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Appointments, &c., by the
- Governor-General

No. 142 of 1960

No. D/VF¥/17A.

ARMY—CYF—APPOINTMENT TO COMMISSIONS AND
SECONDMENTS APPROVED BY HI8 EXCELLENCY THE
GOYERNOR-GENERAL

Appointments

(@) To be Second Lieutenants in the Ceylon Cadet Corps with
effect from November 1, 1969, in the following order of
seniority :—

Mr. NASNARANPATTIYAGE DoN GLADWYN REGINALD .
Mr. Nare RANGAGODAGE M=rRrRvyN DUDLEY DE SILvA

Mr., WAHALAMUNI ARACHCHIGE ATHULA SENARATNE

Mr. MARAVITA WATHIYAGE DAVID AMARADASA

(b) To be Second Lieutenants in the Ceylon Cadet Corps with
" effect from December 1, 1959, in the following order of

seniority :—

Mr. SANGARAMA ATTANAYAKEGE PREMARATNE

Mr. Rasa LAXHAMAN AMARASERERA DE SILVA

Mr. HaruaracHCHIGE DoN PERcY THERODORE JAYASINGHB

Mr. GiBsoN PHILIP ATHULATHMUDALI

Mr. HErTivADURA Visaya RaNJiTE MENDIS KA:RU'NARATNH

Secondments

(a) The undermentioned officers of the Ceylon Cadet. Corps are
seconded for service wzth the Junior Dwzswn with effect from
November 1, 1959 :

Mr., NASNARANAPATTIYAGE DON GLADWYN REGINALD
Mr. Nape RANGAGODAGE MEearvyN DUDLEY DE SILVA
Mr. WAHALAMUNI ARACHCHIGE ATHTLA SENARATNS
Mr. MARAVITA WATHIYAGE DAVID AMARADASA

(b) The undermentioned officers of the Ceylon Cadet Corps are
seconded for service wtth the Jumor Dwzszon, with effect from
Dccember 1, 1959 :

Mr. SANGARAMA ATTANAYAKEGE PREMARATNE
Mr. Rasa LAXHAMAN AMARASEKERA DE SILVA

A3

“ Excise Ordinance *’ Notices 876
Mr. HaruaracacHIGE Don Prroy THEODORE JAYASINGHB
Mr.r GtissoN PHILIP ATHULATHMUDALL
Mr. HeTTIYADURA Viava RanJite MEexpis KARUNARATNRB

By His Excellency’'s command,

H. E. TENNEEOON,
Permanent Secretary,
Ministry of Defence and External Affairs.

Colombo 1, 17th March, 1960.

No. 143 of 1960
No. D3/Rect/39.
ROYAL CEYLON AIR FORCE—APPOINTMENT
TO COMMISSION

HIS ExcrELLENCY TBE GOVERNOR-(GENERAL bas been pleased to
approve the commissioning of ‘the undermentioned gentlemen
as Pilot Officers in the Royal Ceylon Air Force and their
posting to the Secretarial/Regiment Bra.nch of the Service, with
effect from 1st April, 1960:—

Names

Momamrp IsMar. HoEAMED BUH.ABY
FTHELBERT Happon OHLMUS

By His Excellency’s command, -

H. E. TENNEEOON,
Permanent Secretary,
Mmlstry of Defence and BExternal Affaira.

Colombo, 24th March, 1960.

Appointments, &c., by the

Public Service Commission
No. 144 of 1960

A. 144/58.

Mr. B. E. FErRNANDO to be an Assistant Commissioner in ‘the
Department of Inland Revenue with effect from May 3, 1Ub8.

E. G. GOONEWARDENE,
Secretary,
Public Service Commission.
Office of the Public Servicc Commission,
P. 0. Box 50°, Galle Face Secretariat,
Colombo 1, April_ 4, 1960.
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Appointments, &c., by the Judicial Service Commission

No. 145 of 1960

SUMMARY OF APPOINTMENTS MADE BY THE JUDICIAL SERVICE COMMISSION *

Name of Officer
Mr. 8. MATHAVARAJAH
Mr. T. J. C. PEmis
Mr. J. AMARASINGHE

Mr. P. G. o SiLva

Mr. K. V. M. SUBRAMANIAM
Mr. T. AsiB.WATKmZ:

Mr P. N. BARTHOLOMEUSZ
Mr. R. .P. DE SILvA '

Mr. C. A. L. CorEa

Mr. B. R. G. WIJEYEKOON
Mr. N. B. pE S. WIJESEKERE
Mr. S. ILLAYATEAMBY

Mr. R. KANNUDUREY

Mr. E. F. B. Sooriva BanDaBa
Mr. H. D. RATNATUNGA

Mr. T. B. YA'J.‘AWA.BA

Mr. E. P. WIJETUNGA

Mr. F. 8. Pavn

m. S. A. C. M. MEERA SAIBO
Mr. U. WIJESURIYA

Mr. U. WIBSURIYA

‘Mr. HS AGALAWATTA

Mr. C. G. L. pE AnwIs

Mr. P. COMARANAYAGAM
Mr. M. A. E. B. PERERA

Mr. P. R. RAJTENDRA
Mr. C. T. CASINADER
Mr. V. R. SATOHITHANANTHAN

- Mr. F. 8. Pavn

New Appointment

Additional District Judge etc.,

Trincomalee

Additional Magistrate etc., Pana-

dura

Additional Magistrate ete.,
Hambantota

Additional Magistrate etc., Avissa-
wella,

Additional ~ Magistrate  ete.,
Batticaloa

Additional District Judge etc.,
Ratnapura

Additional District Judge etc.,
Nuwara Eliya

Additional Magistrate
Balapitiya

Additional Magistrate
Chilaw

Additional District Judge

Kandy, at Matale
' Additional Magistrate
Kalutara ,
Additional Magistrate
Jafina, at Mallakam
Additional Magistrate
Jaffna, at Mallakam
Additional . Magistrate
Panadura '

Additional District Judge
Tangalla

o

Additional District Judge etc.,

Kandy, at Gamnpola

Additional District Judge etc.,

Matara

Additional
Mannar

A;:ting President, Rural Court,

Akkarai Pattu etc.

Acting President, Rural Court,

East Giruwa Pattu

Acting President, Rural Court,

West Giruwa Pattu

Acting President, Rural Court,

¢ Pasdun Korale etc.

Acting President, Rural Court,

Pitigal Korale

Acting President, Rural Court,

Koddiyar Pattu

Acting President, Rural Court,

Katugampola Hatpattu

Acting President, Rural Court,

Valikamam North

Acting President, Rural Court,

Eruvil, Porativu ete.

Acting President, Rural Court,

Kaddukulam Pattu

Acting President, Rural Court;;,

Mannar

Office of the Judicial Service Commission,

P. 0. Box 673,

Colombo, 2nd April, 1960.

ete.,

ete.,

ete.,

ete.,

Magistrate ~ ete.,

Effective Date of
New Appointment
8th to 17th April, 1960
From 16th May, 1960
26th to 28th March, 1960, and

2nd to 7th April, 1960
From 7th April, 1060 ¢
30th. and 31st March, 1960
28th March, 1960
26th, 27th and 31st March,
and lst April, 1960

26th to 30th March, 1960

From 31st March, 1960

28th to 30th March, 1960
30th March, 1960

21:;d to 9th April, 1960
10th to 18th April, 1960

From 30th March and from
1st April, 1960

From 30th March, 1960

9th to 11th April, 1960

1sb to 5th April, 1060

9th to 18th April, 1960

11th, 12th, 18th and 19th
April, 1960

28th March, 1960

14th and 16th April, 1960

30th March, 1960

31st March, 1960

From 28th March, 1960
30th and 31st March, 1960 ..

9th, 11th, 12th, 14th, 16th
and 18th April, 1960

6th and Tth April, 1960
28th March, 11th, 12th, 14th,
16th and 18th April, 1960
12th and 14th April, 1960 ..
+

Remarks

During absence of Mr.
M. M. Aspun CapeER

.. Until resumption of duties

by Mr. L. H. pr ALwis

During  absence of
Mr. J.G. L. Swaris

Until resumption  of
duties by Mr. I. M.
IsmaIL

During absence of Mr.
W. A. WaLTON

During absence of Mr.
A. S. PONNAMBALAM

During absence of Mr.
C. B. WALGAMPAYA

During absence of Mr.
T. D.G.pE ALwIs

Until resumption of
duties by Mr. B. E. pm
Str.va

During absence of Mr.
A. O. S. DISSANAYAKE

Daring absence of Mr.
V. K. KANDASAMY

During absence of Mr.
W. D. THAMOTHERAM

During absence of Mr

W. D. THAMOTHERAM

Until resumption of
duties by Mr. L. H. o
Arnwis

Until resar ption of
duties by Mr. K. C. E.
DE ALWIS -

buring absence of Mr.
A. W.GOONERATNE

During absence of Mr.
E.B.3.CorEa

During absence of Mr.
R. PARAMARURU

During absence of Mr.
J. PATRICK

During absence of Mr.
F. G. B. PERERA

" During absence of Mr.

A.L. M. FERNANDO

During absence of Mr.
F. J. C. ABEYAKOON

During absence of Mr.
K. V. A. PERERA
Until resumption  of

duties by Mr. E. M.
MATHIAPARANAM

During absence of Mr.
A. S. Herar GuUNa-
RATNE

During absence of Mr.
V. NALLASEGARAM

During absence of M.
J. SiTEARAM :

During absence of Mr.
M. ExamMpara NATHAN

During absence of Mr.
R. PARAMARURU

S. R. WIJAYATILAKE,

Secretary,

Judicial Service Commission.
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Other Appointments

No. 146 of 1960

CIYIL SERYICE
No. 73/1/16 (MF).

Mir. A. B. A. Meorwake to be Office Assistant to the Govern-
ment Agent of the Administrative District of Hatnapura with
eﬁect\'from March 1, 1960.

No. 74/2/56 (MF).

Mr. A. XKawAaaasABat to be attachcd to the Jaffna Xachcheri
with effect from February 26, 1960.
‘No. 74/2/107 (MF).

Mr. D. M. WrrTacECHI to be attached to the Kegalla Kach-
cheri with effect from February 26, 1960.

S. F. AMEBRABINGHE,
Secretary to the Treasury.
'The Ministry of Finance, ’ .

Colombo 1, March 30, 1960.

No. 147 of 1960

APPOINTMENTS BY THE HONOURABLE
MINISTER OF JUSTICE

Justices of the Peace

(1) Mr. S. Nacaninga MUDALY to be a Justice of the Peace
for the judicial district of Point Pedro.

(2) Mr. M. 8. A.'K. B. SuriAPPERUMa to be a Justice of the
Peace for the judicial district of Kegalle.

(8) Mr, K. W. THnMoTHIAS to be-a Justice of the Peace for
the judicial district of Nuwara Eliya.

(4) Mr.'P. B. M. SpriceE AppuL CADER to be a Justice of |

" the Peace for the judicial district of Kurunegala.

(3) Mr. H. J. Wuesivcae to be a Justice of the Peace for
the judicial district of Colombo. ) ) )

(6) Mr. Hapsr 8. M. A. JAMALUDEEN to be a Justice of the
Peace for the judicial district of Trincomalee. )

() Mr. P’ R. Ratnavase to be a Justice of the Peace for the
judicial district of Kegalle. '

Inquirers under Section 120 of the Criminal Procedure
Code (Cap. 16)

(1) Mr. K. M. H. B. Xuraronga -to act as Inquirer for
Medasiyapattu, Kandy District, from the 7th March, 1960, until
the resumption of duties by Mr. I.. B. SAMARAROON.

(2) Mr. D. W. H. M. A. WANNITILLERA to act as Inquirer
for Baladora Korale, Kurunegala District, from the 22nd March,
1960, until the resumption of duties by Mr. R. M. M.
APPUHAMY.

(8) Mr. A. KANDIAH to act as Iuquirer for Eravur Pattu,
Batticaloa District from the 22nd March, 1960, while acting
in the post of Divisional Revenune Officer of the said Pattu |
during the absence of Mr, X. M. SELLATHAMBU.

(4) Mr. B. A. J. CasivaDER to act as Inquirer for Akkarai-
pattn, Batticaloa District, while acting in the post of Pivisional
Revenue Officer of the said Pattu, from the 23rd March, 1960,
uptil the resumption of duties by Mr. P. L. PATRICEK.

(5) Mr: K. B. Exavavaxe to be an Inquirer for Udukinda
Division, Badulls District, with effect from the 30th March,
1960, while holding the office of Divisional Revenue Officer,
Udukinda.

No. 148 of 1960
No. EB/A 204/2.

IT is hereby notified for general information that the Permanent
Secretary to the Ministry of Home Affairs, by virtue of the
authority vested in him by the notification under section 10B
of the Interpretation Ordinance (Chapter 2) published in
Gazette No. 10,128 of July 14, 1950, made the following
appointment : —

Mr. C. G. P. JavasurivA, Extra Office Assistant to the Govern-
ment Agent in authority over the Administrative Distriet of
Kalutara., to be, in addition to his own duties, Additional Deputy
Fiscal for the Administrative District of Kalutara with effect
from March 12, 196D.

. S. C. Ferv¥aNDoO,
Permsanent Secretary..
Ministry of Homec Affairs,

Colombo 7, March 30, 1960.

° No. 149 of 1960

Mr. M. L. M. MagreN of  Kannattota Estate has been
appointed by the Honourable Minister of Home Affairs to be
%ﬂgzel'o for the judicial division of Avissawelle, from 18.2.60 till

- Appointments, &c., of Registrars

No. 150 of 1960

THE Registrar-Gieneral has been pleased to wmake the following
appointment : —

Ar. Toco EDwix PriRIs GOONETILLEKE, officer in Grade I
of the HExecutive Clerical Class of the General Clerieal
Service to” be an Additional Registrar of Lands for the
Agniigrggtrative District of Colombo, with effect from
1.3. .

