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INDIAN TARIFF (AMENDMENT)

BILL

, _ The Minister of Commerce and

+Industry (Shri T. T, Xrishnamachari):

I beg to move for leave to introduce
a Bill further to amend the Indian

Tariff Act, 1834.

is:

“That leave be granted to
introduce a Bill further to amend
the lndian Tariff Act, 1934.”

The motion was. adopted.

Shri T. T. Krishnamachari: I intro-

duce the Bill.

ADMINISTRATION OF EVACUEE PRO-

PERTY (AMENDMENT) BILL

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House will
now proceed with other Bills, Shri

A. P. Jain.

The Minister of Rehabilitation (Shri

A. P. Jain): I beg to move:

‘Tha. the Bill further to nmenc
the Administration of Evacuee
Property Act, 1950, as reported
by the Select Committee. be taken
into consideration.”
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker:. The question

‘I're ren-rt of the Select Coa:mittee

" has been before the House for some
®time. The Select Committee has
maode certain changes which' wre not
of 2 major character but which none-
thelecs improve the Bill very ureacly.
It ‘s not necessary for me to give any
explanation about' the changes made
by the Select Committee, because
they are cetailed in the repn-t ard
speak for themselves. Two minutes
of dissent hdave been appended ‘o ithe
Selec*. Cimmittee report. One of
them is by Shrimati Sucheta ‘<ripa-
lani. In taect. that minute is more an
exp.essior of opinion than sny major
diterence from the majority renort.
Shri Leshy inde has appendad another
minute of dissent. His whole
approach to the problem is contracy
to the approack with which I brought
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this Bill hefore the House. Qur in-
tenticn was tc remove the hardships
which the Evacuee Property A.t has
been causing upon those »f cur na-
tionals who have no intention of
migrating to Pakistan,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There is too
mych talk 4. the House. I request
hon. Members not to carry on any
conversa‘ion inside the House,

Shri A. P. Jain; Shri Dashpande
wart: tc make the provigions uf the
Adminisirsiion of Evacuee Propeity
Act raore rigid, which naturally will
add to the difficulties of those to
whemn we wented to givé some relief.
Therefore, it is not possible tu see
cye to »se with  the varinus matters
whica h> has urged in his ninmne,
heennse they go contrary to the very
spirit of tve RBill. In fact all al-ng
that I hove been in charge »f this
Vinisiry 1 have. been feeling that the
Evacuee Property law is an extraordi-
nary law, which has been forced upon
us 1rainst our desire and agifast our
intentions. If Pakistan had played
the game that is, if the digplaced per-
sons who have come over from West
Paristan tad been allowzd tn enizy
their properties, to receive the rents
and to benefit out of those properties,
we would not have felt the nccessity
of prolonsiag this legislation, suW
Pakistan has acted otherwise ano
therefore we have been forced to
keep this legislation on the Statute
Book. I am happy that we are reach-
ing n staze ncow, preferably in gorce-
meut with Pokistan, when th: noeeczs-
sity for the Evacuee Praperty law
may ceass to exist. The House s
aware ‘na' we have certain schomes
under consideration for the dispoasal
of the evacuee properties and if that
comes about, as I hope, the necessity
fqr .this law will be very much
diminished ond I do hope that the
secner this law terminates the totier
it is for evciyone of us,

I will add ope word more. Among
the !ist of amendments that ha-2 hcen
tubjed by various Members of ihe
Tlouse. I find that some relat2 to the
jurisdiction of the civil courts. They
ha ¢ ¢ .ggested that the civil c¢ourts
chond have jurisdiction in this mat-
ter aad that matter. Now the whole
scheme of the evacuee property law
has been to exclude the jurisdistion
of the civil court and to create a
hierarchy of officers who are dealing
with evacuee matters. Maybe there
have been difficuities; maybe that
sometimes justice may not have been
done—and it is not always done even
in-the civil courts—yet on the whole
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we have found that the special hier-
archy which we have created has been
able to administer the law
fairly well. I am not sure
whether any induction of the jurisdic-
tion of the civil court will be helpful.
Therefore. we did not include the
question of the jurisdiction of the civil
court in the original Bill; nor was it
before the Select Committee.

A%

So far as my experience gpes, I
would like to avoid all interference of
the civil court in the evacuee proper-
ty matters. Yet, if it is found to be
necessary, I would be prepared to con-
sider this question separately. But in
the Bill as it stands, it is not possible
to consider the question of giving any
jurisdiction 1o the civil courts, be-
cause that goes against the very fun-
damental scheme of the Act, as it
stands,

With these remarks I would con-
clude and await the reactions of the
hon. Members of this House and at the
end I may deal with the points that
are raised.

er. Deputy-Speaker: Motion mov-
ed:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Administration of Evacuee
Property Act. 1950, as reporied by
the Select Committee, he taken
intc consideration.”

T have received notices of certain
amendments, not only to clauses, but
nne for circulation and another for
Select Committeo, T am nf the -pi-
nion that these are dilatory motions,
T would like to hear from hon. Mem-
ber: what their rcactions to these mo-
tions are.

Shil V, G. Deshpande (Guna):
When the Bill was originally moved in
this HWouse and when a motion was
ranade for circulation of this Bill for
eliciting public opinion, the hon. Minis-
ter had given an assurance on the
fiocr of the House that the representa-
tives of the refugee associations
would be given a chance to appear be-
fore the Select Committee and place
their points of view. Then we found
that certain refugee associations
—particulary the All-India Refugee
Association—did want to appear be-
fore the Select Committee. But ul-
timately we found that they were not
given a chance to represent their
views. This is 2 Bill which involves
the interests of millions of refugees
and that is why we want that before
the Bill is passed public opinion should
be allowed to express itself. This is
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a controversial Bill—particularly the
definition of ' “intending evacyee.”
While in Pakistan there is such a pro-
vision, in this Bill that provision is
sought to be dropped. Then there is
a great deal of controversy in regard
to Custodian-General's powers being
curtailed, When  such Jneasures
which affect the interests of millions
of people are being passed, we want
that the persons concerned should be
consulted. This motion is not moved,
for the purpose of delaying matter$S,
but for raising certain specific issues.
if the Chair gives me a chance to
speck I shall present my case in de-
tail, S

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The han.
“Tember was a Member of the Select
Comrnittee, Was any memorandum
submitted by any of these associations
to the Select Committee?

Shri V. G. Deshpande: The All-
'ndia Refugee Association hod appli-
ed that they should be allowed to
oresent their memorandum and put
then case before the Committee.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: They could
havce sent their memorandum by post:
did they do so?

Shri V. G. Deshpande:’ They did
not, because they had no time. In the
Select Committee I made it clear that
the Committee should announce that
if there are any refugee associations
which want to 'nake representations
nn this issue they should be given a
~hance. The case of those associa-
tions which voluntarily sent memo-
randa was considered. Now I find
thut @ large number of refugees are
~oming to us and they are saying that
*his provision about lease is very:
harmful, This provision is doing
greater injustice to Hindus than to
Muslims., because the owners of pro-
perties have left and those who ure-?
lesseer, are Hindus. Thus we find”
that a large number of refugees are
aflected by this provision,

Shri A. P, Jain: Only one letter
was received and that was from Mr,
Choithram Gidwani. The letter is
dated the 19th September 1952 It was
not a memorandum. I shall, for the
benefit of the House. read out the let-
ter and my reply. Mr. Gidwani wrote
to me on the 19th September 1052:

“As the time of the introduction
of the Evacuee Property Amend-
ing Bill an assvrance was given
on behalf of Government that the
refugee associations will be per-
mitted to place their point of view
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before the Select Committee re-
garding the same. The All India
Refugee Association would very
much wish to place their view-
pcint before the Committee. I
shall  feel highly obliged if you
kindly let me know the date on
‘which the Committee wishes to
hear us.”

This letter was handed over to me
on the 20th and the reply which I
sent to him was as follows:

(= “A copy of your letter was hand-
ed over to me at about 8 aMm.
today, (that |is
ber, 1952) by Shri )

*  Ram during the first sitting
of the Select Committee. The origi-
nal letter (that is the letter which
Shri Gidwani sent me) reached
me at about 12-15 p.M. during
the second sitting of the Commit-
tee. [ made an announcement
ithat the displaced persons would
be permitted to place their views
before the Selecl Committee some
months ago, but your, Association
did not apprcach me with their
request earlier. Even now when
the Select Coinmittee hds been
meeting for the last four days
your request has come on the
very last date and that too unac-
companied by any memorandum
containing the points which you
wanted to raise and your Associa-
tions’ views thereon. Your let-
ter was placed before the Com-
mittee. As the Committee had
practically concluded its work by
then, I am to communicate to you
the Committee’s inability to meet
your Association ~-at this late
stage.”

-

In fact at the time the letter was

‘yeceived the Committee had finished

all its proceedings and only the sigaa-
ture remained to be appended.

®  Shri Gidwanl (Thana): May I suy a
Jew words? We didq not know that
the Select Committee was meeting. We
had no information that it was meet-
ing. None of us was informed .about
it. Nor were any associations given
intimation that they would be asked
to give evidence, as on former occa-
sitns. for instance in connection with
the Debt Conciliation Bill and then we
sent iv our representative. This time
no such' information was given. From
a friend we learnt that the Select
Committee was meeting and we sent
a letter, the renly to which was read
to you oy the hon. Minister. And
we had no opportunity to place our
point of view on this question. There-
fore it is very important, not only
from the refugee point of view, but I
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consider it from the national interests
also that more time should be given to
consider this Bill.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I would also
ask the hon. Member why it shou'd be
re-committed to Select Committze.
Once for all let me dispose of both the
things. The hon. Member has given
notice of a motion for re-committal to
a Select Committee, What are the
special grounds for that?

Shri Gidwani: The same grounds
that I advanced, so that the Select
Committee may go into the matter and
consider all the aspects of the gues-
tion. Even now the hon. Minister
stated that there would be no need of
the Bill in the near future because
the whole scheme is being worked out
to dispose of this Froperty. here-
fore, in the light of the new scheme
before Government it may be neces-
sary to change the whole thing, or
drop the whole thing.

Mr. Deputy-Spcaker: I have heard
suificiently. May I know when the
reference to Select Committee was
made, The Bill was introduced in
August. The report of the Select
Committee was in November..

Shri’A. P. Jain: In fact the Select
Committee finished its deliberations
on the 20th September,-1952. The re-
port was drawn up, and we met in
November only to sign the report.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That is all
rvight, That 1is, there was the in-
struction to report before the last day
of the first week, There was no ses-
sion immediately thereafter until it
was presented. So the introduction
of the Bill was on 4th August 1952,
tne dste of reference to Select Com-
mittce was 11th August 1952, and the
date of presentation of the report of
the Select Committee was 5th Novem-
ber 1952. ° There were nearly three
months between the date of reference
to Select Committee and the date of
presentation of the report. .

One of the Members, Mr, Desh-
pande, who has now tabled a motion
for circulation was himself a Member
of the Select Committee. When nnce
the matter is referred to a Select Com-
mittec, people know that the Bill is
before the country. And the refu-
gees are not all over the country.
Most of the refugees are here, Even
now there is nothing preventing them
from having suitable modifications of
partitcular clauses by tabling amend-
ments.

In the circumstances I do not fcel
that anything has been placed before
the House to consider as to why this
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ought to be circulated. All
able cpportunities were there.

reason-

So far as Mr. Gidwani is concern-
ed, there is a rule that any hon. Mem-
ber though he i; not a Member of the
Select Committee, can participate in
the deliberations.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: He was not
a Member of the House then, \

Mr, Deputy-Speaker:

Hereafter it
will be observed.

Tnerefore I do not think I should
allow either of these motions.

We Wl now proceed with the dis-
cussion on the original motion.

Sardar Hukam Singh (Kapurthala-
Bhatinda): 1 was very anxious to
listen to the speech of our hon. Minis-
ter for Rehabilitation this afternoon.
The refugees have been waiting till
this time for him to come up with
some definite proposals now because
Government had already taken so
long and they expected that by now
the. Government must have been in a
position to declare what is going‘to be
done te this evacuee property. Of
course the message of the New Year
this time shocked those unfortunate
people as the Finance Minister, accord-
ing to reports in the press, gave a
decision, or, to say the least, had not
agreed to the proposal of the Rehabi-
lization Minister to contribute some-
thing to the Central Pool that was
meanti to be distributed amongst the
displeced persons. The year before,
on the same august day when the year
1952 began, we heard the Rehabilita-
tion Minister going round for election
speeches and he raised the hopes of
displaced persons that this was com-
ing very soon. But this time it was
revealed, either the Rehabilitation
Minister had never consulted the
Cabinet. or the Finance Ministry, or
his speeches and announcements had
not been listened to by them or had
nct come to their notice, or the Finance
Ministry had assumed, might be, an
innocent ignorance that this bolt came
for the rcfugees.

The Minister of Revenue and Ex-
nditure (Shri Tyagi): I object 1o the
on., Member making a distinction
between one Minister and the other. I
think the Finance Minister shares in
what the Rehabilitation Minister does.
Government acts as one unit, It is
really unfair that a fault should be
g;;tributed to only the Finance Minis-
y.
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Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava (Gur-
gaon): Moreove: it is not ‘innocent
ignorance” The hon. Ministers have
said so many times, in this House and
outside, that compensation will be
given. There can be no innocent
ignorance about it,

Sardar Hukam Singh: Quite right. L
wanted these declarations, though they
come from our friend Pandit’ Thakur
Das Bhargava who is occasionally in
the Chair and not from the Ministry.«
But I am glad if this is the position of
the Government, and I want it to be
declared unequivocally that the Gov-
ernment is committed to this. (An
Hon. Member: The reports may bes
wrong). Yes, but the Ministry has
to come with the declaration that the
reports are wroang. Maybe. the re-
norts are wrong. I would be glad to
know that the reports are wrong. But
I am entitled to know what the posi-
tion of the Government today is.

¢

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:
the Finance Mmister directly.

Sardar Hukam Singh: I am asking.
Even today there were some tempting
words that fell from the mouth »f the
hon. Minister that the Government
was considering a scheme whereby the
evacuee property was to be disposed
of. From the list of Bills that we
have received during these sessions
we find that there was conspicuous
omission in such Bills of what was
going to be done about this property.
That. of course, raused great anxiety
in the minds of the displaced persopns.
There was a Bill to give compensation
to displaced persons but there was no
mention of any Bill which could deal
with this evacuee property. If really
the Governmeni—as was evident from
the words that we listencd to this
afternoon—has come to a decision,
then that must be disclosed to us so
that the whole controversy might be i
set at rest. The refugees are not .
anxious that they might get this pro-'

Ask

perty. They never desired it. If if
is causing any hardship, this Bill
should go. this Act should go. If it

is found that it is not in consonance
with the ideals that we possess. the
displaced persons are in verfect agree-
ment with the Government They are
not anxious that they should get this
property. Let it be given as a gift.
Let this Act be wibed out altogether
from the Statute Book. What they
are concerned with is when such de-
clarations are being made. that there
{s no budget provision or there is no
provision for finances. so far as the
evacuee property is concerned. we
would like to know whether it is going
to be made available to the pool or
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not. Then certainly, the refugees
feel nervous that such provisions are
going to be made. If it is decided
that this Act must go, we would not
have any objection. Let this go, We
do not want that. It is not to our
benefit but what the refugees are con-
cerned with is whether they are going
to get compensation or not. There
were many anhouncements and decla-
rations by Government spokesmen in-
cluding the Prime Minister that there
could not be any question of compen-
sation except the property that is left
behind by the Musiim migrants. But
today we learn that the Minister is
very anxious that this Act should go
but he mentioned that the Govern-
ment is considering action to be taken
so far as the disposal of this property
15 concerned. I request the Prime
Minister even now, if he ig in a posi-
tion to make a deflnite statement. We
wapt to know in what way this pro-
perty is going to be disposed of, how
the proceeds are to be utiiised. whe-
ther they would be for the benefit of
the.refugees or whether he has any
‘nther proposals to make.

S0 far as the Select Commnittee's
recommendations on this Bill are con-
cerned, the Minister said that as far as
the scheme is concerned, it excludes
the operation of the Civil Code. Quite
right but 1 find that it has called for
a clarification—Section 7.  When the
amended Bill came it was considered
by Government that only the title
could be enquired into by the Custo-
dian though®that had given rise to
many disputes last time between the
Custodian and the Government spokes-
men but this is now being set at rest
and when a certificate is given, it
would only be the title that would be
enquired into by the Custodian. Then
the Select Committee has made it fur-
ther clear or added something new
that if he has not the title. then in the
case of rejection, he can go to the civil
court and establish his title. So.
even in the recommendations of the
Select Committee. a new provision is
being brought in by which jurisdiction
is being given to the civil courts which
did not exist before. Therefore, this
position taken up by the Minister that
hg is not prepared to accept the juris-
diction which will be given to civil
eourts  does not stand to very good
reasim. because the Select Committee
itself has now added that clause also.

-

Then about leases and other things
also there is a provision. We are ap-
prehensive that it would work against
the interests of the displaced persons
because now the Bill says that the
conditions on which the original leases
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were given should not be altered. Ori-
ginally, the lessors, the original owners
nad given those properties on leasc for
certain pericds. and if they had been
handed over to any refugees, they
were expected to continue the allot-
ment in respect of tenancy rights: but
now it is laid down that so far as the
original terms of duration and other
conditions were concerned, it would
not be possible for the Custodian to
vary them. Therefore, that also
would work against the refugees who
might have to vacate those places or
get those leages restored.

Then again, when Sections 40 and
41 are being amended. there is one
danger. Now it has been laid down
that a certificate would be given to a
person who is an Indian citizen that
he -can sell his groperty. That is
right and he would be at liberty to ef-
fect that sale but if after that sale is
effected and within two years of that
transaction, he decides to leave thlis
country for Pakistan, then this tran-
saction cannot be opened. Who would
be the sufferer? In the first place
the owner must have thought of the
money that his property will fetch,
Mostly it would be the displaced per-
sons who would be affected beeause
they are in great need of acquiring
property and they purchase it becauvse
the Custodian has granted them the
rertificate that they are cntitled to sell
it.  The poor refugee cannot know or
visualise that that gentleman would be
leaving within two years after the sale.
He pays the money by borrowing or
otherwise but unluckily, within those
two years of the transaction, thc gen-
tleman decides to ieave this country
and proceed to Pakistan, Then that
question would come up before ‘the
Custodian and if he cancels that sale,
that transactiom is set aside. It is
only that refugee who would lose. It
would be put in the evacuee pool but
not at the expense of the owner who
has committed this act but at the ex-
pense of the innocent person who has
already lost something. This would
not be of any gain either to the refugee
or to the country. Therefore, my re-
quest is that when once that certificate
has been given and the Government
and the Custodian have decided that
he can cffect that sale, then there need
not be any difficulty. It he is allow-
ed, let him take away the money be-
cause otherwise also. he would not be
the loger. He would get everything
that he desires acrording to his heart's
econtent but it is only the Indian na-
tionals who would be the losers.
Therefore why penalise them?

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: It is
not so. If the consent is not given,
and the man lives here for two years
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the transfer would be immune as .also
if the consent is given. It is no lon-
ger open to anybody......

Sardar Hukam Singh: That is not the
view that I take from the amendment
that has been put up here. So I would
request the Rehabilitation Minister to
disclose what he knows. [ want to
know whether he has consulted his
Finance Minister and his friend on
the right and has come to a deciston,
whether the Government 1is going to
contribute anything, whether they
have made up their minds as to the
disposal wvof this property etc. Be-
cause, these unfortunate displaced per-
sons from West Pakistan have been
waiting so long and are now in a con-
dition where they are not able to suffer
any longer. They have been looking
to this source of compensation to en-
able them to stand on their legs, some
of them at least.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: The hon.
Minister, while moving the Bill for
consideration, said that there was a
fundamental difference between my
aooroach and the approach of the
Mover of the 8ill. and hence he could
not appreciate the minute of dissent
given by me. I tried hard to see
where the fundamental difference in
approach was. Because in my minute
of dissent I I 1ve made it clear that I
do not want the members of any com-
munity who rre residing in India to
suffer on account of this Administra-
tion uf Evacuee Property Act, and
that [ want no discrimination to be
made against any person simply be-
cause he belongs to a certain commu-
nity. T happened to see thc Bulletin
of the Congress party published from
4th Augrusc to 8th Aueast 1952, That
Bulletin, referring to this Evacuee
Propertv Act says that the Bill makes
a number of important concessions to
Muslims. Perhaps that may be the
difference I am not able to find
where the difference lies. That is a
non-communal party and every day
we are hearing long sermons alout
communalism: they are. impartial to
all communitier. In my approach
also T want ijust a fair and impartial
treatment to all communities. But.
making concessions to Muslims at the
cost of Hindus may be non-communal
and perhaps that mav be the difference
in his approach and my approach.

My nersonal view is this and T have
made it very clear. that I do not want
that those Muslims who are living
here should suffer and that if there
are any nrovisions in this Administra-
tion of Evacuee Property Act which
do injustice to them, they ought to be
removed. So far as this aquestion is
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concerned, there can be no difference:
of opinion. But.,’ when we went to
the Select Committee and when we
read the provisions of the Bill as it
was introduced originally and the Bill
as it is amended. we find that it trans-
gresses these limits. In the Adminis-
tration of the Evacuee Property Act.
there are ohe or two ' considerations
which we have to keep before our
eyes. One of the considerations is
that the evacuee pool ought not to be
diminishea. = We have to see whether
any of the provisions of this Bill affect
the evacuee wvool. If the evacuee
pool is diminished, we should certain-
ly stand to protest against that.

Then. there is another thing. I do
not mind even their giving concessions
to Muslims, because in this non-com-
munal Government. attending the
National sikh Conference is not com-
munal, giving concessions to Muslims
is not communal, but protesting where
injustice is made to the Hindus is very
communal and rabid communalism and

that ought to be stopped. I say, give
concessions tc Muslims, but at least
to those living in India. Ip this Act

we find that vou are doing away with
the provisions regarding intending
evacuee, You want to give conces-
sions to Muslims who want to leave
India and go to Pakistan. I want to
raise my voice of protest against this
provisign. What. o we find here?
The provision which deals with in-
tending evacuee is done away with.
We are told that when that provision
has been done away with, we have
amended the deflnition of evacuee 30
as to bring certain portions of intend-
ing ~vacuees under the deflnition of
evacuee itself. But I may draw the
attention of the House to the fact that
in the original Act, the intending
evacuee referred to the date 15th
August, 1947 (An Hon. Member: 14th
August)—14th August—this Bill wants

hat “...... who has, after the 18th day
of October, 1949...... . I know of
persons who have transferred their
property, from 14th August 1947 to
18th October 1949, to Pakistan. who,
on account of this provision regarding
intending evacuee, could not .transfer
their other property and they who are
waiting in India all along to go to
Pakistan and to dispose of their re-
maining property. The only hurdle,
the only obstacle in their way of going
to Pakistan was this provision regard-
ing intending evacuee. As soon as
this is done away with, as soon as this
additional concession is given to Mus-
lims. these Muslims are only waliting
to dispose of their remaining property.
Once that property is disposed of they
can straightaway go to Pakistan. This
is my first objection.
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Then, 1 beg to point out that this
clause about intending evacuees forms
part of the Pakistan Administration
of Evacuee property Act. Here aiso
there is a fundamental' difierence in
the approach, They believe in the
healing touch: not to the Hindus of
Jammu; there, they use bullets. So
far as Pakistan 1s concerned, our
great Government has got the healing
touch just like Jesus Christ, and there-
fore, they want to remove Pakistan's
ills by the healing touch. I want
that a policy of reciprocity should be
followed. As lopg as there is a wro-
vision for intending evacuces in the
Pakistan Administration of Evacu-ze
Property Act. there is no justification
for our doing away with the provision
for intending evacuees. Therefore, I
would again appeal, that even at this
late stage, that whatever be our en-
xiety to give more concessions ‘to
Muslims. this orovision for intending
vvaﬁuees should not be done sway
with,

There are other clauses and there
are other parts of this new Amend-
ment which I must refer to. The first
part is this. We know of instances
where one person is living here and
all his dependants are living in Pakis-
tan. His wife may be there: his
children may he there. There are
such instances in Delhi here. Our Act
makes provision that he can
maqney to them from here for years
together. For six years all his nea-
rest dependants may be there; still
vou wonld not declare him to be an
intending evacuee. I feel that there
must be a provision by which. per-
sons whose nearest dependants, that
is wife and ‘children. are staying in
DPakistan. and against whom intention
to opt to Pakistan is established by
documentary or other evidence. should
be declared as evacuees if pot ntend-
ing evacuees. We find that the argu-
ment is advanced that what was cov-
ered by intending evacuee, we have
included in the definition of evacuce.
My own feeling is, there are many in-
stances with which I do not wish to
bore the House, where the relatives
are living in Pakistan, the relatives
whq were in Government of India
have left this country, and under sach
circumstances. at least there should
be this porovision: where the nearest
dependanfs are staying in Pakistan.
no exception should be made in their
case.

