÂ ఇĳిťంĨే ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

18. 
CGRF ĳ¿ౖన ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల అవĦాహన లÌదు.  İ�ǵ గ�ĸ�ంǩ పƔĨ�రమ� సĸ�Ħా లÌదు.  పƔǳ ǹȽ 
ĺ±నుక Įెల¡గ�లĐ CGRF ȎĝకరŪమ� ĽÐవల గ�ĸ�ంǩ పƔచుĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల పĸ�ȍాŐర ĺÂİ�కల¡ పƔǳ Ĳ±ల Ĭ�ȎాŐం 
పĸ�ı�లĐ ǵరŵľ�ంచబదుచునŤȇ.  ȇదుŪȰ పĸ�ȍాŐర ĺÂİ�కల 
ǵరŵహణ Įేİ�లను Įెȃయ పరచుటక¡ మĸ�య� CGRF ల Ĵ¿ౖ 
అవĦాహన ĳ¿ంǷûంİ�ంచుటక¡ ȇȇధ పƔȎార మ�ı�Ūల İ�ŵĸా 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ ĮెȃయĨేయడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల İ�ĲċతŸవమ�ను CGRF ఆధŵరŪంలĐ 
ǵరŵľ�సూŠ  ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సమసŪల¡, ȇదుŪȰ 
Ƿûదుప­ మĸ�య� ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల ǵĺారణ ǿదల»ౖన ĺాట� 
Ĵ¿ౖ అవĦాహన ĳ¿ంǷûంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

19. 

Ķ̧దȡ ǭలų లĐ ........... ĦƘా మం ............. మండలం ............. కమ¢Ūǵట� బ�వ­లక¡ సంబంı�ంǩ సĸ�ŵసు Ĩ�ȻŘ 
ర¤.30/- ĨòపǕన 4,300 ర¤.ల¡ ĨెȃųంĨ�లǵ ĨెǷాťర .  ల»ౖ కండకśȻ ను ĥóǵŤ ĨĄటų  సŠ ంĵ�లను క¥Ĭ� 
Ĭ�ȎాŐమų  ĺార  ĺÂĸÃ ĨĄట ĺాడĬ�ǵĥ� Ǵసుక¡ ĺ±Ĺ�Ŵర .  అǵ పల¡ మ�ర ų  ǹల¡ų  వసూల¡క¡ వǩŖన 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

Ľిబŧంİ�ĥ� ĮెȃǷాడ¦.  అķĲ� అతǵĥ� సంబంı�ంǩన గృహ ȇదుŪȰ కĲ±ǖȴ ను ĮúలĦ�ంĨ�ర .  20 

సంవతŸĸాల నుంĬ� ఉపȂగంలĐ లÌǵ కǶసం ల»ౖȴ క¥Ĭ� İ�ǵĥ� ǹల¡ų  వసూల¡ ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర . 

20. 

నలþœ ండ ǭల�ų లĐ CGRF ĺాĸ� వదŢక¡ ఒక ȇǵȂగİ�ర డ¦ వǩŖ Ĳ� సŵంత Ƿ ųా ȫ (ĸ²ĽిĬెǵŷయȽ) లĐ 
DTR ĺÂȎార .  İ�ǵǵ ǴķంచĬ�ǵĥ� ĥąర ś క¡ ĺ±ȅų Ĭ�ĥ�Ƙ Ǵసుక¡ వĨ�Ŗను.  İ�ǵǵ Ĭ�ȎాŐం ĺార  
ఇంĳి ų Ķ̧ంȫ ĨేయలÌదు.  Ĭ�ĥ�Ƙ ǵ ఇంĳి ų  Ķ̧ంȫ Ĩేయ�లǵ CGRF  వదŢక¡ వĽÐ Š  CGRF ĺార  క¥Ĭ� Ĭ�ĥ�Ƙ  
అమల¡ Ĩేయ�లǵ ఆరŝȻ ఇĨ�Ŗర .  అķĲ� అమల¡ ĨేయలÌదు.  సంబı�త ȇǵȂగİ�ర డ¦ 
ĥాంట�Ɣ కśȻ క¡ ర¤.20,000/- ఇǩŖ పǵ Ĩేķంచుక¡Ĳ�Ťర .  ఇట�వంట� తపǕలక¡  బ�ధŪĮ� ĸాľ�Į�Ūǵĥ� 
ఎవĸ�ǵ బ�ధుŪల¡ Ĩేయ�ȃ?  ఎల�ంట� చరŪల¡ ǴసుĥąĺాలĐ ĮెలǷాȃ.  TSERC ĺార  సťషśంĦా కట�న 
చరŪల ĥóరక¡ ఉపపకƘǽంĨ�ȃ. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

21. 

పటśణ�లలĐ అǷాȻś Ķ¸ంటųలĐ ĥామȴ ǾటȻ క¡ సంబంı�ంǩ ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల¡ ఎక¡Őవ మంİ� 
ఉంట�ర .  ఒక అǷార ś Ķ¸ంటĉų  20 Ƿųా ȫŸ ఉంట½ ǾటȻ ĸ�Ĭ�ంȣ ȇǵȂగం ఎంత ఉంట½ అంతలĐ 20 

ĵ�Ħాల¡Ħా ĺాడ¦క¡నŤట�ų  అవ­త§ంİ�.  ĥాǶ ĸ²Ĭ�ంȣ నȀదు 20 మంİ�ĥ� ఒĥÃ ĨĄట ȇǵȂగం 
ĸ�ĥార ŝ  అవ­త§ంİ�.  ĥావ­న ఎక¡Őవ Ƿųా ȴ లĐĥ� ĺ±ళŠ̈ ంİ�.  ǵĥ� ఎంత ఎక¡Őవ అǳ ĸÃట� 
వĸ� ŠసుŠ ంİ�.  ఇİ� ĵ�రంĦా ఉంట�ంİ�.  Ƕట� ȇǵȂగం ȇషయంలĐ అǷార ś Ķ¸ంటų క¡ ĺÂĸÃ ట�ĸ�ȶŦ 
ఉంİ�.  అǵŤ పటśణ�లĐų ǵ మధŪ తరగǳ పƔజలక¡ ĵ�రం ఉండక¡ంĬ� ǵĥ� పƔĮేŪకĶ¸Ûన ట�ĸ�ȶŦ ల¡ 
అమల¡ Ĩేయ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı�లĐǵ అంశం. 

22. 

నరŸĸ� ȇషయంలĐ ర¤రȽ ȏĸ�ś కలŖȻ నరŸĸ� అǵ పదం ఆందƔ ల�Ǻķసుś ల¡ Ĩేĸ�ťంǩĲ�ర .  
ľÁêదĸాబ�Ȳ పĸ�సĸాలĐų  ఉంĬే నరŸĸ�లక¡ వĸ� Šంచక¥డదǵ ఇట� ś  క¡టƔ ĺÂĽిĲ�ర .  İ�ǵ ȏĸ�ś కలŖȻ 
నరŸĸ� అǵ మ�ĸాŖȃ.  ర¤రȽ అĲÂ పదం ǴĽిĺÂయ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı�లĐǵ అంశం. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

23. 

మంǩǶట� ȉİ� ţ  మĸ�య� సరఫĸా ĥÃంİ�Ɣ లను ĥాŪటĦ�ĸ�-3 నుంĬ� ĥాŪటĦ�ĸ�-2 క¡ ERC అనుమǳ 
ǴసుĥąవĬ�ǵĥ� Ĭ�ȎాŐం ల¡ మ�ĸాŖర .  పƔǳ ǷƔా ణ� Ħాȃ తĸాŵత అవసĸ²Óన Ƕట� ȇషయంలĐ 
ĥాŪటĦ�ĸ�ĥ� మ�ĸ�Ŗ Į�Ɣ గ�Ƕట� ĵ�రం ĳ¿ంచడం, ǵĥ� సǹŸĬ� ĸÃట� ǵరşķంĨ�లǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťను. 

కǾషȴ ĺార  ఆȀİ�ంǩన  ట�ĸ�ȶ ఆరŝȻ నందు ĳÐĸôŐనబĬ�న 

ఎȽ.ట�-III ĥÃటĦ�ĸ� ǵరŵచనం పƔĥారం RO Ƿųా ంȫŸ  ఎȽ.ట�-III ĥÃటĦ�ĸ� 
నందు పĸ�గణ�ంచబడదు మĸ�య� ఇİ� ఏ ఇతర ĥÃటĦ�ĸ� లక¡ 

సంబంı�ంǩనİ� ĥాకǷčవడం వలన ఎȽ.ట� ĥÃటĦ�ĸ�-II Ħా  
పĸ�గణ�ంచబడ¦త§నŤİ�. అķనపťట�ĥ�ǵ, ĥÃటĦ�ĸ� ǵరşķంచు 

అంశం ĦĖరవǶయ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� పĸ�ı�లĐ కలదు. 

24. 

Ȏšా ǵకంĦా ఉనŤ ĥాంట�Ɣ కśȻ ల¡ ľÒలťర ų  / Ħ�లťర ų  ఎంĬ�Ƿčķన బ�వ­ల వదŢ నుంĬ� కండకśȻ ను 
ǷčȽŸ ను ĽÐకĸ�ంǩ ĺÂĸÃ అవసĸాల ĥóరక¡ వǩŖన ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ అమ�ũక¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťర .   
పƔజల¡ గ�ĸ� Šంǩ కంĳ¿à ų ంȫ ĨేĽÐ Š  (İొంగ తనం జĸ�Ħ�నట�ų  ǷčȄɂ కంĳ¿à ų ంȫ ĨేĽిన)  ఉనŤĮ�ı�ĥార ల¡ 
ĺాĸ�ĥ� వĮ�Š సు ǷాĬ� ĥాǷాడ¦క¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťర . అĦ�Ƙ కలŖȻ కĲ±ǖȴ ల ĥóరక¡ Ĭ�. .ల¡ కడĮ�మǵ 
ľÒలťర ų /Ħ�పų ర ų  డబ�ŧ ర¤ĳÐణ� లÌİ� Ĭ�. . ర¤ĳÐణ� Ǵసుĥąǵ Ĭ�ȎాŐం ఆĴీసులలĐ జమ Ĩేయక 
సంవతŸĸాల తరబĬ� ĺాĸ� వదŢĲÂ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లను మభŪĳ¿డ¦త§Ĳ�Ťర .   
ǵయంǳƔంĨ�ȃ. 

ఒకȎాĸ� ల»ౖȴ ĥాǶ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ĥాǶ ĺÂĽిన తర ĺాత ఎవĸ²Óన 
ĺాట�ǵ Ĭ�Ƿార ś Ķ¸ంట� అనుమǳ లÌక¡ంĬ� ĮúలĦ�ంచుటక¡ 
Ȉల¡లÌదు. ఇట�వంట� సంఘటనల¡ Ĭ�Ƿార ś Ķ¸ంట� దృļి śĥ� వĽÐ Š  
చటśĸ�Į�Ū తగ� చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąనబడ¦ను. Ĭ�Ƿార ś Ķ¸ంట� 
వŪక¡Š లక¡ ఎట� ś  పĸ�Ľి šత§లలĐ డబ�ŧ ర¤ĳÐణ ఇవŵĸాదు. 
ĥÃవలం DD ర¤పంలĐ తĦ�నంత ర సుమ� Ĩెȃųంǩ సంబంİ�త 
ȇదుŪȰ సȏయక ఇంజǶȻ ĥాĸాŪలయంలĐ ఇǩŖ రĽీదు 
Ƿûందవల»ను. ఈ ȇషయం గ�ĸ�ంǩ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లలĐ 
అవĦాహన గ�ĸ�ంǩ ȇసŠ ృత పƔĨ�రం Ĩేయ�ట జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

 
 



K. Raghu, Coordinator, Telangana Electricity Employees Joint Action Committee, 108, A-Block, Vidyut Soudha, Khairatabad, 
Hyderabad.

Sl.
No

Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

1. 2.1 According to Section 64 (3) of the Electricity Act, 2003 
licensees have to file application for determination for tariff one 
hundred and twenty days before the said tariffs come in to force. If 
the new tariff is to come in to force by 1st April 2015 application for 
new tariff should have reached the Commission by last week of 
November, 2014. TSDISCOMs are reported to have submitted 
ARR and Tariff on 7th February, 2015.

The delay in filings by the licensee is mainly due to :

Consequent to the state bifurcation on June 2nd 2014, for 
TSNPDCL, 7 Mandals of Khammam District have been 
diverted and reassigned to APEPDCL. As the MYT tariff 
order issued by the Commission includes ARR of 7 
Mandals of Khammam circle for TSNPDCL, it is required to 
revise the Distribution costs for 3rd control period for FY 
2014-15 to FY 2018-19. Hence the licensees  has to  
segregate the financial statements in the event of state 
bifurcation as it forms the basis for revision of the 
Distribution costs from  FY 2014-15 to FY 2018-19 and 
also needs time for firming up power/fuel availability and 
cost thereof from various sources. Due to delay in 
preparation and receiving this information which would 
have a material impact on the overall ARR for the ensuing 
year and the measures to be adopted by the licensee in 
addressing it, the licensee is forced to submit the filings 
with delay so as to finalize the distribution costs and power 
purchase cost projections accurately.

2. 2.2 In the rush to come out with the tariff order by 23rd March the 
public has been denied sufficient time to scrutinize the filings of the 
DISCOMs. Under the new Act at least 30 days time should have 
been given to the public to respond in writing. The public shall be 
given al least 30 days time from the day of publication of new tariff 
proposals. According to the Public Notice issued on 11th February 
last date for filing suggestions/objections is 7th March and the first 
public hearing on tariff proposals will take place on 12th March. It is 
doubtful whether DISCOMs will be in a position to go through the 
suggestions/objections filed send their responses to the public as 

The purpose of filing objections is to receive the comments 
of the consumers broadly about the claims made by the 
Discoms, thereby the Hon’ble Commission would be 
obligated to examine the said claims in detail from the 
stand point of the objections that was raised by 
consumer/s. No part of the existing regulations mandates 
requirement of thirty days time.



well as the Commission in such a short time. While the public 
hearings will be over by 14th March the Commission is expected to 
come out with the Tariff Order by 23rd March, after due consultation 
with the Government of Telangana State regarding the quantum of 
subsidy available, for the new tariffs to be applicable from 1st April. 
Under such unseemly haste it is doubtful whether the Commission 
will be able to do justice to the sector in general and also balance 
interests of all stakeholders in the sector.

However, the time given by the Hon’ble Commission is 
almost 1month which is reasonably sufficient to respond on 
the claims of the Discoms.

Further any delay in issuing the tariff order will cause loss 
of revenue to the Discoms; the hon commission is 
requested to issue the order such that the new tariff will be 
effected from April 1st 2015.

3. 3.1.1 According to the provisions of the Andhra Pradesh 
Reorganisation Act, 2014 Telangana State and residuary state of 
Andhra Pradesh have to share power generated by power plants 
located in both the states. An examination of the ARR and Tariff 
filings of TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMS shows that there is no 
common understanding between the two states in sharing the 
power generated in both the states. In fact differences and its 
impact are substantial. The following table summarises these 
differences:
Issue Telangana State 

DISCOMs
Andhra Pradesh DISCOMs

APGENC
O thermal 
units –
DSTPP

Claimed 53.89% power Claimed 100% power

TSGENC
O units –
KTPP II

Claimed 53.89% power Did not claim any power

Inter state 
Hydel 
units

Claimed 41.68% 
(population percentage) 
citing provisions of AP 
Reorganisation Act. 

Claimed 100% power

GENCO 
Hydel 
units

Claimed 53.89% from 
units located in AP as well 
as Telangana

Claimed 100% power from 
hydel units located in AP 
and did not claim power 
from units located in 
Telangana

 In accordance with the Clause C (2) of schedule XII of 
the AP Reorganization Act and as per G.O.Ms.No.20, 
DT: 08.05.2014, the allocation of power generated 
from the existing and the ongoing power plants 
located in both the states should be in the ratio of 
53.89% & 46.11% respectively for Telangana and 
Andhra Pradesh. 

 Government of Telangana on behalf of TSDISCOMs 
have already submitted its views on the sharing of the 
power from both the Central Generating Stations and 
as well as the State owned Power Generating stations 
located in AP & Telangana states, before the 
Committee constituted by MoP, Govt of India, under 
the chairmanship of Chairperson/CEA, to resolve the 
issues cropped up post state bifurcation between the 
TSDISCOMs and APDISCOMs. Decision of the 
Committee is awaited. 



Central 
Generatin
g Stations

Claimed 52.11% instead 
of 53.89% citing draft 
recommendations of CEA

Claimed 46.11%

IPPs -
Hinduja

Claimed 53.89% power Claimed 100% power

NCE -
Wind

Claimed power from wind 
energy plants located in 
Anantapur and Kurnool 
districts of AP

Claimed 100% power

3.1.2 DISCOMs of both the states differ on total quantum of power 
available from each plant. For e.g., according to TSDISCOMs 
estimate power available from Dr NTTPS units I, II and III will be 
about 8,057 Mu and according to APDISCOMs it will be about 
7,554 MU. Similarly, DISCOMs of both the states also differ on 
estimation of fixed cost burden from each plant.

4. 3.1.3 TSDISCOMs in their filings submitted that generation tariffs 
based on the Generation Regulation are yet to be determined. This 
is particularly the case with state owned GENCOs. In the 
background of AP Reorganisation Act, 2014 the question arises as 
to who will determine the tariff for GENCO power plants? If it is the 
SERCs which determine tariffs then the next question will be which 
SERC will determine which plant’s tariff.  If the role devolves on 
CERC as the plants become inter state plants one would like to 
know the steps taken by the GENCOs as well as DISCOMs in 
getting CERC’s approval for PPAs for these plants. Similar 
questions also arise in the case of tariff determination for HNPCL 
plant at Visakhapatnam and APPDC’s DSTPP at Krishnapatnam.

Telangana discoms will take appropriate steps as per the AP 
Re Organization act. 

5. 3.1.4 Even when the Chief Minister of Telangana state is saying 
that the state has to endure power shortages for the next three 
years TSDISCOMs filings show that the state will have 8,150 MU of 
surplus power at its disposal. Similarly, according to APDISCOMs’ 
filings AP will have 11,000 MU of surplus power. This anomalous 
situation arises due to the above differences in views related to 
power sharing and consequent estimation of power availability.

TSDISCOMS have projected the energy availability from 
various energy sources as per the AP Reorganization Act 
and as per best estimates of parameters like coal 
availability, maintenance schedules, PLF etc. from existing 
stations as well as upcoming stations of Andhra Pradesh 
like Krishnapatam, Hinduja etc.



If these stations achieve CoD as per the projection of ARR 
and share power with Telangana as per AP Re 
organization Act, this would result in the Energy surplus 
scenario as projected in the ARR

6. 3.1.5 Without settling these issues it will not be possible to 
estimates the costs in supplying power to the consumers in both 
the states and also determine tariffs. One way to solve this is for 
the ERCs of AP and TS sit together evolve a mechanism. But the 
outcome from such exercise may not be acceptable to some on 
either side of the dispute. Another way is for the two state 
governments solve this through discussions. Under the present 
circumstances it may not be possible. Under the AP Reorganisation 
Act the central government has powers to arbitrate in the disputes 
between the two states and give directions. Part of this work is 
already done through a draft report submitted by CEA. TSERC may 
write to the Government of India to settle this issue preferably well 
before the Commission comes out with the tariff order for the 
ensuing year.

It is not under purview of Licensee

7. Why energy from IPPs not considered after PPA term?

3.2.1 DISCOMs estimated power availability from GVK plant up to 
June 2015 and from Lanco up to December 2015 due to expiry of 
PPAs with these power developers. Due to this TSDISCOMs will be 
losing about 580 MU power. As the gas allocation to these plants 
continues and these plants continue to generate power 
TSDISCOMs shall get their share of power from these plants after 
the above dates also. 

3.2.2 At the same time we also would like to know the steps taken 
by the TSDISCOMs to extend these PPAs or take over these plants 
on completion of PPA terms.

3.3 Also, in the background of additional power to the extent of 
450 MW being made available to both the states combined 
together from gas based power plants (TS share expected to be 

TSDISCOMS have considered energy availability from gas 
based IPPS only till the PPA expiry date. Considering the 
low gas availability which has forced the IPPS to run at 
PLFs as low as 20%, Considering that long term sources 
are being planned in Telangana by TSGENCO and SCCL 
which are expected to be cheaper sources and higher cost 
of power generation from gas IPPs, TSDISCOMS have not 
considered energy availability from these stations

TSPCC is making arrangement towards additional 
generation with RLNG (by way of swapping with KG D6 
gas) and also with Naptha. TSPCC appraised the GoI 
about the power deficit that is being faced by the 
Telangana state and requested for allotment of 5 
MMSCMD RLNG (under swapping arrangement with KG 
D6 gas) for additonla generation of 1000 MW. The GoI and 



242 MW) following change in gas allocation policy of GoI, whereby 
some of the gas allocated to fertiliser plants being diverted to gas 
based power plants in AP, and additional power being available 
during summer shall be taken in to account while computing total 
power available to the state. 

3.4 Newspaper reports indicate that TSDISCOMs are planning 
to generate power from the gas based power plants using 
LNG/Naphtha. But the same does not appear in the present filings. 
DISCOMs are requested to clarify on quantum of power proposed 
to be generated using these fuels and its implication for cost of 
power procurement.

Minsitry of Fertilisers accepted to swap 2.4 MMSCMD of 
gas with RLNG which will generate 450 MW approx.. out of 
which TSdiscoms share will be around 240 MW. Similarly 
TSDiscoms are making arrangements to fire Naptha as 
alternate fuel by issuing dispatch instructions to IPPs like 
Spectrum Power generation Ltd., Lanco kondapalli power 
ltd., and GVK industries ltd. (GVK stage-I) depending upon 
the grid constraints for an additional generation of 250 MW 
(for TSDiscoms only)

9. Power purchase costs – fixed costs

4.2.1 Draft PPAs of KTPS VI, KTPP I and KTPP II units of 
TSGENCO are pending before the Commission since 2009. Delay 
in disposing petitions related to these PPAs is one of the reasons 
for the prevailing confusion in allocation of plants between AP and 
Telangana. It is high time the Commission finalises them through 
public process.

Not in purview of discom

10. 4.2.2 Hinduja National Power Corporation Limited was selected in 
1990s under fast track projects. PPA with it was entered in to by 
erstwhile APSEB in 1998. It was provided with sovereign 
guarantee. Along with this conditions were also laid that its cost 
shall be equal to NTPC’s Simhadri unit II.  As there was inordinate 
delay in setting up the project even after fuel linkage liquidated 
damages shall be collected form it as provided under the 1998 
PPA. Reports indicate that changes are being made in this PPA. 
The same shall be examined through public hearings.

