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PROF, SHER SINGH: There is pro- to amend the Delhi UjUversjty Act, 1922, 
vision far licensing in the parent Act. We as passed by R«jya Sabha. The two wM 
are following a progressive policy and the be discussed together.
State Governments are giving licences
either to public sector or co-operative SHRI R. V. BADE (KHARGONE) c
societies, not to individual owners. Mr. Banera is not here. I am moving it.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques
tion is :

“That the Bill further to amend the 
Rice-Milling Industry (Regulation) 
Act,1958, as passed by R*jya 
Sabha, be taken into consideration.” 

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques
tion i s :

“That Causes 2, 3, and 1, the Enacting 
Formula and the Title stand part 
of the Bill."
The motion wa& adopted.

Clauses 2,3, and 1, the enacting For
mula and the Title were added 

to the Bill.
PROF. SHER SINGH : Sir, I move :
That the Bill be passed.’'

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques
tion is :

“That the Bill be passed."
The motion was adopted.

15.15 hrs.

STATUTORY RESOLUTION R E : 
DISAPPROVAL OF DELHI UNIVER- 
SITY (AMENDMENT) ORDINANCE 

AND
DELHI UNIVERSITY (AMEND

MENT) BILL

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We now 
take up the Statutory Resolution by Shri 
Hernendra Singh Banera seeking to dis
approve the Delhi University (Amendment) 
Ordinance, 1972 and also the BUI further

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER ; All right, 
Mr. Bade.

SHRI R. V. BADE : I beg to move :

“That this House disapproves of the 
Delhi University (Amendment) Or
dinance,1972 (Ordinance No.5 of 
1972) promulgated by the Presi
dent on the 22nd June,1972.”

Jrrr ftrcwtvr *t wmrn 
IH faS  I  ftr aft wrfivw TTSffTfa aft % 

ffcqr 3TET WT «PTIT if "iff
w m  i w f fa  art m  arrft |

anr ?w tnftfftr f« j
fr*rr amr % ji? ftw ^  f  i tpit-
itr  % *rr ft? nrfiror w  Jwnx % «rrar 

vrfks i 41,
m Rfn  m zrr <rr ftr rr* **
#  snfWfar sn rt % mftepr *r*rr t

w r % m  wrfirfar
<ft. ^  % *T? SRfTW fiWT ( t

mw ^  Jftr fMhwr $ ft: m fa r  #  % I mr 
eft *nrr ft> strpt i t t t  w f tw v t  wif 
?mrr *iht |?  ^  *rnrc «mr |  fir 
3* m  vfnrr |  ft? nfrgnm  v iftw
* fv fti f t  $ f¥:

“There is another observation we woukf 
like to make before we part with 
this topic. We think that apart 
from Delhi University, the Central 
Universities should function as ‘'uni
tary teaching universities**' that 
these should not have affiliated 
colleges.
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t  iBEWt tar m  f a  w tf ta r  * if t  #  w  

fafte qrr wiwr «rfftrr ti%  f  j s  
«R«r9^« Mftr* *f * t wft

*&»*** i s  «ffc 
%fa*r ftwft *  «r* Sf Mbr *q *

^  |  fa -
“In Delhi, for historical reasons, the 

university has both teaching and 
affiliating functions. In our view 
and taking into account the pattern 
of development of Delhi University, 
it would on the whole be an advan
tage if the present character of the 
university is main tamed.”

sjfRfr anr fortf $  fawt I  fa fapsfr fawfiremr 
**jhrR fam a rm fftfa t ftr

tfw T to w  <*? *rf t w « w  
vtfbm  ^  £ iftr

f t |  w  w f w  **
vk  |  ? q #  #  t o b  «i? *rf ?
I».f7 Hn.

{Shri K. N. Tiwary in the Chair J 

• fafan  f tn r^ r r  f t  «nsft aft
finr F̂T *TT *T

qroftw jm i  *w **% ^ ro  fan «rw 
% «ntt ?r> fav «w r fira* wn 

% fa t  f t# f t£  ^tcit i f t  srvR 
% *wt f t  % %ft«faft frrsr 

aw? f w  %■ f t  fftr wr ̂  f^rct 
f t *  i t  u tf i  *sr s m r  v r f iw  *n% *r 
**t; «w? uw v i^ n r  «wwt ^njtr 
&  «rr*r*r % ftraft z h t  f  gaft*  % 

f a ^ f  S t f t  | ,  %ft* wft m
*a&$wqf |  *ft* *
«nW* t » qrftrorifc % *mr% *  v w t sr̂ r- 
fcftr m A ,m m  m&t |  fa ws v m  
M M w  f t  w w  » *rft f ^ r  «fk 
# | t  wtfMron f t  *tf«r i »** 3*

<ff3r 3ft f t  qg. w  *rn**r

|  " a«^ vc- .igNi#: ■ 'î T
$#ZF JpttC % WfVNI f  I

' He _ _ “ .. _;< M ... . #*fwpr f  wwpt in w  nrwfT
% wfafar^r f  t 5PT v t <flpw v #  % # 
wmmrT j  fa  fafainr ^  r̂w»n i vc 
w»¥T t^ p r  w%w ^  f  «rfk 
vi%w ift f  ai> fa f ^ f t  % w t
|  1 w pt «wr-«fWT wr% w  

<6tvrc' v'V f<wr H tt
#  11 -S^n ^
m  Hf <^fzr 11 ’?nr wpr ?rtl%
% ww ^ 1 ^  ftrRfr
^  vpr ff^r ?tt)% *r*rT# w v n i  
9wvt SWWT ^ I tpc w  #  VT

?rtf v t  wrr gw m  fW ? s if i iR  
•PT f  1 JtfV ^  ^  WRIT fa w  
% iTTRTCf ’PT <FTT WlHST ^ *TT ftaffwlt 
VT WT •BW5T 11 ftTR *ff#V *I^W % 5RPT W 

WpT HT f  fa  faff STVTT tt Wfhlf
trfimfafy v > v r f a ? T |^ ? r q |^ jn [ r » f i r  
5t̂ T >^T^ 1 That is only the whim of the 
minister.

*t fa?ft VT ^  *T̂ t 11 fafl%
•rt^ *ftr W'Bi ,% >nr
^  pr% fifeFfinpr ^  f  1 «pi  ̂ |  fa 
*ifif f̂a<ifa€t ^  ?sr*TTTr mFfjv t^ tt  |  
?ft f*IR r w * i  « f  3TRIT ft 

«FÎ f1f % « m  ft% ft f f iqftret % 5HTO 
v tf ^  T̂ ffT I *̂r fa& #  # w w
j  fa wr-ihjppr trtr 
VT%^l jjJPwTswJV vt Îwr

% w t  wrpr ^ lm i t  m  
vffa  % ,pr*ft w  <ehrt ffl1 h ^ i t  1

H t n .

%*r *  m  f  wptt %ntptr j  fa «w %— ..*r. *. ^ -■• .■ _..-■ -JKL. ,****. *i: -̂—^WWSIaT »r WŴ WWT m  I W I  W
I WSIiW vTsTHW W ff VnVf fj

tjfawjft^r ¥ lftw  |  1 vrfaT i f  M  <roi
*  m 9 |r  m^pnf fa i «q[ %
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«w# f i #  v* *
#  * i  «i# f » n r * t n&| «mv%$ 
«mr % f t  irran n r waft *f% frftgyw 
fiwT |  ftr wflw afffaff nft wnr wnr 
% * ti  m m  $ i■»....- -ft *> -a .*■ at  ̂ &. **- ^ ft. --** -■<» .. ft.»WttCT «PT 1WT2 t  w  f  w WWi 8(RvW8T

w>PT w*r ’Qft $ ^ a f t r  |  aftr:
sw *t fftfsrrdv »i# | i

wro w  v ^ tt $ AnmEwStox 
fa re  %, %Ppt * m  t̂HMT * for *  w n  
vwimr ft*rr £ :

“The Ministter’s statement refers to 
the Report of the Vice-Chancellor 
of UGC Committee presided over 
by the Vice- Chancellor of the Delhi 
University. This report in its final 
version contains some features which 
the Vice-Chancellor found unaccept
able. The Report, therefore, was 
withdrawn from circulation at the 
instance of the Vice-Chancellor him
self."

<rŵ  vrcrarc % <wh % aw >nij5roffT 
v fw r  ^ fw ti i zrfk n t-
r<riNVT vfw»R fuffe *PT%̂r vtfdwt % 
to r  * surf £ «t vi^ar ^tfWt #  anrT?r 
«wt

*raV *r$tor v r  t t & t  ?h?t jpt *rPT°r

<?fT 11 3*W!T V?pTT $ f% VT^T $t-
f3T ?tr?TT #  fh %ftor **T fc fc
«FF*sfi *ne<R% q̂ F *w
*T W  <[U T |f5R rt t  ffc:

“The Dean of the Administrative division
is responsible..........but this new
arrangement should be made keeping 
in view the proposed change in the 
total structure of the university.”