There is annther gquestion of res-
toring property to evacuees. Previ-
nusly, there was a provision that the
Custodian-General could exempt any-
body from this provision or restore
property. There was the notorious
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case of Chatriwala. I hear that

Chatriwala’s case is pending in difte-
rent courts even at this stage. 1 do
not know exactly what has haopencd
to  Chatriwala’s case. Mr. Achru
Ram had resigned on this issue. Now,
we find that this law is being amend-
ed. The Custodian-General is in a
way a quasi-judicial authority who
can apply his mind to the cases and
give an impartial judgment. Our
Government has made it a point of
prestige, and as has been pointed out
in the minutes of dissent, when this
issue rame up even though the majo-
rity of the Select Committee was with
us, it had to be dropped because Gov-
ernment feels that they should have
the power to decide these things. My
view is that it should not be left even
to the Custodian-General. but that
there should be some judicial officer,
say a District and Sessions Judge,
who should be empowered to decide
such cases. and to decide to whom the
property should be restored. It is
said that there were only four cases
where Government was given power
to make exceptions. and Government
itself admits that out of these four
cases—in his last speech the hon.
Minister gave this data to us—-three
were foreigners, and the fourth zlone
was an Indian and then they say that
he also went to Pakistan. They had
restored the property, and they found
that this Indian Muslim whose pro-
perty they had restored. ultimately
went away back to Pakistan. These
are the instances. and therefore this
House is not prepared to allow the
Government to function for this pur-
pose, and we want that a judicial
officer, say a District and Sessions
Judge, should decide these things fin-
ally. At least the Custodian-General
should have the right. Government
should not have the right to decide to
whom property should be restorad.

I would particularly draw the at-
tention of the hon. Minister to one
clause. By the original law. the
leases which were entered into before
partition or, say before 15th August,
1947, could not be gone into. Now, an
amendment has been made that whe-
ther the leases were made before or
after partition, they can be gone into.
Then it has been amended in the Se-
lect Committee that it can be dJagne
only in two cases, viz, if it is sub-let,
or if it is used for a purpose other
than that for which it was let out, I
have tabled an amendment, and I feel
the hon. Minister should have no ob-
jection to accepting that amendment,
These are not the only two cases. but
whatever the oppression of the Rent
Control Act,—because this type of
property is situate in all parts of
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India and in different States what-
ever be the law, if that lessee con-
travenes or makes any breach of these
Rent Control Acts, then alone should
he be ejected from the premises, and
in no other case that should be done.
Apart from this, my main conteution
is that the time has not come for this.
At least as long as this provision for
intending evacuee is there on the sta-
tute of the Pakistan Government, it
should not be changed in our law.

Shri Gidwani: I rise to oppose this
Bill for two reasons: one, it aj’ects ad-
versely the refugee interes{s and the
other, it affects very seriously the na-
tional interesta.

As regards the refugee intevests, as
my friend Sardar Hukam Singb told
the House, it is linked up with the
question of compensation. I would
read to you, Sir, a letter which I had
written on behalf of the All-India
Refugees’ Association to the Prime
Minister on 27th December, 1950,
when he made a public speech re-
garding this compensation issue:

“Dear Shri Jawaharlalji,

1 presided over a conference of
displaced persons which was held
in the Constitution Club on Mon-
day, the 25th December. Copies of
mv address and the resolution pas-
sed by the Conference are enclos-

ed.

I wish to draw your attention
towards the attitude of a section
cof the participants. They strong-
ly accused me of adopting mild
policies, and not giving them the
right lead necessitated by the con-
tinuously deteriorating condition
of displaced persons, The spea-
kers who called for direct action
were loudly cheered by the parti-
cipants. I write this to Intimate
you that your statement has in-
tensified the sense of frustration
and resentment.

I would request you to let us
know the final decision of the
Government in respect of com-
pensation. With thanks,

Yours sincerely,
} Choithram P, Gidwani.”

To this, I received a reply from Mr.
Dharma Vira.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, crder.
The hon. Member started by saying
that he wants to oppose this Bill. That
18 not a matter which can be debated
at present. The scope of the debate
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on the report of a Select Committee
is narrow. Rule No. 98 reads:

“The debate on a motion that
the Bill gs reported by the Select
Committee be taken into consi-
deration shall be copfined to :on-
sideration of the report of the
Select Committee and the matters
referred to in that report or any
alternative suggesiions consistent
with the principle of the Bill.”

The Principle of the Bill has beem
accepted. Whatever has been done
in the Select Committee can be a
subject-matter here. Alternative
suggestions might be made, viz., that
the Select Committee might have done -
this as agaipst that. 'That is the
limited scope,

Shri Gidwani: I said the Select
ommittee should have dropped two.
or three clauses—Nos. 7 and l5—and
said that this question was linked up
with compensation. Thererfore. I was
reading this correspondence.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: If all those
majn clauses are dropped except the
preamble and Clause 1, what stands?
The principle of the Bill has been ac-
cepted and therefore we have to re-
member the limited scope. 7The hon.
Member may have all that' in Lis
mind, and then vote against this Bill.
In the third reading he can say: *No,
this Bill is not at all being improved.
We reject the Bill.,” But, at this
stage, he should confine himself only
to the report of the Select Committee.

Shri Gidwani: 1 am opposing cer-
tain Clauses of the Bill, Tlauses No. 7

and 15.
In his reply, he sain-

“The Prime Minister has receiv-
ed your letter of December 27, in
which you have enquired about
the final decision of the Govern-
ment in respect of compensation.
The policy of Government in this
matter has been clearly stated on
many occasions by Shri Gopala-
swami Ayyanger aigd the Minister
for Rehabilitation. Briefly, it 1s
as follows:—

Displaced persons are entitled
to compensation from the proper-
ty left by Muslim migrants from
India. They are also enlitled
to any compensation that may be
received from Pakistan...... ”

..This is from Mr. Dharma Vira, dat-
ed December 30, 1950. He says the
policy has been enunciated by Shri
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Gopalaswami  Ayyangar. Then, I
wrote a letter to Shri Gopaiaswami
Ayyangar, and I will read that letter
also to you:

“Dear Shri Gopalaswami Ayyangar,

I hope you have received a
copy of my letter dated 27th De-
cember addressed to Shri Jawahar-
lal Nehru regarding the question
of compensation to the displaced
people.

Two days previous to the arrival
of hon. Khwaja Shahabuddin,
Pakistan’s Minister for Rehabilita-
tion, for the discussion of the
Evacuee property question, a joint
conference of officials and non-
officials was held in your room
under your chairmanship. Hon.
Shri- Ajit Prasad Jain, Shri N. C.
Chandra, Shri Meharchand
Khanna, Shri Achruram, Dr,
Lehana Singh, late Minister for
Rehabilitation (Punjab) and other
officials from the Government of
India and East Punjab Govern-
ment were present. From the
non-official side, Bakshi Tekchand,
Shri Jaspatrai Kapoor and myself
were present. You were kind
enough to invite our opinion re-
garding the various aspects of this
question.

In view of the claims that had
been invited from the displaced:
persons, our discusgion turned to
the psrticular aspect of compensa-
tion. On our pointed enquiry
regarding the Government's plan,
you assured us that the Govern-
ment had full intention to com-
pensate the displaced persons.
Further: going into the details of
the plan. you narrated the follow-
ir;!gi steps for the implementation
of it.

There would be three sources
from which such compensation
would be paid. Firstly, the pro-
perties left by Muslims in Indla,
say X. secondly, such difference
in values of respective properties
as may be realized from Pakistan,
say Y; and lastly, a substantial
amount from the Goveroment of
India. say Z, that you assured
‘would not dissatisfy the displaced
persons’...... »

From these fwo letters I have read
to you, it will be clear that the eva-
cuee property is one of the important
sources from which compensation 1is
to be paid to the displaced persons,
Therefore. all the refugees from Wes-
tern Pakistan—because, for the pre-
sent. this Bill affects only re
from Western Pakistan whose number
is about 50 lakhs are very much in-
terested in it,
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An, Hon. Member: More than that..

Shri Gidwani: Therefore, I oppose
Clauses 7 and 15 of the amended Bill.
Clattl;se 7 of the Bill us amended reads-
as thus:

“16. Restoration of evacuee pro--
perty.—(1) Subject to such rules
as may be made in this behalf,
the Central Government or any
person authorised by it in this be-
half may, on application made to
it or him by an evacuee or by any
person claiming to be the heir of
an evacuee, and, on being satisfled
that it is just or proper so to do,
grant to the applicant a certificate
statigg that any evacuee property,
which has vested in the Custodian
and to which the applicant would
have been entitled if this Act were
gﬁ‘ 'i'n force, shall be restored to

4P M

Now, the procedure regarding the
declaring of any person an evacuee is.
this. First. the Deputy Custodian
declares a person as an evacuee.
Then if the aggrieved party feels any-
thing wrong about it, it makes an ap-
peal ta the Custodian. Then there is
an appea) to the Custodian-Generdl,
and finally to the High Court. In
some cases, I am told, it may even be
referred to the Supreme Court. When
there is such a big machinery of judi-
cial officers all along, the fact that the
Government are demanding this ex-
traordinary power shows that they do
not have any faith in the judiciary.

You will remember that I was a
Congressman and I was attending
every session of the Congress there. We
had been demanding from 1885 that

. there should be no interference by the

executive in the judiciary. @ What i3
now sought to be done is nothing but
the interference of the executive or
the Government in the decisions of
the judiciary. You will remember
recently there was the case of Mr.
Chatriwala. on which Shri Achru Ram
resigned. In that case, the High
Court of Punjab had decided against
Chatriwala. When the latter went
to the Custodian-Geperal, the Custo-
dian-General gave certain decisions,
and he was made to resign on that ac-
count. If the purpose of the amend-
ing Bill is thus to enable Government
to interfere in this manner in the de-
cisions of the judiciary, then where is
the question of dealing with these
cases on judicial and legal principles?
Assuming such wide powers by the
Government as are contemplated in
this clause, is nothing but a deflance
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of law, especially when in this present
age, our Government claims to be de-
mocratic. socialistic. and also claims
to be governed by law. ‘They want
to restore property to persons who
had been declared as evacuees by the
highest Courts of the land. That is the
object of this amending Bill, It is a
very serious encroachment on the
evacuee property pool, I may be ex-
cused if I say that if this Bill is pass-
ed, some influential persons would be
benefited by it. That is my misgiv-
ing. 1 will not be far wrong if I say
that that seems to be the object of
this amendment. The evacuee pro-
perty pool would thereby become re-
duced and seriously affected.

Under Clause 15, the Government
would be clothed with much wider
powers than even those contemplated
in this Clause 7, for Clause 15 reads
as under:

“For section 52 of the principal
Act. the following section shall be
substituted, namely:—

‘52, Power to exempt.—The
Central Government may, by noti-
fication in the Official Gazette, de-
clare that all or any of the provi-
sions of this Act or of the rules
made thereunder shall not apply,
or shall be deemed never to have
applied, or shall cease to apply, or
shall apply only with such modi-
fications or subject to such condi-
tions, restrictions or limitations
as may be specified in the notifi-
cation. to or in relation to any
class of person or class of proper-

"

ty.

If so, I do not see any reason at all
why there should be any Act or any
law regarding evacuee property. The
whole thing should be abrogated.
That is what I personally feel about
it. 1 do not want to say anything
more because I am not a lawyer—and
there are many lawyers of repute in
this House. But if these two clauses
are going to give power to the Govern-
ment to override the judicial deci-
sions, then where is the need._for any
law at all1? Let the hon. Minister of
Rehabilitation be appointed as the
sole judge, and let him deciare whom-
soever he chooses .as an evacuee Or
non-evacuee, and accordingly restore
property. I shall have no quarrel with
that propositiox.,  The hon., Minister
reférring to Mr. Deshpande's remark
stated that it was a question of diffe-
rence in approach only. After all,
this evacuee property is going to be
the property of those refugees who
have been physically and morally suf-
fering. And now if any part of it is
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going to be given away in charity to
those whose loyalty has been suspect-
ed, or who are of doubtful loyalty
then the pool would become reduced
to that extent. It is not I who have
declared them as evacuees. It is the

*courts that have declared them as
such or intending evacuees. Accord-
.ing to the definition in the original

Act, an evacuee meant any person
who had left for Pakistan and an in-
tending evacuee meant

“any person, who, after the 14th
day of August, 1947,—

(i) has transferred to Pakistan
his assets or any part .hereof
aituated in any part of the
territories to which this Act

extends:
Provided that the transfer to
Pakistan of any reasonable

sum of money in accordance
with the rules made in this
behalf by the Central Gov-
ernment for the purpose of
financing any transaction in
the ordinary course of his
trade or for the maintenance
of any member of the family
of such person shall not
be deemed to be a transfer of
assets within the mecaning of
this sub-clause, or

(ii) has acquired, if the acquisi-
tion has been made in person,
by way of purchase or ex-
change, or if the acquisition
has been. made by or through
a member of his family, in
any manner whatsoever. any
right to, interest in, or bene-
fit from any property. which
is treated_as evacuee or nban-
doned property under any
law for the time being in force
in Pakistan,.........

...... and includes any person
against whom an intention to
settle in Pakjstan is estab-
lished from his conduct or
from documentary evid-

These were the people who were
declared by judicial authqrities as in-
tending evacuees, and it is these peo-
ple who are going to be benefited. I
am told that the number of such peo-
ple is about one thousand—subject to
correction. And these one thousand
people were declared as such not by
me, who being a refugee. may
have refugee mentality, nor by Mr.
Deshpande, who has a difference in
approach. and therefore thinks Jiffe-
rently but by competent courts, jud-
ges and Custodians appointed by Mr.
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Ajit Prasad Jain and his Government,
It is these people who are going to be
benefited, after the passing of this
amending Bill, people who, after the
14th day of Auygust, and before the
18th day of October 1949, were de-
clared as intending evacuees, If the
present Bill is passed, then they will
be free to sell their property here and
then go to Pakistan. It may be said
that their number is very small. and
so what does it matter if a few people
take away their property from the
pool? I am opposing these two clau-
ses, clauses 7 and 15, not only in the
interests of the refugees, but also in
the national interest. Hon. Members
may laugh at this. when I say this,
and say that we being secular, are
becoming generous and just to our
minorities. whom we do not want to
harass. We have before us the pre-
vious experience of some Members of
the previous Parliament, who swore
loyalty to the Congress Government,
There was Mr. Khalig-ul-zaman first.
Then there was another gentleman
from Bihar who recently left for
Pakistan. All these people, were
there sitting with you, after swearing
loyalty to India. but ultimately they
took away what property they could,
and left for Pakistan. In this very
Parliament after I was elected. I put
a question sometime back. about Mrs.
Janak Kumari Asghar. who went to
the Deputy Custodian, for getting her
property, so that she could sell it here
and then go to Pakistan She had
written on her visiting-card, that she
was .the cousin of Mr. Nehru. and so
the Deputy Custodian was feeling
very ncrvous about it. Fortupately,
Mr. Achru Ram happened to go there.
and he told the Deputy Custodian not
to get nervous about it. and that he
would enquire into the matter. But
ultimatelv what happened? She also
went away with whatever money she
could, to Pakistan. Hundreds of
such cases are happening every day. T
put a question. in the last session of
Parliament about 17 officials of the
Rajasthan Government, That ques-
tion was not answered in the last sos-
sion. Bul I got this letter from your
Parliament Secretariat:

“PARLIAMENT HOUSE
NEW DELHI.
19th January 1953.
From Shri D. N. Majumdar,
Under Secretary.
To: Shri C. P. Gidwani, M.P.

Subject: Starred question No. D.2028
for the 15th November 1952 regarding
removal. of cash to Pakistan by offi-
cers of Rajathan Government.
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Sir,

With reference fo your starred ques-
tion No. 2028 for the 25th November-
1952 on the gbove subject (copy en-
closed) which was not admitted for
answer during the last session, I am:
directed to forward herewith the in-
formation asked for in the question
which has since been received from
the Ministry of States...”.

What is that question?

“Whether the attention of the
Government of India has been
drawn to a statement made by
Shri Amritlal Yadav, Rehabilita-
tion Minister of Rajasthan State
in the State Legislative Assembly
that the Tehsildar of Dholpur has
crossed over to Pakistan with Rs,
1,00,000 belonging to Government
and the Treasury Officer of Jai-
pur too had left for Pakistan also
taking away some amount of Gov-
ernment money, but the Minister
could not give the exact figure as
he stated that the accounts were
being examined;

“Whether the Government f
ndia are aware that there were
about 17 officials of Rajasthan
Government including the former
Principal Private Secretary of
Shri Jai Narain Vyas, the Chief
Minister of Rajasthan, who had
been declared intending evacuees
and have transferred part of their
assets to Pakistan;

“Do Government propose to ake
any action to recover these amo-
unts from the two above-mention-
ed oflicers;

“Do Government consider it in
the national interests to tzke any
precautionary measures to protect
their funds from being ‘aken
away to Pakistan by other offi-
-cers in the similar manner?”

This is the reply which 1 have re~
ceived from the Secretariat:

“The facts of the case as re-
ported by the Raojasthan Govern-
ment are that a case of embezzle-
ment of a little over rupees one
lakh from the Sub-Treasury at
Dholpur was detected in July 1951.
The responsibility for this om-
bezzlement has to be apportioned
between the Cashier, Shri Harak
Chand and Shri Salamat Ali Khan,.
Tehsildar of Dholpur. who was:
alsc the Sub-Treasury Officer.
While the immediate responsibi-
lity for the cash was that of the. -
Cashier, the administrative &%



685 Administration of

[Shri Gidwani]

controlling officer was the Tehsil-
dar in his capacity as the Sub-
Treasury Officer. The case is
under investigation and it is not
possible at this stage to say how
much of the funds embezzled
were appropriated by the Tehsil-
dar and how much by the Cashier.
It will not therefore be correct
to say defipitely that the Tehsil-
dar of Dholpur has crossed over
‘to Pakistan with rupees one lakh
belonging to Government. The
Tehsildar was suspended and ta-
ken into custody but was released
on bail. He subsequently jump-
-ed bail and is understood to have
gone to Pakistan. There is, how-
ever, some property in his name
dn Jaipur and all action permis-
sible under law will be taken by
‘Government.” :

“The Additional Treasury OfB-
‘cer of Jaipur, Shri Abdul Wahab
has also migrated to Pakistan,
The accounts for which he was
responsible are under scrutiny and
it is not possible to say whether
he has taken away any Govern-
ment money and if so, what
amount.”

“It is a fact that 17 officials of
the Rajasthan Government includ-
ing Shri Altaf Ahmed Kherie"—
who was the Principal Private Sec-
retary to the Chief Minister—
“have been declared intending
evacuees. Shri Kherie has how-
ever flled an appeal in the court of
‘Custodian, Rajasthan, against the
orders of the Deputy Custodian.
The Government of Rajasthan are
not aware that after their declar-
ation as intending evacuees, any
assets have been transferred by
any of these officials to Pakistan”
...I say, Sir, he alone is declared
evacuee who sends part of his
assets to Pakistan...“But if any of
these persons is detected to be
transferring his assets to Pakistan,
it is open-to Government to take
steps to declare him an evacuee
and take over his property.”

“If any amounts are found to be
‘due from Shri Salamat Ali Khan
(Tehsildar, Dholpur) or Shri
Abdul Wahab (Additional
Treasury Officer., Jaipur) the
Rajasthan Government will take
action to realise them from the
properties lef) by these persons
which are at present in the possess-
$on of the Custodian of Evacuee
Property.”
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“Every possible precaution is
being taken and will continue to
be taken by the Rajasthan Govern-
ment to prevent illicit transfer of
;t‘.unc’l’s from Rajasthan to Pakis-
an,

This is the official reply from your
office. So it is not that the officers who
have been declared intending evacuees

 are prefectly loyal. During the last

, two or three years they have been
transferring their assets to Pakistan
even though pretending to be lawe
abiding citizens of our secular State.
There it is. Even those who are in the
Government—the Principal Private
Secretary of a State Government—
have been declared intending evacuees.
- Still most of them when they are re-
leased oh bail, jump the bail and go
over to Pakistan. This is not my state-
ment, but it comes from the Rajasthan
Government after enquiry from  the
Government of India,

Then the other thing is that when
this Government wds given such wide
power and if I had previous ex-
perience that they had acted fairly and
honestly, then I would remain silent.
But I know how influences are brought
to bear on judicial officers. The Cus-
todians find it very difficult to decide
cases on merit. Particularly now after
the resignation of Shri Achhru Ram,
many of them are demoralised. I know
how in the beginning letters were sent,
interfering with the functions of the
Custodians, even by Ministers, Private
Secretaries and not only by officials,
but even by non-official organisations.
I will tell you how the Jamiat-ul-Ulema
has been functioning in this matter.
So many things are heard and so many
things are reported of which no direct
evidence can be found. This is one of
the caseg reported in Bombay:

“One Fordil Khan Sayed Ullal}-
Khan was declared an evacuee in
December 1949 by the Deputy
Custodian of Bombay. He filed an
appeal before the Custodian who
dismissed the appeal in February
1950, as a result of which fur-
ther properties of Fordil were noti-
fled as evacuee properties. Fordil
Khan filed a second appeal
before the Custodian which was
however heard by the Additional
Custodian, who also dismissed the
appeal in May 1950. Fordil Khan
then ran up to the High Court for
quashing the order of the Additlo-
nal Custodian. The trial judge-
ment however dismissed the peti-
tion in November 1950. The matter
then came before the Division
Bench where it came out that the
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applicant had already flled a re-
vision petition before the Custodian
General which had been dismissed.
The Division Bench however dis-
missed Fordil Khan's :ppeal in
April 1951, but gave him
permission 'to file fresh appli-
cation before the High Court on
any new point of law. When the
fresh application petition ﬂlech
Fordil Khan came before the g{
Court, Fordil Khan categorically
stated in his affidavit that he was
not aware of any revision petition
before the Custodian-General. It
was not flled at his instance or
under his instructions. The fact
was naturally brought to the notice
of the Custodian-General whq call-
ed upon the Advocate Shri V., D,
Misra, who had appeared on behalf
of Fordil Khan to explain the
anomaly. The Advocate explained
that he had filed the revision petl-
tion. at the ochest of one
Mohamed Siddique Karachiwala
who was introduced to him by Mr.
Hafizar Rahman of the Jamiat-ul-
Ulema, Delhi. Mr. Karachiwala
(who it appears was the represen-
tative of the Central Organization,
on the Jamiat Relief Committee,
Bombay) confirmed in his letter
to Shri Misra, that he not ouly in-
structed Shri Misra to flle the peti-
tion on behalf of Fordil Khan, but
also instructed Mr, Misra similarly
on other evacuee cases. The High
Court subsequently dismissed the
fresh ‘petition.”

Sir, this i only one instance. 8o
mary lhings have been happening. 1
have got the decision of the Custodian
in which the Minister had written a
letter that so-and-so should be de-
clared a non-evacuee. There was one
case in which I cannot give you the
judgment of the court—as I told you
the Minister wrote a letter.

Au Hon. Member: Who is that
Minister?

