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GOVERNMENT OF PART C STATES
(AMENDMENT) BILL~—contd.

The Minister of Home Affairs and
States (Dr. Katju): I beg to move:

“That the Bill to amend the
Government of Part C States
Act, 1951, be taken imto conmsi-
deration.”

Thig is a non-controversial mea-
sure. The Government of Part C
States Act was passeq in 1951, and
during the last three years, the
working of the Act has disclosed
some defects and omissions. Those
defects are now being sought to be
removed by this Bill. Hon. Members
would have gathered from the State-
ment of Objects and Reasons the
main purposes of the Bill. Some dis-
putes arose as to the method of ‘the
disposal of questions relating to the
disqualification of members of State
Legislatures. Provision for that is
being made specifically, and power
ig being given to the President to dis-
pose of all such questions after con-
sulting the Election Commission.

Then there is the provision for the
establishment of a Contingency Fund
and for the laying of the reports of
the Comptroller and Auditor-Gene-
ral of India before the State Legis-
latures.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

So far as I can see from the amend-
ments which have been tabled, the
only question which has given rise
to some doubt in the minds of some
hon Members is' about the language.
In clause 8 of the BIll, it is provided
specifically that all Bills introduced in
the State Legislatures and all Acts
passed therein shall be primarily in
the English language, but it is also
said that where the regional language
ig Hindi, then the Bill may be trans-
lated and the translations will also
be authoritative.

Now, I “‘gather from the amend-
ments tabled that there is some de-
sire that English should be omitted
altogether and Hindi be substituted.
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1 only wish to say here that hon.
Members will recollect article 348 of
the Constitution. The present clause
33(a) in the Bill ig nothing but a re~
production of that article. It is a
compulsory thing and we cannot
possibly deviate from it. I had to
introduce it because there wag some
lacuna in the Act as it stands, and
it was necessary to remove that
lacuna. Otherwise, the Bill, I sub-
mit, ig a plain-sailing one, and I do
not wish to detain the House any
further upon it.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
moved:

“That the Bill to amend the
Government of -Part C States
Act, 1951, be taken into consi-
deration.”

Shri U. M. Trivedi (Chittor): Sir,
the Government of Part C States
(Amendment) Bill that hag been
presented to the House is, according
to the hon. the States Minister—and
it ig hig wont—a ‘non-controversial’
matter., Everything, according to
him, is non-controversial. The Pre-
ventive Detention Act is non-contro-
versial! This is also non-contro-
verisal! I say, Sir, it is a very con-
troversial subject inasmuch ag we
are not proceeding on any progres-
sive lines about the administration
of these Part C States.

Motion

To begin with, the very provisions
of law which are given in Articles
239 and 240 give certain powers to
this Parliament to, administer the
Part C Stateg through the President.
These States are not placed at par -
with the Part B States. Thig invi~
dious distinction is being carried on
and ig now being perpetuateq for all
timeg to come. It would be better if
we were to make up our mind once
for all that all these Part C States
must cease to exist. They are on
anomaly in our present structure.
The anomaly is so great that so far
as the administration of Part A
Stateg or Part B States, that is, of
the major portion of India, is con-
cerned, evenr if we have to make any
change in our Constitution, we have
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to come to the Perliament. And not
only that. There is a further pro-
vision that only by a particular
majority we cam change the Consti-
tution. And a further embargo is
there, that if such g change is to be
effected in particular articles, then
‘not only Parliament will have to pass
that Bill or that amendment in a
particular manner, but that half of
the Stateg of India should also have
to assent to it. But in the case of
these Part C Sta‘es, you will find that
we have got a provision, that under
article 240 we can change the Consti-
tution and allow these Part C States
to change any part of the Constitu-
tion. Article 240(2) reads:

“Any such law as is referred
to in clause (1) shall not be
deemed to be an amendment of
this Constitutionr for the purposes
of article 368 notwithstanding
that it contains any provision
which amends or has the effect
of amending the Constitution”.

Now, why are such powerg neces-
sary in the case of administration of
Part C States? If these Stateg are
to be distinguished like this, that
means the citizens of India living in
Part C States, are to be discriminated
against in this manner, are allowed
to have hostile lawg passed against
them or prejudicing them. Why
should we allow it under the Consti-
tution when we have guaranieed
equal protection of law and the right
of not denying equality in law to
all of them? Why are we going to
do that? We allow it and we go on
perpetuating it, ang this amendment
does the same thing. Formerly,
there wag some controlling authority.
That goes; that controlling authority
is also to be given up by the amend-
mentg which are now being suggest-
ed.

In clause 7 there is an amendment
of Section 39 which has been sugges-
ted. And what doeg it suggest? Some
peculiar notion of making or adding
to the Consolidated Fund of the
State is mentioned there. Not only

16 FEBRUARY 1854 Part C States (Amend- 38

ment) Bill

will these States of Ajmer, Bhopal,
Coorg, Dehi, Himachal Pradesh and
Vindhya Pradesh have a Consolidated
Fund of the revenues which they have,
but to those revenues are to be added
grants, then to those will be added
loans, and what is more, whatever re-
payments of these loang are made,
those alsg will go into their coffers.
Loans will be made by the Government
of India, repaymentg will be ordered
out of it and the repayments will not
be made to the Government of India,
but will become a sort of Consolidated
Fund for these Part C States. Why
this has been manoeuvred, we do not
know. Why not say that all these will
be treated as grants? Why distin-
guish between loans and grants?
Make it a grant for all purposes.

Then, Sir, I will draw the attention
of the House to this language ques-
tion. By clause 6 a new sectionr is
sought to be added as Section 33A in
the Act of 1951. Now, we all have
been clamouring for Hindi being made
the national language. We have ac-
cepteq it inr our Constitution. But in
this case, we are going back to Eng-
lish. Not only that. Where the States
have already passed resolutions to
this effect, that the State language
shall be Hindi, there also we are going
to change over to English. I cannot
understand thig retrogressive measure
and I will ask the House and those
Memberg who are interested in the
progress of Hindi to apply their mind
to thig retrogressive measure. Why
ig it suggested that the Yunguage to be
used for Acts, Bills, etc.,, notwith-
standing anything contained in section
33, until Parliament by law otherwise
provides,—the authoritative texts—
shall be in the English language? Of
all these things—of all Bills, of
all Acts, of all orders, rules and regu-
lations, bye-laws etc.! There ig not
only this objection of again putting.
English into itg own, but the question
also involves a vast deal of expendi-
ture. Why do we want translafions of
all these rules, bye-laws, orders “and
regulations to be again rendered into.
English? And then, for whom is it
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meant? After all, all these adminis-
trative orders are meant for the pub-
lic, and when the public ig completely
able—at least in Ajmer, Bhopal, Delhi,
Himachal Pradesh—to  understand
Hindi, when all members of the public
and the citizens of these various
States are able to understand Hindi,
why change it over? If we were talk-
ing about Coorg, I would agree that
the regional language may . be in-
cluded; but why switch over to the
English language when it Is going
out? When we are all making efforts
for puiting off the use of English, why
go back and re-introduce English?

Then, 1 would draw your attention
to. clause 4, amendment of section 22
of Act XLIX of 1951. This is giving
some sort of power to the State Degis-
lature, of whatever type it mitght be,
to undo what the Parliament has done.
What is sought to be added is:

“or any law made before the
1st day of April, 1952, in relation
to any matter with respect to
which the Legislative Assembly of
the State has power to make
laws.”

Thig is to be added to the Explana-
tion of section 22 of the original Act.
The Explanation to section 22 is:

“For purposes of this section,
the expression ‘law made by
Parliament’ shall not include any
law which provides for the exten-
sion to the State of any law in
force in any other part of the terri-
tory of India.”

Thig could be treated as some wise
piece of legislation. But, to add to
this Explanation, these further

words—

“or any law made before the 1st
day of April, 1952, in relation to
any matter with respect to which
the Legislative Assembly of the
State has power to make laws.”

would mean that the Legislative As-
semblies of these States would be con-
sidered wise enough to undo what
thig Parliament has done for them.
When Parliament makes a law, all the
499 Memberg gathered here from all
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the different parts of India make it.
I do not know whether I should per-
sist in calling the Legislative Assemb-
ly of Ajmer a Legislative Assembly,
because it is a district not even one-
third of the area of Ahmedabad and
not even one-third inr population.
These ten or fifteen or sixteen per-
sons—I do not know how many of
them there are—will be considered
wise enough fo undo what this Parlia-
ment has done for them. I do not
know how this necessity has arisen.
1 do not know why steps are 'not
being taken to do away with these
Part C States altogether. In Ajmer,
everybody worth his salt have sent in
resolutions that they do not want this
Ajmer State.

An, Hon. Member: It is wrong.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: It ig all wrong
for vested interests. But, unfortu-
nately, it is a patent fact that every-
one who hag got the good of Ajmer at
heart and who desires the progress
of Ajmer hag expressed in unequivo-
cal language that Ajmer should no
longer exist as a separate State.

At the same time, I will bring tc
your notice the provisions of Arficle
239. It says:

“Subject to the other provisions
of this Part, a State specified in
Part C of the First Schedule shall
be administered by the President
acting, to such extent as he thinks
fit, through a Chief Commissioner
or a Lieutenant-Governor to be ap-
pointed by him or through the
Government of a neighbouring
State.”

May I put it to you, Sir, has the
Government consulted the neighbour-
ing State of Rajasthan? Rajasthan
surroundg the whole of Aimer on all
sides. Has the State of Rajasthan
been consulted whether it is prepared
to administer the affairg of this small
territory of Ajmer? Have not the
people desired that thig whole adminis-
tration should be wound up and the
extra expenditure of Rs. 70 lakhs to
the Government of India should b2
saved? Have we done anything in that
connection? Are we going to allow
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this luxury to the Ajmer State at the
cost of the tax-payers of India? We
have got thig proviso—

“Provided that the President
shall not act through the Govern-

ment of a neighbouring State save
after—

(a) consulting the Government
concerned; ”.....ce000000nn..s
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I am not able to
follow the hon. Member. This is
merely an amending Bill. Are we go-
ing into the question whether Ajmer
should be a separate State, or whe-
ther it should be absorbed in the
neighbouring State, or whether its
administration should be entrusted to
a neighbouring State? All these mat-
ters are not relevant for the purpose
of the present Bill. We have got the
Budget discussion, when it may be
taken up; but so far as this Bil] is
concerned only those points which
have been touched upon in thig Bill,
by way of amendment of the original
Act, would be relevant. In fact, the
hon. Member is going astray.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: I am submit-
ting this, that you are creating a
Contingency Fund for the State, a new
Fung to be created. You are going to
increase the expenditure by taking
uway the moneyg of the already hard-
pressed tax-payers by providing that
the loans advanced will also go away
to the Fund. I am therefore suggest-
ing that the expenditure should be
reduced. What are the Government
doing to reduce the expenditure?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The creation
of a Contingency Fund ig provided for
in the Constitution itself—the hon.

