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16/ 08/ 2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Be it placed on record that at an earlier point of
time BIFR reconmmended four subsidiaries of NTC to be viable
and four others not being so viable. Subsequently, as
appears from the records, show cause notices were issued
for the non-viable units as to why the units would not be
wound up. But on consideration of the matter in detail and
upon hearing the contentions as raised by the wunits
concerned, BIFR felt it proper to alter their views as
regards viability of units and by reason whereof an anmended
schene was circul ated approving the rehabilitation of all
the eight units subsidiaries of NIC

M. Al'taf  Ahnad, | earned Additional Solicitor
General of India, upon instructions, submtted that the
Governnment is prepared to accept the recomendations of
BIFR resulting in the revival of 44 units representing
eight subsidiary wunits. As regards the time frane, M.
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Additional Solicitor-General of India, has stated that the
time frame as appears fromthe Scheme, would be duly
observed and there would not be any difficulty on that
score. Such a statement is recorded. Be it noted that M.
A. D. N. Rao, appearing for BIFR clarified that apart from
these 44 units there are other non-viable nills and units.
Incidentally, BIFR has al so recommended introduction of VRS
inall the units covering eight subsidiaries of NTC

M. ADN Rao further submitted that nearly 30
thousand surplus enployees would be given VRS within the
anbi t of the VRS schene and such schenme would be
i mpl emented within two years i.e. by Mrch, 2004.

M. Additional Solicitor-General further stated that
the Central Government is not in a position to give
additional financial assistance to neet the increased
demands but in the event NTC inproves its performance and
generate additional anount required for revision of scales,
Governnment woul d be inplenenting such a revision

The statenment of M. Additional Solicitor-General is
t hereby recorded.

Let these matters appear on 29-8-2002.
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