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Abdul Wahid, Shri T.
Achal Singh, Shri
Akkamma Devi, Shrimati
Alva, Shri A.S.

Aney, Dr. M.S.
Arunachalam, Shri

Bal Krishna 3ingh, Shri
Basappa, Shri

Baswant. Shri
Bhugat, Shri B.R.

Bhattacharyya, Shri C.K.
Bist, Shri J.B.S.

Brij Raj Singh Kotah, Shri
Chakraverti, Shri P.R.
Chandrasekhar, Shrimati
Chaudhry, Shri C.L.
Chaudburi, Shri D.S.
Chavda, Shrimati

Dafle, Shri

Das, shri B.K.

Das, Shri N.T.

Das, shri Sudnansu
Dasappa, Shri

Dass, Shri G.
Deshmukh, Dr. P.S.
Deshmukh, Shri B.D.
Dighe, Shri

Dwivedi, Shri M.L.
Gahumari, Shri
Gaitonde, Dr.

Ganapati Ram, Shri
Gandhi, Shri V.B.
Guha, Shri A.C.

Gupta, Shri Ram Ratan
Gupta, Shri Shiv Charan
Hansda, Shri Subodh
Hanumanthaiya, Shri

The Deputy-Speaker: The result of
the Division is: Ayes 27; Noes 119.

The motion was nagatived
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Himatsingka, Shri Pattabhi Raman, Shri C.R.
Jadhav, Shri M.L. Raghunath Singh, Shri
Jadhav, Shri Tulshidas Raj Bahadur, Shri
Jamir, Shri S. C. Rajdeo Singh, Shri
Jyotishi, Shri J.P. Ram Swarup, Shri
Kadadi, Shri Ramdhani Das, Shri
Keishing, Shri Rishang Rane, Shri
Kindar Lal, Shri Rao, Shri Rameshw
Kishan Veer, Shri Rao, Shri Thirumala
Koujalgi, Shri H.V. Ray, Shrimati Renuka
Kripa Shankar, Shri Reddy, Shri K.C.
Krishnamachari, Shri T.T. Reddy, Shrimati Yashoda
Kureel, Shri B.N. Roy, Shri Bishwanath
Lalit Sen, Shri Saha, Dr.
Laskar, Shri N.R. Samarta, Shri S.C.
Mahishi. Shrimati Sarojini Satyabhama Devi, Shrimati
Mallick, Shri Shah, Shri Manabendra
Manaen, Shri Sharma, Shri K.C.
Mandal. Shri J. Shashi Ranjan, Shri
Mariyangadan, Shri Shyam Kumari Devi, Shrimati
Mirza, Shri Bakar Ali Siddananjappa, Shri
Mishra, Shri Bibhuti Sinha, Shrimati Tarkeshwati
Misra, Shri Shyam Dhar Srinivasan, Dr. P.
Mohsin, Shri Subramanyam. Shri T.
Morarka, Shri Sumat Prasad, Shri
More, Shri K.L. Swamy, Shri M.P.
More, Shri S.S. Thimmaiah, Shri
‘Murli Manohar, Shri Tiwary, Shri K.N.
Murti, Shri M.S. Tiwary Shri R.S.
Naik. ShriD.J. Tyagi, Sbri
Nigam, Shrimati Savitri Uikey, Shri
Nirarjan Lal, Shri Ulaka, Shri
Pandey, Shri K.N. Varma, Shri Ravindra
Pandey, ShriR.S. Venkatasubbaiah, Shri P.
Panna Lal . Shri Verma, Shri Balgovind
Patel, Shri Chhotubhai Virbhadra Singh, Shri
Patel, Shri P.R. Vyas, Shri Radhelal
Patel, Shri Rajeshwar Wadiwa, Shri
Patil, Shri J.S. Yadab, Shri N.P.
Patil, Shri §.B. Yadav, Shri Ram Harkh
Patil, Shri T.A. Yusuf, Shri Mohammad
ber of Trade Unions and other

organisations and calls upon the
Government to release all politi-

15.08 hrs.

RESOLUTION RE: DEFENCE OF
INDIA ACT

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Shri A. K.
Gopalan may continue his speech.

Shri A, K. Gopalan (Kasergod):

Sir, my Resolution reads as follows:
“This House is of opinion that
the powers unde? the Defence of
India Act have been abused with
a view to carrying on attack on
the Communist Party and a hum-

cal and mass leaders detained
under the Defence of India Rules.”

This House knows the mood of the
country in November last,

15.084 hrs.

[Dr, SArROJINI MAHISHI in the Chair]
Parliament gave the Government
extra-ordinary powers under the

Defence of India Act. There was a
tremendous demonstration of unity
inside the House as well as outside in
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the country. After that it was natu-
rally expected that these extra-ordi-
nary powers would be used only to
put down anti-socia] elements and
strengthen the morale of the people
and to work also for greater unity of
the country. I regret that this has
not been done. On the contrary,
those powers had been misused pre-
cisely for strengthening these anti-
social elements and for creating ever-
mounting discontent among the com-
mon people.

Immediately after the declaration of
the Emergency there was a tripartite
conference on labour. The workers’
representatives voluntarily agreed for
an industrial truce. But it has gain-
ed the experience everywhere that the
employers gained the fullest advantage
of the industrial truce and went on
attacking the workers, How can this
Government have the moral courage
to take action against the private em-
ployers when in the public undertak-
ing run by itself, the Government res-
resorted to victimisaiion and other
malpractices against leading trade
unionists,  The undertaking given
again in the Tripartite Conference in
November last was not worth the
paper on which it was written. There
are some instances of the glaring vio-
lations of that under.aking. In the
MES Defence Department, in the
Ambala centonment, Punjab, arass-
ment has been going on for the last
several months and various recognis-
ed trade union workers were trans-
ferred out of turn in the whole of the
Siale. The issue was representad to
the Ministry of Defence in March,
1963 and the harassment and injustice
continued. The union gave nctice of
strike from 21st August, 1963 and on
21st and 22nd August, 3Shri Om
Prakash, Brahm Dutt, Bir Singh,
Sadhooram, and Balwant Singh, were
arrested under the Defence of India
Rules. When, under the Defence of
India Rules, such actions were taken
against the workers, under the pubtlic
sector, we cannot expect the emplny-
ers in the private sector not to do it.
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The Prime Minister himself had
said that holdng the price-line was of
utmost importance of building up the
defence of the country and also for
strengthening the morale of the peo-
ple as well as for strengthening the
economy. So, Ministers and leaders
of the Congress go on repeaiing state-
men's that profiteering is an anti-
social act. But as far as the result is
concerned, they have never been ahle
to take action against the profiteers
and black-marketeers.

The Minisier of Labour and Plan-
ning declared in a press confercnce
that profiteers should be detaired
under the DIR; but yet the DIR was
not used against the profitecrs except
{n a very small number of cases here
and there, It is a strange spectacle
that the Ministers of Government
which is empowered to proceed against
profiteers demand action against them
under the DIR. But action is taken
not against them but against those
who want to fight against the conse-
quences of such profiteering. I want
to point out some of the things men-
tioned in the note entitled “Implemen-
tation of the Industria] Truce Resolu-
tion,—a Review” given by the Union
Ministry. I want to quote some obser-
vations from it. It is said:

“It can be claimed that the
Truce Resolution which requires
workers and employers to work
extra hours or on Sundays and
holidays has contributed to the
overall increase in the industrial
production as the following figures
indicate;”

The figures are also given. I do not
want to go into those figures, but I
only want to show that there was an
increase in industridl production and
the workers did their share as far as
strengthening the defencc is concern-
ed. The review again says:
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“There have been sume lapses
both on the part of the ernployers
and the workers. The employers
have not lived up to tueir obliga-
tions in regard to reirenchment,
lay-off, dismissal and discharge of
the workmen. The large number
of retrenchment and lay-off cases
reported by State Governments is
a matter of concern.”

This is what they have said. There
are so many other points made in this
review on the industrial truce reso-
lution and the implementation thereon.
It says that the workers have done,
as far as their part is concerned, what
they could and they have increased
the production and have worked also
on Sundays. It is admitted now that
the price has risen nearly by 40 per
cent since the emergency. So, it was
the duty, first, of the Government to
stop such an increase. At least it was
expected that the Government would
protect the interests of the workers
because, in the industrial truce reso-
lution it was stated that the employers
as well as the Government should
organise consumer co-operative socie-
ties so that the workers at least may
not be affected by the increase in
prices, But who has benefited by
such price rise? It is the capitalists
as well as the landlords who have sur-
plus grain and who have the resources
to hold on with that stock that are
benefited by the rise in the price of
foodgrains.

I will give an example. In Maha-
rashtra, when the agricultural labour-
ers launched an agitation for an
increase in their wages consequent on
the rise in prices, the Government,
instead of proceeding against the
landlords under the DIR, proceeded
against the workers. These rules
were used against the agricultural
labourers and the agitation was
sought to be suppressed. Is it the
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contention of the Government that
the defence of the country would get
strengthened by enriching the land-
lords and speculators and by suppress-
ing the agricultural labourers? So,
the Defence of India Rules were used
to suppress the agricultural labourers
and not with a view to see that their
minimum demands for increased wages
are conceded,

Take the recent strike by the muni-
cipal workers in Bombay. The price
has risen by 40 per cent in Bombay.
Is that unknown to the Government?
Did the Government take any steps,
all these months, to ask the Municipal
Corporation to take up the question
of revision of wages because there
was an increase in prices? There was
nothing of the kind. They were cal-
lous ang indifferent to the suffering
of the people. Even after the workers
had put forward their demands months
ago, there was time enough to nego-
tiate and come to a settlement. But
they did not, even after the demands
were made, negotiate with the work-
ers and come to a settlement. The
workers wanted a settlement; they
were asking for a settlement and it
was said that there was intervention
even by the Defence Minister. We
read in the papers that when the strike
was called off, there was the interven-
tion by the Defence Minister, Why
did this intervention not take placc
before the strike occurred? When the
workers gave their demands, the Gov-
ernment did not want to look them;
they did not want to concede those
demands or at least say what they had
to say about their demands. They
wanted them to strike and when the
strike came they wanted the strike to
fizzle out. Over a thousand workers
angd their leaders were thrown inside
jail; the Government wanted to sup-
press them and they arrested 400 to
500 of them under the Defence of
India Rules and others were also
arrested after one or two days. When
they found that they could not sup-
press the strike, they wanted to inter-
vene and come to a settlement, Now
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I understand from the Municipal
Union that the recognition of the trade
union has also been withdrawn. So,
the Government want to hreak the
union and suppress the workers and
see that the workers’ unity is thwarted
and disrupted. Even after that, when
they saw that the workers stood
united, they wanted to do something.
The Bombay strike is a most glaring
example of the purpose for which the
DIR has been systematically utilised.

