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NOTICRE

A ford wex ® waww AW 19 fawae 1967 xe wwfnr fed w3 ——

The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extracrdinary were published up to the 19th Septem.
ber, 1967.

I;?Iue No. and Date Issued by Subject
0.

443 S. 0. 3303, dated 15th Ministry of Com- Further amendment to the Exports

September, 1964. merce, (Control) Order, 196z.
S.0. 3304, dated 15th Do. Further amendment to the Exports
September, 1967. (Control) Order, 1962.
444 O. 3308, dated 16th  Election Commis-  Amendments In notification N,
September, 1967. sion, India. 508/UP/67, dated 11th Janu-
ary, 1967.
445 S.0. 3306, dated 16th Central Board of Corrigendum to S. O. 2460, dated
September, 1967. Direct Taxes. 22nd July, 1967.
446 S. O. 3307, dated 16th  Ministry of Com-  ‘Quelity control and preship-
September, 1967. merce. ment inspection of solvent
extracted ollcakes,
447 S. O. 1308, dated 16th . Do. Direction that the order No. S. O.
September, 1987, 1k dated 13th April, 1966

shall continue to have effect
for a further period upto 1sth
October, 1967.
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Issue . No. and Date Issued by Subject
No.
443 8. 0. 3309, dated 18th Ministry of Home Extending upto the 3185t December,
September, 1967. ‘ Affairs. 1967, the period within which

the Commission of Inquiry
ahall make its report,

449 S. O, 3310, dated 19th Ministry of Infor-  Approval of the films as apccl-

Scptember, 1967. mation & Broad- fied therein.
casting

5. O. 3311, dated 19th - Do Approval of the film as speci-
September, 1967, fled therein.

£50 5. O. 3406, dated 15th Ministry of Indus- Rescission of  the Commercial
September, 1967, trial Developmentand  Vehicles  (Distribution and

Company Affalrs Sale) Control Order, 1963.

S. 0. 3407, dated 19th Do. The Scooters (Distribution and
September, 1967, Sale) Control (Amendment)

Order, 1967,

& folr wramaror aowwEt #r sfaat gwwa seaws, fafaer anga, fredt & 5@
Wmcﬁi‘mﬂwﬁlmwum%mqﬁnm*mﬂmwmﬂw
10 fa7 # A< o= o3 wifgg

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on
indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi, Indents should be
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten ciays of the date of issue of
these (lazettes.

vt oy 3-gamoy (D)
PART II—Section 3-—Sub-section (il)

(e Ao Y BIYWT) WITE T & garend Wi (AW fw Sme 6 eteny)
g sfirrcolt gror ot fey g fafor maw v wfvgea )

Statytory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the  Govern-
rwent of India fother than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central
Agythorities (other than the Adminis¢ration of Unlon Terrltories )

ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA
New Delhi, the 22nd September 1967

§.0. 3508.—In pursuance of sectlon 106 of the Representation of the People
Act, 1951, the Flection Comrmission hereby publishes the Order, pronounced on
the 3rd August 1967 by the High Court for the States of Punjab and Haryana at
Chandigerh in Election Petition No. 33 of 1867.

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
(Election Petition Side)
ErectioN PeritioNn No. 35 or 1987

Jagan Nath son of L. Mathura Dass, Advocate, Moga, District Ferozepore—
Petitioner.
‘ Versus
D u11.i Shrl Sohan Singh Basi, Member Parliament, 17-D Defence Colony. New
elhi.

2. Shrl Nirbhy Singh Dhillon 82, Jhoke Road, Ferozepore Cantt-—Respondents.



Sec. 3(fi)) THE GAZEITE OF INDIA: OCTOBER 7, 196/ASVINA 15, 1889 3701

Petition under Section 80 of the Representation uf People Act, 1951 calling .in
question the election of Shri Sohan Singh Basi respondent No. 1 elected from
the Ferozepore Parliamentary Constituency and praying that the election of the
returned candidate be declared void and the petitioner be declared to have been
duly elected as Member of the Lok Sabha from that constituency.

Dated the 3rd August, 1967
PRESENT:
The Hon’ble Mr. Justice A. N. Grover

For the Petitioner—Mr, J. N, Kaushal, Senior Advocate with Mr. M. R.
Agnihotri, Advocate.

For the Respondent—Mr. H. L. Sibal, Senior Advocate with M/s. B. S.
Dhillont and S. S. Bindra Advocates and also Mr. B. S. Bhant
Advocate. ‘

JUDGMENT

This is a petition of Shri Jagan Nath, Advocate of Moga, calling in question
the election of Shri Schant Singh Basi, respondent No. 1, who was declared
elected from the Ferozepore Parliamentary Constituency to the Lok Sabha. The
Petitioner and respondent No. 1 polled 149558 and 162198 votes respectively.
Originally two prayers were made in the petition. The first was that the election
of the returned candidate be declared void and the second was that the petitioner
be declared to have been duly elected as member of the Lok Sabha fromn that
constituency. During the trial of the petition the second prayer was given up.

The election of respondent No. 1 was attacked primarily on the following four
grounds:—

(1) The said respondent was not qualified for the membership of Lok Sabha

under section 4 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (herein-
after to be referred to as the Act) as he was not an elector in any
Parliamentary Constituency. He had filed a certified copy of the
entry in the electoral roll of the Parliamentary Constituency of
. Ludhiana but since he never resided in Jagraon (District Isudhiana)
nor did he own or possess any dwelling house there he was not entitl-
ed to be registered as an elector of Jagraon. Furthermore his perma-
nent residence was at New Delhi and at Assam. In addition, the
application form requesting for registration at Jagraon purported to
have been filed on 29th December 1966 whereas the name appeared
to be included in the roll on or before 24th December 1966, The
application was neither signed by respondent No, 1 nor contained
any mention of the date or place. Everything appeared to have been
done in a suspicious- manner with a fraudulent intention either by
taking into confidence the registering authorities or hoodwinking by
suppressing material facts with the connivance of one Shri Lachman
Singh, M.LL.A. of Jagraon.

(2) Respondent No. 1 was disqualified on the date of filing the nominatiog
papers as well as on the date of declaration of his result by reasons
of the provisions contained in Article 102 of the Constitution, read
with section 9-A of the Act. This was tecause of subsisting contracts
having been entered into bv him with the Central Government for
the supply of goods to or for the execution of certain works under-
taken by the Central Government, Respondent No. 1 was a Director
of Excavators (India) Private Ltd., New Delhi, which company had
at all material times subsisting contracts with the Director-General
of Supplies and Disgosals. Government of India.” New Delhi. These
contracts were for the supnly of T.orains Equipments which the com-
pany imported from Ohio (U.S.A.). Respondent No. 1 was also run-
ing his business in the name and style of Continental Construction
Company (Private) Lid., New Delhi, for which he was the Assistant
Managing Director. Besides, he was a Director of M/s. Bahri &
Company (P) Lid., Calcutta. Both these companies had subsisting
contracts for supply of goods to and for the execution- of works
undertaken by the Central Government.- There was a general alle-
gation that respondent No. 1 had various other subsisting contracts
for the supply of goods as well as the execution of works undertaken
by 4he Ceniral Government. -detailed -particulars of which were to
‘be submitted during the .course of .evidence.



3702 THE GAZETTE OF JNDIA: OCTOBER 7, 1967/ASVINA 15, 1889 . [Parr II—

3) Corrupt practices of bribery had been committed by respondent No. 1
himself or through his agents and with his consent of which instances
were given in sub-clauses (a) to (m) of clause (v) of paragraph 7
of the petition.

(4) Out of 11,149 votes which had been declared to be invalid, majority
of votes had been cast in favour of the petitioner. The Returning
Officer had illegally and with a mala fide motive rejecteg those votes
which had materially affected the result of the election so far as the
returned candidate was concerned. In the written statement filed
by respondent No. 1 a number of objections were raised and it was
inter alia pleaded that so far as the registration of respondent No. 1
as an elector was concerned. It was final for all purposes and this
Court had no jurisdiction to go into the matter at the state. It was
maintained that respondent No. 1 was properly enrolled at Jagraon
where he was ordinarily residing at the appropriate time. It was denied
that on the date the homination papers were filed or on the date of
scrutiny there subsisted any contracts between respondent No. 1 and
the Central Government of the nature alleged. It was admitted that
respondent No. 1 was a Director of Excavation (India) Private Ltd.,
New Delhi, which had entered into certain contracts with the Director-
General of Supplies and Disposals. The Central Government or any
other Government, however, had not contributed any share capital
to the aforesaid Private Company It was further admitted that res-
pondent No. 1 was a Director of Continental Construction Company
(Private) Ltd. as also of M/s. Bahri & Company (P) Ltd., Calcutta.
So far as the first company was concerned, it was stated that there
was no subsisting contract of the nature alleged. As regards the
second Company, it was admitted that certain contracls with the
Central Government for supply of goods were subsisting but it was
maintained that no disqualification was incurred on that ground. It
was repeated that the capital of the Private Limited Companies of which
respondent No. 1 was a Director had been subscribed to by Private
shareholders and the Government did not have any share capital in
them. The allegations regarding corrupt practices were firmly denied
and all the other material facts relating to those allegations were stated.
Apart from raising an objection in respect of want of particulars with
regard to the improperly rejected votes respondent No. 1 pleaded that
at the time when the votes were rejected objections were invited by
the Returning Officer and they were properly decided- Out of these
rejected votes, some had been cast in favour of the petitioner, scme
in favour of respondent No. 1 and some in favour of other candidates.
The petitioner never took any objection with regard to the rejection
of votes at any previous stage.

Respondent No., 1 entered appearance and filed his written statement om 15th
May 1967. Mr. A. S. Ambalvi appeared for respondent No. 2 and stated that his
clent was ill and, therefore, he had not heen able to file a written statement.
Certain preliminary issues were framed on that day and Mr. Ambalvi was given
time till the next date of hearing for filing the written statement. The ease was
fixed for azguments on the preliminary issues on 19th May 1967. On that date
no one appeared for respondent No. 2 nor was any written statement filed on his
behalf. Ex-parte proceedings were ordered to be taken in respeet of respondent
No. 2 Counsel for the petitioner and respondent No. 1 agreed that the preliminary

isues which had been framed did net arise in wview of the gecision of the Full

nch in Election Petition No. 15 of 1967 decided .on 17th May 1967 by which the
anestion whet any objections of the nature raised in .the petition to the enrol-
ment of respondent No. 1 as an .elector in the electoral rolls of fhe Ludhiana Parlia-
mentary Constituency could he raised stood cgnclzuded.

The following two issues were framed on the merits:—

1. Whether respondent No. 1 has committed the corrupt practices as detailed
in paragraph 7(v) (a) to (m) of the petition?

2. Whether respondent No. 1 has subsisting centracts with the Cenfral
Government for the supply of goods and execution of work under-
{aken by the Central Government? If so, what is its effect?,
Fhe petitioner produced 11 witnesges, apait from putting himselt in the witness-
box. Respondent No. 1 produced two witnesses and gave his own statement.
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propose to- dispose of issue No. 2 first because there 18 hardly any digpute
on Ilngte(iggl facts rerl’atmg to that issue. It stands admitted that respondeht No. 1
ic a Director of Excavators (India) Private Ltd., New Delhi, which hag certain
subsisting contracta with the Director-General of Supplies and Disposals, Govern-
ment of India, New Delhi. The Government had, however, made no contribution
to the sghare capital of the company. The position was similar with regard to M 's.
Bahri and Company (Frivate) Ltd., Calcutta.

Now, section 9-A of the Act provides fhat a person shall be disqualified if, and
for so fong as, there subsists a contract entered into by him in the course of
his trade or business with the appropriate Gevernment for the supply of goods
to, or for the execution of any works undertaken by, that Government. Sec-
tion 10 lays down that a person shall be disqualified if, and for so long as, he is
a managing -agent, manager or secretary of anf; company or corporation (other
than a co-operative society) in the capital of which the appropriate Government
had not less than 25 per cent, share. Before the Representation of the People
{Amendment) Act No. 58 of 1958, sectlon 7(d) was worded thus—

“7. A person shall be disgualified for being chosen az and for being, a
member of either House of Parliament or of the Legisiative Assem-
bly or Legislative Council of a State—

- » L] w » L

. . * . . .

(d) if, whether by himself or by any person or body of persons in trust
for him or for his benefilt or on his actount, he has any share or
interest in a contract for the supply of goods to, or for the execu-
tion of any works or the performance of any services undettaken
by, the appropriate Government,” '

After the amendment made by the Representation of the People (Amendment)
Act, 1858, clause (d) of seclion 7 was altered as follows:—

“If there gubsists a contracts entered into in the course of his trade or busi-
ness by him with the appropriate Government for the supply of goods
to or for the execulion of any works undertaken of that Government.”

Secfion 9~A wag introduced ?' the Representation of the People (Amendment)
Act No. 47 of 1966. The langdage of this provision however, was indentically the
same a8 it existed in clause (d) of section 7 after the amendment made in 1958,
Thus, the only provision relevant for this case relating to disgualification on
account of Government contracts etc, is to be found in section ¢-A. As has
been pointed out by Dixit C.J. delivering the judgment of the Division Bench in
Satye Prakush v. Bashir Ahmed Qureshi (A.LR. 1963 M.P. 316), after the amend-
ment of 1858 the language of section 7(d) showed that in order that a person
could be sald to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of
either House of Parliament or of the State Legislative, three conditions must be
satisfled. They are; first, that there must subsist a contract between the person
and the Government; secondly, that the contract must be one enteded into by
the person in the course of his trade or business; and, thirdly, that the confract
with the appropriate Government must be for the supply of goods or for the
execution of any works undertaken by that Government. The learned Chief
Justice, with respect, rightly pointed out— *

“A person having a mere beneficial interest in a contract entered into by
some other person or body is not disqualified under section 7(d),
The words ‘contract entered into in the course of his trade or busi-
ness by him’ occuring in clause (d) of sectlon 7 exclude *rom the pur-
view of that clause s person who has not directly by himself
enfered into a contract but who has indirectly any share or interest
fn any contract concluded by another person or body with the
Government. Thus the disqualification under section 7(d) dces not
atlach to the share-holder of a company which ‘has entered into A
contract with the Government.”

_Mr. J. N. Kaushal for the pctitioner has referred to the policy underlying the
original enactment relating to disqualificatlons as explained in Chatturbhuj
Vithaldas . Jasani v Moreshwar Parashram (ALR. 1954 S.C. 236 at P, 243): Rcfer-
ring to®ection 7(d) of the Act it was salq that the purpose was to malntain the
purity of the legislatures and to avoid a conflict between the duty and interest,
According to Mr. Kgushal, if the Directar of a Private Limited Company is actj-~
vely associated with the gﬂairs of the company and if he has been taking ‘g
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principal part as a “contract man” for the purposes of negotiation and finalisation
of contracts entered into with the Government on behalf of the compary, his
case would fall within the mischief of section 8-A of the Act. He says that the
spirit of and the policy underlying section 7(b), as it existed in the original Act,
should still be taken inte account while interpreting the languasge employed in
gsection 9-A. I regret, [ am unaple to construe that section in such a manner.
The words which have been employed are plain and there can be no doubt
about their grammatical meaning. The suggestion that a Director of a Private
company should for all practical purposes be identified with the company when
he 15 the real motivating force and represents the company actively while en-
tering into contracts and that this would be the only proper and just way of
looking at the matter cannot possibly be accepted. It has been made very clear
in The State of Rajasthan v. Mrs. Leele Jain (ALR. 1865 S.C. 1206) that unless
the words are unmeaning or absurd, it would not be in accord with any sound
prunciple of construction to refuse to give effect to its provisions or the very
elusive ground that to give them their ordinary meaning leads to consequences
which are not in accord with the notions of propriety or justice enlertained by
the Court, Now it has been provided by section 9-A that there should subsist
a contract which had been entered into by a person in the course of his trade
or business, In the present case the contracts were not entered into by respon-
dent No. 1 with the appropriate Government in the course of his trade or
pusiness. They were entered into by the two Private Companies in the course of
their trade or business. Respondent No. 1 i3 only a share-holder and an officer
of the company because he is a Director but Mr. Kaushal quite properly agrees
that the Company is a distinct jurisdical person. If that be so, how can i be zaid
that any contract hag been entered into by respondent No 1 in the course of hia
trade sor husiness which must have reference te any, such trade or business which
1s his individual concern . and not the concern of the Company.

Respondent No. 1 was cross-examined at length with regard to any part that
might have been played by him in bringing about the contracts. He stated that
Dry Dock tender for the work at Vishakhapatnam was tendered about a year
ago but it has not been finalised and it was in the name of Continentsl Cons-
truction Company (Private) Ltd. The tender was submitted by the Company
but he and Shri C. L. Verma were both pursuing the flnalisation of those econt-
racts. As regards the other contracts also he and Shri Verma only went when
any important rhatter had to be flnalizsed otherwise the resident engineers and
other staff pursued the matter. With regard to Excavators (India) Private
Ltd., respondent No. 1 stated that he had never negotiated or pursued any cont-
racts which might have been entered into by that company. There were &
number of contracts which M/s. Bahrl and Company (Private) Lid., had entered
mte with the Central Government but according to respondent No., 1, he had
not been negotiating those contracts. He further stated ilhat he only used to
look after the construction work. Thus there is even no evidence to substantiate
the contention of Mr. Kaushal that respondent No. 1 had taken such an active
part or interest in the negotiations of the contracts which had been entered into
by the two Privale Companies mentioned before with the Central Government
which could by any stretch of reasoning commended by him be brought within
the ambit of section %-A. I would accordingly decide issue No. 2 against the
petitioner and in favour of respondent No, 1.

On issue No. 1 Mr. J. N. Kaushal has confined himself only to some of the
instances of the corrupt practices alleged to have been committed by respondent
No. 1 which will be dealt with below. The first one on which he has addressed
arguments relates to the allegations made In sub-clauge (e) ol Paragraph 7(v)
of the petition. Il had been stated there that ‘Wasan Singh” son of Jiwan Singh
Mazhbl Singh of village Bahadurwala was promised at his village by Bagicha
Singh Rejiwala on 17th February 1967 that respondent N¢. 1 would pay a sum of
Rs. 200/~ to Wasan Singh for inducing the electors of his village to vote for
respondent No, 1. The amount was promised to be paid for the purchase
of utensils for the common purposes of Harijans, This had been done
with the consent of respondent No. 1. The only evidence led in support of this
allegation is the statement of Wasan Singh who appeared as P.W. 1. He stated
that Baglcha Singh of Rajlwala met him two days prior to the date of polling.
This Bagicha Singh was 3 representative of Bachan Singh of Village heru.
Bagicha Singh told him that a sum of Rs. 200 would be given for ®making
utensils ete., for the Harijans and that” we should vote in favour of the candidate
whose symbol was ‘“scales” (takriwala).” Thiz withess further stated that
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Bagicha Singh said that “we should vote for Bachan Singh of Dheruwal.” The
witness proceeded to say-—

“I cast ony one vote. I was told that I should vote for the persons whose
symbol was ‘scales’ and beyond that I did not realise whether the
votes were to be cast for the person for whom the first ballot-paper
was supplied.”

In cross-examination he admitted that the symbol of Bachan Singh, who was
a candidate for the Assembly constituency, was also “scales” and that he had
seen Bagicha Singh going about with Bachan Singh. In answer to a Court ques~
tion he said that he was never paid the amount mentioned above by any one. I am
unable to hold on the evidence of Wasan Singh that any corrupt practice of the
nature alleged had been committed. In section 123(1) “bribery” has been
defined to mean any gift, offer or promise by a candidate or his agent or by any
other person with the consent of a candidate or hiy election agent of any
gratification, to any person whomsoever, with the object, directly or indirectly
of inducing etec. There is neither any pleading in sub clause (¢) nor proof that
Bagicha Singh was an agent of respondent No. 1. It, therefore, became necessary
that the offer alleged to have been made of the sum of Rs. 200/- for inducing
the electors of village Bahadurwala to vote in favour of respondent No. 1 should
be proved to have been made by Bagicha Singh with the consent of the said
respondent or his election agent. The evidence of Wasan Singh does not estab-
lish, nor has any other evidence been produced to the effect, that Bagicha Singh
had made the offer with the consent of respondent No. 1. Moreover, all that
Wasan Singh’s evidence, even if believed, establishes is that Bagicha Singh said
that the witness as also the other villagers should vote for Bachan Singh of
Dheruwal and nothing was said about voting for respondent No. 1. It is signi-
ficant that Bagicha Singh had been summoned by the petitioner as a witness
and he was present in Court but he was given up which showed that Bagicha
Singh was not prepared to support the case of the petitioner.

