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Committee on Private Members’
Bills and Resolutions presented to
the House on the 16th December,
1964.”

The motion was adopted.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker:
introduced.

Bills to be

Shri Yashpal Singh is not here,

Shri Abdul Ghani Goni—not here.
Shri Gopal Datt Mengi.

14.30-1/2 hrs.

INDIAN PENAL CODE
(AMENDMENT) BILL*

(Insertion of new sections 298-A etc.)

Shri Gopal Datt Mengi (Nominated
—Jammu and Kashmir): I beg to
move for leave to introduce a Bill
further to amend the Indian Penal
Code, 1860.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill further to amend the
Indian Penal Code, 1860.”

The motion was adopted.

Shri Gopal Datt Mengi:
the Bill.

I introduce

14.30-314 hrs.

CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)
BILL*

(Amendment of Articles 1, 2, 3, 4 etc.)

= wwmE T men (faeR)
# weara w31 g 5 owa ¥ gfaga
A A FMET FIA a9 faq BOFW
FTA F wgAly & A
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker. The question is:

“That leave be granted to in-
troduce a Bill further to amend
the Constitution of India.”

The motion was adopted.
Y gFaET ey § fagaw
FT 9T FIATE |
14.31 hrs.

REPRESENTATION OF THE
PEOPLE (AMENDMENT) BILL—
contd.

(Amendment of section 7) by Shri -
D. C. Sharma.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House
will now proceed with the further
consideration of the following motion
moved by Shri D. C. Sharma on the
4th December, 1964:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Representation of the People
Act, 1951, be taken into conside-
ration.”

The time taken is 12 minutes and
therefore one hour and forty-eight
minutes remain.

Shri D. C. Sharma: (Gurdaspur):
On that day I took only two minutes.
After that the question of quorum
was raised and the House had to ad-
journ.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is it two or
twelve minutes?

Shri D. C. Sharma: Two. Therefore
one hour and fifty-eight minutes are
left. I think a large number of Mem-
bers want to speak in favour of this
Bill, and also perhaps oppose the
Bill.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Yes, he had
taken only two minutes. He may now
proceed with his speech.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Sir, I want to
submit very respestfully that this Bill
has not been brought forward by me
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because I have been actuateq by any
spite or malice or animus against any
princely ruler. Some of them adorn
the benches of this House on both
sides and, I think, are very worthy
persons. Some of them I call as my
friends, and I have no end of regard
for them. They make their contri-
bution to the proceedings of this
House in a very dignified way some-
times. ...

Shri Nambiar (Tiruchirapalli):
Always.
Shri D. C. Sharma: .... and they

are very good citizens of India. So it

~should not be understood that I am
moving this Bil] in order to take away
the privileges from somebody which
is hig due.

1 only wish to submit that we en-
tered into g covenant with them when
the Constitution was promulgated,
and when the peaceful integration of
Indian States took place we gave them
what are called privy purses. Now,
these privy purses are a kind
of special privilege. They re-
tain all their titles, all their dignities
and all their ceremonial even now,
which they enjoyed when they were
ruling princes. At the same time, the
privy purse given to them is tax-
free. Of course, this may not be an
exception in their case: there are
other functionaries also in this Gov-
ernment who enjoy tax-free salaries
and other things.

Then, they also enjoy immunity
from the due process of law in civil
and criminal proceedings. There was
a time when one thousand applica-
tiong to sue them were pending in
the Home Ministry, and the Govern-
ment granted consent in some cases.

But, on the whole, they enjoy pri-
vileges which are unheard of in any
democtatic country. These privileges
are comparable to the privileges which
are cnjoyed by the peers in the
United Kingdom. They gzet, what it
called, royal bounty. These privy
purses are not in the nature of a
pension, or in the nature of an ex-
gratia psyment, or in the nature of &
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montkly allowance or an annual al-
lowance, but they are in the nature of
a bounty granted by the Govern-
of Incia, by the sovereign body.

Yuu will remember that there was
a piquant fight in the United King-
dom about the relinquishing of the
priviieges of the peers. There was
one peer who was described hy some
privileges of the peers. There was
he 57d, “why should I be described
as reiwuclant peer, I am a persistent
comrr cner”. He gave up his peredi-
tary title and became a commoner.
Sir Alec Douglas-Home who is now
the Leader of the Opposition in the
House of Commons and who was pre-
viously the Prime Minister of the
United Kingdom gave up his title ard
became a commoner, and he fought
the electisns to the House of Com-
mons. In the same way Lord Hail-
sham, now known ag Quintin Hogg.
who was Minister of Science in the
Conservative Government, gave up
his peerage in order to become a
commoner and in order to make him-
self eligible for election to the House
of Commons.

I helieve that these gentlemen here
in India are at par with those peers.
And 1 think that while they enjoy all
those privileges, they should not have
the privilege of fighting the elections
to the State Assemblies or to Parlia-
ment.

Some persons think that as 3 Con-
gressman 1 feel afraid of them. Some
persons think that the party which
they represent is going to acquire
power in two States of India in the
year 1967. Some persons say that we,
the Congressmen, are in a way being
driven into this course of action be-
cause we are scared of them. It is
nothing like that. It is not the Bill
which has been produced as a result
of anv panic—the Bill which T am
presenting to this House—or as a re-
sult of any kind of scare, mental,
psvohological or physical. It is noth-
ing of the kind. We have been facing
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al] kinds of scares al) these years; we
shall face them also. But I feel that
in a country where we have a repub-
lican form of government, in 3 coun-
try whose policy is to achieve a social-
istic pattern of society, in a country
which hag declared so many offices as
offices of profit and debarred persons
holding such offices from fighting
elections, the fact that these princes
shoulq enjoy privy purses is a legal
and constitutional anachronism. There-
fore, I believe that they should be
done away with as early as possible.

Shri Brij Raj Singh (Bareilly):
They should be killed or what?

Shri D. C. Sharma: I do not want
anybody to be killed. I said that
these privileges should be done away
with. T do not want to kill anybody.
If 1 think of killing anybody he will
kill me first before I kill him. There-
fore, I do not think of that even in
self-defence.

1 wag submitting very respectfully
that there are many offices of profit
and there is a Committee of this
House which is having this under re-
view constantly. The Vice-Chancel-
lor of a university is thought to be a
person who is having an office of pro-
fit. Government contractors are
thought to be persons who derive pro-
fit from their transactions with the
Government. There are so many other
persons who have been debarred.
Therefore, if we debar these persons
from fighting elections to the Lok
Sabha or to the State Assembl:es we
are not doing something which is ex-
ceptional; we are only extending the
ban to them which already exists in
the case of so many categories of per-
sons. Therefore, I feel that it is in
the fitness of things that these per-
sons, these princes who are the bene-
ficiaries of State bounties should
not be allowed as commoners or as
ordinary citizens to fight elections to
the Lok Sabha or to the State Assem-
blies.

There is another point. I remember
having read a statement which was
made by a person connected with one
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of the princely houses in India. ] am
sorry I have not been able to lay my
hands on that statement. It was re-
produced in the papers of India. It was
said that these privy purses are given
ty the Congress Government to the
rrinces as a form of bribery. Tha* is
what was said by a persons who hap-
pened to be connected with one of
the princely houses in India.

An Hon. Member: Who was that per-
son?

Shri D. €. Sharma: I do not want
tv mention names. Now, if that is the
attitude of the recipients of these
privy purses, that the Congress Gov-
ernment is trying to bribe them inte
siience or is trying to make them
forgel their duties by means of these
privy purses, I think the sooner they
are done away with—by “they” I
mean the privy purses and not the
persons—the better it is.

Another point that I want to make
is, that it would be thought that we
have been having his question before
us for a very long time. This question
was discusseq in the Rajya Sabha that
the privy purses should be stopped.
It was discussed, I think, at one of
the meetings of the Indian National
Congress also, that we should do away
with the privy purses. My feeling is
that these maharajahs and rajahs and
other persons should conform to t!ra
general pattern of citizenship in India.
They should cease to be subjects of
controversy either at the hands of the
Congressmen or at the hands of the
Communist Party or gome other
party. They should be able to func-
ticn as normal citizeng of India. I be-
lieve that, that can be achieved only
i? the privy purses are withdraw:
from them.

Now, Sir, you may say that the
total amount of money p;ld 5l:oy wa};
of privy purses is only Rs. 5§ crore
2 yzaers against a budget of Rs. 2060
crores and that the amount is very
small. It wil] also be saig that there
are certain princes who get only a
privy purse of Rs. 5000 a year. But it
is said, for instance, that Hyderabad
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gels about Rs. 50 lakhs a year, Baroda

gets Rs. 26,50,000 a year......

Shri Karni Singhji (Bikaner): No
more.

Dr. M. S. Aney (Nagpur): You are
deaimng with obsolete informatioi.

Shri D, C. Sharma: Mysore gets
Rs. 26,00,000, Gwalior gets Rs. 2b
lakhs, Patiala gets Rs. 17 lakhs,

ikaner gets Rs. 17 lakhs, Jodhpur
_gei-s Rs. 17,50,000, Indore gets Ras. 15
izkhs and Bhopal gets Rs. 11 iakls.

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida
(Anand): You are quoting old figures.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I know that
some of these have been downgraded
on account of certain reasons into
which I do not want to go. I am also
aware of the fact....

An hon. Member: Why don't you
start from Maharana Pratap’s time?

Shri D. C. Sharma: I know that some
of these worthy persons, the rulers of
some of these ex-princely States, gave
away ten per cent or more of their
privy purses when the national emer-
gency arose.

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida: I had
surrendered my full pension in 1947,
I get not even one paisa now.

Shri D. C. Sharma: The hon. Mem-
ber is the Maharajah of which place?

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida: I am
the Maharajah of Bharat that is India.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Then I am also a
Maharaja.

An hon. Member:
out a privy purse.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.
We are not concerned with that. We
are concerned with the Bill before us.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Sir, I was sub-
mitting, very respectfully, that they
showed a great dea] of patriotism when
the national emergency was declared
and some of them parted with a part
of their privy purses so that our de-
fence preparedness should be there.
Now, I think, all these are, so to say,
partial attempts at assimilation with
the genera] mass of the people, these
are fragmentary efforts in order to
become part of the general electorate

Maharajah with-
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in India. These are small things which
enable them to identify themselves
slightly with the population of India.
My only desire ‘is that they should
identify themselves fully and wholly
and unhesitatingly with the population
of India. They should stand on the
same level as my hon. friend over
there who interrupted me standgs there
or as I stand here. I am making an
appeal to them in the name of de-
mocracy that they should try to give
up these privy purses. Some persons
have given up their peerages in the
United Kingdom. Sir Alec Douglas
Home, Lord Hailsham and otherg have
given up their peerage so that they
could identify themselves with the peo-
ple of their country. In the case of our
princes also, I know their desire is tc
do so. I know that they want to be
one with the people. They are one
with the people in their desire for de-
mocracy, socialism and all those values
for which India stands. I think then
path will become easy, their path will
become clear and free from any ob-
struction if they give up the privy
purses and then try to become one
with the rest of the population of
India. With these words, I move this
Bill for consideration.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The moticn has
already been placed before the House

earlier. I would request hon. Mem-
bers not to take more than five
minutes.

