BEFORE THE HONOURABLE ANDHRA PRADESH ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION
AT ITS OFFICE AT 5th Floor, Singareni Bhavan, Red Hills, Hyderabad - 500 004

FILING NO.______/2011
CASE NO. _______/2011
In the matter of:

Filing of the ARR & Tariff applications for the retail supply business for the year 2011-12 under multi-year tariff principles in accordance with the “Andhra Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission (Terms And Conditions For Determination Of Tariff For Wheeling And Retail Sale Of Electricity) Regulation, 2005” by the Southern Power Distribution Company of Andhra Pradesh Limited (‘APSPDCL’ or ‘the Company’ or ‘the Licensee’) as the Distribution and Retail Supply Licensee.
In the matter of:

SOUTHERN POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY OF ANDHRA PRADESH LIMITED 
… Applicant

The Applicant respectfully submits as under: -

1. This filing is made by the SOUTHERN POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY OF ANDHRA PRADESH LIMITED (SPDCL) under Section 61 of the Electricity Act 2003 for determination of the ARR and Tariff for the Retail Supply Business for the year 2011-12.
2. The licensee has adopted the following methodology to arrive at the aggregate revenue requirement for retail supply business.
· Distribution Cost: The licensee has considered the figures as per the MYT Tariff Order dated 20th March, 2009 issued by APERC for the period from FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14

· Transmission Cost: The licensee has considered the figures as per the MYT Tariff Order dated 20th March, 2009 issued by APERC for the period from FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14.

· SLDC Cost: SLDC costs have been projected  based on the SLDC charges Order for FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14 issued by APERC.

· PGCIL and ULDC Costs: PGCIL and ULDC costs have been projected for FY 2010-11 H2 and FY 2011-12 based on the H1 actuals of FY 2010-11.

· Distribution losses: The licensee has considered the loss figures as per the revised MYT voltage wise losses for the period FY 2010-11 to FY 2013-14 as per Annexure-F of the Tariff Order for 2010-11 issued by APERC ( page-213).

· Transmission losses: The licensee has considered the loss figures as per the Transmission Tariffs Order for FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14 issued by APERC.

· PGCIL Losses:  The Licensee has projected PGCIL/ External losses at 5.10 % based on the first half actual of FY 2010-11.

3. As per Regulation No. 4 of 2005, the licensee is required to file the Aggregate Revenue Requirement (ARR) for Retail Supply Business for the entire control period i.e., for the period FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14.  However, the licensee had requested the Hon’ble Commission to allow it to submit the ARR for Retail Supply Business for FY 2011-12, instead for the entire control period due to the reasons as mentioned below:
a. Significant uncertainty prevalent on the availability of energy as well as the cost of power purchase for the 2nd Control Period:
1. Availability of Energy: Uncertainty in likely commissioning dates of AP Genco Stations, Central Generating Stations, UMPPs and others. Timely commissioning of the new stations is likely to have material impact on the power purchase costs of the licensee.
2. Power Purchase Costs: Pending passing of the order from CERC on the tariffs for CGS, the licensee is of the opinion that the difference between the projected costs and actual costs are likely to be magnified if the filing is done for an entire control period rather than on annual basis.
b. Regulatory objectives of a Multi-Year Tariff Regime not met:
1. Mechanism of Incentivization: One of the essential elements in multi-year tariff regime is the mechanism of incentivizing the performance of the licensee vis-à-vis the targets set by the Hon’ble Commission. This approach is more suited in a distribution business where the costs to a large extent are treated to be controllable. However in retail supply business, power purchase costs’ being an uncontrollable factor is not amenable to fixation of targets and hence does not meet the intended objective of bringing in operational efficiencies in licensee.
2. Tariff Certainty: This is one of the other objectives intended to be achieved through a multi-year tariff regime. This is well addressed in the distribution business where the wheeling tariffs are set based on the controllable costs. In retail supply business, apart from the cost of service, the retail tariffs are also dependent on external factors such as the subsidy support from the GoAP and cross subsidy levels across the consumer categories.  Hence the objective of providing tariff certainty to consumers would be difficult to be achieved in retail supply business till there is clarity on the above factors, most importantly on cost of service (for which the major factor is power purchase cost).
The Hon’ble Commission has been kind enough in granting permission to submit the ARR & Proposed Tariff filings in respect of the Retail Supply Business for 1(one) year i.e. FY 2011-12 instead of total control period of FY 2009-10 to FY 2013-14 in its letter. (Letter No. Lr.No.APERC/Secy/S-361/2010, Dated 16-11-2010)
4. In the following paragraphs, the licensee has provided a brief summary of its performance during FY 2009-10 as against the Tariff order targets as well as the expected performance for the current year i.e. FY 2010-11 and projections for FY 11-12.
5. Summary of the Filing
Performance Analysis of SPDCL for the Previous Year FY 2009-10 and Current Year FY 2010-11
Performance Analysis: A brief analysis of the key elements of licensee’s business is as follows:
· Sale of Energy and loss reduction:
	Particulars
	2009-10
	2010-11

