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(b) the names of the countries
where there is a great demanq of
Indian Cnconut; and

.c) the foreign exchange earned

cduring the same period?

The Minister of Commerce (Shri
Manubbai Shah): (a) to (c). India
exported 189,000 Nos. coconuts
valued at Rs, 75,000 during 1964-65
(upto December, 1964). Indian coco-
nuts are in demand in Bahrein Island,
Iran, Iraq, Kuwait, Turkey and
Qatar and Trucial Oman.

12 hrs,
CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

DecisioN oF LIC OFFICERS TO GO ON
STRIKE

Mr. Speaker: The question hour f{s
over. We will take up the Calling
Attention Notice. Shri Kachhavalya.

st gwn W wwEa (3J[79)
weger wgy, & faw A wEew &

.....

st wy fomd (FT) : wemw
TR, AT TF JaEqT FT T § 7R
Hggammmagar g ... ..

woUw WERY . ATAE §3e 43
IE |

ot wy fomd : & 3 g% frawria-
FTT gFeuT Feara &1 Aifeq faar av
WX I9F gFFE § O CF HIAEYT &7
S & A 5 par g7 faar s

WO AQEw . SAAEET %y W7
 ?

oft wy ferd : & ¥ oF fawafu-
FX & WA I w7 Afew fgar ar
(§zeeaa)
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W AT AR 9T HeNE
8 %9 A w fF T a0 € FEag
g U 7t 7199 & & | 4| ¥ ug
TR W ¢ AR 39 fawgife &
Mfew &1 & qox gy @@ g @i
¥F 4o T EHT R 1 A IEN
A, Afew T2y 77 @@ wHAE T
w7 & a7 wifs oz Ty & 6 &
TEET WA IS |

Mo TR wAET Mgy (Flamaz) :
wse WERT gy g Ifaq TEY @
wifs 7 far & a8 AT W= @
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wew ARy : 79 & ¥ o v
oA wTogwr ) & 7 I AR
foar av | 7 fam & wwaT & AR
foe qF ag &« famr mor § o &
Ia%! A7 § fau F75 @ § 9@ Y
T xR 4 wey faar o w@r 4 7

ot wy fowd : wrer Y & X @
qreT SR e § . L.

e wgAd - w9 ag o O A
FHAE T 97 IJFT A9 AT Fg
wREmAR TR ?

it 7y ford : gw A T AR
I | AGH FFA G ZH A3 T |

wew R A wEA 9T &
w43 7 M FEad aw A ¢ Iw
fT oo ¥y Y 3} § 7

o TR wART Afgw o ww
HEITT, TF A1 9T FT AINT FY qAT
forwTaT AT gFAT § IF G AT TEEY
wwr # fawd awr ag faw A
g | wed A famarfas w1
g ISTAT AT | WA FH EATY
AT B FFT 4T | WA FUTT FaAr A
geedft #7 § A ag fadarfaec ITE
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[xro 7rr wAET Atfgar]
fam® & w17 TR gEedr @ F1 ¢
A 78 S& gF AT gEAT HAG &
faas g | sg WM Em I AT ] |
WA I g AT AT A Y WA
Ffew foT ot g a0% § I +W
@ f5T gw &t & fog a7 ot T
ST ?

wuw wgE  ag & sdaw
@A T g | IEdAvm aeav 2 fawH
f faww &1 siwHe &
Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-
drapara): That matter gets priority.
Mr. Speaker: That comes after the
Papers have been laid on the Table.
AAAY qa€q I 93 |
Mo TR wAER Mfgar : oHr AT
A ARE | A IEFT ORI & | IR
M agi a% faar g @ fa fawvarfusre
BT I AW FAF F Iw IS,
SN Aifew ®1 AT Bre ffay
afww ag *q wEATE F W 9N mT
st @ 1 fawwrfawrr 1 g e
TEATT & TEA AAT R |

