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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Airports Economic Kegulatory Authority (AERA) Is a statutory body 

constituted under the Airports Economic: Regulatory Authority of India Ad, 2000 vide 

Gazette Notification dated 5th December 2008. AERA was established by the 

Government, to create a level playing field and foster healthy competition among major 

airports, to encouraqe investment in airport facilities, to regulate tariffs for aeronautical 

services etc. 

2. FUNCTIONS OF AERA 

The main functions of AERAare: 

•	 to determine the tariff forth~i;~~ta(lE\UtiG~1 services; 
~ c,	 ' :; "~' - -', -. 

•	 to determine the amount ~f thed~v'~16pment fees in respect of major airports; 

•	 to determine the amcuntofthe passehqers service fee levied under rule 88 of 

the Aircraft Rules, 1937mad(;3.under the.Aircraft Act, 1934 (22 of 1934); 

•	 to monitor the set pertprl11<jli1c~ st<jlndards relating to quality, continuity and 

reliability of service as may be specified by the Central Government or any 

authority authorized by it in this behalf. 

3. BACK GROUND 

In accordance with the provisions contained in Section 13 of Airports Economic 

Regulatory Auth?riJYiOflndr~ Act,(AERA6\cIJ, 2og8,~he Authority determined 

aeronautical tariffs Of~Cllisutq nternatjQr)pl'Airport,.()alicuti(~I.A), for the Second Control 

Period i.e. 01.04.2016 to 31.03.2021 vide Order No. 09/2017-18 dated 04.08.2017. 

3.1 As detailed in Tabf~i.f5 ~g~~~.P~{~)6.3()t;~~e above said order, the Authority 

determined RS.357.1 0 crpre$':as':thetotClI(ji~COUriieql\ggregate Revenue Requirement 

(ARR) as per Regulat~ry B~ilding· Blo~ks ·fof' the entire 2nd Control Period. Fuel 

Throughput Charge (FTC) was one of the components to achieve this revenue 

requirement along with other revenues from aeronautical services such as Landing, 

Parking & Housing, UDF, etc. 

3.2 The Fuel Throughput charges considered as part of ARR by the Authority as per 

the above Tariff Order is given in table -1 below: 
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Table - 1 

FY 2020-21 

Charges per KL (in Rs) 136.30 I KL 

Revenue (Rs. in crores) 2.60 

4. Ministry of Civil Aviation vide letter NO.AV.13030/216/2016-ER (Pt.2) dated 

08.01.2020 has decided to disc9ntir"jI,.l~,the ,levy of Airport Operator Charge or Fuel 

Throughput Charge in any rnanifestatlon.atahairports. Para 4 of the said letter reads as 

unde~ " " . 
"':. -- -,'- " >. 

"Keeping in view all asp~()t$;:O<'~t~~\.;~~tter, in light of the need to uphold 

affordability and sustainability of C;lirp.~s~enger and air cargo transportation as per 

the National Civil Aviation PolIcy,2016,it has been decided as follows: 

(i) Levy	 of airport operator charge or fuel throughput charge in any 

manifestation shall bf)(}i~,P8t!tin4J?d at all airports, airstrips and heliports 

across India with imlJ}1f)diat~,f)ffect; 

(ii) AERA/ Ministry of Civil Aviation, as the case may be, should take into 

account the amount in this revenue stream and duly compensate the Airport 

Operator! AAI by suitably recalibrating other tariffs during their 

determinations of airport tariffs. IJ 

5. ConsiderIn~the a~oY~\\\POliCYdecision.,.of MOC1;:jthe Authority vide letter 

no. AERAI 20015/FT/20J O,.11.f~oJ,lldat~d19.0r2020adVi$e:.dJhe Airport Operators at 

all 'major' airports to implement the aforesaid MoCA letter with immediate effect. AERA, 

also advised the Airport opetator1:t~:~Ub~ittl1eir~~ogosal for compensation, if any, due 

to discontinuation of Fuel,-hroughpufCh'~rges(FT£;);Jgr consideration of the Authority. 