	
	APERC Order
	Actual
	APERC Order
	Present Estimate

	
	MU
	%
	MU
	%
	MU
	%
	MU
	%

	Metered Sales
	9417.89
	63.64%
	9529.46
	60.54%
	11157.84
	65.76%
	11082.28
	63.71%

	LT Agricultural Sales
	3455.55
	23.35%
	4167.82
	26.48%
	3735.07
	22.01%
	4180.32
	24.03%

	Total Sales
	12873.44
	87.00%
	13697.28
	87.02%
	14892.91
	87.77%
	15262.60
	87.74%

	EHT Sales
	1101.49
	 
	1168.87
	 
	1446.53
	 
	1351.31
	 

	ADD: Distribution Losses
	1924.43
	14.05%
	2043.77
	14.03%
	2075.66
	13.37%
	2132.66
	13.29%

	Total Purchases
	14797.87
	100.00%
	15741.05
	100.00%
	16968.57
	100.00%
	17395.26
	100.00%

	Loss Including EHT Sales %
	 
	13.00%
	 
	12.98%
	 
	12.23%
	 
	12.26%


Due to a good monsoon and decrease in LT Agricultural sales compared to last year, the licensee is expected to show an improvement in metered sales for FY 2010-11 over FY 2009-10 though it falls short from the APERC target primarily due to higher level of load shedding undertaken in FY 2010-11. 
The licensee has followed the agreed methodology for estimation of agricultural sales and has been regular in submitting the required information to the Hon’ble Commission. The licensee also submits that the new methodology developed by ISI for estimation of agricultural sales would be rolled out by next year. Further, the licensee is in the process of releasing 43,087 new agricultural connections during FY 2010-11. In view of this, the licensee requests the Hon’ble Commission to revisit the level of agricultural sales approved for APSPDCL and treat it appropriately.

· Revenue

The table below shows a comparison of the revenue from various consumer categories as estimated and approved in the Tariff Order and as billed (2009-10) and expected to be billed (2010-11) by APSPDCL. It is observed that the actual revenue billed for FY 2009-10 is lesser than the Tariff Order target by Rs. 207 Crores. For FY 2010-11, an increase in sales volume by 369.69 MU over the target set in the Tariff Order 2010-11 is expected due to addition of new consumers. Hence, the revenue billed for FY 2010-11 is expected to be higher by Rs. 110 Crores than the target set in the Tariff Order 2010-11.
Category Wise Revenues: (Figures shown in Rs Crores)
	Consumer Categories
	2009-10
	2010-11

	
	APERC
	Actuals
	APERC
	Estimate

	L.T. Supply
	 2,296 
	   1,977 
	    2,322 
	      2,227 

	Domestic Supply 
	 1,261 
	   1,036 
	    1,150 
	      1,154 

	Non-Domestic Supply 
	  513 
	      505 
	       677 
	         587 

	Industrial Supply 
	  351 
	      308 
	       348 
	         354 

	Cottage Inds 
	      6 
	          5 
	           6 
	             5 

	Irrigation & Agricultural 
	    56 
	        19 
	           9 
	           19 

	Public Lighting 
	    88 
	        85 
	       109 
	           85 

	General Purpose 
	    19 
	       19 
	         22 
	           21 

	Temporary 
	      1 
	         1 
	           1 
	             1 

	H.T. Supply
	1,365 
	  1,478 
	    1,817 
	      2,022 

	Indl Segregated 
	   937 
	  1,051
	    1,301 
	      1,500 

	Indl Non-Segregated 
	   151 
	     189 
	       217 
	         242 

	Irrigation & Agricultural
	    11 
	         9 
	         20 
	           21 

	Traction
	  236 
	     202 
	       249 
	         232 

	Colony Lighting
	    21 
	       20 
	         23 
	           22 

	REC Societies
	      8 
	         5 
	           7 
	             6 

	Temporary
	      0 
	         1 
	           0 
	             0 

	Total
	3,661 
	  3,454 
	    4,139 
	      4,249 


· Power Purchase Cost Estimate for the state of AP for FY 2010-11
During the current year, the state has witnessed power deficit due to the following reasons:
· Due to the shortage in availability of gas to IPPs, they have been considered to operate at 80% PLF thereby resulting in shortfall of 2,145 MU. 

