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Charanjit Chanana, I beg to lay on 
the Table:-

(1) A copy of the Commercial 
Vehicles (Restriction on Re-sale) 
Order, 1981 (Hindi and English 
versions) published in Notification 
No. S.O. 298(E) in Gazette of India 
dated the 9th April, 1981, issued 
under section l8G of the Industries 
(Development and Regulation) Act, 
1951. [Placed in Library. See No. 

LT-240l/81] . 

(2) (i) A copy of the Annual 
Report (Hindi and English· ver ... 
sions) of the Indian Plywood Indus ... 
tries Research Institute, angalor ~ 
for the year 1978-79 along with 
Audited Attounts. 

(ii) A statement (Hindi and ng~ 
lish versions) regarding Review by 
the Government on the working of 
the Indian Plywood Industries Re ... 
search Institute, Bangalore. for the 
year 1978-79. 

(3) A statement (Hindi and Eng .. 
lish versions) showing reasons for 
delay in la;ying the documents men .. 
tioned at (2) above. [Placed in 
LibraTY. see No. LT-2402!81]. 

DELHI MOTOR VEIDCLES (FOURTli: 
AMENDMENT) RULES, 1980 WITlI 

SrATEMENT FOR DELAY 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND 
TRANSPORT (SHRI BUTA SINGH): 
I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1) A copy of the Delhi Motor 
Vehicles (Fourth . Amendment) 
Rules, 1{}80 (Hindi and English ver-
sions) published in Notification No. 
SECE. 3 ( 45) I 79-Tpt 15577 -5604 in 
Delhi Gazette dated the 4th June, 
1980, under sub-section (4) of sec-
tion 133 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 
1939. 

(2) A statement (Hindi and Eng-
lish vurslons) showing reasons for 
delay ill laying the above Notitica-

(C.A.) 
tion. [Placed in Library. See No. 
LT-MOS/81] 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC UNDER-
TAKINGS 

NINETEENTH REPORT AND MINUTES AND 
TWELFTH REpORT. 

SHRI RA VlNDRA VARMA (Bom-
bay North): I beg to present the fol .. 
lowing Reports (Hindi and English 
verSion) of the Committee on Public 
Undertakings: 

(i) Nineteenth Report on E1ectro-
nics Corporation of India Ltd. and 
Minutes of Sittings of the Commit .. 
tee relating thereto. 

(li) Twelfth Report on action 
taken by Government on the recom-
mendations contained in the Forty-
eighth Report of the Committee 
(Sixth Lok Sabha) on International 
Airports Authority ot India Imba-
lances in the Utilisation of Airports 
and in the Operations of Foreign 
Airlines vis-aMvis National Carriers 
( Ministry of Tourism and Civil 
Aviation), 
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, SllRI BAPUSAHEB PARuLEKAR 
(Ratnagiri): Mr. Deputy S a r~ 
Sir, 1 ris.e on a point of order. 1 am 
seeking your guidance in this matter. 

We find from -the Order Paper of 
today that four names are mentiOned 
in the calling Attention. Now, Sir, 
many other hon. Members have given 
notice On this particular subject. 1 
would request you to bear with me 
for a minute. 1 seek your guidance. 
We gave notices after 10 O'clock yes-
terday. NoW, Sir, you will tell me 
that our well-established practice is 
not to take the notices for !Considera-
tion if they are received after Ten 
O'clock. But 1 may respectfully 
point out that this practice is against 
the provision in the rules. It is my 
respectful submission that practice 
will not take precedence over the 
rules. Therefore, my point of order 
is this: Please see Rule 197. 
Please also see Directions 113 (B) . I 
request you to see Rule 197,-Explana-
tion (ii) It says: 

'Notices for a sitting received up-
to 10.00 hours shall be deemed to 
have been received at 10.00 hours 
on that day and a bellot shall be 
held to determine the relative 
priority of each such notice on the 
Same subject. Notices received 
after 10.00 hours shall be deemed 
to have been given for the next 
sitting.' 

So, Sir, notices given after 10 hours 
will be valid for the next sitting. 
They will be valid for the ballot for 
this day. Sir, as you now, the ballot 
is USUally held in the evening. But, 
Sir, you have to take into considera-
tion the spirit of this particular pro-
vision-read with Speaker'6 Direc-
tion, 113 B. It says: 

'ASuch notices if received after 
10.00 hours shall be treated as 
notices given for the next sitting." 

Upto the time of the ballot, whatever 
notices are received, they shall have 
to be taken into consideration. This 
is my respectful submission. Sir, yOU 
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cannot say this is the 'well-establiah-
ed practice and so on·. ' Practioe, as 
I said, cannot take precedence over 
the rules of -the House. 1 seek your 
guidance in the ,matter. I, request 
you to please see Rule 197. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. 
Parulekar, just hear me. This point 
is already clarified in the Handbook. 
I will read this portion: : 

"N ames of only those Members 
are ballotted whose notices are 
received after 10.00 hours on the 
last day of the week on which the 
House sits and upto 10.00 hours on 
the day on which the Notice is 
selected by the Speaker. 

If notices of more than one matter 
are received for the same day, the 

Speaker selects one matter ... " 

You kindly see the Handbook. 

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR. 
Sir, kindly see 113B-of the Spea: 
ket's Directions: Kinly see this, read 
with Rule 197, which I have already 
quoted. Sir, apart from the Hand-
book, we are concerned with the 
Rules of the House and the Direc-
tions of the Speaker. The provision 
is very clear. Under 113B, such 
notices, if received after 10.0(} hours' 
shall be treated as notices given for 
the next sitting.' Suppose I give my 
notice for Calling Attention today 
after 10 O'clock, it shall be valid to 
be baUotted for the subject coming 
up tomorrow. Therefore, usually the 
ballot is held in the evening. What 
I submit is that the notices received 
upto that time should be taken into 
account at the time of the ballot. 

MR, DEPUTY -SPEAKER: The 
ballot is held in the afternoon. This 
is a wen settled practice and we are 
following that. This practice has 
already been there. If you are not' 
convinced, you cail come and discuss 
this in my Chamber. 
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S!iRI BAPUSAaEB 'PARULEKAR: 
What is . your ruluig On' this? 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: We 
following the convention. 

SHRI INDRi\JIT GUPTA l~~asir

hat): If a notice is received before 
the ballot is taken, why' should' that 
notice be considered invalid? 10 
O'clock is no sa rosa~ t  The point is 
that the ballot is taken in the after-
noon. If I give a notice which is 
received in proper form in the Office 
before the ballot is taken, then it 
should not be excluded and it should 
be included. These rules are not 
sacred and you can change them for 
practical convenience. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This 
point has to be gone into very care-
fully. You have made a point and 
We will consider that. 

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR 
(Gwalior): Sir: I am talking of 
something else. Kindly hear me. 
My point is that normally what is 
contemplated in tp.e rule is that for 
Calling Attention, for the same day, 
we have to give notice before 10 
O'clock. It is not for the next day. 
Therefore, you have to consider 
t o~ l o give notices before 10 

O'e"..:', Normally the practice is that 
the notices that are received today 
are considered for the next day. But 
if anybodY' gives notice before 
10 O'clock, then it is valid upto the 
time of taking the ballot. There is 
nothing wrong. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That 
is what I have already said. He bas 
made a right point and we will con-
sider that. 

SHRIMATI PRAMILA DANDA-
VATE (B9mbay North Central) : 
When there are only 4. names against 
the Calling Attention, you can consi-
der including one more name. Nor-
mally you allow 5 persons to speak 
on t ~ Calling Attention. 

(C.A.) 

MR. - ~S A  No, no. 
Now, the Statement to be made by 
the han. Finance Minister. 

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE 
(SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN): 
Yesterday I made a statement regard-
ing Government's decision to pay 
Bonus to LIe employees. Kon'ble 
Members are aware that an Act was 
passed, which empowered the Govern_ 
ment to frame rules with regard to 
the service conditions of the employ-
ees and agents of the Corporation. In 
pursuance of these powers, :rules 
were framed placing a ceiling on the 
payment of Bonus and D.A. in the 
interest of the policy holders and 
more economical administration of 
the Corporation. 

The validity of the Rules was chal-
lenged in the Supreme Court and the 
Supreme Court thereupon passed an 
order staying the implementation of 
the Rules. On the 15.4.1981 the Sup-
reme Court directed the LIe to pay 
Bonus according to the terms of 1974 
settlements 

The Government was advised that 
this order, in sO far as it amounted to 
a direction to pay bonus in contra-
vention of the provision of law which 
has not been declared invalid was 
not lega1. The order also raised far 
reaching issues of general importance 
as to the scope of judicial power to 
suspend operation of a law and to 
iSsue a mandamus to make payments 
in contravention of the provisions of 
a valid law. 

