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The Lok Sabha re-assembled after 
Lunch at twenty-five minutes past 
Fourteen of the Clock.

[Sh r i Ch in t a ma n i  Panig ra hi  in the 
Chair]

CINEMATOGRAPH (AMENDMENT)
. BILL—Contd,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, we will
take up clause by clause consider-
ation of the Cinematograph Bill. There 
is no amendment to Clause 2. The 
question is; *
[ “That Clause 2 stands part of the
'BilL’’

The motion was adopted.

Clause 2 was added to the Bill. 
CUtuse 3— (Amendment of Section 3)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA (Pali): 
I beg to move:

Page 2, line 10—
for “twenty-five” substitute 

“ fifteen” (12)

Previously, there were only 12 Mem-
bers. .Now they have increased the 
number of Members t0 25, more than 
double the number. The whole expen-
diture, after all( will be borne by the 
Board, The present Members have 
outstanding educational qualifications. 
I, therefore, do not consider it neces-
sary to enhance the number of Mem-
bers up to 25. Only 15 Members are 
sufficient. Why 25?

THE MINISTER OF INFORMA-
TION AND BROADCASTING (SHRI 
VASANT SATHE): I can satisfy Shri 
Dagaji. He was not there that day 
when I explained it. The whole idea is 
that we want to have Regional Boards. 
To form a quorum at a Regional 
Board', we must have the requisite 
number of Members. That is why this 
is "permissible. It is not that we wi^ 
immediately have 25 Members tomor-
row. Minimum is 12. Maximum num-
ber of Members is 25. This is what 
we are providing so as to facilitate 
the having of Regional Boards. The 
idea is to democratise the functioning

of the Board. Today every cinema pro-
ducer has to come to Bombay from 
Bengal^ from Tamilnadu and from 
Kerala. It is not fair. That is why this 
number "is increased.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I hope you are 
withdrawing your amendment.

Mr. Daga. ’

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA: Yes.

MR. CHAIRMAN; Is it the pleasure 
of the House that the ’ amendment 
moved by Shri Mool Chand1 Daga be 
withdrawn?

Amendment No. 12 was, by leave, 
withdrawn.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:1. 
“That Clause 3 stand part of the

Bill.”

The motion was adopted. '
• _

• Clause 3 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 4— (Amendment of Section 4)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA: I
beg to move:

Page 2,— ^

omit lines 23 to 27. (1>*
Page 2J

omit lines 13 to 22. (13>‘

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR 
(Ratnagiri): I beg to move.

Page 2,— .

for lines 16 to 22, substitute—

“Provided that having regard to 
any material in the film, if the 
Board is of the opinion that any 
child below the age of twelve 
years may not be allowed to see 
such a film, the Board shall sanc-
tion the film with such endorse-
ment; or” ;* (25)'

4 ' *
SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA; The* 

proviso under Clause 4 reads: 
“Provided thatt having regard to

any material in the film, if the Board 
is of the opinion that it is necessary
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£■
the responsibility of accompanying 

r  the child or the child going with the 
I guardian or parent and the responsi- 

blity should be his as to whether a 
j particular film is good for his children 

to be seen or not. That is the idea be* 
r*J hind this and it is not that a certifi- 
I cate is going to be given and the child 
y  will carry the certificate and give it to 

, V the cinema-owner and say : “Here is
my guardian’s certificate” . That is the 
idea behind it. If we find from expe-
rience that that does not work, we 
will make it clear later on.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is it the pleasure 
l  of the House that the amendments 1 

and 3 moved by Shri M. C. Daga to 
[ clause 4 be withdrawn ?

Amendment Nos. 1 and 3 were by 
y leave, withdrawn.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will now put 
amendment No, 25 move by Shri Ba- 
pusaheb Parulekar to vote.

Amendment No. 25 was put and nega- 
| Uved.

MR. ■ CHAIRMAN: The question is

! “That clause 4 stand part of the
. Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 4 irns added to the Bill.

Clause 5 was added to the Bill.

Clause 6 was added to the Bill.

* Clause 7— (Substitution of New
. section for section 5C)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA: 
I beg to move:

Page 3,— 
omit line 22. (4) '

jf Page 3, line 26,—

for “Such order”  substitute “ 
ceipt of such order” (5)

Page 3,— 

omit line 31. (6)

Page 3 line 36,—

for, ‘ ‘one thousand” substitute
“ two hundred*’ (7)

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR:
I beg to move:

Page 3,—

after line 36, insert—

4<(3) Every appeal filed under this 
section shall be disposed of by. the 
Tribunal within a period of six 
months from the date of filing the 
appeal.” (26)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA; In 
section 5C they say within -30 days 
from the date of such order, he shall 
prefer an appea^ Now I have simply 
said ‘from the date of receipt of such 
order.’ An order might have been pas-
sed by the Board'. How can that man 
know that the Board has passed such 
an order on a particular date? So I 
have said ‘within thirty days from the 
date 0f receipt of such an order’ he 
shall prefer an appeal to the Tribunal. 
Otherwise, sometimeG when the Board 
passes the order the man may not 
know it or he may not be informed 
accordingly. I say that it must be 
from the date of receipt of such order. 
And it is for you to tell him by send-
ing a registered notice. Otherwise it 
iy not possible.

The second thing is this. There is a 
proviso:

“Provided that the Tribunal may. 
if it is satisfied that the appellant 
was prevented by sufficient cause 
from filing the appeal within the 
aforesaid period of thirty days 
allow such appeal to be admitted 
within a further period of thirty 
days” .

The other proviso is:

■‘Every appeal under this section 
shall be made by a petition in writ-
ing and shall be accompanied by a 
brief statement of the reasons for 
the order appealed against where 
such statement has been furnished
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[Shri Mool - Chand Daga]

to the appellant and by such fees, 
not exceeding rupees one thousand, 
as may be prescribed.”

It should not exceed Rs. 200. The 
clause says:

“ . . , .  where such statement has 
been furnished t0 the appellance 
and by such fees, not exceeding 
rupee one thousand, as may be 
prescribed.”