6. Accordingly, AAI vide letter no. AAI/CHQ/AERAIFTC/2020 dated 23.03.2020 

submitted their proposal to compensate revenue loss of RS.1.86 crores (at NPV) on 

account of discontinuation of FTC at Calicut International Airport, Calicut (CIA), for the 

remaining period of Second Control Period i.e.15.01.2020 to 31.03.2021. AAI proposed 

to recover the expected revenue loss in the form of increased UOF charges. 

The shortfall in revenue from 15.01.2020 to 31.03.2021 calculated by AAI is given in 

table-2 below: 
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Table - 2 Shortfall in FTC Revenue as calculated by AAI 

Period for which Loss of FTC Revenue 
claimed by AAI 

15.01.2020 
to 
31.03.2020 

FY 2020-21 Total FTC loss 
claimed by AAI for 
2nd Control Period 

FTC Revenue Projections 
as per AERA Tariff Order (Rs. in 
crores) 

0.48 2.60 3.08 

PV factor 0.6750 0.5921 
FTC Revenue Projections (at NPV) 0.32 1.54 1.86 

6.1 AAI submitted that, CqlicutITtern.atiqnal.tirport, Calicut (CIA), is in the fifth 

(FY 2020-21) i.e. the last year orthr~ngQingqJritrol Period (FY 2016-21), and, true up 

exercise will take time of 06 to;\07f'mHhtMs,..'in the meanwhile, AERA may consider 
~'t:;";(J:-.,.'';~ ~;::t:::':_;1p,_:·~·.;';~-;';f::~{, \:,"; ;,:_x~; 

allowing compensation in the form ·inC;rEf~ge/in)JDF charges as per table-3 below. 

Table - 3 Increase in UD:F~e:~~.a}(:as Proposed by AAI 

FTC Compensation claim~d byMlin 
FY 2020-21 (at NPV) 
(Rs. In Crores) 1.86 (A) 

No. of Departing Pax as per Tariff 
Order (50% of total traffic projections for 
FY 2020-21) 1771243 (B) 

Increase in UDF per Pax proposed by 
Rs. 10/­ approx 

Re'{i~iO~ i~ UDF Rates 
proposed by AAI 

DOM INTL 

223 486 

AAI'(A/B) 

DOM 

7. AUTHORITY'S EXAIVIINATION 

The Authority carefully examined the proposal of AAI in reference to the letter no. 

AV.13030/216/ 2016-ER (Pt.2) dated 08.01.2020 issued by MoCA. 
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7.1 The Authority as per Order NO.09/2017 -18 had expected that AAI would generate 

revenue from Landing and FTC during FY 2020-21 of the 2nd Control Period as detailed 

below in table 4: 

Table - 4 Projected Revenue from Landing I FTC as per Tariff Order 

(Rs. in crores) 

FY 2020-21 

Revenue from tanding charges 43.2 

2.60Revenue from FTC 

.. 

7.2 The Authority observed that th;efariftfor Calicut International Airport, Calicut 

(CIA), has been determined up to 31.Q3.2021I.e. the 2nd Control Period (01.04.2016 to 

31.03.2021) of which the 5th tariff year FY 2020-21 is in progress. Therefore, the 

expected shortfall in revenue frdh1<I7TCilJlay not be more than the FTC revenue 

projected for FY 2019-20 & FY 2020..~·1ri~s·perafte AERA Tariff Order No.09/20 17-18. 

Further, the Authority observed that AAI in its Proposal has calculated the shortfall in 

FTC revenues by applying Present Value (PV) factor. However, as per the accepted 

principles, PV (discount) fqotoris applied only i;I"!Jtlr beginning of a Control Period, and, 

in this case the shOrtfall iSOSC%rrin9,in:FY2029"f1J(i.e.tiif:tt~riff year (incl. 2.5 months 

in FY19-20) of the ControlPeridd>andis'also beingcompebs~tEPd in FY 2020-21, which 

is already in progress. Therefore, the Authority, has considered the actual projected 

FTC Revenue as in the Tariff order-NO. applying the discount factor. 