MoA was entered on 17-05-2013 by the erstwhile 
APDISCOMs with M/s HNPCL for entering amendments to 
the existing PPA in line with the Regulations and EA2003. 
As per the MoA , the Draft amendments are prepared by 
the both parties and discussed during the meetings with 
M/s HNPCL. The proposed amendments are sent to M/s 
HNPDCL for their comments. After finalization of the draft 
amendments, same will be submitted to ERC for approval.



11. Fixed costs of GENCO plants
Capital Costs of GENCO New Plants, (Rs/U)

Station Capaci
ty MW

Fixed 
Cost

KTPS VI 500 1.79
KTPP I 500 1.79
KTPP II 600 2.25
UMPP –
Mundra

4000 0.98

4.2.3 Several new thermal power plants are in operation in the 
state. These include KTPS – VI, KTPP – I, and KTPP – II. In the 
above table except the last one all other plants are set up by 
TSGENCO. Though they are already in operation PPAs with them 
are not yet cleared by the Commission. They are pending before 
the Commission for more than four years. Even then the 
Commission is allowing the DISCOMs to procure power from these 
plants. Moreover DISCOMs in their filings are claiming that they are 
adopting fixed costs as approved by the Commission. According 
the norms/regulations in operation after the enactment of power 
sector reform Acts both at state and central level at the first stage 
PPA between the generating company and distribution licensee 
shall be approved by the Commission followed by financial closure. 
After this erection of plant and machinery starts and COD needs to 
be declared before the distribution licensee starts receiving power 
from the generating station. All these steps are skipped in the case 
of the new GENCO plants. Though the draft PPAs are with the 
Commission for more than four years the Commission could not 
find time examine these PPAs.

Not in purview of discom

12. 4.2.4 Fixed costs of these new thermal power plants are high. 
Compared to the Ultra Mega Power Plant at Mundra in Gujarat set 
up by Tatas and which started power generation the fixed costs of 
the above plants proved to be very high. The fixed costs of these 
plants are higher by more than 75% to 100%.

UMPP from economies of scale and  tax benefits  tend to 
have a lower cost per unit. Also Fixed cost per unit 
changes every year with increase in O&M expenses, 
reduction in loan amount, reduction in interest cost. Hence, 
the Fixed cost of new stations coming up in Telangana & 
AP cannot be compared to UMPP.



14. Variable/Fuel cost 

4.3.1 DISCOMs propose to adopt variable cost escalation of 2%. 
In case there is any change in fuel prices during the ensuing year 
the same may be addressed through the existing regulation or Fuel 
Surcharge Adjustment (FSA) may be reintroduced. There is no 
need to adopt the proposed variable cost escalation. 

4.3.2 Variable cost of power from Hinduja National Power 
Corporation Limited’s plant is estimated to be Rs. 1.86 per unit. 
Compared to this variable cost of power from NTPC’s Simhadri 
units is estimated to be Rs. 2.60 per unit. While source of fuel 
(coal) for both the plants is the same (Mahanadi Coal Fields) 
NTPC’s units’ variable cost is higher by nearly 40%. This needs to 
be looked in to.

4.3.3 Variable cost of KTPS VI unit (Rs.2.73 per unit) is higher 
than other units located at Kothagudem. This is because of 
allocation of coal from Mahanadi Coal Fields rather than from 
Singareni units. As swapping/rationalisation of coal allocation is in 
operation KTPS VI unit shall also get its fuel from Singareni units. 
This will help to bring down cost of power from this unit.

1. It is to be noted all thermal stations run predominantly 
on thermal coal supplied from domestic sources like 
MCL, SCCL etc. while imported coal is been used only 
in case of domestic coal shortfall.

With increase in rail freight rates for coal by 6.3% and 
increase in green cess to Rs. 200 per metric tonne, the 
cost of coal is expected to increase significantly which 
would increase the variable cost of production

Still, TSDISCOMS have taken a conservative estimate 
and projected the increase in variable cost only by 2%. 
TSDISCOMS request Hon’ble Commission to consider 
this nominal escalation

2. Variable cost of plant depends on the coal mine from 
which coal is tapped, transportation charges which 
might include rail, road, seafreight charges. 
Additionally, factors like efficiency of the power plant, 
consumption of secondary oil, washing of coal would 
impact the variable cost of power production. Hence, 
even though the power plants are located at the same 
venue, it need not be necessary that the variable cost is 
same

The Variable Cost of Simhadri STPS is considerably high 
when compared to the Variable Cost of HNPCL as 40 % of 
required Coal is being imported for the Simhadri STPS.

The NTPC is using 60 % of indigenous Coal and 40% of 
imported Coal for the Simhadri Super Thermal Power Station 
in view of the shortage of indigenous Coal.

The HNPCL has yet to start generation and Variable Cost 
arrived by HNPCL is based on 100 % of indigenous Coal



Originally KTPS-Vi stage is totally linked to Ms Mahanadi 
coal fields Ltd. To an extent of 2.31 million tonnes per 
annum. Ministry of Coal, GoI has swapped the coal linkage 
from MCL to SCCL. Fuel supply agreement will be entered 
with the SCCL for supply of Coal to this unit.

15. 4.3.4 Use of imported coal continues to be source of concern, 
both in terms of price as well as quality. Following objections raised 
by the public during public hearings the Commission has given 
several directions in the case of utilisation of imported coal by 
central generating stations as well as APGENCO units. 
TSDISCOMs in their replies in response to these directions merely 
mentioned that TSGENCO plants would not be using imported 
coal. Under the provisions of the AP Reorganisation Act 
TSDISCOMs also will be accessing power from CGS and 
APGENCO thermal units which are using imported coal. In this 
regard TSDICOMs also need to pay attentions to the directives 
issued by the Commission related to utilisation of imported coal.

TSDISCOMS would adhere to the directives issued by the 
Hon’ble Commission

17. 4.3.6 One of the important reasons for increase in power purchase 
costs is hike in natural gas price by the central government. Price 
of natural gas increased from $ 4.2 per MBTU to $ 5.61 per MBTU. 
Following this variable cost of power produced from gas based 
power plants increased.

Variable Cost Rs/U
Plant 2013-14 2015-16
GVK 2.19 2.62
Spectr
um

2.48 2.76

Lanco 2.25 3.02
Relian
ce

1.64 3.44

Noted



18. 4.3.7 The new natural gas price adopted by the GoI goes against 
the norms of price fixation, against the PSC and also orders of the 
Supreme Court. This shall not be allowed. As the consumers of 
Andhra Pradesh will be severely adversely affected by this 
DISCOMs and GoAP/GOTS should have taken initiative to see that 
this price is rolled back. These should have explored all avenues to 
bring down this price, including approaching the Supreme Court. As 
variable costs are pass through DISCOMs are least bothered about 
this burden on the consumers. In the meantime E.A.S Sarma, 
former Secretary, GoI and Gurudas Dasgupta filed a petition in 
Supreme Court challenging the above gas price. We request the 
TSDISCOMs and the GoTS to implead in this case before the 
Supreme Court. This request is not a misguided one given the 
APERC’s observations in its Order on GVK that DISCOMs will take 
care of consumers’ interests.

Noted

19. How short term purchases are made without regulatory approval?

4.4 During the FY 2014-15 TSDISCOMs procured 8,713 MU 
through short term/market purchases constituting nearly 18% of the 
power procured in the state. Most of this power is procured without 
regulatory approval and in a non-transparent manner. Even when 
additional demand was only during peak period power through 
short term purchases was procured under round the clock (RTC) 
terms. Because of this during non-peak periods in order to 
accommodate short term purchases made under RTC terms 
cheaper GENCO plants were being backed down. This led to 
unnecessary burden on TSDISCOMs and in turn on consumers in 
the state. TSDISCOMs as the filings show will be procuring power 
through short term purchases during 2015-16. Also, state 
leadership is exhorting DISCOM officials to procure power at any 
cost. Keeping past experience in mind short term purchases shall 
be made in an optimum manner, specifically to meet peak deficits, 
but not on RTC terms.

During FY 14-15, energy requirement has been 
significantly higher than the energy availability. Also due to 
a bad monsoon year, Hydel energy availability has
significantly reduced. To fulfil the promise of providing 7 
hours of supply to Agriculture consumers, TSDISCOMS 
had to resort to power purchase from Short term sources



20. 5.1 Financial Restructuring Plan (FRP) is introduced by the GoI
in the name of ensuring the financial viability of the DISCOMs. 
Though introduced by it the GoI does not take any financial 
responsibility of ensuring the financial viability of the DISCOMs. 
According to this Plan the state government will stand guarantee to 
the bonds issued to cover 50% of the accumulated losses. From 
DISCOMs’ filing it is not clear whether the State Government will 
repay the bonds or DISCOMs have to pay them and in case of their 
default only the State Government will come in to the picture. Apart 
from this, the bonds issued by the state government covers only 
40% of the accumulated losses, not 50%as envisaged in the Plan.

The State Govt is required to take over 50 % of the 
outstanding short term liabilities (STL) corresponding to the 
accumulated loss as per audited accounts of the DISCOMs 
as of March 2013 , the cutoff date for implementation of FRP 
in combined State . 

Initially Bonds are issued by the DISCOMs and GoTS will  
take over the bonds in two to five years depending upon its 
fiscal space.

DISCOMs are taking up the issue of taking over the bonds  
by GoTS.

Interest and repayments of bonds is the liability of GoTS. 
Further, GoTS has already paid Rs227 Crs interest on 
bonds relating to first half of FY2014-15.

21. 5.2 According to the TSDISCOMs’ filings the remaining 60% 
losses need to be structured as loans with a three moratorium for 
paying principal amount. The two DISCOMs propose to convert 
losses to the extent of Rs. 2,450 crore in to short term loans, 
constituting only 40% of their burden. Then, what will happen to the 
remaining 60% of their loss burden?

The details of losses and contribution of each components is 
already enclosed in the Director’s Report of the company 
Annual accounts 2012-13 which is again reproduced below .

DISCOMs have raised STL to meet expensive power 
purchase cost, increase in power purchase cost due to 
inflation and cost associated delayed collection of FSA  etc . 

Particulars Rs. In Crores

Government receivables 2,050.89
Power purchase cost 867.07
Revenue from sale of power 239.05
Other expenses 189.76
Finance cost 109.52
Employee cost 87.65
Revenue from sale of power 85.3
Trade receivables 9.72

TSNPDCL For FY 2012-13



The GoAP/GoTS had agreed to take over their commitment 
towards expensive power purchase.

Accordingly,50% of STL will be taken over by GoTS  as per 
scheme and balance 50%  of STL  is due to the 
1) Restriction of T&D losses to the extent of approved losses 
while approving FSA ,

2) restriction of agriculture  consumption to the extent of 
approved quantity in the T.O in the FSA orders
Eventually led to Difference of FSA between filed and 
approved by the Hon’ble APERC for the FY 2011 to 2013.
The scheme basically meant to make DISCOMs financially 
viable and to restructured the short term loans and GOI 
proposed that, the 50% of STL shall be issued in the form of 
bonds to Banks. The bonds will be repaid by GoTS along
with interest.

The scheme proposes to restructure the balance of Short 
terms Loans to the extent of 50% of Short term loans 
outstanding as on 31-03-2013. The interest and repayment 
of restructured loans will be the commitments of DISCOMs.

22. 5.3 TSDICOMs submitted, “The key components of above 
losses are unapproved portion of Fuel Surcharge Adjustment (FSA) 
for the years 2009-10 to 2011-12, FSA cases pending in courts and 
Govt receivables over and above Rs. 4,553.85 Crs which is agreed 
by Govt as final settlement”. Apart from the DISCOMs did not 
provide any details on the sources of these accumulated losses. 
Unapproved FSA amounts cannot be recovered without sanction 
from the TSERC and the Courts in question. Again in the case of 
TSERC, it cannot approve the pending FSAs without following the 
public process as mandated by the High Court in earlier cases. The 
above passage also mentions Govt receivables. From this it is not 
clear whether these are receivable by Govt from DISCOMs or by 
DISCOMs from Govt.  In fact it should be receivables by DISCOMs 
from Govt. In the past the state government directed the DISCOMs 

The details of statement of losses depicting and contribution 
of each components are as follows.

Particulars Rs. In Crores

Government receivables 2,050.89
Power purchase cost 867.07
Revenue from sale of power 239.05
Other expenses 189.76
Finance cost 109.52
Employee cost 87.65
Revenue from sale of power 85.3
Trade receivables 9.72

TSNPDCL For FY 2012-13



to purchase power from market at high prices assuring that it will 
bear higher the expenditure. The DISCOMS also mentioned,” The 
bonds issued cover the expensive power purchased by the TS 
DISCOMs for the period 2008-09 to 2013-14.” (p.50 SPDCL Filing) 
After that it reneged on its assurance. According to the MYT 
framework surplus/deficit need to be analysed at the end of the 
control period in detail before approving the same. But it was not 
done in the case of first as well as second control periods. In the 
background of the above we request the Commission not to 
approve the above interest cost and direct the DISCOMs to make 
all information related to the above public.

Since, the discoms are claiming the interest on STL 
restructured loans which is the part of FRP scheme, the 
restructured loan is the liability of DISCOMs as per scheme 
and the DISCOMs can only pay the debt service on the 
restructure loans through ARR .There is no additional 
resources to meet the debt servicing cost of DISCOMS.

DISCOMs are only claiming interest and will claim the 
repayments of EMI from the beginning of 4th year of FRP 
implementation.  the soft copy of FRP scheme approved by 
the GoAP  can be shared with hon’ble objectors as desired 
by them .

23. 6.1 TSDISCOMs claim Rs. 1,463.30 crore under true up for the 
FY 2013-14 and 2014-15. But they do not provide any justification 
for the same. Even whatever information provided by them is 
confusing. TSSPDCL in its filing (pp.50-51) mentioned revenue of 
Rs. 13,295 crore for the year 2013-14 and supply cost of Rs. 
11,865 crore, but mentioned the difference between the two (true 
down) as Rs. 161.74 crore.

The TSNPDCL has claimed for an amount of Rs. 49 
Crores and Rs. 293 Crores for FY 2013-14 and FY 2014-
15 respectively under true up along with carrying cost. In 
absence of the Tariff Order for the FY 2014-15, TSNPDCL 
has claimed provisional revenue gap for the FY 2014-15 as 
a true up.   

24. 6.2 One of the important reasons for this revenue gap is higher 
fuel costs. According to a recent report of CAG (see Annexure I) 
Reliance Industries Ltd received higher price than allowed.  
According to this report, "As per the price discovery process 
undertaken by the operator (RIL)... it was categorically indicated 
that selling price would be rounded off to two decimal points... A 
review of records relating to sales of gas to consumers, however, 
revealed that the operator has been charging the gas price at the 
rate of $4.205 per unit (three decimal points) from its consumers in 
place of USD 4.20 per mmBtu, arrived at after rounding of 2 
decimal points". The draft of the second audit of the field's books, 
submitted by the Comptroller and Auditor General to the oil ministry 
for comments, says Reliance was charging consumers by rounding 
off the price in three decimal units against the norm of two decimal 
units, leading to excess billing of $9.68 million in the first four years 
of production beginning 2009-10. TSDISCOMs shall be directed to 
recover the excess amount paid and to that extent true up amount 
shall be brought down.

Noted



25. 6.3 According to newspaper reports (See Annexure II) the 
Directorate of Revenue Intelligence has unearthed a scam 
involving companies inflating the value of coal imports from 
Indonesia for their power plants. Initial estimates by the agency 
pegged the overvaluation at Rs 29,000 crore in the period 2011-
2014. DRI has raided over 80 shipping companies, intermediaries 
and laboratories across the country including, Andhra Pradesh in 
search of documents that show the real value of the imports. 
Almost all laboratories testing coal in India have been searched by 
the DRI to obtain the lab reports for verification of the calorific value 
of the imported coal. According to this investigation almost every 
importer, including the reputed corporate – public and private, have 
indulged in overvaluation of coal imports. DRI is learnt to have 
recovered documents showing the real value of the imports. The 
overvaluation has an impact on the tariff paid by consumers here 
as power companies could have a higher tariff fixation based on the 
inflated rates. It was estimated that the power tariff would be less 
by Re 1 per unit if the value of imported coal value was not inflated. 
In the past during public hearings objectors have pointed out many 
anomalies in imported coal including higher prices. As this is 
upheld by the investigation of DRI we request the Commission not 
to allow the true up demanded by DISCOMs to the extent of over 
valuation of imported coal.

Noted

26. Estimation of agriculture consumption (MU)
2013-
14

2014-
15

2015-
16

NPDCL 4348 4715 4904
SPDCL 6694 7238 7528
Total                                                                                                                        11042 11953 12432

7.1 Filings of NPDCL as well as SPDCL show that power 
consumption in the agriculture sector in Telangana is increasing 
irrespective of the situation on the ground. The above consumption 
figures are arrived at by the DISCOMs on the basis of their claim 
that they are supplying power for 7 hours per day (p.64, SPDCL). 
This is far from truth. Most of the time, farmers are not receiving not 

In the current and previous year, the licensee has imposed 
the load restriction to certain categories such as domestic, 
commercial and industrial consumers to maintain grid 
stability under insufficient power availability duly maintaining 
6 to 7 Hrs per day power supply to Agriculture consumers to 
the maximum extent possible.

The licensee has been estimated Agriculture consumption 
based on ISI methodology as approved by the Hon’ble 
Commission from October 2013 onwards.  

Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL is being carried-
out on the basis of ISI Methodology wherein energy meters 



even four hours of supply in a day. As such the Commission shall 
not take the above consumption figures in to account.

are provided to the selected DTRs (Sampled DTRs) and the 
average consumption recorded in a given capacity of the 
DTR is calculated. This average consumption multiplied by 
the total number of the same capacity DTRs will be the total 
Agl consumption on the capacity of DTRs. Similarly, the total 
Agl consumption on the other capacities of DTRs is arrived. 
The total Agl consumption on all the capacities of DTRs (16 
KVA, 25 KVA, 63 KVA & 100 KVA) will be the total Agl 
consumption estimation in TSNPDCL.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the capacities 
said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy meters were 
provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above said DTRs. The 
readings from these energy meters are taken every month 
and arriving monthly Agl consumption estimation.

Also, it is planned to provide energy meters to 10% of the 
total existing Agl DTRs and hence the accuracy of Agl 
consumption estimation will be improved further.

Based on the above actual estimated Agl consumption of H1 
of 2014-15, the licensee expects growth rate of 4.00% for 
the H2 of FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16 over the H2 of FY 
2013-14 and revised estimates of FY 2014-15.

27. 7.2 The fact that the agriculture consumption figures provided by 
the DISCOMs are anomalous comes out from their filings. 
According to their filings while 9,78,028 pump sets under SPDCL 
will be consuming 7,528 MU during 2015-16, under NPDCL 
10,73,870 pump sets will be consuming 4,904 MU. In other words 
per pump set consumption will be 7,528 units under SPDCL, it will 
be 4,567 units in the case of NPDCL. Per pump set consumption in 
SPDCL will be nearly 70% higher compared to NPDCL, even while 
hours of supply of electricity are the same under both DISCOMs.

28. Agriculture consumption during 2013-14

Particulars NPDCL SPDCL
Pump sets with DSM 9,75,729 10,93,743
Pump sets without 
DSM

3,086 5,275

Energy consumed by 
Pump sets with DSM 
(MU)

4,355.6 9157.93

Energy consumed by 
Pump sets without 
DSM (MU)

5.77 32.19

Average 
consumption of 
Pump sets with DSM 
(U)

4,464 8373

Average 
consumption of 
Pump sets without 
DSM (U)

1,870 6102



7.3 According to the above table 99% of the farmers with pump 
sets in Telangana have adopted DSM measures. The electricity 
consumption figures provided for pump sets with and without DSM 
measures also gives rise to doubts about the way agriculture 
consumption figures are provided. On the average pump sets with 
DSM measures consumed more power than the pump sets without 
DSM measures. In the case of NPDCL average consumption of 
pump sets with DSM measures was 4,464 units in an year 
compared to 1,870 units by pump sets without DSM measures. In 
the case of SPDCL average consumption of pump sets with DSM 
measures was 8,373 units in an year compared to 6,102 units by 
pump sets without DSM measures. This totally goes against the 
prevailing understanding on DSM measures as well as report on a 
pilot reported by TSSPDCL. DISCOMs are requested to clarify.

29. 7.4 Subsidy towards free power to agricultural services is being 
provided on the basis of 7 hours of power supply to these services. 
But in reality farmers are getting power for less than five hours. 
This implies that DISCOMs were compensated more than 
necessary to supply free power to agriculture. The excess subsidy 
paid to DISCOMs in this regard shall be recovered.

The Government subsidy towards agriculture consumption 
for the year is provided as per approved Agl consumption in 
the Tariff Order issued by the Hon’ble Commission. 
However, the actual agriculture consumption of the licensee 
is higher than the approved by the Hon’ble Commission. 

30. 7.5 In the absence of metering of agricultural connections 
DISCOMs claimed that they have arrived at these figures following 
the ISI methodology suggested by the Commission. But data 
collected under this methodology is also not complete. To 
overcome this we suggest that all DTRs serving the agriculture 
services should be metered so that the consumption estimates are 
realistic. The Task Force on electricity Sector appointed by the 
Government of Telangana State also suggested metering of DTRs 
serving agriculture loads.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the 
capacities said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy 
meters were provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above said 
DTRs and arriving monthly Agl consumption estimation 
based on the ISI Methodology. Also, it is planned to 
provide energy meters to 10% of the total existing Agl 
DTRs to improve the accuracy further.

Providing energy meters to all the existing Agl DTRs of 
1,28,011 numbers will not only be a much financial burden 
on the Licensee but also obtaining their readings every 
month, is difficult as these Agl DTRs are located in remote 
locations.



31. 7.6 In the past the Commission (Fresh Directive No. 2 of the 
Tariff Order for FY 2011-12) directed the DISCOMs to furnish 
meter-wise readings noted and transformer-wise, feeder-wise 
consumptions measured on all the DTRs and Feeders covered 
under HVDS scheme. But the DISCOMs are not paying heed to 
this direction. Information provided through these readings would 
have thrown much light on electricity consumption in agriculture 
sector as well as efficacy of HVDS scheme. We request the 
Commission to direct the DISCOMs once again to furnish the 
above information at the earliest.