In sub-clause (f) it was alleged that Sunder Singh son of Bhag Singh of
village Arifwala, Tehsil Ferozepore, was paid Rs. 50/- on 18th February, 1967 at
Arifwala by Fateh Singh and Jagga Singh agents of respondent No. 1 as reward
for inducing the Harijan electors of nearby villages to vote in favour of respon-
dent No. 1. An additional sum of Rs, 150/~ was also to be paid to the Harijan
for the Gurdwara of their village which sum was stated not to have been paid
so far. Sunder Singh (P. W. 4) was produced by the petitioner in support of
the above allegation. He stated that one Jagat Singh approached him and told
him to vote for Bassi (respondent No. 1). He offered Rs. 50/- and said that he
would give Rs. 150/~ later if he voted in favour of Bassi. A sum of Rs. 50/~ was
paid for repairs to the Gurdwara. The sum of Rs. 150/- which had been
promised, was never paid. He admitted that he was not a granthi of the
Gurdwara of Harijans nor was he a member of the Managing Committee of that
Gurdawara. There is actually no Gurdwara and only some walls upto a certain
height had been constructed. There were about 100 to 200 voters in the village
and the offer of Jagat Singh was made in the presence of other persons at the
gathering of the village at the crusher of the witness. Jagat Singh had approached
him with one or two other persons, one of whom was Fateh Singh. An assurance
was given by him alone to Jagat Singh that the votes of the villagers would
be given to Bassi. He admitted that there was a Panchayat in the village and
that the Panchayat was never told about this matter, nor was the petitioner told
about the payment of the aforesaid amount or the promised payment of the
balance amount of Rs. 150/-. It may be mentioned that the demeaneur of this wit-
ness was not impressive and during the cross-examination, as noted by me, he was
mostly in a peevish mood and was very reluctant to answer questions. I would
be most reluctant to rely on the evidence of this witness for Anding a charge
of bribery which has been alleged. Moreover, although in the petition it was
stated that Fateh Singh and Jagga Singh had met Sunder Singh and made the
offer but Sunder Singh in his evidence mentioned the name of Jagat Singh and
not Jagga Singh. Jagga Singh was produced as P.W. 10 but he did nect support
the case of the petition. Fateh Singh, who had been summoned as a witness by the
petitioner, was present but he was mot examined. Moreover, there is no material
on the record to show that Jagat Singh an agent of respondent No. 1. I am
therefore not at all satisfied that the allegations contained in sub-clause (f)
have been established. -

In Sub-clause (j) it had been stated that on 17th Februarv 1967 Surain Singh
son of Budh Singh, resident of Rajiwala was paid Rs. 20/- at Rajiwala by Bagicha
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Singh, the polling agent of respondent No. 1, for inducing electors of his village
to vote for respondent No. 1. An additional sum of Rs. 30/- wasg also promised
to be paid to Surain Singh. This was all done with the consent of respendent
No. 1 P.W. 38 Surain Singh was produced in support of this allcoaticr.. Acrording to
him, Bagicha Singh met him a couple of days before the date of pe..ii:y Popadd
him Rs. 20/- saying that he would pay him another sum of Rs. 30/- i:i"¢r the
polling had taken place. This payment was to be in consideration of Surain Singh
voting in favour of respondent No. 1. He further stated thai Bagicha Singh was
an agent of the party whose symbol was “scales” and that he was saying that
votes should be given in favour of candidates with that symbol. In cross-examina-
tion he stated that Bagicha Singh belonged to his village Rajiwala and he met when
no one was present. He further stated that Bagicha Singh had gone to all the
voters in the village and had offered them bribe for casting votes. The following
portion of his statement in cross-examination may be reproduced:

“It is because Bagicha Singh asked me to vote in favour of the candidates,
whose symbol was scales that I thought he was helping the candi-
dates who were contesting with that symbol. I had no other infor-
mation or knowledge of his association with the contestants * * »
* * * * ¥

Nobody approached me on behalf of the petitioner to give evidence ner
did I ever tell Shir Jagan Nath that any bribe had been offered tp
me EE

The criticism of this witness as pressed by Mr. Hira L.al Sibal for respondent
No. 1 is on similar lines as in respect of Wasan Singh (P.W. 1). Although. it
was alleged in sub-clause (j) that Bagicha Singh was a polling agent of respopd-
ent No. 1, no evidence was led on that point nor has any other proof been
adduced, The mere fact that Bagicha Singh canvassed for support in faveur
of candidates, whose symbol was ‘scales’ was not sufficient to establish {hat he
was acting with the consent of respondent No, 1. The other interesting feature
of the evidence of this witness is that according to him he never informed Shri
Jagan Nath or anyone else that any such offer of bribe had been made to him,
This aspect becomes material because unless he had given some information to
the petitioner or to any one else who could have conveyed the same to him, how
could the petitioner know that such an offer had been made to him and cite him
as a witness. According to the statement of the petitioner (P.W. 12), his clerk
Durga Dass had collected all the information relating to the various corrupt prac-
tices alleged to have been committed by respocndent No. 1 Durga Dass was
however, never produced as a witness. It is difficult, therefore, to find on the
evidence of PW. 3 Surain Singh or that of the petitioner that the allegations
contained in sub-clause (j) have been proved. ’

In Sub-clause (k) of paragraph 7(v), it has been allaged that on 17th February
1967 Fauja Singh son ofLakha Singh of village Bahadurwala was paid Rs, 50/-
at Bahadurwala by Bagicha Singh, the polling agent of respondent No. 1, with
a further promise to pay Rs. 50/- more for inducing the electors of his village
to vote in favour of respondent No. 1. Fauja Singh (P.W, 2) wag produced to
establish the charge laid in this sub-clause. He stated that two days prior to the
date of the elections Bagicha Singh, who was a representative of respondent No.
1, came to him and paid a sum of Rs. 50/- and further promised to give him
Rs. 50/- more which, however, were never paid. This was done under an arrange-
ment by which the votes were to be cast in favour of respondent No. 1. He
admitted in cross-examination that except for the fact that Bagicha Singh said
that he was representing Sohan Singh Bassi he had no knowledge that Bagicha
Singh had come to him on behalf of respondent No. 1. According to this witness,
Bagicha Singh told him that votes should be cast for Shri Gurbachan Singh
(Bachan Singh) who was a candidate for the Assembly Constituency also
Bagicha Singh, came a couple of times previously in connection with
support for Girdhara Singh, the Congress candidate, because he wanted to cast
votes only for those persons who gave money. He. however, did not demand
any money from any other candidate nor did any other candidate offer anv. The
evidence of Fauja Singh, even if accepted, cannot possibly establish that Bagicha
Singh had made the pavment of the amount question to him and agreed to
pav another sum of Rs. 50/- with the consent of respondent No. 1. Even in the
petition in sub-clause (k) no such consent is alleged. As has been mentioned
earlier, Bagicha Singh was described as a po'ling agent in the sub-clause. There
is absolutely no proof nor any material which may show that Bagicha Singh
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wag a polling agent of respondent No. 1. As has been previously observed,
Bagicha Singh was summoned as a witness and although he was present in Court,
he wag given up and not examined. It is not possible to find on the statement

of Fauja Singh that a corrupt praoctice of the nature alleged was committed by
regpondent No, 1.

It may be mentioned that with regard to all the instances of corrupt practices
which have been discussed above, Bagicha Singh was not been proved by any cog-
ent evidence or material to have been acted as an agent in connection with the elec-
tion with the. consent of the eandidate within the meaning of Explanation apper-
ing in the end of section 123 of the Act, nor was any such contention advanced.

No other point was pressed on behalf of the petitioner. As both the issues
have been found against the petitioner and in favour of respondent No. 1, the
getition is dismissed with costs, which are assessed at Rs, 1308/65 (inclusive of

ounsel’'s fees fixed at Rs. 1000/-) payable to respondent No. (1) only.

3rd August, 1967,

(8d.) A. N. GROVER,
Judge,

[No. 82/PB/36/67.1
Newy Deili, the 26th September 1967

8.0. 3509 —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13-A
of the Representation of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 1850), the Electlon Comfnission,
in consultation with the Government of Punjab hereby nominates Shri H B. Lal,
8s the Chlef Electoral Officer for the State of Punj)ab for the geriod from 30th
March, 1867 ta 1st September; 1987 vice Shrli A, N, Kashyap,L.A.5.

[No. 154/11/67 ]

8.0. 3510 —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section
13-A of the.Representation of the People Act, 1050 (43 of 1950), the Election Com-
misslon in consultation with the Government of Punjab hereby nominates Shri A,
N. Kaghyap, as the Chief Electoral Officer for the State of Punjab with effect from
1st September, 1967 and untill further orders vice Shri H. B. Lal.

[No- 154/11/67.]

ORDERS
New Delhi, the 8th September 1967

8.0. 3511 —Whereas the Election Commission is gatisfled that Shri Ram Nirkshan
Sinha of Villafe and P.O. Samarthg via Dalsing Sarai, Distriet Daltanganj, a
contesting candidate for election to the House of the People from Begusarat
Constituency, hag failed to lodge an account of hig election expenses in the manner

raguired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made
thereunder;

And whereas, after considering the representation made by the gaid candidate,

the Election Coimmission is-further satisfled that he has no good reason or justifl-
cation for the failure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the zald Shri Ram Nirkshan Singh to be disqualified
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or

of the ILegislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of
ithree years from the date of this order.

[No. BR-HP/32/67/(16)-]

New Delhi, the 18th September 1967

8.0. 3512.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shrl Krishna Deo
Singh of village Mehda, P.O. Kara, District Gaya (Bihar), a contesting candidate
for election to the House of the People from Aurangabad Constituency, has failed

to lodge an account of his electionh expenses within the time and in the manner

requiired by the Representation of the People Aet, 1951, and the Rules made
thereunder;
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And whereas, after consldering the representation made by the sald eandidate,
the Election Commission is further satisfled that he has no good reason or justifi-
cation for the faflure;

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election
Commissicn hereby declares the said Shri Krishna Deoc Singh to be disgualified
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parllament or
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three
yvears from the date of thig order.

[No. BR-HP/40/67(10).]

8.0. 3513.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisled that Shri Khairat
Ahmad Kirdar of village Jhikatia Saliasa, P.O. Kothi Bikopur, District Gaya, a
contesting candidate for election to the House of the People from Aurangabad
Constituency, has falled fo lodge an account of his election expenses within the
time and in the manner required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951,
and the Rules made thereunder; )

And whereas the sald candidate, even after due notice has not given any
reason or explanation for the failure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Khairat Ahmad Kirdar to be disqualified
for belng chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or
of the Legislative Assembly or Legiglative Council of a $tate for a period off
three years from the date of thig order. '

* [No. BR-HP/40/67(11).)

§.0. 3514 —Whereas the Election Comimission is satisfled that Shrl Ram Den{
Singh of village Dhawai, P.O. Madanpur, District GaKa (Bihar), a contesting can-
didate for election to the House of the People from Aurangabad Constituency, has
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses within the {ime and in the man-
ner required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made
thereunder;

And whereas, after considering the representation ﬁmde by the sald candidate,
the Flection Commission g further satfsfied that he has no good reason or justifi-

cation for the fallure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act. the Election
Commission hereby declares the sald Shyl Ram Deni Singh to be disquallfied for
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years

from the date of this order.
[No. BR-HP/40/67(12).]

New Delhi, the 20th September 1967

8.0. 3515.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Rameshwar
Dayal of Village Jota, P.O. Sewatar, District Gaya (Bthar), a contesting candidate
for elaction to the House of the People from Nawada Constituency. has failed to
loklge an account of his election expenses within the time and in the manner
required by the Representatlon of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made
thereunder;

And wherens, the said candidate, even after due notice has not given any reason

or explanation for the fallure:
Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A  of the sald Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the sald Shrl Rameshwar Dayal to be disqualified for
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the
Legislative Assembliy or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years
S

from the date of this order.
[No. BR-HP/42/67(13)-]

8.0. 8516. —Whereas the Flectlon Commission is satlsfled that Shri Khedu Prasad
Poddar a contesting candidate for election to the House of the People from
Mahasamund Constltuency, has falled to lodge an account of his election expenses
within the time and in the manner as required by the Representation of the
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder;



' Szc, 8()). THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: OCTOBER Y, I9%J/ASVINA 15, 1889 3700,

e

And, whereas the sald candidate, even after due notice has not given any
reason or explanation for the failure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the sald Act, the Election:
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Khedu Prasad Poddar ot be disqualified’
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Councll of a State for a period of
three years Irom the date of this order.

[No. MP-HF/14/67.1
New, Delhi, the 21st September 1967

8.0, 3517,—Whereas Shri Goutamanand a contesting candidate for elecflon to
the House of the People from the Durg Consatituency, falled to lodge any account.
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951,
and the Rules made thereunder, and was given due notice of such failure;

And, whereas the Election Commission Is datisfled that the account since lodgzed
by him has also not been lodged In the manner prescribed in the sald Act and
Rules, and he has not furnished any good reason or justification for the failure;,

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the sald Act, the Election-
Commisslcn hereby declares the sald Shrl Goutamanand to be disqualiﬁed for:
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Councll of a State for a period of three:
years from the date of this order.

[No. MP-HP/18/67-].

8.0. 3318.—Whereas Shri Onkar Singh a contesting candidate for election io
the House of the People from the Shahdol Constituency, falled to lodge sny
account of his electlon expenses as required by the Representation of the People
Act, 1851, and the Rules made thereunder, and was given due notice of such.
fallure; .

And, wwhereas, the Election Commission is satisfed that the account since-
lodged by him has also not been lodged in the manner prescribeq in the said Act

ang Rules. and he has not furnished any good reason or justification for the-
failure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Comymisslon hereby declares the sald Shri Onkar Singh to be disqualified for
belng chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of

the gislature Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three-
years from the date of this order.

[No. MP-HP/8/67(1).]

8.0, 3519.-~Whereas Shri Sampat Singh a contesting candidate for election to
the House of the People from the Shahdol Conktituency, failed to lodge any
account of his election expenses as requireq by the Representation of the People

f\c_lt, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder, and was given due notice of such
ailure;

And, whereas the Election Commission is gatisfled that the account since

lodged by him has also not been lodged in the manner prescribed In the said

f\cﬁc and Rules, and he has not furnished any good reason or justification for the
ailure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the sald Shri Sampat Singh to be disqualified for
bemi chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of

e

the glelative Assembly or Leglslatlve Council of a State for a period of three
yvears from the date of this order.

(No MP-HP/8/67(2).1

5.0, 8520.—Whereas Shri Banshrup Singh a contestin candidate f lection-
to the House of the People from the Surgu & ar e an

2 _ a Constituency, falled lodge an
account of his election expenses as required 4 otfo the ge 4

y the Representation ople
?aci'lt 1951, and the Rules made thereunder, and was glven due notice of such
ure; ‘
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And- whereas, ‘the Election Cammission is satisfied that the actount since
lodged by him has algo not been lodgad In the munner prescribed in the said
?Ct and Rules, and he haa not furnisdhed any good réason pr justification for the
uilure; .

Now, therefore, In pursusnce of section 10-A of the sald Act, the Election
Commission hereby declareg the smid Shri Banshrup Singh to be alsqualified for
heing chosen as, and for being, & member of either House of Parliament or of
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three
years from the date of this order.

[No. MP-HP/10/87(1).]

8.0. 3521 —~Whereas the Election Commission iz gatisfled that Shri Chakradharf
Singh a contesting candldate for election to the House of the People from Surguja
Constituency, has falled to lodge an account of his electlon expenses within the.
time and in the manner as required by the Representation of the People Act,
1951, and the Rules made thereunder;

- And wheress, the said candidate, even after due notice has not given any
reason or explangtion for the failure,

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the said 8hri Chakradharl Singh to be disqualified
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or
of the Legislative Asaembly or Leglslative Council of a State for a period of
three years from the gate of this order.

[No. MP-HP/10/67(2) ]
New Delhi, the 22nd September 1967

8.0.. 3522.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfled that Shri Mani Raj
Singh a contesting candidate for election to the House of the People from Rewa
Constituency, hags failed to lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner
{'ﬁ(’;uirec(li by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules mude

ereunder; :

And, whereas the sald candidate, even after, due notice has not glven any
reason or explanation for the fallure;

Now, therefore, in purguance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commiseion hereby declares the said Shri Mani Raj Singh to be disqualified for
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of
the Leglslative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a perlod of three
years from the date of this order. ' !

[No. MP-HP/7/67(1).]

8.0, 3523.—Whereas the Election Commission is gatisfled that Shri Ram Jiyawan
a contesting candidate for election to the House of the People from Rewa Consti-
tuency, has fajled to lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner re-
quiired by the Representation of the People Act, 195] and the Rules made there-
unider. ‘

And, whereas the sald candidate, even after due notlce has not given any
renson or explanation for the failure:

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the sald Shri Ram Jiyawan to be disqualified for
belng chosen as. and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a perlod of ihree
Years from the date of this order. Co

[No. MP-HP/'?/B’Z‘(SI)‘]

New Delhi, the 23rd September 1067

8.0. 3524.-—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfled that Shri Wani Wilas
Shastri a contesting candidate for election to the House of the People, from
Rajnandgnon Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of hig election expenses
?g required by the Representation of the Pecdple Act, 1951. and the Rules made

ereunder;

And whereas the sald candidate, even affer due notice has not glven any reason
or-explanatlon for the failure; )
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of ke said Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Wanl Wilas Shastrl to be disqualified
for belng chesen as, and for being, a _member of .either House of Parllament or
of the Legislative Assembly or egislatlve Council of a State for period of
three yeats from the date of this order.

. [No. MP-HF/18/67.1.

8.0, 3525.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Dukhram
a contesting ‘candidate for election to the House .of the People from Raigarh
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required
by' the Representation of the Pedple Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder;

And whereas the sald candidate, even after due notice has not given any reason
or explanation for the failure,

Now, therefore, in.pursuance cf section 10-A of the said Act, the Flection
Commission hereby declares the sald Shri Dukhram to be disqualified for being
chosen as, .and for being, a member of elther House of Parliament or of the
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years

from the date of this order.
[No MP-HP/11/87(1).]

8.0, 3526.—Whereag Shri Nakul 8Singh a contesting candidate for election to
the House of the People from the Raigarh Constituency, failed to lodge any account
of bhis eleotion expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act,
1951, and the Rules made thereunder, and was given due notice of such failure:

And whereas the Electlon Commission is satisfied that the account since 1&dged
by him has also not been lodged Iin the manner prescribed In the said Act snd
Rules, and he has not furnished gny good reason or justification for the failure;

Now. therefore, In pursuance of section 10-A of the sald Act, the Electicn
Commission hereby declares the gsaid Shrl Nakul Singh to be disqualified for
being chasen as, and for being, a. member of either House of Parliament orn of’
the Legislative Assembly or Iegislatlve Council of g State for a peridd of three-
ryaars from the date of this order.

[No. MP-HF/11/87(2).]

New Delhi, the 2bth September 1967

8.0, 3827.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfled that Shri Mugdasani
Venkata Narsimha Reddy of Magilipak Village, a contesting candidate for election
to the House of the People from 40-Nalgonda Constituency, has failed to lodee
an account of hils election expenses as reguired by the Representation of the People
Act. 1951, and the Rules made thereunder;

And wherene the said candidate, even gafter due notice, has not given any
reason or explanation for the failure;

Wow, therefore, In pursuance of section 10-A of the sald Act, the Election
Commission hereby declares the sald Shrl Mugdagani Venkata Narsimha Reddy
to be disqualified for being chosen, as and fdr belng, a member of elther House
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Councll of a State
for a period of three years from the date of this order.

[No. AP-HF/40/67.1

8.0, 3528 Whereas the Election Commission is satisfled that Shrl Ramprasad
Pathak a ontesting candidste for election to the House of the People from
Balaghat Constituency has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses
in the manner as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1851, and the
Rules made thereunder;

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice hag not given smy reason
or explanation for the failure;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the FElection
Commigsion hereby declares the sald Shri Ramprasad Pathak to .be disqualified
tor being chogen as, and for being, a member of elther Hause of Parlisment or
of the Loglslattve Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for g perlod of
thrae vears from the dete of thls order.