After all you want justice should be 
cheap. Why should it not be Rs. 200 
as a fee? Suppose he wants to file an 
appeal against the order of the Board. 
Why should it be Rs. 1,000/- and why 
should it not be Rs. 200 only? After 
all, you collect Rs. 37 crores, You 
want that justice should be done at 
the cost of the persons who want to 
apply for the exhibition 0f the film. 
Therefore, I say that Rs. 1,000 is too 
much and it should be Rs. 200/- not 
more than Rs. 200, You say that 
Rs. 1,000 should be deposited. I say it 
is too much.

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
Sir, I have requested by this amend-
ment and addition af sub-section (3) 
to 5 (c).

As Mr. Daga said justice should not 
only be cheap but it should be ex-
peditious because if justice is delayed, 
justice is denied.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE 
(Rajapur); It should be qualitatively 
cheap,

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR:
I think there should be a statutory 
limitation on disposal of this parti-
cular appeal. After all a person who 
produces the films has to invest lakhs 
of rupees in this particular business 
and? if a certificate is not granted, he 
will be a'loser because there is a huge 
amount of investment which he is re- 
quire^ to make. After all a produc-
tion of film has been made. If any de-

cision goeo against the person who 
produced that film, he shall prefer 
an appeal within thirty days. I have 
suggested that you provide some sta-
tutory limitation for disposal of the 
appeal. I have suggested that it should 
be within six months. I think this 
period of six months is more than 
sufficient for the Board to dispose of 
any appeal. If there is n° such limi-
tation, this matter may be pending 
there for years together and it will be 
a total disadvantage to the persons 
who produce the films, Therefore, I 
have suggested by my amendment 
that there should be a statutory limi-
tation. I hope that the hon. Minister 
will consider my amendment. He 
will accept this, especially, he being 
an advocate, knows that justice delay-
ed its justice denied.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Shri
Daga's amendment is to limit it from 
the date of receipt of the order. It 
is not possible to accept that for the 
simple reason that the party is not 
interested in avoiding. A person who 
asks for a certificate himself is inte-
rested. So. he will get the order imme-
diately and so, it should not be from 
the date of receipt. It is there where 
the mischief starts. It should be from 
the date of passing of the order. That, 
iy also the normal oractice.

As far as shri Parulekar’s sugges-
tion is concerned, he wants that we 
should put a limit. Normally, the Tri-
bunal is presided over by a High 
Court Judge. You expect him to act 
within the purview of the whole ob-
jective of this Bill and to put a time 
limit under a statute is not welcome. 
I see your point. I am expressing it 
myself here also that the idea is that 
the appeal should be decided expe-
ditiously. In fact. I would say within 
three months and not even six months. 
But in statute let us not put down a 
time-limit. Let us see how it works. 
If we find Tribunals are deciding ap-
peals expeditiously then it goes to 
their ered'it and if later on by expe-
rience we feel that the time-limit is 
required then we can always provide
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for that. Let us not at present dis-
trust the capacity of the appellate 
body, - (

MR. CHAIRMAN; I shall now put 
amendments No. 4, 5} 6 and ? moved 
by Shri Mool Chand Daga to.the vote 
of the House.

Amendments Nos. 4 to 7 were put 
and negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put 
amendment No. 26 moved by Shri 
Bapusaheb Parulekar to the vote of 
the House.

Amendment No. 26 was put and nega-
tived. •

MR. CHAIRMAN; The question is:

“That Clause 7 stand part of the 
Bill/*

The motion was adopted.

Clause 7 was added to the Bill.

Clause 8— (Insertion of new section
5,D, 5E and 5F)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA; I beg 
to move;

Page 4, line 11,— ,

*add at the end

‘ ‘and one such person shall be a 
member of Central Legal Service” 
« >  ,
Page 4, line 36,—

for “such period as it thinks fit” 
substitute—

“ a period not exceeding three 
months at a time” (9)

Page 4, line 5,—

for “ four1'’ substitute “ two” (14) 
Page 4, line 31,—

*oifter “ order” insert—

“within the period not exceeding 
«ix months” (15) -

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
1 beg to move: ■

Page 4, omit line 8. (27)

Page 4, for lines 9 to 11, substitute—

* “ (5) The Central Government may
appoint such persona__

(i) who are familiar with the 
social, cultural or political insti-
tutions of India; or

(ii) who have special knowled-
ge of various regions of India; or

(iii) who have special knowledge 
of films and their impact on so-
ciety.” (28)

Page 5, line 24,—

after ‘"necessary” insert—

“within three months from the 
date of filing review petition.” (29)

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA; Sir; 
my amendments are very simple. Fir-
stly, I would like to say why four 
members. You have said that Tribu-
nal consist of a Chairman and four 
more Members. I say why not only 
two members. There should be a 
Chairman and two more Members. 
This will save you unnecessary ex-
penditure. Secondly, you have presc-
ribed the qualification of a retired 
judge of a High court. I say that a re-
tired judge should not be given an 
opportunity of beiing appointed. After 
all many a time we know how cor-
rupt the judiciary is. When we give 
a chance to these retired judges 
there is temptation.

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
‘How corrupt is the judiciary'— he 
said this: it should not go on record.

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA: My 
point is that the Retired Judge should 
not be appointed. Then, Sir, here it 
is said:

“The Tribunal may, after making 
such inquiry into the matter and 

. after giving the appellant and the 
Board, an opprtunity of being heard
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in the matter* make such order....** 
It means, within a period of 6 
months. It should, not be a period not 
exceeding 6 months. You have laid 
down in your previous Acts that only 
a period of 3 months should be there. 
But here you do not fix any period. 
Within a period not exceeding 6 
months, he should give his judgement. 
They have to appreciate certain things 
and they have got to give their judge-
ment within a period of 6 months. 
Here you say:

“Notwithstanding anything con-

tained in sub-section (2) of Sec-
tion (6), the Central Government 
may, be notification in the Official 
gazette, suspend a certificate grant-
ed under this Part, for such pe-
riod. . . . ”

Why should it be such period? Say 
one month Or one year or 5 years. 
Prescribe the period. You only say, 
such period as it thinks fit. It is not 
correct to say like this. That is why I 
have brought in my amendment. I 
say *A period not exceeding 3 months 
at a time.’ Otherwise you can keep it 
pending for an unlimited period. At 
least there should be some time limit. 
The term ‘such period’ is vague and 
I have not understood this term. So 
I have brought my amendment ‘a pe-
riod not exceeding three months at a 
time/ I request the hon Minister to 
accept this.

