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THE M1NISTB OF SAPPING AND 
TRANSPORT (SHRI KAMLAPATI 
TKIPATHI): 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 hill<j falling, but 
due to an earthquake, boulders and 
all that. I said they could have half 
an hour or one hour separately for 
that. i }

1310 hrs.

The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunch 
till fiteen mmvtr<t pist Fourteen of 

the Clock.

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after 
IAinch at twenty minutes past Four

teen of the Clock.
<Mr. D e p u t y -S p e a k e f  in the Chair)
MAJOR PORT TRUSTS (AMEND

MENT) BILL

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

m a t  the Bill to amend the 
Major Port Trusts Act 1963 be taken 
Into consideration.**
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SHEI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE 
(Burdwan). This Bill purports to
give effect to some recommendations 
of the Commission on Major Porta 
which &ave its report in 1970. I find 
from this repoit that altogether 160 
recommendations were made by this 
Commission 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 recommendation* of this 
Commission for the better and improv
ed functioning of the different porta 
in India no attention has been given, 
as is apparent from the Bill that has 
been brought. .The only proposal is 
to constitute or reconstitute the P «*

Trusts or the Boards of Management
* About looking into the various im
portant recommendations of the Com
mission. Therefore, it seems that the 
Government thought that since a» 
important Commission has made some 
recommendations about 4 or 5 years 
ago, something has to be done and 
‘let us do with the minimal of it', 
namely, the constitution of the Board. 
And the Major things remain tua- 
attendcd,

So far as tTie 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 
not be retained. Now, this is an 
attempt still to continue those pro
visions whereby the Government avoid 
payment of the municipal rates and 
taxes in respect of the P°rt Trust 
property. Although the Commission 
ha*- le'H'mmended otherwise, the Gov
ernment has not accepted it. Now, an 
attempt is sought to be made to create 
■an impression as if the Board is not 
functioning properly and that if there 
is a change in the Board, all the ill* 
and difficulties faced by the different 
ports will be solved. That is not the 
position. I want to make this submer
sion that this is a sort of an attempt 
to create an impression for the people 
that these different Boards whidj 
have been constituted under the ola 
Act are not functioning properly and. 
the onlv cure is to reconstitute or 
change them. I do welcome a « f  
change ter the better.
■this piecemeal legislation like this, 
tinkering with the problem and not 
facing and trying to aolve the 
problem?

I do not wiflh to aound P«wW«}- 
But what is the poaftl™ of the Calcut- 
t» Port to-day. w M * J ? * “  " 5 5  
important port in the whole of U » 
country* What h  K M  * * •  w ,ft
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regard to the Calcutta port? Even to 
the last two yeazs, the volume <rf 
traffic has fallen from 6.6 million 
tonne' m 1972-73 to 6.23 million tonne, 
m 1973-74. Ij appears now that in 
view of the present navigable posi
tion of the river Hooghly, no ship 
with a draft of 18’ and above will be 
«ble to reach Calcutta port or leave 
it after 4 years if in the meantime 
no water is released from Farakkau 
This is the position with regard to 
the Hooghly river. The Calcutta port 
depends upon the navigability of the 
Hooghly river. Now, what is being 
done? We have been promised by this 
'Government that this water will come 
from Far. kka, but this, like their 
usual promise, has not been kept. The 
position is—I will just read a report 
freni t’'o S t whuh t.ays;

“At present navigation on the 
Hooghly was carried out by day- 
to-day manoeuvres ”

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

“They said it was easier for ships 
to t r* iL.h Calcutta by taking the 
help of the tide but they had to 
face many obstacles during their 
wiy back.”

Sir, manv suggestion* have been 
made but they have not been Imple
mented The usual speeches are there. 
And I And once or twice, our popular 
Dtp itv Minister here had gone there. 
H> rnyp us hopec. but I 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 
honourable House one or two other 
important aspects with regard to the 
Calcutta Po t̂. Here it is said:

“The vessels during their outward 
movement row hav* to follow *  
hop, stop and jump method. Ships 
must cross the first bar 20 miles 
from Calcutta popularly known as 
low water crossing so that they are 
ctble to cross more formidable ones 
ltlr# the Eastern Ghat during the 
highest stage of tidal rise.

The hydiaulic experts said that 
the navigational channels on the 
Hooghly was becoming narrower 
every day. Safe anchorages for 
ahips during the crossing 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, tiie 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 
silting and other hazards in 1971,177 
ships were required for removal of 
the same quantity

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-SFEAKER: Farakka 
is a complicated question.

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

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; Tt is re
lated also to our relation with Bang
ladesh.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE- 
My point is that the amendment does 
not take into consideration the major 
recommendation and there is no pro
vision made with reftard to the better 
working of the major ports This is 
my submission. And there is no point 
in saying that once you put two 
labour representatives everything 
will be all right. We welcome the 
proposal. We want it to be tout 
as Mr. Shastri has proposed. But 
what I want to say Is this. Don't try 
to give an impression to the country 
that you had not been glv*n sufficient 
powers, in order to bring about i» -
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provement In the functioning of the 
major ports in the country. Merely 
changing the number of 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 
inarch 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.

MR. 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 
attempt has been made to remedy the 
defects to improve the working, the 
functioning, of the Calcutta Port. This 
is my submission. A large amount of 
expenditure is being incurred on ac
count of dredging Dredging can never 
solve the problem permanently. There 
are varioug 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 
locks and regulating gates on Hooghly 
near Pakuria near Falta. Then ships 
of 35’ draught will come to the port 
of Calcutta.

Then, there is need for another 
barrage below Haldia with locks end 
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 accumulate at the 
sand head. Rather it will remain 
deep. These are very important pro- 

which have to be implemented 
mmA seriously considered by Govern* 
ment, I wsnt a categorical assura*** 

the Minister as to the point of

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 of 
water would be available. Nothing la 
going to happen before Calcutta port 
is made a desert. Can you give us 
all assurance?

No modem facilities for landing 
have been gjiven 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 
w affected for bringing about im
provements for loading and unload
ing or road facilities. This was one 
of the major recommendations for all 
the ports in this country without 
which the ports cannot work 
No provision has been made with re
gard to improvements in loading and 
unloading facilities to these P°rfc* 
There are various scales of 
in different ports m India which are 
hampering the functioning of 
The Commission haa recommended for
S T  of a o m  * *
authority for going into thisqueat  ̂
But we do not find anything w tn
regard to this at all. 
ter said that some proposals have oeen 
S d T w h teh  would only m w  £ *  
the Central Government will havo 
greater control now.

I am not enamoured of the 
Government’* having a control. That 
means bureaucratic control. Mypoint
1S that the Central Government scon 
*o l can be given statutory 
with definite guidelines. We do not 
find any guidelines. That meansjjb- 
solute bureaucratic controls are there- 
Because Central Government# con- 
^  is there, all the difficulUes wUl 
not be overcome. 1 am not h m M  
that proposal. So, X would l&e the 
hon. Minister to consider
bye-laws or g u i d e l i n ^  ao as to g e ^ d
of the difficulties. We do not Jm»*r 
under what limited conditiona l * ®  
bureaucrats would tm etm . I de no*
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think if more powers are given to the
Chairman they ean 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 n*teiest».
Why should not the Board of Trustees
have powers? Why should the Chair*
tnan 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
without any principles being indica
ted

So far as apopintments of officers
are concerned, it is a matter which
should certainly be dealt with at the
higher level. I would, however, Uke 
to point out that so far as different
ports are conce: ned, serious charges of
corruption and misuse of power are
being made We would like to know
what the Government is doing with
regard to them. In so far as the func
tioning of some of the officers, whom
1 do not want to name, are concerned,
in Calcutta Po’ t, they have become a 
matter of scandal This should be im
mediately looked into. I welcome the
limited amendment proposed. Though
some changes are made, yet I feel that
some sort of uniformity has to be
brought about in regard to all major
ports hi India Whaf is brought about
bv the Major Port T^ust Amendment
Bill should not be the last word in 
the matter of bringing about improve
ments in all maior norts in India The
hw. Minis* pt should at least assure 
the Hws# that Government i3 serious
ly thmking on the acceptability or

'O th e rw is e  of the recommendations

made by this Commission and £he
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 in justified 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 <iis Bill have been stated in the
Statement 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 1968 and 1974. About
the same time this Commission was
going into the question of major ports
there was awother study team which
at the instance and invitation of the
then Minister, Dr. V.K.R.V. Rao, had
visited this 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 shall refer to the general recom
mendations of that study team later
but as for the specific case I would like
to submit while this Bill takes care of
the entire coastline of 3,500 miles m 
this country spreading from Calcutta 
to Kandla we may see almost every
State in this country which is a mari
time State in this country has been 
taken care of and serviced by a major
port Maharashtra is serviced by Bom
bay; West Bengal by Calcutta; Tamil
Nadu by Madras; Andhra Pradesh by
Vtehakhapatnam; Orissa by Paradip;
Kerala by Cochin and the State of
Gujarat by Kandla. I do not know
one single reason why the State of
Karnataka.. •.

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI:
ManT?»bre bas 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 Murrnag.n, but as far as the State
of Karnataka the purport of this Bill
does not seem to be cleal'. It has not
been Iisted as a major pori as far as
this Bill is concerned. I am very glad
that tile hon. Minister now makes a
statement that MangaJore will be a
major port.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHm PRANAB
KUMAR MUKHE.-qJEE): It is, al-
ready.

SHRI B. V. NAIK: I would iikc 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
Mange.rlore. 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.

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 TRlPATJII:
Of course, it will come.

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

SHRI A. K. M. ISHAQUE BASffi-
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
'hey can include any other por't,

. - ••• J 1)0
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.i.ti,": It
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PHANAB KUMAR
will be extended.

~MUKER-

Sl:Ji{f H. V. ~i\lK: Sinci, N1all~alol'e
li<ls unc; .•.dy been declared, as t he
::on. Niinistcl' lJ:1s also declurcd just
Jl0W, as " rnujcr port, I would re-
quest the non, Minister to go through
the ~bleaJellt mau\.! by the Karnat-
aka State Minister for Ports and Har-
bours, 1.11' Syed Ahmed Moharnmad
Umar Yahya, ill the month of July,
1974 'in front of the Karnataka Cham ..
bel' 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
unnatatablo 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 selection 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 th» 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 ffl~~ that the three
pioneer ports, namely Bombay,
Calcutta and Madras have now bsen
equated with the rest of the major'
norts in t}'is country. I would lil{p to
know whether it w"ll not be no=fble
for the Government in the Mi"j"try
of ~hiTmin~ and Trilnsnort to brinq
forw~J'(} a uniform Act in regard to-

..;
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&11 the ports that are there in these
3500 miles or the Indian coastline so
that WE' have a common law Why
shoul.! these be treated as something
special arid something at a higher 1e-
vci "\\rh:::h needs the ur.dividc-rl at-
tcntjr,:~ 0;' the Government of India"
What wrong, for example, have the
undeveloped but potentially trernen-
dous ports like Karwar have done?
What harm has it done?