Shri Gidwanl: He has retired. Dr.
Ambedkar, if you want the name. Then
there are others also. I will give you
the names. If an enquiry is made
there will be revelation. I have no
doubt about it There are not only
letters. There are various other ways
of influencing people. Therefore, 1
say I feel that they have some people

* in view whom they want to oblige. I
feel that certain categories of persons
are going to be declared non-evacuees
and by that, the evacuee pool is going
to be decreased. As Sardar Hukam
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Singh said, we are concerned only with
the evacuee properties. We have no
quarre] with  persons. If you
want to give a gift you may
give. We do not quarrel, What
about my property? That s the
question, After gall, as I have said
before we have no quarrel with
the Muslims who have gone; we have
no quarrel with the Muslims who are
here. It is a matter of right. I have
got a house in Hyderabad, Sind, and
it has been taken by somebody. I
should get his property. I am legally
and morally entitled to it, That
how I look at the question, But if
the Government says, ‘No, we want
to give jt to same persons whom for
political reasons we want to oblige’—
that is what the Congress bulletin
meant. There were probably some
persons through whom at the time of
election votes were obtained, then that
is a different matter. You may do
what you like, Our question is de-
finite, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru says
that we will get compensation from
the evacuee property pool, assurances
were given to us by Shri Gopalaswami
Ayyangar to whom you paid tributes
on that day on twb occasions, One
assurance was given by him in a Con-
ference of 60 persons that the compen-
sation shall be paid to us. He stated
“Who sald that compensation shall
not be paid; it shall be paid. It may
not be paid in the form in which you
may desire; it shall be partly paid in
cash, partly in kind and partly in
some kind of bonds., but it shall Te
paid.” In the second conference in
which I was present he said. ‘We will
give you compensation. First will b2
the evacuee property pool: it will be
wholly yours, The second, contribu-
tion from Pakistan.” When Bakshi
Tek Chand and myself told him—I am
not talking of history, Shri Ajit
Prasad Jain was there—I am not talk-
ihg from imagination—that Pakistan
will give nothing, then he said,

not worry, if you do not get any
money from Pakistan, the Govern-
ment of India shall pay from ijts re-
sources’. When we said, ‘You will
pay Rs. 10 and say we cannot pay
more he said, ‘No, it shall be some-
thing substantial’ Here are officers
who were present then. It is a matter
of fact; it is in the minutes of the pro-
ceedings of that Conference. If any-
body now says that there was ng Gov-
ernment commitment, then I say it is
a breach of faith on their part and
they do not deserve to kecep to thosc
chairs. I want to tell the hon. Minis-~
ter that the evacuee property should
be ours. I will tell him some facts.
I say that any rupee that goes to
Pakistan is utilised for the jehad of
Kashmir, I know that for a fact.
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Some Hindus are still living in Sind.
They are doing little business, Every-
one of them is asked to contribute to
the jehad fund for Kashmir, I am
quite sure that if any money goes
from here certainly part of it is go-
Jng to be subscribed to jehad fund. With
this money bullets are purchased and
they are used against wus. I have
worked for the country for the last 47
years and do you think today I can
forget my nationalism? Ags a refugee
I say a'l this evacuee property should
be for our nationals, You read what
is happening in Pakistan. and bow
Pakistan is utilising this money, We
are the creators of Pakistan and I will
alsp say we are the preserverg of
Pakistan. We are Brahma and Vishnu
(Interruption) and we want to be
Shivas, if possible, Therefore, I say
this is not a question of Dr, Gidwani.
I have no property, I had a little
house, I had given it away to my

younger brother. I had constructed
one Congress House in Hyderabad,
Sind. and one in Karachi. One was

constructed for Rs, 25,000, in 1924. I
had another house constructed for the
Congress after the Karachi Congress
out of the balance of the Karachi
Congress fund which is worth Rs. 2
lakhs. and it is in the hands of the
Pakistanis When we ask for compen-
sation you, probably do not know how
much of property we have lost. Sixty
or seventy per cent, of the people
will hardly get two. three or four
thousand rupees. We have versons
who have filled claims to the tune of
three crores. There is another ooint
of view, a third point of view. How
long is the matter going to be hanging
fire? How long are you going to have
this? So much goes from the re-
fugees' pockets cevery day. There are
officers getting TRs. 3000 per mensem
in the Rehabilitation® department.
That is a different matter. When you
say that the whole thing is going to
be settled soon and that the evacuee
property is going to be utilized for
compensation pool, why bring in this
Bill and fritter away the little that
you have? The displaced persons
have suffered, I have my sympathy
with them, I will not a'low this Gov-
ernment to pass section 7 or section
15. If you pass these sections, you can
scrap the whole Act. and do what you
like, I say you will be doing great
injustice, Therefore, I appeal to Shri
Ajit Prasad Jain, Hig approach may
be different from my approach. I
know it is. I know he does not see
eye to eye with me. The wearer alone
knows where the shoe pinches. The
refugees have been uprooted from
their homes. A numbgr of them are
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today virtual Dbeggars, 1 see their
misery every day. I am reminded of a
Persian Couplet which I read in &
book in 1942 while in prison written
by a Frontier Pathan, probably Private
Secretary of Khan Abdul Ghaffar
Khan. While describing the conditions
of the N.-W.F. at that time he had said:

g N5 s 35 O 30 o 58 Iy

Ojgu Wk phoo oS gyl oS g0 00 o o
‘There i# pain and anguish in my heart.
If 1 utter it, it will blister my tongue.
Were I to suppress it, it will eat the
very marrow of my bones.’

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Basir-
hat): I would like to move my
amendments,

Mr, Chairman: We are at the consi-
deration stage,

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: After
having heard the previous speaker, I
should just like to say a few words.
Yesterday also we considered the con-
dition of the refugees and within thke
very restricted scope of discussion it
was quite clear how terrible the suf-
ferings of the refugees all over
northern India were. It is true that
thousands and thousands of refugees
from West Pakistan as well as East
Pakistan who have come to India are
today suffering inmeasurably. At
the same time, it will not be right to
put those suflerings on those Muslims
who are going to remain here, or due
to certain circumstances have gone
away and have again come back. or
due to the prevailing uncertain condi-
tions have had to go and coeme back
between 1947 and 1949. Therefore, I
feel that when we declare ourselves a
secular State, the interests of all com-
munities should be protected. Cer-
tain peonle may have gone to Pakistan
for other reasons, but the mainrity of
the ordinary Muslims have gone away
because the conditions appeared to be
such ‘hat they felt they were nnt
safe. Recently, I know how things
hapnened in mv nrovinrce and influx
started from East Pakistan. People
were frightened and Muslimg from
West Bengal began to migrate I
know the things that happened all
along the border in my constituency.
Muslims came to me and asked me
whether it was possible for them to
stay. Due to fear, they went tn Pakis-
tan and when conditiong imoroved,
they came back and with the full in-
tention of remaining here as our
nationals. Therefore, we should see
this side of the picture also. As a
matter .of fact, I know that nearly
40,000 Muslims from several places in
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my area, from Rajarhat, Bistupur,
Nimta, Kharda, Madhyamgram went
away during 1948-49, They have come
back, but they have not yet been able
to get back their homes. They have
seen the Minorities Minister again
and again, but to no purpose, There-
fore, it would not be right tp question
the national sentiment of everybody
who has left during 1947-49. Many of
them have come back again, and in
their cases provision should be made
for resettlement in India. They should
be allowed to keep their property and
they should not be called evacuees.

The second point that I would like
to mention is this. Many cases have
been cited of people who have goae
over to Pakistan. I know of certain
cases in which Muslims have been de-
clared as evacuees in spite of the fact
that they are citizens of India, As a
matter of fact, I would quote the case
of Igbal Hussain, a resident of Gorakh-
pur, who is a member of the City and
District Branch of the Praja Socialist
Party Executive, He contested the
elections to the House of the People.
This is a sufficient proof regarding
him and his bona fides cannot be chal-
lenged. Yet, he has been declared an
evacuee. Also, I have received a let-
ter saying that many innocent Mus-
lims in Gorakhpur have been declared
as evacuees without giving sufficient
reasons. These are some of the hard-
ships of the Muslims. Not only is it
necessary. therefore, to have this Bill,
but certain weaknesses in the Bill it-
self shou]d be removed, For instance,
a new clause has been inserted. It
says that—

“if the acquisition has been made
by or through a member of his
family, in any manner whatso-
ever, any right to, interest in or
beneflt from, any property which
is treated as evacuee or abandoned
property....... ”

then, he too will be considered an
evacuee. It is true that some people
try and acquire property through the
backdoor but that is not always the
case. Therefore, I would like an
amendment to be made, to the effect
that only those members of the fami-
ly who are wholly dependent. should
be treated as evacuees, and not any
member of the family. It may be that
a brother or somebody who is 10t de-
pendent may acquire property and
"may go away, That does not mean
that that persan also automaticaliy
becomes an evacuee,

The other point fhat I should like
to mention is that there are certain
other clauses in which very large
powers have been given tp tha Custo-
dian, My submission is that these
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powers should be restricted.  Refer-
ring to page 12, line 49, I would sug-
gest that there should be a clause
whereby there is an appellate authori-

ty over the Custodian, e sort of
appeal should lie to the Custodian
General. These are some of the

points that I wished to mention.

It is time that we had a Bill like
this. While people may go over fto
Pakistan without sufficient grounds,
we should also see that several of
them may go over there because of
the fear caused by the conditions pre-
vailing here, Therefore, provision should
be made for those who are really bona
fide nationals of India and who went
to Pakistan only because of certain
conditions, They should not be treat-
ed as evacuees, and their property
should not be jeopardised in any way
and should be restored to them.

dfex Y ww wEiw . TEE
AT qEE, qE A AT QAreAE
fas (Amendment Bill) # 3= &
It A7 9 faw (Bill) wr & amr
R 9T aé (support) F & fed
wer g g o faw  (Bill) &
FIT A TR o ak gt § aw K
Q&Y ama & a1y 7 gd & 9 5 faw (Bill)
¥ st (directly) awew adi
ol SfeT fee W 9 v qer Wl
a9 faw & @g £ ) faw awy
qiffFer o fggem & gaa awr
{8 IR Y @r 97 99 g% gR
g & Al ar 5 N wee eI
a1 AT AT QIR ¥ agt A § raAr
T AT AT, {4 AUgE A g%
FUBIT KL AT & IT & AF A
|1 7T, AT I WY ATARTR QR
e tfEewd (practically) wea
FTIF AR T F I qEewE f
W Iy ¥ AW@I A FA qE wAS a1 R
T8 TUETE A IT & AT AW o4 ¥
T of IT AAIR AT ATE fggeT
framg w3 | qTX g QAT TR
& awri AnfaEr gu s qafea oy

ar fs Y 7= (rent) & WY TRIRT
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T IrEEl ¥ genm @y qifeee
TR AFF F IT AW F A
TRl FON A agh ¥ agt 9d A
T g # TAAFE IT AT F TR
TSt FOM I 77T § e 9%

T 1 ug WA AT A I A

AT AT AAT 97 99 dNEIH ¥ AR,
37 y@™ & e (interest) #
N qifresT 7% 97 9, A qrfFea
q A I 9T FI]T 97 9 A qF
qTEw AT A7 fF 3T ST AT ok &
foq a7 9 9 fF agi & g 9% od 9
T A 37 A FT AL TAGE
f& s 9o e Y e S @hEA
qiffea aret &Y o gar areomdt
wrzat #Y g &, s fmg Y ==Y,
A wdar § 7 fro frgar w1 oy
FE gC g 5 g odw wredd
( evacuee property) gt & 1|
aad qoAT AT E R frw wTR
N §F 9 NWER I Fi g !
R FE wew qriweEE S o
AT F ARY AT J@IE AT AT
T FR A FE F AT G
AGIZ TEATHE R QEHlE T
ot & 1 ° FrE w1 | Al A
fir forr %1 & ¥ F1E wred 98 FE T
f& ag a9 A & g fw o
7g 98> 491 | ST wrrer aff v
g gam 1 N2 Y o & Az wifeea
TETRvE 7 F1 w1 O A 5 97w
ar AT &Y FaT 9 WY ugr 9y w4
AR forr A qag 7@ ) @ T,
e ot g o T W ® W

4 37 & faors ¢ gawgE (evacuee)
A & afed 7, oF 3R FT F
IfeR arffeam Az & Q¥ sgFT
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Quwet oy fird, fi g sreerer Y @3
W 4 I FY e qEdE) ¥ FAw
e 7% faar | oF TF F1F & e
fore & foq aam forar mar f agdw
swa &, ¥ Jwew (nationals)
qffea & gF 7 sl 7 §, 37 4
arrersY &t Freer e F7 faar foe o
fedt 777 ¥ wrga, frdt Ig@ &
wRT I A A gF T an, fow
T waYe & Ige 0T 78 frar wr fora &
ST agi ¥ ArgAfEe (minorities)

g I B g fawre foar o
EF A A qG FTAA qAT AT I &Y

® ¥ T R 77 orwEd Y S g,
afer 97 Sl At qade g &
FAT FFOT AT | TZ I GG W
LIRS CIRECE S R G
twgse (House) & faewar
ge fem s fed (eastern)
qiffea &, €& (eastern) Ims
¥ wmwf@  (minority) #
e 11 7T & Y TES aY S e -
¥z d g aqw g At fowr f agi ¥
ar fasry o @ &, dfFw anfax &
wa IgA oF e fan, & e
fd, e fd aa w7 3= f
forwr a{fs & arfrear 1 arfedt (po-
licy) ==r s Wt § f agi Y
st (minorities) &1 fawre
faar s v 97 N IR qHOEH
Fr fomr s

qHfT g3 F qH AGT AGY e FF
T A HRE T FIEAY | F A AT
g v ag faad v § 2@ 97 gl &
qarfas fra 1 fF g s Iq@
wAY & e S i § 1 gy ag T
farar stram a7 fiF arfeame & R0 AT



ferra age v, 3fe ae v J19w
g e agi frorar age & 7l
T AR fer W fer age
Y ot 3R T 7T T agS wAT W)
wronfaat & s frar age fear s
<@ S T qver g1 gy S sur
firar T | AT TR AT 7 78 HJET A
=1 & agt o< Y g3t odf (evacuee
property) & g wifeem & Ty
T AT T AT T T FAT FAT T T 9
oz famg w1 F ad T i
Arer frearAT aga &1 Y fF oF R
Frg 77 M FHT & IgA I T
o ) & fowwd g € 9 =
7g TeAr e v 3 fF fow
7 Tfeeay ¥ fgg ok faa o
4 frzd  (eastern) duma #, aY
I g9 IT B yg T oo ) ofr
ff a8 avA a9 oF 9 a1 faedts
1 TF WA A I qFY T fad Ay
Fo2 37 & forew qv 4 I Y 07T 7T
¥ a5t ag | dfew g8 97 A v
o qiHaT A & 5 AR agt ¥ ol
Tl o qEIH OF aTE Tl BT AT
¥ T g JGI ¥ TST T | FATT
q@T, FTTAT E A T TEAAE
FE qE ¥ IT IS AT qraw 947 )
Taar gragf, IfeF gwd IR
& ot #ed  (leaders) § s
¥ fro wmga = (soft) &
ag  TEwmfe@r  (reciprocity)
FY 7 TEE | g % O FeX @ e
xfedy (reciprocity) #v aar
W FHifE ag jTwEe  (inter-
‘national) ¥ 1| 3feT At Ty
wrarar firesa gy 6 ez (appease-
ment) & 3% g, AN ¥ wW & &
3rF ¢ | q@ Amw g fF avaf & w00
IW N A AT FA e

IoT Tt A fF QT o gwar qr
3fFT gardr AR A Q0
T o BT AFT AT TFAT AT AT T
FHAwT  (compensation) #
fewra & 7 @6 | I 77 FAS A
d=r 7 g B 57 Y 2% AFAT AT
&) fear 1 ghar | & qadt AR ¥
Hzq ¥ 5 AT g E 5 ot g
agi =< fafea qaewm & 1 ga oA
FgaT § 2w ¢} fodlt g€ § e
#1 ¥ werdew wee (fundamental

-right) ¥awar g = & srza ¥ q@T

T g fF o ¥ ww & A A
freft vF qEewE # A fegeary &
@ § 39 ¥ weraes e (funda-
mental right) ¥ wgsw FT aFar
gNframsmgmd i ararew
AT wiedregam (Constitution)
T T | FT A P Y g
fa= & faedy & S #7 ST T A
aqq Fiedegam (Constitution) ¥
fows s & i @ 9% & wfew
T & agdt #Y g% § fF ag oo
s #Y femare smw (dispose of)
FT a% | ¥few 7 ava, AT ETiEET
woa i ag 3w ameef (evacuee
property) T &qA I a7 a8 Y
W9 & | AT R T G A qE
@ & 5 @ A aadeh F al ¢ s
T T FIA A Z1F TS E | TTAHS
g frad T3+4Y @Y (evacuee laws)
? 78 e et & &Y I ST Y
wwoT § | AT AT A98F 77 F7 A
AT Jara T & foar @ & f
qifeariee & ¥ A giFe & foar
¥ & 57 T Fy wErerd (justify)
qE FT TFAT F 1 AT a1 A qEw A

g fag @ wfr € ak N fowrmw
ot frewrt F A gfem M A adry@m
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gFar § o T aeEme w3 awar § |
M@ A 4 qaw Fmar § | S
17 g foraa 7 Y Y A AT T 0w
qifearire & ¥me 9 &Y gfaaa ¥
TET IR ¥ 7F FA1 qga g 5 @
a el § W §E ag arfedrie
q AR g g TETRe & fafwed
(Ministers) ¥ #gr § 3% 1 3&q
gT g maAre g & SRR A
Ige W FW A | asd forw &
waifafes  fafreex  (responsible
Minister) a= aR ag aarw & fFqw
FT 97 F7 qarAAT AT AT FFAE
fafreztr (Finance Ministry) =g
#g 2 fF gardy #9499 (compen-
sation) 7 #t &v§ faevardy i €1
Faga § ad oA argar § ol
AT FEZ AT TATHE HY S0 &Y Fed-
e (represent) FW@§ foawrfs
o At fafaeer mavdz &1 Forde
(represent) #<ar & | TEIF I AT
7% Qo foan, o <o A @
afl, fifaat z@r, 5 qamar faar
s L R X WA g fF
AN W TF TF BYA 97 qIA
@ arfs g@R w8 & Fm
TaRae & fRe fafeet & agm oY
1€ gFa @ A | w@d ) e
Fom 9 5 faw o & Al
g Qo fwar, afes w3 aar o,
forw 7 & Wy A a, wify s More-
@t 7 ady ¢ e ar fR o
@R ®' FRw (compensation )
faar g | @y FGE I qorg
4t | T9 FT waST q8T 47 i T o
oY &t e A e adegE (cont-
ribution) & F/M | a8 TR [H
az §, 9 v @ ar ¢ | fdfe-
fedem  fafreer (Rehabilitation
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Minister) & 7@ @Tgw T
fear ar afes it Moreand F ag
agm e ar s fF gue fafreee
(Super Minister) & | %W
g dw far 1 oww & A
ft g frg wga oF fealegae

(resolution) wifsarre & s f&
qrenfaat #1 AE AFT IT FT AFLE
N wwy w1 T fear wmw v

# 7 39 feaegmaa (resolution)

qv wAeRee  (amendment) w#am
97 X 37 9% =Y gT A 7 T qEH
(House) # =g w1, f&f @@
g fag ®Y v srfeame o, 9a & o
aronaEt #7 FY 7 qEArETr 9t 5
I HTE HW T F AATE | A A 9T
% Ty 97 o =Y MarsearHT FReE
(compensation ) ¥ & § maTiez &Y
9 (position) aTs FT T )

TaHeE qY FFEE (compensation)
&fr ) 72 7 7 77 g9w (House) # ot
fFarar e maAe J g A segrav
FJwaT (compensation) 37 #Y
g &1 feeaary adY @ | g &Y
afl, =t afe W aEE 7 @ A
ger a1 gak sTEw fafaeex (Prime
Minister ) &rga & #'x g srew fafa-
&< (Prime Minister)4mga 7 ¥t 5%
Q¥ srerw FRwTe foFd forer 1 Aeg
% a7 f5 TaAEe N B KR
(contribution) #% w¥fr T |
s arwr e fafredt(Finance
Ministry) &1 @i & g e
W (statement) frwear & fF
TAAAE FT QA TUAT AEY g
7g WA=  (statement) g
T X g FH AT H
M W WO fame & e anw af



849 Administration of

FT qFAT | F A a8 wwwar g oo
e & oF fafreer v am g A
FFT T8 & IT H TATAE QT FIAT |
# st it e oY ) e g o
St an # &7 T E AT A qy A A
at o g e w@r AW 1 X S §
fir oz frae Sae @ | fF 7 77t
Az & v A8 w2fewe (contradict)
T FW Ig T W w1 a0y G g
5 st afom o ot aw sewr
& oA FN F IR T 0F T A
TR 7 agT A< gg7d § fF g S
% @€ F9=wa (compensation)
e oo @ o F€ AW A 7T
&Y T FF 7 sraaT<) Ay a1 gREA |
7g A7 $fae (cabinet) ¥ T w
1 & o = afier e ot &) A
T % & fF 78 a9 srewre & qraes
§ 1 O ged 7 @ Tt gwwer fF
1§ ga fafreex (Minister) %
¥ Fg g FT FSIEAT | A MqrereArH
& ¥y g yemrw WX fod fagma
g & Fifew § @ AW 7w ag
AT AT 5 AT F1E W IT & A A
A T ST F THAT§ | T AT 377
fireart aga 7 fow aw ag wom
fr amre s fafreex (Finance
Minister) ¥®a #1 g WA A
R AT 7g 39 1 T wARE (in-
nocent ignorance) g, ¥ T
#'J &g a1 5 e gERE  (inno-
cent ignorance) & afeF FTARE
(ignorance) FgT 3% NI 1

It is not innocent ignorance. Call it
ignorance, I would be satisfled.

Dr. Khare (Gwalior): Malicious mis-
<chief!

dfen sywe T Wty ; TrRT @R
g a7 feedgraar 0% ¥ Y =
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HCAT TFA §, ST § IF Ay &g TEY
FETIIT BT gF & FFragag Y
Fg | 36T 7 aY arqAY TaAR § g6
@A E, # AT IO E I F Ad 7
AT qF gt & a7 fr faedi A
A geE AR 6, i it e
qiferiee & fow a7 & 7 qdede
(amendment) ¥ fFar 39 7 Y
¥ A @ a9 w7 g1 | § N §
fis e gfre qar waw A IzTAddr
fora & f a3z #Y, o7 97 & fafreex
Fifga™ ®Y a1 97 FTATT H I OF
TETRE ¥ 991 @ § v ayF (rude
shock) g% & ¥ aww fir wadre
OF q0F ar A & § ok gEdy
aoF & avedy

@A TR G, AW
TR AE FT THAT | T I TG AT
FR_WA (compensation) ¥ gaTS
g8 #1 qeEr A § i R
FHAT (compensation ) Sre< T |
;T AT (compensation)
&fr ag TEAA= T gW HY AGY w@m™r |
¥fe a8 90g & 5 madde Agaw
qF <o FAO¥ Ty Afafedas (re-
habilitation) = @&¥ 7 = &
qr & A wrE oHY W S W fR
AR & W A g | 59 &Y
# wrear g fir A 3@ 0w & | F ST
ar f& st st agr ¥ 9@, fyaA
gt § fo & &3 W g A a8
saaw gifaw fear &, 37 &1 faar
# AT g 9gw W qg A
AT B & fF fradr fagwa @ A
& o og 9 § | AR AR 7 fe
a@ ¥ & frar R g o9 & @iy
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foehre it Ofafedaw (relief and
rehabilitation) #® ww fFm,
drdar # 7 << A9 gu o firar w,
78 ¥ TaARe W feewm @m0 W
e § w3 arde § 6
f oY A= & g faw F oy s
T AgAa & a7 AR oA fgwa &
arq fFaT g | § 7 g7 91 F FOE |
¥wg (camps) W& 1 ¥ F oA F
#rf (camps) M W@ E ) WHE
£ WY g O et @) o ) e A
e otz fied fafederm fafaedy (Re-
lief and Rehabilitation Ministry)
& T ¥ A TIES | X A g AN
groa 3 & 39 A A 7 g § % [
Ffr R § 1 e ag & Fag oF
et § & madawe & wfa fraw €
A T FY FT awAr § | HY @A AR
Frzfagl w1 I IAT T W1 IE A
f@w  (relief) wg=mr e
aFar & | 3w T g & aedde
7 foraem w fora § o Frgraa & aren
dard #1 | qR T8 Ty ghw aae
agY ar 5 @A 97T FW FE W
TadRE 77 @@egE  (attitude)
¥ft fs ag FFATT  (compen-
saticn ) & ¥}

¥q ¥ @ qaAS F BT F I
N fagwa & w fas  (Bill)
TR THEA & AT H qS FAT ATRAT
£ | AN T AFEE AT IR Y 1
ot ggw fag aem & v shaww
w5 @ faw ( Bill ) & s
gar st (provision) fiear
# fr s wr seifea (custodian )
& v o grfas v ¥ o o thcag
s Faw= (transfer question)
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fear o wwar & 1 A aw weT WY
qavoIg ¥W FHw (connection) ¥
TE R T ATGRE  (sub-section)

& N awe feore frg & 9T 9%
Mo =t é¢fs qmwmr wfaw
(Bill) mafig 1 R @AWY H
NaF §

Nothing contained in sub-section (1)

shall apply to the transfer for valu--
able consideration of any such proper-

*ty as is referred to therein in any of

the following cases, namely:

(a) where the transfer has been
made with the previous approval of
the Custodian before the commence-
ment of the Administration of Eva-
cuee Property (Amendment) Act, 1952.

Wy aw g ff R @ ow
(Act) & arfesr @9 F @y Fde
(consent) # wft § @Y fex S
*ge (consent ¥y WY | ag AT

graw Gy (trasnfer reopen) &Y
T, WY WA ALY & | o T |} H

a

o g

Where the transfer is made after
the commencement of the Adminis-
tration of Evacuee Property (Amend-
ment) Act, 1952, and—

(i) the value of the property
transferred is less than three
thousand rupees:

Provided that the transferor does not
transfer any other property belonging
to him within a period of one ycar
from the date of the transfer; or

(ii) the value of the property
exceeds three thousands rupees
but the transfer is made with the
previous approval of the Custodian
or in the prescribed cases with the
previous approval of the Custodian
General.

