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Minutes of NSEZ Authority meeting held on 23.12.2019 at 12:00 Noon in the Conference hall of
Service Centre, NSEZ under_the Chairmanship of Dr. L.B. Singhal, Chairman & CEO, NSEZ

Authority.

The following Members of the Authority were present.

1. ShriS.S. Shukla, Jt. Development Commissioner, NSEZ
2. Sh. Amit Mehra, Chief Managing Director, M/s Medico Electrodes International Ltd.
3. Sh. Puneet Kapoor, Partner, M/s. APK Identification (A special Invitee from trade members)

Besides, during the meeting Md. Salik Parwaiz, Jt. Commissioner (Customs), NSEZ, Shri Nitin
Gupta, Dy. Development Commissioner, NSEZ, Shri R. P. Verma, Secretary, NSEZ Authority, Shri Ajay
Kumar Mishra, Sr. Account Officer, NSEZ and Sh. Rajeev Sharma, FCA, M/s. Rajeev Sharma &
Associates were also present to assist the Authority.

At the outset, the Chairman & CEO, NSEZA welcomed the participants and after brief
introduction, each item included in the agenda were taken up for deliberations one by one.

The Gist of discussion/decision is given below:

R 01.10.2019 F FAF sitear Ly snfi sy mitEor @ dow & FRIGT F1 T

NSEZ Authority was informed that no reference was received against any of decisions taken in its meeting
held on 01.10.2019. Accordingly, the Minutes of meeting held on 01.10.2019 were ratified. Further, NSEZ
Authority reviewed the compliance of decisions taken in its meeting held on 01.10.2019 in terms of sub-
Rule 14 of Rule 10 of SEZ Authority Rules, 2009 and expressed satisfaction over progress made in
implementation of decisions taken by the Authority in its meeting held on 01.10.2019.

UoTHofoATe # Uehigrar FLaT 3R PRt gomelt i smqfet i wevem Fia & grawy &

2.1 It was mentioned that NSEZA was informed in its meeting held on 01.10.2019 that M/s. Broadcast
Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) vide their letter dated 30.04.2019 had informed that
BECIL is mandated by the Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of India to undertake and execute such
projects i.e. Supply and Installation of Integrated Security & Surveillance System for government agencies
across the country. It was also informed that they had requested to allow to conduct a survey of this office
premises to understand the requirement and propose state-of-art solution. Accordingly. vide this office letter
dated 14.05.2019, M/s Broadcast Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) was accordingly advised
to conduct a survey and submit the estimated cost for supply and installation of integrated security &
surveillance system in NSEZ, Noida for further examination.

2.2 M/s Broadcast Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) had submitted the following
estimates/documents for Supply and Installation of Integrated Security & Surveillance System in NSEZ
after conducting a survey in NSEZ:-

i.  Estimate of Rs. 6,31,56,936/- for Network Video Recorder (NVR) based Solution. Details of
estimate are given below:-

1) BOQ for NVR based solution as per requirement of this office with estimate of Rs. 3,02,53,326/-
for 126 Cameras.

2) Optional-
i) 2 Ton Industrial Grade AC for Control Room with estimate of Rs. 4,79,509/-
ii) Comprehensive Annual Maintenance Cost for 4 years with estimate of Rs. 1,60,18,901/-
iii) Skilled Manpower with estimate of Rs. 1,64,05,200/-

ii.  Estimate of Rs. 10,20,42,421/- for Solution as per the guidelines by MHA. Details of estimate

are given below:- %»t(
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1) BOQ as per guidelines of MHA with estimate of Rs. 5,22,06,212/- for 134 Cameras.
2) Optional:-
i) Comprehensive Annual Maintenance Cost for 4 years with estimate of Rs. 2,76,69,292/-
i) Skilled Manpower with estimate of Rs. 1,64,05,200/-
iii) Redundancy/Failover Solutions with estimate of Rs. 57,61,718/-
iii.  Unpriced BOQ-Optional/Additional locations as per MHA Guidelines.
iv. Recommendations to enhance the security of the premises.