It was not only in Bombay that this
had been done. In other places also
these rules were utilised to suppress
the working class in their struggle
against the policies which 2o to enrich
the anti-socia] elements, big business-
men ang the landlords. The irony of
it is that even after the colossal bung-
ling. the Chief Minister of Bombay
declares that the law will take its own
course and holds out threats of victi-
misation. There are many who are
victimised even today and the recog-
nition of the union is withdrawn,

This is not the only instance. Take
the instance of Goa. Then the dock
workers of Marmagao protested
against retrenchment consequent on
the introduction of the pool scheme
the Government again showed a cal-
lous attitude.  The Labour Minister
goes on preaching the virtues of arbi-
tration, but on May 27th, when the
conciliation officer suggested arbitra-
tion and the trade union accepted his
suggestion, the employers refused it.
The Government of India did not think
it necessary to use the DIR against
the employers but when a strike broke
out due to the callous attitude of both
the Government and the employers
the answer of the Government was
that the declaration of the strike was
unlawful under the DIR. 204 workers
were arrested under the DIR. It was
only after 12 days of intense repres-
sion, when the Government found it
impossible to break the morale of the
workers, that wisdom dawned on the
Central Labour Minister to advise a
settlement of the dispute. Is it to
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strengthen the defence of the country
or to increase production that the
DIR is used? It is not used for that.
Whenever there are certain grievances
of the workers, when concsliation is
agreed to by them, Government do not
take steps to settle the matter. But
when the workers go on strike, then
they try to suppress them, After 12
days, when the Government saw that
they could not suppress the workers,
when they arrested 200 more people
under the DIR, then they came to a
settlement.

Instances like this are many., I have
no time to go into those instances.
Instances like this to suppress the
legitimate demands of the workers—
demands not for improvemeni in their
conditions, but even for keeping the
status quo—could be multiplied from
every part of the country. I have no
time and, therefore, I do not want to
go into it,

. Immediately after the National
Defence Fund was launched there was
a spontaneous response {rom the
poorer sections of the people—-work-
ers, peasants and middle-class em-
ployees. Not satisfied with such spon-
taneous and voluntary response the
State Governments asked their offi-
cers to intensify the drive for collec-
tions. I have given many instances of
coercion in the matter of collections.
I only want to mention here one
instance about which I have written
to the Prime Minister and for which
I did not get any reply. Sales tax
officers were sent to ihe merchants,
sanitary officials were -ent to hotel
keepers, police officials were asked to
collect from whomsoever they could,
revenue officials were asked to collect
from the peasants. In many cases
they fixed quotas and coercive collec-
tions were going on using the threat
of action under the emergency if the
quota was not paid,

On 1st April this year I sent a letter
to the Prime Minister. He replied that
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he would enquire into the matter.
But 1 have not got any reply from
him after that. My letter was about
this, Under the seal of the Court of
the Sub-divisional Magistrate, Gunu-
pur, a notice was sent. The notice
says:

‘“You are hereby summoned to
show cause on 8th March, 1963
before the undersigned for non-
payment of gold and money as
reported to by the sarpanch
orders and to show cause why
Defence of India Rules will not
be applicable against you for your
act which is prejudicial to defence
efforts.”

A copy of this notice was sant By me
to the Prime Minister in reply to
which he said that he would enquire
into the matter. Till now I have not
got reply from him, This is an instance
where . . .

Shri Maniyangadau
Who is that Magistrate?

(Kottayam):

Shri A, K. Gopalan: It was issued
under the seal of the Court of the

Sub-divisional Magistrate, Gunupur,
Orissa.
This is how money is collected.

Notice is sent to peopie saying that
they have not given the money and
gold and if they do not give it they
will have to gppear before the magis-
trate and they will be punished under
the Defence of India Rules. There are
many other things which have been
brought forward in connection with
these collections. It is very difficult
to get written evidence of such coer-
cive collections but an open impartial
enquiry by an independent judicial
person would reveal the exient of such
practices throughout the country, If
such an enquiry is held many such
cases will come out and the Govern-
ment will be able to understand how
the collections have been made.

This letter was written by me in
April, four months ago, and I do not
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know why I did not get a reply from
the Prime Minister who said that he
would enquire into the matter, This
matter is a very serious one.

Now, there are about 900 Commu-
nists all over the country who have
been arrested. There are several
others including workers in Sombay
and in other places who have been
arrested under the Defence of India
Rules, Why is it that they were
arrested? It is because, as we have
seen in Bombay and other places, the
moment a strike takes place the
teaders are arrested under the Defence
of India Rules. It is feared that these
active trade unionists and kisan work-
crs would defend the workers and
peasants in the face of such attacks
sn the common people. Since then
about 300 have been released. The
Government cannot say that those
who have been released have acted in
any manner which would weaken the
defence of the country. This itself
proves that the excuse that the Gov-
crnment puis out for the arrest of
these people is totally unwarranted.
Even today hundreds of Communists
continue to bz detained in Bengal,
Tripura, Punjab, Maharashtra and
other States. As far as the southern
States are concerned, all of them nave
been released. I do not know how in
Kerala, Tamilnad and Andhra all of
them have been released and hew in
the other four or five States meny of
them who were arrested have not
been released. There is only one
thing. As far as those Stales are con-
cerned, those who were arresteqd under
the Defence of India Rules arc either
labour leaders or kisan workers and
the Government very well knows that
when prices go up and the Govern-
ment is not able to control the prices
certainly there will be troubje among
the workers and other sections of the
people. Not only the prices go up,
but there is also the Compulsory
Deposit Scheme over which the pea-
sants are very much worried. When
they organise and agitate, these leaders
of trade unions and kisan workers
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will certainly have to help them. That
is the reason why on some pretext or
the other the Government has put
these people under detention,

In this connection I want to point
out that the provisions in the Consti-
tution which empower the President
to suspend the right of a citizen to go
to a court for the enforcement of his
fundamental rights have actually been
used to subvert the Constitution.
There is the judgment of the Supreme
Court, I do not want to go into the
judgment of the Allahabad High Court
or other courts. I will take only the
judgment of the Supreme Court. There
was a majority judgment and a mino-
rity judgment. Both the minority and
the majority have agrced on certain
things. Despite t{wo differing judg-
ments of the Supreme Court, the majo-
rity as well as the minority are agrecd
on two important constitutional points
raiseq by Shri Setalvad on behalf! of
the detenus. They constitute the basis
on which Indian democratic opinicn,
irrespective of differences, can and
must assert itself. Firstly, both the
judgments agree that ‘he DIA and
Rules have been enacted in contraven-
tion of the fundamental rights provi-
siong of Article 22(4), (5) and (7).
The majority Judges draw attention
to the fact that the Attorney-General
himself had no answer to Shri Setal-
vad’'s contention that these provisions
were unconstitutiona], Secondly, both
agree that the officially much-quoted
Article 359 or the Presidential Order
issued under it does not enlarge the
legislative power of the Parliament
during the emergency. Despite the
President’s Order, the Defence of India
Act and Ordinance were void and
would continue to be void in law. But
the detenus have no right to get reliet
because there is the Presidential
Order. The majority and the minority
differ only on the question of grant-
ing relief to the detenus illegally
arrested under a lawless law. The
minority judgment of Justice Subba
Rao has, however, held that Article
359 did not take away the High Court’s
statutory powers under Section 491
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Cr. P.C, to set at liberty all persons
illegally detained. That is only a
minority judgment and therefore the
dctenus cannot have the benefit of
that judgment. But in the view of
the majority as well as the minority,
the detenus are virtually victims of
void laws but the majority of the
Supreme Court expresses helplessness
to grant legal relief on the basis of
fundamental rights because of the
words of Article 359 as understosd by
them. Under the Defence of India
Rules it is impossible to get any relief
because the Presidential Order says
that as far as the fundamental rights
are concerned they are suspended as
long as the emergency lasts and till
the Defence of India Rules cxist they
cannot have any relief.

So the Supereme Court judgment
in the DIR case has expressed that it
is the responsibility of the Parliament
to amend the Defence of India Act and
the rules framed under it to bring in
conformity with the provisions of the
Constitution. In the end of the judg-
ment 3 warning has been administer-
ed by the majority regarding liability
after the emergency is withdrawn.
They have said:

“If at the ‘expiration of the
Presidential Order Parliament
passes any legislation to protect,
executive action taken during the
pendency of the Presidential Order
and afford indemnity to the exe-
cutive in that behalf, the validity
and the effect of such legislative
action may have to be carefully
scrutinised.”

Many of the leading papers here have
commented on the Supreme Court’s
judgment. Most of them have said
that though the Supreme Court could
not go into the merits of the question
and order the release of the detenus
because of the emergency and the
Presidential Order, Parliament should
do something and the prisoners who
are detained under the Defence of
India Rules must be released. Since
both the majority and minority judg-
ment agrees that it is a void law and
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since they say that they cannot rejease
the prisoners because of the Presiden-
tial order I would submit that they
must be released forthwith and the
Defence of India Rules must be with-
drawn.

As far as the provisions of the Def-
ence of India Rules are concerned,
they have been misused by the Gov-
ernment. As I have stated earlier,
they have not been useq against those
sections of the people who are indulg-
ing in anti-social activities. Though
we are supposed to be in a state of
emergency, what is the position in the
country today? The situation that
wag obtaining in November and Dec-
ember is not there. The situation has
changed. So, there i no question of
continuing the emergency. How long
can wWe continue the emergency? Even
in contries like USA and Britain, even
when there is a war going on, the
emergency is not used in the way in
which our Government are using it.
The situation in the country today is
such that there does not appear to be
any emergency. Several Central and
State Ministers have resigned as if it
is a normal time. If there is an emer-
gency, these things could not have
taken place. That shows that there is
no emergency in the country today.