WEae WEWT : TTo HIET 7 9 A
€Y § o fF AT T 3y Tedaww §
WadT e fawig N | W oag
IEF AN TR IR AT T FE

o T AW wifgar ;- F sow

fawet 771 g fr e faer wre Frarte
w1 fa

waw wgEw 3§ qF @A
afer | & faer o fawde wgar
§ -

“Oath or affirmation, questions
(nceluding short notice questions),
obituary references, papers to be
laid on the Table, communication
of messages from the Council of
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States, intimation regarding pre-
sident’s assent to Bills, communi-
cations from Magistrates or other
authorities regarding arrest ar
detention. or release of members
of the Pouse, presentation of re-
ports of committees, laying of
evidence. A. .presentation of peti-
tions, questions involving a breach
of privilege....”
Tto TR RAYET ANWEAT : 12 7747
97 g fawgrfye 1 g & A1 =

A TEATT F TEA AIAT & (FTTWA)

WeOW WEWEY . WT {A FTIH FT
TET FEaEr &1 oA g faar
Sl

5T W WT WYATT | [EAE HWEl-
za, ¥ faw w4t wgRE #71 vw fAvw
gfarada 7% wed ¥ fawg %Y o
faemar g o wrtar v g fF A ww
Ty § nF FEAew 3 -

“‘Strae T famw F miawrfar
ZI77 9T, 1965 ¥ gEaT
& & fAvg & qurmETe |
(tzremia)

st fya v (Ffegr) - o gawT
aa & A ga my A fromd #F

g ?
WO AEET [ 37 dA1 I AT
far g

ot firg e : wTEr WY A
CARCUCUR SR LIRS LU LA
fe ¥ fFrwe 7

WEQW WEIIT : TATT qTTE TH

g AT

The Minister of Finance (Shri T. T.
Krishnamachari): It is a long state-
ment which runs to five pages. Shall
I read it?

Shri Priya Gupta: Sir, on a point of
order. The procedure of the House
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demands that what is going on in the
House must be heard. Otherwise,
what is the object of reading it at
all? So, the procedure demands that
it must be read in a way that it can
be heard and understood,

Mr. Speaker: It has been read out
and read out so loudly that every-
body except perhaps him has heard
it...... (Interruption).

Shri Priya Gupta: I have not heard
it.

Mr. Speaker: There is no point of
order. He should sit down,

Shri Priya Gupta: I will; but I beg
to submit that we have not heard it.
Nobody has heard it.

Mr. Speaker: May I ask the Leader
of his Party just to advise him not to
continue in this manner?

Shri Priya Gupta: I would request

Mr. Speaker: Now he is obstructing
the proceedings.

Shri Priya Gupta: Excuse me; but
nobody has heard it.

An hon. Meniber:
heard it.

Shri Raghunath Singh (Varanasi):
We have heard jt from here, a long
distance.

Shri Priya Gupta: Still, I protest.
‘We have not heard it.

Mr. Speaker: He has been delibe-
rately obstructing the proceedings
and I will gsk him to withdraw from

the House.

oft form ooy :
1 9w fwar &

So many have

g 8TF ® FTA

12.06 hrs.

(Shri Priya Gupta then left the
House).

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Bar-
rackpore): 1 will submit to you that
we are having obstruction of our pro-
ceedings every day, but I would beg
of you not to do this.
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Shri Raghunath Singh: Why not?

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: It is
not that we are very happy over
what has been done, but, as you know,
hon. Members have obstructed you
even in starting the business of the
House and yet you have tolerated it
—not only you have tolerated it but
you have given them time to discuss
the matter.

Mr. Speaker: That he would see,
already I have put down here. It is
not that I have given them time. It
would not have been fair on my part,
because they had obstructed, to take
it out of there.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: He
had been representing only his diffi-
culty. He will obey your ruling.
When he said, “I still protest”. he
has not defied you. The only thing
he has done is that sitting in his seat,
he wag making noise in the sense that
he was shouting, “I protest; 1 pro-
test”. That js generally done here in
this House. 1 think, this punishment
is very harsh and you should re-
consider it.

