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4. dreeedt / 30/ 20148 —AEToc = oifRfa 1963 (1963 T 38) 1 KT 48 B eI Wed Widerl BT ST BRA §U HBIU UYed
TERY TAGERT AR Uad = (i) & 97 eIk Aieigel s (V9 U9 €)@ Wed A (R W @ refRad seugeR Feer |
T T e R &9 & o) O War e ® TE afed G # ol Far verael W WWE w9 9 @ g |

b eI BE
39 9. Syt /30 /2014
A
() o0l ). T, g, Wew ()
(tm) M A @ Rie, wew (@)
G|

(@R, 2014 B 289 fa7 WRA)

Ig AT T Ad B (TIOR) & Weed A FuRe Rl vE War ver @ wod A T afed diid & ol S el w
FAHY ¥ A1, IR W 9 ¥ 96 G 9§ ©

2. B UG fbar 9 & G R wfid gR Aesd B RN @ GYed MERY § qeiyd GO 9 T g%e 31 g9 ey | o e
30 faRRR, 2000 @ MG GRT FUCH foam ofT | I8 QY ¥IRA WRAR & Xoua (oA 12 e, 2010, o0 W@ 21 GRT Siemgfora fomam o
WIS R TaUR & WA 61 G fowwR, 2000 H g9 UFR MR for mar o & 78 uyed WichT o) off den qmey vy @ G w @ of
or el v (i) war yerar @ wRid e off | O f IRIed AT 2005 & SU-@UE 72 H SR A T o SR ARG & I # ey
@l SRR 15 &7 Wl 9§ A9 av & forg der o

85 GI/2015 (1)
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3.1 S, 2014 H dT 91 &1 9 1000 e aRAT B UE ©H AT B UYed FEIRT B gY 2 AN uda S
fu| g8 9am1 & &5 = A A & AN & AW UYed @l 9l 26 SIdR), 2013 B A B Mg a1 @ @ &
D ERI BT UK T UH 1 P UYed DI SaNl 2013 & d1q FRiRT PR 2g o, 591 g% UK o1 fban
S HRE AfdRed v 1 W & uged MR g of & & @ & aifaRed wa o @
SR B S <& 2 |

HE
!
a
B

32 59 9 H AR UF Qe 20 S, 2014 & UF RT g3 @ U1 & B g fhar & S | gwE
faics 6,/7 T 3R 7 1, 2014 Pr ¥ ﬁﬁﬁwaﬁwmwmﬁ@wzﬁaﬁmm@ww@
(100 1 Ta wa ) & fory AU € 9 Uges ARSIl 2005 @1 9RT 7.2 & AJwY 78l @ | gAY

o T o & oo TRaATAl B Y WHY H GO B, FH 9a 9 @ & W

A Yo R S 6 {50 ve (Afne) dar gerar & wwfad 7 8 e sifaRed va wA
ERT BT IICAT & AT YR D |

33 AN W@ & 7 AR BT B oIy S UYed HT UG 39 AR ¥ AIR @1 o & S=d IAedhdr
qrell 3 9 W WAl UK Pl IS ) U Bl | G G & ¥ R AT AT o fF et ¥ s UYed B
UK PN, T RS B! [ vg UIcdrsd qof FEiRd ADI A BH eIl g Uicdrsd Ui 81| I8 W @
9 & B G H A T o b G W ST UYed Srar 3= el & A1y Reifd & rgwd 8N 91 100 €
W e AR ervar arel & AT H ol g B |

4.1 9 qAdr | 1 O & F U 17 JATS, 2014 $ UH §RT BIER AEIge H (T TH W1) & GART BT UYeh
fReRor &1 gwdra o | it @ & B gR1 Y T U @ S g geid O 9 Ge H§ Efafed §

@ 39 B VT U Ud TH AT DI ar«dfad arffe yevad emar 2 ffed fifed e @ aae #§ g
P B! T B | Ig Y 2007—08 T 2013—14 db TI UH AT gRT BN & dRA[dd Tawd- &l
3 frerer o fbar Tar 2|

(ii) TR AR B9 & Hd 39 & FHidr IRT IRaIfdd {6 T 9o R WR ol T 8| S
3430 A T © AR 270 G I 59 URded & dFI & folg AF T 2| A9 Yob 25%
AT 7 2 | G AR ARTG Bl IO 9RA $UY #3700 ARG BUYY @ TS 7 AR 270 ARG
Jmhe WM, &1 iR wriefid goil @) orfaR IR 950 &IRg ¥UY AF &R U9 UH A &
B 4650 TG AT T 2 |

(iii) fafr= A<t & oraiid uRered = dugad grr fuiRa TR & fow forw & &1 gafy 39 #af
R Ifad FF Af¥d ©, ol b gol faeel 9 ol SM € &R ST yiae faqeh geeli |
fooar ST 2| va uH A @) Seg oWd B AN B 9 I8 Ui R BRI @) U anTd o
gig BT ST D] BT sdIRd R IROTH # ST A—U9 & §exiel @ forg fa=enfua
& ST |

iv) RIS 9 # R A8 H BT RO ool F S Ferl @& oy 9 ) 9 e g,
I IeaTeddl IR T arvear # gfg 81| e osdid o 3R JoRd dAM & ol agd
IgP el © dfed SHDI IGHAT AP BFT BT U8 B 4 & ol G TH Al W09 4
YIAIE BT BRI AT P TSI |

) 27.06.2014 BT Ya-RAR H U ¥ (Izd AISI 4 G UH Al BT BB AFC) B 6 garg &
SRM aRATEDT §RT i Tae™ &34 & oy SR a1 S <81 on aaife aRere <09 3 sud
3R 219 AT ST A ¥ Afdd Sed &R WR B Al 93 V8l © | 9 DI Q@ gy I Ug fhar
SITar ® 6 eId & Hd SS9 @ 60% TR S Ul & I Uiaed @ fofw W § Saan
AT 3% 9 318 9 81| HUR afd ardl &I &= H g R FRIR &R 492 s & forg 82.45
JoIT dead! @ forg 49.47 it 2 |

42 W gRT 79T &Y T TH A &I Ufed g% &1 did faavor 79 yeR 88—

9. faazor JATER EARIEET R SUCE]
I 100 T HIETgel BIER B BT DI 3700.00
(@ g #) (S S 1) (2963.70 oG
EIESSIEED)
3 @ (WM Hamer 2g o I EEl B | g H 950.00
e Brfefier i st @ ) 1. | RAff= <er | 150.00
(2 &)
2. | 3muhe WA | 750.00
3. | ®a gl 50.000
oS 950.00
Yol drd - 4650.00
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I i eran (fAferas 21 # ) 2..00
I AT DA
@) 3G9 D DI CESIEERIRGIN 0.08 ofl /T 115.20
e gy & 72/ —
@) TR AT IREVT DIFd (SUBRYT | iFADH IUDROT Dl DA 5% * 3700 < 185.00
B HHT B 5% DI R 1) a1 5%
@ v wF 0 & IER)
53)) ElGil T ® USRI BT DA 19 * 37.00
@ T T @ B AR BT 1% 3700 ARG
@) SECSE BT Tae ¥ ot Aeer 1034% * 382,58
@ T TG B IgER) B IR 3700 R
(@) | <=dd god MR TR & AR 1200 Uf HETI, 0.14
12 WEN
@ |smwd]l®s5%d R A qo fFeiRa wwafy &1 5% 5%* 185.00
@ T wH U & 39R) 700 TE
B (P9 T A A G) 904.92
v 16% @ W W AR A W 3 | e g Yol BT 16% 16%* 744.0
(3T & WIS @ d19) 4650 T
Y% Bl DT qAT I W 31 I + IV 1648.92
VI v ugres ufcr Rige
VII | f=mn uges ufa e (faeeh) 1648.92 NG/ | 8245
2 fafer=
VIII | fo=mar ugjess ufd < 60%*, 49.97
82.45

43 9 dr & & A ® 17 TS, 2014 B UF W I8 < AT b 59 W H G O &) 79 &R BT GRd A8
G YT AT| 2005 B ANGRIGT B ORI 324 & IF<Fid YA U¥ed BT Hagd YANTHARl & 9/ Hr
AEeID & | TR faid 23 Gars, 2014 & U g1 U1 G & &I R fbar 11 o & yanfdd ae &% Bl
UTHT P! AN B DI AT B A1 T |

4.4 AT O fF G i & 9 9fasy # War <9 arel a1 yeraRh @ A SR T8 Ry o R fB 39 A
S T H Aells AR AT S FahdT o | §9R ST U5 & AH A g 1 SR fbar 1 o b 8 arel
JaT YSTarRll @ W SIb TG [JavoT & A1 SR B |

45 S JMUR fHeT H, 9 @ &1 7 U9 2 3R, 2014 B U & A=, Ul Ul <7 W vE uH Al Har ugrmsi
S TS [JaRU & I AFD SR B UTHT SR 637 | 9196 R & U6d 59 UK &

% .9 | BE U ufafed R gid A
faceh et
1 6000 ¥ 65.96 39.58
2 6001—7000 74.21 4453
3 7000 & $HUR 82.45 49.47

qie: FW i SR R BRTT & W AR 8g & | DR U8 aadr Jadl & 36T 81T |

5 FREiRa detre wefaxT &1 ufhar & orgarR 1 @1 & 9§ o1 17 Jels, 2014 AR 2 37T, 2014 & YAD
UG &1 Ui FafEd TARTaHisi / GARThisl & §Hal 9 S9d [aR S @ foly Hafzd &1 8 | YR &
T ¥ T goId Aol gaered (Wre do) i @ & B wol U a6 & 7 oo 3w 30 RiR, 2014 & § A
TAT 20 JFCIR, 2014 B UF GRT YANTHIS / TIRTHATA & g & Geai Bl orard f&r |