“The College Council has no adminis
trative function . So, no amend
ment was quite necessary for dele* 
gating the power to implement

decisions. It is a  ttmi-autonooKKK 
body for under-graduate education 
with powers relation to purely acade
mic matter.”

w* $ r r  f  ftr fyvr qfwwfrft* Vfftror 

A r t  * t$ ,  ^  v t  < r o i w m  *r 

frm  an ti fa r :

The teachers referred to the disparity 
of service conditions and emoluments.

xuik x m  wm % it$r |  ftr ifr
star i fcnmaStf

**m  #  £ 1

“The college councils would bring the 
colleges closer to the university.**

xHT% 3RVT 'FTFTT $ •
“There are no zonal problems facing the 

university. Problems are lated to areas 
of functioning; not zones. Besides* 
problems pertain to both the colleges 
and the Departments (i. e. under
graduate and post-graduate wings). 
Therefore, by separating the adminis
tration of colleges, no solution wouk) 
be achieved”

“Hie Delhi University Teachers* Asso
ciation expressed its fear in February* 
1972 and the Ministry of Education 
gave an assurance. But the Ordinance 
was issued when the University waa 
closed.**

*nsft fiw r  «TT itfip r m %
U ff (  vifv$Nr Pru *rtn vyr 
?p p r  «rt |  i 4% apw*T ^

^  <np l »  f 9  m  w w w  | »  
^ n r  'h t t t  |  %  ^  aft V R j f t w  * n t
sr?% arr |  w  ^  v?% «w»fr m *
%  w r tfn f% fe w  f!T mm m f w r

t«  (M n M
4  I t  «mTfar t  t « rM  m it fam | :



3 ^  J?*». and AUGUST 30, 1972 Delhi University (Arndt.) Bill JOS

V. Bade]
Four persons to be nominated by the 

Visitor... ....

i  *¥ writ «rt $ ft m p r  >nmr $ ftr 
■|fF Jf m m  qrfaffcw vi i t h t  $ t 
Unr ?nc$ % »jhV<i4 if wirf% for g f  $ 

xn®r wrf%  far w t t  
$ t wffN? $r <ft mrrl^T w  wettt

*IT Wt 11 ^  CT $ fc % TOSt
«m fw srvR >pt fjR- srnpf 
W  if IPW *[? f t  I

“It is an integral link between undergra
duate education and post-graduate 
education which has to a great extent 
gone to make Delhi Univeisity a major 
Centre of learning recognised for its 
relatively higher academic standards.'*

ftwft ijfa rfafl *frr & ri vpx 
| t  « r t  TT T » r $  f r  wft Vf  f f i rcf l f a t  

m  v m  *r?r |  ? v r i t  *w$*rs$ftr
s^f v rrM bR r^  «n i %n irrrr i
wfrsr vRffim-, shre VRftmr, f a f t  arf̂ r- 
*%zt ttffcwrfCT »PRftw wrfc «pr^faw 
* t  f  3*r #  «nw  3r ir*r? w * i t  i 
fff jtt> $  frgyw wt v?tf fkzFst
*i#  ift »r# $» «mr aft faw *rw |

W FT WTRf *? faO * *Ft?IT $  I «TPT %

irif a fra s m m »te  f w  « n  i f t

Ivchsr ftnn «tt i Jf ^n^iT jj fv *wt f̂fforar 
*rr% wr«r i f  ?nj «f̂ r*T far w% r̂ vnftw  
w rfm  w  ?iw
#»it? *rr*irft eta# v t ?mr ftaT?

art w r a r  ffcnr «it ?*r Sfor- 

«npr j ^ i * f v * w f i r w * a r t j « $  
safr d m  5f *wf q*  $  arrtfir w  *n# 
f*r f*npr fart* *r?r ff i *r? f%rfipr«r ftra 5f 
K f t r t S  j *  1 1  « n *r w $ i * n f t  f  * f f  v r  

' i i #  anft $ «hNt « t
^T 'f^ftPT  *V WT̂ ITl

v f  u*£f % *Y mftftar $ ip m 1 * 
fcfar «rwT f t

MR. CHAIRMAN: The resolution i« 
before the House.

Now, the hon. Minister.

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE (How
rah) : Why is the Minister insisting to 
pass the Bill in this session despite the seri
ous opposition by teachers ? There is 
the strike..........

MR. CHAIRMAN : Order, order. This 
is not the time to put questions.

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE : This is 
a serious thing. The Delhi University 
is in a deadlock. The teachers have resor
ted to strike. There is a strong opposition 
to the Bill...............

MR. CHAIRMAN : I have called the 
Minister.

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION, 
SOCIAL WELFARE AND CULTURE 
(PROF. S. NURUL HASAN): If the 
hon. Member is going to interrupt me, 
I seek your protection, Sir..........

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE : There is 
a strike; there is a deadlock in the Univer
sity..........

MR. CHAIRMAN : He is speaking 
without my permission. Nothing will go 
on record.

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE : **

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : I beg 
to move :

“ That the Bill further to amend the Delhi 
University Act, 1922, as passett by Rtyya 
Sabha, be taken into consideration.”

Sir, I would like to make a few references 
to the points that have been raised by the 
hon. Member, Shri R. Y. Bade. The first

••N ot recorded.
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question thU he raised Was, in my opinion, 
aft extremely pertinent question as to why 
an Ordinance had to be issued, what was 
the need for it; what was the urgency for it. 
I  entirely agree with the hon. Membei that 
an Ordinance should not ordinarily be 
issued and, particularly, an Ordinance 
should not be issued, as far as possible in 
the case of Universities.

So, on -that point of view there is no 
difference of opinion. But, in spite of 
holding rather strong views in the manner 
that I have indicated, I advised the Presi
dent to promulgate an Ordinance and my 
reason for that was as follows.

The University had been growing at a 
very rapid rate. Since the beginning of 
last year, the authorities of the University 
were feeling deeply concerned about the 
expansion of the University and the diffi
culties that it was creating in the adminis
trative functioning of the University. The 
number of students was increasing and 
consequently the number of teachers was 
increasing and the number of colleges 
was increasing. The University at one 
stage—this trouble started about two years 
ago—thought that it might set up a second 
campus and it sent a proposal to the Univer
sity Grants Commisssion. The University 
Grants Commisiion appointed a committee 
to go into the whole matter. Ultimately 
the University itself came to the conclusion 
that establishing a second campus would 
not be conducive to the solution of the 
problems with which the University was 
faced. Thereupon , the Vice- Chancellor 
felt that it might be better to set up yet 
another university. That idea of setting 
up another university was not acceptable 
to Government for a variety of reasons—
I will not go into these at this stage because 
it it not absolutely germane to the issue 
before the House. The University, there
upon, started thinking of ways and means 
of solving the problem.

Now, Sir, the increase in the number 
of students is, by itself, not something 
about which one would feel worried. If 
the standard of admission goes down, 
naturally there is cause for anxiety, but 
merely the increase in the number of stud
ents is not a cause for anxiety provided, 
of course—and that is an important 
proviso—that suitable facilities for higher 
education can be made available, If the 
number of teachers increases, then it becomes 
possible for a university to go in for greater 
specialisation, to have more cooperative 
teaching, to have more cooperative re
search, particularly inter-disciplinary re
search which is now becoming more and 
more significant and important in the Sev
enties and is likely to become even more 
so in the Eighties.

Small units are unable either to have a 
sufficient numbers of teachers to cope with 
all the new specialities by themselves or to 
organise inter-disciplinary function. There
fore, here was a body of students which 
expanded now to something like over a 
100,000 and a body of teachers which to 
now about 4,000. But for administering, 
there was only one Executive Council, a 
fairly small Executive Council with no col
lege teacher represented on it. Now one Ex
ecutive Council has to deal with the whole 
lot of problems and, therefore, it becomes 
difficult for an executive council to look; 
individually into the various types of 
problems that are bound to arise if greater 
attention is to be paid to the needs of the 
colleges . . . (Interruptions)

I wish the hen Member has bothered to 
understand the problem. He is speaking 
from his brief. Therefore, he can say 
anything. 1 accept it. The only differeaoe 
is that I know it. I am not bearing for 
someone and having a crack at the expense 
of the House.

The point to be understood is that with 
this increase in the numbers, some organi
sational decentralisation was absolutely
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vitai in order to ensure that when we admit 
new students in the University, thoyare not 
left uncared for which has been happening 
year after year. It was, therfore, with this 
particular objective in view that the 
Vice-Chancellor requested the Minister of 
Education, yours truly, to advise the Visitor 
to issue this Ordinance so that, as soon as 
possible, with the commencement of the 
new academic session, it would be possi
ble for a body with sufficient authority 
to go into the problems and see that the 
students’ basic needs and requirements 
and the basic needs and require 
meats of teachers are duly consider
ed before the session gets going. There* 
fore, it was felt that if an Ordinance could 
be issued, then it would be possible for 
the University to go ahead with this parti
cular scheme. Now, that was the reason 
for issuing the Ordinance.

I will no very briefly deal with some of 
the points which the hon Member has rais
ed. Firstly, he has referred to the Gajen- 
dragadkar Committees report and its re
commendations that its present character 
should be maintained. Now, Sir, 1 happen 
to be one of the signatories of that report 
and I stand by it and I have attempted to 
clarify in this house and the other House 
that anything that I am proposing for the 
consideration of this august House does 
not militate against the basic character, 
the present existing character of the Uni
versity. That ts No. 1.

Secondly, I have clarified in no ambig
uous terms that I would consider any pro
posal for delinking as a retrograde step 
for the reasons I have just now explained 
that I think accademically, it would be 
wrong. Now, the principal link of the 
University which maintains the apex con
trol,—after all, what is the main function 
of the University? It is the academic 
function—teaching learning and research,, 
•—now the apex body is given in Sec 7 of

the parent Act which has not hem amended 
and there is no intention on thapari of the 
Government tp take away this power of 
the Academic Council. With your per
mission, I would read this section ; sub
clause (1).

“(1) All recognised teaching in conn
ection with the University courses 
shall be conducted under the control 
of the Academic Council by teachers 
of the University and shall include 
lecturing, laboratory work and other 
teaching conducted in accordance 
with any syllabus prescribed by the 
Regulations."

Therefore, to say that there was any question 
of delinking when I made this categorical 
statement in this House and which I made it 
with a due sense of responsibility, I had this 
section in mind that the control of the Acade
mic Council is also absotute and is not likely 
to be in any way affected or altered by the 
proposal which I have ventured to place 
for the consideration of the House.