2722

Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): We should
appreciate Shri Priya Gupta'’s point
of view. When you called upon the
hon. Member in charge of the floor,
Shri Kachhavaiya, who was trying
and of course doing his very best to
read it out loudly—angd he did read it
out loudly—there were other voices
mixed because gall had not obeyed
your ruling.... (Interruption). Let
ug kindly bear. I would appeal to
the House that we would not condone
indiscipline in this House. We do
not believe that it is a part of heroism
to go on defying the Chair. It is false
heroism. But what I want to empha-
size is this. We did ask Shri Priya
Gupta and, of course, in the long
run he did obey your ruling, may-
be disagreeing with you. The point
he was emphasizing was that because
there were other voices raised in
defiance of your ruling, he did not
hear clearly. I would like you to
bear this in mind also. We do not
want recalcitrance. Our Party does
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[Shri Nath Pai]

not encourage defiance

House.

WMo TN wAET ®fgar : =it
AT 8360 § qga & O qrq g &
g o= &1 f5 o wawe gw WP @
g ¢ (¥reewa)

W AR W9 35 I |

o TR wAYET wifgay : 37 w1 7%
T e g

sit gfe faey v (M) ¢
g Sfaw &

wew wpYAw : 3g A faegw
A M Ty s g W
faerge o A o1& ¥ qIEE ¥ W
o ¥ FFEd ¥ qeE § AR qH W
A 1 I T gur gE ¢ F g T
T F1 A9 FW ¥ fow dae ] s w
FT #Y fewrdg #7917 Y I9 9% T
forar g W) & ag T HT [T g
g md oo Al g & qw
TP 0T | W OF aE qE) forar av
WY qA HL | O T A qedy
Y & TR 99§ T THUT AFT T |

WMo TR wANET wfgar : ag wrr
T FY TNT A ] § (fTeeiw)

T RN AR I O )Y WK
1z o€ g7 @, e & awr =i
T &Y WX A TFT ¥ FTH § THEC IeAAT
2 R A # fewrgw war § @ ¥
I faege a7 FT qwar |
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of your
authority and make it symbolic with
militancy. But we do think, I am
afraid, that Shri Priya Gupta ought
not to have been asked to leave the
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WMo A AANPT Af¥ar . weay
wgIeg, w9 qg qEf wfy w0 @I A
wfd, afes w1 F7 &0 F0T TG
qHAT WA W AT FAT F AR
JAaT § A IN qgEEAT ¥ faens 9y
g W wfuwe ¢ 5 ag wo T
AT A 78 WA 71 § fF ag w0 &
=L 99ar § av Ag | gafedy gg 9g-
T I AT FET F9 Ifa AR
& .... (Sexeam)

weIw WENAG : 7% AT FT WHAT §
wive @ & daar g o Oy
qg &9 dEdr $30 5 gy A qW-
Ay geeq AT & WL 99 Q@ a1 T
wRE?

w WAT sTE ;AW dEET
w3 )

sft W (weirg) : Ag @ W F
g ¥ wfew & & o 919 WY 91E 99w
TR WY T qFY § | A6 W TR)
¥ oF Iq d I F Fo fady AT
gIeq Y ggt ¥ frerem Smar g o
. . . . (gzewa|)

W F AT Aa9S ¢ ¢ ¥ Wl
W@ & 7 m g & frerfag

woR W@ : W9 A} dEd
FARA IR IRAFEREHFT
ofrer ¥ @ & w1 qg gt 7

oft Wi : & fragw & W@ §
fFardga AN ufmg SeNa
AT AT FEIATA FT & a9 §, qfwe
WX I Afe T & FT W JIEAT
& 9 QU fear 9@, @ sqEr
o987 {1 | WX TF AFAT 876 a8
FawEFamAimg @y
§ ag I FY FfAW FEAT ST W
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wfgec @ o1 & fF wxw F w1 QY
@R

