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[Shri Sham Lal Saraf)

personal explanation, I wag not here
when my hon. friend, Shri Hem
Barua, referred to what happened
yesterday in the House and expressed
anger. I must also express my anguish
over that incident. His name was
there in the list, prepared either by
you or the Deputy-Speaker, along with
the names of members of three other
parties who had not spoken. He actu-
ally came to me when I was in the
Chair to enquire. (Interruptions).

He has expressed hjs anger. Now
let me express my anguish, I then
said that T am going to call Shri J.B.
Kripalani next and that he will get
the third turn after that. Then I cal-
ledq Dr. Lohia. He then saig that I
have been partial, which I refute, as T
refuted it at thattime also.If it has
caused any anguish to my hon. friend,
I am very sorry for it. But the way in
which he hag behaved is not a pro-
per wayv. That is the correct position.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): May
1 submit that Shri Saraf js a very
good friend of ours and that is why I
did not mention his name while lodg-
ing the complaint? What happened
was this. I went to him, a thing
which I never do, and enquired  of
him whether my name is in the list.
He sald “yes, your name ig the fourth
on the list; I will call you to speak
after Shri Kripalani hag spoken” 1
said “all right”. 1 came down. Shri
Kripalani was sitting here and he
asked me whether 1 wanted to speak
betore him. I sald “no, dada”.
Therefore, to say that I had requested
him to give me an opportunity  to
speak before Shri Kripalani is not
correct. ...

Mr. Speaker: There might be a
misunderstanding, Both might be
honestly believing like that, One

is liable to misunderstand sometimes.
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13.30 hrs.

CONSTITUTION (TWENTY-THIRD
AMENDMENT) BILL®

Mr. Speaker: We will now take up
the introduction of Bills. Shri Y. B.
Chavan.

To T HANER Afgan (FEETaIR)
weq Aged, faw 109 F wa W@
SEATHT FT I § | [ HaY A TH
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F ST & {ToR AT Far g i qumy
wofir fear s, saifE g Wl o &
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I ® QT F W HATT IS FEAT
g

Tro Tw wANEY Afgwr ¢ ‘a3
¥ ¥ o @i P g A A A e
fava @zt #gf ¥ WTowW gar &,
aq frdz AITW T AT |

eaR qAEy : 7G|

o W wANgT ANfgan @ agt ¥
o s P ww w3 &, g e
oo

wemst WEET TGN | @Y A
fafaex arge 71 ag fa= Wwege s

Afag 1 N IW F AGIfABRT FEAT
TqEREIT NIWF T Wwr faar
AT
oft aYd (wg)
YT ST FT G |
A HEAT © TF WIKSH WA

SEqE WET,

oft qYd - JY qreAT wa qfew 33w
N AW #A fFar o awar § ?

weqm wlam W qEAE
qEE A Iq B NN FET R, A A®
15 fafres wige wY vt ftea T
§ X 398 T Aw FL

ot twrmarR men (faoaiz) o
# frdga wean gan § e g Wt wawr
F a3 gu &, a8 FgUs wHAE F A
* < dfimat g £ fs 37 w1 @
dwmd agfrafeafa ¥ § 1o 2w
IMFM AT A fF v
T g fF 9@t T ITEY @ ™ g,
IJAF I as Wiw AWK uOw
1 gvA §, fow & w10 3 wha AR
#T qTER &% Y wfsaE gAwa @
@

sreaqw wpey « & fafaees aga o
iy rgasa g 5 ag fawdgs)-
AN F) ST FT A wwrard F A F

Q mar § w7 g At e agt gwr g 3 9

2Rz 7
9 TFT WATYT § T HY IS qHAT v
¥ The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri

Y. B. Chavan): Sir, I beg to move for

. . 1 to introd Bill further t

. 2;3 w m;tr:‘}“ :‘ﬁ:g amend the Constitution of Tndia.
W) & wag e faw WY w-ew
w T I O} g wT &, v Ay
3 sqaeqy N AT §, o g Y

ot g

weaw sy : fafreex arga wo
N W | e ¥y wcft | Motion moved:

AW QAT FAT §, &Y g T wwaAw “That leave be granted to intro-
al duce a Bill further to amend the
Constitution of India.”