Shri Nambiar: I am very glad that
the hon. Member, Shri D. C. Sharma
has given us 3 very good opportunity
to put an end to the privy purse of
the ex-rulers. I have got many of my
friends here on both sides of the Hause
who are ex-rulers, who or their family
members may be the recipients of
privy purse. With all respect to them
and taking their permission, let us
come out with our opinion that privy
purse is a system which corrupts the
political life.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We are cin-
cerned only with the amendmenti o"
the Representation of the People Act;
not with the abolition of privy purse
as such.
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Shri Karni Singhji: I think the word

“princes” is enough for him to a3y
something.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
Yashpal Singh.

st qmare fag (Fuar) - SameAe
w3, St fae o Yo dro wat 7
gwr ot &, v wwerw § 5 & sy
3aF 97 garwa T@ ¥ asar |
zafay fr fadr o fow avg & Tt
F1 faadt § 3 TO% ¥ g7 OF F¥
¥% 7 F° famar & | arfamie &
A #1 W T fyear &, a6RS
Fr oY g fawdt & 1 g feg &1
o THT | g aT g8 § fFoaw
Fifrggma & T FT 43 & 5 o0
FeE T Al BAT, TG gH F§ AN &
fr z9 gawl $Fa@ FOTAREr &, 99
¥ g A A w5 oot &
Far Fq3 fear g f5 gaF1 fadt oF
qfaq 1 IR F15 3@ v o
[T FT G AT E 1 IAF AT T g
F zfmr ¥ §v &7 37 famat &
gifaer fFar a1 1 78 39 F7 97 § F3T
frafgem ar, 3987 99 F ST §H0-
w127 97 fF q@R @ T &1 o Aar
F 377, q5F & Y vy #% F, M
AT A GT@T HT LY 9 AT AT
faar o ©F fRq # ¥ e @
el

Now, Shri

14-54 hrs.
{SHR1 KHADILKAR in the Chair]

T THT 6 TR STF AT F fAT
5 #fez faar s, aomw 39 F %
TTE ATAF FT AT, JAT! [ARFATK
Y AT, Y I &7 OrET o g A
W2 W AwA H oAg mrar &
Zq {2 F7 79T FqT & | I TEATIF
AT 71 75T 9 § 5 fFeag gr ow
F T W7 g1 S1fgq | qrfeaTaEe
&F weadl &1, AqEEST & AT &,
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faurm asr o fagm aftag 3 gy
FT &l Qo HR WaT 99 §& e § )
T 7 IF OF fagr qAT ifge fe
g TAFIT q a, el grfafer ¥
T o3, fret ol & 7 %58 01 &
aaw ¥ agt war f& o @ w4 gw
foor &7 s=va o7 &

Farar g fF ar $fsar Wear &
11 979 3% a8 Fifaw w1 7¢ fF qrave
ufadz &1 g9o 3 F@r 91, afe
F o7 oY faats & ot I &, A ag
T FT R 2 &, IRTAT F
s 37 & 1 & quAt Frgar g fE e
& T 59 faw &7 IE@ 9T 1 AT
ag FFT AT 9 TS F7 foAwT 52
Wt oY aF qar a@r 5 UTET aF
w9 97 WET JET & a7 TF 5 9%
&t oY & 1 o S g w8,
fo @R F FETIR ®R [9wE &7
qFEar far g, S fAew & fay
T 39 faw &7 TeTT 9gT & | & wgAT
=rgarg f+ 9 faw £ faege aravasar
gt g 1 w9 faw wew s
T ¥ 9T ¥ gu AAE fafarex
F %y f¥ s a9 F WL 37 TN
gfeafqe oo & o7 & & w7 fF
FUEAT AR aAf99X F 9 § | 18
@ 39 uffeade & Fgr wE 2
f OF €197 & A< 37 AGHT TRI &
AFT FX AT T | g FIEFR IAH
FI3AT AW ifa qgt 3 awdr &
og SR TSy F3T AT | 9gF T AR
qEAE wEgrTS T fag 7 asa e
qr A 26 G qF AP AT § TF
ot I Y g€, 3 a9 F 0F %
Sff 37T 8T 9T | ag 3fage W A
1 grefl §, = fagre Sar FX AW
SISy 1 26 ATAT F WEL TF ATFAT
aar gur 41 6 ox = JAg A1 ad-
qedl 1T IS FT T T4 T | 7GRS
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[+ awTe fag)

J oo Svo gfm #:t gt *7, &t fx
U HIF 97, FET AT F TR 24 A
27 ¥ weew gy aq| T wE ar §
JrErd ¥ ATET F1 g [AE d g
¥ gegar gm 1 WEAw B M,
Tgre B T HIT 18 HEl F WRL
g TS A AT AE | foeeT F wE
ag grea & % 20 wefeai g 99,
fredfar & 39 &0, AT I9@T 9@ |
a7 | wr Filow g 7 g fe fam
qTHA WH T AT F IWFN G
fear, @ 3N F) #qT T § T4,
YT F71 G 99T FT 3F I FT 4T
# 2, Fr fF%reT § uF-0F 9 34
g 7 gfeat &, 70 I I sfagw
Fi A ¥ sfaem § fagm v
d1 gt 9% 19% T qE A Il
F e a9 | 9 & 1 9w dw
¥ AEI A FEA 7T ¥ €S "G
AT WY @& F1 grgfa S F19 7T
F7 W &1 & F fqq @ 77 F o
ey W #7471 |

¥ 57 i § famr i dar F7ar §
f& 3z faor ST BT am@
o1 29 fae ¥ ArEvEwar agr g 1 S
AR W KT TAT FT FFA § IART I
F1 T FT AR FET FT AR ITHT
T fear sy v 3 agi 9w AE

TF AT G ¢ WG IS GAL
& fgeme § )

*ff amarw (&g : &, § aeeifast
F faars g, § gerrgea & faars
g, TRt #1 g% WA ¥ fgemw g,
fs TS FT AW a1 98 47 fw
S o 9 F7 famEa F1 5% Tw qeHt
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WIS AET FT FHIT A7 a9 a% € AT
T W ¥ FEN g8 W= 98 9%
Fraw fFar '

TIET W qIE g SR gRT
21 B TH AW, gL O qrfA H F
T HIE FAART GIAT & 1 g A &
IR Y IR ARHT g g o
g, T W § § OF wewr agi & 7 &1
afsw uF wEHT *7 @41 @, OF FEAT
F AT g1 &, FT /G FIKT Fy H
A F 5T 1§ 3@ gewr A7 awman
3 ¥ faaa wesi § *gAT Wigar 3
fF g3 fawr & #% faw 9 adf &
% oot sk gy swraAT & T A & o
TF T F @M AT T FIT 7T 918,
oF fq 1 @87 § g fzar 97,
S f wver o7 A7 #Y TeAT FE qFAT
AW AGH 9T gARR AERTN FAT fag
d3gu &1 Ay 3w A 3w A 98 wfew
H we@ HE | WX IT FT ZEAEA
AT 9T & fawe A &, wwa #
N 9T | w T Pt & ot e
o, q1 AT F3 |

aF ate § 7 76 0%, 38 nifFmge
F g A S AHAE A7 Ero o
FOUHETET F 5T 41 fF AT 900
FT1T 794 arfEeE o< gy | aife-
WH AFES g WRA ¥ 9 W Fo
FT | TAAT ®OAT ATA FT qIfdzar
= @ifaw &1 afes mfsmm 2 ad
7]T & A g geFe fafzsar fra
W& | WFF g7 39 7 981 qa94T )
a% 900 FIT 897 57 T R § 097
AT FT fr@ar qwq &, 9 AT UF EE
FT AIAET 3 FE | AT A
qat ®I, FAYT F AT BT TF T
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FTHTAEY X & A, 98 TF 8 & AT
qifseaTT & 900 FAUT TI4T TgT AT
X femgar 37 fam /v 3 @ 2w
£ @ w g T I3 AW
#1 91 a1 §, 38 qi=1 faan iy,
F 3w FY T F FC AT WIT T @
& Tt w1 fAeT W& 97 w1 T A
fear o | 39 vkt & @y § 7@ faw
#1 farg w3 8

Shri M. L. Jadhav (Malegaon): Mr.
Chairman, I rise to oppose the Bil] that
is before the House. I feel this Bill
has been brought before the House on
the assumption that some royal bounty
is being given by the President. I fa.i
to understand how, when kingship is
not known to India when India ‘s a
tederal republic, ruled by democracy.
the royal bounty can be there. When
these princes were the rulers, they
haq their own status. When India be-
came independent, of their own accord
they merged their States with the
Indian Union.

You must remember Sardar Patel
who played an important role. He
tried to have the confidence of the
former rulers and played an impor-
tant part in the integration of India
and having India as one independent
Indian Union. In that light I feel
that the privy purses that are being
given are a part of the consideration
for merging their States. By merg-
ing their States they are having
some money by way of privy purses
and are having some concessions and
some honours because they were
former rulers .of certain Indian
States.

15 hrs.

Shri Yashpal Singh has referred to
the meritorious deeds of their pre-
decessors. or their ancestors. I feel
that these States were there because
their ancestors played such an im-
portant part at one time or the other.
Now if, after the merger we are go-
ing to deprive them of the right to
contest an election it is against the

AGRAHAYANA 27, 1886 (SAKA)

of the People 5758
(Amendment) Bill

Constitution. Under the Constitution
any voter can be a candidate and a
voter is one who is an adult, male or
female. In the light of that I cannot
understand why a certain person,
because he is a former ruler ¢r prince
and is getting some privy purse,
should be deprived of his right to be
a candidate or to contest elections.

Such a Bill is against the provisiens
of our Constitution and is against our
ideology. In India all men have equal
opportunities. They have an equal
chance of contesting and winning the
confidence of the people. No ruler
comes to this House because he is a
ruler. He comes here as an indivi-
dual who represents nine lakhs of
people and because the voters choose:
him as the man of their confidence.
Therefore he comes here as a repre-
sentative of the people.

Therefore I fee] that the Bill that is
before the House is against the Cons-
titution and the fundamental rights.
I, therefore, oppose the Bill that is
before the House.

Shri Man Sinh P, Patel (Meh-
sana): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I am not in
a position to support my hon. friend’s
Bill even though I would like to say
that the principle that he wants to
enunciate through this Bill, not through
the objects, is not very bad. He has
tried to give a parallel example of the
House of Commons in the United
Kingdom where a particular type of
bounty being given is like the privy
purses being given in the Indian
Union.

Looking to the past history, the
type of dominion status that was being
suggested by the Cripps Mission, how
did the ruling class as a whole did
initiate themselves in the same spirit
of the Indian Union at that time? As
my hon. friend, Shri Yashpal Singh,
tried to explain, it is not a question
of a particular community or caste,
but it is a question of particular class
of persons who held their own sove-
reign states in a particular way.
Some of the princely States had bet-
ter democratic and social institutions
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in their States and popular regimes
also for which we can be proud. Due
to the thinking going on at that time,
in a nice way the present sovereign
Trepublic was brought about.

But, at the same time, sometimes
we do find from our hon. Communist
friends that there are specia]l advan-
tages to certain classes of people even
in the present system of franchise.
Some hon. Members may feel that
because a privy purse is allowed to
the princes when they come before
the electorate there may be special
advantages attached to them either of
finance or of their previous goodwill.
But then there are so many special
advantages to the industrialists in this
country who have got enormous funds
with them to spend. Not only that,
the Government has made special
legislation that companies can spend
money by giving it either to the poli-
tica] parties directly or indirectly or
to the candidates of their choice
through political parties. If we look
from this angle, the advantages there
‘are much more than to rulers getting
privy purses in the country as a
‘whole.

What does section 7 say? Accord-
ing to section 7, the disqualification
attached should not be to particular
section of the people but it should be
as a whole. We have accepted that
there shoulg be wuniversal suffrage,
that is, when the age becomes 21
years. Any voter is eligible for con-
testing e'ections subjects to the dis-
qualifications mentioned up to (f).
Now my hon. friend wants to add to
it. That applies to a section of the
people, that is, to those who are en-
titled to privy purses.

My hon. friend also said that there
is a custom in UK. that if the peer-
age is renounced by him the person
is eligible to be elected. That may
e the custom for the House of Com-
mons or House of Lords. He says
‘that if a ruler decides to renunciate
the privy purse, he will be entitled to
Dbe elected because he will not come
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under the amended section. Then,
what about the industrialists and
those persons, who the Finance Minis-
ter said are about 700 and 800, and
whose income is more than a million
rupees? I think, this principle ap-
plies there also. Therefore simply
because some income through privy
purse has been made income-tax free,
it should not be a disqualification.

