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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Airports Economic Regulatory Authority (AERA) is a statutory body 

constituted under the Airports Economic Regulatory Authority of India Act, 2008 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 encourage investment in airport facilities, to regulate tariffs for aeronautical 

services etc. 

2. FUNCTIONS OF AERA 

The main functions of AERAare:' 

•	 to determine the tariff fdrith€J'~'~fd6a0Hcal services; 

•	 to determine the amount\6f)\~r~e~ci;opment fees in respect of major airports; 

•	 to determine the amountof thepasserigers service fee levied under rule 88 of 

the Aircraft Rules, 1937rnaoE';} unq~rthe Aircraft Act, 1934 (22 of 1934); 

•	 to monitor the set perf9rQ1~I")~~stan¢tards relating to quality, continuity and 

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

authority authorised by it in this behalf. 

3. BACK GROUND 

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

Regulatory AuthoritY\iofl'ndia Act(~ERAAct)',ii 20qf3',Jhe Authority determined 

aeronautical tariffs of 1..0kpriyaGopina{hBordpIQi(L~~) lnt~r9\ational Airport, Guwahati, 

for the Second Control Period i.e. 01.04.2016 to 31.03.2021 vide Order No. 38/2017-18 

dated 16.02.2018. 
:.;. ,,: ..., 

3.1 As detailed in Table 48 aforesaid Order, the Authority 

determined Rs.530.30 crores as the total discounted Aggregate Revenue Requirement 

(ARR) as per Regulatory Building Blocks for the entire period 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 
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Table - 1 

FY 2020-21 
Charges per KL (in Rs) 136.30/ KL 
Revenue (Rs. in crores) 1.87 

4. Ministry of Civil Aviation vide letter nO.AV.13030/216/2016-ER (Pt.2) dated 

08.01.2020 has decided to discontinue the levy of Airport Operator Charge or Fuel 

Throughput charge in any manif~stc;ltiqn~i~ll airports. Para 4 of the said letter reads as 

under: 
,~_<, - -',':,'>. ",'-<.< -'f 

"Keeping in view all asp~g~i:~[;th~;~~~tter, in light of the need to uphold 

affordability and sustainabilftY'Of';Gliir"Pi1S?~hger and air cargo transportation as per 

the National Civil Aviation pO\icY' 2~1'QI it:has been decided as follows: 
.:,: .'­

'.';' .' 

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

manifestation shall be discontinued at all airports, airstrips and heliports 

across India with imm~drai~effelJt.\ 

(ii) AERAI Ministry of civil~JTc1tiol1, '~1 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. " 

5. Considering the above. policy decisi0rl0f, MoCA, the Authority vide letter 

no. AERAI 20015/ftJ2010~~11:~()LlldC3t~d15.d1.~.~~;ba~Vi~e~the Airport Operators at 

all 'major' airports to imple~ent the aforesaid MoCA letter V\fitli immediate effect. AERA, . 

also advised the Airport Operators to submit their proposal for compensation, if any, due 

to discontinuation of Fuel T~f~,}JghplJfghag~e§(FTG)\f9r consideration of the Authority. 

6. Accordingly, AAIVideiett$roo.AAIIGHQ/AER,AlFTC/2020 dated 23.03.2020 

submitted their proposal to compensate revenue loss of RS.1.34 crores (at NPV) on 

account of discontinuation of FTC at LGB International Airport, Guwahati for the 

remaining period Second Control Period Le.15.01.2020 to 31.03.2021. AAI proposed to 

recover the expected revenue loss in the form of increased UDF 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 

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

15.01.2020 
to 
31.03.2020 

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

---- ­

0.35 
- . 

