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devised false bottoms of the crates. These
were seized immediately and further inqui-
ries pursued. As a result, two Indians
(Shri Harbans Lal, a taxi-driver and Shri
Balbir Singh, Mnnager. Bharat Exports) and
an American (Mr, Richard Ezidre) have
been arrested. Another godown in Delhi
was also located and a consignment of
750 lbs. of hashis along with different types
of musical instruments, packing cases and
some curios was found aud seized. Another
person, Shri Ravi Rekhi, was arrested on the
following day on landing at Palam airport,
Three more persons have also since been

apprehended. Further investigations are in
progress. INTERPOL has also been
alerted,

14.43 -_

REQUISITIONING AND ACQUISITION
OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY
(AMENDMENT) BILL

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY
PLANNING AND WORKS, HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (SHRI
B. S. MURTHY) : Oan behalf of 8hri K. K.
Shah, 1 beg to move*.

““That the Bill further to amend
Requisitioning and Acquisition of Im-
movable Properfy Act, 1952, be taken
into consideraiion.’”

Before I explain the salient features of
the Bill, I would like to recall the back-
ground of this legislation. You are aware
that the normal powers of Government for
acqusition of land for a pulic purpose are
contalped in the Land Acquisition Act of
1948. The procedure laid down in that Act
is, however, lengthy. Amendment of that
Act is being considered by Government
separately, and for this purpose, a committee
has been appointed under the chairmanship
of Shri A. N. Mulla,

The Land Acquisition Act dces not deal
with the requisitioning of buildings. I may
recall here that one of the recommendations
of the Law Commission in their Tenth
Report was that the provisions of the
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Requisitioning and Acquisition of Immov-
able Property Act, 1952 be incorporated in
the Land Acquisition Act when the latter ist
Amended. It has, however, been though
that the provisions regarding the requisi-
tloning and acquisition of immovable
property should continue to remain a
separale epactment.

The power of the soverelgn to take
private property for public use, which Is
called eminent domain in America, and the
consequent rights of the owner to compensa-
tion are well-established, This power is
justified by two well-known maxims, The
first maxim is that ‘‘regard for public
welfare is the highest law™ and the second
is that *'pnblic necessity is greater than
private necessity"’.

Looking back to the history of the Act
which we propose to amend, it may be
recalled that the power of the Government
to requisition or acquire immovable pro-
perty has been in existence for over three
decades continuously, This power was first
conferred on the Government under the
Defence af India Act, 1939. On the lapse of
that act in September 1946, after the end of
the second world war, the properiies requi-
sitioned under the Defsnce of India Act

centinued to in under requisition in
view of the of the Requisitioned
Land [Conlinmnce of Powers) A:c(
1947.  Sub H

the Reguisitioning and Acqulsmon of Im-
movable Property Act, 1952, While confer-
ring powers of requisitioning and acquisition
of immovable property on the Government,
the Act also provided that the properties
requisitioned under the Defence of India
Act, 1939 shall be deemed to be requisi-
tioned under the Act of 1952. The Act
of 1952 was to remain initially in force
for six years but Its life has been extended
twice by Parliament and it will now remain
in force upto the 13th March, 1970,

Provision for requisitioning and acquisi-
tion of immovable property also existed in
the Defence of India Act, 1962, which ceased
to have effect from the 10th July, 1968, i.e.
six months after the proclamation of emer-
gency was revoked. It was pot found

*Moved with the recomendation of the President,
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possible before that date to release or
acquire the properties requisitioned under
the Defence of Inndia Act, 1962, The bulk
of such properties were required in connec-
tion with national defence and permanent
structures or installations had been built on
a substantial portion of the requisitioned
lands. The outright acquisition of the
propertics involved very large expenditure.
We, therefore, considered it essenmtial to
retain the properties under requisition, For
this purpose the Requisitioning and Acqui-
sitlon of Immovable Property Act, 1952 was
amended in 1968 to provide that the proper-
ties requisitioned under the Defence of India
Act, 1962 shall be deemed to have been
requisitioned under the Requisitloning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act,

1952,

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the
Requisitloning and Acquisition Act of 1952,
which will remain in force upto 13th March
1970, We propose to make this Act a
per one i d of ing to the
House every few years for the extension of
its life, While proposing this we also take this
opportunity to mike two other amendments
which will take away much of the difficulty
experiznced over the Act of 1952, We
have provided for a quing ial review
of the recurring compensation to be paid
to the owners in conformity with the
circumstances prevailing at the time of such
review. It is also propesed that the
requisitioned propertles should either be
released within ten years or acquired on
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requistioning of immovable properties for
public purposes will always exist, In this
connection 1 may mention that the Law
Commission had also suggested in 1958 that
this law should be embodied in a perma-
nent code.

The second amendment which we have
proposed is that we may provide for a
quinguennial revision of the compensation
payable for  requisitioned  properties.
Under the existing provislons of the parent
Act of 1952, the compensation once fixed
cannot be revised during the entire period
of the requisitioning, The compensation is
primarily based on the rent that the property
would have fetched if it bad been let out
on lease on the date of the requisitioning.
It is well known that the rent of immovable
properties continues to show an upward
trend. If we keep requisitioned properties
under the force of the existing epactment,
it Is fair that the compensation payable to
the owners should be commensurate with
the changing trend of rents and not pegged
at an amount fixed at the time of the ini-
tial requisition. The dment propo-ed
by us will thus remove a legitimate gricv-
ance.

Thirdly, we propose to make a provision
that the maximum perfod of requlsitioning
shall be ten years from the date of the
comiog into force of this amending legis-
lation in the case of properiies already
under requisition and the same period in
respect of properties requisitioned hereafter,

payment of the capital cost fo the If the properties are not acquired within
owners. this period, the same shall stand de-
requisitioned. The Law Commission had

The for the | proposed  Fec ded that no property should be
by us are fully explained in the Statement kept under requisition indefinitely. The
Commission had suggesied a  maximum

of Objects and Reasons attachedio the Rill

We, however, feel, after

and Iwould not weary the House by period of 5 years.

repeating the same. 1 would, however, consulting the State Governmenis, that the

only briefly mention the facts which weighed period of 5 years isnot adequate. The
the Government In proposing the of ion has been that it should

with
amendments to the Act of 1952.

The first amendment which we have
proposed is that ‘the Requisitioning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act of
1952 may be made into a permanent code,
I havd already mentloned that the need for
the powers under the Act has now existed
for over 30 years, The necessity for the

be 10 years.

