W ﬁa‘ flb TS 33004/99

REGD. NO 13 1..-33004/99

!erl wvie’l -

The (‘Sazette of 3 o)nd;a

.// \""
FXTRAORD]NARY s t/ -~ c-
,._‘.
U [ —T0Y 4 =y .
PART IIl—Section 4 CT l ( »
iR ¥ R ¢ V7
N . wto
L PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY W ' -
€ 201] ‘ 7§ yeett, YA, Raamit 27, 2002,/3N1%a 5, 1924
No. 2011 ) NEW DELHI, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 2002/ASVINA 5, 1924
TETUAT WY WIidERtur
arferger

¥ feeeh, 27 T, 2002

H. Fradt/ 11,2002~ — FeTae = afufram ) w111 % el i S 5w ey 5 s
T T TR FY[EH WIFO TRl Hers STRENTAR HIT W1 T age 5y =1 @ Hreyes & TaEe i gemie
U I W W wH T e A I w0 F f B weme e (sfream) m fa. mmﬂqawﬁﬂm‘%ﬁ
A T B

Tt
nraem ¥, FheeAdt, 11/2002-ErdET
Ho weXelge SUEE (3frea) o, fav, e
LEIC
ettt aae = (A weadt
R

(fadsr, 2002 % 209 &7 Wfta fear mam)

WWWmmwmmﬁm%mmmwm#@%mﬂmwm
& H ¥ fAu A wtene yewts (vven) W fa. grT e e enarde @ defda ¥

2.1, ¥ s, 20 & 7R S ¥ f Wﬁmﬁmwmmﬂﬁmmaﬁmrﬁﬁ—

(i) o =gra/fren e e | aet e’ T e

(i) Tt R Sveran e Wl wnt wfafi s & g enaEe’ W RER

(iii) oTd &I i =)

2.2 A IEORgATE ¥ fob T wiivERor % e afem v o sl # ey ® vy gaff @ v g
¥ & fore T ferdyl wiepan ot X 33 & oTIER aHe e ¥ |

3. IO AT WYEE AN & w0 H e fi e o7 ol freifia fhrem-feef s w sten s s
refemd WY T oft | eft g el Y T 7 ovwar 3 ¥ oy e T w wep g oft Prfad Y T o)

4. OO T fan faar v s W TEd, Wird TR (Y af e garer) 3 o199 famien o foea, 2002 % 99 H
HraTT-14019/36/2001-Yreft BRI S Wikrsor sl HETe =ar sfufram &) w111 % s fifa e S e & e ufas
3034 (172002 (1)




2 ‘ THE GAZETTE OF TND]A FXTRAORDINARY [ParT III—QFC 4]

ﬂmwﬁmﬁvmwawmmmﬂwmlww sﬂwmuﬁ)mwwmaﬁuﬁqqa;mm#
ﬂ*ﬂ?mﬂmc‘vﬁﬁﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬁwﬁawﬁﬁlwﬁhmvﬂm#maﬂ?ﬁ?mﬁn}ﬁmw%ﬁwﬁw*m111
# Aty o ' <fifa g mﬁ&mmﬁmmﬁatﬁm@wmﬂﬁwﬁ%aﬁ%mﬁ%qﬁ%mﬁ&mm
wﬁm#mmﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁm
“ﬁ 5. wg%qﬁ#wmaﬁ:ﬁwaﬂﬂﬁmf‘&?m%mw Y WG h% TCHN GIG: AT % T W TET W TR
,gw%t
" 6. TUW HROQ, wﬁﬂxﬁaﬁmaw@mwaﬁnﬁwﬁﬁmﬁw S e
a}-ﬂfma:amaﬁ TR 3 e, = i s
U‘-H‘r mnﬁ.&:nﬂ

[forao 111/1V /1437200273780 ]

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 27th September, 2002
No.TAMP/11/2002-TPT .— In compliance of a direction issued by the Government of India under Section 111 of
the Major Port Trusts Act, the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby closes the case relating to the representation made
by the M/s. Sterlite Industires (India) Pvt. Ltd. Jor'adjustment in wharfage levied on copper concenlrate and introduction of
volume discount scheme in the Scale of Rates of the Tuticorin Port Trust as in the Order appended hereto.

SCHEDULE
Case No. TAMP/11/2002-TPT
M/s. Sterlite Industires (India) PvL. Ltd. - Applicant
Vs.
The Tuticorin Port Trust Respondent
ORDER '

(Passed on this 20th day ot Scptember, 2002)

This case relates to a representation made by M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) Pvt. Ltd. for adjustment in wharfage
levied on copper concenlrate and introduction of volume discount scheme in the Scale of Rates of the Tuticorin Port Trust,

2.1. So far, the regulatory intervention vf this Authority ‘to frame Scale of Rates” has been taken to encompass the
following routes :

(i)  Consideration of a ‘proposal’ received from a Port Trust/Private Terminal.

(i)  Consideration of a ‘representation” received from a port user or a representative body of port users.

(1) Initiation of action suo motu.

2.2. It is noteworthy that the Transaction of Business Regulations of this Authority have also been framed
accordingly with an emphasis on a consultative process to promote participation in the proceedings of the greatest number
of interested parties.

3. The representation in reference was registered as a tariff case and processed further following the consultative
procedure prescribed. A port level joint hearing was also set up to give an opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

4. Before this case could be taken up for final consideration, the Government of India (in the Ministry of Shipping)
vide its communication No.PR-14019/36/2001-PG dated 9th September, 2002 has issued a ‘policy direction® to this Authority
under Section 111 of the MPT Act to refrain in future from entertaining representations made by individual parties, as this
Authority has no power of adjudication in individual cases under the provisions of the MPT Act. This direction has been
issued despite this Authority’s argument that the scope of Section 111 ibid covers issue of directions on ‘question of
policy’ and any dispute about jurisdiction can only be seen to be a legal issue having no scope for resolution through a
policy direction. |

5. In terms of the provisions of Section 111 of the MPT Act®this Authority is bound by the directions on questions
of policy given by the Central Government.

. 6 Tor the reasons given above, this Aythority is unable to take up the representation in reference for final
consideration. In the result, the case m reterence is closed, as directed by.the Government, for want of jurisdiction.

S.SATHYAM, Chairman
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