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AT 11—9vs 3—39-9U< (ii)
PART I1—Section 3—Sub-section (ii)

TR TCH & HATAAT (TAT HATAT Tl FISHL) FRT A1 360 T qifaferT swaer si< sfeeEam

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India
(Other than the Ministry of Defence)

FHIHE, A AT TAT Y9 HAAH
(FTi S wfdreror fawm)
e faeelt, 24 97, 2022
T3, 982, —Fvg TLAHTY, UAIGIT aoet fFaT qferd =T A= as, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TATST &TT 6 FTT V& TRAT T AR FTd g0 gRATIT 5T AT, g FamT &
ST /. 20/2/2022-3u=sers, fGAi® 17.05.2022 F ATAW § SR qqtq 7, HfEe aem am,
I, AT § 9 &€ |igar, 1860 (1860 T 45) & &<y 420, 466, 467, 468, 471, 201 3T
120t o7 gETATT fAarer afafaaw, 1988 (1988 #T 49) #it &t 7, 8 UF 13 F siava fadATH

11.02.2017 T 31 THATSATT |, 103 & [ ATTA(LT) FT A7T0T TAT UH YT (&) F [ T I9H a5
et ToorTe, TR /3T 9aT U= U4/ aT HT §o7age H [0 0 A7 Il qedf & Icae [l o

3899 G1/2023 (2079)
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FULTY FT AT FIA o forw faeet T e qier wamaET % gt 7 ofhal v et &1 fFeqw
THET AT 15T | FLAl 8l

[T, 7. 228/45/2022-TT-11]
TS FHT AT, a7 q=a

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS
(Department of Personnel And Training)
New Delhi, the 24th June, 2022

S.0. 982.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Haryana issued vide Notification No. 20/2/2022-3HGI dated 17.05.2022, Home Department, hereby
extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of
Haryana for investigation into the offence(s) relating to FIR No. 103 dated 11.02.2017, registered under sections 420,
466, 467, 468, 471, 201 and 120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and sections 7, 8 and 13 of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) at Police Station, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/45/2022-AVD-I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e fawelt, 27 917, 2022

T3, 983.—vg TLAH, TAIGNT [aodl] AT e AT ATA=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #Hf
T 5 T ITLTT (1) TITST IRT 6 T T&T ARRAT FT TIRT XA g0 HITY T T, g o,
Has & a9 . Hiatars 1622/€1.31%. 69/T-2, ai® 28 F9a<l, 2022 & HIeAH & T Al o, =fF
qerie Haread, 3T 80T Tae®, qeed HlAhiegd (Hee, AR aree-lll, 3HE, IR % f6wg
et 25.01.2022 Fr «ft wafier srer ai=rare, wfers, 7ew are sneffars afdas, wiie €. 1057, sneffars
A, ANTIE G0 AT 20 Higar (1860 FT 45) it am=T 120& 3iv gum=r e sfafaaw, 1988
(AT 2018 H TATHLATTET) HT g7 7 % dgd a9 Fs T (qawrgq, oo ot afva fowgr, w6=, 999
AF T AT U UATET Afaes oiee AR aree-lll, 3AYE, AN # giomar off a1 T g,
S areme ax fRATE 28.01.2022 Ff UF Hiedtens A9, AEt028202270002 TSt &t T2 g, ¥ a4
FURTL(AT) FT AT TAT UH AT (eN) & [ AT SOH A [ohell FOMATH, FOITO SHT/ATAT T
TE/3ET IHT Feaage # hu 0 a1 I a2 ¥ 3oae Rt st st v sreawor e % form faeeh
forerT qfere TATIET % FEEAt i ARdl Sl ATeER F7 Feq (FEE T9E ¥ G116 28.01.2022 #)
THET AETY 1T | il &l

[FT. . 228/33/2022-THE-11]
ST FHI AT, AT q=a

New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 983.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/C.R. 69/PoL-2 dated 28™ January, 2022 of Home
Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment (ex post facto w.e.f. 28.01.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s)
arising out of the complaint dated 25.01.2022 lodged by Sh. Swapnil Arun Panchbhai, Proprietor of M/s Sai Ashirwad
Services, Plot No. 1057, Ashirwad Nagar, Nagpur against Shri Sudhanshu Shrivastava, Sub Area Manager, Western
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Coalfields Limited Makardhokra Site-111, Umred, Nagpur wherein the role of Sh. Amit Sinha, employee of M/s Sainik
Mining & Allied Services Limited Makardhokra Site-I11, Umred, Nagpur was also found u/s 120B of the Indian Penal
Code (45 of 1860) and section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (as amended in 2018), based on which a
CBI Case RC 0282022A0002 has been registered on 28.01.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in
relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same
transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/33/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
S feef, 27 919, 2022

F.3MT. 984.—FvalT GLHIY, & ThHAT |aT, 1973 (1974 FT 2) F¥ &T=T 24 T ITATT (8) T
Y& ARRAT AT AN Fd gU, o UH. IWrhw gt sttgehr &, 813 suw Frer ffae siw ' ey
ST, F qHeT Rt @9y e ST (FE STwaur 543), FRT §e9d Fxid Aeauu SG0 HIEAT
ATET-17(TH)/201 9-FHrefr=mrs /ueiet/aruersme, Het 7. 565/2021 (Fer ST AT HIHAT) ¥ H=T .
1856/2022 T TeHT T Ater gRT eraa et oTfie a1 qadteqor =mared | et s, qasreqor
/AT T ATHAT  Ica [ohell 7T HIHAL 6 ATHIATSIT T HATAT LA 6 [o(T, Ieh TGUGIT FieeA il
AT F o1 a9 Y s srafar % fore a7 wmer F Avem g aF, =98 & S off @A g, @y |Je
ATHATSTE 6 & § Agh FLdT 2 |

[T, §. 225/03/2022-T1-11]

ST FHTT FHAT, A qiaa
New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 984.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri M. Gangadhara Shetty, Advocate as
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of CBI Case RC-17(S)/2019-CBI/ACB/BLR instituted by Delhi
Special Police Establishment (Central Bureau of Investigation), CC No. 565/2021 (Yogesh Gowda Murder Case) and
CC No. 1856/2021 before the 81% Additional City Civil and Sessions Court, Bangalore and any appeal, revision
and/or other matters arising out of these cases in any appellate or revisional court established by law for the time being
in force for a period not exceeding three years from the date of assumption of charge or till disposal of the case,
whichever is earlier.

[F. No. 225/03/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
e faeelt, 27 9, 2022

T3, 985.—Fvg TLAHTL, TAIGIT faoedl (F9T Iferd TATaAT ATa=aw, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
T 5 T ITETRT (1) TIMST ITRT 6 T T&T ATRAT T TINT FLd T AgTY 15T G, g e,
Has & ATeer |, "HiErers 2021/5% 313/q19-2, G 18.04.2022 F #TeqH & ST q¥ATd o, HaH
et ufasw yreae frfaes, o+ e amwa: of gfea =Swwid gea, fwdt /T Swe6id g2,
et aut 7ger vee T #f fRAer FeATy ST, SIS WA FAhT AT o F fAeg Haor dF aw IfAw
TAT S A AT H 142.72 FIE TAU &l FET M Tgar & o0 faqrw 25.03.2021 & #ff 4. .
S, 3T AETHEE, Hed S A ST, TATEEH TRETRT Tae T (FEe THed HasrHe qi9), AT
TtEe, Hag gRT AT 42 "iZar (1860 FT 45) FT amer 1204 aufsa 4T 420 3w gum=mR fHamwm
sfarfa=rm, 1988 (1988 =T 49) (wem=Te A= srfarfa=ra, 1988 ¥ fa=i= 26.07.2018 =1 fFru 70w Herrers
T 9 St Al om) i e 13(2) aufsa amr 13(1)(F) F T=d TSAT quwTet F Tag §F TS w0 TS
T & TS AT (AT) FT AT TAT I G TILTE (&) T 2 T IH T o0t TOTITH, TEIL
AT/TTAT TS UE/STIAT IHT HqagT § (70 0 AT Ivgl qi | I FheT ST TITe T e w07 FHieel
& foru faeett Aoy qfere wmoET & aaedt it orfhal S aArieenTe &7 faeaTe a9eq agrrg 57 § Fdl
gl

[FT. &. 228/49/2022-T41E-I]
ST FHI AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 985.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2021/CR 313/POL-2 dated 18.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 25.03.2021 lodged
by Shri P. K. Jagan, Deputy General Manager, Central Bank of India, Stressed Assets Management Branch-1,
Nariman Point, Mumbai against M/s Rialto Exim Pvt. Ltd., its Directors namely Shri Suchit Chandrakant Patel, Smt.
Manisha Chandrakant Patel, Smt. Varsha Mahesh Patel and Shri Dinesh Ghanshym Jani, unknown public servants
and others for causing wrongful loss of Rs. 142.72 crores to the Central Bank of India and Bank of India, punishable
under section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of
the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and substantive offences thereof and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/49/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

S faoett, 27 5, 2022

T3, 986.—Hvs TLF, Udagl faeat e qfers somoar sfafaaw, 1946 (1946 F1 25) T
T 5 =T ITETT (1) AIST &MRT 6 FIT T&T ARAT FT TN Fd gU AT 5T 93T, g a9,
Has & a9 9T, Hiefters 2021/H1.3%. 336/4Tud-2, faats 18.04.2022 & ATAW & T d#F 1T 4,
A U 7. U2 FOAT 6o Ir2ae for., T fAeeraror ama: T siefds Twmeie aree, «off qeav ghuwms
FUATA, =T TSITer FAT, AT G suard, = Tg T3, AAT A dahl Ud T & [dog AAaT 9%
A AT A7 38.72 FE U AT HIW A qga & forw faqiw 28.05.2021 Fr f & &9 T3,
SUHRTIELH, AT 5F A AT, TATah THFIRT THe 7@, {5 g7 IdiT & |igar (1860
T 45) T a7 1208t FufSa ameT 420 =i = FHawor sfafaaa, 1988 (1988 &7 49) (YETHT
fAareor srfafaaw, 2018 & faAT® 26.07.2018 =t oy U werterd & I& Sta7 Af@a AT 1 =m) & ey
13(2) Tufed am=T 13(1)(S) F Tgq ST ATLT F Hael W To1 Frs T2 (AT | ST ST () FT
HETU TAT UH AT (AT) § 2 a7 SO0 T [hel goUATH, FEILOT SA/AAAT TS4F Ta/qar I
Herage § TohT 0 AT I TAT  Icae (el o170 STaeTd &7 e 9o FXd & o0 el foer e
TATIAT o HEEAT Al ATRIT ST ST T [AEq THET HGTY ST § FdT 3 |

[FT. /. 228/48/2022-TH=1-11]
ST FHI AT, 9T q=a

New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 986.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2021/C.R. 336/Pol-2 dated 18.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 28.05.2021 lodged
by Shri T. Deena Dayal, Deputy General Manager, Union Bank of India, Stressed Asset Management Branch,
Mumbai against M/S A. B. & Co. Global Pvt. Ltd., its Directors namely Shri Arvind Ramajor Yadav, Shri Natwar
Hariprasad Agrawal, Shri Rajneesh Kanther, Shri Sunil Agrawal, Shri Narendra Rathore, unknown public servants
and others for causing wrongful loss of Rs. 38.72 crores to the Union Bank of India, punishable under section 120B
riw section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and substantive offences thereof and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in
connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/48/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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e faeelt, 27 97, 2022

F.IT. 987.—Fvg TLAH, UGG [doetl (AT I ©ATIAT AT HaH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #HF
T 5 T ITLTT (1) AIST TRT 6 FIT & ATRAT FT TN Fd gU AgTY 5T 9T, g o,
Has & el |, Haters 2021/H % 254/4=0a-2, GAT® 11.10.2021 F 97987 & ART G¥AT 9,
ATILTTEr U™, ST AT, B, Teda TAid @l FedadT, B & T & o0 Fed= T,
FeLTod TEATAST I TTHTIOR TSl & &9 § TART w2, Afemmer aivafas % sfafas oo o,
FUTHT T T AT ATILF TFATE % dae | (1) =fF 19w Teail, qowree ag Yags®, @I
d% st =foear, el gar fAem, vew e amar, qa5, (2) #t fHe gearar, Feas, §99 voa
wi, (3) Feermr, §99 o fes wFdes uauadt, (4) FRerssror, fue & 'd Saeaeme afew
TATdT, (5) e, fHE wHeer ZfE veae fofiee, (6) FMRasmror, dO aree iERT yEAe
forfies, (7) eeraTor, #99 SaT T Tatha ITede forfies, (8) fAaeramror, Ay sermT FATaT Teae
forfies, (9) ReraTor, A9« SMem=T UaFETed, (10) = wora arhe, (11) =t FUT THREH F41 37
9T & faeg 9T & |igar (1860 T 45) i amer 12047 gufsd amr 409, 420, 467, 468 < 471
FIT =R Fawor sfafad, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (wyemme fRamur sfafazw, 1988 # feT®
26.07.2018 1 BT a7 doitee & qF S|y AT om) 4w 7, 12 @i 13(1)(E) F daga v
ATIHIAT TSI TITT % dag | gt T, TeaAg, e, ATET @, AT 9% A6 0T, T &©ie
4, Has, g1 &qi® 23.07.2020 &7 57 FX0 T2 AT & IO AT (AT) FT A=ATT qAT UH
TT(ST) | [ AT IO Hag (ohell ZOTATH, T ¥/37qaT Ued= Ua/A9aT 36T geqage # &y 0
T Il T | IoT (T 7T A FT AFATT FIA 6 for0 faeett [A9ra qierd S&moaT % qaeqi 6l
TR ST SIATTErRTY T faedqTe aHed Agrg ST § H¥dl g |

[F1. 5. 228/47/2022-T&1ET-11]
TS FHIY AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 987.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2021/CR 254/Pol-2 dated 11.10.2021 of Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 23.07.2020 lodged
by Ms. P. W. Jones, Branch Head, Union Bank of India, AR Street Branch, Mumbai alleging against (1) Shri Ashok
Puruswani, the then Senior Manager, Union Bank of India, Forex Department, AR Street Branch, Mumbai, (2) Sh.
Aamil Fruitwala, Director of M/s AN Forex, (3) Director(s) of M/s Al Hind Exports and Imports LLP, (4) Director(s)
of M/s The Shaik’s International Trading LLP, (5) Director(s) of M/s Roomster Trading Pvt. Ltd., (6) Director(s) of
Walton Tradeling Pvt. Ltd., (7) Director(s) of M/s Ashapura Texfab Pvt. Ltd., (8) Director(s) of Ashapura Clothing
Pvt. Ltd., (9) Director(s) of M/s Ashapura Exports, (10) Shri Prashant Parkar, (11) Shri Rupesh Tukaram Chavan and
others, pertaining to criminal conspiracy, criminal breach of trust, cheating, forgery of valuable security, forgery for
purpose of cheating, using as genuine a forged document, taking gratification other than legal remuneration, abetment
of offences and criminal misconduct, punishable under section 120 r/w 409, 420, 467, 468 and 471 of the Indian
Penal Code (45 of 1860) and sections 7, 12 and 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1860) (as
stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/47/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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e fawelt, 27 97, 2022

F.3M. 988.—rg TLHIY, UGG faedl (AT | TATIAT AT=aH,1946 (1946 1 25) #i
ST 5 T IT-oTT (1) TS ITT 6 FIT F& ATRIT H TIRT FIA g0, ATLEE 5T AL il SATeg=T
. 10/ T=me-407/2021-4110/7=T, A 28.09.2021, g, FIINIT TF ATIET Taed &aRT, T=T +
HTEAT F AT TR &, A ST AT T, o, soeh fAersmrr ofF sters 91 Ferare o e
FHTL oL a1 TAqT K0T & TATHA-2TaRTor =7 i 55 7 7 off g Aigd 6o 9 o7 & faeg 9%
AR STRAT FT T . 6.99 FUE HT TIT ZIH TgAT & o7 I A= Torh TG (M), 5 A =T,
Ar=ferd FATAT, TAT GIT AT T02 Gigdr (1860 =T 45) Fir 9T 1201/409/420/467/468/471 F
T a1 FTe T FUFTAT T ITTT AT (ET) FT A0 AT UH IO (eT) & [ AT ITH Hag Fohelv
TOIATH, ORI S/3ET U9 o UA/39aT I §e4ag § U 10 a7 Il a=af & Ica el o
FULTY FT A0 FA o o faeeft ey qferm s & aaedt it afwdl i aetas #i1 fEear
THET HATREE 5T § Fedl gl

[FT. . 228/25/2022-THE1-11]

TS FHY AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 988.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No. 10/CBI-407/2021-4110/Ranchi dated 28.09.2021 Department
of Home, Prisons and Disaster Management, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under section 120
B/409/420/467/468/471 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) arising out of the complaint lodged by Dy. Zonal
Manager(R), Bank of India, Zonal Office, Ranchi against M/s Swati Mining Pvt. Ltd., its Directors Shri Ashok
Kumar Kejriwal and Amit Kumar Kejriwal and Guarantors of loan Shri Sudhir Chandra Mondal and Shri Hari Mohan
Mandal and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 6.99 crores to the Bank of India and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence

committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/25/2022-AVD-1I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e faeelt, 27 9, 2022

F.AT. 989.—Fvg HYFHX UAGET faeetl e qfere womoat sAfdf==w, 1946 (1946 F7 25) i
1T 5 T IT-LTT (1) AITST &TRT 6 FIRT Ta ThAT FT FTART T g0 AgRIY T AT, T2 9T,
Has & a9 §, "Hiatars 1621/51ee 683/dsrue—2, fais 22.02.2022 F ATeAH & ST a#9{d |, #84
IO Saerdt (2foeam) ur. 1. (T § S 9™ SaeT (SfveaT) T for. % 919 | ST ST o) Ud T9h
THIY/Aaer U TReT off "ga qare Fwdl, o= Haesi Swdt =qar sEdiere @med, e
MaTereT® A1feaT ue «ff fee oma oy, o=a o T9=t v 9= F fBeg w90 8% ud 9% A%
HETTET & TR(AT 55.27 FAUE I 6l 9 gl Tgard & (o0 faqih 30.08.2021 &t =fF ot Faqmw, 77
ETIaerd Fe<l 9, Tt SHThe, Has T A &< digdr (1860 FT 45) Y g 120 q9iSd &mer
420 i gem= fAarr afa=aw, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (Wyem=e fHarer stz 1988 # faATF
26.07.2018 1 F T Feivee & TF ST R =) Fv ey 13(2) wulsa 4w 13(1)() F qgd =T
ORI % G H IS Hrs M5 (AT | IcTe ST (ET) FT S vor TAT UH SO (eT) T [ IT I
Tqrag et IO, OO Si/3rMaT U U4/3MaT SH1 §e7dge § [0 T AT 3wl azai & Icad
TRHT o7 STITe T 7T &2 o oI faeet! QT qere SATIAT & Jaedl 6l TRAA1 3T ST HT

o J o
FredTY e HgTTg T § Fdl 2|

[T &. 228/50/2022-THET-11]
ST FHT AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 27th June, 2022

S.0. 989.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1621/CR 683/POL-2 dated 22.02.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 30.08.2021 lodged
by Shri P. Santosh, Chief General Manager, Canara Bank, Circle Office, Mumbai against M/s Bezel Jewellery (India)
Pvt. Ltd. (previously known as D’damas Jewellery (India) Pvt. Ltd.), its Promoter/Director & Guarantor Shri Mehul
Chinubhai Choksi, other Directors Smt. Chetna Jayantilal Jhaveri, Dinesh Gopaldas Bhatia and Shri Milind Anant
Limaye, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 55.27 crores to the Canara
Bank and Bank of Maharashtra, punishable under section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860)
and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the
amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course

of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.
[F. No. 228/50/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e fawelt, 28 97, 2022

F.3T. 990.— Frx ALFHIY, TAGEIT [doell [T Iierd 9T A aw, 1946 (1946 =1 25) FF
1T 5 3T IT-TT (1) AATST &TT 6 FIT T ATHAT T TART FXd gU I T1<T I AL, g ()
ATATT-4, TGS & AR |, 2187@/VI-H1-4-21-10(42)/2019, =i 21 fordaw, 2021 F ATEAT | T
TEATT srerhiiee goht Raerdt for. sfiT srerehfAee Aty for. & #reaq & = %, <t [z, aqd 934,
ST HAT 9 08 (7T T ATAA & T AT H FAE! 90 & Ha9r & dae § wqaret Trord amr, [rer
ATSTANIE § AT T &€ Higar (1860 T 45) =i &<Td 406, 419 ¥ 420 F dgd faai® 02.02.2021 Ff &=t
HTHAT I |, 034/2021 & 2 ATTA(HT) FT A=A TAT UH FO(AT) & 2 AT 399 T el
TOTATH, FEATOIT SAIX/3TAT U= Ta/3aT IHT HeAage | [0 T AT Il q=AT | Icoqo [T 17 sraere
T AT F o o0 faeeft forere qier SITaT o "aedi it afedl ST AT 7 faede a0eq 397
3T TT | AT g

[FT. . 228/14/2020-T4<1-11]
TS FHI AT, 9T q=a

New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022

S.0. 990.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Uttar Pradesh, issued vide Notification No. 2187 kha/V1-P-4-21-10(42)P/2019 dated 21 September,
2019, Home (Police) Section-4, Lucknow, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Uttar Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) relating to Case
Crime No. 034/2021, registered at P.S. Kotwali, District-Azamgarh on 02.02.2021, under sections 406, 419 and 420
of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) pertaining to investment of crores of rupees by the public under allurement by
Shri. K. D. Singh, former Member, Rajya Sabha and 08 others through Alchemist Infra Reality Ltd. and Alchemist
Township Ltd., and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s)
and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/14/2020-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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e fawelt, 28 97, 2022

FAT. 991.—Fvg TLAHT, TAIGIT Goedl (G e =TT A= as, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
g 5 F ITYWT (1) AIST 91T 6 FET JEd JARRAT FT TIN T g0 AgETY IS d3FM,
Areer §, Haters 2021/H e 493/d=ua-2, faqi® 25.08.2021, g &HNT, Has, & AR | ST
TERtE &, o7 T T AT, Fearor e, Efor o wer Yo, TR F fAwg ReiE 24.08.2021 #r
qur= fAamer afafaam, 1988 (1988 1 49) F dgd aw #<re T forkra, S smaw o¥ faqrs
25.08.2021 FT U TS TTHAT, AE028202170004 T ¥ TS 2, T T AT (AT FT Teawor
TAT TH TG (eT) & 2 IT 399 Hag (heT FORETH, TR0 S/37aT U= Ua/3AaT 61 g4 #
TR0 T =T IS qAT & o FRET STFT SOy T SR AT A o forw faeet e qfere s W "eeat
FT AR Sl SATTershTY T e (FIATE T | i 25.08.2021 /) THET ALY 1T H FHdT g

[T, &. 228/70/2021-T=1E1-11]
TS FHTY AT, 9T g

New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022

S.0. 991.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2021/C.R. 493/POL-2 dated 25.08.2021, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment
(ex post facto w.e.f. 25.08.2021) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of
the complaint dated 24.08.2021 against Shri Anup Kumar Awale, Welfare Inspector, South East Central Railway,
Nagpur under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988); based on which a CBI Case RC0282021A0004
has been registered on 25.08.2021 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with
such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the
same facts.

[F. No. 228/70/2021-AVD-I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e faeelt, 28 9, 2022

FIM. 992, —Fvg TLAHT, TAIGIT faoedl [FAT Iierd AT A= aw, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TAST 1T 6 FIRT T& ATHAT T TANT FHXd GO TTSTEAT 5T FLHTL T SATEAAT
. TH.19(32)T8-5/2021, s 14.10.2021, T2 ([-V) @, SR F #reqq & AT a8qq 4, off
TR AT, AhTen €2, SE(1), a2 A @Y, Twive, qameay (SET) F a6/, ot 99% a1 fi=r
T At Fae JET, Fawt [HE, qgde A, ST qare qreiE (Tsed) §iY T TEEa
HAT = A7 T, A grewdr, g d9ersd, ST qars ATei® (TSTEAT) FIT A & AT St
T srfer o waeft Arae a1 9t W@ F g9y ¥ ge= Aareor sfafaaw, 1988 (1988 #T 49) (2018 F
AT 16 GIIT TAT |errtera) =t 9T 13(2) Futed g 13(1)(3) 3fi¥ A= ave gigar, 1860 (1860
FT 45) T 91T 109 F Tgd ATHHIAT TITE () FT A0 TAT TH (A1) T 2 AT IAT HaIg FohelT
TONATH, ORI S/3ET TS UA/s9aT 3T §eAage § U 0 a7 It a2t & Scaa (el o
FULTY FT A=AT FA o o0 faee T e qier emaET % gt 7 ol oY et 1 Feqw

THET TSTEAT OsT H FdT gl

[FT. . 228/05/2022-T=1E1-11]
ST FHT AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022

S.0. 992.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No. F. 19(32)Home-5/2021 dated 14.10.2021, Home (Gr.V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s) under section 13(2) r/w section
13(1)(b) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) ( as amended by the Act 16 of 2018) and section 109
of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) alleged to have been committed by Shri Gulkesh Meena, the then EE,
GE(1), Gopalpura on Sea, MES, near Bhuvaneshwar (Orissa), Shri Chatru Lal Meena S/o Shri Birbal Meena, R/o
Nimod, Tehsil Malaranadungar, Distt. Sawai Madhopur (Rajasthan) and Shri Ramavtar Meena S/o Shri Ramkaran,
R/o Khatkalan, Police Station Mantown, Distt. Sawai Madhopur (Rajasthan) pertaining to be in possession of
pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to the known sources of income and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/05/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e faeelt, 28 9, 2022

F3T. 993.—FF FLHT TAGaT faeett AT qiere wamaar Afafaaw, 1946 (1946 F7 Afafaaw
HEAT 25) T 1T 5 T ITETT (1) AITST T 6 FRT T&T ATHAT T TART Fd gT HERY T LAY,
T8 famT, H{as & fadis 11.10.2021  saer §. #Hieftems 2020/H131. 453/q1d-2 F HAIEAH & LT FFd
o, ot SIRT g, =TEE 9959, 0T VTS AEEE0 Ud qaed, Tiagid s =ATamieshr
(THUAY) T FHAT €T F AT F ATG Sl F TiAF fdw FErel AT ORI & Fool § g1 % dag H
AT &2 |igar, 1860 (1860 T 45) #T &1 109 Ta = fHarer srfarfazm, 1988 (1988 =T 49)
(2018 = A= 16 FTRT Here= & &) *r &7 13(2) TS =T 13(1)(3) F T&d FhT TT TITer(8T)
T AT TAT UH T (ET) & [ AT I T el TOATH, T S/3rTar US4 Ta/3rar I
Terage § TohT T a1 Il a2t & Icae FoheT 7 sraerel T e uor o o faeeft ey qier sma=r &
TEEAT T STRAT ST SATIEERT 7 fered e awed AgTg O § T 2

[FT. &. 228/07/2022-THT<1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022

S.0. 993.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2020/CR 453/POL-2 dated 11.10.2021, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) under section 109 of Indian Penal Code 1860 (45 of
1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1) (e) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (before
amendment made by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by Shri Jog Singh, Judicial Member, Central
Administrative Tribunal and Member, Securities Appellate Tribunal (SAT), Mumbai pertaining to be in possession of
pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to the known sources of income and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offences(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/07/2022-AVD-1I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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e fawelt, 28 97, 2022

F.IT. 994, —g FALHT TAGENT faoat! [T e TTaaT fa==H, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #Hf
1T 5 T ITETT (1) AITST T 6 FIT T& TRAT T TN FLd g0 HRTY ALY, g [a9HT, {95 %
AT FEAT- TATTE 2020/ 3T 447/drsiua—2, AT 22 wEat 2022 F ATLAH F AT q¥AT &, AT
gemerth e for, qas, e [t (1) = o $Aw St (2) #ff deer ster FETe b (3) ofF
AT AT, AT, AT ATH FFhi Ua F77 & (A5G AITEF TSI, dEarsii, STaarsl, STt aearasi
FTHA T T AN 0k, T FT EIAR Fh 9o &l fadid 12.07.2018 TF F AT FHT AT 35.89
FE &I I QT I TgaT & dag 7 = Mam are 950 Freaard 37 Agaes Ud AmaEr W4,
I S, FATATE AN A6, a5 T A1 g€ |5t (1860 FT 45) it amer 120 a9fsa & 420,
468 TE 471 T guTATY HaTeer sfafaaw, 1988 (1988 #1 49) (yem= fAamur sfafa=w, 1988 #
A 26.07.2018 1 1 7T weitga & 7@ ST AT o) awr 13(2) "fa awr 13(1)(E) F aga
AT AILTT o T | 3T 17.11.2020 F7 & F0s T2 (UHRAT H IcTT T (T) FT SAwaw07 TAT
T ORI (8T) | [ AT ITH T (ohT TOMATE, TEILUIT 3/ 9aT US4 Ua/3020aT I §eqag § {0
T AT Ivgl TAT H IeqA AT ST STITE FT A=A FX o (oI et e qier ST & qaedt #f
AT 3T &ASTTERTY T faeae a9ed HgTy 5T § &l &l

[FT. &, 228/40/2022-TH-11]

ST FHT AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022
S.0. 994.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government Mabharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2020/CR 447/POL-2 dated 22nd February, 2022 of Home
Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offences(s) arising out of the complaint
dated 17.11.2020 lodged by Shri Girdhari Lal Sendu Ram Kundalwal, Deputy General Manager and Branch Head,
Union Bank of India, Samachar Marg Branch, Mumbai against M/s Paramshakti Steels Ltd., Mumbai, its Directors (1)
Shri Rajendra Kumar Choudhary (2) Shri Pankaj Akshaykumar Ranka (3) Sh. Sumeet O. Ahuja, unknown public
servants and others, pertaining to criminal conspiracy, cheating, forgery, using forged documents as genuine, abuse of
official position and causing wrongful loss to the Bank of approx. 35.89 crores plus interest as on 12.07.2018,
punishable under section 120B r/w 420, 468 and 471 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/iw
section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or
in connection with such offences(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/40/2022-AVD-I11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
% faoett, 28 5, 2022

F.3AT. 995.—Fvg TLAHY, TG (doctl (AT I et Afefaad, 1946 (1946 & 25) #f
1T 5 T ITETT (1) TITST GTT 6 FIRT & ARRAT HT TIRT Fd g0, AREE 15T GLFRIT il ATeg=T
T, 10/5Te=me-406/2021-4129/T=T, faAt® 29.10.2021, T8, FAEMT TH ATl Jag+ &AwT, T=T *
qTeqy T ST gt F, =i 18I T, R SU-STRIT, THAT SU-STHRE Ud 3T g LT 39-
TTHREY | AT ST @1a1 | SSdTHT 8 AT Hd TAT SHDT Ga AT e qAqT AT G Hl T
S TEATH & Hael | THAT AT, orer Tzar § f&dis 26.06.2019 Fr AT &< digar (1860 FT 45) =t
T 120&, 420, 467, 468, 469 3T 471 F Tgd IS ATHAT AL &, 145/2019 | T2 TILTE(&T) FT
AT TAT UH AU (AT) & 2 AT SOH Hag [0l goATH, FOILUIT SAT/eraT US4 Ta/rqar I
Torage § fohT 0 AT I5! T=AT & 3o« (el o777 SI20d &7 Sva W0 Fid & (o0 faeetl & qiem

TITYAT % TEEA1 ol TREAT 3T SATfareT &7 faeam awed AvEs 1T | F3dl gl
[T &. 228/46/2022-THE-11]
TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a
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New Delhi, the 28th June, 2022

S.0. 995.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No. 10/CBI -406/2021-4129/Ranchi dated 29.10.2021, Home,
Prisons and Disaster Management Department, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) relating to
Case Crime No. 145/2019, registered at Police Station Ramna, District Garhwa on 26.06.2019, under sections 120B,
420, 467, 468, 469 and 471 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) pertaining to dishonestly making payments from
various postal accounts at Ramna Sub-Post Office and misappropriation of the same by Shri Kameshwar Ram, the
then Sub Postmaster, Ramna Sub Post Office and others and causing wrongful loss to Government of India and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/46/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

g faeeft, 18 ST, 2022

T3, 996.—vg TLHY, TASENT faod (A9 qierd TTa=T Afer=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) T
T 5 & ITLTT (1) TIST GTT 6 FRT Ta ARAT T TINT FXd g0 ALY T T3, g o9,
Has & AT H.8 TS 2020/ 457/1A-2, &A1 27.04.2022 % HTe9H § ST GeATd H, HaH Ha
TR & THLNT Freewm for, =a% weg [Aeuas/aarga-amr St Baa weiwa SEreEr, e @6
ey fa-aranmer amma: ot FHe T&6==g oarg vd ofimdr G Baer Sarfer, = awws
TFh o AT [%g AT T2 §F TF T F A3 37T T S I AT 464.41 T €T Y TaT
g ag=r & forg faais 11, 1220203%%611?«11%@1‘{%‘5’% SIHGTIFF, FTATEh TRETT
T TET-1, ARAT T2 9, FF T, FIATET, Gas g1 AT &€ d@igar (1860 FT 45) FT am=T 120"
qUfsa g 420 3i¥ gur= fqarer sferfe=w, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (wvr=me fAarwr sfarfe=w, 1988 &
2% 26.07.2018 1 60 T Felrae & qF ST Afad °7) T &wT 13(2) FUisd T 13(1)(3) F T2
FSAT AU F W F T FATS T (ARAT & ITST STULTL(T) T ST TAT IHb A AT (AT) 7
2 AT SEH Hag ToheT TOATH, TOITOIT SI¥/302TaT US4 Ua/379aT SHI §eqagy § U 70 a1 I=) a=ai &
e Rt o7 g F7 seaur Fwe & o faeet Fow qiem wamoeT F waet i aftedi $iw
SATIEHTY T FAeq a9 Hgrg T § Fdl 8l

[T, . 228/53/2022-TE-11]

TS FHI AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 18th July, 2022

S.0. 996.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 2020/CR 457/POL-2 dated 27.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 11.12.2020 lodged
by Shri Balaji Kumar Singh Samanta, Deputy General Manager, Stressed Assets Management Branch-1, State Bank of
India, Cuffe Parade, Colaba, Mumbai against M/s Max Flex & Imaging Systems Ltd., its Managing
Director/Guarantor Shri Hitesh Rajnikant Jobalia, its Directors/Guarantors namely Shri Nimesh Navinchandra Shah
and Smt. Dipti Hitesh Jobalia, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 464.41
crores to the State Bank of India and eight other consortium member banks, punishable under section 120B r/w
section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s)
and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/53/2022-AVD-1I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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e faeelt, 18 9TE, 2022

FAT. 997.—Fvx TLAHIT TAgT faedt ey qiere 9T Atert=as, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #ir
gTT 5 FT ITATT (1) FIST =T 6 FIT T ARRAT FT TAN Fd gC IASTEA TT TR 6 [
(STT=e.-V) TaamT, S #T ATee@=aT 9. Th. 19(12) g¥-5/2022, faAi® 18.02.2022 F dTe9H & T
et &, o7 qLer AT, AR 98T F TohTed | Fwraregs 94 qree Aees, Aiq Feiadl qree e &
=g F9e, ggcaqul Tayfd i SITAarstl, FI % I29T g ATAHTSH, Tl TeqTae F o €9 F T,
GTAT HT TR, A% Ta% FIRT SAITEH FIAT AT AT TR H HaIT g T & qae §
AT THATT T, TTHEAL AfTAF AW TART, AR, TSI FRT ARAT &2 "igar (1860 T 45) #if
TR 420, 467, 468, 471 U 47717 3T gom=T< (Aareor srfarfaaw, 1988 (1988 =1 49) (A¥ 2018 &
AT 16 gTT TATHATE) F gr 13(2) "Aateq gmer 13(1)(T) F dgd ae+1T Au<Tel & dag o
&A1 01.12.2021 7 TS F0S T2 FOFTAT & ITTT AT () FT A0 AT UH AT (E) F [ AT
Y Hag et OETH, IO /19T WS Ua/s79aT SHI deqag® H U 0 Il a2t | Icqd
ToRHT v STIeTer T Srearwor e o forg faeett faere qfere e & aaedt 7 afxeai sfiv s=rfaewme #ir
e F9eq TSI ST | HAT 2 |

[T, &. 228/38/2022-TTE-11]

TS FHY AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 18th July, 2022

S.0. 997.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No. F.19(12)Home-5/2022 dated 18.02.2022 of Home(Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offences(s) arising out of the complaint dated
01.12.2021 lodged by Shri Ramlal Moond, Superintendent of Post Offices, Nagaur Division, Nagaur, Rajasthan
against Shri Suresh Puniya, the then officiating Sub Post Master of Nagaur City, Non-Delivery Post Office, pertaining
to cheating, forgery of valuable security, forgery for the purpose of cheating, using as genuine a forged document,
falsification of accounts, criminal misconduct by public servant and causing wrongful loss to Government of India,
punishable under sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 477A of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w
section 13(1)(a) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by the Act 16 of 2018) and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offences(s) and/or for any other offence

committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.
[F. No. 228/38/2022-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
< faeett, 22 AT, 2022

T3, 998.—vg TLHY, TARGIT Taeadl (9T qfere wmoaT sferf==m, 1946 (1946 1 25) #i
T 5 %l IT-GTT (1) AT ST 6 FTT T&T AREAT T TART Fd g T16 15T T3, [T 4 1T, T2
TF ST T ¥ SO 6.: 07/94/2021-1T=4(3U4)/1488, R 10.03.2022 % WeAw F S
H HEH aoTTol aTAdT ST, for., wriorest O, SToATerers, 306 Mo off arfge asrer, UF faea Faes &
TR, THE TATHA-2TaETT St s Tt aoirst, T 99 FH a9 i ofHdt g0 q5aT, 796
.. T T, FEE a9 FUA HO|l, T9E FoTe gied quT 97T & G%g grEngsl, e
T, FLHTT 92 AT GEIANT T 9 A% TZRIY A (AT 57.01 FUAL TAC A TG g Tga *
forw faATe 14.07.2021 =7 =AY Feria FHI T[ET, A=tord TaeF, 95 AF FgRTg, ISNE = grr AT
3T Hfgar, 1860 (1860 T 45) TAT FEETK HaTur rterf==w, 1988 (1988 FT 49) & T aS+IT TLTT
F HEY W TS HIS TS TARTAT & IA AT (&), FT A7 FX 6 foIT a9 TH Trer(di) o [ a7
U Hag RET TOATE, TR UE/ET TS Ta/3AaT SHT 4e7ag® § FohU 7 97 Ieei a=d1 & 3o
TRHT 7 STIeTer T STeawoT e o forT faeet (e qicr SToaT % 9aeai 6 atdl o = TieHTT &7

faeaTe aHeq 9T e § AT

[T, /. 228/59/2022-TAT=T-11]
ST FHT AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2022

S.0. 998.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.07/94/2021-1H4(3H4)/1488 dated 10.03.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 14.07.2021 lodged by Shri Sushant Kumar Gupta, Zonal Manager, Bank of Maharashtra, Chandigarh
Zone against M/s Bajaj Basmati Pvt. Ltd., Fazilka Road, Jalalabad, its Director Shri Sahil Bajaj besides a deceased
Director, its Guarantors Smt. Vijay Rani Bajaj, Shri Prem Kumar Bajaj and Smt. Harsh Narula, M/s K.K. Bricks
Company, M/s Bajaj Fuel Company, M/s Bajaj Sorts and others, pertaining to cheating, criminal breach of trust,
abuse of official position and causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 57.01 crores to the Bank of Maharashtra
punishable under the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988)
and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/59/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

TE faeeft, 22 ST, 2022

T3, 999.—rg TLAH, TAIGNT [aodl] AT e 9T ATa=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #Hf
T 5 T ITLTT (1) TICST IRT 6 FRT T&T ARRAT T TIRT FXd g0 HITY 5T T, g o,
Has & ey d.Htdtems 2021/ 330/TA-2, fadiH 27.04.2022 F HewH § Wy AT H, HAH
FTeitadT & arterss o e e amg & vAIfEUes, S5 st daat 7 9+ & fowg IHaT §F %
ST FT TR 14,32 FIE AT &l TEIT S TgATT & o107 fadis 24.05.2021 Fr 4t &, TET 341, 3T
HETIaera, AT S F ST, TATERET Aeqa Taae orar, o gRT A &€ §i24T (1860 F7
45) #FT g 120 F9fST g 420 3i¥ gum=R Farer afafa=w, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (Wer=e fHarer
srferf==m, 1988 # fadi® 26.07.2018 =T fohw 7 welterd & q& StaT fafga om) # amr 13(2) a9fd gmr
13(1)(31) F T&q ISHIT AT & ool § Tof Hdls T2 [ORMIT | Icqo AILTE(ET) FT A7a09T TAqT Ih
A FOTE(E) & 2 T 399 Hag TheT TOETH, FEITOIT S¥/3TaT TS5 Ua/3aT SHI §eqag § &y
T AT Iegl AT F ITH Tohell 3T ST T a0 e o (o0 faeett e qfere =419=T & gaeat &
TR ST SATTEERTY T faedq T a9eq Hgrg 1T # F3dl gl

[T, &, 228/62/2022-TH-11]

ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2022

S.0. 999.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 2021/CR 330/POL-2 dated 27.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 24.05.2021 lodged
by Shri T. Deena Dayal, Deputy General Manager, Union Bank of India, Stressed Asset Management Branch,
Mumbai against proprietor Shri Rikin Kirit Shah & Associates of M/s Baldovino, unknown public servants and others
for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 14.32 crores to the Union Bank of India, punishable under section 120B r/w
section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and substantive offence thereof and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in
connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/62/2022-AVD-1I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.



2092 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

TE faeedt, 22 ST, 2022

F.3M. 1000.—Fvx TLFHIY, UGG faoatl (o9 Ierd EATIAT A =aH, 1946 (1946 F1 25) T
1T 5 T IT-8TT (1) AITST GTT 6 FIXT T&T ARRAT T TN FHXd g0 TS T5F T, g 4 9TET, g
U =T A9 % 7199 7.0 08/09/2022-11=4(3094)/2697, faAiF 26.04.2022 F ATEAH & AT O¥q A
T B oot araadt 9. . i 3 F e oft e aw, seenare (3w) Ser wifeew, sea
A HAR TAT AT 6 [A%g AT T 9% H a9 104.59 FUE FOT 6l HIW gl Tgar & g
faATF 09.12.2021 &7 =t T FHE TeT, ST ASTIGLF, ATATT T 5, TATEUET ATETAT T TET,
FTEATAT FIT AT &< "igar, 1860 (1860 T 45) TAT =TT Harwr Afafa=w, 1988 (1988 T 49)
F TET SSHIT FULTET F Fael § ToF HLTs T (ORI & T T (AT), FT AT F2A oF {70 47 U
FORT(AT) & [ AT I Hag TheT FOMATH, TR TA/3TAET US4 Ua/394T SHI §eqag¥ § 0 0 I7
Sval a2t | Ieq FohefY o= STy T e wor e o foru faeeft farer qierr s  "aedt it atwat
AT SAFATIARTT T fAwaTe T0Eq a1 O § Fdl 2l

[T, &. 228/60/2022-TH1<1-11]

TS FHY AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2022

S.0. 1000.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the

Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State

Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.08/09/2022-1H4(3H4)/2697 dated 26.04.2022, Home 4 Branch,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi

Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the

complaint dated 09.12.2021 lodged by Shri Pardeep Kumar Pandhi, Deputy General Manager, State Bank of India,

Stressed Assets Management Branch, Ludhiana against M/s Bajaj Basmati Pvt. Ltd. and its Director Shri Sahil Bajaj,

Jalalabad (West) Distt. Fazilka, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 104.59

crores to the State Bank of India punishable under the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and the Prevention of

Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with

such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the
same facts.

[F. No. 228/60/2022-AVD-1I]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
s faeefT, 22 9=TE, 2022

F.3M. 1001, —Fvx TLFHIY, UGG Taoatt (e qierd 59T Afa=am, 1946 (1946 1 25) #¥
T 5 FT IT-gIT (1) AT &7 6 FIT T&T ARRAT AT TN Fd g4 I16 T T3, T2 Td A1
2w F JT9 g0 07/57/2021-10=4(3094)/4964, faai® 20.09.2021 % AW T FRT 8T T 7o
I B2 o1, 39 & T MaerdiTor, ara: = T8 T4 W, o S\ e G, o e Saa,
AT sterrsh AT FHT, At OAE TR T 7 A T FAR FE, f T quor AT, TS AFTe,
SATT A6 HaH! TAT 7T % [d%g AT e 9 H AT 6,515.52 A& TqT 6l T2T grid Tgard %
forw e 06.08.2018 &1 =t afda FA TAST, &ET TaeH, AT & g, Aara-ll, v g
e, ST gRT AT &2 ?l'%?lT (1860 =T 45) FT gT=T 120 FAUTST &TIT 409, 420 T 4777 T4T
ger=Te e sfafa=m, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (wem=me A= srfafa=ra, 1988 ¥ fa=i+ 26.07.2018 =r
TR0 T Fetrerd & 93 St fafga om) i T 13(2) Fated am=T 13(1)(3T) F qgq ST AU & dae |
T FTs e foeRraa & Soaer sroRre(en), e smame ww feAiw 20.10.2021 #r S temE ATHer
ATCETET1/2021/2/0006/H e /A uaudet/faeeht &=t fFam = g, &1 seawor #:3 % foro qur o
FUTH(AT) & [ AT I Hag THET TOETH, TERUT TS/ US4 UH/394aT SHT g § 17 0 77
Svel AT | Iq el 379 STORTE T w07 X o (o0 faoe! (ST qierd SATIAT & Gaedi df et
AT SATIARTE T fAawaTe (Fraae w91, faais 20.10.2021 &) q9eq 9oT1e 1T § FdT

[FT. &. 228/57/2022-THE-11]
ST FHT AT, 9T ai=a
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New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2022

S.0. 1001.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No.07/57/2021-1H4(3H4)/4964 dated 20.09.2021, Department of Home
Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment (ex post facto w.e.f. 20.10.2021) to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising
out of the complaint dated 06.08.2018 lodged by Shri Satinder Kumar Chhabra, Regional Manager, State Bank of
India, RBO-III, Amrik Singh Road, Bathinda against M/s Pure Foods Ltd., its then Directors namely Shri Ram Dayal
Garg, Shri Om Prakash Jindal, Shri Rajinder Jindal, Shri Ashok Kumar Verma, Shri Vinod Kumar Goyal and Shri
Praveen Kumar Kansal, Shri Kamal Bhushan Jhamb, Chartered Accountant, unknown public servants and others for
causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs.6,515.52 lacs to the State Bank of India punishable under section 120B r/w
sections 409, 420 and 477A of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption
Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) based on which a CBI case RCBD1/2021/E/0006/CBI/BSFB/Delhi has been registered on
20.10.2021 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for
any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/57/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

TE faeeft, 22 ST, 2022

F.3T. 1002, —Fvx TLFHIY, TAGGIT faoatt (e qierd 59T Afa==am, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #H¥
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TUTST &I 6 FIT T& TRAT T TIRT Fd g0 gRATIT T57 ALY, T e,
FUENTE, T AFATEAT 7. 20/1/2022-30=st1-1, faqTF 13.04.2022 F ATLAW F FEY EAIA q, AT,
AETee Hart geft TSit ST BT SORT gedaT giftued, TRATH H TS FAA 6 IR {adi®
24.06.2021 T g% HIgIEUE g & dae § W1 3 |i2ar,1860 (1860 T 45) Ft &<T 304-T & faia
R0 T sToeTer(a) T ST qAT UH STITE(8) § [ AT S99 "o FheT goame, OO fie/ermam
TS UE/ATAT I FAagE B R 0 AT Iegi oAt ¥ I T TR SAT0Y FT AATT KA F o0
faeett farare qfcre =moeT & qaedt St orf<hal 3 AT 1 faedae aHeq gRAmo Tsa § Fdl 8 |

[T, &. 228/58/2022-THTET-11]
ST FH AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2022

S.0. 1002.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Haryana issued vide Notification N0.20/1/2022-3HG-1 dated 13.04.2022, Home Department,
Chandigarh, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to
the whole State of Haryana for investigation into the offences(s) under section 304-A of the Indian Penal Code, 1860
(45 of 1860) pertaining to suspicious death of Ms. Rosy Sangma, a resident of Dimapur, Nagaland on 24.06.2021,
while taking treatment in Alfaa Healthcare Hospital, Gurugram and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in
relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of same
transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/58/2022-AVD-1I]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
s T, 28 9=TE, 2022

F.3M. 1003.—Fvx TLFHIY, TG faoett e qiferd emaaT afa==m, 1946 (1946 1 25) #¥
T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AT &TT 6 FT T AREAT T TART Fd g T16 15T T3, IS 4 9TET, T2
U =T AT % 79 7.: 08/07/2022-11=4(3094)/2696, faAiw 26.04.2022 F ATEAH | AT AFqiA
o (i) 7o forfeet ot Seaeme T, o1, &Y =6 & Maeammoy/aarsgta-aran, (i) =t g #g 93, (i)
AT IXfEaT F FYX, (iv) A TEashid H 7Y A (v) = o7 [{ig 792, ST qF Gahi 9T O
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* foeg 9% At AT T AT 9.20 FIE FIU AT TG g qg=T & forw &= 30.03.2021 7 =fF
THIE 9T OTHT, 3T A= (o Jae (TGT), 9% A AT, TEAT (AHRT, AT A=ieors Faied g0
AT &< |24t (1860 1 45) T2t 9er=me Farer srferfa=m, 1988 (1988 =1 49) F qgd a=+T M
& T H TS HA0e TS (AT H I STILTL(HT), FT ST FT 6 (T qTAT UH AT () 7 [ AT
Y Hag et TOMATH, TEIROT UE/3124aT TS5 Ua/s72aT I Heqage § 0 1w a7 371 a2t & Ioqd
ToRHT o7 STIeTe T STva T e o [ol0 faeet [Eerw e TATOAT & 9361 i ARdl Sl &= TrehTT &l
e aueq 9ot T § F#:dT 2

[FT. &, 228/61/2022-TH-11]

T[T FH G, JaT T
New Delhi, the 28th July, 2022
S.0. 1003.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.08/07/2022-1H4(3H4)/2696 dated 26.04.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 30.03.2021 lodged by Shri Parmod Chander Sharma, Deputy Zonal Manager(Recovery), Bank of
India, Recovery Department, Ludhiana Zonal Office against (i) M/s Little Bee International Pvt. Ltd. and its
Directors/Guarantors (ii) Shri Shahzada Singh Kapoor, (iii) Smt. Parvinder Kaur Kapoor, (iv) Smt. Sarabpreet Kaur
Kapoor and (v) Shri Raja Singh Kapoor, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx.
Rs. 9.20 crores to the Bank of India punishable under the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with
such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same
facts.

[F. No. 228/61/2022-AVD-II]

RAJEEV KUMAR KHARE, Under Secy.
< faeett, 28 [T, 2022

F.3M. 1004.—Fvx TLHTY, TAGET faee | [T qierd TITaaT AT, 1946 (1946 1 25) Fi
T 5 F IT-gT (1) TS g7 6 FRT T&T ARAT T TART Fd gU WA TsT L, ATSGAAT
ST, (THUH.) §&aT 76/2021/18, i 3 a1+ 2021, T (UH) FamT, MEada @ (U991, 9T
283/2021 % & § THTIAA), F HIAH § T GFfd & ot oHf1T, T =ff Tegel q1H it g7 & g9 |
& 01.10.2020 FT B 218+ see Iior o, 5@ By B, e § 1 srafaehr g=ar 3502/2020
o HETAd ST (8T) F AT HIA qAT UH SO (ST) [ AT IAH TG [l AT, TEUT
S/372raT W= UE/ET SE geragr # B w a7 3 qeat & Sooe Y st staerer T searor e
o TorT faeeft farere qiere STaaT & aaeai 6 orihdl oY eTashe 7 e a9eq e s § Fdl gl

[FT. ¥. 228/43/2021-T4<1-11]
T[S FHR G, FaT q=a

New Delhi, the 28th July, 2022

S.0. 1004.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Kerala, issued vide Notification G.O. (Ms.) No. 76/2021/HOME dated 3™ March, 2021, Home(M)
Department, Thiruvananthapuram [Published as S.R.O. No. 283/2021], hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of
the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Kerala for investigation into the
offences(s) relating to FIR No. 3502/2020, registered on 01.10.2020 at Thrissur Town East Police Station, District
Thrissur City, Kerala pertaining to the death of Shri Shameer, S/o Shri Abdul Salam and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/43/2021-AVD-II]
RAJEEV KUMAR KHARE, Under Secy.



[T 1l—ame 3(ii)] T T TSI © S[TE 1, 2023/ #7077 10, 1945 2095

T2 faedt, 1 3/, 2022

F.3M. 1005.—Frx TLHY, TAGET (aodt (AT qiord TITaAT AT a8, 1946 (1946 T 25) it
T 5 FT IT-TT (1) FITST eT=T 6 FIT T&T AHAT T TIRT Fd gU e 5T T * [ (TH)
o, fawaea e, it SAfag=aT Sal. (W) . 164/2021/7%, f&A1F 6 pav, 2021 [TH.3.:. 9.
743/2021% &9 H THIAA] % ATLAH & AT qEAT F HAT 9o, TIAFTHIAST § Sqierd U @rd 9 UF
forfaes, A =t fGfSrer affsr T a=amt & g=ter &1 RIS 3 F gag § IR &€ |qi@dr
(1860 =T 45) FiT 91T 409 3T 420 F T HIAT Hlae. 112/E S /FUATH & FET/T/2021 (TTAATHIAST
ITE ATAT T 9T &, 233/2021 & Hag AL (EIT) T AT TAT UH AT (2T) | 2 IT I9H Ha5
ToReT o, IO Sfi/31oTaT U= Ua/3rqaT SHT §eqage | o0 T a7 Ieai azai & 3oue et o
AURTY T A-ATU FIA o (o0 faoeft fEeT qierd =T % gaeat & orfpdl siiT saAeene fi7 fGea
THE H T § FLdT 2

[FT. ¥. 228/01/2022-TF-11]

TS FHIY AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 1st August, 2022

S.0. 1005.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Kerala, issued vide Notification G.O. (Ms) No. 164/2021/HOME dated 6™ October, 2021, Home(M)
Department, Thiruvananthapuram [Published as S.R.O. No. 743/2021], hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of
the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Kerala for investigation into the
offence(s) relating to CB Cr.112/CB/KLM & PTA/R/2021 (Crime No. 233/2021 of Pathanamthitta Police Station)
under sections 409 and 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) pertaining to dishonest misappropriation of money
from an account maintained in the Canara Bank, Pathanamthitta by a clerk namely Shri Vijish Varghese and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence

committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/01/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 foeett, 11 smred, 2022

F.3T. 1006.—Fv5 TLHT, TAEGIT (aoat! (@ T IT9T ATI=aH7,1946 (1946 FT 25) #HiF
T 5 T ITLTT (1) AT &7 6 FIT V& ATHRIT AT FTAN Fd T TP T 98, g e,
Has & AR g, HEres 1622/€:m19u/qra-2, s 22 weadl, 2022 & ATa9 ¥ AT qe A 9,
Teh/AATAE F qa Usie & &7 H HAH el siadrs (i fofiee (Srdi), @, T &1 [Fgw o
ST T&T U (R8T Usie &l 3 F3 § 09 Fiqed & [Hagd § 8% T, 5ae TR eas T aqq+
e USie FT ety & & ST FTH AT T@ T FG9L ITH g Y Sreg AT Aldad A F qarw
g Tgl, & dag § AT qragd A (THHTes), a5 & AAq ATARAT FRT TEHE Hameor
aferf==m, 1988(1988 T 49)  qgd ohU T SATITTEF FIIATT F AUTA(LT) FT A0 TAT UH
FRTE(AT) | 2 AT I Hag el GOIATH, T S¥/3MaT TS Ua/3794T 3T §e4ag | &y 10
T Iegl qASAT | IqA hell 7T STITg FT A0 FA 6 o7 faeeft forera qier eamaer & aaei &
QTR Sl SATTERTY T e aHeq Agrg ST | Hdl gl

[T ¥, 228/39/2022-TS-11]

TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a
New Delhi, the 11th August, 2022

S.0. 1006.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/CR 19A/POL-2 dated 22" February, 2022 of Home
Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offences(s) of criminal misconduct under the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) by the unknown officials of Shipping Corporation of India (SCI),
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Mumbai in appointment of M/s DKT Allseas Shipping Limited (DKTA), London, UK as adhoc agent for UK/Ireland
and failure on their part to appoint a regular agent resulting in the continuance of the present adhoc agent without any
hinderance and thereby causing wrongful loss to Shipping Corporation of India and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offences(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of
the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/39/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% foeett, 11 3mred, 2022

FAT. 1007.—Frx TLHTY, TARGIT faoett ey qierm wamaar srfafaae, 1946 (1946 =1 25) #it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AATST &I 6 FTT & ATRAT T TN Fd gU IAL A€M T5T LA o I T
qTEd, T8 (FTT9T) AATT-8, TGS, F AT H. 362/25-8-2022-928/2020, fai+ 24.05.2022 F H1e9H
H ST AT & T (e &, 102, T a9, AriErars & ga 7§ et T e o, e §
wTeder %= wi2aT, 1860 (1860 F1 45) F &=TT 420, 467, 468 i 471 ¥ T2 i+ 13.09.2019 3
TS TTATHAT §.1428/2019 | T2 TILTE(&T) FT A0 TAT UH TULTE(S) | [ T ITH g [ohelT
TOTATH, TR /AT T UA/ATAT I FAagE H (6T T AT Igl q2A1 & Ica FohelT 3= STaarer
T AT e o (o0 faeett forer qiere SaTaeT o daedi it orfhdl Sl erATreranT #7 Eedq aaeq 3%
TR TS § FAT gl

[FT. &, 228/66/2022-T41E1-11]
ST FHI ALHAT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 11th August, 2022

S.0. 1007.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Uttar Pradesh issued vide Notification No.362/25-8-2022-928/2020 dated 24.05.2022, Uttar Pradesh
Shasan, Grih (Gopan) Section-8, Lucknow, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Uttar Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) relating to FIR
No. 1428/2019 registered at Police Station Sihani Gate, Ghaziabad on 13.09.2019 under sections 420, 467, 468 and 471
of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) pertaining to the property Plot No.102, Gandhi Nagar, Ghaziabad and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/66/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

< feett, 11 smred, 2022

T3, 1008.—Frx TLHIY, TAZGRT (aeed | (AT qiord TITaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #Hf
g7 5 T ITLTT (1) TITST IT 6 T T&T ARRAT FT TIRT FXd g0 HITY TS T, g o,
Has & Qe H.HaEters 2021/HE 77/41-2, &Aiw 18.04.2022 F @IEAH | ST GFAMC o, HAH
froaue for., T8+ Taer gersd off sterrsh AHa Iof, THH ATaahlierd Maermryr, arHa:, off TeaT THI
IO g, =fF gig aia Arfear, Hais FAR SOEies=s Tad {7 AT qetl qdrg A1, AT e
TIE GO, A-FTARTT (A9, FAATT TR Tt o 377 % (o%g FAT S FT AT 428.50 FS T
T qE9 g 9g= F forw G\ 14.12.2020 #r «ff 97§19, o7 agmEyd, FAT S, qUESAT
FATAL, STRET, e GIRT ARATT &€ digar (1860 FT 45) Fir g 1207 T9f5T =T 420 3T TE=HR
frameor sfarfa=rm, 1988 (1988 #T 49) (Wer=Te e sfafa=w, 1988 # fai+ 26.07.2018 =1 & 1w
e\ & qF ST Afgd om) it gy 13(2) gutsa am=T 13(1)(31) F q8q g+ At & q9g H T
TS T [T | ITH AILTL(EIT) T A0 TAT UH FORTA(AT) F 2 AT 3T G5 Tohell g,
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OO S/ TET TS US/3AAET IHT Tage § hu 0 a7 36i a=i | Ioaa et o= sroary &7
AT XA o (o0 faeelt forere qiere SITaaT % §aEa &l ARl ST SATTEFR & [Aede a9ed Agrig
ST § AT 2

[FT. ¥, 228/67/2022-T1E1-11]

TS FHT AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 11th August, 2022

S.0. 1008.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 2021/CR 77/POL-2 dated 18.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 14.12.2020 lodged
by Shri P. Santosh, Chief General Manager, Canara Bank, Circle Office, BKC, Mumbai against M/s PSL Ltd., its
Managing Director Shri Ashok Yoginder Punj, its whole time Directors namely Shri Rajender Kumar Suraj Bahri, Shri
Surendra Paul Bhatia, Chitranjan Kumar Jagdishchandra Goel and Shri Murli Manohar Mathur, Shri Alok Yogender
Punj, Non-Executive Director, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 428.50
crores to the Canara Bank, punishable under section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and
section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the
amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of
the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/67/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
T2 foeett, 12 smred, 2022

F.3T. 1009.—Frx TLHY, TAIGERT faeat AT qherd TTaaT Afa=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #Hf
T 5 T ITLATT (1) AT IRT 6 T T ARRAT FT TART FXd gU HSY 15T T8, T2 a9,
Has & oAeqr .S 1622/€1.312. 427/919-2, fadi® 19.05.2022 F #Teq® & SR d#Ffd F,
ofT FTARIT &THT, ATET TFeF, SRAT AECHIST 9, T ATET, ITeA=T & f6eg faqi® 17.05.2022 #r =fF
Srdw Area arfes, Faw 41, e argad, fTaw 9121, Ser-urer=g, arfers, 399 S, 91, ez
g1 guT=T Ao srfafaerm, 1988 (1988 &1 49) (a7 2018 & srfarfa=rd 16 31T 79T Henfera) &t amer
7 % Tgd T HS T (ARIT o Icao Sarer(4), e aren 9% A 20.05.2022 FT Hieiems ArHar
AET026202270008 FST FHAT AT 8, FT AT TAT UH AT () T [ T IHT Hag Tohell oA,
OO S/ ET TS TA/3aT 36T oqage # U 0 a7 It a2a1 | Sca« Fohell o= ey &7
SAeATOT FX o ToIT Taeeft forere qiere TATaAT & Taeai sl oTf<hal i AT 1 A (FTATAL T97a
o, faAT 20.05.2022 %) 967 AgRTY 15T H Fdl 2

[T, ¥, 228/68/2022-THE-11]

ST FHI AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 12th August, 2022

S.0. 1009.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1622/C.R. 427/POL-2 dated 19.05.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 20.05.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 17.05.2022 lodged by Shri Jitendra Moreshwar Patil, R/o At. PO. Wadhwan, Tighare Pada, Dist. —
Palaghar, Proprietor of M/s J.P. Enterprises against Shri Kuldeep Sharma, Branch Manager, Indian Overseas Bank,
Dahanu Branch, Palghar under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act
16 of 2018), based on which a CBI Case RC0262022A0008 has been registered on 20.05.2022 and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/68/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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7% faeett, 18 smred, 2022

F.3M. 1010.—Fvg TLHE, TARERT faed oo gfom eamaer sfefaaw, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #F
T 5 FT IT-eTT (1) FITST gT 6 FT T&T TRAT HT TN Fd U AEITSE T T, [ e,
e araer .|t 0521/H3mw27/2021 /49, 9,f3A 1 25.07.2022 F ATEAH & ST ¥ 1T ¥,
TS qferd AT F T § FaTAT F Gaiad [ TEdTasil & o1l & dael § AT SAITH
gfarfa=rm, 1885 (1885 &1 13) &t &m=T 30 #ufed AT srenRehr srferf==w, 2000 (2000 #1 21) (a9
2008 ® TATEeNTAd) FT aerd 43(f) TAT 66 TAT ATHHRT Toq a1 Atert=a+, 1923 (1923 FT 19) F¥
T 5 % dgd dTea? qrod w9, Has | Zof 91,317, |. 02/2021 ST &=L Hamar rod &9, qas o
TR AT 3T 8,8 S AT (4T) FT =00 FA 9T UH a0 (e) ¥ 2 a7 399 dag T
TOTATH, T /AT TSI UA/ATAT I HAGgE | (70 T AT Igl T2AT 7 Icae Fohel T 37 oTaerer
Teg TILTE(HT) T AU FA o o0 faoeft fFere qierr wamoeT  aaeat v ot s ganfeenTe &7
e F9ed HgTg ST § wAT B

[FT. . 228/72/2022-T&=1-11]
ST FHTT FHAT, A qiaa

New Delhi, the 18th August, 2022

S.0. 1010.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. Misc 0521/CR27/2021/Spl.9 dated 25.07.2022, Home
Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) relating to crime registered vide
C.R. No. 02/2021 registered at Cyber Police Station, Mumbai under section 30 of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 (13
of 1885) r/w sections 43(b) and 66 of the Information Technology Act, 2000 (21 of 2000) (as amended in 2008) and
section 5 of the Official Secrets Act, 1923 (19 of 1923) which has been subsequently transferred to Colaba Police
Station, Mumbai relating to leakage of secret documents about unfair practices in transfers of Senior Police Officials
and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/72/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 feeett, 26 smred, 2022

F.3M. 1011, —Fvg TLHTE TG (Qoat] [T Qe 1941 A=, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #FiY
gTRT 5 &l ITYTT (1) FUST 9T 6 T T&T ARl & TINT Fd g0 TSEAE 5T J8F N, & T8
(STT=e.-V) o, SEqE 7 srfe=ET |.0%.19(50)8W-5/2022, fadi® 21.06.2022 F ATEAT & ST
TEafd | ot SIS AT W4T, g Tae®, THales, AIST T, S, A1 gfig qawE, Fawt 119,
iy TR, SR 3% ot <UF 3% A WHE U9 w7 F Owg aqiua AT e w7 G99 § 6.,
g.f7.9maT, SR § guEr Man afa=aw, 1988 (1988 & 49) (W 2018 F sAfafHaw 16 FwT
TATENA) ¥ &0 7, 70 UF AAT &< Gigdr, 1860 (1860 T 45) FT amr 120 &7 ¥ dgd =41
FULTET F Tag H g9 e T2 forawraa g, Hm030202270005 F I FULTL (L) T AT AT UH
T (ST) | T[S AT I9H Hag HHT TOATH, TR SA/ATaT US4 Ta/IaT It da7ag | 7 10
T Iegl ASAT | IqA Tohell T AT T AT Fiel o (o0 et @y e 9T & 92t 6f
QTR ST SIATTEERTY T faeaTe aedq T e g | il ¢ |

[FT. &. 228/74/2022-TE-11]
TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a
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New Delhi, the 26th August, 2022

S.0. 1011.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No.F.19(50)Home-5/2022 dated 21.06.2022, Home (Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s) punishable under sections 7, 7A of
the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018) and section 120B of the Indian
Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860), arising out of the complaint No. CO0302022A0005 registered at CBI, ACB, Jaipur
against Shri Arjun Lal Meena, Assistant Manager, SBI, Chaura Rasta, Jaipur, Shri Dharmendra Gyanani, R/o 119,
Sindhu Nagar, Jaipur @ Shri Deepak @ Shri Gajanand and others pertaining to obtainment of undue advantage and
any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/74/2022-AVD-I1]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
T2 faeelt, 2 fRrawae, 2022

F.AT. 1012.—Fv5 TLFR, TAagMT faodt aerd qierd samaar ATefaaw,1946 (1946 1 25) Hf
T 5 T ITETT (1) AIST &RT 6 FRT T&T ATRIT A1 TART FId gU HERY 15T ALY, T2 9T,
Has & faAT® 21.07.2022 % Q9T F AIEAT § T EATd |, AR &€ digd1, 1860 (1860 T 45) it
Ty 120+, 331, 384, 379, 447, 448, 449, 454, 465, 467, 468, 471, 474, 3641, 365, 389, 504,
506, 511, 109 TIT 34 AUTST TZTY HIATST I =07 srfarfaae, 1999 (1999 F1 Hgwry srfafaaw
. 30) T & 3(1)(ii), 3(2) ¥ 3(4) F Tgq FHIT=T AT, Or 7T | |13, €. 03/2021 F q7e9H |
TS AT | [ AT (ET), THh ATT-TT AT A=A AR, TOr T ST &, 04/2022 AT & i
TS ST, ST T SORR |19, |, 03/2021 F HEd § UF (4 g, F A0 AT U e (&) & 2 AT
Y Hag e TOETH, TR /AT U9 U4/379aT SHI §e4ag¥ # fhu 77 A7 Il a2t & I
TRHT o7 STIeTe T SIea T F2d o oIy faeet e qiere ST & qaedl 67 gOReaT 3fiT SATreawe Fi7
e I9ed AgTg ST § wdl g

[FT. &. 228/71/2022-TF-11]

ST FHT AHAT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 2nd September, 2022

S.0. 1012.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order dated 21.07.2022, Home Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the
powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Maharashtra
for investigation into the offence(s) relating to crime registered vide C.R. No. 03/2021 registered at Kothrud Police
Station, Pune City under sections 120B, 331, 384, 379, 447, 448, 449, 454, 465, 467, 468, 471, 474, 364A, 365, 389,
504, 506, 511, 109 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) r/w sections 3(1)(ii), 3(2) and 3(4) of the
Maharashtra Control of Organised Crime Act, 1999 (Maharashtra Act No. 30 of 1999), alongwith enquiry vide
Enquiry No. 04/2022 of Crime Investigation Department, Pune, being an enquiry related to above said C.R. No.
03/2021 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for
any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/71/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 feett, 15 fawae, 2022

F.3T. 1013.—F7x THT, TIEGIRT faodt (e e Tt Afaf==, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #i
gTRT 5 T IT-GTT (1) TIST ITT 6 FRT T&T ARIT FT TANT Fd gT AT 5T T, g [GanT
(@) £ wfEeT |, 30/01/2015- s /meai(sh)/7840, RAF 13.00.2022 F wieAw & ST
TEATT |, 9T AT BRI, 96T, A7 @57 wrme, [ardt, @0 7w, faw, g & g & g9 +
JTHT STS[OTT, TOIEAT AT IrET § WA Fv€ |igar (1860 FT 45) FT &7 302 A9TST 41T 34 % dgd faAT+
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25.08.2022 T &t ITATHAT €. 134/2022 | [ AT (LT) FT =TT TAT UH AT () & [ IT 39
Harg et TOATH, TOUROIT fIY/3rTaT U= U4/3aT ST Heqage | o0 0 a7 Iwg! a=d1 | Ioa= fohet
AT TUTE FT A7 FZA o o0 faeeft faere qfere ST & gaeai 6 orf<hal i garfaranTe &1 A
THE AT ST § FLdT 2

[T, . 228/84/2022-T=1E1-11]

TS FHT AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 15th September, 2022

