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Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India
{Other than the Ministry of Defence)
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MINISTRY DF Law AND JUSTICE
(Department of Legal Affairs)
New Delhi, the 8tk September, 2008

5.0, 2666.—The President is pleased 1o accept the
resignation of Shri M. Chandrasekharen, as Additional
Solicitor General of India in the Supreme Court of lndia
w.e.f. 24.007-2008 (AN).

[F. No. 1B (8¥2007-1ud! |
M. A. KHAN YUSUFE Jt. Secy. & Legal Adviser

2467 GL200R

=3 faeett, 16 frr, 2008

WL, 2667 BEA TR ZE WiEa wEwW, 1973
{1574 T 2) W YRI 24 FF T4 (1) 9T wAigw &
¥ T gy, W T e, v a wet dR
T wrere T, stfuemmal ), A% fram go —arem
I W Fw war & fRE faem o seien om O
I foeg @l wfes amEt w=, e iy gt
HEET N E, HEET B W R S fow, s §
ST FHE H1 TS © g 2 Fh o iy fag
M T ARG W, 7 W S A A, R adR
A YUY A9 A At g w € 7wl weie
s, Hreeam &, Frawt e ddra T iR, sfem
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Mew Delhi, the 16th Septenber, 2008

3.0, 2667.—in exercise of the powers conferred by
sub-section (1} of Section 24 ol the Code of Criminal
Pracedure, 1973 (7 of 1974}, the Central Govemment hereby
appoints 5/5hri Rajiv Panl, Meghashyam K. Kocharckar
and Sandeep Kashinath Shinde, Advocates as Additional
Public Prosccutor for the purposeof cond ucting all criminal
cages including cririnal wtit pettions, criminal appeals,
criminal revisions. criminal references and criminal
applications by or against the Union of India or any
Departinent or Offiee of the Central Govermipent. in the
High Court of Judicalre @1 Mumbai, with effcct rom the
dare of publication of this notification in the Official Garette,
for a period of one year ar until further orders, whichever is
carlier, subject to the condition hat %/Shri Rajiv Patil,
Meghashyam K. Kocharekar and Sandeep Kashinath
Shinde. Advocates. shall not appear against the Union of
India’cr 3oy Deparimem or OiTice of the Ceniral
Goveriment ip any crirminal case refered to abave, in the
High Court of Judicawrs ar Mumbai during the period of
his anpeintment,

{F. Na 23 (22008-hud ]
MoA, KHAN YUSUEL I Secy. & Lepal Adviser
T el 16 famm, 2000

WA 2668 R0 ToFT, T infe ok
TR T AT, 1085 (1985 F6L) F 9M 30 F
oy i w2 e AiEm, 1073 (1974 T 2) 3 WU 24
T IHUA (8) g W FheE) w v w@ g, 6 9,
. #{M,aﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁtjﬁﬁuﬁmﬁmwﬁ
T FT Ty, FER s v, T e =50
AT A TR & T T e Wl B e w0
YHET & TAg g0 W § U wd w5 araia F faw m ama
AT A, T A A O T W, g O F aedt el wm
fertie e sifvates PR @ R ot o sifEms,
o, A FrafE F oIy & W Tm AR fed
=EF W B wam B9 W FEy wmn & fadt g
T # g Had frem 3= e | agnam 35 #9)

[ F. 23 {2)2000 =]
TH. U &M IR, g wiaw o fafy aemean
Mew Delhi, the: Lath September, 2008

5.0 2668 —|n exercise of the powers confemed by
sub-section {8} of Section 24 of the Code of Crininal
FProcedure, 1973 {2 of [9747, read with Section 16 of the
Marcatic Dups and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985
(61 uf 1985), the Central Government hereby appoins of
Shri G. N, Srinivasan, Advocate as Special Public
Proseculer, for the purpose of conducting all criminal
cases, of Direcctorate of Frforcement, Centrdl Burcau of
Investigation, Marcolics Contral Burexn  and orher
agencies before the High Count of Bambay a1 Mumbai
with irmmediatc effoct fora period of one-year or untl fither

[Pm r II—-—E:H. 3[”}]

orders, whichever is carlier, subject tn the condition that
Shri G N. Srinivasan, Advecate shall not appear against
the Union of India or any Department or Offce of the
Centrat Gigvernment in any criminal case referred to above
i the High Court o Dudicaere at Mombai during the period
of his appointment.
[F. Mo, 23 {2 008-udl ]
M. A KIIAN YUSLUFL ), Seey. & Legal Advisor

T2 e, |6 foaras, 2008

WA, 2669-—HEHT FrwT =8 WEm Giem, 1973
£1974 1 2) 1 qHT 24 3 T0-9 (1) AT TN iR
I T 3, qaE fem T wmmEa e w9y
e R F fFt faum 7 Ftem w7 30 faeg
Wt ¥, W F F wEea F A, s fs am, S
shipm &1 9™ S qfodesF | Fw A fafm w
¥y F a TE @ uF Tl F A sy & A A
HET o, 0 W W W A A, T T ® o e
Taatfin w2 1 off o oo wirerant, aafierarr, T e
=l fortanfta sty % 3Inm sy e Tt aiew et &
WItE JY 1 fidfa 9N & TH faum o waE 2 fawg
qa§ feet 3= e F TuEE AR E o

[ . 23 (2)/2008-=m |
TH, U WA T, g9 | i iy aeeen
Mew Delhi, the 1oth Seprember, 2008

5.0. 2662 —in exercize o the powers conferred by
sub-seetion {1} of Sconan 21 af the Code of Cnminal
Procedure, (973 (2 of (974), the Ceprul Govermment
hereby extends the teem of appointment of Shei Jiendra R
Solanki, Advocate as Addivanal Public Prosecutor for the
purpose of conducting al| criminl cases jncluding criminal
Wik petitions, criminal appeals, eriminal Tevisions, criming
references and eriminal apphications by or against the Union
of India or any Depariment or {Mhice af the Central
Government, in the High Court of Judicature at Mumbai,
with immediate effect (or & further period of pre-year or
until further orders, whichever is eatlier. subject to the
condition that Shri Nitendiu R. Solanki, Advecale, shall not
appear against the Unian of India or any Depanment or
Ufice ofthe Central Govormopwent inspy eriminal case refiermed
to above, it the High Coun of Judicature st Mumbai during
the extended period of one vear,

[F. No. 23 (2¥2008-Judi |
M. A KHAN YUSUFL L Secy, & Legal Adviser
{ wfties = wioreror fasm )
% et |5 famar, 2o
WL B, 2670.—halq WER urggm fied favm
gferm BT s, jodn ((ude w1 sfufram | 25y #
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o 6 WY iSE U 5 w1 39Uy (1) A vy e
1 T H R TR W, TE (3), '9ee -3
) g4, 2843 dire-1-3-2008-15 (59) Wok feais
4 3R, 2008 T WA I TRV WA A WAl B Y
o o, el swiprg o oty == e, (860 (1860 =1
stiufm | 45), T WA 489-, 489+, 124~ wH 420
FTE0 T AFE E. 357 UF 358/2007 = arei anandf sl
T AT H W OF R AT 1 vl semy dwem
Y, TEROT it WEER R I WEEER % e o
T Ao T aeaf § TRvA TR o sreol % sedem
FH % fom feelt favry qfom wumar 3 weei # oiw
sl sxfgemfin w1 foem wopl o W o wosE )
(6 228/60/2008-T52 11 ]

=% TFW, W 7

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES
AND PENSIONS
(Deparyment of Personnel and Training)
HNew Delhi, the 15th September, 2008

5.0, 2670,—1In exercise of the powers conferred by

sub= section [1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the

Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 {Act No. 25

oF 1946}, the Central Government with the consent of the

State Government of Lthar Pradesh, Home {Police) Section-3

vide Motiftcation No. 2843 Pr6-1-3-2008-1 5 (59} P/08 dated

4th August, 2008, hercby extends the powers and

jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Palice

Establishment to the whole of the State of Uttar Pradesh

for investigation of Case Crime Mos, 357 and 3582007 under

sections 489-B, 489-C, 124-A and 420 of the Indiam Penal

Code, 1860 {Act No. 45 of 880} registered at Police Station

Chhatra, Bistrict Aligarh and attempts, abetments and

conspiracies in relation to or in connection with the offence

mentioned above any other offence or offesices commiited

in the course of the same transaction or arising oul of the
same Fagts.

[Mo. 228/6%2008-AVD-1]

CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Sacy.

4 fewedt, 15 femem, 2008

I, W, 2671, —Pa W [EEg et fava
gferd Tar srivfEm, 1946 (1946 1 HUFER E, 25) Fi
OW 6 % WY Wiow AW 5 W ITOW () g wee afwd
1M R G I W 6 FORR, 7% (), EeE-3
w g 3259-91(2 Vo-T-3-2008- 15 (61) 2008
= B 3, 2008 3T SRS ¥ AlEar, 18560 0 1860 T
wfule €, 45), S w489 -9 3l 489-w, % mem yem
wryt et TerE W S (1) Wwen €. 25208, SrEiA
%% wife, 1360 (1360 F1 AuFET 1, 45) T vm 439-+t
i 8-, % wex R v ZafEm, famdar d 59
(2) AFET E, $57/08 T IRATD w2 wlem, (860 {1860

il o, 45) B U 409, 480-T 3T 4po-Hh B TED
A (5) AN . 57148 sl HEEa sEad § g

| Ay e W, gaive sy v wef Threw w

ITwn ¥ WEd I o ) T feE 5 suny su
g0 7 S F A e feedt Podw oftes v @
weet =5 wfwe s sfesicr = R el o R
o8 WET

{5 2R722068-0. 8 51N ]
New Diethi, the | 5th September, 2008

5.0, 26T —In exzrcise of the powers conlemed by
sub- secticn (1) of Section 5 read with Section & of the
Drethi Special Police Establishnent Act. 1946 {Act N, 25
of 1944), the Centrad Sovermment with the conseat of the
State Government ol Uttar Pradesh, lfome {Police}
Bection-3 vide Motilication No. 32590 (2)VI-P-3-2008-15
(6#) P2008 dated Bih Aupusi. 2008, herchy exicnds the
powers and jurisdiction of the mombers of the Dolhi
Special Police Lstablishment to the whole of the Stale of
Untar Pradesh for investigation of (1} Case Crime No
25208 under sections 489-B aerd ARG-C_ »f the Indizn
Penal Code, 1860 (Act Ne. 45 of 1360 regmiseerad al Balice
Stalion GRP Lucknow, (2) Case Ctiene N, 557708 under
sections 480-8 and 489-C of the Indisn Penal Code, 1840
{Ac1 No. 45 of 1360) regisiercd at Palice St
Dunariaganj, Siddharthnagar and (3) Case Crivme Mo, 5714
08 under sections 409, 489-B and $29-C od1khe Indian l'enal
Code, 1860 (Act N, 45 of 1860} registered af Puiice Station
Dumariagang, Siddhactbnagar and ancmpls, abelmens and
conspiracies in relation 10 or in connection with the aflince
menbioned above and any other oficnee or offences
committed in the course afthe same ransaction or drising
out of the same facts.

|Mo. 22R7223008-AVIX-11)
CHANDRA PRAKASIH, Under Sccy.

7% e, 15 foemaT, 2008

W1, 2672 —FEW HER Wwegm fee fayw
iera T ST, 1946 (1946 T SO E 25) T
4 § % A= 930 qET 5 W I9EE (1) ZF RN v
WA FE L IW R T TER, R (A ), W3
T AEE 29360 2 W6-T-3- 2008~ 15 { 59 92008
o= 12 Sy, 2008, B WA ST TR0 TR H HeAA
A} g T Fmawt T, f ek unda <2
e, 1860 {1860 F1 34 T 45}, = arw 4py-A e
4R9-Tt, & oW 99 UM H. (2502008 % A srwmei
s3I 3w et W ©F s s @ e s
werm W, E i w2dT oo S Horeen # W
o {0 vt grem = vl A s fet e sl @
e e 3 oy et et i T 8 wEE
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wier & T 7 fasr ot T M TRa
¥ 2

[ 228742008 TAE 1)
wzZ T=77, I Jray
Thow Dieib the D80G Septeinht, B

SR IVTE oot ot g posers vo e by
sibegection D3k ol Brction 8 road with Sewiien 0 of the
Prfhd Sy 0w Penildichinent Acr, 103 L4 S 33
et EpR) ke e Concmment with the consent ai' the
SOue Vet camd o Atar Pradesh, Home (Foliced
Segter - owids soridcation Mo 2836V 1-P-3-200%- 15 (54}
PAAG0OA - siced TR Anust, 200, horeby extoends the powers
and gueisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Speciat Vatice Tstublishrent to the whnbe o1 the State of
Utiar dradesh for ineestiganon of Case Crime No,
128120 vz wegtions 288. B and 4890, oithe Indian
Penai [ . il Acr Mo 45 of | 8600 registered a1 Police
Starion: e Dy, Disiricl Bijmer and aitempls,
abetmc ity o cwprirac s forelation L or i sonngglion
with e apfend - mentioned above and any other otfence
profl coey coneiitted ia the course of the same transaction

m ariseng noabhio sAme tacts,
[Mo. 22574 2005- AV DA
CHANDEA PRARASH. Uneler Sedy,

w3 Tt L e, 20ns

N, 3, 2673, —FER AR TEg0 el fawm
gfers T ST, 1046 ( 194n T wfafrEn A 250 Y
T 6 3 TG TfEn W 3 & IMMRT (1) BT URE TSRl
T W FA B IER W UeR HIRN TR T )
fawn =t sfiegem o, den-9lum. i 12 2, 2008
BT I UEEE TUE HOET W WRdE 8 e e
TR, R BT T 10-06- 2004 T T T
S TE®! T AR G, A AT -
T H B 7 AR § wHa @ e g e O @ i
&7 517G I S SR T 5 R A A % w3
A o won gt & W vy § wOR AW S ohE F
YT D T & F 5 E 39,38 500 T F e qrea
T WL TR T we, F TTE S04 v =, 7 Gl
o P g # 6 W T MR SR S
W R, BOW A, W, RS- 0a00]
firman € TynaEes 9. ez 008 (o faars
17-06-2H% W TRD WA SE WEA. 1RG0 (1RG0 W
srifare T, 440 Y um 20—, 480- JUFER e 120t
% ¥HF THEA SO F TR IR dE S e
3 TeEE < oafe w Iuda syt o HafA e
T 9o @ A B @ sroy mem ol w6
wen F03 & o e firgm yfes s @ oee @

T FE E
| 5, 22%: 70 2008 -THTE - 1) |
Tz WET, 3T A
Wew Thedh she | 5th September, 204608

5.0, 2673 —[n cxercise ot the posers confertad by
stib-section €1 ol Section 3 read with Section & ol e
Dethi Speeial Polive Lablishment Act 1946 (A Mo, 25
of 1944}, the Conlral Governmens with the conscot of the
State Government of West Benazl Tlome (Politicath
Chpariment  viche Metification No.o $946-F 5. dared 1210
August I008, herebs extends the powers and jurisdiction
of the members of the Delby spoecial Police Establistimert o
the whole of the Slae o West Bengal for investization of
the caze relating to seizure of Fake Indian Cormenes Maolys,
of Bs. 38, 38 50K} effected on [1.6-2008 by the Dircctorae
of Revenue [ntellioeace. Kalkata fron the possession of
one Mohaminad Samicuddin and his wike Arsuman Samir
who entered India from Bangladush vis Benapole-Petrapole
land border alongwith 1w bags and mwo trelley bags which
hed been handed over In one Yakuh of Dhaka and eaniced
by thern and meant w be delivered 1w ome kowmar al Howrah,
against whotm Cenbrul Burcau of lnvestigarion. Mew Telln
teceived eomplaint for initiating legal action under Indian
Penal Code from the Diceclorate of Revenue Tiatellizence,
Kolkata, Zonal Unil 8. 3o Ohi dimh Sarani, Kolkata-TOMH
vide Complaint No. TR T, o, 9278 OL200F (PY943 dated
17-6-2008, for theie fraudelent acts and any other public
servants or porsons, an refauon to said offences under
Seetions 489-1, 489-C read with 1201 afthe Indian Penal
Code, TE&0 {Act Mo 33 of 18640) and any other offenges
cammitted in the course of the same transaction af emerzng
oul of the same favis or facis in relation 1o aforesaid
seizure.

[No 228/ 76:2008- AV DL
CHANDRA PRAKASH. Under Scey.
73 i, 1o FEmar, 200

HLAT, 2674 Fmm TEFN T W o, 1973
{1974 T sfufag | o) =7 =10 24 39 Sw-810 (8) 5
YER TEE F TR OER gm o8 R werigEm,
kT & oW ¥ w1 e, 5 6 i e
uiers e (w3950 ) 5 wfem Aee | wfamiee gen
spfte e (g F e, e e e
T TR o 309 O et e e e Ty
H FUER T ¥ o favm o Aafetss £ wo A
free =0 &

[ 22504 12007 -TATE-11]
S WHT, W wEa
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New Delhi, the 1 6th September, 2008

8.0, 2674.—1n exercise of the powers confermed by
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 {Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government
herehy appoints Shri §. Kalyanasundaram, Advocate as
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution in
the cases instituied by the Delhi Special Police
Establishment {CB1), it the Special Judge Coutt, Chennai
and appeals, revisions in the appellate or revisional coury(s)
and any other matter concerned therewith or incidental
theretn in any other court,

[No.2254172007-AVD-11]
CHANDEA PRAKASH, Under Secy.
% Tz, 16 Faaram, 2008

LA, 2678 HET WORIU TR 58 WhRw e,
1573 (1974 F1 AfFra €. 2) T 9T 24 F T9-97 (8)
2R wew YR w5 wEm F gy fretaten sfirsnat
= I AR T e § e e A
frweh fasi hTm T (2.3, SR 50 w0A St RE
wen w0 g 3 < T e ol ik fafy
z vt Trltem sterw ATNE AR | T A o
%A ST atepn e fawdl o derE T R
foq e wies sy & w9 3 e wEn # —

whsit
. SiElL wwR,
2 T TA WiEgTatd,
Frerstta el |
[H 22573002007-TH=-11]
% WY, e whE
New Delhi, the 16th September, 2008

8.0 2675.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
sub-section {&) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 (ActNo.2 af 1974}, the Central Goverment
hereby appoints following Advocates as Special Public
Prosecutor for conducting prosecwiion of cases instinted
by the Delhi Special Police Estabbishment (CBI} in the State
of West Bengal at Kolkata as entrusted to them by the
Central Bureau of Investigation in the wial courts and
appealsirevisions or other malters arising out of these cases
in revisional or appetlate courts established by law -

1. ShriD.C. Sarkar,
2. Shri Samir Ranjan, Bhattacharya,
3. Shai Biswajit Pusilal.
[No. 22530,2007-AVD-11)
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy.

w2 e, 17 Famae, 2008

T, 2676—FArT TR CHeERI 33 iR wiea,
1073 (1974 %1 AYFRM G, 2) *t 97 24 H I-4A (R)
M T NS & W A En Pratiies sifwees
F Bm T, FEE § e mEwE o e G
e T (.3, =g} BT e st 3 A

ol g HR T e @ afwies o fafa g wafen

TSI S St e HOF umel 8 Sge
srfteirgrieml 2eEn oy fawdl % dawE S0 F fan
firds o afreior = v & g w=h £

i
1. el Ty,
2 w3,
3. FET HAN

[E 225/31/2007-GHI5t-11)
R WL, ¥ W
WNew Delhi, the L 7th September, 2008

5.0, 2676, —In exercise of the powers conlcrred by

sub-section (%) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal

Procedure, 1973 (Act Neo. 2 of 1974), the Central

Government hereby appoints following Advocaics as

Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of

cases instituted by the Delhi Special Police Establishment

fCBL) in the State of Kerala at Cochin as entrusied ta

them by the Canieal Burtau of Investigation i the trial

courts and appeals/revisions or other matter anising out of

these cases in revisional or appellate courts established
by law :

5¢8hri

1. C.P. Udayabharu,
2z K.D.Babuy,
3 Ajit Kumar,
M. 22531.2007-AVD-11]
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy,

faw Aawew
{ e fawmr )
¢ frz=ht, o g, 2008

LI, 2677 —F=E THR I (HE & WIEED
el % fom wEin) fre, 1976 F Fres 0 & IafEm
{4) F 3 & wwa fam F anfm w3 TR e
o ¥ e 9 & frafefen smiea # faee so%
T % ) w wdmys 9w w fm ¥
sAfrgfom vl &
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1. e WY, FT IR o | e,
43, yoEfIE A3,
w4 frem,
Ve |

[ w0124 2008 -fe=h-2]

Y Wi, FrRTRR ()

MINESTRY OF FINANCE

{Depariment of Revenue)

Mew Delhi. the 9th September, 2008

S5.0. 2677 ~—In pursuance of Sub Rule 4 of male [0 of
the Official Language (Use of Official Putpose of the Union)
Rutes, 1976 the Cenrral Government hereby notifies the
following office under the Central Boaed of Excise &

Customs, Deparmment of Revenue, the 80% staff whereof
have actuired the working knowledpe of Hindi :—

[ Office of the Commizsioner of Central Excise &
Cusloms, 48, Administrative Area.
Arera Hills,
Bhopal.

IF. No, [ 1012/1/2008-Hindi-2]
MADHU SHARMA, Dircetor (01}
{ By W drd )
% Taemt, 18 e, 2004

LI, 2678~ FHAMAT F FwRT T (A0 TAGE

o st e orm & f7 % w@Ew g s

FrmmEtt, (962 (3o Moty & fem 51 o s o

T i A w1961 (IR AT T v

35 W 399 (1) F HE (i) By fArw 1-4-2008

¥ TE e TR (2o o ), 9 & Aefafas

TR % a7 AfS w9 B R FwEeE  He

o R w) dmi O aHfE fewr T 2, s —

(i) wHifed Tram ® W ofn & I nfe
s & e fen s,

(i) FOfEm e 3T T e S SER
AR A F ATAT T AROF ATEET H A
T

(iiiy watiRe G s smas = frg 0@ g
A Tff ® HWEM T em mer w9t e e
H{EuA T F o wpEd ufn zefd mow, ===
#FafTam = A 248 = I9-"T (20 F eI
4 7o qftonfoa R orEEET | i Sm-aE 1)
e wien FOm T T sfufi w5 w39
i IT-gr (1) F AT s owr P g
&4 F1 T fafa s ug s g ey
Tfa TE TEAarE wen wien Ao ome o

e &t e =i

(iv) SR dea 9ATF sEas & fan T <R
W U A 1 A faamm repn iR s
e itan fivid & T o wius gm ey
wegig famm 3 9 g =

|2 R WORR T ST R A e af s
g =

(%) e | F I9-TE (i) F =frafem e
e T e T v

(=) JorE 1 & T0-TEwE () © steaten s
wEn i fouid wer e win, areen

() Y 1 % 3v-Geme Civ) Fefeafen b
HEA % o sma 2@ @ vy ofe
AT Taewor veqd 961 F4m;  atomn
(") ST SEYR FTURHT HET 77 FT M e
THS IENE FE-FET R T T 9
L IHECLE ) '
(=) =9 fFramEeh # Frem o0 ot 5= & My ofag
T afyfrod F 9w 35 W owywm (1) #
e (i) ® T A e ol @i oam
FTHT TEA TET FT
[ STRIE |, 522008, 7R 5. 20314172007 FLFH-11 |
17 dd, frws (-1
¢Central Bozrd of Direct Taxes)
New Delhi, the | Beh Sepacmber, 2008

5.0.2678.—I1 is heecby notified Tor general
information that the organizaton Cancer Instituls (WIAY,
Chennai has been approved by the Central Government
for the purpose of clause (it of sub-scetion | of Scction
35 ofthe Income-tax Act. 61 ¢<aid Aoy read with Kules
5C and 5E of the [ncomedax Rules, 1967 (said 1 wles), wik
efiect from 1-4-2008 in the catezory af ~othor Institution”,
partly engaged in roscarch activitics suhject Lo the
following conditions, ngmely

(i) The surms paid to 1he appreved organisation
shall be utilized (0w seientilic research;

(i The approved vrganisation shal| carry aut
scientific repcarch througsh its faculee members
or its enrclled sludenty,

{ip The approvid orpanieation shall maintain
sgparate books of acoount in respect of the
sums received by it for svientific rescanch,
reflect thetein the amounts used Jor camyving
oul research. gel such hooks avdited by an
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aceountant a5 defined in the explanation
sub-section (2) of Section 288 of the said Act
wd Furnish the report of such awdit duly
signed and verified by such accountant to the
Commissioner of ncome-mx or the Director of
Incoamse-tan having jurisdiction over the case,
by the due date of fnishing the return of
income under sub-section { 1) of Section 139 of
the said Act;

{iv) The approved organization shall maintain a
separate statement of donatiu@s received and
amounts applied for scientific research and a
capy of such statement duly certified by the
anditer shall accompany the report of audit
referred to abave.

2. The Central Government shall withdraw the
approval it the approved organization —

{a) fails 10 maintan separate books of accounts
referred to in sub-paragraph {iii} of
peragraph 1 ; or

{b) fails to furnish its audif report referred to in
sub-parngraph (iii) of paragraph 1; or

{c) faiks to fumnish it statement of the donations
received and sums applied for scienotific
research referred to in sub-paragraph (iv)

of paragraph 1; or

{d) ceases to carry on its research activities or
its research activities are aot found 1o be
penuine: or

() oceases to conform to and comply with the
provisions of clawse (i) of sub-section {1)
of Section 35 of the said Act read with niles
5C and 5E of the said Rules,

[ Notification No. 92/2008/F. No. 203/ 1412007 TA-LI]
RENU JAUHRI, Director (ITA-I}
( favfte Sy faremr )
w5 fozedt, 18 foama, 2008

WA, 2679, —F5Fr) faframn sfufam, 1949 (1949
FT10) T 9T 53 (1) T WS VT w1 i R,
I wER, TEm o dF ¥ faeim W, mep,
s W € fF I sfafen ®) e 13 % I,
smixtamidiant ¥ @, T w0 9T 2007 F 10.88 F%
R et ® Tefaf fei sl 5.00 w05 mif) I
T (AT % e |, A T e

(L | 1320073030
2. 2. wRivadl, s afes

(Department of Financial Services)
New Delhi, the 1 8th Sepiember, 2008

5.0. 2679.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
Section 51 (1) of the Banking Regwlation Act, 1949 {10 of
1949 the Central Government, an the recommeridations of
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions
of Section 13 of the said Act, shall not apply to [CICI Bank
Ltd. in case ofthe public issue of 10.88 crore equiry shares’
and 5.00 erore American Deposit Raceipts (ADRs} by the
Bank in June, 2007,

[ F. No. 13/6/2007-BOA]
D D. MAHESHWARI, Under Secy.

¢ fewelt, 19 Tommar, 2008
AL, 2680,— T ArrE &5 Afahm, 1987 (1987
T 43) W MW 6 F WS () B WST iRl &1 wEe
T T, TAA TR, TR, ety i w wm
Al % ) s 1 o @ 1 76l & fog wii ammm

¥ () 2 Frve aveer i flee & = o fages
‘ﬂmﬁi’:—

(i) R faera faam = Tem afia,

T AR,
TR |
(i) AR fwm fram = 4@ wiw,
. AR WOER,
w5 )
[ " 7/12008-515-11
At . e, I i
New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008

5.0, 2680.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
clause (f} of Section 6 of the Mational Housing Bank Acl,
{19873(53 of 1987), the Central Government hereby appaints
the following persons to be the Directors on the Board of
Crirectors of National Housing Bank {NHB)} for a period of
three years with effect from the date of issue of this
nolification :— '

{i) Principal Secretary of the Housingy
Usban Development Department,
Government of Rajastharn,

Jaipur.

(i) Principal Secretary of the Housing/
Urban Development Department,
Government of Tamit Nadu,
Chennai. =~

[F. No, 7/172008-8.0-1]
G. B. SINGH, Dy. Secy.
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& Haey
(¥ 9rd)
+# ferett, 19. fomman, 2008

LA, 2681, v (1% W), T
1976 (49 & WEEE W= @ fow wgm) g a0 £
M (2) 3R (4) B sgEor ¥ TR fafd, e
% Fifafem #miaa &t 987 g0% & afus
ittt ¢ &S = e 39 o % fem
¢, W afugian Fea ¢ -
ey fafig, wfrdsen smfaa,
v 1417742, dft AR, A 7,
Tt qEd-an0 703
(8 fEd-2008aa 112:1]
En =%, frimE, (A}, e 9
MINISTRY OF RATEWAY
(Railway Board)
New Delhi, the 19th September, 2008
5.0, 2681.—Minishy of Rallways {Railway Board),
in pursuance of Sub Rule (23 and (4) of Rule [0 of the
Official Languages {use for OMcial Purposes of the Union)
Rules, 1976, hereby, notify the fallowing office of RITES

Limited, Gurgaon, whers 80% or more (OfficersiEmployees
have acquircd the working knowledpe of Hinds ;- -

Rites Limited, Project Oifice,

VAT 741742 4th Floor, Tower Mo, 7
internaiional Infotech Park,

Vashi Railway Stution Complex, Vashi,
Mavi Mumiai~00 13

[Mo. Hindi-2008/. L. 1/12/1]
SANSAR CIIAND, Director (O.L,), Railway Board

e T yErm g

7% fe=emt, 10 Fge, 2008
T, 2682, TH U W TaAT® 3| 7, 2007
TS e % WIEY F #r wwirs {wA
framaet, 1983 % fm 7 2 s F e viER WP
AT, 1952 (1952 T 37) FT 9 5 ¥ IT-9w (1)
BT Y= VIfer] 1 WM %A 50 % HORE meR S O
™ =9l #i 2l F fn T e AR A, S o T
# %, TvER OE ® TE TReR o 18 % I

AR T & T & B A FrpR ww v |

| 808 3 ?—TF (F7]

wita T, Ao (fFem

MINISTRY OF iINFORMATION &
BROADCASTING

Wew Belhi, the 10th September, 2008

5.0. 2632, —In conticoation of this hlinistry's
Notification of even number dated 31st May, 2067 and in
encrcise of the powers conferred by sub-seetion (1) of
Seclion 5 of the Cinematoyraph Act, 952 (37 of 1952) read
with rules 7 and & ofthe Cincmatograph {Cerlification) Rules,
1943 the Central Gevermment is pleased 10 appoint Shri K,
Rajasekhara Prasad®s a moimbxr ofthe Hyderabad advisory
panel of the Central Board of Film Certification with
immediate effect for a pertod of two vears or until further
arders, whichever is carlier.

