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The autenthn of the Miristry of Flnance tes.ls
invited to MJ,H.A. O M.Ho 39/3/59-Estt(a) dated 31.8,196C
0.M,.No, 7/28/63-Estt<A) dated 22.12.196k4, and O4M
Estt (A} dated 1%.7.197 ; which lgy down the guide
following the 'sealed gover' procedure ang forig
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denial of benefits eveh to those who hgd not hae

any of the prescribed penalities as a result of
proceedings hut were O_ly issued a warning. Th
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