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Statatory Orders ard Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Gnvemmgnt of India
(other than the"Ministry of Defence)

1wy, g freTRy ey SV HETET

(w1faw o< wfermwm fasarr)
7§ feelY, 25 97d, 2001

W, W, 207 T TIETC  CERAITA
faeelt fadiw gfere varoar - mwfafraw, 1946 (1946 7
wigfma . 25) 5 a6 % g afsy wrTr 5
*Y SyaTer (1) gRT aw wiemdm &1 Sav 5
§T wEw T wEE &7 wigguar . g g
(f1) 2/97/84 fawIF 9-7-1999 T Wy waw
T @& W ogEals ¥ g wWOw qEI
T, waw wer ¥ ad wwaAr uw wf W) w.
199/98 EATH 12-4-1998 T WIAAT TF Mg H

202/08 faTw 12-4-1998 % "Wam ¥ W
Fx WigET &7 87T 409 F AT qIET g9y IwL AW
wousl ¥ gufay waar gewr v, geRw T
ygha @ I WrmEy F g (W H FU wq Il
wegi & Sgqa PRl wE mOUE w1 wew e

157 GI/2001—1 [535]

% fau feeer Pady gfae varoan & ageal o i
v wfterrfer & faerre geget waw 9T 9T s4fY
g

gt wfgear W@ g, wifas, A%
ferproe auy dw warew (F10aw o sfweror faawr)
#Y. fl® 9-7-19990 M mfggamr &. 228/27/97-
v A -1 & wifow womesr § oy o § 0

(8 228/27/97w. &, @ -I0]
g fag, wee wfaw

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC
GRIEVANCES AND PENSION

(Dipartment of Personnel and Training)
New Delbi, the 25th Jamnary, 2001

S.0. 207.—Jn c¢xercise of the powers conferrec
by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section
of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1947
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[PART I[--SEC. 3(11)]

(Act, No. 25 of 1946) the Cenmal Govermnent with

the consent of the Stane Government of Assam vide-~

Noufication No. FLA(V)2(97|84 dated 9-7-1999%
hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the
members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment
to ‘he whole of the State of Assam for investimation
of offences under section 409 of Indian Penal Code
and attempt, abctment and conspiracy in relation to
or in connection with the above offences committed
and other offence committed in the course of  the

same ‘ransaction arising out of the same facts telating
to coes TID 2. InQI0R Aatad [72.4.1008 and  glso

case bearing FIR No, 202[98 dated 12-4-1998, regis-
tered with Police Stztion Paltan Bazar, S'ate  of
Assam, . ‘

The above notificition is iscued in martial modifi-
cation of Notification No, 228[27197-AVD-II  dated
9-741000 Goverrment of Irdia, Ministty of fPerson-
nel, Public Gricvences and Pensions, (DP&T),

[No. 228[27197-AVD.II]
HARI SINGH Under ber'y

N - ——— e s

faer g
(avren  Fwmr)

A
wi fasdll, o sA7d, 2001
@y

T.T, 208.— Wty T&rg sfhfquw, 1899
(1899 & 2) ¥ g 9 #HY Ipwr (1) ¥ &Y
(=) zvavsmwer wiwedd &7 FAT w2 g, Bl gHR
wragrer, &, s g fa,, o faedt w1 9w
sTqdt groT SrdY fRT i aré 0000001 & 1000000
wa wr fRwee @eur AT 100-100 T ey & Wi
T OFLE GG b AT WY & 1000000 dwfeew
refredfin WA TV FEe WG SE T ESTE S
AT TR YEF AT wT A7 qgafw  wew
it g

[&. 5/200 ~F%q ®1.§. 33[77/2000-fa. % ]
. T ST BT, WA qhersr

MINISTRY OF FINANCE
(Department of Revenuc)
ORDER

New Declhi, the 9th January, 2001

STAMPS

$ 0. 20F.—In excroise of the powers conferred by clause
(b) of sub-section (1) of sectiun 9 of the Indian Stamp Act,
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Governmcnt hereby permits
M/s. Ghaghara Sugar Limited, New Delhi to pay cousolidated
stemo  duty of rupees seven lakh fifty thousand onlv on
1002000 Ontional Ccnverfible DebentGres of  rupees one
hundred ecach bearing disiinct've nombere {rom 00DONDT to
1000000 aggregating to rupeos ten crore only, to be issued
by the said Compuny.

[No. 5/2001-8TAMPS /Y. No. 33,77 /2000-ST)
R. . CHHHABRA, Under Secy.

T e e —

a‘r?m
w8 fasmft, 17 =@ad, 2001
¥R

WL 209 Wity TR Hiuf(iT,or1899
(1899 ®r 2) ®T WU 9 AT InIU(1) HAY
(ar) grar srer wiwedi =3 wAtT  opeA pu, WA
TR, UGS, METE W fud Froa, 1{33’*‘: &Y
HEIREE] iy farsmd go,T WY W WA ETR
ug;"!ﬁ waT WY syafa wow wwdt & ot 9w
frre qrr sy BT St adr faem wace o
WO T RTEr ER & W7 ANA § o

(%) wia 7 0T @6 A™g T F F4T Y
F 1 & 124 av o« ffre ey T
10. 52 st gy, o fr fv s 2010
(76 # ay==r), W

(@) W oesfte ®UT 81T qew F 1 ¥ 262
aw wy fafier gt ay 11,33 whiaw
9 2010 (7741 si@er) |

[4. 6/2001-Ferq/®1. 6. 33/3/2001-f0. % ]
T, O, Wiy, HAT Hiaq

ORDER

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001
STAMPS

8.0, 209.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause
(b) of sub-scction (1) of Section 9 of the Indian Stamp
Act, 1899 (2 of 189%), the Central Guovernment hereby
permits Maharashtra Smtc Financial Corporation, Mumbai
to pay consolidated stamp duty of rupees twenly five Likh
ninety five thousaud only chargeable on account of the stamp
duty on bonds described as —-

() 10.5297, MSFC BONDS 2010 (76th Series) bearing
distinctive numbers from 1 to 124 aggregating to
rupecs njne crore sixty lskh only; and

(b) 11.33¢, MSFC BONDS 2010 (77th. Series) bearing
distinctive numbers from 1 to 262 agpregating to
Tupees twenty five crore anly,

to be Issued by the said Corporation.

[No, &/2001-STAMPS/F. No. 33/3/2001-ST]
i R. G. CHHABRA, Tinder Srov.

(Felra weer w HE)
wf faset, 3 wsrd, 2000
(ermrme)
ET.HT, 210 amvd stfufansr, 1961 (1961
FT 43) ® G 10 F €T (23 W) H IIAS
(iv) ara saew wmierdt &7 wimr - a7 g0,
WIHTT TAEEIRT “edw TeAWH T GivdY @b,
afa@w Mager e, emwF’ w0 1904-95  iF
109€-97 aF & FY faglor awt & fog freafapg o



[T-q 11— 3 (ii)) | mmm:mmzom[m 31,1_922'_ ,353"-_

val & ol WY gU 9w gvEe & W
wad sfrafer wl §, sl —

(1) a< fraifel Sowy s &1 LEAAE (9T
IAXT AW F TAAE A F T IqH
SHaA qUAT T4 FAAGAT G 9EAw
faq wtr fo=% faq gawt samEr #)
T 3

(2) #% fruiflt  soe-sffas s faafor

aut & gwa qdadf @@t # fRdr @Y wafa
# g ar 11 # ogmarw (5) #
fafaface frdY o & i 7 sa3r TOF
¥ faw sl ¥ gawy fafe  (Raeaate-
Td wAAC saar feEt W weg Wi %
wg H oo qar stwa wifest wwaw W
fast) . feaw Al FOU wgar 9 oAT
qET wegT ",

(3) dg wimgrar fady Tdr st % daw «
ey et gen, @ fF sQaw ¥ oawy
ara wqr yfwarg @ 97 af fr dar w0
e Ay &7 faaifal & et vy wifw
# fog wifs o © @41 T4 FTOA

% oy W owmw ¥ drm qRawe adl e
sy g ;

(4) @ frmifeft smae wfafaas, 1961 &
AT ® AR R gy faaofy frg-
faq w7 ¥ amEe wiw & oaAd
BES HST |

[fageraT §11412/%1.9. 197/35/98-31.% 1. T]

qqT WX, q¥L qfrg

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2000

(INCOME TAX)

5.0. 210.—In exerciss of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of he Income-tax
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
notifies the “State Innovation ip Family Planning Services
Project Agency, Lucknow” for the purpose of the snid sub-
clruse for the ussessment years 1994-95 to 1996-97 subject
to the following conditions, namely :—

(1) the assessee will apply its income, or nccumulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects
for which it 1 established;

(i) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contributions received and maintained
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any perlod
during the previous years relevant to the assessment
years meontioned above other wise thun in any one
or more of the forms or modes specified in sub-
soction (5) of Section 11;

(iii) this notification will not apply In relation to any
income belng profita and gains of business, unless
the business is mcidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and separale books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business,

(iv) the assessce will regularly file its return of Income
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961,

[Notifieation No. 11412/F. No. 197/35/98-1TA-1]
‘ SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy.

we faedft, 3 waEE, 2000
(straFR)

w1, 211— Fw Hfafaow, 1961 (1961
FT 43) BT ETT 10 F WE (237) F IUHE  (jv)
greT oA wfEdt &7 A w3 30y a R
TR “Yud TR Wi Oed Griaew wi
afidY, @& faesl, #1 19992000 ¥  2001-2002
o & w¥ faghor oot & fag fefafar onl &

HERHI WH g A quay ¥ wirAvd  qhrgfag -
w=dft § qAA— :

(1) =% fAalfeft SadY ot %71 TR FHaar
ITH _qTA FT AR TG ¥ fqa gERy
HWOR qUiEAT qAGT SAeHIAT YW IgAVE
¥ fav sty foaw fog Y gt &Y
‘ng' ’

(2) wx fatfefy  Sreafesfmr we frato
wat ¥ qad qgadt adt & fedt off wafy
F QM &l 11 % @vara (5) F fafa-
fee fodlY ow & «@foF g0 sqar @O
¥ faer w08 & guwy fafw (Staedtar-
fram el saar fait oer awg aife
¥ w0 ¥ wrg war gqded dfeos -
g ¥ ) &1 f3w o w@ s gaar
JY WAT WAl FET wa,

(3) wg wfaygwer fedt Ot g & oot ¥
q] A% gR, o fF wTOam § wrer ey
war givwaa &Y 94 aF & 0ar T
ggq & (ot & ggdwt #Y wife &
fag wdfrw adl & q@1 A% IAqR &
gag ¥ yam ¥ Far gfeaw agt <y
T &Y,

(4) w¢ fraitclt smre afafrad, 1961 &
qEaEl & a3 @@ oy fa-
fag & & wEwT WiEEE ¥ owqw
TR HUM

(5) foely dear & fawen = forfe & srfafong
e Wi dfemfadl & g ¥ denm
¥ gy WO ST qBE ¥ oy faife
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mﬁrﬁ i srrq:f’r "X 3| mrf \ﬂ
feeqr SMURTAT USY [IHX HAAT HH G-
FX & q@ qifan qgdl dsr G

[ €. 11414/67. 5, 197/37/2000-5T1.F.
fr.-1]"

Tae I, AaT whag

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2000

(INCOME TAX) ,

8.0. 2t1.—In exercise of the powers conlerred by the
sub-clayse (Iv) of clause (23C) of sectipn 1¢ of the Income-tax
Act, 1961 (43 ot 1961), the Central Governmcut hereby
noliﬁcs the “National Tnstitute of Pyblic Finance apd Policy,
New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the
assessment yearms. 1999-2000 to  2001-2002 suh)ect to the
following conditions, namcly i~

(O the amessee will apply its Incomé, or accimulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for
which it is established;

(i) the assessee will not invest or deposit its finds (othcr-

than voluntary subject contributions rezcjived and
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.)
for any period during the previpus years relevant
to the assessmernt years mentloned above other wise
than in any onc or more of the forms or modes
specifled in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(ili) thls notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profits and gains of bpsiness, unless
the business is incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the asseswee and separate books of
accounts are maintalned in respect of such bnsiness.

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of incomo
before the Income-tax authodty in sccordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961,

{v) that in the event of dissolution of the Institute, the
surplus  and the assets will be dealt yithin the
manner prescribed in the Articles and Memorandum
of Association and no part of it will go back to

the contributing State Government or Central
Government.

[Notification No. 11414 /F. Mo, 197 /37 /2000-ITA-T]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
qfg va
af faeelY, 6 q@, 2000
FLAT, 2120— SREGIAT 4891 11020 frais
30-7-1999 & Fraw 3 ¥ wwrmw  “31-3-2000"
%1 “31-3-2001" 997 W
[srfusreer &. 11428 [wr. €. 197/53/2000-

arf. & . -]]
IAT qF, AT AfAF

CORRIGENDUM
New Delhi, the 6th July, 2000

5.0. 212.—1In the Notification No. 11020 dated 30-7-1999,

date “31-3-2000" appearing in column 3 thereof, i1
read as “31-3- ZOOIP # ereot, shall e

[Notification No. 11428 /F. No. 197/53 [2000-ITA-1}
SAMAR BHADRA, Undar &,

vy,

[PArRT TI—-SEC. 3(ii)]

R f‘wﬁ 6 JATE, 2000
(s )

. #r. 213~-ymawe  wiifraw, 1961
(1961 %T 43) ® arxr 10 & d&%® (23°%) &
wigs (iv) i www wfl o eT osan R g
Fofty gUER gadaner e WER g, wew waw’
*T 1998-99 A 2000~2001 IF & FT frufxwr
aql & fao feefafas wat & weudts W@y gq
g wade & tfwad wfaglea sl & wafa -

(1) #¢ fraffedt gafr o ¥ L&A waam
JRET WA Fr AEHA FW F T gaET
9GS QIFAT 9T AWUT I 933w
& fan w1 faaw fag woaeT wqraar
wr Tk Y '

(2) #2 fraffelt wefss wT fqaior =gt &
g qdadi wut- &Y fedy o wafs F
e G 11 7 gayrer (5) ¥ fafyiaese
fady oF ¥ wiuw gu waar aQd ¥ faar
adEt ¥ Faer (u (Revwarfgee wAAT
waar fedt wer swg wifs & ®y oA
qar wyefaa eAfoF smw & fas) w1
frdw afl wI waqT IY AAT Afl WA,

(3) ag =wiagaar fedt Q@ o7 & 6w &
anp ®/dF g, W1 fF wrRlaw § osrq
AN @qT AWATT 37 ST g% f§ Qar
MUY T T el F ggdwt o«
aifee & g wrifer Jff 8y war o
RRINT & ddw & waw § Jav qiawd
agl Y sl gy;

(4) @wc Paaifedt omaww wfafeaa, 1061 &
yra=l & @R owedy wer frad
frafea =& & =wras qrfasrd & aa
BIET FOAT;

frdt gez & famza W feafy ¥ wfrfow
wimat  ste  afvmefoat  arm ggieal
arer gaid dwew wY T & wedy

[wiergerai .

—
W
~—

11430/%1. &. 197/57/98
ot &, f5.-1]

gy w7, wax  giey

New Delhi, the 6th July, 2000
ANCOME-TAX)

8.0, 213 —In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub-
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Iricome-tas
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Goverpment hereby notifies
the “Bharat Bhavan Trust, Madhya Pradesh” for the purpost



[whet T3 (if)] sted ot Tt ekl 10 2001 M 21 2R §38
T e - - e Pt —

O the said sub-clause for the assessment yesrs 1998-99 't : ; " HEET 14
!DOO-ZOOII‘ giibject to the followlng w‘ntﬁﬂo{w,’ nanngg’ — ° Aafirs Fﬂ @ war Qﬂ' "R % o

(i) the assessee will apply its iucon;;c,\ or accumulate for ﬁ. waT ¥ dar A ﬂ'{? Al
gﬂﬁhgation, wholly and exclusively to the objects for ﬁ‘T ;
C .

it is established ; _
(4) T faaifelr gmer wfafaw, 1961

(ity the asséaseo will not invest or deposit its funds (other

th‘g:li volullnltary com;ibutiom refceivmd and maén— F oSmagEl % eET w9 sy fawlr
tained in the form of jewellery, fumiture etc.) ior .

any period during the previous years relevant to the frafty ®T ¥ WTAET WINFO & gAa
asgfssment years mentioned above otherwise than in FIge FIM

any one ar :?orqfoéc Ll{;_e forms or modes specified in
sub-section (§) @ ion 11; . ‘
(5) fv a% & faza & feafy ¥ wivfo

(tii) this notification will not apply in relation to any in- . . . .
come being profits and gml:m of business, unless the ufimat iR afcgefaai  wam o 9w
busitiéss i§ incidental to the attainment of the ob- arr axtd dasw & ¥ A aeddr o

jectives of the assessee and separate books of accounty
are maintained in respect of such business.

. ‘ wig=ar &. 11436/®1. T. 107/48/2000-
(Iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income [ l ] l

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with HIGHT fﬂ'-'IJ
t isi '
he provisions of the Imtbme-tax Act, 1961 qAAC 97, AAT wfr

(v) that in thé event of dissolution, its surplus and the

:lsr:fifisé rwgéjs‘;lgi;?n to 2 charftable organisation with New Delhl, the 10th July, 2000
[Notification No. 11430/F. No. 197 /57 /98-ITA-T] (INCOME-TAX)
SAMAR BHADRA, Umer Secy, 8$.0. 214.—In exercise of thc‘péwcrs conriferred by the sub-
clugse (iv) 'of clause- (23C) of Section 10- of the Income-tax
€ fel, 10 e, 2000 Ac o6t 3 o is61, he Conteal Gotemment herty nois

Bangalore” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the
(s asscssment years 1998-99' (0 2000-2001 subject to the follow-

g c¢onditions, namely ;—
e I GiRA ] 1961 Lo s
.M. 214--% il ! (i) the assessee will apply 'its income, or a¢ccumulate for

(1o61 wT 43’)“'& T 10% @ (3'3"7) ® IET application, ;whol ybl'as?:ctl:d exclusively to the abjects
(iv) gt wam mEgdl &1 ow@w F gU R for wheh it Is established ;
TORIT UEARTT “Awad  oEfeuTe @ dY TR, (i) m& asseasee 1‘ ' will nolt)jiﬁvbst ot _gc?‘losit iu'ﬁm_dsd(otl}:&rl
an volm subject contributions receive
FAYCH Wi¥, AT ¥ 1998-98 ¥ 2000-2001 ;nalntalnedt?ig;tg:ﬁtorn& of jeweliery, mmnlum iti')
ﬁmm ar an I e previous years relevant ta
ok & v frafor adt F ferq g wat & the assts?r:aent yea’r‘n%“fcuti%cd’ above n(:ghderwisc t%ag
ey ] Tqyarered wf\rﬂfhm in any one or more of the forms or ey specifio
w t '(Ea'? LR JdY & % in sub-section (5) of Section 1];
L XGi nq T ] ‘
’ 1 (iii) this nbtiﬂci:a‘tion qvf&"ill :]:; apply i? gdguon to 1any ti}:‘l-
' ) ARG AT comie being profits -of business, unless the
(1) et el ww w g wast business hg incidental to the attainment of the cb-
FAFT WA T LAV FE & {HC JUFT jectives of theeaas_aessce ant&u?para‘ltle mkn of accounts
. : are maintained in respect of suc nesy,
duw  QiAAT ¥Er SERANT @ 93Ru
# fao o faqd fau g wanar (iv) the assessee will regularly file jte retrn of incoms
" before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with
i 3 ) the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.
ey ] v) that in the event of dissolution of the Association,
(2) w-fauife '{-Nliﬁ wefrator awt ¥ g © the l:lurpluﬂ and the assets will be given to a chari-
‘I&ﬂ'ﬁﬁ' 01 o fedy oYy wafyr ® I table orgapisation with simillar objectives.
g 11 #® magra (5) ¥  faffese [Notification No. 11436 /F~ No. 197/48 /2000-TTA-1)
fedft oF & wiws dw waar adwl § SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

fas wdrel & ey fafy (Sa-orarfys; , .
giffae vt fedt wer weg wIfR & we H wt fxwdl, 10 SATE, 2000
stex dqr wefa @®Lyw siona & favw) (srrae)
‘:?Timw T o ww ®r, WY, 2ig—avw]  sfafam, 1961
" (1961 =1 43) ® arw 10 % & (237) F
(3) 7 mfagen fedt U ow ¥ dew A gradr (iy) gra waw wiedl s S9N A ge
A g, o fF A & i Er I e AT dy Srerge ver g dedvfere
ot e Q) s o fe Qe AT wF, P §Y 1999-2000 ¥ 2001-2002
gie Fefraifly & @t o siftw ¥ fg ait ¥ we Prater avf ¥ fog  frefRe wAt &
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[ParT LI—SEC. 3(i1)]

wegfi TEY Y 9Ed WIEE F aavaaid miggien
et §, wa| -~

(1) wefralfedy Sedt w@ ®1 oy s
FEET TG w0 WA FEA F AT GEH
qHqq QT @A WHeqqal S GRAwdY
& fag s @4F (Fq Tger eargar o
W g

(2) wofaaifel oudsy  wofafor aal ¥
gag qdadf  aul Y fedy ot welw &
o w11 & geErg (5) ¥ faiies
fadt 0% & wia® o sayr &0« § fasa
aQdl 7 gudy fifa (Jae-srarfger, ST
sagt frdy oeg &e3 ot & =7 § W
-gar wafax wlfew swawm & fae)
g f7dm = SO waar gy wAT w4
HIT ,

(3) wg ufagam fodr O s & 6w o
/g w5 gl ot fF owReR & i
qra gar sMEw g1 97 g% 5 Qar
FroEr g ACfRaifal ¥ gqRwdl o
wieq % fan @b 547 &Y aar 0¥ wR-
e & ddg ¥ owaw & Far gfersrd adl
vafr sredr gt _

(4) we faifedy smase sifafian, 1961 &
Srarqrat & wqETd W wog fraeft frufua
€ ¥ wudk TfEEtdy & gda wRw
wINT

(5) f& 0 % fagz 1 feafr & wiaiom
vifirat st gfvamiEuT gHi 9RARET &
gatd "asg wr T 4 Sy

[n{wﬁ#r d. 11437/%r. &, 197/28/98-
waFy fr. ]

gnT W%, W4T uiy

New Delhi, the 10th luly, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)}

5.0. 215 -~In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub-
clagse (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-iax
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Governmerit hereby notifies
“The Inwaharlal Nchru Memorial Fund, New Delhi” for the
purpose of the snid  sub-clause for the assessment —years
19992000 to 2001-2002 subjest to the following conditions,
namely *—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate. for
application, wholly snd exclusively to the objects
for which it is estublished ;

(ii) the assessee will not invet or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contributions received acd maintain-
ed in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any
period during the previous years relevant to the

. agsessment yeors mentioned above otherwite than in
any one or more of the forms or modes Seclfied In
sug-section (5) of Section 11;

(il) this notification will not apply in relation to any in-
come being profits and gains of business, unless the
business is incidental to the attainmcnt of the ob-
jectives of the assessee and separale books of accounts
are maintained in respect of such busines.

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its ycturn of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordence with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the Fund, the
surplus and the assets will be given to a charitable
orgonisation with simijlar objectives.

[Notification No. 11437 /F, No. 197/28/98-1TA-T]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

n§ faedl, 17 e, 2000
(mrmaFT)

FT. W 216.—rrFy  wiufiag, 1961
(1961 ®r 43) =Y A 10 F WY (237) F IT-
g (iv) nr gza wfswd #1 osdlm @ g
Tl AT uaggryr “fe fgew wmte frareer @,
af fast” WY 1998-1999 ¥ 2000-2001 TF
& wofiaar a9t & fog faefaia o wal & wew
WY U WA 9qEE & wmtracd mfwgfer e
g walg —

(1) #-fraifeft wast @ &7 W@ waan
SEEY o AT REIHIE T ¥ fA0 gEEr
dquR qoladl 41 wWaegal 9w gaEel
& fao wGr fasy fa0 zgd w@m+r @
UL

(2) wefaaffedt gaqra s e x@t &
gma qdudl avl & fedr oft mafr &
A T 11 ® ST (8) § fyiiese
fadt vw & wfaw A waar faee adEt &
gy fir (Reeaaifga, wdAT=e wqur
fodt maw awg wifs & ®7 W oA q4r
gadag wfeeF dAmaw & fasw) w0
fRdm &% FIAT waxr G IHr & FAT
SRR

(3) wg =fggasr feft QN om & ddw wq
7R a6l o fF SR ¥ oaer |
ga1 wiaara @ 9T gy fF dwr HrE
gFg F-MaE F ougiml & A & fag
srafrd wdf FY qar 0@ FEER & ogaw
§ gwan & waegfeamd 98 el Sy
AN

(4) FefRatfedy wmdc . afufad, 1061
& urgeEl & WAETC AT Mmoo famofy
frafrg & & wrgFx ATROERY & qad
BIRE WIAT



[wr XI—-a= 3 (11)]

WO 4t TETN - T 10, zooxltrm 21,

- S s
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(v) b qw & fummi A fafe W -
aivet ey ofwerfaut 59 & yiel T
PP wawm Qeriies WAl oY Scddfr feeg
wdre gaawAt met ®9 WA widr wr o

ARt
[sfirgawr . 11444f6c. @, 197[45/98-
ke, ]

YUY 4%, UHT HiAX

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)

8.0. 216.—In exercise of the powers confeired by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax
Act, 1961 (23 ol 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies
the “The Ifind Kusht Nivaran Sangh, New Dethi” for the
purpose of the said cub-clagse for the assessment yeurs
1998-99 tn 2000-2001 to the foliowing conditons, namely :-—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for
which it i3 established ;

(i) the astessce will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contributions received and maintaine(
in the form n’f-jewcllery, forpiture etg) for any
pericd durfng the previous. years reievant to the
asserement years mentioned above otherwise than in
any one or more of the forms or modes specified in
sub-fection (5) of Section 11 ;

(ili) this notificaton will not appl; :n relation to any
income heing profits and gains of business, unlers
the bisiness is incidental to the attainment of the
objectlves of the arsess2e and separate books of
accounts are maintined in respect of such business.

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income
befoie the Income-tax Authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

fv) that in the rvent of dirsolution of the Sangh, the
surplus and the assets will not ba distributed or paid
to the members of the Sangh, but shall be given to
somz2 other Socicty having similur objectives.

[Notification WNo, 11444 /F. No, 197 /45 /98-TTA-T)

SAMAR BHADRA, Uunder Secy.

wg faedY, 17 9@, 2000
(zrmeE)

. I, 217.~~IUHC Hlufad, 1961
(1961 &1 43) =®F urer 10 % &F (239) *
TIET (iv) gRT waA WAl BT %A Ty gn
I wvaTC TERART dfeuy AWEA g w9

de Feaee 3, w8 faeely’ &Y 19992000 ¥
20012002 &F % ¥ fyalar s@l % fmu
fofafan wal & ot W@ g0 vav wywEy &
warsed wiagfaa wedt @ maly

(1) F7-fatfedy sy o w1 e wrat
SoF W OFT LN wvA & feT gEwT
QA PIGUT ST WEEGT SR SRRwEY

# fao w¥wr fand fag ima“r mrtmr &t
ko

ae-fraifeft gudmr Fefuator ot & dm
qiudt st @ faft o wefr & sk
wRI 11 BT Sswewr (5) # fafidree fdY
uF ¥ wfu® FT omawr o § e
aOE & wuar fifw (Raswnfaa, A
waay fodi wew oy owfr & w ¥ AT
aar wrfae eifser dwww @ faw)
F1 faAW W W owaAT gy Swr S
LT

(2)

vy wfugEer fady @@ wee & ddw W
i wdl gy, Sff ff SR & A0 TR
wur wfaam g1 9w &% fr dur STUER
g setaatfdl & oogdwmai # Wi ®
fan wdfm w80 @Y gur  OF ImER ¥
a8 ¥ wetr g a-gfendd wdt e sl
AR |

wefoaifedt mmaw wfefw, 1961 &
TETl % FAHR WA wr Pyaeoly fnufha
B Y owrwaT W & we@ RiRe

T

(5) & ez & fuazs & feafy w feifer
ufrat st ofeedfant  gwm cramEY
sTer eAYE | RH xy & Ay STt o

[rfemesr |, 11445/%¢. . 197542000

e D

HAT WR, WAL WA

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)

5.0. 217.—1In exercise of the
sub-claure (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961). the Central Government herrby
natifies the “Indian National Trust for Art and Culture He:i-
lage, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for
the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subiject to the
following conditions, namely —

owers conferredd by the

(i) the atsessee will Tp]y its income, or accumulate for
appiication, wholly and exclusively 1o the nhjecis
for which it i§ established ;

(ily the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntaly contributions rece’v d snd maintained
in the fortn of jewellery, furniue e} fur aay
period during the previous years relevant to the
assessment years mentioned ahove otherwise than in
any one or more of the forms or modes specified in
sub-gection (5) of Scction 11 ;

(iil) lhm noiification will not amuy in rclztion tor any
income being profits and gains of butiness, unless
the businees is incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and sepmrate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such busineas.



542 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY.- 10, 2001/MAGHA 21, 1922

pe——— et ey el ——

[ParT II—8pc. 3(ii)]

(v) the papessec will rosT;ﬂM'IY «file its return of income
before the Income-tax Authority in accordnnce with
the provislons of the Incomedax Act, 1961,

(v) that {n the ¢vent of dissolution, the surplus and the
aseets will be ginen 10 a chiitable organisation with
similar objectives.

[Notification No. 11443 /F. No. 197/54/2000-ITA-I]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy.

#f faoey, 17 AT, 2000
(mmee)

wT. W, 218w wfufrag, 1961
(1961 T 43) % AT 10 & &¥ (23-7) &
erET  (jy) Iwr swww whral w1 OWET & ge
W R TAggr Creofifrma aveadl, datam”
FY 1999~2000 ¥ 2001-2002 7% * Fe-faaicr
wii & fwg freafafor mal & wordr @@ go
IFY gudy ® gqrAed wiegfes sy &, waty -

(1) wx fraffel SweY wm &7 SWQWE wdar
Tudl UM T TANT FA ¥ AT g9F
dwqd  quixar AT WARRAT 9W SaRWAl
¥ fag &m foax g wemt  Eqroew
LABE O

(2) wT fraifely sofer st frateor a6? &
dity (At ot A PRy mafr & 2raw
arqr 11 & SwaTa (5) & fafafrse
et 0% ¥ wfyw A waar adE ¥ faew
et ¥ e fafr  (Qaevafyem,
wHiAT waqr fadY s aeg wify & g
¥ wrg  gar wyfew wlew dmwm &
farr) w7 frdw wfY w0 wAAT  GA wHT
HE W

(3) ag wirges faefr A wor & gow
arm aft gvft, W f5 wE ¥ oAy
am aqr wfaam gY ow Fx 6 dar
Froa g 7 (Ratfeft & oqdwdl o
wiftg &% foe wEfoe @ & qar %
FrO@ & gFg W oA ¥ Fqr Gy
N Tt SR gl

(4) ®=x fraffelt swex wfufe, 1061 &
st & sy wady s fraeoly fratra
'S ¥ wmET MERY & ogad  wie
HIT

(5) f gez & faaew v feafe w wmiafoey
vifwat s qfemrafagt  @Rm ey¥eal
zer watd duza &YX L7 oSvidy

[sefg@ar &, 11446%1. §, 197/56/2000~
wik. . q.-]
gat wr, wac ufae

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)

5.0, 2]18—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause (lv) of clause (23C) of .Sectlon 10 of the Income-
tax Act, 1961 43 of 1961), the Central Government herebv
notifier the “Exhibition Society, Hyderabad” for the purpose
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to
2001-2002 subject to the following conditiohs, namely ;~——

(i) the assessee will apply its jncome, or accumulate for
application, wholly and exciusively to the objects for
which it is established ;

(ii) the pssesspe will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary cuntributions received and maintajned
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc) for uny
period during the previous yeary relevant to the
astessment years mentioned obove otherwise than
in eny one or more of the forms or modes specified
in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(i) thls notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profils and gaing of busipess, uynless
the buriness is incidental {o the attaipment of the
objectives of the nssessee and separate books of
nccounts are maintained in respect of sugh business.

(iv) the astesses will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax Authority in agcordance with
the proisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

() that in the event of dissolution, the surplus ang the
assets will be given to a charitable organigation with
similar objectives,

[Notification No. 11446 /F. No. 197 /56 /2000-ITA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy,

af faeely, 17 s@&vf, 2000
(strr)

7,81, 219— FErwe sfafmmw, 1961 (1961
®T 43) ¥ w10 ¥ " (237) FIvEw (iv)
qr e WA R MW R gT Atr qTe
g “wtn @t weenE s (xfeer)  wf
faeefY” #7 1 997-98 ¥ 1999-2000 ¥ wx faufzor

gl % fau freafafan wEt & sl WY AQ

o o & A afrgfea el § oswafip—

(1) w fawifecly omat oo &1 WEAWRE T
ALY RS HT wIATE FA ¥ faq gowr
dwwy qiEAT awT aAdwET 9 FRRRA
& far st o fg gewt oA &Y
g ¥,

(2) #¢ fralfclt sypds &0 fpufer adt &
g qdadt agt oY fredy ot srafer & oo
grer 11 ¥ ey (5) ¥ fafifamz el
™ g Afaw v owan qdwr ¥ faew
adwiy gAY fafg (S¢ auifgem, sl
saar frdt oo aeg wtife ¥ w9 F Wy
gy agefwn  cAfees s ¥ fae)
wx fedw o &0 yqTEwm oI IHT Al
E £o



o T—wei - 2 (i)

(3) =z sifoquar Beefy Oy s F gdw ¥
anr w@l EFf, S fr o sE & owte
e S L S Y = A - M T & O e -
FAr A w7 fRaifrdr & ggRel 7
wiftr & fer gwfire T8 & oqar R
IET. % Ay W oATT oAy qferw
amr = =Rt 2

(4) #7 faalfvdy srowe sfafrrs, 1961 F
WA F wAEi sqadr s fageolt fRa-
fra =1 & woeky ariawT ¥ qa 0 G
FOT |

(5) =& fameq &y frufr & stfafeer i
wie afvaegfinl ware grEedt a@r gutyg
e o A B 11

[afo =T &, 11447[%7. 9. 197[131]99-7E-
Zra—1]

AT wE, A7 Af¥a

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000

(INCOME-TAX)

S.0. 219.- -Ir exeicise of the powers conferied by the
sub-clunse (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of (he Income-
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
norifjies the *Agn Kban Rural Support Programme (Indiaj,
MNew Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-cluuse for the
assessment years 1997-98 to 1999-2000 <ubject to the Tollowing
conditions, namely —

(iy the aseessce will upply its income, or accumulate for
application, wholly and exclosively 1o the objects for
which it is established ;

{1y the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntury contribufions received and maintained
in the form of jewellery, furniture ete.) for any
period ¢uring the previous yoars televant to the
neeessment veals mentioned above otherwise than in
any one or more of the forms or modes specified in
sub-section (§) of Scction 171;

(i) this notification will not apply in relation to any

income being profits, und gaing of business, unless

the husiness s incidental to the atfainment of the
ohjectives of the assescce and separate books of
accotnts are maintained in respect of snch business.

(i) the assessee will regnlarly file ifs return of income
before the Jncome-tax Authority in accordance with
the provisione of the Tncome-tax Act, 1961,

{(v) that in the cvent of dissolution, the eurplus and the
asscts will be piven to a charitable organisation with
vimilar objectives.

[Notification No. 11447 /F. No. 197 /131 /99-1TA-T]

SAMAR BHADRA. Under Secy.
af fr= A, 19 97, 2000
(mrra)

.97, 220 -9wET ufgfaow, 1961 (1961 FT
43) %7 9T 10 F AT (237) & wwEw (IV)
T waew wiEAAt wTOWTW w20 Fedw avEr
%7 GT/ro01—2

LT T T T T e e T T T e T T T

T T T SO 10,200 19 21,1022 543

TAL I T GHG Ot et A e, T faee”
F1 199899 F 2000-2001 @F & w7 fqafor =i
F fe freafafen mat & wmfin wh v w90 aTew
& warmed mftgfaa w7 7, vl -—

(1) Fefaaifedt sl wia w7 FEwE o
IR AT BT TEHIE P % fET IwaT
qHIR QAT QAT IRT 99 v &
far o, faad oo sadr camaTr &y T
B

(2) wvfauifdr se-sfeafaa wfrator axf
¥ qgdEdt gat # Gy o owafe &
AT AT 11 * v (5) ¥ fafaf
el ox & wfes & waar adwl o faew
aiw & g fafa ([avsarfgus s
gaar AT ger weg we ¥ w0 Hogra
Fa1 g fam Afees gwem & faer) w1 faEw
AL WOM AXGT I T AS F@ET HHIAT

(3) =g wfgmar fodt ¥t orr & daw  H
AT AT A, ST fR Frde ¥ogrd @
qar wiwdr F1 owa B dwr FTER
T FATIET & gPwll ® wia F @
e i g oaar O s ¥ 99y
# gow § qar qfemm /s vl st

(4) wfratfet zmax wfufow, 1961 &
ST & WA At wm et frafue
®T ¥ AEFET TRFERT & qO8T BIET F )

[fag=ar & . 11404[%7.%. 197/38/ 200 0uPrwe-fA. I]
HAT WE, AXT A

New Delhi, the 19th June, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

5.0, 220.—In exercisc of the powers conferred
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10
of the Income-fax Act, (961 (43 of 1961}, the Cen-
tral Government hereby notifics the “Small Farmmers
Agri-Business Consortium, New Dclhi” for the pur-
pose of the said sub-clause for the asscssment years
1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject to the following condi-
tions, namely :(—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu-
mulate for application, wholly and exclu-
sively to the objects for which it is estab-
lished ;

(i) the assessee will not invest or deposit its
funds (other than voluntary contributions
received and maintained in the form of
jewellery, furniture ctc.) for any period
during the previous years relevant to the
acgessment years mentioned above other-

se than in any one or morg of the forms
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or modes specificd in sub-section (8) of
Scction 1,

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation o
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the busingss is incidental o
the atthimment of the objectives of the
assessee and  separate books of  accounts
are muintained jn respect of such business ;

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of
income before the Income-tax  authority
in accordance with the provisions of the
Tucome-tux Act, 1961,

[Notification No, 11404/F. No. 197{38/2000-
ITA-T]

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
at faeefl, 19 917, 2000
(wT )

®T.91. 221 miaFe wiufaaw, 1961 (1961

S ——

e ——— —_— e g

New Delbi, the 19th June, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

S.0. 221.-—In excrcise of the powers conferred by
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central
Government hercby notifies the “His Holiness The
Dalai Lama's Charifable Trust, New Delhi” for the
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years
1696.97 to 1998-99 subject to the following condi-
tinns, numely [ —

(i) the assessee will apply its Income, or accu-
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi-
vely to the objects for which it is established:

(ii) the assessec will not invest or deposit its
funds (other than voluntary contributions
received and maintained in the form  of
jewellery, furniture ete.) for any period
during the previous years relevant to the
assessment years mentioned above otherwise
than in any one or more of the forms or
modes specified in sub-section (5) of Sec-
tion 11;

T 43) & a1 10&F @F (237) F g™ (iv)
I At wiadi 7 99 w5 g0 w7 qAIC Uag-
gt s gidfmre & awmd arysy §03ae 7R T faeely’
FT 1996-97 ¥ 199899 aF & FX faglrmw  auf
& foy frerfrfas wat & el W go S99 9w
& sarmd sfogfae vy @, srafy —

(iii) this notification will not apply int relation to
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the business is incidental to the
attainment of the objectives of the assessce
and separate books of accounts are main-
tained in respect of such business.