Estimating the Agl Consumption as per ISI methodology 
approved by the Hon’ble Commission.

32. Deaths due to shocks 
7.7.1 Every year hundreds of farmers are meeting death due to 
electrical shocks. This is highly avoidable.

Every effort is being made to avoid accidents, by taking up 
regular maintenance works like replacement of conductor, 
providing of inter poles , maintenance  of DTRs structure 
and LT lines, providing of earthing.  Wide publicity being 
given requesting Ryots not to handle with Distribution 
Transformers. During the FY 2014-15 the licensee has 
erected 4177 middle poles in the loose lines with an 
expenditure of RS 1.89 Crs, 23207  locations in various 
lines were rectified to avoid accidents.
Further works were awarded to erect 200 middle poles in 
each section in Discom in the coming 3 months.  

Non Departmental Fatal accidents  in NPDCL

As per directions of APERC (Proceeding 
No.APERC/Secy/EAS/S-101/177/2013, Dt13.08.2013), the 
NPDCL has enhanced existing ex-gratia amount in case of 
fatal accidents to non departmental person and animals due 
to electrocution i.e. Human being from Rs.1 to 2 Lakhs, 
cattle from RS. 3,000 to Rs. 20,000 and goat and sheep @ 
Rs.4,000 respectively and sanction procedure is simplified to 
grant ex- gratia to victims irrespective of the mistake from 
any side. Further online tracking of accidents taken place in 

7.7.2 During 2013-14 in Telangana 436 people died due to 
electrical shocks. More than 50% of these cases under SPDCL 
took place in the circles/districts of Mahabubnagar and Nalgonda. 
Similar is the case in the first half of 2014-15. Further these figures
are an under estimate of the reality. Farmers are the main victims 
of this phenomenon.  

Table:    Deaths Due to Electric Shocks
2013-
14

First 
Half of 
2014-15

NPDCL 185 87
Mahabubna
gar

115 69

Nalgonda 84 25
SPDCL 251 129
Total 
Telangana

436 216

Human Animal Total Human Animal Total
Reported by field 159 298 457 156 172 328
Exgratia sanctioned by
the deportment

27 132 159 76 122 198

2013-14  2014-15up  to 2/2015



7.7.3 The DISCOMs did not provide complete details of these 
incidents like for how many cases DISCOMs took responsibility and 
in how many cases compensation was paid and amount paid 
towards compensation. NPDCL mentioned that compensation was 
paid in 56 cases out of 185 deaths in 2013-14 and in 11 cases out 
of 87 deaths during the first half of 2014-15. Procedures need to be 
simplified to see that all victims receive compensation at the 
earliest.

TSNPDCL and reports submission is commenced from 
12/2014 to see that all eligible victims receive compensation 
at the earliest.

7.7.4 Even in the electrocution deaths that the DISCOMs had 
taken responsibility the amount paid (about Rs. 1 lakh per person) 
is very meagre. Even this meagre amount was not paid properly. 
There is need to revise the compensation upwards like in the case 
of railways.

33. 7.7.5 There shall also be separate mechanism to pin responsibility 
for deaths due to electricity shocks. In the present case perpetrator 
it self is the judge. To avoid this anomaly a committee comprising 
different stakeholders shall go into these deaths and pronounce 
whether DISCOMs are responsible for these tragedies or not.

Within 24 hours preliminary report and then detailed report 
is being furnished by ADE.  As per Government of 
Telangana instructions the Chief Electrical Inspector to 
Government is being reported about the electrical accident. 
Then jurisdictional Deputy Electrical Inspector will 
investigate the electrical accident.

34. 7.7.6 More than this these deaths are highly avoidable. These 
deaths are taking place due to neglect of rural network by the 
DISCOMs.  Every year the Commission allowed Rs. 5 crore to be 
spent by the DISCOMs on safety measures to avoid such deaths. 
But DISCOMs did not care to utilise them. NPDCL spent Rs. 34.25 
lakh during 2013-14 and Rs. 12.29 crore during first half of 2014-
15. If the safety of DTRs were improved many of these deaths 
could have been avoided.

7.7.7 In most of these cases it was the farmers who met this tragic 
end. These deaths could have been avoided if there were timely 
and sufficient technical support at the ground level and good quality 
electrical network. Most of the technical posts like linemen in rural 
areas are vacant and farmers are forced to attend to repair work on 
their own with fatal consequences. Thousands of line men posts 
are lying vacant since a long time. Recently Telangana State 

Rural network is strengthened by incorporating additional 
improvement of transformers, substations and sanction of 
HT and LT lines in year 2014-15. Tom-tom is done in the 
villages not to meddle the DTRs for avoiding the Electrical 
accidents. The Spacers are used to prevent accidents in 
case of snapping of LT lines. The 11 KV breakers at 33/11 
KV substations are put in trimmed condition for cutting of 
the power supply in case of snapping of 11 KV conductor. 
Higher size of conductor is replaced where the lines are 
overloading. 

Tom-tom is done in the villages about not to meddle the 
DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. To support the 
field staff, the labour@ Rs 4000/- per month is deployed in 
TSNPDCL for extending better services  in 250 
distributions.



Government announced that hundreds of electrical engineers will 
be recruited shortly. But there is no word about recruiting line men. 
Filling line men posts not only bring down deaths due to shocks but 
also help to bring down T&D losses and their by add to the income 
of the DISCOMs.

35. Quality of Power 
7.8.1 Electricity received by the farmers was of uneven quality 
with unpredictable interruptions. Power supply timings announced 
by the Licensees are not being adhered to. It is the responsibility of 
the Commission under Section 86 (1) (i) of the Electricity Act, 2003 
to enforce standards with respect to quality, continuity and reliability 
of service by licensees.   

7.8.2 In the past DISCOMs used to post feeder-wise electricity 
supply details on their websites. But they stopped this practice 
suddenly some time back. We request the Commission to direct the 
DISCOMs to post all relevant information on quantum and quality of 
supply on their websites.

Voltages and quality of power supply to consumers is closely 
monitored from corporate office level whenever the 
compliant is received regarding low voltages and poor 
quality of supply.

Everyday 11KV feeder wise electricity supply details are 
received from field on the same day night hrs and will be 
reviewed regularly.

36. DTR failure/repair
7.8.4 DISCOMs are also not attending to maintenance of DTRs 
properly. Farmers are being forced to incur expenditure in 
transporting the DTRs. DTRs are also not being repaired in time. In 
Kanugutta village of Both mandal in Adilabad district it took 10 days 
to repair the DTR. In Madaka village of Odelu mandal in 
Karimnagar district it took more than one week to repair the 
transformer while under Standards of Performance DTRs in rural 
areas shall be repaired within 48 hours.

Presently 3629No.s Healthy DTRs are available under 
Rolling stock of TSNPDCL and any failed  DTR can be 
replaced with in 24Hrs.

Regarding failure of DTR in Kanugutta village of Both 
mandal in Adilabad district, it is a 63KVA DTR and failed 
repeatedly on 20-01-2015 and 5-02-2015.The consumers 
are drawing water from nearby Kharat project canal and 
Peddavagu canal by using unauthorized pump sets and DTR 
is failing on overload. It is instructed to replace the failed 
DTR immediately and action may be taken against illegal 
connections. Further there is no compliant of failure DTR in 
Madaka with 1week duration in this Rabi season.

37. 7.8.5 Low quality of power in rural areas is also because of 
crumbling transmission and distribution network in rural areas. 
Decades old conductors are hanging low endangering lives as well 
as resulting high transmission losses. Many of the DTRs are more 
than decade old and should have been replaced. Added to this 
many of these DTRs do not have even AB switches. Depreciated 

The old conductors are replaced in phased manner. The old 
DTRs having age more than 25yr. and drawing more 
magnetizing currents are survey reported and replaced with 
new DTRs. Due to complaint of theft of DTRs and meddling 
of DTRs, small capacity of DTRs are erected and controlled 
group of DTRs  with  one AB switch.



and old parts of T&D network shall be replaced in keeping with 
prudent maintenance of the network in good health.

38. DSM Measures
7.9.1 To be eligible for free power, farmers have to undertake 
demand side management (DSM) measures i.e., installation of 
capacitors, ISI marked pump sets, HDPE or RPVC piping and 
frictionless foot-valve. These measures are proposed to bring down 
quantum electricity consumption in the agriculture sector there by 
reducing financial burden both on the state government and 
farmers. Farmers also would like to contribute to this endeavour. 
Though farmers are interested in taking them up they are facing 
hurdles in implementing them. 
7.9.2 DISCOM officials are claiming that more than 90% of the 
farmers have installed capacitors. But truth is that not even 10% of 
the farmers installed capacitors. Thousands of junior line men posts 
in rural areas are lying vacant. Even where junior linemen or 
assistant linemen are available they do not have proper knowledge 
in installation of capacitors. Installation of capacitors at a wrong 
point led to burning of pump sets, which scared other farmers from 
doing the same.

Agriculture services are being released for the consumers 
who have paid DDs. 

39. 7.9.3 A pilot implemented by SPDCL (p.88) power consumption 
declined by nearly 10% after installation of capacitors. This implies 
that by spending Rs. 60 crore to install capacitors at 20 lakh pump 
sets in Telangana DISCOMs will be able to save about Rs. 500 
crore. This alone shall spur the DISCOMs to implement capacitor 
programme on war footing.

40. 7.9.4 Use of ISI standard pump set is another important DSM 
measure. Present pump set efficiency in the State is only 25% and 
this could be increased to 50% by using ISI standard motors.  For 
proper operation of ISI standard pump sets minimum voltages are 
required. Under prevailing low voltages in the state these ISI 
motors do not work. Because of this low voltage, farmers are forced 
to go in for locally made pump sets which operate even under low 
voltages. One of the reasons for low voltage is overloading of 
distribution transformers (DTR) installed for agricultural purposes. 
This overload is to the extent of 25 to 50%. If this overload problem 
is addressed successfully farmers can think of using ISI standard 

Improvement of DTRs and Erection of new 33/11 KV and 
132/33 KV substations are proposed for improvement of 
voltages at tail end of consumer. Wherever the authorized 
overloading is noticed, the additional DTR of adequate 
capacity in the agriculture sector at load centre is installed.
The present day voltage will suitable for ISI pumpsets.



motors. This can be addressed by increasing the number of DTRs 
of adequate capacity in the agriculture sector. We request the state 
government and DISCOMs to install additional DTRs to solve low 
voltage problem so that farmers will be emboldened to go in for ISI 
standard motors.

41. 7.9.5 Though the farmers may be willing to install ISI standard 
motors in the event of voltages improving the financial burden on 
them will be onerous and it will be good to explore the ways of 
minimizing burden on them in replacing the non-standard motors 
with ISI standards motors. In Tamil Nadu, the State government 
and utilities are said to have taken up a programme where a third 
party – Electricity Service Company (ESC) – takes the 
responsibility of replacing the motors and is given a share in the 
savings of electricity consequent to installation of standard motors. 
We request the State government to explore this option also as it 
will not burden the state government as well as the farmers.

It not the purview of the Licensee as it is policy matter.

42. 7.10.1 Since 2005 HVDS programme is taken up in the state as a 
solution to the low voltage problem. Until now thousands of crores 
of rupees were spent on this but not even 10% of the pump sets 
were covered. A HVDS transformer is five times costlier than the 
regular DTRs being used at present. It was felt that if the same 
amount was spent on adding regular DTRs by this time the low 
voltage problem would have been solved. Even if the present 
additional load on existing DTRs is assumed as 50% then the 
estimated expenditure would be 50% of the cost of the existing 
DTRs. If we want to replace all the DTRs with HVDS DTRs the 
expenditure would be five times. The question is why spend 550% 
more when we could achieve with 50% only. We may be wrong in 
these calculations. Farming community in the state does not have 
any information on or insight in to this HVDS programme. Farming 
community in the state should have been taken in to confidence 
while formulating solution to low voltage in rural areas. This is not 
too late. We request the state government as well as the DISCOMs 
to place all the information related to HVDS before the public 
including farmers for an informed discussion on the problems being 
faced by both the DISCOMs and farmers in the state that will lead 
to a solution that is beneficial to all stakeholders.

2,49,845 Agl services are converted into HVDS since 2005 
out of 1007669 Agl services existing in TSNPDCL as on 
28.02.2015. This shows that 24.7% Agl services are 
converted into HVDS until now.

Further 1,24,335 Agl services are covered under JICA 
which is programmed upto FY 2016-17. This shows that 
37% of the pumpsets are covered. Balance pumpsets will 
be taken up in phased manner.



43. 7.10.2 Over the last few years hundreds of crores were spent on 
implementing HVDS for agriculture pump-sets. The present filings 
also show that DISCOMs plan to spend more money on this. 
Before taking this programme forward there should have been a 
thorough review of its implementation until now. But there appears 
to be no such exercise. Given the serious implications of this 
investment (Consumers have to bear this burden in the form of 
higher cost of service) we place below our analysis of the 
investment under HVDS.

Envisaged benefits are achieved on HVDS implemented 11 
KV feeders. The transformers failures are decreased and 
theft of energy is arrested. The voltage are increased at 
consumer side, Reliable and quality power being supplied to 
all the consumers and they were satisfied with HVDS. 
Further 11 KV line losses are decreased. 

The benefits accrued after implementation of HVDS are 
computed and enclosed as annexure (A).

44. 7.10.3 For the following analysis we have compared LT – DTR and 
HVDS. We have taken the transformer capacity as 63 kVA.  Hours 
of supply in a day is assumed as 7 hours and number of days as 
240 days. Cost of power is assumed as Rs. 3.00 per unit. We 
examined this under three power factor capacities – 0.6, 0.7 and 
0.8 

The results of our analysis are presented in the following table. In 
this table reduction in line losses are taken as returns on investing 
on HVDS.

Pow
er 
Fact
or

Cost of 
HVDS 
(Rs.) 

Cost of 
Lt –
DTR 
(Rs.)

Additio
nal Cost 
(Rs.)

Return
s per 
year 
from 
HVDS 
(Rs.)

Payba
ck 
period 
(Years
)

0.6 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 18,949 27.16
0.7 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 13,923 36.96
0.8 6,29,628 1,15,000 5,14,628 10,660 48.28

The HVDS works were taken up after analyzing the losses 
as a major factor. The distribution losses reduced is to be 
considered as saving in the natural resources like coal, gas, 
etc., used for power generation. In addition to the above 
DTRs are shifted to the load centers in HVDS duly improving 
the voltage profile in the LT system.

45. 7.10.4 In Andhra Pradesh a power factors of 0.70/0.80 reflect the 
prevailing situation. Under these conditions it takes 37 to 48 years 
to recover the investment made in to the HVDS system, let alone 
profits over it. In other words the payback period for these 
investments is about 37 to 48 years. The guaranteed life of these 
transformers is about 3 years and its life may extend up to 10 

Farmers are very much in support of HVDS system and 
farmers are requesting for HVDS system to their pump sets 
as there is good voltage profile and better discharge of 
water. 



years, but its’ payback period is several times more. Thus, 
financially speaking the HVDS does not appear to be attractive. Still 
the DISCOMs in the state are rushing in to implement it on large 
scale. And farmers are being coerced in to accepting it.

Year wise pump sets covered and expenditure incurred un 
HVDS system are placed below.

Year
No.of Pump 

Sets
Amount in Rs. 

Crs
2005-06 44729 83.13
2006-07 5232 6.52
2007-08 14437 35.44
2008-09 13672 50.63
2009-10 77648 68.35
2010-11 20460 78.59
2011-12 26332 80.06
2012-13 13771 52.8
2013-14 7621 25.27
2014-15 25943 80.28
Total 249845 561.07

46. 7.10.5 One of the important reasons shown in promoting the HVDS 
system was elimination of unauthorised agriculture connections 
and theft. Experience in other states like Rajasthan and Uttar 
Pradesh shows that HVDS is not a deterrent to these practices and 
even under HVDS system theft continues to take place. We hear 
that Noida Power Company Limited (NDPL) in UP which went in to 
HVDS on a large scale is now thinking about winding it up. 
7.10.6 Though the returns from this HVDS scheme are doubtful it 
will surely end up as a huge burden on the consumers in the form 
of Cost of Service (COS) as these transformers are four times more 
costly than the present transformers. 
7.10.7 Based on these facts we request the Commission to review 
the past implementation of the HVDS in the state and also to put 
the presently proposed scheme with the support of JIBC to strictest 
test.  We also request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to 
provide us information on amount spent on HVDS and number of 
pump sets converted to HVDS each year since the programme was 
taken up.

47. Directives on running neutral wire
7.10.8 In the past the Commission directed the DISCOMs to 
run neutral wire from 33/11 kV substations to all single phase 
transformers, particularly in the back ground accidents with single 
phase HVDS transformers. TSSPDCL replied that instruction were 
issued for preparation of estimates under T&D improvements and 
furnishing proposals under feeder works for executing the work of 
running of neutral wire in villages. One thing is even after such a 
long time they are still in the stage of preparing the estimates. 
Another thing is that as  DTRs of HVDS includes cost of running 
neutral wire from HVDS DTR to the substation preparation of 
estimates and new expenditure shall not arise. The whole affair 
also shows that DISCOMs are least bothered about safety of the 

Due to financial constraint TSNPDCL has programmed to 
take up to run neutral wire from 33/11 KV SS to all single 
phase transformers in a phased manner. The details are as 
follows.

(*)   In Khammam circle 137 Km of line work is completed

Target
Achieve

d
Target

Achiev
ed

Target
Achiev

ed
Target

Achiev
ed

Target
Achiev

ed
Target

Achiev
ed

2014-15 I 150 157 120 137 150 120 697 137
2015-16 II 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2016-17 III 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2017-18 IV 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2018-19 V 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0
2019-20 VI 300 300 300 300 300 1500 0

Financial 
Year

Phase

Circle wise Target / Achieved to erect Neutral wire in Kms.
WGL KNR KMM NZB ADB NPDCL



consumers.    In Karimnagar circle 1023 Km line sanctioned and work is 
to be taken up.

Further, it is to inform that cost of running neutral wire from 
HVDS DTR to the substation will be included in the DPRs of 
Single phase HVDS if the scheme is taken up in future.

48. 8.1 Filings of both the TSDISCOMs show that on the T&D 
losses front the situation in fact is deteriorating. During 2015-16 
T&D losses in NPDCL area will be 15.56% and in SPDCL area 
14.91%. There is scope to bring down these losses below 7%. Way 
back in 2010-11 EPDCL of Andhra Pradesh clocked T&D losses of 
6.96%. DISCOMS shall be directed to take concerted action to 
bring down these losses.  Lower T&D losses lead to lower power 
purchase cost and lower tariff burden.

The Licensee is putting most efforts in reducing losses. 
Regular network strengthening works for reduction of 
technical losses with various schemes are being taken up 
and necessary steps are being taken up for reducing 
commercial losses by conducting regular DPE inspections. 
TSNPDCL has under taken various loss reduction 
measures distribution losses have brought down from 
30.52% in 2000-01 to 14.89% in 2013-14.

The actual Distribution losses for the FY 2013-14 and 
projected distribution loss for FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16  
tabulated below

49. 8.2 Within TSSPDCL the Hyderabad South Circle T&D losses 
are in the range of nearly 50% of the power supplied. During the 
past hearings also we have brought this to the notice of the 
Commission. Last year the High Court treated a letter written by an 
electricity consumer as a petition and after hearing different parties 
directed the authorities to take steps to bring down these losses. 
Following this some raids were conducted in some of the areas 
falling under this circle. According to a newspaper report out of 887 
services inspected there were 20 instances of theft and 350 
instances of meter tampering (The Hindu, 14th April, 2014). But 
these raids seem to have stopped in the wake of elections to Lok 
Sabha and state Assembly and were not resumed after the 

The issue is not pertains to NPDCL

2014-15 2015-16
Actual Proj. Proj.

Discom Losses (incl EHT)  (%) 13.32% 11.97% 11.18%
Discom Losses (Excl EHT) (%) 14.89% 13.41% 12.58%

Particulars
2013-14



elections. We request the Commission to direct the TSSPDCL to 
resume inspection of services. Bringing down these losses in 
Hyderabad South Circle alone will bring additional revenue of about 
Rs.300 crore per year.

50. 8.3 According to TSSPDCL’s filings during FY 2013-14 cases 
were booked in 21.37% of the services inspected for malpractice. 
During FY 2014-15, up to 30th September 2014 cases were booked 
in 18.90% of the services inspected.  This may be because of lack 
of awareness on the part of consumers or intent to benefit from 
malpractices and lack of proper vigilance on the part the DISCOM. 
TSNPDCL did not report information related to inspections. We 
request the Commission to direct the DISCOMs to create 
awareness among consumers and deal strictly with malpractices.

TSNPDCL has furnished the these information along with 
the filing ARR & Filing of Proposed Tariffs for the FY 2015-
16 under performance parameters. 

Special focus was made on Cat-II and other High value 
services during inspections and booked Malpractice cases 
and also proposed Development charges for additional 
loads. 

The following progress was made during the years 2013-14 
& 2014-15 (April-2014 to Feb-2015)

51. Arrears
9.1 Arrears pending for over six months to be received from 
consumers (with arrears above Rs. 50,000)as on 30th September 
2014 stands at Rs. 2,146.34 crore (SPDCL – Rs. 1,796.07 crore 
and NPDCL - Rs. 350.27 crore). HT industries account for 50% of 
these arrears. If ordinary domestic consumers delay payments by 
two weeks their services are disconnected promptly. But, how do 
these people with arrears to the tune of crores continue to receive 
power. In the past information related to court cases related to 
these arrears used to be provided. At present the same is missing.

All the services except the Govt. are promptly 
disconnected for nonpayment of CC dues.

Out of Rs. 350.27 crores, the amount outstanding from HT 
consumers Rs.151.41 crores.  The HT consumers have 
approached the Hon’ble court of law on levy of PDL & PCL 
charges during R&C period from 12-09-2012 to 31-07-
2013.  The services could not be disconnected as the 
matter is subjudice.

Most of the services with above Rs.50,000/- CC dues are 
SC/ST and Govt. services.  The Govt. of Telangana has 
released Rs.64.54 crores towards Scheduled Caste 
consumers CC bills whose consumption is 0-50 units per 
month during the current Financial Year.  The payment of 
CC dues in respect of ST consumers is under process.  