I would not like to waste the time of the 
House in saying that I want to pursue any 
politics in the University. I only wish the 
hon. Member had carefully studied the stat
utes. Out of 17 persons, there would be 
two in the existing statutes which now will 
have to be changed in the light of the amend
ments approved by the Rajya Sahba. Out 
of 17 members of the College Council, 
there were only two educationists who were 
to be nominated by the Visitor. There 
were five Principals, five teachers of colleges 
two teachers nominated by the Academic* 
Council, two educationists not in the ser
vice of the University, nominated by the 
Executive Council and the Chairman of 
the Council. This was the statue which 
was framed. It would, therefore, be very 
clear that there is no question of the Visitor 
attempting to dominate the college council 
with his nominees.
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1 would also like to make a factual state
ment. Ift February, the delegation of 
the Delhi University Teachers Association 
met-me. At that time, although did not 1 give 
an assurance, I told them this, that if they 
offer any suggestion, I would be glad to 
consider them. Now, from February till 
the month of June, no suggestion were given 
to me by the Delhi University Teachers 
Association, and therefore, Sir, it is not 
that £ had given any assurance.

SHRI R. V. BADE : They have given 
one suggestion that there shall be a Central 
Exccutivc Council. That suggestion was 
given to you, 1 think.

PROF. S. NURUL HASSAN : This 
has not been given ever till this day.

SHRI S. A. SHAM1M (Srinagar) : 
This corner from Mr Bade. You can take 
it up.

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : 1 have 
givten a categoric assurance. 1 do not 
believe in separation of post-graduate and 
under graduate education. 1 think that it 
would impoverish under graduate educa
tion which is very important. Sir. those 
who think that under-graduate education 
docs not have high-enough importance, 
a ie  those who arc, I beg to submit, enitcrciy 
mistaken. Under-graduatc education, 
post-graduate education and research, all 

the three arc equally important for anv 
university if its academic life is to thrive 
and therefore I would be the last person 
to wish to separate under-graduate educa
tion from post graduate education and 
from research.

X would like to take a few minutes of 
your time to explain the main provisions.

SHRI R. V. BADE : I want to just ask 
him whether he has received the Delhi 
teachers Association Memorandum.

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : I have 
not received.

43 L .S.S./72-1J,

SHRI S. A. SHAM1M : Failure of the 
postal department.

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : The
first provision states that the colleges con
ducting courses of studies in the professional 
faculties would deciarc as ‘autonomous 
colleges, with the consent of the colleges 
concerned determined in a manner specified 
by the Academic Council. 1 am not saying 
in what manner this should be determined.
1 am not even suggesting that this honour
able and august House may say in what 
manner the consent should be obtained, 
i leave it to the body exclusively of the 
teachers, the Academic Council, to decide 
in what manner the consent is to be taken.

With regard to the whole concept of 
autonomous colleges, I wish to say this. 
The autonomous colleges conccpt was re
commended by Kothari Commission, by 
Gajendragadkar Committee : it has been 
recommended by the University Grants 
Commission. There arc innumerable tea
chers throughout the length and breadth 
of the country including Delhi who feel 
that a certain degree of experimentation 
should bejpermitted to each of the colleges, 
because, after all. academic autonomy 
is basically an autonomy of the teacher, 
and the researcher and the student, to learn 
the research and to conduct research.

Originally in the Ordinance we had pro-
vided for a College Council. But, because 
apprehensions were raised, we have now 
accepted in the Rajya Sabha an amend* 
ment saying that these will not be called 
College Councils, but that these wiU be 
called College Administration Coum ils, to 
make it absolutely clear that their functions 
areadministrative functions. That power can 
delegated to them by the Executive Council 
but not by the Academic Council. Acade
mic functionscan only be advisory functions 
but executive functions can tie exercised by 
them as the authority of the university to 
the extent that these are given to then by



315 Ha. and AUQVST 3Q, 1972 Delhi Vmvtrsity (Amdt.} £ilt 31*

(Shri Nurui Hsasan 
the statutes. In this regard, the Vice* 
Chancellor has made this statement in 
writing. I  have given this assurance in 
the House that so far at the statutes are 
concerned' the unverstiy would be willing 
to hold discussions with the teacers so that 
is  a result of these discussions something 
which is basically in the interests of the 
teachers,—and it is my submission that 
this proposal is in the interests of the 
teachers—emerges. The Vice-Chancellor
has further said tha he would not go ahead 
with further implementation, and that he 
Would freeze the sit uation, hold discussions 
and then only act, and this is, as the Vice- 
Chancellor has stated, and the House will 
observe, an enabling provision so that if 
the executive council and the academic coun
cil of the university agree, it would be 
accepted.

Section 4 changes the procedure for mak
ing statutes. Originally, the statutes used 
to be made by the executive council with 
the approval of the court and the approval 
of the visitor. But then academic thinking 
developed to a point when it was felt that any 
statute-making power should not be vested 
n the court where there were so many 
non-academics. The non-academics have 
a place in a university, but mainly theirfunc- 
tion should be to give advice, to hold con
sultations, to deliberate on policy matters 
and to make certain recommendations either 
to the university bodies or to the Govern
ment. But this prinicple that the court 
should not have the statute-making power 
has been accepted by this House in the case 
of the Jawaharial Nehru University;—and 
•s far as my memory goes,I have checked up 
records of the Jo:nt Committee, there was no 
differeaoe of opinion in the Joint Committee 
on this procedure; then, it hasbeen accepted 
ia  the case of Baturas, in the case of Viswa- 
ttharati and recently in the case of Aligarh. 
So in four outof five uaiversities.the power 
of the court to make statutes has been taken 
away. It was only in Delhi University

that it remained and i t  felt that tfeis 
should be brought on pas. B u tin th e  
other House, one hon. Member proposed
anamendment/andthiswasinline with a 
resolution which was passed by the Acade
mic Council itself, that inso far all academic 
matters are concerned, the executive coun
cil may make astatutes or make or amend 
statutes only with the concurrence of the 
academic council. The academic council 
is a body exclusive of teachers ; they are 
not necessarily college teachers ; but as 
college teachers themselves agree with me, 
it would be wrong to discriminate between 
college teachers and university teachers ; 
they are all teachers of the uivcrsity, and 
they do not have any nominated element ; 
let me also make it absolutely clear. There
fore, the concurrence of the academiccoun- 
c i 1 makes i t absolutely certai n t hat whatever 
measures to amend the statutes are takety 
would be in the best acadcmic interests of 
the university.

This is all that there is in the Bill, and 1 
would commend it to the House. I would 
take this opportunity of making an appeal 
to the hon. Members here that if they 
show good will and explain that this measure 
in no way and by no stretch of imagina
tion .........

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE : Why 
is he hurrying through with this Bill?

PROF. S.NURUL HASAN : Because 
the session is coming to an end... goes 
against interests of the teachers, then I 
am sure that this position will become clear 
to the teachers and the situation would 
change.

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE : What 
prevents him from postponing this Bill 
and holding discussion?

MR. CHAIRMAN : Motion moved:
“That th Bill further to amend the Delhi 

University Act, 1922, as passed by 
RajyaSabha, be taken into considera
tion.”
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This motion as well as resolution are 
now before the House for discussion to-
gether.

SHRI JAGADISH BHATTACHRYYA 
(Ghatal) : At the very outset, I would 
like to oppose the very consideration of this 
Bill by this House on grounds which I 
consider legitimate. Jn the statement 
of objects and reasons in the Bill introduced 
in the Rajya Sabha, it has been stated...

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : May I 
I draw the attention of the hon. member 
to the fact that the Rajya Sabba has amend
ed the Bill considerably? What this House 
is now considering is the Bill, as amended 
by the Rajya Sabha.

SHRI JAGADISH BHATTACHARYYA: 
The statement says :

‘‘After consideration of the recommenda
tions of the said Committee and the 
views of the Vice-Chancellor. .. ’*

It has been stated that this Bill has been 
framed according to the recommendations 
made by a Committee set up by the Uni
versity Grants Commission. This Com
mittee was presided over by the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, Delhi University. Now, we do 
not find that we have been supplied with 
the recommendations or report of the said 
Committee. That report is not with us. 
When we have not gone through that re
port* it is not possible for us to judge whe
ther this Bill introduced here has 
been according to the repoit of the said 
Committee, becaife in the statement of- 
objects and reason * o nly some of the re
commendations supposed to have 
been given by th' Committee have been 

mentioned. But we have reasons to belive 
that there has been divergence of opinion, 
and even the Vice-Chancellor, Delhi Uni
versity, disagreed with the recommenda
tions of the said Committee.

Sometime ago, in reply to a statement 
made by the hon. education Minister, the 
Vice-Chancellor, Delhi University, issued 
a press retease, from which I quote :

"The Minister of Education made two 
statement in Parliament during the 
last two days concerning the Uni
versity of Delhi. Of these two 
statements, 1 should like to make a 
brief comment on the one made by 
him in (he Rajya Sabha on Thursday 
on the circumstances that led govern
ment to issue an Ordinance 
about Delhi University. The state
ment made certain references that 
have led to serious misunderstand
ing. The Minister's statement re
fers to a the report of a UGC Commi
ttee presided over by the Vice- 
Chancellor, Delhi University. This 
report in its final version contains 
some features which the Vice-Chan
cellor found unacceptable. The 
report was, therefore withdrawn 
from circulation at the instance of 
the Vice-Chancellor him self".

So the Chairman of the'Committee insisted 
that this report should be withdrawn from 
circulation. It is on the strength of that 
very report, on the recommendations of 
that very Committee, whose circulations 
has been withdrawn by the Chairman of 
that Committee, that this Bill has been 
introduced here and we are going to dis
cuss it.

