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ABSTRACT

settlement of petitions taken up with the Board - sanctionVyduthi adalath-2020 -

accorded -orders issued

CORPORATE OFFICE (Planning)

B.o. (FTD) No.469 /2o2o (rsrs!/TRAC/G/Adala dated, T m 10.07.2020

Read :1. B.O. (FTD) No.946/2019 (D (D&lT)/ General- Adalath-20201201'9-20 dated

24.12.2019.
2. Minutes of the State Level Expert Committee meeting held on 28'O4'2020 &

07.0s.2020.
3. Note No.KSEBL /TRAC/ G/Adalath l2o1.9-2o dared 28.05.2O2O of the Deputv

, Chief Engineer (Commercial& Planning) with full powers of Chief Engineer

(Agenda item No. 7/6120l'

ORDER

KSEB Ltd. as per order read as 1't above had accorded sanction to conduct

Vyduthi Adalath-2020 from 1,1,.01,.2020to L5.O2.2O20 at all the district head quarters as

per the patronage of the Hon'ble Minister for Electricity to settle all types of complaints

relating to Generation, Transmission and Distribution wing from consumers/public to

achieve better consumer satisfaction and to make Electricity sector complaints free'

Accordingly adalaths were conducted in all the district head quarters as per the

schedule. lt was also ordered to constitute a state level (Expert) Committee {herein after

Expert Committee) for speedy settlement of issues taken up by KSEBL under the

chairmanship of Deputy Chief Engineer (commercial & Planning) with full powers of

Chief Engineer. tt was also specified that the unsettled cases at district level shall be

taken up with the Board along with all details by the chief Engineer concerned with

remarks/suggestion with the recommendations of Adalath Committee for appropriate

decision.

Altogether, 15 Petitions
Committee for settlement of the

below:

were received up to 06.05.2020 before the expert

issues. Circle wise details of petitions are tabulated
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The Deputy Chief Engineer (Commercial& Planning) with full powers of Chief Engineer

and the Chairman, Expert Committee as per the note read as 3'd above has submitted

recommendation of the Expert Committee before the Full Time Directors of the Board

for approval for settling issues taken up with the Board. The Minutes of the State Level

Expert Committee meeting held on 28.04.2020 &07.05.2020 have also been placed before the

Full Time Directors.

Details of petitions and recommendation of the expert committee thereon in each

case are specified below:

1

The petitioner's request is to exempt surcharge of a short assessment bill given to
pump house of the college as per direction of AG for wrong classification (LT Vl(B)

instead of LT Vll(A) for a period of 1,2/2007 to 05/2009. At the time of inspection, the

college was under co-operative sector and later taken over by the Government. Total

outstanding amount as on 21.01.2020 is Rs l-001299/- including interest Rs 641155/-.

The consumer approached the Hon'ble High Court by filing WP(C) No.7595/2010

against the order of the Appellate Authority and the Hon'ble Court ordered for kept

in abeyance of the bill. The case is now pending before the Court.

Tlre expert Committee has pointed out that there is remote chance in obtaining

an order in favour of the consumer in the Writ petition filed before the Hon'ble High

Court, in the wake of Apex Court Judgment dated 20.02.2020, in the matter of tariff
of Self Financing College in the State. Being an institution taken over by the
Government the matter requires lenient consideration. The expert Committee
recommended to authorize the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle,

Sreekandapuram to seel< the consent of the consumer to settle the issue under OTS

scheme subject to their willingness to withdraw the case and make available their
consent in this regard, if required. The outcome of this offer may be evaluated to
consider further relief on surcharge subsequently, if necessary.

2.

The petitioner's request is to exempt the assessed amount as per APTS inspection.