'T. K. (JOONERATNB,
Registrar-General.
Registrar-General's Office,
Colombo 1, March 26, 1960.

No. 151 of 1960
'I'HE Registrar-General has been pleased to appoint the under-

mentioned officers to Grade IIX of the Régistrars’ Service with

 effect from 1.4.1960,

1. Mr, R. THURAIAPPAH

Mr. K. P. DBARMARATNE
Mr. S. ABEYWICKRAMA

Mr. E. D. W. GUNASEKERA
Mr. T. SINNADURAIL

Mr. E. KATHIRAKAMALINGAM.

S oo oo

T. E. GOONERATNE,
. Registrar-General.
Registrar-General’s Office,
Colombo, 26th March, 1960.

Government Notifications
G. G. 0. No. 0. 103.

'HIS Excellency .the Governor-General has been pleased under

section 5 of the Kandy Church Ordinance (Chapter 228) to nomi-
nate Dr. V. H. I,. Anthonisz, O.B.E., Mudaliyar A. A. de
Alwis and Mr. Gordon Pyper to be Trustces of St. Paunl's Church,
Kandy, and to nominate under section 17 of the said Ordinance
Mr. P. Muthiah, F.B.I. (Liondon) to audit the accounts of the
said Ghurch until the next ensuing annual meebing of the con-
gregation of this Church.

By His Excellency’s command,

N. W. ATURORALA,
Secretary fo the Governor-General.
Governor-General’s Office,
Colombo, 25th March, 1960.

7’
My No. EB/R]4/59.

CONSTITUTION OF THE DIVISIONAL REYENUE
OFFICERS OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT
- ‘OF MONERAGALA

Correction Slip to Notification appearing in the Government
Gazette No. 12,025 of 30th December, 1959

REFERENCE the notification appearing in the Government
Gazette No. 12,025 of 30th December, 1959, the general public
is_hereby informed that the parbiculars relating to Moneragala
Divisional Revenue Officer’s Division and Wellawaya Division
Bl,evenue Officer’s Division should include the following particulars
also i — -

1. Moneragala Divisional Revenue Officer’s Division—

(c) Inclusion of the Village Headman’s bivision of Alupotha
in Kandukara Xorale.

2. Wellpwaya Divisional Revenue Officer’s Division—

(¢e) The Village Committee areas that will fall within the

Division :

Inclusion of Buttala Village Committee.

S. C. FerNANDO,
Permanent Secretary, °
Ministry of Home Affaire.
Torrington Square, :
Colombo 7, March 81, 1960.
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L. D—B. 40/34.
THE FOREST ORDINANGE

ORDER made by the Minister of Agriculture and Lands, by
virtue of the powers vested in him by section 12 of the Forest
QOrdinance (Chapter 311), as modified by the Proclamation
published in Gazette Estraordinary No. 9,773 of September 24,
1047, . '
' : M. D. Baxpa,

Minister of Agriculture and Lands.

Colombo, 25th March, 1960.

Order

The Proclamation constituting the land called or known as
Etakekunemukalana, situated in the village of Welihelatenna
in Kitulgal Palata in the Divisional Revenue Officer’s Division
of Dehigampal and Lower Bulatgama, in the Kegalla District,
a village forest, and published in Gazette No. 5,173 of September
30, 1892, is hereby cancelled with respect to the portion specified
in the Schedule hereto.

SCHEDULE .
All that area of land depicted as Lot 1 in P. P, 3174—8ab.

THE IRRIGATION ORDINANCE, No. 32 OF 1946

IT is hereby notified that I, Mohottallage Dingiri Banda, Minister
of Agriculture and Lands, have by virtue of powers vested in me
by Section 45 (1) of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 82 cf 1946, as
modified by the Proclamation published in Gazetic Extraordinary
No. 9,773 of September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating
to Garanduwa Xalapuwd Irrigation Work in the Matara District
of the Southern Province, prepared under Part V of the suid
Ordinance and approved at a meeting duly held cn 24.10.1959, by

the prescribed majority of the proprie.ors within the area benefited |

under that irrigation work.

M. D. Baxpa,
Minister of Agriculture and Lands.
Colombo, 25th March, 1960. -

THE IRRIGATION dRDINANGE, No. 32 OF 19%6

IT is hereby notified that I, Mohottallage Dingiri Banda, Minis-
ter of Agricuiture and Lands, have by virtue of powers vested
in ine under seccion 15 (1) (b) of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 82
of 1946, as modified by Proclamation published in Gazette Emtra-
ordinary No. 9,773 of September 24, 1947, approved the resolution
set out in the Schedule hereto.

M. D. Baxbpa, o
Minister of Agricalfure and Lands.
Colombo, 25th March, 1960.

Schedule

This meeting of Proprietors within the area henefited under

the Garanduwa Kalapuwa Irrigation Work in the Matara District -

of the Southern Province, approves the Scheme relating to that
irrigation work, and prepared under Part V of the Irrigation
Ordinance, No. 32 of 1946, and set out in the following sub-
Schedule: —
' SUB-SCHEDULE
SCHEMB

Name of Scheme.—Garanduwa Kalapuwa Drainage Scheme,
Matarg District, Southern Province.

Extent and nature of lands benefited under the scheme.—Private
lands, 509 acres. Crown lands,—.

Terms agreed upon:—

(i) The Government undertakes to construct/the maintenance »f
. the entire scheme comprising chiefly of :—

- (@) Road culverts

(b) Salt water Exclusion Structur

(c) Sea outfall structure .
up to an estimated cost of Rs. 4,000 and.to maintain
the -entire work/which bad- hitherta been the ves-
posibility of the proprietors in terms of the Scheme
published in Gazette No. 8,615 of 17.5.40.

{ii) In consideration of the éfpresa.id_ undertaking on the part
. " of the Government, the proprietors on their part agree
to pay from the date the maintenance of the scheme is

taken over by Government an irrigation rate in perpetuity

‘which shall be Rs. 2 per acre per annum and which
shall be subject to revision by Government but so, how-
ever, that the amount payable shall not at any time
exceed the average cost of maintenance per ‘acre ascer-
" tained in the manner prescribed in secltion 55 ()
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No..32 of 1946, as amended
by the Irrigation (Amendment) Act, No. 1 of 1951.

THE IRRIGATION ORDINANGE, No. 32 OF 1936

IT is hereby notified that the Minister of Agriculture and Lanos
has, by virtue of the powers vested in him by section 60 (1)
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 32 of 1946, as modified by the
Proclamation published in Gazette Extreordinary No. 9,773 of
September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating to the
Helakadawewa irrigation work in the Hambantota District of
the Southern Province, prepared under Part V of the same
Ordinance and-approved at a meeting duly held on the eighth
day of January, 1959, by the prescribed majority of the
proprietors under the irrigable area of that irrigation work.

C. B. P. PeRERa,
. Permanent Secretary,
. Ministry of Agriculture and Lands.
Colombo, 28th March, 1960. - ’

THE IRRIGATION ORDINANCE, No. 32 OF 1946

1T is hereby notified that the Minister of Agriculture and Lands
has, by virtue of the powers vested in him by section 60 (1)
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 82 of 1946, as modified by the
Proclamation published in Gezetle Exztraordinary No. 9,773 of
September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating to the
Digan Hamillewa irrigation work in the Anuradhapura District
of the North-Central Province, prepared under Part V of -the
same Ordinance and approved at a meeting duly held on the
twelfth day of May, 1959, by the prescribed majority of the
proprietors under the irrigable area of that irrigation work.

C. B. P. PERERA,
Permanernt Secretary,
Ministry of Agriculture .and Lands.

Colombo, 28th March, 1960,

THE IRRIGATION 6RDlNANGE, No. 32 OF 1936

Il is hereby notified that the Minister of Agriculture and Lands
has, by virtue of the powers vested in him by section 60 (1)
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 32 of 1946, as modified by the
Proclamation published in Gazette Extraordinary No. 9,778 of
September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating to -the
Nabaralawewsa irrigation work in the Matale District of the
Central Province, prepared under Part V of the same Ordinance
and approved at a meeting duly held on the twenty-fourth day
of September, 1959, by the prescribed majority of the proprietors
under the irrigable area of that irrigation work.

C. B. P. PERERA,
Permanent Secretary,
Ministry of Agriculture and Lands.

Colombo, 28th March. 1960.

THE IRRIGATION ORDINANGCE, No. 32 OF 1946

" IT is hereby notified that the Minister of Agriculture and Lands

has, by virtue of the powers vested in him by section 60 (1)
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 32 of 1946, as modified by the
Proclamation published in Gazetic Eatreordinary No. 9,778 of
September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating to the
Menikdenawewa irrigation work in the Matale District of the
Central Province, prepared under Part V of the same Ordinance
and approved ai a meeting duly held on the ninth day of April,
1959, by the prescribed majority of the proprietors under the
irrigable area of that irrigation work. ’

C. B. P. Prrega,
Permanent Secretary, :
Ministry of Agriculture and Lands.

Colombo, 28th March, 1960.

THE IRRIGATION ORDINANCE, No. 32 OF 1946

IT is hereby notified that the Minister of Agriculture and Lands
has, by virtue of the powers vested in him by section 60 (1)
of the Irrigation Ordinance, No. 32 of 1946, as modified by the
Proclamation published in .Gazetle Ewtraordinary No. 9,713 of
September 24, 1947, confirmed the scheme relating to the
Nabadagahawatte irrigation work in the Matale District of the
Central Province, prepared under Part V of the same Ordinance
and approved at a meeting duly held on the eleventh day of
May, 1959, by the prescribed majority of the proprietors under
the irrigable area of that irrigation work.

C. B. P. PERERA,
Permanent Secretary, .
Ministry - of Agriculture and Lands.

Colombo, 28th March, 1960,



1 9B 02398 : (I) OB edew — EERED Owd vy — 1960 geyC 8 YA Exndig 565
Parr I : Sec. (I) — (GENERAL) — CEYLON GOVERNMENT GAZETTE — ArriL 8, 1960

No. C/I. 680.
THE INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES ACT, No. 43 OF 1950

THE Award transmitted to the Commissioner of Labour by
the Arbitrator to whom _the industrial dispute which had arisen
between The Al Ceylon Commercial and Industrial Workers’
Union, * 47, Drieberg’s Avenuc, Colombo 10, and Messrs.
Ceylon Metal Industries Limited, 45, Dam" Street, Colombo 12,
referred under -section 8 (1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act,
No. 43 of 1950, as amended by the Industrial Disputes
(Amendinent) Acts, No. 25 of 1956, No. 14 of 1957 and No. 62
of 1957, for settlemert by arbitration, is hereby published in
terms of section 18 (1) of the said Act. . .

C. CARTHIGESAN,
Deputy Commissioner of Liabour.

‘Depmrtment of Labour,
Colombo, 8lst March, 1960.

No. C/1. 680

In the matter of an-industrial dispute
between

The All Ceylon Commercial and Industrial Workers'
Union, 47, Drieberg’s Avenue, Colombo 10,

and

Ceylon Metal Industries Limited, 45, Dam Street,
Colombo 12.

The Award

By virtue of the powers vested in him by section 3 (1) (d)
of the Industrial Disputes Act, No. 43 of 1950, the Deputy
Commissioner of Labour referred to me on 14th October, 1959,

for settlement by arbitration an industrial dispute between the -

All Ceyion Commercial and Industrial Workers’ Union, 47,
Drieberg’s Avenue, Colombo 10 (hereinafter referred to as '‘ the
Union *") and Messrs. Ceylon Metal Iudustries Limited, 43,
Dam Street, Colombo 12 (hereinafter referred to as °' the
Company '').  The matters in dispute between the parties
specified in the statement appended to the Order-of the Deputy
Commissioner of Labour relate to the under-mentioned demands
made by the Union:—

(1) A free mid-day meal and two cups of tea to be provided
to all the workers. :

(2) One month’s gross wages to be paid to all the workers
as an annual bonus.

(3) To fix a wage scale with annual increments for all the
workers including apprentices.

2. The Union apparently submitted the afore-mentioned
demands to the Company and, as negotiations failed, called o
strike on May 19, 1958. Subsequently, after a conference was
called by the Labour Department, on June 1, 1958, the Union
agreed to have the matters in dispute referred for settlement by
arbitration and called off their strike on June 2, 1958.

3. The submission of the Company is that their’s is a small-
scale industry, new to the Island, started in August, 1955,
which is struggling to establish itself, that they have (as
at date of hearing) 60 permanent workers, and that the Com-
pany has been running at a loss until 1957 and has made a
small profit in 1958, which has only slightly reduced their
over-all losses.

4. I commenced inquiry on December 16, 1959, and at that
and on a subsequent sitting on December 21, 1959, permitted
mutual discussions and endeavoured to arrive at a scttlement
of the matters in dispute between the parties. At the sitting
on February 16, 1960, Mr. Advocate P. K. Tiyanage, who
appeared for the Union, said that he was withdrawing the
demand for one month's gross -wages io be paid to all the
workers as an annual bonus (Demand No. 2). His position in
regard to Demands Nos. 1 and 38 (a free mid-day meal and
two cups of tea, and the fixing of a wage scale with annual
increments, respectively) would depend on whether the cost of
that which is asked for by Demand No. 1 is included in the
wage scale (Demand No. 3). Both parties pleaded for further
extension of time on the ground that the wage scale which
they were suggesting had not been discussed with the members
of the Union, or considered by the directors of the Company.