1.87 
--- ­

2.22 

PV factor 0.6750 0.5921 
FTC Revenue Projections (at NPV) .... _. 0.23 1.11 1.34 

6.1 AAI has submitted that, LGBll'it~tn~ti()n~IAirport, Guwahati, is going under PPP 

transaction. Further, that, since F~;~~~~~~!(~~je fifth (last) year of the ongoing Control 

Period (FY 2016-21), and, true u~~xeTCis~Will take time of 06 to 07 months, in the 

meanwhile AERA may consider aIl9~jng~ompensation in the form increase in UDF 

charges as per table-3 below. 

Table - 3 Increase in.UDF.perF;"~}(asProposed by AAI
.', •...; ~ .<,,< ";" ',.,';" :" '-,;.' ,- - '.' ',-''? 

FTC Compensation claimed by AAI in 
FY 2020-21 
(Rs. In Crores) 1.34 (A) 

No. of Departing Pax as per Tariff
 
Order (50% of totalttraffic proj~cti9rs for'
 
FY 2020--2,1Y' ," ( / .\
 

'.' ..... 

Increase in UDF per Pax proposed by
 
AAI (A / B) Rs. 4/- approx
 

.;i,:;"'"' in UOF Rates .~,~ IExisting 0~.~t~~. of i!b10 F 
as per ABORA T~riffO{d~r I' '/", proposed by AAI 

DOM INTL DOM INTL 

426 561 430 565 

Order No. 20/2020-21 Page 4 of 13 



7. AUTHORITY'S EXAMINATION 

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. 

7.1 The Authority as per Order NO.38/2017-18 had expected that AAI would generate 

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

as detailed below in table 4: 

Table - 4 Projected Revenuef..oiri·'~~·hQingl FTC as per Tariff Order 

.~~~~~'~~':i'+"--rl~-

Revenue froni/.~~~~j@~3~lli~:f~~s 

(Rs. in crores) 
-

FY 2020-21 

40.20 

1.87 

7.2 The Authority observed thattbetClri~nQrLGB International Airport, Guwahati, has 

been determined up to 31.03,~021>.j,e .. th~. 2nd Control Period (01.04.2016 to 

31.03.2021) of which the 5th tarfff y~~r Fy'~020-21 is in progress. Therefore, the 

expected shortfall in revenue from FTC may not be more than the FTC revenue 

projected for FY 2019-20 & FY 2020-21 as per the AERA Tariff Order NO.38/2017-18. 

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 (di~~alJnt)fa¢tori~ apPI11d~~nIY irit@~J~egin~triQiofa Control Period, and, 

in this case the shortfall is occurring in FY 2020-21i:e: fiftH:tariff year (incl. 2.5 months 

in FY19-20) of the Control~~~iOd a~d is also being~~mpensated in FY 2020-21, which 

is already in progress. T~vr~fore,)Jb~ A~lQsritY,~.~$;.considered the actual projected 

FTC Revenue as in the Tariff Order Nq.38/2017-18 without applying the discount factor. 

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

calculated the expected shortfall in FTC / ARR for FY 2019-20 is RS.0.35 crores (pro 

rata for 2.5 months i.e. for the period from 15.01.2020 to 31.03.2020), and, 

Rs.1.87 crores for FY 2020-21. Thus the expected total shortfall, to be RS.2.22 crores 

for the period from 15.01.2020 to 31.03.2021 which is 6% 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 

.---­.._." "" 
_ .. _.. 

~-, . 

A 

B 

Projected Revenue from Landing charges as per 
Tariff Order (Rs. In Crores) 

-_._-_. 

