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GOVERNMENT PREMISES EVIC
TION)  AMENDMENT BILÎ ontd.

Mr. Speaker;  The House will now 
take up further consideration of the 
following motion moved by  Sardar 
Swaran Singh on the 22nd of August:

“That  the  Bill  further  to 
amend the Government Premises 
(Eviction) Act, 1950, as reported 
by  the  Select  Committee,  be 
taken into consideration.”

Shri Kamath (Hoshangabad):  Sir,
may I invite your attention to the fact 
that out of the total of ten hours 
allotted for the  consideration  and 
passing of this Bill, only one hour and 
ten minutes have been taken so far. 
We have stiU got eight hours and 45 
minutes for this Bill.

Mr. Speaker: What  is it  that the 
hon. Member wants?

Shri Kamath: Yesterday, I got the 
impression from your remarks  that 
you wanted to expedite this Bill.

Mr. Speaker: I am always anxious 
to exi>edite any Bill,  It should  be 
consistent with the time allotted.

Shri Kamath: Ten hours have been 
allotted.

Mr. Speaker: I will ask  the  hon. 
Member to speak for fifteen minutes. 
I do not want to shorten the time that 
was allotted. If there are a number 
of hon. Members who are prepared to 
speak, I will certainly give time.  I 
cannot have a consolidated fimd for 
time so that whatever balance is left 
out of this item can be utilised for 
some other work, I found that many 
hon. Members  were not interested 
and a few only spoke on it.  I, there
fore, said that if one more h  ̂is 
allotted it may be enough.  I am not 
going to hustle anybody.

Shri Kamath: Sir, you have mis
understood me.  When Pandit Thakur 
Das Bhargava yesterday said that he 
wanted to make a one-hour  speech; 
your remarks created the impression 
that you wanted to hustle matters, 
though you did not perhaps mean to 
hustle.

Mr. Speaker: He started by saying 
that he had already spoken for one 
hour each on two occasions and on 
the third occasion also he wanted to 
speak for one hour.  I  thought  he 
was going to repeat the same thing; 
nothing more than that  I am not 
going to hustle any hon. Member.  He 
may speak leisurely.  I  will  give 
opportunity to all hon. Members.

Shri M. K. Moitra (Calcutta—North
west):  Sir,  yesterday,  from  the
Second Five Year Plan I showed the 
principles that the Government have 
laid down for acquiring slums and 
improving them.  The points that the 
Cxovemment should pay attention to 
in improving the slums are, that there 
should be minimum dislocation  of 
slum dwellers and to re-house them 
at or near the existing sites so that 
they may not be uprooted from their 
place of  employment.  This  is  the 
yardstick with which  this  measure 
will have to be judged.  And, if we 
apply this, we find that these princi
ples have been flagrantly flouted in 
this BilL 

What does the Bill say?  The Bill 
says that in beautiful cities there must 
not  be  slums;  the  slum  dwellers 
should be removed from the precincts 
of the «ity to a  distant  place,  no 
matter whether their economic life is 
dislocated or  not.  Not  only  that. 
The Government have extended  the 
scope of this Bill, and the Govern
ment, in this Bill, have proposed that 
even the local authorities will have 
the power to requisition premises for 
their use by uprooting  these  poor 
dwellers.

Sir, what is the necessity of crying 
from house-tops that the Government 
have adopted such measures for im
provement of slums, for the comforts 
of poor artisans, cobblers, vegetable 
dealers and such other poor workers, 
and then coming before the  House 
and saying that to make  the  city 
beautiful the Government will drive 
these poor artisans,  poor  workers, 
poor refugees, far beyond the precincts 
of  the  city?  This  appears  to  be 
curious.
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The Select Committee  heard  evi- 
aences of the following associations: 
the All India  Refugee  Association; 
the Jawahar Nagar Refugee Quarters* 
Association,  the  Self-Rehabilitated 
(D.Ps) Association; the Jhandewala ‘E* 
Old Patel Nager  Refugee  Associa
tion; the representatives of the resi
dents of Delhi-Ajmere Gate area and 
such  other  organisations.  If  you 
open page 13 of the Report of the 
Select Committee, Sir, you will find 
that the Select Committee  decided 
that the evidence tendered before it 
should  be  laid  before  the  House 
in extenso.  But,  Sir,  surprisingly 
enough, if you refer to page 19 you 
will find that all of  a  sudden  the 
Select Committee has  reversed  its 
own decision and has suggested that 
the evidences need not be laid before 
the House.  I cannot understand what 
prevented the Select Committee or 
the Government from  placing  the 
evidence tendered  by  these  poor 
dwellers, theie poor refugees,  these 
poor workers, who were going to be 
uprooted from these areas, who were 
going to be affected, before the Mem
bers of this House.

Mr. Speaker:  Was  that  decision
taken by the Select Committee?

Shri M. K. Moitra: Yes.

Mr. Speaker: If the hon. Member 
had only written to me, I would have 
considered the matter.

Shri M. K. Moitra: The Select Com
mittee sat before I was  elected  a 
Member of this House.

Mr. Speaker: Before this  Bill  is 
taken up, it is open to any hon. Mem
ber to say that he wants to have the 
evidence.  I would  have  certainly 
considered  whether  the  evidence 
ought to be printed in the interest of 
proper debate.

Shri M. K. Moitra: On page 19 of 
the Report you will  find.  Sir,  the 
Select Committee decided  that  the 
same need  not  be  laid  before  the 
House.  But, on page 13 you will see 
that the  Select  Committee  decided 
previously that the evidence should 
be placed before the House.

Mr. Speaker: That is all right.  But 
the Select Conmiittee Jî mbers have 
not taken away the  evidence;  they 
have given it to the office here. 
any hon. Member wanted to peruse 
it, 1 would have  looked  into  the 
matter and given the evidence if I 
considered so.

Shri M. K. Moitra: Had the evidence 
been placed before the House, it would 
have enabled Members to come to a 
correct decision and to know what the 
refugees, who are the persons going 
to be affected, had to say about the 
Bill.

Mr. Speaker: Why did not the hon. 
Member ask for it?  He saw it, evi
dently, only this morning.

Shri M. K. Moitra: Sir, the scope of 
this Bill, as I said, has been extended. 
The Bill has extended the scope of 
acquiring places.  First of aU it was 
the Government which could acquire 
the places.  Now it has been stated 
that not only the Delhi Improvement 
Trust but even the local authorities 
will be able to acquire these places. 
The field for acquisition has been ex
tended even  to  lands.  This  will 
create difficulties for the poor dwel
lers who live on those places.

It has been said that the Minister 
has given an assurance that  before 
evicting these people alternative ac- 
commodati''n  for  them  would  be 
found.  But the Minister  in  giving 
this assurance has never said where 
this alternative accommodation would 
be found.  The Minister  has  never 
said whether the alternative accom
modation would be found  near  the 
sites where those  people  live  or 
whether they would be shunted out to 
far distant places where their econo
mic life would be dislocated. Further, 
we are finding that every  morning 
the Ministers are giving assurances 
and the number of assurances has 
gone to such a dimension that it is 
difficult for the Ministers themselves 
to remember what assurances  they 
have given.  If they  can  give an 
assurance, what is the difficulty  in 
putting that  in  the  statute-book?



[Shri M. K. Moitra]

That would have allayed the fears of 
these poor people.  In the past such 
assurances were given and they had 
been broken.  Therefore, these poor 
people cannot remain content  with 
more assurances.

Sir, it has been  said  that  the 
Minister would set up an Advisory 
Committee.  The Minister  has  said 
that the Advisory Committee would 
be able to control the policies pursu
ed by the Delhi Improvement Trust.
The Delhi Improvement Trust  have 
not got a very decent past and the 
working of the Delhi Improvement 
Trust was enquired into by a commit
tee over which a man like Shri G. D.
Birla presided.  Trenchant criticisms 
were  made  against  the  working 
of this body.  So, the Minister took 
cognizance of this fact and said that 
an advisory committee would be set 
up.  But where is the assurance that 
the Delhi Improvement Trust would 
convene a meeting of the  advisory 
committee and allow that committee 
to function?  If the Delhi Improve
ment Trust doe 3 not convene a meet
ing of the advisory committee, the ad
visory committee can never function.
So, it all depends upon the sweet will 
of the Delhi Improvement Trust  to 
call a meeting of the advisory com
mittee.  Further, there is no assur
ance that the decisions of the advisory 
committee will be binding  on  the 
Delhi Improvement Trust or any other 
local authority.  If the Minister  or 
the Government is really serious that 
the advisory committee should func
tion, the Government should  incor
porate a clause in this Bill  to  the 
effect that arrangement- would  be 
made for the proper functioning of 
the advisory committee and that the 
decisions of the advisory  committee 
would be binding either on the Delhi 
Improvement Trust or on the  local 
authorities.

With these words, I will now appeal 
to the Minister and to the  Govern
ment, in the i?.ame of humanity and in 
the name of the poor  refugees,  to 
withdraw  this Bill.  They  should 
bring forward a new Bill in  which
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the principles that have been enim- 
ciated by the  Government  in  the 
second Five Year Plan should be in
corporated so that the schemes may 
be beneficial to the peoi>le at  large.
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 ̂^  ?rrar̂ +̂«i ̂5<oo  ?̂rtT
^̂00 q?V TT̂ ̂    ̂\  5jnq-

5FR?T   ̂f%  n̂ft̂ ̂

;̂oo  ̂̂rSRT T̂T̂ r̂OT 

 ̂  ̂TT̂ pft  ̂5PR %

5PT?: u®®  ̂t'̂'®® «nr̂  ^

rft ?TN  SF̂FBT ̂   f
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 ̂̂fW ̂  ̂  ̂
?r ̂ I ̂  vfRWFTT ̂ if̂-
^  ̂  ̂   t. î f̂M~̂
*r  «$te ̂*»>w  T?   ̂̂
 ̂̂STWNt I tipn̂ ^ V77TT *̂(̂dT 
 ̂f% WPT   ̂ W «<lcl ̂  î r̂riRT

w F̂5rh ̂   ^

ÛTRTfTT   ̂ f  ̂ ̂  ^

T̂T̂ ̂ 5TT -̂ |,
^   ̂̂   5̂TOT  #

WT T̂ t,  ?nR t̂V?T,

 ̂  ¥RT  qr  ̂  ̂WTT   ̂ ^

TWT  ̂ ^   =̂F*ft̂ fgrwRft

 ̂̂   5frnr +<«i ̂  
2TT -d# :̂ttr % fir̂ ,

r̂fer ̂  ̂   ^ t ̂  ̂
*Ft f̂Rt̂   ̂ ^
*t>l ^̂T̂FTT ̂ I

 ̂TfT «rr   ̂
f   ̂f̂ w WT’U  >iî^

r̂r̂ ̂   |f,

T̂3l%̂  F̂5rrf

f̂ nî < ̂ TT̂ ̂   jf ?rtT 5S[

 ̂  ̂?(<.+d ^  ^̂TTTT 

m  gSTTW  f I 4 ?T̂ ̂ R̂TT -qîdi 

f ft>   ̂̂   ^
t’  ̂  qr ̂  ̂  T̂ I, 

 ̂ irfl- wr̂  ?
 ̂̂   ^ ?TR!T fro

 ̂  ̂̂TRT̂,  ^
WT  ̂ |. ̂rft
 ̂ -FT̂ I 5̂Rft ^̂ nft f5p?̂  ̂3m

R̂̂  ̂ R̂# f ?rk  t

?T t| f5FT % qw ̂  IwTR %  >̂rn̂

?T ̂  I ̂  ̂  ̂5TFr ̂  ̂   ft 

vnHI«r  ̂  ̂ 'Jî'ff 5̂fR ^

 ̂<t><  i% «<̂i % f̂t̂rf  ̂*t̂‘i'

ŝpTR #  ̂  ̂ ̂  ârr%r n̂f̂  

^ miIhM'R?  %  i|«<<M  «+»rMit

 ̂  ̂ ̂ ĵnr̂TT «jn'r  %

I 4  5̂TR̂  g  ^

«̂r ̂   T̂̂iT ̂t*T T̂WT ̂ I ^

f ^
 ̂̂  ̂tn"  wr  f̂Vr ̂  w

 ̂ R̂̂  n»f̂  cR̂  ̂ r̂nrr

 ̂̂   I 
 ̂ *t>iht ■«̂i??dT  ̂ f̂ro*

T̂  ?rniT ?ft ̂  ̂ ^

=#?  ̂5̂frv: fw  f̂  ^

tSTTT % TRf t , ^ qr̂ % i#iTM

% T̂TT  ̂  Ĵ̂TRT TOH

5FRVR % |, #  ^  R̂VTT

 ̂I  ^ qr immnr | ?̂5ft

3fRT R̂>t t I  R̂̂

 ̂  ̂ ̂  fw  fm  t ?fR  ̂ ^

5̂Rt?T ̂   ^
»Rt̂   ̂̂ R feTFT %

^ ̂  I ̂ ?rrr   ̂  ir̂ mT
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30̂  ̂ t

 ̂  «F7T̂  ̂ r̂slk  ^

;3% 5  I 13̂ ¥T t

I  ̂   ̂̂    ̂  t

TO ̂  t>  ̂  ̂  ̂  t •

JT̂ ̂T»t ̂  ^ ̂

5T|  ̂ t| t ̂  ̂ Wf

 ̂ H TSTHTir  ̂  ̂  ^

srrf  ̂  ?rmt i  ^

 ̂  ̂̂  f I

t ^  5Tff  SfT̂   ̂  ^

T̂r I I tcRFftWVW g

 ̂  ̂ ̂  ̂ 5wr̂

qr T̂FT   ̂^  ̂  ^

 ̂ 5̂ n̂fWf TT 

 ̂  r̂nrrzTif  r̂>rq̂ ŝptt f  ?flr

^̂rrff  wm  t?  fw   t

 ̂  ̂ t| t I  ̂ t

t  ̂  ̂t, ^

^  t #f%?T  ̂  ̂ ^

 ̂̂  TK, 'd6ld f W?!

3̂̂   ̂ ^  t  •

 ̂ M̂q') ^

«irf̂ ti

«pt ̂  ̂TT̂rnrir ̂>t*t   ̂̂«r»<f

Î 5̂T ?fr̂ *r04f ̂  m̂khf|

YTf¥̂  cR?̂  qĝ TRTlf̂ WfNf

# ^ vji+TIhI tt 5̂̂  ̂  wr

I ?fh:   ̂?rmt 3̂̂  Tnf̂

 ̂ #5 t,  ̂fvwiR

1̂ t ?rtT '̂Jj|<t WIT 

 ̂   ̂'3'̂  «i«;<aH V77TT ̂rrf̂nr

I I  ̂?r̂ I  ^

2T3ft̂ ̂   ̂   ̂̂  ̂T ̂

1$ ?(Vt  f?nrgr tt ̂  ̂  ̂rr̂ tt

^ ’MHni f

T̂RIfT# t ̂  ̂*hI<i   ̂  ̂t ̂  ̂

f̂̂VvTTcT f ̂    ̂ ’̂T»dl f

>dĤ ̂ 3̂ ̂THR  I ̂  ̂tsr ̂  ̂rf-

?T̂  1̂ ̂  ̂  5PTTT Wi HiRRTT

 ̂̂TRT

f% 5TFT   ̂t| f,  TO’ 5T

5̂T5T ̂   t I ?mr ̂RTT ̂ T̂T

 ̂ 4+̂rTH’ vftK f̂t’ff ^

d*»̂4)W #jft I   ̂̂  35T¥

«f)HI ■'iîcii  ̂It

îTTft qi|  I f% ̂ ̂ f̂’tiTV
 ̂ W  ^RT  ̂  ̂   ̂  f, 5T

 ̂   ̂  T̂FF T̂T?) ^

*̂l̂d t qticH

 ̂ t ̂  ̂   ̂̂
 ̂ f%   ̂  ̂f̂ R[»ft

5TRT  ̂   ̂ f̂PT ^

3̂(t̂   ̂ ttrt ̂   t,  fRTw  ?rk  Tf|-

T̂T«r ̂   ̂̂  t I +1Rri ̂  ̂

f% ^  ̂^ 55T5̂ 

 ̂qtiN T̂HT ̂  ̂

îRT ̂  ?TR O'flMK % ̂ PT ̂tfTT

*T̂, n̂t)H HH*i ftcTT f

 ̂ ?ftT  STEpftr

qi<?Tl  ̂I

■̂«T5T ^^ ,̂ A ?rrT 5fit §fl̂ 

t̂sn ̂  fT̂ ^̂TRT =̂ T̂ ̂ I ̂w

t̂sr\ ^WHd  ̂  ̂Tĵ  I

?rk  ^ qr ̂  ô,ooo  ̂m̂r̂

t I Twt ̂  ̂  ̂  m ̂  f(T# 

f%  TOPft ̂ qr̂ ̂TTT ’TT ̂sjtr

?rhn, ^  ̂   ̂ «R#

 ̂qled) ITT cRRT  ^

?(k Ph+’w   ̂I ̂  qr ̂fRif̂R 

% ̂  trf̂ >|Y ̂  ̂  ̂̂Ftf̂

 ̂SPPT ?T̂ ^ T̂ «TT I ^ ^̂T̂ 

R̂̂rrft  iRfhRt   ̂  v̂TPTT  W   ^  

 ̂ ̂TR  hP̂ h ̂ >pt ̂ r# ̂  îlr 

 ̂qpft f̂T̂TRT ’fprr i r̂t wn̂ f f% 

W «FR̂ ̂  ̂?W #  ^  ŜTRT

 ̂̂  ̂ PTT wfif̂ ̂  qr 'TTTt' w 

HTT «̂T I  qr ̂   ̂ ̂

R̂'3f> ̂ ̂  ̂fhft % M(̂ nlfĉ q̂^



I i% WT ̂  2T ̂ ĴT»T <sii<?n I

 ̂5TW #’

^   ̂>ft  I, Wr f̂t%7[T I

PiM'a   ̂ ?m%

f̂l% ̂  ̂TPT ̂ R?T ̂ 7̂ f #  ?ftT ̂

?Pf f»l«M̂ ̂ 5̂ ̂  [+< ̂

■f̂T̂T̂ t  ̂ ?rr  ̂ t I

Tf ̂  ?T̂ % ?r¥ +<»ii  ^

 ̂  ̂ ^

% m̂ ^ qrqr |  ̂̂

?TRft îiRT% ̂  

f%  ̂̂  f̂fr«r ̂   fe: ̂  # n̂T5T̂T 

 ̂  ̂ ̂?n̂ ̂ ?TPi ̂  ̂’?fl'*r) %
37R  'li ?n*T   ̂f% l̂ f̂t

•̂Rn̂ff  ̂  ̂ITT ^ +d«̂ ̂ T̂

t| t 1 ^   p  ĴTT̂ m̂^
 ̂  qr̂ :̂ T̂rfrr̂ snfrr firf?Tfd<

#  f̂sTf «Tt 3̂̂ ?r??T ̂

 ̂  ̂I  ^ ̂ T  *il7;

?nft ?r*T̂ f  I

 ̂t f% t

4  n̂rsTT   ̂̂ f%  'a*fl»i 

viĤ ̂ »ft ̂3rnr*ft  ?tVt  -dn̂  ^

 ̂t̂TTT ̂5IŴ

*Ft  ̂*t»'<»fr

!fT̂  ®R  I  I  ^M<Hdi ^

 ̂ f I   ̂ ?m srn̂T ftrf̂

% m̂  ̂ ^ T<#r «ft

"ift % ̂ TTFR  ̂̂   ^

 ̂1%  ̂«<gci 'jf?̂  r̂pT̂

T̂HT  ^  f̂TO"  ̂^ f̂RTPT̂T̂  ^

 ̂ w îi ?rk̂ 3̂ Tnf̂

•̂tjH   ̂ ti*t»  I  'd̂ <i*W

pr  «TT  ?rrt%% % 3̂tM

 ̂ ^  % -dwTT

ŜTR q7?5  ^

P̂TT f̂ (vezrr̂) ^

'«ici\'̂l  f̂*f»<!i»i  T̂vfT  »Tî ̂ <̂H f̂PT

w (Ordinance) ̂  ^
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wr ?rtT  f̂qr w

 ̂  wm  ^   I frrsr ̂  ̂

fk  ̂%  Frrrrr  ̂t| f i 

’TRT fT T>?   ̂ ?n̂ t

 ̂  ̂ ^ «T3[̂ f %ftx
rRT̂ft̂ ̂  ̂  I I  ^

 ̂ t  ^
^  fw  ̂ 11  qrfw#'?

