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INTRODUCTION

I, the Chairman, Committee on Public Accounts, having been authorised

by the Committee to present this Report, on their behalf present the 55th

Report on paragraphs relating to Forest & Wildlife, Home, Higher Education

and Co-operation Departments contained in the Report of the Comptroller and

Auditor General of India for the year ended 3l March' 2009 (Revenue

Receipts) Vol I.

The Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General of India for the year

ended 3l March, 2009 (Revenue Receipts) was laid on the Table of the

House on lst March,2OlO.

The Committee considered and finalised this Report at the meeting held

on 3fth June, 2014.

The Committee place on record their appreciation of the assistance

rendered to them by the Accountant General in the Examination of the Audit
Report.

Thinrvananthapumm,

fth July, 2014.

Dn. T. M. THOMAS ISAAC,

Chairman,

Committee on Public Accounts.



REPORT

FOREST & WILDLIFE, HIGHER EDUCATION, HOME AND
- CO.OPERATION DEPARTMENTS

FOREST A.I\D WILDL IFE DEPARTMENT

AUDrr PRnecRepH

Non-revision of seignorage rate

Due to non-revision of seignorage rate of sand in tune lvith those in

Public Worl<s Department (PWD), the Government wds deprived of
additional nevenue of T 57.121a1<h.

The Government of India in July 200L, approved diversion of 10.452

ha. of forest land for vaJious purposes from three divisions* on the basis of
guidelines prescribed by the State Govemment for collection of sand. As per

paragraph 2.1.1 (36) of Kerala Forest Code Vol. I, seignorage rate is the rate

fixed as the minimum amount that must be assured to Government by the

sale of trees and other forest produce collectqd from within the forest. The

seignorage rate of T 78lm3 was fixed in 1996 and the PWD schedule rate for

sand was also { 78/m3 at that time. Though the PWD schedule of rates was

revised four times in 12 years enhancing the rate to { 200/m3 in 1999,

{ 400/m3 in 2fi)4, t 900/m3 in 2007 and { 990/m3 in 2008, the seignorage

rate was not revised in the Forest Department.

During scrutiny of the records in Divisional Forest Office,

Thiruvananthapuram in June 2008, it was noticed that L2798 nf of sand was

removed during the period from 2005 to 2008 in seven river sites comprised

in 5.8 ha. at the seignorage rates of t 78lm3 fixed in 1996. Due to

non-revision of seignorage rate in tune with the rates of PWD, the

Government was deprived of additional revenue of t 57.12 lakh'

After the case was reported to the Government in January 2fi)9, the

Govemment stated (Aprit 2009) that action is being taken to revise the

seignorage rate. Further report has not been received (September 2009).

i Thenmala, Thiruvananthapuram and Ranni.

109612014.



2

[Audit Paragraph 8.3 contained in the report of the Compuoller and Auditor

General of India for the year ended 31 March, 2009 (Revenue Receipts).1

Notes furnished by Govemment on the above audit paragraph is included as

Appendix II.

Regarding the audit reference, the Committee asked the. reason for
non-revision of seignorage \ate of sand in tune with the rate of public work
Department. The witness, Additional chief secretary Forest and wldlife
Department partially admitted the negligence on the part of Forest Department as

pointed out by the Accountant General in its report and explained that, the Forest

and wildlife Department had revised the rate from t 78lm3 to { 1,000/m3 in 2010,

but owing to large scale public protest the Govemment revgked the increase in the

rate in 2011. To a query of the Committee he also replied that the sand rate for the

beneficiaries of the MN/EMS Housing schemes and also for BpL families has

been fixed as { 78lm3 and for others, the rate remains to be t 1,000/m3. Replying

to the adverse remarks that the Forest Department was reluctant to revise the

seignorage rate of sand even after the Public Works Department had revised it four
times, the witness, Additional chief secretary Forest and wildlife Department

explained that the revenue from the sand collected from rivers is a minor part as

compared to the revenue from other forest products like bamboo, timber etc.

