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Compensation by the State to the Victims 
of Mt-and-nm Cases

9456. SHRI D. K. PA N D A : Will the 
Minister of SHIPPING AND TRANS- 
PORT be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Law Commission has 
recommended that State should undertake 
the responsibility to compensate the vic-
tims of hit-and-run cases of car acci-
dents ; and

(b) if so, what decision has been taken 
thereon?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANS-
PORT (SHRI M. B. RANA): (a) Yes, Sir.

(b) Since the implementation of the re-
commendation of the Law Commission 
involves amendment to the Motor Vehi-
cles Act, 1939, it is being circulated to the 
State Governments and Union Admini-
strations for comments, as suggested by 
the Commission themselves. A decision 
will be taken after comments are received 
fiom the State Governments etc.

12 Hrs.

CA11ING ATTENTION TO MATTFR 
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORT^NC I

Reported consensus on Cauvery Waters 
between the Chief Ministers of Tamil

Nadu, Mysore and Kerala
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THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND 
POWER (SHRI BALGOVIND VERMA): 
There have been differences amongst the 
States of Kerala, Mysore and Tamil Nadu 
for a  number of years on the Cauvery 
waters. The discussions held in May, 
1972 amoijgst the Chief Ministers revea-
led the general consensus that a serious 
attempt should be made to resolve the dis-
pute by negotiations as early as possible. 
There was also consensus that the Centre 
should appoint a Fact Finding Commit-
tee to collect all the connected data per-
taining to Cauvery waters, their utilisa-
tion and irrigation practices as also about 
projects both existing, under construction 
and proposed in the Cauvery basin. The 
Committee should also examine the ade-
quacy of the present supplies or excessive 
use of water for irrigation purposes.

A Fact Finding Committee was accord-
ingly set up by Government of India on 
12th June, 1972 and had the following 
composition ■—

1. Shri Justice B. D. Bal— Retd.
Judge of Bombay High Court.

2. Shri P. R. Ahuja —Retd. Commis-
sioner (Indus) and Joint Secre-
tary, Ministry of Irrigation and 
Power.

3. Shri Jatindra Singh —Retd. Chief
Engineer, Punjab.

4. Dr. J. S. Patel—Retd. Agricul-
tural Commissioner, Ministry of 
Food & Agriculture.

The Committee submitted its report in 
December, 1972, which contains the neces-
sary data on the availability of waters, 
existing utilisation as reported to the Com-
mittee, utilisation proposed from projects 
under construction and the utilisation envi-
saged from future projects contemplated 
by the three States.

There were discussions with the Chief 
Ministers of Kerala, Mysore and Tamil 
Nadu on 29th April, 1973 about the re-
port of the Committee. During these dis-
cussions, there was a general consensus
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[Shn Balgovmd Verma] 
on the total yield of the river as given in 
the Committee’s Report As desired by 
the Chief Ministers, the Committee is being 
revived to furnish clarifications on 
some other pomts after such varification 
as is found necessary 

The Chief Ministers agreed to meet at 
a later date to continue the discussions 
and explore the possibilities of arriving at 
a  settlement

titvm firjnrt arrnfrft wawr 
vNftfr Kpsjfa srfaft Jr
| t i t X  crf*T*TCTy ■FT TOT «PT*ft 
% ffRT $?JT fcl ?*T 5T?fl> % V *

*rct % front % wr  *rnst f^m a  
fan*  m  & i infr * w  warn 
*t «p̂ t f*r snfft 2 9  «rsr5r m  arc jjot 
wt z s v  «ft *  **r hwtt v t  m m
f t  TOT fai TT^ft *T f^cRT «T*T 'vJTffSST

w  ?r«r tft w  qir^f^r f t  
f t r t t  ^  vhhk  *rnr3r sft t o  $ ŵ tt 
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‘As desired by the Chief Ministers 
the Committee is being revived 
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tions as are found necessary”