¥ No 80122007-F (C))
SANGLLETA STNGH, Direwar{Films)
4 fewd, 10 oo, sy

WL, 2683 g oNFE B foA0 § wIEd, 2008
T AUHERE g % W TER § 0 wEEs (W)
T, 1983 ® f3ow 3 ¥ W wfae 9=fEw
FAfufE, 1952 (1952 % 37} & 99 3 F1 F9-179 (1)
I WEH ARl @ WA T g F L WO aekle 59E 4
o ol Ft smfy & fog W W wEw w9 WA
T ot € =R, B, TE-40004y F 20T e wEA
T % W F w9 § fgw T A
[ TR Wi an07- e (F |
i fow, frers ( Forem)
Mew Delhi, the | b Seprember, 2008

5.0. 2683.—In continuation of this Ministre's
MNotification of even number dxted Sth Fobraary, 2006 and
in exercise of the powers condirred by sub-section (8} of
Scction 3 of the Cincmatograph Act, 1932037 of 1952 read
with rile 3 of the Cinematrygsaph (Certification) Rulbes,
14983 the Cemral Government -5 pleased 1o appoint Sml.
Lirmila Reongta, 64, Zubu Gold 20l Gulmobar Boad. T3
Scheme, Fort, Muymbai-d0000 39 55 0 meimbee o he Central
Board af Film Certification with irimediate ¢ffeet for a peringd

of three years and uotit forder prdees,
SRS R R el S T
SANGE] A S/ MGH, Dhineeter (Films)

fagm v
(o m o
= S, 1 Paesar o
WLHT, 2684, T+ Il afegnl Ty W
e ) SRR 1948 ¢ ugn 0T S W e (w0 &
TN § HEE WHE TEEIF T F T AT
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Wi ¥ ot whoa T, WeEE W 1-9-2008 § TS
Freit ST = w1 w0 g miugs T
(| 433040142006 ]
wiom ¥, a7 v (Sigen)
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
(C.P.V. Division)
New Delhi, the 1st September, 2008

5.0, 2684.—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the
Section 2 pfthe Diplomatic and Consular Officers {Oaths
and Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby
athorize Shri BN, Dutta, Assistant to perform the duties
of Assistant Consular Officer in the Consulate General of
Indin, San Franciseo.

[No. T. 4320/1/2006]
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy. (Conaular)
% feeeh, 11 fime, 2008

LA, 2685, TR Hiaeh aitwrd (g

TF) Fufm, 1948 (1943 1 41%) WIE 2 F &S (F)

% ST Rl R U 9T T WU i,
e ¥ o wyalica i T, WS & 11-5-2008 ¥
werE SiE vl W w v iy i
[ $-4330/01/20061]

_ Hrw v, s wfa (e
New Delhi, the § Lth September, 2008

5.0. 2685, —In pursuance of the clause {ii) of the
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consuler Officers (Oaths
and Fees)  Act, 1348, the Cenital Government hereby
atithorize Shri Sunvodeye Singh Pawat, Asgistant to perfiem
the duties of Assistant Consular Officer in the Consulate
General of [ndia, Shanghai.. ’

[Ne. T. 4330¢1/2006]
PRITAM LAL,Under Secy. (Consular)

% e, 17 oo, 2008
WL, 2686 — TS FhTe sfawR) (wmy T
%) G 1948 ( 1948 W1 4170 TYg 29 IF (F)
% H{UW ¥ FEy RN TEEA TRA & TR,
frms ¥ o T werRist o, TeTT W 17-9-2008
B QTR Fieeh sl o e iy witee w2
[ 5. #-4320:01/2006]
i T, vt afe (Higen)

New Dethi, the 1 7th Septembes, 2008

5.0, 2686.—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consalar Officers (Oaths
and Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby

suthorize Shri Ernest Alexander Adams, Assistant to

J48TGI0—2

perform the duties of Asgistant Consular Officer in the
Embassy of India, Lishon,

[No. T. 433012006
PRITAM LAL, Under Scoy. (Consular
e 3 aftar seqror warery
[ srgie, i a urgheE fefran, frg, et o et
{ @) fargr ]
72 !, 4 Famm, 2008
WL, I, 2687, —HET, TEER TSI UH F o
i & for wm Fre 1976 ® FrEm 10 # T9-fem
(4) # Hqaron F WA e vien FTEm AwEg §
awgda, A o i Faie, fA, gt U wd
(#mge) From + wemaiE faands. frefares e
forres g0 wiowm wr=nfidl A fedt § FIUS T1 9 =
fora 2, = sfygfom w7 %+
1. BT MGG FE T TETH
3. €T AFpEI e (AT El)
4, S ATHEE TR ( SRR ) qme
5. &5im Al STEe d aTER ey
6. T AR FHe Hrow s FasET
7. gt A fafemm sqmvm wRR T
(6. £ 110180222003 -9. fa. o (Am) ]
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE
[Department of Ayurved, Yoga & Nawropathy, Unani,
Silha, Homoeopathy {Ayush)]|
Mew Delli, the 4th September, 2008

5.0. 2687.— In pursuance of sub-rule [4) of the
Rule 10 of the Official Language “Use for official purpose
of the Union™ Rule, 1976 {he Ceotral Govt. heseby Rotifies
the following offices under the administrative control of
Department of AYUSH, Ministry of Health & Family
Welfare whereof B0% staff have acquired the working
imowledge of Hindi :

1. Central Ayurved Research Lnstitule Lucknosw

2. Central Ayurved Research Institute Bhubrneswar
3. Regional Research institute {Ayurved}  Jhansi

4, Regipnal Research Institute {Ayurved) Banglore

5. Regional Research Institute {Ayurved) Jamimuy

5. Regional Research Instinste (Ayurved)  Vilaywada
7. Regional Reszarch [nstinne of Unani Patng

Medicine
[WNo, E-1 WY1 8(2)p2/2003-L.5.M (O L))
SHIV BASANT, Jt, Secy.
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{ ey formm )
7 feeseit. 1 5 fomran, 2008

WL M. 2688,V agfame gfteg srfuiTm,
1956( 1956 %7 162 FY W 3 =t 30w £ 1) (W) F T9EY
F g o g, s, . fem, sree weem T T
ffaem amfammem, h, Tew, T fafeem foam, 3
e Teeafrare, <h ®) W s F o w3 9
aniig B i el % fory T S TRy © HRET R
w9 # 4t A fryafaaem w1 vz Feifan fem
T E

4, o78, T AFFEE ®F um 3 S Tem () #
TR ¥ WO §, R TR TEgpw 9MG WER &
TR TRy WAEm R fomw 9 el 1960 w1
AT T @ . 138 H Fredefen s SR #
#, -

T afeyEs F ¥ Y ovg 3 @ 3w (1) @
grg (&) 7 3l Paffe” & ofrfo o e 13 %
mﬁﬁmﬂﬁwww,m:—
V3T s R o, ¥R ardvowm frmetiane

3=,
TR Tl T
.

ETRER S-1 101 34170671 H=HFA-1) ]
TR, T oW, ¥9 "
(Department of Health)
Mew Delhi, the 15th September, 2008

8.0, 2688.—Whereas in pursuance of the provision
of sub-section (1) {b) of Section 3 of the [ndian Medical
Couneif Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) Dr, O.P. Tiwari, Professor,
Mahatma Gandhi Memoarial Medical Callege, Indore, a
member of the faculty of Medicine, Devi Ahilya
Vishwavidyalaya, Indare has been ¢lected by the Council
of Devi Ahilya Vishwavidvalaya to be a member of the
Medical Council of India for five years with effict from
date of issue of this potification,

Now, therefore, in pursuance ol the provision of the
sub-section {1) of Section 3 of the said Aci, the Central
Government hergby makes the following furiher
amend ment in the Netification of the Government of India
in the then Ministy of Health number §.03, 138 dutod the
9th Januaty, 1960, namely:- -

In the said Motification. under the heading. “Llected
under clause {b} of sub-section (1] of section 3%, against
ser1al number 33, the following entries shal] be substitued.
namely:—

“33. Dr.O.P.Tiwar,  Dwevi Ahilva Vishwavidvalaya™

Professor
M ahatma Gandhi b{emorial
Medical College, ndere
[N, Vo013 12007 -M15 - 1)
K. GQUPFTA, Under Scoy.
{ e At ofrer s v )
vifg-ma
= fawe. 23 FoEe, 2008

WML 2689.— €A A & T 25 97, o0n
= AHEN H 2, 12012:379:2006 T8 (- 11y % e
ooite | g oeiTEm #g Aaee (FE-1) W OF
ST ¥ o] T G WiaRemie feva W, s1dT:
"gg U UREETE iR awm w9 aw
Tfergre favafaar (76 § aftrae s==w foen
HEFRE P T H A A ) (9 Evatame)
FAlew o winfem o & dEw H T 2000 @
WYE Y TH WA CE s e 1"
[H 7 12002379 2006-TF (-1 ]
T, WiE, 99 H=y
{Departmend of Health and Family Welfary)
Carrigendum
New Dethi, the 23rd Seplember, 2008

5.0, 2689 —In panial todification Lo this Ministry's
Motification No.1),1 20023 79:2006-ME{ P-11) dated 251h Jume:
20082, ynder the heading “Abheviation for Registration”
[in column {3} ], the canditivns mentioned there in may be
replaced by the following namely -

“This shall be a recognized medical qualification
when granted by Manipal University (Formuerly
known as Manipal Acedemy of Higher Education)
{Dreemed Uiniversity) Manipal, Karnataka when
gramted in or before the year 2009 i rospect of
students trained at Kasiurba Medical Callege,
Mainpal, Karnalaka 2nd Kasturba Medical Collews .
Mangalore, Kamataka ™

Remaming conents ol the Motification shall remain
unchanged.

[Mex 00 12401 2:5°903000- M1 1= 11))
M. BARIK, Linder Secy,
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I TR, wE ufe o T v
¢ div ol e )
T faelt, |15 i, 2008

T, 31, 2690, ~TH e -And-Frammaeh, 1960 %
frm 4 Wy wfer miver v i sifef, 1958
(1953 W Aul=m B 44) S W 4 3 T AR
TP T A TR T G 1-9-2008 B uvdes
i % =, 3l TR, WeE, | e, 2008
| 3 Al F g meha S w1 % e
wewl & m afagfan s §
1 st we TR, SAve i mey frwes, oofm e

frm fafie |

2 o 3 AR, W WY P, 1R AR A )

3. 5w B waw, wmy tey, 7 fafan s, fo

4, =i, Witk T\, sy, AT TR A w9

5 YN R, "R, EWRT, SRR WER 6 )

6. TN WA %, I, Tuenm, e <rim R e i

W B wEE & 9 We o afkgfan w0 fg ot
(1. B U TH- 1501171 2008-T78 TH]

T, %, Terandt, Iu wfam

MINISTRY OF SHIPPING ROAD TRANSPORT AND
HIGHWAYS

(Depariment of Shipping)
New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008

5. 0. 2690. —In exercise of the powers conferred
by Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of
1958) read with Rube 4 of the Wational Shipping Board Rules,
-~ 1940 and in continuation of this Minisiny's Notification of
even nuarber dated 1 -9-2008, the Cenral Govermment hereby
notifies the rnames of the following six Members of the
Mational Shipping Board for a period of two years with
effec1 from 15t September, 2008—

}. Shri S Hazara, Chainman & Managing Dtirector, Shipping
Corporation of Indsa Ltd.

Z. Shri Atol Agarwal, Joint Managing Director, Mercator
Lines Lid.

3. Shri Y. . Khatau, Hanagjng Drirector, Varun Shipping
Co. Lid.

4, Dr. Shanti Patel, President, Mational Lnion of Seafarers
of India.

5.5hri 5.5, Khan, General Secretary, The Maritime Unian
of India.

6 Dr. MK, Pandhe., Vice President, Forward Seamen's
Union of [ndia.

Names of the remaining six Members of the Board will be
notified in due course.

[F. No. S8-18041/1,2008-51.§
A.K. TEWARI, Dy. Secy.
7% feeell, 18 T, 2008

T, 3, 2691, - e W FrroeEl, 1960 %
P 4 % T R mitey e v afafvme; 1958
(1958 W ufTam & 44) F WU 4 T WY Ay
VI F% H%Ta T, WEERT, 1 {2008 @) wd
wt amfe % foag v dew 6 wiw w R, el

Trerfabas o= i 0 —

[ Bz @, AL D, W, s

2. s ufas vs fadls amgsn, 9d Wags, 5%
wfiere Sk ToEn sEwer )

3. T e (Ategm), o wfier fiear
4. HyEn afas, Mo fram |
5. HEE RE B I9 96 |
6. e TETEERE |
7. Fidne, Uiy iy W, 95
& gy, HrE fae fefeds )
5, Feaw, TAR W Tfins |
0. 9. T4 QL HEr, A, | W AN
A o T, WREE
¥ wEe % e o st e oA
[ | T@ TH-1801 141,2008-UR TR
o, % T, 3 wiem
Mew Delbi, the 1 8th Seprember, 2008

5. 0. 2691.— In exercizse of the powers conferred by
Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act,]1958 (44 of 1958}
read with Rule 4 of the National Shipping Board Rules,
136, the Ceniral Government hereby estsblishes the
Mational Shipping Board for a period of two years with
effect from |st September, 2008 conzisting of 1he following
Members -—

1. Capt. P.V K. Mohan, Chainnan.

2. Additional Secretary & Financial Adviser, Mimistry
of Shipping, Road Transport & Highways.

3. loint Secretary (Shipping), Depariment of
Shipping.
4. Joint Seeretary, Department of Commerce.
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[PakT TI—SFc. 3000}

5 Depeir: Thief of Maval Stalf.
6 Dhirector General of Shapping.

7. Director, Metionz! Maritime Academy, Chennat,
& Chairman Loeten Shipyard Limited.

9 Charrman, Famees PorrLimited,

10, Prof = % Samaswamy, Chajoman, Frof M MK
Founes:irn Beseaich and Development, Caimbrtore,

Baves ol the o aziaing Members of the Board wilt b
modiled I adie course.

[F.No. 58 18013171/2008-51]
A. K. TEWARI, Dv. Secy.

HITET WA
+8 Rt 22 TR, 2008

T3 592, -F0 BEH T SEe RS 6T
{ S B fi ) TS, 195701957 %1 20} i Y T
FyFTAT (1) @ A SN W YRR S W R
N AT W@ L AL (625, TR 28 s, 2006 5T
T OYEF F Ty 9 0§, W= O, SHEE (G, THEE My
R, 2006 F oeER W OE |9, 5w sftep 8w
#rE § e fosdfde s i A d nm w3
SR Reai S cie iy cite sl Sl I I B

A e widwn A 29R YR w oaWm 4 S
I W F 2 R A o 2 H R

3T = oER w1, @ o 9 faan w1 #
Toe, H TERTY HRRN W W S % T TR
TR ¥ TV, T T e STEE o e At 234003
T (TOTHT D M 63803 WeRE {wTem) o et i iR
W e | Iy W R v st st fEg W A )

T ST FEIT WORER, WA UTE 83 (s sl
famrm: afafem, 1957 (1937 W 200 ® UM 9
TN {1} B0 THA WiE w1 WA w0 ET AE S
wt €, fF ermEt O afdn 25408 R (e @
£28.03 TEF= {¥FAT) W T gff J @ =9 W oEe
srfipm spay Feoad £

T AT & NWE A TR AR TEE

oAl -] 17 TRTA A 26G-050% IR 21 92, 0%

F A0 57m FAFL, FTW L WEPTE L #F FAEA | T R
fraer . | w2 e, FEEE (fR-to 001 &
FHES # o 994 FOwEEA fA@EdE (vam faum,,
e T2, TfTa SIS, AFT-440 0| (AT ) F FrEA
G firm W N £ 0

IFTHS
TR~ [ IYERE BE
=R E |
Toren ~igqT (wenT )
(tar . gi-3 ()AL 60-0504 Tk 20 W,
2008 )

g HEF:
BRI  CEE G E E e
| HiEwt L.

E1] g 1] ]

(R e T A WP sell M

PR - | A 4065 VR

3. & s N =T TR OIME0 AN

4 F®L 1D G LD Taq 14479 HW
{ =)

W EIT ;254,15 B (TR
L
H28.03 TS (T[]
TR THET # wfHn fEn mowr Senes:
B7, 38, 8%, 90, 90,03, 97, UST, 9352, 9873, 09, 100, U,
102, LO3/1, L0372, 10471, 10403, 1043, 105, 106, 167,
108, 100, 11041, 10002, 11e3, 111, 612, 113, 174, 115,
116/1, 116/2, WEH( VT |
T aret # wfde fee o wie dens:
132, 137, 138, 139, t40+1, 1902, 14023, 141, 142, 143,
144, 145, 146, 14741, 14777, 14871, 1482, 162, 163,
TEF] A} -
g T ¥ aifda e e wits W
134, 152, 153, 154, 155, 150, TEF( T}
I wwT { @el ) § afdn fwn ™ wie Hem:
46, 47, 48, 49, 30, 51. 52, 33, 54, 53, 3], 36:2, 3603,
5604, 5T, 58, 5%, 60, 61, &2, 6%, 64, 65, B, 67, 68, 69,
0, TL, F2,03,04, 03, T TRe2, TLTRA, TR, 79, RO
8171, B1/2, 8173, 81, 83, %4, R5:1, 8572, B6s1 L8622, B3,
464, 46611, 466/, 4661, 16021, S66°5, 4666, 46T, 10K,
A69, 470, 471, 472, 473 479, 475, 476, 4T7. 47N, 479,
A0, 481, 452, 483, A%, N3, ko, ART, 48K, 489, 4850,
d9], 492 T |

HAT 'O

o' b e CF W oW g € 2 we dedw
§7. By F ATE T S WW-W W OO H
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it et & T Tm T o we (wd) =
wfintm i ) TR R @ SR R wE e,
o TR dw & vy R & e wE W
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TH. WIEEEN, W FEa
MINISTRY OF COAL
Mew Delhi, the 22nd Seplember, 2008

S.0. 2692 — Whereas, by the notification of the
Government of India in the Ministry of Coal, number
S, O, 1625 dated the 28th April, 2006, isswed under sub-
section (1) of Sectien 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957),
(hereinafier refacred to as the said Acty and published in
the Gazette of Indiz, Part-[1, Section-3 sub-section (i}, dated
the 29th April, 2006, the Central Govemment gave patice
of ite intendion to acguire the lands and all rights m or gver
such lands in the locality specified in the Schedule
appended to 1hat Rotification;

And, whereas, the competent authority in pursvance
of Sectiom & of the said Act, has made his report 1o lhe
Certral Govemiment;

And, whereas, the Central Government afler
considering the report aforesaid and after consulting the
Government of Maharashira, is satisfied that the lands
measuring 254,15 heclares (approximately) or 628.03 acres
(approximately) and all rights in or over such lands as
described in the Schedule appended hereto, should be

acquired;

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred
by sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas
{Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20of 1957), the
Central Government hereby declares that the land
messuring 254.15 hectares (approximately) or 628.03 acres
{apptoximately) and a1] rights in or over such ands as
described in the Schedule are hereby acquired.

The plan bearing number C-1 (EVIIIIMR/760- (508
dated the 21st May, 2008 of the srea covered by this
notification, may be inspected inthe office ofthe Callector,
Chandrapur (Maharasheca) or in the office of the Coal
Controller, [, Council House Sweet, Kolkats (Pin 700 801)
o in the office of the Western Coalfields Limited {Revenus
Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur - 449 041
{Maharashtm).

SCHEDLLE

YERKONA - FOPENCAST BIOCK
MAIRIAREA

DISTRICT - CHANDRAPUR (MAHARASHTRA )

{Plan number C- I{EYIIITMR/760-0508 dated (he 2 It
May, 2008).

A Righas
Sl Wame Parwari  Tahsil District Arca  Remarks
Wo,  of circke in

viflage  No. Hoctares
0 Yekona N Warora Chandrapur 50.11 Parl
2 Marda |l Warora Chandrapur 4065 Pan

g8

Wanoja 11 Warora Chandrapur 1860-  Pan

(4 Charur Ik
{Khati)

Warora Chandrapur 144.7%  Pan

Total arca: 254, 15 heclares {approx imately)
or 528,03 acres (appraximalciy )

Plot numbers acguired in village Yekona
87,88, 89, 90,0102 07, 08/, 0%/2, 98/3, 9%, 100, L1, 102,

10371, HO32, 10471, 10442, 10473, 105, 106, 107, I8, (09, 1101,
D102, VIG3, A0, 112, 103, 114, 015, 118, 62 Road (Part).
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Plot numbers acquired in village Marda ;

132,137, 138, 139, 140/ 14002, 14073, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145,
146, 14771, 14772, 14871, 14872 162,163, Road (Part),

Plot numbers acquired in village Wanaja :
134, |32, 153, 154, 155, 156, Road (Part).
Plot numbers acquired in village Charur {Khati) :

46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52. 53, 54, 55, 56/1, 56:2, 5673,
56/, 57,58, 59, 60. 61,63, 63,64, 65,66, 67.68.60,70. 71 72,
73,74,75, 761, 7672, 77, TR1, 7842, 7040, RL/L 812,813,
82,83,84, 85/1, 8572, 8671, 8672, 8673, 464, 46671, 4662, 4663,
466/4,466'5, 466/6,467, 468, 469, 470, 471 472, 473, 474,475,
476,477,478, 479,430, 45 1,482 483, 484, 485, 486, 487, 288,
489, 490, 491,492, Ruad {Part).

Boundary description

A-B:  Lincstans from point A’ through village Yekona
and passes along the outer boundary of plot
numbers 87, B9, and crosses comtnon village
boundary of villages Yekona and Charur (Khari)
then proceeds through village Charuz {Khati}
along the outer boundary of plot number 86:1.
crosses road then proceeds along the ower
boundary of plot numbers 561, 56/2, 56/3, 3644,
53, 54, 51, 52, 51, 504, 46 and crosses read then
proceeds along the ouler boundary of plat
numbers 491, 492, 464, 466/5 and meets 4l point
‘B

B Line passes through village Charur (Khati’ along
the outer boundary of plot numbers 46675, 456:2,
467, 468, 46% crosses road then proceeds along
the guter boundary of plot nuinber 471, crosses
comtnen village boundary of villages Charur
{Khatiy agnd Wanejs, then proceeds through
village Wanoja along the outer boundary of plot
numbers 156, 152, 134, crosses road and procecds
along the outer boundary of road in village
Wanoja, then proceeds through ¥illage Marda
along the outer boundary of plot number 163 and
meets at point “C7,

C-D:  Line passes through village Marda along with
the ouer boundary of pletnumbers 163, 162, 147¢ 1,
E47/2, 1482, 140¢3, crosses road ther prucceds
mong the outer boundary of plol numbers 137,
132, crosses commaon village boundary of villages
Marda and Yekona then proceeds along the outer
boundary of plotnumbers L1602, | 1671, 10342, 1034,
D873, 981, 97, 92, 21 87, and meets at starting
poinfa’.

[F. N 430} 3672005 PRIV-1]
M. SHAUABUDEDN, Under Secs,

¢ fapt. 2 ﬁ:l'ﬂ'ﬁﬂ 2008
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. A, e '
New Delhi, the 22nd September, 2008

5.0, 3693 —Whereas, it appears to the Central
Government that Coal is likely 1o be obtaimed from the
lands in the locality mentioned in the Schedule hereto
annexed;

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the povwers conferred by
sub-section (1} of Section 4 of the Coal Beating Arcas
(Acquisitions and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hercin-
afier referred 1o as the said Act), the Central Government
heredbry gives notice of its inkention to prospect for coal therein:

The plan number DG/E736 dated the 3rd July, 2008 of
the area covered by this notification can be inspected at
the effice of Chief General Manager (Expleration Division),
Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwaia
Ptace, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of the Coal
Controlier, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata or a1 the office
of the District Colizctor, Raigarh, Chhatrisgarh,

Al persans interested in the land covered by this
notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other
documents referred in sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the
said Act to the Chief General Manager {Explotation
Division], Central Mine Planning and Design Institute,
(3ondwana Flace, Kanke Road, Ranchi within ninety days
from the date of publication of this natification.

SCHEDULE
SAYANG SOUTH BLOCK, MAND RAIGARH COALFIELD
DISTRICT RAIGARH, CHHATISGARH

Plan bearing number DG/8736 dated the 3rd July, 2008

8 Vil Thana' Vill District Area Ared Remarks
No, Tehsil . No. in it
Acres Hectares
1 SAYANG " KORBA S24.500 FAIGARH 1611 a9 Pan
2 DBEGURDIH KART ALA 523500 BAIGARH iyl o Fart
3 SHUDMA KORBA 43000 RAMGARH gx 140 Part
4 SIMKEDA KORDA 524000 RAIGARH 2545 030 Pant
5 HOG KORBA RAIGARH y.r) 9
6 FOREST KORRA RAIGARH ™ 313 Part
TUTAL A040N 1995
(approximately) fapproximately}
BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION

A-B  Theline start at point ‘A’ in the forest and passes through middle pant of Sayang village and meets point 13"

BLC The line passes through middle part of village Dengurdih and meets peint “C° in the western pant of villaze

Shudma.

C-D The line turned towards South Eastern pant of village Simkeda and meets point *D” on the edge of viflage Eloz.

D-A  The line tum and meet point 'E' 8t the edge af forest boundary.

E-A  The line passes through in the forest and meets point *A’ in the forest.

[F.No. 43015/1 1/2008-PRIW-1]
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy.
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Mew Delhi, the 220d September, 2008

5.0 2694--whereas. it appears to the Central
Govermment that Cogl is Tikely G be obtamed Forn the lands in
the Incality mentioned in the Schedule herelo annexed:,

Neow, therefpre. in ¢xercise of the powers conferred
by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Coal Bearing Areas
{Acquisitions and Developmeny Act., 1957 (20 of 1957)
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central
Govemnment hereby gives notice of its intention Lo prospect
for coal thercin;

The plan number TREAAT3T dated the Srd Tuby, 2008 of
the area covered by this notification can be inspecred at
the effice of Chief General Manager (Exploration Division).
Central Mine Planning an« [Jesign Institnie, Gandwana
Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi er at the ulfice of the Coal
Controller, 1, Council ! louse Street, Kotkaid of at the office
efthe Disirict Cofector, Ryigarh, Chatisgarh.

All persons interested in the tand covered by rhis
nctification shall deivver all maps. charis and other
decuments referred o in sub-section (71 of Section 13 of
the said Act io the Chief fencrai Manager {Exploration
Cvivision), Central Minzg Planrine and Nesign Institwe,
Goendwana Place, {omke Road, Ranchi within nincty davs
from the date of pubiicasion of this netification.

SN BT,

CHIRA NORTI WES T B2 ¢3¢k, MAND RANKIAR]
COALFIELTY. DISTRNYT BAIGAREL
CHEHATISGARIT

Clao mumber [EETIT daced tine 3rd Judy 20HH

1 Wl Thang' Will.  Pwarriel Ares Arc Romarks
. Tehsil E MNa in in
woms Lledanes

1 Elg Kb Murpuh 32735 13247 Pan
Y Chira Foorba [ pearh 135981 301980 [*art
3 Sudma RKorba  FIMHF Magoach 2329050 INXRTY O Par
1 Tegrimir Korba Sl wnX IO 3G 1"t
5 Bore Kok 3200000 gy N7 PRI Panl
Tharamarzar
6 Simkeda Korbe Raugueh 49600 Ja0? I"art
7 Forest  Korba Firgal: [1£79 &40 2] [*are

TOTAL 03 R 2NN
- PR,

itk imatelv]

BOLTMDARY DESCRIET i 15

A-B The line start 2 pos -A " i villure Flow and
passes throtgh somnern part of Chirg, mcddic
part Shudima viFlase.



[T ([—WvZ 3{ii}] WA | UFYS : Fo 27, 200851110 5, 1930 5395
BLC  The linc passes through south-western part of  wiwr fyaww
c-ﬁ :;hgleﬂmmﬁmp:mamﬂﬂ’mmmr @ w(ORT) e W 'w g A ge e & #R
& hine crosse orest, meddle part o :
Shudma 2nd Chira village and meets point ‘D* in ?}F;E“ﬁzfﬁ “"'ﬁg F’“E" W <
the village Elog.
oA Theline hums andmeets poiint ‘A’ atthe Nocthern &7 Y801 (TS) T 2 7R = Wil s 3§ e
odge of the village Elog. # i wmer o ! fag et 2
[File No.43015/1272008-PRIW-]]  T-% Y&l Wea 30 ol =im 7 i 9%z ekt &
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™ YRAEE, eet wiEw
New Delhi, the 22nd September, 2008

§.0. 2695.—whereas, it appzars o the Central
Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the
lands in the jecality mentioned in the Schedele herewo
annexed:

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred
by sub-section (1} of Section 4 af the Coal Bearing Arcas
{Acguisitions and Development) Act. 1957 (20 of 1957)
{(hereinafier referred 1o as the said Act), the Central
Government hereby gives natice of its indention to prospect
for coad thergin,

The plan bearing number DG/E733 dated the 3ed July,
2008 of the area covered by this notification can be inspecied
at the office of Chiel General Manager (Explovalion Divisicn),
Central Mine Planting and Design Instinte, Gondwana
Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of the Coal
Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkala ot at the ofTice
of the District Collectar, Raiparh, Chatlisgarh,

Al persons interested in the land covered by this
nodifcation shall deliver all maps, chars and other
documents referred in sub-section {7) of Section 13 of the
said Act to the Chief General Manager (Exploration
Division), Central Mine Planning and Design [nstinnfe,
Gondwana Place, Kanke Roed, Ranchi within ninety days
from the date of publication of this notification.

SCHEDELE _
SAYANG NORTH BLOCK, MAND RAIGARI
OOALFIELD DISTRICT RAIGARH,
CHHATISGARH
Plan bearing nurmber DG/8735 dated the 3rd July 2008
il wil Thana Vil [Hswiel  Airea A Henuks
Mo, Tehsl Mo, i in
ACaes Herdpre:
1 Chrhat Korba X4 Raigwh 57334 231 Rd Fan
2 Sgvang  Korba 520600 Raigarh  L1a% 00 54557 B
1 Sassdewa Korba 529200 Ramgan 071 3% 47358 Pavi
4 Degndils Korbad 523504 Bwipah 420 DAx T
Kartala
3 Forest Kurha+ Raigarth 70434 g5 0D Parc
Tlurdngar-
yarh
TOTAL AT0B A% | S0k AD
LApmox-  Dhppeos-
ritarelyy el

3467Q1/08—3
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BOUNDARY DESCEFITON SCHEDLLE
A-B The line start ar point * A’ in the forest and passes — — -
through middle pari of Chithut village and meets Sl ND..& Year of Lhe Mo, & ‘r'car.oi [ndign Drate
Ne.  Indian Standards Standards, i any, afl

point *B in e villzee Sarsadeva.

B-C  The ling passes through western part of village
Sarzadeva and meets point 'C™ in the forest.

CD The line twmed and the forest Sarsadeva and
Sayany village crossed and meets poine *D' on
the edge of forest Kasiari.

