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[ =t e s qrEaT )

A FA Y< FAT WL g0 T
AW AAZA H T 9L U gear
AR TR AT |

AT FFR A 7iq g 5 [amw
T FAT 3 FEATE F4 IS5
78 q4gL F Gq I F ws AE
L0 HAFAT T F4r D9 AfgERQ
& faae w3 sFaE #3

13.22 hrs.

STATUTORY RESOLUTION RE: DIS-
APPROVAL OF @ DELHI ADMINIS-
TRATION  (AMENDMENT) ORDI-
NANCE, DELHI ADMINISTRATION
(AMENDMET) BILL, AND DELHI
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (AM-
ENDMENT) BILL—Contd.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Next item.
Shri G. L. Vyas, you have already taken
5 minuteis yesterday. The time left is only
20 minutes You have to conclude within
5 minutes now.

SHRI GIRDHARI LAL VYAS (Bhil-
wara): Sir, 10 minutes.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Then, you
must come here and I will go there.

N fazardl |@ @m0 SyTsTe
werzg, § foFoflo ¥ TR H fa%
T TQT AT | RANT F747 9@ F
wa@ & fag =3r g1 wwEr fr
feet & wam adl FA, FAT F
/W T E | 9T AR FIE A9T
@t ®o Fo flo FTAAT FA FAI, I
Wt Tgi 9T E~-TF ¥ dlo Fo o
FT T q-E AT T Y

=it o VY iR (wEwgR) ¢ #
qgt 31 gur g do Ff o fo I AH
8

o frard am o wER
WINAT <@ g 71 97 a0y @
& Fiw AR fadg § 1§ qeq A
21 A FAaF@F A ¥ fadw FQ@
g1 #¢i g 5 faar sr-fafadow fad
TAT q4F A @i qAA w0 fzan
I4 7 H U ARTT qAT TG
F fasga aw xzr & f5 afqaa
aHeHe arfesa 42, fagsd afeq am
F TS 2, 98 Wit wimi ¥ fAw @,
2000 & g9 fpar w1 :1g
fe-fafagwa adf w311 a1 3q1 faeent
fgegearm @ maw g feaa fF fe-
fafagwta w7 fzar 9w ? THfg fe-
fafazwa 78Y frqrar | gas a0 &
TATE FT 4T ASE[ A wFE| AR
FAT T4 E

Tt @Wo dro ATEo, Hro Fro TR0,
Ared afg wa i Famasgr
&9 qifedl & AAT-RAT TFS &1 AW
g a2 3 @[m f9a7 §ft aAT-maT
g ot fF Rqq aAnFr Fw@z Ay
q, FAZIN T ALG F A ATAS
¥, 9g ¥ UFYZ IFT 9T |§ A,
AT 7 W 03 Ied ga fF oA
TAFT AMH oA FET 718 7@ 20
faedft AmfAza TigFaa M faedt
Frorwd § ur o gfafia g
& a1 ¥ F0F A gWMT XA
yadAfas arfedi &1 &

ad) Haeqr H gl qET A
W 9 W FIT I5F §, A FAT
& faa H& 9517 § 1 WATT AT SARI
3 sy gfafafaes . ST IAR
arstgmt #1 gfa F fag ag fean
g

§ mada A4 NEFIT F1 38 AT
a1 wizgq g v fasell ®§ dlo oo
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# A a8, Tok Pow aat
# e w17 A Fiw fopar 2, 94 a%
fadte s1a 35 A ATEIEEA )

Eto o To 7 Y FTSFET TR
ag & o W ogew gf ¥ !
Ay Y 1 3w avs faiw s W
N FEATIEFAT & | FATL GIHTC FY
FIAH FIA a1 ¥ AfawTd AT OSY

ATZL AT AW | WA W
FEAAEST H q @y F 1 gE-AT
Fwy &l gn & a9 K

FEEAT EMT AMET | 7% a=A1 & (A7
foreror &7 egFEer @A =iz gwrd
& gaear |7 F1 ST gy | afe w
I @l & fAu qu gEemw @
O a1 g faw-fawer & fAemem
G2 gRft | d g FEww X qer
B ¥ TRl AW AT A FIA HIC
TEATGAT 3T FT 1T FEr TS & | A
X FT AFIT AT cleyE 37 AT 3gFeqr

346

# n€ | ¥ v o v A §
T fovare e § I fg o A

T TIH WA A AEEERAT |
o gam g%, FmFw & S
T T T W AAT T WS AATHT
T AW | WU T qas @
3'57\'(1'%: | "o dTo UHo F
ff g 9% wWH FT wwEd g |
Wt W H fAaen &1 g9 w99 §
HIT AU FT ATHFA & | FAH OH
ot fagmm &1 afy &1 @w F@ &
AT WL FE FEFA A & |
wF wefoe § W gEy afes g0
FET ¥ & gEEE @A A AEW
g | % faaTs aga qadar W FY,
qq AL FATH TIEAT AAET FAT |

W oy §,

**Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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= freandi wrer s

g7 wesl % §ig # 3 fasi &
AT FL@T E |

=t TErEAR Wt (gEAr)
gqreger o, faeelt are-famm Fomaw
faga®, 1983 < faeelt worrrT -
g fadas, 1983—z7 a1 fadgai
9 g9 @ uF a1 e #TRE )
# g At Frfadg FaTE )

fatta w4 Fear g, WAk H #
qAT aw fadzw FTA SRar )
TmE a1 g T | fedy o A F fad
grex faee @t stex aqTE Sy §, qEey
ar g & A 1 g e e faw ®
HoneT 7 1 &, Faw faedty & &
& R fggeam ¥ oW @ fad
AT {AE FATET a9 g4 § AR
agr it A g7 &) @ F fax
ar age fedt & smamw @ @ A,
aam faefy z@ £ @ W FT @
¥\ 99 w94 1980 ¥ qATA  FIM@AT
o9 qWg W A FT W@ T W) SHD
arr Wit FmEAR AW FQ@ oW

@& W wAy ¥, fedy T fedy
fed wmw FAE wTET AT 0
T F 9@ FEe & yadaw e
fae #1 gwew g owfgy v,
ag agigur | I IH AE ¥ 99
aEE ¥ qftasw v &, A9 "W
K ag @ g F o g @
oA SR g A 8 W FE
@A A gmEEr ST o 9 g,
TW AT F AT W @ FT qAE
gat #Y @ ey welr 21 Sud
FEIT T IX TGN TgA IA W &,
gad wqglad sfa f @ § a’q
2 F o gaq # de #1 qraver
e & $T 2] E 1 gdH wwD
gatw &, fogsd fad ag sféss sl
fear war ar | wfsqw #1 gz wa
gz o1 fqgas F37 & gmA 9O
fed ™ & = fadas § &
foaar &:

“The figures of 1981 Census being
available, it is necessary to delimit the
wards om the basis of 1981 Census,
but the proces: of delimitation of the
wards being time-consuming and the
holding of elections to the Municipal
Corporation of Delhi immediately hav-
ing become urgently necessary, the
Delhi Municipal Corporation (Amend-
ment) Ordinance, 1983 was promui-
gated to facilitate the electioms.....”