[No. MP-HP/20/67.1
By Order,
K. 8. RATAGOPALAN, Secy.
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

‘New Delhi, the 25th September 1067 '

8.0. 3620.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso ot article 308 of
the Constitution, the President makes the following rules to amend the “Tripura
‘Employees (Revision of Pay and Allowances) Amendment Rules, 1087," namely,

2. These rules may be called “Tripura Employees (Revision of Pay and Allow-
:@ances) Amendment Rules, 1987, ¥ y ow

3. Rule 1(2) of the Tripura Employees (Revislon of Pay and Allowances)
Amendment Rules, 1987, shall be substituted as under

“These shall be deemed to have come Into effect from the 1st April, 1981",

[No. ¥, 2/35/63- (MT)HMT.]
V. P. MALHOTRA, Dy. Secy.

New Delhi, the 20th September 10867

8.0. 3530.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 of
the Congtltution, read with rule 33 of the Central Civil Services (Classification,
‘Control and Appeal) Rules, 1085, the President hereby makes the following rules

further to amend the Central Civil Services (Classiflcation, Control and Appeal)
Rules, 1965, namely:—

1. These rules may be called the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control
.and Appeal) Fourth Amendment Rules, 1967.

2. In the Schedule to the Central Civil Services (Classification, Controel and
Appeal) Rules, 1957, which is deemed to be the Schedule to the Central Civil
‘Services (Clagsification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1085, by virtue of rule 33
-thereof, in Part IT, “Central Civil Services, Class II,” against the entry in cqlumn
1 relating to “Posts in Unlon Territories”, the following shall respectively be
-inserted In columns 3 and 4, namely: —

3 4

“In the Union terrifory of
Himachal Pradesh—
Head of the Department, 1) to (v)”

[No, 7/8/67-EST5.(A).]
P. 8. VENKATESWARAN, Under Secy.

v

New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

8.0. 3581.—Whereas the Central Government is satisfled that it is necegsary to
4sgue the following notification in the public interest. :

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (5) of sec-
tlon 8 of the Central Sales Tax Act, 1956 (74 of 1956), the Central Government
hereby directs that nb tax under this Act ghall _with effect from the .15t of
Qctober 1968, be payable by any dealer having his place of business in the
Union territory of Delhi, or the Union territory of Himachal Pradesh, or the
Union territory of Manipur, in respect of the sale by him from any such place of
business of any goods to the Bihar Relief Committee, or to the Manav Rahat
Mandal, Patna, in the course of Inter-State trade or commerce subject to the
«ondition that the Bihar Rellef Committee or the Manav Rahat Mandal, Patna,
furnishes a certiflcate In the Form appended hereto that the sald goods have
Teen purchased by It for use in connectlpn with the draught relief programmes in
the State of Bihar. ‘
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Form of Certiflcate
Certifled that the goods specified in the voucher(s) Bill No. /cash memo (8)

mentioned below were purchased by the Bihar Relief Committee/Manav Rahat
Mandal for use in connection with the draught relief programmes in the State of

Bihar.

Sl No, Registraton Voucher/ Date Amount
No. of the Bill No./
dealer Cash Memo.
Signature
Date —. Desgignatlon

[No. F. 16/21/67-UTL.]
P. N. VASUDEVAN, Dy. Secy.

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES
EsTatE Dury
New Delhi, the 19th September 1967

8.0, 3532.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of section
4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953) and in partial modification of the notifl-
cation No, 6/F.No.1/9/67-ED. dated the 28th April, 1887 published 53 8.0, 1660 in
Part II, Section 3(li) of the Gazeite of India dated the 13th May, 1967, the Central
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that Shri N. K. Ganguly, an Assistant Com-
missioner of Income-tax, appointed to be an Appellate Controller of Estate Duty
by the notiflcation of the (zovernment of India, Ministry of Finance (Department
of Revenue & Insurance) No. 18/F.No.1/9/67-E.D. dated the 19th September, 1967,
alga]l perform the functions of an Appellate Controller of Estate Duty in respect
Ol-—
(a) the estates of deceased persons assessed to estate duty on or after the
1at July, 1960, by an Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, and -
(b) the estates of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lies under
gection 62 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953, against an order passed on
or after the 1st July, 1960, by an Assistant Controller of Estate Duty,

where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate
Duty Act, 1953, made such assessments or passed such orders—
(1)in any area comprised within the jurisdictions of the Commissioners of
Income-tax mentioned below:—
Commissioner of Incomeé-tax, West Bengal-I,
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-II,
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-ITI,
Commissioner of Income-tax, Assam, Nagaland, Tripura and Manipur,
. and |
Commissioner of Income-~tax, Bihar & Orissa;
(ii) in respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who were
being assed to income-tax in the jurisdiction of the Commissioner
of Income-Tax (Central), Calcutta,

2. This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the forenoon
of the 26th day of June, 1967.
[No. 18/1/9/87-E.D.}1
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_ 8.0. 3533.—In exercise of the onwers conferred by sub-section (2A) of sec-
tion 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1853) and in partial modification of its
notification No. 19/F. No. 1/8/67-E.D., dated the 18th Eﬁaatember,'lm, the Cen-
tral Board .of Direct Taxes hereby directs that Shri T. K. Sourirajan, an Assist-
ant Commissioner of Income-tax, appointed to be an Appellate Controller of
Estate Duty by the notification of the Government of India, Ministry of Finance
(Department of Revenue & Insurance) No. 20/F. No. 1/9/687-ED,, dated the 1Bth

September, 1967, shall perform the functions of an Appellate Controller of Pstate
Duty in respect of—

() the estates of deceased persons assessed io estate duty on or after the
1st July, 1960, by an Assistant Controller df Estate Duty, and

(b) the estates of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lles
under section 82 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953, against an order passed

]t:)}ntor after the 1st July, 1960, by an Assistant Controller .of Estate
uLy,

+

where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate
Duty Act, 1953, made such assessments or passed orders—

(i) in any area comprised within the jurisdictions of the Commissioners of’
Income-tax mentioned below:— a
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-I,
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-II,
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-III,
® Commissioner of Income-tax, Assam, Nagaland, Tripura and Manipur, and
Commizgsioner of Income-tex, Bihar and Orissa;

(ii) in respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who were belng

assessed to income-tax in the jurisfiction of the Commigssioner of Income-tax
(Central), Calcutta,

/

2. This notificatlon shall be deemed to have come inte forve om the afternoon
«of the 16th day of August, 1967.

No. 21/F. Neo, 1/8/67-E.D.}
G. R. HEGDE, Secy.

INCOME-TAX
New Delhi, the 22nd Septemnber 1967

8.0. 8584.—In exercise of the powers conferred b mb-inction {1) of Sec-
tion 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and all other powers enabling’
it in that behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby muakes the to]lowmg
further amendments in the Schedule appended to its Notification No. b2, date
7th July, 1967

1. Against “A”-Range, Nagpur under Column (2) the following shall be
added:—

(22) City Circle, Nagpur. ,
II. Against “B”-Range, Jabalpur under Coluzen (2) the followring shall be

added -

(12) H-Ward, Jabslpur.
This notification shall take effect from 25th September, 1967.
Explunatory Note

The amendments have become necessary on acéount of the creation of New
Circle/Ward in the Commissioner’s charge

(The above note does not form a part of the Notification, but is intended to
be merely clarificatory). ‘ - ‘

[No. 105 (F. No. 50/20/67-ITJ.J
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New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

8.0, 3535.—In exercize of the powera conferred by sub-section (1) of section
122 of the Incometax Aect, 1081 (43 of 1861) end of all other powers enabling it
in that behalf and in supersession of all the previous notifications in this regard,
the Central Board of ect Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant
Commissionerg of Incomatax of the Ranges gpecifled in column (1) of the Schedule
below, shall perform thelr functions in respect of all persons and Incomes assess-
ed to incometax or Super-tax in the Incometax Circles, Wardy and Districts
specifled in the corresponding entry in column 2 thereof:—

SCHEDULE

Rangel Incometax Circles, Wards and Districts.
o S

A-Range, Hyderabad

. Ward I-A of Hyderabad Circle.
Ward I-B of Hyderabad Circle,
Ward I-C of Hyderrabad Circle.

. Ward I-D of ]gyderabad Circle.
Ward I-B of Hyderabad Circle.

. Circle I, Hyderabad.

A-Ward, derabad.

ILT.-cum-W.T, Circle I, Hyderabad.
. Nandyal.

. Warangal.

Ward II-A of Hyderabad Circle,
Ward II-B of Hyderabad Circle.

. Ward II-BB of Hyderabad Circle.
Ward II-C of Hyderabad Circle.
Ward II-D of Hyderabad Circle.

. Ward II-DD of Hyderabad Clircle.

. Ward II-E of Hﬁierabad Circle,

., Ward TI-EE of Hyderabad Circle,

. Circle 1I, Hydergbad. .

10. B-Ward, Hyderabad,

11. LT.~-cum-W.T, Circle, I Hyderabad.
12. Survey Cirecle, Hyderabad,

13. Spl. Survey Circle I Hﬁrderabad.

14. Spl. Survey Circle u derabad,
15. Survey Circle I, H derabad.

16. Survey Circle II, Hyderabad.

17. Spl. Survey Circle (0Old) Hyderabad.
18. Salary Circle, Hyderabad,

19. Sangareddy.

20. Kothagudem,

. Ward III-A of Secunderabad Circle,
. Ward III-B of Secunderabad Circle.

. Ward III-C of SBecunderabad Circle,

. Ward HI-D of Secunderabad Circle.
Ward III-E of Secunderabad Circle.
Cirete III. Hyderabad.

C-Ward, Hyderabad,

1T.-cum-W.T, Circle III, Hyderabad,
Kurnool.

Mahaboobnagar.

Company Ward of Secunderabad Circle.
Company Circle, Hyderabad.

. Company Circle (Old), Hyderabad.
. Recovery Clircle, Hyderabad.
Nizamabad.

Nirmal.

Project Circle, Hyderabad,

M.P.P. Circle, Hyderabad.

. Central Circle, Hyderabad.
Karimnagar,

Khammam,

B-Range, Hyderabad,

b
CRADRP W CODIASD R W~

C-Range, Hyderabad.

—

D-Range, Hyderabad.

HOONNPARLN- SOEABE R I

et
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Vigakhapatnam Range,

. Visakhapatnam.
Visakhapatnam, o

. Vizignagaram.
. Srikakulam,

. Bobbili.
Angkapalle,

. Kakinada (01d),

. Ramachandrapuram.
Kakinada-I.
Kakinada-IL

. Masulipatam.
Gudivada.

. Rajashmundry.
Eluru.

. Tanuku.

. Amalapuram,
. Palacole.

Vijayawada.

Kakinada Range,
Kakinada.

Rajahmundry Range,
Rajahmundry.

R meE aoanile mp ot

Vijayawada Range,
Vijayawada.

Guntur Range,
Guntur.

Guntur.

. Nellore,

Mica Circle, Nellore,
. Bapatla.

Tenali,

. Chittoor.

. Thirupathi,

Anantapur.
Hindupur,
Adoni.

. Cuddapsah.
. Proddatur,

Anantapur Range,
Anantapur,

T Y N

Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof stunds {rang-
ferred by this nofification from one Range to another Range, appeals arising out
of assessments made in ithat Income-tax Circle, Ward or Distsict or part thereol
and pending immediately before the date of this notification before the Appellate
Assistant Commissioner of Incometax of the Range from whom that Incometax
Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the date this
notification shall take effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate
Assistant Commissioner of the Range to whom the said Circle, Ward or Distriet
or part thereof is transferred.

This notiflcation shall take effect from 30th September, 1967,
' Explanatory Note

The amendments have become necessary on account of the abolition of two
Anpellate Assistant Commissloners’ Ranges at Warangal and Chittoor and the
shli) ting of the A.A.C's office from Nel'ore to Guntur and the consequent revision
of the jurisdictions of the other A.A.C.s in the Commissioner’s charge.

(This note does not form a pert of the notification but is intended +to be
merely clarificatory).

[No. 111 (No. F, 50/143/67-1TJ).]
P. G. GANDHI, Under Secy,

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING
(Department of Health)
ORDER
New Delhl, the 26th September 1967

8.0. 3536.—Whereas the Government of India in the late Ministry of Health
has, by notification No. 32-70/64-MPT, dated 23rd January, 1985, made in exercise
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of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 14 of the Indian Medical
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), recognised the medical qualification “M.D.”
granted by the University of Creigton, USA for the purposes of the said Act;

Now, therefore, in exercite of the powers conferred by the proviso to sub-
section (1) of section 14 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 19566)
the Central Government hereby specifles a further period of two years with eﬂ?ec{
from the 3rd February, 1887, or so long as Dr. Charles Walton Emerick who
possesses the said qualification, continues to work in the Miraj Medical Centre,
P.O. Miraj, Sangli District, Maharashtra to which he is attached for the time
being for the purposes of teaching, research or charitable work, whichever ig

shorter, as the geriod to which the medical practice of the said Dr. Charles Walton
Emerick shall be limited.

[No. F. 19-35/67-MPT.]
L. K. MURTHY, Under Secy.

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE
(Office of the Jt. Chief Comtroller of Imports and Exports)
(Central Licensing Area)
ORDER

New Delhi, the 20th September 1967

8.0, 3337.—Whereas M/s. New Pals Radios Production-cum-sale Cwo-op.
Indusirial Soclety Lid. Ward No. 2, 188, Kaisthan Area, Panlpat or any bank or
any other person have not come forward furnishing sufficient cause, against
Notice No. 338/63/ENF/CLA/3376, dated 17th Macrh, 1967 proposing to cancel
licences No. (1) P/S8S/1579757/C/X¥X/19/CD/19-20, dated #$1h April, 1965 for
Rs. 4950 for the import of Acrylic Plastic Sheets (2)-P/SS5/1505434/C/XX/21/CD/
21-22, dated 8th July, 1967 valued at Rs. 6,085 for the import of Permissible
components, Radio parts and Acrylic Plastic Sheets (3)-P/SS/1507128/C/XX/21/
CD/23-24, dated 11tﬁ August, 1966 valued at Rs. 39,050 for the import of Domestic
and cheap Radlo Parts, Acrylic Plastic sheets granted to M/s. New Pals Radios
Production-cum-sale Co-operative Industrial Society, Ward No 2, 186, Kaisthan
Area, Panipat by the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, (Central
Licensing Area), New Dclhi, Government of India, in the Ministry of Commerce
in exercise of the powers conferred by thc Clause 9 of the Import (Control; Crder,
1955, hereby cancel the aforesaid licences issued to M/s. New Pals Radios Pro-

duction-cum-sale Co-operative Industrial Society, Ward No. 2, 136, Kaisthan Area,
Panipat.

1. M/s. New Pals Radios Production-cum-sale Co-op.
Industrial Society, Ward No. 2,
186, Kisthan Area.

Panipat. [No. 338/83/ENF/CLA/3047.]
2, Village Kundli, G.T. Road, RAM MURTI SHARMA,
P.0. Singhu, Distt. Rohatak. Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports

MINISTRY OF FOOD, AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
& COOPERATION

(Department of Cooperation)

New Delhi, the 20th September 1967

S.0. 3538 In exercise of the powers conferred by Section b B of the Multi-
Unit Cooperative Societies Act, 1942 (6 of 1942) and in supersession of the Ministry
of Food, Agriculture, Community Development and Cooperation (Department of
Cooperation) Notification No. 7-13/66-Credit dated the 7th October, 10686 the
Central Government hereby directs that the following amendment shall be made
in the notification of the Government of India in the former Minisiry of Commu-
nity Development and Cooperation (Department of Coogeration) 0. S.0. 1953
dated the 28th June, 1961 published at page 1555 of the Part II Section 3 (ii) of
the Gazette of India of the 8th July, 1861, namely:—

In the said notification for the exisgntgt e;cn:ciry against Serial No. 6, the entry
“Shri ir,” shall be substituted.
Shri K. Madhavan Nair,” & [No. F. 7-13/66-Credit.)

V. V. NATHEN, Dy. Secy.
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MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT & SHIPPING
(Transport Wiagy)
MERCHANT SHIPPING
New Delhi, the 25th September 1967

8.0. 3539.—In exercise of the powcrs conferred by sub-section (2) of section
7 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), the Central Government hereby
directs that the power exercisable by it under or in relation to sub-section (1)
of section 299A of the 2aid Act shall he exercisable also by the Director General
of Shipping.

[No. 46-MA(7)/61.]
K. V. SANKARAN, Dy, Secy.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS
(P. & T. Board)
New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

8.0. 3540.—In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele-

aph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.0. No. 627 dated &lth March, 1960, the
Sirector CGeneral, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifles the 1st November 1967
as the date on which the Measured Rate Sysiem will be introduced in Motiharl
Telephone Exchange.

[No. 5-48/67-PHB.}

D. R. BAHL,
Aasstt. Director General (PHB).

g fas
(- ANy )
a§ freaft, 27 faqea¥ 1967

o Wo 3541.—<9E AW WWATT 627, faAi® 8 WiE, 1960 aT
an f53 Mg 195 1 F WA av fradt  fraw 434 % gee 111 % 4= (%) &

HIHI ET-ATC AgIANF T NARRT ST #% F 1-11-1967 § wmfaq 7<
W W] #9971 frea gy g

[Fo 5-48/87-Gto THo #To]
Flo A0 EH,
Tgmr agraws (dro oo o)

MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION
(Depariment of Labour and Employment)
New Delhi, the 22nd September 1067

8.0, 3542.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14
of 1947), the Cen?ml Government hereby publishes the following award of the
Industrial Tribunal Caleutta, in the industrial dispute between the employers
in relation to the Fast Jamuria Colliery, Post Office Toposl, District Burdwan
and thelr workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the
20th September, 1867. ‘
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CALCUTTA
Reference No, 17 of 1967

PARTIES
Employers in relation to the East Jamuria Colliery.
AND
Their Workmen.
PRESENT:

Shri S. K. Sen Presiding Officer.

StaTe; West Bengal. InpusTRY: Coal Mine.

(AWARD)

By Ordcr No. 6/4/67-LRII dated 15th February 1967, the Central Government
referred tur adjudication an industrial dispute between the emplovers in rela-
tion to the East Jamuria Colliery, P.O. Toposi, Dt, Burdwan and thelr workmen

arising from the refusal of employment io Shri Basu Mahato, Surface Trammer,
with effect from the 7th November, 1966.

2, Both the parties filed written statements. According to the union, the
‘workman concerned had joined other workmen in complaining to the R.L.C.
Central Implementation Dhanbad about short payments by the management and
the management being displeased with the worlgman stopped him from work with
effect from 7th November 1966 without serving any chargesheet or any order of
suspension or iransfer on him. According to the written statement of the
management, Bausg Mahalo was a temporary surface trammer and he voluntarily
absented himself from 14th Qctlober 1966. He was asked to explain his unaytho-
rised absence by a regislterced letter issued by the management but he never

sent a r.ply and at ithat stage the union took up the case and complained before
the Concilialion Officer.

3. On the dale of hearing neither party has appeared. The first date of
hearing was 24th July 1967. On that date Shri B. Mishra, Executive Officer
appeared on behalf of the management and asked for adjournment on the ground
of illness of the Personnel Officer, Shri 8. N. Misra. The union however did not
appear on that day, The hearing was adjourned to 15th September 1967 and a
notice of the adjourned date of hearing was given to the union by registered
post and appears to have been reccived by the General Secretary of the union.
Still on the adjourned date of hearing, 15th September 1867, the union was
ahsent and the management also failed to turn up. It must therefore be pre-
sumed that there is no dispute now pending.

4. My award therefore is that there is now no dispute pending.

(Sd-z 5. K. Sen,
esiding Officer.
Dated, 15th September, 1967,

[No. 6/4/67-LRIL]

8.0, 3543.—In pursuance of seciion 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14
of 1947), the Central Governmenl hereby publishes the following award of the
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute bectween the employers
in relation to the East Bastacolla Colliery of Mesers Easé Bastacolla Collicry
Company, Post Office Jharia, Distt, Dhanbad aad their workmen, which wag
reccived by the Central Government on the 18th Saptember, 1967.

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAI-CUM-
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR.