· KTPP-I was to be available from 1st August, 2010. However, its scheduled date of commencement of operation was 1st October, 2010. This has resulted in a shortfall of 614 MU.  
· NTPC Simhadri Stage-II was to be available from 1st Dec, 2010. However, its scheduled date of commencement is now set to 1st April, 2011. The shortfall in generation due to this is 328 MU.
· Higher quantum of agricultural sales than approved sales has also resulted in a deficit. 

However, the power requirement is projected to be significantly higher than that allowed in the Tariff Order and this will result in shortfall of 3,930 MU during the current year. This power will have to be procured from external purchases at an estimated average price of Rs. 4.60 / kWh. This is expected to cost an additional Rs. 1,808 Crores during FY 2010-11. The estimated energy deficit in Million Units (MU) for the current year at the state level is as per the table shown below:
	Particulars
	2010-11

	Energy Requirement (MU)
	78,351

	Energy Availability (MU)
	74,421

	Surplus (+)/ Deficit (-)
	(3,930)


Also, due to the increase in coal price and use of imported coal, the weighted average power purchase cost in FY 2010-11 is Rs. 2.43/kWh (excluding expensive power purchase) as against the Tariff Order approved value of Rs. 2.24 / kWh. 
The impact of the power purchase cost for SPDCL will mirror the changes in cost for the state since most of the generation sources are allocated on a pro-rata basis to all the licensees. 
· Net profit or loss during the year

	Particulars
	2010-11

	
	Tariff Order
	Present Estimate

	Total Expenditure (A)
	5,279
	5974.99

	Transmission Cost
	200
	195.49

	SLDC Cost
	6
	7.25

	Distribution Cost
	936
	935.51

	PGCIL & ULDC Expenses
	80
	84.88

	Power purchase
	4,023
	4714.38

	Interest on CSD
	35
	37.50

	Other Costs, if any
	0
	0.00

	Add: Supply Margin(B)
	12
	12.26

	Total Revenue Requirement (C=A+B)
	5,291
	5987.25

	Total Revenue Earned
	4,139
	4431.08

	Tariff Income
	4,139
	4253.18

	Non-tariff Income
	
	139.84

	Revenue from Trading
	
	38.06

	Surplus/ (Gap)
	(1,153)
	(1556.17)


The estimated revenue gap for the licensee for the current year is shown in the table below:
	Particulars
	2010-11

	Aggregate Revenue Requirement (Rs. Crs.)
	5987.25

	Total Revenue
	4431.08

	Revenue from Current Tariffs (Net of incentives) (Rs. Crs.)
	4253.18

	Non - Tariff Income (Rs. Crs.)
	139.84

	Revenue from Inter State and D-D Sales (Rs. Crs.)
	38.06

	Revenue Deficit (-) / Surplus (+) at Current Tariffs (Rs. Crs.) (Before considering Tariff Subsidy)
	-1556.17


Estimates for the Ensuing Year (FY 2011-12)

The licensee has adopted a modified trend approach for projecting the category-wise sales for the ensuing year. As the name suggests, the licensee has considered the historical growth trend observed in the sales of categories and the same has been moderated based on the other relevant inputs such as underlying economic growth drivers, number of pending applications etc. The licensee has also factored in the load-relief provided to various categories of consumers from October 2009 to March 2010 to project the unrestricted sales for months of October to March of FY 2010-2011 and for all months in FY 2011-12. The total sales forecast (unrestricted) for key categories is as follows:

	Consumer Categories
	FY 2010-11

(In MU)
	FY 2011-12 

(In MU)

	L.T. Supply
	10614.28 
	11502.53 

	Domestic Supply 
	4043.95 
	4468.26 

	Non-Domestic Supply 
	960.63 
	1081.50 

	Industrial Supply 
	816.46 
	877.41 

	Irrigation & Agricultural 
	4177.19 
	4390.14 

	H.T. Supply
	4648.32 
	5469.06 

	Industrial
	3354.11 
	3996.20 

	Non-Industrial
	379.06 
	429.76 

	Total
	15262.60 
	16971.59 


Yearly Growth Rate

	Consumer Categories
	2010-11 / 2009-10
	2011-12 / 2010-11 (Unrestricted)

