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THE MINISTE OF SH{PPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI KAMLAPATI
“TRIPATHI): I thought my Bill could
be taken up after the lunch recess.

MR. SPEAKER: Yes.
SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: rose—

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Staphen, we
will try to find out time. I think we
will save one hour tomorrow and
finish it tomorrow evening. I will have
to see the time already allocated to
the business. Out of that we will
have to squeeze some time.

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYYA:
Let us adjourn the discussion.

MR. SPEAKER: I am referring to
a debate. They say there was some
earthquake. that it was not because
of the floods or some hillg falling, but
due to an earthquake, boulders and
all that. T said they could have half
an hour or one hour scparately for
that. 8

St

13.10 hrs.

The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunch
&ill fiteen manutes past Fourteen of
the Clock.

The Lok Sabha re-assembled efter
Lanch at twenty minutes past Four-
teen of the Clock.

(Mr. Drpury-SPEAKER in the Chair)
MAJOR PORT TRUSTS (AMEND-
MENT) BILL

THE MINISTER OF SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI KAMLAPATI
TRIPATRHI): Sir, I beg to move:

*“That the Bill to amend the
Major Port Trusts Act 1963 be taken
into consideration.”
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SHR! SOMNATH CHATTERJEE
(Burdwan). This Bill purports to
give effect to some recommendations
of the Commission on Major Ports
which gave its report in 1970. 1 tind
from this report that altogether 160
recommendations were made by this
Commssion and after about four
years of supposed deliberations, the
Government hag thought fit now to
bring forward a Bill dealing with one
or two of the recommendations. To
the major recommendations of this
Commission for the better and improv-
ed functioning of the different ports
in India no attention has been given,
as is apparent from the Bill that has
been brought. The only proposal is
to constitute or recenstitute the Port
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Trusts or the Boards of Management
without looking into the various 1m-
portant recommendations of the Com-
mussion. Therefore, it seems that the
Government thought that since am
important Commission has made some
recommcendations about 4 or 5§ years
ago, something has to he done and
‘let us do with the minimal of {t',
namely, the constitution of the Board.
And the Major things remain un-
attended,

So far as the reconstitution which
has been contemplated, kindly see
that the whole of the Bombay Port
Trust Act and the Calcutta Port Trust
Act have been stated here to be no
longer operative except in respect of
one very important thing—see clause
38 relating to the municipal assess-
ment of the property. Now, one of
the major recommendations was that
these provisions in the old Act would
pnot be retained. Now, this is am
attempt still to continue those pro-
visions whereby the Government avoid
payment of the municipal rates and
taxes in respect of the Port Trust
property. Although the Commission
hat 1ecvmmended otherwise, the Gov-
ernment has not accepted it. Now, an
attempt is sought to be made to create
an impression ag if the Board is not
functioning properly and that if there
13 a change in the Board, ali the ills
ana difficultieg faced by the gifferent
ports will be solved. That is not the
position. I want to make thig submis-
sion that this is a sort of an attempt
to create an impression for the people
that these different Boards which
have been constituted under the old
Act are not functioning properly and
the only cure is to reconstitute or
change them. I do welcome any
change for the better. But why i
this plecemeal Jegislation ke this,
tinkering with the problem and not
facing and trying to solve the
problem?

Idonotwimtomndpomchhl.
But what is the position of the Caleut-
ta Port to-day, which is the most
mportent port in the whole of the
country? What is being done with

Py
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regard to the Caleutta port? Even in
the last two yeais, the volume of
traffic hag fallen fropy 6.6 million
tonne’ 1n 1972-73 to 6.23 million tonneg
in 1973-74. It appears now that in
view of the present navigable posi-
tion of the river Hooghly, no ship
with a draft of 18" and gbove will be
uble to reach Calcutta port or leave
it after 4 years if in the meantime
no water is released from Farakka.
This is the position with regard to
the Hooghly river. The Calcutta port
depends ypon the navigability of the
Hooghly river, Now, what is being
do"c? We have been promised by this
Government that this water will come
from Far. kka, but this, lhke their
usual promise, has not been kept. The
position is—I will just read a report
frem the Stufoanwn which says:

“At present navigation on the
Honoghly was carried out by day-
to-day manoeuvres "

This is the stage to which it has
vrought the Calcutta port

“They said it was easier for ships
to 1rith  Calcutta by taking the
help of the tide but they had to
face many obstacles during their
way back.”

Sir, manyv suggestiong have been
made but they have not been imple-
monted The usual speeches are there.
And I find once or twice, our popular
Dep ity Minister here bad gone there.
He rave us hopec, but T am rure he is
very much a prisoner in the whole
set up and cannot do anything even
if he tries, I wish to place before the
hononrable House one or two other
important aspects with regard to the
Cazlcutta Port. Here it is said:

“The vessels during their outward
movement nov have to folloyy @
hop, stop and jump method. Ships
rust cross the first bar 20 miles
from Calcutta popularly known as
low water crossing so that they are
wble to cross mors formidable ones
like the Fastern Ghat during the
highest stage of tidsl rise.

AUGUST ¢
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The hydiaulic experts said that
the navigational channels on the
Hooghly was becoming narrower
every day. Safe anchoragegs for
ships during the crossinz of bars
were also becoming fewer than
before. This situation had inevitably
restricted the number of vessels
that could move in and out of Cal-
cutta,”

But, Sir, the position is that as
early as in 1928 one million tonnes
of cargo could be carried from Cal-
ships were required for removal of the
siting and other hazards in 1971,177
shipg were required for removal of
the same quantit,

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is
an important point you are making,
but does it come within the scope of
this Bill?

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE:
Very much so This is regarding the
implementation of the reports of the
Major Ports Commission.

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Farakka
1s a complicated question,

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE:
1t is very important. This is 2 major
port. We are having a legislation
which will only be..

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER. 1t is re-
lated also to our relation with Bang-
ladesh,

SHRY! SOMNATH CHATTERJEE'
My point is that the smendment does
not take into consideration the major
recommendation and there 1s no pro-
vision made with rerard to the better
working of the major pncts This is
my submission, And there is no point
in saying that once you put two
lahour representatives  everything
will be all right. We welcome the
proposal. We want it to be four
as Mr, Shastrli has proposed. But
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provement in the functioning of the
major ports in the country. Merely
changing the number ¢! trustees from
20 to 17 or 30 to 17 do not think that
you will make wonders. This is not
going to be the position. You have to
approach the problem with a proper
perspective. You should try to solve
the problem instead of tinkering with
it. Don't think that our country will
march towards progress if the Calcut-
ta port is killed; please do not have
such illusion. I am not speaking for
my State only. I am not parochial.
Let that impression be not there.
Don’t think this country can progress
further if the Calcutta port is ruined.

PI‘R. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I do not
think anybody has that impression,

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE.
My point is this Sir. I wish to point
out that while this report is there
on all these matters, no worth-while
sttempt has been made to remedy the
defects to improve the working, the
functioning, of the Calcutta Port. This
ig my submission. A large amount of
expenditure ig beihg incurred on ac-
count of dredging Dredging can never
solve the problem permanently. There
are various suggestions made by ex-
perts. I want to know as to what
steps are taken for improvement of
the Calcutta Port. One suggestion was
regarding construction of barrage with
Jocks and regulating gates on Hooghly
near Pakuria near Falta, Then ships
of 35 draught will ¢ome to the port
of Calcutta.

Then, there is need for another
barrage below Haldia with locks and
regulating gates to be constructed.
There should be two dykes on both
sides of Hooghly near sand head which
will narrow the fifteen mile breadth
of Hooghly to two to three miles.
The silt will not accumulste at the
sand head. Rather it will remain
deep. These are very important pro-

which have to be implemented
and seriously considered by Govern-
ment. ¥ want a 1 assurapce
#om the Minister as to the paint ot
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time from which this water from
Farakka will be available to the river
Hooghly. We have been promised and
and promised that 40,000 causes ot
water would be available, Nothing is
going to happen before Calcutta port
iy made a desert, Can you give us
all assurance?

No modern facilities for landing
have been given so far as Calcutta Port
is concerned. This was one of the
important recommendations of this
Commission. I do not find that at all
excepting a provision that has been
made for the bathing ghat, etc. There
is no proposal made. Nor any change
is affected for bringing about im-~
provements for loading and unload-
ing, or road facilities. This wag oneé
of the major recommendations for all
the ports in this country without
which the ports cannot work pmperly.
No provision has been made with re-
gard to improvements in loading and
unloading facilities to these portd
There are various geales of charges
in different ports in India which are
hampering the functionine of the ports.
The Commission has recommended for
the creation of a Central Port Rates
authority for going into this question.
But. we do not find anything )nith
regard to this at all. The hon, Minis~
ter said that some proposals have been
made which would only mean thst:
the Government @it
greater control now.

1 am not enamoured of the Central
Government's having & control. That
means bureaucratic control. My point
1s that the Central Government's con-
{rol can be given statutory recognition
with definite guidelines. We do not
findg any guidelines. That meang ab~
solute buresucratic conirols are
Because Central Government's con-
trol is there, all the dificulties will
not be overcome. 1 am not accepting
that proposal. So, 1 would like the
hon. Minister to consider framing of
bye-laws or guidelines 3o 85 to get rid
of the difficulties, We do pot Xnow



153  Major Port Trust

think if more powers are given {o the
Chairman they can function better.

Now, Sir, why should there be such
a discrepancy in the powers of the
Chairman and the Board as a whole.
The Board of Trustees will have re-
presentations of different imterests.
Why should not the Board of Trustees
have powers? Why ghould the Chair-
man have greater powers than the
Board itself? So far as employee's re-
presentatives  are concerned, there
should be an adequate representation.
I would like to point out that these
matters should not be left merely to
the discretion of the Government. The
amendment which is being proposed
only fixes the minimum number with
regard to the labour representatives.
It does not fix the basis on which dif-
ferent numerical strength of different
interests will be projected in the
Board. There ought to be some guide-
lines which should not be left merely
to the Central Government to decide
:ve;thout any principles being indica-

So far as apopintments of officers
are concerned, it ig a matter which
should certainly be dealt with at the
higher level. I would, however, like
to point out that so far as different
ports are conce:ned, serious charges of
corruption and misuse of power are
Yeing made We would like to know
what the Government is doing with
regard to them. In so far as the func-
tioning of gome of the officers, whom
1 do not want to name, are concerned,
in Calcuita Po't, they have become a
matier of scandal This should be im-
mediately looked into. I welcome the
limited amendment proposed. Though
some changes are made, yet I feel that
gome sort of uniformity has to be
brought about in regard to all major
ports in India What is brought about
bv the Major Port Trust Amendment
Bill should not be the last word in
the matter of bringing about improve-
mente in all maijor ports in India The
hen. Minister should at least assure
the Hnuge that Government i3 serious-
jv thinking on the acceptability or
.otherwise of the recommendatiuns
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made by this Commission and the
steps they propose to take to imple-
ment those proposals, when they pro-
pose to bring forward a further legis-
lation-a more comprehensive legisla-
tion—they should not bring forward
legislation piecemeal in order to give
an injustifie impression to this coun-
try.