6. YRGB IR Sl S MR IR AR 11 TR, 2014 & 0F & dregq 4 01 01 & & 8 qgal R
AT/ IRV & o SR fbar Tm o | @ O €1 7 orue 30 e, 2014 & U3 §RT SHBT SfA1d T o |
Tl BT IR <d gY W W & 7 Y U7 <@ | AR §RT S/ Y ye 9T § @ & & I« g aRoas # |
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AR gRT SO T Yo

o @ &t g7 o T SwR

R

g g8 ghRga wx f& g

U AT § S/ SQH/ TH04 / 2014(485)

yrg WAl TR TEUHE B OUANT Bl
A STadd AT &8 st SfaaTa
(fafdrse) <t uerar & wed @ famr @
P TS 7 orar e ARfef¥ier 2005 @1
gRT 7.2 § 9fdfd 2|

fadie 17 S[Alg, 2014 & gRT fbar a7 g 9 a1 & R v
T ¥ B A STEad W ) R @R 7g 2

(31) T=faT 82.45 HI. S UMR U
P AT B A Jg <@ T ® b
2007—08 ¥ 2013—14 & FHI H
AT aRAfdDd BRI BT UEw, 1
9 Tg UH W) B YR §AR] fhar
AT & | AT AT METRT Uged |
fdg@ I} arafdedr AR U ed
MR 3TN TR =TT I BRI
P ITIHAT B |

A EHAl TR UYed W fIgEdT uad manTdhdiel |
TR—HI R AR faael R oameniRa dem 2000 # FERT @
TE R yaEdl @ foy smeve TE o R wror @ fwed
fAfaeT SR S W B S T8l fFen guft [ o 39 9
AT AT T |

(@) Uged ANTGRIBT 2005 B &R 7.2

(Ta i W) uyaed & UYPed DI
Segad AR & FERer fear 21 3
ol verer® TqE Nl R
JETel BRd 8 ol < HeR Uic g%
@ @ &) @ e R ol
e (@ ar AW W &) &R
femayee didgRe (@ W &) eiR
Al % TF @ ATl H aUR ATS faeT
S SR ol Hgw Ui g (S ud
9 ) W, W WS PSR b
T 6 erM uxara @1 fana fafi=
UATedl §RT aR<dd ITarard Tewd=

Seaig- g © b fedwx, 2000 & oF 41
A R R uged & MR #Rd
THI T TH A B AW AT B
IR W FERT fey o dor I 89
g @ i & T yxarfad fdy 9 ™
TH AT I AR &HAT Bl dbe &
forg a8 fafey sy =Ry |

2292014 B WIFI FAds & URVHEHT A1 TG AR T

T | ST IR dIR B fear T R |

T @ A T Bdd YaTAd! gRT ufady
P AR W UG TH W gRT d¥
2007—08 ¥ 2013—14 ¥ HMIT  Ugwd
BT faavor fear & 39 dag & 9 ¢ &
TS YATAd §RT 70% WA & 915
3gaq gfafes ggvaRk ¥ SR &Y |
(24 ®C * 70%=16.80 ©X) T T
R & T SRI—S18 doh, I dob
TAT 3T, T I 2007-08 & 2013-14
P fog a |

70% VAN WX, ANER 3fWad 9o faF uswd &R AW §A
ST § 8 S—13 dob, 9P dodb T 31, GaATAD! gRT U
B TS B, T IR g

(e1) gT3 deb BT

HH | 99 70% YART TR YdTdAd gIRT i Jgwd o
. gfafes e /faq

o MNar | A AMTA | 3 ud U

divd | $s%y | RS | T 2

1 SE g 1
2

1. 2009—10 8942 6174
2. | 2010—11 | 11554 | 8688
3. 2011—12 13232 11827
4. | 2012—13 — 9768 | 8076 | 9366 | 7088
5. 2013—14 10102 9539 8088 10793 8914
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@) d® dod BIT
HH | 99 70% YANT TR YAOTdadd  gIRT  Sgad
9. yewd < ufafed eq /e
SRR EEEN RS ERSEIERS
ke sy |sSs | W@ o
1 2 1 2
1 2009—10 498
2 2010—11 779
3 2011—12 673
4 2012—13 609
5 2013—14 | 428 506
SIER K
HH | 9y 70% YART TR YdATAd gIRT i ygwad
ki) = gfafed e /feq
SR E SR E SR ERS
Mo | g% | g S« | U T
1 2 1 2
1. | 2009—10
2. | 2010—11
3. | 2011—12 | 596 664
4. | 2012—13 - 756
5 | 2013—14 | 526 508

e Y MY uyAd a¥ § Udh TIuERil 97 WER—d & dR O
U AfaRed Ta tq A &1 uRdd B W& 2| s I st
c1’>|‘|\i a’ﬁ\ﬁQd&/ldl H"Ilfad %ﬁTﬁl

(@) e Ta wa A @l Yoll dEd 37
PRI B AT Wi 1 s fafdr=
TRl e WM o &d gof
Bl HemdR 950 BRIe TI UH AT Bl
PAd | e A g1 39 I | I8t
Tg Pear Sfud § b SR @
PG B AT RAMYA & AHI TD)
DIs IR PHAT ITGIUT B Yol ST
# wafed 98 @ S| U uRard
TE w9 ¥ A oee = o
SR atd & dur O @ & W SR
UH B, H T U A BT AW R
wges IR &vd 999 UAR T
|

(2000 ¥ Ta wI W & faRET UYed
31 fAeiRon)

2292014 B AYH GAdls S URUITHREGRY FUNST  URIE I
AT 2 |

(@) STdad ¥ 0 wfiqe gy dide
fr=ferRad &1 SOITR &Y | WIe &Y
qAT < AT 38}V |

@ @ & P ouE, g FlEd
AMEUSl R UF U W B UYed
fRERor ®7 B, 2005 Uged ANTERIBT H
HIE AEUS Ieaifgd T8 | afe af

2008 @I FESGQA BTN

2292014 I AYH GAdls S URVITHRGRY FUMST  UwE g0
T (R ) O O &1 57 A= <9<IRAl o7 78 d ol goll @
7S B B B Yol dEd W ToRsiare @l fhar g o &
Hfd uwdma # 2 )
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IRTT FHT B 5% P axeN A 2, IS
Sl SEl '

BT ® a9 faf=1 S9erRl 9o &
gal Bl e W Sied W &l R
e 81 sl gaforg diqidr Rerfa

HRITIIT | ASART T 87

i) fodr faey a1 gerar fe 3=

750 g faira fRfaer ufhar & forv w1 o wifes denfea g

=T feiRor &Y Sa Iahdn

H HAY & [FEYTgAR ToRafaTeT BR fag Y |

3=
SR o W g I & " afkd

0.08 oiiex Ufd < & FIUET 70 oiex Ufd ©er & Sudn

BISioT Tcdh BT 0.9 AFK 8Y, NI H9 0.8 3R 32 ARIBA
ufd Her & T U9 e 37 A A T | SwHRT R Sfd ®
JoIT I8 HrScl Bl oIl § $H ¢ |

IS WA & BT Bl &H H IGHR (eI DI\
HIOMET G A7 €7 gRT @ R B |

1553

B R 1 (3) 9T 2.13 AS9d Yo (U9 20 MR & 2011)
% IR, TAUHRA gRT TN T WM & qdIfdd osdd U3ed
@ AT B gfE gTH BT AL AN T 2| TP F[oA AT B
g1 AT ® Fife g A A gRT UaTed & forw wanT fdar
AT &A% WA § O T &A% | e B

=

4

%

¢
v %3
3 4 v
s 8 s s

Uged AR P gRI TATH b
ST Y BT I AHY 7 HSIT o |
39 e H 30 fawwR, 2009 @
UYJedh 3Tasl & 31gess 12 (vi) () (v)
Bl el fear o gear 1 U4 8l
gU YT ¥ oSN Yo BT 12 FEM
3 v a7, NS s9er | Gd
IR T |

ST UYeb 12 e & [y forar T it gauadl yerera
ERT BRT 7 &4, Ol &R 9 8 a9 R & v JAanT grdr
21 g # frdid 77 31+ 19 WK, 2014 & $ Wl (UST 189 /c) H
FEl © & vauadl uaradl R aeed Uged 91 fRdl fwos
@ ARG SR TR < B |
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8.

e, ¥ @ MR WR, TAUARA gRT
99 2010—11 I 2013—14 & Y& Bl
TIT dead BT 8|

TIUHRA gIRT faeel 9o deadt &l Uswdd 59 UbR g—

P9 | a9 PO TS gfererd
4. e/ a9
fage | deadt | & fageh | geadt

Rl

2010—11 | 4011780 117044 4128824 97.17 2.83

2011—12 | 4903255 69710 4972965 98.60 1.40

2012—13 6922181 59093 6981274 99.15 0.85

Al W N =

2013—14 | 5719910 34985 5754895 99.39 0.61

(31) 2009 H, UMIEI R el UYed I

U | Sl AT UYed YD TR & BRI o I8 doh

PRI gad gfafed & d9 @ UsIH Bl

, T A YD YPR b DI
P foIU ST I XE@T AT o7 O $T8
gob BEN, I dod BT AT 3T
ST | fIaTRa g der S e
N fafice grr fewoh, dqidt 9 s
AR TSI MEMRT &R FH BT
S S8 g BN, §B BEIT gl
I HE TG URATad @ ¥ fUed
Ueed MEROT & ga U T IR
A9 @ 89 &1 FRU R 7
9T yeRE A e 91T UYed Bl
b YPR & HMT ol SIS dob
BT, gb BT TAT T b foIg
AT By |

BN, Fb DN qUT 3T BT YK Fol e B |

@) YN 9T &1 U DHIFd
ISR B 60% B I ddb, YIS
% Urotged & oIy Seaad 3% o |
TS 39w H, =falRad &
e PN |

(i) GqET 1 ywE Uged
Artefdfer 2005 & = fawRa 21
T B9 R NS W Y R o
g8 wel B fb UYed B dHEd
ISR B 60% P 9Gclld ddb QT STV
ST 5 2008 @ AN &f¥@ET H B

JeIay] bl URAId Ol HIAd HIFd sSsid & 60% TR B, UhidT &
|l droige & forg 2008 @1 WOl AT SRIET P aRT 28 B