Then, why is the emergency kept
on? It is not because some people are
doing. something against the defence
cf the country? It ig not ag if some
people are standing in the way of
sirengthening the defence of the coun-
try or strengthening the morale of the
people or increasing the food produc-
tion of the country. The Defence of
India Rules are used against the work-
ers and trade union leaders. Even
the resolutions of the tripartite con-
ference are not implemented under
this pretext and no action is taken
against the employers. Yet, they are
taken advantage of for persecuting the
working class. 1 do not understand
the necessity for the emergency ex-
cept for keeping some of the trade
union and kisan leaders inside the
jails. Except for that, there is no
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reason why the emergency should
continue, especially after the Supreme
Court judgment, where both the majo-
rity have agreed that the Defence of
India Rules are void, it is bad law,
even though they are not able to give
a ruling on it because the fundamental
rights have been suspended. How
long will the fundamental rights of
the citizens be taken when it is neces-
sary and when there is no necessity
for the emergency?

The other day it was stated in the
Rajya Sabha that among those who
are detained under the Defence of
India Rules, there are two sections.
one pro-Peking and another anti-Pek-
ing. The question here is not whe-
ther they are pro-Peking or anti-Pek-
ing; neither is it whether they are
Communist or non-Communist but
whether they are working against the
defence of the country. Has anybody
indulged in any sabotage or has any-
body done anything against the def-
ence of the country or to weaken the
defence of the country? If anybody
has acted in that way, certainly the
law of the land is there under which
action can be taken.

For example, there was the resolu-
tion on nationalisation of banks. From
the Congress party some members
supported it and the majority opposed
it. Similarly, there are monopolists
and anti-monopolists in the Congress
Party. There are also imperialists
and anti-imperialists in that Party.
In the same way, in every party there
may be differences of opinion. In the
Communist Party also there are diffe-
rences of opinion. But that is not the
relevant question here. The question
here is whether anybody has acted
against the defence of the country.
It is only on that basis action can be
taken and they can be proceeded
against under the the Crimina] Pro-
cedure Code or other laws.

The continuance of the emergency
just for the sake of keeping some
trade union workers inside jail or
some Communist detenus inside jail is
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not correct. So, I would request the
Government, at least after the judg-
ment of the Supreme Court, to with-
draw these rules. If that is not done,
if the Defence of India Rules are not
withdrawn and the prisoners are not
released immediately, certainly the
country will understang that even in
epite of the Supreme Court judgment,
Government is not prepared to act
according to the spirit of that judg-
ment. If Parliament does not set
right the wrong immediately and the
executive chooses to persist in violat-
fng the Constitution, liberty alone
will not be the casualty. With it will
be buried the rule of law, respect for
the Constitution and the democratic
traditions of national and individual
freedom,

Here is the question of individual
freedom, which is very very impor-
tant. It has been curtailed for the
last 8 or 9 months. I want to know
from the Government whether on
some pretex{ or excuse they are going
to see that the freedom and individual
liberty of the citizens of this country
are going to be curtailed for an in-
definite period or whether, after the
Supreme Court judgment, they are
gonig to release all these prisoners
who are detained under the Defence
of India Rules and withdarw the
emergency.

Mr, Chairman: Motion moved:

“This House is of opinion that
the powers under the Defence of
India Act have been abused Wwith
a view to carrying on attack on
the Communist Party and a num-
ber of Trade Union and other or-
ganisations and calls upon the
Government to release all political
and mass leaders detained under
the Defence of India Rules.”

There is an amendment by Shri Baner-
jee. Is he moving it?
Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): Yes.
1 beg to move:
Add at the end:
“in view of the judgment of the
Allahabad High Court and certain
1100 (Ai) LSD—7.
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observations made in the Supreme
Court judgment.”

Mr. Chairman; Both the Resolution
and the amendment moved by Shri
Banerjee are before the House.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: While support-
ing this Resolution, I would like to
make some gbservations, rather quote
the learned judges of the Supreme
Court in a recent case. I would like
to quote some extracts of the majority
judgment and also the minority judg-
ment. I would not have quoted the
verdict of the minority judges, but
this has been quoted in defence of
Shri Pratap Singh Kairon this morn-
ing by the Home Minister. I would
have liked the Law Minister or his
deputy to be present here when such
an important issue is being discussed,
because we are not going to discuss
only the humane aspect of it, the
curtailment of civil liberty, but we
are going to discuss the various
observations made by the learned
judges of the Supreme Court.

When a Bill was being discussed in
this House, on 29th August 1963, a
question was raised by my hon. friend,
Shri Daji, which was not perhapg very
relevant. He said that while the
Attorney-General was arguing his
case in the Supreme Court, he was
asked by Mr, Justice Gajendragadkar
his view about the constitutionality of
rule 30 and the Attorney-General said
that that rule was unconstitutional.
This question was raised by my hon.
friend, Shri Daji, to which the law
Minister replied, on 29th August 1963,
which I quote:

“And he blamedq the Law Min-
istry for it, because the Attorney-
Geenra] has conceded it. But the
Attorney-General has conceded it
under instructions of the Law
Ministry.”

I would like to draw the attention of
the House to this. What did the At~
torney-General concede? He conced-
ed that this particular rule was un-
constitutional, and that also under
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advice of the Law Ministry. Then,
Shri Sen went on to say:

“I think it is a patent conclu-
sion. The very reading of the
rules wil] show that they are not
in accordance with article 22, and
it is only an insane person who
woulig say that that article, as
specifically worded, not providing
for the setting up of the advisory
bodies, would be in accordance
with article 22.”

That ig exactly my plea. I am not
demanding anything from the Gov-
ernment which I do not deserve.

There was an emergency and the
Defence of India Act was passed in
this House. We were assured by the
hon, Minister that it will not be mis-
used. So many amendments were
moved in this House but ultimately
because the country was facing ag-
gression we decided to support the
Government with 3 clear understand-
ing that the various provisions of this
Act will not be used to curtail the
civil liberties of the citizens of this
country. I have read these obser-
vations, a few sentences, of the hon.
Law Minister who really considered
that only an insane man in this coun-
try could say that this law was in
accordance with article 22 of the Cons-
titution. You are an aminent lawyer,
I am not; but I would like to quote
for the education of this House what
article 22 says. It says:—

“No person who is arrested shall
be detaineq in custody without
being informed, as soon as may
be, of the grounds for such arrest
nor shall he be denied the right
to consult, and to be defended by
a legal practitioner of his choice.”

My submission is that Government
has not suspended article 22. It has
also not suspendeq article 13 which
prohibits the State Governments to
make such laws. When those arti-
cles are stl] in our Constitution—after
all, this House is a creature of the
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Constitution and we have a written
Constitution, it is not like England
when they have an unwritten Consti-
tution—] want to know whether
Government hag applied its mid to
the judgement of the Supreme Court.
They knew that this discussion was
coming up. We taoled many ‘calling
attention notices’ requesting the hon.
Speaker to ask the hon. Minister 1o
make a statement on that, whether
the observations made by the Supreme
Court Judges were right and if they
were, whether this law stood the test
of the Supreme Court.

I would quote for the information
of the House extracts from the judge-
ment, both the majority and the
minority judgements. Mr, Justice
Subha Rao said:—

“lI cannot for a moment attri-
bute to the august body, the Par-
liament, the intention to make so-
lemnly void laws. It may have
made the present impugned Act
bona fide thinking that it is sanc-
tioned by the provisions of the
Constitution. Whatever it may
be, the result is, we have now a
void Act on the statute book and
under that Act the appellants be-
fore us have been detained ille-
gally. To wuse the felicitous
language of Lord Atkin in this
country “amid the clasn of arms,
the laws are not silent; they may
be changed but they speak the
same language in war as in peace.”
The tendency to ignore the rule
of law is contagious, and, if our
Parliament, which unwittingly
made a void law, not only allows
it to remain on the statuie book,
but also permits it to be adminis-
tered by the executive, the con-
tagion may spread to the peorle,
and the habit of lawlessness,
like other habits dies hard.
Though it is not my province, I
venture to suggest, if 1 may, that
the Act can be amended in con-
- formity with our Constitution
without it losing its effectiveness.”
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That i3 the observation made by
Mr. Justice Subba Rao. Then, what
have the majority Judges said about
this Act? They say:—

“It may be permissible to ob-
serve that in a democratic State,
the effective safeguard against
abuse of executive powers, whe-
ther in peace or in emergency, is
ultimately to be found in the
existence of enlightened, vigilant
and vocal public opinion.”

Then it went on:—

“It is thus clear that the Consti-
tution empowers the Parliament
to make a law providing for the
detention of citizen, but this power
has to be exercised subject to the
mandatory conditions specified in
Art, 22 (4), (5) and (7)....Par-
liament has chosen to pass the
Act under challenge and has dis-
regarded the Constitutional pro-
visions of Articles 14 and 22

Then the last portion of the judge-
ment is:

"The inevitable consequence of
this position is that as soon as
the order ceases to be operative,
the infringement of the rights
made either by the legislative
enactment or by executive action
can perhaps be challenged by a
eitizen in a court of law, the same
may have to be tried on the
merits on the basis that the rights
alleged to have been infringed
were in operation even during
the pendency of the Pres‘dential
Order.”

‘What I am reading now is much more
important. o
“If at the expiration of the
Presidential Order Parliament
passes any legislation to protect
executive action taken during the
pendency of the Presidential Or-
der and afford indemnity to the
executive in that behalf, the vali-
dity and the effect of such legisla-
tive action may have to be care-
fully scrutinised.”
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Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member’s
time is up.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Give me some
more time, Madam.

Mr. Chairman: You can conclude in
a minute.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Give me at
least five mi_nute.

Mr, Chairman: The time allotted for
this Resolution is 13 hours.

Shri S, M. Banerjee: We want that
the time should be extended on this.
1 shall move the motion. Give me
at least three minutes.

Madam, I suggest that action should
be taken by the Governmen: to re-
lease all those who have been arres-
ted under this void law. The Sup-
reme Court has mentioned about it.
I have quoted from the Supreme
Court judgement. People have
been arrested. I dn not want to men-
tion the cases. I would have men-
tioned the cases of Communists and
the Socialist leaders in Bombay and
in other p'aces, Members of Parlia-
ment and all that as to how it has
been abused.