Nos. Amount. Nos. Amount
1 2013-14 2335 319 304 175
2 2014-15 1134 148 408 60

Sl.No. Year
Malpractice Realization



Pre HVDS Post HVDS

Initial Raeding

Final Readimg

Difference

Multiplication factor

Consumption

Consumption per month 1005573 1114297

No of Services 1891 2321

Unaothorised services regularised

Consumption per month per AGL 
Service

531.77 480.09

Difference of consumption of pre 
to post HVDS

Loss reduction after HVDS 
Conversion(A)

% Loss Reduction 13.27 4.12 11.93

Annexure - A

8.26

80.33 64.22 8.81 51.67

35666 56838 8739 119937

430

1052.74 972.41 497.41 433.19 310.40 301.59

347 444 861

97 24 309

365300 431750 428273 383373 212000 299173

885 683

40004000

2300240 636000 897520

400

992

730600 863500 2569640

1000 1000 4000

3044.95                              
(01-12-2012)

224.38

176926          
(01-03-2009)

3269.33                 
(01-03-2013)

1590

175336                             
(01-12-2008)

730.6 863.5 642.41 575.06

12544.1            
(15-03-2012)

17539.1         
(15-03-2013)

9896.2               
(15-06-2009)

2542.17               
(15-06-2012)

Pre HVDS Post HVDS

11813.5             
(15-01-2012)

16675.6         
(15-01-2013)

9253.79                        
(14-12-2008)

1967.11                    
(14-12-2011)

Pre HVDS Post HVDS

HVDS ANALYSIS (Loss Reduction)

Description

Ghanpur M Feeder,Machareddy 
Section 

Medaram Feeder,Dharmaram 
Section

Alur I & II Feeders,Dehagaon 
Section

TOTAL

Pre HVDS Post HVDS
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కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ǵĸ� şత సమయం పƔĥారం సరఫĸా ĥాకǷčవడం :  ĸ²గ�ŪలÌటĸ� కǾషȴ ǵరşķంǩన 
ȇధంĦా పంప­ Ľ¿టų క¡ ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĥావడం లÌదు.  అందువలų  కĸ²ంట� ఎపǕడ¦ వసుŠ ంİో 
ఎపǕడ¦ Ƿčత§ంİో Įెȃయదు.  సȷ ĽÐ śషనų  ĺాĸ�Ħా ĥాల ǵరşయపట� śక లÌదు.  ǵజ�మ�బ�Ȳ, Ķ¸దȡ, 

వరంగȽ ǭల�ų లలĐ ĺÂల�İ� ఎకĸాల పంటల¡ పంప­ Ľ¿టų  ĥ�ంద ఎంĬ�Ƿčķ ĸాతంగం 
ర నగƘసుŠ లయ�Ūర .  ఋణం ĳ¿రƘగతం ĺాళŴ ĺాĸÃ ఆతũహతŪలక¡ Ƿాలťడ¦త§Ĳ�Ťర .  మ�ందు 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĥóరతను పƔĨ�రం Ĩ�యనందున రత§ల¡ Ƿాత పదŢǳలĐĲÂ పంటల¡ ĺÂĻార . 
ĸాషś ƿంలĐ 40 లǖల ఎకĸాల¡ పంప­ Ľ¿టų  ĥ�ంద Ȏాగ�Ĩేయ�ȃŸ ఉండĦా 7-8 లǖల ఎకĸాల¡ మ�తƔĶÉ 
ȎాగķŪంİ�.  అİ� క¥Ĭ� İ�గ�బడ¦ల¡ తĦœా ķ. 

మ�ంİే పƔకట�ంǩన ǵĸ�şత సమయం పƔĥారం వŪవȎాయ�ǵĥ� 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా Ĩేయబడ¦చునŤİ�. 

2. 

Ĭ�ȎాŐంల ǵరųǖŪం వలన ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  మĸ�య� పంప­ Ľ¿ట�ų  ĥాȃǷčవడం :  Ĭ�ȎాŐంల¡ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ 
Ǹారũరų ǵరŵహణ ǵరųǖŪం ĨేసుŠ .  AB ĽిŵచుŖల¡ ఉండవ­.  ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ చుట£ś  గĬ� ŝ, Ħాదం 
ĳ¿ĸ�Ħ� ఉంట�ంİ�.  ఎĸ�Šంȣ ఉండదు.  Ȉట� ఫȃతంĦా ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  ĥాȃǷčవడం ĺాట� ఫȃతంĦా 
పంప­ Ľ¿ట�ų  ĥాȃǷčత§Ĳ�Ťķ.  ĺÂల ర¤Ƿాయల¡ వŪయం ĨేĽి ǳĸ�Ħ� పంప­ Ľ¿ట�ų  బ�గ� 
Ĩేķంచుĥąవడం Ĩేతĥాక వİ�ȃ ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర . 

Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿ బ�Ūషȴ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  ĺాట� మరమũత§లను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ 
సĸ� Ĩేయ�టక¡ తగ� చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  
2014-15 సంవతŸరంలĐ 6,797 AB ĽిŵచుŖల¡ మరమũత§Š ల¡ 
Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ఎĸ�Šంȣ లĐǵ లĐǷాలను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ 
ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ మరమũత§Š ల¡ Ĩయేడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

3. 

ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǽషȴ - ĥాలం గǳంǩన కండకśȻ ĮČ ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా Ĩేయడం వలų  వసుŠ Ĳ�Ť నȍśా ల¡ : 
ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǽషȴ కండకśȻ 30-35 సంవతŸĸాల ĥ�Ƙతం ĺÂĽిన ĺాట�ĮČĲÂ ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  
ఫȃతంĦా సరఫĸా నȍśా ల¡ ఎక¡ŐవĦా ఉంట�Ĳ�Ťķ.  Ĩ�ల� పంప­ Ľ¿టų క¡ 5-6 ǷčȽŸ దూరం 
సĸ�ŵసు Ȉర  ĸ²Óత§లక¡ కĲ±ǖనుų  ఇĨ�Ŗర .  İ�ǵవలų  లĐ ĺĕలÌś ǭ సమĽి వసుŠ నŤİ�.  20 

సంవతŸĸాల¡ ĥాలం గǳంǩన కండకśȻ మ�రŖĬ�ǵĥ� İెబŧ ǳనŤ సšంబ�లను ǳĸ�Ħ� ĥóతŠȇ 
ĺÂయĬ�ǵĥ� ĸ²గ�ŪలÌటĸ� కǾషȴ ఆİేĻాల¡ ఇĺాŵȃ. 

ĥాలం Ĩెȃųన ȇదుŪȰ కండకśȻ, Ƿûల¡ų , ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũర ų  
ǿదలనȇ గ�ĸ� Šంǩ ĺాĸ� Ȏšా నంలĐ ĥóతŠȇ ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�టక¡ 
ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ తగ� చరŪల¡ ǴȎčŐవడం జర గ�త§నŤ . 

4. Ĭ�ȎాŐం లĐ - ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ĥą లĐ ఖ�Ȇలను భĸ� Š ĨేయకǷčవడం వలų  సరఫĸా నȍśా ల¡ ĳ¿రగ�ట  :  సంసš ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķ Ľిబŧంİ� ĥóరత ఉంİ�, పƔభ�తŵ 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

Ĭ�ȎాŐంలలĐ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ĥóలలĐ ల»ౖȴ Ķ¸ȴ లĮČ Ƿాట� ఇతర Ľిబŧంİ� ĥాȆల¡ ĥóనȎాĦ�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ǵĸ�şత 
ఉİోŪĦాల¡ భĸ� Š ĨేĽÐ Š  తమక¡ ఆİ�యం తగ�œ త§ందనŤ ĥారణంĦా సంవతŸĸాల తరబĬ� ఉİోŪĦాల¡ 
ĵ�ĸ� ŠĨేయకǷčవడం ఫȃతంĦా ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ సరఫĸా లĐǷాలను సĸ�İ�దŢĬ�ǵĥ� Ľిబŧంİ� 
సహయంలÌర .  అందువలų  ĺాĸÃ సŵంత ĸ�ĳÐȻ Ĩేసుĥąవడం వలų  ȇదుŪȰ ȍాȡ క¡ గ�ĸ²Ó 
మరణ�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఇల� మరణ�ంǩన ĺాĸ� తĳిťĦాǵŤ ĺాĸ� ĳ¿ౖĥÃ ĮČĽి తపǕక¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  Ľిబŧంİ� 
ǵయ�మĥాǵĥ� ĸÃగ�ŪలÌటĸ� కǾషȴ  Ĭ�ȎాŐం, ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ĥą సంసšలను ఆİేȋంĨ�ȃ. 

అనుమత§లĮČ Ľిబŧంİ� ǵయమ�ĥాల¡ తగ� చరŪల¡ 
Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  Ľిబŧంİ� ĥóరతను 
అı�గǽంచĬ�ǵĥ� సంసš పĸ�ı�లĐ 250 Į�Į�Őȃక Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ 
ǵయǽంచడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

5. 

ĸాషś ƿ ȇభజన ఒపťంİ�ల అమల¡ ĥాకǷčవడం వలన ȇదుŪȰ ĥóరత గ�ĸ�ంǩ :  ĸాషś ƿ ȇభజన చటśం 
పƔĥారం ĸాĺాȃŸన ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా ĥావడం లÌదు.  ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿంలĐ ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల¡ 
తĦ�నǵŤ లÌవ­.  గతంలĐ ȇǵȂĦ�ంచుక¡నŤ మ�İ�ĸ�Ħా ĸానునŤ సంవతŸĸాలలĐ 
ȇǵȂĦ�ంచుĥąĺాలǵ ĨెǷాťర .  ļ¿డ¦ŪȽŝ  12(Ľ)ి లĐ ఉİ�హĸ�ంǩనĺÂȇ అమల¡ జరగడం లÌదు. 

 92 పƔĥారం ఇĺాŵȃŸన ȇదుŪȰ ĸావడం లÌదు.  ĸానునŤ 3 సంవతŸĸాల వరక¡ ȇదుŪȰ 
ĥóరత పƔసుŠ తం ఉనŤటÎ ś  ఉంట�ందǵ ĦĖరవ మ�ఖŪ మంǳƔ Ħార  పƔకట�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ȇభజన చట�ś ǵŤ 
అమల¡ Ĩేయ�ȃŸంİ�Ħా ĸ²ండ¦ ĸాషś ƿ పƔభ�Į�ŵలను ఆİేȋంĨ�లǵ ĸÃగ�ŪలÌటĸ�  కǾషȴ ను 
ĥąర త§Ĳ�Ťను.  చటśంలĐ ఉనŤ పƔĥారం ĸాȍśా ƿ ǵĥ� ĥÃందƔ పƔభ�తŵం ఇȎŠా మనŤ 4000 Ķ¸Ħా ĺాటų  
ǷƔా జ²క¡ś  చరŪల¡ Ĩేపట�ś ȃŸంİ�Ħా పƔభ�Į�ŵǵŤ ఆİేȋంĨ�ȃ. 
 
 
 

ĸాషś ƿ ప­నȻ ȇభజన చటśం 2014 ను అనుసĸ�ంǩ ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ 
ĸావలĽని ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûందుటక¡ తగ� చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

6. 

పంప­ Ľ¿టų  ĥ�ంద ĺÂĽిన పంటల నషś పĸ�ȏరం Ĩెȃųంచుట గ�ĸ�ంǩ :  ȇదుŪȰ సంసšల¡ మĸ�య� 
పƔభ�తŵం మ�ందు సరఫĸా పĸ�Ľి šǳ పƔకట�ంచక ǷčవడంĮČ ĸ²Óత§ల¡ పంటల¡ ĺÂĽి నషśǷčత§Ĳ�Ťర .  
ĳ¿ట� śన ĳ¿ట�ś బĬ� క¥Ĭ� ప®ĸ�ŠĦా నȍśా లĮČ క¥ర క¡ Ƿčత§ంİ�.  అందువలన పంటల నȍśా ǵŤ 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ĸ²ȇనూŪ అı�ĥార లĮČ పంచĲ�మ� Ĩేķంǩ పƔభ�తŵం ĥాǶ, ȇదుŪȰ సంసš ĥాǶ పĸ�ȏరం ĨెȃųంĨే 
ȇధంĦా ఆİేĻాల¡ ఇవŵగలర . 

7. 

పంప­ Ľ¿టų క¡ ట�Ɣ ȴŸ Ǹారũరųక¡ ĥÃǷాĽిటర ų  ǹĦ�ంచకǷčవటం  : గతంలĐ ĸ²గ�ŪలÌటĸ� కǾషȴ 
ఆİేȋంǩనపťట�ĥ� ĳ¿టśలÌదు.  ĥóంతమంİ� ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ĨేĽి తమ ఇళųలĐĲÂ ĳ¿ట�ś క¡Ĳ�Ťర .  
Ĭ�ȎాŐం ల¡ ĥ²ǷాĽిటర ų  ĳ¿ట� śనట�ų  ĸ²గ�ŪలÌటĸ�  కǾషȴ క¡ Įెȃయపర సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ĺాసŠĺాలను 
ĸÃగ�ŪలÌటĸ�  కǾషȴ ఒక ȇĨ�రణ�İ�ĥాĸ�ǵ ǵయǽంǩ సŵయంĦా Įెల¡సుĥąĺాలǵ ĥąర త§Ĳ�Ťం.  
ĥ²ǷాĽిటర ų  ĳ¿టśడం వలų  కǶసం 10 Ļాతం ȇదుŪȰ ఆİ� అవ­త§ంİ�. 

ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగİ�ర లక¡ ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûదుప­ మ�ĸœా లను 
ȇȇధ పƔȎార ȎాధĲ�ల İ�ŵĸా పƔĨ�రం కȃťంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.  ఈ సంసš పĸ�ı�లĐǵ ȇȇధ సȷ-ĽÐ śషనųలĐ 
282 ĥ²ǷాĽిటరųను (2 MVAR) ఏĸాťట� ĨేయడĶ¸Ûనİ� 
మĸ�య� 164 ĥ²ǷాĽిటర ų  (2 MVAR/1 MVAR) ఏĸాťట�క¡ 
పనుల¡ జర గ�చునŤȇ. 

8. 

ȇదుŪȰ ȍాȡ వలన మరణ�ంǩన ĺాĸ�ĥ� పĸ�ȏరం ĨెȃųంచకǷčవటం : ȇదుŪȰ ȍాȡ వలų  మరణ�ంǩన 
ĺాĸ�లĐ Ĩ�ల మంİ� ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� ఇవŵలÌదు.  ȇĨ�రణ ĳÐర ĮČ సంవతŸĸాల తరబĬ� ĥాలయ�పన 
ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  చǵ Ƿčķన  ĥóంత మంİ�ĥ� ĥÃసుక¡Ĭ� ĸ�ǭసśȻ ĨేయలÌదు.  ఈ ȇషయ�ల¡ ȇĨ�రణ 
సందరŨంĦా Ǿ దృļి śĥ� ĮెȎŠా ను. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� ఆİేĻాల ĶÉరక¡ Ľిబŧంİేతర ȇదుŪȰ 
పƔమ�İ�లక¡ గ�ĸ� అķ మరణ�ంǩన ķ¹డల మనుష§Ūలక¡ 
ర¤.2,00,000-00 మĸ�య� పȉవ­లక¡ ర¤.20,000-00 

ĨòపǕన ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� Ļాఖ పరĶ¸Ûన ȇĨ�రణ అనంతరం 
మరణ�ంǩన ĺాĸ� క¡ట�ంభ సభ�Ūలక¡ అంİ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§ంİ�. 

9 
ȇదుŪȰ సంసšల ǵరŵహణ సǾǖక¡ కǶసం మండల సǳ కǽట�ǵ ĺÂయ�ȃ.  ĸాషś ƿ Ȏšా ķలĐ అǣల 
పǖ కǽట� ĺÂయ�ȃ.  ఇందుక¡ పƔభ�Į�ŵǵŤ ఆİేȋంĨ�లǵ ĥąర త§Ĳ�Ťం. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

10 
Ĵ¿ౖ అంĻాలĮČ Ƿాట� మĸ� ĥóǵŤ అంĻాలను Ǿ మ�ందు పƔతŪǖంĦా Ĩెపťదలచుక¡Ĳ�Ťను ĥావ­న 
అవĥాశం ఇవŵగలరǵ ĥąర చుĲ�Ťను. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ  ĥ²చŖల రంగయŪ, ĸాషś ƿ పƔı�న ĥారŪదĸ�Ŷ,  
అǣల ĵ�రత ĸ²Óత§ క¡Ȅ సంఘం (ఎఐĥ²ఎంఎɂ), Ħాĸ� అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: Ƿ ųా ȫ Ĳ±ం.658, మ�ȻŐǇ భవȴ, ȇİ�ŪనగȻ, ľÁêదĸాబ�Ȳ – 44  ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

2..1 

ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ అమల¡లĐĥ� వĨేŖ కంటÎ 120 ĸĆǯల మ�ందుĦా ĥóతŠ  ట�ĸ�ȶŦ 
పƔకటన పƔĥ�Ƙయ ǷƔా రంభం ĥాĺాȃ.  ĥాǶ 48 ĸĆǯల మ�ందు మ�తƔĶÉ ĥóతŠ  
ట�ĸ�ȶŦ.లĴ¿ౖ పƔǳǷాదన పƔకట�ంĨ�ర .  వŪవı� తక¡Őవ వ­నŤదున అభŪంతĸాల¡ 
ĮెలపĬ�ǵĥ� పƔజ� ȇĨ�రణ సంధరŧంలĐ క¥Ĭ� అవĥాశం ఇవŵగలర .  Ĳċట�ĴిĥÃషȴ 
తర ĺాత కǶసం 30 ĸĆǯల¡ంĬ�ȃ.  ఏ.అȻ.అȻ. తĸ�ȶŦ ȇవĸాల¡ ఒĥÃȎాĸ� 
పƔకట�ంచలÌదు.  ȇవరంĦా, ȇసŠ ృతంĦా ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల¡ పƔజ� ȇĨ�రణలĐ Ƿాలþœ ĲÂ 
అవĥాశం ఇవŵగలరǵ మనȇ. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ మ�ందు ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ 2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య 
ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ధరలను 07.02.2015 ĸĆǯన 
సమĸ�ťంచదĶ¸Ûనİ�.  İ�ǵĥ� సంబİ�ంǩ ARR & FPT ల Ĵ¿ౖ 11.02.2015 ĸĆǯన 
ĦĆరవ కǾషȴ ఆİేĻానుȎారం బľ�రంగ పƔకటన జ�ĸ� ĨేయబĬ�నİ�. 

3..1 

ȇదుŪȰ అవసĸాల¡ - అంచĲ�ల¡ :  ĸాషś ƿ ȇభజనĥారణంĦా ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĺాట�ల 
ȇషయంలĐ సťషśత లÌదు. ఎవĸ�ĥ� ఎంĮ� ĺాట� Įేలక¡ంĬ� లభŪతĴ¿ౖ అంచĲ�క¡ 
ఎల� వȎŠా ర .  İ�ǵǵ కǾషȴ ǵĸţా ĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ఆ.పƔ ప­నĸ�ŵభజన చటśమ�ను అనుసĸ�ంǩ ĸ²ండ¦ ĸాȍśా ƿ లలĐ ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  
ĥÃంİ�Ɣ లలĐ ĺాట�ను పĸ�గణ�ంǩ ȇదుŪȰ లభŪత Ĵ¿ౖ అంచĲ� 
సమĸ�ťంచడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 

3.2 

వĨేŖ సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� అవసరం అķన ȇదుŪȰ అంచĲ� ĺాసŠĺాలĴ¿ౖ ఆı�రపĬ� 
ల»ĥ�ŐంĨ�ȃ. ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûదుప­, Ȏčల�Ȼ ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగం అంĻాల¡ పĸ�గణలĐĥ� 
Ǵసుక¡ంటÎ ĲÂడ¦ ĺÂĽిన అంచĲ�ల¡ ఎక¡ŐవĦా వ­Ĳ�Ťķ. 

2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� ȇదుŪȰ అమũĥాలను 2009-10 సంవతŸరమ� నుంĬ� 
2014-15 ǿదట� అరţ సంవతŸరమ� వరక¡ ఉనŤ ĺాసŠవ ȇదుŪȰ అమũĥాల 
ఆı�రంĦా అంచĲ� ĺÂయడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 

3.3 

వŪవȎాయ ȇǵȂగంలĐ అĲÂక పƔమ�ణ�ల¡ Ǵసుĥąవడం İ�ŵĸా ȇదుŪȰ 
Ƿûదుప­ĥ� అవĥాశం వ­ంİ� అĲÂİ� ĺాసŠవం.  Ĭ�ట�అȻ, ĥ²ǷాĽిటర ų  ȇǵȂగం İ�ŵĸా 
ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûదుప­ ĳ¿ర గ�త§ంİ�.  అల�ĦÃ ĺాసŠవ ȇǵȂగ ల»కŐల¡ ǵĸ�ţషśంĦా 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺార  ఆȀİ�ంǩన ISI ȇı�నమ� ఆı�రంĦా ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ 
వŪవȎాయ రంగ ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂగం అంచĲ� ĺÂయబడ¦త§నŤİ�. 
 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ఉంĬ�ȃ.  ఆ ȇధంĦా లÌవ­. 

3.4 

పంĳిణ� - సరఫĸా నȍśా ల¡ తĦœా ȃ.  కǶ ȇǩతƔం ఏǽట� అంటÎ ĳ¿ర గ�త§నŤట�ų  
ల»కŐల¡ చూǷార . 
ఉతŠర Ĭ�ȇజȴ.లĐ 2013-14లþ 13.31 నుంĬ� 15.56% ĥ� ĳ¿ంĨ�ర . 
దǘ�ణ Ĭ�ȇజȴ.లĐ 2013-14లþ 13.20% నుంĬ� 14.91 ĥ� ĳ¿ంĨ�ర . 
Ȏామరţƺం ĳ¿ర గ�త§నŤİ�? తగ�œ త§ంİ�? ĺాసŠĺాల¡ పĸ�ȌȃంĨ�ȃ.  ఎక¡Őవ వృı� 
నుంĬ� తక¡Őవ వృı�ĥ� İ�ĸ�Ǵయ�ȃĦాǵ ఎక¡Őవ వృı� జరగట�ǵĥ� అనుమǳ 
అడగటం ȇǩతƔంĦా వ­ంİ�.  వృı�ǵ అĸ�కట�ś ȃ.  İ�ǵ మ¢లంĦా ఖర Ŗ తగ�œ త§ంİ�. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ మ�ందు 2015-16 సంవతŸరం ĸ�ట½ౖȽ సరఫĸా ĺాŪǷాĸాǵĥ� 
సమĸ�ťంǩన సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� ధరల పƔǳǷాదనలĐ పంĳిణ� 
నȍśా లను ఈ ĥ�Ƙంİ� ȇధంĦా ĮెȃయపరŖబĬ�నİ�. 
2013-14 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� ĺాసŠవ పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 14.89% 

2014-15 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� పĸ�గణ�ంǩన పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 13.41% 

2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� పĸ�గణ�ంǩన పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 12.58% 

ȇదుŪȰ పంĳిణ� నȍśా లను తĦ� œంచుట ĥóరక¡ అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉనŤ చరŪలను 
ǴసుĥąవడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  ఫȃతంĦా 2000-01 సంవతŸరం లþ 30.52% Ħా ఉనŤ 
పంĳిణ� నȍśా లను 2013-14 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� 14.89%క¡ తĦ� œ ంచడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�. 

