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to pay within March 68, which the
employers also agreed to. The Gov-
ernment threateneq them with direct
action if any colliery refused to pay
the bonus within 31st March 1966. A
iiitle while ago the Minister said that
though the management of the Babi-
sole colliery refused to pay, the
Government has only serveq a show-
cause notice instead of going to the
court straightway and prosecuting
the employer. May I know why this
mollycoddling attitude towards the
employers who refuse to abide by the
law of the land?

Shri Shahnawaz Khan: It is a mat-
ter of procedure. We have given a
show-cause notice of 10 days only.
At the end of that, we will go ahead
and take action.

Mr, Speaker: The question is, the
Gover 1ment has definite and con-
crete information that this colliery-
owner did not pay the bonus under

the Act. So, why did they not pro-
secute him? Is the show-cause notice
mandatory?

Shri Shahnawaz Khan: Bipartite
discussions between the management
and labour were going on. These
have broken down. Now we have
issued show-cause notice for 10 days
only.

Dr. Ranen Sen: Why issue show-
cause notice? Why not prosecute him
straightway?

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty:
March was the last date.

Mr, Speaker: He says bipartite dis-
cussions were going on and they fail-
ed. Probably the time for show-
eause notice would also be over soon.

Shri Ram Sewak Yadav.

Shri Indrajit Gupta: What about
reopening the colliery? Production
has stopped and 600 workers are un-
employed. (Interruptions).
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QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

st - THRTE gEw (FTEE)
g giRy, §x smamedw W

SRAVANA 13, 1888 (SAKA)

of Privilege 2612
fear a1, 3a% a1t ¥ & 35 w1 AE@r
gl

VAN WERE  sqrATREW _AgY,
AT W% 735w & foy #3 gron
Tanr §

ot THETE aEE 3T a1 § ol
W wRg afF o s far ag
fﬂi?ﬂ'gilﬁl

weqd AFEY ¢ AL 7 15-20
FTA-UZ0A W13 ¥, WA WG F7 G5 Q)
WA & g

off TmETE aRe : wEAE WY,
fagre % S #61 9T § | AR
T gy Ty fg2 ¥ far wiste-
AT FT TR (FT ST @I E A
S I EARCIER AEp A CIE CiEE
foa, midqm et frg a% 8. ...
(=)

=it am & (fgmm) : vemm @)y, ..

e wgeg - AN o g )
gamar € |

= aUTdY : WeEE WReY, @
friwifass ¥ g F17 IFT TA@A
gt g |

Ty AFEY A O FOr w0
sena #§ A & 1

st qEdt - &Y W w1 S AW
werg faar §

QAR WERT : A19 TH ag d g
T RS &0 ’

«t aoneY : weas ARy, § wrok
HRY TF &1 FTT $1 q13 W@l g |
AU FTH T TE0T 192 F qaifaw
vHT & 1 @ gfamm s § 9wy

HIX a9 ¥ W= §E@Na & am
a7 1@ & T Ay g |mra g
a7 %1 o wrod arg ¥ o



2613 Question

TR RERA - WiHT WIN Tha i
TR E QA O fea F agi wrE
W far & NFreda &1 ST |9
@ & W Wi ¥ W ged fewn
far § 1 e e ¥ Sifafes
AT T WY IGH I, HIIET
arer £, wfad & g cafie ad
FLFAT N wR F 796 g /e
W/ w7 fow ag ¥ s gy §
w IF W T

ot T : F SregEa aE, W
o ¥ fafg a@ran § 1 g w1 W@
T A g .

s " - a3 (W ¥ )
/AT |

=t anrer @ **

WETH HERA : HT W 43 ALY |

ﬁm:ﬂt#

seqy wEiEd Al qITEl Aar
& N F, &y aga (wgra faar §, W
wHA A TR ERE L

St A - we e, L

werR /g {1 W9 # S@re
1 2 faar | w9 § ) 93w A W
g%l |

St awl W W9 qE agiE
ag oA wigy a Aq sifed, dfea
e & ATA1TATH T TA GG )