(^)

?r>5c  T̂PTffk ?m 5fr ̂  ̂

 ̂ WPT ̂  ̂'*11̂91 57̂   l̂a) I

^̂*T>i »T̂fr3rr ®r̂  ̂ ^

 ̂ ^   ^ ̂  t| t

#̂ 9̂#nrr  ̂   ̂ | 1   ̂ qr

 ̂  fR"  ̂̂ T̂T «fr<V|T

r̂r̂% ̂  qx ^

^  <nRnMi  T̂Tcft f  ^ 

’Td̂   ̂  ̂ ̂  I

r»l̂  ̂̂ WPTT  %T̂  fspT ̂  ^

3̂  ̂ =̂ T̂ I I  ?T̂3reT

A wi   ̂?nf

 ̂ w M̂ tsf ̂  qw ̂  ?r 

f?Tf̂ 3̂frr r̂rf̂iiH ^   ̂ %

 ̂  f% 5WT  #  ̂  5TT

 ̂T|; f  TO 3̂̂  ̂ T̂TT̂

 ̂   I  I

 ̂5nwr  5FT̂ f f% ̂  5̂ 5p?r 

 ̂  ̂    ̂?rrT ?i  ̂ I

r̂nr  ?rrT ̂  ̂  %

r̂rq"   ̂ ^  ̂ t̂rt

 ̂  ̂?n̂ ?rr̂ ?fk

^ %■ ̂   ^̂TFT %  T̂N

57̂   ̂ ̂  n̂rt̂ ̂ 1̂41

T̂Pf*rr?r*R 

f?[̂IT ŜTR’TT  ̂̂  f5F$̂ # WFfy 

f̂̂RTT T̂ff ?HT̂

>3*1«*ri ÂrHr I

«rTR  ̂ f*f?RT rft t ?ft»r ̂  ̂rrsT

 ̂̂ C ̂ ̂nrnr ̂   ̂ *ftr
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^ W ̂   ̂ t

t   ̂̂    ̂ ̂  ̂  

 ̂  ̂ f% ̂  ̂  ̂

 ̂ I I 

?rfeT  ̂4  ^

# >ft ̂  I I  ^

 ̂ Select  tql+TT f̂RT

 ̂    ̂ ̂?TT̂ ’̂̂Tt JT̂

iw  qr

¥?TTf̂)R 5̂rnrft

?fk   ̂   ̂ «<>T f̂ Nd

% f^   ̂f   ̂  ̂

^   I

ŝrrsr W w t̂hr ̂tVst̂  r̂+*f

■5̂ ? (n3H«(’'̂)

 ̂ I  »

t r̂wR ̂  ̂ihrf ̂  ̂

HT̂di f  ̂OT?: t ̂ TT̂ t % ̂=rW ̂  

f̂N«TFT  ?ft̂ ̂TTO ft> ̂*il(V 

 ̂ t ?rtT ̂  ̂  ̂TRnr

% ̂trr̂n̂ ?«=̂rr»ff ̂  t̂̂kT

% ̂  ̂TJT ̂   ̂ 3|RT  ^

■2TO   ̂̂   «ft,  W

f5*TV  ̂ n̂f̂ 5FT  ̂  I

ÊfHT̂ WT ̂ 5T^

 ̂ n̂iVR ̂  

 ̂ ?t ^   ̂ 

ft» ̂  ’Trf̂ f̂Tflfe  %*3rff ̂   R̂T̂-

T̂T —̂ HSIPTT̂ V̂hfy—VnPT

Bill

3ft  ̂ ^

5T ?TTTT,  7T̂  TO5TT ̂   ^

Wm ̂ T ̂  ̂ ^

 ̂ qjfr   ̂ ^

 ̂   ̂ %  T̂t

 ̂   S)Rmft ?T  #   ̂   I  ^

 ̂'jiHT  i% ̂ î̂*T>i < T̂<n ^

T̂RT  I  ?nT *̂il̂  <i'*n <. t<lf̂«iH 

 ̂̂    ̂5R   ̂ wr̂ ̂

^ ^

 ̂ ̂  ̂ rmt ?fh: ^

ff̂jPTPT   ̂3fmr  ?fh: t 

0 9XTW ̂iHd 
 ̂ ^  d+?ft'f> ^   ̂  ^

 ̂  ?TT T̂ I I  ̂ W  ^

qr   ̂ tr̂TTTf  I,   ̂ ^

f̂WTVl «fk  t'W

>̂T#  ^ <?<rr̂I  '»lir̂< ‘Tx.dT ̂ I

Shri Feroze  Gandhi (Pratapgarh 
Distt.—̂ West cum Rae Bareli Distt.— 
East): When will the  Minister be 
replying?

Mr. Speaker: After the hon. Mem
bers have finished their speeches.

Shri Fenwe Gandhi: Will both the 
Ministers be replying or only one?

The Minister of Health (Rajknmasl 
Amrit Kaup): I should like to say a 
few words if I may, before you call 
on the hon. Minister incharge.

Mr. Speaker: I shall now call Mx. 
Gidwani  and  Shrimati Kamlendu 
Mati Shah.  How much time will the 
hon. Members require?

Shrimati Kunlenda  Mati  Shah
(Garhwal  Distt.—West cum  Tehri 
Garhwal  Distt.  cum Bijnor  Distt. 
North): I require only three minutes.

Shri Gidwani (Thanna): I want ten

minutes.



Sbri Naval Prabhakar (CXiter Delhi 
—Reserved—Sch. Castes):  I require 
ten minutes.

Shri D. C. Staarma  (Hoshiarpur):
I want fifteen minutes.

Pandit Thakor Das Bbargava (Gur- 
gaon): I have  submitted yesterday 
that I require at least one hour.

Mr. Speaker: It comes to one and 
a half hours.  So I will call the hon. 
Minister at 2-30 p.m . I expect the 
whole thing will be over by then.

 ̂  fw   ̂ I,

 ̂ T̂TT ̂   ̂I

 ̂  # ?nTt ^

^

iHQ?   ̂  ̂̂  ̂

?fh: ̂  ̂   ̂  I   ̂  f̂ T#̂

 ̂  ̂ *RNt  ̂ ̂ % PTnft  ̂^

ŝrnr i îtvr  ̂  ̂ <r̂

% WPT   ̂ imX ^

•r̂VFT   ̂̂   ̂̂   t̂RT,

?ft   ̂ ĉnr̂ TtiPTR % «rf%̂ ^

ÊTIt VT yTRFTT

3|»w  r̂t̂rr  i w

 ̂  ̂   % %TT  t  ^

wt̂ft  ̂ ̂  ̂ fw   ̂  ?BftT

 ̂ 5FSff   ̂ % «f>Pr apt

invsT  ̂ I  0

VhnTPfff  5̂FTT VT wi •

5̂̂  %\7Z(   ̂  ̂ W ̂

wnft̂rrf̂ i

^    ̂  *r.TR m wf̂

|,  ̂ f-r »r

?rff ̂   \  iWR ?TT̂ TO?T

?pr ̂srfWvTT  ̂ i
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^   ̂?TT̂ ̂TCt %   ̂ ^

^Mn #  ?̂̂3r5fr  i  ^

qr ̂ snr %f\x ̂   ̂̂

?ft ̂   % înr

^ wn̂ ^  5T«p«r

 ̂  ̂   ̂ ̂   P̂Tpft

Tr   ̂  ̂  ̂   ̂ 5IT3ftf̂  %

T̂Tenft  ̂ T̂ fW  ̂  I

Shri Gidwani:  The main objection
which has been raised against this Bill 
is the question of providing alterna
tive accommodation to those who will 
be evicted or removed from the pre
sent places. I have some experience in 
this respect, apart from being evicted 
from my own land; even those who 
have come here have to undergo this 
trouble and great suffering.  People 
who were living here in Delhi and 
other places in the  beginning  have 
been shifted to colonies which  are 
situated far away from the business 
centres. Not only in  Delhi  but  in 
many other places in India this has 
been done.

It was stated at that time that there 
will be enough employment for them 
and there will be no diflBculty as re
gards their source of employment or 
income. But experience  prove  that 
they were not able to earn their liv
ing and many had to undergo terri
ble suffering.  The  whole  criticism 
that has been levelled against this Bill 
is: what about those people who will 
be evicted and how will they earn 
their living? My humble suggestion 
is that we must have a comprehen
sive scheme before us stating  these 
are the vacant places in Delhi and 
how you propose to shift them, how 
many houses will be built, what will 
be the accommodation ther® and what 
will be the facilities for employment 
round about there.  Unless that very 
clear picture is placed before us, it is 
very difficult for us to vote for this 
Bill.  Though I was also a member of 
the Select Committee, this hesitation 
was before us.

Apart from  this  aspect  of  tiie 
question, the  other question  is the 
treatment that these people  rcceive
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at the hands of the  lower  officials. 
After all, they are not to be blamed 
because they have to carry  out  a 
particular policy. Therefore, the en
tire question with which everyone is 
concerned is the question of remov
ing these people from where they are 
residing at present. I have also seen 
some of these colonies, some of these 
places near  Ajmere  Gate.  People 
liave been carrying on their trade for 
generations in those places. Now they 
will be shifted six miles  away  or 
-seven miles away from those places. 
How will  they  be  provided  with 
source of emplojmnent? That is the 
main problem.  Therefore  I  would 
suggest that this Bill may  be post
poned because all the Members  are 
more or less opposed  to  that.  Mr. 
Radha Raman, who is an old resident 
of Delhi gave a very graphic picture, 
heart-rending picture, not only of a 
lew lakhs of refugees alone but even 
of  non-refugees  numbering  about 
three lakhs, who will be  displaced. 
Where will they go? Therefore,  we 
should have a complete picture and I 
suggest that the Bill may be  post- 
3>oned for the time being and a com
plete picture may be placed before 
us so that we may be able to under
stand the whole question.

1 P.M.

The other suggestion which  Shri 
Radha Raman made  was  that  the 
question  of  the  advisory  council 
should also be settled before  hand 
and we should  know who are going 
to be the members of the  advisory 
council and what are  going  to  be 
their fvmctions. We have just had  a 
debate on the rules relating to the 
Displaced Persons (Compensation and 
Rehabilitation)  Bill.  In  connection 
with that there was a statutory ad
visory board of  which  my  friend 
Pandit Thakur  Das  Bhargava  was 
also a member. You saw  how  the 
recommendations of  that  statutory 
advisorv board were accepted  or re
jected by the Government. Let  us 
not have a repetition of  the  same 
thing. Therefore we must know what 
are going to be the functions of the 
advisory coimcil before we can really 
be willing to  support this  measure.

Otherwise, in principle  who  would 
not like in these  days that  slums 
should be removed? After  all.  we 
want all amenities  to  be  provided 
and the first condition  of  a  good 
house should be that it should  be 
airy, that it should not be in a con
gested locality, that the nimiber  of 
people living in that particular lo
cality  should  not be  very  large. 
Everyone will be  willing  that  we 
should have open spaces, good houses 
etc., but the whole scheme shoulld be 
there

When the refugees were being  re
moved to Kalkaji,  Malaviya  Nagar 
and Lajpat Nagar, I  used  to  say: 
**Whv not build houses  near  about 
Delhi?” They used to say: ‘Where is 
the space?” I said: “Build  multiple 
storey houses.” Now you  see  from 
Red Fort onwards up  to  Hardinge 
Bridge so much vacant  space  was 
lying there. Research institutes,  in
come-tax  office,  newspaper  offices 
and a number of  institutions  have 
been built. These need not have been 
built here. They might have been very 
well shifted to places four  or  five 
miles from here. We could have built 
multiple storeys as they are building 
in all big cities. If you go to industri
al cities in Europe,  Soviet  Russia, 
China or other coimtries,  you  will 
find they are building multiple-story- 
ed buildings. We could  have  done 
that and saved many lakhs of people 
from starvation  or  under-employ
ment or unemployment.  But  what 
did we do? We are having all  these 
offices, an office like the Income-tax 
Office and even a research institute 
near about Delhi, while shifting resi
dential places far  away  from  the 
business centre. Therefore these fac
tors, what we  call  human  factors, 
should be taken into  consideration. 
We are not taking human factors into 
consideration. We are simply having 
a plan and a map. So many  people, 
shift them seven miles,  build  one 
room tenements,  keep  them  there 
and money will flow, occupation will 
flow and all will be employed.  This 
is not the way of planning.  This is 
not the way of rational thinking. This 
is not the way of improving the so-
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dal status 01 ptople. Suppose you re
move them and you give  them  a 
room, does that fill their belly, does 
it lead to their advancement, does it 
provide them educational  facilities?
All these factors we are ignoring. We 
are simply proceeding on some basis 
which has no relation to the realities 
of the situation before us. That  is 
why from all sections of the House 
there is no support to this Bill though 
the Select Committee has approved it.
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I do not want to go into the history 
how Pandit Thakur  Das  Bhargava 
was the Chairman of the Select Com
mittee and how he resigned. He will 
give you the whole background  of 
this Bill. I wiU only say and repeat 
again; let us not in a hurry pass cer
tain legislation which may bring mis
ery* to thousands of people instead of 
bringing relief to them. If our object 
is to provide better housing accom
modation, if our object is  to remove 
slums, if  our object is to take steps 
towards the advancement of the peo
ple and their better living, we must 
have a clear picture before  us. All 
the objections that have been raised 
here in the speeches so far are not 
mere phantoms, something  airy  or 
imaginary. These are the real facts 
of the situation. People who are liv
ing in Delhi, men like Shri  Radha 
Raman who know the real situation, 
who are moving about the city are 
telling you these things.  Therefore, 
you must have some faith, some con
fidence at least in your own Members 
who are not your opponent, who are 
not saying anything with a view to 
defaming the Government or to put 
difficulties in the path  of the Gov
ernment.  Of course, I do not sug
gest that the opponents say things with 
a view to defame the Government or 
create difficulties, but I say even your 
own friends, members of your own 
party, people living in Delhi who are 
all well-wishers of the people are rais
ing these objections.  Why? Because 
they halve genuine fears.  Therefore 
you must create a situation in which 
all these genuine fears are removed 
and a complete  and comprehensive

scheme is placed before the House be
fore the Bill is passed in a final form.

With these  words, I would  only 
request that  something  should  be 
done to allay those fears and create 
a situation which might be favoura
bly considered by the people, so that 
all sections of the House may sup
port the Bill.  Otherwise, in princi
ple no one in the House will oppose 
such a measure which is intended to 
remove slums and create better liv
ing conditions.
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?N̂  ĵfTT   ̂I

5tT5iM nE ^  5w 

 ̂  ̂  ̂ 0̂   ̂  ̂

 ̂  ̂  ̂5)T   ̂ TT ̂

 ̂  ̂ f̂T̂T  TTT̂ d̂̂lH

F̂TT  ̂I  ̂ «*ld

T̂icft  ̂  ̂"F̂ R̂TPT ^ «lld 

'3|ld̂  I 'c6r»l ^

 ̂ f̂RT  Wr

TT  ♦i'rH 3RW ÎM̂I  'dH«»)l
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"¥IT̂ ̂  f% ̂   T̂T’Tnff ̂ rf 

'3FT̂ TT «l̂»l'l  'Tl̂ 'd»i«bl  ^
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Shri D. C. Sharma; Though I have 
made many speeches on the floor of 
this House, I do not want to make
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a speech today. I want to make only 
an appeal. I do not come to argue my 
case, because that case does not need 
.any argument. But I come here only 
to persuade the authorities that be, to 
take into account all  sides  of  the 
question, that have been referred to 
on the floor of this House today and 
even before.

My first point is this. Kindly look 
at clause 4 of this amending BUI, and 
look at the number  of  authorities 
that are going to be in charge of the 
directive operations of this BilL  The 
very enumeration of those authorities 
makes one feel very doubtful First 
of all, there is the Central Govern
ment;  then, there is the authority 
under the Requisitioning and Acqui
sition of Immovable  Property Act; 
then, there is the State of Delhi; then, 
there is the Delhi Improvement Trust; 
and then, finally, there are the local 
authorities.

Sir, democracy does not mean  the 
proliferation of authorities. Democra
cy does not mean  the  ramification 
and dissipation of authority. I know, 
democracy  means  decentralisation. 
But this is not the  decentralisation 
that we want; this is decentralisation 
with a  vengeance.  I  would  have 
used a stronger word, but I do not 
want to use it, because I am making 
an appeal. But I would say that this 
multiplication of authorities is, in it
self, a condemnation of this Bill, be
cause there are so many grindstones. 
Every authority is a grindstone.  I do 
not want to use hard words, but every 
authority is going to be a grindstone. 
And all these grindstones are going 
to grind the poor man into, shall I 
say, flour.

The Mioister of  Works, Howdng 
and Supply (Sardar Swaran Singh):
Do not use strong expression.

Shrl D. C. Sharma: I have come 
here today to make an appeal,  and 
therefore, I would submit, with  the 
utmost humility, to the Ministers in 
charge of the implementation of  this 
Bill, that first of all, they should do 
away with this pluralisation of  au
thorities. Unless, that is done, I am

afraid there can be no peace, there 
can be no effective operation of this 
Bill, and there can be  no  effective 
control over anything.

I would suggest  that  instead  of 
having these small authorities  herv 
and there, instead  of  having  this 
brood of  authorities,  they  should 
have one strong, competent, and im
portant authority who will deal with 
this problem. That is the first  point 
that  I want to make.

My second point is that the phrase 
‘public premises’ is too wide a phrase. 
Anything can be covered under the 
term *public premises’. Formerly, the 
wording was ‘Government premises*, 
and  now, they  have  coined a new 
phrase p̂ublic premises’. I would say 
that  this  phrase  “public  premises* 
requires a lot of definition and clari
fication.  Of  course, it  will be said 
*We shall do so, when we  frame the 
rules in connection  with this  Bill*. 
But I think the House is entitled to 
know at least the broad outlines of 
what  the words  “public  premises* 
mean. Whatever is given  is  vague 
and does not lead us to anjrthing. I 
would, through you, request the hon. 
Ministers that whenever they bring 
forward such Bills which  have  to 
deal with millions  of  people,  they 
should kindly see to it that the words 
bear some definite connotation  and 
they are not left vague and hanging 
in &e air.

I would, therefore, say  that  the 
phrase “public premises’ is a very big 
net, Jind this net can catch any fish. 
Of course, it is a net which will catch 
only small fish; perhaps it won’t be 
able to catch any big fish. But I am 
not worried about small fish or big 
fish; I am worried about the maze 
of this law, the tentacles of this thing.
I think this should have been  very 
clearly and precisely defined.

The third point that I want to make 
is this. I have no quarrel  with  the 
DIT.  I only want  that its  nomen
clature should be changed. You keep it 
as it is, but do not call it Delhi Im
provement Trust  You call it Delhi



4119 Government Premises  23 AUGUST 1956 (Eviction) Amendment
Bill

4120

[Shri D. C, .̂arma]

Displacement Trust or you call it Delhi 
Enrichment Trust. I have no quarrel 
with that and you can keep it going, 
functioning as it is.

Shri Feroze Gandhi said something 
in this connection yesterday. Nobody 
has had the  courage  to  contradict 
him, and if anybody contradicts him, 
1 think he does so on his own, at his 
own peril. Shri Feroze Gandhi is not 
the man who will make any state
ment on the floor of the House which 
will bear challenge. What did he say? 
The premises which are taken over 
by this Delhi Improvement Trust are 
being sold, are being rented out, to 
so many adventurers who have come 
to Delhi and who have made lots of 
profit out of these things.  Delhi is 
a very great city and all kinds of 
people live here. There are also some 
persons who want to make money, 
quick money, and money in a clever 
way. Therefore, I say that this should 
be called the Delhi Enrichment Trust, 
because the authority which the Gov
ernment are going to take over is 
going in some cases, more or less, to 
work for the advantage of some rich 
persons who take land at  5 per 
yard and sell it at Rs. 50 per yard. 
They do so, and therefore, I say that 
this business of taking over land is to 
be scrutinised, controlled and regulat
ed. It cannot be left to this Delhi Im
provement Trust. We know all about 
this Delhi Improvement Trust and we 
know what a glorious account it has 
given of itself so far. As a Member of 
Parliament, I would  say  that  the 
Delhi Improvement Trust cannot  be 
given these blanket powers to play 
with persons.

