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HETIT T ATFAHTr
Fftrg=T

Has, 25 3T, 2014
¥. Srauadi/25/2013-wweird &, —agroa =me Afafaa, 1963 (1963 FT 38) i &eT 48
AT TET ARl FT ITANT HIA gU, HErOad I A0, TAGgN, a9« 79

(THATET) & AT Tgead gq 100 2 gra¥ AETSd i (TIUHHT) Hif 3¢ [aig FeT g I
TEATE I THeh T HAT SARITTATE [Hoerar gl

HAETIAT T TATFEHTr
T . fuuadi/25/201 3-ww=ir it

oy

(). =t &.u|. sErgewiE, (B
(i). =t €.t fg, avew (anf¥w)
AR
(3mTE 2014 3 49 fa= q1ia)

Tg THIUT AL & Tgead & o0 100 = FraT HaTed e (THTHHET) gq 22 Wi & o
RIS T AT (THIAYTE) | IT9 a9 § qa19d gl

3416 GI/2014 (1)
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2. TUHAMIE T T&I &1 il {Suarsti § S ¥ 9go Tg1 T Ioo1@ FHLAT ITE I g foh
TH YTIIHLOT 3 THAIEY F 21T & 9THTT |5 & Hael ¥ areer §. Juugdi/43/2012-
TR fiATw 14 7, 2013 9 Fram om wEa e #, 29 e 9 @ - T 9w - IV F
I 100 =7 HIATSA gTa< el (TATHHT) T &% AT il 2T 3T THATET T STeartad oh
oo, A Tod T “T=T FT STH HRM Havll 6 (o7 T AT Teh &\ AT 9T Hiea

TEeae TATAAT g (197 T o AT |, SIHTTeh T GILT gl TAT &, “STT FHRM 6 SAeaiid Tarod
AT (&) FETT TeFT &g A o < 7= 2

3.1. THAET 7 100 = TAUHHT % HTEAH F AT Tgedd g &< Mg Hd & ow Gdi® 25
SATE, 2013 & AIT 95 & U Uh J&qd WA AT gl Teqra il [Sfrgarsti w1 qrier 1=
o T 2

(i) THAE T T T 2800.00 AT F AT 9% 100 T ZTAL HIETSS e 0 ITH 3637 8 3%
12 TS, 2013 § TH FT ITIRT I F 4T 8

(i) 17 TS, 2013 F AT TTATE (THATR) % ATHT FATeA § 100 o TATHHT Zq 2
“GE-T-ATT-IV” & Seaiid T&TH &l T2 g AaeT § ATEF=a ¥ e aoh, 5 qoh AT T FEI 6
ferm 21

(iii) | ITFEHTOT FIT SATHRT AT | “S7” T V& 32 AL Tgead TaTadi g (a1 3T %
AT H FHhed? Tgedd & (o7 #f T g

(iv) FeAT TgEad gq S I AT HATI e § TErad dgi ot 72 o o9, 97
STATTHTAT F ST AT Fed? T4 g AT AT 5| TETETE, TTTEFRIOT F AREIOAT 6 SATETT
qel X TEATAd @l 1% 2

(v) T SUATHISAT F AT UF 9% 22.6.13 FT 3T a7 H UH 777 9% 17.7.2013 &7 T 7 )
T STITRIAT F TATHET 3 ITASH g4 o g I F41 il T AT| T q5H1 % FHAGT 6l TH-Udh
T THATET ZTT AT & T g1 SATIE ST | f=Te-fawel & a7, % 6l e Tgea &adT &
ATETT UL A1 3 a2 e a2 e v 7 2

(Vi) FeAT TgEaT AHaT 9T AT FiF 22 % 970/- I 20 Fe FeAT Wi goaad (T oA /

foree atf) afartorg it 7€ 81 F90 777 & #ieawl & forw w9 2005 wees Anieeli it g 5.4 %
sqETe Agiha & @ 8

3.2. HeAT TZEAd g Tearad a¥ & I 6 9 % e § THSAIEr g f 95 3+
T TEqadl A1+ «f T &

(i) 20 ger=rer / i =y, ufa THuRHT 9% GE=w #3d gU ST 70% A9ar STARAr Aavel Hi
TN T g0 dhed¥ Tgede &79dT 1,22,640 =g Ifday I1e T 1% 2|

(i) 799 7 THAUHHAT € (FIN) 35 AT@ H @Al §, S, HEH TeAY g A9 T fiSTw F AET,
HHT-9[ FT BIEH, ST, ATA-ATET () T2 = o S & a1 ¥ 2800 &M@ & a<T&e gral
gl 79 9 % 726 ATE & HHAT-4[7F ST 8 e TTH FT g STl hiee [T T STTNRT 6T 2
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(i) 2oF @A, FIHRIS 6 5, TLEAT T AL T AT ANTT 9T ATFEHRL0T F1T7 2008 +

Te[eh AR | & HIARUSl o T A= o w2

(iv) 20 e FeaT gq % 970/- wia =g it yeariaq ¢ & o wwendidr gy weqa faega

TR 1= foT T 8—

™ [EERU] Tfer )
4.
(i). | TeCEEt T AT 2800,00,000
(ii). | &THqT:

FeAT Tgea TTaee] 20

FAY TgEd Tiatad 480

TF A9 H fa 365

AT SYATRAT 70%

FTHETST & W TAday (TSI AN 2q) 6132

AT HIAL TEEAT AT 1,22,640
(iif). | AT
(). | =77 236,08,200
(@). | 37 =T (IS0TT AT &1 5%) 140,00,000
@T). | FTFET T AL (TSR AT T 5%) 140,00,000
(o). | AT (FSAT AR T 1%) 28,00,000
(F). | TR (10.34%) 289,52,000

T AW 833,60,200

(iv). | STTAETE (16%) 355,35,360
(v). | T Sreeqar (iii+ iv) 1188,95,560
(vi). | STEEa < i Sy (v / i) 970

(v). 100 THUHHY GRT ATHT HeaT 3fiT GavdTh hed? & heAd Tgedd gq UHAdEr geT

JEATAd &L Ao qriersl § &I TS 8.

THT Hed (o 3iie / foree sirw(Trfr 2 #)
AqTq Rt TET
A g3 = wag | R
20’ FaAg 970 776 582 466
AQ’ FeAd 1455 1164 873 698
40’ T tered [ 92 e 1940 1552 1164 931
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AT hedd (o At / foree sife
(ATATT AT & 25% HTaF) (xTFar T )
AT EES GELRI
A g3 = MAUGEL (582
20 FeAH 1213 970 728 583
40’ FeTE 1819 1455 1091 873
40’ F STfAF/a2 Hee 2425 1940 1455 1164

3.3. 91 ®, THAME 7 famris 17 e, 2013 F a7 9= # 100 &7 vAwHe it <X freiwor gg
T T Fl SR T TEATE Y 0 ATHIGT g 39 TSN il TELT HLA g Hol ad ¢
(qTRE) srat =ITeft Hvew & daeq it TF T T T )

4. g dre AT T o1 & T8 witeEr g0 G914 S, 2014 F S99 Seer F AreAH
ATAIST THAUIET o A AT § TLAT & 90T 1] — FEIT Gaeft THE 6 G G- Fed? Tgead
THATY & SV d, Tgl § gl Hhed¥ Tgedd g qHhd TATE T&H oh T 8| THIOT, Tg HSHH (AT
AT AT T THATE FT (F7) T TAR F G4 F aaL g AT gl Tqud, w12 R,
2013 % (9 T & AT | THAET & s f&3ham o & ag =0 &g & arr 917 oo
TEATE H 910 MU e &gt i ff S w1 Y 3t et g B [igard & 919, uw
AT ToaqTa T FL|THACET 7 faq1eh 30 3R, 2013 & I I % qIAH & TIAT 76
3T g1 FRT TS AR 3T THSATIET GIT SEqd ST &l HIEEeT A= qriersl | [<dT T97 &

AT T STy

B CRERIREIEEIC]

T UTEEIOT gRT Sedr  H.
Suuadi/43/2012-THASE R
14 S 2013 & HATEAH & AT
THSITET T T oTd SCHT (THITATT)
HeALl ® WgFadeq (W I — &0
Tael T T @S G - HedA? Tgead
TATL o FA)Tgl F gI THRT THTT
T AT § OFH #hed? Tgeaq aq

TATE T ofoet & |

= Rafd o2 X w2d gU 98 Aq9a
T T 8 T &l % ggEad gq
THUHHT 7 ITANT 6y o & o
TART & AN FAT F HEidd
THAMET T FddTE I&=dq19, Th ol
4T & e &4t % Tgad [ AT
ST % TLEL g1 JhaT 2l

(i) (F). THAHTE 7 o199 9 § Fgr g foF o=
HeALl AT Tgead wae 9rq wefiar (forr ) =

HqTeAw | Br A T g #9ifF 999§ Fs de
AT el T Al AT

(@). TEE | (F3) FHedd Tgead gq THihd
(THIFd) TATY, T AT T & STIRT 0
fomT, o wefi=i (fora ) & greaw & deaw

TEEAT TATA HT Iodd Fd gl

(7). T TAT B, FeA< I T 9T A T aF |

HeAL ATE of S gq e daT Iuee FT ST,
AT o 3T $AL gATA  TATT AT oTHHA B
=% weFaT qrdt g AT T g, e #rE g9
e Ter o T g1 THedEt F fO-Rew &
HATEAT & Tg&dd TaTad gq aqAT dioreh (F=av) &
e i o S =hf gl

(). BTET HIETSA e 0 TgrIAar & el &l
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TIfT 999 Fae TgEad H ¥4T % o
THUAAT & SUANT gq &¢ J&qrad
FEAT ATEAT @ AT Tehighd Tgedd TAT

TEedd AT ST T 38 8 TH 3ol Y419 &
S 919 & fE &1 ST qg T S
TAT, FHedT Tgeae TATAq F PO &M & U
THUHHT ¥ TTq F 2 U gF 960 y=ATera R

H TS Tg&aq A9 d Fl JTg< 1@
% ToIT aaaTT Tehiha Tgead TAT §
ST FHT [ Ferdl (Fe) TEqrad
FLAT ATFLTAF BT THhaT gl

STTUAT|

(F). I H. 10 T 11 9T TIOF qIAT FT ATHIRT 6
1T, 91 et (Tora-Ret) &1 ST=nT It ot
STHAT T qgl AT ST 2T & 3f¥ ura wefiAt (Fora-
fe) & fore o\ & (S9ehT) o@Y 9 i
ITqTEHAT U< 2l ¥@T gl TH JHET U< f&er o+ %
forT $f s et feuraea # 9f5 ¥ s gqqe
AT ITATEHAT H IRA % o0, T 28 F=_d
stferh 1 aer F2d gU 100 =7 graY HiaTd el
T qATd T T 2

