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APPENDIX - 1 

Statement showing the objection of the consumers / public, MESCOM’s   Response and 

the Commission’s Views. 

 Objections  Replies by MESCOM 

MA-01 to 03 and MA-05 to MA-09 

1.  UÁæ«ÄÃt ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è 
«zÀÄåvï ¥Àæ¸ÀgÀt «vÀgÀuÁ 
ªÀiÁUÀðUÀ¼ÀÄ 
zÀÄ¹ÜwAiÀÄ°èªÉ.  

UÁæºÀPÀgÀ F ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 
¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁVgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.  ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA vÀ£Àß 
«zÀÄåvï eÁ®zÀ «¸ÀÛgÀuÉUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ  
§®ªÀzsÀð£ÉUÉ §AqÀªÁ¼À 
PÁªÀÄUÁjUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄwÛzÉ.  2018-19 gÀ 
¸Á°£À°è gÀÆ.612 PÉÆÃnAiÀÄµÀÄÖ 
§AqÀªÁ¼À PÁªÀÄUÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀUÉÆArzÀÄÝ, ¸ÀÄªÀiÁgÀÄ 2897 
Q.«ÄÃ. GzÀÝzÀ 11 PÉ.«. ªÀiÁUÀðUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
2350 Q.«ÄÃ. GzÀÝzÀ J¯ï.n. ªÀiÁUÀðUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 8237 ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ «zÀÄåvï 
¥ÀjªÀvÀðPÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «zÀÄåvï eÁ®PÉÌ 
¸ÉÃ¥ÀðqÉUÉÆ½¸À¯ÁVzÉ.  EzÀÄ MAzÀÄ 
¤gÀAvÀgÀ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀiÁVzÀÄÝ 2019-20 
£ÉÃ ¸Á°£À°èAiÀÄÆ F ¤nÖ£À°è ¸ÁPÀµÀÄÖ 
¥ÀæUÀwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¹gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
 
ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉzÀAvÉ 
¸À°è¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ, «zÀÄåvï 
eÁ®UÀ¼À §®ªÀzsÀð£ÉUÉ ¸ÁPÀµÀÄÖ 
§AqÀªÁ¼ÀzÀ 
CªÀ±ÀåPÀvÉ¬ÄgÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ, 
CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀAvÀ ºÀAvÀªÁV 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
C£ÀÄªÉÆÃzÀ£ÉAiÉÆA¢UÉ ªÀÄÄA¢£À 
ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀUÉÆ½¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 

2.  «zÀÄåvï vÀAwUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ºÀ¼ÉAiÀÄzÁVzÀÄÝ 
UÁæ«ÄÃt ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼À°è 
«zÀÄåvï ¸ÁUÁuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ 
¸ÁªÀÄxÀåð«gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. F ¤nÖ£À°è 
“§AqÀªÁ¼À ªÉZÀÑ” vÀAiÀiÁj¸ÀÄªÁUÀ CªÀ±ÀåPÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ 
PÁªÀÄUÁjUÀ½UÉ CzÀåvÉ ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ »A¢¤AzÀ®Æ «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥À¤UÀ½UÉ  DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ¤zÉÃð±À£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

¤ÃrgÀÄvÀÛzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ F ¤nÖ£À°è “capital expenditure guidelines” 
C£ÀÄß ¥Á°¸À®Ä ¸ÀÆa¹gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

3.  PÀA¥É¤AiÀÄÄ §AqÀªÁ¼À 
ºÀÆrPÉ ªÀiÁrzÀÝgÀÆ 
¸À¨ï¸ÉÖÃµÀ£ïUÀ¼À 
PÁªÀÄUÁjAiÀÄÄ 
C¥ÀÆtðUÉÆAqÀÄ F 
£ÀµÀÖªÀÅ UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 

¸À¨ï¸ÉÖÃµÀ£ïUÀ¼À ¤ªÀiÁðt PÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ°è CUÀvÀå ¨sÀÆ«ÄAiÀÄ 
®¨sÀåvÉ, «zÀÄåvï ªÀiÁUÀð ¤ªÀiÁðtPÁÌV 
¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄªÀ ROW, CgÀtå ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è 
«zÀÄåvï ªÀiÁUÀðUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÁzÀÄ ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä 
CgÀtå E¯ÁSÉAiÀÄ C£ÀÄªÀÄw EvÁå¢ 
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ºÉÆgÉAiÀiÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. 

 

«µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À C£ÀÄªÉÆÃzÀ£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 
¸ÀPÁ®zÀ°è zÉÆgÉvÀ°è ¤UÀ¢vÀ ªÉÃ¼Á 
¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ ¥ÀæPÁgÀ CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
C£ÀÄµÁ×UÀUÉÆ½¸À§ºÀÄzÁVzÉ.  EzÀPÉÌ 
ªÀåwjPÀÛªÁV GAmÁUÀÄªÀ 
CqÀZÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸À¨ï¸ÉÖÃµÀ£ï 
PÁªÀÄUÁjUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ ©Ãj 
¸ÀPÁ®zÀ°è ¥ÀÆtðUÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 
¸ÁzsÀåªÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

 
¢£ÁAPÀ 24-01-2020 gÀAzÀÄ wÃxÀðºÀ½î 
vÁ®ÆQ£À PÉÆtAzÀÆj£À°è PÉ.¦.n.¹.J¯ï £À 
110 /11 PÉ.«. ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåðzÀ ¸À¨ï¸ÉÖÃµÀ£ï 
PÁAiÀiÁðgÀA©ü¹zÀÄÝ D ¨sÁUÀzÀ 
UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀPÉÌ 
¸ÀA¥ÀPÀðUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ «zÀÄåvï eÁ®zÀ 
¥ÀjªÁå¦ÛUÉ §gÀÄªÀ UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 
C£ÀÄPÀÆ®ªÁVzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ.  «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥À¤UÀ¼ÀÄ, AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ AiÉÆÃd£É/PÁªÀÄUÁjUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
PÉÊUÉwÛPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ ªÀÄÄ£Àß AiÉÆÃd£É/PÁªÀÄUÁjAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
PÀÄ®APÀÄµÀªÁV CzsÀåAiÀÄ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆAqÀÄ CzÀPÉÌ 
¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄªÀ vÀAiÀiÁjUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁrPÉÆAqÀÄ 
AiÉÆÃe£É/PÁªÀÄUÁjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉwÛPÉÆAqÀÄ ¤UÀ¢vÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÉÆ¼ÀUÉ PÁAiÀÄðUÀvÀUÉÆ½¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ. E®è¢zÀ°è 
AiÉÆÃd£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ «¼ÀA¨sÀªÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¸ÀAzÉÃºÀ«gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. AiÉÆÃd£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è 
¸ÀA¥ÀÆtðUÉÆAqÀÄ CzÀgÀ G¥ÀAiÀÄÄPÀÛvÉ ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀjUÉ ¹UÀ¢zÀÝgÉ, 
AiÉÆÃe£ÉUÉ/PÁªÀiÁUÁjUÉ ºÀÆrgÀÄªÀ UÁæºÀPÀgÀ ºÀt ªÀåxÀðªÁzÀAvÉ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀgÀ ºÉÆgÉ ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀjUÉ vÀUÀ®ÄvÀÛzÉ.  F ¤nÖ£À°è «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥À¤UÀ¼ÀÄ E£ÀµÀÄÖ UÀªÀÄ£À ºÀj¸À¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

4.  «zÀÄåvï zÀÄ§ð¼ÀPÉ, 
¸ÁUÁtÂPÁ £ÀµÀÖªÀ£ÀÄß 
¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁV ¤ªÀð»¹zÀ°è 
zÀgÀ KjPÀAiÀÄ 
CUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

 

«zÀÄåvï zÀÄ§ð¼ÀPÉ, ¸ÁUÁtÂPÁ 
£ÀµÀÖªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀð»¸ÀÄªÀ°è ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA 
ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
PÉÊUÉÆArzÉ.  EzÀjAzÁV ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA £À 
«zÀÄåvï «vÀgÀuÁ £ÀµÀÖªÀÅ gÁdåzÀ EvÀgÉ 
PÀA¥É¤UÀ½UÉ ºÉÆÃ°¹zÀ°è CvÀåAvÀ 
PÀrªÉÄ CAzÀgÉ 2018-19 £ÉÃ ªÀµÀðzÀ°è 
±ÉÃ.10.52 DVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

 
EzÀgÀ ºÉÆgÀvÁVAiÀÄÆ «zÀÄåvï 
GvÁàzÀ£É, ¸ÁUÀuÉ, «zÀÄåvï ¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ 
ºÁUÀÆ «zÀÄåvï eÁ®UÀ¼À ¤ªÀðºÀuÉ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ CªÀ®A©vÀ CA±ÀUÀ¼À°è£À zÀgÀ 
KjPÉ¬ÄAzÀ ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA.¤.AiÀÄ ªÉZÀÑzÀ°è 
DUÀÄªÀ ºÉZÀÑ¼ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀjzÀÆV¸À®Ä 
«zÀÄåvï zÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉaÑ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
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C¤ªÁAiÀÄðªÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

5.  ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¸ÀjAiÀiÁV §¼À¹PÉÆ¼ÀîzÉÃ 
zÀÄ¨Áj ¨É¯É PÉÆlÄÖ 
«zÀÄåvï RjÃ¢ ªÀiÁr ºÉaÑ£À 
zÀgÀªÀ£ÀÄß UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 
ªÀUÁð¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
¸ÀjAiÀÄ®è. 

