Wt v de wer-33004/99 REGD.NO.D.L.-33004/99

Che Gazette of Fndia

| T T —TE 4
PARTIIE—Section4

Wi ¥ v -
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY '

& 0] ' ¢ T, AEE, WA 2, 2005 /909 13, 1926 |
No. 10} ~ NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 200SMAGHA 13, 1926

re— e—
— — —

RETUHT WY WY -
s
s, 28 90, 2005

H. EIEHT/ 14 /2004~ — WETTA < SH, 1963 (1963 138 ) 1 UK 48 FRY Ve WRTal
T I T T WA WOH RO, TR TG T TS T W i 5.0(22) ¥ o sne a

T SR 3 SR AT TE T

e m - ' | B

e . Srpandt 11472004 -GS

S8
(ST 2005 & 20 9 R i)

TE TERV GRS W AR (R % 29w Y arn 2.1 (22) & o deem % O 00 @ ot g
TR B AT T R | '

241. W 7 ¥ AR ¥ T R T A s A W yarf devner A i g o o
T & w1 e Romr & | e A 9 TRam & e X PrefaRee g frgat e &

W g o fefis (vadiive) o @9 ol fade $98 & mem 9 Pl s o1 e 4
TR 28 A= AR S i Refew o o wraede (am serem) ot 8 & | oy, o
Bl % g It Prif oen sRRE E | )

i) AR B (37 AR 3% 9o) ¥ Frg fF e v X e
() I EAAE - 0.5% (Pafw =)
(o) Pl PRRAX-  0.5% (T AR )
M Wrerafae-  0.5% @A @A)

345 GI/2005 ' (1}



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY Pt II—SEc. 4]

22.

i

et ke | PRI TR ¥ TERE 95X WIST <9 Y ger e € 3 e YET A A AR

T Y T ST B ZR & A T Sren wde o B wew B

mwm&wmmmméﬁwfmmﬁﬁwﬁmm%mw
71 R gRT B IEw S a0 WA ek It g )

VI, T, e Sent I 4R AR b e Y e e AR Re g TR
T TR aa & e B o s, S9ReT SiR SR & wri B |

a4 2002-03 % fre W7 § W ) 3Ry wrel 604 FeRm & ot sl #e 1o Frad 5T oR ol wewH
B TR W AR B9 5§ et oA ¥ gy 7 T Bl 1ewE o 9 a9 FEER
TR o S &

() T g (Fyaf /7 swam) <. o0 wfa <3
(@) ¥4 2 (Frala / s 5. 400- ol za

T B SE 9 % o W, 1 ) PR wdnm 0 smeia e & wiE W SwRy
(arfrvam ) o=l 3 v & Walig ot o el R o { e e § e @ 6 afifaa
F A8 A ot AR 7 oo Y s W g H B gl B

T TR R B, aﬂm&ﬁsaﬁuﬁmaﬁmmﬂa oAt & 8 @azﬂﬁzé?mﬁaﬁs@ﬂﬂ
GivEaall

et & = Tew Y T % 7w W 30 Rrarax 2003 A 5 Yow ¥ ot s Ran ¥
ard 1S T ofem B e T T IR TEE T ST / T SRS B

mﬁﬁ!ﬁﬁﬁaﬁmﬁfmﬁﬁraﬁmﬂmwsﬂ | e WPt TR @ ur fewtr gRgre el % w1 i
LR E R R

A

mammmm&a 72 T =Y e TR 7T e ! ﬁmmﬁmaﬁmﬁ

ﬁﬁm%wmﬁmﬁmwv%ﬁaﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁqeﬂwﬂaﬁ%ﬁﬁ? } Y8 TR
Qftrifas R T A P &

5,

i}

i)

T S UE BT B YR 3 FAT A 8 arafie R & o owdraetet g o v
TR & SFARE |

3] ARG BRI (g69 3l 3 Tom) & arata Ylte HEaaRo < 39 or R AR 8 wad § W 9
i faffde =l & sl g Al o ond el STt o aga Bfm €

T Y TR Xl 1wy SR W A B & fay Srratelt O wEni O S By |
TS TEEvE  fae g e e en; Ry onll 9% BE Ta SRR A g 8