(F). THATIET % qATTaF, Tg T JIF TATAT ¢
AT g F FET WEGTA e ZIT 63T ST @

TEEdd & (o1 UF JoF 3T Aqa9TqF gl g€ g |
e FAgT ITed T AT

(ii)

(F) THATTET FIT T&dTa o A1 At

e, fedrR 17 =T, 2013 FT UmA

SUATRTT & dTT oAf TS 9% &
FAGT I T & IqT FdT g o T

T TEQATE, TH ATEAHLT T ATTH &7
o FHIad U ST O, J&ariaa &2
T & A I AN FLA & (0 g
2005 + WeEH HIWEEET &l &
2171 & 2173 & & e,
HETIA =ATE] &l Tg [AaFeq Iudsy &
& Fe= "arst/giaams gq, e+
T 39 XA § TeE ST Al ©,
TEATAd q@ T AN # Ghd g eliY
AT & FAUTAST F qHe T T
T A g|FHAT g 6 ATATE, T4
AT T T T, TACT HAT/FHE 5q
Afe=a T & AT 9 I
ST AT S W 3 g 49|
SYATHIAT HiT IEIT HgHIT gl

FfeUl o7 @r 7 g o vauesy &
ST heAT TE&ae (oI q&qred &<

@A AT gq AtEgET y= e

(ii). (F). TATHHT TART & H(9d g ¢ T4
AT F 22 S, 2013 FT 5= i T off)

(). THF TTATT & GIETT Fqoe |, yearad
TEETT TSI &l Toh FHIM, oI T FIT ST I+
ST AT heiaTa ATiHe R 12T gl

(). FTEA (FTEH) ‘S & A FAqTT T I
TFUHHAT F AT & 0 19 a1l FHedae Tgead

JATAT 9 AN gRIT| Ff qiawfora a2 srfesh of,
THTT 5 do g 29l e &< &, ST T 2429/-
Tt 20 Fiie AT aF qiarforags off, @ F:39 g
TEATE TR AT T AT | =9 9T 22 54, 2013 &7 999
STATRE % " T TS Aok H F= A AE o
STATHTAT T T 9T A= T g, T e il
T 3T e 1 AHAT 9T T Fd gC % 970/- wid
20 e Feae aiarforg &7 o)

(). ST FFT T & Tgead T9E g T T8
ATd U % & STIRT A Fh0 99 & 98
TEQT Ael AT T AT, AT o AT Seree
PEol R T o - £ T ) B 1 S R
THUHHAT g AN T Tt a<, a8 a7 g 3T
T YTTEF0T g7 Afesgf=rd a3 & T FS ATaF
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T9[eF TT ST Tel gl THeh STATaT,
Tg oft <@ AT § % 29 54, 2013 =T

17 T, 2013 &7 999 ITATHISAT 6
T T TS T F THATET gTT Foft
U g ff, 78 T8 fREw &
TEATET & g ITAhE A qEAl
A TE R

(@) =fe UHHEr wearled &¢ &0
STATHE & TEF AT T THA FT
T §, 9 FI9T I8 &9 | @l A0
o 7 rferseor @-=ardt w9 | &2
T AIHIET Y& del F gHdl §
T Tg TEdaTd Ted Anaeff #i
T 2.17.1 ¥ 2.17.3 & & AN

Tl 2

TTTIT T AT T o STATTHISAT | T T g Al
o &t ST

(F). AqUA, TAF FHeAL H TgEAT A A A
TATE & AT FLA o (o7 Sre 7am g

5.

wad et IERAT % g, faAtw 25 See 2013 F7 YEATE UHLHIET ST qvEg
STATHTSAT/STATHT FISHT I ITh! [eoqoff AT g aR=Tord 36T 3T o7 &, fadi 6 Faax

2013 T ITHT ATEATH AT FSAT AT AT I 09 ITAHT THIHUT (THAGT) & FATam
TRt T STATHISA/STATHT S F FIAT [Eouil Joqd A5l il gl THAHIT 7 Figl g o S *ls
feoouft 78t < 2

6.1. TEATE H YT AT & e 97, G 18 7 2014 F 99 9 & SRu Jqfaih

ST /ETETHTIT TET A o [o70 THATKIET & AL 6T TAT A7) THA T 7 e 1 JArs
2014 F T-HS & ST gAY T I TC T4 9T (94T a1 T&qd AT g1 gATL GIET |/l T8

AT STARTEY [ TTSTHRTT 37T THIAE T Starer = 3 137 )

EULEARUE CR RS

THAGHE &7 a1

oA 12 3Fa, 2013 % gAY OHEETS
9 & TR0 THATHE &7 aqrar 1T or fF
dqeer  §.  JuuHdi/43/2012-UHsdTET
faaTF 14 9 2013 & A1EAW ¥ A
TR GT SAIed THaYEr &7

TATId XA, FedAT Tgead gq auiehd
T A Gl I, & siaiq @< 9@-
FeAL TgEdd T ) Ugel & g1 &7 Fed
gl AT SeaeMl & HaW H [ Hieaw
TEEad g TAUHE! HT ITART T ST &g

TOF ATASE, AT [-FTT Jaefl 7972, &< & (1)
AT YgEad Hadl A & Savd Jgod o af
FHeAY TgEdd g THhd TATY TET §, HeAL
Teedd g UAUHET & STANT & {70 THE AR
T g THAYIET T aaAE Y19, o6 9
q=T % FLU A AT g0 THAR HT 809 Tal
qTET ST |7 ¢ 6 o 919 ®is T fRua (de-
foora/enT) % His@ Ji o, ST 99 | 9 92 A7

TH ATOT F9 T FEA</EHEI FT AT TH/FET
Toh 3T (THAME A1) Fad g & [rag @

[PART ITI—SEC. 4]
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T AT A THSHIET T T TodTa

ATl qIAT 9¥ 1 AT Tga1 92ar ol THeEr %

UF B AT g al & Ig0d & ara< gl

qTE #HedY Tgedd gq Suosd Udh HIT ITET

HHAT &/ R AT THH ATHA Tgead g
F FFed gU, W9 WEfd qHied
Tgead ATl § SUYH Ferdl /| Fe w
TEATE YA HY, UHSAET F f&| i 30
ST 2013 & AT T F TRU STEHI0
T g o =i a2\ | 9ed 9Hthd
gATE o F wefi=n (foa ) & s
A FA-Rua (TET) w41 FT START FO
AT FeAT WgEad T & A\ H @
T ITENE g1 a9 F 9 & wefEr (fory
fef) % sRw Feaw ygead F ag
ATt T T AT AT g1 JAT, THATTET
BRI WSl TS STl sl AT I8 AT qof
Feal & gatia @ 9w & [ g
TeEdd | HarHa gl FIAT foeqa avi sfiw
A 3

TF-Fed A ST ATE § FHedl HT &L AMAT/HT ZC
T TTeET (FEh/3we) FT Thd I AT Headl
T AT 9T FRTH/IIT | IATAT T80 T 970 o

Sreer o anr IV g T (1) - 9=, STt
T o fAfery 220 & siavig Us 9994 32 Ja+
&1 T g TEU, THATE F 719 § g9
AT g AT FT I il HATAAT ST Bl Aal
It § T eal gq T&d THhd TATL § Hhae
qIaHTe 9ok APAfOT & 3 7T IS Tgeaq

(ii)

THANS a9 Y=ferd XA § U
THTRT AT Tgead o< | qiFAferd aeaht
w1 A serr-sen (F%-aT) YO
Zo0 o HH 99 & de (eN%) AT THh
9T #7 § Jgeaq gq Tqew areaterd
Tl 21

TAfd SHE H YT FHRT dhedl TgEdd
TATL, FNI TEEqd TATatarer Hf qHhd Tored
AATHAT % MY 9T I a1 @ g S
FEIT Tgead AT AT § AT Fad HedAT
TEEde AT it ToeT SMaeTRaT 9T AT Al
TR 1T 21 AT S, TS Hee % 9HT w0
gadt gaTer F o ey =0 § fruuady g
ATATRT THT A9 g Fed? a0 92 o @]
FT T2 g 3T THATUY Fad AT Tgead Tarare
T a7 ST § 397 999 751 2

(iii)

g I a8 9= foEm so &
THATNE F T=ord STATT & AT ||—F0T
HaeT AT & a9d @< @ § Y& 919 o
qe % YgEad THTY HEHiord Agl g,
THATHTET SUXITH FIAT &TTA 6 A= T&T
feouft (A1) § I Herrem yeariad 7

FIIT Tgead THATC ATT-1| — FRM el TATE, @
g () Feawq feoauft (A7) =89 T qered
[T ST YeaTad &

“FUT TS THATA | Had, Hea< & qIaare 6
¥ TI-9TT H-a%5 FMT g TeHE I ot
gfeafaa g

(iv)

THAEr F A 17 fday, 2013 F
qIT T F HeAA-Il H HAT Tgeaq 2q

geqTea TEuaHt T w e o
o o o o
oq TEAT TET AT gl AN e |

FT FHIT F AT T £, wETE A
GSIRTT AT 14 59, 2013 % oraer 7, =9

THUHHT o Teehar & AT 7 aredq e qaarE
77.99, 78.33, 90.76, 84.90 #T 81.08 F 7

o1 faffme 37 o 81 zafo, uwerdiEr 7 3 80/-
ffF e 3T o A= T g 8T 35,00,000 T30
ET I - s A T | e o
T 28,00,00,000/- % wfwrfoa #it &, Rreas




THE GAZETTE OFINDIA

: EXTRAORDINARY

sTfarRer g e Y 7 % 27.46 w0
F g 728 w0 PR fr v g, o
THAMET FRT T&qd aeqrasil d918d &
AT TT Bl, ST SHIL HIAT AL 6
93T 12(xvii) ®§ IS FRAT T g TEE
AT, LA F ATT-ATT ST AT
T Iiqerd & € § 2 =T THT AT Tl
e 5 A - R B e R A
F,100 =7 THATHHT Fq ATHH o1
AFLTFAT (THATN) T8 ol e,
St R 14 S 2013 ¥ swer ¥ A9
12 (xvii) ® a5 fFaT srom 8 sfiw foeqa
qf®waT & 14 4, 2013 F & &
3T V o T § Fore FohAT AT g i
Tg FIHIT Fd g0 T AT Jgeaq &q
ST THUHHT T 97T FeA g T&a1a ham
AT 8, THAYTE FAHTH THAT H§ T

T ZETT T erd o ST o 10T aary
I UHAM ST faaor yoqd #i7l

FOT ST AT F qAod & &7 H J2
ATAHTS 3T 37T AR Fehl § 21T gall g

(v)