Dr. L. M. Singhvi (Jodhpur): Str,
under rule 72 of the Rules of Proce-
dure I wish to oppose the motion,

Mr. Speaker: Unless I place the
motion before the House, how can he
oppose it? Let me first place the
motion before the House.

=t wvd : ag qrver wa-xfew §
AR ST TR g 7

WETR TR © A T {AIR § |
AN g s dfag I
& grHma

Shri S. M. Banerjee has written to
me, Let him speak first.

Shri S. M. Banerjes (Kanpur): Sir.
1 oppose this Bill. May I invite your
kind attention to the Statement of
Objects and Reasans? 1t says:
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“Appointments of distriet judges
in Uttar Pradesh and a few other
States have been rendered invalid
and illegal by a recent judge-
ment of the Supreme Court
on the ground that gsuch
appointments were not made in
accordance with  the provisions
of article 233 of the Constitution.
In another judgment the Supreme
Court has held that the power of
posting of a district judge wunder
article 233 does not include the
power of transfer of such judge
from one station to another and
that the power of transfer of a dis-
trict judge is vested in the High
Court under article 235 of the Consti-
tution.... It is, therefore, urgently
necessary to validate the judgments,
decrees, orders and sentences pas-
sed or made heretofore by all such
district judges in those States and
also to validate the appointment,
posting, promotion and transfer of
such district judges barring those
few who were not eligible for
appointment under article 233.”

8ir, you may recall that in UP a seri-
ous situation arose when it was found
that the Minister of Justice, Chief
Minister and all, they were all inter-
ested jn the appointment of district
judges, ultimately it was found that
very serious irregularities of corrup-
tion, nepotism and favouritism were
committed in those  appointments
and when ultimately the case went
to the Supreme Court, it ruled that
all such appointments are invalid in
accordance with articles 335 and 333.
Now, I am not against the validation
of those judgements. I know that
whatever judgements, decrees or or-
ders were passed or sentenceg were
awarded should be validated. But
they say that they want to velidgte
the appointments, posting, promotion
and transfer of district judges, barr-
ing those few which were held ille-
gal under article 323. I am ‘opposing
their putting their stamp of approval
and validating all those gross irre-
gularities which have been committed.
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Mr, Speaker: That is no ground for
opposing the introduction of a Bill.
On the merits of such a legislation
he can say that it should not be done;
that is all.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: It should
have been accompanied by a state-
ment.

Dr. L. M. Simghvi: Sir, I would
like to draw your attention to rule
72, which actually gives leave to the
Members of the House to oppose the
introduction of the Bill as well as to
question the legislative competence of
the House to consider such a Bill.
These are two separate and distinct
categories contemplated by our rules.
Rule 72 says:

“If a motion for leave to intro-
duce a Bill is opposed, the Speaker,
after permitting, if he thinks fit, a
brief explanatory statement from
the member who moves and from
the member who opposes the
motion, may, without further de-
bate, put the question:”

That is the first category. The second
one is:

“Provided that where a motion
is opposed on the ground that the
Bill initiates legislation outside the
legislative competence of the House,
the Speaker may permit g full dis-
cussion thereon.”