$ ansHT :«nfanr g fa *5 m ftftfotarT 
|  «ft *rnrr to t  ^ *ftr ^



213 Consensus on VAISAKHA 17, 1895 (SMK4) Cauvery Waters (CA) 214

|  flpr f t  wurrcw  11 w t w  *  *?r %
f i r m  *PT ft *t*m t  ’

srw *r?r fa  *r?r •rsft' Hfa n^vfl 

ft ?*r«nf w  faft *ft !W firm?
•lit f^T w t  ^  failT W  7 *W fWrRW fT  

STW w 5 * ll W  ^ST 5T7T ^  ’f i  fa*T

arw^ i *wt v j  *i'Rnft % ^
*rs f t  *rf fa  *rrc <rara> i?<rr # f t
jjw  vftpft v t  wmJtiT *r gw  ?ft ^  
c t  *frr ftm  7 ?rtr?
W  ’■ny ^t fTR^r spit *%ft to *flr 

W f^PT ffNft TSTt «Pt *TF*T £t*lTf 
S*T 5FT Vt *TTT ft j(T *rraft & I T5T

3*T v t *TR% ^  ^  ^ I %fa»T SHFT
*Tf5 & fa  *f‘3T fpft *T?r fVTR T̂*TT
«ftr <p? ?nfr f̂ T Trsfhr s r - vr $*r yw>i 

it ^  i w t wnt *pr nfam 
>pt %m % fa r  jptf <TT*ta »it <rtr gf 
sttoV 7 f t  fass*ft V5* f f  t ,  wut *  
fa?rn>T % wp *r *ft *rr£ *nrf g£ $ ? s n w
*Tf 3pft $ fa  *tfawt if WFfSERT ?ft
w \  %\ to *  *p  *  t o p w  f t  w r  | ? 
frH3yn*r ?rr w  <?>T5fa*r fan£
%■ sr? it fwr t  fa  fafFTf TRt yqsiaa 
^ 7 %fa*r jttp t t  *rpf̂  % f a w r  % srrr 
*  i r o r  «r»fV ?w t o  |w t ^ i
«PTT *R> *wnfq- vt  *TT TT f w r  ^  
fa *TTO TTR5TT fatJT 31#,
3f?3t % OT STFT ¥T W( f'T̂ T̂ T T̂Tt 
*ftr 3W fW ^®jjT5T WT*TT *f»*TSnT ^  
rR ^  T̂fT TN tSR lt JRT ^  «rf*T ^fhft 
3TT ^  anr %5C i t f t  «ftT ^
^r*w*Ti'* if j t,— wVt ^  ?rfsr?PTt ^nfsFrrn? 
it t ,  Vf ^  ^  i s p r  ;r?V fa?rr jtt wvcrr 
I — M%9r wftr f t  ertofvr sRT̂ r % 

f t f  jrjw  ?  towf 3 t r  ?
THE MINISTER OF IRRIGATION 

AND POWER (DR. K. L. RAO): As the 
hon. Member has said, the Cauvery is 
one of our most ancient and sacred ri-
vers, and one of those rivers in the world, 
of whose waters much use has been made.

The hon. Member has mentioned vari-
ous difficulties that have arisen in the 
Cauvery system. There are three aspects 
which have got to be resolved in any river 
dispute. The first is the quantum of water 
which is there in the river. That is the 
first aspect which has got to be decided. 
The second is the allocation among the 
different contending parties, namely how 
much amount o f water should be allo-
cated to one State, how much to the 
other and so on. The third is the regu-
lation, that is, how the regulation of the 
water is to be done so that each of the 
contending parties will get the water 
which has been allocated. These are the 
three important aspects which have to be 
settled in any river dispute.

Thete are a number of disputes where 
there has been difficulty in fixing the 
quantum of water. For example, in the 
Krishna river, more than four years have 
passed in the Tribunal trying to find out 
the quantum of water which is there in 
the river. That is one of the very diffi-
cult items to be settled. The Government 
of India have only recently been able to 
survey some of the basins of the river. 
This problem arises in regard to the various 
rivers flowing through the various States.

Therefore, wherever there is a river dis-
pute, the first question that presents con-
siderable difficulty is the fixing up of the 
quantum of water that flows in the river.