AT § Aeifa deae ygeaq it
TEAH FHar 1,22,640 &g F1 foame

ATATIAT TR F FXd U ¥ Tgead
#T T 2T T 970 Wia =gy AT 7
THATET T8 TATT g0 AT A HT
g afwFes ae=qa #2 & gearfEa @@
9% i fafsr "@ant & di= e afiea
FeAT SAHAT AT THH 70 TEqriad J9eh
T o= F3d gU (T SIqA), TAUHAT
eq AIATHT TSET T T T
THATET Zaehl qfe off #¢ & yearfaa a2
I TS, TAUHHT g ATATAT TATLIATT
T ferR gt grm

[EaTad 3T, AqATET #edY, AHars &
HATHATT 3T THAMET T TodqTad TLed 97
AT ATHTAA T T, Al <7 # T 1397

l

(vi)

TH IS T fadis 14 S, 2013 &%
AT H YET TAUHHAT RET T9E OoF
Joh FOEI, dF-aoh (LA oir Jorag
FIT) 3T =T & o0 g, 3T uHe=idiet &
JEATE F AT UT UAUHHAT F T2+ <
AT 81 THATIET Fed? Tgedd gq Hl
THET Ja¢H aTd ged Jad &y
ST T¥ =T 7

et oft o9 § FeAT wgEad gq TedT sreria
Teew TATId Aal gl ey, THeAder § off
TAUHHT g 39 9¥ (6= Aal 3T 147 2

[PART ITI—SEC. 4]
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6.2. TEATTAT 3 U¥ ¥ Ao Hicaw Hawi & AqAIAd Ararag 92 fa=w #3d gu, Sa+ o
T TEATET & THATT T G TE& AT ATHTAT T Thele A= (<F7 74T 8

et TET Tq
20 40’ 20’ 40°
s = wia = T {§8:3 wia fi=r
weaTfad ) 970 776 1455 1164 582 466 873 698
RISKCIES
AT F 49811 40754 14943 12226 2075 1698 623 509 122639
FTAR e
$ dE&r
&g )

wafaafi® | 48316670 | 31625104 | 21742065 | 14231064 | 1207650 | 791268 | 543879 | 355282 | 118812982

Tifis o 118895560

et 82578

1. Fzeft ofiw T A<l &7 SIquTa 96:01 A1 fer@T AT B

2. Y T ST o FeALl &1 Aq0Tq 55:45 914 o3 =7 8

3. ¥ U 20’ FieAl 3 A U 40’ FHeA 7 Tara 100:30 77+ o a8

7. HET 98 § 20 T 2014 F THAGRET IR H T Gqh qAars AAorq o T o
THATNET § 9 Y1 T Uk Gl qai-taree Ta9q [&AT7 A7 S gaa15 & T $ad
THAHTET 7 St Jeqiaat &1

8. TH YR H IXHY FIA | HaTAd AHAT TH TEHT % FA@T § ArHera (Rawre) 7
SIS g1 T feeafort sie HSeferdg Teranrl ZIeT G T qohi & |T9T, Halerd Teql &l o § Aol
SITUAT| T ferEeor g9 deE|Tee http://tariffauthority.gov.in 9% $ff ITesy FLATT STU

9. TH TEHIL UX FRATS FA 6 A SR GAAT &l FoUAT & daw g Aeferrea
AT &

(i) == wterEeer 9 e g gova e |, Euuwdi/43/2012-uwsrfiEr fadiw 14 S
2013 ® T[T I ~ITH (THAGIET) F TEqTd 6 AT IL CF do F, oo qoh T TF 57
=q 100 =7 grET HIETSd % (TAUHAHT) & B & forw 2 sqared 6t gl THedier 9 Feed
T g o ‘o1 S Y& Uided a¥ &l gf UAUHET o ST Fhed< Tgead gq N 3T ST TgT 4Tl
TH THT UHAMIET g7 EEeryd Teqd aaq_ y&=qrd, 61 100 @7 THUHAT AT 3TAN FLd gu
FHaAT TgEdd o [ATeE 3 &M 1 S & forg 8




10 THE GAZETTE OFINDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART III—SEC. 4]

(i) SrETiF T TR & gefea aeqieafa & aarr @ 8, 50 ariEE g aqaiied vaardd
FT TATId SLHATT(THIATA) AT Tgwad g THhd THTL T&TH FLAT & 3T THH J&q Al
A FLAT ¢ T THIHT TATU § TgEdd THAIL, FHhed? g TAHATE [ 6 T AT HiedL-a5
FNI g AraaTe goh ST AT gl THATET F AT6-9T% &gl o 14 UHAHEr FT aqqr
TEATT L Tgead TAE & Igd & Juay [Fagd dgl g THATEr 7 w02 T g &F
TRATRTe hed<l T Tgedd wae arq qefiel (Fra-Rrae) o SRw o o7 @1 81 Fr @ 8 &
THATIIET o TATord SXATT H T&d THid Hed? Tgedd TAT H FHed? &l 99 I AT A a9
H HEAATE o T g ¢ HaT ITASH HA o (o7 THTL, TIAHATE [ AT eAL SAENHT
T AEATAT g1 999 F I8 T g % vhiga/aqiHa T4 § 99 § de 6 a7 3894 oaaiiq
FH T hed ¥ AN g Fls THX AT Aal 8 FAM1h Thed? H Tgedd Had qrq Feir %
ST g1 36T ST 22T 9| 99 & 9T AT AT de SeTia wd "ISE dal O ST Fhed? &l 91d &
o 9T AT AT fAOdia fRem # Are/aa-ae T gHhdl g Iod@ wd gu fF ara-wefiat
(FOrT-RrTeh) ® @raT o ST & 10T ST ITANT IeTeh! T AqAT T qgl (AT ST @1 &
ST LT I i FHT IcATaHhdT (LT ALg) T 8l Tal &, Taq « Jeara a7 g &

2013 ¥ S[F T I A AT FHRM 6 TZeqT g dATd #hf T THATHET 307 T STANT FhedT
TeEad H A AT SITT arfeh awe it ScaTeRdT H T g7 Teh| THIAT T FTET TEqd ST IH0T

T &A1 <o g0, TAUHHET o ST Fhed¥ Tgeae g THI o [HeiLor gq THAAE & T&q1d 9%
FTATS T TE 2l

(i) THUHEHT F AT FHedT Tgeaq o I a2 il TIIAT g, THALET F THOHET il G 91d
AN % &7 H T 28 FUE ¢ = BFhar 81 THeE 3T Y= 1ad ana &7 = §, =

HIATT I =ATE, LT 99 =79, J1.8. e g e Ry veugst & R
T o THeior & 0 =7 Ao gRT 100 o UAURET gq T 16hd AMave] U adTs
T AT / 95T 3T THUHHT & G ANd 9 16% T ITaere & A& 3T 13T 2l
THAMTIET T AATHT S ToTed ArF9qFwar X 1185.95 M@ gl €T T8 Tgol o Fgl
TAT , 5F T HT A AT FRM F Tgeaq gq 100 = TAuRHT w1 ey g e
Telee AT § af (HeThd BT 7 o Fia sreer § THATEr T eqd aEdqrasit 91ed %
AT 9% 100 e TAUHHT il GSOTa ANTq % 27.46 FIES d =12 dif 1% ofF, Serfs wi¥a

AT 3 TXT 12(xvii) H Z97 FRAT 797 81 F2T 100 2 THAUHHT, FHeAT Tgeqq i FT qreT ¢l
% 100 = TATHHT HT ATUF TSTed AALTHRAT TgeA ol (HLTT FHL AT T2 7, TAT T 12
(xvii) 7 T g 3T faegqa afiwas i 14 5, 2013 F 19T & s e-V & &9 § §aq
5T T 8 3T 77 AT Fd gu & JAr 2013 H qATd UAUHAT & KU g A TgEad
TEATEd g, TATId FIATe & AL TS il TTHRT (o ST T Y99 [Sagd Scae
el BIAT gl qUA, HIAT AT H ATATHT TS T 1082.31 ATH Fl FHhed¥ Tgead gq
THUHHAT 7 FheraT w97 Feriwor gq sem< /1 fora 17 8

(iv) THIAMET T FAT Tgead gq 100 =7 TauHeT fif Teq9 A9ar 1,22,640 =g a& Al

(derive) gl T8 3297 F foIT, T8 TgEa a¥ gq 20 g=a Wid =er Iid u=uwet, 365 faai *
T 70% ITARET 9 fF= fhar 81 @ gt 97 aamr e g 5 2008 Arreferrn |
T3 FIIT g 20 =T & 3 A ATHIT Al o (T T&T Tgeae AFEUS] AT SATHLT FT
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(v)

ST IFT F 100 = FT Tgea ATHEUE T AT AT g1 FHiAd AniaslT 06 do FT, -
o HETT AT ST FRI 6 TZeq 2 HIMGUE T Fid @ 1o hed? Tgead ATave JaT
Tel Fd gl 2008 F ANGEIIAT § Faq 25 TAAA TIAHeTl Jidehd &l AMEIE UF qAMGd /
UFHAY FedC AT H FA-he F ATEAH F FHdd< Tgead & [0 gl FiAT AEIE Fl TqHE
T H TTHN qgl 9137 TAT § F(1h qarad searg 100 a7 THuHEr § datdq g 7 &
FA-hT & AT T T, T ITERT qHIGA [THAE FHiddL ST g Tol AToh Headl & qre-
AT TgSeef 1T FNIT Tgead § AT TAT g1 AT, TATHET o ATEAT | e Tgedd aq
et ATre aTHave & o9Ta #, T8 qaray [Ada-=0 & ST 9% THATET FIT & i6d
TEEAT &% 20 TAAA I HeT I aqHT TihaT § fersame @ /@ 2|

100 =9 THTHHAT T ITIRT FLd gU e Tgedd qadr Hgig Fed & o 999 7 6132
2T, FATT 365 &7 *70% ITATHET, 9% A== /AT g1 981 I8 Ioe1@ eAT ITE R g o
100 =7 THUHHT it e7war Feiid F3 gq Tgsed i@ w99 & o 2008 F ARt &
& FHTHERTS HEl o AT I THAITE qIEd 7T HETITH =ATHT § HTHATSA 6 4000 =i 9T
EEIERE R e AN i A T P M= B o Eu B G L P | R e B R e B i A I =GR
T | THUHEHY F Rt w9 fReieor F forw svets S swrdereh/aratata/Aita (approach)
F ATET g Ouer yeeh araer § uHaAE # off o[k Tk F, AF-aow BRI AT =T H
% TEEad o o7 100 2 TAUHHT &7 T Meieor § UTSUaRHET F7 FR0-ar aaar-fagior
FTHFHS & 4000 =T 9T A= F2d g0 AT AT g1 289 &l T AR A1 HHaTs 6
4000 ==t 7% 2 Faifia £ 72 81 zafen, adam wiEFar & Feae ygeam auar [atia w1
& form ot ot Afq/FRen/FREETE SOaTE ST EaeTs g1 Taqa, THA el gy qrel
TS 20 gorae T =er S e T TgFa 3¢ 3T FHETST F 4000 =2t 9% A= w5 g, 100
T TAUHHAT H HedAL Tgeaqd adT THAME FT AqATEa 1,22,640 &g & qHE«
80,000 &= TR graT g1 TAUHHT & R T9 Maiia e & o Feae Jgead ot
TIAH &HAT 80,000 &7 A= &t T B

