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MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(Legislative Department)
NOTIFICATION
‘New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2007 ,
S.0. 67(E).—The following Order made by the President is published for general information :—
| | ORDER |

Whereas a petition dated the 8th July, 2006 raising the question of alleged disqualification of
Dr. A. Ramadoss; a sitting Member of Parliament (Rajya Sabha) under clause (1) of Article 103 of the
Constitution has been submitted to the President by Shri Omesh Saigal, IAS (Retd.), President, Youth for
Equality and Excellence; o N :

And wheread the said petitioner has stated that Dr. A. Ramadoss, who is also the Union Cabinet
Minister for Health and Family Welfare, has bec me the President of the All India Institute of Medical
Sciences and thereby acquired an office of profit under the Government;

And whereas the opinion of the Blection Commission has been sought by the President under a
reference dated the 13th July, 2006 under clause (2) of Article 103 of the Constitution on the question as
to whether Dr- A. Ramadoss, a sitting Member of Parliament (Rajya Sabha) has become subject to
disqualification for being a Member of Parliament under Sub-clause (a) of clause (1) of Article 102 of the
Constitution; ' : '

And whereas the Election Commission has noted that the appointment of Dr. A. Ramadoss as
the President of the All India Institute of Medical Sciences is a case of apointment ‘by name’ within the
meaning of clause (a) of Section 3 of the Parliament (Prc;'ention of Disqualificati(gn) Act, 1959, which
inter alia,declares that no office of profit under the Government held by a Minister, whether ex officio
or by name, shall disqualify the holder thereof for being chosen as, or for being, a Member of Parliament;

And whereas the Election Commission has given its opinion (vide Annex) that the office of the
President of the All India Institute of Medical Sciences held by Dr. A. Ramadoss as Union Minister, by
name, is covered under the exemption clause under. the said clause (a) Section 3 of the Parliament

(Prevention of Disqualification) Act, 1959 and, therefore, if at all there is any disqualification on account .

of the holding the said office, it stands removed and Dr. A. Ramadoss is not subject to disqualification
within the meaning of Sub-clause (a) of clause (1) of Article 102 of the Constitution;

b

Now, therefore, I, A.P. J. Abdul Kalam, President of India, in exercise of the powers conferred
on me under clause (1) of Article 103 of the Constitution, do hereby decide that Dr. A. Ramadoss
has not become subject to disqualification on account of holding the office of the President of the All India
Institute of Medical Sciences, as alleged in the present petition,

10th January, 2007 - |  President of India

[F. No. H-11026(44)/2006-Leg, 11]
Dr. BRAHM AVTAR AGRAWAL, Addl. Secy.
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA

" Reference Case No. 92 of 2000
{Reference from the President under Article 103 (2) of the Constitution|

In re:
Alleged disqualification of Dr. A. Raradoss, M.P.(Rajya Sablia) under Article 102 (1)
{a) of the Constitution

Sh. Omesh Saigal - Petitionar
Vs.
Dr. A. Ramadoss - Respondent
Present:
For the petitioner:

It

. Shri Omesh Saigal, Petitioner,
2. Shri Praveen Kumar.

For the respondent;

Dr. Abhshek M Singhvi, Sr. Advocaie,
Shri Jayant Nath, Sr. Advocate,

Shri Mukul Gupta, Advocale,

Shri Rajat Katyal, Advocate.

il o

OPINION

This is a reference dated 13" July, 2006, from the Prerident under Article 103(2)
of the Constitution, seeking the Commission’s opinion on the ciucstion whether
Dr.A.Ramadoss, a siting member of the Rajya Sabha, has become subject o -