2. Before winding up the discussion the committee voiced its grave concern

over the non-revision of seignorage rate of sand in tune with the rate of the public

Works Department and viewed it as administrative negligence on the part of Forest

Department. It directed the Forest Department that the sand collected from the
forest land must be confined to those who deserve it and all measures should be

taken to ensure that private contractors were not benefited out of it, AIso it
reminded that seignorage rate of sand must necessarily be revised according to the
PWD rate and the department should be vigilant to avoid such lapses in future.
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C onclusion/Recommendation

3. The Committee expresses its grave concern over the administrative

laxity on the part of Forest Department in non-revising of seignorage rate of

sand in tune with the rate of Public Works Departmenl It reminds that the

Seignorage rate of sand must necessarily be rcvised according to the Public

Works Department rate and the Department should be vigilant to avoid such

lapses in future.

4. The Committee dir€cts the Forest and Witdlife Department that the

sand colleced from the forest land should be confined to those who desenre it
and all measures should be taken to ensure that private contractors were not

advantaged outofit

HIGHER EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Auon PARAGRAPH

Misappropriation of Government ieceipa

Revenue of 7 3.65 cnone was unauthorisedly utilised for meeting other eryenses by

the polytechnic/eng ineer ing c oIIe g es.

Technical Education Colleges are administered by Government Aided

Managements. Government extends financial assistance to aided institutions and

exercise control over the structure of fees to be collected by them. Government

have earmarked a portion of the special fee collected from students of aided

colleges as non-tax revenue and the balance can be utilised by the colleges. At the

time of enhancement of fees in 2003 and as part of mobilisation of non-tax

revenue, Government revised the rate of special fees to be collected by the

educational institutions. By an order issued in April 2003, Government have

ordered to remit the revenue portion of special fee collected by aided polytechnic

and engineering colleges into the Government account'
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Scrutiny of records between June 2008 and March 2009 revealed that in

cases of six polytechnic colleges* and three engineering collegesr, the revenue

portion of special fee collected by these colleges for the year 2003-04 to 2007-08

had not been remined into the Government accounts. This has resulted in

non-remittance of revenue of { 3.65 crore.

After the cases were pointed out, the Principals of the colleges stated

between July 2008 and April 2009 that the revenue portion of special fee collected

was utilised for purchasing consumables, student stationery items, library books

etc., and hence not remitted to Government account. The reply was not correct as it
was unauthorised appropriation of revenue towards expenditure bypassing

budgetary controls.

The matter was reported to the Government in April 2009; their reply has not

been received (September 2009).

[Audit Paragraph 8.4 contained in the report of the Comptroller and Auditor

General of India for the financial year ended 3L Marctr, 2009 (Revenue Receipts).1

Notes furnished by Government on the above audit paragraph is included as

Appendix II.

5. Regarding the audit observation that the revenue portion of special fees

collected by six aided polytechnic and three engineering colleges unauthorisedly

utilized for meeting other expenses which caused huge loss to the state exchequer,

the Committee sought explanation from the Higher Education Department

regarding the action taken to vacate the stay proceedings obtained by those

educational institutions against the recovery proceedings. The witness, Additional

, Secretary, Higher Education Department informed that the Departrnent has taken

earnest efforts to vacate the stay proceedings. To a query by the Committee

another witness, Director of Technical Education apprised that such financial

Carmel Polytechnic College, Alappudr4 NSS Polyechnic College, Pandalam, Seethi Sahib
Polytechnic College, Tirur, SN Polytechnic College, Koniyam, Swami Nithyananda Polytechnic
College, Kanhangad and Thyagaraja Polytechnic College, Thrissur.

Mar Athanasius College of Engineering, Kothamangalam, NSS College of Engneering, PataL*ad
and TKM College of Engineering Kollam.
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misappropriation could be identified by auditing and at present a sum of t 3.65
crore pending recovery. In this regard, the Committee noticed that out of the nine
institutions referred in the audit paragraph, eight were obtained stay from the court.

But the authorities of S.N. Polytechnic College, Kottiyam did not comply with the

directions. of Government even without obtaining a stay order. The Committee

viewed it as a serious offense and remarked that being an institution aided with
public money it is obliged to obey Govemment Orders.

6. Then the Committee urged the Higher Education Department to take

scrupulous efforts to lift the stay at the earliest. It also urged the deparment that
steps should be taken to realise the amount from S.N. Polytechnic College,
Kottiyam without further delay.