THIET F FATATAT TTAT FT FedA¥ Tgeaq f1 [Heifid s9aw avar 1,22,640 g &
T ed U AT Ygeaq il THrs 2¥ % 970 i &g qTRarfora it g1 ¥ 970 9fa &g
FT FHIAT TT 20" A U AL g TeaTad gl T99 7 40’ 3% 40’ & FLF AT AT el il

3T, 2005 F ANEEAT i 9T 5.4. § Y& Aqad & AqeT 20" FHedAL gq JTearad a2 &
FHI: 1.5 IAT ¥ 2 IAT SAfera TEqraq ol gl a@r T@T g &, [T St #if 3T 9% gan
ATHT FeAT HT 2L % 80% TF TEATIAT il TS gl GALATH FHed? i ¥ 2005 F ARE(TT
T ST 5.7. % STETE ATHTT e il 30 | 25% SATEF I TETAd 0f 75 gl ST LT &
TR T T 3HTS 32, THATIET GIT STl 9T § qUITohd %l T | TR o TR
BT 1,22,640 &g T ATATHT S2AH &HAT § HA-THATT FId g0 W91 gan / 7=h, 20°/40°
AT 40 | ATHF F FHeddl hl AT AT T AR FT G g § Jo=qa AT gl
TEITIAT TLeh T ATATHT T T 1188.13 @M@ g ST THIAMIET FRT AqATHT (TTed
AEFeTHAT X 1188.95 AT # dgd Hid g
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TR T e ST SATHTEA T THAT T Tg @7 797 ¢ fF 09 F 40’ Fed 7 AT F qal-
el ATATAT o AIFAT § Teald qgl (647 g1 38 3% 6 S 7, THAE g7 geaqrad 2% 0
A ATATA T 1003.76 TG T TRIATCOT AT & ST A/ 51T 26 [[Aguer #§ srqarfaa arfis
TS AFeTwAT ¥ 1082.31 @M@ & T Al HL ITAT gl ST, ATATET AT(0H Tored
AELTFHAT X 1082.31 AT TIHA FIA g THAMIET FIRT T=qTiad a2 H g FIAT AaeTF 2|
TH AATAT, Flh FHhed? Tgead & (10 TTAH &HaT H Hered & oy Oger IHTs § F1r aq10
T E TEERT TATT TEATIAT 3¢ T2 AT G srori wwairfidy g yearfaa <2 # g gnf

eI H, T TEHAAT o SITATE, THAIIET T TEariad a9t a0 § 65% Fg &t T g arfh =9
oo & saTHa T 1082.31 ATE H ISET A@eTHAT § FLaLd ATH A A1 Tqehl 100 =
TAUHHT & ST Hed? Tgead g TTHEE HTEd AN [@aaor, TSed AqaT= & TEwAAl 6
ATT AT H AT 63T 74T 8| T Fg TR & Tg<ra S g o sa-srqem= & it 72 gifay v
TG U AT 212 | TaT 40’ FHeAL ATATATT &l Il | F@a o HIE0 A AR H T8
HTARUET & ATHTT HIHHTS & 4000 =t 92 = F2d gU s2an &8dT § & T weaad a2 1%
FIA EU, THATIET T Y&arad a3 § qered fohar Ser smaeas g et oft grea +, =9
STTErhoT GTXT W& & Afershad (i) ¥ § 3T 2005 F AR % SIqH1T 6 TTEHeor T
AIAIRT T T FHAL 3L TGAT Hl T6AT/ TAATIT THACET FHI ITAH 3| AqUa, THAH ST
O ATIOSA (0T & ST 9T AT AA9TF THA AT, Ted TWILAT il 17 2.16.1 7 2.16.3
T T ATATAT F2d gU 38 AT G ATHIGT AT 4 T Ze / FeldT & FHT Tl 2|

(vi) THIATTTET & J=ford STHTT & HF Tgeaq T & Aeaiid, 90T [ — FI7 ot 797, 9 9,
A2 | ®, I 9970 T UF Al T FLdT g [ At H§ & qHhd Tgead TAR | g
THATY, FedLl g TTAATELH & ATT-ATT hedAdg T g TqaTe e di qreaferd gl ax-
o Tt Ae H A G FA g HATET T (647 § % S0 TIT TR H Fae Hhea?
&q TITHTE T & ATT-H1T FHeaAdas DR gq TIaAIe ok gt qeaied gl 9 aa9 7 39
THLOT IT FTLATS o a1 TSR0 23T g o a0fha T9 #§ oo & IR0 a0 | 77€ O a7
T ATOT FH § FedXl dl AANHA g T THA 8, 6 9aT &l | gHIed #d U

THIE g yeATiEd |qie § siforw werrerer T A g1 uwerddy g wenfea e s
Sq TEATAT A1 § 38 HHT T It=d gaara 62T 147 2|

(vii) =& gTfareRor g faATs 14 S, 2013 F Me9r § o6F Tk w0, gF-aoh (T U IAqT-9%
FT) ST 7T 2 T« TAUHHT 6 PR TR THAET % T % ST 9% UAUAHT A
TEAT H SIE T gl T FHedAT Tgead & (o0 ff 7299 | 2 TLed Jearad 3 S gq
A AT T 9F 999 F I AT gU AT TgEad gq TR | ST TYeF TEqrad dat
T & T Fheae ygea g T T sv wgrome = § YR § (ST Veew IqAsy A5l 8l
THAIE g =A<E AT TS AT 919 Aot g & o Gl agrme = § veowsh F 9Rkw
FHeAY TEEAA o T4 ¥ ST TYeF S Tol g FI1eh o177 fhel Fgraae =Ima § 100 =9

TAUHHT & ST Hed¥ Tgedd g Tad T ol Iqasd qgl g|¥g @7 47 g T uHedier 7
Tl sl TATHer AT Joqa ol & TAT AT 937 gl 3T ATAT I Hidae, 937 gam &%
R=F TaaTs A7 3T q® "@av | 20, 40’ 3% 40’ & dfaw & f9=-foe /79 % Fieay
TE(T T g1 T8 ATEAT g T 20 o= I ser Wid THUHHET & YgEad AAave |, Headl
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& TS ST Sl ATl o S 9% G019 gf Tl gl Ty, o= Rt agra =g § =9
T 6 VST [T TLeF 6 TATT H, THATIET 1T TR | T TLeeh Teaq1ad F3d aq

TH T TS FHISATS Tl TR (HIT STAT gl TATTT, THATGIET F SIrer AT SITaT g o6 o<

ZTT 100 2 THTHHET & TT hedL Tg&ad § Afoid A9 6 AL 9¥ 100 =7 TAUHHT 5]
T Fgud Hed? Tgead TedT | S[ET T T S0 G T FATeT & 2

TEIT F

(viii) STETTR T8 Tgol Fgl AT &, THIATIET H T TLHATT TATHAT FHT ITANT FLd U HedAT

* TEEAT gq HIe a< T&H gl HLAT gl 999 o AT S & F=e-fEaqe & a1 100 =9

THUHET T ITANT FLd §U hed? T o [T HiAT q1E I T&q1ad aied a2 91 war 2
I FATAT g T I GTT Yeariad &<l @l aeel (At 2013 7 T S1 &l 5l

7Y ST ¥ Ag T T TEATET 28, Tg TR0 gRr At £ S et sifaw
(FTEA) TT & ATAF RO, T STATHISA 1 A8 Trer arrae o (he) & forw wasdidr
TEHA BT AT 2| AAUS, THAET § Tgeqe THE 221 B AT w7 F Af2regf=>ra w7 &1
e T gl

Te[e AWIEISET il 9T 3.2.8 & SAqHTY, T8 AT FIT FTTAIRT 3¢ ATA-TH1 | A1
ST TATI, Teedh AR 6l geT 2.17.1 |/ 2.17.3 T % ATATE, ATgg=a a2q= o
HATAT | WM g T Hle (AT TI[eh ITAed qgl gl af Iod UFh J&dq1d e F, L H(

AT &7 T AT =T O T T a2 AT I AR FT 5T | TH 3297 6 [0, TaF 3

FT TRATOET HHqeT HATeH / FRI g ATIR = TATord TLHTT 6 ST 9% FLAT gl 3T =6
T 9T I 3T STATTHIA o6 1o TLEI AgHIT 9T AT AT T 7 J&=qTad &€ AN

ol ST g STATTHIS ! TZHIA TEQT A5l al gl TATY, Tg TAAd g T T T JATS

2013 & FIT T 9T AN Al ST Tl TEATad g€ 9 ohe T STATHT / ITFHT THITEULT
a2y wehe e AT 21 2005 F T9eF ARTEET A gy 2.17.4 T2 agia & ouArs T

FATAH T T ATEAAT o % 10 T ITTEHLOT 1 a9 qF 999 aq1dt g, ST T i g a<

AT 37T TOeel T9T9 & F® Seaad aTed aral 7 ariY 70| 9 THeArd e g oy i
TS TEATET & T TTEHI0 T STIAITed HTdH (FIEAd) T F ATF Agl 912 T2 g i T8
T Fd gu o FEmdi seama 9% aeEet Y@ i arer fRET SR F 99 3T

TEATIAT &0 T AN (T ST o 9T | &l I Al 9dTs §, Teq1ad a4 &l aad g 9%
FTATTead Tohdl ST T THAYTET T FHTLATS T TATAT AT TRAT 1A 2

Teleeh ATTaelt 3 AW o TY[eh-A&dqT-=h Aqae HLAl gl TLATT o ATHT FqTe H & 100
= TAUHHT % R A Jear 31 |, 2016 9% 81 qqud, Jg IEa ’Er @ g o
TIeH TE I FHIEAT HT THATIET o AT | Yo TAUHHT S T T Hal & AT &l a4l
STHT AT FfE UAT 8 T, TAUHAT T A Tgedq & hardT TAT it J&dar 31 |9,
2016 T AT &t T g aTfeh TRl TEaT THAYTET  TaTord aHTT i T€aT % J1 &1
THTH BT S0 TEqH1E, ATHITST &%, TH Q9T HI AT H7 o007 § sfgf=a & s £
e & 30 AT T FHTE & a7< FrATead st STt 3T 31 97, 2016 T T TGl
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(X) AT TgEad gq 100 = TAUHEHT &7 FharaT T UHdiEr & yaferd a7q § AF-1V, @<
T — fafae woe % seata, A=t 1.2 — 100 e TAuHET F ey v9r § #4699, (1) 7%
NEEREDIRIDIES

