G4¢y jZ;adgguéayz VISAKHAPATNAM-1,

SECRETARY,
Aadhta Pradesh Trade Unioa Congress. D/ 13 Al st 19 Lde

To

The Registrar of Tru'e Unions,
Andhra iradesh, HyJerabadsDri.
Shilily

Sub: Trade Unions - Certified copy of rules relating to Poil shulasis
Union, Vizag.
Refs Your letter No.GS/29403/58 dated 2-3-1453.

I thank you very much for the supply of the certif'ied cop; of the ULye-
laws of the union. In the letter cited abowe it wus stated that "ihe annual retur.
*relating to Por*t Khalasis Union for the year 1355-06 and 14o6-57 and 1907-05 has
"not “een received. Hence,it is not possible to send copies of accounts wud list
"of office bearers." From this it is obvious that the union had not subiitted

the annual returns pertaining to these three ycars.

I may mention in this connection that certuin serious alle_atious
regarding the funds of the union were made against the president of the uniou
in a printed leaflet dated 7-10-57 which was said to have been issued by some of
the members of the union. The same issue was also raised o. the floor of the

Assembly some time back.

Not taking the complaints into consideration, even aikwi otherw.ce us
stated above the union failed to comply with the provisions of section 25 of
Indian Trade Unions Act, 1926, and it has been coutinuously defaulting for the
last three years. Yet the provisions of the section 1U aud/or 31 of the said
act were not invoxed ard the union is continued to exist. The reason for this
is only a matter of inference. Further, a leuaflet dated 50-7-58 wwus icsued by
the union saying that Port Khalascis Union ceased to exist with effect from
30-7-1958. This was done obv1ouslj taxz with a view to escupe from the respoa~
£itility of awdAxt gettin.- the *uaéﬁébf the union audited and subuit.iu_ the came

to the Registrar of Trade Unions,
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Beadlas.65 Estd 1936,

The Vizagapatam Harbour & Port Wurkers Unmn
Harbour Approach -Road, VISAKHAPATNAM— .
GJ ) ) e

Our K. sf d.vo CAMé@/‘:S ' . %af& Q,[—‘ﬁ--—— . 79&"5’
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The Chief Labour Commissioner | e 5_5“_
Hutments, Ourudwsba Road, NEE DECHL © o o

' i B o

Sir, Disgute het.ween wor kmen ands ‘management

- «A.Ackermans & Van Har enﬂg%gggg -
Sun orzagaptam - Heference of §onus g8l f"
Adjudication -~ Request of,

oreSssewan

The government of India thro, the Port Administrative Officer
Vizagapatam Port, have entrusted the work of dredging in the Fort
Area to M/S. S.A.Ackermane & Van Harren, India Ltd., V!zasagatam.
The work was completed and the concern,except a skelat fon/left
India, According to our information the total amount paid to
this concern was & 71,565,326, The total wage bill for a montgnd
of the workers wss about & 8, 000. The total period of work/for
which the workers were paid\about 2% years. That {s to say
the amount paid ap wages was 2,40,000 but I concede B 3,00,000
on this account.2ven then this amount is almost 1/24I;§gf the
Govt., paid to them. Hence our/olaimed 3 months wages as bonus
for the entire pariod. A8 the management was not responsilvhe
to the demand the conciliation pfoceedinga began in April lasat.
The management then stated that the accounte books of the Company
were with the Income Tay authorities and they would be able to
wake up their mind only when the books weere returned. They
cont inued \to waintain the same position even to-day. This can
only be understood as delaying matters and gaining time to pdok off.
Ueanwhile the director of the Cozpany has left this Country.