 

««zsÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ½AzÀ RjÃ¢ ªÀiÁrgÀÄªÀ 
«zÀÄåvï ¥ÀjªÀiÁt ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉZÀÑUÀ¼À 
§UÉÎ dPÁw ¥ÀjµÀÌgÀuÁ CfðAiÀÄ°è ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
¥ÀÆtð «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÄÝ, 
EzÀ£ÀÄß UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ 
¥Àj²Ã°¹ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

MA-04 

6.  The objector has argued the that 

the Tariff Petition filed by 

MESCOM is not maintainable. 

 

The petition has been filed on 05-

01-2020 which is not 120 days 

before the commencement of 

financial year. 

MESCOM has filed the petition before Hon’ble 

Commission on 28-11-2019 which is within 120 days 

before the commencement of financial year 

Commission's Views: The petition filed has been received by the Commission on 29th 

November 2019. Hence the petition is maintainable based on the item-wise view of the 

Commission provided below. 

MESCOM has not furnished the 

detailed of the efficiency 

improvement measures. 

The Commission is computing the efficiency gains 

to be shared between the  consumers and utility 

while approving the ARR. 

Commission's Views: The Commission is  guided by the provisions of the KERC(Terms and 

Conditions for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) 

Regulations, 2006 and its amendments from time to time and the same are being 

complied with. 

MESCOM has taken APR deficit of 

FY18 as Rs.221.19 Cr.  This should 

not be loaded on to the 

consumers.  But should be borne 

by the Government. 

It is to be submitted that Rs.221.19 Cr is not revenue 

deficit. It is the revenue surplus of FY19 arrived at for 

adjustment of tariff for FY-21. 

Commission's Views: Commission takes note of the reply by MESCOM. The relevant 

issue has been dealt with suitably in this Tariff Order. 

“Cost to Serve” model not 

approved. 

 

Thee Commission is determining the retail supply 

tariff on the basis of average cost of supply and 

had discussed the rationale for that also in the tariff 

orders.  One of the reasons for considering the 

average cost of supply is due to the fact that the 

distribution network in Karnataka is such that it is 

difficult to segregate the common cost between 

different classes of consumers. 

Commission's Views: The reason as to why Cost to serve is not being implemented is 
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clearly stated in this Tariff Order. The Voltage-wise cost to serve is also indicated in the 

Annexure to the Tariff Order.  

Resorting to load shedding 

without approval of  KERC. 

The scheduled load shedding are being notified in 

advance. However, the unscheduled load 

shedding is resorted to only when the power supply 

demand and the availability mismatches. Even 

after taking all precautionary measures & plans, 

sudden reduction in generation by some 

generators for the reasons which are beyond their 

control, will affect the power supply position. 

Commission's Views: The Commission takes note of the reply provided by MESCOM.  

MESCOM shall avoid load shedding due to improper maintenance and avoidable 

reasons. 

Tariff proposed for IP sets 

category is below average cost 

of supply. 

MESCOM has proposed the increase for IP set 

category by 67 paise per unit.  The tariff in respect 

of IP category is after factoring in the cross-subsidy 

from other cross subsidizing categories.     In the 

prevailing socio-economic conditions, continuing 

the cross subsidization is inevitable.  

Commission's Views: The tariff of the various categories is being fixed based on the 

paying capacities. The IP set tariff is fixed considering the cross subsidies from paying 

consumers. 

MESCOM has totally failed in 

improving efficiency of it 

operations and complying with 

the directives of the Commission. 

The statement of the objector is not acceptable. 

The Commission is periodically reviewing the 

performance of MESCOM and also compliance of 

various directives. In view of the above, it is 

submitted that MESCOM’s application for upward 

revision of tariff is maintainable in all respects. 

Commission's Views: The reply furnished by MESCOM is acceptable. 

7.  Following are the statements of 

the objector on Truing-Up for FY-

19 / ARR for FY-21. 

 

MESCOM has incurred power 

purchase cost of Rs.2223.04 

Crores, as against the approved 

amount of Rs.1867.02 Crores  

MESCOM should have controlled 

the power purchase cost. 

It is to be submitted that MESCOM’s Power 

Purchase cost is an uncontrollable. Since the 

primary responsibility of a distribution company is to 

provide continuous and quality supply to its 

consumers, subject to technical constraints.  Thus, it 

is not fair to regulate the consumption of 

consumers in order to limit power purchase cost. 

Commission's Views: The Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and Conditions for 

determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time and since the power purchase costs are un-

controllable, they have be allowed as per the Regulations. 

MESCOM has not limited the 

capex to the amount approved 

by the Hon’ble Commission. 

MESCOM has submitted all the details regarding 

capex incurred during FY19 and the Commission 

would validate the same. 

Commission's Views: The Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and Conditions for 

determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time and the capex is being regulated accordingly. 

In the case of LT-5 installations the 

consumption growth is negative. 

In the case of HT-2a category, the 

growth rate is meager.  MESCOM 

should have taken corrective 

MESCOM is also concerned with the decrease in 

consumption in respect of industrial category.  But 

power tariff is not the sole reason for the reduced 

electrical consumption.  One of the objectors to 

the MESCOM’s tariff petition, Karnataka Chamber 



 

Karnataka Electricity Regulatory Commission                                                                      Tariff Order 2020 MESCOM 

 

Appendix – 1 – Public Consultation Suggestions / Objections & Replies                   Page    247 

 
 

action. of Commerce and Industries, Mangaluru, has 

observed that the small scale industries are reeling 

under severe hardship on account of global 

recession, demonetization, reduced sales and 

recessionary conditions prevailing in the domestic 

market.  

Commission's Views: The Commission takes note of the above reply provided by 

MESCOM. 

8.  Following are the statements of 

the objector on Compliance to 

Directives. 

 

Since there is surplus generation, 

MESCOM may supply TOD power 

to HT industries at lesser rate. 

 

The Commission is the competent authority to deal 

with this.   

Commission's Views: The Commission has dealt with this issue appropriately in this Tariff 

Order. 

Timer switches are not provided 

to street lights. 

 

Fixing & maintenance of the street lights is the 

responsibility of local bodies.    This aspect has 

been brought to the notice of the Hon’ble 

Commission and the Commission has directed to 

convince the local bodies to take action in this 

regard. 

Commission's Views: MESCOM shall be guided by the Directive of the Commission on 

Providing Timer Switches to Streetlights. 

Independent feeders are to be 

provided to industries. 

 

On specific application from the individual 

industries the feasibility of providing independent 

feeders will be examined. 

Commission's Views: The MESCOM is guided by  KERC’s Regulations, “Conditions of 

Supply of Electricity of the Distribution Licensees in the State of Karnataka”  and its 

amendments from time to time 

MESCOM has not indicated the 

details of how many installations 

are yet to be serviced with solar 

water heaters. 

 

Installing solar water heater is optional for domestic 

consumers depending upon the sanctioned load, 

for which they are entitled to rebates, as provided 

by the Commission. 

Commission's Views: The reply provided by MESCOM is not in order. The MESCOM shall 

be guided by Clause 4 of KERC’s regulation “Conditions of Supply of Electricity of the 

Distribution Licensees in the State of Karnataka”  and its amendments from time to time. 

Nirantara Jyothi Scheme is being 

done as per the Govt. directions 

for better supply to rural 

consumers.  As this is the Govt. 

welfare scheme, the related 

capital cost should be borne by 

Govt. and not by consumers. 