v.  Systems minimum specifications as per MHA Guidelines.
23 The Authority was further informed that estimates for the purpose were also called for from M/s

NBCC India Ltd. Accordingly, they have also submitted estimate. The estimated cost submitted by M/s
NPCC Ltd. for installation of 126 nos. CCTV Camera was Rs. 3,35,51,312/- and M/s NBCC had quoted
Rs. 3,24,53,003/-

24 As per the set procedure the matter was placed before the Committee headed by JDC, NSEZ and
comprising of Shri Nitin Gupta, Dy. Development Commissioner, NSEZ, Shri. Salik Parwaiz, Joint
Commissioner (Customs), NSEZ and Shri. Puneet Kapoor, Partner, M/s. APK Identification, NSEZ, Noida,
Trade member on 19.08.2019 for examination of the proposal and recommendations.

25 The Committee observed that BECIL is an empanelled agency by MHA for the purpose of
installing CCTV system in Govt. buildings. Also they have sufficient domain knowledge towards
installation of CCTV systems, as may be seen from their past records whereas other two PSUs viz M/s
NPCC Ltd. & M/s NBCC India Ltd. do not have much experience in the relevant field and also they have
not been empanelled by MHA for the purpose. The Committee considering pros and cons and having regard
to experience & expertise of M/s. Broadcast Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) recommended
that their proposal which is as per MHA Guidelines may be placed before NSEZA in its next meeting for
consideration along with details of estimates submitted by M/s NBCC India Ltd. and M/s NPCC Ltd. also.
The Committee had also recommended that before considering the proposal, M/s. Broadcast Engineering
Consultants India Limited (BECIL) may be called for presentation before NSEZ Authority in its next
meeting.

2.6 In view of above, all the three estimates along with recommendations of the committee as
mentioned above were placed before Authority in its meeting held on 01.10.2019 for appropriate decision.
2.7 M/s. Broadcast Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) had made a presentation before the
Authority and explained all components to be installed, way of installation, modus operandi for
maintenance and utility of surveillance system.

2.8 Sh. Alok Mukherjee, one of the Authority members had suggested that storage capacity should be
availed through cloud storage (on-line storage) instead of installation of server etc. which will reduce the
cost of project also drastically. He also suggested that basic need be assessed again properly.

2.9 The Authority decided to include Sh. Alok Mukherjee also in the Committee headed by Jt.
Development Commissioner to examine the proposal again and decide exact scope of work. After
finalization of 'Scope of Work', the proposal may again be placed before the Authority with the
recommendation of the committee for decision. The procedure to engage the agency on nomination basis
may also be examined in the light of proviso of GFR.

2.10  The matter was again placed before the Committee headed by JDC, NSEZ on 09.12.2019 for
further examination and recommendations. During the meeting all members of Committee were present
except Sh. Alok Mukherjee who could not attend meeting due to his another business meeting at
Bhuvneshwar. The representative of M/s. Broadcast Engineering Consultants India Limited (BECIL) had

b
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informed that the capacity of cloud storage is limited and cloud storage is expensive in compression to
normal storage. The cloud storage required high speed internet.
2.11  The recommendations of the Committee were as under:-

i. In view of above stated facts the Committee recommended that we may go in NVR based
Solution as mentioned at proposal no. 1 with AMC for one year also without work force. The
work force may be deputed from Security agency already engaged by NSEZA.

ii. Committee also recommended to invite EOIs and bids for lump sum charges from all 6 agencies
nominated by Ministry of Home Affairs for scope of work as specified for NVR based Solution.

2.12  The above proposal along with the recommendations of the committee as mentioned above was
placed before Authority for appropriate decision.

forofar:- The Authority discussed the matter in details and after due deliberations decided to include Sh.