&F g, adram gy fagmai d o
FE wi & fEdy W 2w F faR,
FgT qAqT 2, 9 WEAWF T g |
HIFF T AT AT TG W
gry &1 wEdy fusamaaz, Saa
FTAAT F ATIRT QI FIAT AT |
g AT gIAT § IATE W AR
W4T FAT @A E, TAG WY A
A &, @ ww fow a@ ¥ aF ?
@ & & Q49 gl §1 I qEar
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g wum & wa & g —fefafmem
# o gug v /T 9 e am
# ot gwa wawm o fedy o
Fogw T A A A owm F
for aregar &1 Sfeq zady Tw
w9 ¥ =W AE frar) wEEr WA
g¢fF oo 7 am & wqaifaEw
AfeFTd T W #Y &, ™ aw w0
afaFr o &1 a1 fFd o @R
1 7g fzar o7 gFar fF ag I@q
FT oA T owg ¥ X zEw
fata 7 zgr g1 waw & aga
9T, 1980 & T WX 1981 & 17
# 997 aga 91 | 1983 F WA F
qA1 FAE, T oW d9 7 fefA-
faewa agi & a®war ar ! FhEF
oY TAY G AEA T T AT H
o9 A AT OAWT A, ;IO A a4
FE FETAT, FT FRIT 9T ¢ =T
Fet &R 91 5 w7 Wiy =mEm o oSy
q % foar a1 & sqar @ F 20
qw & gag ggr  fzar, @ faa
gt fdar ? mazoav 4r A oEe-
QUEAERAEE H FgAT ATed 97 |
gar AT 7 e fwar @ =@ Ay
gq SFar sma 2 fefafmdww
G FUA FT RT FIE W FLOT 4T
qr ITEW HAET AT IF9g & AL fFam,
e forez ®1 Fwgw #4798 frar ?
grer faee &1 #uem & 5 @
SET AT 91 A AT 593§ FIET
ar | faegw uawifma @ @x, a2
I 9T UT-9T @ FT A% aET
faee sy =ifgr o wie sd A
afra® 9x IAE gEAT AlET 9T, T
e o qAEEl § w9 aeE w9 g,
ag 9gfT T TH R AG HIATE TE |
THd 9YS T TS 4T, w7 FiSATE
f—z AT FIET F A F A AT
qRAT § | T AT amar & A H
T WO OFY OVE WTeAEH H 5w

¥ g @) wwiwd S awr
wAgw W favarq % AW E oA
g T A fagas @1 Qe wE
# faar ggu. wrf T AW

oY Jg 9T FEP-,, 4 @&
gu & W dgmwitma oy @ gw F—
i 7! HGT ASNNAET Friewd F AW
q% AR &, SATET qAT GIUH &, SqTAT
ATACIATT AN 2, TWiMy IAF AT
TAT ¥ F|ITqT FEAY § AT FO-
T F wae Thg aear, e qaw
ad, FM WA A, qE ¥ W
e, TRt H 7@ g, A8 §
JET AA—F AW A §, wr
IAT ATET TEA FAITAT T@AT- AEA
g1 mm A Fr fgamr mawaEy
FY TAYAT FAT AET FF F 7T oT@AT
T FT AT dfwa | FET
aTrET & wfuw Afwa, fmer d3-
qifqzs ®ifFga & AW Sy IO
FT GF AT FEIAETA & HRL EA
ae WY 0F @ & He 6|
gaT-wad faqe @ F =T AE-
WFAT 2 | g8 Tiaa o gead fF
faeefy gamdy TovaveAY 2, W W}
fo foeelt game I A TSANAT F,
AT qLEY g =fed, TG A
They  faedr  =fEd, Y-S
art # gRegry Y gaadr =ifEd,
FFE A TeAr ey, wATS q4r
w g a=qu faadr =fed =
UF HEW WET FAHT N ATH TR
AIFLT AT TAT & gl wET W
F GF | AW wewq g fr faeey
F1 gaad fawm &1, ™ 3fe gasd
¢ & ggr wasely (fauve &) aarg
| frest ®1 wsw &1 Twi faar
S owT oI ¥ W owaqq @ g7
oY 39 1 woq fawarg § #frfoqo-
wT oA g & oaw oav adi o #T
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'[!ﬂ‘"'f ]
@& wEr TSy ot # T
a@E? :

it G0 o Hisraww): (warfaaT)

7T @ AG T F oW AR,
g fema & 2

St T WAt © FrE fEwwa
T O} T A agEd g

T 7 7@ EN @ T g9 TR

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Even if feeeft & fawm  &om T A

Statehood is given, the Delhi Corpora- feedt & AR | TEER ¥ T2

tion will have to exist. You are opposing g #Fr o o feeey ® faar
that also? b A o

TAT a99 & a1 | a9 o faarar

9T U8 FE T H W T faedl §

o TRlaaly wleal : # a7
Fg @ § fF 2z #dwer w®
F0 ag siew g fF @ v faer
FL M T wHEAT  FART |
navEE! & fod ST An "G9S A E

/29 W 9 I 9 AT A3l e
# faenft ot & @ owow 9w &
g § @ WO

Th 9T gg AT gFwa @ fw
S 1980 W gATL qEf AT A
s, SH% arg ¥ faedr &1 T
g agw mar F ) 3Es A & faes
F1 a1 g faamw fFar o g
IEET A Faw faeelr AT oWT IW
FT FAGT A Er WWAT I, qow L
faeg & qami & 3T FS-IT AAAT
7 ot st fF faz awew & g
g fowelt oA, faeelt & FmomHeT AT
ag T IA%( TWAT | |

g ft ghwa & 5 owhar A/
gaTar 9 #f ARE &y | ST "R
THET ° ZHTN qEr #T AT, ITHT T
Froor qg ot & fF 1976 &, v &WT
dofedt § wy 4, W afar &
® g, T* fod g g A
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T FAgT FarE off, @t v
ger § g% fod #FmrEl g dW
wsfsem wom g #2 fad 90 =
IFX ¥ IAF! UF TEES  qEr
e fdar gr #wiw g fod faosh,
qIY, A, FATT FAE FT AAEAT
FY 4% | W U @R A FEW A
a1 F¥ fatg s=T fFn, &ff o
99 FT IeA HOAT Aol w1 OAEHH
foar |z w1 ofoom 91 fF oA
FI AT IglA AATE F OFATL GTES
F1 Fgwa wem fwar