The Central Government is providing 60% grant for 

implementing feeder segregation scheme.  The 

remaining 40% have to be borne by respective 

ESCOMs. 

Commission's Views: The Commission takes note of the reply of MESCOM. 

MESCOM is not serious in 

implementing HVDS. 

 

Focused HVDS program is required where cluster of 

electrical load exists.  But MESCOM is having 

staggered electrical loads.  Hence, MESCOM, in 

the system improvement works, has moved to 

replace higher capacity of distribution transformers 

with lower capacity transformers which will result in 

increased HT lines. 
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Commission's Views: The MESCOM is guided by the directive of the Commission on 

Implementation of HVDS. 

MESCOM has not completed 

metering of DTCs to work out the 

losses in order to plug the same.  

Energy losses in majority of the 

feeders are more than 15%. 

In this regard, it is to be submitted that MESCOM is 

initiating action to streamline the data obtained 

from the meters fixed to DTCs for effective energy 

audit. 

Commission's Views: The reply provided by MESCOM is not satisfactory.  The MESCOM 

shall be guided by the directive of the Commission on Energy Audit. 

No action plan proposed by 

MESCOM to prevent electrical 

accidents. 

 

MESCOM is periodically identifying the hazardous 

installations and system improving programmes are 

being suitably made to rectify the hazardous 

installations in order to prevent the electrical 

accidents.  Directions have been issued to the field 

officers for taking up the safety audit of the 

electrical system. 

Commission's Views: The MESCOM shall be guided by the directive of the Commission 

on Prevention of Electrical Accidents. 

HT/LT lines ratio not maintained at 

the level of 1:1. 

 

 It is submitted that 1:1 is the ideal ratio to be 

maintained for HT/LT lines and MESCOM keeps it in 

view as benchmark, as far as possible, while 

implementing system improvement works. 

Commission's Views: The reply furnished by MESCOM is noted. MESCOM should have 

clear Action Plan to achieve the desired HT LT ratio. 

MESCOM is hiding the data 

relating to Reliability Index as it 

appears that there is no 

improvement in quality of supply. 

MESCOM has no intention to hide the data.  

MESCOM is providing the data of Reliability Indices 

to the Hon’ble Commission regularly and the same 

is also being hosted on the MESCOM website. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply provided by MESCOM. 

Data on actual number of IP sets 

not furnished. MESCOM has not 

regularized the un-authorized IP 

sets.  Specific consumption should 

be worked out taking into 

account the un-authorized IP sets 

also so that more subsidies will 

come from the Govt. 

As per the directions of Hon’ble Commission 

MESCOM has completed the GPS survey of all the 

IP sets on 31-03-2019 and report submitted to the 

Hon’ble Commission.  In the MESCOM filing, the 

details of GPS survey also been mentioned. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply provided by MESCOM and 

MESCOM is also guided by the directives of the Commission on Energy Auditing and  

Niranthara Jyothi Feeder Separation. 

MESCOM has not given the 

details of failures of Distribution 

Transformers. 

During the year 2018-19 MESCOM has recorded a 

failure rate of 11.61% of Distribution Transformers.  In 

the current year, upto Dec-19, the failure rate is 

only 7.31%. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply submitted by MESCOM. 

MESCOM is quoting only 

distribution losses but not ATC 

losses. 

 

The ATC loss is correlated with the distribution loss.  

However, it is to be indicated that ATC loss of 

MESCOM for FY-19 is 11.90% only. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply submitted by MESCOM. 

MESCOM is not monitoring the 

implementation of Standards of 

Performance. 

The Standards of performance as per the KERC 

(Licensee’s standards of performance) Regulation-

2004 is being hosted on MESCOM website.  Action 
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 is taken to display the SoP in all subdivision 

/Divisions of MESCOM.  The periodical reports are 

being sent to Hon’ble Commission regularly. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply submitted by MESCOM. 

9.  Following are the statement of 

the objector on the Annual 

Revenue Requirement & Tariff 

revision. 

 

Software companies should be 

brought under Commercial Tariff. 

Solar rebate should be enhanced 

to Rs.100/-. 

On the above, it is to be submitted that MESCOM 

will follow Hon’ble Commission’s order. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the observation and reply submitted by 

MESCOM. 

MESCOM has not produced the 

subsidy allocation letter. 

 

As per the policy of the Govt. electricity charges in 

respect of BJ/KJ consumers upto 40 units and IP set 

consumers upto 10 HP have to be released by the 

Govt. to the respective ESCOMs. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply submitted by MESCOM. 

Segregation of technical and 

commercial losses not done. 

In this regard, it is to be submitted that in the 

energy flow diagram MESCOM has indicated the 

commercial and technical loss separately. 

Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply submitted by MESCOM. 

In the absence of Cost to Serve 

model, demand / fixed charges 

should not be increased. 

 

The request of the objector is untenable.  For 

catering power supply to its consumers ESCOMs 

have to construct & maintain the electrical 

network and it should also be kept in ready state at 

all times so that the consumers get supply 

whenever required.  For constructing and 

maintaining the electrical network ESCOMs are 

incurring certain expenditures which are fixed in 

nature.  These fixed costs are to be recovered 

justifiably from the consumers who are all on the 

electrical network even in case of no supply also. 

Commission's Views: In this regard, the Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and 

Conditions for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) 

Regulations, 2006 and its amendments from time to time. 

10.  Following are the statements of 

the objector under the head 

“GENERAL”. 

 

Narrated the State power 

scenario and stressed the need of 

distributed generation. 

 Requested the Commission 

to advise the State 

Government to increase the 

generation. 

 In the absence of 100% 

metering KERC should not 

allow cross subsidy in respect 

of un-metered category. 

 Substantial reduction in tariff 

is required for survival of 

industries in Karnataka. 

On the above it is to be submitted that the 

statements of objector are advisory in nature and 

Hon’ble Commission may take a view. 
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 MESCOM should have its own 

generation of 2000 MW. 

 Requested the Hon’ble 

Commission to endeavor to 

balance cross subsidy while 

determining the tariff. 

 Cost of supply should be the 

base for determination of 

tariff. 

 Tariff should not be increased 

for small scale industries. 

Commission's Views: Presently the State is having surplus power as per the Tariff filings of 

State ESCOMs and the Commission notes the other observations.  

Introduce prepaid meters and 

refund the security deposit 

collected. 

 

It is to be stated that in the 7th Amendment to the 

Conditions of Supply in the State of Karnataka, 

Hon’ble Commission has introduced prepaid 

meters to public water supply, street lights and 

Government Offices at the option of the 

consumers. 

Commission's Views: The MESCOM shall be guided by  KERC’s regulation, “Conditions of 

Supply of Electricity of the Distribution Licensees in the State of Karnataka”  and its 

amendments from time to time. 

MA-10 and MA-14  

11.  The objector has stated that 

MESCOM has prepared its 

proposal for tariff revision on the 

basis of Average Cost of Supply 

whereas it should be on Voltage 

Wise Average Cost of Supply.  

This will enable the Hon’ble 

Commission to determine extent 

of cross subsidy from each of 

the categories. 

The Commission is determining the retail supply 

tariff on the basis of average cost of supply and 

had discussed the rationale for that also in the tariff 

orders.  One of the reasons for considering the 

average cost of supply is due to the fact that the 

distribution network in Karnataka is such that it is 

difficult to segregate the common cost between 

voltage levels.  However, voltage class wise cost of 

supply is being calculated for comparing the cross 

subsidization in each voltage class in the tariff 

orders on the proposals of ESCOMs. 

Commission's Views: In this regard the Commission is guided by the Electricity Act-2003 

and its amendments from time to time, National Electricity Policy and tariff policy. 

12.  In the tariff revision proposal 

MESOM has requested for slab- 

wise demand charges for HT-2a 

category.  This should be done by 

circulating a Discussion Paper 

among the ESCOMs and other 

stakeholders. 

MESCOM has explained the rationale for proposing 

slab wise demand charges in respect of HT-2a tariff 

category in its filing.  However, MESCOM will abide 

by the decision of the Hon’ble Commission. 

Commission's Views: The matter has been dealt with suitably in the Tariff Order. 

13.  The objector has referred the 

Annual Accounts of MESCOM to 

state that the Company is in profit 

and there is no necessity of 

increase in tariff. 

