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5001) 8,0.Ms Np. 212(R.Didled.) dated 7.3.72.
- 11) From the Board of Revenue(ILR), L.Dis.L.10/73

..o dated 3.12473. : : : L
B 5 ) F?om.the“Examiner‘of,L.F.Accpunts, Letter HRc.92411/77-C7
R ~~déted 10;5-?8-. . g P _ ¥ 7 i .
. 1v). From the Hindustan Photo Films, Madras-6 Letter Ref,
o7 DMW/Mises/3, dated 4,9,78, : E e
v ) From the Diréctor'of Fire Services, Rc.No. 22329/781331‘
dated 23.3,1980. o [ | DR
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‘ ‘Director of Fire Services andlerstwhile Board of Revenue .
expressed the view that clnemotograph ‘film is combustible and slow
Jburning.  The: Government accepted the above views and in the G.g;
first read above, dissued orders. that for storing cinematograph | .
films, a licence should be taken under Section®}9 of Tamil Nadu/
Distriet Municipalities fct, 1920, as it attracts clause(q) of |
-Schedule V of the het, - ' ‘ FoE L ‘

i -2+ - But the Hindustan Photo Filmgcertified that the films
.are not one of explosive or inflammabl ¢ nature, Thh Board of
- Revenue-'also revised its earilier views and observed in December 178
that in the Tamil Nadu Cinemas(Regulation) Rules there is a -
Specific provision for storing cinema f£ilms upto 200 1bs. in the .
flicencedﬁpremisgs-apdwthat.the P resent day cinematograpd films:
are coated ontlccewqhﬁafety_basé and not cumbustible, The Board
has in.the circumstances stited that the storing of films at
€lnema theatres would pgt attract the provisions of Tamil Nadu
-District ~Municipalities Act, 1920. The Board held that the
orders issued in the G;0.first read above, would have to be

‘withdrawn., . , _ _ ,

. 34 Moréovér, in g case filed before a Judiclal Magistrate,
“the Court accepted the evide nee and the contention that the -
Modern films are not combustible and. that no licence need be taken
under the Tamil Nadu District Municipalities hct, 1920. The :
Egaminer of Logal Fund Accounts %=z also suggested that the. srders -
issued in the G.0ifirst read above, be reexamined in the dight of
-thq%{‘béyﬁﬁjudgementlkeepidg both the legal aspect and the revenue
aspet ;f? view of the certificate that modern films manufactured
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aré";_le mqué.‘ The Dlrector of Flre Serv1ces has alsowagreed o
thz rocomncndation that the orders 1ssued in the G 0. fﬁrst'read
atcvc, can be cancolled B ol LR LT e

" 4, The Government accept the stVQ recon mero_ fons” aad dira
‘that the orsers issued in tho G:0. firet read abovéfbg ‘cancelled..

Consequently there.is ng need*hgrqaitor to pbtain ldcenqg;'fug
under the Tamil Nadu Dlstrlct MMniclpaf%tles Act 19?6@-“&%“@5¢Qﬁ
c:Lrlom-wtocrraph fllmb. . ; S
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AN Y -Copy communlcated to subordlnate %) niCGTS as per
+rvow III ‘The 1nstructions issued in this. offige letter:
ﬁLJ. 04/53928/?h dated 20 15.19?5 may be: reated as canoelled.

(Sd jG Naganathan,“i;;a
Deputy Examiner of@LlFﬁAccounts
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