In view of these doubts, the Presi-
dent of India was pleased on 21-4-
1,981 to make a reference to the Supre_ 
me  Court under Article 143 of the 
Constitution on the following issues: 

(1) Whether the commencement 
of the operation of a particular 
statute is or is not a matter gov-
erned by the terms of the statute 
itself? 
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(2) Whether it is within the 
j udical power to suspend the ope-
ration of a statute Or is the judicial 
power limited to the question of the 
validity of the statute? 

(3) Whether it is judicially -per-
missible without holding a statute 
invalid to give a mandatory injunc-
tion to perform positive acts con-
trary to the provisions of a statute 
which is prima jaic valid anc;J has 
not been adjudged to be otherwise? 

In view of this reference and the 
'l'esulting uncertainty as to whether 
it is open to the Corporation to make 
the payment, the Supreme Court was 
moved hy the Corporation ~nd by the 
Government for suspension andlor 
vacation of the interim order of 15-4-
1981. 

These petitions were rejected by 
the Supreme Courft yesterday, 

Although the Government enter-
tains doubts as to the correctness of 
the interim order of 15-4-1981, which 
has necessitated a Presidential re-
ference under Article 143 of the 
Constitution, the Government in 
order to uphold the rule of law, has 
advised the LIC to make payment of 
bonus in accordance with the Courts 
order. This payment will be for the 
fiscal years 1978-79 and 1979-80. 

'" 'tr rr~ ,~C  ~~~  ~ 
'd' 'fS11'~ l{~ ~, 'iiii' ~- r ~ \iFf 
\ifCTfiJ' f~tr  t, l~  ~  ~  ~, 
;sf ij'T fifi itit -~~ \1'T qo ~ ~  
~ fep 1f~fr f{r~tr, ~ ~~ ~ 

qiij' ~~ ~ ~n  ~if  lIlr wnrr\;fr 
~  ~tt  ~ ~ij'  ~  ~~  t iir. 
~~ ~Cfi  Cfi r~ ~a  ,,~ 

~'fa'r t I ~fCfi r ~ f-'l'rt i5fr~ ~~ 

~ ~  ~rlf ~~11  iil'T ~  t fCfi f~ 
;r f ~ fi ~ CfI1 ~  9jf', wf ~ 
J fir~ ~  ~r t, arf~ 1iiJ" ri: riI· 
gf'if \1'1' '{f ~ ~ 6'  iil'T W ~ I 

~alf 1' 1f~~, ~r tr~ t:f{( 

t fill an'M fctiCl'lr iii ~ f~rn Cfiif 

(C.A.)· 

{r ~ m .. .n t)--qt tnqT 
fri mr (\" t ~ q \R1fqT vtrrl 
'fiT fctlcr.:rr '~ ~tfl t q", '~ ~ 

CJ)T rf ~~~ t, ,,) ~ IfiT 't'~ 
iI1f t, ~ i;r srfij' ~  .,. IflfT 
qere.:ZL" t~i{ q'a'T ~  t I '{~~ 
2f~ 1fT q'ffi' ~~  t f.-~ J' 2f~ ~ 

if ~  ~ a ~ ~ ~~ --~~ 
'f~ ~Cf~ it l $fR ~~ ~~i ~ 
Cifirfr Cli { ~' '~  t, ~ t~ r  it ~ 
~ti  t. I .. 

lt~ lf lf~ i~ ~~tf  gm-
licit li~'i~ lf ii ~ ff ~, ~fCfj~ ~ tf~i  

itiT tlf ~ ~~ 9 f ~ ~j riJ  :qfirCiT ~  I 

~rr 1 974 it ~l fi '~ lf ij J{ ff~i  ... . 

pT '1T J;fn fij:r ~ fmrr IflIT 1fT 
fer. Cfir~tf ~ J f~ G"ij' ~ 'rf~ 

~ ~  iti' f~ r ~  tt.rrt=r if \V Cli~ ifi 
lt~ ~lfif~i~i  Cfi ~ ~ ~j  \1ti ~lfif~ia 

eff ~ri ~  ~lt~~ if 1:tSl'Cf fCfi~ 
1;\ 

~  I ~ri 'IT'li ~~ it. ~SlCf 
t ilTC: it;:ittr ~~ ~ ~ Cf fCfilfT 
~ ij";rtrio·r ~r~ g'lT I fl ~ ijlflfrOi 
13 'l~~, 1977 ~ ~'f lffif, 
1 977 ~ Cfi ~  I ~~ ~a 'ffr 
ili'iifiJ'iii ~ mm'1'll1f. ~~a  
'i f~ i Cfi'UlfT trZ41 'fT I . ~~  if; an G 
1 9 7 6 if ~~'9'  i# ij'~  ifi ~r' ~ '~ 
if ~ "Ji'l F"ffliWff ~ «C!{Wi 4;:e 
~-19 6 ~' i l , ~ ~~ 

il'm ctT ~ro iffr ~ it; A·,fa 
~ Cli~ Cfi'i;: f~~ tJ'lIT I W ~ ~ 

~ ~f~ ~o ~o o t ~~~ " 
~~ ~~ iIl1 'jSfTtr itfri it ~ ifRft' eft I 
'. if; Gf'N 21 ~ t, 19,81 IfiT 
P ctfri ~ ~ ii '~l ct?r ~ f~f 'Cfi 

af"l' if ~ ~ ~ i~ fC{llT f1fi 
't' ~f fi r ttifC ~ f 1 if  t I 
. WFA ci"' ~ f;:ruflr it: GIN 31frif, ~ 5 
~ 1978 11ft ~ ~o1rrt o ro it 
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't'I'o ,"f. tft'o t{W" r~ ..... ~ 
... 1 aTa' ilfi"t t'i: am' ~  l ~i '" 
~ lift; \f(' ~, t1 f r~ ;raT· ~' J~ I 

~ ,,~ 

riri ~ If!fT tfi"T t t£,'1: ~  iJiT 

~lf'C tflR I 26 1ft 1978 &fiT 
~ 

;i;;r'h;r ~  if -tf f~, ~ 

fro , t~4i fnftli ~o ~~ ~ o 

1'~ ;r ~fi  ~ f ~i iliT 
Q;;'Oi ~' if it r~rfaf~ iliT cim-
f;;Cfi«T 11)1 ~~ ~  I 11 ~o, 
1,Q78 iii) ~ ai'if ~ ifi~iflront 
". it t~ ftllT I ~~ ~ i ~ 
tf~~  if {~ ~lf ~ ~ 

P 1fi1i it ~ tTlf'( ifiT \if) 
22 ""qTGlT, lfi~i tti'Pre 1'( I ~ 

~rt~ ,  lff~ tf" 0 ri 0 ~  0 i ~ it 
~  \ii rlf'lfT 6') 1 2 stf~ a fffttfcr. 
i1i~, ft;r« ffl·fv;r ~ -Fr« Nz:rr tI'lrT 
~ ~ ~  I 10 ~~, 19S~ ~f 

~ Clift it' ~o ~~o o fi ~ 

iJiT fl'ij'flrn' Cf)'( f(flfT 'TR ~ f;ri ~~ 
~ ~r'f  iff ~ f ff~ ~ -~ ~ 0 

9;fftoito ~~~  ' ~ rnT I \1ij'ifj 
i ~ iil'Gf i 1 ~ ifiT "l 'l'a"FI" i ~ pT 

at f~ ~, 1980 if ii'~ ~ 1{(OJ'o 
~ 0 ~ 0 it: ffi)'q; ttficz ftfi '~ 
P 4~i if rrf~ Cfi~ it-, ~ri 
'l'I'"('N ~fJl1f  tTZfT ~ifi  19 SO 

iti qiq« ifiT {i~~ ~  ifiT 

t 1 8 f~~, 1980 *i ~sftlr 
ct))i it ~ ' 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 iti flf~ 

'f ~ ii '~  ~ I tij' ~~, 

11ft ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ o it ~ 'ift1t it 
~ fWm;:r ~ lf't tft I 1 3 \ii'ifCt"{T 

1981 'fiT ~ ff ~~ ~ ~niAiJr 

mT fiIr pnr ifi1t it t~ ~ 

it tfi~~ ili'T 'J '~ ~ r iil'J1f'I'T lIT;:ft 

r ,,~ if'r 'f'l'0'r;:r ifi\ mr iil'Am I ... 

~ 31 ~~, 1981 Ifi1 f~ 

... tsrre' ~ ~ '11fT I 2~-

CC.A.) 