S.0. 1013.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Goa, issued vide Notification No. 30/01/2015-CBI/HD(G)/7840 dated 13.09.2022, Department of
Home (General), hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Goa for investigation into the offence(s) relating to FIR No. 134/2022, registered
at Police Station Anjuna, District North Goa on 25.08.2022 under section 302 r/w section 34 of the Indian Penal Code
(45 of 1860) pertaining to death of Mrs. Sonali Phogat, wife of Shri Sanjay Phogat, r/o Sant Nagar, Hisar, Haryana
and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/84/2022-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
% feeett, 16 foraea, 2022

FAT. 1014.—F7x TLHL, TAIGIT [God! [FQT iord SITaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AITST GTT 6 FIT T&T LTRAT &1 TART Fd g0, AREE ToT TLHTL il SATeg=dT
. 10/HT.491.315.-404/2022-2328/7=T, fadi® 10.06.2022, g, FERMT U ATTET e AT, TH=T &
AT & AT GG |, AT Toig THTE A6, AT STF 9 (SST0H), TrHET T@ET ey, ars
37 =AY, RRETE T smaw, RitEe dea, MRS grT ot o & s1q &al & Afes® o a1
TrOty ford 3 & "ael § e Aareor sifarfaag, 1988 (1949 =1 88) (2018 =T srfarfaw 16 g
TAT FeTTTerd) i g 13(2) F9fed g 13(1)(3) (Fem=r [Famr sifaf==am, 1988 # deras q& Srar
fafga fFa T3 o1) vE adue § W 9T 13(2) q9tea g 13(1)(3) F sana B T srfientia
ORI (AT) T AT TAT UH FAULT(AT) T [ AT I Hag FoheT TOETH, T S/3aT wed=t
UE/ATET IHT HAFE | FohU T AT I=gT a2 | Icqe Thell e S(U=Ter T STeauor i3 o o oot
farare gfera e  Faet S o<t sfiT et 7 faea aaeq AEs ST § Il 2 |

[FT. &. 228/76/2022-THE1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 16th September, 2022

S.0. 1014.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No. 10/C.B.1.-404/2022-2328/Ranchi dated 10.06.2022, Home,
Prison and Disaster Management Department, Ranchi, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under
section 13(2) r/w section 13(1) (e) (as stood before amendment to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988) and
presently corresponding section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(b) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as
amended by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by Shri Rajendra Prasad Yadav, Gramin Dak Sevak
(GDS), Maheshmunda Branch Post Office of Bengabad Sub-Office under Giridih Head Post Office, Giridih Division,
Giridih pertaining to be in possession of pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to his known sources of
income and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for
any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/76/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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T2 feeet, 16 foawae, 2022

F3M. 1015.—Fvx TLHL, TIIGIT [Godt (G iord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
ST 5 T IT-ETT (1) FATST LT 6 FIXT T&T ATHAT HT TN X g TTSTEATT 5T FLHTT Al SATeg=T
. TH.19(64)T2-5/2022, faai® 30.06.2022, [T (S(TaM¥-v) AR, AT F ATEAT § AT T8 T o
AT oreft warter, TEmEE (TR, UASser® AT W, Srer-fEwe, ofiwdy der awErn, wEeT
efTers, FU AANT, SRNUH FATAT, TASsTAN SAE, TSTEATE TAT ST ARAT & [aeg =T 999
FAT, T o W THR, g (AT, TSoqHEIAT, AUSTNE T 396 TR T & fon
AT ATH BT HANT FA F GG H &1 F205 T2 (A0Aa . #1w030202270062 F 370+, AR fHamo
sfarfaay, 1988 (1988 T 49)(2018 F AT 16 FTLT FAT FLATTE) FT 4Tt 7 U 70 3T AT &
HTgar (1860 T 45) #T 4T 1207 F TEd IUSHIT TILTE(ET) FT SAFATOT FLel o [oIT FAT UH LT (4T)
q S[E AT SHY Hag el TOETH, TEUIT $¥/302aT U= Ua/s79aT SHT HeAagY § o0 T a7 Ieal q=at
H I0q TRl ST STIRTe T e U0l e o (o0 faoetl (e qford e6aaT & qaedl & afndl i
EATTERT T fAeqTe THeq TSI 57 § Fdl gl

[FT. &, 228/79/2022-T1E-11]

TS FHI AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 16th September, 2022

S.0. 1015.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No.F.19(64) Home-5/2022 dated 30.06.2022, Home (Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s) punishable under sections 7 and 7A
of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018) and section 120B of the
Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860), arising out of the complaint No.CA0302022A0062 lodged by Shri Pawan
Kumar, S/o Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant (TRD), WCR, Mandalgarh against Shri Shashi Prakash, Assistant (TRD),
NWR Shree Madhopur, Distt. Sikar, Smt. Meena Saxena, Office Superintendent, Traction Department, DRM Office,
NWR Jaipur, Rajasthan and others pertaining to demand of undue advantage for his mutual transfer and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence

committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/79/2022-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
T feeett, 20 v, 2022

F.AT. 1016.—Fg TR TAgRT faoatl (e qfere smoaT o, 1946 (1946 F1 25) it
T 5 T ST (1) AITST &RT 6 FRT T&T ATHRIT A1 TART FId gU HGIY 1T THE, T2 T,
Has & Q9T HeAT- Hiatens 2021/5r% 360/fsiua—2, fadi® 08.03.2022 F HTAT & L[ ¥ 4,
TG JA-ATFT AT LIEd YTSae {o1., A% MeorhiAmet, ama: o feaer s, Smeearer sfie ot
AT famer FHR STEEaTd, AT 9% AR/ ATE qahi U9 I & (Geg 0eaq Aavde 9%
26.98 FIIE ®IF Fif HIOIU A qg=1 & o f&Ai® 28.09.2020 Fr #ft 97 FANR qHTH, &
& Yaee, & FATad, S0SAT AEHIS a%, W a7 T, 5a1 ad, TFH I3E, Has 1T AT &
@%IT,1860 (1860 =T 45) &t &reT 1204t a9fa e 420 3= gur= R sfarf==w, 1988 (1988 =t
49) (geTaTe fAamer siferf==w, 1988 # fadi® 26.07.2018 &1 fhu U werrerd & 47 Sa7 fafga o =
A7) FT &mer 13(2) aufsa amer 13(1)(S) F T8d ST ATCT * qae § Tof FLrs T (FAT F IqeT
ORI (AT) T AT TAT UH AT (eT) | [ AT ITH A5 (ohel T ZONATH, FOITOIT S/3aT uead=T
UE/TET IHT HAFE | FohU T AT I=g1 a2 | Icae ToReT o7 STIerer T STeawl &3 o forw faeedt
9T qIore TATIHAT & FEEAT ol AT Sl SATTIFRT T FEqT 0T Agrrg asd | FHdl gl
[7. 5. 228/85/2022-THE-11]

TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a
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New Delhi, the 20th September, 2022

S.0. 1016.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 2021/CR 360/POL-2 dated 08.03.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 28.09.2020 lodged
by Shri Ajay Tembhekar, Chief Regional Manager, Regional Office, Indian Overseas Bank, Maker Tower E, 5%
Floor, Cuffee Parade, Mumbai against M/s J-Marks Lifestyles Pvt. Ltd., its Directors/Guarantors namely Shri Dinesh
G. Jaiswal and Smt. Sunita Dinesh Kumar Jaiswal, unknown bank officials/public servants and others for causing
wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 26.98 crores to the Indian Overseas Bank, punishable under section 120B r/w section
420 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s)
and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/85/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

% feeety, 20 forawae, 2022

FAT. 1017.—F7x TLHL, TAIGIT [God! (G iord TTaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
1T 5 1 IT-GTT (1) TS &7 6 FIT T&T ARRAT T TART Fd g0, HRTY T d3aTY, [ a9,
Has & oraer §. d.A.a 1622/H.am%. 127/41:ue-2, f&At+ 27.04.2022 F 97997 | AT GF Q@ 9,
AT wiearer el SISy, Wt Trorea 4T, SR e, |HISTuHer ue Hua i, Jas 9 9+ g1
FUAT AT F TG ST o ATAF &7 AT IR AT e o6 el § G a2 gigar (1860 FT 45) it
T 109 Ue ger=Te Mareor srfarfa=m, 1988 (1988 =T 49) (2018 =7 sty 16 T T |erfad) it
g 13(2) F9Sa am=T 13(1)(3) F Faiaq hu 70 i IueHT AT (4i) FT Ao JoAT UH
T (ST E [ IT ST Hag hell FOIATH, FEILUIT SE/37AT T UA/T9aT I §eqage § oy 70 47
Svel AT | IO [ohell 37T STOT T A=A FX o (o107 {aeet Serd Ierd STaaT & qaedl 6t orf<pal
AT SAAATIARTE T fAwaTe a9eq ATy ST | Fdl ¢ |

[T, &. 228/86/2022-TE-11]

ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 20th September, 2022

S.0. 1017.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/C.R. 127/Pol-2 dated 27.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) punishable under section 109 of the Indian Penal
Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(b) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as
amended by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by Shri Mallinath Kashinath Jeure, IRS, Joint
Commissioner of CGST and CX Zone, Mumbai and others pertaining to be in possession of pecuniary resources or
property disproportionate to his known sources of income and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to
or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/86/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 feeett, 26 v, 2022

F.3T. 1018.—Frx TLHT, TAGGIT faoat (e qiere TITaaT Afaf==, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #
T 5 Tl IT-GTT (1) FITST ITRT 6 FIRT V& LRAT HT TN FLd g0 HEITY 5T 9ahTe, g o9,
Has & ArQer |, "G 1622/51.37. 268/ aAue-2, f&qi® 30.03.2022 F ATEAH & FHET T¥Ffd ¥,
AT TAT. AqAar, TIIF AUSHAT ATHIAN(TH), HeT ¥, AR & Aeg = R gare gaem, 799




[T 1l—ame 3(ii)] T T TSI © S[TE 1, 2023/ #7077 10, 1945 2103

AT = AT 6 G, amamg /. 31, T8 #@few are, Fawame, Sem-aat g fRAm+ 30.03.2022
T FuTATY e srferfaaw, 1988 (1988 =1 49) (2018 * srfarfe=w 16 grer T Henfarq) &t amer 7 =
Ted a9 FTs T2 forsraa, foraeh srame uw fieis 30.03.2022 #r U #Hedars "raeT At 0282022
T0007 ST FohAT AT &, & U= STALTL(8T) T S99 qAT UH SO (el) ¥ 2 AT I dag el
TOTATH, T /AT TSI TA/AaT IHT Toqage § hu rw o 3waf a=af & Ioaer fret o
AURTY FT A=ATT Tl o o0 faeed | 9T qferd ST % g2t &7 orfhal o eanfaar &1 Fean
(FTT gaqTa 7 3w 30.03.2022 ¥) q9Eq HgRTg AT § FAl ¢ |

[T, 5. 228/80/2022-TH1S1-11]

TS FHI AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1018.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1622/C.R. 268/POL-2 dated 30.03.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 30.03.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 30.03.2022 lodged by Shri Ritesh Subhash Surana, Partner of M/s Subhash Fattechand Surana,
House No.31, Ram Mandir Ward, Hinganghat, Distt.-Wardha against Shri A.B. Chaturvedi, Assistant Divisional
Engineer(S), Central Railway, Nagpur under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as
amended by Act 16 of 2018), based on which a CBI Case RC0282022A0007 has been registered on 30.03.2022 and
any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/80/2022-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
% feeety, 26 forawaw, 2022

FAT. 1019.—Fvx TLHT, TIEGIT [aodt [FeT qierd TITIAT A=, 1946 (1946 F7 25) #ir
T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TATST &TRT 6 T T ARAT T TART FXd g HZIASE 5T TLHTY, g (o9,
Hqas & A9 §. Hiarars 2021/H=mT 332/draue-2, A+ 18.04.2022 F ATEAT | FHT THAC & 9%
ATF HETSE & T 30,66,52,272.08 F. &t HOIU 2T TgaTd & qae § HE8H o, TH. B AATIST
oT. for., «fiwet st famer Agar, Meers |8 e, off Forsiia geadte HgdT, Ao, =1 & aaei
TIT 1T & (A& (a1 31.05.2021 &1 =T o =1, q1e, AGELF, SF Ah AGEIoE, TATEUET ATreadr
e oTET, HHEE T A &€ |@igar (1860 FT 45) i g 12081 dufsd amT 420 TAT T
AT srfafRTw, 1988 &t amr 13(2) F9fea =T 13(1)(3T) (1988 FT 49) (wear=Te fHareor srfafaam,
1988 # faT® 26.07.2018 & gU HTed & I AT fAfZq A7) F dgd a7 AU (eT) F Fael F TF
TS e TAHRTIT & IaTo AT (ET) TAT IHb HA AT T FHT A0 FA TAT UH 00 F 2 AT I9H
Hag TRt TOETE, TR TE/3ET TS Ua/3MaT SHT §e9age § TR0 M7 37 3wl a2 & Ioqe foheft
T LT AT A0 e o T faeett faare qfere samaeT & gaeai it afedl s g #1 faear

THET HETATSE TS § FLdT 2

[FT. &. 228/81/2022-T&EN-11]
TS FHT AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1019.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 2021/CR 332/POL-2 dated 18.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 31.05.2021 lodged
by Shri Vivek B. Ghate, General Manager, Bank of Maharashtra, Stressed Asset Management Branch, Mumbai
against M/s J.M. Ferro Alloys Pvt. Ltd., Smt. Jyoti Dinesh Mehta, Director cum Guarantor, Shri Charanjeet Hardayal
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Mehta, Director, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 30,66,52,272.08 to the
Bank of Maharashtra, punishable under section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and
section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the
amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and substantive offences thereof and
any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/81/2022-AVD-I1]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
T2 feeett, 26 frawaw, 2022

F.AT. 1020.—Fvg AL, UqagreT faeett f&rere qfer samaar srfafa=T, 1946 (1946 =1 25) #ir
T 5 T IT-eMT (1) FAST &7 6 FTT T ARRAT FHT TAN Fd gT God 5T T, [ TF A
9T, T2 4 amET F FTUF 7. 08/04/2022-17=4(30=4)/1492, faAT® 10.03.2022 F HTLAH & AT
TEATT |, GAT ATATL [ashT ATSHAT o SAd ST T2l § AAIHAATSAN 6 qaed H I-Thr AR /ATt
TE AT T A9, ATRthe U frauauagdt F st iRt o ey agrad "grEed (Faddn),
AT @y A, = <e g fRdis 30.09.2021 F7 351 FT1E T FOrhTad & Ieasl I (4) FT 70T
TAT TH TG (&T) & S IT 399 Haag ThHT TORTH, TOR /a7 U= Ua/A9a1 361 498 |
TR0 T =T I AT & I TRHT o193 STaerel 7 STe 0T e o o0 faeet e qfere #2moaT & Jaedt
T STRAT T STATIERT & AEq e THEq ISI1e 17 § Feal g |

[FT. &, 228/82/2022-T1E-11]

TS FHT ALHAT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1020.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.08/04/2022-1H4(3H4)/1492 dated 10.03.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 30.09.2021 lodged by Assistant General Manager (Vig.), Food Corporation of India, Chandigarh
against private persons/parties and unknown officials of Food Corporation of India, Markfed and PUNSUP pertaining
to irregularities in stock issued under Open Market Sale Scheme and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in
relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same

transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/82/2022-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
T2 foeett, 26 frawae, 2022

FAT. 1021.—F7x TLHT, TAGGIT [Qodt (FQT iord TTaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TITST ITT 6 T T&T RN T TN Fd gC AREE 15T 98F 1T, g, FIT UF
AT Tare AT, =T At Srte=aT €. 10/ 31.31m2.-408/2022-2174, &A1+ 02.06.2022, & ATIH &
ST FeATd | o 79T AR, ATae® (TRASHT) 797 4 TS 41, 3T "gag® (TRFsET), I
2T efeerer T TMias afae forffes, =, ot saar fig, arfers, 999 geag Feeaed uT. for., off
orfer, FHATLY, HAH gLad Hheeaerd T, for. Ta=e, T9T o177 gy A < gigar (1860 FT 45) Y &
120 =t T g Aarr afafaam, 1988 (1988 =1 49) (2018 F ATHaw 16 FIRT TAT Ferfad) it
HTTT 7 TAT 8 & Tgd ATTHIT T & FFU 10 F==17r sraere(e), e smeme 9% famr+ 02.06.2022 Fr
HETATS ATHAT 1024202270003 FST 33T 74T 8, &7 70T 3 4T UH T (4h) 7 £ AT 399
Tag TRt ToATE, SOOI SfI/3TaT U9 Ua/39aT SHI §eqag¥ § fhu 77 a1 I5! T=AT & I (ohelt
AT YT FT AT FA o (o0 faeet e qier samaET (A1 02.06.2022 &, FTATa? T9419 )
TEEAT ol STRAT 31T SATTEERTT 7 fared e a9ed ATEs ST | Hdl gl

[FT. &. 228/83/2022-TH1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1021.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification N0.10/C.B.1.-408/2022-2174 dated 02.06.2022, Home, Prison and
Disaster Management Department, Ranchi, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment (ex post facto w.e.f. 02.06.2022) to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into
the offence(s) punishable under section 120B of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and sections 7 and 8 of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by
Shri Abhay Kumar, GM (Project) and Shri Rajeev Ranjan, Dy.GM (Project) of Rail India Technical and Economic
Service Ltd., Ranchi, Shri Avtar Singh, Owner of M/s Hardev Construction Pvt. Ltd., Shri Sashi, an employee of M/s
Hardev Construction Pvt. Ltd., Deoghar and others, based on which a CBI Case RC0242022A0003 has been
registered on 02.06.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such
offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same
facts.

[F. No. 228/83/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

% feeety, 26 forawae, 2022

FT. 1022.—F7x TLHL, TAIGIT [Qod! (G iord STaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
T 5 i IT-eTT (1) HATST &TRT 6 FIRT Ta TRl FT FTART Fd g0 AgRIY T ALY, T2 a9,
Hars % areer HeAr Hiters 1622/ 5. 204/ Auer-2, RAiF 14.03.2022 ¥ Hreaw ¥ S qEiy 7,
AT AT SUET, Hed SHUHEr Ud |Ie, SUHel qad, 9e¥-17, @iaday, = 99dd, Aqh, HIS(0ael ua
|12 & A e, TR, Ff U9ead, AR & GEg o Feie gaaiHar gaee, "ifesh, #EH gaa)
TeTUTESISl, ATaTE §. 654, TANT qi=qg, dEEl-aasT qogy, Ser-tEg gR 9eE=r Hawr
afafaaw, 1988 (1988 #T 49) (2018 = AT 16 FIXT TAT HellTerd) &t g 7 F Tgaq SSHIT I
(&)  Haer H fadiw 11.03.2022 F7 &5 Fdt T2 fUhra, e g ¥ fGqi% 15.03.2022 #ir
HeTaIre ATHEAT 1026202270007 357 36T 197 8, & I STITL (&) T SIwal w07 T UH STa<rer(2i)
o S T I Hag et TOMETH, TEROT S/A2TaT TS Ud/32a1 SHY 9=aage § 3 10 a7 36 q=at
H Icq Tohell ST STITe T AUl e o (o0 faeett e qfore eomEr & qaedt & afwdl i
FATIEHTY T A (FrATaT T919 7, oA 15.03.2022 #) 99 HgRTg T § FIdT 8l

[FT. &. 228/87/2022-T=1E1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1022.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1622/C.R. 204/Pol-2 dated 14.03.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 15.03.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 11.03.2022 lodged by Shri Zahid Husainmiya Subedar, Proprietor of M/s Subedar Enterprises, House
No.654, Taloja Pachnand, VTC-Taloja Majkur, Distt.- Raigarh, against Shri Alok Thengdi of Central GST and CE,
GST Bhawan, Sector-17, Khnadeshwar, New Panvel, Under Commissioner CGST & CE, Raigad, New Panvel,
Raigad, punishable under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of
2018), based on which a CBI Case RC0262022A0007 has been registered on 15.03.2022 and any attempt, abetment
and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the
course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/87/2022-AVD-1I]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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T2 feeet, 26 foawaT, 2022

F.3T. 1023.—Frx THT, TAIGIT [aoa! (9T o TITaAT ATI a8, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TITST IRT 6 FT T ARRAT T TANT FId gU TSTEATH 5T 98F 1T, T2 (T.-v)
farwmT, SR # AfeREET ', UR.19(70)8W-5/2022 fadiEw 20.07.2022 F #TEAH H ST gFd &
AT AT T FA & o ot e FAw /9T, et FHART, T 9| Ju9e WA w5 i,
FreroT et FHTH, ST & FALA, AATT Al GAH0T, TAT A@T T FI=F FT FwrITad, a7 qrea= T
FHM, ST TAT A7 % fOwg iy g2 |@i2ar, 1860 (1860 T 45) #¥ &=y 120 FqfST Jear=e
frameor srfarfa=rm, 1988 (1988 T 49) (9 2018 F AfATAIH 16 FTET TAT FHeNfara) it &mery 77 97 8
TEd TUSHIT AT, F.30.5920, F.fF.9m8T, TR # a9 UHaArssuare 202170008 F 3T ST (8T) FT
AT A TAT UH SO & [ AT IHY Hag (el TOATH, TOT UH/37aT US= Ta/3rqar I
Torage § fohT 0 a7 I51 T=AT & Scae Fohel o= (a0 7 = i & (o0 faeett fEe qier
TATIAT F FEEdT T AR ST TR T e a9eq Toed g § F#7dy

[FT. . 228/88/2022-T1E1-11]
ST FHI ALHAT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1023.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No.F.19(70)Home-5/2022 dated 20.07.2022, Home (Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s) punishable under section 120B of
the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) r/w sections 7A and 8 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of
1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018), arising out of SIJAI2021A0008 registered at CBI, ACB, Jaipur against Shri
Vinod Kumar Meena, Temporary Staff, working in the office of Principal Controller of Defence Accounts, South
Western Command, Jaipur, unknown public servants O/o Principal Controller of Defence Accounts, South Western
Command, Jaipur and others for undue advantage and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in
connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/88/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 faeelt, 26 fAawaw, 2022

F.AT. 1024.—F7x THL, TAIGIT [Qod! (G iord TITaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) i
1T 5 AT IT-8TT (1) AITST &TRT 6 FIRT T& ThAT FT AR Fd g0 AgRIY T 91, T2 a9,
Has & a9 . HiATars 1622/H1.3M7. 108/dT=iua-2, faiw 18.02.2022, & AT | ST F¥HAC o
AT Frerer Torene, 9%, qATEES AT S9N &t o1, 3107, Hgg & fAwg, off afera aar =T,
At 1702, SFereq, 1 Rowet 9t St &t Te, o1or (afsm), AgeTy g faqiE 14.02.2022 #ir
T AT e, 1988 (1988 7 49) (A% 2018 & T=raeiiier) #v &<y 7 % q2a &St Fe7E T
forsrTara, e st 9 faATs 18.02.2022 &1 U Hidisirs AT, AT 026202200006 &S T % &,
H ITT AT (IT) FT AT TAT UH ST (eT) | 2 T I Hayag TRl TOATH, FOITO SAe/3reram
TS TA/AT T Heqagie H o0 0 A7 Iral a0 8 I ohell 37 SO0 &7 w07 FHe o oI
et farere qicre aT & "Jaedl it aieaT ST ST 1 [Aea J9ed 9Ty 5T § FHdl gl

[FT. &. 228/89/2022-THEI-1I]
ST FHI AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1024.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
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Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/C.R. 108/Pol-2 dated 18.02.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 18.02.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 14.02.2022 lodged by Shri Lalit Narayan Todi, R/o 1702, Eagleton, 1 Hiranandani Park, G B Road,
Thane(West), Maharashtra against Shri Kaushal Kishore, Surveyor, United India Insurance Company Ltd., Thane,
Maharashtra under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended in 2018), based on
which a CBI Case RC0262022A0006 has been registered on 18.02.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts

[F. No. 228/89/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 feeet, 26 foawae, 2022

F3M. 1025.—Fvx TLHL, TIIGIT [Qodt (FeT iord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
T 5 T ITETT (1) TIST ITT 6 T T& ATHAT HT TINT Fd g0 AP 15T a4, [ e,
Has % oATQeT |, HiErars 1621/H1677/A-2, & 27.04.2022 F 9T&9H & ST G870 7, =fF T8
o, 3T HET Ta&F, AT §F A AT, TEe THeH Hestie a7, 104, A 2134, TS T, Has
T AW, HIe, IS T AT 9 3% STSAT TAT 919 ST HEeTH Sl &l GaITqol g1 qg=r &
Tetaa (1)899 Fifgm w2 teaigs fiee, sa% Mt ama: (2) =t e q9rge wrgar, (3) =t
BITATS ATNTIST A, (4) = s Farerer &g, (5) #fF Bfer 9285 59, (6) =T s+ gas ofegod
Trtere faeeht @t (7) Mfae enfaere S g%, 389 THIe, AT qrF qaahl a47 77 & Gwg faq®
10.08.2021 T T LTS TE FrHTTT | Feaer AL T &€ HZaT (1860 T 45) it 4127 120eT Fafsa gy
420,467, 468, T9T 471 i< yem= Famor sfarfaaw, 1988 (1988 T 49) (wer=e fAarur stferfeam,
1988 & f3T 26.07.2018 F7 U U weiem & qF a7 fAfZT =) ¥ 4T 13(2) Fied &= 13(1)(3)
*F TEA AT AILTE(SN) FT U0 TAT TH ATT(ST) & T2 AT I Tag [hell goATE, T
HTT/TAT TS US/STET IHT FAage § 70 0 A7 I Tt & Ieq FohelT 317 STITe T STeaoor el
& for faeeft faera qicrs ST & Faeai i oTfhdl ST er=TierehTe & e aHed AgRTg TS § Hedl
gl

[FT. &. 228/90/2022-T=1E1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2022

S.0. 1025.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1621/CR 677/POL-2 dated 27.04.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 10.08.2021 lodged
by Shri Debraj Bag, Dy. General Manager, Union Bank of India, Stressed Assets Management Branch, 104, Bharat
House, Ground Floor, Mumbai Samachar Marg, Fort, Mumbai against (1) M/s Sikkim Ferro Alloys Ltd., its Directors
namely (2) Shri Kamlesh Manohar Kanungo, (3) Shri Hiralal Nagraj Kanungo, (4) Shri Jitendra Champalal Kanungo,
(5) Shri Vinisha Mahendra Jain, (6) Shri Anis Ahmed Abdul Rashid Siddiqui and (7) Shri Nitin Shantilal Jain
Murugan, its promoters, unknown public servants and others for causing wrongful loss to the Union Bank of India
and seven other consortium member Banks, punishable under section 120B r/w sections 420, 467, 468 and 471 of the
Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49
of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/90/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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T2 feeett, 27 fawaT, 2022

F.3T. 1026.—5 TLHT TAZRT Qoetl (e qiere w&ToaT A=, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
T 6 % |TT qi6d a7 5 F STLIRT (1) T T&T ATHIT FT TIN FId T U6 T THE F [
e v A=, @11-4 omaT % faAT® 10.03.2022 F srer HEAT- 07/93/2021-107=4 (3U=4)/1486 *
ATEAH | ST a8t & =t SLET. oWl SU-SAa 99 THE, SIEd a6 Hex, I g (1) 99 8 7
o eTareten(ZfeaT),(2) fEd feafiue ®iawm () o, (3) fae are decdane ooy T for, (4) =it
qefter AT T, (5) =Fwet fowor e, (6) =i forger e, (7) =t Jgar e, |t 5@ e + (8)
AATT A TqHl UF d7F,% (&g drEardgel, AOds | 99, Ud TR 98 H EIART T G514
AT A FHT AT 38,11 FIE ®IH il HITLU T FHIA FA o qaee H faar® 31.05.2021 F¥ &5
FTE T T & FFafeerd AT (e) FT A7 TAT UH AU (AUTT) H 2 AT 399 q¥ag ey
TOTATH, TOILUT /AT TSI+ U/ aT I Heqag® § hu 0 a7 31 a=a7 & Iouer fredt areg
STy o foru faeeft farere qier STaeT o Jaedt it el 3fiT A=TTeehTe 7 foede g9eq 991d 157 17
FLATE |

[FT. &, 228/91/2022-T1E-11]

TS FHI AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 27th September, 2022

S.0. 1026.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.07/93/2021-1H4(3H4)/1486 dated 10.03.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 31.05.2021 lodged by Shri J.C. Sharma, Dy. Zonal SASTRA Head at Zonal SASTRA Centre,
Ludhiana against (1) M/s B D H Enterprises (India), (2) M/s Imperial Fabrics (P) Ltd., (3) M/s Bros Entertainment
Shoppee Pvt. Ltd., (4) Shri Sushil Kumar Goel, (5) Smt. Kiran Goel, (6) Shri Mitul Goel, (7) Shri Mehul Goel, all of
Ludhiana (8) unknown public servants and others, pertaining to cheating, criminal breach of trust, abuse of official
position and causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 38.11 crores to the Punjab National Bank and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/91/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 foeety, 27 frawaw, 2022

FAT. 1027.—Fvx AL TAcaT faedt Qe qferd 29T stferf=am, 1946 (1946 &1 25) it
STT 6 o T q16d 1T 5 it 3T 1T (1) T T&T R T TINT FId gU G 5T TLH % g Ud
~TT T, BTH-4 9TTET 3 AT HedT- 08/06/2022-1T=4 (3U=14)/1491, & 10.03.2022 % wreaw &
ST ARt | ofF TR o|T, TF e, IS 999 S, A\ Te1 dex, I g (1) 799 e
At Zeraema 91, . (2) #fiwdt wiEer 3 1, (3) =ff g fg F17, (4) Hwdr awaia i, (5)
AT SISt &g w9, (6) =7 Tr=7 fig 97, (7) 79 FefiT uiherd vamdre T, for. va (8) 9« forfear ot
zwyer u. for. et ST e  ue orsa v qaht & g drarasy, Aot ST 6, GEHTT
T FT TEIAN Tk TSI A9HA S Fl AT 4.97 FAS T FT GT g FIT FLA F qFaed §
T 28.09.2021 &7 o1 FXTs s [T & A¥afead TI0d (TILTET) FT 7007 TAT UH ST
(STITET) | [ AT ST TG Tohelt TOTATE, TOILUIT H/3T9aT Ued= Ua/39aT 36l §eqage § fohu 0
7 gl a2l F Ioae AT o sy F o et @y qfo| #9m9ET & 9eed 6 oiRhAl S
SATIEHTY T fAea q9ed goTe g § FdT g

[FT. &. 228/92/2022-THEN-11]
ST FHT AT, 9T ai=a



[T 1l—ame 3(ii)] T T TSI © S[TE 1, 2023/ #7077 10, 1945 2109

New Delhi, the 27th September, 2022

S.0. 1027.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.08/06/2022-1H4(3H4)/1491 dated 10.03.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 28.09.2021 lodged by Shri Nitesh Sharma, Chief Manager, Punjab National Bank, Zonal SASTRA
Centre, Ludhiana, against (1) M/s Little Bee International Pvt. Ltd., (2) Smt. Parvinder Kaur Kapoor, (3) Shri
Shahzada Singh Kapoor, (4) Smt. Sarabpreet Kaur, (5) Shri Jagjit Singh Kapoor, (6)Shri Raja Singh Kapoor, (7) M/s
Kashmir Apiaries Exports Pvt. Ltd., and (8) M/s Little Bee Impex Pvt. Ltd., all of Distt. Ludhiana and unknown
public servants pertaining to cheating, criminal breach of trust, abuse of official position and causing wrongful loss of
approx. Rs. 4.97 crores to the Punjab National Bank and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in
connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/92/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

% faeett, 6 SfaeR, 2022

F.3. 1028.—Fvx TLHL, TAIGIT [God! (G qiord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AT T 6 FIT T&T ATHIT HT TAN FIAd g0 AT 5T T, 2 9T,
Hqas & QT . Herems 1622/ .32, 32/dreua-2, s 10.01.2022 & a7e9w7 & ST G841 & =1
IAY G2, AT €2 do, g K AR, 6 omaT, seeradt aar A [, srararsHrane 9, T
X QTET, AT & [Aeg =T g e araaTe, T =7 S araHd 1, ared = 39w diee, TS
T, FATEAT JAT e Fanh  ids T, aeY, §edny, SeE-arm gRr geEn qearwr
gfafa=m, 1988 (1988 FT 49) (2018 F ATATIH 16 FIT TAT HeTTara) T &< 7 TAT ATLA T & HigdT,
1860 (1860 T 45) F¥ &=T 120t F Tgd d=+7 Jury T Fateaa f*ATF 06.01.2022 FT a5 FTE TS
foreTra, e amame ow faAi® 14.01.2022 it Hidtems 71T, 1028202270001 &< a1 T 8, &
T ST (AT) FT ST TAT UH FAUTA(AT) | [ T I Hag TRl TOETE, FEIROT Ta/ATam
TS TA/AAT T HeAage H o0 0 A7 Iral a0 8 I ohell 37 SO0 FT w07 FHe o oI
faeft farere qiere TATOHT % Jaedl i ohdl 3T eTreaT &7 faeare (Rqi® 14.01.2022 &, FATa?
TATE &) THET AIATeE T | HLdl gl

[T, . 228/95/2022-TH1E-11]

ST FHI AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 6th October, 2022

S.0. 1028.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1622/C.R. 32/Pol-2 dated 10.01.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 14.01.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 06.01.2022 lodged by Shri Rahul Durgadas Waghmare, S/o Sh. Durgadas Waghmare, C/o Shri
Devendra Bonde, Gajanan Nagar, Amravati and permanent resident of Prashik Nagar, Shahpur, Mangrulpir, Distt-
Washim against Shri Amar Khade, State Bank of India, Home Loan Department, Camp Branch, Amravati and Shri
Nikhil, ICICI Bank, Gadge Nagar Branch, Amravati punishable under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act,
1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018) and section 120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860),
based on which a CBI Case RC0282022A0001 has been registered on 14.01.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/95/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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< faeett, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F.3. 1029.—vg TATHIT TAgRT faoatl (e qiere w&moaT =, 1946 (1946 F1 25) it
ST 5 T ITLTT (1) TATST T 6 FIXT T&T ARRAT T TANT Fd gU AT T3 TR, g FAART, A1
& ATEAAT HE&AT- TH12-13/2022/71-1/2, T&ATF 25.03.2022 F AT § TR qEATT &, HOH GgIRT
HTZHT B2+ o, FTATE ST, $-7/88, FATAT ATSIIT LT FTETST, ST FTATHT, ATITE Tk (Ao
UE T & [A%g AT o SERT FH 9 &l T 15.56 FIE 94 6l G200 gl Tgar & 1w
&A1 10.12.2020 F1 AT YT A= 90T, T9aF AgEd® AT T 9 IR o S, T gy
AT &< Higar (1860 T 45) FT gy 120+ TITST 9T=T 420 F dd SSHIT STULTT 6 T¥avd § Tof
FOE T2 FOFTIT & IeqT AUTA(LT) FT AT TAT UH JULTE (&) & [ AT I Ovag Fhell A,
OO SAIT/3TAT TSI+ UA/30MET 8T §eqage H FohT 0 A7 Irgl q2af § Icq [ohell oo Srarel a7
FeauoT F o o faeet ey qier wamaET F et i afeat e e w A aweq ge
TR ST § FLAT 8 |

[T, &, 228/55/2022-T41<1-11]

TS FHY AT, a7 qi=a
New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1029.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Madhya Pradesh, issued vide Notification No. F12-13/2022/B-1/Two dated 25.03.2022, Home
Department, Bhopal, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Madhya Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint
dated 10.12.2020 lodged by Shri Gunturi Srinivas Sarma, Assistant General Manager, Small Industries Development
Bank of India, Bhopal against M/s Sahyog Microfinance Ltd., Corporate Office at E-7/88, Lala Lajpat Rai Society,
Arera Colony, Bhopal, its directors and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 15.56 crores to the Small
Industries Development Bank of India punishable under section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of
1860) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any

other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/55/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% faeelt, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F.3T. 1030.—Fvx ALHE TAcaT faed! e gferd ST sfa=am, 1946 (1946 &1 25) it
#TT 6 % AT Trod 1T 5 it ITETT (1) FIRT TS ATRIT 0TI Fd gU IS1d 1T T3 & g Ud
w1 AT, Te-4 et F R 10.03.2022 ¥ A9 GEqT- 07/97/2021-17=4 (3U=4)/1487 F H1eAw
ST 8 a7 AT 1T FHR 9T, ST-0gT Taww, AT W 9%, qAEued Aeqai Jae T,
FHASIT THg aoTs AT off feraame g astsy, 3T T, a9t T8I F Ud T7q A 990, & ([66q
eITETeET, AT AT S, UF LRI T8 F TEIAN 7 AT T S FT 09T 11,16 FA2 T
T AT I AT F2F 6 graeg § faqiw 31.07.2021 7 57 #02 Te OF@d § qeareed
FORTE(AT) FT AT TAT UH AT (AT T 2 AT IAT T3 het goATH, T /4T
TSI TH/3TET Y H=aage § o0 0 a7 3t qot & Seae et srvr sroerer 3 for faeett forerer o
TATIAT o TEEAT ! ATTHAT ST AT FT AT qHeq G916 1T H T gl

[FT. ¥. 228/98/2022-TH1E1-11]
TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a

New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1030.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.07/97/2021-1H4(3H4)/1487 dated 10.03.2022, Home 4 Branch,
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Department of Home Affairs and Justice hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 31.07.2021 lodged by Shri Pradeep Kumar Pandhi, Deputy General Manager, State Bank of India,
Stressed Assets Management Branch, Ludhiana against M/s Livtar Singh Bajaj & Company, its Partners and
Guarantors Shri Charanjit Singh Bajaj, Shri Kamaljit Singh Bajaj and Shri Livtar Singh Bajaj, Sarabha Nagar, all of
Ludhiana and unknown public servants, pertaining to cheating, criminal breach of trust, abuse of official position and
causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 11.16 crores to the State Bank of India and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/98/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% faeett, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F.3T. 1031.—Frx TEHL, TIIGIT [Qodt (F9T iord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
T 5 i ITLTT (1) FATST T 6 FIT T&T ATHAT T TART Fd g0 AREE 1T qF1, T2, FT Td
AT weaed A nr T, f st /. 10/ E-418/2021-1496/7=, f&F® 19.04.2022, *
ATEAT § SAHT 9gATd |, & F7 FAR T, AR T a6 (SHeiud), Faqe sifemr $isr g=T
IS wam e, RitEiE avea, Fide (FEs) ® adw ffiEe vast & aa § i 7 @
ST (AT) FTRA FT SAAAT AT o6 FATT ATAT T ALATIAR T ST STFF FATET AT Feed o6 qael |
gRT 13(2) "Ied gmer 13(1)(3) (FeMr e Afafaay, 1988 + wemed Td) 9T aad ager
geTETe fFaeor sfafa=a, 1988 (1988 =7 49) (2018 =T AT 16 FTT TAT Henrfad) &t 4T 13(2)
Tufsa amer 13(1) () F dga Fwia AfAwiIq Ture(e) FT S0 AT TH q2 AT THY Geag e
TONATH, ORI SA/3ET T UA/39aT 3T §e4ag § &0 0 27 3=61 a=a7 & 3o« Gt o
AT FT A=ATT Tl o o0 faeed T e qferd SmaeT % gaeat #7 ofhal oY et &1 Fear
THET HAEE 59 § Feal g |

[T, 5. 228/105/2022-T-11]

TS FHI AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1031.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No. 10/C.B.1.-418/2021-1496/Ranchi dated 19.04.2022, Home,
Prison and Disaster Management Department, Ranchi, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under
section 13(2) r/w section 13(1) (e) (before amendment to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988) and presently
corresponding section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(b) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended
by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by Shri Krishna Kumar Das, Gramin Dak Sewak (GDS),
Serampur Colliery BO in A/c with Giridih Town SO, under Giridih Head Post Office, Giridih Division, Giridih
(Jharkhand) pertaining to be in possession of pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to his known sources
of income and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for
any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/105/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% faeett, 11 SfadsR, 2022

T, 1032.—Frx TLHT, TAIGIT [Qod! (G qiord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) #if
T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AITST &TRT 6 FIRT Ta ThAT FT FTART Fd gU AgRTY Tod 91, T2 a9,
Has & a9 . HaTars 1622/1.31%. 231/ Feiua-2, f&i® 24.03.2022, = ATeAT & TR qeATd o =T
AT, T, wevEgE (e o) aar of 79 Aied, 3o vauw (Rea o), =g siaer ware™
forfies, IR & AEg, =T e ster ATel, AT, T69 q915 98T 941, U, T UE, T,
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M= g7 faAT 22.03.2022 F AT & HiZaT (1860 T 45) Fi & 120 it T97 weer=me fFamm
afafaaw, 1988 (1988 T 49) (2018 F Aferf=® 16 FTXT TAT Henfad) T gTXT 7 F T8 a9 Fls s
forsrTaa, S smame uw 297 24.03.2022 7 U e AT AH028202270006 =<t f&HT 4T
g, T ITT= SILTL(SIT) T A=A T0T AT UH T (AT) & [ AT I Gl g Tohelt goaTe, TOILOIT Sle/3rrar
TS TE/AAAT ST T B B 0 A7 I a2t 7 Soow FE s o v s e & o
faeett o qfem =ET & Jeet i afthdl i gAgEr &7 FAear (FEiay 99| | GA s
24.03.2022 ¥) A9 HERTY T § FIAT 8 |

[FT. &. 228/104/2022-T1=1-11]
TS FHTE AT, 9T g

New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1032.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/C.R. 231/POL-2 dated 24.03.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex
post facto w.e.f. 24.03.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the
complaint dated 22.03.2022 lodged by Shri Akash Ashok Choudhary, Proprietor of M/s Sai Sahara Servo, KSK,
Thana Road, Goregaon, Gondia, based on which a CBI Case RC0282022A0006 has been registered on 24.03.2022
u/s 120B of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988)
(as amended by Act 16 of 2018) against Shri N.P. Rodge, General Manager (Retail Sales) and Shri Manish Nandle,
Chief Manager (Retail Sales), Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Nagpur and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy,
in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same
transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/104/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% faeelt, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F.3AT. 1033.—Frx TLHT, TAGGIT [aod! (G iord TITaAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 F7 25) #if
T 5 T ST (1) AIST &RT 6 FRT T&T ATRIT A1 TART FId gU HERY 1T ALY, T2 a9,
Has & a9l &, HaTars 1622/H =T 230/drud-2, & 18 ®ea<t, 2022, & HTedH | AT TFTT 4,
AT & TF ST G TATATT Ag% Feed gr3d H qehlelid &7 F qaTd AT T HHT $oF 18
ATEFRTRAT o a7 e T=d= FT ATt § HT aTTET 60 1A FT AT ATH 33T HL TSR il
T %, 10 FIE & STTAF 6T A T TR I TgATT % G § T (), HHAT 9 & MIh
FT FATAT-ATHAT, TATGIATA Ag® HEeH Ied, wgdl AdT, a1 3¢, 5 e 475 gy f&qms
21.05.2019 T T7 FHIAT T FARTIT & ITTH STILTL (&) FT A0 JAT TH I () T 2 AT I
Targ et ToaTE, SOOI SlIY/3TaT U= Ua/39aT SHI §eqagX § fhu 77 47 31 q2At & 3o fohet
AT TULTE FT AT FZA o (0 faeet 9T qierd SITaET % 92wt 6F ofhdl oY et &7 fFedqme
THET AgTY 1T § Fal ¢ |

[T, &. 228/103/2022-T-11]

TS FHTL AT, 9T qi=a
New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1033.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No. CBI 1622/CR 23A/POL-2 dated 18th February, 2022 of Home
Department, Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) relating to fraudulent availment
of duty drawback by a syndicate of persons in conspiracy with 18 officers of Indian Customs, then posted at
Jawaharlal Nehru Custom House and thereby causing wrongful loss to exchequer of more than Rs.10 crores
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pertaining to the complaint dated 21.05.2019 lodged by the Deputy Commissioner (CIU), Office of the Commissioner
of Customs General, Jawaharlal Nehru Custom House, Nhava Sheva, Tal. Uran, District Raigad and any attempt,
abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/103/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7% faeelt, 11 SfadsR, 2022

FT. 1034.—Fvx A¥F UaagrT faedt e qfem wamaat stfarfe=m, 1946 (1946 =1 25) it
1T 5 T ITLTT (1) AITST T 6 FIT T LTRAT T TART FLd g0 ARTY T3H1Y, [ &9, Ha &
AT F.- Trefrems 1622/ 3M2.-659/M U2, fawiw 05.08.2022 F wreaw & ST a¥qfad &, =f
AT =T, T s, T FHETT S6T W, ga ved g = st F A o faa e,
FY IUTeAT UH AT gEATALEHRAT, HAE WAl wew gt afdtEs . for, g9 g GE
04.08.2022 T =t F¥Te T forswrara e smeme u¥ fawis 05.08.2022 #1 wer=me fAarer sfafar,
1988 (1988 =T 49) (2018 ¥ (fAf=TH 16 T T=T HINTAT) ¥ &y 7 U WRAIT &2 dfzar, 1860
(1860 T 45) FI & 12081 F qEq UH HITE ATHAT ATEHT 06020220H0003/H & rars /mad = t/qas
TS T AT §, | IOT AT (AT) 2 AT I9Y Halag FheT FOTATH, OIS/ AT TS Ta/3d]
ST HAAg | FohT T AT Iat AEAT | Icqd (AT ST STORTY T vl Fe & forw faeet faery qfer
TITIAT % Haed] &l AOfhal 3T eErfeene &1 fAawae (FEmae 3919 ¥ f&qrs 05.08.2022 ) dw7ed
HEITY 5T § FdT 2

[FT. 7. 228/102/2022-TH1E-11]
ST FHTE FHAT, A qiaa

New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1034.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 1622/C.R. 659/POL-2 dated 05.08.2022, Home Department,
Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment
(ex post facto w.e.f. 05.08.2022) to the whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of
the complaint dated 04.08.2022 lodged by Shri Hitesh Desai, Senior Vice President and authorized signatory of M/s.
Property Guards Security Services Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai, based on which a CBI Case RC 06 020 22S0003 /CBI/STB
/Mumbai has been registered on 05.08.2022 under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988)
(as amended by Act 16 of 2018) and section 120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) against Shri Amitava
Dutta, Assistant Director, Employee’s State Insurance Corporation, Mumbai and other unknown persons and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/102/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T faeeft, 11 3feRIsR, 2022

F.3. 1035.—Fvx TLHL, TIEGIT faoat (e qiere ST Ataf==, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #i
T 5 % IT-GTT (1) AIST GTT 6 FIT T& LTRAT T TN Fd g0 IoI1e 57 93aTe, g 4 foremT,
Tg Ud T F9RT & A199 €.07/95/2021-1094(3U=4)/4655, f&ATF 03.08.2022 F HTeAH & AT
TEfd |, ot Tga qgard, T ot gvad oo, Farh, 9 |, 684, =T €. 7, & A1 2T T1%H, e,
TAF-ASST rahuldadwal26@gmail.com Ta HrETES q9% +918054301925 F ITARTHRAT FTLT AT
HITSAT ehiH SO TR & AR § Soagi+h Ta=q | I Ficd | agi &l == wedl gs Al
AT FT ST/ TRTH/THTT F % Fael § GaaT1 STt Ttafaaw, 2000 (2000 T 21) FT €T
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67T F AT HIAT AT I T T AURTA(LT) FT STFATT TAT TH FAUT(HT) | [ AT SO Hag o0t
TOIATH, TR S/3ET U9 o UA/394T 3T §e4ag § (U 0 a7 3Iai a2 & Ica Fohell o
FUTY FT AT T o forw faeett f&ere qferm s & gaeat i orf<hal ofie eEnteen &1 A
THET ToTTd T § FLdT 2 |

[T &. 228/101/2022-TEY-11]

TS FHTY AT, a7 qf=a
New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1035.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No0.07/95/2021-1H4(3H4)/4655 dated 03.08.2022, Home 4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi
Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Punjab for investigation into the offence(s) under section 67B of
the Information Technology Act, 2000 (21 of 2000) alleged to have been committed by Shri Rahul Dadwal, S/o Shri
Harbans Lal, R/o H. No. 684, Gali No. 7, Guru Nanak Pura West, Jalandhar user of email-id rahuldadwal
26@gamil.com and mobile number +918054301925 pertaining to advertisement/publishing/transmitting of obscene
material depicting children in sexually explicit act in electronic form by using social medical platform dl.free.fr and
any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other

offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/101/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
< faeett, 11 3feIsR, 2022

F.3T. 1036.—Frx TLHT, TAGGIT [aoat [FeT qierd TITIAT ATI=aH, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #ir
T 5 %l ITETT (1) TITST GTRT 6 FTRT T& AREAT T TAN Fd g0 AREE 15T qF 1, [T, FINETT
UE STIET Vg [AnT T=1 A srtee@=ar |, 10/8 6 1es/-419/2021-1497/7=, &A% 19.04.2022, %
AT ¥ AT Ggqid |, 1. AedTh, 9gra® ST (Tael wrgex), (Fraaw, 2019 & Hefea) geme
TrEY, MIREE (ATTET) FIT ST9HT I & S7q SAl & FqATd S Ty TEar AT Faree siord Hed
& Tag ¥ gumEr Fawr afafaad, 1988 (1988 #T 49) (2018 &t stfafaas 16 grr TaT Henfaa) i
T 13(2) Futsd g 13(1)(2) (Fem=me Faror sfafaaw, 1988 § Hare &) U adaT § qg97 81T
13(2) Fafea T 13(1) (1) F Tgd HId ATTRIAT TATer(LT) FT A T0r TAT UH FAIT(eT) § 2 AT
SHY Hag T ToITE, TR Si/eTaT TS UA/s9aT SHT HeAag # U 0 A7 Iegl aAl & IaH
et st=r sty 7 steawor e o form faeet e gfers s & deeat S Al ST ATy wi

o\ : 3 o
e e J9ed ATES 1T | FdT ¢ |

[T, &. 228/99/2022-TE-11]

TS FHI AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1036.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No0.10/C.B.1.-419/2021-1497/Ranchi dated 19.04.2022, Home,
Prison and Disaster Management Department, Ranchi, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under
section 13(2) r/w section 13(1) (e) (before amendment to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988) and presently
corresponding section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(b) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended
by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by Md. Altaf, Assistant Post Master (SB Counter) (under
suspension w.e.f. September, 2019), Head Post Office, Giridih (Jharkhand) pertaining to be in possession of
pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to his known sources of income and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts..

[F. No. 228/99/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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< faeett, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F3M. 1037.—Fvx TLHL, TAIGIT [aodt (G iord TITIAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
1T 5 T IT-eTT (1) FATST LT 6 FIT T& AREAT AT TN FXd gU TS 15T qLHIY, -4 TET, g
U =T 9T, FERE & 799 16.07/57/2021-10=4(30=4)/1951, AT 11.04.2022 % ATETH | AT
Tty &, =t geetia fbg, ST-smae, =T Ax, Aredard, e gt F ey gemm e
afafaaw, 1988 (1988 &1 49) * dgd fadi® 08.04.2022 =1 ol forrraq, e e 9% f&r®
12.04.2022 =1 Hrefame amaar &, Aeet005202200013 =57 AT 747 8, | ST STIrer(4) T sTeawor
TAT TH TG (eT) & 2 IT 399 Hag (hT TORETH, TR0 S/3aT U= Ua/39aT 61 g4 #
TR0 T 3T 3T AT & I FRET ST9T SOy T SARATOT A o forw faeet e qfer wamaEt  aaet
FT AR Sl SIATTErRTY T faea e (FATT T9Ta | fadi® 12.04.2022 ) G0 do(1d 97 § FLdl gl

[T, . 228/97/2022-T=TE1-11]
TS FH AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1037.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Punjab, issued vide Memo No.07/57/2021-1H4(3H4)/1951 dated 11.04.2022, Home-4 Branch,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment (ex-post facto w.e.f. 12.04.2022) to the whole State of Punjab for investigation
into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 08.04.2022 against Shri Baljit Singh, Sub-Post Master, Post
Office, Sahnewal, District Ludhiana under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) based on which a CBI
Case No. RC0052022A0013 has been registered on 12.04.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in
relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same
transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/97/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
7% faeelt, 11 SfadsR, 2022

F.3M. 1038.—Fvx AYFHT TARENT faod (e qferd SIT9=T sferf==m, 1946 (1946 &1 25) it
T 5 3T ITLTT (1) AT &I 6 FRT T ATHAT T TINT Fd g0 ARTY HLHIT, I A9, §a2 &
AT T=AT- Hrerams 2021/d713m7-191/d -2, fRAi® 8.04.2022 F HTea®w § ST OFATT |, W13
TIETA TISTHTIT TTTEHTOT 3 ATCHHT, TTeae FH AT A .09, T Ireae o, vd o= F fawg adT
LT TSTHRT TTEHOT F1 225.30 FIE T i TGIOYOl ZI HIA e | Faterd a197 & = 7T
TSN HT U I & =T g9 fOrede T i 22.01.2020 T AT 3 digar (1860 FT 45) it
T 120ef Tufsa amr 420 7 gem=r fFawor st 1988 (1988 &1 49) (¥R Ramw
srfert==e, 1988 # {1 26.07.2018 =T fohw U Fererd & q& ST =T oT) Ht gy 13(2) a9fd amr
13(1) (3N) F TET TSI AUTT F G H 9 T T2 [ORTIT F Icqo STILTL(AT) T SA7eT07 TAT TEH
TG (&T) & S[E AT 3" TqFg Rl GOTATH, TR0 SA/AAAT T+ Ta/3aT 4T Hoqag # [0
T AT Iegt TAT & T Tohell ST7T STURTY T AT Flel o [or0 faee [ [ qiere ST & qaedi it
QTR ST SATTERTY T fAedq e a9eq Agerg 15T § Fdl 8l

[FT. . 228/96/2022-T=1E1-11]
TS FHI AT, AT q=a

New Delhi, the 11th October, 2022

S.0. 1038.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Maharashtra, issued vide Order No.CBI 2021/CR 191/POL-2 dated 08.04.2022, Home Department,
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Mumbai, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the
whole State of Maharashtra for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint dated 22.01.2020 lodged
by Shri Pravin Wategaonkar of Thane and Shri Sanjay Shirodkar of Pune against the officials of National Highway
Authority of India, private Concessionaire M/s. P.S. Toll Pvt. Ltd. and others for causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs.
225.30 crores to the National Highway Authority of India, punishable under section 120B r/w section 420 of the
Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49
of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/96/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
7% faeett, 12 SfadsR, 2022

F.3M. 1039.—Fvx TLHT, TAIGIT [aoat [FeT qiord TITIAT ATI=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
T 5 FT ITLYTT (1) TUCST 9T 6 FIT & TRAT HT TINT FHd g0 oI Tsd 98T, g T,
TR it STfag=eT €. Stisil-143/2022/T=/0aaea1/102022/1584, f&=i® 10.10.2022 % ATe9H H
ST q¥A T ¥, sgaarars Ol THiE o1 § qur=e [{amor sfaf=aw, 1988 (1988 #T 49) & d2q
04.10.2022 T &1 #1.91%. &. 12/2022 7 HaTaaq Ao=rer(4T) FT =007 T9T TH ST (eT) | [ AT I
Targ et ToaTE, SOOI SIY/3TaT U Ua/39aT SH1 §eqag¥ § fhu 77 a1 351 a2t & 3o et
AT STILTE T AT FXA o o0 Taoeft [ qiere TTaAT & TaE1 ol oTRal Sl SATreaRTe & A
qHET [T 5T H FIAT 2

[T, &. 228/108/2022-TE-11]

ST FHTL AT, 9T q=a
New Delhi, the 12th October, 2022

S.0. 1039.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Gujarat, issued vide Notification No. GG-143/2022/H/LRV/102022/1584 dated 10.10.2022, Home
Department, Gandhinagar, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole state of Gujarat for investigation into the offence(s) relating to C.R. No. 12/2022,
registered at Ahmedabad City ACB Police Station on 04.10.2022, under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49
of 1988) and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or any

other offence committed in the course of same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/108/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

75 fReet, 1 Tawaw, 2022

F.3M. 1040.—F7x TLHT, TIEGIT Taodt [FeT e TITaaT A==, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #ir
T 5 T IT-GTT (1) AIST 91T 6 FRT T&T ARRAT HT TANT FLd g0 A=A 39T T5T IFR, T2
T, fomer &t sfee=ET &, g(W)U(9)-9/2022, fHi® 18.05.2022 F HTLAH H ARI ¥ A ¥,
A= waor e AT § et & 98 92 AgRe & fore fGams 27.03.2022 Ft st o aier
H qF T T % AT Hid Ud AT T 6 G99 § AT a8 "6igar 1860 (1860 FT 45) #HT 4Tt 420
T 120t F g oreT, T, awrst, formerr #§ & yratwdy 7. 05, fa+iF 07.05.2022 UH AT, T,
ST wTET # T yrateedT €. 41, A% 05.05.2022, | S AL (T) FT AFATT TAT UH T (4T) T
2 IT 390 Ha5 el ToATH, TEIUIT 3T/ aT T Ua/3MaT 6T §3age | 0 77 a1 I=1 azai &
Ioae TRl o7 AURTY FT SAFAUO A F [T feeett ey g wamaET % gaedt f iR e
EATTERTE T TAeqTe A AT Ta9r ST § Ll gl

[FT. 7. 228/63/2022-T41E1-11]
ST FHT AT, a7 q=a
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New Delhi, the 1st November, 2022

S.0. 1040.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Himachal Pradesh, issued vide Notification No. Home(A)A(9)-9/2022 dated 18.05.2022, Department
of Home, Shimla, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Himachal Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) relating to FIR No.05
dated 07.05.2022 registered at Police Station, CID, Bharari, Shimla and FIR No.41 dated 05.05.2022 registered at
Police Station, Gaggal, District Kangra, under sections 420 and 120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860)
pertaining to question paper getting leaked and circulated before the written examination for recruitment to the post of
Constable in Himachal Pradesh Police Department conducted on 27.03.2022 and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/63/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

72 faeett, 14 Fawaz, 2022

FI.AT. 1041.—F3 TLHY, TAEGNT faodtl [T Iferd TmoaT st aaw, 1946 (1946 =1 25) #i
TT 5 1 ITLTT (1) AT T 6 FIRT TG ARRAT T TART FA gU LA 15T TR, ATSTAAT .37,
(THTH.) €. 49/2022/1% faAT® 15.03.2022, [ (TH) AanT, [Awawraq U313, § 244/2022 & &7
H TRTIAA] F ATeAH ¥ SR 9gAd |, Ifoe frwa § g2 ot grer & g7 7 "ated sateas qiwar
H2aT, 1973 & =T 174 % staia srare T (Freaedd e =O=T 7 J90e | 243/2022) F 92Te
. 39/HTE/EETUH/AT/2022 & [ AILTET % AT Fd qAT UH TITE(e) & [ AT 399 Hag T
TOTATH, FEITOM 3f/ATAT U= Ta/3qaT I8 §oag¥ | U 10 a1 I=gi a=af & 3ca« et o
SURTH FT FeAUT e o oy, faeett e qfere smoeT & aaeai & afthdl oY e=fasr #7 fGear
THET e T § FdT ¢ |

[FT. &. 228/65/2022-TE1-11]
ST FHIL AT, 9T q=a

New Delhi, the 14th November, 2022

S.0. 1041.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Kerala, issued vide Notification G.O. (Ms.) No. 49/2022/Home dated 15"March, 2022, Home(M)
Department, Thiruvananthapuram [Published as S.R.O. No. 244/2022], hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of
the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Kerala for investigation into the
offence(s) relating to Crime N0.39/CB/TVM/R/2022 of the Crime Branch (Crime No. 243/2022 of Thiruvallam
Police Station) under section 174 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 pertaining to death of Shri Suresh in
Police custody and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s)
and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/65/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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T2 faedt, 22 qawaT, 2022

F.AM. 1042, —Fvx AL TAEENRT faedt (e gferd ST stferf=am, 1946 (1946 &1 25) it
T 3 BT & Tl &0 T30 Fd gu Refefed syt & Afde Fwwdt g Pt = oot e
T SATIAT o F&E T T | & ST 2 -

(F) AT g2 |T2aT, 1860 (1860 T 45) FT &TeT 462 F T8 aS+H1T T,
(@) ST UG F & TAAT G5 SML/AAAT I FHAZ | AT Ieal a1 |

TS IS AT AILT(T) & Farel | Tl TOITH, TEUIT S/372aT T3]
[FT. &. 228/85/2021-T1-11]
TS FHT AT, a7 q=a
New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2022

S.0. 1042.—1In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act,
1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government hereby specifies the following offences which are also to be investigated
by the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment, namely: -

(a) Offence punishable under section 462 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860);

(b) Any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with above mentioned offence and/or
for any other offence(s) committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/85/2021-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

72 foeett, 22 qaraT, 2022

FT. 1043.—F7x TEHT, TIEGIT [aodt [FeT qierd TITIAT At =aw, 1946 (1946 F1 25) #i
gIRT 5 & IT-TT (1) AIST T 6 FRT TG LRIl T TART FId g0 AN T3 ST T8, T2
(TEHT.T) faanr A e |, ST uHTE. §.108, i 28.09.2021 F HTEAH F JRT THEAM A,
TISITAIEH AT, AT TSTHET S, el a9 § A 19 &< Higar 1860 (1860 Fr 45) %t &T<T 1204,
380, 420, 407, 409, 462 Ud 34 =+ dgd T JqYOY . 375/2019, AT 16.08.2019 & #Hafea
ORI (AT) FT AT TAT UH FTOT(AT) & [ AT 399 Hag hel oI, TR SA/ear gei=
UE/ATET IHT HAFEE | FohU T AT I=gT a7 | Icqe TRl 7 S[U=Ter T 7ol i3 % o0 et
farare gfera eamaeT  FEet it oAt ST erAteET 7 feea FHEq g T19 ST H FAT 2

[FT. &. 228/85/2021-THEi-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2022

S.0. 1043.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Andhra Pradesh issued vide Notification No. G.O.Ms. No0.108 dated 28.09.2021, Home (SC.A)
Department, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to
the whole State of Andhra Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) relating to Crime No. 375/2019 dated
16.08.2019, registered under sections 120B, 380, 420, 407, 409, 462 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of
1860) at Police Station Rajanagaram, District Rajahmundry Urban, Andhra Pradesh and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/85/2021-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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T2 foeett, 12 femwaw, 2022
T, 1044, —Fv5 TCHTE, TG faee e qfere wamaar srfafaaw, 1946 (1946 #T 25) it
1T 3 BT Y& RAl T SN Fad gU Mefatad sroeret & s Fedt g Rt si= feeett fFaw
T FATOAT AT 6 TEEAT G A1 T AT &, T
(F) “Fa<ia wamaaT fafaae, 2013 (2015 &t 3 ATSHIT |, 7) § FLA STHTRATA ® 2al H7
T F qgd SSHIT T,
(@) ST Ifeatad Tu=Te(dl) § I AT ST G5 /34T IHT Gy § 7w T0 a1 I%1 a=4t
o ol Tl srer sraren(er) & Hafera et gorame, TR0 TE/errar g |
[FT. &, 228/34/2020-T1E-11]

T[T FHE G, FaT g

New Delhi, the 12th December, 2022

S.0. 1044.—1In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act,
1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government hereby specifies the following offences which are also to be investigated
by the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment, namely :-

(@) Offence punishable under “The Kerala Protection of Interests of Depositors in Financial Establishments
Act, 2013 (Kerala Act No. 7 of 2015)”;

(b) Any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with above mentioned offence(s)
and/or for any other offence(s) committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same
facts.

[F. No. 228/34/2020-AVD-11]
RAJEEV KUMAR KHARE, Under Secy.
72 faeett, 29 forawaw, 2022

T, 1045.—Frx TLHY, TAGERT [aed | [T qierd STqAT AT =aH, 1946 (1946 1 25) Hi
1T 5 T IT-oTT (1) TACST &7 6 FIT T ThAT T TN FLd g0 AT TF T, & AT,
FEE AT AfIg=AT €. 20/01/2022-3 UHSH 1 fGATE 18.07.2022, F HIEAW ¥ ART HEAT & AT
EECESE NSSVIE ¥ T U §. 27 fRArE 11.02.2022 ¥ "efaq, Wy €2 %ilr%cll 1860 (1860 =1
45) F¥ oTRT 304-T, 34, 304, 338, 417, 420, 427, 465, 467, 468, 471 TAT 120-aT TF =M fAFm
AT gt o= v fafaame srferfa=rm, 1975 (1975 &1 ghamm stfafaar /. 8) it T 10 99T 12 % d=d
ST AALT(IT) T AT Fded TAT UH T (AT) H [ AT I Hag TR ZONATH, TR 3AZ/3rram
TS UE/ATAT I FAag W R U AT IRE1 a2 a4 ol e ST T e w0 A F forw
faeett farare qfcre TamoeT % gaedt S o<l o erATfashe 1 faeae aaeq gRATo Tsa # Fd! 2

[FT. /. 228/73/2022-TH=1-11]
TS FHI AT, 9T q=a

New Delhi, the 29th December, 2022

S.0. 1045.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Haryana issued vide Notification N0.20/01/2022-3HG1 dated 18.07.2022, Home Department,
Chandigarh, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to
the whole State of Haryana for investigation into the offence(s) under sections 304-A, 34, 304, 338, 417, 420, 427,
465, 467, 468, 471 and 120-B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and sections 10 and 12 of the Haryana
Development and Regulation of Urban Areas Act, 1975 (Haryana Act No. 8 of 1975) relating to FIR No. 27 dated
11.02.2022, registered at Police Station Bajghera, Gurugram and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation
to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of same transaction or
arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/73/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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% foeety, 29 femwaw, 2022

F.3M. 1046.—Fvx ALFHT TAGENRT (doctl 9T qiord TTaAT AT, 1946 (1946 #1 25) it
T 3 BT T& SITRAT &1 AN 2 gU Meteriad sreret & fafafde Fdt g, fSer s off feeett
ey gfere e F FE=t g AT ST 8, ArHa-

(F) gRaT G ve aght & AR sifaf=em, 1975 (1975 @1 g siferfaem =, 8) & srefiw
EERIRIEERER

(@) U Seatad uTe(dl) ¥ S a7 SO Hag (el ToamE, ORI $/3rrar TS ua/sqaar
Y Herag T § ThU 1T A7 Igt AT | 34 Fls AT FILTE|

[T, 7. 228/73/2022-T=1E1-11]
TS FHTY AT, 9T g

New Delhi, the 29th December, 2022

S.0. 1046.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act,
1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government hereby specifies the following offences which are also to be investigated
by the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment, namely :-

(a) Offence punishable under the Haryana Development and Regulation of Urban Areas Act, 1975 (Haryana
Act No. 8 of 1975);

(b) Any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with above mentioned offence(s)
and/or for any other offence(s) committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same
facts.

[F. No. 228/73/2022-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

% feeety, 29 femwaw, 2022

FAT. 1047 —Fvx THT, TAEGIT [aoat (T o ST AT aw, 1946 (1946 FT 25) it
1T 5 T IT-eTT (1) TATST IT 6 FIRT TS ThAl FT TN FLd g AL 5T q¥F, T2 9T,
TFRIA G AT STHT TreiTel 9 Siaae, Afafaaw, 2019 (2019 F1 21) T g1er 30 & Jga I JedT
. 2/8(1)/2019-T=(THT), i 22.01.2022 ¥ wreaw & faw rw ey o aere 40 A Hoere (d908
HIgH ATATHTH, 1946 F Saia Gsiigd) T 3 Taaqd Jfd AT SATST FT AT FId F a7 Fioh
fTorht & 3y T T THTLIN T TS FeA, ST FoF TF sr3er Gty Frore/ae aR=me TreET 8§ aor
qATE T FTT 9T T F1gT ATHAT, AT, T a1 2 A o Ffoer et S faoett, fersar &
ST % 0 FFAT & TR T qAT G 76T UF gaey FHaersw Mot gy a2 76 § gy
T AT FIA & Gag H R0 T AT (ET) FT FAATT FIA ST THA [ AT S Hag HET TOATH,
OO S/3TET U= UA/A9aT I Ha9ag® § o0 0 AT Igl a7 & o0 (ohell 3T+ Taere &7
AT Tl o oI faoed T [ qiere SITIAT & JEed1 %0 a1 3T SATTEwE 7 e a8eq Al
ST § FEAT 2

[FT. . 228/22/2022-TE-11]

TS FHI AT, AT q=a
New Delhi, the 29th December, 2022

S.0. 1047.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government on the reference made by the
State Government of Manipur u/s 30 of the Banning of Unregulated Deposit Schemes Act, 2019 (21 of 2019) vide
letter No. 2/8(1)/2019-H(MAN) dated 22.01.2022, Home Department, Imphal, hereby extends the powers and
jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Manipur for
investigation into the offence(s) pertaining to illegal collection of deposits by Salai Group of Companies (registered
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under the Bombay Money Lenders Act, 1946) from the investors with a promise to pay 3% interest per month,
which is an illegal Ponzi Scheme/Money Circulation Scheme and taking away of the substantial amount of money
by the Chairman & Managing Director and Directors of Salai Group through several Shell companies registered by
Salai Group outside India in Tokyo, Malaysia, Dubai and also at various places in India like Delhi, Kolkata, and any
attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/22/2022-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T faeedt, 4 sae, 2023

F.3M. 1048.—Fvx TLHT, TAIGIT [aoa! (F9T iord TITIAT ATI=aH, 1946 (1946 FT 25) #i
1T 5 T IT-LTT (1) FITST &7 6 FIT T& ATRIT T TAN F:Xd g0 AREE T G8F 1, g, FIRT
Ud AOET YEgd AW, =0 #7 ATSgEar JmOe €/.-10/91.d.915.-410/2020-44 73/, AT
10.11.2022, & WT&9H & ST GFATd |, ATEE & AT [HeqH e & e § saferd fgeam sio
7. % &1 A28 FT @A AT T@-T@T9 F HF i AaTS w2 & o H (1) o .37, A, Jenrerid TeTeq
g Yay A, Bgra S o (T=iue), (2) =t At =, aonreid [aerh (F9), TaHiud (3)
T Efeaw R . 8T (4) Rgeam Sl o, & F50d Sfeaai/#AH=ral g IR 30 §igdT,
1860 (1860 =T 45) it &=y 12047 3T ger=Te Aamor afafaaw, 1988 (1988 1 49) (¥ur=T fHarer
srferf==m, 1988 ¥ fa 26.07.2018 =T 3w U wemte & q& sta7 fafgd o) it gy 13(2) a9fsd g
13(1)(31) F T FhT U AT ST (e) FT AT T THA S AT 399 Hag HAT A,
OO SE/3TTaT W= AT Ivgl qAT & Icael (T I STITE FT AT el o o0 faoet (Ao qerer
TATIAT o HEEAT Al STRAT ST STATIERT T [AEqT THE] AREE 15T H Fdl gl

[®T. /. 228/55/2021-U1E1-11]
ST FHTT FHAT, A qiaa

New Delhi, the 4th January, 2023

S.0. 1048.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification Memo No.-10/C.B.1.-410/2020-4473/Ranchi dated 10.11.2022,
Home, Prisons and Disaster Management Department, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under
section 120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
w.e.f. 26.07.2018) alleged to have been committed by (1) Shri K.D. Diwan, the then Chairman-cum-Managing
Director, Hindustan Copper Limited (HCL), (2) Shri Abhijit Ghosh, the then Director (Mining), HCL, (3) M/s Indian
Resource Ltd. and (4) Unknown officers/officials of Hindustan Copper Limited pertaining to awarded work of mining
and maintenance of Surda Mines of Hindustan Copper Ltd. falling within the territorial jurisdiction of the District
East Singhbhum of Jharkhand, and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such
offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same
facts.