I would refer to a particular case
of Punjab because tha is on the mat
of the House. One ML.A, Shri
Makhan Singh Tarsika, because he
raised so many questions in the As-
sembly and incurred the displeasure
of the Chief Minister, was arrested
in connection with the murder case—
attempt to murder. While he was
still in jail—he was not released on
bail—he was re-arrested ins:de the
jain under D.LR. What was the
charge against him? The charge
against him was that he was trying
to sabotage the defence preparations.
People asked, how? It was said that
some vis‘tor met him in the jail and
he asked him, “Please see no recruit-
ment takes place in the Army”. That
was the charge against him. This
question was referred to the Supreme
Court and the Supreme Court has
transferred the case from Punjab to
Saharanpur.
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So, when the law becomes lawless,
I would request the Prime Minister,
the Home Minister and the Law Mi-
nister to keep the balance of demo-
cracy alive. Such arrests, even after
this law has been declared void, vir-
tually void, by the Supreme Cecurt,
have appealed to the conscience of the
democratic world. I would request
that without waiting for anything, let
all those who have been arrested un-
der this Act be released. Some
people may say, after al] they had
some thing pad in their mind. But
let me quote the great judgement of
the Meerut Conspiracy case where
Justice Suleman observed: the prose-
cution of thought is illegal,

I would request the hon. Home Mi-
nister to kindly take a note of it and
do something. The Law Minister
said in this House that only an insane
man can say that this Act is in con-
formity with the provisions of the
Constitution, that is, article 22. Let
him reply and say that. If he still
maintains that, I will say, he is the
sane Minister. Otherwise, the sane
will be converted into an insane Mi-
nister. I conclude.

Madam, I would like to move that
the time allotted to this Resolution
may be extended.

Mr. Chairman: There are a few
hon. Members who are desirous of
participating in the discussion. They
have sent their names. The discus-
sion ought 1o have been concluded at
435 pM. May I know how much
time does the hon. Minister want for
replying to this discussion?

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Labour and Employment and
for Planning (Shri C. R. Pattabhi
Raman): 1 am holding the fort for
Mr. Hajarnavis. He is coming pre-
sently. 1 expect he will take about
20 to 25 minutes.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: The time
should be extended.
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Mr. Chairman:
sense of the House.
Shri S. M. Banerjee: I move:
“That the time allotted for this

Resolution be extended by 1}
hours”.

I must take the

Mr. Chairman: I must take the
sense of the House.

The motion is:

“That the time allotted for this
Resolution be extendeq by 13

hours.”
tE—

The motion was adopted.

Shri Maniyangadan: I was lis-
tening to the speech of the Mover of
the resolution with great care, and I
am sorry to say that I am not con-
vinced that he has placed before
this House sufficient facts o enable
Government to release all the detenus.

He has referred to certain inci-
dents in Bombay and other parts of
India. He has also said that the Go-
vernment of India have faileq to uti-
lise the Defence of India Rules in cer-
tain cases. It may be true that Gov-
ernment have not utilised the powers
vested in them under the rules for
certain purposes to the extent to
which the Communist Party desires.
But it has been declared by Govern-
ment and by various Ministers that in
the matter of prices or in the matter
of foodgrains, whenever it becomes
necessary, Government will take all
necessary steps, including the ones
under the Defence of India Rules.
And it is true that they are being
utilised also. Whatever that ‘nay be,
the failure of Government to utilise
these powers is no reason for releas-
ing the detenus.

Shri A. K. Gopalan has admitted
that there is difference of opinion
amongst the Members belonging to
his party, but he has gaid that there
is no instance where any of them
have worked or done anything against
the defence of India. But he admits
that the official line of the party is
not conceded to or is not agreed to hy
all the Communist Party Members.
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Shri A. K. Gopalan: I want to make
it clear that I did not say that. What
1 said was this. In every party, the
official line of the party passed by
majority wil] be accepted by the Mem-
bers of the party, and they have to
obey it though there may be diffe-
rences on certain specific issues. That
was what I said.

Shri Maniyangadan: Yes, just as
there is difference of opinion on mat-
ters in al] parties, likewise, there is
difference of opinion in the Communist
Party also; and on this matter also,
there is difference of opinion.

Shri A. K. Gopalan: I did not say
‘on this matter there is difference of
opinion’. I said that there were diff-
erences of opinion, as far as the poli-
cies were concerned, and I gave the
example here of bank nationalisation,
for instance, So, let not my hon.
friend twist what I have said. What I
have said is that there may be differ-
ences on certain policies and on cer-
tain issues in every party. So, on
certain specific issues there may be
differences in the party. But on this
issue there is absolutely no difference.
Every Member of the Communist
Party follows the official line, as far
as this question is concerned, that is,
the official line as adopted by majo-
rity by the Communist Party.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
has made his point clear, Now, let
Shri Maniyangadan continue his
speech.

Shri Maniyangadan: I do not want
to enter into any controversy with my
hon. friend on this issue. But there
is no dispute about the fact that there
are some persons belonging to the
Communist Party who are against the

official line taken by the Communist
Party,

Shri A, K. Gopalan: You have the
freedom to say that.
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Shri Mamiyangadan: I have the free-
dom to say. But is that not a fact?

Suri A. K. Gopalan: That is not a
fact.

Shri Maniyangadan: I asscrt that

Shri A. K. Gopalan: That is what
I said—you can say that.

Shri Maniyangadan: I go a step fur-
ther and say that from the arguments
put forward by Shri Gopalan—he has
retracted from them. I do not quarrel
with him on that—it is clear that
there are such people in his party.
In my own State there are such peo-
ple, there are such people in different
parts of India. Reports reach us al-
most every day regarding these
matters. The Home Minister has re-
peatedly stated on the authority of
information he has gathered from re-
liable quarters that there are certain
persons like that; even the Prime
Minister has said that there are certain
party members who, though the official
line might be adopted by the commu-
nist party, have a different attitude
with regard to the Chinese aggres-
sion. If anti-national activities are
allowed to be done by such people, if
they are allowed to propagate their
viewpoint, it will be detrimental to
the interests of the country, it will be
detrimental to the defence of India.
It will be a great risk that Govern-
ment would be taking if they waitel
til] they did some specific act,

Shri Gopalan asked: has any act
been perpetrated by these people
against the defence of India? I do
not want to enter into a contro-
versy in this matter, Even granting
for the sake of argument that there is
no specific anti-nationa] act perpetra-
ted, it is dangerous to wait till they
do so. If the tendency is there, if
from their policy and preaching it
could be inferred that they would be
against the defence of India, at this
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time of emorg ncy, they should not be
allowed tc go free.

They were making much about the
Supreme Court judgment, The Court
has not said that the DIRs are not con-
stitutional. Another Member quoted
the Law Minister. I would submit
that nobody has ever said that the
provisions of the DIRs are in confor-
mity with the fundamental rights
guaranted by the Constitution.

Shri S. M, Banerjee: Then the pro-
visions are illegal and they are illegal-
ly detained.

Shri Maniyangadan: When the emer-
gency was declared, it became neces-
sary to put certain restrictions on the
citizeng of India. Those restrictions
were voluntarily accepted by the peo-
ple. It is the duty of the people to
see that the freedom they enjoy in
peace time is to some extent restricted
when there is an emergency like the
one we are facing now. Parliament
passed the Defence of India Act know-
ing fully well that it is a restriction on
freedom. The right to move a court
to enforce certain rights given in the
Constitution was taken away by the
DIR, because it was necessitated by
the emergency. That is not disputed
by anybody. That is what the Law
Minister said, what the Supreme
Court has said.

As regards the necessity of the con-
tinuance of the DIRs, as regards
whether there is an emergency now
or not, I do not think it is disputed.
So I do not want to go into that. But
the fact remains that if there is an
emergency, if there is a necessity for
continuing the emergency—which I
submit there is—then the provisions
which curtail the freedom of people,
take away the right of certain persons
to move a court for enforcement
thereof, are necessary. They are de-
tained because of their anti-nationzl
acts and so there is no question of that
restriction being unnecessary.
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: The Preven-
tive Detention Act is there,

Mr. Chairman: I think Shri Baner-
jee had enough time to express his
views. Let him have the opportunity
of expressing his views now.

Shri Maniyangadan: It is wrong to
say that it is unconstitutional. It is
constitutional in the sense that the
President issued the order under arti-
cle 359 of the Constitution, and it is by
virtue of that that these provisions
have been enacted. So, it is constitu-
tional though it may not conform fully
with the provisions regarding funda-
mental rights in the Constitution.
That is the only difference.

16 hrs.

Moreover, Government have re-
peatedly stated in this House that the
cases of the detenus are being review-
ed from time to time, and whenever
it is found there is no necessity to de-
tain a person, he is immediately relea-
sed. My hon. friend conceded thet all
the detenus in the Southern States
have been released. They were re-
leased a long time ago. He says in
Bengal and some other States certain
persons are still under detention, That
is true, but regarding Bengal and the
other border States, Government
should be more careful. But there
also, these reviews have taken place,
and persons have been released. So
Government is very careful and vigi-
lant to protect -the freedom of the
citizens of India. It js not a matter
where any risks can be taken. So,
when there is legitimate reason to sus-
pect any person’s conduct, to think
that allowing him to move freely will
be detrimental to the interests of the
defence of India, such persons have to
be detained, There cannot be any
dispute about that.

So, my submission is that this reso-
lution moved by Shri Gopalan ecan-
not be supported and should not be
supported by the House,
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Mr. Chairman: Shri Sarjoo Pandey.
Shri P. R. Patel.

Shri P. R. Patel (Patan): 1 have
much pleasure in opposing this resolu-
tion.

You know very well that the
Chinese attack on our country started
in 1954, and we all know that in 1957
or 1958 it was invasion of our terri-
tory. It was pnot a border dispute,
but my communist frends then said
that this was a border dispute and not
an invasion,

Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Minister also said that.

The Prime

Shri P, R. Patel: But circumstan-
ces changed and public opinion be-
came so strong against the commumn-
sts, that for their own safety they had
to say that it was an invasion. So, it
was for their own survival that they
are accepting it to be an invasion of
our territory by the Chinese.