These purses cannot be called as
bribery—some very harsh language
was used by my hon. friend. It was
a consideration. They enjoyed a
sovereign status under the Constitu-
tion of 1935. Whatever might have
been given to them was a considera-
tion for the maintenance of these citi-
zens, who are now equal citizens and
who desired to renounce that particu-
lar status, even though they had a
particular standard of living and a
particular stature for themselves for
a longer period. It is not a heredi-
tary privy purse. It has already been
pruned in two or three cases special-
ly in my own State. My hon. friend,
Shri Gaikwad who is a Member of
this House, gets hardly Rs. 10 lakhs
or Rs. 103 lakhs even though his
father used to get Rs. 26 lakhs. These
privy purses attached to a particular
class prevalent before independence
are going to be wiped out after a
number of years. So I do not agree
with the objects and reasons under-
lying this Bill. Therefore, I oppose
the Bill.

Shri N. Dandeker (Gonda): Mr.
Chairman, Sir, when I saw this Bill,
1 read it with considerable anxiety
because, I think, what is at stake here
is not just a matter of somebody's
right to be elected to Parliament or
somebody’s right to contest an elec-
tion. 1 feel, what is at stake here is
good conscience and the honour of
this country. I shall presently deve-
lop that point.

1 take part in this debate with a
sence of anxiety, not as belonging to
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a particular party but as a citizen of
this country and also as one who had
some part during those two years
1947 to 1949, in what we then called
from our side of the table, the liqui-
dation of the Indian States.

1 am glad, in a way, that Mr.
Sharma, in moving this Bill was, on
the whole, very moderate in the lan-
guage he used and I propose to follow
in his footsteps. And so if I on this
occasion, use any intemperate words
or phrases, believe me, it would be
unwittingly so, not because I desire
to score a point.

The first thing to note about this
Bill is that what trying to do is to
deprive something like 500 citizens of
this country—only that figure—of the
right attaching to the citizenship of
this country. It is a very serious
proposition that the mover js puttting
forward namely that some 500 or 600
gentlemen,—some of them may be
ladies also—who are in receipt of
privy purses are, for that reason
alone, to be deprived of the right of
citizenship in terms of the right to
stand for an elective office, the high-
est elective office, namely, the mem~
bership of the Lok Sabha or of the
Upper House. I am quite clear im
my mind—I do not wish to develop
that argument particularly,—that this
would be utterly unconstitutional
even in technical terms. That is to
say, I have no doubt that if this thing
was technically examined, it will be
found unconstitutional as offending
the fundamental rights of the citizens
of this country.

In saying that, I am aware of the
fact that certain categories of per-
sons have, under Section 7 of the
Representation of People Act, been
specifically excluded from the right
to stand for elections t, Parliament.
I one reads those clauses, the six
clauses that there are, and only six,
they are concerned with depriving
certain categories of citizens of the
right to be elected to this House on
grounds of public interest. Criminals
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are excluded; persons who have been
guilty of corrupt practices are exclua-
ed; people who are having contracts
with Government are to be excluded;
people who are directors of companies
in which Government have an over-
riding interest are to be excluded;
people holding offices of profit under
Government have to be excluded;
and other persons of that Kkind
Now, those are perfectly unders-
tandable reasons why in the publi¢
interest it is necessary,— if we are tv
keep our politics clean and if the
working of this House is to remain
clean,—that certain categories of per-
sons ought to be excluded from their
otherwise fundamental right as a citi-
zen to be elected to this House. So,
I ask: What public jnterest will be
served by excluding these 600 or 500
ex-Rulers or whatever their number
may be, from this fundamental right?
I cannot think of a single public in-
terest. I take the mover’s assurance
that he is not prompted to move this
Bill by the fear that the Congress
Party may loose elections and that he
is not frightened, or activated politi-
cally in moving this Bill by the pos-
sibility, that the Swatantra Party
may win majorities in some States,
a Party which has a few rulers—
Congress Party has many more,—
that he is not concerned with politi-
cal jssues. He said that he did not
care whether it was Rajasthan or
maybe Orissa, or whatever State it
is, that goes over to a majority Swa-
tantra Party rule. I am delighted to
hear that. But if there is no public
interest of any kind to be served by
this, and if there is no private inte-
rest of any kind served by this,—I
accept his assurance that the private
interests in the Congress Party will
not be subserved, or, at any rate,
even they may be subserved, that it
is not the intention of this particular
measure—then I fail to see what pub-
lic interest whatsoever is going to
be served by excluding these worthy
people, as he called them, from the
fundamental right of citizenship.
Now, I would like to go to the
next point. As I said, what is at
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stake is the good conscience and
honour of this country in a matter of
this kind. As I said, I was associated
with the processes, during a part of
the two years 1947 to 1949 concerned
with the mergers of the Indian Sta-
tes sometimes intg particular existing
provinces,—such as, Orissa or Bom-
bay, or whatever it may be, or their
mergers into the newly formed Unions
of Indian States. It all came about
as g direct consequence of the Indian
Independence Act whereby, as a re-
sult of section 7 of that Act, the Rulers
technically became completely inde-
pendent and we as well as they were
freed entirely of any obligations to-
wards each other. That was followed
by what is known as the Stand-still
Agreements, that is to say, for a cer-
tain period of time, the status quo
ante in the matter of trade and com-
munications and posts and telegraphs
was continued. That, in turn, was
followed by what is known as the
Instrument of Accession whereby the
Rulers of Indian States acceded to
the then Dominion of India and final-
ly the process was followed through
by the Instruments of Merger. I was
an active participant at the later
stages of this process and, beleive
me, those were anxious days. They
were anxious days for us not merely
as regards the integrity and the unity
of the country within India, but they
were also anxious days for us as re-
gards the integrity and the defence
of this country vis-a-vis Pakistan,
Those were anxious days not merely
for the people of “Indian” India, so to
speak, but also for the people of the
Indian States and they were also
anxious days for the Rulers of the
Indian States. When the massive
current of Indian independence was
flowing strong, it was for the rulers
and their people to consider which
way they were going to lean on
this enormous treng of history. The
wishes of the people of Indian States
were quite clear. They wanted to be
with us; they were part of us and
one of us. The burden fell very
heavily therefore, on the then Rulers
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of the States to take a decision—it
was an historical decision—without
which this country would have been
in bits and pieces. And I would say
this that there was persuasion, there
was argument, there were discussions,
naturally all kinds of processes were
involved in a situation of that kind.
And I 'must also say this that while
the mmjor credit certainly goes to the
then Chief of mine, Sardar Patel,
much of the credit also goes to the
rulers of the States. Let us not mini-
mise what they did. I would be the
last person, having been associated
with that historic process, to be will-
ing to say that they did nothing at all,
that they could have been thrown out,
that we could have taken them over
by force and all that sort of talk.
These may be the sort of things that
people here can say now jn the year
1964; but they dared not say so in
the years 1947, 1948 and 1949. Those
times were critical. The country
could well have been disintegrated.
Certainly, there were chances of disin-
tegration in various spots. But with
the great statesmanship of Sardar
Patel, ag the leader of this move-
ment for integration of the country,
and with these rulers playing the
game, seeing the current of history,
they accepted the historical forces.
Ang so they agreed and gave up their
ruling powers which were considera-
ble.

Among the assurances given to
them,—this, Sir, is my last point—
was not merely the protection of their
privileges,—these minor things, such
as that they could fly a flag or put
the red number plate on their cars
and things of that kind,—but there
were also two fundamental assuranc-
es. The first one was that they
would get icarefully negotiated
amounts of privy purses,—these were
not just dropped from the air and put
into their laps;—I was one of those
who were doing the calculations.
And the other was that in all respects
they could look forward to full citi-
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zenship of this country with all the
fundamental rights and privileges of
citizenships and to participate in the
great process of an independent coun-
try going forward to its great destiny.

In conclusion, Sir, I would submit
again that it is a_matter of good con-
science and it is a matter of honour
for this country that we ought not to
allow any legislaticn of this type to
go through.

Shri Ansar Harvani (Bisauli):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, Mr, Dandeker has
pointed out that he was actively as-
sociated with the mergers of the Sta-
tes as a member of the Indian Civil
Service. I can assure him that there
are a number of Members here who
were also associated with the move-
ments of merger of States which they
launched to liberate those States from
the feudal rule. There are a number
of Members in this House who have
been tortured, who have been lathi-
charged and who have been prosecut-
ed by the earstwhile rulers. If he
knows about the merger of the States,
there are many Members of this House
who know much more about it.

It has often been pointed out that
it was an act of great patriotism on
the part of the Indian Princes that
they agreeqd to the proposal of Sardar
Vallabhbhai Patel to merge their
States in India. We should not forget
that it was not a great act of patrio-
tism, but it was an act of compulsion.
They knew that the people in their
States were rising, and they were
reading the sign of the time on the
walls. We know very well what hap-
pened in the case of the Nizam of
Hyderabad. His Exalted Highness
the Nizam of Hyderabad agreed to
merge his State with the greatest
pleasure. We know it very well
what happened in the case of the
State of Jammu and Kashmir. His
Highness the Maharaja of Jammu
and Kashmir was reluctant in the
beginning to merge his State in this
counntry; it was only when he knew
that the Pakistani hordes were go-
ing to overrun the State and his
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honour and his life were in danger
that he agreed to merge that State.
We know alsp what happened in the
case of Travancore-Cochin. We know
very well how a very senior politi-
cian today who was the Dewan there
at that time was negotiating with
Pakistan for the merger of Travan-
core and Cochin there. So, to repre-
sent these gallant gentry as a gentry
of great patriots is to deceive the

people.

At that time, the great Sardar had
agreed to give them privy purses for
this reason. He gave it to them as a
matter of charity, because he knew
that these drones and parasites of the
society could not do anything. But
after seventeen or eighteen years of
freedom, a new generation should be
born among them, who should work,
and live and behave like the common
people such as the Indian peasants,
the Indian workers and the Indian
middle class people. It is not for the
deprivation of the Fundamental
Rights of an ordinary citizen that this
Bill has been proposed by my hon.
friend Shri D. C. Sharma.

We know it very well that a num-
ber of Princes till today do not fly the
national flag on their palaces, but
they have got their own flags. We
know very well that there is discri-
mination in the matter of the num-
ber plates on their cars. We know
very well that many of them are
keeping even a small private army in
the guise of guards. So, these gentry,
when they come to fight the elections,
have got certain advantages. I do
not want them to be deprived of
their voting rights. If they want to
be ordinary citizens, if they want to
be common men, they are welcome
to give up their privy purses and
contest the elections as a humble citi-
zen of India does. A friend of mine
from the other side has pointed out
that big businessmen who have money
can also contest the elections. But
he should know that any business-
man who has got business connection
with Government is not entitled to
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fight the election because he is a bene-
ficiary of Government money. The
privy purse of these Princes comes
from the State exchequer, and, there-
fore, they being beneficiaries from
the Government money should not be
allowed to contest the elections.

With these words, I support the
Bill.

Shri Sham Lal Saraf (Jammu and
Kashmir): This Bill which is before
the House, to my mind, has several
implications. It concerns the erst-
while Rulers of our Indian States. I
too happen to belong to one of those
States, and I have alsp worked against
the rulers of my State. But there
are certain things which we must not
forget.