disqualification.under Article 102(1)(a) of the Constitution.
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The above question was raised betore ihe President in a petition dated 8" July,
2006. submitted before him by Sh. Omesh Saigal. IAS (Retd). President, Youth for
Equality and'Excel'le_nce. The petitidner _stated that the responden't who is alse the Union
Cabinet Minster for Health and Fami_ly_w_el_fare,.had become the President of the All
India Institute of Medical Scienbies (AIIMS) and thereby acquired an office of profit
| under Lhé Government. The petitionér further stqted that as President of the AIIMS, the
rcspdndent cnjbyed various powers and functions and waf entitled to perks and
allowances which made the office an.oﬁiqe of profit within the meaning of Article
102(1Xa) of the Céristitﬁtion, and contended that the respondent was. liable to be
disqualified on that account for being a member of the Parfiament. Although the petition
did not contain any information about the date of appointment of the respondent as
President of the AIIMS, it was seen from the pﬁpers otherwise available with the
Comunission in the form of Annexure .to a writ petition (Na. 16687 of 2006) before the
Delhi High Court in which the Commission has also been impleaded as a respondent,
that the appointment was made after the electio_n'of the respondent as a mem-ber of the
Rajya Sabha .'m June 2004. Therefore, the Commission issucd a notice to the respondenll
asking him to file his reply to the petition.
3. | The respondent tiled his reply to the petition on 25.8.06. His main contentions in
 the reply were that he was nominated as the President of the AI].MS by .virtue of his being
the Union Cabinet Minister .for Health and Family Welfar:, and that he would be
protected from disqualification in view of clause (8) of Section 3 of tlierParliamem
{Prevention of Disq@iﬂwtion) Act, 1959 (‘1959 Act’ in shart). He further contended

that the AIIMS confers medical degrees and diplomas recognised as medical

22551/67 3
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qualifications, and hence the AIIMS would qualify to be recognised as a university
constituted under a special statute. On this ground, he contended that he would be
protecled from disqualification under clause (1) also of Sectivr 3 of the 1959 Act, The
respondent also submitied that as the President of the AIIMS. he was not entitied Lo any
remuneration other than compensatory allowance. He referred o Rule 5 of the All India
Institute of Medical Sciences Rules, 1958, which stipulates that the President or.member
of the ALIMS would not be entitled 10 arly “allowance or remuneration other than the
uavelng and daily allowance which they may draw if | they are entitled 1o it under the
regulations framed under Rule 29. The respondent contended that he was thus protected
from disqualification under clause (1) of Section 3 as well.

4, The petitioner, in his rejoinder, refuted the contentions made in the reply of the
respondent that the office of the President of AIIMS was exempted from disqualification
under clauses (a), () and (i) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act. According to him, the Very
fact that the respondent was appointed as Minister for Health and Family Welfare from
the end of May, 2004 and that he was nominated as the President of the AIIMS only
from 14" July, 2004 shows that the office is not held by him in ex-officio capacity by
virtue of being the Minister for Health and Family Welfare. Regarding the contention
that the AIIMS would be a university within the meaning of Section 3(f) of the 1959 Act,
the petitioner stated that ‘university’ is defined in Section 2 of the University Grants
Commission Act, 1956 and the AIIMS does not fall into the category of Lniversity as
defined therein, and that it cannot even be treated as a ‘deemed 1miversit3f under Section
3 of the said Act. About the applicability of Section 3(i) of the 1959 Act, the petitioner

submitted that Section 8 of the AIIMS Act provided that the President and members
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shall receive such alIawances if any. from the In.mrute as may be prescribed by Rules.

The petitioner further submitted that the respondent belng the Minister of Health and

Family Welfare, is himself the authority to frame the rules under that Act. He also stated |

that the respondent has been provnded various facilities included five staff members and
conveyance on which a large sum of money has been incurred by the AIIMS.
5. The Commission fixed a heating in the matUer initially for 29-09-06, which was
postponed on the request of the respondent and re-scheduled for 19-10-2006.
6. At the hearing, the petitioner appeered in person. Reiterating his contentions in

the petiﬁon and rejoinder, the petitioner cited some instances in the past when persons

other than the Union Minister of Health have occupied the office of President of AIIMS. -

He stated that the Parliamentary Comrmttees on earlier occasions have expressed the

view that the Muuster should not be the President of AIMS. He stated that the holding of
office of the President-of AIIMS by the respondent wouid result in conflict in the
: dlscharge of his duties as a leglslator masmuch as he, being the anster for Health and
Family Welfare, would be scrutinizing the fgnctiomng of -the AIIMS and being the
‘President of the AIIMS, would be defending and answerable to his ministry for such

functioning. Sh. Saigal further submitted that if an office is under the Govt. and if any

profit is receivable to the holder of the office then it becomes an office of profit attracting

‘ disqualification. He referred to the decisioﬁs of the Supreme Courtm various cases to
stress the point that the power to appoint a person to an office and the power to displace
him from that office are the crucial factors to determine whether an office is under the