Total Shortfall in FTC Rey§.plJ,§ considered by the 
Authority for cornpensatlch,'. ,"', 
(pro rata for 2.5 rT)Qnthsirif,¥Z.Q,19-20 plus 
12 months in FY 202Qt21).(R$.·lnGrores)

'."' ,/' ">«,-; "':-:",::' ,."', -"-;.:; 

Ratio of FTC Shortf~nt(~;@a~~lH~;¢parg es A I B % 

, ";·'U I'ii; 

FY 2020-21 

40.20 

2.22 

6% 
I 

7.3 The Authority observed tl')at,'(thehitherto abolished FTC, was one of the 

components of operational expenS~$for the Airlines, charged to them by the Oil 

suppliers (OMCs) as a pass throll~h'e~pens~lby adding it to the cost of fuel (ATF). The 
"'-, '-, 

Airport Operators were chargingFjT~adthe;OH.~uppliersas '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 casca~ihg ettgciiOf taXes('and,ithdg\ seW:\les t6 monetarily benefit the 

Airlines. Any co~'~'~nsation, thgrefo;e,'~~ould bereGOVer~~;\fr'~m the Airlines. In view of 

this, the Authority, is not inclined to pass on the burden of compensation to the 

passengers in the form orrhGreaST~~D5\~~Clrges .r: IjJJowever, AERA considers FTC as 

one of the aeronautical /,charges, .,' hence;th\~' st1()rtf~U,. can be compensated through 
: . ..; - _' " , _' __.' " ~ C,' . - '>-;.';. - ,c· . '," 

aeronautical services only. 

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

Airport Operator (AAI) by increasing the Landing Charges by 6% as Revised Landing 

Charges from 15.07.2020 to 31.03.2021 which shall be trued up while determining 

tariffs of LGB International Airport, Guwahati, for the 3fd Control Period. 
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8. The Authority, having examined the submissions made by MI, issued the 

Consultation Paper No.10/2020-21 dated 03.06.2020 proposing the following for 

Stakeholder Consultation: 

(i)	 The Authority proposes to increase Landing Charges at LGB International 

Airport, Guwahati, by 6% for the remaining 2nd Control Period i.e. from 

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

3rd Control Period, to recover th~$hortfall in FTC Revenues of RS.2.22 crores. 
. ,-:	 ,' ..',,/ 

(ii)	 To true up revenue based on c3G'tualswhile determining tariff for 3rd Control 

Period. 
. " '. 

9. STAKEHOLDER'S COIVIIVIEN~$; 
"-" ",->"-,;;>".~.,,.,./.: ... :;::;..:. .rr.: . 

In response to the Consultation Ra~er, 'the gomments have been received from the , ., .	 -:! ..,,', ~ 

following stakeholders: 

Airports Authority of India (AAI) 
. ''.. .'. ...• 

MI in its comments has sUbmit~~dtll~CtIl~C~nding revenue for FY 2020-21 may be 

taken proportionate to recovery peric:>(l~g 9 Mb~I'ths instead of 12 months which comes 

to RS.30.15 crores (40.20*9/12) and accordingly consider allowing an increase of 7 % in 

Landing Charges to compensate the shortfall of RS.2.22 crores in FTC Revenues. 

Federation of Indian Airlines (FIA) 

FIA has stated thatAERAang(or MOC~ shOU!?npt im~I~~ent an increase of airport 

charges/tariff, of a~ynaturewhatso~¥er,due l()th~ aq\<rs~ financial impact on the 

airlines experienc~~'in'the wake of co~onaVirus(CO~I lD-19)outbreak. However, without 

prejudice to the above, in the event it is proposed to compensate AAI airport by way of 

increase in airport charges;iihe fOII()~rr,g into consideration: 

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

The MoCA letter states that AERA should take into account the amount of FTC revenue 

stream and "duly compensate the Airport Operator / MI 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 regula.1-) riff determination at the beginning of the 
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respective 'Control Period' of the AAI airports. Therefore, considering that the AAI 

airport in the present Consultation Paper is in the last year of its 'Control Period' (2nd), 

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 

eJ···-;-".···· ... i·,· 

FIA has urged AERA to reconsiderl)D~)3s.a tariff head to be recalibrated, to provide 

compensation to AAI Airports¢jtrn9~~qtA.lXI/.i~its proposal has asked for increased 

UDF towards compensation in liel,.lOfel-~.FJ~haS further pointed out that the Authority 

has proposed an increase in 1I[)F1;;attP~<9Ir8grts at Vishakhapatnam, Goa and Pune, 

while its express intent as per the curr.e!Jt.p~oPbsal is not to burden the passengers with 

increased UDF. 