(iv) the assessce will vegularly file its return of

(1) wefaifel soat om 51 @ gt
IEHT T FT TEATT FY F A0 IR
A quiaaY qar wAeEET 9T IRl & fay
FeT,  foad fau e wqmar & 98

(ii) #FT-fraifer g sfales w-fafor a9
& guq qaadt aaf &y frdr o mafy & e
gTq 11 %7 37a7eT ( 5) 7 fafafase feft e
ufy® v maar aasi & fwew g §
gagr fafr (fav sarfeea, i g99r
foeft mer avy, Wil & w7 F wrew Aqa@n
ufge wAfows stogra ¥ faer) a1 faam
HET HLNT wAFr IH AT AR ®AT g

(iii) ag wfogamr feft 3@t o & Sy & 07
Adf B, S fR @O oW Ay aen
fqarT @Y 99 aF B dgr T8 IF-H-
freifedt & I¥eft Y mifer & fam o
qETOET awr o I & Jdy Hopad
¥ d@r gfearers adf v S 8t

(iv) sofuifelr wrar afafrw, 1961 &
TR & HTa wady ww el ferfaa
T ¥ FET I F AT WnA S |

[uﬁnﬁm ®. 11405/mr. % 197/ 118f99-5rmax fr.-1]
awT wE, oqv giaq

income before the Income-tax authority in
accordance with the provisions of the In-
come-tax Act, 1961,

[Notification No. 11405|F. No. 197/118|99-ITA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

A% faeft, 31 Ats, 2000
(strrw7)

FT. AT, 222~ FTTHRT Afgfamw, 1961 (1961
FT 43) AT X 10 F WF (237) & &€ (iv)
o gaw wRTR s osmT S g IRT wTER
urgary syt wwatfie s, af fedY’ #y
200001 # 2002-2003 A% ¥ FAfqgiver agf &
fae famafafar o4t & genftr Y g7 37 T™T
¥ wirtard stfiegfaT weft &, wafy -

(1) == Fraifeft 3@ smr &7 gerATT  SgeT
TAEY AT KT TAANT FIT F WU gmwr
HHOT QAT qAT qFRATAT 9A FRRWN
& far wmor w7 zadfr eqrAc Y
UES-H

(ii) wt fraifedr gofsm @ frafen a3t &
gy qaadt aqt 1 fedr o aafr & 7 e
M 11 # owrare (5)  # fafafze
fodfy wn F arfirs dw aygar O  Oasa a0



tert Ti-~aiv 5 (ii)]

qUTR &7 TR FOGE 10, 2001/HT 21, 1922

g gas fafy (Sax warfgem, i waar
el areg gt WifX ® ® A A 4
gl wfses simgm @ fasw ) A
frdm Adl FJM AGAT Y AT AE FAU;

qg wftmgear fady Qv oma WAL )
orr Sg0 grn, St fRo&TOaT ¥ s
arg aar wfnam & w9 7 & dar
AT IxT FC (Aaifedy & oAt A
mifer ¥ o gEfes w30 g1 @ar 4
FOATT & §aw § o § q@r  gfewg
7w s g@v; ‘

wy fauifel amsz Rfafqaw, 1961 &
IEAMT & HTER T ww (qqwelr
fmfae & ¥ oam@FT ArEFRTT & Awe
BEA HT |

fe faqet w1 forfa ®  wiafem  wofmai
ik afyaegfaat gam 9wl a@r amid
@eT ®1 F &7 At

j[affmxﬂar . 1145518, 197[60[2000 AT FofA-1]
wHY Wz, I afay

New Deihi, the 31st July, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)

§.0. 222..—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sib-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
notifies "1he National Fluman Rights Commission, New Deliy”
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment
years 2000-2001 1o 2002-2003 subject to the following con-
ditions, namely i—

(1) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects
for which it is established';

(i) the assessce will npt invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contrbutions received and maintaingd
in the form of jewellery, furniture ete.) for any

- neriod during the previous years relevant Lo the
assesSment ycars mentioned above otherwise than
o any onc or more of the forms or mades specified
.1 sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(ii1) this notification will not apply in relation to any
ficome being profits and pgains of business, unlesy
the business js incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of tho assessce and scparate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business,

tiv) the assessec will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax Authority in accordance v .
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the event of dissolution, the surplus and the

assets will be given to a charitable organisation with
similar. objectives.

[Notification No. 11455/F. No, 197/60/2000-ITA-1}|
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy.

¥ feEl, 14 wOEA, 2000
(T

FT.HMT, 220=— HART wiafAaw, 1961(1961
FT 43) #1010 10 & &% (237) F IAE (iv)
FIU Saw WREFAT BT T FIF T BET GO
vaggrr “ifenm srdfaw wiv fd Aiq devdAwad
garifas foma, af fXedl’ &1 2001-2002 §
2003-2004 aF & %% frafrmr adf § far fre-
fafga wat & wordid 737 g0 97 IET & NOI-
s swirgfea wdfy & W -

(1) ¢ faaifdr IRy wer &1 g wqar
FUEY W W FEAAET F A fan Fawn
999 quEAT @9 wAEanT 39 SEeEt
& fac st A fam gEay  equAr
1 wf g;

7 faaffzdfy grdar &7 fAgizn a7
qug qdaar aat wr PRl Wt wafa W
T g 11 F gIIrT (s5) #§ fafs-
frez el ©F wgAr  OF ¥ wfaw T
maar aast g o gbsi & guwr fafg
(57, Jarfgad, wAET waar fedy svr
aeg wife & & F wrA aar  afaa
wiegs dmir @ fae) &T fagw 98
FIAT HAGT IH AT AAL H,

gg wigger fedy @1 = F oddw X
an T g, @t R sTET § s
i qqt wiqary g1 97 % fF Qv
FITC 97 F fAaffedy & 373ed  «t
grfer & faa wafos T8 & qar 00 FT4-
am & €I § wAq ¥ Far gfeaprd q@)
T aET &1

FT fraifelt gmse #@iaf[an, 1961 &
ST & TATET AT wra fagofy fra-

faa &0 & wwt WiAETdr & w44 wieA
FAT

(2)

(4)

(5) & fawza #v fealg &  wiofe ofmar
A1 afemefan gqd IR T gArg

quza w3 & oy

[Frfag=aT &, 11460/%7. 9. 197/68/2000~
or1.%.f7.-1]
qAT WX, waAL afaa

New Deihij, the 14th August, 2000
(UINCOME-TAX)

5.0..223~—In exercise of the powers conferrcd by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Seclion 10 of the Income-
lax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
notiies the “Indinn Council for Resesrch on International
Feconomic Relations, New Delhi” for the purpose of the
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said sub-clause for lhc assessment years 2001- ”0()2 10 ”003 2004
subject Lo the following conditions, namely :—

(1) the assessee will apply its income. or accumulate for
application, whelly and exclusively to the objects
for which it is established ;

(i1) the asscssce will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary coniributions received and maintained
in the form of jewellery, furmturc etc.) for any
period during the previous years relevant to the
assesement yeurs menlioned above otherwise than in
any one or more of the forms or modes specified
in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ;

(iii) this notification will nat apply in relation to any income
being profits and gains of busiucss, unless the busi-
ness is incidental to the attainment of the objectives
of the assessee and separate books of accoupts are
maintained in respect of such business.

(iv) the assessce will rcgularly file its return of income
before the Income-lax Authority in jccordance with
the provisions of the Tncome-tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be piven (o a charitable organisation with
similar objectives,

[Notification No. 11460/F. No, 197 /68 /2000-ITA-1]

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
s faest, 31 WAEA, 2000

(=TT

FT.9T, 224— uaw wfufqan, 1961(1961
FT 43) ®t AT 10 F @T (23-7) F IqES
(iv) ara sma afeqat &7 Wi @71 go &
TR TAETT “AratEd Bew w0 giEw wad
feeew, a8 faft” Y 1999-2000% 2001-2002
aF & T fqalo a9t & fau fa=fafags oot &
AU g g WA ITaEs & wiwmd wfagfm
F &, #wyfg —

(1) FeFgifan smy M #7 Telwm™ At
JHE! AT FT AU FXA & 0 z@wH0
FauT QAT qa1 WA 99 IRl W
fao wvr faaw Ao s wqoAr oAy
€ &

(2) w-faaifet soeafeafar w3 fagivr adf
F gy gqaadt awf ar fwdr o wafy %
YO g 11 & ITeTa (5) #F fafa-
faee fefY s waar ow § srfirs da srerar
Fxt @ farg qORt § gawr fAfr (sEv
ST, St swn ey oer aeg wfx
* 'Y ¥ oar qur Afed wifews s
WA g faer) FT fFaw G wwr e
IH WY FEY FET gEAT;

(3) ag wfagemr feft & ot % Haw §
AR g, W R SOy s
qw qar wfaets g S99 qw  fF dar
FET g Pt & aramat
wfe & fau swfr 7@ gt qar oy
FIONR & g & s & dar gfeqam
T Ay ey g

(4) wvﬁrcﬁﬁ#’r HIAHY xrwﬁmr 1961 &
AT & RAAE HIq wa fagofy fo-

faa & wrawT WifawH F quer wrEA
FRAT |

(5) f& fageq & oA HAlew wlwar «@i
afcarTitEl gAT Igawl A qatd qass
F1 & Iy |

[rfergmar &. 1147 /%75, 197/72/2000-HEAF7-
7. -1
gAY aqF, AAL diAq
New Delhi, the 31st August, 2000
(INCOME-TAX)

8.0, 224.—In cxercise of the powers conlerred by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the Income-
lax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Goveinment heicby
notifies the * Muolile Creches ior Working Monthers Children
New Delhi” {or the purposc of the said sub-clause dor the
assescmient years  1999-2000 to 2001-2002  subject to (h¢
following conditions, namely —

(i) the assessee will apply ity income, or accumulale
for applicatoin, wholly and  exclusively to the
objccts for which it is established ;

(ii) the assessee  will not invest or deposit its fund:
(other than volumiary  contributions veceived unc
mumiained in  the  form of jewellery, furniturc
etc.) for any period during the previous year:
relevant to the sssessment years mentioned abowvi
other wise than in any ome or more of the form
or modes specilied  In sub-section (51 of Sectior
11;

(iii) this nolification will not apply in relation to any
income bheing profils and gans of business, unless
the business s incidental to the alluinment of the
ohjectives of the ussessee and separute books of
accounts are maintoined in respect of such busi-
ness,

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income
before the Tncome-tax authority in accordance
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in tht". event _of dissoluticn, its surpius and the
assets will be given to a charilable organisation
with similar objectives.

[Nutification No. 11471 /F. No. 197/72 /2000 TTA-1|
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

¥ fx=t, 15 fawexv, 2000
(wTaF)

FT.AT. 225-— AEdR #Afufaaq; 1961(1961
Fo43) & " 10 F FS(237) F ITEE(iv)
BT MR WA &7 WM FA U FEM AR
TR “mT Wiw wmAfm veed, 4t fasny
W 1997-98 ¥ 1999-2000 aF & Fo-fagfwo
qat & faq ferafafes w3t & wefte wy an
ST IIEE & wAwA wfegfar s g, weig—.

(1) *% faaifedt 3o 5w & g&we waar
IAX! WO FT AN A F AT TwHT
TG AT AT qEAAT I AT F
far wam fark o o=m® oA W@

TE &
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(i1) #we-fraifrdt swF se-fraior adt &
g7 qaadi aat FfEAT T s ®
AeE g 11 &1 g (5) ¥ faf
fase fRdl o% wyar oF § wigw v
maar qdEt & faey afet & ogway fafu
(Gav-aaiferw, wHv waEr howET
acy wif & ® ¥ A qqr  /fEd
wifswr  swaw ¥ fwet) w1 fRAW A
FE AT 9H AWT HET FTAT FAT

(iil) ag afg=an GRG0 s % mEw W
Aan Agt gr, W & ®EEr ® s
v adr wfaara 8 59 aw f& gar wro-
art 3 v faaifedra sgamt & wife
T far wEfw @8 &1 741 0R wErErE

F Ha H AFT A Frar IAET 4@t vy

ST

(iv) &7 fraffedt s sifafran, 1061 &
SEIHT F HARTT A @ faEen iqw-
fug &1 ¥ wowX WIfTFERT & Aga wEA
FIIT;

(v) za% fawes a1 feafa @ sfafeer oo

v afwefaar  amis @Al g™ gwig
AT FT ¥ &Y OSMAT |

[abrgat &, 11484[®0. ®. 197/105/99-TAET-

fa. -1]
AT Wg, waT Aiwa
New Delhj, the 15th September, 2000

(INCOME TAX)

5.0. 225.—In exercise of the powers' conferred by the

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its suiplus and the
assets will be given to a charitable organisation
with similar objectives.

[Notification No. 11484 /F. No. 197 /105/99-ITA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy.

as$ faedl, 26 fagw™, 2000
(#1TEY)

FT.AT. 226— “raww wfafawa, 1961(1961
FT 43) I GO 10 T Fe(23-T) &F ITEE(iv)
T WgW WhERAT T ONER w0 Al g
THGETT TRENEE H[H  ATEE URTICEH HE F(edT,
At fawosl”  ®1 2000-2001 & 2002-2003 &
& w7 foater  aat & fan fawfafas ot & sl
YR g0 Iw TR & oyl stfemyfea weet
g, safy —

(1) == faaifedt =t s &0 FEqq@ H470
IHET ST F WA FIN F A0 FOHT
WA qQUEAT AT ATmIAr 3T IR
% fam sum s fag ey edqreEr
A TR

(1) ®x fraifet s w7 frator =qf &
and qadl adt v fedr o wafa ¥
0T 9T 11 F]T IO (5) H fafe-
fase fHell m @qar v ¥ oafus @w
saar aoa & fam gawt o ogwwr fafy
(Rav—vatfgmd, wdtae sgar fdly o
arg wifx & ® H qrd g4t sife
wifses dmem & faw) w1 fadw "8
FET AGAT IO T4T FE0 KA THA;

(iii) =z wfwegmar frdr O3 s % S99 ®

sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of sectiun 10 oV the Income-
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Gouvernment here-
by notifies the “Forum of Financlal Writers, New Delhi”
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment
years 1997-98 to 1999-2000 subject to the following con-
ditions, namely ;—

A A gul, S R wEaT & Uy
qAg FAT AAATH g owT af fv Taw
FOaTe A w7 iy & sakw #
arfed % fag wrdfmw @@y & qur 9y
KT & FAy A wAT F HE-IfeawTg
g @t st g

(i) the asscssee will apply its income, or accumulate
for application. wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which it is established

(it) the oassess*c will not invest or deposit its funds
(other than voluntary coniributions received and
maintained in  the form of jcwellery, fumiture
ele.) for any period during the previous yeurs

(iv) T faifedt staswe sifafamm, 1961 &
STl & FAFR HqAr ww faawfr -
relevant to the assessmenl years mentioned above

fua q ATHT T 3 HBIES
otherwise than in any onc or more of the forms T e A
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Seclion 11; FIT;

(i) thi§ notification will not apply in relation (o any W e . .
income being profits and gains of bosiness, unless (V) fagen =1 featqy ¥ zaavr wfafwg o
the business is incidental to the attainment cf the
(hjectives of the assessee and separate books of

wie qfeavafaat wam agdwal ary ewh
accounts are maintained in respect of such busi- ST ﬁffa‘ il G[T(‘f?ﬂ' |
ness.

(iv) the assessee will regularly file ita ccturn of income ‘[Btﬁl'ﬂ?m'“?l'. IISIQITT'H' 1‘)7/78/2000-3[.?5'-%.—[]
before  the Income-tax  authority in  nccordance

with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961, TqT 97, AT AAHY
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[ParT IT-~SEC, 3(iD)]

nall-=feture e

New D(-:lhi, the 26th September, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

5.0, 226.—In exercisc of the powers conferred by tho
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the Income-
1ax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
notifies the “Mnstitute of Chartered Accountants of India,
New Delhi” {or the purpose of the said sub-clause for the
assessment years 2000-2001  to 2002-2003 subject to the
following conditions, namely :—

{i) the assessce will apply its incomc: or accumulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objccts
for which it is established ;

(i) the assessee will not invest or deposits its funds
(other thap voluntary contributions received and
maintained in the form of jewellery, {urniture
cte.) for any period during the previous years
relovant to the assesssment years mentioend above
other wise than in any one or more of the forms
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(i) this notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profits and gams of business, unless
the business is incidental 1o the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are wmaintained in respect of snch
business.

(iv1 the assessee will regularly file its ieturn of income
i before  the Income-tax  authority in accordance
with the provisions of the Income-tux Act, 1961,

(v) that in the cvent of dissolution, its surplus and
the assets will be piven to a charitable organisa-
tion with similar objectives,

[Notification No. 11519/F. No. 197/78/2000-ITA-T1
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

% fxsdt, 26 fadede, 200 0
(mrraav)

AT, 227-— "AET  wfiafaaw, 1961(1961
F 43) B 97 10 & @€ (23-7) & goa@r (iv)
grU wad widi w1 SA #Ry gU ¥y g
AT AT TAEOT WeAw, 24 qOMT,  qfrew
A’ T 1998-99 ¥ 2000-2001 TH & FV
faator adt & fan famafaigr w3t & mts @y
§C 3# gy & wawArd pftgfaa st &, wafg-

(i) #T fauifelt Sasr oo &1 =g wgar
AR AT FT TEAWA FH ¥ faq  gawT
@9aq qUidAr 9T HAEadr I g3Rwi
& fag s fqax fog qua wamar s
TR

(ii) ¢ fratfeft swdaa #T faaior a9t &
g gt awl # frdy ofr wafy &
B 4T 11 W IR (5)  #
fafafasz fFpdt oF wqar &  ofus
g1 omgar aOFt ¥ freg qOE T ogawy
fafw (Rre=varfgem, a2 waqr  feft
gor g/ aft & v W gvd Aet

———— T T

sy wdfees s & faes) wt frdr
TE WM AT JH AT G HET qH@T;

(i) = sfgear foel QY wig & ddu §
qor W grft, St R w9 ¥ s
s aar wfase @ s a® frogan
FRAR oR w3 fagifdy & sgRedy
ity & fag wwfrs & & aar @
FTOATR & Fdy § w7 ¥ Favgfeawe]
) w o gl

(iv) ¥ fmifet wree wigfwre, 1961 &
wrAgmi & WA W owa feaon faa-
frg & & gEwe gfawd § quer
BER  HM—

(v) fawew # feafr & wiiaa ofagd #ic
afegrafaat g RwEl ay gvid dasT
1 & & wigy

[srfirgqwetr &, 11920/%7.%./197/89/2000-%i .-
CIRE R |

qaa¢ WL, WAL wiwyg

New Delhi, the 26th Septcmber, 200U
(INCOME TAX)

5,0. 227.—In cxerclse of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of sectlon 10 of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern-
ment hereby notifles the “Shri Ramkrishna Ashram, 24-
Parganas, West Bengal” for the purpose of the said sub-
clause for the assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 sub-
ject to the following conditions, namely :—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for
application, wholly and exclusfvcly to the objects
for wheh it is established ;

(i) the assessec will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contributions received and main-
tained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for
any period during the previous years relevant to
the assessment years mentioned ahove other wise
than in any onme or more of the forms or modes
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ;

(iij) this notification will not apply in relation to any in-
come being profits and goins of business, unless
the business is incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the asscssee and separate books of
accounts are maintianed in respect of such busi-
ness. ‘

(iv) the asscssee will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordance
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given to a charitable orgamisation
with similar objectives.

[Notification No. 11520/F. No. 197/89/2000-ITA-1)
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
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wf feeelt, 16 WIFAT, 2000
(za%3)

F1.97. 228 —~— UEHT muftad, 1961(1961
FT 43) AT @I 10 F &I (23-T) F IS
(iv) ar wae wiwadi &1 SA #2x gQ i
FOTL TREQ “grarfes sy 3w, T foedft”
F1 19096~97 ¥ 1998~99 IF ¥ FL F (fauizy
aat % fou freafafege @t F afla |@F gu o=

Srae ¥ daraard afugfar T &, wOR -

(1) #e fraifcft sast s w0 gawe g9
RN [T FT AT wW W ¢ gwEw
TAAT QAT TAT WAIRAT 99 IFRWT
F fam wwrr fomd fam o sa@r wdTesy
W Tt g

(2) #v fraifeft srfsm we fRaior adt &
e gdadt aot =7 fedy Y sy ®
A g 11w gTgr (5) § fafe-
fase fuxly Uw waar uF ¥ wmies gw
gayT owT & fasr a0 § sy faty
(Rat-Taifgr, wAaT waar fedt wwx
ag mfy & & § I gar  wAIlAa
vifees gwem ¥ fasr) w7 fw wff
FOM HIAT IY TAT AE  HCAET G,

(3) wg wiwgeer frdt 8 o & ey ¥
art @ gefy, S & Fe & 5Ty
amy a1 wfwqy & s aw fv dar
FRA 97 #T famifadl & ogdwdl &1
it & fau wwfes =40 & a9r o
FAAT F ddy H waT & Smrgfeawd
aE @l wTdT @

(4) w2 Truifelt smawe wfufaaw, 1961 &
TEEET & o Er waAr wer faaolt fag-
fag = & wmwmwe wifgstd & goe
RTER T

(5) fames & awr & gasr wfefad  ofomr
S qfeaenfagi qam S3dwEl amr gatd
et &1 & & S

[(wfrg@ar &, 11530[/%1.49. 197/093/2000-%T1.-
w7, -]

qa¥ Vg, gt afqy

New Delhi, the 16th October, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

5.0. 228.—1In exercise of the powers conferved by the

sub-clause (iv) of clause (MC) of section 10 of the

Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government
hereby notifies the “Centre of Social Research, New
Delhf® for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the
assessment years 1996-97 to 1998-59 subject to the Tollowing
conditions, namely :'—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively ta the
objects for which it is established;

(i) the assessee will mot invest or deposit ity funds
(other than voluntary contributions received and
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.)
for any period during the previous vears relevant
to the assessment years mentioncd above other-
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified in sub-scction (5) of Section 11;

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any
Income being profits and gains of business, unless
the business is incidenta)l to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business:

(iv) the nassessee will regularly file its return of jncome
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given to a charitable organisation
with similar objectives.

[Notiflcation No. 11530/F. No. 197/93/2000-1TA 1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccv.

af faedY, 16 magaz, 2000
(xrrET)

AT, 229.—— TR wfafrrn, 1961(1961
T 43) & 9w 10 ¥ FT (23-7) F IYET
(iv) s s wimal & s &0 gu
T AR ‘avr X4gq GEqra, wrae, T
¥T 1999~-2000 & 2001~-2002 &F & FT fratTor
yat & fag freafafer odf & oftn @y gu %
yTas & wie wfrgfar wft & walg -

(1) 7z fraffeft o wmr &1 WA g
SHEI WA F ITRAS FF ¥ AT ggqwr
dEAA QAT @ AASAAr 39 933wl
& faz wwm faay g za®y  ofar
Tt g

(2) #T fagifcft godsn #¢ fagfor a8 &
g et gat ar  fedr o omafy &
g g 11 Y I (5) F fafa
fae freft oF wrar R ¥ wlaw g0 g
alei & fa= a0 & Ta fofa (e
warfger, 9T wgar  fedT owew
gguifa & w0 § wrea qar wafag
wdfews swarw ¥ fwew) w1 fado wd)
KON AqAT S TAC T ®OIr AT

(3) =g wiwgaq frdt TdY =ww & Ay ¥
any A8 geft, W f@ wawm &5 g
ara qqr wlieare &Y w9 ww v oo



250 THE GAZEITE OF INDIA FEBRUARY l(), 2001,/M. ‘\GHA 21, 1922

aﬁr{‘rant AT T, fFfﬂ‘T‘ﬁT-ﬁ % a*’éwr arr
grftg & fHq  gwifre ad afr q4qT
TH R & dEg W owAw & Srargfe-
e L e L A A

(4) & fagifrdt s wfaferm, 1961 &
TEGHET % #IEre wuA g fraeeft fa-
fag &1 ¥ wwwT arfimTy & Ay
TBEA FIT;

(5) famea =t a1 § exfy  wiabfas wfrt
Erins rrftqvcrfﬁrw‘r AT IITEAWT AU A

dwew & & A SO
[mfeormamt #. 11532/61.9. 197/8/2000-97. 7,
F.fq. -]
qRT AT, AT AAL

New Delhi, the 16th Oetober, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

S8.0. 229.—In excreise of the powcers conferrcd by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the
Tncome-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government
hereby notifies tho “Institute of Rural Management, Anand,
Gujarat™ for the purpose of the sald sub-clavse for the
assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject (o the
following conditions, namely :—

(i) the assessec will apply 1ts income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which it is established;

(iiy the assessce will mot invest or deposit its funds
{other than voluntary contributions received and
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc)
for any period during the previous years relevant
to the assessment years mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified in sub-section (5) ol Section [1;

(iii) this notification will not apply in relatlon to any
income being profits and pains of business, unless
the business is incidental to the attninment of the
objectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are maintaincd in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessece will repularly filg its return of income
beforc the Income-tax puthority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

{(v) that in the event of dissolution its surplus and the
assets will be given to a charitable orgapisation
with similar objectives,

[Notification No. 115332/F. No. 197/8/2000-1TA 1
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

Az feY, 16 seEEe, 2000
(o)

7|1, 230, ——ATF7 qAfT07, 1961 (1961 &
43) ®X AT 10 ¥ @E (237) & ywdw (jv) Fw
get WA &1 SN FTH g0 e avAr
TAET v AT FTEICRA, AT AT 2001
2002 ¥ 2003-2004 7F & %7 faatvw aof &  fan
freafafas ot & 7w 27 30 397 39 F ANSEA
wfwafaq ot &, worid —

[Pary T1-—SEC. 3(iD]

(i) w7 fAatfedt oo ar @ wwdnra wwar
IRFT AM KT TEANA FIA F faw gmar
HHAT QOTAAT AAT FAFAGT ITOSeTAT &
fam g faad a7 swer samar w7 0
2

(it) &% fraffelt godfsx &7 faafor a0t &
AR qAadt Fdl #v fRAr 9 srafa &
R AT 11 3990 (5) ¥ fafafree
feat T maar oH 7 WAF AU Hqar
ANET ¥ fasa aF ¥ ogawr fafe (Rac
saifgem  wifaw waar fFA wer TR
wifg & wy § " F4r wefign edfse
swam A fe) wr fRFw T s weaar

FH AAT AAT FIAT HHAT

(iii) 7g wfegmar fRft B wer & Hda §
AT FAL A, SfE s A oAreR S
AT i g 77 A% 5 dar wrE
Frd Fv foaifedt & sget S wfer
F far sfirg /8% &1 @41 0R QAT
F g W omAmw ¥ ST @ @l
AT BT ;

(iv) e fraffeft smde wfufrm, 1961 &
qreaEl & AgAR AT wg o fageon
frrfeg &1 7 gmF wfgwFeT & e
HEA FO ‘

(v) fames ®r g & oy wfaffe  oferi
g qfRmfra aum 9 qrr gy
HIST F1F AT UG |

[wfaeamr &, 11533/ . 197/96/2000-57.f4-1]
qqv WE, HIT Ay

New Delhi, the 16th Oclober, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

§.0. 230—In exercise of thc powers conferred by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cenlral Government
hereby polifies the “Arya Vaidya Sala, Kottakkal Kerala”
for the purpose of the said sub-clause fotr he nassessment
years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the following
conditions, namely :—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulnte
for application, wholly and exchwively to  the
objects for which it is established;

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit jts funds
(other than voluntary contributions received and
maintained in the form of jewcllery, furniture etc,)
for any period during the previous years relevant
lo the assessment years mentioned above other-
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified i sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(i1} this notification will not apply in velation to any
income heing profits and pains of bisdness, unless
the husiness iz incidental to the attiinment of the
objectives of the "assessee and separate books of
necounts are maintained in respect of such business;
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(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordancz with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will Be- piven to a. charitable organisation
with similar. obygectives.

[Notiﬂcation Nq."llSBB*/tF. No', 197/96/2000-ITA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secey,

A¢ faedlt, 7 qq74Y, 2000
(mrFT)

19T, 231 . —HEHT HHbTEH, 1961 (1961 1
43) 1 =TT 10 FAE (257) F w @ (iv) @
waE Wil BT OSET #F gIA . T SER [EEErd
Yty arecds wefdt mre wfear g, (3.9.)" w
ad 1998-99 ¥ 2000-2001 & & v, fragor 7t & fag
freafefae weit & sl < g 9F @ & s

whugfaa aclt § wakq - '
(i) ﬂﬁ-ra‘"r&fl“f BT WIE BT KIS AT
JaAT WIT F TR FE & R g
A QUi AT HAeTAT I SR & fa
wFom faad R voeT A o 3
(it) #< foffelt  Swdes #e frafor oot & dre

assessment  years 1998-1999 to 3000-2001 " subject to the
following conditions, nomely :— ,

(i) the, assessce” will apply its income,- or aceumulate
for application, wholly an_d»em)luswcly to the
objects for which itsis established;

(i) the nssessce will not invest or deposit ity funds
(other than cvolufitary contributicas received and
maiptained in the form of jewellery, furniture ctc.)
for any period during the previcus years relevant
to the assessment yoars mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(iii) this notification will not opply in relation to any
income bsing profits and gains of business, unless
the business is.incidental fo the attainment of the
objactives of the assessee and separate books of

gccounts are maintained in.rgspect, of such business;

(iv) the asscssee will regularly file its return of income
before the Tncome-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax’ Act, 1961; ;

(%) that in the event of. dissolution.. 1ts ‘surpws.-ana e

assets will be given to a cHaritable organisation
with similar objectives,

[Notification No. 11542/F. No. 197/71/99-ITA-T]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

¥ faerel), 13 TARAT, 2000
(mTrR)
w2 32 —umw wfufran, 1961 (1961 W

gt =t wy fwft o ol & S e 1
w7 3T,  5)-# fafafase frslt o wraar oF
& wifares g wraar oy ¥ e IO & 9wy
fafe (Sqesrnfgom, wiPae suar frdft sor
aegoifa & @ ¥ syew quv AT eAfeas
v & faer) w7 fdtw oY w9

43) W amT 10 & @y (FI) FyvEy  (iv) @@
wew miredl TS0 & A ety G THE
“Firferer wfrdter et Gredvegz ¢ faeeft” Y ad 2000-
2001 % 2002-2003 7% ¥ &< Frator ast ¥ fat frea-
fofam wat & W TgA §U IR w9 @¥ & Ak
whrgfaa <@t 3, walq e

. SHT AT AT FA,

(iil) =g wfirgemr fedt R s & efaier 3
Tt 1Y, S WA & e @A v s
WM E 94 g% fF T wRar 99w
fagffedt & el #Y wifta & faq sTfrs
T T G WO & d6g Fowe
¥ ¥ 1, feaw, At W@ S e,

(iv) = fRaffeq wre i, 1961 & wra-
welt & w{AR Ay s el frorfae
BTG WHT WEUFT F a6 FEF F4M,

(v) froer 1 femfs ¥ wifirfor ifvrar’ s ofe
weafeal € SRE Aw gAt e A &
T Wit

[T HET 11542)% .9 . 197)71/ 99-H1.%.F.-1]

AT VT, AT i
New Delhi, the 7th Novemiber, -2000
(INCOME TAX)

8.0, 231.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section '1¢ of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centrnl Government
hereby notifles the “Inland Waterways Authority of India,
Npida (UP)", for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the

257 Gi/2001—3

(i) &< faaifeft SEet e &7 SR gaar
SR wiT FT XEHAT FIY ¥ fAT 99T
d=ER qurat @A SAeAayT 99 9wl & fag
won fary fan gady eqemAr W g 3

(ii) =< Fmifedt wisa #< faaler ast & "
qdeff @t o frelt ot wrafr & Stw s 11
% sqarr (5) ¥ fafafee faet o s o
I wfa & waar QR ¥ faer adwY & gy
fafy (Faerarfged, ST a1 fmdt s
gog ATE &« FH g AT eifea®
siorar & faer) &1 fada ag s waa 99
SAT 7AE1 FLAT TR,
(iil) =g wlagemr et Ao & Wl § w0y
&} g, i WA d wrex A a4qr wia-
H9 Y WE oF {5 gEr FOare 3% F Frert-
foft & wwdisy sifed & fag safos 78
NN TR FAIRF WAy A w0y @
afeit 78 et S

.

(iv) @ Fratfedt meFe sifafaae, 1961 & w13
aifl ¥ wYE At s fraolt frafra s
Foge WfHEH & 99W GEAT FM,
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(v) fawes #% foqfa & wivforr wfnai s aie-
grqfaat gar  gPeal aTy WRIG HUER Ay
& ¥ ey

[wfemaer &, 11544[%1. &, 197/107/2000-

Hromrofido]]

aRT WE, AT Ay
New Dclhi, the 13th Novemler, 2000
(INCOME TAX)

$.0. 232.—In exercise of the powers conferred bg the
subsclause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government
hereby notiftes the “Civil Services Officers’ Institute, New
Delhi® for the purpose of the sald sub-clanse for the assess-
ment years 20002001 to 2002-2003 subject to the following
conditions, namely :—

(i) the - nasessce will apply its income, or- accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which it Is established;

(i) the axsdssee will not invest or deposit ity funds
(other thap volpntary contributions recelved and
maintained in the Torm of jewellery, furniture etc.)
for any period during the previous years relevant
o the assessment "years -mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more ‘of the forms or modes
speciffed in subsection (5) of Section 11:

(lil) ‘this * notificition will ‘not’ apply ‘in ‘telution to any
income,. being profits and gains of buminess, unless
the business Is incidental to the attainment of the
Aobggctivos of the assessce end separate books of
pccounts are maintained in respect of such business:

(v)'the assessee will regularly file its return of Income
before the Income-tax duthotity in’aceordinke with
the provisions of the Income-fax Act, 1961;

(v) that In’ the event of* dissolution, its surplts and the

assety will be plven to a chariteble organisation
with' simflar objectlves, y

[Notification No, 11544/F. No. 197/107/2000-ITA]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
w§ feeslt, 16 AR, 2000
(wr)

w233 —mrwT afafrw, 1061 (1961 7
43) Wrarer 10 F v (237) FyveE (iv) o
miEErY &1 92T TR g7 FefT g Qg cdex
fritedz dw ‘e o amf’ @y ad
2000-2001 & 2002-2003 T & &< Frateor ast & firg
freafafar mal & mitr @ gw o avee & w9r-
s ofigfer fet §, maRp -

(i) == fraifclt S|t o w1 e st
SHEY W W IAME Y F fqq gwET
WO qUAET a9 WweradT 9w giv X
frgaim foma fao wae sqmar o o£8,

(i) #= Fraifedt sodmr we fmbor ot ¥ dy
ydadftadl Y fedt froafe F o
11 # gear (8) # fafrfie fedt o

wqAT on & wirw 4 waar a b ¥ e
Tt ¥ aay ffr (Sarcorafgom, sl
waar fedt W aegwifs & sw ¥ W
aqT gfay ek s I faer) wr fadm
- W Ww owwar gy 7@ A g,
(iii) zs wfrgewr frdy O om & deg &
gy @ g, M AT A WIew wTe A4qr
wfery @t @ a% & o9y w0 I
FC fruife & Sdwl & wifte & fag
ST WE gy QW WA ¥ A
e ¥ e qfeed adfl o o,

(iv) ¢ faffeft smawe wiafaaa, 1961 % wra-
"l & wyar vt wm frroft fufee
®] ¥ FIEET AERTO & gHey WEA HLAT,

(v) frwzr % fegfy ¥ wiafor ofm wic afe-
wrfegt  wwTr cdeat AanT eWid @ B
ft ot

 [fereet CEQT ¢ 11549 WH./197/44/2000~
arrrfad]

qwT WK, v oy
New Delhi, the 16th November, 2000

(INCOME TAX)

8.0, 233.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause - (Iv) of . clange (23C) . of stction 10 of the
Income-tax- Act, 1961 (43 of 1961); 'the Central Government
hereby notifies the “Mysore Resettlement and Development
Agency, Pangalore” for the purpose of the sald sub-clause
for the assesament years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to
the following conditiops, nemely :-—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or eccumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively to the
objacts for which it is established;

(i) the assessee will not .invest or deposit ity funds
(other than voluntary - contributions reccived and
maintalnped in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.)
for any. period durlng, the previous ycars relevaat
to the asessment years  mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modc.
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(1ify this' notification - will not .apply in- relavion to any
income being profits and gaing of business, unless
the business is incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee ond- separate books of
nccounts are maintained in respect of such business;

(Iv) the assewsce will regularly file Its returp of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the ‘provisions of the Income-tax . Act, 1961;

(v) that in the ovent of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given to a cheritabler orgauisation
with:-slmilar objectives,

[Notification No. 11549/F. No. 197/44/2000-ITA:1]

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sacy.
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==

af fadl, 14 fEEEAT, 2000
(mrgwT)

FTAT 235.~—WHFL gfafraw, 1961 (1961 Fr
13)®Y | 10 ¥ EE (237) ¥ 99 @F (jv) IR Nam
mfamdl W RQYT ¥ FT FEN @R TR
i‘nm sayfady, (3" ®1.2000-2001 ¥ 2002-2003 TF
& # featoraul & . fag feafedfar aat & wdiw
1Y gn I guas & vavaard sfag e woft 3, maly -

(i) mx fantfedy Fwalt. STy w7 RIS MaAqT T
WY HT AEHTH FA & fau Swer geaw
gt qar sargrar I FRval & fag wr
fareds -+ frQ weret-wa e Y E &,

(i) % fraifelt gujmy #¢ fmabo wet & @
qaadT aat 7 foefy Wt srafe & R arr 11
‘oY agrer (5) # fafai fedt o waar o
¥ wfas g maar ot ¥ ey adrel & oot
fafe (Raeanfgoe wffaz waar fwdy v
g mifad By § Ny aqrwqdag dfes
dwmam & faer) wr frdw Al S e Sy
war s} FaT A

(iily og wiagwar fod)y- At oo & dda
ary  wEY g, wtfE SR & A ®Te
aar AfRETe Y 97 1% fF Qar FROAT TR
e fraifelr & siwiay arfw d e nre-
fre ) ®Y qar d8 Wit ¥ oddw ¥
vt & Farqfeaerd wdf wd ot g,

(iv) % faaife smre wfafrow, 1861 & 9m=-
art ¥ sqErenedt ww feaolr frafeg
BT ¥ wawT HfRERY & gag BrEe S,

(v) famzw-of feafy ¥ wtrfoe wiimt d ofe
geafagt gam SAw). A gR, gasT ey 2
A7 wrddy

[rlaqr s, 11573)%7.4. 197]104] 200 0-wr%.f4-1]
gAY, A%< wiag

New Delhi, the 14th December, 2000
UINCQOME TAX)

$.0. 234.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clapse (iv). of clause (23C) of sgection 10 of the
e-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government
hereby notifies the “Inana Probodhini, Pune” for the purpose
of the sald sub-clause for the asgessment years 2000-2001 to
20@2—2003 subject .to thé -following conditions, namely :—

(i) the assusce will,qpﬁ(l)}l*l, its income, or accumulate
for application,” wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which. it is established;

(iD .the assessee will not:invest or .deposit. its funds
{other than voluntary contributfons recelved and
madatainod: in the :form ‘of Jewellery, furniture etc.)

it

for .any period during the previons years relevamt -
to the assesment yoars rmentioned above other-
wige than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified in snb-section (5) of Section 11;

(lif) this notification . will not apply _in relation to any
income being profits and gaing of business, unless
the business_ is incidentsl .to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee ,and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessee will regularly, file its.retprn of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the pravigions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

(v) that in the event of -dissolution, its surplus and the

assets will be given to a charitable “organisation
with similar objectives, . )

[Notification No. 115 73/F. No. 197/104/2000-ITA-I}
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

7§ faoelt, 8 waEd), 2001
(wra$T)
¥T. A1 285 ——wryae Hiafrrw, 1961 (1961 %7 43)
WA 10 % & (237)F SvEv (iv) g @
wiRrdl &1 WAy & g Rty guER capTo ‘A
AT, BIIFET BT AHET AF07, FAFAT. ST a8 2000
2001 % 2002-2003 F% ¥ ®¢ fratza 391 ¥ faq f7e-
ferfae wal & sy w9 gu ver W F ANARE Wi
gfwa wulr. &, wafq — ‘

(1) = fraifclY Sefr W &7 39 waaT gad
U F | GEETT FW ¥ {AQ gur 4994
QT AAT WA I el F fAx W
o v wwAT TA1gHl WY Wk,

(ii) *¢ fraifal sedag w frafo &3t & dmar
qdadi aat o fody Nwafa F A= A

C11®r guanr (5) ¥ fafyiase fedt o waar
oF - ¥ wfew v waar altel ¥ favr adwy ¥

- ggEr fata (Recradyoa wAta T aa fray
W I R & ¥ G qro7 347 wAfAT €3
FPoaF swr & fare) ar frdw w4t w7 wgan
qE AT TV WA wHAT,

(ili) #g wfagwr et Wi & gig # =0
adl gfY, s S ¥ s o 7 1 wii-
A Y 9T F 8 B w0 9w w3 Pratfedt

& el wifeg & fag wrdbre 2 | aar
WRevae & dig Fgavy Yarifersd
aff Wt Wl N,

(iv) ®faaifedt araez afrfaas, 1961 & wryqdd
¥ . wqER w1dft ww fraod frifes ®7 &
WIAHT AfawTEr ¥ 7aT FA F4T,

(v) famea s feafy & winfees wimdl A ofe-
amfoat gam gdeay X qwrd dwsT
A of 1Y
[wfagqer & 1/2001/%0d. 197/118]2000-w1.%.F.I]
WA K, A% Wiy
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New Delhi, the 8th. January, 2001
(INCOME' TAX)

. 5.0, 235 IneXercide of the powets conferred by the
sub-clause (lv) of clause: (23€C). &f section JO of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 ‘of 1961), the Ccntral Government
hereby notifies the “West Béngul Council® for Child Welfare,
Calcutta” for the purpose "of the baid' sub-clause for the
assessment years 2001-2002 [ to 2002-2003 _ subject to  the
following conditions, namely:—

(i) 'the assessce™ will apply its income, ‘or accumulate
for application, wholly and cxclusively to the
©objegts for whigh it is established,

(i) the  assessee will not “invest or deposit its {unds

"' (other than voluntary contributions received and

maintairred in the form of jewellery, [urniture cte.)

for any period during the previcus years relevant

to the. ssses'ment years' mentiohed nabove other-

wise than in any one oy more of the forms or modes
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(iif) this notification will. not apply in relation to aay
income being profits and gains of business, vnless
the business is incidental to- the attainrent of the
objectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessee will regularly fle its return of income
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961:

(v) that in the event of dissolutiom, its surplus and the
assets will be given to 'a charitable organisation
with similar objcctives,

[Notification No.1/2001/F. No, 197/118/2000-ITA-T)

SAM{&R 'BHADVRA, Under Sccy,

% faedy, 8 wad, 2001 -
(riaFT)

T 236-NmF nlbfiag, 1961 (1961 F143)
s BT 10 & 92 (237) ¥ ITGT (vi) aror 9
wiFeal FTAA wIY gC BArE gTET Uaggry §z
Afaqd TIFW. 3%, gL F7 1999-2000 ¥ 2001-
2002 6 . F & frafyor a0t & faun. forwfafag oGt

¥ T TEA U Sey AT ¥ warmad wpagfae
Flt & wafy -

(1) #< foaifedy 56 o &1 gedwHTer waar
URE AW FT AR T & (0 3T
q9G TOqAT T WAGEST I SR ¥ g
7 fArd Q394 e A 2,

(ii) T fRatfeelt sudse s frafoor et & dag
qd adf aat # frdr-off wate ¥ @ ara 11
®Y FIHA (5) % faflzez frdy oF waar oF
& o g wamr g et § Par e QT & e
fifa (Sae-srarfgas wfa3 waar frdt wwr
AN & B H g gar wqclia Afeer
dmarm & fara) &1 frdw w4 w30 woar Sy

WMTr FIT AT TR
(iii). 78 dfygwr fet qd wm & gdw

4 A

an "t gn, Srfe ‘r%".iram: g ey ae

Far afaa™ g1 97 g% fF dar SOarR g6
Fv. fraifedt & stedi gy i & fag wtE-
P =@ Eyaer g FROE & gga § FgerT
& S qferdd A8 WY wRl &Y,

(iv) #T Praifedy sFe wfafras, 1961 & M@=
aial & wyErengdr gor fagoly frafra w0
¥ s NifaErY F Ewel, BEA w0

(v) famew %v feafy & wfsfere wfwat sie afe-
grafaat gam ST ar g dsT A 8 4
Ry

(vi) fremmmag afifra 30 f% 31-3-2001 ¥
qgdt wdt fAm wrwR wfataw, 1961 %1 a1
11 %Y gaarr 5 % fafalaee adm) & aqardi

[mfag=aT €. of éomlw.q'. 197/ 111/200 0-mra.f.1]
' FHT AR, oAk i

New Dplhi, the 8th January, 2001
(INCOI_VIE TAX)

" 8.0. 236.—In exercise of the powers conferred by th
sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of section 10 of tb
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Governmer
hereby notifles the “St, Xavier's Education Trust, Mumbai
for the purpose of the sajd sub-clause for the Assessmes
years 1999-2000 to ' 20012002 subject to the followir
conditions, mamely :—

() the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which it is established;

(i) the nmssessee will not invest or deposit its funds
(other than' voluntary contributions received and
maintalned in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.)
for any period during the previous years relevant
to thc assessrnent years mentioned above other-
wiso than in eny one or more of the forms or modes
gpecified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(lii) this notification will not apply in reclation to any
income being profits and ggine of business, umless
the business in incidental. to the attaiament of the
vbjectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessco will regnlarly file ita return of icome
before the Incomg:‘—tax-authority in accordance with
the provisions of ‘the Income-tax Act, 1961;

(v) thét in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the

assefs will be given to a charitable organisation
Wwith similar objectives,

(v) that the Trust will -ensuto thit mvestments nre as
per the modes specified: in snb-sectlon 5 of section
. 11 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 before 31-3-2001.