-

invoke this rule to request you to
consider both these objections. One
objection is founded on the mere
right of memberg to express their
opposition to the motion for leave to
introduce a Bill. The other is a
wider right and that is founded on

the legislative competence, of the
House itself.
After all, the executive acts in

haste and then amends at leisure.
This hag become the practice in our
country every now and then. We,
therefore, this House particularly,
have the right to express our con-
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cern, even at the stage of introduc-
tion of such a Bill. The larger cons-
titutional question which is at the
moment being debated in the Supreme
Court is even the question of legisla-
tive ' competence. Every now and
then when the Supreme Court strikes
down the legislation because it is bad
in law, because it is unconstitutional,
the Government comes forward with
the suggestion to this House that we
should have a constitutiona] amend-
ment. I think this device of consti-
tutional amendment, even if it is per-
missible under the Constitution, is
not to be used in this light, cavaliar
and casua] fashion. Whenever some-
thing happens, whenever something
ig struck down by the judiciary as
unconstitutional, or improper, or un-
tenable, or bad, o- iniquitous, Gov-
ernment comeg to validate that piece
of legislation rather than rectify the
error that it has made. I have no
objection if only the judgements and
decrees of the various courts were
sought to be validated but what is
being done now is to validate all the

appointments, promotions and trans-
fers.
Mr. Speaker: Is he arguing that

this ig outside the legislative compe-
tence of the House?

Dr, L. M. Singhvi: I am submitting
both these grounds. I am submit-
ting to the House, as js being argued
and you must have followed, Mr.
Speaker, the trend of arguments in
the Supreme Court also, that re-
course to amendment of the Consti-
tution has been absued.

Mr. Speaker: So far as I could un-
derstand, he agreed, firstly, that there
might not be a debate. Secondly, he
argued that when it is beyond the
legislative pet, of Parli t,
the Speaker may allow a debate.
Does he want to argue and assert that
thig Bill that is coming up is beyond
the legislative competence of this
House?
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Dr. L. M. Singhvi: Sowfar as the
first question is concerned, the
Speaker must ask, in accordance with
the main body of the rule, the Minis-
ter to make a statement explaining
why it is necessary to validate even
appointments, promotions and trans-
fers. Unless that statement is madc
and unless other who oppose have a
chance to say something to the count-
rary, the Houge should not even con-
sider it. On the question of legisla-
tive competence, when a power which
may be conceded to be in existence,
is abused every now and then, the
House can say that it is not within

the legislative competence of the
House.
Shri K., C. Sharma (Sardana):

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I happen to be-
long to the profession which has to
deal with judges and judgements. I
am proud to belong to that profession
and I gm proud to say that there is
no room for the words that my hon.
friend, Shri Banerjee, has used. There
was not such thing as corruption,
nepotism or favour whatsoever in the
matter. (Interruption).

‘What nonsense is this,

Mr. Speaker:
in this manner,

Order, order. Not

Shri K. C., Sharmma: I am sorry,
Sir, but he got me excited
(Inten'u.ptlon)

A serfous problem has arisen.
The Judges had been gppointed. The
Judges had been appointed on merits.
They haq the requisite qualifications.

8hri 8. M. Banerjee: Irregular.

Shri K. C. Sharma: According to
the Supreme Court judgement, the
Government might not have the
jurisdiction or the authority to appoint
them; but they had delivered judge-
ments, they had passed sentences and
thoge sentences and those judgements
have been carried out. They have
been effective.
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So far as natural justice is con-

cerned, so far as the rational effecti-
veness of the judiciary is concerned,
it has rightly taken place; no
legal wrong has been done to any-
body. It is a procedural mistake, if at
all it is. Under these circumstancse, it
is necessary that this Bill should come
and we should validate what has
taken place.

Mr, Speaker: 'The hon. Minister
might say what he has to say.
ot Ay fema (A7) 0 WA

g, A §H G I .. . .

WG W2 oF qq gq
sfqw | wAT wiEgwRIE &1 ar
I am bound to hear only one Mem-
ber. Because only Shri S. M. Baner-
jee wrote to me, I heard him. Even
then, briefly I would hear them. Just
let me hear the Minister first, what
he has to say on this point....(In-
terruption).