eI WERYW W geE # g
Hi9 98t I W w1 AT qEw
TRfEImaad g, v 5w iy w}
A fear o @ 1 faw 8 @ Y
Ifew AW A W w7 5 AT AT,
o FoaE, ¥ W §9 W E, T|@ e
T & A WX 59 1 3 ag ¥ T8y
WY gAT AT g, A 9E A g§6E 9
QT T TFAT & | gL TH AFAL BT FY
@ ¢, Wifs 7g wgew oA 9 g 1 &
q AT @2 & S AN AT HeE
fear fF =t @@ A W ¥B @
IEIN I FT AT WY 937 & AR W
@ IR, A I e WA G FEA
& | WX AT qEFT F7 qaed fqw
ag g1 fF 39 N @ w1 oW @ A7,
& 99 ¥ #1E wHEe @ 47 | e ag
1T AL €Y | THET I F AT 97 W
WEHAEAR TATCY | RFRE
T ) IR 3 @ 9 fr 9fs agr s
&0 ¥ W S TE T T ], W
I g A ], i 3w A QA
qqr ST =1fgy

wa fafreex age s@e
it armdt (fegwe) : wew wEeT,

oW wPRT vy & garea @

R Fwar g
Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: Sir,
may I request you again to reconsi-

der this and allow Mr. Priya Gupta
to come in the House?

Mr. Speaker: Not at this stage.
Shri Nath Pai: We plead with you.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: I think
it is a very harsh punishment and, I
think, it is not proper to ask the

on Strike (CA)

Member in this manner to leave the
House. We are always, the Party as
a whole, anxious to cooperate with
you in enforcing discipline and we
always bow to your authority. But
in this matter, we are sorry to say
that the punishment that has been
given is improper and wrong and we
also walk out in protest.

12.13 hrs.

(Shri Surendranath Dwivedy and some
other hon, Members then left the
House)

st @Y7 gw W o A w W@
g1

(Shri Maurya then left the House)

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: We:
are having various difficulties in the
conduct of the business of the House,
Every day, we are obstructed. I would’
beg of you that in this case, in the
case of Mr. Priya Gupta, you should
be a little more lenient and in future,
we hope, he will behave. I would
beg of you to withdraw your order.

Mr. Speaker: That cannot be done
immediately.

Nt THEATAR (FAT) © T
ERY, WG 9%, s wwaAw, A
A 91, ATEAT { A I HY AP Aexr H
93 T ST I F FTO gH W Iq B
qq g o | gEfa AT W9 4 9
T frdga ¢ fe mg 5@ dAY @
grfrere 3 1 w9 F gw A A wfe
3, 39 w1 wy OF ;e 9@ g A
R, afed N J-aw T FB %7,
9 9T WG FT |

wew RERY ;. Agd WIOT |

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: The
Life Insurance Corporation announced
on the 22nd February, 1965, the revi-
sion of terms of Class I Officers,
whereunder the pay scales for all
Class I Officers, except the two top
grades, were revised upwards. The



2727 L. 1. C, Officers’

[Shri T. T. Krishnamachari]

Dearness Allowance for the lower
category of Class I Officers were also
enhanced to bring the total emolu-
ments on part with similar Central
Government Class I Officers. In addi-
tion,, House Rent Allowance at the
same rate as for Central Government
Officers, has been sanctioned to thcse
-officers. Further in the case of promo-
tiong to the rank of Class I Oflicers the
emoluments drawn before promotion
to Class I, including Dearness Allow-
ance, House Rent Allowance and the
Bonus equivalent, have been protect-
ed. These benefits have been given re-
trospective effect from the Ist Apri!,
1964. The Corporation is also finalis-
ing a scheme of medical benetits 0 its
-officers and is also considering the
question of giving them other facili-
ties admissible to Government ofticers.

2. It seems that without waiting for
the announcement of the revised terms
for Class 1 Officers, the President of
the Life Insurance Corporation of
India Class I Officers’ Association and
the President of the Nationa] Fede-
ration of Insurance Field Workers of
India issued a joint statement to the
Press on the 19th February 1865, an-
nouncing their decision to 7launch
countrywide agitation on and ifrom
1st March, 1965, including protets ral-
lies, hunger strikes and other stronger
forms of agitation

3. After the announcement of the
revised pay scales by the Corporation
on the 22nd February, 1965 the two
Presidents again issued a Pressz Slate-
ment stating inter alia that both Class
I ang Class II Officers will launch a
joint line of agitation on an all-India
basis, demanding revision of salary
scales, annual cash bonuses, better in-
centive, linking of Dearness Allow-
ance to Consumers’ Price Index,
House Rent and medical benefits for
officers and their families, etc.