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, I must seriously 
press all the three amendments, that 
is, Amendments Nos. 27, 28 and 29. 
My amendment No. 27 is for omitting 
line 8 on page 4. It describes the qua-
lification to be the Chairman of the 
particular Board. That should be 'de-
leted in by opinion. Because, accord-
ing to this clause, the qualification of

a person who is qualified to be «* jud-
ge of the High court, is also made a 
qualification for being appointed 
Chairman. In the first reading stage, 
I made a submission on this point. 
The hon. Minister replied that Gov-
ernment wants to appoint a Jurist as 
Chairman and that government should 
be at liberty to do so and therefore 
that Clause is there. I wish to bring to 
the notice of the Hon. Minister that 
Article 217(2) of the Consitution 
speaks of the qualification of High 
Court judges. It does not say that a 
person who is a jurist can be appoin-
ted a High Court judge. You see Arti- 

•cle 124 (3) (c). This is the only qua-
lification applicable for the appoint-
ment of a Judge of the Supreme 
Court. So, that argument of the hon. 
Minister in reply to my submission at 
the first reading stage is not a valid 
argument. Why not persons with 10 
years’ experience as a Lawyer be ap-
pointed? So, the hon. Minister forgets 
that only 10 years’ experience is not 
even sufficient for appointment as a 
High Court judge. I need not go into 
details, how they are screened, what 
are the merits and so on. If you put 
this particular clause in the Statute, 
it would mean that a* person who is a 
judical Magistrate, first class, for 10 
years; is qualified for appointment 
as a chairman he happens to be a Per-
son in the judicial service. He is qua-
lified to be appointed to the High 
Court. He can be appointed as Chair-
man also. Therefore, we go on equa-
ting a high court judge with a person 
who has put in 10 years’ service as 
a judicial magistrate. I don’t think 
that would be the intention of the hon. 
Minister nor would that be the inten-
tion of the Government. But, apart 
from this, I could have appreciated 
this clause if retired judges of the
High Court were not available.
I believe that there is no dearth of 
the retired High Court Judges in this 
country. This shows that the Govern-
ment may get an opportunity to ap-
point anyone who has just taken a sa- 
nad of 10 years before the date of ac-
tual appointment. To avoid all tlie
apprehensions in the minds of the
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persons. I request that the amendment 
be accepted. If this clause is retained, 
the purpose will not be served. The 
person will actually be in service as 
a High CuurL Judge for a certain pe-
riod and he sould be appointed. It is 
only for this reason I have given the 
particular amendment.
15 hrs.

Now, my amendment No. 28 is a 
very important amendment. Kindly 
refer to Clause 5 which says;

“The Central Government may 
appoint such persons who, in its 
opinion, are qualified to judge the 
effect of films on the public, io be 
members of the Tribunal.”

Now what are the qualifications? It 
does not mention here. If the Govern-
ment feel that they are qualified, 
what ar£ the tests, we do not know. 
What are the guidelines, we do not 
know. As far as this point is concern-
ed, I would like to invite the attention 
of the hon. Minister to the original 
Section 5(c) of the Cinematograph 
Act which gives the qualifications of 
the persons to be appointed on the 
Board. There it is mentioned that 
these persons who are familiar with 
the social, cultural and with all politi-
cal institutions of India, who have 
special knowledge of the various pla-
ces of India, who have special know-
ledge of films, etc. If these qualifi-
cations are already there in Section 
5C of the Old Act, I would like to 
know from the hon. Minister .as to 
where was the necessity of deleting 
these qualifications. This is already 
there in the Statute and the necessity 
is to have some officers of the Govern-
ment to judge whether the particular 
person is qualified to be appointed as 
a member of the Board Or not. I 
have therefore suggested my amend-
ment No. 28 to include those qualifi-
cations which are there already in 
Clause 5C of the Old Act.

With reference to my amendment 
No 29, the same argument as has been 
advanced by me in favour of my

amendment No. 26, stands I do not 
want to repeat that.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Sir, I will 
take the points made by Mr. Parule-
kar. The argument now advanced by 
him, really goes against the point of 
view put forward by him earlier. He 
says that a person who is qualified to 
be a High Court Judge should not be 
appointed, if found fit but only a re-
tired High Court Judge can be ap-
pointed. I had said the other day 
also if a person is good enough to be 
a High Court Judge, while being ap-
pointed as a High Court Judge, he can 
be considered qualified to be a High 
Court Judge. Then according him 
the moment the High Court Judge 
retires and when we say ‘qualified 
to be a High Court Judge', does it 
mean that all those things are not 
there. That means not only 10 years 
practice but having other qualifications 
as well of merit, of selection and all 
that. So, all those things are included 
in the phrase “qualified to be” and 
not only tenure. Otherwise, we 
would have said “having th  ̂ tenure 
of” .

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
So, qualifications mean not those qua-
lifications which are mentioned in the 
Constitution.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Not only
the years, but other qualifications also. 
The same qualifications are considered 
here also.

Another thing is that he has said 
about the qualifications for other 
members which are already there in 
the Old Act. Yes, they are there in 
the Old Act. But it need not be speci-
fically mentioned here. After all the 
Appellate Tribunal is there No 
Government in its wisdom with dig-
nity will choose persons who do not 
know anything about judging films.
None would do it  In fact, why should
there be limitations? The Tribunal
stature should be judged by the peo-
ple who occupy the position. So, it 
is not necessary to put any limitations.
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If Members of Parliament are quali-
fied to be a Minister can we say that 
any IVLember is not qualified enough 
to be a Minister? That will be an 
insult to the Members of Parliament. 
Therefore, we must judge the people 
by their own merit.

As far as Shri Daga’s suggestion is 
concerned, what is the logic in having
2 or 4 members Why should it be 
kept to 4? But 5 is the figure in the 
whole ethos of our country—‘Panch’, 
That is why it has got some sanctity.

There is no logic in it. But ‘Panch’ is 
an accepted figure liked by all in our 
country. So, let us have Tanch'..