The payment of Bonus is linked up with the net profits of
the concern but not on the fact whether concern is contractor
or not. in this oconnection 1 would like to state that the
Lummus Company - India undertook the construction of Caltex 041
Refinery at Vizagapatam and the eaid company existed during the
construction of the refinery. Vhen there was a dispute regsrding

P.T.0,
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regarding the payment of bopus the Government of Axi&hra Pradesh
in their 0.0, We. H0.667 Sooial Welfare & Lebotr dstel 29-7-1967
refer,u the dispute for adjudication. 'l'be Industrial Tribunel,
uyderab-ad had awarad bonus and the avard | eubodied in 6.0, Ks.
No.1260 Sooial Welfare & lLabour dated 30~11-1957.

Under the d_ii'éumsta%cfea; 1 request you to use your good
office for reference of dispute (bonus) between the workmen and
management of $.A.Ackermans & Van Harren India Lfndf. at an
early date. e | QB o b

Yours faithfully,

Ml Blo Srcacnn .
. Breside ?’m,“

Vmgapatam arbour
: Port Worhrs" Umn. ‘
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PHONE : 95728,

PHE MADRAS HARBOUR WORKERS’ UNION

President:

M. RAMASWAMY

Vice.Presiden’s:
KALYANT KUMARAMANGALAM, .4,

MEMBER:, MADRAS DDCK-LABDUR BOARD

T. R. GANESAN, ».¢.

S. NAGIAH

General Secretary :
A. S. K. IYENGAR, u.a.

FOUNDED IN 1946 - REGISTRATION No. 429

(AFFILIATED WITH ALT.U.C. & W.F.T.U.)

N ““ BHAGAT HOUSE ™

1173, Broadway,
MADRAS-1.

A7 3 ) - o .
Ref. No. HU/ APDF/36/58 Date, . .20 =Y~ 195" .

MEMBER, MADRAS DROLK-LABDUR BUARD &

MEMBER,DOCK-WORKERS® AQVISORY COMMITTEE

Sacrelaries:

S. Thangasami
M. Poraikalam
K. R. Ramaswami
B. N. Sreeramulu

DO,
%y Dear Com, Kale,

Received your letter d4/1i7-9-1858, 1 am
sorry due to pressure of work, I put off and then for-
got to reply to your esarlier letter, which 1 whould
have done, I sincerely apologlse,

On night of 12th of tuis month I tried to
contact you on the Phone to find out if the Federation
was to meet on 15th a&s earlier announced,

I was not able to get st you as I was
told that there was no Phone at Ghansaw Bagh, One
Mukerje: or so from the Union Office, which I contsc~
ted, told me that you were in Bombay and nad not left
for Delhi, Since I was in doubt, I rang up Cow, Deb-
Kumar Ganguly (Calcutta) and heard that the Federation
Leadership had postponed the scheduled Meeting, Noktl
dorning Deb Kumar confirmed it by & Telegram, And
thats that,

1 am surprised to find that the Federation
Leadershlip takas such a leisurely view of tuings like
postponing 8 mesting without informing the constituent
units in time, about it, In fact I had already bought
a Rallway Ticket which had to be returned and some
woney lost in the process, not to spezk of tnc tremen-
dous stress and straim on the braln,

Moreover, it is strange tinat the Fedsration
takes decisions to sult individual conveniences, espe-

cially of just one or two parsons - however big they
way be - Mr, Plllel is away snd so you must postpone,

A8 regardf&g ¥r, Pillal and his Union, thsy
are making scurrilous attacks on we personally ann then

py Union, Even basic honest} is even go-py.

I am enclosing hersewith s printed leufllat
where they state, "the Fox with its Tsil Cut"™ ete,,=tc,
You write to me to say that Mr., Piliai will return
from abroad and then the EillenMium]} well, you mey

have lmwmense fsith in your Colleagues of ths Fedevration,

but it is too much to expect all of us, wno zre the
actuul victiams, to share your infinite f{aitp,

_\?/J_
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And the Pederation does mot even ecare
to do what is normall,expected to be done in the
matter of routine work, I sent ny affiliation fee
of %,200/- to Hr, Shenti Patel, by Postal Grder,
I requested him by a letter to kindly send a duly
stanmped receipt for purposes of accounts and audit,
Ho has not cared to do it to this date, Is this
how you treat a Registered Irade Union, which un-
like your Federation, is bound %o keep their accounts
perfect which are subjected to audit,