[Notifigation No. 2/2001/F. No. 197/111/20004F AT
SAMAR‘RHATR A, Undér, Secy.

Wt 8wl zo0d
(T
F.OWT 237 —-wmET ufafert, 1961
(19618 £43). o mver ‘10 ¥ @y (237) ¥
WAt (iv).-grwr e whd W W e A
I @R QAR oy wY swew faf,
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99”7 FY 1997-98 ¥ 1999-2000 &F F & frate
quf ¥ fag femafafar wal & mfw w@d go s
geET ¥ sdaard wfegiEa s § maly —

(1) =2 faaffedt st o &1 @9 "aar
IEEY W W SR FRA & A0 SuEl
99T QITIT TUT WAGEAT FH 9gamal
¥ fag §0 9% foQ wqET TQqIAT AT
L1

(2) *T fmifelt gedwy #T faakor awt &
drg gadf asl By fedy o wafg &
afom T 11 FY gawnr (5) ¥ fafafre
fedY 0F wraar us ¥ wigs v soaa el
¥ fam Tqdet ¥ owwR Al (Jre
wqrfgem, ®AfAT amm fedy svw =g
wife & *q § qrq gar wfaq b feow
dwgre & faww) &1 fadw afl wiwr waur
Y §AT T@ wET Mo

(3) a7 wfegaar frdy Q@Y = & ddw ®
qM A AN, WfF &E ¥ s w™
gar #wfadm @ Ag av fF dar FET
T FT fAaifely & grdwal & aifer &
fag wwdfer &Y @ gur 3y wrdE
& dam ¥ wa ¥ daryfEs afi ol
ardr gf

(4) * fraffedt wmax wfafmw, 1961
T owravEl ¥ owqEe wodY s faeely
frafma &0 & wde wifgsd & gEa
ERE FUT

(5) fauza & feafs ¥ wiafem Ofimi sk
gfermfant  gam oSyRedl et "atd
wweT wr A & qgd

[mforget &. 3/2001f%1. . 197/11/98—
ur. ®. f7. 1]
qHL WE, W4T wiwq

New Delhi, the 8th January, 2001
" (INCOME TAX)

8.0. 237.-1In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause -{iv) of clause (23C) of gection 10 of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centrul Government
hereby nofific the “Maharashtra Gandhi “Smarak Nidhi,
Pune” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the
‘assessiuent years 1997-1998 to 1999-2000 subjuct to the
following conditions. hamely (—

() the assessee will apply Its . income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively to the
objects for which it is established;

() the nssegsec ‘will not invest or deposit {ts funds
.. (other than voluntary contributions received and
Mmaintained In the form of jewellerv furnlinra °lc.)

for any period during the previous years relevamt
to the assessment years mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
gpecified in sub-section (%) of Section 11;

(tii) this notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profits and gains of business, unless
the business is incidental to the attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax authorily In accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

(v} that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given to a charituble organisation
with similar objectives,

[Notification No. 3/2001/F. No. 197/11/98-ITA-])
SAMAR BHADRA, Undgr Secy.
7 fasdlY, 10 IwgdY, 2001
(wraw)

. W, 238 —AMET  wiafaaw, 1961
(1961 wr 43) & 8T 10 F WE (23%) &
IEE (vi) arw e wiwal &1 owaw w@ e
T wWR orRara “ranslt w7, fazos
Tfewr ®re¥w,  wEwaATl WY 3@ 1998-99 ¥
2000-2001 % #X fratewr aal & foqu fre-
fafas wal & wfw @ g w97 dv & waysmd
sfegies =t § waly —-

(1) &< fraffdly swdt o w1 wemm qaT
A W R RWE wer ¥ fag
TERT WAAT  qNETT §AT  geGenT W
A F fqq WA R fm e
wEar @t o §

(2) ¥ faaffelt sndra e faaton awl @ gug
“gFadt aqt Y PRl o wafe 3 gvew
U 11 &Y gwEra (5) ¥ fafaire frdy
Uk 74T UF & ufad a0 waqr ot ¥ farg
il & 999 fafa (Rae-wafawe, wffae
waar At W qeg mfr ¥ v F owe
a1 mfas @fes swog @ faer)
a1 fRAm aff wim wam sy o RE|
FLET {FM

(3) 7g wfugen frdt v s %, G »
g A B, S S ¥ e o
AU CIL I E S St
ot W faaifelt & gadwy . grfeg &
e wrifes aft @ qar W w3
wEr ¥ oA ¥ Srwrgkawo 7 <
oY BY ;

(4) #% fraifcdy YR wiafR, 1961 ®
NI & W WOl sy feaolr Prafig

N%mmwﬁ\m{r%mamq
wUm



556- mumm OF mDIA mnumv 10 ZOOIMAGI'M 21, 1922 [PART II—-SBC 1)

= pomm——— RPN

()fa‘ﬂﬁaﬂfmfaﬁ'ﬂf‘crf‘tﬁtrfmrw‘l‘c
yPcaerfaat gume IQRW wrer gafd drea
wr &y St

[wforgaar &. 4/2001/®r. . 197/121/2000-
ar. ®r. f4. 1)

§OT W%, W< @iy

New Delhi, the 16th Januery, 2001
INCOME TAX)

5.0. 238.—In exercise of the. powers conferred by the
qub-clavee (vi) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government
hereby notifics the - “Padmashri Dr, Vithalrap Vikhe Patil
Foundativn, Ahmednagur” for the purpose of the said sub-
clause for the assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject
to the following conditions, namely :—

———— - e e ——m————

(z)wv‘tﬁwﬁ’wﬁwiwmﬁmhﬂrarﬂ ¥
gy qaAwdt awt &7 feet Y wafe &
A G 11 FY IO (5) ¥ fafafass
et oF woar oF ¥ wiaw gu awar
admy ¥ e a0l § 9a fafy (dae
AT, WHE< waaT  fRdY e aeg
qifE & w1 ¥ Ard qan wa ddfeew
swar. § fer) & fdw o ST seqaT
& T A wOAT @

(3) ag wiagear fedt @ = & @ F
] A ghM, Ww SRETT { HT A0
aar ufwart @ w9 a% f gar s
vy X Paifelt & 9 ofwt & srfa
& ﬁmz wrafus aff . mar @ FIAIR

dag ¥ mwaw ¥ Jur-gfawid a@

-ﬂ-’

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or nccumulate
for application, wholly and excluswcly .to the
objects for which it is established;

(i) the assespee will not invest or deposit its funds
(other than voluntary contributions received and
maintained in the form of jeweliery, furniture etc.)
tor any period during the previous years relevant
to the assessment years mentioned ahove other-
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes
specified. in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(lif) this notification will npt apply in relation to any
income being profits and gains of business, unless
the business Is incidental to the 'attainment of the
objectives of the assessee and, scparate books of
accounts are maintained  respect of such business;

(iv) the asgesseo will regularly file its return of income
before the Income-tax muthority In gccordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

{v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given fo a charitable organisation
with similar objectives,

[Notification No., 4/2001/F. No. 197/121/2000-ITA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

af fyeet, 15 s=EdY, 2001
(wraT)

T, HI. 239.~wrawx  migfaw, 1961
(1861 %1 43) #r mr 10 & &Y (23-7) ®
AT (jv) @ A%e wfirdl %7 sEwr w48 gC
¥ EORR guEaTT Rues e E sl
Wiz, qaf” ® 20002001 ¥ 2002-2003
oF & w¢ frafor vt & fag fromfofee ot &
Y Y §T TN ITE & wwvwand srforgfoa weafy
Q;m —_—

(1)aﬁ'cﬁrﬁhﬁwﬁwmmmwm

JEEY W@ ET A @ & fag
JOFT w@9qdT quigdr. yur  wAREdl 99
IRw! & fagu womr  fmd  fag geer
eqraar -fY € §

w’iwﬁg‘r

(4) #x froifelt s wiafaw, 1961 &
W ¥ RgAE WO W fame
frofhg &1 & wms aifesy & ouw
HEE KT

(5) fawzr & feafa & wiafom wfmmr
gfcgeifaar o IgRval a1 aaid e
w & Y s

[whagpet &, 10/z001f®1. §. 187/7/2000-
' wr. wr. 7. 1]
qAC W, WAL T
New Delhi, the 15th Teonary, 2001
(INCOME TAK)

§.0. 239—In exercise of the powesr confarred b the
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 o
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 .of 1961), the Central Governmeut

 herchy notifies the “National Tnstifute of Bank Management,

Mumbaj” for the purpese -of the said sub-clause for the
assessment years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the
following conditions, namely i—

(i) the assessee will apply itz income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively ' to the
objects for which it is established; '

(ii) the .pssessce will not invest or deposit s funds
(other than voluntary contributions received and
‘maintamed in the form of jewellery, furniture eic.)
for any period during the previous years relevant
to the nssestment years mentioned above other-
wise thun in any one or more of the forms or modz:s
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profits and gaius of business, wiless
the business is incidental to the attamnment of the
Objectives of the assessce and separate books of
accounts are maintained n respect of such business;

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income.
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961,

(v) that. .in. the event of dissolution, its surplus and (he
assots Will, be. . glven to a charitable - organisation
with similat objectives.

[Notification No. 10/20017F.. No. :197/7/2000-TTA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Uader Secy,
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- —r =

- i ie g =y

T T ak faed, 16 ety 2001
(wTwT)

1. wr. 240-—wrawe  wfafmw, 1961
(19681 ®7 43) % @ 10 ¥ &¥ (23W) &
rax (vi) T Wew wfeal W OSET EE §e
¥ g TR AT et oeRed
wrIviww, Wfwaw O, frsmarsy’ & 1099-2000
¥ 2001-2002 & & T frafcor awl & fag
fronfafar wal & wllm @I gC I W &
o wfagfa &7t 8, gaiq -

(1) %t fraffel SEeY W & A wqa7
TEE A F e W ¥ fag gEwr
d9a  qUTAT qUT HAEAAT 9T ILRE)

fan wiar faw fow sy cqmoar =Y

&
g
(2) #¢ fuffely srfm wx  frator a9t &
gra qdadt &t @ fefr fr sty &
Zm AT 11 Y Seard (5) ¥ fafafre
fedr ox mwywr o ¥ wios 3w weaw
aiet ¥ fee admy ¥ gugy ffg (Sec
warferea, wArAC wEAT Al wew Ay
wift & w7 F W quy wfaa wfeew
Aoz & faer) w1 faw /gl 3m s
Jq SWT TEY AT gHAT ;

(3) ag wlrgeer feft B o & g A
Ay A g, SfE &TE @ e |
a1 wfwemw Yo% o e Far &rdeT
I3 wC fAuifedy & sg@uy f wig &
fou wwfor i B aar 8y FOAR A
dag § we ¥ A@r-gfeme W el
oy g

(4) wv fratfeft smawt ufafaw, 1961 &
NEET % wAER WA ww faEdeft
frafeg ®x & wowy TR & guw
TEA HO

(5) wemwa. & fawex #r foufy & winfom
ufmat ot ofgerfeat g ordwy
Aty guid @meT oW 3 & g

[wfagest &. 13/2001/®. &. 197/128]
2000-m1. W, f7.1]
g9 WE, Wax qfag

New De¢lhi, the 16th January, 2001

(INCOME TAX)

Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Céntral Government
hereb notifles the “Koneru Lakshamath- BEducation
Foundation, Museum Road, Vijawada” for the purpose of
the sald, sub-c¢lauge for the assessment years 1999-2000 to
2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, pamely \—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate
for application, wholly and exclusively 1o the
objects for which it s established;

(li) the assessee. will mot invest or deposit its funds
(other than voluntary contributions rcoelved and
mainteined in the form of jewellery, furniture etc)
for any petiod during th¢ previous years relevant
to the assessment years mentioned above other-
wise than in any one or mare of the forms or modes
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(fi) this notification will not apply Ia relation to uuy
income being profits and gains of business, unless
the business Is incidental to the attainment of the
objectlves of the assessce end separate books of
accounts wre maintained in respect of such business;

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income
beforo the Income-tax authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961;

{v) that in the .event of dissolution of Foundation, its
surplus and the assets will be given to a charitable
organisation with similar objectives.

[Notification No. 13/2001/F. No. 197/128/2000-1TA-1]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

7€ frefY, 16 oEdy, 2001

T, AT. 241—~~WAATHRT FY FEAFH ¥ foar
oy wivgfas fewr wr &8 % ¥ oo
sl gy, 1962 & fraw 2% % @rg ofsg
wias< wfufrasw, 1961 #Y wrw 10 (23®) W
sqrrrd - w-frafer ad 2001-2002, 2002-2003
T 2003-2004 & faw X §u 3 F Ffeafag
FUAL/ WA STwAT Y T W ¥ )

2. 7 wAART wA wd X mfivy fr o

(1) sw/vrifies sowr Prawaey, 1962 &
frar 2w & arg afss mase wfufas,
1961 & 91w 10 (239) F Il ¥
YT gRm WX IR WITEA w0

(2) ¥ wveR wg wyaeT afeg X A
afs suw/sAfes Soer -

(%) wadraTrens gfaer ¥ T T a7 3
T & Wi

(@) srRfga w1 @-TRE T T L AT
WA F figamadt, 1962 F fagy ov
wy fagR  (7) araaqr wafeq fedt
qEEHT T Q¥ @AY wY sy oer
Al waar ¥, wqan

(7) waax fRawmael, 1962 % fuaw 2w &

$.0, 240.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the ‘ R (7) araL &ar e
subcluuso (v} of ' clause (23C) of section 10 of the foi¥e s Wt W ¥
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[ParT H—SEC. 3(i1)]

T wptfe SwmsieRm oo o

(1) Redt frefm oAz fA., 10% dER AW
FGFAT-700001 &I offq® , Fwmd &
afafenr fax ¥ 3 An A AEE
gl wdfes  ofee)

[wr. 4. 2'05/60/2000—'!;%&%1 fr.11)

(2) fAms (& wa-1) R @R fawmm &
ey ¥ sEw ara@ & uwnfa ek
dad wWams 2w afzes fo. & &=
fets  30-11-94 & SEEE  FAL &,
842-21/931 WA F w=riq wad mrT df
dt Yowe wfama fa. s o@w, WK
ST, 769, WAl WA, Aerh A7 AL
¥ Jgay WaAEa w6 )

[®r. &. 205/56/2000 smas< fr. II]

(3) fud fgas mw wa faga 98, feE
waq, fraar-4 & feaEa wewr ¥ 2205
Fqr are arrdy e fage afensEn Wi
126 ®m A Wl @ER wdtEs

qfIAAT
[w. ®. 205(137/99-wasc fr. 1l]

11/2001/®T. &. 205/60f
2000w fr, 11 1T 3]

Fauw 91, wroviw,  waw afag

New Delhi, the 16th January, 2001

§.0, 241.—1It is notified for general information that enter-
rises/industrial undertakings, listed at para (3) below have
Eecu approved by the Central Government for the purpose
o Section 10023G) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with
rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, for the asacssment
years 2001-2002, 2002-2003 and 2003-2004.

[fagaar &,

2. The approval is subject to the condition that-

(i) the enterprise/industrial underteking will conform to
and comply with the provisions of Section 10(23G)
of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule 2E
of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 ;

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this approval
if the enterprise/industrinl undertaking :—

(a) ceases to carry on infrastructure facility ; or

(b) fails to maintain books of account and get such
accounts audited by an accountant as required by
sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules,
1962 ; or

(©) fail¢ to furnish the audit report as required by sub-
rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962.

3. The enmcrprises/induwstrial undertakings approved are—

(i) 3 MW Ladhana Hydro Electric Project in tho district
of Carjeeling, West Bengal by M/s. Nippon Power
Lid., 10A, Jackson Lane, Calcutta-700001 (F. No.
205 /60 /2000-TTA-IT). '

(ii) Celluli- Mobile Telephons: Service in Chennai of
M/s. RPG Cellular, Services Limied, Sth Floor,
Sponsor Plaza, 769, Anna Salal, Chennai, under the

licence agreement No. 842-21/93.TM dated 30-11-94
between President of Indin, acting through Director
gM-I), Department of Telecommunication and M /3.
1obile Telecom Seivices Limited (F. No. 205756/
2000-ITA-II).

(il) 126 MW Larii Hydre Electric Project and 22.5 MW
Ghauvi Hydro Electric Project at Himachal Pradesh
af M /a. Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board,
}/{%vlﬁt Bhawan, Shimla-4 (F. No. 205/137/99-

- )_

[Notification No. 11/2001 /205 /60/2000-ITA-II and others]
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Secy.

a5 fa=lt, 16 ST, 2001

. W1, 242 —FAGETOT I AETE F Y
oz wivgfea frar st & 5 3% g gTa
A dw (3) % shmfar suw/srdifis  owww @1
mAFT fagaredy, 1962 F fiam 2(¥) & am
afer sast wfufvam, 1961 #t a7 10 (239)
% warrd w3 ffor ad 2001-2002, 2002
2003 WX 2003-2004 & fAu afer fear
e [

1 9% weRT x| v o R war § fy -

(1) Sow/sifs 399 WIS fagaree),
1962 & franm oF ¥ mw afes maw=
wiafeqm, 1061 #} wa 10(238) &
:’f&fr’ F AT ERT W TR ST

Mo

(2) % FORIC T8 START &A@ A Jq
afy FEm/etfe S —

(%) =3 i & WA @er @x FT |y
g masET

(7)) @y afgdl &1 @@ F ¥ owk
mawy fagares, 1962 ¥ fagw 2w ®
wafaan (7) v gaidfe fedr Sramr
gra U afgdt A frer ofar sy ¥
TAET I WAy & wwar

() waw faawrasty, 1962 % fagw o ¥
gafaam (7) T gar wify SEr-oder
fatd w1 seqT w3 § wEwer @ wrar &

3. AAMRA W IOHFENF weww dwd dy

oy § g &W v ., afw waw (swr Aa),
82 #rc admw ¥, FFHE-400020 FI FATHAT

v fug 165 AMEE qrac af@iemr o
[®r. €. 205/45/2000%7. &. fq.-11]

[rrfergerr &. 12/2001/%F. &. 205/45/2000-
LG C I |

AR &Y ATy, arae afie



(et H—ate 3 (1))

Ncw Delbi, the 16th Tanvary, 2001

5.0, 242.—Tt is notified for general information that cnter-
jprise /industriz] undertoking, listed at para (3) below has been
approved by the Cehtral Government for the purpose of
Section 1{23G) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule
i2F of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, for the assesement yeors
;2()01-2002, 2002-2003 and 2003-2004.

2. The apmoval is subject to the conditien that—

(1) the enferprise /industrial undertaking will conform te
and comply with the provisions of Section 10(23G)
of (he Tncome-tax Act, 1961, read with ruke 2E of
the Tncome-1uax Rules, 1962 ;

(ii) the Central Government shul withdiaw this approval
if the enterprise/industriul undertaking -~

(a) cases 1o carry on infrastructare facility ; or

(b) fnils to maintain books of account and pet such
accounts audited by an accountant as required by
sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Incomec-tax Rules,
1962 ; or

(¢) Tuils to furnish the awdit rcnor-t as required by
sub-rule (7) of rule 211 of the Income-tax Rules,
1962.

3. The entcrprise /industrinl undertaking approved is—165
MW power project at Ernapulam, Kerala by M/s. BSES,

Kerala Power Ttd., Nagin Mahal (6th Floor), 82 Veer
Nariman Road, Mumbai-100020 (TF. No. 205 /45 /2000-1TA-TD.

INatification Ne. 1272001 /F. No 205/45 /2000-TTA-IT]
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Sect.
af fasft, 17 SAFE, 2001
(mraE)

FT. W, 243 ~yrgFe  wfufra, 1961
(1961 &1 43) & W 10 F @ (237) ¥
Fray (VI) gm0 w&w wiwwdi T 59r &3 g0
B T TaReTT 9TEY WU &6, 16,
qugTfar A, FHARAT FY 1999-2000 ¥ 2001—
2002 & & Fofko =t & fag fwfafes
Rl ¥ mi WY BT, 9 SUEE ¥ qhremTd
ufrgfas <t & #wqlq —

(1) sofraffet Foat #m@ &7 weawm wga7

IRFT W FT geHTd H & AT IuFT
WagT QAT 9T HAHaar IT STRwE &
fao 2 faad fog gowr engar =
LR

(2) sTfauifalt  saesfafaar w-faior
aqf ¥ gwg qaadt awl F¥ fedr o waty
F = oaRT 11 &Y JeEry (5) #
fafrface fFdt uw § sifirw g0 srqdr @l @
farer g1 & Faa fafir (KRa ST, WHET
waar fedY sy geg wife & =T T qav
wAvla wdfegw dmam @ faer) ®1 fadw
TR HIAT FAAT IH AT TEY FET qHW
(3) ag wirgwaT ey Oy w17 & @49 ¥ @06
aFt griy, S fF SOeEre ¥ oA Ay ady
alfamer & w= A% fF ot wT0ET T
257 GI/2001—~4

WX T IO C FTEE 10,200 1/ 31,1922 : 559

wefrite & oqaw @ e & fau
yrafrd @@ &Y quT G FIAAR FgAT
i waw ¥ A A Wt o
&

(4) av-fauifa wmet sfafaw, 1961 &
wEaTdi & e weAr woy o fare
foafes &1 ¥ g TEET & AW
RET HAT

(5) fadeqr *1 =zum # wiafem wfmar R
gfcmeafaal W SR @ g
qUsq w1 & & S

(6) 3% 20-1-2001 &I FAT&gal & WAL
wlas? wiafraw, 1961 #Frara 11 (5)
¥ mar Sfeafan faffae ogfai #
¥ 31-3-2001 g% faawm @ 9fafqa
FH A W &

[wefergmem &, 14/2001/®1. &. 197/31/2000-
CIPCEa G |

aqT Wig, Wy qytaq

New Delhi, the 17th Yanuary, 2001
(INCOME-TAX)

S.0. 243.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the
sub-clause (vi) of clauze (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-
tax Act, 196] (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby
notifies the “South Point 3chool. 16, Mandeville Gardens,
 plcutia™ for the purpose of the said sub clause for the assess-
ment years 1929-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following
conditions, namely :—

(1) the assessec will apply its income, or zccumulate for
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects
for which it is established ;

(i) the assessec will not invest or deposit its funds (other
than voluntary contributions received and maintained
in tbe lorm of jewellery, furpiture etc.) for any
period durine the previous years relevant to the
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than
in any one or move of the forms or modes specified
in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ;

(iiiy this notification will not apply in relation to any
income being profity and gains of business, unless
the business jc incldentol to the attainment of the
objectives of the asscssee and separate books of
accounts are maintained in respect of such business.

(iv) the assessrc will repularly file jta return of income
hefore the Tncome-tax Authority in accordance with
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961.

{(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the
assets will be given to a charitable organisation
with similar objectives.

(vi! wilh condition to conwvert the investments in specified
mode ag laid down in Section 11(5)y of the Income.
tax Act. 1961 hy 31-3-2001 as per their undertaking
dat=d 20-1-2001.

INotification Nn. 14 /2001 /F. No. 197 /31 [2000-ITA-T)
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy,
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FP‘ f?"*nf’r 17 Gmrﬁ 2001
(AT )

FT. AT, 24 4~-0iaFT  mfafqaw, 1961
(1961 %1 43) 1 147 10 & @S (23-7) &
FeEg (V) grat waw wfdaat &1 g w7 go
Ei-A R B e ARG AR U OS2 - IS GG
gy, "qFas F 1999-2000 A .2001-2002
& F¢ fagienr agt & fau frafafar mt &
AWM 7@ g0 T3 ITET ¥ sy mivgfae
FIAr &, wailg —

(1) sofagifrdt gasT wTg KT GEQAT HdFT
IFFT WA FT FEANTT H F AT IqHT
999 QU quT wAaadr 99 9qawdl
& fao w9wr foad A sy oo &y
™ ¥

(2) ¥ frgifet sode sT frafor agt &
gu qdadt awt €7 el o wafr &
T aTIT 11 FT F9GTT (5) ¥
fafafame oy o Fmfos @ waar adsy,
¥ fam g0wl ¥ suwT fafe (Sasafgon
wHia maar Ry wer v wifa & w0
¥ wra qur widfan w@ies dm o
fwsr) &1 fagw @@y &3 waET 9F S
TE FT

(3) wg wloggwar fadl Ot s & &g §
o wE gWlY, W@t fR sdE & e
v A wfwers g s &% & dar
FOQT IHT F-FAgiE & ag3wn &
mifta & far wwfiw a@f &Y qur oR
FIOET. & Ay F yAw A AArgiEaw
GELRRSE A 1

(4) ®T faatfet e wfafaw, 1961 %
ST % w{E wodr o faEed
frafrr &1 & wowe wfadr & awe
GIET AT

(5) fraea a7 foafg ¥ affem e o
afrgrafeTt agra SIRWT AT anld gusy
w3 & ey

(6) fF & afy swmr T fadw ot wiaw sify-
faw, 1961 ®Y amvr 11 (5) F AERIET
F AT WG §, TE 31-3-2001 F AX
ST AT frEwr HIAT ST AE GEHT HI

[afaqaar &. 15/2001/%7. &. 197/112{2000-

- g fa-l1)

Q97 9%, T47 ufeq

[Par1 TI--SEC. 3(ii)]

Ncw Delhl the 1‘7th January, 2001
(INCOME- TAX)

S.0. 244.-In exercise of the powers conferred
by the sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of Section 1@
of the Tncome-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen-
tral Government hereby notifies the “Mother India
Educational Sociefy, Mumbai” " for the purpose of
the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000
fo 2001-2002 subject to the follewing conditions,
namely —

(i) the assessce will apply its income, or accu-
mulate for application, wholly and exclu-
sively to the objects for which it is estab-
lished ;

(i) the assessee will not invest or deposit its
funds (other than voluntary contributions
received and maintained in the form of
jewcllery, farniture etc.) for any period
during vhe previous years relevant to the
assessment vyears mentioned above other-
wise than in any one o- more of the forms
or modes specified in sub-gsection (5) of
Section 11 ;

(iif) this notification will not apply in relation to
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the business is incidental to
the atfainment of the objectives of the
assessee and separate  books of accounts
arc maintained in respect of such business ;

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of
income before the Income-tax  authority,
in accordance with the provisions of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 ;

(v) that in the cvent of dissolution, its surplus
and the assets will be given to a charitable
organisation with similar objective ;

(vi) That all deposits and investments which are
nof in accordancz with the provisions of
Section 11(5) of the Income-tax Act, 1961
will not be continued to be so deposited or
invesed after 31-3-2001.

[Notification No. 15/2001/F., No. 197/112/2000-
ITA-I)
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

T faey, 17 sEdY, 2001

(e

.91, 245, ——A@FT wiafaaw, 1961 (1961
W 43) B U 10 & AT (237) ¥ FO§e (V)
YT AR WERAT FT O RI U e gee
CAEITT HT AR Ooamw  deer g’ o)y
1999-2000 & 2001-2002 & Fx fAuier aqf & fao
farafifae wal & wemfe w@d o sk ST &
gRaad sfrgfar avdft & srafq—

(i) #=x fraffedt soat am &1 mm g
FJOET AT KT AT FI ¥ PO gAET



a“%rrt:r gtfrerarr qa S T ai'rm‘r %
fag wonm fams frg gawt emaar w7 ag
CH

(it) = faaifedt sugs #C faafor aql @
i qdadt =dt F R R owatw &
O ara 11 % ggarer (5) ® fafafe
fedt w @ #wfw &0 ®ag et @
fam a0t & waar fafa (Sav siqigom,
FHAT wqr R ower weg Wi & owwd
ST daT AT SfReR SaEmE ¥ 4e)
w7 fayw @ff Fam g4 Iq qar TG@a
FCT

(i) @g wigear frar o0& s % @49 #
AR, A ERMT, oY fF W@ § AT Eiw
qar #wigww g1 a9 gF fd g'r wRiar
gr F fraffedr & ogwai s g &
faq wwEfms 450 g J47 TF FOER F
dag # waa g wan gfewsnt 780 el T
7l

(iv) = fraffedt amwe ufafwow, 1961 &
wraaEt & AR waAr g faaefy fratad
T ¥ WAFHT SHIRET F qqer w5 FO0;

(v) fages #¢ feafe & siafora Ufimay oL
qfvaeafaat wam ggel atw awfd dw39
#r & & Sy

16/2001F1. §. 197/123/2000-

arg & -]
/AT qF, HAL AlH

[rfggaar .

New Delhi, the 17th Junuary, 2001
(INCOME TAX)

8.0. 245.—In exercise of the powcers conferred
by the subecluuse (vi) of clause (23C) of Section 10
of the Income-fax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen~
tral Government hereby notifics the “Saint Lawrience
Education Society, Mumbai” for the purpose of the
said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000
to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions,
namely :—

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu-
mulate for application, whully and exclu-
sively to the objects for which it is estab-
lished ;

() the assessee will not Invest or deposit its
funds (othe; than voluntary contributions
received and maintained in the form of
jewellery, furnituve etc.) for any period
during the previous years relevant to the
assessment Yyears mentioned above other
wise than in any one or more of the forms
or modes spectlizd in sub-section (5) of
Sectiont 11 ;
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(m) thlS nouﬁmtnon ml not apply in rclallon to
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the business is incidental to
the atfainment of the objectives of the
assessee and scparate  books of accounts
are maintained in respect of such business ;

(iv) the assessec will regularly file its return of
income before the Income-tax  authority
in accordance with the provisions of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 ;

(v) that in the cvent of dissoluticn, its surplus
and the assets will be given to a charitable
organisation with similar objective,

[Notification No. 16/2001,F. No, 197/123/2000-

ITA-T]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.
L fal, 18 WA, 2001
(snaeT)
. WL 246.-—WASY qiafaaa, 1961

(1961 &1 43) AT 4T 10 ¥ @Y (23T) & 37
e (vi) groowed wiwdt w1 9A W gm
FeAlr U wAggTr fraEl  oopwama dear,
et AT 1999-2000 § 2001-2002 TF F A
fegteor aqt & fre fafefer wit & ;fw
T T IW gadE F wqrAArd migfEa wedr g,
TR -——
(1) &7 fqaifedt w9 ww w1 =m0y
HATT SAFN W ®T GEAWIE HA & [T
SHEN FIYT AT AT AT I IEay
# fag won faaw far wofy oo 6
™

(i) w=x fraifed Sudar s Grafeor qaf & sy
qasdt aaf 7 Y ff wafy F Sem gr
11 %Y goErr (5) ¥ fafafece frdt o was
TH A AT WA A G e aoay §
a1 fafe (Fav-wfaem sfaemaa, trat
g e wife & &1 @ W 747 el
whfewr wwwt & fax) = fAdm wd s
HIAT QH A0 F50 FTA GIAC,

(i) =g miog=ar f&d 947 soq & daa H w0
agl gni, Sife ®EE ¥oaer S oJdr
wiward g I8 3% & dar ®OaER 37 &
fraifeett & sRmt @ wftr &  fag wrefow
AE g qWr UF STOQT F sy A Omew
¥ wargawe 720 o weft €

(iv) &3¢ fafteft wowe wsfafma, 1961 %

sl & R A ma el fafh
WU o AT TR A7 e e T
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()Farmﬂ#‘rﬁaﬁﬁuﬁﬁw nﬁrm *ﬁ'o
sfegrafaa awm gEwdt afe aadd @ 8
& T

(fagaard. 17/2001%0. 5. 197/4[ 200157 % .7 .- 1]
AT WE, WAL HwET

New Dclhi, the 13th January, 2001
(INCOME TAX)

85.0. 246.—In excrcise of the powers conferred
by the sub-clause (vi) of cluuse (23C) of Section 10
of the Income-tax Act, 1901 (43 of 1961), the Cen-
tral Government hueby votifies the “Liberty Educa-
tiona] Society, Mumbai” for the purpose of the said
sub—<lause for the asscssment years 1999-2000 1o
2001-2002 subject to the following conditions,
namely -

(i) the assessee will 1pply its income, or accu-
mulate for application, wholly and exclu-
sively to the objects for which it iy estab-
lished ;

(1) the wussessee will not {nvest or deposit 1ts
funds (other than voluntary confributions
received and  maintained in the form of
jewellery, fumnifure cte)) for any penod
during the previous years relevant to the
assessment years nientioned above other-
wise than in any on¢ or more of the formy
or modes specifisd in sub-sectjon (5) of
Section 11 ;

(iii} this notification will not apply in relation tu
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the business is incidental 1o
the atfainment of the objectives of the
assessec and separale  books of accounts
are maintained in respect of such business

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of
income before the Income-tax  authurity
in accordance with the provisions of the
Income-tax Act, 1961 ;

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus
and the assets will be given to a charitable
organisation with similar objcctives.

[Notification No. 17/2001/F. No. 197/4/2001-
_ ITA-I]

SAMAR BHADRA, Uuder Sccy.

T8 fassll, 24 9, 2001
(straTT)

w1 9T, 247—mmw wiufvam, 1961 (1961
&7 43) T 91U 10 F G (23-1) & 9GS (iv)
I SEE WA T ONMT &VE g Hm aET
wagErr <5 V. Al o seeT wyfa, T et
FY 2000-2001 ¥ 20012002 IF & &< fprian

[PARr II—SEc. 3(ii)]

a'rﬁ ¥ fau ’r“FrrFrF'frﬁaer "frﬂ'% a:roﬂFf Ié’% UGS
IvEe & wmaard sfrgfag A & wad -

(1) we-fauifeadt SERT HATT F1 TEINTH FAAT
FAFT A &® FEAAE FE & AT
FAFRT H AT QOFAT T4T FATTAAT 37 I20G0
F fau wvqr 9% 0 gAY errar &
w8

(i) s-frattat gogsa #T fgion ast § qaa
gdadt af 7 fFf o yaiq F D arw
11 & Iqa1r (5) # fafafzee fedy oF
nayqT uF o gfgs 4% wagr 705 & fwq
it #oggwr fafw (Swesaigea
wAfat wagl fedt ud gegwifs & ¥ H
gr gar HIfaa eifeT Saqd ¥ fam)
F faamw 9@ #¥U0 FW qurT g FET
AT

(iil) ag whrgsar fedr & wm & g §
L A& R, S O Y S A
Aur st g1 saar e gar wran
Taa -fralfalt & SEwil &1 wife & fan
gfs A& @ qur OF FOare ¥ gay
# wam gaar gheasr TE T St g

(1v) 7 frgifed wwwt wiufran, 19613
T & HAFTC A 5 fraeofy frafra
T g AR ATHFL & G4 F1gq FI0;

(v) faaza a0 feafs & wawr sifalfaa wimac
i afeawafaar M SERdl a4ty
5T 61 § &Y Jrda |

[sfmgaaT q. 197/42/2000

s 7. -1}

9 ax, wae wiuw

New Delhi, the 24th JRanuary, 2001
(INCOME TAX)

$.0. 247.—In exercise of the powers conferrec
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section I
ot the Income-iax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centra
Government hereby notifies  the “K. D, Malaviy,
National Oil Museum, New Declhi” for the purpos
of the said sub-clausc for the assessment years 2000
2001 to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions

namcly i —
{1) the assessce will apply its income, or accumy

late for application, wholly and exclusivel
1o the objects for which is cstablished;

21/200/1%7. 9.

{ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund
(other than voluntary contirbutions receive
and maintained in the form of jewellery, fu
niture ete.) for any period during the pre
vious yecars relevant 1o the assessment year
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mentioned above other wise than in any one
or more of the forms or modes specified in
sub-section (5) of Section 11;

(ili) this notification will not apply in relation to
any income being profits and gains of busi-
ness, unless the business is incidenta] to the
attuinment of the objectives cf the ass:esze
and separte books of accounts arc maintained
in respect of such business,

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of in-
come before the income-tax aulhority in ac-

cordunce with the provisions of the Income-
tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the cvent of dissolution its surplus and
the assets will be given to a charitable orga-
nisation with similar objectives.

[Notiﬂ-cation No, 21/2001/F, No. 197/42/2000-
ITA-T]
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy,
% faeslt, 30 SEEE, 2001
(wTaFT)

FT.3T. 248——wEFT wliufmaw, 1961 (1961

e ——

(v)fa'a'a:r a1 feafr ¥ miafom uf m
afegeafamy @@ IRwl 9 @id gaeA
C SR O

[T . 23/2001/%r 5. 197/99/2000-7.% . 7.-I]

AL W, gA7 W=

New Delhi, the 30ih Janumy, 2001
(INCOME TAX)

S.0, 248.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centrol
Government hercby notifies the “Sree Ramkrishna
Saytananda Ashram, Distt, 24 Parganas (North),
West Bengal” for the purpose of the said sub-clause
{or the assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject
to the following conditions, namely :-—

(i) the assessee will apply its Income, or accumnu-
late for application, wholly and exclusively
to the objects for which it is established;

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds
" (other than voluntary contributions received
and maintained in the form of jewellery fur-
niture ete.) for any period during the pre-

HT43) T AT 10 ¥ @¥ (2397) ¥ wwwE ([V)
FITSaT Ufal FT SART G g HE G GO UG
‘Y wmEen wereE wraw, fwar 24 gweAr (Ard)
e AWM FT 1998-99 ¥ 2000-2001 TAH F ET
frater & faqg fawafalags ol & wifogs <ew
g ¥ I9EE & gArGA wfegtaa s §, wakg o~

vious years relevant to the assessment years
mentioned above other wise than in any one
or more of the forms or modes specified in
sub-section (5) of Section 11,

(ili) this notification will not apply in relation to
any income being profits and gains of busi«

(1) &= feultely sodt w1 waa@ Agan
JAXT U™ F TAAM T & AT IEERT
9gT QAT q4T WAAIAT 99 JEEi &

T & fomE fag g wrgar o

&

(ii) #¢ frifedt guefaa & faaior aqt oy
qaadl aqt &7 v o sl & gRE A
11 ® g (5) #fafufagsr fedt 0w
HIAT UF ¥ wiaw &1 wawr qosy i faw
qO& & gud Mo (Sevsafgem, & i
T weEn, o e wifr & ' § s
aar sy wifess wwam & faa)
fador /&Y s wagr 9 StAT A4S weay
AT ;

(iii) =g wieg=ar fodt GdY s & g F A
agl gell, sifs e & s s aqwr
s o 3% & T FOET 99w
frrurifeft & SEwat &7 st & fra STrefies At
g qar iy war s a9 § owAw -
g e TG @l Al gy

(iv) 7 fuifelt morse wfafton, 1961 &

RrARF & HIA oY o7 Praoft frafas =y
A NPT oTfieeTd & AT WIS R

ness, unless the business is incidental to the
attainment of the objectives of the assessee
and separate books of accounts are main-
tained in respect of such business.