Tegfree qEf & gwi o Y
F ot faur = &9, SA9 @
g 53 faawm =afaw 3 faeer &
Frafaee qrEt #1 uF ot die 78 A
(sazama) =T ST F® dd g IAH
¥® W TG 2 |

A ggt 9¥ faee F1 am| #v )
wlqg  q9 AT qiE F1 fgem
s Z W€, agt 9T AWy & a9
qg fowe #1 @@ T 1 HT HGHT

T qAET & faiw & A% gwEr
TRW ;T AT qg T g
TF ATE q AATE FT AT FE B
o WO T F AT v faow
FW | A UG wWA A @ o
f& ww T@gi g wv fadw
FW@ W ? WY wAET # A 9%
froig & afvd, afcads &9 afvd
A SR LA UL L

®W AR T grwEras @ | e
AN T AW AT E |

oF T AHEET a9 T 1 30
FAGL FT AT ST FT gwTE 9%
WA SFar 9l F dArew o
M F O W@ T St & amy

ol qTRETET AqT @19 W )
AIEqFE T qAT T o HEF 0
g ar w7 9 ArT G@r g1 ™
g 39 =ffa § @=@g =
f& =7 3w & Awge, e ARk fied
T F1 afx w1 war FT qHAT § av
st gfaer et & w7 gwAEr 2
TE FTO0 ¢ R g @ & A qw
F SarT A &F faar & dAar Er
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[sr=nd wararT 23]

s fast 21 @ffw § S &)
g w1 § AR A @ W W FQ
21 IWaT TR Y ot A A 3
FFHAT |

mis faeelt 1 g fawr gwn
21 T 9 a9 £, T =feaw ad
2 w09 wwar @w fEAr w@v g
TR TAE § qg qIE @St fwar
g 7 TH AT F YT 7 6 1980-
1981 %X 1982 ¥ faeelt w1 &Y
Ty frar g seE @ aw A
WA ET 80 AT AN FT UL
@t felt &1 @1 # flo g &
ANt F WG T oa€d gf € )

adf # S #r oo & @ R
wife feesft & T AR @

w & Wl Jar s A
q 1 &1 A T At F aEE
frae & o foeelt & fawm

oLl

off arod T 7 7 9T Sftaw # ot
& fFar grm o

faesit #71 Fafoior fawm gATer
qrét Fiww ‘wrd’ T s g
T T AqA § IAF A gAT FA-
9 F AHT fFar 3 et faie
qiEf F @ @TEaT 0 TdE auir
T WET ATHAT AT ST Y H AT
Fg W g 7 ow fafew &
TUT WEAT 2 | 49 & gL AR AL
g A F WIEH FT G AR
AT, I q@ad W g F AT
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& gt Az faar 9T Agr 9T AUAT &
az & &g F q0 A ft Al e

5
fe T o awr 7 A &) TET AW
@ o fF 7w fgas = oA
afr Teufr & wfvwem o St
AR NEE EWT 8, 9§ 9T A
REIF AT & wedl & A0
ST AT AT | FETHE WTH ATaA-
wq e fom F aR & wg
wEaT g | 8 1981 ¥ ¥ &
o AR ot 39 wER TEw &
feeelt & fiFeft waX SATE T T
oft s A fF v e &
T FTT I | AR IQqTET F BT,
I qEl F AACHRS FF qGT
qT 7T TR FT A8 ASAT QT
W& °g Zar 6 s @ s Ay
SegaTSt § AWM FTAT 69 @A
w7 famr foftm fem o w7 m=
Faar fa@ 1 . (s7EUTe)

wgt ot TT g F A I
T T HWIfAE  TEAEr wA A
#fem Y & 1 qqwrfas ar wpr
S ot &Y, SEETw R far S wmamv
¥ gon | agt & faq d@fram & "wi-
g7 1 FFAT 97 qET IAH FEW
F A ATEEEAT  AE GEEr T
R IF 9gH @ qAE A S
w7 d q, Jq W A FT
qW Y A%AT ¢ A¥ FE I WS
qT T I @ & | I 1981
¥ ¥=ww @ mar Oy o wW &Y
wfe @t fr -fafidwm w1 F
€Y S FHAT 9T | g FHAT 4T HFEA
IJEF FE W g F§  Sfvagar
@ A7 | WR T FG ar 9EF
TR aFa 9| ;rq v amar g R A
e o AT § R o ww few
FHIT OFT Y qIg ¥ qgrET T R
o ST du ¥ feafs ag @@
fom qifer v ox U IwiEER
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sear g & Afefadmm a1 F9
srraw ¥ A4 fear war wiK ARl
foez #7 fodroa W &% v & &
gUT | WgT ¥ A% dAed T StwAr

¥ ore for W St ™ @I
T F amEE A

*

St weges Fwew & for dew

forg Y oy E......