Camp at Dhanbad.
Dated Tth September, 1967,
PRESENT:
Shrl G. C. Agarwala, Presiding Officer.
REFERENCE No. 125 oF 1964 (DmANBAD TRIBUNAL)
REFERENCE No. CGIT/LC(R)(60)/67 (JABALPUR TRIBUNAL)

In the mater an industrial dispute in relation to the East Bastacolla Colliery

of Messrs East Bastacolla Colliery Company, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad
and their workmen. l
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APPEARANCES ;

For the employers: Shri 8. C. Patra, Manager, East Bastacolla Colliery,

For the workmen: Shri Prasanta Burman, Secretary Khan Mazdoor Congress.

InpusTRY : Coal Mines. DistricT: Dhanbad (Bihar).
AWARD

By Notiflcation No. 2/116/64-LRII dated the 10th November 1984, the Ministry
of Labour and Employment, Government of India, referred the following matter
of dispute, as stated under the Schedule to the order of reference, io the Central
Government Industrial, Dhanbad, for adjudication from where the proceedings

were transferred to this Tribunal vide Govt. Notification No. 8/25/67-LRII ‘dated
25th April 1967:

SCHEDULE

(1) Whether the stoppage from work of Shri Jagannath Chamar, Miner of
East Bastacolla Colliery of Megsrz East Bastacolla Colliery Company,
Post Office Jharia (District Dhanbad), from the 11th May, 1864 was
caused by the management of the said Colllery?

(2) If so, to what relief 13 the workman entitled?

The proceedings remained pending before the Dhanbad Tribunal from 16th
November 1964, till transferred to this Tribunal.

Written statement of the workmen was flled before the Dhanbad Tribunal.
Employers filed their written statement on 13th July, 1987. Neither party, how-
ever, flled any rejoinder and therefore this date was fixed for hearing. Re-
presentatives of the parties appeared and flled a compromise petition, terms
of which are reproduced in the annexure. The dispute relates to non-employ-
ment of one workman, Shri Jagannath Chamar. e management has agreed
to re-employ him and has further agreed to make an ex-gratin payment of Rs.
200/- within 30 days of his re-employment. The Union hag accepted the terms
which are reasonable and fair, ompromise is, therefore, accepted as a satis-
factory solution of the dispute and an award is recorded in terms thereof.

(8d.) G. C. AGARWALA,
Pesiding Officer.

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABQUR COURT (CENTRAL)
JABALPUR.

RErFeRENCE No. CGIT/LC(R)(60)/67.
BETWEEN

Employer in relation to East Bastacolla Colllery of M/s. East Bastacolla
Colliery Co., P.0O. Jharia District Dhanbad,

AND

Their Workmen, represented by Khan Mazdoor Congress.
Petition for Comprofnise Settlement

The humble petitioners named below beg to state as follows:—

(1) That the employer in the above dispute is represented by Shri S, C. Patra,
Manager, Fast Bastacolla Colliery and the workmen are represented by Shri
Prasanta Burman, Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Congress.

(2) That the petitioners have reached a compromise settlement of the dis-
pute abovensmed on the following terms:—

Terms of Settlement

(3) The management agrees to re-employ Shri Jagannath Chamar as a
permanent miner in East Bastacolla Colliery, if he reports for employment with-
in 30 days from the date of receipt of the notice of employment to be served by
the management as soon as the Award becomes enforceable. An%e delay in
reporting wfter the above date, if caused by sufficlent reason, shall excluded.
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(4) The management agrees to pay Rs. 200/- (Rupees Two Hundred) only
ex-gratia, within 30 days of his employment to Shri Jagannath Chamar, over and
above any outstanding legal dues that he may be entitled to.

3721

(5) The Union agrees to accept the terms referred to in paras 3 and 4 above
in full satisfactlon of the claims of the workmen with respect io Jagannath

Chamar's 1einstatement with back wages and to make no further demand on this
account.

(6) The petitioners pray that the Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to approve
the above compromise settlement and to make an award in terms thereof.

And for this the humble petitioners shall ever pray.

For the Employer. For the Workmen,
Sd./- 8. C. PatTRra, 8d./- PrASANTA BURMAN,
Manager, East Bastacolla Colliery. Secretary

Khan Mazdoor Congress.
Dated, Dhanbad the 7th September, 1067,

(8d.) G. C. AGARWALA
Pesgiding Officer.
Part of Award .,

Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court.
(Central)
Jabalpur.

[No. 2/116/64-LRIL]

8.0. 3544.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award
of the Additional Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the industrial dIspute
between the employers in relation to the Khas Karanpura Colliery, Post Office
Patratu, District Hazaribagh and their workmen, which was received by the
Central Government on the 20th September, 1867.

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT ADDITIONAL INDUSTRIAL
TRIBUNAL AT DHANBAD.

In the matter of reference under Section 10(1)(d) of the Industrial Disputes
Act. 1947,

RerErReNcE No- 31 or 1067
PARTIES ;

Employers in relation to the Khas Karanpura Colliery, Post Office Patratu,
Dist. Hazaribagh.,

Anp
Their Workmen
PRESENT:
Shri Nandagiri Venkate Rao, Presiding Officer.
APPEARANCES:

For the Employers: Shrl 8. 8. Mukherjee, Advocate.
For the Workmen: Shri 8. K. Mukherjee, Advocate.
StatE: Bihar InpusTRY: Coal
Dhanbad, the 13th September, 1967
AWARD

The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists
between the employers in relation to the Khas Karanpura Colliery, Post Office
Patratu, District Hazaribagh and their workmen, by its order No. 2/28/65-LRII
dated 7th April 1965, referred to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal,
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Dhanbad under section 10(1)(d) of the Industrial Dﬁ)uteu Act, 1947 for adjudi-
cation the dispute in respect of the matters specifi in the schedule annexed
thereto, The schedule iz extracted below:

SCHEDULE

“Whether the action of the management of Xhas Karanpura Colliery, in
dismising Shri Mundrika Singh, Register Keeper, with effect from
the 14th July, 1964 by their letter dated the Tth August, 1964 was
legal and justified? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled?”

2. The Central Government Industrial Tribunai, Dhanbad registered the refer-
ence as reference No. 58 of 1965 on ita file. The workmen flled their statemeni
of demands. While it was pending before the Central Government Industrial
Tribunal, Dhanbad the proceeding was transferred to this Tribunal, by the Cen-
tral Government by its order No. 8/25/67-LRII dated 8th May 1867 under section
33(B)(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047. Consequently the reference is re-
numbered on the file of this Tribunal as reference No. 31 of 1967. The employers
also filed their statement of demands.

3. The workman, Mundrika Singh (herein atter referred to as the affected work-
man) was a register keeper in the colliery of the employers, On 10th July 1964
he was on duty in the 3rd shift marking attendance in the prescribed register
of the miners going in end coming out of the mine, In respect of many miners
who did not go into the ming he did not make any mark in the register and
kept the columns “in” and “out” blank. Considering this a serious misconduct
the employers issued to him a chargesheet dated the 14th July 1964, charging him
for violation of the standing order No. 18(2) and (g) for neglect of work and
for breach of Mines Regulations and suspending him pending departmental
enquiry from the very date. The affected workman flled his explanation to the
chargesheet saying that it was the practice in the colliery for the employers
to make some workmen work in another mine or In some other place as re-
quired by the management and as the attendance clezk do not get information
about the engagement of the workmen else where, they keep the columns “in”
and “out” blanE and meke the necessary entries at the time of preparation of
weekly abstract of attendance after knowing the fact whether the workmen were
employed in another mine or other working places or actually did not report
to their duties, It is stated ihat this practice was prevalent since a Iong time
when other persons were Managers. The Management considered the explana-
tion as not satisfaclory and proceeded with the departmental enguiry. The en-
quiry was adjourned at the request of the affected workman and then proceeded
with on 4th August 1964. During the enquiry three witnesses are examined
for the prosecution and two for the affected workman, inclusive of himself. The
affecled workman participated in the enquiry, cross exarnined at length the pro-
secution wilnesses and adduced defence evidence. The enquiry was conducted
by one of tha partners of the employers. In his enquiry report the enquiry offi-
cer found the affected workman guilty of the charge and directed his dismissal
with retrospective effect from the date of the chargesheet. Agaln a notice was
issued to the affected workman to show cause ag to why he should not be Qis-
missed with retrospective effect from the date of the chargesheet for violation
of the provisions of the standing orders 18(1) and (q). The affected workman
submitted his explanation, but flnding it unsatisfactory the Manager issued the
final letter dated 7th August 1964 dismissing the affected workman with retros-
pective effeet from the date of the chargesheet and directed him_ to pollect his
dues upto 13th July 1984 within three days. These facts are not in dispute.

4. The affected workman does not deny that he had left the columns “in”
and “out” blank in the concerned register. His only explantion ia that he did
50 In pursuance of the long standing practice. He further alleged that the cmp-
lq_v_c-rs took the action against him only to victimise him for his trade union acti-
vities. He aslso pleaded thal he is a protracted workman. The employers stand
is that there was mo such practice in violation of the statutory provisions, that
the admitted neglect of duty by the affected workman was a serious miseonduct
within the meaning of the standing orders and the Mines Act 1952, Regulntions
and Rules framed thereunder. They denied that there was any motive on their
part or reason 1o viclimise the affected workman, The workman were represent-
ed by Shri S. K. Mukherjee, Advocate and the employers by Shri 8, S. Mukhcriee
Advocate. By consent of the employers, Exts. W1 to W5 were marked
for the workmen and by consent of the workman Exts, X1 to EI0 were marked
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for the employers. No witness was examined by any of the parties. The only
point for consideration is how far the practice pleaded by the affected workman

justified 13 not maintaining the attendance reglster in accordance with the statutcry
instructions.

5. Sectlon 48 of the Mines Act, 1952 provides for maintenance of Registers
of persons employed in a mine. Sub-Sec. (4) thereof lays down that for every mine
other than apn exempied one, there shall be kept in the prescribed form and
place separate registers showing in respect of each person employed in the mine,
below ground and above ground showing the name of the employee, class or
kind of his employment, the shift to which he belongs and the hours of the shift.
Sub-Scc.(5) of the section further lays down that the registers of persons emp-
loyed below ground referred to above sall show at any moment the name of
every person who is then present below ground in the mine. Sec. 58 of the
Mines Act empowers the Central Government to make Rules for the purposes
mentioned thereunder. Chapter X of the Rules deals with maintenance of regis-
iers and notices. Rule 78 of the Chapter prescribes the form of Register re-
quired to be maintained under sub-section (4) of section 48 of the Mines Act,
1952. It is to be in form *C’' provided under the Rules. Section 57 of the Mines
Act enables the Central Government to make Regulations for the purposes men-
tioned therein. Regulation 57 deals with the duties of register keepers and the
attendance clerks. According to it the register keepers or attendance clerks are to
make entries in the register with the reasonable gespatch. Under clause (4) of ihe
Regulation it is his duty, if after the commencergent of a shift any official or
a competent person has not got his attendance recorded in the register main-
tained under section 48(4) of the Mines Act to report the fact in writing to ihe
Manager, or the under Manager or Asst. Manager or other official in-charge of
the shift within two hours after the commencement of the shift. Under the
Mines Act Fenalties are prescribed for contravention of the provisions Af the
Act, Regulations, Rules or Bye-laws made thereunder, Section 73 of the Mines
Act provides penalty for contraventions for which penalty is not provided under
the Act. It prescribes imprisonment for a term which may extend {o three
months or with fine. Thus, non-malntenance of the attendance register in ac-
cordance with the instructions contained in the Mines Act, Regulalions or Rules
made ihereunder is a serious coniravention exposing the register keepers or the
attendance clerks to a serlous penalty. The aflected workman admits that he had
not marked “in” and “out” columns of the prescribed registers in respect of seve-
ral of the workmen on 10th July 1964, This omissions on his parl was capable
of giving rise to several mal-practices. There have been cases in which non-
maintenance of the Attendance Register in confirmity wilth the Mines Act. Re-
gulations or Rules, made It impossible to know how many people met death
when the mine collapsed or exploaded. TUnder such circumstances no amount of
practlce contrary to the law could come to the rescue of the affected workman.
No doubt, during the domestle enquiry the affected workman sought and succeed-
ed to an extent that his act of omission was in accordance wilh the long standing
practice and that several other register keepers or mttendance clerks also commit-
ted similar omissions, But thisx practice is of no avail to him when hig act of
omission 1s against the statutory provisions making him liable lo seriovs punish-
ment.

6. The charge, Ext. El wasx under standing order No. 13(f) and (q) and the
affected workman guilty of the charge. Clause () of the standing order deals
with habitual neglect of work and clause (q) with any breach of the Mines
Act, Regulations, Bye-laws thereunder, any other Act, Rulas or any standing
orders, The contention is that there was absolutely no evidence to warranl guilt
of the affected workman under clause (f). But, he could be punished for hsving
been found gullty under clause (g). It Is also argued that the dismissal with
the retrospective effect from the date of the chargesheet was not correr! As
pointed out by the Supreme Court in Jeevaratnam Vs. State of Madras [1967(I)
L.LJ. P. 391]. such an order of dismissal 1s, in substance, an order of dismissal
as from the date of the order. It is also urged that suspension pending domes-
tic enquiry for more than 10 days is slso not in conflrmity with the standing
orders. I agree with this contention. In this respect also the affected worl-man
can claim his dues 1n proper forum. But that dees not make his dismissal {llegal.
As regards victimisation of the affected workman in view of his trade unicp ac-
tivities., there is ahaolutely mo evidence.

7. For the above reasons I hold that the action of the management of Khay
Karanpura Colliery, in dismissing the workman Shri Mundrika Singh. Register
Keeper, with effect from the 14th July, 1864 by their leiter dated 7th August
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1964 was legal and justified, and, consequently, the affacted workman 18 not en-
The award is made accordingly and submitted under sec-
tion 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1847,

titled to any relief,

APPENDIX I

(5d.) N. VenxaTa Rao,
Presiding Officer.

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT ADDITIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL
AT DHANBAD

PARTIES ©

REFERENCE NO. 31 OF 1967

Employers in relation to the Khas Xaranpure Colliery, Post Office : Patratu,

District Heazaribagh.

AND

Their Workmen

List of documents admitted in evidence for the Employers

Distinguishing mark Description of document

or number

and date

Date of
admission

Whether
admitted
or proved

Proved bv

Ext. E1

Bxt. Ez2

Ext. E3

Ext. E 4

Ext. E 5

Ext. E6
Ext. E7

Ext. E8

Ext. Eo

Ext. E 10

Copy of the charge sheet No. 2
dated 14-7-64 to Shri Mun-
drika Singh.

Reply of chargesheet dated
16-7-64 by Mundrike Singh

Letter dated 21-7-64 of Shri
Mundrika Singh to Menag-
ing Director for time (Iin
Hindi). . . .

Letter dated 23-7-64 from Shri
Mundrika Singh to Shri
G, L. Sharma for time (in
Hindi) * . .

Letter dated 1-8-64 of Shri
Mundrika Singh to Shri G. L.
Sharma reg. date of enquiry

Report of the domestic enquiry
dated I14-7-64 . .

Domestic enquiry dated 4-8-64
(In Hindi). - .

Copy of the show-cause notice
dated §-3-64 to Shri Mun-
drika Singh . .

Copy of the reply of show-cause
notice by Shri Mundrika
Singh dated 6-8-64.

Copy of the dismissal letter
dated 7-8-64 to Shri
Mundrika Singh . .

[10-7-67 Admitted

Do.
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List of documents admitted in evidence for the workmen

Distinguishing mark  Description of document and Date of Whether  Proved by

or number date admission admitted or
proved
E;L Wz . . Emdgloycrs’ letter dated 7-8-64
ismissing the workmsan 10-7-64 Admitted
Ext. W 2 . . Copy of reply of chargesheet
dated 16-7-64. ] . Do. Do.
Ext. W 3. . . Copy of reply of chaﬁcshect of
anasa Charan Mukherjee,
dated 16-7-64 . Do Do.
Ext. W 4 . Reg)lgr of show-cause dated
-8-64 . . . . Do. Do.
Bxt. W 5 . . Letter to Angustus  Kujur
dated 8-8-64 . . Do. Da.

(5d.) N. Venkata Rao,
Presiding Officer,
Central Govt. Additional Igdustra
Tribunal at Dhanbad.

Appenpix 11
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT ADDITIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL
AT DHANBAD
REFBRENCE No. 3I oF 1967
PARTIES :
Employers in relation to the Khas Karanpura Colliery, Post Office : <Patratu”
District : Hazaribagh,
AND
Their Workmen .
List of witness examined on behalf of the employers.
No. of witness Name of the witness Date of
examination
Nil Nil Nil
List of witness examined on behalf of the workmen
No. of witness Name of the witness Date of

examinatio O

Nil Nil Nil

(8d.) N. VENKATA Rao,

Presiding Officer,
Central Govt. Additional Industrial
Tribunal at Dhanbad.

[No. 2/28/65-LRIL]}
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New Delhi, the 23vd September 19687

8.0. 3545.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputeg Act, 1947 (14
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute between the employers
in relation to the Selected Kajors Jambad Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, Burdwan
and thelr workmen, which was recelved by the Central Government on the 20th
‘September, 1967.

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA,
REFERENCE No. 24 oF 1967

PARTIES:
Employers in relation to the Selected Kajora Jambad Colliery,

AND
Their Workmen

PRESENT

Shri 8. K. 8Sen, Presiding Officer.
APPEARANCES :

On behalf of Employers: Absent.

On behalf of Workmeén: Shri Bankey Singh, Organising Secretary, Colliery

Mazdoor Union.

State; West Bengal. InpusTRY; Coal Minea.
(AWARD)

By Order No. 6/20/87-LRIIL, dated 4th March 1887, the Central Government
referred for adjudication an industrial dispute between the employers in relation to
the Selected Kajora Jambad Colllery P.O. Ukhra Distt. Burdwan and their workmen
in respect of the matter gpecified in the following schedule:

“Whether the refusal to employ the following workers with effect from
the 28th November, 1886 by the management of Selected Kajora
Jambad Colliery was justified?”

. Shri Basudeo Gowala, Clipman,

$hri Indrapal Koiri, U/G Trammer.
Shri Futu Xoirl, U/G Trammer,

$hri Ramsurat Gowala, U/G Trammer.
Shri Kanhai Xoiri, U/G Trammer.

. Shri Raem Nehore Koirl, U/G Trammer,
. Shrl Nanhu Kolri, Sf. Trammer.

. 8hri Ram Murat Gowala, St. Trammer.

ISR I O

If not, to what relief are they entitled?

2. Both the Asansol Coal Field Workers’ Union and the Colliery Mazdoor
Union filed written statements on behalf of the workmen but ultimately the
case wae conducted by the Colliery Mazdoor Union. According to the case of
the unions, ihe management used to make short payment to the workers and
the workmen complained to the AL.C., Central, Raniganj and the Labour En-
farcement Officer, Central Ukhra and on gome occasions the Labour Enforcement
Officer, Central Ukhra personally visited the colliery and insisted on full payments.
This antagonised the munagement and the management with effect from 29th Novem-
ber, 19686 stopped the 8 workmen concerned in this case from working in their
respective jobe nlthough no chargesheet was gerved on any one of them mnor
wus any notice of transfer served on them. On behalf of the workmen the
unlons complained to the A.L.C.. Central, Ranlganj, and concilistion proceeding
was held by him but no gettlement was arrived at and ultimately ihe matter
had to be referred to mdjudication.

3. The management filed a written statement stating that the workmen were
all temporary workmen and as the coal seam of Pit No. 5 of Selected Kajora
Jambad colliery where these workmen were employed was getting exhausted,
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the mansgement felt it necessary to reduce the strength of the temporary work--
ers and so transferred two of them namely Ram Nehore Koiri, U/G Trammer
and Kanhai Koiri, U/G Trammer to East Jamuria colliery which is under the
same management, and transferred four other workmen, namely Ramsurat
Gowasla, Indrapal Koiri and Futu Koiri, U/G Trammers and Basudeo Gowala,
Clipman, to Goenka Kajora colllery, which is also under the same menagement:
but they did not join at the eollieries to which they had been transferred. As
regards Nanhu Koiri, Sf. Trammer and Ram Murat Gowala, &f Trammer, the
management stated that they had been voluntarily absenting themselves without
anykleave and it was not correct that the management had stopped them from
work. |

4. At the hearing of the case the management has not ultimately been repre-
sented. The date of hearing was originally flxed as 24th July 1%87. On that
day Shri B. Mishra, Executive Officer, appeared on behalf of the management.
and some witnesses were examined on behalf of the union and at the prayer
of Shri B. Mishra hearing wae adjourned to 15th September 1967 to enable the
Personnel Offlcer, Shri S. N. Misra. to appear on behalf of the management. On
15th September 1967 howdver, nobody appeared on behal? of the management,
and after waiting for over one hour the cate was taken up for er-parte hearing.