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return  of
income before the income-tax authority in
accordamce with the provisions of the In-
come--tax Act, 1961.

(v) that in the event of dissolution, is surplus and
the assefs will be given to a charitable orpa-
nisation with similar objectives.

[Notification No. 23/2001/F. No. 197/99/2000-
) ITA-T]

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy.

FAA AR NFE UF drar qew wgET w1 saia
wfrg=aT 1/2001
AR, 29 SAFE, 2001

FT. Wl 249.—-ff A, W7, ARHY, Heherw
afg @ T R @ W0 owew sepRea
AR frada &Y o e FEF 97 fAiw 31-10-
2000 ® wITE, F wrwdr dav & fraw gd o

[wr. . T1(7)4/97/zar. 1]2012]

TBW T, WO AR (W od TR
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(ParT II—SEC. 3(i)]

T, qrmferq:w%r!ﬁ'ﬁqwn - B @l
TT g ;

N, F el qOHIC FT gg quend gl a47 g F
e srEwesy o, TR, (fed gad gad qe
T FTAT Tl w4t 3), ¢ frgual ok wat @t
St &g g gw fAfew sfedfes @tqr ghEa
THE, AANAT FW F fAT @ g

OFFICI: O[ THI: CO'\/IMIbSlONER QF
CENTRAL LXCISE AND CUSTOMS

NOTITICATION NO. 1]2001

Nagpur, the 29th January, 2001
5.0. 249.-—8hri M. R. Chandekar, Superinten-
dent, Group ‘B’ Central Excise and Customs Nagpur
Commissionerate having  uttained the age of super-

anpuation, retired from Govepnment Service in the
afternoon of 31st October, 2000,

[F. No. I1(7)4/97. Et. 1|2012]
ARUN TANDON, Addl, Conmmissioner (P & V)
faa Haiag
st /et faamr
(&fmar s )
a3 faedl, 1 wvadl, 2001
AT 25 0.— Ty @i Wi ardtor fyswrq &%
("eire) wiufas, 2000 (2000 F7 55) T @
1 ® ITART (2) T AES wmisddl &1 A w5
U AAIT AYEIY, UAGETT 01 WIEK, 2001 &

0T, WA, T g, g9a wfgfrs #oarw
11 %Y STy (1) $10 gEw whedi w v gAE
#q §U, dg faw T § f6 g@ whrd iga gaq qfa
T gFa Wi 7 ar 3@ TCF AT arda 16 FIAT
1009 § ®eilq G H g@ w&HR ffga a7 wr &
aorra, feafafa frewdt s wal & T w7 g,
ety Fodr ¥ fafga & oo, gl —

(1) goerdr w97, gaq swhafwm & Sodg &
wef qar wAaifg wlaey, e, aEar A

T € W& #7 arEw fRe we iy @wa A AT
T B W faufa sy

(2) ¥@& T U wd (1) ¥ ome, |
FAT I FT HIT WHT wT waLRT FA OF
T & far ur gfaszor &1 ws fmar o
agr @ feeft wmiwsr ok 8% wfgsor &
gzrgal & fau fagae erfedt & ddw § gowa
T =W, T FTAT AZT BN AT FAY SAWTT
Ta THe fAfgm s qfa & a1 5o o % mfgsrd
# fau ar g% dEq W oadr fafus sy,
Ay wfie aifz & aEa gwrg @i @ @Y, g
FAAT AT FGO

ot gl & ®1 § faug sl & o oadw @
g3n mfafmw & s garft 27 0
[®7. 8. 7(42)[2000-T %, ]

T qAAT, FLFT AqrAq
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AFFAIRS
(Buuking Division)
New Delhi, the 1st February, 2001

5.0. 250.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
sub-Section (2) of Section 1 of the National Bank for
Agriculture und Rural Development (Amendment) Act
2000 (55 of 2000) the Central Government hereby
arpoints the Ist day of February, 2001, as the date
on which the provisions of the said Act come into

force. (3) TG FuAY, BT ACHIL AT TEF 99-
[F. No. 7(42)]2000-AC] arfedt &Y, @4 et wer eow & @9 H, oY sw
SHEKHAR AGARWAL, Jt. Secy. ware fafgd gw qfe & a1 gq 9T & mfusrd &
T - NS — T g H, I ATHIT AT IdH rre:arrFtcr_‘T grer gt
EF'T:” T fagg fdi sEafaat & d@dg ¥ a@ws g,

A affa w,
- 7 hzg R 2\001 . (4) g@rr ®F Al # FEw RS qd
. OWT. 251.--KEe goE da (W SR g @ fen, wfn o owd fe & a1 9@ A

fawer) wifafema, 1957 (1957 ®1 20) (fori
ud Tad qvag 3% wiafeaw &g 4T &) €7 oarr
9 T aarer (1) & wefw Y T af vl qFET
F AR FATT AAWT FT AIAT g E
FT. AC. 2946, g 23 fAwET, 1999 #F,
IIIE & UelE, W 2, @T 3, swaw (ii), arde
16 #oFqET, 1999 ¥H Tarfmg A ax, 9%
wfagaar & do oqget § afog qfy o gqfa
(ford g za® wary 957 4T wgr mar ) =
at 99 93 & wiuwre v giuftar x7 96T 10 *Y
el (1) F mefm, st fedwdt & oman

afuse fwfh oo afEg N dafaw 50 w1 afa
Tfi gn; &R
(5) T Foh, oy frRut Wk mat s, W)
ST GO I, 99 B wiEawaE g, 9%d
& fafe A=t & @& fag s ar afrdfea w0
WTC, 9T ST
[®r. &. 43015/2/97-uw. uw. =y
91 W1 A1 T |

dwr aygy, v afaw
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[wrr IT—as

T MINISTRY OF COAL
ORDER

New Delhi, the 29th Jonuary, 2001

S.0. 251.—Whereas on the publication of  the
notiication of the Gevernment of India in the then
Ministry of Coal Number $.0. 2946 dated the 23rd
Scptcméer, 1999, published in thc Gazette of India,
Part-11, Section-3, Sub-Scctiop (it), dated the 16th
October, 1999, issued under Sub-Section (1) of Sec-
tion 9 of thc Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter
referred to ns the said Act), the lands and rights, in
or over the lands, as described in the Schedule ap-
pended to the said notification (hereinafter referred
to as the said lands) vested absolutely in the Central
Government free from all encumbrances under Sub-
Section (1) of Section 10 of the said Act;

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied
that the Western Coalfields Limited, Nagpur (here-
inafter referred to as the Government Company) is
willing to comply with such terms and conditions as
the Cenlral Government thinks fit to impose in this
hehalf.

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferr-
ed by Sub-Section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act,
the Central Government hereby directs that the said
lands and rights m or over the said lands, so vested
shall, with effect from the 16th Qctober, 1999 instead
of continuing to so vest in the Central Government,
vest in the Government Company, subject to the fol-
lowing terms and conditions, namely :(—

1. the Government Company shall reimburse
the Central Government all payment made
in respect of compensation, inierest, dam-
ages and the like, as determined under the
provisions of the said Act;

a tribune] shall be constituted for the pur-
pose of determining the amounts payable
to  the Central Government by the
Government Company  under condition
(1) and all expenditare  incurred
in connection with any such tribunal and
persons appointed to  assist the tribunal
shall be borne by the Government Com-
pany and similarly, all expenditure incurr-
cd In respect of all legal proceedings like
appeals, etc. for or in connection with the
rights, in or over the said land, so vesting
shall afso be  borne by the Government
Company;

the Government Company shall indemnfy
the Central  Government or its officials
agamst any other expenditure that may be
necessaty in conncction with any proceed-
ings by or against the Central Government
or its officials regarding the rights in  or
over the said lands so vesting,

the Government Company shall have no
power to transfer the lands and  rights
in or over the said lands so vested to any
other person without the previous approval
of the Central Government; and
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the Government Company shall abide by
such directions and condifions as may be
given or imposcd by the Central Govern-
ment for Farricular areas of the said lands,
as and when llf,‘CESSﬁl'y.

[No. 43015/2{97-LW|PRIW)
SANJAY RAHADUR, Dy. Sccy.

5.

ufg-az

A fga=fy, 31 Segdl, 2001

$T. AT, 252~—90F F7F ¥ HEAT AR
Fr wfag=ar dante w0, 1704 F0@ 13 AW,
2000 S Wrw F1 ovswd amw I, @y 3, so-
@2 (ii), @@ 20 qATE, 2000 & 9% 5228 ¥
5243 9T wHferg gg oY, ¥ — '

1. 955 #&. 5233 a7, ot fefeaw & ddfua
W ¥ arae” % wme e ‘araar’ 9F |

2. 9% &. 5235 uv, W4T anF F ey
~F & M a7 "mew’ qf |

(i1) 9/ 955 Y =Egdt it ¥ v ¥ F
A R

[®r. &. 43015/6/99-F1 wx = geeq)

do7 "EFY, TR

CORRIGENDA
New Delhi, the 31st Yonuary, 2001

S.0, 252.~-In the notification of the Govermn-
ment of India in the Ministry of Coal number S, O.
1704, dated the 13th July, 2000 published at pages
5228 to 5243 of the Guzette of India, Part-II, Sec-
tion-3, Sub-Section (ii), dated the 29th July, 2000,--

(1) at page 5230, in line 7, for “pakiur (part-
Iy, read “pakur (part-A)™;

(2) at page 5240 in the Schedule relating  to
Mauja Sillingli, against seria] number 1,
in ¢olumn 2, for “Barbfa™ read “Barabta”.

(3) at page 5241,—

(1) in part-A, for the heading “North of
River Bansol”, recad “North of  River
Bansloi”:

(ii) in the Boundary Description,—

(2) in the column relating to points, for
letters “D-Y", read “D-E”;
(b) oagainst peint E-F, in lines 1-2, for

“Gorpara (22) Bara Basco (23),

read “Gorpora (22)+Bara Basco
(23);
(4) at page 5242,—
(i) in the Bonndary  Description, in the

column relating to  points,—for “V-A”,
read "Y-A";
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(u) agamut the pomm “Y A” as so amend-
ed.—

(2) for “From V", read “from Y";
(b) in line 2, for the words “‘river Bas-
doi”, read “river Bansloi”;
(iii) in Port B, in Boundary  Description,
ogainst points A-B, in line 2, for -~ the

words “Mauja  barhania (8)”, read
“Majua Barhania (1);

(5) at page 5243, in the column relating to
points, for letters “R ST W V W, read
'RSTUV W,

[No. 42015/6/99-PRIW]
SANJAY BAHADUR, Dy. Secy.

Hr umay -m T ' W Paom = i

e fauEeT g
T faeeft, 30 S, 2001

FT.HT. 253, ~—FAT qvF™, TAwrer  (§W *
urEEE Sl & fa wanr) faaw, 1976 & fraw
10 & 90 P (4) F wyewer # am fyaes
Harad & gy e fame aerfremsa & mfeey
freafafaa T wwimEY #Y, faad 8o %) ¥ wfaw
wasTdge A fedt 1 FEmMeF wra s s e
¥, mfirgfaa et & —

frlrr, Sg¥aA ARGAT AT AT, ARSI FATE

e, 7% feel |

o. foua®, I¥eaq ARG T FrAiwd, o=,

T L T T AT A ALY =TT | gkl T Y PR AT T -

[Part H--Skc. 3(11)]

3. aﬁcs I ARFAT v;rfmm“r rﬂaﬁmhu, qﬁtrrFrr
zare wewy, ofegear

4. (e, JgT ALGT AT FAWE, FAIC FAOrg
HZST, AT

[ear Z-11011/01/2000~fgw]

T ATCATAY, Framen
(RAsrATT)

MINISTRY OF CIVIL AVIATION

New Dethi, the 30th January, 2001

5.0, 253.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of
Rule 10 of the Official Languages (Use for hte Official
Purposes of the Union) Rule, 1976 the Central Gov-
ernment, hereby, notifics the following four subordi-
nate offices of the Directorate Genceral of Civil Avia-

_tion, an Attached Office of Ministry of Civil Avia-

tifon , where of, more thar 80% staff have ae-
quired the working knowledge of Hindi :—

1. Office of the Director of - Afrworthiness,
Safadarjung Airport, New Delhi.

2. Office of the Controller of Airworthiness,
BHEL, Haridwar,

3. Office of the Sr. Officer
Patiala Airport, Fatisla.

4. Office of the controller of Airworthiness,
Bangalore Airport, Bangalore,

[No. E-11011]01(2000-Hindi]
C. B. NARNAULI, Director (OL)

of Airworthiness,

Y VIVER i ¥ W R T T 10 ¢ T AR - 4 Mkt LR T T L XTI W ORI ey

weafrer  faamT

FTEL, 24

Y, 2001

FIHT.2 54, ~~ AT faamm HAIA (arri‘h?twﬁrzfa'vr%mnm) |, 1976 & fram 4 % | ofsa w33 309
SR AT PR T AN R g0 Tregaf, weAfver framr A (J‘ﬁﬁ?’(ﬂrﬁrﬂ'aﬂrﬂ‘mﬂ‘fﬁ) fra®, 1976 % Pre-

frfgg fagal & AR K ¥ WA -

1. (1) &Rt safer feam wd=el (Fiteem, frigm aarsdiw) @mbes frad, 2001w S
(2) & fama o ¥ sarfed A wr A & vt £

o, grfrer P wd=rAY (quitma, fadam war afiar) fram, 1976, e 8 % seade aghy stqamar ¥ vy
w7 AT W ¥ AT AT A AT AR afed it & w9 w0 A ar Sy w1 A m @ e

HIT AT ©

-

[, 2/5/(1)/9&V]
areff  TrAeER, wAx gt

s faant &1 RaiF 1- 1978 wFFLAT. . 270 (F) a1 Wed F U 1d (warwor) qur-I, &s-3, 9v-

=% (ii) ufwsr 1-4-1976 r‘T aFTm fFar o rr“rt RECRRS LG A ﬁw‘rfﬁﬁr f’—rtrr LiE (R

o, mfE A i
1 2f10(32)/ 76
2. z/10(32)/76
3. 2f10(27)/76]

16-05-1977
01-08-1977

e pr—

10-02-1077

Trm . ’r“aarqn'

780 12-03-1977
2127 25-06-1977
2709 27-08-1977

———— e - tam o m—— -t — —




[Wmll—m:a(ii)] WP & THW  HIAT 10,2()(11/WT‘T21,19"22 . 567

. 4. Mﬁﬁ'ﬂﬂfﬂ@r ' fte TTAE. ftt
4. 2/7 /77— 15-02-1978 585 25-02-1978 B
5. 2/7(5)/77] 27-05-1978 1780 17-06-1978
6. 2/9(12)/74I11 16-03-1979 1178 07-04-1979
7. 9/4(1)/s0-T11 26-05-1980 1684 21-06-1980
8. 9fa(1)/s0-11 05-09-1980 - 2586 27-09-1980
9. 9/4(1)/80-11 13-10-1980 3299 29-11-1980
10. 9/4(1)/s0-11 13-10-1980 3300 20-11-1980
11. 9/4(1)/80-111 C20-12-1980 215 17-01-1981
12. 2/8(1)/81] ' 28-08-1981 2592 03-10-1981
13. 2{8(1)/81] 16-07-1982 3113 04-08-14982
14. 2/9(1)/831(V) _ 20-07-1985 4280 14-09-1985
15 2/5(1)/85-V 02-01-1986 510 08-02-1986
t6. 2/9(1)/831(V) 02-01-1986 511 08-02-1986
17. 2/5(1)/86-V 17-03-1986 1309 29-03-1986
18. 2/5(2 )/86 \Y) 20-10-1986 3874 15-11-1986
19 2/5(1)/90-V] 01-01-1991 69 09-02-1981
20. 2/5(2)/86-V (VI)(awg-Ill)  15-11-1991 334 01-02-1992
21. 2/5(1)/91-VI 23-10-1992 2891 21-11-1992
22. 2/5(1)/95-V 24-03-1995 1029 15-04-1995
23. 2/5(1)/91-V 12-10-1995 2856 28-10-1995
24. 2/5(1)/91-V © 27-03-1996 1241 20-04-1996
25. 2/5(1)/95V" ' 23-12-1997 83 10-01-1998
26. 2/5(1)/98-V 30-6-2000 1763 05-08-2000
27. 2/5(1)/98-V ‘ 27-12-2000 34 - 13-01-2001

DEPARTMENT OF SPACE
Bangalore, the 24th Sanuary, 2001

S.0. 754..-Tn exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to Asticle 309 read with
Rule 4 of Department of Space Employces, (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1976, the Presi-
dent hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Department of Spacc Employees, (Classi-
fication, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1976, namely —

I. (1) These Rules may be called the Department of Space Emptoyces, (Classification, Control
and Appeal) Ist Amendment Rules, 2001.

(2) Thoy shall come into force on the date of their publicatién  in the  Official  Guzette.
2. In the Dcpurtment of Space Employces’ (Classification Contro) and Appcal) Ruales, 1976, under

First Proviso for the words “the charge of acceptance™ thc words “the charge of pos-

Rule 8 in the
session of asscssts dis-proportionate to  known  sources ol income or the (,harge of acceptance™ shall be

substituted.
[No. 2/5(1)/98-v
VANI KAMACHANDRA, Under Secy.
Foot Note @ Principle Rules were published vide 8.0. No. 270 (E) dated [.4.1976 in the Guzctte of
India (Extra-ordinary ) Part-l, Section 3 Sub-section (i) dated 1-4-1976 and have been
subsequently amcnded by —
Sl. No. Notfication No. Dac ~ S.0.Ne. Date
T Topo(ais 0021977 T en 039717 T
. 2{H(32)/76-1 6-05-1927 : 2127 25061977

757 GL/2001—S
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S .No. Notificat on No. Dﬂ.tL g Q. ND D'lte
3, 2/10(27)/76-1 01-08-1977 2709 27-08-1977 o B
4, 2/7(5)! 77-1 15-02-1978 585 25-02-1978
5. 2/7(5)/77-1 27-05-1978 1780  17:06-1978
6. 2/9(12);74-111 16-03-1979 1178  07-04-1979
7. 9/4(1),80-11T 26-05-1980 1684  21-06-1980
8. 9/4¢1)/80-111 05-09-1980 2586  27-09-1980
9, 9/4(1)/80-411 13-10-1980 3299  29-11-1980
10. 9/4(1)/80-TI1 13-10-1980 3300  29-11-1980
11, 9/(1)/80-111 20-12-1980 215 17-01-1981
12, 2/8(1)/81-1 28-08-1981 2592  03-10-198]
13. 2/8(1)/81-1 16-07-1982 3113 04-09-1982
14. 2/9(1)/83-1(V) 29-07-1985 4280  14-09-1985
5. 2/5(1)/85-V 02-01-1986 510  08-02-1986
6, 2/9(1)/83-(1V) 02-01-1986 51| 08-02-1986
17. 2/5(1)/86-V 17-03-1986 1309 29-03-1986
18. 2/5(2)/86-V 20-10-1986 3874  15-11-1986
19. 2/5(1)/90-VT 01-01-1991 99 09-02-1991
20. 2/5(2)86-V(V1)(Vol 111 15-11-1991 334 01-02-1992
21. 2/5(1)/91-V1 23-10-1992 2891  21-11-1992
22, 2/5(1)/95-V 24-03-1995 1029 15-04-1995

23, 2/5(1)/91-V 12-10-1995 2856  28-10-1995

24, 2/5(1)/91-V 27-03-1996 1241 20-04-1996
25 2/5/(1)/95-V 23-12-1997 83 10-01-1998
2. 2/5(1)/98-V 30-06-2000 1763 05-08-2000
27 2/5(1)/98-V 27-12-2000 34 13-1-2001

Jafaq srﬂifhmr, 1952 (1952 FT 37) T OWT 5
# grgrr (1) arw gaT wfEFat w1 AW F
g0 qar s@ owarwx & fEAiw 25 WRAT, 2000 %
ardEa® wEW & wAEe ¥ FAa feew ammo
e qFAE, A, FAAN, fAEIRERIIA,  FAFAL, TR
AR QFFEA ¥ qARFR 979 faasr M ¥
AATT F a6 o waxaAz, 1998 T fvar war 4,
F gEem FT KASE 31 AF, 2001 F AT AAA
qrEet g% s Y ag g1, faw &R R

[®r. & . 809[7/[2000-u® (4Y) ]
iAo wAl, $+F wfgeey

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND
BROADCASTING

qafaee U AT HAEA
¢ faedr, 23 sEEAY, 2001
F. AT, 255—— AAAEA  (FAT)  WiglAAH,
1972 (1972 ®T 53) &1 "ART 50 1 IT-HFT
(1) g7 wmw wimal w1 waw & g fade,
qeadYy - qfvTer, ToRETIT 3R Wiwfras Y arr
50 % sta wierdY & SR R ¥ fan fEeet
e gfere seefemrie & sfimfa, faer % gfas
gu-fafies & A= w1 T g, W afagw wW@ §
[61.9. 2-16[01 ¥ TA. ~1]
vg Y. waf, fAAus, depefiq afcraor od
UL AEIFARWF
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS

New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2001

S5.0. 255.—In cxercise of the powers conferred by
Sub-section (1) of section 50 of the Wildlife {Protec-
tion) Act, 1972 (53 of 1972), the Director Wildlife
Preservation hereby auihorises the officers of the
Delhi Special Police  Establishment not below the
rank of Sub-Inspector of  Police to  exercise the

powers under section 50 of the said Act.
[F. No. 2-16/91 WL-I}
S. C. SHARMA, Director, Wildlife Preservation g
Addl. Director General

L GO € (R0 B G

f fxeef, o wyxdt, 2001
FT. AT, 256.—FF HFIL, W=AMTA {9T9s)
fram, 1983 & Frow7 T 8 F gy aisy

New Delhi, the 9th Januvary, 2001

S.0. 256.—In exercise of the powers con-
ferred by sub-scction (1) of Scction 5 of the Cine-
matograph Act, 1952 (37 of 1952) rcad with rules
7 and 8 of the Cinematograph (Certification) Rules,
1933, and in continuation of this Ministry’s Orders
of vven number dated the 25th October, 2000, the
Central Government is pleased 1o extend the tenure
of the members of the Advisory panels of the Central
Board of Film  Certification at Mumbai, Chennai,
Bangatore, Thiruvananthapuram, Calcutta, Cuttack
and Guwahati, which were  constituted vide this

. Ministry's orders dated the 9th October, 1998, upto

31st March, 2001 or unti further erders, whichever
15 earlier.

[F. No. R09{7|2000-F(C)}
RAIESH SHARMA, Desk Oficer
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EEe e ey e C ) i

Y2iferm iR epfeen I wHaTe
¢ freel, 6 BT, 2000

a1 @, 257.—HAA TR H I8 W e ¢ B whwleq ¥ 7€ svewas 2 TR afterrg
T § 9 @ At oF YR S @ ufaed @ R, 3feE g wRee Rt gn
- TgE wEues WA & fRarae % fa, b | 8w fafies o s s
s faretE =i

3R I wER F W wda B 2 I e fEen ® wiee @ faw g
A= @ Iureg oy o aftla gy & el 37 myeng fame @ weTe Rrr T
®, TN & AUFHH FT 36 FTT NATIF © ;

3a: 3, s SR, WA v @i mevera (9t ¥ SwEm @ iU 1 3,
sAfufran, 1962 (1962 1 50) FT 10 3 Y ITUR (1) 1 T&@ NfFl 1 94 3| ge, 376
TG & SRR H1 TS F o ST HTIT i TN Rt 2

IR gt | aftfa 9fyy o foag @R =afe vg ol 9, Sea 9ia @ o5 § g
THIRTA S SRS 1 Wil WaRe S 6l Iuers & & St 2, TR B & v ofh
H I & AR ol A oy & A eedsd en & wi faled ww w e A e
Torale], e Wiftepr, GgiHe |t & wn s, 9= -ferefe-ngd Soam aiguenss 1R, 472
FHTRIE e, frefeaeet 620 012 &I HT Fh |

Sy
TS ¢ TABTHTSH foet : BT I afeTerag N
AP
oty &1 &aH | ad 4 JU-3E A BT R | @ e
1 2 '3 4 5 6
.22 UARIA! 99 1 0 02 44
o 99 10 0 05 78

[, 3R.~25011/1/2001 -5 A-1]
T, BT, A T

23T L00Y -0
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Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas
New Delhi. the oth February. 2001

s. 0. 257 Whereas, it appears to the Central Government that it is
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum
products from Chennai to Madurai in the State of Tamil Nadu, a pipeline
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the
Chennai — Trichy — Madurai pipeline project on behalf of Petronet CTM

. [Limited;

And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying-such pipeline, it 1s
necessary to acquire the right of user in the land described in the Schedule
annexed to this notification;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein;

Any person, interested in the land, described in the said Schedule, may within
twenty one days from the date on which the copies -of this notification as
published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public,
object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the
pipeline under the land to Shri. R. Vajravelu, Competent Authority, Petronet
CTM Limited, Chennai-Trichy-Madurai Product Pipeline Project, 4/2,
Crawford Colony, Tiruchirapalli — 620 012.

SCHEDULE
Taluk : Virudhachalam District : Cuddalore State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Village Survey no.| Sub-Division no. | Hectare Are Sqg.mtr
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.22 AIVADUGUDI 99 11 0 02 44
99 10 0 05 78

[No.-25011/1/2001 ORT]
S. CHANDRASEKHAR. Under Sccv.
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=8 faeeil, 9 T, 2001

1. 3N, 258.— g TEHR A UTTaH SR @i TEvers (M | Iam & sfbmr &
i) sfufam, 1962 (1962 &1 50) (V9 366 36 Ferq I AHFEH el T 2)
1 Y 3 &t IU-4 (1) & AL I{, IR0 TR F g #AR geplies T weE
w1 ST qE&A Flo o 2085, qrr@ 20 faaray, 2000 gN, dHTATg Td § =15
frefades! S FEUE 0@ YoiielIH SRl & IRaed & foe dgre @t & w fafaee
R IENETE RSN % TEe @ R 39 e ¥ Yo sy ¥ i gt §
IYAN % ATURR & 316 & U AITT T WG HY et |

SR S ST St il S B A \ SRS, 2000 1 I FHT < € off |

AR 3T AfufEd Ul 6 H IT-UR (1) % A Fem Wit A F1E qER @6l
A R 1 & 2

3R B2 FEIon I RO T RER F § 9zar] 77 T E T E &
| I, &-uz% & ftee & fore uguenss oo & foe sea yfty oofaa @

3T, T, D= TR, Ia TUFIT st ¥R 6 1 ITEW (1) g wEd Al o/ gam
F gL TE W F ? % 39 sftrgem @ dom ot o fafiiw sw g A
TEYaTE oM T Sugm @ ifuer aifiia forar smar 2 |

S F TR, I SR 6 6 H U (4) G T M bl A
gu 78 Ry 4 2 fF 35 9 @ Swah @1 SfUER 39 WY % YR & aE 9

$=T TR A FRd e oo vt fored ™ | o G99t & w fafiee | fiRa
il
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st
arege ¢ Uieadt forer « ferodeely AR : AfdHcreg
e
afa & e ad & -¥E & dae TR | @ e
1 2 3 4 5 6
144 Ao 1457 0 29 88
1460 1 0 08 91
1460 2 0 05 16
1175 1% 0 18 94
1175 2 0 00 52
1178 3 0 01 36
11175 133 0 0t 30
11175 13F 0 01 20
11175 12% 0 00 94
11175 18 0 00 83
1175 8 0 00 40
11175 17 0 01 33
1175 18 0 02 79
1175 19 0 01 08
1087 - 0 02 70
1088 - 0 09 37
1089 2 0 19 08
1095 281 0 06 52
1095 0 02 22
1095 4 0 00 40
1095 0 00 82
1096 - 0 18 45
1118 1 0 09 54
1118 2 0 15 03
1119 - 0 30 78
1120 1 0 05 64
1120 2 0 04 29
1138 - 0 08 46
1132 2 0 15 84
1131 - 0 14 40
d.124 T 70 3 0 17 28
70 2% 4 0 16 09
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[/ 11— 2 (i) T T T - R 10, 2001/9T 21, 1922
| o 1 2 ] 3 4 5 6
82 - 0 02 16
81 10 0 00 80
81 1 0 0t 27
81 12 0 00 73
78 48 0 00 40
18 47 0 00 70
78 46 0 00 65
78 45 0 00 40
78 1 0 02 70
78 43 0 00 80
78 44 0 01 70
78 36 0 00 40
18 35 0 01 20
78 34 0 01 50
78 33 0 01 55
18 26 0 00 56
83 1 0 05 40
83 3 0 00 40
87 8 3 0 01 50
87 8 3 0 02 10
87 8.1 0 04 50
86 2 0 12 60
86 1 0 04 B0
F. 116 oA 5158 13, 0 06 12
51580 1% 0 01 60
523 1.5% 0 00 40
512 1355 0 05 04
512 13.3% 0 16 33
512 1 0 03 16
A.109 vadAfeemrems @) 96 1% 0 00 57
160 . 0 18 72
166 1 0 06 70
190 1 0 09 90
190 2 0 08 19
193 . 0 09 62
154 - 0 a0 15
4.108 3May 90 3T 0 01 34
90 4 0 03 06
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D : AT forem - Rreacez Ty - afereeng
‘ A1)
aite @ AR = & J-TE & gare? R | @t dex
{ 2 3 4 5 6
¥,3 UdeavH 72 3 0 01 78
T2 2 0 00 40
73 5 0 00 85
73 4 0 02 90
73 3 0 03 63
73 2 0 00 99
73 1 0 00 40
71 4 0 00 80
79 1 0 1 86
78 1 0 05 80
77 3 0 03 60
77 2 0 03 78
77 1 IR 0 07 T4
71 (=Y 0 00 54
76 3 0 01 B84
117 2 "0 06 30
111 1 I 0 01 82
109 1 0 00 %0
132 1 & 0 02 63
132 R-GY 0 08 90
132 2 0 01 27
132 3 0 00 95
132 4 0 00 42
134 B 0 19 44
135 - 0 14 76
0 06 12

137 -2
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ATH AT forem : wiediqze T : AR

B
g & aA A | suws d§ | dwR | v | @ dw

1 2 3 4 5 6

H.115 TSHIEH 145 3 0 00 90
146 2 7% 0 07 56

157 251 0 09 75

157 Y 0 08 48

165 23X 0 10 95

179 1 0 05 04

179 3 da 0 05 22

179 3R 0 02 93

179 e1y 0 01 40

179 3 0 00 80

179 38 0 00 40

178 4 0 05 98

178 2 0 02 51

175 6 0 00 40

178 53 0 02 89

178 554 0 02 20

219 1 0 04 94

219 2 0 02 01

221 5.3n 0 09 66

221 57\ 0 00 42

221 5 Ta| 0 07 20

221 2.3 0 01 44

220 24T 0 02 10

220 2R 0 02 017

220 237 0 02 10

220 2CF 0 02 56

AT ¢ AT R s TR : ARG

The
afg &1 o A | Juwzs ¥ [ ARz wR | @t A

i 2 3 4 5 6

#.89 ApaHAH 450 2 0 15 81
508 2 0 10 2

.90 Ufrpsas 176 22 0 00 40
.35 s 310 16 0 05 79
10 0 08 59

H.26 ! 24 0 04 68
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A : kRt foem : frefrmuedt T : qrHEAg
et
ata & am « & -5 i wR | wf e
| 2 3 4 5 6
.60 BEIWR 71 2R 0 00 78
dled : Forany foren « fershrmuch qeg - Hﬁﬁﬁﬂg
P
atg @y = & 3u-3ig A A v | ot e
1 2 3 4 5 6
.63 Ygwed! (3rTe) 217 3 0 10 44
40 4 0 06 55
.73 TRBAT (34e) 234 6 0 01 88
At & aF w -3z F e v | gt e
1 2 3 4 5 6
.44 Y 38 1 0 09 63
38 3 0 00 40
areqE : e forem : PigigEA Iqod : dIAe
' RER
aifa @1 e ad ¥ I0-TE d e wR | @t die
1 2 3 4 5 6
¥.96 Alcdeiodl 28 13 0 40 32
28 : 124 0 00 40
34 182 0 10 62
53 S . 0 09 .24
53 2 0 03, 24

|



[ N—&S 3 (ii)] SR 3T A9 Wﬂ 10, 2001/A1% 21, 1922 L 5
areieeT : ferfdsasts forenn : Fereefores o afderelg
' : et
Tl & AT ad & IwEs F BT TR | @ e
1 2 3 4 5 6
H.41 A 24 4 0 18 36

[H. 8R,-31015/39/2000~37 &T-1]
U, FRIGR, AR Gl

New Delhi, the 9th February, 2001

S.0.258— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.Q. 2085 dated the 20%
September 2000 issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleumn and
Minerals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962)
(herein after referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared its
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli in the State of
Taml Nadu by Petronet CTM Limited.

And whereas, copies of the said notifications were made available to the public on
1* October, 2000;

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of
the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government;

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report 1s
satisfied that the said land are required for laying of the pipelines for the transport
of petroleum products;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in
the said land, specified in the Schedule appended to this notification, is hereby
acquired for laying the pipeline;

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of
the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the
said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of
the publication of this declaration, in the Petronet CTM Limited, free from all

encumbrances.
257 GI200L-7
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SCHEDULE
Taluk : Ponneri District : Tiruvaliur . State : Tamil Nadu
Area

Name of the Village Survey no.| Sub-Division no. | Heclara Are Sq.mtr
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.144 VALLUR 1457 - 0 29 88
1460 0 08 91
1460 2 0 05 16
1175 1A 0 18 94
, 1175 2 0 00 52
1175 3 0 01 36
1175 18 0 01 30
1175 1C 0 01 20
1175 1D 0 00 94
1175 1E o, ¢ 00 83
1175 8 0 00 40
1175 17 0 01 33
1175 18 0 02 79
1175 19 0 01 08
1087 0 02 70
1088 0 09 37
1089 2 0 18 08
1095 2A1 0 06 52
1095 3 0 02 22
1095 4 0 00 40
1095 6 0 00 82
1096 - 0 18 45
1118 1 0 09 54
1118 2 0 16 03
1118 - 0 30 78
1120 1 0 05 64
1120 2 0 04 29
1138 0 08 46
1132 2 0 15 84
1131 - 0 14 40
No.124 BUDUR 70 3 0 17 28
70 2A4 0 16 09
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379

| 2 | 3 4 5

82 0 02 16

81 10 0 00 80

81 11 0 01 27

81 12 0 00 73

78 48 0 00 40

78 47 0 00 70

78 46 0 00 65

78 45 0 00 40

78 1 0 02 70

78 43 0 00 80

78 44 0 01 70

78 36 0 00 40

78 35 0 01 20

78 34 0 01 50

78 33 Q 01 55

78 26 0 00 56

83 1 0 05 40

83 3 0 00 40

87 8B 0 01 50

87 8C 0 02 10

87 8D 0 04 50

86 2 0 12 60

86 1 0 04 80
No.116 SHOLAVARAM 515A 1A 0 a6 12
515A 1B 0 01 60
523 1A 0 00 40

512 13B 0 05 04

512 13A 0 16 33

512 11 0 03 16
No.109 ERUMAIVETTIPA _AYAM(NEW) 96 J1A 0 00 57
160 - 0 18 72

166 1 0 06 70

190 1 0 09 90

190 2 0 08 19

193 - 0 09 62

154 . 0 30 75
No.108 ATTUR 90 38 0 01 34
90 4 0 .03 06

IET GRS
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Taluk : Ambathur District : Trruvallur State : Tamil Nadu
S o - Ares
Name of the vilage Sutvey no | Sub-[avision no Hectare_-“ Are Sq.mtr
N 2 3 1 5 5

O

No.3 PONDESWARAM 72 3 0 01 78
72 2 0 00 40
73 5 0 no 85
73 4 0 02 90
7 3 0 Q3 €3
73 2 0 a0 9
73 1 0 0C 40
71 4 0 00 50
79 1 0 11 B6
78 1 0 03 80
7 3 0 03 60
77 Z 0 03 78
77 18 0 07 74
77 1A 0 00 : 54
78 0 01 84
11 > 0 06 30
111 1A 0 01 82
109 1 0 00 40
132 1A 0 02 63
132 1B J 08 © 90
132 2 0 01 27
132 3 0 0G 95
132 4 0 00 42
134 1 0 19 44
135 - 0 14 /6
157 2 0 06 12
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Taluk : Sriperumbudur District : Kanchipuram State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Vilage Survey no | Sub-Division no | Hectare Are Sq mtr
1 2 | 3 4 5 &
No.115 VADAMANGALAM 145 3 0 00 90
146 2A 0 07 56
187 2A1 0 09 75
157 2A2 0 08 48
165 2B 0 10 95
179 1 0 05 04
179 3A 0 05 22
179 3B 0 02 93
179 c 0 01 40
179 3D 0 00 | 80
179 3E 0 8o] 40
178 0 05 98
178 0 02 51
175 0 00 40
178 5A 0 02 89
178 58 0 02 20
219 0 04 94
218. 2 0 02 01
221 5A 0 09 66
221 5C1, 0 00 42
221 58 0 Q7 20
221 2A 0 01 44
220 2H 0 02 10
220 2] 0 02 07
220 2J 0 02 10
220 2G 0 02 56
Taluk : Lalgudi District :Tiruchirapalli State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Village Survey no.| Sub-Division no | Hectare Are Sq mtr
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.89 NEIKULAM 450 2 0 15 81
508 2 0 10 21
N0.90 PERIYAKURUKKAI 176 22 0 0o 40
No.35 REDDIMANGUDI 310 - 16 0 05 79
10 7 0 08 59
No.26 VALADI 24 2 0 04 68
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Taluk : Tiruchirapalli
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District :Tiruchirapalli

State : Tamil Nadu

Area
Name of the Village Survey no | Sub-Division no | Hectare Are Sq mir
1 2 3 4 5 6
N0o.60 KUTTAPPAR 71 ol 0 00 78

- Taluk ; Manapparai

District :Tiruchirapalli

State : Tamil Nadu

Area
Name of the Village Survey no | Sub-Division no | Hectare Are Sq mtr
| 1 2 3 4 5 6
No.63 PUDUPATTI (AYAN) 27 3 0 10 44
_ 40 4 0 06 55
No.73 PORUVAY (AYAN) 234 6 0 01 88
Taluk : Kulathur District :Pudukkottai State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Village Survey no | Sub-Division no | Hectare Are E":q.mlr
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.44 ALANGUDI 18 1 0 09 63
38 3 0 00 40
Taluk :Uthiramerur District :Kanchipuram State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Viliage Survey no.| Sub-Division no. | Hectare Are Sq.mtr
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.96 SATHANANJERI 28 1A 0 40 32
28 1B 0 00 40
34 T1A2 0 10 62
53 1A 0 09 24
53 2 0 03 24
Taluk : Tindivanam District :Villupuram State : Tamil Nadu
Area
Name of the Village Survey no | Sub-Division no | Hectare Are Sg mir
1 2 3 4 5 6
No.41 SALAI 24 4 0 18 36

[No.-31015/39/2000 OR 1)
S CHANDRASEKHAR, Under Secy.
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a7 qETTT
w5 feely, 10 948, 2001
W, W, 259.~-ATIF faye il 1917

(1947 ®1 14) F a1 17 & wag~w #, FEA
W F. A grronIdw ar.fe. & g eda

& ddg st & 9w osderd & 9,

TAFA W WEE AATE HAC F AN GRS T

& dure w7 wafeg v & N FEs qwEw oW
5-1-2001 &7 1 AT AT |

[€. us-29011]6/98-7F = (uw)]

. ua. 2y, AxT wiag

MINISTRY OF LABOUR
New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001

S.0. 259.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial  Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Gevernment hereby publishes the Award of
the Industiial Tribunal.  Kota as shown in  the
Annexure, in the induvstrial dispute between the emp-
loyers in relation to the Mis, Srinath Enterprises Pt,
Ltd., and their workmen which was received by the
Central Government on the 5-1.2001.

[No. L-29011/6|98/IR(M)]
B. M, DAVID, Under Secy.
nAAT
RIGIEIIN G R e s u I - c AR S i
sty afawty s nda W wwgdy, s, 0T
D
fedw wFTw FWiF : St AL 15/98
fgatw = o of8f98
TET WA §ORR , A9 WA, w5 faedn &
HIRI FHF TA~29011[6/98-ATE, =X,
(om.) fewi® 20-7-98
frdm ey arer 10(1) (%)
avantrs faam wfafrad, 1947
HEy
THTA [N, WS WAL @, ATy
~-ardf  afes gfa
ic
&, sftqer geendds, 9. f., S9z faar @er
—~TAEdt  frdrTw

I
gt =fas gfaas B A T afsHily o A weE
Tl
gt fqawas &7 e afsffbr o oo ww. .

|7

wiafaaig fexim
257 G1/2001—9

10-11-2000

ATTT T WA WL 10,2001/ATT 11,1922 583

ey e e i o e <t oo rer e e e . —

alefaar

Gy, u% waww, w5 ey Fownga
fas@w  20-7-98 g fwrw REw-frawfmagdl,
drenfrs feam afafaaw, 1947 v qrr 10(1) (%)
¥ wapia zw enadascr @1 afrfdod geafrg
fear wmt § o

“Whether the action of the management of
M/s. Sreenath PEnterprises is not increasnig the
rate of daily wages as per settlemeni to the workers
working in their mines and in not regularising the
services of tho'e workmen who have put in 240 days
of service is justified ? If not, to what relief the
workmen are entitled 7.