 

MESCOM has drawn its proposal for approval of 

ARR/ERC for FY-21 in the framework of the relevant 

regulations of the Hon’ble Commission.  In the 

proposal, MESCOM has detailed all the parameters 

and bases which have been considered by 

MESCOM to propose increase in tariff. 

Commission's Views: The Commission is guided by KERC (Terms and Conditions for 

determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time. The regulation of expenses is done as per the 

norms contained in these Regulations. 
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14.  The objector has stated that 

various industries are closing 

down due to adverse operating 

cost and requested Hon’ble 

Commission to reduce the power 

tariff.  The objector viewed that 

reduction in power tariff will boost 

the power consumption. 

The increase in power tariff is not the sole reason for 

closing down of the industries.  As the objector 

himself observed, the industries are reeling under 

severe hardship on account of global recession, 

demonetization, reduced sales and recessionary 

conditions prevailing in the domestic market. 

Commission's Views: The reply furnished by MESCOM is acceptable. Further, the 

Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and Conditions for determination of Tariff for 

Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 and its amendments from 

time to time. 

15.  The objector has stated that as 

per the Electricity Act 2003, the 

ESCOMs have to carry forward 

their business on commercial 

principles and observed that 

catering power to IP set and 

BJ/KJ category below the 

average cost of supply is not in 

line with commercial principles.    

As these categories are being 

subsidized by GOK, the GOK has 

to bear the full cost arising out of 

their commitment. Cross 

subsidization factor is destroying 

the small scale industries. 

The tariff proposed in respect of BJ/KJ category is 

at the level of average cost of supply whereas the 

tariff in respect of IP category is after factoring the 

cross subsidy from other cross subsidizing 

categories.     In the prevailing socio-economic 

conditions continuing the cross subsidization is 

inevitable.  Hence, during 2007, the Electricity Act 

2003 has been amended to delete the phrase 

“eliminates” and to say “that the tariff progressively 

reflects the cost of supply of electricity and also, 

reduces cross-subsidies in the manner specified by 

the Appropriate Commission.”  

Commission's Views: The Commission is guided by the Electricity Act-2003 and its 

amendments from time to time, National Electricity Policy and tariff policy. Accordingly 

the tariff is being fixed. 

16.  The objector has observed that 

the receivables by MESCOM from 

KPTCL & other ESCOMs amount to 

Rs.374.61 Cr.  Apart from energy 

balancing other dues are not 

reconciled as observed by the 

Auditors in the Annual Accounts. 

Further, it has also stated that 

there is a subsidy amount of 

Rs.913 Cr is pending to be 

released by GOK affecting the 

cash flows of MESCOM and in 

turn the consumer tariff. 

The receivables among the ESCOMs are being 

reconciled periodically and efforts are being put 

forth to liquidate the same.  Further, MESCOM is 

continuously pursuing with GOK for the release of 

pending subsidy. 

 

Commission's Views: The Commission takes note of the above  

17.  The objector has stated that in 

the Annual Accounts, the 

independent Auditors has 

mentioned that MESCOM has 

paid interest and damages  by 

not paying PF money to the 

concerned authority in time, 

These issues are pending before various legal 

forums and the interest & damages have been 

paid as per the directions of the respective 

authorities so as to file MESCOM’s appeal against 

the claims. 
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which is adding to the 

expenditure resulting it to be 

passed on to the consumers. 

Commission's Views: The Commission noted the above observation and reply by 

MESCOM. 

18.  The objector has stated that 

consequent to capitalization of 

consumer Meter Security Deposit, 

MESCOM is passing on the interest 

on Meter Security Deposit (as per 

the ledger balancing existing in 

the sub divisions) to the 

consumers and simultaneously 

claiming ROE on the capital 

amount which includes the 

capitalization amount of Meter 

Security Deposit and requested 

not to allow ROE on the 

capitalized amount of Meter 

Security Deposit. 

MESCOM is not claiming ROE on capitalized Meter 

Security Deposit.  Capitalized Meter Security 

Deposit of Rs.26 Cr is being deducted out of the 

total equity while computing the ROE for the 

Company.  The details are given in the filing. 

 

Commission's Views: The Commission noted the above observation and reply by 

MESCOM. 

19.  The objector has stated that small 

scale industries are reeling under 

severe hardship on account of 

global recession, demonetization, 

reduced sales and recessionary 

conditions prevailing in the 

domestic market.  In such a 

situation, increase in electricity 

tariff will hit the industries and kill 

competitiveness.   So, the 

objector has requested the 

Hon’ble Commission to manage 

the financials of MESCOM by 

reducing distribution losses, 

improving efficiency / 

productivity instead of burdening 

the industries. 

As the cost of supply is increasing due to increase 

in power purchase cost, transmission cost, O&M 

expenses, etc., an upward revision of power tariff is 

inevitable to sustain the business of MESCOM. 

 

 

Commission's Views: The Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and Conditions for 

determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time. 

20.  The objector has requested to 

publish booklet on Ease of Doing 

Business in order to avoid delay in 

getting power connection for the 

prospective entrepreneurs. 

MESCOM has taken note of the suggestion of the 

objector and same will be provided on 

www.mesco.in. 

Commission's Views: The Commission has noted the above observation and reply by 

MESCOM. 

21.  The objector has requested to 

discontinue collection of fixed 

charges on monthly basis instead 

requested to collect one time 

charge. 

The request of the objector is untenable.  For 

catering power supply to its consumers ESCOMs 

have to construct & maintain the electrical 

network and the same should also be kept in ready 

state at all the times so that the consumers get 
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supply whenever required.  For constructing and 

maintaining the electrical network, ESCOMs are 

incurring considerable expenditure which is fixed in 

nature.  Thus the fixed costs so incurred have to be 

recovered justifiably from the consumers, who are 

connected to the electrical network, even in cases 

where there is no power supply or if they do not 

draw power. 

Commission's Views: The reply furnished by MESCOM is acceptable. 

22.  The objector has requested to 

design the ToD tariff only to 

incentivize for usage during the 

period from 20.00 Hrs to 8.00 Hrs 

without having any disincentive 

factor for usage in peak hours. 

The rationale behind the ToD tariff is to incentivize 

the usage during off-peak hours and disincentives 

at peak hours.  Hence, the contention of the 

objector on ToD cannot acceptable. 

Commission's Views: The Commission has noted the above observation and reply by 

MESCOM.  

23.  The objector has requested to 

increase the present limit of 67 HP 

to 150 HP for availing LT power 

supply. 

Regarding the above, it is to be submitted that 

MESCOM will follow the regulations of the Hon’ble 

Commission. 

Commission's Views: The Commission noted the above observation and reply by 

MESCOM. 

MA11 

24.  §AqÀªÁ¼À ºÀÆrPÉUÀÆ 
«vÀgÀuÁ £ÀµÀÖPÀÆÌ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ«®è 
JA§ PÁgÀt ¤Ãr 10.52% PÉÌ 
vÀ£Àß £ÀµÀÖªÀ£ÀÄß 
¹Ã«ÄvÀUÉÆ½¹zÉ. 
 

DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀ F DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉAiÀÄÄ 
¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁV®è.  §AqÀªÁ¼À ºÀÆrPÉUÀÆ 
«vÀgÀuÁ £ÀµÀÖPÀÆÌ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ«®è JAzÀÄ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
¥Àæw¥Á¢¸ÀÄwÛ®è.  ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA£À «vÀgÀuÁ 
£ÀµÀÖªÀÅ vÀÄA¨Á PÀrªÉÄ¬ÄgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  
«zÀÄåvï ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ eÁ®ªÀÅ 
«¸ÀÛgÀuÉUÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛzÀÄÝ ºÉÆ¸ÀzÁzÀ 
J¯ï.n. ¯ÉÊ£ïUÀ¼ÀÄ, «zÀÄåvï 
¥ÀjªÀvÀðPÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÉÃ¥ÀðqÉUÉÆAqÀÄ 
£ÀµÀÖªÀÅ ºÉZÁÑUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
¸ÀºÀdªÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. C®èzÉÃ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ w½¹gÀÄªÀAvÉ 
ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA£À «vÀgÀuÁ £ÀµÀÖªÀÅ PÀ¼ÉzÀ 
ªÀµÀðPÉÌ ºÉÆÃ°¹zÀ°è ºÉZÁÑV®è.  2017-18 
gÀ°è 11.32% gÀ¶ÖzÀÝ «vÀgÀuÁ £ÀµÀÖªÀÅ 
2018-19 gÀ°è 10.52% PÉÌ E½¢gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

25.  vÁvÁÌ°PÀ ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀð 
CrAiÀÄ°è «zÀÄåvï ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀð 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄvï 
¤gÁ¥ÉÃPÀëuÁ ¥ÀvÀæzÀ 
CUÀvÀå«®è¢zÀÝgÀÆ, 
CzÀ£ÀÄß vÀgÀÄªÀAvÉ 
UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ vÉÆAzÀgÉ 

“Conditions of Supply of Electricity of Distribution 

Licensees in the State of Karnataka” 

¤§AzsÀ£ÉUÀ¼À ¥ÀæÀæPÁgÀ ¥sÉÆèÃgï 
¥Á°²AUï, ªÁlgï ¥ÀA¦AUï, ªÀÄzÀÄªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
UÀÈºÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁgÀA¨sÀUÀ½UÉ ¥À«Äðmï / 
¯ÉÊ¸É£ïì / J£ï.M.¹. UÀ¼À 
CUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.  EzÀ£ÀÆß 
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¤ÃqÀ¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. 
 