D-4  Theline tum and meat point' A’ pain in the forest,

[File Mo 4301 S/ 10/2008-PRIW-)
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Seey,
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ATINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS. FOOD AND
MURBEAC DISTRIBLUTION
{Beparement of Consamer Alfairs)
BLURLAT! G TNITAN STANIIAR IS
Mew Delhy, the il September, 2008
M0, 3696 —In pursuance of elanse (h of suberule
{110 Rule Tolthe Byreswe of Indian Sandards By les, 1957,
the Barcau of Indian Standards herehy notifies that e
Indiun Standards, particulars of which are wiven i the
Schedule heretn annesed have been established on the
date indicated apainse each:

E stab] Bhed Supeneded by the {Zslab-

Muw Indian Seandard [ixhient

1 (2] BREL 4}

(S &TFAI008 LSaTII: 1078 I uly, 200K

Sodicm silicate for

wse in fopndries -

Apecitication

(second revision) _

Copy of the this Standard is available for sale with
the Bureau of Indizn Standards, Manak Filiawan, 9 Rahadyr
Shah Zafar Marg, New Deltu-1 10002 and Regional Offices:
Mew Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandizarh. Chennai, Mumbai and
also Branch Offiges: Ahmedabad. Bangalore, Bhopal,
Ghubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Gipwahati, | [vdorabad, Jaipuye,
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pene, Thirdvananthapuram,

[Ref M1 14731

Dr. (M. ) SMEEH RHATT. A, Scientise F & Neadi Mot
Engu}

-
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[l et 6/2-10]
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New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

5, Q. 2697 In pursuance of clause (b of sub-nile

(1)of Rule 7 of the Bureas of Indian Standards Rules, 1987,

the Buteavr of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the

Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the
Schedule hersto atnexed have been sstablished on the

date indicated against each:

SCHEDULE
8. No & Yearofthe Mo. & Year ofthe  Dete From
Mo, Indian Standard(s)  amendment which the
amendment{s} amendment
shall hgve
effocr
(2 i3) 4}
1. [ 15362001 Amendment 23 August 2608
Cenmifugally No.2
casl (spun} iron Diecember 203
prassane pipes for
wate, gas and
sewage (Tourth
evision)
2. I5 1536:2001 Amendment 28 Aupgost 2008
Contritugally Mol
. casl {spumn) iron Tuty 2008
pressure pipes Tor
wite, pas and
sewage (fourth
Evision)

Copy of the this Standard is availabile for sale with
the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur
Shah Zafar Marg, Mew Delhi- 1 10082 and Regional Offices:
Mew Delhi, Kolkatwa, Chandizarh, Chennai, Mumbai and
also Branch Officgs: Ahmedabad, Bargalore, Bhopal,
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahat, Hyderabad, Jaipur,
Kanpur, Nagpur, Paina, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram.

[Ref. MTD &/T-10]
Dr. (Mra.) SNEH BHATLA Scientist'F' &

Head (Met Enge )
¢ feweit, 4 fomam, 2008 :

WL . 2698.— WA TH B FM, 1987 ®
fram 7 % =ufmm (1) F 92 (®/) ® s o g
R B uve sfeghm st s ol d A w

ures ) | wreT frm e R -
Tk o
Fm Weifus sty wHA wrE J@m
W UAS (FD R W @ wEn e @ =y
= st vidw
1. WWUH 4903:997  WERF Wen 4, 25 TR, 1002
wEd TR d e, 2008
HE HITRE W
% Tt

(gan i)

A HeingET i wiogl TR AeE S, A IEd, v

TR IS AR TR, 7§ Tesil- 1100002, ST ke T

o=l wio, 9UEg 3N, Yy A e FwiEgt

AL, T, IE, T2, [0 7w fewgrogm o A
Ty o €

[ o Tk 10r-30)

L ( 4iafh) T g, et o w v (e

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

5.0. 698.—In parsuance of clause (b} of sub-rule
{11 of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standurds Rulzs, 1987
the Bureao of Indign Standards hereby notifies that Lhe
Indian Smndards, particilars of which are given in the
Schedule hereto annexed have been cstabished on the
date indicated against esch:

SCHEIN E
Sl Mo & Yearovthe Mo & Year of the Ve from
Mo,  Indian Siardprd(sh amendmeni wirich 1he
amendneni(s) amesdnant
shall have
_ eifeer
I.  154%23:1997 Arendiers 25 Avpost 2004

Hallow steel MNad

sachions for siructural
usg=Specification
{sccond revision)

iuly. 200

Copy of thiz Standard is avalable for saic with the
Bureay of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, @, Bahadwr
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-1 10002 and Begional Olfices:
New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigark, Chennat, Mumbai and
also Branch Offices: Abmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal,
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbators, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur,
Kanpur, Magpur, Pana, Pare, Thintvananthapuram.

[Bof MTD Y9/T-384
B (Mrs.) SNEh BHATLA, Scientist'F'& Head{Met Engg.)
% fawelt, 16 fomae. 2008

T, AN, 2699, —WRER WA U Fran, 1987 &
frm 7 % ToFEm (1) ® @z (|/) F s F gwiE
S [ WEERT Afirgfe w & i fra et T
% frm HR st A A g A R B My F -

. 5
HEN  OEF (HD R Y g o Tl
ad di 3= "R THE
AT FFTRT,
afz % 7, &
e i
{1 (23 {3) (4]
L. amima (45532008 14553:199% 3 AR 2004

e TH-Hille
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(1) iz 13y 1) {1y (h (1 i)
T T ARl 7 IS157K3:2008 [G2E9: 152, 31 duly 2008
o i g T Road vehicles— [HESYRE

WU [y} T

Bfre (GE 1mem
Lo MR UM OIETELS00N I0ZEMVED, 31T 0w

EE g ) e Logd . usa s

# AT rm EE 9319

FEAT & g

i AT Tafme
3.0 P UTE SRO2: 0N

i i AR A |

e i o e M TR o

iAW ‘ﬂ“‘fﬂ A

F s T AR

LR A A

3;4 B 1 WW“PT LIRE]
99T, 0, TR 0 TR A, 2 - | L0007, SET T
7 e, 1w, e, AT, e A e e
Y, FAY, A, T2, I oy A o fawt
% T T |

3O 2R

[Grd: S ETA-14]
IS FHL, AFE T 0@ wpE (9
Wew [elhi. the 16th September. 20

5.0 2699, —n pursuance of ¢lause (b1 ol sub-rule
{170 Rule 7 ofthe Bureau of Indtan Standards Kules, 14957,
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby nolifies that the
Indian Standards. particubars of which are given i the
Schedule hereto anpexed have been cstablished on the
date indieated afmainsl cach:

SCHEDULE

Sl Na ¥ea & Titleaf Mo, & Year o e
Mo, tbelndian standards  [ocian Standards,  Fuiablished
Esahlishid it any,
supetseded by
tite Mew Indioe

".t.mdﬂ.nl
@ H Hi
1 |5 143354 Ml [15563: 1603 31 July 2004

Aurognislive vehicles- -
Apparalus for he
[ R TR AT T T |
UL, | Sk

n exhause g3z fnan
vehicles vouipped

with compressian
TRMITOn e ine—
Spetificalion

{First Revision)

Drake cormd devers amd 14149310997
for two and thiw
whelled moior
vehicles— Sperilicatin
£ (5 15802 M4
AuLoenoive wehivies —
Windscreen wipane
syalemt for A wheolors
other than M1 caivmom
of vehicles  Foognocnwn

F1duls 26k

Copy of this Snndurd s avidlable for sale with
the Burcau of Indian Siasdards, Manah Bhavin.
9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, Now Thelbi-1 102 and
Regional Offices: New Delbic Kolkatta Chandusarh.
Chennai, Mumbai and alse ranch O1nces Ahmednbad,
Banglore, Bhopal, Tihubaneshaar, Coimbatore, Guwahini,
Hwderabad, Jaipur, Ranpur, Magpur, Patna, Pupe,
Thiruvananthapuram.

[Ret TEIY (- 16]
RARFSE KUNMALR, Seivntinn B & [Eoad
{Lranspart ae

T3 frel, 1o Toas, 2o

AT, 2700, WY ik w0 T Low) & frm
7% IUCRG (1) W W W F AR T I g
=T wEE girgfE e T B AW et oes
Tererer A g | Fr v E Az it o

HT
I e e T g EE r2afiye
W AR D) wW O T AT Sfiy
=9 3y A T WA
I T EEY S
i R ERE LY
1. WEUR $TRE0N Bl A s
Al A -"A ] R A
A =1 F =
M IEH A
= 33

qunﬁamﬁwmmmxwm|

W A "EE & il T e wn, &
HEAEM WA AT, 9, 98RT TR A% OF, T2
Telt- 10602, mwma:w‘fm = fewedt, RIeTm,
mﬂrﬁ %ﬂﬁ gﬁfawm srmam HTHEATRE, AN,
AT, WA, YO AN feemrE o fawT gy aaerm §

[Hey; FusmElal 23]
4t wem . Amiew ¥ wE (duasgh
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New Delhi, the 19h Seprember, 2008

£.0. 2700.—In pprsuance of clause (b) of sub-rule
(1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987,
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the
Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the
Schedule herelo annexed have been established on the
date indicated against each:-

SCHEDULE

Sl Mo oand Yearof Mo, & Year af Datz of
Mo, the Indian Standards  Indian Siandaed, Esteblished

Esiablished if any,
Superseded by
the Wew Indian
Standard
1. 15 15788:2008 Nil Tuly 2008
Fishing Nets- method
af Test for the
Dretermination of
Mesh Size-
Opening of Mesh

Hencaforth, this standard will be avatlable for sale.

Copy of the this Standard is available for zale with
H.Q. at Bureav of Indian Standards, Marak Bhavan,
9, Bahadue Shah Zafar Marg, New Delli- 1 10002 and s
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolkatta , Chandigarh,
Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices at Ahmsedabad,
Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coitnbatore, Guwahati,
Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Magpur, Faina, Pune,
Thiruvananthapuram. ’

[Ref, FXTHG-25)
P.BHATNAGAR, Scicntist 'E’ & Head {Textiles)
¢ fieeeit, 19 fomer, 2008

3T, 2701, — YIRS A =g Fraw 1947 = Trad
7 % wfEm {1) % T8 (§) F argw § MWdg AE
) TR A S 2 s e ondR TR W
Foreor i wget F fom wian ¥ = weftE 0w 2

ST
FA T W - v i
A5 A= H O, T s e
ELIE L i e
afr k@, H
He siw
1. AU 157682008  TEY T 2008
AT -
HieTarA 3
T &t #1fm
saioEm - fafef

I A s WS Tawt & fom 3oy s

W O A w0 wie adR s e,
qEENAS, AF w91, o, wEgt WF we qof, 7§
feweit-110002, i v ity FRie < A, wer,
vErTs, %=TE, T W v wrAeTl ¢ ST, FTEY,
W, A, TR, T, R, S, WA,
AT, WA, YO e Fireararg | st 3 e €

[¥iwd; Frostyat-25]
o, wewr, At ' § e (dusEl)

New Debhi, the 191h September, 2008

5.0, 2701.—In pursuance of clause {b) of sub-rule
{1yof Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987,
the Burean of [ndian Standards hereby notifies thal the
Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the
Schedule hereto annexed has been zstablished on the
date indicated against each:

SCHEMALE
S No & Year of No. & Year of Dpte of
M, thelndien Siandards  Indian Standards,  Established
Esisblished if any.
Superseded by
the New Indian
Standard
L. IS 15768:2008 Nil Jung W03
Texiiles—Reristance
w Ignition of
Uphalstered
Composites uscd
For Non—{Dxomestic

Fumiture—Specificalion

Henceforth, this standard will be available for
sale,

Copy of the this Standard is available for sale with
H.Q. at Boreau of Indian Standacds, Manak Bhavan,
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-1§10002 and its
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolkatta , Chandigarh,
Chennzi, Mumbai and alzo Branch Offices 21 Ahmedabad,
Bangalore, Bhopa), Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, -
Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Fatha, Pune,
Thiruvananthepuram.

[Ref, TXTHG-25)

P. BHATNAGAR, Scientist "E” & lead { Textiles)
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IRferam AR o T Havera
uf fewedl, 24 fimrar, 2008
W, W 2702 — TR WOR B WHRT A ve smaved wdim a1 # ¥ oo o F adR @
mHRY W A T 9F FE W F Ragt 3q IR S RerEadw fafe g uw
igycirg 4o A aifEy

3R F=fta weer B R agvArsd fFET F i ¥ e e sewe wda @ § s b o
#, off & Iueg R 4 affe &, Rl 5o ueTeRd (BN 9N w1 wwE 2 e ¥
IR = [ g

I FE, S woR, igform o @l vsversa (o ¥ swin F ofer o o) e
1962 (1962 =1 50, ®1 9’1 3 6 Iwr (1) g/ 9e0 whedl &1 ¥4 & §q, 99 g #
T F JER W o w F AT arery @ ggen e 2

g @afs, <1 9 g # affm 4fy o Raeg 2, 99 afw ¥ Ree 39 e ] g e
¥ o B AR wERer 9 & Sude a1 < il R, swhw R & fe Yy ¥ AR
T R o & fov oo wwam & afeR & ol ¥ @y § 4 snfie @y, 9ew
AP, ardemedt P wIE EvensT wRae, wRd ol Regai Rife, 875, demeh
TARES 46 WS F T, g - 456010 (mmae) ot fofeg sy 3 a0y A9 g%

Izt
Ardra i famr T ;A

W |wm W M w4 A A kR
1 2 3 4
1. FTAiH 161F 03M
1 TR 135 0 G

(. 9. JE-21015/20¢2008 - 3LFR-11 ]

U, TRATRT, TR e

Ministry of Pefroleum and Natural Gas

New Delhi, the 24th September, 2003
5. 0. 2702 — Whereas il appears ' the Ceateal Government that i1 is necessary in the
pubhe interest that for ransportation of Crode Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat o
Bina in the Sate of Madhya ['radesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Relineries Limited:

* - . .
And whereas 1L appears 1o the Ceateal Government that for the purpose of laving such
pipeling, it 15 necessary 1o acquire the. right of wser in land under which the said pipeline
is propesed 1o be fwd and which is deseribed in the Schedule annexed hereto;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (13 of section 3 of the
Petroleumn and Minerals Pipetines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50
of [962), the Central Government herchy declares its intention to acquire the right of user

therein;
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Any person, interesied in the Jand described in the said Schedule may within twenty one
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are
made availabie to the public, object in writing to the zcquisition of the right of user
therein for leying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent
Autherity, Vadinar-Bina Crude Qil Pipeline Project, Bherat Oman Refineries Limited,
8/5. “Vaishali”, Near Nanskheds Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh).

SCHEDULE
TEMSIL :RAGHOGARH DISTRICT : GUNA  STATE : MADHYA PRADESH
SMa.] NAME.OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE
) 2 ] ) 4
1. KAJALIVA 161 P 0.534
2 NALKHEDA 135 0.034
o R [No. R-31015/20/2008-0.R.-M
A_GOSWAMI, Under Secy.
1§ felt, 24 fipra, 2008 '

T, 3T, 1703, ~ P AR T Awika F U smavas Wi B & % R o § 9dER 9
wayde v 4 A 0% Ps oaw ¥ REEd ¥ ARG AR Rerda AR gW uw

EYEEd e e wiEg

iR iy TR B W UFvesT Ren ¥ waee ¥ T 7 s wia s § 5 8 R
§ o god STEg gl A affe 8, e 5w wEvelss Rew AR @ wa 2, ST %
FRFR o o oy '

o i, $a WER, YR ot wfte wmvees (gft § Tt ¥ PR w1 i) st
1962 (1962 T 50), & 9=7 3 B swr (1) g wew afted! ® mEr P g9, oW g
I & AFRBR 1 IV B & AW AT @ T agd 8 :

IS oo, it 9% FE A avE R ¥ feaag €, Su ol 9 e 3w iR X IF AR
¥ T B ARE aeRw W @ STam o9 <) vl §, s Rm F Aw g v e
oETEET BB 9 ¥ e 9w swm ¥ oRmR ¥ o ¥ waw § A R W, M
T, aRMR-A T T WETenE vRale, e v Rergda fafies, 875, dumd
AT W WS ¥ Y, I - 456010 (mammey) 9 faftea we # an A9 wem)

AT
o A Tormn : orodte wrom - AT
w3 |um AT ™ will A #rom ke it
1 | 2 3 4 |
1. TR 393 0.05
2 kT 0.014
3, zah 148 0.13

(. . |R-31015/22/2008- 21,57l ]
T, T, srop alfaw
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New Delhi, the 24th September, 2008

8. 0. 2703.—Whereas it appesrs to the Central Government that it is necessary in the
pubiic interest that for wansportation of Cryde il from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh shoutd be iaid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited:

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline
is proposed to be latd and which is described in the Scheduie annexed hereto;

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) Aect, 1962 {50
of 1962), the Central Government hercby declares its intention 1o 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 copies of the Gazette of India containing (his notification are
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user
- therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,
#/5 “Vaishali”, Near Nanakhedz Bus Stand, Ujjain-436 010 {Madhya Pradesh).

SCHEDULE
TEHSIL : TARANA  DISTRICT : UJJAIN  STATE : MADHYA PRADESH
S.No. [NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE
1 2 3 4
1. LALAKHEDI 393 0.05
2. RUPAKHEDI 371 0.014
__ 3. BUKHARI 149 0.13

[No. R-31015/22/2008-0.R.-ll}
A, GOSWAM, Under Secy.

. 7§ faell, 24 fivrmamg, 2009
w3 2704.— B W @ Aeled | 77 JHvEe vle Dar & % eRE o ¥ AR R
IRy U A 9% F oY & UREEd 3 WRa oMM RenTie Rite N ge

wgTaIs foE ot oty
mﬁﬁumaﬂ@ﬁmﬂmﬁmﬁ%mﬁﬂﬂiﬁmwmmﬂam%%@ﬁqﬁ
ﬁ,ﬁmmaﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁw%.W$
AR P el fawar

34w, ¥ W, IR ahv wfra Tsvarg (Y # 9T B oRwR @1 ) s
1962 (1962 w1 50), W 9W1 3 @ IwW (1) G wow wReal @ wi AR gO, w9 i A
ITAPT ¥ FER T o TR W A aerm & Do TR 2 .
ﬁ#mﬁs,ﬁwaﬁﬁaﬁmgﬁﬁﬁm%,wmﬁa#ﬁmﬁsﬂaﬁﬁ'ﬁ#gﬁw
& oA P ufaer HERT FFA1 D ITerEr A oA A R, geww 2w F 0w 9fr 3 A
Wﬁmmﬁ%ﬁiﬁaﬁw&aﬁmtmﬂiﬂﬁmﬁsﬁmﬁ?m, e
WiReR, aTR-A e AR Migvenss SR, aRe aeE R e /5 femch
TARIST &0 RIS ¥ U, S - 456010 (eande) = e w7 4 a8y 9 w3 |



[ s 1—o 3(i) ] VIR W1 TRTIN ; TR 27, 2008770 5, 1520

S
el - W), W foreT WAy T e
w0 O ®t WA o Hw s $adaw A
3 2 4 H
1, Witk 162 0.05
T LW . S-31015/23/2008- 2311 |
T, Tived], star afem
[

— - - . ———— =

HNew Delhi, the 241h September, 2008

$. 0.-2704,— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the
public interast that for transportetion of Crude Gil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,

And wheteas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such
pipeline, 1t is necessary to soquire tha right of user in land under which the said pipeline
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the
Petrolenrn and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50
of 1962), the Central Govemnment hereby declares its invention 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 copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are
made available to the public, object in writing to the requisition of the right of user
thercin for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent
Avthority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,
8/5 “Vaishali”, Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh).

SCHEDULE
TEHSIL : Mo, BADCDIYA  DISTRICT : SHAJAPUR _ STATE : M.P.
S.No. [NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE
1 2 3 4
1, SAGADIYA . 162 0.05

TNo. R-31(1 &/2w2006-0.R.-1i]
A GOSWAMI, Under Sedy,

467 GHOB—4
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w3 fueett, 24 fymea, 2008

W 3, 2708 FUA TER F AT ¥-ug Iraems w0 v & % eRe o § adAw @
gy Aoy ¥ @ 9w g9 9N ¥ wRaer 3 Wa dem i fiftks TN
mETeTe e e Wiy

IR =ty v @ W wRvasT Rer & vaiee ¥ o a8 s wdig @ € R I g
A, ot 3% SN oyl # affm R, A ww wgvem fe SR @ ywg @, 9w F
HRGR T AT ey o

T W, T WER, Tl oR o wvens (Y § 9vam ¥ aRwr @ s affa
1962 {1962 @1 50), 9t o1 3 ™ Swg {1) gRY AT whndl & 9919 Bve gy, 59 9 F
YT F AfER @Y I e & T Sraw P ohwon ol 8

wig afe, ot www a3yd F 2 9 F ey 8, 99 @ F Frwsl 3w wfdgE @ g ke
YT B AR I T B U w4 o &, gaeta R ofar gy R
TEYeTET RO W & R oW evah & aReR & oo B awry A o oRRr =Y, W
wiEEr, AAR-A Ps Srae TEveEs oROeEn, WRa SWE Reeis fafies, 8/5, duweh
TR B9 RUS F IR, Fou - 456010 () 1 PiRew vy & andy &1 wivm

AR
e - TR forer : O P - e ~
W |ym m A il Sewe e 7
1 2 1 3 4. |
1. &= 870 p 0.78
B29 0.08
B30 Q.06
1282 0.00
131872 002
131973 020
3 TEEE 16 02
8 B.08
s . 010
3. Etdarg 23 0.17
4, oE il 0.26
5. Fmem 1103/ .04
£ T LTt 1.85
g17 023
1286 0.34
2539642 0.21
7. o 573 0.03
8 45 0.05
5B 0.08

[ H, 2M-31015/13/2004- 371 2m- 1]
T. e, o |iwy
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New Dalhl, tha 24th September, 2008

S. 0. 25~ Wheress it appears to the Cenmral Government that it is necessary in the
public integest that for transportation of Crwde il from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to
Bina in the Stete of Madhyn Pradesh should be luid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited;

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline
is proposed te be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto;

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 intetition to acquire the right of user .
therein;

Any peison, interested in the land deseribed in the said Schedule may within rwenty one
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are
made available to the public, objsct in writing to the acquisition of the right of wser
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, ‘Compeient
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,
8/5 “Vaishal®®, Near Nanekheda Bus Stand, Ujjain456 010 (Madhya Pradesh).

SCHEDULE
TEHSIL : BADNAWAR DISTRICT : DHAR STATE : MADHYA PRADESH
8.No. |NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA N HECTARE
1 2 3 4

1. DOTRIYA G70F .78
B29 0.08
. 830 0.06
1282 0.09
1319812 0.02
1319/3 0.20
2. BAKHATPURA 18 0.02
18 0.08
A 0.10
3. TITIPADA 23 0.17
4, SANDLA 2812 0.26
5. TILGARA 11831 0.04
6. MULTHAN 569 1.85
210 : 023
1286 0.34
2596/2 021
7.  KHACCHI BARODA 673 003
' E78 .20
8. KARODA 45 .05
56413 0.08

[No. R-31015/1372004-0,R 11
A. GOBWAMI, Under Secy.
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WL BN, Tio6— TRIT WO T AFERT W U8 Aawe W o R o o ¥ ol |
rpRy o A 1 99 g wwd ® WREsw #g Wd de Romwie RIS g @
TICAG RoE oFT TeY;

3w ®=m wop @ W yrTEEE e & Wi $ o a7 arsens wée B @ fF O g
¥, @ gud woag g § afig §, Fred 9w ugveme Ren s o e 8 9w @
AT @1 s e s

e o, sy TREr, Wi v wfe wireEs G 9 i aRer w1 e ffem
1962 (1962 = 50), @) am 3 & T (1) gmy Wew afed @ pohT e gy, S99 f o
YO i SEET @ ST T § U ST & Eiwon FHAl €

A @, orgw FIgd | offm o 4 Raeg £, 3% Tl A P 3yl A g5 wRa
¥ w3 giaal  waRe weal F 9T v &) O g, s e v e gl v SR
YiEYeIgs e oW ¥ o ouH oI o offer ¥ o ¥ S ¥ o4 sllw oY, wem
WRerS, arEFR-ET He ATE qEvered YREeEn, WRa e Rergas fafids, 875, dwmed
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New Delhi, the 24th Seplember, 2008

5.0, 2706 - Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the
- public interest that for transportation of Crade Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to
Bing in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited;

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the: right of user in land wader which the said pipeline
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the
Petroleumn 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
thersin; .

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one
days from the date on which copies of the Gazete of India containing this notification are
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user
therein for laying of the pipeline under the Jand to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,
2/5 “Vaishali", Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh).

SCHEDULE

TEHSIL : PETLAWAD DISTRICT : JHABUVA  STATE : MADHYA PRADESH
4.No. INAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE
1 2 3 4
1, ZHABLIYA 902 007 °
2. SOYALA 4 0.07
3.  ALISIVA KHED! ' 326 0.04

326 0090
4. SEJALIYA 99 0.63

107 0.14
§. BEGANBARDI 552 0.1
6. LALPURA 78 0.23

285 0.15

288 0.07

Ealh s T

[No. R-3101501722008-0.R -]
A GOSWAM|, Under Secy.
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[ H. SF~-31018/18/ 2008 -3 A7 || ]
0, TIREH], T A
New Delhi, the 24ih Saplember, 2008
S. 0. 2787.— Whereas it appears 1o the Central Government that it is necessary in the
public interest that for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited;

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laving such
pipeling, i is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto;

MNow, 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, 1362 {50
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user
therein:
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Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette.of India conteining this notification are
made availeble to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user
thercin for laying of the pipsline under the land to Shri, Arvind Khare, Competant
Authority, Vadivar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited,
/5 “Vaishali”, Near Nanskhedn Bus Stand, Ujjain-dS6 010 (Madhya Pradesh),

SCHEDULE
TEHSIL : NAGDA  DISTRICT : UJJAIN STATE : MADHYA PRADESH
S.Mo. [NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE
1 2 3 4
1. RAMABALODA 430 D.06
2  SURJAKHEDI 292 0.10
506 0.08
— ' ' 529 0.04
[Ne. R-31015/18/2008-O R -l
A. GOBWAML, Under Secy,
1§ fiwelt, 24 T, 2008

W 3. 217908.— oy AYRem R R Fa wer § AR aver i Frefiea el B R
9.1199 & 3280, fz, 24.12.99 =4 3673, R&. 30.03.2000 # 791 #f= 10,07 2001 #1 1624
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Fifrae rafe i o wie Sve & wRee ¥ mesE ROT & e a wom % e,
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EUETS fASw o W ;
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Mew Delhi, the 24th September, 2008

8. 0. 28— whereas by the notifications of the Goavernment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum
ond Naturgl Gos number 3280 doted 911 9%, 3473 daled 24.12.9%.791 dated 30.3 2000 angd 1424
dated 10,7.2001 in the follawing schedule, the Central Governmeni directed that Right Of User in
said lang vest in the Petionet CCK Limited free from all encumbrances far the purpose of laying
pipeline for the transportalion of motor $int, supenior kerasene angd high speed diesel from the
Hmponam installalion of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, Aimpanarn, Kachi in the Sale of
Kerala to Karur in the Stote of Tamil Nadu and pipelings should be laid oy m/sPetranet CCR

Limnited,

And wheteas, by notificafion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum ond
Nalwal Gos $.0 . 1427 doted 11062004, os reguired under explanation-1 of the ruie of the
Peiroleum Pipelines [Acqguisition ol Right of User in Land) Rules 19463, the central government
declared the date 15,12.2002 as date of termination of operation in the State of Kerala after the

pipeline hos been 1did:
Now, Ms.Bharat Petroleurn Corporation Limiled imtends to lay AR pipeline tor the

purpose of transpartotion of ATF product from BPCL's Kochi Refinery to Tochin Intetnaticnal
Airport at Nedumbassery through the ROUin the said lond:

And whereas Petronet CCK Limiled has no objection in permitting Bharat Fetroleum
Corporation Limited for laving ATF pipeline in the same ROU vsed for laying Cochin-Caimpatore-

Karur pipaline:



[ oo 11— 330} }
ANG wheréas Central Govemment affer considering the request. salished thal the scid

land are required tof Ioying of ATF pipefine for transpartation of ATF product from Kochi Refinery
to Cochin Internafional Akpor:

T R T ¢ fier=t 27, 2008291007 5, 1930 3411

And furter, in exarcise of the powess confemed by section (4] of section & of the said
oct. the Cantrd Govemment hereoy direct that right of user in the said land shall be used by
Bharai Pefroleurn Comporation Limited for laying ATF pipefine from Kochi Refinery to Cochin
Intemational Ainport and pioalines should be laid by Mm/s.Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited;

. SCHEDULE

3. 5.0.NO, . Mame of villoge Tailuk Cistrict Slate

Mo, ond Cote _ .

| 2 3 4 5 &

1 2280 deled 7.11.9% Parckkadayy [Bock Mo 5) Alyva Ernaskulorn Kerala
Parakkodavy [Riock Na ) " Ay Ermakiam Keralo
Kunrukara Powdvur Emickulam Kerdls

2 3473 gated 24 12.59 Thrikkakara [MpMock NO.6) Kanayanrur  Emakulomn Kercla
Kokkanad ([BIGck No.9} LonoySmour  Emakulam Ketaia
Aluva Weast [Block No.37) Ahva Ernakudam Kerala
Aluva Wast [Rlock ho.34) Aluva Emckulam Kecalg
Parakkadavy [Bloek NS Aluvd Emakukam Kercla
Parakkodavu (Block No.8) Aluva Emaryicnm rerala
kadungallur Paravur Ermckulam kerata
kanrmaliur Paravir Ermakidarn Karalo

3 741 coted 3032000  Trekkokata North (Block Neg.sjkanayonnur Emakulam Keraky
Aluvg West (Biock NO.37) Al Ernakulom Keralo
Adova west [Block Ne.dd) AlUvs Ernakuiom Keralo
Parakkodavu [Block No.5) Aluva Ernakulgm Karclo
Parakkodavy [Bleck Ho.) Alove Emckulam Keralo
Kurngkara ParIvUr Ernakukarm Earola
Karomotlur Foraur Emakuiam Yorala
Kodungaliur Fargvur Ernakularm Kerala

4 1624 doted197.2001  Thiruvamkulam [Block Ne.10}  Kanoyannw  Emokuiam Karclka
Kadungalhr Paravur Emakularm keralo

. R-37015/27 -

A GOSWEMI, Under Secy
§ froelt, 24 fimmay, 2008
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New Delhi, the 24th Seplember. 2008

5. 0. 2709, in modification of notification of Govermment of Indio in the Minitley of Petroleum and
Mofural Gas 5.0.1994 dated 1# June, 2065 and in pusuance of clouse [) of seclion 2 of the
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines {Acguisitions of Right of User in Land) Acl, 1942, the Central
Governmen! hereby authorzes Shh.P N Mohaonochondran, Monoger [Legal Administration],
Fetronet CCK Lirmited, to parforrn the functions of the competert quthority  for lovirfg an ATF
pipeline by Bharat Petroleum Carporafion Limided from Kochi Refinery 1o Cochin International
Airport. in the ROU ncauired by Pelranet CCK Limited for Cochin-Coimbatore-Karur pipelineg, in
qaddition to his function of the competent authorty for Cochin-Coimbatore-Karur pipeling, under
the said Act within temtory of Kerala,

Mo, B-3101 5/27/2008-0.R.-[]
& GOEWaM! Under Secy,

= firgat, 26 Famear, 2008
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New Delhi, the 26th Seplember, 2008

$. 0. 2710.— Whereas, it appears to the Central Governmeni, that it 15
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from
Devanagondhi to New Bangalore International Airport Devanahalli in the State of
Karnataka, a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Qil Corporation Limited.