	
	
	

	L.T. Supply
	6.48 
	8.37 

	Domestic Supply 
	12.16 
	10.49 

	Non-Domestic Supply 
	12.95 
	12.58 

	Industrial Supply 
	10.21 
	7.46 

	Irrigation & Agricultural 
	0.30 
	5.10 

	H.T. Supply
	24.65 
	17.66 

	Industrial
	28.99 
	19.14 

	Non-Industrial
	15.42 
	13.38 

	Total
	11.43 
	11.20 


Number of hours of Supply to LT Agricultural Consumers in FY 2011-12:

The licensee would like to continue with existing7 hours of power supply to agricultural consumers in FY 2011-12, keeping in view the power supply situation in the state. The deficit situation is expected to continue in FY 2011-12 as per current estimates. However, the licensee may submit a supplementary filing for increase in the number of hours of supply to agricultural consumers to 9 hours during the course of the year, in FY 2011-12, as and when the power situation in the state improves and adequate availability of T&D network  for extending agricultural supply by 2 additional hours.
Power Purchase Requirement for FY 2011-12: 
The following are the key points considered by the licensee with regard to power purchase requirement by the licensee – 

· For the ensuing year, it is expected that 5,748 MU of additional energy at the state level would be available from new stations to be commissioned in last quarter of FY 2010-11 and in FY 2011-12. The expected date of commissioning of new stations / units has been considered by the licensee as follows. The additional energy available is shown in MU 
	Name of the Station
	COD
	2010-11 (in MU)
	2011-12 (in MU)

	RTPP – III
	1st Apr 2011
	0
	1,198

	KTPS VI
	1st Jun 2011
	0
	2,598

	NTPC Simhadri - Stage II

 Unit 1

Unit 2
	1st Apr 2011

1st Oct 2011
	0
	1,952

	Total additional availability from new stations
	0
	5,748


· The licensee would like to submit that the power supply position for the ensuing year would be critically dependent on the timely commissioning of the above stations. Any delays in commissioning of the above plants would lead to additional financial burden on the licensee due to increased level of expensive power procurement.  
· Based on historical average observed in availability of energy from AP Genco Hydel plants, energy availability from hydel plants for FY 2011-12 has been considered at 7,663 MU at the state level as against 7561 MU for FY 2010-11. 
· The licensee has considered 100 % capacity to be available from the new IPPs (GVK Extension, Gautami, Vemagiri and Konaseema). However, no additional cost has been factored for the incremental available capacity (over and above 80 % of the capacity) from the new IPPs, as per options provided by the Hon’ble Commission in its order – O.P. No. 9, 10, 11 and 12 of 2009. The licensee shall do a supplementary filing in event of any change in factoring cost due to additional availability from the new IPPs. 
· In-spite of the additional availability expected from the new stations mentioned above, it is expected that there would be an energy deficit of 3,434 MU at the state level which would lead to procuring power from expensive sources. The expensive power for FY 2011-12 is estimated to cost Rs. 1,888.53 Crores at the state level. The overall energy deficit at the state level is shown below:
	Particulars
	2011-12 (in MU)

	Energy Requirement (MU)
	87,381

	Energy Availability (MU)
	83,947

	Surplus (+)/ Deficit (-)
	(3,434)


Additional power purchase cost for the next year for the licensee is estimated to be Rs. 437 Crores.

· The estimated revenue gap for the licensee for FY 2011-12 is as follows:
	Particulars
	2011-12

	Aggregate Revenue Requirement (Rs. Crs.)
	6662.72

	Total Revenue
	5206.85

	Revenue from Current Tariffs (Net of incentives) (Rs. Crs.)
	4965.48

	Non - Tariff Income (Rs. Crs.)
	146.84

	Revenue from Inter State and D-D Sales (Rs. Crs.)
	94.53

	Revenue Deficit (-) / Surplus (+) at Current Tariffs (Rs. Crs.)
	-1455.87

	Revenue change through proposed tariff
	115.55

	Net Deficit / Surplus (Rs. Crs.)
	-1340.32


6.  Tariff Proposals:

The licensee proposes to introduce following changes in the tariff structure:
(i.) Reduction of minimum charges for LT-I Domestic Category:

· LT-I Domestic: The licensee proposes reduction of minimum charges for this category for connected load above 250W from Rs. 50 per month to Rs.25 per month. This would benefit 99,99,483 consumers in SPDCL
(ii.) Time of Season (ToS) tariff for the period Feb – May:

The licensee proposes introduction of Time of Season (ToS) tariff for the months of Apr-May of 2011 and Feb-Mar of 2012. This is mainly for the purpose of better management of load by the licensee during the peak season.