Member may say that it is unneces-
sary.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: With due res-
pect I submit that I was contending
that we can save Rs. 78 lakhg go far
as the Ajmer State is concerned. I
am going to move an amendment to
drop this word ‘Ajmer’.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It will be out
of order. I am not trying to give any
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decision which is contrary to justice.
I am trying to consider the matter
with the hon. Member. This is a Bill
to amend the Part C Stateg Act of
1951 for the purposes mentioned in
the Statement of Objectg and Reasons.
Those are the pointg sought to be
touched. It is open now to go into
the question whether Ajmer ought to
continue as a separate State or ‘not?
It ig irrelevant and beyond the scope
of the present Bill. It may be a de-
sirable thing for the hon. Member to
raise in a debate, but not here. The
hon. Member will confine his remarks
to the pointg that have been raised in

the Bill. It may be taken up in some
other platform.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: There is no
other platform; this is the only plat-
form that I hgve got.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Unfortunately,
I cannot extend the scope of the Bill.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: I have not got
much time to waste and I do not
want 1o waste my time.

Anotber point which I wanted to
touch upon is this. There is article
345 of the Constitution. It reads:

“Subject to the provisions of
articles 346 and 347, the Legisla-
ture of a State may by law adopt

- any one or more of the languages
In use in the Stale or Hindi as
the language or languages to be
used for all or any of the official
purposes of that State.”

This article says that Hindi
woulg be the official language in all
the States, For the time being, those
States which adopt Hindi will have
it as their official language. 1 may
submit that in the case of Ajmer and
Bhopal, Hindi is spoken by everybody.
Why should this additional expendi-
ture be made by us by making this
amendment which we are seeking to
have? We are going a little further.
We are not only making English the

official language but we are also pro-
viding—

“Provided that where the Legis-
lative Assembly of a State has
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_prescribeq any language other
than the English language for use
in Bills introduced in, or Acts
passed by, the Legislative Assemb- .
ly of the State or in any order,
rule, regulation or bye-law issued
under any law made by the Legis-
lative Assembly of the State, a
translation of the same in the
English language published under
the authority of the Chief Com-
missioner in the Official Gazette
shall be deemed to be the authori-
tative text thereof im the English
language.”

Once we have accepted that Hindi will
be our language, it will be the langu-
age of that State also. What ig the
necessity that has arisen to make the
suggestion that we should drop the
resolution which ig already there, drop
that idea altogether and come back to
English? You very pertinently drew
my attention that I must adhere to
the groundg that have been given in
the Statement of Objects and Reasons.
I do not find any ground being given
as to how this necessity has been felt
or how the Government or the Presi-

" dent was advised that we must drop
the use of Hindi in the various Part C
States and make use of the English
janguage. 1 say further that the
people of Vindhya Pradesh who are
here will tell you that they all speak
Hindi. The people of Himachal Pra-
desh do the same thing. The people
of Delhi are not lagging behind in
speaking Hindi, and the people of
Ajmer are really very well versed in
the knowledge of Hindi. We do not
know how this necessity has arisen
for dropping the use of the Hindi
language and coming back to the use
of English.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: In what
States is the Hindi language used for
Bills?

Shri U. M. Trivedi: In Madhya
Bharat and Rajasthan.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: This only
refers tq Part C States.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: I am only
making this suggestion............
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: In how many
Part C Stateg is Hindi the language:
that is used for Bills?

Shri U. M, Trivedi: Hindi is the
language of all people residing in all
these States, except of the people of"
Coorg.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: So far as.
Vindhya Pradesh ig concerned..........

Mr. U. M. Trivedi: 1 catch your
point. I am not concerned with the
resolution which may or may not be-
passed. I do not know if there s
that resolution and I cannot say any-
thing to the contrary. Nor do I ad-
mit that there is no such resolution.
What I submit is that when Hindl
has been adopted as the national
language and when it is already the
regional language of all these regions,
I do not see how the necessity arises.
for imposing English upon these citi-
zens. This is my point.

qfew €Yo gFo mewT (radw) :
sfrors Iareu S, TE "o fuaraay
F Qe § N AATRE faa wa&a fwar
mar ¢ 98 F avEeT A ardr g
o & A a1a w3 & 7w A s @
g facge A7 qATfowrs & 1 qrd Yo
fraraal 1 @ew FIF FT AT qENT &
3a F gafens A A ATy FA@AT
THE g # 38 w1 Fld mrd ¥ e
& Tg Fgr I AFA AR I9 W
ag wraw Q5 oard dre fruraat
F1 wiaer &1 210 1 39 faafay &
IE A UF A AT AATREA Y
faur f oo ATl A w7 AT T
mft Zra oF ardy { war e weaw
¥ VT T ¥ TBY AW FG T4 @EX
2 o« o aaTw g FramAt 1 ogrse
R grm HfEra wa A ard #o Framay
F@IASEITAT A fRaAIw 0
qF IT FY TATY AN IR ¥ AP X
wRY &Y U ag At o Wr g fae e
faarmal f $ varT a9 57 & fFg-
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[dfe &ro THo wToAT)
& & A AR g a1 o+l & aA

a3Sr fgar s |

gadr wma & qeeq F Q0 &
qIAA & gFAH § QAT AT WIT F
QWY § FRAWITT & HWI & ST 43
TrE AETARHS AQ®F T & 0 ™
foafad & warer & @0 & & gHA
iR, Ferd< F a0 § € g Tfeq
foag mraga & | g & @I A
vy ofr feegeam & waw adf & 1 48
ff M@ I THaT w7 412y & AR fgeg-
T & @F A Ao #y gfaya
¥ o=y § AT qg )y NAT [ Q@
¥ figa & gy A 9 F figg & )

7 fawrfa® & Y gad @ wR
W= ferdY & qrarw F wgr g 99 A frady
st & ag ava feams A7 wifew 3 g ¥
Tq wRTiE & |y q &% fFdr W
wruE g2 ag 3@ T 5 ed s
Ay 9 @) @ At F a7 G g
gAT afarde § == o § Wi fa-
®rA ¥ aga & Q¥ M § st woft faly
WTHT T AT A& &Y a%T § |

ow WA e o fradr off &
AW § 9 Wr |

qfex wo gFo wreWiE . &Y ag
wigar at wwEr g T frdr frg| ¥
gfeaams Ar adi & f5 gl s @0
atfer 7R 3@ & foa gw waw oY ag
< &, foramm o 1 a% 31 I o
e @ Ffwa s fgwdr Wiy
& qre @Yo frarmdl & fou & faar
srat ar I8 F1 afma 4z g
fas a3t aT& I FIA FT awhw  qaH
R/ 1 @ A QT A qAGHA §
7 a°m 9% | Wfew AT Ay =E
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¥ G A Wi w qrEgw e fr oI
AATde & ag mAww § f5 @ dro
fraradi #1 g8 YA AT mar g &
T2 A7AY A AT9T | fa ar da
qE FLH | qB AT AZT FT AT H
arg 72 &) @ a1 H\T € wrav Ay
A faa T F7 a5 § | SFETAF
AR 97§ Aqrer Y frgre wa Farg A

' ¥ wam g | WrE § fgedr A faor

¥ 1 €, fe § 9% Huv aga dr
g, fg=t § 9a 97 daitgA I fnd o
£ fFa smard ¥ fag sk 98 e
1 qarA fggeam & A F fasra &
ferg ag fearom <gr & f6 <§ *1 wWW-
arg WA & o gy | [snfe ag WAy
wafaar g fora ) gwrk faadt o
A "W for #1 gefiem weEd
3N 1 srrfge § e sl as gw ga g
7 7di gu d f (g srqat Ay adi ol
¥ =mrEr T A% | G gR@ A AT
are § wre faady o 1 | s
¥ warfeqr® YHIAT FEAT T AT T
ferr ¥ &g & A A9} ArwA @
¥f®a wmazx ag @A fE=dr A amy
f 9 w7 o anw Ak L.

s go gao fordaY': ug e o
£ 1 IR F T & wEr Smarg |

qfee o gro wredy : fwT WY
HFarX gar § 99 ¥ e Agf amy
g

ot go o frdfY : v wANS
F A 7 adr sTaFAE

JuTea WEAT © WY F AT A9,
Is it? I do not know if he hon. Mem-
ber knowg more than the Chair itself.
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T "o Qo wradig : AT
39reaE o, Fradt ) F A asdT A
# fadh 9a %1 grarar 2 W@ § | A 38 53
@r a1 fF 7ax 3R e 13l A
99 F1A 9 fEdY warwe § aga #74
%1 g€ RN A 9 HAA F WAL
# [T AR IE F FA IT F;Y
G W A A @ AT AT eI
o&fy | 3l gra & ag sgAv A fgly
wrer #1 wfeurdz F G § ar 99 A
g A i ger WEagadradi e
afex ag fas arard £ ara & AT Ta
qWS § 4g F1F A6 HI & A4Y §
fas 9| Fr @ "I F7 FAfaRr
Y wraqifefes wmr S, Hfwa
qré dYo ¥22q 1 ag wfawrx § fr 3 Ay
oUA F1F q4r% ar A fasr aF 39 Fv
fedy F ar Qe A F aAr wEdr g