IR B |

(ii) gl BT 3 % do gfefa
IGT B L PN |

3 % I Ufqafrd Wa1 deIay) Swaaq @1 9 & filv 2

10

9 Hag W WISl UYed 8245 Ul HI.
e S UedH gRT fSidrer T ® @l

7000 T HfIfed &1 AT &1 MuiRd YARTHAeT TR TdTeld] bl
G & AR AT AT © qMMdb Big fadare T 81| R W) $9

700 ©9 9fdfed ¥ SR & IdGH b
g @ forv emeR form T 2 s«
T H U8 9 od Ay g fa
YIS TR 2009 H 9TST UYIed EiRA
B THI TS BMIT & Seared dbI dd
AT WR, F8 dod BT 3G 12500
eq gfafed, 9@ deb drl @ foU
6000 ©F IR =T B foIw 3750 <
o7 | |l YR & BFIT & YeId b,
7000 T4 yfafed & g §9 #fbT a1
RMIFTT ©7 A W fHar SRy | S
o 9 Wia fafies (@Rivd) iR
I weere fafies ([@uasiive) |

XSIg 2009 @1 AT <RAF & TEE W T 2 |
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fo vfafes Scred @ 59 JifdbT
7 TR W @ Ud b TN
b THI B eI Y 399
S 3 wEl # gelad s8R g
B ATST Wed b oy 39 ywdE H
TIUAR §9 AfT WX 12500 @9 SIS
g HIIT 6000 S W UUS 3T
P dAT 3750 4 3l & forg &r
JTEROT HRAT ALY | RoTAdT gl
BT WSl UYed FERVT # = Ul
R H FAM Y I SIHIOT BT B |

CE |

11

TR, 23 Jolls, 2014 & U3 & AIH
H RY BT B dEgE Y J
AT &I Bl AR B arell IR
gRaTfad el @1 g A vEgeRi
SR UE% fhd S drel Y, bR
@ UKIad BRI B UEeH 9 IS
Ueed DI aYell DI MR BRI dTell
e g |

URAMAT &1 & AN, Bl DI AT DRl dTell et Hel e o |

7.

S f6 B aftia & ddicT denfaa uvarg X@ a1 2| gedld TAuEl B Yol diHd gRads 9@ ¢ |
RoTa®T HRT 2 AT Ied iR SRR Yoll &1 75 H yRacd o, [T uRomm alkared s § aR !

GO ol Sa & gfaerd & 2 9 @1 Sl 2 | 9 | o/ aqedd B Al 18.10% AFT € Sefd B I IW
10.34% A9 9@ © | Gels, 2014 & YRS UG d fHawR 2014 & AR Udd @ Jorree Reafd [

IR 95 B TS B
®H | faawor AM® IRMTH IR denfed R, 2014 @1
. TS, 2014 PRSI
aRg H g H
I 100 S BTN HIdIgol B 3700.00 3900.00
P HAT (ATE)
(S 1 )
(2963.70 IR<fAD)
I Wd (ME Wdred | | e Wl &l | g A 950.00 g & || 20000
% fou o= eawdd | | faaxor
gfaen,  smee W | [ R | 15000 A= 15000
TSl qT driehd gon et St '
e & <) (25 7R
2. | 3rame 750.00 &l 79| 50,000
E 200.00
3. | & goi | 50.000
E 950.00
% ol Bl DA 4650.00 4100.00
11 qifie emar ffer <= 2.00 2.00
H
I | 9dared &1 diad
@) | 3T B PHA (GRAfdal g%fgﬁ 115.20 115.20
W «~
) 72 /— 9fd
<.
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@) | AR 9 YEREE BEd | AR SUDRYT DI DIAT | 5% 185.00 5% 195.00
QUG B BT b 5% | D 5% W 3700 e 3900 g
B R Y
@vwmda
IIRR)
@) | IR SUBRUT Dbl diFd | 1% 37.00 1% 3900 @R 39.00
@ U q D ITIR) | B 1% B RN 3700 <
@) | sraqgead HHAET UFES & TR & | 10-34% | 382.58 18.10% Sy S q1 | 49260
@ T TH @ & APER) | IATER 3700 e 3900 ¢RY WX
@) | TS Yo MR &R & IR 1200 UfeT | 0.14 1200 Yfc HEAT
HEAT 12 FEN 0.72
12 78
() | oru e 5% @ ey | T R TS B 5%700 | 1850 | 50 3900 oI 195.00
@& T T @ & ATER) BT BT 5% o
Ega b H@T (3]) @ 904.92 1037.52
()
IV | 3O & GO & | g g Uol a1 16% | 16% 74400 | 16% 656.00
qE 3R 31 AT g 16% B 4650 < 4100 ARG BT
WA
\% B DA AT IR WR [I+IV 1648.92 1639.52
T 2 PR
(Sl
VI | ufad Rde Swaer
VII | 8= <= ufa e+ (faeeh) 1648.92 82.45 1693.52 oG 84.68
%ﬁ 2 fAferr ea
VIII | S= &% Ui o7 (deed) 60% 4947 | 60%, 84.68 5031
82.85
8.1 Hafid A o1 FgaT GAare 22 R, 2014 B A B gad a?qﬁﬂ?ffgs‘%ﬁltﬁﬁ‘é’rﬁm

UK BT TP WfETG TR Wige Yoo fodl of | Wy gadrs # Ui dwfud wanTaiel el / ar
TRTIRI < 37T Uel < |
ST 6 wygad gaare 9 o g o dididl &, R e 25 TR, 2014 & WREE W R A
T {6 B/e gl R PRAE | g9 Sfard H dE 7 U deax U 30 RyawR, & Aegd ¥ Sde Q|

8.2

qYad gdrs H dRaAEl @ 91 fawg FuiRa g 73 aour Sue 9rg Il & SR A9 IRveg € |

HH | Ggad gaarg W [l ge G q A B SR

.

i) Agad gedls H SuRYd SudEdell | Ul gRT | Sl @) S 6000 € #FI g o 7000 €A
Mol T va Al & ufa e WSl &R OWR | AT ST "adl § ol B By wARTediel o
I T SR &1 | gAaE & IRM YT o1 Sl | 81 71 98 S &) 6 &® W AW Bg
R T 7000 A BT Ieoid [HAT FH GARTHARI Hul‘lﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ%lﬁv_\’?ﬁsﬁﬁf%ﬁﬁﬂ
B A7 o7 f 7000 <7 URIfRT fSwel &R &4 & | 39 | R TAIADI Pl REHR AT AT HH & W
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Vi) | T EE Shfma#:15 % 195.00 197.68
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS
NOTIFICATION
Mumbai, the 24th December, 2014

No. TAMP/30/2014-PPT.— 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 Paradip Port
Trust (PPT) for fixation of ceiling tariff for the Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC), to be applied commonly at the PPT
without reference to any particular service provider, as in the Order appended hereto.

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS
Case No. TAMP/30/2014-PPT
Paradip Port Trust --- Applicant

QUORUM:

@) Shri. T. S. Balasubramanian, Member (Finance)
(i) Shri. C. B. Singh, Member (Economic)

ORDER
(Passed on this 28th day of November 2014)

This case deals with the proposal received from Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for fixation of ceiling tariff for the
Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC), to be applied commonly at the PPT without reference to any particular service provider.

2. It may be recalled that this Authority vide its Order dated 30 December 2009 had disposed of the proposal
received from PPT fixing tariff for the use of Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) installed at PPT. This Order was notified in
the Gazette of India on 12 January 2010 vide Gazette No. 21. The tariff for the use of HMC at PPT so fixed in December
2009 was a ceiling rate to be applied commonly at the PPT without reference to any particular service provider, as
stipulated in Clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines of 2005, and was valid for a period of three years after expiry of 15 days
from the date of notification of the Order in the Gazette of India.

3.1. In June 2014, the PPT had submitted two different proposals for fixation of tariff for HMC of 100 tonne
capacity. Given that the validity of the common tariff for the use of the HMC at PPT has expired on 26 January 2013,
the 1st proposal submitted by the PPT was for fixing the tariff for the HMC beyond January 2013. It had submitted the
2nd proposal for fixation of tariff for the said additional HMC on the ground that the PPT is going to invite tender for
engagement of additional HMC.

3.2 In this connection, it was immediately communicated to PPT vide our letter dated 20 June 2014 that the two
proposals dated 6/7 June 2014 and 7 June 2014 filed by PPT seeking two different set of rates for the same capacity of
HMC viz. 100T HMC is not seen to be in line with clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of 2005. The PPT was, therefore,
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requested to recast its proposal and file a single revised proposal with governing conditions, proposing to fix one
common tariff for the use of HMC to be applied commonly at the PPT without reference to any particular service
provider duly clarifying the authorisation arrangement envisaged for the additional HMC.

3.3. Further, since the PPT had proposed higher rate for a new crane apparently stemming from the intention that a
new crane with a higher productivity should fetch a better rate for the service provider, the PPT was requested to
propose performance linked tariff, thereby providing incentives for better performance and disincentive for performance
below the benchmark level. It was also brought to the notice of PPT that the performance linked tariff structure will also,
inter alia, suit the situation, when cranes of capacity different from the normative level of 100 tonnes are placed in
operation.

4.1. In this backdrop, the PPT vide its letter dated 17 July, 2014 has submitted its proposal for fixation of tariff for
the use of Harbor Mobile Crane (HMC). The main submissions made by the PPT in its proposal are summarized below:

@) The calculations have been made considering the annual capacity of one HMC as 2 Million Metric
Tonne. This has been arrived considering the average actual cargo handled by one HMC during the
period from 2007-08 to 2013-14.

(ii) The cost of the Harbour Mobile Crane has been taken as per the budgetary offer received from the
manufacturer which is 34.30 lakh Euro and 2.70 lakh Euro has been considered towards cost of
transportation. The customs duty has been considered at 25%. The all-inclusive cost of the HMC in
Indian Rupees works out to ¥ 3700 lakhs. Considering the upfront premium, interest and working
capital margin to the tune of ¥ 950 lakhs, the cost of the HMC has been considered at ¥ 4650 lakhs.

(iii) The operating expenditure under different heads have been taken as per the norms fixed by the TAMP
even though the actual expenditure on these heads are more, as the spares are to be procured from
abroad and payments are to be made in foreign currencies. Processing a high rate for HMC may lead
to increase in the overall cost of handling of cargo in PPT which may discourage the customers and
result in diversion of cargo to nearby ports.