FIA has suggested that as an~lter;'ative,the Authority, may consider aliowing a 

balanced increase of tariff (for c()~s~rnecl~Lbirports), being spread equally over pass 

through charges (UDF) along with ,9!l~rges directly billed to airlines like Landing, 

Parking or Housing Charges, during the 3rd Control Period. 

III) Stakeholders' Consultation Meeting 

FIAhas submitted that AERA.Qas not conducted-any Stakeholders' meeting in relation 

to the Consultati6nP.aper. 

Business Aircraf;dperator~··AssO~i~;ibri (BAO~/ 
SAOA has raised objectionpn th@prppp~al pf the.Autnonty to not enhance the UDF 

towards compensation in'li~u 6f.the ;~'bPli~hed ~tc. In this regard, SAOA has 

contended that most airli~~s'ha~everythi~mar9I~~Of profit and find it difficult to 

sustain 'operational profitability' even with marginal increase in ATF charges. Further, 

that there is always stiff competition between the few airlines operating in India to 

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

AERA, would get quickly eroded by seliing 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. 

Order No. 20/2020-21 Page 8 of 13 
; ~".
R-p 1I 

\\ t
'-:: 
~~~
 

~ 

.~~~~l1r
/:;\eS.~'f:::;;' 

I ",
¥ I;, 

/ l! 



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

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 cont.ir;]V~ to swell in future and, with higher seat 
. -; -.<,-.:.,,'" _. -..-,'" ','.0 

occupancy in each flight, thei;lirporFioperafdrs would get more than adequately 

compensated for the loss of FTCtev~n\.le.Therefore, AERA should consider increasing 
. ,0'. ","" .. _. _' > .'; " :"'~___ ,_ '., . "', 

UOF, as suggested by AAI. ··f/e.;..•••••.••..•.•..•.:..•.i ..••• •···· 

,',' ::-~::i~::·: 

10. PUBLIC NOTICE ··\.,Si(ii}. i, 

The comments received from FIA,Mr~ SAOA were uploaded on AERA's website vide 

Public Notice No. 07/2020-21 dated 18.66.2020.> 

11. AAI's VIEW ON STAKEHOLDERS' coMMENTS: 
- " '" ""'-/.' .. s. ) 

AAI has not given any specific comments, however, they have reiterated their proposal 

for increase in UOF for compensation in lieu of expected revenue loss 

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

adjustment of tariff in the n~xtControl Period, AAlbave submitted that the suggestion 

may not' be agre~d.tb as MlvJi(l notbe.kpJe tcr~e2~ver in the current Control 
"'.-',,.,....... ,'c". ,",-, ;'-",- . ",-'" - --,:-. ~,. ,':. ':"" '.,., ':'-'-.
 

Period. 

12. AUTHORITY's VIEW ON sTAKEHOLDER'sCOMIVIENTs 

12.1 The Authority car~~jt~~J~;~d ~e{&h~~&~ of stakeholders and is of the 

view that AERA had considered FTCasone'()f the aeronautical charges to 

recover the target revenue determined for 2nd control period i.e. 01.04.2016 to 

31.03.2021. The discontinuation of FTC from 15.01.2020 has created gap in 

actual revenue vis-a-vis the target revenue 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 
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Airport Operator for the capital investments in progress and day to .day operation 

at these airports. 

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 theentl~~i:~~viog/benefit to the Airlines. 

The Airlines ticket pridng .. dep~pd~>oq./strategy/poliCy adopted by Airlines to 

further their business, andj:th~,;~I~±,~r5t~(tosting of the airline ticket price is not 