SHRI B. V. NAIK (KANARA): Sir,
I welcome the Bill that has been
presented by the hon. Minister for
Shipping and Transport. The reasons
for #his Bill have been stated in the
Statememnt of Objects and Reasons,
namely, to give effect to certain recom-
mendations of the Major Ports Com-
mission accepted by Government. This
was in 1968. There has been a consi-
derable period of time which have
accepted since 1988 and 1974. About
the same time this Commission was
going into the question of major ports
there was amother study team which
at the instance and imvitation of the
then Minister, Dr. VK.R.V. Rao, had
visited thig country and made a re-
port. This was by the International
Association of Ports and Harbours
where is a fund of information which
has been given by this Commission as
well which I am quite sure has also
got the attention of the hon. Minister.
I shal] refer to the general recom-
mendations of that study team later
but as for the specific case T would like
to submit while this Bill takes care of
the enti~e coastline of 3,500 miles m
thig country spreading from Calcutta
to Kandla we may see almost every
State in this country which is a maxri-
time State in this country has been
taken care of and serviced by a major
port Maharashira is serviced by Bom-
bay; West Bengal by Calcutta; Tamil
Nadu by Madras; Andhra Pradesh by
Vishakhapatnam; Orissa by Paradip;
Kerala by Corhin and the State of
Gujarat by Kandla. I do mnot know
one gingle reason why the State of
Karnataka....

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI:
Mafitalore has been taken up and it is
now a major port.



SHRI B. V. NAIK: I am glad the
hon. Minister has preferred to give
the clarification on this. Of course there
is Murmagao but as far as the State
of Karnataka the purport of this Bill
does not seem to be clear. It has not
been Isted as a major port as far as
this Bill is concerned. I sm very giad
that the hon. Minister now makes a
statement that Mangalore will be a
major port,

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI PRANAB
KUMAR MUKHERJEE): It is, al-
ready. i

SHRI B. V. NAIK: I would jike the
hon. Deputy Minister to kindly assure
us of one thing. Is it a major port
trust as coming within the ambit of
this Bill or not?

SHRI PRANABKUMAR MUKER-
JEE: I may clarify the position and
say that two ports have been declared
as major ports, namely Tuticorin and
Mangarlore. Since they have just
been declared as such, no port trust
has been formed, nor are they gov-
erned by the Major Port Trusts Act,

1963. But they are being run de-
partmentally. d
MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: But

what he would like to know is whe-
ther Manglore will come under the
Major Port Trusts Act after it has
been amended.

SHRI KAMALAPATI TRIPATHI:
Of course, it will come,

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I think
he should be satisfied with that.

SHRI A. K. M. ISHAQUE BASIR-
HAT: Would there be any provision
in this Bill?

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That
does not matter. That can be bro-
ught in later on. I think there is
some provision in the Bill under which
they can include any other port.
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SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKER-
dei: It will be extended.

SHRI B. V. NALK: Sincc Mangalore
has amrcady becn declared, as  the
hon. Minister has also dectared just
now, as « mejor port, I would re-
quest the hon. Minister to go through
the stutlement made by the Karnat-
aka State Minister for Ports and Har-
bours, Mr Syed Ahmed Mohammad
Umar Yahya, in the month of July,
1974 in front of the Karnataka Cham-
ber of Commerce and Industry. It
seems that he has been trying to draw
the attention of the Centre to the
need for further development of the
Mangalore port. The details will be
available in his statement. His re-
marks might be a little critical and
unpalatable as far as the original de-
cision in regard to the selection of the
site, etc. is concerned. However, let
bygones be bygones, and we would
not like to deal with this specific case.
But the sclection of the future ports
at least will have to be done, bearing
in mind the fact that in regard to the:
question of ports, harbours and such
other technological developments,
political considerations of local pres-
sure groups or political lobbies should
bear the least amount of relevance
when ultimately the decision is made-
by the Ministry in regard to the lo-
cation of the sites of major national
development.

The only point in regard to the port
trusts which I have reason to comp-
lain about to that there major port
trusts in this country have always
grown and all continue to grow be-
cause of the undivided attention paid
by the Government of India at the:
cost of the minor ports and the inter-
mediate ports. Therefore, while we-
do appreciate the fact that the three
pioneer ports, namely Bombay,
Calcutta and Madras have now been
equated with the rest of the major
ports in this countrv, T would like to
know whether it will not be poscible
for the Government in the Ministry
of Shinping and Transvort to bring
forward a uniform Act in regard to
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2ll the ports that are there in these
3500 miles of the Indian coastline, so
that we have a common law.  Why
shouid these be treated as sonicthing
special and something at a higher le-
ver whizh needs the undivideg al-
tentinn of the Governmeont of India?
What wrong, for example, hawve the
undeveloped but potentially tremen-
dous ports like Karwar have done?
What harm has it done?

What has Bhatkal done? Wnat has
Malpe done? There are hundreds of
such ports which are languishing for
want of consideration and actention,
financial assistance and so on. If
the-e aro identified and prompyted, the
congestion and other problems of the
majior ports and port trusts can be
solved not throuzh administrative
measures but by providing the mer-
chant navy an alternative option.

‘One of the handicaps in this behalf
is this. Again take KXarwar. The
shipyard cannot come there because
it is not a major port. A major port
cannnt come because there is no rail-
way line. A railway line cannot come
unless there is a major port.

- SHRIMATI PARVATI KRISHNAN:
The railways have no money—at
least that is what they say.

SHRI B. V. NAIK: Money can be
found provided it gets priority, I
would say this is a vicious circle.
Therefore, I would suggest that until
and unless you bring in uniform leg-
islation, things in regard to the rest
ot the ports in the country will not
br'ghten. That would be a major
national loss.

Coming back to the recommenda-
tions made by thig International As-
soc ation of Ports anq Harbours, some
of them =re sort of sve-openers., One
is that the Central Government should
clocely not control port purchase of
co~tly eanital equipment. This is
not verv finttering for our port trust
administrations. What do they mean
bv that? T am not critcising the

AUGUST 6, 1974  (Amendment) Bill

158

study team. I am asking what is
wrong with our port trust administ-
rations. In other words are the top
managements of the ports not ecap-
able of making proper purchases?
That means purchases decisions have
to be taken out of their hands. In
plain terms, they ailude to corrup-
tion in purchases. This is not very
flattering,

Then they should there should be
clearance facilitizs avoidance of de-
murrage charges. the waiting that
goes at the ports should be brought
down to 24 hours. This is something
like asking for the moon, We get
well-loaded fertiliser and food ships
which come there and wait upstream
for a period of 15 days. The whole
country pays in foreign exchange the
demurrage charges worth hundreds
of thousands of rupees, I do not
know whether this legislation alone
will be able to prevent this wastage
of our foreign exchange.

The last point s this. Are we in
a position at least to utilise the full
capacity of thesc major port trusts?
At present what is the handling capa-
city and what are the plans and pro-
grammes to fully utilise the built-in
capacity of the major ports of this
country?

With these few remarks, I support
the BIIL

SHRIMATI PARAVATI KRISHNAN"
(Coimbatore): I welcome the thought
that it is there behind this Bill of
bringing about uniformity amongst the
major port trusts. But I have got my
qualms and these are what I would
like to give experession tc now, spealke-.
ing on thig Bill

Firstly, what is disturbing is that:
clauses 9, 10 and 11 of the Bill seek
to give the Chairman extraordinary
powers and will militate more and
more againt the democratic function-
ing the port truts. At the moment,
the port trustees do have certain
powers but these clauses seek to take.
away those powers and give furthex-
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powers to the Chairman who already
has so many powers, We have ex-
perience of the functioning of these
port trust boards, We know that,
saddled as they are with a large
number of represerntatives of various
government departments, whep the
Chairmap, happens to be &n IAS or ICS
officer, these poor Johnnies are most
nervous to open their mouthg to pro-
test against what the Chairman may
be doing which they consider may not
be correct

Again, the functions of the various
members of the board have not been
defined specifically in order to create
the basis for demorcatic functioning
of these Boards The Chairman has
the power to reject any point that a
member of the board may send to be
included in the agenda; he does not
have to assign any reason. He may
gay: “I do not like your face or I do
not like your voice and therefore, 1
had not included it in the agenda.”
Therefore, it is necessarv that <hese
functions should be clearly, defined so
that we safegusrq ageirst qutocratie
and bureaucratie functioning. It will
be in the Interest of the efficient
working of the ports if the boards are
Yun properly; otherwise why have
these boards at all? Is it to show
that there is democratic functioning
in the ports in democratic India,
where incidentally most things are
done by Ordinances? Why have
these boards? You can as well func-
tion through Ordinances. Therefore,
1 would have been happier if the Bill
did not contain these clauses which
seek to restrict the powers of the
boards and enlarge the powers of the
chairman a< these will only lead to
distortion in the working of the
boardn