10.1. IROMHEEST T FOT G T FO0 T o7 q97 F=w f@Aaed & sra uw, g e
et st Far &

[PART ITI—SEC. 4]

ART- IV, €T 7 - Ay TR ¥ swwta St 1.2 — 100 &7 gauwEt s R
TR & %9 & (IIl) arfie T

Il FIX T R #)
HeAT qad farasfy SEIR]
20’ 20’ F9TE 40’ 20’ 20’ derE | 40°
WA TE | AAfE | FOE Y |FaEaw | Fafdw | derE
fhgaor | Sfew fgao | R
GED GED
AT S UG | 1,603.35 | 2,405.03 | 3206.70 | 962.01 | 1,443.02 | 1924.02
AT e R 1,282.68 | 1,924.02 | 2565.36 | 769.61 | 1,154.41 | 1539.22
AT A WA AT | 2,004.19 | 3,006.28 | 4008.38 | 1,202.51 | 1,803.77 | 2405.03
FAATS e <k 1,603.35 | 2,405.03 | 3206.70 | 962.01 | 1,443.02 | 1924.02

(i) ¥R I — FEIT G THIRK F Fig @€ @ — HedX Tgeaq TR, A< [ & Hi y=fora A
=1 g & wiaefug T smar g:

FUT T AR H #2797 57 TITHIE 7 & qr-T79 F27¢-38 F1 57 TTTE Y FAT
2T FT IYIIT FXG FT T4 & #FAIIe TF ST 9% [FUIT #H T F2a<] #1 g9
(STTATTHET) Bq THTX ATHT &7

10.2. ATIET T TTEA o TSI H AT (67 ST st AT & 30 &7 o a6 % 972 SAqAI=q
T AT =l SATUIAT 3% 31 979, 2016 T FAerd gt |

10.3. TE 2013 | TH THLOT H 37 AGANST & % AN &I I% THAIET T d& g 1%
FATE TS TEATEd &Y, TH TS0 1T /I %0 STl g |

10.4. THIATIIET &1 AT &1 SATAT & T T2 I TLHF | 3= FLATe FT |
. T ST Ao, 929 (F)

[FrsTTa=T 111/4/3r@menvor/143/2014]
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FATE-1
THAMNE ga =18 § 100 7 A< AATSH H T ST FQ §U e Tgea it g feicor
*q TR
%. 100 T FTEX AATEH el (5. 9TE )
HTE 9 AT §RT T5qd TTTEreoT % qivae
Ed Frao EIECI )
.
[ | grE AEEa #49 f aRE(E |9 - 2800 TTTErhT o SATeeT 7.
#) FHromerdi/43/ 2012
e 14 72013 &
FATHT 100 =
THUHHT FT T
RS EEISERIRR T
g, AaT &9 § / arfiw
TEEa" &< Ui HaT (29 H) 20 20
HTHHTS % " T T 6132 4000
EUREEEELCER ) 122640 80000
I | g=re 9RTa
(F) Fee AT 70 foreef afar Her * 236.08 STTTErReoT 2 STeer &,
5. 55 7 frev * Frowadi/a3/ 2012
6132 5 & 14 7 2013 §
(@) AL TE AT AT (ISPRTE AT T 140.00 AT 100 =7
0 THUHH FT T
5%) o e T g
() =T (ISTRT AT T 28.00
1%)
() TeTE™ T rferfeee 289.52
eI HIEUE! &
.
() T =T TR = TTET T 140.00
F1 5%
T (F) & (F) T 833.60
IV | srearis A T 16% 355.35
v waﬁwm&w 1188.95 | SITTEra<oT 3 maer €. 1082.31
(TATAR) = A1 | Fromadi/43/ 2012
faeT® 14 57 2013
H SETET 100 29
THUHHT T T
o e T T g
VI | sgee s afd g = 8 969.47 | A TgEAA T AfA 1352.89
HER ekl
VI | ToTifeRe 970/-
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F. TR g egd I

AT
FHend Ay A i g AT a8 T AT T A
Rt T foreft EEid freft T Ead
20' 40' 20 40' 20 40 40'3 20ft 40ft Above 20ft 40ft 20ft 40ft
s/ 401t
a3
AT FE 4981 14,043 207 623 97000 145500 194000 5200 | 87300 116400 48316610 W05 | 1207650 | 543819 71810264
(VT g=m)
AT FET 40754 12206 1,698 509 71600 116400 155200 466.00 698,00 93200 31,625,104 14,231,004 791,268 355,282 47002718
()
AT HT 121250 181875 242600 a0 10912 1495.00
(¥ g3m)
AT $T 97000 145500 194000 582,00 873.00 1,164.00
()
T AT 79,941,774 35,973,129 (1,998,918/899,161 | 118,812,982
T
HIALIHAT
R R | 90565 | 27,169 | 3.773 1,132 122,640
FI VgE
gwar Sy #
. TEIAT R R AE o At w37 g, Y F At F siaia w1 ge A wendid g wega e S G wra
CONTAINERS IN TEUs and in Boxes TR g S @ T AAT T H
faeft adty faeft aéT Rt aé F
20 40' 20' 40' 20' 40' 20' 40' 20 40' 20 40'
TEU's Boxes TEU's Box
es
AT FR 49811 14943 747200 2075 623 32 97000 145500 58200 873.00 48316670 10871760 1,207,650 1,940 60,668,020
(9T =)
T Fe (Reew) 40754 12,208 6,113.00 1,698 509 25 77600 116400 466.00 698.00 31625104 111553 791,268 17764 39,709,545
ATATH FE 121300 181800 0 109100
(9T =)
AT 97000 145500 583.00 873.00
(=)
F AgATT ToE 100377565
AT
T AT H 80565 718 13585 m 112 5 WSMTH | MM | 19888 | AmSh 1240
TR F
e, afg/
Lkl
(= ¥)
. SRR FIRT SRR aXf TR A AT
Ford Sy I At § SRR gIRT AT ) A ATATT T H
Rt adtg Rt adtg R aéT 9
20' 40 20' 40 20' 40 20' 40 20' 40 20' 40
&y |t &y [@tw
AT F& (T §3) 3249 | 9748 481 1,354 406 20320 1,603.35 240503 96201 144302 0001202 | 1722883 1302144 23218 65,415,487
qr f () 26,589 1975 3988 1,108 3 166.02 1,262.68 192402 769,61 115441 34,099,652 167229 852449 191,651 42,816,049
' 200449 3,006.28 120251 180377
AT Fea< (Reew) 1,603.35 240503 962,01 144302
FA FgATAT T X
86,196,924 19,395,150 2154504 444,868 108,231,535
T A T 0000 iy
el Y e, Ay / 5901 11723 8862 2461 3% 369 }
atra & 10770 a0

e fRiF 14 5, 2013 F 7o e # 5T 713 T sravaar fFaior F ageT |
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS
NOTIFICATION
Mumbai, the 25th August, 2014
No. TAMP/25/2013-MOPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act,

1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal received from the Mormugao Port
Trust (MOPT) for fixation of rate for 100 ton Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) for handling container as in the Order
appended hereto.

@).
(ii).

3.1.

3.2.

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS
Case No. TAMP/25/2013-MOPT
Mormugao Port Trust --- Applicant

QUORUM:

Shri. T.S. Balasubramanian, Member (Finance)
Shri. C.B. Singh, Member (Economic)
ORDER
(Passed on this 4th day of August, 2014)

This case relates to the proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for fixation of rate for 100
ton Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) for handling container.

Before proceeding with the highlights of the proposal filed by the MOPT it is relevant here to mention that
this Authority has passed an Order No. TAMP/43/2012-MOPT dated 14 June, 2013 relating to the General
Revision of the Scale of Rates (SOR) of MOPT.In the said Order, this Authority has approved the rate for 100
tonne Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) under Section C- Part IV and prescribed performance Linked Tariff for
Cargo Categories proposed by the MOPT viz. Dry Bulk, Break Bulk and “other Cargo”. The rates figuring under
“other cargo” are applied for the container handling in the absence of specific rate for container handling
operations as stated by the Port.

The MOPT vide its letter dated 25 July, 2013 has filed a proposal for fixation of rate for container handling
through 100 tonne HMC. The highlights of the proposal are summarized below:

). The MOPT has procured 100 Ton Harbour Mobile Crane and put to use w.e.f. 12 July, 2013.The
approximate cost is ¥ 2800.00 lakhs.

(ii). In the general revision Scale of Rates (SOR) of MOPT notified on 17 July, 2013 the rates for 100 tonne
HMC is prescribed under “Section C- Part IV”. The rates notified in the Order are for the Dry Bulk,
Break Bulk and other Cargo.

(iii). The rate prescribed for “other” in the SOR approved by this Authority is applicable for container
handling in absence of specific rate for container handling operations

@iv). The box rates for container handling were not proposed in the General Revision proposal. Now, the Port
users have requested for container rates on TEU basis. Accordingly, adhoc rates proposed as per the
guidelines of TAMP.

V). Meeting were held with the port users on 22.6.13 and subsequently on 17.7.13. The issue of availability
of HMC rate was discussed with the port users. A copy of each of the minutes of the said meetings is
forwarded by MOPT.After deliberation with the trade, the box rate based on the container handling
capacity of the crane is fixed on adhoc basis.

(vi). The box rate based on the container handling capacity is arrived at ¥ 970/- per 20 ft. container per move
(lift on/lift off). The charges for different sizes of container are fixed as per clause 5.4. of the 2005 tariff
guidelines.