fully known. The Authority feelstli~tP6h~rging of additional landing charges in lieu 

of FTC should not impact tick~t ~hGj9~ ;1s the Airlines must have considered the 

impact of FTC amount in th~: pricing policy before its abolishment. Moreover, the 
".:'."; -",:" -:: '.'<' 

Authority feels that the Airlines shall even then have all the freedom to pass on 

the additional landing char'ges)totb,~p~§senger, if they so wish. 

12.3	 To clarify the comments r~jsed)b}FIA: ~fithe Civil Enclaves of Goa, Pune, Vizag, 

the Landing Charges accrue to Defence Authorities and not to the AAI. As there 

was no scope to compensate AAI through 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. 
c",' ,.,;"':>,:_;	 .."':_ "_.~;, 

Further, it'i~(~0it1rate9thaJ asp~r(rs]abli~h~d,prinSjPlfsrthe Authority, ensures a 

balanced m'ix; ofJhe aeronauticalgharges~LR&IH;G,UDE, etc.) during regular 

determination of tariff, however, this particular instance is a 'one off exercise.' 

12.4	 Regarding FIA's s~=9(Tsti~,q>~or(~:~r~}9g~ta~fholders meeting the Authority 

decides not to cong,uetthe s~~ein(yiew;off~lIIo~jng: 

a)	 The Authority observed that MoCA has conducted numerous rounds of 

stakeholder's consultations and considered the 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. 38/2017-18 dated 
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16.02.2018 wherein aeronautical tariffs were finalized after extensive 

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 detc:liled comments, had given an opportunity to all 

the Stakeholders to expres$thyiryJeINs on the Consultation Paper. 

,; .....	 "-, '-.- '. . 

12 5	 Regarding the comments9f~ltT!;~(~t~!~d that the ProposaI in the Consultation 

Paper was put forward afteria~ingI6tQ,~~count the likely loss due to abolishment 

of FTC and projected Landin~~~\J~~:U~ during balance period of the Control 

Period (as per tariff order.),Th~\Auth()rity noted that AAI has pointed outthat the 

revenue from Landing Charges hasoeehtaken for the full year FY2020-21 for 

calculation of increase in JgJ~~;.iD?t~;c:l<:fof 9 months (i.e. residual period of 

FY2020-21 w.e.f. 01.07.2Q20 tQ3J .0~.2021). Here, the Authority notes that the 

Air Services were closedf6r ~I~o~ti~~nths 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 monthsp~{iod. Therefore, if both the landing charges and loss from 

FTC is con~iQered f~rJ~:~onth~'?tFY 2020;J:1' th~~the increase in rates will be 

almost the'same as proposed intlieConsultatfon pa~jer. 

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

pandemic outbreak7~"affj;St~Q th&'~~i;~ti08i8~ustry and the Authority is not in a 

position to make c:l~yeStim~t~; regardir1~L~ndin~charge that will be collected by 

AAI during FY 2020-21 or loss due to abolition 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 

'/<'~':~;.,~:,:~:~~2~::.:~ . 
. /,,}/" <, ..;;J:-~\\ 

f :\<~:../ ff '\~I-- >;\'-, 
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aspect of revenue considering time value of money while determining tariff for 

next i.e. 3rd Control Period. 

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

the existinq Landing Charges at LGB International Airport, Guwahati, by 6% 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 mCltElriaICl\!C1ilapleqrt record, the Authority, in exercise of 