It has been said that our erstwhile
Princes have been patriots. Except-
ing a few, I humbly differ and dis-
agree there. While some of our erst-
while Princes have played a good
part, some of them have played a very
bad part so far as their conduct as
patriots of India is concerned. His-
tory has to be kept in mind. History
cannot be obliterated. We as Indians
cannot forget what happened in 1947,
1948 and 1949. That was the time
when the Britishers had very careful-
ly and cautiously planned to balka-
nise India, and these Princes were
going to be made the first tools. But
I am very happy that the majority
of the Princes did not fall into their
trap. We must not forget that. I
also know a lot of what happened in
Indian States as a whole at that time,
and I might say that if these very
Princes at that time had not helped
Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel, then I must
say with a full sense of responsibility
that perhaps he would not have been
very much successtul. I am glad,
therefore, to say that majority of
them have been patriots, and I do
not agree when anything untowarq is
said about them. But there is cer-
tainly one thing which we have to
remember. While we must uphold
our acreements, and we must uphold
our promises and all thaf has passed
between the then Rulers and the then
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Government of India, at the same
time, there are other things also
which have to be kept in view.

I am again reminded of my own
State of Jammu and Xashmir to
which my hon. friendq Shri Ansar
Harvani has made a reference. A
little vacillation on the part of the
late Maharajah of Jammu and Kash-
mir has landed the whole country in
very great trouble. No doubt, he did
what he wanted and what everybody
wanted. But if that vacillation had
not been there in his mind, perhaps,
we would not have seen this trouble
about Kashmir for the last seventeen
or eighteen years. If only he had
acted a month earlier or twp months
earlier, things would have been (iffe-
rent altogether.

Therelore, I may assure my hon.
friends who may be erstwhile Rulers
or their friends, that while on the
one hand, we have respect for many
of them, at the same time, we cannot
forget the history of the bad part
that some of them had played be-
cause that also is very fresh in the
memory of the people. Therefore, to
say that all is well or all is good is
not correct.

My hon. friend Shri Yashpal Singh
spoke of the valour of our erstwhile
Rulers. No doubt, the Rulers of
those days have made history. The
Rajputs have made history. There
is no doubt about it. But to bank
upon that now will be great folly for
him and for everybody else here.

Therefore, I +would respectfully
submit that at the moment we must
uphold the agreements that have
been entered into between the Govern-
ment and the erstwhile Rulers at
that time; for the very valuable ser-
vices they had rendered to the coun-
try. We had agreed to give them
some privy purses in lieu of surren-
dering their territories and I would
submit that we must uphold those
agreements.

The purpose of the Bill which has
been brought forward by my respect-
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ful elder Shri D. C. Sharma, with
which I am cent per cent jn agree-
ment, is that everybody in the coun-
try must be an equal, from the poli-
tical point of view or from the eco-
nomic point of view or from the
social point of view; I cannot say yet
how far we have been able to come
to that level for which we are striv-
ing. 1 would submit that the Prin-
ces or the recipients of these privy
purses should themselves decide as
to how to cut down their privy purs-
es gradually in order to bring it to a
level where nobody will grudge the
amount. Some hon. Members have
talked about businessmen and others.
I can say that the claim made today
by some of the recipients of privy
purses is something tp be examined
in order to decide whether it is enter-
tainable and tenable, ang if so, to
what extent. That needs to be
thoroughly understood and remem-
bered. I would respectfully submit
to Government that as far as the con-
tracts entered into with the Rulers
who had entered into agreements with
the Government are concerned, it
should be left to their sweet will to
decide how much they will give up
and how much they will not; I would
personally say that the amounts
should not be disturbeq at all during
their lifetime. But as regards the
amount to be given to those who fol-
low after them, I would suggest that
the amount should be gradually
brought down in such a manner that
in the not very distant future they
will come on a par with the rest of
the country.

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry
of Law (Shri Jaganatha Rao): That
is being dome now.

Shri Sham Lal Saraf: I am glad to
hear it. Even today, I know of cer-
tain cases where because of these pri-
vileges some of the princes or erst-
while Rulers are not utilising their
property today for the benefit of the
nation. I would say that apart from
political and other considerations,

of the People 5770
(Amendment) Bill

because of the power which they have
and because of the privilege which
they enjoy, sometimes, certain anti-
sicial acts are being performed . . .

Dr. M. S, Aney: That is political

Shri Sham Lal Saraf: Therefore, I
would submit that it is for the Gov-
ernment to see, and the ex-Rulers
should also understand it, that they
should give up the privileges them-
selves and come to an agreement with
the Government so that the differences
will not be so much as now and they
will gradually come on a par with the
rest of the citizens in the country.
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Shrimati Lakshmikanthamma
(Khammam): On a point of order.
Can an hon. Member attribute motive
to another hon. Member for bringing
forward a Bill?

Mr. Chairman: There is no point of
order. It is only an argument.
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][I ¥ T F AR { FT AT §
IF fora Tw1< & Teg =man 7% feafa
3§ ¥ FE A=BT A N ATEA qGgq
Yg TN AL 1 FE A aafeq gaq
T A4 FT AT 39 A FE Q@
7 78 &1 39 Y & weqras w@Ry
¥ g AT wear g fF o9
il o 19 HIT 39 7H7C 7 fqdggw
T FT AN F gasd far T F, O F
w F far 7 g § A o A AR
T &AG § IT 1 TF STATT qAT FT
g3Ir 7 g X1 A Y AWM ARG
¥ wow weer fERaraar aik ¥ w14
REETFagmfF I @R

AR A faw A Tt ar E 9 I afem .

T
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T Ukl & g & g9 fa=r 77 fowr
FWTEN -

ot TR AAE gEE (AITEAY) ¢
gafa g, 34 fadas Y 9
# ardrr A At #7 ST gy AEA
B & 5 3 qaerar A & B sroreer
FAGT ¥ XFAT AT qF FAT &, ATV
T @F I & 7 et 33§ S
JAT FW §, AT SqgIr § § @
F AMAT gEEq TG g a9, fage
A ¥ FEF 9T goq | g6 AEar ¥
sfw g 7 7w IR w fadaw
segafearg |

# =g fr ot vt g7 o fEw
FX AR fag aares 39 & § qAAT
e § 99 & 9T HET A |
AT s wMF AT gl 43 gq &
Y fF gae fafg #dr & o faa &
TRETG qATE FT FTH AT FET

39 F 7 3 &Y frrie & AR 7 sy

T sTead o ag A & fw
TR FTEfAGT FT AT TSAT F@FHT
g A AT FTSGT AT A A FoT
&Y AT 31 Y a1 & faaw g T
i 3 wer ge fadaw wET R
T @ I 717 78 ) § o Foray
oY safeT F1 av SR A A fewn
9§ g frar Y | 78 g wfaws
F oA W TE T W S o Ay
gNIT | SAFd T A9« 7=6 qOF
¥ oY 9w § | ST #v afomer §,
AT FT, FaT F fow #T sqar &
FRI | MR g7 AT T IACANT Y
o FY sifes fawwar A7 @ =ia g9
#1 gftz ¥ & gu 3@ A W A FE
gwy & 5 ot A & oror oW T F
W T FT G AT @ & AR A Ay
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feafq = @ @1 R X 5, 10 a9
¥ 7o gEw ¥ o & oy frard &1 e
OFR T TG WYL FIFIC | AT @M
F g aaefa g sAQeafg adf v 9=
¥ 18 wwafaqt A Feufagi &1 &9
£, T & &R 3@ wew F S FTAET |
&t feafa / g @wifas & a1 v owt
oY F FYL KT AT FT AW AT HfFA
SR I FT IIATL TAF 387 | IF A
arfeT 41 fF F1€ 3@ q0OF F7 q9 FQ@
& foay oz afas fawmar faedt
st a% wigs Cagaar faerd &1 g
gxa ¥ A QY ww A ], § faagw
fafra A gg 7w g, wat ot @t
QR QU AL AT F1 AT 5 1o
fergeama & st A1 mifas fagmar g,
& AT FHAAT & 1T I 7g) ahal,
q @ sar & fo 2 g%ar §, 7 s
T @ R § AT A wwar a
& @1 gwar ¥ gefag S gw w=T ¥
1% dar fadas #A, §@FR AqH,
@ 98 & &1 39 & 9w F1 fF
< W { T FawAaT qewTe St #1X
s g T, werad g, s R A
&7 S{EFT< a7 I7% 4= 97 F AfG-
T F1 BT &) G197 FET TEE, ITF
qr fa® WY qTaa § I9 F1 THIH THIA
w< faar org | Ia&1 A 4 forgt € Sy
§ gt oA qfadl BT Y Ew A @
& 7@ 9« G971 & FifE dfwdi F
qETATSA F I AIE | awfa Ag T,
& Fgar wear § 5 99 & o Fa
dF AR E TR WM E T F W
& a sraerg W  faed fr afeg
6 TATT 9T qHA § A TS T
g g1 g &1 gafae frdt oF W
G} @ TN F & FTH I AT TG
£ BHIT AW OF FATHAREY SqEEdl
¥ wreqT AT & AfFT TR @i B
w73 ¥ o wfas sgarar § e
& gumal § 5 wwdwT S e
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2w ¥ ot g N wfw fawwaT afY
g | afee o9 aF AW F A=T ¥
g W1 wifes fawwar awma Ay
F AT Y T TF TS ST B A vy
o qy § a1 fow Gfemt famdr §
T F AR ¥ I qA9 § foaw
AW Y OF W] A FH G T T
T OF & 99 TA § A a8 95 5
T 4T 9T FIAT A, @AW F o
afeat 717 30 3T F 7T T T w™-
T & WIT AT A AT § IR gHIA
fFaremr | 919 q%F AT ZAFT WG TG
F a9 g% AT T 77 39 fadgw F)
AN FT AT ST9T §, IET 9% § 99 @9
qETE, A SAFT IETT G AGT &1 Gl
2 zafag & g fadas & =ww &7
@ wET F@T g AfE T aF qw
mifas fawwat & faerd &1 g g,
I %1 firdy o8 a1 97 F et F gET
FH FT TG § I9 J A F o
g afem w5 av fedt FY A 9w
¥ qfaq #@ &7 @I g & guaar
g madfam S am g, 7
g WA F TAHS g A A& oam
ERTE qUTHT & WATS &, @
% ¥ w9 g% TO fauie geq & que
TRT QT § |

Shrimati Lakshmikanthamma: It
was the Rani of Jhansi who lit the
immortal flame of freedom in the
hearts of our countrymen. It does not
mean that all rulers were good as our
friend Shri Yash Pal Singh has said.
Even the story of the Maha Bharata
reveals that there were good rulers as
well as bad rulers. That is why the
battle of Kurukshetra todk place,

He also mentioned about kidnapping
of women and all that. I would like
to bring to his notice that in the olden
days this was how harems were main-
tained. Wherever there were beauti-
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ful women, they were taken and

forced by the Maharajas to be married.

Shri Nambiar: In Hyderabad,

Shrimati Lakshmikanthamma: Even
after suffering a great deal, we believe
in forgetting those sufferings, but my
thon. friend Shri Harvani has once
.again reminded us of them. Coming
from the princely State of Hyderabad,
I know what enormous sufferings we
had to undergo.

My brother was imprisoned during
the Razakar movement, he was in jail
for several months, There were even
attempts to murder him. He escaped
from jail and secretly fought against
the ruler and declared three villages
independent even before mmilitary
action was taken against the ruler.
When my brother escaped from jail,
the police came and worriedq my
mother, asking her what happened to
her son, where she had kept him. My
mother replied: “It is your duty,
having arrested him and"kept him in
prison, to know what happened to him,
Now, you answer me what happened
to my son.”

All these things are there. There
are any number of instances wherein
people were murdered in the open
streets, even Muslim patriots were
murdered at that time by the
Razakars.

I am very sorry my hon, friend Shri
‘Prakash Vir Shastri has just now ask-
ed why we should not bring in legis-
lation against the Communists. 1 am
again reminded of the tortures that
people of Telengana had to undergo at
the hands of the underground Com-
‘munists in those days, who raided
during night time and killed several
people. If my hon. friend Shri
Prakash Vir Shastri thinks that such
a Bill should be brought, let him
bring. It is not for Shri Sharma to
bring it. It is left to whichever
Member feels that such a Bill should
be brought.
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Shri Prakash Vir Shastri: Why not
you?