In this particular case, the quantum of 
water flowing in the river has been agreed 
to as between the three parties. That is 
a great thing which has been done. Nor-
mally they could have easily agreed in 
regard to the quantum at one point. But 
in this case, actually, they have agreed 
at three vital points, namely Krishna- 
rajasagar, Mettur and Lower Anicut. 
These are the three very important points 
which have got a bearing on the settle-
ment of the allocation of water between 
the various States, and I am happy that 
on this matter, at these three points, at the 
very first meeting, after the fact-finding 
committee published their report, the
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three Chief Ministers have agreed to it. 
That Is half the battle won.

Then comes the question of allocation 
of these waters. When they came to the all-
ocation of water, what the hon. Member 
said was this. The fact-finding commit-
tee has given some figures in regard to 
the area involved, that is, the cropped 
area in the Cauveiy basin, that is, the area 
that has been irrigated in the various 
States and the amount of water that has 
been utilised. They have taken these figu-
res from those that have been given to 
them by the various States. They have 
not verified them from any othex statis-
tical facts, but they have simply taken the 
figuics given by the States.

One of the important factors in allo-
cation of water will be the percentage of 
u ligation that h'»s been done in the vaii-
ous States, how much per cent has been 
iiligated in Tamil Nadu, how much in My-
sore and how much in Kerala. That is a 
very important factor in the allocation ol 
waters What the fact-finding committee 
has said is that they have taken the figuies 
as they wcie given by the States They 
could not do anything further, because 
they wcte not furnished with any other 
information Now, the Chief Ministers 
have agreed to give them all the publica-
tions on the subject, such as crop data 
tiom the revenue point of view, statistical 
books and so on, and they have got to 
verify whethei the figures already supplied 
by the Chief Ministers arc compaiable or 
they icquiie any modification In 
other woids, aftei venfication, they must 
come to an agieement on the cropped 
areas, the irrigated aicas and the water 
that is also utilised. That is another 
point. We have also asked the committee 
to find out what is the amount of water 
utilised is and whether the utilisation exces-
sive, is too much or too little; to give us 
their opinion. That is the information we 
want them to give confidentially to us. So, 
once we have this information, it will be 
possible for us to take the next step of 
allocating the wateis among these States.

I attended that meeting and from what 
1 have seen, 1 have found extreme cordi-
ality and the will to settle this problem 
among themselves. 1 only hope that in 
the course of the next two or three months 
it will be possible for us to tackle this 
problem.

SHRI ATAL B1HARI VAJPAYEE: 
Sir, I referred to the agreement of 1924 
between Madras and Mysore and the view 
that the present Mysore Government holds, 
namely, that the agreement is dead. Does 
the hon. Minister agree with that view?

DR. K. L. RAO: 1 did not purposely 
say anything on that, because 1 did not 
want to give my views on it. The 1924 
agreement was concluded between the then 
Madras Government and Mysore; it is 
for a period of 50 years. I do not want 
to go into the validity or otherwise of it. 
We are trying to settle the dispute amica-
bly irrespective of any kind of agreement 
like that which had been made during the 
ptevious periods.

SHRI l \  GANGADLB (Anguh : Mr 
SpcMkei, Sii. the Cauvery river water dis-
pute among the three States of Tamil 
Nadu. Mysore and Kerala has been a 
long-diaun wtangle, and the inordinate de-
lay in its settlement is a matter of concern 
to the nation as a whole. Let us not 
foi get that tiver waters are very much a 
precious national resource, and its value 
we know only in its absence. But the un-
fortunate part of it is that the series of 
disputes among the various States over 
this India water, if I  may call it, cither of 
Cauvery water or other inter-Statc river 
waters, go to show that even when water 
is available, its value is not sufficiently re-
cognised. Consequently, water resources 
aie neither conserved for the present gene-
ration nor for the posterity to benefit from 
its usage. Unless a permanent and early 
solution is found to this perennial problem, 
and unless that is done we will never have 
water for our fields, nor power for our 
industries.
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Thte H^usc is well aware that irrigation 
and river water management are State sub-
jects under the Constitution. In that set-
up, we find each State has its vested inte-
rests, whether it is in the use of water or 
power resources and potentialities. It seems 
as though, the river water disputes these 
days are more politics and less economics. 
What is happening is that, on the one hand, 
some States fail to utilise the surplus waters 
available within their borders, and, on the 
other hand, their neighbours are made to 
suffer for want of sufficient water. One, 
therefore, wonders who is to be accused 
and on whom the responsibility falls to 
ensure an equitable distribution of water 
resources all over our country.

