dmulg lTlOl'J.bOOI'l continues. They felt th

MINUTLE» bl“ THE 24tk MEETING OF
ON 1e6th I‘EBRUARY 2015 AT
D]"VLLOPMDN'I COMMISS
S]“fl AU’I‘I IORI Y.,

THE SEEPZ SEZ AUTIIORITY HELD
11.30 AM UNDER THE CHAIRMANSHIP or |
IONER, SELPZ SEZ AND CHAIRPERSON SELP_’Z’

‘%10 fo]loangwere present:

| 1} Shri 138 Raman- , Member
: Joint{ Development Commissioner
| .

|| 2) Shri. |Abhay Doshi, (MD}-

Member Representating Trade
M/s. [Fineline Circuit Lid, : ‘ '

| 3) Shri. Prem ktmar L. Kothari, (CMD)-

Member Representating Trade -
N M/q ine Jewellary I\/IanufacLu; fing Lid. : :

In Attenctance

‘ 1) Smt; M.J, Kulkarni
Astt, Development Commissioner

J\/Iinugtes of the meeting held on 16% February, 2015 were conf:irmed.

' %guldehnes‘ for MIDC

‘ At Lhe outset, the trade members. stated that there has been delay in

Apart from this, the quality of work also an

mtm uuon of maintenance WOl‘k&
Flte of carrying gut water prooling, still is

15 sue. In- 5] sue of leakage /seepage

WOI“[&H of routine nature can perhaps be aLtended to by the ALLLhomty in the

{f)]lowmg manner -
i (A C‘@mmlLLce comprising Officers from
‘ T‘ngmeer MIDC, SEEPZ sub division can be cons tm_ltcd to consider r,md
1ecommend the mamtenancc wor

of Lm Ar ChLLect or specmc consultant 1S
outqouu,ed at the same r
executed and the d
CummlLLee After approvcll of the Chairperson or

case ‘may be, the MIDC can be

the AuLhorlty,. as the

facilitate the Process of finalization of the work r
the related drawmgs before MIDC is asked to execute the woxk This
Comimittee can also monitor the progress o.f the wmk.

In order to have eflective monitoring of

| construction and maintenance waorle,

ks 0 be undertalcen. Wher ever services |

aL werks like AMC and mamtenam e’
the ALl'[ith}fi‘l:};‘ and Del')ulyﬁ

also required, the same can Le .
ate as MIDC incurs. The specific wcuk o be:

rawings can be examined and mcommended by the

asked to execute the work This w.iilé

ecquired to be done and’

the implementation of the various |

the Authority directed the following :-



——

C | W

1} Wér}{'drdc—:r should be give to contract after obtammg concern of Estate |
M

anager so that work order is in accor dance with requirement of § LLPZ-
uIZ Z Pluthority

Pr 0g1 bS of work should be intimated on monthly b’mla
! S 3) Inumflmon of completion of project

should be send to Esta‘te Manager.
4} Payment should be releaged

only on after obtaining Satisfactory
(,ertlﬁc'ue from the Estate Manager. ’ :

i 5) It Wcl?'further-adwged Lhat the whenever possible, earher works M&R

Work‘/ development work a%lg)n to MIDC should bc revlewed in?

cu,coxgance with above guidelines |

L Paymbnt of ealller/ pr OJCCL/WDIR. should be release only

after eriS'Llrixqg :
that Lhe work was c,ornpleted satisfactorily.

: A‘ enda No‘

1: Repaumg to I;xienml, internal . walls with pamtmg and

-other a111ec1 works to SDIP-VI 111 SEEPZ SEZ Premises,
T

The Comrmuee noted that the propos

al is for repairs of e}{ternal and
internal wa

ils wnh painting and other allied works of SDE - V1.
: 1( led that! . the MIDC has submltLecl an

;3,91,900/— for the same.

IL was also

)-‘__

estimated expendﬂure of Rs.