7T @ Al e R, e Q frafafes sfofte gaent 7w 27 o1 g fen e,

g 7 A RS o T A IR R

E: ok

o= | | R =

{i}

TR < TR O e SR e 9

_ o Wi
a9 2002-03 § v 31 Sl vl ot 3ihad JTac Y 684

™
frR ¥ | oM g9 @R TRk s g1 @ & | Me o o) den #1670 Mz N ) 9 s agd ek

FAT-oF gEEE B fay N P & fau
STl FSE Y B S FE R far e T
B | Rty &) W A A JewE & gorn #
=1 & g FET & TN e @ @6T |© Al
ATH] 4 WHdl © § 59 <A1 8 WS W Ry it 684
2. THF T JE ST AT &1 BRIV WK fin
B

o, 3 el § < o1 giifves &7 & fag awm anee

qe foren o |

W RE 0 Y | T | Ml b H L

'L



[ T I—re 4] I T AOTTT ;ST
@ - mﬁaﬂﬁiﬂmaﬂms—oﬁsmm I ANT Y FAAER & _
Tril A T T JE B AR R Weafra A 1 |y R sgsed 79 dagm
& | ad 2003-04 SR 2004-05 (3rFF) ¥ Y Rev ARIEYE et Agege
& B ¥ BF e IR T e g e | 2003-04 823 72t
YERT B G T IEH H WY | ©l 200405
(HEUA
SR 05)

®) | oforr d aRa 100% Sums ouR &9 9
@) | fed 7 a6l ¥ st & vl J At
oy |

I IR AR T 7000/~ TR W AR T, 1200/-
et rll 2B foga oo Y & W |

JURIS SURerd, A8 Ak SR B ard o 100%
form T & 1 v 3 v 9eR 2R od T AR
3% AT '

I Hiew 78 ¥ T AR R A B IR B, 7000/ GRY
el TF SO H A7ER § | ¥ TR, Riw @
HEFHT 8 e/ 3o B Ry wRy wrell SueReht o) A
1 VeI P A6 HA 3 forg ofy v s AR g |

e . 20/ 9f BT, O D rarra Y O 8
feard | -

(@

(M | ReE 3 e v, 20- YR We B sErE
W A RS 3 ol % arefie & wed &

3hfec e e =g

6. T TR R 7 R 2004 3 90 B OReR v W G arii T o | O 3
Prffma e T " | |
0] uE e Y W Regwr
RS |
) TEemaR T X AR AT T 9 AR IR R erirrew! wIEr o & A B !

mm;ﬁwnﬁﬁmmﬁaaﬁaﬁqkﬁmwmmaaﬂm

7 ¥ e 2 e e e 7 R & ek & e v e | 8 o e
eﬂqwgaagﬂaréﬁmuﬁmﬁmwmaimmmﬁawaﬂmﬂﬂﬁw@lammmaﬂw

wany tariffovthonty oro 3§ o gy 24

AT

3 TR ST RO o e e i < P R o 2

Rt / mewﬁwmm%mmWWW'W% 8
S I T W, e o7 ) ER- Ja-are R 2 o da wrer TR o vee - Al b
FIER P 7561 B mitmRe o R Hheg 2 | :

R S I r Pria = ag IR g sgwhie Rty od 200203 9 Wi Ry wieh aae
e 7Y el & | e, S0 g srege R 0 Rrawer ) e e & Py o 2003-04 3 w1k o Wt
I Sfveres 79 2002-03 3 AT (39 ) ST TR AT L | 78T T B 78 2004-05 4 wBet 7 M
mﬁwﬁﬂﬂmsﬁmwgwa@qﬁ,mmﬁmmﬁmmmmya
aftrm 8 ol & 1 9% frare o o o D SR 98 & R wfer ¥ Serewar W AR 4T B §T
f 2003-04 % et fae 1 sl S e TR SR O AT PR T SR R TR & |

e N & £ I gy Rrener sv- e ad 2002-00 X BaR ¥ | ER T 4 9RR 4 T e
sir-arr 3 i i g = e & 1 39T B g, W g1 G o 1€ s g Tead 2003-04
% a3 3¢ & wr R R T d |