ºÉÆgÀvÀÄ¥Àr¹ G½zÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ½UÉ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖ ¥À«Äðmï / ¯ÉÊ¸É£ïì / J£ï.M.¹. 
AiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸À°è¸À¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀÅ ¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁVzÉ. 

26.  UÁæºÀPÀ 
PÉëÃªÀiÁ©üªÀÈ¢ÝUÁV 
vÉUÉ¢j¹zÀ ¤¢üAiÀÄ°è 
gÀÆ.39 ®PÀë RZÁðVzÀÄÝ 
CzÀgÀ°è G¥À«¨sÁUÀ 
ªÀÄlÖzÀ UÁæºÀPÀgÀ 
¸À¨sÉAiÀÄ ªÉZÀÑªÀ£ÀÄß 
¸ÉÃj¸À¯ÁVzÉ.  UÁæºÀPÀ 
PÉëÃªÀiÁ©üªÀÈ¢ÝUÁV 
vÉUÉ¢j¹zÀ ¤¢üAiÀÄ°è 
UÁæºÀPÀ 
PÉëÃªÀiÁ©üªÀÈ¢ÝUÁV 
ªÀiÁvÀæ RZÀÄð 
ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

gÀÆ.39 ®PÀëzÀ Rað£À°è UÁæºÀPÀ 
eÁUÀÈw ¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À ªÉZÀÑ ªÀiÁvÀæ 
M¼ÀUÉÆArzÀÄÝ G¥À«¨sÁUÀ ªÀÄlÖzÀ 
UÁæºÀPÀgÀ ¸À¨sÉAiÀÄ ªÉZÀÑªÀÅ 
M¼ÀUÉÆArgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 
 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

27.  vÀtÂÚÃgÀÄ ¨Á« «zÀÄåvï 
GvÁàzÀPÀ PÀA¥É¤AiÀÄ 
«gÀÄzÀÝzsÀ ªÁådåzÀ°è 
CAwªÀÄ wÃ¥ÀÄð §A¢zÀÄÝ 
CzÀgÀ ¯Á¨sÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 
ªÀUÁð¬Ä¸À¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄÃ. 
 

vÀtÂÚÃgÀÄ ¨Á« «zÀÄåvï GvÁàzÀPÀ 
PÀA¥É¤AiÀÄ ªÁådåPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ PÉ.E.Dgï.¹. AiÀÄÄ ¢£ÁAPÀ 16-
01-2020 gÀAzÀÄ DzÉÃ±À ¤ÃrzÀÄÝ, D 
DzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è DPÀj¹gÀÄªÀ ºÉZÀÄÑªÀj 
¯Á¨sÀªÀ£ÀÄß 2020-21 gÀ ªÀµÀðzÀ 
PÉ.¦n.¹.J¯ï. dPÁwAiÀÄ ¥ÀÄ£Àgï «ªÀÄ±ÉðUÉ 
¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÉAzÀÄ w½¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

MA12 

28.  DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ 
PÀgÁªÀ½ PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ 
ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ 
¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
JzÀÄj¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ 
PÀµÀÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
«ªÀj¹gÀÄvÁÛgÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¥Àæw ¨Áj zÀgÀ ¥ÀjµÀÌgÀuÉ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è CfðzÁgÀgÀ 
ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ°è §gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ 
WÀlPÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
JzÀÄj¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ 
vÉÆAzÀgÉ 
vÉÆqÀPÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 

UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ dPÁw DzÉÃ±À 
¤ÃqÀÄªÁUÀ PÀA¥É¤AiÀÄ J¯Áè ªÀUÀðzÀ 
UÁæºÀPÀjAzÀ ¹éÃPÀj¸ÀÄªÀ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀt£ÉUÉ 
vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆAqÀÄ «zÀÄåvï ¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ 
PÀA¥É¤UÀ¼À PÀAzÁAiÀÄ 
CUÀvÀåvÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀjzÀÆV¸À®Ä 
¸ÁzsÀå«gÀÄªÀ J¯Áè ¸À«ÄÃPÀgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀgÁªÀÄ²ð¹ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
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ªÀÄÄAzÉ «ªÀj¹zÁÝUÀÆå 
ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ 
WÀlPÀUÀ½UÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
jÃwAiÀÄ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ ¥ÀjºÁgÀ 
¤ÃrgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

29.  PÉÃgÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ UÉÆÃªÀ 
gÁdåUÀ¼À°è «zÀÄåvï zÀgÀ 
PÀrªÉÄ EzÀÄÝ, CzÉÃ jÃw 
PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÀæ 
wÃgÀ¢AzÀ 5 Q.«ÄÃ. 
ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ 
¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ½UÉ 
dPÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤UÀ¢¥Àr¸À¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ 
PÉÆÃjgÀÄvÁÛgÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ CfðzÁgÀgÀ 
CºÀªÁ®£ÀÄß UÀªÀÄ¤¹zÉ. 

30.  ¹Ãd£À¯ï EAqÀ¹Öç JAzÀÄ 
¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸À®Ä 
¤UÀ¢¥Àr¹gÀÄªÀ 
µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
MAzÁzÀ rªÀiÁAqï ¨ÉÃrPÉAiÀÄ 
±ÉÃ.50 gÀµÀÄÖ PÀrªÉÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÉA§ 
µÀgÀvÀÛ£ÀÄß vÉUÉzÀÄ 
ºÁPÀ¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ 
CfðzÁgÀgÀÄ 
PÉÆÃjgÀÄvÁÛgÉ. 

 

EzÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
w½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ, ¸ÀzÀj CfðzÁgÀgÀ 
ªÀÄ£À«AiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹AiÉÄÃ dPÁw 
DzÉÃ±À 2015 gÀ°è ¹Ãd£À¯ï EAqÀ¹ÖçUÀ½UÉ 
C£ÀéAiÀÄªÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄªÀ 
µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ 
DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ¸Àr°¹gÀÄvÀÛzÉ.   
F »AzÉ “The Maximum Demand/consumption 

during any month of the declared off-season shall 

not be more than 50% of the contract 

demand/average consumption of the previous 

working season” JA¢zÀÝ µÀgÀvÀÛ£ÀÄß “The 

consumption during any month of the declared 

off-season shall not be more than 25% of the 

average consumption of the previous working 

season.” JAzÀÄ 
ªÀiÁ¥ÁðqÀÄUÉÆ½¸À¯ÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

31.  ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA £À zÀgÀ 
¥ÀjµÀÌgÀuÉAiÀÄ CfðAiÀÄÄ 
PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ¨Á»gÀ, 
C¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ, C£ÁªÀ±ÀåPÀ, 
C¸ÀA§zÀÞ ºÁUÀÆ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 
£ÁåAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ªÁ¸ÀÛªÀPÉÌ 
«gÀÄzÀÝªÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ, 
ºÁUÀÆ zÀgÀ ¥ÀjµÀÌgÀuÉUÉ 
¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁzÀ PÁgÀt 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÁR¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀÄÄAzÉ 

EzÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
w½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ, ¢£ÁAPÀ 28-11-
2019 gÀ CfðAiÀÄ°è J¯Áè «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀPÉÌ 
¸À°è¸À¯ÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. C®èzÉÃ, CfðAiÀÄ 
ªÉÄÃ°£À UÀæ»PÉUÀ½UÀÆ UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ 
DAiÉÆÃUÀPÉÌ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¸À°è¸À¯ÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
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ºÁdgÀÄ ¥Àr¹gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

32.  gÁwæ 10 UÀAmÉ¬ÄAzÀ 
¨É½UÉÎ 6 
UÀAmÉAiÀÄªÀgÉUÉ «zÀÄåvï 
¨ÉÃrPÉAiÀÄÄ PÀrªÉÄ 
EgÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ D 
¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è gÀÆ.1.50 
CxÀªÁ CzÀQÌAvÀ ºÉaÑ£À 
jAiÀiÁ¬Äw ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ 
PÉÆÃjgÀÄvÁÛgÉ.  C®èzÉÃ 
ºÉZï.n. UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 
«¸ÀÛj¹gÀÄªÀ “«±ÉÃµÀ 
¥ÉÆæÃvÁìºÀ AiÉÆÃd£É” 
AiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀªÀÄä 
¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ½UÀÆ 
«¸ÀÛj¸À¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ 
PÉÆÃjgÀÄvÁÛgÉ. 

ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ ¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß J¯ï.n.-5 
dPÁwAiÀÄ°è ªÀVÃðPÀj¸À¯ÁVzÀÄÝ, 
FUÁUÀ¯ÉÃ J¯ï.n.-5 ¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ LaÑPÀ 
l.M.r. ¸Ë®¨sÀåªÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ 
CªÀPÁ±À«gÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  D ¸Ë®¨sÀåzÀ°è  
gÁwæ 10 UÀAmÉ¬ÄAzÀ ¨É½UÉÎ 6 
UÀAmÉAiÀÄªÀgÉUÉ G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄªÀ 
«zÀÄåvï UÉ gÀÆ.1.00 gÀ 
jAiÀiÁ¬ÄwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¯ÁVzÉ. 
J¯ï.n.-5 ¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ½UÉ “«±ÉÃµÀ 
¥ÉÆæÃvÁìºÀ AiÉÆÃd£É” «¸ÀÛj¸ÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ 
¤zsÁðgÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ CfðzÁgÀgÀ 
CºÀªÁ®£ÀÄß UÀªÀÄ¤¹zÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

33.  J¯ï.n. ªÀÄAdÄUÀqÉØ 
vÀAiÀiÁjPÁ WÀlPÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
n.M.r. ¸Ë®¨sÀåªÀ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛzÀÄÝ PÀ¼ÉzÀ 
1 ªÀµÀð¢AzÀ n.M.r. 
¸Ë®¨sÀåªÀ£ÀÄß AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
WÀlPÀUÀ½UÉ ¤ÃqÀÄwÛ®è. 
MAzÀÄ ªÀµÀð¢AzÀ 
PÉ.E.Dgï.¹. DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA ¥Á°¸ÀÄwÛ®è. 

EzÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
w½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ, CfðzÁgÀgÀÄ F 
§UÉÎ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA £À UÀªÀÄ£ÀPÉÌ vÀAzÀ°è 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼À ¥ÀæPÁgÀ ¥Àj²Ã°¹ 
PÀæªÀÄ PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 

 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

MA-13 and MB-02 to MB-44 

34.  UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ ªÀµÀð «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥É¤UÀ½UÉ 
£ÀµÀÖPÉÌ 
CªÀPÁ±À«®èzÀAvÉ zÀgÀ 
DzÉÃ±À ¤ÃrgÀvÀÛzÉ.   
»A¢£À ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è 
¯Á¨sÀUÀ½¹zÀÝgÀÆ ¥ÀÄ£ÀB 
62 ¥ÉÊ¸É zÀgÀ KjPÉUÉ 

UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀPÉÌ ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA 
¸À°è¹gÀÄªÀ CfðAiÀÄ°è ªÉZÀÑUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
CAzÁf¹gÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀàµÀÖªÁV 
«ªÀj¹zÀÄÝ D ¥ÀæPÁgÀ PÀAzÁAiÀÄ 
PÉÆgÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¯ÉPÀÌ ºÁPÀ¯ÁVzÉ. F 
ªÉZÀÑUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ 
DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ «ªÀÄ²ð¹ DzÉÃ±À 
¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
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¥Àæ¸ÁÛªÀ£É 
¸À°è¹gÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ 
DPÉëÃ¥À«zÉ. 

35.  gÁdåzÀ EvÀgÀ «zÀÄåvï 
PÀA¥É¤UÀ½AzÀ ºÁUÀÆ 
¸ÀgÀPÁgÀ¢AzÀ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌAUÉ 
¸Á«gÁgÀÄ PÉÆÃn gÀÆ¥Á¬Ä 
¨ÁQ¬ÄzÀÄÝ CzÀ£ÀÄß 
ªÀ¸ÀÆ®Ä ªÀiÁrzÀ°è zÀgÀ 
KjPÉAiÀÄ ¥Àj¹Üw 
EgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

36. . ªÀÄÄA¢£À ªÀµÀðUÀ½UÉ 
RZÀð£ÀÄß ºÉZÁÑV CAzÁf¹ 
«zÀÄåvï zÀgÀ KjPÉUÉ 
¸À°è¹gÀÄªÀ ¥Àæ¸ÁÛªÀ£ÉUÉ 
DPÉëÃ¥À«z.É 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

37.  «zÀÄåvï RjÃ¢ 
zÀgÀzÀ°èAiÀÄÆ ¥Àæw 
AiÀÄÄ¤nÖUÉ EvÀgÀ 
PÀA¥É¤UÀ¼ÀÄ ¥ÁªÀw 
ªÀiÁrzÀÝQAvÀ ºÉaÑ£À zÀgÀ 
¤ÃrzÉ.  EzÀjAzÀ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ 
PÉÆÃmÁåAvÀgÀ gÀÆ¥Á¬Ä 
ºÉÆgÀAiÀiÁVzÉ. 

«zÀÄåvï ¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥É¤UÀ½UÉ 
«zÀÄåvï ºÀAaPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀgÀPÁgÀªÀÅ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÀÄÝ D ¥ÀæPÁgÀ «zÀÄåvï RjÃ¢ 
ªÉZÀÑªÀ£ÀÄß ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA ¥ÁªÀw¸ÀÄwÛzÉ. 
 

DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

38.  J¯Áè r¹Öç§ÆåµÀ£ï 
mÁæ£ïì¥sÁªÀÄðgïUÀ½UÉ 
«ÄÃlgï C¼ÀªÀr¹®è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
UÁæ«ÄÃt ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è 
C¼ÀªÀr¹gÀÄªÀ 
«ÄÃlgïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß NzÀÄªÀ 
PÉ®¸ÀªÁV®è. 
 

UÁæ«ÄÃt ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è C¼ÀªÀr¹gÀÄªÀ 
r¹Öç§ÆåµÀ£ï mÁæ£ïì¥sÁªÀÄðgï 
«ÄÃlgïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß NzÀ¯ÁUÀÄwÛ®èªÉAzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¦¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÀjAiÀÄ®è. KPÉAzÀgÉ 
PÉ®ªÀÅ «ÄÃlgïUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï £ÉmïªÀPïð 
£À C®¨sÀåvÉ¬ÄAzÀ NzÀ®Ä ¸ÁzsÀåªÁV®è. 
CAvÀºÀªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁå£ÀÄAiÀÄ¯ï 
jÃrAUï ªÀiÁr J£Àfð Drmï£ÀÄß 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀÅ vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀªÁ®è. F ¤nÖ£À°è DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ‘J£Àfð Drmï’ 
«µÀAiÀÄ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ ¤zÉÃð±À£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¥Á®£ÉªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

39.  ±ÉÃ.48.49% gÀµÀÄÖ 
£ËPÀgÀgÀ 

£ËPÀgÀgÀ PÉÆgÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃV¸À®Ä 
PÁ®PÁ®PÉÌ £ÉÃªÀÄPÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
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PÉÆgÀvÉ¬ÄzÀÄÝ, 
UÀÄtªÀÄlÖzÀ ¸ÉÃªÉ ¤ÃqÀ®Ä 
ºÉÃUÉ ¸ÁzsÀå JA§ 
¸ÀàµÀÖvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 
 

ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÀÄÝ, F ªÀµÀðªÀÇ ¸ÀºÀ 
¸ÀÄªÀiÁgÀÄ 667 dÆ¤AiÀÄgï 
¯ÉÊ£ïªÉÄ£ïUÀ¼À £ÉÃªÀÄPÀPÁÌV ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
PÁAiÀÄð ¥ÀæªÀÈvÀÛªÁVzÉ. £ËPÀgÀgÀ 
PÉÆgÀvÉAiÀÄ ºÉÆgÀvÁVAiÀÄÆ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
vÀ£Àß UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ CvÀÄÛvÀÛªÀÄ 
¸ÉÃªÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ®Ä AiÀÄwß¸ÀÄwÛzÉ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ D ¤nÖ£À°è AiÀÄ±À¸Àì£ÀÆß ¸ÀºÀ 
¥ÀqÉ¢gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ.  