What has Bhatkal done? Wnat has
Ma'pe done? There are hundreds of
such ports which are languishing for
want of consideration and artention,
fin mcial assistance and so on. If
the-e ap~ identified and prompted, the
congestion and other problems of the
major ports and port trusts can be
solved not through administrative
measures but by providing the mer-
chant navy an alternative option.

One of the handicaps in this behalf
is this. Again take Karwar. The
snipyard cannot come there 'because
it is not a major port. A major port
cannot 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 ne 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 th-at until
and unloss you brin ~ in uniform leg-
islation, things in regard to the rest
Of t+e port, in the country will not
br" ghten. That would be a major
national loss.

Coming back to the recommenda-
tions made by this International As-
soc ation of Ports and Harbours, some
Of t""m "re sort of =ve-openers. One
is that the Central Government should
clo-elv not control port purchase of
CO"t1v ~l"Hal equipment. This is
not ,,"rv fhtterin~ for our port trust
administrations. What do they mean
bv that? I am not critcising the

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 ,:ap-
ahle of making proper purchases?
That means purchases decisions have
to be taken out r)f their hands. In
plain terms. they allude to corrup-
tion in purchases, This is not very
flattering.

Then they should there should be
clearance faci liti e., avoidance of de-
murrage charges, the waiting that
goes at the ports should be brought
down to 24 hours, This is something,
like askinl{ 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.

T11f' last point "s this. Are we in
a position at lease to utilise the full
capacity of these major port trusts?
At present what is thc handling capa-
city and wh-at 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 Bill

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 to now, speak ..-
ing on this 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
moreagaint 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 powP.l"S and g'iYe ~rthex::-
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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 representatives of various 
government departments, when the 
Chairman happens to be fin IAS or ICS 
officer, these poor Johnnies are most 
nervous to open their mouths 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 o f the board may send to be 
included in the agenda; he does not 
have to assign any reason. He may 
*ay: “ I do not hke your face or 1 do 
not like your voice and therefore. T 
had not included it in the agenda.1* 
Therefore, it is necessary that those 
functions should be dearly defined ®o 
that we safeguard against autocratic 
and bureaucratic functioning. It will 
be in the Interest of the efficient 
working of the ports if the boards are 
run properly; otherwise why hare 
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, 
I 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«t these will only lead to 
distortion in the working of the 
boardr,

For instance, till recently the chair
man has had the power to sanction 
work upto a sum of Rs 25 000 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

(Amendment) j6q 
Bill

board as such are being restricted. 1 
would therefore appeal to the Mini** 
ter, broadminded as he is and having 
been brought up in a system of demo
cracy till now, that he should with
draw these clauses from the BilL

I should next ike to refer to an
other provision that affect* the func
tioning of these boards. Today them 
is no uniform policy regarding recog
nition of trade unions 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 itill re
mains unitfcogmsed. The leader of 
our party. Shri Inderjit Gupta is the 
president of the Calcutta Port and 
Dock Workers* union and was & 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 
settled at the grass root level across 
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 iftarge was changed be
cause 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 k<nd of 
bankruptcy in respect of industrial 
relations in other depaHmerts ard 
ministries also. 1 wotiW therefore, 
appeal to the hon. Minister that at 
least he should have t^e foresight 
and make some pn>vision« for the 
recognition of unions a^d have the 
atmosphere cleared fhp boa r̂t *or 
proper industrial relations so that 
labour and industrial mtiid
be settled in the shortest powibl*

SRAVANA 15, 1896 (SAKA)
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time by the creation of facilities for 
across the table settlements. Take 
lor instance the recognition of the 
Madras Port United Labour Union. 
ASK is the President of that union. 
Today by virtue of verification, 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 64d0. 
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 it that Tuticorin 
has been left out’

SHRI PRANAR 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 
Minister is contradicting his senior 
colleague While we have been given 
a clean assurance in regard to 
Mangalore

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

SHR1MATI PARVATHI KRISH- 
NAN: We have experience of Gov
ernment’s functioning. First it is 
udder consideration,1 then active con
sideration. then urgent consideration 

mori&s'shd y*ars pass by.

SHRI p. V. NAIK; It should be 
done by a legislative measure.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If you
are so keen, you should have sent in 
an amendment that these ports 
should be included here.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISH- 
NAN: The State Government, in the 
midst 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, I appreciate the step the Gov
ernment have taken.

So far as representation of labour 
is concerned, it is 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 appointed 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 useful and 
helpful if the local 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. 
Minister. Recently I had been to 
that port. I 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 is 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-Paratfeep 
railway 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 in 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 iron 
ore and even though so much money

has been spent, here is no coordina
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 loi com
pleting the port railway system is 
lying with the Transport Ministry for 
the last three years. The design ha? 
been completed In Vishakhapatnam. 
In one hour, 25 wagons 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 2r> wa
gons per hour or 45 wagons per hour. 
This argument is going on. They dc 
not agree as to whether it should he 
25 wagons per hour or 45 wac 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 thiar 
matter. When the design has been 
completed in Vizag, why should it not 
be introduced in the coming 2-3' 
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 lg to have*
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1? general cargo bertha. The caps-, 
city of the Faradeep 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 little more interest, the Paradeep 
port is not going to develop

Another problem m the Paradeep 
port is the serious erosion that is 
taking place there Three years ago. 
I went to the place where Nehru laid 
the foundation stone and, at that 
time, re a was 3 nules away from the 
Nehru Bungalow Today, it is only 
200 ft away Such a rapid erosion is 
taking place They have spent Rs 34 
croies on such a major port If the 
erosion is not checked we are going 
to lose such a big achievement m our 
State It ie a national achievement. 
I hope, the Government will do some
thing about it I urge upon the 
Mim^tei to jook into this problem 
also

Lastly, I must congratulate the 
Minister foi giving a little hope to 
the people ot Ona~a about the ship 
building yard Though it is not with
in the puivicw of the discussion of 
this Bill, I am digressing a little 
When the question came up about 
locating the ship building yard in the 
tountiy. I am ven’ happv to sa-v that 
his reply gave hopes to the people of 
Orissa that the Government of India 
is taking into consideration the ques
tion of having a ship building >ard 
at Paradeep I welcome this measure
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% q| mVr ar̂ r «tt f ^  ?Rf ^ ^anrer 
^  T?f | ?r r §  vri? ir
* * t*z vm ; ^ t <T‘TT s?fr ?rqr 9it*t 
w  ^  farfrw «rr ^ r
3TT T?r f  «r«r stwj;

| » »̂twt f  jff^r »T̂ r̂ tr % fNwr
^ * r r  f ^ i t s *  vr ^njwr

f «tst w r ^ i r w r ^ r r  w if^ i  
m  w  * m  {  f-f

* * ix  M ?ff w r m  w  «rwnw*r 
^ t «rf5sr sRtft t w r  w r  ?fr «mr% favra 

i fk  wrmt ?ntr forfa’i' % r̂*r ^  f i r  mrft 
y& m  ^  p»rm r 11 f*r^rq t  
r̂*nraT fj fV w  ?n^ H u i  % $  'rfonfa 
T W  f̂afcT ^  ^TTI ^TT t t s *  | ^  
^  aft f*r qn: *rwft-?srr ^ faWK *rt i 
f»r r̂wpar *T ^  ^  11

gft, %tm kvt $  **cx itZ*t 
% ^  wtr srfnr % n̂̂ rfft ^  »r^4 % i
^ r ^  ffrtr vr^r *r ^̂ pft 
w  5Sptjtt ^rr^ | i ^  ^
prm-sft^r r̂enr ir»TTr ?m4?r
T̂TrTT  ̂ I I*r fsrtw  spr ?rq-̂ T «fTT% fqr 

t  f 9 T̂cft ^r WR wm te ^5T> ^  
«FT STPT f^THT |  I 3TTT f
^rf^rr irt ^  snft »r*nr ?r ft  s% »• 
xrr^rr 7 r̂% 3stt m *  vw vx *n? %
%V^ ^  Wt WfrfW9t W Îf | 3frTT i *
?rs %rm ^t fr m *  ^ r 
v r  f r f f t ? ? 9 R  f c m  rt %  t * t  n  v w  i t  
v r & f t  % ? r  %  ^  ftf^ F T  ir r T ^ r
3ft ^r t̂ frft̂ rr t
srrr% srrrf ^arr ^  fr w  £ i jrfr  far 

^r ?tn ;* r̂t 
fr^ ;efr?r f?nn t  7* *rm ^ % 
% ssrrqt %fp r̂ r̂r srr f?t-
gr̂ sTJT ?T*rr ^ « r  ^>»rr i
*̂r % nrfr ?t?t% *r

5F7 fncfrrr % ^ tft 5rrftr^r «Ff Tt
<Tm «TT% 5TFT % T̂ aft % *$ fT̂ t̂ r ^ tf
x r w ^ t t f  f  ^ w r
tpr^ an% t o  ?rt * r ^  t

f y  f̂5wr?r v t f r ^ r i^  qr «r*- 
fx^mm[3Y it f«w^r % ir^rt ft  ?nr% t  * 
^ f^ rr Pjt̂ % «ft srt?: ŵ r̂̂ nr ft  
in ft v r Tfw^|?nT ft , % w it f¥*r> *t 
^f5m  % ft , trfr ^*rr- 
% » f  $  *ttx *#  #t<r <n%
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%m ir sfafafa I
«tfrf ffircre <Pwe* 1  w  «i«rcf̂ rerf 

y t  ^ r * r  w?tf Q w i f  *t  w r  
trap q ^ m s h s r  v t ^ r  v t r t  arnt 
arm 2 srfafr fa  ot <r»grr ffrn  4 s r fW v  

s r t f  ?ft $  m m  f  m m  ^  
f f ^ t  « F ^ T  £ t*Tf I T W  #  'FPTSTcTT f  f r
— f* —... .. - _2̂X»«£lHT*H IT fT*T¥ âns’m  T fP » , w  w  
* r r f  *r  ^  itt  * r k  ^ r r  
t *  * r r f  hV ^  t f t  *pt $ t  1 w ^ t r t  srt
- V. ..... . .... ■ ̂ ** — -A. A.W*T 3TRT q S» VftrVTTW ^  
anrcrare J f f ^  ^  w k  t  *?rr <rc a r m  

2TT fr ^ t  s r^ rfM w ^ r ^  1 t N f t
f^frr ^ ft v^nr ftr f+̂ tfl ?nct%
% m  v &  ^ n r  *tt 1