@ ®giad - i fa & wqanc
wg fa51 | w9 i @5 9Ed )

oft ol § S1AaT F I w9
g, W9 AR aiva T FOAT IS | L

werR WEEE ¢ W WY g A5y
g & Tgm % 419 AT =S A7 |

AUGUST 4, 1966

of Privilege 2614
T ;¥4 [/NJT A | 719

8 W@ won Iy Ak

LICCISNE C R - o - SN

WAA AFAD © -4l qF {19 JE
g o |

ot qogr & AAIT H LTI,

WETR WEET ¢ F4T WIAHIG gy
FET A A1F 1 . . F wET %
¥m A<l & 750 5 ¢ ag F15 FhwT
AT FT GFd § T FT |

YA HTT TN, L L,

WA N : {ITAT G qH
AAIT FT @ § gafad g7 araeE F71
9% T & 1 F o7 IO R ATHAS FE
oH1aT g fr a8 9 19w #1 #rdard
¥ ERaz 1A W) E |
13 hrs.

The Minister of Parliamentary
Affairg and Communications (Shri
Satya Narayan Sinha): Mr. Speaker,
Sir, I move:

“that Shri Bagri, a Member of
the House, named by the Speaker,
be suspended from the service of
the House for a fortnight.”

Mr., Speaker: The proposal is......
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Mr_ Speaker: The question is:

“That Shri Bagri, a Member of
the House, named by the Spea-

**Not recorded.
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ker be suspended from the ser-

vice of the House for a fortnight.”
The ‘Ayes® have it.

The question is:

“That Shri Bagri, a Member of
the House, named by the Speaksr,

Some hon. Members: The ‘Noes' be suspended from the service of
have it, the House for a fortnight.”

Mr. Speaker: Let the Lobbies be
cleared. The Lok Sabha divided:

Division No. 5]

Abdul wahid, Shei T,
Achal Singh, Shri
Akkumma Devi, Shrimati
Alva, Shri Joachim
Anjanappa.Shri
Arunachalam, Shri
Azad,Shri Bhagwat Jha
Balakrishnap, Shri
Balmiki, Shri

Basappa, Shri
Basumatari, Shri
Basywant, Shri
Rhagat,Shri B. R.
Bhagavati, Shri

‘Bhakt Darshan, Shri
Bhatkar, Shri
Bhattacharyya, Shri C. K.
Bist, Shri J. B. §.
Borooah, Shri P, C,
Chandak, Shri
Chaturvedi, Shri 5. N.
Chaudhury, Shri Chandramari L=|
‘Bhaudhuri, Shri Sachindia
Chavan, Shri D. R.
Chavan, Shri Y. B.
Chavda, Shrimati Jorabe 1
Daljit Singh, Shri
Mandeker, Shri N.

Das, Shri N. T
Dhuleshwar Meena, Shri
Dinesh Singh, Shri
Dorai, Shri Kasinatha
Nubey, Shri R. G.
Dwivedi, Shri M.L.
Ering, Shri D

hosh, Shri Atulya
Gupta, Shri Badshah
Hansda, Shri Subodh
Harvani, Shri Ansar
Hazarika, Shri J. N.
Heda, Shrl

Jadhuy, Shri M. L.
Yadhay, Shri Wiahldl‘
Jamir, Shri 8. C.
}am\.llll‘k vi, Shrimat

ol |..lmnm i S"hhadr
i, Shiil. =,

K appen, Shri
Khadilkar Shri

zhl :m ri Yogendra

AYES

Khan, Shri Shalinawaz
Khanna, Shri Mehr Chand
Kindar Lal, Shri

Koroki, Shri Liladher
Krishna, Shri M. R.
Kureel, Shri B. N.

Laxmi Bai, Shrimati
Mahadeva Prasad, Dr.
Malaichami, Shri
Mandal, Dr. P.