~, tFr fam-liemrtr ~,~ , 1ft' Git(t 
II'( mr I .. ~ , fi' f~ Ifft· «"'e;1TU 
~ ' ft~~~1 m 
t ~1fii it W iii) q:;r fltim I ~~ 
q"t: 2 4 lfR, 1 98 1 Iffi a ~ If t 
f~ f~ ~ t it~ if ~  Ifi":j 

30 lffii t ~ '{~ ~ ~~'f  ~f~ t  

ilj" f~ 'l'lIT I 3 0 ~ ctri' \itir 
~~ Cf ,t ~ (f')' Offri it ~~ !lfTi" cii 
tT Q\"I' a"Cfi ~ r  &fit f~  1 

~ ifI1 ~it foo (t'iI' t~ ij) f~ 

Q (fl!) ~ '  ;;l:Y ~ffir ~ ~~ ti'CfT 
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1lr.i 'fT ~ q'l: 'iiCfi t"I'1TT it I 
2 ~ if ~i ~ tili ~ l1Cfi !Ifli1: 
q'J'ij' fctizrT f~ IfitIT fCfi' 1 5 ri~ /, 
(Ai il~j {~ cr.r 't if~ir~' ~i ~i~  

, nf~ ~~ q-z;rl jj '~'~ ;r 13 \ii;:iq(t 
19 81 ~  ~ Ifi')i if -~' if~ 
f~ ~  I 13 d\"l' 1981 ifi ~' tii'-
~ ;r ~ if1\ f~ ifm;;" ~o 
q'ft o~ o ~ ~~ yt"f1:r Cff,i: it' 
t ~ ift1" ~~ q'"( 1 5 ri\"l' fi~' ~11 

'IffIi ~ ~~ ~' f~ f ~' ifi· 
lJfiJ ~ il1' ~ Cif7T '1fj ~' Cf,~~ it: f~ 
-=> -=> 

~ra fct'1 GJiT ~ 'flf m-r ifliT fif1T ifilT 
'I'lrT fCfi 2 2 ~ 1 98 1 Q'Cfi ~  

,!'I'a'fit" ~  ~rr i f~ I ~l f If{l'lft 

Cfi~ fCfi n'h .. , 'f~ ~~r ~~  

{fTO' f~ot ~ ~-~ '1'1'01;;' Clf)'U,1 

irm I rf~ ~ 'o m'(o ito 1{~'Jf~  
\ifta ~lf '1  a1 ~ ~ 1f)T ~  lfil 
Cfi~r r f r  ~ ~-  if ~ CfiTeT ;rr 
. ~a  t I 2 2 ~ Wrz crft ffi'R 
'i-e: vfi I 21 ri\"l' 1981 lfii crT 
iii f~ if ~ iii sre.r1 \ii"it'nT 
it it ~ ctrr ~ ~f~ ~ trm 1{'1P( 
~ ~ Ci 1~1t1~' rj ~ flfl14T I 
2 J riw IfiT t\" ~~ r it ~ iJ?ri 
, if ~ ~ ~ ljt I 22 ~ 

1981 IIiT ~ IIiTi ~ t ft'lfl~ 
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~ ft:sfifG iff( f~  ~ ~ r \31') tfmVl' ufinr,-.; ita wtli R 143 ifi 
'I'R"( ,"" ~~  ifil 'ifi,,"'f ~~  1 22 $itia'''6' ~~ i stU fiitw'" fiIn:t ~i  
d\;r, 1981 ''ffi '~'l ' ~j~ r~'i  ~ t j ~~ It· wfi." ~~, t ... 1 
.. ~ ~tnr  ~ I ~{1  ~ ~ n~ it ~Cf ' a~ t ~ ro 'f SUG" ~ lY\1'film 
f;re 1 ~ t iIlT ifi ~  ~ I eJ)'\ ~~ ~ '~'1  {t ft~ ~, fifi !ifftAM' 

l:iit lf6~ ~ it~~ ~ilfa q.=roq-' it 
\jf) ~~ ~n ~ ~ ~ii'~ n~ it ~  
t' f~ \1'r'(n ~ ~J~' '~' t~ 

r~ ~~ ~f 'a,'i it i '~~ i 43 
t ~~ 21 ~~ t 19Si <fil ~inr 
~r~r~tlt Cfi) frifuz fctitt ~ q'R ~-{  

~ rr4i ~ fcti' CflfT fCfi«'r fc.-iir' Cfl'r~ 
t ~t  em srl~ \3'{t' ffir~ etfI ~ 
mit tr~  f~ ' ~ ~ cm;,. f ~ ~ 
~  ~~ iti~ I lffG' ~ ~~ it 
i(lq' ~~  a-) it'rf:t'.m' f:t'Qj ~rn fit: 
~  ftr~  li"1: ~~ ~  ~ti ~ aq' fq"ff 

~ ~ ~~ CfiT' ~ ~1'l1'f 1I.1i' fiifi' ~ 
wrn:r emf ~ ~ ~ ,~ ifi ~~ 
ctiT tiTh'" iifi"{ ~ ~ ~ li'~ ~~ 

f.rua-r( 'fl' I 2 5 tfj{qii', 1 98 1 arfI' 
;f,'1ii' ~ -ij~  \iff ~ ir~o ' fct;tt,-

- ~ eJiT ~~ ~' ~~ ClaW ~  

"When the Attorney General 
made the statement befor.e us that 
they will comply with the order 
of thl! court by April 15, 1981 we 
took him to mean and' convey to us 
that what would be complied with 
is that part of judgement which re-
lates to the payment of bonus. 
although the judgement contem-
lates source optious like releavant 
legisla tion .', .. " 

'~ a l~ fe' r~frr ff~ f Cfi1 f~~ 
~  ifi7 ~ lIT I ~ 'f~fr ~~ 

it!' iit ~ i ~ ~ emf ~ .'<i1t t , 

~ If{") .. ~, r  '4~ ~ l  ~ 

"1 ~ tfc'T it Cfi~  t, f~ lim ~ ~'Cfi ' 
iii) 15 ~ l~, 1981 it ~1i f, w-mr 
t i'i-ifi ~~ ~, ~' t~ ~  ~i~ itr 

i ~~ rr ~ tii ~ '1J~ tt~ 

.-itfi ' ~ , I ~nt ~ ~i' i'i~ 

~ ~'~ I fi1l1 . if\ i 1~' 'fi  

~~ 'er;:tr ~  t I ~11~1 \;(T fi~i 

it tj'fFj t ~Cfi  \if1 ~ rjr, ~'lii  I 

~l{i  ~i lffl: Cll~ ~ t ~ 
~r  \i'fi' fi( ~~ lftf tt~ I ~ 
~~  ~ fifi ~ itiij ~~ ~r,~ 
~~ ~n ~  ~tQ' n~ aT' ft1q 
~ l.lrn ~~ ~~'1 it ~ Clilc ~ I 

~~ ~ CfiT ~t f  t ~ ~l ~ 
ocre1;;r ~t~ijl' ~ I ~~' ' ~ ~ ~ ~  t.'& 

~  ~~ Cfi\ ~ ~ f t~ ti j~lft 

~ f~t  ~tt ia' \ift '1f~~ ~ ~ r l 

~ ~ J  . ilil'OiT r~ ~ I ~-  

~  ~ ~~t iit'Gf ~1~~  if 
{I" fqf\tw t r1 i~1 CfIi f~~ .. rn G,""( 
:q)e ~-a ~  ~~Cfln  ~~ ~~'J itl~ 

~ ~' -  ~- Cfi't~ ~' ~a- ~ fCfi li ~ li  

if \if) {l~~ ~t,  ~~ ,~ ~~~ ~l 

Cfi',' ~ f Cfi~  etfI ~,{Cfil~ fil~ ;fj"fu' 
Gf;ait 'ii' (fl ijlCflT( t j ~  ~~  ~~ 

'!,ctft' ~lf1f  \ii'rm t I ~ f ~ ;fit 
F Uil'i'PIT :q,y.r f~ ~  ~' ti ~ 

~t ~  a ~~ efi f~ i{ii1Wft 
f~r~~ ~~  ~ ' ~ it ~~  it 
~~' t. ~ ~ ~'  !A"n: ~~'11f1 .CfiT 
f1r~ ~ ~  ~t  t. ~  iji~ ~tft 

fi & l ~ ~~ ~ ~, ql ~ if l ~  

i.ifT ~t .? . ~11i  Cfitif fCfi ;;'if ~~ 
f r~rr~nfi r . " 

~ ~rro~ ifi~ ~  i ~ 
~f~li t  iff 'lRl 1 6 iii}. f4i:. ~~ 

itt:, f f~ ~ 1 ~ it. , ~  
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ftfMft:i9t III ii' r ~ ;'1 f , ~  21 

~ . ~rs t i ~ti . ~,fuQ r t 
'~  ~ ~ crrif;f" ~  m'I' ~ 

~~ em f~~  t ~ .. ~ ~ aWi' 
~' ",fl: ~~  a;);fi iF f '~ it 
~ ft ~~ ~ Tl ~ Cf~r '+fit CfiTq' ri 
'9;1")"( ~  if, ~ ji iflT 'tft ~ 'f ~  