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He said

some words. I will go through that.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR:

Sir,

he used the word**. But let it remain.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It cannot

remain as you desire.

stgfdmagrge - @ & W@
g ar fr st fordew wie  dew

F1 Amrem & ag o S 1971

¥

**Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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[i efemm azig7]

q A A1 T W Y FieE
wr g, o7 fF 1981 ¥ F=wa F
et o3¢ dfafadve & F IEH
Wt afeads fFar o g@ar av foad
Aeqee FEEH & AWl F1 WL FA(TH
fogsewm fasr g@ar ar | A
ag FIA FT TR @R FT T L,
Faw wET W & 2 fF oaw A
v & fay sw T@ 1 afsw
arafasar a8 2 fF swae T &
FIGET I FT FIE IRT AG B,
Fqq AT T FT I | Tl
™ F@ W Ffww A@ F} oA
oy wearew oy &7 & feeet #
WA g 4T A UF A&
IIAT T 2, WK OFT HeRW
S AL FIAT AEA AT | T
fatrs w7 meame &1 FrEEr =W
™ & for smar mar 2, wmfer &
e & fedy FTw AT oS
s faady ok wafga & afrdw 2
o g@rR # fafga =9 &1 wraer
qgam Fren g, o fedy o s
o fagas w1 & faog wwar g0

sam == Itm (qrs) ¢
YRS oY, T W g IAT &Y

2
ill
¢
= 4
|
Al
4
]

@ fear | =mF A FEy A FW
THEW WA § | A9T &g qaEv ar
fe zfar &Y ot gar T® W 2w
wEE SEX # S omr Srad wk
oA WETS A 47, fEEr § s
&l foar 3@ 9@ #7 1 g UF Qg
frst @, s owe “sfear @7 F
FEY F@ 1T F GIe AT 0F
:!'&!'fﬁm L

“The eyes of the world are watched
what happens in Delhi; a wave has
been created from the Krihsna and the
Cauvery and Delhi has been given a
hance to push this wave forward or
push it back.”

1.58 hrs,

(SHRI F. H. MOHSIN in the chair)

¥ gR F QU A S AT w9en,
wgT ¥ gwre @avafa S, N gC
F Fom o FEAY § A FET WA,
™ o§F ¥ v f&ogw s om0

WA WA 7 ;oA o #
T |

oft & ¥ I A AT g
Fgm, Afwq zaar F3ar g & fawm
FT I AT B AW A | AT AT
FgAT WRA &, F wEr a@rs fF
25 TAFWH TN dw T A F
36 9@ g T are femr | SAar
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fageama & 7 e A
awfarat # goras grer wreA e

AT, A% FW AT G & | FAA

¥ ofigds g afer & womes
F T WTEA AE gAT ATed |

fom woe arferamie aady 8 o9
T & Frfrm wfe geaeat A
.4 AT Fifed | AFLEE FT 5T
AR SRR ot R AL FARCAL
# wrgar g f& @wr ag, ag gwTU
gfawr & | fow 7 form #1 =mer
a7 faar |\ 97 FHw A} @ A
aﬁtm%'ﬂatz& ara a‘ra@
TE 9 AOBANT FL W E | ATF
wegaT AEd ¥ ag %@ & fF &
BT FT @ & ogAard g #F
Fq1 FROT 7 g frawe ad &
g

Wt gFe Fo FWATT : Y
AT AT 7

»ft AN W TEM ;A HAT AT

Téf%l oY §TA a9 TS £ |
I Fg ¢ f5 gw @A owwdw
FLWRE |

Y wWewew WY mfaw @
™o UF "W 9C Fgas

o & v fay | 99 7w Y @
TE A T A A ARSI BE
droer frgdmw gae ¥ d¥ 100
¥ ouw e 2 f& ww dHwm F)
A TR & | Tg q@ WUF FET
g g & ag ag sgn &
s gg ¥ fear, ag w1 famr o
5 TR A1 fergeam & W SEt ¥
#t 99F T W T ) g T E®
faeelt #Y & am @ A= 4

fresft & ofware = gw 1 9ux
W AE 3 gl A AE F IR0

fa<rg . frar | ufaare ww & e
WM FT AW A A gt 8, W@
g § Jm@T & 1 AW FT AR
agr g, MALA FT greAr Tgr
Ftpm = @ ¥ fat fwar o
Wil ¥ gon wifeke fear @ fF
X T w1 F frewr B ogmr @ )
AT 7 #4778 Fg7 & % T A
¥ FET GG FOU AT FEL FY
AGT T HIE AT 7EF gAT

feselt SwroF ATaAlT TIET ¥ FEr
ar fr fadr wreer 1 Towr ME a€
Fatar g fu oz orfeat oF @
A ar a9 Fraw 1 efa gfra wE
gAY 1 AT wEA w, 4g  q
fafrrs g2 2 1 =7 7 98 sifuw
F0, QL A ANE, wlEw sEF ar
it ofrore faws €, v waw  w@A
g

¥ amar wwar g f& s
TRFNT FAGA & AT TR HIE
fowa w1 R agi qom &1 R &
a% wgae gf &7 Imq wAwA
& ama w1 ArA famr gwe &
fawras 0 f5 1981 & T8 T
FO% &7 #7T AN A AT AT
agt & ? Ay drer qr 7 odfa
fafees & 1 vTeam o AW =T T
g ag WA @ fe sta gardr
fafma &1 Sfa faeat § s gardh
qEf ® s gf & ameam W &
g ©T gATIAT STA WAL AT AT
¥% qg FAT AT @/l & |

=t T o qremeq @ &g ar
agrer 2 faar

W "mser AT gy mwEr
arA Aar el fu s Fami ¥
oF WW 4T @@ I, qFaa,
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[=r g7 w7x i)

SATr 9t ag ¥ wraor fzy, Afea
ax aifer are & w€

WA Aq40 qef Fa@ s
wfaw &, W, R qwr A/
fotal w@m Far a1 af 3@ q@
T A EAT? q7 ogAR AW ®
¥ T | THG T qg wgAT fw
Ri-Aizgi ¥ wgag v 4L IR A3
ndeHz 42 Fr a7 fasga
2w IR frar g

ARSHZ 42 & F2 ST gAA
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gt ¥ qAM B oA W A
S g TE THR TR AT 7 HAW
fam f& «1€ sga asr & WX
fagr 1+ an zfawr 3 g T A
7 OWT AR 9T N AN HAWA &
fegr a7 A gA ammy ¥ fF
A4 AT | AfFw q@ FE oar a@
AE B, qA @ W E W AW
a0 g 1 AfEw AT wEIRW AT
Mar g, va%r & fa0g wwar g

SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL (Ernaku-
lam): Economic, social and other argu-
ments were put forward by the opposi-
tion. The opposition is estopped in plead-
ing any of the irregularities, as far as
voters’ list or the de-limitation is con-
cerned because of their vigorous cam-
paign and participation in election. I am
here to plead for another aspect of this
Bill. T would like to know from the hon.
Minister what are the criteria for declar-
ing a certain area as a Union Territory.
I would like to get a specific answer on
this issue. I emphasise that Bombay and
‘Calcutta, both these two cities, should be
declared as Union Territories. If we con-
sider the ethnic composition, vast popu-
lation, nature and other considerations,
these two cities should also deserve to
be declared as Union Territories.

st qrerge W ;. Kk gy

SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL: I am con-
vinced of that argument.

