Ind. (Dev &
Kegn.) Amdt. Bill
widely which will give an 1mpres-
sion that we, as Members, have no
fricedom of expression

MR SPEAKER I will not allow
this because J hive aiready moade
my observations I have given my
ruling and there 1s no change mn 1t
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SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA*
That will bring down this House 1n
the cstimation of the people

MR SPEAKER I the Piess
publish these things, how am I con~
cerned here After all the Parlies
have to function Your party, their
paity and every party has to func-
tion They have the nght to 1ssue
a mandate They have the right to
issue a whip I am, therefoie, not
accepting this  position 1 have al-

1eady given my ruling on it I am
not accepting it
=it wy fomly (amF1) @ 20 fome

Fagr g, ¥ A 95T HTE 9T IIEr
AFATE, AT qH K AE7E ¢ fran-
ATET TG FT @R

MR SPEAKER The next item is
in your name So, I thought that
you were standing on that

off 7y o & s AW
9T W § | WewEr WY, €T ¥
TAAAFT & FHHTE | TF 727 &Y
¥ § wwfag &, o oo ¥
AAFIETET &1 3T vk A ey
F Ay A oweq q@r ¥ 1 AfeR
e 7 AT w0 afx W AT
T 73, qEivedw g3, Wi =Y
Y ¥ w1 9T frdft qEew A geer
i, 39 gfefade v ¥7 wume frar
wreT, S sreae A wRia & awiada
99 7 § 97 ¥ at Vafk wrf ghefase
FO T A FE0 W WY AG A9Y
W et e e ady Qe ?
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o wpm fyg Y W

=fefudz foar & a7 ¥ o o7 9Fd
g

ot Wifa vy uw gee W
= P

Tqq AERY ¢
FTE 9 T T )

st wew fagrd awldd W@
1 a7 Tew 5 o AvEv @ ¥ S
FOT ¥ A ATT F A4 T F7 FQ AR A
ar Sir ¥ 1 SR, e i fafy
R IR A AT aw L.

W A e W

oo WA FE AT gEAT 4T
F I As | qA B AT IHA Y Lo

g

sft wew fagrdl =wwat . wT
% weeg 9¥T famr Wi HR
gfed 39 7 A T 1 F4TIA AT RIKAT
g A T AwA g 7

(=)

=t Tfava ¥y 68T ¥
TAEME B TH I F O ¥T I9E §
AT & a0 R
gt 1

12 58 hrs

STATEMENT BY MEMBER RE

OWNERSHIP OF LAND BELOW

THE SEA WITHIN TERRITORIAL
WATERS

ot ww @ (amvr)  weaw
agIEm, AET g3o Ao NAY T FAE
F Ay M afe N faferaas Fat &
2wf, 1974 Y Fq fer 3@ X
I IR AT A9d AT & g
SEM 9 3o go wdarfas wwE 9T
TH WM AIFAT ..,
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W WP WY AT 825 4
a® ¥ § A fr v g 2w o3
oft wy foerlt © 7% gréx AT g
UG E i G ER R
1w T T S ww g ?

MR. SPEAKER: 37 fwdw

We have been following this practice;

you can lay it on the Tahle. Itis a
long statement.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE:
have admitted that notice.

You

MR. SPEAKER: When there is
a long statement Members normally
accept my suggestion that it should
be laid on the Table. Ministers
accept it. Members accept it,

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: I want
to read it. I have a right to read it.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.
You are welcome to read it. You
have not accepted my suggestion.
This is a statement going to four
pages and it is much better if you
place it on the Table of the House.

ot Ay fomd AT A QFA FTAIE
sfreaft 31 & wrd Jux av @
W E | wAY WNT 99 ANd gy
FRENE Far 7€

e wiew ¢ gw & are ¥ Ay
oY Y % I W grew A A faan
-]

13 hrs.

sty fandy - & Fosi & e
AT g Ay daw W

ww agtew - fee @@l &
M FH AT 1 ww R g
w@iﬁmﬁ%zﬁim“
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THAMEY, TR YT AT WVQAT ) A
woft wd et ¢ o g 3 TR
[

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE

(Rajapur): Within a few minutes he
will complete his statement.