Accordingly, based on absolute projections as per the Tariff Order, the Authority 

calculated the expected shortfall in FTC 1 ARR for FY 2019-20 as RS.0.48 crores (pro 

rata for 2.5 months) for the period from 15.01.2020 to 31.03.2020 and RS.2.60 crores 

for FY 2020-21. Thus the expected total shortfall to be RS.3.08 crores for the period 

from 15.01.2020 to 31.03.2021 which is 7% of expected revenue from Landing Charges 

for FY 2020-21 as shown in table 5 below. 
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Table 5. Calculation of Increase in Landing Charges Proposed by Authority in CP 

FY 2020-21 

A Projected Revenue from Landing charges as per 

Tariff Order (Rs. In Crores) 

Total Shortfall in FTC I ARR considered by the 

Authority for compensati9n.,\/. 

(pro rata for 2.5 months inpy2019~.20 plus 

12 months in FY 2020~21)(R$.Jn .Grores) 
,. :,-'\ .' ..... 

Ratio of FTC Shortf~U.~8/GkQ~ihg/~l1arges A I B % 
t':,i,i'­ '{(.<: "'j"ft,,> \,</"'<'" ""Y:(i':> 

43.20 

3.08 

7% 

B 

. '" 

7.3 The Authority observedthaf,'thehitherto abolished FTC, was one of the 

components of operational expenS~$f()rt~jAirlines, charged to them by the Oil 

suppliers (OMCs) as a pass throu'ghe~f5el1seby adding it to the cost of fuel (ATF). The 

Airport Operators were charging'pf8l() the 6ir~uppliers as 'royalty', in addition to Land 

Rent. 

The Authority, therefore, viewed that in effect, abolishing FTC, is expected to directly 

result in a reduction in the cost of ATF to the Airlines, to that extent, besides also 

avoiding the cascading effect of taxes, and"tous serves to monetarily benefit the 

Airlines. Any comp~hsation:, thefefore,stfoUidbereClove~~~tf~om the Airlines. In view of 

this, the Authority,' is not i~dined to pass on theburd~n;. of compensation to the 

passengers in the form of increased UDF charges. However, AERA considers FTC as 

one of the aeronautical can be compensated through 

aeronautical services 

Accordingly, the Authority proposed to compensate this shortfall in FTC revenues to the 

Airport Operator (AAI) by increasing the Landing Charges by 7% as Revised Landing 

Charges from 01.07.2020 to 31.03.2021 which shall be trued up while determining 

tariffs of Calicut International Airport, Calicut (CIA), for the 3rd Control Period. 

8.	 The Authority, having examined the submissions made by AAI, issued the 

proposing the following for 
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(i)	 The Authority proposes to increase Landing Charges at Calicut International 

Airport, Calicut (CIA) by 7% for the remaining 2nd Control Period i.e. from 

01.07.2020 to 31.03.2021, or, till the determination of aeronautical charges for 

3rd the Control Period, to recover the shortfall in FTC Revenues of 

RS.3.08 crores. 

(ii)	 To true up revenue based on actuals while determining tariff for 3rd Control 

Period. 

9. STAKEHOLDER'S COMMENTS 
, ,-, 

In response to the Consultation' pap~n the comments have been received from the 

following stakeholders: 

Airports Authority of India (AA!) 

AAI in its comments has submitted that file Landing revenue for FY 2020-21 may be 

taken proportionate to recovery period as9 months instead of 12 months which comes 

to RS.32.40 crores (43.20*9/12)ar)<;I,aoo9cdjnglyconsider allowing an increase of 10 % 

in Landing Charges to compens9t~.tJJ~'$tl0rtfalr of RS.3.08 crores in FTC Revenues. 