Mandal, ShriJ.
Maniyangadan, Shri)j
Maniri, Shri D. D.
Mathur, Shri Shiv Charan

Mehrotra, Shri Br-| Bihari
Mchts, Shri J.R

Mchta, ShriJ nh vant
Mengi, Shri Gopal Datt
Mishra, Shri Bibhuti
Misra, Shri Bibudhendra
Mohanty, Shri Gokulananda
Morarks, Shri
Mukerjee, Shrimati Sharda
Munzni, Shri David
Murti, Shri M. 5.
Muthiah, Shri
‘Nanda, Shri
Nayar, Dr. Sushils
Oza, Shri
Pandey, Shri R. S.
Pant, Shri K. C.
Patil, Shri D. §.
Patil, Shri M. B.
Patil, Shri S, B.
Patil, Shri V. T.
Parnaik, Shri B. C.
Pattabhi Raman, Shri C. R.
Prabhakar, Shri Naval
Rai, Shrimati Sahodra Ba:
Rajdeo Singh, Shri
Raju, Dr. D.S.
Ram Sewak, Shri
R:m.’iﬁ:ﬁ‘.‘.ﬁa,s’sli‘ra P.R
Ramagwamy, Shri V.K.
Rampure, Shri
Rane, S
Ranga Roa, Shri
Ranjit Singh, Shri
Rao, ShriJaganaths
Rao, Dr. K.L

[13.03 bes.

Rao, Shri Krishnamoorthy
Rao, Shri Muthyal

Rao, Shri Ramapathi

Reo, Shri Thirumals
Rattan Lal, Shri

Ray, Shrimsti Renuka
Reddy, Dr. B. Gopale
Reddiar, Shri

Reddy, Shri Lings
Reddy, Shri, Narayan
Roy, Shri Bishwanath
Sahg, Dr. 5. K.

Sahu, Shri Rameshwar
Saigal, Shri A. S.
Samanta, Shri 5. C.
Saraf, Shri Sham Lal
Satyabhama Devi, Shrimati
Sen, ShriP. G.
Shakuntala Devi, Shrimati
Sherma, Shri D. C.
Sharma, Shri K. C.

Sheo Narain, Shri
Shinde, Shri

Shree Narayan Dy, Shri
Shukla, Shri Vidys Charin
Siddananjappa, Shri
Siddish, Shri

Sidheshwar Prasad, She
Singh, Dr. B.N.

Singh, Shri D. N.

Singh, Shri K. K.

Shinga, Shri G. K.

Sinha, Shrimati Ramdulari
Sirha, Shri Satya Narayvan
Sinhasan Singh, Shri
Snatak, Shri Nardev
Sonavane, Shri
Subbaraman, Shri
Subramanism, Shri C.
Subramanyam, Shri T.
Sumat Prasad, Shri
Surendra Pal Singh, Shri
Swamy, Shri M. P.
Tuhit, Shri Mohammad
Thengal, Shri Mallakoya
Thevar, Shri V. V.
Thomas, Shri A. M.
Tyl‘i.shd

U
U nn. Shri Shive Dutr
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Yadab, Shri N. P.
Yadava, Shri B. P.

Verma, Shri K. K.
Virbhadra Singh, Shri

¥alvi, Shri *
Varma, Shri Ravindra

Verma, Shri Balgovind Wadiwa, Shri
NOES
Ram Singh, Shri ~ Soy, Shri H. C. Swamy, Shri M. N.
Mr. Speaker: The result of the g Sifsd | &%= g iy & fada 7

division is: Ayes—160; Noes—3.
The motion was adopted.

Mr. Speaker: Now I will ask Shri
Bagri to go out; he has been suspend-
ed by the House for a fortnight.
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#t foer w1 97 14 ardEm @
o &lo wiye (Ffsad) & Fwgaw &)
foq mma 12 arlrg =1 75 g%E 4T
IF A8 TH 144 FATH AT 188 FT
AT FAET § Twar 9 2 foem o
FarearaR AW aw F A man
=T F o foa FmE oud I S A
Tmam st A€ s A far 5 &
3q fag 188 ¥ gFer maAT AT AE
JTET AT SR ag fear ¥ -

“These persons have been
prosecuted under section 188
PC”

“have been prosecuted,”.