The constitutional position is indeed ano-
malous. Merely on the ground that it is 
a State subject under the Constitution, can 
the Centre just sit and watch the dispute 
to be solved by themselves? In the mean-
time, while some States suffer for want of 
water due to scarcity and drought, others 
just allow the invaluable waters to go 
waste. It is a very important matter to 
think of. If I  may say so, we are up agai-
nst a man-made problem. Therefore, the 
Centre has to find a man-made solution. 
Let us think in terms of national interests 
and devise means to solve this problem.

I would, therefore, like to suggest firstly 
that the Government should consider creat-
ing viable economic zones for the manage-
ment of this vital national wealth like 
river water. Let us not think in terms of 
linguistic States which has proved artifi-
cial. Let there be devices on the basis of 
resources and potentialities in this regard.

Secondly, the Constitution should be 
amended, if necessary, to enable the Cent-
ral Government to enforce discipline in 
the use of river waters and to  secure an 
eqitable distribution of available water 
resources.

Thirdly, we should have a quasi-judicial 
body; in other words, a  permanent inter-
sta te  River Water Commission whose 
awards should be made binding on the

parties to the dispute. The Central Go-
vernment should, therefore, have the con-
stitutional authority to enforce these awards. 
Otherwise, so long the Centre does not 
have such a device to enforce its writ on 
the States, the great talk of water grids, 
I am afraid, will remain a voice in the 
wilderness.

Finally, what I wish to convey to the 
Government is this. Let us not leave water 
to the visissitudes of politics and State 
chauvinism, and let us not forget that if 
we do not maintain our river systems in 
good shape, in a few years’ time, we shall 
be witnessing silted rivers, more scarcity 
and more drought. It is, therefore, that 
I have suggested a high-power body to 
ensure proper river water management on 
national interest.

Sir, let me hope that the hon. Minister 
and the Government will use their good 
offices for an early and final settlement of 
tlie Cauvery River water dispute. W'ith 
these words, I request the hon. Minister 
to give his reaction to my suggestions.

DR. K. L. RAO : I thank the hon. 
Member for the various suggestions which 
we shall keep in mind. I would only 
submit that the Government feel that water 
should be declared as a national asset and 
we are, therefore, thinking of bringing a 
measure by which we want to declare 
water as a national asset in the case of 
rivers, so that the Government will have 
considerable voice in directing its utilisation 
to the best interests of the country as a 
whole.
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“The fact-finding committee is only to 
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?*TTfr w *  i y r  grfr f t  T?t ^  ?*tttt 

5RTTCT q s d fs r  h ?  f^r t t  * w t ^rT$irri ?rrarr 

aqf«f <e«WT ?T ^ * r  I prTTt f r f f R  >TrT 

*TT̂ I n^TT?r sfm T^T % f r  »̂TTTT
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WJS **t *rm f f t  «rrsn $ fs r f t  
fawrfftW Rrr irnnft i uga t o t

§*fRf St*T JfTT »RT 5R 3TT̂ TT I fl’T'fT W'RT 

W  $  I f r f a *  %?lfar T O T  iJ IR fd  fTT

firm* « r f t  t  f**n*

^ R T  ’STffflt $ 1 $*rfr ?P7B 1RTT JT$W, ftrgTT, 

xftr to t ^  spr ft, vmnrr tfr  srft 
*pt snnnr iw ht w t t ^ t  $  i 3*r v r  tfr  

t t t  g*rr fc i s p ir it  fif^R, s^r*- jr?t *ftT 

w r  f  *r t̂ tsfr $, utr* *rt srp 

f̂ rwrr 11 «pf ATT fa*n; |w  i %fajt 
^  +1{ f*T*r*Rr ’Oft $ w  i o t

snrp* »t f*rn; T?t *nrr sft ^  sr ts  ft 
T?T & fara W sr*T w f w  *rr ®r?r?l ft 
?"T *ft JFT qT ft1 ST3T W t ffW> TRT
fV ftft | i  snnr w  **** ^  ^
TO* ^ ^  «|?r wm «frfwrw ft Tft ft i 
y fo rcw $ f * # r£ter #  i t  q r % ,  