TAF I TF AQ@ AR R fam A
ag & fis ogell wdw A7 aUR ¥ 789,
§ff agidr o framal & Saexfea
e agl ff, afed afaardz
? g #1737 ¥ fad aArg @ ar 3y
FAR gAY F HTAT AV Agi w07 7 foar
war q1, 34 fawfad & $g F177 Qar
T4 war o1 5 gavwa # g awar |
ta ¥ frd ge<a 41 s aadral ) ora
fom & agi A 7= N wdFEHAY IA
wrAT & W) dEINA FT A% | 38 A3
gadr § % 94 FAT F $F I7hA N
o ar Ad), dfwa ag wfeaarm 31 N
T gar wrfgd | wq as A qrd
frarad & ag AT ag 7aga % fF qg+
wie aq L8R ¥ T8¥ ¥ WAT
i § fawt & 78 a7 %33 $ wraw-
sarg ar ag A A LA F7 /% |
¥0 auw § g *rE Swaer & faeg
7 & o as A furad § 99
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% ag wfawre fear smar afgd 1 97 81
ag wfeawt & v w2z faez § foad
FAA AT E I I § AWA F 9% 4
faR faw qeefl AdT a7 LEUR & T
M FMET T4 E ITH AT FT D
7g ara awe ¥ Adf A | gafed @
N A gEa ) 1 Hr ard & framay
FWFY, 33 & Afreyad § qfrgd
agi & fafaeed 3 afeq § o 7@ &
M g I F A F AR A
FAaragi A FIT N avw ¥ A 54
fedsiga frd wa wv 9a 7 faar o
qg aq NF ga faa & arf € § 7
T A qET I g |

™ ¥ ag Frarfady @ W%
i g £ a &, @ AN A qq
J&a ¢ 1 I fawfad & & qanm @
qre fraredi 1 77% & v 7Y $g THar,
¥feA AT N ANE ¥ F IS dz
TaddT &1 FAKT § W A F SAqT
FI AT NZFq3 AT E 1 787 38 &
WY 7 FTH ATHR H37F K1 0w far
¢ xarTTagi aYr 9 5 W
%1 gaT Toar #4% fgar gmar § ? gafag
i T & Tagw w538 A ¥ g
WEAR T & ANk fasa @}
agl 7T atEn) FA & fag faadr ysa
QRN o ¢ 3fa g
fewma ag Sd 41 (& &3 &9 a€ %
fad &% AT 9Far qr WX gafag qgi
gl gRa | A 9T 97 5 Ia wr
fefl ¥ A TE@ IR A A I3 X
qra &< & fag #E w2 car A qr
fora # ¥ 73 &% # 9% | yafwd 1@
sfeddy 7 ¥ dar £73 ¥ 781 ag IwA
A Iaf AT @ ade ¥ 32 Fwrm
# mrat d=r & A )
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[ dfear dro wr wredfiz ]

TF qTQ HT A% & & £47A faArar
QEATE 123 FAarfadde e € o
fraradt & fog @ w0 & weTag §ar
2 & i sivqfeat @Y strat € 97 Aqfeay
Fag % ¥ A R A R g AR
NET X & I F &F 0T 7 7HT
nHIMAIE ok FmawgTagAa D
R 1zafMi A F Faqa AR |
gg FAr w1fgd f& oY agi #feqdt o=
ar gat % @Y i famdl ¥ fad g

ag ¥a a0R § @ I fF oY arE wow

g o, fora w3 & ford gardR @
wTa, A HTAT § BRI K faa a
¥t 3 F1 foedl F sarar T AGT
Freq 9¥ fora ¥ f 99 & *m9F sarar
wHazT 931 1 & 1

T4 WL F 19 § TH AXEHZT FT
uFdA FIA1 g M F 718 758 7 avar
f& za 7 :g feedh g &1 a7
dar faar war & ar st wifwargz 7 faar
¢ 3a &1 Afeardz #3731 9ara qar
fpar war 2 ar ag % s A qré frarad
2 94 ¥ Taa F1E facran fow € s <8y
g fo ag &0 aew adi N A S g
LEIEAR CIRECINIR SRR TR g
2 Iy M AWMA G FT A AA=AE faw
T @19 FT qET FEA °9Y |

st gwo q7o fgdd (fgar gd1z-
9T) : Iqreayy wEEa, A qwW ¢
AR T fawmw & w4 F gs dar
fagas gark amd Sufeqa faur 2 fa
form & wmw v TAT AT §F WK Afw-
¥ faq s W& 1 dar fa g9 fadas
& S AR aw (gadwa o
fram) & Farq & forar § :

— “Representations have been
made that the Act does not enable
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the State Legislative Assemblies
to amend laws made for the States
by Parliament prior to 1st Aprfl,
1952”,

8 95 F O 35 A we ) g8 A

H wER 8 faar § 0 dfeR A

BTN ¢ 6 Wm W Ay ¥ w9ra wfrar
AR Bt w5 whsAd o1 Iow
fear m 1| w=z Rar fx 7@ anry 5fs-
Argat frg &1 ammar e T Teat Ay
HTATTE WIR A Fadus ¥ g gy ot »
TH B TF aw=R § 7 fgegeart argem
F T WTER AT LAUT FHE F gAU AT,
9 & ug A ATE ATAFEAY 133 F
38 A% AR 97 faan ¥ :

“The Minister of States said
that the points raised by the
Chief Ministers of Part C States
in their memorandum have been
considered and orders have been
issued on most of them. In all
cases arrangements of a perma-
nent nature were required.”

za & wifge frar & 5 #8a 547 ag
AT 9 AXAYAT 97 AT g gAY A
A 7 A 7€ o | Ff%A wai An
w# %8 fadas & wm 3 var &, ag
FuTH a4 A | AdY arf St 5 drs
fafrezd 3 M afmrs (Fegdzaa)
HATFR4T | FHNAE TFAFT I
fear ar | faare & fad ox q1ag 3 s
s afsarat s v e § waga
®T A7 ) § IT HT qR F7 faaravg )
Ig XA H TG AT A fFar A1 @
%9 F WAMAT IT T 47 T 3T ¥ A
wfeq &, #afer §, I8 #7107 a7 &
fod o8t @ 9 =aYar T frar a1
dradr ara A 3 A w5 O Az A
fa wamfal (avfeds) v 97 @
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wfgsr (F21er) g ofed, Ta awen
& A =a faw § $1E forx 78 wmar )

@ & WATET TG QIFT & AN
wfrra) & wfafafa ge= £ ot aadra
T T Fgf AN s F ag av fw
QW % S T AN N amd § 0
gl #, 34 1 Fga dgfaa wfawre
g, agi a% fa fady faw & 79l W
T FIF F AW IT AT AR FEW
QIFEIT F qTH WHAAT TEAT & | IT A
g A FIq7 {1 F Frar g asy ea am
Hag dwgmar

dfexn s aw wm (ETiT)
fra FA & araga ag waYar agt
Faram@r g ?

st qRo gwo frad : fra wiA
#F waea fadawt & mer 4R XX §
ug ¥ A wmar dfwa dar sl
(frm) T g 1 EFAAQ ar
A 81 38 ¥ 7Y 73 a%vaw | qufHT § fin
g A7 AgRa N g fas fegmd
T, A ag ot wraww T @ E Az
Ira & 1 et & ya1A aferay F o
wo awa faar @ oWl 9 owig &
Ao AT & 4Y Iq Fag arw A ¥
#gr ) % ag frana N gar 34T Tfad,
wify dfrma (viehzgmT) § ag ars
AR v foen ¥ &

“The Constitution laig down that
no Bill should become an Act un-
less it received the President’s as-
sent.”

s 7 fad tadr ) aa § e
faer Y qra 17 ¥ agy dehdz N wfrefa
A ArEwnar § | @iwd 1w arg N
Ffzargdl §1 W gEHATRRRS QO |
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T ara w1 & Y 5 e wferat
Fafafrfadea st 17z ug d fe
Ro TAX ¥ wfgw &t agi ¥ wumA
A a1 arverd afl &7 asdl | A
gy 4 fr qd afr A N xaE F
eFa T W oY qwE A
oY eftga & war §, 99 § wrFa W
Tfeal #1 ) & 7 F w7 q4 FT AR |
wd ag 99 eftFa AT § § A R0 -
T & wfes s 4 7 avdy | 9
TAT 7T QTHT LU AR U aM
i arfea (vr@) &) sar § v =
TR & At efrpa gy orar § Y W@
aag & & R0 gare ¥ wfgs 7g arard
ad AN FT O | AR AT F AT &
TS, AT & TN E, WA T I
g wmy wea § 1 ga AAT AT
e wt @foraY & ag fafqaws & §2
§UE ! FEA wraY gw ag wa¥ § s ey
g I a7 F1 g7 AT H1 Afgwn
AT A1 &, 3fFA agga: A w1 e
¥ w0 wfsargai wgge § W E
WRANEADNH T F 1 7 wraw par
o 5 ga fagas & 34 ax vt *r
anTaT %7 fgur I 1 @v ad adl
far war & av = fear s, wqife
qR AW & fr ag®> ore wawaar frar-
w fadas (feqas ars ferazarfa-
ftam faer) agi aw fear wur qv @
# 7 7Y 7P ¥ A qga Awar-
qdw wd frar a1 f5 w9 @@ & g
Ry Lo ¥ T FMga w7 & forq &
F B aA frr 7 w6 arefer ad®
7 {1 a% | 3fww I8 qwg ag AT A
A ad 1 wrw 3E @ 39 fawm §
WA D AT A FN A OF
ot §) &7 § A vz ag & 5 am
awerwt 93¢ g7 faeare w¥ AT fawrx
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[ qro gee fadd]
W F ax ur qu  (Ffenifaa)
#1972 JurT F fora & aweumit a1 89
A Ras Ffaa Qw1 FI7 &
f&t ¥ 7= fadem s%m fF dar
wq F0 wd a1 azEdl (d9d) ¥,
URFWR A g AN & 79-
far #T & ag aF Y 0q J 9=\
R A srarg fe wolr wdEa
€9 A B I FG |

TF AT AT A 3G § 7oA 7R

# qaswrg faeamar avgar § # ag 7@
2 fo ol AT & A 37, R0 FAT Y
afys @ F9F F1 wigwre agi N
USY FIFMA 1 TG &, gy avweqy 7
frdY wwar 1 fady wen afg vrog
QTR [T AT g A qg v AR
andr | A awT F T8 F1 A AT

FIAT ATALF 91 |

A oeEt F R vt aF
e Aiwge vida § A ag Faa
w1 o1 FEFE 7 dfgaa ¥ aA
FITRE, WA afF dar g
T BT FIW  FW@AT § WA AIAFA ¥
agwra awq | 97 g9 N | 497
41 uh ¥ wfws qot AN fAgfea s74 §
oy afx gw 7gt av & gAarEl
w1 fagfor ¥ @1 ag dra AR If=a
grr aifs fael o wfwayr (Fa) &
ag Y 9wg ) gFar ¢ fr o> nrEd
frdY os ara & sonfaa & wma gafag
afz gw a8 9T q¥ gwATAl F1 fantw
FI¥ av ag mea avr | wiaw gher &
-t §97 78} &, wafao sara wfxat }
fardea feur ot o ar ar wrg gar #3
f& T+ & qra q¥rq & Ay e &
gré w1c & fwar & ufg Qara & aw,
A o o wedt ¥ fead aigw
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Aarardty (qwa wfazad) § 34
fasr &7 g5 gri¥AE F1 famto a1 &,
arfs ag ax faa 7 fafuw wreat &
qIAT AT FAQ FL |

Dr. Katju: I must interrupt here.
The hon. Member is not correctly in-
formed.