40.  UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ 
PÀÈ¶ ¥ÀA¥ÀÄUÀ½UÉ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖAvÉ 
£ÀqÉ¸À¯ÁzÀ f.¦.J¸ï. ¸ÀªÉð, 
C£À¢üPÀÈvÀ 
¥ÀA¥ÀÄ¸ÉlÄÖUÀ¼À 
¸ÀPÀæªÀÄUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ 
¤nÖ£À°è ªÀ¸ÀÆ®Ä 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ ªÉÆvÀÛ ºÁUÀÄ 
E¤ßvÀgÉ CA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
UÀt£ÉUÉ 
vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆAqÀÄ 
¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ zsÀ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
wÃªÀiÁð¤¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ, vÀzÀ 
£ÀAvÀgÀ zÀgÀ 
KjPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
wÃªÀiÁð¤¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ.  

PÀÈ¶ ¥ÀA¥ÀÄUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖAvÉ 
£ÀqÉ¸À¯ÁzÀ f.¦.J¸ï. ¸ÀªÉð ºÁUÀÄ L.¦. 
¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼À «zÀÄåvï §¼ÀPÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA vÀ£Àß «ªÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀPÉÌ ¸À°è¹zÉ.  
EzÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹ UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ 
DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

41.  ¨sÀzÁæªÀwAiÀÄ JA.¦.JA. 
PÁSÁð£É¬ÄAzÀ gÀÆ.149.33 
PÉÆÃn ¨ÁQ¬ÄzÀÄÝ CzÀjAzÀ 
ªÉÄ¸ÁÌAUÉ zÉÆqÀØ 
£ÀµÀÖªÁVzÉ, CzÀgÀ 
ªÀ¸ÀÆ¯ÁwUÉ 
vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆAqÀ 
PÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
w½¸À¨ÉÃPÁV 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ 
w½¹gÀÄvÁÛgÉ. 
 

F §UÉÎ ¸À°è¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ, 
¨sÀzÁæªÀwAiÀÄ JA.¦.JA. PÁSÁð£É¬ÄAzÀ 
§gÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄªÀ ¨ÁQ ªÀ¸ÀÆ¯ÁwUÁV 
ªÀÄ«¸ÀPÀA ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÉÆqÀ£É 
¤gÀAvÀgÀªÁV ¸ÀAªÀ»¸ÀÄwÛzÉ. 
 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

42.  PÀÈ¶ ¥ÀA¥ÀÄUÀ¼À «ÄÃlgï 
jÃrAUï ªÀiÁr, £ÉÊd 
§¼ÀPÉAiÀÄ DzsÁgÀzÀ°è 
¸ÀºÁAiÀÄzsÀ£À ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄzÉ, 

L.¦. ¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼À «zÀÄåvï 
§¼ÀPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥Àæw ±ÁSÉAiÀÄ°è Cw 
ºÉZÀÄÑ ¥ÀA¥ÀÄ¸ÉlÄÖ ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀð 
ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ «zÀÄåvï ¥ÀjªÀvÀðPÀUÀ½UÉ 
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CAzÁf£À ¯ÉPÁÌZÁgÀzÀ°è 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀtÂÃAiÀÄ. 
 

C¼ÀªÀr¹gÀÄªÀ ªÀiÁ¥ÀPÀUÀ¼À°è 
zÁR¯ÁUÀÄªÀ «zÀÄåvï 
¥ÀæªÀiÁtªÀ£Àß£ÀÄ¸Àj¹ DAiÀiÁ ±ÁSÉAiÀÄ 
L.¦. ¸ÉlÄÖUÀ¼À «zÀÄåvï §¼ÀPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
CAzÁf¸À¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. L.¦. ¸ÉlÄÖUÀ½UÉ 
C¼ÀªÀr¹gÀÄªÀ ªÀiÁ¥ÀPÀUÀ¼ÀÄ vÀÄA¨Á 
ºÀ¼ÉAiÀÄzÁVzÀÄÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C£À¢üPÀÈvÀ 
PÀÈ¶ ¥ÀA¥ÀÄ¸ÉmïUÀ½AzÁV §¼ÀPÉ 
¤RgÀªÁVgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. F »£Éß¯ÉAiÀÄ°è 
¥ÀjªÀvÀðPÀUÀ½UÉ C¼ÀªÀr¹gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀiÁ¥ÀPÀUÀ¼À¯ÁèUÀÄªÀ zÁR¯ÁwAiÀÄÄ 
ºÉZÀÄÑ ¸ÀªÀÄ¥ÀPÀðªÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA.£À PÉ®ªÀÅ 
¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼À°è L.¦. ¸ÉlÄÖ 
¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ½UÉ C¼ÀªÀr¹zÀÝ 
ªÀiÁ¥ÀPÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÁæºÀPÀgÀÄ 
C£À¢üPÀÈvÀªÁV vÉUÉzÀÄ 
ºÁPÀ¯ÁVgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀgÀ¢AiÀiÁVzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. 
AiÀÄÄ F ¤nÖ£À°è DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ J£Àfð Drmï ºÁUÀÆ ¤gÀAvÀgÀ eÉÆåÃw 
AiÉÆÃd£ÉAiÀÄrAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ ¤zÉÃð±À£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥Á®£É 
ªÀiÁqÀÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

43.  UÁæºÀPÀgÀ «ÄÃlgï 
¨ÉÆÃqÀðªÀgÉV£À J¯Áè 
ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ PÀA¥É¤UÉ 
¸ÉÃjzÀÄÝ, »ÃVgÀÄªÁUÀ 
¸À«ð¸ï ªÀAiÀÄgï vÀÄAqÁzÀgÉ 
CzÀ£ÀÄß UÁæºÀPÀgÉÃ 
ºÁQPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀAvÉ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA 
C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ 
w½¸ÀÄwÛzÁÝgÉ. 
 

DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀÄ w½¹gÀÄªÀAvÉ 
UÁæºÀPÀgÀ «ÄÃlgï ¨ÉÆÃqÀðªÀgÉV£À J¯Áè 
ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ PÀA¥É¤UÉ 
¸ÉÃjzÁÝVzÀÄÝ, ¸À«ð¸ï ªÀAiÀÄgï 
vÀÄAqÁzÀgÉ CªÀÅUÀ¼À 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀëªÀÄvÉ, ¸ÀÄgÀPÀëvÉ, E¤ßvÀgÉ 
CA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹ J°è CUÀvÀåvÉ 
EgÀÄªÀÅzÉÆÃ CAvÀºÀ ¸ÁÜªÀgÀUÀ¼À 
¸À«ð¸ï ªÀAiÀÄgïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §zÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À®Ä 
ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA PÀæªÀÄ PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

44.  ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ°è 
¸ÀÄªÀiÁgÀÄ 150 UÁæ«ÄÃt 
¦üÃqÀgïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀævÉåÃQ¹, PÀÈ¶ 
¥ÀA¥ÀÄ¸ÉlÄÖUÀ½UÉ 
¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ ¦üÃqÀgï 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁVzÀÝgÀÆ CªÀjUÉ 
¸ÀªÀÄ¥ÀðPÀ «zÀÄåvï 
zÉÆgÉAiÀÄÄwÛ®è. 

DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀ F DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉAiÀÄÄ 
¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁV®è. ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA£À°è 124 
¦üÃqÀgïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀævÉåÃQ¸ÀÄªÀ 
PÁAiÀÄðªÀÅ F ªÀµÀð 
ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

45.  ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ J¯Áè G¥À 
«¨sÁUÀUÀ¼À°è zÀÆgÀÄ 

DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀ F DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉAiÀÄÄ 
¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁV®è. ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA£À°è J¯Áè 
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¤ªÀðºÀuÁ ªÀiÁ£ÀzÀAqÀ 
(J¸ï.M.¦.) AiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀæzÀ²ð¹®è. 
 