Next he says :

“The Minister’s statement has comeat 
a time when the issue has become 
deeply and explosively controver- 
sia. It makes tta  s tuation still 
more difficult because in effect it 
attributes to the Vice-Chancellor 
a position which is virtually opposed 
to that actually held by him. As



319 Res. and AUGUST 30, 1972 Delhi University (Amdt.) Bill 320 

[Sh. Jagadish Bhattacharyya] 
one who has taught in Delhi Uni-
versity for over 30 years, I wish to 
solve the problems of the University 
through direct consultation with my 
colleagues. In view of the compli-
cations that have "arisen, I hold that 
the interests of the University would 
be best served if the entire quest ion 
of its governance was studied a fresh 
by the academic community of 
Delhi University itself with a view 
to formulatin g and recommend-
ing changes in the law governing 
the working of the University' '. 

This was the statement issued to the press 
by the Vice-Chancellor of the Delhi Uni-
versity. 

Even after that, we have information that 
the Vice-Chancellor of the Delhi University 
has writ ten to the University Grants Com -
mission in connection wi th th is report,-
and we do not know whether it is a fact or 
not-and we have the information that 
that letter written by the Vice-Chancellor 
was destroyed by some officer of the UGC. 
In t his present context, thisBillis going to 
be d iscussed and so i t will be better if this 

Bill is dropp~d at the initial stage, and a 
fresh, comprehensive Bill is brought for-
ward after consult a ti on with the entire 
academic l ife of D elhi and elsewhere. 

Besides this , I am constrained to say so me-
thing. The situation has now arisen, be-
ca use some 3,500 teachers of the D elhi 
University, and a ll the students and all the 
kanna~haris have gone on strike, protesting 
a; t; 1 ;t t! t ~ int r0 j.1:t io::1 of thi s Bill. I do 
not know for whose interests this Bill is going 
to be discussed. tis it for the teachers? 
Is it for the students? Is it for the karama-
charis, and if they all protest vehemently 
against this Bill , how is it that it is being 
discussed here? We cannot say that the 
interests of the university, the interests of 
education is the monopoly of the Educa-

tion Ministry only, and that the teachers, 
the karamcharis and the students and other 
academic bodies in Delhi have nothing to 
do with it. 

The Minister imposes the Bill on the peo-
ple without consulting them in the face of 
their opposition, and still, he pretends to 
be a democrat, and I do not thnik that it is 
fair for anybody who at least holds the 
position that the bon. Minister holds. 

Next, I refer to the provision for there-
presentation of teachers and particularly 
students. It was said, and it was demanded 
that they should have representation on 
the policy-making bodies of the univers ity. 
But we find that the ir demand has been 
fully ignored, and not even the teachers 
and the students have got any representa-
ti ons on the policy making body. 

Moreover, this Bill has become unde-
mocratic in character, because of the d ict-
atoria l behaviour of both the Vice-Chan-
cellor of the D elhi Un iversity and the hon. 
Minister himsel f. and they have compelled 
the teachers and the karamcharis to take 
such a stand as they have done for the 
first time in the history of this university. 
The teachers deserve the thanks of every 
democratic minded section of the peop)e 
for setting up this example by holding up 
their democratic rights. This decentra-
lisat ion in the administration which the 
hon. Minister calls administrat ive decent r-
alisation might have been done, I think, 
within the fra mwork of the existing Act. 
We do not know how the existing Act comes 
in the way of the sort of administ rative 
decentralisation that the hon . Min ister is 
thinking of. It does not come in its way. 
The college administra tion council, it has 
been stated, will be for safe-guarding the 
interes ts of the teachers. I do not think 
it will do so. The present governing bodies 
of colleges are not delivering the goods. 
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They are being run by some private trusts 
including some monoply houses. While 

~we are all, even the Minister, speaking of 
safeguarding the interest of teachers, some 
teachers of Rao Tula Ram College stand 
dismissed * 1 do not know what the hon. 
Minister is going to do in this respect. Coll
ege administrative council is meant to give 
more power to the governing bodies com
prising private trusts including somcmono 
poly houses. Some sort of a diarchy will 
prevail bccause we find from the Statement 
of objects and reasons, the same duties and 
same powers will be exercised by the Exe
cutive Council as well as the college ad
ministrative councils. Forming these 
councils without proper consultations, 
without proper thinking is not to be en
couraged. It was suggested that taking 
over of colleges under the Delhi Adminis
tration should have been there as a first 
step; the Minister should have begun 
with this by including colleges under the 
Delhi Administration. This is according 
to the recommendations of a high-powred 
committee set up by the Vice Chancellor 
on March I, 1972 but that has not been 
done. It is a lame excuse that the college 
council is necessary as teachrers have no 
representation on the executive council. 
The present Academic Council is not a body 
exclusively of teachers. The definition of 
teacher in the Act is ‘‘Teacher of a Uni
versity means a  person appointed or re
cognised by the University for the purpose 
of imparting instruction in the university 
or in any other college.”  In the Council 
Vve find the Vice Chancellor, the pro Vice- 
Chancellor, the Registrar and the Minister 
himself. How can they be termed as teachers 
according to this definition? The Mints* 
t?rs should take steps for repealing this 
Ordinance and withdraw this Bill and the 
University should be asked to repeal the 
statutes which they have framed under 
this Ordinance, Heavens will not fall if 
the work erf decentralisation is deferred for

a few months. Let a comprehensive Bill 
be brought before Parliament after prcrcr 
consideration. That is the only 
dcmocractic coursc for any Government 
having any democratic pretensions.

Like the Aligarh Muslim University Act 
it is also going to be steam-rollered thr ough 
this House showing complete disregard of 
the wishes of teachers, students and kai roa- 
charis while the consist demand of Delhi 
education Act is being ignored.

Therefore, 1 strongly feel that this Bill 
has a sinister design behind it and so it 
deserves to be demped in the waste-paper 
basket.

g a m  «rtt ('fcrteft):
*r«rw f»T  f i r a  w m fa r  *p t

to t  g i Graft fa* *ft q?
* t  h trt #  m tit  |  ft? ftnsn I5f?n*r

srnr finr irta Ittstt vrresft

’srrf* *nrm*r qr fri $*nr fa
ffnpr % •PftT t  ^  w  fTrsr JTjfr
5 R R T  i % i j t r  5ixi w  fit  ^tbtt

%  trr % %  farerr * t  w r tffn
wtt f m  ?r ?rcnrr srrc wt m

s t w  *t iw r  tift t  nwr
i t  faro ^  ^  % *rtsaw
%  * t  t w t t  s t f t  i ^
qft w t  %  ?pr h  finrcr ansff %
ftwnr sitor t f  fci *FT*r

m  w f t  bn ijtr «r»ror tfm'r,
wft, *TC 3 R t I * f t  S P R T  ftw rr
% wr Jr fvrrarr $ fw?rr ^  £ i tftt

VhRT Vrf?^ «TT WStnWt VT WflTOft ^ 
TTOfT s r m  apT t ft  f W ,  f a * J  3 ^  

m m  7?r 11 fotftr %
f r m f w w  * t ,  art wnara- t ,
W i *  w f f i r m  t r f k w  t f t x  v r fr -  

v r f o f t  < r N *  m . t  f a  fR r r t  i r p i m  
% wj«p sntf fwn ^  *rf5f
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ss ,***  #  firiftimpr #  ^rnmaT #  vm  
iftr m  % f*nsro % fat *re# |» ift 
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|  ap tfr w w w  I  % wr ir&w 
am w r i r  * w  ^  w  ^  |  
vurf % WSPT W  ^
| ,  f m  «Fmf % m  «n: «w  s*  % 
* | T  t m  % l T£P fVWEJT a fa n t  * t % ,  f o r  

«rc qpft iftwr *r, v m  % wsrt* *tfr 
aft «it«r f  *rc % aft far *rmT fc an?

froftrtrmift m  ftnrr arrar $ tftx 
if *n? h t w  |  ft? f w r  % £ar Sf vra *pt^ 
sn% aft $  w I o t t w  grar * t  £  ft? w * h ?  

f t  «R? WWOTT WWW ’P73’ $ ?W
grff art jftvft f̂lft ftra an# i <ra % *rr?
#  f «  $ #  rtapftfcr *  g a n r a n t  ftr
WRr * ipt?tt sfa frmf ? t#  *fsr»r
% iflftnF 9H g ? | 5TRT ffr̂ TT I fiPfTT 

*?<3t ^  *PfT f t?  f t p #  j i ¥ K  ‘PT a?T 
fa a p r w  5f^t $ , »ft H i W t f n :  fsfsn ^  A f t  
ift ftwrr f t r w  *wmt «et I  tj*t ir w m v  
%  « rfa r? r  a r f s w r e  q rr f t r #  sp p p - v r  
r t*  *tt f r #  w m  MY <mF*t irm?t #  
* r a ^ t « r t r » T $ # * ? r w f t ?  

O ftt ftrc? aforer »tt f w r  q f m  m fe *  ^ F *rr  
*tft ftrar #  »nff % fw n s  TTTsftvrRrar 
# ,  wfuhbPo# #  *w ro «ft «%*ft, 
f r #  f t q f a  %  i r f t  S * W  *  * #  »ITOT $  ft? 
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wf-wr £ I
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| i % i w  w p t  %  a iR  %  f t  f t w r  m  * m m  
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w  %  i n w w  »r 1 #  *  « n w  m  f w r -  
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%  ir s p r r  ^ f r r | ? w ^ P t ^ t « r w t | ^  
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% *t m t wt ft? $qra <rftw 
^ i f*r f%# ww# % ftrt *n| *Ef t |  f  i 
w  n **7TT v t f  rft ?wri f ^ r  ^ 1 
a r c r  ift m m  ^ar %  1 m m
m  f t  «v?it I ,  *fa«r #  w t«rt vr 
f t w?tt & f3wrrf«mt % wwrn m  w i
| t  fWffT I, ftiw ^T ?ftT HT̂  % SRH VT 
m  ?t w r  1 1

SHRI C K CHANDRAPPAN (TeHi- 
cherry) : Sir, at the very outset letme make 
certain positions very clear. The position 
of my party regarding, the Ordinance was 
made very clear in the other House. We 
are totally opposed to it. We quite appre
ciate thft in the Bill introduced here there 
are certain changes. But it is the cruse of 
our educational system that those who are 
in power and authority always try to bring 
about reforms piecemeal. 1 may be ex
cused for saying that the reforms visualized 
by introducing this Bill ate also piecemeal. 
1 would have gladly welcomed a Bill if it 
had been introduced here, in this House, 
for the comprehensive reform of the Delhi 
University administration. But I am sorry 
to say that this is not of that type.