~ rl ifiT ~fl1ft~1 ~  ~if,  t ~ ~~ 
~ 'f1q ~1~ 1 'i~ ~ ~~ f~~ 

~o~ foiio ifiT n r~i ~ ~ ~ 

i{fi·Eft l ~tl' q1%1f CF.!'Hl ~ ~~ tr{ 

,:ft ~, ~  '~  ~ , ~ ~ t tfrr  

fsrfu ~~ t41'li ~~ tn~ ~r ii' m ~ 

ft;Wi ci"" CfiT J ~~~ CfltT ~ r,1!' 
~ ~lfif if rt'~ ~'f11i ~ I ~~ 

~~ & fCfi ~' a Ff Ti"' f t'fi1,,~ cii\i 
~ifl' ~  ~ l~ ~ ~fCfl't f ~  fCflm 
~ ~ ~ fu~ ~ ~ f~ ~  ~ ~1 

~ t{' ~ ll~ ~ t f~ ~t t r 

t~  ~ r fi~  ur) ~i~ ' ~rQ r t ~~ tt 

~~ro IT ~ ~l1fii , ~ ~ if ~' 

<ft ~ fGfi ~-9Cfl'r ~r  q·mit I 

# lief.' ~i'~~ ~  ~'r ii  - ~  

~ ~'t ~ @ Ji~ r f~, ~ lfTl((ii 

~ i ~~o~'lfo~o ~' ~  ~~  ~ 

~ fQi ~ f~~ il~'fi ~  ~ ~' S' 

~' f t it ~irt rt l' r~~ T Pr. ~'Cfi 1  

Cfif trit~ \iffsfll'l1i'i ~ srfu' ~  
• '\" ..:> 

, ~11  'fCfl'~ CFlHI if: Sffu' ifltT t? 
~~ t  iii ~ CfiTFilit ft' '~~r ~i{i' 

~ ~~ if ~ \;1') S ~ifi ~, r 

~ ;l'li"T t ~'~if  ~ ~ t l ~  efl.;r ~','if 'r  

'iffi~ ~~ ' ~ ft  if.:t Tlrrfi ~'~iti ~ ~~ 

ftfi' ~i~1 Cfi'l Tilt,T ~  ~~ JiI'T 

'*' ~ e';r.f} ~ ~', r1'~ fi ~ ~ 

~  ~r tt'~  

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Mr. 
n..puty-Speaker, tAe hone Member 
~  . Ji,ven " & historic·al review of all 

that has happened. But he did not 
put me any question at all. I do 
not know what· I am to answer. It 
he wants me to give my version of 
the proceedings, it will take another 
half an hour. It is not intended that 
he will give his version and T should 
give my version. 

...n -aq ~ 'fmfffW( : ~ ~ ~ 
~~ ~  W fCfi'~llf - ~ 

fifiw q-'\-{ RaTlf ~ arr~ ,ft 

iI1<:-am: ~ iro ~-rff l ft' 