Amit Mehra also in the Committee headed by Joint Development Commissioner, NSEZ to examine the
proposal again and decide complete ‘Scope of Work® along with make & specification of items/Cameras
and infrastructure required/mandatory for operationalization of CCTV system. After finalization of
complete ‘Scope of Work®, the proposal may again be placed before the Authority with the
recommendation of the committee for decision.

mwtr.a&.wﬁ.i;.ﬁ,$,m.€§wm.mmwﬂm%aﬁaﬂw#mm
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31 It is submitted that based on technical report of M/s NBCC Services Ltd. regarding fire system
installed in above SDF Blocks this office vide letter dated 27.08.2019, M/s WAPCOS Ltd. had requested to
submit estimate for replacement of following firefighting equipments installed at SDF A, B, C, D, E, J, K,
L, M, Trading Block and Service Center, NSEZ. Details of equipments are as under:-

S. No. | Description of items Quantity | SDF Block
1. Replacement of Hose reel complete set with | 82 nos. A,B,C,D,E, ], K, Trading
30 mtrs hose, shutoff nozzle gun metel Block & Service Centre
ii. Replacement of ring line 370 meter | Service Centre
iii. Replacement of Hose Box Glass 27 nos. A, B, C,D,E, L&M
iv. Cabinet Box 24 nos. J&K
V. Replacement/Fixing of pump seal 06 nos. D, E, L & Trading Block
vi. Replacement of Hydrant Box 57 nos. A, B,C,D E JLK L&
Trading Block
vii, Replacement of NRV of pump house 04 nos. D&E
viii. Replacement of Hydrant valve 70 nos.
iX. Painting of all firefighting system
X, Refilling of fire extinguisher 323 nos.

3.2 M/s WAPCOS Ltd. vide their letter dated 30.10.2019 has submitted the estimate for replacement of
firefighting equipments installed at SDF A, B, C, D, E, J, K, L, M, Trading Block and Service Center,
NSEZ. Details of estimate submitted by M/s WAPCOS Ltd. are as under:-

S. No. | Description of items Amount( in Rs.)
1. | Replacement of firefighting equipments installed at SDF A, B, 4445600.00
C,D,E, J, K, L, M, Trading Block and Service Center, NSEZ
2. | Contingency @ 3% 133368.00
3. Total(1+2) 4578968.00

%3
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3.3 The above proposal was placed before the Committee headed by JDC, NSEZ and comprising of Shri
Nitin Gupta, Dy. Development Commissioner, NSEZ, Shri. Salik Parwaiz, Joint Commissioner
(Customs), NSEZ and Shri. Puneet Kapoor, Partner, M/s. APK Identification, NSEZ, Noida, Trade
member on 09.12.2019 for examination and suitable recommendations.

34 The Committee observed that the facts regarding warrantee etc. should be checked along with their

year of installations and thereafter the same may be placed before Authority with full facts.

3.5 The Authority was informed that the concerned files were checked and it was observed that

equipment in SDF A, B, C, D blocks were installed in 2005-06 and in J, K, L & Trading Block were

installed in 2007-08. Items as mentioned from S. No. (i) to (ix) are essential to make the system functional.

The proposal is only to replace the broken/worn out items not the entire system.

3.6 The proposal for replacement of firefighting equipment was placed before the Authority for

approval.

fAYOTT:- The Authority discussed the proposal in details and after due deliberations approved the estimate of
Rs.45,78,968/- for replacement of aforesaid firefighting equipment through M/s WAPCOS Ltd.

4. THAUE sATE TF, Sf, U U4 7S, TATHESS & adldteior v i AfaRed g £ whefa &
T A |

4.1 It is submitted that the work for Renovation of SDF Blocks F,G,H & I at NSEZ, Noida was
awarded to M/s. NBCC (India) Ltd. vide this office letter dated 30.10.2018 at estimated cost of Rs.
19,80,36,379/-. M/s. NBCC (India) Ltd. vide their letter dated 13.05.2019 awarded the work to M/s. S.K.
Builders at cost of Rs. 13,13,90,988/-.