[F. No. 228/55/2021-AVD-II]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

¢ faeet, 5 STardT, 2023
T, 1049.— FralT TIHIY, & THRAT FT2dT, 1973 (1974 FT 2) T &T=T 24 i ITATT (8) T
Taed ATHTAT T TANT FIA g, =T TS FHTL ATERT ST, ATaadT &l Taeat [@aerd Iferd &9+, (Fd
ATl ST T HeAq T AT . At §. 223 2021 T 0003 § Ha F fAfews ==t §
ATITSIA T FHATAT F2A o ToIT, ForeTen SfaeTa qeaad T fohelt fater grer wamioa et srdier am qarerT
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TATAT AT AT % IFAH ATATAT & qHeT I AT & I (el T, THLIE0T a7 37 Frdaret o
g, U% TgUT F¥ T ARG & o a9 it 7afer oo a7 Arer F AaerT g1 W a, S |1 @av gr, =
AT ATHITS F &7 § AT FdT 2

[T, /. 225/17/2022-TT1-11]
TS FHI AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 5th January, 2023

S.0. 1049.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Rajkumar Bhaskar Thakare, Advocate as
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of CBI case RC No. 223 2021 A 0003, instituted by the Delhi
Special Police Establishment (Central Bureau of Investigation), in various courts in Mumbai including appeal,
revision or other proceeding arising out of the said case before any Appellate or Revision Court established under any
law for the time being in force or before Supreme Court of India for a period of three years from the date of
assumption of charge or till disposal of the case, whichever is earlier.

[F. No. 225/17/2022-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

T2 faeety, 13 stast, 2023

FT.3T. 1050.— FTT LRI, & TOHRAT Higar, 1973 (1974 7 2) ¥ 41T 24 F¥ ITETT (8) T
Tacd QA T T Fd g0, A |l TG @A FET, Atdaht 1 faer =rmaneter, FEr s
S-l, TEAT & FHeT Afaq (doetl (9T qiord FIT99, (FEld eyl 5437) T §eqq s+ Jer &
T tad = &F TS AT § AT ITedATad ATHAT 6 ATHATSTT FT GATAT F7 g T& T HLd il qg o
AT ag HT srater & o a1 A F FaerT g S a9, ST AT @a7 &r, [T Ji qireased 6 w9 "
BRI

it
*. 9. oIS, AT S He T

(1) (2)
1. | sreet.12(1)/2018 - Hrud;

2. | st 13(1)/2018 - frud;

3. | s, 14(1W)/2018 - U,

4. | aTET.15(1)/2018 - Hud;

5. | Y. 16(1W)/2018 - fiudT;

6. | ameHET.17(1)/2018 - dud;

7. | Y. 18(W)/2018 - fiudT;

8. | amTHT.10(W)/2021 - Frudt; (sraw)

9. | smeEt.5(1W)/2017-UE -V, UE-II, 7 faeet
10. | sreeft.6(7)/2017-wg-V, uefi-Il, 72 faoett
M. | st 7(w)/201 7-wHig-V, uEfi-Nl, 7 ot
12. | reet.8(w)/2017-uH1-V, wefi-Il, 72 faeett
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13. | st 9(w)/2017-wHig-V, uefi-Il, 7 faoet

14. | st 10(w)/2017-TH -V, TH- I, 75 ot
15. | EET.11(T)/2017-THT-V, TH-1I, 72 ot
16. | 3. 12(W)/2017-T#hT-V, T -1l, 75 faeett
17. | Y. 13(W)/2017-U#h -V, T -1l 72 foett
18. | 3T, 14(1W)/2017-Teh -V, T#-1l, 75 faeett
19. | Y. 15(W)/2017-T# -V, 0#-1l, 7% Tt
20. | ATHT.16(17)/2017-THT-V, TH-|I, 75 faeeh.
21. | ACHT.A7(1W)/2017-0H-V, TH-|I, 7% faeeft
22. | ATTHT.18(1W)/2017-TH -V, THT-|I, 7 faweh.
23. | SMTHET.19(T)/2017-THFL-V, TH-1l, 75 fReeft
24. | ATTHET.20(T)/2017-THFL-V, TH -1, 7F fReeft

[T, &. 225/13/2022-TE-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 13th January, 2023

S.0. 1050.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Md. Latifur Rahman Ansari, Advocate, as
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of the cases relating to Srijan Scam instituted by the Delhi
Special Police Establishment (Central Bureau of Investigation) as mentioned in the Table below pending before
Special Judge, Central Bureau of Investigation-I1, Patna, for a period of three years from the date of the assumption of
charge or till disposal of the cases, whichever is earlier : -

TABLE

S. No. CBI Case RC. No.

1 (2)

1. RC.12(A)/2018-Pat,,

RC.13(A)/2018-Pat.,

RC.14(A)/2018-Pat.,

RC.15(A)/2018-Pat.,

RC.17(A)/2018-Pat.,

RC.18(A)/2018-Pat.,

2
3
4.
B, RC.16(A)/2018-Pat.,
6
7
8

RC.10(A)/2021-Pat. (Investigation)

9. RC.5(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.
10. RC.6(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I1I, New Delhi.
11. RC.7(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I1I, New Delhi.
12. RC.8(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I1I, New Delhi.
13. RC.9(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.
14. RC.10(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
15. RC.11(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.
16. RC.12(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
17. RC.13(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.

18. RC.14(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.
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19. RC.15(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
20. RC.16(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
21. RC.17(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
22. RC.18(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.
23. RC.19(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-I11, New Delhi.
24. RC.20(A)/2017-ACU-V, AC-II, New Delhi.

[F. No. 225/13/2022-AVD-I1]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
72 faeett, 18 STaet, 2023

FAT. 1051.—Fvg TCHTE, TG faee e qfera wamaaT srfafaaw, 1946 (1946 #T 25) #it
T 5 H IT-TT (1) FUST g7 6 T T&T ARAT HT TIRT Fd g4 SAel TS 75T THE, &
(maet.U) framr i safeEEr |, Sraruwuad. 42, GAis 28.04.2021 F #TeAH ¥ AT G¥T H
FETIT | 213, FSTIT (57T, el T9r | 9T 30 |igar, 1860 (1860 FT 45) Fit &1y 403, 406, 409
o7 420 FUfST &7 34 % qEd a AT AU F. 137/2016, 1% 05.05.2016 F HaATAT srore(a)
T AT FIA & [0 TAT UH O (eT) | 2 T 399 Gag TheT O, TOIROT Ta/300aT T
UF/TTAT IHT HAAZ § o0 T 7 Ivgl qedl | Ieqo (Rl 7T I FT A= T0T FeeA o o0 faeett
TorerT qiere TATIAT & FaedT i iR Sl SATIER T Eeqre a0 e Y297 T § FHdl gl

[FT. /. 228/48/2021-TH=1-11]
TS FHIY AT, a7 qi=a

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2023

S.0. 1051.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Andhra Pradesh issued vide Notification No. G.O.Ms. No. 42 dated 28.04.2021, Home (SC.A)
Department, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to
the whole State of Andhra Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) relating to Case Crime No. 137/2016 dated
05.05.2016, registered under sections 403, 406, 409 and 420 r/w section 34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of
1860) at Police Station Kadapa | Town, Kadapa District, Andhra Pradesh and any attempt, abetment and/or
conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course
of same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/48/2021-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

75 faeet, 1 wadt, 2023

FAT. 1052.—FF FLH, TdearT faeet! e qfers samaar stfaf=a+, 1946 (1946 &7 25) Hit
1T 5 T ITLTT (1) AITST ITT 6 FTT T TRAT T TR Fd gU, ST TS 5T FLHTT A1eeT H.34
Sft.amre./VI-H-4-22-1(64) &1/2020 fasi® 04.05.2022, g fA9TT, @9 F ATEA9 & AT qgH{d T,
1994-95 & 2002-03 =T AT F T ATLA TLHTL T AT o To|T TTAT 2,85,34,846/- =47 7 fA=eft
AT I FA A7 et sfvem (Bfaame) sfafaam, 1976 % Soerem § 39T A= #3 & o,
Zeae Raaude g0 (=97 =9ex), Tiee atF | 311, Tt 9a=, T@=s; 1T H19d &9 & 0 T0 o)
& ae # faAr 29.02.2012 F €. 11/21022/58/(8)/2011/THHT(THT) F HTAH F =T . . AT,
3T g4, g AT, THETAT FART g Soft AT fOrhaa & Safarg sTaere & STeawor Fe qoT UL
FTE(AT) | [ IT I G5 Tohel TOEATH, FEITOM /AT US4 Ua/3Ial SHT §e49g¥ H U 0
T Ieal AT F 3T ohell 17T TU=Te FT A=A FA & (orw, et ey qfer wumoEr & aeeai &t
TR Sl SIATTERTY T TAedTe J9ed I 49T TsT § Fedl gl

[T, &. 228/07/2021-T=1E1-11]
ST FHT AT, 9T ai=a
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New Delhi, the 1st February, 2023

S.0. 1052.—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 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Uttar Pradesh issued vide Order No.34 G.1./VI-P-4-22-1(64)B/2020 dated 04.05.2022, Home
Department, Lucknow, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment to the whole State of Uttar Pradesh for investigation into the offence(s) arising out of the complaint
sent by Shri J. K. Chattopadhyay, Deputy Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, FCRA Division, Monitoring Unit,
New Delhi vide No. 11/21022/58/(8)/2011/FC(MU) dated 29.02.2012 alleged to have been committed by the Indian
Development Group (India Chapter), Post Box No. 311, Gandhi Bhawan, Lucknow for receiving Foreign
Contribution of approx. Rs. 2,85,34,846/- without trail permission of the Government of India during the period from
1994-95 to 2002-03 and diversion thereof in contravention of the Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act, 1976 and
any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/07/2021-AVD-II]

SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
% faeet, 10 /T4, 2023

FT.3M. 1053— Feata HLH1T, 3T AT &tear, 1973 (1974 7 2) Fit g7 24 Ft ITeT (8) T
Sacd STt T SN e gu, = U, uw. Fmrere, sttdeaar i, et e o s (FE sty
SIAT) BT |1e9d = &1 T2 q0 & &G (2) 37 =6 (3) # 77 afafdse amat § stfvse &1 g=mae
T T ST, TATEAT 3T TooaHT Tgq et o fafer o gy eavoa et orfie oY qEreror = mamaa
H =T AT § I AT AT FT HEred w4 o 3t g i aE & 19 a9l 6 osrate &
oI A7 3TAT sreer B T, ST ¥ qaa< g, e e stsrrs e #dl 2 -

IR |
FH T HTHAT ATATAT T qTH
(1) (2) 3)
1. ATTHT 219 2020 £ 0004 Ty =raTefter #1 wATATerT, WS WA, qEEE
siie farery wrraefter 1 FrrETerE, fuwue, g

[FT. &. 225/35/2022-T41E-11]
TS FHI AT, 9T q=a

New Delhi, the 10th March, 2023

S.0. 1053.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri A. M. Chimalker, Advocate as Special
Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution cases as specified in columns (2) and (3) in the Table below instituted
by the Delhi Special Police Establishment (Central Bureau of Investigation) and any appeal, revision and other
matters arising out of these cases in any appellate or revisional Court established by any other law for the time being
in force, for a period of three years from the date of assumptions of charges or till disposal of the cases, whichever is
earlier :-

TABLE
Serial Case Name of Court
Number
() (2) @)
1. RC 219 2020 E 0004 Court of Special Judge CBI Cases, Mumbai and Court of Special
Judge PMLA, Mumbai.

[F. No. 225/35/2022—-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.
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% faoett, 20 S, 2023

T3, 1054.—Fx TLHTL, TARENT (aoad | [T qierd ST AT a7, 1946 (1946 F7 25) it
1T 5 T IT-GTT (1) TITST LT 6 FTT TET ARRAT T TN FLd U, ANEE T5T TLATE il SATerg=T
. 10/ 3. 3m2.-402/2023-94 3/, faai® 28.02.2023, g, FENT TF ATl Taed &anT, T= &
ATEAH § WY ¥(d §, 60T G99 UF 289 AqEed 9eq1, g9arg &1 139,79,97,871/- ®4¥ &
HITYUT B FIT F &g (1) =f. T2 FAR g, T Haers, (2) 2. sfens 9 g, o
FSATIH/TT TG F T (THAATTSAT), HHTL [OTaT Hodismd TART, TAET Fald G U 2o ATHeTT
eI (AMETHTERAT), FFaTE F qAT (3) 7T STHATT FIT AR eI TAL0T TS AT AT HT STAR
2005 3% 2017 F forw sogerseane fRamfagen # fRaiha amest F71 IS F Soaad e 99 2016
¥ 2021 F = qRASET ew/aTa® ok / AT & e Eoawr % g9y # A &2 §igar, 1860
(1860 =T 45) it &7 120 S FAUTST & 420, o= Farr sfafa=w, 1988 (1988 =1 49) Ft amr
13 (2) Ffsa amT 13(1) (3) (ST 5 RBaiF 26.07.2018 & T o= Fawo afgfw, 1988 #
R0 T Hemree | ager o) 3T gura MErer sferfeem, 1988 (1988 &1 49) it &m=T 13 (2) Jufsa &y
13(1) (T) (2018 F ATATTH 16 FTT TAT FIMTAT) F TEq ThT T ATHFHAT ST (AT) FT SAwaT0T TAT
TS SAITE(ST) F [ AT I9H Hag el GOIATH, ORI fI¥/31TaT == U4/3MaT 361 qa7ag § &y
T AT Iegl TAT T T Tohell ST ITL FT AT il o (0 faoet (ST e S9T99T & qaedi 6
QTR Y ST &7 fAeqe g0 AEE ST # F:dT 2

[®T. /. 228/37/2023-U1-11]
ST FHT AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 20th June, 2023

S.0. 1054.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Jharkhand, issued vide Notification No.-10/C.B.1.-402/2023-943/Ranchi dated 28.02.2023, Home,
Prisons and Disaster Management Department, Ranchi, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of
the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Jharkhand for investigation into the offence(s) under
section 120B r/w section 420 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860), section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(d) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as stood before the amendment made to the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 w.e.f. 26.07.2018) and section 13(2) r/w section 13(1)(a) of the Prevention of Corruption Act,
1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of 2018) alleged to have been committed by (1) Dr. Pradeep Kumar Singh,
the then Director, (2) Dr. Ashok Kumar Singh, Chief Scientist/Head of Research Group (HORG), Resource Quality
Assessment Division, both of Central Institute of Mining and Fuel Research (CIMFR), Dhanbad and (3) unknown
others pertaining to illegal distribution of Project Fee/Intellectual Fee/Honorarium in between 2016 and 2021 by
dishonestly violating the laid down norms as prescribed in CSIR Guidelines for Technology Transfer and Utilization
of Knowledge base 2005 and 2017 causing wrongful loss of approx. Rs. 139,79,97,871/- to the Central Institute of
Mining and Fuel Research, Dhanbad, and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection
with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the
same facts.

[F. No. 228/37/2023-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

7= faeeft, 20 S, 2023

F.3M. 1055.—F7x TLFHIY, TARET (aoetl forere qiere wqm=der stferfaae, 1946 (1946 FT 25) Ht
1T 5 T IT-ATT (1) AIST T 6 FIT & RAT HT TN Fd gU TS 15T F31Y, T2 (T.-V)
T aImT, ST T ATIg=ET 6. T, 19(20)7-5/2023 f&ATE 20.07.2022 % ATAH F T qA{d 7 o o
STERTET STHI, ATATATA HLTe, aidigs, ST 1 o (3.7.7), SR (q.) F Fws =T F&7 yarer o,
AT 77 ForelT g3, TiEeqdd, Aaa¥ ST, JAaY, TS g7 = Haror stfefagw, 1988 (1988
FT 49) (2018 = ATATHIH 16 FRT TAT HeNTAT) I 4RI 7 % qgq ae+iT JI0d § Hafdd &A1+
30.03.2023 #1 =T F0s T forwraa, o smeame ww fRAiE 08.05.2023 wr #HiErsmE HTHT,
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AESUATE 202370003 T AT TAT 8, & ST STULTL(AT) T =007 JAT TH T (4T) & 2 a7
Y Hag e TOATE, TR TE/32TET U= Ta/3MaT SHT §eqag¥ | 30 0 a7 Il a2l F Icad
T o7 STIeTe T e woT e o fory faeeT faere qier ST & aaeat it afwdl i SieenT &7
faeame (fei= 08.05.2023, FETHE THIE &) THEG ST T H FHLdT 2l

[FT. ¥, 228/33/2023-T41E1-11]
TS FHTY AT, a7 qf=a

New Delhi, the 20th June, 2023

S.0. 1055.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No. F.19(20)Home-5/2023 dated 04.05.2023, Home (Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment (ex post facto w.e.f. 08.05.2023) to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s)
arising out of the complaint dated 30.03.2023 lodged by Shri Chandan Prakash Bundel, S/o Shri Ram Kishore
Bundel, Pointsman, Alwar Junction, Alwar, Rajasthan against Shri Om Prakash Sharma, Traffic Inspector, Bandikui,
North Western Railway (NWR), Jaipur(HQ) under section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988)
(as amended by Act 16 of 2018), based on which a CBI case RCJAI2023A0003 has been registered on 08.05.2023
and any attempt, abetment and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other
offence committed in the course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/33/2023-AVD-11]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

e fawelt, 22 977, 2023

F.3T. 1056.—Fx TLHTL, TAIENT faoad | [T qierd SmaaT Afa=aw, 1946 (1946 F1 25) it
T 5 i IT-GTT (1) TATST ST 6 FIT T ARRAT T TN L g TSI 157 G4, T2 ((T.-V)
T, SR it ATSg=ET €. U.19(18)2H-5/2023, i 04.04.2023 F ATEAH | FET q¥A (T & AT
e TR, SE(E U TH)-1, S AL HT FHrATeT, THEUE, TR, = FG0T FAR G2, THAT TS,
o ¥ SRferdy Adsde geger wr. for, Tt () T v s F fes of < wga, o oAt
TOTST T W, AiAaT FHART, AFe A SR fdsdie geges wr. o, ffedy Sshiaafir afdes,
ST T AT & &igar (1860 &1 45) T &Ter 120-aT 9T Fem=T Har sfef==H, 1988 (1988
T 49) (2018 = ATATAIH 16 FRT TAT HeNTAT) il 4RI 7 % qgq aeAid JI0d § Hafdd &A1+
17.03.2023 #T =I5 w2 T fowEd, SeE swraw W fREiE 10.04.2023 Fr it W
A2 202370002 T 3T 9T §, & STI= STAXTe(4T) T SIwa 07 el o ToIT T UH STITer(e) |
2 AT IH Hag TRl FOMEATH, TEILOT Ua/3TaT U= UA/aT I He7age | o0 0 a7 Iegt azai &
e ol o7 oy F seauer #A & fou foeett fAaw e wamaET F "eedi & afwat s
FATTErRTY 7 e (R 10.04.2023, FTATHE TATT ) THET TSTEAT T H FLdT 2

[T, /. 228/31/2023-TE1-11]
ST FHI AT, a7 q=a

New Delhi, the 22nd June, 2023

S.0. 1056.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of the State
Government of Rajasthan, issued vide Notification No. F.19(18)Home-5/2023 dated 04.04.2023, Home (Gr.-V)
Department, Jaipur, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment (ex post facto w.e.f. 10.04.2023) to the whole State of Rajasthan for investigation into the offence(s)
arising out of the complaint dated 17.03.2023 lodged by Shri Deepak Mehra, S/o Ganesh Ram Mehra, Contractual
Employee of M/s Gravity Facility Management Solution Pvt. Ltd. at Military Engineering Services, Jaipur against
Shri Vinod Kumar, JE(E&M)-1, O/o GE Jaipur, MES, Jaipur, Shri Santosh Kumar Pandey, HR Manager, M/s Gravity
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Facility Management Solution Pvt. Ltd., Noida (UP) and unknown others under section 120-B of the Indian Penal
Code (45 of 1860) and section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (49 of 1988) (as amended by Act 16 of
2018), based on which a CBI case RCJAI2023A0002 has been registered on 10.04.2023 and any attempt, abetment
and/or conspiracy, in relation to or in connection with such offence(s) and/or for any other offence committed in the
course of the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

[F. No. 228/31/2023-AVD-I1]
SANJAY KUMAR CHAURASIA, Under Secy.

GIUCEIEE R E IS e
e fawelt, 22 977, 2023
3. 1057.— FeslT THTL, TSTATIT (1 F qTERT TAo1 % g 97w, Haw, 1976 %
F9-10 & SU-F9H (4) F F7a0 ®, AR THET 79T F s, famaay Fees w1 FEee,
areat T wifeeor, @fEe fumaas @ #war, afder, Sed 80 witea st & Zar &1
FIHETEF AT TTH F (AT 8, F AT ATeg=d Heal gl

[®T. 7. 2. 11014/9/2015-37.97.]
o sftareqd, aiis i qargs ud o7 af=a

MINISTRY OF CIVIL AVIATION
New Delhi, the 22nd June, 2023

S.0. 1057.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 of the Official Languages (Use for the Official
Purposes of the Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government, hereby notifies the Office of the Airport Director,

Airports Authority of India, Civil Airport Virk Kalan, Bhatinda under Ministry of Civil Aviation , whereof 80% staff
have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi.

[F. No. E-11014/9/2015-0OL]
PIYUSH SRIVASTAVA, Senior Economic Advisor & Addl. Secy.

T T ASHIR HATAT

% e, 14 979, 2023
F.3M. 1058.—sirenRa oA afafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT 14) #T &7 17 F ATEL H, Feald
HLHTT ST AFST e forfies, soeett & Jagds & dag Rt @i adia A9g 89, Tsrhie
F I ey § Ay =0T 9w siantis At ud 99 =raed, agaerErs & gdre (R

. -1005/2004) T SrET & srqerass H R@mar 747 §, 0 THAq FIAT g S hesd T LRl qree FHidl 6
|7 14.06.2023 T ITH g3 =T |

[€. TT-29012/53/1994-3 31 (TH)]
. . Ty, waw at=a

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYEMENT
New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1058.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 1005/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal
cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to Management of Gujarat Ambuja Comments Limited, Amreli and Bhartiya Mazdoor Sangh, Rajkot which was
received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. L-29012/53/1994-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
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ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
AHMEDABAD

Present: SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer, CGIT cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad,
Dated 28" March, 2023.
Reference: (CGITA) No- 1005/2004

The Dy. Manager(Personnel),

M/s. Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd.,

Ambujanagar, P.O. Kodinar,

Dist. Amreli-362720 ....First Party

\Y

Shri R. H. Makadia,

Clo. Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh,

‘Gayatri’, Rajputpara Main Road,

Opp. Lodhwad Police Station,

Rajkot-360 001. ....Second Party

Advocate For the First Party employer  : Shri A. S. Parikh
Advocate For the Second Party workman : Shri N. H. Rathod

AWARD

The Government of India/Ministry of Labour, New Delhi by reference adjudication Order
No. L-29012/53/94-IR(Misc.) dated 27.03.1996 referred the dispute for adjudication to the then Central Government
Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court, Rajkot (Gujarat) in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule. The matter
was received by transfer on creation of this Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court at Ahmedabad
in the year 2004.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of M/s Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. in terminating
the services of Shri R. H. Makadia is justified? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled?”

1. Case is listed for 10.07.2023. Both the Ld. Counsels of M/s. Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. and the Second
Party workman have appeared and submitted joint application Ex.14 to take the matter on board today as the parties to
the dispute have come from Amreli and Rajkot from far off distance and have settled the dispute out of court, the
matter is taken on board today in the interest of justice.

2. Parties submitted the memorandum of settlement dated 28.03.2023 vide Ex.15 duly signed by Shri Sunil
Kumar, Manager-HR, Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. Identified by his Ld. Counsel Shri Anil Parikh and the concerned
workman Shri Ranchodbhai Harjibhai Makadiya identified by his Ld. Counsel Shri Nirdosh H. Rathod along with the
copy of cheque No. 041073 dated 24.03.2023 of Rs.100000/- (Rupees one lacs only) issued by HDFC Bank.

3. Employer’s representative Shri Sunil Kumar, HR-Manager also filed his authority letter to settle this case for
the employer at Ex.16.

4. The verification order has been passed at the back of settlement Ex.15. As the parties have arrived at
settlement according to which cheque No. 041073 dated 24.03.2023 of Rs.100000/- (Rupees one lacs only) has been
handed over by the employer to the workman as the full and final settlement of the case. The settlement is accepted.
This case is accordingly decided in terms of settlement. Settlement Ex.15 will remain part of the award. The award is
passed accordingly.

Let two copies of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for the needful and for publication U/s 17(1)
of Industrial Disputes Act.

SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer
TE faeedl, 14 5, 2023

F.3M. 1059.—sireni fare sfafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT 14) &t &7 17 F ATELT H, Feald
TR O SAFISIT Hie orfies, Taeetl & Taed™ & gag Il i AT J9g 99, ToFe
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F A= aqag ¥ ARy T avar shente Jfasr ud 9/ =, JgaeER g1 (R
7. -1006/2004) T ST o qaa® | @ T §, THRIAT FIAT § ST Feald TR F GrFe Hidl 5
|1 14.06.2023 T ITH g7 T |

[€. TA-29012/52/1994-31T% 3T (TH)]
. . gy, wa gt

New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1059.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 1006/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal
cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to Management of Gujarat Ambuja Comments Limited, Amreli and Bhartiya Mazdoor Sangh, Rajkot which was
received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. L-29012/52/1994-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
AHMEDABAD

Present: SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-1,Presiding Officer, CGIT cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad,
Dated 28" March, 2023.
Reference: (CGITA) No- 1006/2004

The Dy. Manager (Personnel),

M/s. Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd.,

Ambujanagar, P.O. Kodinar,

Dist. Amreli-362 720 ...First Party

\

Shri B. L. Nakum,

Clo. Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh,

‘Gayatri’, Rajputpara Main Road,

Opp. Lodhwad Police Station,

Rajkot-360 001. ....Second Party

Advocate For the First Party employer  : Shri A. S. Parikh
Advocate For the Second Party workman : Shri N. H. Rathod
AWARD

The Government of India/Ministry of Labour, New Delhi by reference adjudication Order
No. L-29012/52/94-1R(Misc.) dated 27.03.1996 referred the dispute for adjudication to the Central Government
Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court, Rajkot (Gujarat) in respect of the matter was specified in the Schedule. The
matter was received by transfer on creation of this Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court at
Ahmedabad in the year 2004.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of M/s Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. in
terminating the services of Shri B. L. Nakum is justified? If not, to what relief the
workman is entitled?”

1. Case is listed for 10.07.2023. Both the Ld. Counsels of M/s. Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. and the Second
Party workman have appeared and submitted joint application Ex.14 to take the matter on board today as the parties to
the dispute have come from Amreli and Rajkot, far off distance and have settled the dispute out of court, the matter is
taken on board today in the interest of justice.

2. The parties have submitted the memorandum of settlement dated 28.03.2023 vide Ex.15 duly signed by
Shri Sunil Kumar, Manager-HR, Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. Identified by Ld. Counsel Shri Anil Parikh and the
concerned workman Shri Bharatkumar Laxmanbhai Nakum identified by his Ld. Counsel Shri Nirdosh H. Rathod
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along with the copy of cheque No. 041072 dated 24.03.2023 of Rs.100000/- (Rupees one lacs only) issued by HDFC
Bank.

3. Employer’s representative Shri Sunil Kumar, HR-Manager also filed his authority letter to settle this case for
the employer at Ex.16.

4. The verification order has been passed at the back of settlement Ex.15. As the parties have arrived at
settlement according to which cheque No. 041072 dated 24.03.2023 of Rs.100000/- (Rupees one lacs only) has been
handed over by the employer to the workman as the full and final settlement of the case. The settlement Ex.15 is
accepted. This case is decided in terms of settlement Ex.15. Which will remain part of the award. The award is passed
accordingly.

Let two copies of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for the needful and for publication
U/s 17(1) of Industrial Disputes Act.

SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer
¢ faeett, 10 ade, 2023
&AL, 1060.—3= fdare Iff=m 1047 (1947 HT 14) BT &RT 17 & ARV H Hwl
WHR &% AF AR & Yagad, ddg FAedl AR 396 dHGRI & dr9 ey H Mfdse sienfs
fdare # = WRBR SHATRF ARBT /519 AT, Yo & Uare (22/2015) UHIRIT BT © |
[, T-12011/86/2011-3% 5T (S-11)]
qAT, 3T Haerh

New Delhi, the 10th April, 2023

S.0. 1060.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 22/2015) of the Cent.Govt.Indus.Tribunal-cum-Labour Court Pune as
shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Bank of Maharashtra and their
workmen.

[No. L-12011/86/2011-1R(B-11)]

SALONI, Dy. Director.
ANNEXURE
IN THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT PUNE PRESIDED OVER BY SHRI K. N. GAUTAM
Reference IT NO. 22 OF 2015

Bank of Maharashtra

Lok Managal, 1501, Shivaji Nagar,

Pune 411005 ....First Party
Versus

The General Secretary

Bank of Maharashtra Employees Union

Clo. Bank of Maharashtra, Lok Mangal,

1501, Shivajinagar, Pune 411005 ....Second Party
AWARD

( Dated : 07.10.2022)

This is a reference forwarded by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi vide order dated
24.05.2012 in exercise of the powers conferred by Clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in respect of dispute between first party and second party as mentioned in the
Schedule annexed to the order of the reference for adjudication to this Tribunal.

2. After receiving the said reference, notices were issued to both parties. After filing statement of claim and
written statement by both the parties, the issues were framed on 23.8.2022. However, no evidence led by the Second
Party since then. The learned counsel for the Second Party filed purshis at Exh. U-5 dated 7.10.2022 that he is having
no instructions from the Second Party. The roznama shows that the second party failed to take any steps to lead
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evidence and to proceed with the reference. It appears that the second party has lost interest. In view of this in
absence of evidence of the second party, the demands of second party cannot be adjudicated. Therefore, | have no
alternative, but to answer the reference in the negative. With this, | proceed to pass the following award :-

- AWARD :-
1. The reference is answered in the negative.
2. No order as to costs.
3. The copies of this award be sent to the

appropriate authority of the Government.

K. N. GAUTAM, Presiding Officer

¢ fReett, 24 W€, 2023
F.3. 1061.—sirenis fTare afafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT 14) T o=T 17 F A8 H, Feald
ALEH TRTE TLATY Fofl T, T, F THIAT 6 Hag (ATl 31T I HIET, 6 o9 oAqaed |
ATy Fe A st TfaTr- 9g-98 =Aaed-1 g9 & 9497e (a9 9ea1 CGIT-1/18 of 2022)
& ST & aqers § fammar a2, # IR w8 OS b " Hl qiFe KidT 6 AT
24.05.2023 T ITH g3 =T |

[/, Ta-42011/261/2022 -3 ¥ (317)]
<. . fgaTy, wa 9=

New Delhi, the 24th May, 2023

S.0. 1061.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. CGIT-1/18 of 2022) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal
cum Labour Court - | Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to Tarapur Atomic Power Station, Palghar and their Workmen, which was received along with soft copy of the award
by the Central Government on 24.05.2023.

[No. L-42011/261/2022-IR(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No.1, MUMBAI
Present: Justice K.D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer
REFERENCE No. CGIT-1/18 OF 2022

Tarapur Atomic Power Station ....1% Party
VIs.
Their Workmen ....2" Party
Presence:
For the Management No.1 : Absent
For the Union : Absent

Mumbai dated the 11" day of April, 2023.
AWARD

Both sides are found absent. Union fails to appear in spite of due service of notice upon it as per A.D. Card.
So, it can be presumed the union is no more interested to proceed with the case.

The Government of India, through Ministry of Labour vide order No. L-42011/261/2022 IR(DU) dated
21.07.2022 has referred the following dispute for adjudication by this Tribunal. “1. Whether the demand of Tarapur
Atomic Power Project-3&4 Employees Association, Palghar vide letter dated 22.04.2021 to the Management of
NPCIL, Tarapur Atomic Power Station — 3&4, Palghar for exemption of acknowledgement of IT return during
renewal of Contributory Health Services Scheme (CHSS) facility of parents/ Parents-in-law(in case of female
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employees) is proper, legal and justified? If yes, to what relief is the disputant union entitled and what directions, if
any, are necessary in the matter?

2. Whther the pre-requisite of submission of acknowledgement of IT return filed for renewal of Contributory Health
Services Scheme(CHSS) facility of parents/Parents-in law(in case of female employees) is a change in service
condition under Section 9A of ID Act. 19477 If yes, whether the claim of Tarapur Atomic Power Project -3 &4
Employees Association, Palghar that the action of the management of NPCIL Tarapur Atomic Power Station-3&4
Palghar has violated item no. 8 of Section 9A of the ID Act, 1947, is proper legal and justified? If yes, to what relief
the disputant Union is entitled?

Unfortunately, there is nothing in the record or no material is there on record to decide the above issue. The
union who has raised the above dispute has failed to file its claim application supported by documents or law or
citation that employee of Tarapur Atomic Power Projects-3&4 employee enjoy special privilege under Income Tax
Act, and they are exempted to get deduction more than the prescribed slab towards medical claim or that they are
exempted from filing I.T. returns.

In fact, it appears by filing the present case, the union want its members from evading tax liability towards
medical claim.

Be that as it may, since the union has failed to pursue the dispute, and as such no dispute award is passed.
Accordingly Reference Case No. 18 of 2022 is disposed of.
Justice K.D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer

T faeeht, 25 7S, 2023

AT, 1062, —3=NR f@are sfaf=as, 1947 (1947 &1 14) it g7 17 F ATELT H, Feaid
ALEH AETEdd, TEAR, IRd g9 v fofiee =iwe vas=s, TR, deme; d=o sfwer,
TEAR 9Rq g9 T ffiee e ua=s, wisesr, 9o q9 Rfesaa S, 3o-l,
FATATATS, FITSTowT, TTTE; STerar =t 60 LT, |/ agraae®, SAimi|, Ad g4 A e
T TR, RS, oS ded woue, st . ffiee Ser e S, T8 e, F
TEGAT & qag (A S o gt [{E, FEE, F a9 aqag § [y siente G |1 w0
LT STRIF ATHIT- Ha- 7 AATAI-1 ARG 6 G=T1e (Ha9 T 49/2020) FT ST &6 SAqera® #
o T 2, T AT FIAT & ST FHea (I AL R G HAT 6 G727 25/05/2023 FT ITH g AT |

[/. TA-42025/07/2023/-106-3T27 (F17)]
. %, Ry, s At

New Delhi, the 25th May, 2023

S.0. 1062.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 49/2020) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court —1,Chandigarh, as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation
The General manager, Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Ferozepur, Punjab; Divisional
Engineer, Telecom Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Fazilka, Punjab; Sub Divisional Engineer,
Group-1l, BSNL, Fazilka, Punjab; JTO Sh. Sanjay Rewaria, C/o General Manager, Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam
Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Ferozepur, Punjab; M/s A.S. Telematics Pvt. Ltd., District Center Janakpuri, New Delhi,
and Shri Surjit Singh, worker, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on
05/04/2023.

[No. L-42025/07/2023/-106-1R(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-I, CHANDIGARH.
Present: Sh. J.K. TRIPATHI, PRESIDING OFFICER.
ID No. 49/2020
Registered On:-22.03.2021
Surjit Singh S/o Sh. Hukam Singh,
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R/o Village Saiday Ke Uttar Urf Chandmari,

P.O. Bahik Khas, Tehsil and Distt. Fazilka (Punjab). ...Workman
Versus
1. The General manager, Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Ferozepur, Punjab.
2. Divisional Engineer, Telecom Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Fazilka, Punjab.
3. Sub Divisional Engineer, Group-11, BSNL, Fazilka, Punjab.
4. JTO Sh. Sanjay Rewaria, C/o General manager, Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange,

Ferozepur, Punjab.

5. M/s A.S. Telematics Pvt. Ltd. 808, AIC Jaina Tower-11, Plot No.6,
District Center Janakpuri, New Delhi-110058. ... Respondents/Managements

AWARD
Passed On:-20.04.2023

1. The workman Surjit Singh has directly filed this claim petition under Section 2-A of the Industrial Dispute
Act 1947 (hereinafter called the Act) for his illegal termination by the management.

2. The brief facts relevant for deciding this claim petition is that the workman joined his duty in the office of
General Manager, Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Telephone Exchange, Ferozepur, Punjab in 1997 in Fazilka
town and he continuously worked upto 30.11.2019 i.e. approximately for a period of 22 years without any break
with the respondents/managements. The workman during the initial years directly worked with the management and
the management used to pay him salary in cash by SDO. At that time Sh. Rinku Arora was working as JTO and the
workman worked with him for a period of one year. The workman was assured by the management at the time of the
initial engagement that he will be regularized against the regular vacancy. The workman worked with SDO Group-II
Fazilka and Sh. Sanjay Rewaria was working as J.E. and Sh. Harish Ghumber was serving as SDO. The workman
was working under the direct control and supervision of the management of respondent nos.1 to 4. The workman
worked in Arniwala Telephone Exchange for a period of three years. The workman also worked in Mandi Laduka,
Teh. Kalandar and Bajewala till 30.11.2019 and also worked for a period of three years in Group-1l Fazilka. The
workman was not paid his salary for the last 11 months w.e.f. January 2019 to November 2019 and when the service
of the workman was terminated Sh. Sukhwinder Singh was working as JTO in Ferozepur, Punjab. The workman in
2018 met with an accident while performing his official duty as per orders of management and his right shoulder
was injured very badly and a steel rod was inserted in his shoulder and he remained hospitalized as indoor patient in
Medical College Faridkot. No treatment was given to the workman by ESI dispensary/hospital and an amount of
Rs.3,00,000/- was spent by his relatives for his treatment when he remained admitted as indoor patient in Medical
College at Faridkot and this amount was also not reimbursed to the workman whereas it was the first and foremost
duty of the management to take him in hospital for free treatment and the money spent by his relatives should have
also been reimbursed but all in vain. From the date of joining i.e. from 1997 to 2009 salary was paid to the workman
by the SDO. After 2009 the contractor Sh. Roshan Lal started deducting EPF from the salary of the workman and
the workman never met to any contractor for performing his official duties. All of sudden without any rhyme and
reason on 30.11.2019 the workman was not allowed to perform his official duty by the SDO BSNL and the services
of the workman were terminated by the management illegally, arbitrarily, unlawfully and against the provisions of
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Before the termination of the services of the workman no notice or one month pay in
lieu thereof was even given to the workman despite the fact that the workman completed more than 22 years approx.
and no retrenchment compensation was offered rather fresh persons were engaged by the management. The
mandatory provisions of Section 25-F, G and H of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have grossly been violated by
the management by terminating the services of workman and therefore, the action of the management amounts to
unfair labour practice. In view of the averments made above, it is therefore prayed that the management be directed
to reinstate the workman into service with full back wages w.e.f. 01.12.2019 with continuity of service along with
18% interest in the interest of justice.

3. The management has filed its written statement, alleging therein that there is no master and servant
relationship between the workman and management nor the workman was engaged by the management nor paid any
wages nor there is any supervision and control over the workman by the BNSL as alleged by the workman in his
statement of claim. The work of petty nature was got performed through various contractors from time to time as per
the policy of the Government and contract agreements had been executed with them. The contract agreements for
the relevant period are attached as Annexure M-1 to M-29. It is denied that the workman had joined the duties in the
O/o GMT, BSNL Ferozepur in 1997 and the workman worked with the BSNL upto 30.11.2019. It is further denied
that the workman initially worked directly with BSNL and any salary was being paid by the SDO, BSNL in cash. It
is further denied that the workman worked with SDO Group-Il Fazilka in 1998 when Sh. Sanjay Rewaria was
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working as JE and Sh. Harish Ghumber was serving as SDO. It is further denied that the workman was working
under the direct control and supervision of the management of respondent no.1 to 4 and payment of salary was being
made by SDO concerned and worked in Arniwala Telephone Exchange for a period of three years or further in
Mandi Laduka or Kalandar and Bajewala till 30.11.2019. The workman may be engaged by the contractor who has
been taking the work from the workman in performance of the contract and the workman was never engaged by
BSNL for performance of these duties. The workman is making the false averments without any substance or
evidence of his working continuously or regarding the payment. It is denied that the workman has not been paid
salary for last 11 months i.e. from January, 2019 to November, 2019. It is denied that the workman was terminated
and Mrs. Sukhwinder Singh may be working as JTO but he had no concern with the workman as the workman may
have been engaged by the contractors. The management is not having any information with regard to such incidence
of the accident of workman or treatment taken by the workman in any hospital nor the same has ever been reported
to the answering-management by the workman or any contractor at any relevant time. The workman has himself
admitted that he worked with contractor Sh. Roshan Lal who started deducting EPF from his salary. It is specifically
denied that the workman was terminated by the management illegally, arbitrarily and unlawfully whereas the facts
are that the workman was never engaged by the BSNL nor paid him any wages nor he worked under the supervision
and control of BSNL as the workman himself has not placed on record any evidence to prove his engagement or
payment or supervision or control. Since the workman was not engaged by BSNL so the question of placing other
employees in his place by BSNL does not arise. Since the workman was not the workman of BSNL nor his services
were terminated by BSNL therefore, serving of notice of one month or pay in lieu thereof does not arise. The
management has not violated the provisions contained in Section 25-F, G & H of the ID Act as alleged. In view of
the position stated above, it is therefore, prayed that the claim of the workman may kindly be dismissed with cost as
the workman is not entitled to the relief as prayed for in the interest of justice, equity and fair play.

4. During the pendency of the proceedings before this Tribunal on 20.04.2023, the workman Sh. Surjit Singh
has made a statement that he has amicably settled the matter with the management and he do not want to pursue the
matter and prayed for withdrawal of the same. Since a settlement has been arrived at between the parties, there is no
need to proceed with the matter further.

5. It is now well settled position in law that any settlement arrived at between the parties is legally binding
upon both the parties in terms of the provisions of Section 18 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.

6. In view of the statement made by the workman Sh. Surjit Singh, the present claim petition is dismissed as
settled. The statement made by the workman Sh. Surjit Singh shall remain the integral part of the Award.

7. Let copy of the award be sent to the Central Government for publication of the same as required under
Section 17(2) of the Act.

J. K. TRIPATHI, Presiding Officer
7% fawett, 59, 2023

L. 1063.—alefes  fdare orfSif-em, 1947 (1947 @1 14) @1 GRT 17 & AFER H,
DGR WHR AHAHTT. S Jagasd & dag MASdl 3R I9dh HADGRI & 4914, Jgad H e
e fare ¥ o< WReR AEfE JAHU-ag-51 Iad 7. 2, gddle & Yare (Had
. 24/2016) BT USRI PN &, S Dald TRBR DI 02.06.2023 DI UTK F3TT o7 |

[|. TA-20012/147/2015-3T% 3% (¥, 7H-1)]
Tftrhed. ue, 37 Ao

New Delhi, the 5th June, 2023

S.0. 1063.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 24/2016) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023

[No. L-20012/147/2015-IR(CM-1)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
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ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2), AT DHANBAD.

Present: Dr. S. K THAKUR, Presiding Officer
IN THE MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE UNDER SECTION 10(1) (D) OF THE I.D. ACT, 1947.
REFERENCE No. 24 OF 2016.

PARTIES : Central Secretary,
Jharkhand Colliery Mazdoor Union,
At Parbad, PO: Jeenagora
Dhanbad 828115

Vs.

The General Manager,
Lodna Area of M/s BCCL
PO: Khas Jeenagora
Dhanbad, 828115

Order No. L-20012/147/2015-IR(CM-1) dt.02.02.2016

APPEARANCES

On behalf of the workman/Union : None .

On behalf of the Management : Mr. D.K.Verma, Ld. Advocate

State : Jhrkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 17" March , 2023
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their
Order No. L-20012/147/2015-IR(CM-1) dt. 02.02.2016.

SCHEDULE

Whether the action of the Management of Joyrampur Colliery under Lodna Area of M/s BCCL
in dismissing Shri Jitu Singh, Pers. No. 02943137, Ex- Miner Loader from the services of the
Company is fair and justified? To what relief the concerned workman is entitled to?”

1. On receipt of the above reference, notice was sent to the workman as well as to the
Respondent/Management. The postal articles sent to the workmen, referred above duly delivered to the workmen
union. The workmen did not move further except filing the written statement of claim .The Sponsoring Union was
given sufficient opportunity to further his contention as per claim statement but none turned up except once for
seeking time to file rejoinder to the written statement —cum- rejoinder filed by the OP/management .No step was
taken by the workman to proceed for adjudication of the dispute after filing the claim statement despite ample
opportunity afforded. which shows that the workman is not interested to adjudicate the matter on merit.

2. As thus, the workman has not made sincere attempt for the cause of the action nor has he made
attempts to push the matter on merit to prove his issue of the matter against the Respondent/management. As such,

the Tribunal is left with no choice, except to pass a “No Claim Award” and the same is passed in the instant reference
I.D Case No0.24/2016

3. Let the copy of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government as required under Sec. 17 of the for
publication.

Dr. S.K.THAKUR, Presiding Officer
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7% fReeT, 597, 2023

AT, 1064.—iEfrs  faare oI, 1947 (1947 T 14) @I &R 17 & JATER H,
S AR AL TT. & gduad & dag Ml ¢k S dHeRI @ 44, ey # fAfdw

e fare ¥ o< WReR IAEfS IHRU-Hag-51 A-ed 4. 2, 9418 @ ydre (dad 9.
30/2003) B UBIRM PRI &, Sl D=l WBGR B 02.06.2023 DI UK 1AT T |

[}, TH-20012/246/2002-3TST< (Fi-1)]
Hforsha Uq, 37 Ao

New Delhi, the 5th June, 2023

S.0. 1064.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 30/2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023.

[No. L-20012/246/2002 - IR (C-1)]
MANIKANADAN. N, Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No.2), AT DHANBAD.

Present Dr. S.K.Thakur, Presiding Officer
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D.Act., 1947.
REFERENCE NO 30 OF 2003.

PARTIES: : The Vice President,
Rastriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh,
Rajendra Path, Post Box No. 22,
Dhanbad -826001,
(Jharkhand).

Vs.

The General Manager,

Katras Area of M/s BCCL,

PO: Katras , Disst: , Dhanbad-826001.

Order No. L-20012/246/2002-1R(C-1) dt.10.03.2003

APPEARANCES

On behalf of the workman/Union : : None .

On behalf of the Management : Mr. S.N, Ghosh . Ld. Advocate

State : Jharkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 17" March, 2023

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order
No. L-20012/246/2002-1R(C-1) dt. 10.03.2003.

SCHEDULE

Whether the action of the Management of Katras Area of M/s BCCL for not referring the
workman Shri Manik Chandra, Attendance Clerk to Apex Medical Board /Age Assessment
Committee for determination of his age is fair and justified? If not, to which relief the
workman is entitled to"
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1. The brief facts of the case as per written statement of claim by the workman are that workman Manick
Chandra had been working in Gazlitand Colliery of Katras Area of M/s BCCL as Attendance Clerk since 12.10.1971.
He became member of CMPF after one and half year and his date of birth in CMPF record is 26.08.1952.In Service
Excerpt it was wrongly recorded as 26 years on 12.10.1971. The workman submitted application that his date of birth
should be 26.08.1952. The Management after verification found that in CMPF Record the date of birth is 26.08.1952
which is also mentioned in Identity Card because at the time of appointment in the original Form-B Register the date
of birth is recorded as 26.08.1952. During the conciliation when he wanted that the Management should produce the
original form-B Register, they refused .That he requested that if they are not in a position to produce original Form-B
Register the workman should be referred to Apex Medical Board for the assessment of his age after following the
system to assess the age as per the medical jurisprudence. Over this the OP/management did not agree. Thus the
workman seeks direction to direct the OP/Management to refer the workman to assess workman’s age without any
pressure to the Apex Medical Board.

2. In contrary to the claim of the workman the OP/Management in their counter replied that Sri Manik Chandra
was a permanent worker of Gazlitand Colliery of Katras Area presently working as Attendance Clerk .He was
appointed at Gazlitand Colliery on 12.10.1971 and his date of birth was written in the statutory record as 26 years as
on 12.10.1971 in Form-B Register.

a) That in the Identity Card the workman has tampered the record as there is erasing which is quite visible after
close scrutiny.

b) That in the Service Excerpt the date of birth has been mentioned 26 years as per from “B” and date of
appointment 12.10.1971 .He has not raised any dispute in the Service Excerpt.

c) That as per Implementation Instruction No. 76 of the National Coal Wages Act.lll (NCWA) the above
recording of date of birth in the Form-B after being authenticated by the workman concerned is treated as
final.

d) In view of the above facts and as per record as the date of birth is contained in the Form”B” and also in
Service Excerpt, EDP there is no discrepancy.

e) Adding further that as per policy of the Company there is no point for raising the dispute at the fag end of his
employment and claiming for sending him to Apex Medical Board for determination of his age.

So the action of the OP/Management for accepting the date of birth as per Form-B as 26 years is just, fair and
legally correct. There is no merit in the claim for referring the workman concerned to the Apex Medical Board as per
policy of the Company. By this way the workman has not suffered any loss. As such he is also not entitled to get any
relief in the matter.

3. The issue involved of the matter proceeded and advanced on merit during the course of hearing after filing
statement of claim and counter-claim by the OP/Management the matter of the proceedings suddenly stopped on
evidence of workman.The workman could not produce evidence so the onus was passed on to the OP/Management
for the same issue. OP/Management also kept buying for time and did not come forward. In the absence of interest
from workman-side in adducing the witness and evidence on his behalf the matter left in mid way without taking
any further step in regular course even after serving notices to the parties and adjournments granted suo mottu itself.
So it is of no use to let hearing of the matter continue as the issue of matter of the proceeding has lost the merit
with passage of time.

4. Considering the provisions of the Industrial Dispute Act and the facts and circumstances the Reference, the
Tribunal has held it proper and justified not to proceed further in the absence of any interest and sincere approach on
the part of the Union/ workman . Since hearing of the case resumed in the year 2019 after a long gap even after
serving notices the Union/petitioner did not appear or make any further pleading on the matter. This shows the
workman’s unwillingness to go to finality of the issue under Reference through adjudication despite being provided
ample opportunity in the line of the natural justice. Thus, the Reference deserves for closure of the issue being devoid
of merit and unwillingness.Since the workmen concerned is no longer interested to proceed and pursue the case and
the matter under Reference, no relief is awarded to the workman.

Dr. S.K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer

7% fawetT, 597, 2023

AT 1065 fdare Af&FTH, 1947 (1947 BT 14) B ORI 17 & JFFARY
HEH AR AL HLTT . S Jeads & Hag FANdl IR 96 dHGRI & a9, gad d FHfdse
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e faare § I WREHR ARG JIRHU-Hag-5" A ed . 2, gqaTs @& Uare (ded
. 06/2012) P UBIRC Bl 8, Sl D=l WRGR Bl 02.06.2023 DI UTE G o7 |

[|. T-20012/51/2011-3mgsm (<. uH-1)]
Tftreq. ua, 37 A
New Delhi, the 5th June, 2023

S.0. 1065.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 06/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023

[No. L-20012/51/2011-IR(CM-1)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy Director
ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2), AT DHANBAD.
Present: Dr. S.K.THAKUR, Presiding Officer
IN THE MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE UNDER SECTION 10(1) (D) OF THE I.D. ACT., 1947.
REFERENCE NO 06 OF 2012.

PARTIES: : The President, ,
Jharkhand Mines Lal Jhanda Mazdoor Union,
Bhowra, Dhanbad (Jharkhand)

Vs.

The General Manager,
Bastocalla Area of M/s BCCL .
PO: Dhansar, Distt: Dhanbad ,
(Jharkhand)
Order No. L-20012/51/2011-IR(CM-1) _dt. 20.12.2011

APPEARANCES

On behalf of the workman/Union None .

On behalf of the Management : Mr. D.K.Verma, Ld. Advocate
State Jhrkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 15™ March, 2023
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their
Order No. L-20012/51/2011-IR(CM-I) dt. 20.12.2011.

SCHEDULE

Whether the action of the Management of Bastocolla Colliery of M/s BCCL in not regularizing
S/Sri Lal Mohan Mahato, Karu Saw and Haradhan Rawani as LHD Operator is justified and
fair? To what relief the workmen concerned is entitled to ?”

1 On receipt of the above reference ,notice was sent to the workmen as well as to the Respondent/Management
.The postal articles sent to the workmen ,referred above duly delivered to the workmen union. The workmen Union
filed the claim of the statement which was countered by the OP /Management .Apart from it one of the said
workmen namely Karu Saw adduced the evidence on3.2.2013 on behalf of the workmen. Thereafter sufficient
opportunity afforded to the workmen to prove the case on merit but none turned up in spite of repeated opportunity
,which shows that the workmen/ Union are not interested to adjudicate the matter on merit.

2. The workmen / Union has left the matter after filing written claim and merely adducing evidence once and
kept the issue hanging since 05.09.2014. The workman neither put their appearance nor they have filed evidence to
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support of claim to prove his cause of action against the Respondent/management. The Tribunal is left with no
choice, except to pass a “No Claim Award” and the same is passed in the instant reference I.D Case No. 06/2012 ,

3. Let the copy of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government as required under Sec. 17 of the for
publication.

Dr. S. K THAKUR, Presiding Officer
7% fReeft, 55, 2023
FLAT. 1066 —=iEfies  fdare AMRFR—HE, 1947 (1947 BT 14) DI GRT 17 & AR
AP PR SLHLH.TA.S Jagad & g FReel R S99 dHGRI & drb, Iged § ffds

MNenfire faae § oy ReR ANenfiie ARG-Hg-9m I d. 2, o9a1e & g (ded
AT 17/2019) B UHIRG BT 8, Sl Sl APR Pl 02.06.2023 B UTG M oI |

[/. TH-20012/29/2019-3% A (7. 7H-1)]
Hforshe Ud, 37 Ao

New Delhi, the 5th June, 2023

S.0. 1066.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 17/2019) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023

[No. L-20012/29/2019-IR(CM-1)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No.2), AT DHANBAD.
PRESENT: Dr. S.K.Thakur, Presiding Officer.

IN THE MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE UNDER SECTION 10(1)(D) OF THE 1.D.ACT.,1947.
REFERENCE NO. 17 OF 2019.

PARTIES: The Astt. Secretary,
Central Committee,
United Coal Workers Union,
1V/31, Main Colony.
Sudamdih, Dhanbad-828126

Vs.

The General Manager,

E.J Area of M/s BCCL,
PO: Bhowra , Dhanbad
828302

Order No. 1.-20012/29/2019-1R(CM-1) dt. 24.06.2019

APPEARANCES
On behalf of the workman/Union : : None .
On behalf of the Management : None
State Jharkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 17" March, 2023
AWARD
The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under

Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their
Order No.L-20012/29/2019-1R(CM-1I) dt. 24.06.2019
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SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of Bhowra (S) Colliery under E.J Area of M/s
BCCL in non-payment of SPRA & SPRA Arrear to Shri Govind Bhuia, Miner
Loader, Pers. No. 02992469 is fair and justified? If not, to what relief the concerned
workman is entitled?”

On receipt of the above reference, notice was sent to the workman as well as to the Respondent/Management . The
postal article sent to the workman/Union, referred above, is duly delivered to the workman Union. Workman/Union is
given sufficient opportunity to fle claim statement but none turned up in spite of the opportunity afforded to file claim
statement, which shows that the workman/ Union is not interested in adjudication of the matter on merit.

Since the workman/Union has neither put their appearance nor they have filed statement of claim to prove
their cause against the Respondent/Management, As such this Tribunal is left with no choice, except to pass a “No
Claim Award” and the same is passed in the instant reference ID NO. 17/2019.

Let copy of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government as required under Section 17 of the Act for
publication.

Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer

TE faeett, 9 57, 2023

AT, 1067.—iefrep  faare ofiF=™, 1947 (1947 &T 14) @I &R 17 & JATER H,
SR WHR MM TT. & gduds & dag Ml &R S9a dHaRI @ 44, ey § fAfds
e faare ¥ B WRGR ARG AHU-Tg-59 IR 7. 2, gqa18 & ydie (Hed =
02/2015) @ USHIRM P &, I duld WRGR - B 02.06.2023 DI UK GaAT T |

[/, TH-20012/136/2014-3ETT (F1.7H-1)]
Tforses ue, 37 e

New Delhi, the 9th June, 2023

S.0. 1067.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 02/2015) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023

[No. L-20012/136/2014— IR (CM-1)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No.2), AT DHANBAD.

Present: Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer
IN THE MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE UNDER SECTION 10(1) (D) OF THE I.D. ACT., 1947.
REFERENCE NO. 02 OF 2015.

PARTIES: : Jt. General Secretary,
Bahujan Mazdoor Union
Mines Rescue Station,
PO : Dhansar, Dhanbad -828106

Vs.

The. General Manager,
P. B. Area of M/s BCCL.,
PO : Kusunda, Dhanbad-828116 (Jharkhand),
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Order No. L-20012/136/2014-1R (CM-I) dt. 05.01.2015 :

On behalf of the workman/Union : Mr. R.R. Ram, Ld. Advocate
On behalf of the Management : Mr. Ganesh Prasad Ld. Advocate
State Jharkhand Industry Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 21st March, 2023
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the I.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order
No. L-20012/136/2014-IR (CM-1) dt. 05.01.2015.

SCHEDULE

“Whether action of the management of P.B.Area of M/s BCCL in denial to correct the age of Shri
Bijay Dusadh, SDL Operator, in all the records of the Company as 1960 instead of 11.02.1956 is
fair and justified. To what relief the concerned workman is entitled to ?

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between Employer, i.e. the Management of M/s  General Manager, P.B. Area of M/s BCCL, Dhanbad and its
workman/claimant herein, under cause (d) of the Sub Section (1) and sub Section (2A) of Sect. 10 of the Industrial
Dispute Act 1947 vide Order No. L-20012/136/2014-IR (CM-I) dt. 05.01.2015 .for adjudication on the issue
referred above. On receipt of the above reference, notice was sent to the workman as well as the Management as well
for appearance and filing claim.

2. Responding to the Notice the Sponsoring Union appearing on behalf of the workman filed the written
statement of claim with facts that workman concerned Shri Bijay Dusadh designated as SDL Operator appointed in
Burragarh Colliery on 1%, June 1981 as permanent workman. The said workman was initially appointed in Burragarh
Colliery of M/s. BCCL and his date of birth was recorded as 1960 in Burragarh Colliery where he was initially
appointed. The date of birth is recorded at his initial place of posting at Burragarh Colliery as 1960. The same was
recorded in Form-B Register of the workman and also in the Service Excerptand I. D. Card.

The workman concerned was transferred to Simlabahal Colliery from Burragarh Colliery of M/s BCCL where
his date of birth is recorded as 1960 as per his old Form “B” Register of initial appointment. At present the workman
is posted at Bhalgora Project New Pit under the P.B.Area of M/s BCCL. Noteworthy while preparing NEIS at Head
Quarter level, the date of birth of the workman is recorded as 11.02.1956 without consent of the workman which is
wrong and incorrect.

When the matter came to the knowledge of the workman that his date of birth is recorded wrongly i.e,
11.02.1956, he represented himself before the Authority to record his correct of date of birth as 1960. As per
representation of the workman concerned the Authority of Bhalgora Project called for the old form “B” Register from
the authority of Burragarh Colliery , his initial place of appointment. The action of the Management of P.B. Area of
M/s BCCL in denial to correct his date of birth as 1960 is unjustified and unfair. The workman concerned is entitled
to get relief. That the actual date of birth of the workman concerned is 1960 as recorded in all records of the
Company. So the Union/workman prays for treating his correct date of birth as 1960. With the claim the workman
also filed supporting documents in contention of his pleading to substantiate the fact.

3. The workman represented to the Colliery Management for necessary correction instead of 11.02.1956.His
date of birth dispute was examined properly and after due examination the Competent Authority has been pleased to
rectify his date of birth 12.02.1956 to 01.06.1060 vide order dt. 06.01.2016 and communicated to the workman
concerned and concerned officials. Copy of the office Order dt. 01.02.2011 has also been filed confirming the
redressal of the grievance as dispute raised in the instant reference.

4. Thus the Tribunal held that the Workman do not have grievance any longer against the OP/Management
on the matter of the issue under Reference. So the reference is closed as non-existent of any dispute any longer in
between the OP/Management and the workman. The reference Industrial Dispute is disposed of accordingly as non-
existent.

Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer
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7% e, 9 51, 2023

AT, 1068l faare oI, 1947 (1947 &T 14) &I &R 17 & JATER H,
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211/1998) ®I UBIR &Rl ©, Sl d=d WRBR DI 02062023 Pl U T3 o7 |

[q. Te-20012/614/97-3TET (F1-1)]
Hftrhed o, 37 Ao

New Delhi, the 9th June, 2023

S.0. 1068.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. N0.211/1998) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023.

[No. L-20012/614/97 -IR(Coal-1)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2), AT DHANBAD.
Present: Dr. S. K. Thakur, Presiding Officer.

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act., 1947.
REFERENCE NO. 211 OF 1998.

PARTIES: : The Secretary,
BCKU, Jharnapara Hirapur, Dhanbad
Vs.

The General Manager, (P & IR)
M/s BCCL, Koyla Bhawan,
Dhanbad .
Order No. L-20012/614/97-1R (Coal-1) dt. 30.11.98.

APPEARANCES

On behalf of the workman/Union : Mr. D. Mukherjee Ld. Advocate
On behalf of the Management : Mr. R. N. Ganguly Ld. Advocate
State Jharkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 17th March, 2023

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their
Order No. L-20012/614/97-IR (Coal-1) dt. 30.11.98.

SCHEDULE

Whether the demand of the Union for the employment of the dependents of Lat Bahadur Yadav and Late
Hera Ram Khelawar on compassionate ground of reference case No. 105/90 is legal and justified? If so, to what
relief the dependent of these workmen are entitled to ?

1. This is a Reference received from the appropriate Government vide Ministry’s Order No. L-20012/614/97-
IR(Coal-I) dt. 30.01.1998 to adjudicate whether the demand of the Union for the employment of the dependents of
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Lat Bahadur Yadav and Late Hera Ram Khelawar on compassionate ground arising out of Reference Case No.
105/90 is legal and justified? If so, to what relief the dependent of these workmen are entitled to ?

2. The brief facts as stated in the claim petition is that the claimants dependents of the Lat Bahadur Yadav and
Late Hera Ram Khelawar respectively raised a dispute based on Reference Case No. 105/90 was adjudicated and
awarded by the CGIT No. 1, Dhanbad whereby the workmen concerned were directed to be regularized by the
OP/Management with consequential effects. The matter was challenged before the Hon’ble High Court ,Patna at
Ranchi Bench with confirmation to the said Award. In the wake of said Award confirmed by the Hon’ble High
Court,Ranchi the Union and Management agreed upon in a bipartite settlement to reinstate and regularize the
workmen concerned involved with said Reference with payment of Rs. 3,000/- to each of them. But unfortunately
the workmen concerned Lal Bahadur Yadav and Hare Ram Khelwar died on 15.10.1990 and 28.10.1991 respectively
. By taking ride of the provisions of the agreement of NCWA(National Coal Wages Agreement) a bye-laws enforced
in the Collieries, the dependants of the Late workmen / the Union demanded employment before the OP/Management
being themselves dependents/ substitute to referred Late workmen.

3. Per contra the Management filed written statement denying the stand taken by the claimants as vague not
specifically furnishing the particular names for whom employment under adjudication is to be required, thus not
maintainable. OP/Management contended that the award passed by the CGIT NO. 1 cannot be accepted as it
suffered from multiple infirmities. The Management filed a Writ before the Hon’ble High Court showing intention to
fight the case upto the Hon’ble Supreme Court as many persons included in the Award were not the genuine
workmen and the Tribunal without deciding the authenticity of the workmen passed the Award for providing
employment to large number of persons. So it has been pleaded that there exists no industrial dispute.

4. During the pendency on behalf of the Union, both the workmen individually adduced their evidence as
WW-1 and WW-2 with documentary evidences and subsequently onus shifted to the side of Management. It has
been pleaded that there exists no Industrial Dispute and the claim is not maintainable. But it has been observed that
the workmen side abruptly stopped appearing since 27.02.2006 leaving the matter in lurch. As such it is absolutely
clear that claimants did not appear to be interested in hearing even after serving fresh notices to stalled proceedings
affording all possible opportunities.

5. Since the claimants of the above two workmen finally stopped appearing nor did show sign of sincere
effort on their part to the contest the case for furtherance for his cause against the Employer /Management since
27.02.2006 barring a single appearance availing more than ten adjournments and three successive notices since
2019. Thus having no other remedy the Tribunal is left with no option, except to pass a No Claim Award.
Accordingly proceedings is disposed of with No Claim Award granting no relief to the said two claimants being
devoid of merit in the Reference.

Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer
7% e, 9 5, 2023

AT 1069.—3NeNfep fdare o™, 1947 (1947 &1 14) @ ORI 17 S IIFARYT H,
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12/2003) BT UBIRIT HCT 8, Sl Dald FRBR Bl 02.06.2023 BT YTl T3 o |

[|. T-20012/178/2002-3E=MT (H1-1)]
Tfirhed. UA, 39 Ao

New Delhi, the 9th June, 2023

S.0. 1069.—1In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 12/2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023.

[No. L-20012/178/2002 -IR(C-1)]
MANIKANDAN N., Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO.2), AT DHANBAD.

Present: Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer.

IN THE MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE UNDER SECTION 10(1)(D) OF THE 1.D.ACT.,1947.
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REFERENCE NO. 12 OF 2003.

PARTIES : The Vice President.,

Janta Mazdoor Samgh.

Bihar Building,

Jharia, Dhanbad -826001 .
VS

The General Manager,

Sijua Area of M/s BCCL.

PO : Sijua, Dhanbad -826001

Order No. L-20012/178/2002-IR(C-1) Dt. 10.12.02

APPEARANCES :

On behalf of the workman/Union None

On behalf of the Management : Mr. D. K. Verma
State Jharkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 20th March, 2023
AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the I.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order
No. L-20012/178/2002-IR(C-I) Dt. 10.12.02.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of Tetulmari Colliery of M/s BCCL in not accepting the
date of birth of Sri Raja Ram Singh as 9.2.52 as against 1.1.49, on the basis of various service
records is fair and justified? If not, to what relief is the concerned workman entitled ?”

1) The Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between Employer, i.e., the Management of M/s General Manager, Sijua Area of M/s BCCL, Dhanbad and its
workman / claimant herein, under clause (d) of the Sub Section (1) and sub Section (2A) of the Sec. 10 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 vide order No. L-20012/178/2002-IR(C-I) dt.10.12.2002 for adjudication on the issue
referred above. On receipt of the above reference, notice was sent to the workman as well as the management as well
for appearance and filing claim.

2)  The facts as put forward by the workman are as under hat the concerned workman namely Shri Raja Ram
Singh was a permanent employee of BCCL Establishment in Tetulmari Colliery as Attendance Clerk with his
appointment on 1.1.1973 with date of birth in Service Record as 9.2.1952 which is evident from the relevant
documents Service Excerpts, Identity Card etc. It is notable that said date of birth of the concerned workman was also
communicated to him with correction as 9.2.52 in the Service Excerpts. After coming to know about his correction in
his date of birth he approached for necessary correction n Form-B Register but Management did not pay even the
repeated requests .So he took up the matter with the Union .and the Union brought the matter before the Management
who stick to the pleading that the date of birth of the workman was recorded as 9.2.52 at the time of appointment
since no question arises to make correction in it without getting report from the Competent Authority like Medical
Board. So the mater could not be materialized through negotiation and resulted in failure leading to the Reference
before the Tribunal for adjudication.

3) Contrary to it, the OP/Management asserted that the Reference in itself is not maintainable either in law
or facts. that the workman was working as Attendance Clerk under Sijua Area of M/s BCCL with initial appointment
at West Mudidih Colliery of Katras Area of M/s BCCL on 1.1.1993. The workman concerned at the time of his
appointment declared his age as 24 years as on 1.1.1973 which was recorded along with other particulars in the Form
B- Register of West Mudidih Colliery under Katras Area and the workman’s signature in Register stands proved in
token of acceptance of his date of birth. So as per his declaration the date of birth comes as 1.1.1949. The Form-B
Register is considered all along a statutory register and authentic document for the purpose of recording of date of
birth of an employee. So, the change in date of birth as recorded is not possible in any circumstances. As such the
demand of the Union for correction of his date of birth as 9.2.1952 is neither legal nor justified.

4) Upon filing the claim and counter claim by the Appellant and Responder respectively the matter called
for filing of relevant documents which subsequently filed by the workman and OP/Management as well. The
proceedings of the matter set in motion over evidence of the workman which due to non-appearance of the workmen
led to close of proceeding finding no cogent reason to continue. But prayer was made for recalling the order for
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granting one more opportunity for hearing on evidence of the workman which after rolling over since 05.06.2008 the
workman side failed to adduce evidence till closure of the case even after availing more than ten adjournments,

5) Since the workman has neither adduced any evidence nor has he led any evidence so as to prove his cause
against the OP/Management even after providing ample opportunity ,this Tribunal is left with no choice, except to
pass “No Relief Award. Accordingly No Relief is awarded.

Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer

7% e, 9 51, 2023

L. 1070.—eEfrep  faare oW, 1947 (1947 T 14) @ ORI 17 & JATERT H,
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[§. T-20012/204/2002-3E3(F1-1)]
Tforses. e, 39 [eors

New Delhi, the 9th June, 2023

S.0. 1070.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. N0.15/2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of
B.C.C.L. and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 02/06/2023

[No. L-20012/204/2002-1R(C-1)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO.2), AT DHANBAD.
Present: Dr. S.K.THAKUR, Presiding Officer
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D.Act., 1947.
REFERENCE NO. 15 OF 2003.