&t gHo uwo fyadt : Iy ava &
A1 T FIATQIE T2 fgrgeTna ergem
%1 ¢ faarae, aq euy & foad &
TN 9T wfEa &, 98 | foran &

“An  appellate court with a
single judge was not considered a
desirable one and the Chief Minis-
ters felt that these Judicial Com-
missioners should jointly “sit and
function as a High Court (this
involves no additional expendi-
ture) or the jurisdiction of the
neighbouring High Courts should
be extended to Part ‘C’ States”.

¥ WY AT L€ YA & |

ff q7o g®o fyrRd : wrT we
A | U ETTATE, A ag q € yawar
®t @ R, WYTH wraw wwar g ooe
SR R FACONE S C iy B I
DXAT FAL AN, T3 A gAR
aws, wAT |

wa g fad & arweq § 1 I
"Y oo (grEdsza gr faea)
fei 74 § IAW MW F FT N HMET
Jor HuT AT § | T A% F AN E
gHIR dfawTa & i Mar arEEd) a1
2 38 § ooz fam & 5o

“The language of the Union
shall be Hindi or English.”

fwa ww ‘0 Tedt F grad fadasw
® faar g f5:

“The language shall be the Eng-
lish language”.
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# qrar § fe wnt qawe df
AZRA 7 ag arq efrFr A § v ogr
FE g w1 TT9a ATETT F qAfAq
%7 41 g), agl wAA FT HJATZ AT AL
® @rur g4, 38 wwifora w@ wrdd
KN §F wyFiz warfoa wAr om,
7q 7 a8 wwfa ad § 1 dfwx v A
#3241 ag & & orq gaR Tsa Y Am
feefi &, @1 39 =Y 74 adf arar arAr
R w7 dfeqrr (sEdzqEw) F
wrez foer 3 f& gaTd sz & war
fedt gYift, sfga sl ;amETg 2 &
fgl W 7R Far wfge s arg &
HAR w1 wyag N waiforg qre ferar
A I9 AWy aF FF aF % ug 9=
af #Y wafy g adY v | Farg N
Faars f& wn ‘@ reat & wigwa}
ferlt 7 &Y &\ @At o Wi & ) o
o Teu & grar g S v wiv § afe-
faa & 1 g8 ary g agr w1 o)
q¢ WA & WY F w1y ) Fa13; 5wy
as Fgi AT UFFTH fg=y & gwar M
¥ w7 wiafe 54 A qdy T, .

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: 1 woulq like
to know from the hon. Member with
regard to fhis amendment, if article
348 does not require Bills to be in Eng-
lish. Article 348 of the Constitution,
sub clause (b) requires it shall be in
English.

Shri M. L. Dwivedi: Yes. Therefore,
the amendment which I have suggest-
ed doeg not debar or exclude English
from being accepted as one of the
languages in which authorised texts
of the Bills, rules and regulations can
be publicised or made.

Ay gTa ¥ #8ar g ag ag & v et
& narar waA ft g sma star fE
garR dfamA & AT & | BAA 7 N
fa w7 dnew wife enF od
¥faT agt v1ea Y waw i fredr @

I'd
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i T CRUR  L
arg Y fear arfe & oY wadh wAAR
g I F1 warfors qrAT 1A |

dfew 5147 aTw whte < 3 A AT
WAz &, darar A g s agi Y
AT HAST F1 @ W

st gRo o framt : ), =g
%% qg mar &, wa agi fad wriark
¢, 72 a7 fuar § wad) § 1 faesn w2,
e W wAqT § Agt 97 Y q9
wrasra fged & grar av,xef wa Wk

o W : JITS K qF a7 FA
o Fg & gar a1, AT F q¥ TR
fgedt & agY grar @ |

st gro g®o frwdt : a@l W@
fedt %7 £ifwa, fedr A gt ar qe
A qIer g, arg § gady oft 19,
# g Ad} sz f& A 7 @, ¥iFA
TN FTHETS W 437 93F a7 gy 7
AT 9T, T3 ASAT TR | AT HY F
A AR FaTHIR FagHrmardfe
il ®Y N TR W7 FARPAT A0l
¥ arHrd srrat W faeAt 7 AT
& ol § wg WA F A Ay § W%
SraT ® 37 1 foedy F wyarg #3d A
1O a9 W7 97 FF F7ar q3ar &
w1 Fa & farg wia gz dla e gt wre-
W TIF aF G4 GEXE | AqAT B
fel & 9o #1 Aqdare HUF § SR
fa#a 7 aWAT FIFT qIATL | 7199 #T
auE yoar wr waeg Al & 1% 3 M
fegedr #Y wfafafear faor as 9 fw wrer
ar' uegt & faatowr & dma 37 Y
fgar sl €Y
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shaeht wrdsgafe wig (Faar agara
—afew 7 faar fegdr myaregr faar
faaatr—zaz) :qg ara 2T fay F A
LAl

st gro gmo fraet : faegs afy
. T %g 320 g | T FE Arsvar wArr
mft ra fra ¥ Trea & faarfagt #Y
RIAT FAE g7 7 qar awd |
gfaan Gift, afx ¥fra avwe & amd
&4 ¥ faq ar fe<di gadt & arfa
R & fag anfsama w73 & fog
afz wrams  Par @A@Y A agr
& wlr ot wddr F faca nife &
WAAE G g WK TaT werfaa g,
RLATER R KIS SERTE (§ L)
TP 9T W 36 AT ALY, FI1FHY
frer #7 oF gad war 34 uIA W
gy ra, Wy ag ITA1 A Ar3 TEAT
& xa gvaew § Tz F 06 garga o
Qs T USqY ¥ faqa ¥ g1 UK
*Y $g3 F grarg F & wax A FFM0
ok agag & fw gak sfeqa & v
gl &1 fawir o6 wArs aqR &
§A0 1 98y Faw A7 coa QA G AN
vV}, Ty Ffag 3 @
T, gf Wi ooy 1 °
uRrET wY fadrdtere & any
%Y 9 X & WG 77 ‘@ fwew &
IS AT ¥A A% W7 agi 7 gw W
“a' fwew & Troa) &1 faqto sArqn |
AT FEICAF ‘T ANF 1N &,
-« a5 IT ¥ ag T giaate ney off
W@ T Ay eat Sy vaaread o,
g WA RO, agt ¥ UIAAE
2% ¥ sy Al ®T aF ar WA A6
SHre ¥ ww Al % a¥% W gafag
g ‘v o wAr fxd wd 9 IT AY
. gfwwrd et & 4 e ®
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foq & sz g f& wendem &1 A
19 AT {1 o1 g farsy 2w F A0
& A AIT AZ " AT KT U

gar o fwa avg ¥ gal WAl A
ag gfam & 7t § f& qiw ad F arx
TARALFQ T AT 24 A¥ F AT AR,
X AF TAHAIEY TR H AAA 9T AV
Iq 1 T ag giear grea o AbFA

I8 & ‘0’ wwv § wfwa Fear war 7y

agr AL qFew ovq fEar W)

¥ ¥ A gal mga oo fea Afea

AT AF I§ qIQ XY ATHHT FIT AW

g T F qHTAS IT AT § g
gfast qg=rd &1 aq a1, IIAT H
#ifa a<ff et | gafag qer sgar vz @

fo srgf a% amva ) ¥ e It

T Aff g d4v, 31 K v ¥
farg, wrg # faqq sarq w@Ar =ifeq,

¥qif% § Tog quieT ¥ wre & A

q ¥z & wiiwa &1 g ¥ I wfrgea

§ ¥ 733 agw1 ag) § fa 2 gad oAy

®T AXTAAT FT A%, I F 9@ AT

g3 A A & e ag Fx ¥ I wwwlaq

¢ rafag & w4 #7Piza & g &€

fs }T FATH TAX TA AN A@

F7 fa=sre 08 afg gva g aF Ay
s garaA faw ard fora & € ag fray
wTamATH | 38 w1t W AR wfgs

AFZFT AT FATTF 7 fadaw

*7 awda A g |

it Zww (fa= TTgraTR—afEa)
wgrga, A7 gA fadaw o A3 w7
1€ frare A a1 g7 ol § 3 A
favas amrt §, 98 ¥ fgrdr asedy
qT & 9t A W W A7 97 iR
Fq F gOINA ¥ WrawsAr § 1 ag N
& wraa § fe qwrg ad aw gaT AfeaTa
¥ wg WA sy e faarmarg
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Mo gro Mo Wkt (varfwar)
T # ¥ W ar fREw 97 0
4 P M

oft Tgx : qeg ag T oft evee
2, fo Y F=frg aTar ot ug A
urf §, fr 38 w1 57 § 5 wad oraa
¥ FHI F wgr aF arAq g fg=dt &
[T 1 dfaanA & fadr s wt
AYER ar I FT HEAFAT FIF F7 FE
¥ # adl oA | F €aaq 937
gfama &, qqasagy, 41 AT WA
1A 90T A4 FT NEA IS ARAT
g a@am Y gar | F dfvara § ferdy
FARAMOTE IR AFETH HY
TAF HTAATE | T3 AIA T F5 ALY §,
9@ gamframgar g fwad fa
gATR wfawor 49 § 1 g8 FROT 7 wrE
HATA W57 qEY I5rHW fa 7 Ffaga
& fagg w1 arg #77 &r HE I |
937 | 98 JaradT a1 § 5 waramas
Afa T 1€ a1 TG, St7 34 F) Araga-
AT AEY , WA F FT¢ 7 W Iq
) T A AR FHT 290, ag A F
o ffamw A qa F ofr faszg ¢
w9 F1 fegedt FY agrer AT —Hfaana
& sftar | F #l wdIw ¥ Q@ g,
fagi 4 fad ama war @, fo wrsr ug
I TG A AT @1 ¥41 7 qar H§
A OF wid, fody @ F@E @ Y,
fora & #1799 37 ¥ ag T@Ar 931 ?
Hfaura T7ez § g8 aa | fF g U
Y HgFR o 98 wad nwn § w04
1 gATR HAY oft 7 fo7 faarar, gafad
HE A1 dfaqi ® N 9@ g §
W 3YY § B—

“Subject to the provisions of
articles 346 and 347 the Legislature
of a State may by law adopt any
one or more of the languageg in

490 P.S.D.
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use in the State or Hindi ag the
language or languages to be used
for all or any of the official pur-
poses of that State.”