For instance, t1ll recently the chair-
man has had the power to sanction
work upto a sum of Rs 25000 with-
out the prior sanction of the board:
he could go to the board for ex post
facto sanction That amount has re-
cently been increased by the Govern-
ment. He has been given more and
more powers and the powers of the
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board as such are being restricted, I
would therefore appeal to the Minis.
ter, broadminded as he js and having
been brought up in a system of demo-
cracy till now, that he should with-
draw these clauses from the Bill.
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I should next ike to refer to an.
other provision that affects the func~
tioning of these boards. Today there
1s no uniform policy regarding recog-
nition of trade uniong among the
various ports; it varies from port to
port. As a result of verification
having been gone through, certain
unions had got representation on the
boards, But that trade union 3til} re.
maing umucogrused. The leader of
our party. Shri Inderjit Gupta is the
president of the Calcuita Port and
Dock Workers’' union and was a mem-
ber of the port trust from April 70 to
March 1974. But the union was not
recognised, in terms of industrial re-
lations. It was so inspite of verifica«
tion. The result was that a vast num-
ber of problems and disputes which
would come up and which could be
gettled at the grass root level scross
the table would have to be processed
by the Labour Ministry and then the
Ministry of Transport and Communi-
cations according to the usual proce.
dures ana delays. Files had to be
chased from one Ministry to another.
We would have to wait when the
Minister in d¢harge was changed be-
caw-e of Cabinet reshuffle. With the
result the sores were festering more
and more leading to disharmony.
When the workers reach the end of
their patience and a strike takes place
then there is a hulla-baloo about how
they are holding the country to ran-
som, as was done about the railway
workers. There is the same kind of
bankruptcy in respect of industrial
relations in other departmerts ard
ministries also. 1 wounld therefore,
appeal to the hon. Minister that at
least he should have the foresight
and make some provisions for the
recognition of unions and have the
atmosphere cleared in the hoard for
proper industrial relatiors so that
labour and irdustrial nrahleme ronld
be settled in the shortest possible
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time by the ereation of facilities for
across the table settléments. Take
for instence the recognition of the
Madras Port United Labour Union.
ASK is the President of that union.
Today by virtue of vertification, he is
a member of the Port Trust; he is a
trustee. At the same time, the union
is not still recognised, although last
Year it had a membership of 6400.
‘There have been more than one strike
during the last two years in that par-
ticular port and they could be settled
only when this union’s representatives
were called to Delhi by the Transport
Ministry or the Labour Ministry. Why
get to that stage? Why not have a
proper policy of recognition of unions
for settling industrial disputes and
maintaining industrial harmony?

I am glad we have heard a voice
speaking for Mangalore I think I
should also speak what I am com-
mitted to speak for my State of
Tamilnadu Why is 1t that Tuticorin
has been left out?

SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHER-
JEE: It has already been declared a
major port Notification has been
issued But some work is still to be
completed

SHRI B V  NAIK: The Deputy

Minmister 1s contradicting his senior
colleague While we have been given
a clean assurance in regard to
Mangalore

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 raised
that question and he said, nothing
stands 1n the way of Mangalore and
other ports being brought within the
purview of this Act through an rd-
ministrative measure

SHRIMATI PARVATH! KRISH-
NAN: We have experience of Gov-
ernment’s functioning. First it s
urider consideration, 'then active con-
sidération, then urgent consideration
atd months'end yéars pass by.
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SHRI B. V. NAIK: It should be
donie by a legislative measure.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If you
are s0 keen, you should have gent in

an amendment that these ports
should be included here,
SHRIMAT! PARVATHI KRISH-

NAN: The State Government, in the
mudst of all its preoccupations, has
also recommended that Tuticorin be
included as a major port. It is not
only a question of this legislation
covering Tuticorin Port. The pro-
blem will be, whether the workers of
the harbour project in Tuticorin are
to be absorbed in the Port Trust or
not. That demand is still outstand-
ing. That is why we would like the
minister to include Tuticorin in this
Bill itself so that the various pro-
blems that exist there with regard to
labour can also be settled without
any delay.

SHRI CHINTAMONI PANIGRAHI
(BHUBANESWAR): Sir, I welcome
this Bill. I welcome also the way in
which the hon. Minister presented
this Bill This is a major develop~
ment, so far as bringing about uni-
formity in all the major ports is con-
cerned, and this is something for
which we have been trying all these
years, because there were different
legislation for different ports. There-
fore, 1 appreciate the step the Gov-
ernment have taken.

So far as representation of labour
is concerned, it ig provided here that
before appointing any person to re-
present labour employed in the port,
the Central Government shall obtain
the opinion of the trade union, if any,
composed of persons employed in the
port and registered under the Trade
Unions Act, 1926, and that the num-
ber of persons so appeinted shall not
be less than two, The number can
be increased to four also, So, there
is not much of controversy on this
point.

Will it not be more wuseful and
helpful if the lo¢al MLA and MP are
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nominated by the Government to the
port trust of that area? That will
help in democratising the port trust
when the elected representatives are
included there. I hope the hon.
Minister will take this point into
consideration,

Then I come to the present position
of Paradeep port, which is a major
port. I am very happy that it is re-
ceiving the attention of the hon.
Minjster. Recently I had been to
that port. 1 was happy to find that
the Railway Convention Committee
and the hon. Deputy Minister visited
that port Paradeep port was a gift
by the State Government to the Cen-
tral Government. The State Govern-
ment built that port by their own
effort and they spent Rs 16 crores.
Though the Central Government pro-
mised to reimburse that amount. they
have not done it so far. It is a big
burden on the Orissa Government
because they have to pay interest on
these Rs 16 crores. Yet, the Central
Government have not kept their pro-
mise,

Though this 1s one of the deepest
ports, yet for the last many years it
is languishing, because three agencies
are now working in that port, name-
ly, the Port Trust, the railways and
the MMTC The Cuttak-Paradeep
raillway link was constructed by
spending Rs. 16 crores to 17 crores.
That has been opened only to goods
traffic to carry iron ore to be export-
ed to Japan, After the completion of
the track, it was thought that annual-
ly three to four million tonnes of iron
ore would be exported. Today not
even 60,000 tonnes of iron ore iIn a
month goes to that port because the
railways do not provide the wagons.
When we met all the three agencies
separately, the railways laid the blame
on the MMTC, the MMTC on the Rail-
ways and the Port Trust on the rail-
ways. Though these agencies have
been entrusted with the responsibility
of exporting 4 million tonnes of jron
ore and even though so much money
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hes been spent, here ig no coordins-

tion between these three agencies.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This. is
what the Americans call, passing the
buck.

SHRI CHINTAMONI PANIGRAHI:

I am very happy to know that the_
hon. Deputy Minister has been ap-
prised of the whole matter and that’
he has set up a committee after his
return from that place. I do not know
whether the committee will be able
to coordinate the work of the differ-
ent agencies, Anyhow the present
position is that the vast patential of
that port is languishing.

Now, the proposal for providing
wagon tippler system and iur com-
pleting the port railway system is
lying with the Transport Ministry for
the last three vears. The design har
been completed in Vishakhapatnam,
In one hour, 25 wagong of iron ore is
being fed into the ship at Visakha-
patnam For the last three years,
the proposal is still lying with the
Transport Ministry They are work-
ing out whether it should be 25 wa-
gons per hour or 45 wagons per hour.
This argument 1s going on. They do
not agree as to whether it should be
25 wagons per hour or 45 wag =3 per
hour,

Let them agree to figure of 30 or 35
wagons per hour, strike a mean, and
introduce this system so that the
Paradeep port handles more traffic.
The proposal has not yet been cleared.
It is still lying with the Transport
Ministry. I would request the hon.
Minister to kindly look into this
matter. When the design has been
completed in Vizag, why should it not
be introduced in the coming 2-%
months, in any modified form, in the
Paradeep port so that you could ex-
port iron ore.

About the general cargo berth, the
Government of India has already
sanctioned it. Not even one cargo
berth has been completed though in-
the Fifth Plan, the target is to have
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17 general cargo berths. The capa-
city of the Paradeep port will cover
the entire hinterland, right from
Madhya Pradesh, all this area, and it
can export 7 million tonnes of goods.
According to a recent survey conduct.
ed, it can go even upto 9 million
tonnes. With such potentialities, if
the Transport Ministry does not take
a httle more interest, the Paradeep
port 1s not going to develop

Another problem mn the Paradeep
port 1s the serious erosion that is
taking place there Three years ago.
1 went to the place where Nehru laid
the foundation stone and, at that
time, rea was 3 miles away from the
Nehru Bungalow Today. it 1s only
200 ft away Such a rapid erosion 1s
taking place They have spent Rs 34
crores on such a major port If the
erosion 1s not checked we are going
to lose such a big achievement in our
State It 1 a national achievement.
1 hope, th¢ Government will do <ome-

thing about 1t I urge upon the
Minister to iovk nto this problem
also

Lastly, I must congratulate the
Minister foir giving a little hope to
the people of Orswa about the ship
burlding yard ‘Though 1t 1s not with-
in the pwiview of the discussion of
thic Bill, 1 am digressing a Iittle
When the question came up about
locating the ship bulding yard n the
count1y, I am verv happy to sa, that
his reply gave hopes to the people of
Orissa that the Government of India
15 taking into consideration the ques-
tion of having a ship bwlding jard
at Paradeep I welcome this measure
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§ fir ware® w7 972 forrar sroeT o A%, depth into the entire matter of Ports
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SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY
(Kendrapara): Mr. Deputy-Speaker,
Sir, it is common knowledge that to-
day most of our major ports are limp-
ing and are in the red. Their effec-
tiveness leaves much to be deswred.
In that context, I do expect that this
Bill ghould not merely think of the
problems but should have covered the
entire aspect of the reorganisation of
the major ports o as to make their
functioning more effective?

The House would recall that a Study
Team on the Major Ports which had
been appointed in the year 1988 made
@ recommendation which I quote:

“We therefore urge that the Indian
Government authorise a study in

Trust organisation.”

“We suggest, therefore, that when
the reorganisation study of the Port
Trusts is initiated, the services of a
foreign management consulting firm
having expertise in the field of orga-
uization be engaged despite the fact
that the services of such firmg are
generally expensive.”

In pursuance of this recommendation,
a Major Ports Commission had been
appointed which had made many re-
commendations out of which, it I
remember correctly, the only recom-
mendation which this Bill ig going to
implement is to bring the three major
ports, Calcutta, Bombay and Mad:as,
on par with the other ports like Vizag,
Tuticorin, Paradip, Kandla and Mar-
mugao in pursuance of the Port Trust
Act, 1963 Beyond that, I do not find
any significant recommendatio, which
is sought to be implemented by this
Bill 1 hope the hon. Minister will
explain to us while replying to this
debate as to why he has chosen not
to implement the other major recom-
mendationgs which the Major Port
Trusts Commission had recommended

In that context, I shall invite the
attention of the House to one signifi-
cant fact. Ag regardg the organisation
of the Port Trust, the Chairman
occupies a pivotal position in it But,
unfortunately, the position of the
Chairman of the Port Trust is not
very complimentary. I quote from
the Report of the Study Team on
Major Ports of India. On page 47,
this is what is stated therein:—

“We have previously presented
our general impressions of the re-
lationships which exist between
first, second and third level officials
at major ports. We add here that
while there are many obvious weak-
nesses in the relationships between
these officials, the majority of Chair-
men at the individual ports who are
members of the Indian Administra-
tive Service (IA8) or, in a few
casssy, the Indian Civil Service
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(ICS), have had extensive adminis-
Arative experience. As we have said,
«the basic fault we find is the very
+fact that these individuals are ad-
ministrators rather than managers.
This appears to be more g fault of
the ‘system’ thap of the individuals.”