The petiiioner is running a home stay by using electricity for domestic purpose. The

connected load at the time of Service connection was 1080 Watts and enhanced up

to 7557 watts for the purpose of home stay. The consumer is not having the
certificate of Department of Tourism, a mandatory document for classifying home

stay under domestic category as per schedule. The consumer fileci a petition before
the Appellate Authority (l(SEAA) against the order of Assessing Officer. KSEAA revised

the bill to Rs.29165/- f rom Rs. 41005/-

The expert Comnrittee remarked that the petitioner's request for exempting the
assessrnent cannot be considered as the petitioner was using electricity under
domestic tariff for conducting home stay without required certificate from the



3.Smt. Viiavasree o.11654570i.

expert Committee recommended

the order of Appellate AuthoritY.
to authorize the field office to go ahead based on

The petitioner is an industrial consumer under LT lV (A) tariff. The consumer had not

executed supplementary agreement at the time of introduction of ToD billing and

hence assigned with a contract demand of 63 kVA. Later, enhanced the connected

load from 56 kW to 85.73 kW. The field office has sanctioned the additional load

without executing the supplementary agreement applicable to ToD billed LT

consumers. The RAO wing pointed out that the consumer had to be billed for a

contract demand corresponding to the revised CIL (85.73kW/0.9=95.25 kW) and

hence issued direction for an assessment for the period from 01'120L6 to 1'2/2019'

The petitioner's request is to withdraw the assessment amounting to Rs.128368/- on

account of an assumed contract demand based on the revised connected load due to

non-execution of supplementary agreement. The highest recorded Maximum

demand was only 42 kVA and minimum was 30 kVA during the assessment period.

The expert Committee remarked that the recorded maximum demand during

the assessment period was well below the billing demand based on the previous

contract demand. Supplementary agreement had to be executed by the field offices at

the time of revising connected load. There is no provision to revise the contract

demand suo motu based on the revision in connected load. lt can be revised suo motu

only based on recorded maximum demand, which in this case was below the billing

demand. The expert Committee recommended to authorize the field office to

withdraw the demand and to instruct the consumer to execute necessary

supplementary agreement with a contract demand based on his actual requirement.

M/s.South Star Apartment Owners Association has availed an HT connection for the

apartment complex by remitting way leave charges to the Railways for laying UG

cables through their property. The petitioner requested KSEBL not to give connection

to M/s. Trinity Arcade Pvt. Ltd., the nearby apartment and filed petition WP

(C\1O3Z4/2019 before Hon'ble HC of Kerala. The Hon'ble Court on 03.04'2019 has

ordered to settle the issue after hearing the parties. Accordingly, and also as per the

direction issued by the Director, (Distribution & lT) an order was issued by Dy' CE in

this regard as per Letter No. AEEl/South Star/19-2Oltso| dated 07.09.2018 to M/s.

Southstar Apartment Owner's Association. The order was in favour of M/s' Trinity

Arcade Pvt. Ltd citing Regulation zaQ\ of the supply code;201'4. A contempt petition

was filecl by M/s South star citing delay in issuing a compliance order and Hon'ble

Gourt rejected the plea. The Director (Distribution & lT) instructed the Deputy Chief

Engineer as per Letter No. D(D&lT)/D2/SOP/001012OL9-2O dated 20.08'2019 to

dispose the representation submitted by M/s.South Star Apartment Owners

Association in light of the Regulation 24 and 36 of the Supply Code, in compliance of

Sri. Paul Star Owners



with the Supply Code and obtaining an undertaking as suggested by LA&DEO as per

Note No. LA&DEO/R /lB/201,9 dated 16.08.2019 to Director (Distribution & lT). LA

&DEO's direction is that in the matter of lease charges to be incurred, the existing os

well as prospective consumers shall be required to furnish on undertaking to the effect

that the connection provided is subject to woy of lease facility made to available from
time to time by the Railways subject to the maintenance of applicable lease charges

jointly or severally by the consumers from time to time.

M/s. Trinity Arcade Pvt. Ltd. had approached for connection and remitted the required

amount for connection. The Petitioner challenged the action of the M/s. Trinity Arcade

Pvt. Ltd and KSEB Ltd. The Petition WP(C) 29694/.79 filed by the M/s. South Star

Owners Association, is pending {WP(C) 29694/1,9) before Hon'ble HC. The petitioner's

representation in Adalath is to obtain the half of the money incurred for availing

connection to M/s South Star Apartments from the new entrant, M/s. Trinity Arcade

Pvt. Ltd.

The expert Committee pointed out that the issue of siraring the way levy charges

to Railways among the beneficiaries are to be settled in the Court of law or by any

other means. KSEB Ltd is not a party in the dispute. The expert Committee

recommended to authorise the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Ernakulam to
proceeo'based on the proceedings dated 07.O9.201.9 and subject to the direction of
the Director (Distribution & lT) issued as per letter dated 20.08.2019 and after

obtaining an undertaking suggested by LA&DEO as per Note dated 16.08.2019.

c
J.