39 ¥ arqg ‘NfaqT M 1agease §
i g7 uF v Y afasr g wed wFt
AT A A KA FRSET
“Provideq that, until the Legis-
lature of the State otherwise pro-
vides by law, the English language
shall continue to be used for
those official purposes within the
State for which it wag being used

immediately before the commence-
ment of this Constitution.”

ag ‘fawa’ oY fa® =gt & fad § gt
qT @ota ATq1 HT AT 77 F foF wrg
afafran qatq ¢xz efrsa A gar
IRy Tez § £ g3 0% TS BT AT
¢ fF ag muT F aveT 7 wqar frewa
FX | §@ ¥ WA TG AT A TG
TR FT A AFE | WA e
agal 4 w7 faar 1 ¥ A7 JAT WA
FY A AT orAAT g i 7 €24 fauraqAr
&7 WeasT q1 | 3gh A AsLAar 7 @
@ ¥P w1 wiwfraw, qqT g Hr
qr |

dfen sreT T wriw o w3
¥ Y ¥ &7 fxar 91

st Zan : A WEQRAAT | A ENFIT
B0 9T | T8 TR KT AfWH17 g7 1F
oy #Y § 1 "famd F ag it e §
fir tgh |94y N F AR A F1 F17A
qm@ W g war 1 agi W Ageraa,
grarsy, framy, =wRay wifz & sy
# QAR I WRT K GHCWA FAw
g1 | S AAAR TR e S
# ag Afaga & w9 ‘aqfofer
2T |qIAC ATANT | WIS M9 HT FAT
grawFar 99 % dfaaT £ F

.
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[+ Z=]

& oy &Y 1@ faqus F wig A vay ?
wr @ S W ogma g fE
o e 33 T &Y A A7 | Ao A
A ¥ ‘Nfawm’ T &7 g agrr ) &0
w11 Y frar § Hfwst Y wrasft arer g,
UECECEASEE CER (AT
8Y % fawr gearfz, mrdw gtz s
wIT | ge ) ag & wgE A ¢ ag
af) ¢ fv g9 28 W@ v ) forwr &7
“drargde & F7 FY, TF WA ¥
HT IX AFATAT § | 9TRY STORY WM R
fdar g% wgg ame ¥ | ¥g AT RAT X
gz  wate §, dfagma Ffazg 30
oF T NG Y@ F7, fama & wREw
“famede & fam w7, ..

ot wy om wwat () AarE-
3T 87" Qomw dET & fog §, fedr &
fod agY 1

sft Zaw : F W ¥ Fgaw g ag
o 3 Al § WifE @ “Margde &
#, star AT A€} Wi w3, R &
forg afi wgr & | AR feedr i N @@
qreT dfeam@ ®r M vy & fawg
wrdY § |ifs g7 1w |z A afywr
§, TrawER % % wfewr § 5 ag
sro agt fig ) @ | § W { a3 waar
g 5w o1 ag 7 § 1 3g g v/
) =y fad) @R w1 wfwwr gaa-
wR-FIH B | AR A ufawe Y E
ag g At e ®7 wYF agr A Ay
T AFAT & | AR W TG ¥ @ 6T
T frar &1 F WY WY TH GETT A0
g fo wro ) Faw ag Jwar § & wr
#r§, ‘Agr’ dar wrw I ww v, Fg
wft g A€ & | A wgar & O faelt
et ®1 W A A | G (i
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ZquT) AT F FT ] | W A w1
oY w1 wrE FAr Frererd qEet § o
r &g ag & fr A [@ 9ge A
g AR AT AFIAIE
“Notwithstanding anything con-
tained in Section 33, until Parlia-

ment by law otherwise provides,
the authoritative texts—

(a) of all Bills to be introduced
or amendments thereto to
be moved in the Legislative
Assembly of a Stafe,

(b) of all Acts passed by the
Legislative Assembly of a
State,"and ...

(c) of all orders, rules, regula~
tions and bye-laws {ssued
under any law made by the
Legislative Assembly of a
State,

shall be in the English language.”
Fagmgfr maraage
g, a1 ore &1 ‘Wifawa’ §a & § 99 F¥
e Iwe Fared, fra A oAm R,
“srargRe & #7 & faan &

st qo gwo frweY : Avr Hanuw
i wifa &

oft d¥ : A ag e AT f
faza =1, TR &1, A *T ‘wal-
fedfea 2aez’ gaatr A Qv | agafaama
(wihzga) ARy wTTa N T@T
T E 1 Y F A A v
39 T AT AW FL AW T | afg w9
T AT F A1 ARt 97T S
ANAI T FF AR X AT VY Fr
garar € fiv ge Trem w1 afasw e
ag 997 agl fgdr maar @A
Wy W W g ag v
g 2 ¥ f& ‘waifdfer dxw
N & grmr, Sar & "@faara
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(AT I¥S A FTMUTE | T H HTTHT
g7 farear € & 1| & woF wAA
w4t Agrea & qgaT g fv AR %0 gEm
¥ AT M1 FFAU @ AQT | A 7
StreAT S TgaT | AT fasm @ fr faege
QU EW  EAr E | 9T 7@ F wY
sAN AT AT R, AU T WE 1 7
frama 1 7wy $7 W@ E 5 78 sy
¥ wR w3 | fora fama & 70 § @3
ST &Y qATE Fd &30 | IR FE B
fafieer gl A & @1 99 ‘Sargsl’
F o gl ar v 1 A |meE
a7 |/ Srar § fF vl F amew
fafdeer sasik g7 & | @8 ug gued
fa st o ug form fEar & fy,
“Gufrm & gnfeg dEa’ ag A #
T TG § | @ WHTEE HT QRT AN
T R | S fr st wew g
& g wuEl AT T § | SR AW H
ST HEY & 1 7 7 mod A adr =
2 wfiwdr g | agh wrwr ot ag
2 agi siAdr Al =« oy § | FiE-
TYTA * WG F) awg ¥ AU §
farsti, =it sfe &1 9qarg waw
AT & 1 TR ARt F1 A gt F Qv
21 Ju fadza @ o wExa & v ag
qar &q & f§ SN FY ag TRFET Y,
ag oo A Y 5 S 3 ag Hw FR
T WA K g1 1 “do ) g &) gafew
v’ | ag A e | fagar dfage &
I AEART § IqAT ) WY A9
F3 | AT g wwar & AT
Shri Sadhan Gupta (Calcutta—South
—East): Sir, the Minister in charge
of the Bill has told ug that the Bill
is a non-controversial measure. Al-
ready, by the controversy that has
arisen, not only from this side of the
House but from the Minister’s side

itself, it ig absolutely clear that the
Bill is far from a non-controversial
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measure. I wish to place on record
the emphatic condemnation of my
party as well as, I think, of the en-
tire Opposition—the emphatic cond-
emnatior of the sins of omission as
well as the sins of commission in this
Bill. Regarding the omissiong we are
very much struck by the fact that
instead of trying to remedy the situa-
tion in the Part C States, instead of
trying to cure the undemocratic
method of administration that pre-
vails in the Part C States under the
Government of Part C Stateg Act,
this Bill seekg further to prepetuate
that, and as a matter of fact in many
respects it seeks to further intensify
the undemocratic character of the
Part C States Act.

Now, Sir, we all know that our
Government is 3 member of the Com-
monwealth and it is very fond of
copying things bodily from British
models. In this respect, regarding the
administration of Part C States, we
find that it has copied, almost ver-
batim, the system of colonial adminis-
tration that British imperialism had
evolved for its colonies. According to
the different degrees of resistance to
British rule, British imperialism had
evolved several systems, some offering
relatively more of responsible Govern-
ment, some offering relatively less of
responsible Government, and some
offering no responsible Government
at all, in the different colonies. We
find the same system in operation in
the administrationr of Part C States.

Three of the Part C States, for no
accountable reason, have been alto-
gether denled responsible government
—~Tripura, Kutch and Manipur. They
have no legislatures, they have no
Governments of their own practically,
although there is a great clamour in
all these States for responsible Gov-
ernment. This Bill doeg not seek i
remedy that state of affairs. It does
not seek to extend responsible Gov-
ernment to Tripura, Kutch and Mani-
pur.

Secondly, even the measure of res-
ponsible Government which hag been
granted to the other Part C States—
Ajmer, Bhopal, Coorg, Delhi, Himachal
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Pradesh and Vindhyg Pradesh—can
hardly be said to be a democratic ad-
ministration. At every step the Presi-
dent has the right to overrule the de-
cision of the elected legislatures. We
all know whoever knows the A, B, C,
of constitutional law knows, that
under the guise of the name of the
President it ig really the Central
Government that is vested with the
authority. That is to say, the legis-
latureg elected by the people may de-
cide one way, and yet the Central
Government has the unfettereq right
of vetoing that decision. For a demo-
cracy it is a monstrous conception......

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: We are not
going into the general question here.

An Hon, Member: By way of pas-
sing reference.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Whether ny
way of passing reference or otherwise,
those matters are irrelevant here.
This is merely an amending Bill,
touching only two provisions, of the
parent Act. Hon. Members may con-
fine themselves to those provisions. We
cannot go on expatiating on the par-
ent Act or condemning it.

Shri Sadhan Gupta: 1 shall be
very brief.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Already he

has taken much time over the general
policy. He may come to the particular
provisions of the Bill.

Shri Sadhan Gupta: Now, Sir, in
pursuit of this policy of denying de-
mocratic administration to the Part
C States we find, in the first place,
that one more item has been added
to those charged to the Consolidated
Fund. The idea is obvious, because
in the parent Act it is provided that
items charged to the Consolidated
Fund may not be voted by the As-
semblies. Now, another item has
been addeq to the items chargeable
to the Consolidated Fund, by amend-
ment of section 28. Clause 5 adds a
clause (bb) to clause (b) of sub-
section (3) of section 28 which pro-
videg that interest on loans, sinking
fung charges among other things
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will be charged to the Consolidated
Fund, and so by implication it ex-
cludes the right of the Assembly to
vote on it.