4. The President of the Life Insur-
ance Corporation Class I Officers’ As-
gociation addressed a letter to the
Chairman of the Corporation on the
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25th February, 1965, intimating that
the Federation will launch struggle for
securing thcir demands by what is
termeq as ‘Down with Tools’ taking
effect from 9th March, 1965. The
Federation’s decision to call upon its
members to observe 24 hours’ mass
fasting from 2 P.M. on 6th March to
2 PM. on the 7th March, 1985, was
also communicated.  Furthermore,
the President of the Association stated
that he was satisfled that the demands
of Class II Officers were very fair
and reasonable.

5. I would now give the House a
brief account of the Life Insurance
Corporation’s efforts in regard to
meeting the demands of the Class II
Officers, that is, Development Officers,
It was only less than one year ago,
on the 10th March, 1964, to be pre-
cise, that the Corporation concluded
an agreement with the Federation
revising the pay scales, daarness al-
lowance and conveyance allowance
to Development Officers. The ques-
tion of procedure for granting incre-
ments was left over for further dis-
cussions. In this connection I should
like to mention that the Development
Officers are engaged 'on out-door work,
By the very nature of their work,
they have no office or any regular
office hours ang the only way to judge
their work is by results in the light
of certain standards or norms. The
Corporation feels that it would not
be possible or proper to grant them
automatic increments regardless of
their performance. While discussions
were going on between the Corpora-
tion and the representatives of the
Federation it was agreed that a Deve-
lopment Officers would be given a
chance to explain his position before
his increment is withheld and would
also be given the right of appeal to
the Zonal Manager. The  question
about norms of work was left to be
taken up after the Federal Council
meeting on the 6th and 7th February
1965 at the instance of the Federa-
tion’s representatives to enable them
to consult their colleagues. Notwith-
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standing this, the Federa] Councu
decided on automatic increments witn
effect from 1st January, 1965 and also
on ynconditional release of increments
for the year 1964 to all Development
Officers. After the Counc¢il meeting,
the Federation issued a circular stat-
ing that in case these demands were
not accepted by the Corporation the
Federation would start an agitation
in March, which would inter alic
include ‘no new business programme
The Corporation discussed the matter
with the Federation President on the
18th February, 1965 and impressed on
him the unreasonableness of the Fede-
tion’s demand for unconditional grant
of increments. It was also impressed
by the Corporation that the contem-
plated agitation to be launched in
March 1965, particularly the ‘no new
business’ programme was obviously
meant to coerce the Corporation into
accepting their demands. The Cor-
poration urged the President to con-
sider dispassionately  the suggestions
made to him,

6. The Corporation regrets that tle
Federation has decided to go bop ‘no
new business’ programme which is
not only against the interest of the
institution which they are serving but
also against the interest of the
agents and the general public who
wish to go in for insurance protec-
tion. The decision of the Life Insur-
ance Corporation Class 1 Officers’ As-
sociation and the National Federation
of Insurance Field Workers to launch
agitation for redress of their griev-
ances, especially so when the Corpo-
ration has done al! that it could to
meet the legitimate demands of the
Class I Officers and the Development
Officers is unfortunate. The remu-
neration of the Life Insurance Cor-
poration Class I Officers is as ! stated
already on par with Class 1 Officer
of Government and the question of
giving them other facilities like medi-
cal benefits, is engaging the Corpora-
tion’s attention. About Development
Officers, the utility of a Development
Officers depends entirely on the
volume of business he is able to bring
to the Corperation. The acceptance
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ments without relating it to the per-
formance wou'd not be in the inter-
est of the Corporation and its policy-
holders.
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7. In this context I would like to
mention that the Corporation's rene-
wal expense ratio has to be within
the statutory limit of 15 per cent.
prescribed under the Insurance Act.
Already on account of the agreement
between the Corporation and the Class
III and Class IV employees’ Associa-
tion and the consequent additional
cost involved in implementing the
agreement, the renewal expense ratio
during the year 1964-65 would go upto
13:64 per cent and to 14'27 per cent.
in 1965-66. With the revision of pay
scales and the grant of House Rent
Allowance to Class I Officers, the re-
newal expenses ratio will be pushed
up further,