From what I have briefly explained, it
will be scen that, while the Government
have felt It necessary to retain the Requisi-

g and Acquisiti of Immovable
Property Act, 1952, as a permanent
enactment, the other two provisioes regard-
ing  quinguennial revision of recruring
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P and rel or acquisltion of
the requisitioned properties within ten years
are forward steps to safeguard the interest of
persons whose properties are taken posses-
sion of by the Government for public
purposes,

With these words, Sir,
the amendiong Bill for consid

1 commend
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far as those houses are concerned. They
would have felt relief if these houses were
acquired or de-requisitioned within a reason-
able period of time. But that is not done,
To justify the need of the continuation of
this Bill or to make it a permanent feature
on the statute book, it has been stated in
the Statement of Objects and Reasons that
some military {Instaliations are located in

280

ation of the
House.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER @
moved :

Motion

*“That the Bill further to amend
the Requisitioning and Acquisition
of Immovable property Aect, 1952,
be taken into consideration.”

SHRI YASHPAL SINGH (Derha
dun) : Sir, I move :
“That the Bill be circulated for
the purpose of eiiciting opinion
thereon by the 3lst  August,
1970, (1)

SHRI SRADHAKAR
(Sambalpur) : Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
the hon. Minis ter has just practically
repeated the Statement of Objects and
Reasons of the Bill a copy of which was
supplied to us about two months ago,
His speech has not made us any wiser about
the need of this Bill,

SUPAKAR

From the Financial Memorandum, we
get only a very faint inclining of the magni-
tude of the problem involved as to what is
the total number of houses or the value of
the property that is under requisition today.
It only states that if all the property that
is under requisition is acquired, an amount
of Rs, 33 crores of compensation is required
to bz paid. But that informatlon leads us
practically nowhere. We have the right
to know from the Government as to the
imperative necessity of keeping private
houses under requisition for a very very long
period.

It is well known that in cities and also
Io small towns, several houses have been
under requisition for several decades, I
should say, more than at least 2 decades,
and the are, pr

1y, |. 1pl s0

loned buildings, But 1 would like
to have a categorical answer from the hon,
Minister as to what proportion of this
property worth Rs. 33 crores relates to
military installations and what proportion
of it relates to civll installations, We
know that the Central Government have
kept several buildings under requisition for
which they have to pay a wvery heavy rent
amounting to several crores of rupees,

SHRI LOBO PRABHU (Udip)) :
Rs. 97 lakhs.

SHRI SRADHAKAR SUPAKAR
That is probably an under-estimate, Not
merely Central Government installations
but there are several public sector under-
takings installations and others with which
the Central Government are concerned and
the rents must amount to much more. I
would like to say that with a reasonable
amount of money ths Government could
have as well made permanent buildings
instead of keeping these building under
requisition for which they have to pay
heavy rents some of which, in some of big
cities, are rather exorbitant from practical
stand point.

So far as this Bill Is concerned, it is, of
course, a welcome feature and the Govern-
ment have now decided, after a lapse of
so many years of the report of the Law
Commission to come forward with this
Bill. It Is time for the Government to
make up their minds, either to acquire
these requisitioned buildings permanpently or
to de-requisition those buildings within a
period of 10 years of their requisition, .

L]

15.00 hrs.

One problem to which 1 would like
to draw the attention of the hon, Minister
is in respect of those buildings which are
under | reguisition for a pretty long time, say,
for more than a decade or :o. I think,
the Goveroment should make up their mind
at a very early date, within six months or
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so, to either acquire or to de-requsition
them, That would be in fairness of things,
Though the principle of the Bill is quite
commendable and although the Government
have come to this decision at a late stage,
1 would say, °‘Bztter late than never.'
Therefore, I think that not only should the
Government get this Bill passed but also
see that it is implemented in the spirit in
which it has bezn brought namely that so
far as the housss or properties which are
under requisition, either thay are dz-requisi-
tioned or acquired during the shortest
passible tims, 10 years, of course, s the
limit but I think the Government should
not go to that limit,

SHRI NARENDRA SINGH MAHIDA
(Anand) : This :sort of Bill is rather rare
because the power to requisition and to
acquire immovable properties for a public
purpose was first provided in the Defence
of India Act of 1939, This Act came to
end on the 30th September 1946. This Act
was for the purpose of emergency, Now
we are still legislating after 31 years and
are maintainiog these properiies.  Soms:
years ago [ was living in Bombay in the
Worli S:a Face, There, for the last 31
years development has been stayed. These
properties are still in the hands of the
Government, Now, the Defence of India
Act, 1962 has also ceased to operate after
10th July, 1968 and emergency has ceas:d
too, Manpy properties which have bzen re-
quisitioned uoder the Defence of India
Act, 1952 and the Requisitioning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act,
1952 are in the possession of the Ministry
of Dzfence and also some other Ministries.
1 can understand about the Ministry of
Defence retaining som: of the properties
because they have built bulldings and for
defence pusposes they are needed. But
what about other properties in the hands of
other Ministries 7  There I do not see any
need for them to retain them. Either the
Government must come forward to pay
compensation and acquire them or de-requi-
sition them. The idea is that probably
from the Ministry’s point of view they are
unable to pay compensation and that is why
fn order to avoid paying compensation this
Bill is brought forward, That is my
humble view.

In the Statement of Objects and Reasons
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it has been stated that on many of these
propertics, valuable constructions of a
permanent nature connected with national
defence or the conduct of military operations
or other important public purpose have been
put up. [ agree there. For this I would
like this Bill to be passed ioto Law but for
national needs we cannot over-rule payment
of compensation,

The Law Commission of India "also has
recommended in their tenth report that the
Law of requisition should be embodied in a
permanent code. But I would agree for
this permanent code only for defence purpose
and not for other needs. They have further
recommended that no property should be
kept under requisition for a period longer
than 5 years, It is proposed here (o be
kept for 10 years, Probably after 1980 we
shall have another Bill. I, therefore, see
no purpose why property should be merely
requi itioned and kept by the Central
Government because they are unable to pay
compznsation,  Thereby wurban develop-
m:nt is hampered, For 31 years the pro-
perty has bzen acquired and they may now
do it for another 10 years. That means
that for 41 years we will bz depriving in a
democractic Government the citizen of
his properties. [, therefore, request the
Minister to kindly look into this and I
wuuld not agree for requisition for 10 years,
I would certainly suggest to the Minister
that he can do it for five years and after
five years either you pay compensation or
de-requisition the property. If you require
them for defence needs, I agree. With
these words, I support the Bill,

SHRI LOBO PRABHU (Udipi) : | may
be pardoned for saving that this Bill is a
most astrocious piece of legislation which
the Government have brought before this
House. The Minister happens to be a very
old friend of mine, but nonetheless I would
like to tell him that he has suppressed many
important facts, has ignored much of the
law, In bringing this Bill. In the first
place the Minister has taken shelter under
the Law Commission's report. That report
makes it very clear. I will read the exact
words. That makes it very clear that the
law of acquisition is a bad law. It says ;
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“We are of the view that the

power of requisitioning is an
extrordinary power and can be
justifiably  isvoked omnly when

an emergency arises.’’
They procecded :

“We have included in our legis-
lative proposals this Bill but we
do not suggest that it should be
permanent or  throughout the
country.”