Ii‘ClSlOl‘l. ’ﬂhe proposal was appmved
: \ :

A_genda I\To‘ 2 Remoldmg and refmbmhmp of Confexence Hall at SI‘LPZ'

Wﬁ Stlarvwes (,e ntre Building.

| It w.:ls noLed that the proposal is for remolding and refurbishing nl

: Coufﬂ enLPwHall in the SEEPZ Service Centre Building.

IL was pointed out lhr_li,
'h|e conchtmn of the Confer

enice Hall 1equue<‘. urgent repaLrs The ComlmLtee.
: noted ‘that Lhe MIDC has submitted an expenditure of Rs. 98,38 600/ for 1;1'16;5
mnoldmg é_nd refurbishing of Ccnlerence Hall. '

: DFcision: After detailed diséussion the proposal was approved..?

M




: A,
Pty

AgL_gda I\Io' 3_ Concstmcuon of sec

.‘E:EDPZ bEz
. | !

'ﬂlltj[ cabin and canopz for G'xte NO. 11 at

Iim Commntee was informed that the GaLe No. II requires widening arud
1econ5trucuon in order to take care of the moverne

nt of the vehicles and for
1|nsLallauop of Access Controj} System

The MIDC was' asked to submit cletall(,d

|
I
I
De cision:

: prenubes 1i

S EZ,

qstmmte f@r Lhe worl. The scope of the work covers providing new gate with

onLry and | emt providing new secumy cabi

m and canopy, electllcal and allied
wm ks ie, enure electric

al mtern'ﬂ and external electr

iication W01k pmwdmg
lQ. bﬂggdge scanners, prov1c11ng flap b

arriers of 18 numbers p1oxndmp 4
ULlHleIb of door frame metal delecto

r with access control system etc. Tl;e
M]DC has

estimated an ex_penditure of Rs. 3,83,88,650/- for Lhe above worl,

|After detaﬂed dis cussion the proposal was approved.

A enda No I

4: M&R to SEEPZ.... Repairs to

SDE-

0 SEEPZ 8Lz

ic (,omrmttee was informed that the SDF -1 is the oldest bmldmg n BEEPZ

and Lhe condilion of the bwldtng is not good.

beeu t,omplammg about the Ieﬂkages
L(,

Many 0[ thé Lll]ltb have

falling of the ceiling and internal plaster
’Ihe MIDC was asked to inspect the } building and

mpans The MIDC  has submitted

submit an estimate f01

an  estimated expendltur qf
Rs 1,40 86 IOO / for repair of the building.

J‘he scope of the work covers th-
follewmg - i : '

|

i 1. %uen}gthenmg of exLernal and internal walls at ¢
i polym|1er mortar t1e'1Lment

2.

raclked portion by using

Str engthenmg of structural members by using micro polymer concrcie by

applymg rust resisting chermicals to reinforcements.

L 3L Pr ovmg luster painting to internal common porL1on and external Acrylic

pamung to external side of SDF-1 building. _
4. Plowsmn of concrete wcnk for drainage gutters and phnth ploteclrou

i;ﬂmg work fm.d dramage plpe worle as per requirement.

The trade members poin Led out that for such major works, dcfect liability

peno(l of longer duration is gjven by major contractors and MIDC should be

b

s|Jced to ekplore this possibility without arr y additional cost.




B !
i

: and alhed gervmes for 8TP in ‘%EI‘PZ -SEZ

‘ﬁ‘ff‘;

' 1‘) cisian:
I
1

| |
i
Dbcision' After detailed dlSCIluSIOll the Authonty a

pproved the proposal
‘I‘he MIDC shall endeavor to

have Iong defeot hablllty period.

i’&genda I\Io

S : Annual Mamtenance Contract for opemtmn Mamtenance:

I
The fxuthomty was informed that the MIDC has submitted

the Annual
e Contract for operation

, maintenance and allied! - services of

amtenqnc

cwemge I‘reatment Plant in

._C_DA

SEEPZ SIIZ for the period Irom 3-3-2015 to 2-3-

016 for a ».)L‘UI]. of Rs. 54,79 »120/-0 It was noted that the AMC c111ang,emenL
lor the 3TPlis essential

‘I‘éhe prbposal was a’pproved.

