


6.	 Al airports "ocn: Conu",.,;i..nain:s have been appo.,ink'<.llhn'ugh competil ive bids. Juc 
privanzauon. the ai rpo.1 "p,:mlt...,. aim to pwvide benet envimnmcn!. ellicicney and 
services to air lines and pa<;.'<Cngel'5. All such Aims consume eITorts and res" urces amI 
hence, highe r operallng costs. 

7.	 TIlc...... fore . flnnncinl sitlUllion (.f nUT gnlUnd handli ng oremli"ns is no l in a posit ion 10 
lake hurden of lhe <ugg.·slio" nlllde in tl><: Consullat ion paper. 

K.	 We suggest thatthe total cost o f a flight at each of the airport should l1c: co mpared und 
if uny of the airport llpcratllnl ' margins are very high. such airport " pemto r should be 
asked to rationuliF.c their othe r charges soch as CUTE. UDF. Land ing charges. 
Parking chllrges ell.'. 

9.	 Another suggestion emerges from the fact thai most o f the dom estic airlines an: do ing 
se lf-handling which docs not attract revenue share. In case lSi'll an: pro viding ground 
handling services 10 domestic air lines . the same may also be excluded from the amhit 
of revenue share. 

Hence . further 10 above comments and suggest ions we place our l"IXlUCSl 1001 our ground 
h'llldling o perat ions wi ll not be in a posilion III lake burden of IIny uJdi ti"nal expense . Othe r 
ai rport charges ulonG with revenue share payable by ISPs should be review..... in entirety a fld 
compared anlUng var ious airports in India and abroad. Reviewing revenue soore payable by 
the lS I's in iso lation should be avoided. 

We would like to discuss this matter amI kind ly allow 10 give us some lime fur a meet ing. 

Regard s 
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