4.2 M/s. NBCC (India) Ltd. vide its letter No. NBCC/SBG/N&U/AGM/NSEZ/2019/556 dated
26.09.2019 has submitted that Aluminium for ACP base frame was left out in the provisional estimate.
Then a team comprising Sh. Nitin Gupta, DDC, Sh. R. P. Verma, Secretary and Sh. Puneet Kapoor, Trade
Member visited for site inspection on 13.09.2019 and suggested that following items are necessary to
complete the renovation work. The provisional estimate by NBCC of proposed extra items is Rs.
1,41,56,135/- (including all charges). Brief details of additional items are as under:-

i.  Mumty Door — 56 sq. meters
ii.  Float glass panes 5.5mm — 2000 sq. meters
ili.  Water Tank — 480000 litres (24 tanks in each block)
iv.  Gun Metal Gate Valve 25mm - 320 nos.
v.  25mm CPVC Pipe — 1920 meter
vi.  50mm CPVC Pipe -1100 meter
vii.  Fire Door — 45.77 sq. meters
viii.  Guniting — 9200 sq. feet
ix.  25mm Nipple — 320 nos.

4.3 M/s NBCC India Ltd. in addition to above ix items submitted estimate for Aluminium for ACP
base frame also— 20000 kgs (M/s NBCC has claimed that its cost was inadvertently left to be taken in
account where submitting estimate). M/s NBCC India Ltd. further clarified vide their letter dated
17.12.2019 that all the items mentioned above are as per the decision taken during the visit of committee
members on 13.09.2019, except Aluminum for the base frame ACP costing Rs. 53,99,750/-. Regarding
Aluminum for base frame of ACP, they have clarified that that the item considered on original sanctioned
item rate estimate for ACP is as per DSR 2016. They have mentioned that the Aluminum for ACP base
frame was not considered in estimate and shall have to be paid extra and analysis for the same is also

N
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submitted. NBCC requested to give the administrative approval for the same so that the work should be
completed in time.

4.4 In view of above, matter was placed before the Committee headed by JDC, NSEZ for examination
of the extra items and recommendations.

4.5 The Committee after due deliberations recommended that additional items as mentioned above
except Aluminium for ACP base frame be placed before NSEZA for consideration. Regarding Aluminium
for ACP base frame the committee recommended that the same may be examined separately on receipt of
appropriate reason/justification from NBCC.

4.6 The proposal along with recommendations of the Committee was placed before the Authority for
appropriate decision.

fAolT:- The Authority discussed the proposal in details and noted that all items except s. no. (ii) above are

in accordance with the advice of the committee as mentioned in para 4.2 above. Mr. Nagarajan, Project
Manager, M/s NBCC India Ltd., present in the meeting explained that Aluminium for ACP base frame was
left to be included in BOQ inadvertently. The Authority after due deliberations approved the cost of
additional items mentioned in para 4.2 above subject to condition that the same will examined on the basis
of detailed estimate submitted by M/s NBCC India Ltd. to this office viz-a-viz tender notice actually issued
by it. Regarding Aluminum for base frame of ACP, the Authority granted in-principle approval. If it is
found that the same was mentioned in estimate submitted to NSEZ but to be inadvertently left to be
included in the tender notice issued by M/s NBCC India Ltd. and M/s NBCC India Ltd. submit
documentary evidence that Aluminium for ACP base frame was actually required and brought inside the
zone, sanction against this item may also be issued. Final position in this regard will be informed to
Authority in its next meeting.

. d@vs W fafdia $ana @ $-sfomdt & gwer gl areh g garT el e Tflr s e &
oy e Ui F3 & grasu A |

5.1 g T R ST § o 30 Siierd qanT aeg 98T shisat & eq@vs W AffT sanal A 8-
sfreett i R AR T RS ga Ry e STl ¥ | A v s ga
HTNET &S Aol Rt 2% TobeT gt aTeh ST T T SAroal IRY ST ey 3w oF et
TATHER fAfAs & EoT ararasl # $ITaeT e @ FEaTRd shdrert feifafad 3euRa s -
“Bidders are also advised to contact NSEZ for the complete payment schedule. The successful buyer has
to adhere payment schedule provided by NSEZ. MSTC shall not be accountable for the payment to be

deposited with NSEZ authority once e-auction is closed. The onus for handing over the plots to the
successful bidder shall lie solely with NSEZ.”

