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has taken (be decision to t set up a 
Dredger Repairing Complex in our 
country. Details of the project are 
ye* to be finalised. I request that 
Haldia in West Bengal should be 
selected as a place for the said project.

The Government of India appointed 
an expert Committee to find out a 
place suitable for setting up of a ship
building complex. After due considera
tion the Committee recommended 
Haldia as a place most suitable for the 
ship-building oomplex in our country. 
But the proposal was dropped. Then 
it was assured by the Government that 
a ship repairing compicx would be set 
up at Haldia. But that too is far of!

Dredging works are mostly done in 
our country in the Hoogly river to 
maintain the required draft for the 
ships coming to Calcutta and Haldia 
port. This justifies the reasons for 
selecting Haldia as a suitable place for 
Dredger Repairing Complex. Necessary 
land and infrastructure is already there 
at Haldia. Moreover, Haldia lias 
been denied the opportunity of setting 
up of a ship-building and ship repair
ing compicx in spite of the recommenda
tions of the high-powered committee 
appointed by the Government of India 
and assurance given by the Government.

Therefore, I urge upon the Govern
ment to come forward with the decision 
that Haldia should be the place for 
the proposed' Dredger Repairing 
Complex of our country.

Need for Early I implementation of
Sethusamudram Canal Projcct.

SHRI K.T. KOSALRAM (Tiru- 
chendur) : The Southern Air Command 
at Trivandrum has been recently 
inaugurated by the Hon. Prime 
Minister, The Prime Minister, on this 
occasion, warned the nation that 
danger to tfic freedom of the country is 
seen frchi all sides and thal the 
Southern Air Command will ensure 
the security of the Southern sea coast,

The U.S. has committed to Shri 
Lanka safety and security from Bay of

Bengal, Indian 0*can and Arabian 
Sea. Israel has deployed the 
commando regiment called Mossad in 
Shri Lanka for training Sri Lankan 
Army. The British mercenary forces 
are already in Shri Lanka. In these 
circumstances, particularly when China 
has also sent ships for sea-security of 
Sri Lanka, it is strategically / very 
important that Sethusamudram canal 
projcct is completed on war-footing. 
The representatives of Indian Navy on 
the Lakshminarayanan Committee which 
studied the feasibility of this project, 
has stressed the strategic necessityof 
Sethusamudram Canal Projcct for the 
security of naval fleet as also our 
mercantile fleet, which are presently 
exposed to danger as they have all to 
come around Sri Lanka’s Trincomalle 
Port which has been given on a long
term lease to the U.S. by the Sri Lankan 
Government.

I request that the Ministry of 
Defence should be directed to take up 
Sethusamudram project for implementa
tion forih with.

14.45 hours

ESTATE DUTY (AMENDMENT) 
BILL

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : We
now tak: up the Legislative Business. 
On behalf of Shri Pranab Mukherjee, 
Mr. S.M. Krishna will move the 
Estate Duty. (Amendment) Bill for 
consideration.

\

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(SHRI S.M. KRISHNA) : Sir, I beg
to move :

“ That the Bill further to amend 
the Estate Duty Act, 1953, be 
taken into consideration.”

Sir, this short and simple Bill seeks 
to amend the Estate Duty Act mainly 
with a view to excluding agricultural 
lands from the levy of estate duty 
under the Central enactment.
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(Shri S.M. Krishna)
As the hon. Members are aware, 

estate duty in respect of agricultural 
land in a State subject. However, 
Parliament has been empowered to 
legislate on this subjcct by virtue of 
resolutions to that effect passed under 
clause (1) of Article 252 of the 
Constitution by the Legislatures of 
various States, except the State of 
West Bengal and the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir,

Oar experience is that the valuation 
of agricultural Jand leads to adminis
trative difficulties and litigation. The 
yield from estate duty in 'respect of 
agricultural lands has also not been 
significant. For instance, the estate 
duty attributable to agricultural land 
amounted to Rs. 70 lakhs in the 
financial year 1983-84 and about Rs.
1 crore in the financial year 1982-83. 
Moreover, after the abolition of wealth- 
tax in respect of agricultural lands, 
including plantations, by the Finance 
(No. 2) Act, 1980, and the Finance Act, 
1982, there is lirtle justification for 
continuing the levy of estate duty in 
rcspect of agricultural lands under the 
Central enactment.

Having regard to these considera- * 
tions, it is proposed to exclude, through 
this Bill, the levy of estate duty in 
respect of agricultural lands from the 
ambit of the Estate Duty Act, 1953. 
The power to levy estate duty in respcct 
of agricultural land will consequently 
stand restored to the concerned State 
Legislatures.

This would also result in a consider
able simplification of the procedure for 
sponsoring amendments to the Estate 
Duty Act, as the desired amendments 
could then be directly introduced in 
and passed by Parliament without 
following the special procedure of 
obtaining resolutions from the S ta te ^ , 
Legislatures under Article 262 of the 
Constitution adopting the proposed 
amendments.

The Estate Duty Act provides that 
the value of agricultural land in respect

of which estate duty is not leviable 
under that Act, that is, agricultural 
lands in the State of West Bengal and 
the State of Jammu and Kashmir, is 
to be aggregated with the other property 
of the deceased for the limited purpose 
of ascertaining the rate of duty applic
able to such other property. .As a 
corollary to the proposal to
exclude agricultural land from
the levy of estate duty under the 
Estate Duty Act, the Bill also seeks to 
amend the relevant provisions of that 
Act to secure that the value of agricul
tural lands in the said States shall not 
be aggregated with tho* other property 
of the deceased for the purposes of 
determining the rate of duty applic
able to the other property.

The Bill also seeks to amend Sec
tion 85 of the Estate Duty Act relating 
to the laying of rules made under that 
Act before the two Houses of Parlia
ment with a view to bringing the 
provisions of that Section in line with 
the ‘‘model clause" recommended in 
this behalf by the Committee on 
Subordinate Legislation of both the 
Houses of Parliament.

Sir, the Legislatures of the States 
of Assam, JBihar, Gujarat, Haryana, 
Himachal . Pradesh, Kerala,
Madhya * Pradesh Maharashtra, 
Meghalaya, Orissa and Tamil Nadu 
have already passed resolutions under 
Article 252 of the Constitution adop
ting the proposals contained in the Bill, 
The proposed amendments will come 
into force in respcct of agricultural 
lands in these States *and in all the 
Union Territories on the expiration of 
two months from the date on which 
the Bill, as^passed by the two Houses 
of Parliament, receives the assent of the 
President,

In respect of agriculcural lands in 
the other States, the proposed amend
ments will come into force on the 
expiration of four months from the 
date on which the leislatures of those 
States pass resolutions under Article 
252(1) of the Constitution adopting
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these amendments. This would provide 
sufficient time to the State Govern
ments to take necessary steps, in the 
meanwhile, for sponsoring separate 
legislation for the levy of estate duty 
in respect of agricultural land in their 
respective States, in case they so desire.

Sir, I trust that the Bill will receive 
the unanimous support of the House.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Motion 
moved :

“ That the Bill further to amend 
the Estate Duty Act, 1953, be 
taken into consideration” . Shri 
Digamber Jain.
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««f% I  f«T5rî  I ,  ^  if wx *fr
jpTcf ^ t u t  fa^fyfy ft |  eft
5 HT5T ft T»r 5n=rr 1 1

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Mr. Digam- 
ber Singh, utilise Your capitalist funds 
at the time of elections !
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15 hri.

‘ SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL : 
(Ernakulam) : Mr. Deputy-Spcaker,
Sir, in the year 1982, an amending Bill 
was introduced and, in that Bill, quite 
a large number of members participated 
and demanded three basic things as far 
as the estate duty is concerned, firstly, 
simplification of the procedure; secondly, 
rationality, and, thirdly, a comp
rehensive Bill. The 1982 Bill aimed at 
raising the dutiable amount from Rs.
50,000 to Rs, 1,50,000 and the rate of 
estate duty at 10 per cent.

I went through the original Bill of 
1952 to sec what was the object behind 
the Estate Duty Act in com parison to 
what is the object sought in by the 
Amendment Bill of 1984. It will be a 
real surpries if I refer to the original 

M and the Statement of Objects and 
Reasons appended to it. - In that Bill,
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late Shri C.D. D^shmukh had very 
clearly stated two basic things, that is, 
(1) to prevent to some extent further 
concentration of wealth in the hands of 
those who are already wealthy and yet 
those who do not amount to positive 
steps in the direction of reducing the 
existing inequalities in the distribution 
of wealth and (2) to assist the States 
towards financing fheir developmental 
schemes. These were the two basic
objectives of the Estate Duty Act.

Now, let us take the Bill which is 
being introduced here. I am sorry to 
say that I am very much disappointed. 
What docs it aim at ? It aims to 
exempt agricultural land. What is the 
reason for it ? It says that the amount 
collected is small. Do the Central 
Government have to use the machinery 
to collect the small amount ? But the 
basic question remains the same. Are 
we allowing concentration of wealth ? 
Why should we have \hc discrimination 
by exempting agricultural land from 
the purview of equal distribution of 
wealth ?

The objective, sought in this Bill 
defeats the very aim of the original 
Act. The original Act aimed at 
removing the inequality in wealth, 
diluting the concentration of wealth 
and financing the State Governments.

Estate Duty 338
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Now, the reason given here is that 
under article 252(1), the State Govern* 
ments have recommended through a 
resolution to abolish the estate duty on 
agricultural wealth. What will be the 
consequences ? The rich industrialists 
will be investing money in agricultural 
land black money will be invested in 
agricultural land which is exempted 
from the estate duty) Do we have to 
permit this ? Where do we stand on 
this issue ? This is the basic issue. 
If the amount collected is small, does 
it mean that we have to sacrifice the 
principle ? Docs it mean that we have 
to throw away our fundamental 
concept of socialism, as my hon. friend 
just now mentioned about it ? This 
is wltcre I comc to my submission that

SRAVANA 4 1906 (SAKA)
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this Bill is seeking something which 
was not contemplated in the original 
Act,

Under the State List, En^Ty 47 and 
Entry 48 refer to the estate duty on the 
agricultural land. That is now taken 
away. If the State Governments do 
not come forward for imposing higher 
estate duty, collecting higher rates of 
duty, from the agricultural estates, is it 
our fault 7 In the Union List, Entry 
87 says that the duty can be imposed 
in respect of properties other than 
agricultural land. of course, we 
have the right to do that. Article 269 
also very clearly says that the estate 
duty is levied, collected and assigned 
to the States. What will be the remain, 
ing properties, if the wealthy, well-to- 
do, industrialists, people with black 
money invest it in the agricultural 
land which is exempted from the 
estate duty, from which the duty will be 
collected ? This is the basic issue 
which has to be examined. •
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Sir, I had the occasion to go 
through the Eighth Finance Commission 
Report, Chapter VIII, pp. 60-61, and 
alto the action taken by the Govern
ment in consonance with which this 
legislation is brought in. My submis
sion is that we are creating a feuda
lis ts  society in rural areas, going back 
to the old days wherein agricultural 
land property worthiness is betng allow
ed to grow and grow at faster and faster 
rate. At whose cost ?

15.05 hours

[SHRI CHINTAMANI PANIGRAHI 
in the Chair]

My friend was just now mention
ing about the poor agriculturist,! the 
suffering agriculturist. Now let me 
ask : Will this amending Bill help 
those people 7 Will it in any way 
help them 7 I fail to understand it,

Therefore, the «b<tsic issue is, as 
contemplated in the original Act which 
I read out just now, are we allowing 
the concentration of wealth in the 
agricultural sector ? Will the States 
not lose their own resources from the 
agricultural sector by not allowing 
them to impose duties on agricultural 
properties, as I understand, wealth tax 
on agricultural land as well 7

In the 8th Finance Commission 
report, it has been said that the West 
Bengal Government has not passed the 
resolution in this respect. I mentioned 
in 1982, when Shri Satyasadhan 
Chakraborty was speaking, that West 
Bengal Government has not passed a 
resolution and that he has no right to 
speak about this Bill at all. The same 
thing is mentioned in this report also. 
1 am surprised to see it.

Is it not the responsibility of the 
State Governments to tap resources 
from the agricultural sector 7

On all these accounts, I submit that 
this amending Bill is ill-conceived and 
unwarranted and that we should have 
a comprehensive Bill wherein both urbon 
as w«ll as rural properties are taken into 
the estate duty jurisdiction and have 
uniform, simplified and rational rate 
of duty as well as procedure.

Therefore, my submission is that 
thi« Bill deserves reconsideration and 
the hon. Minister should say something 
about the basic issues involved in this 
Bill.

t 1^84 Estate Duty 340
(4m dt.) B ill

With these words, I conclude my 
speech.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL 
(Jaipur) : I thank you, Mr. Chairm an,
for giving me this opportunity to 
participate in this discussion when the 
House is discussing the estate duty 
amending Bill, 1984.



The Estate Duty Act came into 
effect in 1953. When this particular 
Bill was introduced in this House by 
the then Finance Minister Shri C D. 
Deshmukh.

In the Statement of Objects anJ 
Reasons it was mentioned :

‘‘The object of the Bill is to 
impose an estate duty on property 
passing or deemed to pass on 
the death of a person. Though 
the levy and collection of income- 
tax at high rates since the War 
and the investigation undertaken 
by the Income-tax Investigation 
Commission in a number of 
important cases of tax evasion 
have* no doubt, prevented * to * 
some extent the further concent
ration of wealth in the hands 
of those who are already wealthy, 
yet these do not amount to posi
tive step* in the direction* of 
reducing the existing inequalities 
in the distribution of wealth. It 
is hoped that by the imposition 
of an estate duty such unequal 
distributions may b  ̂ rectified to 
a large extent. Such a measure 
would also assist the States 
towards financing their develop- ' 
ment schemes.. . .”

Two aspects have b??n emphasized 
in this Stat^m^nt of Objects and 
Reasons. One is the concentration of 
wealth, and the other is availability of 
resources to the States. Now, after 31 
years of this Act being in existence, 
what is the position today in this 
country ? Has this particular measure 
been able to check concentration of 
wealth ? I think, most of the Members 
will agree with m: that it has not. 
Secondly, whether this his made avail
able financial resources to the States 
to any extent. I think, there again 
the answer would be in the negative 
because the various direct tax laws that 
we have in our country are primarily 
based on the report of Prof. Kaldor 
who recommended an integrated tax 
structure in this country- whereby he
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pleaded that if somebody earns some 
money, he has to pay income-tax, if he 
spends something he must pay expendi
ture tax, if he gives to somebody he 
must pay gift tax, if he retains the 
wealth he must pay wealth tax, and if 
he dies without doing any of these four, 
then his children must pay estate duty. 
That integrated circuit was broken by 
this Government when they did away 
with the expenditure tax. That parti
cular leg was done away with. Now
expenditure tax is no more there. 
According to me, considering the 
conspicuous consumption that we have 
in this country, expenditure tax is a
must and should have been considered 
by this Government. It is not the 
income that should be taxed ; it is the 
expenditure that should be taxed. You
arc taxing incomes. You must tax 
expenditure. If I save more and
deposit the money in a bank, Govern
ment should be grateful to me because 
the return that I get on my investment 
in the bank is much less in comparison 
to the value of the rupee that goes 
down year after year. Anyway, I do 
not want to go into those details now.

The primary objective, Mr. Arakal 
would agree with me, was the establish* 
mcnt of an egjlitarian society, 
a socicty, based on social justice, a 
society where there is no exploitation, 
where concentration of economic power 
in a fewer hands is checked. This is 
what,is written in the Statement of 
Objects and Reasons of every Bill, 
particularly those relating to Wealth 
Tax, Estate Duty, and all that.

This particular aspect of the matter 
was examined by the public Accounts 
Committee two years back : whether 
we in our country have been able to 
achieve this particular laudable objective 
of establishing an egalitarian society, a 
society based on social justice where 
there is no concentration of economic 
power. The answer is in the negative. 
If we look into the figure of the large 
industrial houses in this country over 
the years, then we will find that some
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of the big industrial houses in this 
country, whose total assets were Rs. 25 
crores when t h r  Britishers left this 
country, are now having assets touching 
Rs* 2,500 crores. That is the position. 
Is this socialism ? Is this social 
justice ? Are these laws in any way 
helping to check concentration of 
econonomic power in a fewer ha,nds ? 
The answer is in the negative.
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My hon, and esteemed friend, Mr. 
Krishna, who is very dynamic and very 
upright in his approach, will pjease 
look into this. There is a study by the 
Special Cell of the Income-tax Depart, 
ment. That particular study was 
examined by the Public Accounts 
Committee, and its recommendations 
are incorporated in a report of the 
PAC which I presented last year. 
According to that survey, the individual 
wealth of persons belonging to large 
industrial houses has gone down over
the years....... The individual wealth of
persons belonging to large industrial 
houses has gone down over the years.

Now,their individual wealth has gone down 
over the years. How can one believe it ? 
There are certain other methods which 
they are .adopting. Sir, I am an 
income-tax payer, I am wcalth-tax 
payer-a very humble man, just an 
advocate and a Member of Parliament. 
All of you know how much savings can 
we have. And in spite of that I never 
claim that 1 come from a poor family.
I am an income-tax payer, I*am  a 
wcalth-tax payer and my children will 
have to pay Estate Duty according tar 
the provisions of the Bill.'I don’t mind 
all that. But the questions is ; if the 
individual wealth of .persons belonging 
to large industrial houses has gone 
down, how mu^h estate duty you ace 
going to charge from them ? I do not 
want to name anybody. They arc not 
paying any income tax-you will be 
surprised to know. I do not want to 
name the persons. They are not 
paying income tax. They are not 
paying wealth tax and their children 
will not be paying estate duty. Is it 
credible ? Is it justice with growth

which you have passed in the Calcutta 
session ?,.

AN HON MEMBER : Why are
you not naming them ?

SHRI SATISH AGRAWAL : Many
people know about it. Normally it is 
not my habit and it is not my practice 
to name persons unnecessarily and 
create a controversy that way. But 
they are very well-known. Many of 
them are as such and they are not
within the tax net.

Last year also, 1 drew the attention 
w of the hon Financc Minister— and I 

thanked him for that-that there%are com
panies whose profits are Rs. 60 crores a 
year but they are not paying a single 
paise by way of corporate tax. Not 
paying a single paise by way of corp
orate tax and these companies are 
known as a zero tax liability companies. 
We took up the matter in the PAC. We 
submitted a report. We pursued the 
matter in the Consultative Committee 
for the Ministry of Finance and then 
ultimately last year (he hon Minister 
for Finance paid compliments to the 
PAC and imposed tax on a minimum
of 30% profits; I raised this issue 
again because I read in the newspapers 
that all those zero tax liability compa
nies are not going to pay any tax 
this year also. That is the position. ..

SHRI RAM PYARE PANIKA : 
(Robert?ganj) : It is there in the
budget,

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : Yes, 
it was last year. He said that the
income tax exemptions and allowances 
will be limited only to 70%, that is, 
those companies will have to pay tax in 
any case on at least 30% of the profits. 
But this year—I read in the papers— 
these companies arc not going to pay 
anything. There is no tax liability 
this year also. So I raised the question 
in the Consultative Committee also. 
This is the position. It i§ a question of
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a better tax management by those who 
can afford it. I and you cannot afford 
it. So they have a better tax managd^ 
ment because they can keep experts 
by paying Rs. 50,000 a month and I 
and you cannot afford. So we sincerely 
pay our taxes.