8. The House wil] appreciate that
as envisaged under the Statute, lhe
Corporation has to function on busi-
ness principles and has, therefore, to
keep a continual check on the rene-
wal expense ratio so that the statu-
tory limit is not exceeded. While I
am sympathetic towards the legitimate
demands of officers, I cannot but de-
precate the agitation, which is not
only against the interest of the insti-
tution to which they are attached but
is against the policyholders as well.
I hope that the Federation would still
see its way to resume discussions and
give up this agitation. I can assure
the House that the Corporation wants
to be fair to its officers and will do
all that is possible to safeguard their
legitimate interests and  aspirations
subject only to the paramount inter-
est of the Corporation and its policy-
holders. I do hope the Class I offi-
cers and the Development Officers
wil] reconsider their attitude and call
off the programme which they have
announced. On their part, Govern-
ment while maintaining an attitude
of sympathy towards the genuine
difficulties and grievances of the em-
ployees, will in the event of the Class
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I officers and the Development offi-
cers implementing their programme of
“Down with Tools” or “No New Busi-
ness” render all assistance to the

ot vy fowaq : wemw wdEw L.
st gew w2 weEa g

management to ensure that the normal ar & ot frafa jﬂT A8 g“ ¥ I
work of the Corporation and the in- W fa® @[ & & &1 T 9T WY &W]
terests of the policyholders do not :

suffer. 1 would like to add that re- 'T@ g R W

cently an officer of the Central Gov-
ernment who has considerable expe-
rience in administration and the poli-
cies of the Central Government has
taken over as Chairman. 1 would
like to tel lthe representatives of these
two associations to discuss these mat-
ters with him, and I have every confi-
dence that they will find in him a sym-
pathetic listener who would appreciate
the point of view of the employees as
well as the interest of the Corpora-
tion and the well-being of the con-
cern as a whole.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): Who
is that officer?

it gew @ wgma : faw wfu-
Fifcat aT & avlt qrefeat amy § aifs
FTRe & frafrg st ov an
et & @Y o 7 wwr @ i 9 @™
wfrafag st #1 a1 sgagre fsa
o &, SR g fwar omar g7
frafaa wmfat # gfaaa & o
N FEARET J guAar fear § w4
aoR fawmw sfuwtal @ gfmm &
|/ WY 49T & GEEET FI9 F AL
2, afe gf ay #7 a% ag Tar F &M 7

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: I have
stated all that I know about it I
have called for the information and 1
have given the fullest information to
the House. I have suggested that
representatives of these two groups of
officers should discuss these matters
with the new Chairman and find out
if they cannot amicably settle the
outstanding problems, and 1 have al-
ready conveyed the feeling that Gov-
ernment has that they will get fair
treatment.

aOR WERW . I9E 919 Ja-
W w0 5 @q 5 a@r 7wy § )

=t ay fowd : ¥ Tarfon ag
fir 2 qEwl & o WETQ E ST &K AR
‘# IR W wmm fo g, 9w
aveg § A TV qAT BN 1 T
&

oW WY N AR % qeY
g

oft Wy fowd : 2w we €

wgw wgm : og fraw @ga
HE ¥ TAT AT QY @ F A Y a7
g ?

it vy fowd : sitaw @ faw &
0 ffw T F TEArd § I F A
T ATH 1 GHENT T § WX IEET
Jeog A wReq A fear & 1 & S
g § 5w g el F e
gfaga ®Y a1 $3A F A WTETEA
fearmmrar e sA &1 W wAEs
@y frar St AR TEE 3N
#ré fowra i @ 7@ Afoaw &, &0
7 §E1 ¢ 7 WX Ay § A TEET Qe
WAy’