J_!_Lgenda No 6: Construction of ist

and 204 floor of Créche, We
ﬁmd Wholﬁsale Price Shop near SDE

llnesq, Clinic
-II Building in SEEPZ-SEZ p :em1ses~

’hm Comm]ttce noteﬁ‘ thatr‘the proposal is for construction of 1st
| \

anc[ 22 floor of
ghe building

.under conslr uction for, Creche, Wellness Clinic and Whole&.qle
Pfioe {:‘.h'op near-SDF — 1 Building.

Ja

The MIDC has submitted an esumate ol

Rs 3,84 60 LSOO 00 for the pr oposcd construction. The scope of the worlk is as
: f()ll()w‘ - ’ ‘ '
St :13511"t§C'L11ars Estimated Cost Rs,
No. .
Ei.“*“é“imcs I 99,87,935.00
T_ Fin;i’shing works 7,90,478.00 -
i3». Doars‘ 4,69,625.00
+ Gldzing works B 51,§4-,74-5.00 o
Ls. ‘Fadgse Ceiling worlka '5,50,440.00
6 _Cax}pentry and 1}"1isc. WQﬂCS 7,08,4»38.%5 B
| ;7. iliftiv;vorks _ 29,8.8,800.0%0
|8 Elec:tricity works _ 30,93,362.00
;@—% _:fé_udsc aping ‘ . 644’860 .00 N
i . -
IMJU Mogdular‘kit;chcn works' 4-0,00.;000.00
11, Fi:rc%aworks‘ 7 | 14,'79,,030-(}0
- | ——



Y

: |
e

TPBEE;I Estimated Cost R, 2,98,57.713.00

; ‘“H“—'“"_‘“—**"_”*"—*—h—ﬁ—“_ - | — _—
I ADD 5.00% Contlngenmes on Estimated Cost 14,92,886.00

; -ADD 5.00% Escalation Estimated Cogt Coot Rs 14,92 886.00

% - N
Alchitectul al Consultancy @ 4. bO% 1 13,43,598.00

Total Rs, | 3,41,87,083.75
|

! SAY Rs. B |

3,41,87,100.00 (N

ADD 1275% ETP Charges 42,73,387.50 B

;' Total Rs. 13,64,60,487 50
", ! Say Rs. 3,84,60,500.00 (G)
\ : :
| [T L
.
L :
Ii)gcision: After detailed discussion the proposal was approved .

—Agenda No 7 Extenswn of it is contrac
year w.e.f, 04 02.2015

t of BVG for further period of one

_ Illf: proposal was extensiorr of M /8. BVG's contract period for a further period.
| . ‘ :
of one year.

i]pecisimi: The Authority obs:erved that the proposal may be deferred for
éo'nsiderion :

=.ﬂ.ﬁﬁer recexpt of feedback from the Caretaker reg

arding
, ﬁaﬂtisfdctor}r services in reqpeut of the Service Pmmdel and also to bring in

_lhne with  Swachh Bharat Abhiyan. The Authonty approved the
.éontmuatmn of thf* existing arrangement upto 30-04-2015,

B

‘ i 1 ‘
|

A_genda No. 8: Extension for i'enew of the MOU till further orders.

|
It was 110Lf=d that the proposal is for renewal of the MOU between M/s.

Sanghatan and SEEPZ- SEZ Authority .
Pcn a further period of two' years w.e.f. 06,

-‘\:[c sundhara through M/s. Stree I\/[ulcu

01.2015 for collection of dry/wﬂ

Wd‘aie from various SDFs. The M/S. Vasundhara, will collect dry and wet wasle
\

JIOID the units. Vasundhara will send the dry and wet waste to Biogas plant fm

genemlion of Biogas and dispose the dry and wet waste collected in Lhe

I?achdm ‘K.m.dl. It was alse noted that M/s.