So the honest tax-payer is the most 
hard-hit in this country, Our whole 
tax policy is^o help the rich and hit 
hard the middle class people and the 
wealth tax administration is very harsh 
to th*se who sincerely pay their taxes. 
If you look at the figures which have 
been quoted in the latest audit reports 
which have been laid on the Table of 
the House, you will come to the 
conclusion that those who manage
matters well at the corridors of power, 
they are absolutely not taken to task. 
In this particular audit report figures 
have been given. Round about 400 
searches and seizures have been 
conducted in India. The number of 
searches and seizures has gone up. But 
that is not so much material as the 
money you have added to the National 
Exchequer. How much more penalties 
you have realised, how much more 
taxes you have collected— that is the 
material thing. I would be thankful 
to the hon Minister of State for 
Finance, Mr. Krishna if he is able to 
tell this House how much addition has 
much addition has been made to the 
National Exchequer by way of penalties 
or be way of taxes which has been 
brought out after these searches and 
seizures. You give me figures for any 
particular year you like. You will 
not be/able to give at all,

»

Then, what is the position of 
arrears ?...

Secondly, Mr. Panika we are 
Members of Parliament representing 
the nation and if the government can 
be outwitted by such persons then we 
don’t (Jtserve to be here. We have to 
find ways and means to plug these 
loopholes.

Sir, we have to have a realistic 
policy about the tax system. The 
Estate Duty was levied in 1953. Now, 
it is 1984. Thirty-one years have 
passed. The total tax revenue collection 
of the Government of India is more 
than Rs. 23,000 crores. What is the 
tax collection under Estate Duty which 
was ment for checking the concentration 
of wealth and making financial 
resources available to the States. The 
actual collections under the Estate 
Duty were Rs. 13 crores in 1978-79 
and Rs. 20 crores in 1980-81. In 
1982-83 the total collection was Rs. 20 
crores and this year it is going to be 
Rs. 21 crores. Now, how much share 
every State will get. Rajasthan will
get hardly Rs. 1 crore.%

SHRI ViRpHI CHANDER JAIN : 
(Barmer) Only Rs. 50 lakhs.

SHRI SAT1SH AGARWAL : So, 
after 31 years this laudable objective 
set-out by Mr. Deshmukh in this
Parliament with . the twin objective of 
checking concentration of wealth and 
making resources available to the 
State only Rs. 50 lakhs are being
made available to Rajasthan. So Is 
the case with other States. What is 
this ! In a Central tax revenue of
Rs. 23,000 crores what is this Rs. 21 
crores. Much of the man-power of 
Income Tax Department gets diverted 
to these assessments.

SHRI RAM PYARE PANIKA : If 
i* is the position even though we 

*vc eminent lawyers like the hon 
Member in this House...... .

fa r  SHtR I  SATis h  AGARWAL ;
1 am concerned, I am not a 

'*wyer. That is No. 1.

So
tax

Now, what is the amount of arrears 
under this ? It is much more than the 
lax. According to the audit report 
for 1982-83 the arrears under the 
Estate Duty come to Rs. 34 crores.

SHRI M RAM GOPAL REDDY : 
(Nizamabad) it is accummulated,



SHRI SAttSH AGARWAL j 
Naturally, Arrears means arrears. 
Now, under the Wealth Tax law our 
collection is going to be Rs. 90 crores 
what are the arrears. The arrears 
are around Rs. 180 crores. It is just 
double. Then what is the Gift Tax 
Yielding ? It is giving us Rs. 8.9 
crores. If you make a gift of more 
than Rs. 5,000/. than you have to pay 
gift tax. I say those who make a gift 
of Rs. 5,000/- they pay this tax 
whereas those who are making gifts of 
Rs. 5 lakhs are not paying any Gift 
Tax because they’know the methods.

Now, the total collection under 
these three laws comes to Rs. 120 
crores and they were brought about 
with the primary objective of establi
shing an egalitarian socicty, namely, 
checking of concentration of wealth 
and making resources available to 
States

Now, this is the performance of our 
tax administration so far as these three 

„ laws are concerned.

SHRI SONTOSH MOHAN DEV 
(Silchar) : What were you doing ?

( Interruptions)

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : 
Firstly, I was not the full-fledged Fina. 
nee Minster. Secondly, I was not in
charge of direct taxes. Thirdly, the 
period was so short that nothing more 
could be done. What I have done on 
the customs side you can know from the 
people going to gulf or coming from 
gulf. You may go to Trivandrum. 
(Interruptions) But I tell you the period 
was so short. And supposing something 
has not been done by someone, a son 
cannot challenge the father what have 
you dons. You have produced only me 
and 1 have produced two. Afterall the 
had this turn and you had your turn. 
You can ask me this question when I 
come over there and you are here. 
Then you can refer to my speeches that 
you made a strong plea for the abolition 
of Estate Duty and what have you done.

347 Estate Duty
{Amdt.) Duty

You have gone back on your words. 
Then you can challenge me and not 
now. If time comes I will show what 
I do.

Estate Duty 348
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conc
lude.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : Now, 
Sir, a word about pendency of assess
ments under the Estate Duty law. I 
would like to draw the attention of the 
hon. Minister to one aspect of the 
matter, namely, there are different 
standards for valuation of property 
under the Wealth Tax Act and differc- 
ent standards for the valuation of same 
property for Estate Duty and the* 
consequence is that there is lot of litiga
tion and also arrears. The pending 
assessments are round about 35,000. 
In 1982-83 the total number of assess, 
ments was 40,000.

So, please standardise the valuation 
norms. Same standard should be both 
for Wealth Tax and Estate Duty. I 
would also like to suggest that the 
Estate Duty Act should be completely 
abolished. You want Rs. 21 crores. 
You collection from Wealth Tax is 
about Rs. 100 crores. Supposing on 
the Wealh Tax you charge 5 per cent 
surcharge every year, That means 
Rs. 20 crores by way of surcharge. 
Your have a surcharge of 5 per cent on 
the Wealth Tax and that will mean 
when I die my children will not have to 
bother and the Department will not 
have to bother regarding the shares as 
to how many coparcenaries are there. 
Cases have been cited in this Audit 
report where with regard to certain 
assessments of Estate Duty there are so 
many complications. There were in
surance policies and it had to be deter
mined whether it goes to the wife or the 
nominated person, So, a lot of litiga
tion takes place.

Therefore, Sir, I say this law is a 
drain on the personnel of the Depart
ment. If you save 500 staff members 
from this you can divert them to big8cr 
cases. Let them concentrate on bigger
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cases. If you conccntratc on bigger 
cases I can assure you just from ten 
cases you can make good the loss of 
Rs. 20 crores. As on date according to 
reliable information from responsible 
persons in the Ministry itself and from 
your ptedecessons the tax evasion in this 
country is not less than 100 per cent. 
If you are able to check tax evasion 
then we need not go to IMF. We need 
not have any additional taxation. This 
is a challenge to parliament, democratic 
institutions and all of us.

MR. CHAIRMAN Please conclude.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : Sir, 
in my humble opinion this particular 
amendment will not help the matter.
I welcome the measure so far as 
exclusion . of agriculture lands 
are concernes. But there also there are 
two opinions on this aspect of the 
matter because we have exempted 
agricultural land from the purview of 
Wealth Tax. The question naturally 
arises, according to Mr. Arakal, that 
agricultural sector is contributing 40% 
of the total G. D. R. and the total 
agricultural assets are beyond the
purview of the tax net. They are 
beyond the purview of thfe tax net and 
there is no Wealth Tax, no Income-tax, 
no Estate Duty, nothing of that sort. 
Even in the case of plantations like Tea 
plantations, coffee plantations and
others, whose wealth constitute lakhs
and crores of rupees they are outside 
the purview of wealth tax, estate duty 
and the income-tax. Of course, agricul
tural incoms^has been taken into
account for tax purposes by some on 
the States. I am not pleading for that 
at the moment. That is a wider area 
and that needs a much more detailed 
discussion and deliberations about that 
particular measure. But this is a hard 
fact that 50% of the people in the rural 
area to whom 9% of the total land is 
available in the country-side and this is 
a so borne out by the Agricultural 
Statistic, that 4o/0 0f the people in 
this country own 30% of the land in this 
country. So, these are serious matters

^avc to he looked into and 
considered by tt fresb Committee of

Members of Parliament very seriously. 
So, I would suggest to you that you 
set up a fresh Committee of Members 
of Parliament to look into this aspect 
dispassionately and come to conclusions 
so that we completely overhaul our tax 
structure, our tax systems and there is a 
need for rationalisation for simplification 
to which every Government is making 
commitment on the floor of the House 
that we are bringing forward such and 
such Bill. But unfortunately that does 
not see the light of the day. So, I 
would earnestly urge upon you that 
you concentrate on this case, that is, 
on the big fish. Can any hon. Member 
in this House believe that in this country, 
in the 4 metropJitan cities only 17,000 
people which who have got 
wealth worth more than 5 lakhs of 
rupees ? Here wealth means 
house, car, gold, jewellary, moveable 
and immoveable things, etc. Can you 
believe it that thefe are only 17,000 
people in this country having wealth 
more than Rs. 5 lakhs ? Out of this 
figure of 17,000, you can find most of 
them in South Delhi. Our whole 
investigation machinery is rotten. That 
way it is not doing its job. There is 
no propers monitoring or supervision.
I do not know what happened to our 
evaluation cell, special cell and survey 
teams. The whole department seems 
to be crippled. So. you have to do a 
lot of labour. You have to tighten the 
whole mechanism and see that tax 
evasion loopholes are plugged and 
realistic polices are pursued and in this 
particular connection, so far as this 
Bill is concerned, for exempting the 
agricultural lands unless we have a 
definite view-because my party also do 
not consider this in this particular 
aspect of the measure, my party seems 
to be in favour of exempting agricultu
ral sector from all sorts of taxes-till 
then I welcome the move of the Govern
ment so far as the exemption of the 
agricultural lands from the Estate Duty 
purview is concerned. But I earnestly 
appeal to you that abolish this particul
ar Act. You repeal it and rcplace it 
by some other suitable measure so that 
harassment is not caused, evasion does 
not take place, depart
mental machinery is diverted to other
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useful and fruitful channels That will 
* *erve the purpose better. With these 

words 1 thank you for giving me an 
opportunity to place my views before 
this august House on this Bill.

#
* SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY 
(Nizamabad) : Sir, whife he was spea
king, he was saying that the large 
houses* assets have gone up frorr^Rs. 25 
crores to 500 trores. I want to know 
whether they are investedjn factories 
and that way they are giving more 
employment opportunity to the people 
or not. If so, has he got any objection 
to this ?

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : I did 
not say anything that way. They are 
providing employment, no doubt. But 
that was your objective. You say so.
( Interruptions) I am not opposed to
industrial expan sion at all. I am only
quoting your statement.

SHRI C. T. DHANDAPANI 
(Pollachi) : Sir, Mr. Ram Gopal Reddy 
is pleading for private sector. But you 
compare the position between the priv
ate sector and the public sector, that is 
the amount invested by the private 
sector and the employment given to the 
public. You compare these things also 
with the public sector.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Don’t record 
anything.

( Int err up tlons ) * *

«ft w w v ?  : *rniq%

aft, i m  v f t  ft a m

•f t  it «rtr f 7T 

? ra  «rt f a u i  1 1  * f

5T**f if STCJft STT3 fit f a  ?if

qft * t  <ftT

( • w r )
------------*— «---------------------------- .........................   11II !. 1 H

♦Not recoraed.

*  f f W T  if »T«rt T5 <5% t  » 

9 f t  9lrT V ?t I «FT

§*r5TT fî TT «ftT im^RT "fa y & z  
y $ € t w ? t  v i  fu r  tTT*r3r «tr i 

s f a  « r r  s r i f c r  i  v m

V l f o r T  i f  f ^ r  f a

fft t» n T £ ' «R | «Tf. ift

« r f a ?  $  f c ? 5 « n *  i f  < r t » T  $  

f a r c %  q n r  s q m  1 1 w h w i t  

5U » T I < 5 >  HWT % Tiff * T t T  T T 3 T * * T R  

i r .  q r * r  5 f t * f t  %  q m  s p f t *  s u r e r

|  I 3 1 4  X T i q f f  9 R  I T f J  f i s n g K T  * 9 1

f a m  fft s w  * V t ?  ? q m

I T *  ^ q i r r  f * T % ,  S * T  q T  V T * H T  T ? 5T I

| eft *frjf trip h i«t ^

H f t f t  I trip *rq fa^TT v t

srsf̂ TT f  f a  m rn re rc t 
t r n r  ^ T f f t j  i  j * r * t  < R q >  < n q

t r a  1 1 *rrq% fa  3*??«t
s r i f c e r  j j f  * ? r f a c r  ^ n r r ^  

«pr*r i fff5 ter ^

fa jjtc T  %  S I«T  «Tift f a  ITT 3TT

i s i t e  i f  w .

1 1 jtt <ft irrq tr fa  r a t  
J T j f t  f V f  ^ i f | q  i  f ? ?  ? w e t  v r  « T T * 3 r -  

K  IT| «TI fa  fa*% qr?T m  3TRT ?1
* t n r  I ,  ^ * r i f  T » r t  i

5 T 5 ? f  i f  wiq ? » t  * t i « % ^ j  T t  s m i

^  i

jt^ >ft 9?tijii Jim fa  ??i m?r ^ 
i £«Tjrr ^

«rm*TT—

••■Normally, die lime taken f°r 
the completion of Estate Duty 
assessments is much less than 1® 
vears. However, there are some 
estatte duty assessment*
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arc pending for o v er-10 years, 
for various reasons. The infor
mation is being collected,*'

$ i *tt<t 
^tfsrtr i %rr̂ r?r |  f f  sr>ft 

sri'er ^T ^t $ i

trsp *JcT *f iTT^m £  f a  5T5TT- 

*R Jr «TTT italTST sfW Prsp^T-TJr
« r  3T(t 11

*ft 5Ti**t ( i ^ r )  :
o tft $ ?

*ft *T*TT : S fa  I ,  *TT7 aft

|  i n f t  <tt aft fart*ft s?r

% sftn i s  v x  * f t  » f t  * ra  **?t |

StVT » f t  JTRIfft f*^T& $, w r  3?$% 
**ft <T«F tft %*T fr»TT waim ffT 
ar*T5 <tt v r f  *rr?*fr r ^ i r  m  f*rr 

t$ t 11 5iTrrt aft f c p r  *f w  .arm* i 
f««s w ’Tt^m % ? m  *r£f ^t*rr i $*ft 
tralr * re^R  % ?rr*r% srrftr f*r 5t 

m̂ T tfH 5*FSST «R I  I ITC«TT «R?.JTT 

WT?riH I  I tf% STfHr ?rTT  ̂ %
^  *m r *t?r ? •• ( « w i h )  % '  

irrJTrTT j  %  stcttisr *tar fc1 fan  
tfw n r  «Fttft fe*ir?lft I  I tnp pr^r; 
?rt stt<t *r»TTar*T<ft sw tit m^rr If 

t f a  j* rf t a?»F s h t  |  f a
*̂TTC5r fTT f3?TT 3f,q I

SIH*T aft a t JT$t ^ f i t  f a  aft

Z X - 1 Z  JT!*TSTT ITT 3R t*lT  £?ft»T 

3 ^  7**T ST fâ TT 3TTnf | ST? apr

W't T̂?TT I ,  f?rf^ir f^T>«ft 
^  Wt»I *?t-Wft | ^

$ %  * ? - * ?  v r e ^ r c f  *r>
*fT<T r r ^ jc ^  '(O’fsrtr | .........

(«W»I*T) fnr <TT$* 5ft irst f?f«t fa

(Am dt.) B ill

ITCT'T #rt%iT % ?T^ 8f WT |STT ? 

?ftf5r»T fafr 5TfiTT ^pqr f̂tW? ^t jt t̂t i 

«ft m s r r a  TTjft (fjTfffr^r) : aft 

^rarT T ? |s r r ( ? $  s tt^ jt  

vr fSTT I

( *9*THT*T )

*ft * ptt : if sg^rr?r

?r?r% ^  3?rr?r ct̂ t t̂?r?rT
'TfJTT i fflrf?rtT if tffr artf^rq i 

f a w s p ' t  % »rr«r t ?»t % jtt arnr 

?ft |fTfTT 5VIST ?t *T̂ ^T |  Off

^lr s ?̂t spt ar^?r

fTjft T f ift I tTfT f a s m  ITT STT<T̂ t X ^ T

T i ’Tr i •• ( s i w w )  f r ' f t j  ?> 'tz^x 
^  a t Terr ^?nrr far ^T-Trrft'
% fT  5TVTT 2r TIJT f :T r f t .|  ? 3?T 
5TTT >̂'t St^i «FT *FW «(ftf f t

*rr??rr i T m  'ft.q .^ ft. ¥ t  fT T ts  |  i 
■?Ĥ r *t STT'T̂ t Tf^T SJTT'TT ^[|cTT

S '

“ In the estate duty assement 
completed in Aught 1977, in
respect of a deceased person
(died in May 196&), the assessing 
officer while aggregating the
values of the properties to 
determine the net principal value 
of the estate omitted to include 
a sum of Rs. 1,51,395 being the 
value of 5 moveable properties. 
This omission resutled In under, 
assessment of the estate by Rs. 
1,51,395 with consequent under
charge of duty of Rs, 45,418.”

iff tT5f> tnrarfs<T*r 11 

m fasrc  5ft*r u? ’TH |  f*P 

ir qfT^5T?r ^ t aif^>
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jiiiS-iiit-5 it! i^ §iii iij£j

ll^lhbhkm li ■ 11M& I hMjlh

^1;2^ Mh ifej jl^Si l^h bk ai$ hhj 
% ^i!h iiih lyi I ^lii B kih ^ 

i lii! LIU |itli£ ‘I lUl lltli 

li±dS 112 ^2^^ lEilBfeii ys liltli BS Jfej 

biji 4^1t lli^ ills inyBi I I l^i 

i|k lli^ 12113 tifejl^ I >ll£ Jam 

4ilifciit| h% Itii m-fe

IJlE ifej llSjli. llaiklK

ill^J %li£ I I lliifeB 2fe' JiliS li|

1 I mi ||jti life ;ife ii|

1 ^ iiiiiyiis tijii^ iys ^ mij 

-lLll£2'‘i:lit|% jys%^lil£li lillt|4-| 

-p 4bl2 B.SlMb lSl2 I St

lliilife life 1̂J£ i^li Ĵfe

•suEp!»i[od jdnjjoD 

pae natussauisnq ‘sJaoHJO jdnwoo aqj

n33M>3q sonE!i[B /^ioqun ne Sf sjsqx

' 11̂ lli 

^ :̂1& i^ iifiilli kl I ^ifeH 

12l hia ^ ilk B̂ifeJ i^lS I iil.4fe:|y3 

' ilBj %Ji^ I li£ IM2I J^ili£; .

'%ii ii£ luij i-Uii

(lljtli ^) 
ms i.'ip>«y) 

mi ‘9z Ainr ^i>'a sje
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f 'T  TfT «rr I 5 ^ | %

'■I I  !
' ^rnr 3fr ^ _

?T> ,

St. ?rfgi5T f ? ? iT : ?rTrr

^  % ^ r T  % jr r  57^=T rmr |

. ? l - ? t  ^rTT-TfcT^f

% ^ r fT irerr | .