I do not know what you intend to do with
xy two points, I ralsed long agoi~

(1) Democratisation of the Faderation,

(2) Changing the Affiliation Fes,

The sscond is inwvitably linked with
the first, and 1 would 1like you not $o shelve it,

Meanwhile let me assure you of ny very
warns regards for you,

(A8, K, IYENG AR)

1, Com, Dedb Kumar GangRly Calcutta),
2. Com. u.v.Bhadram“n%v1s§g§. .

3. Com, K,A.Hajmn, {Cochin),

4, Cow, a.K.Shaw, (Kandla).

5, Com, S.A.Dange, li.P., (New Delhi),

Copy tos



-4 DEC 1958 .
Telephone :- 45 -1163
45 -1302

CALCUTTA PORT SHRAMIK UNION

( REGD. NO. 10)
( Amalgamating Calcutta Port Trust Employees’ Association &
Calcutta Port Mazdoor Panchayet )
“PORT SHRAMIK BHAWAN”
26, PIPE ROAD, CALCUTTA-23

f'f‘/{/ 3 Dated.. PSCT+ 2, 198

No.

The General Secretgry, . 2
4’/{ *:Z ;’ét.é‘\, 7’7 o ([’ﬂVLL&’L'v ’@4'\/7 &V’ g

Comrade,

We intend to publish in our monthly orgzan"Port
Shramik"(in Benzali) the considered views of all the
Central Trade Unlon Organlsations or "The Trade Union
Movement in India - its nature and problems” in the form
of articles.

We therefore urge on you to extend your co-opera-
tion to make our venturs a success.

ifo'irs fraternally,

:R;J‘ ’il
teneral Secretar,



Regd No 65 {2 BEC 1958

Esd 1936,

The Vizagapatam Harbour & Port Workers Uniun, )

Harbour Approach Road, VISAKHAPATNAM-L., 4 ade
(Du'z cps c:z'\ Pﬁgé)'/ .58 9"%/ Ba 10“ 12~ .4_758 .

To ged
The Port Administrative

Officer,
Vizagapatam Fort, YIZAGAPATAM,

Dear Sir, 1
Eleven Khalasis of the Floatirg Fipe Line were placed
under euspension on 27- 9-58 and continued to be so even #o-day. ption

The efforts that were made for an acioable settlewent did not duced
materialise and the Conciliation also did not fructify., Even .
then the Union did not want to precipitate wmatters. But, on

behalf of the Union, :? :mspated, to the Conoiliation Officer ,
that while keeping the guestion of esuspensions away redefining

the dutiee of the said khslasis be under taken, which is the e
root cause for the suspensione. This was suggested in view of

the separation of Pipe Line from the Dredger and should be ind

compl eted befora tbe end of Novezber. . The Oonaﬂiation Officer is
had conveyed to u that the tort Bdmini strative Officer had had-

agreed to this and wanted an essurance that the worlura sould o
We-

not resort to acte subversive of disoipline. Y assured hin rand

in this reapeot. and advised the pipe line khalasis acoordingly. ing

Since then \L have not oome across a complalnt‘even a minor one —
against them. Thus the Union acted upto its mht and expected on
of the adainietration the same. But 1 sw sorry to say that the
administration has not yet woved an inoh in the direction of ined
redefining the duties of the khalasis. The administration, it

yees
appeare o wze, wants to delay the matter unler one exouse or the
other and derive pleasure in keeping them under suspension
indefinitelys M
Secondly, nine shore khalahds in the 1.0,.%. seotion of |38
the Engineering Depsrtuent weres suspended trom-du.ty gince - -