52 35 HEIT T & HTAN 9T schedule ATUsT FaR 3nfdien &b yiferenvor &1 ReiRa aan & |
I FRTET 9HT F FAT Successful Buyer &1 T ATE &1 UHI ST § | AifeheT I1E Buyer HHY g0 hr
HieT FAT Tl & , A AETH S & He[Ale § T gef 1 §8 Ad W Ferg S g & Buyer
ZART TS %12 F &I T T grem]

53 df% At gre Ta sarer & w) 37 e writientor hy fenet oy oo A <t el 93 § saiaT
aTTS.lﬁWQﬁ%W%@WWW?@HWW%%H&SuccessfulBuyer
IATT AT & ITAR FFUT LAY TIRIAOT & @Il & ST AL AT & T FHAGESY g FAde
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FCAT & AT FHAGES Y justify FHIAT ¢ AT M3, AsT faQdy 3nfes atx grfretor 12 wfaed sarer &)X
W HAIGE S Hebel & |
foroter:- giRrertoT & ITRieFa yedre W fawda wa i qur Reafaf@d 9 A5 S -
i. SuccessfulBuyerﬁW@WW@HﬂTW?@%ﬁFﬁﬂmmml
ii. I Successful Buyer sATHT €T STAT Tt 3?:; 30 f&at & rfafea Wﬁﬁl’ FT [AdesT
FAT B, AT 3/ T I F 391k 30 et aF @ sfRebets 60 oAt oo 1 geraggfer sfemh oy
W 12 SR sATSH(ETNF) & AT ST et T eTafal DS Cary & 57 weell o |
iii. I Successful Buyer e 3'1}1??1%3 HHY 79T A, WC{\U? SATSTAT G STAT A H
IAEA T &, a 3Heh GaRT SFIAT T 318 EMD T e &< o siestt qar §-Afaer A
ATAT ST

IR0 & 3T YAee A5l HEH TATHEE fAfAs §-fAfder awardsr ¥ o afFafad wte &
A&er oy feam |

. AuH F3wy Remda Rverw sfosar oI fARRE FY oo §8Ar 10, 11,57 T & @ U1 57 W UouHofoRTe &
At 39fRud 371.20 THHET 8% HT ATded & TFa-y H |

6.1 Ig FECT foham ST § o Aaw Shsew Bomser freesw sfesar o fafaes i core dear 10, 11, 57 v& @
qT 578 TAoTHoSoNZo Tafed & | faavor ol -

S. No. Plot No. Area(in Sqr. Mtrs) Area(in acre)
1. 10 4500.00 1.111974
2. 11 5031.00 1.243187
3. 57A&B 9055.00 2.237539
4, 57C 3937.50 0.97297744
5. Total 22523.50 5.56567744

FHS o SH FHATT Y Fiad fehar a1 o HusT FIfor & Tole &A1 10 e Tolle HEAT 57A, B, C, 11 &
T B TR FT ATST RRT 5 T AR 19.09.2019 FART T&ToT T & & | SIS ¥ IeFef volet o Heq
aagvﬁa»?rmtﬁam.zoaﬁmaa;rmmﬁ%gﬁﬁaﬂﬁmm