^ xm JT̂ rr |  x̂j • 
^ T T ^rf^^rT i r ^

% #5ftsT^ ?rr% ^  ^iTT^ ^ T jfr  Jf sf)- 

I ,

^ r ^ > f  Pr^r?r t̂|7 -  ffifr^T^r i
^ ’Ti^ % % tr

cir ^ 1 1 ,

oTirr^ra’ % f?rtT ?rrJT?Trl’ ^ r
T T m | , 5f>

?T7^ ^ fi'c iT  % srfcr. n r c s R r f f  ^^7 |

% cr-;T W  ^ r  ?T^B!r f^Tg^TR
1 1  JT̂  ^

| t,T

I^ r t̂̂ r 1 1 "

?T5r?r?r m % %

5 fT jr^ fT f» ir ^  TrcjTzr f;^^%-ir
?  ^ T f  ̂I'

5rm ^ ^ ^r,

13 ^ ■

19 ?T 2 0  ^ T > f = 1  I

«rr,
*Not recorded' ~
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HJTu ?rr^ R ?  f t r s  |^tt,

?fT3T % ^  '??r%  3ffs5 f-

^rfirt 'T^^nfffiTT i

sr^fecr ?rr-+T 5T|Y ^'t’ rr i ^

I  f^; 2 0 € r  ■?:rT%

, ^a?ft «r?t T T % fr f f  | f^cr

^a-ffi i q -f? fg -

?!> ^ fr % ^T5?Fcr 

f«rm ;̂T|=r ?riJrr srr^

fTi:% 5ftiT Jf ?TT^5fT!T'

^TffT ^?r ?ffT5 ?ftJT 5;^ % if

?rr sriiT’ sfli?: ?rr«T

7!Tr?T ?T=53j ^tfir I

f? r Jf JTiq'^ irfcr ??>tr

'■^rir ^T i-T;JT f?f?Tr I ,  ‘:Tlft«r^ if

? f r  ?r^^r 5r>r^r -|, rn ir |f>t

fifT 2Tf f s t r m  t r^T =?fY srr=T |, jtttk  “

^ r?sf^ freri ir f  | i ^|=t ^  Tt^iff

if ^ ftr- 5'4TT % ?ttjt t k

I  5Tf=p7T ^-T-Fr ?T-T<Tr5rfr ^NO
F̂ pq-t n''^r I itrr"^ ^

m  % q-T̂T ^^TRf. iTspf 3rm# | i

?rrq  ̂ fi^T if ĵ-rr t̂'Tr'srlsfTJrirr %

% qr^r 2 ,0 0 0  ^  srif)^  | ,

?fr =g-?ft, ?i>iT iTt^ JT  ̂ I 

f e T  f i f r  I ^ 5

5TiTr?T % irri5T?? ^ 't |'t | i qs ji? :

sr^j sn  ̂ T̂Hj; ?  ^ ^rfft^

?rW f % 7rtf I  I ^»T % .̂̂
Tr'<  ̂ % ^ r?  s fffr^  f̂t

Tr^f ^  srrar, % r^ ^

??T ^FT^T % J T cr ir^ fi^ ? ^T

% ^  ^riffT’̂ ’Tr ^icir |t 5 rf | i

?IT7 ?T5T  ̂ f? !T  e^?T T^ ?TT-^I^ F
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5  cT> |t ?r^r '̂V |

5ffj5Trir i t  ^rrq-jft ;

^  ?TI7^T ^%?2T ^?rST  I  I 

^5T % «r?r fir^rjrr

=?rf|^ I %^?r ?ft5  ^Ts% ^  ':jrr?r !T|1f 

I ^ d lr  I ,  2 0  ?TTJT̂ <fT f  «|

^|V i^irr I w Hfspi?; % ^r^ fr ^  ?ft’ i

T^^TTfT I 5rl^ ^S?TT 1 1

iT -̂ 3 ?r| T ijj #  9 d r i  I 55T^r?r 

% Tf5f\ «ft 5rt^5fr T fs r^ ts

if 3 JrPsT f̂t ĴTTKcfT ^ 't srrq-^T

1 if  fft?rrJT ^T^Tr

^  I tTKfti ^,0,000 5. % 5 in ? r

^T #<ir^ ?r|T «rr, nY^Tirl' Tisp

^.fr 7 ? r  I f ? r  cr^| % ii?rcT s r ^ i f e  ^

^TTH^n'r ?f?(?r-

i f s  ^ ra ??«TT I

€ r^ 'i % I

§)■ giTF'̂ cT  ̂ sfl^  T%f!T ^Sr^  spT 

)̂i ^jfT’TT ^ fr ^ r !

?rnr =?rTf 3-^'r q-f  ̂  | , ? r ^ -

t  sr’sriT I  I ^'fsF^

^  trrf'̂ cT | ?ffT^ ?fr

irr r̂ ’̂T §> tt sr^r?: % ?T Trrsf^ sfrf^^

1 1  ^?rn?iir s i i j  bs't? *Frg?r 

m %^5T 5rf2>-TcrT ^a-r^ %

^ T f  ̂ f r  ?TiTr=cr ^  ?  i

?f ?iTiT| ^ ^ 'ir r ,

srt. 1 ^  fk-| (a sq ru ) : | ir ir :n

^  srfe^tar ?rirvK^ | ;

H>TTq% : He is speaking,
when you speak you will get your
chancE. I find this habit with paaika
Ji and yourself both .
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sft. wforcr : *5 wire
fSK't r̂*rvR% I  xi i  aft ^  i

i j t f t  a r»rf % s rm  |  s r^ t * t a * f t  

t t t t t  7 ?  * r »  ^ ftn  * 1* %

I *

awNfo *rj?tfa : *rnr fa?T 7T 
*T?r f r r  i

i t .  <R3f i ? l  f U T T  f c f f l T  : 5T «F tT

aft *n <r 5* ? - § * ¥  *f  f ^ r  * n * t  

^ r e t  5 fr§ t? r f ' ?  : r f f  | t m  | ,  

5»HT5rT ijtcfr 1 1  « f m  s $ f t « R  

% t  T|T $  f a  ?|cT W?T «TTIT

$t% ^i^fi 1 1  gr^t Tjfa % stem * v t

« f t f t  »f3Tf?5T 5tcft t ,  * f t

?mr^r ?>% 3rr T |t g i w fa *  *f
5f l * T  f a * t 7  «TC^t J< * q q ; f t  fic T

*top<t ap̂ err g «

«ft TTO nn^ 7fa*T (Tt*£»fa) : 
r m f a  *r $ K 7 , ix  cfr gjtemr
f * ? T  t  * f k  f3T €  T O T  3  HTHltq * f * t  

aft 5*T fa?T *t wrir I, |*T eft STITT, 
3®TC % W-i RT'T'TR j* ift Ŝ HFT
f P T O H  f a 7 r  1 1

tr? * r e  ffjft |  f a  frfa  «■ >  Jr q *  
far^t^^T ?t I  fa  ?ant ?TT«fft *fr,
5Tfa:T fsm 5T̂FTTT ? ?? jt =75TPt
*rmi fa«i% 35,37 mw it srr* 
fa<ST sft *3 - 3 c 7 K ^  3 n V t

* t o < T  3 < T *t  f a ^ t f t  I  I ,  kf
*rw fa s rm  <t H^t fasrr £ i tr*ft 
fasT=r ff^t srna tv  *nfa»i ^ R T R 't
%  * P T , 3f t  |  g fg

sun*  h  m  $  i 7 $ $ f a

W t  ^T3flft it  ^gcT % f W R  ^  |

(Amdt.) Bill

3ft 5THT #  2 5 T R  «T?t TW

w jt ,  ^f«t>* wfrurr 3rTH5t 11 farcr
?TT5 H  W>ft sft ffffteT t r ^ T W  ?t
fir W>ft jf5«l ^  *TT*Tf v t  ^TfTT 

0

r^ ^ e rrs r sr 1 7  |3 ri\  t  ? fft <tt$ % 
^f9T»T w r 'fc ^ T  « r h  VT«pt 

3rjft?T frs rw t i *  ir s w -x m n  %
*r?r arrar |  f«K v g t  7 2  s t m  wi>T 
«F?t 2 7  q * i  ar*ftH |  i aft *f
< T T t TT?t |  * $  «?T»r g H f f H
w m s tT  «  aft «f^ ? tr n fi7 tT 7
g P f T  ^ j f a r  H fa f a  % aft f w t i  ?t 
g , ^ r ¥ t  v t  ?rrn
^ rf§ jr i 7 ?  *fT T r ?  ft m g r  % 7 T

| i

* t t  H ^ t t  ^  f f̂^T * i  W  
T t  1953 it 7 ?  i? fJ  W-ir f v  
* R  T t  ?T7f ST ^t *T>T % f?T7
& Z  spt fTWtffSf 7 T  f a ^ R

^ ifg jt  i 5>r 7 «  *f
JT^t g  f T  3ft J R T  | ,  3 ^ ' T

7rf7?r f«T7T arrJt 7T jfarar *
fa ir anil i f i r  ^rt|% ^ f a  ?ri7wr^ 

«r\T tHIir art*- faraff 3T> SFI*7•V

«rt *T5TT t ,  W ^ t T  BTHTlftr
?t ariif iftT T P 7f  ? 75T7 7 J

% f?T% W*T fafT 3TT7 |

7 ?  « f t  |  f a  «F'?t

|  I * f *  f*TPT?r<t $ 4 ,5  J W R  % 
v t  *tf?ft arr^ ?ft s tv  $t i

?TTfr 4 ?TfT it aft IT«T-S77f7T il 5 7 TT 

g m  I ,  5 *t % 5ft»ff tt aft 3R fW

«T7-77f7T f*mt «ft, aft f*T f l t f .  <J7. 

ITT). ^  MtfT %it 7 f %  7 f  ^'t?
$ I *F»R 5 »T *17^  it if ?*TW
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£<W- & Z  » J*t( % H m

***?Y f  |
\

safat* 5tr fa?r *r s*m<r 
g(T ft JT^ft gfv ft f a  ar§

fsnr ?rm f a  fa tf t

iTTf ft fa f tm  % fTtr t j ^ T f a  37ST5*

?> arrSr i

3T9 5«TT* ^!T ft 'WTfH’T 5?: j^ T  

*jr, fft sri?ft? % qm  250<mt» 
*qft ft i s*r. srsfa ft ?jfa-
*TTIT‘ S t I  w U  9 f  F I  I

ftfa* 3* Htnf *Y % fai* srt csrm 
v th t  =srT%tT «rr, ^  *$= faqr i

STTftJ W1ZX ft rft̂ T ?*TT
^qft 9rmft f ,  *»nc «i^ssr 

f a *  ?T$Y faw T^I I  I 51 HP
w s j  t f t r  ^  m q; ft ?g<r

3TW ltd ’ ^ fa *  SOX ?TT5«P€R «ri- 
*? 5’3ftqfcT fftflftftsrft? % ^TTijr * r  

? I ft ^ f f ^ X  ft faH  *T*T % 

faq q*n Irft §, sfrft h ?r*n*R 
wrcrfr w f o t  swift, % m x x  ft

|  I

16 hr*.

*K*t? »F> 5* q tfa *  g?T V X  
fa^TR *X m  I Jff ff$Y |  f a

sfsr sfftsr* % fft?r ^rr# | ,  aY sit*
3^ fftcTT | ,  WTfa T̂TTcT *Ff 3rfT-m*€ 
*sr ^'t ?rq^ j^y qr^r $ 1 t  

j? fa  JT^t *r§t?q- fa?r 

^  3rt % fa* n r % a m
*Y ftg-T *'t jp^ i

?*nft utsr^f

* r^ rv r5 ft |  i ^  ^ 3  j | 8 ^  

*** *Rft srr $, srt fqg|?ft *w

q ^ - ^ i r  iftarJTifflr q frur?r % ?tr-
9T |  i 3r«r ^r^rsr *§?rft % faq

f̂reff 2q ®p̂ *fYf fat?i?ff q^ 
i w  ?f«nftnt, crY |trft?ft'sr 5't^T **ct- 
^rfafr |  1

^ «fr *r«TT ft frg>T?i ^ f a  ^irrt 

^5r ^r ^ r m f ^  farr | ,
*pt ^m r | ,  ^  % srfa-

trq^ vrT«q ^r *?5*ra- fjfY f̂ rar?rr 
fa  *75tt =arrr̂ tr i f̂Tr ft«rf?r ft 
.swmTfa* a^ 'f % T.f
35RT 51 ^i?rr ^ 1 ft

*JT»T5Hr, 5??^ m if fe d  fltT
snfqifiTT* % fasrrq; s t̂tit

1 1 ftfa?r ??r %
^^Y?r tut ^ rft f  i
$  *n?ft |  f a  §»t a t  5 t j ^ s T ^  wrq; 

m  iFT^ I  1 | f t  \ 9T5T qT t̂Y f a ^ R  

VT'ii qf>ti f a  m fc  % qfrfft
* % faq 3ft srrft | ,

v t 3?rft *f!Ti 5rm |« r  1 ?i?^?*rY ft 
1500 *;<t? ^qft q ^ f  »rft ft, %fa* 
5ff fliT’T ^rfjft tm rfa  ^  ?rr qi

^  I  '

**
ft^r |  f a  !* ttt ft 

an »rfsrf* | ,  |^ a r  % 
f r̂rr tT^^qj miff s i  q®P s fts t ^ r f  
arirr, fsiflft ?rtT tT»f. <fr. | i  1

^ f t i r  IT? 5>fTar 5 f a  f a n  5IT| ft 

|iT IX  S lf  TRT 3TI ?Tf ?TT

I '

t  Rf^r ŵ t5JT ft tr«p tn ^ r t*  
j  1 yqj> Tr^ut q t  

95?fT 3TT Tfr I  I 3TJT Tf3a faHfifi
spt ?fr^Y ^ 3 r  «pY ?f^r?r »r
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(«ft Tl*f cjfrt <rfJMTT) 

fasrnr' a t a  ***?)■ ?r«rr «rt

JW fS S  «P>*T?fY it ?f§*R 5f

vs: <?, a s  ?«m

« p tts  tV y z  *  *t * rq  i

X* 9 i»^  % s w  $  f w  * r  

$ rfc*  v r a r  j? i

•DR. A. KALANIDHI (Madras 
Central) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, partici
pating in the debate on the Estate Duty 
Amendment Bill, I would like to make 
a few suggestions on behalf of my party 
the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam. I am 
grateful* to you for giving me this 
opportunity to do so.

At the outset 1 would like to ask of 
the hon. Minister of State for Finance 
whether this amendment to the Estate 
Duty Act is justified and whether it is 
necessary. This amendment bill seeks 
to exempt agricultural land from estate 
duty. This legislation is proof positive 
for my charge that the ruling party at 
the Centre is hand-in-glove with rich 
and big landlords in the coqntry and 
the 'Central Government has opened its 
bounty through this Bill to the millio
naire land- owners. Here, I am 
reminded of what the late-lamented 
sage-statesman Shri Rajaji used to 
humorously say— in India the Congress
m ans pocket is the biggest pocket in 
which ar<s hiding affluent landlords and 
monopoly capitalists. This Bill brings 
home this prophetic remarks of Rajaji.

If the Government of India had 
been keen to bridge the gulf between 
profession and practice particularly in 
the matter of helping hapless small 
fanners, then it would have ensured 
instant assert of the President of India 
for the land ceiling laws of the State 
Governments. Even today the Tamil 
Nadu Government land ceiling law 
continus to be the victim of Central 
Government’s procrastination. Does 
this not impede speedy land reforms in

* The original speech was delivered in
Tamil.

(Amdt.) Bill

the country 7 Unfortunately, the 
ruling party in Tamil Nadu is in 
alliance with the ruling party at the 
Centre. The State Government cannot 
demand early assent of President for 
its land ceiling law. The Central 
Government is faced with the predica
ment of not in agreement with some 
provk ons of this law.

Prostitution has been abolished and 
yjt the prostitutes are hovering all over. 
The Jagirdars and Zamindars have been 
done away with the enactment of 
Zamindari Abolition law, yet new land
lords have sprung up everywhere. All 
of them have identified their intercts 
with the ruling party at the Centre. 
The impending Elections compel the 
Government of India to protect the 
interests of these landlords. Because 
of this statutory concessions are being 
offered to them. My leader Dr.. 
Kalaignar Karunaidhi has been time 
and again stressing in all public meet- 
ings that the survival instincts of the 
Government of India and the big land
lords are the motivating force for such 
concessions through statutes. It is 
really unfortunate that the land ceiling 
laws are not being enforced with the 
same degree of verve and vigour at the 
command of Central Government.

I have to point out that the big 
landlords and monopoly capitalists are 
investing all their unearned Income in 
big farms and estates. I want to know 
whether they will form part of the 
agricultural land which is being exemp
ted from estate duty. If that is so, 
then it is a premium on the black 
money being invested by them in such 
farms and estates. But when the head 
of a joint family dies, then the joint 
family becomes pouper because all the 
immovable assets are to be sold to pay 
the duty dues of the Government. The 
Government should rescue joint families 
from the rigours of duty laws.

In his Budget speech during the last 
session, our former Home M in is te r * 
Shri Brahmananda Reddy demanded 
that incometax should be abolish*
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because he was convinced that the 
incometax yield does not justify such 
huge expenditure and the bloating 
collection machinery. I belong to the 
opposition and yet I do not demand the 
abolition of incometax. But I demand 
the abolition of Estate duty because 
during the past 37 years the revenue 
raised through this duty is too meagre 
for its continuance. This loss of 
revenue can be compensated in many 
ways. In the loan melas, public 
money to the tune of Rs. 1000 crores 
is being frittered away. It does not 
reach down-trodden people. It reaches 
the Congress.Party workers all right. 
Instead of getting this Bill passed, 1 
demand that the Minister should bring 
forward a Bill for the abolition of 
estate duty. As this amending bill is 
not going to benefit the small peasants 
and farmers, the Government can as 
well do away with the Estate Duty 
instead of being patently partisan by 
abolishing only agricultural land from 
estate duty. With these words I 
conclude my speech.

«ft f«TT*TTt WTH «TW ( ):

msrsito ffHT'TfrT 3 ft, JTft IT  

V&z w r it  f?H, 1984 *r < m  
% f a i r  ?f W f  I  £  I

STM 3ft ft5T 5T*<J?T fa q i

<rtf* ft *3T»m ufar g i 
w r v t  w j f ) -  fa s r a t

<TT tft

I  i art

if

fafaTfl rRt% %  JfTfrw I  I

V f f i  v t  ^ 3 ?

^  I ,  %fn>* n ^ i r a r  if
W  5WTT % 5T>»I ^

* t  $ t u r a 'T 'P  *F t

I  s »w t s m *  Ornw^T WT>% \  

|  I WftfT qT«PTT *PT
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«r§er >p»t q??n 

srfo* n a r c i f j  *>r m ^ r n t

T f - r r  |  *r t<  $ z
tft  q r  5JTT5T 9^3

STffV 11  *  m %

f a t s *  *>T»rr ^nprr f  «riqr u *

ff?r *>r -rr % t w

W ,  rr *m r n ^ S f ?  * n n f t  

i f  f t  i 3 *r r  

f a  ST>fV n ^ r s r  5ft

m f a o t  ^ * f t  VfTT 5̂T %

?ft»T I ,  f ir * *  7 m  arfrr srft *t

3T*ft̂  |  I ifgcT % *ft«TT * ?*T% W?
if  * f t  in fr i t e  f?*TT f«F t f t f a n  *p t  ^ r g *  

5rr^ ^  *  *rrc * * - * ?  z t i f  
% t r t  fircr ?rd% ,% s^rer 11

i f  *TT*sft»T r^ fT  *r ? t  5ft 

^T?5TT i  pp iT I'T ^  ?ftf?r»r W  * 1̂  

5r»mTi *rr<r f n  & z  »r?*if2ff 

^ftWt^5T ^ifjHT f t  m f w  %

aft ^ft*r «rrcr 3 r » ft*f

%  7T? g  ir jtf 3ft s i t f t

*TT 3ft f R T 'S T  ¥ t  ^
3ffxf sntr i

ir fa  ft ^r<r^> iTigiT <srrq»Tr

aft wri

^f«F5T% «rrf I  «ftT 5rr?^?f> rrf?