 North Delhi Power Limited (NDPL) has already introduced Time of Season tariffs for the period from April – September for industrial consumers. The relevant Commission has observed that:

“The Commission, therefore, feels that to prune the peak demand, some section of the consumers can be encouraged by way of a tariff surcharge/rebate to shift their demand from peak hours to off peak hours. The Commission is, therefore, inclined to introduce seasonal tariffs for industrial category of consumers to make a beginning in this area.” 

In view of the above, an additional tariff is being proposed over the existing tariff on the following categories for the months mentioned above:

LT Categories:

An additional tariff of 50 paise/unit is being proposed over the existing tariff on the following LT categories:

· LT-II: Non-domestic/Commercial – Applicable to all consumers whose consumption exceeds“>100” units/month. This will be levied on consumption exceeding 100 units/ month
· LT-III: Industrial – Applicable to all consumers in III (A) and III (B) except sugar-cane crushing units and pisciculture & prawn units (with contracted load below 10 HP). 
HT Categories:

An additional tariff of 75 paise/unit is being proposed over the existing tariff on the following HT categories:

· HT-I: Industrial Segregated/Ferro-alloys

· HT-II: Industrial Non-segregated

· HT-V: Traction

(iii.) Time of day Incentive (12.00 midnight – 4.00 AM):

· HT I (A) Industry General: The licensee proposes Time-of-Day (ToD) incentive at 50 paise/unit during the time-block 12:00 AM (midnight) to 4:00 AM for HT-1(A) Industry General category for the period from June to January (8 Months). This incentive shall be applicable only on the consumption during the time-block mentioned.
(iv.) Increase in contracted load limit from 75 HP to 100 HP for rice mills.
In view of the requests received from Rice Millers Associations, the licensee proposes to enhance the maximum contracted load from existing 75 HP to 100 HP to avail supply under LT Cat III (A) exclusively for rice mills. 


(v.) Voltage-wise differential tariff for HT – I(B) Ferro Alloys Category
The current tariff structure for HT-I (B) Ferro Alloys is uniform across all voltage levels. This implies that the tariff is not a true representative of the CoS to this category. Hence, the licensee would like to propose differential tariffs based on the connected voltage of the consumers similar to other HT categories. 

(vi.) Creation of a sub-category under LT-II Commercial for Advertisement hoardings

Advertising hoardings are currently categorized under the LT-II Commercial category. Since advertising hoardings largely operate during the evening system peak, a higher tariff is being proposed for these consumers by way of creation of a new sub-category. The licensee would like to propose a new category for the same with a flat tariff of Rs.7.50 / kWh. 

(vii.) Introduction of kVAh based billing
As per the directives issued by APERC in T.O 2010-11, the licensee would like to propose kVAh based billing for FY 2011-12 for categories where Low Power Factor Surcharge is applicable. The existing tariff structure for these consumer categories is a three part tariff structure:

· Demand charges

· Energy charges

· LPF (Low power factor) charges

With the new proposal, licensee would like to move to a two part tariff i.e. demand charges and kVAh charges by removing the LPF charges. Further, licensees would like to continue with the proposed tariffs by replacing kWh with kVAh. This tariff is applicable only on kVAh (lag) component while kVAh (lead) component would be blocked.

7. Other miscellaneous proposals/issues

· In view of the financial position of the licensee, it is requested that the Hon’ble Commission may allow collection of provisional FSA of Rs. 0.25 / kWh from non-agricultural consumers till such time the orders on FSA for FY 2009-10 and H1 of FY 2010-11 are issued.  
· The Hon’ble Commission has fixed cross subsidy surcharge for open access consumers up to FY 2007-08 only. No further order has been issued by the Hon’ble Commission further to this. In view of the increase in the number of open access transactions, the licensee requests the Hon’ble Commission to determine the cross-subsidy surcharge for open access consumers for FY 2011-12.

· The licensee submits that for calculation of the power purchase requirement, voltage-wise month-wise sales have been grossed up with voltage-wise month-wise losses to determine the power purchase requirement since the losses in the system are directly proportional to the energy handled.    Therefore, the licensee requests the Hon’ble Commission to approve the methodology detailed above for determination of the power purchase requirement for FY 2011-12. 