6.2 30 TFE-Y F Ig AT & fh 58 FATET & 97 &A1 16.05.2019 F IR sAIUsT TIftior & Rard ¥1+1 &
ToersT 3 TE T FRIAT IAT AT 6 TAoTHS oo & -1 & faammer & |rer 2.5 #ex Aler s@vs o it -
1 Td -1 & faere & a1g @relr 1§ 137 | Rerd [@ug W o7 af A i doc § a7 FIS 37 s
gl 3R s w5, ool & A, wielr i argy, Ao, 3 off Rl At fr g § | a5 wsw F v A o
YT # 78T & | S S[US AT Y ISR e H 3H FATA I S AR TGT § | IR 3 ANG D HqH
T FHTHT FATST JITRIOT ZaRT FIhd BT & ot eI HRET HIFET AT T IFeTHIeeT Jreshior &
wTed T SR foraet 38 avg @ Wrell A st Hrafeyd sesal a amdfed s 3uer fmar Siem |

6.3 mwmmmgmmwwmmmﬁ:mﬁma:mmm
FYoT UG 3HTS GaRT STAT [ T FRNTRIS TR T ARG BT Tl ] TEfey hr 975 oY |

6.4 3Tdc WA & Ig o 3@ o aiAT F e @R Rl oY ${WUs o1 AT 3TaeeT w181 fordr ST W ¥ |
el §-fafaer & Freas § sp@os smafed B o 18 &, e Rora iRy fawior &g atst srftor gan

LS
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freife smdeeT ges st qeAfad R STTaT § | 58 TRT0T 3, TaTe §ET 57A, B U4 11 & A T8 139.75
qa7 3o BYTHT FT THAIT T FATT SART fatich 28.06.2005 Y AT AT &1 AT AV 231.45 T o
BTG & ST WE F tare g Y F3-q Bomsa ecrw sfesar w. [AfAes i 3&fkea § ad: T©
sTEUE AT 31 SIS T HTATe T8t T ST Wl § 3T 3 87TUS Y NSEZ g fordlt 31 gfaem &
forT sriYer 3 o 8T o ST W@ 8] 31 $-Mfaer 3wy w saagIes 781 19| 37c: SH1S | el 371.20
qaHIeR 81T W 3TdC e, Jace faf & aAtwst JiftieAtor anT fFuiia o o8 NSEZA & FER
fora &, & TToT AT ST WehaTl § | TETTHR, $HTS o 3MTdcet Yoo 124,92,608/-, TIETN RN 253,453/, FAH
fXATEY &7 TeT AT 215,590/ Ud GehraT geer AT 33,25,857/- STHT aIa 3ad STAhel 371.20 FaT# e
T oot o feram & |
6.5 3OV FITRIHIOT & TS TRl fohaT 31377 |

farokr:-

IO o AT Fq FRarser Reerq sfesar ur. fAfAes & oare § A1 10, 11, 57 T & o 47 57 9,

TAeTHoSoTZo0 3 ALY IUTTY 371.20 T BYTthel & 3Mace I HeaardeT famam

Permission for sharing of space with the original allottee:

7.1

Tt was submitted that NSEZ Authority had been allowing sharing permission to valid LOA holders

on the decision taken by Authority in its various meetings. Gist of decisions are given below:-

i)

In the meeting held on 30.09.2010, Authority decided as under-

“It was noted by the Authority that Plot holders who have constructed building on the plot often
request the office of CEO to allow sharing of another LOA holder to carry out operations in their
premises as they have spare space. Plot/building holders charge rentals from the tenant as per
their mutual understanding but do not pay to the Authority. They pay normal lease rentals as fixed
for original allottee. Authority decided to charge lease rentals from the original allottee@ 1.5
times of the normal lease rent in case original allottee sub-let their premises till validity of sharing
permission”.

In the meeting held on 03.01.2013, Authority decided as under:-

“Authority was of the view that sharing should be allowed only to the sister concern of the allottee
up to the 25% of the built up space. The request of the units those are not working and want to
sublet the building should not be permitted and permission granted earlier to such units be
reviewed. Authority empowered CEQ to take appropriate action against non-functional units and
other than sister concern.”