20-11=58, for the eo oalled refusal to carry out a particalar
job which they hal never dons nor was it a part of their duties
at any time in the past. The negotiations failed particularly
vecsuse of the novel ideap on DISCIPLINE entertained by the
P-T,0,
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tne Adminietration, Even after that the adainistretion never made
an attempt to conduot the ususl engpiry presoribed unier the -
central Civil Services (Claassifiont:on, Control and Appsel)Rules
and disgoee of the case aven though it io rore than 2.daye paseed
since the euspension, :

Finally, one greaeer in the Lobile Cranes of the Mechanicsl
department wie placed under suspension from C=10=58 to 31=10-58
for the rsaeon that he had left the otation without the prior sanction
to attend the funersl of his brother's wife at guntur.  Be produced
during the enjuiry the certified copy of tho.talozrim which was -
received by him at sbout 7 4n the ¢vening and he had left for
Guntur by the 7-40 p.x. train. FEven in suoh a gtate he was con-
Mous of his duties., As such he sent the leave application
through his co~worker and & neighbour, 411 the above facts were
proved ani the offiocer oconcerned sccepted that it wae & genuine
case, But hs was so mechanical as to stiock to 'Pfior Sanoction' and
not prepared to exonorste bix of the so0 “Hﬁ‘g offence. If thia {e
not a fit chse where the prior genction @uld not be insisted
I way state that only SANYASIS who have no sooial oblisa}ig(_m whate
eoever, alone are fit to be ewployed in the port or &8s sagic wvand
& &e should be able to convert all the existing
omployees into Sanyasis.

Unier the oirourstances and in accordance with the resolutien
of tne¢ Oeneral Body of the Union held on 3-12-68, I heredby give
notice unier 5¢0.22 of the I.D. 4ct,1947 that if the dexanis contained
in the sannexure are not oconceded within fourteen daye, the ezployess
will go on atrike efter the said day.

urs fajthfull
i \/%; : ’.1uﬂ¢wxﬂ\

vopy to: s
1. Suretar to Oovt. Kinietry of General Secre"”ﬁ)\“’
“trens a Gounnlcationa. Kew Delhi, Vieagapatam Harbour and
2. Seore !'y to Govt. Linietry of Labour Port Workers' Unieni
&agloymant. Nev Delbi.
Chief Labour Cojmissioner, Hew ilolhi.
4. FReglional Labour Commiseioner ral.
5. Conoiliation Officer, Central,Viza
6. vthri S.a.Denge, YU.P. General Becra
311 India Trade Union Congress, New Dd

P.T.O.
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L1
1« The orders ot anaiension saved on thc eleven Khalaain
of Pipe Line wec should be canoslled and the duties
of the Fipe Line Khalasie be rﬂeﬂnd ;mmedintely.
2. The » gunalon of the 9 khalaain of the Eminecring ‘Depte,
should be ocencelled.
e

Thg suspenerion of Shri K, hHarachander Huo, kobile Urane
Driver

should hlso be caneeued.

J it e n-nhno.n

el
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.

s The Vizagapatam Harbour & Port Workers' Union,
/o 5 Harbour Approach Road VISAKHAPATNAM-I.

Our cﬂ"j.-: f cfh-’o.._é'fs /,f / .S.hi' Date 19"8.‘. 1958 :

To .
The 8Secretary to Govt. of India,
uiniatﬁy of Trgnapgrﬁ % Communications (Transport Wing)
> oy el 1.

Sir,

Départmentaliaatinn of shore labour -
ubsge Representation of,

Refs= Your letter No.i7-PLA(16)/58, Dt.29th.A '58.

The issue is pending with Govt. of India for the last four
monthe and a deoision is yet to be taken in the matter. Veanwhile
certain developrents had taken place which I fesl it my duty to
bring to your notice for your conaideration and which may have a
bearing on the subject.