%  s r fo r  sft ^ ? ft%  3 f ^ t *  «f V

I  ^ f t  f « F ^  5 P T t *  I  I ^ T T  •

%?T *  aft $ft*T f , 71^

3 1 «rw z  3T*ft% I ,  ’srrl *  t t w t  f t  

m  iw t  «r% m  z i - z x  w*
" f t i  w i i  ^ * F t  st-Tr s m r  % a rt^  

? eft T̂TTTt 7cTT 5rr(T»rr fa

tftfrw v rfT  5 tv  sr^rT ^  ^rrj f wt

^  *TT »T^t I
w rt u  nd^fr v t

aft UPTVt sftfff t ‘ ^ 'f^ T  %WT I
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5T«PTT % *ft*T I  fSTHVt aprt*

'Its <TT ?T?T ¥ t  Vtff *T apt 

S tfa  I ,  v \  W P T  I X t  *T*«RT

1 1  farc *ft*ff % tBnp?? ' V f z  f*r^ $  

3 * %  S i t  it  v t  < u t  a r r ^ T T t

f t  ^nrnt, art ^ rn ft  ?te<i>ar g<*

3 * %  f a * 3  ? T T V TT  <F?*T 3 5 T  *T%»lt

sfta ar> i>*ft arota t t x m x  % <mr 

wrJufV 35T«t Jf s te v T  «n7

$ * r r i - m m i  ? fV f * t  ,«rr% i t s  «rr 

*T*TVT H*»t I TUfaif $  f a k t f  fU'TT 

WTfm g‘ - SH 5f*R  % *TTT 7 ^ ?

sft»r t  f r̂ir srrr q *  *n¥?r f?5r

w sts «At fs?r v> wr«r cnrnr

?£?*r H»> rTTf»F % * 1 3 *  «TC

aft%  #  «row * t  *rar i wrr % *  

fa?* r r  * t  i jfa 'R  f T  x 't fc 
? s f f r  ??m s f a  «rtTT $»tt m a r  fc,

W»TT Sjft ?r<r% *  ?*T

VI^T * t  * * < * f t^  f - f if t  fft J*T *

otvt  ? fsr 3itt<t stpt f t  w a r  fr i

<T5 % *ft fa ^ r *  fa m  *u- .

<U f % fa<T% * 1 3 *  I ,  3Ttf

q ^ s  * $ ? t, srm T i m ,  %?*r j w ,

fh«r>j ^  w ife  ^ r  % fa<THR 

1 2 0  v x t*  u r o  v t  z m & f t  fhrt |  

* fk  s a v t  * t  5ft«r »r*m arTtfc *r, 

jb is^ z  <r*r n  s s n t  v t  frtfsnr VTrt 

f  i ^  *rf * f ;r i  - wrsr fT  31*15

T *^T T T ?^T ^ V t  | ,  WIT

if *ft vw^?T5%«r^ % srftit 

<t*fr » m « r r  fsr*r %  7=jt

’’nr ffr w j - w j  ̂ » rf< T  fv*i

% m  v t  qsrcr?

3 7 %  <TTff HtTf'T 1 1
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' «P T T  5 T ^!T  s riS T T R 't STl'cT

m  m *  * \ i  Nis?«rr v t  n t 

.■HiTa h t ^ tt «rj?r stut j^»ir i

f a *  JT**T? &

v i y r  v t  fvirr n sr  «tt 

TTISHT «fr TTIJJJTT <fV fsrqr H>«ff «TT*r 

5 »  * \  5rffK sr* t^V I  3fr v> t H t  

v t s  i »"> f t

v i fT  ?:tt t r t v  ??«r 2 f*r, f»r»Be i > m ,  

q?^e m  fi«rr sr?? si<rr? % m  

wViit i %ffrJT i n  ?rn% %

? r ;  >ft ar> TfTninr *t r % w r t  ^rff^  

s r  ^  srtqr i fT  a in f j g

S nit i «r*ft Ptbs%

f? 5flf Bf frir?t % wr«r *»?$

n?r «ri, q f*ri¥* * ^ ft  %

Sr arTHTTTt srr^ ^r %?st 

v t  i % sir arr^^rrft s n ^  ¥ t  fv  

’ ^ r  % 4jt £  f>R*r qwr?3r

»*(et v»r *nfi | ,  5 m  f v  pit

t%3t |  fai^Jr errf »t 

T T tft ^Tifr v i  JTtm* |ir r  1 1  jntf

S f  Tft *TTfJ*T fT«TI ftp f3T?ffft T»T

¥ ? e t  5m rf $ , w r

T u r sr ft  *Y n f  i *tt̂ *t g m  - frtft 

v i  f t v  f tm  nsr, fvffr

T>5Tt-vnr Jitfsw ?  f??T nur, fv flt v t  

^fsrJror v t  f<?r n sr  i ffrvrc  vr 

v f i f t  ^<rit v i  3 * * tr  f t  »r*rr,

3 a v t  aft strari f*T̂ ft WTT% «T»Ft

^ i w  ?r^f % *i ?ft

ft v » t  « ^ r  'j't ^fsft Hif?*

"rfva v t f  v ? t  TPKiCr sr̂ Y v t  n f  i 

n v  3T? q it *n*Frt 3  sWreWt

wx i \  i *f f*rf5^a

?rft* ?r v t t  ft t i t  * w « '
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arpft fsr* & * 1 ^ *  s f a

stvr  & 5n$ fV% art ?r»p i

*TT?T * T * T T  5* a g *  ? rm  f i f f r q t  
f a g w  I ,  3ffff sr tr«p tts t v f c 't  
fare a t aiar $ i ^ faw-
fc®T rY «ft fa Cr*fa?aT TT
i w  ?t**t ’srrr^ir i wg* ft *ft* $ 

far**t * * t* f  ft 5Tr*ft ^qift «pV 

a r * * ^  £ . f* ? t  *t«e $ft Tft ?ft*  

|  fa*%  * r a  5 -7  *rr 10 3r*t* $

a t e  3r*t* ffr a i * ? * t  %

$ t;ft |  i 

W T  tVir iff  9ft*T a t  I  f a * T >  
surf * t aro?*t amteft % 
* f r %  *  i  i f t *  <=ft»ft f t  5*  

i w  ft* % *fa* t% 3rftT ate  m^r 
?rm ¥ * * f t  fft f * H  3TTI7, *5 3 fa  * $ f
& i *  3 * tt  w * r  j w  5t**i $ 

a te  w f t  a t  atq?t f t
a ? * <rr v t f  Z m  *s ? r  * $
StoT | ,  nt ^ ft $ ft*t  * t  i?t?^ spr 

«nri ; j r t t t  w a s *  ?ft »n(t 

$ f a  »rcfa ?ftnt *> m  % sjt?T 
srrq a te  t »  5ft*f % ? f *  n q n  *> t 
% ts s r r f t?  % wtt*t ft ̂ t u t t  ariq i

5*f5T" i m  *^*7 IT? I  f a  VT*£-

* 15̂  ^ft 9 * ^  ^T ffq  fa*" % *5 

*ft* *  *fa' I w>ft f a  *nft$T

a w w  % ip^r a r  f a  sr*i* ssr ft * ?  
Softqfeift % * * r  f a q  |  a te
^  3T* ft ft sr>?1t h «  

ftft 1 1  fa«i% m sr 

'fif5’t**r f f t f * ^  m 3* ft sjter

*** 35r*r «it fa  ?**;> 30 q t '
ft *J  a r*5 J*>  T T  £«ffl gfi ĵTT 70

^  f t **  t t ; ?r/Tr% * m  v t

*rf «ft, facr*T qu r | a r

t ,  *f a> q;f?%r*r f*r*f?T

?r w t .  1 1 <fiT^*f
?5 tf ^  i r  ^3T5

^  HT^r 5TT»r 5 f t *  35T |  |
i f i i  sFff*r irf I  f a  $*r% 

fa q  «Ftf*rrf5r 5ir*?«rr ft*Y

f a * %  fTFTT « F r *  €t^7 % ^5T q-%

^ r ? r  *r w r? r  w r  % *<? 

*f * g ^  ?r 1 5*r sr^rT % ^ r^ *  
9*rq grrtr, f a ^  ^ r s Y s p  j r ^ r t  %

*fpr %t i f t  *rte ^*^f fa tf t ? ^ r

i t  » jft * t |  *fte 3ft |*fTT HfWZ  

«TT f a  5 ?  W t*ff % . s f t f a  yrZTT^T

a r * T ? * t  *p t *  fcrre r i w  f? r *r
3TTrr 3% %IJ ^  I IWT ^ T T  * |7
f a r ,  *> sr*Pt % ^ t |  q=>rir̂ T

*f[f t  rt^r ^ 15* sfK^cTT I ,

f r n t f r  * ? '  ? f t» f f  % ' " 3i r r i f r  « t ? t t

j w  ^  w  t  *§5r fa?iT srr

rite  s *  4% ^ t  ?n*t(ir fjfal %

% fa q  *j>t n f t*  oftnf ^ 717*  Jr

?r*itn srr a te  a<T*t zft3r*raf 

% fa q  3* i? t % 3itt? t *sr?r 

*% srte f a  sttft fa^t«ft ^

%  itsf * i * * t *  ? r ? f *  *>% t |  «t f a  

9|?T % ^'sftifci | ,  f a *  % TT* 

s * * r  q * r  |  a t e  f a * v t  ifT * t a m ? * 1

|  f a  ^ *  ¥ t  ̂TT̂ JT *?t fa

*pt f a *  «■* a te  

aT'S 5ft* | ,  f a *  eft **f*

■>ft u t3 r*  *^ir f* 5 r* r  1 ? *  i t

sjfc a te  * f  ^fr*t a r* ? * t *  3ft 

w « t  w  a te

m k  fa ir ffTSTT ^?* ^
5r*ftT' 3 * f f  5*T?r q*T C1 ^  1

?*FIT it  1Tf**T *  »PT* VTft it
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v w w ifn T  (  i f a f a s n :

ffT ff % * ^ s t  sityV t ,

i  fa$r<T 5TT1T T̂TTfT WTVtT 

f i t  «TT « f k  * Z Z  %

fwt» m J 'T  fa*r 9*1

%, ^ R r o f  ’ctVt

% j « r  **mT ^n I 

5**r % f  jt jf a c r  *  *rVr

* zz  » m i r e  f o r

f » w  f a f l v t  n f t f f  % 

3?«rr5T *  f a q  *ptt s%  i

5T«ff % €I«T #  fW f*w *T 

***** «FTm 11

SHRI SUDHIR GIRI (C onlai); 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, the hon. Minister 
has brought forward the Esfate Duty 
(Amendment) Bi 14, 1984. In this Bill, 
the Minister has proposed to take 
‘‘agricultural land’* out of the purview 
of estate duty. Sir, when the Estate 
Duty Bill was passed, the then Finance 
Minister stated in the objects and 
reasons that in order to reduce the 
inequality of income and wealth, the 
estau  duty should be imposed and 
afterwards, “ agricultural land” was 
taken into the purview of the Estate 
Duty Act by suitable amendments. 
But nQw the Government has brought 
forward this Bill to take the “ agricul
tural land”  out of the purview of 
estate duty.

But further reasons have not been 
elaborated therein. I, therefore, ask 
th t hon. Minister to furnish the* reasons 
to the House which have inspired them 
to bring forward this Bill.

I ask this because the imposition 
of estate duty was based on some 
principle and ' the principle was to 
reduce progressively the inequality of 
income and wealth. Not only this. To 
mop up resources for the development 
of the Country, this was also necessary.

(Amdt.) Bill

For the control of inflationary trend in 
the country, the estate duty was also 
considered necessary.^ So, I want to 
know what are the "reasons or what 
factors have been created in the country 
which have prompted the hon. Minister 
to abolish the estate duty on agricul
tural Ipnd. 1 do not find any reasons 
for it either in the Bill or in the state
ment of Objects and Reasons. I, 
therefore, ask the hon. Minister to 
furnish to the House the reasons for 
it,

Whenever I get an opportunity, I 
remind the Government about the 
Directive Principles of State Policy 
enuciated in our Constitution. The 
founding fathers of the Constitution 
in those days did not think fit that the 
social conditions in the country would 
be in a position to bring about 
socialism. But in 1975, the Constitu
tion was amended and the word 
“ socialism” was included in the 

 ̂ Preamble. It is the bounden du*y of
the Government to implement the 
Directive Principles enshrined in our 
Constitution. But from the time it 
began its rule, the Government Mas 
be€b conveniently forgetting these 
Directive Principles. I think, if 
socialism is to be brought about in the 
country, then the Directive Principles 
should at least be implemented to some 
extent. But I find that the Govern
ment is progressively going back on 
implementing the Directive Principles.

The hon. Member, Shri Daga, said 
that the country is going ahead with 
implementing the. socialistic pattern 
of society. Most probably, this term 
was used by Nehru at the Avadh 
Congress session. But subsequently, 
the socialistic pattern of society complex 
has undergone some changes and the 
term ‘‘socialism” has been inducted in 
the Preamble of our Constitution.

Therefore, I urge upon the Govern
ment that it should not go back towards 
reviving feudalism. We should # do 
away with feudalism, with the status 
of feudalism and with the station of
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feudalism. This Bill, if passed and 
implemented, would go a long way to 
revive feudalism because the landlords 
would escape from the net pf Estate 
duty.

I, therefore, submit to the Govern
ment through you that this Bill should 
not be passed as it will enhance the 
disparity of wealth and'income in the 
rural areas.

I would like to make another point 
that those who are actually in a p o r 
tion to pay the estate duty have been 
evading payment and the machinery 
of the Government is there for salvation 
of the property but it is inefficient and 
corrupt. This machinery should be 
geared up. The malpractices indulged 
in to under-value the property to escape 
from the purview of the Etate duty 
should be checked.

In conclusion, I would again like 
to say that if estate duty is not imposed 
on the landlords, thjy will accumulate 
wealth* and that would also create 
disparities in the countryside. That 
would not be conducive to the growth 
of socialistic trend in our country.

I, therefore, urge upon the Govern
ment to desist'from passing this Bill.

*ft V f e  * *  ( s r * i R )  : 
?W7fcr *rg! t  rr& z ir irs irs  

f i r s R  j^ s r t s r f a r  £ i
fasr 1953 ^  5Rr m  i 3*  a s s

^  fa-Tisr sfR  irg R

Sff fa?* srsror mri w  i ^nnsrarr?
^  pt ?,'r ^ tst *rsr

I f * T R t  ipfg 3 S f
Vlf$T$T T f t  I  f a  5*T $ 3ft

r  * r  srq-m i 5* %  f a q  
* * *  ^  tf t \w t
fc*TT ir q *  1 1  trrijpfr^ ^  if

faW  % flTft f s v % a  Sr'T

if irafce *t crfff? fvtrr
srrar |  i *r> 'To *?

•Tff PfTST WRfT'wffv <TT

*nnrr |  v \x  s f ts r  w s tf t  q*

*nrar t i  ?sr%q ftr*ta 'R .ft
?iT*>T ?>ST, #?«T i w  %f!x
fa?ra q*& t v z t  r̂*rrf n f 11
7 3̂ srtft 3ft f<m v m sr *wr |  %hx 

a”k  <r * rv k  it s f  Orqfq- 
ftf'TT |  f¥  f  fa  s N  v r  trfaT n : f*r 

TRS SR^nf spt I  I Trsq- ^vPR 
? fa «f s  if q*£z 5r»Trq' i if*

STTST % q i T ^ T  5 ^ 7  |  I < R ? §

tj»*t * r * r  qste ¥^?t srimtir sr 
s f t  ? tr^ft rnr?«rR ir 50 *rrsr sr 
70 msr T̂znr fasr t^ t |  ’ift?: »T«f>- 
V?^R % «fcT»T<T WT nfar ft»ft 
l i t  ttT t̂ aft «r?a»Tcr ^rat t  •

21 ^Ttf |  93 wra qiftas**
% wreft 11 jq  ?Tf

Wff ft V<T Ttftr |  I ?TiTf«JPT srta 
if ?*r ^ | t  TTftr
ftnt I ^ iff «Tft »rr*TT fiF ?«!TT 
s i r  5?v |  tiR q?is
?^Jt 21 VTt? 5TK ?=r̂  
qfortsr i t  i ^  ^ r^  ^
|  I ipt 3ffS VT?ft

srffq i T|nr aft
f w i  3 #  t o r  |  s t rft ? *> 

21 v<tf s t*  srrcar
'TfST fosft q^W s 

feS I  I ^  WI5T ^
S f  ?TIS S t * ? ' T  ^
5t fWV I ^  fwfir t o  ^  ^  
'srffq f̂ > at f fa  %
ir * srk 9TVT̂
w q  sft, f t  tu t it
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aaaar affirm fsr*r^r *  w ^ fa a  mvr 
^sr #»r i *f a f  anaar ■aTfar g* fa  
«fY * % s a  srvn: *  a f a  $ ,
a f  5^(T 5flf|T * t |  ftp % *naa %
* a  a r f  * t  I w  ?raTar ’a r f a  1 1 T m  

sw R  t ^ t f a s t  *  ar* if a a  * x  • 
f o n  |  f a  a f  T > ^ €TVRf «rr fa aa  

|  s a t  aaa*  a i a ^  if *fr i>fi

3TT a*aT I  fa  TT»a *TT*T7 a a  *F̂ «fVl >
aift ^ t  a  f t  fa  f a  a f t % favra it 
a faa  Tf arrq 1 ara ?rfa a*n % it*
*T a  «pt *T£T <FT fc m  $ at t$f * t a  
ft JTRT | ,  fapftit ?*T Sf̂ TT f t  f ^ i l  

a n ffT  a?t |  I ?a S5T % *T?TT f*T , 
HnT^TTT? 511% % farr c^t TtfSTST V T a t 
|  I W  a*a?a *T f a  *T*ft a *  *ft 

a #  5̂  1 1 fa *  ? t t ;t a  «na 
an srea ift *arr $ i %faa *f a f  

■apfar g fa  a fta  *rra»ft a t a»ntf- 
ftnm  at*t?ra star fta t ’arffq 1 ^ar 

a  f t  fa  fare 3 aftaferat an ^rq?r f t  
fan ft sa ia  a^ar aft ?ra aat  
anaasr I , s a  s f a t  >rt j fa  a ft
f t  TT T f t  I  I m?5T * T $ *  a a W *  * £ r
% APPt JTCpT ’arff*? I C»€
aiT^a ^  ,rf5T?T *
aaiarars % <a*at *fV j f a  f t  1 *(fa 
g a n  % au^ *f a^a  a  Tisat a  a;*a 
a f t  351% 1 1 fa*fta ^ iiir  * t |  a t 

<Rf H ^IT-TlJij a f t  gir 1 1 
« tt«  sft ait ?a  arer 5 a a a a a ^ a t  
g f a  a g a  a  5ff«i f

w>ft a *  3*? ^ t  g^jfm *f 1 1 

tfsrur it JTTf* % *5* 9 nw-i* 
??oj-5rnr?r $ aft %* a ^ f  ^  *(fa 
fri 3T'ft>T WJT Xf 1 1 *n3M>*T *

* Jr ^*fi> f«R tf t ? fn  *5
|  at f g  «n?r*?f1r *  fr«r it s p ft*
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*Tf iff gfwa a f t  11 f a  jttt 
if ^fVa fa^«T %-ar *iff»r f<p 
PTa% Tm ar»T>r a $  $, anft*?
? a f ^  f i r  jw  m ix  *  ^ rfy a *FrT t

f t * r , !T»rfa^rt?T s s m
f t n , .< rm 3 t*T T  v t  v t i  q » * r
w tT ? a  f w r  if w a f a *  v s *  xzr*  
ft » t , a *  a n * *  f * r  a*Trar«rre v t  ir r f ^  