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamatp (Hoshan-
gabad): Under the rules, when it is
about the incompetence of the House,
we can have a discussion,

Y A4 : wew WgEd, WY A
R w faafed ¥ faar e &

W@ wgRE - g% 976 ¥ QIS
AT 1T § fif qg T st ameny
fr ag oY AgaT §, QY 9 A 3T N
aarar g Ay v & v ag A et ama
oo (vreww) . . 8%
wg1 fr ag O fawd T ¥ vomt §
fr ag¥ fafireee Tgenim fr &l ool
THEY E /1T

He will explain in brief. When I am
calling him, objection is taken that
Shri Maurya should be heard first and
not the Minister.
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s wvd - gt & ag T vy @E
.. (vwweT) A ag A wre
Y awar fag ¥ W ?

oW wgEn ¢ gt T a Afew
Fagaray w2

Mt W W9 ag wey war § ?

oeuer wgw . gra |

Shri Y. B. Chavan: The brief state-
ment that I would like to make is this,
The hon. Member, Shri Banerjee, has
helped me by reading the statement
of objects and reasons himself. The
situation has arisen out of two judge-
ments of the Supreme Court under
which appointments of District Judges
in Uttar Pradesh and a few other
States have been rendered invaid
because their appointments were
considered not in accordance with the
provisions of article 233. The other
judgement also has created the posi-
tion that the power of posting of Dis-
trict Judges under article 233 does not
include the power to transfer such
Judges from one station to another.

These are the two judgements which
have created a certain situation. This
Bill seeks to correct that position.
What is being corrected is that those
persong who are not ineligible or who
are eligible under the Constitution
alone are being regularised. It is not
a question of merely protecting any
individuals who are judges but it is,
really speaking, a question of pro-
tection of litigants. Otherwise, nobody
would believe in the judgements of
courts. It is really that situation
which is being sought to be corrected
and regularised.

Dr. L. M. Singhvi: Then you should
validate only the judgments and
decrees and not appointments and
promotions.

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Maurya,
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ot /Yd : wsIw AgRd, ST Rw
¥ sqafard alx Afacda ¥ oo
9 a, SHY A B ¥ FT 3w ¥ gy
7 gy £Y¢ & wwfar ww qv aur
faafax ¥ g H1E 7 s Ta Y oy
f 2w Ay arfqarive wddss T4 &, 2w
w1 @faur aYaiw & A agi 9T gw awr
g WY 7Y &y § 5 Am & i
T FA AT G F AT awEr @@ o

g A & ag w1 g v a@
FAT OF A THIAT AEI F AW H;
dfaem & warg § AT ¢, IIF AR
FQ F fAw g7617 ST IIT 72 &,
e = A e Gy @l i 9
qMFAAR FL

FZT A% §X dfqu & ¥ 20
qAvEHT ¥ geaeW §, AW qg TgAT &
f&% ag araer wadfen &, w@ifE o fus-
fax # gamgratg gré 1€ 7 v fia-
Aoy weit WY T R § W A 9
frolg i frr mar g 1 AR, AT QW ®
qrae ¥ qg e & fr A oferem ag
Hofr ¥ wgw $14Y &, 9g qA@AT § AT B,
Ferit v areafawar Ag & | I
¥ HTeAIEY O A T A FTOT FATL
§ fr

“The functioning of the district
courts in  Uttar Pradesh has
practically come fo a standstill.”

7 fasgw froe 1 FEw T Q@
ey § T & a3 ¢, Fa e
9 qg T § | AER sg@fead §
0 Y w9 EOHATE g, gy
FATET Y SATRT ATATE T, 37 F THAMfas
fA=TC-aTT &1 YATE A WA q,
vt FTOoY FY T & wgan g fw oy
£ré srawEar TG § 9T g A ¥
mimmar(ﬁﬁi{wﬁmiti,
Avc qufad i fad ar-fafreet Y