Some days back there was a discus-
sion in the West Bengal Assembly,
and there the Minister of Prisons said
on the floor of the House that she had
records and evidence to show that
there were many, not a few, Comm-
unists in the country who worked
underground for Communist China.
She also said that large amounts
were given by Peking to some leaders
of the Communist Party in Indig who
declare day in and day out that they
have no sympathy for the Peking
Government. I would not name the
lesders of the Communist Party. But
if you see the proceedings of West
Bengal Assembly, you will find the
names there. Mr. Gopalan is a good
lawyer and a friend of inine. When
he comes with this Resolution, I have
no other alternative but to oppose it
in the security of my country,

Madam, he talked of liberty, indivi-
dual freedom and national freedom.
I am for liberty. Our Constitution
guarantees individual liberty. Ours 1s
the most democratic constitution. My
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friends on the other side and his party
will agree there. The Chinese and
the Russians may say that theirs tos
are democratic institutions but they
are nothing less than dictatorships.
Do my friends want dictatorship in
this country? We have guaranteed in-
dividual liberty and freedom. Indivi=
dual freedom is guaranteed only when
there is national freedom. We have to
defend our national freedom even
by putting some restrictions on our
individual freedom. Why should my
friend grudge this power? He says
that some communists are arrested,
about 900 or so. I am not concerned
with the number; it may be more or
less. But why is my friend Gopalan
not arrested? If 900 are arrested
there must be some evidence against
those persons. There are so many
communist friends here who are not
arrested, Why? If Government
wanted to arrest communists, it has a
powerful hand. But it has arrested
only those persons who worked agai-
nst the security of the country, who
wanted to sabotage our defence at-
tempts. It is to safeguard our free-
dom. Ours is a very big country. In
the administration there may be here
and there some mistake. But the in«
tention of the Government is to safe=~
guard our country and defend our
country’s interests and independence.
We want to fight against the com~
munist China so long as the last inch
of our country is not vacaied by them.
For this if we have to just let go cer-
tain personal liberties, there is no-
thing wrong. If we lose our personal
liberty to a certain extent for the
liberty of our country and our mother
land, my hon. friends there do not ap-
preciate it. If the communist Chinese
march on India, that is liberation to
them or salvation of the country, so
the terms they use are sufficient ‘o
show that it would be z mistake on
the part of the Government if action
is not taken against such persons. The
communist party, no doubt, is the
Indian communist party, but ther get
inspiration from outside They claim
their loyalty is to this country
but that loyalty is guided and influen-
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ced by their loyalty to some other
country, They would admit that they
are influenced by Marxist communist
ideology and they work for it. Would
it be desirable to trust such persons?

Sir, let us gee the history. Yester-
day, my hon  fri:nd, Shri Banerjee
was angry with iie when I referred
to the happenings in 1942. We are
fighting for our Independence and
liberty of the country, and at that
time, these were the persons—I do
not mean actually the persons over
there—in the communist party who
worked against us and against our
freedom fight. And today we are
working to maintain and keep our
freedom, to safeguard our freedom. Al
this time, what are fhey doing? They
Jaunch strikes, agitations, this and
that, and what for? Is it for the poor
classes? If it be for thz poor classes,
in that case, they should go and live
with them and have the standard of
living of the poor classes. I have seen
in this country so many people talking
of socialism but living in bungalows,
with fine furniture and first-class car.

Shri R. S. Pandey (Guna): All the
rooms of Shri Dange are air-condition-
ed.

Shri P. R. Patel: I do not know
whether Shri Dange’s rooms are air-
conditioned.

Shri Fatehsinhrao Gaekwad (Baro-
da): On medical advice.

An Hon. Member: The same ig the
case with youw

Shri P. R, Patel: But not the socia-
lism of the type that these people
preach. (Interruption). Ours is
quite different. I would submit one
thing. Some days back, I read that
Shri Dange, the leader of the com-
munist party, is going to have a march
towards Delhi, with one lakh soldiers
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and a car load of signatures. Is it the
proper time to have a march on Deihi
or a proper time to march on China?
That shows where their loyalty lies.
‘What is the march for ? The march
is for this purpose. We want money
for our defence and for that, naturally,
we have to impose certain taxes.
Then, to get money we have to resort
to compulsory deposit scheme. It was
not for Individual benefit.

Shri Kashi Ram Gupta (Gonda):
You yourself had opposed it for
kisans.

Shri P. R. Patel: I opposed only one
point in this compulsory deposit
scheme. I sought to exempt farmers
who pay land revenue up to Rs. 10
and not more. So, you must know all
these things, but today, they want to

do away wih compulsory  deposit
scheme,
And, they have got a plan. That

plan is this. Their plan is to create dis-
content and dissatisfaction outside
among the people, because everybcdy
would like if the compulsory deposit
scheme goes. If taxes go everbody
would be happy. That is the general
tendency, and they want to take ad-
vantage of this among the people. The
workers feel the same way. The same
thing applies to the government
servants. And, in this House they
want to create g rift in the Ministry.
By calling some persons of the Con-
gress as progressive and some as re-
actionaries they are playing a goca
game. It is for wus to understand
them, and if we fail to understand
them we will be nowhere.

They tried it at the time of the No
Confidence Motion. Generally, a No
Confidence Motion would be against
the whole Ministry and not against
one or two ministers. After all, it is
the Government’s policy that a minis-
ter implements. It is the decision of
the Cabinet that he implements.
Therefore if an attack was to be level=
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led it should have been levelled
against the Prime Minister or the
Chief Minister of a State. What did
they do here? They had their attack
on Shri Patil and Shri Morarji Desai,
because they called them reactionaries
whereby they wanled to call some
persons in the Ministry as progressive.

These are methods on which they
are working and we should beware
of them, and before they go on with
such schemes the Government also
should be aware of these things and
some persons also whom they consider
progressive.

ot wga (3 awa w8
T, AT qeed, R dErEE, ¥ S
e @ g, § 9 6 a8 AIE
Feat # fadw s ¥ far @er g
g fge (Y e 3g A
ae ¥ are fEa T AT | A
ga F 1w 4, ag qd T gk |
T FA & 91 @9 I WA T,
ag 48 s AR fo@ v @
@ &1 AAa § aEr wfgy o4r, 39
gFR ¥ 9¢ AT W AG ATAT TAT |
g % 9w 3 A 3 F WEl 9T Iq
FT TG BEET ISAT TN, 9@ AlR
T g I foar @ 1 R awE
¥ 78 war v gafy safwet & g
g ®7 ¥ HR F= § At w1 w10
quaa fear smar §, Afew fee a
fom wrr # fewnfat §wr =ifgr
of i< fog wer ¥ sRafael )
| T2 a1, Ig wen # T ar fre
@t # g s a § 2w )
W arag ac g | A F e
¥ @ mgw T fad wen
areat g fF @k & w0 oY st
# a@ wwfaems Tfafafear =@
w E w1y W A I
e 3 faes afaaw s @@
T 4T, @ SE ¥ Fgfaeel ¥ g Wy
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F qu &, a fFadt ae T Y A g
& g =gan g 5 w0 96 e faeg
FE FEETE F1 T 7 W ag WY /@
f& Frqedme o o1 {6 Ffaee ol
F o Jaril ¥ § U §, A qwST
T ot wfET oFEd & 4 g faAr
T | F gie AT T, SR € A
TgEr 91, TR W9 G | F guwn g
fF =@ 99 ¥ UERE T F a9 <
o7 T g wR 0¥ § N AR o Ay
FAA a9 FIAST & ATHT I AT F
qreEEE & 9w & faw # & s
T 8 AR T B FHRE AW E |
Ty AR A T R AT G FD
frmg @ ST el | TR ¥
HI% giar ¥, S, dure, fagre, www
ife gidt & s 1 @i #1 afafafe-
gt §, S T FW F T E, a8
AR Y TG E o ¥
qg 9 @ AT | g F o T

SEPTEMBER 6, 1968 Defence of India Act 4954

T T TR FT =< far smar &
f& g ot o9 ¥ g ag foegw
§IR & AR 98 T W F4M |
H S =vea g fF s oamw & @
Tt 7 g 98 T g fF Ay el
T W & Fad g TE T | T qHIC
T S =T fRAT SuaT @ T 3 9w
grfaq Tt gar & 5 X Y ey
difa & #1207 5% G TgT |
g1 w1 ug WHe G Far e v T
1 fog yHX § ITRF g a9ifeEy,
T g g, o = ¥ m o A
arr Fr aifer, foo aea A
FaT Arfed, T8 fFar 1

TR FHfTee fag aegdt # @
FOEIRT@STH A H a7 & av
F5d & fF 7 & o aw yasfumd
T ¥ 95 gues § | Afew Su+ arg 9w
o gg ¥ 39 fF e faw 9% feanr
faax & ? Tt fowr wiT femm AW
T TF FT TE & | AL q97 =T qv
&9 # g W EE ¢ a1 F g agt W
FT 93 9 €, fegem ¥ am W
g

# g =gt g F e ot -
=< frum &, suwr afFg emr wfey,
IEET ARTES F9HT ATlgd | 9 fawmr
& | FT AT TR T T S
g SO T awa T & fF Ty
st afafafaat a= @ € <AaT 9g @
& T W §w, IZ 9T A 0 a*
o 5 # fpam A wTaT Sre e ar
WY A OF 8, e e awas
it &, fom T ¥ AR & graw ¥
TAF TR FY AT 1 %7 §F HR A
F g &1 7 A1 A aF T R
FATY ST FAT 3 FE H Y OF o
A E S AW F aEw § AR T A



4955 Resolution re:

WA W g, s
N W A A g, A aw g
3 & | A FY AT TEH AIAH g AT
& AT Hag A g AT A R

qAET-aA § g @g T oav
I g aqT WY a7 6 o gt 3T
oR oifews age S w9 AT §, @@
agT G A T § WK AR AT Ay
T ME § | T @A # qg FaT W@
a1 &9 F T HAT AT O G5 A
wafan aras g f& s fasmama
& gugs, grgar fawrgr &
FOLF, AT AR W HIOEE S,
I AN T 4, SN @m-ax 2 faa
g | ITH FIT AT-IF AT g qq
qr | gHIX YO WA &1 &F & A
= ¥ o7 fomr fo@d Ao g6
#Y € o Ty W fF gw wer Afa
Fofmm s 1 aga g0 am ¢ f&
IGF FE FEAT NG FT ATR
AR A5 HAA @W, g g ay
agT &1 1 41 qR oy wfaa §
Y geag 7 A, e ez afe-
T W AT {54 §, 3997 Faw gafag
gern o fF 7 safeq w6 fa=mora
&, e faerma & faems 9
T T F1 oA afed, feam T ==
T A FT IHGA FT & | §F HCAA
AT %1 Tear & i fet T B R
[ FT A1 AT I AW FTFIST
g f& "t Fe 7x, SR wadEm @,
gq @UF ¥, G0 AHG § 3@ A
F1 gra fomaT o 19 5 &9 A 3=
2 & mfafer a7 &3, 9@ ®1 A
forar s =nfed | fa=TRETT W v
oF & § o AT &Y A F A FAT
T3 &