powers conferred by Section 130)(aJ!~8flh~!\~~R~Act, 2008 hereby orders that: 

(i)	 The Authority has de!tf~~~t~~iZalllq~ to revise Landing Charges at LGB 

International Airport, GUWClha,Ji"i, ~for the period w.e.f. 15.07.2020 to 

31.03.2021, or, till the/d~fermina,tiqn of aeronautical charges for the 

3rd Control Period, to recoverthe shorttalt in FTC Revenues of RS.2.22 crores 

in lieu of abolition of F1JQ! .. ;rh~IRe:}lised Landing Charges approved by the 

Authority is annexed as l'AQQ~~ur~l; 

(ii)	 To 'true up' the revenue based on Actuals while determining tariff of 

LGB International Airport, Guwahati, for the 3rd Control Period; 

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

name of the Authority 

(R=kJ 
Director (Policy & Statistics) 

To 

Airports Authority of India,
 
Rajiv Gandhi Bhavan,
 
Safdarjung Airport,
 
New Delhi -110003.
 

Copy to: Secretary, Ministry of Civil Aviation, Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung 
Airport New Delhi-iiooog. 
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LGB International Airport, Guwahati 
Annexure -I 

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

be applicable for the 

I) LANDING CHARGES 

Rate per landing - International Flight 
Revised Rate Per LandingExisting ~<:lt~,e.er LandingWeight of the Aircraft approved by AERA (In ~)Order No.;381~i:)H~1~(In ~) 

. ""iii,, ' 
~ 263 per MTUp to 25 MT ~ 248 per MT>,> . '.'> 

~ 6,575 + ~ 393 per MT in Above 25 MT up to 50 ~ 6,200 +~. 37t,peErvrrinexcess 
,.".,.:-.'-';':',' ",' /-.'"

MT
 ,'.' "j <~\_:_-,-'.-:,----~':-:-:~,-,::
 excess of 25 MT of 25 MT .' ........
 
~ 16,404 + ~ 441 per MT in Above 50 MT up to 100 ~ 15,41~;ti~j:~~?perJYIT in 

-,\-_-:~·;\-·f :~ .<:;,';/,:3.,J '"\\»,(:: :,;

MT excess of 50 MTexcess OfS0M:h"[ 
~ 38,452 + ~ 548 per MT in~ 36,275'j- ~q)~8!rlV1T inAbove 100 MT to 200 MT 

excess of, tqQ'MY\; , excess of 100 MT 

~ 93,254 + ~ 584 per MT in~ 87,91$+t551p;et MT in
Above 200 MT 

excess of 200 MT excess of 200 MT 
." 

Rate per Landing - Domestic Flight 

Weight of the Aircraft Existil1g~~t~PerJ,.anding 
Order No. 38/2017~18 (In ~) 

~ 180 per MT 

~ 4,500 + ~ 292 per IVIT in excess 
of 25 MT 

Revised Rate Per Landing 
approved by AERA (In ~) 

~ 191 per MT 

~ 4,770 + ~ 310 per MT in 
excess of 25 MT 

Up to 25 MT 

Above 25 MT up to 50 MT 

Above 50 MT up to 100 
MT 

~ 11,800 + ~ 327 per MT in 
excess of 50 MT 

'. "'. 
~2§"1?0 +~llq$ Rer MTi~:;. i>excess of 100 MT ' >( 

~ 12,508 + ~ 347 per MT in 
excess of 50 MT 

t~ ~9,839 + ~ 429 per MT in 
!f3>(t~~s of 100 MT 

Above 100 MT to 200[v11 

Above 200 MT 
~ 68,650 + ~ 461 per MT in 
excess Qf,~WO MT 

~ 72,769 + ~ 489 per MT in 
excess of 200 MT 

Note: All the above Ch9rge,~'.arei"'exCludjflg!pf G~I'1GST at the applicable rates are 
payable in addition to abp\Je cl1qrges..· . . 

Fue IThrouqi put forth . d f 20 0 t 1 0 0 1II) h Ch arges e peno rom 01 .04. 2 03 . 3.2 2 
Unit As per AERA Order Abolished by MoCA 

No. 38/2017-18 w.e.f. 15.01.2020 
Fuel Throughput INR per KL 136.30 'NIL' 
Charges 

Note: All other charges, and, terms & conditions, as determined vide
 
AERA Order No. 38/2017-18 dated 16.02.2018 shall remain applicable.
 

Order No. 20/2020-21 

»> ,....... .. -:::::::: 

" 
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