Then, even after hearing the speech made 
by the Minister, I am not so much convinced 
of all that he has tried to say or the fHend 
from the other side has also tried to tty.
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[Shri C, K. Chaodrappan]
Today, when we are discussing this Hill, 
it should be remembered that the teachers 
Of the Delhi University are on strike. The 
students are also supporting the teachers 
who are on stiike. It ts also a fact tha' 
the karamcham of the Delhi University are 
also opposed to this Bill. I wonder for, 
whom then the Bill brings benefit if it is not 
for the students, if it is not for the teachers 
if it is not for the Katamcham. 1 under
stand, the Government will have the satis* 
faction tliat they tried to introduce a Bill. 
That is the situation with regard to this 
BiU.

Now, the Minister, while moving the Bill 
said that the collcgc councils which were 
vary much opposed by the entire teaching 
community, the students and the karam- 
chens of the Delhi University, have been 
changed into college administrative coun
cils. I would like to know whether this 
change has also satisfied the people con
cerned who are today in the thick of an 

’ agitation in the Delhi University.

I will not agree wiih my fuend who tried 
to say that tt is all politically-motivated. 
You can always say that. But it is not all 
pOliticaHy-motivated agitation which is tak
ing place in the Delhi University. Look 
at it that there may be excesses ; their de
mands may be extreme You can say 
that . As a matter of fact, the agitation 
is a part of the bigger movement in the coun
try for the democratisation of our education. 
That is a fact which we all have to reckon 
With.

While speaking on this Btll and also while 
speaking about the Aligarh Muslim Uni
versity Btll, from the Gounement side, it 
was said that all the proposals that they 
are making are based on the recommenda
tions of the Gajendragadkar Commission 
oa the governance of the University, as if 
that is the ultimate word, the last word, 

a&mt education and the governance of the

University. We cannot accept that position. 
It is rather regrettable to say that the Gajen
dragadkar Commission's Report was newer 
placed before the House for a discussion. 
It was referred on many occasions but 
never a comprehensive, threadbare dis
cussion was allowed in this House.

PROF. S. NURUL HASAN : The 
report was placed on the Table of the House.
1 do not remember the hon. Member putting 
forward any motion for its consideration.

SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN : The 
Report was placed on the Table of the House.
I do not deny that When your prede
cessor was the Education Minister, Shri 
Sidhartha Shankar Ray who is now the 
Chief Minister of West Bengal, he proposed 
a Motion for the discussion of the U.G.C. 
Report along with the Gajendragadkar 
Commission's Report last year. To our 
suiprise, we were given a slip saying that 
discussion was dropped. That is regarding 
the Gajendragadkar Commission's Re
port.

17 hrs.
Now, when you say that this is the 

biblical truth, we cannot accept it. 
What about the powers of the court which 

he is visualising ! What about the powers of 
the executive council which he is visualising 
on the basis of which you are now propos
ing amendments to various University Acts. 
Of course, he says, it is a deliberative body. 
They are trying to make it a deliberative 
body. But a deliberative body does not 
mean a totally powerless body—only to 
have a useless deliberation on everything 
under the Sun. It must have some powers. 
On the basis of the Gajendragadkar Com
missions's report these reforms are 
be ing introduced which are undermining 
th6 powers vested on the university Court. 
What the students, teachers and kammcharis 
m the Delhi University wanted was—-and 
even today what they demand is—a demo
cratic court where adequate representations 
to the teachers, students and karamtharl
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are there so that the academic community of 
the Delhi University will have a say on 
matters regarding education. That is the 
thing basically which is denied. Even when 
you give nomimal representation to teaefcm 
and students—and karamcham you often 
exclude from those bodies—they are only 
going to participate in the delibera
tion ; it is not a decision making body. 
May be, Gajendragadkar Commtssion had 
its reason, but it is not the reason to con
vince every body who is concerned about 
education. 1 am not an educationist, not 
I am a teacher, but 1 try to understand the 
problems of education.

Then I come to the College Council which 
is now called College Administrative Coun
cil. I can understnad, 1 can rather appre
ciate, the position taken by the Minister 
that a certain amount of power which was 
visualised in the original Ordinance is not 
given today to the Administrative Council. 
But he should realise that that is also not 
to the satisfaction of the teachers, students 
and kar&mcharis of the Delhi University. 
They can always asay that they cannot 
satisfy every body When you bring about 
such reforms which will have far-reaching 
consequences, at least do not rush through 
like this. It is not a very good practise in 
democracy. All the reform measures in 
education came to this House on the last 
days of Parliament, and then the argument 
would come, ‘There is no time’ the Chatr 
would ring the bell and we would be asked 
to keep quiet and you would get the Bill 
adopted because you have got a wonder
ful majority in the House. But that does 
not justify everything. So, what I suggest 
is this. You have yourself accepted that 
you are vulnerable when serious discussions 
take place. In the Ritfya Sabha you accept* 
ed amendment. That shows that there is 
again need for amendments. Why not 
refer the BUI tQ a Select Committee of both 
Houses? If you refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee of both Houses, then all con*

cerned people will have a chance to express, 
their views about the Bill,the Minister will 
have time to think about it, and we will 
have time again to discuss and take a wise 
decision about it.

With all respect I would tell the hon. 
Minister that I was not satisfied when he 
said that the teachers of the Delhi Uni
versity, in spite of his asking, did not give 
representations to him—memorandum or 
their suggestions to him. Why not give 
chance in the normal fashion? Heavens 
will not fall down if we do not accept this 
Bill by tomorrow. (Interruption) It has 
not fallen and that is why it will not 
fall tomorrow also. You may refer the 
Bill to a Select Committee of both Houses 
and if you, by that way, show respect and 
regard to the teaching community, the 
students and karameharis of the Delhi 
University, it will only add glory to that 
side.

With these words, I conclude.

w in  OtM t : mrwfi
*rirnm, aft fm  H«rr«r |

%■ fa# 5T0 j f  £ I 
j b  *rtt w w f t  vt frsmtif % fa 

h m m  vfrr * fa r  «i?r 
^  q rft, ?rr *  m fare gt *?*rr

f?t am fo r wrm m *t
jftvT tot $ rfh: *rr farm# #

% rtf % f *  sptf *#fTT s f tr  *nm- 

TOift <fc*TT * t srjft fasw n
sp*r % <(nr v m  w m  m vwx ^ t i

«nrsr Wt t o t o f t  fc, * *  *nsr |  f a  

srw rvt % ftw if wgs %* iw  sjstfT 
t  vft* *st fa* *fhc 

^  % msmWf ft arm
*taT f*r"rr, w  warm  f*»% f r r f
fsrer % *t* *r $ ft w m a  $ ,
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fiw *ft w  & *rr vrfW  vt
<ifr f t  i *pr t  ^  *w fc fa
ftp T  V R T T T V t T T  * w f t  V t  *T^T% ^ t  faF^ T- 

3fT «Tf fww |
SHRI SAMAR GUHA • So many prrofessors 
are in the street You have not mentioned 
the same I belong to that profession and 
1 strongly protest This is a slur cast on 
the highest intelligentsia of our country

MR CHAIRMAN Order. Order This 
wilt not be recorded

SHRI SAMAR GUHA ••
*ft*rcft ijRjrr iprtW £

afFT «ft Of f^ r  *rnt % *fcft t * v t
t  v * r  &  «p *  aft < m ?r

* m  % ?rr? ĵf  T«rarr f t  sft <w %?tt
*nfW «nr t

w  sarrcfc t ,  «mr *?r gn
T 't<ft5TTO% ftT^'VVT?ft»r5rt

<eptct zsrm  *n f? r  fr * f  H5® re*r %  i t *  
it 3rr#, e rrt^ r % ^  f*m?ft* «rr <tt
^  $nn% v fo sr  % fsrtr wm «Tjf¥ % i 
srrsr $*nt fwjrr*feft aft v t f*r ^  *ft 

«rt*rr fa £rw  v t *fr
afTT «PTT ’fTT’ TF < T N t  * f t *  Wft ’S R F H T
qt*rr \ * ftfa  fanrcpr v r  »«m *t
3 S T T f r  f t ,  f f N W t  %  f*n rrc m  *FT 
*r* m  «rm% *ft *tfaw *rr Tfr ft, fax >ft 
R̂Rvn: v t ■snf̂ q" fa  f i r #  ftraf m  ^ s r

JRPTT 3TT TfT t  ®TPTT WfWT *PT-
wtjtt * w i w  faprirarft ^mpir v t  M t 
=«nf  ̂i

* » f  *n£t w p t  |  f a  f a w f t  ^  

tcSd^ *̂t trroi *Rt *rf ty<p srw 
% vtfm  |  9 it an *rrc f* rr % 

2 W #  t ,  s o  *  v t % *  |  ( aft
W B W R T  I ,  i m r # ,

3* % fa* «ft Sfa HF*W $« <TC *FT

••Not recorded.