Vasundera Ghanlachra
Vyavasthapan Sahakari Sanstha has

glven a ,toteﬂ estimated cost of Rs.
4,0_2,600 /- | per month including 10%

o Administrative chwm; the above




;;vfbrk. It was also noted that the Vasundhara h

as charges on manpower and,
Vehicle on Actual basis and charging 10 '

7o as a A'dministrative Cost.
Deécision: The Authority aplénrovec‘l the continuation of MOU till further
15 Authority also approved

manpower | and' Vehicle on Actual
N

; Atl:nin;strative Cost.

|5 | : :
qudem.; Th the arrangement of charging

basis and charging 10% . as &«
!:Lg:;enda No/ 9: Revised license fees rate for

to outsourde of staff and Service Provider.

Ij’t}:wa.s notfzditha’t the proposal is for revising the lease rent as was charged

November, 2014 is as folléws:— |

allotment of residential Otrs.:

prior to downward revision in 26t

T ma— %M*“M*
Sr. No.: [?[‘YPG of Qtrs | License fees Total Amount : .'
o MM*MMH-
1 A I Rs. 245/- (15 times Rs. 3675 + Water Charges+.
| : of license fees) Electricity Charges }
By WMM“MH%
2 B | Rs. 310/- (25 t{imes Rs. 7750 + Water Charges--.
i N ' - - ' '
E ol license fees) Electricity Charges
Fhe revised calculation as follows:-
Sr. No. ("I‘ype of Qtrs | License fees Total Amount (PM) _
L 1+ LA Rs. 245/- (16 times Rent Rs.4,000/- + Water

of license fees) Charge + Electricity Charges™|

Total =Rs 4,000/- PM |
_ ! B Rs. 810/- (32 times Rent Rs. 10,000/~ + ‘Watar.
5 - Charges+ Electricity Ch arges

' : : ’ , B Total = Rs. 10,000/- pMm
- ——Aﬂw—r. - n—}mﬂ_mm' e ———— -

of license feeg)

——1

I)ﬁcision: ‘The Authority approved the proposal with a direction to charge

wiziter charges and electricity charges as per nctual use in addition to the

lease rent mentioned above

'éj ;énda: No.| 16:  Promotional

Aotivity at SEEPZ cafeteria area i€, ICH

Canieen.

The Authority was  informed - that

the wvarious Service  Providers
approached

the Authority for permilting promotional campaign inside the Zone '
for few days| The Authority has heen per.

has relevand
S : i

mitting such requests if the aclivity ]

e for the workers/employees of the Zone units and allowing a

canopy (o he installed near the ICH/Kaydees for

a limited number of days

o emfsuring. that there s no disturbhance or ililCOﬂVC]‘h‘iCl"lCC to the wunits,
. ! : Fs
! | P ~



- e

movement of vehicles or persons.  The proposal is to charge a sum of Re.
2,000/ per day for such Permissions.

The trade members suggested that the
dharges m

ay be fixed minimum at Rs,

4,000/~ per day for such activity and
upto Rs. 10;000/- per day depending on the nature of the acp

vity proposed.
‘ ‘

Decision;

'The Authority decided that su

ch requests may bepermittf;d
and a min%mum of Rs.

4,000/- per day may he charged for
I{giWever, ;ﬁppropriate charges may be levied for
activities upto Rs. 10000/.. |
| ] |

‘the same.,

such commercial

Agenda No.[11: Repairs tq SDE-III building
o was noted that the proposal is 1o carry our strengthéning of walls,

chajjas, colimns and beam and painting to all over

external wall porti6n and.
— I building. The MIDC was asked.

the work, The M[DC has submilted
ah;es»timatﬁ: for Rs. 2,05, 10,665/~ {or the above wo

the following:-

‘ . :
. internal common passages portion of SDR

to inspect and submit detailed estirmnate for

rk. The scope of worlk covers !