The fourth point I want to make is 
as regards  eviction.  We  know 
eviction of a kind; we, persons who 
have come from West Punjab or per
sons who have come from East Ben
gal, know eviction of a kind. But that 
was compulsory eviction of a kind. 
This is illegal eviction made  legal. 
That eviction was due to the catas
trophe which overtook tn,,  but  this 
eviction has been made by us. If I 
give you the  harrowing tales of this

eviction—̂I do not want to cover the 
ground which has already been cover
ed by so many Members—̂if I give 
you only one harrowing tale of those 
persons who  have been  evicted, I 
think you will feel̂ very  unhappy. 
Every Member will* feel  very  un
happy.

What does a piece of land mean to 
a man? I want to have the attention 
of liie hon. Minister, Shri Tyagi, also, 
because he is a humanist. What is the 
meaning of eviction? Eviction  does 
not mean eviction from only a dwel
ling place. It is  not  moving from 
Pataudi House to WestexH Court and 
from Western Court to North Avenue. 
It is not a  question of  habitation 
alone. It is not a question of moving 
from this road to that road. It is not 
merely a question of living quarters. 
That is also there. But with these 
houses are associated the sources  of 
livelihood. It is not a question of mere 
shelter; it is a vast  economic  pro
blem.  The house and the  economic 
source  are almost one and the same. 
It is not only that. It is also the ques
tion of the  social community.

We have all come from West Pakis
tan and we are happy; the Govern
ment of India have done so much for 
us. But then the social community to 
which we belonged in West Pakistan 
cannot be had  here;  somebody is 
here, somebody is there and some
body else has gone to some  other 
place

Therefore, the house  means  three 
things. It is a roof, it is a shelter over 
your head. It is the source of your 
livelihood and it is also the centre of 
your social life. These poor people do 
not go to any clubs. These poor peo
ple do not have any office establish
ments. These poor people do not have 
any big business shows. They do  not 
have any  such  things.  I  would 
therefore, appeal to the hon. Minister 
and also to  the hon. Shri Tyagi, who 
seems to be very much interested  in 
this problem.  The problem of evic
tion is not merely a problem of the 
location of a person.  They will say; 
*We will give them alternative  ac
commodation’. Very good. That is also
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something; I do not deny it. But al
ternative accommodation  is nothing 
when you uproot the man from  his 
social life and from his economic life. 
You send  him six miles  away or 
seven miles away, or even two miles 
away of course, you will say ‘We do 
not send him six miles away’.  But 
if you uproot him, it is physical up
rooting, it “is social uprooting and it is 
economic uprooting.  It is an uproot
ing for which I cannot find adequate 

words.

Therefore, I submit most respect
fully to the hon. Ministers here—and 
they are the ultimate judges of what 
I am saying—that this problem will 
not be solved merely by eviction. I 
have been told that now certain plac
es are kept open spaces.  We  need 
open spaces. We want lawns. I want 
Delhi to have lawns and open spaces, 
but before Delhi gets lawns and open 
spaces, I want roofs for the poor peo
ple, I want roof over their heads. I 
think lawns and open  spaces  will 
come afterwards. Now, so much of 
the land is being kept as  a  sealed 
thing in the name of open spaces and 

all that.

I would request these hon. Ministers 
to stop issuing these notices in the 
rainy season. Do you know what  is 
happening  in  Shahdara?  In  the 
Jumna, the water level is rising and 
it is only li feet below  the  flood 
level. A nun̂Jber of houses are under 
water. Water is flowing into some of 
the houses, and even at  this  time 
notices are being served on some of 
the inhabitants of Shahdara! I know 
these Ministers do not serve notices.' 
They are very fine flowers of Indian 
citizenship—finest flowers, I  should 
say They do not serve  the  notices 
but you know that notices are being 
served, and those poor  people  are 
being asked to quit their houses at 
this time. We are  Indians  and  we 
know the rainy season and we know 
the difficulties which are experienc
ed in the rainy season. Of course, my 
friends from Bengal know them much 
more than I do. But even here the 
rainy season is not a very  pleasant 
thing  alnmys.  The  rainy  season 
means the falling of houses and so

m a

many other things. These notices are 
being served on people in Shahdars 
why? So that they should quit those 
houses at this time. I would say that 
there is a kind of panic at least in 
Shahdara at this time, because notices 
are being served.

I am told that  this BiU took a 
months to come into form.  It con
tains only 6 clauses and  I  do  not 
know why it took so much time. Of 
course, Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava 
will be able to throw some light on 

it

Shri K. K. Basu  (Diamond  Har
bour); He was dethroned.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Who was de- 
throne'd?

Shri K. K. Baso: Pandit Thakur 

Das Bhargava.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I do not be
lieve in these things, enthroning and 
dethroning and all that. I am a demo
crat. You may have belief in them
I have not

The Minister of Defence Organisa
tion (Shri Tyagi): He is a commu

nist

Shri D. C. Sharma: This Bill con
sisting  only  of 6 clauses  took 8 
months to take shape.  Why did it 
happen like that? I want  to  know 
from Pandit Thakur  Das  Bhargava 
why the Committee took 8 months to 
give shape to it. That makes me think 
that though this Bill appears to be a 
very simple and non-controversial Bill 
—̂I know what Sardar Swaran Singh 
proposeŝ will  be  non-controversial 
becaiise he is a man of sweet reason
ableness and he will make even a 
controversial thing look non-contro
versial—this Bill is bound  up  with 
the lives and well-being of lakhs of 
persons, lakhs of those persons whom 
we, in our imaginary visions of autho
rity, call poor people.  I would be 
ashamed to call them poor people.

This Bill concerns the fate  of so 
many persons:; it also concerns the 
future of Delhi, Is Delhi gomg to be 
a paradise for profiteers:  is  Delhi
going to be paradise for pe<̂le who 
traffic in these lands? Is Delhi going
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t  ^ *îK*ll ’THV ̂

 ̂ r̂nr ^

(5pq# )̂ T̂ f   ̂̂   ^

% ̂ T«r ?:fr |,  f̂tr

 ̂  ̂ '»<4i<i  11

 ̂  ̂A %ttx  ̂ ^  ^

STRR  <Trf̂nn̂ (h^)  ^
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*̂̂|0   ̂ sjH«t» r̂ Mid-

2̂T ̂ îHiO ^ I  ̂ ^

irt#’ f¥ 3̂ ’̂|VR?9̂

, eitt̂  ̂ 5TTIT I

T̂PT ^

|l tr̂ ^Fft

5?it t   ̂ (̂ m̂ )  I

^  3ffi   ̂   ^

T̂ tcft ̂ . , . .

<ift c*n*ft I ̂>hT̂ ̂   ̂T̂cft

ii

«jfiRI 51̂  TRT Wftl : 5ft

 ̂ t ?fh:   ̂  

<îr 5T̂ ̂ I ^

[Shri D. C. Sharma.] 

to be a paradise  for  those  people 
who are trying to get rich and fat on 
these things? If that is going to be, 
I despair about the future. Thia Bill 
is meant to make Delhi a better city, 
I may tell you that when this Bill 
is passed, Delhi will not become  a 
better city than before but Delhi will 
become a good city for some out not 
so for all.

So, I submit most respectfully to the 
two Ministers who are here and the 
third Minister also who is here because 
he is taking a lot of  interest in this 
Bill (Interruption)  that  this  Bill 
should be referred back to the same 
Committee and all the sting that is in 
it should be removed because in every 
word of this Bill there is  something 
which will cause some suffering, some 
misery and some hardship. Therefore, 
I would say that this Bill should  be 
withdrawn and another Bill should be 
brought forward in which should  be 
embodied all the constructive sugges
tions given by the House today.

With these words I  thsmk you for 
giving me this opportunity,

Hfw 5TVT  KTRT̂ : 4̂?a<

f% $ ̂   *TT ?TR f̂ T̂TT

 ̂t![̂ 9TcT  ?rr?i ̂  ^

(fq*«̂ K) ̂  (5T?R

 ̂TOTFT 5T ^

31̂  ̂ ^ '>)[«♦)<

^

5Ttf̂  ̂?nf ^

-  ̂  # 5T ?TTTT

I   ̂ ^  IRfT̂

 ̂̂  qf % I  w ̂ ̂ 4

 ̂  -qîdl f 

vtt ̂  «n̂ ̂  €t 5TO TOT feft %

RsIHIh)  cfl<  ̂*1̂

?ftT ̂  ̂  ̂  ̂'iKi'd



(ferr :

 ̂  ?IT  ̂  ̂I

MTlFf  &WT ?M  VniV :  »T̂, 

?T̂RRr ̂    ̂ ?nf 11  t

3Tf  ̂   ̂ T̂T

g I ?FR # ̂ *fhR ^

 ̂  ̂r̂RT ̂  ̂  ?

>dlMT5W-̂(nW

 ̂ ®FT t ̂ftr ^

€Î«f  ̂STTR"   ̂  ̂^

(iTRamFT) I

 ̂ 11 ^   ̂ferft ’̂ T̂,

$rf%7rfqvT 

^̂ Tf̂*«ft R̂Rt ?T̂ ^ I  ̂ ^

 ̂ T̂RT n̂wr ŵRît  PhIhwO 

(nTWf ihrT̂)  ̂*rnr ̂rrar ̂tVt  10 

 ̂fPT ̂ ̂   trĉTlf

 ̂ ̂   T̂ I  ̂*fr?+"̂ mi-
ftRT f ?ftT ̂  ̂  t

^  ̂  I \

 ̂    ̂ iT̂  11

$  -̂r̂di t ̂  ̂

(̂ f̂ ) —%rf%

?r̂ ̂ JTK   ̂  ̂ TT̂ ̂ '̂ KHm

— ^   ̂ Ĥ+̂1

^  *f̂«rr ̂  ̂  *=̂ ,̂  ^

1̂  ̂  =̂rf̂ «TT I

ŝpTT wnrr

5TT̂ «t1t iHif̂  <ibm 

^   0  t̂t qHiqi 3̂rrar, ̂  ̂

1[̂ ̂  ̂   I  ̂ 3T̂  ? TU

^  (WT%)  t f% t ̂

f «fVr ^ ̂  ^

% fm   ̂ ^ fnn̂  ?TPTr,

 ̂̂ ̂ ̂   t • ̂  ̂ back
ground  ̂  ̂ ^

 ̂t| I I ^
assurances ̂ T̂F̂fsrri
t««̂ sptf ?ppft f̂RJT ̂   fsFT 5T̂
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|i
Mr. Depnty-Speaker: 1 am doubtful 
whether the Chair  in a democratic 
Parliament should be  addressed  as 
gfiarihnawaz.

aHVT ̂TFff ̂iTPhr : 5T̂ <̂>̂(̂1

11 (T5fn>)

t, ̂  ̂  ̂  ’TTf̂’TÎ I ?ftT  ’Tlf̂ - 

T̂2'  ̂ ŵrfgysr   ̂̂  t*fl+< 

(?T«RT)

11

#  ̂ i I

5!̂  ^

 ̂ «nr 11

t •
iFTR’,   ̂ ̂»TR Ffhn:  ŝnrrr

^  'iH+I WT «fitdi ̂  ?

 ̂ ̂  ̂  tnfw#? ?T̂ ̂  1

qk, ̂sHTR, ?rrr ̂  ̂  ̂

|,  ̂arrr ̂   ^ t •

€t ̂   t I ̂ T̂T f%  ^

fw |, miRim w % ̂

ir  ̂^ iT̂rto-  ̂  ̂ I 

qrf̂ T̂̂  ̂   ̂ ^

 ̂ ̂  4îiRF?r 

%  ̂   ̂ ̂ t ^

*gi7TT3

|.‘-9 n̂ i'iiTi  ̂ ̂  ̂ mrr, ^



T̂rn?]

^   iqrtr  I

v̂i\\̂ qr

3fTt pr I, OT

^  ̂ 3TRT̂

«Tt̂  % srW «ft, %T  ?T5ft 

 ̂  Vrf  ?T  ĉTPTT   ̂I  l̂̂r̂rTl   ̂

sl*fl»l f̂tr «R̂

f̂  N̂I<1  ̂̂5FĴ  ^

 ̂ +̂ol  I  ĤlO

(̂îiTPTÔ Tî)  *̂rrr 

STTfJT M '̂< «flT ̂ raR ̂   ^

 ̂̂  T̂PT W

wz «ft  ^

«fr  I  ̂  ̂  ?TR̂ft ^

 ̂ 3̂̂ »Ttr ?fk ^

?ntT I  ̂ r̂̂rjT 'qîal g  ^

 ̂'5TFTT

<siHI  ̂̂    ̂   ̂ *IT I  ^

 ̂   ̂  ̂  ̂ fhstRnr (w ^)

W  ^

T̂TR   ̂ ?TT% #  ^

<T\T  'TT ̂   ̂I ^

>J+R ̂  W   ̂ TT 

OTrnMt # fîT I  ^ ̂  f%

*rf̂   ̂ q̂̂-̂[PT  t

'̂YI ̂fh:  ^

fRTft  ̂   ?T   ̂   ?ftT  ^  ^

 ̂ T̂c # ̂ft ?m3[,

#f%̂T wr  iT̂

^ '̂«îT 4><H  ̂fVi*<— ^

 ̂ l*f>Mi ? <̂si'l>i» %

f̂ rmrf ̂ ttsf ̂ T5rm ̂  ?T̂  ^

l?K «Trar I  qWcJTT #  ?TR- 

(’TOT)  I, ̂  f?R »lft̂ 

f, ̂(̂ H RTmm   ̂ 5T̂ tcTT I 

^̂T% TTPH ̂    ̂I
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-   ̂   TT W   efRWff

«rn̂,  ̂ ŝRT fepft ? ?ftr  ?n̂- 

w   ̂TO” fT̂  ̂  ? ?rr̂ ̂fl' 

îRh"  TT ̂ <̂?t  ^

^ ̂  ̂  ̂  f%FT ̂

(̂̂*1   ̂̂ftr ̂   ^

5Tl-f̂Rr̂i||  eĵi  qT; |4)<̂ «ff |

*HT3

V̂cf)  ̂ ?T7% fTTj- ̂

«rk nru ̂ T̂HTT ^

TOR ̂  f%tT I vd̂»i fe?)-f̂  ̂  

TT+MTd «fk

^ ̂5PTf  I I W OThT

 ̂  ̂«ff, 

(iTiRqil̂ Rmsff)  jpt  ̂«ff

?flT 3TT̂ wfipff  ̂>Tt «ff  I r̂f̂

ti«IH   ̂  ̂ P̂T̂ ?

 ̂ ̂   TC W  ̂    ̂ 5̂RT̂ 

«rr (̂ Ka1ĵ

^ \  tî H

 ̂vn«ll«(   ̂I   ̂̂  ̂

WK SRTTW  ?ftr 

 ̂ ̂   ̂̂ 3̂  Yrf̂PTR I

fN? ̂  i;̂ ̂  ̂   T̂  ? I

Self-preservation is nature’s oldort 
law.

# vfW  TT: ̂TTTT S$tU ̂3̂  ̂iT̂ TT 

h«mH <̂»11t> I  «̂T-̂tH4i<

tflf̂-pf «riT ’RJprf̂TO ^

fR  ̂  ̂  ̂  f% ̂

ŵTit  I ?  w  *rc  vfrî  

(̂ -̂ rnĵ)  ̂1̂   ^ TOTJft

 ̂ ^̂RR"  T  ̂ T̂R  ?tVt 

pKlfll 5T ̂  I  «ft ^ ̂?TT

 ̂’’It p*T  ^ TOpff ^

f̂ RT ̂ TR  ̂  ̂ iTSiR

I  4 ^  ̂ +<̂1 •̂l̂'il f 

VVfbff  ̂ SR T  ̂(’T̂Pf),

f̂R  ̂ (<TTTRt>



^  ^   ̂ #RFT  ifk

% t iTVRH «TT I «R# ̂ ̂

 ̂̂   ?nf, ^

 ̂ f̂F̂ T̂PT I ?n?t

«ft ̂ o #0  OTf # ^

vd̂ Ĥ  tipROT (iq<â1) 5f ’TPT̂

?râ ̂ TFpft ̂ 'ĴKT «nfft  I 

q̂?ft T̂vRT ̂

(̂ ST̂ )   ̂ I t̂ Pprt  ̂ 'Til#  ^

»Nw  =̂ Tf̂ I

 ̂   ̂ ̂T?T *T  3fT̂   ̂I

5̂PTf  ’TT ̂ÎV< *ftr 

 ̂ l̂+< ̂

^ TpRTTW (̂ r̂ <m-

h*I*t>0 )  I  vRiTTf ^

qr  ̂  ̂ qr

 ̂ f̂ ?̂TR ̂TR- ?fK

 ̂  ̂ T̂tT I  ̂  ̂H+Hra-

^  ?̂3T   ̂ |?rr i ^

îHIa *iO«i»i«»i'a,— ^̂ TTT*ii4>

ŝFrR, #  <1«iKi ?rt ̂

T̂ i — U'̂vs  ̂q  ̂ (?rf̂- 

f  ̂) %m\ I R̂rff ^

^   %1  ̂ ^̂TR   ̂  ^

«ft I  ̂ m\  «iKUiiWf

 ̂ (inWRT ^)  >̂T!T ^

f̂t’ff  % TRjpT ttovffhnr (̂rf̂- 

f ?ftT ^

 ̂I t  ̂  ̂ r̂nr ^

5̂   ̂ Quartering ^

s4̂<.a   ̂̂rT ̂[TT   ̂ ^

If̂rrŝ ̂  I t̂i«T» yPT

 ̂f% ?rr5r ̂  aro  |^

 ̂̂   I, ̂ 3m 11 ^

(̂mrw+hIvt

f̂ )̂ I,

11  ̂ ^

Î TR̂   ̂̂  1̂ WTK ̂ Ak ̂ SWT̂
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^  ̂TOTT11 ^  ̂ nmr ̂icrr |

xĵiT̂prfe

W f̂ P̂ ̂   ’TO TO # I

 ̂  ^ ttStx̂  (sttĉ) 

5f?R f̂̂ t̂ i3[̂ ,̂  ?rnr̂

TC (̂ f̂  . ̂’