Shrimati Lakshmikanthamma: Our
party believes in a liberal approach
and we also allow in proper cases
Maharajas to come in. We have no
objection when the people choose to
send such persons as their represen-
tatives. As was mentioned, they
have also made their contribution. I
do not say Maharajas are all bad.
There are good as well as bad people,
as there are among traders, merchants
or any other section of the com-
munity.

I support my hon. friend’s spirit of
a socialist approach. Nowadays we
hear on the floor of the House, Maha-
ranj Gyatri Devi speaking of the
common man, and also several other
Maharajas. So, I am sure there is a
slow change. They have to adjust
themselves to the force of circum-
stances. It is out of sheer necessity.
Due to death duties and other legis-
lations towards the establishment of
a socialistic society, these Maharajas
will not be getting those pensions for
generations to come. When a Maha-
raja dies, his son gets much less.
Ultimately, a time will come when
all these privileges will go away.

I do not think Shri Sharma is cor-
rect in his point that’this is an office
of profit, and therefore they should
be prevented from participating in
elections Even officers who have re-
tired and are drawing pension are
allowed to contest elctions. We
have liberalised the system, In the
olden days I remember very well
the wives of officers were not allowed
to take part in politics. Now, we are
treating them as individuals, who
have on their own merits, a right to
come either into politics or any other
field of activity, and to take an active
part in them.

I do not support the Bill.

=t o o TEAW  (FAF) :
gwafa qgIeg, AWHIg geEd, S T,
F 9 fagas agq F amaw wega A &,
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39 & grae § AT g1 ¥ weT
e frant @ & | 39 Frgfeesor ad
& & | Farft sl ST  wASaT §
o1 T Ay fzar § w7 R ¥ -
fewat, Tartfas gfoe & srwor fear @

T FAT AR FAT G 9, ag A
59 @it & gfew, St f5 S8 & e
HITH A EAY |

7% FW g1 I oA O,
# ag, ww #r wfa s
STaETE A Tfq sragiie e,

STagTieE Y iy a7 At Tg=Ta ?

forg =& & gour A dar fram &, S AT
g 7EY & f wam derar D )

# ag 4t wgar f5 womE ¥
fydftod w3 3T & 9@ 1 o7 W
TR T g femr s 19w §
FE A q9T A T AR AT
FO I ATATAGI & | T AT FFA F
@ °9 g, AfHT W 37 7 9
=1 g 1M, W T W FY Fav 7Y
FO AR AW F g wEE@T w7
EgI & F4G1, a1 F1E o 37 #/Y
T[TIT AEY FIU |

TAT AR F T 7y a9 g &,
o 39 F Are, W A o § 1 gafag
& wfia gfse ¥ ag Fgar wmEA §
I # A W dar fagr o, arfs
9 AYY AT FT AOGT TTEIT FT TF |
afer 99 w1 W) wfew far W #
5 97 M FR F TR w0 &, I >
T R T H@er T oW IT W
AT ST @ W I R A qFAT
A FEET AT 9%, ¥ ¥ gAR 2w F
FUITAAEY qqEAT FHT ASS WA aret
g A g ¥ W fawwar § AR
IS ¥ W g, ST s A
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gury F# F fag oK @@ 7 @wW
waeR 3 & fau a8 wEww ¢ fE
T @RI &Y X wfaee 1 fad ol

AT qEE, ST AT, § SEg
F aw %7 forx fopar o wer 6 1952
F o ¥ EgT AW J9qw A
g @F w1 AWAE g9l F])
qar A & fF egR e Wk g
T # v dRfAE 9 | a9
Tahal w1 47 R T, S A AT,
agh, daT AR AR Qw1 S F
2T TF-UF Mg § gra-are qRiaay &
AH-FT Fear g4 7 | IFEW Jar A
T wEE dar X faar i sear A
IJTF T Y IT R AR &Y | Jar A
I T FAT F FO I A AR ARG
&g

IR qe ¥ agq 997 149 fam o
g 3% & fF % T dEEW A%
FM-AET A &, I aoaw F ag
=t 7=l A f5 $o T wfvwm F
gy faeer =gy ¥ ) ofifeafet &
I T W@ & fawm 7 F fw Ao
Ffearar) v sw T ARTIFTAT |
w7 FYE T I AR ST, &Y e
B oY W) 9w A S § e
STV | 99 g AT GA-GAAT GrAT—
R FB T T |

SET a% AT qeed & faw #w
Iy &, a8 WTEAT 31 T § 6 o
N g9 § @97 T g fawr o 5k
37 1 39 wfwr ¥ dfag w faar
o f o g § A g oaw
Y St 3 wrrewt o IS § | Ay S
¥ w9 feelt & wfa Swide a1 o=@
#Y AT T8 W | ey 9g wEAr
W AW F ALY F | T Y S FT AT
A § | Tofag wR g7 asow-gaw §,
A FH F I F FZA I IAAT TG
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[5iY 70 =T FTET]
# U wfaqr Fg F WO WIEA
qATT @ §

a

|
4
1%
457
a%d

!

14424
g
&

A
A
i
34
7
Rl

fa
Fidw gifag 2 } fF a8 78 &
¥ W FT Y, I9 F €A FY ATEAT
T & AT a8 wiwg a0F 3w
wEA FEAT ATEAT § 1 SfEA TemRl
# e sl T Y W

Dr. M., S. Aney: Sir, I have read
the Bill which my hon. friend Mr. D.
C. Sharma has brought forward. Let
me tell the House that 1 have great
respect for Mr. Sharma. 1 tried to
appreciate the motive with which he
has brought the Bill. I do not think
that the motive or purpose would be
served by this Bill. Apart from this,
he wants those princes and ex-rulers
who are getting privy purses at pre-
sent to be disqualified for the purpose
of standing for Parliament. The
Constitution makes provision to dis-
qualify the citizens for that purpose
and for that purpose, Shri Sharma
wants that the person who receives a
privy purse be declared to be a
holder of an office of profit. I say
that the privy purses have been men-
tioned in the Constitution itself. 1
will read from two articles from the
Constitution. Article 291 says.

“Where under any covenant
or agreement entered into by the
Ruler of any Indian State before
the commencement of this Con-
stitution, the payment of any
sums, free of tax, has been
guaranteed or assured by the
Government of the Dominion of
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India to any Ruler of such State
as privy purse—

(a) such sums shall be charged
on, and paid out of, the
Consolidated Fund of India;
and

(b) the sums so paid to any
Ruler shall be exempt from
all taxes on income.”

In this way, it has been guaranteed
here. Even for the purpose of in-
come-tax it is not treated as an in-
come much less is it to be treated as
profit of an office,

Secondly, there is another, article
362, which reads as follows:

“In the exercise of the power
of Parliament or of the Legisla-
ture of a State to make laws or
in the exercise of the executive
power of the Union or of a State,
due regard shall be had to the
guarantee or assurance given
under any such covenant or
agreement as is referred to in
article 291 with respect to the
personal rights, privileges and
dignities of the Ruler of an Indian
State.”

These are guaranteed under the Con-
stitution. No good will come by dis-
qualifying the holders of privy purs-
es and depriving them of the rights
and privileges guaranteed to them
under the Constitution To do so
would be not to respect the agree-
ments that had been entered into by
our Government with them end to
betray and go back upon these agree-
ments reached with those people who
have helped you to make Bharat
what it is today. The integration of
Bharat is a result of the voluntary act
of renunciation of those rulers,
brought about by persuasion. It is
that which made it possible for you
to make the India as it is today. Is
the payment of privy purse too great
a consideration for their voluntary
joining of the Indian Union? It is a
fact to be reckoned with in the his-
tory of the world, where 500 and odd
rulers of India came forward and
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helped successfully those people who
got Independence from the British
Government so that they made it
possible for them to have a real
Bharat, integrated Bharat in the
world. The formation of present in-
dependent India was due to that
particular factor.
these, it will not be an act of good
grace or of good faith or even of
good statesmanship on your part to
pass a Bill like the one which my
‘best friend Mr. D, C. Sharma has
brought forth. I oppose the Bill.

16.00 hrs.

Y IR oA (AT - gATIty
#gra, & aumarg fF S faar o ot ot
a1 € 98 uF UWAIfaw IEW FI ¥ FT
amr § 1 AfFT g8 FrE qEr TeAfa
T | TE UF 9T a0F FT oA
21 awr oo 98 & fF 1952 W
T FATT FIH §T F IW IHT FAE
qEf F ot 79 @ F1 fa= Gean ar
AR 39 Ty A AgE ¥ @G g8 haww
fear ar f5 T AgTASTET A AT
e FT FATIT AT T | A AN F
fea % gvr 1 gafag afs s 97 =Y
far a1 # oeT AEw gL A1 TE
FaTT A1y a7 fRdag W & A
AT 9 a7 7Y W A feq ¥ F7 AT
St T & fr & Ao A T 99 1 ag
FAATT agT T a1 | AfeA 7@ aw@
TR T I FAR ATA A &
2 | IR EATATEINE A6 AVET F7
fear & | & wwwar § 5 gow ww
FAEF FT §aTT T FT TR TF g
& greerE AT 7y & & 1 3 gar
gt wn) AL T @ 1 wAA F AW
AT FT GAIR TeT F ST ATISATHY
¥ FE wraew € & 1 Sy feafa awp
faege g@ € | 39 1 IS A9 AT
aga & 9T g

& @ 7%  fir o a @ T@d
& #9798 Afgq & WY Qv ? F aumwar

Considering all
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g fo mrar oy 7g wafga § g  fF oo
AETATTHT F1 TATT FH & QHT A7 T
TI9 IHT 9T g AT T FATT X &Y
3t fF ag wafga & 7€ § #7ifs IT9Y
9T 7 ST AETASAAT FT HOAT T3
F4T W@ & | 7 a5 AAfgT § T v
A ITRT IET A ITH! HAIAT €T T
FATAT FAT | IAFT GE IART AT
AT FF qTATHS § ATE § 1 39 ey
afg ag oA aET F A g AR
Zfearey 73 a1 34T aEf F AT faAT
AR A E, q I9 &Y T G IQ |
AR G4t gt @ fF ar @t sAdr arEl
F ™ A =Y T AT FT CF AL
AT & a1 f6T wai S gwAr et &
FamHl &Y FAATT ATET § FAT IAWT
qag & f5 qw ¥ Tam w9 fRam @
# gwmar § f qan faw @ & w®y
ITH! T@F T F A qrEf F WET
=7 FT 3T =nfEy 4

g 3% § 5 78 oF ATw@ETQ
fawr & 1 afeA fox o 37 aw & faai
T TIT FEL ILAT §, AT FHI TLAT
g aEi M A Wt | fag sy
ag fa=s qmar 91 wr &, SEET A9
FAT WY FA=\T TEI gT GHAT g W A
Hullll

REUREARE I IE TR (I Gl
fagr ST &, I9E a9 WY I 9B
21 & = AT A7 FY FA@TT AT §
i Gt T wETTS O § o # A
BT qTE @Y 97 97 &7 T4 &1 ATgar
et o F A 9 T 1 S ey
qfgw #1 a2 T F = WA ST TG
AT EfFd A as e fr g 3@ &
o 9 w<rgufa $rar § ag av 9EwT O
FATT AT qHAT R | T T & AR
AL N T ATF ARA A A IS G
HEa 1 OF a1 Far g | afe s awf oY
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[t Freim 1]
waTETE & g § ar feT ag e
it €Y G 47 T TN FF L, IEHT
TR G FY et 3 fey 1 q=
IE qENa g1 qHaT g o T weTae
/Y AT T T3 fRaT I A7 I fydy
oF T FIH STH[ TATE TS {41 A |