“The Study Team has categorically
stated that the Chairmen should be
moze of managers than of administra-
fors. But, what do we find? Some
admimstrators function ag bureaucrats
and nct as Chairmen What 15 the
result of all this? I would invite the
attention of the Minister to page 147
of this Report 1 quote,

“The current Chairman ,f the
Puit Trust has served since May
1867. He had no experience m port
uperation or management prior to
becoming Chairman *

So, 3 man without any experience and
without knowing the A, B or C of a
port, 15 appointed as Chairman merely
because of the fact that he belongs 10
the TAS What has been the net
result” Only yesterday, the hon
Minister, in reply to a question, 1n this
House has said that Paradip Port has
been incurring a losg at the rate of
Rs 3 crores a year

This ig the resul{ when you put an
administrator as the head of a port
trust who has got no experience of
the port whatscever But what do
we find in this Bill? We find the Gov-
ernment has not educated itself from
the past experience but on the other
hand it has given a position of further
premium to these Chairmen who have
no experience of port trusts

Further, the study team had rightly
recommended that the Chairmen
should be divestegd of their adminis-
trative duties and they should be more
entrusted With the operational acti-
vities. Towards that end the team had
rightly urged the creation of a new
position designated as the General
Manager for each of the major ports
‘who would manage the day-to-day
activitiey of the -port trusts. I hope
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the hon, Minister owes an answer to
this House as to why this recommen-
dation has not been implemented, why
nnn_-technical men who have po ox-
Perience of the port trusts work are
entrusted with the management of the
port. I hold on this account our major
ports are decaying and their effective-
ness is dwindling.

Coming to Paradip port I would
invite the attention of the hon. Minis-
ter to Chapter 10 of the recommenda-
tiong of the Major Ports Commission
in which they have made certain spe-
cific recommendations regarding the
ports of Kandla, Paradip, Tuticorin
and Mangalore. As the earlier speaker
pointed cut the Government of India
has so far paid Rs. 16.20 crores as loan
to the Ps -adip port whose interest has
a crippling effect on its development.
The Housz will be amused to learn
that some time back the treasures of
the Paradip port had been hypothecat-
ed to a nationalised bank to pay the
salaries of its employees. In that zon-
text the Major Ports Commission, has
recommended in Chapter 10:

(i) provide an outright grant to
the extent of 20 per cent of
the capital cost of civil works
including berths, breakwatcrs,
reclamation, capita] dredging
etc., but exclusive of the ex-

penditure on mechanical
handling plants and oquip-
ment;

limit the obligation of these
ports to the payment of wm-
terest gnd repayment of the
principal to only 50 per cent
of tne caiptal outlay after de-
ducting the cast grant. These
ports would be reugired to
pay the appropriate rate of
interest ag applicable to all
long term loans advanced by
Government during that year:

(iii) permit the interest to be
capitalised during the cons-
truction stage o! the project;

(ii)

(iv) apply a repayment schedyh
‘ for the loan during a period
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of 30 years, the first instal-
ment of repayment i{o com-
meénce from the eleventh an-
niver of thi tommidsion-
ing of project;

Now, what is happening? As regards
Paradip, after its sixty, anniversary the
Government has been realising not only
the capital but also the interest which
has a crippling effect and which has
forced the Port Trust to hypothecate
jts treasureg to get money to make
payment to its employees.

1 would only angd by saying that only
a more cursory and casual atiention
has been peid to the development of
our major ports. It is common know-
ledge that our major ports are today
dwindling and declining. Not only
Calcutta but all the ports including
Kandla, Bombay, Madras etc, are hav-
mg a declining profitability rate
Therefore, we would have expected
that the hon Minister should have
come forward with a Bill which would
have covered the entire ground of r~-
organising the port trusts to make
them more profitable so that they can
effectively function and they can con-
tribute effectively to the growth of
our economy. I hope that the hon.
Minister will bring forward in the near
future a more comprehensive Bill to
serve this end

M g@ g T () . EH
fa ® AR & faq & wdt W@ B
mmanwmmﬁawﬁ
#1 fawrfow 1953 # gf Y 1 g
A X wuer FoE ¥ a8 FEr an:

«“Phe Committee regret {o note
that though g sub-committee consis-
ting of senior representatives of
Calcutta, Bombsy and Madrag Port
Trusts was 8et up as early as July,
1963, to recommend amendments cf
Bombay, Calcttta shd Madrag Port
Trusts Acts, they took more than
three years to submit the report.”.

w o O @ SR @ e A
kb oA 48| Tt Fodirine X

SRAVANA 15, 1898 (SAKA)

(Amendment) 1
Bil 7

& w1z Wt W o Fret oA o ) vt
¥ € el e g forer o & g
wY g & g §

o T o Arere G §
fede firar & 1 wirk dw ez g wiveds
& fadw ez For e ArER A A
W dfrw ) e dA ¥ de
& &

o+ Wy X e # @ ek
N as WE AR Age T

“(i1) to consider broadly their deve-
lopment programmes iy the
context of present and future
national needs with special
reference to the changing
shigpmg and port technology;
an

(i) to examine specifically the
followang aspects of port
working —

(a) management,

(b) financing, and

(¢) personnel, and

(1v) to consider 1n the hght of all

the above, tne capacity of the
ports to enhance the current
ruteg of ex-gratia payment;
and

(v) to review the arrangements
that exist for coordination
among the different ports, and

(vi to make recommendations on
the above and other anciilary
matters ",

o9 A ¥ 127 Fedrddws €Y ) AT
wre faer aA X oy Y & W AT
or eiwe W ww @ e fea X
# wreray wrgen § e ardy o fowr-
ey e dqu o s
wr e R A A IR A W
g wr wraw £ 1 gt P b
I wog & e weay | ¢ g gfRw
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RaqriR A s N g N AT
o Fa< o wmaaw § 1 xfeade 9 g,
ey w1 &1 wwmw WY wee wifg
o g9 g Wod § A A N TN
57 & oW Famr g v @w 5w ame
% AT} 1 & RO 7 At @ AR
a7 AE 7 B g1 ATEE & FIA T
Fm? A A B w A @ gy
wE A W ged foenitew WY & §
s R agmafis s F o
T feag & &9 7 § i e
a¥ifrgz 3 oW I T@T A O
Far § A I 9 W i A a
TR W aE F€ a9 Y, ITE qOE
o Af foar mar & 1 oYREw wHA
Y e oY gad o a7 o amT
Y 7TH & femman @, I 97 AAvNE
a2 A v 2 39 ard P Aswew @
qvas &7 § 7 WA 3rd 9 A A A
? w3 fr 9@ Wt 7 AT ® som
AT R A

SHRI B V NAIK Are there any
dry poits anywhere in the woild’

o guEE x N F froe 41 5
FH WMF AWA @A FEAT

“The L. rgest <ingle commodity 1n
India s seaborne trade 1s iron ore
Total 1irun ore exports loim India
incrcased from 03 million tonnes 1n
1955-56 to 151 million tonnes 1n
1968-69 Lowering of transporta-
tion costs by the use of large-sized
ships can play a sigmificant role 1n
ensuring the competitive character
of Indian iron ore”.

o faw ¥ o gpw @ weeEmd
aneqy N avs W sw g far
mr &) cow fak afafew oie Fa
g & Frtaew W e A i
woh sy W o few e Wi,
forad g 913 @ w1 WWTAE Y §% |
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s Ay fusd (wtwr) : Suremm
g, w A qgy § wE 4% ak ¥y
qg %0 e g 5 o fafaw &
Fafirr Rt #1 48 T ZA ¥ -
fafeer 3% *1 wara fpar mar &, Sfew
HeE AT B A AEAAETFT a7
ArefasT £3 o AW, 7% A aww ¥
G owm @ 2w faww ¥ gro
WA w1 qE A6 e ¥ wfafifeer
fear mr &1 ag waww & fF oq
FeTEl & fawra ¥ ugEaaiEm
FT o1 F@r AgATETaEE A, amr
FRATEFT F, QR AT ATl
s gafag aF A% TN X @
weqrt 1 wré wfafafy g arfem
¥ gz o fadieon 1 gfe & =
RN

72 ¥ 9y § 4g guT A §
fr mgmronfasT & #w & W @
sfafafa a5 w6 i & &9 wnfgm )
qR2 2F F TATH ¥, 9% @AW A
™ AR A FW g @ g, =
F1 77 gvat wgfafmifedy o v
HYETT 7 qEY § 0T JOH g ¥ |
A A & g ¥ A F g
" geRar § i aRong & arg
s 7w # 21 sfafafy sfafadfada
& ge¢ g wfgq )

FME ILFFUITGE 257 A
qfrada fwar o7 @, ST wMw qg @
fr ¢ ¥ wfur 99 FT TR N
# felt ol | ORI A% ®1E W00
T F W X0 o Ao A
i € WX T g W faegd
T wfgw

g o% W 22 €)X 23 W
w8, X 98 7 § N W 9w



.179  Major Port
Trust

zgar qr, faewr o€ Ismr aff ar,
TR wrew ¥ fegde ww we Rar
e a1, Afed v anfew & gro ¥ e
o fey a7 § : “ar€ e, wrde qiliE
W1 T o sRT AT ) ST W I
ar & qww wwar §, Afe “aride o’
AR oA wE R T aa 7
gy w1z v Arfge v e
w1 wifgn, @ “wwna e T
@y Mfiw

Sl % W 20 WK WX 36
FT qrey ¥, & o7 7 § AqraC AN
& A #Y el 7 wAT FIATHATE
iR wmamAwgm yor faw
Wt ¥u fear ) Gar WA & & aTE
T IR QILT WA gAv &, v a7 A
a&k ¥ 78, afsw qa-far 7 g7 wont

¥ FE WA )

B g AUET 9a 8 @ £
% o 97 FiTq ¥ WTAT }, 9 %W
qHFIT L

“My dear Mr  Limaye,

1 am glad you have taken up the
-question of the ownership of the
foreshore lands. Besides the Bombay
reclamation scheme, the Government
of Maharashtra has been reclaiming
other foreshore lands on the coast of
Bombay and selling them to vested

interests to the detriment of the general

public. In Bandra a piece of foreshore
land has beep sold to Otters Club on
Carter Road and another piece has
been given to g five star hotel at Lands
End. In the Mshim Creek the Gov-
-ernment has acquired about 130 acres
of foreshore land and given it to the
housing board.”