C onclusion/Recommendation

7. Ihe Committee was at a loss to note the incrtia exhibited by the
Higher Education Departnent in not taking any step to realise the amount
due to S.N. Polytechnic College, Kottiyam which was reluctant to obey
Governrnent Orders even . without approaching court against it It
recommends the Higher Education Department that steps should be tahen to
realise the amount from S. N. Polytechnic College, Kottiyam, Kollam District
without further dday. The Committee dirccts the Higher Education
Department to take scmpulous effort to lift the stay order earned by eight
institutions from the Court of law at an early time.

HOME DEPARTMENT'

AUDn PARAGRAPH

Short demand of cost of establishment

While calculating the fees for p.rcviding police guards, the element of dearness

ollowance wds not taken into account resulting in short demand of
7 47.13lakh,

Govemment of Kerala in the order issued in 17th February, 2004 revised the

rate of fee for providing service of police personnel for private partieV
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entertainments/film shooting etc. Besides the rates so fixed, dearness allowance at

the rates admissible was also to be reeovered.

During scrutiny of records in the office of District Superintendent of Police,

Kottayam in July 2008, it was noticed that while demanding the cost of

establishment in respect of service rendered to some private parties, the element of

dearness allowance was not included. This resulted in short demand of cost of

establishment of { 47.13 lakh.

After the case was pointed out, the Accoun8 Officer stated in JuIy 2008 that

the claim would be regularised after receiving clarification from headquarters.

Further developments have not been reported (September 2009).

The matter was reported to the department in september 2008 and

Government in April 2009; their reply has not been received (September 2009).

[Audit Paragraph 8.5 contained in the report of the Compnoller and Auditor

General of India for the financial year ended 31March, 2009 (Revenue Receips).1

Reply furnished by Government on the above audit paragraph is included as

Appendix II.

8, Regarding the audit reference the witness, Principal Secretary Home and

Vigilance Department informed that the word Dearness Allowance quoted in the

Comptroller and Auditor General in his Report was actually Daily Allowance' In

this context the Accountant General intervened to point out that the Kerala Service

Rules mandates the inclusion of Dearness Allowance for calculating the fees for

providing service of police guards for private parties/entertainments/film shooting

etc. Responding to this the witness, Principal Secretary, Home and Vigilance

Department detailed that average cost fixed allowance including dearness

allowance, clothing and supenrision charges, travel expenses, hire charges of

vehicles and miscellaneous bxpenses etc. are included in the bill of cost. When

pointed out that the daily allowance so collected is less than Dearness Allowance,

the Principal Secretary Home and Vigilance Department defended that the fee for
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such service has been fixed with the concurrence of the Finance Departrnent. In

this context the Committee opined that the quantum of daily allowance should be

examined and directed the Finance Department that appropriate decision in this

regard should be taken for re'considering the modality for the fixation of

Daily Allowance.

9. During discussion, the Committee came to know that though there was

sufficient fund for student police cadets and community policing schemes' dearth

of fund hinder ttre modemization of police force. Considering the necessity of the

enhancement of the professional and technical competence of the police force more

fund would be required and hence $re committee decided to recommend Orat

Finance Department should check the feasibility of providing sufficient fund under

plan head for the modernisation of police force.

C onclusionlRecommendation

10. The Conmittee opines that the Present mode of calculation of daily

allowance for providing seroice of Police personnel for private use requires a

clarification. So it recommends that Home Department should take up the

matter with Finance Department for specifying thq modality of fixation of

daily allowance.

L1. The Committee also recommends that funds allocated under plan

head should necessarily be enhanced so as to improve professional as wdl as

technical competence of the Police force.

C O-OPERAIION DEPARTMENT

AUDTT PARAGRAPH

Short demand of cost of audit

Due toissuonce of inegular mode of calculation by the Registrar, thgte wos shorf

tecovery of 
.cost 

of audit of 7 14'64\a*J't.

Under the Kerala Service Rules (Rules), average cost calculate{ f,or the

purpose of recovery of audit cost is subject to periodical enhancement consequent



on the revision of pay, dearness allowance and other compensatory allowances of

State Govemnent Employees. Cost of service in respect of officials of Co-operative

Department who are deputed to Co-operative Banks are to be realised from the

respective banks, based on the calculation prescribed in the Rules.