And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary
to acquire the right of vser in the land described in the schedule annexed to this
netification;

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 iis intention to acqutre
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 [ndia, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the
acquisition ‘of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline vnder the land, to
Shri.R.R.Jannu, Compeient Authority (Karataka), Indian Qil Corporation Limited,
ATF Pipeline Project , No.719, Ground Floor. 4th Cross, 7th Main, Kalyna Nagar.
Ist Block Bangalore-560043 (Kamaiaka).

SCHEDULE
Taluk : Yalahanka District ; Bangalore Urban State : Karnataka
Sub-Division Arsa
- up-
Name of the Vlliage Survay no. no. Hectara| Are |Sq.mir.
1 - 2 3 4 5 6
Hobli : Jala
DHUMMANAHALLI - 41 - L1 35 3

[F. No. R<25011/3/2007-0.R - |
S. K. CHITKARA, UInder Secy.
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$1H TUE AT HA
=4 Frevl, 20 @P1EH, 2008

T, 2711.—- TR T sifubam, (547 (1947
1147 F o 17 B A F, S aem vem
% WAuTA ¥ Hag Faw o e wdEw T 9,
aEy A fiffe aheifrr faars F ofeife s,
HETETAE & e (T e 1221008 ) T VeI FAat
¥ @ H T F 28-8-2008 F WA g A

[H. To- 1201204 1:2004 -, 3R, (F11)]
Tfem gaw, gum sl
MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT
wew Deihi, the 29th August, 2008

5.0, 27t1.—In pursuance of Seption 17 of the
Tndustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1547, the Contral
Government bereby publishes the award (Ref. Mo [22108)
of the Industrial Tribumal, Alunedabad {Gujarat) as shown
in the ﬂ.ﬂnexur& in the industrial dispute botween the
managemen: of Allahabad Bank aod theie wotkmen. which
was recefved by the Central Government on 28-08-2608

[ Mo L-120 124 R2004- 1R (B
RAINOER KUMAR. Desk (Mficer
ANNEXLURE
BEFORE SHETEIL DAVE, PRESIDINGOFFICER
INDUETRIAL THIBUNAL, AHMEDABAL

Beference (FTCYNo. 8221404

eoid ) Beference (0. T.A) No. 145644

ATRLUNEC T O
HETYWEEMN

The Ansistainl Geoeral Manzger,
Altzhabed 13 ink,
Regiomal C1Fee.
Z2ad Floor, Navm ok,
Oppr Sercer Patel Sewa Tama) Bhavan,
L0k Booad, Savramuddra,
Abincdubag 380006 [Duiurar?

AN

et Pl

el Somit s Pael,
Flast s A 2Na
Shrirarh £ crgrles,
maEieh Park e gy,
Mear Shonn Wi,
Althan Road, Bhetar,
Sural-30anT T ot s

. co S ety
Tspie pertabing o
repmimatic ot the
LeTyees 0l L
worieea, St o] ke
Rate

o —

APPEARANCES
Advocte, Ms. 8. M. Bhavsar for the [irst party.
Advocate, Shri Hitesh T, Katharotiys for the Second party.
AWARD .

I. The Under Svcretary, Minisiry of Labour,
Covernment of India, Mew Dethi has referred 1o this Tribunal,
the dispute between above partics, for adjudication. vide
its tetter dated 27-06-2004 The dispuie is shown m the
Schedule as under :—

SCHESWLE

“Whether the action of the management ol Allahabad

Bank throuph the Assistand General Manager

terminating the senviaces af Shei Sunil K. Patel by way of

*dismissal without rotice” w e 1. 3-3-2003 15 legal, proper

and justified? Tf nor. what relief the concerned

workman, Shre Suni] B Palsl is entitled 10 and Gom
which date and wha other Jivections are necessan in
the matter >

2 Bath the partics ore served with nolice and pares
appeared bofore the Tedaeal through their Advocales,

3. In the course of hearing the mater, the seeond
party has filed withdimaal pushis Ex. 1 and subrited
hefore this Tribenal thas a: the sceond party and the firse
party Bank has settled the e, the second pany waniid
to withdraw this maner and sought tor permission Lo
withdraw the Reference

4. In view of these submissions, 1his Fribonal
recorded the withdrwal pwshis sranmting she perimision
to withdraw the Refevenee as prasd for. Therelore, 1 pass
the following order inthis eivrenoe,

COIRTER

The withdeawal purshis B 1] s allowed and
permiss ot is gramed licsdrs this Referenes us prased
for. Mo order as 1 e coeie,

Date : 31-T-2008 B T2 Prosiding Olcer
73 fzuwl, | TR 2008

AL 2713 — s s, 04T 1vaE
W14} F AW N7 F g i S A W, d, T
. F THURS F Hwn IR 5T I FHE % A
s 1 faféra afitrm. fusw H STlfTE SAfFT AT
% VAR (FRd wwn A ilis) W WENEE FE P
FEE WEHRT F | 4 ks =1 T E3 )

DF TA 4242 i -2085 3, 30 (Hm- 1) |
Ay AT g, 2R #E
e el the Tst Septembaer, 2008

£.0, 2T12—0 pursupsce of Section 17 of the
tncpstrial Dispuies At U7 (14 ol 1T the Ceatral
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e

Government herebypublishes the award (Ref No. 153412008}
of the Indusirial Tribuneal, Ahmedabad {Gujort) as shown in
the Anpexute in the industrial dispute between the
managtment of Gandhinagar Electrical Division, Ceniral Pybiic
Works Deparament, 2/44-A14, Kalu Sarai, and their workmen,
which was received by the Central Government onl-2-2008.
[ Ne. L4201215812005-1R {CM-ID)]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE
IN THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL{CENTRALAT
AHMEQABAD
BEFORE SHRIY, B BHATT

Reference {ITC) 1534708/
Ol No; Reference (C.5.1.T.A) No., 17560
ADJUDICATHON '
BETWEEN
1. The Executive Engineers (Electrical),
Crandhinagar Elecrrical Division, CPWD,
Second Fleor, Minman Sadan,
Sector- ¥/ A, THH-3,
Gandhinagar.
2, The Assistant Engineer (Electrical},
Central Public Works Depattiment,
Baroda Central Elecrrical Sub Station,
Diak Bunghow, Fatehpunj Circle,
Vadodara {Gujarat) - 390 002,
3. The Superintending Engineer (Electrical),
Ceantral Public Watks Deparment,
Mumbai Central Elecitical Cirgle,
Second Floor. New C.G.0. Building
Mew Marine Lines.
hdumbai-400 K24,
4. M/, Swastik Enterprises,
2/44-A/14, Kalu Sarai,
Behind Hauz Khaz Terminal,
Hauz [has, Mew Defhd-1 10016,
AND
Shri Vijay Haribhai Patmar & 5 Othets,
10/1700  Sanskar Nagar Aparmment,
Mear Gayani Magar,
Gotri, Vadodara (Gujarat) - 300 021
APPEARANCES
Shri R, 5. Munshi for the first party.
No ong appearad for the second panty.
AWARD
This Industrial Dispute beétween the above said
parties was referred by the Desk Officer, Government of
Indiz. Ministry of Labour, Mew Delhi vide erder Mo
-L-A2012:181 /200518 (CM-11) dated 14-00-2006 1o the Cenrral
Goyernment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Laboyr Court,
Ahmedabad for adjudication under Section 10 (13 of the
tndustrial Dispotes Act, 1947, The said dispute was

..First Party

~.3eCond pany

aubsequently transferred to this Tribunal by order of the
competent authority. The dispute between the parties
relates to the following demands of the workmien concerned,

““Whether the action of the management of Central
Public Works Department, Gandhinagar in
terminating the seevices of Sh. Vijay Haribhai Parmar
and 5 others from the date of their respeciive
- termination as per list enclosed, is legal and justified ?
If not, 1o what reliaf the concerned wotkinen arg
entitled 77
After the case was transferred to this Tribunal, the
nofices were sent b the parties, Iy appears that there are in
all six workmen concerned in this case. The main workman
is Vijay Haribhai Parmar of whose address is given in the
orderof Refersnce. Said Vijay Haribhai Parmar was served
as per Ex. 5, howe ver, nejther henor bis fellaw workmen are
attending this Tribunal. It therefore appears thal none of
the warkinen have any interest in this case. This Reference
case is, therefore, dismissed for want of prozecution, Order
accordinghy with no order as o costs.

Ahmedabad
Dated : 8-§-2008

¥. P BHATT, wdustrial Tritunal (Ceniral)
 frewit, 1 ForeE, 2008

T, 2713 —ateifing Rmw aifufmm, 1947 {1947

&1 14) 1w |7 F SEm §, F=E ' o favm a

e ; AR 3% FEERT = O, Ay A
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MNew Delhi, the 15t Seprember, 2003

5.0. 2713 |p pursnance of Section 17 af the
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Coentral
Govemnment hereby publishes the award (Ref Mo, —-3of
the Tndustrial TribupakiLabowr Court, Ahmedabad a8 shown
in the Annexure in the [ndusteial Dispute botween the
employers in relation 1o the management of Department of
Posts and their watkman, which was rectived by the Central
Jovertmeant on 1-9-2008.

[ Na. L-40011:26/95-1R (U]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, DeskOMicer

ANNEXLRE

BFFORE SHRLY, P BHATT, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL.
AHMEDABAD, GUJARAT

Vadodara No. Ref, (ITC) No. 401 1996
CGIT, Abad No. Rel, CGITA No, 34 of 2007
{ Stage [nd. Tribunal, A’bad No.
Referenee {IT-C) No. 1585 of 2008
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ADFUTHCATION BETWEEN

Management of Post; Through

1. The Chiel Pesr Master General, Abmedabad.
2: The Sr. Post Master, Raopura, ¥adodara,

3. TheS5P Vadedara. .. First party
AND
The workinen .Second party,
In the matter of tetmination of service ofShri G.S. Dudhwala.
AFPEARANCE

Shri PM Rami, the lcamed Assistant Govt., Pleader for the
first party.
Shri Bharat T. Majmudar, the leamed Advacate for the
second party.,

AWARD

The Ministry of Labour in Government of India
referted this Industrial dispuie between the aforesaid partiss
vide its arder Mo, L-4001 [/26/95% 1R DU dated 27-06-] 996
firsthy 10 the Industeial I'ribunal, Vadodara, Subsequently
on establishment of CG1T-com-l.abour Court here at
Ahmedabad. this dispure was transfemed oo the sapl CGIT
vide orders of the competont authorities Therealter, by an
order ol Hon. Hizh Court of Gujatat, this dispute alongwith
the other dispures pending with the CGIT were transfeered
ta the State induostrial ribonal a1 Ahmedabad. The
registration namber of (s dispute is, therefare, recorded
for all the three Fribunals. The dispue relates 1o the
lulowing demand ofthe workmenas stated in the schedule
1 the order vl Rederence:

“Whether the action of management of Chiel Post
dasier Geperul. Vadodara Begion Ahmedabad Pos
Master, Raopura Branch, Vadodory and 55P
Wadodara. East Division, Vadodara in iermminating the
serviges ol shi L5 Budhwala bs justitied? [Tl o
whal relicl'the workman i entitled (o2
2 Shni G.8. Dudbrwaks. horeinalier referred to as =~ The
workiman” (ilud statermwy 01 <laimeat Bx. 7 and sted thesein
that be wus working under the frst parts, hercirafier
teferred to gy L he empluyer'” on the vacant past of packer
(rgm 13-08-1986 and his services were ermmaled by an
oral order dated 3 -08-1988, It is stared by the workmun
that he was nen csued any charpe sheel, meome ote. and
Ihat his serywoes werg sas(aotory that before rerminuting
his survices, no due procedure was followed por any
opportunity of hearing was given and therefvee, his
termination amiints to il legal retrenchment The worknan
has also staned Use ngmbers of days he worked im 4 wabulay
firm and subayitted that he hud compleled 240 days servives
contimucus |y and e wwrminaton ol his service by an ol
order heaz illegal. be s entided 16 be remstated inservice
willt Tull wagas, 10 atlbeged that the emplover has adusled
tactivs of perpetaal ad-bogisn: thal funioe persons are

retained; that during che conciliation procecding the
management had staled that it is becanse of the desire of
the authorities that the workman s not being reinstated.
The authorities remained present during the conciliation
but did net cancede to his ctaim and henee the conciliation
officer had to make a failure report. The workman alse stated
that he is out of job since his termination and sccordingly
il is prayed that he may be veinstated with full back WRECS
and continuity of service etc.

3. The employer filed defence statement at IEx_ 13 and
denied various contentions raised by the workman in the
staternent of claim. It iz submitted by the emmplover thal the
workman was engaged in leave period of various perivanent
Group - D officiais by the Sr. Past Master, Vadodara Hoad
Office. It is denied that the workman was appoinled on
<lear vacant post. Tt is auain stated that he was cnwaped on
short term periods of leave of permanent Group - [ edTicials
and when their leave was over, such 91a(Tjoined their duties
and hence the workman cammothe continued agains the
same past; that it was 3 contragt of specifiv short orm
{eave period of permancnt staff it is also submined by the
emplover that the workman was not recruiled Lhraugh the
departinental due procedure and he was not regularly
appointed and therefore, there 15 no provision 1o ssoe
chargesheels etc.; that in fact when the permanent group -
[ staiT jaing his duey, the workman has 1o go home: (hat
the behaviowr, attitude of the workinan o, has no
velevance; thal the workman cannot in any circutistnges
can possess the status of the regular emploves of Lhe
depariment and thorefore, there i5 no guestion ol his
reinsearement; that no juniors were relined ar absorbed
as alleged by the workiman 1 is sulwnitied by the cmptoscr
thad lastly the warkman was vnegped for twe davs v Foe
O1-03-8% and 02-09-88 und the conciliation provced ings were
held; on 25-12-1993. Thus, there sas abaarmal delay on
the pant of the workman: that since the workiman had not
fuliilled the conditions tar recreitment i ¢ fominatie
throwgh the Emplayment Fuchinge, esaminaion. selestion
e1c. he had ne lecws srandi For being absocbed in the
depariment of the cmploser. 110y alse contended by 1he
cmployer that 1he department 1 el an indusiey sathin the
Industeial Disputes Act Alter coriam repetition, the
emploser requested Lo dismiige s Boference case.

4 The warkman depoacd ar L 1 aderein he staged
that he was appainted by Senior Post Muster ond was
working in Baopoe Pl Uitice, that he was apprinted in
clear vacaney of Ciroup 12" stall i wuorked as such drom
13-08-86 10 FE-08-84, e was orally discharged; ng
colnpensation was s Ul e Blled up bond al [2s, 1000
that he had worked for 382 v that K& Sadvad wiwd kG
Adhyaru have beon appeimted aller him and are sull
working. In (he eross excumination, e workman stined that
he was Failed b S50 and 1001 s mtervivw was a0l held
and was darcctly Lakon, e Jenivd that be was piken on
wark in place of penminwt v phoes when ey princevded
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on leave. He was not given identity card nor he was given
other facility; that he was given salary after obiaining
signature in the pay roll. He denied that he cannot read and
write in English. He admits that he was not given order in
wtiting by the employer. He finally admits that be was given
wotk when the permanent employeg of the depariment
procesds on leave,

5. Considering the deposition of the workman, the
days of his service does not se#m to be challenged by the
emplover in the cross examination. Similarty, his allegation
that KM Saivad and KG Adhyaru who were teaken afier him
waere continued in the service ig alao not challenged in the
erass examination, The only material admission that was
obtained in the cross examination wag that he was given
wark when the permanent *D” staff proceeds on leave, He
has denied that he had not worked continwously,

6. The employer examined Shri Panabhai
Chhaganbhai Gamit as its witness at Ex. 37 who is Deputy
Post Master at Vadodara. He admits that the workman was
working on daily wages basis and was given work when
permanent employee proceeds on leave; that he was paid
wapges for the days he had worked: that he was given work
with a view that the work of postal department may not be
stopped in the absence of the permansnt employee, It is
stated by the wimess thal he was not appointed as per
rules of the Government. In the cross examination, the
withees was shown Ex. 20 which (s the details of presence
of the workman produced by the employer vide list Ex. 14.
The witness states that the muster rol] and pay rell of the
workman are in the custody of the accounts office. He
states that the Post Master can retain cutsider on work;
that in 198§ the qualification for Growp "D was seventh
standard pess. The witness admits that the work which
was taken from the workman was that of a permanent
employee in the later’s absence. Rest of the ¢ross
examinacion does not seem to be material for the purpose
of this case.

7. If wa consider the deposition of the witness ofthe
employer, only one fact is coming out and that is — the
workman was given work when the permanent smployee
procesds on leave, [t appears that at the relevant time the
workman being $8C failed, was having qualification for
being appointed as Group ‘D" staff.

2. The first closing pursish of workman is at Ex. 28
and second is at Ex. 60. Similarly, the employer has also
given two closing pursish vide Ex. 38 and 65. The written
arguments of the workman is &t Ex. 66 and that of the
emplover is at Ex. 76. 1 have considered the rival contentions
of the parties in the written arguments together with the
evidence on record.

§. The undisputed fact is that the workman had
entered the service of the employer on 13-68-1986 and had
worked up to 02-09-1988. Barring August and Septemnber,
1946, and the tast month Septernber, 1985, the workman

had put in 23 to 30 days work in each momh. [ndispuwably,
the workman had put in more than 254 days of service
within twelve months prior to his termination. Admitiedly,
he was not given notice of retrenchment, ner rerenchment
compensation was offered or given o hirm. The only defence
of the employer as is appear from the record is that the
workman was given work because the permanent Group
‘I emplovee had proceedad on leave and also with a view
1o see that the work of the post office should not be
stopped. ['we go through Sec. 25F of the Industrial Dispuics
Act, wherein conditions precedent to retrenshimen of
workinen is stated, we do not find a provision thal if a
workman is retained to do work of a permanent employee
continuously for more than two years, ha ¢an be discharged
without payment of retrenchment of compensation 1c.
Therefore, in the humble opinion of this Tribunal, the so
called termination of the workman on 02-09-1388 was
retrenchment of the workman and since the conditions
precedent were not followed by the employer, the said
rettenchment was in violation of the provisions of the
Industrial Disputes Act. In the Written argumenis of the
employer it is contended that the workman cammol be
considered 0 be permanent because his appoiniment wis
not done afer written test, oral interview ete, Sec. 251 of
the Industrial Disputes Act also does put & candition that
the workman concerned should be a petmanent warkman
and should have been appointed afler written test, oral
intetview etc, The conrention in the written arguments of
the employer that the workman had nat completed 240 days
in any of the vear is deveoid of any metils because it is
against the record produced in this case.

10. From Ex. 20 11 alse does not appear that the
workman was given work only when the permancnt
employee proceeds on leave, On several occasions the
workmarn was piven work on vacant post which fell vacant
on account of retirement of concerned employee. On scveral
oceasion the workman was given work because the halder
of the said post wes sent on deputation m somewhere
else. Thus, the workman had rightly conended in 1he
statement of ¢laim as alse in his deposition (hat he was
given work on vacani post. '

11. The learmed Assisiant Government Pleader drow
my &ttention 10 the written arguments of the emplover and
submitted that postal department is not an industry within
the definition of the “industry™ given in the Industrial
Disputes Act, 1947, He also cited decision of Hon. Supreme
Court in Sub-Divisional lnspector of Post, Vaikam and
Others Versus Theyyam Jaseph e1e. which was published
i 1994 11 LLJ 230, | have gonc throuph the said decision. 1
was held by Hon. Supreme Court that to provide
telecommunication service to the general public and
amenity, was essential part of the sovereign function of
the welfare state and hence the posia] department was nol
an industry a= defined in the Industrial Disputes Act. The
learned AGP has also produccd Swarny’s Service Rules for
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the E[ Staff which were discussed i the sand decision of
Hen, Supreme Coort. The present workman was not fram
ED sraff, It was not the case of any of the panies tiar the
wirkman was covered by the ED staff. If thar be 50, he
ought 1o have been selected by a due process woverned
by said Swarny "¢ service rules for ED staff. if that be so_he
could not have heen dizcharged withouwt foliwing those
riles. The fact is, the prezent workman was not conergd by
those rules and hence these rules have no application 1w
present case.

2. The decision of Hop. Apex Courr in Sub-
Divisional Inspeetor of Post, Vaikam Vis. Thevvam Juseph
gte. 1996 1111 230 was renderred by a Twa Judge Banch
and the same was subsequently held by a Three hadpe
Bench of Hon, Apex Court as not laving down the coTrect
lew. The later decision cane w be published in 1998 [LL)
255 in General Manager, TELECOM and Srinivasa Ruo 5.
and Others. At para 5 of the decision the Hon. Supreme
Court stated : -

3 Ao judpe Bench of this Court in Theyvam
Joseph's case (supra} held that the functian
of the Postal Department are part of rhe
sovercign functions of the Soate and b s,
therefore, not an *industry” within the definition
of Section 2010 of the Industrial [isputes Ace,
§94 7. Encidentatly, this decision was rendered
without any reference to the seven Judpge
Rench decision in Bangalore Water Supply
(supral. In a later two Iudge Benchdeoision in
Bombay Telephone Canteen Employees’
Assaciation case {supra). this decision was
fallowed for taking the view thae the Telephone
Migam 15 nat an indostry”. Reliance was placed
in Theyvam Ioseph’s case (supra) for that view.
Haowever, in Bombay Telephone Canteen
Erployees” Associanion case (L The heer
decisiony, we find a relerence (o the Banpalore
Water Supply case. After referring to the
decision in Banpalore Water Supply case
fsupra) it was ohserved tha il the docirioe
cnunciated in Bangalore Water Supphy casc is
strictly applied. the conscquence s
‘catastraphic’. With respect, we are unable to
subscribe to this wview for the ohvious reazon
that it is in dircct conflict wilh the seven Judze
Bench decision in Bangalore Wiawer Supply
case [supra) by which we are bound, [t is
neediess to add rthat it is not permissible fuc
us, or for that matter any Beoch of lesser
strength, 1o Take a view contrars to that in
Bangalare Water Supply ease {(supra) or o
bypass thal decigion so long 2 it holds the
feld. Moreover, that decision was renderred
long back nearly twe decades carlivr und we
iind no resson o think otherwise. Judicial
disciphing requires us to follow the decusion in
Rangalore Water Supply case (supra). We

[Pam 1B S il
must, therctory add thal the decision in
Thewyamn losesl cise caupray wnd Bombos
Felephoae Canleen Friwlesees” st ilion
cast (swpra ) canie by trcaked ds Basesg deson
the correct e Thi bame e onis powsl fur
decisian in this anpeal iUmust al

am of the viewe than o wiew oo e omesunt Laler decizian,
the decision cited by learied A in Theveam hosephs
case will not be applicaize 1o present vise, The posta
department is an “induatyy ot U preseol workimam s
‘weprkman® within the meaning of the Tndustiiol Diapuies
At

|

3 Even otherase clwon in Becs 2 owhieh defines
variens ¢lawses of the Indeatciad Dispules Acl there s
definition of "puldlic utitny wervce under See 2yl ol
postal. telegraph or wlephone sersices are held o be pobiic
utibity setviee, The fiest Sehodsile wathe said At enumeraes
various industrics which nun e declared as public utibis
gervices by the sppropriae Covermment, e, 272 anmowei
bam on STRIKE in the pubie giility serose sofbwl S0t
Forrmalities atherwise sicie wonld b held o be illegal.
Presently. even the felephang services. celiular phaone
services and cowmier sovvices are being entrusied m e
private partivs with corisin regatalory rostricticns and
therefore, perbaps socl indestr i nan be called part of
sovergign function of the %tate

14, The retrenchimicl v 1 s ol atmin wins. lierefore,
ilegal The question s, alwoid be e enstaned ™ Undinan v,
when retrenchument 1z held o ow diiezal, 1he werkisan
concemed has (o be reaniane! Lo e degizioes i
ES rol nm.‘c,sﬁar:,' L0 askatd Tenatafe e it e [ RPN TE Y Fezre
the tetrenchment ts hebd o me kol Db vew o0 ts
Tribunal, sach case nwst u ertmained e os b meriis
There is mo dispute tha the workman had continiogs:
warked for more han Dwa sewrs L he enplos et his also
mot peflted the contenticn o the o ket that his Jaoicas
have been contimuecl. The workanan bad alse given mumes
ofhis junior sorkors, The soress ofthe cmples e s also
admitted that presentls e are 37 posts ol Croup 13
The circumstances had by s orhinn had cven sorked om
vacant post when the reviiar emplevess were sent on
deputation, Ail these h,_h anaws at workman shield be
ordered to be reinstated with continuy ol serviee.

15, 5o Far as the back seapes are concorned. the seme
cammat be awarded o the worhman, he reason beimg thin
the workman was retrenched vn 02-09-1988 We do o
know when he started the proceeding before conciliation
nificer but thete is one conteanan of the workThan in s
sratement of laim al parasriph ¥ and that is admudned by
the emplover in the detenee statement at paragraph 11 tbat
the roncibiation procesdings were keld on 25§ 221403 We
do not know that i owas the onby date and an nooler
dates the conciliation procesdinas were hebd 16 m be
presumed from the atoresud Fucts that there wis sonie
detay on the part of thy worhman but in the absence of the
statwtory limiation such delioe may noL disemiitle the
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workigan from claiming the relief of reinstaternent so faras
present case is concerrved, but he can certainty be denied
" the mpnetary benefit in the nature of back wages. Another
aspect of the maner is that though the oral evidence of the
employer was over on 07-01-2003, neither the workman not
his reprasentative argued their case before the Industrial
Tribunal, Vadoderas where the case was being conducted
iitialty. The workmhan must also have ¢arned some thing
during the period of his unemployment. This Tribunal,
therefore, is not inclined to grant any back wages 10 the
workmar [n the result, [ pass the following order :—
ORDER '

This Reference case is allowed. The action of the
concerived Poztal Authorities as stated in the schedule o
the order of Reference in terminating the services of Shn
G.5. Dudhwald is held 1o be unjustified. The workman is
held entithed to reinstatement with continnity of service
but without back wages. The said Poseal Authorities shall
reinstate the said workman within one month from the date
of publication of this award.

There is 1o order a5 10 osts.

Date : 13th August, 2008
Y, P BHATT, Industrial Tribmal
7t free, 2 fama, 2008

WL, 2714 —hifrg faar srflafam, 1947 (1947
T 14) W1 AW 17 F I, FE T WER AT 60
T W W B Tag Freeenl it s Fed = A
Fpdn ¥ Pt feifes fR § S50 wem s
g . 1, Wb F U9R (T HERw 170/2002) ®
RT3, I AT N A 2-9-2008 WS £
L)
(5 TRI-22012/54/2001 -3, SR {Haw-11}]
arg maw iy, 25 fverd
New Deilhi, the 2nd September, 2008
5.0, 1714.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Censral
Government hereby publishes the mward (Ref. Mo 79/
2002) of the Central Govt. Indugtrigl-Tribupal-cum-Labopr
Court Na, 1, Chandigarh as shewn in the Annexure, in the
industrial dispute between the management of Food
Corporation of India, and their workmen, which was received
by the Cenral Government on 2-0-2008.
[No, L-22012/54/2001 -TR {CM.-1)]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer
ANNEXLIRE
BEFORESHRIGYANENDRAKUMARSHARMA,
PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL GOVT.
INDUSTRIAL TRIBLNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-1,
CHANDIGARH
Case No. 1D 1 79/2002
Sh Drarshan Erval,
Clo General Secretary,
Trade Union Council,

Patiala. ...Applicant

MEYGI0E—E

‘d’ﬁ;ﬂg
{1) The Asstt. Manager (D), Food Corporation of India,
. Dharamkot

(2) Sr. Regional Manager, FCL, Punjab Region, Sec. 34-4,

Chandigarh -...Respondem
APPEARANCES
For the Workman MNone
For the Management Sh, N.X._ Zakhmi
AWARD '

_ Passed on-13-8-2008

Central Govt, vide notification Ne. L-2201234/200 1 -
1R, (CM-IT),dated 29-8-2002 has referred the following
dispute to this Tribupal for adjndication.

“Whether the action of the managemen! of Food

Corporation of India in terminating the services of

Sh. Darshan Dyal S0 Sh Ral Lat ks legaland justified 7

1 ot 10 what relief the workman ig entitled 1o ard

from which datz?"

2. Mo one is present on behalf of workman. Learned
represenitative of the management Shri N, K. Zakhmi s
present. Since morning this referenes has been called
number of times, At $0.45 am. it was ordered 1o be placed
before this Tribunal once again at2 p.m. it is 2,30 now and
on repeated calls no one is present, in spite of having of
full knowledge of the proceedings of this reference. The
reference is as old as referred to this Tribunal in the year
2002, On cepeated calls since moming no one i3 present.
Accordingly, the reference is dismissed in default for pon-
prosecution. Central Government be informed accordingly.
File 10 be consigned.

Chandigarh
Dated: 13-8-HX4 _
G K. SHARMA, Presiding Offieer
7% faosit, 2 faaem, 2008

WL, 2715 —3Rif faae sy, 1947 (1947
F1 14} F A {7 B FEM G, FHL grEd AT W
M & TR T wag frdem SR 3w W e,
ey § e dcifrs fem 4 Sl e shife
o 4 1, g ® 19 (G dem 1410002) w
W T & S e T ET 2-9-200% T §a 4

[T, Ge-2201 2/%0/2001 - 377, 3w, (FH- 1))
ST AN g, 2w Al
Miew Drelhi, the Znd September, 2008

5.0. 2715.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19470, the Cemral
Government hereby publishes the award [Refl No 141/
2002) of the Central Gowi: Indusirial-Tribunal-cum-Labour
Court Wo. 1, Chandigarh 45 shown in the Annexure, jn the
industrial dispuie belween the management of Food
Corporation of India, and their workmen. which was
teceived by the Ceniral Govermment on 2-9.2008.

[ Mo, L-220 L8000 1 -1 (CM-1T3)
AJAY KUMAR CAUR, De:k Ollicer )
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ANNEXTRE
BEFORE SHR] GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA,
FRESIMNG (HPCERCENTRAL COVT.
INOUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-I,
CHANDICARH
Case Mo LD 14172002

Sh. farnail Singh,
CloGeneral Secretary,
Trade Linion Council,
Patiak, - Appheant
Yirsus
(1) The Assi. Manager (D), Food Carporalion of India,
Uxharammhol.