Then he says Rs. 1000 should be 
changed to Rs 200. This is an indus-
try where lakhs and lakhs of rupees 
are spent to make a film Even one 
thousand rupees are not enough. Then 
why should it be changed to Rs. 200?
I would therefore request both the 
hon. Members to withdraw their 
amendments.

sft m fi TW arc* f i  (fern r): 
t& t HTfrsr,

|  srrc ssrnr̂ f ?r«fr *rvT 
sptf irT»rr \

sTTT̂ TT 5\ t T I  I ficT
| cfr | fa
®Ft ^  t f x *  f t
srm 1 f^^fr ^ sfft;

ffrf^TT srrq^ ^ sra* '̂1 srro 
£3T?T *1 T5M
MR. CHAIRMAN: It will take some 

time. It will come here after some 
time.

sft *R/ TTO 9 1 W  : fe w t STT*fi 
% eft 

| 1

SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR: 
It is a very important point.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We will find
out the position. When you have

raised this point, this has been taken 
note of.

sft TT*I WtTT! : #
I I

ft? ^
?rh: ^  fer?rt *1 sftt '
f ’R ’rar'O s im *  =rff
| ?r> sta? ^  11  ̂  irrarr

fjpT?R | ^  fatft '*ft <T«T
3r ?f 1 o t t  3?r
f s r c r  s t s r t  f n w r n :  r f t x

?fr^rr £  #1 jkrtst ̂  prr ft?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is all /
right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, Mr. Daga, 
are you withdrawing your amend-
ments Nos. 8, 9, 14 and 15?

SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA: Yes, 
Sir. I seek leave of th€ House to 
withdraw my amendments.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Has th© hon.
Member leave of the House to with-
draw his amendments?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Yes.  ̂ ;

Amendments Nos. 8, 9, 14 and 75 were 
by leave withdrawn.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, I shall put 
Amendments Nos. 27, 28 and 29 of 
Shri Bapusaheb Parulekar to the vote I 
of the House.

Amendments Nos. 27 to 29 were put 
and negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:

“That Clause 8 stand part of the 
Bill.”

The motion was adopted. ’
Clause 8 was added to the Bill.

Clause 9—(Amendment Otf section 0)
SHRI BAPUSAHEB PARULEKAR:

I beg to move: , .
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“Page 5, line 30,— .
after “ stage,” insert—*

“if the question concerning na-
tional security of concerning friend-
ly country has arisen” . (30)
Mr. Chairman Sir, this again ig an 

important amendment. The hon. Mi-
nister has in his speech said that for 
the first time the Appellate Tribunal is 
being constituted by this particular 
Bill. It is no doubt a happy incident. 
But the Government is keeping the 
powers of changing the decision of 
the Tribunal by enacting this particu-
lar clause by having re visional powers 
in the hands of the Government. So, 
if the Appellate Tribunal decides a 
matter, then the Government can re-
vise that particular decision. In my 
respectful submission that is an eye 
wash. The other day the hon. Minis-
ter has gone on record in the Rajya 
Sabha that this particular power with 
the Government will be exercised by 
the Government only in cases when 
question concerning national security 
Or concerning friendly countries has 
arisen. I respectfully submit that if 
that, be the intention of the Govern-
ment why not add that in the statute 
itself saying “may, of its own motion 
at any stage, if the question concern-
ing the national security or concern-
ing the friendly country has arisen, 
then the Government shall exercise 
its revision al powers.” The appellate 
tribunal gives a particular decision and 
okays the film, but if this is the real 
intention of the Government, and they 
tfeel that that film should not be screen^ 
ed, then my amendment should be ac-
cepted. I gave an instance o f the 
movie “Aandhi” . You have reserved 
the right with you to ban any film, 
which is permitted by the Board and 
cleared by the Tribunal. I submit 
that this power should not be with 
the Government. If at all the Gov-
ernment feels that there should be 
somebody having the re visional juris-
diction, why not leave that power 
either with the High Court- or with 
the Supreme .Court? Why should the 
Government keep this power 
with itself? I strongly oppose 
the revisT.onal jurisdiction be-

2907 LS—13,

ing kept with the Govern-
ment. This would, in fact, be nega-
tiving the new clause which you are 
adding. I request my colleagues to 
accept my amendment.

SHRl VASANT SATHE: The very 
creation of the tribunal is an adequate 
guarantee that the decisions and re-
visions would be that of the tribunal. 
However, in some extraordinary cases, 
which are not to be usual or normal 
ones, the powers have to be with the 
Government and representatives of 
the people, who are sometimes ignor-
ed. I do not want to have a compa-
rison with the judiciary. I respect 
the judiciary and I do not agree with 
anyone who thinks that judiciary is 
corrupt, as someone mentioned, . Not 
at all. Indian judiciary is, by and 
large, of a very high standard; excep-
tions can be everywhere. But, that is 
not the question here. The question 
is, that if there is a film which has 
a tendency to incite violence, or an 
overtone of caste bias, and it has 
been overlooked and allowed by the 
tribunal, it is the duty of the repre- 
senatives of the people, the Govern-
ment, to see that such a film inciting 
communalism, casteism or violence or 
affecting relations with friendly coun-
tries is not allowed to be screened. I 
do not want to give any example, but 
recently there was a case where a 
film was approved by the Censor 
Board, we found that it was a goodfilm 
by all standards, but there was tuch 
a'delicate thing that it'w ould have 
immediately affected our relations 
with some friendly countries. That 
is why thig power is kept with the 
Government.

I, however, assure the House that 
this power would be exercised very 
sparingly and in very rare cases. 
Normally, in view of the appellate 
tribunal, it will not arise, but to deny 
it altogether to the Government would 
not be correct and we will be failing 
in our duty.
15.10 hrs.
[Sh ri  h a mn a t h a  Misra  in the Chhir]

MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put 
amendment No. 30 to clause 9 moved
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[Mr. Chairman] 
by siwi Parulekar to the vote erf the 
House. ! '  i ?!
Amendment No. 30 was put and ne-
gatived.

MR CHAIRMAN: The question is:
“That Clause 9 stand part of the 

Bill*. :
The motion was adopted.

Clause 9 was added to the BUI.

Clauses 10 to 20 were added to the 
Bills.

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

SHRI VASANT SATHE: I beg to
move: . ;

“That the Bill be passed” .
MR. CHAIRMAN: Motion moved:

“That the Bill be passed” .
Shri Ramavatar Shastri.

(V ^ f )  :
vOTPTfe *i'f is?, > . .