SHRI NARAYAN CHOUBEY: **
MR. CHAIRMAN: Don’t say that.

SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL: Why is he
afraid of that? Let the government come
forward and say about it.

SHRI NARAYAN CHOUBEY: What
for?

MR. CHAIRMAN: You may not say
all that for a member. You may differ

from his views but why are you sending
him there?

(Interruptians)
SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL: **

MR. CHAIRMAN: That 1s also not a
good one. You should at least desist from
making such allegations again each other.

SHRI NARAYAN CHOUBEY: Tais
is a very old demand of the big powers
of India and big powers of the world.

SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL: No, no, 1t
am not aware of it. Am I not entitled to
air my views on this aspect? (Inferrup-
tions). How can you prevent me from
raising that issue here?

SHRI NARAYAN CHOUBEY: I can-
not prevent you, but simply I want to
put it on record.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You had your views
on this also.

(Interruptions)

SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL: 1 will con-
fine myself to this aspect because legal
and political answers were given from
both sides. I would like to suggest that
Bombay and Calcutta both, considering
their nature, composition and importance,
should be declared as Union Territories
and have a proper administration there.
Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now the Minister
will reply to all the three.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: You al-
low me to speak on the third item later
on because there is a difference between
the Corporation Act and the Delhi Ad-
ministration Act.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will
that.

consider

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: Regard-
ing Corporation, I can say there and then
also. If you will permit me, then I am
prepared to sit. My charge will nor be
lost on that point. .

**Expunged as ordered by the Chair,
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-MR. CHAIRMAN: That is all right.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI
P. VENKATASUBBAIAH): 1 thank all
the hon. members who have participated
in this discussion, more so my good friend
Shri Shejwalkar who had moved a motion
disapproving of this ordinance. Yesterday,
] made it very clear that these are sim-
ple Bills which are going to replace Or-
dinances that were promulgated. These
Bills are here for the approval of this
House. Even in the Statements of Objects
and Reasons, it is clearly stated about the
intention of moving these two Bills in
this House, I am really amuzed by certain
comments made by some of the opposi-
tion members some opposition parties have
developed a sort of fear  psychosis, a
tendency for fear; are obsessed with two
.things: if so, why so; if not, why not?
If elections are going to be held, why
are they going to be held; if elections are
not going to be held; why are they not
going to be held. This is the attitude that
some of the opposition parties are adopt-
ing. I would like to make the position of
the government very clear. The Govern-
ment have been very consistent to hold
clections, whether it is Delhi, or Assam
or any other places and adhere to the ob-
jectives of the Constitution. There are
some friends who did not want elections
to be held in Assam, you know. We have
been consistent, whether it is Assam or
Delhi.

Secondly, hon. Members have raised
certain points with regard to the voters’
lists not being revised. I want to correct
the misapprehension among the Members
who have participated in this debate.
This Bill seeks only to freeze the delimi-
tation of the constituencies on the basis
of the population ascertained in the 1971
Census. It has been done in consonance
with the Forty-second Amendment of the
Constitution that we have passed in this
House, that up to 2000 AD the popula-
tion as ascertained in the 1971 census
will form the basis of delimitation of
constituencies and further  de-limitation
deferred to that date. Anyway, we have
said that the voters’ lists will not be re-
vised. And, for the information of the
hon. Members, Shri Shejwalkar and other

hon. Members who have raised this point.
I would like to point out one thing. They
said that the new voters who have come
of age or those who have settled in Delhj
since 1971, will not be able to get them-
selves enrolled through the operation of
these Bills. I would like to inform the
Hon'ble Members -that the voters’ list is

. revised from time to time. Intensive re-

vision of the voters list in Delhi took
place in 1979 and thereafter summary re-
visions . have been made in 1980, 1981
and 1983, taking the 1st January of each
year as the reference date for the purpos-
es of registration of voters. Therefore,
the question of eligible voters being left
out of the electoral rolls does not arise.

Shri Shastriji has raised the point about
1st January 1983, which I mentioned. Be-
cause of the persistent demand made in
this House by hon. Members and also
outside, that the elections to these two
bodies are being indefinitely  postponed
and the Government was not prepared
to hold elections for the fear that their
Party may be defeated. We said that in
deference to the wishes of these people
elections should be held as immediately
as possible. That is the reason why this
list revision could not take place because
of want of time. So, there was no inten-
tion on the part of the Government to
deny the frenchise to any eligible voter
in Delhi. I would like to make it quite
clear that we have taken all precautions
to see that all the eligible voters are in-
cluded in the voters’ list and the revision
has taken place.

In 1977, the total number of voters in
Delhi was 27.41 lakhs. Through intensive
revision in 1979 the number went up to
30.95 lakhs. As a result of summary re-
visions in 1980, 1981 and 1982 the vo-
ters’ strength increased to 32.44 lakhs,
30.55 lakhs and 33.59 lakhs respectively.

So, as far as practicable, the adminis-
tration hag not denied the voting right
to any eligible voter. That is the point
which I would like to make very clear.

I will deal with the other points which
the other hon. Members have raised,
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about providing statehood or a Legisla-
tive Assembly to Delhi. Some Members
have also questioned the wisdom of the
Government in not providing statehood
or Legislative Assembly to the Union
Territory of Delhi.

I would like to say in this connection
that others have even asked why there
should be two bodies,—the Metropolitan
Council and the Corporation. Perhaps, the
hon. Members are not aware about the
different functions and responsibilites of
these two bodies. The Metropolitan Coun-
cil is discharging more or less, the duties
and responsibilities of an Assembly. 1
can read the functions of the Metropoli-
tan Council:

“Subject to the provisions of this
Act, the Metropolitan Council  shall
have the right to discuss, and make re-
commendations with  respect to the
following matters in so far as they re-
late to Delhi, namely:—

(a) proposals for undertaking legis-
lation with respect to any of
the matters enumerated in the
State List or the Concurrent List
in the Seventh Schedule to the
Constitution in so far as any
such matter is applicable in re-
lation to Union territories;

(b

~

proposals for extension to Delhi
of any enactment in force in a
state relatable to any  matter
enumerated in the State List or
the Concurrent List;

(c) proposals for legisiation refer-
red to it by the Administrator
with respect to any of the mat-
ters enumerated in the State List
or the Concurrent List;

(d) the estimated receipts and ex-
penditure pertaining to  Delhi
to be credited to and to be made
from the Consolidated Fund of
India: and notwithstanding any-
thing contained in the Delhi
Development, Act 1957, the es-
timated receipts and expenditure
of the Delhi' Development Au-
thority;

(e) matters of administration invol-
ving general policy and schemes
of development in so far as they
relate to matters enumerated in
the State List or the Concurrent
List;

(f) any other matter referred to it by
the Administrator.”