AWaTXr) —  ̂  3lTf̂-

«̂rri w i

tt̂  ?TFTT, ̂  ^

 ̂?fh:R ̂   ÊTT̂   ̂

4><̂PTT «nr   ̂ ̂    ̂ %

?rk  +’«î  ?!ff 11  ̂ ̂

# OT   ̂̂  # ̂ rrdW €1̂ # 

 ̂ «TTf̂ 3T̂ f̂ 1 ^

?rrsr̂ ^^^5nw i f̂ft

5  ̂ (w ^)  I

(̂irf3̂)  Ilk ̂   ̂   ̂ 11 ^

 ̂   ̂    ̂«rnTT eft  ̂ qr ̂

fk?T CRJ  ̂  ^

ifh: ô  ̂  ̂  \

 ̂I ^  ̂ 5p̂  ̂ (fSRK-

FT̂)  «TTf̂ ?PR  ̂  ̂  ^

?ft  Ŵ5=ft ^

f̂mit  ̂  ̂  m\   ̂ ^

ft^

f̂ assviranccs   ̂ f*H

^qr? m ^pT I ^

*fV̂fw I ̂  ^

(5 -̂

 ̂)  % ^

# f̂ OT  fw   «IT, ̂  f*T̂ ̂

t fSl W ̂  ̂  ^



^  # 3̂̂ f̂ RRt ^RrfW  ̂ t 

 ̂  ̂ ̂ I 3̂̂ TO

 ̂ fĤii I ^ fiRr 

8T|̂ «rr  I

(f  ̂ ̂  *T )̂  ^

(’fnfrRTRt)  (f̂ '̂ ) m  

P̂T*TT

 ̂vTt̂  ̂  ̂I

 ̂ T’C  5fRf ^

1̂  ̂   ̂ f%

(̂ ™* T̂FTT) ^   f I ?TFT

ft  frf^

OTT  rm  ̂̂

% ̂   I ̂  t   ̂  ̂

^^m f̂fR q̂prnqTRT 

t f̂ Rw r̂TTf̂ f̂ T̂ f̂Nf  qr 

arrâ  ̂  îTTr# «tt?, ?ft ̂  «rrf̂

I %(%5t ?nn:  % lir#

?ft *̂PT  f%JIT »̂T’T  I

 ̂?r̂  î̂ai  ̂i% ?nrT 

 ̂ cfT̂  ̂<f»i»vi ^   ̂̂  5ft
#  ̂  f̂  qRT fW 5TR I

# «m  ̂ ̂  feiT>»rd̂>  ITT ̂

g  f̂ TOT

«F35T  ̂   ?r  ̂ I  eft

 ̂ W f%̂TT, f̂sR” sft* 

l̂nrr fk̂ m ̂

«R ^  fer  f^

v̂   % ’sp̂T ̂  %n€t  I

^  ̂̂  ?fraT I «fk

trfw 5FT  ITRrr  ̂I ^

?T3[̂  ̂ +<*11  t̂̂ai  g f% ^

5̂fj#

I  W  T̂ft ^  q̂fHT

STim-  5?r   ̂̂  TO ap̂  I,

«fh: g?TR   ̂2R?r̂ ^̂TT I ̂   ̂iRR̂ Ft

 ̂ r̂m ferpiT  j i

4131 Government Premises 23 AUGUST 1956  (Eviction) Amendment 4132
Bill

% «!>Osi qro* ̂  f̂ r̂r ̂rt i

^ ^ # 2̂fT 

 ̂̂ f¥  «lt, ?ftT #T ̂3̂TWrr ̂tHT

 ̂  5RR fW   I wm  ?rf%̂  TFR-

 ̂ ’jf)- ̂   îf̂ fqĵ ;g%

*1*W TRT  ̂ f<<̂l  I ̂ J+H ^

«ft̂  ̂wraf ̂  »nft  # ̂iRR ̂

T̂RT   ̂  f'  I  iTRff

 ̂  ?Tff  ffTRT I  ^

W f%T I

»it̂Rm  ^n #̂3T^ «̂rr  f% 

^ ̂  iT̂hff #   ̂̂  f*T# TO

3̂̂ ?TTW fTî îft’T 

?ft̂  ̂   f̂ RT#  I  ?TT̂ - 

TĴ R̂9>  ̂  TT3f̂  ̂

TO" ̂  5̂TRft f̂t̂ft

%  frot ̂  I  ̂ ̂  ̂  ?r̂ 

nt»̂l  ̂%■ ̂TRT  %  M̂*̂<.  ?Trr

(?tr) ^  ^
 ̂  ̂  fSTR TT  ̂5qw ̂xTRT :3f7̂ I

(f̂lWiR)

WTT f̂̂ TOT I 3T̂

?T̂ fW «TT %̂ \̂   (fHc|?̂ H)

r̂5f̂’+- mrtt,  W  ̂ ^

 ̂ ̂fFTT I, ? T̂̂ m;

 ̂  '5TT̂  ?tVt

*P%r I ^

 ̂?TR W¥̂   ̂  ̂f̂RR

f  f?*Tj|!Z  F̂R

 ̂+̂al  ̂I 5̂RR Ĥl, W 

 ̂TO ̂    ̂fW n <TRT

^̂ RTI

 ̂  ̂I ̂*R  3̂̂ <=l̂

f% ftrf̂T̂FZT  ̂̂  '»IHd t;

’Ĥ N TT ̂  in?hT ̂  %

r̂«hH  ̂ r̂Ffft  ?ft ̂irnj  >̂R ̂

 ̂I  HTSr ̂R̂TX  ttl̂«l   ̂  5  ^



t ?fk w   11

2pY ̂  t ^

 ̂  f ?rk   ̂ ^

g I 4 mwt TT̂tf̂ f̂ wr

g f%  ̂  ̂  ̂   ̂ 1

 ̂  ĴTKt   ̂ ^

«TT 5?F2:?FT̂ ^

t 3̂̂  ̂  ^

«fk  ̂ ^

 ̂ ^

 ̂  ̂ (̂;mT ̂?TRr)   ̂  ̂ IT̂

«TT I   ̂ ^

f f̂  ̂ %   ̂ (f̂ r̂roT)

r̂rfer f̂ RR  ̂ i  ̂cnîfhs 

1*1̂   ̂   ̂ t

HdiĤ   ̂   ̂ ^

 ̂ «IT  ̂̂r*n: ̂   ̂ t

 ̂^  ̂  t ?rk ^

?[̂  3¥  I  ̂  w

#  I #   ̂ t

 ̂   qr 15T̂ T̂ T̂ |o

?̂ K.o #̂5rR7T 

 ̂ T̂ ĉpt  ô Ê r̂

 ̂  ̂ f?JT 11  ̂  ^

qr ̂5tt̂    ̂ q  ̂ ^

^̂ TqrnT̂ qriR|iT

^  ̂ 5=R?rfflr i

«ft  ^

 ̂  ̂ q̂rpft ̂   '*!«+<

^qr «TT ̂  *

 ̂̂  ̂ r̂rqr̂ ̂  i

2 P.M.  ̂ ^

V(̂  ̂^  ^
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7T̂  t   ̂ r

 ̂ 5T̂ %

I t  i   ̂  firf^

(%7̂  Tprm)  %

 ̂)   ̂ T̂ t,

 ̂  I  ̂   ̂  fqr̂

 ̂   ’q,  ^

qqt I ŜHTT  ̂  ^  ^

!ij7̂ q̂rq  r̂rq  ̂ ̂ 

qrr  ̂ ‘ ’̂

(sqlT) #  ̂  ̂   »

qt I

;j5  ̂ q̂K HPT ^q  ̂  ̂«

;j;̂  ?l̂qrR ̂  ^
% T]p>  ̂T(ff cii*ilH  ft J iq’ ĵt

?rf̂ smR ̂   ̂  ̂ ‘

T̂f̂ qT̂rf̂

T̂̂tq ̂  qîKRT q?t  qrrqqr̂

qî fl I T̂TSTĴ HT̂ q?rqfW  ̂

?r  ̂  ̂   ?JFTTfet̂  t I

qîq % =qn: wrrfW 

(qrfWft)  qt  ^

% qV̂ «flr, ff̂ qr  ̂

t:̂ f̂fimiTst «ft  ̂  q̂ wExqf̂ 

(tsfrf̂ )  ^̂tqtt?̂  (mqm)  ^ 

'i i%Tr I  qr ̂  q^ ̂

 ̂  ̂   qTt ̂  ^

q̂qr ̂ TT̂ ̂ q̂ q̂  q̂    ̂̂  
3̂fq̂ q̂rq %4M*fV   ̂ *

fqqrtq̂ qflf ^qrf̂ fqf̂ ^^  ̂

qtsq ̂  I ^ ciqr q̂

q̂   qrqr  q^

 ̂̂cfrfqq? q̂ r̂qrl q̂  ̂ ^

^  cTife qr> q̂  q|)r «TT
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♦i+H  ̂HkH  ^ ^

 ̂   ̂ ^

#3rt)   ̂ ̂  ?rk ̂

3̂̂Rnr îkHI  ^M*fl ̂  ̂'5TRT \

T̂̂>T»T f’TTT ̂  % PmI< [+dHf

 ̂̂   Ri*T>i*̂d t ̂  ̂

I #Eft ̂   ^

 ̂̂ I ĵ'TT M*t̂ *<*T>(»lld( *̂1

fTT ̂ vSirft̂T ̂[T̂  qft  t ?̂ T̂ ?TR

 ̂  ̂̂  K̂’jrrr̂'lr ^

 ̂  1 ̂  W  I  t f̂HTPT̂

f  f̂RTT

^   ̂ -H*Mnl   ̂ ^ ^

^ ̂  «ft

(+H ir̂ ^

vr̂ vj’i'H vfHt mit

^ ^  # 5?T-

 ̂ mrm ̂  ̂  ̂\ î nr irthrt 

f̂ R̂TT m  ^    ̂^

*TT  »̂TFT 'TO  ?TT̂ ̂ft»T

'5rnr i ?fr  >d»i+1 srtr" ^

T̂T d'»l̂  ̂ «ft dt ^

eTRT  «TT «fk ?PR  f̂t

#ft ^ f̂ R̂RTm̂î>g[T

«TT I r̂f̂ ̂   ?rh:  +̂pfl' ̂

fro  ̂  ̂  meft  5?T̂

jpnePT ̂  ̂  5TFT ^

?iw ̂ r+<wT   ̂ ̂  ^

H*M*fi '̂5*T% ̂nr ^

 ̂  5̂  ffTTT <il<wrf«iT ̂(TTIZTlf ̂

»rf 11 It î r̂pRr  |

 ̂̂  TOR

 ̂  ̂ m

mwK ̂  ̂  ?iT̂ « <+"n: # n̂=nrr ̂

ton  ̂ «TT?rk^

r̂sfm  f̂sr ̂  t  #T̂-

(t̂ftro)   ̂  (mr̂ ) ^

# 4)<HNI 

^ 5TiftT ?rrfê  ̂  ̂   =517̂ I

^ 'd'lti ?r? f%TT ̂   ?RT ̂

 ̂̂ ̂rft̂ ?TRf*Pft %  TOR

3̂T  «IHNI  ̂

f̂tr ̂    ̂̂iO«n  ̂'STR ̂

f' 1F[ ̂T5% TORt ̂  «I*̂N ̂r+H ̂*TT 

% ̂irt̂ ̂TTsrfipff ̂  ̂

^ ̂  ̂  ̂TOT  ̂ ̂T̂̂TRT ̂  tor 

P̂TT f% ̂Rt̂ 55lKiTT̂ft ̂   TOR

PbdH ?T5ft5r %̂. ̂T>m f̂ WT <̂'*1̂ f<KI 

I # Wf̂ froPR ̂  ̂ TW 

xi«̂H ̂  4'»l̂ ̂  f*RT  iV

 ̂d<f̂  ̂ m̂^

#̂fRti[̂ % ̂ 3̂  ̂  tor! ̂  fhrnrr 

 ̂̂   n̂r?r ̂  f̂nr f̂rm ̂

(̂t̂ ̂f̂ Frt) ^

%tR qro TOR 

?T̂ ?rh: ̂  TOFT  ’̂r 

 ̂̂ <.l̂d ̂ ̂

H'̂nl  f̂̂iR W9RT  *t>ĝll fV

 ̂̂  fPR «TT

T̂O  Ttm ̂   «TT «fk 2T5

f̂T̂nryr̂'TRrf̂R̂T̂  ^̂i«FRt 

 ̂fSRT v3̂«l>l  % f̂TTRT '*iml ̂

*̂1% HlfVj‘t>M  ̂̂l+d  f̂Kl

^ I

A ?TR «f4+< SfTTOt ̂ T̂WRT -̂l̂dl ̂ % 

to  # ̂*TR’Rĝ f5PT%

ĵKqrfart ̂  srfr ̂  «tt,

T̂OTfWt ̂   ̂ ̂T#3t

terror fv ̂  (m̂rRR

(̂M̂) «TT I w *TT t
^   w t ̂  ̂ ̂  tor

T̂5T ŜPTR ̂  fS'̂ R̂ ̂ ̂  

R̂5TT  g #

 ̂ mm ? 3̂TÎ  fOT

q?t   ̂n$ I iflx
T̂Ot   ̂  W t I  «F̂



^   ̂ 'TRT

m  JTWHT ̂  ̂  ̂

3ft ̂iPfhT  ff t ̂  ̂   ^

5ft 5ITfe ̂  t  ̂ T̂T

f̂R%  TRTR f»RT# TR f  ^

 ̂̂   T̂fTT ’Tf̂ t f¥ ̂

 ̂  ̂Ri'?-

(sTf̂prf̂) +Hd) ̂ ̂3̂nr ̂  f%w- 

fW   ̂̂  ?rr3T  ̂vi6l

^ ̂  ̂

qr I ^ qft t ̂

^ ̂  ̂   I   ̂ «?)■
?PTr2R’?rrHT#̂f̂ T̂T̂ 3̂̂ Yo, ĵo 

T̂ft   ̂ f̂RT ̂

T̂  ̂I  ftr=rnT  ̂?tr̂  «*a<?if'J»

(*♦> t̂*t> ̂4d ̂ ̂3T  IV̂ ̂

 ̂%?TWT   ̂ j  f̂iT ?iVt 

fJTR ̂ H'T ̂TT, 'TT̂ '̂+Wl4 ̂RftfyTprET 

(̂rmzff tm) % ̂JTPPt ?TR ?fk 
«T  ̂ ̂  d*ii*i  ^

«Tf̂ S2TFT  ̂grr 5fk OT  7T

a'i>0«H ^ r«MldHd  (r<HHMi)  ^

 ̂̂fk ̂ T̂TT ̂<.<K 

?fk ̂ ûft 51̂ 'jft Tirf̂   «ft I

^  ̂Tftf̂ ̂ m%T

 ̂  ̂̂  ̂   I

 ̂>d»i+l  ’TT *!>r.al

fy ̂    ̂ftm

^  ̂  TOT ̂ f¥ ’fTTT ̂  ̂ ^

 ̂ ^ mdipft ̂  ̂̂

 ̂ *̂*id ̂<*>̂ ̂ R«Ft ̂pfhr ̂ ̂ I

 ̂ ̂  ̂ r̂? f̂RT ^  «l4f̂ Md 

sp̂  ̂  ̂fW  ̂?ftT

 ̂  vtf cR»5r̂ »î  ̂*rf,

I   ̂  ̂ ̂ ^

3̂̂    ̂  ̂  ̂ TT̂TWir ̂  ̂

VtfiiRr ̂   3̂̂nh"  »̂7rT *P «̂ltrci

5̂ 5̂TR ̂   ^ 5TTÔ

?TTO  «T»̂̂i  f f% ̂  ̂JRT̂
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^ f*!>̂H ̂   «l<i»l*ic

 ̂  ̂I 4 ?7T̂  ^

+ <HI   ̂ ?nT ?ITT ̂  f̂?ff 'TC

rnH*̂) f% M  ?TR

?FTPTT -qîa f ̂ttK 'd*i'̂| ̂  

cITt̂ # ̂   =̂ T̂   ̂  #T

?̂sp  ̂ |T̂  ?TT# ̂  '5iTTf

 ̂̂lH+   ̂ ̂ ̂  ̂

 ̂ T̂TT OT '̂♦flH #  W  T̂?*f

'  ̂ ?fk OT# m

I ^ #?TW  ̂  w 

^ ̂   ^

«flT ^̂5̂  W  t ??k f̂ RT̂  f*T

«blM*i  -ql̂d 91M ̂
n*M'?ii ^?Trr^H*l<n ̂  

r̂fw  ̂̂ r>lH+  ^ ?TPT%̂+i>iHM

# »T5Tcfr # ̂ft

 ̂  ̂   ̂ ?nrr

?Trr ̂ T̂T  dt  #ĝrrv ̂ rrf̂

ft̂rr  ̂    ̂ ’Jjjn  f̂iT  ?r*n:

ÎT*T  ̂ ?rr «TR ̂   f̂TT

P̂̂cTiWr I  '*1̂1  ^ ̂TWFT ̂

3|>t cn?̂) ̂ f̂PTT ̂ RT ̂  ̂  

^  fSTT t 

fêft   ̂ iw  sftTT

I I  T̂W ̂   ̂ ^

?T¥ ̂  ̂  I  T̂̂TT̂ t 

q(d̂<̂   ̂  ̂  ̂«T<
r̂r̂  w w ?fk ^

%■  ^ ̂TRTT ̂  3Rt| ̂

 ̂̂  5̂̂

4̂-Sĵ Ĥd 5̂  # 3TR̂  ^

•Twr <tPsi«?i ^

ĉTTf̂  ̂ ?0 PK

^ ?T̂ «;lf̂  ̂̂  1̂ I

 ̂ ^  H+̂l
<i1̂w ̂  ̂ ̂  (RPi-̂

nfer) ^

vŵ PRiPFnff ̂ 

dil+ si*i<<>l  f̂F̂TT <rnri
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«Tf7  *rnm]

^ ^    ̂ f ?

I m =TO

 ̂ ?rfr ̂  »rt I ^̂rr?T «tt

fip Sisf  MŴ   ̂ ̂  r<̂T

tl[̂ It ̂  H+Mf̂

^  ̂ OT̂TT \

 ̂ ̂    ̂ •

■4|ufir̂  ̂   ̂ WTT W,

 ̂ T̂R  ̂̂  <a«i< ̂  ̂  ̂  

f5ffT spitr̂  5Tff  ^

Ri*̂ r̂d+ (̂ TfPT̂ftR̂)

T̂Rilt ^

 ̂̂   cRTĉ   ̂ff i

 ̂ITf̂ fSTT I   ̂ 

^  qt, ̂ 3̂  ̂  ̂

F̂t ̂  «PtW I r̂f̂ «(<r+wft 

 ̂  ^nw ^

-5t?*T̂  ̂  ̂)   ̂>

 ̂ qr tWt  % frrîTHT:

 ̂  I   ̂  ̂ ^

 ̂f5T̂,

 ̂I  ̂ ^

 ̂  5f̂ ̂  ̂t?TTV  I  3̂̂

2RIPT ^  flT #TT t I

iRt̂?T?rr5r,TTcT%

^m, ^   ̂ ^

% ,̂  ̂ *T̂,

Bt̂  ’TiTi î\T ̂

 ̂  ^ ̂  ŝnm  ̂ ̂   ̂ '

tr̂ ̂irapt  d̂+1*(1«5nT

qî Rr)   ̂*rt I ^ wr5fT  ̂ ̂

I ̂   t ̂    ̂ W  ^

 ̂ f?TT m I  ̂ ^-

€tt5FT  ̂»rt I I   ̂  w r iTH#ftf<

âihiftt̂ ̂  3rm  irf ̂

%  w  fe ̂  fl̂ fe  ̂  ̂ 

«p|Tr ̂  r̂iî+'l Th+h  ̂ ^

fip

^ ̂repFT ̂ T̂T #)  ^

WT # ̂smr ̂sTTW I ^*

;5RT̂ ?nwr,  n̂nFT'<̂0,0 0 0 ô

*PT «TT  3̂̂ *\\[̂  ̂  ̂5(. r  ̂^ 

*f1̂  ̂ WFTt, ?HTt \s n̂ «;   ̂1̂

Yo,ooo  ̂ o  % TOT?T  ̂ cT -̂5T ̂  ^

I fe ̂    ̂ ̂

IT̂ f̂HTT TO" irqhwt-

tOT  ?T̂ I ^

»tf̂   ̂f̂ pfS

 ̂TT̂  I ^

^  tqr,  ^

iTi ^

r̂wT ̂  r̂rthi ̂  ̂  i

TO  I  «̂i»'\*î«̂î |WiT

# VJ.O® ̂ o ? ® ®

r̂̂r 'Snft̂ i ^

^Tif 1

 ̂iTTfW   ̂ iTO  w, 

 ̂   ̂   ̂ ^1  tr̂

t#  ̂ ̂iTfer (  ̂  qn^)

m m   ̂   ^

I

qfiRT ^  ^

n*rr,  ̂ ^
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Pi m m  I iV

^    ̂ ?TW *nTR ft

îRft HkMI VJ, ̂

f% 1% f+d»i 

f̂RT?  ̂ #5TT ?ft «rr

 ̂*T̂ 1” ^̂TVT #

 ̂I  rTT̂  ^̂nrt *<«t»H 

 ̂ f̂RHTT  P̂TT,

^ *T  ̂  ̂^  3̂TRT  I

(m̂ RFT

 ̂frrtr %  x 'tt ̂  ̂  rrofhr

5-̂ |, 5r̂ qTf̂ f̂RTt%

Û o.  ̂'T̂   ̂I

To  qo :

n,Yot?  "

MTf̂f  TRT »inf̂ : 3ft

 ̂I  1TWRT   ̂’Tra’ f%ITT

<rr  +4cTl % ii«<<

V̂vTR  ST f¥ ITVH f̂RTT 5TT

f, vm cptr

3FTR,  ♦hcI wvtr ^

17*r ̂ apJT 5ft qiT̂ ̂  ̂T3¥ ̂  r̂f̂ 

 ̂I r̂iT «rnr ̂   ̂f̂raw

sr̂rnTT ̂tptt ̂ T̂T̂fT  ?ft

ft[> wu: ̂   ̂«rd̂viTS)

î, ?ft ̂ l̂it st̂ ̂r?T ̂ f̂tr ?TTT ^

 ̂*TTf̂9)T̂ *t» <,   ̂f̂*i '*1̂1 ?IV

 ̂̂ T̂, *i+W ̂  »r f̂RHT I

T̂FTT ̂  *TT?[5 f  <̂<;K 

î̂«l  ̂ '>ti»ia   ̂ f*P

(̂ Tŝ Rrnrr̂)  ̂\,ooo  ̂

iT̂FFft  (̂nwnr)  V7H f̂rnr

Mf»<i«b ̂rldfHcTl iftr  ap f̂tii««

5ftiff ̂  ^ M- I

WT3rfkf#$rrf |f¥ ?v.,oo<> 

?Rr % Tf̂TPT  3T*ft«T  ̂5TTRT

 ̂  TR I *̂TT  r«OT   ̂ 

f̂fT̂ ̂   ^

|flT  ̂   f̂ Rft

OTTtot  (̂rff̂ wrfrnr 

irf̂ F̂R)  ̂  H«f»H  ^

ftr̂ ^ «i<r«*»t̂a ̂5T ̂ I

fVrar  TOTTRT ̂ 3t  ̂

TO WT\ #

^   ̂ 1% W

P̂PT*T *1̂ ol*6 *h<. ̂  I  cTT̂ ̂

 ̂TRW #   ̂  t

#mr  TT̂ zft̂ # 3p̂ <TT pr̂T ^  fv 

f5RR!T iRiH f̂ RRTt ^̂[PFt f̂SRtsF  ̂

•T̂5Rt̂   ̂ ̂tIt ̂  *i«mH ̂  ?TR̂-

5ir#FhiOT ̂  1   ̂ =PfT

ti1<n  ̂ »T*TT I P̂hn *ĥa

f  *̂T# ̂  VtfOT   ̂ 3PTT

3̂|q|«|  ̂'aĵ 0+  1   ̂̂

 ̂ fepfr   ̂ I

mK u  T̂̂ i5R-4t̂

f̂«Md g  ^ ̂

f% 5ft sf#»T ̂

 ̂I WR  ^  ^

f̂TOT 1  ̂t, ̂ T3# 1;AT   ̂  SfcSFTSr ̂  

f?!W 1  ̂ t •  ̂  ^

T̂PT ̂   iPTift «iq»5̂<i

 ̂ Wpn,  ̂ ̂  4 IT^

♦T ̂t3> ®b'Ŝ ®F̂,

 ̂<ft̂ t,

I I 15̂  ̂ iTfî

“The Committee with to place 
on  record  that it  experienced 
considerable difficulties in elicit
ing  the  requisite  information 
from the various Ministries con
cerned who, in the initial stages 
of the enquiry, did not  seem to*



be very clear about  the nature 
and extent of their responsibility 
in the matter.”