: srrcift t i ' vr 
?T*r^ ̂ ’PTf r̂rf̂ q; i

| f i  1 f t  5 ®
^rrfKfrg 1

. If? 5jTn ST*? £ fa  #  qfci’ f* w r
* 5? g 1 w - w r  srrr
f^TH  ii1 .

sfto *,’£ 303^  ( x t o t t ) :
*ft tt 7̂ ftsfflr t  I

«ft tmTsftf i t  w raft:.. ,$fr 
afR ^  Tfm fw ci’f I  I

^rr | ?

* «rfjw
?rcT3r”  s<§rr I  ? *

TWTOfR nwsft : #  TJ # T
5jTm clT î sm'̂ pr ElfPT fVefKT
^ r p r |  1

<Tf5ft arm m  ^  | fsref’ff
fos*  s ’ rSi h  wfnrrctr
grr^r ^  fRfr f 1  

«»rwfw *f?iw  : 3tsr *mr 
fcsref *rff ?ff w r  V?

| ?

sf<' rmisRnr w ?sfi: sfara °rc 
j-r i; q';*?:< rff %«Rrr gf i

f e  fW iS : 3TW * V  TOPTCT,

»TV̂ T.T *fl~ ̂ f n  V JTnltq-f! f<fi^'O

q f , friflV T̂FTT flWTOT 7̂T tWTSTH 
7T i w  1 shy sr*r

cirg T̂r 1 1 fw ffr
fw ^ r  s r r 7*<t

^  | 1 ^ f r f
TWHi ĵ'ff̂ rr 1 ^*r<r ? r t % r f ir  
•Tr̂M’or «frc vx v m i

kw ?Tf f I  1

if? st f? | ft; 61fiTT f w r
^t # i ?f nH^T'v «fr< vr^r^v^f v^ va
»Tii¥ 3r< fcftiT % t
F̂pf Cl"'? TPr ftifij T^Rf ffT#

f3i'?t' ^«rn v  ®frer ? fif i
w i t  ‘ %'r<r w jfs r”  fV^rH' | i

f e i f f  % fWJ w
5fffl îTS- | I ^T<W< f̂f qVE
svrn sm  •■?;%! pp ^  if ^  
gsrr< f w r  arr^, mfSp ftrerr-

51? fw * i |T,-rt
?tV< sf-ir »rfr v i^  t < i

»i#lr *rf Rif sp̂ r | ftr ?rt 
. . .^ c t  |, t r #  if 5 ®

|-« r^  w»r- ff-r tfx  fa rt fr?%
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7T $ I  *RT f'BT  ^ ffrr ft?

?R3?rT fast wrA ̂rf trerr  i 

srnsr gPnt *? *firc w-w wx 

$ qr faw   ̂§»r

sTfff ’TT̂’T *fh  % f?f̂  ̂ TT55TT 

?fff PrspRT ’TT̂t, f̂t TO rfT Hff 

8 1  ftr tt m   wrc

T̂TT  ®fr? ̂  ̂TT ̂ rf̂ I

tftenflr srTfr ot<t ?>
i( ĝr (jqr?r Ph?*t fojerr?*

3ft snr? |, r̂rt qfr ?rrSr fafcr 

t, Jf? sTra  11 f̂rrr t?r 
5f?r  | *ftx srfff ??r «fV |,

srKrff nJ gfpr  11 rfi 

i,v>: f«rvr< r̂ ?aw €1 iff 

r̂sperr | tftx ^ if «rf  <n: 

’ft̂'r ii ft̂ir m? fk̂-rr *pf̂ | 1 

sT̂rV  ’/fa  si’Ffffr fq;?̂ to1 arra 

qfff 3|Tq?fi-, SHWU' T< C-f 3ft

fvsf jcr  infrsr, f, wi'faff |, fa-c 

®fV  ’sffsr mx 3m m̂-rr rr̂f |,

rril fffifr H m  ?r*fV (vpftfr 

?<ar 5V ‘-iff 1  fi-r̂ T'ff ~rnc 

m  r̂fgiT %fr< ^  ?rm

faiw vr  tnr<  v

sttt iff ̂~<  f 1 *nfV cff 5Tf<
b srw ?f f*rwr faff 11 gt'fsr - 
5r̂< f'r vr ?r?r ?r̂c jfr, favwr 

*sf ?rc? f̂VfVcf 11 f̂rjfr if 

=pff tfV fa>wr |Rfr -iff ^  i 

r̂rflr ̂err ̂r?fv ir if)' Vfefr | tftx 

'̂rer €r sr̂r sr»fi- »fr srgfr r̂r̂- 

’■xx 11  ̂w'fr  v (Vfr

if | f̂r̂r if  s?=ct\t 11
SrPR'  ?ff tfiti "<i ?a'f STrfrnT T̂Wf

r̂%T 1 frw ffr my vm rfferr
'T-ith qîr- w<-̂  rr<̂  ;i r̂<

 ̂  t 1 .  .  ............  . .-

sw   ̂ ft?  f?rwr H

5Tf5f  Jfft ?T»f>  {f t r 7̂

wk  fr?̂-ffT̂ w  cfftw snr*n%  | 

ftffr   ̂ r̂  3?rsfr a-?r ?̂ffr ft 

r̂rarF If 1 f  ̂i/ Tretf % swr «rftr- 

’w?  f,  *rnr  *r?rir srfewn:  |  t

afr̂ff   ̂ qfsr3?r< ̂ptpt  ?rff  1 1
<?>ff  tr=p  vsnr̂  Prq crrjf | 1

IfTf  ̂ W W  splf  ff-f PrW5f

iref 1 fgvfifr  r̂cfJfT  mtr ̂ r

t 1 •<î®r  r<wft "CT 

|  stY<  mT  ?̂r  f̂lr  ?rt=r | i Irftr̂  

3%  if  |̂er  sr?r 2 & r  i  ̂r  ̂j 

fwr | 1   ̂ ?ff>f v x  =if/ 1 

3f> f?HKr %  wwrvrx  |

 ̂ f̂f r̂lsf '̂rvr ̂ r Ircf 

| zfrx ftrHHr % KrfVf̂? «ft 

| 1 tfi mi y w ffl- ¥) 5>i: ^ 

fTr̂r y «pr̂  'srsrri/ if̂ q-̂ r sI'-t? ^  

_?r wnr i ^g-ftspr jfff rrfM

fviTT ̂ -f y r ?5f /  ar̂ta'