T A wpe firm & e ol % wed) yaws % g Fore eraw ap W R 5 e S, 98 wdw
Rt 3 e Bt S I ST drel A (e R 1% 1200/ YRy wrel Svaeer A w2 Ay A
wRad fER femr g |

mtmmﬂsﬁwm#maﬁ#ﬂﬁmﬁtﬁmmaﬁﬂm&mwmwﬁ
ﬁmm%mmwmﬁmﬁmmm&mmz }

ﬁaimzm@waﬁﬁmm-m%aﬁmﬂ#wmm@m W yarafe s
o W AR sy 1 3ifaer AR F foag SERIT T W e 3 wre R & 15 198 1 verafs
mﬁmwﬁmmmmmﬁlmaﬂamﬁﬁmﬁwmm
TR _

@ -

{ii} (M}
()

{1}

(=)



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Parr —Sec. 4]

G A SR @ AT AR, TER 3 dem, e R e ae St gt yimed Bt ag
& s T T R fo 3 | SRR W G Sar T Y, TR Seeeh @ @ v 9 5
iR ol s she = € wduE ToRg AR SR W S B TR R | 4E TR 5YE §E <l
TearRer & SFERA B AR S HER W AR TR & WS A Y j adur gemEnRa o 4, frd A
mmm%wmqﬁm%aﬁmﬁagﬁ%mﬁwaﬁaﬁmmﬁﬁmﬁﬁm
PRy B wa e ¥ ) wafr @ | 48 v S B Q) gu A de A1 v 200 3R e W PriRa B0
¥ T e 7 A T T T | 5 A0 & s 9 A ) W T A g AR 3E
mﬂgﬁﬁi@mﬂﬁﬂﬁaﬂﬁﬁﬁ%m@aﬂﬂﬁﬁaﬁmm.wmﬁmm
TaE 1E Rerfy 9 Wi f v} | Tl 4 SeaE BRI Aaq B 5 T yges ® P @
gdn TR =TI AT i 9 ¢ =& oed) | e B 5T SR o & fer g Bl Y
e AR aifE T AR TR A omaRT g g S w8 W Ty | Yrore ST T TR
) TR Y ohrr Alv T SR e el ¥ Rree dem A e B A B 1 SICE, FEAE
a@ﬁﬂhmﬁm@%v@ﬁaﬁ@aﬁﬁsmwmqﬁtmaﬁmaﬂm%iwﬁaﬁ
Wﬁ«@mﬁﬁwmﬁmiwﬂwmﬁmﬁmwmitfmﬁﬁmﬁ
v il Aot 3 ararara 3 Rl eeRart P ) @ g @R | T e, UE 6 o A R
%Wﬁgﬂmﬁﬁmﬁnﬁ@m@sﬁmﬁmﬁﬁmmmﬁmﬁaﬁﬁ@
arh 7€ &, P arert frawoh 7 Ah R

(v) w&qwﬁeﬁw%mﬁa,ﬁﬁﬁmmﬁw&wmﬁmﬁww%|u&aﬁﬂm
! maﬁqﬁﬁmiﬁmqﬁqﬁmﬁmw%1%%@&1%%&@?{@?%%%@&3

mﬁhﬁwm:ﬁ.ﬁzf-sﬂ%laﬁam*w'.:m-gﬁ!ﬁm% I

L N ».;mAm‘mﬁmaﬁﬂﬁaﬂaﬂ%'ﬂaﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁl%lﬂwﬁmﬁw%fﬁ

g T4 A M 2T T AT W oSatr s A ; v -

?\%*“ﬂ.:ﬁm%ffmﬁﬁaﬁq&%aﬁaw:%@gﬁ\@ Tfﬁjf%ﬁﬂgﬁww qugm
: s e 3 R ':ﬂﬁ ) o EXy a0 & A1 A Wi A At o LRI LIS ] ;"E‘as_\ml

%ﬁgg%&qﬁwﬂwﬁmﬁﬁm gz?:fﬁm B kK CE N GEICIRE! % | Aw 2R g, i & < |

Wﬂﬁgﬂmﬁf&mﬁaﬁﬁw% [

19 q&wmmmwﬁrqwFﬁrwﬁ%’s,mmﬁaﬁ-mﬂsmq;wmﬁﬁmméam
B e A3 o 2 e 3o o P SR e Y SRR T

. | fEm ki
(IR =)
_1
22 AT GRS F (979 AR 36 T0)
fi} fecirg ¥ g (Pt A 3nam) &, 52/ - ufe e
{if) 3t i g1 (Frae 3R SIEE) %, 31- g A
N T I P