The petitioner's request is to withdraw the assessed amount for Unauthorised

additional load. The Petitioner is a consumer billed under LT lV tariff with an

authorized load of 11,2.324 kW (contract demand of 99 k\lA). Upon an inspection, an

unauthorized additional load of 1,1,8.426 kW has been detected and a penal bill

amounting to Rs. 17,87,385/- was served. After receiving the final order from the
assessing officer, the consumer, instead of filing an appeal under section 1,27 of the
Electricity Act, had filed a petition before the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala. The Court,

on 26.IA.201,9, in it's order cjirected the petitioner to file an appeal under 127 of the
Act. lt was also directed to maintain status quo as on date for six weeks subject to
depositing 5a% of the determined amount by the petitioner. The petitioner did not
turn uo till date.

The expert Committee pointed out that the petitioner did noi turn up based on

the directions of the Hon'ble High Court to file a petition before the Appellate
Authority after remitting 50% of the assessed amount. Also the recorded maximum

demand during all the months of as5essmeni perioci was above 100 kVA. The expert
Commitiee recornmended to authorize the DePutl' 61't;ut Engineer, Electrical circle,

Perumbavoor to go ahead with the further course of action as per Section 126 of the
Electricitv Act.
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1017 Nos. of LED bulbs were installed under various location of Asamanoor

Gramapanchayath. (257 Nos. on 17.09.2015,390 Nos. on 02.05.2017 & 370 Nos' on

26.03.2019). These streetlights had not been billed until 21.07.2019. An amount of Rs

SZ47OO/- was demanded towards the current charges of these lights from the date of

installation under un-metered street light tariff. As per the request of the panchayath

authorities,20 installments has been allowed at normal interest rate' The interest as on

sanctioned date (10.01.2020) was Rs 256171-- The consumer has remitted their

insta||ments aS per the schedu|e, up to Apri|/2o2o. The consumer fi|ed a petition

before the Adalath to waive the surcharge'

The expert Committee pointed out that the interest claimed was for a period

from the due date of demand (3.10.2019) to the date of sanctioning the installment

(10.01-.2020) and bearing an interest of 1'B%.lt was also observed that the consumer

has remitted their installments as per the schedule, up to April/2020. The expert

Committee recommended to allow the consumer to clear the dues as per the

installment already given, as the petitioner does not have any grievance on the

schedule.

petitioner is a consumer billed under LT lV tariff with an authorised load of 126'4

kw (contract demand of 99 kVA). on 31.03.2014, an inspection was conducted in the

oremise and an unauthorised additional load to the tune of 84 kw has been detected

and a penal bill amounting to Rs. 1044575/- was served to the consumer under

section 126 of the Electricity Act. The assessment was made at two times on FC and

proportionate energy charge under HT tariff. The consumer filed a petition WP (C)

t31,3417OL4 before the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala and the Hon'ble Court had

ordered to remit 25% of the assessed amount. Accordingly the consumer has remitted

Rs.261,144/- on 04.06.2014. lt was alsb directed to maintain status quo till the disposal

of the case. The consumer filed a petition before the Adalath to revise /reduce the bill

by reassessing it under LT lV tariff under section 126 of the Electricity Act

The expert Committee pointed out that the petitioner's request is for a re-

assessment under LT tariff instead of HT tariff, though the connected load at the time

of inspection warranted HT connection as per Supply Code, 20L4, citing the orders of

Appellate Authority in similar cases (order dated o2.o9.201'7 on appeal No'

17212017). The following is stated in the order of Appellate Authority :

It is observed that assessment has been made in HT industrial tariff and it is

disputoble os the unouthorised use hos been in LT connection' No low tension

consumer con be subiected to tariff applicable to High Tension (HT) category and vice

versa under anY circumstances.

per
It is also pointed out that appropriate direction has already been issued (as



Director(distribution)) to Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Perumbavoor {for
settling similar cases under OTS-2018 under Electrical Subdivision, Kalady) to direct

the consumers to follow the statutory procedure by filing objection stating their
grievance before the present Assessing Officer for the issuance of final bill, after
withdrawing the cases filed before the Hon'ble Court. The expert Committee has

recommended to redress the issue as 0€r the direction issued by the Director
(Distribution) in settling the cases under ESD, Kalady.