? rn %  ? t £  *rn?» cjp^ftr ^
*£■£?? f<v^»-dVH frrr f  f^r^t snflR 
qR TfZ fc*TcT | tff«H #*f STTWT 
S F H R T  T t 7  t  *3 ^ %  5TT t  ^
fTOTT, q^TR f̂hr h w r  | 1 ^r 

aft * f t  W W W  & ^ T t r  r ftm  
STFfr ift «T̂ T f^3FSTPT 5PTT ^iffTT | 
w  r̂rffTT f r  fsnr sn^r ^ 'tt£
|fT *Ts?T *F t  f i d  U«W  ^ rd  *Bt fft f ^ j F ^ F f  
?  grfasF a rft ?r h f t f t  srn ft * f t  s f l r  

| ^ r r t  *ft frQ j^ v R  forr t̂ft i 
*r?  * r d  * t p t  * t  srp fa r t  ^  ^
v m  srarw sqnrar ^  ^  p  1

f^r fr^  % w i wtenr *1% f
3ft W l d  ’TT^T ^  | ^ R  Hi'l'lsTH
^  f̂t % w r  t  f r  ^ftvr^r % sra^
^fhr^T T̂, HTRFT qT, T̂
v t f 'T ’ T tr tV w R  %  %^rr anwr «rr, % f^ F r 

f % * n  w  t  %  i r r m  i t  f v f t M w  
’P IW  *P T  %  t m  3 T 1 W  t 

?  i w  v f w i f W t  f f n r  < n r w  sn% « ft  
UTRVT ifprr iWTT̂ tftlWi I  I *rtWH 
k  i m f t  |  i f k  v i tr  ^
<n€f «(ft nft ^ f t  « r | m  ^ t ,  ?ft ^  w | t  
• • i t f  f t w p f t  1 1 ’c f t w r

% ^ ?T  VT5T *pt *j»t
arsRvr ^ <hi ^  ?r̂ t | fd r  ’srffer- 
afntWt % in m \x  <rt tit ^ r  Cnc

T̂f0ST vHT |  I Rifs^F
«ft«WR f t  TfTTT I

fnpft iw ftm  ^tott  ̂®f̂ r ftp 
% in %qr^r ^ w ft  <mr

"TT3RT T3T% «Ft irfSV  %®CT ^  t  I ^ 
P2TPRT T̂rTT VTT %

% «fT̂   ̂ <RVR ^ TW flfkflhic
rm  1 1 ^  ^  t  %  r̂t firri><iO
3R# t  ^  qR T̂̂ FTT fN^fvr v t  I 
^httsrrf̂ rsrR*r?rt% f̂ nr̂  2, 000̂ 0 
t  nf«Rr ^ fr 3% wt wti *r
m r % n^nte f?nm  r^ ft  j

^ n r «r t  «Ft *rrr  ̂%$rr̂ T
f w  1 1 w ti t r  % % n ^ r  
M m  wttctt «rr, q?7f srw ^ r  $  
tfrr ?rfsRnr ferr «rsrr % irt itft m  ,̂
€tW> ^   ̂I WT ’3TR% f  f% «JT3T 
f^ FTm  % 1F5T ’̂ rfcrJT F̂TcfT  ̂I 

vfY «rf^nr n»ugFm i % 
f  w ti i t  vrcrfW t jfM t 
ĴTf̂ rq- %qr^r wrt frfsRT W  ^TTShr 
JTft t  WTT frw *  «rfâ >' ft  I  1

m  ^  ^ rrw  «rk t  %
?F5T ^
tit TSnt I ^ T 3T IRTT «% T̂ «FT fRTRT  ̂

f ?  W5T W W  t  ^  *Ftf 
SETPT̂ T ^  1 1 3ft qfewr #f%»T
« r n r ^ T ^ r | ^ ^ T ? r ^ r %  srr^ r 
vnztit wrft «%̂ ra- ^rr # ?fk  vm x  
wwtn * WK **§ ^ F t  ^ %«>ft ?  fjt 1 

 ̂^ T T  f r  tfm fvrr ^  %
*m T̂ »tt r̂T%tt fr^ r sn ^  ^ r 
41WHT ym T *  ̂ 5T sf|gf>H
^ tt ^ rf^ i

it£ x  &  WT fRRT I  7 iTFFfW 
sprft  ̂^hî 'c) % *ft  ̂<®|r 1 f*r v |e t
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t  f% «PT «ft£ f3RRT *TOT * *
srp tt wr*r anrfar 9$  ^  ar̂ rnr 
wt *ni? t %ft*r vti^rr i t i  f  % fcrr | 
*fhc * t i  v m & g r *  wm *ft $ 1 
^  %?r m  m  k  xmm i t i  |
^TVT flTT 3Wt*T *f%f T̂ T I  I ^  qr 
i n w T  jh *j sat r  ^  ?rt g s r r r  f t  
■ftwt 11 j^Y
srrct |  i wt»r $  %  t o  «pr*ff ^ t  
$t*rr 5w ?r*> ?nrr zm m  i
f̂ cTT *t f iw il 3T*TR % 3IT̂
w\ g w r  ^t^tt <ft£ % arfr* $  smrr?T- 
fcrafa fam  iftr f??% wwtr $ 
f% f f2T *T fs f^  fTHSR TOT *TC>% J
3?i*r i f r o i w  t  f% jn r

ot*tpt % «Ft ^  irtr t o  
<fnr *rt ?tpth  % arft t it  ^  ^  ^  £, 
3*ir f̂ rsraT | » i f f  m * tr  t h f v h  % 
s fc t  ^ t  n̂ran | m faw n  m  siwr | 
sift w rsrn  #st% | ?rt srfirar ftRWT 

n̂TcTT 11 w f w i  a rrn ft *ftor i r i  v t 
^ rm  ^  ^  | t t
^TfciT f  f o  f i w  qft£ % iv r q A r  v t 
*fnc *rfsR> w tr  ferr srnr i

**  ?i^r ^  m«r ff w  f ^  ^t 
wttttt 11

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY 
(Kendrapara): Mr. D«puty-Speaker,
Sir, it is common knowledge that to
day most oi our ma'jor ports are limp
ing and are in the red. Their effec
tiveness leaves much to be desired. 
In that context, I do expect that this 
BiU should not merely think of the 
problems but should have covered the 
entire aspect of the reorganisation of 
the major ports so 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 IM8 made 
e recommendation which I quote:

"We therefore urge that the Indian 
Government authorise a *tudy in

depth into the entire matter of Ports 
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
nization be engaged despite the fact 
that the services of such firms are 
generally expensive.”

In pursuance of this recommendation, 
a Major Ports Commission had been 
appointed which had made many re
commendations out of which, if I 
remember correctly, the only recom
mendation which this Bill is going to 
implement is to bring the three major 
ports, Calcutta, Bombay and Madias, 
on par with the other ports like Vizag  ̂
Tuticorm, Paradip, Kandla and Mar- 
mugao in pursuance of the Port Trust 
Act, 1963. Beyond that, I do not find 
aqy significant recommendation which 
is sought to be implemented by this 
Bill I 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
mendations which the Major Port 
Trusts Commission had recommended

In that context. I shall invite the 
attention of the House to one signifi
cant fact. As regards the organisation 
of the Port Trust, the Chairman 
occupies a pivotal position m 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 (IAS) or, in a few 
case* the Indian Civil ton'tai
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(ICS), have had extensive adminis- 
.trative 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 a fault of 
the ‘system’ than of the individuals.”

"The Study Team has categorically 
stated that the Chairmen should be 
moie of managers than of administra
tors. But, what do we find? Some 
administrators function as bureaucrats 
and net as Chairmen What is the 
result of all this? I would invite the 
attention of the Minister to page 147 
of this Report I quote.

“The current Chairman 0f the 
Poit Trust has served since May 
1967. He had no experience m port 
operation or management prior to 
becoming Chairman ”

So, a man without any experience and 
without knowing the At B or C of a 
port, is appointed as Chairman merely 
because of the fact that he belongs to 
the IA S  What has been the net 
result9 Only yesterday, the hon 
Minister, tn reply to a question, m this 
House ha& said that Paradip Port has 
been incurring a loss at the rate of 
Rs 3 nores a year

This is the result when you put an 
administrator as the head of a port 
trust who has got no experience of 
the port whatsoever 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 divested of their admin*8' 
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 
activities the pott trusts. I hope

the hon. Minister owes an answer to 
this House as to why this recommen
dation has not been implemented, why 
Don-technical men who have no ex
perience of the port trusts work are 
entrusted with the management of the 
port. 1 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
tions 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 Pa *adip port whose interest has 
a crippling effect on its development. 
The House 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 con
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, breakwaters, 
reclamation, capital dredging 
etc., but exclusive of the ex
penditure on mechanical 
handling plants and equip
ment;

(ii) limit the obligation of these 
ports to the payment of in
terest and repayment (of the 
principal to only 50 per cent 
of tne caiptal outlay after de
ducting the cast grant. These 
ports would be reuqired to 
pay the appropriate rate of 
interest as applicable to all 
long term loans advanced by 
Government during that year:

(lii) permit the interest to be 
capitalised during the cons
truction stage of the project;

(iv) apply a repayment schedule 
for the loan during a period
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of SO years, the first Instal
ment of repayment to com
mence from the eleventh an
niversary of th  ̂ $ommi8Sion- 
ing of the project;

Now, what is happening? As regards 
Paradip, after its sixth 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 
its treasures to get money to make 
payment to its employees.

I would only and by saying that only 
a more cursory and casual attention 
has been paid 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
ing 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 re
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

*T*TT (TT?ft) • W
f t  ?nft % ^

8FW S £ I W  **5 fft*T *nft
Wt fW k S T  1 9 5 3  ft f t  «ft I

wkit ft m ft  ft W  '■

“The Committee regret t0 note 
that though a sub-committee consis
ting of senior representatives of 
Calcutta, Bombay and Madras Port 
Trusts was set up as early as July, 
1963, to recommend amendments of 
Bombay, Calcutta afad Madras 'Port 
Trusts Acts, they took more than 
three yeats to submit the report. .

it* l e t  fw w w *  p f

(Amendment) 17&
Bill

%ira«rra«n*r**rflr*r*ft<5nfti

im  f  i

ftscr iftz wnpr* fiijr ft 
f^Fr f*RT 1 1 tn f far fersr ^
?ft f e f r r  ftarr cry m vrx 1

f  \

aft «Fft^ *rrr ft ^  3*%
aft zw# ura ft ^rft ft $ $  ft ft •

“ (ii) to consider broadly their deve
lopment programmes in the 
context of present and future 
national needs with special 
reference to the changing 
shipping and port technology; 
and

(m) to examine specifically the 
following aspects of port 
working —

(a) management.