4.1 

ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ఖĸ�దు  
ĺాĸ�ŷక ఆİ�య అవసĸాలలĐ ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ĥÃ 77% ఖర Ŗ ĨేసుŠ నŤట�ų  
ĮెȃǷార . ఇİ� పĸ�ȌȃంĨ�ȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయంలĐ అతŪı�క ĵ�గం ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ వŪయం 
ఉంట�ంİ�. 

4.2 

ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ఒపťంİ�ల¡ అǵŤ ఉమũĬ� ĸాషś ƿంలĐ Ĩేసుక¡నŤȇ అĲÂ 
ĥారణంĮČ ఆం.పƔ. పƔభ�తŵం రదుŢ క¡ పƔǳǷాİ�ంǩంİ�.  ĸ²ండ¦ ĸాȍśా ƿ ల మధŪ ȇదుŪȰ 
ĥÃట�ķంప­ల¡, ĺాట� ధరలలĐ మ�ర ťల¡ బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణ İ�ŵĸాĲÂ జరĦాȃ. 

Ĭ�ȎాŐం పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 

4.3 

ĺాĸ�ŷక అవసరం ĸ²ండ¦ Ĭ�ȎాŐంలక¡ ర¤.26.473.77 ĥąట�ų  ĳÐĸôŐǵ లĐట� 
ప®డŖĬ�ǵĥ� ర¤.1088.61 ĥąటų  ĥóతŠ  Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĺÂసూŠ , పƔభ�తŵం నుంĬ� ర¤.6476.30 

ĥąట�ų  అవసరం ఉంట�ందǵ ĳÐĸôŐĲ�Ťర . İ�ǵలĐ Ĵ¿ౖ పƔమ�ణ�ల¡ Ƿాట�ĽÐ Š  అదనప­ 

2013-14 సంవతŸరమ�లĐ ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ జ�ĸ� ĨేĽిన ధరల ఉతŠర ŵ 
పƔĥారమ� సగట� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయం య¢ǵȫ ఒకŐంట�ĥ� ర¤.5.51 Ħా 
ఉండĦా 2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� అంచĲ� ĺÂĽిన ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకతను 



కƘమ 
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Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĺÂయవలĽిన అవసరం లÌదు. అనుసĸ�ంǩ సగట� ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా వŪయం య¢ǵȫ ఒకŐంట�ĥ� ర¤.6.22Ħా 
ఉంİ�.  ఇİ� 2013-14 సంవతŸరమ�లĐ ǷčȃŖĮే 12.89% ĳ¿ర గ�దలĦా ఉనŤİ�. 

4.4 

ĥóతŠ  ȇదుŪȰ Ľి šర చĸ�ŘలలĐ వŪĮ�ŪȎాల¡  
ĥ²ట�ĳిĳి-ĥ²ట�ĳిఎɂ-VI ĥ� య¢ǵȫ ĥ� ర¤.1.79 Ĵ¿.ౖ ĥ²ట�ĳిĳి-II ĥ� య¢ǵȫ ĥ� ర¤.2.75 

Ĵ¿ౖ య�ఎంĳిĳి మ�ంİ�Ɣ  400 ఎండబ�ų ƺలĐ య¢ǵȫ ధర 0.98 Ĵ¿|ౖ| వ­ంİ�.  Ȉట� 
నుంĬ� ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ ధర, కǾషȴ ǵరşయం Ĵ¿ౖ ఆı�రపĬ� ఉంİ�. Ȉట�లĐ ĥóతŠ  
పవȻ Ƿųా ంȫ లĐ ధరల¡ మ�ంİ�Ɣ  కంటÎ 100% ఎక¡Őవ ఉĲ�Ťķ.  ఎందుక¡ ǵĸాũణ 
ఖర ŖలĐų  ĮేĬ�ల¡ చూǷార . ĥాĳిటȽ వŪయం ĳ¿రగĬ�ǵĥ� ĥారణం ǵĸాũణ  జ�పŪం.  
Ƿాలక¡ల ǵరųǖŪం ĥారణంĦా ĳ¿ĸ�Ħ�న ఖర Ŗ ĵ�రం పƔజల Ĵ¿ ౖĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర . 

KTPP Ľి šర వŪయ�ల¡ :  TS GENCO ĺార  2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� KTPP-I, KTPS-VI 

ȁకŐ Ľి š ర Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ర¤.1.79/KWH Ħా మĸ�య� KTPP-II Ľి šర Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ 
ర¤.2.25/KWHĦా అంచĲ�ల¡ ĺÂయడĶ̧Ûనİ�.  KTPS-VI ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĥÃందƔం 2009 
లĐ ప®ĸ� Š అķనİ�, ĥాǵ KTPP-II ǵĸాũణమ�లĐ ఉనŤİ� 2015-16 సంవతŸరంలĐ 
ȇదుŪȰ ఉతŠ ƵǳŠ  ǷƔా రంǻంచబడ¦ను, 100 MW అı�క ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  Ȏామరţƺం,  

అı�క ǵĸాũణ ఖర Ŗల¡ మĸ�య� ర ణ�ల Ĵ¿ౖ అı�క వĬ� ŝ  వలన KTPS-VI ȁకŐ Ľి š ర 
Ĩ�ĸ�ŘలకంటÎ KTPP-II ȁకŐ Ľి š ర Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ఎక¡ŐవĦా అంచĲ� ĺÂయడĶ̧Ûనİ�. 
 

5.1 

అĽి šర ఖĸ�దు  
ȇȇధ ȇదుŪȰ Ƿųా ంట�లక¡ ĺాĬేİ� ఒĥÃ ఇంధనం అķĲ� య¢ǵȫ ఖĸ�దులలþ 
ĮేĬ�ల¡Ĳ�Ťķ.  ľ�ందుజ�ĥ� య¢ǵȫ ĥ� 1.86 Ĵ¿|ౖ| వ­ంటÎ ఎȴ.ట�ĳీĽి Ľింȏİ�Ɣ 
2.60 Ĵ¿|ౖ| ĥóĲÂ ఒపťందం వ­ంİ�.  ఈ ĸ²ండ¦ ĺాĬేİ� మȏనİ� బüĦÃ œ.  ĥాǶ 40% 

ĮేĬ� వ­ంİ�.  ĥ²ట�ĳిఎɂ-VI ĥ� అĽి šర ఖĸ�దు ĥ�Ƙంద య¢ǵȫ ĥ� 2.73 Ĵ¿ౖ ఇవŵడం 
ĥారణం ĨెపǕత©, మȏనİ� బüగ�œ  ĥారణం ĨెǷాťర .  పƔకŐĲÂవ­నŤ ĽింగĸÃణ� బüగ�œ  
ĥÃట�ķĽÐ Š  తగ�œ త§ంİ�. 

చర వŪయ�ల¡ :   KTPP-VI ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ǵĥ� మȏనİ�  ĴీȽŝ Ǉ ȃǽట½ȭ 
నుంĬ� బüగ�œ  ĥÃట�ķంప­ ఉంİ�, బüగ�œ  ȁకŐ రĺాణ� ఖర Ŗల¡ ర¤.1900/MT అİే 
ĽింగĸÃణ� ĥాలĸ�ɂ ȁకŐ రĺాణ� ఖర Ŗల¡ ర¤.400/MT కంటÎ  ఎక¡ŐవĦా  
ఉనŤందున KTPP-VI అı�క చర వŪయ�ల¡ అంచĲ� ĺÂయడĶ̧Ûనİ�.   
ĥÃందƔ పƔభ�తŵం ఈ బüగ�œ  ĥÃట�ķంప­లను పరసťరమ� మ�ర ŖĥąవĬ�ǵĥ� చరŪల¡ 
Ĩేపడ¦త§నŤİ�. 

5.2 

ĦాŪɂ ధరల¡ ĳ¿ĸ�Ħాయǵ ĦాŪɂ Ƿųా ంట� İ�ŵĸా ĥóĲÂ ȇదుŪȰ ĥ� అĽి šర Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ 
ĳ¿ంĨ�ర .  ఇȇ క¥Ĭ� ర¤.2.62 నుంĬ� ర¤.3.44/- Ħా ǵరşķంĨ�ర .   2.62/- 

ǵరşķĽÐ Š  ĸ�లయȴŸ ȇదుŪȰ య¢ǵȫ ĥ� 3.44Ħా ǵరşķంĨ�ర .  ĦాŪɂ మ�నİే.  

GAIL ĦాŪɂ ధరను 5.05 US Ĭ�లర ų  / MMBTUĦా ĳ¿ంǩనందువలų  Ľి šర, చర 
వŪయ�ల¡ ĳ¿ĸ�Ħ� ఉతŠƵǳŠ  ధర క¥Ĭ� ĳ¿ర గ�చునŤİ�.  
ĵ�రత పƔభ�తŵం (GoI) ĳ¿టĉƔ ȃయం & సహజ వనర ల మంǳƔతŵ Ļాఖ 
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అķĲ� ĦాŪɂ ĥÃట�ķంప­ İ�ǵ ధర ĥÃందƔం ǵరşķంచడం İ�ŵĸా İ�ǵ ĵ�రం ĸాషś ƿ 
పƔజల¡ బ�ĸాķంచ వలĽివసుŠ ంİ�. ĦాŪɂ పవȻ Ƿųా ంȫ ల¡ ǵĸాũణం అķవ­నŤ 
ĥాలంలĐ ఒపťందం పƔĥారం ĦాŪɂ ఇవŵǵ ĥారణంĦా ȇదుŪȰ ఉతťǳŠ  ĥóరత 
ఏరťĬ�ంİ�.  అı�క ధరక¡ ȇదుŪȰ ĥóĲÂ Ľి šǳĥ� İ�ĸ�ǴĽి అదనప­ ĵ�రం పƔజల Ĵ¿ౖ 
ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ĸాషś ƿ అవసĸాల¡ Ǵĸ�న తర ĺాతĲÂ ĦాŪɂ బయట ĸాȍśా ƿ లక¡ ఇĺాŵȃ.  
ǵĸాũణం అķన ĦాŪɂ Ƿųా ంȫ లక¡ ĥÃందƔం ĦాŪɂ ఇĨేŖ ȇధంĦా Ĭ�ȎాŐంల¡ రంగంలĐ 
İ�Ħాȃ.  ĥÃందƔం Ĵ¿ౖ వǳŠĬ� Ǵసుక¡ĸాĺాȃ. 

(MoP&NG) ȇȇధ రంĦాలక¡ ǷƔా ı�నŪత పƔĥారంĦా ĦాŪɂ ĥÃట�ķంప­ల¡ 
జర గ�త§నŤȇ.   
అదనప­ ĦాŪɂ ĥÃట�ķంప­ల ĥóరక¡ ǵĺÂదనను TSDISCOMs ĮెలంĦాణ� 
పƔభ�Į�ŵǵĥ� Įెȃĳినȇ.  అİే ȇషయ�ǵŤ ĮెలంĦాణ� పƔభ�తŵం İ�ŵర 
ĳ¿టĉƔ ȃయం & సహజ వనర ల మంǳƔతŵ Ļాఖక¡ (MoP&NG) Įెȃయ 
పరచబడ¦త§నŤİ�. 
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సరఫĸా పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡  
ĸాషś ƿ ȇభజన ĥారణంĦా Ľ¿ంటƔȽ Ĭ�ȎాŐం పĸ�ı�లĐ వ­Ĳ�Ť కర¤ŤȽ, అనంతప­రం 
ǭల�ų ల¡ ఆం.పƔ లĐ దǘ�ణ Ĭ�ȇజȴ ȇదుŪȰ పంĳిణ� సంసšĥ� మ�ĸాŖర . ఖమũంలĐǵ 
7 మండల�ల¡ ఈĳిĬ�ĽిఎȽ మ�ĸాŖర .  ఈ మ�ర ťల ĥారణంĦా గత మȃśఇయȻ 
ట�ĸ�ȶŦ పƔమ�ణ�ల¡ ప­నఃసǾǖ Ĩేయ�ȃ. 24 గంటల¡ ȇదుŪȰ పంĳిణ� ĥąసం 
ĥÃందƔం, ĸాషś ƿం ĥąట�ų  ఖర Ŗ ĨేĽÐ ȇı�నం మ�ందుక¡ వసుŠ ంİ�.  నȍśా ల¡ తĦÃ œ  
అవĥాశం వ­ంİ�.  ఆİ�య అంచĲ�ల¡, ĸాబడ¦లక¡ ఎందుక¡ ĮేĬ� వ­ంట�ంİో 
ȇవĸ�ంĨ�ȃ.  ȇదుŪȰ తయ�ĸ�ĥ� ĺాĬే బüగ�œ  అı�క ĸÃట�లĐ ĥóనడం, అవసరం 
లÌక¡Ĳ�Ť ఖĸ�İైన ȇİేȌ బüగ�œ  ĥóనడం వలų  ఈ ĵ�రం పƔజల Ĵ¿ౖ ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  బüగ�œ  
ȇǵȂగంలĐ అĲÂక లĐǷాల¡Ĳ�Ťķ.  అĲÂక సందĸాŨలలĐ ఎǳŠచుǷాం.  ఎక¡Őవ 
ఖĸ�దుక¡ ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనడం, ĲÂడ¦ ట�&Ĭ� నȍśా ǵŤ తĦ� œంచĬ�ǵĥ� బదుల¡Ħా ĳ¿ంǩ 
చూǷార .తĦ�న Ľిబŧంİ�ǵ ǵయǽంచక పంĳిణ�లĐ ǵయంతƔణ, ĸ²ĺ±నూŪ 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ మ�ందు 2015-16 సంవతŸరం ĸ�ట½ౖȽ సరఫĸా ĺాŪǷాĸాǵĥ� 
సమĸ�ťంǩన సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� ధరల పƔǳǷాదనలĐ పంĳిణ� 
నȍśా లను ఈ ĥ�Ƙంİ� ȇధంĦా ĮెȃయపరŖబİ�నȇ. 
2013-14 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� ĺాసŠవ పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 14.89% 

2014-15 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� పĸ�గణ�ంǩన పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 13.41% 

2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� పĸ�గణ�ంǩన పంĳిణ� నȍśా ల¡ 12.58% 

ȇదుŪȰ పంĳిణ� నȍśా లను తĦ� œంచుట ĥóరక¡ అందుబ�ట�లĐ ఉనŤ చరŪలను 
ǴసుĥąవడĶ¸Ûనİ�.  ఫȃతంĦా 2000-01 సంవతŸరం లþ 30.52% Ħా ఉనŤ 
పంĳిణ� నȍśా లను 2013-14 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� 14.89%క¡ తĦ� œ ంచడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

వసూళŴలĐ ǵరųǖŪంĮČ ĵ�రం ĳ¿ĸ�Ħ� ఈ ĵ�ĸాǵŤ పƔజల Ĵ¿ౖ ĺÂసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  మన ĦాŪɂ 
మన బüగ�œ , మన శƘమǮవ­ల¡, మన ȎాంĥÃǳక పĸ�జ�Ś నం సకƘమంĦా ȇǵȂĦ�ĽÐ Š  
Ĩ�ĸ�Řల¡ ĳ¿ంచడం ĥాక తĦ� œంచ వచుŖ.  Ƿûదుప­ మ¢లంĦా ఉతťǳŠ  ĵ�రం 
తగ�œ త§ంİ�.  ĥాల¡షŪ ǵయంతƔణ ĨేయవచుŖ. 
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ట£Ɣ  అȵ         
గత ఖర Ŗలక¡ ȇవరణ లÌక¡ంĬ� ట£Ɣ  అȵ ȇı�నం Ƿాట�ంచడం ఏǷాట� 
సĸ�అķనİ�.  ఈఅȻ.Ľి అనుమǳంచĸాదు. 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ జ�ĸ� ĨేĽిన ĸ²గ�ŪలÌషȴ ను అనుసĸ�ంǩ గతమ�లĐ కǾషȴ 
ఆȀİ�ంǩన మĸ�య� ĺాసŠĺాలక¡ మధŪగల వŪĮ�Ūసమ�ను. ĳ¿ర గ�దల 
(True-up) తగ�œ దల (True-down) ర¤పంలĐ పƔǳǷాİ�ంచడĶ¸Ûనİ�. 
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ȇదుŪȰ ȍాȡ ĮČ ǷƔా ణ, ఆĽి Š  నషśం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  ǵĺారణక¡ తĦ�న చరŪల¡ 
Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ.  మరణ�ంǩన ĺాĸ�ĥ� కǶసం 10 లǖల¡ ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� ఇĺాŵȃ.  
పȉవ­ల¡, ఇతర Ǯవ­ల¡ చǵǷčĮే ĺాటǵŤట�ǵ అంచĲ� ĺÂĽి తĦ�న నషś పĸ�ȏరం 
ఇĺాŵȃ.  మ�ఖŪంĦా ȍాȡ ǵĺారణ� చరŪల Ĵ¿ౖ ĥÃంİ�Ɣకĸ�ంĨ�ȃ. 

ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల ǵయంతƔణ చరŪలలĐ బ�గంĦా ల¥ɂ ల»ౖȴ సĸ�Ĩేయడం, 

మధŪ Ƿčల¡ల¡ ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ట, ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ వదŢ కంĨె ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయ�ట, 

ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ వదŢ ఎȻŠ ను సĸ�Ĩేయడం ĮČ Ƿాట� ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల Ĵ¿ౖ 
అవĦాహన ĳ¿ంǷûంİ�ంĨే ĥారŪకƘమ�ల¡ Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�. ఈ 
సంవతŸరమ�లĐ 6,797 AB ĽిŵచుŖలను మరమũత§Š  Ĩేయడం, 4,177 middle 

pole లను ĺÂయడం, 23,207 పƔİేĻాలలĐ ల»ౖనų  లĐǵ ȇȇధ లĐǷాలను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ 
సĸ� Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. 

 
 
 



M K Gupta, Chief Electrical Distribution Engineer, South Central Railway, IV floor, Rail Nilayam, Secunderabad – 500071

S.No Objections / Suggestions Reply

1 4.0 Proposed Railway Traction tariff :
Traction tariff has been proposed in two parts i.e. Rs. 
370.17 per KVA as demand charges & Rs. 7.65 per 
KVAh of energy (equivalent to average of Rs. 8.94 per 
unit approx.) instead of existing single part tariff of Rs. 
6.36 per KVAh of energy.

4.1 It is submitted that the Railway traction tariff before 
converted to single part in January 1992 Railway traction 
tariff and HT-I tariff were same. While converting the 
Railway traction tariff from two part to the single part the 
element of demand charges were included in the energy 
charges and, thereafter, the traction tariff was fixed up. 
The DISCOM’s decision about implementation of two part 
tariff for Railway traction of Rs. 370.17 per KVA & Rs. 
7.65 per KVAh is not based on realistic study which may 
be seen and appreciated from the facts and figures given 
below.  

   Year

Demand 
charges

Rs per 
KVA

Energy 
Charges

Rs per 
unit

2014-15 Nil 6.36

Proposed in the year 2015-
16

370.17 7.65

The energy charges is already  increased by 20% and in 
addition to that traction tariff has been proposed in two 

Due to the increase in average cost of service from 
Rs.5.25/Unit as approved in Tariff Order 2013-14 to 
Rs.5.90/Unit as filed in ARR for FY2015-16 for TSPDCL, 
the Licensee is obligated to increase Tariff nominally for 
FY2015-16. 

The increase in CoS is mainly because of increase in 
Power Purchase cost, increased Network Cost, 
considering of gains/losses upto FY2013-14 and 
considering of Revenue deficit for the Retail Supply 
business for FY2014-15.

Increase in the power purchase cost and corresponding
cost of service lead to a revenue gap of Rs.3512 crore for 
the FY2015-16. To reduce this revenue gap, the licensees 
are undertaking several energy conservation and loss 
reduction activities. But, without realistic revision in tariffs, 
these steps would fall short in bridging the revenue gap. 
Hence the licensees propose the tariff revisions.



parts and demand charges of Rs.370.17/KVA/Month 
which is equivalent to Rs.1.29/ unit is enormously 
increased.  

As already brought out earlier, additional burden for the 
Railways is to the tune of Rs. 2.58 per unit and increase 
of 40.57% with respect to the previous year. As such, 
Hon’ble TSERC may kindly review imposition of two part 
tariff for the Railway traction and the corresponding 
increase.

5.0 Tariff Structure of Railway traction : 
In fact the Railway traction tariff was a two part tariff till 
31.12.1991 and was converted to the single part tariff 
from 1.1.1992  onwards considering the requirements 
and prolonged correspondence with the then APSEB. 
Single part tariff avoided complications of the actual 
demand recorded versus demand that gets imposed due 
to unavoidable feed extension from adjacent traction sub-
station arising from: 

i) Failure of 132 KV incoming supply.

ii) Maintenance/Outage in transmission lines and 
other equipments.                          

The system of single part tariff has worked satisfactorily 
and no issue has been raised by the then APSEB and 
DISCOMs from 1992 to till date. 

5.1 For any given level of train services the overall demand 
on the system will not change. If it increases at one 
traction sub station it will reduce at the adjacent traction 
sub station as the trains move on. Reverting to two part 
tariff for the Railway traction as now proposed during the 
year 2015-16 will cause earlier complications to 
resurface, where load of one substation gets transferred 
to other substation due to one or the other reason and in 
turn recorded maximum demands shoots up temporarily; 

The demand charges are meant for meeting the costs 
involved for making the availability of the require power in 
MW/MVA at the premises of the consumer round the 
clock. Demand charges include the fixed cost of network 
involved in transmitting the power and the fixed cost of the 
generators which have contract with the licensees to 
generate that power.



since there is no change in the working system. Single 
part tariff is indeed the most appropriate tariff for the 
Railway traction. 

6.0 Cost of Service for Railway Traction:
The proposed Cost of service for Railway Traction for 
2015-16 is as follows:

Discom Cost of Service 
Rs/KWH

TSSPDCL 5.07

TSNPDCL 5.33

Average 5.20

The COS is being calculated in terms of KWh and energy is 
being charged for Railway traction in terms of KVAh.   