MR. SPEAKER: This is & long
statement. Kindly listen to me, How
can the Speaker function? Your are
doing it too much.

o AY e : 5 TN WTT YA ¥ W
& Y o ffv N Frofega & o &
qr 9§, 1974 ¥ WY ¥ feqr 39 F wA-
TN *T Ty ATy f 1 Bar o d
IFA A gra W@ dhnfaw
AT 9T qET W A A qEeOngHT
¥ <y ¥ afer xF wgeagl W 9T 4
wad wwesy oy § O § S5l wowe
& wforerdy w7 o7 ITAT 0

oY syt ¥ wer & fis A wi
X UST g F Afgw vy
wfq T AT 1966 A HTT 294
ox 2095 gT qrarfa & sg RNt
WeT S TET FTT 1876 H1 53 HL
ST T 4T | T 9T & a3 §
gz mar § & gk A A &
wama ¥EA  A9gQ %0 wiawaw
drar & 1 o wrely d@fea B s
297 WX ¥ gE@r Wy 2747 o=y
¥ arq qgAT wfEy

g &% § fF S &7 awaw gk
TR YT AT AR A & {4 el
T &1 T gl W 7% wE
Tt ¥ TTg ¥ AT W
iy ifraa 1 o A1 TR Oe Fae
o § 1 it oy ooz & fad
A qET A W gEE W S
gafer sanY woww e wradT
T oY 7 Fwony, ¥ Fw & ot
o & afewr § §if ¢ wrehe s
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wT B AR 4 (3) W (4) FoX
#1 =reaT axong & e 7 @i 42}
ad ® v &1 woaw g fF A
 fefy Y Sgm § udm Sl W
wifirps & | are AT w4
Fawr N g wiw § 5 =g
AfefednT & gra 93 T@am e
+fi FTTTE I AT FT T%aAT § |

wgT a% TINE ATTE W AN §
781 7F fiy rq-avad NE 322 wa
AR 1 T T e T TET

“An Act to consolidate the im-
moveable and other property vest-
ing in the Trustees of the Port of
Bombay and certain other property
on, or connected with, the foreshore
of the Island of Bombay into one
estate, and to vest the control and
management of the same in one
Public Trust; and for other pur-
poses.”

g0 3 (2) ¥ T dgomy W
Hrarl 1 eqrey #r wEF N7 3(6)
N g1 v § wT F7 WA g aTe}
ah qF W qgasg aHdT g
a1y 28 ¥ N g wvifa w aen
0 TR R af }

“The property vested by this
Sectijon in the Board shall be deem-
ed to include the estate, right, title,
and interest of the Government in

the rock, stones, shingle, gravel,
sand or soil within the port....”

T 68 (5) # 91 zeT Y g7 FA
F wg fambor w1d@ @ &1 wigwe
fear w1 ¥w ¥ weltw foldw w4,
g F@, B N G @E
aig @A F owfdwe 1 @ &

&% & foraua qfceet 1 &a
Tk domy  dara F geec
TR A ¥ ofeww ¥ gef

T graw ¥ frv ar A 5 e
fady war ¥
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civgd TS (Tad A qwT)