(2} Sr. Regional Manager. FCl, Punjab Region, Sec. 34-A,
Chandigarh .. .Respondent
APPEARANCES

For the Workman o None
FoT the Mamagement Sh. . K. Zukhmi
AWARD
Passed on-13-8- 2008
Crentral Goyl, vide Notifieation No, 1,-2201 2802001 -
1R {Chi-IN,dated 24.7-2002 has referred the following
dispute b this Trebungl Sor adjudication.
“Whether the action of the managemem of Food
Vorperatan of Tndi in lemminating e services of
Sk Jurnail Singh S'o Sh Bachan Singh is legal and
Tustified 7 11 ot to what rediel the workman is entitlud
to ™
2 Nuore s preseid on behalf of workmao, Leared
reproseniative L1 e matenement Shei N, K. Zakhiai i
presunl Bmce neomniny this relerence has been called
nutibet vf e, A1 18 A% 2 1 was ardered ta b placed
bufore thi: Tribeesl unce again at 2 pom I ds 230 now and
on repedied calls pa onv s present. in spite of having of
full knowledae of Ao moceedings of this relerenee. The
refiurencs is as ofd s prfemed to this Tribupal in the year
202, On repeated culls since morning no one is presony.
Actondinglby, the reference is distmissed in detuulr for non-
proseeution. Centrad Government b informed accotdingty,
File to be conzabuned,
Chandizarh
Mabed - 13-K-108
G K SHARMA. Presiding (Hticer
4 freedl. 3 famems. 200k
LA 2716, SRR FaE wrfafiam, 1947 ¢ 1ud7
T4 F G 17 F g, RTE iy 3 AEn
Feramr = wasma % ooy Terews st 9= el o T
WAy T A aeifim fem d 2w aETw
AFFRTYE ST A, TTERTE & T (HA T
72001 ) 1 ywdrs T 7, F R AT -y 2
= A AT dm
|4, TR0 A2 3000 T a0y |

R, WA TE, T S

MNew Delhi, the 3rd September, 2008

8.0, 2706.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the

Industrigl Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central

Giovemment hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 872001

of the Central Gowt. Indusirial-Tribunal-cum-Labour Court

No. |, Chandigarh now @ shown in the Anoexure, in the

industrial dispuie between the empliyers in relation to the

management of Department of 1ofecom, and their workiman,

which was received by the Central Government on
352008,

[ Mo, L5001 2524/ 2000-1R (U]

AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk Officer

ANNEXIRE

BEFORE SHRI GYANENIIA KUMAR SHARMA,
PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRALGOVT.
[INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LA BOURCOURT-I,

CHANDIGARH
Case o, LD 8772000
Sh. Jaswant Singh.
S0 5h. Mathu Singh,
MUK Jeet, 27349,
{.al Singh Bagi Road, Bhutinda
{Punjab) | 5100] .. Applicam
Fervts
{1} The Divisional Enginect, Telegraph, Microwave
Maintenance, Bhatinda {Punjib 151001
.. .Respondent
APFPEARANCES
For the Workman : None
For the Management 5h. Anish [iabbar
AWARI
Passcd oo -1 2H-2008

Central Gowvi, vide Notitication Mo, L0011 205242000
IR (300, dated 31-1-2001 has cefurred the following dispute
to this Tribunal for adjudicaton.

“Whether the action of the management of food

Corparation of India in tectninating the services of

Sh. Jaswant Singh % Sh Natha Singh i3 just and

legal 7 [F not, to what relief the workman is entitled

and from which date?”

2. Na one is present on behalf of workman, Leamed
representative of the management Shri Anish Tabbar is
present. Since morning this relivence has been called
nunher of times. At 103w il wus grdored 10 be placed
betore this Tribunul ance agiin ar 3 pm [t s 2250 now and
on repeated calls no ong i prosent, in spitg of having of
Full knowledge of the provecdmygs of this reference. The
reforence is as old as reforred 1o this 1 ribunal in the year
2001 On repeated calls since morning po 000 15 presoit
Acvordingly, the refercnce ix dismissed in defaalt for non-
prasccution, Central Govertiunent be inforred accondingh.
File o be consizned.

{handigarh
Lated : 12-8-2008
3 SR AL Presiding Offeer
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New Delhi, the 3rd September, 2008

5.0. 21717.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(E4 of 1947}, the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref Mo, 117/
931 of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. |, Chandigarh, now as shown in the
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute berween the employers
in relation to the managarent of Ms BBMB, and their
workman, which was received by the Central Government
on 1-9-2008,

(Mo, L4201 2B092-TR(TAT)
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

AMNNEXURE

BEFORE SHR1 GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA,
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- CUM-LABOUR COURT-L,
CHANDIGARH.

Case Ne. 1D 117/1993

Sh. Sardari Lal C/o President,
Mangal Bhakra Mazdoor Sangh,

Mangal Township, District Ropar, .. .Applicanm

Versus

The Chief Engineer, BBMB,
Nangal Township, Digtrict Ropar

APPEARANCES
Shri R. K. Singh
Shri Bhagat Singh
AWARD
Passed on 13-8-08

. . -Respondent

Fot the Workman :
For the Management ;

Mipistry of Labour, Government of India vide
Notification No, L-420/12/80/02 IR«DVT) dated 29.9-93
referred the following industrial dispute for judicial
adjudication ;

“Whether the decision of the management of
B.A.M.B. communicated to Shri Sardati Lal in
compliance with the dizections of the High Court of
Punjab and Harvana dated 6-1§-90 in Civit Wri
Petition No.14026/90 i< lepally justified? 1t not w
wha relicl the workenan is entitled™

As per the staternent of clyiny, the wodeman, an ex-
serviceman of the Indian Armyy and had sorved the same
for about §5 years as Wircless Operstor, wes emplayed by
the management of respomdent a8 Wirgless Operator 1n
the vear 1982 in the Hydrology Division and was depu.d
to work on specified period in every raimy season Uil 1989,

As per the policy decision of the mansgement, the
management had takes some persons on daily-wagey s
Wireless Operators, The persons who were flaken as
Wireless Ciperators. on: daily-wages ace Shri Vidva Dass,
Shri Smrup Chand snd Shei Arfun Sirga posted at Sunni.
Sunder Mapgar and Dathi reapectively, singe Juty, 1989 on
regular basis, irrespective of the Fact, thal abl these persons
named ghove were junior i bim. No etainership allowane
was given for the period i which petitioner wes put in
jdoleess after the expiry of every rainy searon. Shri Sarop
Chand was appointed even thowgh he was nol having the
required qualification and was over-aged and the nawe of
the workman was not considered which is unfait labour
practices, Ths workman had made n.mber of
representafions to the management of respoadent for
regularization of his services and the Jast represontalion
by Registared A.D. was sent to the management on 4-1-90.
Therefore, regutarization in service is praysd by the
workanan.-

Apart from the objections on ment few preliminary
dbjections were, raised by the management. Considering
the nature of the prefiminary obéections raised and on the
basis of the fact that these preliminary objections were notl
pressed, thereafier, | am not mentioning the prefiminary
objections. [v has bzen stated by the management of
respondent in written Statemenrs that except for. the
monsoen season of 1983, as the workman did not appear
for the interview, he was given a regular wark in the year
1082, and from 1384 10 1999, The selection was bascd an
the interview avery yoar and the appointment was given
for specified period during mensoon season in these ycars.
Management denied that any person junior to him was
appeinted on the reguiar basis against the permanent
vacancies. In the year 1988, al! the 4 persons name|y Vidya
Dass, Arjun Singh, Sarup Singh and Sardari Lal were
sebected for the monscon season and all were informed o
jain on 9.7.98 telegraphically. Shri Vidya Das joincd nn
9.7-88, Shri Arjun Singh joited on 10-7-88, Shei Sarup Singh
joined on 11-7-88 and the workman Shri Sardari Lal joined
on 13-7-88. Thus, on the basis of the date of joining Sardari
Lal, the workman was jurtior to all the three persons namcd
ghove. As per Ihe policy letter No, 30315450-PI¥468/8T-A
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dated 8758 immed incompliance ol directions s Honble
the Hign oocaat given v Civil Wreir Metifion ™o, 2T/AE,
Znat. Ram Piar and Others v B.RME | the workman is
Juirior o all tiwe three above named persons. Hoe'ble the
Supreme Cout o indiz inCivil Appeal ™o, $63539 declined
b fnfervene 1 the paliey insfraciuind made by the
et al R R The workmen were apmasinted for
s short perind, lrorefore, there is oo quest:on in the
pavauent nf retainership abigwance.

oo e cicadaines of partios, it is atso evident that
bodtre this pes e S0 Surdari Lal raised a denand notice
and diurieg e congiliation proceedings hefore ALC,
Channdizz ol e witdrew the dernand notice and filed a
writ petilivg titled 9 Wil Petition Ne. [4026:90 before
Punpab and Hasang Bhgh Court, The Divisien Bonch of
Punja! and Harvana High Court on §-11-90 pazsed the
follow g arder, - —

=g hranmg the learned counsel far the petitioner
wg v represemtation made by the petitionsr in
the - oo oV applicadon dated 2R-3-8% (Annexure
L3 Anere P=d and dated Vd-1-900A poesune B-3)
had i Besn considered By the respondents erder.
The respondents are directed to examne the
contenl’ n: made by the petitiongr in the aforesaid
represerrations and decided the same in accordanee
with T by passing G sneak ing ordeT within 3 momihs,
Parttion stands disposed of”

2n penusal af the motertals onrecord, it is also evident
that the sepeesentations of workmun Shri Sardart Lal were
considered and examined as per [aw, polcy mstFcrns of
the management and a self contained speaking order was
passcd vide letter Mo, 118-2HY D dated 23-1-01 rejecting
te Phe claiins of the workunan. The decision of Essealjve
Engineer doted 23191 was conveyad o he woorkman,
Thereafter, the workman again raised the indusinal dispore
which wis referred by Ministiry of Eaboue, Gavernment af
Tncsar to b Trabunal for judictal adiodicnion on account
ofthe faiwrz of the conciliation procecdings.

The main guestion for detcrmination hefore this
Taibunai = witewher the management of the respodent
has mghus rejected the contentions al workman made by
him in 1w reprezentations. Fhe claim of the wackman is
that the services of 3 iumiors were regalarized and he was
denied [or g resalacizabion The management bl disputed
this contentlion by =3 ing that atl the 3 persons named by
the workman ore senfor 1ol as per the senioriey list
availahle on record, 1 have gone through the Semoriey List
which wis prepared by the management of respondent in
conpliance af the order of the Hon'hle High Court ot Funjalb
and Hamana given in Civil Writ Petition No, 2788,
Semt. Bam Pari and Others v, B.B MO, The seniority list
prepared by the management under directions of Hon hie
the Tligh Court el Puniab and Hurvaoa veas not interiered
by the Supreme Comt in Civik Appeal Mo, 593594 and

accordingly the sendority lis? prepared as per the Board
Paolicy Na, 303 1-450PIDA688T-A dated §-7-84 becomus
final. As per the senwoeity list the 3 persons named by the
workman in his stutement of clairm namely Shri Yidya Dass,
Shri Arjun Singi and Shui Sarup Singh are senior o Sardaci
Pal, the workiman m presend case. The manarement of
respondent kas also shown the cause of junjority of
Shri Sardari Lal as he jained on | 3-7-38 whereas, the above
named persons have jeined eartier fo | 3-7-88. Thus, onthe
basis of the policy dicision raken by the management of
respondent which was in compliance of the direelion of
FHon'ble the High Court and was approved by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court ol Indes. nuo diseretion or regubarization of
the services t2 made by the mangeement. Apan itom this.
the regularization of the sorkman on any other oround
cannot be considered by tlus Tribunal becanse of the
directions of Hon'ble Apes Court in Uma Devits vase
{Secretary. Stnte ol Rarnataka vw [lma Devi
2006 5CT 4627,

Accordingly, the management of the respondent has
rightly disposed o the ropresentations of the workiman
with the tight Gnding declinmg the praver of the seorkman
and the workoman is mot enditled 1o any relict, The relsence
is answered accordmely. Let Conteal Government be
informed. File Be consivned

Chandigarh
i B SHIARM A, Presiding Offiver
T P, 3 S, 2008
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0. ITIR In poesoosce of Section FF el the
Industriat Dispates Ao, 19450 ol 19477, ihe Central
Governmenl hereby publishes the award (Rel N 143
917 of the Central Oeaermmen Industeal Tedbunal-cune-
Labour Court, Moo | Chandigarh, as showe i ey
Annesure, it the ndiedeinl Jdispute belween the cimploeers
in relation W the weeacanenn of M BEMB and wheir
warkman, which wias peceved by the Cemral Govermment
on 3-9-1003,

N0 L2001 1691 1R, Y
ALAY R UTMAR GALTH. 12esb Ofwer
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ANNEXLRE

BEFORE SHRIGYANENDRAKUMAR SHARMA,
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- CUM-LABOUR COURT-1,
CHANDIGARH

Case No. 10 145/1992

Sh. Satpal Shah, General Secretary, B.B.M_B. Karamchari
Sangh, Nangal Township, Dist. Ropar {Puajab)- 140124,

whpplicant
Yersus

The Chief Engincer, Bhakra Dam, Bhakra Peas
Management Board, Mangal Township, Crisit. Ropar (Pb.}-
140124,

... Respondent
APPFEARANCES
For the workman : Shri R. K. Singh
P‘Ipr the management ; Shri Bhagat Singh

AWARD
Pazsed on 12-8-08

Central Government vide notification no. L-420 11/
169 L1-1R(D.10.) dated 8-10-91, referted the following
industeial dispute for judicial adjudication 1o this
Tribungl . —

“ Weather the action of the Chief Engineer, Bhakra
Dam, B.B.M.B. Mangal Township in declining 1o
give pay protection to the workmen {as per armexure)
is justified? If not, to what relief the concerned
workmen are entitled?”

As per the pleadings of the parties, all of the workmen
named in the annexure list 1o the reference, which are 18
Mo, are retranches of Beas Dam] BSL project. Out of the
above workmet, the workmen menrtioned at serial Ne.1-11
were re-employed in B.R. 8. division whereas, the workmen
mentioned from serial Ma, 12-17 were re-employed in the
Bhakra Mechanical Division and the last warkmen
mentioned 2 serial no. 1§ was re-employed in the Bhakra
Diam, Division Nangal by sthe Chief Enginger, Bhakra Dam,
Tt was the fresh appointment of the workmen and the benefil
vide letler Wo. 5259-61/BMB/t 71 34&6/SUB, daed 13-5-ThH
regarding the increments to rewenched employees was
given to all the workmen at the time of their fresh
appointment. All the workmen accepted the benefic of
increments and after their appointment raised the industrial

dispute for the protection of the salary of basic pay which -

they were getting at the time of their rewrenchment from
previcts assigament.

All the workmen filed the affidavits and they were
cross-examingd by the learned legal adwvisor of the
management of B.B.M.B. Almost alt the workmen have

accepted that for the reappointment of the retrenches, there
isa scheme for awarding the increments and their pay had
been fixed in accordance with the, said policy. The main
guestion for the determination of this Tribunal is whether
the workman is entitled for their protection of pay on fresh
appointment to the B.B.M.B. by the Chicl-Engincer?

It is true that all the employees were fixed (o the
{esser bagic pay as compared from the basic pay they were
getting in their previous assignmeat at the time of their
retrenchment. But as stated earlier that their appointment
i3 Fresh in the different eapacity and as pet the policy of the
B.B.M.B., which is aceeptad by all the warkmen. they wore
given the benefit of the fixation of pay by giving some
addilional increments on the length of service. As per the
letter dated 13-3-76, which is the alse decision of the
B.E.M.B. for every retrenches on his re-appoinimendt one
increment will be piven for twn years services in the
department from which he was retrenched subjeet 10 the
Five maximurn ingrements, As per this policy decision, the
pay of all the workmen was fixed and accepted by the
wotkmen. Now, it is nolopen (o them to re-open Lhe matier
once again for fixation of the salary on the basis ol the
basic pay scale they were drawing in the previous
depariment at the time of their reirenchment. he
appointment of all the workmen is fresh, They have been
given the benefit of the increments as per the abeve palicy
of B.BE.M.B. and all the workmen have received the
retrenchment compensation from the department, they were
retrenched. Accordingly, this reference is answered
positively that the actiom af the Chiel Engineer, lhakra
Dam, B.B.M.B.. Nangal Township” in dechining to give
pay protection 1o the workmen (as per annexure) is justified
and the workmer. are not entitled 0o any celicl. Let the
Central Gavernment be informed. File ts consigned.

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Offhoer

1% ferett, 3 foame, 2008
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Mew Delhi, the 2rd Seplember, 2K3

8.0, 2719—In pursuance of Secuon 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 194714 of 1947}, the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 17/95)
ofthe Central Govermment. Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour
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Court | Mo. |, Chandigarh, as shown in the Annexure, in
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to the management of Jawahar Navoedaya Vidvalya and
their workman, which was received by the Central
Government on 3-5-2008.

[MNo. L-d201 2/e6/54-1R (DU
ALAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE SHRI CYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA,

PRESICHNG OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

INDLSTRIAL TRIBURAL- CUM-LAROUR COURT-1,
CHANIRGARH

Case No. [ 17/1995

5h. Subey Singh 3/0 5h. Harinder Kumar,

Advocate District Courd, Bhiwani-125036 .. Applicani

Versus

The Principal, Jawshar Navodaya Yidyalava,
eveala, District-Bhiwani ... Respondent

APPEARANCES
Sri Sagr Ahmed

Froee the Workman -

For the management 5ri Sandecp Bhardwaj

AWARD
Pussed on 13-8-2008

Uentral Liovernment vigde notification Mo, L-4 2012/
A6QA-TRIT 1Y diied 22-2-95, refeored the following
wdusivid dispute {or judicial adjudication to this

Tribungi

“ Weather the action ot the management of Tawahar
Nivoilavit Vidyvalava i lerminating the servige of
Shird Subew Singly cgrowp "L daily paid emplove
w151 24T st fawrand legal T oot whatrilief
b s enlitled e amel Trom wohat date

Ihe conlenuon of the workman is thal he was
appeantend B the Priocipal, Jowahar Navodava Vidsalava,
Myevrada oo the post ol group 07wl 12-0-910 wid lie was
assipned the detivs of Flunber, Mess-belper and Pecn-caim-
Chowdickir, bl was appointed theough Emplesment achane,
Hurpana on clails wayes and he gontinugd 10 work up o
TA-1 2927 andd Unes bue Baes completed more thine 2348 days
service withowl wy break "[he Prncipal, Jawahar Mas o
Witlwa ks termnmated bis services on P52 12202 witlourn notice
o7 relrencliment compensation for which he raised an
endustial dispute betore B L. and o i luee of coneiliagion
prasecedings e above mentivaed reference was refared o
this Teibanal By Central Governmant fee judicial
adjudication

Princigal, Brwabine Navodavs YVidsalina, Devrala.
Bhowinnd oppaosed the reletenee By Bl senlien staenem

He raised certain preliminary objections which were nol
pressed thereafier. On merits, it has been siated by the
Principal, Navodaya Yidyalava, Devrala that the warkman
was appointed on 12-4-91 against a temporary vacancy of
daily wager for a limited period for casual work. The
Government sanction twa daily waper poest for Kendeiva
Vidyalaya which were withdrawn and accordingly the
workman was relieved, The workman has aot work for 240
days continuously in the preceding year from the date of his
terrpination and accordingly was not entitled to any reltef in
terms of the reference.

Opporunity for adducing evidence was given Lo bath
ofthe parties. The workman filed bis affidavit and was cross-
examined by leamed counsel for the Kendriyva Vidvalaya and,
accordingly, Principal Kedriva Vidyalaya filed his alMidavi
and was cross-examined in deiadl by leamned counsel For the
workiran

Certain documents have been filed by the werkiman,
Crder dated 12-3-91 which is the appoimment letter of
Shn Subey Singh, workman is on record, Relieviny order
15-12-92 igaleo onrerord  hese Jetters are Ex. W 2 and W 3
respectively. Ex. W4 15 the leier written by the Frincipal
Jawahar Wavodaya ¥iclvaliva, Devealy on 10- 1 2-92 o ihe
Depury Director Navodava Vidwvalaya Samiti. Resiomd Oftice
Jaipur asking him 1o sanction ome post of groep 17 omploves
under General catepany K adjust the services of Shri Sobey
Singh. In his letter the Principal of Kendriya Vidyaluya his
mennonad the dates an which he has worked and regarding
the work and conduct, al'the workman. Anather lelier 1x. W3
is written by Principal Jasahar Navodaya Vidvatasa, Deveala
o the Deputy Divecior, Wavodava Yidvalava Sarau. Taipur
o 9-12-92 with the same request for sancrioning one wrow)
“T3" post for adjustment of Shri Subey Singh,

Ancther letier didted 12-12-92 waithen by the Priogipsal
Jawahar Navodaea Vidvalus o e Deputy DHecctor, Jaopur
iz on record as Fx. W6 containing the same request lior
sanciening zroup 3 post i Genceal Cate pory {or adjust nent
of the werkiman Shri. Subey Sineh. ILis a detailed lotier which
reflects the nature behivuor and atlitude ofthe workmars sehilg
he served the Vidvitlava. Lk, W 7 i the relieving order of'the
workman dated 30-0-02 Fx WR is the appoinament leoer o
4-8-92 given by Frcipal, Jawahar Navodays Vidvaliv,
Devrala, Ex. W0 & W 1tk wre also the letler written by
Principal, Sawabar Mavoda o Vids alava tothe Deputy Direcior,
Navedaya Vidalaya Samiti, Jaipur on 7-10-93 apet b1 142
PEsplively.

Learned counscl ot e management has Gled the
writlen arguments a5 well Opponuonily for oral arewments
was given to the parlies. The mam contenlion ol Learned
council for the management is that when the workman sousht
the reguelarization of the service be was over-aged. This.
being over-uged his case wis nal righty congidered and
aceordingly he was terminated tfram the service, Learned
counsel for the manarement bas reticd vpon o case law
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published in 2007(2) Supeerne Court Cases (L&5) 534 Trimalt
Triupati Devasthanams V5, K. Iyotheswarre Pillai and
another. This is the law on the relaxation of the age and
learned counsel for the management has rightly said that in
para 1. T of the claim statement Shei Subey Singh has
mentioned that he was over-aged and he cannot sought
regularization of his services. in this regard, 1 will prefer to
mauntion that be question for adjudication before this Tribunal
iz not regarding the regubyrization of the services of the
wiorkaman but 5o bold whether his termination firom the services
t5 legal and justified. There is no iota of evidence on recond
that at the'time of s inftial appointment 10 Jawahar Navodaya
Vidyalaya, the workmen was over-aged and hig inivial
appointraeatt was not valid, Accordingly the case law
refested by leamed counsel is not applicabde in the instant
case,

Leamed counset for the management has aiso relied
upon 3 case law published in 2008( 1) Supreme Court Cases
683 Additional Manager, Aravali Golf Club and another Fs.
Chandarhass and another, which is on creation of post. It
hes been held by the Hon'ble the Apex Court that creation of
and sanction of posts is the prerogative to the Legislative
Authority and not of the Counts. Agaih the question before
this Tribunal is not for creation of posts but for the justification
of the termination of the workman, Accordingly, this case
law is not applicable in the instant case. The another case law
relied upon by the learned coutise] of the management is Bala
Krishna Behera and another ¥5, Satya Parkash Dass, which
is om the power of the High Court by the writ of mandamus o
direct te appointment of 3 person against the post which
. has been abolished. Again the question before this Tribunal
is regarding the justification of the termination order and the
case law rzfemed by the leamed counsel for the management
is not applicable. Tn Krishana Bhagya dal Nigam Limited Vz
Mohamad Rafi 2007 1) SCC (LAS 679 Hon bl Supreme Court
Fag held that the burden of proof lies on the workman to
prove that he has work continuously for 240 days m the
preceding vear from the date of his termination and be was
paid Lhe wages for 240 days he worked,

Accordingly, the wotkman has to prove that he has
worked for 240 days continuopsly in the preceding year from
the date of his termination and he was paid wages far that
pericd.

From the pleadings ofthe parties and the affidavitthey
filed, il is clear that the workman Shri Sobey Singh was
appointed vide Ex. W.2 on 12-4-51 ot daily wages at the rates
prescribed by Deputy Commissioner w0, 12-4-91 and the
wages were Io be paid for the days of duty only and not an
the monibly basis. The wages were paid on the days he
worked is explaimed by the Princiapl, Navodays Vidyalayva in
his cross-examinalion on { 3-9-2006 that the payment (o the
workman uged to be piven afier completion of month. Thus,
as per the evidence of Shri Ompal Thomar, Principal Incharge
of Jawahar Navodya Vidyalaya and the appeintment leiler

dated 12.4-91, the workanan was paid for the days he worked
but thesmoda of peyment was monthly. From Exs. 4, 5,6, 78
£ which are the original letters filed bry the workaman, it is
clear that the workman worked from 12-4-91 to 30692, He
was apain re-appointed on 1-7-92 and worked up to 13-8-92.
Meaning thereby, there was no break in his subsequent
appeintment. Thereafter, he was further re-appointed on
14-8-92, though he resumed duty on 17.8-92 and worked up
1 15-12:92, when e was relieved from the dties by Principal
Tawahar Mavodaye Vidvadaya, Devrala, vide lesier dated
15-12.02 Ex, Wl

There is one more comention of leamed counrsel for
the management that the M.W. 1 has cateporically stated in
his evidence that in summner and winter breaks Shri Subey
Singh had not worked. [ am wiable 1o accepr this contention
of the management because the vary letiers of the
mianagement which are filed by the workman shows that the
workman was working in mid Decermber and on 19-6-92. Ex.
W7 is the relieving order given by the Principal, Jawahar
Navodaya Vidvalays, Devrala containing the contents that
Shri Subey Singh was engagecl on daily wages in this
Vidyalaya on 12-4-91{F_.N.) and was telieved w.e.f 30-6-92
(ANY. Month of June is the period of suwmmer vacations on
which as per the relieving order given by the management,
the worlman has worked.

It & true that workman has to prove that he had worked
continuously for 240 days preceding the date of his
texminating and was paid the wages for 240 days accordingly.
The statemermt m the statememt of claim and in affidavit will
not be sufficient but the workman has to prove Lhe above
facts by some cogent evidence, The workman accordingly
has filed the original documems b prove this fact.

Fram the perusal of the record, it is established that
initial appointnent of the workman was proper, [ bas not
been challenged by the management thal the initial

* appoiniment of the workman was nok reaular. He worked

continuousty from 14-4-81 (o 30-6-92 except three days broaks
of 14-8-62, 15-8-92 and 16-8-92. Accordinely the total working
days comes to 480 days approximately, As per the cvidence
of the management the workman was paid maonthly but on
the basis ol dates he worked. Accordingly, as por the policy
Sundays and Holidays are to be counted while calculating
the working days. The workman was released on 30-5-92 and
preceding 1o the year from the date of his weomination. he has
completed 240 days continuonsly and was paid there ofl.

He was retrenched without any notice or retrenchment
compensation. Thus, his termination is illegal inthe oyes of
law,

Mow the question is what refief should be given Lo the
workman? As per the starement of the witness of e
maragetent, the workman was relieyed fram thi service
because, thers was no yvacancy. There werc 1wa vacangks
for the casual labour which were aken away by the
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Government. Thus, the direction For reinstalement into service
will not be possible as there is no post and as per the law laid
down by the Hoa'ble Apex Count in Divisinnal Manager,
Aravali Golf Chub and another ¥s. Chandarhass and ancther
(supra) it is not within the preview of the Tribunal to direct for
the creation of the poste. In such the cases, the Tribunal
should award the compensation on reasonable cases and
this Tribunal is authorized to do s0. The reasonable bases fot
awarding the compensalion includes the amount of
retrenchment compensation which would have been given
bry the management (o the workman 2t the time ofhis relieving
from the services, depreciation in money from the date of
removal from the service till the payment of compensation,
intgrest on the amount and the litigation expenses incurred
by the workman for the wrongful act of the management.
Considering the above facts as the werkman has staved in his
cross-examination: that at the time of his removal from the
service he used to get Rs. 835 pom. and considering all the
facts mentioned above, Rs. 25,000 will be the appropriate
conpensation to be 2iven 1o lhe workman. Accordingly. this
refizrence is answersd in nepative that the action of the
management ol Jawahar Mavedaya Vidyalaya, Devrala in
tenminating the services of Shri Subkey Singh ex-proup D daily
paid cmploves woe 1, 15-12- 1992 & pot just Frir and legat. The
workenan is entitled for the compuensation of Rs 23 000 from
the management. Management is aceordingly dirceied 1o pay
Rs. 25004 within a tmanth. Let the Centeal Govenument be
informed. File is consigned,

{0, K. SHARMA, Presiding Ofteer
T8 et 4 Taeew, 200m

F. AT, 2720, . ¥ERfTR faEm wfaiEom, odn
(1947 0 14} Tt 400 | 7 % AT 6 Ff7 THI TR,
IR P wEuTT ® Hag e ot e il #
3, A 4 fifds sfrif faw & $=m amn s
Wi, deEr F ovEE (HEd F R006) F e
A T, A BT TOER FT 4-9-200% F AR T T |

(& WA-22001 201 1 72006 - 308 A =is - (170
ST WO S, SR SRR

New Dhelhi, the dib September, 2008

500 2720 In pumseance ol Section 17 of the
Indusivial Disputes Ace 1997 (14 of 1947), the Centenl
Covornment herely publishes the awurd (Rel Mo, 7%
20} of the Cuntral Governmenl Industrial Tribunal-vune
Laboner Cuonrt, vl rubiac v s showvn in the Annesose,
im e ladustiinl dispule between the manasement ol
Mg Singurend Colberies Cwmpany Limited and
their workmen which was received by the Central
Lasvemment on S-4- 20005,

[Moe 12200 2701201 00 M- s
AR KUMAR GALIR. Dok (0ncer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTREAL TRIBUNAL-CLM-LABOUR
TCOURT AT HYDERARAD

Present : Shrt VED PRAKASH GAUR, Prosiding (fficer
Dated the { 8th day of Aupusi, 2008
INDUSTRIAL THSPUTE NCY. LILT5 2006
BETWEEN

The Generat Secretary,

(50 Bandari Satyanarayana’

Singareni Collieries Employees Council,
H.Mo.18-3-90/3, Ganesh Megar,
Markandeya Colony,
{raxlavarikhani-305209,

. Petitioner
AaND

The General Manager,
s, Singareni Coltieries Company Limited
Mandarmarr Division,
Mandamarr: 454231
ATTEAHANCES

For the Petitigner ¢ONIL

... Responden

o PAY Y R Saema &
Wilaga [axmi Manaulurd,
Adbvoriney

AVARD

For the Responden

The Government of Indes, Munkare of Litbour by its
onder Mo, L2200 278 172006310008 -1 g oaied 23- 10206
referred the fullowing dispute botween the nursagement o7
Sinzaren Collieries Compane Limtined amd theic workman
under section 101 dyat the B1Y Act, 19E? Lo adudication
to this Teilunal. The referenee 1s,

SCTIEACLE

“Whether the oction e manavenmcnt o’ Mos,

Singareni Collierivs Coonguns T rssited i wermirgting

ths services of = Paneala laloh w e [0 28-2-2000)

e lemaland pustidacd ! 1 ve weadeehict the warkmns

15 entithed ™

20 The e is callod vt e et nins adoer repeiled
inlervals, Mome appoiecd for Pootone . Respandens s
represenlative presend. Petisens b med soluootted his
clainm statemem althoush ot e s ey
gheen ty him. He is absean oo e Soocoapplivation Jor
adjeurmnent has boen Bled A cuche Soagppeires thag the
Petitioner 35 il mikerosted f oy Ty~ g

3o Aceordingle, thiis s b e s gk iy
Court s ot v that the Pebiieney ety es o reheld
respect ol the matter inac o Ve, S0 Asard by
praLs s
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~ Dictated to $mt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant
trankcrihcd_by her, corrected and pronounced by me on
this the 28th day of August, 2008.