The other main submission made by the MOPT for arriving at the proposed rate for handling container
are given below:

). Container handling capacity is arrived at 1,22,640 TEU’s per annum considering 20 moves/ per hour per
HMC and applying 70% capacity utilization norms.
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(ii). The Port has purchased the HMC at a cost of € 35 Lakhs, which is equivalent to ¥ 2800 Lakhs after
considering insurance, freight, excluding the Custom duty as per the invoice send by the M/s.Italgru.
The Port has availed the duty credit scrip for customs duty exemptions amounting to ¥ 726 lakhs.
(iii). Fuel consumption, working hours, repairs & maintenance and insurance cost is considered as per the
norms prescribed by TAMP in the guidelines of 2008.
@iv). Detailed workings furnished by MOPT for the proposed rate of ¥ 970 per TEU is given below:
Sr. | Particulars Amount )
No.
(i) | Cost of the HMC 2800,00,000
(i1) | Capacity:
Container handling per hour 20
Container handling per day 480
Days in a year 365
Capacity utilization 70%
Working hours p.a. (for fuel cost) 6132
Annual Container Handling Capacity 1,22,640
(>iii). | Cost:
(a). | Fuel 236,08,200
(b). | Other expenses (5% of capital cost) 140,00,000
(c). | Repairs & Maintenance (5% of capital cost) 140,00,000
(d). | Insurance (1% of capital cost) 28,00,000
(e). | Depreciation (10.34%) 289,52,000
Total Cost 833,60,200
(iv). | ROCE (16%) 355,35,360
(v). | Revenue Requirement (iii+ iv) 1188,95,560
(vi). | Handling Rate per TEU (v /ii) 970
V). The rates proposed by MOPT for Container handling by 100 HMC for the Normal container and

hazardous container are tabulated below:

Normal Containers Lift On/ lift Off

(Amount in )

SIZE Foreign Coastal
Loaded Empty Loaded Empty
20’ Containers 970 776 582 466
40’ Containers 1455 1164 873 698
Above 40’ Containers 1940 1552 1164 931
Hazardous Containers Lift on/ lift off
(25% above normal Containers)
(Amount in )
SIZE Foreign Coastal
Loaded Empty Loaded Empty
20’ Containers 1213 970 728 583
40’ Containers 1819 1455 1091 873
Above 40’ Containers 2425 1940 1455 1164

3.3. The MOPT has subsequently, in its letter dated 17 September, 2013 submitted a copy of Board Resolution
approving the proposal for fixation of rate for 100 tonnes HMC and for submission of the proposal to the
Authority for its approval.

4. It was noted that the existing SOR of MOPT approved by this Authority vide its Order dated 14 June, 2013

already prescribed consolidated charges for handling container under section B- Container Handling charges of Part II-
Cargo Related charges of the SOR. Hence, it was felt that the proposal of MOPT would tantamount to duplication of
charges. The MOPT was, therefore, vide our letter dated 12 August 2013 requested to examine this point as well as other
points observed in its proposal and file a well analysed proposal with proper justification and financial implications. The
MOPT vide its letter dated 30 August, 2013 has furnished its response. A summary of information sought and the reply

furnished by the MOPT is tabulated below:
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Sr.

No.

Information Sought

Reply Furnished

@

The existing Scale of Rates (SOR) of MOPT
approved by this Authority vide Order
No.TAMP/43/2012-MOPT dated 14 June 2013
already prescribes consolidated charges for
handling containers (under Section-B -
Container Handling Charges of Part II - Cargo
Related Charges of the SOR) which includes
charges for handling containers also.

In view of this position, it is felt that the
current proposal of MOPT for levy of charges
for use of HMC for handling containers may
tantamount to duplication of levy for the same
service.

If the port desires to propose rate for use of
HMC for the service of handling alone, then it
may be necessary to propose suitable reduction
/ rebate in the existing consolidated handling
charges to exclude the handling component
included therein.

(i) (a). The MOPT has mentioned in its letter that the Port
handled containers through ship gears only as there was no
shore crane available in the Port.

(b). The consolidated charges of handling container in the
SOR refers to the operation of handling container through
ship’s gear and without using shore cranes.

(c). These charges also include providing of trailer service to
bring container at berth and from berth to container yard,
wharfage and trailer movement charges. No other charges are
included as handling is done by ships.The MOPT has also
furnished a copy of sample bills for operating handling with
ships gear.

(d). Handling containers with the help of Harbour Mobile
Crane is totally separate operation wherein ship’s gear will
not be used. However, HMC and Ship gears are
simultaneously operated to increase throughput of container
handling operation.

(e). Due to nomination of older ships to Berth No. 10 & 11,
the ship’s gears are not used to their full capacity and break
down of ship’s gear affects the productivity of the port. In
order to overcome the problem and to increase the
throughput and improve productivity by enhancing average
berth output, 100 tonne Harbour Mobile Crane is deployed
by investing over ¥ 28 crores.

(f). As per MOPT, since this is a separate operation and
handling is done by Port’s Harbor Mobile Crane a separate
rate is required. The tractor facility in any way will be
provided.

(ii)

(a) From the copy of the Minutes of Meeting
with port users dated 17 July 2013 forwarded
by MOPT along with the proposal, it appears
that the port proposes to levy the proposed rate
on adhoc basis till final approval of this
Authority. As per Clause 2.17.1 to 2.17.3 of
the tariff guidelines of 2005, Major Port Trusts
have the option to levy the adhoc rate proposed
for new service/ facility for which tariff is not
prescribed in its Scale of Rates and
simultaneously file a proposal to TAMP.As
per the said Clause, adhoc rate for the new
service must be derived based on the existing
notified tariff for comparable service/ cargo
and it must be mutually agreed rate with the
concerned users.The proposed rate for HMC
for handling container is not found to be based
on the existing tariff notified for comparable
service.Moreover, it is observed that the
Minutes of the meeting with the port users held
on 29 June 2013 and 17 July 2013 forwarded
by the MOPT also do not show that consent of
users is obtained to the proposed rate.

(ii). (a). The issue regarding HMC charges was discussed
with port users on 22 June 2013.

(b). In the general revision of its SOR, the proposed handling
charges were included under category as Bulk Cargo, Break
bulk cargo and others.

(c). The rate indicated in column “Other” would be
applicable to the container handling operation through HMC.
As the rate worked was high, it was proposed to apply rate
indicated for break bulk which worked out to ¥ 2429/- per
container of 20 feet. The same was discussed in the meeting
held on 22 June 2013 with the port users. After considering
the views of port users, the box rate per container considering
capacity of crane ¥ 970/- per container of 20 feet was worked
out.

(d). The proposal for handling charges per box rate was not
submitted prior to putting the crane to use, assuming that the
rates proposed with the general revision proposal for HMC
under category “Others” would be applicable.The rates
proposed are adhoc rates and any excess amount received
from port users over and above notified rates by this
Authority will be refunded.
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(b). If the MOPT is collecting the proposed
rate on adhoc from users, then it may be noted
that this Authority may not be in a position to
approve the rates retrospectively as the
proposal is not in line with Clause 2.17.1 to
2.17.3 of the tariff guidelines.

(e). It has, therefore, requested to notify the rates of handling
charges of container retrospectively.

6.1.

In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal dated 25 July, 2013 was circulated to the
MOPT and concerned users/user organisations seeking their comments, followed by the reminder dated 6
September 2013. None of the users/user organizations have furnished their comments except Mormugao Port
Users Association (MOPA).The MOPA has stated that it has no comments to offer.

Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal,

clarifications vide our letter dated 18 June, 2014.

the MOPT was requested to furnish additional information/
The MOPT has furnished its reply to our queries vide its

e-mail dated 1 July, 2014. The additional information/clarifications sought by us and the response of the MOPT

are given below:

SL
INo.

Queries raised by us

Response by MOPT

(.

In our letter of even number dated 12 August, 2013,
it was pointed out to MOPT that the existing Scale
of Rates (SOR) of the MOPT approved by this
Authority vide Order No.TAMP/43/2012-MOPT
dated 14 June, 2013 already prescribes consolidated
charges for handling containers (in Section—B-
Container Handling Charges under Part II - Cargo
Related Charges of the existing SOR of MOPT).
With reference to our observations that the current
proposal of MOPT for levy of charges for use of
HMC for handling containers may tantamount to
duplication of levy for the same service and that
port may propose suitable reduction/rebate in the
existing consolidated handling charges to exclude
the handling component included therein, the
MOPT has vide its letter dated 30 August, 2013
clarified that consolidated charges prescribed in
theexisting SOR is with reference to the operation
of handling containers through ship’s gears and
without using shore cranes. The Port has furnished
the copies of the sample bills of container handling
operations with Ship’s gear. Copies of bills
forwarded by MOPT, however, do not establish that
the rates charged are with reference to handling by
Ship’s gear. Please elaborate and explain.

Even though the Container Handling Charges under part II-
Cargo Related Charges, Section B (I) already prescribes
consolidated charges for handling containers, the current
proposal of MOPT for levy of charges for use of HMC for
handling containers does not tantamount to duplication of
levy for the same service, for the simple fact that, prior to
the procurement of the 100T HMC, MOPT did not have
any shore crane which could load/unload containers/cargo
from the vessel onto the berth or vice versa and only had to
depend on vessel with own gears.The only container
handling equipment MOPT had was the Reach Stacker
which can only stack/unstack containers in the yard and
cannot load/unload containers onto/from the vessel and
which has a separate rate prescribed under part IV Section
C (IIT) — Hire of Machinery, Equipment and Miscellaneous
Rates. As such, the possibility of duplication of levy for the
same service in the case of MOPT does not exist and the
consolidated charges prescribed for containers include only
the wharfage and does not include any handling charges.

(i)

The MOPT to furnish the breakup of the
components included in the consolidated container
handling rate prescribed in the existing SOR and
show that it does not include tariff for ship to shore
handling or vice-versa.

The consolidated container handling rate prescribed in the
existing SOR has been arrived at based on the consolidated
revenue requirement of the cargo related activity which
also includes container handling and not on the revenue
requirement of only the container handling activity. Also,
the overall % increase approved by TAMP for the cargo
related charges at the time of each revision is applied to the
container rates also and as such breakup of only the
container handling activity is not possible.

iii)

If for the time being it is assumed that the container
handling charges prescribed in the existing Scale of
Rates of MOPT in Section B under Part II Cargo
Related Charges do not cover ship to shore
handling charges, the MOPT may propose suitable
modification in the existingnote prescribed under
the above mentioned sections

The Note under Container Handling Charges Part II —
Cargo Related Charges, Section B (I) is proposed to be
modified as “The charges prescribed above include only
the wharfage for container as well as wharfage on
containerized cargo”.

(iv)

The MOPT has in Annex II of its letter dated 17
September, 2013 furnished computation for arriving
at the proposed hire charges of HMC for handling

The actual payments made to the vendor of the HMC are at
the Euro exchange rates of 77.99, 78.33, 90.76, 84.90 and
81.08. As such MOPT has considered an exchange rate of
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container. On perusing the cost calculation it is seen
that, the capital cost of HMC is considered at ¥ 28
Crores as against I 27.46 crores considered by this
Authority in the tariff Order of 14 June, 2013 which
was based on the documentary evidence furnished
by the MOPT as recorded in para 12 (xvii) of our
said Order. Moreover, all other cost components as
well as ROCE linked as a percentage to capital cost
are also modified by MOPT. Since, Annual
Revenue Requirement (ARR) for 100 tonne HMC
is already determined as brought out in para 12
(xvii) and detailed working is attached as Annex V
of the Order dated 14 June, 2013 and recognising
that the same HMC is proposed to be deployed for
handling container, MOPT to explain the reasons
for re-computing the ARR in the current exercise.

¥ 80/- and for the purchase price of 35,00,000 Euros, the
amount in INR works out to ¥ 28,00,00,000/-, which has
resulted in the ROCE and other cost components linked as
a percentage to capital cost being modified.