5. Six of the worlumen concerned have appeared before the tribunal, namely
(1) Basuden Gowala, Clipman, (2) Indrapal Koiri U/G Trammer, (3) Futu Koirl
U/G Trammer, (4) Ramsurat Gowala, U/G Trammer, (5) Kanhoi Koiri, U/G
Trammer and (8) Ram Murat Gowala, Sf. Trammer. Of them, Basudeo Cowalg
and Futu Koirl stated that they have been employed for 5 years at the colliery
and the remaining 4 workmen claimed to have been in the employment of the
colliery for 6 or 7 years and all of them claimed to be permanent. Basudeo
Gowala produced an authorisation slip for work as a Clipman vide Ext. 1 dt. 12th.
December 1965, He stated that he worked for some vesrs as a trammer and
then from 12th December 1988 he was promoted as a Clipman. The evidence of
these workmen that they were permanent workers stands uncontradicted, It
appears from the failure report that before the AL.C., Central, Raniganj the
management wus asked to produce the B form register to show ihe date of
appointment of the workmen concerned, but the management failed to produce
the B form register, ultimately taking the ground that the B form register wag
not avallable. In the clrcumstances, it must be held that these workmen, i.e.,
the six workmen who have appeared bhefore the tribunal and have given evidence,
were permanent workmen and not temporary workmen. Accordingly, summary
dismissal or stoppage from work in their case must be held to be unjustifled.

6. As regards the contention of the management in the written statement
and also before the AL.C., Central, Raniganj that they had been transferred to
other collieries in the nelghbourhood as there was not sufficient work at Scicct-
ed Kajora Jambad colliery, the workmen have all stated that they did nol zet
any order or transfer before they were stopped from working. Basudeo Gowsla
has stated that he first came to know of the alleged transfer when the manage-
ment said so before the Conciliation Officer. Moreover, Shri Bankey Singh, Or-
ganising Secretary, has deposed on oath that the Fast Jambad Ksajora Colliecy
and the Goenka Kajora Colliery do not belong to Shri Sheo Bhagawan Goenka
who i3 the owncr of the Selected Kajora Jambad colliery though they belong to
his relatives. In the circumstances, it must be held that the owner of the colllery
was not competent to transfer these workmen to the other concerns as claimed:
In the written statement.

7. Accordingly the six workmen who have appeared befora the tribunal are
entitled to reinstatement as well as wages for the period of non-employment.
As regards the two workmen who have failed to appear, there being no evidence
bei’(ﬁ'e the tribunal that they are permanent workers, no relief can be given
to them,

8. My award therefore is that the refusal to employ the following six work-
men with effeet from 28th November, 1966 by the management of Selected Jam-
bad Kajora Colliery was not justified:—

1. Basudeo Gowala, Clipman.

2. Indrapal Koirl. U/G Trammer.

3. Futu Koirl, U/G Trammer.

4, Ramsurat Gowala, U/G Trammer.
5. Kanhal Koiri, U/G Trammer.

8. Ram Murat Gowala, Sf. Trammer.,



3728 THE GAZETTF OF INDIA: OCTOBER 7, 1967/ASVINA 15, 1889  [Paxt Ii—

I therefore direct that they be taken back in their posts within one month of
the publication of the award and that they be given thelr wages for the period
of non-employment. So far as Neo. (8) Ram Nehore Koirl, U/G Trammer and
No. (7) Nanhu Kolirl, St. Trammer, are concerned, there being no evidence to
‘show that they were in permanent service no relief can be given to them,

(8d.) 8 K. SEn,
.. Pregiding Officer.

[No. 6/20/67-LRIL]

Dated the 15th September 1967

New Delhi, the 25th September 1967

5.0, 3346.—In pursuance of sectlon 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1847 (14
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the
Industria] Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute between the employers in
Telation to the Pure Kujama Colllery of South Basra Coal Company, Post Office
Jharia, Digtrict Dhanbad and thelr workmen, which was recelved by the Central
“Lrovernment on the 21st September, 1967.

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR
Camp at Dhanbad
Doted September 8, 1867
PRESENT:
%ri G. C. Agarwala—Presiding Officer.
RererenNcE No. 45 or 1964 (DmanBap TRIBUNAL)

RerFerENce No. CGIT/LC(R) (24)/67 (Japarpur TRIBUNAL)

PARTIES :
Employers in relation to Pure Xujama Colliery of South Basra Coal
Company. Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad (Bthar).

Ve.

Their workmen through Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat, P.Q, Jharia, District
Dhanbad.

APPEARANCES :

For employers—Sri D, S, Jamkar, Manager.

For workmen—Sri Haribansh Singh, Secretary, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat.
InpusTRY: Coal Mine. Digrrict: Dhanbad (Bihar),

AWARD

The Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of India, by Notiflca-
tlon No. 2/34/64-LRII, dated 18th April. 1964 referred a dispute to the Central
Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, under Sec. 10(1) 1D, Act for adjudi-
cation. By another Notiflcalion Neo. 2/34/64-LRII, dated 6th June 1964 a corri-
. gendum correcting the name of the emplovers which was originally mentioned
as South Basra Colllery was issued as a result of this corrigendum the employers
are now Pure Kujama Colliery of South Basra Coal Company. The corrected
issue under reference Is now as follows :—

Matter of Dispute

1, Whether the stoppage of Shri Faudar Gowala, Trammer, Pure Kujama
Colllery of South Basra Coal Company from work with effect from
29nd November, 1963 by the management Pure Kujama Colllery of
South Basra Coal Company, P.O. Jharia Distriit Dhanbad was justifled

2. If not to what reliet is the workman entltled?

The proceedings remained pending before the Dhanbad Tribunal til] transferr-
ed to this Tribunal by Notiflcation  No. 8/25/67-LR.II, dated April 25, 1967,
After issue of usual notices, the case was taken 1.3.; on_varlous dates because the
parties intimated that they were compromising the dispute, It was ultimately
taken up today and the sponsoring Union, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat, intimated
iby means of a petition terms of which are reproduced in the annexure, that they
sre satisfled from the records of the management that the workman concerned
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hag settled the claim with the management and received payment. The Unlon,
itherefore, withdrew their appearance and did not contest the dispute, It, there-
fore, follows that the workman has been paid in full settlement of his claim and
the issue is no more open for determination,

Decision: —

It 1is, therefore, held that since the workman concerned has settled the claim
with the management, it is nof necessary to record a finding on Issue No. 1.
For Issue No. 2, it iz held that he is not entitled to any further relief,

(Sd.) G. C. AGARWALA,
Presiding Offlcer,

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

Camp : Dhanbad
Rrrerence No. 24/67

Between the Management of Pure Kujama Colliery of South Basra Coal
Co,, P.O. Jharia Dist. Dhanbad.

AND

Their workman Shri Faudar Gowala, represented by the Koyala Mazdoor
Panchayat, P.O. Jharia, Dist. Dhangad.

In the matter of stoppage of work of Shri Faudar Gowala, Trammer.
May 1t please the Hon'ble Tribunal.

1. That the workman Shrli Faudar Gowala. Trammer, South Basra Colliery,
was represented in the Reference by Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat, hereinafter re-
ferred to as the panchayat.

2. That the employer has shown the Panchayal a payment voucher of Shri
Yaudar Ahir of................ the employer maintains that Shri Faudar Ahir is
Yaudar Gowala of the present Reference.

3. That the payment voucher says that the payment was made to Shri Faudar
Ahir alias Faudar Gowala in the presence of Shri Haribansh Singh of Koyala
Mazdoor Panchayat. ‘

4. Shri Haribansh Singh conflrms that payment as shown in the payment
voucher of the employer was made to Shri Faudar Ahir alies Faudar Gowala in
his presence. :

5. That the Panchayat inspitc of its best effort, has failed to trace Shri Faudar
Ahir, alias Faudar Gowala and is therefore, unable to obtain further instructions
from Shri Faudar Ahir alias Favdar Gowala,

The Panchayat, thercfore, craves leave to withdraw its appearance from the
Present reference and hereby withdraws its appearance on behalf of Shri Faudar
Ahir alias Faudar Gowala-

And for this the Panchayat shall ever pray.

Yours faithfully,
HarrBaNsa SIineH,
Secretary,

Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat.
Dated 8th September 1967,

Part of Award
(8d.) G. C. AGARWALA,
Presiding Officer,
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court,
(Central) Jabalpur.

[No. 2/34/64-LRIL]
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8.0. 3547.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputesy Aet, 1947 (14
of 1047), the Central Government here publishes the following award of the
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute between the employers
in relation to the Madhuband Colliery, Post Office Nudkhurkee, District Dhan-
bad and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the
21st September, 1967,

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAI. TRIBUNAL-CUM-
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR

Camp at Dhanbad
Dated September 8, 1887

PrEgENT:
Sri G. C. Agarwala, Presiding Officer.
RererENCE No. 72 or 1964 (Dumanpap Trisunar)
RrrerENce No. CGIT/LC(R) (35)/67 (JaBALpUR TRIBUMAL)

PARTIES:

Employers in relation to Madhuband Collie: dk
Pivteint Dhation, an olliery, Post Office Nudkhurkee,
Vs.

* Their workmen represented by Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh.
APPEARANCES

For employers—Sri K. C. Nandkeolyar, Dy. Chief Personnel Officer of the
employers.

For workmen—Sri S, V, Acharior, General Secretary, Hindu\atan Khan
Mazdoor Sangh,

IxpusTRY: Coal Mine. Digrricr: Dhanbad (Bihar).
AWARD

By Notification No. 2/87/63-LRII-I, dated 25th June 1984 the Ministry of
Labour & Employment, Government of India. referred the following matter of

1c;iiim:;ute to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, for adjudica-
on:

Matter of Dispute

Whether the management of the Madhuband Colliery, Post Office Nudkhur-
kee, District Dhanbad locked out the following four workmen with
effect from the respective dates noted against them, it so, to what
relief are the workmen entitled?

8. No. Name and designation of the workmen Date of lockout.

1. Chhota Ramdhanl Beldar, Miner 17-10-1963.
2. Ramkaran Beldar, Miner 18-10-1963.
3. Lagan Rajbhor, Miner 16-10-1963.
4. Lotan Rajbhor, Miner 17-10-1963.

The proceedings remained pending before the Dhanbad Tribunal from 3rd
July 1964 till transferred to this Tribunal by Notification No. 8/25/67-LR-II, dated
25th April, 1967.

Neither party flled statements of claim either before the Dhanbad Tribunal
or before this Tribunal. On issue of usual notices by this Tribunal, the parties
went on taking time till the Unlon’s representative, Sri 8. V. Acharior, General
Secretary of the Union, intimated today by means of a petition, terms of which
are reproduced in the annexure stating that since the workmen concerned were
not traceable the Unlon would not press for adjudication in the matter. The
employers were thereatter required to produce exr .parte evidence. Sri K. C.
Nandkeolyar, Deputy Chief Personnel cer, examined himgelf and stated that
the four concerned workmen were not at all locked out by the management but
they were actually transferred from one mine to another in the same colliery,
"The transfer order was duly served but they did not join at thelr new place of
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work. That being go, it is held that the management did not lock out the con-
cerned workmen but they themselves remained absent and therefore they are
not entitled to any relief. .
8d./- G. C. Agarwara,
Presiding Officer.
8-9-1967.

ANNEXURE

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR

Camp at Dhanbad

IN THE MATTER OoF REFERENCE No, CGIT/LC(35) or 1867
Employers in rclation to Madhuband Colliery

Vs.
Thelr workmen representcd by Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh,

Humble petition on behalf of the workmen: —
1. That the cage iz fixed for hearing on 7th September, 1967.
2. That the workmen are untraccable and hence the Union does not press
for any adjudication in the matter,

That under the circumstances, it i3 prayed that the dispute may kindly be
treated aus withdrawn by the Union, and for that the petitioner, as in duty bound,
shall ever pray.

DHANBAD,
Dated Bth September, 1967.
(8d.) S. V. AcHARIOR,

General Secretary,
Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh,
hanbad.

Part of Award,
(8d.) G. C. AGARWALA,
Presiding Offlcer.
8-9-19617.
[No. 2/97/63-LR.JII-1.}
8.0. 3548.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of
the Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute betwcen the emg]oyers
in relations to the Madhuband Colliery, Post Office Nudkhurkee, District Dhanbad
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 21st
September, 1967,

RE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-
BEFO LABOUR COURT, JABEALPUR

Camp at Dhanbad
Dated, September 8, 1867
PREJENT:
Shri G. C¢. Agarwala—Presiding Offlcer.
RerERENCE NoO. 73 oF 1964 (Duansap TRIBUNAL)
RerrreNce No. CGIT/LC (R) (36) /67 (Japarpur TRIBUNAL)
PanyTEs: :
Employers in relation to Madhuband Colliery, Post Office Nudkhurkee,
Bistrict Dhanbad,
Vs.
Their workmen represented by Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh.
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AFPPRARANCES: .
For employers—S1i K. C. Nandkeolyar, Dy, Chief Personnel Officer of the
employers. U
For workmen—Sri 8. V. Acharior, Genersl Secretary. Hindustan Khpan
Mazdoor Sangh,
InpusTRY: Coal Mine, Drgrrict: Dhanbad {Bihar).
AWARD

By Notiflcation No. 2/97/63-LR.II-II, dated 25th June, 1964, the Ministry of
Labour and Employment, Government of India, referred the following matter of
dispute to the Central (l}overnment Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, for augjudicac

On:

Matter of Dispute

Whether the management of the Madhuband Colliery, Post %ﬁlce,
Nudkhurkee, District Dhanbad, was justified in transferring Bhri Ram-
swarup, Miner, from 1/10 pit to 17 seem, wvide the management’'s order
dated the 7th November 10863, if not, to what result is the workmen

entit'ed?

The proceedings remained }ﬁanding before the Dhanba‘} Tribunal honA 3rd
July, 1984 till transferred by Notification No. 8/25/67-LR.II, dated 25th April,

1867,

Neither party flled any statement of claim before the Dhanbad Tribunal or
thizs Tribunal. After issue of notices by this Tribunal, the parties went on tak-
ing time to compromise which they have ultimately done today and have tiled
a compromise petition, terms of which are reproduced in the annexure. The
dispute relates to one workman, Sri Ramswarup, Miner. From the terms of
reference it appears that the dispute related to justifiability of the transfer by the
management. By the terms of compromise it appears that the management has
apreed to take him back on the original job with continuity .of service which
seemns o have heen broken for non-complisnce of the transfer order. The dis-
pute is satisfactorily resolved and an award is recorded in terms of compromise.

(8d.) G. C. AGaRwWaALA,
Presgiding Officer.
Dated Bth Septemnber, 1967,

ANNEXURE

Before the Presiding Officer.—~Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour
Court Jabalpur

(Camp at—Dhanbad)
In THE MATTER or ReFrrence No. CGIT/LC(R) (36) or 1967
Employers in relation to Madhuband Colliery,

Vs.
Their workmen represented by Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh.

Joint petition on behalf of both the parties:
Both the parties beg to submit as under:—
1. That this cage is fixed for hearing for 7th September, 1967.

. 2, That without prejudice to their respective stands both 1be parties have
amxcably' gsettled the matter as follows:—

(a) That the workmen concerned shall be taken back in his original job
of miner with continuity of service provided he reports for duty
within 14 days from the date of the award, positively.

(b) The intervening period will be treated as leave without pay.
(c) That the parties will bear their own costs.
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It is therefore prayed that award based on the above gettlement may kindly
be given for which the parties as in duty bound, shall ever pray.

Dhanbad:,

Dated 8th September, 1967.
(Sd.) K. C. NANDKEOLYAR,

Di. Chief Personnel Officer.

M/s. Karam Chand Thapar & Bros. (P) Ltd.
For the employers.

(Sd.) 8. V. ACHARIOR,

General Secretary,
Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh,
For workmen.

.«.Part of Award

(8d.) G. C. AGARWALA,
"Praesiding Officer,

[No, 2/97/63-LR.II-IL.]

New Delhi, the 26th September 1867

8.0. 3549.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industirial Disputes Act, 1947 (14
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the
Tndustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute between the employers
in relation to the Gararia Colliery of Messrs Gararia Colllery Company (P)
Limited, Post Office Bansjora, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which wasg
teéceived by the Central Government on the 21st September, 1967.

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL. TRIBUNAL-CUM-
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR

Camp at Dhanbad
Dated September 6, 1967

PRESENT:
Shri G. C. Agarwala—Presiding Officer.
RerEnence No. 90 or 1964 (Duansap TRIBUNAL)
REFERENCE No. CGIT/LC(R) (19)/67 (JaBaLPur TRIBUNAL)

PARTIES:

1. Employers in relation to Gararia Colliery of Messrs Gararia Colliery
Co. (P) Ltd, P.O. Bansjora, District Dhanbad (Bihar).
2. M/s. Sendra Bansjora Colliery Co. (P) Ltd.
Vs.

Their workmen represented through (1) Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad
and (2) Mine Mazdoor Union, Dhanbad.
APPFARANCES"
For employers~Sri B, P. Dabral, Chief Personal Officer.

For workmen—(1) Sri_S. Das Gupta, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh,
(2) Sri Prasant Burman, Vice Pregident, Mine Mazdoor Union.

InpusTRY; Conl Mine, Digrrier: Dhanbad (Bihar).

AWARD

The Ministry of Labour and Employmeni, Government of India, by Notifica-
Hon No. 2/85/64-LRII, dated 11th August, 1964, referred the following dispute
bétween the Gararia Colliery as employers and the workmen represented by
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Colliery Mazdoor Sangh to Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad,
under Section 10(1) 1D, Act for adjudication:

Matter of Dispute

Whether the management of the Gararia Colliery was justiffied in stopping
the workmen In the colliery from work with effect from the 28th
May, 19647 If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled?

The proceedings remained pending before the said Tribunal till transferred
to this Tribunal by Notiflcation No, 8/25/67-LRII, dated April 25, 1967. '

It appears that Gararia Colliery was closed with effect from 28th May, 1964.
It, however, did not declare a lock out or a closure. Colliery Mazdoor Sangh
raised a dispute about this non-employment of workers of the Colliery in coneci-
liation which resulted in this reference. Meanwhile, the management of Gararia
Colliery by some agreement was laken over by Sendra Bansjora Colliery. The
new management entered into a seltlement with the Union on 11th October, 1964,
terms of which are reproduced in the annexure “A”. This was in Form H Rule
B8 of the Industrial Disputes Rules and copies lherecf were sent t{o propes
authorities. The parties, however, did not inform the Dhanbad Tribunal abcut
this settlemeni. Another Uniom, Mine Mazdoor Union, on coming to know of
this settlcment applied to Dhanbad Tribunal on 7Tth December, 1964 that they
were representatives of the workmen and filed a long list of 115 workmen im
proof of their authorisation. This Union claimed representation. No orders
were passed by lhe Dhanbad Tribunal on this petition. When the matter came
up for consideration before me on 256th May, 1967, after issue of usual notices,
the representative of Sendra Bansjora Colliery appeared and flled a joint peti-
tion that the settlement entered into by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and both the
employers, Gararia Colliery Co. and the new management of Sendra Bansjora
Colliery, after amalgamation of the two companies should be accepted. Notice
of this fact was sent to Mine Mazdoor Union and after hearing all the parties
at length on 19th June, 1987, ‘at Dhanbad it was directed that the new manage-
ment of Sendra Bansjora Coiliery Company and the opposing Union, Mince Maz-
door Union, shall be made parties and be heard under Section 18(3) LD. Act,
This Union, Mine Mazdoor Union, which had vehemently opposed the scttlement
intimated before me at the time of hearing on 6th September, 1967 at Dhanbad
that they are satisfied with the seftlement and will abide by the same. A copy
of their petition is annexure “B” to this award. That being so, both the unions
now accept the settlement which was arrived at during reference. Strictly
gpeaking, it is not a settlement as defined in Section 2(p) of I.D, Act, It however,
represents fair adjustment of dispute by compromise. In order to judge whether
the compromise ig really fair for the workmen I required the new management
of Sendra Bansjora Co. to file a siatement on affidavit showing the entire com-
plement of workers both permanent and temporary who were in the employ-
ment of Gararia Colllery at the {ime of closure and the manner in which each
workman has been dealt with either by payment of retrenchment compensation
or by re-employment or both, Thiy the management complied with and flled
the same. On perusal of this it appears that the workmemn have been fairly
treated. Consequently the compromise settlement, dated 11th Qctober ,1764, is
accepted as a bonafide seftlement of the dispufe and an award is recorded in
terms thereof.

