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make such allegations and references in res-
peel of Ihe head of a Slale. I would beg of 
you 10 requesl Ihe hon. Member 10 wilh· 
draw Ihal, because il will creale a cerlain 
amounl of misunderslanding Whal happens 
in Ihe House in Ihe Uniled Slales is nOI our 
concern here. 

.:it ilni q;~i%;~:;;: it 'iFf QTi;:) ifi) 

crT'Hl" ~ if; f"f~ if'iT'~. '!tf'f.'f it lff,' ;r) 
~i'ifT 'qTf'?H ~ fit; ~~il ~P")'f.1 if; TI~'Tfo 
if; ifflf ~ ,;1'"1 iPH'f f~'1T '!'iT ;., cr~ fil"('''J;''f 

'l"f, ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: No reflections can be 
made, according 10 Ihe Rules of Procedure, 
on Ihe head of a Slate. I am not going 10 
allow Mr. George Fernandes 10 proceed wilh 
Ihis. Take it for granled. I am not going 
10 allow it. It can be discussed on merils, 
hul you cannot lise any improper remarks 
ahoul any Head of a State. The rules 
provide Ihal it should nol be done. 
UII/erruptiorJol Should Ihere nol be some 
healthy precedents. because, lomorrow some· 
body will say it is a remark againt the Heod 
of a Stale. You cannot make remarks even 
againsl Ihe Governmenl of anolher Slale. 

·..tT ilT1f ~it;.)111 : If iN QT'~T If,T 
'.fIH '!tin ~. i'.l'f",'f If;~) If~)n it If"fo 

ilI'oTIlT ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: In spile of my re-
peated request, you gel up and make some 
remark and Ihen wilhdrawn Ihe same. What 
is Ihis? 

Let us proceed 10 the neXI ilem of busi. 
ness. 

11.43 br •• 

DELHI HIGH COURT (AMENDMENT, 
BILL-(Colltd·) 

MR. SPEAKER: The House will oOW 
take up the Delhi High Court (Amendment) 
Bill. The time taken already is one hour 
and IS mioutes. 15 more minules are 
left. 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI 
K. S. RAMASWAMY): Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
~lOrday. I was explaioillll Ihe rcuoa tor 

raising the limit of the Original civil jurisdic. 
tion of the Delhi High Court. The proposal 
act ually emanated from the Chief Juslice 
of Ihe Delhi High Court, and we have 
consulted the Chief Justice of India and he 
also concurred with the proposal. Tho 
Advocates Association of the suhordinate 
courts of Delhi are also of the view that 
the jurisdiction should be like this 

In this connection. I may mentbn the 
position that is prevailing in the major cities 
like Calculla, Bombay and Madras. 10 
Calcutta. the jurisdiction of the City Civil 
Court extends up to Rs. 10,000 In 1I0mbay. 
it is Rs. 10.000 and Ihe State Government 
h .. been given Ihe ["o"er 10 increa.e it 10 
Rs 2~.OOO. In Mudras. Il,e Madras Govern· 
ment have pul it at Rs. 50.000 So. Ihis is 
in line lVith Ihe policy pursued in other 
States. If the limit is further enhanced up 
to Rs I lakh, then the suhordinate courts 
will be burdened wilh mnre work and arrears 
will start collecting in those courts. 

Many hon. Members IHld suggested that 
the arrears should be reduced and for that 
purpose more Judl!es should be appointed. 
We have al cady ta~en sleps in Ihut ,'ireclion. 
We have advised the Slates to appoint more 
number of Judges wherever it is necessary 
taking inlo con,ideration Ihe fiJi,,!! of suits, 
tlteir disposal and Irrears, and also to fill 
up the vacancies as soon as possible. I f any 
Judge is appointed for any other work, like 
a commission or any such thina. and if he 
is nol returned in si. monlhs. another person 
should be appointed on an ad-hoc: hasis 10 
thaI the work does not suffer. 

In the lasl two years the strenath of the 
various High Court Judges has been increas-
ed from 245 to 294. The Government has 
also proposed to constitute a three-Judges 
committee with the Chief Justice of India 
as chairman to go inlo Ihe question of delay 
and to sugest some remedial measures. 