cc"

The Petitioner is a consumer billed under LT lV tariff with an authorised load of 110

kW (contract demand of 99 kVA). On 31.03.2O14, an inspection was conducted in the
oremise and an unauthorised additional load to the tune of 67 kW has been detected
and a penal bill amounting to Rs. 1064394/- was served to the consumer under
section 1,26 of the Act. The assessment was made at two times on FC and

proportionate energy charge under HT tariff. The consumer filed a petition WP(C)

13406/2014 before the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala a.nd the Hon'ble Court had

ordered to remit 25%o of the assessed amount. Accordingly the consumer has

remitted Rs.2,66,099/- on 07.Q6.20L4.lt was also directed to maintain status quo till
the disposal of the case. The consumer filed a petition before the Adalath to revise /
reduce the bill by reassessirig it under LT lV tariff under section 1,26 of the Act.

The Expert Committee pointed out that the plea of the M/s.Matha Agro mills, Okkal

was sarne as that of M/s.Pottolil Agro nrills and hence reccomended for a similar
approach for settling the case.

The Petitioner's request is to exempt the electricity charges and corresponding

surcharge of five electric connections under their control by adjusting against the

lease rent of land hano'ed over by the irrigation depariment to KSEB for constructing

Malankara Hydro Electric Project (MHEP) citing a G.O(Rt) No.766/2016/WRD dated

28.09.2016.

As per the above Government Order dated 28.O9.201.6 both the electricity

charges for running the dam and appurtenance and the operation office of

Malankara dam along with notional water cess for utilising the tail race waters frorn

ldukki wili be adjusted against the lease rent due to lrrigation Department for the

Malanl<ara Small Hydro Ilectric Project. As per the report of the Executive Engineers

Generation Division, Thodupuzha and Electrical Divison, Thodupuzha only the service

connection given for'shutter operation of Malankara dam'come under the purr,,ierru

of Government Order dated 28.09.20L6

The Expert Committee pointed out that as per the agreement executed



construction of Malankara Hydro Electric Project, KSEB shall pay the lease rent fixed

by the Government from the date of handing over of the site and shall be remitted in

advance for every year. As KSEB is liable to pay lease rent to the Government in

lrrigation Department, the expert Committee recommended to adjust the electricity

charges of five consumers mentioned in the adalath petitlon subject to the lease rent

pending payment to the Govt.

10. t$/s. AIR &: hrE/s. unden Ele ical

((LCN -4l4s4,4/433&( LCN 3/3680) )

The Petitioners had filed a petition in the adalath held at Kozhikode on

15.02.2A20 to exempt electricity duty applicabl'e to two HT consumers viz All India

Radio, Beach Road, Kozhikode (LCN -4/433) and All India Radio, HPT, Puthiyangadi,

Kozhikode(LCN -4/454) under its jurisdiction. Also, the Director (Engg'), Dooradarshn

Kendra, Kozhikode with the same plea approached the adalath for Dooradarshan

Kencira at Medical college Campus, Kozhikode (LCN 3/3680). The petitioner

pointed out that the AIR & Dooradarshan Kendra are exempted from paying

electricity duty as per the order no.2Ll69/2000-B(F) dated 05'06'2016 from the

Ministrv of Information and Broadcasting, New Delhi'

The Expert Committee remarked that the matter of levying duty is purely a state

subject and hence recommended to forward the petition to the chief Electrical

Inspector, Kerala to look in to the matter and to inform CEI that the petition has

been processed as part of the Adalath -2020 as the same was received at Kozhikode

AdaIathinthepresenceoftheHon,b|eMinisterforElectricityandofficersof
Electrica I I nsPectorate.

11,.

The petitioner's request is to enhance the Contract demand in respect of the

HT connection availed by M/s. KWA (No. 71436\ from 600 kVA to 900 kvA and to

energize the new metering Panel.