1o T wART Wfgar : wwAA
g, 4z waft ot e ofy fard agt 97
I €T F FY AU IR §S ATHAL
# g ¥ &, av weer gvm | & gt =
® &7 fircwre go §, I fogrd o
Aty A ISTATE, T WHCAG A A
g ft ¥ o wgn 1 Afwa N
e QF & wrar &, fo¥ & wrewy gad,
WE WA & www ¥ E A
70-80 a% & 7% &, ForreY wwrc A
X1 Savar wEn fear @ ar v
sl 7 a7 a O e § fe a
IAAT A ITH I FH FAT & AT
T $ 9T W S §, WIS I
|1 gur avATa fwar 91 @R

e wEE - qeT Wgd, ¥ o
FT g o gy e & ¢ &1 a arrew
gy fr w1 qar et 2, 9| T A
T @ g a1 few gg & | wETH AR
¢ fr g8 ¥ RN 9T TRy @ -
@UI g ? WU AA@ §E WA
RATAF @A AHE T § 97 &
T AV WTT AT FY A |

o Tw wNFT Afgmr - F AN
AT FFF &Y AT § TFT T FY TATHT
o g, Afew ag Wt ;AT T
a3 g @ §, faawy wiadht ¥ oF sy
g

LR LA L L
ofwr se @ E.. ...

o W WA Wifgay : ofww ¥
A AART I@F AT AN

woaw WERW v faw @ e
¥ qrd % g A wFAv g} ¥, g wfed

o O FAR Nifgm ;A w
araw T & 1 IR OF Qo wTw .
frar @ fs et 7o-somd TP
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L 3% amg A wedr Tt v @,
T e e 1 @ dAW®

sreaw wE'XT : AR A $iE A At
R & Sgiv dan aremow w far g,
vafed fowr ®) qRegs T T Fw
{1 7 Y faw ) gegw A v & fa
o w8, & o o A
R wwar

To I 7T Nfgar © 97 T
@, a9 ;o wFA.

qeqW WEAE AL WIgH, Tod
R F A w7 Q.

o T TR Afgar T gEA
& gy T FET 1 ¥ A g w}
I W@ E

TEIR AT : [T TR 6E)-
WE S Y

=1 vy famg : weAE WERA, Wi
@ 8 pim 21 F S w1 39
fgear oqr W IEF g AW 4 faean
g€, v & gowr agt fodw s @y
§ | o fadaw %1 9 3TV qamar @
39 ¥ &Y wa™ 1 WA A9 §, TF av
g R fo—

“The functioning of the district
courts in Uttar Pradesh has prac-
tically come to-a standstill.”

g wY W T, T oy e
G IO

“As g result of these judgments,
a serious situation has grisen be-
cause doubt has been thrown on
the validity of the judgments,
decrees, orders and sentences
passed or made by these district
judges and g3 number of writ peti-
tions anq other cases have already
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been filed challenging their vali-
dity.”
T TR Rt fa I @
et & T oY Ha ¥ A § av g
ard Ry @, ST R agt
HET T § ar AR fearw fa o
LA F1 HTAT AEY &, 6T X eIy
w7 @ E

qEaE HEIRA, # g FE T IR
JE AEY 931 ], A wE A & g
FR ¥ @9 frar & e fom @it &y
gitfeae afafee & amr omar §,
A P& &1 I § 6 g ghi-ew }
o 3B G & 1 0F dfwe § fomay
3% 719 fzar ma g, dfew sg@ifmas
afafeq & & agi ary @n | g
T Fgr & fF e ¥ g Y FA
faaaa % o &, ¥ d@fawm & wwex
19 g EY 3 Ao, fa # qm oo

wrem wgw - faw # g
It # IET TG Y

o wq fema  Fag e wr g fx
dfqaw w o3 faor &aw FT @ L
s W, A ag fadzw ...

WA WFYIW : A ATT AT qHA
& fr @@ FEgmE W Aivede
R § F-TPT FET L, WA
e F §41 & JaT 7Y gar W}
R Y AT Y FIEEGEA F AT
] W FWT Y, TN qawT  fad ag
agt qTaT , W T w1 w1 Aaed g ?