And this is the most important point
which the Minister has ignored. It has
said that it will be effective on the issue of
a notification of emergency. WNow, he has
to explain to this House and he has to
explain to the country how he has taken
refuge under the Law Commission’s pro-
posals when those proposals are to the
effect that the Bill will be only contingent
on the issue of a notification of emergency.
It is not a Bill to be made permanent for
ever. Iam coming to further differences
with the Law Commission later as I deal
with the Bill, but this is a point on which
I challenge the Minister to explain why he
has ignored this particular provision, that
it should be contingent on the issue of a
notification,

The second point on which I would like
the House to be exercied is the fact that
there are going to be two different laws for
acquisition and requisition, There is the
law of Land Acquisition already current
since 1894, There is this law of requisition
since 1939. Under this Law not only is
there provision for requisition,there is
provisfon for acquisition. It is an
importat principle of jurisprudence that
there should not be two laws on the same
subject, It is an elementary principle of
jurisprudence that these two laws should
not differ. 1 would just try to take you
through the provisions of the two enactments
to show the difference. Under this enact-
ment, under section 3, a show-cause nolice
is issued to be replied to within 15 days,
And within a month afier that the compe-
tent authority may requisition the building
or the property concerned. Under Land
Acquisition Act the procedure involved is
in Section 4 which decl the acquisition
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and acks for objec.on whether a public
purpose is served. There is Section 6 which
fixes the amount of compensation, fixes the
boundaries of the land etc. There is Szction
11 which actually contains the award. All
this, even the Law Commission thought,
shou'd take about 6 months, although, in
actual fact, it takes years and years. So,
here is a procedure by which Government
can requisition within 2 months what under
the Land Acquision Act would take at least
one year or more. There is Section 17 which
provides for emergent acquisition and
Section 35 which provides for requisition.
You can make a temporary acquisition even
under the Land Acquisition Act. So, requisi-
tioning under section 35 should be enough
for most purposes except those which are
now conceived by the hon. Mibister to be
80 important as to ignore both the Land
Acquisirion Act and the proposals of the
Law Commission.

Secondly, I would fike to refer to the
procedure for determining the compensation.
Under this Act, either there is agreement
between the parties or failing that, an arbi-
trator {s appointed and the arbitrator may
have an asssssor if certain circumstances
arise, and his decision is final except by
may of appeal first to the Government in
case of the necessity for the acquisition

and to the High Court in respect of
the award. Is it fair that there should be
only one appeal and that too to the

highest body ? Under the Land Aequisition
Act, there is appeal to several courts. There
is an appeal to the district judge from the
order of the Collector and from the district
judge, there is an appeal to the High Court.

Here, the party is put to the
p and ble of appeal to the High
Court from the order of the arbitrator,

- There cannot be two distinct ways of dealing
‘with the same proposal,

Now, I come to the third di(ference,
namely the difference in the way the com«
pensation is calculated,

Compensation here s calculated by a
method which is left largely to to the arbi-
trator and which says that he may take into
account the rent paid and certain changes in
the building and certain loss which may arise.
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But under section 23 of the Land Acqulsition
Act, there are definite provisions, If those
are good for ordinary cases, why are they
not good for these cases. We are now in
times of psace, and there is no urgency
about these proposals, and, there-fore,
these differences in calculatlons for the
award should not exist if the laws are to
be at all consistent with each other,
and if the people are not to be confused and
if Government are not to take advantage of
one law just in order to get certain lands
and certain buildings. So, this is a vital
defect in the Bill which Is an addition to an
existing law, namely the land acquisition
law, It is in contradicjion to some extent
with the Act, and it would be a great shama
if this House allows a Bill like this to be
passed tnto law,

The argument of emergency which my
bon, friend on the other side quite rightly
raised can belong only to war-time; it cannot
belong to the present times. But the Bill
empowers him even now or at any time to
acquire or requisition for a period of ten
years,

Now, what had been the general conse-
quences of this Act? The general conse-
quences of this Act were dascribed §n the
debate which took place In 1968 when this
Act was amended, The hon. Minister
admitted that there wese 298 hou-es in
Bombay, Calcutta and Delhi which were
subject to requisition and about 266 houses
which were in lease, These are on rents of
1939 and subsequent dates whea the acquisi-
tioning took place. How Is it fair to a
particular owner that he should receive
only the rent which was current in 1939 7
There have been cases fo houses where the
rent is very low. 1 was told ofa house
here in Delhl, namely No. 5, Hardinge
Avenue where the rent assessed for the
building was just Rs. 500, It is now fetch-
ing a rent of Rs, 5000, My hon, friend
Shri Piloo Mody told me of another case
of abuse arising from this requisitson; a
house which was In the occupation of a
naval captain was made available to the
son of a previous Chief Minister within 24
hours by an order of the D:fence Ministry.
That is how this Act Is being abused.
There is no law, Once you take possession
of a house at these rents, once you take
power to allot these houses to whomsoever

PHALGUNA 4, 1891 (SAKA)

Acquisition of 286

Immovable Property (Admt.) Bill

you like, there is no law, It is not at all
a question of socialism, I would not mind
if all the rents of all the houses
were reduced or if all the houses were
requisitioned. But it Is only a few houses
which are involved, the house possibly of a
poor man who has no other jacome or the
house possiley of someone who has no other
place where he can carry on his business,
which are requisitioned.

So this legislatlon cannot be allowed to
enter the statute book. I have got amend-
ments with which I shall deal when
we come to the particular clauses about the
timit limit given for releasing these houses.
But here and now I would like the Minister
to explain these points: Why did he
suppress the fact that the law Commission
said that there should b= a specific notifica-
tion when this Act will come into effect in
times of emergency ?  S-condly, why this
Act conflicts with and sometimss overlaps
the Land Acqisition Act 7

In this connection, he referred, no
doubt, to the fact that the Land Acquisition
Act is under revision and that Shri Mulla’s
Commitiee is already reporting on it. We
had an assurance from his predecessor, Shri
Jagannath Rao, that those principles would
be incorporated in respect of this Act,
Could he not have waited, when Govern-
ment have waited so long, all these 30 years,
and have those principles put in 7 Why do
Government not accept the princlples given
by the Law Commission T Were they not
good-cnough ?  Instead, Government have
simply brought forward a Bill in the confi-
dence that the House will not bz vigilant
and will passit. I would app:al to every
section of the House to very strongly register
its oppasition to it, This is not a measure of
socialism. This is a measure of autocracy.
This is a measure in favour of the Defence
Ministry and the Housdng Ministry so that
they can take away the houses of individuals
in order to give them to anyone they like
for any rent, R

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN (Wandi-
wash) :  Afier hearing Shri Lobo Prabhu,
I would like to support his views, at least
most of them. This Bill has been brought
forward by the Minister to g:t another lease
of life for this law for ten years, .
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SHRI LOBO PRABHU : Not ten years,
but permanently.