PARTIES: : The Secretary.
Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union,
Jharnapara, Hirapur, Dhanbad -826001.
(Jharkhand).
Vs.
The General Manager,
Madhuban Washery Zone, of M/s BCCL,
PO: Mahuda, Distt. Dhanbad 826001
Order No. L-20012/204/2002-1R(C-1) Dt. 24.01.2003.

APPEARANCES

On behalf of the workman/Union : Mr. D. Mukherjee, Ld. Advocate.

On behalf of the Management : Mr. H. Nath. Ld. Advocate
State Jharkhand Industry : Coal

Dated, Dhanbad, the 20th March, 2023

AWARD

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of the powers conferred on them under
Sec.10(1)(d) of the 1.D. Act.,1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order
No. L-20012/204/2002-1R(C-1) Dt.24.01.2003 .
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SCHEDULE

Whether the action of the Management of Madhuban Washery of M/s BCCL in not
paying Ram Chandra Bhuia, Piece Rated Mazdoor SPRA/yearly increment legal and
justified? If not, to what relief the concerned workman is entitled to ?”

1. The brief facts of the case as per written statement of claim by the workman is that workman Ram Chandra
Bhuia had been working in Madhuban Washery since long with his initial appointment at Kharkharee Colliery and
then transferred to Moonidih Project. The Management of Moonidih Project again transferred the concerned workman
to Moonidih Washery in 1998. But all of a sudden the Management stopped the payment of additional increment to
the workman without assigning any reason and without complying of the mandatory provision of Sec. 9A of the I.D.
Act. The action of the management of not paying SPRA/yearly additional increment w.e.f.1998 was illegal, arbitrary,
unjustified and against the principle of natural justice. Thereby seeking necessary direction to the Management to
restore necessary SPRA/yearly additional increment with retrospective effect with all arrear of wages and
consequential benefits.

2. Contrary to it the O.P./Management in its counter asserted that the workman initially appointed on
17.10.1979 at Kharkharee Colliery. From there he was transferred to Moonidih Project and from there to Moonidih
Washery on 30.12.93 and finally he was transferred to Madhuban Washery on 9.2.99. The OP/Management took the
pleading that before transfer to Madhuban Washery his last L.P.C. and designation of workman Shri Ram Chandra
Bhuia was mentioned originally Group V-A and he was on roll of Moonidih Washery as PRM Group - VA and he
was getting Group V-A wages. Since the workman is getting the wages which he was entitled for .So the allegation
of the Union of not paying Piece Rated Mazdoor SPRA/Yearly increment is false and unjustified as the workman is
getting the wages which he was entitled for .Thus he is not entitled to SPRA as demanded by the Union/petitioner.

Further in its rejoinder the Management came out with rebuttal of the points of claim raised by the Union.

3. The proceedings of the matter after filing the claim and counter claim by both of the parties proceeded on
evidence on the part of the Management on refusal of adducing any evidence by the workman, the onus shifted to
Management /OP to discharge. But the proceeding stalled in spite of sufficient adjournments availed by the both of
the parties which stands roaming from 07.05.2008 to 14.06.2016 with no major improvement. Despite of fresh revival
of attempts of serving notices to both of the parties, the petitioner /Union left the matter midway and did not represent
in regular course.

4. After having meticulously gone through the issue and considering all the aspects as a  whole the Tribunal
has no hesitation to hold that despite providing so much opportunity the workman/Union did not bother to take any
step nor did make any attempt to represent the case during the crucial stage. This apparently shows that the union
[Petitioner has discarded the matter and left it in mid-way without taking any step. So the Tribunal has sufficient
reasons to believe that there exists no dispute as of now between the employer and employee as such no claim Award
is passed. The workman is not granted any relief due to desertion of the dispute raised by the workman.

Dr. S. K. THAKUR, Presiding Officer
e faeelt, 14 97, 2023
F.3. 1071.—3irenis fare afafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT1 14) T &7 17 F ATEC H, Feald
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[%. Te-30011/3/2011-3E3me ()]
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023
S.0. 1071.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 59/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Oil and Natural Gas Corporation Limited; M/s Trig Guard Force Limited, Mehsana and Gujarat
Mazdoor Sabha, Ahmedabad which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on
14.06.2023.

[No. L-30011/3/2011-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
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ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM -LABOUR COURT,
AHMEDABAD

Present: SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer, CGIT cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad,
Dated 11" April, 2023.
Reference: (CGITA) No. 59/2012

1. The Asset Manager,
ONGC Ltd., Mehsana Asset,
Palvasna, Mehsana.

2. M/s Trig Guard Force Ltd.,
124, Urmi Shopping Centre,
Opp. B. K. Cinema, Mehsana. .... First Party

\Y%
The General Secretary,
Gujarat Mazdoor Sabha,
104, Maharana Pratap Complex, 1% Floor,
Near V. S. Hospital,
Opp. Ellisbridge Post Office,
Ellisbrudge, Ahmedabad ...Second Party

Advocate for the First Party employer : Shri K. V. Gadhia & Shri M. K. Patel
Advocate for the Second Party workman : None
AWARD

The Government of India/Ministry of Labour, New Delhi by reference adjudication Order No. L-30011/3/
2011-IR(M) dated 24.01.2012 referred the dispute for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial
Tribunal- cum -Labour Court, Ahmedabad (Gujarat) in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule:

SCHEDULE

“Whether the demand of the union for regularisation of 13 workmen listed in Annexure
1 by the management of ONGC Ltd., Mehsana is fair, legal and justified? What relief
the workmen are entitled to?”

1. The matter was taken up today. First Party No. 1 /employer is represented through Ld. Counsels Shri K. V.
Gadhia and Shri M. K. Patel, Shri Chintan P. Gohel, Ld. Counsel has filed vakalatnama Ex.19 for the Second Party
workman namely Shri Chaudhary Karsanbhai Lavjibhai shown at Sr. No.9. He has also filed withdrawal application
Ex.20 of workman Shri Chaudhary Karsanbhai Lavjibhai to withdraw the reference simplicitor. Withdrawal
application Ex. 20 is allowed. The reference stands withdrawn to the extent of this workman Shri Chaudhary
Karsanbhai Lavjibhai accordingly.

2. Perusal of record shows that 8 workmen namely Prajapati Kantibhai Keshabhai Sr. No. 2, Chaudhary
Vishnubhai Narsungbha Sr. No. 3, Chaudhary Babubhai Keshabhai Sr. No. 4, Chaudhary Maheshbhai Babubhai
Sr. No. 5, Chaudhary Mansangbhai Narsangbhai Sr. No. 6, Chaudhary Dahyabhai Kesabhai Sr. No. 7 Chaudhary
Ashwinbhai Dahyabhai Sr. No. 8 and Chaudhary Ashwinbhai Bababhai Sr. No. 13 vide order on withdrawal
application Ex. 6 dtd. 08.02.2016 and two workmen namely Chaudhary Babubhai Shankarbhai Sr. No. 1 and
Chaudhary Mansangbhai Rugnath Sr. No. 10 vide order on withdrawal application Ex. 16 have withdrawn the case to
their extent. The case is fixed for evidence of remaining two workmen namely Shri chaudhary Harshadbhai
Virsangbhai shown at Sr. No. 11 and Shri Gadhvi Hemubhai Govindbhai shown at Sr. No. 12. Who were afforded last
opportunity to adduce their evidence. They have neither appeared nor moved any application for adjournment. It
seems that they are not interested to proceed further in the matter. There is no other evidence on record to substantiate
the demand of the union for regularizing these two remaining workmen. The reference is answered accordingly and it
is held that the demand of union is not fair, legal and justified. The award is passed accordingly. The union/ workmen
are not entitled for any relief.
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Let two copies of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for the needful and for publication U/s 17(1)
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.

SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 14 577, 2023
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1072.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 43/2015) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Lucknow as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Life Insurance Corporation of India, Bareily and Shri Rajkumar S/o Sri Bhagwan Dass, Bareily
which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. L-17012/1/2015-IR(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL —-CUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW
Present: Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
1.D. No. 43/2015
Ref. No. L-17012/1/2015-IR(M) dated 05.05.2015
BETWEEN

Shri Rajkumar S/o Sri Bhagwan Dass Purana Mohanpur,
P.O PAC Nakatiya, Bareilly (U.P)
AND

The Divisional Manager, LIC of India
Divisional Office Deendayal Puram, Bareilly (UP)
AWARD

By Order No. L-17012/1/2015-IR(M) dated 05.05.2015 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour,
New Delhi in exercise of powers conferred by clause (d) of sub section (1) and sub section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred this industrial dispute for adjudication with following schedule:

“Whether the workman Sri Raj Kumar has been denied the benefits of the provisions of
Sec.25F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 19477 If so, what benefits he should be provided by
the management of Life Insurance Corporation of India, Divisional Office, Bareilly?"

Accordingly, an industrial dispute No. 43/2015 has been registered on 25.05.2015.

From the perusal of record, the position which emerge out is that after filing of statement of claim on
01.03.2016 and written statement on 30.07.2016 by an order dated 02.08.2016 the matter was fixed for filing of
rejoinder.

However, when the workman did not file its rejoinder in spite of several opportunities, his opportunity to file
rejoinder was closed vide order dated 11.09.2017; and he was asked to file its evidence on affidavit (Examination-in-
Chief). The claimant again did not file any evidence on affidavit (Examination-in-Chief).
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When the claimant did not file its evidence even after affording many opportunities, the case was heard ex-
parte.

From the perusal of sheets, it appears that neither workman nor his authorized representative has appeared to
press the case on behalf of the claimant since 23.03.2021.

Accordingly, after hearing Sri N.N. Srivastava, learned authorized representative of the opposite parties and
taking into consideration the facts, the position which emerges out is that as no oral/documentary evidence has been
filed on behalf of the claimant to support his claim, as such, the adjudication case is liable to be dismissed.

Because, Hon’ble High Court in the case of V. K. Raj Industries v. Labour Court (1) and others 1981 (29)
FLR 194 as under:

“It is well settled that if a party challenges the legality of an order, the burden lies upon him to prove
illegality of the order and if no evidence is produced the party invoking jurisdiction of the Court must fail.
Whenever a workman raises a dispute challenging the validity of the termination of service if is imperative
for him to file written statement before the Industrial Court setting out grounds on which the order is
challenged and he must also produce evidence to prove his case. If the workman fails to appear or to file
written statement or produce evidence, the dispute referred by the State Government cannot be answered in
favour of the workman and he would not be entitled to any relief.”

In the case of M/s Uptron Powertronics Employees’ Union, Ghaziabad through its Secretary v. Presiding Officer,
Labour Court (11), Ghaziabad and others 2008 (118) FLR 1164 Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has held as under:

The law has been settled by the Apex Court in case of Shanker Chakravarti v. Britannia Biscuit Co. Ltd.,
V.K. Raj Industries v. Labour Court and Ors., Airtech Private Limited v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1984 (49)
FLR 38 and Meritech India Ltd. v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1996 FLR that in the absence of any evidence led
by or on behalf of the workman the reference is bound to be answered by the court against the workman. In
such a situation it is not necessary for the employers to lead any evidence at all. The obligation to lead
evidence to establish an allegation made by a party is on the party making the allegation. The test would be,
who would fail if no evidence is led.”

Hon’ble Allahabad High Court in the case of District Administrative Committee, U.P. P.A.C.C.S.C. Services V.
Secretary-cum-G.M. District Co-operative Bank Ltd. 2010 (126) FLR 519 has held as under:

“The submission is that even if the petitioner failed to lead the evidence, burden was on the shoulders of the
respondent to prove the termination order as illegal. He was required to lead evidence first which he failed.
A perusal of the impugned award also does not show that any evidence either oral or documentary was led
by the respondent. In the case of no evidence, the reference has to be dismissed.”

For the foregoing reasons, the case is dismissed and; and the workman is not entitled for any relief.
Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 14 517, 2023
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1073.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 20/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Qil and Natural Gas Corporation Limited, Baroda and Mr. T.V. Sunil, Baroda which was received
along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. L-30012/66/2013-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
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ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
AHMEDABAD

Present: Sunil Kumar Singh-I, Presiding Officer, CGIT cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad.
Dated 6™ April, 2023
Reference: (CGITA) No- 20/2014

1. The Executive Director,
ONGC Ltd., Western Sector, Makarpura Road,
BARODA - 3900009.

2. The Group General Manager,
ONGC Ltd., Makarpura Road,
BARODA - 309009.

3. They. General Manager-HER-ER,
ONGC Ltd., Makarpura Road,
BARODA - 3900009. ....First Party

Mr. T. V. Sunil,

House N0.20/B, Shankeshwar Society,

Nr. All India Radio Station,

Makarpura Road,

BARODA — 3900009. .... Second Party
Advocate for the First Party employer : Shri K. V. Gadhia & Shri M. K. Patel
Advocate for the Second Party workman : Shri M. H. Sanghariyat

AWARD

The Government of India/Ministry of Labour, New Delhi by reference adjudication Order No. L-30012/66/2013-
IR(M) dated 17.02.2014 referred the dispute for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Ahmedabad (Gujarat) in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule:

SCHEDULE

“Whether the demand of the workman Sh. T. V. Sunil for reinstatement in service in the
establishment of ONGC Ltd., Baroda as Jr. Stenographer is legal, proper and just? If so, to
what relief the concerned workman Shri T. V. Sunil is entitled to?”

1. Today, the matter was called out. First Party employer is represented through Ld. Counsels Shri K. V.
Gadhia and Shri M. K. Patel. Second Party/workman Mr. T. V. Sunil is present along with his junior Ld. Counsel
Shri M. H. Sanghariyat. Case is listed for arguments. The Second Party workman has moved Ex.18 to withdraw this
reference on the ground that he has been granted required relief of reinstatement with the continuity of service with
back wages from Hon’ble Supreme Court. Ld. Counsels for the FP/employer have no objection. Withdrawal
application Ex.18 is accordingly allowed. The reference stands withdrawn as prayed.

2. Thus the reference is finally disposed of as withdrawn.

Let two copies of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for the needful and for publication U/s
17(1) of Industrial Disputes Act.

SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 14 79, 2023

T, 1074.—3=RIE [@aTE Afa=am, 1947 (1947 FT 14) HT 9T 17 F ATEL H, Feaid T
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1074.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 01/2017) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Damodar Cement Works (ACC) and Damodar Cement & Slag Limited Shramik Employees Union
which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 09.06.2023.

[No. L-29011/19/2016-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT, ASANSOL.
Present: Shri ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer C.G.I.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.

REFERENCE CASE No. 01 OF 2017
PARTIES: Damodhar Cement and Slag Ltd. Shramik Karmachari Union
Vs.
Management of Damodhar Cement Works (ACC)
REPRESENTATIVES:

For the Union/Workman: Mr. Samaresh Banerjee, Union representative.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Cement.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 18.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-29011/19/2016-1R(M) dated 25.04.2017 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the employer,
that is the Management of Damodhar Cement Works (ACC), Madhukunda and their workmen for adjudication by this
Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of Damodhar Cement Works (ACC) Madhukunda, in not
considering the demand of workmen in respect of grievances and working conditions which has
been raised by Damodhar Cement and Slag Ltd. Shramik Karmachari Union (INTTUC),
Madhukunda, a registered Union, is justified? If not, what relief the workmen are entitled to? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-29011/19/2016-1R(M) dated 25.04.2017 from the Govt. of India, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 01 of 2017 was registered on 04.05.2017and
an order was passed issuing Notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit their
written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses.

2. None appears for the Management on call. The case was fixed up on 08.05.2023 for further cross-
examination of Mr. Sameresh Banerjee who was last examined on 27.12.2022 as workman witness - 1. Mr. Samaresh
Banerjee has appeared for examination on recall. It was submitted by him that he is Treasurer of Damodhar Cement
and Slag Limited Shramik Karmachari Union (INTTUC). Since no step has been taken on behalf of the Management,
cross-examination of Mr. Banerjee was closed.

3. Parties have filed written statements. However, the dispute is to be decided in light of the Schedule in the
Order. | find that the question raised in this Reference is vague as it does not clearly state what are the demands of the
workmen which have been denied by the employer. In view of such vague Schedule the issues involved cannot be
identified. Thus, the workmen failed to demonstrate their claims. The Industrial Dispute is inchoate in nature.
Accordingly, same is dismissed in the form of a No Dispute Award.

Hence,
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ORDERED

that a No Dispute Award be drawn up in respect of the above Reference. Let copies of the Award in
duplicate be sent to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India, New Delhi for information and
Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 14 577, 2023
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1075.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 01/2017) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Kolkata as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; M/s B.L. Das, Kolkata and Shri Subir Chatterjee S/o Shri
Kanailal Chatterjee; Shri Ashabul Mandal S/o Shri Taher Ali Mandal and Shri Arun Kumar Das S/o Shri Sunil Kumar
Das, Nadia which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. Z-16025/04/2023-I1R(M)-50]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT KOLKATA
Present: Justice K.D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer
Application No. CGIT- 01 OF 2017 U/s. 2A(2) of 1.D. Act.

Parties : 1. Sri Subir Chatterjee, S/o Sri Kanailal Chatterjee,
Vill.-Uttar Enayetpur, P.O.-Shimurali, P.S.-Chakdaha,
Dist.-Nadia, Nadia-741 248.

2. Sri Ashabul Mondal, S/o Sri Taher Ali Mondal, Vill.-
Khorgachi, P.O.-Rautari, P.S.-Chakdaha, Dist. Nadia,
Nadia-741 248.

3. Sri Arun Kumar Das, S/o Sri Sunil Kumar Das, Vill.-
Bramhapara, P.O.-Simurali, P.S. Chakdaha, Dist.-Nadia,
Nadia-741 248. ....Applicants
-Vs-
1. Head Retail East, Bharat Petroleum Corpn. Ltd.,

Bharat Bhavan, Golf Green, 31, KIT Scheme, 118,
Prince Gulam Md. Shah Road, Kolkata-700 095.

2. Territory Manager Retail, Kolkata, Bharat Petroleum
Corpn. Ltd., Bharat Bhavan, Golf Green, 31, KIT
Scheme, 118, Prince Gulam Md. Shah Road, Kol-95

3. OSTS Manager-BIROHI of Bharat Petroleum Corpn.
Ltd., at Birohi, Tantigachi, Rautari, Dist.-Nadia, W.B.

4, M/s B.L. Das, Operator BPCL Outlet, B.P. Birohi,
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NH-34, 2/3, Olive Green Co-operative Housing Society

Ltd., Q-1/56, B.P. Township, Kolkata-700 094. ...Opp. Parties
Appearance :
On behalf of the Applicants : Sri S. Chakraborty, Adv.
On behalf of the Opp. Parties : Sri A. Chakraborty, Adv.

Dated 24th May, 2023
ORDER

Dipak Kr. Bhattacharyya, the representative of the Union, who has filed the present case U/s. 2A(2) of the
I.D. Act, 1947 challenging the termination of three contractor employee viz. Mr. Subir Chatterjee, Mr. Ashabul
Mondal & Mr. Arun Kr. Das to be illegal and for their reinstatement with back wages and other benefits, has filed a
petition through his Ld. Counsel today stating that during the pendency of this case on amicable settlement has taken
place between the management of B.P.C.L. and the Union representing those workmen on 28.03.2023.That as per
provision of Sec. 2(P) and Sec. 18(l) the Union has agreed to withdraw all pending cases between the Union
represented by him and the management.

Therefore, he has prayed that he may be permitted to withdraw the present case.
Perused the petition copy served.

Heard Ld. Counsel for the parties present before the Tribunal. They too submits that in view of settlement
that has been executed between Union and the management of B.P.C.L., the Union has agreed to withdraw all pending
cases before any Court of law / tribunal.

In view of the above the Union is permitted to withdraw the present CGIT 01/2017. According to case stands
disposed of being withdrawn.

Justice K. D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer

< faeett, 14 5, 2023
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New Delhi, the 14th June, 2023

S.0. 1076.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 34/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Kolkata as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Management of Airport Authority of India and their Workmen/Union which was received along with soft copy of the
award by the Central Government on 14.06.2023.

[No. L-11011/14/2013-1R(M)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT KOLKATA
Present:Justice K. D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer
REF. No. 34 OF 2014

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of
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Airports Authority of India
AND

Their Workmen/Union

Appearance:
On behalf of Management: Airports Authority of India: Ld. Adv. S.K. Karmakar
On behalf of the Workmen/ Union : None.
Dated 22th May, 2023
AWARD

The Management of Airports Authority of India is present through its Ld. Counsel.
Today too the Union is found absent despite due service of notice upon it as per track report.

It is worth to mention here the union, which has espoused the dispute has filed its claim statement and which
suggest that the union is well aware about the present reference case and its non-pursuance of late give rise to a
presumption that it is no more interested to pursue with the dispute, or perhaps it no more has grievance against the
management.

Be that as it may, the Govt. of India vide its Order No. L-11011/14/2013-IR (M) dated 03.04.2014 has
referred the issue “Whether the action of the Management of Airports Authority of India is justified in denying the
regularization of service of 4 nos. of casual workers viz. Sri Sanjoy Sarkar, Sri Biswajit Biswas, Sri Koushik Dutta
and Sri Khitish Ghosh is legal and /or justified? If not, what relief the workmen are entitled to?” for adjudication by
this tribunal.

Unfortunately, apart from the claim statement of the Union there is no oral or documentary evidence to
substantiate the claim made by the union.

In fact, there is no materials to adjudicate the dispute in question sabe and except the uncorroborated claim
statement.

In the above, ‘No Dispute Award’ is passed. Accordingly, Reference Case No. 34 of 2014 is disposed of.
Justice K. D. BHUTIA, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 19 977, 2023
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1077.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 31/2019) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - 11 New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Chief Post Master General, Uttrakhand Circle, Dehradun ; The Supreiindendent of Post , Pauri Circle,Pauri
Gahrwal, Garhwal, Uttrakhand, and Shri Girish Chand Raturi, Worker, which was received along with soft copy of
the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-40012/12/2017 -IR(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
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ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 31/2019
Date of Passing Award- 22" May, 2023
Between:

Shri Girish Chand Raturi,

S/o Late Shri Seesh Ram,

Village & Post Office- Sankarsand Patti Bali,

Kandarsuin, Garhwal, Uttrakhand-246123. ...Workman
Versus

1. Chief Post Master General,
Uttrakhand Circle, Dehradun-248001

2. Supreindendent of Post , Pauri Circle,
Pauri Gahrwal, Garhwal, Uttrakhand-246001 ....Managements
Appearances:-

Workman in person.
None for the Management.
AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e.(i) Chief Post Master General, (ii) Superintendent of Post and its workman/claimant herein,
under clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act 1947 vide letter
No. L-40012/12/2017 IR(DU)) dated 24.01.2019 to this tribunal for adjudication to the following effect.

“Whether the action of the management of Superintendent of Post, Pauri Circle Pauri
Garhwal in terminating the services of the workman Shri. Girish Chand Raturi, S/o Shri.
Sheesh Ram Raturi w.e.f. 28/10/2010 is legal and justified, if not then what relief the
workman is entitled to?”

As per the claim statement the claimant Girish Chand Raturi was appointed in the mgt on 23.03.1987 as
Postman pursuant to a written order. He was discharging his duty with all seniority and commitment. During the
course of his employment he had not given any scope of complaint to anybody and no disciplinary action was ever
taken against him. On 03.05.2010 advertisement was issued to fill up the vacant posts of Postmaster at Shankar Sen
and the claimant submitted his application for the same on 21.05.2010. His application was received by the mgt much
prior to the last date. Not only that his application through the employment exchange was also received before the due
date. Despite that the claimant was not called for the interview held for the post though he was having all the requisite
qualification and experience for the post and in a better footing than all other applicants. The mgt ignoring the
experience of the claimant who was working for the mgt since 1987 ignored him by keeping him aware from the zone
of consideration. The claimant sought for the information about the status of his application for employment by filing
an application under the RTI Act. In the year 2012 the information was furnished stating that his candidature has been
rejected. The claimant thereafter made representations in writing as well as verbally to the officers of the mgt to
consider his candidature but his grievance was not redressed. Finding no other way he raised a dispute before the
CGIT Lucknow. But the CGIT Lucknow returned his application with a direction to approach the conciliation officer.
Though an application was filed by him before the conciliation officer, no fruitful results could be achieved. For the
failure of conciliation the appropriate Govt. referred the matter for adjudication in terms of the reference.

It has been stated in the claim petition that the service of the claimant was illegally terminated with effect
from 28.10.2010 and he had worked continuously for the mgt from 23.03.1987 to 27.11.2010. During this period no
disciplinary action was taken against him. At the time of his termination the provisions of section 25F and 25M were
violated by the mgt. Hence, in this claim petition the claimant had prayed for a direction to the mgt to reinstate him in
service w.e.f 27.11.2010 with full back wages and continuity of service.

Being noticed the mgt had filed a written statement denying the stand taken by the claimant. The mgt had
denied his relationship with the claimant as its employer. The specific stand taken is that on 23.02.1997 the claimant
was temporarily appointed to perform the duty of postman on the leave vacancy as the regular postman Khushal Singh
has proceeded on leave. Girish Chand Raturi was never appointed as a postman on 23.02.1987 as claim rightly.
Hence, no letter of appointment was issued to him. The mgt had admitted that the Department of Post had issued
advertisement to fill the post of postmaster of Shankar Sen as the post became vacant on account of the retirement of
the post master. Altogether five applications were received and the merit list of the candidates was prepared by the
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appointing authority. In the said merit list the claimant was placed at serial number 5. Hence, he was not given
appointment over the more qualified person and no illegality has been committed by not selecting him for the post of
postmaster. The other stand taken by the mgt is that the claimant was never appointed as the postman for the period
1987 to 2010. Neither any appointment letter nor any termination letter was issued in favour of the claimant. Since he
had worked for a brief period against a leave vacancy, his claim for reinstatement with back wages is illegal and
unjustified. Hence he mgt had prayed for dismissal of the claim.

The claimant filed rejoinder denying the stand of the mgt. It has been reiterated that he was appointed on
23.03.1987 and his service was terminated on 27.10.2011 illegally. He was never appointed against any leave
vacancy but his appointment was made directly against the vacant post.

On this rival pleading the following issues are framed for adjudication.

Issues

1. Whether the proceeding is maintainable.

2. Whether there exists any relationship as employer and employee between the management and the
workman.

3. Whether the workman was illegally terminated by the management.
4. Whether the workman is entitled to reinstatement and other consequential benefits.

When the claimant was called upon to adduce evidence he filed his affidavit to form part of his evidence
along with documents. Since that date the mgt remained absent. Neither the claimant was cross examined by the mgt
nor any evidence was adduced to support their stand. Hence the right to adduce evidence was closed.

The claimant while giving evidence as wwl produced few documents which were marked in a series of ww1/1 to
ww1/15. The documents include the certificates of the claimant in proof of his academic qualification these
documents show that the claimant had passed intermediate examination (High Secondary) in the year 1984 exbht.
WW1/5 is a document which reveals that one Khushal Singh, post office Shankar Sen was granted leave from
19.03.1987 to 02.04.1987 without pay. WW1/6, WW1/7 and ww1/8 are the documents which reveal that the claimant
was working for brief period as the postman against the temporary vacancies in different post offices. WW1/9 is the
letter of the employment officer forwarding the application of the claimant to the Superintendent of post offices on
31.05.2010 for consideration against a vacant post. Similarly ww1/10 and ww1/11 are the letters showing taking over
of the charge by the claimant during his temporary appointments. WW1/12 is the copy of the advertisement issued for
filling of the post of the postmaster Shankar Sen. Ww1/13 is the application filed by the claimant before the
conciliation officer. Basing on these documents the claimant has stated that he was working as the postman for the
mgt from 23.03.1987 to 27.11.2010 when his service was illegally terminated. For the objection taken by the mgt
denying the employer employee relationship and the status claim by the claimant, it is incumbent upon the claimant to
establish that he was appointed as a postman by the mgt on 23.03.1987 and had worked continuously till 27.11.2010.
The claimant in his oral statement though has asserted this fact, absolutely no documentary evidence has been
adduced to prove the employment. Neither the letter of appointment nor any document like attendance register and
salary slip etc. have been filed by the claimant. The isolated oral testimony cannot prove the status of the claimant as
an employee of the mgt for the above said period. Now coming to the documents filed by the claimant, even if those
stand unchallenged and unrebutted, this Tribunal does not find it proper to rely on the said documents since the
documents clearly proves that the claimant was appointed intermittently against temporary vacancies. Neither he was
in permanent nor in continuous employment of the mgt. Apart from this no evidence has been adduced to show the
termination which has been denied by the mgt. Hence, it is concluded that the claim of the claimant for reinstatement
into service and other reliefs on account of illegal termination as alleged by him is not maintainable and the claimant
is not entitled to any relief. Hence ordered

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered against the claimant. This held that the claimant is not entitled to
the relief of reinstatement into service with back wages under the mgt.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHNATY, Presiding Officer



2158 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

% faoett, 19 5[, 2023

F.3M. 1078 —sf=nts are sfaf==m, 1947 (1947 &1 14) &t g 17 F AT H, Fvald
HYFHTY A, SO faeedt 7 fAomm, = ef wfva, @fas d@ex, e T, a8 o, & vyduads & 993
fArsTent Siie o 7RIS A Sfi¥ 03 3777, ZIRT - e, URHIST 3 A9g A3, gt U, 7% fawdl,
F = oy § e F=T aear et Afew- 9g- 9% FAAeg-2 95 ot & 9=9re (§89 §eT
65/2019) T ST T qaas & G@TT T 8, AT THAT FLAT § S Heal T TR D qIFE HIAT 6 7
02.06.2023ﬁ‘3|'|'5r‘§3ﬂ?ﬂl

[}. TA-42011/2/2019 -3 37 (1))
<. %, Ry, s ata

New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1078.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 65/2019) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - Il New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Commissioner, North Delhi Municipal Corporation, 4th Floor, Civic Centre, Minto Road, New Delhi, and Shri
Manoj Kumar and 03 Others, Through- The President , MCD General Mazdoor Union, Shahjahan Road, New Delhi,
which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42011/2/2019 -IR(DU)]

D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 65/2019
Date of Passing Award- 15" May, 2023
Between:

Sh. Manoj Kumar and 03 Others,

Through- The President , MCD General Mazdoor Union,

Room No. 95, Jam Nagar House, Shahjahan Road,

New Delhi-110011. ....Workman
Versus

The Commissioner,
North Delhi Municipal Corporation, 4" Floor, Civic Centre,
Minto Road, New Delhi-110002. ....Management

Appearances:-

Shri B. K Prasad, Ld.A/R for the claimant.
None for the management.
AWARD

In the present case, a reference was received from the appropriate Government vide letter
No. L-42011/2/2019 (IR(DU)) dated 14.02.2019 under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section
10 of the Act, for adjudication of a dispute, terms of which are as under :

“Whether the action of the management of North Delhi Municipal Corporation in denying
regular appointment on compassionate grounds to workmen Sh. Manoj Kumar & 3
others whose details are mentioned herewith in Annexure-A is fair, Legal and justified? If
not what relief the workmen are entitled to?”

As per the claim statement the claimant Manoj Kumar, Vijay Kumar, Smt Premwati and Meenu Kumari are
the legal A/Rs of some ex-employees of the management as described in the table appended at the bottom of this
award. After the death of their predecessors these claimants made an application requesting compassionate
appointment. They were given compassionate appointment from the date as mentioned in the table referred above.
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However, there appointment is on daily wage basis. In fact they should have been appointed as regular field workers
since the persons through whom they were claiming the regular field worker. The deceased employees have left
behind the family liability and the claimants are shouldering the responsibility of their respective families. Though, as
per the policy of the mgt the compassionate appointment are to be made against regular post as per the direction of
DOPT in which the object of the compassionate appointment scheme is very clear that the mgt refused to appoint the
claimant against regular post which amount to unfair labour practice and injustice meted to the claimants. All their
representations made in this regard were not considered. Fining no other way they raised a dispute before the
conciliation officer but the conciliation failed and the claimant’s grievance was referred to this tribunal for
adjudication.

The mgt being noticed appeared and filed objection stating therein that the claim in not maintainable and the
same is nothing but an abuse of process. It has been stated that the Govt. vide notification issued by DOPT has limited
the compassionate appointment to 5% of the regular vacancies occurring in a year. For the huge number of application
received, the mgt as a good gesture has notified a policy to employee one of the legal Hear of the deceased employee
on contract basis. There is no policy for regularization of the said employee employed in contract basis. The earlier
circular was issued on 11.10.2007 and the same was replaced by circular dated 16.12.2008. According to this circular
one of the family members of the deceased shall be appointed on contractual basis for class 4™ post with the prevailing
minimum wage and the appointment shall be extendable for 5 years. These claimants were appointed on the basis of
the said circular. Hence, there appointment is on daily wage basis and their prayer for absorption to regular cadre is
not maintainable.

On these rivals pleadings the following issues framed:
1. Whether the proceeding is maintainable?
2. Whether the workmen are entitled to regular appointment on compassionate ground?
3. To what relief the workmen are entitled to?

On behalf of the claimants Sh. B.K Prasad the president of MCD Gen. Mazdoor union testified as the
authorized representative. He filed few documents marked as Exht. WW1/1 to Exht. WW1/5. The document WW1/1
is the list of the workmen appointed on compassionate ground, WW1/2(colly) are the appointment letters of the
claimants , WW1/3 is the policy of DOPT for compassionate appointment.

On the basis of these documents and the oral statement adduced by WW1 who has not been cross examined
by the mgt. The Ld. A/R for the claimants submitted that as per the circular of DOPT when an employee working
against a regular post dies in harness one of his family members shall be appointed against a regular post. But the mgt
in gross violation of the said circular subjected to the claimants to unfair labour practice by appointing them as
contractual daily wagers.

This evidence has not been contradictory by the mgt in any manner by adducing rebuttal evidence. Hence,
from the unchallenged evidence on record it is concluded that the claimants are entitled to the relief sought for. Hence
ordered.

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered in favour of the claimants whose names have been mentioned in
the list annexed to this award. It is held that the mgt of NDMC in denying regular appointment to the claimants on
compassionate ground is unfair and illegal. It is further directed that the mgt shall make their services regular w.e.f
their initial appointment and grant them all benefits including salary, leave etc. The mgt is further directed to
implement this award within 30 days from the date of publication of the award, failing which the party is at liberty of
getting the order executed and claiming interest @3 % on the financial entitlements from the date of accrual and till
the payment is made. The list of the claimants is attached herewith as annexure —A:-

List of the workmen

SI. No. | Name of the workers Father’s Name of the workers Designation
1 Manoj Kumar Randhir Singh Field worker
2 Vijay Kumar Vats Umesh Kumar Field worker
3 Smt. Premwati W/o Ganga Ram Field worker
4 Meenu Kumari D/o Ishwar Singh Field worker

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the ID act
1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1079.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 140/2021) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - 1l New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Commissioner (South), South Delhi Municipal Corporation, Minto Road, Delhi, and Shri Sandeep Yadav & 251
Ors.,through The General Secretary, Municipal Employees,Tis Hazari, Delhi, which was received along with soft
copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42011/42/2021 -IR(DU)]

D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-1, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 140/2021
Date of Passing Award- 26" May, 2023
Between:

Shri Sandeep Yadav & 251 Ors.

Rept. By General Secretary, Municipal Employees

Union, Agarwal Bhawan, G.T. Road,

Tis Hazari, Delhi-110054 ....Workmen
Versus

The Commissioner (South)

South Delhi Municipal Corporation, Dr. S.P.

Mukharjee Civic Centre, J.L. Nehru Marg,

Minto Road, Delhi-110002 Management

Appearances:-

Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Ld. A/R for the claimant.
Shri R.K Bhardwaj, Ld. A/R for the management.

AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. The Commissioner (South)South Delhi Municipal Corporation, Dr. S.P and its
workman/claimant herein, under clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial
Dispute Act 1947 vide letter No. L-42011/42/2021 IR(DU)) dated 05.08.2021 to this tribunal for adjudication to the
following effect.

“1. Whether the action of the management of South Delhi Municipal Corporation(SDMC) in
employing Sh. Sandeep yadav & 251 Others (list attached) as casual or temporary and to
continue them as such from year 2010 to 2016 to till date, as raised by Municipal Employees
Union vide letter dated 07.11.2020 is proper, legal and justified? If yes, then for what reliefs the
workers are entitled to? What directions, if any, are necessary in the matter?
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2. Whether demand for payment of all arrears of difference of salary on the principle of Equal
pay for Equal Work’ for the period from 2010 to 2016 to till date to Sh. Sandeep Yadav 7 251
others (list attached) with all consequential benefits thereof, as raised by Municipal Employees
Union vide letter dated 07.11.2020 is fair, legal and justified? If yes, then for what reliefs the
workers are entitled to? What directions, if any, are necessary in the matter?”

As per the claim statement, the mgt SDMC (now merged with MCD) had issued advertisement for filling up the
vacancies of field workers and pursuant to the advertisements made in the year 2010, 2013 and 2015 the workmen
concerned with this proceeding had submitted their applications for consideration of their candidature. The mgt, for
selection of the candidates, had constituted a proper Selection Board. The claimants and other candidates had
appeared before the said Board and went through the selection procedure. Being successful in the said procedure, the
claimants (as per the list attached) were selected by the Board and after proper police verification, medical test etc.
they were appointed on different dates, in the post of malaria field workers as contractual employees, though the work
of malaria filed workers is of permanent nature and a large number of such posts are still lying vacant with the mgt.
After their appointment the mgt was paying them a lump sum amount as monthly salary which was revised from time
to time by the mgt. There are also permanent field workers employed by the mgt and the said permanent field workers
are performing the identical nature of work as that of the present claimants and getting their remuneration in the
prescribed pay scale along with allowances such as transport allowance, HRA, Cycle allowance, washing allowance
etc. In addition to that, the said permanent field workers are also getting the benefits of medical leave casual leave etc.
But the claimants are not getting the same. The North Delhi Municipal Corporation has also employed contractual
filed workers and paying them Rs. 8000/- and DA towards their monthly salary whereas the claimants are getting
Rs.12,950 per month. The claimants of this proceeding as a part of their duty are discharging the manual work for
eradication of malaria which includes spray of insecticides in drains and ponds, etc., fogging with hand operated
fogging machine and de-weeding of ponds and drains etc. Considering the perennial nature of work discharged by
them, the mgt is extending their contracts varying from three to six months only at a time. During this extension of
contract, the mgt has been giving two days artificial break which exists only on paper and not in actual. These
workmen had performed exemplary work during the covid-19 pandemic to restore the health condition of the citizens.
The mgt in an unfair mode has taken several undertakings from the claimants containing some illegal clauses.
According to these undertakings the mgt made the claimants to agree on the condition that they will not claim
regularization of service, conveyance allowance etc. and they will be entitled to one day off in a weak only. The
claimants were often demanding regularization of their services with retrospective effect and grant of equal pay for
equal work and other benefits as admissible to the regular field workers employed by the mgt. But the mgt did not
consider the demands. The mgt has not framed any Rule or Regulation governing the service condition of contractual
field workers. Hence, the model standing order framed under the Industrial Employment (Standing Order) Act 1946,
are applicable to them. According to this Standing Order, the claimants have acquired the status of permanent
employee on the date they completed 90 days of continuous service. Even otherwise, for working continuously for
240 days in an establishment, their service is required to be regularized. Describing the action of the mgt in employing
the claimants as casual or contractual workers for years together, as an unfair labour practice, the claimants have
prayed for an award to be passed in their favour directing the mgt to regularize their service against the vacant posts of
field workers with retrospective effect from their respective initial date of joining, allow them the pay of regular field
workers on the principle of equal pay for equal work, arrear of the same, consequential benefits and cost of litigation.

It has been stated that the claimants had approached the conciliation officer for redressal of their grievance. But
for the failure of the conciliation, the appropriate Govt. referred the matter for adjudication.

The Mgt being noticed, filed written statement challenging the maintainability on the ground that no demand
notice was served on the mgt before raising the Industrial Dispute. Moreover they were appointed as contractual
workers and as such do not meet the definition of the workman defined under section 2(S) of the ID Act. It has been
further pleaded that the claimants were appointed as contractual employees and this fact was very well known to them
form the initial date of appointment. It is within their knowledge that their appointment is contractual and for a period
of six month or till such time the posts are filled up on regular basis. It was within their knowledge that no benefits of
provident fund, pension, gratuity, medical allowances and seniority etc. would be available to them. The claimants
having ample knowledge about the terms of their appointment had accepted the letter of appointment. Hence the
present claim is not maintainable and their services cannot be regularized in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble
Supreme Court in various cases including the case of Secretary state of Karnatka vs. Uma devi. The post of regular
field workers is generally filled through the appropriate agency that is DSSSB which conduct the exam and
recommends the eligible candidates to the mgt for regular appointment. While denying that illegal undertakings are
being taken from the claimants the mgt has pleaded before dismissal of the claim as not maintainable.

The claimants flied rejoinder denying the assertions made by the mgt in the W.S It has been added that the
claimants, though initially appointed for a period of six month, their employment got extended from time to time
which proves that they are discharging perennial nature of work. Not only that there are huge number of vacant posts
of malaria filed workers in the establishment of the mgt. Hence, the relief sought for be granted to them.
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On these rival pleadings the following issues were framed for adjudication.

Issues
1. Whether the proceeding is maintainable and the claimants are workmen define u/s 2(S) of the ID Act.
2. Whether there exist employer and employee relationship between the claimant and the management.

3. Whether the demand raised by the claimant for equal pay of equal work and regularization in service is
justified.

4. To what relief the claimants are entitled to.

One of the claimants namely, Sh. Dhyanendra S/o Sishpal Singh testified as ww1. He produced the documents
marked in a series of wwl/1 to wwl/5(colly).In addition to that Surender Bhardwaj the General Secretary of
Municipal employee Union testified as ww2 to prove that the dispute was espoused properly by the union. These two
witnesses were cross examined at a length by the mgt. On behalf of the mgt, it’s administrative officer Rakesh Ravat
was examined as Mw1. No document was filed by the mgt. But during cross examination of the witnesses, he was
confronted with few documents by the A/R for the claimants and the said documents were marked as mwl/wl,
mwl/w2 and mwl/w3. These documents relate to the information of the vacant posts of malaria workers in the
establishment of the mgt obtained through RTI.

At the outset of the argument the Ld. A/R for the mgt by drawing attention of the Tribunal to the Constitution
Bench judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Secretary State of Karnatak vs. Uma Devi, (2006)4SCC1
submitted that regularization of service of casual and contractual employees stands opposed to the scheme of public
employment guaranteed under the Constitution of India. He also referred to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court in the case of ONGC vs. Krishan Gopal reported in MANU/SC/0141/2020 and the case of NDMC vs.
Vandana & Others decided by the Hon’ble High Court or Delhi in LPA no. 112/2021 and submitted that the law is
well settled that the power of a labour court or Industrial Tribunal do not extend to order regularization in the context
of public employment as the said order would offend the provision of article 14 of the Constitution of India.

On the other hand, the Ld A/R for the claimants Mr. Agarwal while relying on various judgments of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court including the case of Chief Conservator of Forests & Anr. Vs. Jagannath Maruti
Kondhare & Ors, (1996) 2 SCC 293, Project Dir, Dept of Rural Development vs. its workmen, 2019 SCC
Online Del7796 submitted that the action of the mgt which is expected to be a model employer, amounts to unfair
labour practice and the claimants are entitled to regularization of their service. He also argued extensively on the
principle of equal pay for equal work and submitted that these workmen are working since long but are deprived of
their due remuneration and on that ground only the claim advanced by them should be allowed. He also submitted that
the claimants were selected through a due procedure pursuant to advertisement of vacancies but appointed as
contractual employees. The principle decided in the case of Uma Devi referred supra does not apply to them.

Findings
Issue no. 1

The mgt has challenged the maintainability of the proceeding on two grounds. That the claimants are not
workmen as per the definition under section 2(S) of the ID Act. It is also argued by the mgt that the dispute has not
been espoused by the union and as such it cannot be treated as an Industrial Dispute. To this the Ld. A/R for the mgt
submitted that the witness examined as ww2 who is none but the General Secretary of the Municipal Employees
Union has clearly stated about the espousal of the dispute by the Union and the claimants including ww1l are the
members of the said union. This statement of the witness has not been discredited in any manner by the mgt. On
behalf of the claimants, reliance has been placed in the case of J.H Jhadav vs. Forbes Gokak Ltd. AIR2005SC998,
and argument was advanced to state that when the cause of the claimants has been espoused by the union, it would be
wrong to state that the proceeding is not maintainable for want of espousal. He also argued that the Hon’ble Supreme
Court in the said judgment have held that for espousal, there is no particular form prescribed to effect such espousal.
The union, when expresses itself in the form of a resolution, and if the same is proved, it should be held that there was
espousal of the claimants’ cause. It this case, the oral evidence of ww2 coupled with the documents marked as ww1/ 4
having the list of the members as annexure A clearly proves that the cause of the claimants was espoused by the union
and a resolution to that effect was passed. Hence, it is held that the proceeding is maintainable for the proper espousal
of the cause. The other objection taken by the mgt is that the claimants were appointed as contractual workers and as
such they are not covered under the definition of workmen provided under section 2(S) of the ID Act. This argument
of the Ld. A/R of the mgt does not sound convincing since the said provision nowhere keeps out the contractual
workers from out of the definition of workman. Hence it is held that the objections taken by the mgt with regard to the
maintainability is not correct and the issue is accordingly decided in favour of the claimants.
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Issue no. 2 & 3

In the w.s. the mgt has not specifically denied the employer and employee relationship between the mgt and the
claimants. The only objection is that they are contractual employees and as per the terms of their employment they
cannot claim regularization. On the other hand on behalf of the claimant it is has been argued that the claimants have
worked continuously for a period of more than 5 years in the establishment of the mgt. Many of them were appointed
in the year 2010 and others during the year 2013 and 2015. All of them were appointed through the selection process
conducted by the Board constituted by the mgt. It is the further case of the claimants that since the initial date of their
joining they are working continuously and discharging the permanent nature of work. But the mgt omitted to
regularize their services despite having huge number of vacancies. The oral evidence of WW1, who is one of the
claimants and whose evidence has been adopted by the remaining claimants, clearly proves that the
claimants/workmen are working in the establishment of the mgt.

The mgt examined one Rakesh Ravat the Administrative Officer (Public Health) as mwl1. During cross
examination the said witness stated in clear terms that the mgt has no dispute with regard to the details of the
claimants as mentioned in annexure A filed with the claim petition. He also admitted that the claimants were
employed pursuant to an open advertisement followed by a selection process conducted by the designated Board to
find out the suitability of the candidates. He also admitted that the details of the claimants as mentioned in annexure A
are correct. His further admission is that these claimants are working against the vacant posts of field workers,
carrying the regular pay scale but getting the wage as per the minimum wage notified by the Govt. The witness also
admitted during cross examination that the claimants are discharging the similar nature of duty and responsibility as
discharged by the regular field workers and they are working for 8 hours a day. When asked, as to why the claim of
regularization advanced by the claimants has not been considered, the witness of the mgt explained that these regular
vacant pots are to be filled up by the Delhi Subordinate Service Selection Board. On the basis of this evidence Mr.
Agarwal the Ld. A/R for the mgt argued that the mgt, in order to deprive the claimant of their law full rights is
intentionally making them to work as contractual employees, even though there are vacancies in the cadre to
accommodate all the claimants of this proceeding. He drew the attention of the Tribunal to the documents marked as
mw1/w3 which is the information received by the claimants under the RTI. This document was confronted to the mgt
witness. According to this information, the SDMC has a vacancy of 352 post in the cadre of field workers and there is
no difference between the contractual and regular field workers so far as the nature of work is concerned and there is
no Regulation, regulating the service condition of the contractual field workers, who come under the category of
unskilled workers. The mgt witness, though at one point of cross examination stated that the regular vacancies of
malaria filed workers are to be filled through the DSSSB, at the other point admitted that not a single person has so far
been appointed as field workers through DSSSB. On the basis of this, the Ld. A/R for the claimants submitted that the
claimants/workmen discharging similar nature of work with the regular counterparts are being subjected to
discrimination and unfair labour practice as the mgt is not paying them the proper salary, benefits and status of regular
employees.

Now it is to be seen if the claimants of this proceeding were subjected to unfair Labour Practice or not. “Unfair
Labour Practice” as defined u/s 2(ra) means any of the practice specified in the 5™ Schedule of the ID Act. Under the
said 5™ Schedule, to employee workmen as Badlis, Casual or temporaries and to continue them as such for years with
the object of depriving them of the status and privilege of permanent workmen amounts to unfair Labour Practice. In
this case the documents and the oral evidence as adduced by the claimant clearly prove that they are working
continuously for five years or more as contractual workers, but not getting the wage and privilege at par with the
regular field workers. In the case of Chief Conservator of Forests & Anr. Vs. Jagannath Maruti Kondhare &
Ors, (1996) 2 SCC 293 [Para-22, 26-29] and Project Dir. Dep of Rural Development vs. Its Workmen, 2019
SCC OnLine Del 7796[Para 28 &29] the Hon’ble Supreme Court have clearly held when the employees accepted
the employment with full knowledge that they will be paid only daily wage and will not get the same salary and
condition of service at par with the regular counterparts, they cannot provide an escape to the employer to avoid the
mandate of equality enshrined in Article 14 of the Constitution of India. Thus it is concluded that the mgt by denying
equal pay for equal work to the claimants on the pretext that they accepted the job knowing fully well the service
condition of the job subjected them to unfair Labour Practice which need to be remedied.

The Ld A/R for the Mgt strenuously argued that the law and the policy of public employment does not permit
regularization of the service of the contractual employees against regular posts. He also submitted that any action in
this regard shall put the mgt under heavy financial burden. To support his stand he placed reliance in the case of
Secretary State of Karnatak and others vs. Uma Devi and others reported in (2006)4 SCC Page 1. On behalf of
the claimants objection was raised regarding the applicability of the judgment of Uma Devi referred Supra to
Industrial Dispute relating to unfair labour practice.

In the case of Uma Devi the Hon’ble Supreme Court have held that the persons who were appointed on
temporary and casual basis without following proper procedure cannot claim absorption or regularization, since the
same is opposed to the policy of public employment. But in this case as claimed by the claimants and admitted by the
mgt witness the claimant were appointed pursuant to an open advertisement and through a proper selection process



2164 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

conducted by the designated Board. Hence, it is to be examined if the principle decided in the case of Uma Devi
deprives the claimants of their right for regularization.

The effect of the constitution Bench judgment of the Apex Court in the case of Uma Devi came up for
consideration with reference to unfair labour practice by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Mahrashtra State
Road Transport and Another vs. Casteribe Rajya Parivahan Karamchari Sangathan reported in (2009)8 SCC
Page 556 wherein the Hon’ble Apex Court came to hold that the judgment in the case of Uma Devi has not over
ridden the powers of Industrial and Labour Courts for passing appropriate order, once unfair labour practice on the
part of the employer is established. The judgment of Uma Devi does not denude the Industrial and Labour Court of
their statutory power.

Besides the case of Maharashtra Road Transport referred supra the Hon’ble supreme court in the case of Shri
Ajay Pal Singh vs. Haryana Warehousing Corporation decided in the Civil Appeal No. 6327 of 2014 disposed of
on 09" July 2014 have held that:-

“The provisions of Industrial Disputes Act and the powers of the Industrial and labour Courts provided therein
were not at all under consideration in Umadevi’s case. The issue pertaining to unfair labour practice was neither the
subject matter for decision nor was it decided in Umadevi’s Case.”

Thus, after going through the judgments of Maharashtra Road Transport and Ajay Pal Singh referred supra it is
held that the observation made in the case of Uma Devi has no applicability to the facts of the present case where the
workmen have been subjected to unfair labour practice being engaged for work on temporary basis for a prolong
period.

The witness examined on behalf of the mgt has stated that the post of regular field workers are requested to be
filled by DSSSB, but so far ,the said post have not been filled up. The information obtained by the claimants under
RTI and the oral evidence of mw1, clearly establishes that there are still vacancies in the regular cadre of field workers
in the mgt. Though under the scope of the reference, this Tribunal is to adjudicate about the legality and justification
of the demand raised by the union with regard to the action of the mgt allowing the claimants to work as contractual
employees, the industrial adjudicator under the Industrial Dispute Acts enjoys wide power for granting relief which
would be proper under a given circumstances. In the case of Hari Nandan Prasad and Another vs. Employer I/R to
Management FCI reported in (2014)7SCC 190 the Hon’ble Supreme Court have held that the power conferred
upon Industrial Tribunal and Labour Court by the Industrial Dispute Act is wide. The Act deals with Industrial
Dispute, provides for conciliation, adjudication and settlement and regulates the right of the parties and the
enforcement of the Awards and the settlement. Thus, the Act empowers the adjudicating authority to give relief which
may not be permissible in common law or justified under the terms of the contract between the employer and the
workman. While referring to the judgment of Bharat Bank Limited vs. Employees of the Bharat Bank Limited
reported in (1950) LLJ 921 Supreme Court the court came to hold that in setting the dispute between the employer
and the workmen, the function of the Tribunal is not confined to administration of justice in accordance with law. It
can confer rights and privileges on either party which it consider reasonable and proper, though those may not be
within the terms of any existing agreement. It can create new rights and obligations between them which it considers
essential for keeping industrial peace.

Here is a case, where the mgt had admitted the long and continuous employment of the claimants in it’s
establishment being selected through a procedure. It is also an admitted state of fact that the mgt is having huge
number of vacancies in the regular cadre of field workers and till date none of those posts have been filled through
DSSSB. In such a situation, the claim of the claimants for regularization of their service with all consequential
benefits seems justified. They are also found entitle to equal pay for equal work for the reason that they are
discharging the similar nature of work as that of the regular filed workers and as stated by MW1, they are working in
the field for 8 hours a day. On behalf of the claimants reliance has been placed in the case of Dhirender Chamuli vs.
state of U.P, 1986-1,SCC,637 in which the Hon’ble Supreme Court have clearly held that:-

“It is difficult to understand how the Central Government can deny to these employees the same salary and
conditions of service as Class IV employees regularly appointed against sanctioned posts. It is peculiar on the part of
the Central Government to urge that these persons took up employment with the Nehru Yuvak Kendras Knowing fully
well that they will be paid only daily wages and therefore they cannot claim more. This argument lies ill in the mouth
of the Central Government for it is an all too familiar argument with the exploiting class and a Welfare State
committed to a socialist pattern of society cannot be permitted to advance such an argument. It must be remembered
that in this country where there is so much unemployment, the choice for the majority of people is to starve or to take
employment on whatever exploitative terms are offered by the employer. The fact that these employees accepted
employment with full knowledge that they will be paid only daily wages and they will not get the same salary and
conditions of service as other Class IV employees, cannot provide an escape to the Central Government to avoid the
mandate of equality enshrined in Article 14 of the Constitution. This Article declares that there shall be equality
before law and equal protection of the law and implicit in it is the further principle that there must be equal pay for
work of equal value. These employees who are in the service of the different Nehru Yuvak Kendras in the country and
who are admittedly performing the same duties as Class IV employees, must therefore get the same salary and
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conditions of service as Class IV employees. It makes no difference, whether they are appointed in sanctioned posts or
not. So long as they are performing the same duties they must receive the same salary and conditions of service as
Class IV employees.”

In view of the principle laid down in the case of Dhirender Chamuli by the Hon’ble SC ,it is difficult to accept
the objection of the mgt wherein it has been stated that the claimants since had accepted the terms of their
appointment as contractual employees, they cannot claim equal pay at par with the regular employees. It is necessary
to deal with the objection of the mgt saying that regularization would create heavy financial burden on the mgt. The
mgt being the employer, is duty bound to pay the appropriate remuneration to the persons employed by it and the right
for appropriate remuneration in lieu of their service is a constitutional right of a citizen. In the case of Chief
Conservator of Forests & Anr. Vs. Jagannath Maruti Kondhare & Ors, (1996) 2 SCC 293 the Hon’ble Supreme
Court have held that the right to back wages or minimum wage or fair wage flows automatically from the relief of
regularization to which no objection reasonably be taken. The financial strain on the state exchequer cannot be a
ground for consideration when the workmen held entitled to permanency or for higher pay.

In this case, as observed in the preceding paragraph, the workmen have been victimized on account of unfair
labour practice meted to them, since the mgt in spite of having vacancies in the permanent cadre made them to work
as contractual employees for years together on a consolidated salary and by denying the other consequential benefits
of the regular employees. Keeping the situation in view, it is felt proper to issue a direction to the mgt to regularize the
services of the claimants/workmen from the date of their initial appointment against the posts of permanent field
workers and extend the consequential service benefits to them which would meet the ends of justice. This direction is
specific in respect of the workmen of this claim petition as per the list annexed to the Award. These two issues are
accordingly answered in favour of the claimants.

Issues no. 4

In view of the findings and conclusion arrived in respect of issues no 2 & 3, it is held that the claimants are
entitled to be regularized in the post of permanent field workers from the date of their initial appointment along with
arrears of different salary on the principle of equal pay for equal work and all other consequential Service benefits.
Hence ordered

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered in favour of the claimants/workmen. It is held that the action of the
mgt in employing the claimants as contractual field workers despite having vacancies in the said permanent cadre is
illegal, unjustified and amounts to unfair labour practice as the workmen are working for the Mgt for a pretty long
period as contractual workers. The mgt is hereby directed to regularize the service of the individual workmen of this
proceeding with effect from the date of their initial appointment as permanent field workers and grant them the salary
of the permanent field workers from the date of their initial appointment. The Mgt is further directed to implement this
direction within 2 months from the date of publication of the Award and fix their pay and allow them the
consequential service benefits applicable to the permanent field workers from the date of their initial appointment. The
monetary entitlements on regularization including the arrear pay, accrued in favor of the individual workmen shall be
paid by the mgt within three months from the date of publication of the Award without interest failing which, the
amount shall carry interest at the rate of 3% per annum from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made.

The list of the workmen is attached herewith as annexure-A:-
List of the Workmen

Sl Name & Father’s/ | Date of Post & place of posting & Residential Address & Aadhar
No. Husband Name Appointment | Bio Metric 1.D. No. Card No.
1 Sandeep Yadav S/o | 04.08.2015 C.F.W. SDMC, Najafgarh H.No. 19, Near Raghubir
Sh. Jaipal Singh Zone, Ward No. 48-S, NamberdarGali, KanganHeri,
Bijwasan (B.M. No. South-West, Delhi-71. Aadhar
15022636) Card No. 698469565819
2 Amar Yadav S/o Sh. | 07.10.2013 C.F.W. SDMC Najafgarh H.No. 637, Vill. Mundka, Near
Balwan Singh Zone, Ward No . 42-S. (B.M. Mother Dairy Delhi-41. Aadhar
No. 15018176) Card No. 494526658012
3 Praveen Kumar S/o | 19.10.2016 C.F.W., SDMC, West Zone, H.No. FZ-18, Laxmi Park,
Sh. Vikram singh Ward No. 24-S, Baprola. B.M. | Nangloi, Delhi-41. Aadhar Card
No. 40000163 No. 660934163325.
4 Naveen Yadav S/o 01.09.2010 C.F.W. SDMC, West Zone, H. No. 47-A, Extn.-2-C, Nangloi,
Sh. Vikram Yadav Ward No. 09/S, Subhash Delhi-41 Aaddhar Card No.
Nagar (B.M.1.D. 15014461) 773389449654,
5 Rajesh Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W. South Zone, Ward No. | H.No. 817, Ambedkar Basti, R.K.
Sh. Mahipal Singh 66-S, (B. M. No. Puram, Sec-1, New Delhi-22
10093475 New I.D. No Aadhar Card No. 286826419761.
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40002468)
6 Pramod Kumar S/o | 04.09.2010 C.F.W. Ward No. 64 (s), B, H.NO. 843, Ambedkar Basti, R.K.
Sh. Vijender Singh Nanak Pura, South Zone Puram, Sec-1, New Delhi-22.
(B.M. No. Aadhar Card No. 645029626303.
10093445)
7 Ravinder Singh S/o | 04.09.2010 C.F.W., SDMC, Ward no. 65- | H.No. 972, Ambedkar Basti, R.K.
Sh. Sohan Singh S, R.K. Puram, Sec-1, South Puram, Sec-1, New Delhi-22.
Zone (B.M. No. Aadhar Card No. 389440181738.
10093446/40002501)
8 Akash Gautam S/o 18.09.2015 C.F.W., Ward No.65.-S, R.K. | H.No. B-963, Ambedkar Basti,
Sh. Dheeraj Kumar Puram, South Zone, (B.M. No. | R.K. Puram, New Dehi-22, Aadhar
40002505) Card No. 783551215923.
9 Sunil Kumar S/o Sh. | 04.09.2010 C.F.W. Ward No. 66-S, South | H.No. 290, Ambedkar Basti, R.K.
Raj Singh Zone B.M. No. 10094573 Puram, Sec-1, Delhi-22. Aadhar
(New No. 40002483) Card No. 212321345257.
10 Jagvinder S/o 03.10.2012 C.F.W., Wad No. 64-B, Green | H.No. 15-1, Basnti Gaon, Koyale ki
Sh. Raj Singh Park, South Zone, SDMC Tall, Vasant Vihar, Delhi-57.
(B.M. No. 15004600) Aadhar Card No. 336388017913.
11 Manoj Saini S/o 04.10.2013 C.F.W. (Malaria Beldar), H.No. J-185, Prem Nagar-11, Gali
Sh. Lekhraj Saini Ward No. 64-S, B, Green No.3, Kirari Suleman Nagar,
Park, South Zone, SDMC Delhi-86. Aadhar Card No.
(B.M. No. 15017610) 840594152990.
12 Mukesh S/o 30.08.2016 C.F.W. Ward no. 13-S, Tilak H.No. 26, Double Story, Tilak
Sh.Chatter Singh Nagar, B.M. No. Vihar, Tilak Nagar, New Delhi-18.
40000161 Aadhar Card No. 909732866623.
13 Deepak Sharma S/o | 04.10.2013 C.F.W., Wad No. 64 S (B), H.No. C-176, Bindaput-Pocket,
Sh. Nanak Pura, South Zone, Uttam Nagar, Delhi-59. Aadhar
Ramdayal Sharma SDMC, B.M. No. Card No. 427866500282
15017609
14 Izhar Alam S/o 20.09.2015 C.F.W., Ward No. 06-S, H.No. D-1/444, Sultan Puri, New
Naseem Ahmed Choukhandi, B.M. No. Delhi-86. Aadhar Card No.
15023352 393131408290.
15 Rahul Chauhan S/o | 29.09.2014 C.F.W., Ward No. 08/S, H.NO. 156, Dhakka Vill. Near
Sh. Lt. Sh. Pushkar Khyala, B.M. No. G.T.B. Nagar, Delhi-09. Aadhar
Singh Chauhan 15020228 Card No. 425549235600.
16 Anil Kumar S/o 21.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 01-S, H.No. N-21 A-3, Mouje Wala
Sh. Mohar Pal Madipur, West Zone, SDMC, | Bagh, Lal Bagh, Azadpur, Delhi-
Singh B.M. No. 40000752 33. Aadhar Card No.
844887436303
17 Amit Panwar S/o 04.10.2013 C.F.W. Ward No. 88 (S), H.NO. 303, Shah Pur, Jat, Delhi-
Sh. Naresh Panwar Chirag Delhi, South Zone, 49. Aadhar Card No.
SDMC, B.M. No. 15017628 381886914809.
18 Dhanesh Kumar S/o | 03.09.2010 C.F.W., Ward No. 88 (S), H.No. 30, Fateh Pur Beri, Dehi-74.
Sh. Ramu Chirag Delhi, South Zone, Aadhar Card No. 506824248623
SDMC
19 Amit Sharma S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W., Ward No. 88 (S), H.No. 746, Chiragh Delhi, Malviya
Sh. Kishan Sharma Chirag Delhi, South Zone, NagarDelhi-17. Aadhar Card No.
SDMC, B.M. No. 10094516 425612327075.
20 Raj Singh S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward no. 13-S, Tilak H.No. W-176/113, T-Huts, Near
Sh. Lallan Singh Nagar, B.M. No. 15017247 Fire Station, Kirti Nagar, Delhi-15.
Aadhar Card No. 793490016947
21 Anurag Singh S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W., Ward No. 2-S, H.No. A-107, 2nd Floor,
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Sh. Ramesh
Chander

Punjabi Bagh, West Zone,
SDMC, B.M. No. 15017248

Sudarshan Park, Moti Nagar,
Delhi-15. Aadhar Card No.
673878705201.