I consented to grant the request pointing out that inquiry on .

issies Nos. 1 and 2 would be pursued if no settlement was

arrived at before the next date, viz. Febrnary 22, 1960.-

_ 5. On February 22, 1960, Mr. Liyanage (for the Union) stated
that settlement had not been possible on. the outstanding issues.
He said that the Union had asked for a consolidated wage and
referred to the Collective Agreement No. 4 of 1959, entered
into between the Employers’ Federation of Ceylon, on hehalf

of those employers who are members of its Constituent Assécia-
tions, and the All Ceylon Commercial and Industrial Workers’
Union. He suggested that the same wage scale and incremental
scale be made applicable to the workers in the employ of this
Company.

Mr. M. A. Ellapols, counsel for the Company, stated that
the Company wag not prepared to grant the demand for a free
mid-day meal, but was agreeable to meet the expenses involved
in the giving of two cups of tea a day to each worker. He
contended, as regards the wage rates, that the Company was
not a party to the Collective Agreement referred to by counsel
for the Union, that the Employers’ Federation of Ceylon repre-
sents the well-established companies and that the Company was
not able to pay the wage scale suggested by the Union for the
reason that the Company has not yet established itself and has
been suffering losses. The Company, he said, was however
prepared for the present to pay its workers the basic wage and
annunal increments applicable to workers in the engineering trade
as set out in the Second Schedule, Part II of the Collective
Agreement No.-1 of- 1959, entered into between the Employers’
Federstion of Ceylon and the Tea, Rubber, Coconut and General
Produce Workers’ Union and The United Engineering Workers'
Union, and also to pay the special allowance applicable to
those workers in terms of the decision of the 'Wages Board for
the Engineering Trade. He furither said that the Company would
be prepared to pay the workers the daily special allowance
specified in Part IT of the Collective Agreement No. 1 of 1959,
in lien of the daily special allowance fixed by the Wages Board
for the Engineering Trade when the debis of the Company
had been cleared and it was in a position to declare & dividend.
‘Mr. Ellapola also stated that those of the workers who were
presently engaged on a piece-rate basis were free to have them-
selves classified as daily-rated workers if they chose to do so.
He produced the Balance Sheet of the Company for the year
ended December 12, 1958 (marked P.-1).

6. I have already indicated that matters in dispute have
been reduced to two items, viz. Demands Nos. 1 and 3. In
‘the light of the discussions and the Balance Sheet produced by

" the Company (which was not challenged) there did not appear

to be any justification for the recording of formal evidence.
The balance sheet for the year ended December 31, 1958, shows
a loss of Rs. 91,095.67. Apart from this loss, the Company has
an overdralt account with the Chartered Bank of nearly two

. and half lakhs. of rupees, the directors have not drawn any

fees and no dividends bave been declared. The accounts for the
year ended December 31, 1959, which are not yet ready will, T
understand, also show a small profit, but insufficient to meet the
cost of the demands made. The cost of the mid-day meal alone,
if granted, would come to about Rs. 12,000 per year.

7. It was urged on behalf of the workers that they are
engaged in very hard and laborious physical work. This is
hardly sufficient reason for saddling the Company, in the
circumstances of its financial position, with a further liability
which it can iil-afford to meet and which wiil cripple a new
industry which is venturing to establish itself. Moreover, it was
brought to my notice that most of the workers were tanght the
techniques of the particular trade after the Company was estab-
lished. The attempt to draw a comparison between the Com-
pany at this stage of its existence with fhe established companies
which are generally affiliated to the Employers’ Federation of
Ceylon appears to my mind to be. entirely unjustified.

8. I summoned hoth parties to a sitting on March 9. 1960,
in order to give the Union an opportunity to clarify if there
were any unmentioned resources which would justify my com-
pelling the Company to incur this additional liability. The Union
was not represented, the Company was represented by Mr. M.
Udeshi. I commend to the Union the undertaking given by the
Company to pay its members the daily special allowance which
is set out in Collective Agreement No. 1 of 1959, when its debts
are paid and dividends arve declared.

9. My award on the two demands remaining to be dealt
with are accordingly as follows: —

Demand No. 1—A free mid-day meal and tho cups of tea to
be provided to all the workers: —

The supply of a free mid-day meal is not provided for in any
agreement betwyeen the Company and the workers. this free
mid-day meal is not afforded to workers in comparable under-

pelling it to incur this additional liability.

. takings, the finances of the Company leave no room for com-

I reject the demand.

The Company has, however, on its own undertaken ta provide
the workers with two cups of tea each daily, free of charge.

Demand No. 3—To fix a wage scale with annual increments
for all’ the workers including apprentices.

-It is just and equitable that the wage scale (for the present
be standardized on the basic daily wagg as laid down i?l %a'f: I';'
of the Second Schedule to the Collective Agreement No, 1
of 1959 and that the special allowatce-as fixed by the Wages
Board for the Engineering Trade from month to month according
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to the cost of living be paid to the workers of this Company
until such time as the Compauy is in a financial position to
rmeet the other demands.

I therefore award that this wage and incremental scale should
operate in all cases where it has not been implemented already,
from the date of publication of this award in the Government
Gazette. This'is subject to the condition that on a conversion
to the scale now awarded no worker in any category will be
paid at rates less than he has hitherto drawn as a daily wage.

R. L.. BROHIER,
Arbitrator.

Dated at Colomibo, this 22nd day of March, 1960.

My No..T 7/585.
THE INDUBTBIAL DISPUTES ACT, No. 43 OF 1950

'I‘HE Award transmitted to the Commissioner of Labour by the
Arbitrator to whom the industrial dispute which had arisen
beween the Kastern Paper Mills Corporation Employees San-

gam, No. 1, Temple Road, Eastern Paper Mills, Valachchenai, -

and Eastern Paper Mills Corporation, ** Palm Court ’’, No. 10,
Albert Crescent, Colombo 7, referred under secuon 3 (1) id) of
the Industrial Disputes Act, No. 43 of 1950, as amended by
the Industrial Disputes (Amendment) Acts, No. 25 of 1956,
No. 14 of 1957, and No. 62 of 1957, for settlement by arbitra-
'tim(ll’ }fs hereby published in terms of section 18 (1) of the
sal ct.

C. CARTHIGESAN,
. Deputy Commissioner of Labour’
Department of Labour,
Colombo, 1st April, * 1960.

No. T. 7/535.
In the matter of an industrial dispute
between

The Eastern Paper Mills Corporation' Employees’ Sangam,
No. 1, Temple Road, Eastern Paper M.ius, Valachcncnai,

"~ and

Hastern Paper Mills Corporation, ** Palm Court ’, No. 10,
) Albert Crescent, Colombo 7. :

The Award

This is an award under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes
Act, No. 43 of 1950, as amended by the Industrial Disputes
(Amendmeént) Acts, No. 25 of 1956, No. 14 of 1957, and No. 62
of 1957. It relates to an industrial dispute between The Eastern
Paper Mills Corporation Employees’ Sangam, No. 1, Temple
Road, Eastern raper Mills, Va.achchenai (beremafter reierred
fo as ‘ the Sangam ') and the Eastern Paper Mills Corporation,
* Palm Court'’, No. 10, Albert Crescent, Colombe 7, (herein-
after referred to as '* the Corporation ).

2. By his Order made under section 3 (J) (d) of the aforc- -

sald Act, the Deputy Commissioner of Labour referred to me
on October 6, 1959, an industrial dispute between the above-
named parties for settlement by arbitration. The matters in
dispute relate to— ) -

1. The termination of the services of—
(i) Mr. M. R. de Silva,
(i) Mr. J. D. Abrabam,.
(i) Mr. D, 8. Waidyawansa and
(iv) Mr., 8. Marimuthu; and

2. Wages for the period 10.7.57 to 13.7.57.

3. My inquiry commenced on December 10, 1959 and was
continued on February 2 and March 24, 1960, on which dates
Mr. N. Sanmugsathasan appeared on behalf of the Sangam

and Mr. N. Subramaniam for the Corporation. At the first

sitting I intimated to the parties that I had been a Director
of the Corporation from its inception and that I had officiated
as its Chairman for a few months in 1957 and 1958, that none
of the items in dispute had ever come under my purview and
that I saw no reason why I should not take up the arbitration
“but that if any of the parties had the slightest apprehension on

this score I would request the Deputy Commissioner of Labour.

to appoint another Arbitrator. Mr. Subramaniam replied that
as far as the ‘Corporation was concerned theré was no objec-
tion, Mr. Sanmugathasan asked for fime to consult the Sangam.

3. A postponement was granted ‘and arising from this at
the second sitting Mr. 'Sanmugathasan informed me that the
.Sangam had no objection to my proceeding with the inquiry.

Thereupon I opened the discussion on the general procedure
which might help the inquiry and the lines on which mutunal
discussions might tend towards a settlemens.

4. At the third sitting Mr. Sanmugathasan and Mr. Subra-
manism submitted a jointly signed memorandum (marked *“ A *")
setting out the terms of settlement which they had arrived at
amongst themselves. It reads as follows:—

‘“ As this dispute has dragged on for a considerable length
of ‘time and as both parties are anxious to arrive at an ami-
cable settlement, both parties agree to the following terms
of settlement without prejudice to the principles of either side.
It is clearly understood that these terms of settlement should
never be quoted as a precedent in any future disputes between
the Corporation and its employees:—

(i) Messrs. M. R. de Silva, J. D. Abraham and S. Waidya-
wansa be paid three months’ gross salary/wages as
an ex-gratia payment.

(i) Mr. Marimuthu be paid one month’s wages as an ex-gratic
payment, in view of the fact that he was only a
casual employee.

(iii) The Corporation’s contribution to the provident fund, if
any, in respect of these four employees be refunded
to them.

(iv) The four emplovees could call for the payment due to
them to the Secretary of the Corporation at the head
office, Colombo, any time during office hours.

The four employees have no further claim on the Corpora-
tion. The Sangam agrees to withdraw its claim for strike-pay.

Sgd. N. SANMUGATHASAN, .
for and on behalf of the Eastern Paper Mills Corporation
Employees’ Sangam.

Sgd. N. SUBRAMANIAM,
for and on behalf of the Eastern Paper Mills Corporation.”

5. In view of the above terms of settlement, demand (2)
in paragraph (2) above is withdrawn by the Sangam.

6. I am satisfied that the terms of settlement as set out above
are fair and equitable in respect of demand (1) (i)—-—(lv)_ con-
tained in paragraph (2) above. I make my award sccordingly.

R. L. BROHIZR,
Arbitrator.
Dated at Colombo this 28th day of March, 1960.

No. T 7/584.
THE INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES AGT, No. 43 OF 1950

THE -Award transmitted to the Commissioner of Labour by the
Arbitrator to whom the industrial dispute which had arisen
between the Samastha Lanka Bakery, Bojanasala, Velanda
Sappu Sevaka Sangamaya, 849, High Ievel Road, Gansaba
Junction, Nugegoda and Mr. M. 8. Gunspala, Proprietor,
Dhawalagiri Bakery, Kandy, was referred by order dated 15th
September, 1959, made under section 4 (1) of the Industrial
Disputes Act, No. 48 of 1950, as amended by the Industrial
Disputes (Amendment) Acts, No. 25 of 1956, No. 14 of 1957,
and No. 62 of 1957 and published in Ceylon Government Gazette
No. 11,862 of September 25, 1959, for settlement by arbitration,
is hereby published in terms of section 18 (1) of the said Act.

C. CARTHIGESAN, -
. Deputy Commissioner of Labour.
- Department of Labour,
Colombo, 1st April, 1960.

No. T. 7/584

In the matter of an industrial dispute
between
the Samastha Lanka Bakery, Bojanasala, Velanda Sappu -
Sevaka Sangamaya, 849, High Level Road, Gansaba
Junction, Nugegoda
and

Mr. M. S. Gunapala, Proprietor, Dhawalagiri
Bakery, Xandy.

The Award

“ This is an Award under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes
Act, No. 43 of 1950, as amended by the Industrial Disputes
(Amendment) Acts, No. 25 of 1956, No. 14 of 1957 and No. 62
of 1957. Tt relates to an industrial dispute Beween  -the Samastha
Lanks Bakery, Bojanasala, Velanda Sappu Sevaka Bangamaya
of 849, High Level Road, Gansaba Junction, Nugegoda (here--
inafter ‘referred to as *‘ the Union *) and Mr. M, 8. Gunapala,
Proprietor, Dhawalagiri Bakery, Kandy (heréinafter referred to
as ** the Employer *’). : :
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. 9. The Honourable the Minister of Labour, by his Order dated
15th September, 1959, made by virtue of the powers vested
in him by section 4 (1) of the aforesaid Act, referred the
dispute between the two above-named parties to me for settle-
ment by arbitration. According to the atatement of the Deputy
Commissioner of Xiabour which accompanied the Minister's
Order, the matter in dispute between the Union and the
Employer is whether the non-employment of the wunder-
mentioned three employees is justified and to what relief each
of them is. entitled :— - ,

1. M. G. Sethunga,
2. H. M. Sumanasekara, and
3. J. D. A, Ratnayaka.:

3. At the inquiry, which began on 26th January, 1960, con-
tinued on 2nd February, 1960, and concluded on 6th February,
1960, the Union was represented by Mr. Peiris Ranasinghe,
its Secretary, and the Employer by Mr. Advocate G. H.
Gnanasekaram instructed by Mr. A. H. M. Jameel.