N 7y fomg . Afew gim 2
A w3 & fF g€ A1 A geg o1 Haw
arew fear mar § Wik 9 oy ¥ ww
T AT, @ R g & o o @,
I AR IAT S T HIWX A @

w1 faega s 7 w3 gu =< g fieat
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S § 1 wa & qrae wel oft & sAAT
gt § 5 o g wYé ar gk W
w1 faege e 1 %< g 1< Frgfrmt
A HY & 1 s &y sy Sy ¥ S
g § 5 o7 gftw A1 ar gk B
# @@ 9w B R & o §, vuk
AT IAL WM A ATHTL AT
& ¥ =< fagfaar st § o sy weh
TRFT IAX W H AR 9T Fgd
A T & A @ Y q@ W H
A § 1 (TR G & gt S feafa
Y I g § 1 xafa? 3 faew
2 f oo ag wwy wiw & @ifs gl
FE F IANT B 9§ aF ST gEg
¥ 9% AT A% 9 & arg favig & e
og qgt 9T W w3 Avy § v At

TN AFID ;AT FAT A E

Does he want time:

Then I put the motion.

shri G. N. Dixit (Etawah): May I
submit. ...

Mr, Speaker: 1 do not need any-
thing now.

Shri G. N. Dixit: A lot of confu-
sion has been created....

Mr, Speaker: There is no confu-
sion at all

The question is:

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

Let the lobby be cleared.
The Lok Sabhq divided:

Division No. 15]

Alva, Shri A, S,

Alva, Shri Jeochim

Aney, Dr. M. S,

Babunath Singh, Shei
Barman, ShriP. C.
Bhatkar, Shri
Bbattacharyys, Shri C, K.
Brajeshwar, Prasad, Shri
Brij Raj, Singh-Kotah, Shri
Chandrabhag, Singh, Dr.
Chandriki, Shri

Chavah, Shri D. R.
Chavan, Shri Y.B.
Chavda, Shrimati, Johraben
Das, Shri B. K.

Das, Shri N. T.

Dass, Shri C.

Deshmukh, Shri B, D.
Deshmukh, Shri Shivaji Rao S,
Dixit, Shei G. N.

Darai, Shri Kasinatha
Gandhi, Sbri V. B,

Ganga Devi, Shrimati
Gowdh, Shri H.K.V.
Himatsingks, Shri

Jadhav, Shri Tulsids
Josbi, Shrimati Subdbadra
Jyotishi, Shri J. P.

AYES

Kappen, Shri

Khaditker, Shri

Krishng, Shri M. R.
Kureel, Shri B. N.

Lahtan Chaudhry, Shri
Lakshmikenthamma, Shrimati
Lalit Sen, Shei

Laxmi Bei, Shrimari
Mallick, Shri Rams Chandra
Mandal, Dr. P.
Maniyangadan, Shri
Mantri, Shri D. D.
Maruthiah, Shri

Mchta, Shri J. R.

Mengi, Shri Gopal Datt
Minimata, Shrimsti
Mishra, Shri Bibhuti
Mohary, Shri Gokulananda
More, Shri K.L.
Muhammad Ismail, Shri
Naskar, Shri P. S,

Nauyak, Shri Mohan
Paliwal, Shri

Pandey, Shri R, S.

Patel, Shri Chhotubhai
Patel, Shri N. N.

Pauil, Shri T. A.

Pattabhi Reman, Shri C. R.

[13.54 hrs

Prabhakar, Shri Naval
Pnunjln:h. Shri

Ral, Shrimati Sahodrs Bay
Rajdeo Singh, Shri

Raju, Shei D. B.

Ram Scwak, Shri

Rane, Shri

Ranga R10, Shri

Ruo, Shri Jaganathe

Reo, Shri Krishnamoorthy
Rao, Shri Muthyal

Rao, Shri Ramapathi

Ruo, Shri Thirumala

Roy, Shri Bisbwenath
Sahs, Dr. S. K.