Federation of Indian Airlines (FIA) 

FIA has stated that AERA and/or MoCA should not implement an increase of airport 

charges/tariff, of any nature whatsoever, due to the adverse financial impact on the 

airlines experienced in the wake of Coronavirus (COVI0-19) outbreak. However, without 

prejudice to theabove, inthe'eventitisPEoposedto comp~n~ate AAI airport by way of 

increase in airportcbarges,itheJolioWin~maY'be tak,en intq,cdl'lsideration: 

I) Recalibration of tariff to be done during tariff determination under 3rd Control Period 

The MoCA letter states t~~~~rR~~$~~UI~cJakeint~;;~~~ount the amount of FTC revenue 

stream and "duly compensaterJhecAirportOperator /AAI by suitably recalibrating other 

tariffs during their determination of airport tariffs." 

FIA has pointed out that the above direction by MoCA and more particularly the words 

'determination of airport tariffs', clearly indicates that the intent and direction of MoCA is 

to adjust or amend tariff and to take into account the loss of FTC revenue for each 

airport, during the process of regular tariff determination at the beginning of the 

respective 'Control Period' of the AAI airports. Therefore, considering that the AAI 

airport in the present Consultation P <\~;tr,~~ last year of its 'Control Period' (2nd), 

~«\ ~?\ 
~	 ~ 
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any recalibration or adjustment due for the tariff determination should take place, only 

during the next Control Period (3rd) in regular course of tariff determination. 

II) Revision of User Development Fee (UDF) as per AAI Proposal 

FIA has urged AERA to reconsider UDF as a tariff head to be recalibrated, to provide 

compensation to AAI Airports citing that AAI in its proposal has asked for increased 

UDF towards compensation in lieu .ofFTC.FIA,has further pointed out that the Authority 

has proposed an increase in UQFat th~Clirportsat Vishakhapatnam, Goa and Pune, 

while its express intent as per thecurr~nt:Ptbp~$~1 is not to burden the passengers with 
..>,',,--~, 

increased UDF.'\;:.
 

FIA has suggested that as an~it~;~,~\~~r\ihe Authority, may consider allowing a
 

balanced increase of tariff (for concerD~dAAIAirportS), being spread equally over pass
 

through charges (UDF) along with charges directly billed to airlines like Landing,
 

Parking or Housing Charges, duringthe3rd Control Period.
 

III) Stakeholders' Consultation M'~etrrlg 

FIA has submitted that AERA has not conducted any Stakeholders' meeting in relation 

to the Consultation Paper. 

Business Aircraft Operat()fsAssociation (BA()j:\l 

SAOA has raisedQbjectioQpntheprpposal ofthe'Aufljotifyto not enhance the UDF 

towards compensation in li~~ ofth~< abolished i p TC.' 'In this regard, SAOA has 

contended that most airlines have very thin margins of profit and find it difficult to 

sustain 'operational profi~C38UIty' e~en.Witg~),~~rgin~F<i0crease in ATF charges. Further, 

that there is always stiff.Cbrnpetiti()Db~tw~~J1thef~YV airlines operating in India to 

maximize seat occupancy, and, any savings in 'operational costs', as perceived by 

AERA, would get quickly eroded by selling tickets at discounted price to achieve higher 

seat occupancy in each flight. Therefore, 'Authority's perception that, FTC's abolition 

would reduce operational costs for airlines, is not well founded. 

SAOA has stated, the whole plea of the airlines here was to 'rationalize the costs of 

operations' by abolishing unfair charges to let operations become sustainable on long-

Order No. 21/2020-21 Page 8 of 13 



term basis. In that context, FTC was an unfair charge and, eroding thin profit margins of 

already struggling airlines, both scheduled and non-scheduled. 

SAOA has further stated that it is advisable to compensate airport operators, both in 

PPP model and under AAI, by spreading the amount over the large population of air 

passengers, whose number would continue to swell in future and, with higher seat 

occupancy in each flight, the airport operators would get more than adequately 

compensated for the loss of FTC revenue. Therefore, AERA should consider increasing 

UOF, as suggested by AAI. 