SHRI G, VISWANATHAN : The
Minister also conceded that the Law Com-
mission were inst this e conti
ing more than five years. So Government
have brought this against the wishes of the
Law Commission also,

As has already been pointed out, if the
Bill becomes an Act, Government can
requisition any house or any immoveable
property at any time and they can keep it
on without even acqulring it. This will
create an anomalous position. The owner of
the property will not know when his pro-
perty is going to come back to him; even
Government do not know how long they
are golng to keep it, It is just like having
a lady without either treating her as wifle
or getting a divorce. It is like kecping her
for a long time as a concubine,

1 suggest to the Minister that he should
not fall into this habit. He must either
take it or leave It, Government argue that
if they acquire all the properties, they would
incur an expenditure of about Rs. 33 crores
throughout the country. This gives us the
real picture, that i able and
properties are under the requisition of
Gov:roment. Government already are spending
one croreof rupees annually, According to the
statement of objects and reasons of the
Minister, this year there is going to be an
additional expenditure of a crore of rupees
on this account. If they are already spend-
ing Rs. 2 crores annually; what prevents
Government from acquiring these properties?
Otherwise, it is going to be a waste,
Already they have built buildings and are
spending Rs, 2 crores every year from this
year. So it would be better il they acquired
these properties. 1f this is not possible, let
them at least derequisition them and release
those properties,

So, I would rcquest the Minister that it
is better to extend the life of this Bill only
for a few years. Within that time they
must de-requisition all this property.
After more than 30 years they must now
come to a conclusion that this Bill which
has been brought forward in the name of
emergency should pot continge for ever,
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SHRIMATI ILA PALCHOUDHURI
(Krishanagar) I shall be wary brief
because this was discussed Iin 1968, Now
the life of the Bill is sought to be increased,
though actually the Law Commis ion, as my
friend opposite has said, was against ex-
tending this Bill for a very long period,

I would like to bring to the notice of
the hon. Minister that in rural areas...I
do not know about urban property——
there are Jarge tracts of land which had
been acquired under the Defence of India
rules year ago. 1Itis over ten years now
and the cullivators there cannot cultivate
that land. Lately, Government has stopped
taking any rent from them and they do not
know if they are going to be driven out or
if they can cullivate the land or If any
compensation is going to be paid to them.
What are we going to do about these
.cultivators 7 We claim that we are out to
help the cultivators, More than 300 acres of

land are lying fallow in Nadia where you have
built a refugee camp, There is no other
construction there of any defence value and
the Camp is mainly built on the old air
ficld runways the land is lying fallow. I
would earnestly request the Government to
appoint a Parli ary ittee to
look into cases like this and see what
justification there is for depriving the cul-
tivator of cultivaling and also refusing to
take rent from him, and putiing him in a
position where he does not know whether
be is going to be driven out or given
possession of the land, So, I would
earnestly request the Minister to go into it,
In 1968 also I brought up this question,
and now if this Bill is going 1o last for
ever, I do not know what is going 1o
bappen to the cultivators, 1 hope sympa-
thetic consideration will be given to them,
and something will be done.

SHRI DHIRESWAR KALITA (Gauhal):
According to me this is not a good Bill,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, vyou also come
from Assam like me and you koow that
conseguent on the  Chinese agression in
Assam in 1962, from NEFA onwards in
the whole of Assam thousands of acres of
land were requisitioned. Many houses are
still under requisition. Notonly that. Al-
most the whole of North Bengal is under
requisition. Within these yeara from 1962
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oaly a little portion of land "has been
acquired by the Government. What is the
compensation you are giving 7 Sometimes,
it is five times of the land revenue, some-
times it is ten times of the land revenue,
Let me explain with an example, Suppose
T had three acres of land, with that I could
maintain my family because I had two
crops.

According to the provision for payment
of compensation how much would | get for
one acre 7 Iget Rs. 15 and for three a cres
I get Rs, 45. Previously in that area of
three acres In terms of paddy [1 could get so
many mounds of paddy ; other crops also.
Icould feed my family, Now, I am de-
prived of all this, Tbe provision under
which recurring payment of rent or compen-
sation is given is making the peasantry
lose much. In the whole of Assam I have
scen how this Act is working; either they
should be acquired or should be given back
immediately, Under this Act the main
building of the Cotton College Principal
had becn requisitioned for some military
office, It is in the heart of the city,
They did it in the emergency, Where is
the necescity for extend that emergency for
eicht years 7 They cannot extend it. They
had taken many buildings like this. The
occupation of the Cotton College building
has always been source of bitlerness among
the students and the military personnel.
That is why 1 say that this amendment will
not give any relief to our peop'e, Somebody
spoke about the emergency. Oaly under
an emergency land or house can be requisi-
tioned. When there is no emergency why
does the Government want to take this
power fur ien years ignoring the ‘advice
of the Law Commission? There is no
justification for doing so. Therefore, I
submit that this Bill is unworthy and cannot
serve any purpo:e. It is hitiing our peasants
most in the rural areas and also the middle-
class people who have got small houses in
the towns, 1 oppose the principle of
recurring payment; I also oppose the
principle of extending the provision for ten
years and I hope the whole House will Join
me and oppose thls Bill.