L Strengthening ol external and internal walls at cracked

L . polymt;r mortar treatment.,

portion hy using.

ap plyihg rust resisting chemicals to reinforcements,
|

3. Proviné luster painting to intern
' peilinti‘

g to exterhal side of SDF] buildirig.
j i4-. Pfov,isﬂon of conerete work for dr

\
A o tiling work and drainage pipe wor

al common portion and external Acryﬁc ‘

ainage gutters and plinth protection,
; k as per requirement .
D'ea%.:isi_on: ’:l‘he Proposal was approved.

-Aig;anda No,| 12: 'Resurfacing of existing asphalt road in SEEPZ-SEZ
s L 5L s T eI ;
premises. | -

It was

noted that the proposal is for resurfacing of the existing asphalt

road, the total length of 'road in SEEPZ premises is 7.182 IOM. 1t is observed

t'l‘Lei'l:, 2.495 KM internal asphalt road surface and potholes are formed, also the

si;cfljé, shoulders of some road need strengthening ie. from Gale No. II to (he
A'lf;u:horj,ty was informed that the condition of the said portion of the iniernal

‘ rofad is very bhad and the same requires 1“éSL'i}Tf8.Ci1'lg at the earliest. MIDC has
i | stibmittcd ea‘timaté of Rs. 2,03,14,000 /- Tor “M&R to Resn_lrfacing of ex:is[.:i.ng ‘
} ~ asphalt road 1n SEEPZ-SEZ premises, _

L ' ' .
Deeision: ’I(he Authority approved the Proposal, -



11;1nits. How

Agenda Ttem No.13: Modified Exit poticy
T s odilied Exit Polic

The Author
in SDIF v,

Was appraov

;Decision:: :
for SDF v
‘,o‘n plots.
%’fhe reviseg
| ‘

ed by the Authority in itg meeting
the difliculties ex;ﬁ'ressed by the A
| |

Guideline w

CVer, no comments were received.

ity noted that the existing Pdlicy G-ﬁidelines in respect of premises
Tower I & I, Multi-storied building and Self-built factories on plots
held on 03.06.2013. Based on
*esociation /units, the draft of the modified
as hosted on the website on 6-2-20 14, inviting comments of the

The Aunthority approved the following modified exit guidelines

I, Tower I & II, Multi-storied building and Self-hujt factories

1 guide]ines are as under: ‘
Any units in above mentioned p‘remises may apply forcxif along
‘with the required documents. ' .
IWaiﬂistecll of applicants win be offered premises as per m‘odil‘icd;'
iteria. Names Suggested by existing units will
there is no applicant on the waitlisted.

cr be considered i

The Authority will regularly call application to maintain wair. [

S l:.f
However, the waitlist will expire after 90 ¢

ays. Again, Authority will
call the fresh list of desirous units. ' '
{The uziii‘th_oldcr must have a valid LOA and valid .SubFLeasej
f;‘\greement.
The unitholder should

have no pending litigation with the SEREP7Z.
Authority or Office of th
|

¢ Development Commissioner, SEEPZ Si7. -

| e .
approved activity, i such cases, exit o

I [} - . - i )
The wunit intending to assign sub-lease for

the remaining period, -
will malze an application to the

SEEPZ SE7Z Authority and shall’
fsubmi't document 'indicating the price at the time of jaIIotmen}:. |
I;n ’case any unit requires only part of existing space for its,
an be made in respect of the
remaining part of the area subject to feasibility. |
D11 sérutiny of application, Au'thori‘ty may givel “in prihcip’!c‘:” .'
approval for exit, However,

.

il charges are created by  olher
agencies/auth orities,

“in principle” approval shall bhe given after '
consulting such agencies/authorities

and  ascertaining  total
1ability of the applicant.

gt

On  receipt of “In-principle approval” fr
ommissioner, the applicant shall proce

Certificate from the Customs

om the Development |

ed to obtain no: dues .

and thereafter apply for de~bond_?ing._

I

U A



bt

iII.
B

I':Icgwever,; preference shall b

8 Rules. The entreprencur so selected

l‘c‘dr Issue of L

uait and the SEEPZ Authority

The Afutho

Governmen

® In case de-bonding is not possible hecause of the pending liabitity

| of the Authority or Development Commissioner Office or c:re:atio'n of

charge by any other agencies,

in such case, the Hability of (he
applicant shall be ascertained. And Yn principle’ shall be gi{fel-‘z in
:comsultation with the other agencics/authorities approval.