 ̂ ̂  rft ̂  I

%3TT, ^

 ̂ I, ffTT ̂  ^
5ft r*ifTOT̂ I 

 ̂  ̂^

 ̂ »nTT «TT f% f̂ RR

«TT̂ ^-

■̂FT)  f+i|l '517̂1̂,  â»il  ̂*1̂

 ̂ I

 ̂ T̂TT

f̂rrsRT   ̂  ̂  ̂ t'

 ̂ +̂IK 'TRT  }̂

M̂h*\

•5T̂ t, ̂sftl3n̂55H  (fqGîrîi f̂rf̂)

?r̂ 11 ^

(f̂ r̂ ) r̂r̂ i ^

 ̂#w  ̂11  ̂  ̂̂TT*rar

 ̂  ̂  t»

 ̂ WTT ̂  ̂  ^

(f^)  ̂ ^

*TT  cRT *f>H<Tl

I ?TT5f ̂  ̂ »rr ̂ f¥ ̂

*5FFnr |TT f ?t1t ̂  5̂tr

^  11   ̂ 4'  ^

 ̂T̂ C  ̂    ̂  ̂   t

ifk  ̂?nT?;

% cTĵzfrt̂   ̂ to

^ *rf ̂  ^ ̂  xT̂r̂nTT’T  ̂̂

UR’ ̂ n̂rr tiqm ̂ i  <rf̂

^ ^  fêiT  ̂ «fk w ̂

 ̂ %5TTq»̂ ff t * #

f% n?iHm>ci<Jf W

 ̂  ̂  in  ̂5TT?rT ̂ I   ̂  ^
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^  T̂?n  t» 

ifr ?TrT  ̂ p̂rrai’TT, ot 

 ̂ 11̂ «TT I

ipf  ̂   ̂̂  t 

^ ^  t  ^

 ̂ (cRT̂ #̂)

55PTT  ^ ̂ ̂   ♦Hi’1'1 W ̂iM*ht

tr̂ RH 51̂  r̂f̂ I  ̂ ̂r̂TWt

f̂r*TT  ^   ̂ t • ^

 ̂I  ̂ VmTcT 'T? ftr 11 ^

^   t ̂    ̂̂  ̂   ̂ 

is too

îiiRT   ̂50̂ I  ?nwr   ̂ 

rft«ITf̂ f̂  ̂  ̂ ?flT ̂

# ̂  «TT  ipn̂rv ?rnT i

 ̂  ̂   ̂I

5iTq# feft ̂  ̂  ̂  ̂    ̂ ̂

;rff  I  ̂ ŝrr?!̂ f  fft̂rrwr

vrmwr  ?rk̂iroriTN̂

 ̂  ̂ ̂ ?TPT

 ̂ I  ̂ ̂snw ̂  «ft,   ̂ «?t I

#   ̂ fJT

 ̂  ?fr5[ ̂  ̂  ^

 ̂f e f t ^

5rTT̂  ̂   ̂ ̂ t  qĵTT  snpRT

 ̂ 5T̂ ̂    ̂̂  ̂  ̂

 ̂5nr̂  ?iT̂-

T#f̂  ̂ 5̂rrt̂ I ?rm

 ̂ tTJFzftrr̂ ^ cftfT ̂  57̂ t  #

cftfrli

^ ?rm ̂    ̂«ftr

 ̂ 5Ft t  ̂ Wroft ^

#-̂ 5̂vRfr ̂  11  îW ̂  ^

 ̂  t 5̂  ̂ ff

T??3ftT?T «Ftf ’TT̂ ̂   t ̂

 ̂  lit cft?T ^  t I ^
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vftr wf   ̂ t >

T̂TT ̂  ^

f̂tr ̂  •rft’

5?̂ #fTT ̂TT̂ I W   ̂W 
<R  ̂ <TT mf¥t %̂TRT ̂

«fr f̂PT̂ ?rm f̂Tmrn ̂  i i 

 ̂ f̂FTT H'Tidl  >tV tn?̂-

T̂ri*til ?n=5ff%2?T̂ I
T̂TT  t ̂«TT ̂ TT̂ ̂

^ ^ ̂  ĵTFT ̂  ̂  ^ rTT̂

l̂ R̂TTt  ̂ 5«il<.l

tT2?q̂f̂  SF T̂R#  ?nf f I

 ̂TRT   ̂  ̂tr.-̂f̂TTf

(STĉrm)  T̂̂SF  f I

 ̂ f I  ̂̂nrfRTT g 1% ̂n̂TT

T̂T̂   ̂ «TRT  ^

T̂-’PRTf̂  I ^
 ̂I

 ̂  ̂ cft̂nr

t I T̂î W[  ^ «TT I

 ̂  sftr  T̂Prr

r*l̂+t H<̂H fTPftf̂

# ̂  tor «TT ?ftT f̂RT̂

«rr ̂    ̂ «tt ?fh:

?T̂   ̂ ̂5(. T̂ *lf ??k

 ̂ T3[̂  ĵPT’T   ̂ ^

iilPjiO   ̂  ̂ ^

OT ̂PITTT *ql̂dl  ̂  ̂̂

ÎPT  +<.dl  ̂̂  ̂  ̂ f% ̂

R<[Vh TH[S‘  spT!̂  ^

t ferr̂ TT (fH )̂ 7̂W f i

 ̂̂  trr#f̂ (WTTf̂ ) 

 ̂♦I'sfT ’TT, ^̂Enpt 4̂kO TT 'T̂ ?̂)4d 

iftx ̂   Vt ̂TPT ̂    ̂?P̂'5f̂

 ̂ f¥f̂  arrp  I, q#T I

^̂rrt iTR ̂iTR  # TTv 

^   ̂<<t) I <  t «rtr  5jcfr<*( ̂

STTW  T̂TSRY t  ̂  F7VIT

vprw t vk   ̂  ̂  ̂ 

w   ̂fro   ̂ sĥfNr

Srf̂)  ̂’TT̂  ^ t 

f̂k ĉR  ̂# ^R#f

5fRft̂ # f I

?HR <̂+r<  ̂ ^ ^

T̂T̂ I ̂   rTT̂ # ̂p>5mrr  t 

5TR5T

1̂  ̂ ^   ̂  ̂̂ iV

W ^  ̂   ̂Wpvif̂ OT  (f%WPT) 

?TR #   ̂  ̂ TR̂ ̂ I
HY\9 ̂ R̂̂nr

'5R̂ 3̂nT̂?TR *i'*»M  f *rt”<

 ̂vdHH   ̂   ̂?ft *̂>*̂1 ̂

tnrr̂

5f»T  ̂ ̂

itkM  ̂  ?mn̂  (?TRnT) ^

 ̂W f̂P̂ W- ̂  ̂  ̂  

TT f̂F̂rr P̂TT I ^

f*T# ?̂T t̂

T̂fraw f   ̂ ^ ̂  ̂  ,

f̂RT   ̂̂    ̂ ^

^  «R   ̂   +î1<̂JiFT 

 ̂<sisI f̂Fm  ̂I f̂̂ H 'Ml'*t 

i**itTl (’MiMid ̂tft)

%{\̂4̂  ̂  ̂?TO  ̂̂  ̂  ^

j!̂  ̂    ̂  ̂?

 ̂̂rnjĵ  ’M̂AjT'CRf #  ^

«ftr ̂ ̂TTR’  ̂fdW t  I T̂R
F̂Rt̂ T̂T̂ 

 ̂IT̂FR  +<l̂  t ^

 ̂iin̂ #!ft  t ?tVt  >d̂+t

yF<yrr r̂̂TTT t  ̂  ̂ ̂  ̂

■*iHal   ̂I ̂TRT HŝîT
^̂IT f *ftr ̂    ̂  t [ feft

«rt TOFT ̂  ̂  wn. ̂  TT̂ (?Tl̂- 

^)  ̂ t ̂    ̂ ^

 ̂I.̂PR ̂rtf f̂TPT ̂

5 ?ft  >311̂ t  ̂ t ̂  ̂
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R̂STTT ^

t J   ̂  IV  ̂ «ft 

 ̂# 5p̂ fer̂rm  -̂ 

vn$ft7T̂  ̂  ̂ ̂  t •

q;in̂ ̂'RT̂  ̂ TO t

mr ^

 ̂  ̂ T̂ t ^

ITPTT ̂  t   ̂  (f̂ RT^

I  f̂RTfy i

 ̂  I ?ftT H iFT-wftTT̂ ?fN3jqmr 

 ̂ t • n̂̂JTT ̂

 ̂qr̂ t ̂    ̂̂ •

iTPfhlî  (?Hf̂f̂ r̂f̂-

?FRt)  Tifr ̂   t •  ̂ ̂  ̂

7̂   ̂# T̂«r̂

^WM̂PT ̂   ̂̂  ̂   ^

 ̂T̂ ?flT cTT̂ % ̂  ?7T̂ T̂FR <.<a*1T 

I I  ?IFr  ̂ f5RT ^

5̂   ̂  ̂ irfWR   ̂ ̂

8pVr?jRr ̂  ̂  ̂  t  ^

vt irit  I ̂   ^

 ̂ r̂rw  r̂??7T  I   ̂%TR̂

d̂̂ HT  f fV ̂®P  f̂rsri 

«fV f̂Rî «rt

ô fw ,̂ «ft ^  ’sft

^ ̂  1  w ^

îq̂ft \v̂  t ̂  ^

%x p̂3̂  ̂  ̂  ̂  ̂  ‘

$rf̂   ̂?To ̂   #

t t^̂ TT̂ TTi I ^

 ̂  ̂?TT*T  5̂rr̂ f%T3[

f̂iî r̂rsr

«n* fV ^

gJTlTJTT I TO  ̂   ̂ ^

5̂   ̂  ̂  ̂   ‘

ITT̂ ifh: fqjT   ̂ r̂sr̂  i

m ̂  ̂$n?raT  I ̂

% Mid̂   ̂  I   ̂ n̂ir

 ̂  tr

*9Enî nFr̂ wnm:|r̂

?T̂ t *   ̂̂    ̂̂
^

iĵ f̂t ̂l̂rPnT «TT  ^ ̂ ̂ ̂  ̂  

fV THRTW ̂    ̂̂   «ft

 ̂  'TC  ̂ ^

 ̂  ̂SRT "IT 5PT I ̂

 ̂ 5it  ̂  ̂ 'fT • 

 ̂   ̂ w *1?   ̂?35rr'srrrf̂

itlftrfarar T5^5t?>lt t̂'FT ̂  

ftl̂  7̂  I  SR^

fr  ̂̂  3̂

'*0 15TOT <Bt ’nr ̂ ̂  'f̂  f*î*ft',
a g;ĝ i ftr J15  ̂  ̂  ̂ 'fT • 

gfsrtoRm 

qft ̂inr ̂ o ̂irfo St'o ̂  t ̂  W

Û St?r?IT5t̂  ̂I  5ft
n̂T̂flWgfr̂aŵTmt =A ̂  
Ĵ[̂ fef>IT>T?̂ mf«IT  I  ^ 

ĵr5ft??re5nnw
 ̂  ̂W ̂  ̂   i
srêinT ̂  5Tt 5ft sreOTR fiftw
I   ̂̂ w   âtr T ’fTT#

ft®?ft ̂ ̂’•I ̂    ̂̂
r̂ ij«f¥lf̂(̂r!fm) ̂  ’̂f 
5tM *11W 'ff ̂ 

jf[̂»reraK ft̂   ̂  ̂’’̂  ^
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W  |tr f

W ’̂rf̂ ?ftT ?PR

Wr ̂  <slci<,HI«t»

?rk  ̂   Yrf̂ mr r̂f̂  ^

I  ̂̂SpTT ’nîdl i ft? TO” ?r̂ 

f%   ̂TF5T̂

2pt,   ̂

‘ ?ft̂ ̂ grwt ̂
 ̂  '*rr̂ ^

r̂tŴ f̂ffi  t nr̂ TK w

TO" t ?   ̂ ^
t, ̂  #TT ?rfermT | f=F t ̂

 ̂WTT ̂ TT̂TT  ^

R̂Ttî ̂  wnr ̂  %TR ̂  11

TO ?rn̂ R̂TT t r̂ t'  fft wr t:^

r̂n̂ Hhrr (»fl̂i*i®hdT) «4m<̂ # ^3:

(qiĤ  ̂) ft

•̂T̂ T̂RT f  ̂  'jfer,  ̂ ̂

5T3r ?ftT ̂  fr  g I  #■ 5T̂ T̂FmT

f ITT  T̂FT̂ tOT # I,

?RŴ  mrr   ̂    ̂

cnfrsf ̂  wRft f I  ̂

g f̂ feft ^

^ m̂r ŝfTw r̂  5IW

 ̂ t»

Sif̂TTTTRf  ̂I  ̂  ̂’̂TRT

«rr 5f\r   ̂  ?rfeî K  Tot 

%f̂ W5T ̂*t ̂  frnr̂ l̂’ ^ t 

 ̂ r̂it (f̂ PPR)   ̂  ̂|l

trsiV̂ 5pt qr  ̂̂  ‘T?:at |,

SvÔ ̂T ̂ Rf f'̂cHt' ̂

 ̂  ̂'3̂T̂  TT

 ̂̂   f   ̂  

(TTPTfx̂ ?rr«nFn:)

TT̂  r̂f̂ F̂R),
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nrĈ  (5RITrffi%) fJTTT 

(#f̂-R)  ̂̂ ff I, tR qrrt «̂T 

? I wf̂  t̂ ?R- felkH ŴR̂'̂ft 

TT̂ ̂  t,  ^

">?: # WT̂J f

 ̂iTf ̂rfênTR  'STPT I

A ̂ SRW ̂  

-̂̂ ^XiX 5F̂ (»f̂ ̂  ̂  ̂  

iftsRT)   ̂cR̂ f̂ r̂ra;, #  ^

■̂r̂ai  ̂ cRf w   ̂înt̂nF

|f I  ̂ 55TPT̂

 ̂ r̂f̂  ̂  I; % ̂

^ ̂   ^wr TfT I

ŝftr, ^ fer ^

?fhc f̂ f̂   r̂̂izV (5RT r̂Ŵ) ^

cHTRt̂ WRf f̂iZTSf (̂T3̂)

 ̂ A flf̂ R TfT

 ̂ ^  tor I f ?ntT

 ̂qt̂  ?ftT ̂  f̂rfbr ̂  yîccî 

q? ̂  ̂ Hldl ̂ I T̂ {%

Tq̂  (̂ RvM̂ PTht)
?ftT ?r̂ mft t|7 trf̂ %

(wlaPff̂in)  ̂  ̂vtr

W *FT̂ ?  ^  I

 ̂qMf  ft—

“The Committee took up clause by 
clause consideration of the Bill/

Clause 4: This clause  was taken 
up first.  After  some  discussion it 
was felt that the Minist̂ of Health 
should be heard at the 'next sitting 
.before the Committee proceeded fur
ther/’

OT fer Ŵ R̂ T «TO tc«r cRTfte 

!tff mf,  f»I#  'RTRT Y ŜV

infag<̂  ̂  ̂ 5?!̂ ̂  ferr I



[qf̂  31̂  ^

^ <̂CPT $ t “  ̂ ^

ĉHH ?rm, f%̂, «ft f̂ -

STRt, 1̂ 0 T̂o

nt̂, fJTT̂ ?Trp t̂ ,

sft̂ T̂ ̂  «fr  5fk

r<5ĵdfê  ̂  ̂̂

 ̂'jifKlcTT   ̂'» '̂•'̂ ̂ ̂

Clause 4:  After some discussing
the Committee decided to omit sub

clauses (a) and (b).

In sub-clause (c)  in page 2, line
6, for the  word p̂ublic’  the wora 
‘Government’ was substituted.

The clause as amended was adopt

ed.

Clause 2: The fcUowing  amend

ment was accepted: —

In page 1, line 8, for ‘public’' subs
titute ‘Government’.

The clause as amended was adopt

ed.

Clause 3: This clause  was omit

ted.

Clause 5: Sub-clause  (b)  was omit
ted. The clause  as  amended  was 

adopted.

Clause 6: This clause was omitted.

Clause 1: ’The  foUowing  amend
ment was accepted.  In page 1, line
4. for ‘1954’, substitute ‘1955’.

The clause  as  amended was  adopt

ed.

Enacting Formulas: The  following 
amendment was accepted: —

For ‘fifth’ substitute ‘Sixth*
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The  Committee decided  that the 
evidence tendered before them should 
be laid before the House in extenso.

The Committee decided to consider 
the draft Report at their next sitting.

The Committee decided that Minutes 
of Disssent, if any, should be sent to 
the  Lok  Sabha  Secretariat  by 
1 P.M. on  Saturday, the 30th April, 
1955— (because  that  was  the day 
fixed  for  the  presentation  of the 
Report).