The hon. Member. Shri Lobo Prabhu. 
said thaI Judges age appointed on party basil 
and that relalives of so-alld so are appointed. 
I strongly rerute this critici,m. The Consti· 
tution has laid down certain lIuidelines as to 
how Judlles should be appointed and we are 
followin& Ihal strictly. They are appoinled 
on the basis lIf merit, inlellrity and hoocsly. 
Undtr article 217 a Judge of the Hiah 
Court is to be appointed by I he PresideDt 
after consultation "ith Ihe Chief Juslif;C or 
In . ia. the Governc.r of the Slate, and. ill tbe 
CII8C of appoinlment of a Judie olher thall 
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the Chief Justice. the Chief Justice of the 
High Court. We are following that princi-
ple and no preference is given to anybody 
!-ecauIK. of his party affiliations. 

The hon. Member. Shri Banerjee, said 
that free legal aid should be liven to tbe 
poor so that real justice is done. The Law 
Ministry is loolcin, into this proposal and 
I hope they will come up witb a proposal 
very soon. 

I do not think it is necessary that this 
Bill be circulated for eliciting public opinion. 
The hon. Member, Shri Mandai, said that 
because the High COllrt issu~d summons in 
the Shankaracharya case, the Hilh Court 
should be scrapped. We do not pass jlidg-
ment on Hilh Courh becaltse of wronl 
decisions by the Hilh Court. After careful 
consideration we had liven this orilinal 
juritdiction under the Act of 1966 and I 
hope the House will agree witll the SUlles-
tion to raise the limit to Rs. 50.000. 

MR. SPEAKER: There are two amend-
ments. by Sarvashri Mantlal uti 0111 
Prakash Tyali. Are they witll4rawiDl 
them? 

SHRI B. P. MANDAI, (Mashipllr): I 
want leave of the HOllse to withdraw my 
amendment (No. IS). 

SHRI OM PRAKASH TY AGJ (Morada-
bad) : I .Iso witltdraw my amendment 
(No. 17). 

MR. SPEAKER : Have they the leave 
of the Hnu.e to withdraw their amendments? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Yes. 
Amelldlllfllls 1\'(/ 15 alld 17 were, by 

leul'e wilhdruwn 

MR. SPEAKER: The queslion is : 
"That the Rili to amend the Delhi HiKh 
Court Act. l' 66. be taken into considera-
tion," 

7 h. mol ion HlOS odopred 

MR SPEAKER: The House will now 
take up clause-hy·cl.use consideration of the 
Bill. The question is : 

"That clause 2 stand part of the Bill." 
TII~ mOl"", ... os odopleli 

Cloflse J I"os (ldded 10 Ihe 11,1/ 

CIa-Ie 3-(Am.ndm~nt 0/ section 5.l 

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA (Madhu-
bani) : I bel to move: 

Paae 2, lines 2 and 3,-
lor "fiftty thousand rupees" subslilule-
"thirty thou,and rupees" (11) 

1f>Of ~T !til' rriti ~~ it 1filT ~'t ~, 'AI;;r 
fq;~ <rllr ~~T t f~ q'i!: .r"t '(~~ "~I ~~ 
~ ~7!fT~ 1;l'~1fi;r ~ flfi ~lnq'T ~T g;;r l\'T 
!'iT ;;r; q'lTT, q'i': Jf~r OfF.1 ~ I 'AlT~ ~~ij;1, 

Ifi': "'~Ofjffl ~ fl: ~~~ ~I!f.t ~ f<:;:;;rl. ?Tt 

IF);! it If;l~ .~rrr aT it ~11"I1l'fT ~ : r", 1;? 

lTOf; "1~vrT ~ I ~T(,'f>Tfor~~!'i ;;r..-"! T '1' 

.)+Ii 'ATl1:lfl I ~Tf!if'{ <r~ fi':~~'1TOf it OfTI1' 
!l't "T Ifi': ~!f;~ l'\1~ g m~ <rg l'fiif 'A~'h 