   The comparison of cost of service for Railway traction and 
tariff for Railway traction (HT-V  category)  is given below. 

Cost of Service for Railway traction
Traction tariff 

Rs/KVAh

Year
TSSPDCL 
Rs/KWh

TSNPDCL 
Rs/KWh

Average 
Rs./KWh

Demand 
charges 
Rs./ KVA 

month

Energy 
charges 
Rs.KVA

h
2013-14 4.82 4.92 4.87 Nil 6.36
2015-16 5.07 5.33 5.2 370.17 7.65

Variatio
n from 

2013-14 
to 2015-

16

5.19% 8.33% 6.78%

40.57%

Equivalent to
Rs. 8.94/KVAh 

From above, it may be seen that the traction tariff is 

With regard to the comparison of CoS w.r.t. the Tariff, it is 
to inform that the the tariff need not be the mirror 
image of actual cost of supply or voltage-wise cost of 
supply.

The Hon Tribunal in various appeals  held as under “ 
However, we are not suggesting that the tariffs 
should have been fixed as mirror image of actual cost 
of supply or voltage-wise cost of supply or that the 
cross subsidy with respect to voltage-wise cost of 
supply should have been within ±20% of the cost of 
supply at the respective voltage of supply. The 
legislature by amending Section 61(g) of the Electricity 
Act by Act 26 of 2007 by substituting ‘eliminating cross 
subsidies’ has expressed its intent that cross subsidies 
may not be eliminated.



enormously increased by 40.57% over existing tariff and 
where as the cost of service increased only 6.78% tariff  
which is highly unjustified.

It is also brought to your kind notice, it may be seen that 
the traction tariff (Equivalent to Rs. 8.94/Kvah)  is higher 
by 72% over average cost of service (rs. 5.20/Kwh) which 
is against to National Tariff policy

8.0 Comparison of Traction Tariff with HT-I category: 
The proposed tariff for HT-1 category - 132 KV 
(Industries) for the year 2015-16 is Rs. 370.17 
/KVA/Month as demand charges and Rs. 5.12 per KVAh 
and equivalent to Rs.5.98 per unit approximately ( Details 
of calculations enclosed in Annexure-I).  

The proposed Railway traction tariff of Rs. 8.94 per unit is 
substantially higher than the HT-1 category by Rs.2.96 
paise (49.5%) despite the fact that both are availing supply 
at same voltage level.  As brought out in Para 3.0, the 
Railway draws substantial supply during off peak period 
also, thus helping in improving base load and supporting 
the grid stability.  Charging of such higher tariff from 
Railway is irrational and unjustified. The Railways being a 
public utility organization, charging at unreasonably higher 
rates is unjustified.  

It is also submitted that before the tariff was converted to 
single part in January 1992, the Railway traction tariff and 
HT-I tariff were same. The revision which took place has 
exempted Railway traction from the demand charges  but 
resulted into a higher tarff than tariff for HT-I category due 
to load pattern of Railways. The same trend is continued 
till now and  Railway traction tariff is being fixed always 
higher than HT- I category. 

The DISCOM’s decision about implementation of two part 

Distinction between various consumers is as per the 
section 62(3) of the Act such as “load factor, power factor, 
voltage, total consumption of electricity etc. When the 
differentiation is based on the factors postulated in sub-
Section (3) of Section 62 of the Act, the distinction cannot 
be challenged. The consumers falling in different 
categories cannot claim to be treated alike. Hence, the 
distinction between the Railways and the Industrial 
Consumers cannot be made.

Further it is pertinent to mention here that Railways is not 
being subjected to power cuts which are imposed on 
other similarly placed HT consumers during FY  2012-13 
and FY 2013-14. Power cuts are around 30% during 
normal hours and upto 90% during peak hours. The 
benefit to the Railways by way of exemption in power cuts 
cannot be measured in monetary terms but undoubtedly it 
is huge. Further Time of Day (ToD) tariff for HT 
consumers has been in vogue in the state. Under this 
scheme of tariff, consumers are liable to pay Rs 1 per unit 
is levible on energy consumption during the period from 
6.00PM to 10.00 PM. The Railways is also exempted from 
this Time of Day tariff and gets supply at normal rate for 
usage of power through out the day. Thus, the Railways 
are benifited from supply side as compared to the other 
HT consumers as they are enjoying the uninterrupted 
power supply. 



tariff for Railway traction of Rs. 370.17 per KVA & Rs. 7.65 
per KVAh is not based on realistic study which may be 
seen and appreciated from the facts and figures given 
below.  

Details of Railway traction tariff HT –I Industry  

Traction tariff HT-I category (Industry)

Demand 
charges

Rs per 
KVA

Energy 
Charges

Rs per 
unit

Demand 
charges

Rs per 
KVA

Energy 
Charges

Rs per unit

As on 
31.12.91

55 1.15 55 115

As on date Nil 6.36 350 4.90

Proposed in 
the year 
2015-16 

370.17 7.65 370.17 5.12

Increase 40.57% 4.36%

During the year 2015-16 not only traction tariff has been 
proposed in two parts but energy charges have also been 
increased enormously which is not justified. 

Hon’ble commission is requested to examine the 
preferential treatment to HT-I category which is highly 
unjustifiable. 

Fixation of higher tariff for Railway traction is also in 
violation to the provisions of Article 287 (b) of 
Constitution of India which categorically stipulates 
that “the price of electricity sold to the Government 

It is to submit that Article 287 of the Constitution of India 
deals with exemption of tax on consumption of electricity 
and it bars any State Government to impose tax on the 
consumption of electricity by the Railways. The Tariff 
determined by the Hon APERC is in accordance with 
Electricity Act 2003 which is a Central Act passed by the 
Parliament. 

The Hon APTEL in Appeal No. 75 of 2011 dealt with this 
subject in an appeal between Union of India through, 
Southern Railway Versus Tamil Nadu Electricity 
Regulatory Commission and Tamil Nadu Electricity Board 
and the Hon APTEL decided this against the Appellant 
which is squarley applicable to this petition also.

However the Railways are exempted from Electricity Duty 
as per the APED act 1939.   



of India for consumption by that Government or to 
any such Railway company as aforesaid for 
consumption in the construction, maintenance or 
operation of any Railway, shall be less by the amount 
of the tax than the price charged to other consumers 
as a substantial quantity of electricity”.  

9.0 Comparison of Railway traction with HT-I (B)  :
Under HT-I (B) Category Ferro alloys proposed with 
Rs.4.84 /Unit as single part as per ARRs of 2015-16. The 
Railway traction tariff is proposed at Rs. 8.94 is higher 
than 85% over tariff proposed for HT-I (B) Ferro Alloys 
category. More over the tariff for HT-I (B) ferro alloys kept 
single part tariff only. 

Categ
ory

Supp
ly 

availi
ng

Type 
of 

Indus
try

Organi
za-tion

Effect 
on 

enviro
n-ment

Pro. tariff 
for 2015-

16

Ferro 
Alloys

132 
KV

Power 
Intensi

ve

Produc
tion 

oriente
d

-- Rs.4.84

Railwa
y 

Tractio
n

132 
KV

Power 
Intensi

ve

Public 
service

Energy 
efficien
t and 
eco 

friendly

Rs.8.94

(Equivalent 
to 

Rs.370.17/
KVA 

&Rs.7.65/K
VAh) 

         Except load factor, Ferro Alloys has no other advantages 

The Hon Commission under Sub-section 3 of Section 
62 of the ‘Act’ while determining the tariff has been 
empowered to treat the consumers differently on the 
basis of the load factor, power factor, voltage, total 
consumption of electricity during any specified period 
or the time at which the supply is required or the
geographical position of any area, nature of supply and 
the purposes for which the supply is required.

When the differentiation is based on the factors 
postulated in sub-Section (3) of Section 62 of the Act, 
the distinction cannot be challenged. Distinction 
between various consumers on the basis of load 
factor, power factor, voltage, total consumption of 
electricity etc. is not without difference. The consumers 
falling in different categories cannot claim to be treated 
alike. Hence, the distinction between the Railways and 
the Ferro Alloy Consumers cannot be faulted.

It is pertinent to mention here that the Ferro 
alloy units at present are on tariff condition of 
“guaranteed energy off–take at 6701/kVAh per kVA per 
annum on average contracted demand or average 
actual demand maximum demand, whichever is 
higher. The energy falling short of 6701 kVAh per kVA 
per annum will be billed as deemed consumption”. 



over Railways. Contribution of Railways to economic and 
social developments of country far outweighs the higher 
load factor of Ferro Alloys.  It is brought to the kind notice 
of commission that load factor  of Railways is showing an 
upward trend due to introduction of intermediate block 
section  with the help of IB signals. This enables running 
of more trains and hence higher load factor. 

Hon’ble commission is requested to critically examine the 
preferential treatment / subsidy given to Ferro Alloys 
which is unjustifiable and against basic principles of 
Electricity Act 2003 (section 61).

10.0 Extension of Subsidy to certain categories – Request 
for Deletion: 
Section 61(g) of Electricity Act 2003 stipulate that 
“the tariff progressively reflects the cost of supply of 
electricity, and also reduces and eliminates cross-
subsidies within the period to be specified by the 
appropriate commission.”

From the cost of service and tariff models of the various 
DISCOMs, it is noted that certain categories have been 
heavily subsidized and the cross subsidy is charged to 
other consumers like Railways.  This needs to be 
eliminated as per the stipulation under Section 61 (g) of 
the Electricity Act, 2003.  

Hon’ble Commission is requested to fix tariff reasonably 
for HT-V category. Cross-subsidy element being charged 
heavily to Railways is unjustified and as it is required to 
be reduced to zero gradually.

The section 61 (g) of the E.Act-2003 is amended 
by Act 26 of 2007 wherein the word elimination of cross-
subsidies was removed and the same is reproduced 
here    “the tariff progressively reflects the cost of 
supply of electricity, and also reduces the cross-
subsidies in the manner specified by the appropriate
commission.”

The legislature by amending Section 61(g) of 
the Electricity Act by Act 26 of 2007 has expressed its 
intent that cross subsidies may not be eliminated.” 

11.0 Discrimination against Railway traction : 
According to ARRs of Discoms while proposing the tariffs 



for all consumers/categories the increase is 5.75% where 
as for Railway traction, the proposed increase is 40.57% 
without any specific reason. This clearly indicates the 
discrimination shown against HT- V category –Railway 
traction tariff and at the same time preferential treatment 
is giving for other consumers like Ht-I (A) and (B) is not 
unjustified and which violates the section 45 (4) of   
Electricitry Act 2003.

Electricity Act 2003 Section 45 (4), stipulates that 
“Subject to the provisions of section 62, in fixing 
charges under this section a distribution licensee 
shall not show undue preference to any person or 
class of persons or discrimination against any 
person or class of persons’’. 

Hon’ble commission is requested to consider this aspect 
while fixing the tariff for railway traction and other 
consumers.   

The Railway Traction has been with provided 
uninterrupted power supply in spite of precarious power 
situation in the state. 

Electrification of more sections in Telangana : 

By way of electrification of Railway network in Telangana 
additional infrastructure will be added, resulting into 
faster movement of goods and passenger traffic. 
Ultimately there is every possibility of upcoming 
industries in the area of backward region like Nalgonda, 
Karimnagar and Nizamad districts in newly formed 
Telangana. 

Electrification of MMTS pahase – II, Bibinagar –
Nadikudi, 3rd line of  Ballarsha – Madhira (Ballarsha-
Kazipet-Vijayawada section), Bhongir – Secunderabad 
(Additional two lines) are under progress and Peddapalli-
Karimnagar-Jagityala, Mudkhed-Medchal, Falaknuma–
Mahaboobnagar- Gadwal (Manmad-Mudkhed-Dhone 
section) sections have been sanctioned for electrification 
in recent Railway Budget 15-16 for Telangana state. 
Total 98  Route Kms of Railway Electrification is under 

-



progress in newly formed Telangana and another 563 
Route Kms of section is sanctioned for electrification in 
recent budget  

Higher traction tariff slashes Rate of Return (ROR) 
for the electrification projects and making them non-
viable.

Hon’ble commission is requested to consider the above 
and fix traction tariff reasonably. A view can be taken by 
commission for adopting a rebate of 10% of energy 
charges for 5 years from date of commissioning of new 
electrification projects as done in MP state. 

13.0  Effect of increase in traction tariff:

One paise increase of traction tariff results in additional 
burden to the tune of Rs. 0.62 Crore per annum (622 
M.Units X Rs 0.01).The proposed increase will cause 
additional burden for the Railways  to the tune of Rs. 160 
crores per annum with the increase of Rs. 2.58/unit 
(40.57%).

Hon’ble TSERC may kindly review imposition of two part 
tariff for the Railway traction and the corresponding steep 
increase.

Incentive on Prompt/early payment:

Railways are prompt in payment of energy bills to the 
DISCOMs and for these, Railways certainly deserve 
some rebate/incentive. Reasonable rebate/incentive for 
prompt payment be granted as done by other SERC viz. 
MERC, OERC, MPERC etc

Not in the purview of the Licensee

.    CONCLUSION:

From the foregoing paragraphs, it is evident that the 



proposed tariff of Railway traction at Rs. 8.94 for 2015-16 is 
unreasonably high and  highly unjustified, causing additional 
burden on a public utility like Railway of Rs. 160 crores 
approx.  

Hon’ble Commission is requested to keep in view the 
following statutory provisions while fixing the tariff for 
2015-16:

(i) The Electricity Act 2003 vide Section 61(g) stipulates that 
“the tariff progressively reflects the cost of supply of 
electricity and also, reduces and eliminates cross-
subsidies within the period to be specified by the 
Appropriate Commission”.

(ii) The Electricity Act 2003 vide Section 45 (4), stipulates that 
“Subject to the provisions of section 62, in fixing charges 
under this section a distribution licensee shall not show 
undue preference to any person or class of persons or 
discrimination against any person or class of persons. 

(iii) National tariff policy para 8.3 (2) states that “for achieving 
the objectives that the tariff progressively reflects the cost 
of supply of electricity, the SERC would notify roadmap 
within six months with a target tht latest by the end of year 
2010-11 tariffs are within + 20% of the average cost of 
supply. The road map would also have intermediate 
milestones based on the approach of a gradual reduction 
in cross subsidy.”  

(iii) Article 287 (b) of Constitution of India categorically 
stipulates that “the price of electricity sold to the 
Government of India for consumption by that Government 
or to any such Railway company as aforesaid for 
consumption in the construction, maintenance or operation 
of any Railway, shall be less by the amount of the tax than 
the price charged to other consumers as a substantial 
quantity of electricity”.  

(iv) The tariff needs to be fixed near to cost of service as per 
National Tariff Policy.  The present railway traction tariff for 
2014-15 is Rs. 6.36 per unit, which is already higher by 



about 22.31% than the average cost of service of the two 
DISCOMs.  Thus it is highly justified that the tariff is not 
increased further and rather reduced from the same level. 

(v) The tariff proposed for HT-I (B) Ferro Alloys units at Rs 
4.84 per unit (Single part tariff) being a power intensive 
unit where as railway traction tariff is Rs. 370.17 
/KVA/Month (Demand charges) and Rs. 7.65/KVAh per 
unit equivalent to Rs. 8.94 /unit is higher by 85 % despite 
of power intensive and public serving unit.

(vi) Apart from these the Railway traction provides base load, 
maintained high power factor, and save imported precious 
oil, apart from speedy, energy efficient and environmental 
friendly public transport.

(vii) Encouragement for new electrified sections for 
development of infrastructure in newly formed Telangana 
particularly and also act as growth engine for the economy 
of country largely.

(viii) Reasonable rebate/incentive for prompt payment be 
granted as done by other SERC viz. MERC, OERC, 
MPERC etc. 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ  యȴ. ĺÂణ�ĦĆǷాȽ ĸ²Ĭ� ŝ  Ħాĸ�  
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: 28-6-202, İ�ŵరĥా నగȻ, హంటȻ ĸĆȭ, హనంĥóండ, వరంగȽ  (ǭల�ų ) ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 

 
కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

ȇదుŪȰ Ƿûదుప­ 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵ ȇదుŪȰ ǹల¡ų లĳ¿ౖ ȇదుŪȰ పĸ�రǖణ ǵĲ�İ�ల¡ 
మ�İ�Ɣంచడం.  సȷ-ĽÐ śషȴ కǽట� సభల¡, ĸ²Óత§ ĨైతనŪ య�తƔల¡, కర పĮ�Ɣ ల 
పంĳిణ� İ�ŵĸా Ƿûదుప­ చరŪలను పƔĨ�రం Ĩేయబడ¦త§నŤİ�. 

2. 
ȇదుŪȰ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ ను తĦ� œంచడం ĳ¿ర గ�త§నŤ ȇదుŪȰ అవసĸాలక¡ అనుగ�ణంĦా ȇదుŪȰ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ 

ĳ¿ర గ�త§ంİ� 
3. 

పƔĮేŪక Ĵీడర ų  
ĦƘా మ�లక¡ పƔĮేŪక వŪవȎాయ Ĵీడర ų  ఏĸాťట� ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ� Ĩ�ల� ఖర Ŗ 

అవ­త§ంİ�. అķనపťట�ĥ�ǵ పƔĮేŪక ల»ౖȴ ల¡ ĺÂయడం İ�ŵĸా వŪవȎాయ 

ĴీడȻ  లను ĺÂర  పరచడం గ�ĸ�ంǩ ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ ĺార  పĸ�Ȍలన ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర  
4. ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķ ǵరŵహణ Ȏామరţƺం ĳ¿ంచడమ� తగ� చరŪ Ǵసుక¡ంట�ం 

5. 
అందĸ�ĥ� Ǿటర ų  ǹĦ�ంĨ�ȃ 

DPE ĺార  ఇంట½ǵŸȿ ఇĲ±ŸƵǖȴ ǵరŵľ�ంǩ అకƘమ కĲ±ǖనų ను 
కƘమబİ� Ţకĸ�సుŠ Ĳ�ర  

6. 

ఉǩత కĸ²ంట� ఎǳŠ  ĺÂయ�ȃ 

పƔభ�తŵo ĺాĸ� ǷాలĽ ీపƔĥారం మĸ�య� ĦĖరవ కǽషȴ ĺాĸ� ట�ĸ�ȶ ఆరŝȻ 

పƔĥారం, వŪవȎాయ ȇǵȂగ İ�ర లక¡ ఉǩత ȇదుŪȰ ఇవŵడం 

జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
7. 24 గంటల¡ Ĳ�ణŪĶ̧Ûన కĸ²ంట� ఇĺాŵȃ ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ 
ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ 
పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 

 



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri Addanki Dayakar, Q.No.B-78, Patigadda, Secunderabad

Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Regarding surplus power

TSDISCOMS have projected the energy availability from various energy sources 
as per the AP Reorganisation Act and as per best estimates of parameters like 
coal availability, maintenance schedules, PLF etc. from existing stations as well as 
upcoming stations of Andhra Pradesh like Krishnapatam, Hinduja etc.
If these stations achieve CoD as per the projection of ARR and share power with 
Telangana as per AP Reorganisation Act, this would result in the Energy surplus 
scenario as projected in the ARR

Vigilance on electricity 

The following Anti-Theft measures were carried out by DPE wings of Warangal, 
Karimnagar, Khammam, Nizamabad & Adilabad to curb theft of energy.

1. Theft prone areas were identified and conducted surprise raids for detecting 
Theft.

2. Services were inspected on 11 kv feeder wise where the energy losses are on 
high side in Town/Mandal headquarters.

3. Exceptional services like Nil consumption, abnormal low consumption, UDC, Bill 
Stopped etc were inspected.

4. Early and Evening hours raids are done to detect Direct Tapping and Loops in 
meters

5. Seasonal Industries were inspected and proposed Development charges for 
additional loads.

6. Pole to Pole and Intensive inspections were conducted along with Operation and 
APTS wing.

7. Special Intensive inspections on High Loss 11 kv feeders were conducted with 
inter- circle DPE teams.

In implementation of the above action plan, the following progress was made 
during the year 2014-15 i.e., 04/2014 to 02/2015 by DPE wings of TSNPDCL.



Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Nos. Amount Nos. Amount Nos. Amount Nos. Amount Nos. Amount

142085 15075 568.869 1134 147.852 213 424.378 2744 227.162 19166 1368.261

Total 
Services 
Inspected

(Rs. Lakhs)

PE MP BB DC Total

Electrical shocks

Every effort is being made to avoid accidents, by taking up regular maintenance 
works like replacement of conductor, providing of inter poles , maintains of DTRs 
structure and LT lines, providing of earthing.  Wide publicity being given 
requesting Ryots not to meddle with Distribution Transformers.

Why Govt. increasing capital in 
Govt. Companies 

Not in the purview of the discoms



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri Gundlapally Sreenu Mudiraj, 

# 6-1-1777, C-94, Hill Colony, Vanasthalipuram, Hyderabad

Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Please allow me to participate in person on behalf 
of Mudiraj Research Center 

It is not under the purview of the Discoms



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri SMS Rao,

Co-Head Groups Co-ordinator, Aam Aadmi Party (Telangana State) OPP : GHMC, Liberty X-Roads, Hyderabad

Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Grant a permission to us to give our party 
opinion on power tariff for the year of 2015-16 in 
public hearing day (i.e., 13 or 14th of March 
2015)

It is not under the purview of Licensee 



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ   D.ĸామ�,  Ħాĸ�  
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: 3-1-175, ĸాȨ ప­ȫ ĸ²ĽిĬెǶŸ, నలųక¡ంట, ľÁêదĸాబ�Ȳ ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. టĉȽ ĴీƔ నంబర  పǵ ȇı�నం గ�ĸ�ంǩ అనుమ�Ĳ�ల¡ అమల¡ ĸావట�ǵĥ� ఏǽĨేȎ Šా ర . పĸ�Ȍȃంǩ తగ� చరŪల¡ ǳȎčŐనబడ¦ను 
2. ȇదుŪȰ మరణ�ల¡ తĦ� œంచడం ĥóరక¡ Ǿర  ఏǽ పƔయĮ�Ťల¡ ĨేȎ Šా ర .  ĨేĽిĲ�ర . ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸĺార  ȇదుŪతƍɗమ�İ�ల¡జర గక¡ంĬ� అĲÂకȇధĶ̧Ûన చరŪల¡ 

Ǵసుĥąవడం జర గ�ĮČంİ�. అందులĐ ĵ�గంĦా కండకśరųను మ�రŖడం, 

ల»ౖనులమధŪ సŠ ంĵ�ల¡ఏరťరŖడం, ట�Ɣ Ĳ�Ÿƶరũరũĸ�య� ఎȽ.ట� .ల»ౖనులను 

ǵరŵľ�ంచడం, ఎĸ�ŠంగŸమక¥రŖడం ǿదలగ� ǵతŪకృతŪĶ̧Ûన 

ǵరŵహణపనుల¡ Ĩేయ�బడ¦చునŤȇ. ĸ²Óత§ల¡ ట�Ɣ Ĳ�ŸƶరũరųǵరŵహణలĐ 

జćకŪంĨేసుĥąక¡ంĬ� వ­ండ¦టĥ²Ó ȇసŠ ృతపƔĨ�రం Ĩేయడంజర గ�త§ంİ�. 