During scnriiny of records in the five" offices of Assistant Registrar (AudiQ

in August 2008, it was noticed that the Registrar had issued a circular prescribing

the average cost which was calculated against the provisions of Rules. On the basis

of this inegular circular, the Assistant Registrars had demanded the cost of sewice

in respect of officials deputed to Co-operative Bank. This resulted in short

demand of cost of service of t 14.64Iakh.

After the cases were pointed out, the Assistant Registrars stated in August

2008 that the cost of service was worked out based on the directions of Registrar

and the matter would be taken up with higher authorities for rectification of the

inegularity. Further development has not been reported (September 2009).

[Audit Paragraph 8.6 contained in the report of the Comptroller and Auditor

General of India for the financial year ended 31March, 2009 (Revenue Receipts).1

Notes fumished by Government on the above audit paragraph is included as

Appendix II.

12. Regarding the audit observations the Comminee sought the clarification
on certain points in the notes furnished by the Co-operation Department that

"Besides under Rule 12(35) that the average age fixed in entry cadre is 21, but the

average age of the entry Cadre go beyond 30, on appointrnents made on the advice

of Kerala Public Service Commission", The witness, Secretary Co-operation

Department informed that, about 1500 , auditors are working in Co-operative
Institutions in different cadres under Rule L56, Part I, KSR. He added that the

average cost varied owing to transfer, retirement and promotion of employees in
the department now and then. He also admitted that such an inegularity had not
been noticed till reported by the Accountant General.

. Offices of the Assisant Regisuar-Koyilandy, Manjeri, Perinthalrnanna, Ponnani and Tirur.
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13. The Secretary, Co-operation Department submitted that the present mode

of calculation of average cost has been issued with the conculrence of the Finance

Department and rate being revised at par with pay revision ordered by

Govemment. He continued that additional amount should be demanded from

beneficiaries for meeting expenses like dearness allowance, festival allowance etc.

whereas navelling allowance is directly distributing to the employees at present.

He also added that almost all institutions, except those in financial crurich, had

remitted the full cost of audit in advance for 6 months. The Co-operation

Department would extend sanction of post to only those institutions which would

remit the average cost for 6 months in advance.

14. In this context, the Committee analysed that the provision in the Kerala

Service Rules Part I regarding the calculation of average cost for the purpose of

recovery of audit is impractical and hence directed the Finance Department to take

necessary steps to amend the rules in this regard'

C ondusion/Recommendation

15. The Committee analyses that the provision in the Kerda Senrice

Rules Part I regarding the calculation of average cost for the pu4rose of

recovery of audit cost is impractical and hmce directs the Finance

Department to take necessary steps to amend the rule in this rcgard.

Thiruvananthapuram,

7th July, 2014.

DR. T. M. Tuoues IsAAc,

Chairman,

Committee on Public Accounfs.

t0$ao|+
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APPENDIX I
SUMMARY OF MAIN CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION

sL

No.

Paragraph

No.

Department

concerned C onc lus ion/ Re c o mme ndation

(1) (2) (3) (4)

1 3 Forest &
Wildlife

The Comrnittee expresses its grave concern

over the administrative laxity on the part of

Formt and Wldlife Department in non-

revising of seignorage rate of sand in tune

with the rate of Public Work Department.

It reminds that the seignorage rate of sand

must necessarily be revised according to

the Public Works Department rate and the

department should be vigilant to avoid such

lapses in funrre.

2 4 The Committee directs the Forest and

Wildlife Department that the sand

collected from the forest land should be

confined to'those who deserve it and all

measures should be taken to ensure that

private contractors were not advantaged

out of it.

3
.7

Higher

Education

The Committee was at a loss to note the

inertia exhibited by the Higher Education

Departrnent in not taking any steps to
realise the amount due to S.N.