@iv) The installation of Harbour Mobile Crane is badly necessary in Paradip Port for early evacuation of
cargo so that the productivity and overall profitability will increase. PPT is not very keen to earn
revenue by granting license to the operators, rather it is keen to handle more cargo which will enhance
the performance of PPT with deployment of HMC:s.

v) During the joint hearing on 27.06.2014 at Bhubaneswar (relating to some HMC High Court matter),
the operators were insisting to have an escalation provision since the operating expenditure includes
fuel and labour costs which are increasing every year at average high rate. In view of this, it is
proposed to escalate the rate at 60% of the price index as applicable to PPP projects subject to a
maximum limit of 3%. Considering the above, the revised rate per tonne stands at ¥ 82.45 for Foreign
Cargo and ¥49.47 for coastal cargo.

4.2. The cost statement furnished by the PPT to arrive at per tonne rate of HMC is as under:—
Sr. Particulars Basis Workings ¥ in Lakhs
No.
I. | Cost of 100T Mobile 3700.00
Harbour Cranes (X Lakhs)
(WDV) (& 2963.70 lakh
original
Other Expenses (all other 950.00
facilities required for Statement of Tin
operation of machine and other Lakh
includes upfront premium expenses
interest working  capital || 1 |Sundry Debtors | 150.00
margin) (2 months)
2 | Upfront 750.00 i
Premium
3 | Spares 50.00
Total | 950.00
Total Capital Cost - 4650.00
II | Annual capacity (in 2.00
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Million Tonnes)
III | Operating Cost -
(a) | Fuel cost (As per actuals) 0.08 ltrs per 115.20
tonne Rate per
Ltr. X 72/-
(b) | Repairs & Maintenance cost | 5% on cost of mechanical 5%%* 185.00
@ 5% of Equipment cost | equipment ¥ 3700 lakhs
(As per TAMP)
(c) | Insurance (As per TAMP) 1% on cost of mechanical 1%* %3700 lakhs 37.00
equipment
(d) | Depreciation (As per | As per norms prescribed in 10.34%%* 382.58
TAMP) Companies Act 33700 lakhs
(e) | License Fee As per scale of rates %1200 per 0.14
month*12 months
(f) | Other Expenses @ 5% of I | 5% of gross fixed asset value 5%* X700 lakhs 185.00
(As per TAMP)
Total=SL No. (a) to (f) 904.92
IV | ROCE@16% i.e., after | 16% on Capital employed 16%* 744.00
adjustment of depreciation 34650 lakhs
V | Total cost plus Return on mI+1v 1648.92
Investment
VI | Hire charges per shift
VII | Hire charges per tonne %1648.92 lakhs/ 82.45
(Foreign) 2 million tonnes
VII | Hire charges per tonne 60%* 49.47
(Coastal) 38245

43. It was seen from the PPT proposal dated 17 July 2014 in reference that the PPT did not furnish the draft Scale
of Rates. Since Clause 3.2.4 of the 2005 Guidelines requires circulation of the proposed tariff to the users, the PPT was
requested vide our letter dated 23 July, 2014 to furnish the proposed draft Scale of Rates along with conditions
governing the application of rates.

4.4. Further, since, the PPT has not furnished the names of the prospective service providers, who may have to be
consulted on the case in reference, the PPT was also requested vide the above referred letter to furnish the names of the
prospective service providers along with their contact details.

45. In this backdrop, the PPT undercover of its letter dated 2 August, 2014 has furnished the contact details of the
service providers of HMC at PPT as well as the draft scale of rates as given below:

Sl Cargo handled per day Rate in T per tonne
No. Foreign Coastal

1. Below 6000 65.96 39.58

2. 6001-7000 74.21 44.53

3. Above 7000 82.45 49.47
Note: The above Scale of Rate is applicable for all the type of cargo. The container handling will be

as per the existing rate.

5. In accordance with the consultative process prescribed, a copy each of the proposal dated 17 July 2014 and 2

August, 2014 received from the PPT was circulated to the concerned users/user organisations and Service Providers
seeking their comments. The comments received from the users/user organisations and Service Providers were
forwarded to the PPT as feedback information. The PPT has responded to the comments of the users/user organisations
vide its e-mail dated 30 September, 2014 and letter dated 20 October, 2014.

6. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the PPT was requested vide our letter dated 11 September,
2014 to furnish information/clarification on some issues. The PPT has responded vide its letter dated 30 September,
2014. While responding to the queries, the PPT has furnished a revised proposal. The queries raised by us and the
response of PPT thereon are tabulated below:

Sl. No. Queries raised by us

1. The PPT to confirm that the proposal under
reference is for fixing the common ceiling rate for
the use of HMC at the PPT, without reference to

Response by PPT
The Proposal made vide letter no EM/WS/TECH-
04/2014(485) dated 17th July, 2014 is for fixing a
common ceiling rate for the use of HMC at PPT.
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any particular service provider, as stipulated in
clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines of 2005.

(a). To arrive at the proposed hire charge of
¥ 8245 per MT, the PPT is seen to have
considered the average of the actual cargo handled
by 1 No. of HMC during the period from 2007-08
to 2013-14, as base. The deviation from normative
capacity based tariff to actual traffic based tariff
needs justification.

The deviation from normative capacity based tariff was
based on the discussion held with port users from time
to time. Further, the rate fixed in 2009 is no more
attractive for the operator for which PPT has not got any
response during last tender even thougha it was
extended 3 times.

(b). In terms of clause 7.2 of the ‘Tariff Guidelines,
2005’ and following the approach adopted by this
Authority in fixation of common ceiling tariff
under Clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines of 2005
for operation of Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) by
private operators at some of the major port trusts
like New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT), V.O.
Chidambaranar Port Trust (VOCPT) and
Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT) and in the case of
CFS-Buffer yard facility at Jawaharlal Nehru Port
Trust (JNPT), the PPT is requested to review its
proposal based on the normative capacity of the
HMC, instead of considering the past actual traffic
handled by the different service providers. In this
connection, it is noteworthy that even during the
fixation of hire charges for HMC at PPT in
December 2009, the hire charge was fixed based
on the normative capacity of the HMC as then
proposed by PPT. The same approach to be
adopted to determine the normative capacity of the
HMC.

The fresh proposal has been prepared based on the
outcome of the joint hearing held on 22.09.2014. The
revised proposal is furnished.

The PPT has given only the details of the operator
wise and yearwise cargo handled througha HMC
during the years 2007-08 to 2013-14. In this
connection, the PPT to furnish the average per day
handling rate achieved by each of the operators at
70% utilization (24 hrs * 70%=16.80 hrs) for three
broad categories of cargo viz. dry bulk, break bulk
and other cargo separately for each of the year
during the period 2007-08 to 2013-14.

The average year wise berth day handling rate achieved
by each operators at 70% utilization for three broad
categories of Cargo viz. Dry bulk, Break bulk and other
are as follows:

(A) DRY BULK CARGO
S1. | Year [Average Handling rate per day by operators
No. at 70% utilisation in Tonne /Day
JSPL |[CREW-1|Crew-2| Osl-1 | OSL-2
1. [2009-10| 8942 | 6174
2. |2010-11| 11554| 8688
3. |2011-12| 13232 11827
4. (2012-13| B/D | 9768 8076 | 9366 | 7088
5. (2013-14| 10102| 9539 8088 | 10793| 8914
(B) BREAK BULK CARGO
S1. | Year [Average Handling rate per day by operators
No.| wise at 70% utilisation in Tonne/Day
JSPL | CREW-1 |Crew-2|OSL-1| OSL-2
1 |2009-10 498
2 |2010-11 779
3 |2011-12 673
4 12012-13 609
5 |2013-14| 428 506
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(C) OTHER CARGO
SI. | Year |Average Handling rate per day by operators
No.| wise at 70 % utilisation in Tonne/Day
JSPL |CREW-1|CREW-2/OSL-1| OSL-2
1 |2009-10
2 |2010-11
3 [2011-12] 596 664
4 [2012-13] Nil 756
5 |2013-14| 526 508

However, PPT is proposing to have one HMC in each
berth with an additional HMC as standby for which the
cargo availability for individual HMC will be affected.

(a) Apart from the capital cost of one HMC at 37
crores, the PPT has added the cost towards sundry
debtors, upfront premium and spares aggregating
to ¥9.50 crores to the capital cost of HMC. In this
connection, it is relevant here to mention that apart
from the cost of the equipment (incurred upto its
installation), no other cost is factored into the
capital cost of equipment. Such an approach has
been uniformly followed while determining the
normative hire charge of HMC at various major
port trusts as listed above including in the case of
PPT (fixation of hire charge for HMC in 2009).

The revised proposal has been made based on the
outcome of the joint hearing held on 22.09.2014.

(b) Without prejudice to the above, the PPT to
furnish/clarify/justify the following:

@) The proposal of PPT is to fix tariff for
HMC based on certain norms. No norms have been
prescribed under 2005 tariff guidelines. If a
reference is drawn to the norms prescribed for
multipurpose cargo berth under 2008 upfront tariff
setting Guidelines, Miscellaneous cost under
capital cost to the tune of 5% of equipment cost is
considered to cover other cost including working
capital margin.

The PPT has also considered other
expenses at 5% of the Gross value of the
equipment. That being so, consideration of sundry
debtors and spares separately is seen to be double
counting. Therefore, the PPT to clarify the position
bringing out the basis for 2 months considered for
sundry debtors at ¥150 lakhs and spares at T50
Lakhs supported with working.

The revised proposal has been made based on the
outcome of the joint hearing held on 22.09.2014.
[However, the PPT has not ignored the Sundry Debtors
component and cost of spares component from the
capital cost of the crane as seen from the revised
proposal].

(i1) When a common tariff is required to be
fixed without reference to individual service
provider, the PPT to clarify whether consideration
of ¥750 Lakhs being the one time upfront premium
apparently quoted by one service provider fits into
the frame work of clause 7.2.

%750 lakhs had been obtained during last tendering. But,
the same has been ignored in the revised proposal as per
the directive of ministry.