T TN ¥ AT A¥T I T & IEH
FHHT FIE WAGG &I A4l & | €T 332
426, 147 AT 17T G3T 7T 9T 122
*1 qga qa #1 fiewnz fmr aar ar
9T FE AT §, T A g
T aF ET A AT Ag g | AT ¥
wrwrz F&m, § i § fragm e F
T W AW wY BT T A g ¥
2Y IS S T, 188 & qEEN ¥ AT
332, 426 HT 147 ¥ | T AT WY
fad g agoa A AleE €+ o &l
gigeT 9wt & | F qg FFA |Srgar
g & ¥ 41 wwew fow o<z & =, @5
A e A T P waw ¥
THFEY WA WEied, I d I § |
#rse & woey dw @ fer S Ay
HTAAT 9TAT § | TeAlaE Al &
T gEAE & A § AT gEe S
aeg & gawr W foamr smar &1 W)
o AT Ay FEEER g A SER
ook ATy @ fer &1 ¥ Q@
& fome fr a1 w1 fawrarfasTe s
T qTHET &9aT & | ZaR fasaiasre
#Y HAgeAT TF §a9 # A7 gHAT § W
9 959 % UF ASEF1 AT grT &0
Y Feqie =€ § S o€ s fawa e
fear s AT S & agfeaft wmd



2621 Question

[t Twdaw GitE]

AMA TEIW F F IW 9T eMA faAr
AT A7 =9 gAY TAeRT 9T gET
Tg OF Qar wwar g % J fqaadaare
wfafq #1 &y s fgl | s aan
Agl Hav AT Y ¥7 qg F & nafaa
AAGT TEAT RIT a0 7 T /A Fi WL
7 T 939 & AGEGl F 5 THE&T 9
A A T 31 9% wEwrdd # wn
& AR 1 TIF A AT A8 @
st 1 o sriem i #9 foss faam 3
ag g e & fe T owo &,
wret €t § Afew a2t F o wfae §
¥ e & o oY, g Qe gt g &
¥ & agfeafa

g wexl & @y # wad Ify
frdew w€m 5 ag e gar  f
fawr fasrafasrT afafy *r g G
|TAT |UfET |

=it wy fowd : oeae wgEwT, | . .

ST WEET : A HIE a2 &Y
T AEF &7 o AwA g |

ot wq fawd : areTaa geaTT F
WE |

WM WE AT : IR a1 W F
fear &

ot mafemd: Fmwam U g
ST ATTHT ATAT & AT AL FE |

o 7 7% a7 337 fadg fear 2
Tee| &t frrears & any & wEy gfew
T faaet Tfzy | w9 ¥ ag W
b fFag wEr o &) 91T Aeerer Y
ST Wiz o @ qA g T
oF dr @eq 1 fooar mr &
grasi & e ga frewre fear

AT qT I YT A T W

AUGUST 4, 1966

of Privilege 2622

T @Y, I8F a1 F mowy e A
A 7E ¥ | ag 9w ¥ fowd & @
&

gAd a9 ug & f5 fow g &
qTAZT TT (g A7 T T qv
I% gy Fr ghoen wmg w13 v g
ag 1 T W &1 6aa | wadr #
FaT 0H a1 F W wOdEAr I
w1 Fetfeeay st | & A g
gafan ¥ aremer s ¢ o
e #1 frasfow s & @
T W |

ot 73 : (@rEw) A A Ow

e WEIAT ¢ U9 THET " T

anfgdr

ft o o ¥TAH (FIX) :
3 fraz 1

g T A s 2 s sad e ®
HTOHT A AT & wE off qT THT 144
o< 188 9 o oY w1 TAF AR T
THE I 9T AE 7 | FE GO, w7
s fas fFar & 1 ST 332 &
gar faar @ S gfew & 1o wegEa
Fax ¥ 2 A A AT g A AT
AweT & oSifs ofede & ST
I a7 AT fraafaa FHE F A
ot Y g wwAr & o g W ey
# srean g fF gt 3% e fam wrdr
TE gETan & w7 HAT S HY w9,
FaR fadea faar a1 wix o= fex
FET e § fF sueomdw aw &
faafes & =1 aOF & gt "
ey o wE § ...