(b) financing, and 
(c> personnel, and

(iv ) to consider in the light of all 
the above, toe capacity of the 
ports to enhance thf current 
ra1es of ex-gratia payment; 
and

(v) t0 review the arrangements
that exist for coordination 
among the different ports, and

(vi to make recommendations on 
the above and other ancillary 
matteis ” ,

apft£t ft 127 fafftfttflFT *ft *
graft fft* ?nft ft * t  fcf* 
^  v& m  vm  ft fe w  1 1 

ft arrrar ^n^rr j  fa  writ

fUT WK I  »
S O T in w sm sffct1! #  tynflhftgfr i 
m r t  t * ?  fcfcrtw m m  1 1 f *
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s w  i f t x  v t  SteFt i
*5T VR^FT t  • f>T f,

frssr wi 1 1 triw r rfix, m rz m fc 
sfr an$r t  *rr 3ft sftj %pti£
«FT% I  ^RT^m r ffc 3* OT w  
it <t > *t % ^rt ^  *j%n
m *£t ? st* m W sr *pt ^  
^ ttt  ? *nq% ?ft fans t^r *m w% ft 1 1  

% * t  $*rft f u r o r e  *Y £ t  
^nm *fsrp $ ^  * w s  % ^  
^ft t a r e  % ^q if f , r̂f^nr t t f r  
*m i>qa % wt% sro t  ^ r  ?r$t *frr 
^sn | ?ft *3^  ?n% *rt W w  *$t sft * 
^  3ft 5TBt 3|T# «ft, 3^Ft cR% 
&TR ?T?ft f^rr JRT & I w f lftg*?'
€\ fr itt  vfrr f*r*t M £  *  k  frpr ^rfr
«Ft EZTPT f^TRT $, 1?T T7 fTT3rJ|̂
?ift *r£ & 1 ^  frrd ^r
q-nra wt $ ? f̂m jTf qit f̂r *tft 
f  f r  <f*i tft StT W  »T q^FT
^  f  1

SHRI B V NAIK Are there any 
dry poxts anywhere m the u o ild ’

«f» q cW *  1  *T* t  fWre f t  SHfa- 
znn %rvit  *rrR?t tishi ^

“The 1.1 Rest single commoditv m 
India s seaborne trade is iron ore 
Total iron ore exports, loim India 
increased from 0 3 million tonnes in 
1955-56 to 15 1 million tonne*, in 
1968-69 Lowering of transporta
tion costs by the use of large-sized 
ships can play a significant role in 
ensuring the competitive character 
of Indian iron ore” .

m  fasr it *f3p- ’ftejflf *Ft 
fro^nft «& ?rre v r f **n*r *nft fart 
m x 1 1 fwlk *frr ^wr
w q r  % fW N b ro  « r w r  *r| fc » 
#rft *»<nw ^rr fa *  wm ▼rfH 
ftj^r imk <ft*,* v t f t 1

« t  ^  ft iw  ( « m )  : SFHBWST 
4 *  z f t n

J?? *P̂ rr w  jf %  w  ^ 
ftrfwr %fr art wti q ro  ^ h r  ir srf̂ r- 
f^fa^r wt t o  f^ n  *rm ?r% r̂ 
m t  *f>t 'TSIX 5TT
v m r l^ T  ^  ^  imct w m  %
•Tft W TgT t I fa r W F  %  S K T
vsrpi, in p f^ sr  fgqr€^gy
W W ,  TT31T ^nvrff, T̂STT T f^nr 
^H 3̂T ®PT «TlS 5TTO if SlTdWl.^ 
fen  w r 1 1 zff m v n , | ffr s*  
g^rm^'r % f e r n  % »i^w<i^ifH»wr 
w i t it*  3^t ^ r
=w^nfTO?fr spr, ift<WR ^ tt ^rferr 
?rk ^rf îTr ?fti ^  f^r

p̂t ^ t i  srt^rfer pTT ^rffrr 1 

^ otpt fW fh n m  ^
■wt % 1

^  ff T̂̂ TT ^
fa  ^grnriMTPw.!'' % ^  ^
srffTfsrftr m i  *m> ir ^  ^nf^rr j 
qm 5^: % ir, ir fr
x*t t o  3ft jtr-n ^ ft r̂nr gt t?t 
art r̂Psff prf?rMf?r€t ?fir ’ th i 
w r^rr i? ?iH Ervxnr ^cqw |wr P 1 

'?7T% ^  it #  5HRT ^ ^rrm- j #  w  

trrsnTZR: ymsPTT f  f% ^ R m fr  %■ sfri 
«nq> f ^ 3 r  ir sfT srPrOrftr 
% 3t^t: fjt̂ t ^Tf^rr i

*m 11 % srer^wz 25*r3f( 
qf^ f?T  fipqT im t t , ^ P T  VT9R 5T? t  
f^ ^tt % ? r te R  ^  %etwt
% f̂ Jr 3rw 1 w w n. ir«®r ^trt 
^ ^ T ^ t t i  J t f t T R ^ ^ m  srtrr 
?stwr t  «fhc »Pt fsreipr
^tt 1

3r$ 3 *  m m  22 *fhc 23 VT 
5?e t  T O  <JfT'
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TfrTT «TT, fbw tf
w v t  ithwpt fw fh r  wrns wx firorr
STTCTT *TT, %f%vST VT 4liftrai % ffTTT % UT**
rsr ^  f : “ *rf Sfrr, snfS?
fTTT ^  f o r ” I ZtX *RT
c ft f  src» ^ r r j , “srr^teirtffinr” 
f f f t n̂ rtTrfrq7?rfar" •

TO T̂T *TTf^ xftx “m m '’ 
t^ rt ^n % , m  “sfTW r̂” %ftx “2*x”
7 ^  WTfl  ̂ I

ar?T rRr *?rnr 20 vftr ^ rn r 36 
«rr $  **r if ?=prr?T7T wws
% ^r% ^  m  ttrm  mm g ? 
*RT if f*T $f w  W&r if trfr fsFT 
v t  ^T fô TT f ?̂TT F̂TTT | %  *TTTP: 
TT *ft?T OTT f?TT |, ?fk ^  *fH* 

<=rfr% *r Trgt, srfr* ^ -fa rr  wr z*  T̂*rf
5FTTT T̂T̂ ft t  I

s i  <mr RTmrTR <re *rr% t| £ i 
q *  qw srrcrr *rm  w

SHPR $ :

“My dear Mr. Limaye,

I 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 been sold to Otters Club on 
Carter Road and another piece has 
been given to a five star hotel at Lands 
End. In the Mahim Creek the Gov* 

-eminent has acquired about 130 acres 
o f foreshore land and given it to the 
housing board/’

*  aft t o  m ?|  I - *  ifr 

v f r t  t , ^fput? frw rc *rc

Sr vm m  v x  t « 3 *  
I  fw 3rrt ^ srwif apT *ft$ 
*m  11 flTOTT TT

tfter wrfiq- ?r»TRr | ftr Tr*r 
* v m  *r f%r9r f r  y z  # fgyforrft 
* x  x $  $ i t  tf&r ir 3pc3rf f^r$hmr 

x& tx xm r g :

“A large part of the area covered 
by the scheme is submerged in water 
even at low water including plot 
No.206, 210 to 224 of block III; 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 Minister in serious diffi
culty.

*T«f fw w  : rnp fftfV?ro f o r
11 *T?ft *r?ft*ir % % M ; #
«rf?T $  ^ fiT  % wrz m  fit?: m
5TWT TOT | I

16 hrs.

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

sft «nj fw*r$ : t  %
«TT 7SRT WTf?TT jf I #«T VT 

frtvr W&  % f?T̂  VT5 VJT 
wxtft 11  f?r r fi vrT5 * 2  m  
m *r W  frr̂ iTT ? #  ^?T TX
xom  % i

£Tf¥ % ^  % ift ^  fRtwr—  
m *  Nir—^  w tt ^ftfw lr 

fosft 11 sfr f  thft n fr w
#  ^ir v m  <rnprr f  t
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w»t*r m  vrarr 
«* »  « * ;  JTiff smft 

ftr

“The value of land in the Bombay 
3ackbay reclamation scheme is on a 
national basis and what the lessee 
bas to pay is ground rent at 6.5 per 
cent per annum calculated on the 
notional value of the land per sQ- 
naetre.”

1 964 5  rnp *PT Jfter zm

TO ft  TO g » h r̂ ŜfFr 3TT ir*ft?T
g,^*« % t** v f  
f^ R  w r  f t t o  g i *jfa

W TT^^^fsrrr
% f *  Tifefr fft *r,

grwrenft *r 1 h r t c t  £ i 5 * 
tn€f5T % 5TTR tft *T* qT«T  ̂ I IT? | 
4*R  TOP** rr* % ^ V m
fa m , $ 3*T*f rrTfaqpft f5F^
sttw  f;jr fa is~ .

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is *t your 
contention that all this land belongs 
to the Bombay Port Trust?

3ft s£t I qfrrcfn: * 1

ff»TT t  <fiz fFS PTC % ?r?<1 I fTt
jt t ?  % sft g f r o *  fe srt zr%z 
arif w*1 srrfefa** 297 *mrr g 1 

sfr  i* star *gt g 1 t o  t o t  
*fr % w f -  ssfta, ^ T -^ rrf 

vrtjte m  t<|5t 1

faf?g% W T VSEpFVPT WWI^H I 
% wre *?r f t  innf gtfta sftfro* 

*pt*  a’Ttrrr fafjr*nf 
srr**s fafcrc*, faw n *  fa ro . tft 
*?r t o , vro*ft ̂  f r o  g, i
% < T * w ifc s g i^ T % * r 5  ^  * *  
irnr'sfTO ir *ft ff f  f l t f  % *pt*t *m<i |1 
i *  <?r aft i*rr*n to% , * t  f w  g, 
ffcurr «?t * * *  75 *T* *0  »!*

jtepwnr *  f*ra% *rmr g 1 fa* g
H  m i  j f r o  1 *  *>ff
gi fa r  f f t  *t$ t o s t ynr#g ftrfire* 1

$sr ?r r«p t o  <tt wsr * f  t z  <r  
ft o  t o  ?ft *roft %—
^  <re * f  srm *TfTTT*s£ % ft  *rf g—  
rr̂ r si** 15-20 wit *rt frwFr* c

13pr f r o  «rr w  ^  fro«r ^fm
T O

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I really 
admire your resourcefulness. This 
came as a constitutional issue. Now 
you are putting the b a b / flat on the 
lap of the Minister!

sftw fa w d  ^<rsrm*«r3*nir*n, 
$rfTT^ r t  1 2 so t o  
^  ^t f̂ ŵRr t̂ nt 1 1 ^  W w w r  

ir »p»t «ft̂  «rnrr rft  ̂
^  t o ,  1 6 C7tts
^ ^ ^ 5 = fm t % 3 fT ^ r g ^ T ^  <rr*r 

f«fr f?T 5ft*T ?rt T̂T nq wtf«p 
f  ifSFSR «rr n*n *ftr *??5f r̂rar, fYflr r̂nsr
rqrqT rrsp-tr? Tf. f*T%fTOg—  
(SJPTETR )— 'ff^T 3ft, ^ VTT# STPTsPTft 

% f̂ rrr ^  t^t f  1 m *  vm  zn *  
5t^t % ^ 1 flpprapt jfFRnrt % f^ r#  
^ r r  r̂r̂ TT | f*F ^  ^bt am̂ T *r t̂ 

% «rm m r o  wtitt

«i> «w rw fir fwnrrrft : f
»TTTO ?ft STft

g ?

: f  ^5T TfT $ 
^  q^-^fr*r sift g 1 $ sft ff*rf?r g 

f r s ^ R  ^  ^  irnr
% 7ST t t̂ f  i sh h  ’Wt ?w *Tf 
JTTTTsn «TO, *(Wt

M r
^  ^  g fa «ftppnr ^  v w w
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w t  1 9 7 2  

«rk 1 9 7 1  % *  t o r  *wr *rr
*$r%wnrr«rT? *  % ?ft *rot
«rr t sw *rwrr «n : <rc ift 

*nrr i

m  ft *ftr « m  vr
**n?r s f t w  *r$?rr ^ 1 frrfew  ^97 

tt 1 fr frrftr ^rrf
*  t

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

*ft ft *rcft ft jforr m m  
^Tfcrr g fa  f < W m  %
«rtc war "3ft srt w *  step? ^
tft 24  tfh: *cm *tt «rr?ft % ?f^r

297 % «sncTT | ®TT
^  gnfiH snr 3TT -*ft fM flr  * 3

ft% im  v> irr^ft^nF * t

*TTC TOT T^t ? l^WtppT ?r | 
m ^  ? tftm *m ^rnr £ •

Whether the Central Government is 
not in collusion with the State Gov
ernment?

tffasR £  wfSTSFTft Tt *Tr&TT *pt?T 
T̂TfT ? VR ^ 'f  ^  ^  | ?