Now the second thing is, a Conting-
ency Fund is created. How is the
Contingency Fund to come into exis-
tence? Not by allocationg made by
the Legislature or by the Government
of the State which presumably would
enjoy the confidence of the Legisla-
ture, but by the dictation of the
President, or in other words, the Cen-
tral Government is to determine
what funds will be payable out of
the revenueg of the State to the
Contingency Fund. Now Sir, that is a
king of policy, that ig a kind of ad-
ministration, we have learnt from the
British and we are trying to impose
it on our own people. Sir, what I
want to point out is that these Part
C States are parts of our country.
It is not something, it is not a ter-
ritory which we have conquered
from enemies, or which we are out
to exploit as an empire. So, why
this kind of treatment?

Now Sir, the last thing which dis-
playg a reactionary spirit is the ques-
tiom of the language. It is provided
that the official language, whatever
it is, may continue, but the authori-
tative texts of bills will be in the
English language. Why? Sir, we all
know that the language is the most
important part in the national cons-
ciousness of every person. The first
attack that a foreigner makeg against
a nation is on its language. Why
should we, by this Bill attack the
language of our own country? And,
Sir, it ig absolutely unreasonable too.
We krow that the Part C States con-
sist mostly of former Native States.
In many of the Native states, ad-
ministration useq to be carried on in
the regional language. That langu-
age was the official language. As a
matter of fact, I would like to be cor-
rected by Pandit C. N. Malviya who
spoke some time ago. but I read a
1eport in the newspapers shortly after
the general election, that it was very
difficult to find legislators in Bhopal
with sufficlent knowledge of Eng-
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lish to conduct proceedings in Eng-
lish. Now, if that is the case, what
is the idea in making English the
authoritative text? Sir, if it has
worked in Hindi all the time, or in
any other regional Jlanguage, why
should it not be allowed to continue?
As has been said, we are out to de-
pose English. We must depose Eng-
lish in order to enable our national
languages to flourish. As long as
English continues to hold sway, our
regional languages, ag well ag Hindi,
will not make any headway. Now
here we are trying to make English
flourish again., Many States had
adopted Hindi as their official langu-
age and are transacting all business
in Hindi or in regional languages.
For example, I know that the State
of Tripura had been carrying on its
administration in Bengali. I have
seen judgments of the Tripura courts,
including of the Tripura High Court
which then useq to be, in Bengali.
Why should a State in such a posi-
tion be made to go back to English?
This is an unreasonable thing. After
the legislature has enacted a Bill in
Hindi, after it has discussed it in
Hindi, after it hag understood it in
Hindi, what ig the authority of an
‘authoritative’ translation in English?
A translation is never the thing it-
self. When the thing itself |is
in Hindi, when the original is in
Hindi, how can the translation safe-
guard the expression of the inten-
tion which the legislature wanted to
express? After all, the best of
translators cannot sometimeg repro-
duce the real intention of a Bill.
Therefore, it is absolutely unreason-
able to insist that the text, the
authoritative text, should be in Eng-
lish. And of course, apart from
being unreasonable, it is utterly anti-
national, unpatriotic and deserves the
most emphatic condemnation.

Sir, that is all I have to say. I
should like to conclude with this re-
mark. The very statement that it is
a non-controversial measure reflects
a very unusual degree of callousness.
When democratic rights are being
trampled upon, when our language is
being subverted, it is only people who
have reconciled themselves completely
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to the Commonwealth brand of demo-
cracy that can regard measureg like
thig as non-controversial. So, I would
again request the House to throw
out this Bfll, and particularly those
portiong of the Bifll which seek to
subvert democratic institutiong in
Part C States, as well as to retard
the progress of development of the
regional language or of Hindi in those
States.

dfew ST AW WA S
fecdt efiv yTgw, 1@ fawr v N T@&™
& qF( ¢ I8 FqS F qOH QO F4-
FTT AT AFT WA E 1 1 Fora aw
fe ag fawr grom & 1€ i e3za wT
qTa gOT AT EH H qW 33 o w ot )
FZ IR R W AGIRE:

“Notwithstanding anything in

Part XVII of the Constitution
but subject to the provisions of
article 348, business in the Legis-
lative Assembly of a State shall
be transacted in the official

langauge or langauges of the
State or in Hindi or in English.”

AT TATGAT HLATAN o wiwdl-
TgEA Y AW I¥Y KT FEA  garar
#& 2, oifafes ok ¥, W 5 a2
QOATATH ¥ TR 3IIH I
FATAT &1 TH I¥Y T F@F FW
ar i g ag T A AR

“Subject to the provisions of
article 346 and 347 the Legisla-
ture of a State may by law
adopt any one or more of the
langauges in use in the State or
Hindi as the language or
languages to be used for all or

any of the official purposes of
that State:

Provided that, until the Legis-
lature of the State otherwise pro-
vided by law, the English lan-
guage shall continue to be used
for those official purposes with-
in the State for which it was
being used immediately before
the commencement of this Con-
stitution.”
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[dfex zrHz T jamia)

TA¥ AT IT AAXLAT I¥S
THT T qARN FAET @ Q@a Qe
f& 3¥s &1 qgar facqr dar § 5 faa
Y 7q a6 % qadra 7 fwar @, A7
qifeqrdz Far #1977 T3 a7 TH A
g fafreze, 7 @2z maddz, i a v
AR 9F qadrfr FLaFar | SO &
qeRry faega are € | ag A & ¢

sent of the President, authorise
the use of the Hindi language, or
any other language used for any
official purposes of the State, in
proceedings in the High Court
having its principal seat in that
State:

Provided that nothing in this
clause shall apply to any judg-
ment, decree or order passed or
made by such High Court.”

¥ o FIA A@AE 5 ogras g4
FEIZGAT F1 /AT §, 9 A wdzq
# 7g dwqmlen § 5 g qafidfes
2HIQ AT AT A FT AT WdvT J-
e A faar sdd dEaw ¥ gad

\

“Notwithstanding anything in
the foregoing provisions of this
Part, (that is section 345 practi-
cally) until Parliament by law
otherwise provides—

(wrt arfeardz gaw ¥ ], @ gV

T g) JAR H T A% WS IgH ASHT
(a) all procceedings in the e §

Supreme Court and in every High

Court, shall be deemed to be the authori-

tative text thereof in the
language under this article.

(b) the authoritative texts— English

(i) of all Bills to be introduced
or amendments thereto to be mov-
ed in either House of Parliament
or in the House or either House
of the Legislature of a State.

(ii) of all Acts passed by Parlia-
ment or the Legislature of a State
and of all Ordinances promulga-
ted by the President or the Gov-
ernor or Rajpramukh of a State,
and

(iii) of all orders, rules, regu-
lations and bye-laws issued under
this Constitution or under any
law made by Parliament or the
Legislature of a State,

shall be in the English language.”

WHR @ X & ey, Aqg
o% e FXF § gt | 9E R
TAFT AF FAH R E °

“Notwithstanding anything in
sub-clause (a) of clause (1), the

.Governor or Rajpramukh of a
State may, with the previous con-

Srgt aF U W & €@ 1 gy
[@HT qré R Tad AR A
T I[GT WM, ¥ AYUN F [
T g @ 22z F Y 3 framm§
& §, taF wfaga FY g% axg
gawmaAa A Nfra N 7€ ogi
a% qi¢ @ £ FT AT ¢, @0 A
TR A E s A TwIE
g ¥FA 33q NfiAaw dve &
a1, 34 ® A Jfredfea wvasy M
Frarg fgdt ar Qoraw dvdw § N
axdr oY, dfvr agr aw  gafefea
SFECA FT QAT AT HAT 3¢5 F A0
L H T 3, 9aF arex fraY feem &7
gaw afiar wa s Farfaa swear
d, vaF ¥ T A s (Q)
fatgga fwar mar & 1 ¥FTT 3¥s
) TF gZ T i 7% 72 T A 2zq
F QATE FIA AT JAR A FEA
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# wfgw Arwf g o @ 2@
¥ Argal % fgama  f5 9ad)oeal
H O8> ¥ Ayen  wa Wt wfqs A
Y, 7 A ag ot & ¥ e oot
qEY TR K AT gA F1E W ¥ wAST
# qarra 7 fag Sy 4, agi w9
SRS & Farra fod oy &, Fg A9
LR fad 713 § Wk agt sa F e
TR AT Y W7 T 3% WY Areyw A
Fwifes miaw gERd AR i
A% § wrifem st & R )
FAIM IR A FEa & dafen A §
I FiErqmA g qarq oR &}
T g fe swglal & samm atvg
folt & Q¥ 9 W & wrogwr F@Aw
TRl fm g@ Ap
FrERE # § ardy aga fasl) & & FF
AT g, 70 WA | ardy aga 7€ e,
3t g sEardy e F § g @,
FE 99 F QT TS HAA AT T
ARG 1 g T2 fged fr waw
N WX TR TEY ot agt wa wAd
&1 arr FAr 3fsm aff & s A
agaar § f& agi & frarfaaY &
fawrag amst aA g3 &1 waEr
gl A% SHREA T ATCAF §, W WA
Foad FIW FEa g v @ fam |
33C § M wrfagm  war g, faxm
A% AR w1 g@u mfagw g ur
[FAT I A% i 2w 3¥s HiedzgmA
# Az & wR wiwdiggaT 7 ag 7w
3¥s wq Fg aweArd vy &, [ &
o7 ag a¥) frama § st & awaar
g fr fagra ofvag & v @ w1
*1 A FAAT TIr A8 faegw AF A
faar nur | § qgAr wgar g fr oo
i FE I fa a8 7 warwa §
forawr fe s ar AR F71 TR
HTAT T § TgT 91T A% QU A HAA
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# 99T § a7 a5 ag #¥ qAfea @
asan § f ¥ F1E_8 ngar vk gal
FEa d w@AA F $197 3 faar o
T a% A W TH A7 F 63N W
fedl & a7 A & a7 a5 gA AAA &
IR FIH FIA BT AT U | U
aafes & f5 &f foeal & wwew
wgi ferlt wwfwa & agr @Y fged &
|/ FIW F1H 35 J@ § T2 3fHa
AR @ F IREX 4g TF g9 & qafe
agi & f awT 3¥s F1 94 5 qrfgurde
fofier 7 #3, g0 ad aadrA Al 52
AFY WX ¥ WTT ¥ 0F AT TEFAUE
fa oy a% ag aw AR &, ag WP HTAT
fr faew, dvza ar wAsdza fgdt &
Trat gl geEd AL & 1 ¥fHa g fY
# a2 waw § wd #7790 Trgar g o qar
f& g 5w 2¥a A 7 e dhrara
&) qITT 3YQ FT ZAMAT T FT HT MR-
He #71 38 %9 & f& fordl Mudq |
a7 Wik FeH AT 7 W7 AW
TOT F | T IR g A A7 §
wR g @ wat g mar g, AR
TQ MR BISH { M NAdqe &7 ;A
fedArur mar § ag aw goEa g AR A
S8 ¥ qhavg agwa g e
wgi A% Ta fadas &1 s & 7 A
e £ g8 F war qadvat £ or asd
g1 w8 faa w1 aga arw feear Ay
fewarsa am sEf@as ar 1T Sur
f& gaIt W FFT wgw 7 w@Awmr
@ A Y qEEwa $7 T
ag Wgd § 5 sqrfade o o1 &
WA ? AR Mg @ T F
HAEA T & M T WR gie @
IR FAXT TEA WY AZFA A F |
#fed T o gad &z ¥ fagd Twn
¢, w1 ag JawT gE@ H WRYQ A
%I W7 77 33 gAA T AT § 7
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[dfear sT a8 wrta]