t 1 ?nr<  ̂  î TQ;»f'  cf>  *r<w<% 

trrfr >f?rr r̂rTrr ftr?r w s,-grf =1 to 

Tff t̂V ~jfr  % wcor Tf? $-<

tt̂t, vx qrtTTr i 

3r ft  wrw ir m? v êht 

if f-fRr r̂rr «rr i # ^x ̂rrferr 

I ft? f<mr ^rw Sifwr f̂, ?t)-t

'̂f k<3 ?’ffiPT  foi?t-r q-Tf̂ T rr*f> 

 ̂  I IT'ft off fti?if I g-if f) '̂T ^  

ftrsrr %  f® t̂tt ft °.~w

ff̂ r  11 f̂ Tft  ?»frt fftsRTffr  *r>c 

v'f sp̂rrJf  sfftftrar r̂rsfr 

=srrf?tT i ‘ '

«ft rVtfHW smw «f»rf (?>rwr); 

s*nvftf n i m , f w- x z if if «rf?f 

f® f^figtfr 1 irftTfr ^ 
ml  ?fwrtR  ̂  | ^ vn'rf

m < f   i t   % w  %  1  m   w t   M i r i w
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[«fl TlfawTsr srcrn?
P m  KctffJT' % '?mr 1 1

srrai *tt<t  sTJcT̂ t sjwftwr
# r  ?«rrPr«r f^«rr
*trbt sfte* <rc *TsW srar sntwrr % i 
^  w  fcr % Pnrf’T f t  ftr^errft 
^nsrrc r< |  eft trtff 'rrrfarfa if 
fa^wr ^  wtarr r̂f ĉr i 
*?r % srer sreyfa, »r5it,- ftrfsrr * t  
*rsr % sta if ^  5^«r ^Rtr^T"r ^ r  
?r#;,’Wf?rarriffa^Tr% aro  ^ iw ^ i 
spTSfi* T̂%(T I #ftfcr 5TT3T 3TTT %cT̂ T iff
% ^ tt | «r̂  nr«r«rra-ipiT ^rc $ i 
3ft vft fi?e fq^F^x fi<fr | sft? -Tq F̂ rr-,- 

n»ir*pc, s w f ,  ?YO, *rrfc
ftT=Tt cTT̂  % T̂'TrTR ft  *r?tt |

ir *rtt fttft | 3ft ?r*rf3T ^

%sr?i 3?$f 3?r 
^ r  ! i? w  % *r?< WffTf sirr
5t TfT | ?rh: g-s^r d ft  Tfr | 
OT3T HKcftiT sfa  ^*W7 %

^r ^ tf ir?r r̂ff |  i 
ETjf-srrsic’t if, 3ft vft snf srrsr sttct 
if ^  |, ftwt ift suf if
a x f ^r jrmr-T qfr §  f t  ^  cTCf 
% f r̂at pKFTi'irr srre wt-< sr^r 
*pt fegsTwr srm 1 ^fr fqi ĵfr w  
(Turfur *r^f g sft
f^ irr-^ fr t t  f n̂rwir ftrir gq g i 

tfWTT  ̂XTsp fa;PT <Eff #% WTtW<T
snrrf f f  t  %Pp*t n% ^ rr 'ft^ r ?ff 
^nrri'ff 3ff f̂lr*ff wn ^  jpttft 1 1 

f̂t s t l- s f?  ^rr^rr f , ftrw  
frmfar |  aft fw r-irc, ^wi?«w fa w  
ĝ rr m  ¥t wY<
^t 5T«sr®r w r r  f  t  ^  %
?nrH ?i t e j f f  f̂t ^rr <rr?r 
|, T!fff¥ r<pfjr 'pr '̂Er ^rrtf^r-T ^r

f̂t ftj5*T iT̂ rSf ^ fa i[ tr̂ TT q ff ?-.Tf

1 1 ?rt§ srpr? % xr?ct 
if s w t  srr^t | fsrff % gvr vt w

fr?rr if sftwrf* ’ ^ f  firsr TraT
^ 1 er^nr f% t o w
WTTt^TfT % iK r  ̂  ?f»<ft 3ft 7 ^ -  

f>R! ftifff '̂•TTfTr ^ ? r  I  ’ 3VT ^  
w i t  g ’f t ?
#  rT«rr f e j f f  % f ^ f t e w r  ?̂r
sTFHT̂ rr irr f̂ r̂«r if ?r<n ^
% ftrcT̂ i ftr%<rr^ |  ^  if 
5R«rn ^  # t  1 f<r r̂ ^»r
% ZFZK ̂ I^ T or  W  fi^f'lT
<rr  ̂ if tj*fl f̂ «T(t
arr T̂̂ Tcft 1 1 | f^
gxf.TT ^  srt-sff f^fir fŴ rf̂ rnsff 
r̂T<: 'tjrTi w i w f r  ^t itw  | 

'sft fftTT ?ftc 5Tl%
f^#l ^r f?wW  1 1 ffffr ^ ti
5f?r #'^t % ?ft ^  ¥1 'Trrr ?rff 
'SZ f w  3TRft I  I iflff ?ft 3Tiar 

| ft? STT# if-^fcT iT^3
|, fpTTJ T̂f-T I  ^«r!r
| ft: ^fft crtf t > ftBftf sjrcr ^r 
Tft | frwt ^  zrr

srf^t | ftr̂ r if ^r f̂^rt- 
tcw  »7f?r 1 1

*T5̂ af: fn?ftf¥ % finr if 
^tsft ft 'fr sr f̂ 1 1

sft flH^Rsr srara *wf : q-w cff

ft^ft I  rTfa-T 5ft 'fti?iT ?Tf^r |5

t  ^ - ^ t f f t  |, f*ri^ ^?r % f ^  m -  

5l5ft I , H?r t  'TtF? «TRfV

f t  I Sff f̂t f<r ftffi if

w j f ^ t  ^Cift ^i"f^ sfr<

^r ar^sTFT ^t-rr ^ r f ^  ft? 3ft ^ (Tr 

fif>?tr tpr^Tff ^rTTttw  | wf ^ f e r  

?5Ti^Trf sfrc ^ -fT T ^ r?fi ^ 1, f̂r 

55T3®r vk  ^  'rPcftfl'Rr^t

^  jft *pr<wr?fr % x ^ m ^ n
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SPTRT fa ff
*r ff*rr3r % *rft s ftr  fffa p m  t c  

s t^ s t  m m ?  <rt i + k h R i i k  f 'w iff  

=fft ^  w ftz  % cr«rr .fftf: ^
srer 3 ff PfiFiT f t  f^rr>r^!T^srT 

r i ?ff *?r ^pr snrr
HT’RT pR̂ r ffWT I  I .