22 Pawan kumar S/o 06.09.2010 C.F.W., Ward No. 63 (S), H.No. S-83/220-, Indra Camp,
Sh. Ram Pratap South Zone, B.M. No. Begum Pur, Malviya Nagar, Delhi-
10093464 17. Aadhar Card No.
542050835696
23 Md. Yusuf S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W., SDMC, West Zone, H. No. WZ-61-A, Ram Garh
Lal Mohammad Ward No. 05-S, Rajori Colony, Gali No. 9, Basai Dara
Garden, B.M. No. Pur, Ramesh Nagar, Delhi-15.
10093477 Aadhar Card No. 219350955625
24 Sunny Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W., South Zone, Ward H.No. E-175, Kutub Vihar, Phase-
Sh. Shripal No. 66-S, Munirka, B.M. No. | I, Goyala Dairy, New Delhi-71.
10093483 Aadhar Card No. 625429442822
25 Tapesh Solanki S/o | 06.09.2010 C.F.W., South Zone, Ward H.No. V-112-A, Bhagwati Vihar,
Sh. Kishan Swaroop No. 66-S, Munirka, B.M. No. | Sec-D, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi-
Solanki (New No. 40002466), (Old 59. Aadhar Cared No.
No. 15014172) 361421361460
26 Titu Ram S/o 01.11.2010 C.F.W., South Zone, Ward H.No. WZ-146, Basai, Dara Pur,
Sh. Mewa Ram No. 66-S, Munirka, B.M. No. Ramesh Nagar, Delhi-15. Aadhar
40002442 Card No. 561030352727
27 Pankaj Sorot S/o Sh. | 04.09.2010 C.F.W., South Zone, Ward H. No. 86/A, Hauz Khas Vill.,
Hari Kishan No. 66-S, Munirka, B.M. No. | New Delhi-16. Aadhar Card No.
15004655 470957364877
28 Vikas S/o 18.09.2015 C.F.W., South Zone, Ward H. No. 138, Bhumya Wala Chowk,
Sh. Ramesh No. 66-S, Munirka, B.M. No. | Vill.-Bakoli, Delhi-36. Aadhar
40002481 Card No. 701802539273
29 Tarun Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W., South Zone, Green H.No. 1794, ParsadiGali, Kotla,
Lt. Sh. Tejpal Park. B.M. No. 10094570 Mubarak Pur, Delhi-03. Aadhar
Card No. 583614057801
30 Kanwar Singh S/o 25.09.2015 C.F.W., Ward No. 97-S, Hari H.No. 699, Mehlla, Mohalla,
Lt. Sh. Dayaram Nagar SDMC, B.M. No. Madanpur Khadar, Sarita Vihar,
40001685 Delhi-76. Aadhar Card No.
532733731185
31 Rajender Singh S/o | 27.08.2010 C.F.W., SDMC, Central Zone, | Vill. Patwari, Post-Bisharak Distt-
Lt. Sh. Sohan Lal Lajpat Nagar, Ward No. Gautam Budh Nagar, Noida, U.P.-
15020099 203207. Aadhar Card No.
311644236594
32 Sushil Kumar S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W., SDMC, Central Zone, | H.No. B-1096, J.J. Colony, Sarita
Sh. Ram Raj Lajpat Nagar, B.M. No. Vihar New Delhi-76. Aadhar Card
15020107 No. 935476042952
33 Dhramender S/oSh. | 14.11.2013 C.F.wW, SDMC, Ward No. H.No. 1489, Phase-111, Madan Pur,
TakeshwarShah 103-S, Madanpur khaddar, J.J. | Khadar Near Jaitpur Police Station,
Colony, East, B.M. No. Delhi-76. Aadhar card No.
15020083 671074568495
34 Vijay Kumar S/o 03.10.2013 C.F.W., Ward No. 103-S, H.No. 6, Gali No. 6, Jugmal Vill.
Sh. Parmod Kumar Madanpur khaddar, J.J. Roshan Nagar. Aadhar Card No.
Colony, East, B.M. No. 416033876158.
15020070
35 Deepak S/o 25.08.2010 C.F.W, Ward No. 103-S, H.No. 32 A, Khizra Bad,
Sh. Sant Lal Madanpur khaddar, BM. NO. BalmikiMohlla, New Firends

15020062

Colony, Delhi-25. Aadhar Card no.
364760966989.
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36 Manoj Halder S/o 27.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 103-S, H.No. 880, B-2, J.J. Colony,
Sh. Maha Nanda Madanpur khaddar, B.M. No. | Madan pur, Khadar, Delhi-76.
15020032 Aadhar Card No. 976052214062
37 Lakhan Kumar S/o | 14.09.2010 CFW, SDMC South Zone, H.No. 20/159, Dakshin Puri, New
Sh. Bhoop Singh Green Park, BM. No. Delhi-62. Aadhar Card No.
10094570 683014054178.
38 Raj Kumar S/o 15.09.2010 CFW, SDMC South Zone, H.NO. D-251, Ambedkar Nagar,
Sh. Ram Bahor Green Park, BM. No. Sec-5, New Delhi-62. Aadhar Card
10093195 No. 571173390574
39 Joginder S/o 04.10.2013 Ward No. 26/S, Mohan H.No. 959, C-Block, Mangol Puri,
Sh. Rajpal Garden, B.M. No. 15017614 Near Bharat Ghar, Delhi-83.
Aadhar Card No. 775693032034
40 Satish Chand S/o 04.10.2013 SDMC South Zone, Green H. No A-75, Jawahar Park,
S.Pappu Singh Park, BM. No. 15017644 Khanpur, Delhi-62. Aadhar Card
No. 599642981222
41 Vikas Sejwal S/o Lt. | 04.10.2013 South Delhi, Green park, (81- | F-208, Lado Sarai New Delhi-30.
Sh. Ranbir Singh S), Khanpur, BM. No. Aadhar Card No. 690413065746
15017630
42 Veer Pal S/o 04.10.2013 South Delhi Green Park Zone, | H.No. A-75, Jawahar Park, Devli
Lt. Sh. Mahaveer BM. No. 15017643 Road, Khanpur, New Delhhi-62.
Singh Aadhar Card No. 347475338331
43 Ashwani Kumar S/o | 04.10.2013 Ward No. 57 S, Lajpat Nagar, | H. No. 105-C, IPGCL, Colony,
Sh. Radhey Shyam B.M. No. 15019988 Viduty Vihar, Ring Road, Kilokari,
Bhogal, New Delhi-110014.
Aadhar Card No 878185415898
44 Harinder Sejwal S/o | 03.10.2012 South Zone, 62-S, Hauz Khaz, | F.580, Lado Sarai New Delhi-30.
Sh. Karamvir Singh Green Park, BM. No. Aadhar Card No. 659355600187
15004614
45 Sanjay S/o 14.09.2010 South Zone BM. NO. H.No. G-Il, 25, Madangir,
Sh. Lal Chand 10094577 Ambedkar Nagar New Delhi-62.
Aadhar Card No. 552995994452
46 Jai Shiv Kumar S/o | 08.10.2015 CFW, Ward No. 58, S, H.No. 2364, Gali Ravi Dass, Bazar
Sh. Ram Gopal Kasturba Nagar, BM NO. Sita Ram, Delhi-06. Aadhar Card
Sagar 40001603 No. 990097730293.
47 Vinod Kumar S/o 08.10.2012 CFW, Ward No. 26/S. Mohan | H. No. 430, Sainik Enclave, Sec-2,
Sh. Ram Singh Garden, BM. NO. Gali No.4, Mohan Garden, Delhi-
15014431 59. Adhar Card no. 364735024559
48 Deepak S/o 03.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 60-S, Kotla H.No. 220, Near Animal Hospital,
Sh. Rishi Raj Mubarak Pur, Delhi-03, BM Burari Vill, Delhi-84. Aadhar Card
No. No. 983418556628
15020004
49 Ravinder Kumar 04.09.2010 CFW, South Delhi, Green H. No. J-11/109, Madangir New
S/o Sh. Babulal park, BM. No. 10093459 Delhi-62. Aadhar Card No.
831740700157
50 Badloo Ram S/o Sh. | 03.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 60 (s), Kotla | H.No. 1043, G. Block, Jhuggi,
Lt. Sh. Dataram Mubarak pur, BM No. Near MCD Primary School,
15020010 Jhangirpuri, Delhi-33. Aadhar Card
No. 715773448501
51 Karan Singh S/o 07.08.2013 CFW- Malaria Beldar, H. No. Q-27, Private Colony, Sri

Sh. Naranyan Singh

Food Hygiene (Malaria
Beldar) , Bm. No. 15020487

Niwas Puri, New Delhi-66. Aadhar
Card No. 799507575967
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52 Somvir S/o 04.09.2010 CFW, South zone, 78-S, H. No. J-88, Dakishin Puri, New
Sh. Kishan Jeet Sangam Vihar, (B), BM. No. Delhi. Aadhar Card no.
10094575 430453303000
53 Naresh S/o 09.08.2016 CFW, South Zone, (78-S, H. No. A-19, Kewal park, Neta Ji
Sh. Sita Ram Sangam Vihar), BM. No. Marg, Azad Pur, Delhi-33. Aadhar
40002533 Card no. 431836269459
54 Nardev Singh S/o 07.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 95-S Vill. Kalwaka, Dhtir, Distt. Palwal,
Sh. Amar Chand Badarpur, BM. No 15020061 | Haryana-121102. Aadhar Card no.
975535930638
55 Hemraj S/o 2010 CFW, Ward No. 95 Badarpur, | Luhar Mohalla Kalwaka, Dhatir
Sh. Mahipal BM No. Palwal, Haryana-121102. Aadhar
15020071 card No. 295840637149
56 Rameshwer S/o 26.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 98-S, Jaitpur, | H.No. 78, Mohala Saraiya, Near
Sh. Kallu Ram BM No. 15020065 Shiv Mandir, Khambi, Palwal,
Haryana-121106. Aadhar Card No.
359445514172
57 Ashok Nagar S/o 01.09.2010 Ward No. 96-S, Molarband, H.No. Il1- Molarband Vill.
Sh.Tikamsingh BM No. 15020118 Badarpur, New Dehli-44. Aadhar
Card No. 646501581604
58 Mukesh Kumar S/o | 25.08.2010 Ward No. 100-S, B.M. No. H.NO. 75, Sarai Julena, Jamia
Sh. Roop Chand 15020100 Nagar, South Delhi-25. Aadhar
Card No. 680818203957
59 Surjeet Saini S/o Sh. | 25.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 240/2, Fatehpur, Billoch,
Bir Singh Badarpur, B.M NO. 15020097 | Faridabad, Haryana-121004. Adhar
Card No. 510393869082
60 Manju Singh S/o 26.08.2010 CFW, 96-S, Molarband, BM. H.No. Vill. Kalwaka, Distt. Palwal,
Sh. Nanak Chand No. 15020106 Haryana-121102, Aaddhar Card
No. 490147964300
61 Ishak S/o 27.08.2010 CFW, 85-S, Sangam Vihar, H.No. Nangla Mohalla, Vill.
Sh. Buddha BM No. 15020090 Kalwaka, Distt. Palwal, Haryana-
121102. Aadhar Card No.
716139634343
62 Vinod Kumar S/o 25.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 88-S, Chirag | H.No. 228, Maidan Garhi Village,
Sh. Ami chand Delhi, BM No. New Delhi-68. Aadhar Card No.
15020106 768084227475
63 Shiv kumar S/o 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 88-S, Chirag | H.NO. T-220, T-Huts, Begumpur,
Sh. Ram Partap Delhi, BM No. Malviya Nagar South Delhi-17,
10093480 Aadhar Card No. 982196632169
64 Anil Bhadana S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, H.No. Vill. Pawta, Faridabad,
Sh. Dhan Singh Pehladpur, BM No. Haryana-121004. Aadhar Card
15020053 No. 861695661934
65 Puneet Bhadana S/o | 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, H. No. Vill. Pawta, Faridabad,
Sh. Mangal Singh PulPehladpur, BM No. Haryana-121004. Aadhar Card
15020039 No. 684598676544
66 Rakesh Shah S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 98-S, Jaitpur, | H.No. 60, Gali No. 2/A, Ekta
Sh. Girish shah BM No. 15020066 Vihar, Meethapur, Extn, Delhi-44.
Aadhar Card No. 305799513075
67 Sunil Dutt S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 96-S, H.NO. Vill. KalwakaDhatir (37),

Sh. Sohan Lal

Molarband, BM No. 15020117

Distt. Palwal, Haryana-121102,
Aadhar Card No. 875550371267
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68 Jitender S/o 15.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 96-S, H.No. 57/1, Numbardar Colony,
Sh. Kale Singh Molarband, BM No. Sehatpur, Faridabad, Haryana-
15020480 121013. Aadhar Card No.
353273286188
69 Dhyanendra S/o Sh. | 16.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 98-S, Jaitpur, | H.No. Vill., Kadura, P.O Salon
Shishpal Singh BM No. (B), Distt., Datia M.P-475336.
15020482 Aadhar Card No. 241417765818
70 Saurabh Bhardwaj 15.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 96-S, H.No. 31, Gali No. 12, Molarband
slo Molarbaand, BM No. Extn., Badarpur, Delhi-44. Aadhar
Sh. Mahavir Sharma 15020479 Card No. 769821708755
71 Deepak S/o 19.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 13 Vill- Kanwara,
Sh. Mohan Lal Badarpur, BM No. Faridabad, Haryana-121101.
40001665
72 Ruby W/o sh. Sunil | 07.10.2013 Ward No. 98 Jaitpur, BM No. | H.NO. D-25/2, Gali No. 2, Hari
Kumar 15018055 Nagar, Badarpur, South Delhi-44.
Aadhar Card No. 313233671287
73 Deepak S/o 26.08.2010 Ward No. 85-S, Sangam H.No. D-362-A, Krishna Park,
Sh. Jagdish Vihar, BM No. 15920086 Khanpur, New Delhi-62. Aadhar
Card No. 479435578619
74 Ashish Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 Ward No. 85-S, Sangam H.No. G-1-37, Gali No. 8, Main
Sh. Jitendra Kumar Vihar, BM No. 15020085 Masjid WaliGali, Sangam Vihar,
Delhi-62.
75 Sunil Kumar S/o 19.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, H.No. Ladpur, Chhata, Mathura,
Sh.Pyare Lal PulPehladpur, BM No. U.P-281401. Aadhar Card No.
40001660 956153823108
76 Prem Chand S/o Sh. | 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 98-S, Jaitpur | H.NO. TransfarmerWaliGali, Rajiv
Raja Ram , BM. No. 15020101 Nagar, Palwal, Haryana-121102,
Aadhar Card No 602382712575
77 Vijay Singh Rathore | 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 222, Ward No.3, Chok
Slo Badarpur, BM No. 15920044 Mohalla Main Road, DabohDuda,
Sh. Kadore Prasad AndhiyariBhind, M.P-477447,
Aadhar Card no. 376027079253
78 Harish kumar S/o 25.08.2010 Ward No. 89-S, SriniwasPuri H.No. 7B/12, Private Colony, Sri
Sh. Devi Lal BM. NO. 15020113 Niwaspuri, South Delhi. Aadhar
Card No. 367857256774
79 Nand Kishor S/o Sh. | 2010 CFW, Ward No. 100-S, Zakir | H.No 1029, Binduna Mohalla,
Duli Chand Nagar , BM. No. 15020092 Near Ram Mandir, Khombi,
Palwal, Haryana-121106. Aadhar
Card No. 764520178774
80 Ajay S/o Sh. Kalyan | 24.07.2015 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, Fatehpur, Billoch, Distt. Faridabad,
Singh PulPehladpur, BM No. Haryana-121004. Aadhar Card No.
40001661 551992808469
81 Parveen S/o 19.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, H.No. S-32/272, Sonia Gandhi
Sh. Kamal Singh PulPehladpur, BM No. Camp, Badarpur, New Delhi-44.
40001663 Aadhar Card No. 910507130805
82 Pardeep Kumar S/o | 23.07.2016 CFW, Ward No. 88 S, Chirag | H.no. 38-A, Gali No.1, Harjan
Sh. Suraj Prakash Delhi, BM No. 40002580 Basti, Neb Sarai, Maidan Garhi,
New Delhi-68, Aadhar Card No.
905398114256
83 Deepak Kumar S/o | 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 85-S, H.no. F-3/421, Gali No.4, Sangam
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Sh. Niranjan lal

Sangam Vihar, BM No.
15020077

Vihar, Delhi-62. Aadhar Card no.
848163298639

84 Mohd. Imran S/o 19.09.2015 Ward No. 100-S, Zakir Nagar, | H.No. 2, Mehboob Nagar, Joga Bai
Deen Mohd BM NO. 40001678 Extn., Okhla, South Delhi-25,
Aadhar Card No. 873782451522
85 Jagjeewan Lal 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 97-S, Hari H.No. A-192, Bilashpur, Camp,
Suryawanshi S/o Sh. Nagar BM. NO. 40001668 Molarband, Badarpur, New Delhi-
Shyam Lal 44, Aadhar Card No.
Suryawanshi 648761227783
86 Manoj Kumar S/o 21.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 98-S, Jaitpur, | H.No. 673, Gali No. 15, Lakhpat
Sh. Himmat Singh BM NO. 40001671 Colony, Meethapur, Extn, South
Delhi-44, Aadhar Card No.
679449317737
87 Sonu Kumar Singh | 03.10.2013 CFW, Ward No 92-S, Harkesh | H.No. E-83, Harkesh Nagar, okhla,
Slo Nagar, BM No. 15020052 Phase-11, New Delhi, Aadhar Card
88 Jai Bhagwan S/o Sh. | 26.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 89-s, H.No. (Vill. Pakhaudana, Post
Babu Lal Sriniwaspuri, BM. No. Office Uattasani, Thana Tappal,
15020002 Tehsil- Khair, Distt- Aligarh, U.P-
202165), Aadhar Card No.
365695738007
89 kuldeep S/o 2013 CFW, Ward No. 91-S, H.No. Badi Chaupal, Saukada
Sh. Ishwar Chand Govindpuri, BM No. Mohalla, Fathepur, Beri, Delhi,
15017633 Aadhar Card No. 594761761135
90 Durgesh S/o 22.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 91-S, H.No. 162, Near BVN School,
Sh. Hari Lal Sharma Govindpuri, BM No. Vill. Khambi, Distt-Palwal,
40001677 Haryana-121106, Aadhar Card No.
674053919807
91 Yogendera Yadav 03.10.2012 CFW, Ward No. 90-S, Kalka Nanak Puliya, Vill. Khora,
Slo Ji, BM No. Gaziabad, U.P-201309, Aadhar
Sh. Mam Pal Yadav 15004663 Card No. 224973413733
92 Uday Veer S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 90-S, Kalka H.No. 18/261, Trilok Puri, New
Sh. Panna Lal Ji, BM No. 15020009 Delhi-91, Aadhar Card No.
750621369898
93 Naveen Kumar 08.10.2015 CFW, Ward No. 90-S, Kalka H.NO. RZ-3291, G.No. 37,
Prabhat S/o Ji, BM No. 40001624 Tughalkabad Extn., New Dehi-19,
Sh. Devender Aadhar Card No. 819400675493
Prasad
94 Manoj Yadav S/o 25.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 89-S, H.NO. RC-308, Nanak Puliya,
Sh. Mempal Yadav Sriniwas Puri, BM No. Khora Gaon, Gaziabad. U.P-
15020017 201309, Aadhar Card No.
591729498523
95 Ranjan Babu S/o 11.11.2013 CFW, Food Hygiene, Health H.No. 4, Jangpura Road, Bhogal,
Sh. Babu Lal Store, Jal Vihar, L.P.N. New Delhi-14, Aadhar Card No.
BM NO. 15020054 878770101362
96 Gaurav Awana S/o | 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 97-S, Hari H.No. 83, Vill. Meethapur,
Sh. Dhan Pal Nagar, BM NO. 15020063 Badarpur, New Delhi-44, Aadhar
Awana Card No. 882732679108
97 Fal Singh S/o 15.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. A-310, Chungi No.2, Lal
Sh. Khem Chand Badarpur, BM No. 15020478 Kuan, Badarpur South Delhi-44,
Aadhar Card no. 796795110668
98 Jiya Ram S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, South zone, Ward H.No. 02, Asola Village, Fateh Pur

Sh. Bhim Singh

No.72-S, Bhati, BM. No.

Beri, Hauz Khas Delhi-74, Aadhar
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15017639 Card no. 406297441289
99 Raj Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 72-S, Bhati, H.No. 879, Near Shanidham, Asola
Sh. Rohtash South Zone Vill. Fatehpur Beri, Mahrauli,
Delhi-74, Aadhar Card No.
823066594127
100 Naveen Yadav S/o 04.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No 64 (S), H.No. V.P.O. Gothra, Tappa Khori
Sh. Ram Niwas Nanak Pura, South Zone., BM. | (39), Kund, Rewari, Haryana-
No. 123102, Aadhar Card No.
15017613 309639881656
101 Sunil Sharma S/o 20.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 05 (S), H.No. WZz-33/59, Rajouri Garden,
Sh. Chetram Rajouri Garden (West-Zone), | New Delhi- 27, Aadhar Card No.
BM. No.15023056 300615097317
102 Nand Lal Mandal 04.09.2010 C.F.W, SDMC, Ward NO. 79, | H.No. 19, Opp. Block-A- B,
Slo Madan Giri, Green Park, Jhuggi, Dakshinpuri Camp,
Sh. Raju Mandal South Zone, BM No. Ambedkar Nagar, Delhi-62,
10093479 Aadhar Card No. 449771892027
103 Bablu Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 C.F.W, SDMC, Green Park, H.No. D-77, Khanpur, Ambedkar
Lt. Sh. Durga South Zone, BM. No. Nagar, J.J Colony, New Delhi-62,
Parsad 10093483 Aadhar Card No. 983125828001
104 Manoj kumar S/o 18.09.2015 C.F.W, South Zone, Ward H.No. N-17-C/474, F-Block, J.J.
Sh. Attar Singh No.61-S.B, BM. No. Colony, Ashok Vihar, Wazir Pur,
40002430 Delhi-52, Aadhar Card No.
458262845710
105 Parmod Kumar S/o | 06.09.2010 C.F.W, Ward No. 63 (S),South | H.No. 61-A, ,Gali No. 3, East
Sh. Babu Lal Zone, BM. No. 150046422 Laxmi Market, Near Life Line
Hospital, Laxmi Nagar, Delhi-92.
Aadhar Card No. 753318171673
106 Sumit Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No. 61-S (B), H.No 10/91, Vishnu Gali, Vishwas
Sh. Virender Singh South Zone, BM. No. Nagar, North East Delhi-32,
15017572 Aadhar Card No. 707869484521
107 Virender Yadav S/o | 23.07.2016 C.F.W, Green Park, South H.No. S-60/70, Jal Vihar Lajpat
Sh. Mahesh Yadav Zone, BM. No. 40002569 Nagar, New Delhi-24, Aadhar Card
No. 201469448889
108 Sanjeev Barua S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Central Zone, Lajpat H.No. E-11/256, Dr. Ambedkar
Sh. Sudhir Ranjan Nagar, BM. No. 15020035 Nagar, Sec-111, Madangir, New
Barua Delhi-66, Aadhar Card No.
810719946058
109 Sushil Kumar S/o 01.08.2016 C.F.W, Ward No. 88-S, H.NO. 10651, Pratap Nagar,
Sh. Suresh Chand Chirag Delhi, South Zone, Metro Station, pratp Nagar, Sadar
BM No. 40002581 Bazar-06, Aadhar Card No.
724161188488
110 Sandeep Kumar S/o | 07.10.2013 C.F.W, 14 (S), Mahavir H.No. 5/D-24, Vishnu Garden
Sh. Jagdish Chander Nagar, BM. No. 15017243 Extn., New Delhi-18, Aadhar Card
No. 659434658808
111 Ankur S/o Sh. 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward no. 13-S, Tilak H.No. 1753, SisanaTeh-Karkuada,
Ram Meher Nagar, BM. No. 15017252 Sonipat, Haryana-131408, Aadhar
Card No. 556661017300
112 Dinesh Rajak S/o 14.05.2013 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. E-367, E-Block, J.J. Colony,
Sh. Ganesh Rajak Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Inder Puri, New Delhi-12, Aadhar
15014434 Card No. 405216701388
113 Surender Singh S/o | 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. WZ-622, Nangal Raya, New

Lt. Sh. Mahadev

Zone, Hari Nagar SDMC, BM.

Delhi-46, Aadhar Card No.
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Prasad No. 712935057303
15017261
114 Sunil Kumar S/o Sh. | 24.09.2010 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. 18/21, Azad Nagar, Kishan
Suresh Chand Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Ganj, Malka Ganj Delhi-07,
15014423 Aadhar Card No. 804161400398
115 Vinod S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No 11-S, West H.No. Vill. Hajipur, Teh-Kotasim,
Sh. Mahender Singh Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Distt- Alwar, Rajsthan-301702,
15017262 Aadhar Card No. 893122774584
116 Yogesh Kumar 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No 11-S, West H.No. WZ-1649, Nangal Raya,
Patodia S/o Zone, SDMC, BM. No. New Delhi-46, Aadhar Card no.
Sh. Tara Chand 15017251 461469613607
Patodia
117 Dinesh Chander S/o | 20.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. B/105, Near Police Station,
Sh. Ram Chander Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Harijan Basti, Seetapuri, Delhi-45,
15023048 Aadhar Card NO. 975056899900
118 Jitender Kumar S/o | 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. 214, Block-A, Shahbad
Sh. Mahender Singh Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Dairy, PehladPur, Delhi-42,
15018068 Aadhar Card No. 733355443241
119 Nidhi D/o Sh. 22.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. 15/56, Back Side, Subhash
Gopal Krishan Zone, SDMC, BM. No. Nagar, Tagore Garden, New Delhi-
Sadana 15023070 27, Aadhar Card No.
506700968836
120 Ravi Kumar S/o 29.09.2014 C.F.W, Ward No. 11-S, West | H.No. WZ-1566, Nangal Raya
Sh. Satya Narayan Zone, SDMC, BM. No. New Delhi-46, Aadhar Card No.
Rohilla 15020226 314658473325
121 Rajeev Kumar S/o 21.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 19-S, H.No. Soldha (62), Soldha Jhajjar,
Sh. Naresh Ranoola, BM. No. 15023058 Haryana-124507, Aadhar Card No.
230925645314
122 Jai Deep S/o C.F.W, Ward No. 19-S, H.No. Kharkhra (104), Kharkhara,
Sh. Kali Ram Ranoola, BM. No. Rohtak, Haryana-124111, Aadhar
15014426 Card No. 909184000216
123 Ravinder Yadav S/o | 24.09.2010 C.F.W, Ward No. 19-S, H.No. 140, Kamrudin Nagar,
Sh. Ragubir Yadav Ranolla, BM. No Nangloi, Delhi-41, Aadhar Card
15004577 no. 33265573
124 Vikas S/o Sh. 17.09.2014 C.F.W, Ward No. 19-S, H.NO. Ghilaur Kalan, Jasia (82),
Bhoop Singh Ranoola, BM. No. 15020229 Rohtak, Haryana-124001, Aadhar
Card No. 735035525459
125 Shashikant 21.09.2015 C.F.W, Ward No. 57-S H.No. Kh No. 82-83, Gali No.
Vishwakarma S/o Central Zone, BM. No. 10/5, Block-D, Mukandpur, Part-1,
Sh. Jiledar 40001600 Delhi-42, Aadhar Card No.
Vishwakarma 381243515204
126 Vishal S/o 23.07.2016 C.F.W, Ward No. 66-S Vill. H.No. J-10, J.J. Colony, Shakur
Sh. Azad Munirka, BM. NO. Pur, I BLOCK, Delhi-34, Aadhar
40002502 Card no. 745325460926
127 Johnson Kongari 07.10.2013 C.F.W, Zonal Office, South H.No. S-55 A/125, Bilaspur,
Slo Zone, BM No. 15019983 Camp, Molarband, Badarpur,
Sh. Sushil Kongari South Delhi-44, Aadhar Card No.
456362595674
128 Prem Singh S/o 06.09.2010 C.F.W, Green Park, Laddo H.No. 168, Vill. NanglaGurjan,
Sh. Chander Pal Sarai, BM. No. 10094545 Pali (13), Faridabad, Haryana-
121004, Aadhar Card No.
537748135450
129 Manoj Kumar S/o 06.09.2010 C.F.W, Green Park, (office), H.No. C-2/83, Gali No.2, Mukund




2174

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945

[PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

Sh. Ram Vilas BM. No. 10094551 Vihar, Karawal Nagar, Delhi-94,
Aadhar Card No. 407282629662
130 Gajender Yadav S/o | 30.11.2016 Ward No. 8, BM No. H.No. RZ-28, Narsing Garden, A-
Sh. Surender Yadav 40000378 Block, Khayala Vill., Vishnu
Garden, West Delhi-18, Aadhar
Card No. 419362513513
131 Surender Kumar S/o | 24.09.2010 ward No. 12-F, West Zone, H.No. 268, Harpal Pradhan
Sh. Ram Ratan Vikas Puri, KeshoPur, BM. WaliGali, BhorGarh, North West
No. 15014413 Delhi-40, Aadhar Card No.
298865798141
132 Vicky Gupta S/o Sh. | 04.10.2013 Ward No. 79-S, Madangir, H.No. RZ-197-F, Gali No. 15,
Ramesh Chander BM. No. 15017577 Tuglakabad Extn. kalka Ji, Delhi-
Gupta 19, Aadhar Card no.
933958712534
133 Rajesh Kumar S/o 14.05.2013 Ward No. 012-S, Vikas Puri, H.No,.E-228, J.J. Colony,
Sh. Preetam Singh BM. No. 15014445 Wazirpur, Ashok Vihar, Delhi-52,
Aadhar Card No. 952442609822
134 Dharmendra S/o Sh. | 14.05.2013 Ward No. 12-S, Vikas Puri, H.No. E-229, 230, J.J. Colony,
Attar Singh BM. No. 15014446 Wazirpur, Ashok vihar, Delhi-52,
Aadhar Card No. 686271445916
135 Inder Singh S/o 14.05.2013 Ward No. 15-S, Janakpuri, H.No. E-151, J.J. Colony,
Sh. Mukhtyar Singh BM. No. 15014447 Wazripur, Ashok Vihar, Delhi-52,
Aadhar Card No. 472787578875
136 Hari Prakash S/o 04.09.2010 Ward No. 66-S, Munirka BM H.No. WZz-342, BasariDarapur,
Sh. Bir Singh No. 40002480 Moti Nagar West Delhi-15, Aadhar
Card No. 573221182351
137 Vibhor Dayma S/o 07.10.2013 Ward No. 95-S, PulPahaldpur, | H.No. Vill. Sirozpur, Kalan (41),
Sh. MahipalDayma BM. No. Faridabad, Haryana-124004,
15020050 Aadhar Card No. 286563467430
138 Sanjay S/o 22.09.2010 Ward No. 59-S, Andrews Ganj | H.No 195/3, Ramesh Market,
Sh. Horam GazhiGali No.1, East of Kailash,
Delhi-65, Aadhar Card No.
700555529523
139 Munna Shah S/o Sh. | 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 58-S, H.No. §-61/121, Indira Gandhi
Doodhnath Shah Andrews Ganj, BM. No. Camp, Nehru Nagar, Delhi-65,
40001604 Aadhar Card No. 330800278849
140 Subhash S/o 26.08.2010 Ward No. 59-S, Andrews H.No. Vill. Ali Brahman, Teh-
Sh. Hari Ram Ganj, BM. No. 15020024 Hathin, Distt- Palwal, Haryana-
121106, Aadhar Card No.
464264461369
141 Gaurav kumar Mavi | 19.09.2015 Ward No. 58-S, Kasturba H.No. -C-20/A, Gali No.4, Dayal
S/o Sh. Ashok Nagar, BM No. Pur, Karal Nagar, North East
kumar 40001597 Delhi-94, Aaddhar Card No.
771158175557
142 Suresh Sagar S/o 28.11.2013 CFW, H.No. 177, Vikas Nagar, Gali No.
Sh. Madan Lal Ward No. 58-S, Kasturba 2, Near Mehar Chand Gate, Vikas
Nagar, BM No. Nagar, Loni, Gaziabad U.P.,
15020011 Aadhar Card No. 983686590574
143 Akshay Kumar S/o 08.10.2015 CFW, H.No. K-123, MCD, Flate, Sunder
Sh. Inder Pal Singh Ward No. 58-S, Kasturba Nagari, Nand Nagri, Delhi-93,
Nagar, BM No. 40001662 Aadhar Card No. 717974480207
144 Sagar S/o 03.10.2012 CFW, Civic Centre (H.Q), BM | H.No.F-523, Bhola Nagar, Kotla
Sh. Satish NO. 15004662 Mubarak Pur.
145 Arun Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 60-S, Kotla H.No. E-270, MCD Colony,

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

Mubarak Pur, Central Zone,

Azadpur, Delhi-33, Adhar Card No
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BM No. 526859624267
15020064
146 Ankit S/o 18.10.2016 CFW, Ward No. 14/S, New H.No. 108, Gali No. 02, New Basti
Sh. Ishwar Singh Mahaveer Nagar, (SDMC), Bankner, Narela, Delhi-40,
West Zone , BM No. 729752890609
40003696
147 Vikas S/o 03.10.2012 CFW, South Zone, Green H.No. V.P.O. Tajpur, Tihar
Sh. Jai Bhagwan Park, S.J. Enclave, BM No. Baghru, Sonipat, Haryana-131022,
15004632 Adhar Card No. 419471545041
148 Surender S/o 23.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 38-S, H.No. 452, Kabla and Jitayan,
Sh. Chiranji Lal Dwarka, Sec-11, Najaf Garh Mohalla, Dhansa Village, South
Zone, BM No. West Delhi-73, Adhar Card No.
15004544 486328484406
149 Amit Kumar S/o 20.09.2015 CFW, H.No. WZ-15-D, PossangiPur,
Sh. Virender Prasad Ward No. 14-S, New Mahavir | Janak Puri, New Delhi-58, Adhar
Nagar, West (SDMC), West Card No. 692328501508
Zone, BM No. 15023059
150 S. Uday Kumar S/o | 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 18/S, Milap WZ-62B, Madaras Hair Cutting
Sh. T. Sekhar Nagar, West Zone, SDMC, Saloon, PossangiPur, Jhangir Puri,
BM No. Delhi-58, Adhar Card No.
15023047 466303165559
151 Ashif Khan S/o 29.09.2010 CFW, Ward no. 13-S, Tilak H.No. W-143/79, Indra Colony,
Sh. Munna Khan Nagar, BM No. Tilak Nagar, Delhi-18, Adhar Card
15014419 No. 382934373939
152 Pawan S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 6-S, Tagore HNO. A-2/104, Street No. 2,
Sh. Panna Lal Garden, West Zone Shakti Garden, North East Delhi-
94, Adhar Card No. 241791904226
153 Amit S/o 03.10.2012 Ward No. 61-S,Green Park, H.No. V.P.O., Tajpur, Tihar
Sh. Om Prakash South Zone, BM No. Khurd, (191), Sonipat, Haryana-
15004633 131022, Adhar Card No.
924633783681
154 Bal KishanTanwar 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 61-S, South H.No. 65, Vill., Moti Bagh, Nanak
S/o Zone, SDMC, BM No. Pura, Moti Bagh, New Delhi-21,
Sh. Nand Kishore 15017608 Adhar Card No. 661251624270
155 Vikas Kumar S/o 08.10.2013 CFW, Green Park, S.J. H.No. WZ-148, Bihari Colony,
Sh. Virender Mishra Enclave, South Zone, BM No. | Todapur Village, New Delhi-12,
15018213 Adhar Card No. 554026047332
156 Ashish S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 62-S, South H.No. 319, Khasra No. 569,
Lt. Sh. Suraj Zone, SDMC, BM No. Prajapati Mohalla, Maidan Garhi,
Parkash 40011212 Delhi-68, Adhar Card No.
305368187708
157 Sachin Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 69-S, Vasant | H.No. D-51, Masood Pur, Harijan
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Kunj, South Zone, BM No. Basti, Vasant Kunj, New Delhi-70,
15017611 Adhar Card No. 280645217481
158 Jitender Saini S/o 08.11.2016 CFW, H.No. 387/B, RumalWaliGali,
Sh. Bharam Parkash Ward No. 08-S, Khyala, BM Near Gujar Chowk, Ram Pura,
Saini NO. Delhi-35, Adhar Card No.
40000381 660305826268
159 Hemant S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 08-S, Khyala, | H.No. A-180, Raghubir Nagar, J.J.

Sh. Roshan Lal

BM NO.

Colony, Tagore Garden, Delhi-27,
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15018361 Adhar Card No. 665086182854
160 Satyadev Kanwat 04.10.2013 CFW, H.No. Vill. Rambas, P.O-
Slo Ward No. 69-S, Vasant Kunj, | Hatoondi, Tehsil-Mundawar, Disst-
Sh. Santosh Kumar Green Park, South Zone, BM | Alwar, Rajsthan-301427, Adhar
Meena No. Card No. 531591015860
15017595
161 Amit S/o 03.10.2012 CFW, Ward No. 61-SB, Green | H.NO. 19, CSP, D.D.A. Flats,
Sh. Vinod Kumar Park, BM No. Safdarjung Enclave, Vasant Vihar,
15004658 Delih-29, Adhar card No.
692338654679
162 Ajay Singh Sagar 29.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 104-S, H.No. 250, Jatav Mohalla,
Slo Madan Pur Khadar, BM No. Madanpur, Khadar, Delhi-76,
Sh. Subhash Chand 40001669 Adhar Card No. 761904379396
163 Vikrant S/o 16.10.2015 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 1390, J.J. Colony-IlII,
Sh. Madan Lal Badarpur, BM No. Mdanpur, Khadar, New Delhi.
40001664
164 Pushkaran S/o 02.09.2010 CFW, ward No. 96-S, H.No. 122, Molarband, Vill-
Sh. Ram Dass Molarband, BM NO. Badarpur, South Delhi-44, Adhar
15020116 Card No. 371151132376
165 Tej veer S/o 2015 CFW, Ward No. 96-S, H.No. 179, Lallu Ka ChotaThok,
Sh. Bijan Molarband, BM No. 40001666 | Kotban, Mathura,Chhata, U.P-
281403, Adhar Card No.
718896408699
166 Lekhram S/o 27.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 97-S, Hari H.No. 236, Ward No. 1, Koli
Sh. Budhram Nagar, BM No. 1502055 Mobhalla, Near Shiv Mandir, vill-
Kalwaka, Dhatir (37), Palwal,
Haryana-121102, Adhar Card No.
459243851193S
167 Om Prakash S/o Sh. | 25.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 91-S, H.No. R-5, Bhaghel Mandir,
Santram Govindpuri, BM No. private Colony, Sri Niwas Puri,
15020030 South Delhi-65, Adhar Card No.
341138547523
168 kuldeep Singh S/o 25.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 100-S, Zakir | H.No. 32/A, Khizrabad, New
Lt. Sh. Billu Nagar, BM No. 15020122 Friends Colony, South Delhi-25,
Adhar Card No. 382083849197
169 Akram Raja S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 154, Gali No. 3, Near
Varis Badarpur, BM No. 15020076 Masjid, Ekta Vihar Meethapur,
Badarpur, New Delhi-44, Adhar
Card No. 241587327779
170 Jashir Singh S/o Lt. | 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 95-S, H.No. 1845, Ravi Dass Basti, Near
Sh. Santosh Kumar Badarpur, BM No. Karan Hotel, Kotla Mubarak Pur,
15020476 New Delhi-03, Adhar Card No.
371445817292
171 Satish S/o Sh. Tek 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 81-S, H.No. 18, Ward No. 7, Vill-
chand Khanpur, South Zone, BM No. | Lohina, Distt-Palwal, Haryana-
10093445 121106, Adhar Card No.
693738565192
172 Devender Kumar 15.09.2014 CFW, SDMC, Green Park, H.No. 435, Jatav Mohalla,
S/o Sh. Tek chand Ward No. 87-S, C.R. Park, Tughlakabad Village, Badarpur,
BM No. 15020477 New Delhi-44, Adhar Card No.
665954826418
173 Harender Singh S/o | 04.09.2010 CFW, SDMC, Green Park, H.No. 414/4, Lakhpat Colony,

Sh. Ram Sewak

Ward No. 75-S, Tigri, BM.
No. 10093491

Part-11, Meethapur Extn.,
Dadarpur, New Delhi-44, Adhar
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Card No. 469980466778

174 Arvind Joshi S/o Sh. | 04.10.2013 CFW, SDMC, Green Park, H.No. MCD, Dispensary Staff,
Ghanshyam Prasad Ward No. 75-S, Tigari, BM. Main Market, Mandapur, Khadar,
Joshi No. 15017573 Sarita Vihar, New Delhi, Adhar
Card No. 415202785566
175 Amit Kumar S/o 08.11.2013 CFW, Ward No. 156, Dariya H.No. E-200, J.J. colony, Wazir
Sh. Amar Singh Ganj, BM No. 15011999 Pur, Delhi-52, Adhar Card No.
433062726195
176 Rajesh Kumar S/o 07.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 62-S, South H.No. 157, Ali Ganj, Kotala,
Sh. Kalu Ram Zone, BM No. 10093456 Mubarakpur, Delhi-03, Adhar Card
No. 442843695938
177 Sahil S/o Sh. 03.10.2012 CFW, Ward No. 61 (S-B), H.No. 36, Hauz Khas Village,
Khushal Chand South Zone, BM No. Delhi-16, Adhar card No.
15004659 668973442356
178 Parveen Kumar S/o | 06.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 80-S, Pushp H.No. V.P.O. Pahrawar (69),
Sh. Same Ram Vihar, BM No. 15017620 Rohtak, Haryana-124021, Adhar
Card No. 679651841210
179 Istkar Ahmad S/o 20.10.2016 CFW, Khyala Village, H.No. D-1/444, Sultan Puri, New
Nasim Ahmad Rajouri Garden, West Zone, Delhi-86, Adhar Card No.
BM No. 40006139 329077524884
180 Ravi S/o 19.10.2015 CFW, Khyala Village, Rajouri | H.No. C-1472, Sultan Puri, C-
Sh. Rohtash Garden, West Zone, BM No. Block, New Delhi-86, Adhar Card
15023042 No. 598076732525
181 Vijay Kumar S/o 14.05.2013 CFW, Ward No. 14/S, H.No. 286, Near RumalWaliGali,
Sh. Amar Singh Mahavir Nagar, BM No. Gujar Chock, Rampura, Delhi-35,
15014470 Adhar Card No. 596869813298
182 Gurdev S/o 21.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi | H.No. 289, Holambi, Kalan
Sh. Sukhdev Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | Village, HolambiKalan, Delhi-
No. 15023080 82,Adhar Card No. 389067750947
183 kuldeep S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi | H.No. A-642, Near Kali Mandir,
Sh. Kishan Lal Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | A- Block, Mangol Puri, Delhi-83,
No. 15018051 Adhar Card No. 653815939166
184 Manjeet Prasad S/o | 21.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi H.No. 32, Jailer Wala Bagh, I-
Sh. Janardan Prasad Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | Block, Ashok Vihar, PH-2, Ashok
No. 15023052 Vihar, Delhi-52, Adhar Card No.
792558845869
185 Sushil Kumar 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi | H.No. 42, Sunshine Apartment, A-
Tiwari S/o Sh. Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | 3 Block, Paschim Vihar, Delhi-63,
Krishan Kumar No. 15023046 Adhar Card No. 784443467671
Tiwari
186 Jai Singh S/o 27.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi | H.No. D-247, Camp No. 2,
Manjeet Singh Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | Nangloi, Delhi-41, Adhar Card No.
No. 15004567 853228255812
187 Jitender Singh S/o 14.05.2013 CFW, Ward No. 2-S, Punjabi | H. No. Ismaila-11B (37), Rohtak,
Sh. Devender Bagh, West Zone, SDMC, BM | Haryana-124501, Adhar Card No.
No. 15014420 891245100786
188 Manoj Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. (80-S), Pushp | H.No. G-96, Dakshinpuri, Dr.
Sh. Suresh Chand Vihar, BM No. 10093466 Ambedkar Nagar, Pushpa Bhawan,
South Delhi-62, Adhar Card No.
322022074317
189 Dharmender Kumar | 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. (80-S), Pushp | H.No. A-75, Jawahar Park,
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S/o Sh. Diwari Lal Vihar, BM No. DevliRoad, Khanpur Village,
10094554 Delhi-62, Adhar Card no.
220432757650
190 Rajesh Kumar S/o | 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. (80-S), Pushp | H.No. F I11-297, Madangir, Dr.
Lt. Sh. Jogi Ram Vihar, BM No. 15004853 Ambedkar Nagar, New Delhi-62,
Adhar Card No. 327443484840
191 Tara Chand S/o 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. (80-S), Pushp | H.No. C-63, 64, J.J. Colony,
Lt. Sh. Buddhi Ram Vihar, BM No. 10093467 Khanpur, Dr. Ambedkar Nagar,
Delhi-62, Adhar Card No.
877736726780
192 Pankaj S/o 03.10.2012 CFW, Ward No. 65-S, R.K. H.No 401/1, BD, Munirka Village,
Sh. Tilak Raj Puram, South Zone, SDMC, Delhi-67, Adhar Card No.
BM No. 15004619 433659361759
193 Shyam Kumar S/o 29.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 11-S, West H.No. 263 B Block, W-54A,
Lt. Sh. Telu Ram Zone, SDMC, BM No. Vishal Enclave, Tagore Garden,
10094900 Delhi-27, Adhar Card No.
922862006537
194 Kailash S/o 23.08.2016 CFW, Ward No. 05-S, Rajouri | H. No. C-66, Village lbrahim Pur,
Sh. Daswant Garden, West Zone, BM No. Delhi-36, Adhar Card No.
40000178 856101761005
195 Saurabh S/o CFW, Ward No. 05 (S), H.No. B-6/1, First Floor, Near
Sh. Raj Kumar Rajouri Garden (West-Zone), | Gurdwara, Sec-3, Rohini, Delhi-
BM No. 15023043 85, Adhar Card No. 235917977793
196 Rakesh S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 1-S, H.No. D-781, Mangolpuri,
Sh. Chander Bhan Madipur, BM No. 15017234 Mangolpuri N- Block, Delhi-83,
Adhar Card No. 427601688514
197 KhajanChand S/o 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 05 (S), H.NO. 61, Raja Pur Gaon, Sec-9,
Sh. Lal Singh Rajouri Garden, BM No. Rohini Delhi-85, Adhar Card No.
15023074 733079289342
198 Madhu D/o Sh. 20.10.2016 CFW, Ward No. 05 (S), H.No. 3394, Gali No. 89, Block-B,
Durga Dutt Rajouri Garden, West Zone, Choudhary Dairy, Jagat Purllaka,
BM No. 40000192 Delhi-84, Adhar Card No.
748609012203
199 Rajeev Kumar S/o 23.07.2016 Ward No. 05 (S), Rajouri H.No. E-180, J.J. Colony, Wazir
Sh. Ashok kumar Garden (West-Zone), BM No. | Pur, Delhi-52, 992905763278
40000193
200 Dharamvir S/o 27.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 94-S, H.No. 566, Paach Bisa, Near
Sh. Gyan Chand PulPehladpur Mathura Dass Mandir, Ward No.
18, Khambi, Palwal, Haryana-
121106, Adhar Card No.
886645122174
201 Kunal Bhatnagar 15.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 56 (S), H.No. 86-A, 3rd Floor, Kewal Park
S/o Sh. Yogender Siddharth Nagar, BM NO. Extn., Azad Pur, Delhi-33, Adhar
Bhatnagar 15020481 Card No. 672579217768
202 Ajay Ahluwalia S/o | 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 05-S, Rajouri | H.No. 43-B, LIG Flats, Rajouri
Sh. Rajan Ahluwalia Garden, West Zone, BM No. Garden, New Delhi-27, Adhar
15023065 Card No. 579633253530
203 Arvind Kumar 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.No. G-349, Dakshin puri, Dr.
Chaurasia S/o Sarai, BM No. 10093441 Ambedkar Nagar, Delhi-62, Adhar
Sh. Ram Surat Card No. 240292610363
Chaurasia
204 Lokman Sharma S/o | 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.No. B-206/A, Flat No. A2, Gate

Sh. Maan Singh

Sarai, BM No. 10093474

No.1, Duggal Colony, Devli Road,
Khan pur, Delhi-62, Adhar Card
No. 937782194175
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205 Mhd. Ashraf S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.No. 276, Hauzrani, Malviya
Gulam Mohammad Sarai, Health Store. Nagar, New Delhi-17, Adhar Card
No. 216331549705
206 Ajay Kumar S/o 23.07.2016 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.No. 896, Dhanaura, Silver
Sh. Bije Singh Sarai, BM No. 40002426 Nagar, Distt- Baghpat, Utter
pradesh-250611, Adhar Card No.
998630344164
207 Shahrukh Khan S/o | 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.N. 242, Hauzrani, Malviya
Mainuddin Sarai, BM No. 15017617 Nagar, New Delhi-17, Adhar Card
No. 916640861706
208 Shankar S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 67-S, Lado H.No. G-11, 192 Madangir, Dr.
Sh. R. Mugam Sarai, BM no. 40002526 Ambedkar Nagar, New Delhi-62,
Adhar Card No. 541111461893
209 Raj Kumar S/o 21.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 84-S, H.No. G-9/35, Sangam Vihar,
Sh. Lakshmi Sangam Vihar Pushpa Bhawan, South Delhi-62,
Narayan Adhar Card No. 649055733779
210 Raju Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 84-S, H.No. 170, Main Pusta Road, Near
Sh. Kanhaiya Lal Sangam Vihar. Old Shiv Mandir, Aali Village,
South Dehli-76, Adhar Card No.
539476289736
211 Surender Kumar S/o | 23.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 7-S, Vishnu H.No. D-3, Market Line, Phase-2,
Sh. Ramswroop Garden, BM No. 15004568 Nangloi, Delhi-41, Adhar Card No.
323441259105
212 Sandeep S/o 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 24 (S), H.No. Vill. Bahu Akberpur (94),
Sh. Mahender Singh Baprola, BM No. 15023075 Rohtak, Haryana-124001, Adhar
Card No. 785123934836
213 Vinay Kumar S/o 29.09.2014 CFW, Ward No. 7 (S), Vishnu | H.No. CN/105, Vill. Raza Pur,
Sh. NafeSngh Garden, BM No. 15020225 Gaon, Sec-9, Rohini, Delhi-85,
Adhar Card No. 235967563043
214 Raj Kumar S/o 26.10.2016 CFW, Ward No. 20 (S), Vikas | H.No. JN/2, BG-7, Paschim Vihar,
Lt. Sh. Ravinder Pal Puri, West Zone, BM No. New Delhi-63, 807130300435
Singh 40000130
215 Manoj Kumar S/o 25.10.2016 CFW, Ward No. 22 (S), Sainik | H.No. D-6, Market Line, J.J.
Sh. Devi Lal Enclave, BM No. 40006188 Colony, Camp No. 2, Nangloi,
Delhi-41, Adhar Card No.
828758663902
216 kuldeep S/o 29.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 12 (S), vikas | H.No. V.P.O. Sersa, Teh Rai
Sh. Raj Kumar puri, West Zone, BM No. Sonipat, Haryana-131028, Adha
15014442 Card No. 437461765041
217 Mahender S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 7 (S), Vishnu | H.No. 625, N- Block, Mangol Puri,
Lt. Sh. Kailash Garden, BM No. Delhi-83, Adhar Card No.
Chand 15017257 288098336745
218 Sanjeet Kumar S/o 28.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 012 (S), H.No. 269, VPO, Ridhau, Teh-
Sh. Om Parkash Keshopur, West Zone, BM Kharkhoda, Sonipat, Haryana-
No. 15014443 131408, Adhar Card No.
668259821500
219 Uttam Kumar S/o 31.08.2010 CFW, Ward No. 84 (S), H.No. J-3/212, DDA Flats, Kalka
Sh. J.S. Tanwar Sangam Vihar , BM No. Ji, New Delhi-19, Adhar Card No.
15020096 439762727428
220 SachinTanwar S/o 23.08.2016 CFW, West Zone, Rajouri H.No. WZ-1607, Nangal Raya,

Sh. Virender
Tanwar

Garden, SDMC, BM No.
40000131

New Delhi-46, Adhar Card No.
430275355821
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221 Ramveer S/o 2010 CFW, Ward No. 72-S, Bhati, H.No. 339, Shokda Mohalla, Bada
Sh. Roop Chand SDMC, BM No. Chowk, Fateh Pur Beri, New
10093444 Delhi-74, Adhar Card No.
899805336642
222 Laxman S/o 06.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 61 (S), South | H.No. A-1st/134, Madangir, Dr.
Lt. Sh. Mool Chand Zone, SDMC, BM No. Ambedkar Nagar, Delhi-62, Adhar
10094570 Card No. 873921408638
223 Rahul Sharma S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 65-S, R.K. H.No. 9276, B-9, LIG Flat, Vasant
Sh. Suresh Chander Puram, South Zone, SDMC, Kunj, New Dehi-70, AdharCard
Sharma BM No. 40002507 No. 812870959792
224 Rajesh Kumar S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 85 (S), H.No. 80, New Ganga Vihar,
Lt. Sh. Ramswaroop Sangam Vihar, BM No. Khora Colony, Gaziabad, U.P.,
Sharma 15020034 Adhar Card No. 99610502221
225 Shiv kumar S/o 23.04.2013 CFW, Ward No. 57 (S), Lajpat | H.No. E-65, J.J. Colony, Wazir
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Nagar, BM No. Pur, Delhi-52, Adhar Card No.
15019980 276098113870
226 Harish Kumar 08.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 09 (S), H.No. B-26, Tagore Garden Extn.,
Chopra S/o Subhash Nagar, BM No. Near Rajouri Garden Police Station
Sh. Sushil Kumar 15017258 New Delhi27, Adhar Card No.
Chopra 827179278277
227 Vishal S/o 26.07.2016 CFW, Ward No. 79 (S), H.No. C-Il, 276, Madangir, Dr.
Sh. Chote Lal Madangir, BM No. Ambedkar Nagar, Delhi-62, Adhar
40002560 Card No. 503965666665
228 Deepak S/o 06.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 75 (S), Tigri. | H.No. C-I1, 276, Madangir, Dr.
Sh. Chote Lal BM No. 10103489 Ambedkar Nagar, Delhi-62, Adhar
Card No. 938512084281
229 Manoj Kumar S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 79 (S), H.No. D-548, Tigari, J.J. Colony,
Sh. Kheru Lal Madangir, BM No. Dr. Ambedkar Nagar, Sec-1, New
40002561 Dehli-62. Adhar Card No.
6904818055009.
230 Shubham Kumar 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 5-S, Rajouri H.No. C-197/ 198, Raghubir
Parashar Garden, West Zone, BM No. Nagar, New Delhi-10027. Adhar
15023079 Card No. 548451332271.
231 Kishor Kumar S/o 20.09.2015 CFW, Mohan Garden, Uttam H.No. D-709, D-Block, J.J.
Sh. Mukesh Nagrar, BM No. Colony, Mangol Puri, Delhi-83.
15023040 Adhar Card No. 800798739333.
232 Bipin Bisht S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Green Park, SDMC. H.No. 3105, Block-C, 4th Floor,
Sh. Bhupendersingh BM No. 40002563 Back Right Side, Green Field
Bisht Colony, Faridabad, Hayana-
121010. Adhar Card No.
853169552255
233 Rahul S/o 22.09.2015 CFW, PulPrahladPur, SDMC. | H.No. E-24, Lal Kuan,
Sh. Pooran BM No. 40001629 Punchmukhi Mandir, M.B. Road,
Jaitpur, Badarpur, South Delhi-44.
Adhar Card No. 336031367888
234 Prashant Kumar 08.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 48-S, H.No. 125, V.P.O. Dundhera,
Yadav S/o Sh. Bijwasan, Najaf Garh Zone. Distt- Gurugram, Haryana-122016.
Karmvir Yadav BM No. 15018310 Adhar Card No. 476883526925
235 Nand Kishore S/o 06.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 70-S, H.No. T-49, Near Hunuman

Lt. Sh. Mangal

Chaterpur, South Zone. BM
No. 10094544

Mandir, Village Hauz Khas, New
Delhi-16. Adhar Card No.
814708986465
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236 Neeraj Bidla S/o 20.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 26-S, Mohan | H.No. TH-24, Double Storey,

Sh. Somnath Bidla Garden. BM No. 15023354 Harijan Colony, Tilak Nagar, New
Delhi-18. Adhar Card NO.
306368066028

237 Jitender S/o 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 66-S, H.No. C-16, Hardev Nagar,

Sh. Jai Parkash Munirka, South Zone. BM No. | Jharoda, MazraBurari, Delhi-84.
40002490 Adhar Card No. 605762964887.

238 Keshav Kumar S/o | 18.09.2015 CFW, Ward No. 75 (S), Tigri, | H.No. Fatehpur Billoch,

Sh. Sumer Singh Green Park, SDMC. BM No. Ballabgarh, Faridabad, Haryana-
40002535 121004. Adhar Card No.
8368287738109.

239 Vijay Singh S/o 07.10.2013 C.F.W. (Malaria Beldar), H.No. RZ-B3/244, Vijay Enclave,

Sh. Nekram Singh Ward No. 17 (S), Sita Puri. Dabri, New Dehli-45. Adhar Card
No. 360827059226.

240 Ashutosh Kumar 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 57-S, Lajpat | H.No. B-219, D.D.A. Flats, Kalka
Jha S/o Sh. Nagar. BM No. 15020019 Ji, New Dehi-19. Adhar Card No.
Vijender kumar Jha 9932380283209.

241 Charanjeet S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 10/S Hari H.No. WZ-103, Rishi Nagar, Rani
Sh. Ram Singh Nagar. BM No. 15017238 Bagh, Saraswati Vihar, Delhi-34.

Adhar Card No. 540091421131

242 Jitender Kumar S/o | 22.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 94 (S) H.NO. 668, Mehla Mohalla,

Sh. Raj Singh PulPahaladPur. BM No. Madan Pur, Khadar, ( Near Sarita
15020045 Vihar), New Delhi-76. Adhar Card
No. 509437122115

243 Gaurav Malha S/o 07.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 14-S, Inder H.No. 647, Mangol Puri, Dehli-83.

Sh. Joginder Singh Puri. BM No. 15018052 331/17, Railway Colony, Ranigh
Bagh, Shakur Basti, Delhi-34.
Adhar Card No. 310659823554

244 Pradeep Kumar S/o | 21.09.2010 CFW, Raghubir Nagar, H.No. E-32/5, Near Yadav Gali,

Sh. Vinod Kumar Rajouri Garden, West Zone. Ankur Enclave, Karawal Nagar,
BM No. 15014449 North East Delhi-94. Adhar Card
No. 880910463718

245 Vipin S/o Sh. Babu 14.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 86-S, G.K-I. H.No. G-11, 173, Madangir, New

Lal BM No. 15020112 Delhi-62. Adhar Card No.
419926505615

246 Chandan Kumar Jha | 08.10.2015 CFW, Ward No. 86-S, G.K- I. | H.No. K- Block, 18D/301, Sangam
S/o Sh. Bhagwan BM No. 40011215 Vihar, Delhi-62. Adhar Card No.
Jha 680302892133.

247 Raj Kumar S/o 04.09.2010 CFW, Ward No. 86-S, G.K-I H.No. Vill. Kashipr, Palwal,

Sh. Sant Ram BM No. 10094522. Haryana.

248 Mange Ram S/o 04.10.2013 CFW, Ward No. 72-S, Bhati. H.No. 09, Bhopa Mohalla,

Sh. Raghuveer BM No. 15017613 Fatehpur, South Delhi-74. Adhar
Singh Card No. 654072473159

249 Naresh S/o 06.11.2011 CFW, Ward No. 72-S, Bhati. H.No. 275, Kahiya Mohalla,

Sh. Ramu BM No. 40002531 Fatehpur Beri, Bada Chowk, New
Delhi-74. Adhar Card No.
682151144825
250 Shaharuk S/o 08.09.2016 CFW, SDMC Office, West H. No. 33, Sec-141, Sahdra, Noida,
Bahab Ali Zone. BM No. 40000751 Gautam Budh Nagar, Uttar
Pradesh-201304. Adhar Card No.
858952638271
251 Lakhan Singh S/o 19.09.2015 CFW, SDMC (H.Q), Civic H. No. 17, Saket Block,

Sh. Mukesh Kumar
Singh

Centre. BM No. 40000711

Mandawali, Fajalpur, Delhi-92.
Adhar Card N0.351249902575
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252 Aman Kumar S/o 19.09.2015 SDMC (H.Q), Civic Centre. H.No. 79/100 Quarter, Ambedkar
Sh. Rajendra Kumar BM No. 10000712 Bus Terminal, Darya Ganj, Central
Delhi, Delhi-02. Adhar Card no.
802534388932.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 19 977, 2023

F.3M. 1080.—sf=nts fare sfaf==m, 1947 (1947 & 14) &t g 17 F AT H, Feald
qeeRTe T Atvar (FAeE), masiuaet qeare, ffes dex, 92 fRoddl; A9 Sexarss, Fa a0, 75
faeelt, & yagas & Hag At o ot d9, FAR, & &= aqayg #§ e F= s bt
ATETHI- FE- T ATATAT-2 7% [Geedl & d=Te (a9 Teqr 248/2019) T ST 3 1oty § @ g,
T TR FIAT & ST e (9 LA T HIFE FHIT 6 a7 02.06.2023 T I g1 o7 |
[, Te-42025-07-2023-127-3T% A< (31)]

<. . fgaTy, waw at=a

New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1080.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 248/2019) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - 1l New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Chief Engineer (Elect.),NDMC Headquarter, Civic Centre, New Delhi; Gyan Enterprises, Karol Bagh, New
Delhi, and Shri Sanjay, Worker, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on
02.06.2023.

[No. L-42025-07-2023-127 -IR(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-I, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 248/2019
Date of Passing Award- 22" May,2023
Between:
Sh. Sanjay, S/o Sh. Roop Chand,
R/o House No. A-9, Gali No. 01,
Bank Colony Road, Mandoli Extn.
Delhi-110093 ...Workman

Versus
1. The Chief Engineer (Elect.)
NDMC Headquarter, Civic Centre,
New Delhi-110002.
2. Gyan Enterprises,
Office-68, Model Basti, Karol Bagh,
New Delhi-110005. ....Managements.
Appearances:-
Sh. Santosh Singh. Ld. A/R for the claimant
None for the management
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AWARD

This is an application filed u/s 2- A of the ID Act by the workman against the managements praying a
direction to the managements to reinstate the workman into service with full back wages and all other consequential
benefits.

As per the application filed, the claimant workman was in continuous employment of the management w. e.
f. 27.01.2018 and till 11.12.2018, when his service was illegally terminated by the management. During this period, he
was discharging the duty as an electrician and his last drawn salary was 15,000/- per month. He was engaged through
the agency/S Gyan Enterprises, the management No 2 herein and deputed to work at Hindu Rao Hospital, under the
direct supervision and control for management No 1. During this period he was working continuously under Mgt No 1
and worked for 240 days in the calendar year preceding the illegal termination. During the course of his employment,
he was discharging his duty with utmost sincerity and had never gave the employer any scope of complaint. But the
employer was not providing him the legal facilities like minimum wage, bonus, facilities under the EPF&ESI Act. He
was not provided with appointment letter and wage slip. On account of this, the workman was often raising complain.
Being annoyed by the same, on 11.12.2018, the management terminated his service illegally. At the time of
termination, he was neither served with a notice of termination nor the termination compensation was paid to him in
compliance to the provisions of ID Act. The action of the management in terminating his service is illegal and
contrary to the provisions of ID Act. Hence, the claimant has prayed for a relifin the nature of a direction to the
managements to reinstate him in service with full back wages and continuity of service.

Notice of the proceeding was served on both the managements. But the managements opted not to contest
and did not appear. Hence by order dt 11™" May 2022.

The claimant filed his affidavit as evidence supported by few documents. The documents are one
appreciation letter issued by Management No 1 and the demand notice served on the managements before filing the
claim.

In the affidavit filed the claimant has stated that for redressal of the grievance for termination of service, he
had made a representation to the management. Since he received no response, on 14.01.2019, served demand notice
and after a reasonable time, raised a dispute before the labour commissioner. Though a conciliation proceeding was
initiated, for the adamant attitude of the management no fruitful result could be achieved. On receipt of failure report
from the conciliation officer, he filed the claim. He has further stated that the respondent No 2, which is a manpower
supply company had engaged him as an electrician. Later he was deployed to work under the management no 1 at
Hindu Rao Hospital. There he was working under the supervision and control of Mgt No 1. The Mgt no 2 had issued
an appreciation letter to him. The said letter has been marked as WW1/1. In addition to this the claimant has filed the
copy of the demand notice and failure report as WW1/2 &WW1/3. Except these documents, no other evidence has
been adduced to prove the relationship of the claimant as the employee of Mgt No 1. But the document filed as
WW1/1 proves the employer and employee relationship between the Mgt No 2 and the claimant. The evidence of the
claimant to say that his service was terminated illegally without complying the provisions of ID Act has remained
unchallenged and un controverted for the absence of the Respondents in this proceeding. Hence it is concluded that
the service of the claimant was illegally terminated by Management No 2 without complying the provisions of sec 25
F of the ID Act and the said action of Mgt No2 has forced the claimant to this litigation and for the said illegal action
of the Mgt No 2, the claimant is entitled to compensation and not reinstatement as the tenure of employment was too
small and about one year only. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The claim is allowed ex parte against Mgt No 2 and dismissed against Mgt No 1. The management no 2
isdirected to pay the earned wage of the claimant @15000/- per month for the period of 01/11/2018 to 11.12.2018 and
an amount of Rs 25000/- as litigation expenses and further amount of Rs 7,500/- as termination compensation. This
amount shall be paid to the claimant within one month from the date of publication of award without interest failing
which the amount shall be payable with interest @6% per annum from the date of accrual and till the final payment is
made.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer

< faeeft, 19 5, 2023

T3, 1081.—3ir=niR fare afafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT 14) #T &=T 17 F ATEC H, Feald
AR AT T e fFmm (redEe ), 7 el T, 95 fReet, & yaudT & dag A o
qeTe, A TRAT AT o2 IAAT HeeM, (TAUAUH U IfeUce heved), A faedr, off ta.s
GIEAT G - A SRAT AT aad Heverd (32F) Uihiauee e Fevem), 7% faedt, & &=




2184 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

agay # ARy Frg g s Afgwo- gg- 99 =Aaed-2 T3 Gt & 99 (Fe gl
146/2021) T STET T SAqAUH | [G@TAT AT &, il THRIAT FLAT & ST hexl T T I G FIGT 6 qrT
02.06.2023 =T 9TH garar |

[/. T1-42011/74/2021 -3 =¥ (F17)]

. . fgmry, wav gt
New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1081.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 146/2021) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - Il New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
India Tourism Development Corporation(ITDC),7 Lodhi Road, New Delhi, and The President, All India ITDC Trade
Union Federation, (HMS & Independent Federation), New Delhi ; Shri S.K Khurana, Through- All India ITDC
Worker’s Federation(INTUC) Affiliated Unions Federation), New Delhi, which was received along with soft copy of

the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42011/74/2021 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. Pranita Mohanty, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 146/2021
Date of Passing Award- 22" May, 2023
Between:

1. All India ITDC Trade Union Federation
(HMS & Independent Federation),
Through- Sh. S.S. Upadhyaya, The President,
C-47, Ashok Hotel Staff Quarters,
50-B, Chanakyapuri, New Delhi-110021.

2. All India ITDC Worker’s Federation(INTUC
Affiliated Unions Federation),
Through- Sh. S.K Khurana, C-201,
Ashok Hotel Quarters,
50-B, Chankyapuri, New Delhi-110021. ....Workmen

Versus

India Tourism Development Corporation (ITDC),
Scope Building, Core-08,6" floor,
7 Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110003. ....Management

Appearances:-

Shri S.S Upadhaya , Ld. A/R for the claimant.
None for the Management ITDC
AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. India Tourism Development Corporation(ITDC) and its workman/claimant herein, under
clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act 1947 vide letter
No. L-42011/74/2021 IR(DU)) dated 06.08.2021 to this tribunal for adjudication to the following effect.

“Whether the action of the management of ITDC is non payment of HRA to non-Executive
employees on revised wages w.e.f 22.05.2018 i.e. the date from which Executive of the
Corporation are being paid revised HRA, and recovery of food allowance of Rs.250/-w.e.f.
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01.01.2017 from non Executive employees, amounts to violation of partite settlement dated
20.03.2019, as raised by All India Union Federation (HMS and Independent Federation)
and All India ITDC Worker’s Federation (INTUC Affiliated Unions Federation) vide letter
dated 24.07.2020? If yes, what relief from non-executive cadre of ITDC are entitled to and
what directions, if any, are necessary in this regard?”

As per the claim statement the claimants are two unions functioning for the rights and wellbeing of the
employees working for ITDC and both the unions have been recognized by the Management of ITDC. The ITDC on
intervals signs the bipartite wage settlement to ensure payment of due wage and other benefits to the employees. This
has been in practice since the date ITDC came in to existence. The last settlement was for the period 01.01.2007 to
31.12 2016. The next settlement was due from 01.01.2017. Hence the Management started negotiating on the said
issue with the Federation, which started in August 2018 and concluded on 20.03.2019 and a memorandum to that
effect was signed on 20.03 2019 between the Federation and the committee constituted for the purpose by the C M D
of ITDC. As per clause 8 of the said memorandum of settlement, HRA is payable to all the non executive employees
of ITDC on the revised pay as per the settlement w. r. f. 22.05.2018, the date on which the executive employees were
paid HRA on the revised pay. But the management in stead of paying HRA to the non executive employees from that
date on the revised pay, paid it w. e. f. 06.06.2019 in contravention of the terms of the Bipartite settlement. Not only
that, the management of ITDC, also withdrew the meal allowance paid to the non executive employees @Rs 250/-
per month and also recovered the amount already paid from the arrears, where as the executive employees working in
HCE unit are enjoying the free meal facility. Being aggrieved by such discrimination, the claimant unions raised the
demand. But no solution could be arrived. Hence, the claimant unions raised a dispute before the Labour
Commissioner and steps were taken for a conciliation. But for the adamant attitude of the management, conciliation
failed and the appropriate Govt. referred the matter for adjudication of the dispute in terms of the reference. A prayer
has been made to direct the management of ITDC to pay HRA to the non executive employees on the revised pay w.
e. f. 22.05.2018 the date from which it has been paid to the executive employees and to continue payment of food
allowance @Rs 250/- per month from 01.01.2017, and refund of the food allowance recovered from the arrear with
interest.

Notice of the claim petition was served on the management of ITDC. But the said management though had
appeared on receipt of the notice, opted not to contest the proceeding and did not file written statement. Hence by
order dt 27.09.2022, it was proceeded ex parte.

The claimant unions filed the documents in support of their stand and expressed that no oral evidence need to
be adduced since their claim is based upon the bi partite settlement and other documents.

The claimant unions have filed the copy of the resolution passed in the meeting of the two claimant unions to
raise the demand with the management as has been stated in the claim petition. In addition to this the claimants have
filed the copy of the demand notice sent in respect of the demands to the CMD, ITDC and the memorandum of
settlement signed between the claimant unions and the management of ITDC on 20.03.2019. as per clause 8 of the
said memorandum, the rates of HRA has been revised variably in respect of different category of cities. It was also
agreed that therevised HRA along with the revised pay shall be paid to the executive employees w. e. f. 24.05.2018
and the demand for payment of revised HRA to the non executive employees from that date shall be referred to the
Board of Directors for their approval and till then the HRA shall be paid in the pre revised rate. Surprisingly, more
than four years have elapsed in the mean time. The management has not come up with information as to what
happened to the recommendation. There is no evidence before this tribunal to believe if any reference in this regard
has been made or not. The delaying action of the management in this regard amounts to denial of the benefit to a
section of the employees without any convincing reason amounts to unfair labour practice defined under law.

In clause 12 of the memorandum of settlement it has been mentioned that the Meal Allowance shall stand
dispensed with in respect of all the employees. It is the stand that the executive employees are still enjoying the
benefit whereas the facility has been denied to the non executive employees and the food allowance paid has been
recovered. But this stand as taken in the claim petition has not been substantiated by the claimant either through oral
or documentary evidence. Hence the Tribunal has no evidence to hold that the management has exhibited a
discriminatory attitude towards the non executive employees by discontinuing the food allowance and by making
recovery of the amount already paid. Hence relief in this regard can not be granted to the claimants. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The reference be and the same is partly allowed in favour of the claimants and partly rejected. It is held that
the decision of the management in not paying House Rent to the Non Executive employees on revised wage w. e. f.
22.05.2018, as has been paid to the executive employees is illegal and contrary to the terms of settlement dt
20.03.2019. the management is directed to extend the said benefit to the non executive employees from the date it has
been paid to the executive employees and continue payment of the same along with each month salary. management
shall give effect to this direction within one month from the date of publication of the award and pay the arrear house
rent of the employees within two months from the publication of the award without interest failing which the amount
accrued in favour of individual employee shall carry interest @6% from the date of accrual and till the final payment
is made.
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Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the ID
act 1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.

PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer
S faeeft, 19977, 2023

F3AT. 1082.—ir=nfie fEare srfafa=m, 1947 (1947 &1 14) Fit &1 17 F ATALT H, Feaid
ALHTT T SATHFAT SAH AAHT-8, 37 forem, [fas Hex, a2 fawett; seifang forfaes, Hieftsmsd-s,
ffae fex, 72 fReeht, ¥ waads ¥ dag At i =f ghter Far, F1, F fi= aqay & [fde
Feal T TEHT i i ag- 90 =rarag-2 72 ot % 9= (Fae dear 190/2019) v S&7
AT § 3@ AT E, FTOTRTAT FAT & ST Hea 1 d TEH H T Hidr & a7 02.06.2023 F1 91
garav|

[&. T-42025/07/2023-126 -3 =< ($17)]
. %. iy, s wta

New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1082.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. N0.190/2019) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - Il New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Chief Engineer Commissioner of Income Tax-8,Income Tax Department, Civic Centre, New Delhi ; Alankit Ltd.,
CCIT-8, Civic Centre, New Delhi, and Shri Sunil Kumar, Worker, which was received along with soft copy of the
award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42025/07/2023-126 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-1, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE No. 190/2019
Date of Passing Award- 251" May, 2023
Between:

Sh. Sunil Kumar, S/o Sh. Pratap Singh,
R/0-170, Baujha Shibbanpura, Ghaziabad,
Uttar Pradesh-201001. ....Workman

Versus

1. The Chief Engineer Commissioner of Income Tax-8,
Income Tax Department,
Room No0.403,27" Floor, E-2 Block
Civic Centre, New Delhi-110001.

2. Alankit Ltd.
CCIT-8, Room No. 403, B-Block,
Civic Centre, New Delhi-110002. .... Managements.
Appearances:-

Sh. Arvind Kumar, Ld. A/R for the claimant
None for the management
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AWARD

This is an application filed u/s 2- A of the ID Act by the workman against the managements praying a direction to
the managements to reinstate the workman into service with full back wages and all other consequential benefits.

As per the claim statement, the claimant was employed as a peon in the establishment of the respondent No 1 i.e.
Income Tax Dept through the management No 2, since 01.04.2015 and his last drawn wage was Rs14,200/-per month.
Though he was discharging his duty with all sincerity, without giving any scope of complaint, the managements were
not granting him his legitimate and legal dues. At the time of employment no letter of appointment was issued. In
spite of repeated demand the managements were not paying him the minimum wage, bonus, over time allowance,
leave etc. he was not even supplied the duty attendance card and pay slip. The repeated verbal request made by the
claimant in this regard remained unheeded. On the contrary, being aggrieved by his legal demands, the managements
on 19.03.2018, illegally terminated his service. At the time of termination, the provisions of ID Act were not followed
as no notice of termination, notice pay or termination compensation was paid, though the claimant had worked
continuously in the establishment of the Respondent No 1 for more than 240 days in the calendar year preceding to the
date of his termination. Being aggrieved, he approached the union and through the union, raised an industrial dispute
before the labour commissioner cum conciliation officer (central) New Delhi. Before that, on 24.10.2018, he had also
served a demand notice on the management requesting re- instatement in to service and release of his un paid wages
for the period 01.03.2018 to 19.03.2018. But the management did not give reply to the same. The attempt for
conciliation failed for the non co operation of the managements. It has also been stated that he was working for the
respondent No 1 under it’s supervision and control. But to defeat his legal rights, the respondent No 1 had shown him
as if employed through the contractor. In fact the Respondent No 1 has changed many contractors during the period of
employment of the claimant. But his status was never changed or discontinued. Hence in this petition filed u/s 2A of
the ID Act, the claimant has prayed for an award directing the managements to re instate him in to service with back
wages, unpaid duty pay and all other consequential benefits.