Ta arey § A9 s€ar fs gy el &
9 TR FTAr T a0 )
faa am ar? ) £z8 T+ &, Iu TF
R MaAHe arw 3fear A fazwa |
s fFar o f& @ €2 g2 argdea
F1 A AR, IR TOITE § AET
oA & A faadl gw avgre g2
) fazwa & grfee ga fr gard wafegar
®z 7 Fard, Sfew mdde 7 gadw
% gafgar €z qar T, ey FE
wzq qr gf € R faama zaF 5
=i agi afus a7 wm@r g, I3y g
wagr Agf & | F IeAre FTar g f
sriargawT WRdr wwEa & fag o
Aqr FAYA FAT §, A AR ATH QA
qaswg | AR % drF 3fAza
AT |

Tod naArET g fafaeet ara
Fagamea ¥ oF Arq QAFAT A1Ar
gfowagadl amm fo dwA S
07z S wATRE fFar orar & s gA
ASHIT 1 e @@t 2 : or of any
law made in pursuance of
that article z@®r #ar @
g 0 omT ¥ qwfew gfe 9«
TFE LoR FT HATEHT FRAIAT Ay
W fr ag ama gz g qFfema
TR | | IAF AT AT HFAFA &I
fa% & 3@ a9 g FIH W@
HAFHET FT I9H ArER Fr Fag IE@
Agr g1 A e g firad AT aan
AR §3 9 fawna g ag ag
UY & qarfeas & | @ fafaeem
awrga ¥ Statement of Objects and
Reasons ag v f& :—

“In addition, representations
have been made that the Act does
not enable the State Legislative
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Assemblies to amend laws made
for the States by Parliament prior:
to 1st April, 1952 in regard to
subjects included in the ‘State
List'.”

A qARE g e 2 (e
¥ a7 W FIA & 94 A F A
Aggw frar fr el ad@ aq R &
T8 fwad MqA a4 4, A% 7@ €T
Az Al a2 waA AN, Wity ¥
gl I A, I9F WAL AR FERF
gl o f5 st arfaurde § wFa aqr
frar ga F1qA %) M RN X
Tg B2Za gra A anr wadAT oY, IfHA
M g0 FARlE fawe & SwF aR |
W@EHT  ATE ATITEQ U QI 7
Faf a7 fas ~df §, aw @z faee
w1 fox €| ST aw A9 FAA
FaTar war § WN IW ¥ F mweER
S Az F Ar W R ag FAFE
faee ok Rz faz At F aIxd & o
# awmar § f5 fosraa ag o fb g
FIAA FV KAAT qTF 747 4) FArar aar
f ag AT F1 FAL FT ¥ | gAF A
|Y ®€2za F1 AW FIJ 457 T8 IGA
1 aadw frar av f5 g7 wrfgear
nrfgear ar€ Y €eq §1 M ag na-
arm & Ag A A arfua
q | qg 91 §) ©€h F A7 A\ faeT
Al a1 ag w@Ar faser 5 d@gfaa
o fr SaF I¥TE FRA | Far aar
T qrfaardz & 99 T Fga W gl
A @ SuF) faege ardrH TqaEr
WX 4 favg fasma N i gar
sy Mara@arf wrgn? a1 34 faa &y
arfea & #v Aar fam ¥ ®ar qer
foa® sarfes ag ard & Rza faw
]9 |

¥fen 8% I wa wew g,
¢ # ¥ge W AN §ad ¥ fear e

74
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gw ag fefidwm fggmm & adl «@ar
a1gy | 3w U, §) &1 fefedmm adl
@AT ARG, @ U, A @ wr
fefmar 7df T@AT ATEd | g (I W
®i€ faw nrar § fomd A ar € Lw
# qrag &gt § A1 2W a¥y @m
AU

nrw g foa 1@ faen ar § fad
fe ot sfRzicgd df A dF wEa
TR A Afew A af ) Afwa 7
maaFSFgadianmag aggfs N
FY HEIZITA AT IR WA ATH
?, 39 WY & HET H 4T 1A & aTEX
FFA ¥ AT nar & S fb o |
wZH GF )1 AFT A AT AT
WY F Fard gargm wwraa &
mnifeardzany FEFHATATL ..

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Are we not
going far in excess of the principles
of the Bill?

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: The
Bill says, that any law made by
Parliament shall have priority or
superiority over any Bill made by
the State.

Dr. Katju: In regard to the Con-
current List.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: Of
course. .

Dr. Katju: We are dealing here
with the State List.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: So
far as the State List is concerned, we
are incompetent to make any law.
So far as the other List is concern-
ed, we are competent. So, it can only
refer to the Concurrent List. Now,
according to article 254 of the Con-
stitution, all the Part A and B States
are capable of making any law today
against any law which has been made
by Parliament either earlier or after
the Constitution came into force, and
they can make any law which is re-
pugnant to the law made by Parlia-
ment, provided that that law is re-
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served for the consent of the Presi--
dent and the President assents to it.

Article 254 reads:

“(1) If any provision of a law
made by the Legislature of a
State is repugnant to any provi-
sion of a law made by Parliament.
which Parliament is competent to
enact, or to any provision of an
existing law with respect to one:
of the matters enumerated in the:
Concurrent List, then, subject to
the provisions of clause (2), the
law made by Parliament, whether
passed, before or after the law:
made by the Legislature of such
State, or, as the case may be, the
existing law, shall prevail and
the law made by the Legislature
of the State shall, to the extent
of the repugnancy, be void.”

So it is clear. They have got a
similar provision here. Then clause-
(2) of the article reads:

“(2) Where a law made by the
Legislature of a State specified
in Part A or Part B of the First
Schedule with respect to one of
the matters enumerated in the
Concurrent List contains any
provigsion repugnant to the
provisions of an earlier law made
by Parliament or an existing
law with respect to that matter,
then, the law so made by the
Legislature of such State shall,
if it has been reserved for the
consideration of the President
and has received his assent, pre-
vail in that State:

Provided....”

We are not concerned with the pro-
viso.

Now, according to the previous law
contained in section 22, the provision
contained in clause (2) of article 254
was not available to the C States.
The Ezxplanation to section 22 reads:

“For the purposes of this sec-
tion, the expression ‘law made by
Parliament’ shall not include any
law which provides for the exten-
sion to the State of any law in
force in any other part of the ter--
ritory of India”.
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[Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava]

They want to add to it the follow-
.ing words:

“or any law made before the 1st
day of April, 1952, in relation to
any matter with respect to which
the Legislative Assembly of the
State has power to make laws”.

This means that the Part C States
now, if this amendment is carried,
‘will be able to change any law, pro-
vided the law was made before 1st
April, 1952, If it was made after 1st
April, 1952, then that law shall have
.precedence, and they are incompetent
to enact any law, or if they enact, it
will be repugnant according to article
254, whereas the Part B States can
enact any law which is repugnant to
a law made by Parliament provided
‘that the Bill enacting that law is re-
served for the consent of the President
and the President assents to it. Now,
my complaint is this: If these provi-
.sions stood alone, the Part C States
will be getting more power than the
Part B States, but we have to consi-
der section 26 of this Act also. In
.section 26 you will be pleased to see
that so far as the Part C States are
-concerned, the Chief Commissioner is
not competent to give consent. He
reserves every Bill for the consent of
the President, and as soon as the
President gives the consent, the Bill
becomes law. So that the provision
.is already there that every Act must
receive the consent of the President.
I want to know from the Home Minis-
ter why he has inserted these words:
“before the 1st day of April, 1952”.
I can understand the principle that
the State Legislature should have the
right to enact any law on any subject
included in the State List as well as
the Concurrent List, but I want to
know why this distinction is being
.perpetrated so far as the Part B and
-C States are concerned. The Part C
.States should have the same power
as the Part B States. The Part B
.States can now enact any law whe-
.ther it was made in 1968 or even
Jater or earlier than 1952, but in re-
.gard to Part C States....
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Are we not
going into the fundamentals: why
should there be Part C States at all?

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: That
you have been pleased to rule out as
irrelevant when I wanted to go into
the question. If we go into it, there
should be no Part C States at all.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I am only
arguing. These observations need
not be made in connection with this
amending Bill, because this goes in-
to the fundamentals.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: This
only relates to the actual amendment
in this Bill. I am not going into the
fundamentals of Part B or C States.
This amendment is sought to be made
in this Bill, and the amendment says
all kinds of Acts can be enacted which
may be repugnant to an Act made by
Parliament before April, 1952, but in
respect of Acts passed after that date
no enactments will be allowed to be
made. I want to understand the
difference. What is the point in keep-
ing the date? If you want to give
the power, let all the States be on
the same level. There is absolutely
no reason why these words should
be kept. I am of opinion that these
words should be taken away so that
all the States may be on the same
level. All the other provisions are,
I find, designed to see that the statutes
and the laws in all the States may
become uniform so far as they go. I
quite concur in the complaint made
by Mr. Dwivedi that this Bill is not
fully comprehensive and there are
many other matters in which the
hon. Home Minister should have ap-
proximated the conditions in the Part
C States with those in Part A and B
States. Barring that I do not find
anything wrong in this Bill except
this point which I have not been able
to understand, and it is perfectly in
order, and there should be no hesita-
tion in enacting it into law.