*rrat if «ft av»t i

^T ?Tf»nr if fTT<T?r aft *FT«T ?5TJir 

| f *t ?m>wrT |  fsra ?rt«ff v t  f*r 

STVTT >Pt Vr^Z ¥fj?t **t «TT T^t «rt, 
if «r*rt fff^ r  m^r Tsr wVc 

^artT«Pfft ifV 5 ttt t  n?t nrflrj ^  
%at q * ar i wkz a ^ a i i j  gsr-
^rm, «Tf *T5T»r *r*m |  i fq t fir f h  
a ^ a if i  % f̂t w i  « « t  fnrwrrr 

wrirnt i fiTTTt q̂ reT if nft p  

f?rets v f n  ftp ? a  t o t  % 
a f t  ?sr% 'rrffo[ fqfi fa 

f«rrt f f a  if a^T ^ i ^rt

'ft^Tma g i |  «tT ?«r 11
?a  st̂ r  % JrafawtfT ara vr
^srif atr af^ ¥ t<  a a  r^ii^ 

srm faa  fta r  | ,  a t f  j ’afrafa 

snrrfaa fta r  |  * t$  ^'aftqrfa faara 

sr^Ttfaa ftaT $ a t *a*FT a'aea war 

jprrat «tT  aarfa  frnr |  fa

a t  fft^a ara  a:t% a f t  ^ar i

fara a ^ f  vr  arr^a trr̂ a w a  ara 

f.Tar% % ftrij * a  a ? a  % ar«i% aw  

| ,  a f t  aa*F, if a f t  wrar fa  <rra 

i^ar a f t a a a  a r ^  |  «rti w v t  

w raw arar 11 ? a  a f r a ^ a  *  ftn?w7 

% ara f a a  Trsa aft tftT a  a ta  art 

^ 1 1  * r f a r  g f a  wra ? a  a ^ a ;lf * 

erata ^ r a v K t $  i
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f a c s r *  s je r  s ?  v $

|  i f a  irnfr *r*T *r m  * t  ? t  

.T5T I  I $ 5  rir^r *  tTcf *T

?T5t ^  11 *  ^T^err g f a

£** % s w *  *r tfV

tftT I
«rr^r er«F $*r * s t  w>x 11

u fr  5*% ^  <rc tfr m *  |  eft

5S «r*imr 10 srfasTff $  ^ w e r r

?t«t 90 srr^T^r * m t f i  %
%* *$ i ftr |  ^

m **ff $  s r t ^  ^  * m
^T*TT **T |  I SSVT *K<Tf ?T|r |  fa ,

<TC 33T^

iftT w  vnn jr g-prfcT srsrT

stt a«ft, ^

j f  I ?*T *f *Y s t a  T W  * * *

r̂3T2r * t  w n w v c rr  |  m fa  

3|«€T *Tt 3TT \7%, 

fftV  fa%, WT *fa f a

?%H5T m  *fi<t x\*$ % ^rfer

sfy 1 1 *ft s s  flwr**r $  srfeft

% srro t o  fTRT ^ rf |q ; i enft g*r 

* w * * r c  v r  f r o r  $  s f t t  3

«TT?t * f  it I

SHRI BHOGENDRA JHA 
(Madhubani) : The present Bill, The
Estate Duty (Amendment) Bill, 1984, is 
another proof of the reversal of the 
policies of the Government in favour 
of rural exploiters. If it is adopted, 
it will totally exempt the rural exploiters 
who own land—on the basis of owner
ship of land but not on the basis of 
production. Many of them arc 
Absentee landlords, They resort to 
social oppression and economic exploit-

i l l  Estate Duty SRAVANA 4
(Am dt.) Bill

ati'on in the rural Sector exploiting the 
rural poor and perpetrating social atroc
ities on them. Many times this House 
discussed about it the atrocities against 
Harijans and other landless people. It 
is this class which is going to be exemp
ted through this Bill.

This is not a Bill about any duty on 
agricultural income but on the ownership 
of land. So when some friends argue 
about tha agricultural sector, it is not 
any incentive to agricultural production, 
but to ownership which may be without 
production and who invest money in 
land, black money in land not for the 
sake of production bccause land is a 
means or production but because of 
the form of security for the future 
but producing nothing. So it is a 
retrograde thing.

In the States excepting Kerala, all 
other States named here in this Bill 
land ceilings measures have not been 
implemented.

They are not implemented fully. 
This is what I want to say. West 
Bengal and Tripura have not yet pro
posed. That is why they are exempted. 
In Bihar? in 1982, Bihar Land Reforms 
(Amendment) Bill 1982 which sought 
to exempt the Tatas from the operation 
of the Zamindari Abolition Act restored 
the intermediate rights of the Tatas in 
and around Jamshedpur with petro espec- 
tive effect since 1950. That- retrograde 
Bill has been assented to by the Presi
dent and it has been implemented. It 
is a shame. So, Sir, the wheel of the 
history h$s been turned back. The 
Landreforms Bill of West Bengal which
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seems to plug some of the loopholes in 
the existing Land Ceilings Act in a 
progressive direction has been sent to 
the President for the assent. His 
assent was not given to it. Same is the 
case with regard to the Tamilnadu Land 
Ceilings Amendment Bill. 1 can 
simply give you examples as to how the 
Government’s policies arc directed 
towards helping the exploiters to the 
detriment of the interest of the 
country and the common people.

With regard to duties and taxes, 
the main emphasis is on getting the 
revenue through the indirect taxes. 
Because it is coming from the common 
people, a part of that money is given 
to the welfare of the industrial sector as 
also the rural rich. The policy here is 
like this. Take the money from the 
common man through indirect taxes 
and give a part of it to the exploiters. 
They may be tbe industrialists, the 
monopolists as also the rich peasants, 
the rural rich. There is no sense in 
talking about socialism. Of course, 
our Constitutional goal is this That is 
our aim. I have no grouse with this 
Government's following the capitalist 
policy. This is a capitalist Government 
and this is the Government of that 
class. But, here, this Bill is not touch
ing that class. By this bill, the land 
of the absentee class, even if it is owned 
by tbe rich peasants is being helped. 
This Bill goes against our accepted 
national policy ; it goes against our 
constitutional 'goal. Four per cent of 
the rural rich who own more than 
thirty per cent of the land are going to 
to gain at the cost of the society and 
the country.

Arguments have been advanced that 
collection is needed to the extent of 
Rs. 21 crores. The argument is made 
that since the wealth tax collection is 
meagre, that Act should also be abolish
ed. There may be arguments that 
since the Anti-Corruption Act is not 
being implemented fully, that should 
also go.

. In regard to Anti-Usury Act, there 
is not a single village or town where
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this Act has not been violated* Some
one may say that this act should also 
go. Crimes take place. If you take 
those people in our society you may 

\ argue that should also be legalised. I 
pinpoint that not only in Parliament 
but in the country as a whole then the 
exploiting policy of the Government 
is oni*' helping the exploiters, that is 
being supported wholesale. The 
Opposition represents the exploited 
class. We are in the Opposition. We 
want to overthrow the Government. 
But, the ruling party people want to 
retain the power.

When the issue comes to the exploit
ing class, they do combine.

And that way a very interesting 
speech was made by my friend, Shri 
Satish Agarwal when he naturally 
remembered the upper class forgetting 
the role of the Opposition. So, the 
exploiters are combined whether they 
belong to the ruling party or the 
Opposition and that is an eye-opener 
for the country as well.

In the same sense I do say that the 
Bill provides :

“ Notwithstanding anything con
tained in Section V, this Act 
shall seek to apply to the levy of 
Estate Duty in respect of agricul* 
tural land.”

If there are loopholes they need to 
be plugged. If there is partial imple
mentation there should be full imple
mentation. If there is loseness there 
should be strictness. That should be 
the demand of the House and not that 
the Act itself should be abolished.

That is why I say this Bill is 
retrograde. This must be opposed in 
the interest of the country and without 
taking much of your time I do oppose 
this Bill and seek support o f my friends 
here in this House that in the name of 
our national policy and Constitutiorial 
goal and in the interest of the people
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of the country this Bill should be 
opposed tgoth and nail.

jt>. * a  f a s  ( s p m )  : m aa'ta  

* n m fa  art, *r*q?T sj?ar srfafaa>T 

195j3 If ffsftaa  % fat* ?TPT?T 

(HSltaa) fasta*, 1984 ST ft 
?ai«m aRcTT g' I

fla 1953 & >$J* ff*rfa 
fawr I  I 3T*fteTTY 3^?PT, ?*a?at 

^ - 5 ^ '  ^  JPlfcTCrta 

fsr*T*rrar̂ ft- % w*rit ^ r*r *1 ?fVxrr ft 

msr aga s*ft gf I  %tix *rt

gq £ i « ru  *rrsr agar

trfa«r $ wtT m w r f t  $ ? a  a$r fa?r 

TTcrr 1 1  are, gw r % *ri<a $  *?rrc, 

afsr w k I w f  ftfft ft it % V R f  

^ro r^ ff % g m a a  ft >tttV s f e a i f  

fteft t  wtr swraa aga ft$w qf^r

|  I SSftnt **TrTrT S t WT«TT-ST % *TO%

ft f f t a  ^ tfa  % arc *ara5T*at aaft s r  

*f\in*a fasrr $ I gR tfqft TT^

* t w f^ w r  * t  srer on; t m  & i

«)£-site fsma *t q fr a R  % 
*mq-q>*nrr % fsjq | t  mcrr^a qafer  

*r V, fax  sra a *  wqft s ’n fta  ft 
*rt«w srr*TT«r 3?qrsa ar?rf st pr 

*m t*w R t f  fa  * m  ft * r s r  sficmga 

^  *aY at *rT?rr?a s r  3?qrea fn^ar 

*frt S5TT it TTaST ftafa 3?q?a 

^  ^ a t  i ffqr ^cqrca s sr m s R 't  

^  % s r * h  fam ar frfa s n r  gjtf s t  

* * *  SW f s t  tft* ■*% STTaft frw ft 

«w r?a ^?qi^T if £mr ^  g g

$*f sw ifa fa^rf & aarar q%nr i

^  ^  sriaft 5*wr
W  «nr«rv. <r  | tt «nrc
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q%ai i stmt^a sr4 % fair q?n 
ai<R 3ti% ft Ttsf % fa^iw qr srfcrysr 
5f7tra q%qr i

?rra5JT«P 11

5»ti^ ftr r̂ srt. srR̂ er f u n  ^grr 
% «F?r f% nzr if jftwf *r?ft ?ftT «nft 

JT^fr % qm srtftfr^ i ft j r i ^ t  f  %  
% g ts

^ if |q  5Tf%?r 3*r% f^rit fg?rr ^  fftfa 
q^ ^31^ ??t$ ^ r  ft faT te  *pTfrr i  i 

??r q?r*r % f?t^ | ,  sft ^rr^er- 

«r»i % ^raarft % wnr% 
faq^r sar̂ cfV 11

ft ?f>q^T g ftp fsr̂ r ^'jftq%qf % 

qiff srq?t q?rr | ,  art srra^T tr>T 

at%!RTflFT vt ^ tft | ,
q m  f?PTt 3fItT | trTTS h t t i t  s ftt

Tt^a ft ag?r ^  *tr^^R> w  

| ,  aft qaftqfaaf ^ f*r?r*«)T er|t mat 
if ?na*P7: f*r^ a ^  i
TRa WTvrOr % a r f ^ ^ T  aT fa<f- 

srf^^R't ift sTawar ar frff sfft 
^ftft ft ff«TT 11 «raT * r * r  q tT  

^TT r̂fr stfg^rft fa^srara ft arq' 
vtT firr?T?rft t  arra t ? ,  aft j'aft- 

qferat' ft *rq>t q?rr firar srt ^ ? r  11 
?tt5t far^rtaf «f> fi^rgr a a ^  ?^r«rq 

ft w  fa«faar s i  ^rfas a*iaa wYt 
?ata?r s^ar g 't

SHRI MAGANBHAI BAROT 
(Ahmcdabad) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, on
this Bill though it is simply an amend
ment, we have to look at the law, its 
functioning, its working from 1953 till 
today. If  I may point out, with all 
its efforts to collect revenue under ttys 
law and to pass on the same to the 
States, as my friend Mr. Satish Agarwal
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gave the figures, it is hardly a few 
crores of rupees coming to the Centre 
and a few lakhs of rupees going tQ the 
States. Bat who pays for it ? How 
is it collected ? What are we giving 
in the nam* of exemptions to the 
people ? I would like that part of the 
story to be more understood by the 
hon. Members and the authorities 
concerned. Those who suffer the 
maximum under the law arc the middle 
class poor. It is rightly said by some* 
one in this connection about this Act 
that blessed are the poor, blessed are 
the rich, but cursed are these who are 
not so poor and not so rich. To say 
the least, it is a death penalty.

Some of the hon. numbers in the 
Treasury Benches referred to them as 
assessees. They are not assessees 
under the Estate Duty because man 
dies only once. But on this day his 
family members require to pay this 
duty. Now, what happens to the 
people belonging to middle class I 
Take the example of the provident fund, 
take the example of graduity, even that 
is not allowed to be recovered by the 
members of the family till he or she 
obtains a certificate of having paid the 
estate duty*

16.57 hours

[MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER ,* tHS 
Chair]

There are instances and in fact, in 
the law it provides that for the purpose 
of paying certain taxes, you can sell 
your proper!y. This has resulted into 
a widow succeeding her husband's 
property required to sell the house in 
which she was supposed to live during 
her life-time. It is a great hardship 
even in the case of other things such 
as jewelJary etc. This Act so harshly 
acts that all the moveables are to be 
calculated for the purposes of Bstate 
Duty. The jewellary in a locker is 
not atiowed to be opened unless there 
is a permission either from the parties 
or from the court. Obtaining a succes
sion certificate is a most arduous task.

Everyone here understands how a 
succession certificate is obtained, at 
what costs, what are the harassments, 
what torture one has to undergo,
especially by a womtn of our country. 
I would therefore request the hon.
Minister to lojk at the Section 33(i) 
(6) whiah gives the exemptiQn. I will 
quote* hare one of the items from this 
Section.

I quote Section 33(1) (c). It toys :

“ Household goods, including
tools of artisans, agricultural 
implements or any other tools as 
were necessary to the deceased to 
enable him to earn his livelihood, 
to the extent of rupees two 
thousands and five hundred ~in 
value."

Is it our concept of a socialist 
society, that a man will not have more

* than Rs. 25o9 worth of things in his 
house, i.e. as the total value of his 
belongings ; and that if he does, those 
things should be taxed ? And it is the 
middle class which has to piy the 
maximum. The rich do not pay. 
Fortunately, this is a law where th« 
poor need not pay : but this is a law 
where the rich evade paying.

17 hrs.

Let the hon. Minister say this ; 
during the last 30 years since when it is 
in existence, out of the big houses, out 
of the so many big industrialists, big 
names, big income-tax payers atod big 
wealth tax payers, how many have 
paid it, and paid it accurately and 
properly according to their wealth? 
They have not. These amounts are all 
being collected from widows, middle 
class people and pensioners, though 
pension itself is exempted.

This very section 33 (I) (c) says that 
our definitions about these things arc 
out-dated. Are we not, on the ooe 
hind, encouraging people to go in f°r 
TV, and on the other say th it a man 
having a TV should pay estate duty ? 
What w our conQcpt o f distributioa of
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wealth ? What is our idea behind not 
permitting concentration of wealth ? 
Why should you generalize land, and 
exempt it irrespective of its size 7

I would request the Minister to 
look at the Statement of Objects and 
Reasons. I have never come across so 
vague a Statement. It opens thus :

“ This Bill seeks to amend the 
Estate Duty Act, 1953 mainly 
with a view to excluding agri
cultural lands, from the levy of 
estate duty/*

“ With a view to excluding agricul
tural lands” means what ? How many 
acres of land ? Whether it is one 
acre, two acres or 200 acres of land, it 
is a possession. Are we deciding 
everything with the same yardstick, and 
saying that we are doing something 
good for the society ?

Mr. Daga, like a school master, 
asked us to reply whet lie r we were for 
socialism or not for it ; and the equated 
this to asking whether we were for, or 
against estate duty.

If it leads to an egalitarian society, 
if it really results in equal distribution 
of wealth, this measure is welcome ; 
but if it does not, it is certainly time 
to reconsider the entire law. To say 
so does not mean that anyone who 
opposes the present law or its working 
to-day, is necessarily opposed to the 
idea of concentration of wealth being 
taxed.

The question is 'whether you have 
reached the goal or succeeded in imple
menting the law. It is very strange 

*t under this law, you permit it if a 
ttan holds an insurance policy with a 
view to pay his estate duty as and when 
c dies, i.e. any amount is permissible* 
**t if the same man, for his own 

*a ety or for his protection for the
J îx -°^ k*s pu*s ^is money in
Pruetts, there is a limit of Rs. 5,000. 

ow do you draw a comparison between

the two ? You are only protecting 
your right to recover the revenues. 
But you are not protecting the citizens 
from harassment.

As a person having some experience 
of how this law is being implemented* 
I would say that most of the people 
who suffer are middle class people ; and 
those have largely and successfully 
cscaped it are the rich people. Should 
we not consider this aspect ? Should 
we exempt thousand of acres of land- 
tea gardens and coffee estates—simply 
by providing that agricultural tland is 
exempted and then saying that well 
this a policy where agriculturists are 
encouraged. Which agriculturists ? 
Therefore, I submit that this particular 
amenment is an opportunity to look 
at the law. It is difficult to 
oppose this as a law because the 
noble and laudable cause that is 
assigned to it that we are distributing 
this money to the States. Which 
States ? How much ? Here again 
there is a discrimination, It is only 
those States where big cities like 
Bombay, Calcutta and Madras are 
situate. Well, something might be 
coming. But think of the smaller 
States, think of the hill States, think 
of the States where there are not such 
big property cities; there are not people 
who are likely to be or 
notionally to be taxed under this law, 
What do they get out of it ? If Rs. 11 
crores is to be distributed among 20 
States of India and the ratio being 
what you collect you reserve for you, I 
am sure, it does not give much to the 
States, So, it .is not simply because 
the States get from it, it does not justify 
its existence.

What is required is a thorough re
examination of this subject as a whole, 
On the one Jiand, they are asking the 
people to own houses, go to coopera
tive societies, but, at the same time, 
they make a provision that one s 
building or a house in a cooperative 
society again falls into the category of 
owing an estate which is again taxable 
under the estate duty. What are you 
aiming at 7 Is it the definition of



socialism that everyone should remain 
throughout his life in the slum or you 
want to improve his lot ? If you want 
to improve his lot, you have to be 
practical. We have to consider it and 
we have to see that every time it should 
not frighten us to say that a bad law 
should be dealt with.

The hon. member, Shri Daga has 
put us a challenge saying that don't 
say anything against this law, unless 
you have raised sometimes an issue that 
somebody evaded the revenue payment, 
etc. For that, I am answering? It 
has come from a very responsible 
member of a ruling party. I, for one, 
wrote to this government, as a member 
of this House, two years before that in 
my city in income tax raid Rs. 80 lakhs 
were found in a raid under bcnami 
name. Ordinary courtesy of replying 
to a member of the House was not 
shown because I named the person. 
Rs. 50 lakhs are of a member of their 
party who is a minister in my S*ate. 
Let them say that they are nor raising 
the issue. Are they not supposed to 
encourage us ? Are they not supposed 
to answer us ? Are they supposed to 
give us curt reply to that ? Say that 
it is not so. So, it is better that the 
hon. members on that side, before they 
throw mud against us, know from us 
that when we raise questions, they are 
not answered ; and that is why we have 
been made to say it in this House 
today.