W ¥ gl a0z & fr g faw
g@ ¥ w v (Act) & wfew
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A |y A GRS
(transfer approval) & feaw
wr § @ 3§ iEw< (transfer)
w %% ¥wEw (question) &
FT awar | e w@ dwe  (Act).
& mfew 1 & a7 Fré syaw (appro-
val) & feqr mar § #=ifeas (custo-
dian) %1, @ § 38 Fww< (trans-
fer) # ®1§ sax=w (question)
g ®T gwar | < &9 (rules)
A & o fF o FOITT AT Y TR
¥ SUTEr A AMER @ a1 FeRifeaw
w7 (custodian general) #
O SAT TF a9 o
37 & g 99 grww  (transfer)
N ¥ (question) T fwar
ST FEAT | T AT W W A ggw few
gTew #1 Y a7 AEswE (objec-
tion) & g ¥ ¥wmaT § fF dowisds
(well-founded) 7 & 1 a8
srT  §amw (section) & @R
OATE ATST FTA H ATHS T FH BT §T
HTHST GT6 AT AT(gd ¥ AT J
ST &1 #mewa (objection)
R 21, 9t W § fr g Y
AN A aw wEn gmifas fafrex
ggw &Y fagwa & & @ N o=
&< faar o | 7w F @ A gehy
N 7 J' @ W g

Iq § A" & qISE IO AR
Iget & araq frwrr swgar § o &
at § gardt agw AW vy vt
F qF 0T FWE | AW T IGH B AR
wur fear s gt 9C aw w) fad oy
2 @ & fr fowpior (refugees)
& fel® (interest) *m &1
gt T g N oA AT T
R AN @ & oaw ¥ fede

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Prope 684
(Amendment) gill

(citizens) g, v #Y aws W ™
NI g T F N e
frgraa srza & ot we e oo & fa
W A AR § Ag WA A )
39§ gF %) fgwrora Far d | o srieHe
(amendment) ¥q T@@ 7 & &
T wE TG §, A FwAA @)
I § € feawa A & Wl fF o &
far s w qew q@TE {R¥C A TES
T qrfee o1 FT Y ag arfaw e
T §Y 99 A Nl (property ) arTE
& It § | W #7Y 9w (property)
qTEE AW AG AW gy | @ @
§ dva< 9% &1 wfeeT (member of
the family) # ardiw @ ¢ (Act)
ifrgldomirm g Fagaw ¥
< fed¥e (dependent ) T arfed
AR W @ ek
for wr qaT %% FT X AT AWy
few ¥ srxag fedse (dependent)
a8t § A forw & st @A &, SE W
&1 T X HR IF W FE TR
g I | T AT N ST A WY
T &, 3feT Afn ag wmer @B &
A A §, W AR A a9 Foa
AT T FT {ITEAT HAT AT A7 Zfy

. ff o e A A A @ deENe

(amendment) Y & (press) &
wofy, Wife sor #1 w97 W q&

g

W & T1% AT ST ¥ fawa F
FIg q F oo wen g & a7
TG SR ¥ qgF A 01 o i
at< »ft firear) amgw 7 aga IR fea
§ s g v & P R
(executive) ¥tz sgfefaad (judi-
ciary) #wr fafw®dw  (civil
court) #t ¥ fgedr (history ) &, &
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[fea srHT a™ wria)
e a%w B gUAT  FEATOE q%
IR 7 T FT I E | & frgraa s
¥ oot wem argar § fr T Iwe g
foraa +ft w177 w@wEw (evacuees)

FaxAgagamema e (lawless

law) &1 ™ ¥ sz dar g
aAtfas fafreT age | @,
fafas sy (Civil Courts) #
aga 9 T@s fear mav € | a7 AR
G (Act) # FoEW %M,
a1e ag fergeam &1 & a1 ofrear &1
&Y, foraa of e § S & s fafaw
(civil) w7 &= fafaw @ (civil
law) # sgaFA g T §)
[EH < sww (lawyers) #r
TERYE § ©F Y e o @R
fex 9w # fedE (report) X TH
afes=  (ordinance) T
TAT 9T | I T AT AT & qE qE
%Y AUE AT I§ FAS § qufee §
AT gfaems ¥ § ff 99 1 dva< an)
#F 39§ ot oY oY fif ogi o W
fogsfr (non-refugees) &t
wate § 97 & gehe (interest) ®Y
Y TR Y @A & AR A 7 o
forar f odY g@ & #f QY T oY
g omd fF I A wew aEwan
@1 fr fafas s (Civil Court)
¥ 39 & faors g Jrearar 7 g
F7TE ST T § Y I T AGT 9AH AT
o & | ofe g fed dax
qIEA I9 FHET W 4 I A 5@ A
Ho[x A& frar A 3T A q9g AT o,
FfF FE 78 793 TE Fa1 a1 fF g
o s g & (High' Court)
% 3 ST 9T AR TG FaeAN qw A
7 FTHTAT ATF | I TR JE T AT

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 656
(Amendment) Bill

fem & fogiir (refugees) &
gzt ey (interest sacrifice)
g @y 9 o (law) &
g & g fa mar fiv Qar o Y Forar wy
@wt (evacuee) wx  famr
9 & 39 w1 @ wge (right)
fear war fr @y fafas #° (Civil
Court) & a1 #T 994 @ (case)
w1 folsT (represent) #X &%
AT A TGT F WA qTOT § AT TAAT
N T ¥ aF, Sfew AT fm w0
Nt gF T faar wan e fafys @
(Civil Court) & awr &w
(case) & sma &< g wmar fF oy
sz (judgment) =g (cus-
todian) #71& ag Afesr g

WA A A Aaw ¥ g R
T A Aarfear agr F Sy
& qrags | gt 9T A 39 oX e 4
fEdrrgy, s W g fad, fe
orgt a2 78 qaew drad (land-
lord) @1 & & 741 FHA GO F
741 forg #r ® § FeAfard wew @Y f,
TN IT A ANE ¥ ¥ arEfaay Ay
Fra 1 T qTrer & FeAT IT A7 T
9 ST AT 4T AT SN qE} F wrew,
FW R, AT Ig IF FAA 47T & §
amgadt 4z (occupancy tenant)
T I, ag wifed T f&d e
I AT I TESA It g1, froge
I FATE AT R TG & Tqra 1<
A JgT A A T F qrw I Ay
i w5t 7 ff, 3T N Fgww @
fear a1 g@ar a1 | ¥ 9w & wfew
FOT ¥ fad oy 1 S ooy A e
@R fomgefi (refugees) &
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gore (allot) & o § & s
e e fam fr v ) daw
foar oo 1 7 @R dETer o

™ ag § # 9w g v feaw
&Y arafal & g FE=arer g€ | Sfew
g o § fie S g Wit fggeaw §
qrffFeTa ¥ IAT FT AR &, I F T
TR T &, TA A qg7 & I F
& F1 & 74 fear ) F @A o
faFrr a8 T, W fF oy AR o
firg sTegde Mwdd (private property)
¥ g% #1 7 3g 9 f g 7 (mass)
&fergw (sacrifice) & wr &
# 7@ %7 %ré ferpraa 7€ F3@T | ST
§ #gm fF 37 a0 F X F o aga
Ta g N fram g s gl &
FoT 4T, I7 F AR A H 9 § A
F&T »fY w3t qarg oft #7 fagwa §
fF ogr aF 99 fearal &1 qae
Y @ ffgEl ¥ awdr whw W@
i IS YW, ST F A FET
arfed | 98 TawqE &1 (evacuee law)
¥ wagm d@e FX fe@ @ | I W
ATQ AL FAT AR AT | IF Y A
ag e =ifed |

Faga o v fr @ AR &
ag o (law) * fise 3@ s ot
qoim gaTfae & ag dotra F AT ag
F 3 |

-,

W F Ao SAEaeT § S
FL QT 97 fif THT L% A T qAo9g
“fear w AR FEr may FF Q& FT AR
aaT §&T FTA &, e R af@d e
qal AE T T ATEAT & | A
R owF A frsarh qrew 4 g
g 4 & s frar ... L L

oft freaelt © & queft @ @l

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 658
(Amendment) Bill

Toer @ §, A w1 forr fear @
® oAl g

5 P.M.
dfen syee e Wl o aT A
Y BT Twar § a9 A G gwar §
N AU AT HY FYAAT AR |
# oea ¥ ISt €T i a8 A TH 4%
(%) ¥ wrrg o ot ot 7w QR A E,
7g frgram ik @l & ax g
ey o ad v o
™Y ¥ g v i 5 s
LT Y A TAAATE I A w AR |
g fafaw #1g'@ (Civil Courts)
T AR gy awar £ o
ga @ NS 7 AFAT Y 9w,
A 98 T O W T § FAAT
T g 5 R AR fef & g
EEFETARN IR A &
T T, 19 &Y AT HE AFIT FEAH
NI d afw Iy A
frft & arg qewRTR W wT FEar
219 faofae 9 AL oo = 7
It g7 Faemr fF gk fafrem
R & Arfewr fafaeet agaw g
wvef  (evacuee property) ®
TR § & foay g § o fawrfad
FQ @Y § I N fawrae gEw @
LR AT oA 77 w1 FE wdar Forw fe
§ o ag o g€, dfeT aifex ax
E aFar A & 7E AR ¥9 T9g § I8
ot ard QY vt & 7 AN wnfed
ANTFAIT A A ardE T FQ,
g9 39 #1 &3¢9 (condemn) FJ &,
a g% ¥@aT g & f§ wadEe w
g stferare 2 oW £ ar A
# gfawm & 39 F7e FdT (select
committee) F1 ¥qiw(chairman)
q7 X FAR A A X qATS a1
AT g 7 IT Y @7 A IT 9 qY
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[difewr srT T wria]
farame fivam | § e & st e iR
gifer fas (amending bill)
7 9w w327 (Select Committee)
Y I & arferca< & foray g # ag
swede (amendment) wmar &
9E¥ F1 TH A T GIOF T A agA
QT §, qUA T F AR
TR & afefwde (certificate)
37 & @ vefeaw  (custodian)
Ig @ gFar 91 {5 oF Ay #7 T
(title) zeem & @ 7 &w W
TE FIA TF€@T T E, TR AT T
§? M 7 wadE™ ¥ ¥ (case)
& o fear a1, & 7 ff W™ FRw

(House) % s=x v®@ ® foas

fear ar, of/w 71 A O v ™
fe a8 gUaT FTAA I@ T AT oqT
forg awa Age foama 9w (pact)
& @Y @ W oge o ff R W™
A IW AW FT AR FTO HR Y
@ w1 97 | T uFe (Act) ® I
fr gt frey feidfafedar fafrex
(Rehabilitation Minister) =ft
g o1 7 T41A fgar fF 9y #nr ¢¢
soTg @ ¥R (?) aF anfew s 9w
T IT F TSR ATfAE &Y g,
A7 W A YR BAN WS ar
¥ BAQ AT, AR T FAT H' NS
(property) %1 @2t & ar 79 Td
#, ¥4 & g9 OF & FA F G
Taia fear s, @R ag 1 &
aifgg, snfe ag & TEWde @
@ @A (democracy) #
fedra  (believe) st & ok
W JE A T 9 & § IS Ho
fir ww wreT € @ @Y s, s -
A A FARAHF I qq A
o fomn | a9 g 99 9T IW FT wSAT

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 660
(Amendment) Bill

g foe = frae € a8 srqEe &1
HATHST gATL QT 741 A 3 ), 71 e
ATfE< T IS g7 7 JIFET Ig av
WA A g, RO AEa d R
fewgstrer (refugees) #vqe (pool)
&9 7 QA1 Tnfed A A W 7 g
fis 5w q@ (pool) # ww 7 grar Tfgw,
effr wig & & ag N amwm
g fr o iR fafex g o

,®TE T g, I g s e 3

R TF 3O 2 fean, @ e g w5y
I X Y @A E AR I 9T IS
FII AT § AT IH  FIAET AT THAH
=i T8, 3% I a@ IR TR
fafreex =it sl warg 9 7 Tam 2
fear § & fomgefior  (refugees)
% FH= (compensation ) fremr
wifgd, A I a@ W MW
@ wfgg # sw § g Ay
atfegg | wwfed ag g o= =ifaw &
i &= it e § = fes (policy )
TASTE, I I TEY & qT9 T7S FI
T g 99 & T A AT |
TATAATHT, H 7 WEE@ J IqraEr
¥ four € 1 aw 7 qer wRfr
wwgt (Intending evacuee) #
® AR A st For AEW o qw
w2 fren gig(Intending evacuee)
& wifaswr (provision) # T& &
(Act) & =& a1 7 @9 | g FeT
goe 4 & f wefrer wagd (In-
tending evacuee)® geH & FE TF
TTH FEAEN FEE | T S(ATH AT,
w faw (Bill) #r z®r ¢ *t gorfgar
somd @1 gdd fE wRfew
w5t (Intending evacuee)
Y ot i Y 7€ & ag AT qAdS
# 7 & 1 Y A A 0y @Ed
(evacuee) & =@ . a? WY
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wWaw ¥ eyl yar 9%
# 9 s ag w@gE (evacuee)
T AER T IT # are et
N a7 sy, g A fF 1w awg
N Fadrer A 7§ 99 ¥ gl @
%! fofe (support) & fwar war
¢ 1 7 FET g W g 5 i
T g § I AL TS B FA FH
N Ffew W 0 § wer @yt
twe fow ag @, | @ feh
(history) 3 & I FA &N IS
Y agar aw @ wma | Ffe F g
T % wAr wrgar g fin smfe)
wefer gigt w1 dfess Nesi
(practical proposition) wm &
AR oy @ o & s
@yt el @ T §, 9w o A
FHL G TTAT & | HAL I AT,
arferdt  forer @Y 3@ A1 ardd fis
TH Qo F AERT A ATAEE LqFE

T T qEr g, 99 W AL
v € afew ag fear €

The repeal of Chapter IV of the
principal Act shall not affect—

(a) any property which has vested
in the Custodian under section 22 of
the principal Act before the commence-
ment of this Act, or

(b) any proceeding pending under
that section on such commencement.

aq # fireary aga & o
femra ox o g foam & SR A
s § fF for e & wRffe
gt fedae (declare) fear wr
THT &, ST A TF AE ¥ 7 T Qo
& F v faram gg Fo< feaww
o7 @ & fF I aT HE qraey Ay
grfr

? gz ft 4@ o e oA A
¢ (court) wefwr wdgd wx

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property
(Amendment) Bill 662

¥ o § I W efer gt AN
foee (list) ¥ ge= & #ar wroww
g, e s Y F ag N o g
fe o @ WY A g ST €
Y 9y (position) facg®s -
wafewdz  (inconsistent) afT
Teorfwse  (illogical) & ol &
R & wwwm g fr oww F o
¥ ¥ W oyg somwa & § oA o
TEE A9 FATX 799 IF 7 qrfoqa T
WTHRTE T TATHS & TEHT (trans—
fer) sk few@ &% #T aFar &
AR qiffea &1 T wwaT & gEe
T wEw § R F I efeat F ¥
g ag amy § 5 e A1 aew
qiFEIT F7 T SEAT £ AT a7 Ay
femg @ & ferorwe  (disloyal)
dRT g ag o qUFAFATE *
W A F qifee F gar &y a8
Wt fggem 7 and # earfaw )
1T I & NI A (T 19 F 7 7Y
FHHaT | 7 A gHwar fiv s ak
we AT FFRET  (community )
q ST JTEaT § A 4 HYAR § AN
¥ WF & M § | e e
wrft §, a® feewms  (disloyal)
TéY § ST 7 A T F FTAT ST@AT
g 1 gk ot st e o # oX
¥4 (cases) wow & fr forw av
Fgd ¥ fai 7 9 e g Ay #Y
quafea & T TaT w4 A S0 GH
X W oaoEr gEEl F oA
& 7T gu A AR oY ST A
AT FT W 99T WX AT FEA) AT
T 7 % % oY frT ag oY s
FEWT ) AT ¥ QO T T AW,
W qdgr  F€r wEY AT A oy
ga Ml W AAATE 9T A T
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[dfea sz zrw W]
fafreer grge A & I ¥ ER
gFT T dET FAM) W AW
#t gw o Wy fvo@wn ey
R TFOE AV TW A ¥ Ag A

FATT Y T Faw w7 7 FRc et |

7w s § T AT TRAT & A
T E TFSIE T V| T TR ¥ I AT
&1 ) o AT AT AFT AEAT §
& o1 At 9w | 9 IS 91 A A
gawar § s ¥ Frg ar at
# fredr redY ®Y gg 7_angar fF oy
qrfFeaTe ST STEAT § A8 q& W) |
anlt AX ww Qe J faee ad-
g AT GET T 9T w1 o
firar | 99 797 TG A FA A Q&
ar ag s afed ot & F1T 7 o1 F
arqer fFm F3 & | g7 A g e
ot & € %27 o fF Y¥rede (amend-
ment)FJ, g FA, ;@ T, T
qurr qge A R A g, A P
awe & fedz (debate) fFar #34 4)
aw o faw 7z § 9« i s wea
F o ware ¥ gaE § qgt 9 §EA
ZHTH HET ¥ 4g Fgr 9T iR qW AW
FY AT FY TAAT 2Q &, AT FY AT Y
o A T 37 & S A o
ST A TV BT AT | IT WY AGH
a1 fr 7z T a@ & 797 ¥ o A
Ao #7 @ & 1 0¥ aga & s
& fore & ferers ¥R Qe F arer
# 1 = fev § 70 ag frwra o f
A PR G AT AR § H IgeA
g7 ¥ faomw 7Y, v ame 7 g
R afra gl fFe W s &
¥ B 9T T Fear § | 9 Y
@ orar § B 7w ¥ S oAt ¥
WIYSI Al IE AT wMA ¥ FT ;]

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 664
(Amendment) Bill

S o | T ALY SN AT A AT
fod o o FUR RA GU A T
FHCAE | AAYEF agag T Y
fr Foagoft 7g 78 77 any fs ygdwt
(evacuee) strazrz 3T & AfFA
wg fir maddz } s e
g WrRE 37 RN & owmw, A I9
e &1 9% (pool) ®w 7 &
TZ 97 W FEA W I T § | TR
37 ®Y ¥y (compensation) &
AN Fg FFTA (compensation)
HYAY FALE FT AN § & &R
AR TTAETE FT ATE G FL | R
Al F Ak § I & fF qq q9 T FIH
AR RS A LR SALCE Rk
v N qfe 7 & 1 s @
sToet a1 4 ar s R frew g 9,
T A 97 A & arg f @;ew qEy
g¢ | frad sl e & &, snfeR
I A arerz Y e | AR g ®
T T AZTE 2-3 AT & FqTRT 7 A IF
Y aga @ A SAATE gAY a9 T
fore a Tt T A w© T, AR g
¥, oy & w=efre A 9 o9 9w
F % gvu gt Ay T W@ | qaled
7g QY st Y & For o R fed gt
(intending evacuee)gt 37 # STt
FT TAAT B qEAT Y | A R o+
Rfrenr zdw=r F7r QT 9 T WY
i feadarT (evacuee declare)
FIF A AT T AT 3T T 4 | P Y
Fefega 7 @fer et feador 7
frmr 31 & fod #¥ &@ s w@
fow ¥ g wrow &) sy i @y =l
@t § o spEeedr wafew (by
documentary evidence) #\x ar§
Fre%e (by conduct) 1 v # wgAw
wrgan § i ag foereh and ff aré srewe
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(by conduct) arf el ufa-
¥ (by documentary evidence)
ar AR ¥8, ™ #1 faam wERr av
THATT T 97T A T FT T AH
o7 | A A oy e g g
72 qEaT | AT T & @Y g TH Yo
&Y ¥ ¢ Wiz & fore & Fox o9 qaar
T8 #Q, fow & Fox fart F +f Qe
g frar & 1 fo ot & fod gt
fafreex age AR Ao gE
e wrgd @ fF & 3w SR
&9 FT @@ FF §, 9§ faors
w1 oft ara A FH TEE | AT F TH
Yo ® T & aY # fagwa sww &
wg wgar § 5 g &7 @ &
#9w, g 9x gfarde fr 4z (you
have swallowedthe camel; you
are straining at the gnat) & 9+
A s iR ¥ qEEW g ool A
Y Y wvwTay § 99 AT A FF FATE
ardt ag fiF ag 4 wEy e gdadr
qF FAEY IH ST & 7@ oo av Y w7
g fa N e ogi Wy E T
919 FEETHT T ), g frely & fawrs
JEeTHr Y ATEN, R € fog & A
AASATT | gX A9 F&HT &1 S @
wifed | & I & e wga g | e
T AT | A TB AT AvE HT E@AT @
§ I ¥ A ag megw W g fp
I FT W FET THEET W 92 EY |
T ford ¥ at daan fs W v @
FET TSI FE 7 et w1 wefeew
e feada #T faar sk fafree
MEq 39 & af@eTs A7 FT 78 fewdRr
(declare) =T2a & fr gx ow et
N @ Ao sw
T AT ATARTZ qTA HT HEIAT & a9y
agiqaw (approval) ¥ & seifeqw
& A7 FEIEIT T #7 | R a7

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Famenamenty Bm  °°
Tyae  (approval) ¥ 8 q@ ft g

AMTAN & | AT 99 B: q@ T[T AR
afr & agar &7 oY eI A F AT
gomm o Ag § R g R T
frr o @ & @ W ¥ fod sy
qEGE T J®@ g |

ST AT, § I dRfedl 7 ¥
g s Irgw Tw freard aeE ¥ @
IR F agw ¥ wgAa § | # o g
fir oY wEATeS AT TS Y & 99
7 Aasnfadt (reciprocity) T &w>
g g 3fm i snfaaa wraTAer
&, wgr wehew wsew (funda-
mental rights) & #mer @, #
0% ™ ¥ faow § fF &w
A N TFT w | wfrwE #
o &, Miewr swA wA TArfes
X § aATd A qA T, gATY TEA A
Y AT g7 Y QX FTAA a7 =A0lEd At
e g, I we (fair) & &
A onfr ot & arfedy & a7 v
fiF agr ¥ oA el &Y ar 7Y, aw
IR GISW ®T TF & AT 1| a7
7 | SIgT % werHvew weew  (funda-
mental rights ) #1 73 &, wgr a%
afedr (morality) # @a» g,
AT A A 1 Y gs (approach)

@ % fage e @ wif@

‘g OH ¥ WY F A

T g, W R FE [ F7 @S
T 9w T, § ggw fag
qTge AR foreart agw ®Y A §
AT I & a7 FAfod 39 & fao 7 £
AR &7 orat AZY 2, A 6T TEY AR
fr arfsem = & faors gn a
ATAEST T FL, AT AASATAT & A9
FTErr ®% | qdr dar T9iE aew
FE g A¥% wAfeai (select
committee) ¥ X Fgh 9 TR
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qET F A AT § A T ¥ fod @
T B qIARFIAE AT E |

Shri V. G. Deshpande: I may point
out that Ghanshyam js my father'’s
name; my name is Deshpande.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: I am
sorry for the mistake. When real
Ghanshyam was here he was the
father of everybody.