 
3. DTR ĥాȃǷčķన ĸ�ĳÐȻ ȇİ�నం Ľిబŧంİ� ĺ±ౖప­ నుంĬ� జరగడం లÌదు.  ĸ²Óత§లÌ 

Ĩేసుĥóంట�Ĳ�Ťర .  İ�ǵ పĸ�ȍాŐరం ఏǽట�.  ఏ ȇధంĦా ĨేȎ Šా ర . 

ĨెĬ�Ƿčķన Ĭ�Ľి ś ƿబ�Ūషȴ  ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǸారũȻ ను ǵĸ�şత సమయంలĐ 
మరమũత§ల¡ ĨేĽి ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� Ķ̧ర Ħ²Óన ĽÐవలను అంİ�ంచుటక¡ 
ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ ఎపťట�కపǕడ¦ సǾǘ�ంచుĥóǵ తదనుగ�ణంĦా చరŪను Ĩేపటśడం 
జర గ�త§నŤİ�.   

4. వŪవȎాయ�ǵĥ� పగల¡ ఎపťట� నుంĬ� ఇȎ Šా ర . ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ 
ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ 
ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 7 గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయ�ల¡Ħా 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§నŤİ�. 
 



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri Md. Munawar Chand,

# 1-4-298, Bholakpur, Musheerabad, Hyderabad

Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Unknown charges in the bill.  More interest.  
Quality power supply

There are no unknown charges in the bill. The billing is made as 
per the terms and conditions of the tariff order.
Delay Payment Surcharge is being levied as per the Tariff Order.

Voltages and quality of power supply to consumers is closely 
monitored from corporate office level whenever the compliant is 
received regarding low voltages and poor quality of supply.
Everyday 11KV feeder wise electricity supply details are 
received from field on the same day night hrs and will be 
reviewed regularly.



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri KRC Reddy, 

287, Singareni Colony, PO: Vaishali Nagar, Hyderabad

Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Whether capacitor banks are installed for agriculture 
load substations.  Energy that can be saved district-
wise and financial inpact.

A drive has been conducted in TSNPDCL for installation of 
Capacitors to Agl pump sets. Further, while releasing of services 
it is ensured that the farmers follow DSM measures then only 
they are made eligible for free category.
However 282 capacitors of 2 MVAR were already in use in the 
existing substations.
169 capacitors of 2/1 MVAR work is under progress.

Whether energy meters are installed  for all the 
transformers providing for agricultural loads in all 
districts.  This is required to assess the actual energy 
consumption for agriculture in the state.

Agl consumption estimation in TSNPDCL is being carried-out on 

the basis of ISI Methodology wherein energy meters are 

provided to the selected DTRs (Sampled DTRs) and the average 

consumption recorded in a given capacity of the DTR is 

calculated. This average consumption multiplied by the total 

number of the same capacity DTRs will be the total Agl 

consumption on the capacity of DTRs. Similarly, the total Agl 

consumption on the other capacities of DTRs is arrived. The 

total Agl consumption on all the capacities of DTRs (16 KVA, 25 

KVA, 63 KVA & 100 KVA) will be the total Agl consumption 

estimation in TSNPDCL.

In TSNPDCL, the total number of Agl DTRs of the capacities 

said above, is 1,28,011. Out of the, energy meters were 

provided on 3,168 DTRs of the above said DTRs. The readings 

from these energy meters are taken every month and arriving 

monthly Agl consumption estimation.

Also, it is planned to provide energy meters to 10% of the total 



Sl.No. Objections / Suggestions Reply 
existing Agl DTRs and hence the accuracy of Agl consumption 

estimation will be improved further.

What steps are taken to reduce the expenditure at 
the state level for purchasing power by the discoms.  
Which is about 76% of the energy cost.

The Discoms are putting all efforts to buy cheaper power 
through the process of transparent bidding process.

What are the steps taken by discoms on energy 
conservations front.

The Government has constituted a State Energy Conservation 
Mission for monitoring of energy conservation activities. The 
licensees are also
undertaking several loss reduction measures like HVDS 
implementation, energy audit, replacement by high quality 
meters, laying of AB Cables, etc to reduce both the technical 
and commercial losses



2015-16 సంవతŸĸాǵĥ� సమగƘ ఆİ�య ఆవశŪకత మĸ�య� పƔǳǷాİ�త ĩ�ĸ� Řల Ĵ¿ౖ Ĭ�కśȻ ĳ.ి ĸామ İేȇ,,  Ħాĸ�  
అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

ǩర Ĳ�మ: F.No.802, Ȏాķ నగȻ ľÁêȫ, దȅగడŝ ĥాలǶ, బÈగ�ంĳÐȫ, ľÁêదĸాబ�Ȳ ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. ȇదుŪȰ మరణ�ల ȇషయమ� లĐ మన ĸాషś ƿం అı�కంĦా జర గ�త§Ĳ�Ťķ.  గత   

సంవతŸరం 436 ఐĮే 2015-16 216 Ħా Ǿర  ఇవŵడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  ఈ ȇధంĦా మరణ�ంǩన 

ĺాĸ�ĥ� ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� లǖ నుంĬ� ĸ²ండ¦ లǖల వరక¡ ĳ¿ంĨ�రĲ�Ťర .  ĥాǵ rail accident 

లĐ చǵǷčķన ĺాĸ�ĥ� 5 లǖల¡ ఇసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ఈ మరణ�లక¡ బ�ధŪత పƔభ�Į�ŵǵİే 

ĥాబట� ś   5 లǖల¡ ఇవŵటĶÉ ĥాక¡ంĬ� ĦాయపĬ�న ĺాĸ�ĥ� క¥Ĭ� తపťǵసĸ�Ħా ఆĸ�Ţక 

సȏయమ� Ĩెయ�లǵ. 

గత సంవతŸరంలĐ అనĦా 2013-14 ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�ల వలన 159 మంİ� 
మరణ�ంĨ�ర  మĸ�య� 2014-15 నందు ĴిబƔవĸ� Ĳ±ల వరక¡ 156 మంİ�  
మరణ�ంĨ�ర . 

ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺాĸ� ఆİేĻాల ĶÉరక¡ Ľిబŧంİేతర ȇదుŪȰ పƔమ�İ�లక¡ గ�ĸ� 
అķ మరణ�ంǩన ķ¹డల మనుష§Ūలక¡ ర¤.2,00,000-00 మĸ�య� 
పȉవ­లక¡ ర¤.20,000-00 ĨòపǕన ఎȡŸ ĦÃƘļియ� Ļాఖ పరĶ̧Ûన ȇĨ�రణ 
అనంతరం మరణ�ంǩన ĺాĸ� క¡ట�ంభ సభ�Ūలక¡ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§ంİ�..  

 
2. ఏİైĮే 5.6% charges ĳ¿ĸ�ĦాȂ ĺాట�ĥ� ఎĲċŤ ర¤Ƿాల¡ ఉంట½ İ�ǵĥ� పƔజల Ǿద 

ర దŢడం Ĩ�ల� అమ�నుషమ� Ǿర  ఏİైĮే 282 ĥąట�ų  Ǿర  Ǵసుక¡నŤ 2,450 ĥąటų క¡ 

వĬ� ŝǵ పƔజల Ǿద ర దŢటం.  İ�ǵ ȇషయంలĐ పƔభ�తŵం ఆలĐǩంĨ�ȃ. 

Ľ¿ంటƔȽ గవరŤĶ̧ంȫ ĺార  ఆĸ�ţక ప­నĸ�Ťĸాũణం పƔణ�ȅక లĐ ĳÐĸôŐనŤ  

అంĻాల లĐసఫȄకృతం అķన  బట� ś,  Ĵ¿ౖĲ�నుŸ పĸ�వరŠన ȇı�నం 

(Transitional Finance Mechanism ) İ�ŵĸా ఆĸ�ţక ప­నĸ�Ťĸాũణం 

పƔణ�ȅక (ఫ) ĮČĬ�ťట� అంİ�Ȏ Šా ర  .Ĵ¿ౖĲ�నుŸ పĸ�వరŠన ȇı�నం 

(Transitional Finance Mechanism ) లĐ ĥ�Ƙంİ� అంĻాల¡ కలవ­.   

1. RAPDRP ĥ�ంద ĳÐĸôŐనŤ నȍśా ల¡  కంటÎ   AT & C నషśం తĦ� œంప­ 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

İ�ŵĸా ఆİ� ĨేĽిన  అదనప­ శĥ� Š ȇల¡వక¡ సమ�నంĦా ĦƘా ంȫ ర¤పంలĐ 

దƔవŪత మదŢత§ అంİ�ంచడం. 

2.ĸాషś ƿ పƔభ�తŵం Ǵసుక¡నŤ  బ�ధŪత (liabilities)లĐ 25% మ¢ల ధĲ�ǵŤ 

Ĩెȃųంచడం İ�ŵర ǷčƔ Į�ŸహĥాǵŤ ఇవŵడం. 

FRP ĽీŐం లĐǵ అంĻాల¡  

1.ట�ĸ�ȶŦ Ľ¿ట� śంȣ  మĸ�య�  ĸ²ȇనూŪ  ĸ�యల»ౖజÃషȴ  

2.   అȶ  సǹŸĬ�   

3. Ǿటĸ�ంȣ  Ķ̧జȻŸ   

4. ఆĬ�ȫ  అȶ  అĥĖంȫŸ  

5.Ĵ¿ౖనĽియ�Ƚ  ĳ¿ĸాŦరũȴŸ  ఇంప®Ű ĺ±ũంȫ 

 
 



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri P. Padma

1-1-385/12/17/1, Praneav Residency, 304, New Bakaram Gandhi Nagar, Hyderabad

Sl.
No.

Objections / Suggestions Reply 

Don’t’ hike electricity charges

In the Tariff Order for FY 2013-14, the average Cost to Serve (CoS) as 
approved by the Hon’ble Commission for the Telangana was Rs 
5.46/Unit. Since then, there has been a significant increase in the 
average CoS during the year and the licensee expects the trend to 
continue for the ensuing year.
The Licensee estimates the state level CoS for the year FY 2015-16 to 
be at Rs. 5.98/Unit. This implies that an increase of Rs.0.52/ Unit (10 % 
increase) 
The increase in the CoS is due to the following reasons
1. The Network cost approved in FY 13-14 was Rs. 0.83/Unit and this 
has increased to Rs. 1.00 /Unit primarily due to increase in wages of 
employees, increased Capital Investment of the licensee. 
2. The interest costs on the short term loans converted to Long term 
loan under Financial Restructure plan amounts to Rs. 141 crores has 
also increased the ARR in FY 2015-16.
3. The Licensees has projected a consolidated revenue deficit for FY 
13-14 and FY 14-15 to the tune of Rs. 1463 Crs. The high revenue 
deficit for the period is primarily due to increase in Power Purchase 
cost, Network cost and other cost in FY 14-15 and no tariff revision in 
FY 14-15.

Capacitors should be fixed by Govt. to small 
marginal farmers

A drive has been conducted in TSNPDCL for installation of Capacitors 
to Agl pump sets. Further, while releasing of services it is ensured that 
the farmers follow DSM measures then only  they are made eligible for 
free category.
However 282 capacitors of 2 MVAR were already in use in the existing 
substations.
169 capacitors of 2/1 MVAR work is under progress.



Sl.
No.

Objections / Suggestions Reply 

5 lakhs ex-gratia for electricity shock death

As per directions of APERC (Proceeding No.APERC/Secy/EAS/S-
101/177/2013, Dt13.08.2013), the NPDCL has enhanced existing ex-
gratia amount in case of fatal accidents to non departmental person 
and animals due to electrocution i.e. Human being from Rs.1 to 2 
Lakhs, cattle from RS. 3,000 to Rs. 20,000 and goat and sheep @ 
Rs.4,000 respectively and sanction procedure is simplified to grant ex-
gratia to victims irrespective of the mistake from any side. Further 
online tracking of accidents taken place in TSNPDCL and reports 
submission is commenced from 12/2014 to see that all eligible victims 
receive compensation at the earliest.

Minimize cost of production of electricity and supply 
for low charges to poor people

Cost of supply mainly depends on the power purchase cost. As it is 
increasing year on year, it is inevitable for the Discom to enhance the 
tariffs. However taking into consideration of  the poor people Discoms 
have not proposed any increase for the domestic consumers with 
consumption below 100 units and agriculture consumers. For other 
consumers also Discom proposed a minimal increase in tariffs . 

Free electricity to small and marginal farmers.
As per the Government policy and the Tariff Order issued by the 
Hon'ble Commission, the free supply is extending to farmers. 



G - గ¢Ƙ ȵ : అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

 
కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

 
1. 

 

TS ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ లĐ ఆందƔ ఉİోŪగ�లను Ǵసుĥąవడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.   

ĮెలంĦాణ� ǵర İోŪగ�లక¡ అĲ�Ūయం జరగడĶÉ ĥాక¡ంĬ� ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ 

ǴసుĥóనŤ ǵరşయం క¥Ĭ� కī�న ĺ±ౖఖĸ� క¥Ĭ� మ�ంİే ĺార  ఆంధƔ ĺాĸ�ĥ� Įెȃయ ĨేĽÐ 

అవĥాశం ఉంట�ంİ�.  ĥావ­న ఆంధƔ ఉİోŪగ�లక¡ దంపత§ల ĳÐర న ఇతర ĳÐర న 

Ǵసుక¡నŤ ĺాĸ� ȇషయం ȜణşంĦా పĸ�Ȍȃంǩ తగ� ǵరşయం Ǵసుĥąగలరǵ ȇదుŪȰ 

ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺాĸ�ǵ ǷƔా ĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťను. 
 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశం. 

 
  



 
పƔǳ Ľ¿ǖȴ ĥాĸాŪలయంలĐ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల ఆĸ�Řలను జÃŪషŜ త (seniority) పƔĥారం మంǰర  Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  పƔభ�తŵ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల కĲ±ǖనų  లǖŪంక¡ (target) 

అనుగ�ణంĦా మĸ�య� Ľ¿ǖȴ ĥాĸాŪలయంలĐ ఉనŤ వŪవȎాయ బ�వ­ల జÃŪషŜ త (seniority) ఆı�రంĦా సĸ�ŵసును మంǰర  Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.   
 
ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸా మĸ�య� Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ మధŪ వŪĮ�Ūసం దృļి śలĐ ఉంచుĥóǵ ȇదుŪȰ వŪవసšను ( ) సమరţవంతంĦా ǵరŵľ�ంచుటక¡Ħాను వŪవȎాయ ȇĵ�Ħాǵĥ� ĸĆǯక¡ 6 నుంĬ� 7 

గంటల ȇదుŪȰ సరఫĸాను ĸ²ండ¦ పĸాŪయయ�ల¡Ħా అంİ�సూŠ  అందులĐ ఒక దǸా ఉదయం ĺÂళలĐ అంİ�ంచడం జర గ�త§ంİ�.  
DTR లǵŤట�ĥ� AB switch లను ఏĸాťట� Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�. 

 



H - గ¢Ƙ ȵ :అభŪంతరమ�ల / సూచనలక¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 
 

కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

1. 

LT-VA వŪవȎాయ కĲ±ǖȴ క¡ సంబంİ�ంǩన తĸ� భ¢ǽ 2.5 ఎకĸాల కĲ�Ť ఎక¡ŐవĦా 
ఉంట½ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř 525 ర¤. సం.నక¡ ఒక ľÁȦ.ĳ.ిĥ� మĸ�య� య¢ǵȫ క¡ 0.50 Ĵ¿.ౖ 
ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř అǵ గత ట�ĸ�ȶ పƔĥారం ఉంİ�.  ఇపǕడ¦ క¥Ĭ� అİే ధరలను పƔǳǷాİ�ంĨ�ర .  
LT-VA ట�ĸ�ȶ ĥాŪటĦ�ĸ� లĐ ĮెలంĦాణ� ĸాషś ƿం ǿతŠం అంట� కȃĽి 2 ĥąటų  ఆİ�యం క¥Ĭ� 
లÌదు.  ఈ ǿతŠం ఆİ�య అవసĸాలĐų  అǳ సŵలťĶÉ ĥాǶ ఈ ǵబంధనను అడ¦ŝ  ĳ¿ట�ś ĥóǵ 
ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķ Ľిబŧంİ� అమ�యక¡ల»ౖన ĸ²Óత§లను ĺÂı�సుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  ĺÂలĥąటų  ర¤Ƿాయలను 
ఖర Ŗĳ¿ట� ś  Ƕట� ǷƔా జ²క¡ś ల¡ కట� śన ĨĄట 2.5 ఎకĸాల కĲ�Ť ఎక¡Őవ మ�Ħాణ� ఉనŤ ĸ²Óత§లక¡ 
క¥Ĭ�  Ƕట� Ǵర ĺా లÌదు.  అల�ĦÃ పƔభ�తŵ ఎǳŠǷčతల పధĥాల ȇషయంలĐ ǿతŠం 
ǹల¡ų ల¡ పƔభ�తŵĶÉ ĨెȃųసుŠ ంİ�.  ఇట�వంట� ǵబంధన లÌదు.  ĥావ­న తమర  ĸ²ÓĮ�ంగ 
సమసŪలను గ�ĸ� Šంǩ ǘÃతƔ Ȏšా ķ Ľిబŧంİ� ఒతŠĬ� నుంĬ� ĸ²ÓĮ�ంĦాǵŤ రǘ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ� ఈ 
ǵబంధనను ఎǳŠ  ĺÂయగలరǵ ǷƔా ĸ�šసుŠ Ĳ�Ťమ�. 

ĸాషś ƿ పƔభ�తŵం సవĸ�ంǩన ఉǩత ȇదుŪȰ ȇı�Ĳ�ǵŤ అనుసĸ�ంǩ 
ĦĖరవ కǾషȴ ĺార  జ�ĸ� ĨేĽిన ధరల ఉతŠర ŵల పƔĥారం ఉǩత 
ȇదుŪȰ ను సరఫĸా Ĩేయడం జర గ�త§ంİ�. 



కƘమ 

సంఖŪ 
అభŪంతరమ�ల¡ / సూచనల¡ సమ�ı�నమ�ల¡ 

2. 

2 సంవతŸĸాల ĥ�Ƙతం జĸ�Ħ�న బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణలĐ పƔసుŠ త మన ĸాషś ƿ మంǳƔవర Ūల»ౖన ȌƘ 
తǶŤర  హĸ�Ɂ ĸావ­ Ħార  ల�Ūంĥą కంĳ¿Ƕĥ� సంబంı�ంǩ సŵలťĥాȃక ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆల¡ 
ȇషయంలĐ ఒపťంİ�ల కĲ�Ť ĥąట�ų İ� ర¤Ƿాయల¡ ఎక¡Őవ Ĩెȃųంప­ల¡ Ĭ�ȎాŐం ల¡ 
ĨేĽినȇ.  ĺాట�ǵ ǳĦ�Ħ� ĸాబటśడĶÉ ĥాక¡ంĬ� బ�ధుŪల»ౖన అı�ĥార ల Ĵ¿ౖ మĸ�య� ల�Ūంĥą 
కంĳ¿Ƕ Ĵ¿ౖ ĥ�ƘǽనȽ ĥÃసుల¡ ĳ¿ట�ś లǵ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ ĨేȎార .  ĶÉమందరం పƔజ� పƔȂజĲ�ల 
దృȍśా ƺ ĺాĸ�ĥ� మదŢత§ Įెȃĳి చరŪల¡ Ǵసుĥąĺాలǵ బľ�రంగ ȇĨ�రణలĐ Ĭ�మ�ం  
Ĩేయడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�.  పƔసుŠ తం మన ఇంట� పƔభ�తŵం ఉంİ�, చరŪల¡ Ĭ�మ�ంȭ క¡ ĨేĽిన ట�. 
హĸ�Ɂ ĸావ­ Ħార  మంǳƔ క¥Ĭ� అķĲ�ర .  లŪంĥąĥą కĸ�ĳిన అకƘమ Ĩెȃųంప­ల ȇషయం 
Ĭ�ȎాŐం ల¡ ĥాǵ, పƔభ�తŵం ĺార  ĥాǶ Ǵసుక¡నŤ చరŪల¡ ఏǽ ĮెȃǷాȃ.  ఈ ȇషయంలĐ 
పƔసుŠ తం ఆందƔ ల�Ǻķంȣ ఒǳŠĥ� క¥Ĭ� లÌదు.  ĥావ­న ǵజ�ǵజ�ల గ�ĸ�ంǩ సťషśĶ¸Ûన 
పƔకటన Ĭ�ȎాŐం ల¡ Ĩేయ�ȃ.  ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺార  తమ ĺ±ౖఖĸ�ǵ ఈ 
ȇషయంలĐ సťషśం ĨేయడĶÉ ĥాక¡ంĬ� పƔసుŠ త ĮెలంĦాణ� పƔభ�తŵ ĺ±ౖఖĸ� ఏǽట� అĲÂİ� 
పƔభ�తŵం İ�ŵĸా సమ�ı�నం ఇĳిťంǩ పƔభ�తŵం మĸ�య� Ĭ�ȎాŐం ǷారదరŶకతను 
ǵర¤ĳింǩ, గత పƔభ�తŵంలĐ ఉనŤ Ƿాĸ�ĻƘా ǽక ĺÂతŠల»ౖన ఆంı�Ɣ  ĳ¿తŠంİ�ర ల¡ జĸ�ĳిన 
నȍśా ల¡ బయటĳ¿ట�ś లǵ తమĸ�ĥ� ȇనŤȇంచు ĥóంట�Ĳ�Ťను. 