1 have &he occasaion to go thro; a printed notice (in Telugun)
dated 30« 7-563 which was iesued jointly by the Port Khalasie Union
and Doock Workers Union. The notice says that the Fort Khalasis
union had been diesolved and as all the workers had already joined
the DOCK WORKERS®' UNION, the Port Khalasis Union ceased to exist
with effect from 30- 7-58 and the Dock Workers Union would funotion
from Ist.August 1968, Not going into the details of the -
frregudarities or otherwise of this change, it will certainly
have repurcussions on our (Vizagapatam Harbour & Port Workers'
Union) relations with the administration.

ln this connection 1 would like to astate here ocertain facte.
THE VIZAGAPATAM HARBOUR & PORT WORKERS' UNION came into existence
in the year 1936 an@ was recognised by the Government §n ﬁgﬁngar
1941, thie union has eince been representing generally the/III
artieans, Class Iv)w temporary and casual labour engaged and
paid direotly by the Yort Administration, There 18 one Port
Non-0azet ted Offzfﬁfa' Association which came into existence in
the year 1946 which bas been representing the supervisory and
the oclerical staff, This imxxkay assooiation im also a
recognieed one, There i8 no rivalry between th- *

P.T,0,
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‘The Vizagapatam Harhour & Port Workers' Union, %7

.. Harbour Approach Road, VISAKHAPATNAM-I.

Our Rf a;}'o.ﬁi(/_lz/_fg sy 4 Date il & = 19 5%
. a7 | )
s /,,./"" %\%@
\ W
Jear Corrade Dange, ¢L3

Inclosed please find copies of letters and they are self-
explanatory. The president of both the Unions (Port Khalasgis
Union and Dock Workers Union ) is one and the same 1i.e. Shri
B.G.t.A.Narasingarao, L.L.A. (Congresas). Both the Unjons are

affilistea to INTUC..

The Govt. nf India in the Tripartite conference in Port
Transport Industry held in Nov.1956 have given an assurance 4o
departorentalise Shore Labour and Ore Labour. The lncal Port
autanrities were reluctant to do eo. However, the shore labour
( connected with clezrance of ivported materisls from the Quay
wall ) has been taken nver by the adrinietratiog w.e. from
27- 3- 53 though not in the full eenge of the word. The
contract of handliné?fangannsp Ore 1is azning to terminate on
5/6 - 9-53. But the lncel authorities bhad nat/any arrangrent s
tn Lake over the sare work, On the othar hand thﬂyinvitpd
teasere and the '"TINLTS' Conmittee has pade its recomrendstinng
accepting the lowest tenaer, uepartnentalieation reane elinina~-
tion of all ~iddle ren whn are robbing the workers and direct
payrent tn workere, Giving the wirk to a cnntractnr ceone con-
tigustinsn of expleitation of the workers,

Since there is eope tive left, plecse move in the matter and
do the needfnl.

with greeticgs,
Ynure fraternally,
Mo fada,
' President;
Vizagapatam Harbowr and
Port Workers' Uniea.
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There was no third union recognised by the Government of india
to represent the rort Staff. It is necessary to mention in thie
oonne;tion that when the rort was unier the administrative control
of the Uinistry of Railways, there existed a branch of National
Union of Railwaymen, the mesbership of which wae mainly confined
to t.he’ﬁ;xrfio department of this rort. This branch was never
recognised by the rort ddministration or by the. covernment to
represent the rort Staff., This branch came to .an end when the
admini stration of the rort was tranafen'ed to the Hin.iatry of
Transport. SR PR

But in the month of March 1957 some of, the staff (Tally
clerks, tally men and casual tallymen) of the ’{/fﬂo department
have orgenised a union DOCK WORKIRS UNION By name, 8nd was regis-
tered under the provisions of Indian Trade I_Jni_qna'_bot..' 1926 on
19- 9-1957,  The membership of this union was confined to the
employees of the threa -cateso'riea meptionnd.a}?o}p_'gs per rule 3
of that union which says "Any person who ia ezployed in i‘.he
Vieagaptam Port as Tally clerk, Tallymen or &s a ocapual Tallywa”
clerk and who is not delow }ha age of 15 yeara mhall be eligible
to become an ord inary mezber of tne Union.'_p;'qv.i_ded' be sgrees
to abide by the rules and bye-laws that may be made by the Union
from tige to tizme". This union when -aouahﬂt .rzlecolshition of
the tort Administration was refused obviously on t;he, ground this
union was a rivael to the already recognised ﬁniona. 'd'dE VIZAGAPATAV
RARBOUR & PORT WORKERS UNION &nd THE FORT NON-GAZETTED OFFICFRS
ASSOCIATION, : 4