These are the functions. Because of
certain historical reasons the Metropoli-
tan Council has been constituted to dis-
charge the functions of the Assembly.
But there are certain limitations also.
The Municipal Corporation is a civic
body. It discharges all those duties which
any other corporation in any State dis-
charges. So, the functions and responsi-
bilities of these two bodies are different.

So far as the demand of statehood to
Delhi is concerned, I have already replied
to a question in this House that such a
demand requires further study in all its
implications. I can only say at this junc-
ture that the Government is studying
further in depth the matter in all its impli-
cations with regard to  providing state-
hood or Assembly to Delhi.

Union territories have been constituted
under certain historical reasons. My hon.
friend from West Bengal got excited
when Mr. Arakal had said that tomorrow
Calcutta would be taken as union terri-
tory. T may assure my hon. friend that
providing the status of Union territories
to Bombay and Calcutta does not come
into the picture at all. For certain reason
he have provided the status of Union
Territory to other territories like Goa,
Daman and Diu and Chandigarh. There
is also a historical background to continu-
te these territories as Union Territories.
The Government also takes into account
the public opinion there.

Some Members have expressed their
apprehension that there is some deterio-
ration in the law and order situation and
that the crime rate is increasing. The
Government is taking ‘all possible steps to
control crime and law and order, It does
not mean that we are satisfied with that.
We also feel that we must make more
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vigorous efforts to bring down the crime
rate and muintain law and order.

About the regularisation of new colo-
nies and providing ~ amenities to those
colonies, supply of ration card to the
labour working in brick kilns, enquiry
into the functioning of the DDA, all these
matters do not come under my Ministry.
But I assure the hon. Members that their
feelings would be conveyed to the con-
cerned Minister for proper action, We are
also conscious of the fact. Vyas Ji has
said, that there are ten thousand Sche-
duled Castes of Rajasthan in Delhi and
I am making it once more clear that the
Government’s intention is that wherever
these people are, these under-privileged
and oppressed ‘and suppressed, the slum
dwellers, the jhuggi jhonpari dwellers, they
will receive the first priority of Govern-
ment of India. Every effort will be made,
and we have also been pursuing with the
various State Governments, to vigorously
implement the 20-Point Economic Pro-
gramme. The 20-Point Economic Pro-
gramme is not a party programme, it has
become a national programme. It has been
accepted. In this connection, 1 may re-
call that the Prime Minister visited various
States and held discussions with the State
Governments to see whether this 20-Point
Programme is properly implemented or
not, We are conscious of the fact that
these people who have been neglected for
years, they must get their due share and
their socio-economic development should
be the first priority of the Government of
India.

Sir, Delhi is a miniature India. Here
people from all parts of the country live.
It reflects the synthesis, the unity in
diversity of India as a whole. Delhi Met-
ropolitan Council elections have attrac-
ted the country’s attention notwithstanding
the fact that the Opposition parties have
made several attempts to get elected in
these elections Sir, the defeat and victory
are just like two sides of a coin and my
friends BJP people’s attitude before the
eledtions and their  attitude after the
election are, is different. This is a politi-
cal game that goes on but the fact remains
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that the miniature India, that is Delhi, has
affirmed its confidence in the leadership
of Shrimati Indira Gandhi and in the pro-
grammes of the Congress party, that we
should not lose sight of. I would only say
that we should not minimise, but under:
score the importance of these elections
though these may be Metropolitan Coun-
cil elections. This is election that reflects
the aspirations and sentiments of the
people of India in an abbreviated form
and they have affirmed their confidence
in the leadership of  Shrimati Tndira
Gandhi. With these words 1 again say
that these are only two Bills that are going
to replace the Ordinance and I hope the
hon, Members will give their support to
these two Bills,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Shejwalkar,
your Resolution is only for Delhi Ad-
ministration. So, you have to confine your-
self to that only.

SHRI N.K. SHEJWALKAR: T 'aope
only one point regarding the other matter.
Actually both the points are common, If
you allow me at this moment, It will be
all right or otherwise also I can take a
chance.

T am very much thankful to you and
to the hon. Minister and other hon. Mem-
bers who have taken part. I brought two
points yesterday, particularly regarding
the reasons which have been given for
time consumed, according to them, 'in
delimitation ‘and secondly the urgency of
elections. These are the two points on the
basis of which they say they have brought
this Ordinance 1 have said that the time
required is only 40 or 45 days. The hon.
Minister says no, it is not like that, it is
six months Or something beyond that.
Even taking what he says, the Corporation
ag well as the Metropolitan Council were
dissolved in the month of March, 1980, if
I am correct. Right from that time upto
the second January 1983, there were
roughly little less than two years in bet-
ween. Forget the NAM, forget the ASIAD
in November, 1982. What was the Gov-
ernment doing right from 1981, the date
of dissolution, to say October, 1982?
They had a lot of time. I they actually
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wanted, they couki have dome It. But they
did aot do it. 3

Why did they not bring the Bill in the
last session, in November? After all,
NAM not a new thing. They knew more
than a year ago when the Conference is
going to be held. It was not an accidental
thing, So, why was the Ordinance brought
in at all? This Bill, which they have
brought now to replace the Ordinance,
could have been brought in last session,
explaining the position and taking Parlia-
ment into confidence. But you did not
choose to adopt that course.

Coming to urgency, why did you wait
till March at all? Why did you not hold
the elections in the first two or three
months of 19827 It could have been done.
In fact, when everybody was demanding
it, why was it not done?

Then, coming to population, in 1901
the population of Delhi was 2,36,000. This
increased by 17 times by 1971. If you
peruse the census report of 1981, the
opening sentence says that Delhi city had
the largest proportion of increase in
population. In 1981 the population is
61,96,414. The increase is mostly in the
labour class, a larger share of which
comes from the Scheduled Castes. So,
by avoiding this delimitation you have dep-
rived correct representation to the people
belonging to Scheduled Castes. In 1961
the percentages of Scheduled Castes in
Delhi was 22.92 or 23. It rose to 32.45
in 1971. So, naturally it must have in-
creased to at least 42 per cent in 1981.
But this increaesa population of Sched-
uled Castes has been deprived of addition-
al representation. That is why I say that
you have deprived quite a few people of
their right of representation, particularly
people belonging to the Scheduled Castes.