 ̂  ̂  t I

 ̂w  I  ̂’ftf̂  ̂

 ̂  A vdlfdTO A ̂  ̂5THT 

f I

21̂f w ^i w I

^  ̂  t ̂    ̂ ^

Tift   ̂ ^

 ̂ ̂  5RT?ff ̂   ̂t I

 ̂ Rî Rr# A

% ̂ T̂PTRT  t  ̂ ̂

^  arofRT ??k   ̂̂

qpffTT  t  VT ̂   ̂  A ̂  

epTTfm ̂  ^

 ̂  ̂  ̂

 ̂  fip 5F5TJT-wV̂?̂  ̂  W ̂  ̂ 

'5iFnft  ?T3nr̂   ̂ Tt 

 ̂   ̂   ̂TOTTTcT

frot  f̂FT̂  f̂TTR ^

«ft I   ̂  w t

fETRj (frô  ̂    ̂.1
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 ̂  ̂̂  W F̂Ĵr

#TF3n:f̂ f

 ̂  ̂̂ ’TT   ̂ ̂ TT

 ̂ l\>̂  ̂ I  ̂f̂nr

?ftT f̂ T̂IrT   ̂ ^

 ̂«Ptf̂r5T ̂   rTT̂ ̂rnx ̂ 1*1*1

 ̂H4̂IT ?rr 'jfTTT, ciRnH 

T̂FnrNY |f 1 ^

f   ̂Pîl̂a ̂  f

 ̂ r̂f̂'̂ l̂d  'JiHdl  W"

# feft ̂  ̂  I  ̂̂  I

f% #T   ̂̂iw %

(mc?nnw)  ̂mm, ^

sFTnrr =̂7̂   ̂qlr  ?nr?ft  # 

3̂̂   3̂̂  -̂?f̂rfT ferr 1 t

 ̂ v*iHaI 1% ̂ TR # ̂  ̂n̂9TFT f+tf<

-m̂, tor

 ̂ Ri«iim  *HT̂  ̂ ^

tor ̂TFT I.W fŷf̂T# ̂  ^

tor ̂  «flT 4 ̂H'̂dT f wp:

»T®r ̂  ̂  ̂ ̂  ̂   ? W ̂ T5T̂ '

 ̂  ̂̂ TT  ̂  ̂ ?TfR ̂

 ̂̂  ̂ ŴK f̂,
«#T ̂   ?fk iT̂gn̂^O  ̂ ̂  

sprmt  #   ̂  t I t  f3j

«TT,  ^

<rm-̂ fv fiT̂ T̂ 

«ftt  H«t̂if ̂f%̂ rr I M'̂\

T̂HT ̂  ̂    ̂  ̂ «Tl'̂

^ TO" ̂ rr̂  ^Wt ?ftT ̂

^  I w ̂  ̂   ?ft 

?rff ft»TT,   ̂ ? ?3‘5rT r̂r̂ #

<fiTRRT  TOft M<̂d  T̂Tfft

^  ̂    ̂  I ^

3T# ̂7?7rT  f f̂ Ŵ >HT ̂

 ̂̂ r   ̂I  ̂+Îd)-«M̂|'-T ̂

>frft  ̂)  Jfrr  ^

+if«il-oq̂ m̂  f̂ F̂ ̂ nrr  ̂1 ?rrftr̂ 
 ̂  ̂^ tor w

^  ^  ?ftt f̂nrr T̂PT

'*TTT̂ n̂̂T,  ̂f̂F7

 ̂ w  ?fh: sTTOtot #  ̂

 ̂   ̂I  ̂fT3̂ #  T̂RT fiwt

T̂ ̂ I   ̂̂  ̂ T̂ n̂WMI-

r̂O   ̂'SnTPT ̂ fr '»ra'  5T̂ WT ’TT̂ 

pr ?n I 3̂7̂   ?rr 5?   ̂̂

T̂,  ̂  ̂ to I

T̂T̂TT   ̂fwtT ̂   «i>̂al

#to t ̂  I  fqfTCT

îf̂«»H r̂ ^ ̂

^T  ̂ =501

^ fenft  ̂JTT̂  ̂ ;t  ̂I q-jft 

 ̂ ̂  ̂  ̂  I f% displace! persons

(?T  ̂toR ̂ rMr) ^

 ̂ «Tt, #to ^ ^

?rrar  ̂tot  ̂  ̂ ^

’ft̂'. (  ̂) Ih+̂I I

fTOT #* %m̂ H6  ?fk ̂  

T̂T̂TT   ̂ I I îft ̂

 ̂̂ 1t ̂  ̂    ̂m̂̂
W ̂   ̂  I ?T5̂  ̂ I I

 ̂f̂ dT<i]̂  (̂TFTT̂ ̂ ) 

t I  ̂ yrrf̂  ^7 f I  ^to  $ 

fr  ̂  ̂^  Ŝ di  ̂ T'(T+̂

(̂ )  f 1 ?T50j ^

fV I?Rt   ̂   ̂  ̂ fJTTT M ^< 

W f̂  ̂   ̂ (̂ m-

T̂̂nxt f̂ Twr)  P̂T ?rk

r̂?T?̂  ̂^

'TOt   ̂ ̂   f I  ̂̂ K<̂i  ̂f%

 ̂ ̂ f5̂ t »

f̂ d̂i  •«iîdl  ̂ ŝrnr >3Ŵ t ?rr®iT 

^  T̂̂, ̂inr f̂rf̂T̂sT ĥk
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[qrf̂ ^

 ̂ I, w?: ̂ 3̂

 ̂̂  ̂  ̂  t ̂rr̂r# I T  ̂  I ' 

t Tifir  fv ̂

xTT|jft ̂  ̂  ̂    ̂ ̂  <

. WT  ̂  ^   ̂ ^  W

.̂TSt % ̂    ̂  ^ ̂  ̂

i i% ira W l̂r̂ T̂T ̂  ̂  ̂

-OT t ̂  ̂  ‘

Vi ^ ̂ ?r̂ ̂ T

T̂ qr I  T̂TR# ̂ R̂fr ̂  ̂T5TT

?f\7:  ̂  ̂  ̂ %  :̂i;  ̂ 

TT[<nF»r %   ̂ t I

in  ̂fidwT ^

?fk   ̂̂  iRTRH  "̂t  «TTI

TfNn- 111 H

11 t  i r̂ ^

I, ?TFr 

fl

it̂ ^) ^

?Tfr̂ ?IKift T  ̂t,  ̂ ̂  ̂   ^

=̂̂ ?TTT|t' 1 wfr

2prn% t ̂  WIT’pTRT  t*

WT ̂    ̂ ̂  ̂ ̂

=̂T̂ I •  ̂ ^
T ̂  ̂ tttOT 5px# ¥t R̂tĵ̂ RT

5̂  ^ ̂    ̂ 'Trts ^ M i

 ̂  ̂  ̂ I
ir̂  ̂ f̂'  ^ ?rr^^

I  T̂rrTiTT ̂    ̂?fk  ^

f̂̂ T̂ f̂tl 4‘̂TPRTTf I

^  ̂ T̂̂TPTT ̂3JWr f̂P K̂~
f5PT q̂̂ ?n^%T|t,

feR   ̂?TFT̂ ^

§TTI T̂TT̂ ^

îligivifT ̂ t| t I T5C ̂  % ’̂t̂ W 

% VRT̂ ̂  ̂   I   ̂ ^

\oo %trr. K̂o

I ̂  ^

 ̂TRt̂ ?TT2rfWt ̂

qpT ̂   '̂T  ̂^ ^

^ »rft̂ ̂ TRfrpff ̂  ̂  ̂

 ̂?n¥2: ̂    ̂ I ̂

?rrT̂

5p qT ̂  ̂  ̂

fTRTT̂ ̂  ft ̂RTcfr  ̂f3F ̂  Tl I I 

3̂R̂ TT ̂  ̂  ̂pnrr ̂  ̂

ẑftf̂ ^ CR  ̂ (f̂«Tf̂)

TTT  t ̂  ̂    ̂̂

?n  ̂ t ' ̂

qr ̂  ^ ̂  t ̂

 ̂̂ pnrr   ̂ i  ^

?rrT % ̂TT̂T# ^

^  ̂ T̂Kf̂'t ^

grr̂f̂ ?nq ^̂ n7TT=̂ T̂t̂rf̂  ̂

SĉJq? ?̂rn7T

tor  f̂  ̂  ̂  ̂   ̂ ‘

^   ̂ŝ qfe t' I fq^

q̂JT̂ Rtsrf̂  OTjf̂ % ̂TR ̂

Trap ^    ̂ r̂m ̂  i ̂

n̂r?raT f ̂ ̂   T̂ tr̂ ̂TtfT

 ̂̂  I I  ?nq 

 ̂OT  I ̂    ̂̂  I I

_ f̂tf̂ 5fK ^ ̂  3r«TTfr€t

vTT̂ ?ftT feft ̂  ThPĥ  ̂  ̂  spT 

I I*ITTt   ̂TRT
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vHpft  I ?tVt ̂  ̂ TTT   ̂ ̂ -

F̂Tw  t   ̂ ^

?irT   ̂ 1̂̂5̂ T̂PTT  f

 ̂  ̂   ̂ ?Tf  P̂Tff̂   ̂  I

?PR ̂   T̂FT ̂    ̂ ^

 ̂  ̂̂  ̂    ̂̂inW I

5̂: #  ̂ ̂  tor t 

 ̂  ̂̂rsr̂ ̂  ^

ar?T ̂   pTT t I
l̂TTft  ^  ̂  ̂ ?rqT

?fk^ #̂TOR 

^ f̂ srsnffT  ?TT̂  ̂ ̂

[̂TfOT fw  f?IT ?TT I

^   ̂  qr ̂ ̂   ^

^   ̂  t I ^ ^ ̂

fT ̂ ̂  ̂  ̂  IRTf T̂ % ̂ wHyf 

 ̂ I «fk to: ?7TT  ̂ f% ̂

 ̂    ̂ qr 11 ̂ qrift

 ̂  T̂RfinTt ̂  ft̂ HT 

 ̂   ̂%■ ̂snw I 4  ^

7̂T?TT =̂ T̂ ̂  vir̂ ̂   ipf

 ̂  ̂   ̂ ̂ f̂ T

 ̂̂ T ̂  fT«Tf3ft ̂  I  ̂ ĵffFff %

 ̂ ?HT#  ̂ ‘̂̂jTd T̂  ̂  I I

 ̂   5T5̂

% ̂  IFT JR̂Rlf #  f, ^ %

TT̂PT̂

%  +l»i   ̂̂f̂nirf ̂ I ^ TT5f»nf!f 

l%f3p;T?ntT̂

5IIV

f̂PF̂ f¥  f̂vITT̂ ̂  fsf̂TT t I

TT̂Twr  #

 ̂f̂T̂ f̂HTT f̂FT ̂  ^

?rrm f  ^

d̂«̂i î np f̂ F̂ ̂rqr f 1  ̂ ̂  ̂  

^  T̂fm* I f¥   ̂iiM

4î»Td  %   ̂ »̂fr T̂RTT  ̂ ^

 ̂Hil» «f)̂I  ^

q5t TRnft  'Tf̂ ^

 ̂ ÎIM 'dn«f>*

WT ̂  ̂ ̂  ̂  ?TR d*i<?»i %[̂v*ll«M 5̂  

 ̂ I W %  ^
<pqH ̂f̂ rqî TRf̂

l̂tTl ^ ̂ R>  g'Hl'H  ̂ Ĥ<l<

 ̂sfnTiR ̂  iERf̂ ̂ vh: SDTHR ̂

 ̂  ̂  ̂T̂  IRI%  ̂̂   <fr?rf ̂

 ̂̂>TWW ̂  I I

pT̂ r̂PTT̂?rRT 

r̂f̂ r̂r ̂ Wf¥̂ ̂  ̂  ĤTT

’T^ ’̂T̂ n̂rnr 

 ̂TRHT ̂t’lT f¥ TT̂ f̂t̂f̂ ̂  f¥̂ ̂ Rf 

 ̂̂ §4d)  ̂  ̂ ̂ I  ̂  ̂ ÎMI *T̂ R̂T 

r̂f ftfj t̂PFT  ̂ WH1  ^

 ̂I  %f%̂ f̂r  9[M T̂R ^

f̂ifeft ̂  ̂  ̂   T̂tŵTT *rr ̂ RT ̂ 

W ̂Trf ̂  ̂ T ̂   ^  ^

?rtT  ?TTf ̂   ̂̂

^ ^ W  ^

F̂Jr̂t w  TT qf̂  fir ̂  ̂  

jpt qw  ̂^ I

t «nfer ̂   ̂?rt ̂fT̂’3tt̂

f f̂*  ^ % dvnJHI4> ̂  IT̂<NW

1̂ *1̂ »T̂ %  ̂I

 ̂̂  ̂    ̂ ŴT̂rî  5T

w  ®FT  %f3T̂ %ŝ >̂Rnr

 ̂I ̂   ̂̂
% i(m I iftr |Ŵ  ̂^ ?TT̂ #t
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^  ̂   ^ ̂ 1 ̂ W ̂

*«(Î<n  ̂̂  ̂  ̂  '»!<?'<a ̂<ŝai ̂ I

T̂PT ̂  f Pf ̂  ̂irnj

^ t ?fhc ^

(̂r̂rf̂ T̂nr) f̂<̂i '̂n i

<̂*t>K ̂    ̂ d̂l  13[̂

 ̂'HT‘M <aîl   ̂PtxhH)

f<<H><i 3̂3pft Msol  ̂ T̂<  % Hrî

 ̂ IT q*l

I I t

*WHi  ̂  ̂ ̂   (’T̂ ^̂TRV)

% ^̂iP+)+   ̂wnr  Wl<

r̂d% ̂  ̂  ̂    ̂ 'femr ̂

 ̂ (̂Tt%)  ^̂ll

?i1t  d <l̂'  ̂ f̂nr ’mT<

%   ̂ T̂R % ̂  ̂   n̂*TT

srPTir fTiTT T?7TT 3Tf ̂rnr5T  ̂   \

^ t ̂  M̂-

f̂ ,  U5̂'̂ % 

 ̂  ̂ ̂  ̂   t' ̂  ^

?T̂  ̂  ̂ Fî =̂Tf̂ \ l̂ cfr 

f3iM  ̂%  I ?fK w

n W[  ̂  ÎTT

’qr̂ft’TTSl̂ T̂T̂ ^̂ W ̂

^   R̂Tmrr  «rr f%

flff̂ ” ?flT T3TR l̂{+>d (̂ 3̂ 5̂-

irFnT) w  ^

T̂PTT  ̂OT  ̂'*ft  ̂ ^̂TR”

f̂)  ?r# 5f)# f̂¥^^vTH

 ̂  ̂I  ̂^  %

ii?V ̂  if̂vTH) {T  4 -ql̂dT j f% ̂

5<wT ̂  I;   ̂  ̂  »̂n̂ I

n̂fflr snr ̂  ftî ̂

qr ̂  % ̂ TT̂ ̂  I rft  %

i ff  ’Mf̂ r̂n: ^

% inTHH  ̂f̂ OTT 

w  ̂  ̂  ̂  #^w f¥m" w  wlif̂

 ̂ «IT I 5nr WT “«»1Ndg: tnnfW’ 

(̂tH-W >lifM+lO)  ̂̂  alOMi W 

 ̂̂  ̂  ̂   ̂'3RT  I  % -Hlct̂a

?TR4t ̂  W 

 ̂ fW ̂   t I

 ̂ mten:  ̂  ̂ff

«ft,  +Ûid r̂mfdt ̂   ̂  ̂\

 ̂̂  -3̂ %  ^

 ̂m\ŵ tk 

 ̂  ̂?rfk̂F>r̂ ̂
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Rajkamari Amrit Kaar: I will only 
speak as far as the allegations whidi 
have been hurled at the Improvement 
Trust are concerned.

I may say that  the  Improvement 
Trust at present has got powers under 
the Government Premises (Eviction) 
Act, 1950.  This Bill  seeks  only  to 
include in “premises” those which are 
in the possession  of or  have  been 
leased out by the Trust, so that we are 
not really asking  for anjrthing very 
much.

Much has  been  said  about  our 
neglect or heartlessness or callousness 
or whatever you might like to call it 
about the refugees, and it has been 
said that very many things have been 
done by the Improvement Trust which 
have been unfair to the refugees, it 
has been out to crush them and so on. 
I want to state in all humility, as I 
have done on the floor of this House 
many a time and as I have done in 
private to  Members of  this  hoo. 
House who have come and spokoi to 
me  about  what  the  Improvement 
Trust is doing or not doing, that the 
Improvement Trust  has  not  really 
broken any of  the  assurances  that 
were given on the floor of this House 
by Shri Gadgil.  I am not here now 
to say that the  Improvement  Trust 
has done everything that is right and 
has never  erred.  After  all,  every 
institution is a human institution and 
many things may have been done by 
the Improvement Trust which are not 
to our liking, but by and large it is 
always forgotten that the committee 
that was set up to look into the work
ing of the Improvement Trust was set 
up  at  my instance.  Many  recom
mendations were made by it  In that 
committee’s report the main  recom
mendation was that there should be 
one  building  authority  in  Delhi 
because otherwise the  Improvement 
Trust really could not fimction pro
perly. Nothing is ever mentioned  of 
course about the 2,000 acsres that the 
Improvement  Trust  gave  away for 
refugees wh»eby it was made com
pletely bankrupt as a result of which 
Government has had to subsidise  to 
since then.
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[Rajkuniari Amrit Kaur]

Yesterday  certain  things  were 
stated about the Yamuna Bazar slum 
victims.  I  may  say  Shri  Radha 
Raman  who  waxed very  eloquent 
about  this  particular  place was a 
member  of  the  committee  which 
approved the rehousing plans for this 
area and which took a decision that 
it should be kept an open area.  My 
hon. friend Shri Feroze Gandhi made 
some  statements  yesterday and  at 
once/after I left this House last even
ing and also  this  morning,  I  had 
enquiries made, as to what the posi
tion in regard to the leases on  this 
particular land was, and I would like 
to give this information to the House.

3 P.M.
The decision regarding the  Jumna 
Bazar area  was  taken on  23rd 
September 1955.  And in the  second 
meeting, the one held again on 23rd 
September, 1955, it was decided that 
the entire Jumna Bazar area should 
be kept an open area; at this meet
ing, I believe,  Mr. Deputy-Speaker, 
you yourself were present;  besides, 
Shri Radha Raman. Shrimati Subhadra 
Joshi and Shri C. K. Nair, all Mem
bers of this House were present; Shri 
Brij Kishore  Chandiwala  was  also 
present; the president of  the  Delhi 
Municipality was also there.  So far 
as I remember, the Minister of Deve
lopment of Delhi State was also there. 
Sinde this date, the Delhi Improve
ment Trust has not sold or leased out 
any plot of land in that area.

But I have, quite honestly, to state 
the position  before  that  date.  25 
shop-cum-residential plots were sold 
by the Improvement  Trust in 1948, 
and these were  built  upon  almost 
immediately.  Then,  a  plot  was 
allotted to an ice factory, in 1948, on 
a twenty-years’ lease, and some con
structions have been put on it.  Th«i, 
about some eighteen to twenty plots 
were allotted to other  persons  like 
the Burmah Shell etc. on a twenty- 
years’ lease, because, at that time, it 
had been decided more or less that 
this plot could be built on.

Then, we came to the conclusion— 
some time ago, as I  said—that  this
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area should not be built on.  In fact, 
even before this committee met, almost 
all these leases had been terminated, 
and converted into  temporary leases, 
terminable at  one  month's  notice. 
And some of the  lessees will  very 
soon be vacating this area.

It is true that Bnwa Bachitter Singh 
was allotted 1,200 square yards,  for 
storage purposes,  near the  Burmah 
Shell plot on a temporary lease, again, 
terminable  at  one  • month’s 
notice.

This took place on the 16th Decem
ber, 1954. He has enclosed this site by 
zinc sheet partitions and he did this 
more or less at once, and has  been 
using this site for storage purposes.

Then, plots had also been alotted to 
the Sant Parmanand Blind Relief Mis
sion in 1954. Two other plots which 
have been built upon were built upon 
by the Gita Bhavan and the Dharma 
Sangh. These had already been allot
ted to them in 1945 and, so far as I re
member, I gave an assurance on  the 
floor of this House that since these 
were  religious  constructions,  they 
would not be interfered with.

Now, constructions have been com
ing up to a certain stage in all these 
plots.  But further constructions have 
been stopped, and other plbts which . 
had been allotted, again, to the Delhi 
Mimidipal  Committee  for  police 
chowki or for one thing or another, 
have since been taken over.

The question of terminating  these 
leases is of course going to be takei 
up.  I have no hesitation in  giving 
the assurance that if I find it neces
sary, as I probably shall, to take back 
what has been leased out, I shall cer
tainly  do  so,  without  hesitation, 
because it is not the  desire  of  the 
Improvement Trusty and certainly not 
that of my Ministry, that only rich 
people shall be given plots, and that 
the poor shaU be denied.  The poor 
must  have top  priority,  and  first 
priority.  And I share with the House 
the view that because the set-up of 
the Improvement Trust was such, It 
simply had to sell land in order to get 
money whereby it could remove slum
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areas.  And this set up has now got 
to be terminated.