Several Hon. Members rose—

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: What I pro-
pose to do is this. For the purpose
of consideration, enough has been

said. When we come to the Clauses,
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I will call Mr. Somana, Mr. Tek
Chand and other Members also to
.speak on the individual Clauses. They
.may also make any reference they
want to the allied Clauses then. Let
.us get through. I will call upon the
hon. Home Minister.

Dr. Katju: At the outset, I should
ldike to say, in all humility, that when
I spoke briefly on this Bill in moving
it for consideration I was rather
thinking of the great pressure of
Jegislative business in this House.
We have got a large number of Bills
-outstanding  which have been
pending here for a long time and the
time at our disposal, apart from that
for the Budget and other matters, is
short. Therefore, I thought that a
short speech on my part might be of
-some assistance in saving a little time.
Otherwise, I might have taken an hour
in dealing with the Bill clause by
«Clause.

It is not, as my hon. friend Mr.
Trivedi very kindly insinuated, that I
am always in the habit of describing
~controversial measures as non-contro-
versial. When he comes to think over
it, he will realise that this is really a
non-controversial measure,

Big questions have been raised about
the future of the States. If Mr.
‘Trivedi’s speech is to be analysed, in
the first part he says: “Ajmer is an
-island, it ought to be sunk into the sea
of Rajasthan.” Bhopal,—goodness
knows where it is to go! Secondly, he
turns round and says: “You are tak-
ing this away from Ajmer. You are
taking that away from Ajmer” and so
on and so forth. Similarly my hon.
friend Shri Sadhan Gupta raised an-
other question. Now we have got a
Commission on  reorganisation of
‘States, which will go into all these
-questions that have been hinted at by
my hon. friend Pandit Thakur Das
Bhargava and many others. That
Commission will go into all these
.questions.

The object of this Bill is pure and
-simple. First, I wanted to meet as
many points as have been submitted
40 the States Ministry, by the Chief
‘Ministers of the Part C States, partly
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from the budgetary point of view,
because I wanted to smoothen
matters,

Take for instance, clause 7. Shri
U. M. Trivedi asked what is the good
of this Consolidated Fund of the State.
That is exactly what the Chief Minis-
ters of the Part C States have asked
for, because their path is not easy.
They wanted the Consolidated Fund
of the State, so that they might be able
to carry on. Under the existing Gov-
ernment of Part C States Act, the
Legislative Assembly of a Part C State
cannot deal with the capital budget
at all, There is no capital budget,
because the capital or the loans which
are provided by the Central Govern-
ment are not brought into the Conso-
lidated Fund of the State. The Part
C States cannot raise a loan in the
public market. The attempt under-
lying thjs Bill has all along been—
whether it is the Hindi question or the
Consolidated Fund question or any
other question—to bring all matters
dealt with in this Bill, so far as is
possible, on the same plane as that of
a Part A or B State. It is from that
point of view, that we inserted this
clause about the Consolidated Fund
of the State. There should be a Con-
tingency Fund also, and I have given
notice of a short amendment myself
that the State Legislature should have
a voice in this matter.

So far as this language question,
which has excited comment, is con-
cerned, I am very sorry that there
has been some misapprehension. There
is article 345 of the Constitution which
provides for Hindi being the official
language of each State. One might
have thought that the expression
‘State’ would include the High Court
of the State, the Legislature of the
State, and the bills of the State, but I
do not know, I was not here, the Con-
stitution-makers made a clear distinc-
tion between article 345 and article
348, that is to say, the languages to be
used in the bills and in the High Court
were something different, and were
not covered by article 345. The legal
advice that we received was that the
entire article 348 as it stands is not
applicable to the Part C States, because
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we have the general clause, which is
authoritative and imperative, that in
every High Court, in the bills and in
the Legislatures, the language must be
English. That was the first point.
Then came the provisos ‘Notwithstand-
ing anything in sub-clause (a)...... '
and ‘Notwithstanding anything in sub-
clause (b)...... . If we are reading it,
it is purely a question of legal inter-
pretation. Our legal advisers thought
that it might be argued that inasmuch
as the reference was to a Governor
or a Rajpramukh, and since there is no
Governor or Rajpramukh in a Part C
State, it might be said that these pro-
visos which extend to Hindi or the
regional language are not applicable
to the Part C State. If that argument
is right, what are we left with? We
are left with the opening clause, the
governing clause of article 348 which
says that English shall be the language.
And the result of that would be—you
may say it is a very technical or very
legalistic interpretation—that in
Bhopal, Ajmer or Vindhya Pradesh, it
will not be possible for anybody to

introduce a Bill in Hindi or to translate.

a Bill in Hindi. But I was most anxi-
ous to have in the Part C Statcs the
same practice which my hon. friend
Shri Tandon referred to as prevailing
in Uttar Pradesh. I want to have
exactly the same practice introduced,
so that article 348 may stand, and on
the top of it they can have a discus-
sion in Hindli or any other language.
So, by this Bill, we are trying to intro-
duce it. so that the whole thing may
stand in the plane of a Part A State.
The only distinction that I have seen
is this. In article 348, the expression
used is ‘Hindi language, or any other
language’, but here we have used the
expression ‘or any other language’
only.

The reason why it was used is this.
It is a matter of public knowledge
that in Ajmer, Vindhya Pradesh and
other Part C States in northern India,
Hindi is the language. But I have
to deal with Coorg also. I cannot
possibly introduce—my hon. friend
Shri Tandon will not introduce—in
Coorg, a bill in the Hindi language,
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because the people there do not under-
stand it. Therefore we thought that
when we say, any other regional lan-
guage along with English, that would
govern the case of Hindi or other
regional languages. Otherwise, speak-
ing for myself, I am a lover, not only
of Hindi, and I would go alittle further
than my hon. friend Shri Tandon......

Shri Algu Rai Shastrl (Azamgarh
Distt.—East cum Ballia Distt.—West):
You want Sanskrit.

Dr. Katju:...and say that a BilF
might be introduced in the Sanskrit.
Janguage.........

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: That is the
hest way to kill Hindi.

Dr. Katju:...and for purposes of in-
terpretation, you may take it from me
that the lawyers would find Sanskrit
much easier to interpret, because it is
a precise language, and all our laws
are in the Sanskrit language, whereas
with your hybrid Hindi, goodness
knows what the words mean.

There is no desire, under this new
clause 33A, to go back.........
ft g UT qredy | SuTeEEr AE-
A, § oF W OfehaT sgarg | fafres
Higa 7 Fgr fF a1 weFd AMEATE ¢
wreeqma & fedy 1 aTa S WAL )

fgedr 7 gL w9 A wfEETa @
HEFd AT AT L | AV IQTE K HT UG
a7z aus feww fEd Foaaadi § o
fs felt A1 ofefade s@d fag
qIY 9 T FFEA L

Dr. Katju: You did not hear, yow

are just interrupting.
Shri Algu Ral Shastri: I heard you.

Dr. Katju: All right, what is the
clarification you want?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: It is for the
Chair to interpret it.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The point
that has been made is this. The hon.
Member wants to know whether the
hon. Minister is setting up Sanskrit
against Hindl,
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Dr. Katju: No, not at all, I am not
:starting on that campaign. If I have
to start that campaign, it will be out-
side, not here.

I was only trying to refute the
«charge which has been kindly made
against me that this Bill was not a
progressive but reactionary measure,
.and therefore it was trying to
strengthen the English language.
*That is not the object at all. The
-object is that there should be no
manner of doubt that just as you
have it in the Part A or B States, in
‘the same way, you can have the bills
in the Part C States also in their
regional languages.

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: But in any
«case, not in Hindi.

Dr. Katju: My hon. friend Shri
‘M. L. Dwivedi referred to very many
points about the services, about the
.Judicial Commissioners, etc. But that
does not require any legislative enact-
meni or any modification of the Gov-
-ernment of Part C States Act. If my
‘hon. friend will do me the honour of
discussing this matter with me
‘privately, he will find that on most
matters which were raised here,
‘therc, there has been a settlement
‘with consent.

Take for instance, the question of
the Judicial Commissioners. When
I wrote to these States, would you
‘like to go to some other State, they
:said, no, we would nott When I
.asked, would you like to go to
‘Rajasthan, the answer was, will the
Rajasthan High Court come to Ajmer,
-and the Rajasthan High Court would
‘not go to Ajmer, and they said, we
would not. Therefore, on all these
.administrative matters, actions have
‘been taken, and the matter has been
.discussed many times.

So far as my hon. friend Shri U.
M. Trivedi is concerned, in his nega-
tive attitude, he practically seemed
to oppose everything. I really did
not know what exactly he meant. He
said, for all time to come, you are
perpetuating their subservience. That
is not true at all. The anxiety is that

16 FEBRUARY 1954

Issue of Ordinances 84

so long as the Commission on re-
organisation of States do not finally
decide this matter, they should rise
up, and as I have said many times, I
should like these Part C States to be
well-administered, they should manage
their affairs in a proper manner and
harmoniously, and that they should
be like the Part A or B States.

I do not want to take up the time
of the House any more.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is: :
“That the Bill to amend the

Government of Part C States Act,
1951, be taken into consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

5 P.M,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: This matter
will stand over for further considera
tion regarding the clauses.

ISSUE OF ORDINANCES

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We will now
take up the special discussion notice
of which has been given by Dr.
Krishnaswami and Dr. Lanka Sunda-
ram. There are other Members also
who want to participate in the debate.

Dr. Krishnaswami (Kancheepuram):
I am grateful to you for having given
me the opportunity of inviting the
attention of the House to the serious
infringement of those rights and pri-
vileges that has taken place since
Parliament dispersed.

[Mg. SPEAKER in the Chair]

Parliament went into recess on the
24th December, 1953 and re-assembi-
ed on the 15th February, 1954. Dur-
ing this brief interval, seven ordin-
ances have been issued, that is, at the
rate of one ordinance per week. No
Parliamentarian who has the interest
and the reputation of this House at
heart can afford to view with equa-
nimity these developments, and it be-
hoves us, irrespective of the party to
which we belong, to examine the