~ tfll'T ~ arm if fIm outT , 
~~~~~~ ~r~ 

t? l1fc=: ;r(t, ~  ~ ~ mr p 
Cfa1i ~ fi f~ t iTR ",r ~ iflfT 
~~ er.r qf? 

CRT ~'{Cfi  Tt,m/ ~ ~~ 
f~ o~ ftJi~ i ifil "(Air ~r 
~  

if{ff ~ {tfi { m(fm:r if; RwrlJ ~  

t J ~ ~, ~ f fi -~ Cfi~  t. fcti' 
~ Wcfir ~, \ifdI' J;TrCfCll1 ttni it 
~ 

f.:roTzr tt-r ~r ~ crT ~ q"Raffl' 
'i~o q'"( lri~r t, wR:rit ~ ~r rr 

~r W fifi Cflff ~f ' ~ lr{1~ ia 

~ ilTf:lI1f ~ ~ff l1i4JT ifif ~ . 

~ fifi , r~lf if 9 f~  ~ ~ 

f r- r ~il' 'lQ:f ~  

SHRI. R. VENKATARAMAN: 
Whether we are anti-labOur Or pro-
labour is a matter which will have to 
be debated before the people when 
we go fOr elections.· But certainly 
we had R debate a· few months back. 
We- have got the verdict. So far as 
the observance of .... (Interruptions) 
That ·is your version. You can go 
and say_ Unfortunately, we have got. 
the . peop Ie on OUr side. 
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MR. DBPUTY-SPEAKER: This is 
calUng at~ niion  This is not a dis-
eUllon. Everybody cannot partici-
pate. 

(In.terruptions) 

PROF. P. J. KURIEN (Maveli-
kara): You should give rot~ tion 

to the members 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You 
are a professor and know the rules. 
Mr. Jagpal Singh also knows the 
rules. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: So 
far as the observance of the Supre-
me Court order is concerned, it is 
the Government's policy that they 
should uphold the rule of law. That 
is what I stated yesterday. Even 
though we have made a re'ference and 
'Wle have doubts about the validity of 
certain things, we have decided to 
pay according to the direction of the 
court. That settles the matter. I 

want to tell the House what exactly 
is the point. ' The HOUSe has passed 
a law asking the Government to pay 
DA and bonus according to a particu-
lar law. The Supreme Court bas 
given a direction asking Us to pay 
differently from that law. Therefore, 
a conflicts has arisen as to what exact_ 
]y Government shoUld do. Should 
the Government observe the law 
which a~ been passed by Parliament 
and which has not been set aside or 
should it observe the directiOn of Hie 
court? In our judgment, we thought 
since We aTe agitating the validity 
of the direction in another forum, we 
sha 11 observe the direction of the court 
and abid by the direction of the Sup-
reme Court. This is the simple point. 
All the other points are totally 
irrelevant. Whether you are pro-
labour or we are pTo-labour. it will 
have to be determined at the market, 
not here. You have distorted so many 
things and it will take a lot of .time. 
You said that the Attorney-General 
gave an undertaking. He himself 
stated that he did not give an unBer 
taking. Sha 11 I read that portion 'from 
the Supreme Court's order? This is 
the order of the Supreme Court I am 
reading: 

"The learned A*mey . General 
say. that when he made a parti-
eUlal" statement on ian'Uar '13, 
1981 on behalf of tne' LIe, •. he 
h.ad, in . mind was. that the bonus ... 
directed by the judement of 
November 10, 1980, will 1Je' paid to 
the employees before 15th April, 
1981, subject to the qualification 
that the quantifications fif the amo-
unt· will be made in' the manner 
contemplated by the order and in 
accordance with ,tne decision . of 
the review petition which was 
pending." (IntlerrUptions). You 
raised it. You started it. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Basir-
hat).: You are not a person who gets· 
irritated g n~all  

SH.RI R. VENKA TARAMAN: . 1 do 
not get irrit.ated. You are getting 
irritated, This is very funy in this, 
House. They will ·go on heaping abuSe 
on the Government and if Qovern-
ment replies, then  they say that the 
Government is irritated. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: The 
Supreme Court has not accepted your 
reply. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: The 
Supreme Court has accepted mY re-
ply. ShaH I read what the Su r ~  
Court said: 

"Mr. Garg contests this position, 
but we cannot accept that the' At-
torney General is not right, in say-
ing today as to what really ~ ~

tended to convey to us on January, 
.13, 1981.'" 

This is what the Supreme Court 
ftated. 

SURI INDRAJIT GUPTA:. This is 
not the latest; this is old. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: r~ 

Paswan says, We disObeyed the ord r~ 
The Supreme Court itself saYs' "We 
cannot say that the Attorney General 
did not intend to. coney what he did 
tOday." Therefore, there is noques 
tion. All that i~ comea to is, where 
we have an Act of Parllamelif"\tblch 
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88YS that bonus -and DA must be paid 
in aQCordance wft:h a particular provi-
sion dl that raw and where there is a 
direction whIch is contrary to that, 
which should the Government follow? 
Therefore, this Government went to 
the Supreme Court for a direction 
under article 143 of the Constitution. 
Meanwhile, they have complied with 
the order, because the order itself 
says, if the validity of thtt law is up-
held, the workers will have to repay 
the excess amount taken under this 
order. 

SHRr CHITTA BASU (Barasat): 
I welcome that part of the statement, 
which mentions that the Government 
have upheld the rule of law aud also 
that part of the statement in which 
they say they have accepted the dir-
ective of the Supreme Court in the 
matter of payment of bonus to the 
LIC employees. But I have got serious 
reservations a bout the other part of 
the statement, which is now being 
made by the hon. Minister. I take 
this opportunity to congratulate the 
Supreme Court, because they have 
upheld the legitimate cause of the 
workers of our country the entire 
working class of our ou~tr  I again 
take this opportunity to congratulate 
the thousands of workers who, by 
their united struggle, have forced the 
Government to take &iOIDe decisions 
which we find today. 

The decision of the Government to 
pay bonus, as per the directive of 
the Supreme Court yesterday, aCcord-
inf.t to me, is a vindication of the 
judgment of the Supreme Court in 
this respect on 10th November 1980. 
I think the hon. Minister in grace 
s ~uld accf"pt that position, he should 
accept the judgment of 10th Novem':" 
ber, 1980. But the tortuous process 
through which the Government ha!; 
ultimately agreed to accept this posi-
tion, namely, the position of the 
judgment of the Supreme Court of 
10th November, 1980, is fraught with 
,rave consequences to the working 
elass and the judiciary. 

I want to frame my question on 
the basis Of the judgment of the 
Supreme Court, namely, adherence to 
the basic principle of the right to 
coJ1ective bargairlin,g of the working 
class of our country. That was one 
premise of the judgment; another 
premiSe of the judgment was the 
undertaking given by the Attorney-
General of the Government of India 
in that case. I do not want to raise 
or rake up old issues; but, since he 
has raised them, I want to refer to 
them ... (interruption). I am glad 
he does not want to rake up old 
things. 

The question of the collective bal'-
gaining is the fundamental question 
before us, not the question whether 
some amount of money is going to be 
paid to some section of the working 
class of our country. The fundamen-
tal question before us is the question 
of right to collective bargaining and 
how the Government is taking theIr 
position in relation to that. 

In this connection, I will parti-
cularly refer to the observation made 
by Mr . .Justice Iyer: 

"The application of the general 
maxim as expounded by the English 
taxt-books and decisions leave us 
in no doubt that the ID Act." 

-it means the Industrial is ut ~ 
Act; I hope you understand it-

"being a special law, should pre-
vail over the LIC Act, which !!II 
but a general law!' 

The basis of the Supreme Court 
judgment of 10th November flows 
from that particular premise; whe-
ther the In Act will prevail or the 
LIC Act will prevail. They have up" 
held the view that the ndu~triaJ Dis-
putes Act wiJl prevail. Now, I have 
to put my question in this respect. 
Thev .;have accepted the Supreme 
Court~s directive of yesterday. Does 
the Government accept the basic pre-
mise of the Supreme Court that the 
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~~ Disputes Act will prevail 
AUld "all ind ustrial rela tions will be 
a~id d Olil the basis of the Industrial 
:Oisp\ltes Act meaning thereby that 
,'til a"reements made under the pro-
visions pf Industrial Disputes Act 
~, uld be honoured by the Govern-
~t, "not only in respect of LIC, but 
~  in respect of, public sector under-
takings or wherever the Government 
is "the employer? Would the Govern-
ment clarify, its position with regard 
iG this particular point regarding the 
UC, that is the Industrial Dispute::; , , 

A.ct? This is my first question. 

My second question is this. The 
trend is very clear. The positiOn of 
t ~ Government of India in .this par-
tlcUlar' Utigation has all along been to 
' Q lf~' tit the Supreme Court. They 
have' chosen the path of collision and 
'a!> a matter of fact I do not like to go "to other things. Even the Pre-
sidential reference has !)een a subtle 
'«\eviCe to scuttle the decision or the 
directive of the Supreme Court. 

SHRI JYOTIROMY BOSU: Derail. 

'SHRI CHITTA BASU: Derail, 
l!fCuttle, negate, put obstacles on the 
Supreme Court's decision in regard 
to LIG. Is it justified on the part of 
f.be Government, and is it moral on 
the ,part of the Government to take 
~ lt r under the Presidential re-
ference under Article 143 to just 
scuttle a decision or a directive of 
th(., S ~ r  Court? But this Arti-
cle 143 is not invoked or taken re-
course to when very important issues 
are made before the Government to 
,refer to the Supreme Court under 
this Article to seek advisory opinion. 
Incidentally, 1 want to mention t.hat 
the West Bengal Government rather 
requested the Government of InrUa 
to refer the dispute between the ASi(ri ... 

~ultur  Ministry of the Government 
of Tndia and the West Bengal Gov-
ernment in regard tu the allotmpnt 
and delivery of wheat and foodgrai'ns 
for the food-for-work programme. 
The Government in their wisdom did 
not consider it necessary to refer 

the matter under Article 143.·But 
here, the Government within a few 
minutes decided to refer the matter 
under Article 143. The object is l ar~ 
The intention is not bona fide, 'the 