^Tft q'ffli ^ T  WHS TT r̂r ft I q^TR 
!TP d w w r  Sfft ®tV f&W 3TW eft *(T 3W
vrr % 1T<r?T %rrs sit ?t*T srf?PJR % 33TCT

^ftrrSPT ’̂ fFf'TStsr »fft I

q tf t urarar itTrJr t o t  % w r*  *pr*TT 

fa*rrf ^  *ftr w f  % fr£ *i»nf- 

* r f t  * « r ,  m  s f a  f  i $  *TR*far 

*Hft ?r * ? r t  w m  g  f a  ^nftT % «nsr 

*nft 3f̂ <T w ft % jfr *rt<r% r i  km  
% %m i r f m  * ? ? f t  § f  ^prrHt f- i ar?T *rr

w k  f t  g w  % i

«rr vasrm wr »r̂ % ft i fm r « m
51T % W  ? t  ?ft?T IRW ^  5HT wnr

are*™ wr m ft  1 T wnr ^ t h  %
w  ?Tfft ?> »Ri?r 11 %m ^ fa v?
s w r  [% f*RK spt <rrfa w  w v r

i$  %ftr fft»r ar»T arn: *rrc % *iw wrn; t
^  tr* *ra ^  %■ 3TPRT *rjpn
fa  w fa r  ^  3fr *r«r m  * t tw t
^  ^ t t%  ^rr ^  ^  «»F w  t o t  « ftr 

^  ^frn^nT *P^st f t  fa r  ^  frwr^r 
^  |  *  »ret «f*rftr ?>ft,

* #  ^  m 5® ?it «ft*fr fr  vt * %% 
r̂r ^  |  ? w r *rg wfafer »pw m  ŝnffeer 

^ r ^ T ^ f ’ » f h - f a T v r ? w r f a ^  
*b\iU*i +Mcl <n*r fratrtr ^  «fr»% t  arsr 
?W f r f  SPTT *T5*T f̂TfTT ft  WTT

3R ?n> fa  wrr srrrr f r f  f^m  *$t irer 
|  w* firr 1924 *t n̂ ft̂ r imam wnr 
*t*rr q T ^ f a % - ? T 3 * r % t i f t  ^  |  
fa  $*r w rit 'Tfvi tw ,  rf’m n  srnj 
?rr ^  w  w*t ht ^ ft t«- w i  ?
+ 1̂ 1 aifiuHii 3ir w  f t f  faq^r snrw 
Tt ?ft qi»rr ’ «rr ^  ^  ^  ftf
f^rf\n  5ntT«r err Tt*rr? firt fa  Aqx 
^T VK*TT ^ fa  fT*T f t  f3T«T*TT f<T̂r*TT
T̂fgn; «fb- fafT?rr 3t<t Prt«t rpr «tt, farfT̂  

% ?*t siftmrt «r,̂ r ^  ft zvm  *k
^  fw ^  % w fw  t t  q̂trtn srft >rc 

 ̂i arr ^  ̂  13rfa?r rr 'rf̂ ftar-
^mft % wr «ft wr ^  vt 1$ *r̂ r 
?.7 irkJrfe’flftft tftsiTfrjnTf*
r̂f̂ rr i «ffsr ?rrf*r̂ prry %■ o tt  m  «rr 

ftrrftrt w  *TTriT ft ?fr t o t  ft^ r  f t  »fr 
T̂ RT r̂rfetj I f*T mft fRTf % 5TT̂: % ^ 
tnvfhr *r?V m  r «srrfrr f  fa  «rfajwr
% ^ r  *nft Jrwt f  w  wit^ |tr  ar?r 
ftar m -tor ĵtt t?t ?t ’ «fk f̂r Frsat?r 
f?r wr i*tj4 % r¥ftrff ^ wrr ir ŝr
^  f t  T)5RT t  «TT 5T|t WJTT f , ZW

^  H  i?rn» i 9rt f t  T ftq tsrsn tr

^  ^ r %  SITT ^  grT ^  WT fsn rR  ft s r k  

f^ r  % 3ft SPRT <RT sr ^  faHT t  v w  %

■«i i t  »r >r t  fasm c t t ?