TMgwm e g Tl ol
tfaqm @ g e Nz
Ay iy §, oy @ FOTT IN T

SRAVANA 15, 1896 (SAKA)

(Amendment) 180
Bill

oF wd ¥ vy v ol §o R
sware & fr xa¥ o o avak w1 o
Fez & w4 dAT TR 9T qR
ag drar wrdw AT § froay o
TP ¥ faer w7 xw gz § feedrQy
s E ) & oin § g€ Fodrivm
¥ T T AT g

“A large part of the area covered
by the scheme ig submerged in water
even at low water including plot
No.206, 210 to 224 of block II; plot
Nos, 73A, 74, 83 and 84 of block No.
V are covered by water even at low
tide. The Naval chart of the Bom-
bay Harbour prepared by the Naval
Hydrographical office of India showa
that even at low tide all the said
plots and almost the whole scheme
would be under water, .."

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You are
putting the Minjster in serious diffi-

cuity.

oY ue fermd : 7z 0% @foaw dz
2 Wl wgem & gfwo & fag &
g § FAA & arX g7 avad FEAT AT
FwT AT g

16 hrs.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You can
pass it on to the Minister.

! wy foad : & (oW A &
289 I WA AEAT £ | XF T w7
O w01 & fag g W15 v Mg
s 98 1 17 aWT qR wrs w2 e
zrgw wxt fadmr 7 qEe & 2w 9T
L Ul 4

Mtln m«'l&
fare & I m;‘t bl
awr Wi
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‘Iwi formr e Wy grTe
g § {5 wgt woltd @ & A o
g d I wEdmagy e

a8s

“The value of land in the Bombay
“Backbay reclamation scheme is on a
national basis and what the lessee
has to pay is ground rent at 6.5 per
cent per annum calculateqd on the
notional value of the land er gq.
metre.”

1964 ¥ u% o 27 T = aw
qTF gL TR 91 91T WO IH W 9 S
T 1 T § 1 &%A Fraddwr it o syl
¢, 99 X g% o e W W A T
¥R Tl gy ¥ qfE safafadfad
ﬁmfﬂfﬂlﬂﬁﬁiﬂ,{ﬂfm wRTE
A A §8 nfzay 1 que 4, 56 7,
FEAT W 16 A IFE ) g
i & am et A qga o 2
d9 TAWA 0¥ q9, 397 2 gATm
fae=, §ia¥ § da7 qAfmar fss
seaz frfuze.. .

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is .t your

contention that all this land belongs
to the Bombay Port Trust?

oft w fomd St gy 1 BT w
fegFaT§ IA QK 2R OAT K AQ 1 AT
Zrex & q ot & faard fz ) TR AT
ag we? wifzlied 297 v & | aga A
ARr agY A AN A | w7 Am &N
&t & wrary T, @9t ®Y
W URHE WY § AHN v |

fox § AMAT FEWAA BTEIEAT |
T & wrg @ © A, Yad gt sitfinrd
sxae fafwee, swd goor fefeast
wredz fafex, fawg faow, @
8 WATH, N WAy X farar §, wwwEr
vowad B g SRR AT AW Ix
qgEiRm g wrE e e
T W pvd o, N ferr g
fuwwrr Wy gER 75 WA %o UF
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vz ¥ fwax w80 fee @
&% v fear | g Y AmdaaEds
& fezefowr @zgaredz fafagx

Y A o owre 9T Aq qF LT 9T
fear mar M ow AEdY A—IeAAT
T 9T A A1 WG A §Y 0§ §—
0F ZFE I7 15—20 AW WA ¥ o
&K ¥ | g far w7 59 o fgam ey
war

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 really
admire your resourcefulness. This
came as & constitutional issue. Now
you are putting the baby flat on the
lap of the Minister!

stag femd =g T Eq F Wi,
¥ 1 g7 FET A AT | 2F0E 80 TG
wrd &Y froag Stk § 1 o9 ag wAAT
A mar A7 A wa ar g
a7 WM, 16 A1 @qE aH, faee
AR A E AL ITE T
g (6 &7 o9 @ "4 ag wAE
SovarT oY waT 6T GeEy AT, d19 G
AT TE-UE SATE I gw X fRar§—
(s )—afem o, & sraat aAErd
¥ fAw 4g @7 E | 59 ¥AT WY IAY
wW A A IR e & fay
FEAT 9gAT g I % T S Al
I & qT g ATAST 1T

ot wworraly fardy : & @7 (@
7 w1 & ug wieer @q-gfeq O 1
t?

raqfoed - TN A9 W §
g A fem Adt § 1 & B o feafar
dvd Fradrdem oW & AR ¥ A€ A9
F T W@ Q@I E | T A A% qg
CIHAT WIAT, A7 NEIOG & A& Hefy
¥ s i ke Forrdet agt £ fie,
w et § 5 w0 waee
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T Herer § oY off ST ST w9St 1972
wT 1971 ¥ wave § fear war @r o
wE Y wrarar ! wg ot % ¥ o wrar
q7 | qq AEAT ¥y W@ 9T W 59
CAR L]

aw & sy fewfer ¥ 9 oo wv
S W v g wiiews 297
2w fer 3q X qg feqfa aord
]

“All lands, minerals anq other
things of value underlying the ocean
within the territonal waters of
India shall vest in the Union and be
held for the purposes of the Unmion.”

& walt wEen & dvar wav woAr
g § 5 dax foRime = &
R AT Y dar , A Ay A T
Wt 24 92 WY AW W O & A
TEAT A€ 297 ¥ aga wiET € 91 A7
g INA g7 A I T - g
B uw #) gregifes A faar &, At
o AT HL QY ? A WA X
Al P dmM A A B

Whether the Central Government 1s
not in collusion with the State Gov-
ernment?

gfraa & wfeert & g @
U LR i
MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: The only
relevant question 13 whether the Mu-
nister of Shipping ang Transport
would claim that thig foreshore land

belong to the Bombay Port Trust You
have made your pomnt.

it oo fowd  Owr w & X
UE QF X FEATE 1 297 & AgA
¥71 ag wg & f are we oY oeflw
qrft & AF gl § 24 W, fagre &t
Y e A W A @ 7 A,
R W W, TR A A

SRAVANA 15, 1896 (SAKA)

in Meghalaya (St) 184

IR ¥ i o e, grf WY e,
¢ oY wre § wagwa A @ aww

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is
a much bigger constitutional question.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: How can
1 come ta the foreshore until I develop
the point?

MR DEPUTY-SPEARER I would
admit this only to the limiteg extent
where you would say that this land
belongs to the Bombay Port Trust. You
The Minister hag either to admit that
or deny that But do not go mto the
bigger constitutional question

ot aq frd & 1 o7 YT @
T g f oY arex Are HaX S A §
rFar A fgag afr g ot 7
g wrfer | wa & S W & A
STAT £ | BIT FIT &Y vy WA O
vez WAt ad 2

SHRI B V NAIK Whep the re-
c<laimed land rices above the sea level
then 1t ceases to be covered by article
291

ol w9 fowd. SER W1 AHA 5T
A N AT Sier e

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER' Do not
go too far 1 do not think 1t 1~ within
the scope of the Bill You are raising
a very interesting pont, an important
point But I am only pomting out
that the broader constitutional unpli-
cationg cannot be discussed now he-
cause 1t 18 not within the scope of the
Minister for Transport and Shipping
to go 1nto the constitutional interpre-
iation of these things Al that I
want to say is tnat If it is your case
that these so-calleq reclaimed fore-
shore lands should properly be the
property of the Bombay Port Trust
then, of course, it 18 within the scope.
It 15 for the Mimster to say whethet
iti g “yes” or “no".

ot o, ford it o 3 3% et

sTA el | aw A RE T AT
AIY AT TS Y G gean € X W )
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B & @ ¥ oAy g wE
¥, A Py vz §, gfeas g rwe &,
e ) gez uEr ¥ aavem AT % §
i a7 WAl g€ s ¢ fr Aawer
siegaer s Fdan TS afd
TH AT BT FH AW OE 9wy
#y  gaw fF wrEr ¥ 9o
FANA Y ag T N T v & Brewiw
& e ¥ Wy vEr g | I Ay
faga ¥\ SYyqrAT o gz oge 2 Y |
ag 9 g & s awd 1O ge
1§ v§ faq & g WA

1979 & & w® F77 a0 o
AE AT EH & MWW F AW TATTA {17 OAIFEA
FRIAT wWTE § F TR OAFTE

‘Ap Act to consolidate the 1mmo-
vable and other property vesting in
the Trustees of the Port of Bombay
and certain other property on, oOr
connected with the foreshore of the
Island of Bombay intu one estate,
and to vest the (ontrol and manage-
ment of the same 1n one Public
Trust and for other purposes

WHEREAS 1t 15 expedient that the
immovable and other property vest-
g m the tiustees of the Port of
Bombay should be consolidated with
certain other property on or con-
netted with the foreshore of the
lsland of Bombay into one estate,
and that such consohdated estate
sheuld, together with the rightsand
powers now exercisable by the said
trustees be vested, subject to the
provisions heremafter appeanng, in
new trust, 1t 1s enacted as {o}-
lows —"

o ¥ A¢ A =yrenw & wf d—

:and includeg the bed of the sea below
tne high weater mark.

# =Y areT WrE & T THY 5T BTE-

Under the original Port Trust Act, the
1and below high water mark also be-
longe to the Port Trust

AUIGUST 6, 1974

(Amendment) Bill 186

BAR GUTE R FI] | WA 9% g
) for wr fod, § 1072 w1 wriw
a7 § 1 9E 28 WEAY, 19729 § )
2 q2 100 g ¥ TAgw oo &
FRATWI 1 TRATE WA OF TR
xar € o} 9w Y 3= fFar O
e ¥ 1 gufy qwz ¥ ofceds g @
 wfer o g o @1 Tt O
£ <Y iy Frrarifics %7 o oiie 9o Ay
St aifefedwT 28 wRqER, 72 9 fasAr-
& x@ ®) QU A T2 g, Faw g A
e =1 a3 -

“To the West: The eastern shore
of the Island of Bombay from the
boundary pillar situated on the
south bank of the Chandni creek to

the southern extrimity of Colaba
pont ”.

