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1W bn. 

BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TWENTY-FIFTH RmPORT 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS (SHRI K. RAGHU-
RAMAIAH): I 'beg to move: 

"That this House do agree with 
the Twenty-fifth Report of the 
Business A~visory Committee pre-
sented to the House on the 6th 
March, 1973." 

StiRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Dia-
mond Harbour): Sir, I want to make 
an observation. 

MR. SPEAKER: We have already 
decided that these things could be 
raised when the business is announc-
ed on that day and not on the day 
when the report is placed. 

SHRI JYUTIRMOY BOSU: It is 
only when the House was about to 
adjourn that it was presented. I got 
up on my feet but Mr. Tiwary who 
.was in the Chair adjourned the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: Your representa-
tives were there. (Interruptions) . 
We have decided that when the re-
port is presented no speech should be 
made. When the business for the 
week is announced then I allow hon. 
Members to make their suggestions. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: The 
Chairman adjourned the House when 
I got up yesterday evening. I just 
want half a second to have my say. 
How can you deprive us of this right? 

MR. SPEAKER: It is not a ques-
tion of depriving you. This is a 
question regarding the practice that 
we have been following in the past. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Imme-
diately after the hon. Minister got up 
and before I had my say, the Chair-
man adjourned the House. 

(A7n4t.) Bill 

MR. SPEAKER: I am sorry. You 
always defy these things. I am so 
SOITy. It is very difftcult to run thiB. 
House if you go on like this. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: What I 
wanted to Say is that we have decid-
ed that at least twice a week we 
should have discussions under rules. 
184 and 193. (Interruptionl). 

MR. SPEAKER: You have had. 
enough time to discuss these matters 
in the Business Advisory Committee. 
But you stand up in the House and 
jointly you are all raisin, one thine. 
or the other. I am not allowing it. 
(Interruptions) • 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Sir, yes-
terday I pointed out in the Business .. 
Advisory Committee that all the MPs 
from Uttar Pradesh, to whichever 
part'y they belong, are seriously agi-
tated over the non-availability ot 
yarn for the weavers. (Interrup-
tions) . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The· 
question is: 

"That this House do agree with 
the Twenty-fifth Report of the· 
Business Advisory Committee pre-
sented to the House on the !lth 
March, 1973." 

The motion was adCllpted. 

IU9 brs. 

EMPLOYEES' PROVIDENT FUNDS' 
AND FAMILY PENSION FUND 

(AMENDMENT) BILL· 

THE MINISTER OF LABOUR AND 
REHABILITATION (SHRI RAGHU-· 
NATHA REDDY): I beg to move for 
leave to introduce a Bill further to 
amend the' Employees' Provident 
Funds and Family Penlion Fund Act. 
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1~52 and to i~1l'0rate an a:pl~a­
t~ry provision coBnected therewith 
in s!!Ction ~Oi ~ the Indian Penal 
'Code. 

MR. SPE~R: The question is: 

"That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill further to amend the 
Employees' Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 and 
to incorporate an explanatory pro-
vision colmected thereWith in sec-
tion 405 of the Indian Penal Code." 

The mation was adopted. 
SHRI ltAGHUNATHA REDDY: I 

introducet the Bill. 

UM lin. 

RE. PAY COMMISSION'S REPORT 

,,) .... fq:m ...... M ~ 
lA$IN~, ~ ~ <tiT fiZfI"if~­
lfeff it v~ ~~'II'r~ 
mmn ~ fir; if ~ it ~ ot~ ~ 
~ ~,q~ mmr~~tm~, 
it 1Iif1flr.f W4ft ~;tt ~ iii 
~it ~ ;ftft{w ~~,ft 
~ ~iR~t. 5l1'r;fom~ 
~ 11ft' it 1Iif'1flr.f iii ~ it I ~ 
~~ ...=t If ililf"'rnt.f ~ iI1't if iffl~ 
.~~ I ~ ~ mmrit'l(\' 
ft;rIrr ~,~ M''i\i(Qen it ~ 
gq- "<tt t I tt ~~...=t 
tN~m.rnf;:r<IiT~ 

~ltiT lImf~ i it~~i 
fir;q1lif""~itlRT ~W~ I 5 ~ 
om q: ~ 9'ft fir; : 

"The Commission which is givina 
final touches to its 1000 page report 

·is of the view that its recommenda-
tions should be enforced from 
January 1, 11173." 

siQn's ~eporJ .. 
~ q:,ft ~ ~'I\T fir; ~ U ~ 
~Wf 185 ~o ~ i ~. If'J!Ir 
j~itll"N~Qy ~firo: 

"Pay Body split on policy of. 
emoluments" 

J8' ~ 'PRf1" t fit; q 1Iifim;r 'II'r 
fuM ~~~~i ~1f 
~ u qffi om:!In1fi mia' ~ • 
lRT t1rw ~ q 1Iif1Pr.f 1Ii't ~ ~ 
~ ~ fir; ~~ it ~ 
~ ~ftTlfq ~151 ~~ 
fir; mltilimit w~ t ~ 
~ ~ ~om~iIi ~tt 
mamr it ~ ? 

,.r ~ t fit; ~ fuilt 31 "Il1"if, 
0IIi ~ ~ • ~ ~ 31 1fT'!t 
ij'lfi q-R <mft ~ ~ en ~ 1tiT 
",Jj'i\.f<41 om ~ f~ ~ t 
ilRiJAi< ~~~~. 
SHRI S.M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): 

when the issue came up on 5th March, 
I pointed out to the House that it was 
leaking out and I congratulated tfue 
pressman who scooped the news. Nei-
ther Government nor Parliament are 
aware of it. It is stated here that the 
discussion during the past two weeks 
was marked by sharp eXchanges among 
its members .... (InteTruptions). This 
has shattered all hopes of the Govern-
ment employees. It is understood that 
Rs. 185 is the minimum; they were all 
utterly frustrated because this is noth-
ing; we do not want it; we want 
Rs. 250 minimum wage. If there is 
sharp division, will efforts to made to 
see that the report is finalised una-
nimously. If there is going to ~ 
diviSion, is the hon. Minister going to 
concede the demands of the employees 
to give some advance relief so that 
it may take somemore time? If the 
Pay body is split on its report, would 
the hon. Minister have bipartite settle-
ment with the employees and not wait 
for its report; it has taken already 
three years. . 

tll'ltroduced' with the recommenda tion of the President. 