(v)| The MOPT has arrived at the unit rate of handling
container at ¥ 970 Per TEU by dividing the
estimated ARR over the optimal capacity of
container handling assessed at 1,22,640 TEUs. The
MOPT to furnish detailed working of income
estimation to show that at the proposed rate and
considering the container capacity duly segregated
to the different categories of container for which
tariff is proposed is expected to meet the ARR
estimated for HMC. MOPT also to confirm that at
the proposed rates the revenue will not exceed the
ARR estimated for HMC.

[The working of income estimation at the proposed rate,
estimated container, matching the capacities and tariff
proposed by the MOPT is brought out in the subsequent
paragraph].

(vi)| The hire charges for the HMC prescribed by this | There is no performance linked tariff for handling
Authority in the Order dated 14 June, 2013 is for | containers at any of the Ports, As such the same is also not
dry bulk cargo, Break Bulk (steel and bagged | considered for the HMC at MOPT.
cargo) and others is linked to the performance of
HMC based on proposal of the MOPT. The MOPT
may consider prescription of similar performance
linked tariff for handling container as well.

6.2. The working of income estimation at the proposed rate and considering the estimated traffic of different category
of containers for which the tariff is proposed as furnished by the MOPT is given below:
Foreign Coastal Total
20 40 20 40
Loaded Empty Loaded Empty Loaded Empty Loaded Empty
Proposed 970 776 1455 1164 582 466 873 698
Rate per
TEU
Capacity 49811 40754 14943 12226 2075 1698 623 509 122639
wise no. of
containers
(in TEUs)
Projected 48316670 31625104 21742065 14231064 1207650 791268 543879 355282 118812982
Annual
Income
(in%)
ARR 118895560
(in%)
Deficit 82578
Notes :

1. The ratio of foreign to Coastal containers is assumed at 96:01
2. The ratio of Loaded to Empty containers is assumed at 55:45
3. The ratio of Loaded 20’ to Loaded 40’ Containers is assumed at 100:30

7. Ajoint hearing on the case in reference was held on 20 June, 2014 at the premises of MOPT. The MOPT made a
brief power point presentation of its proposal. At the joint hearing, only the MOPT made the submissions.
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8. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the office of this Authority. An
excerpts of arguments made by the MOPT will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be
made available at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in.

9.  With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of the case, the following
position emerges:

(6)) This Authority in the last general revision Order No. TAMP/43/2012-MOPT dated 14 June, 2013 has
approved the rates for hire of 100 Tonne Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) for dry bulk cargo, break bulk
cargo and others based on the proposal filed by Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT). The MOPT has
submitted that per tonne rates prescribed for ‘others’ was being made applicable for handling container
by HMC. The current proposal mooted by MOPT is for prescription of specific rates for container
handling using the same 100 Tonne HMC.

(ii) As brought out in the factual position relating to this case, the existing Scale of Rates (SOR) of MOPT
approved by this Authority prescribes consolidated charges for handling containers and the note therein
stipulates that consolidated charges include handling charge, wharfage for container as well as wharfage
on containerized cargo. The MOPT has categorically stated that the current proposal of MOPT does not
tantamount to duplication of handling charges for container. The MOPT has clarified that presently, the
containers are handled by ship’s gear only. The consolidated container handling charges prescribed in
the existing SOR of the MOPT reportedly include charges for providing of trailer service to bring
container at berth and from berth to container yard, wharfage and trailer movement charges. The port
has confirmed that the consolidated charges do not include any charges for movement of container from
ship to shore or vice versa as the container handling was being done by ship’s gear only. The Port also
did not possess any shore crane which could load / unload container from the vessel on to the berth and
vice-versa. Citing that ship’s gears are not being used to their full capacity due to break down which
affects the overall productivity of the port, the port has proposed to use the 100T HMC which has been
deployed in July 2013 to handle dry bulk and other cargo to handle container as well so as to improve
the productivity of the port. In view of the clarification made by the MOPT, the proposal of the MOPT
for fixation of charges for handling container through HMC is proceeded with.

(ii1) For arriving at the box rate for handling container through HMC, the MOPT has considered the capital
cost of HMC at ¥ 28 Crores. The operating cost is estimated by MOPT in line with the norms and
approach adopted by this Authority while determining the hire charge for HMC at New Mangalore Port
Trust, Paradip Port Trust, V.O. Chidambaranar Port Trust for 100 Tonne HMC and 16% return on the
capital cost of HMC.The average revenue requirement estimated by the MOPT is ¥ 1188.95 lakhs. As
stated earlier, the hire charge for 100 T HMC for handling dry bulk cargo, break bulk and other cargo
was already determined in the last tariff Order.In the said Order the capital cost of 100 T HMC was
considered at ¥ 27.46 crores based on the documentary evidence furnished by the MOPT as recorded in
para 12 (xvii) of our said Order. The same 100 T HMC is going to handle container as well.Since the
Annual Revenue Requirement (ARR) for 100 tonnes HMC is already determined as brought out in para
12 (xvii) and detailed working is attached as Annex V of the Order dated 14 June, 2013 and recognising
that the same HMC deployed in July, 2013 is proposed to handle container, the question of re-
computing the ARR in the current exercise does not arise at all. The ARR estimated in the said Order at
%1082.31 lakhs is, therefore, taken as the base for fixing the hire charge for container handling by HMC.

@iv) The MOPT has derived the optimal capacity of 100 T HMC for container handling at 1,22,640 TEUs.
For this purpose, it has considered handling rate at 20 moves per hour per HMC for 365 days at 70%
capacity utilization.It is relevant here to mention that the handling norms prescribed in the 2008
guidelines for three numbers of 20T level luffing crane for multipurpose cargo have been borrowed and
upgraded to prescribe handling norms for an 100 T HMC. The said guidelines prescribe norm for
handling dry bulk cargo, break bulk cargo and other cargo but do not prescribe container handling
norms. The norms of 25 moves per hour per crane prescribed in the 2008 guidelines is for container
handling by quay crane for a dedicated container terminal.The said norm is not found to be relevant in
the instant case as the subject proposal relates to 100 T HMC and not a quay crane and secondly the
equipment is not for a dedicated container terminal but engaged for handling multipurpose cargo
including containers. Hence, in the absence of any specific norms, for container handling by HMC, the
handling rate of 20 moves per hour assumed by the MOPT in its best judgment is relied upon in the
current exercise.

For assessing the container handling capacity using 100T HMC, the port has considered 6132 hours i.e.
365 days * 70% utilisation.It is relevant here to mention that for assessing the capacity of 100T HMC,
the total number of working hours assumed in other Major Port Trusts including MOPT is 4000 hours
based on the working hours norms prescribed in the 2008 guidelines for multipurpose cargo berth.This
is in line with the approach followed in the case of fixation of hire charge for HMC in New Mangalore
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v)

(vi)

(vii)

Port Trust, Paradip Port Trust and V.O. Chidambaranar Port Trust. Even at MOPT, for determination of
the hire charge for 100T HMC for handling dry bulk cargo, break bulk and other cargo, the number of
working hours considered for assessing the cargo wise capacity of HMC is 4000 hours in the last tariff
Order. The operating cost of fuel has also been assessed for 4000 working hours. Hence the same
approach needs to be followed for assessing the container handling capacity in the current exercise.
Accordingly, considering handling rate of 20 moves per hour per crane as assumed by MOPT, and 4000
working hours, the optimal capacity for container handling by 100T HMC comes to 80,000 TEUs as
against 1,22,640 TEUs estimated by the MOPT. The optimal capacity for container handling is
considered at 80,000 TEUs for determining hire charges for HMC.

The MOPT has arrived at the unit rate of handling container at ¥ 970 per TEU by dividing the estimated
ARR over the optimal capacity of container handling assessed at 1,22,640 TEUs. The said rate of
% 970 per TEU is proposed for a 20’ laden container. The port has proposed rates for 40’ and above 40’
containers at 1.5 times and 2 times respectively of the rate proposed for a 20’ container in line with
provisions prescribed in clause 5.4 of the 2005 guidelines. It is seen that the rate for empty container is
proposed at 80% of the rate for normal laden containers.The rate of hazardous container is proposed
25% over the rate of normal container as per clause 5.7 of the 2005 guidelines.The unit rate arrived
based on the above method has been rounded off to the next rupee by the MOPT. The MOPT has
furnished break up of different categories and sizes of containers i.e. laden and empty, 20’/ 40’ and
above 40’ containers in TEUs duly matching the optimal capacity estimated at 1,22,640 TEUs by the
MOPT. The income at the proposed tariff is estimated at ¥ 1188.13 lakhs closely matching with the
revenue requirement estimated by MOPT at ¥ 1188.95 lakhs.

On perusing the income estimation furnished by MOPT, it is observed that the port has not converted
the 40’ containers into boxes for correct estimation of the income. If this correction is done, the income
estimation at the rate proposed by the MOPT will work out to ¥ 1003.76 lakhs which does not meet the
estimated annual revenue requirement of ¥ 1082.31 lakhs considered by us in this analysis. Hence, the
rates proposed by the MOPT need to be revised upwards to meet the estimated annual revenue
requirement of ¥ 1082.31 lakhs. Further since optimal capacity for container handling has been
moderated for the reasons explained in the preceding paragraph, it will also have an impact on the
proposed rate i.e. upwards revision in the rates proposed by the MOPT.

In short, as per our calculation, all the rates proposed by the MOPT is increased by 65% so as to match
the estimated revenue requirement of ¥ 1082.31 lakhs considered in the analysis. The revised cost
statement relating to fixation of hire charge for 100T HMC for container handling along with working
of revenue estimation is attached as Annex - I. It is reiterated here that the rates proposed by MOPT are
required to be revised in view of correction done in the income estimation i.e. converting 40’ container
traffic given in TEUs into Boxes and also in view of moderation done in the optimal capacity of
containers by considering the number of working hours as 4000 as per the norms prescribed in the
guidelines. In any case, the rates prescribed by this Authority are ceiling rates and the MOPT has the
flexibility to charge rates lower than the level approved by this Authority as per 2005 guidelines. The
MOPT can, therefore, based on its commercial judgment, if necessary, consider to allow rebate/
discounts on the ceiling rates approved by the Authority complying with the provisions in clauses 2.16.1
to 2.16.3 of the tariff guidelines.

The existing Scale of Rates of the MOPT under Container Handling Charges, in Part IT — Cargo Related
Charges, under Section B, Item I prescribes a note stating that the consolidated charges prescribed in the
schedule include handling charges, wharfage for container as well as wharfage on containerized cargo.
The port has proposed to modify the existing note to state that the charges prescribed above include only
the wharfage for container as well as wharfage on containerized cargo. Since the port has during the
processing of this case clarified that the consolidated charges include charges for movement of
container from berth to container yard or vice versa by trailers, the modified note proposed by the
MOPT is partially amended to include this service as well. The note proposed to be modified by MOPT
is suitably amended to this extent.