~r '1ih:')~ ~, tT~ iifT~ ~r '1i':1 ?Ti't ~ 
'a''1il' lT~riifr ~r~Ta- ~ 'If.t ~r ~~ ~lff "!lit ~ 

q'r o;rh 1f?1 ~ "Tla- ~ <rT ~'1if; f",~ Wl7 
q'1l1f;~'ir f~ UT ~;;.~ if; for MOl ll';;r ''IIi! 
~it 'IT 71;l'ii ?T IJlI;':'rT ~ h, q'l':T fsfq)Of"l 
".P<:T ;;r,,~r ~T mr ;;rT~~ ifi')~1;l' if if~<f 
.')+Ii !!I'T_lTT I ~"fOf~ 'f'ifR'l' ~;;rTr ~:t, "'If 
;;rT 'AII)' '{ !if'lT ~T~ a- ~ 'I'll ;;ll'T~T iTlTI I 

~~~r ;;rlf!l lt7T ~~)"'1 ~ f'li en" !l<lT7 
'" ~ I I)'T'f ~~ ~. "ll"~T iif~t! I 

MR. SPEAKER: Now, I put Amend-
ment No. 11 moved by Shri Shiv Chander 
Jha to tbe vole of the House. 
Ammtlmml No. II ",as PUI and n~l!Olil'~d 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 
"That clause 3 stand part of the Bill" 

Themolion.K'(ls odopled 

Claus. 3 wos odded 10 Ihe Bill 

Clause 4- Amelldment seclion 17 . .' 

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA : I bell to 
move: 

Paae 2, lines Sand 6,-
lor "fifty thousand rupees" substilule-
"Ihirt)' thousand rupees" (12~ 
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MR. SPEAKER: I pul Amendment No. 
12 moved b) Shri Shiv Chandra Jha to the 
vOle of the House. 
Amenelmelll No. 12 was put anel nelati.eel 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 
"Thal clause 4 sland part of the Bill" 

The motion wus aelopteel 
Clause 4 wa' adel eel to the Bill 

Clause 5- Amendment of cerlain laws.) 

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA : J beg 10 
move: 

Paee 2, line 9, ~ 
for "/Uly thousand rupees" 
"thirlY thousandlrupecs" 
Page 2, lines II and 12,-

substilute-
(131 

fur "firty thousand rupees" subslilllte-
"thirty th"usand rupees" (14) 

MR. SPEAK.ER : I put both the amend-
ments together to the vote of the House. 

AlllelldmenlS /3 und 14 were PUt and 
negatil'cd 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 
"That clause 5 stand part of the HiU" 

Inc 1II0liUII wus adopted 
Clause j wus added III Ihe Bill 
Clause' was udded III Ille Bill 

Clause 1- .:Jhurl lil/e ",uJ CUmlllQIlCt!-
1Il1:'.'., 
SHIH K. S. RAMASWAMY: I bell to 

mov~ : 

Page I, line 4, -,-
jor "1~bK" SUb,-lilule "1~69" (2) 

MR. SPEAKER: The questiun is : 

"Pale I, line 4,-
for "1'J6S" subslilute • 1969" (2) 

Tile lIIulion .. us adopled 
MR. SPEAK.eR : The question is : 
"That clause I, as amended, stand part 
of the BiU". 

The mol ion was adopteel 

Clau,,' /. u. alll<'lIded, wu,' udJ"d 10 the 
Bill 

Eoaelina f'ormula 

Paee I, line 1,-
for "Nineteenth" .mhstitule 
"Twentieth" (I) 

MR SPEAKER: The question is : 
"Page I, line 1,_ 
for "Nineleenth" substllule-
"Twentieth" (I) 

The motion wa.' aeloptt'eI 
MR. SPEAKER: The question is: 
"That Enactinll Formula, as amended. 

stand part of the Bill" 
The molion was aelopteel 

Enactillll Formula. as ameneleel, was 
aeleled to the Bill 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 
"That the Title stand part of the Bill." 

Tlte motion was adopteel 
Tlte Title WQ,' aelded to tlte Bill 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: J move: 
"That the Uill, as amended. be passed." 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Lobo Prabhu. 
Just one minute. 

SIIRI LOUO PRABliU IUripi): I was 
not l'lre.ent when my name was called for 
moving amendmenls. Now should I speak 
on the amendments 

MR. SPEAKER: We have passed Ihat 
stage. Now this is the Third Reading. 

SHRI LOBO PRAUHU: I regret very 
much that Government did not concede a 
,'cry sim"le amendment. They are deter-
mined to rush through, to enact anything 
that is put before them by their stalf. Tlu. 
was a very simple am~ndment and it \\as 
supported by nearly every member of the 
Opposition that the limit should be raised 10 
Rs. I lakh in order to save the public from 
higher expell,es on litillation in the lIi~h 
Court by way of higher court fees, lawyer.' 