10. PUBLIC NOTICE 

The comments received from FIA;~t &B~6~:Were uploaded on AERA's website vide 

Public Notice No. 07/2020-21 dat~a;:~':;8~}~cyi&~ 

c'/ 

11. AAI's VIEW ON STAKEHOLDERs; COMMENTS: 

AAI has not given any specific c6mrm~ntS,hOWever, they have reiterated their proposal 

for increase in UOF for,c9mp:ep$atjon;in lieu of expected revenue loss 
, , ','.; ".' .,;:: '"1 i 

due to discontinuation of FTC. On the comments of FIA regarding re-calibration or 

adjustment of tariff in the next Control Period, AAI have submitted that the suggestion 

may not be agreed to as AAI will not be able to recover the loss in the current Control 

Period. 

12. AUTHORITY~.$VIEWaNST AKEHQLDE'R~.SCOMMENTS 

12.1 and is of the The Authorit§ ~aref~lfy,4xami~'~8 th~ Co~~eQts;;';6~:ia~eholders 
view that AERA had considered FTC as one of the aeronautical charges to 

recover the target,rey;~nU~id~~ermi~~~2for.2ttcontrol period i.e. 01.04.2016 to 

31.03.2021. TheqiS¢PDti~~~ti?n:()fFlC.~fD()~:.,15.01.2020 has created gap in 

actual revenue vi~-a-vi~ thetargetreve~ue as per tariff order. The present crisis 

due to COV10-19 outbreak has affected all the stakeholders across aviation 

industry and this may further reduce the recovery of ARR. Hence, any delay in 

implementation of this Order is not appropriate in view of fund required by the 

Airport Operator for the capital investments in progress and day to day operation 

at these airports. 
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12.2	 FTC was a part of fuel cost for airlines and abolition of FTC and consequent 

avoidance of cascading effect of taxes has direct benefit for airlines. Even if the 

Airlines has to pay additional landing charges equal to the amount of oil 

throughput charges, they still benefit to some extent from the savings on account 

of Taxes. Hence, the Authority, does not feel it will be appropriate to charge the 

passenger and pass on the entire saving/benefit to the Airlines. 

The Airlines ticket pricing depends on strategy/policy adopted by Airlines to 

further their business, and,thei~lem~nts/costing of the airline ticket price is not 

fully known. The Authorltyfeels th 9tGhargipg of additional landing charges in lieu 

of FTC should not impacttlc~~terICi;hg~sthe Airlines must have considered the 

impact of FTC amount in t~e~pri9iQw.~P~JiCY before its abolishment. Moreover, the 

Authority feels that the Airline$. \~~.Ili'even then have all the freedom to pass on 

the additional landing charges to the passenger, if they so wish. 

12.3	 To clarify the comments raised by FIA, atthe Civil Enclaves of Goa, Pune, Vizag, 

the Landing Charges accru~>!9(pef~n<:~Authorities and not to the AAI. As there 

was no scope to comp~~s9t~r;MLt~,r()ugh Landing charges, the Authority, 

therefore, decided to compensate the loss of FTC revenue through UDF. The 

same has been adequately explained in the Order for respective airports. 

Further, it is reiterated that as per established principles, the Authority, ensures a 

balanced mix of the aeronautical charges (LP&H, UDF, etc.) during regular 

determinatiOQO,f tariff,Hpwever, thispartrcw'larjnst9nceis a 'one off exercise.'
~" ' , "" ' . ". ',':", ,'", . " , ' ',', " . ",'',". ',',',' '.'.' ..,' :,' , 

12.4	 Regarding\>~I~'SSUgge~tiori.·'fbr/ 80Iding.sf9~~60Icl~;s;meeting the Authority 

decides not to conduct the same in view of following: 

a) The AuthoritY;.~b~erv~~t~at~~~,l\ h(3~.i;COnducted numerous rounds of 

stakeholder'sg~msLlltatrons (3n~COnSidered;~he deliberations of two industry 

working groups representing Airline Operators, Airport Operators, Fuel 

Infrastructure Facility Providers, Oil Marketing Companies etc. before 

abolishing the FTC. 