iii) In the meeting held on 30.07.2013, Authority decided as under-

“Several permissions to share the premises allotted to one LOA holder with another LOA holder
have been given in the past. Many units are working on sharing basis and such permissions have
been granted on year to year basis. Many cases are now coming up for renewal and as these units
are working. The permission to share space cannot be denied as it would lead to forced exit. Thus a
systematic phasing out is required. It was explained that the sharing permissions given in the past
can be divided into three categories.-

a) A unit having multiple LOAs and units under the same management/group.
b) The units which are functioning and have surplus space. To utilize the space optimally the
permission has been given to some other valid LOA holder units to share the space.
¢) The units which are not functioning or are poorly performing and have rented out their
space for income.
The committee decided that in the first case, there should be no objection as this
allows the expansion of business and export and is not amounting to sub-leasing and

renting of the premises. R‘»
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In the second category, though both the units are performing this should be phased
out and the functioning sharing units be encouraged to move out to the space allotted in
their name.

In the third case, such units are primarily using the space of NSEZ for rental
purposes. All such cases should be reviewed and appropriate action be taken to stop the
practice including denial of any further extension.”

iv) In the meeting held on 23.06.2016, Authority decided as under:-
Different situations for sharing/transfer/re-allotment of SDF was explained before the Authority as
per agenda. After due deliberation, NSEZ Authority, approved the following guidelines to be
Jfollowed with prospective effect.-

S. No.

Situations

Decision

i)

Unit has been allotted SDF(s) in the Zone to
implement an LOA issued to it but has not
commenced commercial activity. If such unit
makes application for exit and requests for
transfer of SDF allotted to it to some other
unit having a valid LOA holder.

Such request shall not be considered
and wunit will have mandatorily to
surrender the SDF to NSEZ Authority.

Unit has been allotted SDF(s) and has
commenced commercial production but has
now applied to exit from NSEZ and requests
Jor transfer the SDF to its sister concern
which has agreed fto take over their
assets/liabilities.

Such request shall not be considered.
Unit will have to surrender the SDF to
NSEZ Authority.

iii)

Unit was allotted more than one SDF as per
its requirement at the time of setting up. The
unit is working unit but due to recession or
lack of requirement or other reasons, wants to
transfer one/more SDF(s) to its sister
concern.

Request may be considered but this
will be treated as sharing by sister
concern and may be permitted subject
fo payment of lease rent @125% of
normal rent for shared area.

Sharing of the same SDF by sister concern.

May be permitted subject to payment of

lease rent @125% of normal rent for
shared area and also sharing with not
more than one unit may be allowed.

72 In the meeting held on 14.01.2019, Authority decided as under:-

“The Authority, after due deliberations, considering the investment made by the unit and Export
performance of said unit decided to extend the validity of sharing permission for one year or
acceptance of recommendation of the Committee whichever is earlier.”

73 No decision from DOC has been received so far. The sharing permissions granted to units have
expired and requests have been received for renewal of sharing permissions.
7.4 In view of above, it was placed before NSEZ Authority to take a view on extension of sharing

permission.

farolar:- The Authority, after due deliberations, considering the investment already made by the sharing units

and their Export performances decided to extend the validity of sharing permission for one more year or
acceptance of recommendation of the Committee whichever is earlier.

\r3
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8. Establishment of Disaster Management Risk Reduction System in Noida Special Economic Zone:

8.1 The Authority was informed that a meeting was held on 16.07.2018 with Sh. Roshan Singh Aswal,
Second-In-Command, National Disaster Response Force (NDRF) to discuss the issue of implementation of
Disaster Management Risk Reduction System, its modalities and in order to work out basic infrastructure
requirement for Disaster Management Risk Reduction System in NSEZ, Noida.
8.2 The Authority further informed that a meeting was again held with NDRF on 30.09.2019 which
was attended by Sh. K.K. Singh, Deputy Inspector General, NDRF and Sh. Surender Singh, Dy.
Commandant, NDRF. During the meeting it was informed by Sh. Surender Singh, Dy. Commandant,
NDRF that a Disaster Management Centre for G.B. Nagar has already been approved by Competent
Authority of NDRF and they are endeavoring to set up the same in G.B. Nagar, if place and conditions are
suitable to NDRF, they can establish the Disaster Management Center in NSEZ.
8.3 Deputy Inspector General & Dy. Commandant along with Secretary, NSEZ visited the zone
complex and they were shown a built up area measuring 700 sq. mtrs. on first floor of Facilitation Centre.
The area of staff quarters, parking places etc. were also shown to the said officers. They desired to send a
proposal to Headquarter, NDRF to take further view to set up the Disaster Management Centre.
8.4 It was informed to NDRF vide this office letter dated 16.10.2019 that as per prevailing rates NSEZ
Authority provides the space/staff quarter on the following charges:-