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: The only 
relevant question is whether the Mi
nister of Shipping ana Transport 
would claim that this foreshore land 
belong to the Bombay Port Trust You 
have made your point.

| 1 ft
<«P ^  *FT % *fTT f  I 297 %
Jm ^  >PfTT $ fa  *rc sft
trpfV % ?fr% T$?ft I  24 faTO tft
?rt t o t  *n* **  £  s t  iPSr^wr,

i^T%

^rt *  *TTt*r v #  f*rr, *rfcf *rr, 
* t f  sftirnr s  iwr^rar *$ft $t tf*rcrr 1

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

SHRI MAPHO UMAYE: How can 
I come to the foreshore until I develop 
the point?

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER 1 would 
admit this only to the limited extent 
where you would say that this land 
belongs to the Bombay Port Trust. You 
The Minister ha$ either to admit that 
or deny that But do not go into the 
bigger constitutional question

ft rft rnf ?ftw
r^r | f r  ?rt t o t  jthp % ̂  *fr ar <ffar I
<3* % ^ *?t£ fa*TO 5jft | vttr 5f
fTHT wt^tt 1 *rt ft qpfrr uftr wt *r> 
srnrr $ 1 <str srtr apt szmsrr ‘ qrt?

it art £ 1

SHRI B v  NAIK When the re
claimed land rises above the sea level 
then it ceases to be covered by article 
291

ftr*r*r * t u *t k

^ «ft frtT f  ^  T7 VH ? !

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER* Do not 
go too *ar I do not think it i> within 
the scope of the Bill You are raising 
a very interesting pomt, an important 
point But I am only pointing out 
that the broader constitutional impli
cations cannot be discussed now be
cause it is not within the scope of the 
Minister for Transport and Shipping 
to go mto the constitutional interpre
tation of these things AH that I 
want to say is, that IT it is your case 
that these so-called reclaimed fore
shore lands should properly be the 
property of the Bombay Port Trust 
then, of course, it is within the scope. 
It is for the Minister to say whether 
iti s “yes*' or “no**.

inft ?ft ft ^ 

w hito**nr*r * * * * * * *  1
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qfc-WTC % WT* ft 5*TT̂  an^'r 
ft, ft3R rftiv  V&  ft, T?flU?r Sft&T w  ft, 
STR «Tfcr nr«TC % «*TTWTT *Ft *T$ |
*frt trf *rnft *rta t  fo  m-arrcrr 
sftr stM tjt *tt«f % ar.’sr ft 3ft anfa &
3*r qffrr-uftr ̂ rrm ft i qsft
ftft **tmt f o  qfrr-sfF % aft
srofa t  «H[ %fs ^  | i w  ft qfrr-sftr 
% arr> ft *n ^  g i  t> - tTtt ?rr «rr 
f w  11 sfj txrMr q'ta t o  £
«T5? ?tm ft w tfa  ft qtf
^nf trf fspr if ?r̂ r ^  i

197 4 ft ft ^Pft 3TFTT f  \
3fr f?r % sr* £  ?=rr>T «rt*

<njf»rr ?pt^  | sr*7TT £

‘An Act to consolidate the immo
vable and other property vesting in 
the Trustees of the Port of Bombay 
and certain other property on, or 
connected with the foieshore of the 
Island o* Bombay into one estate, 
and to ve^t the control and manage
ment of the same m one Public 
T rm t and *or other purposes

WHEREAS it is expedient that the 
immovable and other property vest
ing m the ttustees of the Port of 
Bombay should be consolidated with 
certain other propert\ on or con
nected with the foreshore of the 
Island of Bombay into one estate, 
and that such consolidated estate 
bhculdt together with the rights and 
poweis now exercisable by the said 
trustees bp vested, subject to the 
provisions hereinafter appearing, »n 
new trust, it is enacted as lol- 
lows — ”

ir*r ft ^  anwr ^  *rf &—

mnd includes the bed of the sea below 
tne high water mark.

Under the original Port Trust Act, the 
land below high water mark also be
longs to the Port Trust

tftar nft tftfaft, ft 1972 *pt sn ir  

WTOf j  I ^  2 8  *PFJ*T, 1 9 7 2  W  t  I 
Sft 1 0 0  flTW *FT ?PT|RT STT? %

«rt£*t£ sfft: ^ r  f w  *rcrr 
ft I qrerfft % hJVkH ffaT ^ r  

tffar* <rti t  * tt£
^ ^ # t r r f f t g W < r i r | i f k  3 *r%faft 
3frmfefq^rsnr 2 8 *r*%5T, 7 2 «Ftfft$*rr- 

q̂ TT J, %2R “z  fe 
ttfs*r qrrr j -

‘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 
point

fm fts R  *FT f T O  | 1 £ft 
%m % *rprft ft t #  % \ -aw
for ift % s r o  ftft ^
■TsnrT «n cfr ^  ^  w  «rrr 

vkt $f m  ft m  T t̂ |— $*r?rc$ft 
wrq it# m*F?r ^ r r  
m i «fv̂ T *nn t — n̂q- w  % ^  20 ?r\r 
36 Jfft ^  vtorh: ft ^
r < ^ i^ r «ft r̂nr $TfTT |  «it

% ?tt ffttrfftw ftffRrr
frr̂ r f»T % r̂̂ rr SHTRT f^TT WTft*IT I 
?̂r ft ^rm Ht *rar I  

qrjf *̂rT «ft*t «F r̂r ^  eft OTft 
20 % rTfcT Tto 9f»TT$ »r| t , ^  5R? ft
ww 37 w tT fcw n i*rf 1 1 ftrr

I  %
ft WfWR w  apt fftsr fT

ft w k * !* p f t < f t w T < r r T i ? r t i  
?rw % 3rrt ft # W R 6 8 v t ^ f t —

“The works to be undertaken by 
the Board under this Act may in
clude—

(5) reclaiming, excavating, en
closing and raising any part
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of the foreshore vested In the 
Board when auch reclama
tion, excavation, enclosure or 
raising may be necessary for 
any of the purposes °f this 
Act.”

tfqiKWT ^ *hCT STf

imr *ft <EtT-*ftr qft fafrroRr swrf 
<rt£ f̂ TFr qr g ft
UTFT®! TfT | I

w  ^  qsitfte spiret % *ft 
w n  cpr f a f t t  % 5 *  M t  1 1

$  fc ft i  *t, sft <ffaft ^  ?r*rr *pt 
968ft q? ^  srm t £>—

The Bombay Port A rust possesses 
large landed estates most of which 
have been created by the extensive 
reclamations carrier outf rom time to 
tune in connection w ith the develop
ment of the port These estates total 
n early 1^900 acres inclusive of the 
Docks and Bunders and about 1,350 
acres exclusive of the Docks and 
Bunders

ST* ^  oft 1 9 0 0  rr$w m  m  % 

*fi? 3F3rf <rt£ I m r
srenug QVfrr m <ft srrr % 

i t«f ?n?r ^ ^  i oo 
HT?ft % wuft ainftsff frFnr «T7%
1 9 0 0  % *tpt J rrfw  f  i srV

w ffr  tm  *£r $ m  *?% 
1900 snrto fa * &  ft«
sTTTSW W$&T, #  fTTT V^TT ŴcTT jj 
f% aft f ,  ^  fB
wnmt % vfwe *vn $ aft

ift %Ppi «r^tvr *Pt HTT
TT̂ f t e y R  fw*r if
m  t  ? % $  % tfferr ^
*$ r$ —

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

in Meghalaya (St) rfg* 
BUI

about Constitutional Amendment and! 
some other Bills . . .

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE I am 
speaking to Clauses 20 and 36.

$ WHMftT *  gt aft*T W $ I 
i $ m w r wr^tr 

g f v  t m  tftm  xtw? m m  $

far *nsrr qriq; 9ft sstpgt t ,  art *njsft 

totot |, z* Jr v t f  *ft firm 
<ftt-TRTWiFir %, srnc? ara*? %■, F̂*7Tr 

v t f  n̂nr * t  q z  * ir  i

3F3T f^JW R  % •’fWP<#>f SPT 3T ’fTT̂
'ftf^rt ^ t m z  % l%Tf> ^  TTfftir 

wrr% v t  f lftw rr  ^ t  %TT 

^ r f  «ftr »rsrr»T % *tt*t ^?rr r̂rq-n- 7 
?r *r*r ? th  tftfeqr v t  wt *w s  

% f^TT^ 3r n  stptct ^rr% »pt *ftrr t  i 

«f»tt *w t vnfrr srrafr v t  

ta r  frcn ^rrwr rn ^  tsr ’sftrr

jSTFTTT i

wwri«if?r ftw rst >-friT n »?w 

5r*f ̂ r?n  ̂f¥  «rf 
^ M  t t  *Tm*r frzri t  *m- 
JTTn^ **zrm JT fTT Pf?r*
f^r t, f^r% f*T«r if T=rr
If I 3fT-i*i?T.Tflr| <?r ITT ff
«ft ??T f̂ FT % f f W  T  3ITgT It I I n *

5=r«r SfB t̂ f 7 m r  anpr fTT ^

it # w p c TT g f«p wnre Tr

qTTi *T*T m  I

«ft ^to ipro ftrwrtt (»r>TnT»T3r )

«f an# eft %*pr f^^TTna f  ,

«rt iw rwrw fii f i n r t t : ^  ^  fanr 

mm tot I , it?  t im it e  wtf irr?: 
qft??r % M  5*^ t ,  f r o  *r sqpr

<"> ■ *» *s — V - ■ A. .. - N A K . . .iWTeV f«PT7 f , f y r  ®TcT m  ’TmW 

W . .
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MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If there

has been an encroachment into your
land, that stands in the way of your
development.

