{

i)

i
&

omon
Ve 35.&-’&

(4
- e

B i Y
S e i@

o~

(wl? \ f
gl 2{.,-’,' -
chool

S,

®

N

N

8!

Lo

T

Ly
Pl

RES0]

g
b1

24

payment of

ove

%

pr

5
e
ch

2rd agr

BO &

The T

*
s

W

LT

e

the

¥ P ol
K Ol

WO

&

s

G &1

Op s

vork sh

b

s

for

58
DUl
¥
k

P

of labc
tioned by

e
P e ¥

a7y

of
al

amount

o 7
YV e

{
Wy

0

(

o N
®

-
1§




Lo :
9
6. To read Senitary report on Dacca Centonment.

RESCLUTION Read and noted.

7. To consider appointment of a petty works contractor fox
Bosrd, to carry out miscellznecus and petty jobs of repair

Khan who is slge

RESCLUTION : The appeintment of M/S Abdul Ealim

i 7 MES term contractor is approved for the year 1956-50,

iNo other suiteble person is

o

oming forwsrd to work as

Cantonment Board's petty work Contractor.
8, To consider C.E.C's letter No. CBD/Rul/48/58 dated 12th auly

1958 regarding increased grant-in-aid to Cantonment Board Lo

suprlement extra expenditure invclved on account of grent of =

allowances to Pakistan Cantonment Servants at Centrsl Coverrment X

el rates.

RIESCLUTION : Considered and approved.

o, To censider quotstions for the annual supply of night soil
aeceptacl ney stores for the year 1958-59,

les drum and conservy
Juotat s were mXxE called for from 7 firms out of which only

four quotations were received. The quctation of /S Qalsar Hussain
udhry is the lowest.

RESCLUTION : Supply of conservancy artleles should he made from .the

; cheapest sources viz. ¥/% Qaisar Hussain Chowdhury

wn

except for Night Soil Receptacles and Rubbi: sh Bins

for which the swuy

Allen Berry & Co = the best and cheapest source.

10. To consider G.E's letter No. 4010/13¢ t!bmé duted

mmending purclase of A destal Fan 20" illa
~Os+ of Rs. 718/= for use ntonment Modern Sahael
provision exists.

#ESOLUTICN & Provision of two ceiling fans be made in the Zhasha

: room instead of Pedest
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1l. Reference Cantonment Board

To cons ist in accordsnce

! 18 5€58T
with sectlon ”2 of the Laltsnm&n*w Act, 1924,

RESCLUTION : The C.E. and the CEC should their recommendstiong
*
regarding the assessment of the
! .
i -
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