78 forimm o T & L AR
WY F AWA ¥ Ay e @ ) I
far oY w7 TR e & wwy A ag qATH
FaTaT 41 &1 qR I wgy v 5 w6
am D WA @ y—magH
WY qF sTvae F7AT angA §, AfeT o
AT FEY AT B—ATT TT & @o¥ 20 W7
36 ®1 Afai—afs GrER ¥ N
foPdo &1 F AT § ar g8 FIA
A 2 A1 3a % fafam ok frafier
F &1 T F A wu™ fear I )
@ ¥ 1% et WY v § afx A wrd
qiEl 9T FTH FT Y o 99 W vy
0% @ Ar sl A X
g 7y ar@Or i AE 1 vy
gt fmaai e oe ¥
w7 & wfusr 37 A faw g
¥ oragad ot ST wT @
o & At X & 68 WY AfeT—

“The works to be undertaken by

the Board under this Act may mn-
clude—.

(5) reclaiming, excavating, en-
closing and raising any part
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of the foreshore vested in the
Board when such reclama-
tion, excavation, enclosure or
raising may be necessary for
any of the purposeg of this
Act.”

IyTee WENY, T greE ¥ w3 4y
wgnT § i ag faw o @ & g iy
s W BT & faferuy Tt
e At g, fm oy g & &
T Y W )

T §5 #Y W HaEr T WY
wqAT o foid & 59 &7 3ode frar &
& gq foir §, o &0 & aar w5
ocdt faiE &, e = AT g—

The Bombay Port Arust possesses
large landed estates most of which
have been created by the extensive
reclamationg carrieq outf rom tmme to
time 1n connection with the develop-
ment of the port These estates total
nearly 1900 acres inclusive of the
Docks and Bunders and about 1350
acres exclusive of the Docks and
Bunders

wq g A 1900 UFT FT HF B
ag AT Tt OF IR e W Oy
WA @7 FT AT AT AT W H
afes $4 D7 vxr qTa F A 100
et & oy oA w1 Pl w9 wey
1900 U¥¥ & ww Arfaw § 1 v
FrTH HY T g9 # 7 @ aw
1900 UFT wifiq fom &Y 2 wwfam
Jyreaer wgEA, & ww & wgAr W@ g
f& ag o faduw &, 3z fdor ¥
araey § wfaw erdor s@r ¢ @
& & &, afew woft weT A
sy whare  faw ay ¥
wmrasis g ? A Y far aw

g t—

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You are
enlarging the scope. You are talking

AUGUST 86, 1974

in Meghalaya (St)  1R8.
Bl

about Constitutiona] Amendment and!
somg other Bills . . .

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE I am
speaking to Clauseg 20 ang 36.

daraR I AfH AT QT £
I & T ¥ gy a9 mar § 1 & v Ay
g i wrs ey 0w w0 oy wme §
fe Forc oy &1 oY ETeT &, o Ay
e &, 9w ¥ Wi Wt e faag
TE-FRTN &, KT AIT ¥, gH
FE TIAT FA FW A gz Ty 2 |
g1 fergeara & amrfewt S av o ATy
fifet B wgz & e o oITem
T ¥ wfwwre afr Jr oAy R,
Feg WY wEH F SR FAT wER P
FH q &9 A AT TiFT 77 A quy
& frare I9T qrv™y F9F T e 2
v et 9% Y qEyT A 1 fRary
=1 fear smam A1 7z Fo {TT A
A |

st wwwigfa faary  ofro 5 sm
T qaw A & fr giasay amda =i
7 =7 faa 71 =y frar ¥ o7 4w
QIRATT AEHRT A AT TEF WK FRIT
fz2 2, fowd f & oF gemars T
f o oagadr aviagam grr At
WwWfamE s FaEv 2 | A%
Aa g9q) FT IAT qgA AT AT 27 A
& gurear § v wrag 729 ¥ sy
JIE FEAT ERM 4

ot ¥t qwo farard (wrarear )
¥ arq &1 ¥ad oow faared §

ot worormafy feqrdt : 3g ot faw
urar war §, °g ¥wRORE wWrE Fwg
e & fad aft §, g w faw = Py
€ fafidz =6y §, agw o1ér A ofrfer
Fargam i ¢ s Ay odn
. .



189  Major Port Trust

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If there
has been an encroachment into your
land, that stands in the way of your
development.

SHRI KAMALAPATI TRIPATHI: 1
am coming to that point. I have to
reply to all the points raised by the
hon. members.

# fa3z w7 g7 91 fF @gr foas
caTzEA I5F AT E, qA FT AAq0H AT
gafes adl 3, zafay fF ag fawr oF
gidt |y afcfa & & 1 gaeT Siva faw
zaar &y 2 fF AN qE_ 7EEH 0
FATAE], AFAS AT WITH H 1 A0
w7 faar 7 | 39 41 4 FAT 1963
¥ 2 A O A 9T @6 g1 AT g,
ST e 72T ) &7, IF FFT AZ AT
w1 fF 3AAY wEEY F FAR AR AT
£F 737 2, FifE agt 92 97 § Y A
uFEE AW ¢ | 7 o 3w d A
T HAETATZEZ 1 1968 H FAT
F o feerlva &1, 34 71 97 6 71 21
wa, zafers 77 33 9ga A snar =1y
g1 | AgETA  IT-UTAL-EET-HAT |
73 72 fAd J9F ATHA AT T47 F AL
Iivm 7 ¥ fF Al mew 9E A 7T
ag anr ®7 faar sy o

TOH FgT & HATA W AT F——
S& FEFT & SAOYHTE &1 1T TS
7, IF T SATRT FATT AT A 9T
H95 FEY g | § TAAT &7 4 a%ar g
f& FaFdal O F SAAIGTE FT AT
TET T ICET F FE0 AT RN | gfean
FT ST 918 &7 @7 & 98 T AfMIT
a7 @1 & fF FaFar o 1o Aqs faa
STE WIT I3 ST gfear aF o A%
Jg B TET FATAT IF HT IF |
ag 3% 2 fF goet & avAy EF &0
FEFT T AAAT AT GIFTAGH 8
IAF GFGY § FAAT W F FTIATT AT
QT ], 3T TS FAAT TG gAT R |
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(Amendment) Bill ~_ 1cow
F I 39 Fyq A 3w g, 99 & araEE
FCH IgFT FHAT gT g, 97 fawm A
79 &g & gwsaiar gt &g awar, faarr
7a% & ag wAeT 39 gHT T AT-
fadmw &1 &fwrw ag amg /&Y & % w9
EFHT F qrA fas asft gt § a8
SETSl T wrAr AAfFEA gy R | gleaar
F 9 A F IR e g OAFIAT |
qEH & Iqeqae F AL # IFAr &
Fg aFar g fa canfar stoT  qj=dt
FISAAr F a7 &qAT @I 2 | TEF F
FqAGNZ FT FATA AT @THT 2 |
gy 3T ag W@ T--UaHaE §fr w7
T oY ) Tgfag 3 atg #7 SEIF
qusr 7 oTd & fF AR 9w FT 37
gaRz fFAT S 1 A AR AT GIE
g1, FATAT F1 OE g AT AZ0F F1 97
g, &t & 9gq Fewead 21 W E |
FAFA! H agd g A Feas & agT 2
A1 FE FeAvAT F1 T T AT F AT
£ AA AR AF GEF AT FT AR
T2 ETAT AQT FL | FF 7 £1 THAS
Fiforwr A qF | FTHF 3 AT FIT
% T qi=dl 9T § A E F STd-
Wz Ay dar@raar g Srag wv
gATd AY § I 9T qgvq eAra 7
FEAT |

ATAE AT FGT (F FACT A F15
AT 9 AT g A @aga  w=el @
gY s & fF A e B AST e g AT g e
qradr TSy A FEr afasarg F fey
q gverfeT ¥ agr WY grwar g 1 Ag
Y Ao i g feava Ry ST AT g |
1563 % 8z & qarfas os AifefsdaT
THE T FTF THHY W TATE FLIFAE §
gt ag Y AT A9 g fewaz @l
T § IF 9T AT 4Y A 4 IF AL
AT MR 7 ¥ ferrimy w1 AfefedaT
g1 &Y AT & WX AT UFE AT q14 H A
Toie # Aifefedes #F 9%



R {)s Magor Port SRAVANA 15, 1896 (SAKA)

Trust
agr geark XA | (e ) WV Y
agrgar § | Qe Y qareE P §
aR ot @t A O g g @
anxfer e S afar < 3—
TE G AR N G FAEIA O
qEadY geraelt ¥ ag &% v P
W FAT A A W Y qgr 9T F
% @ § I W g 1 gIR HAEI
9% & a1 g F B N §¥ ey
& @ g e & @rw ? & faa
w3 & Fraw W 9, faadt AR &
aaT I QN AW st wdt
0 W O ag w@ § fr o s
FRT FX QR E AR g AT $X T |
FYIGEY IARY Wl fear s
al Tl waaA ft o T oA g
FHTEIT W gaAfe—at O 7 93
AT 1€ A T QT AR g)  SUAM 4
@t o Mo ww (wATU)

IuTene W, aft W qw wafy ¥
a1 1963 ¥ A & Fwww (1) ¥ o
T &

“It applies 1n the first nstance
such of the provisiong with effect
from guch date ag may be specified

in the Notification ”