While determining the hire charge of HMC at
various major port trusts as listed above including
in the case of PPT (fixation of hire charge for
HMC in 2009), the fuel cost has been considered
based on the fuel consumption of 70 litres per hour
for 4000 hours per annum. In this connection, the
PPT 1is requested to justify the basis of
consumption of 0.08 litres per tonne.

The consumption of 0.08 litres per Tonne has been
calculated from the consumption of 70 Liters per hour
taking the filling factor of 0.9, cargo density 0.8 and
cycle of 32 per hour with grab capacity of 37 CBM. The
consumption rate is reasonable and it is less as
comparison to Kandla.

The Orissa Stevedores Ltd (OSL) has stated in
their comments, a copy of which has been
forwarded to PPT that the depreciation has to be at

The observation of Orissa Stevedores Ltd on
depreciation has been taken into consideration while
calculating the revised tariff by PPT.
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18.10% as per Companies Act, 2013. The PPT to
examine the suggestion of OSL and rework the
cost of depreciation based on the provisions of the
Companies Act, 2013.

7. (a) The PPT to confirm that the rate of | The License fee has been considered for the space
licence fee considered by it in its calculation, is as | occupied by the HMC as per sl.no. 1(a) of clause no
per the prevailing Scale of Rates of PPT after | 2.13—License fee (page-20 of Scale of Rate-2011). No
applying escalation factor at the appropriate rate. | escalation factor have been considered. The amount has
The PPT to also indicate the reference of the | been increased because the actual area required for the
Licence Fees in its Scale of Rates. operation of the HMC is more than the area considered

in the proposal.
(b) As the PPT is aware, while fixing tariff | The license fee has been taken for 12 months as the area
for HMC at PPT vide tariff order dated | is acquired by HMC operators due to utilization of the
30 December, 2009, the license fee for the HMC | area as store when there is no maintenance.
for idling period of the year was considered for | Subsequently, the PPT vide its email dated 19
7 months. In this connection, paragraph | November, 2014 (page 189/c) has stated that the license
No. 12(vi)(c)(v) of the order dated 30 December, | fees is payable by the HMC operator on monthly basis
2009 may be referred. That being so, consideration | without any breakup.
of license fee for 12 months by PPT needs
justification.

8. The PPT to indicate the yearwise average | The percentage of foreign and coastal cargoes handled
percentage of foreign and coastal cargo handled by | by HMC are as follows-
the HMC during the years 2010-11 to 2013-14. St | Year | Cargohandled in T/year Percentage

No Foreign | Coastal | Total |Foreign|Coastal
1 201011 | 4011780 | 117044 | 4128824 | 97.17 | 2.83
2 p011-12 [4903255 | 69710 | 4972965 | 98.60 | 1.40
3 p012-13 [ 6922181 | 59093 | 6981274 | 99.15 | 0.85
4 P013-14 | 5719910 | 34985 | 5754895 | 99.39 | 0.61

9. (a) During the fixation of hire charge for | The performance linked hire charge of each type of
HMC in PPT in December 2009, the hire charges | cargo viz. Dry bulk, Break bulk and other as proposed is
based on the daily performance of the Crane was | enclosed.
prescribed separately for each type of cargo viz.,

Dry Bulk Cargo, Break Bulk Cargo and for Others.
In the proposal under reference and as commented
by Orissa Stevedores Limited, the PPT has
proposed a common performance based rate for all
type of cargo viz., Dry Bulk Cargo, Break Bulk
Cargo and for Others. The reason for deviating
from the approach adopted during the last fixation
of hire charge remains unexplained. The PPT to
propose performance linked hire charge separately
for each type of cargo viz., Dry Bulk Cargo, Break
Bulk Cargo and for others.
(b) The PPT has proposed to escalate the
proposed rate at 60% of the price index as
applicable to the PPP project subject to a
maximum limit of 3%. In this context, the PPT to
clarify the following:
(6] The proposal of the PPT is being | The proposal for escalation of the rate at 60% of the
considered as per the tariff guidelines of 2005. | price index as applicable to PPP projects is as per clause
That being so, the PPT to clarify whether it will be | no 2.8-Over all approach of 2008 guidelines.
appropriate to index the tariff to an extent of 60%
of the variation in price index as prescribed in
2008 guidelines.
(ii) The reason for restricting the escalation to | The subject to a maximum limit of 3% is considered to
3% to be brought out. have a ceiling on the escalation.
10. The quantity of 7000 tonnes per day has been fixed for

The hire charge of ¥82.45 per MT derived by the
port has been taken as the base for an average
output of above 7000 tonnes per day. In this
connection, it may be recalled that during the
fixation of hire charge for HMC in PPT in 2009,

convenience of the users and HMC operators to avoid
dispute. However, a few slabs have been kept in
comparison with the 2009 guide lines.
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the benchmark level of output for Dry Bulk Cargo
was prescribed at 12500 tonnes per day, 6000
tonnes for Break Bulk cargo and 3750 tonnes for
Others. Benchmarking the performance level for all
types of cargo at a lower level of 7000 tonnes per
day may be justified. As observed by VISA Steel
Limited (VSL) and the VISA Suncoke Limited
(VSCL), benchmarking the per day output at a
lower level will increase the turnaround time of the
vessels with increase in the associated cost. The
PPT to follow the approach of prescription of hire
charges for HMC with benchmarking level of
12500 tonnes for dry bulk cargo, 6000 tonnes for
steel and bagged cargo at 3750 tonnes for others,
which is uniformly followed in respect of cases for
fixation of hire charge for HMC at other major port
trusts.

11.

Inspite of request made by us vide our letter of
even number dated 23 July 2014, the PPT has not
proposed conditionalities governing the application
of proposed rates. The PPT is to propose
conditionalities governing the levy of performance
linked tariff for each type of cargo proposed to be
handled througha HMC.

The conditionalities
proposed rate are enclosed.

governing

the application of

7.

As stated above, the PPT has furnished a revised proposal. The revision is mainly seen to be to the extent of
change in the capital cost of HMC due to consideration of cost of 2 Nos. of additional grabs and change in the working
capital component, thereby resulting in changes in the operating costs which is calculated as a percentage of capital cost.
Also, the PPT has considered the rate of depreciation at 18.10% instead of 10.34% considered by it earlier.
A comparative position of the initial proposal of July 2014 and the revised proposal of September 2014 is tabulated

below:
Sr. Particulars Norms Initial proposal of July Revised proposal of
No. 2014 September 2014
T in Lakhs T in lakhs
I Cost of 100T Mobile 3700.00 3900.00
Harbour Cranes
(RLakhs) (WDYV)
(32963.70 lakh original
Other Expenses (all other Statement | Xin 950.00 in 200.00
facilities  required  for e‘;fp‘;i’;rs Lakh lakhs
operation of machine 'and T [Sundry 150.00 ls)urtl)dry‘ 150.00
includes upfront premium Debtors (2 ebtors
. . . 2
interest ~working  capital months) months)
margin) 2 |Upfront 750.00 Spares |50.00
Premium
3 |Spares 50.00 Total {200.00
Total | 950.00
Total Capital Cost 4650.00 4100.00
II Annual capacity (in 2.00 2.00
Million Tonnes)
111 Operating Cost
(a) Fuel cost (As per actual) 0.08 ltrs per 115.20 115.20
tonne Rate per
Ltr. %72/-
(b) Repairs & Maintenance cost 5% on cost of 5%%* 185.00 5%%* 195.00
@5% of Equipment cost (As mechanical 33700 lakhs 33900 lakhs
er TAMP) equipment
(©) Insurance (As per TAMP) 1% on cost of 1%*3700 lakhs| 37.00 |1%*3900 lakhs| 39.00
mechanical
equipment
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(d) Depreciation (As per TAMP) | As per norms 10.34%* 382.58 18.10% 492.60
prescribed in %3700 lakhs WDV on
Companies Act %3900 lakhs
(e) Licensee Fee As per scale of %1200 per 0.14 %1200 per 0.72
rates month*12 month*12
months months*5
(63) Other Expenses @5% of 1 5% of gross 5%* %700 lakhs| 185.00 5%* %3900 195.00
As per TAMP) fixed asset value lakhs
Total=Sl. No. (a) to (f) 904.92 1037.52
v ROCE@16% i.e., after 16% on Capital 16%* 744.00 16%* 656.00
adjustment of depreciation | employed 34650 lakhs 34100 lakhs
v Total cost plus Return on I +1v 1648.92 1693.52
Investment
VI Hire charges per shift
vl Hire charges per tonne 31648.92 lakhs/| 82.45 [%1693.52 lakhs/| 84.68
(Foreign) 2 million tonnes 2 million tonnes
VIII Hire charges per tonne 60%* 49.47 60%* 50.81
(Coastal) 82.45 384.68

8.1.

A joint hearing on the case in reference was held on

22 September,,2014 at the premises of PPT in

Bhubaneshwar. The PPT made a brief power point presentation of its proposal. At the joint hearing, the PPT and the
concerned users/organization bodies/service providers have made their submissions.

As decided at the joint hearing, the PPT was requested vide our letter dated 25 September, 2014 to take action
on some points. The PPT has responded under cover of its letter dated 30 September 2014. The points of action decided
at the joint hearing and the response of PPT thereon are tabulated below:

8.2.

uncertainty on the discharge rate considered by the PPT to
arrive at the per tonne rate for HMC. During the hearing,
the PPT had made a mention about having considered the
discharge rate of about 7000 tonnes per day. Some of the
users were of the opinion that the discharge rate of 7000
tonnes per day is less. In this context, the PPT had agreed to
review the discharge rate of the HMC. The PPT, therefore,
to review the discharge rate of the HMC considered in its
initial proposal and furnish its revised proposal.

Sl Points decided at the joint hearing Response of PPT
No.
(i) | The users present at the joint hearing had expressed | The discharge rate considered as 6000 tonnes

may be considered as 7000 tonnes as raised by
many users. This discharge rate may be
considered for arriving at a rate. However, for a
better discharge rate, the operator may be
rewarded and for a lower discharge rate, the
operator may be penalized.

(i1)

With reference to the upfront payment considered by PPT
as an item of capital cost, as agreed at the joint hearing, the
PPT to furnish a copy of the written instruction received by
it from the Ministry based on the recommendation of One
Man Committee regarding Upfront payment.