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Appendix of evidence

Wimesses examined for  Witnesses examined
the Petitioner for the Respondent

ML NIL
Documents marked For the Petitioner
MIL
Decuments marked for the Respondent
MIL

7§ feredr, 4 T, 2003

W, e 27213 feam afefes, 1047
{1047 1 14 1 W |7 FTAO A FT TER THL
WD & wE F wag e odr e s #
dra, speg ¥ faff it Praw o %20 o sleifies
iy, terar # 9er (HeS |, 77/2006) B vETim
T #, W BT T F 4-9-2008 T T FI A

[ TH-22012/12/2006- 3T 3 @TR-11) ]
HTE FER T, 5

MNew Delhi, the dth September, 2008

5.0 17—l pursuance of Section 17 of the
Indusirial Dispwtes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 7%
2006 of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cun:-
Labowur Court, Byderabad now as shown in the Annexure,
in the tndusirial dispuie between the management of Ms.
Singareni Collieries Company Limited, and their worlanen,
which was received by the Central Governmensi on 4-9-2008.

[No. L-22012/12/2006-IR(CM-IT)
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THECENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR
COURT ATHYDERABAD

Fresent : Shrl VED PRA KASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Dated the 18th day of August, 2008
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. LD 772006
BETWEEN

The General Secrelary,
($n Bancdari Satyanarayana}
Singareni Collieries Employees Council,

3467Q108—7

H.No. 18-3-50¢3, Ganesh Nagar,
Markandeya Colony,

Godavarikhani-50520% . Tentiener
AND

The General Manzger,

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited

Mandarmarri Division,

Mandamarri -50423 ] .. Respondent
AFTEARANCES

For the Peiitioner ; NIL

M PAVYS Samad
Vijaya Laxmi Panguluri.
Advocates

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its
order No. L-22012¢122006-[R{CM 11} dated 23-10-2006
referred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collienies Company Limited and their workmun
under Section 10 | ¥d)afthe 1.0, Acl, 1547 for adjudication
to this Tribunal. The reference is,

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action the management of M/z.
Singareni Collierics Company Limited in terminating
the services of S1i Bhukya Pantulu wee [, 18-2-1999 is
legal and justified? Ifnot, 10 what relief the workman
is entitled?”

2. The case is called our several times afler repeated
intervals. Nonc appeared for Petitioner, Respondent’s
representative present. Petitioner has not submited his
claim statement although several opportunities has been
given to him. He is absent loday also. No application for
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Fetitioner is noo interested (o pursue this case.

For the Respondent

1. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this
Court s of view thal the Petitioner deserves no relief in
respect of the matter io reference. Hence, *NIL™ Award is
passed.

Drictated to Smt. B, Phani Gowrt, Personal Assistanl
transcribed by her, cortected and proncunced by me.on
this the 18th day of August, 2008,

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Ctficer

Appendix ofevidence

Witnesses cmfamined for Witnesses examined

the Petitioner for the Respondeni

NIL NIL
Documents marked for the Petitioner
NIL
Docoments marked for the Respondent

NIL
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New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

$.0. 2723—In puarsuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Dvisputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenmal
Goverment hereby publishes the award (Reil No. 76/
2006) of the Cearral Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Hyderabad a¢ shown in the Annexure, in the
industrial dispute between the management of M/s, Singareni
Collieries Company Limited, and thek workmen, which was
received by the Central Governiment on 4-9-2008.

[No. L-22012/49/2006-IR(CM-TT))
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXLRE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABCUR
COURT AT HYDERABAD

Present : 5hri VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Olficer
Trated the [5th day of August, 2008
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No, 1.D. 76/2006
BETWEEN

The General Secretary

¢%ri Bandari Satyanarayana)

Singareni Collieries Employees Council,
H.MNo.18-3-90/3, Ganesh Napar

Markandeya Colony,

Godavarikhani-505209. .. Petitioner
AND

The Generat Manager,

M5 Singareni Collieries Company Limited

Mandamarri Drivision,

Mandamarri -504231 ...Respondent

APPEARANCES

For the Petilioner : NIL

For the Respondent @ M5 PAVY.S Sama &
Wijaya Lexmi Panguluri,
Advocates

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its
order Wo, L-22012/4%2006-1R(CM-11} dated 23-10-2005
referred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and theit workman
under section 10{1(dyof the 1.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication
1 this Tribunal. The reference is,

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of
M/s. Singareni Cellieries Company Limited in
terminating the services of 5 Md. Allauddin w.e E

24-7-1998 is legal and justified? If no, 1o what refief

the workanan ig entitel T

4. The case is called o1 soversd Himcs 2Her repee 2]
misrvals, None appes «=d for Prvitionery Raesaand-od,
cepresetlalive present. Fetitvoner e o subowiitod T
claira statemem althourh sevei eppocunities s B
given to him. Tie is abuong todee slhse Do piiee e for
adjrurment bas been Slad As steh, L apocsts tha
DPetitioner @3 ot IDTErested 0 PLEDe G0E SR

3. Accordmply, Dix case J9 bring ciosed and i
Court it of view tha e Petitiancr deserves ro el in
tespeei o e matter i refecence. Henoe, "ML Avard i3
passad.

Ductzred to Smt 1%, Phasi wows, I'ersonal Ass.stant,
transeribad by her, coviecoed and provaeced by me o
this the ¥ day of Aot 200E,

VI P2 A asTi GaALUT, Preseiug S Hiwer
Appendiz ol rriience

Witnesses examined for  Wimess. s cxsmiued
the Petitioney for the Respondent
HIL il
Docwmenis mzrked for the Putituncr
il
Docoments marked for il Ko onident
HIL
2 faestt, 4 T 200w
WA 2724 — i o aifuem, iy e
F14) F T 17 F RFRN Y. WAE TOE IR LU
T WA % Hag el 2 v went & e aemy
+ fifier afifire famig F $ofn e Sl wbige
w5 Ao (wed dor tsoene s B 9mfm End i
i FE T F 4-5- 2068 5N 528 A
[ ot- 2200 242 1 /2006 - 8T8 ST B 3- 110}
W wH M, T wiiwn
New Delhi, the ih September, 20058

8.0, 2724 — Tn pursuance of Sccion 17 af
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947}, the Cemenl
Government hereby publishes the award (Red” No. 732016
of the Central Governement Indusirial Teibona lcwme-Labowe
Court, Hyderabad as shown inthe Annexore, inibhe Induserial
Dispute betwoen  the management of Mg, Sinsaron:
Colleries Company Limited, and their workmicn wihich was
received by the Central Government on 4-9-2008,

Mo, L-22012/21:2006-1R (CM-11)|
ATAY KUMAR GALR, Dsk O1ficar
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ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERMMENT

INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT
HYDERABAD

Presend : ShriYed Prakash Gaur, Presiding OfTicer
Dated the 1810 day of Augusi, 2008
Tadusirial Dispule No. 1LD.732006
BRETWEEN
The (reneral 700 melary
(Ser Bandan Silyanarayana)
Singarcni Cullieries Employees Council,
H. Mo 158-3-90:3 Ganesh Mapar
Markandera Colony,
Codavarikhan -505209
AN}
TheClercral Manamer,
b/, Singreans Celleries Company Lienited,
"and.unir s ovisian,
Mandkamizrs - *0423]
APPEARANCES
For the Petinioner ML
M AN V.S Samma &
Wijuya Luxmi Pansuluti,
Advovates,
AYWARD
The Gavernment of India, Minisity of Labour. Order
Mer, L-22012-212000-TR (M-I, dated 23-10-2004 eefereed
the follovwing dispute between the management of Singareni
Colherivs Company 1imized amd their workman under
section [0 1 idyof the 117, Act. 1947 for adjudication L
this Vrtbunal. The retaronce is:
SCHFDLLE
“Whother the actien ot the management of
Mis, Sinzateni Collicrics Company Limited in
terminarine the services of Sei Dureaen Ramolu w e 1
T6-1 2-199% is lewal and justified P17 oL o what relief
the worknwan s entitled

- Petilioner

.. Respondent

For the Respondent

2 Thy visy s valled ot several Umes afler repeated
intervals, Sone appeared loe Petitioner. Bespoudent’s
representalive present. Peritioner has nor subriitted his
clain statcroont altioneh seeeral opporiuniles hus been
given Lo him. [l i absent roday also. No applicalion fer
pdjoueiunent s been filed. As such. it appears that the
Petitioner i not interested 1o pursue this case.

3 Acvendingly, this case 35 boing closed and s Coure
ig ol vicw e e Penmer duserves no elied in respact of
the rmaner o reterence. Henee, N1 Asward opassed.

[netated o Sl P Phani Gaown, Peraonal Asastan
transeribued by her, corrected and pronounced v ome on
this the TRk Jay oF Auvsusg, 2003

VI PRARKASH GALUR, Presiling Officer

Appendix of evidence

Witnesses examinet for the Pelitioner NEL
Wimesses examined for the Respondent  NIL
Documents marked for the Petitionar
HIL.
Documents marked [or the Respondent

NIL
¢ fawedt, 4 fommay, 2008

FLAT 2725w Taare arfaem, 1947 (1947
14} T U 17 SE O, F2E TR A
% WA & WA e AR T wAsT % < aEd
F fafie aiife faoar 4 ¥t wew shediies i,
FEgET F TR (WEE W 1402006 T WETEE F0 E,
A s R F A-9-2008 FOAD G o1 ¢

[F Te- 220120472006 31 ST TH-11} ]
¥aT AR Y, T At
Mew Dethi, the 4th Seprember, 2008

B.O. 1725 — In pursvance of Section 17 of the
Indusirial Dispules Act, 1947 (14 of 1547, the Central
Govermnment hereby publishes the award {Rel. No. 74/2006)
of the Cenral Governmend [ndustrial Tribunal-cum-Labaour
Court, tlyderabad as shown in the Annexure, inthe Tndustrial
Tispute between the management of M/s. Singaren;
Colleries Company Limited. and their workmen which was
received by the Central Grovernment on 4-9-2008,

Mo, [-220 247 2006- IR, (CW-1T)]
ALY KLMARGALIR, Tiesk Oxlicer
ANNEXLRE
BEFGRE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM -LABOUR COURT
ATHYDERARAL

Present 2 ShriVed Prakash Gaar, Presiding  (ficer.
Dated the 18th duay of Augus, 2008
Industrinl Hspute No. 5 D.74200

BETWEEN
The General Secreran
(Sri Bandari Jatyanacivanes)
Sinpareni Collieries Employees Coungil.
H.No, (83803, Ganesh Nagnar
Markandeya Colony,
Giodavarikhani - 505209
AND
The Gencral Managee.

s, Sinpareni Collierics Compumy 1 imited

Mandamarri Division.

handarnarri - 334231

APPEARAMNCES
Furthe Pelitioner: I

. Petitioner

o Respondent
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M PAYV.V. S Sarma &
Yijaya Laxmi Panguluri,
Advocates.

AWARD

I. The Government of [ndia, Ministry of Labour,
Qeder No. L-220 124 7/2006-IR {CM-ID), dated 23- 10-2006
refarred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman
under section 10¢13{d) ofthe 1.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication
to this Tribunal, The reférence is, .

SCHEDLULE

“Wheather the action of the management of
M5, Singareni Collieries Company Limited in
termimating the services of Sri Sandra Chandraiah
w.e.f. 9-3-1999 iz lepal and justified? [fnot, ta what
relief the workman is entitled 7"

2. The case is called out several limes afier repeated
intervals, None appeared for Patitioner, Respondent’s
representative present, Petitioner has not submitied his
claim swatement although several opporunities has becn
given to him. He is absent today alzo. No application for.
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appeors that the
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case.

3. Accordingly, this case is being ciosed and this
Cout is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relisf in
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, ‘N1 Award is
passed.

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assisiant
iranscribed by het, corrected and pronounced by me on

Feor the Respondent:

thig the 18th day of August, 2008. '
VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Appendix of evidence
Witnesaes examined forthe Petitioner MiL

Wimesses examined for the Bespondent:  NIL
Documents marked for the Petioner
NIL
Documents merked for the Respondent
NIL

7 T, 4 T, 2008

A, 2726 —irine frEe afafaa, 1947 (1947
&1 14) ) W 17 F arwe W, w TR T L
F Waued % T Tl it 39 TR & 1 ey
% faffe sivdifms e | S=ia TR St s,
forar & TR (O dE 12/2006) ) WD i ¥,
W SR THN F 4-9-2008 F TG T3 w0

[E. TR-22012/18/2006- 31 3m{ = m-111]
¥ AR g, Trw wfurt

Mew Dethi, the 4th September, 2008

5.0. 2726,— In pursuance of Seclion 17 at the
kndustrial Disputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947 the Central
Govemment hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 7272006}
of the Central Government Endustrial Tribunak-cum-Lahour
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial
Dispute between  the management of B/s. Singarcn
Collieriez Company Limited, and their workmen. which

was Teceived by the Cenmral Government gn 4-9-200%.

[No. L-22012/1 82006-1R {CM-11]
AlAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk (iTicer
ANNEXLURE
BEFORETHE CENTRALGOVERNMENT

INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LARBOUR ODURT AT
HYDERABAD

Prusent : Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Oflicer
Dated the 18th day of Augusi, 2008
Ladusirial, Dispole No. LD 3220HK

BETWEEN

The General Secrelaty

fSri Banderi Satyanarayana},

Singareni Collieties Employees Council,

H.No. 18-3-903, Ganesh Nagar

Markandeya.Colony,

Godavarikhani -505209

AND

The Genwral Manager,

Ms. Singareni Colfieries Company Limited.

Mandamarri Division,

. JPetitioner

Mandamarri-504231 .. Respongdent
' APPEARANCES
For the Petitioner ; NIL
For the Respondent o Mfs POAY V.S Sannmad:
Viiaya Laxmi Pangoluri,
Advocales.
AWARD

1. The Government of India, Ministry ol Labuur,
Order Mo, L-22012/1 B2006-1R (CM-L1), doned 235- 102006
referred the following dispute bolwesn (he managennent ol
Singareni Collieries Company 1.imited and their workman
wnder Section L0 {1 ¥{d)ofihe 11X Act, 1947 Loradiudication
to this Tribunal. The reforence is.

: SCUEDULE

“Whether the action of the munagement of

Mis, Singareni Collicries Compary Limited in

terminating the services of S Durgaam heemaiah

we £ 10-9-2001 is lepal and Justilicd? [, o whan
reliel the workinan is cnbitled '

2. The case s cailed out several mes aller repasated
imervals. Mong appezred far Petitioner, Respondent’s
represeotative present. Petitioner has nol subwiinied his
claim statereent although several opporunitics has teen
eiven to him, He is absent 1aday also, Mo application for
adjournreend has boen Med. As such_ it uppears i the
Petlitinner is ok inlerested to purstie thiy Gise.
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3 Accardingl b cee i3 Being closed and this ©
% nl'uev- thal tha Pedtaner deserves o redivFin respost of
the maller in roietenoe. Hence, WL Anand s passel.
1ctarad o Seml 2 P haa ot Peracina b Aot
transcribed by her, corrected and proncenced S o
this the Par iy o Avpuse, 2008,
VED PRARASH GAUR, Presiding Gilicer
Agpreniiy of evidence
Witnesses cranmiined for ihe Pedtioner : ML
Witnesses exdrmingd for the Responcent . Mi
Mrocumenis macked for the Petitioner
Wi
Docume ots snarked Forthe Respond ent
ML,
o Yeemt, 4 T, 2008
LI 1727 — e fyam st 1047 0oy
F B4 FI A LT SFOIOT H, e W T
= AN T T o o Fe 5 s ATy
ﬁﬁrﬁwﬁaﬁm furmr, % Ffa wrmm st sfE,
A F TR (WS BEY 7902008) W Wi g4
W FEE BTN R 4 9-200% #1 T §20 oh
P 22N 24 | 32006 -3 ST T 110
FE T MY, T S
Mew Delhi. the dth Seprentber, 2004
5.0, 27T~ In pursuance af Sectivn i7 of the
Industeinl Dizputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1937 thi Jersd
Govermnenl bereby publishes the gugrd (Ret e, 70 21ed)
of the Ceotrad Government Indusiria) Tribumad-cum - ahone
Courd, Hyderabid ws showrn inthe Anpesure, trshe idoarial
dispuie between  the managuiment of M s, Sisoeni
Collieries Company Limited, amd thede workman, wlhich
was recelvad by the Central Clovenmont om 450 200g
[Peon E=2200 2V 200G TR o A1
ATAY L WAR AR Dosk (o
AMMNEXLRE
BEFORF THE CENTRAL GEVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAS. TRIBURN AL CUM-1ABOLR COLGTT AT
HYDEHABAL

Present : Shrd Ved Peakash Ganr, Presiding Oer
Thated ihe ENHD day of Awgasi, 2004
Lindusivial Dispneg No, LIE 70020006

BETWEEN

The General Secreia

[Sri Bandari Satvanaeeana),

Sinearcni Cnilieres Emplovess Council.

H.Mo, [§-3-903, Ganesh Nogar.

Markandeva Caluny,
Godavarikhani -50520%

AND

w-Punliorer

The Gieneral Manager,
Mls Sinpareni Colliceoy L osipans B i
lameiiarzaer Chivisicn,
Mandamarri - 5042731
AVVEARANTES
For the Petirioner - il
A PAN VR Sarma &
Viliced Lasmi Panguliari,
Anbvoupnes,
WARL
| The Government ol Trcli, Mirastoy of Labour, by
s Order o 2P0 2085 2001 R (CTSA-TTY. clated 25— 102404
releered the following diapirte hetween the muamugerment of
Singareni Collieries Connpany Limdted and heir workman
wnder Sectina 1060 (e of B LI et 1047 ['L‘]raf[_iudicnlu‘ul
{othis Tribumal . The rglernig s,
SNERiGE
“Whether the uctior o he manegement of
M5 Singarceni Collieyics Company Limited #
terminating iy scevn @n el Sn Bokya Balaow o 0 36
2194 s beyral and iu*‘ll"iud'.‘ Mot o wha reldict the
workman

S Reapuiebent

For the Responden -

PRELTHE

2. The case is oo ot s eral oomes after repearzd
intervals. Moae appeaod Lo Penitioner, Bospongdenl ™
represenialive proseel. Peltoner s not sebrniticd his
claim statement dithaesn souer sl appartunitios bag been
given to bim, Le i3 alsent widay aises Na appiication lor
aifjournment has boon Blad e such, 0 apocars thal 1l
Fetnioncr is ol miccsiorod 1 Pirsne 1his case.

ioAceordmelv, 1l cuse s hedng elosed and Lhis
Court 35 o view that the
Fespect of e matier i sl rense Thenes, "0 A 1s
passed,

Fotitivnomr deseives no relict in

Bictated wo Sime I 1an: G, Pereonn ! Assisbing
ranscribed by her, vorcored sl pronamged by e sl
this the 18tk digy 0d Ao st M,

WY PN R DD Ceal i Prenghmg e 2 e
Appedivates ideaer
Witnesses enainined Lor o Peluner N
Withesses examined dor e Boaeden o 510
Dracomens mavked fue the Petitinner
il
Dscumenis i cked for the Respinndyn|
e H

T Bresi L Ty o

"'_"F‘ i AL g7
F114) F oW :?z# e RII or - R N o e
F WENAT F A 1Y a6 '.'-:. T3 EHERT F T e
4 i¥e dRIfRE = i aees Ty siviT o,
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FerER # TAT (R HE 80/2006) F W F 2,
Wi B W H 4-9-2008 T W T2 o1

[H TA-22012/1042006- g et |t =101
© New Delhi, the 4th September, 2003

5.0. 2728 — In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Guovernment hereby pubiishes the award (Ref, Mo, B02006)
af the Cenwral Government Industrial Tribun.al-ca::rn-Labcur
Court, Hyderabad 25 shown in the Annexute, in the industrial
dispute between the manapement-of M/s. Singareni

Collieries Company Limited, and their wotkinan, which

was received by the Central Government on 4-9-2008,
[Mo. L-220) 21 0/2006-1R. (CiA-11)]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Offtcer
AMNEX[URE

REFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CLIM -LABOUR COUKT,
HYDERABAD

PRESENT : Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer
Dated the 15th day of August, 2008
Industrial Dispute No. LD.80/2006

BETWEEN

The General Secreiary

{Sri Bandari Satyanarayana)

Singareni Collieriss Emplovees Coundil,
H.No. 1 5-3-20/3, Ganesh Nagar
Markandeya Coleny,

Godavarikhani -305209 ... Petitioner

AMDO

The General Manapet,

M5, Singareni Collieries Company Limited

Mandamarr Divigion,

Mandamarri - 504231 . . Respondent

APPEARANCES

For the Patitioner ; ML

For the Responrdent : Mis. P.AY V.8 Sarma &
Yijaya Laxmi Panguluri,
Advocates

AWARD

1. The Govemment of India, Ministry of Labour by
its order No. L-22012 H2006-18 (CM-113, dated 23-10-2008
referred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collicries Company Limited and their workiman
under Section 1041 (d) of the 1.D_ Ast, 1947 for adjudication
to this Tribunal . The reference is,
SCHEDULE

“Whethar the action of the manapement of
Mrs. Singareni Collreries Company Limited in
tetrminating the services of Sri Madoti ®aju wee k.

9-10-19%8 is lepal and justified? 11 now w what relicl
the workman is entitled ™

2. The case is called out several times aller repeated
intervals, Mone appearcd for Petitioner. Rcospondont’s
represenlative present. Petitiener has not submiticd his
clairn staternent 2hhough several opponunitics has heen
given to him. He as absent roday akse. No application Ty
adjournment has been filed, As sush, | appears Lhat W
Petitioner is not inlerested to pursoe this case.

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and Lhis
Courl 5 of view that the Petitionor deserves noorclict in
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, "ML Award i
passed.

Diclated 10 Smi. P. Phani Gowri. Porsonal Assistant
transcribed by her, comected and pronounced by mu un
this the | 8th day of August, 2008

WED PRAKASH GAUR, Pregiding Oilicer
_Appendix of evidenot

Witnesses examined for ihe Petitionar: — NIL
Witnesses esamined for the Respondent - NI

Doruments marked [or the Petitioner
™Il

Documents markesd for {he Respondent
NIL

=% Te==it, 4 Tomee, 2008

T 2729 iR faar sfufms, 1947 {1947
T 14) F 4 17 F T TION H, F2HT HER OFHLELTE,

T WA & WG e 3 3 RN 9

3§ fafew Itteifrs ER B F20 ween st sfusm,
TR  Aw (wEd wWEw (20006 ) W wethe w5 E,
T FE TEE S 4-9-2008 F ATE T2 9

[(H. TH-22012/15/2006- 3% AFH T -11})
Mew Delhi, the 4th Seplember, 2008

50, 172%— In pursuance of Seciion L7 of the
Indusirial Dispuzes Act, 1947 (14 of i947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award {Ref, No. 82/2008)
of the Central Government Industrial Fribunal cum-Labour
Court, Hyderabad as shown inthe Annexuare, inthe industiial
dizpute between the management of Mds. Simgarcni
Callieries Company Limited, and their workman, which
was received by the Ceniral Government on 4-9-2008,

[Ma. L-22012/132006-{R (CM-10)]
AlAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officar
ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT,
HYDERABAD

" Present : Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding {MFicer.

Dated the | 81h day of August, 2008
Indusiriad Dispaie N, 1,10, 82720
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BETWEEN i freett, 4 Tagm, 2008
The General Secretary LA, 2730 SR faaw afufam, 1947 (1947
{Sti Bandari Saryanarayana) :

Singareni Coil tertes Employees Council,
H.Mo. 18-3-903, Gancsh Nagar

Markandeya Colony,

Godavarilthani - 505200 .. .Petitioner

AND

The General Manager,

M/s. Singareni Collieries Compary Limited

Mandamarri Division,

Mandamam - 504231 . . .Respondent

APPEARANCES

Forthe Fertioner . NIL

For the Respondent : M PAYV. V.5 Sama g
Vijava Laxmi Pangulur,
Advocates

AWARD

|. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by
its Order Mo L-220127 52006-IR {CM-11), dated 23-16- 2004
refetred the following dispute between the management of
Sinzaveni Collieries Company Limited and their workman
under section L0 1Hd) of the LD, Act, 1947 foradjodication
to this Tribunal. The reference fs,

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of Me.
Singareni Collizries Company Limited in terminating
the sérvices of Sci Baneni Survanarayana we.f
27-5-2007 is legal and justified? 1Fnot, to what relief
the warkinan is emtided 2

. The case is called out several times after repeated
inlervals. Mone appeared for Petitioner. Respondent’s
reprosentative present. Petitioner has not submilied his
claim staement although several opponunities has been
given ta him He as absent today 2lso. Ne application Tor
adpesrmment hus been filed, As such, it appears that the
Petitioner i3 mol interested to pursee this case,

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this
Conrt s ol view that the Pelitioner deserves no reliel m
respeet ol the maticr wn reference Flepee. "NILT Award s
Passed.

Crictated to St P Pham Gowrn, Personal A ssislang
tRansriboed by hee corrected and promsunced by ewe on
ths the TR Jan of Angust, 2008

YVED PRAKAS] QAR Presiding O er
Appeinis glevidene
Wilwessey cxnnined Tor the PFelitioner il
Witnesses cxamingd for the Bespoondeni NI
Pacuments marked for he Petitioner
ML
Deweuments niachal for Uie BResposdend
il

W 14) 470 17 % o ¥, He SR L |,
T T R g Frea) a5 e & ot aEy
H Pt st e o T oew shifr srfE,
EuEm @ v (w0 wem 66:2006) Wi = £,
it BET TR F 4-9-2008 F A gaT

(¥ w@-2201 73 18/2005- 38 2w 101 ]
3T L g, S AT
Mew Delhi, the dih Sepiember, 2008

5.0, 2730— Iy pursuance of Section 17 of the
Indusirial Disputes Act, 1947 {14 ol 19477, the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 66/2006)
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunakcarm-Labour
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial
Dispute between the management of M5 Siogareni
Collieries Company Limied. and their workmen, which
was received by the, Central Government on 4-5-2008.

[Mo. L-22012:31 8:2005-1R (CM-11))
AlAY KUMAR GAUR , Desk OiTicer
AMNEXURE
BEFORE THE. CENTRAL. GOVERNMENT
INTHISTREAL TRIBUNAL -CEM-LARGUR CORT,
HYDFRARAD
FRESENT : Shri Ved Prakish Gaor, Peesiding Officer.
Dated the 18th dus of Aumys, 208
Indusirial Dispeie Yo, LD, 66246
BITWEEM
The General Secretary
(Sri Bandari Satyanaras ana b
Singareni Collieties mplos oss Council,
H.Ma. 18-3-9073, Ganesh Mo
Markandeya Colony,
Crodavarikhan -505200

I*etitigncr

AN

The¢ General Manazer,
bls. Singareni Colliecies Company Limited
Mandamarmi Division.
“andamarri- 50423
AFPLARANCES
Far the Petivioner kil
WMo AN YA Sanna &
Wiiasa Lasind Pangular,
Adwe cales
A Ak
t The Ciovernment o ledio, Miniare ol Labon, e
its Crder ™o, 1-22012 3 1R Zoes- 1RO R-TE dhaed - T 2000
veferrgd the following dispitiv bovecen the nanagement ol
Singaroni Collierics Cvupans Laned and ithear worknan
vt Beation WUt e e LU S AT o idjudicatron
it this Teibunal. The et s,

- . Respondent

Ior the Responclent



AT W Ry - fEe 27, 2008/ 200 5, 1930 3435

[ —27E 3(ii)]

SCHEINILE

“Whether the action of the management of M/s,

Singareni Collieries Company Limited in terminating

the services of Sri Thogarl Venkati w.e.f. 26-9-2001

is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the

workman i3 entitled 7" '

2. The case is called out several times after repeated
intervals. None appearsd for Pevitioner. Respondent’s
representative present. Petitioner has not submiged his
claim siatement although several opportunites has been
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for
adjournnient has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case.

3, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this
Court is of view that the Petitionar deserves no relief in
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, ‘NIL® gward is
passed.

Diciated to Smt. B. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant
transeribed by her, comected and pronounced by me on
this the |3th day of August, 2008.

YED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Appendix of evidence
Witnesses examined for the Petitioner NIL
Witnesses examined for the Respondent  NIL
Documents marked for the Pelilioner
MIL

Dacuments marked for the Respondeni
MIL

% faeeit, 4 fomat, 2008

Wraw 2731 — b fe afufmn, 1947 (1947
F14) T YR |7 F AT E, FEY WHR T T
& vaua & T Priet ot T e % e sy
v frftw it faas 4 F wrEn skl i,
o 2 v (Hed OE §1/2006) 1 W wE E,
T F T *T 4-9-2008 F) W §30 o1

[F. TA-22012/14/2006- 38 ARG v&-11)]
o AR g, T e

MNew Delhi, the 4th Sepiember, 2008

S0, 273L— In pursnawe of Section 17 of the
§ndustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Govemment hereby publishes the award (Refl Mo, $1/2006)
of the Centr] Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labwour
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial
Dlispute between the managemerm of M/s. Singareni
Collicries Company Limited, and their workmen, which
wag received by the, Central Gavernmenl on 4-9-2008.