b) The Authority is not considering any new revenue to the Airport Operator in 

addition to already determined ARR vide Order NO.09/2017-18 dated 

04.08.2017 wherein aeronautical tariffs were finalized after extensive 
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Stakeholders Consultation process. The aeronautical tariffs were finalized 

after duly considering the cross subsidy from non-aeronautical revenue. 

c)	 Abolition of FTC, which directly benefits the airlines as they can avail input tax 

credit, necessitates recalibration of other tariffs to compensate/ cover the 

shortfall in ARR of the Airport Operator 

d) The Authority, by inviting detailed comments, had given an opportunity to all 

the Stakeholders to express.thetrviews on the Consultation Paper 

12.5	 Regarding the commentsof~IJjfi~;?tatEld that the Proposal in the Consultation 

Paper was put forward aft~;fakingInto;j8count the likely loss due to abolishment 

of FTC and projected Lan!qi~9'~~VElnue during balance period of the Control 

Period (as per tariff order.). 'Tht~Aut~bhty noted that AAI has pointed out that the 
. ,	 i 

revenue from Landing Charges has.been taken for the full year FY2020-21 for 

calculation of increase in rates instead of 9 months (i.e. residual period of 

FY2020-21 w.e.f. 01.07.2020t03t,ofD.2021). Here, the Authority notes that the 

Air Services were closed"foralmdsL3'r:nonths due to the outbreak of Pandemic 

COVID-19. However, it is also noted that AAI has considered the loss of revenue 

from FTC for the full year FY 2020-21 instead of 9 months, whereas the amount 

of loss on account of FTC should also be lower due to closure of Air Services 

during the 3 months period. Therefore, if both the landing charges and loss from 

FTC is co~~l~ered for~rnonth~O'fjY 20~0-g1, th~ni,.1be increase in rates will be 

almost the-same aspr~posedintheConsultC3tiOn P,9per. 

12.6	 Notwithstanding, the above, it is also stated that the present crisis due to 

pandemic outbreakb~~ affecte~th~aVj~tiO;)9dustry and the Authority is not in a 

position to make anY ~$timC3teregC3rding LC3ndJng Charge that will be collected by 
iabolitionAAI during FY 2();~-21 8PToss"dueto of FTC, till a clear picture 

regarding future operation/ business plan of Airport/Airlines emerges, and, 

ultimately there may be a substantial variance in both the revenue from Landing 

Charge as well as loss of FTC estimated by the Authority. 

So the present proposal of increase in rates is more ad hoc in nature, to provide 

immediate relief, and, accordingly, the Authority also decides to true up this 
............r""._','''''"'..~'':.
 

aspect of revenue considering t~.$:v~.IY~~~~)~,Q~:y while determining tariff for 

next i.e. 3
rd 

Control Period. 
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The Authority, therefore, taking into consideration the above decides to increase 

the existing Landing Charges at Calicut International Airport, Calicut (CIA), by 7% 

for the remaining 2nd Control Period to recover the loss on account FTC/ARR 

Revenues during the balance period of 2nd Control Period . 

. ORDER 

Upon careful consideration of material available on record, the Authority, in exercise of
 

powers conferred by Section 13(1) (a)Qfth~ AERA Act, 2008 hereby orders that:
 

(i)	 The Authority hasdecid~d';o~n~wto revise Landing Charges at Calicut 

International Airport'i:~~;rl~~t:;(0!1~)~~f~r the period w.e.f. 15.07.2020 to 

31.03.2021, or, tin the:\id~termio~tion of aeronautical charges for the 

3rd Control Period, i[tO;ih;~&gb~~'\riJ the shortfanin FTC Revenues of 

RS.3.08 crores in lieu::ofCilfuOlliJ()n of FTC. The Revised Landing Charges 

approved by the AuthoAt/isannexedas "Annexure I; 

(ii)	 To true up the ReVenLJ~;Q<:t~e.(:L<oh Actuals while determining tariff of 

Calicut International AjrPQrt,9qlliclJt(~IA), for the 3rd Control Period; 

(iii)	 The Revised Landing Charges will be applicable. w.e.f. 15.07.2020. 