Govt. The petitioner submitted that in the present case, there is no doubt that the power

to appoint and remove the President of AIIMS frorh that office is vested with the Central
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Govt. and therefore, the crucial test for the office to be treated as office under the Govt. is
satisfied here. He contended that the staff drawn from and paid for by, the AIIMS were
made available to the respondent as his personal staff, in addition to other facilities such
as facilities of guest house, security, etc. by the AIIMS. Regarding remuneration, the
petitioner réiterated his contentions made in the rejoinder filed by him that Section 8 of
the AIIMS Act provides for payment of allowances to the President of the AIIMS as may
be prescribed under the Rules. He added that it is the respondent himself who is the
competent authority to modify or amend the rules at any time. Therefore, he contended
that it is immaterial that the Rules as in force now do not provide for any remuneration

for the time being, as the position can be changed at any time according to the will of the -

respondent. According to the petitioner, the very fact that the Act provides for allowances

would mean that there is remuneration receivable by the respondent in this case.I He
referred to the decision of the Supreme Court in Jaya Bachchan Vs. Union of India [2006
(5) SCALE11}, Shibu Sorn Vs. Dayanand Sahay [2001 (7) SCC 425], Ravanna Subbanna
Vs. Kaggeerappa ( AIR 1954 SC 653) in support of the argument that if remuneration is

receivable, the office in question becomes an office of profit irrespective of whether or

 not it is actually received. He stated that the allowances and perks have in fact been

sreceived by the respondent in the present case. He submitted that huge expenditure has

been incurred by the respondent and items of expenditure such as on dinners and
purchase of utensils have been passed off as perks.

7. The petitioner further referred to the provisions of the Univcrsity- Grants
Commi_ssion Act 1956, to argue that the AIIMS is not a University or even a deemed

University. He reiterated his submissions in the rejoinder filed by him earlier, that the
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term ‘university’ is defined in the UGC Act, and the AIIMS is ncltheraumvemtymra
deemed university as per the definition in the UGC Act. He also cited the decision of the
Supreme Court in the Dental Council of India’s case [ 2001 (8) SCC 61] in which the
Supreme Court ﬁeld that the AIIMS does not become a university just because it has been
empowereci to confer certain degrees and diplomas.

- 8. | Sh. Abhishek Singhyi, Senior Advocate, appeared for the respondent. He gave a
brief hisfory of the concept of ‘office of ﬁoﬁt’ as it evolved in the Parliamentary system
of the United Kingdom. He stated that this concept was adopted from the British system
and inicorporated in Articles 102 and 191 of the Constitution of India, as a measure to
prevent conflict between the interests of a member of Parliament on account of hoiding
an office of profit unde;' thé executive government and his dﬁties as a Parliamentarian.
Aécording to him, such conflict of interest did not arise in the _present case, as the
respondent being a Union Minister was already a part of the executive government.
Referring to thc logic behind Articie '102(1)(a) of preventing the msumces of the
executive wielding influence over ‘members of Parliament through their appointment to
offices under the executive, Shri Singhvi submitted that the Minster being part of the
executive, there was no question of his being inﬂuenqed by the executive by
@ppointment to any office. He submittea that the real issue for determination is whether
the office of the President.of AIIMS held by the respondent is an office of profit and if so
whether the same is exempted from disqualification under the 1959 Act. He stated that
under Rule 5 of the All Indla Instnmte of Medical Sciences Rules, 1958, the President of
the AIIMS is not entitled to any remuneration or atlowance other than traveling and daily

allowance, and, therefore, the reliance by the petitioner on section 8 of the AIIMS Act,
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his' contention that the respondent is entitled to various allowances is misplaced.
However, hc.did admit that the respondent, as President of the AIIMS, enjoyed the perks
and facilities, but the Commission dealing with the present proceedings under Article
103(2) is not the appropriate forum to raise these issues, as the Commission is only
concemned with the question whether the office held by the respondent is an office of.
- profit within ﬁe meaning of Article'102(1)(a). As regards the allegation of misuse of

facilities provided by the AIIMS and attaching to the respondent a large number of staff

drawn from the AIIMS, far in excess of the entitlement of a Minister, Shri Singhvi

submitted that his would at best be an abuse of power and it is not relevant to decide the
question of disqualification in this case,