Mo, 1-22012/1452006- R, {CM-E)]
AlAY KUMAR GAUR, Dosk Officer

a7 —8

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-T1TM-LABOtR
COURT ATHYDERABAD
PRESENT : Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer
Drated the 1 8th day of August 2 (08
Industrial Dispute No. 1.1 81,2906
BETWEEN
The General Secretary,
(Sri Bandari Satyanarayana)
Singareni Collizrics Employees Council,
H No. 18-3-90/3, Ganesh Nagar,
Markandeya Coleny,
Godavarikhani -505209
AND
The General Manager,
M/s. Singareni Collizries Company Limited
Mandamarri Division,
Mandamarri - 34231
For the Petitioner : MIL
For the Respondent : b P.AY V.5 Sarma &
Vijaya Laxmi Panguluri,
Advocates
AWARD

1. The Govemnment of Indiz, Minisiry of Labour,
Order Ne. L-2201 2/14/2006-1R (CM-H), dated 23-10-2006
referred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collierits Company Limited and their workman
under section 10 (1) {d) ofthe 0. Act, 1947 for adjudication
10 this Tribunai. The reference is,

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of
M/s. Singaremi Collieries Company Limied in

Lerminating the services of Sri Dasari Srinivas w.e.f,

28-2-2000 is legal and justified™ IFnot, 1o what relief

the workman is entitled 7"

2. The case is called out several times afiet tepedted
intervals. None appeared for Petilioner. Respondenr’'s
represeniative present. Petitioner has not submitted his
claim statement although several opportunites has been
given ta him. He as absent today also. Mo application for
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Petiticner is not interested 10 pursue this case.

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this
Court of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief Tn respect
of the matter in reference, Hence, “NSL” Award is passed,

Dictated 1o Smi. P, Phani Gowri, Persanal Assistant
transcribed by her, cotrected and pronounced by me on
this the 18th day of Augusi, 2008

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Preswling Officer
Appendix of evidence
Witngsses examined for the Petitioner NI,
Witnesses examined for the Respondent NI
Docaments marhed for the Petitioner
NIL

Documents marked for the Respomdent
ML

e Lokitionet

..Respondent
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(1947 & 14) R T 17 & agaTe d FETY ToEm
At |TE TR Rt fodiee) i 39E e
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S0 272 - o pursuance of Section 17 of the
Indwusiri] Disputes Act, 194714 of 1947), the Cenral
Ciovernrnenl liereby publishes the mward (Ref No, 9124004)
of the Industrisi ‘tribunal Labour Count, Patna as shown
e Annevure, in the Indusirial dispute betweon the
euiphoyers @ relation (o the management of Cantotment
Hoard end it workman, which was received by the
Contrsl Gosormiment on -Q-2008

[No. L-1301 L 12003-1R(DU)]
AIAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Offizer

ANNEXURE
BEFORE TU1HE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUST RIAL
TRIBUN T SHRAAT BHAWAN, BAILEY ROAD,
PATIVA ,

Hiivreioe Cive Na, %1 af 2004
M ia (o204 -

Betwevn the manageriesi of Cantanment Beoard, Danapur
Cantenren) ard their workman Bam Swaroop, resident of
village-Turhatol, PAY Danapur, MPatna,

Forthe Managemeent : Shii Satish Kumar Agarwal and
Shri Binyy Kumar, Advocates.

Far the Workntan © Shiri Rajesh Sahay, Advocate.

Presem © Vasudeo Ram, Presiding Offieer,

fndustrial Tribanal. Patna
AWARD
Patna, dated the 2TIRH Aveust, 2008
By adadicativn Ordor Ne -1 36010 17772603 [R(DQL1

i
gt 6- 3200 F T Crovarmmem of hidea, Ministry of Lgbour,
New Defhi under cloise () el Sub-Section {1y and Suh-
Section (1A of Section B6ef e Indusirial Dispules Act,
FRI7 ¢ hereimgdior cilled e At fur brevity) referred il
dispuiy betwesit the msizement o Contoament Beoand.
Dramagur Catonneene and thieic workman Bam Swaroop ol
Village-Turhatols, PA). Danapur, Patnag o Central
Coverranent lidusivial Tribunal -cum-Laboue Coort,
Mhanbad Mo, 2 dadjudication on the fatiowing -

3438 THL GAAT PTE O IS5 BLUTEMBLR 27, 2005 A5 VINA §, 19340

IPapr [—Se 5]

“Whether the action ol the management of
Cantonment Board, Pama in not fixing the pay-seale of
shri Ratn Swaroop, Assistant Pump Driver Grade il in the
pay seale of Rs,950-20-1150-23-1 500 legal and justified ?
and further, whether this has led vo wrong calculalion of
the pension and other retiretent dues?  IF yes to what
relief the retired workman Shri Rem Swaroop is cotitled
o™

Subsequently vide order No. L-1301 £/£/2005 TR([IU,
dated 17-3-2004 the Government of India, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi ransferred the Reference Case in this
Tribunal to dispose of the same according to law -

2. Theparties appeared on notice and filed the wrinten
statement and thestatement of claim respectively The case
of the workman as made out in the siatemeni af clain is
1hat he was appointed on the post of Khalasi [ Lower Grade
servant) under the management of Cantonment 13oard.
Dranapur Cantonment an 1-11-1936. The workman was
promoted 1o the post of Assistant Pump Driver on
4-12-1943 and he worked ot that post il 22-5-194% and
thereafier he was reverted back to the post of Purnp. K halasi.
Eurther, the contection of the workmar is that he was
promated o the pust of Assistant Puenp Driver in the Scale
of Rs. 375-480 on 25th July, 1986 whereas Shri Sarvug
$hah, an employee junior 10 him was given promotion in
the scale of Rs, 450-680, The workman ¢lairmed the Scale of
Rs. 4B0-680 w.e.f. 1986 but the managerment paid no heed
to his representations, Ferther according o the workman
the scale of Rs. 4B0-680 was made effective w.e.l, 1-3-1986
yide Bihar Government Finance Department Resojunion
Mo. 3 P.A R 1/86-2 Wi-dared 20-1- 1987, Az Lhe spid
scale of Rs, 480-680 was revised o the scale of Ry, Y&t
15030 but the workman was not given the said scale. The
warkman was made to retire on 31-7- 1992 alter completion
ofthe age of 58 years. The workman claimns the bone (i od
sedle Rs, 950-1500 besides other vetiral benofits,

3. The contention of the management iz thar (e
workman She Ram Swaroop was appeinted on 1| - 1956 in
the pay scale ofRs. 17-25 per month as 1Vih grade emplovee.
He was promated as Assistant Pump Driver we D 1-12-
1967 it the pay scale of Rs. 35-45-55 per month. The workiman
on completion of 10 years of service was given Firs Time
Bound Promotien on thc'p{)s[ of Pomp Dreer Grade 1
w.e £, 1-1-1986, He was given 2nd Time Hound Pramnetion
with effect fom 1-4- 1989 i the pay seate of Bs, B23-1 5.0010-
20-1200 with other allowunces The workman
superannuated from secvice with efleel |l
31-7-1992 on the monthly salary af Rs. Llag The
management further contends That Sarvuyg Sgh wls
appeinted divectly on the post o Assistant Pump Drjver
on 31-12-1581 whereas worbman Ram Swleaop v
promoted from the post of hhilusi to the post of Assisiant
Pusip Driver in V986, Furings accordime 1o Uhe mznase
Finance Department Resolution daled 20-1- 1887 wibl not
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b applin_:_ablc to the employees of Cantanment Bnard and
as siach the workman is not entitled to the salary of Rs. A80-680
with effect from 1-3- 1986 as claimed by the workman,

4. Upan the pleadings of the parties and in view of
the rerms of reference the [ollowing prints arise oul o
decision : -

N Whether the action of the management of
Cantonment Beard, Patna in nowt fixing the Pay
Scale of Shri Ram Swaroop, Assistant Pump Diriver
Grade 11 inthe Pay Scale of Rs, 950-20-1150-25.
1500, legal and justified ?,

fi) 'Whether the fixation of pay of Shri Ram Swaroap
in the Scale of Rs. 950-1500 has led to wrong
calculation of his pensien and other retiral
henefis 7.

(i What reliefor reliefs Shri Ram Swaroop is entitled
o ?

FINDINGS
Puint Nos, (i} & Gi) !

5. Both the parties have adduced ural as well as
documentary evidence in support of their respective
contertions. The management has examinned alingether
thret witnesses namely Brind Kishore {M.W.1}, an
Accountant in Cantonment Board, Magendra Kumar Gupta
(M. W .2), Cashier in Cantonment Board and Kamleshwar
Pathak (M. W.3) aretired U.D.C. of Cantonment Board. The
management has filed pohotocopy of provisional pension
and Gratuity Form of the workman (Ex1. M), photocopy of
reciept (Exts. M/1 10 M/5), of service book of workman
{Ext. M/6) and photocopy of application for commutation
of pension (Ex1. M/7). As against that one Chhote Lal
Paswan {W W.1} relired Pump Khalasi of Cantomment
Board besides Ram Swaroop {W.W .2} the workman has
been examined on behalf of the-workman. The werkman
has filed photocopy of order Mo, 127 dated 25-7-1986
(Ext. W} phatocopy of application for commutation of pension
(Ext. W1}, photo copy of decision of A.L.C. (Central), Pana
dated 14-3-1974 (Ext. Wi2) and photocopy of letter daled
I2-I-I9990t"-(,“anmnnmlt Execative Officer {Ext, W)

£ M.W. | has stated that the worloman Ram Swaroop
was agpointed on 1-11-1956 on the post of Pump Khalasi,
e was promoted in 1986 and retived in 1992, The said facts
are not disputed facts. M.W._1 has further stated that the
workman fhas been paid all his dues and nothing is left to
be paid to him. In his cross-examination the workman has
got exhibited his documents Exts. W and WLl may mentiom
here that phomcup:.r of application for commutation of
pension has been filed by boih the parties, it is Ext. WY1 on
behalf of the workman and Ext. /7 on behalf of the
tmarnagement but commutation of pensien is not the issue
before this Tribunal in reference for adjudication . M. W2
has proved certain documents namely the copy of the

statement of pmwsmnal pEnsion anrj aTAtLn 1[ xb MR,
receipts of payment of piosssiem! gratbin . ramoed e
gnceshment el to the wadbiman (ExL M 6 kxt WISy
the photaeopy elhis se- vien ook {Ex1. MYB)which are o
disputed and hence do nad require discussion B delad.
M. W .2 has stated that the warkman had raised e diaput
hefore thie Lobour Court and ihe verdict given by the A LA
[Central) Patma-cwme- Concilingan oTicer w v W2 MW
3 has also stated that the worktan hias been given all the
tediral benefits. The woskiman reored an §997 af i ae of
3R: the retirement age wwas enhanced to 60 vears in1he e
20D,

7% W1 hes sared that e hod seen e, Swarpon
workipng o Pump Khalasi, Pam Swaroop W21 by staded
that he was appeinted on -1 FH-1956 oo the post ui Py
Khalasi and he was perting Rs. 40 as pay and allosances,
He was promated to the post of Asasetindl g Diriver on
A-12-1963 buran 22-5 1968 he was (oot e e pos of
Purmp Khalasi and his poy we ko reduged wo Sk o701
Pump Khalasi. He raised the dispue befure the Ass,
§.abour Commissioner {Central) Pang wof on 323137 horg
was an agresment (Ext. W2 according 1o which be shouid
have been given the scale of Ra. @58- 1500 bun the
management did not give the same. Arcerdingly, s
warkmat claims seale of Rs. 950-1 500 and titier bene T
on that scake. From perseal of Exe WeZ i appesrs that ihe
dispute with regard o reversion of woarkenan Hags s wop
was raised before the Labour Enfircement Officer (Comizi)
Patna—cum-Concitiatiion Officer and the same rms of
setilement that the management apred o fabe Toorssury
action 1o create an additional post of Azst Pump Lriver in
its next Board mecting and to obtain sanction ol the Ceniral
Command, Lucknow. 1t was also agreed way the case ol
Shri Ram Swarcop will be constdered and priority will he
given in the matter of regularisation 1o the cadre of Asa
Pump Driver. |t was decided to implemem the above
agreemenl within three months Nething has been filed on
behalf of the parties Lo show as 10 whether steps for
implementation of the szid agreement was waken and with
what result, The workman in his stalement before this
Tribumal has stated that he was not given the scale as per
agreement. The said Ext. W2 does not show that it was an
agreement for giving scale (@ the workman.

8. The workman claims that the scale of B, 550-1300
is the revised pay scale of Rs. 480-680. The workman in the
statemend of claim has claimed that Saryug Sah, an employce
junior to him was given the scale of Rs. 420-680 but he
beiny the senior in service to Shri Saryug Sah was given
the scale of Rs. 375-480. but the workman in his sratement
before this Tribunal is silent on that paint and has nel
whispered amything on that peint. However, @ photocopy
of Order No. 127 daled 25-7-1986 has been filed on behall
of the workman and has beenmarked Ext. W from personal
of which it appears that Shei Saryug Sah was in Purnp Driver
Grade (! from 21-2- 1981 and was promoted w Pumap Diiver
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Grade 1 i b icale of Rs, 450-680 whercas this workman
who was Funs Khaelasi from 1-11-1956 was consequently
prometed ta Pump Driver Grade 1 in the seale ab Re, 375-
ABD in the vaewney caused by promaotion of Sk Sanug
Sab . [may mentn bees that e workman 1% W 2300 hig
statemeal bobfore thiy Triounal has stated thal B was
proieeed b post ! Sasisra Pump Driver on e 1221907
DL Re was evertad 10 the postof Mump Khalasi on 22 -5-1968
aad his pay was sl roduced to that of Pump Klalasi Tinder
G eeunin s ! e that the workman canmeg Cladgm the
sonie of By AT kAR consegquently of Rs. 930-1 30 an the
basi. of beirg senior b Skne Sarvog Sah

st the pancics bave tiled die copy olMaemorandum
of seitlenent beoween the Cantonment Board and their
workman | 984 iboogh et mwrked Exhibit) which arg on
EECHRD Aesand gy o para 7 0F Lhe said settlement i the
evens T reyision ol pay suule by g 9tate Govermmen atter
[-fhertr b mevised pes scale and the formula fin theation
of pay noiby rovined pay seale as specified by the Srae
CGronl shiti o vt moodandis be made applicahle m the
Cantonmen iloard emplovees o the Stare Genoernmend
ginmliness T Ascording (o the taid seilement [at scrial
Boo ) the easstiug dasgnation of Asst. Pump Driver Pump
Diriver wis nraposed oo be designuted as Pump Driver Grade
I which il e equivalent to Asst Punp Misri ol Bihar
Crovernmanl aiid the sam seade was W be oiven and the
gxistmpe desincanan of Porap Oraver (af serial Moo 32 of
merruTandern s propased Lo be deamared as Pemp
Dwiver Crade Bwivich s couivalent i Trock riverin Vibar
frovernment photocoepy of Bihar Qazeite dated
14-2- 143t has been Aled which shows that Truck Dyiver in
Bihar Governmoent [Pump Driver Grade §in Cantonment
Board) bas been given seale of Rs, 950-1500. Asa Manp
Dyeiver Giacle 1L under the circumstances can nol «laim that
scale of Bs, 930- 1580 as chained by the workman The
workman has Sked photecoy of letrer daied 12-1- 1999 of
the Caroanment |-seeutive CHTeer. Danopur Cantanment
(Rt W3 which showys thal the Excoutive OFcer mentioncd
that the Fump Drver Grade | and Pump Driver Grade 11
both ure perfpnning the same duties and reguesiod hat
the sancticar ol GOWC-in Chaelmay be obrained i rovise the
pay seile of Pump Driver Grade 18 wee I [-1-1986. Bue
northing has been 1ed o shaow that the sancrion as
requesied bay been pramed by e GO-in-Chiel. Under the
circumsbies disgussed above § {ind that the workman
who retered i Aost. Faingp [river Grache 31 cangms Claim the
sciabe of By 9301300, Under the eircumstances discussed
above [ find and hold that the action of the manageenr of
Cantomnten: Beard. Fainin nat [lixing the pay scule of the
workmuen in the scale ol Ks 93045 301 cannet be s2id illeaal
and wnpushified, Avcardmgls [ ind and held 1hat
ann-fivatiom ol pay of the workman o the scale of
Hog. 930 | 300 bas nat led 1o wron caloulatiom al' his pensioen
and wher etita berefits, Poine Nos 03 & [ i are decided
accordingly.,

[Py 1) Sic 3]

Print No. (ili) :

[0, Keeping oy sicw the descussions made aboye
and the finding arrived cuon Point Mos {ip and (i) tind
and hold that the wonkman in not entitbed o oasy relicl
claimed for. This poun o decxled aecordingly.

11. Under the circumstances discussed above Flind
and hold that the acoon vithe inanagement of Ciantonmem
Board, Patna in not {ising the pay scale of Sin Buo Swaroup,
Assistant Pump Dreiver Orade in the scale o Bs 930-1300
is legal and justitied. Burther, § find thet chis Bas not led 10
wrong ealouletion o the paensien and obet retrement duoes
Ualso find thal retired workaen Shei i S oo 1 no
entitled to any relicl

12, And that iz my anaed.

WoORAM. Iresicline {Heor
A5 T 4 T, 2008

WM, 2733 seing femw sl 147
(1947 &1 143 1 9 15 & W‘Tmmﬁq
T % YEuAS & HAdg sl ofie 3o et = 97,
wFe ®H fAfis wigifns fagm @ aiwits
HIFTI A A T F T (HEY o T
wifm €, A T TR 4-9-2008 ) TE
AT G

|21, T 30001 223 2084 - ST 0 |
AAT AR Mg, E5F wfymn
New Delb. the 4th Seplember, 2008

5.0. 2735 In pursuance of Section 17 ol the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1701 of 19471 the Cendeal
Goverument hereby pubiislues e pwaed of the [ndustnad
Tribunal 'Labour Couwrt, Pune new 4y shown in the
Annexure, incthe Indusirial dispute hetween the emploers
in relation o the manasemeant of Gepament of Telegom
angd their worlman, whoch wis received by the Oencral
Ciovernment on 44008,

[, LR 2723200 -3- [ Ke [y
AAY RUMAR GALIL Besk OFficer
ANMEXLIRE
BEFORE THE PRESINNG OFFICER, 111 LABOLUR
COLKL PUNE AT PUNE
Referenen (1DRAY N0 63001 2014
Bharar Sanchar Migaon Lunited
Bajiran Road, Pune 310042
AN

Ramesh 5. Khaladkar Mes1 Nondgaon
Tal. Caund, Pune

Lxh. Mo, 3]

15t Party

. 1ind Parr
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EDI‘III : ShriP.T. Rahule
AFFEARANCES

: Mr. Zende - Advocate for 1 Party
Mr. A.Y. Shikarkhane - Adv [Ind Party

AWARD
dated the 25th Aprli, 2008

This reference is made by Dry. Commissioner of
Labour, Govemment of India, Bharat Sarkar, Ministry of
Laboar, Shram Mentralaya, Mew Dethi under section 10{1}
and 12(5) read with section 2-A of the ndustrial Disputes
Act, 1947 for edjudication of industrial disputs between
abave referred parties regarding the reinstatement with full
backwages and incidental bemefits.

2. The case of second party in brief is thet he was
emploved in telephone exchange at Nandgaon since 1993.
His job was to rectify telephons and cable faults, dig
trenches, climb telephone poles and werk on telephone
lines, to clean the office ete. He was working under e
supervision and control of FTO, Kedgaon - Shei Tewari. He
was paid wages by FTO on Forma No, SE-17. His monthly
wages were Rs, 1000, From 1-1-2000, his EErviCEs WeTe
terminated without wiy botice and compensation by FTO.
Some times his wages wene pald in cash without taking his
gignatres on any paper. He approached to All India 5C/
ST Union and persued his case for permanancy. As aresult,
the Principal General Manager of the Tst Party directed his
subordinate officers to send details of services record of
the Second Party. On 3-§-2003, the concerned SDE sent
the details of the service etc. of the Second Party to the
Gegeral Manager. Meanwhile, this reference came to be
sent to the Court wherein the Second Party submitted the
claim with the pewyer of reinstatement and conzequential
benetits from 1-1-2000. '

3, Tha claim of the Sacond Party has been resisted
by the First Party by filing written statement at Ext.7. The
very employer-employee relationship has been denied by
the First Party. It has been contended by the First Party
that the Second Party was never in the employment of the
First Party as atleged. With thig, the entire claim has been
denied by the First Party and prayed for rejection of the
reference.

4. Considering the pleadings and averments, the
following puints sprout out for determination; the
reasonings and findings thereon are as under :

POINTS FINIHNGS

1. Whather there was employer-employes
relationship berween the Second Party
and First Party as alleged 7 Yes

2 Whether the Second Party was illegally
stoped by the First Party to be in the
employment of the First Party we L.
1-1-20007 et

3. Whather the Second Party is entitled to
the relief claimed ? Yes

d, What Award ? Allowed
REASONS

5. Polni No. 1 : The Second Party - Ramesh Khaladkar
has examined himselfat Exh. |7 and three others witnesses -
Namdev Laxman Bhame, Dattarray Bzburzo Bhujbal, and
Uttamn Dattoba Shelar at Exh, 24, 25, 26 respectively. Onthe
other hand, the Respondent has examined solitary witness -
Avinash Keshavrao Dorale at Exh. 28 Any of the parties
did not place his reliance on the documenary evidence.

6. It is evident from the testimony of the Sccond
Parmy - Ramesh Khaladkar that since 6-5-1998, he was
working with the department of lelecommunication at
Nangaon. His job was to connect and repair the telephone.
He was doing the repair in of underground cables. He was
also starting generator in the office. He was doing his
duties under the instructions and directions of JTO who
was paying him monthly salary of Rs. 1000 by weking
signature an hig diary till December, 2002, That time JTO
was Dwahale and sub-divisional officer was Palewar,
Suddenly, he was asked not 1o come on duty and stopped
coming on duty withow paying any compensation,

7. In ¢ross examination, he admitied that any
appointment letter was not given 1o him by the First Party.
He also admitved that any document has not been produced
on record to show that 1TO - Tiwari has given bim the job
and salary. The suggestions of falsehaod have been mtalEy
denied by this witness.

8. Mr. Narmidev Laxman Bhame - retired employee of
this First Party has comoborated the testimony of the
Second Party by deposing that he was appointed in the
year Mt in the deparmentofie kcommunication and was
working till 2004. In the vear 1998-99, he was workingas a
Telephone Lineman at Nangaon Telephone Exchange,
where the Sscond Party - Ramesh Khaladkar was working
with him as a Helper. He specifically deposed that as a
Helper. The Secend Party was repairing telephones,
remaving faults of cables etc. He also deposed thal the
Second Party was working with him a5 a 1lelper for five
months till he was transferred from Nangaon to lejuri,

9. In cross-examitiation in respact of the Secomd Party
only, the suggestion was pul o this witness that he has
deposed false that the Second Party was working with him
for five months and the same came 1o be tumed down by
thiz witness. Any other adverse admission could not be
extracted in the cross-examination from this wilness,

10. The other witness Datiatray Bhujbal wha is stil
in the employment of the First Party has also corrobarated
the testimony ef bath these witnesses No, | and 2, 1t is
evident from his testimony that in December 1998 he was
wransferred 10 Nangaon Telephone Exchange as a elephone
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lineman. The Sviend Party was working for finding the
cables Fulls oned repairing the same He was working it
Mawsaon Telephone Exchunge il 2000 He alzo tumed
down bis sospeanons of [alseloog regardmg the Second
Barty, ile aizo admited that he did ol oave any
documcitary evidence ta show that the Second any was
waorkine with hin i Saegao Telephone Exchanee. Picepis
the suggestion al Tl hand, any [voreabis snswea colil
net be extracted tranais witness,

L1, Tl Lenrtio wotmess Llam Shelar ks Jenoacd
that when he Joined his duty in the vear 1976 onad was
tramsterred to Mangacs Telephone Exchings ds o phone
mechanic. [e was koowing Ramesh Khaladkar as ieeident
of Matgaon and spociicaliy deposed thal the Seoonsd Farky
had never waorked with him in Nangooa Telephone
Eachange. This witiess has not atall been cross-cxantined
by the First Pany by declining fo cross.

O geit threuEl e very precise testimuony o his
wilwsy Moy, 4, it is clear thal thoueh he bas deposed thas
the Second Party had oever worked with him in Mangaon
Telephony Lachange, e did mn depose that the Second
Py wise nob working with the Fiest Party, Moreover, nc
has alse not deposed the perind in which he was working
ak Wangaont s o phone mechanic and henee, bis {esnmony
For weant of puarticular details, canaot be considercd apainst
the Sevorsl Party. Bnothese circumstances, the 1irst Parly
was supposcd Lo ring wll the details of this wiiness abowt
when b wis working at Nangaon 1elephone Fachange
and whether in that relevant period, the Seeond Parmy was
working o not The Firs Pargy has chosen o Jecling o
CrOss- sUIThistion,

V2 Though any documentary evidend has 1ot been
produced oo record frowm the side of the Seeond Party, lus
testimony bas been righuly correbargied by the two
wilnesses, one of which is the ex-employee of the Firs
Parly wmd one s noc presently in the emptovewent of the
First Pury . Moreower, the westimony of the fourth
witness Lt Shelar, ihough nor supparted the Seeohd
Parly for win of any dotails cannel be considersd vven
against this Second Pary- - Khaladkar,

13, ¢y behalt of the Firs Party Avonash orale (be
Divisional Engmeer has been examined. [t s ovidens from
his testitnany Lt as per the divections of his suparior, be
has come Lo depuse on behalf of the Fiest Buoty. Any
payined was not made 1o the Second Panly. As per the
record, there 15 nothing 1o wather that e had ever worked
with the |- Pary

14, ln cross-cxaningtion. Re admitied that be has
ot produced any power of alteraey or autharity to depose
om behall ot the First Party. Forther. he udmied that some
part time casual Tubours were working i Daund Divisien,
Heo cotld nod tell the rmres or procedure w regubarise the
[atours, b denied that the U ugsed to make the pasment
g0 the purt-dine casaal Tibours on vouchers. A e samg
time. he admined thar ihe 100 was having impressed

[PagrT 1—5EC. 3}

agcounl but has deposed that the contract labowrs were
paid by the respective conlractars.

He admitted in the cross-cxamination that some
casual werkers were renwlarised in Daund Diviston by the
Fitst Party. He coudd nov o larily by which mode those casual
lubours were regularised. Any documentary evidence has -
also it been adduced or behalf of \he First Party.

15, The learned Advocate—Mr. AY, Shikarkhane.
for the Seceond Party, has subtnired that the Second Party
has completed continuots 240 diys in the emboyment of
the Eirst Party. But at the same time, while terminating his
services, the compliance of Secrion 25-F wag hot done by
the First Party by not paying any retreachment
compensation and henee, he be reinstated with continuivy
of service and full back wages.

Per contry. the Jearned Advocate—Nir. Zende, for
the First Party. has subwnitied that the eatire burden was
on the Sccond Party to prove that he had worked with the
First Party but For wans of uny documentary evidence, it
could not be proved. e picked the admission given by the
withess No. 2 in cross examination that he was the only
employee working at Nangaon. He also submitted that JTC
—Tiwart had not been cxamined by the Second Party
though he is still in the employment of the First Party, He
placed his reliance on the cases of Mukund Staff & Cificers
Aszociation wis. Mukund Limited [2007 (6) ALL MR 312]
and Becretary, State of Kamataka and others vis. Umadev
and others [AIR 2008 Sunreme Couri 1306).

14, Having considered the submission tabled by both
the sides, considering the ratio of the authority of Mukund
Staft Officers Asociation v Mukund Limited [2007 ($)
ALL MR 312, it is chear that the burden is on the Second
Farty to establish it when the claien has been dented by the
First Party. The sum and substance of the second amhoricy
relicd upon by the First Pacty is that the temparary
etiployvees appointed in violation of the constitutional
scheme de not have anv fegal cight to be permaneoily
absorbed in the emplevment. The facts of the instant case
keing abselutely different than thal of the foregoing
awthority, it cannor be made applicable in the instant case
because il has been nowhere mken the stand by the First
Party about the appoirtment by viclation of Lhe
constilutional scheme, '

17. Having considercd the foregoing discussions
coupled wilh the corruburated testimony of the Second
Party and failure on the part ot the first party o adduce
any adverse evidence, [ dauntlessly reach the conclusion
that the employer-cmplovee relationship exists between
the Second Party and Furst Party and as the complianee of
Section 25-F was not done by the Firse Party at the time of
termination of setvices. it is held thal be was illegally
terminated by the Fiest Party | therefore, answer this (ssue
Mes. 1 and 2 aceording ly.

1%. Tssue Nu. 3 : [ view ofthe findings on the issue
Mos. 1and 2, koping in view the facts and circumstances of
the Sccond Party witness, so far as the retrenchment and
cantimuity of service are concerned, the Second Pany is
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very much eéntitled to the reliefs claimed in that regard.
However, in the entire evidence, as it has not been brought
on record by the Second Party about his efforts to acquire
any alternative gainfu] employment, there being no other
option, the Secand Party is not at all entitked to the relief of
back wages as claimed. 1, therefore, answer this issue No. 3
accordingly, and it the aftermath, pass following order

ORDER

The reference is ailowed. The First Party is directed
to reimstate the Second Party with continuity of service as
3 full time casual labour in regmlar vacancy wherever it is
available. The prayer of back wapes is rejected. No order
as to the cost,

Place : Pune
Date ; 25-1-2008
P.T. RAHULE, Presiding Officer

T2 fart, 4 foaat, 2008
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New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

5.0. 2734.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Drisputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award Ref. No. 255/99
of the Central Government [nchustrial Tribunal eum Labour
Caurt, No. [, Chapdigarh, as shown in the Annexure, in
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to the management of Department of Tefecom and their
workmat, which was received by the Central Government
on 4-9-2008

[No. L-40012/214/199%-IR(DUY]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE SHR1 GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA,

FRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR OOURT )
CHANDIGARH

Caze No. LD, 22599

Sh. Sznjeev Kumar 5/o Sh. Mahabir Singh, R/o 733711,
Dairy, Rohtak- 124001 . Applicant

Fersus

The Dustr. Manager, Tefecom, Rofiezk- i 24001,

APFEARANCES
Forthe Workman:  None
For the Managziment: None
- 1 AWARD
Passed on 20th August, 2008

Central Gowt. vide notification No. L-40012/214/
1959-TR(DU), dated 21-10-1995, has referred the follovwing
disputes to this Tribunal For adjudication :

“Whether the action of the managetnent of Dopit. of
Telecommunication, Rohtak in terminating the
services of Sh, Sanjeev Kumar Driver w.e.f. 1d-10-
1996 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief he js
entitled?”

2. Ne one 13 present, on behalf of workman. Leamed
represenitative of the management |5 also not present. Since
toming this reference has been catied number of times. At
1945 am, it was ordered ko be placed beFore this Tribunal
once again at 2 pom. [t is 2.30 now and on repeated calls no
one is present, in spite of having of full knowledge of the
proceedings of this reference. The reference is as old as
referred to this Tribunal in the year 1999, On repeated calls
since morning no one Is present, Accordingly, the reference
is dismissed in defavlt for non-prosecution. Central
Government be informed accordingly. File to be consigned.