The Expert committee pointed out that the outstanding amount as on

28.02.2O2Owas Rs 3.27 Cr and average monthly demand was above 1100 kVA and

hence recommended to consider the application for enhancement on payment of

the 50% of the outstanding amount and to insist energisation certificate from

Electrical Inspector regarding energisation of metering panel'

The Petitioner availed a service connection for construction purpose in May

2018. Construction was over and now residing in the house. Hence requested for

tariff change. On inspection, it was found that the premise is inside'a gated

compound comprising of 14 houses. Hence the field office has adjuciged it as a villa

project and intimated that it requires transformer installation and construction of

^^ +^* ^raririf ino tho rrill: Farlier six other connections have

Ka ruk



been given for the premises inside the compound for construction purpose from a

post installed in the nearby public path. The tariff of one of the service connection
(Con. No. 1337S) have been changed to'domestic' on 23.O5.201,9 afterconverting it
into 3 phase and without any change in service connection post. The total estimated

load is 140 kW for the 14 premises. Also the builder is not ready to bear the cost to
this extent. The load requirement of the petitioner is 9866 Watts and the quantum

for effecting the connection from the public path is 5l- mtrs. of single phase to three
phase conversion with one post insertion.

The Expert Committee remarked that the details of building permit with LSGD is

required to ascertain whether the project is registered as a villa project or as single

dwelling unit and the same could not be collected due to lockdown. lt was

recommended to put up the matter after obtaining details from the field offices.

13.

The petitioner has requested to waive the penal charge imposed due to non-
installation of metering system conforming to the standards specified in the CEA

Metering Regulations,2006.( not class 0.25). The TMR, Pallom had inspected the
premise and found that the meter installed in the premise was very old and obsolete
and also there was time drift in the meter. The Assistant Engineer, Kattappana had

directed to replace the meter, The consumer did not turn up and hence average was

charged from April to J uly 2O!7 . Also demanded extra cha rges (50%) from
01,.06.201,7 r-o 1,7.08.2017 for not replacing the meter. The petitioner's demand is to
withdraw the extra charges. The meter was replaced on 1,7.O8.2OI7. The Chief

Engineer recommended for revising the bills issued from 04/201,7 to 07/2017 with
the reading of old meter and to withdraw the extra amount.

The Expert Committee pointed out that, average billing based on the reading
of a meter with time drift and not conforming to the required accuracy class is not
reasonable. The Committee recommended to revise the bill during the period from
04/201,7 to OB/2O17 based on new meter average ToD consumption and to exempt
the penalty for non-replacement of energy meter in time.

14..

The petitioner has requested to change their tariff from HT ll General (B) to HT

lndustry tariff (HT l- lndustry) by considering aviation industry at par with other
industries,

The Expert Committee pointed out that Kerala State Electricity Regulatory
Commission has already clarified vide letter 02.I2.2074, that the tariff applicable to
'Airports'shall be HT ll (B) Generai and KSEBL has submitted a report to the
Government of Kerala on a request made by the consumer with the Government.
The Expert Committee recommendecJ that the plea of the petitioner cannot be
allowed in lieht of instant tariff notif ication.



15.

The petitioner's request is to allow subsidy for his three phase domestic

connection for bi-monthly consumption below 121 units.

The Expert Committee pointed out that as per Government order dated

06.08.2012, domestic consumers with monthly consumption of 120 units and

agriculture consumers be exempted from the revised tariff ordered by KSERC (tariff

revision w.e.f. 01,.07.2012) by providing cash subsidy as provided under section 65 of

the Electricity Act,2OO3. In the case of three phase consumers, the pre-revised tariff
minimum was Rs.34O for two months (prior to 01.01.2012) and the consumer was

liable to pay more than the tariff minimum (in the pre-revised tariff) only when his

bi-monthly consumption was more than 1,21, units in the revised tariff. The

difference between the revised energy charges (w.e.f.01.07.201'2) and the pre-

revised energy charge is being allowed as subsidy from 0l-.07.2012. Hence for bi-

monthly consumption of and below 121 units, there Was no increase in energy

charge due to tariff revision, w.e.f.0t.O7.2OI2. So the petitioner is not provided

subsidy on energy charge so long as his consumption is below 122 units. The

Committee observed that, being a settled position, billing procedure in force will be

continued and recommended to furnish a suitable reply to the petitioner, stating the

procedure followed in KSEBL in allowing subsidy to eligible domestic consumers.