2. fed-fram/m g sufEwor § oo @
gy T wfwezy fear war g oamwd v fafwaw
g S Ay vy g g7 wedt afew gfaa w0
1T ¥ HGAT AW TeEAT wTgR PRIT wAT |

3. W q@Taer ey swaE wardr HvAw fang
off, 9wy wdft =faF Afvas & afldr ofr Tt
weat, weft wd wardt frlyws afefifr o ww, 1.
YA A gga ®Y F qedwrrd F @ qaatir-ia
gege F ug fedgw frur fr Sfe AT qul & owew
afraa- HEw-faare & ddg ¥ d0F SA@ET €7 AEAT
¥ Gfw ST Wl |EET gWeT g T 8 AR
g QAT qel F wew @A ST e fagm AT
w5 X, wa omwAn F oA qx Afafrir
grfea F7 foar S@

4. STIFAEC AR 9T F DA qAl FT TEFHT
AT T FFATIT T3 g g7 A9t 98 A @iy &rAar
=R fear ) armifaeer g At gwTia &
gadma fear a0 S AP qet & fgd #
wellg i1 & ) AfF 9 gel F Hed  wIF wrrdd
F1 wrger & A Hw afrgm fEO-fa@ & g
¥ oAt gusld soue #F @ f4aw 99 adl <@
g, o A°qa AT AT & A 9T WD AF
afufriy qifiw fear ST & ogar o 9T 9w 3w
aUAN ¥ @y @A |

RW AT AT, FHTh,
sty saranfusor
75 faseft, 10 Faad, 2001

FT. AT, 260.~~Hrafrw  faa afafms,
1947 (1947 FT 14) ¥ =T 17 & g0 ¥,
gl g frawe gEerediaw sl 7. &
Yaegdd & @dg faeE o s wUwra a §,
aaEg § faleer AWifw faae § w9 gy
gIUAR F g9 F FwfmT @ §, W@ FAW
T AT 5-1-2001 &1 ST AT 9T |

[&. q&—29011 29/ 98-%T1E =< (TH)]
#r. ww. 2fys, waw wfag
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New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001

S.0. 260.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In-
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen-
tral Government Iondustrial Tribunal, Hyderabad as
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet-
ween the employers in relation to the management
Mineral Exploration Pvt. Ltd. and their wotkman,

which was received by the Central Government on
5-1-2001,

[No. L-29011]29[98-IR(M)]
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy,
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL
AT HYDERABAD

TRIBUNAL-T

PRESENT :

Sri  Syed Abdullah, B.Sc., B.L.,
Tribunal-1, '

Dated : 12th day of December, 2000

Industrial Dispute No. 26 of 19099

BETWEEN:

The President; MEC Employecs Union
Regd. Office, Plot No. 65,
S. B. H. Colony, Mohan Nagar,

Industrial

Kothapeth, Hyderabad-500 035. Petitioner
AND

The Manacement of Mincral

Exploration Corporation Limited,

G.S.1. Complex. Rendlapndn,

Hyderabad-500 068. . .Respondent,

AFPEARANCES:

M/s. P. Gurumurthy and G. Rajeswasi, Advo-
cates for the Petitioner, ‘

M]s. P. Nageswara Sree and C. Niranjan Rao,
Advocates for the Respondent.

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour,
New Delhi by its order No. L-20011/29/98/IR(M),
dt. 4-3-1999 referred the following Industrial
Dispute under Section 10(1) (d) and Sub-Section 2(A)

of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to this Tribunal for
adjudication :

“Whether the action of the =m~v-zament of Mine-
ral Exploration Cerpesaion ¥4, Bhupala-
pally in not granting 5 days’ casual leave for
the vear 1997 to the workmen is justified?

If not to what relief the workmen are
entitled 7

Qoth parties appeared and filed heir cespective plea-
dings. ' )

2. Briefly stated the claim statement averments are
as under :~-The respondent-Clorogration i< a Govern-
ment of India Undertakine functioning under the direct
control and supervision of Ministry of Mines, Denart.
ment of Mines. Government of Tndia, New Dalbi.
which was established in 1972, Tt is undortaking

primarily for detailed mineral exploration through
driling and mining operations and also jobs entrusted
by Public Sector Undertakings and  Govern-

ment  Organisation by entering intc  agree-
ments  with the Managements who intend
to engage the respondent Corporation. The Res-

pondent engages workers on the sites and they are
wrongly divided into regular and contingent. The con-
tingent employees are exploited in so far as service
conditions and wages are concerned, therc is no dis-
tinction between the work carried out by the contin-
gent workers and regular workers. The regular work-
men are provided with accommodation at sites but
the contingent employee are not provided with it
Furdaer the wages arc paid "o contingent werkors are
less, so also denied with allowances to them, The res-
pondent  had taken up mine coustruction work in
Bhoopalpalli area in Warangal District under an agree-
ment with the Singareni Collieries Company Limited,
The respondent employed 54 workmen for mine con-
siruction work. They are paid wages Rs. 20 per day
Rs. 10 as underground wages and variable DA, fixed
as on 1-7-1997. They were employed in August, 1997,
The wage fixed including the variable dearness al-
lowance as on the date of appointment remained bet-
ween August, 1997 and date of filing this claims state-
ment, The wages of regular workmen were revised.
Further their variable Dearness Allowance is adjusted
once in threz months depending upon the rise in the
cost of living index but the said adjustment is no;
applied to contingent workmen. Similarly, in  the
availment of sick leave, casual leave etc, the work-
men employed from August, 1997 were granted only
2 days casual leave instend of 5 davs casval leave taking
into account the proportionate entitlement during the
calendar vear. The rules bowever did not make any
provisions for grant of casual leave on proportionate
‘basis and & workman employed at any time during the
vear can avail casual leave admissitle doring  the
calendar vear. The quantum of leave cannot differ
from regular workmen and contingent workmen espe-
cially in the matter of casual leave since casual leave
if not availed during the calendar yeor Japses and ol
other kinds of leave do not lapse at the erd of  the
calendar vear. The contingent workmen are therefore
entitled t& 14 davs casual leave in a calendar vear. But
thev were granted onlv 2 days casual leave during the
vear 1997 and denied 12 more days whichk they are
entitled. Hence they are entitled for monetary compen-
sation of substituted holiays to the extent of 12 davs,

3. The respondent filed counter which is ac under : The
reference made by the Government of India is beyond the
score and ambit of Section 10{1)d) of LD. Act and the
Governmeant of India -has no power or jurisdiction to refer
the matter for adjudication and therefore the present re-
ference is liable to be rejected. The temporary or contingent
workman will be termivated after comvletion of explora
tion work or in case of wound up and the regular work-
men were called back to the Headquarters for re-deploy-
ment. As ver the Certified Standing Orders, the workmen
ate classifiied. The certified Standing Orders has further
spe-ifically stinulates entitlement of leave with wages for each
Category of the workmen and the casual leave i~ specifically
stipu’ated m Claute 15(TI) of the Certified Standing Orders.
These casuzl workmen were engaged in July fAusust, 1997
due to extecncies of work at the project situate Bhupalpally.
As pér the Standing Orders they are entitled for grant cf
casual leave for 5 days, in a full calendar vear provided
the werkmen were engaced throughout the year. However
all the cusual workmen covered undesr the reference were

engaged only in Tuly/Aueust, 1997 and they were accor-
dingly granted casual leave proportionate to service rendered
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by them. Further as per sianding orders the mini-
mum wages are paid. So the casual workmen are not
entitied for full 5 days casual leave for the year 1497, 2s
they were engaged in the middle of the year. In-any case
the petitioner cannot claim the casual leave as a matter of
right and the claim of the petitioner is acordingly liable to
be rejected. The ssue of providing accommodation has no
relevancy ot all. The rest of the allegations are denicd.
The praycr made by the petitioner is not in accordance. with
reference made to this Tribunal and the entitlement ot
granting 12 days casual leaves is not the issue referred to
this Tribunal and this Tribunal cannot grant relief to them.
The claim is devoid of merits and speculative nature. Hence
prayed to cismits the claim petition.

4. The poini for adjudication is :

"Whether the action of the management of Mineral Ex-
ploration Corporation Bhupalapally, in not granting
5 days’ causai leave for the year 1997 to the woik-
men is justified ¥ not, to what rclief the work-
men are entitled?”

5. To substantiate to the claim, the president of the
union examned himself as WWi and .deposed that the
workmen employed in Bhupalpalli Mining Project of res-
pondent were not granted Sdays casual leave in the yecar
1997 us provided under Standing Orders but they  were
granted only 3 days. Ex. W1 is the standing order xcrox
copy and as per Clause - 15(1I) the employees are entitled
for 5 days casual leave in a calendar year. So it is prayed

that 2 days wages may be paid in lieu of 2 days casual

leave denied to the employees.

6. As against the above evidence, on the side of the
management the Sr, Manager gave evidence and deposed

that the contingent workers were taken for specific job for --

the limtied period. Ex. W1 is the Standing Oredrs and as
per Clause 3(b) of Ex. Wi the service condition is referred
to about coatingent workers, Clause 15(I1) of Ex. Wi 1e-
lates to grant of 5 days casual leave in a calendar year ‘'tol
contingent wotkers. 59 contingent employees ate covered
by this dispute, and they joined in July/August, 1997. They
werz sanctioned with 2 days casual leave, by proportiona-
ting the number of months and days in the year. Ex. M!
is the statement which shows the availment of casual leave
by the workmer worked during 1997. Ex. M2 is the leave
register. In case any employee joins in the middle of
calendar year he cannot claim 5 days casual leave. Subse-
quent to the reference the project of S.C.C. taken up =t
Bhupalpalli, was closed and their accounts were seitled. So
they cannot claim any privileges on per with the regular
employees.

7. The union has raised the dispute of the contingent
workers of the respondent-Corporation as they were denied
with full § days casual leave in the calendar year 1897 as
provided uander Clause 15(I0) of FEx. W1 Standing Orders.
So in lieu of it, they should be paid with 2 days of wages.

s. The adjudication of the dispute covered by the refe
rence is with regard to granting of 5 days casual leave to
the cesual” workmen employed in the respodnent-company
in the year 1997 who were posted at the Project Bhupala-
palli village in Warangal District, and siace the manage-
-ment denied them availment of full 5 days cacual leave
this dispute was raised. As the dispute is limited for ad-
judication for the entitlement of 5 days casval leave. the
other a'lepafions made by the union against the manage-
ment about showing discrimination  between the rvegular
workmen and the casual workmen in payment of wages and
other privileges is beyond the scope of the reference and

jurisdiction. -

9. According to the union as per the Standing Order the
respondent company covered by Clause 15(IT) each work-
man is entitled for 5 days casual leave while so they were
allowed to avail only 2 days casual leave during the year
1997 so for the loss of 3 days casual leave the workmen
shall be compensated for payment of wages..

10. Whercas the management’s stand is that under tho
4bover stdins order the casual workmen are also eligible
to avail § days casual leave.in a calendar year but in case

TR FT AT : HLAE 10,200 4474 21,1922 585
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apy worker joining in.the middle of the year or laler point
of time he cannotl claimi 5 days casuual levae and the total
5 days casual leaves are to be proportionately cut short de-
pending upon the months the workman discharges his
duties and since the wo.kmen- heremn were appointed in
July/August, 1997 depending on the duration of work in
the calendar year they were granied only 2 days casual lcave
cut of 5 days for tlie enfire celendar year which Is also a

©-* - adopted in ali Governmental and semi-

isations.

11, Ex. W1 is the standing order in which relevant sulc
is clause 15¢li) which reads as iollows :

“The employecs will be entitled for grant. of casual”
leave for 5 days in a calendar year. The caual
ic;wc will not be combined with any other kingd of
eave.

12. There is no disputc that caswal workers were taken

- oa employment temporarily on daily wages for the project

wotk at Bhoopalpally till its completion and that they joined
in seivice dunng Juiy /August, 1997 by which date 6 months
i the calundar year had clapsed and hardly there were §
months remained for tW: rematning calendar year 1997,
Whercany employee or worker is appointed in the middle
of the yeur o1 later part, it is a common procedure and
conventon that ca ual leayes to be aveiled by the irdividual
proporiionately to the number of days worked oui in the
calendar year. Similarly even if an employce retirtes  in
the middle of the year or in the later part one cannot
avail total lcaves entitled or in the calendar year. Further
the employee cannot demand casual leave as a matter of
right. The respondent dompany is a public underiaking
vnder control of Central Goveérnment which has to lolicw
the rules and procedure and by folowing the said procedure
the managemernd has righily calculated the casual leaves by
saintaining necessary  leave registers of the  individuals
covered by Ex.'M2. The uniform procedure is being fol-
Towed for all the workers permitting availament of casual
Ieaves pregportionately depending upon the number of months
worked in the calendar year. There cannot be any grivance
on the part ,of the workmen herein that they were
denied with full enjoyment of 5 days casual leave as per
+he stanaing order. It is not the case of the union the*
euriler there were precedents that any of the 'workers in
the ectablishment were granted full casual leave cventhough
they were appointed in the last guaricr of the calendar
years. Thus on over all review of the factual and legal
aspects covered by the dispute, there is no hesitation to
hold that the claim of the union for the entitiement of 5
days casual leave for the workmen who joined in the
middle vear tc have availiment of full 5 days casual leave
instead of 2 days a: sanctioned by the mapagement is not
surtainable and thereby the denial is justified as valid.

13. In the result. an award ) the
claim of the petitioner a« not circum-
stences of the case there is no order as to costs.

Dictated to the Steno-ypist, transcribed by him, correc-
ted by me and given under my hand and the seal of this
Tribunal on this the 12th day of December, 2000.

SYED ABDULLAH, Industrial Tiibunal-1

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE

Witnesses Fxamined or
Respondent:

WWI. P. C. Ramakrishnaiah MW1 : K. K. Govindan
Documents marked or the Petitioner:

Witnesses Examined for
Petitioner:

EX. W1 : Xerox copy of the standing order of the
company.

Documents marked for the Respondent:

Ex. M1 : Statement of the availment of casual leave
by the caswal workers in the year 1997.

v, M? : Contingent leave  repister of Blupalpalli
Mining Project {or the year 1997-98.
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CES fmT, 10 FFHT'T 2001

FT. =T. 2613w frarg  =wfufzaw,
1947 (1947 #T 14) &7 =17 17 F Iqa<0 H,
Fehw et €. 9Egqe TR eweade fafede
wi. fa. & wwgda & dEg fAem] AR IR
FOFIC & o=, ey § fafese st fa |
oqT @A NGl F 9T @1 wEiug FW g,
ST AT T AT 5-1-2001 FV ST AT AT

[6. Ts—29012/85/99-urE =z (TH)]
#1. uw. 3fas, wax afww

New Delhi, the (0th January, 2001

S.0. 261.—In pursuance of Secticn 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1547 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bhilwara
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute
between the employers in relation to the manage-
ment M/s. Udaipur Mineral Development Syndicate
Pvt. Ltd. and their workman, which was received by
"the Central Government on 5-1-2001.

[No. L-29012/85/99-IR(M)]
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy.

ELcR)

o

wrfre aarfasr, e
FITAEYRT,  FresiermsT (T )
ANt faare TEr dear 58/99 (I ATRR)

nfag=mT
HeAT R G A9ge 9, o siierarey
FatEy oz, ol per Romwdweo (T
——ret
o
9% CRAEfer UE USRE, JeaYv fiMR gadude
fafede fa. d=aer  (uw.) —faae

Syfeas

(+f qeeftaT dwvra, e, @, gw. & g, )
st & o ¥ o fam, et S,
fomeflt &Y =i &; @ = @ve. uw, S wiuaFr 9.
EE
™ 10-11-2000
TR T g ST SE afugam den
TA-29012/85/99 715 =X (T faais 30-11-1999

& wfd fre wawn Aamfoms 37 ew saofue
g1 Sfeq fwar ¢ -

2001/MAGHA 21 1922 [PARr II—-—SEC 3(11)]

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Agent, M/s Udaipur Mine-
ral Development Syndicate Pvt. Ltd, Bhilwara by
not giving Gr.  Rs. 750-25-1000-30-35-1475 to
S/Shri Dev Karan S/o Shri Uda Gujar and Shri
Devkaran S/o Shri Kana Gujar w.ef. 31-5-1998
is legal and justified 2. If not, to what relief the
concerned workmen are entitled 77

g it qT GeETaR & OWEA PRAr WA o
g weff Fgeewr wo wfafafy o, ) ool Sawr
q UF O qF -TEGT FL FF TF0 § FE fqaw
7 g wifgr frar 1 9 et SEwe WS
FATS &1 8q THOr § ol § swa w18 faanw O
T w@r g o gEa fawg e fraw ol wr
i &7 9w wifns s ¥ s fear sar §
HfHF AR FTRAT  FIATA AT FFOT R
FAET @A AFA § AT T THw ¥ A Ay
FraaTd sl WA 1 g &y ufy wwomard g

qILT qHI7, A9 warEad, fGeefr §7 qSr sd |
et asy, e
sitenfirs errafasTor

s fassy

. W,  262—sEias  faag  wfafaaw,
1947 (1947 &0 14) & &1 17 F IAET F,
FHw e wag  Wear  feaww g, & &
vagad & d4g fEeEl AR w FHErd & 4,
aqdy W fafee wenfs faae & =m0 @ awg
WIAATST & G ®7 THITAG FCT §, ST T
FLHFTL K 5-1-2001 HT Fq AT 4T |

[€. Ta-29012/89/99-71< AR (UA)]

@t. oA, Efas, wax afwa
New Delhj, the 10th January, 2001

S.0. 262.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bhilwara
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute
between, the employers in relation to the management
M/s. Golcha Minerals Pvt. Ltd. and their workman,

which was received by the Central Government on
5-1-2001.

10 stAg<y, 2001

[No. L-29012/89/99-IR(M)]
B. M. DAVID, Under Seccy.
AT
arnfis angifasco,  seETer
FTEAAYY,  fAa-feamsr (Tw.)
AANfF s a6 @@ 50/99 (¥ wTHER)
faarg weg
WEAA, WIEE @A wsge g, fSer-siearsr
T FTT Awiagesn, frnsimarn ()
oo 87T
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FATH

udee, Wrrar feacew w1, fq. deEmer (O9)

—— ety
Jufeaq
(+fr AT dora, A, AR TE S UE)
et & #e ¥ =y roan fag afaffa sg. 0
faqelt F1 20 T =y we fog wwwr #wfa, 9w
q9E
feats 10-11-2000

AT FF e i wivd afagear Ser
ua-29012/89/99 (€ ) (7A)  feis
26-11-1999 & wfzy fawa wawm g faviga &g
g apifasr @1 afsg fear @ § -

THE SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of M./s Golcha

Minerals Pvt. Ltd., Bhilwara in not giving the

gredes Rs. 750-25-1000-30-35-1475 to Shri Kalu S/0

Shri Bhaguta even after promoting the workman

as Dumper Operator w.ef. 1-11-96 is legal and

justified ? If not, to what relief the concerned
workman is entitled 7

TET F 9T 9eFrUA ¥ WEA Bear wan | wre

weff wg wiafafe aroan fag & gafaa o sl

gfrfafy s, 1 Wt § ww o9vdeT uE SREW AW

gwer § fausft & guatar et S e w97 fwar

g sigx frar fF 39 wwwor ¥ w1 faae @ @

IAA FT IFE FAET FIVHEAT ST )

i ardi &1 fauelt ¥ sw wFwwr § owg faaw
T OW AT ozH IR ¥ o Gae W@ @
Moy & g4 S far sar & ) J9=e afa gwre-
A AT WRA GO, 9v dEEy, faefvar Sy
S1cEl

AT gy, e, syafos sifrwr

g fassly, 10 wad, 2001

FT. AT, 263~-Awfis faazs  wfafags,
1947 (1947 &T 14) 7 GRT 17 & UTET H,
FNy g fggeam Gddegy sotmm fa, &
gaedas & "y fHOeE W SHE SaE & A,
gy § fafese enfr fer § & s
gEnfs wfasor EmEw & g #1 wwfr
N §, ST I gTEIT F 5-1-2001 FVOTIH
goT AT | ‘

[, va—30011/62/99~775 3 (77)]
ay, e, 3fqe, o afug

New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001

S.0. 263.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
iral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Ernakulam
as shown in the Annexuce in the Industrial Dispute
between the employers in relation fo the management
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd. and their
workman, which was reccived by the Central Gov-
ernment on 5-1-2001.

[No. 1L.-30011/62/99-1R (M}]
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 1.ABOUR
COURY, ERNAKULAM

(IN THE LABOUR COURT, ERNAKULAM)
(Wednesday, the 22nd day of November, 2000)

PRESENT :

Sri. D. Mohanarajan, p.Sc., LL.B,
Officer.

Presiding

Industrial Dispute No. 6/2000 (Central)
BETWEEN

The Installation Manager,

M/s. Hindustan Petroleum Corperation Ltd.,
Cochin-682014,

Ernakulam Tel Tata Road, Ernakulam.

AND

The workman represcnted by the General Secre-
tary, Petroleum Workers Association,
Smatha Law Chambers,

Power House Exteasion Road,

Cochin.

AWARD

The Government of Indi1 as per order No.
L-30011/62/99/IR(M) dated 29-2-2000 referred
the following industrial dispute to this court for ad-
judication :

“Whether the action of the management of
Hindustan Petrolenm Corporation Ltd. in
denying the payment of ad-hoc adjustable
advance for 9 months period covering
1-10-98 to 30-6-99 to the workers of
Ernakulam and Cochin Terminal who fail-
ed to record the attendance through Elec-
tronic Attendance Recording System is fair
and justified ? If not, to what relief the
employees are eatitled ?”

2. Though notice was duly served, the union did
not turn up and proceed with the dispute. The man-
agement appeared in person and submitted that the
dispute has been settled amicably out of court. ITn
the above circumstances, this court is pleased to think
that there is no subsisting industrial dispute between
the parties © be resolved. :
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Iu the result, the ref;rcnce is anSWered holdmg
that there is no subsisting industrial disputc between
the parties to be adjudicated upon.

Emakulam,
22-11-2000.
D. MOHANARAIAN, Presiding Officer

% famofy, 10 @Y, 2001

BT, AT, 264——wditrg faars fafagn
1947 (1947 BT 14) FF 9077 17 F AIAUW H,
FET ACEIY wE, AT, 91, F . fA, & waeedd &
gag friwl sie 9w FATTd % A, wwad ®
faterr whifies frae & s #wore wrndns
afiusT, 95 Fesdt & gz F1 oswwifma wr € oW
FFHIG WIETT BT 5-1-2001 T UG AT 9T |

[6. ©w-30012/5/99-m1% =re (uw)]
dr. um, 2fag, "a¢ afaq

New Delhi, the 10th Januvary, 2001

$.0. 264.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industriad Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the sward of the
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi
ag shown in the Annexurg in the Industrial Dispute
between the employers in relation to the management
of I.B.P. Co, Ltd. and their workman, which was re-
ceived by the Central Government on 5-1-2001.

[No, L-30012/5/99-IR(M)]
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy.

g5 off Fwx wow siyaeag o Parfty wfrm--
Fg I " wfusor - /T freeh

m. fa. &, 162/99
ff ¥z g,

grer faoedt worge Hwse,

74, FIFA U,

af fyoeft

FATH
g, &t .
BT SERE,
T afe,
Fie-8, #rad @,
FRIT FEGHF,

7, "l T,

T8 feft110003

FeqAT fafues,

" nfeafy aﬁﬁrmaﬂm#%.qwﬁl

oft wkw wae ofaedz wb oW, e fave A
mT d
gttfrmy
FRa R & T "ty & fafaw meEw
¥. uA-30012/5/99/mrs  wix  (uw) fadifed
28-5-09 g ag P siwds wrw 10(1) (W) @
2(F) % waty frafafeq faaeem sw &
arm figa §g frdfna fear mar & o
“Whether the action of the Chief Manager, IBPL Co.
Ltd. Regional Office, SCOPE Complex, New Delhi,
in stopping from duty wedf, 4-6-98 Shri Nand
Lal, Sccurity Guard engaged through contract for
watch and ward of their office buildi ing situated at
15, Hansalay Building, New Delhi, instead of regu-
lnrhmg his service and not paymg him the wages
as por their regular employee is justified and legal ?

If not, to what relief and benefits the workman Is
entitled 7",

2 qE F OGEET HA F aqvara wiaw feaifea
22-11-99 FWT Heq g8 w7 AP AUA g8 qEIT
#7727 & % | Fdarr Bl o fafr gv Inferw
TEt wrar 1 gags A M & Suw afuga it
grfert gm0 wAw A1 o P ouw Aifew @
GAYET T FIT A W Rl &RETT Juferr Al
g S A @Y JUEr W ¥ owrg miwgeww fara
g weg frar nar g @ ad@ g & fF s
#1 1 § wrf & 787 § 1 77 4% 7 FAFT F
farg oW fEwifeT 12-12-2000 Fw  wwgefy

FEAATE BT TE |

3. % waae & W ¥ T wftmea feaor
mr B owegr A foar war O oA ¥ frer Eg
foae wiufola orfa fear st €0 ‘

Forg  orewr  sfvareqa, e siward
frafd 19-12-2000

Tt faeeft, 15 A4, 2001

F. W, 265--Aiifhw faag wiufge
1947 (1947 & 14) &7 €17 17 & YA §,
FA guaTe W, g, Sfv, €, dgata & gEeEad
& Haw fraiel w gaw FAST & o, wEd ¥
frfese oitenfre foam § =9 JaEy wgaaEaE &
garz &1 waife sl g, S &y g
12-1-2001 &1 SR AT 9T

[€. ua-30012/24/92-w% wre  (fafiw)]
' #. uq. ¥z, s wfag

New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001

S.0. 265.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industria] Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad
as shown in tHe Annexure in the Industrial Dispute
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between the cmployers in r:lation 1o the management
of ONGC, Mehsang and thziy workman, which was
received by the Central Government on 12-1-2001.

[No. 1.-30012/24/92-TR(Misc.)]
B. M. DAVID, Under Sccy.

ANNEXURL

BEFORE SHRI B. I. KAZI, PRESIDING OFFICER,
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL),
AHMEDABAD

Reference (ITC) No. 16/93

ADJUDICATION
- BETWEEN

1. The Regional Director, ONGC,
Western Region,
Makarpura Road,
Baroda-9.

2. The Group General Manager (Projecty),
Qil & Natural Gas Commission.
Mehsana Project,

New Adm. Building,
Palvasna, Mehsana-384 002, .,  First party.

Vs,

The workmen employed under it.

.. .Second
party.
In the matter of refusal of the claim of Shri G. K.

Pancha] for the promotional post of Jr, (P) on selec-
tion from the departmental candidates etc.

APPEARANCES :
Shrl K. V. Gadhia, Advocate—-for the ﬁrstTBartX.
Shri A. S. Kapoor, representatives for the
second party.
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour has
referred this industrial dispute by the Order No.
L-30012/24/92-IR(Misc.) dated 1-9-1993 between
the above-mentioned partics for the adjudication
under Section 10(IXd) of the Industrial Disputes
Act, 1947 to this Tribunal. The terms of reference
as per the schedule is as under:

;
SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of Management of ONGC
through Regional Director, Baroda and
General Manager (Project), Mehsana refus-
ing the claim of Sh. G, K. Panchal for the
selection to the promotional post of JE(P)
from the departmenta] candidaes by not inti-
mating the interview date is justified, legal
and proper ? If not, to what relief the work-
man is entitled and from what date and
what directions are necessatry in the matter.”

2. Notice has been issued to the sccond party to
file the stafement of claim. The second party has sub-
mitted that the statement of claim as per Ex. 2. The
brief facts of the.statement of claim are that Shri
G. K. Panchal, member of the second parfy Union

SrLr T QR TR 10, 2001mT 21, 14227
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joined the service of the first party on 2-5-1981 as
Asstt, Technician (Production) at Mehsana, He was
posscssing the technical qualitication of diploma in
Mechanical Engg.—~—a higher qualification, As per the
rules, 1980, the Asstt, Iechnician (Production) is
promofed to the post of Jr. Technician (Production)
with six years experience in line, then after to the
post of chargeman (Production) with six years ex-
perience in the line and then after Asstt. Engincer
(Production} with six years experience in the line and
Jr. Engineers are eclevated to the post of Assit. Engi-
necr (Production) with 4 years service in the line.
The promotion is time-bound and as such take place
on Ist January every year and the rules arg in ope-
ration. The concermned workman has worked for more
than 6 years. On 31-12-87 he was proinoted to the
post of Jr. Technician (Production) w.ef. 1-1-1988
as per the agreement with the Union. The departmen-
tal candidates fulfilling the requisite qualifications
will be given first consideration’in direct recruitment.
The departmental candidates are offered appointment
before any outsider and they will be rated higher in
the respective seniority list. He has worked from
22-8-88 to 12-12-88  on the post of Jr. Engineer
(Production). The commission invited applications
from: the departmental candidates for the post of Jr.
Engineer (Production) and the concerned workman
applied and was subsequently selected for the post
and joined at Hajira project of ONGC on 23-8-88.
But he sought his transfer to Mehsana Project and
joined his original post of Jr. Technician (Produc-
tiony on 13-12-88. He was assigned the duties of
shift in-charge of oil well installation and namely
they are either Asstt.’ Engineer (Production) or Jr.
Engineer (Production). The first party No. 1 issued a
circular No. 10(1)}/91-RECTT. dt. April 12, 1991 in.
viting applications from the departmenta]l candidates
for the post of Jr. Engincer (Production). The work-
man involved in the present reference applied for
the same since he was possessing the requisite quali-
fication for the post and having vast experience in
the line vide application dated 3-5-91. The workman
submitted an advance copy of first party No, 1
as well as an application to first party No, 1 through
party No. 2. The first party No. 2 forwarded the
application of the workman with recommendafions to
first party No. 1 vide their letter No. MHN/Estt./
OBG/HP/90/298 dated 27-5-1991 and he was
eagerly waiting for interview, but did not receive any
intimation from any quacters. The workman on
29-6-91 came to know that the interview for the post
of Jr. Engineer (Produclion) has already over and
it was conducted bv the Commission at ONGC, Baroda
on 19-6-91 and 20-6-91. He also came to know that
all bis juniors were new entrants in the service of
the Commission had jecined on the post of Asstt,
Tech., (Production) in the year 1989 and later 90s
ond they have not even completed probation period
of one year duration and they have been -interviewed
and are likely to be appointed % the nost of Ir. Engi-
neer (Production). The concerned workman on
29-6-91 made a written representation to the Com-
Thus the firet party No. 1 was sent an
advanee  cony and alse made a rapresentetion
thraugh the first parfy No. 2. which contains all the
vital information with regard to' the interview and
sthmitted that his juniors have been called for the
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same mmvn.w He also submitted that hc may alsu
be afforded an opportunily to give the interview and
called for the same. In addition the sccond party
Union also made a  written vepresentation o the
Commission that is the first party No. 1 in person at
Baroda on 30-6-91. The workman applied {or the post
of Jr. Engincer (Production) and advance copy to the
first party No. 1 was also sent. The first party No. 2
also forwarded the application of the workmun with
recommendations to first party No. | vide their letter
dated 27-5-91, The workman did not receive any inti-
mation for interview. Howover, on 29-6-91, he came
to know that the post of Jr, Enginecr (Production)
has already conducted by the Commission ot Baroda
on 19-6-91 and 20-6-91 and also undcrstood that
all his juniors who were thoogh not complcted pro-
bation period have been interviewed are likely to be
appointed to the post of Jr, Engincer (Production).
Then immediately on 29-6-91, he made 3 written
representation to the Commission. The Union olso re-
presented the same and requested for the review of
the decision and considaration of workman for the
post of Jr. Engincer (Producticn). Belore concilia-
tion, the first party No. 2 submitted that the concern-
ed workman could not be informed with regard to
intervicw since the telex messape dated 6-6-91 did
not contain the names of the workman. However, at
Serial No. 39, the name ©f concerned workman was
there and Serial No. 40 Shri J. V' Patel's name was
there and he reported for the interview and has been
selected and appointed to the post of Jr. Engincer
(Production). The first parfy No 2 though having
sufficient time did not inform the concerned work-
man whose name was appzaring at Sr. No, 39 for the
wnterview. Though the first party No. 1 & 2 have well-
knit communication sysfem like telephone, wircless,
fax etc. Thus, though gualificd there was nr~ reason
for his non-sclection to the pnst Jooking to his ¢x-
perience and if he had beer afforded opportunity to
attend the said intervicw, it was sure that he would
be selected for that post. Thus, the soid action of
the Commission of not calling the workman for the
interview is an illegal action and it has caused ir-
repairable loss to the workman and also caused dis-
contentment since his juniors who joined service in
the yvear 1989 and late 1990 were holding the post
of Asstt. Technician (Production) nromoted to the
post of Asstt, Engineer (Production) w.e.f. 1-1-1996
and the workman will he stagnating on the nost of
Chargeman (Production). Thus it is prayed that the
Hon'ble Tribimal mav kindly hold and declare that
the acfion of the Commission in not intimating the
date of interview to the workman is unjustified, ille-
gal, improper and malofide and may poass award by
ordering appointment of workman to the post of
Ir, Engmuer (Production) w.c.f, 17-7-1991 ie. date
when his juniors with only ope year service in the
Commission occupied that position and pass an award
by paying all consequential henefits alongwith 12 per
cent compound interest and cost.

3. The notice was issued to the first party to file
written statement, Bv Ex. 3, the first party has filed
written stafement, The brief facts of the written state.
ment are that the reference is not maintainable and
the Hon’hle Tribunal has no jurisdiction and the lre-
ference is incompetent and bad in law. The promo-

[PArT IT-—SEC. 3(1i)]
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tlon is managuml funcur)n and 1o workman bad
legal right to claim the promotion and the Hon'ble
Tribunal has no jurisdiction to grant such claim.
The Commissiton has not admitted various statements
and contentions made in the statement of claim. With
reference to para 1 to 7 of statement of claim and
avermenis and contentions made in these paras are
not true and hence denied and it should be proved
by the Union, With refercnce to paras 8§ to 10 of the
statement of claim, it is true that the concerned
workman Shri G, K. Panchal is possessing thc requi-
site qualification and also selected and posted at
Hijira Project as Jr. Enazincer (Production) and as
per his request he was transferred to Mchsana and
joined origimal post of Iv. Technician (Production)y
and it is denied that he was assigned dutics that of
ohift in-chirge and regulerly performing  the same
duties, Tt is trug that Commission has invited appli-
cation for the post of Jr. Enginecr (Production). The
workman has also applied for the post and it was
forwarded to Baroda. With reference to paras 11 to
15 of the statement of claim, it is submitted that
interview for the post of Jr. Engincer (Production)
was conducted on 19-6-91 and 20-6-91, but it js not
true that juniors of he concerned workman are likely
to be appointed to the post of Jr. Engincer (Produc-
tion). Tt is true that from tclex messege name appear-
ing at Sr. No. 34 to 47 were only meant for Mehsana
Project and that names were passed through telex
to Mchsana Project. Seriul No., 39 to 40 were missing
and no action has been taken by Mcheana Office
for the recruitment section under the impression that
it was a matter of wrong numbering and it is denied
that the first party was having sufficient time to in-
form Shri Panchal, whose name is appearing at Sr.
No. 39 at the tclex message, It is true that Shri G. K.
Panchal has made reprc:,cntatlon. In pursuant to that
Mehsana Office has sent a telex to GGM (P&A)
Raroda. Meanwhile Iocal recruifment Section was in-
formed about the same and who has in turn check
np the post gonfirmation copy of the said telex mes-
sage of ull candidates who have been called for in
the interview. The name ©f Shri Panchal was appear-
ing at Sr. No. 39 and the copy was received by the
recruitment Section on 26-6-01 and by the time the
interview was over, GM (P&4A), ONGC, Baroda in-
formed that his case will be considered against the
vacant post of JE(M) or TR(C&M) for which he has
already been applicd, as there was no vacant post in
case of Jr. Engincer (Production) at that time. Tt is
denied that the action of the .Commission is malafide
for not calling him for interview for the post of Jr.
Fngincer (Production) and that action has caused to
him irrepairable Joss as alleged. T is also submitted
that there is no industrinl dispute exists between the
second party workman and the first party. Mere not
calling for interview does not mean he wounld succeed
in the inferview. Therefore he cannot rlaim that he
should be promoted to the post of Jr. Engineer (Pro-
duction) w.ef. 17-7-1991 and he is not entitled to
eet anv relief as prayed by him. Thus it is prayed
that reference i deserved to be rejected with cost.

4. By Ex. 9, the second paﬁy fias submitted list of
doenments, Matk 9/1 g the xerox conv of DN Tetter
Na, MITN.OPG Tt IGKP'TTP'0] dated 23-12-91.
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Mark 9/2 is the copy of DO letter No. 11(2)/91-
Rectt dated 6-1-92. Mark 9/3 is the copy of office
order No. 23-1-1998-Estt./120 dated 3/6-12-88.
Mark 9/4 is the copy of letter dated 4-3-82 from
first party No. 2 1o the conciliation officer, Mark 9|5

is the ocpy of office order dated 11-7-91 issued by

the first party No. 2 appointing AT(P)'s and AT(F)

tp the post of Jr. Engineer (P). As there was no

objection for the production of document and exhi-
ition mark 9/1 to 9/5 are exhibited as Ex. 10 and
x. 14 accordingly.

4(a) By Ex. 17, the second party has submitted
further list of documents 17/1 1s the copy of office
order No. WR/PROM-BOOSG/97/datzd 20-3-97.

' 5. By Ex. 5, application ha: *zen given by the
second party for the production of certain documents
from the first party. The Hon’ble Tribunal has passed
the orders as per Ex, 15 on 20-8-97.

&, 'The first party has produced a list of dosuments
b% Ex. 8. Mark 8/1 is the copy of officc order dated
25-4-80, Mark 8/2 is the copy of office order dated
2B-1-1981, Mark 8/3 is the copy of office order
dated 6-11-1987, Mark 8/4 is the list of departmen-

1 candidites for intetview for the post of fr. Engi-
neer (P) dated 19/20-6-81, mark 8/5 is the copy
of telex message. 8/6 is the despaich megister of
5-6-91. 8/7 is the copy of page No. 88 of peon bouok.
8/8 is the copy of representation made by second
party on 29-6-99. 8/9 is the copy of telex message,
8/10 is the copy of letter written' by ONGC Union
dated 30-6-91. Mark Ex. 11 is the copy of telegram
dated 11-7-91, Mark 8/12 is the office order Jdated
15-7-88. Thig document was produced by the first
‘party as per the demand of the second party. Hence
it was allowed, to produce. By Ex. 18, the sccond
party has submitted the details regarding Item No. 13
as per the order of the Tribunal .

' 7. By Ex. 20, the concerned workman fias cxamin-
efd himself and by Ex, 21, Shri Rameshbhai R. Patel
was examined as o witness to the second party. By
Hx. 22, the second party has closed their evidence,
Ey Ex. 23, the first party has closed their evidence.

8, Looking to the terms of reference and looking
to the evidence, oral as well as documentary, follow-
ing issues are o be decided for my consideration :

(a) Whather the action of the management of
ONGC through Regional Director and
General Manager, Project, Mchsana refus-

ing the claim ot Shri G. K. Panchal for

the selection to the permotional post of
JE(P) from the departmental candidates by
not intimating the interview dafe is justi-
fied, legal and proper ?

) It the acion of the first party No. 1 & 2 are
not justified, legal and proper, what relief
are entitled by the concerned workman ?

(c) What direction should be given to the first
party 1 & 2 regarding the relief ?

(d) What fina] order ? -

My answer to the above issues are ns wmnder, as

pfr .the reasons 'given below :
257 G1/2001-—10

the concerncd workman for

(») No

(b) The workman is entitled to promotion for
the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) from
17-7-91 i.e. the date his juniors were oc¢cu-
pied that post.

(c) A d'rechion be given to the first party No.
1 and 2 that ths concerred workman Shri
G, X Panchal  should be given deemed
promotion from 17-7-1991 and give him
all consequential benefit from that date.