Chandigarh.
20-8-2008

G. K_SHARMA, Presiding Officer
% o, 4 T, 2008

W 3, 2735 —3ifier P afufEm, 1047
(1547 F7 14) ¥ ¥R 17 ® AT § ¥R FHR [
i famm & yauET 3 99 frdiee] ol T Feiwd
# o, s 7 FifTE aiiPre faag 3 ¥R T
i iy sy IR 7 |, TuEiy % Tae (el
A 42902000 R YERT wE ¥, W ST TER W@
4-9-200% H AT T W |

£H TE-40012/363/2000- 1% AR (ELY ) |
A0 HAR g, B Al

Mew Delhi, the 4th Septembet, 2008

S0, 273 _In pursnance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Trisputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947), the Central
Govemnent hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 42672000
of the Central Govt Indusimial Tribunal cam Labour Court,
Mo, I, Chandigarh, as shown in the Annexure, in the
Industrial dispute betwesn the employers in relation to the
management of Department of Telecom and their workman,
which was neceived by the leralﬁwerurmtmd-ﬂ—lmﬂ,

(No. L0001 2363/ 2000-IRAK)
ATAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer
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ANNEXURE

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA,
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMEXNT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COLR1-1,
CHANDIGARH

Case No, LD, 429/2000

Sh. Rajinder Singh 5o Lal Chand, C/o Ashok Sharme,
278, Secter-3, Furidabad-1 2100

Fersus
The Cieneral Manager, Telephones, Sector-16,
Faridabad- 12100t .. Respondent
APPEARANCES
For the workman : Mone
For the management © None
AWARD

Passed on 20h August, 2008

Central Grovt. vide notification Mo, L-40012/363/2000)
TR(DU), dated 31-10-2000, has referred the fallowing
dizputes to this Tribunal for adjudication -

“Whethet the action of the management of Deptt. of

Telecom in terminating the services of Sh. Rajinder

Singh w.e.f 6-10-1998 is just and legal? Lt net, Lo

whal relief the workman is enlitled?”

2. Noone is present, gn behalf of workman, Leamed
representative of the managemen is also not present, Since
morning this reference has been called number of Gmes. Al
11145 am, it was ordered to be placed before Lhis Tribunal
onhce again at2 p.m. It ic 2. 30 now and on repeaied calls no
one is present, in spite ol having of Tull knowlcdge of the
proceedings of this reference. The reference is as ald as
referred to this Tribunal in the year 2000. On repeated cails
since MOMNG no onc is present. Accardingy, the reference
is dismissed in default for non-prosccution, Central
Govemment be informed accordingly. File to be conaigned.

Chanréligarh,
20-8-2008
(. K. SHARMA, Fresiding Officer
T2 f=rwt, 4 Famemr, 2008
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Mew Delhi, the b Seplember, 2008

50, 2736 -In pursiance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1937 (14 of 1947, the Cenal
Government hereby publishe < the award (Ref, N, 4372005)
ofthe Central Government ladystria) Triboral-com-1abour
Court, Hyderabad as shawi in the Annesure, in the
[dusteizl dispute between the managstnent of Singareni
Cullieries Company Fimited. and their workmen, receved
by the Central Government an 4-0-2008.

[Fve 12200 28 BRI M-I
ALAY KLAAER GAUK, Desh Officer
ANNEXLRE

BEFORE THECENTRALCOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COVURTAT
HYDERABAD

Prxsent : SHRIVED PRAKAS N GALUR Presiding Officer
Dated the 261k :a of August, 2U0R
Induastrial Dispuic New 1 L 4372005
BEYWEEN
I'he Geoeral Secretary, (Sh €. Solonwm ). Singareni Colleriss

Mine Workers Union, ©)ir. ~oo 0%, Opp. Kythu Ragr,
{rodaviikhan- 505204 Petitinngr

AN

The ChiefGenetal Maraper, Sigaroni Cotlicrics Company

Linkited, Ramagundam-—1 1% ision

t podavarikhani-S03204. . Respondent
APPEARANCES

For the Pelitioner o Mk

D M5 U Vinavy Shekur Reddy &
3 Vi Yeuk atesh, Advocales

For the Respondaemt

AWARD

The Gevemment of fidia . Munstry of 1abour by its
order Mo E-2201 2018 2000 TROCM L dated 11-3-2003
referred the Folinwing dizpues belween the managemem
of the Singareni Collicric: Conpany Bbnited and thew
workman under section 134 Difd) of the LT, Act. 1947 for
adjudicatbon to this Trituna! The refeenge s,

SCHUMGE -

"Whether the acton o ahe theef General Maager.
w5 Singareni Collierics Compans mied, Rammagandam |
Division, Godavarikhs' i sormdmaring the services
Sh. Mekala Rama Rac, T4 oal Filler CODR-1 Incline.
Ramagundam Division | odavarikhone wih effea from
9.7-20005s lepal and justitied™ W el 1 what gelic! the
workman is eniitled ™



(9™ [)—"TE 3(ii)]

ST w7 T ferer 27, 2008800 5, 1930 5443

r—

2. The case is called out several times after repeated
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner, Respondent's
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his
claim statement although several opportutities has been
given 1o bim. He is absent today also. Ne application for
adjournmnect has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Petitionsr i3 not interested to pursus this case,

1. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this
Court is of the view that the Petitioner deserves no reliefin
respect of the matter i reference. Hence, ‘NIL® Award is

passed.

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant
wanscribed by her, corrected and proneunced by me on
this the 26th day of August, 2003,

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Offjcer
Appendix of evidence

Wimesses examined
for theRespondent

ML MIL
Docnments marked for the Pelitioner
NIL
Docnments marked for the Respondent
NI
¥ T, 4 frem, 2008

w, . 2737 —shuifre faur sfufrem, 1947
(1947 F1 14} %} 417 17 B I8 ¥ SR wHR v
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wTHl &, N FET FTRR F 4-9-2008 I W L A4

(¥ T9-22012¢1 772006316 S Ahod.-11) ]
o un 1, dew A

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

S0. 2737—In pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central

Witnessess examined for the
Petitioner

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref, No, $4/2006)

of the Central Government Indus. Tribunai-cum-Labour
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the
Industriat dispute between the menagement of Mis.

Singareni Collieries Company Limited, angd their wotkmen.

received by the Centrai Government oa 4-9-2108,

No. L-22012/17/2006-IR{CM-11}]
AlaY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

I467G0E—9

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THECENTRALGOVERNMENT

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABCOUR COLIRT AT
HYDERABAT

Present : SHRI VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officcr
Dated the 18th day of Aupust, 2008
Endustrial Dispute No. [. D. 34/2006
BETWEEN

The General Secretary, (Sh. Bandari Salyanarayana).
Singareni Collieries Empieyees Councit, H. Ne. 18-3-50/3,
Ganesh Nagar Markandeya Colony, Godavarikhani
505209, Petiticner

ANLY

The General Manager, Mis, Singareni Collieries Company
Ltd. Mandamarri Division, Mandamarri 504231

--Respondent
AFPEARANCES

For the Petitioner - MNIL

For the Respondent  © Mrs PLA Y V.5 Sarma & Vijay
Laxmi Panpuduri Advocaies

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its
prdet Mo, L-220 124172006/ 1R(CM - 11} dated 25-§0-20046
referred the foltowing dispute batween the management of
the Singareni Collisties Company Limited and their workmman
under section 10{ 1 Wd}of the 1.D. Act, 1997 for adjudication
to this Tribunal. The reference is '

SCHEINLE

“Whether the aclion the Management of
M5, Singateni Collieries Company Limited in
terminating the serviee of $ri Nagavath Govindu we f.
18-2-1999 is begal and justified? If pot, to what relief
the workman is entitled?

2. The case is catled out several times after repeated
intervale. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent’s
representative present. Petitioner has not submined his
claitn statement although several opportunities has been
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case.

3, Accordingly, this case is being tlosed and this
Court is af the view that he Petitioner deserves no relief T
respect of the matier in reference. Hence, “NIL® Award is
passed.

Dictared ta Smt P. Phani Gowri, Porsonal Assistand
transetibed by her, corrected and proncunced by me on
this the t8th day of Augusi, 2008.

VED PRAK ASH GALIR, Presiding Officer
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Appendix of evidence

Witnesses examined fov the Witnesses examired for the
Metitioner Respondent

NIL. i1,
Doeuments myrked for the Petltioner
NIL,
Documents marked for the Respondent
MNIL

% fowett, 4 P, 2008
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Muw Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

50, X738, In pursugmce of Section 17 of the
ndusirial TMisputes Act, [947(14 of 1947), the Cenrtral
Governinent hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. §3/2006)
ofthe Central Gaverament | nduserial Tribunal-cum Labour
Court, Hyderabad us shown in the Annexure, in the
Indusinial dispute between the management of Mis.
Singareni Collierigs Company Limited, and their workmen,
received by the Central Governmant on 4-9-2008,

iNo. L-22612/) 6/2006-1 R{CM-IT)
AMIAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk OMicer

ANNEXURE

HEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURTAT
HYDERABAD

Present ;SHRI VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Ol cor
Dated the 18th August, 2008
Industrizl Dispute Ne. L P 83/2006
BETWEEN

The General Secretary, (Sh. Bandari Satyanargyana),
Singareni Collieries Employees Council, H. No, 13-3-90:3,
Ganesh Nagar Markandeya Colony, Godaverikhani
305204, . Petitioner

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 27, 2008/A5VINA 5, 1930
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AND

The General Manager, Mx. Singareni Collieries Company
Limited Mandamarri Division, Mandamarri 504231

. Respondemn
APPEARANCES

For the Petitioner  : NIL

Forthe Respondent  © M5 AV Y5 Sarma & Vijaya

Laxmi Pangulurl, Advocates
AWARD

The Government of India Ministry of Labour by its
order No, L-2201 2/ 16/ 200618 (CM. - 11} dated 23-10-2006
referred the following dispute betwesn the management of
the Singareni Colliariss Company Limited and their workman
unader section |0 13(d) of the 1D, Act, 1947 for adjudication
to this Tribunal. The refecence is |

SCHEDULE

“Whather the action the Management of M/s.
Singareni Collieries Company [imited in terminating the
service of Sri Sandra Rajam w.e.F 16-4-1998 is legal and
justified? IF not, 10 what relief the workman is
entitled?"

2. The case is called out several times after repeated
jntervals. None appearsd for Petitioner.Respondent’s
representative present. Petitioner has ot submiited his
claim statement although severai opportunitics has been
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for
adjournment hag been filed. Ay such, il appears thay the
Petitioner is not inkerested to pursug this case,

3. Accordingly, this case is being chosed and this
Court is of the view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in
reapect of the matter in reference. Hence, "NIL' Award i
passed.

Dictated to St P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant
tranacribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on
this the 18th day of August, 2008,

YED PRAKASH GALUR, Presiding Officer
Appendix of evideoos

Wimesses examined for the Withesses examined for the
Petitioher Respondem

NIL MNIL
Documents marked for the Petitioner
MIL,
- Documents marked for the Respondent
ML
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New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008

50. 273 —In purseance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947, the Central
Government hereby pubiishes the award (Ref, 44/2005) of
the Central Government Industrial Tribunalscum-l.abour
Coutt, Hyderabad now as shown in the Anoexure, in the
Indusirial dispute berween the management of
M¢s. Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd. and their workmen,

which was received by the Central Government on
492008

[No. L2261 2/ 1 192004-IR(CM-IT}]
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer

ANNEXURE

- BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
INUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT
'HYDERABAIY

Present : Shrl Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer
Dated the 26th day of August, 2008
Indusiris] Blapuie No. 1. D. 442005

BETWEEN

The Gieneral Secrelary, {5h.G. Solomon),
Singareni Collieries Mine Workers Union,
. No. 703, Opp. Ryvthu Bazar,

Oodavarikhanl — 505209 « Petitiomer
AND

The Chief General Manager, ,

Singareni Collieties Company Limited,

Ramagundam —1 Division,

Godavarikheni — 503200 Respondent

APPEARANCES
Forthe Petitioner  : ML
For the Respondent : M/s. C. Vijaya Shekar Reddy and
S. Vijay Venkatesh, Advocutes
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its
order No. L-220 12/ 19/2004-1R{ CM-IT) dated 2452005
referved the following dispute berween the management of
the Singareni Collieries Compeany Limitad and their workiman

mdurgmim 10(1){d) of the 1.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication
1 this Tribunal, The reference is,

"Whethet the actiun of the Chiel General Manager,
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited,
Ramagundam-l Divigsion, Godavarikhpni in
tetminating the servicss of Sri Mardeis Majigsham,
Ex-Conl Filler, GDK-6 B Incline, Ramagundam
Drivizion-1, Godavarikhan! with effect from 2-3-2002
ia Jegal and justifled? 1f not, so what relief the workmain
is entitled 7

2. The case is callud out severs] times after topeated
intervali. None appeaced for Petitioner. Reapondent's
representative present. Petltioner has not spbenitsed iis
claim stasernent akhough pevera! opportumiiies hay been
given to him. He s absent voday abeo. No applicetion for
adjowrnment has been filed. Az such, i appears that the
Petitioner is not interesied o paesve this caze,

3. Accordingly, this case ic bwing closed and this
Court is of the view that the Petitianer deserves oo relief in
respect of the matter in raferenge, Honcs, NIL' Award is
passed.

Dictated 1o Smt, P. Phani Gawri, Persanal Assistant
transcribed by her, comrecied snd proncunced by me on

this the 26th day of Auguet, 2008,
VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Appentiz of svidenct '
Witnesses exsmiosd for Witnesses exsmined for
Petitiomer Reapandant
ML NL
Decuments marked for the Petitioner
NEL
Rocuments macked far the Respoadent
_ NL
nf Toweft, 4 oo, 2008

WL, WM. 2740w fowe mfafm, 1947
(1947 w1 14) W WD 17 % R F 2300 WER W
0w o ¥ whely 2 vy P! o T el
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[® Wo1-22012/31672005-3f R wiw-11) ]
wag e vk, o s
New Delht, the 4th Septomber, 2008

§.0. 1740—Io pursuance of Section 17 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Ceniral
CGovernment herzbry publishes the awared (Ref. 65/2006) of
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the Ceniral Governmert Industrial Tribunal-cutn-Labour
Court, Hyderaliad g5 shown in the Antexure. in the Industrial
disprute berween the emplovers in relation te the management
of Mis. Singareni Collieres Co. Lad,, and their workmen, which
was received by the Cenmral Governmentan 4-3-20H08,

" [N L-22012:3 162005 LR
AJAY KUMAR GALR, Desk Otficer
, ANNEXURE

BEFOHEF THE CENTRAL GUYERNMENT
CINUSTRIAE TREBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT
HYDERABAD

PRESENT :Shri Vod Prakash Gaur, Presiding Gilicer
L . Dated the 1 8th day of August, 2004
- Tndustrial Dispytﬁ No. L [L 65200
BETWEFN

The General Secretary,
{5ri Bandial i Sebvanarayana)

Singaren: Collicoes Employess Council,
HMe 18-3.4900 3, Ganesh Nagar
Markandeya Coliny; -
Godavarikhan- 5465209,

- Petivioner
AND
The Ganeral Manager,
Mg, Singareni Collicries
Company Litnited,
b andamarri Division,
Mandamarm S0423 1
) APPEARANCES
For the Petitioner ¢ NIL
Mas PAY VS Samea and Vijaya
Laxmi Panguluri, Advocmes
AWARD
Thee GGovernment of tidia. Ministry of Labowr by ils
order Mo, L2201 23 162005-1R{CM-1T ) dated 9- 10-200 re-
ferred the following dispule berween the management of
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman
under Section-H | Wd) of the LI Act, 1947 for adjudica-
tion to this Uribunal. The reference is.
SCHEINLE

“Whether the action of the management of Mfs,
Singarcni Collicries Company Limiled in terminating
the services of Sri Naresh Kumar Kol w.ed
10-10-2002 s Jegul and justified? L o, 10 what relef
the workman is entithed?™

..Hespondent

For the Respondent :

2. The case is called out several times after repealed
intervais, Mone appeared for Policner, Respondent’s
represemative presenl. Petitioner has not submitied his
claim stalement although several opportanitics has been
given to him. Lle is abscot today also. Mo applicaion for
adjournment has heco filed. A5 such, it appoars ihat the
Peritioner is nol inlerested 1o pursue this casc.

IPare [T 50 30000
3. Accordinely, this cae i Being climed and this Court

is ofthe view that the Pettioner deserves no relict n respedt

of the matler in cefervnce Flence, L Asard s passed.

Dictated to Sml B Phand Sowa, Peesona] Aesistant
transeribed by her, corvcceed and promoupesd by e on
this the §8ih duy o Augcsal. ZTHE,

VEEY FEARASEH GALIL, Prgsdig 0 ieer
Appemdix ol evilenee

Witnesses examingd for Wilnessey examingd for

Petitinner Bosunlent
M. %
Documents marked T the Pelilinner
ML
Docwmasnts i rked G the Respomideni
I

A% femdr L fRART7, 00N

WL O, 2741, AREMTE FER aalrfadam oeas
(1947 F 14) AT MDD |7 H AT U wEh W
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FHEA & Arg T o A s TE fam A et
g e wbrRrm S & TR (T 4
12006 3 T TR F70 4 Fead T WEHR A4 0 Hifn
W W R |

ET, T a0t Mk 0G ARARETm 1]
12 T T, STA R
Mew Dl the 4 Septemnber, 2008

5.0, 2741 o pursuanve ol Seclion 17 of the
Lndnstrial Disputes Acto 1947 0k of 1947 1he Central
CGovermment herely poblishes she award dRel o, 7120063
ofthe Ceniral Govertrent Lindustrial Fribunal-com- Likssr
Court, Hyderabad as shenen inohe Anncxure. inthe [ndusanal
dispute between the ermplineers merelation e the miaaganent
of W'z, Smarcns Collicrics O ELd o teir workamen, which
was rece i ved by e Conualb CGoveriment on 4-9-Z008.

[P 122000 2200 20 TR M-
ALAY KUMAR GATIR, Desh T icer
ARMEXEIRE
REFORE THF. {TENTRAL GOVERNMENT INIDES-
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CLUM-LARCURCOURT AT
HY DERABAD

PRESENT : Shri ¥od Prakash Laue, Presidipg CH Ticer
Dated ih 15th day of Ay, 2008
Industrial Ispute No. L1 Y 1HHHKG

BEIWEEN

The General Secretue,.

(51 Bandari Satvanariniany)

Singargni Cellicries Finployees Counil,

1 Mo 18-3-90K3, Gangsh Minzar

Markandeya Colony,

Codavarikhami- 505204, CteLitivier
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AND

The General Manager,

M¢s. Singareni Collieries

Cotnpany Linited,

Mandamarri Division,

Mandamani-504231.
APPEARANCES

Forthe Petitioner - WIL

For the Respondent : M5 P.AV WS, Sarmaand Vijaya
Laxmi Panguluri, Advocates

AWARD

The Governmen of India, Ministry of Labour by ils
onder Mo, L-22012202006-ER{CM-11) dated 23- (0-2006 re-
ferred the following dispute between the management of
Singareni Collierits Company Limited and their work'man
wonder Sectign LO{11(d) of the 1.1 Act, 1947 for adjudica-
tion to this Tribunal. The refersnde is,

SCHEDULE

“wWhether the action the managemeny of M/

Singareni Collieries Company Limited in terminating

the services af Sri Kunsoth Shankar w.e 1. 1 8-12-1998

is legal and justified? Ifnod, to what relief the workenan

is entitled?”

2. The case is called out several times after repeatcd
intervals. Mone appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's
tepresentative present, Petitioner has not submitted his
claim statement although severat oppontunities has been
given ta him. He is absent woday also. No application for
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the
Petitioner is hot interested to pursue this case.

5, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this Count
is of View that the Petitioner deserves no reliefin respect of
the matter in reference, Hence, NIL' Award is passed.

Dictated to Smt. P, Phani Gowri, Personal Assistan,
transeribed by her, corrected and promounced by me on
this the (&th day of Auwpust, 2008,

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer
Appendix ol pyidence

Withesses examined for Witnesses examined for

..Respondent

the Petitioner the Responden:
ML NIL
Dacu ked for jtlomer
NL °
Diogyoents myrked for the 1
ML

4 Froel, 4 fornag, 2008

W AL 2742 ot T wfulrs, 1947
{1947 T 14) F 4 |7 F ITT 1 F=E THR

. HL O T # T @ wag friew O T E
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W L
[H, WR-220402/31 12005 A= (HTE-11)]
AHT FAR Wz, ToF A
Wew Delbi, the 4th September. 2008
5.0, 2742.—in pursuance of Secuon L7 of the
Indusizial Disputes Acy, 1947 (14 of 19475 the Central
Gavemnment hereby publishes the award (Relt Moo 70
2006y of the Central Goverment Indysirial Teibunal-con-
Labout Court, Hydetabad as shown i the Anesore. in
the Industrial disputs between the munagement of M s
Singareni Cotlieries Co. Ltd. and thew workmen, which
was reccived by the Central Governpent an 392008
o, 12200251 20051 LM
AJAY KUMAR GALR. Desk (HTwer
AMNNEXLRE
EEFDRE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDLS-
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT
HYDERABAD
PRESENT : Shri Yed Prakash Gagr, Prosiding Ofhcer
Cated the 12ch day of Avgus, 20048
Endusirial Dispuie No. L [, T0/2006
BETWEFN
The General Secretary,
{Ste Bandari Satyanarayana b
Sinpareni Collierics Employees Council.
H.Ne. 1 8-3-00/3, Ganesh Nagar
Markandeya Colony,
Godavarikhani-505209, --Pelitioner
ANTI
The Genetal Manager,
M5, Singareni Collicries
Company Limited.
Mendamarri Division,
Mandamarri-504231.
APPEARANCES
For the Patitioner  © HiL

Mg, AN WS Sarmaand Vijava
Laxmi Parguiur, Advocaes

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by s
oeder Mo, L-22012/3 1 120051 R{ Cb-113 dated 9- L0-2006 ro-
ferred the following dispute between the management ol
the Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their work-
man under Section 101 Kd) ofthe LT Act. 1947 (or adjuds-
cation 1o this Tribunal The reference is

- Respomdent.

Fos the Respondent :
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ANVEXLKE
BEFORE THE CENTHAL GOVERNMENT
INUSTRIAL TRIBU S AL-CUM-LABDUR COURT AT
AN LFEARAD
Prosent ; Shei Vel Feakash Gaur, Presiding OMieer
Diateed the 180 daw ot Augast, 2004
Endd wstrial INspuic Mo, 69204k
BEPWE RN
The General Becrciar .
{57 Handar) Satvanaray una)
Stogareni Colleries Fanplesecs Council,
FEMa LB-3-H03, Craensd Wagar
Mark andeya Colony
Crodavarikhani - S0< 204 . Prtitioner
Akl
Fhe Clenweral Managcr,
M5, Singareni Coblieries
Companes 1.irrailed,
Mundamani [Division,
deni.
Mandanmerri S04
AFUEARANCES
Fur the Petitioner (B
M AV YN, Sama and Vijaya
Lasma Panpuluri, Advocates
AVALIDY

The Governinenn ol Indza, Ministry of Labour by its
Order No. E-22000 27305 5005 T400 M-113 daned 9- 10-2006 re-
terrod the firllowing displite between the management of
the Singareni Callicejes Congamy Eiited and their work-
man ander Sectinn 10K 1 edrarthe 112 Act, 1947 for adjudi-
wation I this Tribunal Ve reference s,

SCHEIULE

“Whether the action ! he enanasement of Més, Singaren

Callieries Compar Lunnted inrerminating the sorvices

oS K. Srindvis w oo 1 29252000 iy lepal and justified?

1o, to what telic ] rthe warkman is cotitleg™

-Kespon-

Fuor the Kespondent

2 The case is callod ol seveen ] 1imies alier pepeated
mtervals. None appearcd for Petitionet. Respondent's
representitive present Petitioner has not sybmiited his
claiin statement altheugls several npportunitics has been
given 10 him, He s b today also. o application tor
wdjournment has been Niled. As such, it appears that the
Petittoner is not interestod 10 pursae this case,

3} Accordingls. thes vise B being closed and this
Court is ol e view thal 1w Pentioter deserves no relielin
respect oF the matier @ relveence. |eoge, "NI Award i3
passed.

Diciated 1o S, 1Y, Phini Cienwr, Personal Assiziant
transeribed by ber, corecoed and pronounced by me on
this the VBth day of Aggwed, 200K

YT TR AR AN TGAUR, Presiding OMicer
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Appendix of evidence AND
Witnesses cxantined (or Witnesses oxamined for The General Manager,
Petitioner Respondent M/s Hingareni Collieries
Company Limited,
NIL NIL. Mandamari Divisfon,
Dacyments marked 9 the Pt Mandamarri - 304231 .JRespondent
- APPEARANCES
o Forthe Petiioner © NIL

Documgnts marked for the Rgspondeny
NI

T4 fremtt, 4 ﬁaam 2004

W A 2744, 2w famm sfufem, (947
{1547 W1 14) F MO |7 F SFET F F5T GWE TR
. 3, . & wevET 3 g P s = i
% 4 wpEe § P dfe frr ¥ S TER
st wfywm, dmEr ® e (FFd W
AR/20(06 } T AT YA &, T TR ST W 04-9-2008
Lab g SRl

[, TF-22012/3 1472005 - 27 240, (-1 )]
s wAR T, T i

Wew Delhi, the 4th Seprember, 2008

84, 274d, —In pursuanee of Section 17 of the
Industrial [isputes Act, 194714 of 19473, Ihe Central
Giovernment hereby publishes the award [(Ref. No, 68/2006)
ofthe Central Gowermnent Industrial T'ribunal-cum-Lakaur
Ciourl, Hyderabad as shown in the Anncxure, in the
Industrial dispuie beiween the management of M/s.
Singareni Colliceics Co. $ad.. and their workmen, which
was reetived by the Central Crovernment on 04-5-2008,

[No.1.-22012/3 142005-TR{CM- 1Y
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk OfTicer

ANNEXURE

BEFORE. THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS-
TRIAL TRIAUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT
HYDERABAD

Prescnt : Shri Ved Prakash Gn;;r, Presiding Officer
Diated the 18th day of August, 2008
Industriz| Dispute No, 4872006
BETWEEN

The CGencral Secretary,

{Sr Randari Satyanarayana)

Singareni Collierics Employees Council,
H Mo, | §-3-9073, Ganesh Nagar
Markandeya Colony,

Godavarikhani - 505209 ...Petitioner

Mg LAY V.S Sarmaand Vijaya
Laxmi Pgnguluri, Advocaiea

AWARD

The (overnment of [ndia, Mindstry of [abour by s
Orgder Mo, L2201 273 1402005 1R(CM-1 )y dared 9-10: 2006 re-
ferred the fetlowing dispute between the management of
the Singareni Collicries Company Limited und their work-
man under Section 10(13(dYal tha 1T Act, 1947 for adjudi-
cation 10 this Tribunal. The relerence is,

SOEMILE

“Whether the actian the management of M/s.
Singareni Collieries Company Limited i leemingling
the services of 3ri Beesaboina Ramulu w.e.l. 22-§-
2002 is lepal and justified? (f not, o what reliel the
workman is emiled?™

2. 'The case is called oul several times afice repearcd
intervals, Nane appeared for Petitioner. Respandent's
rcprescniative present. Petitioner has not submisted his
claim siaternent adthough several opportunilies has been
given 1o him. He is absent 1oday also. No applicalion for
adjoumment has been flled. As such, it appears that the
Petitioner is not interested 10 pursue this case,

3. Accordingly, this case is being chosed and this Coun
15 of the wiew Ust the Petitioner dessrves no rclief in respect
of the matter in reference. Hence, "N1L" Award is passed.

Frt the Respondent

Digtated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assisiznt
transcribed by her, commected and pranovnced by me on
this the | fih day of August, 2008.

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer

Appendix of ey|depge
Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for

Petitioner Respandent
NIL NIL.
Documents marked For the Petitionsr
Nil.
Dopuments marked Gor the Respondent
™.

- 7 fewet, 4 T 2008

I, 3T, 2745ty fraw afufrm, 1947
(1947 F7 14} =1 A 17 % 30 T B aeEn T
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500 2745 —dr purseance ol Sectjen |7 of the
Industeiad Exispaies Act, 197014 of 1947). the Ceauul
Crovenment heveby poblishes the waard (el N, 67200
ol the Cenral Governmet Indusinad Vribunal-cuins1 ;b
Court, Hyderabad as shown (n the Annesure, in e
indusirial dispuie bovween the  wpanagcment of
MUs. Sinearent Codlwet s Co. L, and their workinan, »hic)
wah received by the Central Goverme nr g OA4-0- 201,

[Mon L-2260 2307 203- LR - 1)
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Dsak (Heer
ANNEXLRE

REFORF. THE CENTRAL GOVERNMVENT
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN A LACUM-LABOUR COLRT,
HY IR A BALY

PRESENT : Shri ¥od Peakash Laur, Prosidiog (M icer
Prated tle 18th dav of A, Wk
Industria PRispde Mo, 1 DL 6772 (066

BETWEEN

The Creneral Secrilary,

{5ri Bandar Sarvanaray anad

Sipgarcar Collicries Limplosees Counil,
H No TR-3-806 3 Cianesh Mazar
Markandvva Colony.

Godavarikhand 305200

I'eatiory

AN

The Gencral Mamager,
Mis. Binparent Collwries
Connpany 1 armied,
Sandamary [Ha s,
Mandanine - 25

APPEARANCES

CBespden

SVINA 5, 1430 B 11 S0 3y

unger Secton B igdiaortle 1Y A 1937 tor adiodicathon
tor this Telbugal . The referee o
ORI &

Whether the ocqmn of L ariagaimenn ol

dMis, Singareni Ueicres Compgny Lamized o

iumnnaling the sort e el sen Caddla Poshoam woel§

L2000 s Tepad it s lied™! Het by s il rgle

the woarkman s ortitksf

2. The case s called v v erainimnes uler rgpud
intervals, Wone appoirad e Ponmaner Bospondenn.,
Fepresettalive prcsent. 'ubeiong hoe ot sodanntiee s
clain stalemeng althougl oozl oppornnmtion has begn
wven o hon, e is abaem i ala, Sooapplicilion L
adjournment has been Gifed, S aich, i aprears L gy
Trelitimer i not itercsied 1o pinsgne 1his gise

3. Accordingly. 1his vase s being Glesed il e
et is ol e i Lal (e Pevitioner deserses sorehe ]
respect ol the maer 0 relerouce Tence, "NIL Ao ognd s
passed.

Drictated b S B Ficoi S wsard, Persenal skt
ranseribed by her, corteened ol pronounced s e op
this the 18th dav of Agasr, Moy

WEE PHAR ST GATR Presidingg U er
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