When noticed, the Management No 1 i.e. the Dept of Income Tax appeared and filed written statement denying
all the stand taken by the claimant. It has been pleaded that the Respondent No 1 had awarded a valid contract to the
Respondent No2 of this proceeding for supply of Data Entry Operators and Peons (MTS) for the period 01.01.2018 to
31.12.2018. vide work order dt 28.12.2016.according to the terms of the contract the persons to be engaged by the
contractor will be the employees of the contractor and they will have no claim whatso ever against the Income Tax
Department. This claimant was engaged by the service provider/contractor for work at the office of the Respondent
No 1. But on many occasions, it was noticed by the Respondent Nol that the claimant was not performing his duties
up to the expectation of the Respondent No 1. On the contrary, he was misbehaving the female employees of the
Respondent No 1. Not only that, he was also found involved in a mischievous act, whenthe office car of one Income
Tax Officer was found severely damaged. Thus the service provider was informed about the unsatisfactory
performance of the claimant. There after the claimant was found absconding from his duty w.e.f. 19.03.2018. his
service was never terminated by Respondent Nol nor his duty pay was withheld. Hence the Respondent No 1 has
prayed for dismissal of the claim raised against the Income Tax Department.

The Respondent No 2, on service of the notice, appeared and filed WS stating that the claimant though deployed
for work by him, the Respondent No 1 is his employer as he was working under the direct supervision and control of
the said management who is the principal employer in this case. Moreover, the claimant at his own wish had
abandoned his duties without giving any prior intimation and never came back to resume his duties. Thus his service
was never terminated by Respondent No 2. It has also been stated that the Respondent No 1 was making payment for
the persons employed in it’s office and in turn, the Respondent No 2 was making payment to the persons so employed
including all statutory benefits. Hence the claim of illegal termination as advanced by the claimant is base less and
liable to be rejected.

On these rival pleadings the following issues were framed for adjudication.
ISSUES
1-Whether the proceeding is maintainable?
2-Whether there exists employer and employee relationship between the Management No.1 and the claimant.
3- Whether the claimant was under the employment of Management No 2.
4-Whether the service of the claimant was illegally terminated by the managements.
5- To what relief the claimant is entitled to.

The claimant testified as WW1 and produced several documents marked in the series of WW1/1 to WW1/11.
These documents include the duty assignment order issued by Management No 1 in respect of the claimants and other
persons employed by Management No2, the attendance sheet for different months maintained by different contractors
engaged by the Mgt No 1, the wage payment sheets for different months, the documents relating to statutory
contribution made by the employer for the claimant etc. the claimant has also filed the photo copies of the ID Cards
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issued from time to time by the employer. In his oral testimony the claimant has stated that he was working
continuously in the establishment of the Mgt No 1 under it’s supervision and control and the introduction of the
contractors was only intended to defeat his legal rights. Though the contractors were changed on intervals, he
continued to work without break until his service was terminated illegally.

This evidence of the claimant has been left unchallenged for the reason that none of the managements opted to
cross examine him. But the documents filed by the claimant clearly show that he was employed by the contractors
who were giving him salary and making deposit of his contribution with the EPF&ESI organizations. The salary slip
and the 1D cards were also issued to him by the contractor i.e. Mgt No 2. The documents no where reflect the name of
Mgt No 1 as the employer. There is absolutely no evidence to believe that the claimant was working under the
supervision and control of the Mgt No 1.

It is the stand taken by the managements that the claimant’s service was never terminated but he had voluntarily
abandoned the employment and thus the necessacity of termination notice, notice pay or compensation ever arose.
This aspect has not been proved by the management. On the contrary the claimant has adduced oral evidence to prove
that his service was terminated without complying the provisions of ID Act and the same stands un rebutted and
unchallenged. But for the stand taken in the WS with regard to the unsatisfactory performance of the claimant it is
evidently clear that the relationship of the claimant with his employers is not harmonious and the circumstances do not
justify reinstatement. Justice would be served by directing the management to compensate the claimant for the illegal
termination. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The claim is allowed on contest against Mgt No 2 and dismissed against Mgt No 1. The management no 2 is
directed to pay the earned wage of the claimant @14200/- per month for the period of 01.03.2018 to 19.03.2018 and
an amount of Rs50,000/- as litigation expenses and a further amount of Rs20,000 /- as termination compensation. This
amount shall be paid to the claimant within one month from the date of publication of award without interest failing
which the amount shall be payable with interest @6% from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the ID
act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHNATY, Presiding Officer

e faeelt, 19 99, 2023

T3, 1083.—ireni fFare sfafaaw, 1947 (1947 &1 14) &t &=T 17 F ATELT H, Feald
AT AHH- TTAAT HETASATAT, FHI (e HATer T Iewefierar, & Yagd= & dag =t v
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H foamaT 3T 8, AT THIAT FAT g ST hex 1 T 1 FIF A9 6 9127 02.06.2023 T ITH g3 7T |

[7. T-42011/156/2021-3% &1¥ (F17)]
<. =, f{aTy, A af=a

New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1083.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 06/2022) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court-11 New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
M/s. Directorate General of Training, Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship, and Shri Sanjay Kumar ,
Shri Vicky, Worker, through Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, which was received along with soft copy of
the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42011/156/2021 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. Pranita Mohanty, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 06/2022
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Date of Passing Award- 22" May, 2023
Between:
1. Sanjay Kumar S/o Sh. Chander Mohan, and

2. Sh. Vicky S/o Sh. Vinod Kumar
As rep. by Janwadi General Kamgar
Mazdoor Union. ....Workmen
Versus

M/s. Directorate General of Training

Ministry of Skill Development and

Entrepreneurship. ....Management
Appearances:-

Shri B.K Prasad , Ld. A/R for the claimant.
None for the Management
AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. M/s. Directorate General of Training Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship and
its workman/claimant herein, under clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial
Dispute Act 1947 vide letter No. L-42011/156/2021 IR(DU)) dated 07.12.2021 to this tribunal for adjudication to the
following effect.

“Whether the management of Directorate General of Training (DGT) under Ministry of Skill
Development and Entrepreneurship falls within the definition of industry’under the Industrial
Disputes Act, 19477

If yes, whether the claim of Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, New Delhi vide letter
dated 27.06.2019 in respect of disputant Sh. Sanjay kumar S/o Sh. Chander Mohan and Sh.
Vicky S/o Sh. Vinod Kumar to the management of Directorate General of Training (DGT)
under Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship that Sh. Sanjay kumar and Sh.
Vicky are entitled to ‘equal pay for equal work’ with the consequential benefits except
increments w.e.f. 08.02.2013 and 05.05.2014 respectively and regularization is proper, legal
and justified? If yes, to what relief the disputants are entitled to what directions, if any, are
necessary in this regard?”

As per the claim statement that the workmen connected with this dispute namely, Sanjay Kumar S/o of
Chander Mohan and Vicky S/o Vinod Kumar were initially appointed with the Directorate General Employment and
Training under the Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship as Group D employees now called MTS. The
service of these workmen was transferred from the Ministry of Skill Development for the Directorate General of
Employment. All the workmen are performing their duty in the grade pay of 1800, level 1 against the regular post of
MTS. But the mgt is paying them less wage in comparison to the regular counterparts working as Group D employees.
These workmen are getting the minimum wage fixed for unskilled workmen revised from time to time. But these
workmen are entitled to be granted regular pay scale with all allowance except the increments from the date of their
initial appointment at par with the regular Group D employees on the principle of equal pay for equal work. The
denial by the mgt to grant them equal pay and regularize their service amounts to unfair labour practice. All the efforts
made by the claimants by filing representations turned to be futile. Citing various judgments of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court the claimants have pleaded that they are working continuously for the mgt and have completed 240 days of
work in a calendar. On that account, they should have been regularized in service and granted equal pay for equal
work in view of the office memorandum no. 49014/2/86 Estt(C)dated 07.06.1988 issued by DOP&T. It has further
been stated that the workmen are within the minimum age group for regular appointment and they fulfilled all the
qualifying conditions. But the mgt by order dated 11.06.2019 changed the service condition of these workmen to daily
wagers. This change of service condition is violated of the principle led down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the
case of FCI vs. FCI India. When the efforts of the claimants for regularization of their service and for grant of equal
pay for equal work failed, they approached the conciliation officer by raising a dispute. Steps were taken to conciliate
the dispute. But for the non-cooperative attitude of the mgt the conciliation failed and the appropriate govt. referred
the matter to the Tribunal for adjudication.

Though noticed the mgt did not appear and was proceeded ex-parte by order dated 01.08.2022. The claimant
filed the affidavit supporting the averments made in the claim petition and filed few documents which have been
marked in a series of WW/1 to WW1/5. These documents include Annexure A which includes the details of the
workmen including the date of their initial appointment and place of posting. WW1/2 is the office memorandum of the
mgt transferring the claimants to the mgt of Skill Development. WW1/3 is the office memorandum relating to the
recruitment of casual workers and persons on daily wage basis by which the service condition wage etc. of the casual
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workers has been laid down. WW/1/4 is the failure report of the conciliation officer and WW1/5 is the letter of
espousal.

The president of Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union representing the claimants testified as wwl. They
fully supported the claim averments and stated that the Hon’ble Supreme court in the case of Surender Singh and
Ors vs. Engineer in Chief CPWD have clearly held that the persons engaged as a daily rated workers are entitled to
be regularized in the time scales on completion of 6 months of their continuous service. In this case the claimants are
working continuously in the mgt w.e.f from 08.02.2013 and 05.05.2014. They purchased requisite qualification for
appointment against the permanent post of MTS. This evidence of the witness for the claimants has not been
challenged since the mgt has been proceeded ex-parte. Thus from the uncontroverted and unchallenged evidence by
the claimants it is evidently clear that the workmen of this proceeding are working continuously for the mgt since the
date of their initial appointment and have worked for more than 240 days in a calendar year. This entitles them for
regularization of service in absence of the proof that the claimants do not meet the qualification criteria or there are no
vacancy. Hence, considering the evidence of the claimant it is held that the claimants entitled to the relief sought for.

The Ld A/R for the claimants by citing the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme court in the case of Bangalore
Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Etc., Etc. vs. A. Rajappa and others, Etc. Etc. reported in 1978-LLJ-1-349
submitted that all the triple test prescribed by the Hon’ble Supreme court to test if an establishment comes under the
definition of industry are fulfilled by the mgt. Hence it is concluded that the mgt is an industry. Hence considering the
submission and the evidence on behalf of the claimant it is concluded that the claimants are entitled to the regular pay
scale with all allowances except the annual increments from the initial date of their appointment. They are also
entitled to regularize in service in the time scale from the date they completed first initial 6 months of employment.
Hence ordered

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered in favour of the claimant it is held that the claimants are entitled
to regular pay scale at par with the regular employees who are their counterparts including all allowances except the
annual increments. The claimants are held further entitled to regularization of their service on the date they completed
6 months from the date of initial appointment. The mgt no.1 is directed to grant the equal pay for equal work and the
differential arrear to the claimants from the date of their initial appointment and their service shall be regularize on the
date when they completed first 6 month of their service. The financial benefits granted to the claimants shall be paid
by the mgt within two months from the date when the award is published failing which the amount show accrued shall
carry interests at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made. This
award is passed in respect of those employees whose list has been annexed to this award as annexure A:-

List of the workmen

SI. No. | Name Father’s Name | Category Post Date of joining Educational
Qualification
1 Sanjay Kumar | Chander O.B.C. Daily wager | 08.02.2013 B.A. Pass
Mohan (M.T.S)
2 Vicky Vinod Kumar | S.C Daily wager | 05.05.2014 9™ Pass
(M.T.S)

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the ID act
1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 19 97, 2023
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023
S.0. 1084.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 07/2022) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - I New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The Director General (Works),Central Public Work Deprtment (CPWD) Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi, and Smt. Vimla
Devi, Smt. Savitri Devi, W/o Late Shri Bimlesh Kumar, Worker, Through- CPWD Mazdoor Union, Shahjahan Road,
New Delhi, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.
[No. L-42011/124/2021-1R(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. Pranita Mohanty, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 07/2022
Date of Passing Award- 16" May 2023
Between:
1. Shmt. Vimla Devi, W/o Late Sh. Vijay Singh, &
2. Smt. Savitri Devi, W/o Late Sh. Bimlesh Kumar,
Through- CPWD Mazdoor Union,
Room No.95, Barrack No.1/10, Jam Nagar House,
Shahjahan Road, New Delhi-110011. ....Workman
Versus
The Director General (Works)
Central Public Work Deprtment (CPWD)
Nirman Bhawan,
New Delhi-110001 .....Management
Appearances:-
Shri B.K Prasad, Ld. A/R for the Claimant.
None for the Management.
AWARD
The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. the management of (i) The Director General (Works) Central Public Work Deprtment
(CPWD)its workman/claimant herein, under clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the

Industrial Dispute Act 1947 vide letter No. L-42011/124/2021-(IR(DU)dated 07/12/2021 to this tribunal for
adjudication to the following effect.

“Whether the demand of Central P.W.D Mazdoor Union vide letter dated 3.10.2017 in respect
of Smt. Vimla Devi and Smt. Savitri Devi for all services benefits after death of her husband
Late Vijay Singh and Late Bimlesh Kumar respectively to CPWD, Nirman Bhawan, New
Delhi-1 is proper, legal and justified? If yes, to what reliefs the disputant are entitled to what
other directions, if any, are necessary in the matter?”

As per the claim statement the claimants who are two in number (as per the list enclosed) are the legal heirs
of the ex employees of the mgt namely Late Vijay Singh and Late Bimlesh Kumar. The said two persons were
working in the post of Mali and died while in service. Their services are deemed to have been regularized with effect
from 07.12.1990 when the services of their juniors were regularized. After the death of Vijay Singh and Bimlesh
Kumar the present two claimants were appointed on compassionate ground. But the family of Late Vijay Singh and
Bimlesh Kumar who are Shmt. Bimla and Shmt. Savitri respectively and the claimants of this proceeding were not
allowed the pensionary benefits. It has further been stated that, Late Vijay Singh and Bimlesh Kumar were working as
Muster Roll Employees on daily wage basis with the mgt. Though the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Surender
Singh had directed for regularization of the service of the daily wager, implementation of the same was delayed by the
mgt and Vijay Singh died on 31.07.1988 after working for 3 years and 6 months. Similarly, Bimlesh Kumar also died
on 07.05.1987 after completion of work for one year and four months as Muster Roll Employees on daily wage basis.

The Hon’bl Supreme Court in the case of Surender Singh and another vs. Engineer in Chief CPWD and
Ors. had allowed the writ petitions and directed equal pay to the daily rated employees at par with the regular and
permanent employees from the date of their initial appointment. The mgt CPWD filed a revision petition challenging
the said order which was dismissed the daily rated workers of CPWD went into a strike demanding implementation of
the said judgment. A settlement was arrived between the representative of the CPWD workers union and the mgt
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wherein it was agreed that the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Surender Singh is to be
implemented. But, the husband of the present claimants died before implementation of the said judgment. In the
meantime, both the claimants were given compassionate appointment in the post of Mali on the Muster Roll against
the vacancy occurring on account of the death of their husbands. While the matter stood thus, the service of the
persons junior to the husbands of the claimants and appointed in the Muster Roll were regularized with effect from
07.12.1990 hence the service of Vijay Singh and Bimlesh Kumar deems to have been regularized from that day and
the pensionery benefits should have been granted to the claimants. Earlier, the claimants had filed ID no. 30/2015
challenging their appointment as daily rated workers on compassionate ground and the award was passed in their
favour in the said ID no. 30-2015. But the mgt has challenged the same before the High Court which is now pending.

The claimants, though made representations to the mgt praying that the services of their Respective deceased
husband be regularized with effect from 07.12.1990, as the services of their juniors have been regularized from that
date. But the mgt did not consider the same and the claimants raised a dispute before the conciliation officer. For the
non-cooperation of the mgt the conciliation failed and the appropriate govt. referred the matter to this Tribunal for
adjudication.

Though noticed, the mgt did not appear nor filed written statement. Hence by order dated 31.10.2022 the mgt
was proceeded ex-parte.

On behalf of the claimants the General Secretary of the CPWD Mazdoor Union testified as their authorized
representative. He stated that Late Vijay Singh husbands of the claimant Vimla Devi and Late Bimlesh Kumar
husband of claimant Savitri Devi were appointed on Muster Roll as Mali on 22.01.1985 and 01.01.1986 respectively.
Both of them died during their employment on 31.07.1988 and 07.05.1987 respectively. After their death the mgt of
CPWD regularized the service of their juniors with effect from 07.12.1990 in view of the judgment passed by Hon’ble
Supreme Court in the case of Surender Singh and another vs. Engineer in Chief CPWD. In view of the judgment
of the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in the case of Director General of works CPWD vs. Devender Singh dated
18.04.2004, the deceased employees are deemed to have been regularized on the date when the service of their juniors
was regularized and his family members are entitled to family pension. These claimants though granted
compassionate appointment in the muster Roll have been denied family pension to which they are entitled to. The
witness has filed several documents including the award of this Tribunal passed in 1D no. 30/2015 allowing the claim
of the claimants for regularization of their services in the post of Mali on compassionate appointment. Exbt. Ww1/6 is
the copy of the order for regularization of service of the Muster Roll Employees appointed in the year 1986. On the
basis of this document the witness has stated that that husband of the claimants namely Vijay Singh and Bimlesh
Kumar if had been alive, their services would have been regularized and for that reason the family would have been
benefited by family pension. This statement of the claimants has remained unchallenged and unrebutted. Thus the
claim should be allowed and the reference be answered in their favour.

The documents filed by the claimant and the oral evidence clearly shows that considering the judgment of
Surender Singh referred supra the mgt of CPWD issued a notification in respect of the Muster Roll daily rated
Employees employed in the year 1988, who were regularized with effect from 07.12.1990. The names of the
husbands of the claimants do not find place in the said list. The list has been marked as ww1/6. It is evidently clear
that the names of the husbands Vijay Singh and Bimlesh Kumar do not find place in the documents marked as ww1/6
as they were dead on 07.12.1990.

The Ld. A/R for the claimant argued that as per the judgment of the Apex Court in the case of surrender
Singh persons appointed as a daily rated workers are entitled to regularization within 6 months from the date of their
appointment. He also pointed out citing the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Union of India vs
Vijay Chand decided in SLP no. 9200/2007 wherein the Hon’ble Supreme Court while dismissing the special leave
petition filed by the mgt directed that the service of Vijay chand be regularized as the case of other employees
standing in the same footing. By this order the Hon’ble Supreme Court confirmed the judgment passed by the
Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in the case of Union of India vs Vijay Chand. While fully agreeing with the principal
decided in the said cases this tribunal finds no reason of giving a direction to the mgt for regularizing the service of
Vijay Singh and Bimlesh kumar with effect from 07.12.1990 when his juniors were regularized in service for the
simplest reason that a person not in existence cannot be held entitled to the benefits granted prospectively. IN this
case when Vijay Singh and Bimlesh Kumar died on 31.07.1988 at 07.05.1987 respectively and were not in the
employment of the mgt CPWD when the order of regularization was passed, it will be unjustified to give a direction
for regularizing the service of some dead persons with effect from 07.12.1990 the order which is of prospective
implementation and thereby grant pensionary benefits to the family members of the said employees. Hence it is
concluded that the claim advanced by the claimant is not tenable under law and the reference is liable to be answered
against them. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered against the claimant. It is held that the claim of the claimants is
not legal and justified and they are not entitled any relief.
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Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHNATY, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1085.—1In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 07/2021) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - 1l New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Ministry of Home Affairs, Block-14,C.G.O Complex, Pandit Deen Dayal Antyodaya Bhawan, Block-03, C.G.O
Complex, (M.N.E.R), New Delhi ; K.S Housekeeping & Services, Kalkaji, New Delhi ; Lucky House Keeping &
Services, Kalkaji, New Delhi, and Smt. Anita Rani, Worker, Through —Universal Protuist Labour Federation, Okhla
Phase-1l, New Delhi, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on
02.06.2023.

[No. L-42025-07-2023-129 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. Pranita Mohanty, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-I, New Delhi.

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE No. 07/2021

Date of Passing Award- 16" May,2023

Between:

Shmt. Anita Rani, W/o Sh. Sanjay,

R/o House No-3/90, P-Block, Near-Opposite

Shivaji Stadium, Cannaught Place,

New Delhi-110001

Through —Universal Protuist Labour Federation,

F-30/5, 1% Floor, Okhla Phase-II,

New Delhi-110020. ...Workman
Versus

1. Ministry of Home Affairs,
Block-14,C.G.0O Complex, Pandit Deen Dayal
Antyodaya Bhawan, Block-03, C.G.O Complex
(M.N.E.R), New Delhi-110002.

2. K.S Housekeeping & Services,
H-09, New Govind Puri, Kalkaji,
New Delhi-110019



2194 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

3. Lucky House Keeping & Services,

H-09, New Govind Puri, Kalkaji,

New Delhi-110019. .... Managements.
Appearances:-

Shri D.B Dubey, Ld. A/R for the Claimant.
None for the management
AWARD

This is an application filed u/s 2- A of the ID Act by the workman against the managements praying a
direction to the managements to reinstate the workman into service with full back wages and all other consequential
benefits.

It has been stated in the claim statement that the claimant was working in the site of the mgt through the
contractor M/s A.K housekeeping and services and M/s Lucky Housing Keeping and services from 27.03.2007. Her
last drawn salary was Rs 14000 per month. Though he was discharging his duties with sincerity by not giving any
scope for complaint for any quarter, suddenly his service was terminated on 01.10.2019 without complying with the
provisions of ID Act. He was not even paid the earned salary for the period 01.09.2019 to 13.09.2019. Being
aggrieved, she had raised a dispute before the labour commissioner and steps were taken for conciliation. On
14.10.2019 the claimant has served a demand letter on the mgt. But no reply was received. For the non cooperation of
the mgt, conciliation failed and the claimant filed this application before this Tribunal. It has been prayed that she had
completed 240 days of work continuously for the mgt but the provisions of section 25-F ID was Act was not
complied. Thereby she has prayed for a direction to the mgt for reinstatement into service with back wages and release
of the earned wage.

Notices were sent to all the three mgt. But none of them appeared nor filed any written statement. The
claimant examined herself as WW1 and filed the resolution of the union for espousal of her cause. She has also filed a
certificate issued to her on 12.06.2018 by the mgt no. 2 that is KS Housekeeping services which is a salary certificate.

The evidence of the claimant has remained unrebuted and unchallenged on account of the fact that all the
respondents have been proceeded ex-parte..

During course argument, the Ld. A/R for the claimant submitted that the mgt no. 1 i.e. Ministry of Home
Affairs is the principal employer and the claimant being a contractual employee, it was the duty of the principal
employer to ensure that the contractor is paying the wage to the employees and complying with the statutory deposits
under the EPF and ESIC Act. In this case the principal employer has failed to discharge the obligation. Hence, the
principal employer i.e. mgt no.1 be directed to release the unpaid earned wage to the claimant. Considering the
submission and the unchallenged evidence, it is held that the claimant is entitled to the unpaid wage amounting to
Rs.14000/- for the month of Sep 2019 and retrenchment compensation including one month pay as the notice pay
since no notice of termination was served on her. This amount shall be paid by the principal employer i.e. mgt no. 1
since there is no evidence that the claimant was employed through the contractor under a valid contract. Hence
Ordered.

ORDER

The claim petition be and the same is allowed. For the illegal termination of the service of the claimant she is
entitled to Rs. 14000 towards unpaid wage for the month of Sept 2019, one month wage at the rate of 14000 as the
notice pay and additional amount of Rs.84000/- which is equivalent to 15 days salary for every completed year of
service which is 12 years in this case. This amount shall be paid to the claimant by the mgt no. 1 within 2 months from
the date of publication of the award without interest failing which the amount shall carry interest at the rate of 3%
from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1086.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 201/2021) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - Il New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Larsen & Toubro Ltd., Pragati Maidan Project, New Delhi ; Nihal Enterprises, Bharuch, Gujrat,, and Shri Shyam ji,
Worker, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42025-07-2023-128 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-1, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 201/2021
Date of Passing Award- 22" May,2023
Between:

Sh. Shyam ji, S/o Sh. Ram Narayan,

Cl/o All India Central PWD (MRM)

Karamchari Sangathan, House No-4823,

Gali No.13, Balbir Nagar Extension,

Sahadra, Delhi-110032. ....Workman

Versus
1. Larsen & Toubro Ltd.
Pragati Maidan Project, Bhairo Road
T Junction, Near Pragati Maidan Power
Station, Ring Road, New Delhi-110001.

2. Nihal Enterprises,
301, 3" Floor, Samrajya Complex,
Near Srawan Chokdi,
Bharuch, Gujrat-392001. ....Managements.

Appearances:-

Sh. Vijay Pal. Ld. A/R for the claimant
None for the management
AWARD

This is an application filed u/s 2- A of the ID Act by the workman against the managements praying a
direction to the managements to reinstate the workman into service with full back wages and all other consequential
benefits.

As per the narratives in the claim statement, the claimant had joined in the establishment of Mgt No 1 i.e M/S
Larsen& Turbo Ltd. on 05.03.2010 as a civil mate through the sub contractor Nihal Enterprises and continued to work
till 06.01.2021, when his service was illegally and abruptly terminated. His last drawn salary was 21,178/- per month.
During this period the claimant/ work man had worked continuously and uninterruptedly for Mgt No 1, under it’s
direct supervision and control as the said Mgt being a contractor was executing one construction project having name
“Integrated Transit Corrider Development Plan in and around Pragati Maidan” and the Mgt No 2 is another contractor
engaged for supply of materials to Mgt No 1. The Mgt No 1 was indulged in unfair labour practice by not depositing
the PF and ESI contribution deducted from monthly wage. When his service was terminated by a verbal order, no



2196 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

notice of termination, notice pay or retrenchment compensation was paid by the Management No 1or 2. Not only that
his duty pay for one month and five days was not paid , even if demanded. Being aggrieved, the claimant filed an
application before the conciliation officer. But for the adamant attitude of the managements, no conciliation could be
arrived. On receipt of failure report, the claimant filed this application invoking the provisions of sec 2A of The ID
Act. In the claim petition, the claimant has prayed for reinstatement in to service with full back wages, payment of
appropriate wage and overtime allowances and all other benefits as would deem fit.

Notice of the claim was served on both the managements. But they did not appear and no WS was filed.
Hence by order dt 17.08.2022, they were proceeded ex parte.

The claimant testified as WW1 and produced few documents in support of his stand. The documents filed
include the ID card issued to him by L&T Ltd, the wage slip of Dec 2020 and Jan 2021 issued by Mgt No 2, the safety
instruction card issued by Mgt No 1, 4nos of service certificate issued by Mgt No 1, the reply given by Mgt Nol to
the conciliation officer and the Adhar card of the claimant. No evidence in rebuttal was adduced by the managements
since they were proceeded ex parte.

In his sworn testimony, the claimant has stated that he had joined the employment of Management No 1 on
05.03.2010 and was working under it’s supervision and control till the date of his illegal termination. The
management No 2 is a sub contractor working under Management no 1 and the claimant had no relationship
whatsoever with the management No 2. From the initial date of employment he was working for Management No 1 as
a civil mate against a vacant and permanent post and his last drawn salary was Rs 21,178. But the management was
indulged in unfair labour practice and not paying the minimum wage and not extending the benefits of EPF and ESI.
The claimant was not getting overtime allowance, though he was working for 12 hours a day. No appointment letter
was issued to him. Since he was raising demand in respect of his legitimate claims, the management No 1 illegally
terminated his service without complying the provisions of sec 25F of the ID Act.

This statement of the claimant has remained unchallenged and un rebutted as the management did not cross
examine him. So far as the documents filed by the claimant are concerned, it is found that two salary slips issued to
the claimant by Management No 2 have been filed. On the other hand the claimant has filed three service certificates
issued by L&T Ltd in the name of the claimant. As per these documents the claimant is working for the Mgt no 1
since the year 2010 in different projects at different sites executed by the Mgt nol as the contractor. Even if few
salary slips have been issued by Mgt no 2, the oral evidence coupled with the documents like service certificate, 1D
Card, Safety Card etc lead to a conclusion that the claimant was under the employment of Mgt no 1 till termination of
his service.

Now it is to be decided as to what relief the claimant is entitled to. The learned AR for the workman argued
that the service of the workman has been terminated without complying with the mandatory provisions of sec 25F of
the ID Act. On that ground only the order of termination of service is liable to be set-aside. Since the claimant had
worked continuously for the management no 1 for more than 10 years and he is unemployed despite his effort to find
out an alternative job, ends of justice would be met by an order of reinstatement. He also pointed out that before
terminating the service of the claimant the provisions of sec 25G were not complied too. This again makes the order of
termination illegal. To support his argument, he placed reliance in the case of Harjinder Singh vs Punjab State
Warehousing Corp & another AIR 2010 SC 1116 and submitted for compliance of the provisions of sec 25G of the
ID Act, it is not necessary on the part of the claimant to show that he had worked for 240 days in a calendar year
before termination. He also argued that the termination is also in violation of sec 25 N of the ID Act and the claimant
is entitled to the relief of reinstatement with full back wages. To support his argument he has placed reliance in the
case of Deepali Gundu Surwasevs Kranti Junior Adhyapak Mahavidyalaya and others (2013) 10 SCC 324.

Thus on hearing the argument and considering the evidence the conclusion is that the service of the claimant
has been illegally terminated by Mgt no 1 and he is unemployed since the date of termination. The circumstances
justify his reinstatement into service with full back wages. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The claim petition be and the same is allowed. The termination of service of the claimant by Mgt No 1 is
held illegal. The management no 1 is directed to reinstate the claimant in to service with full back wages from
06/01/2021 and till the date of reinstatement. The management no 1 is further directed to release the unpaid wage of
the claimant for one month and five days. The above said direction shall be carried out by Mgt No 1 within two
months from the date of publication of the award failing which the financial benefits accrued in favour of the claimant
shall carry interest @6%per annum from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made.

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer



[T 1l—ame 3(ii)] T T TSI © S[TE 1, 2023/ #7077 10, 1945 2197

e fawelt, 19 977, 2023

F.3M. 1087 —sirenii are safafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT 14) FT o=T 17 F ATEC H, Feald
TALHTT HETISLF, AT Tl forfiee, Wed T97, Torarars, (TAY); 9 Soraei e aohe I+,
"/ A et forfies, wrg wr, wsmers, (), F yduas & dag e s e
TAFIAT FHATL T, AL, AoEATErE, (T01), & a9 o999 § AfEy = awm e swnts
ATHI- - AH ATATAT-2 T2 Gt o d=Te (Ha Fedr 135/2012) Fr S o srqerys # @ @
&, T THRTIAT FLAT § ST Feal T TERT DI A% FIAT % 7727 02.06.2023 FT ITH g7 47T |

[7. TH-14011/04/2012 -3 (F17)]
. . Ty, waw gt
New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1087.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 135/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - 1l New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
The General Manager, Bharat Electronics Ltd., Bharat Nagar, Ghaziabad, (U.P) ; Bharat Electronics Workers Union,
C/o Bharat Electronics Ltd., Bharat Nagar, Ghaziabad, (U.P), and Bharat Electronics Employees Union, Bharat Nagar,
Ghaziabad, (U.P), which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-14011/04/2012 -IR (DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-I1, NEW DELHI.
Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 135/2012
Date of Passing Award- 15" May, 2023
Between:

Bharat Electronics Employees Union,

Bharat Nagar,

Ghaziabad, (U.P), -201008. ....Workman
Versus

1. The General Manager,
Bharat Electronics Ltd.,
Bharat Nagar,

Ghaziabad, (U.P), -201008.

2. Bharat Electronics Workers Union,
C/o Bharat Electronics Ltd.,
Bharat Nagar,
Ghaziabad, (U.P), -201008. ....Managements

Appearances:-
None for the claimant.
Shri K. K Tyagi, Ld.A/R for the management.
AWARD

In the present case, a reference was received from the appropriate Government vide letter
No. L-14011/04/2012 (IR(DU)) dated 13.08.2012 under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of
Section 10 of the Act, for adjudication of a dispute, terms of which are as under:

“Whether the action of the management of BEL, Ghaziabad for not allowing
accumulations of earned leave upto 300 day and non encashment of sick leave as is
being done in other units of BEL is justified? If not to what relief they are entitled to?”
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As per the narratives of the claim statement the BEL is an Industrial Establishment and an unit of Bharat
Electronics Ltd. which is a multi unit organization having 9 production units across India. Each unit of the company
has it’s own standing order and one corporate office. The unit of BEL at Ghaziabad Started in 1974 and implemented
its own standing order certified by the regional commissioner Central. The workman of BEL raised objection on the
draft of the standing order and one of the major objection was with regard to the entitlement of earned leave of the
employees. The mgt had proposed for credit of one day earned leave annually on 20 days attendance which means 18
days are to be credited in a year. As against this, the workmen demanded one day earned leave for 11 days of
attendance, and their objection was duly submitted before the certifying officer. But the certifying officer by ignoring
the objection certified the standing order submitted by the mgt. The Bharat Electronics Workers Union and other
unions made an appeal challenging the order of the certifying officer. The chief labour Commissioner, who is the
appellate authority, after hearing both the parties amended the order of the certifying officer by order dated
25.05.1976 and the demand of the workmen for credit of one day earned leave for each 11 days attendance was
allowed. That order was again challenged before the Hon’ble Supreme Court by the management BEL and the
Hon’ble Supreme Court by order dated 9" April 1986 directed that the workmen will be allowed credit of earned leave
@ of one day for 11 days of attendance and the same shall not exceed an aggregate of 30 days in a year. As per the
Leave Rules formulated by the mgt in the year 1974, the employees were granted 18 days earned leave @ of one day
earned leave for 20 days of attendance and further allowed accumulation of total annual leave of 5 years i.e 90 days.
As per the said Leave Rules, if the workmen will not avail the total earned leave in a particular year, the left over no.
of leave will be carried forward to the next year subject to a maximum limit of accumulation of 90 days. Though , this
leave rule framed by the mgt was prior to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court passed on 09™ April 1986 the
mgt did not amend the rule pursuant to the said order. After the order of BEL by the Hon’ble Supreme Court, when all
other units of BEL across India applied for amendment of the certified order the unit of BEL Ghazibad never took
steps in this regard. The amendments incorporated pursuant to the order of Hon’ble Supreme Court were again
challenged by the BEL mgt before the appellate authority i.e Chief Labour Commissioner Central and the same was
rejected. The matter came up before the Hon’ble High court of Karnataka for adjudication. When the matters were
pending adjudication, the mgts of different units of BEL across India, and the corporate office of BEL entered into a
tripartite agreement with the workmen of BEL Bangalore and with the workmen of BEL Punchkula on 10.04.1992
and 12.07.1994 respectively. According to these settlements the workmen of those units were allowed to accumulate
earned leave upto 240 days instead of 90 days .

In the year 1998, when the Govt. of India raised the age of superannuation from 58 to 60 years, the certified
standing order of all the units of BEL including the corporate office were amended. In the said process the certified
standing order of the union of BEL at Ghaziabad was amended too. For the said amendment all other units and the
corporate office, by amending the leave rules, enhanced the accumulation limit of earned leave from 240 days to 300
days. This amendment was effected for Ghaziabad unit too, the Leave Rules was not amended. The judgment of
Hon’ble Supreme Court was passed in the year 1986 and as per the said verdict the accumulation should be @1 day
for every 11 days of attendance and the standing order was to be amended allowing enhancement of accumulation of
240 days pursuant to the tripartite settlement to 300 days. After enchantment of the superannuation age by 2 years,
all other units of BEL allowed accumulation of 60 more days of annual leave making the same to 300 days instead of
240 days. But this facility was not allowed to the employees of BEL unit at Ghaziabad. Being aggrieved for the
discrimination, they raised dispute before the conciliation officer. But the Mgt did not buzz from it’s arbitrary decision
and discriminating attitude. The appropriate Govt. then referred the matter for adjudication in terms of the reference.

The mgt of BEL appeared and filed written statement asserting that there was a settlement arrived between the
Mgt and the negotiating union of the workmen and as per the settlement dated 24.05.2010, the agreement incorporated
in the memorandum of settlement was for the full and final settlement of the all the demands raised by the
negotiating union of the workers. It was agreed that none of the demands mentioned in the charter of demand shall
form point of industrial dispute during the currency of the settlement and the union agreed that they will not raise any
other demand having monitory value, financial implication other than the charter of demand considered during the
currency of the settlement. These facts were clearly mentioned in clause 23 of the settlement. The said settlement
dated 24.05.2010 is still in operation and as such the claim is not maintainable.

The workmen filed rejoinder refuting the stand taken by the Mgt in the w.s. In the written replication it has been
stated that the tripartite settlement dated 24.05.2010 was specifically with regard to the revision of pay scale. It was
agreed during the settlement that the cases relating to covered items in the settlement shall not be raised in any court
of law. Hence, the claimant union is not produced from raising the present dispute.

It is further stated that the issue relating to accumulation of earned leave was raised during discussion at the time
of settlement in the corporate office level. The workmen union was told that this is an issue basically of the unit level
and the same shall be raised there. Hence it is evidently clear that the issue relating to accumulation of earned leave in
respect of the employees of Ghazibad unit of BEL was not discussed during the tripartite settlement. The objection
raised by the mgt is false and not tenable.

On the basis of these rivals pleading the following issues have been framed:

1.Whether the action of the mgt BEL Ghaziabad for not allowing accumulation of earned leave upto 300 days
and non encashment of sick leave as is being done in other units of BEL is justified? If so its effect?
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2.to what relief the workmen are entitled to?

On behalf of the claimant union, one Mr. G.C Tiwari the Ex-General secretary of the union testified as WW1.
He produced some documents which have been marked as WW1/1 to WW/6. WW1/1 is the certified standing order of
BEL Ghaziabad. Exh. WW1/2 is the final certified order after the order of the appellate authority passed on
25.05.1976. Exht. WW1/3 is the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 9.04.1986 wherein the Hon’ble apex
court directed accumulation of one day earned leave for every 11 days of duty subject to annual accumulation to the
maximum of the 30 days. Exh. WW1/4 and Exh. WW1/5 are the copies of the tripartite agreement dated 10.04.1992
and 12.07.1994 passed between the mgt of BEL and the unions of Bangalore and Punchkula respectively. Exh.
WW1/6 is the office order passed pursuant to the tripartite settlement and Exh. WW1/7 is the office order by which
the BEL mgt of those units enhanced the accumulation limit of earned leave from 240 days to 300 days when the age
of superannuation was enhanced by 2 years i.e from 58 years to 60 years . The witness has stated that the mgt of BEL
Ghazibad discriminated in allowing the limit of accumulation of earned leave in comparison to the employees of other
units and the same amounts to unfair labour practice. Witness was cross examined at length by the Mgt wherein his
authority to depose in this dispute was challenged.

On behalf of the mgt one Mr. Karan Goel the deputy manager, HR and Administration testified as MW1. He
produced the copy of the settlement dated 24.05.2010 as WW1/M1. A comparative chart of leave rules applicable to
the none executive employees of BEL Ghaziabad and other units of the company was filed as MW1/1. The copy of
the discussion held on 15.07.2000 between the mgt and 2 negotiating unions have been filed as MW1/2. On the basis
of these documents, the witness stated that negotiating unions have accepted the proposal of the management. Exh.
MW?1/3 are the circulars issued by the management from time to time for election of the unions to represent the
workmen of the unit for the purpose of bargaining . This witness of the mgt was not cross examined by the claimant.

When the matter was called for arguments none appeared on behalf of the claimants. The Ld. AR for the
managment opened the argument saying that in Ghaziabad unit of BEL, there are 4 unions representing the workmen
and recognized by the mgt. As a matter of practice at an interval of 2 years, an election is conducted to choose the
negotiating union. For the year 2010 and 2012 two union namely BEL Workers Union and BEL Trade Union were
elected as the negotiating trade union.

On 24.05.2010 a settlement under the Industrial Dispute Act was effected between the two negotiating unions
and the Mgt and as per the said settlement, the unions are precluded from raising any demand in any court of law
relating to general financial entitlements. Hence, this proceeding is not maintainable and liable to be dismissed.

He drew the attention of the tribunal to the settlement dated 24.05.2010 and marked as Exh. WW1/M1 which
was confronted to the witness examined on behalf of the claimants. He also drew the attention to the order of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 9™ April 1986 passed in civil appeal no. 679 of 1976. On the basis of this judgment, he
argued that the claim of the claimant is not tenable. The admitted facts are that as per the leave policy of the Mgt in
vogue, prior to the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 9™ April 1986, the employees of the mgt were entitled to
earned leave of 18 days per year. The accumulation ceiling was upto a maximum of 90 days. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court directed that the earned leave of the employees shall be calculated @one day leave for 11 working days and the
credit should be upto the max. of 30 days in a year. After that, the mgt entered into a tripartite settlement with some of
the union allowing accumulation of 240 days instead of 90 days as was earlier with the calculation that 18 days in a
year. Now, the mgt has stated that the Hon’ble Supreme Court never directed in the order that the accumulation upper
limit shall be 240 days and the mgt of some units though enhanced the limit to 300 days the same shall not be
applicable to the unit at Ghaziabad. The copy of the memorandum of settlement dated 10.04.1992 at Bangalore and
12.07.1994 at Punchkula by two different unit have been filed by the claimant. These documents clearly show that on
account of enhancement of the age of superannuation the accumulation of the limit for earned leave was enhanced to
240 days instead of 90 days by some units

On behalf of the mgt the comparative chart of Leave Rule applicable to non executive employee of Ghaziabad
has been filed alongwith the memorandum of settlement dated 24.05.2010. This document was confronted to the
workmen and marked as WW1/M1 . The Ld. A/R for the mgt while pointing out to clause 23 of the same submitted
that this is with regard to full and final settlement of all demands raised by the unions in their charter of demand and
it was agreed that none of those shall form a point of industrial dispute. It is to be noted that though the claimant have
stated that the settlement was with regard to pay scale only and not in respect of earned leave, the charter of demand
has not been filed by either party to this proceeding.

It was obligatory on the part of the workmen to produce the said charter of demand in respect of which mgt has
raised objection. However, on a careful reading of the settlement, it is found that the settlement was in respect of
fixation of pay, special pay, annual increment, DA etc. It has also dealt with the HRA and allowances. But the
settlement nowhere speaks about the accumulation of earned leave and encashment of sick leave. Hence, the objection
of the mgt that this dispute is not maintainable in view of the settlement is not accepted.

The claimants have adduced evidence both oral and documentary which prove that the other units of BEL
having their own standing order have allowed accumulation of earned leave upto 300 days and encashment of the sick
leave. The order passed by other units to that effect has been filed by the claimants. G.C Tiwari, the witness examine
by the claimants was cross examined by the mgt at length. Nothing substantial has been elicited, except bringing out
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some evidence from his month to argue that he not being the general secretary of the union, is not competent to
depose. This witness has stated expressly that in the settlement dated 24.05.2010 no decision was taken at the
corporate office level with regard to the accumulation of earned leave and encashment of sick leave. From the
documents showing decision of other unit allowing the same to the employees, this Tribunal is led to a conclusion that
the Mgt of BEL Ghaziabad Unit acted in an unfair and discriminatory manner and thereby meted out unfair labour
practice to the claimants by not allowing them accumulation of 300 days earned leave and encashment of sick leave
which is discriminatory in nature. The claimants thus held are entitled to the relief sought for. Hence ordered.
ORDER

The reference be and the same is allowed in favour of the claimant workmen. It is held that the action of the mgt
BEL Ghaziabad in not allowing accumulation of earned leave upto 300 days and not encashment of sick leave is
unjustified. The claimants workmen represented through union are entitled to the said relief.

Let a copy of this Award be sent for publication as required under Section 17 of the Act.

Dictated & corrected by me.

PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 19th June, 2023

S.0. 1088.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 14/2022) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court - Il New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
M/s. Directorate General of Training, Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship, New Delhi, and Shri
Rajesh Kumar and 06 Others, Worker, through Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, New Delhi , which was
received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on 02.06.2023.

[No. L-42011/155/2021 -IR(DU)]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 14/2022
Date of Passing Award- 23" May, 2023
Between:

Shri Rajesh Kumar and 06 Others

Through — Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union,

Room NO. 95, Barrack No. 1/10, Jam Nagar House,

Shahjahan Road, New Delhi-110011 ....Workmen

Versus

M/s. Directorate General of Training

Ministry of Skill Development and

Entrepreneurship.

2" Floor, Employment Exchange Building Pusa,

New Delhi-110012. ....Management
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Appearances:-

Shri B.K Prasad , Ld. A/R for the claimant.
None for the Management

AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. M/s. Directorate General of Training Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship and
its workman/claimant herein, under clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial
Dispute Act 1947 vide letter No. L-42011/155/2021 IR(DU)) dated 14.12.2021 to this tribunal for adjudication to the
following effect.

“Whether the management of Directorate General of Training (DGT) under Ministry of Skill
Development and Entrepreneurship falls within the definition of industry’under the Industrial
Disputes Act, 19477

If yes, whether the claim of Janwadi Generall Kamgar Mazdoor Unioon, New Delhi vide letter dated
04.06.2019 in respect of disputant Sh. Rajesh Kumar and 6 (six) others to the management of
Directorate General of Training (DGT) under Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship
that Sh. Rajesh Kumar and 6 (six) others are entitled to ‘equal pay for equal work’ with the
consequential benefits except increments from their initial date of employment and regularisation is
proper, legal and justified? If yes, to what relief the disputants are entitled to what directions, if any,
are necessary in this regard?”

As per the claim statement that the workmen connected with this dispute namely, Rajesh Kumar S/o Sh.
Narayan Singh, Sh. Kanwar Pal S/o Late Sh. Ram Phool, Sh. Ramnivas S/o Rishi Raj, Sh. Vedpal S/0 Sh. Om
Prakash, Sh. Satish Kumar S/o Sh. Bal Kishan, Sh. Haris Chand S/o Sh. Dhamka and Smt. Sheela D/o Sh. Ram
Kishor were initially appointed with the Directorate General Employment and Training under the Ministry of Skill
Development and Entrepreneurship as Group D employees now called MTS. The service of these workmen was
transferred from the Ministry of Skill Development for the Directorate General of Employment. All the workmen are
performing their duty in the grade pay of 1800, level 1 against the regular post of MTS. But the mgt is paying them
less wage in comparison to the regular counterparts working as Group D employees. These workmen are getting the
minimum wage fixed for unskilled workmen revised from time to time. But these workmen are entitled to be granted
regular pay scale with all allowance except the increments from the date of their initial appointment at par with the
regular Group D employees on the principle of equal pay for equal work. The denial by the mgt to grant them equal
pay and regularize their service amounts to unfair labour practice. All the efforts made by the claimants by filing
representations turned to be futile. Citing various judgments of the Hon’ble Supreme Court the claimants have pleaded
that they are working continuously for the mgt and have completed 240 days of work in a calendar. On that account,
they should have been regularized in service and granted equal pay for equal work in view of the office memorandum
no. 49014/2/86 Estt(C)dated 07.06.1988 issued by DOP&T. It has further been stated that the workmen are within the
minimum age group for regular appointment and they fulfilled all the qualifying conditions. But the mgt by order
dated 11.06.2019 changed the service condition of these workmen to daily wagers. This change of service condition is
violative of the principle laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of FCI vs. FCI India. When the efforts
of the claimants for regularization of their service and for grant of equal pay for equal work failed, they approached
the conciliation officer by raising a dispute. Steps were taken to conciliate the dispute. But for the non-cooperative
attitude of the mgt the conciliation failed and the appropriate govt. referred the matter to the Tribunal for adjudication.

Though noticed the mgt did not appear and was proceeded ex-parte by order dated 01.08.2022. The claimant
filed the affidavit supporting the averments made in the claim petition and filed few documents which have been
marked in a series of WW/1 to WW1/5. These documents include Annexure A which includes the details of the
workmen including the date of their initial appointment and place of posting. WW1/2 is the office memorandum of the
mgt transferring the claimants to the mgt of Skill Development. WW1/3 is the office memorandum relating to the
recruitment of casual workers and persons on daily wage basis by which the service condition wage etc. of the casual
workers has been laid down. WW/1/4 is the failure report of the conciliation officer and WW1/5 is the letter of
espousal.

The president of Janwadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union representing the claimants testified as ww1. He
fully supported the claim averments and stated that the Hon’ble Supreme court in the case of Surender Singh and
Ors vs. Engineer in Chief CPWD have clearly held that the persons engaged as a daily rated workers are entitled to
be regularized in the time scales on completion of 6 months of their continuous service. In this case the claimants are
working continuously in the mgt w.e.f. from 15.05.2001 to 01.04.2012. They purchased requisite qualification for
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appointment against the permanent post of MTS. This evidence of the witness for the claimants has not been
challenged since the mgt has been proceeded ex-parte. Thus from the uncontroverted and unchallenged evidence by
the claimants it is evidently clear that the workmen of this proceeding are working continuously for the mgt since the
date of their initial appointment and have worked for more than 240 days in a calendar year. This entitles them for
regularization of service in absence of the proof that the claimants do not meet the qualification criteria or there are no
vacancy. Hence, considering the evidence of the claimant it is held that the claimants entitled to the relief sought for.

The Ld A/R for the claimants by citing the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme court in the case of Bangalore
Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Etc., Etc. vs. A. Rajappa and others, Etc. Etc. reported in 1978-LLJ-1-349
submitted that all the triple test prescribed by the Hon’ble Supreme court to test if an establishment comes under the
definition of industry are fulfilled by the mgt. Hence it is concluded that the mgt is an industry. Hence considering the
submission and the evidence on behalf of the claimant it is concluded that the claimants are entitled to the regular pay
scale with all allowances except the annual increments from the initial date of their appointment. They are also
entitled to the regularize in service in the time scale from the date they completed first initial 6 months of
employment. Hence ordered

ORDER

The reference be and the same is answered in favour of the claimant it is held that the claimants are entitled
to regular pay scale at par with the regular employees who are their counterparts including all allowances except the
annual increments. The claimants are held further entitled to regularization of their service on the date they completed
6 months from the date of initial appointment. The mgt no.1 is directed to grant the equal pay for equal work and the
differential arrear to the claimants from the date of their initial appointment and their service shall be regularize on the
date when they completed first 6 month of their service. The financial benefits granted to the claimants shall be paid
by the mgt within two months from the date when the award is published failing which the amount show accrued shall
carry interests at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of accrual and till the final payment is made. This
award is passed in respect of those employees whose list has been annexed to this award as annexure A:-

List of the workmen

SL.No. | Name Father’s Name | Category Post Date of | Educational Appointed
Joining qualification through
1 Rajesh Narayan Singh | O.B.C Daily 15.05.2021 10" pass Employment
Kumar Wager Exchange
(M.T.S)
2 Kanwar Lal | Late Sh. Ram | S.C. Daily 12.05.2006 10" pass Employment
Phool Wager Exchange
(M.T.S
3 Ramnivas Rishi Raj General Daily 12.05.2008 10" pass Employment
Wager Exchange
(M.T.S
4, Vedpal OmPrakash 0.B.C Daily Jan-07 10" pass Employment
Wager Exchange
(M.T.S
5 Satish Balkishan 0.B.C Daily Mar-09 12" pass Employment
Kumar Wager Exchange
(M.T.S
6 Harish Dhamka S.C. Daily 11.01.2010 12" pass Employment
Chand Wager Exchange
(M.T.S
7 Smt. Sheela | D/o Sh. Ram | S.C Daily 01.04.2012 8" pass Directly
Kishor Wager through the
(M.T.S office of mgt

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the ID
act 1947.

The reference is accordingly answered.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer
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e fawelt, 22 979, 2023

FT.3M. 1089.—3i=N T foare srfafaaw, 1947 (1947 &1 14) & o= 17 F ATELT ¥, Feald
T ot TATT (7, F waads & gag st o off T TH FT, FERT, & 3= oaqay 7§ [
SRR ~ATATIEERIT, TedT & G=Te (§a9 §eaT 05 (C) of 2019) &1 ST & ey § famr 1 8, &
SR FXAT & ST hea 19 T T q1FE T 6 17 02.06.2023 T I gAT T |

[€. Te-42012/22/2019-3$amR (I1D)]
1. %, Ry, e AfE

New Delhi, the 22nd June, 2023

S.0. 1089.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 05 (C) of 2019) of the Industrial Tribunal, Patna as shown in the
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to Shri Prabhunath Singh, and Shri Gopal
Kumar Shukla,Worker, which was received along with soft copy of the award by the Central Government on
02.06.2023

[No. L-42012/22/2019-IR (DU)]

D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, PATNA.
Reference Case No.:- 05 (C) of 2019

Between the management of Shri Prabhunath Singh, At —Alampur, P.O- Lalapur Bhader Via Kahalgaon,
Bhagalpur (Bihar)-813203 and Their workman Sri Gopal Kumar Shukla, Vill + P.O- Maheshamundra, P.S-
Kahalgaon, Bhagalpur (Bihar)-813203.

For the management:- None.
For the Workman:- Sri Durgesh Prasad Sinha, Advocate.
Present:- MANOJ SHANKAR, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, Patna.

AWARD
Patna, dated- 19™ September, 2022

By the adjudication order no.-L-42012/22/2019-IR(DU) dated- 11.06.2019 the Govt. of India, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi has referred under clause (d) of sub-section-(1) and sub-section-(2A) of section-10 of the
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947, ( hereinafter to be referred to as “ the Act”), the following dispute between The
management of Sri Prabhunath Singh, At- Alampur, PO- Lalapur Bhader Via Kahalgaon, Bhagalpur (Bihar)-813203
and Their workman Sri Gopal Kumar Shukla, Vill-PO- Maheshamunda, PS- Kahalgaon, Bhagalpur (Bihar)-813203
for adjudication to this tribunal:-

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of M/S P.N.Singh-Contractor to Principal Employer
NTPC, Kahalgaon, Bihar- to terminate the services w.e.f August 2017 of the workman Sh.
Gopal Kumar Shukla, appointed in 2015,without paying his outstanding due of wages, Leave
Encashment and Terminal Benefit was correct? If not,what relief the workman is entitled
to?”

2. After receipt of the reference / notification, notices were issued to the parties concerned. Management did not
appear before this tribunal but workman himself present before this tribunal and also filed a vakalathama 14.08.2019
deputing Shri Durgesh Prasad Sinha, Advocate to represent his case but inspite of knowledge and availing
opportunities did not file any Statement of claim.

3. From perusal of the case record, it appears that on 20.11.2019 workman appeared before this tribunal and
filed a petition regarding for issuance of corrigendum written by workman himself to Sri Aman Topo,
ALC © Harindanga Bazar, PO & Dist.- Pakur (Jharkhand). But workman became absent from 22.01.2020 to
23.08.2022 continuously. As per order it appears that two registered notice were sent to the workman vide memo no.-
113 dated- 25.04.2022 through registered post no.- RF234810921IN dt- 27.04.2022 and several notice is issued to the
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both parties vide memo no.- 179 dt- 15.07.2022 through registered post no.- RF 228522705IN and RF 228522719IN
dt- 19.07.2022 but even after issuance of registered notice, both parties never turn-up. From perusal of the case
records, it also shows that registered notice is not returned back to this tribunal, it means registered notice is well
served upon the workman and workman did not turn-up to establish his claim before tribunal since 20.11.2019. It all
shows that workman has no grievance and thus lost interest in this case. So as per the aforesaid reasons for passing
no dispute award thus this tribunal pass “No Dispute Award” accordingly. This award is effected after date of
publication in gazette.

This is my award accordingly.
Dictated & Corrected by me.
MANOJ SHANKAR, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 23 97, 2023

.M. 1090.—=iefes  faarq SffeIfF—A, 1947 (1947 &1 14) @I URT 17 & AR H,
D IR SHLUA, & Jadsd & Gag Maedl iR S dHeRI @& 9, gdy | fAfdse

e fadre § =l ARBR e ARPRU-Tg— U, AEAH & gare  (Had qw=
69/2006) P UBIRM PR &, Ol dald WBR Bl 20.06.2023 DI UK GAT T |

[§. TH-22012/2/2006-3T5 3TR (. 7H-11)]
Tftreq. ua, 37 A

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1090.—1In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 69/2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023

[No. L-22012/2/2006-IR (CM-I1)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
Present: Shri ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer, C.G.1.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
REFERENCE CASE NO. 69 OF 2006
PARTIES: Mahabir Bhuia
Vs.
Management of New Kenda Colliery of ECL
REPRESENTATIVES:
For the Union/Workman: Mr. Rakesh Kumar, President, Koyala Mazdoor Congress.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 31.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-22012/2/2006-1R(CM-I1) dated 24.10.2006 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the
employer, that is the Management of New Kenda Colliery under Kenda Area of Eastern Coalfields Limited and their
workman for adjudication by this Tribunal.

SCHEDULE
“Whether the action of the management of New Kenda Colliery under Kenda Area of M/s.
ECL in dismissing Sri Mahabir Bhuia w.e.f. 22.3.2005 is legal and justified? If not, to what
relief is the workman entitled? ”
1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/2/2006-1R(CM-11) dated 24.10.2006 from the Govt. of India, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 69 of 2006 was registered on 31.10.2006
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and an order was passed issuing notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit their
written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses.

2. Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate appeared for Eastern Coalfields Limited. Mr. Rakesh Kumar, representing
the workman submitted that he could not produce Mahabir Bhuia for cross-examination. On repeated calls at 01:10
PM Mahabir Bhuia is found absent. The case was fixed up on 23.05.2023 for appearance of workman as a special
chance for his cross-examination, in default a No Dispute Award is to be passed.

3. Since the aggrieved workman failed to appear after sufficient opportunity given and due to long absence of
the workman it is presumed that he has no dispute with Eastern Coalfields Limited. Let a No Dispute Award be
passed.

Hence,
ORDERED

that a No Dispute Award be drawn up in respect of the above Reference. Let copies of the Award in
duplicate be sent to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India, New Delhi for information and
Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer

e faeelt, 23 9, 2023
AT 1091.—fienfes  fdare rfSif-em, 1947 (1947 &1 14) @1 &RT 17 & AFER H,
P WIR HL.UA, & Y & ddg FAGH AR ST PHGRI & drd, dgey H FAfde
AT fddre § e WRBR AED ARPRU—Hg—3 I, AETE & gare  (Fad q=
41/2012) B YR PRI 8, Sl D8I ABR Bl 20.06.2023 DI YIC g3 2T |
[§, Te-22012/177/2012-31¢ 1R (F.TH-11)]
Tforse. e, 39 [

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1091.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 41/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023

[No. L-22012/177/2012 —IR (CM-11)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
PRESENT: Shri Ananda Kumar Mukherjee, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
REFERENCE CASE NO. 41 OF 2012
PARTIES: Coal Mines Security Guards Association.
Vs.
Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited.
REPRESENTATIVES:

For the Union/Workmen: General Secretary, Coal Mines Security Guards Association.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.

Dated: 31.05.2023
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AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-22012/177/2012-1IR(CM-I1) dated 19.11.2012 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the
employer, that is the Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited, Sanctoria and their workmen for adjudication by this
Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether non-payment of double wages to security guards of M/s. ECL HQ for
deployment on rest days is legal/justified? To what relief they are entitled to? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/177/2012-1R(CM-II) dated 19.11.2012 from the Govt. of India, Ministry
of Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 41 of 2012 was registered on 10.12.2012
and an order was passed issuing notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit their
written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses.

2. Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate for Eastern Coalfields Limited is present. The case is fixed up today for
cross-examination of workman Witness. No witness for the Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited has turned up.
Notice was issued to the General Secretary, Coal Mines Security Guards Association, ECL Head Quarter, Sanctoria
under registered post but no union representative has turned up.

3. Written Statements were filed by the workmen as well as by the Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited.
Initially Ghanashyam Shaw , Krishna Routh and Sudama Singh filed affidavit-in-chief in support of their cases,
claiming payment of double wages for the security guards for their deployment on rest days. Witnesses did not turn
up to cross-examination. In course of time workmen remained unrepresented. Under such facts and circumstances, |
have no option but to presume that concerned workmen are not interested to proceed with the Industrial Dispute. The
Reference case is accordingly disposed of in the form of a No Dispute Award. Inform the Ministry accordingly.

Hence,
ORDERED

that a No Dispute Award be drawn up in respect of the above Reference. Let copies of the Award in
duplicate be sent to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India, New Delhi for information and
Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 23 9, 2023

AT, 1092l fad1q SIS, 1947 (1947 HI 14) @I URT 17 & AR H,
P AR THLUA. & Yaudd b Gag MANDl 3R [Idh BHGRI b drF, ey H fAfdw

oS

e faare § g WRHR ARG ARHO—Tg—5F A, AATHAA b gare  (Hed d=:m
26/2012) P UHIM BT B, Sl P=wid WROGR DI 20.06.2023 DI U T3 o7 |

[, TA-22012/68/2012-31¢ &= (F.77-11)]
Tfirhed. UA, 39 Ao

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1092.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 26/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023

[No. L-22012/68/2012 —IR (CM-11)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
Present: Shri Ananda Kumar Mukherjee, Presiding Officer, C.G.l.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
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REFERENCE CASE NO. 26 OF 2012
PARTIES: Narayan Karmakar
Vs.
Management of J. K. Nagar Colliery of ECL

REPRESENTATIVES:

For the Union/Workman: Narayan Karmakar, the workman.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 30.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-22012/68/2012-1IR(CM-II) dated 18.05.2012 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the
employer, that is the Management of J. K. Nagar Colliery of Eastern Coalfields Limited and their workman for
adjudication by this Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of J. K. Nagar Colliery of M/s. ECL in not
payment HRA @ 10% of Basic Pay to Sri Narayan Karmakar is fair and justified? To
what relief the concerned workman is entitled to? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/68/2012-IR(CM-11) dated 18.05.2012 from the Govt. of India, Ministry of
Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 26 of 2012 was registered on 25.06.2012
and an order was passed issuing notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit their
written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses.

2. Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate for the management of Eastern Coalfields Limited is present. Narayan
Karmakar, ex-employee appeared after service of fresh Notice. The case is fixed up today for appearance and filing
written statement as last chance.

3. After registering this case Notices were issued to both parties but no written statement has been filed. After
service of fresh Notice upon the aggrieved workman, he appeared before this Tribunal today. On examining Narayan
Karmakar, he stated that he was employed at J. K. Nagar Colliery, Satgram Area but he has no dispute regarding
House Rent Allowance and he has already retired from service in December, 2017. Heard learned advocate for
Eastern Coalfields Limited. It appears to me that the concerned workman is not inclined to proceed with this Industrial
Dispute relating to House Rent Allowance. Under such circumstances, the reference is disposed of in the form of a
No Dispute Award.

Hence,
ORDERED

that a No Dispute Award be drawn up in respect of the above Reference. Let copies of the Award in duplicate
be sent to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India, New Delhi for information and Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer

< faeeft, 23 S, 2023

.M. 1093.—aiiefes  fdare oM, 1947 (1947 @1 14) @1 GRT 17 & AFER H,
PR WPR THLUA. & Je9gad & Gd| MASH AR IAh HHGRI & drd, ey H FHfds
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Senfire faare ¥ HE WeR efiie sfexo—as—9 e, AETad o gae  (Wed dwer
46/2005) P UBIRT PRl 8, Sl D=l WRGR DI 20.06.2023 DI UT G o7 |

[€. Te-22012/113/2004--31¢ R (F.75-11)]

Tftre. ua, 37 A

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1093.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 46/2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023

[No. L-22012/113/2004 —IR (CM-11)]
MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
Present: Shri ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
REFERENCE CASE No. 46 OF 2005
PARTIES: Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) and
Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma).
Vs.
Management of Satgram Area of ECL.

REPRESENTATIVES:
For the Union/Employee: Mr. M. K. Bandopadhyay, learned advocate.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Goswami, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 22.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Government of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-22012/113/2004-1IR(CM-I1) dated 30.05.2005 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the
employer, that is the Management of Satgram Area of Eastern Coalfields Limited and their employees for adjudication
by this Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. ECL in selection of Staff Nurses from
Technical Supervisor Grade ‘B’ to Grade ‘C’ conducted on the basis of merit cum seniority is
legal and justified? If not, to what relief Smt. Bandana Chowdhury and Smt. Chandra Nag
Roy are entitled? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/113/2004-1R(CM-11) dated 30.05.2005 from the Govt. of India, Ministry
of Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 46 of 2005 was registered on 04.07.2005
and an order was passed issuing Notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit
their written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses. Both parties
appeared before the Tribunal through their authorized representatives.
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2. The crux of the issue in this case is embedded in the grievance of two Staff Nurses of Satgram Area Hospital
of Eastern Coalfields Limited (hereinafter referred to as ECL) who were not promoted from their post of Staff Nurse
in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ to Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’. The
Management filed their written statement on 06.01.2006 and the aggrieved nursing staff submitted their written
statement through union on 28.07.2006. the case has a checkered track record. Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury and Mrs.
Chandra Nag Roy filed their affidavit-in-chief on 11.06.2013 and faced cross-examination on 20.08.2013. the
Tribunal was laying vacant from 23.10.2013 to 20.05.2014. The case was thereafter fixed for evidence of
Management witness on 06.01.2015, in default for argument but no evidence was adduced. Parties were absent from
06.01.2015 to 23.10.2018. The Tribunal was laying vacant from 21.11.2018 to 31.08.2022 due to want of regular
Presiding Officer.

3. On 13.03.2023 Mr. Sanjay Bhowmik, Area Personnel Manager, Satgram Area, ECL was examined as
Management witness-1. Three important documents were produced as Exhibit M-1, M-2, and M-3. Exhibit M-1 is a
Note Sheet of ECL dated 04.02.2000 relating to two vacancies arising in the post of Senior Staff Nurse in Technical
and Supervisory Grade ‘B’, proposing constitution of Departmental Promotional Committee (hereinafter referred to as
DPC) for assessment of the suitability of then existing eligible Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ for
promotion as Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’. Exhibit M-2 is a letter dated 14.04.2000
issued by the Personnel Manager, Satgram Area, ECL addressed to Deputy Chief Medical Officer, Satgram Area
Hospital informing him that the DPC will meet on 19.04.2000 in the chamber of the Personnel Manager, Satgram
Area and also requested him to advise all eligible candidates to appear before the committee along with original
certificates and testimonials. Exhibit M-3 is a Note Sheet dated 03.05.2000 which laid down the criteria for
ascertaining merit for recommendation of candidates for promotion which was as per cadre scheme i.e. merit-cum-
seniority basis. The Note Sheet further disclosed the criteria for ascertaining merit and the marks for considering
merit, qualification, and length of service of candidates. The report of the DPC with their recommendation has been
produced on Page No. 2 of Exhibit M-3.

4, The contention of the two Staff Nurses is that Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) who initially joined the
service in Technical Grade ‘D’ was upgraded to Technical Grade ‘C’ on 11.07.1991 as per Office Order dated
9/10.02.1993 and Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) was upgraded to Technical Grade ‘C’ on 31.05.1992 and
are working at Satgram Area Hospital. It is their case that Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee
who are junior to the petitioners on their promotion from Grade ‘D’ to Grade ‘C’ have been granted promotion from
Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ to Grade ‘B’ as paramedical Staff Nurses superseding the
petitioners. It is urged that for the purpose of promotion the only consideration should be seniority and not the
qualification of the concerned Staff Nurse. It is their case that Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) has additional
qualification of Bachelor of Commerce and Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) has a Bachelor of Arts degree
but such qualification was not taken into consideration for granting of promotion to the post of Senior Staff Nurse in
Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’. It is their case that passing of Class-XII examination and ‘A’ Grade diploma
certificate from a recognized nursing institute is the minimum qualification. The Management of ECL has exceeded
its jurisdiction by taking into consideration extraneous criteria beyond what is laid down in the “Cadre Scheme” for
promotion of medical Staff Nurses. It has been asserted that the criteria for promotion from Technical and Supervisory
Grade ‘C’ to Grade ‘B’ is seniority and not merit-cum-seniority. It is pointed out that there is no adverse report against
Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) and Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay). Furthermore, they are the senior
most nurses in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ and ought to have been promoted to Grade ‘B’. It is urged that
there was no necessity for considering four Staff Nurses for the purpose of promotion. The two aggrieved nurses have
asserted that the Management’s decision to consider merit-cum-seniority as criteria for promotion is contrary to the
provisions of “Cadre Scheme” for promotion of para medical Staff Nurses. The petitioner claimed that the promotion
granted to Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee are required to be cancelled and Mrs. Chandra Nag
Roy (Sharma) and Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) be promoted to the post of Senior Staff Nurse in
Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ w.e.f. 02.06.2000.

5. The claim for promotion of the two Staff Nurses has been contested by the Management by filing written
statement. It is submitted on behalf of the Management that two vacant posts of Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and
Supervisory Grade ‘B’ were approved and there were four candidates namely Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury
(Bhattacharyay), Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma), Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta), and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee who
were considered for the post. The DPC was constituted with approval of Satgram Area Authority to assess the
suitability of Staff Nurses from Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’. The DPC followed the rules framed under
National Coal Wage Agreement (hereinafter referred to as NCWA) - IV for cadre scheme for para medical staff. A
guideline was prepared by the committee which allotted a total mark of 100 for the purpose of Assement, out of which
60 marks was fixed for merit and remaining 40 marks was allotted under the seniority head. Out of 60 marks, 30
marks were fixed for CR and rest 30 marks apportioned under the merit head was fixed for educational qualification.
Out of 30 marks for CR, a person whose performance was remarked as “Outstanding” was to be granted the full mark
of 30, one whose remarks was “Very Good” would get 21 marks and one whose rank was “Good” would get 15
marks. Regarding educational qualification, a person having a Post Graduation degree would get full marks of 30, a
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person having a Graduation degree would get 25 marks, a person having above School Final Certificate was allotted
20 marks, and a person having a School Final Certificate would get 15 marks. The marks allotted for the purpose of
seniority was 4 marks for each year of work as Staff Nurses.

6. According to the Management the DPC while evaluating their suitability had allotted 77 marks to
Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma), 78 marks to Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay), 83 marks to Mrs. Soma
Sikdar (Dutta) and 83 marks to Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee. As a result, Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda
Mukherjee were declared promoted to the post of Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’. It is the
further case of the Management that candidates with higher educational qualification should get better advantage.
Therefore, contention of the union / employees do not have any force and the Management of ECL is legally justified
to hold that Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) and Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) are not entitled to any
relief.

7. The point for consideration is whether the action of the Management by assessing the Staff Nurses for their
promotion from Grade ‘C’ to Grade ‘B’ on the basis of merit-cum-seniority is legal and justified and if Mrs. Bandana
Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) and Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) to be treated as promoted w.e.f. June, 2000.