MR, CHAIRMAN. Do you mean to
say, that the. General seat should have
gone to Reserved?

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: Yes. The
Minister said that according to the Forty-
second Amendment, the number of cons-
tituencies has increased. That is all
right. When he was replying to  the
-debate yesterday, I intervened to clarify

that my contention is not that you have
not increased the number of constituen-
cies, according to the increase in popul-
ation, but you have not given more cons-
tituencies to the Scheduled Castes, accor-
ding to the increase in their population .
You have to give them more constituen-
cies, according to the increase in their
number, which you have not done. The
Constitution provides that you have to
provide seats in proportion to the popula-
tion, So, y6u have deprived them of
their constitutional right. I am not ag-
ainst the Constitution (Fortysecond) Am-
endment; I agree that you cannot indefi-
nitely go on increasing the number. But
this does not apply to the Delhi Corpor-
ation.  You cannot put a limit to the cor-
poration constituencies. If more areas
are included in the Corporation, you have
to give them more seats, because the For-
ty second Amendment does not come into
the picture, so far as the Corporation is
concerned. So, this argument does not
apply in the present case. For the Cor-
poration, you did not have re-distribution
and have more seats.

Coming to the lists, you prepared them,
in 1980. But three years have passed
since 1980. In three years there is a lot
of percentage of voters who would have
become major. Those who were eight-
een years old are by now twentyone.
They have the right to vote. Unfortuna-
tely, some persons must have died too in
these three years. List remaining the
same, some sort of bogus voting  must
have been there.

Why did you not get the list checked
up and brought up-to-date? This could
have been done within fifteen days or a
month. The list could have been got
published again. But this has not been
done,

Shri Daga is not here. I must thank
him for rightly pointing out that there is
some sort of thinking of the Government.
I opposed right from the Vem:;ing
their thinking. In the State nts
also there is disregard of the provisions.
There should be provision that they should
not be that kind of administration at all.
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If ‘for certain reasons it is necessary, the
administration should be only for the
purpose of having election of a fresh
body. In no case it should exceed six
months. Within six months they must
start the proceedings for the next election.
This should be applicable to Delhi too.

President has got power to take over
and have Presidential rule. This has
been done more than two dozen times.

'lt‘ is said, if we do something, people
ask. why are you doing that and if wc
do not do, they say why do you not do
that? It is said that we will do anything
at any time, for any reason as is conve-
nient to us. Therefore, please do not ask.
That seems to be your policy. They do
not have any regard to the conventions,
to the norms. After all you are going
to lay down certain norms for the future
also.

The way in which the State Assemblies
are disolved is not correct. What Janata
did in 1977 was also not good. But a
precedent to dissolve Parliament was there
in 1971. So many times Assemblies have
been dissolved. Whenever it suits the
party in power, they dissolve or make use
of the provisions of the Constitution. In
the same set of circumstances they go on
extending life of the Assembly irrespective
of the fact that they could not get confid-
ence of the House. It is the history.

In Madhya Pradesh there was Mugeli
Municipal Committee. It was supersed-
ed. A writ in the High Court was filed
The High Court set aside the decision of
the Government. It was  re-instated.
After the decision of the High Court it
was again dissolved. The Members of
the Municipal Committee again went to
the High Court. Again the decision was
set aside, In.this way three or four
years were wasted. They could not have
charge. ‘They could not work. Is it
fair? I ‘what is needed? Is there any
norm? enever you desire, at any time
for no reason you may do all these
things! This cannot go on. I do not find
any proper justification so far as the first

point is concerned. You could not given
any convincing  reasons. After 1981,
what were you doing? There was one
complete year at your disposal and it
could have been done.

Without going into other political things
which my friends have stated, I must sub-
mit with a heavy heart that no respect is
being given to the norms, to the decisions
of this Hon’able House or the Directions
given by the Speaker.  Sir, the wrong
practice is being followed. I urge upon
you to see that this is not repeated. I
am very much thankful to you because
at least you conceded yesterday that this
extraordinary measure should not be ta-
ken recourse to too often. I must thank
you for your frank statement there., But
even after making the statement, T am
SOITy you are supporting the action again
which is not supportable. Of course, no-
thing can be done now because ordinance
has already been issucd and a Bill has
been brought in, But at least give an as-
surance to this House that you will not
interfere with the powers of the local
bodies or the powers of the State Assem-
blies, Let the normal process of freedom
of thought, freedom of elections and free-
dom of all these things be allowed to con-
tinue. Let the matter be settled according-
ly wihout any inference from the side of
the Central Government in this way.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: I
would like to make some points  clear
here. I have got the figures of the pop-
ulation of Delhi and that of Scheduled
Castes. Perhaps, Shejwalkarji, your fig-
ures may not be fully correct.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: Tell me.
I will verify.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: The
total population in 1971 was 40,65,698.
In 1981, it is 62,20,406. ' ‘

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: I stand
corrected. 1 gave the figure of 61,96,414
which T have taken from a book obtained
from the Library.

MR. CHAIRMAN: He is in-charge of
Census also.
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SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: I have
referred to it from the Library, just now.
Anyway, it does not make much differ-
€nce.

SHRI VENKATASUBBIAH: The
percentage of Scheduled Castes was 15.64
in 1971 and it is 18.03 in 1981. While
determining the number of seats reserved
for the Scheduled Castes, though the pop-
ulation pecentage of the Scheduled Castes
was 15.64 on the basis of 1971 census,
we have calculated it on the basis of
16.07 and the seats determined were 9
in number. If the population percentage
of 1981 census has been taken into con-
sideration, the number would have been
increased by one more seat. But if we
2o back to 1971 census, the number of
scats is a bit high. Though the percent-
age was 15.64 on the basis of 1971 cen-
sus, we have worked it out at 16.07.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: Let me
understand. According to the 1981 cen-
sus the seats which have been allotted
are less by one. Do you admit?

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: 1t s
true that it has been less by one if we
take 1981 census into account.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: After
all, the number is not material.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: I agree
that the number is not material. But the
intention of the Government, even before
1971 census, is to give as far as possible
and practicable adequate representation (o
the Scheduled Castes. We do not intend
to deprive their legitimate rights enjoyed
by them under the Constitution.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The BJP was asking
for early elections.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: Yes,
it was asking for early elections.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: As a
running commentary, I will not interrupt.
After he finishes his speech, I will just
make some points.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: What-
ever I have said in my earlier  speech,
though Shri Shejwalkar does not agree, 1
am sure that. ...