(8d.) G. C. AGARWALAS,
Pregiding Officer.
6-8-87.
ANNEXURE ‘A’
FORM-H
(See Rule—58)
Memorandum of Settlement
NAME OF PARTIES:

Representing Employers: . ]
?1) Shri % N. Tibrewalla, Managing Director, M/s. Gararia Colliery Co.
Pvt, Litd.

(2) Shri L. J. Pathak, Chief Personnel Officer, Sendra Bansjora Colliery
Co. Pvt, Litd,

(4) Shri B. P. Dabral, Group Labour Officer, Sendra Bansjora Colllery
Co, Pyt Lid,
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Representing Workmen: )
1) Shri 8. Das Gupta, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh.

{2) Shri Mahendra Prataf) Singh, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh
Branch, Gararia Colliery.

(3) Shri Mahadeo Singh, Asstt. Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh,
Branch, Gararia Colliery.

Short Recital

Due to cconomic reasons, Gararia Colliery of M/s. Gararia Colliery Co. (Pri-
vate) Lid, was in bad shape for quite sometime, leading to the stoppage of
production on and from 28th May, 1964, Thereaflier, the Colliery remained
closed, though some members of the Office Staff and a few others worked, even
after 28th May, 1964, on certain days. In the meanwhile, M/s. Gararia Colliery
Co. (P) Ltd, negotiated with M/s. Sendra Bansjora Colliery Co. (Private) Ltd,,
for amalgamation of the former’s Gararia Colliery with the latter’s Sendra
Bangjora Colliery. The negotiations between the two parties have since been
finalised and the Collieries have been amalgamated.

One of the terms of the Deed of Amalgamation between the Parties is ihat
M/s. Gararia Colliery Co. Pvt, Ltd. would retrench their staflf and workmen
excepting those whom My/s, Sendra Bansjora Colliery Company (Pvt) Ltd.,
would be in a position to retain at the time of taking over for the purpose of
working the amalgamated unit. This term has brought in sharp focus the ques-
tion of determination as to who should be retained by M/s., Sendra Bansjora
Colliery Co. (P) Ltd.,, and who should be retrenched and what benefits should
be allowed to the retrenches.

The enlire situation arising from the above was discussed between the parties
on several days and finally on the 11th October, 1964, when the following amic-
able settlement was reached,

i
[

Terms of Settlement

(1) Agreed that the Gararia Colliery of M/s. Gararla Colliery Co. (Private)
Ltd. shall be deemed to have been closed with effect from 1st June, 1964,

(2) Agreed that all the permanent miners and Wagon Loaders be taken over
by M/s. Sendra Bansjora Colliery Co, (P) Ltd., in their employment with conti-
nuity of service. The period from 1st June, 1964, till 19th October, 1984, shall
be treated as leave without pay.

(3) Agreed that in case, any of the permanent trammers are willing to work
as Wagon Loaders, they shall also be talken over by M/s, Sendra Bansjora Colliery
Co. (P) Ltd. on the same terms as in Clause—2 above.

(4) Agreed that all other workmen shall be deemed to have been retrenched
with effect from 1st June, 1964, and shall be paid notice-pay and refrenchment
compensation in terms of the proviso to Section 26FFF of the 1.D. Act.

(6) Agreed that the monthly paid staff and the daily rated workmen shall be
*puid the salary/wages for the month of June 64 on ex-gratia consideration.

(8) Agreed that proportionate bonus for the quarter ended 30th June, 1964,
shall be payeble to all the workmen on rolls provided that they have put in the
proportionate requisite attendances in the gaid quarter.

(7) Agreed that proportionate Leave Wages would be 1;;nslid to the retrenched
workmen in respect of the service in 1964 in all cases where the requisite pro-
portionate qualifying attendances héve been put in.

(8) Agreed that in future vacancies, occurring in the amalgamated unit,
preference would be given to the persons retrenched. -

(9) Agreed that all payments to the workmen in this respect shall be com-
leted by 31st October, 1864, on their handing over the vacant possegsion of the
mpany’s quarters.

(10) Agreed that the managements shall take immediate steps to get the Coal
Mines Provident ‘Fund apcum_u]ations refunded to the retrenched workers.
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(11) Agreed that besides the retrenchment benefit and oth

) er legal du -
able to the entitled workers, a sum equivalent to one month’s wgages ;ilxsal]im%e
paid to each one of the retrenched employees on ex-gratin considerations,

(12) Apgreed that all unpaid wages and bonus shall be paid to the workmen on
or before 31st October, 1964,

(13) Agreed that Train fare for oulward journey shall be paid to all retrench-
ed workmen, who may qualify for proportionate leave.

(14) Agreed that all the aforesaid amounts shall be paid by M/s. Sendra
Bansjora Colliery Co. (P) Ltd, on account of M/s. Gararia Collietry Co. (Pvt.)

Lid.

(16) It is agreed that joint compromise petitions shall be flled by the Parties
concerned before the appropriate authorities for dropping proceedings under
Sec. 107 Cr. P. C,

{16) It is apreed that a joint cettlemnent in respect of Industrial Disputes re-
terred to the Industrlal Tribunal, Dhanbad, for adjudication regarding justifi-
cation or otherwise “in stopping the workmen in the Colliery from work with
effect from 29.5.84" should be filed by parties concerned. in terms of this agree-

ment.

ﬂepresenting employers Representing Workmen
Sd/- 8. N. TIERAWALLA, v 8d/- S. Das Gupra,
11-10-64, 11-10-64.
Secretary.
Managing Director, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh.
The Gararia Colliery Co. Pvt. Lid. | 83/- M. P. Smam.
Sd/- L. J. Paraaxg, 11-10-64.
11-10-64
Chief Personnel Officer, Secretary,
Sendra Bansjora Colliery Co. (P) Litd.
Sd/- B. P. Dasnrar, C.M.8. Branch, Gararia Colliery.
11-10-64. 5d/- Mamapro SINGH,
Group Labour Officer, Asatt. Secretary,
Sendra Bansjora Colliery. C.M 5., Gararia Branch.

8d/- Illegible,
11-10-64.
Copy to—(1) The Conciliation Officer (C), Dhanbad.
(2) The Regional Labour Commissloner (C), Dhanbad.
(3) The Chief Labour Commisstoner (C), New Delhi.

(4) The Secretary to the Governament of India, Ministry of Labour and
Employment. '

Sd/- S, Dag Guera,
8d/- B. P, Dasrar.

Part of Award
Sd/— G. C. ACARWALA,
87.

=~
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....ANNEXURE ‘B’

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-
LABOUR COURT (CENTRAL), JABALPUR

Camp, Jamshedpur
Rererence No, 675-CGIT/LC(R) (19) /67

PARTIEA:
Employers in relation to Gararia Colliery,

AND
Their Workmen.
Petition for withdrawal of objection to settlement, dated 22nd May, 1967, filed
by the management and the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh.

This humble petition by the Mine Mazdoor Union, Sijua, hereinafter referred
to ax the “Union” shows as under:

1. That in response to the direclion of the Hon'ble Tribunal, the Union had
filed on 5th June 1967, their objections to the compromise petition filed by the
management and the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh earlier on 22nd May, 1967.

2. That, on spot verification, the Union has since found that the amalgamation
o! Gararia Colliery with, and administration thereof by, Sendra Bansjora Col-
lery is an indisputable fact, and further, the workmen concerned have tettled
their claims directly wilth the new management, .

3. That, the Union i3 genuinely satisfied that the workmen concerned in the
present Reference have ceased to have any more active interest for pursuing
the dispute sponsored by the Union.

4, That under the aforesaid circumstances the Mine Mazdoor Union is no
longer interested in pursulng their objectlons raised in their earlier petition gg

5th June, 1967 and. therefore, hereby pray that the Hon'ble Tribunal may
plensed to pasg such orders as may he deemed proper and necessary for final

determination of the present dispute,
For which act of kindness the petitioner shall as in duiy bound ever pray.

5. The Petitioners further submit that a copy of the present petition has been

duly served on the Employers.
For Workmen:

Sd./- PRASANTA Burman,
17-8-p7.

Vice President,
Mine Mazdoor Tnion.

Dated, Dhanbad, the 17th August, 1867.

Part of Award
8d/~ G. C. AGARWALA,

Presiding Officer.
[No. 2/85/64-LR.IL]

8.0. 3580.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industri=l Disoutes Act, 1947
(14 of 1947), the Central Goverament herebv puhlishes the followineg award of
the Tndnstrial Tribunal. Jabalnur. in the industrial dispute hetween the emnlovers
in relatinn to the Kustore Cnllery (Raneecgunge Coal Assaciation Limited) Post
Office Kusunda Dhanbad and their Contractors Messrs D M. Shukla and Company
of the one nart and their workmen of the other vart, which was received by the
Central Government on the 2ist Sentember, 1987,

BEFORE THE CENTRAL CGOVERNMENT TNDIUISTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-
T.AROUR COURT, JABALPUR
Dated September 15, 1967

PRESFNT:
Sri G. C. Agarwala—Presiding Officer.
RrrrrEncE No. 48 orF 1064 (Duansap TrRipUwAL)

ReFERENCE No. CGIT/LC(R)Y(12)/687 (JaBALPUR TRIBUNAL)
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ParTI®g:
BrTwEEN

Employers in relation to the Kustore Colliery (Raneegunge Coal Aszocia-
tion Limited), Post Office Kusunda, Dhanbad and their contractors
Mesgsrs D. M. Shukla and Company of the one part and their work-
men, on the other part, through Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha,
Dhanbad (Bihar).

APPEARANCES :

For employers—1. Shri 8. N. Basu, Chief Personnel Officer, Kustore Colliery.
2. Shri Harsadray Shukla, M/s. D, M. Shukla & Co.

For workmen—Shri Lalit Burman, Secretary, Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha,
Dhanbad.

InpustRY: Coal Mine, DigstricT: Dhanbad (Bihar).

AWARD

By Notification No. 2/1/64-LR.II, dated May b5, 1964, the Minisiry of Labour
and loyment, Government of India, referred the following wmatter of dispute
to the Central Government Industrial ’I‘ribunal, Dhanbad:—

Matter of Dispute

Whether the action of the management of Kustore Colliery (Raneegunge
Coal Association Limited) and their contractors Messrs D. M.
Shukla and Company in refusing employment to the following 1%
Hard Coke workers was justified? If not, to what rellef are the
workmen entitled?

Name

. Balgobind Kumbhar.
Dhaneswar Singh,
Ainu Mia.

Paban Rajwar.
Jhupni Kamin.
Fulmani Rajwarin.
. Makhni Rajwarin.
. Janki Rajwarin.
Rabni Rajwarin,
Kusumi Rajwarln.
. Bhimla Rajwarin.
12, Bell Rajwarin.

e bl

et
— D

The proceedings remained pending before the said Tribunal from 11th May,
1984, till transferred to this Tribunal by Notification No, 8/256/67-LRII, dated
April 25, 1967,

The parties filed their statements of claim before the Dhanbad Trikbunal
After issue of usual notices, the parties took time to file rejoinders and have
ultimately compromised the dispute, texms of which are reproduced in 'the
annexure,

The dispute relates to the non-employment of 12 workmen and ag the terms
of compromise would show, eight have already settled their dispute with the
management. For the remaining four, the management has agreed {0 make cer-
taln payments in full and final settlement of their claims. . The Union has, there-
fore, not presged the dispute. The compromize has been duly verified before the
Reglonal Labour Commissioner, Dhanbad. It is a just and fair gettlement of the
dispute and an award is recorded in terms thereof.

8d/G. C. AGARWALA,
Presiding Officer,

15-9-67,
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL, TRIBUNAL-CUM-
LABOUR COURT (CENTRAL), JABALPUR

Rererence No, CGIT/LC(R) /12/87

PARTIES:

Employers in relation tg Kustore Colliery (Messrs. Raneegunge Coal Asso-

cigtion Ltd.), P.O. Kusunda, Dt, Dhanbad and iheir Contractors M/s.
D. M. Shukla & Co. on the one part.

AND

Their Workmen on the other part—represented by the Blhar Koyla Mazdoor
Sabha,

Petition of Compromise
This humble petition on behalf of the parties above-named beg to submit:—
1. That the industrial dispute in respect of the 12 workmen—

(1) Balgobind Kumhar (2) Dhaneswar Singh (3) Ainu Miah (4) Paban
Rajwar (5) Jhupni Kamin (6) Fulmoni Rajowarin (7) Rabni Rajo-
warin gB) Kusml Rajowarin (9) Bhimla Rajowarin (10) Beld Rajo-

warin (11) Makhni Rajowarin (12) Janki Rajowarin has been pend-
ing before the Hon'ble Tribunal.

2, That during the pendency of the above reference the following workmen
concerned have settled their cases with the management directly, having received

full and final payment, and have gubmitted appleations individually to the
Hon’ble Tribunal—

(i) Paban Rajowar (ii) Fulmoni Rajowarin (lii) Makhni Rajowarin

(lv) Jankl Rajowarin (v) Rabni Rajowarin (vi) Kusmi Rejowarin
(vil) Bhimla Rajowarin (viii) Beli Rajowarin,

3. That in view of the above fact the workmen and the Unjon esgree not to
agltate over the claims of the above~-named workmen,

4. That In respect of the rest of the four workmen concerried, the parties,’
without prejudice to their respective submissions before Hon'ble Tribunal, agree
to settle the disputes on the following terms and conditions:

Terms of Settlement

(a) That the employers (The Contractors) agree to make payment of the

amounts to the workmen concerned as shown against the name of
each below:—

Name Amount

() Dhaneswar Singh Rs, 900,00 (Rupees nine hundred)

('ii) Balgobind Kumhar Ra. 600.00 (Rupees six hundred)
@ii) Ainu Miah Rs3. 600 0o (Rupees six hundred)
(iv) Jhupni Kamin Rs. 450.00 (Rupees four hundred & Aty only)

in full and final settlement of all their claims.

(b) That the workmen shall have no other claim on the company or the
contractor after the above payments are made to them.
(c) That the management agrees to make payment of the agreed amount

as noted above to the workmen concerned within a w
date of this settlement. ' eek from the
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5. That the parties humbly pray that the Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased
to hold the above terms of settlement as fair and reasonable, and may he pleaned
to pass an award accordingly.

And for this the petitioners shall pray.

Date 23rd August, 1067.

For the Workmen: For M/s. D. M. Shukla & Co.
5d/- Illegible, Sd/- HARSADRAY SHUKLA,
23-8-87. Main Road, Jharia, Dhanbad.
2d/- LAriT BURMAN, For the Management, Kustore Colliery.
Secretary, (Raneegunge Coal Associaticn Litd.)
23-8-67. 8d/- 8. N. Basv,
Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha, Dhanbad. Chief Personnel Officer.
Witness: '
(Sd.) Illegible. (8d.) G. C. AGGARWALA,
Part of Award Presiding Officer,

[No. 2/1/64-LRIL}

8§.0. 3551.—In pursuance of sectlon 17 of the Industrial Dispules Act, 1947 (14
“of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the. following award of the
Industrial Tribunal Calcutta, in the indugtrial dispute hetween the employers
in relation to the Nag's Kajora Jambad Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, Districk
Burdwan and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government
on the 2lst Sept(_amber, 1967,

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA

RerFeErRENCE No. 23 or 1867,

PARTIES
Employers in relation to the Nag's Kejora Jambad Colliery,
AxDn
Their Workmen.
PRESENT:

Shri S. K. Sen Presiding Officer

APPEARANCES: |
On behalf of the Employers: Shrl K. P. Mukherjee, Advocate.

On behalf of the Workmen: Shri 8. N. Banerjee, Advocate.
STaTE: West Bengal, INpUSTRY: Coal Mine

'AWARD

By Order No, 6/18/87-LRII dated 3rd March 1847, the Central Government
referred for adjudication an industrial dispute between the employers in relation
to the Nag’s Kajora Jambad Colllery, P. O. Ukhra, Dist. Burdwan and their work-
men in respect of the matters specified in the following schedule: )

“Whether the retrenchment of the following workers by the management
of Nag's Kajora Jambad Colliery with effect from the 14th January,

1967 is justifled?

Shri Sriekbal Pandey, Peon
. Shri Kallo Saike, Peon

Shrl Rajeshwar Tiwari, Peon
Shri Sant Ram, Loader

. Shri Mukhlal Singh, Loader
Shri Rambali Singh, Loader
. Shrl Deokaran Ahir, Loader-
. Shri Karmu S8ahiz, Londer

. Shri Manu Lal Passy, Loader
10. Shri Duioy Ram, Loader

11, Shri Rambagas, Loader

12. Shri Sudha Ram. Loader

13. Shri Sandeo Raibhar, Loader
14. 9hri Mahesh Yadav, Loader
15. Shri Jakhu Yadav, Loader

I not, to what rellef are they entitled?

OmADm U o I
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2. According to the management, on account of shortage of working faces
ihey decided to retrench 12 out of 140 loaders, and in order to effect some economy
a8 colliery was running at a loss, decided to reduce ihe staff of peons and night
guards by 3; accordingly the management issued notices of retrenchment on 15th
December, 1966 informing the 3 peons or night guards and the 12 loaders that
they would be retrenched with effect from 14th January 1867. In the notice it
was stated that relrenchment compensation would be paid by the l4th January
1967 and that the workmen might collect their other dues between 14th:January
and 20th January, 1987. Seven of the workmen ncceptied the retrenchment com-
pensation but the remaining workmen refused and to them the retrenchment com-
%nsation was sent by money crder but the same generally came back undelivered

e management however took at all the necessary steps required under Sec. 25F
of the Industrial Disputes Act in connection with retrenchment.

3. The workmen were at first represented by the Asansol Coal Field Workers’
Union, which tried to obtain relief for workmen before the Conciliation Officer and
which also filed a written statement after the case had been referred to adjudica-
tion. Subsequently the workmen filed a petition on 30th May 1867, that they
hpd given up membership of the Asansol Coal Field Workers’ Union and had
joined the Colliery Mazdoor Congress, HMS, and wanted to be represented by
Shri JOyantg Poddar of the Colliery Mazdoor Congress, HMS, and Shri S. N.
Banerjee, Advocate. A fresh written statement was also flled by Joyanta Poddar
as Assistant Secretary of the Colllery Mazdoor Congress, HMS, on behalt of the
workmen on the same date. This representation and the fresh written statement
were accepted. The main point taken in the written statement on behalf of the
workmen is that the 15 workmen gerved with retrenchment notice wére permanent
workmen and the company had a number of temporary workmen and if the com-~
pany really wanted to reduce the number of workmen they might have discharged
some of the temporary workmen and not retrenched the permanent workmen,

4. It should be mentioned that before the affldavit in support of the fresh
representation and the written statement by the Assistant Secretary of the
Colliery Mazdoor Congress, HMS, were filed, 12 of the 15 workmen concerned had
heen given temporary émployment as trammers at the colliery. The settlement
in this respect took place before the Conciliation Officer on 27th April, 1967
Before that there was trouble for about 5 days at the colliery, It was stated by
Shri K. P. Mukherjee, Advocate appearing on behalf of the management that the
settlement was the result of a ‘Gherao’ staged by the workmen as the result of
which the then manager sent in hig resignation. One of the witnesses examined
tor the workmen, namely Shri Ram Naresh Singh, denied that there was any
‘¢herao’ but he admitted that there was stoppage of work at the colliery for 5

ays and that the manapger had gone away and sent in his resignation at that time.

5. The case was heard on a contested basis on 25th July 1967 and was adjourn-
ed to 16th September 1867 for further hearing. On 16th September 19687 the parties
slated that the matter had heen settled out of court and filed a joint petition
embodying the terms of settlement. According to the terms of settlement, such of
the retrenched workmen as are working at the colliery (as the resuli of the
setflement of 27th April 1967) will continue to work in thefr present johs and will
be abeorbed in their old catepories if and when there are vacancies in those cate-
gories and their period of non-employment will be treated ns leave without pay:
the retrenched workmen who have not yvet been employed at the colliery will
be glven notice by the manasement to report and join and if thev fail to repor
within 2 weeks the management would not be hound to nrovide them with any
emvloyment: those who accepted the retrenchment commensation will refind the
same in instalments. and the management shall rav a lumo sum of Rs. 500/- to the
union. The terms are favourable to the workmen and are accepted.