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

,

ff frr~~ 'R ~ ~T f'fi ~ f;;rai{
com:c;:~ ~orit ~ ~, ~ 'fiT \ifGfT;;f~r
11m9'irr rr~T ~, ~l'ff~ f'fi ~ f~ ~'fi
~~T ~T qf<:fu if ~ I~1JC!iT~~<r fwf
~cr.n ~T ~ f.-1iiT;;f<: cr"'t( ~~~ l'f CJ;'fi!:
'f."1Cf,'fif, cp:;;r{ ~T<: l1~T~ if 'lir <'I'rl]:.
Cf,'<:f~!fl ;;frit I ~fr err <r~ 'fir1.rr 1 963

iT QT ~'1 cr)(l1 q<: <'I'flT"~T tT<rT~lcfT,
~f'fi'1 <"1T'l..rr~T ~T ti'fiT, ~~ Cf'f5 <r~ ~r<rr
tT!fr f<n"~Cf;;T "fC:;~Tif ~~;r.T <'I'rlJ:'fi<:'lr
of<:!;'1~T ~,'fl:flfq; CfgTq~ cr~ B'~Tq,uif
I!~~ "'fTl}:.~ I 1:fQ ••.Tt ~p.;) ~ f'fi S:l'f'f.T
~ iT ~~T~ ~ ~ I 1 96 8 it cf,1:f'TiiT;;
i{ ;;f) ffi(}',f0i1' ~T,~., 'fiT 'li'f 6 ~1<'1'qT
tTlt, ~l1f(:fi:r 1:1~':T~(f q~ ~r ;;;-FiT'i';Tf~it
~T I crF~T(:f ~<:-m!fC:-~~"a-~F{~ I
~;;r !f~ fOf<'l'~P:f% l'fTl1i{ ~r WIT ~ >;TT(
~~'~1l ~ ~ fcf; a-f'lT iT;;r<: cr'r;( l'f '1<:
<r~ ;;rm,. 'fi'\ f~<il m<r I

~~if ~ ~ ffCfT<'I'Z::orlT tTit ~--
;;f B' ~' if; ~~ir<c 'f.f Cfm ~
tTt, ~~ 'fiT ~T ;;rcrrCf ~ ~~ mnr

~"Fi rr~T ~MI it ~q;:rT ~T "'~ fI'fiar ~
f'fi 9'i<1'Rir cr)i if; ~~iT;:c: 'fiT CfTCf
~Cf tfl='lfrorr ~ ~NT m ~T ~ I Q'f~~<rT
'fiT "fT c[Ti OR' <:~ ~ ~ WT m'li STT<rfr
GA W ~ fq; Cfi<1'fi~Tc[Ti 'fiT!~ 11~ f11<1
"l"T!f ~T<: <Ii "f~ ~ Cf'fi m ri
Cf~l 'C91i ~~ 9'i<19'i~T Cf'fi m ri I
~ oT9'i ~ f'fi ~ if qr;;T rr~l ~ I
tfl<:if'fiT 'fiT t:rn1<1Tmer ~:r'fiT 1fr~ ~ I
~~ ~a if <itTm ~ ~ arTCf'fTa ~'liT
~T ~T ~, ~~'fiT ~ ~~<1T ~1 ~m ~ I

•,
I

-r

or tTm ~ ~ fm:f ~ ~, ~rr ~ arT~
rn ~~ tf.~ ~ t ~~f~<r if
~ ~ if ~~~r~T rr@ ~ ~9'iCfT,f~
~ f'fi ~ 1fTl1<1T~~ ~<r ~ J~ i{lIT-
fmrr ~ I ~9'irr <r~ orre ~ ~ f'fi "far
If.<:if'fiT ;r err;;T f~m Cf'l1Tgtrnf iT ~
"f~T 'fiT ~rrr ~m9'irr~T ~ I ~fc;~<rT
if; OR' ~ ~ ~~ T <1T'li' ~T "fritm I

crr(~ if; ~~~ if; arrt if ~Cfrrr ~T
'fi~ ~9'iCfT~ f'fi t:<1ffi:rq 'fiJ:lTl1Trr;t ~'fqT
lfT"l"'1r if ~ ~cr<rT <:lSI'T~ I !fti.~ if;
i~criT.c 'fiT ~qT<'I' ~1fTt ~T1fi{ ~ I

~j:1HT ~6 ~ <:6:T~--~'fBcrTi 'ir ~tr,
~~Ti ~r I ~~fu'~ ~B erTa 'fiT ~'~~Cf
~11~ if ~TCI'r ~ f'fi ~T'i crTi~ Cf,'T ier
ti'cr~ z f'fi 1fT ~~ I 'f~ erT;;f Cf.r crri
~T, Cfi<1'finT 'fiT crTi ~T m ~i:m Off cfTi
~T, ~T if ~Cf ~~"f;; QT <:Qr ~ I
~<'I''fiDT if ~a ~ ~T<: err-cri 1l 'l;'T Cl§' ~
oT ~ ~'qrr 'fiT ~<: 'fi<:~ Cf.TCf)'rfl1Tl1T
~r;;frit ~ rrlt q')iB <frrT 'fi~ 'qT~
m~c<: ~T<i<:CIrrI Gfi<:I ~ir 1'11'?:'r ~l1Cf.f
'fiTflITln' 'fiT "frit I 'Rfcr 3 <:11-CfT~

~ ];Cf<:qT'qerT <rT;;rrrr it crTi.~ ~ ~cmcr-
iT.';: if; f<'l'lt q.~T WT tTlff ~ I ;;fTCI~ ~lr
~mer ~rlT ~. '3''1 cr<: WfVlf f<rTrr f~<rT
;;:rmtrr I

rrr<r9'i ~f ;:f 'fiW f'fi CfiiiTc'fi iT if'W
iT;;r<: crTi ~1 ~ aT orgCf ~f5f CiTCI'
~T tT{ ~ fCf.J:l"tT<1T<:if ~ crTi ~T tTi:1T~ !

qrcf CfT '!> "UTrr\ifTi{ 'fiQ'Tefq<1rrT~ ~ f<1it
err ~ffi''liTf<:rr if <IW 'l1T ~T tT<rT~ I !f~
~RT ~;;r<: erTi. ~ ~<r<: fCf.iT\ifT~ ~. I
1063 if; ~'fC if; ~arforfi ~~ ;:ftf~<r

tT~ if ~ ~ti''fiT ~1f ~c~ 'fi<:~'fi~ ~. i

err ~ \ifT G:f.:rr iT;;r<: crTi~ fmll~ ~T
~~. ~rr en: ~cmf ~T\if'Titm I q~ q~
~ crTi.~ if; f~¥t"t~Ii1'fiT ••.Tfrn~
err ~T ~ ~ J,f'h:~ ~'fC or;;' "l"Tif if; ~
~c 1l rrTkN.~ ~ ~~:-
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t^nc| ^  i ( « t o p t  ) *nft tft 
^ g w r t i  W ^ft<ti^T r3^rftR r fc 
«ftr m t  at *sr srjt
T O t^ fa ^ T O ^ q ft fto r ftT jg t  $—  
* r $ ^ w fh ; <ft£ ifo f^ p fa r t fts  <fte* i
<TT#cft ffcTOfSft *  H$ 5fa? *PgT f¥ ^T
im  t o  #»f tft sq-vft f̂t <n: *m  
w k x||^t*pt t o  ft*rr i **r?fa 
«ft£ *r m ̂ V r fo r  % ̂  <rt£ *t <srt*r*r
f t  TfTT I  3*HFT TO fftT  f  eft f̂ srcT#
m  srpstft %
sttw ^  T^ft *Rff

t fk  ?TRT JTf t  fo  *ft*T
f  w r t  *̂r s?^rc * r  ?  i 

**mn*rr w f t  vrcff fanrr srfrrr i 
?rt ^  ^t ^rtf anrff •Tft | i 
*nrafk wtr gpft+tfiar— *>rt <rt2N*  qrc 
JniT f*esr ^  vtut ft  ^nW  »

zft tfto * ra «  ( t o t t )  
w e trt i^hFT, *rfa snr *|5T vffrfgr %
<ft 1963 %  ^ r : %  frmrc- ( i)  ^ f w rto |

“It applies in the first instance 
such of the provisions with effect 
from such date as may be specified 
m the Notification ”

$  *rrqr% Jitft aft *t ■j o t

^ rm  $ far wntftx *ftz fcftvtfre %
%  « n f t  m f e f r f t v i 'T § w r  t  m  

* $ *

T O HMfw b m ft * f l fg f i fo w  
f^^Tcrwn’ ^ t ^ R r t f t r ^  ^ r c  ti£ 
U&m< f t  t o  i iw  3rt n f 
sftfetosH  $t»rr srt ^  srnj; ft  
artftar i |  i *nft wtz
WffiWtoPT refarc: ?n0f p i  for
*ft2 5^  5RT 5̂ p  |  I ^PfTt t o %  t
ft f fc c a fc f t  i **  *?r srftm srt ^  «ft

4jt 'JIT̂ TT I

1896 (SAKA) (Amendment) jo2  
Bitt

T O f f  * n f f  *  * $ r  f i r  * 5 & r f t p r o  
•trtv* «0 *m  f«%«wrf ^ < r f t  1 *

MT*  TO* hŵ w *RTSR *BT TfTOlwr 
HM *T̂ T mm v flw  TtTRBTRfT
m  ^t ft? ?tarc ^  %

v& ^ n iifw
*n«ft I ’flRft ftnrwRr t t  ^  | ?rfh: 
*$$ fft ftrorfMf vrft %ftwr ^  
f w f m t  ^t % f ^  q f  ir?Ftt 
^  t  %  % f ^ « R  r̂wnr 3rr% i
«r^r ?ft f t m fw  ^ N n r ^  f  
wtr «i<N< ^ftVR WT t  I 
?̂T% f%tjT ^ 7 T  *̂TT% !3RCT5T ^  J I

^i% f%rr vn% ^t 3pr?t sft 
wtft? v$fhnr ^t t r o f o r  «ft for ^  
^nFtt | far ^  5ft?ft srat ^rt 3nT?r 
qR faR% fv * W  im-w^nr |, 
«ifr ^  fern n̂% i ^  f^ r 
Vn% P̂RT TO t  • W  ’TRT^T 
Vt, 5FT5f7  ̂ a|ft «TPT | %faTrT

% af|t t ?: ^nrr ^  ^t s r ^  
?Tft 11 tTRTfrr % i r  wi»t *ifrfw?r 
VX ^  ^ far «TF̂ t % ft  I 'STTT̂ T 
VRift ?nl n̂f!T ’Tranr crime T r̂ t  t 
nwi^T *ftr 5f|T <r ^  srr qnranr 
fT̂ t ^ »TTlTo^o^to^o^ ^T| %,
^Vtst^ n, *r f^f
f^PFcf ft  *rf «ft r̂̂ r
*rr% ^*rr ^ ft  ^ vttx w p
^ t  P̂fT Ttt apt w r e  ^  % f ^  
vr^t w m  x«rr t o  | \ "3*? «rt# ^t n»r 
v w r  jpf ̂  I

famri frT ?rjt
ft?rr » fw rri #  arrer v jt >rf | 

«n| pner *rptt 4 «nrt «rf 
^  t  » «nft 

^rt% Mtk % f «  f*ptT ^ p r  1 1

|*nt im  ^  Rf f̂n *T n f f t  
<Rnft?r <t i *j w i  *KfTr d v  |
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% fiR  f i t  stfr
$ w *

*wrr w p  1 1 sswfr W  *fr w  
^  $ 1 *ror? *ft«ft *n ff % *ft 
sftftar k 13f t  | » f<r * r w  
<f « w  |f fa  * f f  ?w5rfr fort* | 
* f  *|t | fa  v t f  f r f ^ r  4 *  *T*t <ft£