-

AN § FAmEer N fagwa w7 O

Fd FT @1 97 fF 9 aF 79 AW FT
arees § aregifen wdefiy & fod
Fe @ 3@ @1 (law) o= #<
Farga 7 2% @wf NG qarfora
fefr Y adid 1Mt gafed T maw
T #Y aNé (support) F@TE
w4} o 7 7 o iy @727 (sections)
R s (clauses) & ag ¥} ¥
art geed A} AAfaa www a7 &)
UF TH HT aAH gFA fag agw 7
Fasog feord fm A i I s f&
ag fewows a@=  (displaced
persons) ¥ fawrs g 1 e &
A FHAT qG FTE AL E | A {’¥e
FIE AN AITG T AATF AR A
S goitw § ag facge g € | |
9’¥y & gy Feafeaw dar & @
gam a7 %@ fod 39§ 18 & o sdw
(contract) & I7 F ey AT ATAS
T § 1 A e FoT Afew W aTET
Y T AR A OF qONT E | § FgAT
TR FIE AN A i e &
faad dxm= (actions) @, #iwH
(contracts) & =} ag fd &+t
wAg o1 faers g, 37 & o
T 7 9¥ | gafeq ¥¥¥e FaEr (Select
Committee) 7 Y ¥5 fFar € a8
foege geead ¥ gw faw (Bill)
& g9 (support) FIAT E |
sitwelt o el (T faet) ©
gt agew 7% s 4 faw (Bill)

20 FEBRUARY 1933

Evacuee Property 66s
(Amendment) Bill

¥ F< FTor faare e fFg &1 TwfeR
T8 qET AR G FE E | WK &,
3 fir 9% 3 (Select Commit-
tee) MuF v fY, fw o &
7g faw amar € 9@ & 7 q avg age
g whfed # QIR = T
R £ |

arr feg fafedam (Rehabilita-
tion) #f & ¥ ¥ & q I
mr Fg FC g faw (Bill) dw s
S A oF I Tg@ O w0
fir oy aga qmaN w W QW
(Act) ®1 F17 & g 7 17 #T
W WY T ¥ surar I arq ag Ady
¥ @ g o ag MR feo A f
¢ f5 w7 ¢a=fenr faw (amending
Bill) # s 7 @t |

& @ |z & 9 {5 aiw §e
W & O aw W w0
(Act) # s#edAz (amendment)
s W w1 ge@ N &= fF oqg A
R g fmF g amar s &
STEL A St 7 w6 ag Qe (Act)
& ure (Act) 7d & | AIGE
god # f g Aq @ e
@&z (Evacuee Property Act) ar&
forar av 1 @ 7w FT @A AT 9T I
THT JL W LI { AT AT
1 gHT AT A SN qgr 4 A H9AT
g & o7 aFa ar Fif faawa @
et fer arfreare 78 argar ar e
ST AR ST AT F ATE 4 AW
¥ H qTED ) v FE AW WA
(private) a0% ¥ & 7 & @wvav
FHT 59 9 R g e e g Re
FHe  (state to state arrange-
ment)¥ gW TT HHST FLAT 6T §
a® ag % (Act) o fear man a1
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¥ aret g fF Y ame Srgera ot
7w 7 I ¢o g forgefry (Re-
fugees) ¥ frm fraea g N fr g
% & | af 739 I & g ¥ Frww
T oY | IR A A IR o
TS fFar a1 @ T agR AW S
] Qaast fFar | I 1 qEaeT 98 TEY
a1 i ag gy sToE (property) €1
39 &1 7oA 3¢ ¢ fF 9w a7 dEer
g fif 2 z < atwdz ( State
to State arrangement ) 7T I9
T I Y T & TG A 7 6 qg gy
qEf (property) 21w fn
i+ et (evacuee property)
F @t ¥ (pool) & &t ¥ av amw
fewgefior (refugees) #v &7 1 s
JIT AT JEY F7T T | TES AT A TFR
for frge aff & far soc
A T 7 AR Y FEgA g I
qg> @ gFT FT FRAEE (com-
pensation) X ¥ ¥TT T FFATAT|
13 ag ag F¥=7 (Compensation )
FT 5% T O | 3§ & AT I F w1
fir o1t g3 Mo evacuee property)
#1 9 (pool) 3 & ¥ 1w aw
sy & fF oifeee § gk Sl A S
JaEE BN § A 9w & &€ A
syrar & o fr afeeam o aret &
7zl B & | W FH A A qrfee §
qTIEE B & I A & K §5 faem
AT AEY & &9 B 39 FY IuAT TE &
& A g oY aror wgt fergsfra (refu-
gees)® fadwm ag @it 9@ (pool) &
fadm 1 &Y § @1 9 gAS AT
Wt W@ & que SR § oW
JAT A XAT qEE AGL F | A A
qe1 ¥1e § i @@ @@ (pool) #
@t ey wwdf  (evacuee
property) & 3@ ¥t ¢ ww firaY
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Evacuee Property 870
(Amendment) Bill

g sfT o forpefior (refugees) o
T & 99 ¥ T feat & 1 oY g
sEf (evacuee property) &1 9@
(pool) &t 9 ag s> e @ Tar
1 3T s Fowgat oY i 9@ (pool)
FaRasaid faom A @ H
g TS a9 q19 AG FET FMifs ¥@
amaT & f ot & & 9w A 39 frem
areT & | R oF ara At forg oY aw
¥ro Argerw fireart 7 +fr 37 &Y aawog
feorE & 1 o ¥ fafaeet Moo
S T of acf AR S F A AR
7 5 R 3 T g AT, Ay IR
FH=ee (compensation ) 5% ¥R-
ate 7 fear & | 3w geras e
7 foww wmar & wAw fafaes
(Finance Minister) am@a #r
T ¥ 5 o A faed aer &
9 Fea 4 fr 5w a7 azfaw (Bill)
T a0 - agd SF HAr | JT qiT
% § A9 P AT F@FEr NeSs
(evacuee property) T ATHST @H
%< 2 ar ag faw (Bill) sma w7 a7
qear | ¥fFw g7 a8 o & 5 o
#f OF T § arear & g g
& ¥ FroT § | gH AR A g
f& g7 #er &\ & @Y a8 o w0
. faw N o9 & @ A g7 JuR
T % FTH a5 AT 2 fp oy #
sRTFRFfTan g e ow
g #% mafes (public) & &R
A | AT A /¥ A forgera
(refugees) Y ag argw & omav
fr 1 3o A faew arer § oY @y
qEEST FI F 43 AT | 98 AYAT T
oFFT 7T ¥ &3 amy ) e aw )
Y A1 & AG a1 Ty ) R &,
¥ (claims) 1 gA9T g7 IWIAAT
T, dFE) amafay ¥ dgfoea o,
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(»frorat gt FwwTA]
&Y &Y Twr | T e @ v fEwar
a4 FF qUT JAT X AW W
#9qi =9 (Claim) #1 W
T E | AT IT Ay AGH TGN £ TR
g fa a1 7t | Tafed sror & S

wrght § o feogsitr ( refugees) |

Y T06 ¥ R arrawT 9T TR & 1 oI
T F T8 FRTA (Compensation)
T Wy & ar ), a A ofes
(policy) w1 g | =Y ¥ AW |
it fed A F oo Ay ag A A qeTd e
g 7gi TR wodl (evacuee pro-
perty)# et dur wHeer gaT )
e gaw= wodf  (evacuee pro-
perty) %1 q® (pool) weT & ¥\ &7
fralt SR @ ad & | T fae
(Bill) % ag wa= @& ag 9@
T& &, of T §5 g% v ™ v afew
(basis) =@ am oT 1 zafed &
Y T A 0 aIF o1 @ g

# gz faoae 3¢t (Select Com-
mittee )# 9 | 7= faes (Bill ) &7 3=
g & fF ot gt HEewT Wi A& N
BreaT AE wgy § A IT H HGAY
TR AT A 94 A fawwa Y @
& w7 Fram o | I g T
wYE QaTrer AG) & i ag F g gdat
(intending evacuce ) #1 ¥ g1
feam 1 wre iy g2 few g fewdere (in-
tending evacuee declare ) & 4%
&, fomy w7 & wfed oriw < Efer
g7t fewart (intending evacuee
declare) %< faar v §, S99 & F
gMaqgagagrgeR I d7
fadaz s3&r (Selec: Committee)d
ag wae qor 91 fE oaw oww oA &
2fen vi=h (intending evacuee)
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_Evacuee Property 672
(Amendment) Bill

NI T NN AR
T ATIRE F FT e S
aq J A wg 5 gw oomA A Y
AfaT o A% ] § AR o w7 4
T A ag & frw dE ¥ AT
wWH &fwe (barrier) w Jw
AR frg T A A AR S o AW
WAL WA A Fo AL v | Ny
STITH St A AT AT WA FT
IETEY fEar e & o goar & fF o
S FT qg FIW Fa1 T q977 &,
St o arer &, frw &1 g de-
afexe  (intention established)
& 39 ®Y 70 T BT X & | SUTET WA
g f& smo wEt (property) @
OO T § AR g% FL AT T
xR (Act) 1 get@ @ @ |
Ty ag weer w3 & fn P g ¥ 3
A farcr 2 & 1 Foraam 3 & ¥ fferd
ofer R A s A W w@r 2
ag ST9EY (property ) =edt I WY & |
9% (poo) ) & & N frwrert oI &,
HHSATT AT AT & T oy waf
(property) & 3 & #\x @ga
ST @ gE o ) &, ¥ fF AW
AHT T A HT q9g § @4 gU
W@ R g ag ¥ q@ (pool) wear
WM e for sweww SR
g warte vorar 91 & gurd st
(property) == wr & 1

WRHyoraT § us HIX q A
aATH AT F O fewmr aTglr g o
19 & FF (section ) 4R F A
gwwA (general exemption )
& o & 1 & %Yo Wl g ferw F ot
g fa s i Qv (exemption )
fear smn & @Y 3§ *1 fehde @y
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(limited scope) gar &1 &
& & g v (exemption)
™ g

Shri A. P, Jain: Is it coming for the
first time by this amending Bill?

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: No, I
tq!d you even from the very Legin-
ning that it was a lacuna. It should
not have been there.

FMLQEF AR AT 7 FIA a0
T TF TSAT &I AT T I KT AT QL
EOT W@ | ag av gardr fewrer
(democracy) #t feafrz (spirit)
F faeTs § | T T T AT T AT
(wide) = faar f sio =@ &y
wff wifes Fqa ®1 Wt ® 7T
a5y & | Gewfa=ga (Administra-
tion) ® AT saray arfeajgefivar agf
graT wrfed st A & srfirsrrT e fray
FTAA FA FY T THI@E, ST AT ARY
wf@ wRd Fgfr g srfuswre
fenraet & fore & faors & | § aga
THE FT T T FTAT FT @A
% faar smar 159 oF | F & F A
¥ aw e E

WAt wmie fer (dew)
w% wrf & fowr wY o € o gt g
(Evacuee pool) fest aw@ &
WA F qy | % qREl Hr 9w g fe
®rE gaT F17 T a1 fow ¥ feelt &
FTT HYE qrawd ot 8 | Sfier Fore Y
gzfafregaw (administration ) werat
g 99 w1 §iw w7 TEr Afeqar F@T
gXar & | S A 7 ag), 9T e g
Wrqn1 g fF waw 1@ (Evacuee pool)
7 %2 &7 g% g@ (Evacuee pool)
C Y ¥ wed A faan avar § 1 Sfww
ST F arEH Y 9T #Y Ffg ww
STt § AT Ik v Y ag 3 G FEar
AT FE a1 ek AT I e faard A
§ 1 ol &g argT T S 7 @,

485 PSD

(Amendment) Bill
uF afga 7 g8 siwde (amendment)
fear ar 7Y 7 @amar | 7 @ 7§,
fe a1q g T St 7 T fe
59 yAeAe (amendment) # F©
SreT A8 & | et & fod 37 &7 #r
T AE & | 9 AT FwEy A AT gD
gl 7 € g f& o waw A W
¥ fou g #1¢ &% ALY F7AT IE |
afra 9w s # forw ey #°7 ag
FEA & I FT S T § | I & 37
gt ara & f g qEd A A
s | wrfex gdEt @ (Evacuee
pool) # st & fir ag warar a8 1 AT A
gFard fE gy AN T ITA
TR A ffew wX AR W@ N W

g fr g &% &

it firgardt ft 7 gl ST @
¥t anfa 7 A Hifew i ag @
TET QU FAEr § | Fraw av a9, dfF
o7 &Y & 7 | Il A qoman e g
78 weary o fear @ fe gl og-
fefradr (Judiciary ) segar &), Tl
sqfea (Executive) sogar & R
wfefradr (Judiciary) & @wft-
sgfer  (Executive) ®1§ €%
ovai@ (interference) & X
¥ qw arole ara & fr o) A frw A
¥ g fea (Executive) %1 %%
%ra3H (interference) AT &@TaT |
7z guAd & fF e A §F R
#1¢ ydTdz (amendment) X 1§
qadY Ay ag W 0% EeEEW
(interference) & 1 # 97 & FgaTy’
fir srre Ty &1 AT {TIwaE (inter-
ference) & & e w@ wifommie
(Parliament) #Y a1 #t w7 To

21
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aw wwarcgy fag : oE@ QA
o T ¢

et ot fag : s ag AT € A
#at i fr oy agr ¥ fod &9 Wl
1 o F fod @ T T W,
& I w1 qraedy Ay o A i e
mfem#e  (Parliament) ¥
dw< (member) ¥ | T AT AR
¢ fe ofeamic (Parliament) &
R g # fod At srwet ot e AT
we X &R T W w A AN

R Fq F G A W
wefta ¥ ¢ | SeTia’E (interference)
% ag wofw w1 ferea € f wvqA
! Tl FHE w7 ATH N T
(interference)d 1a 7g & fr 3w &
w ¥8 oX g 4 fr o w1 g
o wrE vt a<g ¥ T ) g
aré wx ¥ fosuw 1 oF @
qr iR e ag § 97 ag Fed g 9 Y
g wear g wwa w1 & &
W e @ i TR wREgdE
s (Constituent Assembly)
wifram @ & owim & @
N A d qg S F am W
sffgo fio (U.P.) & amzadfiardy
s ave (Abolition Act) o
Fran wra, fagre & o= faam wa, o9 T
w Ao fager | owmEd § FTA
¥ ond A a9 q 98 W A IFA F
@ T G TG FB T 4 3 FAT L9
¥ F oot o fFg o w% o fe ¥
farer &1 w7 AT o w9 ) R T
grdy o w7 AT e (inter-
ference) # &t e & @ nfeamie
(Parliament) #1 %= & w7 &
R @Y aw fad setwr (Judges) &7
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Evacuee FProperty 676
(Amendment) Bill

& w1 @ W #T A F IR
Sfiedax (legislature) ¥ av #rf
Y wreca T W@

T® TRATan fag R aga
w TG § |

wert oraitx Ty : T fireamy o
N g fwm § fr ot s #)
et qe  (evacuee pool)
v g4+t {ztee (Evacuee interest)
w1 9¢ & At § | S F wgAn g
g fo @ 31 xw & 9o fgmaw £ fe
ot 7 qifafedzm (rehabi-
litation) # fafrex &9 &
TRTFEAma T g | Ay e
ATEEl A gAFET 9 (evacuee pool)
T S § Iy awg & Mfafedmm
(rehabilitation) #v < FATR
fafrees e & W A § 1 oY o
firom & fr e &1 frsreqz (reso-
lution) # at & ¥t a § e e

FT TF AR W fesgEe (reso-

lution) & f& s+t WY & ag o &
AT TS TF TGN | F OF FAT R ACE
T AT =18 § | forre €22 (State)
e ¥ e d fed faw (Bill)
ore famar T 1 agt 97 0% A, w q
¥ ©F fagrf d%=< (member)
wrE gy g% N frogsfra (refugees)
@ T A ag fowrew & R oo Wk
7gi feédfafsdem  (rehabilitation)
& ferddz  (department) &
%l (Secretaries) & for
#edw  (Deputy Secretaries)
o Ffamd o §ewy W
warer &F deadt & fow A, o forqofrr
(refugees) & fog &1 domw
sdvast (Punjab Assembly) «
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TF FIET FA747 | qg TF gae foew
F =qrena F1 3@y g AT i A vt
YT ¥ Mg &, I ;o g q@Er §
T Y Tt qgt X E. A T Ay
FIE 7@ § AR fow & fr g
T ¥ aRR W ¥ e g,
@& fF ok wg § o fr ofte &y
A g, @ 97 A & werd i e
EUARITH T &1 qAF @ g
FTAET T § | ¥few gg W g
Géfafedem  (rehabilitation) #r
fafre) (Ministry) & 917 doma &
faw (bill) ®t s a% w9l T ¥
g Ay F v g e sv Y
fafree arge w1 o @ a@ ¥ Gifa-
feesm  (rehabilitation) ®r s
g g

# fafree amga w sy ag swan
g1 A andt AR o o  fvogw A
AT ATATE FT AT FT FTTT FATAT
qrIw @ gt fedwe waEr (Select
Committee ) ¥ ¥%< (member) @
o HY a1 1 (R AR € for 9w A o
fr e a7 ST w5 A
&1 o1, fe i sy 1 s F T
<R S oY ag wre § ag A fafedam
(rehabilitation) % s & &%
g@gﬂﬁ:{swaﬁzma—gﬁ@a
ramm i framd @ smag é fF
foagefra  (refugees) @@ o,
qR g agET A I A g 5 Aoy
T 7Y &Y, ag I91T 94 | F {0 F qTA
w9 wErEw & st Fo A §f
gorTT ¥ FT OF A Qo GF qH F
fo & wifes qaewTT @ A< F fedt
QHt g AT S A &al w1 forw
& w< @ § afew aF |ar o forw
T @ § A fF oo &Y softe w1 §
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Evacuee Property 878
(Amendment) Bill

o Tt o< orefver i ot ey e 4 )
g gat A freaw o faw (Bill)
ATd & At agt Wt AYet qonrR A w7
UF FTA AT 1 IF F T8 19 R
4 fr g7 Ao 7 9 AL Ay I
F, TF &y @rF TF T FUI, A IT Y
AYe o7, q4r Prar wmag arfw
wrf ampddr & ( Occupancy te-
nant) T & % | T T CF AT
T a1 I &t X, e o §
0 O qX g Aret w7 A feverr
SITAT 9T | Qo AT T I7gY A q|wAT AY
R SRR AR Uil R
srare forar sk o SR W O
*Wiﬂ'%ﬁmmﬁlﬂﬁ'éf (secu-
rity) ¥ wTed & ag ¥ (safety )
37 #Y 7 e @ &, ag ot 7Y firmd
& oY, wifs $A A w w=e §
fr foqeft  (refugee) = @
TS FH OE |

# ooma & T g 1 oo 7 &Y o
TS N IR FTAEE N X
W Tga guedt & | 3w 9 ag e
g 5 s MY a9 aron ¥ a<g awar
2 o fore & gt % gu I Y aw A
F=or qfed  (policy) & & |
o AR & Hfea &7, § 99 faefad
¥ T8 ST ATEE Wi ag 39 faw
(main Bill) @& § 1 3¥fs= &
WA AEET ¥ OF AT AT AIEA §
fir ag form ag ¥ & 7 ¥ wrEd) ¥«
fF ag oF € W ¥ 7 @, I a@
I ¥ Fgar g fF ag S e s AR
AT T ¥ AT AT E I9 W B
& 1 ¥ gl A1 A 7w &, wifE g
areY oY sl & fod Y a1 fie oY
wiwqf 8t (Evacuee land) &1
ag THTH qorTH A I & Ford T ar
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[=rwr Tk fag)
31 &y T T N i 33 (Evacue®
land) § '@ A @I N & TG
I AT F1 FIET 17 arer at fow Ay
iy 2T Iy gt wed Far g € 1
7g Gt od W F1ew fFwr A 9 R
FF TF TqAT 49T &7 Ad o7 a7 A
o Y 37 &Y € &) I F Gy, €6,
AN G I SIS AT
[T FY AET qE e

Tt feofed & gadr a1@ ag ot
AT =T § f Ao v a% |-
fefeew  (Socialistic) fa=rz &
&, ¥fF T F W 7 99 F W
FORAFT T8 Iveq  forard
g1 ¥® agh o 74 Forer (clause)
g, fom & agg e A el ol
Wi fF fFauzie fogstr (refu-
gee) rargara fegsft  (refugee)
¢, mfes firg &, Ta¢ w1 @A T,
A 77 w1 § o mfew § @ w TT
SaTaT @ fae o WY E, T ¥ SqIaT )
qg> W1 39 7 %® Hfeaar< qv, 7 ag A
% sefemm (Custodian) #r #i§
gfeqare 7 W | 7 wrgan § o aw
9 # T8 qade KT gAY AT qEAErr
£, fag & frogad & ol &
fed g5 wazr & |

Y T 7 7 ag® Fgr & T €y o
¥ oot war § B faw &Y o s
ey § F@ed oY RgAa { w9TEd,
A wag¥aTmd FaA@Ei v

-

|9 X |

et afe oa (fgee) : Mg
SEA Y, AT F gwa 7 A A faw
(Bill) ¥ =< faar sk 39 ¢ @&t
iR & T, = frear Rk T
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Evacuee Property 680
(Amendment) Bill

g fag & a0 gf ) fafee amew
& g e A AR eH § AR
®Y 3T A a9 4 @ faafad &
weATE W A W A e o,
efer 7% (intending evacuee)
#r e (definition) & ¥
frgre 73 98 1 @95t (Evacuee)#
T & faa, facgw @y am o, g
¢fea v (Indian Nationals)
w fagqa wfafefia  (business
facilities) faw sma, <= *v ag

© & fAe s, @ o wTpET AT oY

AR 7 =T Ao aIdr @y dfFA
g gux st (Opposition) Y
qTH ¥ AR OE gf A 3T AT A
B " S AT qRdh Y | oF & w7
Wt 7g T+ (compensation ) #¥
@ g, WIS W@ IR qgi A I
¥9qT @Y fHar AR A K1 9vo FAT,
#&ft v 97 aF @« fwy Awm )
ot 9T AR N 5 F FAT F I}
ot & & fipar, 97 ®Y fire qwra & fod
I fgama ward @ so €Y A q¥Aw
f ag faramm rRTe et &, 9w, @
BT ATEL § AR AT It 9X 918
tgs FAT T0AT qiF 9 A a9 @),
A I ¥ 747 awar farear &, ww A wrE
Tw ag) g ATl @ 9 e
g | o I A & g5 W awvemar 6
I g FFR & IM & g wiapg
&I & frgw aw &, gA v A,
Y T A IH F AT 2 g Sran
& fr g amw A ¥ aw M § AR I A
wgT o § f g @mT A @ 8,
M Ay aq@mew A
YT AT & I § g fur war &
e wWemd (inquiry) &
iR &4 (survey) ®Tad, dfew



T gt (inquiry) @t & aR
7 &9 (survey) gt &, a8 a9 3| &
R g ¥ 7 sta av ATEw g §
R 97w A By TOrT | A AT BT XA~
o3 fr ¥z aga 9w TEET X
A3 @ forpie (refugees) #1 w1
forr 70 a1, g7 A G9AT Y § Iq AT
% s g ™, W @ T
AT R g awr W et o
Seir¥z qrga ¥ Wy § A€ fars 7€ an,
HT T Y EHS ) T § FF A,
UF AT S T, DA S 17 AR A
1Y 39 F7 % 7 5% o7 w7 H, A
A A fawraT #1 e Y wF, TG
TF AT G qwAT G, ghE A, A
e 39 &1 fars ag fear wmar g,
w2 yftrs & a9 @ @ & F W
FF, TATHE T TH ¥ THAT ATOH
T & AT I F T M F7 g4 frar
ST &, FAT FI ATH, I ATZAT FT AT
A g Aom qIA € )

o gady aTd A1 FY & 6 qg s T wr
© AT QY &, IT &y EAe Afeqar-
g ¥ W g dRaAw ¥ W Sgmar
sfearad TaHe 99 % Ifd 3@ &,
AT IAXF AT «r2e= (Juotation)
W &, ™7 49 Y A FX AL A,
T ATt &, 3 Feaasfrar(refugees)
* JEIE § AT Y T Y avfam H
& foa fafezat aqa o F0 A fA¢
&1 Y & 1 37 frdr oy o o fvwr Y
FANFH A I A dmwr g e
T AT O & F_< ;@ Qe
(position) & &\ =av fFar s
wfee ? ag e & e g e @
aY ot wgr g s x fas (Bill)
9 (oppose) firar & ag i
(opposition) 7o Ffarg 9T *aw

(Amendment) Bill

& &, a7 A Ay A qrdy gear §
FH=TT (compensation) W AT
AT HY I ATH XA § | g
w4zt (intending evacuee) #T
frres 33 § a1 THaT N, | TF 4]
¥ TR N W AqTE T AT T,
wWifs o7 g8 T8 A T8, 1 qH I9
3 vl | Iy & a1y & A A
T T , W w1 AR (compen-
sation) ¥, ag @< gERr § | ¥fwT T
A G WA GO W7 AT HT ¥
e wfed fr aman gk fafees amgw
St T ST § A g & A A
T THAHEHT FH A ®H A HRL AG
& | X §B ST qg WEFH T gl
FH-TW(compensation) & FaTe 97
@ T T R
qu AT g aww g f fomgera
(refugees) #Y 73T F14 & I AR
39 Y FWIE  (compensation)
2T ¥ I AR WA o oo & wgEw
FQ@ ¢ 98 faw ¥ T PR
forgsfY (refugee) ¥meal 1 F¥=a"
(compensation) fa® T IF &
fod faat S &1 amea S8 9 faar
& T T/ g a9 & ag A9 qva
W 99 & foq saemeie § AR ag sure
w4 i ag 1@ & fod Sif A T
W@ & T g AR gee A

NI I grd AR TR R
ar & wewmar, ¥ gAwar g fe g A aem
FeT &1 FfeT & QTHRATH AT Al
g ¥¥7z wa2r (Select Committee)
# g #§ ¥ fead & wgEw
oifrs @, dR A oFf 9, 1 wW F
Nt iagaar g a fe
THr © AT gy F ot it ware R
aiy fraR ff aferaraa & &, Shew
wg ot 3t rew A Al v O
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[eret sfvmr W)
§ o fomgefer (refugees) & e
(interest) # fawts & 1+ Those
rights will not be misused at
all. 7@ 7@ w1 TEW § &
o % feo A forpler  (refugees) .
w1 feg & o I ) T gHw s
wifg | & awwan g fF oY wifamoa
TR S i RS F U ¥
Y & A gH I9 TN FAT A |
e e oY arqrfrer (opposition)
# 43 §, ag O 77 aF ¥ Fhraw |
) AT FTAF TSI & | TF FEAT
HaTfeq AR qEw A & 1 W ®
T A LR ¥ ¥ grond & qga &
& o goa faege axe i d @
wefw g% (intending evacuee)
g 9 A agr w1 W da Ady

g

Shri Kazmi (Sultanpur Distt.—North
cum Faizabad Distt.—South-West):