TF AR ¥ TF AR Aied
¥ 7T FI @I AT | IR TF IET @y
TAFE | SEAFEFT FE g97
Ex A7 IR A T Ow §, % daw
TAIT TG X a9 & oafw JY FAT
FT3ATA F &, EFT FT, I F1 I
@eq fear 9T § 1 ¥ W Al A
|19 faam =t vt S g7 fawr &7 & oy
& oar ar #f de @ @ o R
T AHIAT & FIL ATAT HEHT T
T A% GFAT & AR a9 7@ & FAOeAfq
qqT IF TAE W AT qOEA A q«AT
AP A w7 s gr feT T
TR # WY A wew faar
Cicdl|

TF AR I & | W AR faRw
oWt SR AT ZAT T #Y e
AR N e Far
e a6 89 T ¢ § | S9% WA §U
T oF s Aifg o7 7w A F
AIR-TTR IEA w7 47 o o #Y g
firdft o 3 WA &, TH T afaa
FIAT A § WX IR 7 a1 Difgat
¥ foq aga 9 v Fr a9 FA
afer oF a9 qF awR @ewT §
N gEd g TR W E W
FTmA AWM AR T Rt aRar
g I T @ § 5 TH-0 FT T
9% 90T &Y AT 7 Y, Wy v av @,
AT TN I AN AT E R A F
¥ =T § R aw o @ e e
Y qqT U § AT ¥ 3qr a9 g
e T 1 78 S @ T @
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WY § 9g € qral ¥, gEwy g fear
IET FAT BF ALY & )

gt aF et o # S g ;T
T FT  gA% 1 arierarie wify & fog
gl yafm A N aE g, A
M F feg ¥ ST AT AE TART Ty
1 qEf & fga ® g g T
TRIOWTHT F7 AeE fadr ST ®
frrearm €t agy T Sfraar § S TgeT
T & 1 g% O F aga ¥ T §
9T & A faem @1 R feg
wfewer g STET HR T FOLA AT
q a9y I3 A A7 FfaAw FAT I
Y TAST AETAST SAHT qEf & § 9 7o
TR AATFOAT N JXE | TF A=
T qEt & fgg & W a8 &Y & A%
FE W & fegq ¥ & 5 @ faa 7 A7
fram 9q | ¥ a8 FE T fw gw an
FHTSETE & ATH 9T g 919 HEAT T84
% @Y ¥ @Y aga weer W9 A
T § w39 aw@ § qAeAT =50
WY F AT I wwar § 1 o
THIR F g & fa=me e g § Sy
|y gu oy wgr 9 wwar § v fow
wWAggfaa o g ag sga TR
7 T I HeAr T & fgg H g AW
7 & 2w fgg & 1 T AEWETST *Y
g TF TFTC § I I ®Y Ffaw
g I o e & 1 for Afa ax
gaTq 3w §9 @ &, forw migamasy
fagral ®Y < W IA T, IAHT
Gy gu & wwmar g fF @ faw w2y
Frag & fear s Jifey |

siraeft s o @ (39%) ¢
T afgw aeEEarAT ¥ OFET §
o wETTT ST wefeaT IBT FT ¥ W
¥ & gTw qqenan Sedl g 5 ag
zfagm I51 FT G @1 gA® oqr qwT



5789 Representation AGRAHAYANA 27, 1886 (SAKA)

f5 3 asfrat #t 5o 72 A ¥ I
¥ afer wefat ST oo FT o
TH AT § IR A qq A | gAEEArv
A QeI FY q6eE frarar A faedy
AT oY F I ATHT TS AR
q 1T, TW IS T I¥ TBT FT
TR X ¥ & T ar | afwal &1
AT FALEST G T T A, T GF IR
qgR FET AT, TF AR AT AT X
T AT AT AT AT IART A AT
T | 4! IEN A ¥ T F 9 HT
WY SR ¥ S ¥ | T A M7
o WE qY A7 7 Iy d9TE F
qUET FF AT TET dsfEAl AN
AT FQE T

# guAdt § v dome & T g
T S ¥ @Y faw <@ § 9g 99 qwa
FTAG TR | EH T AT WIS
Y AT FTIT AT gATR Foy HYAHT AT
FET qIT FET & TG, IW AT @
FEAT 3T FIST § MG, | T F 79
# wrferd wramg wa g & | 9w
¥ gg § 953 E O fow aeg S O
T § T oy wwe G & S
Tgi FEAT A AN E | F oA &
w7 T g g 4wt T T
®Y A A FEr 0E F, T THT
T dfeat e 4 gV Sifed
qRITAT AR T W Afge €
gt &, Twgarr § wgfamt d
sgfaat & & | 9@ o W9 oEg @
X ¥ Y afgaral F wrEE # IEER
FEIT T AT | g St a1 A
e wfgd | gRwEs, e,
q9T, =qTax Wity w1 famwd o agr #
TSI ARTLATHT FT TR T8 7
W1 ¥ 1 IR O AT A1 9 ) @
mar § faam I Tew ¥ 1 SRR
TF TN 4w F Y § 1 F T M
1?7 AR W RO A w7 &
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qIT E T ITH T T | A TS qGA
FT 5w &1 & gare A g 5 foeem w1,
qREET & W T AGAS &, A
TogE gl §, IAE qSH A
IO TEed ¥ Wi W w3 arfe
AW AT WT FW T § AIOHT AR T
a% | gart fau g1 T agr T g
WET & 1 S ST a9 T § T e
firg} #Y, THo THo TWHo FI TFF FT
I T ¥ W 9T ENIR, B X FT
o F7d §, o9 2 AW E qF o §
fRagfar A AT AT BIT A& 1
qHY fegwal T A GTHAT FAT 7
T & 1 3 feafq § w&< guT A0
Sutcll

X T W™ AFT TV
21 Sy W A g & o F A
¥ gw A o) T §, ST wEE w1
gaTa S Ay g e el
afer gATQ wag Fr wifed, W
N =ifgd, dar 71 Afey | W
I g7 fear @1 FAE FT TGS
FAT | 7 AW & fgg F 1T AR IS
fea & ot grmT

Al ¥ & ar f oW g
fergeama AT qifeeat &= &0 A
famaiM g a® e TTND
g ¥ 9% f7dd | 39 % ¥ 99
Ig0 TG I WA, HOE w9 A
FEAR A W@ qET | Afe 8)ER
@ FT FAT  qET ST WETTATRY
FY FUT ¥ T F1E 919 AGH & IV 0
wifqer v & g famw fygem
g W gEY FEY w § Y A
2@ 9t % TqT T AT § g7 aar
ERNIRE LR R e S Sl o
AT g1 AR IAFT R &¥ g7 FY
7g ®YET A= o 7 ATy & ararEn
o 7 RE, Toma FY AR IEE ) g,
g, AT wf & forad o R
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[raft g arf ]

TS &, I F A7 FAT AR
g 5 sas! gar faars ya g
FTAT ATEN, IT! &7 e AT Ty
afE Faa F 07 agAg § wG | W
I F IFET 797 93¢ Foraw =Avfey o
# 1 fagas wvar & awt falm w3
g A1 A & gdAT s g fr d
TERT TG ¥ F | T AT AGY GAT
@ foqw T weren g, faadt afgad
g d 3 QT gTEEA w9 S |
& foafa & 2w 1 Fm0 w97 AW AW
AT | AW FY Y T g &
9 AV gEE F A aw @ § 1 gE
feafa & ag ot Y aras a U
Tl A A1 F ST AR F ArefAv
2 o fad a7 3 F a1 aga wer

g1

=t Tgg fag (Iraomt) - awr-
afg w@ar, i o o faer @ § O
ag faw arfem 99 Qe g I=he
TN AT SN gErR ar ¥ aga
781 ¥ § 5 fegmam & ooy
F A § A 600 gET F TS AW
¥ 3T F WY Tga F97 fegwat 1 W
Iq T9T qg 600 TIAT W7 gATR faam®
& TR A1 g aEY qHE N wE AW
oF QX FAA F qr gATT qAG 47 AR
qifFea™ & q1q §9§ 971 7K 6T IR
&X U & q19 «t gas FE@T 9F4qr
N R W afeanie ¥ ogw @ A
3T | THATT F1 gH A T@AT TG |
@O I ag & 5 oy gw 7w
frar 3 9w wiifie &1 g a0
=fge 1 W W 9T A&l FT qrEd
g W @1 6T gt ¥ waR §
famama #19 Faw ?
Shri Nambiar: There is no time-
limit to this agreement.

Shri Raghunath Singh: There is.

DECEMBER 18, 1964

of the People 5792
(Amendment) Bill

The Minister of Law and Social

(Shri A K, Sen): Until you come to
power.
Shri Nambiar: We will come to

power the very
stopped.

same day this is

Some Hon, Members: That day will
never come.

Shri A, K. Sen: I only said that
the term is until you come to power.

ST Tgre forg : w1 wgm ag @ e
oF faeiar a8 #) gfauq ¥ R ow
aaeT &Y #Y gfema & gw /W0 &y
Iq witlir #1 o fF gy sw dw &
T, A=l & qre far 91, Igwr
g 9T FIAT arfge wiT IY frwmn
Uil

Tt Y F7 g faer weriiewr wzgw
Ffade g s @ a ¢ fs
TR dfag™ ¥ g 0F  Wi@aN &
fadga #1 3@ sfee o § s 5
TF Qramw g 3w F frardy #1 5w €1
»ft T F1 ag fadas 3q w"m 9 fY
sifea AR wfqwm & fomre § fF
8T 326 ¥ FIER T3TT FhT & aT-
% 3 # foaa oy qreer safem s
g 2141 21 a9 ¥ sareT 99 & faaw
o 35 AW ¥ fAaw & s i Wy
A &9 § 9l 3 7 Afgw< o
T 9 I9 FRECTA F HTHT HAT
fergeam & amifer &1 w9 I [
T wfasTe 33 & 9y 5a9! gg WY ufa-
F E 5 ag 9 § QST 9% 9= qF
frsas feammax fE a@ T &
5q I § Tgan g 5 ag s fagas
AR FEELA § o Heried LT
faa gu § sa & waAm & faomw
21 9% Tsee gl & faars §)
g9 & TSI | A (e feat |1,
o Egie Ww qxEwa qved fear av
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IgF ug fasme % faegi @
HTATEY &1 7g 41, Fegi g fasms
fagg 44 fFar Sadr ST a™ITr
) ¥ gerT Ag =fgu . wewa F
HIGTT FT gH AT A1 | 95 9/
Frdt & f5 9% ¥ ST AW F9
F favg gady uaHtfaT wieal 1 awda
F@ 3N, @A aET § g a1 WY gH
Te faoig @ A w o\ wfRqy
A1 IqF gL TF F1 A9 =77 fq=9r7
Ty 1 s &1 owe w1 T
A 9 Taae WY § 7 wHAT § ATE A
e TET ¥ AwaT 81 2 T
a1 TArRfew fell WY o § & @)
§ AT TR FB AT AW F=HA qrER
¥ § o i 1 fadrg #79 § wwfaw
T WTGIT 97 98T Y @ 7= w0 A
T a1 gg dr &% AfAT fagra g g
29 ey Afqwar &1 o g8 awrar
f& ga faar &1 a7 faar 9@ o=
AR W ST FT IO E AT AR
aY gNOT ¥ T A R, e AW A
T T fRar g oW oww IR
AW B oz o Par @1 amw
ag AYad ag wiAT| 39 FRq F A9
At St & g mRg waT g R F maw
zq faw &1 atfow & 7 1