intention is mala fide I woulds.,., to 
scuttle the directive of the Supreme 
Court in this respect. Is it moral1 
Therefore, the entire trend of the 
Government is evident in this parti-
cular litigation concerning LIC.The 
Government has consistently taken a 
course of collision against the Sup-
reme Court. This is a dangerous, por-
tent. Would the Government assure 
that while they uphold the rule of law 
they should also uphold the indepen-
dence of the judiciary and shall not 
take to collision course and shall re-
frain from taking recourse to that 
dangerous path? Would the Govern-
ment assure that? 

My last question is regarding cer-
tain clarification on D.A. That 1s 
very simple. The case is about the 
Notification of the Government dated 
2nd February 1981 affecting both the 
bonus and the dearness allowance. 
According to that Notifieation a ceil-
ing on D.A. ·was imposed "with effect 
from February 2, 1981. But . the 
increase of D.A. was to be given 
effect to from February 1, 1981 as 
per the settlement of 1971. I want 
to get it clarified whether the Govern. 
ment has so far given 01' issued in-
structions to grant the increase of D.A. 
which was dUe fI'om February 1, 1981, 
while the notification was to take 
c,ffect from February 2, 1981. There-
fore, ceiling on dearness alllowance 
as per Notification whiCh nas been 
stayed does' not relate to that increase 
in D.A. which has become due for the 
employees on Febru,ary 1, 1981 a's per 
settlement. Has the Government, 
given necessary instructions for the 
release of the same? That is my last 
clarification which I want to have 
from you. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Wi1h 
regard to Chitta Basu's lQng and 
learned discourse of co1l:ective bU-
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piJiing, I have nothing to ·add.. So 
fllt' 'as the o ~t is cOncerned, 
Government have accePted the direc-
tion of the SUpreme CoUrt to pay 
bOnus under ~ terms mentit\t1ed . in 
that Order viz., if the law is upheld, 
it ean be recovered from the employe-
es. 

SHRI CHI'M"A BASU: Again you 
are taking up the past. 

SHRI R. VENKA TARAMAN: This 
is 1!le Order. This is what we have 
agreed to and what We have accepted. 

'8ImI CHITTA BASU: Say, will 
:\'OU accept? 

SHRI· R. VENKATARAMAN: Then 
i"he next point is ..... . 

MR. DEPU'rY .:SPEAKER: You are 
J)ufting words in his mouth. 

5MBI R. VENKATARAMAN: He 
may say anything. 

SHRI C ~ A BASU: That is a 
dear indication. (Interruptions). 

SHRI B.. VENKATARAMAN: The 
. next point which. he raised is, is there 
'8nJ' cnnfrontation? I say totally 'no'. 
, If Shri Chitta Beau wants to read 
into something, I cannot help. After 
: all I am not responsible for the va-
: ganes of imagination of 'Shri ·Chitta 
,Bastt How can I say that he should 
not have ideas on this? So far as I 
am concerned, so far as Government 
is concerned, it has no such intention. 
It does not want to have any confron-
tation. Especially t"nis question has 
arisen ,because according to me there 
is a conflict which. has developed 
either intentionally QT' un-intentional-
ly. There are two thin.gs before us. 
One is the law which attracts in a 
particular way and the other is an 
Onler which attracts in a different 
way. I want t"nat thing to be resolved. 
11 is only by reference. Under 143 
. it can be done. I may also tell 8hri 
. Chittta Basu that I do not act or the 
Government does not act an its own. 
It takes advice from its competent 
Legal Advisers. It is on the basis of 

I leial advice it acts. 

Third '~nt that he Aas I1,Wed is 
about .Trade Uhion's. rights for dear-
ness a~lo an  This is not a fQrum 
to negotiate dearness allow-aJ;lce. I '~an
not give any answer to ·this. If they 
have any claims ~ out dearness allow-
ance, t'ney will have to tCike it ill the 
usual eourse with the LIe and ~ n 
come to some arrangement with taem. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shrimati 
Geeta Mukherjee. 

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERJEE: 
(Panskura) : The hon. Minister in 
his reply said that yesterday he made 
a statement on bonus and he has 
'agreed to pay bonus. I WQUld like to 
record taat this could have been ·made 
much earlier with grace. He has not 
done voluntarily. Thanks to thaL.I.C. 
employees and above 'all thankis to 
the 'Suprem-e COUl"t'that this has been 
done. This whole thing .has really' 
raised issues winch are more serious 
and haVe . graver implications than 
those of just malting paYment of 
bonus. Already this question has been 
referred to-unilateral violation of 
Agreement of 1974 and the violation 
of the principle of collective bargain-
ing. I do 'not know why the Minister 
cannot reply to Shri Chitta Basll on 
the point as to what will be the policy 
of tile Government in future? Second-
ly, another mC',,;t important issue in-
volved is the persistent refusal of the 
Government to implement the orders 
of the court and even of the Supreme 
Court. It was a violation of the assur-
anCe given to the Supreme Court by 
the Governm.ent, through the /(ttor-
ney-General. There was just now 
some debate on this. 

I would like to draw your attention 
to t'ae order of April 15. By that 
time, the Act had long been passed; 
the Act was passed 6lready, on March 
17. When the 15th April o·rder Was 
passed, it took into 'account the posi-
tion with. regard to. the Act also. All 
these .grounds were debated. Not ,~nl ' 
that. That order made a very cate-
,goriea} reference, categorical deClara-
tion-I quote: 
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"We direct the Life Insurance 
Corporation to implement tne order 
of this Court dated November 10, 
1980 requiring the Life Insurance 
Corporation to give effect to the 
tenns of the settlement of 1974 re-

. lating to bonus and to pay the 
amount of bonus with interest at 
the rate of 12 per cent per annum. 
from the date it became due. We 
haVe by OMe'r dated April 2, 1981 
already suspended the implement'S-
tion of the Notification dated Febr-
uary 2, 1981; we recorded tne un-
dertaking given by the petitioners 
through their counsel that in the 
event of the writ petitions failing 
the Corporation would be entitled to 
make adjustments from the future 
emoluments payable to them in case 
any other payment is made to them 
in terms of the settlement of 1974. 
We direct the Life Insurance Corpo-
ration to make 1fae payments within 
ODe week from today. This payment 
is, of course, subject to the final re-
sult of the writ petitions." 

Now, the Attorney-Gene,ral was shown 
the draft of this order, at draft stage, 
by the Chief Justice. After seeking 
the draft, the Attorney-General agreed 
to pay within one week. This is the 
pOSition. Would the hon. Minister 

. say that the Attorney-General said, 
"We shall not pay"? Is it his con-
tention? He was shown the order 
and he agreed to comply with the 
order. So it is a persistent case of 
refusal to obey the Supreme Court 
order. 

After that, 22nd April was the date 
for payment of bonus to w'ilich the 
Government had agreed, as I have 
already said. About this reference 
und.8fi article 143, this is really. a dis-
honest and a mean 'step. Actually, 
it is nothing but a subterfuge to dis-
obey . the Supreme Court. If the re-
ference was made, how did that come 
in the way of implementing the order? 
Tbis is ah;o violation of article 144. 
The Government is supposed to nelp 
in implementing the court order. 

Now, I would like to draw your at-
tention to the latest judgment of the 
court where they have made it clear 
that all the grounds raised now have 
been covered before the last order. 
No new grounds were there. Actually, 
it was nothing but a su'bterfuge to 
disobey the court order. 

In view of this performance of the 
Government, I would like to know 
whether the Government would 3ptr 
l'Ogise to the LIC employees and the 
LIC' policy-holders also for imposing 
a strike on LIe employees without 
any reason and causing concern to 
the public. May I also know whether 
the Government will apologise to the 
Supreme Court by dishonouring this 
order and violating the court order. 
Lastly. I would also like to know whe-
ther the Government will apologise 
to Parliament.· For filing tbe' last 
petition, they could not rely on their 
Attorney-General and they took hold 
of hon. Ashak Sen who was leading 
a "revolution" in West Bengal to file 
the petition. He went witho'ttt any 
papers, reached 1!nere in the .greatest 
hurry. And after all these dismal 
performances the Finance Minister 
has ROW agreed to pay bonUs 8S a 
compulsion thereby. By these per-
fOl'manees this the Gov.ernment has 
denigrated the Parliament to which 
Cabinet is responsible. I would like 
to know whe1!ler you would apolo-
gise to the Parliament. 

13 Irs. 

I would also like to know whether 
the Government would give up con-
frontation with Public Sector em-
ployees and .give them an opportunity 
to contribute in s tti~g right what is 
lost in the public sector. '. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, Sir, the Hon. Menlber 
has ·used some very strong language. 
I am a chivalrous person. I do ·not 
repeat it 

Now s"ne has raised only two -po.ints. 
The first~ oint she made was that I 
should give an opinion as to the vail-
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dity of the coUectivebargaining vis-
a·vis legislation and so on. So long 
as I am a Member of Government, 
I cannot do that, It must be lett to 
the court. If Smt. Geeta Mukherjee 
wants to consult me privately as the 
EditOr of the Labour Law Journal, I 
will give sume advice to her. (Inter-
ruptions). 

,MR. DoEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Ven-
,~atara an reads some other journal. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: She 
does not. read my journal. 

Tae st~ond point is that there was 
a violation of an undertaking. I re-
peat onc!e again that there has been 
110 violatiOJ'l of "any undertaking given 
by either the Attorney-General or the 
Government. 

rrhe fhird point she made is that 
Government under Article 144 DlU::::t 
enforce •....... 

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERJEE: 
If Government would not comply witll 
the or de}', what did you say that for? 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: I dc, 
not know if S'ilrimati Geeta Mukher-
jee was present in the court or not. 
rfhe Attorney General did not say 