PR ar@E |

sten afem wa ;@ A A
g #gr &, T ¥ IS HewArw
q% @& | FASTY A AR e A §
IR A 7| e fr @t o & g
£ @ g, & N A e agy A
# o E g & o g fE A
A A A Farg At e o anfeem
AT ATy T GEwAT &, B I Y
dFare At § | gt AT grow AwH W E,
< 78t 7 @3 & fr Efafedt (sta-
bility) & o = wegw v & fF
g ag qur & dnR  ( safely )
T aF § A qG A o FY FE ST
agf & A gW ggh I ST FTAA
wC gnx & | oy g §m A
(East Bengal) s wzgw gt
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o1 31 7 3 & 7 fgean fomy | g
g1 & % 7 oA & fog ar€ qrane
qT &fax 7 Y, Fw AT I &, Ffww
qrfsreaT QAT F39 7 fewsar &) g
TREaT § fF s e faeew (pass-
port system) ¥ AT =iEd o
qgt a1 A WA & o g wwaE T
Y, G AT BT AT AT TH | AT F TS
& #r§ whrae qavfaa 7Y s awdt |
Y qraie faeew (passport system)
Fa 7 Fwha (conference) r g€
Y, R Jdide @gT A quA Q9
(address )& it fors foray a1 f5 98
§ nifeam 7 Srege(attitude) qr
qZATE | 31T A FEACHEA TLEHAE )
# gHwar g & o #Y g6l #7 srame Qv
¥ & g {5 991 oerd s o | ¥fFa o
T T QT AT § AT AT WY AXF F
T8 A% faFan s € o gomr 9 waew
T8 €, g mifEem & owrg 4 s
AMEY, ¥ AL qEy fr orfewm @
aeEl art fow g | sed & foq g
dae adi ¢

g AT ®F 4% | a1 Ay weAT & av
HEST FAT § | 9« Fg7 0T &
ST AT FEAT ATEY &, F SIE FTAT
Ry §, g7t werk w0 Wy &,
&Y &2rE #Y a1 w4, N 39 F ok
& 78 § | 9w gog 7 AT Ty A
o 1 v a9 ot o A g R
T 1 S A Y w7 FE T
g fr s7 oY afema g9 w=ey &,
AT qTST ¢, A9 | @ 7
g€ & 1 T s Frfreee i arfreT
¥ arw fafree §  qfew & 5
Jomerr o g, ST § sEw
QU e § 1 & wwar § e arfeeg
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w3t draEr ag Y T oy #70 ugd
W AR ged a5 ¢ oo @ g
TYT T AR A qESHIAT HY ¥,
T o0 FUT TIF F7 oY, IT F wQeY

sqrar @ g feww (defence)
¥ foq ad wT QYE ) W & o
TaAAe 3 wrew @R o (Five
Year Plan) &t W= guaw @R
ft 7 @ Y | e & qEEe
&qr F TAT Y X @A & W §
o &Y s % aga w4 § 1 9T gog
*T T FEX § A gaw & 1 Ay ag
9 TET THAT | AT HTTE FY ATT A G
A g TAAEE O Y oft ¥ 'y & fe
T A w03, 9 FAT A7 TF A&
ar W & fed frwe @ Sfew
fre o & @& & @ & Wk g
gt g At fF g @Y, Swawg
FTH ALY 9 AT | T o7 & Fgar §
fF s st qifedt (policy)
] @19 fa=ae 7 wfeEz  (con-
sistent) aTEd | W g ¥
F7ET TEAT T & | T AT &7 AT
WA ¢ A €9 & fod § g wg qwa §
fie offt softa g ot s gk @Y
T8 o fifew w31, @ w1 R ko F
T TR 8 |

Lk IcER T af AL IS AR
wfY oft & foq o sl al e
wfgd | & wwwar § R oS A
arr It #feme ( Cabinet ) &
ama A gy s g sTEw
farfree grga & W gaoifaal & foa
Ter od § SR & g9 & a4l IR
] %% wdiay gArS & wara | A fwar
g & dfr gl wre s
(financial condition) &t 38 &
qfew g7 k¥ (compensa-
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tion) weT &7 | dwgEr § i 0 wak
a9 & fr T am # faeely Rew
aifgd #1f a3 dfew o #F a7 af
wgar, sw fx @@ (on the whole)
@ & ford waT , P Feaqohiw (refe
gees) ' & wwe § faawm v g
R GE R LR Ul S L
e 3 AR dfeq ot @ faaar v
frd margm T AFA QY
AR @ T q A I F I A,
T @ & araorg P s gam @
ag wifad ards &, W@ A o
o7 FHAT | T FTOT & 71§ |
wem fr ot fis  (Bill) v ¥
A far ar § ag ag ey
fas & 1| W § gaT arf owly MO
a7 & fF @ Y AR 7 fiwar s
wied & IEm fF @ 1 9w W
fear strg

ot IR sweA< (amendment)
NMagsf i | Trgmgfwad
waeAz (amendment) f&d ¥ ay
fagsheor  (refugees) & wiw
? €t @, 3y F T A Fewgeftor (refu-
gees) ®1 wTelee (interest) &1
w fod s sy wvf Ea  (assu-
rance) % @% 7 ¥ feegelrer (refo-
gees) ¥ TxE (interest) @R
7 g ar A queer & Sl 1
wgaed g fas (Bill) ® g
(support) *war § 1

wAe e (forer gR—va-afeew
7 fer seaiaTe-gd 7 forer argergge—
wfaror) : fivo AR, # @9 A 2w
1 g fir st & ®a S A 5g A
forar §, wafed 7 o7 <@ aw ag figa
& wT AT A § ava vy sy
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[ ¥t @]
v agew ¥ qfeow @y & T
fed @ % aga & arl F I W
A WE  (record) far mar &)
T FT qET X FIT FY TOATHT €Y A

#’@frtw{aﬁaﬁwgﬁmzt

TG, AT AGE ¢
Afm N TR I FRE T,
mfec ag  qwwe & e gaewt § 41
gF & ar g W ¥ Y
Ao § fr ag fedt e wwgfe
(community) ar feer @ e
F G F F IG Y FAST TEAEAT
g &, A ag T & ag S, 97 A araw
Y 7 aww @ § 6 97 ) wraE agarT
# £r 55t off o gy &, a9wa & fF
ag 3 & e figg & T 7@ EWTL EHF
¥ fewrora A€ FE | AT AT AT
T 3, 9y W werHes e (Funda-
mental right) § ag §<% a& v
wrd, AT AN I3 gT R
TS qg 96 gaedl F IIF § ) ww
NI A a8 £ fF wgr as 1 wF IR
F g Mymacragid, o8 F §6F
¥ AE q% o™ A I & e
AT § |

cavfr off, a9 ¥ 9wy § a8 77
T &y gwaar g fr wgi aF feag s
(refugees) 1 ame® § 3T g
g% 39 *r fagwa AT 9T Y wHEq
g A 9 @ fr@fafeldz  (re-
habilitate) #37 #1@a® &, Ay d
aye frdt e ¥ oW S A& @@
g 1 & qawan g i g aga w1 9,
™ F ¥ T CF FOAT PR AT KT
AT AT TaeReE #T Aga AW HA
# fr gy wral wrE A ST § W
;M g & HY, A AYAT T §Y WA
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¥ & fegem 7 o & s fper
Mg  arec &3 § AN
FXaTE & T ¥ 917 | Sfew g7 T
T wa e T ¢ ) I
¢ AR 3 [ 7 w7 o w71 7w
# & T qX 7€ 99w 99T | A9eT
TR agsRw e fr wfew (Bill)
& warfeom ot srEelt wraT § 9§ W
o1 fear mam o W & fow F aw
e a1 W g 5 o et g
(evacuee property pool) X ™
T T G TEAT | I TF FEATAAE |
foagetrer  (refugees) av wv ¥
dred  (leaders) ar 37 & AATER
wwegsg (House) # ar @ grsa &
aEe facge &F @@ FT W@ § a9
a2 F TS q 48 4 q9@ § fF few
(7 FT A7 oEf g% (evacuee
property pool) 9% #ar Ia% 9%
@ E g E fF fag T ¥ =g
9@ (pool) @3 ag I¢ @ FIA
ax fag fta ¥ a|® @ (pool)
FAEMITY ¢ & g >feq
W & waew g T v fow
fATge (pool) ¥F a7 §a smuw
? o fog @ 2 77 A9 g | aFed
I e 7 w71 B 5 o Wik Wy
(It is my money), w9 &gg &
w51 fr e wwr Z feefom gor ool
waeses” (this is to determine
whose loyalty is suspected) #
w7 T 5 T ew w1 waeT
w1 § | A e, Y AEew feqer
# @ arer ofeene ¥ sarar gwedt
R yEewa <@ar & v qrfeee oA
oTEAT &, TT AT AHT § IW ¥ (W A
™ qoN 7 fedr v 9 goedf At
trofE@ 1 AN gw sy @ @
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e 7y W g & i e a Y
qffem ¥% 1@ ar qifse ST
gy & AR fredy wAoqdr A Tog ¥
fegeam # 43 gu | W I ¥ favge
gt g & | Sfere way qg waw 5 § e
fom Y &7 (evacuee) & faar
a, ot fom & el q& (property
pool) & ar wf a®w waRw fggww
B1x ¢ qrfee™ s wgar € 7
I 47 I T AT ¥ 99T € fF Ag
fergear & e w31 § a1 fewomne
(disloyal) & ? firz ag st w7 v
& ‘&g drgw &9 N7 ferdord et
aré wfews srafd= (these people
have been declared evacuoes
by judicial authorities) & & ¥
T D TF FY A9 & | Fg & e
sra1f7ers (judicial authorities) #Y
seame ! fafaeT agE 7 a7 wg
sl i o8 197 & gF @ qfewdy
(judiciary) e sifexs sparfrer
(judicidl authorities) #r sremr
TF@T AT § |

6 P.M. !

wAT dN T T F T
ariza A% &1 (points of law)
€ 97 9T ot fir g wiz (High
Court) arysitw  #:E (Supreme
Court) 1 afl® (appeal) ar
W4 (reference) $3  #7 TaMA
g g

oY freaely @ &

S W WA T R e
gga 3 forg @ T X Gauw av
&% T @ & 1 R wrE et gk @
a1 firel & ara ATy gf & &Y 3w A
THOTE AT oY § wW ¥w & o v
g1 ¥ w= frad Yo wer ) Frare
Fyrggaranw & A a7 wwAy |
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U wew I9 aw qfwenw war fow
Tw f& wfae (permit) #1 M
AT ALY 9T | 1T ¥ qXfwe (permit)
FT $FA £ 1T | 07 39 & fggearT
Y JAT ATET A I9 W gETR ;E
sfawe (High Commissioner) &
2w axfaz (te mporary permit)
2 faar sz wy e figgea A g o¢
g qewe qifwe (permanent
permit) @ faar wrT 1 @Y sAr
AN ggr w7 w1 frgeam & @
sfaex (High Commissioner) &
& axfae (temporary permit)
9T ag fergea™ o T | IV AW F
17 &g W AT | TAAAE A 3w qefe
(permit) #Yqw@z (permanent)
% faar | 77 & arasE WY 39 ) a6
et ( property ) sawr  SToEf
(evacuee property) & 7 | ¥
gg %g0 fF this is my money
and it is being given to those
whose loyalty is suspected, 7
SR FT WqHT F AL GHR I
o foofed & & & v ¥ ag feear
g frar f& oF st @ fa &
fod 9u @ wifeeam mar o9 fr #r§
qfre (permit) #7 Fragr A& 4T
tfegw grf sfazaz (Indian High
Commissioner) ¥ Zm@ afae
(temporary permit) & T a9« rav
X 99 #7 ag <fAe] (permit) T
(permanent) &7 faar mar AR @
7 4 T | AR 39 AN Ao ¥ g FY
war fif 3@ Y awmw Nl (propety)
gdwt w19dl (evacuee property)
& 1 7g wrae wT v grg w¢ (High
Court) # mar aw awxf gr§ ®E
Fe M AR A Ay w9 F A
v AT WEAT §
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[F® 3fY)

“We are prepared to assume in
Mr. Palkiwala’s favour that the
view taken by the Custodian Gen-
eral of the application of the noti-
fication of the 3rd July is errone-
ous. But the question is whether
we have any juridiction to inter-
fere with his decision. Now, in
.construing the notification of the
3rd July 1950 and in giving to it a |
particular effect the Custodian
General was undoubtedly acting
with jurisdiction.”

And this is the significant part—

“In the exercise of his jurisdic-
tion, however, he came to an erro-
neous decision in law.”

&Y wgew GuT &9 (case) A AR
w1 ¥ (case) Twr @ fw A fs
faret & @ ATaTE WY faam 9 ar greT
T AW g &7 far ax ar s ey
qug F ATERATH g & WX TN Y Mt
(property) & Y aww fwer omft
2 AV A gwwa 5 1@ § v Ry
#Y 71 & | fe ggr A @ F A A
fe o & AR ug feamn f
T ¥ qEOWTT IO T8 I AT
WO FFARFAAIqTI I
SIY AgT @A T AT 4 | OF ATe
&1 A foan man fr o fafees & smex
@2 Y F IEA go% 35T 7 fiF ag
W we ¥ feu anfed saw @7 T
&t AT 99 & A% 48 T AHER qifaw
TR ¢ forew #Y qumey o aum F7
¥ wOow TR AR gW AR § F
o fergem & Lo g T €
¥ F) 0F gEL ¥ g ) farelt fopew
AL HF T @ qO a7 ATGRATAT AT
i T4 FY A E | WX T AR
eefgent &1 am fear T g ar
9 & qr9 7,1 FH ¥ FH qq@™ET AT
f& g agl T A dw g R
uyAt o fegem & foq ¥ i3y fin
frifeas swm, @ aww & smav
s ¥ 7 A e § | S g wg
& §9 |17 war & 77 W% W faege
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Evacuee Property 692
(Amendment) Bill

wWode  (irrelevant) a® § 4
9 g sww T dfd e
ferem & oiffe s 7 99 o
W %mmqﬁ.gﬁw
fft  (Ministry) 78 = fw
TUTH F & 99 ) @6 A Qv
e | ST 3% o1 A< W G (pool )
9T 9% ¥R g 3T AR AT qi 9% ¥
(percent) #% § wmm &t 3w &v
m!‘}ﬂff@'ﬂ“ﬁﬂlﬂ’fa@w
towm 7 § v 99 afew e
Tt ¥ i A ¥ ag s
frer & fr gl s e
(refugees) & for g q&
TR AR g oww oW I g
fe gt s @ o ¥ foghe
(refugees) & fod aft & a3t
@ fEe aW s qian wr
Wi | g qw & fod ag o &) an
gt 5w oot (refugees) &
v W AR R T § Ay ) e
oTd AT R aqE A R Ry oy
SAUI IR G G
AT AWTATY &Y, Y qTiREATT wqqT AT
w13, fom ® ag & v ), o aw
o7 741 g, A9 g @ ¥ g
gaedt @ Fford | frelt oA oy ot
gt wrfea fF Se & a9 gaedt w1 )
ST St S o agt $ gWE
it frea : ag g faT sy

A

qT &% |

wim df & feT #E o Ad
&1 A & auwan § e ae ag feafke
(spirit) sm &t @ wfeaw
w fas (Bill) # s o=t
weTfewa AE PN O Qw afgr 4
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g #g1 fir ag aga arvet qaro § HfET
$2fen géwra (intending evacuees)
®Y ¥ AT frar o @y | 99 99 T
g FTF ¥ anfaw g mar g @ fne
I Y Y A% o o7 @y § ) AR
W ¥ maifeow 9T & Toawgdr
g e WY ff o o™ T wT
IEHY & X ag faelt oY Ao & Qv
FE § Yo & q qifEEE AT
S ¥ &Y g L3 g3+ (intending
evacuee) & AT | X IE & HA
fedr ferdd foq o faomw
(business) & fo7 FB wWar A%
faa, o ag Lfer @t (intending
evacuee )& AT IH AR A A
T AE G oA, T AR W,
¥ AW oy frlt & st f5 o
o FT JRHT § T TR FIX
T W faar at @y I N w9
t2fer g3 (intending evacuee)
g 4T | 59 WA ® A AE) aqewr aar
g fo ag sy g &1 faawr fee
W 2 | 3T 1L UF ST TG FT ATGAT
TF IR R I § T O § W
2T § fo are e WAt 9T &Y & WA
QST Y fres araaht, &t ag €efer g3l
(intending evacuee)g wmar § |
AR forw g99 99 7 9g &A1 WU 97
9 qF ag FHA T A 97 | e 5w
A & warfam  q@ €fer @
(intending evacuee) & T | ¥
g9 F1 7134 § fa oA ag) o afgd
A A TIAT WS I XY L@ A gy
] AR gl fafas & ag @ < faar
§ f5 ag Efergdsdn (intending
evacuee) @ afew AW
I (evacuee) wmr s 1 ¥feR
FX fFdt § QY @ g (Yo &
Sy AT AT ST v fggRa &
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dTrgm g AR A g 9w A vy
g7 g (evacuee) @ M
a1 g8 a¥ ATEATHT &Y arE geit | R
fow goar s wgr & f aw oY
foam & fF foeg 3| T 9rer ar awaT
gar & 1 ofew agt ag w@mo oWw
w § f5 qEeww awr om@Erd
wORT FT ¥ I5 g | fEw
TAWE 1A, A g9 gSa § A
TFA AT QG § W ag gamd @ %
W ORI N q9g § qEOR AIAT
WAER ¥ & | qF AT AT
39 7 a9 | Ig w7 ag A9 qq
& o fafear Y f5 oF @91 Awre
t&egT™  (national institution)
g o A fggeara & 9w w1 AW
AR 39 F % & 99 A 9w =;
a1 7 fead &f $0@ arr 7 S I
AT F A F TS A A IT A
SroT faqr | 43 qATH JFAA Y AAT |
G A [FA AT gATEY | A THIA
o qarg & Y X @ s fafewr
7 ag yrfee @ frar e 9w adT
R HUET FT L qIfF I RAAHE
fafegwr (permanent building)
AraS F a9 T4 § | 9T W § 7 Hifw
W RIS R RS aw ¥
sfrT g wew ag Fga1 § 5 s 7
¥awr 99éf (evacuee property)
g wft &Y | g ) anfaE] Fifeqa
SIECEAR SRR O i 1 O Sl
gu I A @y a&@wrd (certify)
fear & fv This property is not
evacuee property and does not

belong to anyone who has
migrated to Pakistan. &dz<

% a8 femmr mar @ IE@ ¥ wEr
mr fr W@ A9 @S9 A e
%I & | A % fF wo HT FR AT
T3w M9Ef (evacuee propérty)
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[w= 4d1]
& Tt AT A A AfvEE T W
ar&qr dF | 99 & gwwrET aar fw
gg s fafear # sie?®  (property)
Pl sl A AR R, A
Feqr ¢ | ag A adl i feraw e |
FfErd SR T fr oA ag
foar afmd & @™ o
{property) ® aw% #Y raw § |
A S wE ;M I9 A A
THEH TEY R A gw o FY A E )
g ¥ A faars & o8 fe&egw (In.-
stitution) &t s f¥ fegeam & o=
FIH AT AT & AT Forg &7 5197 77
F ey § 1 QY g srfwa fafear #Y
et oXardt @\t & fr Ao W ¥
9 H gHF 78 fawedt AR o wR)-
femm & afzfesz (certificate) 27 &
A FH A AT, @ ARH FAT
fo ggem™il &1 (ot I I97 &
geanfear gRY, =g 5w A feaen €
FE@ AT AT A A g 1 7w faw F
fag N € § 5 37 *r g8 agfend
A aF | gEwr IR g fF Y s
wgfead qaswml &t & a1 #R 99
<% &' fax & garfees g swen
Y I fF T 92 qEEr o7 oq7, T
#E 0@ zewg g A o fF Ted
g1, &Y gark wrd fgrge Ay gha Ay
R R gwET w qERe few W
FT W ZU TW AT AT QT ¥ AR
T W) T TR S, @, TN
T & i @ Sl F Ay dgax awam
F7H ¥ JIEAY AR qTRA AT §, T
AT g 1 agfewa W fr g
AW 9% (evacuee pool) @ &
JATRTT | FT AT A AET A I [E
(pool) %= 7 gt & < w7 B
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arEn A g A7 wifga w30 fr oy -
sqrar ¥ T &Y | feT qg 7 wfg@ s
q® (pool) #Y arfax fedt &1 war
%z & ¢ fFT wF wFATUw A
7 (pool) FTET A F 1 ¥ Iwilg
war g fr ag ok v wrd A Ay
afer §# & 7§ a3 w&w f*
gu et 1 WS T JE CF AT
fes  (Bill) @ @R ag @ wifaw
fs g gwg (House) @™ %
YR F1L
The Minister of Parliamentary
Affairs (Shri Satya Narayan Sinha): I
beg to move:
“That the question be now put.”
Mr. Chairman: The questipn is:
“The the question be now put.”
“That the question be now put”.
Shri A. P. Jain: I am thank-
ful to the hon. Members
who have participated in this debate
for the dispassionate manner in which
the problem has been approached.
One question, which is important
no doubt, but not quite germane to
this Bill, has been raised by a large
number of Members who have spoken.
That is the question of compensation.
The hon. Member Shrimati Sucheta
Kripalani sald that there must be au
authoritative  pronouncement about
it. I quite agree with her, but I um
sorry that at the same time she made
a complaint that I am not speaking
out anything. I am waiting for that
authoritative pronouncement on the
question cf rompensaiion  whi'h
natuvallp ix agitating the ming of
every aisplaced person today.
scheme has been prepared, It is
under the consideration of the Gov-
ernment at the highest level. It will
not be appropriate for me to say any-
thing about matters on which the
Government has not come to a final
decision. But I can assure you that
so far as my Ministry is concerred it
has done its part and now it is pend-
ing consideration at the final stages.
Mrs. Sucheta Kripalani said that
Ministers are speaking with different
vaices. No doubt a certain item of
news has appeared with regard to a
certain Ministry in the newspapers,
but I have not seen an statement
from any Minister whic has gnne
against any of the commitments which
have been made by the Government

or by Ministers in regard to compen-
sation. I no doubt have made a num-
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ber of statements with regard to com-
pensation in this House and eise~
where. I stand by everyone of those
statements which I have made, May
be that certain persons—I have seen
some news items in the papers—are
doubting whether I was authorised to
make those statements. One of the
hon. Members here, Sardar Hukam
Singh, said something of the kind.

.Now, a Minister who makes a state-’

ment, which he has no authority to
make, will have to pay for it by his
head and I will be prepared to pay
for it by my head, if I have made a
statement which I was no: authorised
to make. That is all that I want to
say about compensation, which will
come before the House and the putlic
in no distant time,

Then the question has been raised
about the evacuee property pool. Let
us see what is the evacuee property
pool. To my mind evacuee property

ool means any property whicn under
aw has become evacuee property up
ti'l now and any property which may
become evacuee property under the
law which may be prevailing hence-
forth, It is within the competence of
this Parliament to pass a law which
affects the volume of Evacuee pro-
perties. There are certain amendments
in the Bill which will affect tle
evacuee properties in futuie. But it
is open to this House to pass that
law or not. But once it becomes law,
evacuee property will mean evacuee
property which becomes such under
the new law. That is one way. of
looking- at the evacuee property.

Now two more objections have becen
raised, rather unfortunate objections.
One was that there has been inter-
ference with the discretion qf the
Custodians. Some ipstances have
been cited. It has been said that a
certain Minister wrote to a Custodian
or some Parliamentary Secretary or
Private Secretary or some other per-
son high up wrote to the Custodian.
Now, those are matters of old his-
tory. In regard to the administralicn
of evacuee property during the period
of two and a half years that I have
been Minister I challenge any hon.
Member sitting on this side or the
other side to produce one letter that
has been written to the Custodian, or
one instance in which the judgmeant
of the Custodian has been interfered
with. It is true that we have got
powers under Section 16; we have
got powers under Section 52. I have
exercised them ° in rertain cases. I
had exercised them in the case of
Chattriwala. It is a public proverty.
The matter has come before the
House and it has been discussed more
than once and what I have dore in
that case and all the other cases
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the only and the correct decision that
should have been taken. I dare say
that I am not afraid of taking any
step which is a correct step even if
it may displease some of my friends.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: No-
body has complained against you,

Shri A, P. Jain: I will exercise the
powers under Sections 16 and 52, I
will exercise them cgenly. It will be
open to the Members of this House to
examine any of the cases and if it is
found that I have functioned mala
fide or I have functioned dishonestly,
well, I will not be worthy to remain
where I am.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair)

It ig true that the powers under
sections 16 and 52 are extiraordinary
powers. ut this is an extraordinary
law under  which extraordinary
powers are necessary, The House
cannot forget that the evacuee pro-
perty law and its administration, to a
certain extent, depends upon our
agreements with Pakistan, There-
have been a large number of agree-
ments, I am sorry that most of them
have not been fulfilled by Pakistan.
Whatever may be the Evacuee Pro-
erty law, certain exceptiong have to
e made on the basis of those agree-
ments-

Then, the Evacuee Property law has
been changing from time to time. At
one time a person who had not gone
over to Pakistan, who had nothing to.
do with Pakistan, but who was dis-
lodged from his usual place of resi-
dence to another State, or sometimes:
within the same State, became an
evacuee. The question arose: should
that person be treated as an evacuee
any more? The law has been:
changed, and under the present law a
person who has not left India, cannot
ordinarily be declared, as an evacuee.
So. certain policy decisions have been

-taken, One of them is that if a per-

son had not gone to Pakistan but was

. dislodged on account of disturbances

or conditions of insecurity from his:
usual place of residence, such person’s
property should not be kent as.
evacuee property and should be res-
tored. I hold that is a good and hon-
est thing,

Then, there was a certain notifica~
tion of the 3rd July under which per-
sons returning before a particu'ar
date were entitled to restoration of"
property. That was the undertaking
given in this House. A notification
was issued. The question arose whe-
ther that notification avv'ied to previ-
ous acts and ordinances or it applied
only to the present law. The view of
the Government both at the time of’
giving the undertaking as later on,
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[Shri A. P. Jain)

was that the notification was useless
unless it was made to apply retros-
pectively. There was a dcfect in_ the
notification and we have rectified it.