<A*)mv* w $ w s  fa# inft w f 
tarora *nff f«rr $ i tfK v t  tit M  
5RT5*r |  fa  ftrwft % M ,  w fr ^f;- 
% in r  « f t f a i f t  %  f a t j  v t i  ^  w f r  h w t  

<f t r  t^ p  vr> n fttfa < r ftrar 'r ftr  *ft ftR ft  

^pft i

f? n ft  a r o  farorftraft ^  f t  » r f  |  f a  

% vt tt?  'Tft ^ fa vr rflf^wtr-
w r  f m  ^ n f f t  a r f a  %  « «rr(T  v w t w

!ft  i « m r  5ft 
*TT  ̂ ?ft q f  f  f a  f?JT

»rf*t ?ft*ft =snf̂ - «ftr vtfaH %
fac rjft 3 HT f Tfi T C  < R  V T

fa n T  ^amr, t o t  *r f«nrr a m , hf?t  
* i w  f w  s n ^  i w  <r  ifr  f t
5 ^  f ,  ^  f m F R T  5r «FT% 3TT «PT, ? *m ft

srwrt % fa %tr vr {TiTtft, vt iprwt % 
w r  i t  awrwi *nr a r ^  f i

^  *r? »ft to*tt wigirt fa iw ffsr «ift
Wit W'ff ^  f a  ^ft qfafe^JT fBT

»mr fa ^  «uf fa»^wiT wt’ft ŝt 
?rn» % wt flr-fa«teTT w h  t |  i 
f®  vt fa?p qv *TRFfhr sprerif ^ <nft fasrr t 
mfarc w t t o  ^  w t w m
W l W T  % 5RST « f t r  «WT d ^ W R f  f i r f w r

^  W  i n w % vnr f q f a f i r r  m  aft anrpr f i r r  

m  WKT %  « T ^ ,  M  m W  WtSEWT 
% ^  forr fa ^  nf?T «rr
»wt firftw’i % inf «rrcr ?ft |rt
»ftr w  *pt w«aw jft ?ft aft fa«ft 
5?r %  m v f a r  t o  wt?r t |  $  «rr
fsrfw^sr if to w  m  w tit % t f t r  w  i n f  

^  %  3 *  v t  ? r m  i % f a *  w  

fi? r  ^ t  i f t  w f  f t H t  w i f f ^  f a w  «rmr %  

« m  iit w  % wif^ awr % ^  %, f a #  
^  aft » ft  f a r i h r R  f f t i r  I ,  H  w w  

^  Ir  « if f r  ? f t v r r  ^ r f f ^  r f h :  f a ^ g r ^
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a w w  * T T  * l f $ t  w t f t t  

>swf I  f¥  tfd t <ft fara % ff%9TIT- 
4  w f t  vgcf flr  s a rit#  * *

#  f  i < m  ^ r v t  «fr ?rr«RfvuTw nr fwr * ?
t f t  |  if t  ar$t ? w  H tft * m r -  

vrft t  v»nc tjRr fW n iw r #  <jft
% * T R  f*n»T ^ R V R  ffR T  ?ft P iM )
j j f w f a i ' i  w  i f ; r  t o t r  artm  «t t i  
f a r  *ft  *fr  f r y fr ig P T  ^  ^  < r

v t  *n j ¥ r ^ r  p p tt  ^ r i g t  fa  aft ? > t  

nrflrcttpr *F t  *ftar 5pt% arr% fc w fa  
v m m r  **r r  |  ^ r  # a fr  %  %  fanr
« ft  fa r ts r  *n$t %  farc wnsrsr?: « r t  f t  fci

oft ? t  % wijtf ?f  ̂ << i d v ift , ^rfasr *i i 
tffcrr |  fa *^r*Nt «BTarg'<r *p*r vw^fi 
fw r fr, * jfftftrsr «pt, ?r vr, h fan* 
vr tfhr * fs?srt #  aft <pvft wrefare 
I  *rr $t *?tf wsipr ftttrt % t
m: *r? arr* *r$t t  fa  *rr *ft?r 
frewr* ffrinrl i fr# *tf «ft #ar ?T?t
$ f̂ KT ^  TO =#* Ft?ft |?T #3r Vt tf-TT

v t  * n r r p r  ffteft 1 1  f a r  *ft  *r r |  *n? 
5HRT *r | t  ifr *rr 5®  *tw «fto *p t- 

fa $ r* m iti$ R V tW t9 (f(  WQ *t 
3>® v f* r r  $t <rt «rnr 3ft ^ fin ftrtft 
trfgrSvnr v r  jn*r $  «Ft fcaf v r  f t r *  
S t m rr |  a rro u  <&t $srnpr x ftx  a r w t  
srt $  sr?? fiw r a m s S f lr r f o a v w i f o w  « f k  
m %*ptsr % f t  |  w t f a  wsjtt w *r 
if f  vrfT % arr* $  fonrr |  fa #  sfa- 
arftp# % irs*im t  *? #  w  «rRr #  srrc 
^ » y w w  ^ *t  H tm  n  s ftftm  v t  ^  t f k  
ar?> ^sr wt?t *tt m  ^  £ fa  *^ra(W  5f 
wr v r  «n^ ^ n t  arrtfi #
f t  % fjpfi ffTJTr wfrrif "FT...............

4 t  m t *  «ft«  « # : * » !  w j  wnr ^  
| ' . . . . .  (« w w ) . . . .  

j a w i ^ f f  w fr  «rw it~  
* * * *  |  f%  ^  

f t w  w  f r i  « r #  #  art *  ' w t a f

m  fa %  f a u n  *ra % < f w f l w r  i f t t  anw#«r 
%  f f? r  art w t  ? W t %  < n m ^ t ifr » r t
1 1 « r « fh !f  ^ fN vftrc t Jr t  w r  ^ r » i t  ^  

3w vt firrtff v x  f  ftwsrr fnr- 

i ft ^  5f #  t  vrrf*rw |  # r  w  fro fir
5JPT*rt%# ftRT %  HTHH ift
?rwr f w  * i t  f  1 m  irt?  %  *n? arnyir ^ r i t  
t  f r  ^ rpt 1%  $  f a  ij^nrfaforl *r 
afr ?mn: q y % *r e  ^t?rt t ,  #aitem 
ftnrr arw , 3fn>r fsprrsr a n t  1 w w  "d^rtT
» f ia f t  5f ^  # a r  wrfw f r  nf %........

/
qjw w i m N  « r m  w  w vt  1 1

HWIT aftfft W IW  ^  t  f ^
f t * f W R  *r sfwr w ^R «np ftw r ^ n t t
?fr t  ?fr T R n^gfnn> ^»rr% &  ^ * m f w r  
t  ?r?t ifr ?r%t 1 v i  « t tft  f w i %
’fft WW ?T *̂rf%5T apyfwsr VT ft........

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : On a point 
of submission. I do not know whether 
the hon. iady Member is understanding the 
implications of what she is saying. She is 
implicating almost hundreds of teachers 
who belong to the post-graduate and under - 
graduate teaching departments by saying 
that are being made the tools of some Rarty. 
She does not understand the implications 
of what she is saying.. . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
will get an opportunity to speak, and he 
can refute whatever she is saying, what his 
turn comes.

»tff im ?  * p p : ( * r t w  %»refcr srfipr) 
n H » fa r  w t m  * w  i l * r $  * t  f t ftff r flt 
* $ [ $  l ^ n f t ' P C ^ ^  V *IT $  I
m r o  trfr»  t^o  m  waT t f t
$< m m  m  *nr $ m  | i  « ?  v m
ftrsrrr | ..................................................

MR. CHAIRMAN : Nothing that he 
says will go ott record. He cannot just go 
up and begin a speech, without m y  permis
sion.
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA : **

: srfa *nrr #  aww 
Vk ?HRr *t w rar m t  |  fa  Sfft m  

$ fa  faff 37? ft z m t  tftf-
*rct? v*. *5t vtftrar fc tfa  fast
?rrf % a'Hff ft v n  ’tenft
vtfiwf  ̂i j?r firor *rrgr $ fa fsrerr
*refr vt v?fat qRft *t ?r«?r ^ 7 3  |  fa
p n t  «rs*nw sfr ?prrt ar^fr ®pt qfift fr 
snrc v wpt sft <r<t% fFnsrr % fa^rro f,

«t^W*r % ftWTF £ rTTfa 5Tt*T ^T%
w *  ft «r*ft ^  t  ift f!T% i m  ft
*nr n t ?ft *fl£ ^  sfnrr i fflfa# t w I

?R  ̂ % firmRTTTT WRT «fhc VJWI
5TRT IV faff flTff ft ?ff ftw % «rft 
if S *r«r w r «ksit t?  I  sfrc m  
’f t ’s r w  s f t  1 1  f t  * r? f i f t  t o h t  % ’ t n r t  

wrvfto ffsw ft c^t $ fa vstrro r̂ 
| l . f t  S'fPlft iWffRt g fa *ft
*ff*T?l *FT <R*T T̂ T I  fa t  VŜ fT
*flt *TflT\a» flVt ITO F̂ FT ift w<st 
f * W T  t  < ^  W t f ^ t  f  fa <TO ftwft 
wfta?* ^4 ftrcr wt»r £t *fht «r* fa*r 
^n; * r  ?nft *bw?t ^ i spit gvrt 
W ft fw^nsr vt w is t  jr to t r̂nfriT 
m w r m f  *pr m  ^  ft $m,
^ ft m  fawTff |h .

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN (Wandi- 
wash): When we are discussing the Delhi 
University (Amendment )Bill, it is unfor
tunate that one of the best universities in 
the couittry remain® closed. About 4,000 
teachers of Delhi University are on strike 
a$d another 4,000 non-teaching staff 
have also joined them.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: (Kanpur) : 
And the president also.

’-1SHRI G- VISWANATHAN : It is a 
question oanoerning the future of a lakh

•** Not recorded.

of students. Government have now oome 
with a Bill. Government haw bungled *n 
regard to many universities before. I 
do not want them to bungle in Delhi Uni
versities also.

AN HON, MEMBER: How can they 
help bungling?