1 1 %fa*r vnr srrwcTT^t 
«r$ sffe wrc ftwr *t**t | «ftr ĉftr 
q x  1 *nft aft iRrd forte |, *  
*rot w f  m r ^ tm  w tfa  v fh s w r  
% v% *ranr*r &$m m  sfffarcr
3?t *trr qr eft 3*fft w  fa  §frr 
4?tf ft*Tt fTRT̂  *$r «t# | fa fm * 
<rt?f tft 3 *  3ft tft-t* *  f t  ^ n :  snrr 
itw  % ?ft%, w w t f r ^ r  fam ft  foT 
fa  trrr vrr 7| t  1 *̂f*Ft ?*r wrr 
W t  %fa* qtft *rtf # r  ?pnt Tm *gt
t  I tjftr T̂RT VTTVi 3TT ’̂SRt T̂Tf̂ T 
fa  ^SPT^T f^ T P T ^ T f^ t 11879 T̂
*rtr u f mfafimw «rr 1 19 3 5  *r
3R JH *^ STTS ?feqT spft srV, TO
m m  ?w ^  *14^  * fa*n—
w tf; q#r w*rr f^s f  r to t  jft sft ^tpT 
^rrai-WTM *̂ t 3n% %fa*r "3̂ r̂ t 
fa r J r ^ t  «TH ^  f»pr T? SFT 
m ft I 119 t  *n»i?nr f  fa grf *rer 
t o  ssrh- m  *rrc % *ft% 3ft tft* >,
«nr f*5IT»T SfTTrft t ,  ^t,
infawfHT 3*m  $ ^fa^ TT 4 *Ptf 
4>|WgWT 5 #  *PT | fWT

|tr «ftr ^TT p n fr  ÎTJRT % I 
q fw r  3? fW Rt ^  fc, «ft* *t

fa fta  % itorr ^ t  *rct fjw *rft 
%mx m x  i  #faff m i  w f  ^r
^4 qrir^ t  ^  ^  fi-*^fnTf

I  1 i p  in* 
<flwr ^  # »  t  ^  »rfr
V W  *T ^ft t ,  W  WW X® t> W T

I—

fa  Pmwi fw r | «  *ft* ^  
farr, tpft % w rr  fiwn ^favr ^  w #  
v t f  wmvrtt <f̂ r 1 1  ( « whpt) t  
q f  VT TfT «?r faw rt w f  ^t

?ft iwnft fafir?» *ft&
i^fwr iflr  *?'te vt tprftw, w% #t- 
?rfiw % *rt #* % *% ^rrt fa^r |  
ifrc ^  v t f  f^wir sip v *  t o t t  1 1  
&rf «rnrt iftr n̂rzr «rr# % 
*far ^ WtT I  *? 35T»=qrfW t  ?̂ 3T !T*tffc 
^t, ^fasr vrfT % fT rfop^ *r*# tfe 
«fn^t^r *rr v t f  w r  v r  »r*P!ft
VTf ITfcRPT ?Tft T O ft I  3RT ?w> f a

4ft ^rr^nr sr % ?r 1 
?nfr ?nr 4»r vraasr *î t «rr r̂fâ r

3ft ^rpfT 3RT^ 3TT |  

f<«H^pr f̂t 3ft? f^n 1 1 «T4 
Pc^ ĝPT »ft ?fft SR *&$( f  1 
$h§WT ^  ^ 7 t | 1 ^T% ^  f®  
f t  »r*nr ft  m 3TT5T ifrr f  t «rn% t  
3 f̂t Wtf 75Tf t . STTT 5Tf<T fTT!r*ft f
5*rfat* m  i t  ?rt»ft % sr*r *nr*r% ^  
cftr #fa^TT 1 gnrrrr ‘ft? 4»r v h r t  
wfeT m  ^rmr | sfrr 4 f  h^pt 
wtctt ^ t  t  » ?̂r T>sr «rrq% ^  * f t  

«ft f̂arnrr 1

«it f a w  : «RT3rra-1

«fr f wrflrwrff ftRT t̂ trt n f 
«pft »ri fa  %*r#5T vt wNr *yr 
3TT t^t  ̂ »ft ^tf fa«hr tw# t>

| fjpRW fa  WfaFT % wt f?m - 
fT?r «ft fa  f »  ft»rr
irffot 4M<*ifinw ^  
m wmt ?ft ^r% fm ^ 4 -  ft u f
I  I 1RT 4 f  t  fa If1̂
Ttf % *nwr*T %■ ^  M u w M ^ r f f r  
it 4 f <n ^5?r nvNNr *P f̂t 1 %>nc- 
4?r, fW t % ^»r, 3wrer ^
urs 2 fW T % 3WTC



4 IfS  Jfefor Port SJtAVANA 15, tm  <8AKA) 146
Tnwt BiU

flffNPTOJ ^  tpwp®*
twgir |WpHw  vh ft **
ft *  fw ^Brt f̂r i * ftv  *wnrt«c
% tm  Sr «rfw T  *  ftnr t  '
*t% aft f̂epr tftfr faffiwrat |
Hi $m  * m  «rr w  *  tffa fow
<TJfr VTift •ft l <T*T *fi| f^f*RWt

*nc f*m f̂ *TT i *r*x Hi 
v H m  fimafa ft n  n$ Iwrr *rr fa  
af|t ?rv 3«rHfiwj»w w  *rro | ws 

^trr =«rrf?̂  Hi
«PT *T*T Wfr ZWmift. ®PT fffaT
w rf^ i *#fcft*nrfo*T»nrr& i *n? 
£pp *rt | *nrr *frf° ^ffo, 
«nfo q© w *  t v  ”srr% I  i
eft fff4" * t f  *rr f  *?frt
(®TWR)

As regards the query raised by 
Shnmati Paivathi Krishnan, there is 
no provision as such that only IA S  
can be appointed Anybody can be 
appointed. It is the discretion of the 
Government to appoint anybody it 
likes—he may be IA  S or he may not 
be, or he may be anybody else

q m h r  TTfar^ *fr % qpinr f% 
trpfo qr?̂ o rr?o fftr tnro qfaro sffr 
ift vs % i 1963 *r sw tst
«j t  % 'f f f a z  *r& t *r*rarr * w r
»wt fa  f* wTcprr *rrta  wrc>
iftfaj *1# % £  STO *fcT <rt*lT I

wt<t «mr4hr f*r*r*f H  % ^ f a  
I fft i^ W ftR ft-^ sT h r  t| i «rst <r* 
f f r  *nr | **w *t % v m m  ^ r -

% wm 11  n r  3  gftvw 
f a n f v r  t  i *w *  mr* vr% |r tft 

m  % W t  *r* i

aft <Mj « j ^ w r f ^ # r  
m  ffcrW iwr «rr i

"  ^  w pw  : ^5 irn f tnpc 
*atae" *  <W m m  m  m
•m r i

•ft **«wrfti f*TT*> : ^  w r r  
j «rf »7?r t  sram  §? fa

I  i

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN: 
Sir, I want to seek some clarification 
from the hon. Minister. The point 
that I raised was this As regards 
clauses 10 and 11, the Minister, while 
speaking at the beginning, said that 
these were only with a view to see 
that the ports of Calcutta, Madras and 
Bombay are brought within the pur
view of the Act and a uniformity is 
brought about in the major ports. But, 
m so doing, you have slipped into 
clauses 10 and 11 whereby you res
trict the powrrs of the Board and you 
have given extia powers to the Chair
man That was, my request to you 
You withdraw tho*c clauses because 
they arc re&tiictmg the democratic 
functioning of the Board by giving 
such blanket poweis to the Chairman

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER • Do you 
give e*-tra powers to the Chairman? 
That is her question

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI* 
No, Sir

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

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

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

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It is a
question of opinion whether these 
clauses have five* extra pommt to  Iba 
Chairman or not. W« are pot gotog 
Into that. It is a quettion of oJw*«m 
and ft Is lor «ht Route to dleMa.
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s h b h ia t i  p a r v a t h i  k r x sh n a n *-
Sir, with your permission, may I *ay 
a word? May I have your permission 
to read it out?

MR. DEPWY-SPEA1CER: It iB a 
question of opinion Mr. Shiv Nith 
Singh, do you also join this fray?

•ft firw w  ftrf inft ?rer 
m m  ssptt «rr far %

$ 3FT *ft
$ i n r  % *m  w r im fa  £ ?

•ft wflrwfir farcTsr f^w^r srrf
f̂FT *nRft t, %% fawflvp f  ?TTsrp- jp>j

n f t M  wr «m, srm * tft <ri j? <*?
$ f i  7 t  it f , fr( vf, *; t r
fRT ^Tf?jr, TT *TTcft & I ifFT ®P TT^rr
r  W  *F$T 3?T TT wm 77JT 3TPmT I

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER I at ques
tion ^

*Thdt the Bill t0 Fmend the Major 
Trusts Act 19oi, be taken mto con
sideration ’

The motion was adopted

MR DEPU1Y-SPEAKER Now we 
take up clause by-clause considera
tion Clauses 2 and 3 there are no 
cimendments

The question 
'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 Shri Ramavatar 
ShastrL Are you moving them?

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI 
(Patna): I beg to move,

“Page 2, line 20,—

for «two” substitute ‘tour”. (8)

w w w  aft, art rfWtaft m r m  
t  m m  (4 ) % f m  it, *ft % 
snrw  % *p$t «ff fiidvF iF^pi 

fPWBf, ft: Wt % v fs v  ^
% VfMwffiPift Vt ftWT 3TT 9V&1 t  I 

f5ff% rfr v tf fm r  t  “Jte 
%  t o  wm | far ftor arr 
t o t  fr, %fa*r *t w t t̂?rr $ t 
«wftre *t oft fsra faarr *Tcrr $ w tv r
'•ft 3lft «TT IRRT VTtft & iftr t̂fi'<'*JTjft
?ft srsft *r jth ?rft $t?fr t  i 
W m  %tt fa t**  |  far mw tit 
IH fa  m m fc  *t Vf fa’ft m  srm
$ far ?PT* *®T *T 4 m  5 
*pra?T ft sft7- aprt̂ -̂ ct̂  cFrm % f̂hr 
m%? ?r*rajfr *t >mfsr?r 
H zf % wsrr c?T frr ^  f  | ^pt 
?r ^  ^  ir sm? ^ ft sftr «tft 

vr an ?r?rzmr ^  ^
I T frW  TJTFT gTrff TT EUTT

nSR |tT ^7 £ fr JnrfTT T̂T ?ffnft*T
^Y? T TT  ̂ f»T% %
f?r^ ^ rrt ^ fa  w zj*  ^nrsrr
€r ?nsn r̂r ^r?r p  ^  % srfafafe 

*f£ % to  ^  tfr ?r«®r | faw % 
^  «r=r% ’ts fri %■  ̂ r̂gmrcrr
r t  i w t Tf^ t^ r % ^  tt ^  
qr 4 wx favnr fav*rr t  i snR 
JT̂ t jft ?7?ft m m  eft # far
im ft spt T̂TT apr J «TTT
WT fft ft’TT, frtf 5fP*TR ^  ^TT I 
?rr*5T TT?TT% % 2 ^t^Rf 4 ap̂ rn

I

•ft vn«wrftr fvro ft ^  *rram , 
|  far ?n?3ft 3ft vr ̂  f#wta«r 

Jiff «pt fwm  i 3ft sfrtaffl t  m  %
Mfrm t  ft i iftt mrx nx

TOTT, %fa»*f apT W*TT 
n f r  faw  far fa^t ?rq? «r t w  i 

v t q firy rt  |  far i9<irar*ft^ft



* 9 9  v o n  s r a v a n a  15, 18W  ( 8 A M )  (Amendment) 200
Trust Bill

w i  ^npf f  3FT *f M r f r f r t l ? f T  
fW  1ft W N N lM % IPRft t , * * f W T  
iw ^ i* <W *ffT |  I w l m  W W f
xwr«wnrt i $ ft  sm sr* * *  *ft w  

i w ^ vR ^ trftnm c| fv  
^ y r f w f pw  2 i f r * * i f4 v x f m  
6  ITT ^ I U f *WR*T «TRfT qsra*
$  %*T % f t t  I

MB. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I shall 
now put amendment No. 0 to the vote 
o f the Hcuae.