Wt WEET . HE 919 FT A
oT T R

st vy fod : qE wETTE W

& grag § AT §AN & | S N BFWA
¥ weaw ) fagdt foelt o o fie o
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e 5K agd St F iR E I &
AR & drert g wrdw R 37w wgrd
wr faw wm @@ @ &0ow
T WY farer< fapat oA MR AT WY
WY STTAM, AT A wqv 4 7

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: I am not
in a position to answer the second
question because I have not got the
information.

In regard to the first question, I
have dealt with it in my statement.
Certain agreements were entered into
in March, 1984 and the question of
incréments is left over. The position
ip that all the safeguards which are
necessary for sort of judging whether
they are entitled to increments or
not have been provided, and if incre-
mrents have beenh stopped merely be-
cause of the lack of businéss, there is
a right of appeal to the Zonal Mana-
ger, which means he will discuss this
problem,

Broadly, the two factors are these.
One is that, in the case of these
Development Officers, they want an
automatic increment whether they
produce business or not. In the case
of Class 1 officers, they want certain
levels of salary which are in excess
of what is granted to Government
servants themselves. But within these
two factors, if it is any question of
judging the norm of work and their
entitlement to increment, and also the
question whether the officers do get
salaries approximate to Government
servants' salaries, or if any lacuna is
there, or any difference, these mat-
ters should be discussed.
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2329 (ai)LSD—5.
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: In the reply
given to the second question, the hon.
Minister stated that a new Chairman
had been appointed who is quite
sympathetic to the demands of the
employees. I would like to know
whether, after this statement, the hon.
Minister will issue the necessary ins-
tructions to the Chairman of LIC to
have another negotiation with both
the organisations, and in the event of
failure of the negotiations, he pre-
pared to refer certain questions of
non-agreement or disagreement to
arbitration?

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: The
Chairman of LIC is the Chairman of
LIC and also Chairman of the Board.
Whatever he does will have to be
done in consultation with the Board.

MARCH 5, 1965

Decision to go on
Strike (CA)

There is no question of the Govern-
ment interfering at this stage and
issuing any instructions. I have
merely suggested that this officer has
taken charge, and there will be an
opportunity for them to discuss this
matter with him.,
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: In case of non-
agreement, is he prepared to refer
certain issues to arbitration?

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: As 1
said, this is a matter which has to be
decided by the Board and the Chair-
man. When the matter comes to Gov-
ernment, it will be time for Govern-
ment to consider it.

Shri Dinen Bhattacharya (Seram-
pore): May I know if in the agree-
ment that was arrived at between
LIC and two organisations con-
cerned, it is clearly written:

“LIC, therefore, agrees with the
Federation that the introduction
of a regular annual increment in
the time scale of pay would be
feasible as it gives a sense of
security to Development Offi-
cers.”?

What is the reply of the hon. Minis-
ter to this line in the agreement that
was reached between the two parties?

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: All the
information that I have, I have plac-
ed before the House.

Shri Dinen Bhattacharya:
the draft agreement.

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: I can
only give the information that I have
got. 1 am not actually administering
this particular organisation. I have
called for information and I have
given completely all the information
that I have.

oY wy fewd : WY §TT A RO
o §
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This is
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Papers laid
on the Table
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12.32 hrs.
PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

NOTIFICATIONS UNDER MINES AND MINE-
RALS (REGULATION AND DEVELOP-
MENT) AcT, 1957

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Steel and Mines (Shri P. C.
Sethi): Sir, I lay on the Table a copy
each of the following Notifications
under sub-section (1) of section 28 of
the Mines and Minerals (Regulation
and Development) Act, 1957:—

(i) The Mineral Concession (First
Amendment) Rules 1965, pub-
lished in Notification No.
G.S.R. 140 dated the 23rd
January, 1965.