The copy of the document furnished by the PPT,
is a letter dated 24 July 2014, received by it
from the Dy. Secretary of Ministry of Shipping
(MOS), communicating the PPT about the
Action Points to be taken up by the PPT based
on the Report on Mechanisation Process at PPT.
The action point relating to the Upfront payment
as contained in the MOS letter is reproduced
below:

“Paradip Port should adopt revenue share
model with ‘penalty clauses for breakdown’ as
followed in other Major Ports in the new tender
instead of collection of upfront fees & Revenue
share or only upfront fee etc. Only revenue
share collection model may create more
competition among crane providers.”

(iii)

During the Joint hearing, the PPT had submitted that the
capital cost of ¥37 crores considered as the cost of 1 No. of
HMC is inclusive of cost of only 1 no. of grab, whereas, the
PPT would require 2 more grabs to ensure smooth
operation of HMC. The PPT had agreed to review its
proposal so as to include the cost of 2 more grabs. The PPT
to, therefore, revise the capital cost of the HMC and furnish
its revised proposal, based on the revised workings.

The observation is taken into account for revised
costing.
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9.1. After the joint hearing, the Seaways Shipping and Logistics Limited (SSLL) vide its letter dated 23 September,
2014 has furnished its comments. In the said letter, the SSLL has mentioned that during the joint hearing, the Chairman
of the Authority and Chairman of PPT had declared that the HMC charges will be ¥1000/- per container per move at
PPT, as was paid by them earlier to the HMC operators. In this context, the SSLL has requested this Authority to issue a
circular towards fixation of HMC charges for handling of containers as declared in the meeting to convince their vessel
operators.

9.2. A copy of the said letter dated 23 September 2014 was forwarded to PPT, vide our letter dated 26 September,
2014, seeking their specific comments. The PPT vide its letter dated 20 October, 2014, while responding to the
comments made by other users has mentioned that the rate on container handling througha HMC has been revised and
reflected in the revised proposal of September, 2014.

10. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the office of this Authority.
An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned parties will be sent separately to the
relevant parties. These details will also be made available at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in.

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

(6] Provision of cranage facility is one of the services listed under Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts
Act, 1963 and, therefore, the tariff for providing cranage facility needs to be regulated by this
Authority. Section 42(4) of the MPT Act read with Section 48 requires this Authority to notify the
rates in respect of identified services provided by persons authorised under Section 42(3) of the MPT
Act. In cases where the authorization arrangement under Section 42(3) is other than by way of a BOT
Concession Agreement, Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires this Authority to
fix ceiling rates for such services to be applied commonly at the concerned ports without reference to
the individual service provider. It may be recalled that such an exercise of fixing common ceiling tariff
for the use of Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) at PPT had earlier been undertaken in December 2009.
Now again, the PPT has come up with a proposal for fixation of a common ceiling rate of tariff for the
use of HMC at PPT without reference to any individual service provider. Though PPT is silent
whether its proposal is under Clause 7.2, it has to be recognised that fixation of common ceiling rate at
the Major Port Trusts is governed by Clause 7.2 of the 2005 Tariff Guidelines.

(i1) The validity of the tariff fixed in December, 2009 has expired in January 2013. The Tariff Order of
December, 2009 was fraught with litigation and the said order has been set aside by the Hon’ble High
Court of Orissa and the appeal filed by this Authority in the Hon’ble Supreme Court challenging the
Order of the Hon’ble High Court also has been dismissed. Therefore, tariff for the tariff cycle covered
by the tariff Order of December, 2009 is required to be fixed afresh as per the directions of the
Hon’ble High Court of Orissa. The proposal filed in July, 2014 is for future tariff cycle and based on
the present cost of the Crane. A new crane will maintain productivity standard, reliability and keep the
downtime to the minimum.

(iii) The PPT had initially filed its proposal in July, 2014. Subsequently, while responding to the queries
raised by us and based on the discussions held with the users/ service providers during the joint
hearing, the PPT has filed a revised proposal. As brought out earlier, the revision is mainly seen to be
to the extent of change in the capital cost of HMC due to consideration of cost of additional 2 Nos. of
grabs and change in the working capital component, thereby resulting in changes in the operating costs
which is calculated as a percentage of capital cost. Some change has also been proposed in the rate of
depreciation considered by it earlier. This revised proposal of September, 2014 alongwith the
information/ clarifications furnished by the PPT during the processing of the case is considered in this
analysis.

@iv) Clause 2.4.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005, inter alia, calls for making attempts to evolve normative
cost of each component of port operations. No specific guidelines have been laid down to fix tariff for
the use of HMC:s, either under 2005 tariff guidelines nor under 2008 tariff guidelines.

Clause 7.2 of the said tariff guidelines, under which the proposal is being considered, does not specify
any particular tariff fixing methodology but only talks about the procedural aspects of filing tariff
proposal and fixing tariff irrespective of the operator. Since separate set of norms under Clause 2.4.1.
are not evolved, the norms prescribed in the tariff guidelines of 2008 are relied upon to test the
reasonableness of the norms adopted by the PPT. It is noteworthy that such an approach has been
adopted while fixing the tariff for the use of HMC in the cases relating to fixation of tariff for HMCs
(governed by Clause 7.2 of the 2005 guidelines) at other major port trusts. The proposal of PPT is
discussed elaborately in the subsequent paragraphs.
(v) Capacity of the 100 Tonne HMC:

(a) In order to arrive at the proposed hire charge for the use of HMC, the PPT has considered the
average of the actual cargo handled by 1 no. of HMC for a period of seven years in the past
from 2007-08 to 2013-14, as base.
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(vi)

(b)

©

(d)

©)

In terms of clause 7.2 of the ‘Tariff Guidelines, 2005’ and following the approach adopted by
this Authority in fixation of common ceiling tariff under Clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines of
2005 for operation of HMC by private operators at some of the major port trusts like New
Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT), V.O Chidambaranar Port Trust (VOCPT) and Visakhapatnam
Port Trust (VPT), the PPT was specifically requested to review its proposal based on the
normative capacity of the HMC, instead of considering the past actual traffic handled by the
different service providers. In this connection, it was also pointed out to PPT that even during
the fixation of hire charges for HMC at PPT in December 2009, the hire charge was fixed
based on the normative capacity of the HMC as then proposed by PPT.

Inspite of the specific request, the PPT did not consider normative capacity of the HMC. In
view of cost escalation with efflux of time, the rate fixed in 2009 may not be attractive in the
year 2013 or 2014. But, this cannot be the ground to deviate from the fundamental approach
followed in all such cases. What transpired in the discussion, the PPT had with the users,
which is cited as one of the reasons to deviate from the normative capacity based approach,
has not been made available to this Authority. In view of this position, this Authority is not
inclined to deviate from the normative capacity based approach of fixing tariff for the HMC
uniformly followed in all such cases in other Major Port Trusts. The fixation of tariff based
on normative approach linked to performance would encourage an operator to bring
efficiency in operations and protects the users from inefficient operations.

The PPT envisages to handle three cargo categories viz., dry bulk cargo, break bulk cargo and
other cargo. However, the PPT has not considered cargo handling rate for any category of the
cargo, to determine the optimum capacity. The linkage of the proposed rate of ¥82.45 per
tonne to the per day output of above 7000 tonnes is not based on any norms or scientific
analysis but to suit the convenience of the service provider. Therefore, the handling rate of
12500 tonnes per day for dry bulk cargo, 6000 tonnes per day in respect of break bulk cargo
and 3750 tonnes per day in respect of other cargo as per the handling norms uniformly
adopted in fixation of tariff for a 100 Tonne HMC in the other Major Port Trusts are
considered in the analysis.

Considering 4000 working hours per annum as normative level of working hours (as
considered in fixation of tariff for HMC under Clause 7.2 at other Major Port Trusts) the
normative capacity of the HMC works out to 2.98 million tonnes incase of exclusive handling
of dry bulk cargo, 1.43 million tonnes incase of exclusive handling of break bulk cargo and
0.89 million tonnes incase of exclusive handling of other cargo.

Capital Cost:

(a)

(b)

©

(d)

The PPT has estimated the capital cost of the 100 tonne HMC at ¥4100 lakhs. This capital
cost consists of three components viz., cost of the HMC at ¥3700 lakhs along with one grab
of 37 cbm, cost of 2 Nos. of grabs at 200 lakhs and other expenses to cover sundry debtors
and spares to the tune of 3200 lakhs.

The documentary evidence furnished by the PPT in support of the cost of the HMC reflects
the basic cost of HMC at 3430000 Euros and transportation component to the tune of 270000
Euros with the exchange rate of T80 per Euro as considered by PPT and taking into account
the component of customs duty @ 25% on the cost of HMC, the cost of HMC is worked out
to Y3700 lakhs by the PPT.

The cost of HMC including transportation has been updated by considering an Exchange rate
of ¥77.09 per Euro, to reflect the exchange rate prevailing at the time of analysis of this case.
The customs duty is considered at 25%, as proposed by the PPT, on the updated cost of
HMC.

The PPT has not furnished documentary evidence in support of cost of grabs. However, the
cost of one grab considered at 100 lakhs is seen to be reasonable when verified with
reference to cost of grabs considered in other upfront/reference tariff cases, where use of
grabs has been envisaged. The cost of grabs is, therefore, relied upon in the analysis.

The PPT has considered other capital cost to the tune of about 200 lakhs so as to factor the
sundry debtors at T150 lakhs and cost of spares at I50 lakhs. It appears that the intention of
the PPT in this regard is to cover the working capital component. If reference is drawn to the
norm prescribed in the guidelines for multipurpose cargo terminal as well as other cargo
terminals, it provides for consideration of miscellaneous capital cost at 5% of equipment cost
to cover working capital margin and Interest during construction, among other things.
Therefore, if 5% of the estimated capital cost of ¥3765.41 is considered, it works out to
%188.27 lakhs.
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(e)

Thus, the total Capital cost of the HMC works out to ¥3953.68 lakhs as against ¥4100 lakhs
considered by the PPT.

(vii) Operating Cost.

(a)

(b)

©

Fuel:

While prescribing the hire charge for a 100 tonne HMC at the other Major Port Trusts, the
fuel consumption of 70 litres per hour per HMC for 4000 hours per annum, is considered.