Polytechnic College, Koniyam which was

reluctant to obey Govemment Orders

even without approaching court against it.
It recommends the Higher Education
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(4)

Department that steps should be taken to

realise the amount from S.N. Polytechnic

College, Kottiyam, Kollam District

withorit further delay. The Committee

directs the Higher Education Department

to take scrupulous effort to lift the stay

order earned by eight institutions from the

Court of law at an earlY time'

The Committee opines that the present

mode of calculation of daily allowance

for providing service of Police personnel

for private use requires a clarification. So

it recommends that Home Department

should take up the matter with Finance

Department for specifying ttre modality of

fixation of daily allowance.

The Committee recommends the Finance

Department that funds allocated under

plan head should necessarily be enhanced

so ils to improve professional as well as

technical comDetence of the Police force.

The Committee analyses that the provisioh

in the Kerala Sewice Rules Part I regarding

the calculation of average cost for the

pupose of recovery of audit cost is

impractical and hence directs the Finance

Deparftient to take necessary steps to

amend the rule in this
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REMEnTAL MT+FURFIF TARnlrt sTA'IEMm\rr ON PARA 9.4
COf'FAI}T.FF rN 

"'Trn 
c " Ae nEpORf EOR'fiIE \mAB..' 

ENDF.rl 813t MARCH 2OOO GIR)

ln para 8.{, it is pobtod out that Government extgrds frnansial
aeiietance to eided institutios and eiercigo coiitrot ovo the structure of
l3o to l" collccted by theo, Government have earmarkJ 

" $*U* ,ithe epecial fee colt€ct€d frm studente d aiiled collegee aB no.-tar
reveo'a aDd tbe balance c{in be utilbed by collegee. lt tu" tire of
enblncocoi of fee in 20X)g and ae part of aobilisatim of no-tax
rsvenuor ciwernment rwicod tbe rate of epecial fees to be collected by
the educat^imal irutitutioa. By an cileq irsucd in April z(/0li,
Crovcruoeut have cdered to rem,it tbe rev@ue portion of ipecial fee
collectcd by' eidod polytechaic ana engirxedng collegee into the
g^"!+€t! lgcount. Scrutby of reonde titween Jpne 200g aorl March
2009 revealed that in case6 d rir polytechntc'colleges and three
Eqqin€diqg cgllege, 

1,!e 
rerrenue pction drpJ+ fee colectad by thee

ldL"eer for the year 2008-o4 to 200?-0s bad not been remitted into tbe
Governnelrt adcountr. llhis hes regulttd in nq-rcoittance of rerrenue 0f
fu.3,66 croe.

Rcmediat iltaaruros TEhn: - Tbe fqno\pias colleges bave tiled writ petitions
befqe tle llig'h Co.'rt of Ksala ald dtiil'ed rtay from the Cout fron
reoitting tbe anount into Cionroment accouDts.

r. TICII College of Engineering, Kollan.
2. M.A CoU.f€ of Ergin€€ring, Kothamangalarr.

s. ' Carael Poytechi,cCo[ege, Nappuzha
1.. Swaqy Nithyalnaa fofyt$nic College, f<anlangaa.

5. SSII Polyteghnic Colhg!, Tlrur,

6. lbiaganjar Polyteohnic Coleje, AJa3appaaager

7. NSS Polyrechnic Co[cg6, pendrhm.

8. NS8 Co-llojqof Err3heoring, prlr}Lrtt. l

rtero pcti6onr alr rtilt poading before the court rbs Deperbsnt hav6 teksn
DoosE{t rtspr'for ilofoding the GJo& rtg aloouit win be realirod baeed oD tre
Ordersofrhe HSolbCouft
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@
GOVERNMENTOF KERALA

{r) Dormcnt Hornc G) Doutncnt (Filc No. 33165/Bl/2009/tlome)

(bJ Sr$ioct/Iittc of tho Rcviery Prnsrph Shon dqrund ofcoct ofctrblirhmcn

(c) Prnsrah Numbcr 8.5

(d) RrportNunbarnd Yct R.port ofCompbollcr & Audirr Gtnaal oflndir for thc yar
cndd 3 l.03.2009Rsvcnuc Roebs)

II (r) Drn of rccclpt of tlre Dn0 P${rsph
Rcvicwin hc Dosnmcnt

0{.05.2009

o) 'Iterr of Damtlncnts rtolv

UI Gic of prngrrph rwier Govcmmeni of Kcrala h thc order isucd in 17

February 2004 tqviicd fre rate of foe for prcviding

seryicc . of polioe pcnonncl for . priwte
partioycnterainmentsfilm strooting ctc. wilt $cc't
ihom Fcbrury 2004. Bcsidcs tlrc rbtcs so fixbd thc
pqemeca Allowancc at thc ntcs admissible as pcr

rscs was al30 to be rccovcred.