% oelt fead # #gr wr ¢ fr arad

N2z & N9 FE THT § A a9

a9y 9T s FedieT & s s

g€ &1 78 ¥l AT 1900 TFF &

9T NEY W FFT BT FI VAT

1350 Q¥ ¢ | FAE & Miaeaw &

STt 1, AT g ATeT W WY MY

AT AT F A Ao g F wE o

ad firar w0
v ww A d iy afewgros vfs

THET BT W7 I F7 A wwy

£ 3 wvaf O T AR Wi Fam

A, A1 P g A fawfe

F AR & WY AT T HE W I )
WG qF qYZ A A A AR AR

F W7 ATl T w A § w6 E T

Ay e frr § f5 wedr Y

o gAY famfere w1 w8 gfae

& ¢ 1 A I N @ aw

aqE aq W g FE A

gt ax st e afaemn
FT X &, 7 99w W4T 97 fF zg ®
AR A grE AreT w9 o
TR AR & @ arl mfwsr i W
arag ¥ ofrgiear & @Y are wE
¥ o ATl A O W faT 3
ag o frrde & qF adwr oy
F gur FTA oY | T I 9% AT
TATE WY ATHI I TH § | Tg A7
s 97 ¥ &% fe OO feerdam ofc
AT FqT B T o Afaa
N NEY ¥ AN FT AT B TS
FAFTY & § 1 I T § w@ar wanfay
a1 fir Falg AverT 7 Sfade 4l F
I ¥ox ¥ fedi Y ww s Tfgd
WE WA X 4 TG T F I
e w Wag Q@ §

wﬁﬁww%mmﬁmﬁﬂ%’rﬂ
TR ¢ N ek daome A et
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HE 1 T 9T ST T ATRAT FT
W &) o ad qEonEy ¥ o O
ol 9T s ger g
wafoy § evee Fean wgar g 5 o
waw ¥ frefafas T e e

(1) TgUG—awHRE A 47 F
Fearrirem afIomT Saer gr$ ameg wrs
S W aET wE F a9 anf
i aw fifer {1 aew § feade
afdismr & &t areT A & w1 e
YT G & A @A aTent FHE 93 oY
HTRAT Y W & 1 1974 ¥ gfemw
ZrxT 299 & e § fr dw 7 fodime
gfdisaT 1 19 &4 gRwr W e
T gl arady, rI frar T g §
W § | T AT 3@ &9 FT
A F faear S gt Y g7 W wfy-
FI @99 g § @1 § WEET 730
BT FEgIH T 680 MEOF AT
o AT FT AT ATAFLIT T T
T FE waw ¥ Ayt srfeg afes
| qET wE F AN A el o
X T AP § TST HYT @7 g,
faa sl w7 afsr 3«
sogear oft A W wrfam

(2) Wil sETNg FET 7R
Fraf ST TR I ¥ NEEEY
T @Y go A AT ¥ I I
g wrog wfw aevr wEF g
afaaid g =N Nav w9l e
3 oWl STl ¥ sfya aea Yk
IR AE MR | A A ¥ diw
areft forr ol Y sl fpa & 9
e dram s oA § 1 aE
& a2 * uff 7 T w7 F A @
a AU adT T TETE T A
wiA Frer Aifsat gg wfaarde W

@ Fodh
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THE MIVISTER OF LAW, JUS-
TICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS
(SHRI H. R. GOKHALE): In his
Notice dated the 8th May 1974, Shri
Madhu Limaye, M.P, has alleged that
I m my statement made in the House
¢l the 2nd May 1974, in pursuance
of his earlier notice under rule 377,
dated the 7th March, 1974, made the
following mis-statement :

“That the Maharashire Govern-
ment’'s Backbay Reclamation Pro-
ject is confined only to the area
between high water-mark and the
low water-mark when as a matter
of fact the reclamation encroaches
on the under-sea land beyond the
low water mark also.”