fees. and so on. Why is the Guvernment 
aaainst common people 7 They are makicil 
U'IC of their brute strength 10 lIet this pass.:d. 
This is a matter of which they should 
genuinely be ashamed. They are nul 
people's Government. whatever they may call 
themselves. 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: I beg to SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA (Cullack): It 
move ; ;. ratber Itranlle lhat, in relll'rd to tbe Delbl 
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High Courl, the Governmenl wanls Ihal 
there shuuld be some original jurisdiction as 
regards civil mailers, While ill Ihe other 
High Courts. I he subordinate jud~es and the 
di~trlcl court~ have got unlimiled juri.diction 
in CIvil matters, why should there be this 
particular feature in regard to the Delhi 
Hi~h Court? Why should they follow the 
old provincial law that there should be some 
origin'.!l jurisdiction regarding civil matter;? 
It only involves more eltpenditure and 
entails trouble to the litigants to come 
from the mofussil district to Delhi for 
conducting their litigation. It does not help 
anybody. The High Court will have appel-
late jurisdiction in any way. So, it docs nol 
help anyhody·· their raising the limit from 
Rs. 25.000 to Ro. 50,000 for original jurisdic-
tion in civil matters. 

MR. SPEAKER: The queslion i. 

SHRI LOIlO PRABHU: What aboul 
the reply ./ 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: I have 
already explained everything in the main 
reply. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : These are new 
points. (Il1terrl/ptlon) 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: I have 
already explained everYlhing. 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 
"Thai the lIi11, as amended, be passed." 

n,,· motion wa.' adupteel 

12.59 hr •• 

LOKPAL AND LOKAYUKTAS BILL 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI 
VlDY A CHARAN SHUKLA) : I bel to 
move: 

, That the Bill to make plovision for 
the appointment and functions of certain 
authorities for the investigation of 
adminislrathe action ta~en by or on 
hehalf of the Government or certain 
public authorities in certain cases and 
for mallcra coDDeaed Ihcrewilh. u 

reporled by the Joint Committee, be 
laken intu consideration." 
As the hon. members are aware. this Bill 

secks tu give effect to the recommendations 
of the Administrative Reforms Commission 
which were submitted 011 redress of grievances. 
This was the first rel,ort submilled by the 
Administrative Reforms Commission .. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Min;"t.r 
may continue his speech afler Lunch. The 
House stands adjourned for Lunch. 

13.00 hrs. 

rhe Lok SoMa adjol/rned for Lunch 
lill Fourtem of the Clock 

rhe f.ok Sahha rea .\·,,'mbled aft.r 
Lillich ut S(!I'l'n minutes past 

Fuurteen of the Clock 

[Shrl Vasudusn Nalr-irl the Chairl 

LOKPAL AND LOKAYUKTAS 
BILL-comel 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHIU 
VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA): Sir, I was 
saying ... 

~ ~~ ~ .. oTf" (;r,p:~n) : 1J1ITqfo 
~)~I.i, it ((~ If;;:("~~ flf"q ~T Ifh ",q-

~T "IfT"- fill ""-T 'fTwn ~ I fcr~T>: it I!;IIi 

itm IliT' T ;r.rr ~ f;;r,,~ fqr~ iii flliWT..-
'lflt~ ~~c it ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~If III 
'g'fi'T t ~T ~ '1fT ~If ~)it;;no ~i:T 
.. I f,"";rl it QT f;r<T~ ~;;ft ~t ft itfiR 
"rlfT~ !fiT Jit7 ~ ""t 1i~~~T ;rift' -A Iff 
~ I IJllllJT, ~l!Inr, ,n:lI'~T'll;;;r'i'li,~t, ~~~ 
f;rirT~ ;;r) f'fi' q;rr;;r 'f:l 'If"gr< 'fi'~t'TH" !, 
"i:i.t q-~ ~~if; ~i' or JI) t:'~lm ~,;ft rt ~, 
;;r) srtolli W '11fT i, ~1J'f,) 1'1'11'1«1' ~~~ iii 
f"fl!; If~ q-~ ~H~I~ >ilt "~<!o!I ~ "'~ 
Iffllll'~ ~~~ 7 ell itT <!III'''' ",'I: I 

MR. CHAIRMAN: You sbould alft a 
proper Dotice. 