During sciutiny of rccords in thc offioc of District

Supqrintcndcnt ofPolicc, Kottayam io July 200t. it
was nodcod that whlle nising tho cost of
establishmcnt in respoct of scrvicc rcndcrcd to somc

private partier, thc clcmcnt of dcamcss allowrnccc
wrs nofinclqdod. This rcsultcd in short denrand of
cost of ostablishmcnt of Rs. 47. 13 l6kh.

tv (a) Docs dlc Dcptrtnenl rgrcc with thc

fo.B rld figrncs imludod in
Pr*nrotr?

Ycs

o) If rut plersc indicate tlre artrc of
dingpqncn alrd dso rnrchcopiq of
nLvim deunenB in suoogt.

NA.

v (a) Docs thc D.cpcrtment rgc *ith thc

erdit Cor*lusims?
Ycs

oi Ifnot, pknic indicatt sircific tcrs of
di$gwmctf with rcasons for

alWcancnt xd tbo urch of
rtletrnt documstos, wtrqc rrcessrY?

N.A.

r0w20,+.
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Inprovencnt in syrtcnr snd ) No. 5V04 /Homc &tcd l?-02.
2004, the ratcs of fec for scrvice of polict pcrsoancl
for evcry four hours duty for private prrticJ
cntcrtairunents/ film shooting ctc., inclusivc of riflcs,
canes, shiclds , mctal ,crp ctc for cach ceEgory
Policc Ofliccr has bccn spocificd plus DA at thc
ratcs admissible as pcr rulcs. 'DA' in thir 6961sgg i3
'Daily Allovancc' and not Dcamcss Allowancc,
Para 8.5 of thc audit rspoft, thc short dcmand for
cost ofpolicc deploycd hss bccrt caloulalcd on thc
basis of the Dearncss Allonrances instcad of Daily
Allowancos.

.Ttr Diltrict Policc Chicf . Kottayam has preprcd th Bill of
Coet of Udayanrmpunm rnd l,lrikom Devtswom 'fanple

dutics rd clcction dutic in UP urd Tanil Nrdu s pcr
thc rbove Govemmcrtt fuGr; In tlrc Bill of ccr forthc scnicc
providcd to ttr Dcvgswontln addition to thc rpcifrod rocc for
Day & Nigh duty, thc lltric Policc Chicf, Konryam hrs

l0 % snpenisiui clf;iSa imaad ofDeily Allowure.
Thc Bill ctf Cosr for, thc oueidc Statc duty for

Election pupose, Lew & Wcr ctc rc bcing
preparcd by claiming the following componcnts.

I) Avcm3c Cost
2) Fixed Allowoncc tncludtng Dconcs

Allowonces
3) Clahtng & Supenlstoachorya.
1) Ttavclcxpcnsa
5) Hbc chorgc ofvchbl*
6) Mlsccllaacoic qcnscs lfany.
Thc ntcs rpplic$lc for four lrrus duty for privarc partics'

filn shooting ac crmot bc clrincd fa grrtddc

stat duty as the ssne ir povidod as pcr tlr rcqtrst W thc

Thc abovc rcply may bc rcccptod and thc audit para

Rccovcry ofovapryncot poincd out

RFrcry of urdcr assc$rmcnt, $ori

Modificrtions in thc schcmcs and
pmgnmmcs inchding financing

Rcvicw of s'imilu caseVcomplac
$ltolc pmicct in thc light of fidingt
of amplc chccl by Adir
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nsncdhl Meanrne telcn on para 8.6 contrined b the Riport of &e
C&AG foi ttc yorr 31' llanh 2009.