3TTW5T WI3T it Q&Z

w e t  fsm <tt m  

ft $3! w r a n r  *17% TfTCI

*rT*<TT g • if ftrV p *

Reservations |  I ^  ^  I  ^
it 4 * '

t  ta r  *
% fft«T Pror 

f i f f a  tSV WTtT, * ra

|  I *«JT if f f l  H i t
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Estate Duty 388
(Amdt.) B ill

Ju l y  26.1984



389 Estate Duty 
(Amdt.) Bill

ir 3* «Ffl3f VT WT $t?TT $ f«i
trai ’"rwar i fag?r f a t f  **3 -

v r c * f t t  i f  «n<r ?t * n r  ®r « f t *

v $t n a r fo  «r*r «r 5 VTt? * r

*r«fr 7t t i  n^r, nfa* *rc *t 3*r
fcr * r  **ir 5 m , «un 1

ar^f a v  * 5  5FT*ri% * Y  aiF^cT * r

&  ffTT a F f -«P T in f> T  if T * f f

arff fc

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Ma-
ximum black money is there with yc 
knowledge ?

SHRI P. NAMGYAL : That 1
been * brought to the notic of i 
Minister.
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : 
give the names to the Ministers.

You

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY (Calcutta South) ; This is 
your responsibility now.

SHRI P. NAMGYAL : It is their
responsibilty.

$ * r  srrgm g f a  h i t  %
*ft |  s w  *«usr sfccnrRicr

* v t  snrm  % 5?rr?[

*> i %fV :t

f t  *f JTf ^ft STTfMT w i f m  i  f«F

f*H * ^ n j - 'T T s t f K  if oft g q

* ttt f « r  g q r  i

*mT>r3r % *n»? $  *t^ 
^  nr far ^  fa** % g f t  ir «ffft *fr 

f t -fo f* «T  3 ^ ^  I  l q f  fj»W  a t 

fif ‘tw  vi?rr sfr %i r .̂?r t m  v t f  

*r,T vrtn , v r m
s ^ ^ f r r q r  i

T.

u 6 0 ) J \ / f ^ 0 . t f j *  s

i/tO j[»>‘<St K c t * r v i t i o n s  Q

I J  ' X f '  Is  C f J ? 0 ( >  *£ ?

A o t  j

.<—*'^ *{? '*»»tf/j f J  Cf

C f & jj . «̂ 'y f c T l

J o /ti *> j> t

V'tfiM'&J-' W. /'J t
'r f f j i  t r i s i f b L t  c r f / t ) /

U '/ j y i
r *

r;‘J

• Z f o b  * 1 ( ' f ’s i i t i  <Js?.

< ^ -V y / t ^ J £r 'Z ))r? ’S  ,

W  < -/  *aI> K ti> g r0'&  f 

S f & h  k r i / c i ' ^ u

{ A {  ^ r t h j
\ l t  * - '  ,■ “* &  ssTH r-—~ T



39l Estate Duty" JULY 26, 1984 Estate Duty 392
(Amdt.) Blit r (Amdt.) BUI

C[ \f
j :  u f y m .  &

j .  f '  \ y c 3  - ^ /

J )  ^

' J t S . i J l t f

cL\. cr

^ i ,£ r  c,J}/ >& £-$/. ̂  J  

£  ‘ c£  ^■Jf»s', ^ r-J its '

c t f -  CV. ^
* • j

c * b j i / ^  0 * * Oi> - O f4 m̂/0 "% »»1r ^  .' * # V *

1̂ f t ^

j j f  wf* ^  % j  - £ .
- * * « /

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : M^xi- 
ir.um bltck money is thtre with your 
knowledge ?

StiR l P. NAMGYAL : Th»t has
been brough to the notice of tht 
Minister^

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You 
five, tbc. naiQcs to tiic Minister. *

SHRI SATYASDHAN CHAKJCA- 
BORTY,: This is your responsibility
now.

SHRI P. NAMGYAL : It is their 
responsibility,.

~ 0 t / j/ l/ X j/ * ~ j £  \j C fi  * , t ;  / # i
• I

i f  i O t t £ * i s & j £ b / £ i \ w f o {

vt / / 0W & K

< / i W o i / i / f U ?  £■ b ii)* jL ?01

S t S & S c - J  t & )• » i

l'u

•ft TTH m *  TT^ ( fa f f f rw )  : 

3TT«trftT 9$t <TT
(S S lt* * )  1984 q T 9 * « f >

|  | 9 f  1984 VT «tfw«T
<tf? IQ  rr*  siftWST

faims; *r  ̂ 1982 *t »?f mai u*tt «ir i 
fR 1932 *f *1 ssrtaJT i^im s smr 
*ni «rr, w f ^ f c ^  ¥V «#V*rr
■ft w ? t fffav fiwi »T*rt 9T dU
9 f f9*r it i «tT*ir I , % g w  ** tr 
H* f j  9 i«  v i n f  |  « \t  Wf >f|

|  f a  «r> ff*r ^  3<r v t  ?«r

•PT & «%3 TWT ari<» I

«rt %? % ?rr«r ^  s|[<fT 
^ ^  ^  

m  \  i «r»r* 
fn̂ Tiirr wrq f s  % Hit Fv?r%
?i»nq n*, ?rt 3*r s r  ?rm to r  *?r 
5f t r ^  I? arT^nnrtT *5 qv 

arnj>ft i $ t  s r  ’Ti’T % W  
j  i f» n ^  fim  *r^t i s  gq f , ^  ^  v
9 | S jpr r̂ij»IT f«P *9 % *9T9 9 at
9?  9 < R n t fv  sfi*  w  ^

«TT̂  | ,  9^ 9! î 9fW5!^



vt ft«rfer *qr fc, ftH?t t t  v>h 

m  v* 3 H v t f>m «n*rr £ i if itv v t  
v t nm  ^ 'h i  f t  *rr?ciq if n f  v t
WHIST %f%«T VI IJV HITT <?*TT f*tft 
TT51T if H$*T Hft J«TT tftT W’TT H^f 
$WT, cfr H*1 3ft q f  TfTHTtjr' f t  S ffv l 

f ^ 5THH> srtT m* v t v £  f c * m  
niTT t f t?  VTt VI HiH f*T5TT TfT g, 

H*q% VT, S*«TST VT, *fH VT, WH

vt f**t v t , ^ q r^ r  v t , >15 v t , 
h?h v t , *r?r v t , fcfaHH vt *rtT
»TT*Tm*T ft«%  «rtT VT ? I *THT 3H*
vt f»TH& a n q , at v h  #  vh  
50, 51 w v*r h?V tffJt 1 *h% v t  m  
&r v t arHHi q r «ifa H*r $ 1 eh
h 38ST «rrq f t  eh vtH v t qqr qg?T 
JTTTt v t WT f*«lf?r t  ?ft f % it it 
Vf»t f t  30 'TTfffJ $, f tff t if 40 7T 
ft*? |  ift< fvn t if 10 <tt %?? |  *rtT 
*f »n^rt % *rr«r v?h t * if  hi j? f t  f  g  _  
v t  i $  wt §, farn if it arkt t t  #?e 
ft hast v t  qrq |  1 fanM  % ?TVt qT 
*f HHTHT *If?IT f  f t  3tTT 5T%9T if qv
v t  *iht $ q>nm  v t  *rtr qvrq^

v t  v i  ^ v t  sr̂ 5T % q v  nm qfTT tft 

«ri* hv h*(V r̂w r̂r » m  1 ftflT firi |

fa  £H % q f  f VlHaff if <ftJ?T HmTflNHt 

ft*rr ?t arist $ «rtT etesr sr^f fc»rr 
ftqT ^THI I  I q f  3TT5r?rT3ft Vt T R

3*TT q^T v t *ITVrT VI farT fa?TT»( 
*THr |  ft^qfl: 1*1 v t ft'fie  EH 
% 'rr*r 7ft m?Pr ftn t 1 ^?tht v f f  vr 

sriq ?rr?% ^rr ^  |  tfft  v t  
^  |  t il t  v ft’ v t 1H>'t VTat 
t  1 £  q|%  fruqfr;

^  5TH I, 5ETH 1947 q f  % 511^ 
^ftsqfir ^  tar if ?r 1 ^  v t ht*t
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«ri ?r?r sft* ?*i^ v r  h h t qr f ^ ? r r

«t>t sH vt 5‘isft q-qirq 25-30 v f r ?  

^  % ??P t?  T ft fh f t  i ?r*ft fqg[%

*T5t% t  trv 5T»q?rT q* r fr  «tt, sit

?r«rH3; 5f f H v ^ r  |  i q^  v f t f  

if f ^  ^  t f t l  g?rif 5TqTiq J05 q f T q i T f . 
% h ih  f^it «r, fspr v t  v f tf lr

^Tqf it s;qT q f 1 1 if

TH Tint v t  ^q i |  | V ft STIflT 

t  f t  aft faw i-q ft % q f ? f  1 3ft 

viH3it if f. ~H *  *rg*R 
€ t  H iq fe  ?> $ 3 t r  tfi v T t?  ^q^  |  

SHVT h u t  wqi I  ? 3«rc f g r ^  

»II<TJir gq 5̂TH jf V|T q q i f t  'fHH % 

q w  sq i^ r q m  ^ r  q* v t  5h*ttct 

srn?' ti\x  3H v i ^ft q«T f ?  ? f i  |  m
■TT f t v  5P nf 3II(T ^  ?IHI3r % Thm%

«t»t % m q f v i  $qT ^ srq r srrcr, hhi^t 

«tr sri* «r>T <nf«iv fsrqHcrr ?t | t  i 
5IHIH ^rfVH ?H qT 5fHIH 

aft ?itq 3mi?i q?r VT t̂ sri 11 it 
&RT f v « f ^  5miif art^ |  ?

^rqii) srrl $ f t  grtnt if ?t h t h 9II h s  i

T̂T̂ qCT H^t^q, fqrT TT3q Ĥ ft 
aft q f H5Tiq' f t  aft 35 HTvft if 
£q*r PiqitT, 3 h v i qqi q f w * r

fnv5ir i n? q f ^ m  favfii f t  
q ft?  iF<tf Tfr.trv afntet ^mr f t  t? t  
% ftn  fsfl??! far^rvt f t  «nari<t % 

Hqq 20-25 v t t?  ^ r |f?rqgr «ft, ^wvt 
l^ iq c i m  ? t farR  VT1? ^  f t  n f  

*rk eiJi v t |f?mrf ?t farTT ’h r  
v ft?  ^qir v t ft- n f i ^  ^  H v*r h 
q;JT 132 KTfafT ^  |  f?H% HVff 
^ q q j qft ^q frT  I  I «WT wq% '&*  

HHI% VI n e t qftjJTIH f>HI M I ^

*TT ?
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(*ft TT«rmW Tift

aft 9 *  soV i'T fa | ,  aft 

« ? * T T T t  art v i w t  v * t i *  %, 
VT% «PT v t  T V ? *  VT «IH * VPpT

**ITZTT * T  M ifJr W TT S I T V t  <TV?% if

TOT ^  n it, Tfft V I^  #  St marvsT 

fVFpff v t  apft* WTt* VT 
a  n  * h t t |  $ i *nrt 

STTTOt aft * m  t |  *t f v  fafTT T R 7 % 

>nft ?  f^R% «TTIT 18 j?*rr <*V*

W *fa r  I  I « f t * T *  f *T T >  S W T  ST^fT i f  * f t

i*ir w* -w f ijfirrfa  1 1  *tt<t% if tfa n  

v i^ r  v t  iTf v fa rrm  1 1

trV aim* ?t «rt wpj*»rT aft s ? t t  
% g w  nW  *  i s? jff*  ^ * t f f  #  

ar»tor f*vm %  % frrtr w tr far«rc<ii 

v ifrm ft v t*  *  fat* trv vJr^t **rrf
«ft I TIT t t  ^ tH *  ffiftrw  v t  fsriro

ftrwft v t ffffnm ff<r »mr %ft t  
Wf5*»TT aft v t flf?  #  575TT «T? T I

*TI VffSTI *T I<T VT̂ ST
%fv»T nqsfr stow n t « i«b

TW I f*T M  ffT^T *  *£?T £  VT^T TTIT 
VT& I  *T»TT 3R 7T 3lTT tPTO $t*T 

WTf̂ rr qm  JTf t  £tm I f  Pm  *T*V 

* f» M  % VT, fW v t *  £  SIT »lft* %

<nft *ft*fli H Hf Vfm  f  fv aft v t HTT 
»ftfn fSTTFt «T£ WHT?* %fv*T
*fam T#t fflV VTT5* I «TTq iftfa  JRT& 

I ,  W? jftfff *r«^t *ft ?PTat I  f if tfv  

w  *  70 qfftrcft fft»r $ i * 
« T f  in n s *  t  f v  it « t * t  * » t * r  %  <jt** 

(  «ftr « ri $* rm  s s t t  s tm

^fVW * 5T*7 *T«T% farr aff T 3TT%
J , w ft 5r«? farr ff^ r« rv r< t ? t
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ari?t 1 1 fw t f«RH5T v t  **5 % nTt^t 

v t  T<tr v  ifr% aftw»r-«TTq  ̂ v t *  *rmt 

Vt (TWT ^ftfV ari T ft |  tftT W»ftT> 

VT aft̂ rr-JTHTrr VT* *TO* % qTfT 7 m

4 f?n  ari TfT |  i m q  s ^ v t  irm  q f *

«TT tY* ^ 7  HTT TT T$ I  I

5 ^  »|tT sT p̂sraT |  f v  «rrr 115 

r ffwt^sr faitiTV 5TIC[ I  I 5 ^

ift w ftiv  sra?^ar B f  t̂ffV ar? 

*nq 10, 15 q vir ^  m  20-25 q v ?  it 

^  15% T « *  *TT5li v t  ?rt 5W  T«S, 

aft 5fhr «tf«nr v R J i I: * rerfa  * n f f o  

t«%  |  3H vt a t ^fcT tw w  r f i

* t Htq NTTTTT VT^ j ,  S?ftq W ia  
f  *ft? Tjfir *tV TW* I  S^rvt T«T *PPT?T 

VT It 5f?I H^t T*r* I «T»TT UTq f?w
if w  v t  wifiT^ vtct art ?»i
n*i«Rt fv snrqqft sfhrfi m v  |  <ftT 
*ti«t w f  i i  wriqifrJit, gtrtnqfinfi, 

» i  -« i anrw tft aft fv vm*Y vuif 
vT?t I ,  s a v t  w iq h »t!;i ^ ? v  *r 

jfft TW^r 'q i?* |  1 *?r f w  % ffî r 

« m  n>ft v t n tq?i 5 F* ir *t<kt » t 
f?qi t  f jtuv t fv $  v a f  qip?

% VTai jj 1 ?n-?rq  *f t h  f««r v i  

VTm g 1

m q v t  *ftfa «r*«jt 5ftn?r nra 

jfgt ^ 1 « h t  jftJrer irrri $ttft at aft 

«riar 35 upOf if f??ri^ t ?  t | |  * 

f?w i^  1 art *rm T

*»TJrfR t j t  t  1 1971 *t j t s t* * ^

aft *  5TTTT fijlTI «TI f v  *I<t^t 

%fva * |  Stitt *fST frv irr  1 !*f 

? ia  7T f^fm n JTsff 1 1 W ^  
v t  arsrai v t  * r iiv t  ?ra <tt f ^ ^ i

1 1 « th  ^ t |  aft v i y r  sriq’,
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flT5T% ssfta*  HUT', % V l^l
jj^ rtr', S rfo ;r *a r  a v  s tr q v t j f a a  a r e

5T|f * *  S *  f  3  ^TT I are

h it  jft*m a r e  v t  % iRitT'ir eft ttttt

f«rO«ft <TW t?V *W |tVT OT«TVT TT^ST
v * » r r  i * r r r  f a r a *  v t ^ t

srsrur it, 3 * 5  jfVua *rrr; n f f  jftift a t  

HrfffT m w r  r*rThr v t* t| *  i

•SHRI S. T. K. JAKKAYAN 
(Periakulam) : Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir 
on behalf of my party the All India 
Anna Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam,
I rise to make a few suggestions on the 
Estate Duty Amendment Bill.

I welcome the exemption being given 
to agricultural land from the purview of 
Estate Duty. It cannot be denied that 
this Will be an incentive for greater 
agricultural production. Here we 
should also bear in mind that big land
lords will derive maximum benefit from 
this legislation. I have to say this 
because so far the land ceiling laws have 
not been implemented uniformly throu
ghout the country. Though the Zam- 
indari abolition law has been enforced 
strictly, yet new landlords have sprung 
up everywhere because of lax imple
mentation of Tand ceiling laws ; which 
alone can bring rural equali ty.

3*7 Estate Duty SRAVANA 4,
(Amdt.) Bill

Some days back the hon Finance 
Minister stated that 40% of the national 
infcom© comes from agricultural sector 
and this is not subjected to incometax. 
Sir, the small farmers are not in the 
group of incometax-payers. It is only 
from the big landlords that the Govern
ment can collect incometax* Therefore, 
it will be no exaggeration to say that 
the exemption of agricultural land from 
estate duty will benefit more the big 
landlords.

I would take this opportunity that 
c hon. Finance Minister should help

The original shuach was delivered in 
Tamil.

those living in urban areas. There has 
been long-standing demand that the 
minimum exemption limit for estate 
duty should be Rs. 5 lakhs in urban 
areas. The Estimates Committee of this 
House has submitted a report in this 
regard and I suggest that the recommen
dations contained in this Report should 
be accepted by the Government and they 
should be implemented.

Our leader Puratchi Thalaivar Dr. 
M. G. R. has formulated a plan to 
supply electricity free of charge to small 
and middle level farmers in the State. 
This will cost the Government of Tamil 
Nadu a sum of Rs. 300 crores annuity. 
Our Chief Minister, whose soul-breath 
is the welfare of cultivators, is planning 
to implement this scheme for thear good. 
In these circumstances, the Central 
Government should ensure immediate 
assent of the President for the land 
ceiling law of the State which is pending 
for quite a long time now.

With these words I conclude my 
speech.