G¥À«¨sÁUÀ / ±ÁSÁ PÀbÉÃjUÀ¼À°è 
zÀÆgÀÄ ¤ªÀðºÀuÁ ªÀiÁ£ÀzÀAqÀ (J¸ï.M.¦.)UÉ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀæzÀ²ð¸À¯ÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  C®èzÉÃ, F 
¸ÀA§AzsÀ ¥ÀÄ¹ÛPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß UÁæºÀPÀgÀ 
CªÀUÁºÀ£ÉUÁV G¥À«¨sÁUÀ / ±ÁSÁ 
PÀbÉÃjUÀ¼À°è ®¨sÀåUÉÆ½¹gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ ºÁUÀÆ F 
¤nÖ£À°è DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ J¸ï.N.¦. CrAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ ¤zÉÃð±À£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¥Á®£É ªÀiÁqÀÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

46.  G¥À«¨sÁUÀUÀ¼À°è 
PÀgÉAiÀÄÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
UÁæºÀPÀgÀ ¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À°è 
J¸ï.E. CxÀªÁ E.E. 
¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
PÀqÁØAiÀÄªÁVzÀÝgÀÆ 
AiÀiÁgÀÆ 
¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄwÛ®è. 
 

DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉzÁgÀgÀ F 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß M¥Àà®Ä 
¸ÁzsÀåªÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.  UÁæºÀPÀ ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀð 
¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÀªÁV 
£ÀqÉ¸ÀÄvÀÛ°zÀÄÝ ¸ÀzÀj ¸À¨sÉUÀ½UÉ J¸ï.E. 
CxÀªÁ E.E. CzsÀåPÀëvÉ ªÀ»¹ 
¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¹ PÉÆnÖgÀÄvÁÛgÉ.   
EzÀPÉÌ ªÀåwjPÀÛªÁUÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
PÁ¥ÉÆðgÉÃmï PÀbÉÃjAiÀÄ UÀªÀÄ£ÀPÉÌ 
vÀAzÀ°è ¸ÀÆPÀÛ PÀæªÀÄ 
PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ ºÁUÀÆ F 
¤nÖ£À°è DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ UÁæºÀPÀgÀ ¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À CrAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
¤zÉÃð±À£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥Á®£É ªÀiÁqÀÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

47.  J¯ï.n. ªÀiÁUÀðUÀ¼À 
¸ÀªÀÄ¥ÀðPÀ ¤ªÀðºÀuÉ 
ªÀiÁqÀzÉ EgÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ 
J¯ï.n. £ÀµÀÖªÀÅ ºÉZÁÑVzÉ. 
 

«zÀÄåvï ¯ÉÊ£ï zÀÄgÀ¹Û ºÁUÀÆ zÀÆgÀÄ 
¤ªÀðºÀuÉUÉ ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ 
ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ¯ÉèÃ CUÀvÀå PÀæªÀÄ 
PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. 
ªÀÄ¼ÉUÁ®zÀ°è£À «±ÉÃµÀ 
¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤¨sÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä CAzÀgÉ 
«zÀÄåvï ¯ÉÊ£ïUÀ¼À zÀÄgÀ¹Û ºÁUÀÆ 
zÀÆgÀÄ ¤ªÀðºÀuÉUÉ ¥ÀqÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀa¹ 
CªÀÅUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ®Ä¸ÀÄÛªÁjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¸ÀªÀÄAd¸ÀªÁV ¤ªÀð»¸À¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

48.  PÀÈ¶ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ºÉÊ£ÀÄUÁjPÉ 
AiÀiÁAwæÃPÀgÀtUÉÆ¼ÀÄî
wÛzÀÄÝ, CzÀPÉÌ §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ 
«zÀÄåvïUÉ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA «¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ 
zÀgÀzÀ°è UÉÆAzÀ® 
ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄwÛzÉ. 
 

UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ DzÉÃ²¹gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀVÃðPÀgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀéAiÀÄ 
UÁæºÀPÀgÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
ªÀVÃðPÀj¸À¯ÁVzÀÄÝ D ¥ÀæPÁgÀ ©®Äè 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉ.  ºÉÊ£ÀÄUÁjPÉUÉ 
AiÀiÁªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ JµÀÄÖ ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåðzÀ 
AiÀÄAvÀæUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
§¼À¸À¯ÁUÀÄwÛzÉAiÉÄA§ÄzÀgÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É 
ªÀVÃðPÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¤zsÀðj¸À¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 



 

Karnataka Electricity Regulatory Commission                                                                      Tariff Order 2020 MESCOM 

 

Appendix – 1 – Public Consultation Suggestions / Objections & Replies                   Page    261 

 
 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ:: ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA. AiÀÄÄ ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ 
GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀw¬ÄAzÀ UÀªÀÄ¤¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

49.  ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA vÀ£Àß PÁAiÀÄð 
ZÀlÄªÀnAiÀÄ°è ¸ÁPÀµÀÄÖ 
C©üªÀÈ¢ÝAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¹, 
¯Á¨sÀzÀ°èzÀÝgÀÆ ¸ÀºÀ 
ªÀÄÄA¢£À ªÀµÀðUÀ½UÉ 
¥ÀÄ£Àð £ÀµÀÖ 
vÉÆÃj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
DPÉëÃ¥ÀtÂÃAiÀÄ. 
 

«zÀÄåvï GvÁàzÀ£É, ¸ÁUÀuÉ, «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ ºÁUÀÆ «zÀÄåvï eÁ®UÀ¼À 
¤ªÀðºÀuÉ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ CªÀ®A©vÀ 
CA±ÀUÀ¼À°è£À zÀgÀ KjPÉ¬ÄAzÀ 
ªÀÄ.«.¸À.PÀA.¤.AiÀÄ ªÉZÀÑzÀ°è DUÀÄªÀ 
ºÉZÀÑ¼ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀjzÀÆV¸À®Ä «zÀÄåvï 
zÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉaÑ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
C¤ªÁAiÀÄðªÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. ºÉaÑ£À «zÀÄåvï 
G¥ÀAiÉÆÃUÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÀtzÀÄ§âgÀzÀ 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄªÀÅ EvÀgÉ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ½UÉ 
¨Á¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ°èAiÉÄÃ «zÀÄåvï 
¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ PÀA¥À¤UÀ½UÀÆ 
¨Á¢ü¸ÀÄwÛzÀÄÝ «zÀÄåvï ¸ÀgÀ§gÁdÄ 
PÀA¥À¤UÀ¼À DzÁAiÀÄzÀ ªÀÄÆ®, 
UÁæºÀPÀgÀÄ §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ «zÀÄåZÀÒQÛUÉ 
«¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ zÀgÀUÀ¼À®èzÉ ¨ÉÃgÉ 
ªÀÄÆ®UÀ½®èªÁzÀÝjAzÀ®Æ zÀgÀ KjPÉ 
C¤ªÁAiÀÄðªÁVzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÄ¸ÁÌA£À 
¥Àæ¸ÁÛªÀ£ÉAiÀÄAvÉ zÀgÀ KjPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ UËgÀªÁ¤évÀ 
DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀ£ÀÄß F ªÀÄÆ®PÀ PÉÆÃjzÉ. 

 DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: F ¤nÖ£À°è KERC (Terms and Conditions 

for determination of Tariff for Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 

and its amendments from time to time ªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

 MB-01 

50. 6

7

. 

The following are the statements 

of the objector; 

i). MESCOM’s proposal for 

increase in tariff by 77 paise / 

unit is not on the basis of 

“approved pooled power 

purchase cost of the State of 

Karnataka excluding Hydro”. 

 

ii). MESCOM has drastically 

reduced the HT-2 tariff to 

their consumers and increase 

the power supply cost 

drastically to MSEZ. 

 MESCOM has considered the methodology as 

approved by the Commission in determining the 

tariff for MSEZ in the Tariff Order 2018, but has 

considered the pooled power purchase cost of 

MESCOM as per FY21 proposal. 

 

 MESCOM has not reduced the tariff in respect of 

HT-2a category.  It can be noted that MESCOM 

has proposed for the higher demand charges for 

the category and compensated the same by 

proposing reduction in energy charges and the 

effect is revenue neutral. 

 Commission's Views: The Commission notes the reply provided by MESCOM. Further, the 

Commission is guided by KERC(Terms and Conditions for determination of Tariff for 

Distribution and retails sale of Electricity) Regulations, 2006 and its amendments from 

time to time. 

 

 