9.  Shr Sihghvi referred to the decision of the Supreme Court in B. Shankaranand

Vs. Common Cause and others [ (1996) 8 SCC 674] in which the issue of appointment
of Sh. Shankaranand, the then Union Minister in charge of the Health Ministry as the
President of the AIIMS was the issue. Shri Singvi referred to fhe observations of the
Supreme Court in that decision that the Govt was justified in nominating persons apart
from Scientists as members of the governing body of the AIIMS under the AIIMS Act
and upholding the nomination of Shri Shankaranand as one such member and the
President of the AIIMS by virtue of his being the Minister of Health and Family Welfare.
He stated that the Supreme held that the Central Government was empowered (o
nominate the Health Minister as the President of the AIIMS. He contended that the
nomination of the respondent as the President of the AIIMS was by virtue of his being
the Minister for Health and Family Welfare, and thus ex-officio in nature. He s‘tated that

under the Govt. of India’s Allocation of Business Rules, the matters relating to the

’
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AIIMS are aliccated to the Ministry~of Health and Family-. Welfare, He therefore,
submitted that the respondent was protected from disqualification under clause (a) of
Section 3 of the 1959 Act. |
10.  Shri Singhvi farther reiterated the contentions made in the written statenent about
the AIIMS being a university as it confers medical degrees and diplomas, and contended
that the office of President of the AIIMS would, therefore, be exempt from
disqualification under clause (f) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act. He referred to the decision

~ of the Supreme Court in Prof. Ydshﬁai 's case [ (2005) 5 SCC 420] and in Dem‘al Council

. of India case [(2001) 8 SCC 61] in support of his contention. He submitted that in the
Dental Council'’s ca;sé; a distinction was made between ‘university’ and ‘university by
law® and coﬁtendei:l that since the 1959 Act does not specifically refer to ‘university by
law’ in ch@ (f) referred to above, the respondent should get the benefit .of exemption
from disqualification provided under that clause. The other coniention was that since the
respondent was not entitled to any'rcmuneratioﬁ other than traveling and daily allowance
as per Rule 5 of the All India Institute of Medical Sciences Rules, he would also be
protected under clause (i) of the aforesaid Section 3. Shri Singhvi stated that as Union
Minister th; respondent was entitled to furnished accommodation, staff, telephone,
conveyance, etc. and that, in any event, the facilities of staff and conveyance, security,
etc. did net constitute any pecuniary gain to the respondent. He submitted that in Shibu
Soren’s case, Shri Shibu Soren was paid honorarium also, and therefore, the reliance
ﬁlaoed on that decision by the petitiorier was distinguishable.
11. Iﬁ his rejoinder submissions, the petitioner stated that although the Allocation of

~ Business Rules allocate the AOMS to the Health Ministry, they do not require the
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Minister to address all matters including budget allocation, sanctidning of schemes, etc.
of the AIIMS as stated by Shri Singhvi. He further pointed out that under the said
Allocation of Business Rules, some other institutions were also put under the Ministry &f
Health, but the respondent was not the President of all those institutions. Thus he was not
holding the office of the President in ex-officio capacity. He further countered the
contention about the appointment of the respondent being in ex-officio capacity by
pointing out that the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare had recently made a
recommendation to the Committee on Subordinate Legislation to suggest aincndments to
the AHIMS Act so as to make the Minister of Health Ministry the ex-officio President of
the AIIMS. He contended that this was proof enough that the appointment of the
respondent is not ex-officio. He reiterated the other contentions that providing staff car
with a driver, other personal staff and other facilities by the AIIMS amounts to profit and
the office would become an office of profit.

12.  On conclusion of the hearing, the parties were allowed to file their written
arguments within a week. Shri Singhvi requested for 3 to 4 further days beyond the
week’s time to enable him to deal with all points that may be raised by the petitioner in
his written submissions. The petitioner filed his written arguments in time, and the
written arguments of the respondent were filed on 6.1 1.2006.

