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widely which will give an impres
sion that we, as Members, have no 
fieedom of expression

MR SPEAKER I will not allow 
this because I hive already nwde 
my observations I have given my 
ruling and there is no change m it

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MIS HR A ' 
That will bring down this House m 
the estimation of the people

MR SPEAKER I the Pi ess 
publish these things, how am I con
cerned here After all the Parties 
have to function Your party, their 
paity and every party has to func
tion They have the right to issue 
a mandate They have the right to 
lS'.ue a whip I am, fherefoie, not 
accepting this position I have al
ready given my ruling on it I am 
not accepting it

(3TWT) $  20f*H£ 
g iT  f ,  ^  v ft srrcs %nt t  ^ r t  

s tp t ^  $ f ^ n r -
WpS ^  WT T& | I .

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

sft T O
TC R̂TT f> I %
37 srenr *  wtr 11  
^ r r  % TO'fHrcT t ,  s ffa  ^ r t  t o  

« ( *  m  & I f> «Û  *T 
% *rvm  v t *n*Trr ^  t  i

f o r  ^  w * r
w m  y&ft, s fk  17$

*r  snre ffaft ?Ft tFRrnrr
^T^TT, ^  S a fa r i’S  5 ^  wi SRTRT fnTT 

«rt *rE®T8ff 
| 3FT % 37^

5PT% *pt swrcr sdm  ?ft w t  st?
^  * m ^ r  m  wm 7

HWWI
f^TT f  3 ?  ^  'TRT VJ

I  »

«ft w ftfw n  * g  *r?r grar
^TFT f  |

wnf 5T̂ T ^  % J

«ft «sar fafrct a r r W t : srnr
*PT *!?> TspTT for v»ft *IM  ̂ It '3T3T 
gsrr f  ^  m i % <ror m  ^  
rTT i t T  f  I %f¥^T, 5ERT JTfft f a r f a  
I  f%  ^  ^  m  ?RkTt . . .

v « w r  »T|ftTO ^  ?rr ^rr^rr cfr 

^  T̂T I JTIT ?ft W T  5V
I  I

«ft WSH fw^rft : ?TlR
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"3% »t ?rpt ? m ^rr wi 
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12 58 hrs
STATEMENT BY MEMBER RE 
OWNERSHIP OF LAND BELOW 
THE SEA WITHIN TERRITORIAL 

WATERS

«ft f?nr^ ( 5m )  w ts t  
wn^fhr tr-^o ? tro  ^

% sft% l̂r % srr  ̂ *r
2 ^ ,  1974 <Pt ^TFT f w  cRT
«TR ŜT spT iRcT 'irr^Tfl | I 
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^TT ?T % ^ T .....................

1896 (SAKA) Statement by 166Member



167 Statement by Member AUQUST Q, 1974 Statement by Member i68»

t o w  iqjtar: m  m  4
t  ^  4H«Pt <rc »

^ « r r s r f a r q r  
$ »  * * r w * $ f f* r T ,* r T *  ^ r ^ r r  

i 5P^ «rrr ^  t 1  ?

MR, SPEAKER: ,
We have been following this practice; 
you can lay it on the Table. It is a 
long statement

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: You
have admitted that notice.

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.

: STFTt i t wrr 
*rfy<w< 1 1  #  sn rr fa r  cr’r
W  F 1 ^  7J7̂  wrnft
^  t  eft $ |

VW491 ^
w r  tit *r£ % *rter fe n
I  1

13 hrs.