Both with regard to section 16 and
section 52, I say they are the old
laws existing. We have interpreted
it in a particular manner, There has
been some difference of opinion about
it. . All that I have done is ‘hat I
have brought the provisions of sec-
tions 16 and 52 in consonance with the
view upon which we have worked,
and it is the right of every Govern-
ment and of every Ministry to put
forth a legislation of that kind.

Therefore, I say that so far as these
provisions are concerned I think they
are necessary, for this extraordinary
law. We have acted upon them; we
propose to act upon them. Suppose,
a hard case comes up. For instance
the hon, Member, Mr, Zaidi, pointeci
out a case in which the High Court
made certain observations, And, re-
cently I came across a case in which
the Bombay High Court made certain
observations saying that although
they had not got jurisdiction to de-
cide the case, yet there were certain
relevant matters which had not been
considered by the Custodian-General
and which have a bearing on the case.
The case came before me. I sent it
to the Law Ministry for examination.
1 have not taken the final decision,
but the Law - Ministry has
very largely agreed with the obser-
vations of the High Court. In such
cases, ] propose to exercise that
power, because wherever there is an
error it must be corrected, whether
the decision goes in favour of A or in
favour of B.

The Evacuee, property pool is Iim-
portant for the refugees. It is impor-
tant for me, Because I am one of
those who believe that the rea} solu-
tion of the rehabilitation problem de-
pends upon the payment of compen-
sation. To the extent that the Evacuee
property pool is diminished, the pos-
sibility of giving proper compensation
diminishes, Therefore, I. am most
anxious to preserve it; but noy by
depriving a person of his legitimate
rights to the property. May be one
cas?, may be ten cases, may be one
hundred cases. wherever I find that
an error has been committed by the
Custodian or by the Custodian-Gene-
ral, where I find that there is a case
Tor interference, not on account of
any prejudice, or on account of likes
or dislikes. or on account of personal
grounds. but because an error has

een committed—an error of law or of
fact—or there are other good reasons, I

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 700
(Amendment) Bill

will exercise my discretion under sec-
tion 16 or section 52, whichever sec-
tion is applicable,

But 1 dare say that in regard to all
the cases in which I have restored
property under section 16, all indivi-
duals may not agree, but I have acted
conscientiously. I have acted honest-
ly. People may differ from me But
they cannot accuse me that 1 have
frittered away the property., I am
prepared to stand the test, One per-
son may not agree or another may
not agree, because there is always
disagreement among us, But the dis-
agreement must be an honest one.
Everyone must play his part honestly..
That is with regard to the Evacuee
property pool,

Several points have been raised,
and I am thankful to my friend, Pan-
dit Thakur Das Bhargava, who has
answered quite a large number of is-
sues that were raised by wvarious
Members, There are, however, two
or three points about which 1 would
like to say a few words.

One is the question of ‘intending
evacuee’. Objections have  been
raised as to why we should exempt
persons who have been declared as
intending evacuees by competent offi-
cers, Apart from what my friend,
Mr, Achint Ram, has said, namely,
that the conditions are changed, I
would like to draw the attention of
the House to sub-section (3) to sec-
tion 26 of the Administration of
Evacuee Property Act. I: lays down
that a person need not remain an ‘in-
tending evacuee’ for all times ufter
he has been declared as an ‘intending
evacuee’ once., He is put orr a sort
oi apprenticeship. . It is open to him
to present a petition for the revision
of the order six months after the
order has been vassed. Thus a pro-
vision has been made in the law for
a review from time to time. Now,
who is the person who can become
an ‘intending evacuee'? A person who
has done one of the acts mentioned in
section 2(e), namely one who has
sent some noney to Pakistan or has
acquired evacuee or abandoned pro-
perty under certain circumstances
there or who had enhtered into a deed
of exchange, etc., certain legal infer-
ences are drawn from these actions.
That action must have been doune be-
fore 18th October 1949 Since 18th
October, 1949, three and a half years
have expired and the presumption.
which arose, I think, stands totally
rebutted since he has been living in
India all along. That is one reason
why we have given the general am-
nesty, i.e.,, we feel that after the ex-
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piry of this period of three and a half
years, any intention that could be in-
ferred from certain acts that he did
stands rebutted today,

I would take this occasion to cor-
rect a little misunderstanding which
could arise and which arose from cer-
tain observations made by my friend,
Pandit Thakurdas Bhargava, with re-
gard to certain clausgs which have
been added to the definition of
evacuee. He said that—I am refer-
ring to sub-clause (1) of clause 2—the
evacuee property pool will be aug-
mented thereby, That is not the posi-
tion. Even under the existing law, a
person who sends money under cer-
tain circumstances or who acquires
abandoned or evacuee property in
Pakistan after 18th October, 1949, be-
comes an evacuee by g joint interpre-
tation of clause 2(e) and (f). That is
the position which has been main-
tained. It has not been affected €ither
-one way or the other. The only aif-
ference has been that the resultant
-effect of clause 2(e) and (f) has been
transferred to clause 2(d). So, the
position remains the same, It neither
augments the pool nor it takes away
.anything from the pool.

Mr. Zaidi, during the course of his
speech, said that evacuee property
questions are not being decided by
judiciary and he found support from
certain observations which I had
made, I said that the jurisdiction of
the civil ¢ourt has, in general, been
kept out from the Evacuee Propeily
Act. That does not mean that the
Custodians act otherwise than accor-
ding to law. The important provisions
of the Civil Procedure Code are ap-
plicable to the proceedings before the
Custodians, The manner and the
principles in which the Custodians
should function have been laid down
in the law, They are a kind of
special officers who exercise judicial
powers. Therefore, to say that
evacuee property questions, are not
being decided in a judicial manner
would be an incorrect statement.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: Under
section 16. power has been reserved
to Civil Courts,

. 8Shri A, P, Jain: Yes. Another objec-

tion was raised to what I said this
morning that on the whole the ques-
tion of the jurisdiction of the civil
court does pot form the subject mat-
ter of the Amending Bill.

Another hon, Member—I forgot his
name—referred to clause 7 of the Bill
in which it has been made clear that
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if an application under section 18 is
rejected, there will be nothing to
prevent the applicant frorn establish-
ing his title through ihe proper civil
court. We have brought nothing new
but it is just a clsrification of the
position as it stood. I would refer to
the original section 16, sun-section (3)
which says that such restoration shall
not prejudice the rights, if any, in
respect of the property which any
person may be entitled to enforce
against the versons to whom the pro-
perty has been restored, Now, the
effect of this provision is that if the
preperty is i1estored to 2 wrong per-
son, then the right person can claim
the property in a civil court; but if
the application had been wrongly re-
jected, he had no such remedy. We
have only rationalised the position
but on the whole the scheme of the
Act has been maintained as it 1is.
These are my observations with re-
gard to certain points which have
been raised and, on the whole, I feel-—
there may be a difference of opinion
here or there—the Bill, I think. will
receive a good reception. I hope the
House will pass the motion.

qu. Deputy-Speaker: The question

“That the Bill further to amend
the Administration of Fvacuee
Property Act, 1950, as reported by
the Select Committee, be taken
into consideration.”

The motion was adopted,

Clause 2— mendment of Section 2 etc.

Shri V., G. Deshpande:
move:

I beg to

¢i) In page 7, line 13, for “the 18th
day of October, 1949"” substitute “the
15th day of August, 1947".

(ii) In page 7, line 17, for “the 18th
day of October, 1949” substitute “the
15th day of October, 1947".

(iii) In page 7, after line 23, insert:

“(vi) whose wife and children
are staying in Pakistan conti-
nuously for more than two years
and afninst whom an intention to
settle in Pakistan is proved by his
conduct and other documentary
evidence”.

(iv) In page 8, omit line 5.
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Mr, Deputy-Speaker: You may
speak on all these amendments or on
the clause as a whole.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: I have
moved that in page 7, line 13, for “‘the
18th day of October, 1949" substitute
“the 15th day of August, 1947".

The purpose of this amendment is
that in the new definition of an
evacuee they have omitted the intend-
ing evacuec whereas in the defini-
tion of the intending evacuee, it was
given that—

“any person who has trans-
ferred his property or any assers
to Pakistan aiter the 15th day of
August, 1947............ ”

Now they have substituted the 18th
day of October, 1949, My submis-
sion is that those persons who have
transferred their assets to Pakistan
in between the 15th day of August
1947 and 18th day of October, 1949
escape the consequences of this mea-
sure,. My hon. friend Mr. Zaidi
pointed out that if a person who has
a property of one lakh rupees trans-
fers Rs, 4,000/- just with the sole ob-
ject of sometimes going to Pakistan
if need arises, he should not be de-
clared as an intending evacuee.
There may be cases where a person
has transferred Rs. 96,000/- out of

his property worth Rs. one lakh to
Pakistan and has retained only
Rs. 4,000/- here and is waiting for
Mr, Jain to get this measure passed
so that he may dispose it of and run
away to Pakistan. Such cases will
be exempted from the operation of
this law and therefore. as [ have
said, those who want to remain in
India we have no quarrel with them.
In fact. I have every love and affec-
tion for them. 1 was feeling that
hon. friend Mr, Zaidi was opposing
the Bill when, he said that for those
who intended to go to Pakistan, he
had no affection. My opposition is
only to those persons who are intend-
ing to go to Pakistan. My hon.
friend Mr, Bhargava does not want
to go against them also. I can under-
stand his point of view that anybody
may like to.go to Pakistan., There
is nothing wrong, My feeling is this.
I have no objection or quarrel with
even those persons who want to go
to Pakistan but I am a human being.
I do not stay in the heaven and I
have not risen to those spiritual
heights whereby I would allow Mus-
limg to have the best of both the
worlds because Pakistan is very
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strong and would not allow any pro-
perty to come here and my Govern-
ment is very liberal, very genetous
and spiritually very high, therefore,
Mus'img here should get the property
of the Hindus there,—exchange it for
a very small sum—and then again
enjoy properties here. In fact, in
their own interests, I do not want
this. In the definition of evacuee
property, this change has been 1nade;
for 14th August, 1947, it is 18th Octo-’
ber 1949. I want this to go by my
amendments Nos, 3 and 4.

Can I speak on all the amendments
now?

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: All of them
together and the clause,

Shri V. G. Deshpande: An excep-
tion has been made in the case of a
person who is staying here if he
sends*some money to Pakistan to a
member of his family. What I waat
to say is this. ‘Member of his fami-
Iy’ is a very wide term. Suppose
there is a joint family. A brother is
a member of the family; his grown
up son is a member of his family, If
he begins to send money in the name
of these people. all his earnings. all
his properti' may go away there.
Therefore, want to help the hon.
Mr. Jain, His intention is that there
should not be any genuine case of
hardship. Any member who is whot-
ly dependent upon the person resi-
ding here shou'd not be made to
suffer. Therejore, I have suggested
the change that instead of having the
words only ‘“member of his family”,
we may have “wholly dependent on
him".

Then in the definition of evacuee,
I want this clause to be inserted by
amendment No. 6, that is, to ~dd this
claugse, What I want to add is the
clause:

“(vi) whose wife and children
are staying in Pakistan continuous-
ly for more than two years and
against whom an intention to
settle in Pakistan is proved by
his conduct and other decumen-
tary evidence.”

I think that no Member of this House
should have any objection to this
clause being inserted in the definition
nf evacuee, What we say 18, the per~
son has been staying here contin-
uously for two years and we should
have no cause for suspecting his
bonafides. and his intention, [ feel
here is a case of a person who is
staying here just to rob the evacuees
of their oroperty. His wife and
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children are staying there. Not only
that. These wordg I have taken from
the original deflnition of ‘inténding
evacuee’: against whom an intention
to settle in Pakistan is proved by his
conduct and other documentary evi-
dence. My anxiety is that those per-
sons against whorn this intention to
opt out to Pakistan has been estab-
lished should not get advantage of
this generosity on the part of this
Government. Therefore, in the pre-
sent definition of ‘evacuee’ you 1inay
add this clausa:

“against wuom an inteation (o
settle in Pakistan is proved by his
conduct and other documentary
evidence.”

An objection has been raised and 1
am told that by this clause you
practically retain the ‘inten
evacuee’ clause there, I-say, certain-
ly my intention is that those who in-
tend to go to Pakistan, murst come
under the operation of the Adminis-
tration of Evacuee Property dAct, In
fact the object of this new Act is to
allow some people to escape, 1 say,
if the intention to settla in Pakistan
is oroved, they should not be allowed
to escape. I do not say that some
people, on account of suspicion rhould
be declareld as intending evacuees.
We may appoint a competent autho-
rily, may be a judicial authority or a
Custodign. 1f by his conduct aird by
documerntary evidence, his intention
is proved, that man should be de-
clared an. evacuee. I understand that
there is a Cifficulty, and that is_why
my opposition to the whole Bill 1s
there, and tuAat is why |1 have pro-
posed this amendment No. 7 where I
say:

In page 8, omit line 5.

Because in line 5 they say that
clause (e), i.c., the clause pertaining
to intending evacuees, should be
omitted, I say let the clause per-
taining to intending evacuees remain.
As 1 have said. as long as it is on the
statute book of Pakistan, it should
remain here also. I am not saying
this—let me not be misunderstood—in
any spirit of revengefulness, in the
spirit of a tooth for tooth, an eye for
an ove, Lhat becouse thev are troub-
bling Hindus, we must trouble and per-
secute loyal and innocent Muslims
here. What I am saying is that this
question of intending evacueeg fis
very important. Some veoble feel
that that danger has passed away as
flve, six years are over, but my feel-
ing is that that 1s not the case. We

485 PSD
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have seen that in the case of Bengal
yesterday we have bassed sums worth
crores of rupees for the sake of people
from Pakistan who have come here
and settled here. The: wound of
Pakistan is still alive, and those who
want to rem:iin blind to the situation,
may do so, I am a very great ad-
mirer of their generosity and spiri-
tual heights, but as a realist I face
realities as they are, an¢ I am not
prepared to accept that there are
now no Muslims left who do not in-
tend to go to Fakistan as I am not
prepared to telieve that there are nc
Hindus left in Pakistan who do not

intend to come to Hindustan, My
feeling is that. I say that they should
not go. I want that our Government

should do everything whereby they
should have a feeling that they should
not go. But, at the same time, if
there are any persons whose intention
to migrate to Pakistan is proved and
established by documeatary evidence
or by their conduct, I feel that this
clause (e) should not be omitted, As
[ have said, you cannot declare ag an
evacuec a person who is an intending
evacuee. There is some lacuna, some
contradiction. Therefore, I again
epneal tc them  to omit this line §
which wants to omit this definition of
an intending evacuee, I want that
this category of intending evacuee
should remain because the problem
remains,

I do not say anything in a spirft of
retaliation or revengefulness, I say
the reality of the situation demands
that this provision should be retain-
ed, This is all I have to submit re-
garding the amendments to Clausa 2.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
moved:

Anmendments

" (i) In page 7, line 13, for “the 18th
day of October, 1949” substitute “the
I5th day of August, 1947"

(li) In page 7, line 17, for “the 18th
day of October, 1949” substitute “the
15th day of October, 1947"

(iii) In page 7, after line 23, insert:

“(vi) whose wife and chi'dren
are staying in Pakistan conti-
nuously for more than two years
and against ‘whom an 1ntentiun to
settle in Pakistan js proved by
his conduct and other docuen-
tary evidence;”

{iv) In page 8, omit line 5.
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st dto g0 TR (FTETg—
Heag—arqafas arfaar) @ 781 aga
¥ qremr a1 Ffew gk fegw (whip)
q saT (closure) =m fear &
gafed Al SSAT JIFAT | A FEA
78 & f fegeam @ @A A farelt
9T W s F3E & faere € 1 SR
T8 qEowT gy ar fard g1 | 3fww o
2fen @R (intending evacuee)
 9TT N GEIT FT F I T
w2 fFIuT ¥ A et wy et
(property) @ & vt & sitx aidra
Tifaal # qFE g § 1 W
qrE FTE ¥ TF 09 97147 & | R
FET & 9§ 9 SW F qTq qGgT
I=Er @ ¥ g ¢ Q¥ wga § 1 >
TH 3@ & 9 Fg T2 § fF o
# fagges #1& (scheduled caste)
ST FY 37 F Fy T G Iy e
qiffa™ 99 a4, ¥fFT @ A
¥ T 9T A ATTH ATEA AT I AT
gg wiw o f5 fegee s
(scheduled caste) a=i
firdy or @@ ¥@Y et 1 @ #
g fafreeT wga & goaT @A
g f& Y 3w ard § 3T & S 9
fadfr ag gwwAe  (permanent)
g ¥ faxft ar @ qEeww o
WEW dq IT ¥ F H @
W oaw oz oaw@ wr faedr ard
girsgdfem g f& g AR
Fef §# WY wdw e ow el
@ Fg A [EOAE AT A E
3T & 2 &Y ot & 1 wrorTfeRy § aga
§ faegee wree(scheduled caste)
& fr &\ T & rorar Aq wonfagi
¥ fod Y W & 3fF N g
et ¥ o & gt g W 99 & o
i T T FW | W IR @ faw
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(Bill) T s+t e 7 3t §3
FE € | Ao A g § | R
foa #1¢ s> fefsdam (Clarification)
fafreex aga &Y o ¥ 1 wfed
fr ot s fomr ot fires s g g
Ffog geR fasorg | spre gEm
T AT A M qEewe Sa
I IT A I ¥ F} L ar
Az ( amendment ) 2wrE
ft & frar § 9@ M| FHyT w@O
wifggd 1 ok wf e & ¥
T T F 9T T AT TR AL AT
argan § 1 7 faw fafreex (Minister)
TR ¥ g T A g g 7
TaeTs {4 freges $1 ( scheduled
caste ) sr v afcfeafa griv
Fq A gER I BN, FhT 794G

" AT BRI o1 ¥ fod Fedfemw

(Custodian ) # aww & afew
(notice) ==r war &R Afew
(notice) # four & f& gm anft =
qraY | Iy w7 Qar fewr e d
@ 38 7 ft 70 vd7 ¢/ freges
sz (scheduled caste) ¥ &wr
g1 drag o sfevr  (ruling) &,
FAT &, 99 ¥ 8 ®4 ( firm )
T wifed form & ar ol & g of
3 &1 | g g o gafeq 78 &
qEeaH TR {feew o & &, g
FAG a& g, T § & Wwrg s
FTTFCHHAFW & | TAR IR T8 7
g agm &, A &, g} €, 1 Ay
&, ¥ T 1 grow & 1 7g g wfgd
& Y oot T & a8 T @t g
R M A & I Y I Fw@AT
arfgd | & A F G0 a7 AT W
TR G @A &, Wifw ag S o
NE g A g, Q& A A §
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wgT % gl w1 qwr AT & @
fareft aret & a1y Y 7 §, RT IF
T AT E, G AT FCIT )

a AT FgaT ag & fov orgi o Fewgaft
(refugee) &mi = waw § @
& e oY FgaT w7 weT T A
aifed, I & a9 ST 7Y AT =vfed |
ot agfead 97 A fre @ & ag fae
wifgd | fogafy  (refugee) & fod
gt et &), 2R, 3fFa wAFAfE
W F A AgEaT @ |

ware gen fay : faedr ot 2
oford )

St fYo G0 T : A AT TET
& AT 1 F Ty T TG E | AT Ty
(enquiry) #T & erem ar W
WM IAWMIST TEAITAE
gaTdr Y gfed¥z  (independent)
HATT §, AL TAAT ATEAT E |

a1 Y 1% FT AR ThwT AgRT
3 oY Ato #1917 (chance) fear
g @R o a1 w9 w1 AV faam @
IqE forr & v FATE

Shri Mulchand Dube (Farrukhabad
Distt.—North): I would like to speak
a few words on the amendmeni that
is just now being discussed. The pro-
posed sub-clause (v) does not seem to
me to be quite clear. It seeks to
make a distinction between acquisi-
tions made by person and the acqui-
sitions made by members of his fami-
ly; in the one case, it is only by way of
purchase or exchange, while in the
other case, it is ‘in any manner what-
soever’, The sub-clause reads:

“(v) who has, after the 18th
day of October 1949, acquired, if
the acquisition has been made in
person, by way of purchase or ex-
change, or, if the acquisition has
been made by or through a nem-
ber of his family, in any manner
whatsoever, any right to, interest
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in, or benefit from, any property
which is trcated as evacuee or
abandoned property under any
law for-the time being in force in
Pakistan.”

I do not quite understand the prin-
ciple underlying the differentiation
that is being made between acquisi-
tion in person and acquisition through
the members of a person’s family. I,
therefore, propose for the considera-
tion of the hon. Minister, whether he
could alter the clause in the following
manner:

“(v) who has, after the 18th day
of October 1949, acquired directly
or indirectly, by way of purchase
or exchange, or gift accepted by
him, any right to, interest in, ar
benefits from any property...... "

I suppose that this would make it
quite clear. In that case, the ex-
planation giving the definition of a
‘member of the family’ may have 1o
be deleted. I put this for the consi-
sideration of the hon, Minister, so
that if he chooses, he could make this
amendment.

Shri A. P. Jain: With regard to
amendmenis Nos. 3 and 4, the inten-
tion is that those who were treated as
intending evacuees under the present
law—by ‘intending evacuees’ I mean
persons who suffer disabilities under
section 19—should be treated as eva-
cuees. I am sorry I cannot accept
that amendment, If a person goes to
Pakistan after selling his property
then section 40 is there anl any tran-
saction entered into by him by way
of sale, puichase etc. can be ques-
tioned under section 19.

Then there is, though it has not
been moved, amendment No. 5—
‘wholly dependent on him’. I am
afraid that the hon. Member has not
seen the definition of ‘member of the
family’ contained in the original Act,
i.e. ‘member of the family mreans any
member of the family of any person
who is wholly dependent upon the
earnings of such person’, So that is
unnecessary.

Then with regard to amendment
No. 6, he wants to make the clause
even harder than what it is at pre-
sent because only those persons who
commit one of the acts mentioned in
clause 2(e), viz., send money or ac-
quire property or do any «f those acts,
betome evacuee, Mere inientton to
migrate as can be inferred from cer-
tain other acts does not render a per-
son as evacuee even if that occurs
after the 18th October 1949. There:
fore. this amendment is not -ccept
able to me.

1 oppose all the amendments.
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. Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

In page 7, line 13, for “the 18th day
of October 1949” substitute “the 15th
day of August 1947".

The motion was negatived.

; Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The questior‘x
CH

In page 7, line 17 for “‘the 18th day
f October 1949” substitute “the 15th
day of October 1947

The motion was negatived.

~ Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The gquestion
IS:

In page 7 after line 23, insert:
“(vi) whose wife and children
are staying in Pakjstan continu-
ously for more than two years
and against whom an intention
to settle in Pakistan is proved by

his conduct and other documen-
tary evidence.”

The motion was negatived.

. Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The questivn
s:

In page 8, omit line 3,
The motion was negatived.
l{‘Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question

“That clause 2 stand

rt of
the Bill."” pa

The motion was adopied.
Clause 2 was added to the BIll,

Clauses 3 to 4 were added to the Bill,
Clause 5.—(Amendment of Section 12)
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Mr. Deshpande.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: I am moving
my arnendment, Sir. I thought the
House would adjourn. because there
was no adjournment for tea even, and
we are Interested in the Bill. It was
not adjourhed even for half an hour.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I am =0 8orry
The hon. Member is taking interest.
Whoever takes inlerest suffers.
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Shri V. G. Deshpande: I beg to

move: .
In page 8, for lines 42 to 50, substitute:

“Provided that in the case of
any lease granted before the i4th
day of August 1947 the lessee has
rendered himself liable to eviction
by virtue of any law for the time
being in force in the State in
which the property ig situate.”

in fact, section 12 of the principal
Act was amended by the Select Com-
mittee. The original Act was: “where
guch allotment, lease or agreemeat
has been granted or entered into *after
the 14th day of August 1947",

7 PM.

It was found out that those who had
obtained such leases or allotinent be-
fore the fourteenth day of August
could not be interfered with and.even
if there were some lapseson their part
the Custodian of Evacuee Property
could not be interfered with and even
the original Bil] it was suggested that
in place of “entered into after the 14th
day of August 1947” they had better
pu/t}.7 ‘or after the 14th day of August
M7

Then, it was pointed out that the
Custodian should not have this power
and he should not be in a position to
misuse it. Therefore, the powers
were restricted only to those two
cases, ‘sub-let, assigned or . otherwise
parted with the possession of the whute
or any part of the property leased to
him or has used or is using that pro-
perty for purposes other than that for
which it has heen leased to him’.

Then, we pointed out that even this
will leave many undesirable things and
the power may be misused and there-
fore this amendment which has been
suggested is this:

In page 8. for lines 42 to 50, substitute:

“Provided that in the case of
any lease granted before the 14th
day of August. 1947 the lessee has
rendered himself liable to evic-
tion by virtue of any law for the
time being in force in the State
in which the property is situate.”

I need not speak much on this
amendment, I hope the hon. Minister
will accept this amendment because
this covers all the points. There can
be no difficulty in  dcceptiig  this
amendmaeant,
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Mr. Deputy-speaker: Amendment

moved:

.
In page 8, for lines 42 to 50, substi-
tute:

“Provided that in the case of
any lease granted before the 14th
day of August, 1947, the lessee
has rendered himself Jiable to
eviction by virtue of any law for
the time being in force in the
State in which the property is
situate.”

Shei A, P. Jain: This clause was
thoroughly discussed. There were
two points of view; one that the Cus-
todian should have all the powers
with respect to persons who have
been living on evacuee property be-
fore the 14th August, 1947. There
was the other school of thought which
said “these are the persons who have
been continuing in occupation ' from
normal times;” let abnormal powers
not apply to them. Therefore a sort
of compromise was struck wherein
on'y belatant cases, namely, where the
pre-15th August, 1947 tenant _had sub-
let the tenancy rights or had used the
property for purposes other than thusze
for which it was let might be dealt
with by the Custodian under his sum-
mary power. But, in any other case
the Custodian must go to a court of
law. I think that is a hcalthy provi-
sion because whatever might be said.
yet the normal law should function as
it is, and, particularly, in the case of
persons who have been {n occupation
for a 16ng time, whether it be the Cus-
todian, who is to sue. or any other
landlord. Therefore, I am sorry
cannot accept the amendment.

; Mr. Depuly Spealer: The questinn
8’

In page 8, for lines 42 to 50, substi-
tute:

“Provided that in the case ot
any lease .granted before the 14th
day of August. 1947, the lesseo
has rendered himself liable to evic-
tion by virtue of any law for the
time being in force in the St.ate
in which the property is situate.”

The motion was negatived.

. Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
is:

The auestion

“That clause 5 stand part of the
BilL”
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The motion, was adopted.
Clause 5 was added to the BIill.

Clause 6 was added to the Bill,

Clause 7.— (Amendment of section
16 etc.)

Shri V. G. Deshpande: This is a
very important amendment I am mov-
ing. Sir. I beg to move:

11 page 9, lines 47 and 48.—tor “the
Central . Government or person
authorised by it in this behau" substi-
tute “an evacuee judge to be appointed
by the Central Government from
amongst the present or retired Judges
of High Courts.”

The provision that is proposed in
this Bill is:

“Restoration of evacuee proper-
ty.—(1) Subject to such rules as
may be made in this behalf, the
Central Government or any per-
son authorised by it in this behalf
may, on application made to it ot

im by an evacuce or by any per-
son claiming to he the heir of an
evacuee, and, on being satishied
that it is just or proper so Lo do,
grani to the applicant a certificate
statipg that any evacuee property
which has vested in the Custodian
and_to which the applicant wauld
have been entitled if this Act
were not in force, shall be restor-
ed to him.”

This is a very sweeping power and .
while giving this power the House
ought to think very seriously. The
hon. Minister has given an assurance,
I do not doubt his bona fides. As he
had said. we may differ from his judg-
ment, but whatever he has done, he
has done honestly and with the best
of motives. @ Whatever he or his col-
leagues in the Cabinet have done has
been done with the hest of motives.
But the best of motives should not be
the only criterion. The interests of
the country, of the refugees and of
justice should also be borne in mind.
We do not want any Minister to be
vested with such powers. [ would
call this a.lawless law. in fact. Thr
provision says thdt they can proceed
as if this Act did not exist. It tem-
porarily suspends the Act. 1T o not
want such a power to be given to the
Minister. So long as Mr. Jain occu-
pies this post, matters may be dealt
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with great honesty, but we do not
know whether he will continuously
and for limitless times occupy this
onerous post.

Sardar Hukam Singh: He will wind
up the whole thing.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: If he does
<. 1 do not know what will happen.
My contention is that if the House
wishes these decisions to be taken.
then the power should be given, not
to any Government or to any person
authorised by it, but there should be
a post of Evacuee Judge created from
among the present or retired judges of
the High Court. If this is done at a
judicial level, there would be no ob-
jection at all. My point is that lf
any Minister were to do it. he can d«:
it for political reasons. I do not say
that political reasons are not always
honest reasons, They may have cer-
tain high ideals, which according to
me are not very good. Every ’duy
they talk of communalism. My .eel:
ing is that tomorrow they may cancei
the community projects, because the
word “community” figures there. 1
do not know what a Government in
its perverse zeal can or cannot do. ac-
cording to its potions of sec.ular‘nsm.
natjonalism ana all kinds of ‘isms’, In
the end, justice may be sacrificed. That
is why I want that the power should
not be given to a Minister, I do not
‘even mind an executive officer work-
ing under a Minister being entrusted
this job, but even a Minister with the
best of motives should not be given
this power. He may use it even ‘mr
getting votes” I should not say it. tut
this is my fear. I do not say that
the present Ministers are doing o,
but if a certain party is in majority in
certain parts, such considerations r4n
come into play. Worse parties mAay
cume into power.  So, they may use
this pawer for getting electoral suc-
cess. They may misuse it. That is
why I suggest that this should not re
made a party question, and my am-
endment should be accepted.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Amendment
moved:

In page 9, lines 47 and 48 for “the
Centx?alg ent or any pero‘og
authorised by it in this beha'f
substitute “an cvacuez judge to !
be appointed by the Central Gov-
ernment from amongst the preser'z‘t
or retired Judges of High Courts”.
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Pandit K. C., Sharma (Meerut
Distt.—South): This designation “Ev-
acuee Judge” denotes a fantastic con-
ception. A judge should be valued
as an honest and well-meaning man.
These perversities should end, 1t is
the height of perversity to use the
word “evacuee” before “Judge.”’

Sardar Hukam Singh: Why should
my hon. friend feel so much simply
because the title is “Evacuee Judge™?
We entrust certain functions tc &
judge, whoever he might be, and whe-
ther we call him Evacuee .ludge or
hon. Judge, it matlers little. The
name can be changed. It is only the
duties entrusted to him thai matter.
All that my hon. friend Mr. Deshpande
suggested was that because this work
connected with evacuee property is
going to be entrusted to him he might
be called “Evacuee Judge.” There
should be no reason why exception
should be taken to it.

Then the hon. Minister said with
some vehemence that wherever he
felt satisfied he had given certificates
and he would give certificates. We
have no objection, Wherever he
feels satisfied he is competent to give
certificates. He is all in all; he has the
power and he can exercise it. We on
this side at least cannot by any means
object to it. But we shall be grate-
fu! if he would be kind enough to {ell
us what is the number of cases in
which he has exercised this power un-
der Section 16, and also the number of
cases in which he has exercised his
power under Section 52. We would
also like to know whether it was after
some High Court or judicial authority
had teken objection to the way in
which the Custodian had exercised his
discretion that this power was exercis-
ed and if so whether the Law Minis-
try was consulted. Can he also give
us an assurance that in future also he
would exercise his discretion in this
manner under these sections only
when cases have been examined by
the High Courts or by his Ministry. or
whether there would be other reasons.
Tt is quite all right to feel satisfied.
but he should have some grounds
to feel so.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:
There is no doubt about the fact that
Sections 16 and 52 invest the execu-
tive with extraordinary powers. But
all the same. 1 have to submit that in
the present stage of evacuee property
law this oower is absolutely neces-
sary. 1 do not want to repeat what
fel from the hon. Minister himself
previously, that this law has . npeen
changing. Previously, when we
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started, if apy person or the family of
a person had not gone to Pakistan
but to another province or place in
India even then the property became
evacuee property. In such hard
cases where Is the power to do jus-
tice to these people?

I remember another case, _On ac-
count of agreement between Pakistan
ana India some properties were re-
garded as non-evacuee properties,
for instance the shares in certain
companies, etc. According to our
law as it then stood, there was diffe-
rence of opinion; the Custodian-
General was of the opinion that these
shares were evacuee property, where-
as eccording to the Agrcement and
according to the notification of Gov-
ernment it was not evacuee property.
In such cases when the law has been
rhanging. there is no point in not
having a law under which the Execu-
tive can do justice,

Even in criminal courts, where
death sentence 1is given the Execu-
tive is given the power of reprieve, I
know of cases in which courts have
giver. orders for hanging a person
and we have upproached the authori-
tles and convinced them that the man
was innocent and he was given re-
prieve. So. these powers are given
to do justice.

Sardar Hukam Singh: Mercy peti-
tions.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava.
Quite right. 1 should say it 1s a
divine power of doing justice, I am
not in favour of divine power. But
when the entire 1iw is such that it
cannot be justified on altruistic prin-
ciples, T am of the opinion that this
power is absolutely necessary.

If you will kindly see section 352 it
has been changed; it has been rationa-
lised. It does not deal with indivi-
dual properties, it deals with classes
of property or classes of persons, The
only power under which justice can
be given is section 16. I am per-
feetly satisfled that the present hon.
Minister or any other hon. Minister
has not abused this power so [ar.
They have always been used for the
purpuse of deing justice.  There is
no room for apbrehensiop in our
minds. If anything wrong is done
here is the legislature and the matter
can  be brought before it. I there-
fore say that this section should re-
main. So far as the question of
evacuee judge is concerned, I am
very happy that my hon. friend Sar-
dar Hukam Singh has come to the
help of my hon, friend Mr. Desh-
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pande. At the same time I do not
know what is the meaning of the
word “Evacuee Judge”. If you say
“refugee” I can understand.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: I meant
Evacuee’s Property Judge.
Dr. S. P. Mookerjee (Calcutta

South-East): Like Rent Controller.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava;
That person has to be found out of
the cadre of High Court Judges.

Dr. S. P. Mookerjee: In charge
of evacuees.
Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:

Are there any evacuees from whom
a t'}—hgh Court Judge can be found
out?

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: I am afraid
there is a misspprehepnsion. It is
something like the Divorce Court.
The Court does not marry. It the
hon. Minister agrees with the sub-
stance of the amendment, the ﬁphra—
seology car. be modified.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:
What is that judge? Let it be
Evacuee Property Judge. What are
his functions?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The point is
this. Instead of clothing the Cen-
tral Government with the power. he
wants a High Court Judge to carry
out all those functions which are now
vested in the Central Governmenl un-
der this section.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava;
Let us examine this provision all the
same. Suppose Government ap-
points a judge. What will be his
functions? This  section speaks of
two kinds of cases, cases in which
powers have been reserved for civil
courts in the first instance. Suppose
the Government gave a certificate,
and even ther the Custodian-Geperal
did not accept the title, The power
has been reserved to the person,
whose case is not accepted by the
Custodian-General. to go to a civil
court, Even that has to be changed.
And then the question of title has to
be decided, and it has again to be
seen by the Custodian-General. So
this mere amendment will not serve
the purpose.  Unless there is some-
thing which changes the entire sec-
tion, this amendment it accepted
would make it worse, it will be mean-
ingless.

Shri A, P. Jain: I oppose the umend-
ment.
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Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

In page 9, lines 47 and 48, for “the
Central Government or any person
authorised by it in this behalf” substi-
tute “an evacuee judge to be appoint-
ed by the Central Government from
amongst the present or retired judges
of High Courts.” .

The motion was negatived.

‘sMr. Deputy-Speaker: ‘The question

“That clause 7 stand part of the
Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 7 was added to the Bill.

Clause 3.— (Substitution of new
section etc.)

Shri A. P. Jain: I beg to move:

(i) In page 10, line 36, before ‘“where”
insert “(1)"; and

(ii) In page 11, after line 4, insert—

“(2) Where any person acquires
or has acquired any rights under
a Prcovincial ‘Act or a State Act in
respect of any property by reason
of being in possession of that pro-
perty, whether in pursuance of a
grant, lease, or allotment made by
the Custodian or otherwise, the
acquisitiqn of such rights shali
nol in any way affect or be deem-
ed L0 have allected the rights and
powers conferred on the Custodian
under this Act in respect of that
property"”.

The neceyssity for moving this
amendment has arisen on account of
certain land reform laws that are
being passed in States, in particular
in Uttar Pradesh. The Zamindari
Abolition Acl has been passed there
and certain other cnactmeats have
also been passed as a result of which
persons to whom the Custodian had
granted leases for a short period, a
period of one year or two years, nave
applied for what are known as bhoo-
midari rights. Persons who had
taken unlawful possession when some
Muslims migrated to Pakistan have
also applied for acquisition of bhoomi-
dari rights. The provincial laws are
not very clear in that respect, and
certain difficulties of interpretation
arose. I had exiensive correspon-
dence with the Government of Uttar
Pradesh and they agreed that some
such clarification was needed, The
question then arose whether the clari-
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fication should be made by the State
in their laws or we should make
here &nd this clause has been put’ m
here with a view to clarifying the
position, ie., a temporary allottee
who acquires his rights from a Cus-
todian or a person who has trespass-
ed on the evacuee land is not entitled
to the bhoomidari rights or the higher
rights of occupancy because the pro-
perty is a special kind of property
which is meant to be utilised for the
benefit of the displaced persons. Thot
is in regard to the application. All
other things will have to be worked
out but this amendment, I believe, 1is
necessary.

Dr, S. P. Mookerjee: How will the
insertion of this clause affect the laws
which might have been passed by the
State L.egislatures?

Shri A. P. Jain;: Under the Concur-
i-ent List we are entitled to pass that
aw.

Dr. S. P. Mookerjee: [t is doue with -
the approval of the States.

Shri A, P. Jain: I will not put an
amendment without referring to the
States.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:

The question
is.

(i) In page 10, line 36, before “where”
insert “(1)”; and

(ii) In page 11, after line 4, insert—

“(2) Where any person acquires
or has acquired any rights under
a Provincial Act or a State Act in
respect of any property by reason
of being in possession of that pro-
perty, whether in pursuance »f a
grani, lease, or allotment made
by the Custodiap or otherwise,
the acquisition of such rights
shall not in any way affect or oe
deemed to have affected the
rights and powers conferred on
the Custodian under this Act in
respect of that property”.

The motion was adopted.

; Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
5.

“That clause 8, as
stand part of the Bm

The motion was adopted.

. amended.

Clause 8, as amended, was added
to the Bill

Clause 9, was added to the Bill,
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Clause 10— (Amendment of section 24)

Col. Zaldi: First of all. I have to
remove the impression inadvertently
created by me that I looked upon the
functioning and the existence of these
officers as non-judicial. All I meant
‘was that their work is not subjected
to review or appeal by the civil courts
and I apologise for creating the
understanding in the minds of the
hon, Minister. So far as this propos-
ed amendment is concerned, I cer-
tainly was of the opinion that on sub-
stantial points of law, it would be a
good thing to give some power to the
High Court but it was pointed out by
the hon. Minister that this is against
the fundamental set up of the very
Act. 1 do net quite accept that be-
cause even in taxation Statutes like
the Income-tax Act where the whole
thing is left to the departmental offl-
cers. in the last resort there is some
little reference allowed to the High
<Court.  Although the whole struc-
ture does not contemplate the Inter-
ference of civil courts, still, in view
of the hon. Minister’s assurauce even
at the beginning of his speech this
evening, I do not press this.

: Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
S
“That clause 10 stand part of the
Bill”.

The motion was adopted.
Clause 10 was added to the Bill,

Clauses 11 and 12 were added to
the Bill.
Clause 13.— (Substitution of new sec-
tions for sections 40 and 41)

Shri Mohiuddin (Hyderabad City):
I beg to move:

In page 12, for lines 9 to 13, substi-
tutes—

“(i) the value of the property
or the aggregate value of the pro-
perties transferred is less than
three thousand rupees:

Provided that the transferor does
not transfer property belonging
to him of a velue of three thou-
sand rupees or more within a
period of one year from the date
of the transfer;”.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shrimati
Renu Chakravartty not in her seat;
those amendments not moved.

Col. Zaidi: I am not moving Amend-
ment No. 14. '

Shel A, P. Jain: I beg to move:

«Y In page 12, lines 38 and 39, for

e ian has rejected any appli-
cation tor confirmation thereof” substi-
485 PRD
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tute “any application for confirmation
thereof has been rejected”.

(ii) In page 12, line 46, after “‘Cus~
todian may” insert:

“and shall where the application
for confirmation was rejected by
the Custodian General, if the
Custodian General so directs”.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Amendment
23 not moved.

These three amendments 12, 16 and
17 are moved. Amendments moved:

In page 12, for lines 9 to 138, substl-
tute:

(1) the value of the 'groperty
or the aggregate value of the pro-
perties transferred is less than
three thousand rupees:

Provided that the transferor
does not trapsfer property belong-
ing to him of a value of <{hree
thousand rupees or more within a
period of one year from the date
of the transfer;”.

In page 12, lines 38 and 39, for “the
Custodian has rejected any application
for confirmation thereof” substitute
“any application for a confirmation
thereof has been rejected”.

In page 12, line 46, after “Custodian
may” insert:

“and shall where the application
for confirmation was rejected by
the Custodian General, if the Cus-
todian Generat so directs”.

Shri Mohiuddin: Amendment No.
12 is only an amendment to make the
intention of the Bill and the wording
of the particular clause clear. The
existipg clause of the Bill reads:

‘““(c) Where the transfer is made

" after the commencement of the

Administration of Evacuee Proper-
ty (Amendment) Act, 1852,

(i) the value of the property
transferred is less than three
thousand rupees:

Provided that the transferor
does not transfer any other pro-
perty belonging to him within a
period of one year from the date
of the transfer;”.

Now. if, according to this wording,
a trarsferor has transferred prpperty
of the value of Rs. 500/- within one
year, he exhausts the concession given
to him under this clause, whilc the
intention of the clause as originally
passed by the Select Committee was
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that the maximum value of the pro-
perty which he could transfer in one
year is Rs. 3,000 The amendment
that I have moved makes that point
clear so that his right to transfer a
maximum of Rs. 3,000 a year is retain-
ed. That is why I have moved this
amendment: Instead of lines 9 to 13,
the following words be substiiuied:

“the value of the property or
the aggregate value of the proper- -
ties transferred is less than thre
thousand rupees: :

Prqvided that the transfecor
does not transfer property belong-
ing to him of a value of three
thousand rupees or more within a
period of one year from the date
of the transfer;”.

1 hope the hon. Minister will accept
this amendment.

Shri A. P. Jain: I accept the gist of
the amendment, but I have redrafted
it. I would rather put it in a different
form. 1 move the following in sub-
stituttion of Shri Mohiuddin’s amend-
ment:

In clause (c) of sub-section (2) of
i;gction 40, as substituted by clause

(a) for sub-clause (i) and the pro-
viso thereto, the following sub-clause
shall be substituted, namely:

“(i) the value of the property
or properties transferred in any
one year is less than three thou-
sand rupees; or”;

(b) In sub-clause (ii) the words ‘“the
value of the property exceeds three
thousand rupees but” shall be omitted.

Col. Zaidi: The only other thing
that I may be permitted to say is that
the original proirosal regarding the
fixing of a slightly higher amount so
far as the poorer sections of the peo-
ple are concerned was modifled by
the Select Committee and the amount
was reduced to Rs, 3,000, The capi-
tal value of any property is very,
very small relief, and I wonder if the
hon. Jinister would be pleased to
take into consideration fixing of a
hi%?er amount as contemplated origi-
nally.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: My sub-
mission is that the limit of Rs. 5,000
fs high. A point was raised that
goor men who want to go back to

akistan after receiving property
s}}ould: not be opposed. realise the
sincerity of the proposal, but now a
suggestion is being made that in the
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interests of the poorer people, the
Umit should be raised from Rs. 5,000/~
to Rs. 5,000 Poor people sending
Rs. 5,000 and richer people sending
Rs. 10,000/~ is very funny. If their
claims and if their professions about.
loyalty to India are true. they should
not think of sending Rs. 3,000 or
Rs. 5,000/- or such big sums to Paki-
stan. My submission is thai this.
should not be allowed, and the limit.
may be even lessened if possible.

Col. Zaidi: On a point of personal
explanation, nothing is farther from
my mind than to suggest that a;g;
man should be allowed send
5,000/- to Pakistan or even Rs. 1,000/-,
All T suggested was that if persunal
reasons like marriage of a daughter
or a call of business or any litigation
or some other genuine grounds com-
pel a person to sell his property, he

‘may be allowed to do so to a limit of

Rs. 5,000/-. There is no question of
transferring money from India to any
other country,

Pandit K, C. Sharma: But, if he is
not allowed to sell his property above
Rs. 3,000/, it is in the interests of the:
man himself, because then he would
be made to work harder and harder,
He will benefit and the people will
benefit.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

In clause (c) of sub-section 2 of sec-
tion 40, as substituted by clause 13—

(a) for sub-clause (i) and the pro-
viso thereto the following sub-clause
shall be substituted:

)
“() The value of the property or
properties transferred in any one
year is less than three thousand
rupees; or’; .

(b) in sub-clause (li), the words
“the value of the property exceeds
three thousand rupees but” shall be
omitted.

This is only a formal verbal amend-
ment in substitution of Amendment
gg; 12 moved by Mr. Ahmed Mohiud-

The motion was adopted.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Now, the other
two amendments moved on behalf of
Government,

Dr. S. P, Mookerjee: He bas not
spoken, .
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He need not
speak. Nobody has spoken against
them. Therefore, the hon. Minister
need not explain, Further, these are

formal. The question is:

In page 12, lines 38 and 39, for “the
Custodian has rejected any a lication
for confirmation thereof” stitute;
“any application for conﬂrmatlon
thereof has been rejected”.

The motion was adopted.

. Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

In page 12, line 46, atter “Custodian
may” insert:

“and shall where the application
for confirmation was rejected by
the Custodian General, if the Cus-
todian General so directs".

The motion was adopted.

Pandit Thakurdas Bhargava:
I wnuld like to speak just for half a
minute. Clause 13 has been libera-
lised by the hLon. Minister in a very
good way, and I must pay my tribute
to him. The liberalised provision
will meet cases in which the t{ransfer
was held to be out of date or in which
it was proved that as a matter of fact
the transfer was made in good faith,
but the consideration was inadequate.
In many cases. the officers have not
confirmed such transfers, Justice is
being done by this provision to those
casés. I want to record my appre-
ﬁxatxon of what the hon. Minister has

qQne

‘sMr. Deputy-'Speakor: The question

“That clause 13, as amended,

stand part of the BilL”
The motion was adopted.

20 FEBRUARY 1953

Evacuee Property 726
(Amendment) Bill

Clause 13. as amended, was added
to the Bill.

Clauses 14 to 17 were added
to the Bill.

Clause 1 was added to the Bill.

The Title and the enacting formula
were added to the Bill.

Shri A, P. Jain: I beg to move:
“That the Bill as amended, be

passed.”

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: In Clause I,
1953 - should be inserted instead of
1952 since the Act has not been pass-
ed in 1952. " So, in clause 1, and in
other clauses where such a 2onsequ-
ential amendment is necessary, the
necessary amendments will be made
by the Parlisment Secretariat.

Sardar Hukam Singh: Now, Sir......

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There is no
time left for any speeches. Hon.
Members will know that from Mon-
day onwards, for three days ihere
will be General discussion on the Rail-
way Budget. Immediately afterwards
the demands for grants are taken up.
Tomorrow, we are not meeting. After
the Railway Budgdt, the General
Budget is presented, and then 1t will
go on till the 4th of April. There-
fore if it is possible, we shall finish
this Bill today. The other Bills
would not be taken up now.

Sardar Hukam Singh: I forego my
right, Sir. )
. M. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

“That the Bill, as amended, be
passed.”
The motion was adopted.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House
will now stand adjourned till 2 P.M.
on Monday the 23rd February, 1953.

The House then adjourned till Two
of the Clock on Monday, the 23rd
February, 1983,