anything. He was instructed not to 
say anything and he did not say any-
thing. . 

SHRr JYOTIRMOY BOSU: It i~ u 
golden rule. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Sil-
enCe is ,golden, especially in these 
circumstances. (InterruptiDfls). 

The third point which the Hon. 
Member mwle was that under Article 
"H4.oJ. the Constitution, yOU have to 
c:ariy out the 18w enacted by the 
Supreme Court. We do it. We have 
done it and it does not mean that we 
cannot file an appeal or a revision. 
~ is a pl'Ovision that ~ n we are 
not satisfied with a particular judg-
ment, it is the ri,ght of everybody in-
lu ,~ t'Ae Government to file an 
~1 or a re\1ieW or take recoune 

: t •. · ... · ..' .' •. 

to same other proceedings. Lastly, she 
mentioned about Bhri. Maok Sen be-
ing engaged. Now an occasion had 
arisen where we have to engage two 
different persons, one for the Govern-
ment and one for the LIe. So long, 
if they have been appearinlL.. the same 
person was a.ppearing for both. Now 
since the stand was likely to lbe dif-
ferent, therefore, the Government 
w.as represented by the A ttomey-
General and rile LIe was represented 
by a very brilliant lawyer Mr. Ashok 
Sen who was himself a Law Minister 
for nearly 10 years (Interruptions). 
He is now the President of the Sup-
reme Court Bar and an acknowledged 
leader. nt ru~'tions  

I haVe answered all the, points 
which Smt. Geeta Mukherjee raised. 

SHRr JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond 
Harbour): Sir, this whole' thing is 
nauseating. It not only shows their 
intense anti-working class attitude but 
this also reveals another very interes-
ting thing which is of great interest 
to the Opposition namely that the 
Government is a leaderless mass. They 
have no coordination. r know the ob-
ject, the trick to kill time; they came 
at 2.00 p.m. em the previous day, on 
ihe 21st, when the. money was due 
to be paid to the employees on the 
22nd; and they had to call an extra-
ordinary Cabinet meeting to discuss 
'and decide about these things. Now, 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, what a difference 
,between,' what I asked yesterday, pub-
Jic ownership and private ownerShip. 
Private oVltn.el'ship is guided by only 
"rile profit mo,tive and puiJlic owner-

, ship should be meaning the profit and 
l~al'  for all concerned. Here is an 

organisation which is a public sector 
· organisation, and in a public sector 
or.ganisation, they are not only',can-
fronting the judiclB17, bypassing the 
judiciary, hoodwinking the judiciary, 

· but they are taking recourse to im-
moral methods also. What do 1!1ey do 

· in certain other areae? They emplay 
people in government offices; and they 
usually force them to go on a break 
after 90 days, I think .. WhY? They 
Want to forfeit the rieht of thole 
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JjersOllS to ,become permanent. The, 
GOvernment' frames laws en tile one 
hand and on the other hand they 

,Cheat the law by taking recourse to 
this cheating metho:i. That is exactly 
,what this Gevernment is. It is n()f; a 
civilized Governmentj I am using a 

'very strong word; tliley are net worth 
'1teing called a civUized government; 
if the Government is a civilized Gov-
ernment, they have nat only to care 
fot the rule of law but they have to 
see that they .are not caBed immeral. 
Here is a case where they have not 
oru.y been QOlng 'l).'legal 'tn'mgs nu\ 
they ~a  been immoral. Credibility 
is something which is not to be seen 
on their door-plate; that ba,s been 
given a go-by. No credibility. In c& 
democratic set-up-you claim to be in 
a democracy-if yeu do net enjoy the 
credibility, you should not be in the 
(;{)vemme·nt. I -am surprised that t\ 
person like yeu, Mr. Venkataraman· 
altho.ugh you are surrounded by ... * ., 
you have been a party to this sort of 
,nefarious activity" ... 

MR., DEPUTY-SPEAKER: YoU 
should not use that werd. It will nat 
go on recc.rd. (Interruptions) 

SHRI CHIRANJI LAL SHARMJ\ 
(Ka:r.nal) : The USe of such words 
must be deprecated. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have 
said. 

(Interruptions) 

siuu R. VENKATARAMAN: I can 
all ~  

SImI JOYrIRMOY BOSU: Is tl1e 
'law 'and order situation in the coUJl-

. tiynot such? When he travels l1Y 
t&, G.T. Express, doe he not pa6S 
'ttdbWdi. d'a oit~inf st d areas? AlI-
•. I can understand it.. (Inter-
'~ ', 
'S!QU; i·" ~ AllA A  I 

,Cl ~~ ta,f  ~ ·ofr ~ lf  . 
. B'BRl> 1t J ~~ ~ l1 rRa1se1"-
l ~it t, a\'W: .. :;eu cdy SaId' t~t it i's 
DfJi.cb be':fiktw'dfcwntf''\Vill ~ iDS-

'-t+.;...,----...-; ..... ' ' .... " ..... ' ------'--------
~  -... ... 
l ~ d  •• ;· or s r d ~ tile 

,'OlMdr. - . 

trud the senior Member like him nor. 
to use such words? 

MR. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: That is 
all right. I have already said. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOy BOSU: What do 
1.bey do in the process? In order to 
please the private sector, the mastel'-' 
contri'butors and people sitting nearer 
Re'agan, what did they do? They com-
pelled the LIe employees to take re-
course to strike. What is the' quantum. 
of economic loss? And who will beal" 
the responsibility Mr. Venkataraman. 
you, amongst yourselves in the Cabi-
net, be honest enough to fix the r s~ 

pensibility, and the man who has been 
responsible for compelling the LIe. 
Empleyees to go to court 'and take 
recourse to strike should resign. Let 
us see that yeu set a good example ill 
that. 

And what more have yOU done? You 
have dra'gged the·· Rashtrapati t(. 
confrent the judiciary·· ... (In! l.l'· 
ruptions). 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: What-
ever the President does is the art 
of the Government. It is only done in 
tine name Of President. Therefore. 
all YOUr attack can be on the Govern-
ment. Please save the President, 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I have 
not named him. I have not named 
him. Please listen .... (Interruptiona) 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER': Why. do 
yc.u hear ,all that? 

SHru JYOmMOY BOSU: 1Ir. 
Venkataram'lll, why do We debate-on 
t'le President's: ~ddr ss  ... ,(1",_-
ruptions) 

AN' HON MEJiBER: ~ ' a~l Mea: 
· .... ~ a .. • ' 

. .. r Jl 1'~S ~ ,  ~ ~~ 
'!fiat.' Word -half .. &'One 0.' J:8COICI. 
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: While 
debating on President's Address, don't 
we criticise? .. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: I am 
surprised that a senior Member like 
you should say that. All acts of the 
G1).v'ernment are done in the name of 
the President. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Agreed. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: There-
fore, your attack should be on the 
government and not on the President. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: So, the 
question is... (Interruptions) Why 
don't you ask your chaps to do a 
little more home work and come 
her? .... (Interruptions) Oh,oh, we 
have seen many such"" like you ... 
( InterruPtions) 

Now, they are confrQIlting the Judi-
ciary. Sir, I must congratulate these 
t'hree Judges, Mr. Justice S. C. Gupta, 
Mr. Justice Pathak and Mr. Justice 
Chinnappa Reddy, for giving a judg-
ment befitting the Supreme Court of 
this great country. But they are con-
fronting, Why? Sir, why are rnere 
vacancies? Because they want Judges 
to be commanded by the executive. 
So they are not getting such persons 
-so easily and there are vacancies and 
6! lakhs of pending cases in the 
High Courts. 

Mr. Ashok Sen, when ~  appeared 
at 2 O'clock, said, 'I am the Speeial 
Attorney-General'. I knew under 
what provision a Special Attorney-
General is appointed. This is what I 
have been told and I do not go to the 
Supreme Court. He comes and says, 
'Since the President is going to make 
a reference to you, therefore, you 
stop the implementation at the order 
of 15th April.' 

Now, Sir, this is a serious-breaeh of 
-. trust and betrayal ot the werki.ac ~ 
Qd __ 8eIU1.t ngud. t.or the -&greements 
Which t~ have :&iIned themselWs. 

··Expunged Be ordered by ·tria ·Chair. 

(C.A.) 
.Fortunately the Supreme Court has 
given a slap on their face and if tiaey 
have any shame, tney will restrain 
themselves-from dOing this ~ tIf. 
thing in future. It is not only -a. 
they lose-credibility but they doaot 
deserve credi.bility. They are dram-
ing the country's economy-the strike 
period and the legal expenses-tantas-
tic legal expenses. 

What do they say in tine order of 
22nd? 

"The prayer made in this appli-
cation for suspension/vacation of 
the interim order that was made on 
15th April 1981-these are reall;r 
applications for review of the afore-
said order. The grounds urged be-
fore us to-day are the same that 
were argued before we made that 
order. Pendency of the President'. 
reference constitutes no sufficient 
ground for reviewing t'he ord r~  

What more insult can a Government 
have? . .. What more insult can a Gov-
rn ~nt have? This is how things 
happen and how it has CQ1'lle to this 
stage. 

_ .......... 
In a nutshell, in 19-74 they entere4 

into an agreem.ent in whic"a they set-
tled about all the terms and condition. 
of service-DA, salary, allowsnce8, 
gratuity, leave and hours of work, 
Everything has been included. That 
came to be known as a bilateral 
agreement. It is not a unllateraJ 
agreement. You agreed. Then slJ4.. 
denly a cut was imposed and the LtC 
em.ployees had to go to the Calcutt. 
High Court -and then to the Suprane 
Court and then ttne jud'g'ment of 1Otb. 
November 1980 came. It '\Ws not im-
plemented. And~ to circumvent thaIl 
judplent of 10th November· 1180, "* 
Government pr4Qm.ulgated the Q1dlp,,-
ance of 81st .of January 1981 whe1\. u., 
l{puse was due to sit withia a ,sb..qit 
-time. N,ow, you have ae.id. Mr. \1:-.-
-kaia.ranum, .one -t lng-~t YOU W 
a-lMv of ~~ n~, ,  ~ , •• 
by ,your ~t  ~1 it , on _-t».e., t ~J4  
the House. What was tb. ,~,,,,,, 
meant for? Did not the ordinance 
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,have the same power as the law has? 
You enacted the law yourself-from 
behind. When this debate on L.I.C. 

_ business took place, it was clearly 
pointed, out-my friend, Shri Indrajit 
,Gupta wUI :bear me out-uAs this 
matter is pending before the Supreme 
Court, please do not 'bring this Bill 
-for an enactment: let us wait and see . 
what tine Supreme Court judgment 