: f  form  %
% Jfift 2fTqr | |

: f w  % 
*rr̂  *ft ^ ?rr J 1 snr t  <*|rt 
*rr?% t  eft sttt |  f% t^ r  «n:

wrft wrtt t  m  ^
f  1

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATR 
(Rajapur): Within a few minutes hfr 
will complete his statement

MR. SPEAKER: This is a long
statement. Kindly listen to me. B ow
can the Speaker function? Your *r* 
doing it too much.

w .m T
% ?ft% tit ^  tit fo $ lfa w  % $

1974 VIMfinrT
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297 ^  2 7 ^ T ^
% <w?rr !3rrf$r 1
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^ frarm T t 1 % W
srt anr?: vr4 tit J j ^ r  ^ar 
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^ fh r  ifr 3RT??rnt, % ^Pr 
x m  »  y ftw R  ir ̂ Nft < <rr ^
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srrcr 4 ( 3 }  t f k  ( 4 )
wttwt 5 r e x ^ % ^ » f  % f i f  

jrrd» *rf 11 *wrw  f% ^rnr 
% fasfr *r 5, #5r *r^rf
wfiwftw  sftaT 1 irrofhr anrcrr^ 
$*n3?TT V* srftiWR t  f% ^

% j r t  5Tf srrorR f^ ft  
*f< 'TT HT'T T&tfr I  I

^  ¥T srw |
* r f  r rrsp f a s t a  s p T ^ r - ^ i  $ ? s * n ? P T

?rr^| 1 * t  sfrjwrsr w  w r  t :

“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 
o f 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.”

HTTT 3 ( 2 ) $  «K<«ll£
^rTTftfrsqrraqvtfr t  m xr 3(6)
H i f i w t  spfrr «rr w r*  frt m zr 
m * tit xppfmfo | i 
sn rr  2 8  *r T ts  v t  a n w r

3PFR ®Ft *rt | :
“The property vested by this 

Section 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. . . .  ’»

srcr 66 ( 5 )
% spst fanW wrnr vr *rfsHT<
farc sft%,
^H5Tf *PT%, T^n?ftT 3i^nf 931% qT
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1350 t£PS| I % ? T T W T 3 T %
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iw r  w r  % i
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3^t CRT ^  5ft2JT?T *TPP
% ?tpt ^̂rr̂ ft" infhr stft | sn ^ r

fiPTT ^ f-ir Tf»qrt ®F̂ 
^ r ^ r ^ a p t ftr ^ r fw  ^
5^1f| i ^  
flr^r era- gnfhr %?? *Ff 11

sm  % *PT5TT TRTT «TT %  ¥̂T ^
^PtnfK %ri arrer %ft* wt
VTZX ^  % sfta 3TT*ft vrrfTFT fWV mK
qrcnr t  Tf^fhnrr % crt r̂nrr t o  
% Wm ¥*f̂ TtR iTPWT %j?t 1 1

jsSrwr
«ft I ^ ft  qR T̂TTT ^

c5trt *n->n;rG£ r̂rspiT 11 ’H'tt

srmw ^?r k fa  $% fr#W?Fr trfr>
2ft3RT 'TftWtT cR7 ÔfMrt | I 
ssfr % irm ?r wz *RFr ^  nwrr 
4i-T+rO f|-11
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*  t  1 vee i t  Tmr n m w  wk
1 $  % I art 3TCTW W t

srrw r  fWT effaT i

W ^ - ^ ^ t t  *nf?nr f£ %  sfV 
•far# ^ f?rR%%cr nvRT ^ t ft  | .-

( 1 ) — t o t r  #sf #
mR̂ Tmhi strt

sft mz* t o  % «ffa ^trV 
^ t# t f̂rfTT̂ r |i w r t  fr foS flvw  
’TfcifhSFTT & <ft t t X  T O  % *TFT 3TTT 
*rrcT qpft % fft% ^  «n*ft snffr t t  ?ft
STTWf f t  £ I 1974 % f f ^ R  
Zl%? &FT *T W Z  I  fa  t v }  faF^VW 
'ffofrsRT *r ^  %mr =snt ®t£t 
^  ?tt itt srft, tt̂ - trr <n^- <TFft3r
Tĝ TT | I 5?T% 5FTRT W  ifcr *fiT