*?faTT ^ € t  f t  W t t  % « r y n r  w c  

g ftawsn^r f tT^r l^  21 W ?m  *rfas 
jft^r sn°r ft -^t I, %fa?r 35 fafrm  w - 
ftrwr iftrr ^ t  t t t̂ t  faqT tit  t ^ t  pt, 14 
f*rf®T̂ r f i r  * rt h%t ^  vr$*n? 
w  % % w  yn<^fr«r ft Tfr f, ^
jwm % ^ 9 T # ? i r T ^ T « R T ^ f ,  vr 
»W *JTJTsft f t  SJTT T<f 5TV *PTRT VT TW»I ?

pnrr ?w w«rt vr f r  3m  5 j
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DR K L RAO Str, I do not know 
what exactly the Chief Ministers said out- 
vide the meeting But this is what they 
have agreed to and, according to their 
statement Theie was a general consensus 
on the total yield of the river as given 
in the Fact-Finding Committee’s report 
The Committee has been asked to furnish 
clarifications on some othci points after 
such venfication as is found necessary 
The Chief Ministers agieed to meet at a 
later date to continue the discussions and 
explore the possibilities ol arriving at a 
settlement, is agieed upon on 31st May, 
1972

This was the statement is ucd aftei the 
meeting Thciefoie I cxpect that after 
the elarific ltions in icspect of ceitun 
points that aie found neeessaiy ate ir- 
ceived, they will be able to discuss them 
and aruve it an amicable solution \s  
] submitted wc ate expecting >crified data 
for the committee m one or two months 
time Immediately attei that Chief Mims 
ters will meet and I hope that theic would 
be good ptogress in finding a solution

As regards the obsenations made by the 
hon Membei m regaid to mtei State dis 
putes in a countiy like ours with so many 
rivers flowing through many States the dis-
putes are very small in number Most ol 
these disputes would be solved In the 
case of the Narmada water dispute the 
concerned States a it awaiting the award of 
the Prime Mimstei As icgaids Bansagar 
Dam on the nvei Sone, we are continuo 
sly discussing it Wc hope that a solution 
m the best interests of the States, would be 
evolved

As regards rtvei watei disputes I should 
say that there are not so many disputes 
pending befoie tribunals All this is a very 
healthy sign Wc are able to adjust our 
selves on such a vital matter Similarly, 
m the case of Cauvery water, this is of 
course a difficult problem, the demand for 
water by the States is very much more than 
available m the river, rightly so That 
shows that they are interested m Improving

the Irrigation and they want water for that 
purpose l t  is a very desirable thing lt  
is m this context that a national water grid 
is necessary so that water may flow to deft' 
cit areas of the States 1 feel that we 
should congratulate ourselves that there 
have not been many water disputes
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PVPfcRS I AID ON THE TABLE

Annual Report of Delhi Transport Corpora-
tion 1971-72, Annual Report and certified 
Accounts of Shipping Development Fund 
Committee for 1971-72, Delhi Motor Vehi-
cles (2nd A m dt) Rules, 1972 and notifica-
tions under Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 in 
aspect of Andhta Pradesh

THF MINISTER OF SHIPPING AND 
IRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR)
1 beg to lay on the Table —

(1) A copy of the Annual Adminis
tiation Repoit (Hindi and Eng 
lish versions) of the Delhi Trans 
port Corporation New Delhi for 
tne year 1971 72 under sub sec-
tion (3) of section 35 of the 
Road Transport Corporations 
Act 19SO \ Placid in h b ro n
S<i No I T  4964/73]

(2) A copy of the Report and Certi
fied Accounts (Hindi and Fnglish 
versions) of the Shipping Devc 
lopment Fund Committee for the 
year 197J 72 togethei with the 
Audit Report thereon, under sub- 
lection (6) of section 16 of the 
Mei chant Shipping Act, 1958 
[Placid tn Ltbran Set No IT - 
4965/71]

O ) A copy of the Delhi Motor Vehi-
cles (Second Amendment) Rules,
1972 (Hindi and Fnglish versions) 
published in Notification No F 3  
(28)/72 Tpt in Delhi Gazette 
dated the 1st January, 1973 undet 
sub-section (3) of section 133 of 
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 
[Placid m  Library See No IT - 
4966/73]