(d) As per fina! order of the Award.
REASONS

9, If we peruse the documents produced by the
first parly as per Ex, 8, it is very clear look into the
documents of the list ¢f departmental candidates for
intetvicw for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production)
dated 19!20-6-1991, the name of the concerned
worikman Shri G, K. Panchal is at Sr. No. 39 and
it was the duty of the first party to give him an inter-
vicew call, However, the first party No, 1 and 2
has commiited a mistake and he was not informed of
such intervicw though he was quslified for that inter-
viewy, Thus proper opportunity was not given to
the concertied workman for the appearance In the
ittarview. Thus the concerned workman had at the
earlicst epproached the anthority to consider his
name on 59-6-199]. It is also clear that the con-
cerned workman's application was forwarded and it
was received by the first party No. 2 to the  first
porty No. 1 and Dy, General Manager (P & A)
ONGC, Baroda has alsg  gathered the information
from ONGC, Mehsana, whethier the concerned
workman ~ was informed or not, vide docu-
ment as per Ex, 8!5. Not only that the Union has
also written regarding this incident on 30-6-1991 as
per Ex, 10, Farlier Shri Panchal has been given the
post of Jr. Engineer (Production) a¢ per the order
of the office of the General Manager. Hajira, Surat
by their order No. OPS(HHR):20/12/88 dt. 6-1-93
and he has worked in  that post
from 22-8-1988 to 12-12-1988. but on account of
exireme compassionate ground he sought his transfer
to Mehsans Prolect of ONGC and joined to  his
original post of Jr, Technician (Production) at Meh-
sana on 13-12-1988. Thus there is no doubt - that
the concerned workman is qualified and has - also
previously selected and worked as Jr. . Engincer
(Production). Hence there were every chance of
success in the interview if he was called for.  Thus
the action of the first party No. 2 by not informing
interview was unjust,
illesal and improper and in violation of Article 14
and 16 of the Constitution. Looking to these facts
it is clear that though his name eppeared at- Sr. No.
39 in the interview list lie was not called bv ONGC,
Baroda for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production)
because the first patty No. 2 has not intimated the
interview date to the concerned workman.

10. However, the concerned workman has . sub-
mitted that on account of malafide action of the first
party No. 2, he was not informed with regard to
interview for the nost of Jr. Enaelneer (Production)
held at ONGC, Baroda on 19-6-9]1 and 20-6-1991,
but looking to the evidence it is clear that it was
not & malaflde intention on the part of the flrst No.
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1 but it was a great mistake committed by the first
party No, 2, which has caused the concerned work-
man irreparable loss in the matter of status and sub-
sequent promotion, Not only that the action of the first
party No. 2 has also caused discontentment since his
juniors who joined the scrvice of the Commission in
the year 1989 were holding the post of Asstt, Tech-
nician (Production)-—a lower post than that of Jr.
Technician (Production) were promoted to the post
of Asstt. Engincer (Production) with cffect from
1-1-1996. Thus the concerned workman will  be
stagnating at the post of chargeman (production).
Thus looking to this fact also it is necessary to give
appropriate relicf. The concerned  workman by
putting him on the post of Jr. Engineer (Production)
with effect from the date when his funior Shri J. V.
Patel at Sr. No, 40 was promoted to the post of Jr.
Engineer (Production). Thus it is necessary that
the concerned workman should be considered as pro-
moted In ths post of Jr, Engineer (Production) from
the date when his junior Shri J. V. Patel was pro-
moted and the concerned workman should be award-
ed all the benefits attached to the post of Ir, En-
gincer (Production) i.e. not later then 17-7-1991.

11. In the written statement the first ‘party has
admifted that the ‘General Manager (P & A), Baroda
has promised that the casc of Shri G. K. Panchal will
be concidered  aeainst the post of  JE(M) or
YE(C & M) as there is no vacant post exist in the
case of JE(P) at prescnt, The concerned workman
‘has no fanlt on his part and it was the fault of the
first party and t(he concerned workman should not
suffer for the mistake on the part of the first party
and equity lies in favour of the concerned workman.
Thus it is necessary to rectify the mistake committed
by the first party, However, it is necessary to recti-
fy the mistake as it has caused irreparable loss to the
concerned workman. Thus it is necessary that the
concerned workm=n should be deemed as promoted
to th= nost of JE(P) because the intimation was not
piven by the first narty to him. Looking to  the
aboye proposition I hereby pass the following order.

ORDER

The reference is allowsd.  The first party No. 1
*nd first party No. 2 are hereby directed that the
concemned workman Shri G, K. Panchal should be
niven deemed promotion from the date when Shri
T V. Patel, his junior was promoted to the post of
Jr. Engineer (Production) and he should be given
all consequentisl benefits attached to that post from
that date, The first party should implement this
swrrd” within 60 days from the date of publication
of the Award.

Th= fir't party No, 1 and 2 are also hereby direct-
ed to pay Rs 1,000 to the concerned workman to~
wards cost of this reference,

thniﬂdab&d,
18t March, 2000.

B. I KAZI, Prsiding Officer

af Predt, 15 wadY, 2001

A7, 266~ Ambiw fram ginfran, 1047
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gt gg% AR & @7, gy §F v ottt
fraz ¥ ¥l geRr AECeE wfwew, S & dune
w1 wwifag Fofr & o T TR T 15-1-2001
Y NI GAC AT

[6. uA—~40012/48/2000~5TE . 9T, (¥1.7.)]
AN A, dew wiewsy

New Delhi, the 15th Jantary, 2001

§.0. 266.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government
hereby publishes the award of the Central Goernment In-
dustrial Tribunal /Labour Court, Chennal ss shown in the
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employera

_ In relation to the management of Department of Post and

their workman, which was received by the Central Qovern-
msnt on 15-1-2001.

[No. L-40012 /48 /2000-IR(DU)]
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNA1

Thursday, the 21st December, 2000
PRESENT :

K. Karthikeyan, Presiding Officer.
Industrial Dispute No. 31 /2000

[Tn the matter of the dispute for adjudication under Section
10(1Xd) and Sub-section 2(A) of the Industrial Disputes Act,
1947 between the Workman nnd the Management of the
Superintendent of Post Offices, Karaikudi Division.]

BETWEEN

Shri C. Chokanathan. Claimant /I Party.

AND

The Superintendent of Port Offices.
Karaikudi Division. Management /IT Party.

APPEARANCES:

For the Workman : M /s S, Yothivani, Q. Jothi, R. Bala-
purisamy, Advocates.

For the Management: Shrl M. Venkateswaran, AddL
Central Government Standing Counsel.

REFERENCE. :

WNo: 140012 /48 /2000 TR(DU) dated 07-07-2000, Gov-
ernment of Indiz, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi.

This dispute on coming up before me for final hearing on
24-11-2000, upon perusing the reference, claim statement,
counter rtatement and other material papers on record, the
dacumentary ev'dence let in on either side and upon hearing
the argnmens of the counsel for the workman, Shri R, Bala~
gurnsamy and Shri M. Venkateswaran, Addl. Central Govern-
ganent Standing Counse] for the Management and this dispute

aving stood over till this date for copld
pansed the following; widertion this tribunal



e 0 T XL SN s =

e Y1t 3 (if))

AWARD

- This reference by Ceniral Govermment in the exercise of
ie powers conierred by Clawie (d) of Sub-sectiop (1) end
ub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of Industrial Disputes Act,
1947 in respect of dispute between Shri C. Chokanathan,
};/orkman and the Superintendent of Poat Offices, Karaikuh
ivision, mentioped as Schedule appended to the order of
reference. .

The Schedule reads as follows :—

“Whether the action of the management of Adhoc Dis-
ciplinary Authority and Asmastant Supdt. of Post
Offices, Madurai Cily, North Sub-Divisron, Maducai
in remoing Shri C. Chokanthan from services s
justified ? If not, to what relicf the concerned work-
man eatitled 7

On receipt of this reference, this industrial dispute has been
taken on fue of this Trltnal on 27-07-2000 as Industrial Dis-
pute No. 31/2000. On receipt of the wotice from this Trl-
‘bupal, both the parties appeared with' their respective couneel
and filed their respectiv: claim statement aod  counter
‘staterment.

2. The averments of the claim statement of the Workman/l
Party are bricfly as follows :—

Tho first party /workman (hereinafier mentioned as the
Petitioner) was appointed as extra departmental delivery agent/
mbil carrier at kandamangalamapaiti BO from 1973 to 1976.
Subsequently he was appointed as extra departmental delivery
agent at Singampuneri 80, Karnikedi South Sub-Division by
the Asstt. Supdt. of Post Offices, Karalkudi Sub-Division. The
Petitioner had rendered his services to the entire eatisfaction
of the superiors without any blethish. Disciplinary proceed-
mgs were imtisted against the Petitioner he was placed
under put off duty by an order dated 11-09-1986 by the
Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri SO. The Petitioner was issued
with a memo of charges dated 29-12-1986 by the Sub-Post-
master, Singampuneri S0. The charges alleged against the
Petitioner mre that, while he was working as BDDAI, Singam-
Tum:ri was entrusted the payment of MO No. 1335 dated

§-08-1986 of Thambaram Sanjtorium for Rs. 100 and MO
No. 1615 dated 25-08-1986 of R. S. Puram east for Rs. 500.
Though the Petitioner returned thesc MP payee wouchers s
paid on 19-08-1986 and 26-08-1986 respectively, he did not
effected pag)rmcnts to the payees on the said dates. Further
when the Petitloner was working as EDDAL, Si_il‘gampumri
returned the MO No, 1335 dt. 18-08-1986 of Thambaram
Sanitorinm for Rs, 100 and MO No. 1615 dt. 25-08-1986 of
R. S, Puram east for Ra." 500 ns f:ﬂd on 19-08-1986 and
26-08-1986 respectively but he did not ebiain the payees signa-
ture namely S. Ayyavop and Smt. Ranjitham to whom the
MO should bz pnaid and he himself fixed payees signatures
in those eaid money orders, and that, while the Petitioner
was working a EDDAL, Singampunerd, did not effect payment
of money orders No. 1335 dated 18-08-1986 for Rs, 100 and
MO No. 1615 dated 25-08-1986 for Rs. 500 of R. S. Puram
¢ast in the prerence of witneceses which are to be paid at
Mallikargipatti, Singampuneri. The Petitioner denied the
cherpes 2ud the Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri SO, the ap-
pointing and disciplinary authority appointed an enquiry offi-
cer and presenting officer by his order dated 04-02-1987. Dur-
ing the prillminary enquiry the petitioner denied the charges
on 05-06-1987. The Petitioner nominatéd a defence aestt,
to assist him during the enguiry. During the enguiry on
21-08-1987, the Petitioner called for some additiona} docu-
ments to prove his case. During the enquiry conducted on
24-09-1987, the two prosecution witnesses depoved againat the
prosecution. The enguiry officer refused access to the addi-
tional documents called by the Petitioner stating that the
disciplinary suthority, the Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri re-
fused to give these additional documents called for on the
ground of administrative reasons. During the further hearing
on 05-10-87, the enquiry officer questiofed the Petitionsr on
the circumstances esppearing against him. The Presenting
Officer submitied his brief on 22-11-1987. The enquiry offi-
ger submitted his report en 31-12-87.  The Sub-Postmaster,
Singampunerl $O imposed the pimishient of removal from
service by his order dated 25-01-1988. Before imposing that
punishment the disciplinary suthority has not furnishad a
of enquiry report to the Petitionor and called for his expla-

pation, The tald act of the disciplinsry wutbority witl amotnt .
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to violution of article 311(2) of the conttitution of India. The
Petitioner preferted an appeal before the Respondent. The
Respondent instead of cancelling the arder of punishment of
remov.] from scrvice passod by the disciplinary. anthority
impoged the punishment of dismissal from seryice. by his order
dated 30-03-1988. Aggrieved by that orders, the Petitioner
preferred- & review petition before the Director of Postal Ser-
vices, Madural Region on 29-05-1998. The said authority
quached the order of dismiissal from service issucd by the
appellate authority ax without jurisdiction under hiz order dt.
11-07-1998 and remitted the case to, the adhot disciplinary
authority to consider the case afresh from the stage of Gna.
lisation of the cass by the diaciplinary autharity, the sub-
master, Singumpunsri SO afipr the receipt of reports from
the enquiry officer. The Postmester General, Madural Region
appointed the Asst. Supdt. of Post Offices, Madurai City,

orth Sub-Division as an adhoc disciplinary authority to deal
the case of the Petitioner. After considering'the report of the
enquiry officer, the sald adhoc disciplinary authority by kig
ordor dated 12-09-1988 imposed the punishment of removal
from service. The adhoc disciplinary authority has not fur-
nithed the copy of the enquiry officer to the Petitioner lo
submit his explanation. . The Petitioner preferred an appeal
befcre the Respondent dated 09-12-1998. But the Respondent
rejected the appeal and confirmed the ordeér of removal from
sa1vice pested by the adhoc disciplinary suthtity. That order,
is dated "16th mber, 1988.- Aggrieved by that order,
the Petitioner preferred an applitation before the Honourable
Central Administrative Tribunal, Madras in O:A. No, 946/
1989, The Honourable Tribunal by its order dated 06-03-1991
way, pleased to allow the application by w#etting aside the order
of the Respondent dated 16-12-1998 ‘and remitted the miatter
back to the adhoc disciplimary authority for frezh disposal
according tp law. Then the appeilate authority Supdt. of Post
Oflices, %\'Hl’ﬂikudi Division by his order dated 05-07-1991
rejected the appeal copfirming the penalty of removal from
wervice :F"poud by the adhoc disciplindty autherity. 50
orders of the authorit;[ are illegdl, arbitrgry and in violation
of prllgcirle of natural justjed.’ Tﬁay are. ‘in violatidh of
article 311(2) of the Conatitution of Indis.~ Which the chargo
egainst the Petitioner that he had forged the signatures of .the
Hym in the MO ggyee vouchers and misappropriated the

Q' amounts Rs. 100 and Ra. 500. The euquiry aunthprity
ought to have sond the signatures for vertification to expert
evidence. The disciplinary authority placed his reliance on
any Unimpeachable evidence like handwriting and ﬂgolqtmlﬂ
experts evidence. During- thé enquiry, material’ evidence. to
piove the charges has not been placed’ before tho enquiry
officer. The prosecytion witnesses deposed against the prose-
cution care were not croys examined by the presenting officer,
'The charges levelled ugﬁnlt the Petitionsr were md 2
only on conjucture and surmjses’ and not on any material
ovidence. A freo and fng, endquiry was not conducted by the
euquiry officer. During the enguiry the Petitioner called for
some additional documents to prove his innocence but be was
not permitted to have access to the documents stating. that
the disciplinary authority, the Sub-Post Master, Smgampdinai
SO has denied the supply of documents stating administrative
rensons. While placing a person under economic as well as
¢ivl death, the cnse against him has to be proved beyprd
doubt and bosed on authenticated material. Imposing ‘the
major puni"menl of dismissal from mervice on the protext of
preponderance of fmbabﬂitios is without application of mind
and in violation of the principles of natural justice. In view
of the denial for having access to the additional documents
called by the Petitioner, he has been hampored with to
contest the case agaimst him eﬂectiveﬁlll and to put forth hia
defence effectively. The Petltioner preférred n réview petition
before the Post Master General, Maduraj Region and ‘the
samo was also rejected by him, by his order dated 19-08:1992.
Aggnvodb:fy that orders, ‘the Petitioner raised mn Industrial
Dispute efore the Reglonal Labour Commissipner, Chennii
for conciliation. Due to the faflure of conciliation, the ‘Minh-
try of Labour had made a reforence of the Dispute of the
Petitioner to this Honourable Tribunal for adjudication, Hence
this Honoureble Tribunal may be pleased past an award,
setting dside the order of the removal from serv'ce and thereby
ordeting for reinstatement with all attendant service and
monetary benofits to tha Petitioner.

3. The second party has filed the counter Matement. T
averments in the oout’l’ter statement are briefly. as onomTr-.

Party Mana r mentioned =y the

The 11 ent (hereinatfs
. %ttpondm’? admits thla.;mthe Petitioner Shri C. Chokansthen
o

ne work tbouxfrudepumonu]dolhqwu
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Singampuneri Post Offico during 1986. He was not a regular
c¢miployee of the department of posts, but was an extia de-
ruental agent governed by Past and ‘Telegraphs {xtra
Jepibtmental Agents (conduct and service) rules, 1964. The
Pentioner was piaced under olf duty by the Sub bost Master,
Singampuneri with effect from 1:-9-1986 under the provi-
sions of rule 9 ot P& ED Agegors (conduct and service)
TUIcs, 1904 Whde Oe Was WOlkng as LA, Suaigampuner.
He was awiso ssued with memo of charges 48 suawd n the
claim statement. The departmental enquiry was ordered and
conducted in accordance with the rules, An enquury officer
to enquue hum to the charges and the presenting otficer were
appomnted on 4-2-1987. During the enquiry tne Petitioner
was given ample opporiunity to defend himself. He was also
p=rmuted to appoun a defence assisiant to defend the charges
1evelled against him on his behalf. Accordingly, he had
defended the case with the assistance of the detence assistance
of nis choice, The enquiry officer in his report daed 31-12-87
had declared that all the charges menucned in the memo of
charges dated 29-12-1986 stood proved op preponderance and
probabilities, The Sub Post Masicr, Singampuneri had order-
ed the removal of the Petitioner from service. On appeal by
the Petitoner, the said order wus set aside by the Supdt. of
Post Offices, Karaikudi Division with the direction to for-
ward the entrie case to the appropriate authority. The Supdt.
of Post Offices, Karaikudi Division issued a memo dated
30-3-1988, but on.consideration of appeal from the Peti-
tioner, the said order was set aside by the Director of Postal
‘Services, Tamilpnadu Circle by his order gated 11-7-1988 with
the direction to remit the case to the disciplinary authoirty
to conduct denovo proceedings from the stage of finalisation
of the case by the appointing authority after receipt of report
from the enquiry officer and to submit the proposal ot ap-
poanment or adhoc dhscipdnary authority. In view of the
action taken by the appellate authority and the Addl. PMG,
Tamijlnadu Circle on the disputed orders, the allegation of
in position of two punishments stated in Para 7 of the claim
stalement is baseless and deserves no merit, The Asst. Supdt,
of Post Offices, Madurai Clity, North Division was appointed
as adboc disciplinary authority. The said adhoc disciplinary
authority in his memo dated 12-9-1988 ordered removal of
the Petitioner from service. The said memo along with the
copy of the enquiry roport was delivered to the Petitioner.
The Petitioner preferred an appeal and the same was rejected
cunfirming the order of removal from service passed by the
adhoc disciplinary authority. lhe application filed by the
Petitioner before the honourable Central Administrative Tri-
‘buna] in OA No. 946 of 89. the honourable Tribunal was
‘Tleased to remit the matter back to the Supdt, of Post Offices
tho Respondent herein for fresh disposal of the appeal of
the Petitloner, Accordingly, the Respondent considered the
appeal of the Petitioner afresh and rejected the same stating
‘that the Petitioner was proved to have committed an act of
lack of integrity. Then the Petitioner submitted a petition to
the Post Master General, Southern Region, Tumilnadu Circle,
Madvrai on 19-2-1992. The sanic was rejected by the said
muthority on 9-6-1992, A disciplinary case of the Govt, ser-
vant is pot o criminal cuse and the standard of proof re-
ired in suth cases i that a picponderance of probability.

e Deptt. of Post is not an industry and its employees are
not workmen under the provisions of the Industria]l Dispute
Act in 1947, This view has been tsken by the Supreme Court
in civil appeal No. 3385-86 of 1996 arising out of SLP(C)
N 487-88 of 1992, The Petitioner was given ample oppor-
tunities during the departmental enquiries. The Petitioner was
remcvad from service only after meticulously following the
procedures prescribed In the P&T Extra Departments (con
duct and service) rules, 1964 as his service conditions wers
wver 4 by such rules only. The Petitioner has availed all
e oprofMunities/channels for submission of appeals and peti-
tions ireluding Central Administrative Tribunal which were
carefully con-idered and rejected hv the competent authority.
In view of these facts, it s wravad that this honourable Tri-
bunal may bo pleased to dismiss this dispute with cost,

4, When the matter was takea up for enquiry the counsel
on cither »ida represent that they have ro oral evidence to
let in, LU'ne cdoeument on the side of the Petitloner apd ten
docoments on' the side of thy Respondent were marked by
consent as Exhibits W1 and M1 to MI0 tespectively. On
‘closure . of the evidendce on either side, the counsel on either
gide had ddvanced: their arquments. )

5 The Point fqr.my oonsidm-étfon B

“Whether' the action of the management of "Adhoc Dis-
ciplinary Authority and Assistant Supdt. of Post
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Offices, Madurai City, North Sub Division, Madural
in removing Shri . Choranathan from seérvicas
15 justifled? If not, w what relief the concerned
workman cntitled?”

POINT :

The rauted counstl for the Respouaent nay put forth an
iniLul erpnment stating thay i, Tribunal may not have
jurisdiction 1¢ adjudicate this Jispule ip view of the fact that
the rostal Deptr, cunnot be considered to be an ipdustry undor
Section 2(j) of the lndustrial Dispute Act, 1947 and the pros
visiens of Section 25(f) of that Act cannot be invoked. For
Jug argument the learned councz] tor the Respondent has re-
hed upon he aecrion of the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal
No, 3385-85 of 1996 arsing out of SLC) No. 587-83 of
1992 kpnown as Lixeyyam Josepsh's case (19%96) 8 SCC 489
and the decision of the Madras High Court in Writ Petition
No. 11099 of 1988, In both these cases, the Honourable
Sipeeme Court as well the Hounourable High Cowt  of
Madras hes held that the Postal Deptt, 18 nor ap wdusiry as
pet the Industrinl Disputes Act. He has also relied upon
Rnother 1ieement of Supreme Csurt reported as 1998 Sup-
reme Court cases (L&S) 1535 in Cvil appeal No. 6682 of
1997 decided on 26-9-1997 folowiyg the decision of the
Supreme Court in (1996) 8 SCC 48) Theyyam Joseph's case,
holding that Post Office is not an i1 dustry under Section 2(j)
of L e.tirii1 Disputes Act, Aj) tlhire decistons of the Su
teme Court af well as the Migzu Court were overruled
the Supreme Court by its judfmont reported as AIR 1985
Supreme Court 656. In that julpemend dated 18-11-1997, the
Honowable Supremes Court was pléased to hold that  the
decision’ in Theyyam Joseph (1996) 8 SCC 489 and Bom-
buy Telephime Canteen Emp'oyees Association, AIR 1997
SC 2817 cannot be trepted as laying down the correct law.
Under such circumstances, the arguments advanced by the
learned counsel of the Respondent that Posta]l Deptt, canpot
be considered s an industry under Section 2(j) of the In-
dustrial Disputes Act, is an incorrect one, any can not ba
accepted.

6. It is admitted that the Petitioner Sh. C. Chokanathas
was appointed as an Extra Deportmentnl Delivery Agent/
Mail Carrier at Kandamangalampatti BO and subsequently
he was appointed as EDDA at Singampuneri Post Office
during 1986. It is mot disputed thet the Petitioner was
governed by Post & Telegraphs Extra Departmental Agents
(Conduct & Service) Rules 1964, It is mlsgp admitted that on
the Initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Peti-
tioner, he was placed under put off duty by an order dt.
11-09-86, The xerox copy of the same i8 Ex. W1. For the
mirconduct of the Petitioner, disciplinary proceedings were
inltinted by the Suh-Poctmaster, Singampunerl and the copv
of the memo dt, 29-12-86 with the articles of charges and
the list of documents was issued te the Petitioner Is Ex,
MI, Ex. M2 is the xerox copy of the Enquiry Report dt.
31-12-87 submitted by the Enquiry Officer. In that report,
he has given the finding that the charges said in the articles
I, T and 1T stand proved on preponderance of probnbilities.
It is the contention of the Petitioner, that the disciplinary
authority, appointed an Enquiry Officer and a Presenting
Officer and during the preliminary enquiry, he denied the
charges. Ho had the assistance of nominated defence assis-
tance during the enquiry. The Enquiry Officer on the
circumstances. appearing against him as stated in the charges
questioned him and he denicd those charges. It is his grievance
thar a free and fair enguiry was pot conducted and the
Petitioner was not permitted to have access to the additional
rdocuments he called for during the enquiry to prove his
innocence and he was denied the supply of the said docu-
ments stating the administrative reasons. It iv his further
contenticr that on the basis of the Enquiry Report submitted
by the Emquiry Officer, the disciplinary authority Imposed a
major punishment of removal from service without fornishing
the copy of the Enquiry Report and affordiug an opportunity
to put forth his representation and "that the disciplinary
awthdgrity has not placed his reliance on any unimpeachablr
evidence. Further the disciplinary authority had imposea
the moior punishment on the pretext of nreponderance of
probability without application of mind and it s a -vialation
of the principles of natural justice. Henee the action of
tha discinlinary puthority iz illegal snd arbitrarv. The, appesl
and revision Were also dlunissed by the anthority withont
applying thefr mind. Bx. M2 is the copv of the Bnquiry
Repart. The perusal of the same along with the xerox copy
of the document pertaining to this enquiry as petitioner's
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Xerox coples of documents, under 8. No. 3 10 19 clearly
. -shows that the deliquent employee (1.e.) the Petitioner herein,

was given an opportunity to defend his c¢ase in the enquiry
and he took part in the enquiry duly assisted by a dc?cnce
assistant and for every day's proceedings of the Enquiry
Officer he has subzeribed his signature w all the pages of
day to day proceedings. The perusal of these documents
daily crder sheets, deposition of the witnesses clearly shows
that a fair and proper enquiry was conducted by the Enquiry
Officer in the presence of the Petitioner and he hag also
cross-exum/ned the witnesses examined on the side of the
Department All these facts and the available evidence were
duly considered by the Enquiry Officer and he has given
reasons for his findings. He has stated clearly in his Enquiry
Repoit Ex. M2, The Enquiry Officer in his report has clearly
;staled that the documents cited as additional documents by
‘the Petitioner were of letter of PWs 1 and 3 with dt, 28.07-87
whereas the incidents of charges were related te the perod
August 1986, Hence there is no possibility of those letters
comtaining any truth related to this case. Finally he has
'stated in his report that “The facts furnished in the imputs-
tions of charges of putting the signatures of the payees and
‘those of witnesses by the charged official himself, non pay-
ment of M.O, amount on the dates shown as pnid have
'all been tntally admitted by the payees and the charges
‘official. Only during the enquiry all have turned and deposed
-aghinst their own version which exposes the human sympathy
‘on the charged official and the wnatural tolernnce and per-
lcelverance of the rural mass”. He has further stated that
'the charges stand proved on preponderance of probabilities.

7. The appellato authority and the authority who decided
:the revision preferred by the Petitioner have upheld the
findings of the Enquiry Officer in his report and confirmed
'the %u'nishment imposed by the disciplinary authorlty against
'the Peiitiorer. A perusal of the documents filed in this case
'on either side clearly shows that there are suflicient oral
‘aud documentary evidence avallable for the Enquiry Officer
to come to the proper conclusion that the charges imputed
against the Petitioner are proved. It is not the contention
iof the Petitioncr that the Enquiry Officer was inimical against
him or blassed, From the av:ﬁable records and materials
in this case, it Is seen that the authorities from the inception
'of the departmental enquiry to the conclusion of all the
proceedingg against the Petitioner have followed the rules
and provision of law correctly and they never failed 10
correct the procedure when it was mistakenly followed,
‘Further it is seen that the Petitioner was given proper and
sufficicnt c¢pportunity to put forth his representation on all
tages and he was not deprived of his due right to explain
is stand on every stage of the proceedings all through. As
it is ergued by the learned counsel for the Respondent and
stated by the authorities that this i3 not a criminal case,
where the charges hdve to be proved beyond all reasonable
doubt, end this b2ing a departmental enquiry, preponderance
pf probabllities are sufficient to have the churges proved,
In this case there are enough materials availalle as 1ecords
nd evidence to show that the Enquiry Officer has piven
he correct finding in his report after conducting the fulr
ggd proper enquiry, following the principle of natural justice.
the arcument of the learned counsel for the Petitioner
that the churges levelled against the Petitioner were held as
proved only on conjucture and surmises and not on material
evidence is incorrect and fallacious. Under such citcumstances
there is no scope for this Tribunal to intedfere with the
findings of the Enguiry Officer in his report HEx. M?, on
the ground that it is perverse and not supported by any
cvidence. ,

© 8. Tt is srgued by the learned counsel for the Petiticner
that the disciplinary authority has imposed the major
unishment of dismissal from service on the basis of the
ndings given by the Enquiry Officer in his report on pre-
ronderance of probabilities, without application of mind. A
geruﬁal of the order dt. 12-09-88, Ex. M6, by the adhoo
coiplinary authority, the order dt. 16-12-88, Ex. M7, by the
appellate authority and again by the order dt. 5§-7-91, Ex. M9
g the appellate authority afresh, as per the order of the
ntral Administrative Tribunal, Madras under Ex. M8 clearly
how, that they after applying their mind, have atrived at
e proper concluslon on the ground that the Petitioner is
rovcd to have committed an act of lack of integrity and
1 dov not conglder the Petitioner a fit person to be retained
in Government service, They also’ observed that the act of
the Petitioner has tarnished the image of the department,

Under such circumstances it can not be held that the punish-
g:em imposed by the adhoc deciplinary authority and Asst.
updt. of Post Offices, Madural City, North Sub Division,
Madurai in removing $h. C. Chockanathan from scrvice is
not proporticnate to the gravity of the misconduct and cx-
cessive and they have done so vindictively. So it can be held
that it is a justified action and hence the concerned workman
is not entitled to any relief. Thus I answer the ' point
accordingly. '

9. In the result an award is passed holdinig that this I Party
Workman $h, C. Chokenathan is not entitled to any relief,
since the action of the Management/II Party taken against
him in removing from service is justifiable. No cost.

Dictated to the Typist, typed by her direct, corrected and
pronounced by me in open court on this day the 21st
December, 2000,

K. KARTHIKEYAN, Presiding Officer
WITNESSES EXAMINED :

On either dide : None.
DOCUMENTS MARKED :

FOR CLAIMANT:
Ex. W1 11-09-86 : Xerox copy of the put-off duty order,
FOR MANAGEMENT :

Ex. M1 29-12-86 : Xerox copy of Memo No. DA /I/CC
as  Annexure ‘B’ issued by Sub Postmaster,
Singampunerl.

M2 31-12-87: Xerox copy of the Inguiry Report
aguinst I Party ag Annexure ‘C.

M3 14-03-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. APP/3/
87/88 as Annexure ‘D' issned by Supdt, of Post
OQffices, Karaikudi Division,

M4 11-07-88 : Xerox copy of Memo No. STB/i5-
164/88/MA a8 Annexure °‘E’ issued by Director,
Postal Services O/0 Additional Postmnster General,
Cth |

M35 03-08-88 : Xerox of Memo No. S[B/6-3/
88 as Annexure ‘P’ ism by Additional Postmaster
General, Chennai.

M6 12-09-88 : Xerox copy of Memo No. IN?/I/BS
a9 Annexure ‘G’ issued by Asst. Supdt. of Post
Offices, Madurai City North Division.

M7 16-12-88 : Xerox copy of Memo No, AP/88-89
as Annexure ‘H’ Isused by Supdt. of Post Offices,
Karaikudi Divislon,

M8 06-03-91 : Xerox copy of order an Annexure T’
passed by Hon' Central Administrative Tribunal,
Madras Bench on QA No. 946 of 1989,

. M% 035-07-91 : Xerox copy of Memo No. APP/13/
91 ns Annexure ‘T issued by Supdt. of Post Offices,
Karaikudi Division.

M10 19-06-92: Xerox copy of Memo No, STB/16-
2/92/MA a3 Annexurs 'K’ issued by Postmaster
General, Southern Reglon, Madurai.

af feeddY, 15 staadY, 2001

w1, 2687 —dRAE fraw wiufmd, 1947
(1947 w1 14) & &< 17 ¥ wyww #, AT
g dud A1 @ dr.ow, ¥ wEwdd & dag f-
wEt A gd wAw & dyw, s ¥ fafre -
frg faam ¥ ¥ehm goer wvfrs wfewsor &1,
gAaE ¥ daE w gFing sy, AN dhy awER
Y 29-12-2000 % A7A FAUT 9T |

[¢.2.-20012/56] 93wk mre. (#1-1)]
TR . ", ear, wal afer
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Ex.

Ex.
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New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001
. 8.0, 267.~In pursuance of Section 17 of the In-
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award of the Central
Governmernit Industrial Tribunal, No.-1, Dhanbad as
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet-
ween the employers in relation to the managemem of
MJs. BCC Ltd., and their workman, which was re-
ceived by the Central Government on 29-12-2000,

fNo. L-20012{56{93-IR(C-I)]
S. 8. GUPTA, Under Sccy.
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD

No, Ref. 141/94|Dated, the 21st December, 2000.

Subject : Award passed in Reference No. 141
of 1994 dated the 7th November, 2000
Employers in relation to the management of
Kuya Colliery of M!s, BCCL and their
workman—Ministry’'s Order No. L-20012-
(56)|93-IR(Coal-I) Dt, 30-5-94,

CORRIGENDUM

In the list of workmen anoexed {o the Award
passed in Reference No. 141 of 1994 dated 7-11-2000
the names of the workman may be read as given in
Column IV below instead of the names as given in
Column I, as per Ministry’s Corricendum No. L-
20012/56/93-IR(C-I) dated 6-1-2000.

Sr. Sr. No.of Name as in the  Correct Name
No tho list  list '

i 2 3 4

1. 2. Nidhilal Manjhi ~ Mihilal Manjhi

2. 6. Kapura Bavarin Kapura Bourin

3. 7 Badri Bavarin Adari Bovri

4, 8. Baisakhi Bavarin  Baisakhi Bouri

s. 10, shoshti Bavari Shoshti Bouri

6. 11. Kishan Bavari Kishan Bouri

7. 12, Bachoni Bavari Aghani Bouri

8. 18, Nepal Bavari Nepal Bouri

9, 15, Sufal Bavari Sufal Bouri
10. 37 Ani] Bavari Anil Bouri
11. 38. Aditya Kumarda Aditya Kumar Dan
12, 51. Brahmadeo Brahmadeo Bhuiya
13, 62 Kali Bavari Kali Bouri

Sd/—
SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer

wk fusdl, 15 sawdr, 2001
¥T. Wi,  268~—3mifs  faarg il
1847 (1947 &1 14) 9 €TU 17 & w67 §,
woptr qgd @Y. ®, @, gw. ¥ wwgoenw W
dny faitent o o aRwT & e, wyEe &

ffre ohifes frae % ¥AT AR Frfire
ufEsTr &, 1, AR ¥ GARE §7 Nwwg w6 T
& FHT T T 9-1-2001 ®T AT gHT 4T |

[€. Ts—~20012/(271)/s89-wmk wix (&1-1)]
uq. U§. Tl wae afqa

New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001

8.0, 268.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial
Dispuie Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government
hereby publishe, the award of the Centrnl Government ln-
destrial Tirbunal No. 1, Dhanbad as shown in the Anpexure
in thé Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation
to the management of M/s. B.C.C, Ltd. and their workman,
which was received by the Central Government on 9-1-2001.

[No. L-20012 /(271)/85-IR(C-)]
8. 8. GUPTA, Under Sezy.
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD

In the mniter of a reference under Section 10(1)(dX2A)
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947

Reference No. 50 of 1991
PARTIES : !

Employers in relation to the management of Rajbara
Colliery of M /fs. C. C. Ltd.

AND
Their Workmen,
PRESENT :
Shri Sarju Prased, Presiding Officer.
APPEARANCES :

For the Employers : Shri B, Joshi, Advocate.

For the Spomsoring Union No, 1: Shri D, Mukherjee,
Advocate,

For the Sponsoring Union No. 2: Shri R. N, Ganguly,
Advocate,

For the Workmen : Shri 8. Bose.
STATE : Jharkhand. INDUSTRY : Coal.

-Dated, the 22nd December, 2000

AWARD

By Order No. L-20012(271)/89-IR(Coal-1) dated the 29th
~pril, 1991 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour
has, in exercise of the powers conferyed by clouse (d) of
sub section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the In-
duostrinl Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for
adjudication to this Tribunal ;

“Whether the demand that Shri Jirwa Nonlain and 287
other Casnal Wagon Loaders indicated in the Anne-
xure be regularised in the service of the management
of Rajhara Area of Ceniral Coalficlds Limited is
justified 7 If so, to what relief are the concerned
.workmen entitled and from what date ?”

2. The brief facts; giving rise to this industriel dispule is
that the concerned persons as per list annexed to the reference
order are the casual wagon loaders at Rajhara Colliery. The
loading of coal in wagons/trucks has becn prohibited to be
done by contract Iabourers. Prior to 1983 all the concernad

reons were working under the Contractor, Surat Pandey
E: the job of wagon/truck loading right from the time whoen
colliory was under the private management. This colliery
wag natlonalised with effect from .1-5-1973 under Non-Coking
Coul Mines (Nationaltention) Act, 1973, but the concened
persopis Wwere not rogulerised onder the employment  of
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M /s. C.C. Ltd, after nationalisation of the said coal mine al.
though they were working under the contractor prior to nation-
alisation. Subtequently, loading of coal has been declared a
prohibited job prohibiting employment of contract labour in
the year 1975 under the Contract Labour (Regulation and
Abolition) Act, 1970, Yet they were working as wagon load-
ers undor a private confractor. There was a itation and an
inchistrinl dispute was raised by the trade unions before the
AL.C.(C), Hazaribagh and there was a settlement on 13-8-1983
in which it was agreed that all the 311 wagon_ loaders for
whose requlmsisation the dispute was raised will be taken
on the roll of the company with effect from 1-9-1983 as casnal
wagon loaders. As per that agrecement the concerned persons
have been entolled as casual wagon loaders. According to
the aspousoring union although the work is of permanent
nature and each and every concerned perfons have put in'
more than 240 days attendance in a calendar year, but they
are being treated as casual wagon loaders and thereby they are
not heing vrovided as all the benefits of permanent work-
men of the company. They are denied many benefits which
a permsnent workman I8 eniitled to. According to the
sponsoring uniom, the concerned persons are working since
1.9-1983 as casual wagon loaders in the roll of the compuny,
but they have not been regulzrised as permanent workmen
in spite of the fact that the work of wagon loading is a per-
manent nature of job.

3. The disputc was again raised for regularisation of the
concerned workmen As permnanent workmen which ended in
faflurc, but the appropriate Government was pleased to not
refer the dispute for adjudication. Thereafter, writ- petition
was flled by the sponsoring union and as per order of the
Hon'ble High Court the present dispute has betn referred to
thig Tribunal. )

4. The case of the management is that the concerned work-
man have been cnrolled on the roll of the company as casual
wagon loader on the basis of Tri-partite Settlement between
the mauagement and the three trade unions. Of course in
the first settlement the nnion lemders of the sponsoring mnion
weie present but they did net put thelr signatures. However,
subsequently they have signed anoiher settlement to the effect
that 311 persons wonld bz enrolled as caswal wagon londers
and they will get job whenever the Rallways provide wagona
for louding of coal in the wagona. Therefore, according to
the management the present refcrence Is bed and is not main-
tainable. Their further plea is that the wagon loading job 13
of camal nature which depends upon supply of wagons by
the Railway and- it is so érratic in a weck only two or three
Jdays work is there for loading of coal or rometime only three
or four days in a week, Therefore the job is of casual
aature and it is not possible for the company to keep on roll
permanent workmen for doing the job of wagon loading.!
According to them, Rajhara Colliery is running a lose of
eight crores per annum and therefore it is not possible for
the commpany to make zl} the concerned perfons nermanent’
and keep an idle work force. In these circumstances the!
management har prayed to pass xn award against the spon-
goring union.

5. From the pleadings of the parties it is apparent that it is
admirted cnse of the parties that tho concernsd perfons are
the casual waeon loaders doinp the job of wagon loading and
their names find place on the roll of the company. It ia
also relmitied that the waron loading job s a prohibited cate-
gory of job in which contract labourers cannot be engaged
since after the vear 1975. Thus, we find that the relationship
of emplovers and employees between the management and]
the concerned persone exists and the concerned persons must
he Aeemed 1o be workmen of the minagement of Rathara
Colliery. It is a settled princinle of law thot if the man-
npemant engeees any contractor fur doing prohibited category
of iob in which engneement of contractor has been nholished
under the Contrsct Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act.s
1970 then such workmen shall be deemed to be workmen of
tha managemont and if such workmen have worked for more;
than 240 days in a calendar vear on the sarface of a mine
then such workmen are enfitled for regubuiention as permn.
nent workmen of the company.

6. Let 1o see whather the concerned persons deserve to be
roeularised as permanent workmen, then from which date and
what relief they are entitled to ?