=t TWo Ao frart (@vTRN) :
garafy wgrear, ¥ 3 faq a3 A
¥ fou zafe s a1 w@ifs § 59
AN & wveT weafEA W g oW
&1 T@rdFa fagd ¥ F97 43 g39Es
F7 aga & faredi F1 ard &9 €l
famrar | g@am 7 fag aradATa a<qR
9ET ¥ A HAT A1 1 TN ARG 7 BIGT
e @ v fafaes a0

fog @wa 1947 ¥ 9@ W
@A fae & owr wae WA
1926 (Ai) LSD—S.
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T T & IG THY F TATHT B YFAAEy
F1 wfuFR 3 W & 1 SN 4 fem
< 2 faar fs ey oY 30 ToT ]
I uoit F fagens fomeft Y St
# 7 foemar sy wwar @ 1w 3
T A A @) 7 fegeam § e,
AT ) T a9 @ 47T W q =18 ar
et got WAl & 1w § faw s
g | gg ST gfgs ffew @i
Foa o farar | S EHT W@
60 a8t Y @TEaT #T I F 9%
T & & WX TR I e g qw
At § wgarr A faear o gufe
2 5 gaw ooft 9 T AU @
F 9% g9§ G H FAT ITAT | S T
w5 o farErr 8, s o wfE
Y ff R ST A AfgwR ¥ S
fafem iz &1 ¥ | dfwa & oow
fraew =% f5 99 aWa 919 §XETC 2
I 20 Toal F a9 Tw A ¥ fewn
ot ITOW FT W IR TW T awEd
2T F AT TR FT qF AT
AT T IqH  FET AT, AN
Y us @ § #Er frAg 9 A
oee § gd faengd, w1 g w@a
Gy IFT &7 799 W F TFS A
781 17 &1 1 gw 39 Jw I AT B
Y AT T 2 T 93 ¥ Ty
ATEAT FY 3G FT HIT ST qEHY THBT
N |G F I gy i fear
AR Faae fomr mr | 9w FEAT
HTH THRTHA HT FLTH T T J T
FT a7 HIAAF TS 7 99 IR FETY
F faar )

ag S TR WAL S A gwISER
F1 19 Fg a1 § IAH I @A
@iga g & a8 wEeER WX
FATE T & AT &9 § wfee
Do ¥ A TR T wEN ¥
TRAHT AT § 1 T FQ ¥
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[#t =0 ®o fAmidY]
€ ST F gAY AT [ S !
" 99 99 gAR FgT W H FTA 562
fomeg @f 1 A & & 100 a9 Faaraad
BT off fomaT g 5 91 ¥ FR
1 X 98 I UL IF 4T | 400
F 709 S roEd 9 fmEt A
25 9T T § T F AqTE, & A
AT IR 9T@ F W T 47 | JrET
8 ST AW & ¥ oY 719 gIR §
| 9@ aF & 97 | qg S Iy fyey
o & 4% g 7g zafad g A€ R
fF I T v ar afew g fredr o
Iy THE F& A I HTAIA
TR gF T QY gu am I AL A4
ox fad @ far = 5 3o T AW
et FE & faing & @3 § e Gl
o g T AT AT F1E I @ a¥
7€ gl | oT 9gT ¥ T I A
o § 5 IR gaTd aga wag N A
gl agT ¥ B fam e §
TR T8 0 W & I @ gH fagra
FTAY TE, BIE AT TRT WR i@ F1H
& FET ey | § |7 uF foEd
FT 1@t § AR F Feamaat # v J=
I @gaRagNawefes aaf
# IR q@ FH FEAe oW &
afer gawr @8 Q@ Aqwe G &
s & 5 g9 A AR ¥ a9
IR it &1 7 g ? = 38
FAR AWM TH FQ@ N A T FQ 7
Fgi ™ Nfaferwr ooe dor AT @
T 97 q§ &9 FAWT 97 | a§ Fgav
g7 f% 37 R0 w1 S § ST G @
feamaa Sted §1 JTO HIT ITF T
¥ WTHT IAFT AT G99 FTO HLAT q3AT
g7 | AfFT § I e aoR AW S |y
qT | ST HIS A RwE A AT
g e we & AR & qReds @
aga & foredt. § a3 F fag
FWER 9 T qAT MW@ v AGT
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w@WhE ¥ gAaR qg Y, gt
aT§ T, e wiiR fey W AR e
fearm 1 o7 fom T, wErOSTET A 9A
qg AWM T A HTH 19 39 TE
agawr faar €, A9 g WEAr vEe
# @ I fou 3§ awE ¥ w@T e
I et o 7 & 5w, 9g T gfaww
Q 9 R F 719 7 w27 fear o a8
e S T a9 | W A
# 337 AT ¥ | gT TF IEHIEAR WA &
TE F1% Y, M TN, WERTAT 947 7 81
38 T UF qheI & @, 109 gfww
F q@EW A, Wi ¥ fa¥ smar @
av 3T 4% FATWETE AEF & A W 4T
g\ S oo Ao o 9x T
FIAT I7 G AT F G A I FAAT
F g T TGEAT § WX Y AT F
i Fw3ar g w fafma § 5 swan
I F AN A 5 o = wfa-
fafaes 3 @awm | 78 @ T G @
f& o w@AF ¥ § FAE AW
ST R®ifE gE a5 T §
TET & T FIR I HI ST F agna
¥ 9% ae T fear 1 wafem ag
799 3W F gL TF FIfw & ST e
R AR T A 71 AfF Fofe &
Igy  fay o safem &7 WX @ 49
=T =i 9 g, afaq s e aE
g #x g dfqum Y mEgemT FE
gEY

s W el A iy 96 @
T AT qT A g Y TR T@AT
aifer f& wem, gt & fag
7g Y o faeret § S T & fog
5, 10 faumfgat &1 fgamm #iw @i
Far AT & W fr 9 ST T=AT ] |
IgF HATET TSI, RGO HT S,
R, IR ar@ Fr e @ fqedtr @
A IFH F IAF A T A R AR
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TMFT &, 100, 100 H 200, 200
A< 39 9 Y @ grar § WR I
TaAdE SEr AFD AT S €
SR (AT I ATECT 1 T L @1 A
arfersr &<F @ A0 ¥ wgAT dar
FAW Y A WW ITF A AT
AT 3T AR 7 A Al IAR!
FrEETE 3 F 9w wg  99er B
& «ft aifgae W@ ST 2O

Tafay 79 @< N0 F1 @A §T

# wqt st ¥ fagga &= f§ § 7
g9 FAAE fagas &1 99 F o |
Tadde @g 37 A # AR &7 WY
¥ grg & Aot a8 W A g
aifegd fF 73 garr I A9 F S99
TR F1 T gET S IwET qIHAT
FW & f97 2w Y 94 O IsAT O
qr gaT I [T A agar 7 Tqeer
¥ @ qTEe AUAT AT @ FY FW FT
fear | o= W 3w F §9 HIT IEEr
FaT Y AEA I+ Frawm § gafig
mqf St 797 3§ a9 F @ gww
aATE A A |

Mr. Chairman:

Shri Alvares (Panjim):
will the hon. Minister reply?

Mr. Chairman: 1 have just now
called him,

N fra aroaw (aidt) :oqarEw

T F1 a1 7 Y ety ?
There is great injustice in this House?
What is this? Actually it is injustice.

The hon. Minister.
When

Shri A. K. Sen: Madam Chairman,
the debate on the Bill has been more
interesting than useful. If I may say
so with respect to the mover as also
to those who have spoken, it has
been an excellent exercise in past
history and in the present utility of
associating members of the ruling
families with us.
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Shri Nambiar: Is that all?

Shri Raghunath Singh: What more
do you want?

Shri A. K. Sen: If the hon. Mem-
ber expects something more, he will
have to wait until he comes to power.
I am afraid, this Government has no
intention to oblige him by agreeing
to break all the solemn promises and
assurances given in the past.

Standing as I do in this capital of
ours, one is remindeq of what hap-
pened when the British army suc-
ceeded in quelling what they calied
the mutineers in 1858, over a cen-
tury ago, when they vanquished
many of the ruling princes who had
raised the standard of revolt against
the British rule. Not far from here,
in the centre of Ferozeshah Kotla were
hanged two sons of Bahadur Shah,
and in many other parts of the coun-
try these princes, as also those who
have fought with them, ordinary men
and women of India, who had joir-
ed the battle, the first great battle for
freedom for expelling the jnvaders
and imperialists from our soil, they
were chained and put in front of the
British guns and blown up. Happily
for us, our battle was waged under
the leadership of a different philoso-
phy and the great leaders who
brought our struggle for freedom to
a successful conclusion did net emu-
late the previous conquerors who
followeq the rule of beheading their
opponents as soon ag they were van-
quished. And in this very ¢ty of
Delhi, when our independence was
declared on the 15th of August 1947
many of those erstwhile princes be-
came part and parcel of our newly-
won country of freedom and pro-
gress; they were neither beheaded,
nor were their properties sequestered,
nor were their civil rights complete-
ly terminated, nor were their posses-
sions completely expropriated. And
I think we have gained by thijs, for
this country has laid very surely and
permanently and firmly the true
basis for a democracy in which even
those who have been our opponents
in the past have a share. And many
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of wnuse opponents, let us be quite
frank to ourselves, many of the ruiers
and their forefathers had fougnt
against the British in the past,
though it may be that after what we
call the muntiny many of them sup-
ported the Britishers as many In-
dian officers ipn the army, in the police
and in the civil service have done.
But have we ever thought of those
actions of our civil servants, of those
army bofficers ang of those police
officers who had helped the British
Government unwittingly possibly un-
willingly, reluctantly but for reasons
which were well known to us? We
know very well what would have
happened to any prince if he had
dared to openly support the Con-
gress movement in those days for
many had done it and many had been
deposed.

It is true that there were people,
like the Nizam ‘'of Hyderabad and a
few States, who had openly opposed
our struggle for freedom and had put
great obstacles jn our way and had
also been responsible for untold op-
pression of those who had struggled
in their States.

But that is a different matter. What
1 was trying to say is that our whole
history for winning freedom, for
founding our new country, for adopt-
ing a free Constitution has been moti-
vated by a different philosophy of
tolerance, of winning over adver-
saries and giving equality to all, ene-
mies, friends anq all. It was a great
spectacle when many of the oid civil
servants, Army and Polce officers,
who were responsible for helping the
British evep in the last Quit Indja
Movement, had become very loyal
officers under Sardar Vallabhai Paiel.
I think, many of them were very glad
when on this very floor Sardar Patel
paid them a great tribute for having
served the country well.

I see no reason, therefore, why a
whole class of persong should be dis-
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enfranchised simply because ' they
were rulers of States in the past.
Morally, legally, historically and even
from the limiteg point of view of ob-
ligations solemnly entered into 1
see no reason whatsoever why the
policy which we have accepteq for
ourselves should be reversed. I do
not see any reason for doing so even
if we are completely pragmatic in our
approach. What will this great de-
mocracy achieve by disenfranchising
500 ang odd individuals?

I remember, during the last war
when America along with her allies
was bitterly fighting for survival in
the great struggle against Germany
and Japan, the singing of the national
anthem and the salutation of the
national flag, the Stars and Stripes,
were made compulsory in all schools.
It reminds us of the great resurgence
which we saw here when all children,
men and women everywhere in schools
colleges ang offices rushed when the
Chinese came and attacked our fron-
tiers in showing our great loyalty to
the flag ang for the nation. A few
odd individuals in America, called
the Children of Jehovah, protested
against saluting the naticnal flag
ceremoniously and against singing
the national anthem ceremoniously in
schools. They were against all forms
of compulsion in following whal they
called rites.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamaty (Hos-
hangabad): Jehovah's Witnesses, not
children.

Shri A. K. Sen: I am sorry. I al-
ways yield to Shri Kamath for his
knowledge. He only reminds us how
parents too for having offended the
him.