'p r  if m 7  f̂ FT̂ T 

$-TO i& f r p  *f ^  vftiflf m  
m*im7  f  TO 3T> T O  ^  

f*TTOT | I ^  tfY ^
if sFrfer r̂r̂ r st t o  fazrr
srr 11 ^rr^ zr̂ r 5 3

w t ^ t t  f?r^r f  f^ t^ r  T^rrw v 
f c i f  t ot | | q̂* j ®  ^ r
^̂ TT̂ TTt 35T 5T#9T hPTT̂  ^

^  t  ?n^r ?r̂ t 5> i 
sr? t o  sfrff % s n f ^  r̂rvro

eft ^ t o  3 srr *r% i ?n:^rc 
^  * t  arrgff % ^  *i *r%*s ^ t  
^T f^  i spsrnfTRf ^

*f **t r  fir^RT =qrf^- cT«rr
t o  *rt ip: ^  ^  srftrea’ r̂ 
^  srTrft cr«rr sfr f%tf> ^

qv jf^ f ^mr g ^  srfsr-
^rWf ^ r r  t

v f t  j w t t  & » f 3 f t  3r if?  

fa rer  ^ r r  ^ i r r  fa  ^ r  crrf %
1 3ft ETI?% & f a f ^ T  SPT T^t

, n<Trtff if  ifh : if, aft f w r

^  ^ f f f  f t a  |  3ft f f * ? t  irr ?rff?st  

*S*ff *f srrat |  * r k  snrr 3 f  v < a &  

f w  | , <ft T t  f t  w m -«rr<ft 

^ r  % 1 ^ r  a r i  S «rf n* . «rjff 

?t’ b t  tftsm c | , fsR W t ^  vr^rrwsp

^  ^  ?nraT ^rr | Pp %c^f
fasR fP tffr %  ^r*r i f  v f  faw*r ^ * f k  |

* ^t w  ■ ^ r r f t n n  p T |
^  %$ ?r #  *PTf=*ar 5fr*r ^ r  f  1

7 fTTt, 8 p T T  V ity
v r ^ r s r  *#?, j f ^  ^ r  |, jrf

*f ^jcf wrrer % 1 ?ffr r̂t
snft epp ^  fjreira 7r T^r | 1
^T?t |  *rrer w  mz-v? fw n r * rtt
*t o pt c  srt w  ^ s r  >̂> ?t qT err
^  1 1 ^  5r>j 3rr^% ^ f t  a ŝp
if ftr^rr f t  f e f f  Tf> | f ^ r 
’I l f  I WcPTT lf?IT Ht’ft ^  f̂ PTT 3rr
W  I  wV? f»?r *fit 5rr»r f t  "Tfr 
^  ^tff tf<â  ^ r r  3itsr
n̂̂ fr ^ 1 trsr ?r>raT 1 1% *zf^«n

| ,  f t r a ^  q f  ^ r n f ^ T f t  f > f t  

^ r f f  ̂  5rr% sr f̂%5r *»r ^ sft $vr qjir 
I ,  T O T ?  q  f t  1

*irft 3ft y  sR^fl f%
. i f f  f?wr if cftsr siTR g«rn:

swrq- 1 ?̂rsTr wx 
t  ffffro=T T̂cTTg-' |

«ft ffre : #  ^  m *ntt
jr 3ft ^ T <mf 3ft f%
^ f f ^  ? g r r  f ? i r  f  |

^T % fer^TTt Ir #  fffJT5f jf I
3 T f f r  ^ r ? f  » f t  ^ f t  ^  P p  ^ r f n r -

^ r  ^  '̂ rsftTf jf  |  j
w f?p j ipfr | f '5 ? -^ ; if, _

*Tt Tfm«wTT iflTfdt : if |

v?rr

=Trff^ 1
V

«ft SRRT ffTS I 5TS5 guj.
^  ^  I  1 ? f fT ^  ?n%
^ ftr?R  if in? qjff mn fapj 
if JTf w  iprr |  %  3ft f^ r r l ^  
ffjrrsr s ^ a rr  ^  ^ j ? k  f ,  t o
>!ft*r>r <n m g if^ r 1 1 ^<r f t  ir^v rf 
*t #  ?ff ^ r r  q ff srre^rr
5TT f%T)fS ^



395 Cinematograph  DECEMBER 14, 1981  (Amdt.) Bill 596

X«fr SP&TOTS']-  • ■

swat vraTft?  . *rw. ?fir . 'jftr 

?TTTt 357  jit.  t?gr ft

?̂u 11 q̂j far?* 5? ̂  .̂ger 'jxfni'

nprr. «TT : .

'fl'ff faffeft I,  aff̂=ft 3ff

g*r firr-w i

nm 3ft, îr r̂-w

• sftsft sft'f’T wr-wr' gfr?t-T 11

JTf qn TfrTT ?TT I eft  fT '#5T

•fsr̂eft  | I  3ft  ^TRl  *Ri3T I

3*T *f ?R tft* %. f̂TCr | tftX

#tIT  ̂  5H  3trq, W   TT  fSTfTeft I I

%T f̂t'ST  ¥t f̂t*T<T {( I if̂ r  3T̂r

 ̂  sr̂r 3rnr,  ̂  aft̂ r % *nrt sttt 

it  ¥t r̂fTr-Ti ?r«T i. zr§ *

IT* fiffT CT5T  | 3ft 5ft<T)  JTift̂ JT

R̂err |  j® ?rVf t̂ Trtfef f̂ rar

| J® STflT# 3ft iff <pt  JT̂tTST̂  ^

% faq; iTft TCira  it  r̂sr  sfl'm 

t̂ <$r 11 fair r̂w-tnfw  |

| I fff̂ Wr ^  iifcTf | ?