To understand the implications of the present change cited
above the connecting link is the role of the. Yort Zhalasis Union.
This union came into existence in the year 1951 and ever since
representing the stevedore and other oontraoto_rs' labour connected
with the loadlnslcand unloading operationa. ~ This union has
nothing to dojthe eaployees of the fort. I 'sm not concerned
nor interested in how thie union has been functfoning for the
few years, but the change referred to abovo neceasid?ted to bring
in certain facts. - The leader of this Union continuoualy failed
to get the funis of the Union amdited and th_é Ret

F.P.0.
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under section 28 of the Indian Trade Unions Adt 1926 submitted
to the Registrar of Trade Unions of Andhra Pradesh, for the last
three years.  This statement can be sdbataniiated from the
relevant portion of the letter No.O 3/29435/58 dt.2- 8-58 of
the Hegistrar of Trade Unions, Andhra Pradeah addreasod to me.
It reads “The annual return relating to Port Khalasia Union for
the year 1955-56 and 1956-57 and 1957-58 has nd% been received.
Hence, it is not poseible"to send oopiea of aocounta and list
of office bearers.” Further, serious allesations rogarding
the tunda of the Union were mad ¢ aaainat the Fresident of the
union in]printad paxphl et dated 7-10-57 whioh was issued by
some merbers of that umion. The same issue was also rai sed
on the floor of the Asserbly of Andhra Pradeeﬁ. ;Jgh time back
Un 8= 7-58 the.president of the Union was manbandlad fb; not
accounting for the funds of the union for the'IZB%Q?Ew years
by the members in a meating_o; that gnion and_the'police‘had to
come to his rescue and escort him home. To get-over'tbié
difficulty the president of the union thought it best to wind
up the show and the result of which was the printed notice
referred to above. 1 may not be misunderatood for‘mantionins
the fact that Shri B.G.U.A. Narashingarao, M.L.A. (Congress)
was the presideat of both the unlons i.e. Port Khalasis Union
and Dock Workeres Union. He, as the preaident of‘?brt\Khaiaaie
union has conducted as rany as ten strikes during the year 1957
as 8 result of which the Govt. of India had to ?paj a demurr-ge
to the tune of about & 10,00,000.  The then Port Administrative
Officer had a aofttgfrher for this gentleran and had abetted
his activities to [extent of making him the recruiting officer
for ehore labour for the imports particularly the Bhilai Steel.
Not withstanding the fact that complints against the
dissolution of the rort Khallassis Union of ﬁggéfergef-of port

Khalasis Union with the Dock Workers Uniqn,[atready made to the
Registrar of Irade Unigns Andhra fradesh, now the membership

W :
of Dock Workers Union [ composed of Tally Clerke, Tally zen
r.T.0.



- and Casual tally megdgll engaged and paid direotlg by the rort
ab ine

administration, ‘the recently departmentalieed lebour and

stevedore gangmen, winchmen of the atevedore oompanies. and
ore labour. | . A
1 am also herewith enclosing a copy of my letter to
the Registrar of Trsde Uniona, _Andbra Pradesh, am a copy of
Complaint by a meaber of the Port Khalaaib*”ﬂhion %o the
Registrar of Trade Unione foy your information. .
Under the olrcnnstanoea. 1 raquest you, to conaider -
all aspects of the fssue and pags orders.
Enel A wbove £ !ouréifﬁiﬁhfully. :
AR Ao o P il Sy
- _Presideny

2L Vm#iapafam ‘Harbour lﬂ
- "Port: Wukers Unica, -

rOT.O. i
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