An award is therefore made in terms of the petition of settlement a copy of
which shall form part of the award.

Dated 16th September 1967,

(84.) 8. K. Svw,
Presiding Officer.
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The following settlement arrived at between the management of Nag's XKajora
Jambad Colliery, P, 0. Ukhra (Burdwan) and Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS),
Bengal Hotel, Asansol.

1. That as regards the workmen whose cases are pending before the Hon'ble
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal Calcutta, Reference No, 23 of 1966—the parties
.agree that the matter Is amicably settled on the following terms:—

(a) That the Management of Nag's Kajora Jambad Colliery agreez f{o re-
instate the workers under reference No. 23 of 1966 in thelr present
job in which they are working with effect from 11th September 1967
and the period of idleness shall be treated as leave without pay, and
they will be absorbed in their old categories, if there be vacancy in
the categories,

(b) That the parties agree that those retrenched workers who fail to report
within two weeks will not be provided with any employment, after
issue of due notice to such workers by the management at their res-
peclive home address.

(¢) That those who accepted the reirenchment compengation shall refund
the amount in instalments,

(d) That the parties agree to submit joint petition before the Hon'ble
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta for a ‘No Dispute’ award
in view of the present settlement,

(e) That the management agrees to pay a lump sum amount of Rz 500/-
(Rupees Five Hundred only) towards the expenses of the above
Tribunal case to the union.

Bd /- JayanTa Poppar 8/8/67. (54.) Illegible,
Representative of the Union Representative of the
Colliery Mazdeor Congress (HMS) Management,
Bengal Hotel, Asansol Nag’'s Kajora Jambad Colliery

P. O. Ukhra (Burdwan).
5d/- Illegible, ‘
8d/- Ilegible.

Dated 8th September 1987.

Sd/- N. C. Mukherjee
[No. 6/18/67-LRIL]

ORDERS
New Delhi, the 25th September 1967

§.0. 3552 —Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial
dispute exists hetween the employers In relation to the Umarla Colllery of Rewa
Coalflelds Limited Post Office Dhansar, District Shahdol and their workmen in
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed;

And, whereas tho Central Government considers 1t desirable to refer the said
digpute for adjudication;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the* powers conferred by clause (Qd}7 of gsub-section
1) of section 10 of the Industrial Digputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central
overnment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial

Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of the said Act.

TEE SCHEDULE

Whether the intended closure of one shift of Umarla Colliery with effect from
1st August, 1967 by the management of Umaria Colliery of Messrs-
Rewa Coal Fields Limited, Post Office Dhanpuri, and asking the
workers to opt for pension of gratulty and also proposing transfer of
surplus workers from Umaria Colliery to other collierles without
following the precedures as laid down in Chapter VA of the Industrial
Disputes Act, 1947 is justified; if not to what rellef are the workmen
entitled?

[No. 5/81/67-LRIL]
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8.0. 3533.—Whereas the Central Government {s of opinion that an Indus-
trial dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of
Bararee Colliery Nci.5 Pit of Messrs East India Coal Company Limited, Post QOffice
Jenlgora (Dhanbad) and their ralsinf Contractors Messrs G- 5 Atwal and Com-
pany (Asansol), G. T. Road, Asansgol on the one part and thelr workmen cf the
other part in respect of the matters specifled In the Schedule hereto annexed;

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the:
said dispute for adjudicatlon;

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-
sectlion (1) of section '10 of the Indusirial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the
Central Governmept hereby refers the sald dispute for adjudicetion to the Addi-
tional Industrlal Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7-A of the said Act-

THE SCHEDULE

Whether the actlon of the management of Bararze Colliery No. 5 Pit of Messrs
East Indian Coal Company Limited, Posli Oifice Jealgora and thelr
Contractors Messrs G. S. Atwal and Company (Asansol), Pozl Office
Asansol in suspending the work of the sald Colliery with effect from
the 1st December, 1966 and laying-off of the workmen was justified?
Il not, to what rvellef, are the workmen entitled?

[No.2/62/67-LR1II]
BALWANTI SINGH, Under Secy.

(Department of Labour and Employment)
New Delhi, the 26th September 1967

§.0. 35354 —In exercise of the powers confcrsed by the fourth previco to
clause (h) ol Sub-section (5) of Sectlon 8 of {he Personal Injuries (Compensation
Insurance) Act. 1083 (37 of 1963), rcad with sub-clause (2) of Clausc 8 of the
Personal Injurles (Compensation Insurance) Scheme, 1965, the Central Govern-
ment hereby directs that the amount of the advance premium payable in respect
of the quarter ending 31st December, 1967, shall—

(1) in the case of a person having a policy In force on the 20th Sepfem-
ber 1967 be ‘NiI' and

(2) in the cage of a person who is rcquired to take out a policy of insurance
for the first time on the basis of his having been an employer for
ihe complete quarter ending the 30th September 1867, be five paise
per one hundred rupecs of the wages bill for the guarter ending
the 30th September, 1967.

[No. 2/2/67-Spl. FaeIL]
P. SADAGOPPAN, Dy. Secy.

(Department of Labour and Employment)
New Delhi, the 25th September 1967

0. 3555 —Whereas the Central Government is satisfled fhat the Government
Pregs?Auran abad, owned by the Stnte Government of Maharashtra, ig situated

in an area where the provisions of Chapter V of the Employees’ State Insurance
Act, 1948 (34 of 1848) have not been enforced;

And, whereas the sald factory is both non-commercial and non-compctitive in
nature;

therefore, in exercise of the powerg conferred by section 73F of the
Emlgﬁ)‘;ées' State Insurance Act, 1048 (34 of 1948), the Central ,Gwern_ment hereby
‘exempts the said factory from the payment of the employer’s special contribu-
"tion {)eviab‘,e under Chapter VA of the said Act, until the enforcement of the
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act, in the said area.

[No. F.6(29) /67-HLY
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§.0. 3556.——In exerclse of the powers conferred by section 73F of the Employees
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government, having reg
to the location of the factories mentioned in Column 4 of the schedule ag:pend
helow in sparse areas specified in the corresponding entry in Column 3 of the
sald schedule, in the State of Andhra Pradesh, hereby exempts them from the
payment of the employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the
paid Act, until the enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in

the said areas.

SCHEDULE
5. No. Nameof the District Ngme of Area Name of Factory
4 2 3 4
!
1. East Godavazl Samalkot M/a. The Andhra Brick end Tile manw’
facturing Co. Cooperative Society Ltd.
2. Guntur Lingamguntla P.W.D. Nagar junasagar
(Via Narasaraopet)  Canals Workshops,
3. Visakhapatnam Vepagunta Meters, relays testingand  special mainte®
nance sub-division (Simhachelam)
Upper Sileru Exccutive Engincer, P.W.D. Pensiock  Fa-

brication and Erection Division,

4o West Godavari Akividu M/s. Sree Ramakrishna Engiveering Co.

[No. F. 6(21)/67-HI}

3.0, 3557.—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 78F of the Employees’
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government, having regord
to the location of the factory, namely, the Government Presg at Bhavnagar, belong-
ing to the State Government of Gujarat in an implemented area, hereby exempts
the gald factory from the payment of employer's special contribution leviable
under Chapter VA of the said Act, for a period of one year with effect from
the date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette.

[No. F.6(51)/67-HI.1

8.0. 3558.—Wherens it appears tc the Central Government that the employer 4.
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as
Mesars J. B, Mody & Brothers, 121-Fort Street, Bombay-1, have agreed that the
provisions of the Employees Provident Funds Act, 1852 (19 of 1852), should be
made applicable to the said establishment;

Now, therefore,.in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of
gection 1 of the maid Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions
of the said Act to the said establishment,

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of
April, 1966.
[No. 8/42/67/PF-IL1"'

5.0. 3559—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known ax
Messrs. New York Times, New Delhi Bureau, IENS Building, Rafi Marg, New
Delhi, have agreed that the provislons of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act,
1952 (19 ot 1962), should be made applicable to the said establishment;

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of
sectlon 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applles the provisions
of the spid Act to the said establishment;

'él‘his notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st November

[No. 8/8/67/PF-I1.]
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New Delhi, the 26th September 1067

8.0, 3560.—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73-F of the
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of '1948), the Central Government having
regard fo the location of the factories specified in the schedule hereto annexe
in a sparse area in the State of West Bengal, hereby exempts the sald factoriel
from the payment of the employer's special contribution leviable under Chapter
VA of the said Act until the enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of that

Act in that area.
THB SCHEDULE

S. No. Name of the District , Name of Area Name of Factory
I. Jalpaiguri Damanpur (i) M/s. Manindra Nath Das
Saw Mill

(ii) M/s. Das Saw Mill.

[No. F. 6(31)/67-HL]

5.0. 3561.—Whereas the Central Government has in pursuance of clause (f)
of scction 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominated
Shri R. N. Joshi, Senior Executive, Kohincor Mills Company Limited, Bombay
to be a member on the Employees’ State Insurance Corperation, in place of Shri
Basudev Somani;

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance
Act, 1148 (34 of 10948), the Central Government hereby makes the following
further amendment in the notlification of the Government of India in the Minisiry
of Labour, Emiployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ-
ment) No. 8.0, 2b51, dated the 8th August, 1966, namecly:—

In the said notification, under the heading “Members”, under the sub-heading
“(Nominated by the Central Governmeni under clause (f) of section 4 in con-
sultalion with Organisations of employers recognised by the Ceniral Government
for the purpose)”, for the eniry against item, 23, the following entry shall be
substituted, namely:—

“Shri R. N. Joshi, Senior Executive, Kohinoor Mills Company Limited,
Killick House, Home Street, Forl, Bombay-1".
[No. F. 3/18/66/HI.]

B.0. 3562.—In excrelse of the powerd conferred by section 73-F of the
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government
hereby makes the following further amendments in the notification of the Gov-
ernment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. 8.0, 137, dated
the 9th January, 1962, namely:—

In the schedule to the said notification, (1) against serial No. 9 the entry

“Veraval” in column 3 and the following entries ign column 4, namely,
“l. Government Press Houase.

. Western India Bone Mills and Manure Works.

. Mathuradas Jadhavji and Co.

Sonecha 0il Mills P, Litd.

. Veraval Oil Cake Co.

. M/s. Islam Colton Pressing and Oil Mill

. Nutan Industry Works.

. Sarvodaya Oil Mill.

. Jay Hind Ol Mil.”

shall be omlitted;
(ii) against serial No. 17, the entry “Limbdi” in column 3 and the following
entries in column 4, namely:— :
“1. Trambaklal Manilal Shah Button factory.
2. Durgha Wood Works,
3. Saurashtra Cooperative Spinning Mills Ltd.”
shall be omitted.

[No. F. 6(48)/67-HL.]
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8.0. 3563.—Whereas the State Government of Bihar has in pursuance of
clause (d) of section 4 of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948),
mominated Shri R. C. Sinha, Secretary to the Government of Bihar, Department
of Labour and Employment, Patna to represent that State on the Employees’
State Insurance Corporation in place of Shri F. Ahmad;

_ Now, therefore, in yursuance of section 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance
Act, 19048 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes the following
turther amendment In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ-
shent) No, 5.0. 2551, dated the 9th August, 1966, namely:—

In the said notiflcation, under the heading “Members”, under the sub-heading
"(Nominafced by the State Governments under clause (d) of section 4)”, for the
entry against item 10, the following entry shall be substituted, namely:—

“Shri R. C. Sinha, Secretary to the Government of Bihar, Department of
Labowr and Employment, Patna.” .

‘ . [Ne. F. 3/18/66/HI.]

8.0. 3564.—In eéxerclse of the powers conferred by scction 73F of the
Mmployees State Insurance Act, 1848 (34 of 1548), the Central Government
having regard to the location of the factories specified in the schedule hereto
annexed, in sparse areas in the State of Punjab, hereby exempts the said factorles
from the payment of the employer's special contribution leviable under Chapter

VA of the said Act until the enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the
said Act in the said areas:—

SCHEDULE
8. No. Name o the Bistriel Name of Area Name of the fac ory

I. Amritsar Sultanwind Town M]/s. Podar Metal Works Nea

New Canal Brdge.
2. Ferozepur Dhudi-Ke M/s. Snow Wh'te Porcelain

Enamel Works. .
3. Hoshiarpur Talwara (1) M/s. Re-inforcement Febrica-
i tors Shop, P.O. Sandarput,
(i) M/s. UP Stream Ra'ching Plant
at Khanpur,
4. Kapurthala Hadia Bad M/8. Metro Enginecring Worke.
5. Patiala Vil Jhull M/s. Navyug Tradmmg Corpora-
tion,

6. Rohtek Vill. Sultanpur M/s. India Rock Wool Co.

() Lid.

No. F. 6(22)/65-HL]

8.0. 3565.—In exercise of ilhe powers conferred by section 73F of  the
Bmployees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of ]948)_, the Central Government,
having regard to the location of the factories specifled in Column 4 of the
Schedule hereto annexed in sparse areas specifled in Column 3 of the said Schedule
in the State of Orissa, hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of
employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act until
the enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of that Aci in those areas.

THE SCHEDULE
8. No. Name of District Name of Arca Name of the factory
T Curtak Phulnakhara M/3. Cuttak “Milk Unjon
' ?chemc.uku 4 P
jhar @ M/, M ndapur, atna
2 Keonjhtt hargonn Panchayat Saw Mill and
Industrial Co-Operative
Society Ltd. Ca
j R 5. Beranari rpen
3. Mayarbhanj Botanat MI(P mh;yﬂt o st try

Co-operative Sccity Ltd.
[No. F. 6(25)/67-HL]
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8 0. 3566.—™n exercise of the powers conferred by sectlon 73F of thd
Employees State Insurance Act, 1848 (34 of 1948). the Central Government
having regard to the location of the factory, namely the Government Contra
Press, Ahmedabad, in an implemented area, hereby exempts the said factory
from the payment of the employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter
VA of the said Act upto and including 15th August, 1968.

[No. F. 6(2)/67-HIL.]

8.0. 3567.—In exerclse of the powers conferred by sectlon 73F of the
Emvloyees’ State Insurance Act, 1048 (34 of 1948). the Central Government,
having regard to the location of the factorv namely, Electric Sub-Station No. IV,
New Delhi Municipal Committee, Market Lane., New Dcolhi, in an implemented
area, hereby exempts the sa’d factory from the payment of the emplover's
gpecial contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the =nid Act for a further
period of one year with effect from the 4th September, 1067.

[No. F. 6(47)/66-HL]

8§ 0. 35f8.—Tn exerciss of the powers conferred bv sub-section (3) of sec
tion 1 of the Emplovees’ State Insurance Act. 1948 (34 of 1748). the Central
Government hereby apvoints the 1st dav of October. 1987. ag the date on which
the vrovigsions of Chapter TV (excent sections 44 and 45 which have alreadv been
brought into force) and Chanters V and VI (excent sub-section (1) of sectlon 76
and sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 which have already been bronght into force) of the
sald 1Ac‘c shall come Into force In the following areas in the State of Orissu
namely:—

The area within the Municipal limits of Jharsuguda, and the areas within the
following revenue villages:—

. Badhamunda
. Balighudi

. Talmal
Malimunda
Saraspall
Arda

Dotara
Kelendamal
. Ekatali

In the district of Sambalpur.

PE DG

[No. F. 13(15)/67-HI.)

8.0. 3589 Whereas it apvears to the Central Government that the emvloyer
and the matority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as
Messrs Shalimar Tanning Company. 72. M. C. Road. Solur. Ambur, North Arcot
District (Madras Strte), have aereed that the provislons of the Fmployees' Pro-
vident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said estab-

lishment;

Now, therefore. in exercise of the powers conferred by gub-sectlon (4) of
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provislons
of the said Act to the sald establishment;

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of
October, 1067.

[No. 8/113/67/PF-IL]

0. 3570.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sectlon (1) of gection
13 %fothse Employees’ Provident Funds Act. 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Gov-
ernment hereby anpoints Sarvasbrl R, P. Sooxd and Tars m Lal to be Inspectors
for the who'e of the States of Punjab and Haryana and the L’_fnion territorles of
Chandigarh and Himachal Pradesh for the purposes of th= said Act and of any
scheme framed thereunder In relation to establi<hments belonsint to, or under
the control of. the Central Government, or In relatlon to establishments connect-
ed with & railway company, a mine or an oil-fleld or a controlled industry.
[No. 20/4/67-PFI(i).]
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8.0, 3571.—1In exercizse of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of seclion
13 of the Emnloyees’ Provident Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1852), the Central Govern-
mant herceby resclnds the nollAcation of the Government of Indla in the late
Ministry of Labour and Employment No. §0. 1526 dated the 10th May, 1962,

[No. 20(4)/67-P.F.I(ii).]

8.0, 3572.—In exercize of the powers conferred by section 973F of the Em-
ployers’ State Tnsurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government, having
regard to tho location of the factories mentioned in the schedule below In sparse
areas in the State of (lttar Pradesh, hereby exempts the said factorics from the
puyment of the Emnplover’s spccial Contribution leviable under Chapter VA

of the snid Act until the enforecement of the provisions of Chapter V of the sald
Act In the said areas.

SCHEDULE
S. No. Name of District Name of Arca Name of Factory
I. Azamgarh Mau Nuth Bhanjan M/s. Shree Hind Tinishing Tndustries,
2. Lucknow Ghazipur The Narang Daitry Progducts Co.

[No. F.6(13)/67-HI]

5.0. 3573.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer
and the mnajority of thr emplovees in relatlon to the eslablishment known ag
Mrasrs 8. P. K. Lorry Service, 23/24, Nageswaran Konll Street, Ambur, North Arcot
Dis‘rict, (Madras State) have agreed that the provisions of the Empolyvees’ Pro-

vident Tunds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the sald
establshment;

Now, therefore, in exercigse of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec-
tion 1 of the sald Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provislons of
the sald Act to the sald establishment with effect from the 1st Qctober, 1987.

[No. 8/112/67/PF-11.]

8.0. 3574—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer
and the m»niority of the emmnlovees In relalion to the establishment known as
Messrs N. Narsimha Handling Contractor, 12/F, Padma Rao Nagar, Secunderabag
(Andhra Pradesh), have agreed that the provisions of the employees’ Provident
Funds Act. 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the sald establishment;

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sectinn (4) of sec-

tion 1 of the sald Act. the Cenfral Government hereby applles the provisions of
the sald Act to the said establishment.

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 30th davy of
June, 1967

[No. 8/114/87/PF-I1.]

8.0, 35%5 —-Whereas it apepars to the Central Government that the employer
and the majorlty of the emplovees in relation to the establishment known as
Mezsrs  Glaxo Emplavees' Cooperative Canteen Limited, 30 Velacherl Road,
Madroe-22 hava agreed that the provislons of the Employces’ Provident Funds
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the sald establishment;

Now, therefore, in exerclse of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of gec-
‘fon 1 of the sald Acf. the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of
the sald Act to the sald cstablishment, with effect from the 1st October. 1987 .

[No. 8/110/67/PF-11.]

8.0 3%76.—In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 9 of the Coal Minés
Pravident Fund and Bonus Schemes Act, 1948 (46 of 1948). and In supersession
of the not{Acation of the Government of India in the late Minlsiry nf Lahour and
Emnloyment No. 8.0, 3941 dated the 24th December. 1062, the Central Govern-
ment herehy sprcifies each of the persons mentioned in the Schedule hereto
annexed as the authority who may sanction the making of a report In writing of
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the facts constituting an offence under the Coal Mines Bonus Scheme, 1948, pub-
lished with the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of
Labour No. PF.16(1) /48, dated the 3rd July, 1948.

‘THE SCHEDULE’

. The Chief Labour Commissioner (Cenfral), New Delhi.

The Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), New Delhi
The Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), Dhanbad.
The Regional Labour Commissicner (Central), Dhanbad.

The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Calcutta.

The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Jabalpur.

The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Asansol.

The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Ajmer.

The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Bombay.

. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Hyderabad.

[No 5(35)/67-PF-1(i).]