4, At the very outsct of the inquiry, Mr. Gnanasekaram
raised as a preliminary issue the fact that three different unions
had at different times been interested in this matter, namely,
an unregistered union called the -Samastha Lanka Labourers’
Association; the - Independent Industrial and Commercial
‘Workera’ Union (Central Province Branch) which is a registered
union; and the present union which at the time the dispute
arose, viz., 14th February, 1958, and for a considerable time
thereafter was an unregistered union, but became a registered
union on 15th November, 1958, On 27th February, 1958, the
Samastha Lianka TLabourers' Association wrote to the Employer,
claiming that the three workers concerned were its members;
on 18th March, 1958, the Independent Industrial and Commercial
Workers” Union (Central Province Branch) intervened on
behalf of the same three woirkers; and on 21st November,. 1958,
the present Union represented the self-sume three workers at a
conference held at the office of the Assistant Commissioner of
Labour, Kandy. Mr. Ranasinghe maintained that the workers
concerned had been members of the present Union even prior
“to 21st November, 1958, and submitted for my inspection certain
docnments from which it was apparent that M. G. Sethunga,
the firet of the three workers in guestion, had joined the present
Union in August, 1958, though he claimed to. have joined it in
September, 1957. Mr. Ranasinghe conceded, however, that at
that. time, the Union had not yet been registered. It may be
mentioned here that according to a letter (marked R. 6A) pro-
duced by the Employer and referred to in paragraph 14 below,
on 10th March, 1958, Mr. Peiris Ranasinghe, the Secretary of
the present Union, intervened on behalf of these workers in his
capacity as Secretary of the Samastha Lanka Bakery Labourers’
Association. Tt is nndoubtedly this union that Mr. Gnanasekaram
repeatedly referred {o as the ‘‘ Bamastha T.anka ILabourers’
Association '*. It -appears to have been the union to which
Sethunga belonged at or abont the date of the dispute. and
which, with the same Mr. Peiris Ranasinghe functioning as
Secretarv, underwent a sca-change and emerged later as the
present Union with its more impressive and comprehensive name.
' Samastha Lanka Bakery, Bojanasala, Velanda Sappu Sevaka
Sangamaya .

Mr. Gnanasekaram - stressed - two points, viz. (1) that since
three different unions had at different times claimed the alle-
giance of the workers concerned in ‘this inquiry and since neither
the first nor the second union had renounced its claims, the
Employer was in the invidions position of not knowing for
cerbain to which of the three unions he was answerable, and
(2) that since the present Union was admittedly unregistered at
the time the dispute arose and remained unregistered "until a
bare week before 2lst November, 1958, the date of the con-
ference at the Labour Office, Kandy, it was not entitled to
appear in the Industrial Court on behalf of the three workers in
question.

He argued that it was open for these workers, not having
been members of a registerpd union 2t the time the dispute
arose, to go before the Liabour Tribunal for redress of their
alleged grievances. The following considerations, howevyer,
pursuaded me to proceed with the inquiry -regardless of the
technical flaw in the status of the present Union:—

(i) Since the Minister’s Order referring the present dispute
to me for settlement by arbitration was duly published
+ - in the Ceylon Government Gazette No. 11,862 of
September 25, 1959, a full four months before the date
fixed for this inquiry, either of the two wnions which
had earlier intervened on behalf of the three workers
(presuming that the first union was in no way identical
with the present Union) -could easily have filed .its
objections, if any, to the present Union's claim to
“represent those workers, but did not choose to do so;

(if) The Union .specifically referred to in the Minister’s Order
as being one of the parties concerned in the. dispute
i3 the .Samastha ILianks Bakery, Bojanasala, Velanda
Bappu Sevaka Sangamays and not either of the other
two unions referred to by Mr. Gnanasekaram; and

(iif) Mr. Gnanasekaram, though he raised this matter of the

three different unions as a preliminary issue, did not
© press it. . '

5. Although the statement of the Deputy Commissioner of
T,abour which accompanied the Minister's Order specified as
the matter in dispute the non-employment of three seversl
employees, viz., M. G. Sethunga, H. M. Sumanasekara, and
J. D. A. Ratnayaka, I found it necessary to inquire into the
case of Sethunga only, for (1) the Union in jts statement sub-
mitted that it was not making any claim on ‘behalf of Ratna-
yaka as he had ceased to be a member of the Union, and (2)
Sumanasekara (whose surname is actually Sumanagena as was
admitted both by the Union and by the Employer and as it
is recorded in the mnotes of the conference (marked P. 8) held
at the Labour Office, Kandy, on 21st November, 1958) absented
himself at the inquiry. On the first day of the inguiry when
Mr. Gnanasekaram brought to'my notice .Sumanasena’s absence,
Mr. Ranasinghe informed me that Sumanasena was ill but had
not submitted a medical certificatc. On the second day, exactly
a week later, Sumanasena wag again absent, and Mr. Rana-
ginghe stated that Sumanasena had secured employment else-
where and was unable to be present in Court. I thereupon ruled
that my inquiry would be limited to the case of Sethunga and
I dismissed the case against the Employer in so far as it
relates to the. claim made on behalf of Sumanasena.

6. The Union’s case in respect of M. G. Sethunga, as set
out in its statements dated 19th October, 1959 and 30th October,
1959, and as briefly outlined before me by Mr. Ranasinghe is
that Sethunga was engaged by the Employer on 4th May, 1957,
in the capacity of a baker at the Dhawalagiri Bakery in Katu-
gastota Road, Kandy; that on a complaint made by the Manager
of the bakery on 14th February, 1058, to the effect that Sethunga
had stolen some nine pounds of sugar belonging to the bakery,
the Police instituted against Sethunga, M. C. Xandy Case
No. 6882; that at the hearing, which took place on 9th Sep-
tember, 1958, Sethunga was scquitted; and that Sethunga’s
services were terminated by the Employer on 14th February,
1958. The Union accordingly claimed from the Employer a total
sum of Rs. 1,081.75 comprising Rs. 751.75 being Sethunga’s
wages for the period 14th Febrnary, 1958 to 9th September,
1958, at the rate of Rs. 110 per mensem plus Rs. 330 being
three months’ wages in lieu of notice.

7. The BEmployer’s case, as sel out in his statement of 12th
October, 1959, filed in this Court, is that consequent on the
loss of sugar and flour, ete., from the bakery, his Manager
made a complaint to the Katugastota Police on 14th February,
1958, accusing Sethunga of theft of a quantity of sugar. The
Police arrested Sethnnga the same day and, solely on the results
of inquiries made by themselves, instituted against him case
No. 6882 in the Magistrate’s Court, Kandy. The Magistrate
(Mr. E. B. Alles) who heard the case on 9th September, 1958,
discharged the accused. The Employer's statement guoted from
the - Magistrate’s judgment an extract in which occurs the
following sentence:— .

*“It may be that a person had kept the parcel by the
fence but the 2 persons who purported to have seen the parcel
%Jez‘ny brought and kept by the fencc by the accused 1 did
helieve. ™

(The portion in italics is underlined in the Employer's,
statement.)

Adverting to the sentence quoted above, the Employer’s state-
ment comments: ‘' It is obvious that the Magistrate salthough
he believed thati the stolen parcels were kept by the accused
could not accept the degree of guilt necessary to convict the
accused and impose statutory punishment.”” The Employer's
statement goes on to mention that Sethunga and the two other
employees concerned in this inquiry stayed away from work
from 14th February, 1958, thereby serionsly impeding the pro-
duction of the daily quota of bread necessary for his customers’
causing loss and damage to his prestige, and undermining dis- -
cipline among his other employees. After Sethunga’s discharge
in the aforementioned case Sethunga, Sumanasena and Ratnayaka
claimed from the Employer the sums of Rs. 1,081.75, Rs. 814.88,
and’ Rs. 796.75 respectively. At a conference held in Kandy,
at the office of the Assistant Commissioner of IL.abour on 24th
November, 1958, '(so according to the Employer's statement, but
actually on 21st November, 1958) the KEmployer apprised the
Assistant Commissioner of Labour of the facts and without
prejudice to his' legal rights offered to pay a month’s wages
to each of the claimants plus a sum of Re. 17.63 being balance
of wages duc to Sumanasena for Febrnary, 1958. These sums
amounfed to:-—

Sethunga Rs. 105.00
Sumanasena .. . . Re. 87.68
. Ratnayaka - Rs. 70.00

The Secretary of the Union, which was registered only on
15th November, 1958, asked for (and was given) time to con-
sider this offer. The Employer later heard that the Union wanted
three months’ wages for each of the claimants, to which
request he was unable to accede. He further stated that he
had not, as alleged by the Union, stood in the way of these
employees in their efforts to secure other employment in the
district. Ratnayaka, for instance, was already employed at the
Empire Bakery, Katukells, which belonged to the Employer’s
brother. The Employer's statement submitted in conclusion
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(1) that he never at any time made complaint to the Police
that the claimants or any of them were stealing flour (sic) from
the bakery; (i) that the Police prosecuted Sethungs as a result
of inquiries made by them and the discovery of a parcel under
3 tree; and (iii) that the three claimants stayed away without
any notice to him or having been requested by him to do so,
thus causing him loss and damage.

" 8. According to Mr. Gnapasekaram’s presentation of the
Bmployer’s case, Sethunga was in charge of the bakery store-
room. It began to be noticed that stores such as sugar, marga-
rine, &c., were being spirited away. Thereupon the Manager
alone with two others kept watch for three or four nights before
14th February, 1958, to see what was happening. In the small
hours of the 14th the Manager saw Sethunga getting out of the
storeroom with a parcel in ghis hand. The other two who were
keeping watch outside saw Sethunga coming out and leaving
a parcel near the fence away from the bakery premises. This
information was conveyed to the Police. The Police came on
the scene and held an inquiry. On a statement made by Sethunga,
the Police questioned in the presence of the Employer himself
the other two workers—Sumanasena and Ratnayaka—and all
three admitted that they were in the habit of spiriting things
away for the purpose of meeting cigarette and beedi expenses.
The Employer asked them why they did this, and they pro-
mised never to do it again. Neither the Manager nor the
Employer took any further action in the matter. The Police
asked Sethunga, Sumanasena and Ratnayaka to call at the
Police Station. When they did so, Sumanasena and Ratnayaka
were sent away but against Sethunga a plaint of theft was
filed. Sethunga was detained: for some time but was released
on bail the same day (14th February, 1958) and asked to present
himself in Court whenever wanted. He was not locked up by
the Police or prevented from coming back to work. But from
the 14th onwards neither he nor Sumanasena and Ratnayaka
ever turned up for work. Since Sethunga was the head baker,
the absence of these three men seriously interfered with the
work and the d'scipline in the bakery and caused the Employer
great inconvenience and loss. By just absenting themselves
without notice they committed what in Industrial Law amounts
to misconduct and thereby vacated their posts.

Having absented themselves without notice, these three
"workers before long took up employment in other bakeries—
Sumanasena at the Ratna Hotel and Bakery on 18th March,
1958, Ratnayaka at the Empire Bakery on 17th February, 1958
—only three days after the incident, and Sethunca at Premarasa
Bakery, Watapulawa, straight away. The Employer neither
interdicted them nor dismissed them. They by their own con-
duct dismissed themselves. If the Employer had interdicted
Sethunga from 14th February. 1958, until the date of the con-
clusion of the case in the Magistrate’s Court, then Sethunga
eould have claimed six months’ wages, but no such interdiction
took place. Actually, the Employer never saw Sethunga after
14th February, 1958. As for his claim for three months' wages
in lieu of notice, Sethunga was not entitled to even a day's
wages on the law because the Fmployer never dismissed him
either summarily or otherwise. He kept away on his own and
by his conduct vacated his post, so that he was not entitled to
claim anything from the Employer.

9. The only witness called by Mr. Ranasinghe in support

of the Union’s case was Sethunga himself. It apveared from his
evi'ence that he was (as has been admitted by both parties)
envaged by the Employer on dth May, 1957, for service at the
Dhawa'ag’ri Bakery and held there the post of head baker.
Both in his evidence-in-chief and under cross-examination. be
maintained that he had never been in charge of the storeroom
or exerr'sed -custodv of its kevs. This ~nnflirts with the ev'dence
given in M. C. Kandv case No. 6882 by J. L. Yasapala,
Manager of the Dhawalagiri- Bakery, and by Yasapala's Lrother
and fellow-witness J. L. Gunapala, ho'h of whom are recorded
as having told the Mag'strate that Sethvnga had charge of the
storeroom keys. but wnder cross-examination took the edge off
their own évidenze by admittine that the keys should have
been in the custady of Yasanala, the Manager, who was resoon-
gible for them. In view of the several contradictions encountered
in the eviderre of Yasanala and Gunavala in that case, I nrefer
tn acceot Sethunga's evidence that Yasavala as Manager always
bad onctndy of the storernnm keva a~d issned to Sethnnea
pivhtly the reanirements asked for by h'm on a list. For Yasa-
pala to hold himse!f roam~nsible for the safety of tha stores
and their nroner distrihvtion and for Pim to allaw Sethunea
unvestrinted goness tq tha storeroom would have been an odd
and illogical arrangement.

10. Acrcardine to Sct™unea’s evidence the reavest made by
h'm to the Emplayer that the free meals g'ven him (Sethunga)
over and abave his wages be commuted into a cash allowance
was made in pursnance and in imvlementation of a decision
arrived at by Sethnnga ard five of his. fellow-emnlovees »t a
meeting of the Union beld at the Premarasa Bakerv, Wata-
puluws, on 23rd ,December. 1957, According to him similar
requests for commutation of ‘free meals into a cash allowance
were made in. resnect of his fellnw-emnlovess too, but- the
Emplover acceded only in Sethunga's case, paying him on the
rew bhos's with effect from Januarv, -1958. In Januarv. 1958,
the other workers tos demanded pavment of a ecash allowance
in lien of free meals, and the Employer ‘promised to pay them

accordingly with effect from February, 1958. It was in that
very month that complaint was made to the Police of an
alleged theft of sugar by Betbunga.