13. The Commission has carefully considered the relevant facts of the case, the
contentions of both the parties in the petition, reply, rejoinder and in the written
arguments and the oral submissions made at the time of the hearing. The undisputed facts
are that the respondent was appointed-as the Union Cabinet Minister for Health and

Family Welfare in May 2004, he was later elected as a member of the Rajya Sabha in



[ T H—3vs 3(ii) | ' ‘ . VIR 1 TSI -+ ST

“'H  June 2004, and on 12%3004 he was nominated as Member and also the President of
the AIIMS by two separate notifications. Later, t‘here was a reconstltutlon of the
govemmg body in February, 2005, and on ‘7"‘ February 2005 two further notrﬁcatlons

: nommatmg the respondent among others as member of the AIIMS and further as the |
President of the AIIMS were issued. Thus, the facts of the case clearly show that the
respondent was a Union Cabinet Minister when he was nornmated as the PreSident of the

- AIIMS on both the oecas'ions.‘_' | |
14. The ofﬁce of Presider_rt of the {&IIMS is an office wnh '; perpemal Succession, in
existence for about 50 years, Thereforrthere is no question of any doubt that ttus is an
office mdependent of the holder of the ofﬁce .The crucial test 10 }udge whether an office

| isan ofﬁce under t11e govermnent as laJd down by the Supreme Court in warious cases
_1s the power of appomtment to the ofﬁcc the power of dismissal or removal and control
exercised by the govemment m the functions of the mcumbent In the present case, the

| respendent has claimed that hxs appolntment as the President of the AIIMS i is ex-ofﬁcm
in nature, a claim that was vehemently refuted by the petrtloner From. the prov1smns of‘
~ the AIIMS Act, 1t is seen that Sectlen 7 clause (1), provides that the President of the
| AlIMS shall be nommated by the Central Govemment frorn among the members of |
governing body of the Institute other than the Dlrector There is no mention in- that
Secuon about the Minister of Health a;; Fa;ﬂy Welfare holdmg the ofﬁce in ex-officio
capacity. The petmoner has shown by. documentary evidence that-there have been cases
in the past when persons_other than the Minister of Health and Farnily Welfare h_av'e held -
rire office. In fact,‘ the responderr; himself came to hold the office _oﬁly from 14" Jul}‘f,_

2004, altheugh he was appointed as Minster in May 2004, Therefore, the Commission

225 EIfRme7—
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cannot accept the contention of the respondent that his appomtment is ex-officio in

" nature. He has been appointed as President of the AIIMS by the Central Govt. in exercise

of the powers under the above-referred Section 7 (1) of the AIIMS Act, as the very

notification dated 14™ July, 2004 of his appointment shows. Though in the AIIMS Act,

or in the Rules under that Act, there is no expfess provision about the removal of the
President of the Institute from that office, the very fact that the Central Govt.
reconstituted the governing body on 7‘“_'};:Sb1;u§ry, 2005 on its own shows that the power
to remove the incumbent from the office is also vested with the Central Government
which is the authority to appoint/nominate the President. The office thus ansWer_s the
basic tests to be an office under the Goverment.
15, But the holding of every office und;:r the government does not lead to
disqualifation ‘under Article 102 (1) (a). The Constitution in that Article itself, has
empowered the Parliament to declare a.n.y office as exempt from disqualification under
that -.Articlc. The main contention put forward by the respondent in his written
;ubmissions and at the hearing was that the office held by him is exempted from
disqualification under clauses (a), (f) and (i) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act. Therefore,
before further probing into the guestion, it has to be seen whether this is an office which
is ;:xempted from disqualification,
6. Itis useful to reproduce Article 102(1)(a) here :

“102. Disqualification for membership.- (1) A person shall be disqualified for

being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament-
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| | (a) if he holds any office of profit under the Government of India or the '

Government ‘of any State,. other than an office declg.red_ By Parliament by law not to
disqualify itsr holder,”. |

The law passed by the Parliament declaringr certain offices as offices the holders

of which are exempted from disqualification is the 1959 Act. It is well settled _tl-mt.the

Parliament is emi)owered' to declare ,an& office, even if it carries profit, as exeinptpd from

@e pmiew of disqqal?ﬁc_ation. In fact, this power is not in question here. It is only the

| applicability of clauses (a), (f) aﬂd (i) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act , relied upon by the

—_

respondent, that has been disputed by the petitioner.
17.  Por convenience of reference, clauses (a), (f) and (i) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act
are also reproduced here:

“ 3, Certain offices of profit not to disqualify.- It is hereby declared that
none of the following offices, in so far as it is an office of profit under
the Government of India or the Government of any State, shall
disqualify the holder thereof for being chosen as, or for being, 2 member
of Parliament, namely:-

(a) any office held by a Minister, Minister of State or Deputy. Minister
for the Union or for any State, whether ex officio or by name;”. ‘

¥ % =

(f) the office of Chairman or member of the syndicate, senate, executive .
committee, council or court of a university or any other body connected with a

university.
* & »

(i) the office of Chairman, Director or member of any statutory or non-statutory
body other than any such body as is referred to in clause (h), if the holder of such

office is not entitled to any remuneration other than compensatory allowances, but

2565107 — 5
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excluding (i) the office of Chairman of any statutory or non-statutory body

specified in Part-II of the Schedule;”.

18.  The abovementioned Section 3(a) provides in unambiguous terms that “any
office” heid by a Minister of the Unton whether ex-officio or by name, is not to be treated
as a disqualification under Article 102(1)(a) of the Constitution. It is important to note
here that under this Section not only an office held by a Minister in ex-officio capacity
but also aﬁy other office held by him by name protects him against disqualification by
law. Therefore, in the facts of the present case; the controversy whether the appointment
of the respondent as the President of the AIIMS is ex-officio or not is thus not relevant
in so far as the protection against disqualification under clause (a) of Section 3 is
concerned. It is an admitted position-that under the Allocation of Business Rules, the
affairs relating to the AIIMS have been allocated to the Ministry of Health and Family
Welfare. Therefore, it is not as if the respondent has been appointed to an office with no
relation to the Ministry he is'heading, As per the information furnished by the petitioner
himself, the Union Ministers in charge of the Ministry of Health had been nominated as
the President of the AIIMS in almost all cases in the past. The relevant part of the
Notification dated 14.7.2004 issued by the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare,
regarding appointmé:nt of the respondent as the President of the AIIMS, is reproduced as
follows:

... the Central Government hereby nominates Dr. Anbumani Ramadoss, Minister for

Health and Family Welfare, a member of the All India Institute of Medical Sciences,
New Delhi to be President of the said Institute”.
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19. = The notification dated 7.2.2005, of the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare

- regarding his re-appointment to the same office after reconstitution of the body is also in
similar terms. Thus, there can hardly be any doubt or dispute that this is a case of
appointment of the respondent ‘by name’ within the meaning of Section 3(a) of the 1959
Act. The Commission is thus of | the congidered opinion that the ap}:ointment of the
respondent, .who' is the Union Cabinet Minister in the Ministry of Heaith and Family
Welfare, as Preéident of Vthe AIIMS, is squhrely covered under the EXemption clausc
provided in clause (a) of Section 3 of‘fhe 1959 Act. Therefore, the resporident is
protected against any disqualification under Article 102 (l) (a) on account of such
appointment. | |

- 20.  The argument of the respondent about the AIIMS being a umversxty and the
consequent protection under clause (f) of Section 3 of the 1959 Act, does not prime facie
appear t0 be acceptable in view of ‘the finding of the Supremc Court in the Dental
Counc:l s ca.s'e(supra) that the AIIMS cannot be said to be a umvers1ty However, in view
of the position that the present appointment is protected from dlsquahﬁcat:on under
clause (a) of section 3,” the Commission is not required to engage in further dlSCllSSlO!l on
this aspect relatable to clause (f) of that sectlon. For the same reason, lt is also not
.hecessary to go into the issue whether the facilities - proﬁidéd to the rcspondént would
amount {0 pecuniary gain for treating the office held by him as an office of profit or not
for the purposes of clause (i) of section 3 of the 1959 Act. |
21.  In view of the above, the Commission is of the considered opinion that the office
of President of the AIIMS held by the respondent as Union Minister, by name, is covered

under the exemption clause under the said clause (a) of Section 3 of the Parliament
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(Prevention of Disqualification) Act, 1959 and, therefore, if at all there is any
disqualification on account of the respondent holding the said office, it stands removed
under Section 3(a) of the said 1959 Act. The reference from the President is accordingly
returned with the bpinion to the effect that the respondent is not subject to
disqualification on the ground mentioned-in the petition .
S/~ | .
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