The PPT in its proposal, by considering the filling factor, cargo density, grab capacity etc.,
has estimated fuel consumption to the tune of 0.08 litres per tonne. The fuel consumption
based on 0.08 litres per tonne is reported to be less than the fuel consumption envisaged based
on 70 litres per hour, by PPT.

The Orissa Stevedores Limited (OSL) and Utkal Chamber of Commerce and Industry (UCCI)
have expressed inadequacy of the fuel consumption considered by the PPT.

In this connection, considering the consumption of 70 litres per hour, as is considered in other
HMC cases, it works out to a consumption of about 0.09 litres per tonne (70 litres per hour/
744 tonnes per hour) in respect of dry bulk cargo, 0.19 litres per tonne (70 litres per hour/357
tonnes per hour) in respect of break bulk cargo and 0.31 litres per tonne (70 litres per hour/
223 tonnes per hour) in respect of other cargo. Thus, as rightly brought out by PPT, these
consumption norms are seen to be higher than the consumption of 0.08 litres per tonne
considered by the PPT.

In this regard, it is relevant here to mention that the HMC at PPT is envisaged to handle all
types of cargo i.e. dry bulk cargo, break bulk cargo and other cargo. In such scenario, when
the HMC is used exclusively to handle dry bulk cargo, the consumption of 0.08 litres per
tonne considered by the PPT may be appropriate. However, if the HMC is deployed
exclusively to handle break bulk cargo or other cargo, the consumption of 0.08 litres per tonne
considered by the PPT may not be sufficient. In view of this position, it is felt appropriate to
consider the fuel consumption of 70 litres per hour per HMC for 4000 hours per annum, as
uniformly considered at other Major Port Trusts for similar cases.

Generally, for estimating the fuel cost, the cost of normal High Speed Diesel (HSD) is
considered. During the consultation proceedings relating to fixing tariff for HMC in PPT, in
compliance to the directions of the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa, some of the service
providers had then submitted that they use premium diesel for HMC operations, which is
costlier than the normal HSD, which was not objected by the PPT. In such a scenario, it is felt
appropriate to consider the prevailing rate of premium diesel at ¥60.83 per litre, to arrive at
the fuel cost.

Repairs and Maintenance cost, Insurance cost and Other Expenses are estimated at 5%, 1%
and 5% of the capital cost of the HMC by PPT, which is seen to be in line with the
percentages considered for estimating the above said expenses, while fixing tariff for the use
of HMC at other major port trusts. The PPT is not seen to have considered the component of
the Miscellaneous Capital cost while arriving at the above said expenses. In our analysis, the
component of the Miscellaneous Capital cost is also considered while determining the above
mentioned expenses.

Depreciation:

Responding to the observation made by the Orissa Stevedores Ltd. (OSL), the PPT, in its
revised proposal has considered depreciation at 18.10%, reportedly based on the provisions of
the Companies Act, 2013. The PPT has, however, not quoted the reference to the relevant
provision of the Companies Act, 2013, based on which it has arrived at the depreciation rate
of 18.10%.

In this connection, it is relevant here to mention that during the disposal of the proposal
received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) for fixation of Reference tariff for the use of
HMC, the CHPT had then submitted that the provisions as per the Companies Act, 2013
(Schedule 1II of section 123 Part C(K) (2) and notes under Serial No. 6 of the Companies Act
2013), suggest that the useful life of heavy lift equipment be considered as 20 years. This
translates to a depreciation rate of 5% per annum. However, the Act also suggests that the
depreciation rate be increased by 100% of existing rate in case of a three shift operation. This
would mean that the depreciation rate of 5% gets doubled to 10%. Accordingly, the
depreciation in the case of HMC was considered at 10% of capital cost of the HMC.

In the absence of indication of the relevant provision of the Companies Act, 2013, based on
which PPT has arrived at the depreciation rate of 18.10%, this Authority is not in a position to
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(viii)

(ix)

(x)

(xi)

(xii)

(xiii)

consider depreciation at 18.10% per annum. It is, therefore, considered at 10% per annum
based on the reference furnished by the CHPT then.

(d) Licence fee:

The licence fee for port land is to be estimated based on the rates prescribed in the Scale of
Rates (SOR) of the respective Major Port Trusts. Licence fee has been estimated by the PPT
for an area of 500 sq. metres of land area at the rate of I12/- per sq. metre per month for a
period of 12 months. The requirement of the area of 500 sq. mtr as estimated by PPT is relied
upon. With reference to the rate of license fee the PPT has stated to have considered the
License fee as prescribed in the prevailing scale of rates of the port and the port has not
considered the escalation factor in the licence fee.

The reason for not considering escalation factor by the PPT to arrive at the licence fee
prevailing during the year 2014 remains unexplained. Further, it is not clear as to the year
from when the rate of ¥12/- per sq. metre is being implemented by the PPT, as the general
revision proposal of PPT in the past i.e. 2011 as well as 2007 (when this Authority has
disposed the general revision proposals of PPT), reflect the rate of licence fee at ¥12/- per sq.
metre. The position prior to the year 2007 is not available.

In view of the above position, the rate of I12/- per sq. metre per month is considered in the
analysis as estimated by the port, without considering escalation factor. Since the prescription
in the existing SOR is ¥12/- per sq.mtr., the payment of license by the service provider to the
port will be at this level only.

Since the license fee is payable by the operator without any break, as confirmed by the port,
the license fee is considered for the entire period of 12 months in the analysis, instead of
7 months idle period of the HMC generally considered while disposing HMC cases of other
major port trusts including the PPT HMC Order of December 2009.

Return on Capital Employed is allowed at 16% of the estimated capital cost of the HMC.

Thus, the annual revenue requirement, which is the sum total of the annual operating cost and the

return on the capital employed, works out to ¥1633.91 lakhs, as against the revenue requirement of

31693.52 lakhs, estimated by the PPT.

As per policy direction of the Government, concessional tariff is to be prescribed for coastal cargo

(other than thermal coal and POL including crude oil, iron ore and iron ore pellets) not exceeding 60%

of the normal cargo/vessel related charges. The government policy of allowing concessional rate for

coastal cargo is binding on PPT as well as this Authority. Therefore, it is not possible to fix a common
rate for foreign cargo and costal cargo, as requested by the OSL. In any case, the concession allowed
on Coastal cargo is built into the calculation of rate for foreign cargo. From the details furnished by the

PPT, it is seen that the average ratio of foreign and coastal cargo handled by the HMC during the years

2010-11 to 2013-14 works out to 98.71 : 1.29. This position is considered.

Thus, considering the normative capacity of the HMC at 2.98 million tonnes incase of exclusive

handling of dry bulk cargo, 1.43 million tonnes incase of exclusive handling of break bulk cargo and

0.89 million tonnes incase of exclusive handling of other cargo and based on the Annual revenue

requirement of ¥1633.91 lakhs and based on the ratio of foreign and coastal cargo, the per tonne rate

works out to I55.18 per MT for Dry Bulk Cargo, ¥114.97 per MT for Break Bulk Cargo and ¥183.95
per MT in respect of Other cargo, as against the rate of I84.68 per MT for Dry Bulk Cargo, ¥176.11
per MT for Break Bulk Cargo and ¥281.95 per MT for Other cargo, as proposed by the port.

The difference in rate approved by this Authority and proposed by the PPT is mainly attributable to

difference arising due to consideration of the normative capacity based approach based on the

approach uniformly adopted by this Authority in the disposal of similar cases of other major port trusts
as compared to the approach considered by PPT of basing its calculations on the actual/estimated
traffic.

(a) It is relevant here to mention that the PPT in addition to proposing of rates for handling Dry
Bulk Cargo, Break Bulk Cargo and Other cargo, has also proposed the rate for handling of
containers by HMC at I2000/- per container in its revised proposal of September, 2014.
However, the PPT has not furnished any basis or workings to arrive at the rate for handling
containers by the HMC, from the revenue requirement pertaining to HMC.

(b)  In this connection, it is relevant to recall here that recently, this Authority vide its Order
No. TAMP/25/2013-MOPT dated 04 August 2014 has fixed tariff for handling of containers by
a 100 tonne HMC. With regard to normative capacity of handling containers by a 100 tonne
HMC, for the reasons mentioned in the said Order, the handling rate of 20 moves per hour per
HMC was relied upon. Considering the same handling rate of 20 moves per hour and based on
4000 hours of operation of an HMC in the instant case, the normative capacity of the HMC at
PPT works out to 80000 containers incase of exclusive handling of containers. Further,
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(xiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

©

(d)

considering the revenue requirement of ¥1633.91 lakhs, as already discussed in the preceding
paragraph, the rate for handling a container by HMC works out to about ¥2042/-.

However, this cannot be prescribed as it is, for the reason that the share of various types of
containers comprising of different categories and sizes of containers i.e. laden and empty, 20’/
40’ and above 40’ containers in TEUs handled, hazardous, over dimensional, would have a
bearing on the revenue requirement. For example, the handling charges for one 40’ container
will be 1.5 times that for the 20’ container, the handling charges for one above 40’ container
will be 2 times that for the 20’ container, handling rate for hazardous containers will be 1.25
times of the normal container. In the absence of any such analysis made available by the PPT, it
is not found possible to prescribe rates for handling of containers by the HMC at PPT. Further,
as stated earlier, the rate for handling of containers by HMC at ¥2000/- per container has been
proposed by the port in its revised proposal of September 2014. As a result, the users/service
providers are unaware of such a proposal. In view of the overall position, the PPT is advised to
file a well analysed proposal, if it so desires, to arrive at the rate for handling various types of
containers (within the normative capacity of 80000 containers) by the HMC based on the
revenue requirement of ¥1633.91 lakhs, as already assessed.

During the proceedings relating to the case in reference as also mentioned by the PPT in its
draft Scale of Rates, it has been brought out by some users/service providers that the HMC
operators at PPT are currently charging ¥1000/- per container for handling containers. This
Authority has so far not prescribed any rate for handling of containers by the HMC at PPT. The
basis for the said levy is not known. The PPT is, therefore, advised to refrain from levying any
charges or allow levy of any charges by the service provider, which does not have the approval
of this Authority.