a7.6, SR, AT
[ﬁmwauxwmsmz;-m. 1



(s —weE 4] : YT S YIATH : ST

_ ' t qRftre -
QRT3 g e 2 sl Rt
&RI B & FE &Y AW - TR
' | - (ufl W)
T | RER a0 TR R D IR
() T{® |o% afea 5w o S 13,800.00
(@) | e A e 9 9 W AT 12,00.00
: (@ + @) | 15,000.00
(M | yorte Sk =1 (@ + @) 3 73%) 10,850.00
. (@ + @+ ) | 25,950.00
(ii) | 33 = ) i U1 1 S G (2003-04 a0 <y A2 [2) 823 A
(i) | it Me. Teea B o (9. 25050 7 823) 31.53
(iv) | Srama Ao A IRy e, . {2000
| A ara R Ae.| 51.53
) ‘ U] S ¥ | 9. 52.00
| iz ol s A orE -
() [(@) |2/ % 9 ool 4181 §AR . 7,000.00
(@) |90l Suk = (3) % 73% P X 5,110.00 -
_ (®+) | 12,110.00
(ii) [ s =2t gk wrall aMrae e (2008-04 %1 8ae q2) 72{ e
(i) | e M. Tosa arm (v, 12110 7 721) . 16.80
(iv) | FrERI WA TG 91 A2 | 20.00
| TS @i N AT, | 36.80
o o SRRIF 3 | 37.00

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS
' NOTIFICATION

Mumbai, the 28th January, 2005

5&5‘61‘/@5‘ -



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [ParrI—Sec. 4]

Tariff Authority for Major Ports
Case No. TAMP/14/2004 - PPT

The Paradip Port Trust --- Applicant

O RDER
(Passed on this 20th day of January 2003)

This case relates to a proposal received from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for an -

amendment to clause 3.1 (22) of its Scale of Rates (SOR).

2.1, The PPT has proposed to substitute the existing ad-valorem rates of wharfage leviable
on residual category of bulk and break bulk general cargo. The port has made the following main points
in favour of its proposal:

{i). M/s. Hindustan Copper Limited (HCL) proposes to export their copper reverts through
PPT. The wharfage schedule of SOR does not include copper reverts or copper
concentrate. It is, therefore, necessary to fix wharfage rates for both these cargoes,

{ii}. The existing wharfage rates for other general cargo {bulk and break bulk ) are as follows:

(a). In case of import — 0.5% (CIF value)
- (b). In case of Export — 0.5% (FOB value)
{c). For coastal cargo — 0.5% (BOL value)

(iii). The port wants to do away with CIF/FOB value related wharfage rates and provide a
direct relationship between the cost of handling cargoes and the rate of wharfage
recovered. '

{iv). The cost of handling conventional cargo depends on the method of loading ! discharge
operation undertaken by tha nort and also denands an the mode of handiing the cargo

N A A

by grabs or slings.

(v). The different cost incurred to handle conventionai cargo by grabs or slings will be cost of
labour, equipment and overheads apart from provision of infrastructure like wharf, road,
ilumination etc., Reckoning with the average output of 684 metric tonnes per shift of B
hours applicable for the year 2002-03 and considering the cost of handling the cargo,
wharfage for handling the cargo not listed in the wharfage schedule is proposed to be as
follows:

{(a). By slings (Export /fmport) Rs.60/- per tonne.
{b). By Grabs (Export/ Import) Rs.40/- per tonne.

(vi). The existing ad-valorem rates prescribed at item No.22 under clause 3.1 of the port's
SOR may be substituted with the proposed rates as ceiling rates. The proposed
amendment is not likely to bring additional cargo to the port nor alter any income or
expenditure of the port.

(vi).  The port will implement the proposed rates pending approval of TAMP as per TAMP’s
Order dated 8 April 2002.

2.2. The Board of Trustees of the PPT has approved the proposal of the Port in its meeting -
held on 30 September 2003.
3 In accordance with the consultation procedure adopted, the proposal of the PPT was

fc;rwarded to the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their comments. The
comments received from the concerned user organisations were forwarded to the PPT as feed back

information.
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The PPT was requestad to fummh justlﬁcatm / basns for arriving at me proposed rates_ :
and also whether the consent of users.has been obtainéd for levy of the proposed rates on- provisional: -

basis. The points made by PPT are summarised below: -

).

(ii).

(ii).

' (wv).

5.

The proposed rates are as per the actual method ofcargo handling undertaken by the -

port and the cost incurred by users. .