^  T^fVirfsr-
w  'TRt *T T̂ TT I  *rte?H 730 

’BHZt ^Tffr 3f *T 680 5TfTCT % 2ftTR I 
«f‘ »ft*3'T ^7 IT IrT JiT̂ PTTf T stfTT 
*f r̂̂ TT’f i ) ' ■ m T ^ c r  5rf̂ F>
sft STT3T T O  % WPt BIFfj- Spffa fm  
t t  t t w  ?t<*fi < *t ^®?rr wr tstt t, 
sfaw  ^*rkr o t  s r  ^yfqw ^
«WSJT xTTf5f»T I

( 2) ^HTrfhr aTTWrf n̂T*T sffa: 
p̂ĉ rf 5rnj?r % srpiywlf

|t» 3ft 41^1  ̂ 3r %7gW ^tpjt 
|, *r$Kr<$ tf*r *nrcr

«ft ssiT^fsp
t  *nfr v rsm ff *r s h N ct <rwfi%$rf 
*rer t o  srk <rr gnr?: t o  %• sfte 

f̂ RT fr # w  f w  | ^
SfacT STS' 3TCT TT r̂rfM’H T̂ #  I flTflp?
% ^  «i5V ̂  ^  twt m  ^  ^%<tt
fit ?tttt w  3r?srn? $»rc ifh:
«rw r̂r̂ ft ‘ftf^rt «rrf<!irT^ v> 

s ^ ^ f t  1

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUS
TICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(SHKI 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 
cu 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 Maharashtra 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 March, 
1974, the Member had raised the 
question of the constitutional autho
rity of the Government of Maha
rashtra to reclaim land under the 
Backbay Reclamation Scheme in the 
context of the provisions of article 
297 of the Constitution without 
drawing any distinction between the 
foreshore and (he land underlying 
the* territorial waters. In my earlier 
statement, the legal position as to the 
reclamation of the foreshore land by 
the Mahaiashtra Government under 
the scheme of reclamation formulated 
by them was explained and it was in
dicated that such reclamation of the 
foreshore did not contravene article 
297 of the Constitution. No statement 
as alleged by the Member that the 

Maharashtra Government'? Backbay 
Reclamation Scheme w«p 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 and he has contended 
that in view of the provision# of the 
Indian Ports Act and the Bombay 
Port Trust Act, the provisions of the 
Maharashtra Land Revenue Codr
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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.

173 SHAVANA 17, 1896 (SAKA) 174

There was no attempt or intenticu
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 beeu 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
grcu:1d that sectio.i , 294 and 295 of
the Maharashtra Land Revenue Code
are ultra vires and contrary to the
provisions of the Bombay Port Trust
Act, 1879. It 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 a;; well as
the constitutional and legal 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 Lirnaye has also stated
that apart from reclamation project
in Bombay, there must have bec.i
encroachments on lands within the
other major ports, viz., Calcutta,
Cochin and Madras. This matter
concerns the Ministry of Shipping
and -Transport, which have adminis-
trative control over all the major
ports.

13.13 hrs.

MATTER UNDER RULE 377

REPORTS INCIDENTS IN CATAIN DELID

UNIVERSITY COLLEGES ON THE EVE OF

UNION ELECTIONS

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

Matter Under
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
University Students Union elections
are going to be held. Unfortunately
today morning an incident took place.
Brij Mohan Lihaiya, a candidate for
the Delhi Students Union sponsored
by the National Students UniO_land
the Indian Youth Congress and
Rangarajan Kumaramangalam son of
the late Kumaramangalam went to
the DAV college at 4.30 i'.l 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 .... (Tnterrutions).
It can be enquired into by any depart-
ment.
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SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS
MUNSI: There were 10 armed people
with lathis, comp1etely drunk.

MR. SPEAKER: You have said
in this motion, "Incident in Delhi
University'.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:.
This is politically motivated.