B.Olh:rNotrncc4'ul
CoqrrdmOcpuocnt

Recooorndrdmc Bemedlal l{&nrnot*en

co{Ecrado d.puE:ot pcltd
Rd€ 156 Put I I(SR sr lrcd

ded 19.8,2006. In amy paynvldm
r&r. rn frIrd by Crovmt

rtotu.
In coqcrdo depucm thq
srrlgb b hrslhn 6! p6

Rdc 156 Pm I IGR Fs the
doof atrln 

"oqcnd+ 
te

Detcr of Coqerdrc E!.ltttf for
of pgrtretuh $6P.nIKS&

porlllg uDda Rul€ 156 lc nr& by

ErDdrr! sr! tlgary

\tlth rcgrrda o mmmendrdm No8.6
rrponhmrybenmd64
th acrqe cu of dfiatern cacgclcs

Aliun 1500 fld$r rre wprLbS tn
h.ilildq* ud31 Rde 156 Pffi

II6ce nc 6c cdntl& of nirrqe o*
l2(S) Pat I l(SR Ir dwayr r

Scrvle CmisCo. Itild! o%r.
a:erma pertomct dlprcd untlr.Rttlc
Put I I(SR rrt worldng h 6c

I$R h d6s:nt crdrea lc., lnta Aldto
Sdor Adtor$ Alsldet RClti

Tb! Drcad Eo& of oleuldm ls
wfh 6G qinounslrol Flnnce Doar
Bcllds tmd.r tuI. UBS) tha wtrgr
frh,i! &e cnnry gn& as ?1"; Bu
evtrrge rgr |n&cnqrcade gpbcytnd
o appffils naits on th adtLe of I

Crym Autu[l, DeFIy
Cdrlrrr?rt Atdfra Jold

nc Aldlqr ac. Cdcllho
avergt coat b. €bd and evcry crdn
dlfuGd leog$ d *nfccr tr na prcdcrbla

&6 Sbort deoud of Cdof tudt
Due to tscocof trrrgtrls mdc d

,a ry 6e R.$sr, th *x ghat
of cocof ldtof k14.64blfo.' Urdlr& Kcnh S.qrdr nrdg (Rrb)
coct caloilard fo ec puporc
of orlb:fr ls eiilcab Flodcd
ro oore$ffi oo tc rwldoo

deumac rlbvire :roi'

Co6t of slwlce ll r.{cc
of Coopcrdvq d:puoawb
o Co-opcrdve boln rn o
t[Dlh. rt4ccilve bulr, brd

crladdoopnaabcdbtrtubs.'
Dtdrrg.lcndry of ttod. ltr tb

of ArCrou Rldltrr (Auft) |n
20(F, ttrnrnodccdttthc

bard r cltullerpct@g tDl

dGtlar, tbaArdm &drcfr
6: cm of !an&! hrlpc

deDrnd ocg.qcdrrbde
tn $art rlF id d colt d gvtcc

wilct rver cdcded egdrrt
io ol Rdrs. O! tu bd d

of tbe lnrgulatty.
hls d bc.o

i4rdd,
After the .rrcr ru pomal o4 rhe

Rlgbmlg 6d h Ar$$
&!cffiof ir$lc*rluodd.ol

tha dttctlons of Rrglgrr rnd thc
b. taLa rry wlthhlgh.rffid.!
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lte obccrrarldarllt obfectors of
Gencnl wrs rtopped ltr dl

md ubm EDpo{4 Gor/Etrtltil otdsl
Fodud"
(4)UDdseil. !{35)O) adfiaelf oodule
pr€ctr-tbd h thl crloile of ewngc eoct

In accqfucc lttb tbe dMm
No.7111012€oop drcd 4.2.2012

(r.{o.062012 ene 16.2201i1) bas

by &a Egbtrr of
Sod€dcs t!v168 d: nt€rr$ cd of
cuployeer of tblc dattm:ot.orc$ted o
rhc p|y revlCo vltb G.o(P) No352011rlln
drted 26.2;2011, It! Pt.cld Fldce
crlorldo of Nrrr$ 6ln coqstm
rlcpao:m ts ut Fertlcsl r tb Pm re
aua U rU c*cr of drPumrnt (cory d fu
aborrc G.O od Gltutlar eoctoccel
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