APPCC ĺార  ĨేĽిన సŵలťĥాȃక ȇదుŪȰ ĥóనుĦĆళŴ Ĵ¿ౖ ȌƘ ట�. హĸ�Ɂ 
ĸావ­ Ħార  లÌవĲ±ǳŠన అభŪంతĸాల¡ ఆı�రంĦా, APPCC ĺార  
అదనంĦా Ĩెȃųంǩన ర¤.12,12,18,314/-   
ĸాబట�ś ĥąవడం జĸ�Ħ�నİ�. İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ NETSL trader ĺార  ఆంధƔపƔİేɀ 
ĦĖరవǶయ ľÁê ĥąర ś  మ�ందు ĳిట�షȴ W.P No.17631/2013 İ�ఖల¡ 
ĨేȎార .  ĦĖరవǶయ ľÁê ĥąర ś  NETSL ĥ� అనుక¥లంĦా ఉతŠ ర ŵల¡ 
జ�ĸ� ĨేĽింİ�. 

3. 

Ĳ±లక¡ 100 య¢ǵటų  కĲ�Ť తక¡Őవ ȇదుŪȰ ȇǵȂĦ�ంĨే ĦƘా Ǿణ / పటśణ Ȏామ�నŪ 
ǩనŤ హāటȽ ĺాĸ�ĥ� య¢ǵȫ క¡ ఋ.7.80 Ĵ¿.ౖ - 100 య¢ǵట�ų  İ�ట�Įే ఋ.8.60 ĳ¿ౖసల¡ 
అİే ĸాǮȿ Ħాంı� ఇంటĸÃŤషనȽ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś లĐ ఉనŤ Ȏśా Ȼ హāటȽ క¡ య¢ǵȫ క¡ 
ఋ.6.05 Ĵ¿.ౖల¡ ఎంత వరక¡ సబబĎ తమర  ఆలĐǩంǩ ǵరşయం Ǵసుĥąĺాȃ. 

ల»ౖĽ¿ǶŸ పĸ�ı�లĐ లÌǵ అంశమ�. 
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ĸాǮȿ Ħాంı� ఇంటĸÃŤషనȽ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś క¡ (ఇందులĐ Ľింహĵ�గం ĺాట� ǭ.ఎం.అȻ. 
సంసŠĬ�) గత ĸ²ండ¦ సంవతŸĸాల ĥ�Ƙంద కమĸ�ŷయȽ ĥాŪటĦ�ĸ� నుంĬ� పƔజ� ట�Ɣ ȴŸ ǷčȻś సంసš 
ల»ౖన అȻ.ట�.Ľ.ి మĸ�య� ĸ²ÓలÌŵ ల సరసన Ĩేĸ�Ŗ ĺాĸ�ĥ� సంబంı�ంǩన ȇదుŪȰ Ĩ�ĸ�Ř తĦÃ œ  
ĺ±సుల¡బ�ట� కȃťంĨ�ȃ.  ĸాǮȿ Ħాంı� ఇంటĸÃŤషనȽ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś ĺార  5400 ఎకĸాల 
ĸ²ÓĮ�ంగప­ భ¢మ�లను పƔభ�తŵం İ�ŵĸ  ాĽÐకĸ�ంǩ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś ĽÐవలÌ ĥాక¡ంĬ� Ȏśా Ȼ 
హāటȽŸ ǿదల¡ĥóǵ ȇȇధ ĺాŪǷార సంసšల İ�ŵĸా అతŪı�క ధరలను İేశ ȇİేȌ 
ȇǵȂĦాİ�ర ల నుంĬ� వసూల¡ ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర  (100 ĥąటų  ఖర Ŗ ĨేĽిన ఒక ĳ¿ంĬ� ų  ĸాǮȿ 
Ħాంı� ఇంటĸÃŤషనȽ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś Ȏśా Ȼ హāటȽ లĐ జĸ�Ħ�ందǵ పǳƔకలĐų  చİ�ĺామ�.  ట� 
నుంĬ� ǿదల¡ĥóǵ Ƿాĸ�Őంȣ వరక¡ Ȉĸ� వదŢ ఏ ĽÐవల»ౖĲ� అı�క ధరలÌ.  Ȏśా Ȼ హāటȽŸ లĐ 
ĥąట�ų İ� ర¤Ƿాయల¡ ఖర Ŗ ĨేĽÐ ధǵక¡ల¡ ȇȇధ ఫంǖȴŸ Ĩేసుక¡ంట�ర .  ఇİ� పĥాŐ 
ĺాŪǷారĶÉ ĥాదు కİ�  ĥాɂś Ȅ ĺాŪǷారం క¡Ĭ�.  İ�ǵǵ ĳÐద, Ȏామ�నŪ, మధŪ తరగǳ 
పƔజలక¡ ĽÐవ ĨేĽÐ అȻ.ట�.Ľి. ĸ²ÓలÌŵ లĮČ ఎల� Ƿčల¡ȎŠా ర .  అȻ.ట�.Ľి, ĸ²ÓలÌŵ Ƿాĸ�Őంȣ ర¤.5/- 

నుంĬ� ర¤.10/-, ట�, ర¤.5/- నుంĬ� ర¤.7/- ల¡. బɂ, ĸ²ÓలÌŵ İొరకక¡ంటÎ ĸాǳƔ ఉǩతంĦా Ƿ ųా ȫ 
ఫం Ĵ¿ౖ Ƿాడ¦ĥąవచుŖను.  ఇల�ంట� ĽÐవల¡ పƔజలకంİ�సూŠ  పƔజ�ǻమ�Ĳ�ǵŤ చూరĦôనŤ 
సంసšల సరసన ǭ.ఎం.అȻ. ఎķȻ Ƿčర ś ను Ĩేĸ�Ŗ ఈ సంసšల ĦĖరĺాǵŤ, ĽÐĺా ǵరǳǵ 
తĦ� œంĨ�ర .  ĦĖరవ ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺార  İ�ǵ Ĵ¿ౖ ప­నĸాలĐచన ĨేĽి ĸాǮȿ 
Ħాంı� ఇంటĸÃŤషనȽ ఎķȻ ǷčȻś ఎĲċŤ ĺాŪǷార సంసšల¡ ఉనŤȇ,  ĺాట� ĽÐవల¡ ఏǽట� 
పĸ�Ȍȃంǩ ĺాట� ĽÐవల ఆı�రంĦా, ĺార  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల Ĵ¿ౖ వసూల¡ ĨేĽÐ ట�ĸ�ȶ 
ఆı�రంĦా ట�ĸ�ȶ ǵరşķంĨ�లǵ తమĸ�ĥ� ȇనŤȇంచు క¡ంట�Ĳ�Ťమ�. 
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4. 

Ľ.ి .అȻ.ఎȶ. సభ�ŪలĮČ సȏ ఉనŤĮ�İ�ĥార లందర¤ తమ తమ ĺాహĲ�లలĐ ఎǵŤ 
. .ల¡ పƔయ�ణం ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ²Ó అనుమǳ ఉంİ�, ఎǵŤ ĥ�. . పƔయ�ణం ĨేసుŠ Ĳ�Ťర .  

Ľ.ి .అȻ.ఎȶ. సభ�Ūల¡ Ȉĸ� ľÁȭ ĥాŵరśȻŸ నుంĬ� ĺార  ľ�యĸ�ంȣ ĺ±ĹÍŴ Ȏšా Ĳ�ǵĥ� ఒక 
ĥార లĐ అందర  ĺ±ళ Š̈ Ĳ�Ťĸ ?ా  లÌİ� ఎవĸ� ĥార  ĺార  ĺాడ¦త§Ĳ�Ťĸా?  Ľ.ి .అȻ.ఎȶ. 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సభ�Ūǵĥ� కȃťంǩన పƔయ�ణ ĺ±సుల¡బ�ట� ఏǽట�?  ȇǵȂĦాİ�ర 
సభ�Ūడ¦ Ĭ�ȎాŐం సభ�Ūల¡ సమ�నĶÉĲ�?  లÌక ĮేĬ� ఏĶ¸ÛĲ� ఉంİ�?  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵĥ� 
(ఎȴ.ĳ.ి .Ľ.ిఎȽ) ĨెȃంĨ�ȃŸన పƔయ�ణప­ ఖర Ŗలను గత ĸ²ండ¦ సంవతŸĸాల¡Ħా రకరĥాల 
ĥారణ�ల¡ చూĳి Ĩెȃųంచక మ�నĽికంĦా ǘĔభ ĳ¿ట� ś  ȇĨ�రణక¡ ĸాక¡ంĬ� ĨేయĬ�ǵŤ Ĭ�ȎాŐం 
ĳ¿దŢల¡ సమĸ�ţసుŠ Ĳ�Ťĸ?ా  ĦĖరవ ȇదుŪȰ ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ ĺార  ȇĨ�ĸ�ంǩ ఇ.అȻ.Ľ.ి 
ĺార  ǵయǽంǩన సభ�Ūǵ ĦĖరĺాǵŤ ĥాǷాడ¦త© ఆĸ�ţకంĦా క¥Ĭ� ఆసమ�నం ĥాక¡ంĬ� 
చూడగలరǵ పƔĸ�ŢసుŠ Ĳ�Ťం. 

TSNPDCL ĺార  ĨైȻ-పరŸȴ క¡ 2500 ĥ�లĐ Ǿటర ų  మĸ�య� Ķ̧ంబȻ 
అĥĖంȫŸ మĸ�య� Ķ̧ంబȻ ȄగȽ  క¡ 2000 ĥ�లĐ Ǿటర ų  అనుమǳ 
ఇĨ�Ŗర . 
CGRF సభ�Ūల¡ ĴిబƔవĸ� 2015 Ĳ±లలĐ పƔయ�ణం ĨేĽిన ĥ�లĐǾటర ų  ఈ 
ȇధంĦా ఉĲ�Ťķ. 

కƘమ 
సంఖŪ 

సభ�Ūǵ హāİ�  
అనుమǳంǩన 

ĥ�లĐ Ǿటర ų  
పƔయ�ణం ĨేĽిన 

ĥ�లĐ Ǿటర ų  
1. ĨైȻ పరŸȴ 2500 4454 

2. Ķ̧ంబȻ అĥĖంȫŸ 2000 2000 

3. Ķ̧ంబȻ ȄగȽ   2000 2499 

 
ఎవĸ� ĺాహనం ĺాĸÃ ĺాడ¦త§Ĳ�Ťర . ĥóǵŤ పƔĮేŪక సందĸాŨలలĐ ఒĥÃ 
ĺాహనంలĐ ఇదŢర  పƔయ�ణం Ĩేయడం క¥Ĭ� జర గ�త§ంİ�. 
CGRF ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సభ�Ūడ¦ ȇధులక¡ హజ²ౖĸ²Óన ĸĆǯన ĸĆǯ 
బతŪమ�Ħాను ర¤.750/- ǵరşķంచడĶ̧Ûనİ�.  ఈ ǷûƔ ĽీĬ�ంȣŸ 
Ĳ±ం.APERC/Secy/DD(EAS)/F:S-337/ 06/2013, Dt:01.08.2013 

పƔĥారం ర¤.750 నుంĬ� ర¤.1500 లక¡ ĳ¿ంచడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�. 
DISCOM సభ�Ūలక¡ vote ȇల¡వ ఉనŤİ�.  ȇǵȂగİ�ర ǵ 
సభ�Ūǵĥ� vote ȇల¡వ లÌదు. 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సభ�Ūల ఇపťట� వరక¡ సమĸ�ťంǩన İ�న భతŪం 
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ǹల¡ų ల¡ ǿతŠమ� Ĩెȃųంచడం జĸ�Ħ�ంİ�. 
ȇǵȂగİ�ర ల సభ�Ūడ¦ తదుపĸ� సంİేȏల ĥ²Ó ǵయంతƔణ మండȃ 
(ERC) ĺాĸ�ǵ సంపƔİ�ంǩ తగ� ఉతŠ ర వ­ల¡ Ƿûంద గలర . 

 



Replies to the Objections / Suggestions raised on ARR & FPT for FY 2015-16 of Sri Dr. L. Muralidhar, Jana Vignana Vedika & 
Praja Science Vedika, 42-242, Newtown colony, Praja Vidyasal, Wanaparthy, Mahaboobnagar

Summary of Objections / Suggestions Response of the Licensee

Deaths due to shocks 
Every year hundreds of farmers are meeting death due to 
electrical shocks. This is highly avoidable.
During 2013-14 in Telangana 436 people died due to electrical 
shocks. More than 50% of these cases under SPDCL took place 
in the circles/districts of Mahabubnagar and Nalgonda. Similar is 
the case in the first half of 2014-15. Further these figures are an 
under estimate of the reality. Farmers are the main victims of this 
phenomenon.  
Table:    Deaths Due to Electric Shocks

2013-
14

First 
Half of 
2014-15

NPDCL 185 87

Mahabubna
gar

115 69

Nalgonda 84 25

SPDCL 251 129

Total 
Telangana

436 216

The DISCOMs did not provide complete details of these incidents 
like for how many cases DISCOMs took responsibility and in how 
many cases compensation was paid and amount paid towards 
compensation. NPDCL mentioned that compensation was paid in 
56 cases out of 185 deaths in 2013-14 and in 11 cases out of 87 
deaths during the first half of 2014-15. Procedures need to be 

Every effort is being made to avoid accidents, by 
taking up regular maintenance works like 
replacement of conductor, providing of inter poles , 
maintenance  of DTRs structure and LT lines, 
providing of earthing.  Wide publicity being given 
requesting Ryots not to handle with Distribution 
Transformers. During the FY 2014-15 the licensee 
has erected 4177 middle poles in the loose lines 
with an expenditure of RS 1.89 Crs, 23207  
locations in various lines were rectified to avoid 
accidents.
Further works were awarded to erect 200 middle 
poles in each section in Discom in the coming 3 
months.  

Non Departmental Fatal accidents  in NPDCL

As per directions of APERC (Proceeding 
No.APERC/Secy/EAS/S-101/177/2013, 
Dt13.08.2013), the NPDCL has enhanced existing ex-
gratia amount in case of fatal accidents to non 
departmental person and animals due to electrocution 
i.e. Human being from Rs.1 to 2 Lakhs, cattle from 
RS. 3,000 to Rs. 20,000 and goat and sheep @ 
Rs.4,000 respectively and sanction procedure is 
simplified to grant ex- gratia to victims irrespective of 
the mistake from any side. Further online tracking of 
accidents taken place in TSNPDCL and reports 

Human Animal Total Human Animal Total
Reported by field 159 298 457 156 172 328
Exgratia sanctioned by
the deportment

27 132 159 76 122 198

2013-14  2014-15up  to 2/2015



simplified to see that all victims receive compensation at the 
earliest. 

Even in the electrocution deaths that the DISCOMs had taken 
responsibility the amount paid (about Rs. 1 lakh per person) is 
very meagre. Even this meagre amount was not paid properly. 
There is need to revise the compensation upwards like in the 
case of railways.

submission is commenced from 12/2014 to see that 
all eligible victims receive compensation at the 
earliest.

There shall also be separate mechanism to pin responsibility for 
deaths due to electricity shocks. In the present case perpetrator it 
self is the judge. To avoid this anomaly a committee comprising 
different stakeholders shall go into these deaths and pronounce 
whether DISCOMs are responsible for these tragedies or not.

Within 24 hours preliminary report and then detailed 
report is being furnished by ADE.  As per 
Government of Telangana instructions the Chief 
Electrical Inspector to Government is being reported 
about the electrical accident.  Then jurisdictional 
Deputy Electrical Inspector will investigate the 
electrical accident.

More than this these deaths are highly avoidable. These deaths 
are taking place due to neglect of rural network by the DISCOMs.  
Every year the Commission allowed Rs. 5 crore to be spent by 
the DISCOMs on safety measures to avoid such deaths. But 
DISCOMs did not care to utilise them. NPDCL spent Rs. 34.25 
lakh during 2013-14 and Rs. 12.29 crore during first half of 2014-
15. If the safety of DTRs were improved many of these deaths 
could have been avoided.
In most of these cases it was the farmers who met this tragic end. 
These deaths could have been avoided if there were timely and 
sufficient technical support at the ground level and good quality 
electrical network. Most of the technical posts like linemen in rural 
areas are vacant and farmers are forced to attend to repair work 
on their own with fatal consequences. Thousands of line men 
posts are lying vacant since a long time. Recently Telangana 
State Government announced that hundreds of electrical 
engineers will be recruited shortly. But there is no word about 
recruiting line men. Filling line men posts not only bring down 
deaths due to shocks but also help to bring down T&D losses and 
their by add to the income of the DISCOMs.

Rural network is strengthened by incorporating 
additional improvement of transformers, substations 
and sanction of HT and LT lines in year 2014-15. 
Tom-tom is done in the villages not to meddle the 
DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. The 
Spacers are used to prevent accidents in case of 
snapping of LT lines. The 11 KV breakers at 33/11 
KV substations are put in trimmed condition for 
cutting of the power supply in case of snapping of 11 
KV conductor. Higher size of conductor is replaced 
where the lines are overloading. 

Tom-tom is done in the villages about not to meddle 
the DTRs for avoiding the Electrical accidents. To 
support the field staff, the labour@ Rs 4000/- per 
month is deployed in TSNPDCL for extending better 
services  in 250 distributions.

Quality of Power Voltages and quality of power supply to consumers is 
closely monitored from corporate office level 



Electricity received by the farmers was of uneven quality with 
unpredictable interruptions. Power supply timings announced by 
the Licensees are not being adhered to. It is the responsibility of 
the Commission under Section 86 (1) (i) of the Electricity Act, 
2003 to enforce standards with respect to quality, continuity and 
reliability of service by licensees.   

In the past DISCOMs used to post feeder-wise electricity supply 
details on their websites. But they stopped this practice suddenly 
some time back. We request the Commission to direct the 
DISCOMs to post all relevant information on quantum and quality 
of supply on their websites.

whenever the compliant is received regarding low 
voltages and poor quality of supply.

Everyday 11KV feeder wise electricity supply details 
are received from field on the same day night hrs and 
will be reviewed regularly.

DTR failure/repair

DISCOMs are also not attending to maintenance of DTRs 
properly. Farmers are being forced to incur expenditure in 
transporting the DTRs. DTRs are also not being repaired in time. 
DISCOM staff are also collecting money from farmers to repair 
DTRs. They are not attending to repairs until the farmers pay up.  
In Kanugutta village of Both mandal in Adilabad district it took 10 
days to repair the DTR. In Madaka village of Odelu mandal in 
Karimnagar district it took more than one week to repair the 
transformer while under Standards of Performance DTRs in rural 
areas shall be repaired within 48 hours.

Presently 3629No.s Healthy DTRs are available 
under Rolling stock of TSNPDCL and any failed  DTR 
can be replaced with in 24Hrs.

Regarding failure of DTR in  Kanugutta village of Both 
mandal in Adilabad district, it is a 63KVA DTR and 
failed repeatedly on 20-01-2015 and 5-02-2015.The 
consumers are drawing water from near by Kharat 
project canal and Peddavagu canal by using 
unauthorized pump sets and DTR is failing on 
overload. It is instructed to replace the failed DTR 
immediately and action may be taken against illegal 
connections. Further there is no compliant of failure 
DTR in Madaka with 1week duration in this Rabi 
season.

Low quality of power in rural areas is also because of crumbling 
transmission and distribution network in rural areas. Decades old 
conductors are hanging low endangering lives as well as resulting 
high transmission losses. Many of the DTRs are more than 
decade old and should have been replaced. Added to this many 
of these DTRs do not have even AB switches. Depreciated and 

The old conductors are replaced in phased manner. 
The old DTRs having age more than 25yr. and 
drawing more magnetizing currents are survey 
reported and replaced with new DTRs. Due to 
complaint of theft of DTRs and meddling of DTRs, 
small capacity of DTRs are erected and controlled 



old parts of T&D network shall be replaced in keeping with 
prudent maintenance of the network in good health.

group of DTRs  with  one AB switch.

DSM Measures
To be eligible for free power, farmers have to undertake demand 
side management (DSM) measures i.e., installation of capacitors, 
ISI marked pump sets, HDPE or RPVC piping and frictionless 
foot-valve. These measures are proposed to bring down quantum 
electricity consumption in the agriculture sector there by reducing 
financial burden both on the state government and farmers. 
Farmers also would like to contribute to this endeavour. Though 
farmers are interested in taking them up they are facing hurdles in 
implementing them. 

DISCOM officials are claiming that more than 90% of the farmers 
have installed capacitors. But truth is that not even 10% of the 
farmers installed capacitors. Farmers do not have technical 
assistance in the form of access to linemen or assistant linemen, 
to take this up. thousands of line men posts in rural areas are 
lying vacant. Even where linemen or assistant linemen are 
available they do not have proper knowledge in installation of 
capacitors. Installation of capacitors at a wrong point led to 
burning of pump sets, which scared other farmers from doing the 
same.

Agriculture services are being released for the 
consumers who have paid DDs. 

A pilot implemented by SPDCL (p.88) power consumption 
declined by nearly 10% after installation of capacitors. This 
implies that by spending Rs. 60 crore to install capacitors at 20 
lakh pump sets in Telangana DISCOMs will be able to save about 
Rs. 500 crore. This alone shall spur the DISCOMs to implement 
capacitor programme on war footing.
Use of ISI standard pump set is another important DSM measure. 
Present pump set efficiency in the State is only 25% and this 
could be increased to 50% by using ISI standard motors.  For 
proper operation of ISI standard pump sets minimum voltages are 
required. Under prevailing low voltages in the state these ISI 
motors do not work. Because of this low voltage, farmers are 
forced to go in for locally made pump sets which operate even 
under low voltages. One of the reasons for low voltage is 

Improvement of DTRs and Erection of new 33/11 
KV and 132/33 KV substations are proposed for 
improvement of voltages at tail end of consumer. 
Wherever the authorized overloading is noticed, the 
additional DTR of adequate capacity in the 
agriculture sector at load centre is installed.
The present day voltage will suitable for ISI 
pumpsets.



overloading of distribution transformers (DTR) installed for 
agricultural purposes. This overload is to the extent of 25 to 50%. 
If this overload problem is addressed successfully farmers can 
think of using ISI standard motors. This can be addressed by 
increasing the number of DTRs of adequate capacity in the 
agriculture sector. We request the state government and 
DISCOMs to install additional DTRs to solve low voltage problem 
so that farmers will be emboldened to go in for ISI standard 
motors.
Though the farmers may be willing to install ISI standard motors 
in the event of voltages improving the financial burden on them 
will be onerous and it will be good to explore the ways of 
minimizing burden on them in replacing the non-standard motors 
with ISI standards motors. In Tamil Nadu, the State government 
and utilities are said to have taken up a programme where a third 
party – Electricity Service Company (ESC) – takes the 
responsibility of replacing the motors and is given a share in the 
savings of electricity consequent to installation of standard 
motors. We request the State government to explore this option 
also as it will not burden the state government as well as the 
farmers.

It not the purview of the Licensee as it is policy 
matter.
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