& urad Areqw A waT o ¥ AT

IAE AT A A I SUTAT FgA HY AETH
74 & 1 T ¥ fAg w9 we wrfaw
REEE o §Q oF A
TN T TRT AT FAALA TG L1
WTAA T agT 9 TE |T 9TRT I 1A
TEY 1 HoqH o oY oY oy A, T4
Faag 7, EEF N IARg ¥ 39
formg @ af @t Afer W
o AR dd It § Wit aga
I 99 T M TAAT ¥ & fHQ
HTEY §94T 4T AT § | IA NE W gw
TA9T FIX |

faqard &1 wwAT Q¥ $4 Af
gar ) faond & o W ok &
afieer ag gor waw § W Wit g
saHSTH ¥ wAWSwT q § 1 AWy
Tok At ¥ g wgw qleww ¥

gk Wik Ay frad @ ¥ wf
w=fy T oY 1w AT Aw §
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afem ot sihggwaw cgz G
wive 3% wre & oY A gowr wy gowr
oy o & 1 e ov e & ay
o § | v vy O aw ¥
Afea ¥ it &1 xq g ¥ & o
& wy e f fin gt e 3O Foid §
wy =ft § fs € Forry dx amd od
gz v aff & 1 A oe ot qem @ Y
wg Wz W o may § i SEe i
T & 1 oofy o gard foo @, &
sy wea r WY 91 W wTeTe
¥ gwg qIX IF TATA AT 97 gEfag
#x wgr 9T qO7 A IFA w7 fE dar
i€ foerd go? gy f & B oM
9% # &% 9 @3 ¥ g w7 w7
W & A%, gaw! foRm e g der
fis wrg TAT R F 1 THE) P wEY
Tadh afer o 1€ dv gard oW Ad
£ | UF T AUW] Q% @A qTEy
fif g ST FATTAAT ZATE 11879
s ag wfafoms #9791 1 1935
Fw wEARE W6 gfegr oY @AY, Oa
wTaT A4 9¥ AF vAMAE A 7 fm—
I TEA T §D g1 T g A JEw!
AT AN AW AfET TAE
famyzrd o3 7Y fav o ov AR T

o
A
A
4
~f

A

~e 3,
7
€
A
o
&
%

g o foeaerd
| Fgt W AT 0TS
¢, |’z iz s Ay
woar ¢ oft §, v ww off § T
wegst s ot b, g0 fro ¥ g ¥
R oft b~ o Wy fed @ W
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dAmendment) Bl 194

Snit fir fiwmr W 7o fro oY Towe ¥y
flear, wgt & woar firay Afiey g ey
o wrerd aft &1 (wwww) &
Ty frir #3 @ 91 feart wowk Y
&t A garQ g 7, O fofir, E
gfar WiT 9% g, TR @)-
tfem % ot dx § ay gt P ¢
oY gu A€ geiT A s AR
grf vz AT W WY e A ¥
= ¥ N W} 3y awfa  Rrwdd
w, e wrT & grfas 2 iz
¥t 3q 9T wrE FTH TG wC AT
#1f QWA T FCAFN AT A FE
IR AT WY WA A ¥ A
oY 7% Fodr ot ey af a1 afes
W A T ST A T @ ¥ I
farimm Wt oe fear 1 wa A
fegerimr WY A T @A § 1 OE
itaA WA T W | S BT 79
gr T g &1 A WK R 1wy qgT
FH a I5TE 8, W qgT 3T Ty
gafg wg a8 W9 § IT ATAA WY
o HfFEr | gar 9w ORTHAT
BT a7 qAHAT § W1 gEN 9% gAY
WA I AT AT FR A QY
gy vk “FeRm” WY sy |

ot o feredt © g

ot wwamafy feast  oF a9y
& ok fr I A qdw agr &
ar & & At ok fadq qad g &
w§ & faama go¥® e switeer & oY far-
for &1 @ f§ g5 dmwefew g
wiffe wredfres o qefafrdw
w1 awer & v fag grad & ok
s mamwgd 5 o ow
o & wreaw ¥ N goaneRiew O
¥ ag ww Jgw Tt w0l ) -
&, fedt Yadw, wrew fwe, [
% feardde it 2 P ¥ W
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ford ey gt I Wt gee- oy wg foiell : G o ‘o

gy Wy aedive w00 O waRd e T % ouv YR 1 oW WY W

fre fx ¥qoitn | Wy afew Raddn worr wifgd

®yw yofuwrc & fgr & :

A% B G o Pt § ® ot wwarefe st - qy WA

v frar woor @1 3w & dfufew wigs 1 g aw & s g fe dve

wor woft ff | wa ag frgfeat t

Awclw o far w0 WO o PARVATHI RRISHNAN:

witw A famrfon & og AT a F sir 1 want to seek some clarification

wifg | g@ifsd oz femroard 2 aw
fmm!ﬁsmmﬁo@m Uo,
wrfe To qWe Wl TA WA &)
& zad & e ar & W
(sram)

As regards the query raised by
Shrimat) Paivathi Krishnan, there 1s
no provision as such that only 1A S
can be appomnted Anybody can be
appointed. It 1s the discretion of the
Government to appoint anybody 1t
likes—he may be IA S or he may not
be, or he may be anybody else

i ariedy o a s B
Qo THo THo wtr oqe dre *
it T@ % | 1963 ¥ ¢ ETA IS
ar w3z gfea A /T A
wir 5 ag s @ en wrfeR W%
sifee it ag & & g9 g odar

uw wre sy fawd ot & Wit fw
w & syfafadfedy ¥ < of | wet o
i ax § www O § Fween €
A & 9w § 1 ¥ ¥ Sww g
frrgar g 1 WA wmewA § A
wor wg ¥ ol wrd o

oft wy dewd: gl vl 9w
w1 FeaRvdam a7 )

from the hon. Minister. The point
that I raised was this As regards
clauses 10 and 11, the Minister, while
speaking at the bepinming, said@ that
these were only with a view to see
that the ports of Calcutta, Madras and
Bombay are brought withiy the pur-
view of the Act angd a uniformity s
brought about 1n the major ports. But,
mn so doing, you have shpped nto
clauses 10 and 11 whercby you res-
trict the powrrs of the Board and you
have given eéxtia powers to the Chair-
man That wag my request to you
You withdraw those clauses because
they arc restiicing the democratic
functioning of the Board by giving
such blanket powels to the Chairman

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Do you
give extra powers to the Chairman?
That 1s her question

SHRI TRIPATHI*
No, Sir

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN:
They have given powers to the Chair-
man They are there How 1s that he
i3 misleading the House?

PROP MADHU DANDAVATE
(Rajapur): They are there in (he Bill.

KAMLAPATI

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN:
He is misleading the House. (Interrup-
tions).

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It is a
question of opinion whether these
¢clauses have given extra powers 10 the
Chairman or not. We are pot going
into that. It is a question of apinion
muummnmnom
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SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHRAN:
Sir, with your permission, may I sy
a word? May I have your permission
to read it out?

MR, DEPUTY-SPEARER: It is o
question of opinion Mr. Shiv Nath
Singh, do you also join this fray?

oft farwrre fg ot & o
qary JoraT 9t fF W fgev A ¥
g § 9 B o Y 7 fraiem
¥ o waHag N wraafad 7

o waamfy foavst  fema wd
T wrfy &, 3«1 ferfior 2 wew e w5y
LLHECEIE A Iadr IR R R
gfigdgerdl midow 17 AwE
g wvfed, &7 @ & & Free
& fd %@ 9 ¥1 g TaEr SEeT

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER Ine ques-~
tion 1s

* That the Bill {g rmend the Major
Trust, Act 1903, be taken into con-
sideration’

The motion was adopted

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER Now we
take up clause by-clause considera-
tion Clauses 2 and 3 there are mo
Jsmendments

The question 1s

“That clauses 2 and 3 stand part
of the Bill”

The motion was adopted

Clauses 2 and 3 were added to the
Bill

Clause 4— (Amendment of section 3)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER’ There are
amendments by Shra Ramavatar
Shastrl. Are you moving them?

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI

(Pataa): 1 beg to move,
“Page 2, hne 20—

dor “two” substitute “four”. (8)

yureger oY, oY ol e wAr
vy (4) ¥ fom o, Wt B A
srow ¥ &w vy w1 fedwe R
¥ owy, v 1 & wivws @ s
# wfafafedy w for T gvar §
afew v oy ugt fear § "Wz
dw &7 ¢ ww vy dvv & fr faar o
sr AT R AT Qe o
=g A Wit fow g sy § w@R
WY FEY 93 WO w9 Awondy
MM ew d g s g
ey ¥ frdew § f s oY
frafn  geAl & g7 et g A
¥ frem? R 4w 5 FAT AR
qEA § AT $OI-Fq7  qOH FAIT
wogT gwsAr & wafgr wege awvsw
9t & gy g€ gr vga & 1| Wy daT
2t TET 2 3@ & @weE R At W
AT WHGTT FT Agawr Ffaer Agy ¢
T | rAfad AW @ #T s
Y P Q@ ® T WG FAgw
T At A oA oy o ¥
for a= & v ¥=0m wegF AvEAr
¥ @y #t 3@I gr oAy ¥ shiafa
WAy TE R R At gewt § fow &
AW AT A EE X W § wgEar
¥ o gfenw & § 5 o omg
warsA iAo & ) o
wel A af wwAy § a1 ¥ wipn fE
o] A F og IR FT AT 1 v
FT 1w &Y ER, H1E T AE g o
wd AAA & A2 2 NIy 4 v
Lo

ot ety famdt  q@ wTaER,
&z § fr oy oft %7 72 Hote AT
T srawar 1 W AR g S X
fufrmw § @ 1 W wTO TEfRe Wy
s JTeT, afeT ET w1 oA
<o fem P ftt ooy govar ¥ S
qeeTe W wfiwre § fe 19 et @



499 Mayor Fort  SRAVANA 15, 1998 (SAKA)
Trust

Wit wok § o ¥ et o Ceee WY
o WY fediivdw & wwdt §, o e
forvsarmfi § | el fafiers
vy § 1 Oy greer Wt Y W
Awr R fr 1 Toer v whwwrc § fis
wff grfaw ame 2 ¥ wmgq W & ar
6 ¥T ] | Uy sawear wIRT FER A
§ T ¥ falr

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I shall

now put amendment No. 8 to the vote
of the Heuse,

Amendment No, 9 was put and
negatived
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The ques-
tion is:

“That Clause 4 stand part of the
BilL”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 4 was added to the Bill,
Clauses 5 to 9 were added to the Bill.

Clause 10—
{Amendment of section 24).
Amendment made:

Page 3,—
for lines 42 to 45, substitute—

‘(1) for clause (a), the following
clause ghall be substituted, namely:—

“(a) in the case of a post—

(i) the incumbent of which is to
be regarded as the Head of &
department; or

(ii) to which such incumbent is to
be appointed; or

(iii) the maximum of the pay gcale
of which (exclusive of allow-
ances) exceeds two thousand
rupees,

e exercissble by the Central Gov-
ernment after consultation with the
Chatrman;”; (1).