*ror-wftw srnRt if  ̂  *rr% wW 

*pr q̂f, ife wt»ff  qf,,  art

3ft  Jifte  fs-T-iR  ?̂wr̂  Tverr  I, 

f?-T *R Mt «T* TSRT ^  SpT't %  fiT<£ 

WK i  $tff  ¥t 13;^  ̂fvTCf  5T*reft

jf?rcr it ff *f£ % faq srf *rz % 

f̂tT r̂ srrar |;  | 3rr??r--arrfif>s i

srrsr f ’̂rr ^  if  sft

fa*TCeT ?t Tft | fa  *r*>®  PfifiT 

wt ?f?f  srr̂,  ?'Tfa<i

sr-rr̂ r̂r̂r <̂rr  ̂ «rr fa sr»s 

t 1 fisr̂rsR % 3ft jrrPfffi 

| t jt?  | fa i*& f̂JTl>T?'f 
fsrfr̂t 7̂T?r  ̂ 3£)Kr r̂t-rr  i 

3ft f»Tft wPT'rf'fr 
| xi)x *j*$ f̂   t| |?ft <r̂

?  («wjh) *t%  r̂nft

t̂-5T *1$ ^R ?T=P5ft 11 q-g

e f t    ̂n r r  ̂r    ̂f t   s r r a r   1 1   ?r ^ r

? f   ̂ 0   t n t i j  f l o    ̂f t o    ̂ W i X T i e r . f ^

j r - T T ̂ r   %   f ? r  ̂ ^    ̂   q : r   i . T J r  ̂ 

faifT 11 ?*rfao[ Jrt ^ r | fa 

3T$ >̂r*T eft TTSjff f̂l ^T =crTf̂(T | 

Tf»4 ̂ d îfS  IW % 7̂ if eft-T

nt  wi ̂  11 .*r<r< îf

 ̂?*r 3rfer?Tcr t̂ fafw n̂c  qr

3̂rr ? ifR  25 STfeTTTeT. WT. 3-7 

 ̂r t  f s  ̂r i l   7 ?   " f ' T f   f   f s p r ̂ .

f  ̂r q   f s t   R m r f o r  cfl f f f i t

>TS® s r - T i ? ?  h?/  ̂ 3 T i T  f̂ -fr 1 
?'7'1  '̂VW. 5I|I7S-fr vft  qSTTi  ifiT:

 ̂ a r   w f t  f  ̂R  ̂r   « f t   f i r ̂ t   f p p r ,  

* t i f t < 3 r ̂   * f l   f J T  ̂ I

. iix  tjT  sr?<r %  i #

STT?  ̂ l̂ef I *r?W<l | fa «̂r

it JT?3  q-r-f  5r>< 5Ttnt

5 r r * r   g t  ̂r   d i f f e r   i  f - r ̂ - R T  

w r   I   ?   ’T ?   ̂ T 5 f   ^ t

|,  ?rrtT3T  >̂t srPeif̂*?  ersrfm  | 1 

r n r r s r   i S   ? r  ̂$ r f   « f t   ̂p r r ̂ r   i f    ̂" < r f

'41 I I. ŴR'.-CT fRf5T  fKrf ?T 

srRrfiw ift f  ̂ T  it s r r  ̂n T  1 

f5t(T ?Sr JT?  *R*tr  fa

f i i  ̂T    ̂t  ?',  f a ? i r a r   « r  ̂   i m f r

 ̂ t   ? 1 < t   I ?  1   ̂   * i   » t t  ̂  * r * r r 3 r   «if) 

fsRiRRt *ft? ^RTR %  *?TE3W %

3 f i   f ®   v f t   i t   ? w e t r   t  

 ̂srnr̂t  unroi  '̂rr̂rr g  fa

T I   ? R T   I f f   5 T * T e ̂   l | > r r   f a  

iftr  iHtT  ̂srh ^

fâ 3T? I 3*ft sfe  ̂ft 

t t   s m *    ̂ s m   s r r q n T   i

f  f < R .   S R T  ̂ R   i e r r   j f

*r*ft Pt?ff Tt «ft s t i l t s  %errg 

fspgf̂f *r»d-?r*#  .first 11
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:
“That the Bilf be passed.’’

The motion wag adopted.

15.33 hrs.

♦DEMANDS FOR EXCESS GRANTS 
(RAILWAYS), 1978-80 AND SUPPLE-
MENTARY DEMANDS FOR GRANTS 

(RAILWAYS), 1981-82

MR. CHAIRMAN: The House will
now take up items 6 and 7, namely, 
Disussion and Voting on the Demands 
for Excess Grants in respect of the 
Budget (Railways) for 1979-80 and 
discussion and voting on the Supple-
mentary Demands for Grants in respect 
of the Budget (Railways) for 1981-82. 

Motions moved:

“That the respective excess sums 
not exceding the amounts shown in

the third Coluinn of the order paper 
by granted to the President out* of the 
consolidated Fund of India to make 
good the excess on the respective 
grants during the year ended oh the 
31st day of March, 1980, in respect 
of the following demands entered in 
the second column thereof—Demand 
Nos. 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 and 16.”

“That the respective Supplemen-
tary sums not exceeding the amounts 
shown in the third column of the 
Order Paper be granted to the 
President out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to defray the Charges 
that will come in course of payment 
during the year ending the 31st day 
of March, 1982, in respect of the 
following demands entered in the 
second column thereof—Demand 
Nos. 2 to 12 and 16.”

Demands for Excess Grants (Railways) 1979-80 submitted to the Vole of Lok Sabha

No.
of

Demand

Name of Demand Amount of Demand 
submitted to the 
vote of the House

Rs.

General Superintendence and Services . * . . . . . 1,29,30,311

Repairs and Maintenance of permanent Way and Works . . 1,08;, 10,836

Repairs and Maintenance of Plant and Equipment . . . 1,52,34,456

Operating Expenses—̂ Traffic * . . . . .  . 4,00,16,557

Staff Welfare and Amenities . . . . . . .  40,42,479

Assets—Acquisiton, Construction and Replacement . . . 27,32,08,575

•Moved with recommendation of the President.