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN ; This Bill 
has gone through the Rajya Sabha. I 
am glad the Minister accepted certain sug
gestions which have improved the Bill 
I hope he will accept a few more here and 
make the Bill acceptable to all concerned 
in the University.

When T went through the statement of 
objects and reasons, 1 was surprised to find 
that it contains nothing but DMK philo
sophy, namly, autonomy and decentrali
sation. I am glad at least some institutions 
accept the DMK principle. There are 
genuine apprehensions among the trcachers 
of Delhi University. They think that the 
constitution of collegc administrative coun
cils will lead to delinking the colleges from 
the University and teachcrs will be divided 
according to a two-tier system ; one 
will be elevated to the university level and 
the other will be assigned to the autonomous 
colleges. They think this will be discri
mination. 1 am glad to hear from the Minis
ter that these things will not happen after 
the Bill is passed. But I want to know 
from him why wso far Government have 
not taken any steps to meet the teaching 
staff and the non-teaching staff and come 
to a settlement. Government think they 
have taken a stand on which they want to 
stand as a matter of false prestige. I would 
tell Prof. Hasan that it is not too late. 
He can still make aa apprpach, me^t the 
teachers and cotr.e to, a settlement.

Already a suggestion has bec<? made that 
the Bill can be sent to a Joint Committee.
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If this is not acceptable, I wilt make an and they have isorated themselves from the 
alternate suggestion. The session has been intelligentsia. They have declared on the
extended by a da>. We have two more floor of this House that in Delhi, all the
days, We can postpone consideration of university teachers, the college teachers—
the Bill today. Wc will have two days for their number will be about 4,000—and itlso
consultation with the Vice-Chancellor, 
teachers and karamcheiris. Government can 
come to a settlement acceptable to all sides. 
If Government want to have this Bill passed 
this session, we can still do so on 2nd Sept* 
ember. I think Government should accept 
this suggestion . They should not bungle 
in Delhi University also. We saw the 
Government bungled in Aligarh Muslim 
University. We wanted the Bill 
to g> to a. Select Committee Govern
ment did not agree. Result} Wo saw 
demonstrations everywhere throughout UP. 
Finally, there were police firings and 25 
people died. We should not play into 
the ha ids of unruly and unsocial elements 
in  Delhi Wc s p w  what happened in Shah- 
d.ira. A snnll incident flared up into a 
big demonstration and disorder. Let us 
not bungle again in Delhi. Let the Minister 
accept the suggestion to postpone the Bill 
for two days and aftei coming to a settlement 
with the teachers, we can pass this Bill on 
2nd September.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shu Piloo Modv — 
not rising. Your name is sent. I do not 
know. 0Interruptiona) Shii Samar 
Guh'i.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, if I had the mind to 
play mischief on the ruling party, perhaps 
1 would have hailed wholeheartedly the 
soeeches made by the representatives elected 
by the people—perhaps the intelligentsia 
is also included in the people— to the per* 
verse speeches made by the MPs for Delhi. 
These speeches are nothing but politically 
motivated, as I said, in a perverse way, 
and they will affect them. They should 
understand what they say. The whole 
of their speeches, by their speeches, they 
have alienated the intelligentsia from them

the students who follow them, none of them 
have any faith in them and they are comple
tely isolated from the intelligentsia of Delhi, 
the toaching profession of Delhi, the student 
community of Delhi Tint is exactly what 
they were saying on the floor of this House 
I shall use a strong word; in a vulgar way. 
they were attacking the teaching profession, 
as if 4,000 teachers o! the Delhi Univemiv 
and the Delhi colleges have become to^ls 
in the hands of the Jan Sangh. If 1 thought 
that these teachers, these professors are 
played upon politically by any political 
party, be it Jan Sangh or eny other party, 
as one belonging to the teaching profession,
I would have refused to say anything in 
their favour or in their defence.

1 have had opportunities of meeting many 
of the teachers. I did not ask whether 
am of them belonged to any political 
party or whether they have any political 
backing. 1 did not discuss any thing of 
their political affiliation with this party 
or that part>. but most of the teachers,
I found, havt no political affiliation.

SHRI PILOO MODY: (Goaharu) There 
are Swautantra.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : It is extra
ordinarily vulgar attribute political 
motives to the teachcrs, thaf they have 
launched this agitation to sabotage higher 
education, to sabotage post-graduate edu
cation. I canno* believe that one elected 
Member from Delhi can dare to attribute 
such motive, this vulgar motive, to the 
highest community of intelligentsia, the 
teaching profession,

1 am really surprised to find one thing. 
Prof. Nurul Hasan is of course a well inten- 
tioned man; a very good man he is. I fran
kly say that I  feel hasitant to criticise tod 
attack him but I do not know what has hap-
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[Shri Samar Guha] 
pened to his wisdom. Why are you so keen 
Prof. Hasan being a teacher, being in their 
profession, belonging to that community 
and having enjoyed a long period in 
that community-now you are a Member 
of the Government why are you trying to 
ride roughshod on the intellig:entsia, on 
the teachers, on their emotion, and their 
s~ntiment? 

I also see a rare phenomenon of absolute 
unity of all the te?.chers of all the colleges 
and of the university. Such a phenomenon 
in the intelligentsia is not always, I should 
say, common. 

It is a characteristic of the intelligentsia; 
two intelle·::tuals cannot see eye to ey~ anJ 
they will argue and differ and create so 
many groups among themselves. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Order, order, now 
it is 5.30. We have to take up half 
an hour discussion. The Mover had 
written that it should be postponed; he 
does not want it to be taken up today. 
I want to take the sense of the House whether 
we can continue with the subject that 
we are now discussing. 

·SHRI G. VISWANATHAN : No, 
Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : when he has given 
in writing, it means that it will lapse. 

SHRI G. VISWANA THAN : There 
are four other names. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is for putting 
questions. Now we can continue. Prof. 
Samar Guha. 

SHRI R. V. BADE : On a point of order. 
The Order paper says : " ...... as soon as 
the preceding items of business are disposed 
of." At 5.30 half an hour discussion 
has to be taken up. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : But he has with-
drawn it. 

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: 
(Rajapur) Is .t to facilitate the bonus 
discussion that he has withdrawn ? 

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN : Ac-
cording to the Order Paper, the half an hour 
discussion should be taken up at 5.30 or 
as soon as the preceding items of business 
are disposed of whichever is earlier. 

• MR. CHAIRMAN : That discussion 
is st ill continuing. It was the demand of 
the hon. Member that at that time it shou;c 
be taken ~tp . So, it was mentioned in the 
agenda '' ... . whichever is eariler". But that 
bL1siness is no t finished. On the othrr 
hand the Mover of the half an hour 
discussion has withdrawn it; it lapses .. 
(fnterruptions) Yesterday also we disct;ssed 
in similar way; discussion under 193 was 
taken up later on. 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
(Begusarai) Sir, T rise on a point of order. 

SHRI R.D. BHANDARE : (Bombay 
Central) I draw your attention to the Order 
Paper. About the discussion under Rule 
193, it says : 

"1 o be taken up at 6 PM or as soon 
as the preceding items of business are 
disposed of, whichever is earlier, ...... " 

So, it is "preceding items" not "preceding 
item". The preceding item is continuing 
and let it continue. 

SHRI SHY AMNANDAN MISHRA : 
There is a particular sequence in the agenda 
and that has to be maintained. There 
was half-an-hour di scussion preceding 
the discussion under rule 193. That has 
not come off. Now how is the sequence 
going to be maintained ? Had the member 
been present here, this would have gone 
according to the schedule, or as we have 
been seeing now a days that many arbitrary 
developments take place, probably that 
would have been pushed aside. We have 
always been submitting to the Chair that 
we should strictly adhere to the schedule. 
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Is it your pleasure to say that at 6.0' clock 
this discussion would be interrupted and 
the discussion tinder Rule 193 would start ?

SHRI S.M. BANERJEE : The half-hour 
discussion is not taking place. So far as 
discussion under Rule 193 is concerned,
I have got it after arguing in the Business 
Advisory Committee. I do not want 
it to be postponed to the 1st because I have 
got the List of Business for the last with 
me here. It says, half-hour discussion and 
on the next page it says, Discussion under 
Rule 176 to be initiated by Shri Bhupesh 
Oupta and some Rajya Sabha members. 
So, on the 1st after 5.30, Shri Bhupesh 
Gupta is poing to address this House.

THL. MINISTER OF PARLIA
MENTARY AFFAIRS AND SHIPPING 
AND TRANSPORT

(SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) : It might 
be a misprint. Sir so far as the discussion 
under rule 193 is concerned, as rightly 
pointed out by Mr Bhandarc, it is to be 
taken up as soon as the preceding items 
are disposed of. If the discussion on Delhi 
University Bill had been finished and this 
item had been disposed of, we should have 
certainly taken up the discussion under 
Rule 193. But the preceding item is still 
on the anvil of the House. Regarding the 
sequence, if at all the sequence is that the 
earlier matter has got to be disposed of 
first and not the later matter. But I will 
accommodate them. Let the discussion 
under item Rule 193 start immediately 
and go on for one hour. These 10 minutes 
which have been taken it in the miscellaneous 
discussion may be taken out. After one 
hour, we will again resume discussion on 
the Delhi University Bill and continue till
7 o,clock, because we have decided to sit 
till 7 o’clock. Sequence means first come 
first served. The first item is the Delhi 
University Bill and not the discussion under 
Rules 1934.

There is no earthly reason why we 
should disturb the sequence. The

sequence demands that the Delhi 
University Bill should be disposed of 
first.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : As you 
have rightly suggested and put it to the 
House, the discussion on the Delhi Uni
versity (Amendment) Bill should l)e 
continued.