qeTy AEEY : WA AT AR

AG ATT FATH qgT ET 95 qFAT § |



Question

it Wo Hlo et : 57 AT FY A
Traafaw w9 71 g¥ faar amr

A R ¢ AT Al #y
¥ agaa

=i ®> Hlo awAwl : WG FHT Tazr
Z | a1 H 9z WAL IAC AW A7 WA
s T gt 9z 31 SraE #7 o
FT |

WETH WEAT : AT A

stat: a0 frdzr oz § fs o
F1§ qerx Mg ¥z 1 freeare gar &
ar ot fefig e 4fasdz dar & ar ot
gfﬂ‘ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ@ﬂaaﬁqgmm
2 Frsfaw 39 & ? 2 3 8, 3w
F% 7 W7 qavar § ol g@ gfqar sy
F1 a3 qfeaaat wr 4df ¥Jard wf
AT A A oA qAE A0X F ) T
qHA F AT G | qAg qrow w
A wier ¥z arem o 7 el W
A7 TF F wiawr ghaar 2 0 |
188 F 77 a1 gA+1 0% faar o
ATRT ATOT arg F o &Y 0 /T qEE
A F w18 gfaar o 0 W@
sfamdanw & 3 sreR e w
AR 3T &1 ;IE ) or9z +@
21 & T1z7 3 f5 gmw Aifam A
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Shri Hari Vishnn KEamath (Hos-

hangabad): Permit me, Sir, to invite
your attention to rule 229. After
hearing the statement of my hon
friend, Shri Ram Sewak Yadav I
think there has been a clear violation
of that rule. You will recollect that
in an earlier case in this House when
my hon. friend, Shri Kachhavaiya
‘was alleged to have been ill-treated
in jail, you proposed to make an in-
quiry into the matter. On the facts, as
stated by my hon. friend, Shri Ram
Sewsak Yadav, the matter is clearly
actionable and therefore, an inquiry
should be made in respect of the vio-
fation of rule 228 and also into the
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allegation of ill-treatment that - has
been made in the House by Shri Ram
Sewak Yadav.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Bar-
rackpore): Sir you have read to us
a report which has been sent to you
by the pelice but the fact is, an hon.
Member of this House alleges him-
self, that he has been beaten up in
the lock-up."l‘he police has attack-
ed him in this way and abused him
also. If any part of this is true, I
feel that you should not depend on
the police report; you should your-
self undertake some independent im-
partial inquiry because this is the
type of thing that happens even in-
side jail; people are beaten up. If
Members of Parliament are beaten
up inside -jails, how much worse will
it be for the ordinary people? There-
fore, if we can stop this, the other
rot will also stop.

st iR T (REET) g
wEeE oF fame § A0 a@ W @A
&1 aft fedt aaem & S W W
T FY W AT ATGF ATHA FgAT WY
g ar ;oA gfaw & am@ w
WA AT IT AGE HT AR ARG 7

WA WA ¢ A AF AT AF
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[wems w@iea]
aFy & fgam 9a%  wifs mfzsd
fafes #7 a3 &1 T w1 ZH
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fas 21 Gl ®1 @ A E o 9 Afa-
e a1 w9 a1 A o g M7 fagia
frogae frar &1 9= w1 wifga @
f& § ora 3faer 23 W gt faw
o F......

ot i e e = o1

weqq wgEd ;o gi @Er 30 f
T wmeaT g fF owar @ gAemw
Fmr o 2 ff oos AT et
gaar T & T owR .gEr w@
@ &Y T gwE Av H mEdHAz AT
Fga wmEEr g7

The Minister of Law (Shri G, S.
Pathak): Sir, the question is whether
rule 229 has been violated; that is to
say, whether intimation of the ar-
rest. indicating the reasons for the
arrest, was given to this House.
Now, Sir, it is correct that it is neces-
sary that there shouly be a warrant
if a police officer has to arrest a per-
son for an offence under section 188.
But, I am informed that the magis-
trate was a'so present at the time of
the arrest and the law is that where
a magistrate who could issue the
warrant is present then the arrest
would wvalidly take place. ‘That is
unde- sections 64 and 65 of the Cri-
minal Procedure Code.