WU R o N

—

S8.0. 3577.—In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 8 of the Coal Mines
Provident Fund and Bonus Schemes Act, 1948 (46 of 1948), and in supersession
of the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labuur and
Employment No. S.0. 3942 dated the 24th December, 1962, th-~ Ccutral Govern-
ment hereby specifies each of the persons mentioned in the Schedule below as
the authority who may sanction the making of a report of the facts constituting
an offence under the Andhra Pradesh Coal Mines Bonus Schemr, 1Ysz, the
Rajasthan Coal Mines Bonus Scheme, 1954, and the Assam (Coal Mines Bonus
Scheme, 1955, published with S.R.O. 1705 dated the 4th October, 1852, S.R.O. 3643
dated the 17th December, 1954, and S.R.O. 2042 dated the 8tn Septamber, 1955,
respectively, to the extent specified in the said Schedule.

‘THE SCHEDULE’

1. The Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), New Delhi (for all the three
Schemes mentioned above).

2. The Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) New Delhi (for all
three Schemes).

3. The Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) Dhanbad, (for Assam
Coal Mines Bonus Scheme).

4. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) Hyderabag (for Andhra
Pradesh Conal Mines Bonus Scheme, 1952).

5. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Ajmer (for Rajasthan Coal
Mines Bonus Scheme, 1954).

6. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Cenfral), Calcutia (for Assam Coai
Mines Bonus Scheme, 1955).

[No. 3(35)/67-PF-I(ii)-]
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Under Secy.

(Department of Labour and Employment)
New Delhi, the 26th September 1967

. S.0. 3598.—Whereas the prcceedings with regard to the ce:rtificntior of the
draft standing orders in respect of tie various project: of the Naticnal Poricets
Construction Corporation Limited are pending with ihe Regivnal Labsur Com-
missioner (Central), Jabalpur;

And whereas Shri D. Panda, the said Regional Labour Cominiwicasr (Cen-
tral), Jabalpur has since been transferred as Regional Labour Cosnmiscioncr
(Central), Asansol.

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clavse (2) ¢f se~tion 2
of the Industrial Employment (Stlanding Orders) Act, 1848 (20 o 1848), the
Central Government, being the appropriate Goverame=nt f5r {2 miraszes of the
-said Act in respect of the National Proiects Constiuztica Cormorsti~a Limited,
hereby, appoints Shri D. Panda as the Certifying Ocer and aunciises him to
continue to deal with the certification of the said draft standing orders.

{No. F. 23/19/66/LR-1.]
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ORDERS
New Delhi, the 23th September 1967

8.0. 3579.—Whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial
dispute exists between the emplogyers in re.ation to the Narang Bank or India
Limited, New Delhi and their wo:kmen in respect of the matter specitied in the
Scheau.e hereto annexed;

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said
dispute for adjudication;

Now, therefo.e, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section

1) of section 10 of ite Industrial isputes Act, 1947 (14 of 194¢), the Central

Government hereby reiers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial
Tribunai, Delhi constituted under section 7TA of the said Act.

SCHEDULE

Whether the demand ol the workmen of Narang Bank of india Limited,
New uUeiny that the teqns and conditions of their service should be in
accordance with the NMoemorandum of Settlement arrived on the 19th
Urwoer cwod Petweoh e Managements of the banks as represented
by the indian Banks Association, Bombay and the Bombay Exchange
panks Agsocalon, Bompay and the workmen uf the said banks as
represemed by tiie Au India Bank kimployees Assoclation and the
all India Bank Eniployees Federatioa, is justified? If so, to what re-
lief are chey entitled?

[No, 51/59/67/LRIIl.]
New Deihi, the Z6th September 1967

8.0, 3580.—Whereas the Conirai Government is of opinion that an industrial
aisp.ute exists between the emp.oyers in relation to the Kharia China Clay Mines
of ratelnagar Minerais and [udustriecs (Private) Limuted, Post Otfice Patetnagar
District Birbhum and their workmen in respect of the matters speciiied in the
Schedule hereto annexed;

And, whereas, the Ceniral Goverameant considers it deswable to refer the said
dispute for adjudication;

Nuwv, therefore, in exercise of the powerg conferred by ciause (d) of sub-
section (1) of section 1V of the Ii.usirial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1847), we
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, consiuituted under section 7A of the sa.d Act.

SCHEDULE

1. (a) Whether the demand of the workman of Kharia China Clay Mines of
Messrs fatelnagar Minera:s and lndusiries (Private) Limited, Post
Oitice Fatelnagar, District Birbhum, West Bengal for revision of the
wages and dearness allowance is justified?

(b) If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled and from what dafe?

II. (a) Whether the demand of the workmen of Kharia China Clay Mines
of M/s. Patelnagar Minerals and Industries (Private) Limiled, for
f}inag‘;nent of bonus for the accounting years 1964-65 and 1866 is justi-

ear 1

(b) If so, to what reliel are the workmen entitled?

III. (a) Whether the demand of the workmen for the abolition of the con-
tract labour system in the Kharia Ch'na Clay Mines M/s. Patelnagar
Minerals and Industries (Private) Limited is justified?

(b) If so, from what date?
[No. F. 24/26/67/1.RI.]

$.0. 3581 —Whereas an industrial dispute between certain employers and their
work—en concerning the Bombhav Port was referred to the Industrial Tribunal,
Bombay by the Order of the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.0. 1920 dated the 24th May,
1867,
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And, whereas the Central Government ig of opinion that the said dispute is of
such a nature that the establishments specified in the Schedule hereto annexed
are likely to be interested in or affecled by that dispute;

Now, therefore, in exercise of lhe powers conferred by sub-section (b)) of
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern-
ment hereby includes in the said reference, the estab!ishments specified in the
sald Schedule. -

SCHEDULE

(1) M/s. Eastern Bunkers Private Litd., Scindia House, Dougall Road,
Ballard Estate. Bombay. Licence No. CHA-11/74.

(2) M/s. C. C. Shah & Son (Prop. Vinodchandra €. Shah), Nazir Building
g{%& Calicut Street, Ballard Estate, Bombay-1. Licence No. CHAll/

(3) Shrl Sudhri Sakarchand Shah, Boman Building, Calicut Street, Ballard
Estate, Bombay-1. Licence No. CHA-11/228.

(4) Shri Vijaysinh Virchand Ved, (Prop. of M/s. Vijaya Sinh Co.), 13/21,
3rd Panjarpole Lane, Bombay-4 Licence No. CHA-11/288,

(5) Shri M. H, Hardawala, 30-Turner Road, Bandra, Bombay-50. Licence
No. CHA-11/318.

(8) M/s. Josco Shipping Agency (Prop. Jose Makuden), Dalal Shed. Ground
Floor, New Custom %Iouse, Bombay-1. Licence No. CHA-11/322,

[No. 28(14) /67-LRIIL.]

CORRIGENDUM
New Delhi, the 25th September 1967

8.0. 3582.—In the Notiflecation of the Government of India in the Depariment
of Labour and Employment No. SO. 1780, duted the 12th May. 1967. published
on pages 1772 to 1792, for the existing line 1! on page 1782, the following may
be substituted,

“the psost of Assistant Station Superintendent, Crew Scheduling, Customer
ervice,”

[No. 17/1/66-LRIV.]
5. S. SAHASRAMANAN, Under Secy.

(Department of Rehabilitation)
(Office of the Chiet Bet{lement Commlissioner)
ORDER
New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

S.0. 3583,—In pursuance of rule 76-A of Displaced Persons (Compensation and
Rehabilitation) Rules, 1955, the Central Government hereby makes the following
Order to amend the Order published with the Notification of the Government of
India in the lale Ministry of Works, Housing and Hchobililation (Department of
Rehabilitation) No. 8.0, 530, dated the 3rd February, 1864, namely.—

In the said Order,

For the words and figures “30th September, 1967”, the words and figurcs “31st
December, 1967”7, shall be substituted.

[No. F. 14(22)Comp & Prop/64.]

A. G. VASWANI,
Rettlement Commissioner & Ex-Officlo Under Secy.
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE

(Department of Economic Affairg)
New Delhi, the 26th September 1967

BaWKmG DEPARTMENT

LiaBILITIES Ra. AssETr Rs.
Capital Paid Up . 5500500, Notes 35,94,29,7c0
Rope: Coin 3.90,000
Rezserve Fund 80,00,00,0070 Smizll Com . 3:95,000
Natiorsi Agricotunal Crdit  (Long Bilis Frreizced and Discounted—
Term Operations) Fond . . 131,700,400 (a} Internal . . . - .
{#) External .
¢: « ovzrament Treasury Bilis ,3%,36,
fonal A _ ' — 345,3%,36,000
(Stubil-watiow) Fand . 25,00,50,002 Falances hiedo Aoroude . 20,06,99,000
Narigooal Endustrzi Credit {I.ang Term
Uperations) Fupd . . 30,00,00,000 lovestments®® 151,99,16,000
Losns and Advaocesto ; -
i) Central Goveramem . Ve
(1) State Governments@ 25,54:43,C©
Depos.ts— loans and Advancsy to; —
(i) Scheduled Comrmercizi Gusisst . 2,22,55,000
(@) Government— (1) State Co-cperative Banks™ . 161,70,14,L00
{#{) Othens 3,06555,C00
(i) Central Government . - T10I,61,12,000 5
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(%) State Governmemts -

(&) Bapks—
{i) Scheduled Commercial Banks .
(8) Scheduled Stare Co-Operstive Banks

(#i) Non-Schedubed State Co-operative Banks
(s} Other Baokn . ; .

() Oibers

Bills payable
Other Liakilities . . - .
Rupees

Loens, Advances and Ipvesuments from Ntijasl Agricultu
Crednt {(Long Term Operations) Fund —

11,44,51,000 (a) Loans and Advanaces 10 ; —
{#) State Govermnents . . s . » 28,32,34,000
(&) State Co-operative Banks . . 14,35,76,000
() Central Land Mortgage Banks - .
(&) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debcntura 7,30,80,000
Losna and Advances from National Agrcultural Credit .
125,57,24,000 (Stabilisation) I end—
5,68,89,000 Loens and Advarces to State Co-cperative Banks . . 8,55,08,000
87,17,000
14,40,000 Loany, Advances szd [ovestments from National Iadustral
Credit (L.oag Term Operations’ Fund —
264,22,03,000 {2} Loans :ni Advances to the Development Bank $524,15.000
(4} Investr eat 1 bendef{debentures izssued by the
24,70,99,>00 Developmwent Bang . . . .
37:15:49,000 Other Ansers 32,93,07,000
Ropecs 842,71,94,000

842,71,9.4,000

*Inciudes Cash and Short-term Securittes.

**ycluding i*r-aunc*ts from the Nattoaal Agriultusal Credit (Long icrm Operations) Fund and the Nationa! Industrial Credit (Long Term

Operzuons: Fend

@ Excluling -. 'ans 1nd Alvances from the Nano~al Agricuitural Credit (Loug Term Operstions) Fund, but incloding temporsry overdrafts

State GoOvernmenits,

tlactai:s Rs, NIL alvancad to sch:lalad o3nnzccial baaks against usaacz bills undsf Szcrion I7(4)c) of the Reserve Bik of India Act,

t7Exclu ling L.oans and Advaaces from the National Agricaltural Credit (LongiTerm Operations) Fund and the National Agricaltural Credit (Stabili-

sation) Fuond,

Dated the 20th day of Spetember, 1967.

to
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An Accoun! parsuant to the Reserve Sank of India AcL, 1934, for tie week ended the 15th day of Sepiember, (967
Tsetrm DFPARTMENT

LissiLimies Ra, Ra.

Assxrs Rs, Rs.
Notes held in eBankngepart Gold Coin and Bullion :—
ment . 35,94,29,000 (a) Held ic. India . . . 115,89,25,000
Notes in Cll‘cUlaIl(Il . 2938,97,37,000 (@) Held outeide Indis . .
Totel Notes issned . - 2574,91,66,000 , .
Foreign Secuarities . 156,42.00,000
TOTAL . . . 282,31,25.000
Rupee Coin . 77.68 82,000
Govermment of India RupeeSucnnua 2614,51,59,000
internal Bills of Exchenge and mhu
comunercial paper .
TotAz, LIABILITIES 2974,91,66,000 ToTarL ASSETS 2974,91,66,000
Dated the zoth day of September 1967, B. N. Apapxag,

Dy, Gevzrmor.
[No F. 3(3)}BC/671

es8r ‘9l YNIASV/L061 'L HIFOLDO CYIQNT A0 YLLAZYD FHIL 14743
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New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

5.0, 3585._—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 50 of {lie Reserve
Bunk of India Act, 1934, (2 of 1934), the Central Government hereby appoints
the fclxllowmg firms as Auditors of the Reserve Bank of India for the year ?&7-63
namely:—

(1) Messrs, S. B. Billimoria & Co..
113, Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Fort, Bombay,

(2) Mesgrs, Brahmayya & Co.,
337, Thambu Chetty Street,
Madras-1,

(3) Messrs. Ray & Ray,
6, Church Lane,
Calcutta.

[No, F. 3(61)-BC/61.]
V. SWAMINATHAN, Under Seccy.

(Department of Revenue and Insurance)
EstaTe DuTy
New Delhi, the 19th September 1867

8.0. 3586.~-In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of sec-
tion 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1833 (34 of 1£53), the Central Government hereby
appoints Shri N, K. Ganguly, Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax as an Appel-
Jate Controller of Estate Duty with headquarters at Caleutte and makes the fol-
lowing amendment in the Schedule to the notification of the (overnment of
India in the Minlstry of Finance (Department of Revenue and Company Law)
No. 36/F. No. 1/20/64-E.D., dated the 22nd May, 1984, namely:—

In the Schedule to the said notification, for the entry,

“2. Shri T. K. Sourirajan, Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, Calcuita,”
the following entry shall be substituted, namely:—
“2, Shri N, K. Ganguly, Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, Calcuita.”

2. This Notiflcation shuall be deemed 1o have come inio force on the forenoon
of the 26th day ol June, 1967.
[No. 18/F. No, 2/9/67-E.D ]

8.0, 3587.—In exercise of the 2g)owers conferred by sub-gection (2A) of sec-
tion 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), the Central Government hereby
appoints Shri T. K. Sourirajan. Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax as an
Appellate Controller of Estate Duty with headquarters at Calcutta and makes
the following amendment in the Schedule to the notification of the Government
of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue ahd Company Law)
No. 38/F. No. 1/20/84-E.D, dated the 22nd May, 1964, namely:—
In the Schedule to the sald notification, for the entry,

“2 Shri N, K. Ganguly, Assistont Commissioner of Income-tax, Caleutta”

the following entry shall be substituted, namely:—
“2. Shri T. K. Sourirajan, Assistant Commissioner of Income-iax, Calcuita.”

2. This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the afternoon
of the 16th day of August, 1967. .
[No. 20/F. No. 1/8/67-E.D.]

G. R. HEGDE, Dy, Secv.

(Department of Revenue and Insurance)
New Delhi, the 23rd September 1867

5.0, 3588.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (5) of section §
of the Emergency Risks (Goods) Insurance Act, 1962 (82 of 1962), the Central
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Government hereby makes the following Scheme further to amend the Emergency
Risks (Goods) Insurance Scheme issued with the notification of the Government
of India jn the Ministry of Finance (Department of Economic Affairs) No, S0,
3945, dated the 26th December, 1962, namely:—

1. (1) This Scheme may Dbe called the Emergency Risks (Goods) Insurance
(Third Amendment) Scheme, 1787.

(2) It shall come into force on the first day of October, 1967,

-2, In the Emergency Risks (Goods) Insurance Scheme, for paragraph 10, ihe
fellowing paragraph shall be substituted, namely:—

“10. Rate of premium.

(1) Subject to the provisions of sub-paragraph (2) the premium payable under
any policy of insurance ssued in respecl of the quarter ending on the 31st day of
December, 1967 shall—

(a) inbthe .tlzase of a policy in force on the 30th day of September, 1967,
e nil;

(h" in any other case, be ol the ratc of six paise for every hundred rupee.
or any part ihereof the sum insured. subject to a maximum of
iwenty-five rupees,

(2) The Central Government may, jn its discretion at any time during the
said quarter, revise the premiuwm payable under the policies referred to in sub-
paragraph (1).

(8) Where the amount of any premuun: payable under sub-paragraph (i) in-
volves a fraction of a rupee, the premium shall be rounded off 1o the nearest
rupee. The premium shall be payable in one lump sum in respect of the entire
quarter for which the policy is in force:

Provided that if any goods become insurable or are insured under this Scheme
atter the commenecement of the guarter, the premiym shall be payable in one lump
sum, which shall be equivalent lo the amount payable in respect of goods Insur-
sble during the entire quarler reduced by an amount which bears to the first
mentioned amounti the same proportion as the number of completed months in that
guarter hefore the goods become insurable or are insured bears to three, the
actual amount due in accordance with {his proviso il 1t involves a fraction being
rounded off 1o the ncarest rupee.

(4) Where the premium has been revised under sub-parspgraph (2), the pro-
visions contained in the proviso to sub-paragraph (3) shall apply for the purpose
ot calculation of the additional amount of premium payable or of the amount
sf premium refundable, as the case may be, as a result of such revislon, as if all
(e policies came into force on the date of such revision.”

[No. F, 101(1)-TNSI/67-ERI(I).]

%.0, 3589.—~In excraise of 1lie powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 3
ci the Emergency Risks (Factories) Insurance Act, 1962 (83 of 1862), the Central
Government hereby makes the following Scheme further to amend the Emergency
Risks (Factories) Insurance Scheme issued with the notification of the Government
¢t India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Economic Affairs) No. S.0.
044 dated the 26th December, 19682, namely:—

1. (1) Thig Scheme may be called the Emergency Risks (Factories) Insurance
+ Third Amendment) Scheme, 1067,
(2) It shall come into force on the first day of October, 1967.
2. In the Emeérgency Risks t(Factories) Insurance Scheme, for paragraph 8,
he following paragraph shall be substituted namely:—
“8. Rale of premium.

(1) Subject to the provisions of sub-paragraph (2) the premium payablc under
9y policy in insurance issued in respect of the quarter ending on the 31st dey

_-;f December, 1867 shall—

(a) in the case of a policy in force on the 30th day of September, 1967,
bae nil;
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(b) in any other case, be at the razte of ten paise for every hundred rupees
or any part thereof of the sum insured. subject to a maximum of twenty-five
Tupees

{2) The Central Government may. in its discretion, al any lime during the
said quarter, revise the premium payable under the policies referred to in sub-
paragraph (1).

(3) Where the amount of any premium payable under sub-paragraph (1) in-
volves a fraction of a rupee, the premium shall be rounded off to the nearest
rupee. The premium shall be payable in one lump sum in respect of the entire
quarter for which the policy is in force:

Provided that if any factory becomes insurable or is insured under this Scheme
after the commencement of the quarter, the premium shall be equivalent to
the amount payable in respect of factories insurable during the entire quarter
reduced by an amount which bears 1o the first mentioned amount the same propor-
tion as ithe number of completed months in that quarter before the factory be-
comes insurable or is insured bears to three, the actual amount due in accordance
with this proviso if it involves a fraction being rounded off ic fhe nearest rupee,

(4) Where the premium has been revised under sub-paragraph (2), the pro-
visions contained in the proviso to sub-paragraph (3) shall apply for the purpose
of calculation of the additional amount of premium payable or of the amount
of premium refundable, as the case may be, as a result of such revision, as if ali
the policies came into force on the date of such revision.”

[No. P. 101(1)-INS.I/67-ERI(II).]
RAJ K. NIGAM, Dy. Secy.

(Department of Revenue and Insurance)
FER.A.
New Delhi, the Tth October 1967

S.0, 3590.—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 2A of the Foreign
Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 (7 of 1947), the Central Government hereby
‘appoints the Additional Director of Enforcement to be an officer of Enforcement
for the purpose of enforcing the provisions of the said Act.

[No. 3/67-FERA/F. No. 1/2/87-Tech. Coord.]
R. C. MISRA, Dy. Secy.

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT & COMPANY AFFAIRS
Department of Company Affairs)
New Delhi, the 27th September 1967

8.0, 3591.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (1) of rule 5A of
the Companies (Central Government’s) General Rules and Forms, 1956, the
Central Government hereby appoints the Superintendent, Office of the Registrar
of Companies, Madhya Pradesh, Gwalior as prescribed authority for purposes of
clause (a) of sub-section (1A) of Section 108 of the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of
1956). ‘

[No. F.5/5/67-CL.V.]
F. N. SANYAL, Under Secy.
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