In regard to certain detailed accusa
tions  that were  made  about  Jhil 
Koranj a, I would  like  to say this. 
That land does belong to the Improve
ment Trust, and it is being developed, 
Drainage and sewerage are going  to 
be provided, and we are now in the 
process of  testing  the water  from 
there.  I may say that the Improve
ment Trust is the only body that has 
never put up houses anywhere, with
out proper drainage  and  sewerage, 
and without  attention  to  drinking 
water.

The tragedy of Delhi has been that 
A. B. C and D have built, with the 
result that there have been far too 
many building authorities, and there
fore it was that  the  main  recom
mendation of the Delhi Improvem«it 
Trust Enquiry Committee, namely that 
there should be one building authority, 
has been something  that  has  been 
pursued by me from the very begin
ning from the time when that report 
was given to us.  And  at  last, we 
have taken a step towards that desi
deratum.  The  Delhi  Development 
Provisional Authority has come into 
being.  The dhairman of the Improve
ment Trust is a member-secretary of 
this body, and the Delhi Improvement 
Trust is not selling any land at all at 
the moment, and all building plans 
are under  this  Delhi  Development 
Provisional Authority, on which three 
Members of this House sit and with 
whom, along with  the  Minister  of 
Development of Delhi State, we have 
constant consultations.  -

Much  has  been  said  about  the 
number  of  houses  demolished  in 
Jhandewala.  It is true.  I never said 
that the Improvement Trust has never 
demolished any houses,  but I  con
tradicted demolition in certain areas, 
where the  Improvement  Trust was 
accused of having demolished houses. 
In  Jhandewala,  230  houses  were 
demolished.  They  were  built  on 
imdeveloped land in such a bad way 
that the then Health Minister of Delhi 
State, Dr. Sushila Nayyar, begged of 
the Ministry and of the Improvement

Trust, after  she paid a visit  to the 
locality, that we shotild do something 
because  it was  criminal  to  allow 
people to live in those places.  This 
area has got to be cleared and deve
loped.  And the Trust did what the 
Delhi Rehabilitation Miniŝ wanted 
them to do and, after having got rid 
of some structures, the development 
has been taken in hand. The develop
ment is not yet complete but in the 
portion  developed, plots  have beai 
earmarked for persons who used  to 
live there,  and who  said, 'May we 
have  what were  called “eligibility 
chits”, so that when the plots  are 
demarcated, after the land has been 
developed, we may have then?  That 
has been done, and thus, all the per
sons who have got  these eligibility 
chits will be given land there and will 
be  housed  there.  So  much  for 
Jhandewala.

In addition,  any Member  of  this 
House, who would like to come to my 
office or to the Improvement Trust’s 
office may come and see the  list  of 
those constructions which have been 
demolished by the Improvement Trust, 
because a complete record has been 
kept of them.  I say that most of them 
were constructions which had to be 
removed for public purposes,, such as 
widening of roads etc.  As for those 
constructions that had been put up 
without any reference to anybody, and 
that were completely unauthorised, I 
would beg of this House to remember 
the difficulties  to which  all  State 
authorities are put by these unautho
rised constructions.

After all, Government have got to 
maintain law and order.  Government 
have got to see to it that more and 
more slum areas are not created in 
this capital city.  Government  have 
dealt  extremely  leniently with  the 
refugees, and if the refugees them
selves were asked, I do not think that 
they would have all the complaints 
that many Members of  this  House 
have preferred on  their behalf.  The 
position  becomes extremely difficult 
when  roads are  blocked, when we 
want to widen a  road and  an un
authorised construction is  there,  or
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when we want to do slum clearance 
and everybody says, ‘I will  not  be 
moved from here;  I  must  remain 
here’.  You cannot have it both ways.
Either you remove slums and dause a 
certain amount of  hardship or  you 
continue with slums.  I say that  it 
would  be extremely bad  for  this 
capital city and, in the end, bad for 
everybody if slum areas were allowed 
to continue.  So I think  that  this 
point is greatly forgotten in our zeal 
not to do anything  to  harass  the 
refugees.
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I say in all himiility that we, who 
happen to have the responsibility of 
being  Ministers  today, are  no less 
anxious to help the refugees than any 
other Member of this House.  From 
the sp̂ hes made, one would imagine 
that only the other Members of this 
House cEire for the refugees, that none 
of us cares for them.  I wonder how 
many Members  of  this  House  go 
roimd and  see  the  refugees, how 
whenever rain comes they go there, 
which of them looks after the children 
or who looks after their medical aid 
and relief.  Do the Members of this 
House think that we are completely 
negligent of them?  I think it is a very 
sad commentary on the Ministers.  If 
the Ministers are like that, I say to 
you that you  should  demand  our 
resignation.

Shri B. T. Reddy  (Karimanagar): 
That is not the point.  What are the 
steps taken?

Rajknmari Amrit Kaur:  The help
that the refugees have received at the 
hands  of Government  has  been 
generous as far as i>ossible and some
times almost  beyond  the  financial 
capabilities of the Government.  The 
Improvement Trust is part and parcel 
of the Government.  It may be that 
sometimes something has been dano- 
lished which  need  not  have  been 
demolished but, by and large, I claim 
that the Improvement Trust has been 
most lenient wilh refugees and given 
them notiĉ again and again, with
held them, Increased  the laigth  of 
time within which they have to be 
moved,  and  never,  sever, on  any

occasion has alternative accommoda
tion not been given to th .̂  It is not 
always possible  to give  alternative 
accommodation on the very spot from 
where you are trying to remove them 
in order to re-build for them.  Some
times they have to go a little distance,

I thipk that sometimes people who 
are not in charge of  the  executive 
functions of the Government do not 
realise the difficulties that come and 
how anxious we are—we are no less 
anxious  than  anybody else—to  do 
whatever we can to make the lot of 
the refugees less hard, less harsh and 
more comfortable than it is.  I beg of 
you to have trust in us that we are 
going to do everything that is ix>ssible 
not to allow human beings to suffer.
I am a person who lives and moves 
and has my being in  the midst  of 
suffering.  My heart aches more than 
anybody else’s that I am not able to 
do always as much as I should like to 
do for them.

I wish to assure this House again 
that within a month of the passing of 
this Bill the Advisory Committee will 
be formed and that I shall be avail
able to them all  the time.  Even 
before it is constitutionally formed, I 
shall ask those  Members who  are 
immensely interested in this problem 
to come to my office, daily if they 
like, and spend as much time as they 
can and leam from me  what  the 
plans are.  It is impôible for me 
to give a blue-print overnight of all 
the development of Delhi City.  This 
is what I have been trying to shout 
from the house-tops that there are 
far too  many  authorities.  It  was 
impossible to get a proper blue-print 
Now, we have got an'̂ interim plan 
prepared at terrific  speed and  the 
Members of Parliament will see from 
it where the open areas are to be, 
where  we  wish  to  accommodate 
refugees and  so on.  Believe  mê 
there have  been  townships  built 
which have no services there.  Every 
little township wants a certain num
ber of cobblers, a certain number of 
scavengers, a certain nimiber of car*'
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penters etc. etc.  All -these people can 
be properly housed with the complete 
assurance that their giving will not be 
interfered with.

A statement  was made  that the 
work of clearing slums or katras that 
has been done by the Trust is not 
as good as that done by the Bharat 
Sevak Samaj,  and that  it is more 
expensive.  This is wholly incorrect.
I may say that the Minister Of Deve
lopment of Delhi State  himself has 
openly said that the best work that 
has been done has been done by the 
Improvement  Trust.  The  Bharat 
Sevak Samaj came to me and asked 
me to give them help.  I gave them 
one of my plans and they have copied 
it.  Therefore, to say that the work 
that they have done is better than 
that done by the Improvement Trust 
is not a correct statement such as ill 
becomes Members of this House to 
make without proper inquiry.

As far as the legal side of the Bill 
is concerned, I leave that to my hon. 
colleague to reply to.  I should like 
to say one more thing.  The Improve
ment Trust has  regularised  houses 
built in Motinagar  area,  in Karol 
Bagh area and business houses that 
have been built in Motiakhan dump 
area.  Land  has  been  allotted  in 
these  areas  on  a  no-profit-no-loss 
basis.  No  house  alleged  to  cost 
Rs. 40,000 has been demolished  by 
the Improvement Trust.  I have said 
that anybody can come and see the 
list of houses  demolished—or  any 
construction—̂half construction  very 
often—demolished by the  Improve
ment Trust, in my office any day.  I 
believe that this  charge  has  been 
levelled at the Improvement  Trust 
many a time.  This  was  actually 
demolished by the Land and Deve
lopment officer in order to make the 
link road. ^

I think I have tried to the best of 
my ability to answer all tlie charges 
that have  been levelled.  I would 
like to say  one thing  more.  No 
notices have been served by the Delhi 
Improvement Trust on  people  who 
live in Shahdara.  No notices now

can be served by the  Improvement 
Trust.

I would also say in conclusion that 
the moment the Delhi Development 
Authority comes in, the Improvement 
Trust will be merged in it.  I plead 
with all the earnestness at my com
mand that until such time as a body 
like this has to function, it must have 
the little extra power that has been 
sought to be given to it in this Bill.

Shri D. C. Sharma;  What  about 
Shahdara? '

Mr.  Depaty-Speaker:  The  hon.
Minister has answered  about Shah
dara.

Shri Radlia Raman:  I  want to
remove one impression  which  the 
hon. Minister has just now sought to 
create.  She said that there was an 
Advisory Committee in which we aU 
sat and we approved anything that 
was now being done.  Tliere  were 
certain conditions laid on the basis of 
which rehabilitation of those persons 
who were living in certain areas was 
to be done.  None of those conditions 
has so far been fulfilled, and there 
are notices after notices given to the 
residents of that area.  I just want 
to clear the wrong impression sought 
to be created by the Minister’s state
ment and say that those persons who 
sat on the Committee never approv
ed anything of this nature,  as has 
been just now stated by the Minister.

Shrimati Snbhadra Joshi (Kamal): 
With your permission, I would like 
to put a question. I would like  ta 
know if it was not decided in the 
Committee that  the buildings  sold 
already would be acquired and the 
houses already built would be demo
lished—not  about  the  leases  in 
Jamima bazar—and if we were not 
told later on that the Finance Minis
try did not approve of this?

Rajkomari Amrit Kanr:  Here  I
have got the official Minutes which 
were circulated to every member. Jxt 
the Minutes it is said:

<lt was decided that the Jamima
Bazar area should be cleared. Xk»
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view, however, of the poor eco
nomic status  of the  residents 
therein, it was  considered  that 
perhaps about 400 families there
from could only be shifted to the 
proposed  colony  near  Lajpat 

Nagar”.

where they would get employ

ment. -

“It  was,  therefore,  decided 
that the development in accord
ance with  the plan  submitted 
by the Delhi Improvement Trust 
for building 1,600 houses in that 
area should proceed but, in the 
first instance,  only 400  houses 
should be constructed during the 
course of the year,

800 cheaper quarters should be 
built  on the Shahdara  side to 
house slxmi  evictees  of  lower 
economic status.  For  the  still 
poorer people, platforms'  should 
be constructed on  the Shahdara 
side and then  the question  of 
allotment of a site and some cash 
grant for building houses should 
be considered.  The Minister for 
Health was, however, of the view 
that platforms would not be suit
able near big cities and whenever 
poor class slum evictees are hous
ed they  should be  housed  in 
quarters built to certain specifi
cations.  For  this purpose,  the 
Chairman,  Delhi  Improvement 
Trust, should prepare  a scheme 
immediately and bring it before 
the Committee for further scru
tiny and sanction.”

These decisions are being  carried 
^ut. (Interruption),

Pnndit  K.  C.  Shanna  (Meerut 
Di5tt.—South):  The  hon.  Minister
has given an invitation; he may visit 
the office and get them cleared.

Mr. Depaty-Spcaker: Order, order.

Shri Jaipal Singh (Ranchi West- 
Reserved—Sch. Tribes): I want your 
protection, Sir.  My hon. friend from 
Delhi, Shri Radha Raman is talking 
of *we’.  I do not want to' be includ- 
,ed  in  that  ‘we’.  ‘We’  is  not

Lok Sabha; *we’ may mean Delhi or 
something like that  but not  *we’ 
including me.

Sardar Swaran Singh; Mr. Deputy- 
Speaker, Sir, this measure has now 
been debated for a number of hours 
and the feelings of the hon. Mem
bers on this difficult  subject  have 
been expressed with emotion and they 
have been expressed with feeling and 
the grievances of the people and th  ̂
difficulties have  been very  vividly 
placed before  the House.  I  have 
every sympathy for those feelings and 
the  difficulties,  whether  they  are 
being experienced by the refugees or 
by the slum dwellers; they are real 
and something has  to be done  to 
tackle that problem.

So far as the present Bill is con
cerned, I may  respectfully  submit 
that the scope of this Bill is a limit
ed one.  But, I want to say, at the 
same time, that the discussion  has 
been very useful.

Mr.  Deputy-Spcaker: Normally
one voice should be audible here; but 
at present  unauthorised voices  are 
more loud.

Sardar Swaran Singh: And  they
cannot be ousted without providing 
alternative accommodation,

I was saying that so far as the Bill 
itself is concerned, objection has been 
taken to its structure, to the nomen
clature and to the various provisions. 
But, so far as the relevant provisions 
are concerned,  the  operative  part 
really consists of two points.  They 
are, that the authority that the Gov
ernment today has  with regard  to 
' land and buildings belonging to CJov- 
emment, the authority that the Muni
cipal  Committee  today  has  with 
regard to both lands  and buildings 
should also be extended to the pro
perty belonging to the Improvement 
Trust of Delhi.  The Delhi Improve
ment Trust today has this authority 
with regard to  land and  the only 
addition that is sought to be made is 
with regard to buildings  belonging 
to the Improvement Trust.
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It is true  that 'public  premises’ 
lias been defined  and a new  sub
clause is sought ̂ to be  substituted. 
My hon. friend,  Shri D. C. Sharma, 
for whom I have great respect be
cause most of us have read his text
books when we took our examina
tions (Shri  D.  C. Sharma:  Don’t
worry; it is mutual),  was  a little 
frightened by these 7 or 8 lines that 
we have reproduced here while defin
ing ‘public premises’.  I am sure we 
never got frightened by the thousands 
of pages that  he produced  in  his 
text books.....

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: If the teacher 
is frightened, what will be the fate 
of the pupil?

Sardar Swaran Sin̂h: In this case, 
the pupil did not feel frightened by 
the thousands of pages he wrote, but 
ê teacher feels frightened by these 

' 10 lines of definition.

Shri  D.  C.  Sharma:  But  those
were clear.

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker:  No  more
interruptions now.

Ŝ dar  Swaran  Sinîh:  ‘Public
premises’ is the new  nomenclature 
that is given to Government premises 
because now, by the operative part, 
buildings belonging to the Improve
ment Trust are also sought  to be 
included.  Therefore, for the seike of 
clarification, because something new 
was going to be added, the original 
expression ‘Government premises’  is 
altered to ‘public premises’.  There 
is no catch in this and I cannot under
stand why there should be any mis
giving on that score.  The original 
definition of ‘Government  premises’ 
also runs to the same length.  The 
same authorities are repeated; only 
buildings belonging to the Improve
ment Trust have been added, and, for 
the sake of clarity, instead of adding 
just one word, the whole thing has 
been reproduced so that it might be 
made clearer.

The other point is the definition of 
‘unauthorised  occupation’.  In  this 
again,  my  learned  friend,  Shri

Trivedi, for whose legal acumen and 
ability I have great respect, thought 
that  this  expression  ‘unauthorised 
occupation’ is either unhappy or that 
it is likely  to be interpreted in  a. 
manner which might lead to anomal
ous results.  I submit that any fears 
that might be entertained  on that 
score are not well-founded.

The object of the addition of 
sub-clause  is a simple  one.  As  I 
submitted on an earlier occasion, the 
Bombay High Court came to the con
clusion that a person who originally 
entered as a lessee, î afterwards he 
contravened  the provisions  of that 
lease or did anything which resulted 
in the determination of the original 
lease, then, action cannot  be takea 
according to the. sections  as  then 
existing—prior  to this.  The  power 
to evict is contained in section 3 of 
the original  Act.  There  are  two 
contingencies which are laid  down, 
ŵhich entitled the competent autho
rity to evict  a person.  They  are 
briefly, the power  to evict  certain 
persons from Government  premises 
if the competent authority is satisfied 
that the person authorised to occupy 
any Government premises has, whe
ther before or after the conunence- 
ment of this Act (a) sub-let without 
the permission of the Central Gov
ernment or of the competent authori
ty the whole or any part of such 
Government  premises  or otherwise 
acted in contravention of any of the. 
terms, express or  implied,  undet 
which he was authorised  to occupy 
such Government premises or (b) it 
any person is in unauthorised occu
pation of Government premises, the
competent  authority  may ..... after
notice evict that person.

Therefore, subletting without per
mission and action in contravention 
of any  of the  terms,  express  or 
implied, of the. lease, have > already 
been recognised as grounds sufficient 
to entitle the competent authority tO' 
order eviction.  The  Bombay  High. 
Court in that case came to the con
clusion that that  case, which  was 
ultimately compromised, did not come 
within the deMtion of any of the
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first two sub-clauses  and they also 
came to the conclusion that the origi
nal letting in of that individual being 
authorised, a subsequent act did not 
automatically make him imauthorised 
and, on that short ground, they said 
that action could not be taken under 
the provisions  of  this  Act.  The 
Bombay High Court also pointed out 
that all that virtually emerged out 
of their decision is that the Govern
ment will be compelled to go to a 
civil court, and if  the Government 
goes to a civil court, the defendant 
has absolutely no case, he is bound 
to be evicted.  Therefore, it will be a 
5ood  arrangement  if  Government 
could agree to give another 3 or 4 
-months so that he could within that 
time clear out.  It is necessary, how- 
-ever, to clarify this position so that 
this doubt which is cast about the 
intention of the Legislature may be 
clarified.  The only point is that in 
any Government premises if any per
son originally  entered  with lawful 
authority but later on, say, sublets 
it or by lapse of time or by other cir
cumstances the original relationship 
is terminated, then the  Government 
should  not  be  compelled  to  go 
to a civil  court  for  ordering  his 
cfviction; in such a case there is no 
doubt that the decree will be there, 
but they can resort  to the simpler 
procedure prescribed under this Act 
and take action imder section 3. These 
are the two substantive points which 
are sought to  be covered  by this 
amending Bill.

The other provisions  are  purely 
■consequential, and there is no contro
versy or there should at any rate be 
no controversy after this clarification 
that I have attempted to give.

My friend, Shri Trivedi expressed 
concern about  the  inadequacy  of 
notice or the service. of notice being 
only in name and actually no notice 
being served and action being taken.
But I have  examined  our  records, 
and no case actually has cropped up 
where for want of due notice or for 
want of the service of that notice any 
hardships had been caused.
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Shri V. M. Trivedi:  If  the  hon.
Minister  likes,  I will  send  him 
examples.

Sardar Swaran Singh:  I shall be
glad to examine any cases which my 
hon.  friend  points  out and I  am 
prepared to look into them. What I 
want to clarify is that in substance 
there may be cases where difficulties 
have arisen. For instance, these points 
are substantial; a person may have 
been evicted without provision  of 
accommodation which is either to his 
liking or which  renders  his econo
mic rehabilitation difficult  or which 
provides him with inadequate econo
mic means to establish himself in the 
new premises, or the place may  be 
a little far off  from the central area. 
These are substantial points and I do 
not want to take shelter behind  a , 
technicality of the want of notice or 
compliance with the technical provi
sion of giving notice. Those cases of 
difficulties and hardship  have to be 
tackled on merits. But so far as  the 
short point of the inadequacy of the 
period of notice or any defect in the 
service of the  notice is concerned, 
my investigation indicates that  no 
hardship  has  been  caused on that 
score, and the rules on that point are 
quite clear—registered notice is  the 
normal type under  which the civil 
courts effect service of  the process 
issued under the orders of the civil 
courts.  Rules have been framed on 
this point which clarify the position 
further. Under the main Act, there is 
provision  for  preferring an  appeal 
also. An appeal lies to the adminis
trative Ministry in charge, and that 
also is a further safeguard, for action 
will not be taken in any  manner 
which entails any hardsliip.