An., hon. Member: It is irrelevant.

Mr, Speaker: Order; order. Let
him have his say. Hen. Members
should not get impatient

Shri G. S. Pathak: May I read sec-
tions 64 and 657

‘“When an offence is committed
in the md.mw
within the local Iinntsosf
jurisdiction........
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Mr, Speaker: 1 would like to know
only one thing. The intimation giv-
en to me is that the Member has
been arresteq under section 188. Has
he been arrested under
tions also?

Shri G, S. Pathak: I will give that
information at once, before I deal
with that question. It was discovered
that he had committed offences under
other sections also. Then, what
happened was that the police submit-
ted the case under those sections and
the warrant was issued, under those
sections by the Magistrate himself.

other sec-

Then, the question is whether ano-
ther intimation should have been sent
to this House.

Mr, Speaker: The point is whether
this is compliance of rule 229 and the
Third Schedule appended to the rule,
in the form that is given whether
that las been complied sufficiently.

Shri G. S. Pathak: There are two
questions, as I have stated. The first
question is whether there was any
inaccuracy in the statement of the
reasons which were given to this
House when intimation was given
that arrest has taken place. I will
deal with this question first. The
law is that in case an offence is com-
mitteq before a magistrate a person
can be arrested without issue of war-
rant. In that case it will be quite
‘correct to say that the gentleman
concerned was arrested under sec-
tion 188. Therefore there will be no
inaccuracy or illegality attending this
arrest and the intimation which was
sent to this House giving the reasons
was correct.

As regards the other question, it
ig correct that no separate intimation
was sent to this House. The questiomr
is, when he was arrested once......
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2627 Question
was a crimina] offence. Both, whe-
ther it is a criminal charge or a
criminal offence, are included in rule
229

Shri G. 8. Pathak: The question then
is when a person. . . .

st wg femd . maw w@eT, ag
yigat  fasiarfawrar afafa & am
w9 Ifar ag 3T w1 A

weER wEEn: WY 5 494 A

st 5 foma - ag famar ama Ad 7
#AY ard ar @ g

weIg wgEw w7 337 H1
97 gaa Ffag

Shri G. S. Pathak: Now, the ques-
tion is whether intimation should
have been sent to this House again
by the magistrate who issued the
warrant when the case was started.
The officers there felt—I am speaking
on information—that once an arrest
had been made under section 188—
that was a valid arrest—and an inti-
mation had been given to this House,
that it was not further necessary to
intimate to this House that 3 warrant
had been issued by the court under
other sections. There was one ar-
rest in this case. That is my infor-
mation . . . (Interruption).

Shri Sinhasan Singh (Gorakhpur):
When he was arrested and sent to
jail, where was the necessity of is-
suing another warrant? A warrant
is issued when the person is not in
jail. When a man is in jail how can
the question of issuing another war-
rant come? He should make him-
self clear. ... (Interruption).

Mr. Speaker: 1 will crave of hon.
Members just to allow me to under-
stang the case. I should understand
what the Government case is.

wt vy formw . weww wERE, W
W w A FO TTU oAWw Al ¥
!
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wiow wgaw o ¥ & F AW
T2 @ g, afer & mwmar =g
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Shri G. S. Pathak: You know, Sir,
that when an arrest had been made..

Mr. Speaker: Is it the plea of the
hon. Law Minister that once a Mem-
ber has been arrested and an intima-
tion has been given to this House or
to the Speaker that guch-and-such
Member has been arrested, if he is
charged with other criminal offences,
no intimation is to be sent to the
Speaker? Is this the position?

An. hon. Member: No, Sir.