P'rbchure for arriving at compensation _ _
. :Compensation shall be paid directly by the incoming entrepﬁe-neur

to the applicant subject to discharge of the dues as en‘visa.géd-

: above,
10% of differential amount, Le. pr

ice offered by the incoming

- Entrepreneur less the otiginally allotted price, shall-also beip;aid to

The Authority as administrative charges
| . ' .
i apart from other dues mentioned

l’rbcédure for allotment

by incoming entrepreneur
above.

-+ |The public shall be asked to submit application on

the followiag
cri_‘teriéa;— |
> i:Eprrt projection
Investmelfit enviséxged
Employment en{risaged
Premium offered over and above the reserve price
_Priority sector

v Vv vV v v

;Any' other criteria decl
|

ared by the Authority at that point of time.

The new entrepreneur would be selected on criteria mentioned above.

€ given to criteria which meet objective of SEZ Act

shall submit an application to the, UAC

OA. On issuance of LOA,-IJ@ will make payment to the outgoing

rity ﬁlso approved additional Guidelines for allotmént of
t Building Space/SDF on five year ledse, '

the existing units who are possession of

3 more than 35,000 sq. fL.
8 can be encouraged to opt of long term
ilease premises and preference

Ppace in Government SpR

shall be given to applicants who
have Possession of less than 35,000 sq. ft. of

space in G-Qver.mznen L
sDIYs,
Past credential of the unil giving projection should be Clilé:ckeld
before accepting the projection.




[t i." ¥

‘ Agenda-1q. Extension of G485 Sec‘urity Contract for fl_irther reriod.

é Ysﬂww |

It was noted that the propose

of G483 for a further period of

Decision:| ' The Authority directed

| assessed and {he. matter may be submitted for consideration in the next
‘meeting. T
| ,

+
——

;Other issues:
‘ ‘ Both :the ’I‘raée Members said that the issue of lease ren
;by SEEPZ Authority ag Wcll as by
ébl;lildiﬂgs, viz. SDF ViI, Tower

jpcnding for long ‘time.

t being charged
the MIDC in respect of MIDE conéfrmcted
& 11 and Multi-storied Building, h
Similarly, in the case of tran
SEEPZ Authority as wel] as MIDC charge the
?Ch.argés Wl

as been
sler of premiées, the
Administrative .Charges / ”I‘r_ansfc—;t
1€T¢ as only the SEEpy Authority lshould charge the _same.‘ They
observed that this issue needs to be dr

this is'aﬂ‘eqting all the allottees in the MIDC Constructed buildings in SEEPZ
’!J"he Chair‘p'crson observed that thj

MIDC. Them were fe

8 issue has already been taken up with the
W meetings hetween the Legal Advigors
.%;-‘»EIEJPZ Aut 1ority.'Thel;elafter, there was o
CEO, MIme on

of MIDC and
a meeling between DC, SEEPZ and the
The concerns cxpressed by the Trade Member

s have ;alrrcady‘
been talcen jup with the MIDC and theiy

response in the marter is still awaited.

f)ccision: After detailed delibe_rat_ions, the Author

the pProperties in the SEEPZ Smy, are belonging to

tole of WY C has been only thar

ity resolved that since

the Authority and the
of a Construction Agency, there is no

legal requirement for paymeht of lease rent or transfer cha

I\:/I.IDC 'by tl‘le units, Accordingly,

rges. to the
the unit shall he required henceforily
tb pay Iéasti} rent and/or transfer charges to SERPZ Aﬁtl}ority only. =

'Ihe IV#eeting ended with vote of Thanlts to the Chair.

Chaiyperson ,
SEEPZ S Authority

of one -
2 ol one
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