8. It has been argued by the learned advocate for the aggrieved Staff Nurses that Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy
(Sharma) was upgraded to the post of Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ from Grade ‘D’ on
11.07.1991. Whereas, others Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) was upgraded to Grade ‘C’ on 04.06.1992, Mrs. Bandana
Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) was upgraded 31.05.1992 and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee was upgraded on 31.05.1992.
Therefore, considering their inter-cadre seniority and the required minimum qualification i.e. Matric plus ‘A’ Grade
Nursing certificate plus one year experience from recognized institute or one year experience in a 50 bedded and
above Hospital / Nursing Home, the petitioners ought to have been promoted. It is argued that Mrs. Soma Sikdar
(Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee who were juniors to them at the time of their upgradation to Technical and
Supervisory Grade ‘C’ cadre could not have been promoted to Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ on the basis of
their higher qualification. It is argued that higher qualification of having Master’s degree in Arts cannot be a criteria
for granting higher marks under the Merit head. It is further contended that for the purpose of rendering effective
service as a Staff Nurse it is their long experience which counts and is required to be the deciding factor for promotion
and not higher qualification of holding Master’s degree in Arts. Learned advocate argued that according to the
provisions for promotion in the cadre scheme of nursing staff NCWA — provides that seniority-cum-merit should be
considered instead of giving priority to persons holding higher educational qualification in the General Stream.
Learned advocate for the aggrieved employees argued that the DPC has violated the provisions by promoting
candidates who were juniors. It is argued that the promotion of Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda
Mukherjee should be cancelled and the petitioners should be considered promoted in their place.

9. Mr. P. K. Goswami, learned advocate for the Management argued that due to promotion of two senior Staff
Nurse from Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ to the post of Senior Sister In-charge in Technical and Supervisory
Grade ‘A’ on 24.02.1998, two posts in Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ were declared
vacant and for the purpose of filling up the said two vacant posts a DPC was constituted on the basis of approval of
the policy. All existing four candidates in Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ were eligible for
consideration of their suitability to the promotional post. Note Sheet dated 03.05.2000 was initiated wherein, the
members of DPC laid down the procedure and the marks allocated under different heads for considering the criteria of
merit, consisting of CR and educational qualification and the length of service in the post of Staff Nurse in Technical
and Supervisory Grade ‘C’. Relying upon Page No. 2 of Exhibit M-3 which is DPC proceeding and marks allotted for
the post of Staff Nurse, it is argued by the learned advocate for ECL that the marks obtained by each candidate under
different criteria has clearly been stated and it would appear that Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee and Mrs. Soma Sikdar
(Dutta) have secured higher marks of 83 each. Therefore, there is no error on the part of DPC in arriving at the proper
finding. Learned advocate argued that though the length of service of Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) is greater than
the others the remaining three including Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) have all been upgraded to Staff
Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ in 1993. All the four candidates have secured the same marks for their
past performance on the basis of their Grade ‘very good’. The only point on which the candidates were differently
marked are their educational qualification. Though Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma) in her cross-examination stated
that her educational qualification is Bachelor of Commerce, she admitted that she has obtained her Bachelor of
Commerce degree after joining the service and did not apply for permission for appearing in the Bachelor of
Commerce examination. Therefore, the DPC considered her academic qualification as Higher Secondary examination
only. In view of the higher qualification of the candidates including Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) marks
have been allotted to the candidates. Consistent with the decision of the DPC in their Note Sheet dated 03.05.2000
(Exhibit M-3). Learned advocate argued that there is no merit in this case and the same is required to be dismissed.

10. I have traversed the dispute raised in the ‘Schedule’, the written statement filed by the Management and the
General Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India on behalf of the aggrieved Nurses and the evidence adduced by
parties. It appears to me that there is an apparent error in the ‘Schedule’ of the Industrial Dispute referred to this
Tribunal. The question which needs to be considered is the action of Management of ECL in selection of Staff Nurses
from Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’ to Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ and not in
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respect of selection of Staff Nurses from Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ to Grade ‘C’. It is admitted on the part
of Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) and Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma), the two aggrieved Staff Nurses
that only two vacancies arose in the post of Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’. Therefore,
under no circumstance additional accommodation could be made for promoting the two aggrieved Staff Nurses even if
it is assumed that two nurses who failed to secure the promotional post have any merit in their favour. Mrs. Soma
Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee, the two Staff Nurses who have been declared promoted to the post of
Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ cannot be removed from their promotional post on the
demand of the aggrieved Staff Nurses without impleading them as parties or providing them opportunity of having
heard.

11. It is appropriate to consider if there is any justification in the claim of the aggrieved nurses. In cross-
examination, Management witness-1, Mr. Sanjay Bhowmik deposed that there is a scheme in NCWA-V which lays
down the eligibility of promotion of candidates to Senior Staff Nurse. He deposed that as per Annexure-VI-5 (R) the
mode of promotion will be on the basis of recommendation of DPC and stated the qualification will not be a bar for
promotion of existing nurses. In course of his examination the witness deposed that the DPC has power to set criteria
for selection and there is no specific rules related to the criteria for selection procedure. A copy of NCWA-V
Implementation Instruction No. 41 dated 09.07.1999 has been submitted on behalf of the Management. It appears
from the said document that Annexure-VI-5 (R) in respect of Paramedical Staff Nurses, approved by Standardization
Committee has been enclosed. It provides that the minimum educational qualification for promotion to Senior Staff
Nurse in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘B’ is “10+2 plus ‘A’ Grade Nursing Diploma or Certificate from a
recognized Institute approved by the Govt”. The eligibility of the candidate for promotion is “3 years of experience in
‘C’ plus 1 (one) year experience in T&S Gr. ‘C’ as Trainee”. Annexure-VI1-5 (R) of revised cadre scheme lays down
the minimum qualification. It obviously implies that the weightage can be given by the DPC to the person having
higher qualification, if other conditions are same. So far as experience and eligibility for promotion is concerned the
base line of experience is a total period of four years as Staff Nurses in Technical and Supervisory Grade ‘C’,
inclusive of one year as trainee. The DPC decided to give weightage to service experience by allotting 4 (four) marks
for each additional year of service. Therefore, the contention of learned advocate for the aggrieved Staff Nurses that
the assessment of seniority-cum-merit should be the criteria for promotion to Grade ‘B’ is not tenable.

12. There is no material to establish that the decision of DPC in selecting Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs.
Sunanda Mukherjee is vitiated due to non-compliance of criteria laid down in NCWA-V Implementation Instruction
No. 41 dated 09.07.1999. The aggrieved Staff Nurses failed to produce any Clause in the NCWA applicable to the
Cadre Scheme, wherein it is laid down that the promotion of eligible candidate should be considered on seniority-
cum-merit and not on merit-cum-seniority. At the time of appearing before the DPC on 20.04.2000 all the four
candidates have completed their minimum period of service experience. Marks were allotted to them on the basis of
the length of their service. Therefore, seniority of the candidates was taken into account. It appears that the
performance reports of all the four candidates are same and they have been granted “Very Good” which earned each
of them 21 marks. The next criteria for assessment was their academic qualification, for which full marks fixed was
30. A candidate having passed Matriculation / School Final Examination was granted 15 marks. Those having
qualification above School Final, which includes Higher Secondary were allotted 20 marks. Graduates were allotted
25 marks and candidates with Master degree were allotted 30 marks. The distinguishing criteria which provided lead
to Mrs. Soma Sikdar (Dutta) and Mrs. Sunanda Mukherjee was their higher qualification, though the same had no
contribution to their performance as Staff Nurse in any manner. In this context it would not be out of place to mention
that the criteria of academic qualification could not be entirely left aside in the matter of promotion of any staff,
whether in the case of Staff Nurse or an employee in any other capacity working in the establishment. Therefore, the
DPC had rightly taken into account the academic qualification of all the eligible candidates as one of the criteria for
considering inter se merit of the candidates for the purpose of their promotion.

13. However, it is made clear that whenever vacancy arise in the post of Senior Staff Nurse in Technical and
Supervisory Grade ‘B’ the same criteria should apply for promotion so that by dint of seniority the petitioners herein
get an opportunity to avail such promotion.

14, In view of my aforesaid discussion, | hold that the findings of the DPC is correct and there is no merit in the
claim for promotion of Mrs. Bandana Chowdhury (Bhattacharyay) and Mrs. Chandra Nag Roy (Sharma).

Hence,
ORDERED

that the Reference case is dismissed on contest. Let an Award be drawn up in light of my above findings. Let
copies of the Award in duplicate be communicated to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India
for information and Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer
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New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1094.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 22/2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023.

[No. L-22012/324/2006 —IR (CM-11)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
Present: Shri ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
REFERENCE CASE NO. 22 OF 2007
PARTIES: Basdeb Rajwar
Vs.
Management of Ratibati Colliery of ECL
REPRESENTATIVES:

For the Union/Workman: Mr. S. K. Pandey, Union representative.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Goswami, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 31.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order No. L-
22012/324/2006-1R(CM-11) dated 19.03.2007 has been pleased to refer the following dispute between the employer,
that is the Management of Ratibati Colliery of Eastern Coalfields Limited and their workman for adjudication by this
Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of Ratibati Colliery of M/s. ECL in dismissing Sri
Basdeb Rajwar from service w.e.f. 27.09.2003 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief is
the workman entitled? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/324/2006-1R(CM-I1) dated 19.03.2007 from the Govt. of India, Ministry
of Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 22 of 2007 was registered on 03.05.2007
and an order was passed issuing notice to the parties through registered post, directing them to appear and submit their
written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims and a list of witnesses.

2. The case was fixed up on 23.05.2023 for substitution of legal heirs. Mr. P. K. Goswami, learned advocate
appeared for the Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited. No step was taken by the union representative. The case
is pending since long. Ample opportunity has been given to Mr. S. K. Pandey, union representative to substitute legal
heirs of the deceased but no steps has been taken. Under such facts and circumstances the Industrial Dispute stands
dismissed for default.

Hence,
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ORDERED

that the Reference case is dismissed. An award be drawn up in the light of the above observation. Let copies
of the Award in duplicate be communicated to the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India for
information and Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer

e fawelt, 23 97, 2023

AT 1095l faare oI, 1947 (1947 &T 14) @I &R 17 & JATERT ¥,
Do WAR THLUA, & YeHdd b Gag MAedl S8R SAd dHGRI & 41, ey d fFAfdw
e fdare § o= TR AEfE ARIR—Hg—5 IR, MHAAIA & yare (e dw=m
11/2011) B FHIRE HIA 2, Sl =g ARHR Bl 20,/06,/2023 B YT g3 T |
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New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2023

S.0. 1095.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 11/2011) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-
Labour Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the Management of E.C.L. and
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 20/06/2023

[No. L-22012/58/2011 -IR(CM-11)]

MANIKANDAN. N, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT,
ASANSOL.
Present: Shri ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T-cum-L.C., Asansol.
REFERENCE CASE No. 11 OF 2011
PARTIES: Rajendra Mahato.
Vs.
Management of MIC Jhanjra Project of ECL.

REPRESENTATIVES:

For the Union/Workman: Mr. Rakesh Kumar, President, Koyala Mazdoor Congress.

For the Management: Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate.
INDUSTRY: Coal.
STATE: West Bengal.
Dated: 29.05.2023
AWARD

In exercise of powers conferred under clause (d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt. of India through the Ministry of Labour, vide its Order
No. L-22012/58/2011-1R(CM-I1) dated 01.07.2011 and Corrigendum dated 23.08.2011 has been pleased to refer the
following dispute between the employer, that is the Management of MIC Jhanjra Project of Eastern Coalfields
Limited and their workman for adjudication by this Tribunal.

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the Management of MIC Jhanjra Project, M/s. Eastern Coalfields
Limited in not considering the date of birth recorded of Shri Rajendra Mahato, RH Crew, in
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the Matriculation Certificate as 12.02.1974 is legal and justified? To what relief the workman
concerned is entitled to? ”

1. On receiving Order No. L-22012/58/2011-1R(CM-11) dated 01.07.2011 and Corrigendum dated 23.08.2011
from the Govt. of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi for adjudication of the dispute, a Reference case No. 11 of
2011 was registered on 18.07.2011 and an order was passed issuing notice to the parties through registered post,
directing them to appear and submit their written statements along with relevant documents in support of their claims
and a list of witnesses. Both parties appeared before the Tribunal through their authorized representatives.

2. In gist, the fact of the workman’s case disclosed in the written statement is that Rajendra Mahato, designated
as RH Crew at the time of submission of his application for employment had stated his date of birth as 12.02.1974
mentioned in his Matriculation Certificate. As per guidelines issued by Coal India Limited through Implementation
Instruction No. - 76, the date of birth of an employee recorded in his Matriculation Certificate should be accepted. It
is stated in his written statement that the Management of Eastern Coalfields Limited (hereinafter referred to as ECL)
has sent Rajendra Mahato for Initial Medical Examination (hereinafter referred to as IME). The Board decided his age
as “Twenty-four (24) years as on 30.06.1995”. The Appointment Letter was issued by the Management on the basis
of the age assessed by the doctors of IME Board and allowed him to join at Jhanjra Project. At the time of his
employment proceeding Rajendra Mahato did not know the age assessed by the IME Board and for such reason he
did not raise his protest. On receiving his letter of appointment, he found his age was recorded incorrectly and raised
objection but he was advised to join his duty first. He produced his Matriculation Certificate before the Management
of Jhanjra Project but after long persuasion by the workman and union no action was taken, for such reason the union
decided to raise this Industrial Dispute. It has been claimed that date of birth of Rajendra Mahato should be corrected
as 12.02.1974 in all the service records of the company with intimation to him.

3. In response the Management of ECL filed a written statement stating that the union has no valid ground or
reason for raising the Industrial Dispute over alleged discrepancy of the date of birth of the concerned employee.
According to the Management of ECL the concerned workman was appointed at Kajora Area under Clause 9.4.0 of
National Coal Wage Agreement (hereinafter referred to as NCWA) and his Appointment Letter No. KA/PM/C-
6/18(D):52/2174 dated 24.09.1997 was issued by the General Manager of Kajora Area, ECL, wherein his date of
birth was recorded as “Twenty-four (24) years as on 30.06.1995”. Further case of the Management is that in the
appointment letter the date of birth has been recorded as per the report of Pre-Employment Medical Examination in
Form - 111 and on the basis of such date of birth in the appointment letter, the age of workman has been recorded as
twenty-four years on 30.06.1995 in all official records as well as in Form ‘B’ Register. The concerned employee has
accepted relevant contents of the appointment letter and Form ‘B’ Register by putting his signature and he never
raised dispute about his age at the time of his appointment. It is contended that the claim of the workman through
union has no foundation in the eye of law and his claim for correction of date of birth is not justified.

4, In support of his case Rajendra Mahato filed his affidavit-in-chief and was cross-examined on behalf of the
Management of ECL. Subsequently, the workman witness was re-examined on recall. Wherein, he has produced a
copy of his Identity Card issued by ECL as Exhibit W-1, a copy of his Appointment Letter dated 24.09.1997 as
Exhibit W-2, a copy of Attestation Form submitted before Management of ECL before joining service as Exhibit W-
3, a copy of his Admit Card of Madhyamik examination under Bihar Vidyalaya Pariksha Samiti as Exhibit W-4, a
copy of the Madhyamik Certificate as Exhibit W-4/1, a copy of the Marksheet of Secondary School Examination of
Bihar School Examination Board, Patna as Exhibit W-4/2, a copy of School Leaving Certificate issued by R. N. S.
Uchchya Vidyalaya, Samastipur as Exhibit W-4/3. In this matter a copy of Memorandum of Settlement dated
22.05.2007 between the Employer Company and workman’s Union regarding resolving age dispute been produced as
Exhibit W-5). A copy of Office Order dated 25.11.2014 regarding determination of Date of Birth as Exhibit W-6.
In his cross-examination the witness deposed that he raised the objection against the wrong entry of his date of birth
in the year 2011 and denied that the date of birth appearing in the Form ‘B’ Register, Service Book, Pension Scheme -
3 Form and Pension Scheme - 4 Form of the company are correct.

5. Mr. Abhijit Chakraborty, Senior Officer (Personnel) at Jhanjra Project Colliery under Jhanjra Area of ECL
has been examined as Management witness — 1. He has filed affidavit-in-chief in support of the employer’s case. In
his affidavit-in-chief the witness stated the age of Rajendra Mahato has been recorded as “Twenty-four (24) years as
on 30.06.1995” on the basis of the report of Pre-Employment Medical Examination. The witness has produced copy
of letter of appointment as Exhibit M-1, a copy of the Medical Report in Form — IV of the workman prepared at the
time of his appointment as Exhibit M-2, a copy of Medical Report in Form — Il which is a Pre-Employment Medical
Examination report as Exhibit M-3, copy of Service Book of the workman as Exhibit M-4, a copy of Form ‘B’ of the
employee as Exhibit M-5, and copy of Copy Forms PS-4 and PS-3 of the employee in respect of his pension scheme
as Exhibit M-6 and M-7 respectively. In course of his cross-examination the Management witness -1 admitted that the
candidate has submitted his Attestation Form where he stated his date of birth and educational qualification. Exhibit
W-3 is the Attestation Form which was submitted by the employee and considered at the time of his appointment
reveals that his date of birth is recorded as 12.02.1974 in column no.- 7. The witness has further deposed that for
determining the age of new appointees under Implementation Instruction No. -76, Clause A (i), date of birth stated in
the Matriculation Certificate is accepted. It is further stated that the Management of the company was not aware if the
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workman filed his Matriculation Certificate at the time of his appointment. The witness averred that the he did not
submit Matriculation Certificate in course of his employment as such we did not have the occasion to verify his age.
The Management has placed reliance upon the report of the IME Board which assessed the age of Rajendra Mahato as
twenty-four years as on 30.06.1995.

6. It is argued by Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Union representative that at the time of appointment in service Rajendra
Mahato had submitted his Attestation Form (Exhibit W-3) wherein, his date of birth was recorded as 12.02.1974 and
his age at the relevant time was twenty-one years. His educational qualification was recorded in Paragraph — (10) as
having Passed School Final Examination. It is vehemently argued that the Management of the company ought to have
considered the contents of the Attestation Form and the date of birth of the workman should have been recorded
correctly as 12.02.1974 in his letter of appointment instead of entering an approximate age as twenty-four years as on
30.06.1995. It is argued on behalf of the aggrieved workman that the employer company was duty bound to follow
Clause A (i) of Implementation Instruction No. 76 which mandates that the date of birth of a person recorded in the
Matriculation Certificate of a person was to be accepted as the official date of birth and any lapse on the part of the
Management would subjected the workman to suffering. It is urged that the date of birth of Rajendra Mahato recorded
as twenty-four years as on 30.06.1995 in his appointment letter on the basis of IME cannot be substituted to his actual
date of birth appearing in his Matriculation Certificate.

7. Responding to the argument of the workman Mr. P. K. Das, learned advocate for the Management of ECL
argued that the date of birth recorded in the appointment letter was within the knowledge of the workman and he
accepted the said entry by putting his signature and thereby admitted that his age was twenty-four years as on
30.06.1995. It is contended that in all official record i.e. Pre-Employment Medical Examination Form No. IV (Exhibit
M-2), Report of Pre-Employment Medical Examination Form No. 11l (Exhibit M-3), Excerpt of Service Book of the
employee (Exhibit M-4), Form ‘B’ Register (Exhibit M-5), Nomination Form of Coal Mine Provident Fund (Exhibit
M-6), and in Form PS-3 disclosing particulars of family (Exhibit M-7), the date of birth of the employee was recorded
either as twenty-four years as on 30.06.1995 or the date of birth was noted as 30.06.1971. it is argued that due to such
discrepancy in the age of the employee recorded in the official record, the report of IME, which assessed his age as
twenty-four years on 30.06.1995 would prevail. Therefore, the claim of the employee that his date of birth is
12.02.1974 cannot succeed and Industrial Dispute raised by the workman is liable to be dismissed.

8. In the backdrop of rival contentions, it is now necessary to ascertain whether the date of birth of Rajendra
Mahato should be considered as 12.02.1974 or the same should be treated as twenty-four years as on 30.06.1995 on
the basis of the report of the IME Board which is also mentioned in the appointment letter of the workman. | have
considered the argument advanced by learned advocate for the Management of ECL and the Union representative for
the workman. It is undisputed that Attestation Form was submitted by the employee disclosing his relevant particulars
of age and qualification before he was employed under ECL. The document has been produced as Exhibit W-3 and no
objection was raised at the time of admission of the document. The date of birth appearing in Paragraph - (7) of the
Form is 12.02.1974 and Paragraph — (10) discloses that he passed his School Final Examination from R. N. S. High
School, in the District of Darbhanga. The workman produced a certificate from Bihar Vidyalaya Pariksha Samiti
dated 25.11.1992 wherein, the date of birth of Rajendra Mahato is stated as 12.02.1974 and that he passed his
‘Madhyamik Pariksha’ in the year 1992 (document has been marked as Exhibit W-4/1). A copy of Admit Card issued
by Bihar Vidyalaya Pariksha Samiti in the name of Rajendra Mahato also indicates his date of birth as 12.02.1974
(document is produced as Exhibit W-4). A copy of Marksheet of Secondary School Examination of Bihar School
Examination Board, Patna has been produced to show that Rajendra Mahato has passed his Secondary School
Examination in the year 1992, in the second division (document is produced as Exhibit W-4/2). A copy of School
Leaving Certificate (Exhibit W-4/3) issued by the Head Master of R.N.S High School, Singhiaghat (Samastipur)
dated 05.09.1992 shows that his date of was birth recorded as 12.02.1974. All the documents produced by the
workman has proved beyond doubt that he has passed his School Final Examination of Bihar School Examination
Board, Patna in the year 1992 and his date of birth recorded in the relevant documents of the said Examination Board
is 12.02.1974. All these documents support the date of birth of the workman mentioned in his Attestation Form.
Therefore, | do not find any rhyme or reason in the action of the Management in recording the age of the candidate as
“Twenty-four (24) years as on 30.06.1995” on the basis of IME at the time of his appointment. The concern authority
cannot be blindfolded by not considering the date of birth and educational qualification of the workman mentioned in
his Attestation Form. The Management cannot record a wrong date of birth of a person who passed a public
examination from a recognized Board of Examination of a state government. Any lapse on the part of the
Management unintentionally or consciously in recording a wrong date of birth cannot be accepted when substantive
evidence is available in support of his correct date of birth. We should be abreast with the provisions of Clause A (i)
of Implementation Instruction No. 76 relating to determination of age at the time of appointment which lays down as
follows :

“ Matriculates.

In the case of appointees who have passed Matriculation or equivalent examinations, the date of birth recorded in
the said certificate shall be treated as correct date of birth and the same will not be altered under any
circumstances.”
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9. It is a matter of ordinary prudence to take into consideration the educational qualification of a person at the
time of his appointment in service. When a person has passed his Matriculation Examination and clearly stated the
same in his Attestation Form. Management should not feign ignorance of such fact unless it is found that the
documents produced before the Management are product of fraud leading to misrepresentation of facts. There is no
such occasion in the present case. The recording of the age of the candidate as per IME Report is a sheer denial of the
truth. It appears to me that the Management has failed to carry out their responsibility diligently in not verifying
documents relating to educational qualification of Rajendra Mahato which bears his date of birth and by obtaining his
signature in the appointment letter wherein a wrong age was recorded.

10. In view of my above discussion | hold that the Management of the company has failed to carryout their
responsibility by not recording the correct date of birth of Rajendra Mahato appearing in his Madhyamik Certificate
issued by Bihar Vidyalaya Pariksha Samiti and School Leaving Certificate. Such act is contrary to the Implementation
Instruction No. 76. The Management of MIC Jhanjra Project of ECL is directed to rectify the date of birth of Rajendra
Mabhato in all the official records consistent with his date of birth appearing in the School Final Certificate, issued by
Bihar Vidyalaya Pariksha Samiti within two (2) months from the date of Notification. The Industrial Dispute is
accordingly decided in favour of workman.
Hence,
ORDERED

that an Award be drawn up in favour of workman. The Management of MIC Jhanjra Project of ECL is
directed to record the date of birth of Rajendra Mahato as 12.02.1974 in place of twenty-four years as on 30.06.1995
within two (2) months from the date of Notification. Let copies of the Award in duplicate be sent to the Ministry of
Labour and Employment, Government of India, New Delhi for information and Notification.

ANANDA KUMAR MUKHERJEE, Presiding Officer
e fawelt, 26 91, 2023
&AL, 10963 d fqare If==m, 1947 (1947 BT 14) B GRT 17 B JFTARV § D=
WHR  oF AF AZETY & Yauds, dag FaeTsl iR S99 dHeRI & 49 ey # [fde oieifes
fqare # SieNffies  ARHROT / 5 =T . 2 Fegrr & gare (02/2008) yawilRid &=l & |
[|. T=-12025/01/2023-3% & (§i-11)-30]
qAT, 37 Fgers

New Delhi, the 26th June, 2023

S.0. 1096.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 02/2008) of the Industral Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No.-2,
Kolhapur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Bank of Maharashtra
and their workmen.

[No. L-12025/01/2023— IR(B-11) -30]

SALONI, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL COURT NO.02, KOLHAPUR
REFERENCE (1.T.) NO.02/2008. EXH.O-

The Regional Manager,
Bank of Maharashtra, .. First Party
Tarabai Chowk, Kolhapur.

V/s.

Shri. Milind Yashwant Kamble, .. Second Party
Baba Jarag Nagar, Plot No.01,

Layout No.02, Maratha Bank Road,

Kolhapur.

CORAM :- Shri. S. D. Suryawanshi, Presiding Officer. J. O. Code :- MH02959.
APPEARANCE :-
For First Party :- Ld. Adv. Shri. B. D. Manolkar
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For Second Party :- Ld. Adv. Shri. U. B. Jadhav
AWARD

(Decided on this 20™ day of March, 2023)

1) Under Section-10, Sub-Section-1 (d) and Sub-Section-(2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 the
appropriate Government has referred present dispute for adjudication of scheduled that, “Whether the action of the
Management of Bank of Maharashtra, Kolhapur in imposing the punishment of compulsory retirement on Shri. Milind
Yashwant Kamble vide order dated 21/12/2004 is legal and justified ? If not, to what relief the concerned workman is
entitled to”. Accordingly, notices were issued to the Bank i.e. first party and workman i.e. the second party. The
second party appeared and filed his statement-of-claim at Exh.U-05 and first party filed its Written Statement at
Exh.C-04.

2) After perusal of statement-of-claim it appears that, the second party workman was employed by first party
Bank on and from 27/12/2004 on the post of Peon. According to him during his service tenure, he has not committed
any misconduct. However, first party has issued charge-sheet dated 06/04/2004 and alleged some false and bogus
misconduct. Before issuing charge-sheet no any show cause notice was served upon the second party. However, he
has replied to the charge-sheet vide explanation dated 17/08/2004. To conduct Departmental Enquiry one Mr. S. R.
Utangale was appointed as an Enquiry Officer. The second party is 10" Class fail, therefore, he was not aware about
technicalities and also was not aware about the legal knowledge. Hence, he requested to be defended by Advocate
Representative. Considering the nature of charges alleged against him and considering the documents to be produced
it was necessary to grant the permission to be represented by Advocate Representative. But, said request was not
considered by Enquiry Officer. Hence, second party could not defend himself properly and he would not get
opportunity as per principles of natural justice.

3) The Enquiry Officer has not made aware about the procedure to be adopted while proceeding with the
enquiry. Further during the course of enquiry, the Enquiry Officer and Management Representative using pressure
tactics completed enquiry and second party was assured that, no any serious action will be taken against him. Hence,
second party relying on assurance given by Senior Officer he was participated in the enquiry. During the course of
enquiry, the first party has not examined any witness or not told to the second party to adduce his evidence. Further
first party has not proved the documents from any witnesses and not provided the documents to the second party
which were filed in the enquiry proceeding. Hence, entire enquiry conducted against the second party and findings
recorded by Enquiry Officer are perverse.

4) The Enquiry Officer has recorded the findings on dated 16/09/2004 and first party has imposed the
punishment of compulsory retirement vide order dated 27/12/2004. Hence, punishment given to the second party is
not justified, therefore, second party was approached to the Appellate Authority vide appeal dated 07/02/2005.
However, Appellate Authority also not considered the appeal in proper sense and rejected the same.

5) Whatever charges are levelled against the second party is the subject matter of complaint lodged with the
C.B.l. The C.B.I. Officer raided to the Bank Officer Shri. Karande’s House and second party was called for enquiry.
Since the C.B.l. came to know that, the second party was innocent, therefore, no any action taken against the second
party. However, first party inspite of knowing that, the second party is not responsible even-though imposed
punishment of compulsory retirement. Therefore, he has approached to the appropriate Government and prayed that,
the punishment awarded to him is illegal, improper and he is entitled to be reinstated with full back wages and
continuity of service.

6) If perused Written Statement filed by first party Bank therein it is contended that, second party workman was
working at Tarabai Chowk, Kolhapur Branch w.e.f. 14/06/1999 to 17/11/2003 as a Bill Collector. Admittedly, the
charge-sheet dated 06/04/2004 was issued to him for the misconduct committed by him while working at Tarabai
Chowk, Kolhapur Branch and those charges are :

(i) He did not give cheques received through Clearing to Officers for checking but gave it directly on the counter,
thereby, violating rules;

(if) He misused Bill Purchase Facility;
(iii) He was indebted excessively;
(iv) Abnormal and extra-ordinary transaction in staff Saving Bank Account.

Thereafter, Departmental Enquiry was conducted and he was provided every opportunity to defend himself.
He was also allowed to present his witnesses and to cross-examine the Management witnesses. He was allowed to
defend his case with the help of Representative of the Union, of which he was the member. For conducting
Departmental Enquiry, Shri. S. R. Utangale, Senior Manager was appointed as an Enquiry Officer and Shri. V. S.
Prabhudesai was appointed as a Presenting Officer. The enquiry proceeding were held in the premises of Tarabai
Chowk, Kolhapur Branch on various dates. During the course of enquiry, second party has submitted his deposition
orally as well as in writing. The Presenting Officer also submitted his deposition in writing on behalf of the Bank.
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During the course of Departmental Enquiry, all the charges levelled against second party have been proved. The report
of Enquiry Officer was provided to second party vide letter dated 16/09/2004, for offering his comments. On receipt
of Enquiry Officers report the Disciplinary Authority gave personal hearing to second party on 27/11/2004 and
informed him about the proposed punishment. During the said hearing no any new points / facts were put forth by
second party. Hence, the Disciplinary Authority found that, enquiry conducted against the delinquent was fair, proper
and was conducted by following principles of natural justice. In the result the second party workman imposed the
punishment of compulsory retirement vide final order dated 21/12/2004.

7) Being aggrieved by compulsory retirement second party had prefer appeal vide his letter dated 07/02/2005 to
the Appellate Authority. Appellate Authority also gave personal hearing to the second party on 15/03/2005 along-with
his Defence Representative. However, second party did not put forth any new points / facts. Hence, the Appellate
Authority rejected the appeal and communicated to the second party vide its letter dated 18/03/2005. Aggrieved with
the decision of Appellate Authority once again the second party has submitted mercy petition to the General Manager
vide letter dated 20/04/2006. Said petition was also rejected by General Manager and communicated vide its letter
dated 18/07/2006. Thereafter, second party has raised dispute before the appropriate Government vide letter dated
13/08/2007 after lapse of almost one year and five months from the disposal of mercy petition. The first party has
brought to the notice of Regional Labour Commissioner submitting written statement dated 17/08/2007.

8) As far as statement-of-claim is concerned; the first party has submitted para wise reply as under :

On 27/12/2004 second party was working as a Sub-Staff / Bill Collector. However, it is denied that, the
charges levelled against the second party are false and incorrect. In fact, the Bank vide letter dated 15/11/2002 issued
show cause notice and advised him to submit his say with regards to the misconduct committed by him. Further as a
precautionary measures, the Bank had deputed second party at Turkewadi Branch from 07/10/2002. However, he
falsely stated that, no any show cause notice was issued before the charge-sheet. At the time of enquiry, Enquiry
Officer has clearly stated that, how the enquiry proceeding will take place and he was also made aware that, he could
be defended by Representative of Trade Union of which he is a member. Also in the enquiry proceeding, he was
granted opportunity to verify the documents and accordingly on 28/07/2004 second party has verified original
documents. On the said date the Presenting Officer submitted 16 documents and delinquent employee submitted 06
documents. Also on 30/07/2004, once again asked the second party whether he wants to produce any documents.
Finally, the Presenting Officer submitted written arguments on 09/08/2004 of which copy was provided to the second
party and he was directed to submit his defence argument before 18/08/2004. Accordingly, he has submitted the
written argument. Once again the Presenting Officer submitted his counter argument on 30/08/2004. In short, the
Enquiry Officer has provided reasonable opportunity to defend the case of second party and also provided opportunity
to inspect all the documents produced by Bank. Each and every stage opportunity was provided to the second party
and said opportunity was availed by second party.

9) The charges levelled against the second party were based on documentary evidence. Hence, there is no
question of taking oral witness in the enquiry when the charges were based on documents only. After completion of
enquiry, the Enquiry Officer has submitted his report holding him guilty. Copy of enquiry report was given to the
second party. Accordingly, he has submitted his explanation vide letter dated 28/09/2004 and after carefully
evaluating the facts of the case, findings of the Enquiry Officer, the Bank communicated the proposed punishment
vide letter dated 23/11/2004. During the personal hearing no any new facts brought by second party and hence vide
final order dated 27/12/2004 he was imposed the punishment of compulsory retirement.

10) As far as C.B.l. enquiry is concerned; C.B.l., Mumbai (External Agency) has filed charge-sheet against
another dismissed Clerk viz. Shri. S. Y. Karande who was directly involved in the fraud. Accordingly the proceeding
before the appropriate Court are going on. The charge-sheet issued to the second party is for the irregularities /
misconduct committed by him during the period of 14/06/1999 to 17/11/2003 while he was working as a Bill
Collector. Hence, the action taken by first party is proper and justifiable, therefore, second party is not entitled for any
relief.

11) On the basis of rival pleadings of both the parties my learned Predecessor firstly on dated 24/09/2008 framed
issues. Thereafter, on 22/09/2009 said issues are amended and altered and out of those issues, issue No0.02, 03 and 04
are treated as preliminary issues. As far as preliminary issues is concerned; my learned Predecessor vide Part-1 Award
dated 09/08/2016 declared that, the Reference is maintainable and enquiry conducted by Enquiry Officer is fair, legal
and findings of Enquiry Officer are proper. Hence, the Tribunal is expected to record the findings only on issues
No.01 and 05. Before recording the findings, it is necessary to mention herein that, the second party workman
aggrieved with the Part- Award was approached before the Hon’ble High Court by filing Writ Petition
No.7815/2018. Said writ petition is disposed by Hon’ble High Court on dated 11/10/2022 observing that, there is no
justification for the petitioner to stall the final adjudication of the dispute by the Tribunal by questioning its decision
with regard to the Part-1 Award at this stage. The Hon’ble High Court has given liberty to the petitioner to challenge
Part-1 Award in appropriate proceedings after the final adjudication of Reference (1.T.) No.02/2008.

12) As stated above the Hon’ble High Court disposed the writ petition by an order dated 11/10/2022, thereafter,
second party has lead his evidence by filing affidavit in lieu of examination-in-chief at Exh.U-49. The first party by
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filing pursis at Exh.C-39 declined to lead any evidence on remaining issues. | have gone through the record and
proceeding and also gone through the order of appropriate Government dated 28/01/2008. Finally heard both the
learned Advocates and on the basis of record and proceeding issue No.01 and 05 discussed as under and recorded the
findings accordingly :

ISSUES FINDINGS

1) Whether the action of Management Bank of Maharashtra,
Kolhapur in imposing the punishment of compulsory
retirement on Shri. Milind Yashwant Kamble vide order

dated 21/12/2004 is legal and justified ? .. In the negative.
5) Whether the second party prove that, he is entitled for the
reliefs claimed ? .. In the affirmative.
6) What relief and Award ? .. As per final order.
REASONS

AS TO ISSUE NO.01 :-

13) After going through the record and proceeding it is observed that, admittedly first party Bank is Banking
Industry and governed by Banking Regulation Act as well as provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 are
applicable to it. Further admittedly second party was employed by first party Bank in the capacity of Peon on and
from 1983. By virtue of his designation and nature of his work he falls under the definition of ‘Workman’ defined
under Section-2(s) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Bare perusal of proceeding and rival contentions of both the
parties suggest that, on dated 06/04/2004 the first party has issued charge-sheet to the second party alleging six
misconduct under Section-19(5) (j) of the tripartite settlement and these allegations are :

IR $.01 — dod 9 9 SRR ID It DA ddhed] FIHaE amer e
doa TR e JHET Silel 378, 3MMUel & dd- [gUel BRR 1966 =T dotd 19.5 (W) AR
d&2T HICYR §FHTH 9 RIHIIRT G AR AT 3Tl aa & THR IRad e S

ARIY .02 — TR 3ol [FRIT FefiaT W o Feaeid Py SR Areid a1 faerh
QIS BIooll Uqd AU doedl ZArd dmEr R add Sl AR, AR ddell BR ARG

T H8d BRIET ANTAl 32, WaX acd @ [guel SRR dad 195 (S) JAR TR Iadvds
o

IARIY &.03 — JARAYY fIal Red Ffaen gq7 AR i ordl 7 usear fguer avR
1966 BT 19.5 (Sf) 3T 3T I dhedl RAFILTH FTRIT VR SIS 3T I &
TR IRTAvE B

IRIY $.04 — [ WRIF GATAT FIUO R FHOT AN bz R Seeted Dol 37Tz,
Ao bl HEAUD el 8. A & hed [gUeT PR Herd 19.5 () TR THR IRadID
EAGH

JARIY P.05 — IfATSAl BT IHAT PG 8 dbel 2adeer™ g Adalihdra gRRed IR
SRIA AT & gell f3uel FRR 197 (3M1¥) TIR RIS 37T,

IARIY $.06 — 3MIIT 9d WA Alal FATTd] YA IMISIT WIRTT JHTONT TSI, FaR

el a1 dhear RaGeurT Il AN SRISAT MUl AT Fedidlial da- fguel R dod 19.5
() TR TR IRadv[E oM.

In short, first party Bank has kept the charges of indiscipline, improperly availed bill purchase facility and
avail loan amount in disproportionate manner.

14) It is pertinent to note that, the first party Bank has produced certain documents pertaining to Departmental
Enquiry conducted against the second party workman at Exh.C-14. The document at Serial No.02 is the enquiry
proceeding dated 24/06/2004, 08/07/2004, 21/07/2004, 28/07/2004 and 30/07/2004. If perused said proceeding it
appears that, within one month Departmental Enquiry is completed. During the course of enquiry, no any oral
evidence was recorded and no opportunity has been provided to the second party workman for cross-examination.
Simply the Enquiry Officer by giving opportunity to produce the document concluded the enquiry. If perused
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document at Serial No.05 it appears that, the Enquiry Officer has collected the documents pertaining to charges
levelled against second party. Thereafter, Enquiry Officer has provided opportunity to submit written argument of
both the parties. Accordingly, second party has submitted his written argument on dated 17/08/2004 and first party on
dated 30/08/2004. If perused written argument submitted by second party therein he has contended all the facts and
tried to show that, how he is innocent and how the charges are not proved. Thereafter, Enquiry Officer vide his report
dated 16/09/2004 held him guilty of the misconduct and copy of report and findings was given to the second party
vide letter dated 16/09/2004 and was directed to submit his comments if any within 10 days.

15) If the workman came before the Court or Tribunal stating that, the enquiry conducted against him was not
fair, proper and legal and avoiding to the principles of natural justice in that circumstances it is the burden on
employer to produce entire documents of enquiry. In present case the first party has not produced entire documents
pertaining to the enquiry and only produced enquiry proceeding and bunch of documents before the Enquiry Officer
along-with Exh.C-14. But, fact is remained that, the first party relying on report of Enquiry Officer imposed
punishment of compulsory retirement vide order dated 19/12/2004. As far as issue pertaining to the fairness of enquiry
and findings of Enquiry Officer is concerned; those issues already decided by my learned Predecessor vide order dated
09/08/2016. Being aggrieved and dissatisfied with the order dated 09/08/2016 the second party was approached to the
Hon’ble Bombay High Court in Writ Petition No.7815/2018. The Hon’ble Bombay High Court vide its order dated
11/10/2022 disposed the writ petition with observations that, there is no justification for the petitioner to stall the final
adjudication of the dispute by the Tribunal by questioning its decision with regard to the Part-I Award at this stage.
The Hon’ble High Court has given liberty to the petitioner to challenge Part-1 Award in appropriate proceedings after
the final adjudication of Reference (I.T.) N0.02/2008.

16) The first party tried to show that, Shri. S. Y. Karande was involved in the fraud of Rs.54,42,000/- therefore
he was also charge-sheeted on dated 18/09/2003 and after conducting the Departmental Enquiry he was dismissed
vide order dated 30/08/2004. As far as fraud of Rs.54,42,000/- is concerned; it is totally different subject matter than
the charges levelled against the second party workman. However, first party tried to show that, second party was
concerned with the charges levelled against Shri. S. Y. Karande. If perused charge-sheet given to Shri. S. Y. Karande
and present workman it reveals that, both charges are altogether different and they are not relevant with present
workman. After perusal of enquiry papers produced by second party himself the Tribunal is of opinion that, the first
party has not caused any financial loss. Further the second party tried to explain the circumstances with the supporting
documents. However, first party without looking into documents and submission proceeded to impose the punishment
of compulsory retirement.

17) Again if perused charges levelled against the second party workman it will reveal that, second party was
charged for six misconducts. Out of six charges, charge No.01 and 02 about the indiscipline. For the cause of
indiscipline Bank has allegedly suffered financial loss. As far as these charges are concerned; according to the Bank
second party has taken proper precaution for not going the cheque for clearing. Further the second party has not
obtained the permission from first party Bank to avail the loan facility from I.C.I.C.I. Bank for an amount of
Rs.3,40,000/-. Further second party has withdrawn the amount on 13 occasions and deposited the amount of
Rs.1,93,000/- and transfer the amount of Rs.1,68,960/- on 17 occasions. The first party has not brought on record any
document showing that, the second party workman was required to obtain permission for taking the Housing Loan
from 1.C.1.C.1. Bank. As far as clearing of cheque is concerned; it is the routine duty of second party in absence of
concerned person to sorting out the cheques and to hand over to the clearing cheque counter which he had done. As
far as withdrawal or deposit is concerned; it is the right of any Account Holder to deposit the amount through online
or cash. It appears that, in these charges | do not find any loss caused to the first party Bank.

18) As far as charges No.03 and 04 are concerned; it is in respect of Bill Purchase Facility. Admittedly, the bill
purchase facility was provided to the second party and he has availed said facility. In this charge also | do not find any
financial loss caused to the first party. As far as charge No0.05 is concerned; it is in respect of loan availed by second
party which according to the Bank it is disproportionate. As far as this charge is concerned; it is admitted fact that, the
second party has availed loan facility from the 1.C.1.C.l. Bank and from the Society. According to the Bank the
installment of loan amount is Rs.3,581/- + 2,689/- and after adjusting the installment of loan amount net pay of
Rs.2,620/-. If carefully perused said charge there is also not appears any financial loss caused to the Bank. Finally if
perused charge No.06 therein alleged that, the entry of his Saving Account are major. In short, in the charges levelled
against the second party workman clearly shows that, no any financial loss caused to the Bank. For a moment if it is
considered that, the second party has indulged into indiscipline by acting in such a manner. However, punishment
imposed on second party seems to be shockingly disproportionate. The past service record is also not considered by
first party Bank at the time of imposing punishment of compulsory retirement. Further the first party Bank has not
provided any opportunity to improve his discipline imposing any other punishment includes stoppage of increment or
by reverting the second party.

19) The second party by filing evidence affidavit at Exh.U-49 deposed that, he is unemployed since his
compulsory retirement and he tried to get alternate employment, but he was not succeed. Hence, he has prayed that, he
may be reinstated with continuity of service and full back wages along-with consequential benefits. If perused his
cross-examination he admits that, during the period from 1999 to 2003 he was working in Tarabai Branch in the
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capacity of Bill Collector. Since his compulsory retirement he could not get alternate employment. He along-with his
wife and two childs are residing at Baba Jarag Nagar and his children are taking education. Further admits that, he is
having his own house and his wife is engaged in the business of stitch the garment. On and average Rs.10,000/- is
house expenditure and from the income of his wife all the expenses are maintaining. Further deposed that, he is
assisting to his wife for the working of stitch. However, he denied that, his two children are doing part time job and
taking education. Further admits that, at the time of compulsory retirement the Bank has given gratuity amount and
provident fund amount. Finally deposed that, the punishment imposed upon him is unjust and improper. Once the
second party workman has disclosed the fact of his employment status, it was the burden on first party to prove that,
second party was gainfully employed. But on the point of gainful employment the first party has not led any evidence
and not produced any document.

20) While concluding the findings of above issues this Tribunal comes to the conclusion that, the action of
Management of Bank of Maharashtra, Kolhapur imposing punishment of compulsory retirement on Shri. Milind
Yashwant Kamble vide order dated 21/12/2004 is not legal and justified. Thus, findings of this issue answered in the
'Negative'.

AS TO ISSUE NO.05 :-

21) Admittedly, it is proved that, the action of Management of Bank of Maharashtra in imposing the punishment
of compulsory retirement is illegal and unjustified, therefore, obviously the second party workman would be entitled
to the relief. If perused statement-of-claim he prayed for reinstatement with continuity of service and full back wages
along-with consequential benefits. As a matter of fact second party has attained the age of retirement on dated
01/04/2020, therefore, reinstatement is become infructuous. As stated above the first party Bank without considering
his past service record and without considering the fact that, the Bank has not suffered from any financial loss,
imposed the punishment of compulsory retirement. The punishment imposed by Bank appears to be shockingly
disproportionate. Hence, considering the merit of present dispute this Tribunal is inclined to state that, the powers
vested with the Tribunal under Section-11-A of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 shall have to be exercised to meet the
justice. If the Tribunal has granted the back wages @ 50% considering continuity of service it may be proper in the
interest of justice. The second party workman has already availed the gratuity amount and provident fund. Hence, he
would be entitled for back wages @ 50% and continuity of service for the purposes of yearly increment and also for
the amount of gratuity and other consequential benefits excluding leave salary and bonus etc. Hence, the findings of
issue No0.05 answered in the ‘Affirmative’ and proceed to pass following order.

AWARD
1) Reference (1.T.) N0.02/2008 answered in the Affirmative.

2) It is held and declared that, the punishment of compulsory retirement imposed on second party workman is
shockingly disproportionate and therefore said order dated 21/12/2004 is quash and set-aside.

3) It is also held and declared that, the second party workman would be entitled for the relief of 50% back
wages from the date of his compulsory retirement till the date of his superannuation considering continuity
of service.

4) The first party is hereby directed to pay 50% back wages to the second partyconsidering his increment
from the date of compulsory retirement till the date of superannuation.

5) The prayer of reinstatement does not survive because of second party workman already superannuated on
dated 01/04/2020.

6) The Award be sendto the appropriate Government for its publication.

Shri. S. D. SURYAWANSHI, Presiding Officer

e faeelt, 26 9, 2023
AT 1097.— =R fdare IR 1947 (1947 BT 14 ) BT GRT 17 B FIIRV H Buld
WRHR ~ TAREIR 96 & Ydgas, dag MA@l R 96 HHGRI & d1d ey H§ Mfaw siEifis
faare § =< WER i IfeReT /5 <IrTery @S @ vare (16/2020) varfd vl 2
[&. T=-12011/09/2020-31% 31T (@-11)]
AT, 37 Ao
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New Delhi, the 26th June, 2023

S.0. 1097.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref.16/2020) of the Cent.Govt.Indus.Tribunal-cum-Labour Court Lucknow
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Allahabad Bank and their
workmen.

[No. L-12011/09/2020-IR(B-I1)]
SALONI, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW
PRESENT: Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
1.D. No. 16/2020
Ref. No. L-12011/09/2020-IR(B-I1) dated 11.03.2020

BETWEEN
Sh. Ashutosh Kumar Singh,
Secretary Allahabad Bank Staff Association
UP C/o Allahabad Bank,
Branch Mohaddipur Gorakhpur-273008
AND

1. The Field General Manager
Allahabad Bank, Zonal Office
22-P, Purshottam Das Tandon Marg, Civil Lines, Allahabad.

2. The Deputy General Manager
Allahabad Bank, Zonal Office
Mohaddipur, Kasia Road, Post- Kunraghat, Gorakhpur -273008
AWARD

By order No. L-12011/09/2020-IR(B-I1) dated 11.03.2020 the present industrial dispute has been referred for
adjudication to this Tribunal in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub- section (2A)
of Section 10 the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) by the Central Government, with following schedule:

"Whether the action of the management of Allahabad Bank in not making payment of overtime
wages to the employees of Gorakhpur zone (as per list enclosed) who had worked during the
period from 09.11.2016 at the time of demonetization is legal, fair and just. If not, to what relief
the concerned employees are entitled to?""

Accordingly, an industrial dispute No. 16/2020 has been registered on
01.07.2020.

From the perusal of record, the position which emerge out is that the till date the claimant/workmen's union
has not filed any statement of claim.

Moreover, as a matter of fact and record, workmen's union or its authorized representative has not turned up
before this Tribunal nor has filed any statement of claim, till date.

Findings & Conclusion:

Taking into consideration the fact that till date no statement of claim has been filed by the
claimant/workmen’s union in order to establish its claim as per the reference dated 11.03.2022.

So in view of the said facts, as well as the law laid by the Hon’ble High Court in the case of V. K. Raj
Industries v. Labour Court (1) and others 1981 (29) FLR 194 as under:

“It is well settled that if a party challenges the legality of an order, the burden lies upon him to prove
illegality of the order and if no evidence is produced the party invoking jurisdiction of the Court must fail.
Whenever a workman raises a dispute challenging the validity of the termination of service if is imperative
for him to file written statement before the Industrial Court setting out grounds on which the order is
challenged and he must also produce evidence to prove his case. If the workman fails to appear or to file
written statement or produce evidence, the dispute referred by the State Government cannot be answered in
favour of the workman and he would not be entitled to any relief.”
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In the case of M/s Uptron Powertronics Employees’ Union, Ghaziabad through its Secretary v. Presiding
Officer, Labour Court (I), Ghaziabad and others 2008 (118) FLR 1164 Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has held as
under:

“The law has been settled by the Apex Court in case of Shanker Chakravarti v. Britannia Biscuit Co. Ltd.,
V.K. Raj Industries v. Labour Court and Ors., Airtech Private Limited v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1984 (49)
FLR 38 and Meritech India Ltd. v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1996 FLR that in the absence of any evidence led
by or on behalf of the workman the reference is bound to be answered by the court against the workman. In
such a situation it is not necessary for the employers to lead any evidence at all. The obligation to lead
evidence to establish an allegation made by a party is on the party making the allegation. The test would be,
who would fail if no evidence is led.”

And by the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court in the case of District Administrative Committee, U.P.
P.A.C.C.S.C. Services v. Secretary-cum-G.M. District Co-operative Bank Ltd. 2010 (126) FLR 519; wherein it has
been held as under:

“The submission is that even if the petitioner failed to lead the evidence, burden was on the shoulders of the
respondent to prove the termination order as illegal. He was required to lead evidence first which he failed.
A perusal of the impugned award also does not show that any evidence either oral or documentary was led
by the respondent. In the case of no evidence, the reference has to be dismissed.”

As the workmen’s union has not filed any statement of claim/oral/documentary evidence, so the present case
is liable to be dismissed.

For the foregoing reasons, the case is dismissed and; and the workman is not entitled for any relief.
Award as above.

Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
e fawelt, 26 97, 2023
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New Delhi, the 26th June, 2023

S.0. 1098.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 83/2020) of the Cent.Govt.Indus.Tribunal-cum-Labour Court
Lucknow as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of N. E. Railway and their
workmen.

[No. L-41011/18/2020-IR(B-1)]

SALONI, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL —-CUM- LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW

Present: Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
1.D. No. 83/2020
Ref. No. L-41011/18/2020- IR(B-I) dated 19.11.2020
BETWEEN

The Zonal Working president, Rail Sewak Sangh, N.E. Railway
Clo Shri D.P. Awasthi, 49. Tilak Nagar, Lucknow-226004
AND

1. The Sr. Divisional Personal Officer, N.E. Railway,
DRM Office, Ashok Marg, Lucknow -226006

2. The Sr. Divisional Operating Manager, N.E. Railway,
DRM Office, Ashok Marg, Lucknow- 226006
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AWARD

By order No. L-41011/18/2020— IR(B-I) dated 19.11.2020 the present industrial dispute has been referred for
adjudication to this Tribunal in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A)
of Section 10 the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) by the Central Government, with following schedule:

“1. Whether the claim of the workman Shri Ramanand regarding improper fixation of pay,
increments and pension by the management of N.E. Railway is justified in eye of law or not?

2. If yes, as so to what relief the concerned workman is entitled to?"
Accordingly, an industrial dispute No. 83/2020 has been registered on 22.12.2020.

From the perusal of record, the position which emerge out is that the till date the claimant/workman has not
filed any statement of claim.

Moreover, as a matter of fact and record, neither workman nor its authorized representative has turned up
before this Tribunal nor has filed any statement of claim.

Findings & Conclusion:

Taking into consideration the fact that till date no statement of claim has been filed by the claimant in order
to establish his claim as per the reference dated 19.11.2020.

So in view of the said facts, as well as the law laid by the Hon’ble High Court in the case of V. K. Raj Industries v.
Labour Court (1) and others 1981 (29) FLR 194 as under:

“It is well settled that if a party challenges the legality of an order, the burden lies upon him to prove
illegality of the order and if no evidence is produced the party invoking jurisdiction of the Court must
fail. Whenever a workman raises a dispute challenging the validity of the termination of service if is
imperative for him to file written statement before the Industrial Court setting out grounds on which
the order is challenged and he must also produce evidence to prove his case. If the workman fails to
appear or to file written statement or produce evidence, the dispute referred by the State Government
cannot be answered in favour of the workman and he would not be entitled to any relief.”

In the case of M/s Uptron Powertronics Employees’ Union, Ghaziabad through its Secretary v. Presiding Officer,
Labour Court (11), Ghaziabad and others 2008 (118) FLR 1164 Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has held as under:

“The law has been settled by the Apex Court in case of Shanker Chakravarti v. Britannia Biscuit Co.
Ltd., V.K. Raj Industries v. Labour Court and Ors., Airtech Private Limited v. State of U.P. and Ors.
1984 (49) FLR 38 and Meritech India Ltd. v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1996 FLR that in the absence of
any evidence led by or on behalf of the workman the reference is bound to be answered by the court
against the workman. In such a situation it is not necessary for the employers to lead any evidence at
all. The obligation to lead evidence to establish an allegation made by a party is on the party making
the allegation. The test would be, who would fail if no evidence is led.”

And by the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court in the case of District Administrative Committee, U.P. P.A.C.C.S.C.
Services v. Secretary-cum-G.M. District Co-operative Bank Ltd. 2010 (126) FLR 519; wherein it has been held as
under:

“The submissiosn is that even if the petitioner failed to lead the evidence, burden was on the
shoulders of the respondent to prove the termination order as illegal. He was required to lead
evidence first which he failed. A perusal of the impugned award also does not show that any evidence
either oral or documentary was led by the respondent. In the case of no evidence, the reference has to
be dismissed. ”

As the workman has not filed any statement of claim/oral/documentary evidence, so the present case is liable
to be dismissed.

For the foregoing reasons, the case is dismissed and; and the workman is not entitled for any relief.
Award as above.
Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
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e fawelt, 27 9, 2023
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New Delhi, the 27th June, 2023

S.0. 1099.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref.83/2021) of the Cent. Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court
Lucknow as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Allahabad Bank and their
workmen

[No. L-12011/24/2021-1R(B-I1)]
SALONI, Dy. Director

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL —-CUM- LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW

Present: Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer
1.D. No. 83/2021
Ref. No. L-12011/24/2021 — IR(B-I11) dated 02.08.2021
BETWEEN

The Secretary, Allahabad Bank Staff Association U.P.
C/o Allahabad Bank, Mohaddipur Branch, Gorakhpur-273008
AND

The Zonal Manager, Allahabad Bank, Zonal Office
Kasya Road, Mohaddipur PO Kuraghat, Gorakhpur - 273008
AWARD

By order No. L-12011/24/2021 — IR(B-I11) dated 02.08.2021 the present industrial dispute has been referred
for adjudication to this Tribunal in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section
(2A) of Section 10 the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) by the Central Government, with following
schedule:

“Whether the action of the management of Allahabad Bank in transferring workmen Shri
B.K. Arya & Mohd. Jamil while they were on General Election, 2014(Lok Sabha) duty to
perform as Election Officer without obtaining prior approval from the Election Commission
and holding of salary for four months from April, 2014 to July, 2014 is legal and justified? If
not, what relief the workmen concerned are entitled to?""

Accordingly, an industrial dispute No. 83/2021 has been registered on 17.08.2021.

From the perusal of record, the position which emerge out is that the till date the claimant/workman has not
filed any statement of claim.

Moreover, as a matter of fact and record, neither workman nor its authorized representative has turned up
before this Tribunal nor has filed any statement of claim.

Findings & Conclusion:

Taking into consideration the fact that till date no statement of claim has been filed by the claimant in order
to establish his claim as per the reference dated 02.08.2021.

So in view of the said facts, as well as the law laid by the Hon’ble High Court in the case of V. K. Raj
Industries v. Labour Court (I) and others 1981 (29) FLR 194 as under:

“It is well settled that if a party challenges the legality of an order, the burden lies upon him to prove
illegality of the order and if no evidence is produced the party invoking jurisdiction of the Court must
fail. Whenever a workman raises a dispute challenging the validity of the termination of service if is
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imperative for him to file written statement before the Industrial Court setting out grounds on which
the order is challenged and he must also produce evidence to prove his case. If the workman fails to
appear or to file written statement or produce evidence, the dispute referred by the State Government
cannot be answered in favour of the workman and he would not be entitled to any relief.”
In the case of M/s Uptron Powertronics Employees’ Union, Ghaziabad through its Secretary v. Presiding Officer,
Labour Court (I1), Ghaziabad and others 2008 (118) FLR 1164 Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has held as under:

“The law has been settled by the Apex Court in case of Shanker Chakravarti v. Britannia Biscuit Co.
Ltd., V.K. Raj Industries v. Labour Court and Ors., Airtech Private Limited v. State of U.P. and Ors.
1984 (49) FLR 38 and Meritech India Ltd. v. State of U.P. and Ors. 1996 FLR that in the absence of
any evidence led by or on behalf of the workman the reference is bound to be answered by the court
against the workman. In such a situation it is not necessary for the employers to lead any evidence at
all. The obligation to lead evidence to establish an allegation made by a party is on the party making
the allegation. The test would be, who would fail if no evidence is led.”

And by the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court in the case of District Administrative Committee, U.P. P.A.C.C.S.C.
Services v. Secretary-cum-G.M. District Co-operative Bank Ltd. 2010 (126) FLR 519; wherein it has been held as
under:

“The submission is that even if the petitioner failed to lead the evidence, burden was on the shoulders
of the respondent to prove the termination order as illegal. He was required to lead evidence first
which he failed. A perusal of the impugned award also does not show that any evidence either oral or
documentary was led by the respondent. In the case of no evidence, the reference has to be
dismissed.”

As the workman has not filed any statement of claim/oral/documentary evidence, so the present case is liable
to be dismissed.

For the foregoing reasons, the case is dismissed and; and the workman is not entitled for any relief.
Award as above.
Justice ANIL KUMAR, Presiding Officer

e faeelt, 27 99, 2023
F.3M. 1100.—si=ni fare afafaaw, 1947 (1947 FT1 14) #T o=T 17 F A8 H, Feard
LT TFATSS T2 T FIAL, FETEA 6 TIITT 6 Halag (AR AT AL THT & 19 a9 H
e e g sienfreE srfesr ua o =mare-2, 92 et F u=re (R +. -05/2016) =t
ST T stgerwe # AT 9 8, F0 TERIAT AT § S head LT i qide widr & 917 27.06.2023
T ITH g3 AT |

[|. =-16025/04/2023-3T% 3T (TH) -42]
<. %, fRary, waw at=g

New Delhi, the 27th June, 2023

S.0. 1100.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 05/2016) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court-2, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
Employees State Insurance Corporation Hospital and Mazdoor Sabha which was received along with soft copy of the
award by the Central Government on 27.06.2023.

[No. Z-16025/04/2023-1R(M)-42]
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy.

ANNEXURE
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI.

Present: Smt. PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-Cum-Labour Court-11, New Delhi.
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 05/2016
Date of Passing Award- 16" May 2023
Between:

The General Secretary,
Mazdoor Sabha, Opp. Tulsi Zarda,
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Sector-5, Harola, Noida,
G.B Nagar, Uttar Pradesh. ....Workman

Versus

The Director General,

ESIC Hospital,

Sector 24, Noida,

G.B. Nagar, Uttar Pradesh ...Management
Appearances:-

Shri Bharat Saini, Ld. A/R for the Claimant.
Shri Abhik Mishra, Ld. A/R for the Management.

AWARD

The Government of India in Ministry of Labour & Employment has referred the present dispute existing
between employer i.e. the management of (i) The Director General, ESIC Hospital, its workman/claimant herein, under
clause (d) of sub section (1)and sub section (2A) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act 1947 vide letter
No. L-15011/7/2015-(IR(M)dated 07/01/2016 to this tribunal for adjudication to the following effect.

“Whether the given workmen as per the list attached are justified in demanding reinstatement
for their contract period with the ESI Hospital, Noida? If so, what remedy can be given at this
late stage?”

As stated in the claim petition, the claimants (as per the list attached) with the reference received from the
appropriate Govt. were working in the ESIC Hospital Noida as paramedical staff of different categories. Their date of
appointment was different and the pay scale granted were also different. Since the date of appointment they were
working continuously in the establishment of the Mgt Hospital. Their appointments were made by the mgt of the ESIC
Hospital sector 24 Noida after proper interview and verification of the documents relating to their educational
qualification. All these claimants were working under the complete supervision and control of the MGT Hospital
through its officers. Every day, the mgt was taking the signature of the claimants to record their attendance on plain
papers but not on proper attendance register. At the time of payment of the remuneration, the mgt was also obtaining
the signature of the claimants on some papers affixed with revenue stamp as acknowledgment of receipt. But the mgt
was adopting anti-workman policy by not issuing appointment letter, attendance card, holiday card, Identity card and
salary slip. Not only that the mgt was also paying less than the minimum wage as notified by the Govt. On account of
this, the workmen were often raising their legitimate demands. Not only that the mgt was also not paying the wage
regularly and the same was often paid 15 to 20 days after the commencement of the following calendar month. All the
rightful demand raised by the claimants were being ignored by the mgt. In the month of March and April 2015, no
wage was paid to the claimants, though verbal assurance was given for early payment. When the claimants did not get
the said outstanding wage till June 2015, they made a complain in the office of the labour commissioner through their
union. This caused annoyance in the mind of the mgt and suddenly the services of all the claimants were illegally
terminated with effect from 29.07.2015. At the time of termination no notice of termination, notice pay or termination
compensation were paid to the claimants. The provisions of the ID Act were visibly violated. For the complaint
lodged by the claimant, notice was issued to the mgt by the labour commissioner. The mgt appeared there and assured
that the outstanding wage shall be paid soon. Thereafter the mgt called the workmen to his office and paid the unpaid
wage from the month of March 2015 to 28.07.2015. This payment was not made directly by the mgt but through their
agency named M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. The workmen had no knowledge about the relationship of that agency
with the mgt nor ever they had worked under the said agency. Being jobless for the illegal retrenchment, they again
raised a dispute before the labour commissioner and the matter was referred to this Tribunal for adjudication. In the
claim petition the claimants have stated that a direction be given to the mgt i.e. ESIC Hospital, to reinstate them in
service with full back wages and grant them continuity of service. Though the reference was received with the list of
71 retrenched employees, 27 employees filed the claim statement whose names have been mentioned in annexure A
filed along with the claim statement.

The MGT, i.e. the Director ESIC Hospital, sector 24 Noida being noticed appeared and filed written
statement denying the employer employee relationship between the said MGT and the claimant. It has been stated that
the claimants of this proceeding had never worked with the mgt as its employees. The mgt had published open tender
for supply of nursing and paramedical staff. After proper scrutiny, the tender was awarded to an independent agency
namely M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. Delhi. The said agency M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. had supplied the
required number of paramedicos. These claimants were working in the Hospital of the ESIC as the employees
M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. mgt and not as the employees of ESIC. Hence, the claim advanced by them against the
Mgt ESIC is liable to be dismissed. It is further stated that the contract between the mgt of ESIC and M/s Vishaka
Facilities (P) Ltd. mgt was terminated on 29.07.2015 with immediate effect, due It’s unprofessional conduct. Before
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termination of the contract, show cause notices were served on the said M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. for not
supplying proper number of men power to the Hospital. These claimants were getting salaries directly from
M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. and the agency was not giving them salary in time. After receipt of the show case
notice, though M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. promised to pay the salary in time, failed to fulfill the promises. On
25.07.2015 M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. submitted a letter to the director of ESIC hospital stating that the agency
cannot supply the menpower to the hospital as agreed and requested to remit the withheld amount against the
Garnishee order of Recovery Officer RO Delhi. On receipt of this letter the contract of M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd.
stood terminated and a fresh contract was awarded to M/S Vayudoot Security Services Pvt. Ltd. for providing nursing
and paramedical staff. Hence, the claim of the claimants is liable to be dismissed.

The claimants filed rejoinder stating therein that they had never worked M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. they
are not aware of any relationship between M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. and the Director of ESIC. They being
employed to work under the direct supervision and control of the MGT of ESIC were the employees of ESIC and
entitled to the relief sought for in this claim petition.

On these rival pleading the following issues are framed for adjudication.
Issues

1. Whether the workmen mentioned in the attached list are justified in demanding reinstatement for their contract
period with the ESI Hospital, Noida? If so, its effect?

2. Whether there exist relationship of employer and employee between E.S.I Hospital, Noida, and workmen? If so,
its effect?

3. Whether there is non-rejoinder of M/s Vishaka Facilities management Pvt. Ltd. 30/42 Street No.8, Main Road,
Vishaka Nagar, Shahdra, Delhi 110092 as respondent/management in the claim by workmen? if so its effect?

4.  Whether contract/tender awarded M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. and the management No. 1 ESI, Hospital
Noida has been terminated on 29.07.2015 with immediate effect due to its conduct, behavior and non-
compliance? If so, its effect?

5. To that relief the workmen is entitled to?

Out of 27 claimants 19 claimants testified as witnesses by filing their separate affidavits and other claimants
adopted the evidence adduced by them. But none of the witnesses were cross examined by the mgt in spite of proper
and adequate opportunity granted. The mgt was then called upon to adduce evidence and for the said purpose two
adjournments were allowed offer which right to adduce evidence was closed. On 21.02.2023 the A/R for the mgt
appeared and made an oral submission for recall of the order dated 19.01.2023 by which the right of the mgt to adduce
evidence was closed. The Ld. A/R took the stand that he has been newly appointed and the case has suffered for the
negligence of the previous counsel. But the stand taken by him was not found convincing since the claimants were
found litigating demanding reinstatement since the year 2015. For the negligence of the mgt and intervention of covid
lockdown their suffering was worst. The matter was then adjourned for argument. Argument was heard being
advanced by the A/R for both the parties. Be it stated that that during the pendency of the proceeding the claimants
had filed an application invoking the provisions of section 11(3) of the ID Act praying a direction to the mgt for
production of the documents from the custody of the mgt. They had asked for production of the details relating to the
vacancy position of staff nurses, pharmacists, O.T Assistant, and to technician working with the mgt since 2014 and
continuing, the copies of the nursing note of 2014 to 2015, copies of the record book, attendance register, admission
and discharge register from the custody of the mgt. After hearing objection raised by the mgt this Tribunal by order
dated 24.05.2019 passed the order was passed allowing the petition and directing the mgt to produce the documents.
The matter suffered several adjournments for production of the document from the custody of the mgt. Subsequently,
the mgt apprised that the documents are voluminous in nature and cannot be produced. Thereby the mgt admitted
possession of the documents at their end. This Tribunal by order dated 12.09.2019 gave liberty to the claimants to
adduce secondary evidence in respect of the said documents.

Finding
Issue No. 2, 3&4

For the objection taken by the mgt challenging the employer employee relationship between it and the
claimants these are the most important issues to be decided. The workmen have filed affidavit stating that they were
appointed after proper interview and verification of the certificate by the officers of the mgt of ESIC Hospital. Their
specific stand is that the appointment was made after completing all administrative formalities, but no letter of
appointment was given. That was the main cause of dissatisfaction and grievance of the claimants. The witnesses have
further stated that the introduction of the Agency named M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. while filing w.s is only
intended to camouflage their legal rights. The mgt was making them to work under their direct supervision and
control. This oral statement of the workmen has remained uncontroverted, since the mgt in this proceeding failed to
cross examine the witness and adduce any evidence contrary to the stand taken by the claimants. Though the employer
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employee relationship has been denied in the written statement, the same will not outweigh the oral statement of the
workmen in absence of proof to that effect by the mgt. In this proceeding claimants had asked for a direction to the
Mgt for production of documents from it’s custody which could have thrown light on the employer employee
relationship. As stated in the preceding paragraph, the mgt though admitted possession of the documents like the
attendance register vacancy position duty seat etc, later on, denied to produce on the plea that the documents being
voluminous cannot be produced. The law is well settled that the party is possession of documents which could have
thrown light on the point of controversy is bound to produce the same. If the documents are not produced, adverse
inference is to be drawn. In this case the mgt is guilty of suppressing the documents which could have thrown light on
the disputed employer employee relationship.

The statement of the claimants is supported by few pages of the attendance register in respect of the nursing
staff and pharmacists. The witnesses examined by the claimants have also filed photo copies of their Bank statement
which clearly show that arrear pays were being paid by the mgt ESIC. In absence of any rebuttal evidence, the oral
and documentary evidence adduced by the claimants clearly proves that during the relevant period the claimant were
working under the mgt ESIC who was recording their attendance and paying their wage. The fact that there was an
intermediary named M/s Vishaka Facilities (P) Ltd. between the mgt and the claimants is a misnomer since no
evidence at all has been adduced by the mgt in this regard.