The -ad-valorem . rates listed . under other- general cargo (bulk and break bulk) are
applicable to such of cargo which are nol spectﬁed as such and the users who come

* under this category are a limited few.

The- port has not obtained consent of the users to implement the proposed rates on

adhoc basis.

The proposal was moved for HCL; but they have not made any shipment so far.

On a preliminary scmtlny of the proposal, the PPT was requested to fumish the following
additional information / clarification. Our quenes and the response of PPT are tabulated below: -

) SI'.-.
No.

Queries

Rcsponse of PPT

{i

‘output  per .
calcuiation.- Same quantum of output per
_| shift has been considered to amive at the

The .proposed rates are dependant on
shit considered

rates for handling of cargo by slings and by
mechanical: grabs. . Mechanical handling of
cargo by grabs may yieid more output than
manual handling by slings. The reason for
adopting uniform cutput rate of 684 MT per

-| shift in bath the cases may be explained.

in the

_cases.

During the year 2002-03 the. average.i

output of cargo handied in slings-was 684
MT and in grabswasﬁ?ﬂ MT. - As the
difference was marginal, uniform output
was laken fo ascertain the rate in both

(ii).

Thé proposed rates have been calcutated
by PPT based on the average output of

| conventional cargo :for-the year 2002-03.

The output for manual handling of cargo by

slings and by mechanical grabs for the

years 2003-04 (actuals) and 2004-05

- (estimates) may be fumnished.

- The a@mge output is as under:

Yeoar Average ... Average
Output by Output by

sling - mech..

grab.

200304 = 823 721

2004-05 - 736 652

(April 04 -
Oct. 04}

(iii).
(a).

(b).

().

The Admin overhead of 100% considered in
the calculation- may  be justified with
reference to the actuals for the preceding 3
years.

The detailed working of cost of equipment
of Rs.7000 per shift and Rs.1200 per shift
maybeﬂimlshed

infrastructure cost of Rs.20/- PMT assumed

|in the calculation may be justified - with

reference to actuals for the past 3 years.

- taken to 'be as 100% of cost of kabour and

-infrastructure cost of Rs.20 per tonne.

The administrative overhead has been

equipments. The administrative overhead
at the port accounts for 73% of the total
operating cost.

The cost of hiring a shore crane with grab.
is Rs.7000 per shift as per the existing
scale  of rate. Similarly, the cost of
equipment at Rs.1200 per shift for
loading/discharge by slings is the
approximate cost towards cleaning the
berth every shift.-

The calculations do not show any
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6. A joint hearing in this case was held on 7 December 2004 where no user was present.
The PPT made the fotlowing submissions:

(i). The proposal was made primarily to attract the cargo from Hindustan Copper itd.,
which has not yet materialised.

(ii). Shift from ad valorem to weight based tariff will benefit the user community.

7. The proceedings relating to consuliation 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 at the joint hearing will be sent separately {0 the relevant parties. These details will also be
available in our website www tariffauthority.org.

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

(i). The existing Scale of Rates of PPT for levy of wharfage for unenumerated cargo is on ad
volerem basis. This proposal is generally in line with the policy of this Authority of
phasing out value based rates and prescribing wharfage charges based on the method
of handling.

(ib). The approach followed by the PPT to prescribe cost based wharfage is dependent on
the output per shift relevant to the year 2002-03. The details subsequently furnished by
PPT reveal that actual average per shift output achieved for the year 2003-04 is more
than that achieved in the year 2002-03. Even the estimate of average output relating to
manual handling for the first 7 months of 2004-05 exceed the average output considered
by the Port for the year 2002-03. There is no reason to believe that the productivity
levels will fall in future. That being so, the average output level achieved in the year
2nN3-N4 is taken as the hasis for arriving at per toane cost.

(i), (a}. ii appeais that the cost of labour considered by the port perains to the year
2002-03. While responding to our queries the port has not reported any
variation in the labour cost. That being so, the iabour cost reported by the port is
considered alongwith the average output of the year 2003-04.

{b). The port has clarified that the equipment cost considered for manual handling of
cargo is an approximate cost towards cleaning the berth every shift. The
equipment cost of 1200/~ per shift is considered without any moderation.

{c). For mechanical handiing of caigo, e PPT has considersa the existing hire
charge of shore crane as per the existing Scale of Rates of the port and,
therefore, this cost is allowed without any modification.