SHRI PI LOO MODY : The sugges
tions that have been made arc not quite 
accurate. As 5.30 p.m. you in your good 
sense asked Shri Guha to sit down and 
said “how the 5.30 discussion”. That 
means the discussion on the Delhi Uni
versity (Amendment) Bill has come to 
a conclusion for the day. You had called 
the next item on the agenda, which ts 
the half an hour discussion. Now, it 
so happens that the Congress Party 
has succeeded in browbeating one 
of its members to withdraw the half an 
hour discussion in order to save half an
hour for legislative business......... (interru~
ptions'!. They want to utilize that half 
an hour for the consideration of this some
what fishy Bill . Sir, I do not think you 
should pay countenance to what they 
are saying. 1 he rules arc very clear. The 
half an hour discussion starts at 5.30 p.m. 
The concerned Member dicides not to 
press the discussion. So, the next item 
may be taken up.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Sir, on a
point of submission. You will recollect 
that when I was continuing my speech you 
asked me to resume my seat. You also 
said in your wisdom that the half an our 
discussion would be taken up. That 
means immediately item No. 26 is taken 
up.

MR CHAIRMAN : You are not
making any new point.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : So, item 
No .26 should be taken as the business of
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the House Then tt is disposed of What 
does disposal mean *> A matter can 
be disposed of with or without discussion 
Item No 26 is disposed of (wtetr- 
ptioml

MR CHAIRMAN Since so manv 
hon Members are standing up and spea 
king nothing will go on record If any 
member speaks without my permission
l will not go on record 9 (mtenu-

ptwns) ? According to the Rules, if the 
member is making a n«.w point then only 
he can be accommodated Otherwise not

SHRI K D MALAVIYA As I under 
stand it, the points made bv the Minister 
of Parliamentary Affairs were verv relevant 
He made a certain offer and, unfortunately 
the Opposition Members are not willing 
to accept the ofTer

SOME HON MEMBERS Wcaccep 
ted it

SHRI K D MALAVIYA (Dowan- 
aganj) They have conditional^ accep
ted it Because the differences are irresolv
able there can be no agieement I propose 
that the Chair take a final decision in the 
matter (Intel wpttom)

MR CHAIRMAN 1 will not allow 
anything more now My decision is thic 
At 5 30 P M 1 said there was \ Half 
an-Hour discussion but the gentleman 
conccrncd had withdrawn it Tint is on 
the record That is whit I said specifically 
al the same time I also said that the sub- 
re t which we are discussing that is the 
l>clhi University Bill will continue

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
How can it be 0 (Interruptions)

MR CHAIRMAN Order order, 
please take your seat

Now, I do not agree either with the 
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs or with 
the Members on this side This item,

that is, the Delhi University BUI will coa* 
tmue upto 6 O'clock At 6 O’clock, 
wc will take up the other discussion which 
is on the List of Business The Delhi 
University Bill will be taken up on some 
other day when it comes on the agenda 
Mr Samar Guha to continue his speech 
(Interruptions)

SHRI SA SHAMIM What happend 
to the offer made by the Mimstei of Parlia
mentary Affairs and accepted by us 0

SHRI G VISWANATHAN He 
made an offer There was an offer from 
the Treasury Benches and we accepted 
it What about that ? <Intel ruptwns)

MR CHAIRMAN Order, please
You have taken 20 minutes for nothing 
Mr Samar Guha to continue his speech 
(InHriuptiotu )

*nfrra sit mvtor
f  w  7TP *TT 3TIWI

pntvrervesrar *"
sm *hft n trt* 11 t  wrc tt n r
HTq-rr w i t  ^ t t  r i

wnqfhufhm

wft jpm  v s  vFRhor
art s w r f a  -srr i T t
f  1 J  w  ^  ^  * 1

a n  *Pt
I 5RHT n T t f a *  I

sft JVC WS WWW $  •FT KT7S 

f  I «TPT ’

Nat recorded .
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townfti ; <rpr te
W# *FT %  I

g<W IW B : ffTO if ff
W *T  * F T  ?t?IT I VTH T f T O ff

«rr i

wnsfii F^hpor: *rnr tpsft ?r^ %
*rf fswatf *f^fr ?fr jj£  * rm ft v^ wt

’TS’ TT I

■rft gircr v f  wiwrw: ?%wr vfo #
sfar ^  f  i wrc w m  m*m ?tfr ft i

in m f a  «r^hnr: sft t o t  (®t t o r ) *ttt

tfOT i

p r a  «WWW: ?ft ^  % ^jffn

*RT -«i V ii f, I *JTO 7

WWfit F̂ hVT : q #  I «ff T O  ^  I

#  g w  w  V B W : *pfr ^rft i

wrcr *r w  3/rr 1 1

mmfar tr^tar: ?r3*T 5̂r% ^  nr ^  i

#  gv*r v f  f w n  : to *Ft wrcft
w  ?,, #ffnr fan t  i if ifr s im t *rm 
*rr*r tsjt j> i

tnRrrefir * n i h n i : jt t jp t t  f t  'rnrr

l i

« f t p w « R r  v o t t o : ^r'^r w  $■ t o t

11

w r o f a  * r f f w : «ft t o t  i (&r*um)

Hon. Member, Shri Hukam Chand 
Kachwai is not allowing the House to 
function. He shold be named. 
(Interruptions). He is not allowing 
the (louse to function. The non, members 
are sitting tght. They are not asking 
him that he should allow the House to 
function.

AN HON. MEMBER : Please allow 
him to say, Sir,.
42L.S.S./72—12.

MR. CHAIRMAN : tha t matter
is finished. I have called Mr. Samar 
Guha.

SHRI JAGDISH BHATTACHARYYA: 
On a point of order. We were given 
to understand that his speech had been 
finished; the item was over.. . . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please sit down.
There is no point of order. Mr. Samar 
Guha may continue his speech. We must 
carry on the businse&s of the House serious- 
1y; otherwise, we would be laughed at 
bv the public. MR. Samar Guha.

WFTJf 3/TT
I *f 3TT 7?TT j» I

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : I think, 
you will take pity on me. Before I could 
continue my speech three or four minutes, 
there was din in the House. Naturally 
Sir, now 1 have almost forgotten what 
I was speaking. I do not want to go into 
politics; I have no political motives at 
all; I want to go into the matter seriously 
and want to make some contribution * in 
resolving the problem that has arisen 
Therefore, T would request you to begin 
the discussion under rule 193 and allow 
me to speak the next day so that I can 
speak calmly.

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, please.
(Interruptions)

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Amidst all 
these interruptions, can I speak anything 
Sir. ?

MR. CHAIRMAN : If you do not 
finish, then you will continue. But I 
cannot ask you to continue when you 
arc not spsaking and then there is still time 
.........CInterruptions).

SHRI R- D. BHANDARE : You can 
call other persons if he is not prepared 
to speak.
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA : No Sir, I 
can continue for hours. If they want 
to hear me, I will make the speech.

What is the miracle, what is the magic 
wand—I want to know, from Prof. Nurul 
Hasan—that has brought so many thou
sands of teachers in one solid phalanx, 
in one confederation ? Is it possible, 
particularly among the intelligentsia ?
I have said two intellectuals do not meet 
together. When two intellectuals meet, 
there will be a third point in their arguments. 
Therefore, I only want to draw your atten
tion that as I used the word—without 
trying to ride rough-shod over the senti
ments and intelligence and judgment of the 
profession of education, you should go 
deeply into the causes, as to ascertain why 
they have combined. Why ? They are 
uryted ? There are certain basic
reasons. There are certain basic motives
behind that. That motive, some people 
simply attributed it to some sabotage, 
some, I should say to conspiracy, enginee
red by the Jana Sengh or some other
political Party. 1 should say, so much
credit should not be given either to the 
Jana Sangh or the RSS or to any other 
political Party. That way you will be 
undermining the intelligence and the Judg
ment of the four thousand teachers of 
the Delhi University —

MR. CHAIRMAN : You may continue 
the next day. Now we arc taking up the 
discussion under Rule 193.

[S h w  R. D .  B h a n d a r e  in the Chair] 

17*58 hrs.

DISCUSSION RE : PAYMENT OF 
BONUS TO WORKERS

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Banerjee.
SHRI S. M. BANERJEF. (Kanpur) : 

I would like to initiate a discussion on 
the payment of. bonus, particularly, raising 
the quantum of bonus paid to the workers 
from 4% to 8.33%.

lam  happy that Mr Khadilkarishere 
and I remember how the workers felt trappy 
when Khadilkar formula was announced 
and I was seriously thinking whether the 
Government should take a decision them* 
selves without referring this matter to 
the committee and raise the minimum 
quantum of bonus from 4% to 8.33%, 
and also remove the ceiling of 20%. So, 
the question of raising the minimum 
bonus from 4% to 8.33% is agitating 
the minds of all sorts of workers, whether 
in the public or the private scctors and I 
am confident that there is going to be a 
wave of strike before the Puja holidays 
if no decision is taken by the Government 
to raise the quantum of bonus. The 
hon. Minister is aware that there had been 
strikes in Bombay recently and their main 
demand was that the quantum of bonus 
should be raised to 8.33%. Even in 
to-day’s newspapers you will find that 
the textile workers of Bombay hate taken 
a decision that over two lakhs of workers 
in the Bombay textile mills will go on a 
strike on 2nd September to press their 
demand for a minimum bonus of 8.33%.

18 hrs.
MR. CHAIRMAN : I may bring to 

the notice of the House that only one hour 
has been allotted for this discussion. We 

must conclude this discusion at 7 
O’clock. Those who want to take part in 
the debate may kindly remember this time 
factor. The hon. Minister has to reply 
to the debate. This will be cioscd exactly 
at 7 O’clock. Mr. Banerjee, please 
continue.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : As I was 
saying, the textile workers of Bombay have 
taken a decision to go on strike. The 
textile workers of Kanpur who went in 
token strike in July, 1972 have also taken 
a decision to go in for an indefinite strike 
if this question of minimum bonus is not 
settled. The Khadilkar formula caught the 
imagination of the workers only because