MR. CHAIRMAN: One more point
raised was, you could have delayed . the
Corporation elections. This was applica-
ble only to the Delhi Metropolitan Coun-
cil. )

SHRI P, VENKATASUBBIAH: You
know the Corporation elections were also
overdue. The supersession would have
ended by April and also the hon. Mem-
bers on the floor of the House had been
demanding that there should not be any
more extension and that elections ought to
be held. It applied both to the Coun-
cil as well as to the Corporation. Keep-
ing that in view, we thought that these
two elections must be held.

SHRI N. K. SHEJWALKAR: = If the
hon. Minister think sit proper, let him
kindly give us an assurance. After all,
this onus has to be accepted. Does = he
not wan¢ this sort of practice or indiffer-
ence in regard to holding of elections to
the Corporations or local bodies to go?
For example, for the Gwalior Municipal
Corporation, the elections have not taken
place for 15 years. Whereever they are
in power, they are extending the term of
the Corporation as they like, like any-
thing for years together, without any re-
ason or for no reason. There are some
places where the elections are not held for
the last 20 years even. If he accepts this
on principle, I will be very happy if
he assures us that no intervention will be
allowed, that they will not interfere in
the affairs of the local bodies and that the
elections are held when the time for elec-

tions is due.

SHR1 P. VENKATASUBBIAH: We do
not interfere unnecessarily unless  there
are compelling reasons or a comparison
to do that. About the Delhi Municipal
Corporation, I said that with effect from
11th August, 1980 it had been superseded
because in the opinion of the Central
Government the Corporation had persist-
ently made defaults in the performance
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of its duties, had abused its powers and
was not competent to perform the duties
imposed on it. The period of supersession
was extended from time to time and the
Jast extension was due to expire on 10th
April, 1983. Unless there are some com-
pelling reasons, unless the  Government
feels that by taking action the interests of
the people are to be protected, it is not
done. Only under compelling reasons, it
is done.

1 can assure the hon. Member that the
Central Government does not want in any
way to interfere with the democratic
functioning of any institution, whether it
is local bodies or any other institution un-
der the purview of the Government of
India.

About the Gwalior Municipal Corpor-
ation and all that, he knows—he is a
constitutional expert—that Gwalior Mun-
icipal Corporation comes under the Mad-
hya Pradesh Government and they can
take up the matter in the State Assembly.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will first put the
Statutory Resolution moved by Shri N. K.
Shejwalkar to the vote of the House.

The question is:

“This House disapproved of the
Delhi  Adminstration (Amendment)
Ordinance, 1983 (Ordinance No. 1 of
1983) promulgated by the President on
the 2nd January, 1983.”

The motion was negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now we take up
the motion for consideration of the Delhi
Administration (Amendment) Bill.

The question is:

“That the Bill to amend the Delhi
Adminstration Act, 1966, be taken into
consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We now take up
the Clause-by-Clause consideration of the
Bill.

The question is.

“That Caluse 2 stand part of the
Bill.” :

The motion was adopted.
Clause 2 wags added to the Bill.

Clasuse 3 was added to the Bill.
Clause 4 was added to the Bill.

Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and the
Title were added to the Bill.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: I beg
to move:

‘That the Bill be passed.”
MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:

“That the Bill be passed.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now we take up
Item 19, the Delhi Municipal Corporation
(Amendment) Bill.

The question is:

“That the Bill further to amend the
Delhi Municipal Corporation Act, 1957,
be taken into consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now we take up
Clause by Clause consideration of the
Bill. Shri Bhikhu Ram Jain. Absent.

The question is:

“That Clause 2 stand part of the
Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 2 was added to the Bill.

MR. CHAIRMAN: There is no amend-
ment to clause 3. The question is that:

“That Clause 3 stand part of the
Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 3 was added to the Bill.

Clause 1, Enacting formula and the Titlc
were added to the Bill.
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SHRI P. VENKATASUBBIAH: I beg
to move:

“That the Bill be passed.”
MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:
“That the Bill be passed.”

The motion was adopted.

14.52 hrs,
AIRCRAFT (AMENDMENT) BILL

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL
AVIATION) (SHRI KHURSHEED
ALAM KHAN): Sir, I beg to move:

“That the Bill further to amend the
Aircraft Act, 1934, as passed by Rajya
Sabha  be taken into coasideration.”

This Bill seeks to amend Sections 5
and 14A of the Aircraft Act, 1934. Sec-
tion 5 deals with the rule-making power
of the Central Government and Section
14A deals with laying of the rules made
under the principal Act before the Parlia-
ment,

As regards amendment to Section 5 of
the principal Act, it is propsed to insert
a new Clause (ab) in Section 2 of the
said Section to enable the Government
to make Rules relating to economic regus
lation of Civil Aviation and Air Trans-
port Services including approval, disap-
proval or revision of tariffs applied by air-
lines, designation of officers who may ex-

ercise this power, the procedures to be

followed in approving, disapproving or re-
vising the tariffs and appeals against the
orders,

The new sub-Clause includes definition
of the expression ‘tarif®. In respect of
international air transport, the Interna-
tional Air Transport Association which is
a bbdy of International Airlines operating
scheduled air services, has a  rate-fixing
mechanism to establish rates for passen-
gers and cargo transport. It also lays
down terms and conditions of commission
payable. This Authority is recognised by
several Governments including the Gov-
ernment of India. The member airlines
adopt fares, rates, rules and regulations
authority
which are then submitted to the respective
The resolu-
tions come into effect when the IATA

by way of resolutions of the
Governments for approval,
receives approval from all Government
concerns, approval or disapproval is
given by the Governments as sovereign
bodies. To ensure that member airlines
which operate international air services,
adopted by IATA many
necessary
legisltaion according to which such air-

apply tariff
Governments have  enacted
lines obtain approval of the Aeronautical
Authorities.

In 1972, the Central Government deci-
ded to enact legislation in purusance of
section 5 of the Aircraft Act, 1934, and
made new rules, namely, Rules Nos. 135,

135A, 135B and 135C, for this purpose
to be incorporated in the Aircraft Rules,

1937. These rules were amended in 1975
and in pursuance of these rules, the
power to approve, disapprove or revise
the tariffs was given to the Director-Gen+