says". But, it was bulldozed ( we op-
posed it and said that this Bill should 
not he enacted till the Supreme Court 
pronuounced its judgment. But, that 
'was not done. 

Now, on 15th of April, the Suprenw 
Court ordered you to give effect to 
the terms of the settlement (if 1974 
relating to bonus,-to pay the amount 
of 'bonus with int r~t- t , etc. but 
you scuttled that. They go one day 
tefore the last date of payment at 2 
p.m. when most ()1' the ~ niol' advo-
cates had done their ,filing busines!;. 
and retired to t.heir ehambel' ·,-what a 
wonderful way oJ working! This wal' 
:done by the illag~ erookF. But, I 
do not know how the GoverJ111wnt of 
India suddenly starte·d taking that 
step. The Government of Iudia i!iSU-
ed the notification Oll 2nd February 
1981 on tne basis of the Ol'dinoncp 
'~ff ting the right.s of the L.l.C. em-
ployees to receive bonus as per the 
settlement of 24th January 1974 and 
.the said notification also imposed a 
~ i1ing on the D.A. with efTeC't from 
2-2 .. 1981. Is, this not '.!orrect. Mr. 
:Venkataraman? Kindly say 'Ye':;' or 
·'No'.The Supreme Court. by itR 
-or~ r  dated 15th April 1981. staye·d 
the operatiOn Of tht' neglOt.iations and 
asked the L.I.C. to continue the im-
:pementation O'f the ]974 settlement. 
'The ,Government has annollllced 3n 
Ithe Lok Sabha- you have done it 
Y·esterday., _,We. are glad . t ~t your 
,g~ , yOllr dirty game, bas been ex-
-pOsed. "YQU have g-iven a slap on 
t1ie face of the, working Class peuple 
~  we "congratulate the judiCiary 
that' at 'leaSt this time they have -bee'n 
taken a' hold and on ~t' stand. (111.'" 
'fen-"ptionB) . ' , , 

My specific question to Mr. Ven-
kataraman AvargaZ is this. What 
about the bonus for 1980 .. 81 which has 
become dUe to be paid by 30th April, 
1981? ., 

(2) The D. A. which increased 
from 1st February 1981, you are hold-
ing the pricelin.e according to the 
election manifesto, the massive man-
date, prior to the -notification, bas not 
yet been. paid' to the employees. \Vhy 
have' you not paid it and when do yOU 
want to pay it? 

I want a clear and categorical reply 
to these two questIons. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Sir, 
Shri Bosu is always very pungent In 
fact he has used harsh language. 
Even things which could be nut ele-
gantly, he must put very harshly. 

SHRI JYO'l'IRMOY BOSU: I am 
not used to greasing the palm. That 
i~ the whole trouble. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN': He 
thinks that the dcch;ioll of the 
Supreme Court Or the High Court is 
a slap on the Government. There are 
so many dedsions given--those In 
favour and those against the Govern-
ment-but to say that this is a slap 
on the face of the Government or 

. some other part of the Government is 
,not a very dignified languag~  (In-
terruptions) ; 

SHRI ANANDA GOPAL I\iUKHO-
PADHYAY (Asansol) : Don't take 
cognisanCe of his words. 

~ ar1'i!T 'lrfrtOlf 

SHRl' R. VENKATARAMAN: Sir, 
. I w:ou1d also go further and 81lY t ~t 
,the' Alla a ~d High Court cave a de ... ' 
'cision upholdihg' the agn!ement and, 
invalida.ting this law ~n 19 ~  
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Then the Government went in £!p-
peal against that decision-not this 
Government but the Janata Govern-
ment which now pleads so much for 
the socalled sanctity of collective 
bargaining'. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: We 
opposed it. 

SHRr R. VENKATARAMAN: What 
is the point in saying that now? You 
were one of the strongest supporters 
of the then Government. There are 
people who come with different stories 
afterwali.-ds. In fact, when I con-
fronted Shri Fernandes and Shri 
Madhu Dandavate as to why as Mem-
bers of the Caoinet they allowed an 
a ~al to be filed when they were so 
eloquently pleadi'ng for the sanctity 
of the collective bargaining agree-
ment, tll i ~ said they did not agree 
with it. They opposed it. I trust 
that t ~ are very hon'ble people but 
the Parliamentary practice is that if 
you do not agree with Govel'nment 
then you must resign. If you did 
not resign then it means that you did 
not l'ot,~st  

SHRr JYOTIRMOY BOSU: We 
were nc: t in the t o rn ~l t,  

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: 
tfherefOl C, this argument that it js 
somethh,lg which goes against the col-
'lective ~ fargaining agreement is incor-
l'ect bel! ause the fixing of dearness 
allowam!e without ceiling or fixing of 
a bonua, contrary to the bonus laws 
for one particular class of persOns is 
contrary to the national 'Policy with 
regard to wages. I want to make that 
very c1l.!ar. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: \Vhich 
I section of employees bas got ceiling 
. on dearness alowance in this coun-
try? There is no ceiling on dearness 
allowance :tOr any section. 

SHm R. VENKATARAMAN": In 
~  balli's" We have fixed Rs. 15.80 as 
,a ceilblg.ln certain other categories 
,we have ,,#Xed a celling. But this is 
one class where there is no ~iling 

and deaJ;1ess allowance got by some 
of the Class lIt empoyees is above 
'Rs. 2,000. You may support it. This 
Government will not support it. 'We 
are determineo to control it. That is 
why we brought this legislation. 

SHRI ANAND A GOPAL MUKHO-
PADHYAY: Sir, Mr. Ramamurt.hy' 
and Shri Fernandes at Bangalore 
made the formula for value ot a point 
to he 1.30 for rise df. every point in 
dearness allowance and Mr. Jndirajit 
Gupta is also a party to this decision 
at Bangalore. They wanted it to be 
a national policy. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Don't 
disturb me. 11 the principle of equal 
pay for equal work applie:; to mini-
mum then It must also ~ l  to t ~ 
maximum. Therefore, Government 
after very careful consideration has 
taken this decision that as 3 matter of 
national wage policy one or a few 
areas ~ ould not beeome high wage" 
packet islands. That is why this 
legislation has been brought and we 
have not done an t in~ which has 
brought diem ffi:rrJ.Y'.Jwn. Vve have 
put them on par with the Bank em-
ployees and those governed by the 
Bonus Act. Therefore, we haVe not 
done anything which hurt£ or ill any 
way does any wrong to a particular 
class. We have brought them on 
par with other fairly placed em-
ployees. This is the position. Gov-
ernment is right if their policy is 
that they must haVe a ilin~ on these, 
things. They are entitled to bring a 
law and they brought it. 

The Supreme Caurtalso said that 
this 1974 agreement will be valid 
until i't is set aside by another agree-
ment Or an adjudication or relevant 
legislation. I am reading from the 
Supreme Court judgement: 

"In view of the opiniou expressed 
by tlie majorIty, the appear is dis-
missed with costs to the first, second 
and third respondents, aDd the 

. Transfer Petition No. 1 of 1979 stands 
allowed in $0 far that a writ, will 
issue to the Life ,Insurance Co~, ,  
poration directing it to give effect 
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to the terms of the settlements of 
1974 relating to bonus until super-
seded by a fresh settlement, un in-
dustrial award Or re!eyant legisla-
tion." 

We have passed this relevant legisla-
tion. Therefore, to say that we have 
done something contrary to what the 
Supreme Court said is incorrect. We 
have passed a legislation. 'rhey have 
said it can be modi-fled by relevant 
legislation. 

Then, Sir, Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu 
said: 'You have passed a law against 
our wishes. Of course, in every de-
mocracy, the majority passes the law. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, I 
stand on a point of order. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: I al-
ways yield. You can say whatever 
you want to say. 

SHRI JYOTIROMY BOSU: You are 
tired. Sir, we do not quote the Com-
mittee proceedings on the floor of the 
House. Sir. that is the convention. 
I will not quote what is said in the 
B . A. C . But I would like to submit 
that the Members who took part in 
the discussion made certain points.-
Some of Us said clearly that since the 
matter is pending before the Supreme 
CO\ll't it should not come up on the 
floor of the House. We repeatedly 
said this. But the Government bul-
ldozed, because they have get the 
majority in the Committee. 

SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN: Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, our countrY's con-
stitution has not given any veto to 
the opposition. The majority is en-
titled to bring a law which is within 
. the framework of the Constitution . 
. • emy because Mr .. Jyotirmoy Bosu 
.does not like it, We eannof' hold it 
back., And the law is a ~tng  to 
. tile vety decision of the ,Su~  
,Court and the. ludgment of the Sup-
~~  Court, wbiCl) Jays that' 'it 'can 
. be .. ~ t . a~14'  1:w anot ~ a ~~ :in-
'other agreement or by a relevant 

leglsiation. I tan to seewlty they 
challenge this legislation at all 

I want to make it clear that there 
is no question of any impropriety in-
volved in it. 

Of course, he has used somE: strong 
language-immoral, illegal, this, that 
and the other. 1 can only say that 
there is no impropriety involved in 
that. 

Another matter which Mr. Jyotir-
moy Bosu raised was ahout Dearness 
Allowance. This is a matter for 
negotiation between the management 
and the employees. Government can-
not be called into such disputes bet-
ween the Management and Labour. 

SHRr JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, I 
request your permission to seek some 
clarifications. The hon. Minister has 
to reply to the questions raised on 
Calling Attention by Members. My 

question is: (a) What about the 
bonus for 1980-81 which has become 
due on 30-4-81? (b) The D.A. has 
been increased from 1st February, 
]981. My question is, why it has not 
been paid to them. When does he 
propose to pay the samef These are 
my questions. 

SHRIR. VENKATARAMAN: ~  

are matters between the Employees 
and the Life Insurance Corporation 
and Government does not come .into 
the picture at this stage. 

11.26 hrS. 

STATEMENT RE: ATTACK ON 
INCOME TAX OmCJ:RS ENGtdl£tJ 

IN 'SEUCH'AND SZIZURE ·.·e·.-
TA[N PRBWSES IN Slt~A A'  ' 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now 
the :riftanee' ii~r will ~  ' a 
ttat ~nt . Oft fhe attack on :r ..... : 
ttt'OfIaer ' ii~'''in  .. ~'-  .... , ". ._. S 5- r15~ _ .... 
'~  in' cettBfn : Pr __ ,, ~ ~ 
'riiiit i~ .... . .. 