Samoani, Shei

Saraf, Shrl Shem Lal
Satyabhamae Devi, Shrimadi
Shah, Shrimati Jayabea
Shakuntala Devi, Shrimari
Shankarslya, Shri

Sharma, Shri A. P.
Sharma, Shri D. €.
Sharma, Shri K. C.

Sheo Narain, Shri

Shukla, Shri Vidya Chacan
Shyamkumari Devi, Shrimat
Siddenanjappa, Shri
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Siddish, Shri
Sidheshwar Prased, Shei
Singh, Shri D. N.

Sioha, Shrimsti Turkeshwari
Snstak, Shri Nardco
Sonavane, Shry

Bill Motion

Bade, Shri

Banerjee, Shri 8. M.
Berwa, Shri Opkar Lal

Baij Raj Singh, Shri
‘Chakravarity, Shrimati Renu
‘Gokaran Prasad, Shri
Gupts, Shri Indrajit
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Subbaraman, Shr
Subramanyam, Shri T.
Surendra Pal Singh, Shri
‘Tiwary, Shri D, N.
Tiwary, Shri K. N.
‘Tiwary, Shri R. S.

NOES
Gupta, Shri Keshi Ram
Kamath, Shri Hari Vishnu
Koys, Shri
Lakban Dag, Shri
Limaye, Shri Madhu
Lohis,Dr. Ram Manchar
Maurya, Shri

Under Rule 388 5682

Ulkey, Shri

Upadhyaya, Shri Shiva Dutt
Varma, Shri Ravindra
Verma, Shri Balgovind
Verma, Shn K. K.

Range, Shri
Poy, Dr. Saradish
Shastri, Shri Prakash Vir

Singh, Shri Y. D.

Singhvi, Dr. L. M.

Tan Singh, Shri
Utiya, Shri

Mr. Speaker: The result of the Divi-
sion is: Ayes: 101; Noes: 21:

The motion was gdopted,

Shri Tyagi (Dehra Dun): I have
abstained from voting and I hope de-
liberately done so because this is not
the stage to oppose.

Shri Y, B. Chavan: I introduce the
Bill.

13.55 hrs.

MOTION UNDER RULE 388
r &
MOTION RE: AMENDMENT TO
REPRESENTATION OF THE
PEOPLE (AMENDMENT) BILL

Mr. Speaker: The House will aow
take up further consideration of the
following motion moved by the G. 8.
Pathak on the 24th November, 1966,
namely: —

“That rule 338 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Busi-
‘ness in Lok Sabha in its applica-
tion to amendment No. 63 to the
Representation of the People
(Amendment) Bill, 1866, adopted
by the House on the 23rd Novem-
ber, 1966, be suspended.”

Shri K. K. Verma may continue his
speech, i

it qwrmatT met : (fawalr ):
M AE-AAr St a e Afwr oA
qwe qrFg )

s wgw i g ot

RTTIAT Trest ¢ Wg A
g% dATA, AT AW 14T AEAT 2
HAFTT TG AT F a3 5 . (wraam)

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamatp (Hoshan-
gabad): You may ask him to make a
statement. Let him make it in the
evening or some time in the after-
noon.

Mr. Speaker: It is for him and not
for me.

The hon. Minister can tell me if he
is going to make gny statement.

There is pno
should I do?

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri
Y. B. Chavan): I am not making any
statement,

answer. So, what

ot aF (i) : g wr o @
%@ a1 FgAT wfEd | '

wogE wgE ¢ Igi wel fE e
FT XS TG FFA] )

Shri K. K. Verma (Sultanpur):
Yesterday, the Law Minister had made
a motion that yule 338 of the Rules
of Procedure ang Conduct of Business
in the Lok Sabha in jts application
to amendement No. 63 of the Repre-
sentation of the People (Amend-
ment) Bill be suspended. An ob-
jection was raised......

Shri S, M. Banerjee (Kanpur): You
may kindly ask the hon. Minister to
make a statement on......