st mete fag (Qaas) o fegdd
TfyFT arga, & grI@ F1 SqIEr g AE
gm @ faw § gw ol feandl
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ot waT ggar &, faad at # ¥ qg,
SrdY ga1 wiBEted, 3 wgr @, § a6
Fa} W gg T WPW | AT A
A FT AW FFT, afswF g F
ATY, @ FYT ¥ agd agI @ T
AT FT H ) 2@ frew FY oF gl
afes gdAl faarel & orgi Cadga &
ATH Y WA K GAT OFT qEA A S
g qgta 3zt & wdw E—fed
dlw dlege &g g9 IR
framt w1 7% g9 usg aHlT TFA-
T FY g & ol Fag oy frd € 7@
F e fFEia 1 A @ 39 aEA ]
gad § 7 39 9T FT gA1gAr A §,
aguFr s #lg gmRE W E......
(soam=) ... aTg aHlw § Tra Fifag,
@l ey | Alwar anar Agl......
(a==)...... & &Y a9 w9 FAT
=1gar § 9z 9 & 0 ¥ F7 @ ST
= wegfadt & serme § s e foed
FIFTT F a3F q Gar fa9 ; = 4 e
¥ ar s794ma S gaa ¥ ag d@r oA
3@ ¥ FIW AIQ, 94T F FE A, AT
g ¥ g Ay 9wy § ge fausd
& gfiaT & ST 07 a%F 9% 0 A1C
g <\ F4% AgF gy & ? W@t 9% 39
@3z o1 79 a7g ¥ famgy fwar ar g
9 aig ¥ at g w=wr g f& o

tar & g

wF e fams & T sz g
GG FT OF FeaT § qei @ 18 Hlw
g7 way AxdE mgafE nw g
feger werd &, wiw & dYw 9% gu, agl
# F1 GIF A3 AT CHT AR 5@ I
oFEaT 1 1T Ha T AYF 9T NE-91E
guege § Taagm ¥ 1 fat A fear s
FarR 707 Wggi A fagy 9 W= @,
o% G491 TaAAZ A GIFT 1 TF A
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AT FT 3T AEY, T GAT ST AR E
A TG OF YW B REA SAr
fimaadt Ak 7% faer 7& awal |

2% AoE, G20 TadAe # gife,
wrEAdz At At § f5 omw A
q9Ed F T &1 o q€ A IHT
2, foa® ot wraer s § 9% e
a3z frar o gwar g, gfoAt #t AR
T d4%9E S0 F @ W AqTIT A
o7 gFar &, AW A W oww
sfawra awwm frame worgT w@Er Sad
& 98 iz A wen w7 fear §
W F A ¥ 5 gw wie Smud
el o A §aS s § ¥ awar g
faa¥ T @Y ¥ Faga T d9Edl &
19 AT @@ F @A A g faoed
Fa0a Al F arg gew gar &1 IR
far e sedmTs Qar 1

§ ag wgm wgan g s w1 A g1
wq & FE ugsar w1 #19 §, fedw
FHEWRALafa = &, IWF
q9TA F T g A AiT Agl fav g ol
3 ¥ fou G § g & wEdt, Ifw
1 8, 98 a1 A3 &, 9T €| g S0
I0F qgd swimgegy fFar 9, &t
frar s st sw 9l § afar aAwT
FAET IBM AT oY IFHT FgSr wfew
¢ 39 oF 941 7 €, 98 FE TUGT B}
ama AgY 8, 7 ag 1€ g@iE ¥ arg 2
gg # fafaezt aga Y ew & s$m
fo &9 & ¥9 7@ foem & FAT ¥, § 732
# ara 4t Fgan, & QA A I 37 @
¢ fr 2% 39 ¥, wgt w07 afal st
FFEA grar § #T ggwa &1 1w arfirat
® HraRT qgAar 7 fad guwr o § afew
g%9a &1 93 g% § @ vaF F g IR
W gl g% e A g F Aqaw
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fedg & forr, qalsin & fou @1 Wkt
fodt s maw & foy S ¢ @ ag
Tmaargad B e, § uw @
T FTFL 43 TET §, AT JTT FY TH
whE aarg wf &, Tm oWgE wEy AR
%, g9 A e B, sEw fid A
for § =&t N 9 a1 IWY
g T wwm fem g1 =g @
2 ¥ oF grf feamw ¥ s {1
ggi wgr & oA ol w1 OF
Tt T gT & A fomr w1 AW
qfsss qma 4t & frdl st i & fog
feaday &% fam g ag N A g
aifgr 1 fret sl ®t F1 g153T weEr
@i ¥ fou afe 5w qeaw & Tra & T
¥ & o e gas for R €L S) UL §
ar Freare &, sgfafara #adT §, a8
it g8 atg wHA ¥ ot §. .. ().
N agziazag ¢ fs ag frd
ar W@ &1 i ag gwa fear @R
fr fFaia #Y THIT #Y, I qAT B
a\< gzt aF 5 fagodt orda w1 Tt
*F Ta¥ wdlg fag faar s 99 9
Fsg1 7 [RUT MW | OF qE a7 AT g8
qiaT waeY faary & 5 femm &t ol
FY adf g arom AT gFh qIE ¥ T@w
faw aran & & gord Ovg T o g
fgTa #1 @17 AGEHT IAA F & 9,
ag uF agr W Figfeawa @k § WR
@ wm e 5 wEa 9v foiid 1
g &, ag W 5T 0% ufweay faf
F g agNawar g g & @™
waia w1 g fF dwas fedg & feu
JgzAe € § 3@ 9T A g W
amafa 7gt & 1 3few N fragw <@
¢ d7 uenaw Uwe w1 3a+) foamn ¥
W I AR & grg q FEEr afEge
aNE w1 § AT gaN fedae § IuHT
# quifawa w1 § 1 999 95 ¥ A
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WX I R AT At A% @R A9
®e ¥ $1€ gaos AgF g o

it Twalt T (FFATYY) ¢ SuTSE
#ZEA, 37 T G A ATTAG ALEdT By
AITHIST =% FgT 97 FHaT &, AT W
AT FEAE ?

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER
withdraw it.

st Toex fag : a0 waew
FFAT § 7Y 91, 91 79 Fren #1 serEe
Y, a3THYS &7 TN HAWT 971 HEE
¥ fFdY & waeg gl ar

t He May

it wee w1 wqe (frameia) - 9w

e 7EIA, qg €6 AH AT | A
FqOHI meg TIAaEE zawre fEaT)
JEawTs AET AT Tifge AT A g,
& Sl qer AT @ 1 TrglaE IR
Fg qRTA |

sit Taveite fag @ @ AT wi§ g
A ¢ A 7 faggr s dar g faed
fear 3w for at =Y afsw =g s
frgraa > madr sg @ E @Y a8 7
fazgr swar 1