a. Allotment fee @ Rs. 1750/- per sq. mtr. (non-refundable) is levied as one time charge.

b. Security money (refundable) equivalent to one year lease rent.

c. Lease rent @Rs. 2000/- per sq. mtr. is charged and is to be paid in advance on quarterly basis.
Lease rent is revised every year at the rate as decided by the Authority but not more than 10%.
An amount of Rs. 24/- per sq. mtr. per annum is charged as maintenance charges.
An amount of @ Rs. 2,260/- per quarter is charged as water charges.

f. Staff quarter is allotted on the eligibility criteria as prescribed by Central Govt. on

payment/deduction of licence fee/HRA/Water charges.

8.5 Now, Shri Surendra Singh, Dy. Commandant, NDRF vide its letter dated 20.12.2019 has submitted
that NDRF is constituted by the Govt. of India for the purpose of saving human lives and to provide relief
in case of natural as well as manmade Disaster. NDRF RRC at Noida will provide help to the public as well
as industries of surrounding area during said situations and would be beneficial for citizens of the area.
8.6 In this regard, they have requested to provide the proposed built up accommodation for NDRF,
RRC at free of cost. Whereas the electricity & water charges will be borne by NDRF as well as the license
fee, water chargTQHM‘ew. will also be deducted if the said quarters will be utilized for the personal use of
individuals.
8.7 The proposal of NDRF to provide the proposed built up accommodation for NDRF RRC at free of
cost was placed before the Authority for appropriate decision.

feolr:- The Authority discussed the matter in details and after due deliberations, Authority decided to

provide the built up area measuring 700 sq. mtrs. on first floor of Facilitation Centre, NSEZ for NDRF,
RRC without charging lease rent & maintenance charges. As this office has already allotted a space to
BSNL to facilitate SEZ units without lease rent. However, as communicated by NDRF, it will pay for
electricity/water charges for office and electricity/water charges and license fee toward staff quarter, if
allotted to NDRF personnel as per Govt. of India Rules/guidelines and deduction of HRA from the
concerned personnel.

. Ao v $Rar Rfaee garn $ o @ afitsemst S afe |

Progress report in respect of ongoing projects awarded to NBCC was placed before the Authority. The
Authority reviewed the projects one by one and after due deliberations, expressed the satisfaction over
progress made in the implementation of projew NPCC Ltd. requested to grant extension cf time up to
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20.01.2020 in respect of repair of boundary wall of Jewellery Complex & beautification of area from gate
no. 1 to staff quarters and up to 06.01.2020 in respect of installation of High Mast pole for flag at gate no. 1,
NSEZ. Authority agreed for extension in view of NGT orders/ban on construction subject to submission of
written request of M/s NPCC Ltd. .

Aut verdid frfARe garn i o @ aRatsenst f aeftan

Progress report in respect of ongoing projects awarded to NPCC was placed before the Authority. The
Authority reviewed the projects one by one and after due deliberations, expressed the satisfaction over
progress made in the implementation of projects.

Audt arcaiw RfAes gary & s T darsit & ygel $ir gHta |

Progress report in respect of services provided by M/s WAPCOS Ltd. was placed before the Authority. The
Authority directed the representative of M/s WAPCOS Ltd. to ensure the payment of wages, EPF & ESIC
contribution to engaged work force by 7™ of every month and submit the report of the same on 8" of every
month.
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