11. As against this version there is the Employer's own ver-
sion. According to him Sethunga came to him in December,
1957, and pleaded that since his earnings were not enough to
cover the expense of maintaining himself and his family of
some seven children and since, moreover, he lived close to the
bakery and could therefore conveniently go home for his meals,
he be paid a cash’ allowance in lieu of the free meals which

- he was receiving. Sethunga never told him that he was making

this request in pursuance of a resohition passed by a Union.
Neither at that time nor at any time subsequently had any
other worker made a similar request, saying that it was being
made at the instance of a union. If Sethunga’s version is
true, the Union could have produced such corroborative testi-
mony as the minutes of the Union meeting alleged to have
been held on 23rd December, 1957, copies of any letters sent to
the Employer acquainting him with the resolution, and so forth.
This the Union failed to do. Besides, taking the two versions
even at their face value and remembering Sethunga’s admis-
sion that his home was within a quarter mile of the bakery,
I find the Employer’s version the more acceptable.

12. Mr. Ranssinghe questioned Sethunga with a view te
establishing that the complaint of theft made to the Police on
14th February, 1958, by the Manager of the bakery was moti-
vated by the Employer’s dislike and disapproval of the leading
role allegedly taken by Sethunga in introducing and fostering
union activity among the employees of the bakery. That Trade
Unionism was beginning to influence the employees at the
bakery is quite possible, to judge from Sethunga's answers,
although the Employer in his own evidence denied awareness
of the existence of any union activity in the bakery prior to
the beginning of this dispute. But the Union failed to lead
any corroborative evidence either of the existence at that time
of Trade Unionism among the workers at the Dhawalagiri
Bakery or of the Employer’s alleged antipathy towards Trade
Unionism among his employees. It may be true that the .
complaint against Sethunga was made subsequent to his
alleged act of fomenting union achivity, but on the evidence
I am not satisfied that that complaint was made because of
hig union activity: in short, it is an instance of post hoc, mon
propter hoc.

13. As regards the complaint of theft which led to the Police
filing M. C. Kandy case No. 6,882 against Sethunga, the Union
produced a certified extract (marked P. 1) from the Complaint
Information Book of the Katugastota Police and an authenti-
cated copy (marked I. 2), of the proceedings of the case in
question, Perusal of P. 2 left in my mind the impression that
the evidence of the two brothers Yasapala and Gunapala, the
principal and only non-Police witnesses for the prosecution,
contained obvious inconsistencies and that ‘the evidence of the
Police witness Constable Dissanayake was a veritable mosaie
of contradictions. It is hardly surprising that after these
witnesses had given evidence the prosecution abandoned the
case. The Magistrate, agreeing, delivered his judgment. .in

‘the course of which occurs the following sentence:—

- *“ Tt may be that a person had kept the parcel by the fence,
but the two witnesses who purported to have seen the parcel
being brought and kept by the accused near the femce I dis-
believe. ”’ ' :

It is these two words ** T disbelieve  which in ths Bmployer’s
statement of 12th October, 1959 (referred to in paragraph 7
above) have by some strange alchemy become irausmuted into
the three words *‘ I did believe,” thereby doing violence to
the learned Magistrate's language and logic alike. On my
pointing out this discrepancy, Mr. Gnanasekaram showed me
his certified copy of the proceedings of M. C. Kandy, case
No. 6882, from which the quotation in the Empioyer's state-
ment had been taken, and strangely enough there too occurred
the words ** I did believe.”” This circumstance is not merely
interessing but intriguing, and makes one somewhat sceptical
as to the degree of sanctity that should be attached to ‘‘certified
copies ",

14, The Employer produced (marked R. 6A) g letter written
in Sinhalese and addressed to him on 17th March, 1958, bv the
Secre.ary (Mr. Peiris Ranasinghe) of the Samastha Lanka Bakery
Lahourers’ Assaciation. It may be mentioned that this Mr.
Peir's Ranasinghe is identical with the Mr. Peiris Ranasinghe
who represented ‘Sethunga at my inquirv. An English translation
(marked R. 6B) was also produced, but I preferred to go on
the original as I found the translaijon to be very defe~tive and
misleading. In this letter Mr. Ranasinghe concedes the possi-
bility that Sethunga and *‘ the other worker " {ihe allus'on is
probably to Sumanasena. or Ratnavaka) did commit sume offenee ;
pleads that since it is a first offence, the punishment inflicted
should "be lenient; submits that slight lapses are usual among
workers employed in the baking industry and that such lapses
are due to their defective education, their inability to th'nk
clearly, ‘and the fact that night workers are generally an irri-
table and quick-temnered lot: appeals to the Emplover, what-
ever hig legal rights mav. be, to treat the two emnlovees—
porr men as, they are—with cfmency. comnassion andlov'ng-
kindness an? to continue them in employment, if necessary on
his own conditions.
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This letter mot only suggests by its contents and abject tone

that Sethunga and another worker did commit some offence -

though not necessarily the offence of stealing sugar (for the
causative connection of bakery workers’ irritability and quickness
of temper with theft is difficult to see) but makes the following
significant admission:—

‘“ My appeal is that you re-employ M. G. Sethunga and
the other man. Nevertheless, while it is your duty to
consider this appeal, I have no right to insist that you
re-employ them.,”

Mr. Gnanasekaram relied on this. document taainly for the
purpose of proving that Sethunga and the other man alluded to,
had up to the date of the writing of the letter (10th March, 1958)
been absenting themselves from work, for paragraph ‘2 of the
document reads:— )

¢ If, inflicting on them' some light punishment for any
offence committed by them, you would give employment
on your own terms to the two men whe, naving served
under you, are now staying away, you would be rendering
& most valuable service.”

‘This letter illuminates the question as to how Sethunga and
the other two men came to be unemployed.

15. The crucial question in the dispute is whether the Employer
terminated the services of Sethunga, Sumanasena and Ratnayaka

amounts due to those two men, and requested rhe Employer to
pay the men himself when they should call. This correspondence

. not only points to the bona fides of the Employer but suggests

°

. or whether these three employees terminated their own. service -

under him. The Union was unable to lead any evidence whether
personal or documentsry thap the Employer had by any positive
act on his part dismissed or even interdicted any ome of these
three men. The evidence led both by the Union and by the
Employer makes it quite clear, on the contrary, that ‘after 14th
February, 1958, not one of the three men turned up for work
at the Employer's bakery. Mr, Ranasinghe argued that since
a charge of theft had been laid against Sethnnga on  14th
Pebruary, 1958 and since the Police had arrested him the
same day, Sethunga could not possibly have reported for work
. thereafter. It is in evidence, however, that Sethunga was
released on bail on the very day of the arrest and that, although
it was only on 9th September, 1958 that his case came up for
hearing and he was acquitted, at no time during tne intervening
period had any restriction been placed on his liberty. This being
80, there was nothing to prevent him from turnming up at the
Employer's bakery on and after 15th February, 1958. He failed
to do this. Instead, on his own evidence, be started going in
quest of other jobs. Although in reply to a question put by me
he.said that it was only after his acquittal that he had started
on his job-hunt, he admitted elsewhere in his evidence that right
through the period when the case was pending he had been
working at the Premarasa Bakery, Watapuluwa, belonging to
his brother, and that? independently of his brother's business,
he had been (as he still was) carrying on & small-scale industry
in the production and sale of biscuits and sweets for the support
of his family snd himself. He also admitted that as a self-
respecting man he did nol care to go back and work at the
Employer’s bakery once an accusation of theft had been made
against him, and that after he was arrested he had never gone
back to work at the bakery. In the light of these admissions
it is difficult to believe his statement that soon after he returned
home on bail he met the Employer and asked him whether he
might report for work and that the Employer replied he would
‘‘see about it later.”” Even if this incident really did happen,
there was nothing in it to preclude Sethunga from contacting
the Employer thereafter. : . ‘

. The Empldyer produced (i) a statement dated 80th October,
1959, purporting to be signed by a Mr. Rajapakse of the Ratna
Hotel and Bakery, Ampitiya, to the effect that M. Sumanasena
had been employed there from 18th March, 1958 to 15th Decem-
ber, 1958; and (i) a statement dated 12th October, 1959, pur-
porting to be signed by one Mr. S. Vitarna of the Empire
Bakery and Stores, Peradeniya Road, Kandy, to the effect that
J. D, A. Ratnayake had been working there since 17th February,
1958. I consider these two documents inadmissible as I have
had no opportunity of testing their authenticity.

Sethunga’s evidence, however, taken together with that of
the Employer, leads to the conclusion that not one of thé three
employees concerned returned to work at the Dhawaiagiri Bakery
after 14th February, 1958. Sumanasena’s absence ab the inquiry
was significant. If he felt that he had a genuine grievance against
the Employer, he is unlikely to have so lightly absented himself.

16. The Employer also produced a copy (marked R. 8) of a
registered letter dated 20th March, 1958, addressed by him to
the (Assistant) Commissioner of Yiabour, Kandy, and the rele-
vant Registered Postal Article receipt (marked R.4). This letter
informed the Assistant Commissioner of Liabour that Sethunga,
Sumanasens and Ratnayake had not reported for work after 14th
Fobruary, 1958 ; it enclosed a cheque for Rs. 74.01 in payment
of the salary due to them up to 13th February, 1958, the amount
due to Sethunga being Rs. 36.75. The Assistant Commissioner
of Labour's reply of. 10th .July, 1958,. (marked R5) was also
produced, in which.he informed the Employer that Sethungs had

.mada, was defendant.

that Sethunga at any rate did not at that point of time feel that
he had any further claim against the Employer. °

17. In the course of Sethunga’s evidence under cross-examina-
tion if become patent that on several points he could not be
relied on. He said for instance that the Bakery storercom,
though only 10 ft. by 10 ft. in floor space, contained at, any
given time stores worth from Rs. 15,000 to Rs. 20,000 whereas
the Employer said that at no time did it contain stcres worth
more than from Rs. 300 to Rs. 700. From the stock book the
employer proved that the entire stock of flour and sugar he had
in the storeroom during the month of February, 1958, was
worth only Rs. 4,871.16 and that the value of such stores as salt,
ghee, coconut oil,; etc., would not increase this amount by more
than approximately Rs. 150, so that a month's storss would not
exceed perhaps Rs. 5,000 in value.

Again Sethunga said -that his monthly wages were Rs. 110
whereas it was proved by the Employer to be Rs. 105. He then
tried to make out that over and above this amount he received
a monthly sum of Rs. 5 as an ex gratia payment although not
shown in the pay register or receipts.

On the subject of his working hours Sethunga said that he
and hig fellow workers in the Bakery started work at 6.30 p.m.
or 7.30 p.m. and continued working until 10 a.m. or 11 a.m.
of the following day. Under cross-examination he modified his
assertion and said that it was only when cakes had to be baked
that work continued unfil 10 a.m. or 11 a.m. of the following
day, and that on dther days they finished by about 6.30 a.m.
on the following day. Asked why, since bakery employees
generally work an eight hour day, he never agked the employer
for overtime payment, he said that had he done so, he would
have incurred the displeasure of the Employer and been dismissed.
Asked why, even after his alleged dismissal, he did not include
in his claim the payments due to him for overtime, the only
explanation he could give was that he had no proof to support
such g claim. ) :

The most damning evidence the Employer led to impugn
Sethunga’s trustworthiness was the certified copy (marked R 1)
of the proceedings of the Court of Requests, Kandy, case
No, 18,478, in which Mr. M. J. R. Peiris, proprietor of Tapping-
ton Bakery, 116, Katugastota Road, Kandy, was’ plaintiff and
M. @, Sadiris of Premarass Bakery, Alutgantota Road, Mawil-
According to this document defendant
was employed for the four months April to July, 1956, at the
Tappington Bakery. for the distribution and sale of bread. The
plaintif was now suing the defendant for the payment of a
sum of Rs. 142.79 due from him for bread, etc., supplied to him
for distribution. It transpired in the course of Mr. Gnana~
sckeram’s cross-examination of Sethunga that this M. G.
Sadiris of C. R., Kandy, case No, 13,473 was none other than
Sethunga. Asked why, when his real name was Sethunga, he
went by the name of Sadiris at the Tappington Bakery, he said

- that therg had been at that bakery an earlier employee named

been paid a sum of Rs. 36.75 but that Sumanasena and Rat- .
nayaka-had failed to turn up for payment of their dues although .

they had been: directed to: be present on:lith June, 1958. He
accordingly enclosed~a- cheque ‘for Rs;..87,96, comprising the
Ad - '

Sadiris, after whom Sethunga's fellow-employees there -dubbed
him Sadiris and he acquiesced in accepting it. When I asked
him under what name he had registered himself at the time
he entered the service of Tappington Bakery. he innocently replied
that he had done so by the name Sadiris—an answer which at
once gave the coup d¢ grace to his earlier answer that his fellow-
employees had christened him Sadiris.

In this Tappingtton Bakery case Sadiris (Sethunga) in his
answer admitted liability to pay the sum of Rs. 142.79 asked for
by the plaintiff but claimeéd from him in reconvention Rs. 15
being wages for one week in July, 1956, Rs. 120 being two
months’ salary in lieu of notice, and Rs. 200 being damages for
wrongful dismissal. The plaintiff in his replication joined issue
in regard to most of the averments. Kventually, when the action
came up for final disposal before Mr. A. E. R. Corea, Commis-
sioner of Requests, Kandy, on 1st April, 1957, it was ordered and
decreed by consent that the defendant should pay the plaintift
the sum of Rs. 100 in monthly instalments of Rs. 10 beginning

lst May; 1957, and that in default of paymen} the plaintiff

would be entitled to issue writ for the balance due, forthwith,
without notice.

R. 1 not only undermined effectively Sethunga's credibility as
a wifness but illustrated his instability of character, especially
in regard to employee-employer relationships.