8. Based on the information available, the Applicant has made sincere efforts to comply with the Regulation of the Hon’ble Commission and discharge its obligations to the best of its abilities. However, should any further material information become available in the near future, the Applicant reserves the right to file such additional information and consequently amend/ revise the application.

9. This filing has been discussed and approved by the Board of Directors of APSPDCL and V. Krishna Murthy, Chairman and Managing Director of APSPDCL has been authorised to execute and file the said document on behalf of APSPDCL.  Accordingly, the current filing documents are signed and verified by, and backed by the affidavit of                  V. Krishna Murthy, the Chairman and Managing Director APSPDCL.
10. In the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the Applicant requests that this Hon’ble Commission may be pleased to:

a. Take the accompanying ARR and Tariff application of APSPDCL on record and treat it as complete;

b. Grant suitable opportunity to APSPDCL within a reasonable time frame to file additional material information that may be subsequently available; 

c. Consider and approve APSPDCL’s ARR and Tariff application including all requested regulatory treatments in the filing;

d. Pass such order as the Hon’ble Commission may deem fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.

SOUTHERN POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY OF ANDHRA PRADESH LIMITED

(APPLICANT)

Through









CHAIRMAN AND MANAGING DIRECTOR

Place: Tirupati
Dated: 06-01-2011
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE ANDHRA PRADESH ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

AT ITS OFFICE AT 5th FLOOR, SINGARENI BHAVAN, RED HILLS, HYDERABAD 500 004

FILING NO.______/2011
CASE NO._______/2011
In the matter of:

Filing of the ARR & Tariff applications for the year 2011-12 in accordance with the “Andhra Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission (Terms And Conditions For Determination Of Tariff For Wheeling And Retail Sale Of Electricity) Regulation, 2005” by the SOUTHERN Power Distribution Company of Andhra Pradesh Limited (‘APSPDCL’ or ‘the Company’ or ‘the Licensee’) as the Distribution and Retail Supply Licensee.

In the matter of:

SOUTHERN POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY OF ANDHRA PRADESH LIMITED 

… Applicant

AFFIDAVIT OF APPLICANT VERIFYING THE APPLICATION ACCOMPANYING FILING AS PER TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF TARIFF FOR WHEELING AND RETAIL SALE OF ELECTRICITY
I, ​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​Sri V. Krishna Murthy, son of Sri Late V. Ramaiah working for gain at the Southern Power Distribution Company of Andhra Pradesh Limited do solemnly affirm and say as follows:

1 I am the Chairman & Managing Director of APSPDCL, the Licensee that has, vide the Hon’ble Commission’s approval in proceedings No. APERC/Secy/Engg/No.6 dt.31.3.2000, been granted the distribution and retail supply functions that APTransco was authorised to conduct or carry out under the Act and the license, with respect to the business of distribution and retail supply of electricity in the SOUTHERN distribution zone in Andhra Pradesh.  On December 27, 2000, the Hon'ble Commission has awarded a Distribution and Retail Supply License to APSPDCL, to be effective from April 1, 2001.  I am competent and duly authorised by APSPDCL to affirm, swear, execute and file this affidavit in the present proceedings.

2 As such, I submit that I have been duly authorised by the Board of Directors of APSPDCL to submit the application, as per Terms and Conditions of Tariff for Wheeling and Retail Sale of Electricity (Regulation 4 of 2005) of APSPDCL for the FY 2011-12 to Hon’ble Commission.

3 I submit that I have read and understood the contents of the appended application of APSPDCL. The facts stated in the application are true to the best of my knowledge, which are derived from the official records made available and certain facts stated are based on information and advice which, I believe to be true and correct.

4 I submit that for the reasons, and facts stated in the appended application this Applicant pray that the Hon’ble Commission may be pleased to

(a) Take the accompanying ARR and Tariff application of APSPDCL on record and treat it as complete;

(b) Grant suitable opportunity to APSPDCL within a reasonable time frame to file additional material information that may be subsequently available; 

(c) Consider and approve APSPDCL’s ARR and Tariff application including all requested regulatory treatments in the filing;

(d) Pass such order as the Hon’ble Commission may deem fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.




  








DEPONENT

VERIFICATION:

I, the above named Deponent solemnly affirm at Tirupati on this …….. day of January 2011 that the contents of the above affidavit are true to my knowledge, no part of it is false and nothing material has been concealed there from.

DEPONENT

Solemnly affirmed and signed before me.
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