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : He has
withdrawn it,

=t Twvaes faendt (s qm)
IUTEST WEHEA, 59 AW H ag war =@
a1 W ¢ e IR 99 8 S 3
oz 7 fasgs gad fanda s &)
HUTAAIZ FT N wmar war § sfsa
gl g § 5 famdY slla oaamge ot
ey & a3 /v 707 7w faay £, 3 @
& 1 feedt ¥Y nw gear g 1 feee) & dve
are & gfrge & o737 339 uF fazges
FTee Y had) 4 ol 5@ V3T F agd A
S THAAT FCH AL HIT AA TN
oF Gar agf far qar 1 iy i fag
oY § qguig & fors fegr a1 1939 §
wgi ®qq 3 o A T S A
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nf, oF €T & AT F e ¥ T A
I e fFar ag ff ma a%
naddz ¥ g fEr i gz I @Y ¥ w9
gy feqq fafreet & ot g Wt 43
1@ 24-25 |2, qre-qi7 fagsy fex -
g 43, afF awr ax 1§ FFAEy
gt gk 1 Y 7 WFC Y FgA TEgA §
fis frg asag & fau o7 waEme &Y
9 FAT 9 AFEE AR GG F AL
qr 7 fFaT o, 9ER 98 A @@ q
Farag i fElT &7 & 9 sl
#guam g f5 A0 wElkw A ogEs)
Ay # §1f argfe agY gt it 1939
¥ oY oty g 1 af ane 39y
[ O I (AEIT FE Y @ @ war
2 a fedY safer 1 g3 ad fasm
afeu dars ag femis swar § f& A=
AT W R A T aR A T &9
1939 % =it fq a1 g% fegdsiaq fag
WA F 9@ A ¥ @
WA TFH fiehlar o< o 7rd |

gadl ¥ & g wg Agar § 5
faeelt &y gg & fomd s Al §
s #1§ wigd  faNdma ad )
T | A & IS @Y #F T g, F
#faxd = fodt & ama § gy 3, feua
foraaT war, 9941 33 ¥ fou dare & g
afeT gad 17 g9 7z gETEAN W
& | mifew wwm 3 530 fe Ay dfoe e
&, wod) 1T w1 oA WA gu o agt
ag n=M 7 $SET 1 37 9 39 AfaegT
wiga 3 fas famge g &y seEf
fadtaaT Fa1 &Y | 09 SFC § FEFT
gudiw @ard 1 @t w4 agiaw & AQ
srdar § 5 g ofess glzfey A @a
=% at 1 Yfefaam 3 & N saw
3wy fr oftos gfefedt & ar adl | sqm-
&g ft T o sqam Al ¥ agid
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[ ww wmeq famndi]

fedl o i #t ofesw gfefrdt s
3w ot gu=) faadlsilam &€ &1 ag
1§ Ifaq ama a8f ¢ 7 3% faw o
adf qar | = @GN ¥ FAFT A B,
IE aguE @ 5 @y geEa a9
3N fafes Fomm & < =1 Qar 1 49
s=igw fear f faed & wa oF gfe-
T F FFET A1 TZ FNAC FE T AT
G91 W TRFT A9 qF FECHAT F §T F
Tl fzan g

UF a1 A A FgAT AOngar § 1 gt
q% FEFRAT BT qAAT B, 1939 F v

el IeRiA WAAIgT FY T AT AHT
IHT FEIFATA A7 4137 § Afew T A
€ g 1939 w1 =are gu § o 98 s A
THIT &, 98 94 Agiey g | fog g4
7g FEAAAT IT T IF 99 WHE F
St & g 39F FIMT S qEE FERGA
& ag 3 mfzy e oer FEeAWA A §
ay 9+ fRFErsiraT agl s Tifge 1 5%
3% fediar T &ar wufge

aEr $367 & AT WERA ¥ widar
FE& 1 {5 72 g o< fasre 1)

SHRI K. RAMANI (Coimbatore) :
This measute was adopted during a period
of cmergency. MNow that emergency is no
longer theie there is absolutely no justification
for government to keep this kind of
legislation in the statute book, During
the emecrgency hundreds of acres of land
belonging to the poor farmers were acquired
by the government and placed under the
control of defence and other departments.
1 have personal experience of one instance.
In my own constiluency, in a place called
Madukkarai, hundreds of acres of land have
been acquirced by the defence department
and built some big barracks. The peasants
very well know that these buildings will not
be demolished and that they will not get
back those lands. The poor peasants feel
the loss of their land but they cannot help
it, But the govcrnment can mitigate their
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suffering by at least paying proper compen-
sation. After all, they are not big land
lords but small peasants, If they cannot
get back their land, they should at least get
some proper compensation.
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There s another misery. Even the
meagre rent which is due to them is not
paid regularly. Rents get accumulated for
five to ten years. Cerlain parties have to
file suits in High Courts to get the meagre
reat which js due to them. 8o, you can
imagine the suffering of the people who
have been dispossessed of their lands,
Further, no consideration 1s given for the
fruit-bearing trees in those lands. This is
happening not only in Madukkarai but also
in Red Field, another military area in
Coimbatore city. Even though the land
has be:n requisitioned, rent is not being
paid properly, The landiords are asking
the military to take over the Jand and
pay them compensation but it is not being
done,

In this background, what is the use of
keeping this law on the statute book for
another fen years, especially when you are
not regular even in paying rent 7 Now
the affected people are forced to resort to
courts to gat their legitimate dues, There-
fore, it is better not be continue this Act.
Instead of continuing the life of this Act,
they should reduce the life of this Act from
five years to two years. Oiherwise, it will
be a bad day for the poor farmers whose
lands have been acquired by governmeat. So,
I oppose this measure.

it frrser w (wgadY) ¢ saren
N, oz T7 sl E Fledad s
fo Fasft guafy &1 @ fodlstaT
sy, afes fasra & Fl F fe¥ @t
ge0 @ war & 5 wf-wd fast
gmfa & witggn fFar w91 %4
graey ¥ g fRatagai g | 7@ a@R
3 fod aq Tory ¥ & adla A 2
WA 7z ma N ogre o9 f5 oS
gita ¥ wifes ¥ IAa) wtA &4
q sk ag faasd ¥ 93 9w ¥, BfEw
I M F WA YN agead ak W
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¥ EEE gAT, Ig 99 TEE R QF
9§31 dT wEIr a1 1 wier St f
™ @ ¥ g Jsrm—fedeg § falr
# gaw waar ¢, gat w14 & fo anw
gFar g, afsT @ wF G G
qraEl W AT 9% w[AdY 1 gEs A0
g g, g5-¥ A F o, agr A
¥ fol oix gat DsieEa & fadr adla
aEtd qEAr g, W fod m e @
I FT B9 g WAT §, FEIT ® FA
g 9T 3—39 §IFW HT AT AqHAT
Hfaeqg &3t 2—d &) T &
Ig A &1 gifge 1 1 q@iT ) gfez
¥ g fadaw ¥ ggua , ¥few anmad
wieaq § & wAY W § qgAT Wgar
fr gifia #1¢ & o1 GaF g gU , T A
€Y @17 Y, ¥F I AF1 I @F of, JE
T =t AT o 36T w17 w1 3g fadgs
o TFF q9 AT § WIT 70 F F1E IH°H
s g, frarat o st eaw as &
for 3 Earsnt g Ay WS @, @7
=9t § goitw F12 71, 3y gfez F >t amasd
wrar =ifge fe s azqe @ @
T4 | TEET U g giEr g fF 99 aw
Y'UEE aE Wl 9T w1 gAwr Agy
¥ § g9 fadgw &1 mFaz qu@ AN
grr, W @ g gl F w1 § a0
T3g fF gn amfas w17 § feqag
SHYT AT A |