«Tt T5ft* VTfWt ( « f r P K ) :

'm;r*sr?r f * cet f t f v T  s t v t t
*  aft s s v r

5TV fj t  f a  *T>T
JTTte't V t  aft %TcTT i f  tfT*TTq?TTf

if, q vrrq u jr i ffrgvrcli *  * fk  

iiTta frWr *  * t^  aft ^  fi 
^c*r fv sr  arr<? i

q w n s*  i w  f t ,  m  w  

i & w  i w f c v v i  *  
•n rtftC T  fsrmq^TT *r |  «At

$ W T t f ^ T H  a rm s v t i f  fr *  1975 

if ^  w tT
g a r filV  SRT 5 ? V  VT flW s T C J & Z  
1 HT1T 3TTC? I ff^ ta f V T | t ^ l  STTfa*Tt 
|  I «Tf - 3 ?  pft’ ft % 3JTTCT I W  3HST
fviri arit? %flT iffcar v i  ssfarsr
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(*rt «r«5«T Ttfte)
»rct*, %f\x Preif ?fY*ft % faq  fo«n
arrq I TO fa*T VT 3*TTST ^Ta^T I J -

arnten; sftifi «rt fiT%m fsnrvt

u. <fr. %ftx firere **ft arnft if **t- «\
r e t  amt?t $ i «r»r> a v  f  *  3 ? *  % 

u??T nftsr «t«r $ aft anftn 
% a r r  $ v\x spftnf <tt ^ t -
* T W  f t  T f T fc I f»T Hf |

%  fa*r srorrr gfTarnf % «T*r *?%- 
WTW f t  TfT $ fa *  <R? ** s w *  
ap fta  % *?W?T fa»H arM fT  fc ? urtr 

f t *  f w  a T f  %  Jrnnrra f t  $ i 
favr* i *  tot«t fTat & «rrfa<B t  •
TO *J5V fft 80 'TTWJ T T ^ S R  «lt*f

if Tgat $ i swfaq ** a v  f*r nff* 

faw nf % t r t  if *r?t 4 t$ ? a* a*  

Hft nr«PTt if ffpffaH  if w n w  Hflf 

wr s% m  i u f, Jf n ft *rf tgr jj «f?* 

TO  ̂ % w«ffa - srvr* Jf̂ rt «ft

ar^rfTvn^ %g* % if ?w * r

*r*ir*R if * f  r *rr fa t o  % 5ft*ff 

v t sgt manst a* arc ngt f»r%*fV 

a v  7 w )  svtn ifav tRt**r aft *t 

arcat i TO3*n*1 irrsrreft fasi% 37 4*rf 

if t o  f t  *nff f*r?ft $ i 9g v w  

«  afrfiro v t  $, t o *  faq *Yt 

ff « ra  ^rffTT i trnrvr t o  *i$* % 

vrrtsrn: v t  ^-?r^ * i aft *H*rtr 

3»?ir trrrvt «rct* asr% *t 3?t t  Tsrm  

sftm i ** araar r e f  ¥t ?*r

5?* if *pm  f f  «ft at * f  tft rr* 

v?*r «rnt a f t *ft i * f -« i <t aftTpjiff 
VT TO *J?V VT ?vta*fr 7* <T?TT $ I 
fw u t ar^-vr?*ft^ v t q v  ijj^r qtft 

*i\T nftw frirw r >? 1984 it
%«r-«n[ST wt Tf3*rrf if ‘4a? $ *t 
e t » ! T ”  5fI*T v r  « F T ^  7 T H  f f f T  I T t»T \ T

*rr$ar ^ t  t o  ?r^jr w f ^ t^ r  f a *

<nf%-«riifj f ,  *  ^ft t o  htvtc  %

«r i

( im w iH )

SHRI RAM /*YARE PAN IK A : 
Sir, it is not so. There are so many 
cultivators in Jammu and Kashmir who 
have not been provided the right on 
the land. Even those who are iivint 
outside, have got the ownership. Act
ually the tillers are not obtaining the 
rights on those lands. This is tbe situ
ation in Jammu and Kishmir.

«ft W«|* T5ft* * t f * t  : Jf, flu*  
^  <nu7 fv  v r r  w  |  ?

^  JT? mg nr fir 1948 if 
!»n^«ftT if a f  frirfn <rm g<rr i firm 
Pfw  v*T!rif5T«T % v t f  v tn a  nft 

n f  13i*  w r i t e  «Ra?rr at 

W9a t  ir «»r?r t fft^a  f t  fo 

to%  'rtiff v t  <srnTr *5Tr 11

^r*^-TTOtT if 4 »  J  ?t fa=TT 
g«rr wtT frrwt fvw R , fanrif 
>ft wrfnH *rnrrc f t  nq, fw’rvr 
^  ^ r r  art r f r  «rr, f tR ^ t  w tsr tt 
^  sf^f, f i ^ v t  s?*a-*rr**  5X »?- 

t f  3rmtT5R tftT fT4
% 1 3 itt fa  irrsr^fT n . <ft.
wtT fffTT if f t  TfT 11 fafT̂ TT t  JT? 
?rTiJrr wrg’nT ar*n-*?*frT « t v t t  * 

f^riar fiftr=r % *BtTir wr< iff
*rrn% if *r*t vr»T«TT«t frR rr vt, 
^7%  ?r? fSTT̂  7 ft qff ftfTirff 

grr, u t t  f*T^ VtftrsT ^ t fv ^ f t  ^  
vrsja if vf*rarf 8 T ^ t  i f f  fiwf , r  
« *  t f x  f n  ^  | t  W * t *
*rnrvt war»fT ^ rfa r  g fa  W
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if ? r *< r w  t f t r  ? ; s m * f  s n f a t f t  

sY \  i

f<rr^ s f r  sfart-sifjt $'w mf%*T 
| ,  m  f*T  JT^«TW f«P?JT % S T ^ R t  ^
f^ T tv r | ,  **ft f m  n. «ft. wVt

v es

farfTTT *f fa s r fr  k i * f i  r>$ m m ' 
wt? T f 5*r r w  *r s f f  f s
H t  fftfa ir r t * t  s r  m sr ;m r s t  
$ «rffsr *r 9 ? -? ?  Trjffa rtf % t r  
f i r r ^  <»s? m r ta  I ,  srt « * r% ?gq‘r- 
*rr*r t t  |  i ^ r f s *  ?> *m  f> T f t
| ,  <Tf?ft fft * f  f s  S*T JJ?S if 3 f t  f»T 
■TTT^nT W TRT m f %  |  9? 3 *  * f t
j^ s tt  i * f t T s  fam  i * r  *r s;*rsr anft-
?rr »T^iTC^nT^5PT s r ^  -3»T^ 3 * -
* ?  ■3T^ftTry> s> ?r<m s'ht??
Tf5TT I  SJTfrr ^ « T T S T  % W tY  
flTtfc it S T m  m f Y  f. I OT«T f T l ^
^  j j f t  s t  3 t* p tt!t  rix :  ?r?V ?t*V i 

* * n f s  3r* f  m  if 3uft=r jfi’ ft
aft * f  * * r  t t  5ftr? vT  i r ^ f T  s * m  
W«Pt T Jrq * % fj=rrr, « t r  3*T% T̂I«T
3? *  *ft  *ft  ’snrsr g tm  i 53 f r  ? t :t 
* tf  $ f> « n ir  * f t  7 ?  ?r
f c t  f t  T f t  $, ^ T S T  Tflft ?Tf<r W  T̂rft 
flSifc 1 * O t f s  3r f  f r ’T R  5'TTR |t*r r ,
* ?  m ftsrc  « H  5i ih t s r  -smHt % 

*T lfa s  T f * t , 3 * is t  S t ? 7 1 - S *  f A lfa 'S  
< w ? t ^trfr |  srth 3iT*Ft ^ t m  
5Tf=ff  S t  ^ R n fr ftrft  $, S f f F t  f*T
^ r r  ^ f f  u ;| f m ? r  s t  a f t
? * * t  $ f s  f i f f ^  3 ;$  A T̂'-frf cfn'

►5r'if m  .r
e,5'T 'i  «r % f3rr ft 5Tft-? f ^ 'f t f t
% | f 5Tr?r s t  «rr irrfr ^  f^ .T  -^ t  ?r#Jr. 1

| <TT
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tn ^ p fr  ? ift?  ?t>t f^*rr^ sV qrsrrer 

% *rr«r 1 1  ^  ?«nft u i i

rTS !T$f ftr-T 'Trf t,t t  TT'Tlft

^rr m fTT i  ffr -sTf 'Ts ?rrT ̂ «\
f s f i r  % irr'ftT7R>' % f a r  

jftp’r*! n  *i?T2rr 7 ? r  frft ?r> 

s r f - r f  «nfrqfrriff s t  s s f f f  s t  %)x 

jTHT srrft rfJTT,

^r?t ^  ?fV arft s r^ ir  s t %

(O r c h a r d s)  % *r*r ^  r^?rr 

f  t ? ?  ??=TTr ?Sr tfV r sr

?TtT fTI^ fjFfi'TH  If 9Tf Tfr 11 

fiR  sft»ff % qr*r ?*tt srnrr, % mqr 

^ ? r  nt?Y if 3rrsT >?fr?

|  sit s t i^ 9^rr f  i f*»Tf *

n fa*ft 5TTt% *r ntsff ^

ST^r I  I jr»ir^ $ '  if vft 7 f t  fr?r

f t  TfT %, 5tff r̂t̂ ft % ?T!ST *f-3T* 

?r'ti^T Tnn | ,  r-*<fr * * N t

Sr'TJT y'f ^  kT%T ST Ht f  *f\x r?T 

srT<ir «rft?i fsm?«f 7?: ?3t5r «t? Tft

|  f s  % -iTT-ft 3T»TR S> TlrfrT'fft 7^% 

f^rSr =f7; ?  t  qf>j % r̂iTrcr

if f  i firr^ if 7 f

f*t 7?  Tf K I WTT̂  ̂ t  t

fs fs?r ?r»f *r fir w  f= ft^  sr 
g s r e m  s ?  s*tr ?*r *rt f<r s r  i

g f s  « t r ^  f ^ t  

f f t s T  *rrf*, s?TTr fH  ?t% f>

h s-tt |  f s  Hf-tti'T  s r  sw m Tfft 

tT̂ >ft5i=r ft s l ^ i ^ s t  ?3rr<?rft 

n>r jTifi^f »>r sfr^iTt f t  i ^ f  <ttIt

r<;?Tf?tf s i  tir%, ^ 33% ^rF^rfr ft,

% 5»r^t m tf?  ^  

l
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( * t  **|?T

5*1* 5̂T *T SfTRIlft
*■ t> % tt  *> arr xifV § 1 

ftn r % f r o f  *f *t«t> arm  f., farcfc 
Tnsr w fff ntaflf *r &, a s m
W<RT 51H VT«T»T $ |
3 ^% *rr«t s s  w r  *rn% 5jt a fn > t
* m m  | ,  sqrvV sp> **r
*f( fV*TT $ I *rm > STr>RT *>
m ? * i  ?>»tt i avft haht

'Tt'Tirr i v r m  f j f t  * 1 ^ 1  m«PT
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SHRI RAM PYARE PANIKA : Sir. 
it is not so There arc so many cultiva
tors in Jammu and Kashmir who have 
not been provided the right on the land. 
Evet) those who arc living outside' have 
got the ownership. Actually the tillers 
are not obtaining the rights on those 
lands. This is the situation in Jammu 
and Kashmir.

jr .  *  ■ ■ t f e M i s ?

c!>  * - '̂ F it-

»X\j

i r f ' M  C£> f o r  L s f i & r W

i f / t S ^ ^ i S ' / o S l  ^  jfl* £
I * * # *

<4j. Z j j j S f f y t j j  j j j j j  I / s l j ’f '

J i y t i  <<s 4 - ;  ^

& ' Z a r < y ' / { s o u ' s  <s \ £ j h  >j^ J  

« r < *

j Li> ;  c J , jX ^ p S j c

. d j t J C j S  \ f *  '■ £ .& >  * \  

cr { ' '  *t (A /L rs> l 

j & • / W U f ]  jf 

t f  J l  U 'V 'I  a S iW  £

c A riJ o

O i I? —̂ J i

Q f  ^  *J J&'I &}
Jry,/ W t *  t - j l e J

^ ^ V . / i w y  

| ’& *  e A b f f ? C - ^  i / l / t ) * L  

*  ̂ £  f “  f & /*>

i < r { f /A  *+} (

IjI W  6~j  

t f q f J p f u M ' i + ' t f S W t r t o

I $ ’J r c s , < /i A
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< t f v * U ( b  •.> k ' 

• < / / j \ ^ l  Y O 'h > )(£ & / ( S I * i < j f i

' t k o *  i  ^  &  < r #  6

&  1 o > / j~ i r  l  <?
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SHRI BISHNU PRASAD (Kali* 
bory : 1 rise 10 support the amendment 
brought by ih# Minister of Finance: in 
the original ls»iai# Duiy. Act. Thk *
»va* enactcd in 1953. H w»s framed e 
the busis of U. K. Estate Duty Act «"« 
inheritance Act. In fact the Mm««« 
should haw  brought some more d » o r _
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the present social and economic changes 
in our country. The amendment which 
has been brought by the Minister is 
really commendable because now the 
land is not in the hands of a few. 
There was a time when the land was 
with the zamindars but in a State like 
Assam after the passing of zamindari 
Abolition Act and Land Ceiling Act, the 
ceiling has come to 50 bigas (17 acres). 
If we say that we are having land lords 
or big land holdings, then we have to 
blame ourselves. After the passing of 
these legislations in the* country we do 
not have landlords, say people having 
more than 50 bigas. This is the posi
tion in all the States. This legislation 
has been passed in all the States accor
ding to the provisions of the Constitu
tion and I support the amendment 
brought by the Minister because the 
agricultural land is very-much for exist, 
cnce and livelihood. If we have to pay 
Estate Duty on agricultural land, that 
will causc great hardship to the people 
particularly the rural people of our 
country.

I would like to suggest that the 
machinery which the Ministry is having 
under the Estate Duty Act should be 
strengthened. If it is weak, it cannot 
collect revenve which is due to the 
Ministry.

My second suggestion is that in the 
original Act exemption limit was 
Rs. 50,000/-. By the amendment of 1981 
it has been made Rs. 1,50,000/-. You 
must appreciate this-that the cost of 
land has gone up like anything, It is 
dearer than diamond. In city like Delhi 
the land is sold in the mearurement of 
*Qr‘ft. In backward state like Assam one 
katha of land costs Rs. 50,000/-. To 
construct the house it will not be cost- 
,n* Uss thin Rs. 2,00,000/-. The present
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limit of Rs. 1^50,000 should be increa*/ 
sed. To cope with it, if necessary. 
Government should increase the present 
tax limit from 10% to 12%.

Estate Duty 410
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MR. DEPUTY SPEKER : Shri
R. L. P. Verma.

thr srra srwr* (vt***rr) :

^  *T*T3rr v t  

srt *rrcr $, $  x m m  % f a  

v t wftf tfrm verr «ft i
stt̂ vcit |  <rt tjjtr % snrt & 

srWf vr fornrcr W vt s f e  & 
srrqr 11

v k  v r * j  if mmj irq-r § fa  qg 
firsr fasrfaSr srrcr 1 1 m *ft 

|  fa  *W3r*r<f)r *nrnr

v t m % tpfor
fa *

fire vt vt srrewverr

STTcT tft STV n ii §ttft $ 1

v t  f t ’ft n *rt *rr<ft snarer’ «nfcf 

t '  sfevh jr ft tft r̂*TVRcfT |  
?$TVt Ijr^VcTT ffcT H %

•ft’ 1 kst % srarrsr % 
15 srfer̂ rar *ft*r ^
60,70 vtsrct A z |  v \x  %
Sre 1,2,5 10 qv? tfWi vt

80 sr%5TcT |i  3
*«rc vti  eft 5>arr,

fa r̂̂ TcTT STVR ^ 7 tJV*
cT* vt m ^ R t  *TTV V t «ft

% j f a  *ft*fr vt ftw ra  

fM t *ft i

W  s w r r  g e v  % ir«m  er

tft*

tfWf v> fa*rrvT f̂t w v f t
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&V f t  Tf t  | ,  VfT 3TT% fV 120, 125

v ^ t *  % *r n *m  | t a t ,  a t a » m

I  «

TTarnnfr fa??ft if q if tw r fo  ft3?r  

% 50 fv*ft»fteT % t fr * r  if aft 

. «fU  W ?f«r vn t

3?rvt su it a t fur *?«i £*h  

*at |  m x  ^  w R t a n ;  faf?*m  

It i*TMSRt & $?*i m  w r  fv a t  

anir a t  #  s n ^ a r  f  f v  500 VTt* 

v t  *rr«T*-ft f t  s v s t  «rt* s f v *  * * ih  

a f t  ftaT 1 1 « m  it 10,

12 n f t s  v t  * r m a t  » « t  q\T  

fir'Fs z w  % fa c n r  gtm  i s*i 

t f s f m  a ,  aft f  g  ?ttv n *  a v  ftc ti 

■ wt, $  *t*nsai j  f v  at?  *r«n<<T v t  

fa r t  n<n $ i i r i  aft « t M ? t  

fr^qarr % m f a v  & * g a  % wt»r 

Jiff wTjft j q  $, j g  *r*r

^rnisr % ¥«! * if s i  s f v t  v t  V Tfam

% <Tt*r farrTf-faiR t q v *  % %Tt«r if 

tm T s a r t  T^rt

*n m a f t  ^r% ^ t f ^ T  v t  

v ,  5?rvi *h ?t*  |  f v  trrr »iTt*t

v t  * m ii  ajft v t  t |  |  f  f?v  j ’art- 

'Tftmt «rt v t  1 1

f f f r s i a  v t -  s ^ m ^ i  if aft, 

sm a a T , n v a i  J?i,3rff2tr v t  * ia  

V ft  »if | ,  «r»fr a v  37 ?Tff v t  

Wl3fl?t % i  m  fcw rt

SrefV | » f* u *  f*r*ft sr v f r  f v  w ar  

* l f  «tU  3 fa fR  v r t f  v t  

11% W f  f t  ?ft»r *51 IT f t  »I* I 

UTairet If qr??T 30 V T tf v t  w m a t  

* if t  % z z y * x  f t a  «r, %fv*r wtsr 

?*rvt * m i  # v f t  »tT  farR t v t

<ftT **fr »lf |  I **TVT VTT^ *Tf 
{J f v  f m *  fa ta *  *rt  v i f r  |  
* f  fipfffte* $, (̂TTjTr cflT w n a -  
15? f  w*fa f*  'r'aftafant w  %
SfevUTJ % 9^i < | |  | i j |t  *R«r |
fv «rrar «raft ^ ;« rm  ^  r«t if v?Rt 
T f r J  v f r  «rr* ^ t  v i^ jt srsrrvT 
^ v T ? n f  s^rvT «r??tfT«fT
«Ttfe«r ■ *rf m ift |  fv ^  n V t

v t *m  f^sflt s jfv t m*r?Ht
? f a t  |  *ftT farwif sjivt  f a f o

$ ?ft«rt % fir^ f t  ftw  Jnrmr
«rsr $ i

55 art <riti*fj awrrfirff | ,  if at 
ffJTWt fl fv !TT JJf 3T*f{5 if I  wtT 
ht Tnfjffa *r |  iftx i  f*t^t «ftt 
3TVR £ 1% *tm  I I ^
f^Tt^ VTffT I  I

SHRI G. NARS1MHA RBDDY 
(ADILABAD) : Mr. Dcputy-Spcakcr,
Sri, hon. Member Mr. R.L.P. Vcrma 
while speaking on the Bill Mid that 
this was election.oriented and also said 
that this would only help the big
landlords. These two things do not
go together. If i t  is election-oriented, 
our Party should bring a Bill which
would help small people because 
mijority is of small people.

The object of the Bill is very good. 
As far as I know, in our country aboiK 
80% of the people are agriculturists 
and the value of the land is going up. 
The minimum amount which is kept for 
in the Estate Dute Act is too small if 
-you compare even a small fa rm e r  who 
is having 6 acres or 5 acres of land in 
a village. The pricc of land in any 
ordinary village, in a agrarian village 
today is Rs. 20,000 te Rs. 25,000/- per 
acrc.

Estate Duty 412
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The price will go up almost fou 
or five times. That means, «v*n ® 
small farmer will be attracted un e 
the estate duty. Therefore, ourP*r j|j 
our Government, has rightly brouf
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forward this Bill to protcct illiterate, 
uneducated, farmers who are living in 
the villages, from being harassed by 
the tax officials, It is with this 
intention that 80 per cent of the 
people living in villages will be 
protected from being harassed by the 
tax officials that this Bill has been 
brought before the House.