18. Had Sumanasena appeared before me and given evidence
in support of his own claim against the Employer, the facts
relating to the alleged theft of sugar and the subsequent termina-
tion of the employment not only of Sumanasena but of Sethunga
and Ratnayaka also would probably have become much clearer.
On all the evidence placed before me I am satisfied -that the
Union has failed fo establish that Sethunga, because of his
alleged Union activity, was made the victim of a trumped-u
charge of theft.inspired by the Employer and that, despite his_
eventual acquittal, he was wrongfully dismissed. Of the two
versions }-ela.tmg to the manner in which the termination of
Sethunga's employment at the Dhawalagiri Bakery came about,
I consider the Employer's “version to be the more natural and"
convincing. Whatever the true facts concerning the alleged
suglf.r theft may have been, it iz almost certain that Sethunga
took umbrage ‘at the complaint of theft made against .him and
the Polll.ce action which followed it and, in a state of high dud-
geon, “walked out™ on the Fmployer with Sumanagens and

Py
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Ratnayake following suit. The allusion in R. 6A to ‘‘the
general irritability and quickness of temper of bakery workers’
strengthens such a supposition.

It is my finding that the Union has failed to prove (i) that
Sethunga was falsely implicated in the theft case; (ii) that he was
victimised because of his alleged promotion.of union activities
at the Employer’s bakery; (i) that he was dismissed by the
Employer. Accordingly I do not think it necessary to discuss
the arguments advanced or jhe authorities quoted by Mr. Gnana-
sekeram in the course of his painstaking refutation of these three
charges. I hold that Sethunga, by his continuous and unauthorized
absence from work, vacated his post so that his non-employment
by the Employer is justified. As regards Ratnayaka, the cir-

- cumstance that the Union in its statements has disclaimed him
as a member and withdrawn the claim made ir behalf of
him absolves me from the necessity of making an award in res-
pect of him, Sumanasena, by failing to appear hefore me in
support of his case, has by impligation admitted the indefensi-
bility of his position and the justifiability of his non-employment
by the Employer. His claim is therefore rejected except in
80 far as the sum of Rs. 17.63, being unclaimed balance wages
for February, 1958, is concerned.

In view of my finding that Sefhunga’s non-smployment by
the Employer was precipitated by his own defection from duty,
T am unable to make an award for the payment of the claim
made by the Union in his behalf. On the question of relief-I

think that Sethunga, Sumanasena and Ratnayake were singularly
ill-advised not to have accepted straightaway the month’s wages
offered by the Employer to each of them at the conference on
21st November, 1958, The Secretary of the Union (Mr., Rana-
singhe), who was present at the conference and by whose re-
commendation the three men were prepared to abide, promised to
inform the Assistant Commissioner of Labour, Kandy, by 29th
November, 1968, whether he would accept the offer or not.
This promise he left unfulfilled, showing thereby a woeful lack
of a sense of responsibility and prejudicing the interests of the
very men whose cause he had undertaken to sponsor. Since,
however, it would be iniquitous to visit on the workers the sins
of the Union, I recommend that the Employer should, purely as
a token of his magnanimity and goodwill towards his erstwhile
employees, pay Sethunga, Sumanasena, and Ratnayake the
month’s wages that he so generously offered to nay at the Con-
ference referred to above.

These payments, namely Rs. 105 to Sethunga, Rs. 87.63 to
Bumanasena, and Rs. 70 to Ratnayake ‘should be made through
"the Assistant Commissioner of Liabour, Kandy, within a fortnight
tz}f’f the publication of this award in The Ceylon Government

azette. :

S. A. WIAYATILAEE, =
Arbitrator,
¢ Colombo, 8th March, 1960,

FORM ik

The Indian and Pakistani Residents (Citizenship) Act,
No. 3 of 1949

‘NOTICE UNDER SECTION 10 OF THE ACT

I, Alfred Edwin Gogerly Moragoda, Commissioner for the
Registration of Indian and Pakistani Residents, do hereby give
notice under section 10 of the Indian and Pakistani Residenss
(Citizenship) Act, No. 8 of 1949, that I shall make order allowing
each such application under sub-section (1) of section 4 of the
Act P8 is specified in the Schedule hereto unless any written

objection to the making -of such order, together with a statement
of the grounds or facts on which such objection is based, is
received by me from any member of the public within a period
of one month from the date of publication of this nctice.

Every statement of objection shall contain the full name and
address of the person making the objection.

A. E. Goeerny Moragopa,
Commissioner for the Registration of Indian and
Pakistani Residents.
Colombo, 4th April, 1960,

Nafne and Address of Applicant for Registmtioh as a Citizen of Ceylon

Christie Rajendran alias Joseph, c/o Messrs. Nagoor Gany & Co., Kotmale Road, Nawalapitiya

SOHEDULE
Number and Date of
Application
1. 3535—20.6.51
L. 4890—98.6.51 Kearuppiah Nateson, Kaloogala Estate, Pussellawa
K. 7942/L—9.7.51 ... Periampillai, s/o Suppen, South Delta Estate, Pussellawa
R. 426—28.10.50 .+ Veerappan Sennappan, Lower Division, Radella Hstate, Nanu Oya
R. 1760—14.4.51 Marugan Arumugam, Calsay Estate, Nanu Oya
R. 4521—29.7.51 Periannan Muthusamy,” Kathiresan Koil, Kelegala, Nuwara Eliya
G. 628/1/R—17.11.50 Bellamuttu Nadesan, c/o M. Palaniandy Pillai, No. 1, Main ‘Street, Nann Oya
N. 9364/R—8.7.51 Mariamuthu Sivan alies Sevanu, Ceylon Motors Ltd., Nuwara Eliya
N

. 9877 /R—24.6.51
: Ratnapurs
CC. 6818—29.7.51
DD. 4701--29.7.51
L. 8053—20.7.51

Kolandavel Visvalingam, c¢/o Mr. S. P. Rasalingam, Bambaralakanda Division, Hapugastenne Group,

Sandanam Vedanayagam, c/o A. Sebastian, Bttie Estate, Hettimulla, Kegalla
Mariyan Maijcal, BErracht Estate, Dehiowita -

Palaniandy Sinna Moorthy aliss Marimuthu, Liower Division, Sanquhar Estate, Gampola

FORM iB

'The Indian and Pakistani Residents (Citizenship)
Act, No. 3 of 1918

NOTICE UNDER SECTION 10 OF THE ACT

1, Alfred Edwin Gogerly Moragoda, Commissioner for the
Registration of Indian and Pakistani Residents, do hereby give
notice, under section 10 of the Indian and Pakistani Residents
(Citizenship) Act, No. -3 of 1949, that I shall make order
allowing each such application under sub-sections (1) and (2)
of section 4 of the Act as is specified in the Schedule hereto

unless any written objection to the making of such order,
together with a statement of the grounds or facts on which
such objection is based, is received by me from any member
of the public within a period of one month from the date of
publication of this notice.

Every statement of objection shall contain the full name and
address of the person making the objection.

A, E. GoaerLy MoORAGODA,
Commissioner for the Registration of

Indian and Pakistani Residents.
Colombo, 4th April, 1960,

S8CHEDULE

Number ani date of Name and Address of Applicant for Registration

application as a citizen of Ceylon

1. 1908—26.4.51

- Name and relationship to applicant of each person
whose registration as a citizen of Ceylon applicant
seeks to procure simultaneously with applicant’s

registration as a citizen of Ceylon

Sawarimuthu ~ Jokiam, Blackwater Estate, Sandanam alics Annamma ‘(wife), Mary

Ginigathena N (daughter), Theresa (daughter), Anthony alics

Francis (son), ,Lourdumarie Elizabeth (daugh-

» ter), -Mariaselvam (daughter), Soundaram
» . ) . ) . (danghter), Vedamuthu (son)

[ 1 2684—3L0.51 “ . Sandanam Sevakie, .Kadienlens Group, Kotmsle Anthoniamma (daughter), Sevethiamma alias

S ) : Adaickalam  (daughter), Santhiyaga (son),

Wi

-‘Bevarimothu (son), ‘Jomsley ‘(som)
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Number

application

CC. 5190/1—9.7.51

L 5080—16.6.51

=

=2~~~ B ] ==1-7}

fos]

2151/1L—22.5.51

. 7862/L—9.7.51

. 8328/L—9.7.51

. 121—80.9.50
. 887—28.10.50

.. 844—28.10.50
. 866—28.10.50

. 415—28.11.50
. 750—26.1.51

. 1885—20.1.51

. 1405—25.2.51
. 1649—18.8.51

. 1844—25.3.51

. 1949—-8.3.51

. 2364—29.4.51

. 9380—29.4.51

. 2387—22.4.51

. 241422 4.51

. 2420—22.4.51

. 2444—3.6.51

. 2445—1.7.51

. 2658—22.4.51

. 2659—99.4.51

. 2689—92.4.51

. 2980—27.5.51

and  date

of Name and address of applicant for registration

as a citizen of Ceylon

Meiyan Arumugam, Hormsjie Division, Kellie
Group, Dolosbage

Kalian Selambaram, Grevillia Clearing Division,
Beaumont Group, Pussellawa .

Aramugam Marimuthu, Mossville Group, Dolos-
bage .

Sellamuthu, s/o Ka.tha.n,' South Delta Estate,
Pussellawa

Rengan, s/o Kitnan, North Delta Estate, Pus-
sellawa .

Perumal Ramasamy, Wangioya Estate, Nanuoya
Vythilingam Gopal, Radella- Estate, Nanuoya

Iyaca.nnc;o Mariasoosaie, Radella Estate, Nanu-
oya .
Sevanthan Veloo, Radella Estate, Nanuoya

Raman Mariappan, Radella Estate, Nanuoya

Kandasamy Muthusamy, TUpper
della Estate, Nanuoys

Division, Ra-

- Rayappan Sandanam, Carlabeck Estate, Nanu-

oya

Ramasamy Ramiah, Middle Division, Beaumont
Group, Pussellawa

Kandasamy Sinnannan, Mabhagastota Estate,
Nuwara Eliya
Komaran Muthusamy, Moonplains Division,

Mahagastotte Group, Nuwara Eliya

Vellayan Vyapury,
Estate, Nanuoya

Upper Division, Glassaugh

Ramasamy Duraisamy alias FErusan, Lover's
Leap Division, Pedro Group, Nuwara Eliya

Ramasamy Sinnathamby, Lover's Leap Division,
Pedro Group, Nuwara Eliys

... Perumaie, ww/o Pamban Maiyan, Lover's Leap

Division, Pedro Group, Nuwara Eliya

Muthusamy Marimuthu, Lover's Leap Division,
Pedro Group, Nuwara Eliya

Velautham Muthucaruppen, Lover’s Leap Divi-
sion, Pedro Group, Nuwara Eliya

Sudalayadumperumal Paul ’I'homa-s, Glassaugh
Hstate, Nanuoya

Thambiratnam Charles Hubert Ebenezer, Calsay
Estate, Nanuoya

Pullikutty Sollamadan, Nuwara

Pedro Group,
Eliya
Sollan Pitchay, Pedro Groilp! Nuwara Eliya.

Alagan Karuppiah, Pedro Group, Nuwars Eliya

Anthony Sebastian, Upper Division,

Oliphant
Hstate, Nuwara. Eliya )

Name and relationship to applicant of each person

whose registration as a citizen of Ceylon ap;_)lwau}t

seeks to procure simultaneously with applicant’s
registration as e citizen of Ceylon

Sevy (wife), Alaghy (daughter), Sinnapillai alias
Kamatchy (daughter), Sinnathamby alias
Mayan (son), Periyacarupi (daughter)

Periyal (wife), Sockalingam alies Kandasamy

(son)
Valliammai (wife), Sivapakkiam (daughter),
Sarojah alias Jarojal (daughter), Nallama

(daughter), Nadarajan (son)

Kathaie (daughter), Velaie (daughter), Palani-
muthu (son), Subramaniam (son)

Alagamab  (wife), Balakrishnan alias Kolia
Perumal (son), Sivalingam (son), Murugesan
(son), Nadarasa (son)

Mariaie (wife) )

Veerammah (wife), Janagie (dsughter), Kitna-
samy (son), Vengidasalam (son), Gosalay
(daughter), Thanaletchumie (daughter)

Sandanam (wife), Mariaselvam alias Krishthani-
ammah (daugh‘%er), Sinnappan (son)

Sevanaie (wife), Kandasamy (son),
(son), Chandrasekera (son)

Letchumie (wife), Camatchy (daughter)

Thailammah (wife), Sunthararaj alics Ramasamy
(son), Kaneswary alics Murugammal (daughter),
Kumaraveloo (son), Moganaraju (son)

Sevathiammah  (wife), Rosmarie (daughter),
Mariadas (son), Anthoniamma (daughter),
Truthayam (son), Apputhamaree (daughter)

Angammah (wife), Pusparaj (son), Ramasamy
(son), Saraspathy (daughter)

Rajendran

Araie (wife)

Walliammai (wife), Maniraju alias Seeniwasem
(son), Visayaletchumie alias Thanapackiam
(daughter), Jeyacoomaren (son)

Velletchie (wife), Nagammah (daughter), Muru-

giah alias Andimuthu  (son), Sellammah
(daughter), Thurmar alias Dharamel (son),
Amarawathy (daughter),  Thriwisagamanie
(daughter)

Parwathy (wife), Meenalosani (daughter), San.
mugan (son), Jayaletchime (daughter), Krish-
nen (son)

Mariaie (wife), Vasantha alias Maraie (daugh-
ter), Sivakavi (son), Rangan alias Ranjan
(son), Savithiri (daughter), Ratnasingham
(son), Selvaraj (son)

Muthaie (daughter), Marudaie (daughter), Thai-
vanay (daughter) .