Having considered all the cases in detail, the Full Time Directors in it's meeting held on

11..06.2020, resolved to approve the following recommendations of the State level expert

committee consequent on the Vydyuthi Adalath, 2020:

1. To authorise the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Sreekandapuram to seek

the willingness of the consumer to settle the issue under OTS scheme subject to

withdrawal of the case pending before the Hon'ble High Court and report the

outcome to ihe Board, in the matter of petition flled by Principal, Govt. Medical

Section, Mathamangala m)

To authorise the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, l(annur to comply tne

order of Appellate Authority, in the matter of petition filed by Smt. A.N.Sudha

To entrust the Executive Engineer, Electrical Division, Payyannur to withdraw the

demand and to instruct the consumer to execute necessary supplementary

agreement, in the matter of petition filed by Smt. Viiavasree, Lekshmi Plastic

2.

To authorise the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Ernakulam to proceed

based on the proceedings dated 07.O9.20L9 and subject to the direction from the

Director (Distribution, lT & HRM) and LA&DEO. Further resolved to accord

sanction that the order of connection will be given with a condition that it will not



5.

6.

7.

petition filed by M/s. South Star Owners Association pendine (WP(C) 29694/L9l
before Hon'ble Higlr Court of Kerala, in the matter of petition filed by Sri. Paul,

(Ele.Section, Girinagar. )

To direct the Deputy Chief Engineer, Elecirical Circle, Perumbavoor to go ahead

with the further course of action as per section 126 of the Electricity Act, in the
matter of petition filed by

Electrical Section, Va lava nchirangara).

To allow the consumer to clear the dues as per the installment already given, in

the matter of petition filed by

To authorize the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Perumbavoor to settle
the issue as per the direction issued vide letter 06.03.2020 by

Director(Distribution,lT&HRM) (for settling similar .ca.ses under OTS-2018 under
Electricai Subdivision, Kalady) by directing the consumers to follow the statutory
procedure by filing objection stating their grievance before the present Assessing

Officer for the issuance of final bill, in the matter of petition filed by M/s.Pottolil

To authorize the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Perumbavoor to settle
the issue as per the direction issued vide letter 06.03.2020 by

Director(Distribution,lT&HRM) (for settling similar cases under OTS-2018 under
Electrical Subdivision, l(alady) by directing the consumers to follow the statuiory
procedure by filing objection stating their grievance before the present Assessing

Officer for the issuance of final bill, in the matter of petition filed by M/s.Matha

To approve the proposal of the Committee for adjusting the current charges of
five electric connections of lrrigation Department with the Board, subject to the
availability of lease rent due to irrigation Department, in the matter of petition
filed by

To forward the petition to Chief Electrical Inspector, Kerala to look in to thre

matter and to inform CEI that the petition has been processed as part of the
Adalath -2020 as the'same was received at Kozhikode Adalath in the oresence of
Hon'ble Minister for Electricity and officers of Electrical Inspectorate in the nratter
nf netitinn filcd huY 

+a33-31s*,

B.

11. lo authorize the Deputy Chief Engineer, Electrical Circle, Kozhikode to consider

the application of enhancement of contract dernand on payment of 50%

outstanding amount and to intimate the consumer to produce energisation

10



matter of petition filed bv

12.fo authorize the Special Officer (Revenue)to revise the bill during the period from

O4/2OI7 to OB|2O17 based on new meter average ToD consumption and to

exempt the penalty for non-replacement of energy meter in time, in the matter of

petition filed by

13. To approve the proposal of the committee to disallow the plea of the petitioner

to assign industrial tariff, in light of the clarification provided by KSERC and report

submitted bV KSEBL to Government and to provide an appropriate reply to the
petitioner, in the matter of petition filed by

14. To approve the proposal of the committee to furnish a suitable reply to the

petitioner, stating the procedure followed in KSEBL in allowing subsidy to eligible

domestic consumers, in the matter of petition filed by Sri. Johnson. C.C.,

Cheruvathur house, Kanivampal, Electrical Section, Kunnamkulam.

Orders are issued accordingly.

Bv Order of Full Time Directors

sd/-

Lekha.G

Company Secretary -in -charge

To

All Chief Engineers, Distribution (South/Central/Mala ba r/North-Mala ba r

Deputy Chief Engineer (Commercial & Planning) with full Powers of Chief Engineer
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Deputy Chief Engineer (TRAC)

Executive Engineer, Electrical Division,Payyannur
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