No declaration was made either by this Authority or by the PPT at the joint hearing that the
HMC charge will be ¥1000/- per container per move at the PPT, as claimed by the SSLL. When
sought specific comments of PPT in this regard, the PPT has also not confirmed any such
declaration but simply stated that it has proposed rate for container handling in its revised
proposal of September 2014.

Based on the above position, the cost statement furnished by the PPT has been modified. The modified
cost statement is attached as Annex.

(a)

(b)

()

(d)

Clause 5.9 of the 2005 Guidelines calls for linking tariff to the benchmark levels of
productivity, providing incentive for better performance and disincentive for performance
below the benchmark levels. Accordingly, performance linked tariff has been prescribed not
only at PPT but also at other major port trusts where the use of HMC is envisaged based on
deployment of HMC by the service providers. The tariff has been prescribed for each type of
cargo i.e. dry bulk cargo, break bulk cargo and other cargo, by taking into account the base
performance level at 12500 tonnes per day, 6000 tonnes per day and 3750 tonnes per day
respectively, based on the handling rates considered while determining the normative
capacity.

In its proposed Scale of Rates furnished by the PPT alongwith its revised proposal of
September 2014, the PPT has proposed performance linked charges based on the base
performance level of 7001-9000 tonnes per day in respect of dry bulk cargo, 3501-5500
tonnes per day in respect of break bulk cargo and 2001-4000 tonnes per day in respect of
other cargo. For any increase in the performance level above the base level, the PPT has
proposed a flat 5% increase in the base rates and for any reduction in the performance level
below the base level, the PPT has proposed a flat 5% reduction in the base rates. The base
performance level proposed by PPT is not supported by any analysis.

As discussed earlier, the output norm of 12500 tonnes for dry bulk cargo, 6000 tonnes per day
for break bulk cargo and 3750 tonnes per day for other cargo has been considered to arrive at
the base rate. Therefore, the cutoff point is also required to be linked to the normative level of
handling rate for each type of cargo, as stated above.

With regard to prescription of incentive for better performance, a 5% increase at the level
proposed by the PPT and that also prevailing in the existing scenario is retained. However,
with regard to prescription of disincentive for under performance, if the rate for performance
below the benchmark level is prescribed, it may lead to the HMC operator not in a position to
recover the estimated annual revenue requirement, thereby putting the operator into a
disadvantageous position. Thus, it is felt appropriate that irrespective of performance below
the base level, the HMC operator should be in a position to atleast recover the base rate
pertaining to the specific cargo category. In view of this position, no rate at reduced level is
prescribed for any reduction in the performance level below the base level.

The general notes proposed by the PPT, which are found to be in consonance with the general notes
approved for similar cases at other Major Port Trusts, are approved.
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(xvii)  The proposal of the PPT to index the proposed rate to the whole sale Price Index (WPI) to the extent of
60% of the WPI, capping such indexation to 3% per annum is based on 2008 guidelines. Since the
proposal for fixation of tariff for HMC is processed under 2005 tariff guidelines, it is not found
possible to approve the proposed arrangement.

12.1.  In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of mind, this Authority
approves to replace the following provision in place of the existing provision contained at Section 2.15(B) in the

existing Scale of Rates of PPT in Chapter — II, Cargo related charges:

“2.15(B) Charges for use of 100 Tonne Harbour Mobile Crane installed by the private operators:
(6] For Dry Bulk Cargo
Average daily crane Ceiling rate per tonne
performance (in?)
in Metric T
(in Metric Tonne) Foreign Coastal
12500 55.18 33.11
12501-13500 57.94 34.77
13501 — 14500 60.70 36.42
Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes and for the 2nd thousand tonnes
the rate was enhanced to 110% of the base rate. The same methodology
shall also be adopted to calculate the rate beyond 14500 tonnes.
(i) For Break Bulk Cargo
Average daily crane Ceiling rate per tonne
performance (in3)
(in Metric Tonne) Foreign Coastal
6000 114.97 68.98
6001-7000 120.72 72.43
Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes. The same methodology shall
also be adopted to calculate the rate beyond 7000 tonnes.
(iii) For Other cargo
Average daily crane Ceiling rate per tonne
performance (in3)
in Metric T
(in Metric Tonne) Foreign Coastal
3750 183.95 110.37
3751-4750 193.14 115.89
Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes. The same methodology shall
also be adopted to calculate the rate beyond 4750 tonnes.
Notes:
(6))] The formula for calculation of average berth-day output is as follows:-

Total Quantity loaded/unloaded by HMC X 24 hrs.

Total time taken from vessel commencement to completion

(i1) According to the average berth-day output for the vessel from commencement to completion
of loading/discharge of cargo, the appropriate rate of crane hire charge will be chosen for
recovery from Port users for the full quantity of cargo loaded/discharged.
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(iii) If one HMC works with another HMC or ELL crane/s, the Berth-day output for the crane will
be ascertained on the basis of the quantity as recorded by the HMC’s load meter.

>iv) In case of breakdown of the crane for more than one hour till the vessel leaves the berth, the
quantity handled by HMC will be determined taking into account cargo loaded/discharged
prior to break-down divided by crane working hours and multiplied by 24.

) In case of stoppages of operation of HMC for more than two hours at a stretch for reasons not
attributable to the HMC, appropriate allowance will be allowed to the crane while calculating
the total time of crane operation in the vessel. Stoppages of HMC for less than 2 hours will
not be taken into consideration for the above purpose. No allowance will be allowed for
stoppages attributable to the HMC. All stoppages in loading/unloading operations during
working of HMC are required to be certified by the Stevedore of the vessel in the daily vessel
performance report.

(vi) In case shifting of a vessel becomes necessary due to breakdown/non-performance of HMC,
the shifting charges of the vessel from berth to anchorage will be recovered from the crane
operator in addition to a penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees one lakh ) only. The shifting
charges so recovered will be refunded to the vessel’s agent while the penalty will be retained
by the Port.

(vii) In case of dispute on the average output, the decision of the Port Trust will be final and
binding.”

12.2.  The rate approved shall come into effect after expiry of 30 days from the date of notification of the Order in the
Gazette of India and shall remain in force for a period of three years. The approval accorded would automatically lapse
unless specifically extended by this Authority.

12.3.  As per clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines, the rate approved by this Authority for Harbour Mobile Crane is a
ceiling rate and will apply commonly at the port for identical facility/ service offered at the port without reference to any
particular service provider. As per Clause 7.3. of the tariff guidelines, the Port Trust should ensure by suitably including
a necessary condition in the authorization arrangement that the authorized service providers do not charge more than the
prescribed ceiling rates.

T.S. BALASUBRAMANIAN, Member (Finance)

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

ANNEX

CALCULATION SHEET TO ARRIVE AT THE PER TONNE HANDLING RATE FOR THE 100 TONNE
MOBILE HAROUR CRANE AT PARADIP PORT TRUST

(Rs. in lakhs)

SL Description Estimates furnished in the Revised Estimates as moderated by
No. proposal of PPT dated 29.09.2014 TAMP
I Optimal capacity
Dry Break Other
Bulk Bulk Cargo
Cargo Cargo
@) Cargo Share - 100% 100% 100%
(ii) Cargo Handling rate in tonnes per day - 12500 6000 3750
(ii) Cargo Handling rate in tonnes per hour - 744 357 223
(iv) Total Working Hours in a year - 4000 4000 4000
) No. of HMCs considered - 1 1 1
(vi) Individual cargo capacity (i*ii*iv¥v) - 2976190 1428571 892857
(vii) | Annual Handling capacity (in lakh Tonnes) 20 29.76 14.29 8.93
(viii) | Annual Handling capacity (in Million tonnes) 2.00 2.98 143 0.89
I CAPITAL COST
@) Cost of 100T Mobile Harbour Cranes With 2 Nos. of 2,960.00 2,852.33
Grab
PPT- (€ 3430000+ € 270000)* Rs. 80
TAMP-(€ 3430000+ € 270000)* Rs. 77.09
(ii) Cost of additional 2 Nos. of Grabs 200.00 200.00
(iii) Custom Duty @ 25% of cost of HMC 740.00 713.08
@iv) Miscellaneous Capital Cost (PPT — Rs. 200 lakhs) 200.00 188.27
(TAMP - 5% of Capital cost)
TOTAL of II (i+ii) 4,100.00 3,953.68
I OPERATING COST PER ANNUM
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@) Fuel Cost :
(PPT - 0.08 Ltrs per tonne* Rate per ltr Rs. 72 * 20 115.20 170.32
lakh Tonnes) (TAMP - 70
Itr per hour* ¥60.83 rate per Itr * 4000 hours)
(ii) Maintenance & Repair: 195.00 197.68
(PPT - @ 5% on Equipment cost)
(TAMP - @ 5% on Equipment cost)
(iii) | Insurance @ 1% on Capital cost 39.00 39.54
@iv) Depreciation: 492.60 395.37
(PPT - 18.10% of WDV of Capital cost)
(TAMP - 10% of Capital Cost)
). License fee 0.72 0.72
(PPT & TAMP - Rs. 12/- per sq.mtr per month * 500
sq.mtr * 12 months)
(vi) Other expenses @ 5% of Capital Cost 195.00 197.68
Total Operating Cost (Sum i to vi) 1,037.52 1,001.32
v Return on Capital Employed @ 16% 656.00 632.59
A\ Estimated Annual Revenue Requirement:
(a) Total Operating Cost 1,037.52 1,001.32
(b) Return on Capital Employed 656.00 632.59
(c) Total Revenue Requirement 1,693.52 1,633.91
VI Cost per MT Dry Brea | Other Container Dry Break Other
Bulk k Cargo Bulk Bulk Cargo
Cargo Bulk Cargo Cargo
Carg
0
(a) Total Annual Requirement (F in lakhs) 1,693.52 1,633.91 1,633.91 1,633.91
(b) Capacity 2000000 2976190 | 1428571 892857
(c) Cost Per MT
(i) Foreign 84.68 176.1 | 281.95 2000.00 55.18 114.97 183.95
1
(ii) Coastal - - - - 33.11 68.98 110.37
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