Seerangaie (wife), Periyasamy (son), Kitnama
(danghter), Shanmugam (son), Dhanuskedi
(son), Kandasamy (son), Thanaventhan (son),
Annaletchimie (daughter) '

Logammah alias Togambal (wife), Selvarasan
alias Selvaraj (son), Velautham (son), Magas-
wari (daughter)

Roseline Getzeal Sugirthamoney (wife), Jemmy
aliss Jemmy Rajabai Arputham (daughter),
Juliana  oliss Hilda Juliana Nasamoney
(daughter), Joseph Ebeneza alias Joseph
Ebenazer Anantharaj (son), Mercy alics Joy

Mercy Santhamoney (daughter), Jaya Paul
alis Jayapaul Sundraraj (son) :
Madrona Florance Gnanambal (wife), Emma
(daughter), Joyces (daughter), Samathanam

(daughter), Kiruba Ratnawathy Jessie (daugh-
ter), Indrani (daughter)

Pootchy alias Carupaie (wife), Ramaish alias
Arumugam (son), Ponnaiah (son), Supprama-
1(15am ht(so;I),Anvaa Perumal (son), Parwathy

aughter), Anng Letchumy alias Th: i
(Gnmonten a y alias Thanapakiam

Ramaie_ (daugl}ter), Veeran aliags Veloo (son),

Letchiman alias Ramar (son), Manikkam (son)

Sandanam alies Ponnaie (wife), Rajaratnam
alias Kandiah (son), Jaganathan (son), Saro-
sany alias Veeramma (daughter), Karuppish
(son), Kamalaspathy alics Kamalam (daugh-
ter), Pathmanathan (son), Kumaravale (son),
Vasantha, (daughter), Sandarasekera (son)

Soosanam (wife), Jebamalai (son)
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Number and Date of

R.

R.

R.

R. 5039—2.7.51

Application

s

9219-20.5.51

3284—19.5.51

3652—22.4.51

Name and address of applicant for registration
as a.citizen of Ceylon

Sinnathamby Munisamy, Court Lodge Estate,
Kandapola

. Meikal Sandanam, Lower Division, Abbotsford

Estate, Nanuoya

Malayalan Muthusamy, Naseby Estate, Nuwara
Eliya

Loy

3667—22.4.51
3670—22.4.51

8704—29.4.51
4171—17.6.61
4236—27.5.51

4363—75.7.51

5668—23.7.51

R. 5801—17.7 51

=

. 6400—6.8.51 s

Z # oz = 2

. 5826—18.5.561

. 6083—26.5.51

. 6422—1.8.51

. 185/R—22.1.51

. 11852/R—~2.8.51

. 19/R—17.2.60

8931/R—24.6.51
9012/R—-1.8.51

9015/R—-24.6.51

. 9315/R—8.7.51

9827/R—-8.7.51

9341/R—-5.7.51

9363/R—8.7.561

9376/R—8.7.61

. 9382/R—24.6.51

. 9398/R—24.6.61

‘Govindan Perumal,

Pattathy Muthusamy, Naseby Estate, Nuwara
Eliya

Nallooruvan Periyasamy, Naseby Division, Pedro
Group, Nuwara Eliya

Naseby Estate, Nuwara

Kliya ,
Periasamy Kondaperumal, Lower Division, Oli-
phant Estate, Nuwara Eliya

Kuppan Xandasamy, Lower Division, Oliphant
Estate, Nuwara REliya

Perianen Kandasamy, Municipn.l' Lines, Hawa
Eliya, Nuwara Eliya

.. Appﬁlingax'n Konar Karul;piah, Vegetable Garden,

Kandapola

Subramanian Subramanian, Uda Radella Estate,
Nanunoys

Manickam S-innamm&h, 11, Upper Bazaar, Pun-
duloya

Thannery Vadaman, Carlabeck Estate, Nanuoya

Kandasamy Patchamuthu No.

Bazsar Street, Kandapola

Odayar, E.55,

Savariamma, ww/o M. R. Arokiyasamy, c/o Mr.
K. K. Samy, 69, Old Bazaar Street, Nuwara
Eliys

Veeramoopen Palaniappen,
Hawa Eliya, Nuwara Eliya

Suppiah Arunasalam, Calsay Estate, Nanuoys

Municipal ~ Lines,

. «

Mathalamuthu Arockiam, ‘* The Lodge »’, Nuwara
Eliya

Suvisasamuthu =~ David  Nesamani, Campion
Group, Bogawantalawa ’
<
Raman Seerangan, No. 30, Municipal Lines,
Hawsa Eliya, Nuwara Eliya
Poosary Thoppulan, Municipal ILines, Hawa
Eliya, Nuwara Eliys
Periasamy Ammasy, - Queen's Cottage Lines,

Nuwara Eliya

Annavi Periennen, Municipal Lines, Hawa-Eliya,
Nuwara Eliya

Periannan Sinhasamy, Calsay Estate, Nanuoya

Ponnady Karuppannan, Municipal T.ines, Hawa-
Eliya, Nuwara Eliys
Maruthamuthu Poosan, Nook,

.184, Elephant
Nuwars Eliya :

Murugan' Palaniappan, Municipal Lines,” Hawa
Eliya, Nuwara Eliya

Vembady Ponnampalam, Municipal Lives, Hawa-
Eliya, Nuwara Eliya )
Karivendan Rawthan, Municipal iines, Hawa

Eliya, Nuwara Eliya

Name and relationship to applicant of each person
whose registration a8 @ citizen of Ceylon
applicant seeks to procure simuitaneously with

applicant’s registration. as a citizen of Ceylon

Kullammah (wife)

Silvamary (wife), Annamma (daughter), Rasamma
alias Rasamary (daughter), Theresamma
(daughter) '

Ramaie (wife), Maradaweeren (son), Perumaie
(daughter), Ramasamy (son), Vengadasalam
(son), Seerangan (son), Baruwathy alias Par-
wathy (daughter), Govindhammah (daughter),

Balaie alias Palaie (daughter), Mariaie
(daughter)
Kannaie (wife), Sadasivam .(son), Nadarajan

(son), Loganathan
Thangavele (son) )
Kuppaie (wife), Supramaniam alies Mookan
(son), Muthiri (daughter), Muthusamy (son),
Rajaletchimy alias Parwathy (daughter)

Seerangaie (wife), Ellamal (daughter)

(son), Jeyaraman (son),

Perumaie (daughter), Meenatchy (daughter),
Olagaie (daughter), Balakrishnan (som)

Thangaie (wife)

Valliammmah (wife), Palai (daughter), Saravana-
muthu alias Saravanan (son), Muthiah (son),
Sellamuthu (son), Sathimani (daughter), Mail-
amma alias Nallamma' (daughter)

Seethy aliag Karupaie (wife), Katherasan alias
Katheesan (son)

Neelal (wife), Thylammah (daughter), Kandan

(son), Navamony (daughter), Coomarasamy
(son), Belvaraj (son)

Karupish Doraraj (son), Karupiah Ramadas
(son)

Camatchy (wife), Thanneri (son), Ba.jeéwari
" (daughter) °

Vallisammai Ammal (wife), Sﬁbramanian (son),
Nadarajan (son), Navaletchumie (daughter),
Thiagarajan (son), Rajesvarie (daughter), Puspa
(daughter), Gopalakrishnan (son)

Iruthaiammal alias Margaret alies Magaret
Mary alias Margaret Anns (daughter), Anthony
(son)

Sellayie (wife)

Mariaie (wife), Periyasamy (son), Kamalam
(daughter), Sivapackiam (daughter), Pooranam
(daughter), Krishnasamy (son

Gertrude Rani (daughter), Patrick Gnanaraj
(son), David Pragesam (son), Bernard Arul-
pragasam (son), Veronica Selvamalar (daugh-
ter), Theresa” Gnanaseeli (daughter)

Amelia (wife), Victor Navaratnam alias Suvise-
san David Peter (son), Margret Pushpam
(daughter), Hellen Theress (daughter), Richard
Desmon (son) . :

‘Ponnamms (wife), Caliamma (daughter)

Mariaie (wife),
{daughter)
Marudaie (wife), Logidasan alias Logirajan (son),
Danapakiam (daughter)
Palaie (wife), Karavenam
(daughter), i’alaniandy (son) ,
Pattaie (wife), Sellam (daughter), Subramaniam
(son), Duraisamy (son), Seerangaie (daughter),
Rajs Letchumy (daughter)
Mariaie  (wife), Valliamma alias
(daughter), Andy (son), Ponnady (son)
Perumaie (wife), - Iyamma (daughter), Ammasie
. alics Ammavasi (son), Arumugam (son), Aiyanar
(son), _Sevanu (son), Subramaniam (son)
Theivanai (wife), Naguleswari (daughter), Muru-
gaiah (son) . . '

Ponnaie (wife), Parameswari (daughier)

Mangelam alias Sellamma

!

(son), Theivanai

Thanga

Mookaie ' (wife), Pattaie (daughter), Malayalam
alias Palany -(son), Annamaley alias Alagumalay
(son), Mariaie. glias Cumarathy (daughter),
Muthusamy alias Nadarajah (son), Kaliammah
alies Kali (daughter), Pandian alias Palanivelu
(son), Letchumy alias Kamathy Devi (daughter),
Theiva.ny (daughter), ‘Ramaie (daughter),
Letchimi (dsughter)
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Number

BB. 1680/X—28.7.51

BB

CC.

CC.

DD.
DD.
DD.
DD.
DD.
DD.

DD.

DD.

DD.
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* application

. 7214—1.8.51

62556—18.6.51

6262—18.6.51

201318.6.51
4190—96.7.51
4991—31:7.51
4873—91.6.51
4419-59.7.51
53671751

5754—1.7.61

5863—16.6.51

7698—1.7.561

and date

of Name and address of applicant for registration

AA. §93/DD—28.11.50 ...

M. 5085—17.6.51

DD

DD.

DD,

DD.

DD.

DD.

DD.

DD.
DD.

DD.

E. 6467/DD—25.7.561

. 10056—29.5.51

1899—13.6.51
2979—-14.7.51
8004—14.7.61

8160—22.7.51

5797—1.7.61

7

7880—29.7.51

7883—29.7.51

7713—1.7.51

8265—22.7.61

.as a citizen of Ceylon

Maruthapillai Ramasamy,

Deemaya  Group,
Koslanda .

Cathiravel Maruthamuthu, Dalveen Division,
Hatherleigh Group, Rakwang

Periyacaruppan Shanmugan alias Sellan, Amba-
deniya Group, Aranayaks

Sinna Ponnish' Letchimie, ww/o
Naiker Muthusamy, Ambadeniya
Ambadeniya Group, Aranayaka

Therupathy
Division,

,

Sinna Caruppsn  Sandsnam, Yogama Group,
Dehiowita . :

Arunasalam Muthaiah, Abbasi Bstate, Avissa-
wella

Muthusamy Rengasamy, Woodend Estate, Dehio-
wita

Rayappan Savarimuthu, Panawatte Group,
Yatiyantota :

Ramasamy  Perumal, Packialakshmi - Stores, .
Deraniyagala ’

Seerangan Duraisamy, Noori Estate, Noori

Kathan Adaikan, Ullswater Estate, Yatiyantota

Ponnan Ponnsn, Gonagama Estate, Kitulgala

Ramasamy Moockan, Clunes Estate, Dehiowita

Selvan Anns Pitchai, Poronuws Estate, Kaha-
watta : .

Mayandy Sinnish, Ellagalla Estate, Rattota

Samuel Ratnam, Panawatte Estate, ,Y‘&tiyantota'

Nachundu Ramiah, Yogama Group, Dehiowitta
Kattiappan Mookan, Ganapalla Estate, Teligama
Muniandy Kanny, Ganapalla Estate, Teligama

Nallusamy Xitnasamy, Illuktenne Group, Dehio-

Muthuveersn Sinna Sevagan, Sapumalkande
Division, Sapumalkande Group, Dehiowita

' Sinnap&yelea,riappen, Udabage Estate, Deraniya-

gals
Munian Kuppan, Udabage Estate, Deraniyagala

Packiri Sandanam, Clunes Estate, Dehiowita

Kanapathy Gopal; Nahalma Estate, Dehiowita

Ariaputhiran Vellayen-Saravanamuthiu;
gama Estate, Deraniyagala :

AA. 7489/DD—16.5.61 ... Veeramuthu Suppieh, Maldeniya Estate, Dehio-

"AA, 601/D/DD—18.12.50

wita
Mayand: Veerappen,  Pathberiya
Pussella Group, Parakaduwa

Division,

“Anbettia-

Name and relationship to applicant of each person
whose registration . as a citizen of Ceylon
applicant seeks to procure simultuncously with

applicant’s registration as a citizen of Ceylon

Meenatchi (wife), Kamalam (daughter), Siva-
. subramaniam (son), Umapathy (son), Maheswari
(daughser),” Somasunderam (son), Soundara-
rajan (son)

Sevanai (wife)

Patchaiamma alias Patchamuthu (wife), Seva-
nathan (son), Nagamma (daughter), Valliamma
(daughter), Veloosamy (son), Pakiam {daughter),
Mariaie (daughter)

Sellamma alias Mariaie (daughter), Vadivelu
alias Thangavelu (son), Rengamma (daughter), -
Alagiry alias Alagaroo (son), Supramaniam
(son), Rasiah (son), Rasamma (daughter),
Balakrishnan (son), Paramasivan (son)

Anditchy (wife)
Ammunie (wife)
Kadiraie (wife)

Theresa Mary (wife), Irudevaraj (son), Pelomina
(daughter), Suseammal (daughter)
Visalachy (wife), Sanmugam . (son),
Rajah (son) )
Ponnamma (wife), Ratheeama (daugater), Deva-

dason (son), Sevanoco (son)
Annamah (wife), Veloo (son), Thangavel alias
Thangarasoo (son)

Thiyaga

Anpamms (wife), Karuppaie (daughter), Amur-
tham (daughter), Perumaie (daughter), Peru-

mal (son), Thanapackiam (daughter), Siva-
lingam elias Ramen (son)

Kaliamma (wife),  Valliamma  (daughter),
Nagammsa alias  Patchiamma  (daughter),

Parwathy (daughter), Amarawathy (daughter),
Visvalingam (son), Ponnamma (daughter)

Lourdu Marie (wife), Clara (daughter), Flora
Asuntha (daughter), Mercy Angela (daughter)

Nally (wife), Sinna Xaruppiah glias Sinna
Caruppen (son), Karupiah (son), Karuppaie
alias Ramai (daughter), Selvam alias Sinna-
pillai  (daughter), Theivanaie  (daughter),
_ Ponnammah (dapghter), Muthiah (son)

Letchumie (wife), Gnanadeepam alias Olague
(daughter), Mariammal aelias  Amurtham
(daughter),

Cruzemaria alias . Esther’ Maria
(daunghter), Anthony (son), .