In the case of Steel Authority of India vs. National Union Waterfront Worker Union reported in
(200107SCC page 1, the Hon’ble Apex Court have also prescribed for the effective control test to ascertain about the
relationship of the workman with the management or the contractor. Not only that in the case of Chintaman Rao vs.
State of M.P AIR1958, 388 the Apex Court ruled that the concept of employment involves 3 ingredients (i) Employer
(i) Employee (iii) Contract of Employment. The employer is one who employees or engages the service of other
person. The employee is one who works for another for hire. The employment is the contract of service between the
employer and employee, where under the employees agrees to serve the employer subject to his control and
supervision. In the case of Workmen of Food Corporation of India vs Food Corporation of India AIR 1985 (SC)
670 the Hon’ble Apex Court pronounced that the contract of employment always discloses a relationship of command
and obedience between them. Where a contractor employs a workman to do the work which he contracted with a third
person to accomplish, the workman of the contractor would not become more than the workman of the third person.
Hence in this case there being no evidence about the contractor the statement in the written statement denying the
employer employee relationship cannot be accepted.

In this case the claimants have all along maintained that they were working under the supervision and control
of the mgt of ESIC. This statement alone is sufficient to negative the statement made by the mgt in the w.s. Hence it is
concluded that the claimants have successfully proved their relationship as the employees of the mgt. These issues are
accordingly answered in favour of the claimants.

Issue No. 1 &5

It is a decided principal of law that the employer and employee relationship is a question of fact and the
burden lies on him who asserts existence of the same. While answering the previous issues it has been held that the
workmen have successfully established their relationship as employees of the employer ESIC Hospital. It is now to be
seen if the termination of the workmen was made following the procedure of law or illegal for non compliance of the
same. Reference can be made to section 25-F of the ID Act 1947 which precisely speaks that no workmen employed
in any Industry, who has been in continuous service for not less than 1 year under an employer, shall be retrenched
until the workman has been given one month notice in writing, or has been paid retrenchment compensation. In this
case in the written statement the management has taken a plea that no such notice was served since the workmen were
not the employees of management. Thereby management has admitted non compliance of the provision of section 25-
F. In the preceding paragraph it has already been held that the contract of the management with M/s Vishaka Facilities
(P) Ltd. was sham and in fact the workmen were the employee of the management. In that case, the mandatory
provisions of section 25-F was required to be complied before the termination. The non compliance of the same has
made the termination of the workmen in the hands of management illegal. Thus, the moot question which remains to
be replied is what would be the relief that can be granted to the workmen.

Way back in the year 1980 the Hon’ble Apex Court of India in the case of Surendra Kumar Verma and
Others vs. CGIT Delhi had observed that

“Plain commonsense dictates that the removal order terminating the service of the workman must ordinarily
lead to the reinstatement in the service of the workman. It is as if the order was never been made and so it
must ordinarily lead to back wages. But there may be exceptional circumstance which makes it impossible
for the employer to direct reinstatement with full back wages.”

In such cases the Hon’ble Apex Court held that the appropriate order would be for payment of compensation
in lieu of reinstatement. But in the case of G.M ONGC Silchar vs. ONGC Contractual Worker Union reported in
2008 LLR 801 the Hon’ble Apex Court after giving due consideration to several observations in different
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pronouncement which suggest that a workman who was put in 240 days or a contractual worker is not entitled
automatically to regularization came to hold that in appropriate cases regularization can be ordered.

Here is a case were the workmen have prayed for the relief simplicitor for reinstatement to service by the
management which shows their anxiety for reemployment. The basic issue in the present case is the status of the
workmen and whether they were the employees of ESIC. As seen from the evidence these workmen were appointed
on different dates of 2014. Their services were terminated on 29.07.2015. There is absolutely no evidence if there are
still vacancies in the posts they were working before their termination. Though they have worked for more than 240
days continuously, the period of employment was not very long. In such a situation it cannot be concluded that the
claimants are entitled to reinstatement.

Thus considering the evidence, the length of service rendered by the claimants and the periods spent between
the date of termination and this award it is felt justified to direct the mgt to suitably compensate the claimant instead
of reinstating them into service. These two issues are accordingly answered. Hence ordered.

ORDER

The claim petition be and the same is allowed on contest. It is held that the termination of the workmen by
the mgt is illegal. But for unclear evidence about the existence of vacancies and time gap between the termination and
passing this award and for the brief tenure of service of the claimants, it is directed that the mgt for such illegal
termination shall pay compensation to each of the claimants. Each of the claimants shall be paid one month last drawn
salary as the notice pay, and 15 days salary for each completed year of service toward retrenchment compensation and
an amount of Rs. 60,000/- towards compensation and litigation expenses by the mgt. This amount shall be paid to the
individual workmen within two months from the date of the publication of the award without interest falling which the
amount shall carry interest at the rate of 6% from the date of termination and till the final payment is made. The list of
the claimants is attached herewith as annexure-A:-

List of the workmen

S.No. | Name Father/Husband Name Post Salary Date of Appointment
1 Deepshika Sh. Anil Kumar Pharmacist 16,560 10.03.2014
2 Parveen Sh. Mahinder Sharma Pharmacist 16,560 10.03.2014
3 Jai Shankar patel Sh. Jagdish Chander Pharmacist 16,560 15.03.2014
4 Munis Kumar Sh. Nem Singh Pharmacist 16,560 15.03.2014
5 Nand Kishore Sh. Chand Pharmacist 16,028 22.03.2014
6 Manoj Sh. Amed Singh Pharmacist 16,560 20.05.2014
7 Ravinder Sh. Shiv Kumar O.T Asstt. 14,900 04.04.2014
8 Ramveer SH. R.M Tomar O.T Asstt. 14,900 05.04.2014
9 Rajpal Kaur Sh.Angrej Staff Nurse 28,000 15.04.2014
10 Pooja Kakkar Sh. Ravi Kakkar Staff Nurse 28,000 15.04.2014
11 Ajay Sh. Johar Singh Staff Nurse 28,000 12.04.2014
12 Naveen Sharma Sh. Murari Lal Staff Nurse 28,000 03.04.2014
13 Pallavi Sh. C.L Bhatia Staff Nurse 28,000 02.06.2014
14 Pooja Sh. Kishan Lal Staff Nurse 28,000 21.04.2014
15 Gurvinder kaur Sh. Hoshiar Singh Staff Nurse 28,000 05.04.2014
16 Remika Sh. W/o Vikas Staff Nurse 28,000 21.06.2014
17 Devender Kumar | Sh. Suresh Kumar Staff Nurse 28,000 05.04.2014
18 Goldy Sh. Balraj Dhama N.O. 14,000 11.05.2014
19 Sangeeta Sh. Vishnu Kumar N.O. 14,000 10.06.2014
20 Parvesh Devi Sh. Dinesh N.O. 14,000 12.06.2014
21 Rinka Sh. Aryan Kumar Tiwari N.O. 14,000 15.04.2014
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22 Gyanendra Sh. Jabar Singh N.O. 14,000 21.04.2014
23 Divanshu Sh. Fateh Singh N.O. 14,000 21.05.2014
24 Ankit Sh. Ashok Kumar N.O. 14,000 14.04.2014
25 Parminder Sh. Devender Kumar N.O. 14,000 08.04.2014
26 Kuldeep Sh. Ramesh Chander N.O. 14,000 10.04.2014
27 Monika Sh. Shushil Staff Nurse 28,000 21.06.2014

Send a copy of this award to the appropriate government for notification as required under section 17 of the
ID act 1947.

Dictated & Corrected by me.
PRANITA MOHANTY, Presiding Officer

S faeeft, 28 97, 2023

AT 1101.—sienfes faare siffad, 1047 (1947 &1 14) B GRT 17 & AT § S
WHR AT T2 §F & Jdaad, dag Ao 3R 576 dHeRT & 9 dy # [Afde sienfes
farare & Bedlg WHR AR SARGROT /59 AR GaLTaTR & Gdre (44/2004) ST BT 2 |

[}. T=-12025/01/2023- -3T% 3% (1) -64]
AT, 37 Ao

New Delhi, the 28th June, 2023

S.0. 1101.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 44/2004) of the Cent.Govt.Indus.Tribunal-cum-Labour Court
Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of State Bank of India and
their workmen.

[No. L-12025/01/2023- IR(B-1)-64]

SALONI, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM- LABOUR COURT AT
HYDERABAD

Present: - Sri IRFAN QAMAR, Presiding Officer
Dated the 1% day of June, 2023
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.No. 44/2004
Between:

Sri Sayyad Nazeer Ahammad,

R/o Syed Hussain,

R/o H.No. 7-94,

Padamatipalem,

Podili -523240

Prakasam District. ... Petitioner
And

The Asst. General Manager,

(Personnel & HRD Deptt.)

State Bank of India,

Local Head Office,

Hyderabad-500095. .....Respondent

Appearances:

For the Petitioner : Sri Macharla Rangaiah, Advocate
For the Respondent: M/s. A. Phani Bhushan & B. Ramulu, Advocates
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AWARD

Sri Sayyad Nazeer Ahammad who worked as Messenger (who will be referred to as the workman) has filed
this petition under Sec. 2A(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 against the Respondents State Bank of India
seeking for reinstatement into service as Messenger/Sweeper duly granting all the consequential benefits such as
continuity of service, back wages and all other attendant benefits etc., and such other reliefs as this court may deems
fit.

2. Earlier this industrial dispute was answered by this Tribunal by a common award dated 17.5.2005, along with other
batch cases, and the claim of the workman was dismissed. Workman challenged said award before the Hon’ble High
Court vide WP No. 6470/2006 & batch wherein Hon’ble High Court of A.P., vide decision dated 23.6.2014 set aside
the common award dated 17.5.2005 passed by Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court, Hyderabad
and directed the Respondent bank to reengage the workmen in the positions which they had been occupying prior to
termination. Being aggrieved by the said order in WP No. 6470/2006 & batch, Respondent bank preferred appeal
WA Nos.1268/2014 and batch cases wherein Division Bench of Hon’ble High Court held:-

“(1)  affirming the impugned common order of the learned single Judge to the “extent it sets aside the
common award dated 17.5.2005 of the Industrial Tribunal;

)] The further findings and directions issued through the impugned common order are vacated;

3) all the matters shall be remitted to the Industrial Tribunal with a direction to dispose of them within an
outer limit of five(5) months from the date of receipt of a copy of this order; and,

4) the parties to make appearance before the Tribunal on the given date.”

Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh in WA No. 1268/2014 and other batch, held that, “ Hearing the
learned senior counsel for the SBI and the Learned Senior Counsel for the contesting unofficial respondents, we see
that while the learned single Judge was justified in setting aside the award of the Tribunal. This we say for reasons
more than one. Firstly, in such matters, claims have to be decided on individual basis, as different persons have
different claims as to the length of officiation or discharge of duties and functions; quality of engagement, drawings,
accounting of the post for each one of them, who have worked etc. All these issues will not be the same in all the
cases. Therefore, each case ought to have been directed to be decided by the Tribunal afresh on individual basis. The
second and the most important aspect is the learned single Judge has in one go ordered re-employment of all the
workmen. This is not a relief that could have been granted without answering the individual issues; each issue
relating to each case could not have been decided by the writ Court within the format of its adjudication procedures
and scope. The adjudicating body, which has to do that activity, is the Industrial Tribunal. Therefore, we are of the
view that while we would sustain the order of the learned singe Judge insofar as it interfered and sets aside the
award of the Tribunal, the further findings and directions, issued through the impugned order have to go and the
individual cases HCJ&ARR,J WA No. 1268 of 2014 & Batch 6 have to be sent back for consideration of the Tribunal.
Such further procedure before the Tribunal will have to be carried forward with the materials already on record and
also by affording an opportunity to the persons, who have claims as well as the management to place their rival
contentions and further material before the Tribunal//The learned counsel appearing for the workmen are justified in
pointing out that enormous delay has already happened and further action by the Tribunal in this line may be
expedited.”

Therefore, in compliance of order dated 20.3.2019 of Hon’ble High Court of A.P., Hyderabad passed in WA
No. 1268/2014, this Industrial Tribunal conducted hearing proceeding in this reference on individual basis and both
parties have been provided of ample hearing opportunity during the proceeding.

The factual matrix of the present industrial dispute is as follows:

3. The workman filed his claim statement with the averments in brief as follows:

The workman Sri Sayyad Nazeer Ahammad, belongs to forward caste, was appointed as Messenger in July 1991 in
the respondents organization State Bank of India, Prakasam District. He worked upto 31.3.97 and he was stopped
from working as per the orders of the respondents panels were pre pared and he was called for interview in 1992 and
was included in the panel 1994.  Subsequently from July 1991 to March 1997 he worked totally for 315 days.
Meanwhile in contempt petition C.C.27/97 the High Court has ordered for mutual discussions and come to an
understanding with the representatives of temporary and casual workers on 1988 panel and 90-92 panel. While so,
this applicant was not considered where as his juniors were considered. Again in June 1999-in W.P. 12258/99 stay
orders were obtained and recruitment did not take place. The applicant has crossed his age for recruitment and cannot
seek alternate employment. He worked from 1975 to 1991 he was denied employment by a blank order of the
Regional Manager Tirupati. Those who have completed minimum of 30 days aggregate any calendar month after
1-7-1995 or 75 days in aggregate in a continuous block of 36 calendar months after 1.7.1975 were called for
interviews by virtue of a settlement dt.17-11-1987. In fact till such time, the petitioner was asked to work on
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temporary basis as messenger/attender/sweeper. The banking authorities again entered into fresh settlement of 9.1.91
by which the respondent authorities again issued a notification and completed similar procedure and the authorities
ignored fresh proceedings without considering the writ of this applicant. While the above 2 settlements were pending
another settlement dt. 30.7.1996 was made without considering the name of the candidate who are called for
Interviews and empanel in 1991 without absorbing the petitioner who was empanel in 1988 and 1989. The
respondents have again prepared panels run concurrently. They have issued orders directing the Branch Manager not
to engage the temporary employees with effect from 1.7.1997. Subsequently a batch of Writ petitions were filed, in
which workman was one of the petitioners and the single judge allowed the writ petition by an order dt.1.1.1998
wherein the respondents State Bank of India were directed to absorb the petitioner within 6 months before going for
fresh recruitment. Aggrieved of this the respondent have filed appeals to the Division Bench in the writ appeal
No0.86/98 and batch.  The Hon'ble Division Bench directed the petitioner to exhaust the remedy provided in the
Industrial Disputes Act and set aside the judgement of the Learned Single Judge, Thereupon SLP was filed in the
Supreme Court which was dismissed at the admission stage, agreed the Division Bench orders. Therefore, the
necessity arose for filing this Application under Section 2(A) (2 ) of the Industrial Disputes Act. The Petitioner is
quite senior compared to many of the people selected in subsequent list and they are working even now. Number of
branches vacancies arose but the petitioner was not considered. The petitioner was working at the time of instead of
regularizing the individuals in the existing panel, called fresh panel is a mischievous play by the respondents. No
termination letter was issued to the petitioner and he was abruptly stopped without assigning any reasons. They have
not even followed the procedure laid down under ID. Act. Sec.25 (F) of 1.D.Act. When they have absorbed many
juniors from the subsequent panel, the respondents have not exhausted the procedure laid down under Sec.25 (G) and
25 HH. The State Bank of India is an establishment within the meaning of chapter V'B'. They should have obtained
prior permission from the competent authority to retrench the Workman instantly. The abrupt termination is an unfair
labour practice, In view of the direction granted by High Court single Judge on the batch of writ petitions a panel was
pre pared in which the petitioner's name is also there and which is valid upto December, 1991 and which was made
after 31.3.97. They were under the impression and bonafide were living on the basis of reasonable expectation, as
such the petitioner is entitled for continuance in service. The action of authorities in terminating of services would
also be contrary to the guidelines laid down by the Supreme Court in State Bank of India Vs. Sundermany AIR 1976
Supreme Court iiii. The action of the respondents is a clear discrimination among the persons equally placed and
equally to be appointed and absorbed as laid down in AIR India Statutory Authority Vs. J.M.M. Industries Ltd.,
Ashok Kumar vs. Chairman, B.S.R.B. No other individual can be appointed either in temporary vacancy or
permanent vacancy except from among the empanelled candidates like the petitioner and this should continue till they
are absorbed. Admittedly the 1% settlement dt.17.8.1989 was not implemented before the valid date. There were
subsequent agreements on 16.10.1988, 27.10.1988 followed by agreement on 26.4.94 which shows that the earlier
settlements were modified the intention to give chance to empanelled people was not followed by the respondents.
The proceedings issued by the respondents that the panel of temporary employees and daily wages/casual labour
maintained by zonal offices stand lapsed by 31.3.97 which is lacking proprietary legality not the purpose. There is no
specified authority who should declare as competent authority to decide about the validity or the life of the panel or to
put an end to it. In Jocob M.Tutuparamibi's case it was held that where by way of stop gap arrangements till regular
employee made and continued for more than 2 years and possessing requisite qualifications they are entitled to be
regularized. It is also submitted that ever since his illegal termination of service the Petitioner could not secure
alternative employment inspite of his best efforts. Therefore, it is prayed the Hon'ble Court may be pleased to hold
that the action of the respondent Management on termination/discharge of petitioner from service is illegal arbitrary
and unjust and consequently pass an award directing the respondent management to reinstate the petitioner into
service with continuity of service, back wages and all other attendant benefits and grant such other relief as the
Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

4. The Respondents filed counter refuting the averments made by the Petitioner in the claim petition, and
contention of Respondent in brief runs as follows:

Respondent submitted that the claim petition itself is not tenable and contrary to the provisions of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The various allegations made in the claim statement are not correct and are hereby
denied.  The Petitioner is put to strict proof of all the allegations made in his claim statement. The management
craves the leave of this Hon’ble Tribunal to submit the entire conspectus of the material facts in brief for proper
appreciation of the dispute raised by the Petitioner. It is submitted that to tide over the severe subordinate staff
constraints which arose out of leave vacancies, exigencies etc., and also owing to the restrictions imposed by the
Government of India/Reserve bank of India on intake of staff, the Respondent bank used to engage subordinate staff
i.e., Messengers, Sweepers, Sweeper-cum-Waterboys etc., depending upon the availability of work on a purely
temporary basis for smooth and uninterrupted functioning of the branches. It is submitted that the All India State
Bank of India Staff Federation which represents majority of the employees in the State Bank of India comprising
about 98% of the work force on its’ members espoused the cause of temporary employees who have put in less than
240 days of temporary service in 12 calendar months in the bank and who were ineligible for any kind of protection
under the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and requested the bank to give a chance for being considered for absorption
and permanent appointment to such of the temporary employees. The discussions were held between the federation



2234 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 1, 2023/ASHADHA 10, 1945 [PART II—SEC. 3(ii)]

and bank and the issues were discussed in all its aspects and in all its details and accordingly it was felt that it would
be just, fair and reasonable(having regard to various circumstances and in the interests of the concerned temporary
employees) that a settlement should be reached. Out of the several factors covered under the settlement those which
have bearing on the issues under consideration in the present application have been brought out in the following
paragraphs for better appreciation of the factual position and brevity.

5. On 17.11.1987, an agreement was signed between the Federation and the management Bank under Section
2(p) read with Section 18(1) of the ID Act, 1947 read with Rule 58 of Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules, 1967.

As per settlement the temporary employees were categorized into three categories, detailed as under:
i) Category ‘A" :
Those, who have completed 240 days of temporary service in 12 calendar months or less after 01.07.1975.
ii) Category 'B":

Those, who have completed 270 days aggregate temporary service in any continuous block of 36 calendar
months after 01. 07.1975.

iii) Category 'c":
Those, who have completed a minimum of 30 days aggregate temporary service in any calendar year after

01.07.1975 or minimum of 70 days aggregate temporary service in any continuous block of 36 calendar
months after 01. 07.1975.

In the 1%t settlement, it was agreed that the temporary employees as categorized above would be given a chance for
being considered for permanent appointment in the Bank's service against the vacancies which are likely to arise
during the period 1987 to 1991. On 16™ July 1988, a further agreement was arrived at between the Federation and the
Bank where by it was agreed to substitute the period for consideration of vacancies as 1987 to 1992 in place of 1987
to 1991 as contemplated under the 1% settlement dated 17.11.1987 and the agreement was signed by the Federation
and the Management Bank under Section 2 (p) read with Section 18( 1) of Industrial Disputes Act read with Rule 58
of Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules. A copy of this settlement which hereinafter may be referred to as 2™
settlement of for brevity. On 27" October 1988, a further agreement was arrived at between the Federation and the
Management Bank hereinafter referred to as 3" settlement for brevity agreeing to incorporate the following clause as
clause 1-A after clause 1 in the 1st settlement. All persons, who have been engaged in casual basis (as defined in
clause 11 (ii) hereunder) to work in leave/casual vacancies of Messengers, Farrashes, Cash Coolies, Water Boys,
Sweepers etc., for any of the periods mentioned in category ‘A’, 'B', 'C' in clause 1 will be given a chance for being
considered for permanent appointment in the Bank' s service against vacancies likely to arise from 1988 to 1992.
Accordingly, causal/daily wagers were also to be considered for permanent absorption along with temporary
employees who were drawing scale wages.

6. Government of India vide its letter dated 16.8.90 issued guidelines to all the public sector banks with regard
to absorption of temporary employees in public sector banks. The said guidelines were issued to implement on the
lines of the approach paper on the issue provided by a committee constituted in this regard. The Government of India
guidelines made it clear that all the public sector banks may follow the provisions laid down in the approach paper.
The approach paper specified that the cases of temporary employees who had put in not less than 240 days of
temporary service in 12 consecutive months and who are entitled to benefit of Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes
Act may be decided by entering into a settlement with the representative union. In respect to temporary employees
who had put in less than 240 days of service in 12 consecutive months or less, a settlement could be avoided and
however if the Management so desired they could enter into a conciliation settlement with the representative union.
In para 6(h) it is mentioned that only those temporary employees who had put in temporary service of 90 days or
more days after 1.1.82 would be eligible for considering under the scheme. Although the Government guidelines
envisaged for a settlement in respect of temporary employees who had put in temporary service of 90 days or more
days, the Bank by way of further concession entered into settlements even in respect of those who had put in less than
90 days.

7. In terms of the settlement dated 17" November, 1987 such of the temporary employees who had worked
with the bank during the period from 1%t July, 1975 to 31 December, 1987 were to be given a chance for being
considered for permanent appointment in the bank service against the vacancies likely to arise. The name of the
suitable candidates were to be wait listed and there were three categories of temporary employees carved out -
Category A - those who completed 240 days, Category B those who completed 270 days and Category C - those who
completed 70 days. The panel of the wait listed candidates was to operate as valid upto 31 December, 1991. In
terms of the partial modification vide second settlement dated 16" July, 1988 the date of qualifying service was
extended upto 31%t July, 1988 instead of 31t December, 1987. An advertisement was issued on 1%t August, 1988
pursuant to the aforesaid settlement calling for application from such temporary employees who were paid scale
wages (monthly wages). It may be stated that this was done region-wise as there were different vacancies to be filled
in different regions. It appears that the Union further sought to canvass the cause of even casual posts or daily wage
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Workers and this resulted in a third settlement dated 27" October, 1988. Thus, it was decided to consider all
candidates against vacancies likely to arise from the year 1988 to 1992 as apparently in some of the circulars the
number of vacancies was more than the wait listed temporary scale wage employees though the Chennai circle was an
exception to this where the wait listed temporary candidates were more than the available vacancies. The present
dispute relates to this Chennai circle.

8. The fourth settlement is said to have been arrived at on 9" January, 1991 where the validity of the panel was
extended from 1991 to 1994 whereafter the validity of panel was to lapse on 31.12.1994 and the remaining candidates
were to have no claim for whatsoever. In pursuance of the third settlement an advertisement was issued by the bank
on 1% May, 1991 calling for applications for causal/daily wagers for being given chance to be considered for
permanent appointment. This created a situation where the temporary employees felt threatened if a common list was
drawn up. There would naturally not have been any cause for concern were these causal daily wagers put at the end of
the list of the temporary employees. Be that as it may, a Writ Petition No. 7872 of 1991 came to be filed by the SBI
employees Union seeking a relief for operation of the wait list in pursuance of the advertisement dated 1% August,
1988 and simultaneously not to operate any list which may be drawn up in pursuance of the advertisement of 1% May,
1991. Interim stay was granted in respect of the second aspect which continued till 23 July, 1999 i.e., for a period of
more than eight years. The logical consequence of this ought to have been that no list could have been drawn of the
casual posts/daily wagers and the list of the temporary employees had to be operated during this period of time. The
writ petition was finally disposed of on 23" July, 1999 by which time the relief in the petition would have worked
out.

9. The 5™ settlement was arrived at on 30" July, 1996 requiring the panel to be kept alive upto 31t March,
1997 and this was be in respect of the vacancies which became available upto 31 December, 1994,

10. It is submitted that the vacancies as agreed upon were filled with the eligible candidates in the panels and
petitioner herein has not put in more number of days than those persons who have been absorbed. It is denied that the
petitioner has worked continuously for years as alleged by him. The petitioner who has put in an aggregate temporary
service of less than 240 days in a continuous 12 months period during 1.7.1975 to 31.7.1988 had no right to seek a
direction to consider his candidature for absorption in the Management bank under any rule/law except under the
settlements entered into thereon. In fact, the case of the Petitioner has been considered under the settlements dated
17.11.1987, 16.07.1988, 29.10.1988, 09.01.1991 and 30.07.1996. Having got his/her case considered under the
provisions and terms of these settlements, all the other provisions and terms of the settlements are also binding on
him/her. The management bank has not violated any of the provisions and terms of the said settlements. It is submitted
that the allegations made by the applicant are ill founded, misconceived and are untenable. It is contended that the
applicant and the other similarly placed ex-temporary employees do not have nor are they entitled to claim any
independent right except basing their claims, if any, under the settlements; for, they do not fall under the protected
category of employees as contemplated under the Industrial Disputes Act. Thus, they are entitled to the rights and
obligations regulated under such settlements. It is further pertinent to state the very preparation and maintenance or
panels is in compliance with the terms agreed to under the settlements. As has been clarified in the earlier
paragraphs, settlements under enquiry being expressly time bound and the panels prepared in pursuance thereof
having lapsed and ceased to exist as at the end of the designated period viz. 31.3.1997, the remaining candidates on
the panels including the applicant have no right or claim of whatsoever nature, as against the bank, as was expressly
agreed to and undertaken under the settlements. It was never agreed to nor was it the internment under the settlement
to keep alive the panels till all the empanelled candidates are absorbed. Such a course is neither envisaged nor
feasible. If the petitioner did intend to accept the settlements he should have raised the objection before appearing
for interview and consequent empanelment. Having claimed the benefits accrued under the settlements and the
consequent empanelment etc., the applicant is debarred and estopped from questioning the validity of settlements. As
per the settlement dated 9.1.1991, it has been specifically agreed between the parties that the vacancies arising upto
December, 1994 will be filled from 1989 panel on the basis of seniority. Thereafter, the said panel stood lapsed and
the remaining candidates have no claim of whatsoever nature for being considered for permanent absorption in the
bank. According to the above settlements, the panels of daily wages enlisted under 1992 panel will be used for filling
vacancies which may arise upto the end of 1994. Thereafter, the said panel also shall stand lapsed and the remaining
candidates wait listed therein will have no claim of whatsoever nature for being considered for permanent absorption
in the Bank. It is submitted that the stipulated temporary service rendered during the period from 1.1.1975 to
31.7.1988 is only to be taken for permanent absorption and number of days worked subsequent to this period are not
counted as per the agreements since the panels were already lapsed on 31.3.97 and since the vacancies were already
filled up by absorbing temporary attendants and the daily wagers/casual employees respectively in the order of their
seniority in the empanelment engaging their services does not arise. It is submitted that the persons who do not have
the requisite number of days as per the agreements, they cannot be considered for permanent absorption. It is further
submitted that the bank has never promised that all candidates in the panel will be absorbed. In the advertisement
itself it was made clear that candidates will be considered for absorption in the vacancies that may arise upto 1992.

11. It is further submitted that basing on the terms of settlements arrived between the Federation and the
management Bank, the vacancies have been identified and the ex.temporary employees in the panels were absorbed
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on the basis of seniority. The mere empanelment of the petitioners will not give any right for absorption in favour of
the petitioners. The further averment that keeping alive the panels after 31.3.1997 is contrary to the settlements
arrived between the State Bank of India Staff Federation and the management bank.

12. It is submitted that in terms of the provisions contained under the Industrial Disputes Act, the State Bank of
India and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation have entered into settlements and hence they have the force of
law and are binding on the parties.  Besides, the fact remains that by virtue of their being on the panel, the
settlements have been duly acted upon by the applicants. Consequently, the present applicant is also bound by the
terms of such settlements, for, the very maintenance of panels is inconsequence to the terms agreed under such
settlements. As the terms of the settlement have been strictly adhered to by the Bank, the allegations made and the
relief sought under this claim application is wholly untenable, misconceived, devoid of merits. The settlements do
not admit of any ambiguity in that their language is clear.

13. The present application is admittedly based on the settlements alone and not based on any independent right
to seek regularization and much less under any provision of the Industrial Disputes Act. The panels under the
settlements were expressly made time bound. It is submitted that this was an integral term of the settlement and
cannot be modified in any proceedings under the law. In the circumstances, those temporary employees who
unfortunately could not be accommodated for want of vacancies have no further rights to be considered for
regularization either under the settlements or otherwise. The bank has complied with the settlements in letter and
spirit. The circulars and letters referred to in the claim statement were mere directives to ensure that the pernicious
practice of engaging temporary employees is discontinued. This was in fact a term of the settlements itself.

14, It is submitted that some writs were filed by certain temporary employees who were also called for
interview and empanelled. In writ petition No.12964/94, the Hon’ble High Court went into the similar contentions in
details and the learned judge also referred to the settlements and subsequently held that the Petitioners therein were
not entitled for any relief and the only relief they can claim is enforcement of settlements, if there is any right flowing
from it or it has been violated. The relevant operative portion of the said judgement is as follows:

"It is needless to state that the settlement arrived at between the All India State Bank of India Staff
Federation which is the majority union and the bank management is binding on the petitioners also. It is not, at all
the case of the petitioner that any of the terms of the settlement has been violated by the bank’s management. If the
Petitioner had worked in the bank on part-time basis before 31.5.94, that itself would not vest in him a right to claim
that his services should be regularized on permanent basis against a full time cadre post. The claim put forth by the
Petitioner in the present petition is therefore misconceived and not tenable. However, it is open to the Petitioner to
claim any right which flows form the settlement between the union and the bank management. As already pointed
out that it is not the grievance of the Petitioner that some right which has flown from the settlement in favour of the
Petitioner has been denied by the bank management. Therefore, 1 domestic enquiry not find any ground, let alone
substantial ground, to grant the kind of relief sought for by the Petitioner. Writ petition fails and is accordingly
dismissed. No costs.”

15. Respondent contended that the settlements contemplate that the panels would cease to exist at the end of
designated period and also that there would be no further temporary recruitment of employees or recruitment as
casual workers. In no event did the settlements suggest that the temporary employees could be continued
indefinitely and the relief sought by the applicant in the instant case, if permitted, would result in making the practice
of temporary employment permanent through back door entry which would not only be contrary to the settlements
but also to the Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution, and deprive the chances of rightful claimants who would if
necessary come through proper recruitment procedure. The settlements were made as one time measure to bring
about an end to the practice of such engagement. The rights of the applicant herein were crystallized by operation of
the settlements. As such, there is no question of any legitimate expectation or estoppel; for, neither of these can be
superior to nor improve upon contractual rights specially those arising out of an industrial settlement. Further, no
statement or representation was made by the Bank at any point of time that permanently appointed in the Bank in fact
in the advertisement issued pursuant to the first settlement in response to which applications were submitted by the
applicant and the panels were prepared, it was clearly enumerated that a chance for being considered for permanent
appointment shall be given to those temporary employees found suitable and shall be wait-listed and their
appointment shall be subjected to the vacancies and the wait list be valid till 1991.

16. It is also submitted that the similarly placed ex-temporary employees in the panels filed writ petition
N0.9206/97 and the batch before the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh. The learned Single Judge, allowed the
writ petitions. Aggrieved by the order of the Single Judge, the bank preferred writ appeal N0.86/98 and the batch
against the said judgement. The Division Bench of Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh allowed the writ appeals
filed by the bank setting aside the order of the Single Judge. Thereafter, the ex-temporary employees filed Special
Leave Petition No. 11886-11888 of 1998 before the Supreme Court of India. The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India also
dismissed the Special Leave Petitions. Therefore, reference to the judgement of learned Single Judge in WP
N0.9206/1997 is of no consequence as the same was already set aside. The observations made in the judgement
cannot be relied upon for any purpose, whatsoever and therefore the same be ignored. It is submitted that the
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Petitioner has not worked for 240 days in any preceding 12 calendar months period. Therefore, reference to Section
25F of the Industrial Disputes Act is not relevant.  The Petitioner has not worked for the number of days as shown by
him in his claim statement. He is put to strict proof of all the allegations made by him, in his claim statement as
regards his service and educational qualifications. The allegation that he was terminated from service is not correct.
As already submitted the vacancies were filled up, on regular basis in the order of their respective seniority and non-
engagement of the Petitioner does not amount to termination. No law provides that even though there is no work,
temporary employee should be continued in bank work , as the very engagement of the Petitioner was subject to
availability of work. The allegation that the bank had indulged in unfair labour practice is not correct. It is submitted
that the settlements are binding on the Petitioner and the said settlements have been fully implemented. There is no
violation of any of the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act. There is no termination at all and therefore, the
reference itself is unwarranted and the same is illegal. The issue is covered by various judgements of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India and the Hon’ble High Courts. There are absolutely no merits in the Industrial Dispute raised
by the Petitioner and the same is liable to be dismissed.

17. On the basis of pleadings and arguments advanced by both the parties following points emerge for
determination in the present matter:-

I Whether the action of the respondent management in terminating the services of petitioner workman with
effect from 31 March 1997 is in violation of provision of section 25F of industrial dispute act 1947 and the
same is liable to set aside?

Il. Whether the petitioner workman is entitled for reinstatement into the service of respondent management as
he alleges in his petition?

I1. Whether petitioner workman is entitled for regularization in terms of various settlements arrived at between
the Respondent bank and federation of employees?

V. To what relief if any petitioner is entitled?
Findings
18. Point I & I1:- The petitioner (hereinafter will be called workman) In support of his submissions made in the

claim petition, he has examined himself as WW1. In his examination in chief he has reiterated the averments made in
his claim statement and he has stated that he joined in the Respondent bank on 12.5.1986 in State Bank of India,
Pamuru branch, Prakasham District and subsequently he was appointed as messenger from July, 1991 onwards. He
also states that he has regularly worked for 1200 days and thereafter he was terminated from service w.e.f.
31.3.1997. He has also proved the copies of the documentary evidence i.e., Ex.W1, W2, W3, W4 and W5 which are
the certificates issued by the Respondent bank regarding number of working days.

19. On the other hand, respondent contended that petitioner has not put in aggregate temporary service for 240
days in a continuous 12 months period as required under the provision of section 25F and 25B of industrial dispute
act. Therefore, he is not entitled for reinstatement for violation of provision of section 25F of ID Act.

20. Before examining the plea taken by Petitioner in the light of evidence it would be apposite to mention the
relevant provisions on the aspect in the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 as well decisions of the Apex Court laid down in
this context.

Section 25F provides:-

Conditions precedent to retrenchment of workmen.- No workman employed in any industry who has been in
continuous service for not less than one year under an employer shall be retrenched by that employer until—

(a) the workman has been given one month' s notice in writing indicating the reasons for retrenchment and the period
of notice has expired, or the workman has been paid in lieu of such notice, wages for the period of the notice:

(b) the workman has been paid, at the time of retrenchment, compensation which shall be equivalent to fifteen days'
average pay for every completed year of continuous service] or any part thereof in excess of six months; and

(c) notice in the prescribed manner is served on the appropriate Government or such authority as may be specified by
the appropriate Government by notification in the Official Gazette].

Compensation to workmen in case of transfer of undertakings.
Section 25B defines the term continuous service which provides
Definition of continuous service.- For the purposes of this Chapter,--

(1) a workman shall be said to be in continuous service for a period if he is, for that period, in uninterrupted service,
including service which may be interrupted on account of sickness or authorized leave or an accident or a strike
which is not illegal, or a lock- out or a cessation of work which is not due to any fault on the part of the workman;
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(2) where a workman is not in continuous service within the meaning of clause (1) for a period of one year or six
months, he shall be deemed to be in continuous service under an employer--

(a) for a period of one year, if the workman, during a period of twelve calendar months preceding the date with
reference to which calculation is to be made, has actually worked under the employer for not less than--

(i) one hundred and ninety days in the case of a workman employed below ground in a mine; and
(ii) two hundred and forty days, in any other case;

21. As regards the question of burden of proof to prove mandatory condition of 240 days of continuous service
in 12 months in a calendar year just preceding from the date of termination is concern, Hon’ble Apex court has laid
down principle in number of decisions as follows:

In Rajasthan State Ganganagar S. Mills Ltd. v. State of Rajasthan and Anr. (2004) Apex Court held:

"It was the case of the workman that he had worked for more than 240 days in the year concerned. This
claim was denied by the appellant. It was for the claimant to lead evidence to show that he had worked for 240 days in
the year preceding the date of his termination. He has filed an affidavit. It is statement which is in his favor and that
cannot be regarded as sufficient evidence for any Court or Tribunal to come to the conclusion that in fact the claimant
had worked for 240 days in a year These aspects were highlighted in Range Forest Officer v. S.T. Hadimani (2002 (3)
SCC 25. No proof of receipt of salary or wages for 240 days or order or record in that regard was produced. Mere
non-production of the muster roll for a particular period was not sufficient for the Labour Court held that the
workman had worked for 240 days as claimed."

In Municipal Corporation, Faridabad v. Siri Niwas (2004 (8) SCC 195), held "the burden was on the
workman to show that he was working for more than 240 days in the preceding one year prior to his alleged
retrenchment.” In M.P. Electricity Board v. Hariram (2004 (8) SCC 246) the position was again reiterated in
paragraph 11 as follows: "The above burden having not been discharged and the Labour Court having held so, in our
opinion, the Industrial Court and the High Court erred in basing an order of reinstatement solely on an adverse
inference drawn erroneously ..”

In the case of Manager, RBI, Bangalore vs. S Mani (2005) SCC Page 100, the 3 Judges Bench of the
Apex Court held that "the initial burden of proof was on the workman to show that he had completed 240 days of
service."

In the case of Mohan Lal vs. Management, BEL 1981 SCC P. 225, Hon'ble Apex Court held, "Before a
workman can claim retrenchment, not being in consonance of Section 25 of the ID act. he has to show that he has
been in continuous service of not less than 1 year with the employer who had retrenched him from service."

Hon'ble Apex Court in the case of Mohan Lal vs Management BEL also laid down the principle that
how to count 240 days of service within one year and held: "Clause (2)(a) provides for a fiction to treat a
workman in continuous service for a period of one year despite the fact that he has not rendered uninterrupted service
for a period of one year but he has rendered period of 240 days during the period of 12 calendar service for months
counting backwards and just preceding the relevant date being the date of retrenchment. In other words, in order to
invoke the fiction enacted in clause (2)(a) it is necessary to determine first the relevant date, ie the date of termination
of service which is complained of as retrenchment. After that date is ascertained. move backward to a period of 12
months just preceding the date of retrenchment and then ascertain whether within the period of 12 months, the
workman has rendered service for a period of 240 days. If these three facts are affirmatively answered in favor of the
workman pursuant to the deeming fiction enacted in clause (2)(a) it will have to be assumed that the workman is in
continuous service for a period of one year and he will satisfy the eligibility qualification enacted in Section 25-F"

In the case of Mohan Lal Vs. Management of BEL, Hon’ble Apex Court have held the principle that
how to calculate and determine the number of 240 days of continuous service of workman as required u/s 25F and
25B of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.” As per law laid down by the Apex Court, “continuous 240 days of service for
a period of one year should be counted backward and just preceding the relevant date being the date of
retrenchment.”

22. In view of the rival contentions made by both the parties we proceed to examine whether the service of the
workman was terminated in contravention of the provision of Sec.25F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. In this re
regard WW1 has stated in the chief examination that he has worked for 1200 days before termination and it has also
submitted that as per certificate issued by the Respondent i.e., Ex.W3 and W4 he has worked for 115 days from
1.7.1991 to 7.2.1992 and again for 200 days from 15.2.1992 to 23.9.1992 and again he has worked form 9.7.2001 for
115 days. WW1 cross examined by the Respondent’s counsel and in his cross examination witness states that he
was not sponsored by employment exchange and did not under go regular process of selection before engagement as
temporary messenger in the branch. He did not work continuously and he used to work depending upon the
availability of the work in the branch. Further, WW1 states that it is true that he did not work for 240 days in any
year in his entire service in the bank in any branch. Witness also states that he worked with Respondent bank from
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12.5.86 to 31.3.97 continuously but he could not complete 240 days of his service in a year but Branch Manager,
Cumbum branch, informed that 240 days in a calendar year can be considered for regularization. Accordingly, he
issued the certificate to that extent. Thus, from the statement of the witness WW!1 it is not proved that workman had
worked for 240 days continuously within 12 months preceding the date of his termination. Therefore, in the want of
proof condition precedent i.e., 240 days continuous service the protection under Section 25F from retrenchment is
not available to workman and he can not claim that his termination is in violation of Sec.25F since he failed to
discharge his initial burden of proof in this regard.

23. On the other hand, Respondent witness MW1 in his statement has categorically stated that the workman has
not completed the service of 240 days continuously in any year which has not been challenged by the workman in
the cross examination of the witness.  Further, the workman has filed document to fortify his claim of continuous
service for 240 days in the Respondent bank. Ex.W1 reveals that it is the representation moved by the workman to
Assistant General Manager, State Bank of India, therein he has mentioned that he has served for 69 days from 1.10.91
to 7.2.92 and from 15.2.92 to 23.9.9, total 200 days. Thus, he claimed that he has served for more than 240 days, but
the period of working days mentioned in the Section 101 of Evidence Act goes to show that he has done the service
in piece-meal manner and when the exigencies occurred in the Respondent bank. That can not be considered a
continuous service for 240 days as required u/s 25F and 25B of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. However, EX.W3 is
also a certificate issued by the Respondent bank regarding number of working days of the workman. It also shows
that the workman had worked for 115 days in different periods. Further rEx.W4 is also a certificate of temporary
service which goes to reveal that the workman had worked in total for 200 days and it also shows that he had worked
in different periods, in piece-meal manner that may also be termed as continuous service. Therefore, in view of the
evidence adduced by the workman to prove the plea of 240 days of continuous service is not proved by his own
evidence. Therefore, the workman failed to prove his termination from service in contravention of provision of
Sec.25F of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and consequently he is not entitled for reinstatement into service.

The Points No. | & Il answered accordingly.

24, Point No. Ill:- Point No.lll pertains to the question whether petitioner workman is entitled for
absorption/regularization in the employment of respondent bank on the post of messenger as per terms and conditions
under various settlements arrived at between the federation association of the workman and management of the bank.

25. In view of the terms and conditions arrived at between the federation of Employees and Bank management
in the year 1987, 1988, 1991 and 1996 we embark upon to consider the submission/plea made by the petitioner in
his claim petition. The learned council for petitioner would submit that as per terms and conditions of various
settlement dated 17" November 1987, settlement dated 16" July 1988, settlement dated 26™ April 1991, settlement
dated 9" January 1991, settlement dated 30" July 1996 arrived at between State Bank of India management and All
India State Bank of India Staff Federation, his name was included in the panel 1989 prepared for regularization in the
employment.  But, despite the vacancies lying in the various branches of respondent bank, he was not given
employment and his juniors were provided employment in preference to his candidature. Therefore, he submit for
direction to the respondent bank to appoint him as a regular employee in the bank on the basis that he has put in a
number of working days in the employment of respondent bank. The workman has placed reliance upon certain
decisions of apex court in support of his plea:-

a) State Bank of India vs N Sundar Mani 1976 AIR 1111; b) Kuldeep Singh vs G. M. Instrument Design
Development Facilities centre; Civil Appeal Date of Decision 3™ Dec 2010; ¢) K S Ravindran vs Branch Manager
New Delhi , Civil Appeal No. 4220 of 2015, Date of decision 6th May 2015; d) Tamil Nadu Terminated Full Time
Temporary LIC Employees Association vs Life Insurance Corporation of India Civil Appeal 6950 of 2009.

26. In order to appreciate the rival contention and evidence of both the parties in the present matter, it would be
apposite to mention provisions regarding terms and conditions for the recruitment and regularization of temporary
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and casual/daily wages workman under settlements dated 17.11.87, 16.7.1988, 27.10.1988, 9.1.1991 and 30.7.1996
arrived at between State Bank of India and Federation of State Bank of India Employees Association. It is admitted
fact by both the parties that the recruitment/regularization of the temporary workman and casual/daily wages workman
of the Respondent bank has to be regulated by the terms and conditions of these aforesaid settlement arrived at
between the parties and the same are binding upon both the parties.

Sec.18(1) of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 provides:-
“ Persons on whom settlements and awards are binding:-

(1) A settlement arrived at by agreement between the employer and workman otherwise than in the course of
conciliation proceeding shall be binding on the parties to the agreement.”

Respondent contended that under provision of Sec.18(1) of the ID Act, both parties are bound by the terms and
conditions enunciated in the settlement and since the Petitioner moved the application for regularization and attended
the interview in response to call letter issued under settlement. Now he can not back out from it and can not take
plea otherwise. | find force in the argument of Respondent.

In this regard, the reference of case law, wherein the Hon’ble Apex Court in the case of National
Engineer Industries Vs. State of Rajasthan, Civil Appeal N0.16832/1996 decided on 1.12.1999, three Judge
Bench of the Apex Court have held, “In Ram Pukar Singh and Ors. Vs. Heavy Engineering Corporation and Qrs.
[1994] 6 SCC 145 this Court said that a settlement arrived at between the management and the sole recognised union
of workmen under section 12(3) read with section 18 of the Act would be binding on all the workmen whether
members of the union or not.”

Similarly, in the present matter also Federation of Bank Employees and Bank management has signed the

settlements for regularization of temporary and casual employees, therefore, Petitioner workman can not seek any
claim outside the settlement.

217. In reply to the claim of the petitioner regarding regularization, the respondent contended that on 17%
November, 1987 an agreement was signed between the federation and management bank under section 2(P) read with
section 18(1) of the ID Act 1947 read with Rule 58 of Industrial Disputes (Central Rules 1957) and as per settlement
the temporary employees were categorized into 3 categories detailed as under:

i) Category 'A' : Those, who have completed 240 days of temporary service in calendar months or less after
01.07.1975.

ii) Category 'B": Those, who have completed 270 days aggregate temporary service in any continuous block of 36
calendar months after 01.07.1975.

iii) Category 'C": Those, who have completed a minimum of 30 days aggregate temporary service in any calendar year
after 01.07.1975 or minimum of 70 days aggregate temporary service in any continuous block of 36 calendar
months after 01.07.1975.

28. In the 1% settlement, it was agreed that the temporary employees as categorized above would be given a
chance for being considered for permanent appointment in the Bank's service against the vacancies which are likely to
arise during the period 1987 to 1991. On 16 July 1988, a further agreement was arrived at between the Federation
and the Bank where by it was agreed to substitute the period for consideration of vacancies as 1987 to 1992 in place
of 1987 to 1991 as contemplated under the settlement dated 17.11.1987.

29. Further, it is contended that on 27" October 1988 a further agreement was arrived at between the federation
and management bank, i.e., third settlement, class 1-A was incorporated according to which all persons who have
been engaged on casual basis to work in leave/casual vacancies of messengers, farrash, cash koolies, water boys,
sweepers etc., for any of the period mentioned in category A, B, C will be given a chance for being considered for
permanent appointment in the bank services against vacancies likely to arise from 1988 to 1992. The Government of
India wide its letter dated 16" August 1990 issued guidelines to all the Public Sector Banks with regards to
recruitment and absorptions of temporary employees in public sector banks. The set guidelines were issued to
implement on the lines of the approach paper on the issue provided by the committee constituted in this regard. The
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approach papers specified that the cases of the temporary employees who had put in not less than 240 days of the
temporary services in 12 consecutive months and who are entitled to benefit of section 25F of the ID Act may be
decided by entering into a settlement with the representative union. It was further directed that in respect of
temporary employees who had put in less than 240 days of service in 12 consecutive months a settlement could
be avoided and however if the management so desired they could enter into consolation settlement with the
representative union. It is contended that although the government guidelines envisaged for a settlement in respect of
the employees who had put in temporary services of 90 or more days after 1% January 1982, the bank by way of
further concession enter into settlement even in respect of those who had put in less than 90 days. As such the
question of violation doesn't arise in any case, those were only broad guidelines and not directives. Thus, the claim
raised by the disputants in this regard are untenable and devoid of merits. On 9" January 1991, 4" settlement was
entered into between the Staff Federation and Management and it was agreed to substitute the year 1992 with 1994 to
the first settlement dated 17" November 1987, regarding the cases of temporary employees and casual/ daily wagers
separately in the vacancies likely to arise upto 1994, 1995 and 1996 respectively. The separate panels were to be
prepared for temporary employees and casual employees for filling up the vacancies arising between 1988 to 1994 in
respect of temporary employees and in respect of casual daily wagers. In terms of settlement the management after
following the procedure laid down therein prepared the panel of qualified candidates of temporary employees denoted
as 1989 panel and also panel of casual/daily wagers denoted as 1992 panel for giving a chance for being considered
for permanent absorption. These panels were prepared zone wise separately for messengers and non messengers in
descending orders of temporary service put in by the candidates during the stipulated period i.e., 15t July 1975 to 31%
July 1988, for it is further contended that for implementation of bipartite settlement in respect of absorption of
temporary employees, Regional Labour Commissioner Central conducted conciliation proceedings and an agreement
was arrived at between the Federation and the Management and it was agreed that both the panels of temporary
employees and daily wagers/casual employees would be kept alive upto March 1997 and the vacancies as agreed to
under the afore set out settlement will be filled from the both the list concurrently. This agreement was signed by both
the parties on dated 9" June, 1995. It is submitted that in pursuance of conciliation proceedings a settlement was
arrived at and an agreement was signed between the Federation and Management Bank on 30" July 1996 under
section 2(p) read with section 18(1) of ID Rules 1957 which is binding on both the parties that is called 5th settlement.
As per 51" settlement it was agreed by Federation and Management Bank that both the panels of temporary employees
and daily wagers/casual employees will be kept alive upto March 1997 for filling the vacancies existing/arrived at as
on 31% December 1994 and thereafter the panel would lapse. It was also agreed that as leave reserved will be filled by
the end of 318 March 1997. Another memorandum of understanding dated 27" February 1997 was signed as per
agreement 403 messengerial vacancies were filled from 1989 panel of temporary employees after effecting conversion
from full time non messengerial staff in the usual manner. It is further contended that vacancies as agreed upon were
filled with eligible candidates in the panels and the petitioner herein has not put in more number of days than those
persons who have been absorbed. The petitioner who has put in aggregate temporary services of less than 240 days in
a continuous 12 months period during 1% July, 1975 to 31% July, 1988 had no right to seek a direction to consider his
candidature for absorption in the Management Bank under any rule/law except under the settlement entered into
thereon. It is further contended that the case of the petitioner has been considered under the settlement dated 17t
November, 1987, 16™ July, 1988, 27" October, 1988, 9" January, 1991 and 30" July, 1996. Having got his case
considered under the provisions and terms of aforesaid settlements all the provisions and terms of settlement are also
binding on petitioner. The Management Bank has not violated any of the provisions and terms of the settlement.
Petitioner didn't fall under the protected category of employees as provided for and contemplated under the ID Act.
He is entitled to rights and obligations regulated under such settlement and panel has been prepared in compliance
with terms agreed to under settlement. It is also contended that the aforesaid settlements being expressively time
bound and panels prepared in pursuance thereof having lapsed and ceased to exist as at the end of the designated
period viz., 31% March, 1997 and the remaining candidates on the panels including the applicant have no right or
claim of whatsoever nature as against the Bank as was agreed and undertaken under the settlement. It is further
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contended that if the petitioner didn't intend to accept the settlement he should've raised the objection before appearing
for interview and consequent empanelment. Having claimed the benefits accrued under settlement and the consequent
empanelment etc., the applicant is debarred and stopped from questioning the validity of settlement. As per settlement
dated 9™ January, 1991 vacancies arising upto December, 1994 will be filled from 1989 panel on the basis of
seniority and thereafter said panel is to be lapsed and the remaining candidates have no claims and similarly panel of
daily wagers enlisted under 1992 panel will be used for filling vacancies which may arise upto end of 1994,
Thereafter said panel also stand lapsed and remaining candidates waitlisted therein will have no claim of whatsoever
nature for being considered for absorption in the Bank. Therefore, it is contended that the panels were already lapsed
on 31 March, 1997 and since the vacancies were already filled up by absorbing the temporary attendants under daily
wages employees respectively in order of their seniority in the empanelment engaging there services doesn't arise. It is
submitted that the person who doesn't have the requisite number of days as per the agreement they can't be considered
for permanent absorption. In the advertisement itself it was made clear that candidate will be considered for
absorption in the vacancies that may arise upto 1992. The mere empanelment of the petitioner will not give any right
for absorption in favor of the petitioner and keeping alive the panel after 31 March, 1997 is contrary to the
settlement arrived between the State Bank of India Staff Federation and Management Bank. Hence, the said settlement
have force of law and are binding on parties. By virtue of being on panel, the settlements have been duly acted upon
by the applicants and consequently the present applicant is also bound by the terms of such settlements. Therefore
allegation made and the relief sought under this claim petition is only untenable, misconceived and devoid of merits.
Since the panels under the settlements were expressly made time bound, the last extension of the period expired on
31% March, 1997 in such circumstances those temporary employees who unfortunately couldn't be accommodated for
want of vacancies have no further rights to be considered for regularization under this settlement or otherwise.

30. Further, Respondent submitted that some writs were filed by certain temporary employees who were also
called for interview and empanelled. In Writ Petition N0.12964/94, the Hon'ble High Court went into the similar
contentions in detail and the learned Judge also referred to the settlements and subsequently held that the petitioners
therein were not entitled for any relief and the only relief they can claim is enforcement of settlements, if there is any
right flowing from it or it has been violated. The relevant operative portion of the said judgement is as follows:-

"It is needless to state that the settlement arrived at between the All India State Bank of India Staff
Federation which is the majority union and the bank management is binding on the petitioners also. It is not at all the
case of the petitioner that any of the terms of the settlement has been violated by the Bank's Management. If the
petitioner had worked in the Bank on Part-time basis before 31.5.94, that itself would not vest in his a right to claim
that his services should be regularised on permanent basis against a full time cadre post. The claim put forth by the
petitioner in the present petition is therefore misconceived and not tenable. However, it is open to the petitioner to
claim any right which flows from the settlement between the union and the Bank Management. As already pointed out
that it is not the grievance of the petitioner that some right which has flown from the settlement in favour of the
petitioner has been denied by the Bank Management. Therefore, |1 do not find any ground, let alone substantial
ground, to grant the kind of relief sought for by the petitioner. Writ Petition fails and is accordingly dismissed. No
costs".

In view of the above observation of Hon’ble High Court workman can claim his relief within the terms and
conditions of settlement. Learned counsel for workman would submit that as per the terms and conditions of
settlement arrived at between the Federation of Employees Association and Bank Management the workman was
issued call letter and in pursuance of that letter he appeared for interview and his name was included in the panel of
the employees for the post of messenger as a regular employee but he was not given appointment by the respondent.
It's also contended that the person junior to him has been given the appointment in preference to his candidature.

31. Workman submits that he was asked to attend the interview on 3" July, 1989 and his name was included in
the panel. It is further submitted that management terminated his services on 31t March, 1997 suddenly although
there was sufficient work with the respondent. He has also submitted that there are several vacancies in the
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respondent bank and he is willing to work in any capacity to eak out his livelihood and to help his poor family
members.

32. In order to prove his claim for regularization in the service of the Respondent bank the workman examined
himself as WW1. In chief examination he reiterated the averments made in claim petition and stated that he was
called for interview for the selection panel in the year 1989 and was selected but he was not issued with regularization
order. Further the witness states that he was selected in the second panel itself and management entered into various
settlements with Federation of employees on 17.11.87, 16.7.88, 27.10.88, 9.1.91 and 30.7.96. Further, he states that
agreement was revalidated for two years and it was promised to fill up the vacancies by 31.3.97. He also states that
the Zonal Manager at Tirupathi has called 1992 selected list and gave posting orders by designation General
Attendant and they were all his juniors. This witness was cross examined by the Respondent’s counsel and in cross
examination witness has stated, “7 was not sponsored by any employment exchange and did not undergo the regular
process of selection before my engagement as temporary messenger in the branch. | did not work continuously. |
used to work depending upon availability of work in the branch. 1 applied for appointment as Messenger, in response
to the advertisement issued by the bank and the union in the year 1989, I was called for interview and “mu name was
included in the panel of temporary messengers in the year 1989.” Further, witness states that, “panel was prepared
basing upon the number of days of service, put in by the temporary employees. Some of the temporary employees
whose names were included in the panel were given regular appointment in the bank in order of their seniority in the
panel.” Further stated that he is not aware of the settlement. The witness admitted that, “he is not having any
documents to show that any person who worked for less number of days than him was given appointment in
the bank. It is true that he is not having any document to show that any of his juniors is continuing in service
in the bank.” Thus, from the statement of the WW1 made in cross examination, he himself admitted that he has no
documentary evidence to show that any junior has been regularized in the service in preference to his candidature.
Further, he could not name even a single person junior to him who has been regularized in in violation of panel list in
the employment of Respondent bank. Thus, the allegation of the workman that the Respondent in violation of the
panel list has regularized his juniors and he has been denied is not proved by the evidence of WW1 himself. As per
rule of evidence, Sec.101 of the Indian Evidence Act initial burden of proof to prove the assertion or allegation of
the Petition lies upon the workman, but he failed to produce any oral or documentary evidence to discharge his
burden of proof and the plea taken by workman can not be said to be proved in such cases.

33. On the other hand, Respondent has refuted the allegation made by the workman that junior workman has
been regularized in the service in preference to his candidature by violating seniority. Therefore, in these
circumstances the workman has to prove by adducing the cogent and reliable evidence in this regard. But he could
not point out single instance in this respect. Hence, his submission in this regard not acceptable.

34. On the other hand, Respondent bank has submitted that the regularization was done as per the seniority of
the workmen in the empanelled list and no person has been given preference over the seniors or eligible persons. The
workman could not produce any evidence regarding malafide intention of the bank as he alleges.

35. The fact of the inclusion of the name of the workman in the panel list for regularization is admitted by both
the parties.  But the Petitioner alleges that the Respondent has retained his juniors in the employment and also
recruited some new workers without giving him opportunity on priority basis. Respondent refuted the allegations of
the workman in this regard. As per basic principle of burden of proof lies upon the person who asserts. Therefore,
the burden of proof under Sec.101 of Evidence Act, to prove this fact that the Respondent has retained junior to him in
the employment and did not provide any opportunity to the workman on priority basis, lies upon the workman. But
Petitioner workman failed to discharge his initial burden of proof, in this regard. Therefore, contention of the
workman is not acceptable since it being bare allegation without support of any evidence.

36. The Petitioner workman neither in his pleadings nor in his oral or documentary evidence has pointed out

any such instance of violation of the seniority of panel list. As regards the submission of the workman’s counsel that
all the records have been retained by the Respondent regarding preparation and selection of the panel list and
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Respondent deliberately did not produce it’s evidence. It will be pertinent to mention here that the industrial dispute
between the workman and Respondent bank arised in the year 1997 and almost 26 years has elapsed since then, but
the workman did not endeavour to procure panel list prepared by the Respondent bank wherein name of workman
was included. The burden of proof lies upon the workman to prove the violation of panel list in terms of seniority as
he alleges. The Respondent has specifiedly denied such violation of seniority in the panel list. Now onus of proof
shift upon the workman to prove the violation of the seniority in the list by evidence. But onus has not been
discharged by the workman in this regard. He might have procured such list at the initial stage of the industrial
dispute or even during the hearing proceeding either through RTI or through other legal mode, by asking to
Respondent for it. But, he himself did not took pain to obtain the documents pertaining to his claim of employment.
Now, at this stage after a long span of time of about 26 years he can not be permitted to blame the Respondent for it.
Moreover, it would be pertinent to mention here that Civil Appeal N0.6883-6884 of 2016, State Bank of India Vs
Chinnaponnu & Another, was filed by workman in the similar matter which was decided on 3.10.2019 wherein,
the question was of the jumbling up of list of employees who were temporary employees and casual labour /daily
wagers. In that case, the Hon’ble Apex Court has directed to the Respondent bank to file the panel list and in
compliance of that direction appellant bank filed the affidavit wherein it was categorically stated:

€)] Only temporary employees were absorbed who were wait listed pursuant to the first settlement of 1987 for
which advertisement was issued on 1%t August, 1988 and wait list published is in 1992 in accordance with
their seniority;

(b) The wait list will operate up-till 31% March, 1997 for vacancies as existed on 31t December, 1994;

(©) The wait list published in the year 1992 does not contain any name of any casual/daily wager but only of
temporary employees;

(d) In pursuance to the advertisement dated 1% May, 1991 the appellant - bank received applications from daily
wagers/casual employees but in view of the injunction order dated 28" May, 1991 no wait list of these daily
wagers/casual employees was prepared and

(e) That there was only one wait list of employees and no other wait list.

37. Thus, the affirmation made in affidavit by Respondent bank was accepted by the Hon’ble Apex Court.
Therefore, affidavit filed regarding panel list under the settlement, and the Respondent bank has affirmed that the
observation of the temporary employees was done in accordance with their seniority and there was no violation of
the seniority of the names mentioned in the panel list. Therefore, in the absence of any positive evidence, regarding
violation of seniority in the list, 1 am unable to accept the plea taken by workman in this regard.

38. The workman has relied upon the decision of the Hon’ble Apex Court in the case of State Bank of India
Vs. Shri N. Sundara Money, 1976 AIR 1111, therein Hon’ble Apex Court has dismissed the appeal filed by the
State Bank of India on the ground that the workman was terminated in violation of the provision of Sec.25F of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. But in the present matter the workman failed to satisfy the application of the provision
of condition precedent for retrenchment i.e., continuous service of 240 days in one calendar year from the date just
preceding from the date of termination as required u/s 25F and 25B of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Therefore,
workman finds no help from the above citations. Therefore, the allegation of the petitioner that he was not given any
employment due to malafide intention of respondent bank or there was violation of seniority in panel list is not
acceptable in the absence of any positive evidence on behalf of the workman..

39. The workman has referred number of decisions of Hon’ble Apex Court but these decisions pertain to relief
claimed under the provision of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, whereas in the present matter workman claims on the
basis of settlement and same is binding upon both the parties u/s 18(1) Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Hence, he
would not find help from these decisions.

40. Further, it is noteworthy here that as per settlements entered by the Federation of the Employees and Bank
Management the process was initiated for regularization of the temporary employees and casual workman and
interview was taken of all the temporary employees including the workman by the respondent and as per norms name
of the workman in order of seniority was enlisted and the petitioner in response to the interview letter appeared for
interview with all his relevant documents voluntarily then he is deemed to have seek his claim for regularization under
the terms and conditions of the said settlement and his name was included in the panel 1989 for regularization and the
regularization was done by the respondent management in order of seniority in the list. The life of said panel was to
be expired on 31t March 1997, and it was prepared only for the vacancies to be occurred upto 315t December 1994.
Since all the vacancies were duly filled as per terms and conditions of the settlement and the panelists exhausted with
the vacancies occurred upto 1994 and panel cease to take expire on 315 March 1997. Now, Petitioner can't claim his
entitlement for regularization on the basis of that panel as the panel list has already been expired and exhausted on 31%
March, 1997.
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41. The reference of the decision of the Apex Court in the case of State of UP vs Harish Chandra AIR 1996
SC 2173 is pertinent to mention here. In that case the question of law was involved whether High Court justified in
issuing a mandamus to the appellant to make recruitment of the respondents who were in the select list of the year
1987 even after the expiry of the said list, the list under the recruitment rules having the force only for a period of
1 year from the date of selection. Hon'ble Apex Court have held,

"Notwithstanding the aforesaid Statutory Rule and without applying the mind to the aforesaid Rule, the High
Court relying upon some earlier decisions of the Court came to hold that the list does not expire after a period of one
year which on the face of it is erroneous. Further question that arises in this context is whether the High Court was
justified in issuing the mandamus to the appellant to make recruitment of the Writ Petitioners. Under the Constitution
a mandamus can be issued by the Court when the applicant establishes that he has a legal right to the performance of
legal duty by the party against whom the mandamus is sought and said right was subsisting on the date of the petition.
The duty that may be enjoined by mandamus may be one imposed by the Constitution or a Statute or by Rules or
orders having the force of law. But no mandamus can be issued to direct the Government to refrain from enforcing the
provisions of law or to do something which in contrary to law. This being the position and in view of the Statutory rule
contained in Rule 26 of the Recruitment Rules we really fail to understand how the High Court could issue the
impugned direction to recruit the respondents who were included in the select list prepared on 4.4.87 and the list no
longer survived after one year and the rights, if any, of persons included in the list did not subsist."

In syndicate Bank and other Vs. Shankar Paul AIR 1997 SC 3091, it was held that, “Temporary were
made from the panel of eligible candidates prepared by calling nhames from employment exchange, the panel was
valid for only year. When the said employee claimed permanent absorption in service, the Apex Court has held that ,
whatever conditions regarding these empanelled candidates had they come an end on the expiry of one year.”

Similarly, in the present matter also the select list of the workman i.e., panel as agreed by settlement was to
be expired on 31 March, 1997.  Therefore, it cannot be further extended in any circumstances because the
respondent bank and the petitioner employee both are bound by the panel list and its expiry term as agreed under the
settlement.  Respondent contended that the panel 1989 was prepared for regularization and it exhausted on
31t March 1997 after filling the vacancies which occurred up to the 318 December 1994 and the candidates
empanelled in that list were given the regularization in order of seniority. The Petitioner could not prove contrary to
it.

42. Therefore, the claim of the workman for regularization in terms of settlement is unfounded and devoid of
merits as workman failed to prove his plea. Therefore, in view of the foregoing discussion | am of the considered
view that the petitioner workman failed to establish his claim for regularization as he alleged in his petition.

This point is answered accordingly.

43. Point No. IV :- In view of the findings given in Points No. I, Il & I1I, | am of the opinion that petitioner
workman is not entitled for any relief either for of reinstatement or regularization in the employment of respondent
and he is not entitled to any relief. His petition is unfounded, devoid of merits and liable to be dismissed.

RESULT

The action of the management of State Bank of India, Local Head office, Hyderabad in terminating the
services of Shri Sayyad Nazeer Ahammad, Temporary messenger by way of oral orders with effect from 31.3.1997 is
held justified. Hence, the workman is not entitled to any relief as prayed for, as such, the claim of the petitioner is
dismissed and hence, the petition is dismissed.

Award is passed accordingly. Transmit.

Typed to my dictation by Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant and corrected by me on this the 1% day of
June, 2023.

IRFAN QAMAR, Presiding Officer
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Appendix of evidence

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for the
Petitioner Respondent
WW1.: Sri Sayyad Nazeer Ahammad MWZ1: Sri Alluru Rama Rao

Documents marked for the Petitioner

Ex.W1: Photocopy of representation of WW1 dt.14.5.2003 for absorption

Ex.W2: Photocopy of letter dt. 26.5.2000 calling for particulars of the individuals
Ex.W3: Photocopy of service certificate of WW1 dt. 9.7.2001

Ex.W4; Photocopy of service certificate of WW1 dt. 2.7.2001

Ex.WS5: Photocopy of Transfer Certificate of school

Documents marked for the Respondent

Ex.M1: Photocopy of settlement between Respondent and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation
dt. 17.11.87

Ex.M2: Photocopy of settlement between Respondent and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation
dt. 16.7.88

Ex.M3: Photocopy of settlement between Respondent and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation
dt. 27.10.1988

Ex.M4: Photocopy of settlement between Respondent and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation
dt. 9.1.1991

Ex.M5: Photocopy of conciliation proceedings before the Regional Labour Commissioner(C) dt. 9.6.1995

Ex.M6: Photocopy of settlement between Respondent and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation
dt. 30.7.1996

Ex.M7: Photocopy of Memorandum of understanding dt. 27.1.1997

Ex.M8: Photocopy of statements giving the particulars of 1989 messenger panel.

Ex.M9: Photocopy of statement of 1989 NonOmessenger panel

Ex.M10: Photocopy of statement of 1992 panel

Ex.M11: Photocopy of order of Hon’ble High Court in WA No.86/98 dt. 1.5.98

Ex.M12: Photocopy of order in SLP No.11886-11888 of 1998 dated 10.8.98
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New Delhi, the 28th June, 2023

S.0. 1102.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref.131/2006) of the Cent. Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court
Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Development Credit
Bank Ltd. and their workmen.

[No. L-12012/13/2006- IR(B-1)]
SALONI, Dy. Director
ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT,
AHMEDABAD

Present: SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer, CGIT cum Labour Court, Ahmedabad,
Dated 5" April, 2023.
Reference: (CGITA) No.- 131/2006

The Assistant General Manager,

Development Credit Bank Ltd.,

204, Raheja Centre, Nariman Point,

Mumbai-400021. .... First Party
Vs

Shri H. N. Ahari, C/o. Gujarat Mazdoor Sabha,

104, Maharana Pratap Complex,

Nr. V. S. Hospital, Ellisbridge,

Ahmedabad (GUJARAT) .... Second Party
Advocate for the First Party employer : Shri K. V. Gadhia & Shri M. K. Patel
Advocate for the Second Party workman : None

AWARD

The Government of India/Ministry of Labour, New Delhi by reference adjudication Order No. L-12012/13/2006-
IR(B-1) dated 29.05.2006 referred the dispute for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum
Labour Court, Ahmedabad (Gujarat) in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule:

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of Development Credit Bank Ltd. By terminating
the service of Shri H. N. Ahari w.e.f. 06.08.2003 without conducting fair disciplinary
proceedings is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?”

1. The matter was taken up today. First Party employer is represented through Ld. Counsels Shri K. V. Gadhia
and Shri M. K. Patel. None responded for Second Party / Workmen’s union. The reference dates back to 29.05.2006.
Second Party workmen/union has not been turning up since 04.12.2018. The second party workmen/union was
afforded an opportunity on 06.09.2022 and last opportunity on 02.01.2023 to lead evidence. It appears that the Second
Party workman’s union is not interested to proceed further in the matter.

2. The Statement of claim filed by the workmen/union is not substantiated by any evidence, hence the reference
is disposed of with the observation that the action of the management of Development Credit Bank Ltd. by
terminating the service of Shri H. N. Ahari w.e.f. 06.08.2003 is legal and justified. The union/ workman is not
entitled for any relief.

Let two copies of the Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for the needful and for publication U/s 17(1)
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.

SUNIL KUMAR SINGH-I, Presiding Officer
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