While clarifying my attitude with 
regard to those persons who mît 
have entered Government  premises 
or public  premises in an effort to 
rehabilitate themselves or who might 
be in  occupation of slum  areas,  I 
want to remind this hon. House of 
the responsibility that all of us owe 
to the preservation of law and  the



enforcement of normal legal methods 
of approach with regard to this pro
perty. My friend, Pandit Thakur Das, 
who has  given  a  very  elaborate
survey pf how this Bill or analogous 
provisions passed  through  various 
vicissitudes,  drew  rather a dark
picture with regard to what was  in
substance described by him as a chain 
of very dark deeds  committed  one
after the other by the Government at 
the Centre, in the  State or at the 
level of the various authorities func
tioning thereunder. I want, however, 
to remind him and  also the House 
that so far as the ownership of it is 
concerned, it is public property,  of 
which the  House  is the  principal 
custodian. We are dealing with peo
ple who, on an interpretation of the 
relevant statutes,  on an interpreta
tion of the laws made by Parliament, 
are in occupation of property where 
they should not be. I do not want to 
minimise the hardships of those peo
ple, but while paying due regard  to 
their hardships, we should also pay 
due regard to our duty to the coun
try of ensuring that p̂*operty which 
belongs to the entire  commimity is 
not unnecessarily  taken hold .of by 
one individual or another. Some sort 
of a balance between these two  has 
to be struck, and it was that human 
touch, that himian approach,  which 
was responsible for the provision  of 
those various assurances where it was 
agreed by  the Parliament  in their 
wisdorr that although the  property 
vests in the community as a whole, 
in special cases  of hardship,  some 
sp̂ial thing should be done.  That 
was  really  a  deviation  from  the 
normal  law.  Whereas  my  friend. 
Pandit  Thakur  Das  describes  the 
entire measure as an emergency and 
an exceptional measure, I want  to 
remind him that the type of assur
ances and the type of circumstances 
or  implications  flowing  from those 
assurances themselves were of a very 
exceptional nature which really took 
a good part of the big reservoir that 
was really to be available for  the 
entire community. In this particular 
case, there is the principle of “first 
flome first served”,  or  any person
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could̂take charge of anything on the 
principle  that  possession  is  nine 
points in law or on some other basis. 
This was really the reason for giving 
that special protection. When protec
tion of a special type is given which 
deprives the country and the commu
nity of something to which they are 
entitled, that should  also be inter
preted in a reasonable way.  There 
was hardly any  occasion to accuse 
the Government  so  bitterly  how
soever prejudiced the mind may be— 
I am  not  saying  that  he  was 
prejudiced, but this is how he in his 
goodness chose to describe himself— 
in a contingency of this nature, with 
this background.  When  a  special 
concession is sought to be shown for 
considerations  which are  good and 
valid, that is,  to help the refugees 
and persons who may be in difficulty, 
that should  be  interpreted in  the 
spirit and in the background which 
I have attempted to place before this 
hon. House.  Faûest be it from me 
to suggest that we should now try in 
any way to  wriggle out of the assur
ances that had been given by Shri 
Gadgil.  As  Pandit  Thakur 
Das  himself  pointed  out, 
those assurances related  to Minis
tries more  than  one.  Authorities 
more  than one  were  involved  in 
them.  Constitutional  changes  took 
place. Delhi State was constituted as 
a Part C  State.  Rehabilitation was 
transferred as a subject which came 
within the control of the Delhi State. 
I  remember  the  occasion  when 
Pandit  Thakur  Das  Bhargava and 
Shri Tek Chand were present at the 
meeting. We discussed this point and 
all of us agreed that, in view of  the 
constitutional changes that had taken 
place, the Central Ministry would not 
be competent to take concrete steps 
for implementing the assurances that 
were given and that  this respon>i- 
bility should be  taken over by ihe 
Delhi State Govemni:>nt whj.;e Min
ister was also present in the meetmg 
and undertook to shoulder that res
ponsibility.

My friend  has  quoted  copiously 
from the  report  of the  Assurance 
Committee.  I do not want to jom
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issue with regard to factual ' matters 
mentioned there. It will be a little 
unfair to this  House  if I were  to 
inflict all these details and I were to 
adopt an attitude of trying to dis
prove the various things and explain 
the viewponits of the Government in 
the Centre or the local Government, 
the  Improvement  Trust  or  other 
authorities with regard to the various 
tentative  conclusions  arrived at by 
that Committee.  My colleague,  the 
Minister  of  Parliamentary  Affairs, 
had placed on the Table of the House 
on  3rd  April,  1956,  a  statement 
indicating the action taken by  the 
Grovemment on the various assurances 
that have been given by Shri Gadgil.
The  Assurances  Committee  of the 
House has also taken cognisance of 
that statement  and has asked  for 
further  clarification with  regard to 
certain points mentioned there. I am 
not swearing by every word  that 
might be written there. Nor am  I 
trying,  in  the  present  context to 
contradict all that was  said in the 
Assurances Committee.  But,  I  do 
want to submit that this is a matter 
which could not be taken as having 
been proved against the administra
tion  or  the  Government.  The 
Assurances Committee came to certain 
ten̂tive conclusions and they were 
placed before the House.  The view
point of the  Government  on those 
conclusions were also placed before 
the House. These are being examined 
by that Committee which has asked 
for further clarification. We will try 
to convince them or be convinced; if 
we find that we have erred  in any 
way, we will try to  make amends 
for that. If that is the attitude of the 
Government, I put it to the House 
and to you also. Sir, as to whether 
all that heat that was there in the 
speech of Pandit Bhargava was really 
justified.
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My colleague, the Health Minister, 
has already made a statement that 
her Ministry will take the necessary 
administrative steps to constitute the 
advisory  committee  which  will

advise  the  Improvement  Trust on 
important matters which are upper
most in the minds of hon. Members 
who participated in the debgite.  It 
will advise the Delhi Improvement 
Trust in matters of slum clearance 
with a view to having  better and 
cleaner living conditions to the slum- 
dwellers. The idea was suitably  to 
improve certain areas and there may 
not be any case of eviction at all. 
It will also  ‘advise  on  providing 
alternative accommodation to persons 
to be evicted in localities nearabout 
their present  dwellings,  as far  as 
possible, namely, what should be the 
alternative accommodation that should 
be made available and what should 
be the principles that should govern 
the implementation of this assurance 
and so on.

Shri Feroze Gandhi: How do you
define ‘nearabout’?

Sardar Swaran Singh:  I  would
define it as an area that  might  be 
available near the place where  the 
eviction took place—the area  avail
able with the  Government or  the 
Improvement  Trusc  or  any  other 
authority and suitable for construction 
of houses  of that  type—and  that 
would come within the bigger deve
lopment Plan which the Delhi Deve
lopment (Provisional Authority were- 
trying to bring about or which they 
would approve:

Pandit  Thakur  Das  Bhargava:
Three miles or two miles?

Sardar Swaran Singh:  It is very
difficult to say whether  it wilĴ  be 
one mile or two miles.  After all, if 
a problem is there, it has to be faced. 
The other alternative is that we  do 
not do anything.

Pandit  ̂Thakur  Das  Bhargava:
Twenty miles of electric railway?

Sardar  Swaran  Singh:  Panditji
will recall that I heard every word 
he uttered with utmost patience and 
I feel that he should give at  least 
five per cent of that patient hearing 
when I am on my legs.



The constitution  of the  advisory 
committee by the Health Ministry is 
a sufficient guarantee to ensure that 
any slum clearance scheme that  is 
imdertaken will be implemented  in 
a proper way.  The  very  weighty 
observations that have been made by 
the hon. Members, some after  cool 
•onsideration and others  with  heat 
and prejudice, will be  taken  into 
consideration by the advisory  com
mittee and the  Improvement  Trust 
when they chalk out their schemes.
So, I submit that we are not really 
making any radical change in  this 
piece of legislation.

It is a very small point here.  The 
Improvement Trust has  already got 
the authority with regard  to  land.
We are extending  it to  buildings. 
Some doubts were expressed  with 
regard to the definition of land. Pan
dit Bhargava said something  about 
this.  Tiand"  and  ‘buildings*  have 
been used as two distinct things  in 
this piece of legislation.  It is better 
that we clarify that with regard  to 
the Improvement Trust. At any rate, 
that is not a point of substance. They 
ask: “why are you asking  for the 
inclusion of the buildings? Land al
ready covers buildings.” If it already 
covers buildings, there is no harm in 
clarifying it further.  So, 1 feel that 
there is no force in the legal objec
tion.

With these observations, I  submit 
that this Bill may be passed.
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Mr. Depnty-Speaker: The question
is:

“That the Bill further to amend 
the Government Premises (Evic
tion) Act, 1950, as reported  by 
the  Select  Committee, be taken 
into con̂deration.”

The motion was adopted.

Sardar Swaran Sincrh: There is a 
verbal amendment to clause 1.

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker:  That  will
come up when  we take  up that 
clause.

We will take up clause 2, now.

The question is:

“That clause 2 stand part  of 
the BiU.”

The motion was  adopted. 

Clause 2 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 3 and 4 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker:  There  are
no amendments to clauses 3 and 4. 
We wiU take them together.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker, Sir, the objection which  I 
wish  to  raise  with  reference  to 
these clauses 3 and 4 read together is 
on the change in the definition of the 
words “public premises”.  The change 
that is tried to be effected in  the 
original  law is from  “Government 
premises”  to  “public  premises”. 
There was some meaning when  the 
words were “Government premises”.
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Now it  in
cludes other premises also.

Shri U. M. XHvedi: That is what I 
am  submitting.  When  the  word 
“Government” was used as an  ad
jective to the word “premises”,  it 
was limited to those premises which 
actually  belonged  to  Government, 
which were in some manner  Gov
ernment properties.  The  extension 
which is now being desired  is this. 
Even private premises which will  be 
rented for some purpose by the Gov
ernment  will now be included and 
the CJovemment will have the  law 
ip its own favour so far as the ques
tion of eviction of tenants from those 
particular areas is concerned.  As I 
was saying before, and I reiterate  it 
today, the difficulty that will  arise 
in the  case of those  tenants  who 
have the misfortune of ever  becom
ing the tenants of the  Government 
will be that, whereas if the owner of 
the premises were  to get such  a 
tenant evicted he will have to resort 
to a particular law and the protec
tion under ttie various rent restric
tion Acts of the various States will 
be available to the tenant if he was 
the direct tenant of the landlord. . . .

Sardar Swaran Singh: There is an 
exception.  The  Rent  Control  Act
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[Sardar Swaran Singh] 
does not apply if the Government is 
the owner of the property.

Shri U. IVL Trivedi: That is what I 
am coming to.  If the Government is 
the owner then it will not apply. But 
here  the  Government  is  not  the 
owner.  If the Government has some
how or other requisitioned  the pre
mises or has taken the premises  on 
lease, the Govemm«it cannot be the 
owner.  My own personal view is, the 
Government  can be the owner  and 
this law will have acted quite nicely 
if we had concentrated  or  limited 
ourselves to the definition which was 
originally there and the words were 
“Government premises”. Once  you 
drop the words “Government  pre
mises” and change it over to “public 
premises” and the definition that  is 
given in clause 4 comes  into  the 
picture, in that case what happens is 
the orginal landlord, the owner  of 
the property, if he wants to evict the 
tenant he cannot evict nim  because 
the tenant is protected by the various 
rent restriction Acts,  whereas  the 
Government, once it steps into  the 
picture  and becomes  a sort of a 
lessee, is covered by the provision in 
this }5ill and the tenant has ̂ ot  no 
remedy except that he will have to 
get out under this new definition of 
“unauthorised occupation”.

As I said before,  the  “Govern
ment premises” should  not be  ex
tended so far and such a broad defi
nition should not be given to  the 
words “Government premises” as  is 
contemplated in this Bill.  It would 
have been quite proper still to adhere 
to the words “Grovemment premises” 
and not deprive an ordinary citizen of 
the protection of law which has been 
guaranteed to him.

By this particular  definition  the 
Government goes a step further.  It 
has not only included ‘̂premises  be
longing to”—that  would be sook- 
thing if the premises belonged to ê 
Government—̂in  the  definition  M 
**public premises”, but it has abo in
cluded “premises taken on lease or 
requisitioned by  the  Government”. 
When the premises are requisitioned

by the Government, various  courts 
have held that  a tenant  becomes 
merely a statutory tenant.  If he be
comes a  statutory tenant, the other 
terms of tenancy remain with him.

Sardar Swaran Singh: Why should 
a leased property be given to a pri
vate man at all?

Mr.  Depnty-Speaker;  Even  if 
“leased premises” be excluded, there 
would have been other  properties 
that cannot  be called  Government 
properties.  Then too it would  not 
have been only “Government  pre
mises” but something else would have 
been included.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: That is  why 
the  words  “local  authority”  have 
been put in and the Delhi Improve
ment Trust has also been  brought 
into the picture.  In  other  words, 
if the buildings belong to a munici
pality, the municipality will do  the 
same thing and terminate the ten
ancy.  It wiU simply give a notice of 
15 days and ask the tenant to  get 
out

The words “local authority”  have 
been added.  The difficulty is of the 
ordinary tenant.  When  the  Gov
ernment  is  trying  to  nationalise 
everything, when the Government  is 
encroaching upon ordinary functions 
f̂ citizens and is trading in  every 
respect, and when the  Government 
is now constructing buildings  after 
buildings and is renting them  out— 
half of the markets in New Delhi, at 
any rate, are belonging to the  Gov
ernment and at various  places  tiie 
municipalities are now trying to build 
their own market places—if this law 
is to apply, then all those buildings 
which belong to municipalities wiU 
become public premises, and  once 
they  become  public  premises  the 
Transfer of Property Act will  go by 
the  board.  Under  this  provision 
every man will be turned out with
out having any recota*se to the ordi
nary process of  law or  prote<̂on 
under ê Transfer of Property Act. 
Where is the good of a tenant havinĝ 
an agreement? Supposing a man has 
entered into an agreement with you. 
or he has executed a lease in favour
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of the Government, or he is  party 
to an indenture  executed by  him, 
then also the Government will say: 
agreement or no agreement, inden
ture or no indenture, lease  or  no 
lease, here we give notice under this 
Eviction Act and therefore you will 
have to go.  No  sanctity  will  be 
attached to an agreement whatsoever 
and the Transfer of Property  Act 
will be a dead-letter so far as  the 
various buildings now owned by the 
local authorities—̂the Delhi Improve
ment  Trust or  such bodies  like 
district boards in any part of India— 
are concerned.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: It is
only about  Delhi local  authorities 
and  not for the whole of India.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: Yes, it is only 
local authorities in the Delhi  State. 
That means the Delhi  MunicipaUty, 
the New Delhi Mimicipal Committee, 
the South Delhi Mimicipal Committee 
or other local  authorities  in  ê 
whole of Delhi State.  So  many vil
lages would be affected and  every
where this power  will be  utilised 
with a desire to drive but people.  It 
may be a summary process, no doiibt, 
and it will be to the liking of  the 
Government.  We  should  be  very 
careful in vesting the Govemm̂t 
with these powers, which will  be 
really powers of operation.

Saito- Swaran Singh: Sir, we will 
 ̂careful in exercising these powerM.
I oppose the objection  which  the 
hon. Member has raised.

Mr. Depnt7-Speaker; The ques-
uoh is: ,

“That clauses 3 and  4 stand 
part of the Bill.»»

The motion was €Ldopted.

Clauses 3 and 4 were added to the 
Bill

Clause 5— (Amendment of Section 3 
etc.)

,  Shrl N. B. Chowdhary  (Ghatal)* 
i beg to move: *

Page 2—

after line 14, insert:

“(aa) to  sub-section  (1) the 
following shall be added, namely:

‘Provided  that  competent 
authority  makes  available  to 
the person or persons such alter
native accommodation as is equal 
in value, rental and convenience 
to  the premises  vacated  and 
which does not hinder the person 
or persons from  carrying  out 
their occupations or professions’.”

,̂Sir,  while  tabling  this  amend
ment I had k̂ t in mind the princi
ples laid down in the Second  Five 
Year Plan with regard to the schemes 
of slum clearance. The first principle 
there is that there  should be  the 
minimum dislocation of slum  dwel
lers and the efforts should be to re
house them as far as possible by  or 
near Ae existing sites of slums  so 
that they may not be uprooted from 
their fields of employment.  So  the 
necessity of this êndment  would 
be clear from the provisions that the 
Government themselves have  made 
in the Second Five Year Plan itself.

4 P.M.

In view of the statements made by 
the Government and in view of  the 
principles that they themselves have 
laid down, it is very necessary  that 
some statutory prov̂ions are  made 
in the law itself.  TTie  sp€̂ hes  of 
the two Ministers have not convinced 
us that there is no necessity lor such 
a provision in the law itself.  After 
all, that we have heard from diff
erent sections of this House, it is very 
necessary that there Aould be some 
provision in the Bill itself, whereby 
there could be a guarantee for slum- 
dwellers for some alternative accom
modation.  Unless there is some such 
provision in the Bill itself, we cannot 
give the Grovemment blanket powers 
to authorise the local authorities and 
other bodies to evict the people sum
marily.  I feel  that my amendment 
should be accepted if we are to accept 
the policy of slum  clearance  con
sistent witl| the pmciples that  have 
been l̂id down in the second  Five 
Year Plan.



Sardar Swaran Singb: So  far  as 
the principle o£ providing  suitable 
alternative accommodation  is  con
cerned, I would not elaborate  that 
aspect, because  my  colleague,  the 
Minister of  Health,  made a  very 
clear statement in that respect

So far as the present amendment 
is concerned, I regret I cannot accept 
it for the obvious reason that if it is 
accepted, even in a case where  a 
person sublets  without  the permis
sion of Government or otherwise acts 
in contravention of any of the terms, 
express or implied,  every time, we 
have to provide alternative  accom
modation.  Even in the case of  the 
slum evictees, this has to be  done, 
so, the question has to be left to the 
authority which is in overaU charge 
of the slum clearance operations  for 
deciding as to how best it could   ̂
done.  Literally construed, this  will 
mean the provision of  accommoda
tion which is equal in value,  rental 
and conveniences  to the  premises 
evicted.  Thus, it will become  ex
tremely rigid, and if the  question 
goes to court, there will be  inter
minable proceedings.  and  nothing 
will happen.  Therefore,  I  oppose 
this amendment

Mr.  Dcpaty-Speaker:  The  ques

tion is:

Page 2—
after line 14, insert:
**(aa) to sub-section (1)  the 
following shall be added, namely:

Trovided  that  competent 
authority makes available to the 
person or praons such alternative 
accommodation  as is equal  in 
value, rental and convenience to 
the premises vacated and which 
does not hinder the person  or 
persons from carrying out their 
occupations or professions*.”

The motion was negatived,

Mr. Depaty-Speaker:  The <iuesti<m

is:

“That clause 5 stand part of the 

Bill”

The motion was adopted.
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Clause 5 was added to the Bill
Clause 6 was added to the Bill.

Clause —Short Title 

Amendment made:

Page 1, line 4—

for “1955” substitute “1956”.

—[Sardar Swaran Singh] 

Mr. Depttty-Speaker: * The ques

tion is:
“That clause 1, as  amended, 
stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 1, as amended, was added to 
' the Bill.

Fuft̂ ny Fommla 

Amendment made:

Page 1, line 1—

for  “Sixth  Year»»  substitute 

“Seventh Year”.
—[Sardar Swaran Singh] 

bit. Deputy-Speaker; The  ques

tion is:
“That the Enacting  Formula, 
as amended, stand part of  the 

BiU”.
The motion was  adopted.

The Enacting Formula, as  amended, 
was added to the Bill.

The Title was added to the Bill.

Sardar Swaran Singk:  I  beg  to

move:
“That the Bill, as amended, be 

passed”. ’

Mr.  Depnty-Speakw:  Mothm

moved:

“That the Bill, as amended,  be 

passed”.

Shri K.  Basu: I would like to 

speak.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We have had
enough discussion on the Bill, I be

lieve.  .

Shri K. K. Basu: Even then, if you 
have no objection, we can speak on 

the Bill.

Mr Deputy-Speaker: Then, we wiU 
have to postpone the third  reading 
stage to the next day.  I shall  now 
call upon Shri L. Jogeswar Singh.

(Eviction)  Amendment 4188
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