{d). in both the cases of handiing by slings and by mechanical grabs, the port has
considered administrative overhead at 100% of the operating cost. On being
asked to justify, the port has clarified that the administrative overhead at the PPT
works out to 73% of the total operating cost. That being so, the administrative
overhead is moderated accordingly.

{iv). in addition to the cost of labour and equipment, the port has considered additional cost
towards provision of infrastructural facilities such as wharf, cost of providing iHumination
etc., As stated by the port, the proposed amendments may not bring any additional cargo
to the port or alter any existing revenue and expenditure. The proposal is primarily to
switch over from value based rates to weight based charging. The present ad valorem
rates, like any other tariff items, contain an element of general overheads. There is no
reason why the revised method of charging shoutd not continue with this efement. It is
true that the PPT could not justify its proposal to peg this cost element at Rs.20/- per
tonne. Considering the insignificant volume of cargo falling under this category and
recognizing that scrapping of ad valorem rates will generally benefit the users, position

reported by the port i sceopted in this case. It may be significant fo note that the



present regime of regulation of port tariff does not follow marginal costing approach.
That being so, the objection of Utkel Chamber of Commerce & Industries about new
cargo not bearing overhead expenses does not appear to be fully relevant. All revenue
eaming activities are expected to share relevant and admissible overhead expenses.
Obviousiy, as voluma increases and overhead expanses remaining constant, the burden
of allocation of such expense may reduce the unit rate. This issue can be conveniently
analysed only at the time of general revision of tariff for port as a whole. In any case, the
port does not anticipate any significant increase in traffic under the category in reference.
Further, it is noteworthy that the port has not sought separate returmn on capital employed
in this case, which is presumed fo be covered in the overhead cost considered by it. -

- (V). Subject to the analysis given above, the cost calculation furnished by the PPT is
modified. The modified cost calculation is attached as Annex-I. From the cost
calculation, it may be seen that the wharfage for handling of cargo by slings and by
grabs works out to Rs.52/- per tonne and Rs.37/- per tonne respectively.

9. The PPT has made a request for retrospective approval for the proposed rates. As
- admitted by the port, the anticipated traffic from HCL has not materialised so far and the users who come

under the category of other general cargo are few. Even if the port had handled cargo under this
category subsequent to its proposal dated 11 March 2004, it has the flexibility to levy a lower rate under
the general prescription already made by this Authority. That being so, the amendment to the Scale of
Rates of PPT in this regard can come into effect prospectively. S

10. . ir! the resuft, and for the reasons given above, and based on a coliective. abplicalion of
mind, this Authority approves the insertion of the following rates in substitution of the existing Clause
3.1.(22) of the Scale of Rates of the PPT: e e e o

Si. No. Description - N Whﬁrfége
- {Celiing rate
22 cher General Cargo (Bulk and Break Bulk) il tate]
(:). By Slings (export & import) o . Rs.52/- per tanne
(i) By Grabs (export&impot) "~ | Rs.37/ per tonne
AL BONGIRWAR, Chaitman

3k Elyjos— 2 ' [Advt. MIVIV/143/04-Exty)
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COST CALCULATIONS FOR HANDLING OF CARGO BY SLING AND BY
MECHANICAL GRABS AT THE PARADIP PORT TRUST

MEGHANIVAL GRADS At e e ———

Amount (in Rs.)
A Cost of handling of Cargo by Sling:

(). [ (8). | Labour cost with levy 13,800
(b). | Cost of cleaning the berth per shift 1,200

(a+b) 15,000

(c). | Administrative overhead of 73% of (a+h) 10,950
{a+b+c) 25,950

{ii). | Output per shift of 8 hours (average output of 2003-04}) ’ 823 MT
(iil}. | Cost of handling per MT { Rs. 25,590/ 823 ) 31.53
(iv). | Infrastructure cost per MT . ' 20.00
T o Total cost per M1 51.53

Say 52

B. Cost of handling Cargo by Mechanical Grabs:

(M. | (@). | Per shift hire charges of shore crane _7,000

{b). | Administrative overhead at 73% of (a) 5,110

(a+b) 12,110

(ii). | Output per shift of 8 hours (average output of .2'003-04) 721 MT
(iii). | Cost of handling per MT 16.80
(iv). tnfrastructuré cost pﬁer MT 20.00
| Total cost per MT 36.80
I~ Say 37.00

+
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