FINDINGS |

7. The management has brought on record the setilement
dated 6-9-1995 between the menagement and the unlon loadors
in which the sponsoring union was slso a party. From this
settlement it appears that on 13-8-83 there was a seitiement
for departmentalitation of 412 casual wagon loaders emp-
loyed by Surat Pandey and Sons engaged in wagon loading
at Rajhara Colliery in which it was decided to regularise 311
persons and to refer the dispute of 101 persons to the Arbi-
tration of Bindeshwarl Dubey and Chaturanand Mishra, but
that arbitration never took place. As per the settlement out
of 311 persons, only 283 persons were found medically fit who
were eurolled as casual wagon loaders and it was further
decided that another list of 245 casual wagon loaders will be
maintained over and above the strength of 283 casual wagon
Joaders as maintained by .the settlement of August, 1983 &nd
their seivice is to be utilieed in case of necessity only. This
agreoment- iy Ext. M-2. The management has also filed an-
cther record notes of discussion held on 11-6-1988 betweon the
management representatives and umion leaders including the
sponsoring union, Ext. M-3, by which the modalities of imple-
mentation of carlier settloment was discussed. Bealdes this,
the  management has examined two witnesses to show that
wagon loading is of casual nature. But MW-1 §, K. Sinha
hag admitted that pror to his posting at Rajhara Colliery he
wag posted ns Asstt. Manager at Sounda Colliery where, he
was imncharge of loading at loding side and in that colliery
also there was 300 to 400 permanent workmen doing the
job of wagon loading and truck loading. Similarly at Tapin
North Colliery there moro or lssy 250 workmen engaged on
tha job of coal loading in trucks. He has admitted that he
cannot say if the comcerned psrsons had worked for more
than 240 days in a calendar year. The managément has not
produced Attendance Reglster to show that the concerned
persons who are admittedly on the roll of the company es
casunl wagon loaders have not performed 240 days work in a
calendar year. Therefore, the presumption will be that the
management has not produced tho Attendance Register only
becanse had it produced the Attendance Register it would
have esteblished that the concermed workmen had worked
for more than 240 days in a calendar year and thereby they
are entitled for repularisation as permanent workmen,

8. The spopsoring pnion has examined Indradeo Noonia,
one of the concerned workmen, who has come to say that
he alongwith others have performed work {or more than 249
days in a calendar year as wagon loaders. They have also
examined Satpal Verma ag WW-1 who was President of
Rajhara Coillery Mazdoor Sangh. The sponsoring union and
be too have said that the concerned weorkmen have boen
working as contract labour right from the time of private
owner and they have put in attendence for morc than 240
days in a calendar year.” They have also filed certain papers.
Ext. W-1 is settlement dated 13-8-1983 by which the manage-
ment has agreed to take on r1oll of the company 311 perrons
as cagual luhourers. Ext. W-2 'is a statement prepared by
Ww-2 Satpal Verma showing the placement of reke in Raj-
hara Colliery in different years and Ext. W-3 ig the attendance
of wagon loaders Cprepnrcd by him. Ext. W-4 is a letter add-
ressed to A.L.C.(C), Ranchi, raising the dispute and Ext. W-§
is the foilure report.  Ext. W-6 is the letter of Kamin Singh
to the Mn}mtg of 1abour requesting to refer the dispute.
Ext. W-7 is the letter of nppropriate Government relu-ing
o refer the dispute. Ext. W-8 Is the erder of Hon'ble Hiph
Court passed in CWIC No. 585/9WR) by which the writ
petition was permitied to be withdrawn, BExt. W-9 is the
order of the Hon’ble High Court passed in CWJC No. 1785/
90(R) by which the appropriate Government has been direct.
ed to refer the dispuie. Exts, W-10 and W-11 are the lists
of office bearers of Rajhara Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. Thus,
from the materials on record. 1 find that the concerned per-
sons have been working as casual wagon loaders from 1-9-1983
end they have put in 240 days attendance in ench calendat
year w}uch has not been disproved by the management by
producing attendance register, therefore they nare entitled for
regulerisetion es permanent workmen in piece-rated job from
the datc. of reference fe. 29-4-1991, but considering the fact
that Rejhara Colliery ia running in losa they will not get
difference of back wages. However, they -shall be entitled
for continuity of service from the aforesald date i.e. 29-4-1991
for the purpose of gratuity and other benefits.

9, n the result, I render—-
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AWARD

That all the concerned persony except those who have since
died or have superannuated doe to gttalning the age of 60
years be regularised as permanent workmen with effect from
29-4-1991 without back wage: within 30 days from the date
of publication of the award failing which the concerned work-
men shall be entitled for claiming wages of piece-rated work-
men of appropriate category from the date of award. They
shall alsp be entitled for continuity of service for the purpose
of calculation of gratuity and other benefits,

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer
af faesft, 15 wmady, 2001

T, W, 269 —xMfaxs fama wfufos,
1947 (1947 *1 14) &% &1 17 & wq@w &
w0 goe dad oY, . . TH. & waeadd X
day frahmwt ol o saerd % o, mwe ¥
fafesr aeYfir frae & 3= g aftefs
wfgwor &, 1, g ¥ Tue % gwifoy wodr 8,
W A §ORTC WY 9-1-2001 WY ST gHT 47 |

[¥. w&@-20012/(377)/91-wr& =T (@-1)]
g, um, T, w7 qfey
New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001

8.0, 269.—In pursumnce of Section 17 of the Industrial
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Governmént
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government
Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure
‘in the Industrial Dispute between the employers ih relation
to the management of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. and their workman,
which was received by the Central Government on 9-1-2001,

[No, L-20012/(377)/91-TR(C-I)]
5. 8. GUPTA, Under Secy,

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD

In the matter of a reference under section 10(L}(d)(2A) of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947,

Reference No. 28 of 1992

PARTIES :

Fmployers in relation to the management of Loyabad
Coke Plapnt of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd.

AND
Their Workmen.

PRIZSENT :
Shri Sarju Prasad, Presiding Offtcer,
APPEARANCES :

For the Employers: Shri B. Joshi, Advocate.

For the Workmen : Shri D. Mukherjee, Secretary, Bihar
Colliery Kamgar Unlon.

STATE : Fharkhand INDUSTRY : Coal
Dated, the 26th December, 2000

AWARD

By Order No. L-20012(377)/91-LR. (Coal-T} dated the 26th
March. 1992 the Central GQovernment in the Ministrv of
Labonr has. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause
(d) of sub-rection (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of
the Tndustrial Disputes Act. 1947. referred the following
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal :

“Whether the demand of the Bihar Colliery Ksmear
Union for regularisation of Shd Sunder Dusadh and

26 others on the roll of Loyabad Coke Plant of
M/ B.C.C. Ltd. is fustiﬁed? If 50, to what relief
the workmen are entitled ?”

2. The brief facts; glving rise to thls industrial dispute fs
that the sponsoring union i.e, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Unlon
had made a demand for regularisation of Sunder Dusadh
und 26 others on the roll of Loyabad Coke Plant of M/s.
B.C.C. Lid. on the ground that they have been working in
the permanent nature of job since long under the direct control
and supervision of the management of M/s. Loyabad Coke
Plant, but they are being paid less wages than the wages
prescribed under NCWA and wapes are being disbursed in
the name of an {ntermediary who does not control the super-
vision of work of the concerned persons. As a matter of
fact they are the workmen of the managemen, but In order
to camonflage the matter paper arrangement has been made
by the management to treat them labourers of an Inter-
medlary, On the basis of demand made by the sponsorhéq
unlon conciliaticn proceeding took place before the AL.C,
(C), Dhanbad, who sybmitted failure report, then the present
dispute has been referred to this Tribunal to adjudicate upon
the matter,

3. The management has admitted. that the concerned persons
are working in the job of breeze cleaning under a contractor,
Muslim Mian but since the contractor, was not paying them
proper wages there twas agitation and it was agreed wpon
by the management as well members of the sponsoring vnjon
that the concerned persons will form a Co-vperative Society
and the contract shall be awarded to the said Co-operativa
Society. In pursuance to that the concerned persong formed
a Co-operative Society, namely, Kamgar Shramik Sahayog
Samitee Ltd, and Hiralal Paswan, one of the concerned
persons is the Secretarv of the sald Co-operative Society,
The management of Loyabad Coke Plant manufactures hard
coke and bye products by feedihg raw coal afier crushing
into the coke ovens. After completion of mamufadturing
process, the coke Is pushed from the coke oveny on to the
surface for the purpose of quenching the same with the
help of pumped water, In quesching the same, coke breeze;
produced in the process of manufacture of coke and quenching
of the same; ls allowed to flow along with the water and
gettle on the small tanks constructed for that purpese, When
the tanks get filled up then the coke breeze is cleaned
once or twice In a week from the settling tank throngh
comtract workers. Thus the work Is of Intermittent nature
and casual one. and the contractor Js belne nald et the
role of Re. 30 per cft. for removal of the coke hresze from
the settling tanks, According to the manacement. thé work
does not need so manv labourers. rather the contractor used
tn enpare only 4 to § workers for cleaning a breeze from
the settling tanks and that also not in all the dave in a
week. rather, twice or thrice a week, Thus, all the concerned
persons are wot regulred to be engaged at a time. rather
onlv 4 or 5 persons are reanired to be epeaged that also twica
or thrice in a week and therefore the demand of the spon-
soring nnion for repularisation of all the 27 nersons is
not instiflad becanse the management does not reauirs such
a lares numhbar of work foree, Aceording 1o them in order
tn benefit a1l the membera of the Co-onsrative Societv the
Co-onarative Soclety nsed to rnones 4 ar § peareng hv ratation
whenever necessary for cleaning breeze from settling tanks
was there. Thus, this work is not of a permanent nature
and all the concerned persons are not required to be engaged
at a time. According to the management they have worked
a very short period of time in a calendar year and therefore
the meanagement does not require engagement of all the
concerned versons. Accordingly, the demand of the unlon
is not fustified. However, the sponsoring union has submitted
that all the coacerned persons have wroked for more than
240 days in a calendar year and in order to prove this
fact thev have filled a petition calling for the Attendance
Regi;tv-,r from the management which the management did
not file.

4, Thus, from the pleadings of the parties it fa admitted

that all the comcerned persons are working vnder a Co-

operative Society in the job of breeza cleaning which acenrd-
ing to the management is of casual nature but according
to the snonsoring union the {ob is of permenent nature.
Althongh the sponsoring union have asserted that the con-
ceried persons are directly belng controlled and supervised



(o []—a 3 (ii)]

by the management of Loyabad Coke Plant, but the manage-
ment has asserted thot they are the contractor’s workers.
Keeping in view the pleadings of the purties the point for
decision 18 1
(i) Whether the concerned persons are rcally a
Coniractor's workers or the management has tried
to camouflage the issue by branding them os
contractor's workers ?

(i) Whether the job which the concerned perscns are
performing, is of u permanent ‘nature and their
attendance was more than 240 days in a calendar
year ?

FINDINGS

5. Point No. (i) The management in order to show that
they are contractor's workmen has filed two work orders,
Ext. M-2 and M-2/1 to show that a work order way issued
in the name of Muslim Mia for clenning settling tanks and
throwing excavated breeze at a rcasonable distance, This
order is dated 28-3.86. The second work order is dated
20-9-89. This was also for cleaning of breeze of settling of
Loyabad Coke Plant on contract basis to M/s. Kamgar
shramik Sahyog Committee Ltd. They have also filed one
joint application filed on behalf of Janardan Ram and 10
sthers stating that they are not being paid by the Contractor,
Muslim Mia, therefore they may_be pad wages in the counter
of the office of Loyabad Coke Plant, (Ext, M-3). BExt, M-4
s the settlement between the management and union repre-
ientatives by which the contract was agreed to be awarded
o the Co-operative workers. Ext. M-5 is the lctter of Co-
operative Society showing the election of office bearers and
its resolution taken by the Samittee, Bxt. M-6§ series are the
membership receipts of the concerned persons showing that
they are the mombers of the Society and Ext, M-1 %s the
wape-shest showing that the concerned persons dAre being
ald as Co-operative workers. The management’s wifness

W-1--8, N. Ghosh- ~has said that the concerncd persons
are the Co-operative workers whereas WW-1—Hirala!
Paswan-—has said that on the sugrestion of the management
they have formed Co-operative Society and naetually he s
one of the workers who works under the control and super-
vislon of the management. The management has not filed any
registration certificate to show that the management has
got its establishment repistered for engagement of contractor
as required under Contract Labour (Repulation & Abolition)
Act. They have also not filed any document to show that
actually the alleged Co-operative Society is a licences under
Contract Labour (Regulation & Aboltlon) Act. Thus T find
that neither the establishment of the management is registered
for engapement of contract labour nor the sn-called controctor,
i.e., Kamgar Shramlk Sahayor Semittee Ltd. i3 a licencee
vnder the Contrast Labour (Repulation & Abolition) Act,
1970, therefore. in view of the settled nrinciple of law by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court, it must be said that the concerned
persons nre the workmen of the manacement and  the
arrangement made by the manaecrment is nnthing but to
camouflage the rcal issue, On lifting the veil it is crysial
clear that the concerned persons are working under the
direct control and supervision of the managzment and so
called Secretary of the Co-operative Socicty Is also a work-
man who works with other persons under the direct control
and supervision of the moanagement. Therefore, I find that
the concerned persons are the workmen of the managemcnt,
Accordingly this point is declded.

6. Point No. (ii).—W.W.1—Hiralal Paswan who
is one 'of the concerned workman has come to
say that the work which they perform is of perma-
nent nature, they do their duty daily for 8 hours and
besides the cleaning of breeze settling fanks they
are also entrusted with other work like to work
with the helper of the electrician or the cleaning
work whenevar it is required. In order to show
that they are also engaged by the management in
cdifferent work thev have filed a register of work
allotment, Ext, W-1 from which 1t appears that
besides the hreeze cleaning iob the concerned per-
«tms have ensaged for other work alen, This wit-
287 GT/2001-—11
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ness has furtheer stated that he along with other
persons have worker more than 240 days in a
calendar year, but the management's wiiness
MW-1-—S8. N. Ghosh, Manager of Loyabad Coke
Plont has come to say that breeze cleaning job is
very much casual in nature. He has givew size of
the settling tanks and has stated that there are
three breze settling tanks in the Plant. First two
tanks are required to be cleaned twice in a month
and the third tank is required to be cleaned twice
in a vear., But his statement is contrary to the
written statement of the managemert In the
writlen statement the management has taken plea
that settling tank is required to . be cleaned thrice
or fourth times in a week, Furthermore, the
management has filed a work order, Ext. M-2/1
from which it appeares that the work order is for
a period from 24-7-1989 to 31.3-1990 ie for a
period of & months & 7 days in which it has heen
nentioned tnat volume of work will be 1,37.909,07
cft and the rate of cleaning will be Rs. 30 per cft.
That means the volume of work for 8 months and
7 days is for more than Rs. 40.00,000. The
management has filed wage-sheet to show that the
concern~.d persons were getting wages at the rate
of Rz 20.50 paise per day. That means if all the
27 persons work in average 20 days in @ month
then for a period of 8 months and 7 days their
wages will be nearly Rs. 9,000 only. Thus, it is
clear that the management is showing expenditure
of Rs. 40,00,000 for doing the job of breeze clean-
ing whereas if all these 27 persons work for 20
days in a rmonth approximately then their wages
will be below one lakh. Therefore from the own
document of the management their claim appears
to be false, The breeze cleaning work is required,
to be done only three times or four tiz.es in a week
and i casual nature is falsified. Furthermore,
the spensoring union has filed an application for
directing the management to produce the Atten-
dance Register of the concerned persons which
they did not file nor they have eivei any explana-
tion for not filing the same. Therefore non-filing
of the Attendance Register also goes to show that
the management has withheld the same because if
the same wounld have been produced then the claim
of the concerned persons for having worked for
more thati 240 days would have bheen clearlv esta-
blished. Thus, I find that the claim of the
manacement that the breeze cleaning job is of
temnarary nature job is falsified. On the other
hand, there is material to presume that the said

work is  of permanent  nature which
support  the  claim of the concern-
ed vperems  thHat thev have worked for more

than 240 davs in a calendar vear. Thus. this point
ts deeided in favour of the sponsoring union.

7. From the discussions made above. T find that
the demand of the sponsnring  union for resula-
tisarint of the comcerned  persnnd i the perma
nent roll of Loyabad Coke Plant is fully justified.
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‘-i Atcnrdmgly I render——_
AWARD

That the demand of the sponsoring  union for
regularisation of Shri  Sunder Pusadh and 26
others as per list anncxed to the reference  order
on the roll of Loyabad Coke Plant of Mls. B.C.C.
Ltd. is justified and the concerned persons are
entitled to wages prescribed under NCWA. But
considering the financial condition nf Mjs. B.C.C.
Ltd. there will be no order as to back wages, The
management is directed to regularise the concern-
ed- persons within 30 days from the datc of pub-
lication of the award failing which they shall be
entitled to claim wages as per NCWA,

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer.

af faesl, 17 waAd, 2001

w. o1, 270 —=Tfi faerr sfgfog,
1947 (1947-F1 14) #V 9 17 % ATHIT H,
BEYT I REE ST ume fafy. & gaeada &
dag frareel ok 9% wdwrd & ftw, gyEw
fafger. afeifire faam & 3= R ohwifne
wfemyr - qf fREwt % q9e & g ol £,
o7 BT GO HT 16-1-2001 ®T AT FHT 47 |

. wa-11012/50/87-mk o (¥r1)]
tg. ug. @i, wa¢ afga

New Delhi,. the 17th January, 2001

8.0. 270.—1In pursuance of Section 17 of the, Industrial
Dispuws - Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In-
dustrial. Tribunal; New Delhi’ as shown in the Annexure in
the Industiial Dfspute betwecen the employers in relation to
the managcment of M|s. Jet Air Ltd, and their workman.
which was received by the Centra] Government on '16-1-2001.

[No. L-11012/50/97-TR(C-D]

5.8. GUPTA, Under Sccy.

RG]
ey ofF . &wa wer sfarea o GEEE oafiee
Fary gorre orafirs afieor o q% e
o, .|, 0 21998
TR ERed,
yrey Ywafrde,
qZ UAY, AYOWTH KA, TS GTAA,
®aT Wik 17, TH AW, T5 A 55

LRIE)
wAIET, AT AT grIW, 13, HA{AE A,
ags awd, af fae-110001 |
ufeqn : 7 qimeRe. fag wiugs wisfafa R
d@ & W g

FARIC HL A7 &rT guferT agf g o

srfafmr

FEM G F 9T RIS AR EE
T, ua, 4. 11/( 8)[97 femifda 28-10-98
# o owm o10(1)(9) ¥ (2¥) -frreafataa
faqqrere w9 F mwimir g9 fakfow fwar #

“Fgi FHAR ®@iew T faeafateaa wiw It
nd T § o

(1) sl w5 & ®aai T oagEd

F qu wfaqes Auresr fFar s, od

(2) wiafed Y o 1986 & . 1000
wfrate et v Wy wAT fRor s
AT

T Hadw # Fv fRw mmen £ 7

2. X & oFq FT X qVET  HAwWIIE A
fte  9-11-98 & wmw g ¥ {f=faw whoms
fagem g3 Afew wfd Aoy e fwfr @
faffer fafa: ov gifeqer 98 gur 1 g o
oc ¥ #aw wfwgg wfafafy & sofas go owg
#f fafeer w0 § wfawsy frgte gwge «&f e
. smaw f&Aifea 19-2-2000 T osAw &
freg wF wefir wadwd B s w0 omRw i
gar qar A wiufrm afer fRe 9@ @9
g ey T 0 90T de A owm SR A 2
fir Fdwe o7 faam & A ww Ad & oW
frarqregr o fyer ® P & AP w0
afafrolr it wew wifea fror s &

e mp owRw Rem e & fn s
fraifre wiemt =g aoFTe- &Y ITH JRT FTEAVIE
w33 A e
feare © 08-1-2001

HHE  WAM AR, IEEE srfaerey

T3 fyes), 17 T, 2001

F. 1. 271 .~-rfre g giufam,
1947 (1947 ® 14) ® ¥R 17 & 9IAW;r H,
FA a6 SR Sz meT fafr. R wgegda ¥
dag ool ot g wAWG & A, wAgy ¥
fafeer oteifre frame & ¥ 7wTT otefrm
ufirer 71 frdt & d9e w1 owetey ol d, S
AT ORI AT 16-1-2001- FT STOr FHT W |

[#. @@-11012/53/97-%r% = (§-1)]
uw. U§. T«r, 93¢ qfyd

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001

Ll
5.0. 271.~In pursuance of. Section 17 of the Industri
Disputes, Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Governmen
herebv publishes the award of the Central Government In
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as show-x in the Anneéxure i
the Industrial Dispute boiween the employers in relatton to
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the manugement of Mils. Jet Air Ltd, and their workman,
whicl: was reccived by the Central Government on 16-1-2001.

[No. L-11012/53 /97-LR.~(C-1)]
8. 8. GQUPTA, Under Secy.

HTAN
gael ot Fma meor sfawgs o D wlewrd
w3 g ot wfeecr @ a% fawsly

- #Y..f&, §. 6399

At wtw fqg « w4

YU T G T,

ST THT 9 ATE weOAvT qerEEst afas,

@/, 11U, gEa,

at fwf-110016

AT

T WY,

dz wy fafy,

ST O gree,

13, Fwafafe #Fey,

TIF 9,

7t fgs-110055

gufeqs : A1 e fag wfuga shfafa e qa
AT

FHFTF W) X W eferm T gar
wfufads :

L R S T I R
TH.-11012[53{97-57k. W=, (N .-1) Fesifwn
7-1-99 W@ R 9T 10(1) (%) T (2%) freefapag
faammey wer & rafvin &g Ml fer §

‘aar wAATT WMET A Wi awy ® faroao
WRE I FAE R FT om . s oy
FHBTL AT AT qAT Ig  I4%F T Y arlig &
frafhe fhr oo ofsq & 5 afe =i ot 2o e
fag w® wEww g1

2 9 ¥ OGS BT F AT WAWINT A
feat® 23-2-99 & wiEw gror wow fafas sl
fraor Rg AMew @&tk  wdw amrr
s T Afew q9F ¥ FRfY oY fraifeq fafy ex
Safer w0 gAT (WA W KT HR ¥ dww wfawe
sfafafy & Sufere go avg B fufaw = F
afiwre frem wgw w0 fear o ow s
fatifinr 19-12-2000 g0 wdFT F foreg wrgafla
ARy 2 o W owdw afw g qar oaw
wfufrds wifte fed o 3g gefes Berr oo
IE e ¥ wg Wl Fer & R mdwee
A W o faw F A ww Pt e fan
Frf foam & Al w9 wfufvir ot seme i
fFr a3

VYT T TG el 10,3001/ 21,1922 601
e Tt ot g e bt gy

g gz wew faor v & fF gfufarn =
fraifa wfaai Sty oomic w1 9% e HEER
LT A S I
fei® : 8-1-2001

&, o, 2T, SIsET afasrey

a5 fxeet, 17 w984, 2001

¥, W, 272 ~—¥ifrE faaw swhif,
1947 (1947 &1 14) F WRT 17 F wywow ¥,
#0 AT Had @€ oA fa, % gawmaw &
Fag frieat o T wAETY & dre, wady ¥
fafewe sfifie faare & 00 eere sifoyfie
afewcr 7€ festt & 9w 1 wEfos w8, W
T T KT 16-1-2001 FT ST AT 97 |

[8. wa—11012/54/07-urk, w7, (#-1)]
oR; UM, T9n; wa #@fEa

New Delbi, the 17th January, 2001

S.0. 272.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indusirial
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), -the Central Government
hereby publishes -the award of the Central Government In-
dustrin] Tribunal, New Delhi ns .shown in the Annexure in
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in “relation to
the moamagement of M[s. Jet Air Ltd. and ‘their workman,
which was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001.

[No. L-11012/54/97-IR(C-11]
5. 5. GUPTA, Under Sccy.

A

T AT Fwy wor ofmememm o fiEwe uf‘wri‘r.
FET T RO whepor 0 oad el
ar.. fa. & e4/90
= ¥9¥ fgg 7 wa
I T I AR,
HT AT YE WG FEANT sqeAE g fra,
d. /=Y. 11, gRe,
TE fassf-110016
THH

T FTARIY,

R W .

13, wHgfafs @y,

qE qqY

7% feh-110055

wfeae © oft fre fag wfesr shiffs © seada
[WE A

FHEC AT WL F wE yrfert H gaw



A TR & N7 wAEy & ARw dEav
ue.-11012/54/97-mrs, X, (#.1) feaifea
7-1-99 & Hwia wrr 1o0(1)(w) " T (2%)
freafafes famrer sw & agfelg g fRdfoa
fgar & .—

‘gt FHETO ®WSA Fr ;M AT gE ¥ faw ng
qTH BHT FHEI @y de T 4. @7 dyr FAEL
AAT ST A4T Iv8 94% faaree & ardw o faafag
frgr oo sfam &; afy @ @ war fw aifer fao
WA wrasgE & 77

2. 8T8 &% OofiHa FTT & qFATT HWGTA F1 fEAiw
23-2-99 & nmawm gro avd fafay afegraa fagor
gg fer afd Wored o Wl w8 R AR
Mfew & ey o fafe gv guferr adff gor o
saeuaa w1 T & Hee ufusa wiafafa @ gafea
gu awg 4 fafya w0 H sfuwead fraor gwga
gt fFar WA wEw fEAtfes 19-12-2000 ara
FHere & favg uwuefly sae) B @y &1 maAw
qifed gw1 aar iz wiufrig afe fed 9 €g
grfirm fear AT | Ul aw ¥ g wdw dar d
fr g #7 % w9 faarr ® A g, =
frarmieny wA faar w1 faare & fafm w0
sfufaoig wifed fiear sar &

AW ag wRW frar o § 5 wfufoig &
fautfor sfyai @owTT &Y I8 grU qTAOGF  wr Ay
qF Wit @

faqi®s 8-1-2001
F.uer . sfmrmag, Qe gfvs

af fgodt, 17 STERI, 2001

F1. @, 273 —~—d#rnfis  faarg  afofas,
1947 (1947 &T 14) & U 17 & {0 X,
5w g@R dad ST une fafr, & gwadw &
dag fawl @1 9T FHETH F @, Ay A
fafesz afaifis faam & &= e b
siferpcer 78 feelt & g &Y iR wT &, S
#efyg T 1 16-1-2001 FI T0q AT T |

[§. wa—11012/55/97-%1%. ;<. (W-)]
TeoUHo T, I AT

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001

5.0. 273.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial
Dispules Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government
hereby publishes the award of the Centra]l Government In-
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as ghown in the exure jn
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in telation to
the management of MJs. Jet Air Ltd. and telr workman,
which-was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001,

[(No. 1-11012/35 f#7-TR(C-1)}
8. 8. GUPTA, Under Secy.
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| ﬁ;ﬁ'_“_ S T
grer off Fwg maor sfereaw ¢ feriA g
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. w14, THER,
¢ fawdr-110016 1
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sz ume fafyg,,

Jr  UmT grae,

13, FHfadY #rew,

qqh 7,

g fasi-110055 |

afbad : oft wfrae fag wivgn  wfafafy seeada
Y O3T ¥

. TR AT W AW grfad 74 gar

siafada -

FEY AT & UW AT w WIRW  §EAT
(¥r. 1) fraifee
7-1-99 ¥ #ada ara 10(1)(H) T (2F)
frafafan faqraresz g & ambele 3
fefma fear & —

‘g FHATE G0ST Ay wht #) get § Ruoag
18 %7 FAMY F1 Az wAT f7. T Aar sHEwC
AMT WY JAT I IAH S ¥ arde & frafer
fegr g Ifaw 2 ; afe gt & #ar fEw By sy
T gragFar ¢ ¢

2. A8 ¥ TAFT FE & qUNT AIATH  F7
feata 23-2-99 & sRw gra wed fafay #AfiwraT
faawor g3 Afew sl d9eed woe 99T w1 aHwTL
qrany Mfeq fodr o fafa gz gafera =& gar
THAT F1 AR ¥ Faw Afusw shrfafe & gekea
gu qwyg ok fafaq e ¥ afiwrsa fagcer s
gl fFar wm: giwm fdifed 19-12-2000 grar

‘s & favg usgefm waardt fRR WY w1 oW

aifed gaT qar arm miufolr ofd Al s 89
g fRar T 0 udE ded ¥ a4 FAT Zar 2
fF FwreaY fawe & oY =fa a9t § o favaress
wer faqr w5 faare & fafg &0 #fufadg wh
g qita fEqe Smar g
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ant &g e fewr wrar & f5 owlufvia &y
fraifa sfeat 309 v &1 99% 4ro A e
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&, @@, drare, ferim afosrdy
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VTR BT T BRIty 10,200 1(ATW 21,1923 603

e e e o e it e gt e e Jp—

wE fadft, 18 WHaQY, 2001

.97, 74 = A0 faame wfufemg, 1947
(1947 &1 14) & urr 17 F ALAW F,  Fwpr
geTe qfrwd @R, e & udgdd & @9x Gde
6 AR I FAF F AT, wRaw ¥ fAface
HEfre faare § ofrd wfasor wEr & 99
#1 gy wfr g S Fhr gR A 17-1-2001
[ AT FAT 4T

[do u. 41011]11/9 4= ATL. (ar-1)]
T TAR, e AfTFy

New Delhi, the 18th Januvary, 2001

§.0. 274—In pursuance of Scction 17 of the TIndustrial
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Governmant
hereby puhlishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, Kota
as shown In the Annexure in the I[ndustrizl Dispute belween
the employers in relation to the management of Western
Railway, hota and their workman, which was reccived by
the Central Government on 17-01-2001.

[No. L-41011/11/94-IR(B-T)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer
. 3F!;E{FET
woramefi, SRR AR Ea v R e
TYsrfa wimrdr-sf 73w w2 wrady, TR uE R uw.
fHAW FFET FAGE  AY A0, ~23]95
feaw wnfd @ 21-8-95
THT: WT FTHN, A9 H{A@E, Ag fRedt &
TR 9T UA, 4101111/ 94-%TE AT,
(fr.-mrf.) fzAtH 17-8-95
frdw wrada gwr 10(1) (7)
arifrs et wifraw, 1947

Heq

fefasram aRdy, wfeaw W3 T ARy afws,
T |

—-ardf afas dfqas
oF

1-fedt fis didw q3IT (£) ;g
2-NHCA AANTY, THHGIAHI, LAWY |
33T W OF, Frzq IAF, 0T |
~-grdiau g
FIfEqT

wrdf srfgw gfaga 2y o & afafafin- v o, 9 wnac
s feftad # oA g afTtir— off w9, wal
siyfrda fsats: 18-12-2000

: wfufaig

T ATHTL, AR d@Ad, FF fgoHy, gror w9
gRr HRW M. 17-8-95 & a0 frex Py,

st faam zrfirf_ﬁ;q#, 1947 ® T 10(1)
(%) & wads @ wafawrer 1 Afufwad g -
fog fxar a0 g e

“Whether the action of the Dy. Chief Project
Manager(E), Railway Elcctrification, Baroda, the
Genera] Manager, Central, Org, Rly. Electriflcation,
Allahabad and the D.R.M., Westcrn Railway, Kota
in not regularising and _ absorbing the workmen
Annexed in list A In permanent vacancies In open
line 1s just and fair? If not, what relief the
concerned workmen are entitled to and from what

date ?

(1) Sh. Kunj Behari R Working under DSK(RE) Kota
(2) Sh. Rajendra Kumar R -do-

(3) Sh. Laddolal N ~do-

(4) Sh. Tck Bahadar 3 ~do-

(5) Sh. Sudhir Kumar L ~do-

(6) Sl Kan Singh K -Jdo-

(7) Sh. Prayag Narayan R -do-

(8) Sh. Sayed Sajid Al -do-

(9) Ramjilal G Under § &T Kota
(10) Sh. Bhanwar Singh G -do-

(11) Sh. Dinses Sharma D -do-

(12) Sh, Sakhbahader K under ORE/Kota
(13) 8h, Prcmchand P -do-
(14) 8h. Ramyad G Elect.
(15) Sh. Mahaveer Prasad C -do-
(16) Sh. Mukesh Kr. V ~do-

(17) Sh. Laddoolal 11 in manning at

Agra
(18) Sh. Girish Kumar J
(19) Sh. Shiv Bali Singh R under JOW(RE)
Kota at Agra.”

2-frdw Py, wmrfgEer § s @Y g
o ezt f6d I guees gwwet Y oguar fafu-
a7 ®F d Pasrard wfr frg g Y q@f £ s &
FII-HGT HeAAaT Tega fEd %

I-UR qaATFAT I 90 A ZeqEAT 7 e

wrgf w7 fraw oY, qCy g Wz ¥ @ wew

Tga A&t W wf, A owr Al Afuwrr gefeay
gC & o 71 &Y gad wmfuwy wivfvir gro %
yfmged aren & wwe fwar Wt @ ) gty ®
agAwT ¥ gFe  glav § fF wreffoer gro
INFaE f5. 18-11-99 ¥ AMWR @d% 99T SIrar
W g 9eg U 5w aw W v wwr fedy aER
' ogreng 78wt owft &, sAmesr S
gy gArgd & aft qardt  frgies

T AT T o A aver 9egw A FC Wl mrew
wArd & o

4-TZT AF ¥ T vy T qReasdy w7 oo0a-
dwa fear agr 1 gfs wrdfir afas g w s
& weifir frdmfaam § wga 9% Qe &
wegfte 7 A anw PedY 9w o we @ e

T o i Al Peni o 3 A wiwoe gz
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qed w1 qf waE @ § Far wadt fdew A
dre ¥ o seffan & wAm iR weEiwE W@ g,
wer: qrft s, sl fidtew 7 gelifog frem-
faqm H & w9 9w Ad F wfysdy 7@ 2
Hre gagae wfufalne P see 2

wfufada o fa«i®  18-12-2000 Ff G
aefamer & grar vt fag fegeegwRe wRiEa
guRe F Fwmard fastqnr Tid

‘ wAW AE qUAdY, e, wier

7% faeely, 18 A, 2001

. #w. 275 ~-q@ifas  faaw st
1947 (1947 &1 14) & & 17 F TqWW H,
ety gvER q® T 4% 7, FER AT
weydd & @93 feasl 9 gEs FAIRE & 419,

wagy ¥ (afesz  ateifer fage ¥ oaw oroEg
FEE®, FTA SE & GHE & AFdE
FeAr &, WY FET G F O17-1-2001 il
qreg g1 AT |

[€. va~12012[77/2000-7TE =< (A1) ]
wAg FAF, Sew wiaw

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001

§.0. 275.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial

isputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government
hereby publishes the award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode,
Kerala Slale as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial
Dispute between the employers in relation to the manage-
ment of Lord Krishna Bank Ltd., Kaloor, Kochi and their
workman, which was received by the Central Government
ocn 17-1-2001.

[No. 1.-12012 /77 /2000-1R(B-1)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

IN THE LABOUR COURT, KOZHIKODE, KERALA
STATE

Dated this the 29th day of November, 2000
I'RESENT :
Skri B D. Thankachan B.A., B.L., Presiding Officer.
1.D. (C)1/2000
BETWEEN

The Deputy General Manager,
Lord Krishna Bank Ltd., Repd. &
Admimstration Office

T.dinn Express Buildfngs,

Kaloor, Kochi, 682017. .. Management.
AND

Sii M, Subraya Kamath,

Opp.: Sharada Press,

Car Street,

Mangalore (karnataka)-575001. .. Woikmuan,

— = W -

Representations:

Sri K. Bhaskaran Nair, Advocate,
Fozhikode : ..

AWARD

As per Government Order No. L-12012|77[2000/IR (B-I)
dated 21-6-2000 the Government of India referred an indusi-
vial dispute between the above parties to this court for ad-
judication and award, The issue referred for adjudication
way “Whether the action of the management of the Lord
Krishna Bank in dismissing the service of the workman Sr
M. Subraya Kamath with effcct from 5-6-1998 is justified?
If not, to what relief the workman is entitled to”.

For M anagement.

2, Pursuant to the reference, notice intimating the date of
posting ot the case jn the Labour Court was ﬁsucd to both
partics, Accordingly the mapagement appoared through
couansel. The workman has not appeared. en the case ¢came
up for copswdleration on 29-11-2000, the workman has not
appeared. The name of the workman is called, Absent. Since
the woiker has not appeared for prosecuting his case, T am
inclined to hold that the workman is not intcrested to pursue
the dispute any further and that there is no existing indust-
rial dispute betwecn the partics to be resolved.

3. In the result, an award is passed holding that there is
ng subsistipe industrial dispute between the parties to be ad-
judicated upon.

Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed bg' him,
revised, comiected and passed by me on the 29th day of Nov-
ember, 2000,

E. D. THANKACHAN, Presiding Officer
& fqeey, 18 F#gxdy, 2001

FT, - AT, 276 ~-Amnfrw faEmr wiafee,
1947 (1947 HT 14) ¥ &7 17 F WHTT F,
Fefrr e ardim fod &F, qrgR & gEewdd
¥ dgg fAWEY AT TTH FEAEA F ATH, AT H
fqfesz ATNfrs feae § FEW aER i
gfiEe Amge & 99§57 9Ffre wA § S A
TER FT 17-1-2001 FT ACT  FAUT 47

[, wa—-12012/221/2000-%E #re (d+1) |

am AR, ¥ wAfrwrd

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001

$.0. 276.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Centra] Government Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur as
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet-
ween the employers in relation to the management of
Reserve Bank of India, Nagpur and their workman,
which was received by the Central Gavernment on
17-1-2001.

[No. 1L-12012/221/2000-IR(B-1)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN-
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR

PRESENT :
Suri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer.
Reference No. : CGIT-312/2000
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Employers in relafion to the management of
Reserve Bank of India,

AND

Their Workman Smt. S. A. Saodckar.
AWARD

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New
Delhi by cxercising the powers conferred by clause
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of sec-
tion 10.of the Industrial Dispute Aot, 1947 has re-
ferred this dispute for adjudication vide order
1.-12012/221/2000/IR(B-I) dated 17-10-2000 on
the following schedule.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of Re-
gional Director for Maharashtra, Reserve
Bank of India, Nagpur is not to entertain
the genuine claim of Smt. Saodekar to the
post of Hindi Translator is legal, proper
and justified.? If not, to what relief the
said workman is entitled to and from what
date."

The dispute in this case was that Smt. Saodekar
was not appointed as Hindi Translator though she
was qualifled for it. The date was fixed today for
filing Statement of Claim by Smt. Saodekar.

- T have heard the Secretary of the Reserve Bank
Employees Association Shri S. M. Chepurwar and
Shri A. L. Nitnavare, Asstt, General Manager-
Reserve Bank of India, Nagpur. The Secretary of the
union has moved an application that after receipt
of this reference in the CGIT Court, at Nagpur the
Reserve Bank of India, management has apnointed
Smt. S. A. Saodekar to the post of Hindi Tyanslator.

As the workman has eot her special pay post in
the cadre of Clerk Grade M, ncw, the dispute has
setiled between the management and the worknsln.
Shri A. L. Nitnavare, represented that after failure
of conciliation report examination was conducted for
the post of Hindi Translator, She qualified thatt test

and- has therefore been appointed as Hindi Trans-
lator.

In the above circumstances the workman does not
press her claim for any other relief and has moved
an appHcafion today that the Jispute be treated as
closed. The management has no objection to the
prayer ‘made in the application by the workman
throughthe Secretary of the union.

ORDER

Smt, 8. A. Sandekar has been appointed as Hindi
Translator, The matter has settled hetween the man-
agement . and the workman. She is therefore not en-
titled fo any other reli=f.

The reference is disposed off accordingly.
Nated 1-1-2001

B. G. SAXENA. Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001

8.0. 277.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of
the Central ‘Govenrment Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur
as shown in the Annexurc in the Industrial Dispute
between the empoyers in relation to the managemeut
of State Bank of India, Nagpur and their workman,

which was received by the Central Government on
17-1-2001.

[No. L-12012/255/97-IR (B-1)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR

PRIESENT
Shri B, G. Saxcnu, Presiding Officer.
Reference No, CGIT-63]2000

Employers in relution to the management  of
Stete Bunk of Indin, Nagpur.

AND
Their Workman Shri Vinayak Undraji Borikar.

AWARD

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New
Delhi by cxcrcising the powers conferred by clause
(d) of Sub-scction {l) and Sub-scction ™ 2(A) of
section 10 of the Induostrial Dispute Act, 1947 has
referred this dispute for  adjudication vide  order
L-12012(255/97-IR(B.I) Dated 5-6-98 on the fol.
lowing schedule,

SCHEDULE

“Whether the dismissal of Shri Vinavak Undra-
ii Borikar, at the  State Bank of India,
Morshi Branch  w.ef.  22-5.95 by the
management of  State  Bank of TIndia
through Dy, General Manager|Asstt.
General Manager, Region-V, Zonal Office,
Nagpur js valid, justified, and legal? If
not, to what benefits the workman is entitl-

ed for and what directions are necessary
in the matter 7
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Vinayak Slo Undraji Borikar was appointed  as
meossenger on 12-8-73 in the State Bank of India.
H: was posted as messenger at Morshi Branch  in
district Amravati in the yeor 1994, On 22-3-94 the
chargeshest wis  submited  against him and six
charges under  paragraph  521(4) (¢) (d) (¢)
(f) (1) of Shastry Award were framed against him.
The Enquiry Officer submitted his report and final
order was passed on 17-5-95. He was dismissed
from service w.ef, 22-5-95,

Thc charges against him werc as under

(1) On 20-2-93 at 12,10 P.M. he assaulted
Shri Narayan lJane, Bank Guard, who was
on duty and caused fracture to his  right
hand last finger. He  was charge under
para 521(4) (c) (d) and (i) of Shastry
Award that is behaving riotous disorderly
and indecently in the premises of the bank,

(2) On 23-4.93 he entered into verbal alterca-
tion with Smt. Shobha Deshmukh, Water-
woman and threw a Savings Bank Ledger
on her.

(3) He was in the habit of abusing the collea-
gues after drinking wine in the bank pre-
mises and misbehaved with the people. He
came to the bank  drunk on 11-2-93,
12-2-93, 13-2-93, 20-2-93 and 23-4-93
and disturbed the working of the bank.

(4) Habitully indulging in
sence from duty,

unauthorised ab-

(5) He was granted an advonce of Rs. 300 on
16-7-93 to attend 2 wrilten test at Nagpur
on 18-7-93 ip connection with promotion
to the post of Record Keeper|Bill Collec-

.tor, but did not attend the written test.

(6) Habitually showing disregard of ordinary
requirements of decency and cleanliness in
person and dress wearing the bank’s uni-
form even whep not on duty,

Th: wotkman claimed that his termination was
unjustifiecd and he be reinstated. The management
filed written stotement on 4-8.98,

Shri S. B, Panse, Presiding Officer, CGIT Court
No, 1. Mumbai passed Award Part-1 on 22-12-98
and recorded finding that enquiry conducted against
the workman was against the principles of natural
justice. He directed the management to lead evi-
dence.  After that the manapgement produced  evi-
dence in this case. The  workman also examined
himself. The cross examination of the workman was
recorded on 22-9-2000.