Shri G. S, Pathak: There is no pre-
cedent for such z case. What hap-
pened in this case is that the arrest
took place ynder section 188, the war-
rant itself was issued wunder that
section two days after the 12th, but
when it was discovered that other
offences had also been committed and
the matter went to court, the magis-
trate issued a warrant again under
those sections. There is no precedent
so far as T am aware. It is a highly
technical matter. namely that there
is a person. ... (Interruption).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. If the
hon. Minister is of opinion that there
is no precedent and that it is highly
technical I will refer it to the Com-
mittee to just examine it,

it T fag (FTAT) o ATEA,
¥ us a@g geT W@l § fFoaw
ger, foq § §971 & T99TH # A
2, W g qAT § oAvs @
2 a1 gg A fafg @8 & aedw
gt ¢ ag I ar gw fafre
#1 & fr g dee o @ F Al
F grard T TAT FL, wWifE A
AT EY W1 FA1 I9 Fr foredardr
gntﬁfﬁgﬁrq&mi A L
g W o, arf, SF & A AN
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13.27 hrs.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

STATEMENT CORRECTING ANSWER To S.Q.
No. 97 re. Fourte FIvE YEAR PrAN

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry
of Finance (Shri L. N, Mishra): Sir, on
behalf of Shri Ascka Mehta 1 beg to
lay on the Table a statement correct-
ing the answer to Starredl Quesiion
No. 97 dated the 28th July, 1966 by
Shri Era Sezhiyan and others regard-
ing ‘Fourth Five Year Plan’. [Plated
in Library, See No. LT-6649/66].

NoOTIFICATIONs UNDER Customs AcT,
1962 anp CENTRAL EXCISE AND SaLT
Acr, 1944

Shri L. N. Mishra: Sir, on behalf of
Shri Bali Ram Bhagat I beg to lay
on the Table: —

(1) A copy each of the follow-
ing Notifications wunder section
159 of the Customg Act, 1962 and
section 38 of the Central Excises
and Salt Act 1944:—

(i) The Customs ang <Central
Excise Duties Export Draw-
back (General) Fift¥-ninth

Amendment Rules, 1966 pub-
lished in Notification No.
GSR. 1150 in Gazette of
India dated the 23rd July,
1866,

(ii) The Customs and Central
Excise Duties Export Draw-
back (General) Sixtieth
Amendment Rules 1968, pub-

G.S.R. 1151 in Gazette of
India dated the 23rd July,
1966. [Placed in Library. See
No. LT. 6650/66].

(2) A copy of Notification No.
G.S.R. 1152 published in Gazette
of India dated the 23rd July, 1966,
under section 159 o fthe Customs
Act, 1962. [Placed in Library, See
No. LT-6651/66].

(3) (i) A copy of the Post
Office Savings Certificates
(Amendment) Rules, 1966, pub-
lished in Notification No. G.SR.
633 in Gazette of India dated the
30th April'--lgﬁﬁ, under sub-seéc-
tion (3) of section 12 of the
Government Savings Certificates
Act, 1959,

(ii) A statement showing rea-
sons for delay in laying the above
Notification. [Placed in Library.
See No. LT-6652).

NorrrrcaTioN UNDER KErALA ELecTrRI-
erry Doty Acz, 1963

The Minister of State in the Minis-
try of Irrigation and Power (Dr. K. L.
Rao): I beg to lay on the Table a copy
of Notification S.R.O. No. 220/66 pub-
lished in Kerala Gazette dated the
Tth June, 1966, under sub-section (4)
of section 13 of the Kerala Electricity
Duty Act, 1863, read with clause (c)
(iv) of the Proclamation dated the
24th March, 1965, issued by the Vice-
President, discharging the functions
of the President in relation to the
State of Kerala, [PLa.ced in Library.
See No. LT-6653/66].

NotiFicATIONS UNDER KERALA Lann
RerorMs Act, 1963, ETC.
Shri L. N. Mishra: Sir, I beg to lay
on the Table:—

(1) A copy each of the follow-
ing Notifications making certain