In the notice dated the 7th Marech,
1974, the Member had raised the
question of the constitutional autho-
rity of the Governmeni of Maha-
rashtra to reclaim land under the
Backbay Reclamativa Scheme in the
coatext of the provisions of article
297 of the Consltution without
drawing any distinction between the
foreshore and the land  underlying
the territorial waters. In my earlier
statement, the legal position as to the
reclamation of the foreshore land by
the Maharashtra Government under
the scheme of reclamation formulated
by them was explained and it wag in-
dicated that such reclamation of the
foreshore did not contravene artjcle
297 of the Constitution. No statement
as alleged by the Member that the
Maharashtra Governmeat's Backbay
Reclamation Scheme wae confined
only to the area between the high
water mark and the low water mark
was made by me. Accordingly, the
allegation of the Member that I had
made the aforesaid mis-statement is
without any substance,

Shri Madhu Limaye has also alleged
that I had sought to confuse the
House on the constitutional points
raised by him end he has contended
that in view of the provisions of the
Indian Ports Act and the Bombay
Port Trust Act, the provisions of the
Maharashtra Land Revenuws Codo-
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referred to in my earlier statement
and other State Laws appertaining to

the ports of Cochin, Madras and Cal-
cutta are void.
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There was no attempt or intentica
to confuse the House as alleged by
the Member and the Constitutional
position as understood by me was in-
dicated in the House. However, a
writ petition has since been filed in
the Bombay High Court by Shri Piloo
Modi and others wherein the Maha-
rashtra Government’'s Reclamation
Scheme has “been challenged on
several grounds. Among these are the

roeund that sectictis 294 and 295 of
the Maharashtra Land Revenue Code
are ultra wvires and contrary to the
provisions of the Bombay Port Trust
Act, 1879. 1t has further been averred
by the petitioners that large part of
the area covered by the reclamation
scheme is submerged in the water
even at the low water-mark and
vests in the Union, State of Maha-
rashtra having no right to deal with
the same. As the factual as well as
the constitutional and lcgal aspects
of the Backbay Reclamation Scheme
have since become sub judice, it
would not be proper to have a dis-
scussion with respect thereto in the
House.

Shri Madhu Limaye has also stated
that apart from reclamation project
in Bombay, there must have been
encroachments on lands within the
other major ports, wiz, Calcutta,
Cochin and Madras. This matter
concerns the Ministry of Shipping
and *Tranasport, which have adminis-
trative control over all the major
ports.

13.13 hrs.

MATTER UNDER RULE 377

REPORTS INCIDENTS IN CATAIN DELHI
UNIVERSITY COLLEGES ON THE EVE OF
UNION ELECTIONS

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS
MUNSHI (Calcutta-South): 1 should
like to inform you and wulso get a

SRAVANA 17, 1896 (SAKA)
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Rule 377
statement through you from the
Ministry of Home Affairs. Almost all

Members are aware that 9th August
is a great day in the history of our
freedom movement. The Youth Con-
gress Organisation and the National
Students Union propose to organise a
rally on 9th August tomorrow. Delhi
Universily Students Union elections
are going to be held. Unfortunately
today morning an incident took place.
Brij Mohan haiya, a candidate for
the Delhi Students Union sponsored
by the National Students Unicta and
the Indian Youth Congress and
Rangarajan Kumaramangalam son of
the late Kumaramangalam went to
the DAV college at 4.30 ira the morn-
ing. For the last ten days they could
not campaign there and paste a single
poster, The Vidyarthi Parishad and
RSS criminals attacked them when
they’ went there.... (Interrutions).
It can be enquired into by any depart-
ment.

st wree fagrdt T () -
WEAA  WEMRT , AT OTOT HTE HIST
&1 wETagE F AR fr At #r
WEAT AT WX RE G g,
o 3y # frw wvaErr g agaw
IFX T T2 & | mfev qraar qfaw
¥ s o fRT s ¥ oar

grm | FT OFT HAT W 3T d%E
frdr "3 9w wRg &@g
ST o§Ea g 7 fgmedl qfwy et
qE qE Wr g\ (FEyTT ) 4

gag "I T % A3 P OF ¥ ™
g 7

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS
MUNSI: There were 10 armed people
with lathis. completely drunk.

MR. SPEAKER:
in this motion,
University’.

You have said
“Incident in Delhi

SHR] ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
This is politically motivated.