Now, I would like to bring certain 
things to the notice of the hon. Minister. 
Today, in our country there is land 
hunger. From < whatever amount of 
land was left, mosj of the Government 
land has been distributed by the State 
Governments to the landess poor. For 
whatever good it is going to do, this . 
may also affect the poor people living 
in the villages from another point of 
view. The agricultural land has almost 
been exempted from all taxes. A 
bnsinessman who earns lakhs of rupees, 
to protect himself from paying taxes 
or to lide his black money, can go 
and buy any agricultural land even 
if there is a ceiling law. So, round 
about cities, he can purchase agricul- 
tural land. That meers, I am afraid, 
such a legislation may *set a trend for

* the businessmen to go in for agricul
tural land. So, I would like to suggest 
to the hon. Minister for consideration 
whether there is a possibtlity of 
drawing a line, say, a person having 
an income of Rs. 1 lakh or Rs. 50,000 
per year, whatever Government feels 
proper, or a person who is only 
dependent on agriculture may be 
exempted.

What I mean to say is that after a 
certain level of income through other 
sources, if a person is given this % 
encovcragement this premium of 
exemption of taxes on agricultural land, 
he may go in for purchasing a lot df 
land thereby depriving other ordinary 
Poor people, landless people, living in 
the villages of land. Therefore, the trend 
which the Government had set earlier 
to see that the land goes to the poor 
People living in the villages, by distri
buting Government land to the landless 
P^Ple, I am afraid, may be reversed.

business people may go in for 
purchasing agricultural land wherever

they want. In view of this, I would 
like him to consider, if not now, in 
the future amendment to the ,Act to 
draw a line somewhere so that all the 
business people who have got sufflcieift 
income from other sources should not 
be attracted towards purchasing 
agricultural Jand^whiph may deprive 
pur poor people living in the villages 
of land. n

9

'  ■ '■
w rtnm w m T  ( tjjtt) :

s i f t e r

]984 V T 3 fta rc  
farcta n v t  % f5r<? *r?r g*rr f  i ^

if f«F if 3ft

‘ JTT i f -9?  % JTlfsr* I ,

tfK  7* vft-JTrspjsrrct

% if f* *  m  
f t  in srrqjrr i %fo?r ?r * *

% f ire f*  T g t 'f  i f a t w

$  TTfTcr % «rrs ? ?  ss fa

^  f^tT srrcr'it I 5ft 5ft

fspit 3rrq‘?r, $

^ri^rr g i ^  if *0 ?ft
jrcjjrr >Ft »rf 11 Trw ^  ff^srn:

|  srffjTr |  i

|  w?ft i 25 ^ r f  %

*r if? 11 *ri3r

26 |  i ^fr
g F w  tt fwgsr ?sr 1 1  sre

m * t  *n<r <rf«q«n, 3  a t  ^ ig n r

f a  % s f w R f  tfr

*Wt 5ft a t  f (p *  «r£ ^  i j f t ,  1 
* t  s r j s r e  nr

eft ^  *rt Terr spwt,

f a  fVsr rtpsr *  'rm  f*PcrH> snfto 

$ 1 $ 3  Q ^TT HTgffT jjj
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tftx  WIT VWT {T

%  vtt wtw n>nf v t  g w

WTfft I  l i f t  f a  11% JIft

| l

fk^TT Jt q *  | ,  

<TT*WT I qT^TT % m g  qfOTTT %

«rro 18 I  •

kt*  ir u re  % f*$nr w w r  % *r^t,-

ftfJTCJT 18 ? » R  tT V f  - •

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Don’t 
motion the name. Please don't mention 
the names.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
No, no. It »• alrady in the paper,

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : That
is all right. Don't mention his name. 
He is not a Member of this House. 
You can say something, else.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
On earlier occasions, I mentioned so 
many names of zamindars.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : That 
h  all right. The rules are there. Please 
don’t mention the name of any Minister. 
You can say something else.

SHRI MAGANBHAI BAROT : He 
is a zamindar.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
What about the names of other 
zamindars whose names I mentioned 
so many times on earlier occasions ?

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : What 
is there ? You carry on.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
How could I mention tbe names of 
other zamindars on earlier occasions ?

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I 
could not check.

Generally, don't mention the name 
of any person who is not a Member of 
this House because he is not here to 
defend himself.

(InterruptoHs)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You 
arc a very senior Member. If you 
mention the name of any person, if he 
is not here in this House, he cannot 
defend himself. Therefore, you should 
not mention the name of any person 
who is pot a Member of this House.

In spite of that if you mention, I 
will have to go through the record and 
I will have to remove that name.

SHRI G. NARSIMHA REDDY : 
1 am on a point of order. If Sbri 
Ramavatar Shastri wants to mention 
the names of some zamindars, than he 
will have to substantiate. He will 
have to show the documents. All that 
comes in the newspaper cannot be the 
gospel truth. He will have to producc 
documents that he is the owner of the 
land.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : If
he wants to mention the name of any
persons who owns lands, he could 
have given it to me in writing. You 
have to follow the rules. It is a
general rule.

% SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI 
I am not making any allegation against 
anybody.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : No.
Please follow the rules. You can s*y 
some zemindari family but don t 
mention the name of the person.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI 
) am only mentioning tbe facts.
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You 
can mention some zamindary family 
or so many zamindary families but don't 
mention the name of the person.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : I 
would like to submit that on earlier 
occasions we have discussed and 
mentioned about Shri Bhindranwale.
He was not present here. We have 
mentioned about Shri Prakash Singh 
Badal, and so many other things. He 
was not here.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You 
have been Minister and all that.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : I have 
never been the Deputy Speaker. That 
is my good fortune.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Snail 
I read the rule ? Why I am saying 
is you must do justice to each and 
every per on in the country. When 
you mention the name of that person 
in the House, it goes on record.

SHRI SATISH RGARWAL : You
read out that rule.

SHRI MAGANBHAI BAROT : 
What is the allegation in his statement?

SlIRl SATISH AGARWAL : Only
allegations cannot be levied against 
persons in high positions. He should 
not name the Minister. I agree.

411 Estate Duty SRAVANA 4,
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SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI :
I have understood you now.

18 hr*.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I will 
80 through the record. Mr. 
Ramavatar Shastri, you are 
mentioning sometioning. Are you 
sure that such and such zamindar has 

such and such property 7 
interruptions) You cannot refer to 
any person who is not a Member of 
this House and who is not here to

defend himself. What do you say 
about that rule ? Anyway, Mr. 
Ramavatar Shastri, do a* you like. I 
know the rules. I cannot satisfy you. 
I will go through the record. I know 
the rule and I will act according to the 
rule.

SHRI G. NARS1MHA REDDY : 
If he says, ‘as per newspaper report 
then we have no objetion,.*

(Interruptions)

TT*n*mr wrfsft : $5 a n r  t o  
ir fcjrr I ,  q iq  7!?nr I 

(sjwrsra)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mr.
Ramavatar Shastri is a politician and 
he will try to score some point by 
mentioning these things. All right. I 
will go throOgh the record.

TT«rr*mr s r o i f t : $  T$r 

«rr— fa fn : % q *  *•

18 firrc n*? 3t«tH g 1 •*
% TPS 2 5 <***

|  11k  ** % <Tf*T 13 

t '

(sjurmsf)

H I ^ I J e PUTY .SPEAKER : This 
is the difficulty. I should not have 
allowed you. You try to politicalise 
everything.

( s w t P f )

------------------------------------ —— t r
^•♦Not recorded.
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Here
after 1 will not allow you, 1 will 
follow the rules. 1 will be careful
herearter. You cannot take under
advantage like this. What is the
amendment before us ? You arc a 
senior leader. You should either help 
the Government or oppose the Govern
ment.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTR1 :
I am only giving some examples of 
c&ses of teroms whom you are going to 
exempt,

V

THE MINISTER OF SPACE IN THE 
M1NISTERY OF FINANCE SHRI 
S.M. KRISHNA) : Sir, he just now 
mentioned about.**

So, the reference is very clear as 
to what he has in mind. He happens 
to be an hon. Member of the other 
House. I respectfully submit that 
should not go on record.

„ MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I have 
said that I will go through the record.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI :
You do your duty. Let me do my duty.
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SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
Yes, This is the source of information. 
You may not believe, but I believe.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Please 
come to the subject. Otherwise, I will 
have to stop you.

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Mr. 
Shastri, are you coming to the subject 
or not ? You arc bringing in so many 
allegations.

0

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
I want to prove that you are going to 
exempt such persons who are owing so 
much of land.

SHRI G NARASIMHA REDDY : 
Let him tell us the name of the village, 
survey number and all that.

SHRI MAGANBHAl BAROT : 
You cannot expect that.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
Can you do it ?
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You 
cannot behave like this. You meet 
them on the platform and deal with 
them. Why should this House be 
utilised for that purpose ? You must 
boldly say it outside. In this House, 
with all protection, you are saying so 
many things.

wt
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I will 
take carc of that,

Now you please complete your 
speech, # %

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI i 
How can I complete ? You interfere, 
lie interfers ...

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You
are the second person in your Party to 
speak....You cannot dictate tom e. I 
will disturb you go against the Rules.

SHRI SUDHIR GIRt : I am on
SHRI G. NARSIMHA REDDY : a point of order. Piea8e go through

He will have to give the source of tj,e Rules. It is stated that a M em ber
information. shall not make a derogatory statement.
•’Not recorded, is not making any such statement.
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : 1 will 
go through the records. The hon 
Member must be relevant to the subject 
under discussion, if  he is not relevant, 
then the Chair has the power to stop 
his speech.

SHRI,. SUDHiR OIRI : On
previous occasions you have said that 
every Member has a right to speak 
anything.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : But
that should be relevant to the subject 
under discussion,

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
1 am relevant because this Bill is 
going to exempt such landlords.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You
are the second Member in the same 
Party. That is the avantage you have 
got. 1 will say you are using it 
politically. It is not going to serve 
any purpose.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
Let it not serve any purpose.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Mr. 
Bhogendra Jha has already spoken. As 
a special case, as you are a senior 
Member, I gave you an opportunity.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI :
1 do not want your merchy, I wanted 
to speak during the third reading,

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Y o u
complete your speech.

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
How can I complete ?

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : 1 can 
stop you,
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MR. DBPUTY-SPBAKER : You
can ask him to withdraw the Bill.

TmrwmT
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MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Should 
the Minister follow your speech or the 
specch of Shri Bhogendra Jha ?

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI : 
There is no contradiction.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Now,
the Minister will reply. He wants him 
to withdraw the Bill,

*Thc Minister.
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THB MINISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(SHRI S.M. KRISHNA) : Sir, the
debate has covered quite a large area. 
But, the purpose of this Bill is a limited 
one. In the course of the debate, on 
various aspects of land-reforms, either 
for or against arguments have been 
advanced.

In my initial statement, I said that 
the Estate Duty in respect of agricul* 
tural land is a State subject. How* 
ever, Parliament has been empowered 
to legislate on this subject by virtue of 
a Resolution to this effect that had 
been passed under the relevant Article 
of the Constitution. No meaningful 
amendment to the Estaje Duty Act 
itself, if it has to go through, is 
possible. We will have to adopt 
a combersome procedure after getting 
the consent by the Resolutions passed 
in various legislative Assemblies or 
Legislatures in the country.

So, all that we are trying to do by 
amending the Estate Duty Act in a
very limited manner is to counter the 
cumbersome procedure. Many hon. 
Members have made very useftil sugges
tions. No Government, much less, 
this Government, can lull itself to a 
very comfortable feeling that the last 
pie is bsing collected by our tax 
collecting machinery. It must be the 
endeavour of the Government to tighten 
by plugging the loopholes that are there 
and then to sharpen the tax collecting 
apparatus of the Government. It has 
been the constant endeavour of this 
Government to do it by resorting to 
various measures.

Now, the Economic Administration 
Reforms Commission have made certain 
suggestions ; the Public Accounts 
Committee# has also made certain 
suggestions. All these suggestions 
will be borne in mind by Government 
when the time is ripe for coming for
ward with a comprehensive Amending 
Bill to the Estate Duty Act'itself.

This process is going to be further 
hastened if the August House were to
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give its consent to this particular 
amendment which I have placed before 
this House. The Estate Duty as such 
was brought in 1953. The concept 
behind it is to take the country forward 
toward an egalitarian society and to 
bridge the gap between the rich and 
the poor.

These are concepts which are totally 
unexceptionable in the sense that 
everyone subscribes to it. We might 
not have taken all the steps towards 
that direction but we have certainly 
inched forward towards that direction.

The last speaker, Mr. Ramavatar 
Shastri mentioned about certain cases 
in Bihar. What are we doing by pass
ing this amendment ? All we arc. 
doing is that instead of Parliament 
legislating on this if the State govern
ment of Bihar were to desire they 
certainly can enact a legislation.

(Interruptions)

I am only conveying the legal posi
tion and not the political will, 
Whether the parties have the political 
will to do it is altogether a different 
question, The legal position remains 
and it cannot be challengad.

SHRI BHOGENDRA JHA : The
West Bengal Land Reforms (Amend
ment) Bill has been pending for assent 
for the last years whereas |he Bihar 
and Reforms Bill, 1982 restoring 
zamindari rights to Tatas has been 
assented to by the President.

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA . That 
still does not take away the force of 
argument which I was placing before 
the House,

We now talk about decentralisatioa 
of power day in and day out. Allega
tions are made against the federal 
government that the area of taxation 
given to the States is being limited. 
Now, here is a case where the federal 
government is withdrawing itself from
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this sphere and allowing the State 
governments a total control to initiate 
whatever legislation they want. It 
only helps the State governments in 
their taxatton proposals so that they 
can augment their resources for their 
own plans.

My hon. friend, Shri Satish Agarwal 
mentioned about the various aspects 
concerning this Bill. He said that 
there should be some uniformity in the 
valuation of property both for wealth 
tax and estate duty. I entirely see the 
logic of that kind of argument. I 
myself do not see any rationale in 
having two different standards of valua
tion for the purpose of wealth tax and 
for the purpose of estate duty. That 
aspect will be looked into by the 
government and this has been referred 
to in the recommendations of the 
Public Accounts Committee also.

*

In fact, the passing of this amend
ment would take us to the next stage 
of the amendment which would perhaps 
cover all these aspects. Somebody 
mentioned about the arrears of estate 
duty. The nature of the duty is such 
that there is plenty of scope for litiga
tion. There are so many stages of 
this litigation and in order to arrive 
at the final stage of collection of 
estate duty the time-gap is rather con
siderable but that cannot be helped 
because the fundemental right to move
a court of law cannot be abolished.

So this is the reason why there have 
been arrears, in a vast country where 
we have about 45 lakh income-tax 
assessees, in a country with 750 million 
people. So, we just have to realise
the problem in its rights perspde- 
tive when we talk in terms of assess
ment, when we talk of collection of 
taxes. There are about 4,23,000 wealth- 
tax payers. There are about 1,13,000 
gift-tax tax payers. There are about
74,000 estate duty cases. Now,
altogether, wealth tax providea about 
Rs. 93 crores, gift tax about Rs. 8.5 
crores and Estate Duty about Rs. 21,4# 
crores. Now, there is a possibility
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that while collecting this tax there 
might have been certain lapses. But it 
has been the endeavour of all of us to 
streamline the system, so that the tax 
that is due to tbe exchequer shall be 
collected and shall be accounted for.

Now, various other suggestions have 
also been made. We will bear in 
mind all of them when we come for- 
ward with various amendments to both 
the Income-tax as well as the Estate 
Duty Acts and when we reach that 
stage, I will certainly bear all those 
suggestions in mind that have been 
made in this august House. I have noth
ing much to add except to contradict 
certain charges which have been made 
and those charges are that tax evasion 
has been talcing place in this -country 
on a large scale. It has never been the 
stand of the Government that there is 
no tax evasion. There has been 
taxevasion. Now the point is, the 
percentage of incidence of taxevasion 
has not been quantified in very dear 
terms.

SHRI SUNIL MAITRA (Calcutta 
North East) ; Are you aware of the 
dimension of the taxevasion ? If you 
go through the report of the Compt
roller and Auditor General for the year 
1982-83, you will find that in our 
country with 70 crore people, there are 
only a little more than 600 people 
whose annual income has been shown 
as Rs. 5 lakhs and more. . In 1983-84 
report the number has gone down to 
only 500 individuals in the country who 
have shown in their income-tax 
returns that their annual income was 
Rs. 5 lakhs. This is the dimension of 
the tax evasion.

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA r  .Thank 
you very much for the enlightenment 
that I have got from you. I have only 
said that we are willing to be fed about 
the quantum of tax evasion. That is 
your view. One of the publications 
gave that 60 percent o f life Indian 
economy is flooded with black money. 
But it has not been authenticated. I
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only seek the indulge, of this House 
that we ourselves eave entrusted this 
for a study of a Committee to oue of 
the i n s t i t u t e s . T h e y  arc doing some 
research ou thin, to find but the 
incidence of black money in the Indian 
indulgence Vj  withhold your opinion 
till some document is available and 
certainly we can debite on that docu
ment. Please tell me country does not 
have tax evasion. Name any democra
tic country where there is a no tax 
evasion. Now, with the kind of legal 
experts that we have in our country, as 
was put by Mr. Barot, where the line 
of tax evasion stops, line of tax plann
ing starts, or the other way about. 
The line is getting thinner and thinner. 
So, we are operating under this kind 
of constraints both hgal and other, 
w isv l am sure there is bound to be 
some kirid of an overlapping t and we 
will have to tighten up things.
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Somebody mentioned about black 
money in Jammu and Kashmir. We 
have repeatedly said that if hon. 
Members or any others have any 
information, and if they can pass it on 
to the Government, the law of the 
land will take its own coarse. If some 
of you have any information about 
these things, whether it is about tax 
evasion or accumulation of black 
money, you are certainly entitled to 
pass it on to the Government.

SHRI MAGANBHAI BAROT : I
had given it in writing.

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: I do
not know the circumstances under 
which the hon. Member wrote, and I 
did not reply.

I said this was a very sirhple Bill. 
I did not expect the debate to last so 
long. This is only a small amendment. 
I dm sure that after this speech, tbe 
amendment will go through, without 
the participation of Mr. Ramavatar 
Shastri, in the final reading of the 
Bill.
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SHRI MAGANBHAI BAROT : 
Wc thank the hon. Minister. He was 
kind enough to say that it would be 
open to the States, even if we pass this 
Bill now, to revise or to have the law 
as it should be. But his amending 
Section 2, sub-clause (b) on the 
conterary provides that the States which 
have not adopted it, and not coiuentc 
to this so far, will subsequently be in 
a position to adopt it, viz, the exemp
tions. Will he say how he contem
plates that there will be not only 
exemptions, but also revision permissi
ble ? I am unable to understand it.

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA : I have
said that Agriculture is a State subject. 
So, they can enact under it.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Naw
the question is :.

“That the Bill further to amend 
the Bstate Duty Act, 1953, be 
taken into consideration,”

The motion was adopted

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Wt
now take up clause-by-clause considera
tion of the Bill. The question is :

••That Clause 2 to 5 stand part 
of the Bill.*

The Motion was adopted 
Clause 2 to 5 were added to the Mill

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Now
the question is :

‘‘That Clause 1, the Enacting 
Formula and the Title stand part 
of the Bill/*

The Motion was adopted 
Clause 7. the Enacting Formula and the 

Title were added to the Bill

MK. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Now
the Minister may move that the Bill be 
passed.

SHRI S M. KRISHNA : I beg to
move :

‘‘That the Bill be passed.”

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : The 
question is :

“ That the Bill be passed.”

Those in favour may say ‘Aye*.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Aye.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Those 
against may say ‘No*.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : No.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I
think the ‘Ayes’ have it.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY : Noes have it.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Let
there be a division. Let the lobbies 
be cleared. #

The lobbies have been cleared.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Hob. 
members, quorum required is 55 includ* 
ing the Chair. Now, the members 
present are only 53 and therefore, there 
is no quorum ; and the House stands 
adjourned to meet tomorrow at 11 A.M.

18.34 hrs,

The Lok Subha then adjourned till 
Eleven o f the Clock on Friday> July 21\
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