# =g § f& @t awiarn
@F W R R w2 & fee e
St T G @ &, o @) wiaaew

BHADRA 15, 1885 (SAKA) Defence of India Act 4956

T S A} e @edr & A
= W # fear soo afy aree
= FH FT T § H9HT g a1 §F g
§ & ag widg ST A e} A AR
WA @ aT Oy dedl § @y fAge
T oG F AW E, W § aEr
arfeat § it T faae @t & 9 7w
g 93 @ 9 § |

s TRASGF JEA ;. GETEAT
AEET, g NI ®Rg A S
SEATT T@T g I9% g Sald 9gq &y
T a1 F1 @i foar @ fr e e
F fF 9L AT FA A1 a7 7, JAHT
STERIFAT & a7 4G | gE0 99 °g &
fF SuFT agmEE g § a1 gEEm
g 1§ wwean g 5 W o At
gl X AR feEr soo@ samEr
=gy NI |

T g § §g Fg7 4 oW #
q2d G A A 919 31 § I [o0F
FCAT AT E | S F I afaaat
¥ wrar g, fade & e & AR
TArT # g & W SR Fer
o wifamd = ASET F FFT AT AN
& g@l ¥ gl g FT WK I AW
ggi @18 St § A7 IHET Aded U §
fe 9 F f@aTs 9 a7 FX g7 a&ER
% fgars 9TE A AR § 1 AfwA
TF AT gAR (AT o A e S

st go To vdW : WURY I FV
e & S 3@ owmw T ®
fear g aga=

Y TEYEE AR ¢ 9g O I
¢ 5 (v arde #7 97 OF a6 T
FT Hi=l @ g7 9 Agl 99 IR T]
AF IA FT W TF AW WE@T 4T,
qar T 98 feed 99 wmEv v o



4957 Resolution re:

[st s a@red]
g S A WER G906 ¥ TS, a8
AT gA | a1 AT G | Oy e
IoTH GHY IR @AT TEAE 9% MR
T FAT AT |

g A s W feoa
Frgfaee fax g ¥ %2 sTa €
# AT FT 37 ArEar § v g wwfrel
N agg @ Afwat & agad @& §
S IR qG BT AT T FEr T g
@ g | g i @ aew
TR ITF a0 F WA AN T ATGA §
fF 9% g ¥ 93 7+ faega faaiw
I E?

77 ¥ W FEE R AT g |
ST ® qA AT T g a9 § T
WH WX WA geAt gt § 1 afewa
T O T F AT F ¥ HqFw
aw # 5 o sfesd &1 s @
TS & WX T TAT HAWL gral § 4 F
A F FAX FE TT TAT G AT E,
I IAHT TAAAT § @A) ¥ 9% Sy
2, T ofcfegfaar S g/ & oY
f& @arar & fag ara® a9 I &)
T #EE )X AR 2 N SEar #
o F AfeEd #1 a Fea O3
qET g 1 T IR ¥ oafw & a)
T a9 99 T9 G § A9 F qOHAT &
geow feafq & st ==t = € 5}
IH A AT TH AT @ FEA F
ST ATAT @ AR W F A
T & W@ gl ar faad ow & g
T AW A TF AT § q@ F qT FATA

% afrardy wfewrd @ Sed  fal oot

WA & 4t | AfRT W gH SES
TR G ? = g
¥ IR AT T Y T FAA
@ N fafasaam A ? Saras
2? ot & far f9<w =W 5 9=
¥ 9 GATT IZ q9 FI aR 9 A

SEPTEMBER 6, 1963 Defence of India Act 4958

foFar T o WK A A 0 feafq ag
g M ARk dw F 9 & ww
Toifow AR FEAfaEs @ g,
= FT I g # 9 frgam
FT a9 § WNE § | WK A
™ AW ¥ gw osaner g oW O§
it = F N TeEAIfaw FT AAE
SEET § IHH AT TSI FT SATRT
S TE fmw @war wfew S
s T Ao R dE § qg wET
ary wfafafudt & 7@ 3 F1 wE
FIAT AT & | AN W AR FeAlfas
T AR § AR R 3w aEn
gfsmagmuag g SWwaw

. ® g A AT § 9 ;U ag g H

fefs & ? o &n @@ gfesm @
Ty & a1 A ARG AR AT F A A
F1E 7z T8 § AR gafaq @ @ a1
FT FIE HTEIRAT T & !

TH q” OGET T IS
A foar 9 oF aor & Ay PR wem
FIA F WEIFAT § | TT ST
wwag g 5 o www ey
wifaa Tl FT gEERT gUT § A1 ag9aT
gAT & | &Y Y Aar A gar &, Afew
g @M Fa7 § 5wt § S
WRTE T ER § | AR WR
& I FY 91 79 0 F 5 s
N @ F AR E TF U W AR
g Ty fadedt wegfaee, @ @ @z
ITH G AgH T T | R s
%9 a1 1 7 ot e i e wegfee
qret ¥ IR v at F o e
T =g § 5 g aweataEt ®
M ¥ AR W & PO w6y
fire e g fF wia <& FrE ¥ i
guETfegl 1 W gwer T o1 gy
e F AT w5 A A geAEs
o fF I9T & ae §, Sew o mw



4959 Resolution re:

fare] TeTIT ATgE ¥ Jerar ®1 IgRIETQ

Fgwas e g | &= AW
97 IAFT ? ST AW ag @1 fF ag
AER T TREAT @iag FQ@ €
f5 s S wTFRT gET 99 T'@w &
TE N gU o, FfF & 8o ¥
HHT AT qF JqAL TIAT vt @,
T SHHT GHAT & & o JaR
T N, A A A dA T
FT GH qF 98 AT HT AOAT g
q IEFT [HFEAT FI GH | GG
STHT FET ag g & 5 ow ferr-
wW # @R foemg F s I A
AT B T AW A SHEFT AL
FOX & T FT A AE faemw o=
ATAE EAT AR FAT A fgrgmma #
AT G FT FIZ FATA T ISAT |
g T § TSI AIE AT TR T 4 |
It difg gt wifge @Y v faea
w3, 7 A A A A
faeg 39 TFR FY =T FT, AER
F FAT FT TR A FA F7 afona
Tg gt & % =t geamas Sar 3w
TR AT FT §TF T ARG AT FA
F waig Sw ¥ s fww
TG | TG T ALY BIAT 39 WIS T IFET
T ¥ fog & aae wgwe & | S
FAL AT ? ACHIE F A A 3 A
&, SO+ FIg gl AWl F d I /W §,
R M F W E I F [
faaifadt & sfad aogl &1 g
THEM AT &, AIAGA FT AT AT
2, 7 39 A & faars awi e wEwe
I AT ASTE AT § AF Ig WK T@v
FE F A G q e wmar
T8 IR AL & | T A qE A9
TS AT AT GRS FuT e,
foaar veewfe #, e & ot
F e W A TF T [ G (AT
ST gFAT, I9 ST W7 fgqT snang

BHADRA 15, 1885 (SAKA) Defence of India Act 4960

%7 faafedr § & wr 7Y ot w=gror &y
T F IR 9T ¥ Fer 5 fom oo
FAREIST  GTRT, IAHY 73T F FTT ASIGA
& 99T ThT T AT AR W AW F
fear srm @, seer g w7 faar mw
AT T FA F q09 | 39 @
®Y w1 oW FT fagr w0 Sv
FAEIT FT T § @I g &, T a<g
¥ ITATT T AT AT R | G TG
¥ q9g FT AT g AT A qF
I AT & G- § A6 WIS @AV
FA F wwa Frewns far w9t
S IF 79 AT I H 92 gU § Sq
T FAT g Fg (F ARG W FEA
FT G G W ] P W e
gfrearg #3 @t Fgr o= % 78 g
AT T FILT AT GG AL gE-
AN FT W & | TN FIE S TF AL &Y
FHAT | g9 A fF AT T A
T FRINT Y @I ] L A F @l
¥ ol g, wmadt gl ge,
315 e 7 FHT 0 W 9 qE
N TEER her gEr & SEH
FHY gt | WX gH 9 fgwa ¥ W
a1 3E G FA G g€ ¥ 1 weerEe
A TGAT ARG §, FAAGH | T § |
s fey WA & owmw 9H,
fet ®@E A7 9@, =T
e ¥ 9 7T agr e grfad
FA F FIfew 3 O FG T A T A8
oI FF 50 3§ s 1 18 feafa
& R g ST A A w7 F 2 g
&1 I T A S T8, A AR
# faer awg 1 718 S A, foe agg
1 B G T AR AT TS g
¥ ama 99 W E

ot A feafa ag & 5 s
AET F A AR ARG T G
IR TR FT GG g, 99 T AR
T 33 93 §T & | FE IS FA AL
=« W@ & 1 AW g & i A e



4961 Resolution re:

[ Tw §a% q1ea)]

FE G | =t g T & B Y wogy
& Jar &, FUwai g, N aoAfas golt
F FUFAT § AR WA I FHA &
geia 9§ WQ ST 8, Jfed a9
ey a7 W 59 9| & faear §
fr o WA R AT ], W
o ge WA & fgwrs TR Fwar
I 9T AT W FEA AR FF S
#1 gar faemr a1 g, 99§ @MW &
Y A g | W gag agt A ad
T N3 IT 4T | WHIE HAT F qUAA
St femmooiia sz a1 f watsw =
& g & at § F | F@EE F79,
IOY § IR IR G FT a6ET &7 FQ
4 7R F8Y 9 f5 IEW aga o=g I
AT & F =g Fw F@r § 7
AT g A qOTeg &9 ¥ §
TRIgaN M TA T agr g aw &
fagia o9 #€1 § W | F fa3,
Tg 3% &, AfsT v ogw mm i &
T F AN F ALER, AN F AW
AR oS F AT FT qQG A 7
= AE asiz w1 | @iy ww Wy
W ag F T QA qwr § oI
FTaEHaT TR 8 |

TF AAEAR G : ITH AqAT AT
fEIAa =S FHFCRE

= TR Ja% AEF © IT FT wAqET
IEW qA § ST nIer A wWAT
2\ W T gAF g a1 AL AT 9T A,
# wweAT 3

[T 7 AT & f@AATE NI @I
FIA FT I AS G TR | 27+
gaa & o o1 AT F e ]
g, O §Ne ¥ fagem § s g,
ITHT TEETE HT YU T F SRR
2@ ¥ gw faod a9 & A A &Y
e, wiadis oI aen