The hire charges for the HMC prescribed by this Authority in the Order dated 14 June, 2013 for dry
bulk cargo, Break Bulk (steel and bagged cargo) and others is linked to the performance of HMC based
on proposal of the MOPT. When requested to consider prescription of similar performance linked tariff
for handling container as well, the port has not proposed performance tariff linked for container
handling citing that there is no performance linked tariff available for containers handling at any of the
other Major Port Trusts. The point made by the MOPT is correct that there is no performance linked
tariff for handling containers by HMC at any of the other Major Ports as there is no tariff for container
handling by 100T HMC prescribed in any other Major Port Trusts.It is seen that the MOPT has
furnished different categories of containers viz. normal laden and normal empty containers, hazardous
laden and empty containers and amongst each categories different sizes of containers viz. 20°, 40’ and
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above 40’. It has to be recognised that handling norm of 20 moves per hour per HMC may vary based
on the different categories and sizes of containers. Hence the difficulty expressed by the MOPT to
prescribe performance linked tariff in the absence of such prescription in any other Major Port Trust, is
recognised. The MOPT is, however, requested to file a well analysed performance linked container
handling tariff for 100T HMC during the next tariff revision based on the experience gained by the port
in the container handling operations using 100T HMC.

As stated earlier, the existing SOR of the MOPT does not prescribe any rate for handling containers
using HMC. The port has after deliberation with the trade reportedly arrived at the proposed box rate for
container handling using 100T HMC. The port has reported that the proposed rates are being collected
by the port from July 2013 onwards.

If the proposed rates collected from the users is in excess of the final rate notified by this Authority, the
MOPT has agreed to refund the excess amount to port users. The MOPT has, therefore, requested to
notify the rates of handling charges of container retrospectively.

As per clause 3.2.8. of the tariff guidelines, the rates approved by this Authority have prospective effect.
However, as per clause 2.17.1. to 2.17.3. of the tariff guidelines, whenever a specific tariff for services /
cargo is not available in the notified Scale of Rates, the port can submit the proposal and levy the rate on
an adhoc basis till the rate is finally notified. For this purpose, the adhoc rate must be derived based on
the existing notified tariffs for comparable services / cargo and it must be mutually agreed upon by the
port and the concerned users. The port has not furnished concurrence from the users for levy of the
proposed rate. It is, however, notable that there has been no objection from any users/ user associations
about the proposed rate reportedly levied by the port on adhoc basis since July 2013. Clause 2.17.4. of
the tariff guidelines of 2005 enables this Authority to recognize the interim rate adopted in an ad-hoc
manner retrospectively unless it is found to be excessive requiring some moderation retrospectively.
Since the proposed rate levied by the MOPT is not found to be excessive of the final rate approved by
this Authority, and recognising that none of the users consulted on the subject proposal have raised any
objection of the proposed rates levied by the port, the action of MOPT of implementing the proposed
rate on adhoc basis is recognised as such.

(viii).

(ix). The tariff guidelines stipulate a tariff validity cycle of 3 years. The validity of the hire charge for 100T
HMC prescribed in the general revision of the SOR has validity till 31 March, 2016.1t is, therefore,
found appropriate to review this tariff item also along with the review of HMC and other tariff items
prescribed in Scale of Rates of MOPT. That being so, the validity of the hire charge for container
handling by HMC is prescribed till 31 March, 2016 to make it co-terminus with the validity of its
existing Scale of Rates of MOPT. Accordingly, the rates approved shall come into force after expiry of
30 days from the date of notification of the Order in the Gazette of India and shall be in force till
31 March, 2016.
x). The hire charge for 100 T HMC for handling container is incorporated in the Scale of Rates of the
MOPT at Serial No. (IIT) in Schedule 1.2 — Charges for hire of 100 Tonne HMC, under Part IV, Section

C- Sundry Charges.

In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on the collective application of mind, this Authority
approves the following:
“@). Insertion of Sr. No (III) in Schedule 1.2 — Charges for hire of 100 Tonne HMC, under Part IV,
Section C- Sundry Charges
I11. Container Handling:

10.1.

(in¥)
Container Category Foreign Coastal
Up to 20° Above 20’ Above 40’ Up to 20° Above 20’ Above 40’
length length length length length length
butup to butup to
40’ 40’
Normal Container Loaded 1,603.35 2,405.03 3206.70 962.01 1,443.02 1924.02
Normal Container Empty 1,282.68 1,924.02 2565.36 769.61 1,154.41 1539.22
Hazardous Container 2,004.19 3,006.28 4008.38 1,202.51 1,803.77 2405.03
Loaded
Hazardous Container 1,603.35 2,405.03 3206.70 962.01 1,443.02 1924.02”
Empty
(ii). The existing note under Item I, Section B - Container Handling Charges under Part II — Cargo

Related Charges is replaced as follows:

“The charges prescribed above include wharfage for container as well as wharfage on containerized
cargo and charges for movement of containers from berth to container yard or vice versa using
trailers.”
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10.2.

10.3.

10.4.

The rate approved will be effective after expiry of 30 days from the date of notification of the Order in the
Gazette of India and shall be in force till 31 March, 2016.

The proposed rate levied by the MOPT on adhoc basis from July 2013 till the rates approved in this case comes
into effect, is recognised by this Authority.

The MOPT is advised to suitably amend its Scale of Rates.
T.S. BALASUBRAMANIAN, Member (Finance)

[ ADVT III/4/Exty./143/2014]

Annex - [
Cost calculation for fixation of rate for Container Handling using of 100 tonne Mobile Harbour Crane at the
Mormugao Port Trust
A. 100 Tonnes Harbour Mobile Crane. (Rs. in Lakhs)
As furnished by Mormugao Calcualtion by TAMP.
Port Trust
Sr. No. Particulars Workings
I Cost of Harbour Mobile Crane - 2800 ARR of 100T HMC
(Rs. in Lakhs) estimated in the
TAMP Order No.
TAMP/43/2012 dated
14 June, 2013 is
considered
B. Capacity in tonnes/ annum
Handling rate per hour (in tonnes) 20 20
Working hoursper annum 6132 4000
Annual Capacity (in TEUs) 122640 80000
III Operating Cost
(a). Fuel cost 70 ltrs per hour * 236.08
Rs. 55 per litre *
6132 hours
(b). Repairs & Maintenance cost (5% of capital 140.00
cost)
(c). Insurance (1% of capital 28.00
cost)
(d). Depreciation As per norms 289.52 ARR of 100T HMC
prescribed in estimated in the TAMP
Companies Act Order No.
(f). Other Expense 5% of Gross 140.00 TAMP/43/2012 dated
fixed Asset 14 June, 2013 is
Value considered
Total (a) to (f) 833.60
v ROCE 16% on average 355.35
\'% Total Annual Revenue 1188.95 | ARR of 100T 1082.31
Requirement (ARR) Rs. in lakhs HMC estimated
in the TAMP
Order No.
TAMP/43/2012
dated 14 June,
2013 is
considered
VI Handling rate per TEU in Rs. 969.47 Average 1352.89
handling rate
per TEU in Rs.
VI Rounded off to 970/-
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Income estimation furnished by MOPT

CONTAINER IN TEUs

RATES PROPOSED BY MOPT

REVENUE ESTIMATION in Rs.

Foreign

Coastal

Foreign

Coastal

Foreign

Coastal

Total

20ft 40ft

20ft | 40ft

20ft

40ft

Above
40ft

20ft

40ft [Above

40ft

20ft 40ft

20ft | 40ft

Normal
Container
(Loaded )

81 1494

203 623

970.00

145500

194000 38200

§73.00 116400

8316670 21,742,063

1207650 48719

71810264

Normal
Container
(Empty)

40754 12226

1698 309

T16.00

1,164.00

1352.00 466,00

698,00 93200

31025104 14,231,064

791,068 355,082

4100718

Hazardous
Container
(Loaded)

121230

181875

14500 m30

145500

Hazardous
Container
(Empty)

97000

1455.00

14000 38200

116400

TOTAL
Estimated
Revenue
Requirement

9941114 1IN

1998918 899,161

11881298

Container
Handling
capacity of

HMC in TEUs

90.565 2169

3m 1132

12,640

If the calculation furnished by the MOPT is corrected by coverting TEUs into boxes to arrive at the correct revenue estimation at the

proposed rate

CONTAINERSIN TEUs and in Boxes

RATES PROPOSED BY
MOPT

REVENUE ESTIMATION in Rs.

Foreign

Coastal

Foreign

Coastal

Foreign

Coastal

Total

20ft

40ft

20ft

40ft

20ft 40ft

20ft 40ft

20ft 40ft

20ft 40ft

TEU's

Boxes

TEU's

Boxes

Normal
Container
(Loaded )

L3811 1498

TAN0 | 2078

623

3

970,00 145500

58200 §713.00

8316670 10871760

1207650 171,940

60,668,020

Normal
Container
(Empty)

40754 12206

1,698

509

I

71600 1,164.00

466,00 698,00

31,625,104 111553

791,268 177641

39,709,345

Hazardous
Container
(Loaded)

1213.00 181900

800 109100

Hazardous
Container
(Empty)

§70.00 145500

38300 §13.00

TOTAL
Estimated
Revenue
Requirement

100,377,563

Number of
Containers in
TEUs/ Boxes
matching the
optimal
capacity

90,365 7,169

13385 | 3713

1132

566

19941774 17987292

1998918 49,581

122,640
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Income estimation at the rates approved by TAMP

CONTAINERSIN TEUs and in Boxes

RATES APPROVED BY TAMP

REVENUE ESTIMATION in Rs

Foreign Coastal

Foreign Coastal

Foreign Coastal Total

20ft 40ft 20ft 40ft

20ft 40ft 20ft 40ft

20ft 40ft 20ft 40ft

TEU's | Boxes TEU’s | Boxes

Normal
Container
(Loaded )

32493

9748 4874 1354 406 20320

1.603.35 240503 96201 144300

52097212 11722853 1.302,14 293218 05415487

Normal
Container
(Empty)

26,585

1975 3988 1,108 3 166.02

128268 192402 769.61 115441

34,099,652 767229 852449 191,651 42.816,049

Hazardous
Container
(Loaded)

200419 3,006.28 120251 180377

Hazardous
Container
(Empty)

1.603.35 240503 96201 144300

TOTAL
[Estimated
[Revenue
Require-
ment

86,196,924 19395150 | 2,154,5% 484868 108,231,535+

Number of
Containers
in TEUs/
Boxes
matching
the optimal
capacity

M

1713 8,862 2461 38 39

80000 TEU's/
70770 Boxes

Note: Revenue Requirement as determined in tariff Order dated 14 June 2013
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