Geganathan (son) -
Sinnapillaj (wife), Palany (son), Duraisamy (son).

Karuppaie (wife), Valliamma (daughter), Nara-
yanan alias Narayanasamy (son), Anjalay
(daughter), Arumugam  (son), Pakkiam
(daughter), Pushpam (daughter)

Sellamma (wife), Pappammah alias Papathy
(daughter), Mariaie (daughter), Mylvaganam
olias  Manmathan ' (son), Kaweryammah
(daughter), Ganesan aliass Ramasamy (son),
Danaletchimie (daughter), Meenams (daughter)

Periaeka  (wife), Sathaie alias Muniamma
(daughter), Thangammsa (daughter), Muthu-
samy (son), Marimuthu (son), Palaniaie -
. (daughter),” Carumalagam (son), Gunapathi
+ (daughter) S

Ponnammal  (wife), Kaliammah (daughter),

Pooranam (daughter), Marimuthu (son), Seva-
niah (son), Paruwathie (daughter]

Mariaie (wife), Sevanaie aliags Sivanammal
(daughter), ' Coomarasamy (son)

Sellamma  (wife), Ramasamy (son),

Rasagopal
‘(son), Kamalam (daughter)

' Binnapillai (wife), Mariaie (daugiter), Muniandy

' (son), Kanapathy (son), Parwathy (daughter),
Poomany (daughter), Velambal (daughter)

Agothambal (wife), Vyjayanthamalg (daughter),
Jeganathan (son), Jegathambal (daughter)

Thangamma (wife), Madathy (daughter), Aru-
mugam (son) ' :

Alagammal aligs Alacatha (wife), Jeganathan
alias Goganathan (son), Rajendra (son),
Selvaraj alias Selva Rasu (son), Seemala Jodis-
warie (daughter), 8ri Sukumar (son)
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. Miscellaneous Departmental Notices
CHANGE OF MANAGEMENT

K/Kossinna B. M. §.

UNDER the provisions of section” 8L (i) of the Education
Ordinance, No. 31 of 1939, it is hereby notified for general
information that Mr. D. H. Pandita Gunawardens, General
Manager, Buddhist Theosophical Society, Colombo 11, has been
appointed as the Manager of the above school, w.e.f. 1.8.1960,
relieving Mr. G. H. B. Ekanayake, Education Officer, Central
Province; who was temporarily functioning as Manager of the
said school. . '

S. F. pp Sinva,
Director of Education.
ASK 2991, '
Education Department;
- Malay Street,
Colombo 2, 22nd February, 1960.

CHANGE OF MANAGEMENT [

C/Dehiwala Yiharadevi Yidyalaya

UNDER the provision of section 81 (1) of Ordinance No. 31
of 1939, it is hereby notified for general information that upon
the recommendation of Galle Somaratana Thero, proprietor of
above school, I have appointed Mr, J. Gunawardena, Heladiva
Buddhist Educational Society Ltd., Malwatta Road, Dehiwala,
as Manager of above school, with effect from 16.10.59.

S. F. pp Smva,
. Director of Education.
Education Department,
Malay Street,
Colombo 2, 25th March, 1960.

CHANGE OF MANAGEMEI‘WT J/PONNAYELY PRIY.
T. M. SCHOOL

IT is hereby notified for the information of the general public,
that Mr. Kumarasamy -Arulambalam has resumed duties as
. manager of J/Ponnavely Private Tamil Mixed School with
effect from 10.9.59 relieving Mr. P. Sittampalavanar who ceased
to be acting manager with effect from 9.9.59.

8. F. pr Smva,

Director of Education.
ASO 38119,

Education Department,
' Malay Street,
Colombo 2, 24.2.1960.

KU/ATURUWELA GALPEELA B. M. §.

NOHCE is hereby given for the information of the General
Public that the above school situated at Aturnwels, Galpeels,
in the Kurunegala District of the North-Western Province and
under the management of the General Manager, Buddhist
Academy. of Ceylon, Mattegoda, Polgasowita, has been provi-
sllgn;ély registered as a grant-in-aid school with effect from

8. F. pr Smva,
Director of Education.
ABJ 4787
Education Departrent,
Malay Street,
Colombo 2, 1st April, 1960.

KU/OTARA KIRUWANPOLA B. M. 8

NOTICE is hereby given for the information of th

Public that the above school, situated at Otara,. ® pemeral

E:dthe dKur;J]i:egs,la Dism'c: of the North-Western Province
. under the management of Generasl Manager, Mahabodhi

Society of Ceylon Ltd., 180, Maligakanda Roagd, Colomﬁo 10,

has been provisionall ist -in-ai i
oftact oo 18 o y registered as a grant-in-aid school mfh

. 8. F. pr Smva,
Diréctor of Education.
B ABTY D4930

ucation Department,
Malay Street, "
Colombo 2, 1st April, 1960.

Kiruwaunpola, -

THE CEYLON (PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS) ORDER
IN COUNCIL, 1946

Election of a Member for Electoral District No. 120—Pelmadulla

NOTICE is hereby given under section 71 (1) of the Ceylon
(Parliamentary Elections) Order in Council, 1946, that the
return respecting .election expenses of Atukorale, E. C. J., &
candidate at the above election, and the declarations made in
respect of such return, were received by me on the 30th day
of March, 1960, and that. such return and declarations can be
inspected, on payment of a fee of one rupee, at any time
during office hours at the Ratnapura Kachcheri, during the six
months next after the publication of this notice in the Govern-
ment Gazetle. ]
L. B. ABRYARATNB,
Returning Officer,
Electoral District No. 140—Pelmadulla.
The Kachcheri, '

Ratnapura, April 3, 1960.

THE CEYLON (PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS) ORDER

IN COUNCIL, 1846

Election of a Member for Electoral District No. 122—Rakwana

NOTICE is hereby given under section 71 (1) of the Ceylon
(Parliamentary Elections) Order in Council, 1946, that the return
respecting election expenses of Wickremasinghe, C.C. & candidate
at’ the above election, and the declarations made in respect of

'such return, were received by me on the lst day of April, 1960,

and that such return and declarations can be inspected, on pay-
ment of a fee of one rupee, at any time during office hours at
the Ratnapura Kachcheri during the six months next after the
publication of this notice in the Government Gazette.

L. B. ABEYARATNE,
Returning Officer,
Electoral District No. 142—Rakwana.
The Kachcheri,
Ratnapura, April 4, 1960.

COMPANIES ORDINANCE, No. 51 OF 1938

Notice under Section 277 (8) to Strike Off Central Omnibus
Companies’ Amalgamated City Seryices, Limited

WHEREAS there is reasonable cause to believe that Central
Omnibus Companies’ Amalgamated City Services, Limited, a
company incorporated on 80.7.1951, under the provisions of the
Companies Ordinance, No. 51 of 19388, is not carrying on
business or in operation:

And whereas notice dated 14.7.59 was published in the Ceylon
Government Gazette No. 11,814 of July 24, 1959, that the
name of Central Omnibus Companies’ Amalgamated City
Services, Limited, would at the expiration of three months
from that date, be struck off the register unless cause was
shown to the contrary:

And  whereas Central Omnibus Companies’ Amalgamated,
City Services Limited, has not shown cause to the contrary
within the period of three months aforesaid:

Now therefore I, Walter Mahesa Sellayah, Registrar of
Companies, acting under section 277 (5) of the Companies
Ordinance, No. 51 of 1988, do by this mnotice declare that
Central Omnibus Companies Amalgamated City Services,
Limited, was this day struck off the Register of Companies and
the said company is dissolved.

W. M. Sewtavan,
) Registrar of Companies.
Department of the Registrar of Companies,
Colombo 1, April 1, 1960.

COMPANIES ORDINANCE, No. 81 OF 1938
Notice under Section 277 (8) to Strike Off General Industries,
Limited

WHEREAS there is reasonable cause to believe that General
Industries, Limited, a company incorporated onm 9.3.56, under
the provisions of the Companies Ordinance, No. 51 of 1938, is
not carrying on business or in operation:.

Now know ye that I, Walter Mahesa Sellayah,” Registrar of
Companies, acting under section 277 (3) of the Companies
Ordinance, No. 51 of 1938, do hereby give notice that at the
expiration of three months from this date the name of General
Industries, Limited, will, unless cause is shown to the contrary,
be struck off the Register of Companies kept in this office and
the company will be dissolved. .

W. M. SeLiAvam,
. . C- ‘Registrar -of Companies.
Department of the Registrar of Companies, :
Colombo 1, April 1, 1960.
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COMPANIES ORDINANCE, No. 51 OF 1938

Notice under Section 277 (8)'to Strike Of Sri Lanka Films,
Limited

WHEREAS there is reasonable cause to believe that Sri Lanka
" Films, Limited, a company incorporated on 23.8.55, under the
‘provisions of the Companies Ordinance, No. 51 of 1988, is not
carrying on business or in operation:

Now know ye that I, Walter Mahesa Sellayah, Registrar of
Companies, acting under section 277 (3) of the Companies
Ordinance, No. 51 of 1938, do hereby give notice that at the
expiration of three months from this date the name of Sri Lanka
Films, Limited, will, unless cause is shown to the contrary,
be struck off the Register of Companies kept in this office and
the company will be dissolved.

W. M. Srniayasm,

Registrar of Companics.
Department of the Registrar of Companies, )
Colombo 1, April 1, 1960.

CEYLON GOYERN‘?&ENT RAILWAY

S0
. Level Crossing Repairs
7
THE Level Crossing at il
Valley Line, -on Model Faym_Road, between Cptta, Road and
Narahenpitiya Railway Stations, wil] be partially closed to all
vehicular traffic, from '8 p.m. to 10 p.m. on Sgturday, April 9,

1960, and to\mlly closed from 10 p.m. on Saturday, April 9,
1960, to 7 a.m,‘on Sunday, April 10, 19§0. g

- .
During the pefiod of total closure, vehfcular traffic will be
diverted through Ayurvedic Lying-in-Home private Road.
2

" anilps,\ 42 chains, 48 flinks, Kelani -

INTERRUPTION TO TRAFFIC ON ROADS

THE section of the Colombo-Puttalam road between the bridge
No. 82/6 and the 82nd mile-post will be closed to all traffic
until further notice for the purpose of re-constructing the
bridge.

Tﬁe alternative routes are through the Kachcheri Road, Fort
Road and Kurunegala Road.

T. GUNARATNAM,
for Director of Public Works.

P. W. D. Head Office,
Colombo, April 1, 1960.

INTERRUPTION TO TRAFFIC ON ROADS
Eastern Division—Batticaloa District
KATTANKUDY ROAD—4TH MILE

THE above road is closed for through traffic beyond culvert

"No. 4/3 from 1st April to 81st May, 1960.

Heavy traffic will have to use this road from both ends and
turn back at this point.

Light traffic could go through the following V. C. roads:—

Market Street and Power House Street.

T. GUNARATNAM, -
for Director of Public Works.

Public Works Office,

Colombo, 1.4.60.

INTERRUPTION TO TRAFFIC ON ROADS
Eastern Division—Batticaloa District
SITTANDI-MOROKODDANCHENAI ROAD--18T MILE
1T'HE above road is closed for through traffic beyond culvert
No. 1/2 from 7th April to 7th May, 1960.
Traffic will have to use this road from both ends and turn
back at this point.
_.T. GUNABATNAM,
L for Director of Public Works.
Public Works Office,
Colombo, 1.4.1960.

“Excise Ordinance” Notices

LOCAL OPTION POLL—COLOMBO DISTRICT
'1959-60

IT is hereby notified that in terms of Rule 6 of the Excise Notification, No. 146, published in the Government Gazetts, No. 7,478 of
AW 14, 1925, as amended by Excise Notification Nos. 180, 187, 184, 221, 225, 231 and 401, I have appointed the under-mentioned
date, time and place for recording the votes for the purpose of ascertaining whether 60 per centum of the Voters in the Final List

of Voters are in favour of re-opening with effect from October 1, 1960, the arrack tavern and the toddy tavern in the village of
Weliwita, Kaduwels in the District of Colombo as shown below :— .

Name of Tavern Date Time Place (Polling Station) Villages comprising the
Voting area

1 Arrack Tavern and 1 May 7, 1960 ..

toddy tavern in the village

of Weliwita in the District

of Colombo

8 a.m. to 12 noon Ambatale Government Boys’ Divisional Revenue Officer,
and 1 p.m. to School, C/Mulleriyawa- Hewagam Korale, Homa-
6 p.m. Udumulla, Angoda, P. O. gama Division :—

(i) No. 475, Weliwita

(ii) No. 478, Talahena

(iii) No. 474, Hewagama

(iv) No. 501, Mulleriyawa
North

(v) No. 503, Mulleriyawa-
Himbutana

{vi) No. 502, Mulleriyawa-

Udumulla

°

The Kacheheri, G. P. Taus y
Colombo, April 2, 1960. ey

Government Agent, C. D.
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