SEPTEMBER 6, 1963 Defence of India Act 4962

AfFT T A T AT & FEAA
N fgarag & sgg St T A R
T g% 37 FT ) 39 A F forEaE
T &7 FTHI # 2 §U § I9 FT7 997 IAT
T F HrEAr oF gEk & faars [/ E,
TF FEY F FIT AT T FT IW A
amy AR A F g @@
g AffT T W FEA &1 S9N
WA AT A @ d |

e fafa ¥ & fAdew s&w a2
¥ fF oot 9t Ao feafa dw Ay & &
FE GhewTe A feafq € &, g9 a9 a8
2 & aemren feafa & av ag g
SO FT AL AT GHT HIT SHA HIA TA-
fifaw fag & sow faofirad F1 g9
& fordr wiegET #1777 Ter e €0
# fragw s&w 5 w9 9< fa=me fear
I AR fow fom ot & &y saneer
g &1 3¢ g fogr fean s &y
& F fo7 TFT 7 qA H @ A W
TEq &) A T T T g AT 9T
fergaqIFFmIasNaT ¥
I FR ITH W GHT TG F T8 qrehet
g o T A wE A a1
FAT 8, 30 fod ¥ w19 48 F@T 3, 59
F faes N FET F WA IGR
& a%ar § WR Iq ¥ L WA 37 A
T FT FHA ¢ | 59 ok F =g fF
FTF 9% =2 g1, 3R 98qF A=qT Ay
oA 9FT T §, W1 AEH AR 9F5S
T §, 32 acere fOT R

=t TR &, T : 5t gHTEr S,
7g A TEE AT A S Y q1 F
mmﬁm‘fé E ar Eﬁ'oﬂ'rgoﬂr(o
F gy ¥ o s w14, § 56y faeww
GAA AN EI T AT ATH & & T 9T
FXOT G AFT £, T T H T T9W FTO0
TIFT Fa7 § fAaeT FAT 9RATE |

7 99 gug - A7 W 9T HWTHAC
fem sw wwg g W H wifoas



4963 Resolution re:

T F1T AT qg FY AT A | A
FF HWT FY T FT 7 HAT AT G A
TN TEAT F gAwE &1 g Aq) arAA
AT A7 YT W TF g FL @97 gAT
2w A T & o7 Ffew 99 g A
wgfee wE § & faamed o,
FWAM A AT F AT G AR FBSEF
qTY & | Z@IT A M S A THR
TE T T | I T fArd w7 OF
FATfAFE 91 | S A F 9T F I
& aarfs ar g dfafem afea
2 & qregae 1 R 9§ B M
Tifer o F /7 qEE ¥ G qd
q fog®T Fgn a1 fF <y 49 ara-
1T § Hrowrfed g1 AT AIEH | IAFHT
g a1 fF d@T ¥ S8 e 774 E
g X s #% gEa W AR T
FE T AL & | 31 fawe € Fr A
YT UF AT HS & A9 FT1 A006A |
g SO W g we /X EErfe O
Y, IR T AT H AT GTEIEEY
qTEl & TO TR ¥ FIAT4T |

afeT T 59 F WA G I/ FFT
6 72t QAT gt s gy foaay
P W UFNE g A 9 fF W &g 9evR
¥ UFAOIT 21T F ) FACTA I OAT
AT QW AR FGATE &Y I |
I ARIT T &1 97 T/ T U9 2y
T AT I H FT JIAA KiierT Gar g
qF T QA fF L7 I & gy A5y
fear % IR g 5 W g 5w
U T AIF FT ALATE I9TAT AT WG
sfga gFT | I qraT fw afs owa
= 7 a7 fzar @t wewe § w5 oA
o 3 H T 5 G | STo Ao UKo
F "HOT F 1 FYfAEr oEl 7 g
FALH T T AR OF 61T 90 o,
qfFT W T A e e afire
I & F AT T F a1 § wR w4

BHADRA 15, 1885 (SAKA) Defence of India Act 4964

& ¥ g & | wfE ATy A0 qar
e fF o @ e ¥ W E )
7 FTfgT a7 % 39 a9 &7 qJH0 91
f& AT AW q Fgy fFIw AT g
1 gfee & @y gu o w0 § fr o
&N A% Fwa ¥ fa¥ S F qgHE |y
g | % ag fraee e Area i wa
TR ¥ 7 faig #7 7 dawd X
ag 9T "ewl w9 fHAT, WX IEE
fad =t TR & STEN qEREAR
&A1 =nfed | feea T FEd 6 qEREaE
e o, agifs svafte o & amar
Sa i R A G a1 & g fw
I quG M F OF Ffawar qrEAw qar
g dr ) 3@ T F AW A fE
I FT G T AR F TR FATH A7
7 {67 7@ 19 1 e 39 a &7 fAoy
FT 5 37 qra Far a7 v o o
# wweran F fF o o S §
zag 7 qfera @ 1 AR R ; a somae
g, S &Y ATEr A gHT &1 AT
8 ¥ SR fRgr FIIA | UE § OF g
et e g, & fomd ar #
gg a1 f& S| 419X 9 #;T
ST fRaT 91 o) ST T @R OFr
wSFET a1 | Afew eREED w9 F
12 7 |/t wrefEt &1 ere fear @
AR QT A S F § 1w F1 g4eT
Tt & 5 S I w ¥ S §
@ AR I 9T qO1 T @ F< | gHHT
I HTTAAT qAZEAT AG | A 9 TF
R FT AT FT N A & T qF W
ITH! a7 T@AT EAT | XA AT qEIH
TeHifas aifedt ¥ 9§ o§HT WO
a1q e, 77 s fan & s garee-
qE I E | IT GHT AR T OF &
T, §F §F TRIAT FT HAEAT AT FJifE
I qEY LA A7 F GFA FT T T
T S99 q9 & GHA 97 | AfHA AT ART
919 ¥ Wg § SN A fE e 5@
THT woer AYHT §, quiEA 7 fF 9N



4965 Resolution re:

[ T mrgrw awda]

gat F i @i s @@ 3w A
oS &, W2 &, T OIS F HAT HAT
€531 3 T A g o fEeeEma
e QU I AFATE | IF AW ¥ FHET
fra amgsafF@miw waw
T BFLAT AT qAHATE, WX fgmem
¥ 919 H9H, FIH, ITL I FT TET
qE g | I @UE o7 5w aws
¥ T A FT AR GEY aE d
aifeear i HAT FIT AR gH ITHT
am ¥, &y afer g § gw
AT 1 3, IEATEA T F ST A
&t feafar gerw 2t o £ 5w 2w aw
AT ST 6 ITAT ST FHT | FEHT IR
- ol gy at fF 7 O 939y U
g, 39 T § 9 fadY e Y, afee
Zw &1 i & fAu ar ez uw g
ST AHS ZHT £ q T 9T gq9g oY 8
A & BT AT ET aFAT § W BT AN
AIHT F T3 9T A0 0T &, AfEA o9
T FT TAT FT I9 FHA HEAT q7
| 39 UF YA TR AT T TE
ghh, HR 39 @99di 9ed §ed &
FF F G AR A AR 9gW HAT &
A T A A vy o fF oewoaw
faer 3 39 7 AT F9T | I9F g 7Y
T ARt A G AwEA &0 FT |

¥ | SHIET WR I ST H UF awie
AT | I9 JUA TF (a9 § TF—
fo¥r = e &9 AT A F o E—
I ¥ T URIRGT A F T9GT 3 7 8T
% foro mravaear @ 69 &Y, el <
FYFE | AR JF AT F qrEAT-
F TFAT F A g § 929 & fqu
-JHIH ATYAT FT GHeaT F20 | T IO
J7 FAC FET qLT 4T A FH 7941
FTET | 99 I9€ & 90 g1 & 1% §aF

SEPTEMBER 6, 1963 Defence of India Act 4566

¥ fApaa o 9/ S A9 J S0 Mo &
ITH qoe F arR A wlatww JEer
[ATET @1 I Tyl fF a8 IW X qGI
T I AR AT & Foger T
ag & w51 § fF 5@ &w &7 i
TET FI FM AR PH IGHT FO0ET
F fag @zt I 1§ mwd g
e g i 9 g 3w FY e ¥ fag
T T G FT HTaw@HaT &1 av ;U g
T FgAr AR | 7 AT TEAEE A
ATATAT FL T & 6 S99 3% F:19
T2t AT 1T 3@ aR A e AAT
VEAT FT AR FA0 | AR wfawams
SETE AT F fAQAT T A aER AT
AT FT | AfFA g g W9
g, afer ~wR a9 § AR waEmEr
AR A & | faO o A Y A
T § 99 & §© wesr W1 g1 aFv
F1oWIAET YA FW@ 1 OAR
faeY ait &1 @ Few § 5 A
9T @ gF 2 99 HIT AT e
HrEigd F3 HT 7AW T FE |
AfFT AT R AV S T uF Er AT F
IG a9 W TETEw S, S =S
o o ;o FT faemwd F %,
Fgx 4 fF I awmaEq & T

oF I A Afrw g o F
fede & »Y uHo UHo TN F TV AT
ad FF oA | 7 FEfwe e §
9 AT FLF J & fF qE A woer e
AT T AT F STET A ferar =1f @ |
TN AR A oagg T WE 0
T g T 1§, TF @ferr gy
aifge wifz R 59 waR e &1
weER § 1 wegd ¥ o A aEy 7
f& qn #1 saen feacig e faemn
=if v, & @ % agn =f @, qu
FSIA &1 WL AFAE T 4Y § zafAw



4967  Resolution re:

eI G99 agAT wif € | 59 gFR
AR FT WIHAT AT § |

Fras ¥ o9 &9 F1 grEEE 990,
gad W Fegfree ol am g, seE
TTHT {1 gEE g, 97 a7 W gad
mfra § 9 Fga & 5 gwre o
Aedifue caTge Jou 99 oY & q:
I TAT w19 §, H IAET q {9
frFaan @ g% @@ wvgfee aef
IR #TT fAweEr § )

# qd g 9w § v o
Ff & ot a7 aws § f5 g
W F AN FAE &, I A -
fewer refra 7t 8, <50 fore & v e
¥ ARN F1 AgF A Fifaw F7Q E
framl #1 weFR & A ¥ e
g gwar wfuw do9 7 w= faemn
wifeuf T 3ew &9 & e Fof
T § | 3T gfAEA 1 gATT & oY
F@T & AR a0 Y #@ &, AfeT 3w
TRTC, AR, B, A IR | W
HIEAFAT 5 a1 F § f5 woge #
Fg A fF qu A I qq g
fFam #1 Fg7 Y wrazwar & fF aua
qt S agrm £ ) wWifw oA
X FFL ¥ @ gt &, o At fEar
TEE AFT T F qTAT§ AR @
qE IEF gat wTE &9 § wfaw W
FIH T FT JUTEA q@ME & | a5/
A gy gFT 9fge av fw dw &
I agiar g, Jfe e
Tt frart B wew & fF gera
A qE& F AT @R, G B IR
g5 qu Y sarer Faa faemm wifge
Y qH @ AU TG g, AR T
N I FET TN E | TR AW e
T[ET F2 AR T {6 TR a8 T
T A @ ¢, 9w S @ G
Y 7R fammw € f5 sqfaee oef o