By the Order and in the name of the Authority 

~ - . 
(Ram Krishan) 

Director (Policy & Statistics)
 

To
 

Airports Authority of
 

Rajiv Gandhi Bhavan,
 

Safdarjung Airport,
 

New Delhi -110003.
 

Copy to: Secretary, Ministry of Civil Aviation, Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung
 

Airport New Delhi-noaa:).
 

Order No. 21/2020-21	 Page 12 of 13 



Annexure -I 

Calicut International Airport, Calicut (CIA) 

Revised Landing Charges approved by the Authority to be applicable for the 
period from 15.07.2020 to 31.03.2021 

I) LANDING CHARGES' 

Rate per Landing - International Flight 
-----:c-=__-=,------~____:_:---,---=-----=-______:__=_.,____:=____:____:c,__________, 

Weight of the Aircraft 
----------_.._-----~-----

f-­__-=U-,-,p~t~0_2_5_M__T=__----~ 

I :~o~e5 
205 

::TT _ 

~bove50MT ~j9,ftP;()+,~~§~;perMT in Z 20,758 + ~ 627 per MT in 
_~_=_0_'1-=-0.z;0...:..:.M.:....:.T_~~_ 'exc~$$0l5QIVIT excess of 50 MT __::::___fi"~~~~-'-'-'-'_:_::_:::_:_--_+__=__=_=___"_=':~=_='=_"::_'--'-'-'-_'_:_:_::::_:___I 

Above 100 MT to 200 MT 
Z 4~,700)+',~ 67$'per MT in 

;excesS.oJ 100 MT 
Z 52,109 + Z 722 per MT in 

excess of 100 MT 

Above 200 MT 
Z 116,200+z810per MT in 

.·...····.·.excessof200.MT 
Z 124,334 + ~ 867 per MT in 

excess of 200 MT 

I 
Weight of the Aircraft 

Up to 25 MT 
Above 25 MT 
up to 50 MT 

Above 50 MT 
up to 100MT 

Above 100 MT to 200 MT 
1-------

Above 200Mr ~74,27Q~zA95per~Tin 
--

'iR' 79,474 + ~ 530 per MT in I 

..... excess Of 209 MJ;; .. tilK .... excess of 200 MT I 

Note: All the above Charges are excluding of GST. GST at the applicable rates are 
payable in addition to above charges. . 

II) Fuel Throughput ¢l1arge~\f9rth~periOdfrdJb01.04.2020 to 31.03.2021 
'-<",' ,"-; -- .,-".- .....,-'<-, ,', ,'.' ·-\f­

'.' 

Rate per Landing - Domestic FliS:l~t 
-,/" .- - , '~ ..' ",. "', '. 

Existing Rate Per Landing
 
OrcJerNbC'09120fiL18 (In ~)
 

~ 180 Per MT
 
~ 4,500 + ~ 315 per MT in
 

excess of25 MT
 
~ 12,375 + ~ 360 per MT in
 

excess of 50 MT
 
~ 30,375 + ~ 439 per MT in
 

...... excess of 100'MT 

. 
Revised Rate Per Landmg 

-­

Approved by AERA (In ~)
 
~ 193 Per MT
 

~ 4,815 + ~ 337 per MT in
 
excess of 25 MT
 

~ 13,241 + ~ 385 per MT in
 
excess of 50 MT
 

~ 32,501 + ~ 470 per MT in
 
excess of 100 MT
 

Asper AE'RA Order 
No. 09/2017-18 

Abolished by I 

MoCA w.e.f. 
15.01.2020 I 

I_N_R_p_er_~~__1_36_.3_0__----.L __'N_IL_'-..-J 

Unit' 

--1----­
I 

I Fuel Throughput 
'1 Charges 

Note: All other charges, and, terms & conditions, as determined vide
 
AERA Order No. 09/2017-18 dated 04.08.2017 shall remain applicable.
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