Both the parties closed their evidence and the
management submitted the written argument, The
workman was also provided opportunity to submit
his writtca argunent. if any he wanted,,

On 11-12-2000 the workman represenied that his
coupse] has not come and another date be given to
him for argument. The case was adjourncd  to
15-12-2000. On 15.12-2000 the workman  Shri
Vinayak Borikar came with his counsel Shri Vacha-
sunder.  The counse]l did not file Vakalatnama and
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did not submit any written argument.  The  case
wng adjourned {o 26-12-2000 for arguments.

The Law Officer of the bank arpued the case for
managenient.  The workman  Vinayak Borikar him-
self argued the case. His counsel did not turn up
to argue the case,

I have heard the  arguments of the management
and the workmarn Shri Vineyak  Borikar and have
considered the entive oral and documentry cvidence
on rceord,

Shri Narayan Sjo- Vishvnath Jane, Ammed Guard
of Statc Bak of India, Morshi Branch, Distt, Amra-
vati had filed his affidavit on 18-1-99. He was cross
examined by Shri 5. V. Lapalaikar, representative of
the union of the workman.' His statement shows that
the workman Vinayak Borikar often used to quarell
with the members of the stafl and the customers. On
20-2-93 at 12 O'clock Shri Vinayak Borikar was us-
ing filthy language and was shouting in the bank. He
was drunk. He  stopped  Borikar from creating
nuisuncs, bui he did not listen to him. The work-
man Vinayak Borikar violently pushed him on the
grill of the gate and cansed injury to him. He was
medically examined. Dr. Dhole found a fracture in
the finger of his right hand. TIn cross examination
by the defence representative of the workman again
this witness represented that the workman Vinayak
Borikar was drunk. He was abusing. Shri Pandev,
the Branch Manager had asked him to remove him
out from thé bank., The workman had pushed him
on the gril of the main gate and caused fracture to
the right hand finger. Tt is:suggested to this wit-
ncss that he got fracture in his finger due to his acci-
dent with Motor Cycle. The witness  denied the
suggestion,

The witness of the management Sh, Devdutta also
supported the statement of  witness Shri Narayan
Jare, He stated that on 20-3-93 at 12 OFclock the
workinen Vinayak Borikar was under the influence
of liquor and had caused injury to Shri Narayan Jane
by dashing him to the gate of the bank. He further
stated that Rs. 1000 was sanctioned to Shri Narayan
Jane for his treatment on 25-2-93. He also stated
that one lady Smt, Shobha Deshmukh was assaulted
by the workman on 23-4-93, The workman  had
thrown the ledger book on her. Smt. Shobha Desh-
mukh  had given a written complaint to the
management about this incident on 23-4-83, The
workman Vinayak  Borikar was  arrested by the
police and on medical examination he was ound
drunk. The police had registered the case against
him under section 85(1) of the Bombay-Prohibition
Act. The case was registered at crime no. 88|93,
Workman Vinayak Borikar was arrested on 23-4-93
at 12.10 P.M. The witness further says that he
had himself seen the occurrence. Sh, Devidutta was
cross examined by the representative of the union of
the workman Shri Lapalikar,

Shri Vusant Slo Shri Laxmanrao is Farrash-cum-
Messenger, He stated thut on 20-2-93 at 12 O'clock
the workman Vinayak Borikar had pushed Shri Jane
at the gate and had caused injury in his hand, On
23-4-93 Borikar tried to assault Smt, Shobha Desh-
mukh with heavy ledger in the bank, Borikar wag
drunk.  On this jrcident the other members of the
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stafl had decided to go on strike if no action is tak- hand finger. The copy of the police record  has
ing against the Borikar by the management. He says also been submitted fo show that the case  under

that hc was at the distance of ten feet from the
workman, and has seen him misbehaving with Smt.
hobha Deshmukh., He further stated that the work-
man used to  come to the Bank after consuming
alcohol,

The statement of Smt. Shobha Deshmukh is also
on file. She had filed her affidavit on 15-1-99. She
was cross examined on 9-3-99. She denied the sug-
gestion that she has given false offidavit. She denied
the suggestion that she had not seen the Borikar rais-
ing the ledger upon her, In her affidavit she had stated
that. the workman Vinayak Borikar wanted to throw
the ledger upon her. She had. cried and shouted on
Borikar as to why he was atiempting to assault her.
Shc had submitted written  complaint to Branch
Manager same day, She had requested to the Branch
Manager to take action against  Vinayak Borikar.
The other members of the stafl had gathered and due
to this incident the work of bank could not start at
usual business hours.

Shri Vinayak Borikar, woikman  had filed his
affidavit on 20-7-2000. H: was cross examined on
22-9-2000. The workman stated that he is educat-
ed up to class 8th. He denied the suggestion that
he is in the habit of consuming wine. He says that
he does not know Narayan Jane. He had not push-
oral evidence in his defence.

From the statements of the above witnesses exa-
mined by the management, it is proved that the
workman Vmayak Borikar had caused injury to
Shri Narayan Jane on 20-2-93 at 12.10 PM. He
also tried to assault Smt. Shobha Deshmukh, another
employee of the bank op 23-4-93. He was also
found drunk during the working hours of the bank
on the above dates. Thus charge Nos. 1, 2 and 3
are proved against the workman. The documentry
evidence in support of the above charges has also

been produced as paper, Exhibit Nos, 29, 30, 37, 38°

and 72,

The workman had pleaded guilty .to the charges
Nos. 4 and 5 during the enquiry. For charge No. 6
Shri Devidutta has mentioned in his affidavit, para
8. that hc had written several lefters to the control-
ler rcgarding the conduct of the workman, He had
written letter H13{13 dated 21-12-91 regarding the
unauthorised ahsence of the workman. The work-
man used to wear the uniform 24 hours. The work-
man also tried to mark his aftendence on 11-2-93,
12-2-93 and 13-2-93. Hec was under the influence
of wine or these dates and was not permitted  to
work in the branch. In para 12 of his affidavit he
has stoted that Borikar did not attend the written
test after receiving Rs, 300 on 16-7-93. In cross
sxamination the statement of this witness has  not

seen challenged on these peints,

The wogkman argoed that he has been falsely im-
Yicated and he does not drink wine. The argument
f the workman has no force. The management has
ubmitted documents in support of the statements of
he witnesses. The medical certificate dated 20-2-93
sf» Dr;, Deepak Dhole has been filed to show that
shri Noravan Jane had received fracture in the right
57 61200112

‘section 110[{117. Bombay Police Act was registered
against the workman Vmayak Borikar. He — was
taken on custody on  23-4-93. Vinayak Borikar
was convicted on 11-7-91 for oflence under section
101117, Bombay Police Act and was convicted to
pay fine Rs, 50 and default thereof he was sentenced
to go three days simple impriscnment. These docu-
menis are Exhibit-3 and 4.

The =wir-as meng has submilled ruling Bank of
M Grtaslie and Others Vs, Om Prakash Malviya,
1997, LI LLJ, Sopplementry, Page 904. In this
ruling it is held by the High Court of Delhi that sec-
ton 10(1)B, Bapking  Regulation Act, ‘Bi-Partite
Settlement 1996 clause 19.2. 19.3(¢a), 19.3(b), an
employee of the bank, coming to the bank in drun-
ken condition and abusing Manager of the Bank.
The employee pleaded guilty before the  Criminal
Court for offence under Bombay Police Act. The
employec was found guilty of Moral Turpitude Bank
was justified in holding departmental enquiry and
dismissing employee from scrvice in exercise of the
powers under the Bank Regulation Act read with
Bi-Partite Settlemeént,

In the circumstances discussed '‘above the work-
man could nct produce any evidence to show that
the charges framed against him are false, The work-
man had no enémity with the Branch Manager or
any officia] of the bank. The statement of the wit-

esses produced by the management have supported

the charge framed against the workman. In these
circumstances the action of thc management of State
Bank of India in dismissing the workman Sh. Vina-
yak Undraji Borikar w.e.f. 22-5-95 is valid, justified
and Jegal, .

ORDER

The dismissal of Sh. Vinayak Undraji Borikar of
the State Baunk of India, Morsi Branch w.ef
22-5-95 by the management of State Bank of India
through Deputy General Manager|Asstt. 'General
Manager, Region V, Zonal Office. Nagpur is valid,
justificd and legal. The charges against the work-
man have been proved and he has been rightly dis-
missed from the service. The workman is therefore
not entitled to any relief claimed by him.

The reference is answered accordingly.

Dated : 3-1-2001

B. G. SAXENA. Presiding Officer

A% fredl, 18 Waady, 2001
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New De]hl 1he l81h January, 2001

S.0. 278.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In-
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947}, the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen-
tral Government Industrial Tribunal Nagpur as shown
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the
~mployers in relation to the management of State Bank
of India, Nagpur and their workman, which was re-
ceived by the Central Government on 17-1-2001.

[No. L-12012[322/97-IR(B-1)]

AJAY KUMAR. Desk Officer
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAZ GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR

FRESENT :

Shri B. G. Saxena,
Reference No.

Presiding Officer.
: CGIT-175/2000

Employers in relation to the management of State
Bank of India, Nagpur.

AND
Their Workman Smt. S. D. Hatekar
AWARD

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New
Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by clause (d)
of Sub-Section (1) and Sub-Section 2(A) of section
10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has referred
this dispute for adjudication vide order L.-12012]322]
97-R(B.T1) dated 28-8-98 on the following scheduie

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of State
Bank of India, Nagpur through Asstt. Gene-
ral Manager, Region II, Zonal office,
Kingsway, Nagpur not appointing to Mrs.
S. D. Hatekar as Assistant Cash Officer in

the State Bank of India, Khamgaon Branch-

is justified, proper and legal? If not, to
what relief the workman is =ntitled ?”

Mrs, S. D. Hatekar has mentioned in her statement
of claim that she was appointed as clerk in the State
Bank of India, alongwith Shri V. S. Nimbolkar, The
date of joining of both the employees was 01-01-1979.
She was senior to Shri V. S. Nimbolkar as she was
elder in age. Shri Nimbolkar has been appointed as
Asstt, Cash Officer from 10-5-94 and her claim for
appointment as Asstt. Cash Officer has been ignored,
“thoueh the post was created on 1-10-93, She has
claimed that she should be given promotion as Asstt.
Cash "Officer from 10-5-94,

The management of State Bapk of India dispu'ed
her claim on the ground that Smt. S. D. Hatekar was
senior to Shri V. S. Nimbolkar and was offercd higher
post in cadre appointmernt and an allowance carrying
post on 6-12-93. She was promoted as a Teller, She
refused her promotion vide her letter dated 10-12-93
on her personal -domestic reasons, She was thercfore
debarred for two years from promotion, bhur  later
on the period of two vears was rednced to one year
due to the revised policy of the department dated

[PART li SEc 3(11)]

12-2- 94 pertaining to in cadre hlgher appomtments
She had also not submitted any option for working
in sub zone and undertaking to work in cash depart-
ment upto 6-7-94,

As she was debarred for one year that is upto
6-12-94 on her refusal for promotion to the post of
Teller, the next senior person Shri V. S. Nimbolkar
was promoled as Asstt, Cash Officer w.f.e, 10-5-94,

She was again offered promotion to the post of
Head Clerk at Shengaon Branch of State Bank  of
India, but she refused to join on the post of Head
Clerkh.  Aguin she was debarred for one year,

The third offer of promotion to the post of Teller
was given to the her vide letter dated 21-3-97 at
Jalgaon Jamod Branch. Mrs. §, D. Hatekar refused
0 join this pot on 26-3-97.

Upto 23-1-1996, she did not raise objection against
the: promotion of Shri V., S. Nimbolkar. She made re-
presentation for her promotion on 23-1-96 and the
department had informed her the reason of not pro-
moting her from 10-5-94 as she was debarred from
promotion.

The statement of claim was submitted for Smt. S. D.
Hatekar through General Secretary, State Bank
Workers Organisation on 20-11-98 in CGIT, Court
no, 1 at Mumbai. The written statement was sub-
mitted by Asstt. General Manager, State Bank  of
India on 10-2-99 at CGIT Court no. 1, Mumbai.

This case was received by transfer from CGIT Corut
no. !, Mumbai and the information was sent to the
partics fixing 21-8-2000. The case was adjourned
t, 11-9-2000, 20-10-2000_. 11-12-2000, 20-12-2000
and 26-12-2000.

Neither the workman turned upto contest her case
nor any representative of the State Bank Workers
Organisation i.e, Union of the workman turned upto
contest the claim.

The order sheets of the CGIT Court no. 1 at
Mumbai also shows that the workman did not appear
in that court also after 18-6-99. Thus, the workman
or the representative of her union did not turn up in
the Court after filing of the written statement by the
bank on 10-2-99,

The management of the bank has submitted the
documents in support of the facts submitted in written
statement.

The workman did not submit the rejoinder to the
written statement. No affidavit or evidence has been
produced by the workman or the representative of her
union in support of the statement of claim,

The management has also submitted written argu-
ments on 26-12-2000.

I have considered the nrguments submittea by the
management of the State Bank of India and the docu-
ments produced in the court. No oral evidence hag
been produced in the case hy any paity. The lctter
dated 10-12-93 of Smt. S. D. Hatekar, dacument no. 2
is on the file. In this letter she has admitied that she
was given promotion to the post of Teller vida let'er
dated 6-12-93 by the management of State Bank of
Todia. She had informed the "Branch Manager, S'ate
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Bank of India, Agriculture Division, Branch Kham-
gaon that she does not accept the promotion as a
'l‘tﬁlqr, because her family life shall be disturbed and
the education of her son will be disturbed, On 10-12-93
the Branch Manager debarred her from promotion for,
two years. Later on the period of two years was
wquced to one year vide letter dated 10-12-93.

n 6-7-94 Smt. 8. D. Hatekar submitted her
option for in cadre higher apppintments and she gave
the choice of the undemoted three stations for her

pogting:

(1) Akola (2) Khamgaon (3) Nagpur Zonal'
Office. ‘

aue letter of the Branch Ma~-~2r bearing no 00494
dated 17-1-96 is on the file. ‘I'nis letter shows that
Smt. S. D. Hatckar was offered higher appointment
to the post of Head Clerk at Sheongaon,

'The letter H15/96|296 dated 27-1-96 shows that
SI‘Pt. S. D. Hatekar refused to accept her appointment
to the post of Head Clerk at Sheoagaon. She wag de-
barred for one year w.e.f. 25-1-96. This is document
no, 8. On 21-3-97 vide letter no. AGM : HI
AES : 0052611 dated 21-2-97, the Branch Manager
of the State Bank of India, Khamgaon informed her
that she has heen appointed as Teller on six months
probation at Jalgaon Jamod Branch. The letter dated
26-3-97 of Smt, S. D, Hatekar to Branch Manager,
State Bank of India, Khamgaon shows that she re-
fused to join as Teller at Jalgaon Jamod Branch due
ta her family problems. This letter of Smt. S, I
Hatekar at 26-3-97 document no. 10 is on the fife,

tter no, H15/406 dated 26-3-97 shows that sbe

as agein debarred from promotionfhigher appoint-

ent for a period of one year from 26-3-97,

rFrom the above documents on record, it is clear

e offer for appointment was sent by management
to the working woman, bul she refused her appoint-
ent to the higher post three times due to her family
oblem, In the aforesaid circumstances the action of
the management of the State Bank of India was justi-
in not appointing her as Asstt, Cash Officer on
-5-94 ‘as claimed by her. Her claim is baseless
and no relief can be granted to her.

ORDER

The action of the the management of State Bank
f India, Nagpur through Asstt, General Manager,
egion ITI, Zonal Office, Kingsway, Nagpur  not
ppoiting to Mrs. S. DD, Hatekar as Asstt.  Cash
cer in State Bank of India; Khameaon Brench as
aimed by her is justfietd, proper and legal, Mrs. 5. D.
atekar is not entitled to any relief.
| The reference is answered accordingly.
Date : 01.01-2001

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001

§.0. 279.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrinl Dispute’ Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of
Industrial Tribunal Kota as shown in the Annexure -
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in
relation to the managément of Western Railways,
Kota and their workman, which was recejved by the
Cenéral Goverrment on 17-1.2001.  ° :

[No. L-41011]25/94-IR(B-1)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer.
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dear TA. 41011]25/94wemre. (Y. wik.)
fei®w 28/8{95
fadwm wegda ara 10(i) (w)
safE  faemx wtafaos,
wex

febrrse A afire Tk wAwE aferr B,
 —urdf =fis gfama

1947

uq
Pt H Stoaz AT () waTas, IR
(wsrery)
~rdf fedaE

qafeqs

wrff sifr g o 0y afafyin oy g ¥ AET
wapft frayes & sz ¥ gl o~ oA, . i
wfafta frbe 18/12{2000

wrftrfree

W R, 9% Aawmy wf faedY aro emd
Ser WRW . 28/8[e5 ¥ Af@ faer fadw Framy,
syavfes frr wiafeam, 1947 € 8w 10(1) ()
¥ wwol gy Fawiamr By wiafidard efee e
wgr ¥



6lg. THE GAZRTTE OF INDIA ; FEBRUARY 10, 2001/MAGHA 21, 1922

[PArT T1—SEC. 3(iD)]

“Whether the action of the Rpnway = Admnistration
through -the Dy. Chief Project Manager (R.E.)
Baroda, Central Manager(E) Centrul Organisation of
Railway Electrification, Allahabad and the DRM,
Western Railway, Kota m not regolarising ond
absorbing the workmen C(Annex.) 13 legal and
justified ? If not, what relief the concerned workmen
are entitled to and from what date ?".—

(1) Sh. Shiv Ball Singh IOW(RE), Kota

(2) Sh. Sukhbinder Smgh a0-

(3) Sh. Lallu Lal «do~

(4) Sh. Rembeer PWIHREY Kota
(5) sh. Islamuddin o~

(6) Sh. Mohd: Hanit -do-

(7} Sh. Charan Singh DEE(RE), kota

(8) Sh. Narain Singh o~
(9) Sh, Mukut Singh dp-"

2. ™ farra, FrmiARer ¥ owred @1 g oo
o fod ok qres TR I @ g fafie
* & favard mft P gz OFT oET A AR ¥ owey
W wetdEw Aegm vl AR

3. Wt wEt ared &7 @Y gerdws T wnew

wrft eafrua oY, og TER e ¥ B gew qEgA

gt A vy s wr Y gdy wiuqa aftibe gro W
qfRgFr BTTT BY S%T fRaT TuT B ovarh & owa-
Wiy X wee e § B osrdfer are sv seterd
fe. 18/11/90 & wwmare wng fomr wmr gt & ERG
o & ww At A gren e wwroah vy A}
FOAT W4T ¥, WEANRAT WK JET @R AT Y. o
wardt fdtars ofr o ¥ o A wrey REJT AT 7T
WG wEE gy Yy wdy | |

4. agg qEEd #Y G vl x qmeet w5 wa-
e R mr o Aafe s wfs gw Yy HIT
¥ wAlfas fdw frare # megy s R AT ¥ grgfie
% owi ww Pedr wwre =y UEIT F AT FAA FT
satfog =Y feur e & AR wfadaar amy wr ot
warE qr & aqr wardf frdrae o o & v medt
T OFC FAN Gokrar wefvEd vee R, waandt s
T qedt i & A wne S w0 a1 e
W Y AR R wafing M s

wlafvdg wra feaw 18/12/2000 %Y g& ~arr-
fasa # g war fay Proatga aafay quER
w RENS ATty sa g

t‘.am' % Amadr, (T,
#§ faselY, -18 Fa ), 2001

WAL 280 ~3eifTF Pram witbm, 1947
(1947 w7 a4) o mrr 17 ¥ WIEW ¥, d=dfry
WORR ofvend W e ¥ wewdw & wam S
AN ¥ FHFRE F Ay, madn § frfee HR P

P e —. L s
Fft ¥, Wt AT A 17-1-2001 WY AT PAT
qr |

[& um-41012/155/96mF. =R (d-1)]
warg FA, fex wiowrd
New Delli, the 18th January, 2001

S.0. 280.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Government hercby publishes the Award of
Industrial Tribunal Kota as shown in the Annexure
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in
relation to the management of Western Railways,
Kota and their workman, which was received by the
Central Government on 17-1-2001.

[(No. L-41012|155-96-1R(B-1)]
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer.
T J
el S sty [l maTe
onfta wfterrly oY AW @ qrEd), W oE.H.ON.
frrdwr srweor wwbe ot AT 2897
feats ofam @ 21/11f07
TG AT ORI WA Hawg wf faedt & widw
geyr o, 41012]155/96mrk wT. (Y)
fatm  22/8/97
frdwrwrmier wT 10(1) (W)
stefre frarg wiufow, 1947
ey
A gra §F fefawas A o o &, 6. wren
e AT T
od
€t fafromer 2wd, #oT Aeedt Tod Wy
———yyrdf s
Iufean
oot gfaw A A ¥ afefaf—— st o 5Y de

wardt fadreme Ay s § afafafa — sitog. & ol
wiufaotr featw - 18/12/2000

. mifirfreiy
W AUER, W8 AR Ny faeelt g maey
I wleguar maw fx. 22/8/97 & Fmr fawr

fader faam ovafow fram wfufos, 1947 % aror

10(1) (%) & wowta wa Awrfgsor wy wfafiotand
weifyg fwagr o § —

“Whether the action of the Rlaiway Adminmtartion
through D.R.M, Western Railway, Kota in removing
the workspan Shri Devkinandan, G, ex-casual labour
working under P.W.I, (North) Gangapurcity w.ef.
1-6-74 and not teking -him in employment iq pre-~
ference to now faces is fair and just 7 If net, what

relief the econeerned workme~ is entitled o
from what date” and
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ST T Ttori WO 10,2001/ 41,1022 ‘ 81t

T 2 fadw frame emfw o S gy ax G-
T IR qEErd & gaar fafgew wa § 9wy
Ty fit a7 A gAY Y A AR AR
wegw R @

3.mwcrarmﬁm?rumﬁwrawmwﬁﬁwv

o, qoy FEt A & FrE www sew W@ # o,
a0 @q gt sfes gufese gar § Wi o ) 99%
ggga gfafafe oo *1f giagwe sror @ oaEd
qa@ar T g qAEdl & ggAET § T gar §
for wrdf qmr grer 9wy SASAT . 26-5-99% fr@™
gaa faar S@c @ oo oo W e
A ST ALY Ry U §, WorETwY  guAl ey
ware ¥ W | st frdrees WY et & W Fw
qreg SR A% BT WIAT |y WA BT

4. ugR oAwTd oY @it w7 gt ®rowa-
wree fwar war v dfi wrdft oafes #Y W &
geifod W faare & geavg & weqq #3m gaive 0
ggfic # Wk anw fedr R WY TR ORI
¥y W gt G fear war ¢ s mfwda 9%
wTey &7 QU W Tgr & gy sndf fedens oY T
& oft anff $71 svq uwfwdre ox weitse W@, A
wrdf sifiw, somdf fadiew & ewifyr fraw fram
¥ wv sy swrem A &0 owfwrd wdf ¥ S o
ware & swerre wfufl feue s &0

“yfufaolr st fgis 18-12-2000 & g AT
fawor & grur T )

CREW W quEdY, FTed
a¢ Faesy, '8 ®Rady, 2001

¥T.}1, 28 U—NAIfF faarw wfafaw, 1947
(1047 =71 14) & @ 17 F wygw@r # FAw
aerR afelt gt @R, Aemge ¥ wdada ® G99
friysr et Al &% wAFRT & W, AqEg § faface
sffrs frae # F0w e stafrs wiveo
qrrge & TwvE wY wpfoa & 4, A Fata gowT
% 17-12001 T AT FAr A1)

| [¥.uA@.-41012] 241/ 997 T, (-1)]
wag gAY, o8 wfesrd
 New Dclhi, the 15th January, 2001

S.0. 28].—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute  Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Government hereby -publishes the rAward of
the Centra] Government n&ustrial Tribunal|Labour
Court, Nagpur as showp in the Annexure in the
[ndustrial Dispute between the employers in relation
to the management of South  Eastern  Railways,
Nagpur and their workman, which -was received by
the Ceatral ‘Government on 17-1-2001.

_{No. E-41012]241{99-IR (B-T
‘ AIAYP KUMAR, geskéﬂce)x']

-21-9-2000, 27-9-2000 were fixed.  The:
-did not turn 13? Nobody fromthe side of his union

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE-CENTRAL -GOVERNMENT
. INDUSTRIAL 'TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR

PRESENT :

Shri B, G. Saxena, Presiding Officer.
" Reference No. CGIT-13]2000

Employers in relation to the management of
South Eastern Railway, Nagpur

-»-AND
Their Workman Shri Ashwajit Badge,
AWARD

“The Central- Govetnment, Ministry of  Labour,
New Delhi by excrcising thc powers conferred by
clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) and Sub-Section 2(A)
of the Scction 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947
has referred this dispute for adjudication vide order
L-41012(241]99IR(B-I) Dated 23|24-12-1999 on
the following schedule.

- -SCHEDULE

“Whether the "action of the management of
the Divisional Railway Manager,  South
Eastern Railway, Kingsway Nagpur in
denial of ecmployment to Shri Ashwajit
Badge, Ex-Casual Labour in Group D’

- Category is legal and justified 7 If not, to
what relief the said werkman is entitled ?”

In this reference the statement of claim was filled
by the workman Shri-Ashwajit Badge on 28-3-2000.
The management has submitted written statement on
29-5-2000. The case was adjourned to 22-6-2000.
The workman absented himself on this date. After
that 12-7-2000, 24-7-2000, 28-7-2000, 16-8-2000,
workman

appearcd in

is case. The advocate also did not
‘appedr to

conduct the case' for  workman. Thus,

~neither the workman is - appearing in’ the case nor

any representative of the workman is appearing to
contest the case,

On 22-6.200G the date 12-7-2000 was fixed for
the cvidence of the workman, but after 22-6-2000

neither the warkman appeared nor any cvidence was
produced by him,

On 14-11-2000:the date was again fixed for filing
affidavit, but the workman did not submit any affi-
davit or documents in support of his claim. The
case was adjourned Jo 12-12-2000 and 4-1-2001, but
the workman did not file any atfidavit in support of
his claim. Itis therefore clear that the ‘workman is
regularly absenting from 22-6-2000 and no-evidence
has been produced by him in support of his claim.

’I:he counsel for D.R.M., South'Eastern Railway,
‘lslhn den Lambat is present. His argument were
‘heard. .

It is argued by the -couns:l that the workman has
produced the forged identity card regarding his ap-
pointment. In’ the -affidavit of Shri J. S, Sukhdeo,
Asst. Personal Officer of  South Eastern Railway,
Nagpur which is filed by the management, it is men-
‘tiened. that- the-workman Ashwajit Bagad'a was nol
appointed by the 5. E. Railway.  His name does got
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appear in the list of casual labour dated 20-6-1981.
He is  thercfore mot entitled to any retrenchment
compansation,

No other counter affidavit or document has bteen
filed by the workman in rebutial,

In view of the above facts the workman is himself
avoiding to contcst the case after filing Written State-
mant by the management.  The workman has not
submitted any evidence in support of his statement
of claim. The action of the mavagement in denying
employment to Ashawajit Bagade, Ex-Casual Labour
in group ‘D’ is therefore Iegal and justified.

ORDER

The action of the management of Divisional Rail-
way Manager, South Eastern  Railway, Kingsway,
Nagpur in denial of employment 1o Shri Ashawajit
Bagde, Ex-Casual Labour in Group ‘D’ category is
legnl and justified,

The workiman is not entitled tc any:‘rclief.
The referepce is answered accordingly.
Dated : 4-1-2001

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer.

ak fzedY, 18 Faady, 2001

WT.|T. 282——WWITTF. faam@ mfafaaw, 1047
(1947 %1 14) ® &7 17 & wigw ¥, &4
R WIEAT WA & waedw & e frdvaat
R g% ®wAFRT & 7, wqdw § falwe atefre
faamy ¥ Wdvy weare ANTRE sfgweon)aw e,
AT B GNE WY ONEwT0q wy g Sy G
AT Y 17-1-2001, F7 TlF goi0 a1 o

[¢. 7. ~22012]5 1 4/ 99-~1I]
uF. Y. . &qqq, e wiread

New Delhi. the 16th January, 2001

$.0. 282 —In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial  Tribunal/Lakour
Court, Lucknow, as shown in the Annexure in the
Industrial Dispute betwesn the cmployers in relation
to the management of F.CI. and their workman,

which' was received by-the Central Government on
17-1-2001.

"IN, L—22012/514/99—C-[I] )

N ¥, mroravAN, Desk Officer

_song best known to it,

ANNEXURb
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN-

DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT,
LUCKNOW

PRESIDING OFFICER : RUDRESH KUMAR.,
ADJUDICATION

BETWEEN

The Secrefary,

Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Karmchari Sangh,
5-6, Habibullah Estate,

Hazratganij,

Lucknow (U.P.).

AND

The Sr. Regional Manager,
Food Corporation of India,
5-6, Habibullah Estate,
Hazratganj,

Lucknow (U.P.).

By reference No. L-22012/514,/99/IR(CM-1I),
dated 6-7-2000, the Central Government in the
Ministry- of Labour, in ¢xercise of powers conferred
by clause (d} of the sub-section (1) of section 10 of
LD, Act, 1947 made over this industrial dispute bet-
ween The Secretary, Bhartiyn Khadya Nigam Karam-
chari Sangh and Sr. Regional Manager, Food Corpo-
ration of India, Lycknow for adjudication. The re-
ference is re-produced as under:

“Whether the action of the Management of FCE
in not giving promotion panel of 1983 to
Ajay Kishore und not placing him in bet-
ween the seniority No. 230 and 231 at zonal
seniority of 1997 is legal and justified If
not, to what relief the workman is entitled?”

1. Present industrial dispute was raised by the
State Sccretary, Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Karmchari
Sangh, espousing the cause of Mr. Ajay Kishore.
During the proceeding before this Tribunal, it was
brought to notice that the union is no longer inferest-
ed in espousing the cause of Mr. Ajay Kishore. Ac-
cordingly, a notice was issued to Mr. Ajay Kishore

10 make the position clear. He appeared before this

Tribunal on 16-11-2000 and desired to contest his
case.” An application was also filed seeking his sub~
stitution at the place of unjon.

2. Mr. Ajay Kishorc iz not legally entitled to be
substituted as workmian in this adjudication, as he
has no locus standi, This industria] dispiute i raised
by the union. He is. an aggrieved person and may
raise the dispute himself. Since” the union for rea.
decided mot to espouse his
cause, so belatedly in the middle of the proceeding,
Mr. Ajay Kishore should not be deprived of oppor-
funity to. seek ‘fedressal of his cause, on technical
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pleas Accc;rdjnély, the reference is not adjﬁdicattd
on merit and is returned.

Award accordingly.
Lucknow, 6-12-2000

RUDRESH KUMAR, Presiding Oificer

af faesdy, 23 weady, 2001

% .47, 283.—-drifrE faar wfafiaw, 1947
(1947 w1 14) W gy 17 & wRW H, I
wFR g dr.ew. & wdgda & ddw et
A GF FAR & @7, yAAy § fafase ohayfre
fra & ¥ gwr Aafrs whswss ~wr-
¥ wiage & T4 w aFfrr s g oo Al
T@ER #T 22-1-2001 FYLHIT ERT AT )

[¢.qe . ~22012/208] 9 7-d1-11]

ux .9y, %waw, soF wigwrd

New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2001

S.0. 283.—In pursnance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen-
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the
Central Government Industrial  Tribunal/Labour
Court, Nagpur, as shown in the Anncxure in the
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation
to the management of W.C.L.. and their workman,

~which was received by the Cenfral Government on
22-1-2001.

[No. L-22012/206/97-C-HI]
N. P. KESHAVAN, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN-
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR

PRESENT :

Shri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer.
Reference No. : CGIT-172/2000

Employers in relation to the management of
w.C L4

AND
Their Workman Shri Sewakram.

AWARD

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour,
New Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of
Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has
referred this dispute for adjudication vide order
1L-22012/206/97-IR(C-II) dated 16-7-98 on the
following schedule.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Sub-Area Manager,
Pipla Mine, P.O. Pipla, Dist. Nagpur(MS)
in dismissing the workman Sh. -Sewakram
S/0 Khemchand, Ex. Tub Loader of Pipla
Mine, resident of Datala Fast, P.O. Junar-
deo, -Dist. Chhindwara (MP) from 24-6-96
is justified ? If not, to what relief and bene-
fitg is to by granted to the workman con-
cerned ?” ,

This reference wag sent to CGIT, Court No. 1,
Mumbai, The first date fixed by the court was 15-9-98.

"The workman in this case was represented by Shri

Ramkishan Pal, Joint Secretary, BKKDMS Union.
The case was fransferred 1o CGIT Court, Nagpur in
Juns, 2000.

The notices were sent to the parties and the case
was fixed for 18-8-2000. Nobody appeared from the
side of workman. The casc was again adjourned to
4-10-2000, 30-10-2000 and 4-12-2000. On 4-12-2000
the telegram wag received from Shri Ramkishan Pal
for adjournment. Today ie. on 8-1-2001 the case
wag taken up at 12.50 P.M. Neither the workman
nor any other representative of the Union appeared
to conduct the case for the workman,

I have heard the representative ‘of the management
of WCL. Shri Rajiv Sharma. In this case the work-
man was dismissed from service by the management
of Sub-Area Manager, Pipla on 24-6-96. The work-
man Shri Sewakram $/0 Shri Khemchand was Tub
loader in Pipla Mine at Nagpur.

Shri Rajiv Kumar Sharma argued that the work-
man remained absent from duty from 1-7-91 tc
30-6-92. The chargesheet was submitfed against him
on 15-1-93. The workman was represented during
the enquiry by co-worker Shri R. P, Nag.
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The Deputy Personnel Manager Shri Rapv Kumar
Sharma represented that the workman was provided
with the copy of the proceedings of the enquiry on
day to day basis and the representative of the work-
man had cross examined the witnesses.

" The Enquiry Officer found the workman guilty for
‘being habitually absent thhout any reasonable cause
from 1-7-91 to 30-6-92. He was dismissed fiom ser-
vice vide order No. SAM/PU/Dismissal/93/386
dated 25-6-93. The ma.uagcmcnt in his Written ' State-
ment has also mcntlonad that the workman only for
81 days from July, 1991 to June 1992, In Septem-
ber, 1991 he did not work for ‘any day. . In"March,
1992 he worked for one day only. In April, 1992 he
worked only for one day. In October, 1991 he work-
ed only for one day. The details of the atfendance of
“the workman' and the list of absentees are shown in
’.the Written' Statement filed by the managemcnt dated
'9.1198,

- The Deputy Personnel Manager’ argued that the
workman was provided full opportunity during the
‘enquity proceedings o produce evidence in his de-
fence, but failed to submit any evidence in support
of his unauthorised absence.

In"view of the above facts the workman has not
submitted any document o show that the action of the
managément” was unjustified.

- "Coﬂhideﬁnﬁ the evidence vn record, the aection of
the management for dismissing the workman from
24-6-96 is justified.

ORDER

The ‘action 6f the management of the Sub Area
Manager, Pipla Mine in dismissing the workman Shri
Sewakram, Ex Tub loader from 24-6-96 is justified.
The “workman is not entitled to any relief.

The reference is answered accdrdingly.
Dated : 8-1-2001.
B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer

wf feeedy, 23 wRadY, 2001

LWL 28 4.—~—AY{AE fenrm wfafrad, 1947
(1947 & 14) ¥ wrr 17 F wqgen ¥, A
WO 3wy WY, U9, ¥ qdmdd & wg A
A1 ol whwl & A, e el st
Prais 3 ¥t monve afetfrs ity v

el e —

%1 22-1-2001 ® Ared gHT a7 |
[@.0%. ~22012]515/99-d1-I]

uR.qt. ¥wae, doF e

‘New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2001

S.0. 284.—In. pursuance of Section 17 of
the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of
1947), the Central Government hereby pub-
lishes the Award of the Central Government
Industrial TribunalLabour Court, Nagpur,
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial
Dispute between the employers in relation to
the management of W,C.L. and their work-"
man, which was reccived by the  Central
Government on'22-1-2001,

[No. L-22012|515/99-C-TI}
N. P. KESHAVAN, Desk Officer
ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, ' NAGPUR

PRESENT :
Stri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer
CGIT-223|2000

Reference No. :

Employers in relation to the management of
Sub Area Manager, WCL

and

Their Workman Shri Chhatislal Kanhyalal

AWARD

The Central Govetnment, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi by excrcising the powers
conferred by clause (d) of Sub-Section (1)
and Sub—Sectlon 2(A) of section 10 of the
Industrial " Dispute  Act, 1947 has referred
this- disputeé for adjudication vide order
1-22012(515[99{IR(CM-IT) dt. 13-07.2000

"on the following schedule.
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‘SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management.

i.e. Sub Area Manager, Ballarpur
Colliery of WCL, PO : Ballarpur,
Distt, Chandrapur in dismissing
Sh. Chhatislal Kanhyalal, Loader,
Ballarpur Colliery is legal, proper
and justified 7 If not, to what relief
the workman is entitled and from
which date ? What other directions
are necessary in the matter ?”

. This reference was received in August
000. Notice was isued to the workman
rough the President Rashtriya Koyla
adan Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) on
-9-2000 fixing date 20-10-2000. Neither the
orkman nor the President of the union tur-
ed up to file the Statement of claim for the
workman on this date i.e. 20-10-2000.

The case was again adjourned to 8-12-2000.

n this date also neither the workman turned
p nor any representative of his union appea-
ed to file the statement of claim. Shri B. N.
Prasad, counsel for WCL submitted Vakalat-
nama on this date,

. The case was again adjourned to 3-1-2001.

On 8-12-2000 the court again passed the order

to issuing notice to the union as the workman
nd the representative of the union had not
led any statement of claim.

Again the potice was issued on 19-12-2000
informing the workman and the President of
the union.

Today, also i.e. on 3-1-2001 neither the
workman turned up mnor any representative
of his union turned up to file the statement
of claim and to contest the case.

As the workman and the President of the
nion have not submitted any statement of
Taim in the inspite of sending information to
hem repeatedly by post, the reference is dis-

sed off for want of prosecution,

TS T T e e — e T e Tt i

E— D e —

ORDER

The reference is disposed off for want of
prosecution as that workman Sh. Chhatislal
Kanhylal or the representative - of his union
have not submitted-any statement of claim.
The workman is therefore not entitled to any
relief,

The reference is answered accordingly.

Dated : 03-01-2001
B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer

T fevdfY, 2 s, 2001

WT. WY, 285—-FIT GHR qgee g f
dirfer § tar wifm g 5 pfaga sawm WY fry
shfies frars wfufags, 1047 (1947 #1 14)
T oSuw aqgHEr #r gfafte 19 ¥ weig fafew
fear war g, 9% wtufgs & gawmi & o O
Tt A Ny frar wmT =fEo

T ww, s fram wfafias, 1947
(1947 =1 14) *F wrw 2 & @¥ () & IrAY
(6) gra waw Wil w1 sAW F@ gy, AR
TR TRY TENT w1 IR afafarA & gfoat & feg
THE AT ¥ B AT W sty & fag QO
It daT Wfar welr § o

[dearqa—11017/9/97—%Y. &. (+fY. fr )]
vy, ", T, wEe afve

New Delhi, the 2nd Fcbruary, 2001

S5.0. 285.——Whereas the Central Government
is satisfied that the public inierest requires that the
Uranium Industry which is covered by item 19  of
the First Schedule to the Industrial Disputes  Act,
1947 (14 of 1947), should be declared to be a pub-
lic utility service for the purposes of the said Act;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con-
ferred by sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central
Government hereby  declares with immediate effect
the said industry to be a public utility service for the
purposes of the said Act for a period of six months,

[No. S-11017/9)97-IR (PL)]
H. C. GUPTA, Under Secy,



616 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA FEBRUARY 10, ZOOI/MAGHA A 21, 1922 [PAR‘[ 11—SEc. 3(ii)]

7t ﬁwﬁ 2 wE{, 2001 New Delhi, the 2nd I“ebruary, 2001

1. W, 286—TEaTd  ATURIER, 1983 5.0. 286.—In cxercise of the powers tonferred
o by Sezetion 3, Sub-Section (1) of the Emigration‘Act
8 31) # arg 3 Fr IUErT (1) Irw ' _ s
(1083 %1 31) (1) v 1983 (31 of 1983), the Ceniral Government hereby

wxn Wi W v ge AT AR WA appoints Shri R. Vijay, Desk Officer of CSS Cadre
s fwrm © demwg ¥ FEw sl i'ﬂﬂ of the Ministry of Human Resource Development,
das ¥ Wnofts fowr aur oewax faar fewor & Department of  Secondary Fducation and Higher

s e wfer = we. fasm ® Reiw Education, as Protector of Emigrants-II; Thiruvan-
15 wqadr, 2001 (Q@EA) ¥ It wef-Il enthapuram, with effect from 15th January, 2001

fredmagr & ®¢ A fagrd w0 (F.N.).
[dear = -11011/1/2000-Iewam] [No. $-11011{1|2000-Emig,]
fc fag, wa afas HART SINGH, Dy. Secy.
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