# 7Y agiem ¥ wgm & g@ fad-
IF ¥ AFHI &) (U §F F Y ER
¥ fagwifer 7 5 e & dfqam &
e a1% Srif F1 N far ong, @
w1 AT g, 7 & 39 A F fadwsw
T AFGE T IT FFA § | AT IF g9
A W A A gt g, zw faduw wr
aFgT I AL AT |

o faggs § fogrg 5t @@ gug ¥
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gt ar W@ 2 eradma A fade
fear ar f5 Radtsmm & fag 5 @@ &y
frgrz 4 wifgg 1 afe gewre Fan
amgdt & @t 5 @r= aF ¥ gedy §, S
qid are & aig a5 fEdad 3@ 79
g, at 39 gvaea § fagaw ¥ o g aar
¢ e a agar A o ATy ey F Fa
¢fF 0T argrasar 1 104w
feg AT 9T AR ag fear &1 afy
gfeam § ofads @@ ‘a9
el 1 FaR @ I §, at wmF
TR Y aNF §fF g gwer 10
e aF AF W@ | AT fF s ax
TgHl 10 1@ 9F 9 @auy i—ag
A g% | g A g1 zqd ) Gy
q19eT 1 @ §, Sar AW FifEar o ¥
Fg, ¥ a9 & 9197, wlew ag @
faare &% AdF & 919 @re A fagi

At 7€t §, Ta¥ T 74 faarz @4t wrfzg,

SiT T8 & WIC-HIL FHST @ qAr

aifgn f &7 38 9@t &1 S ar aff
N, g7 TE @ @1 ag 9% Amw g

it ifgy, @7 @e ¥ smr F fou

fradtsitaa agl G4 =nfeg

sifad a1a & ag Fgar WA g fF
a1 39 ot wEf e 2F § 9w A
Hifmat-grmfas-sodlad € 2@t gty
qE-TI9 39 FY FET B 3G FO FF-
AT T AT A A F oo g
fawer wa7 #1 3§, oy tfaafew
I & ®9 § qarn 91 9541 8, fagd
fer q@ gzae @ &t af 91 gad
s g § & fater wwm F1 @
¥ armmI F = H 1 afz g sEw
foadtsigs 33 § @ 9T Frwdwa &Y
T A ot 5 oF agd g <A
gt 1 g6 avg § faesh § aga & A%
g § o 97 Jdsadc &, I A
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[ farawez i)
afx sy @rnifas ofw & for 9% § ol
T A WA A qT A A WO
Fga At st it zafen w3 %
A WZZ ATE q19ET ®T 17 487 Io §
a9 % 4% AAST g9 AE AWl | FA ¥
w9 g FA# gasr feafs &1 qeqmm
& A9 feat s =ifgn, & ma
& 3wt gargen fear war =ifge, Sfew
fomY groa = &, deawz & IAW
gATET A |

T A F &g A e 9T § =W
fadas #1 gudT sxar g | @@L F

o= doeAi #t sea § wE Faz d
T FET

=t Swerr qwt (gige) @ Sqrems
wgieq, wgt 9% =9 U4z & gAe P, F
w4} AgIET ¥, 99 3 99 &, Tg AFAT
aigm fr oot Fd.H v ¥ zwm
FATF G A T FIA FoA F I
7z 1T oF w0 T § @) Afeq 3@
T AW & e aw § sdF wree
IA T TR FE gHU I =F
AFe FT@T A IT 9T FIAT A AT
2 afeT aore 0 Awedle S fr Sha
T. %, 3@ 9T I@ A ¥ T AR
LA § a1 378Y ;1 A qgAT 1 e
T. ¥ foq e @1 =1 Wi @ A
fergeara % ag A 393 F1 |Fy T4
FFEAwm AT AT 21 . g, gaEaw
SURr ®YAT W@ AT & et fer e
FHA FY ATAT, ATAN AT AT F apdr
2 1 39 917 W WA N A F €
¥ Y &Y v o F Fat § ) O g ¥
# woft ngeg & wAAr =@war § fwoagl
qz fagd @ @@l ¥ St 9T oEas
#t 7§ gui ¥ fe wdlw Fw § S
ST feadt ol ot aay g s fom
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femAl & 38 s &1 ¥ foar @
@Yl F7 qa &1 v 3w Far qaw
g arg alt ¥ feet F st e
wigai g f feot 9T grEmR A,
fagd a@ qrat &, fegt sda s &
=it o feadt st st ey qEr @ 7

JET aF THIF TFATA F@ 5T G0
Agagwiig e & oo ooim
THFET FE F AfEma g F 9
g1 fgw 1 9%, 30, g3, 9w, w9y
AT AmATS TwE A F oy i
THIIL §H FT FEAIIT AIFH 9
gt wifge aifs wdfw & arfos 9q s
¥ 959 7 T 9% A ¥ESTHT 71 FH

A | 3 arg @ @i gaE waew

g gz adi & fF swwx N o=
gAErEY & faw T oFEiE &7 F
OF T °1 I AT AT g ) FHA
TR FT G A §, FHA a9 I
¢ sy fF yraer &9 ¥ qrly Sl weETaY
FAFTaE Y s aAgt F AWM ITT A
7 A A A F I¥ K N F fww
¥ at fau ng ¥fFT o g Y aER
#, wwr 40 g W ITRAT WER W@
§, SR Ta ¥ feu @ewre a9 Y
gasra A€ T &1 FHA F IR
qER FHIT F dar §, Nfa=w g @9
FTAT 41, TF A Tg=ade & w & fou
S ¥ o 3fFT 9g T WY TR A
av eq § Ay mifge A @ gy
ST g% FwEA &1 07 Fawm fear
ik | faorgge § aed @ 2er S fE
agi ¥ @ g9 TU, FAY T grea g
wE, gURrE A IT ST A7 g 9T Mfaw
T aat fzar, UM YT gIAVT %
@hr IA%Y a9g § Wi 9 wWE wfew
I I SWT 1 IWA W FE g
agf § | gafen & FgAr wmgw fwoaw
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AHT G Y J17 q 99y gra-ary
Tg a1 o gy wifge fs fm Sai &
THIN QFIAT Y Y IART GG F7 )
gifag alx ot saanw it wifzw

T ogEd av ag ¢ fs oo W
THT ¥Y FH1T 98 g § gwAr A 18-
5% # sEr wfge 1 T X G4 e
9t g § g%t sAre F A | q@n
w4 f fegral &1 999 FFR @A
FI A & 1 zafey & wigm fr zmam
1 qU o @ i fs feam Y o
FHIT 9T WA 927 g1 &, TEF WA
] &7 F1fge

arfat & g% ag Fga1 ¢ 5 zaa

foare oiw @ F1w S wTfgT awAr.