Amendment No. 9 was put and 
negatived

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; The ques
tion is:

‘That Clause 4 stand part of the 
B ill/’
The motion was adopted.
Clause 4 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 5 to 9 were added to the Bill.

Clause 16—
< Amendment of section 24). 
Amendment made:

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

*(i) for clause (a), the followmg 
clause shall be substituted, namely:—

“ (a) in the case of a post—
<i) the incumbent of which is to 

be regarded as the Head of a 
department; or

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

(iii) the maximum o< the pay scale 
of which (exclusive of allow
ances) exceeds two thousand 
rupees,

“be exercisable by the Central Gov
ernment after consultation with the 
Chairman;” ;’ (1).

(Shri Kamalapati Tripathi)

MB. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
question is:

“That Clause 10, as aaiended, 
stand part o f the BUi”
The moUon was adopted.

Claim  10, as amended, was added to 
Hie BitL

C law * 11—
(Amendment of section 25) 
Amendments made:

Page 4 before line 5, insert

’d )  in the opening portion, the 
word "promoting”  shall be omitted'/ 
(2).
Page 4, line 5, for “ (1 )” , substitute 

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

“ (3)” (4).
Page 4, omit lines 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.

Clause 11, as amended, was added to 
the Bill
Clauses 12 to 21 were added to the 
B ill

Clause ^ —
(Amendment of section 61).

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI; I 
beg to move:

Page 6, lines 27 and 28, omif 
“private agreements” . (10).

tfwtere 24 ifr srrrr *r f  i
ftrs<fTT«rgft$qfor*St 

iwftr aft I  |
w v t  m  «ff¥T ntr; t  fsr
v t f t  wnprr |f 1

aft wqprc flnWRtr $ dteaft 
w ftr

trv m  trfr i  #»** «w fk
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f  i # W|?rr £ w: farr
arr^i *r*# n€
wt£ ** f  i mt irmrt f®
fcrr t  ? f tfr* n { ft$ H  i **rB*n£ft*ft 
w fav |S rfJ fn r^ w ftr* m n :w re *  t  
^VFt inf fo r  f o  *FT
S^Wt»T *PRTT $ I HTT *ft Vtoft
t  fa  *ft *3$ i stfor
for 1 1 vt w  *rnr ^t
<r?rfir *f?t wrr ® *rsft% v r  1 1

«ft iw nqftr f w &  : *rrc *$% 
annf 'Ŵt 9rn=?ft % ?ft ?r % r̂r 

flPjfttsR fairr t  iRrvt ?n*r? w h i  ^
% i v m  jfm *  m  & %  i*rTT

'Tt£ %*1T ?T T WWf *TPT 3ft *T$t%
$ w;%*tif t s w * n < T * ^ r i r r f ^ T t t  
%̂ Ff 57 *r «r 9%*fr i 
'frt JĴ TST §TT I *F?t STT'T ^TT 
fhr *$* t̂fsirr ?n «nt ^t ?p?rR ffm i 

f̂?T ?w ^  *n*r ^  anng ^  *!$•) *t
*reT̂ r $, HTffKfi f  fa  ^  t
*jft $ *r jjr spr ?nr f? »

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER I shall 
now put amendment No 10 to the 
vote of the House,

Amendment No. 10 teas put and 
negatived

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER; The
question is.

“That clause 22 stand part of the 
Bill.”

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 22 was added to the jmii. 
Clause 23—
(Amendment of section 62).

SHRI BAMAVATAR SHASTRI: I 
beg to move:

Page 6, line 88, omit >\ private 
agreement” (11).

Page 6, lines 42 wad 48, omit 
“private agreement”. (12).

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I shall 
now put these amendments to the 
vote of the House.
Amendments Nos. 11 and 12 were put 

and negatived.
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The

question is:
'That clause 23 stand part of the 

Bill” .
The motion was aJ~-?ted.

Clause 23 was added to the Bill, 
Clause 24—
(Amendment oi section 63)

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI: I
beg to move:

Page 7, line 5, for “four*' substitute 
“two” (13)
Page 7, line 17, for “one year’* 

substitute “six months” (14).
SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI: 1 

beg to move:
Page 7, line 20, for “held by the 

Board upon trust” substitute “applied 
by the Board” (7).

«ft fRHWTT STRFsflr ?TN% 22^t
wm  $  fTT t  fa  ^  arrf ^  i
str? srm  frrsr | fasrT^r qift- 
n z q  *J»iT I ^ *T® 5TT
Tfi  ̂ U srrf#? rr?rikz ^  
^  w w ft  r̂rrr w k
fe i  w  f  qft ^ttsrt v ft  %
7? 11 f̂fr| ?rk cITt̂ T sfrt 
^ I %f^T 5TT̂ %S tphrR VtWTrT^iTP^

| ^F T  
srrr t  v rf ?̂rr 
% aft ^ *ntr ^
sfrr t5 1  T O  ^  ^rnra- *  f t i  
fpft ^rrf^ «rk *  fotft ^t i t o  
srrir w f t  i forft srt
^  i ^  f  
fe«ft f t  *t?t n̂wraT f  i fo r  nm 

^  n̂rar?r %. I l9 t



m  jar * m  SRAVANA 15, ISM <SAKA) (Amendment 204
T m t BUI

;| jr: *( i *»v
*nw #  1

# r w « i  *1%  fiw a > . *trafr tfr % 
S*t $  3ft w%% <t*r |*rr $ s*rofa* |i 
srrsr ?wr rif*=w smRPT % firerrtw  
gt*r T^r ^ - r — 1m  v^iTf *rs
|«tt | fii ^  fwvtf fŵ B arft 1 

S fay  anfr $ wck z r fi  v t w  
*rjf i f  $ \ s\rf ?rtn srr* wn *rr*r7 sr:<r 
| «rk *?> *rr ap tar^ ^ n rsifs  «rtst 
*fr v tar  $  ^  "j.icft | 1 s?r 
*r*mT trtt | f% & sx  *ft f e n  srrq acftr 
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SHRI K A M L A P A T I TRIPATH I: I
am not accepting amendment No, 13. 
I am accepting amendment No. 14.

MR. D E PU TY-SPEA K E R ; 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 R A M A V A T A R  SH ASTRI: I
seek leave of the House to  w ithdraw  
my amendmend No. 13.

Am endm ent No. 13 was, by leave, 
withdrawn.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
quertion is:

“Pag© 7, line 17,— for  “one year”  
substitute  “s ix  month*” . ( 14).

T he motion was adopted.

M *. DEPUTY-SPEAKERv The 
question is: 

"That clause 24, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill”.

The motion wag adopted.

Clause 24, as amended, was added to 
the B i l l

Clauses 25 and 37 teas added to the 
Bill.

Clause 38—
(Amenment of section 133)

MR. DEPU TY-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 ol opera
tion of the provisions of the Acts 
referred in sub-sections (2A ), (2B) 
and (2C). the provisions of section 
6 of lhe General Clauses Act, 1897, 
(1 of 1897) shall apply as if the pro
visions first-mentioned were provi
sions contained in a Central A ct and 
such cessor of operation were a 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. D EPU TY-SPE A K ER : THE
question is:

“That clause 38, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted*

Clause 38, as amended, to as added to 
the m il

Clause 39, 40 and 1, the Enacting 
Formula and the Title were added to  
the Bill.
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S8BI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI: I 
beg to JBOVK

“That the Bill, as amende* be 
paswd."
MB. DEP0TY.SPEAKER: The

question i*:
“That the Bill, as amended, be 

passed.”
The motion was adopted.

1657 hrs.
UN IVERSITY OF HYDERABAD BILL

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION, 
SO CIAL W ELFARE AND CULTURE 
( PROF. S. NURUL H A SA N ): I beg 
i o move.

“That the B ill to establish and 
incorporate a teaching University 
in the State of Andhra Pradesh and 
to provide for matters connected 
therewith or incidental thcieto. be 
taken into consideration.”

The House would iecall that as part 
of the six point foim la for Andhra 
Pradesh it was envisag'd that a Cen
tra] U n ivtrijty  wou'd he established 
at Hyderabad to augment the existing 
educational labilities m the State of 
Andhra Pradesh Subsequently 
Parliament had parsed the Constitu
tion (32nd) Amendment Bill which 
tntet oha pio\ided fot a new article, 
37 IE empowering Parliament to 
make law to establish a university 
in Andhra Pradesh A fter ratifica
tion by the required number of State 
legislatures, it was given assent by 
the President and the Act ha* been 
brought into force w ith effect from 
July I, 1974. In exercise of the 
powers conferred by the Act the 
President has also issued the Andhra 
Pradesh Educational Institutions 
Regulation of appointments order, 
1974 on July 4, 1974 defining “ local 
area", “local candidates” , etc. provid
ing for reservation in State and non- 
State universities and educational in
stitutions. This notification has been 
communicated to the Government of 
Andhra Pradesh and consequently it

is xmaeamy that we should i g o  
ahead with the establishment of »  
University in Hyderabad. Hence, 
this Bill.

Since this decision was taken. I 
had appointed a working group under 
the chairmanship of Dr. George 
Jacob, Chairman of the University 
Grants Commission to make recoin* 
mendations regarding the main fea
tures of the Bill The Committee 
visited Hyderabad and held discus* 
sfons 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 
slight modification w e have em
powered the University to establish 
other campuscs if it so desires, in 
other parts of Andhra Pradesh. It
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dor>s not mean that today we would 
be m a position to establish other 
campuses, but we thought it might 
be desisable to £ive this power 
to the unnrmty Simultaneous* v, it 
world have the power to establish 
and maintain rpecial centres and 
spcciali&cd laboratories for research 
in places outside the jurisdiction. This 
recommendation ha? been accepted. 
The othor powers and objectives are 
more or less the >amc as m  the case 
of the Noith Eastern Hill University. 
The university should offer three 
years honours courses and 2 years 
master courses 1 year Ms. Phil, and 
othei 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- 
ies is being provided for in the Bill. 
In addition, we are visualising that 
this university should be able to 
collaborate with other research insti
tutions which have been established