BHADRA 15, 1885 (SAKA) Defence of India Act 4968

FT AT HIT AWM T AR FM g
TFEIL AT &, IH AR W9 AT 96

o, faodt @t ok Fegfael
FY T qeg Ft Ewfery ot & 1 Y
TR J9F q1ea J o fFae qeAEs v
qG W S F A gy
F1 Jea FFar 5k Fgr f 4fF s
FEER FY AT F7 T0OAU 9§ oA
¥ 9% #% 7 F femr wr | K qg A
faega e Fx AT W g 5 gy
JIFR JAET § AT @A § AR g
AT g FRO F fRe #Y o frewm
F & fou soqF € & | AfE e
TEATIF 7 UF I Far 91 (5 g w4
F GRA RET THT F s 0
=1fgq | o9 39 qNE ¥ AR AW F AN
74 & fau Fgar #9r gg F1% avgar
g7 I F FT T99 FgAT qg T
Y faeqr § 7§ Ag #4 qw W §
fo same W A1 AT & 3w 1 fawamw
T &, 3T H g9 ST AE T ;ET
£ 1 % %1 TgAq fafeam &9 & o9
ara € | AW 9T ¥ ag 917 fawge
we FT Qg | FEiay Tu A &
fae 4 wfise AR SOATSES el
HT FART FAT fF ITRT TEA T8 X
®E T fag fem s . L L .
Shri Ram Sewak Yadav: On a point
of information. I want to know from
the hon. Member whether Mr. Kishan
Patnaik has been arrested because he

said that the Prime Minister should
be turned out.

Shri R. S. Pandey: I am not speaking

here on behalf of the Home Ministry.
# oo fa=Te s@emr g fF omi

o ¥ N T IATE qg A TS gwr
W g ag W qar fzar @an fF
I e a<g & wwE S sfareeanget
MY FT GEANT F@ W A AW AA F
faw forar a1 f& qu™ A= A TS
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[sf <= @gr qida]

e FT I fawra 3 anfgm o &
T wmar fr o geT § osAwr
freaame {2t 9 & famg ameg aee
%t o s w7t aF faq 7 =ma-
g § ! 3F0 At e s @
Tfgrar EAFIfFF WA R
N TF FET AR AW F oA @
3T IFI AT AFTET F wreEAT FA
F1 gF § afe w7z AaerT @ @l
grar f 3 OF garT w4 F fog fom
f g 2 #1 fazer agwg &, 99% fag
Y goESAE weal # aage fFar
T ff ST IEA 9T FT J1E7 fawr
faar s |

ft AW THT FAFT (FRR) ¢
Jarenst weie, & #ow fae = Mores
F1 9T 1 g fF w1 e FrE S
ar far @ § SEEr sy g,
ZEIATT g1, AAT HF qg AW F«TAT
T AT FEY, I qF TEAHT T TR FH
FT 78 UF w@ax faem §

A, qF AT G AT AT
¥ ore forg SAmETr & a9 €Yo A;TZo
o TAFH (5% T § 347 fafameadr
F gy ag I | g 3@ famw § 4
Fg1 & fF aga & aafrm O § faaa
afafafomt 2o & fam & 721 § 7 g
1 99 R ot 7 sragsar a2
= FAAET @ A fgmwar 9@ wifge
frarer & a1 9% Wit v Arfead #7
St gor afwr St @7 @, ST § § wag-
) ¥ @E e AT | wEg J A
IR St sremE faar 3 o qAr
o AH I I IAHT qg ¥ 47 FF
T g agi F Far &1 Afaar F
afy sy SuTE &, a8 99 3faa
T & 1 & ag Fg Www § 5 ol
R ¥ a=E TR o AEo Ao FT
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ITAW FE a1 @ B ot fa g
W & AT farar W o w T
1T F forma fF gk T st # 5K
oo AT A frme @ oaerd #
fafaemr o= § & a@R F1 ST
Iq& UFAT =feg | ST F F owr
T mifed 3 gUeR a8 9| #=4 |
TR 9 4% § 5 39 favg @ Do
Mo WTo FT ITANT AGY [FHAT TT |
1 T & gz wAg S R oA faw
qiE st ¥ e faan fw ot s A
S Y FAE A § 3= @ fagag
TS T FTA q047 TATE ? F I
& fag 3@ o WEo WRo FT TAWM
AT | WU Fa g ar 7 a5
faaem wew f5 g soEs a|E AR
wF Efer demw ¥ faega fawrs
SIc-

¥ uF qud am w7 e g o
foa g o 7o ;o FT TARE-
#z g, fom @7 29 ge7 ¥ @8 d@%
A A & fo g Ay A g
FW &1 a9 forar 7T 3 A s 71
FFAT W@ F qTE & g9 T
T QT GG T AW T g9 e,
IFFRA A AT ag fazaw a1 fw
78 €to ATS0 W0 FTHL A T AW
foam st | ¥ Fan & qg % g
5 58 1o mrdo WXo & qyd W@y
§ o Tl fraqerdy, 4% A ieT
Il 8, T Y I F agr FEe mroey
N AT @ FEA F weaqiia afeg
frar mar ? ag e ¥ @ fr s
aafer AR fagaai 9@ WA
W FT T AG THEN W I
FIIT TV I Y A AW 1 AL AW
N A § A TEE AR o A
ST & AT 1 it 9 qg g% 9o
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o oY oo # =% Fa & a1 wR -
afeat #7q & 399 o ATSo Ao &
agd o faer wifed @ &g
@ WA qrfed ATEE &1 4gd e
ATAT gAT | AfFAF A Tg  Fa
et § % awafas =1 ¥ w3
T AT @ FTA FT GO FEAT
AR & A7 SEHET AGWEANT AT W TR
grar fF o ooy ¥ & F2rd & A
S g Tgf faegE o F Ay & S
g ggi frzag @ wreemE #37d §
ST AR AT AENT FE & 99 @9
F1 AT A G 3T AR FIIX FAG
Gl

# 7g fraee F3a =mean g fw <o
e Ao FT TIHR FIF F T WG
TFT F a8 waex oo fF g
gFRI & FAT § ag Ay @19 @
2 %l & | F quAn 9w fF |
T FF & a9 F a7 7 o
ST GHT & g1 A9 &7 & 7
|y F&E 9w #X faer R @ d
givafagae a<df 7E, a1 sg¥ ®@
FE GER 7 gEw fFar ?ow
WG e A e gafa g
T & fF Tu At &Y #E mreear
FX, FFAT SR F Afq A wyre=—T
F @ a8 fo ;o FRo F faFX
1 fear s @Y § 99 w=T § U FEAT
f 7@ @@ F Eo Lo TR0 T} 3Y
forefY soraeafY T o1 & forg S A
HqET 97 gFAT | F RS Ffaee @t
FT O AE T @ E O T TE
FgT & fF F12 N =f| o amER
M THE F@r g, Sifqal F fears
rerE ¥ gk A9 #) fafaw awvmr @
@ Su* faem g #1 TRW 99
& =nfew | # § ag awe 5 5@ W
T FIA FT AT H AT I FLHC
T g=NT g #1 a8 afawe fae
T & % g 7amm & ¥ 3RS aa

BHADRA 15, 1885 (SAKA) Drfence of India Act 4972

AR 7 3 ¥ FrE e | o
f star fifsa & #X a8 =g &
T ? AT ARG T FA GIFR A
gfee amr A i ey w3 FT A
T FHAT T AT FI SAS 2 FT &
# afqw gz qF 99 & Iw ? TR
WG T A 1 Jg 72w 97 £ sraar
&Y g% T HAHTY &7 ¥ 399 O A,
wEE AT ¥ FEA A, ar few
# ggwm 5 99w FEA #ToAE
T wgwa 87 gar § afew gEmmw
A

q § U § HAi qIHER g G
Fga gaT g fF 30 § ey 99 @
A TF R ET I I AT AR
arfa? gHese) & Fgi 9 7 HHE Y FE
9T arEt At g, ey faend ag
gear & 1 o axg & T FTed w)
fog a7z & Towt & 1 qger W
& I T A @ § WIS A A @©
& 1 7g = & g 7€) Fear g, e a=i
& gaey FE FEd & 9% B ard & ;i
fowiame @ & 7 9g F8a & 5 wer-
IR T 7§ H ) FOY g § F9 aF
faqar avm@ &1 91 W ag @y
aTasr 2 g # Ifeq ag av
9% FIE F 919 T d<g F WEHENR,
T A feT Wi FT AT FA D Y
YIRS &7 FAA * F=01q FI0 I8 |
9 g3 FT TRNR & I AR
fRr @l ad marat g v a
Y #9417 g1, afg I9F) 3@ AT @
FA & Fgq a9 & AW Q¥ AT
FAAdT fF §3F a7FE 39 7gE W
fait qg WY <ot wAel § Q9 Ag A
AT FTEAY & | Sar ¥ | AT ;AR
 grfa T Afagi F faeg A=t
T & fag awFrc w1 a8 wfewr gt
g ifamoafm fm e amw
Fae gAT & 9HY wuAr a9y fAww g g
2 | YEIST F qAT AR WG T AT
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[=r M 75T FF3]

§ FHAS FT T I G qF AT GG
™R & fzga 39 a7 serfat
¥ faeg 9 FEE T FQ § AR
I IR AY WL AW IF A A
& fr foeelt @09 ¥ TwoST @
& T FEAS ¥ AT AT I HE 7
&t feft qeg & o fag &) W
afew arafas & & 300 &1 Sgr a8
& gwar & | 99 39 fawa § ag
i...

IR WA - TG T A @I
2, T AT geR W AR T 9T
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FreT AT & 7

st WY siwT g ;o gp, ) #
T IR A G =g

ST ARG - AF | AT
I W] T AT WG AT G |

17 hrs.

The Lok Sabhqg ther adjourned
till Elever of the Clock on Mon-
day, September 9, 1963|Bhadra 18.
1885 (Saka).