TAF ATTAAS FAL IIY AHY | I qE
% FHA THE 937 @ar § W AT FT
IE@T AT &1 %A TR F A9 AN
a% ag § fF a8 :177 AF ¢, 789 @0
aifgy 3fe zadi gy 9 9T A aT-
H# Hge wT F A17 |

5t wew s owqe  (femana) ¢
IqTeqer WEgw, A faw F QY &
AEAr g, JEE & wwdT &
73 wraaas & f aafem ot uefga &
HFTWFAT 987 T GFIT AAT  QF1AT
sk a}ag fewy otay & feqal
ar 3, Az @ age ¥ fog g 3fe
et fF oY TAdfla g9 W AIgT 7 09
wag frar & fr staas g 1ol sz
¥ galeT Tg F@ qaas § g g
f& ag E svgr FIW TSI AFA §
forad T *) F1W 9T §F

@ﬁmﬂzafﬁiﬂﬂﬂﬁ UFATET
¥ Wt & SEw @ sgOw few @ d
ati am AT a@ dmramar @ 5
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T 98 9 T UEEI W § 707
TaT AT g fraiEt 51 & aars fRar
SrAr ) A HME, A qWE ¥
AR A A AET I FTAT & 4T
s g2 framl 1 @Y JdlT & a2
FAHT FIY=ATT AT IT SHT F AT 0
agt faear &, I a8 ¥ W) F1 GF
gy gy § o arfas ® on amwT ¥
IR SR @3 W E ouw & Al
afew 9 zg et A fows gaR
/19 HYgE € | AT UF AgA T NI,
DFD W e fagr § wer e @ E,
gfemr & fpar &, agf 9z wd@i #)
A wmifg-arfagi #1 sz fear a4t &,
WHA ¥ fou g S r ofF Al
¥ &t & afp S ol Jgea g AU §
F1 ITF! AWIA FT ) 7S sggEqr aY
TE 2?7 T Ag IAR IATEAT T
at fe< faar gas1 fdfes fog guam
AR A 3 & ffew A S W™
g # sgaear @ faw ¥ @+ wfze
Sfaadmaadi g1 JIT AT W Y
# smar sratw St § ofew ag 9
gFIT L I WA §, IHH AT 9T
5 WY ema A far omar 30 @wi
9T FHISEIE ST FAGT FF AT H AT
g afsr SAarw s WA & ogAr
a3 T3 qwEd ¥ g A d 0 we
qag I7 FEd &1 W E T IAW
fraqe <@ &1 ¥ 3T 9mAd w1 W7
gEme F3F TAG F1 ) arAre +W § |
¥ quord ¥ &1 X &1 ST Wreaaw
¥ oY ¢F gar aA w1 g fear war g
FaH T T qYE F FgA a9 § A PR
# adf wwwar foaq g5 F 9 AA-
aaaT @At ¥ &, gWIET W gl §
#iifs ¥ wifsas 4 &t wREEEr § 7
feiFz § ¥ AW g0 & w97, FAN
QFerm F fo wq Fa1 FT qEA ?oTq
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[# smAeE w2

foy g a@l 9T ER fde & go
dFgnargar § 5 @ a@ =1 fam
T9FY AgF FAT g Al A wiAr
rgd & oY 39 garT $& @var wizg)
A w1 FHgT F S ard g Iwdr S
fad-ggq & $9 § 59 ST IT1 & AT
AIAFT 99 ar N @ uga fam awd
rafmr A sgmagn g fFmaw s
fas & fegeaa & @ a1 a7 F@EFE
Far § AT T A E L a7 AU fgraq
F& GAAEY 37 9T 59 49 1 qA027
s wafga & fag asar anfaa €

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE
(Kolaba) : This reminds me of the first Bill
that we discussed in the 1967 session of this
House, It was just a Bill. We do not
have any support for this Bill except from
the Minister concerned. But if you look
to the statute book, it is already there on
the statute book squarely. This is a Bill
with a very sinister motive, It is a four-
clause Bill. Oae clause is the name of the
Bill and the rest of the three clauses have
a very sinister motive. Clause | refers to
dele.ion of a particular sub-clause of section
1 meaning thereby that this bzcomes a per-

on the book i d
of a statute which ought 1o expired by the
end of the March 1970, Has the Minister
given any reasons why he wants to do il ?

16 hrs.
SHRI B, 5, MURTHY : Yes, Yes.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : And
if he has given and reasons, are they convin-
cing 7

SHRI B. 5. MURTHY : It is for you to
be convinced.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : That
Is exactely what 1 am trying to do. If the
Minister feels that he has convinced the
House, he does not know the mind of the
House because the speeches that followed
him have been against the Bill. Qae poiot
{s that he wanits this Bill permanently on the
statute book, How does the statute arise ?

making in U. P. & Bihar (Dis.)

It was polnted cut by Mr, Mahida that the
Government of India passed a two-section
Defence of India Act under which 500 and
odd rules were pasced, lot of persons were
put in jall and properties requisitioned.
Under these circumstances, to take defence
under something that was done in a war
long time back, is not covrect. I do not
know what the Minister wants to do. In
the year 1962 an Act was passed, it was a
temporary , far a porary purpose
than in 1962 bzcause an amergeicy was dec-
lared.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : You have
been given two minutes,

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : I will
continue tomorrow.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER : You can
continue ; but you have been given only two
minutes, You can continue tomorrow,

16.02 hrs.

Discussion re Rule of Governors,
in the Recent Ministry—Making
in U. P. and Bihar

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER ;| The House
will now take up Discussion on the role of
Govenors, in the recent Ministry-making in
U.P. and Bihar, Altogehther an hour and
a half have been alotted for this discussion,

SHRI S. 8. KOTHARI (Mandsaur) : |
require 25 minutes at least. 1 am the mover;
1 have to present my case.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU
(Chittoor) : You have to have full discus-
sion. Do you went a half or quarter dis-
cussion, Sir ?

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The time
alloted Is one hour and a half,-

Shri Kothari may finish in tep minutes.

SHRI S. 5. KOTHARI : 1 will take at
least 25 minutes.

Sir, it is a sad commentary on the func-
tioning of governers and democracy in this
country that time and again we in this
House have to concern overselves to discuss