They were prosecuted and their
parents too for having offended the
law in a particular State—I forget
that particular State—of the United
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States which made it compulsory for
all children in schools to sing the
national anthem and to salute the
national flag. In the magistrate’s
court they were convicted. Thexre was
an appea]l to the court of appeal for
that State which wag later on decid-
ed in the ultimate appeal taken to the
Supreme Court. One of the greatest
judges of America delivered what 1
consider to be a classical judgement
on this subject of freedom of con-
science and freedom of expression. I
do not remember the exact words but
they are worth quoting wherever and
whenever freedom of expression and
thought or equality of treatment in 2
democracy seemed {o be threatened
by odd thinking. The great Judge
said that the strength of a demo-
cracy, like the Uniteq States, ites in
its allowing 'odd individuals to ex-
press themselves in the way they
have done instead of shooting thetn
like the SS troops of Hitler, because
there no strength springs from the
soil. Here, the people themselves
will possibly oppose those who think
that it is against conscience to join
in a ritual of unfurling the flag or
singing the Natignal Anthem. There-
fore, they say, powerful and free de-
mocracies like the United States
would afford to tolerate these idiosy-
nerasies and will never perish under
their weight whereas those fascist
countries like Italy or Germany
which try to rule by the bayonet and
by shooting all people who disobey
laws apgainst \ conscience and free
thinking will perish themselves be-
cause they do not rest on free consent,
conscience and expression.

I conceive that the foundations
which were laid very truly and very
solidly in this country, when we
started our life of independence and
built our own democracy, are the
foundations which cannot be perished
simply because those who were asso-
ciated with the ruling people under
the British imperialist times are also
soclally with us here as equals, al-
lowed to stand as equals in all elec-
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tion fights and even allowed to be
taken in Government as cquals. 1
have no doubt about that. I have
seen Maharaja Karni Singhjj for
whom I have great respect and I
know that a man like him in Parlia-
ment would always add to our
strength and never weaken demo-
cracy. I do not mean that he alone
builds up the strength. Others also
do. I have known him for a long time
and I have seen what a great patrio-
tism he has shown whenever our
frontiers have been threatened as
they have been in the recent past.
Many other friends will no doubt
not only lay down gheir lives but
will also allow their children to
perish in the cause of the country.
Therefore, we believe in adding to
our strength, in our collective
strength, by bringing in all who might
have been associated genealogically,
if I may say so, with the ruling tra-
ditions of the past and yet if we go
still further in history, many of
them will draw lineage from people
like Rana Pratap who were heroes in
our struggle for liberation and, there-
fore, who will again be possibly equal
with us in the great struggle not
merely for preserving what we have
won but also for winning the life of
affluence which will be ours for the
future.

With these words, Madam, ] have
the pleasant duty of opposing this Bill
and requesting Prof. Sharma to witn-
draw this Bill before it is put to
vote.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Madam Chair-
man, our Law Minister has spoken
mare like a philosopher than like a
lawyer or a constitutionalist. I also
know a little of philosophy and I un-
derstand very well the overtones and
undertones of our philosophy of tole-
rance. I think it is because 'of our
tolerance which permits us to have
so many spy rings in Delhi after
every six months and so many other
things. But 1 believe, basically, that
philosophy should prevail. But tole-
rance does not mean tolerance of
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double standards. Tolerance does not

mean tolerance ‘of double think-
ing and double speaking. Tole-
rance does not mean that you
must have one standard in  public

life and another standard in private
life. I do not believe in that kind ot
tolerance. I think that that kind of
tolerance, with all our good inten-
tions, with all the wonderful things
we have done in the past, with all
the philosophy that we have enshrin-
ed in our Constitution and with the
eloquent exposition that our Law
Ministers will go on giving as long
as they are Law Ministers, will not
do us much good.

I do not yield to anybody in my
affection for the Maharaja of Bikaner.

Shri Jaganatha Rao:
none.

Second to

Shri D. C. Sharma: I do not yield
to anybody "in my regard for the
Maharaja of Baroda. I do not yield
to anybody in my respect for the
Maharani of Gwalior and the Maha-
rani of Jaipur. But I must submit
very respectfully that I had brought
forward this  Bill, if not in the in-
terests of my party—I understand my
party much better today than 1
ever knew before—at least in the
interests of the public, in the interests
'of our Constitution, in the interests of
our Fundamental Rights, ang in the
intercests of all those things which we
hold sacred.

I shall take a few minutes to tell
you why I had brought forward this
Bill. I welcome these Maharajas and
Maharanis to the Lok Sabha and to
the State Assemblies. 1 do not deny
their right to come here. Some of
them are very good, and some ‘of
them make good contribution to the
proceedings. But I woulq ask you one
question and it is this. Shall we per-
mit this kind of double-thinking and
double-talking in India? Anatole
France wrote a short story in which
he talked about a Duchess of France
who used to talk socialism when she
had diamond ear-rings. Some of these
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Maharajas talk the language of de-~
mocracy. I welcome that. Some of
the Maharajas even talk the language
of socialism, and I welcome that
They are patriotic. I welcome that.
But T must say that jf they give up
their privy purses they will rise in
the estimation of the 45 crores or
people of India. They may not rise
in the estimation of the Members or

Bhanu Prakash Singh
(Ragarh): We are prepared io give
even our clothes in the interests of
the country.

Shri D. C. Sharma: They may not
rise in the estimation of the Mem-
bers of my party, but I may tell you
that if they are adored today, as
some persons have said (I do not say
that)......

Shri J. P. Jyotishi (Sagar): They
will be adored if they do it by them-
selves.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I know my
hon. friend’s views. What I would
submit very respectfully 1s this that
if they are adored today, they will
be adored much mofle if they seek
a genuine, fresh, independent, poli-
tical career like myself or like any-
body else, and not seek a political
career which is under the shadow of
a privy purse, under the shadow of
big motor-car which has a plate of
its 'own, under the shadow of a flag
which is not the flag of India under
the shadow of a palace where there
are a thousand rooms; I think they
will serve the cause of democracy
much better if they do that. It was
for that purpose that I had brought
forward this Bill. But if you think
that they are good citizens of India,
1 have nothing to say against that.
My hon. frieng the Law Minister
said that we could not deprive any-
body of his franchise. Why do you
not give franchise then to all the
Government servants? Why not ask
them to stand for election to the Lok
Sabha and to the State Assemblies?
Why do you not allow them to do so?
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Shri Jaganatha Rao:
*so after retirement.

Shri D. C. Sharma: If you are so
tolerant, if you are so broad-hearted
and so generous, and so inclined tv
interpret the Constitution of India,
why do you mdt do so. Why shoula
not Shri Dandekar have been here ten
years ago or twenty years ago? Why
should he have come here only after
he has taken pension? Why should he
have come here only now? You knew
his capabilities and his abilities before.

They can do

Shri Nambiar: He could have re-
signed and then come.

Shri D. C. Sharma: The difficulty
is this that you talk in the abstracu
about adult franchise.

What is this adult franchise? i
is the right to vote. It is also the
right to stand for election. You deprive
some persons of the right to stand
for election. I would say
all these Secretaries to Govern-
ment, all the officers and all the gov-
ernment servants should be per-
mitted to stand for election, so that
there may be real right of franchise
given to everybody.

Mr. Chairman: He should conclude
now.

Shri D. C. Sharma: You deny that
right to them,

Shri Bhanu Prakash Singh: What
about the military?

Shri D. C. Sharma: When you have
deprived those officers of Govern-
ment, who are getting Rs. 2000, Rs.
1000, Rs. 600 and Rs. 500 and Rs. 50
of this right what is the harm in de-
priving these people of the right to
stand for elections when they are
getting privy purses?

Shri Nambiar: No harm.

Shri D. C. Sharma: [ do not wan!
to go into the question of the privy
purses.. I know you are getting im-
patient. But I agree with my hon.
friend, Shri Harvani, that it might
have been an act of grace on the
part 'of some Maharajas. It might have
been an act of grace on the part of
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the Maharaja of Bikaner. It
might have been an act of grace on
the part of the Maharaja of Patiala.
I know that. There were some others
also. I say it might have been an
act of grace on the part of some
Rajas and Maharajas to integrate with
the rest of India, but it was also au
act of compulsion in regard to others.
You know to what troubles we were
put.

Therefore, when you stand for con-
stitutional rights, why do you amend
the Constitution everytime? The
Constitution has been amended so
many times. Why do you say that
whatever compensation shall be given
for land taken away from somebody
shall not be justiciable in a court of
aw? What about that?

Therefore, 1 say that our Constitu-
tion is not something which is eternal.
Only our interests are eternal.

Mr. Chairman: I think the hon.
Member had his full say in the begin-
ning. So he should conclude now.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I have to reply
to the debate. What are you saying?

As I was submitting very respect-
fully, only our interests are eternal.
The interests of India are eternal, no-
thing else is. You can change the
Constitution if the interests of India
demand it. We can scrap our agree-
ment if the interests of India demand
it.

Shri Jaganatha Rao: Not by
Bill.

Shri D. C. Sharma: We have done
it so many times. -

Therefore, I say that it is not be-
cause the Minister of Law has stood up
against me that I am unhappy, but my
unhappiness is unbounded today, not
because I have been opposed by some
persons who sit there, but because
members of my own party have dis-
owned me.

Shri Nambiar: Getting ready for
withdrawal!

Shri D. C. Sharma: The Secretary
of my Party also stood up to oppose

'me.

this
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Now Madam, Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru once said that you should do
the right thing at the right time, and
it you do not do it at the right time,
even a right thing appears wrong. I am
sure I did the right thing, but perhaps
I did not choose the right time for it.
1 should have judged the pulse of the
House much more correctly than I did.

An hon. Member: What dig Moham-
med Bin Tughlak do?

Mr. Chairman: No
now.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Mohammed Bin
Tughlak was a good king.

Since the House has been more or
less not in conformity with my views,
I would seek leave of the House to
withdraw the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: Has the hon. Mem-
ber the leave of the House to with-
draw the Bill?

Several Hon. Members: Yes, yes.

Shri Nambiar: No.

Mr. Chairman: Is he pressing it?

interruptions

Shri Nambiar: Pressing it to a voice
vote.

Mr. Chairman: The question. is:

‘“That leave be granted to with-
draw the Bill further to amend the
Representation of the People Act,
1951”.

The motion was adopted.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I am a demo-
crat. After listening to my party
members who have not been sympa-
thetic to me, 1] withdraw the Bill.

The Bill was, by leave, withdrawn.

16.45 hrs.
RE: POLITICAL SUFFERERS AID
BILL

Mr. Chairman: The President has
not recommended the consideration of
the Political Sufferers Aid Bill of Shri
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S. C. Samanta under article 117(3).
Hence, the motion for the considera-
tion of the Bill cannot be allowed to
be moved.

I request Shri Kamath to move his
Bill.

Shri S. C. Samanta (Tamluk): I am
not moving the motion, but let me put
some facts before the House.

Mr. Chairman: When it is not re-
commended at all, how can the hon.
Member put the facts before the
House?

Shri S. C. Samanta: I would request
the Minister to reconsider their deci-
sion.

Mr. Chairman: That is a difierent
thing.

1646 hrs. ..
SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES OF
MINISTERS (AMENDMENT) BILL

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): Madam Chairman, I beg to
move:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Salaries and Allowances of
Ministers Act, 1952, be taken into
consideration.”

The Bill has been long overdue.

This question started agitating the
minds of the Members of this House,
as well as of other people, not to say
of the vast millions outside, when last
year sometime in March or April,
certain stunning figureg were laid on
the Table of the House by the Minis-
ter of Works, Housing and Rehabili-
tation, Shri Mehr Chand Khanna, with
regard to the paymenis made on ac-
count of the consumption of water and
electricity by each Minister. Subse-
quently, a statement was laid on the
Table of the House giving figures with
regard to the cost incurred in supply-
ing additional furniture to every Min-
ister, whether a member of the Cabi-
net, or a Minister of State, or a Deputy
Minister.