(Shri Kamalopati Tripathi)

MR, DXPUTY-SPEAKER:
quastion is:

The

(Amendment) 200
Bl

“That Clause 10, as amended,
stand part of the BilL"
The motion was edopted.

Clanse 10, as amended, was added fo
the Bill

Clanse 11
(Amendment of section 25)
Amendments made:

Page 4 before line 5, inserte

‘(1) in the opening portion, the
word “promoting” shall be omitted;’
(2).

Page 4, line 8, for “(1)", substitute
il(z)”. (a).

Page ¢ line 12, for “(2)", substitute
“3)” 4.

Page 4, omit hines 13 and 14. (5).
Page 4, line 15, omit “(b)”". (6).
(Shri Kamlapati Tripathi)

MR DEPUTY.SPEAKER: The ques-
tion is:

“That clause 11, as amended,
stand part of the Bill"”

The motion was adopted,
Clouse 11, as amended, was added to
the Bill

Clauses 12 to 21 were added to the
Bill.

Clause 22—
(Amendment of section 61).

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI: I
beg to move:

Page 6, lines 27 and 26, omit

“private agreements”, (18).
NAaigw 4o F 1w F
 Fr gy wyr } s we ay dndw
wafir oY wreir <t & ag ey § o
Ew o qrer Wl we ¥ v wnfir
wr & afy e g
gt O wogere frewar § e o
cedvde onfix o oy § vy ¥ o awflr
% g™ od; §, e g wel wwln
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& 1 &wrgert f Fs xawt ©: wffy e Ry
WIT | IWWT AW R AR oF w i
wi2 & Taar gk &1 W wwY g
miN e R AT ) o v
wferw § &few vy gafr A e 2 @
Iewt ag Sar & W W W TP ag
TGN T AT § ) w9 WY w7 oAy
t fix g ot wyadr w30 ) few ¥y
dar IawT § | ¥9 AT ¥W OF AT H
wafiy ¥ g0 B A v T

ot wrenafe frnst @ W= AR
%Y ITg gy AT A A N A FR ;T
|UgA fear & ITWT WAT ANAT T
&1 T W a2 @ B e A e
E0IX IR A 9 7 TR A AR
# %7 &% a1 gHaT AT qg i fE e
Rt & WA &7 $AXT 7 aw 1 gEd
9 F1 FAE AT TW I AW AR
&1 vga Dfory 7y a1 9 1 THE &R
I AF OF qF K WG B AN w7
qarA g, A wwmearg fr ag qafas @
ST A AT FT AL
MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER I

now put amendment No
vote of the House.

shall
10 to the

Amendment No. 10 was put and
negatived

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
guestion is.

The

“That clause 22 stand part of the
BilL.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 22 was added to the BulL

Cisuse 23—
(Amendment of section 62).

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI: I
beg to move:

Page 6, hne 38, omit ”, private
sgreement” (11).

Page 6, lines 42 and 43, omit
“private agreement”. (12).

AUGUST 6, 1974

(Amendment) Bill 202
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 shal)

now put these amendments to the
vote of the House.

Amendments Nos, 11 and 12 were put
and negatived.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question is:

The

“That clause 23 stand part of the
Bilr",

The motion was a~~~ted.
Clause 23 was added to the Bill.
Clauge 24—
(Amendment of section 63)

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI: 1
beg to move:

Page 7, hne 5, for “four” substitute
“two” (13)

Page 7, ine 17, for ‘one Yyear”
substitute “six months” (14).

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI; 1
beg to move:

Page T, line 20, for “held by the
Board upon trust” substitute “applied
by the Board” (7).

st TRITRATC WAt wTeY 229
grer % 771 & 5 A« arf Tev | gAd
arx med g o frar § frowmgde oft-
FrAFAAFA | AC® ¥ AN wWT
& i wiidr AT wg
F7 NI9 WEAN B W9 WD 6K
for &7 Frd FTW A @@ AR
7 & wry 1 W a T woEr
| Arfea wTede Tt o T o AR
w41 § Tonr ¥ agar g 5 g v
gre frwrer ¥ Y S QAT qEE T @Y
% fir ¥ oY aF 79§ WIQ TAR! 77
FTAS 1 W AW A WA A A wY
gt sfge i A faely Wi Y 0 o
T o T wifed ) fodt aw g@
T e fg ) Tedz miwe W &
fiordt g€ Wt suwar g 1 for wX Wm
I EHT F W e W Y



aby  Major Port. - SRAVANA 15, 1896 (SAKA) -

wrf frdy wrap g W i A oy
T R

oy wrar of famisy : wreht Y &
- R o wRg dar gar § 9 eanwfaw &
% as raf-vw gt ¥ feadoa
B W@ L —ami g 7%
gur § =4 fpsst fod agi W & &
wiew § fay @ § wi ardi w) gy
SHETE 1\ wrswA FEmI a0
§ W 79 38 Hwa 0 w9 g7 e
& Hrww d AAT ST E W TR
gy T & i e oy T faar wrg ok
g & g AxdT iz qr ATEAT
Fnfadma W <@ fagr o w0 WY
™ a® § Anfgz =% WA
mgm IaEr fama S fr
frg gmw & fanifage gy, W
ag for o /T & 1 S FRA § e
A Y e § e ol 9 o ey
w4 DA /1T g 3 EW A Ay
Y Frag wedy fam sy

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI: I
am not accepting amendmen; No, 13.
I am accepting amendment No. 14.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
question is:

“Page 7, line 20,—for *“held by
the Board upon trust” substitute

“applied by the Board”, (7).

The motion was adopted,

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI: 1
seek leave of the House to withdraw
my amendmend No. 13.

Amendment No, 13 was,
withdrawn.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question is:

“Page 1, line 17 —for “one = year"
tubsmm‘.s “gix monthe”. (14).

The motion wWas ‘adopted.

by leave,

The

(Amnmu 304 :
MR, nnmcsrmm, ‘ﬁze
question js: :

- “That clause’ 24, as . amended,
_stand part of the Bill",

The motion was adoptad

Clause 24, as amended, was added to
the Bill.

Clauses 25 and 37 was added to the
Bill,

Clause 38—
(Amenment of section 133)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amend-
ment by Shri Kamlapati Tripathi, No.
8, He is moving it. The other amend-
ment No. 22 is the same and need not
be moved.

Amendment made:

‘“Page 10,—after line 27, insert—

“(2E) Upon the cesser of opera-~
tion of the provisions of the Acts
referred in sub-sections (2A), (2B)
and (2C), the provisions of section
6 of the General Clauses Act, 1897,
(1 of 1897) shaill apply ag if the pro-
visions first-mentioned were provi-
sions contained i, a Central Actand
such cessor of operation were 5 re-
peal, and the mention of particular
matters in sub-section (2D) shall not
be held to prejudice or affect the
general application of the said sec-
tion 6 with regard to the effect of
repeals.”. (8).

(Shri Kamlapati Tripathi).

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: THE

question is:
“That clause 38, as amended,
stand part of the BilL”
The motion was adopted.
Clause 38, as cme-nded was added to
the Bill.

Clause 39, 40 and 1, the Enacting
‘Pormula and the Title were- uddad to
the Bill. } '
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205
SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHIL: 1
beg to move;
“Ihat the Bill, as samended, be
passed.”
MR. DEPUTY.-SPEAKER: The
question is:

“That the Bill, as amended, be
passed.”

The motion was adopted.

W e

1657 hrs,
UNIVERSITY OF I1IYDERABAD BILL

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION,
SOCIAL WELFARE AND CULTURE
(PROF. S, NURUL HASAN): I beg
1o move.

“That the Biil to e-tablish and
incorporate a teaching Umiversity
in the State of Andhra Pradesh and
to provide for matters connected
therewitn or nciudental theieto, be
taken into consideration.”

The House would 1ecall that as part
of the six pant formy la for Andhra
Pradesh 1t was envisaged that a Cen-
tra] Umiveraty wou'd he established
at Hyuerabud to augment the existing
educationnl facilities 1n the State of
Andhra Pradesh Subsequently
Farhiament had passed the Conotitu-
tion (32nd) Amendment Bill which
wntey aliz provided fur 4 new article,
37{E empowering Parhament to
make law to establish a umversity
in Andhra Pradesh After ratifica-
tion by the required number of State
legislatures, 1t was given assent by
the President and the Act hac been
brought into force with effect from
July 1, 1974 I, exercise of the
powers conferred by the Act the
President has also issued the Andhra
Pradesh  Educational  Institutions
Regulation of appointment. order,
1974 on July 4, 1974 defining “local
area”, “local candidates”, ete, provid-
ing for reservation in State and non-
State universities and educationsal in-
stitutions, This notification hag been
communicated to the Government ot
Andhra Pradesh and consequently it
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is necesspry that we should npw go

ahead with the establishment of a

&mv;nﬁwinﬂvdembtd. Hence,
] A

Since this decision was taken. I
had appointed a working group under
the chaumanship of Dr. George
Jacob, Chairman of the University
Grants Commission to make recom-
mendations regarding the main fea~
tures of the Bill The Committee
visited Hyderabad and held discuse
sfjons with various experts and made
some recommendations. The more
important of these recommendations
are that the University should be a
unitary one and that its jurisdiction
should extend to its own campus.
Although in all the other respects, the
Government had accepted the recom-
mendations of the Committee, I ven-
ture to “ubmit that we have made a
shight modification we have em-
powered the University to establish
other campuscs if 1t so desires. in
other parts of Andhra Pradesh. It

17 hrs

dors nnt mean that today we would
be 1n g position to establish other
campuses, but we thought 1t might
be desitable to gmve this power
to the unnersity Simuliancously, it
would have the power to establish
and maintain  special centres and
specialised  laboratories for research
1 places outside the jurisdicton, This
recommendation has been accepted.
The other powers ang objechives are
more or less the .amc as in the case
of the Noith Eastern Hill University.
The umversity should offer three
years honours courses gnd 2 years
master courses 1 year Ms, Phil. and
other research courses, We have
accepted this in principle but it
would be for the university to work
out the details The basic structure
of the university of having schools
providing for intra-disciplinary stud-
fes is being provided for in the Bill
In addition, we are visualising that
this university should be able to
collaborate with other research insii.
tutions which have been established



