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Enacting Fcmniila

Amendment mode: Page 1, line
1^

for “Sixth Year” substitute “Seventh
Year” ,

— [Shri J. K Bhansle}

Mr. Depaty-Speaker: The question

‘That the Enacting Formula, as 
amoided, stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

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

The Title was added to the Bill

Shil J. K. Bhtmsle: I beg to move;
“That the Bill, as amended, be 

passed.”

Mr. Depaty-Speaker: The question

^*Hiat the Bill, as amended, be 
passed.”

The motion was adopted.

ADI4INISTRATION OF EVACUEE 
PROPERTY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Minister of B<^blUtation (Sfari 

Mehr Cliand Ktaanna): Sir, I beg to 
move:

‘That the Bill further to amend 
the Administration of Evacuee
Property Act, 1950, be taken into 
consideration.”

The evacuee property law is an 
abnormal law. Its introduction be
came necessary on account of the 
extraordinary situation created as a 
result of the Partition. We have
bei^: anxious that this law should 
c^ui^ to operate as early as possible. 
We have taken a number of steps in 
this direction. In 1953, the provisions
relating to intending evacuees were

repealed and the procedure for con
firmation of sales imder section 40 
was simplified. In May 1954, several 
important provisions of the evacuee
law were relaxed in the interests of
our Muslim nationals. The law itself
was abrogated by enacting the neces
sary legislation, in October, 1954. No 
person can be declared as evacuee
for any action of his after the abro- 
gaticm of this law, and over two years
have elapsed since.

The Ministry was, however, not 
content even after taking the above
step. It was conscious of the fact
that as long as the proceedings insti
tuted under the evacuee laws were
pending at various levels in the Custo
dian's organisation, the evacuee 
parties would remain in a state of
uncertainty and suspense as to the 
outcome. To remove this senst? of
uncertainty, it was decided that the 
pending proceedings should be
brought to an end with the m inimum
delay. Early termination of all judi
cial proceedings would also enable
utilisation of these properties which
are finally declared as evacuee for the 
payment of compensation to displaced 

‘ persons. We have accordingly been
keeping a close and continuous watch
over the pace of disposal at these 
proceedings and have repeatedly
urged on all officers of the Custodian’s 
organisaticm to dispose of pending 
cases with a sense of urgency. They 
have also been instructed to take a 
broad and humanitarian view in 
deciding the case and not to be too
narrow or legalistic. Satisfactory
results have been achieved and the 
number of pending cases have been
brought down from 90,000 in May, 
1955 to about 25,000 at the end of
Sept^ber, 1956.

On a recent review of the work
ing of the evacuee property law, we
felt that the time had come when
some of its provisions should be re
laxed further. After considering the 
representations made on behalf of
some Muslim organisations, certain
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important decisions were taken to this 
end, and instructions issued to the 
Custodian in July, 1956. To give
statutory effect to these instructicms, 
and treating the matter as one of
great urgency. Government promul
gated the Evacuee Property (Amend
ment) Ordinance on tiie 22nd Octo
ber, 1956. The present Bill is intend
ed to replace the Ordinance.

An important provision of this Bill 
relates to the restoration of proper
ties under section 16 of the Evacuee
Property Act. In all, 9,000 applica
tions for restoration have been receiv
ed. In order to expedite their dis
posal, the machinery was overhauled
and three Special Officers of the rank 
of District Judges have been appoint
ed in the Ministry to deal with them 
quickly.

Over 5,000 applications have al
ready been disposed of, and restora
tion of property worth Rs. 164 lakhs 
has been ordered. The remaining 
applications are expected to be clear
ed within the course of the next two
months.
14 HBS.

Hitherto the procedure has been
that after the restoration certificate is 
granted, the grantee has to make a 
further application to the Custodian 
and the latter restores the property
only on being satisfied as to the appli
cant’s title to the property. This 
procedure was cumbersome and re
sulted in delays, as enquiries had to 
be made by the Custodian at two
stages. Now, according to clause 6 of
the Blil, a separate application after 
the certificate has be«i granted to the 
applicant will no longer be necessary. 
This will expedite physical restora
tion of the property.

The figures regarding restoration 
which I have just quoted do not in
clude nearly 20,000 families of Meos 
to whom nearly two lakh acres of
agricultural land were restored in 
Bharatpur and Alwar districts. In 
cases where they were given their 
original holding, we are issuing a
general notification under the Eva
cuee Property Act exempting them

'Evacuee Property 1040 
{Amendment) Bill

from the operation of the Evacuee 
Property law. In some cases, alter
native lands were given because the 
lands owned originally had been al
lotted to others and were being culti
vated by the allottees. The person
entitled to the restoration of such
properties will, under the provisicms 
of the Displaced Persons (Conq)ensa- 
tion and Rehabilitation) Amendm^t
Bill, which is before the House for
consideration separately, be given al
ternative lands or cash compaisation
in lieu. These persons in whose 
favour restoration is ordered would, 
therefore, be assured of getting back
their original property or other pro
perty or cash compensation in lieu.

We also propose to make some
dianges through this Bill, in regard
to the powers of the Custodians and 
the Custodian-General, in respect of
revisions and reviews so as to curtail 
the procedure and cause the least in
convenience to the affected parties
and at the same time, ensure full
justice to all concerned. The powers
of revision of the Custodians, and the 
Custodian-General’s powers of re
viewing cases is being withdrawn. 
Ordinarily, now there will be only
one appeal. Where the value of the 
property is up to Rs. 2,000 the appeal 
would lie to the Custodian. In the 
case of bigger properties, and where
a point of law is involved in an 
appeal decided by the Custodian, the 
appeal will lie to the highest tribu
nal in the Ciistodian’s organisation, 
i. e., to the Custodian-General.

In the interest of our Muslim bre
thren, we have also given thought to 
the provisiwis of the Evacuee Interests 
SeparaticHi Act in which the nationals 
of India are involved as non-evacuees
having an interest in evacuee pro
perties. They are equally anxious 
that there should be clear demarcation 
of their interests from those of Hie 
evacuees. There were over 70,000 
cases pending for disposal in May, 
1955 and fresh claims were still being
received. The number of pending 
cases has now been brought down to
about 55,000 but this number is stUl 
very large and further efforts to ex
pedite disposal are being made. We
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[Shri Chand Khaima]
have recently simplified the procedure
considerably and are considering
wnether changes in the law need to 
be m%de.

To the same end, we have decided
that fresh notices under section 8(4)
of the Evacuee Property Act should
not be issued. This implies that per
sons who are in unauthorised posses
sion of properties which had auto
matically vested in the Custodian will
not be caUed upon to surrender pos
session. This will benefit thopands
of occupants of agricultural* lands 
in U. P. and Rajasthan, many of
whom are Muslims.

In the matter of the restoration of
mosques, the Ministry has been fairly
aiC tive also. A  number of mosques in 
Bharatpur and Alwar and in various
towns of Pimjab have been restored 
Government felt that in a matter of
this kind it would not be desirable to
wait for reciprocal action by Paki
stan in so far as the temples and 
gurdwaras in Pakistan are concerned. 
We have, therefore, g o n e  ahead on our
own. i'urther, in the amending Bill, 
it has been provided that properties
which had vested in the Custodian 
and which were in trust for a public
purpose of a religious or charitable 
nature, should be returned after ap
pointing new trustees for them. 
Under the existing provisions of the 
Evacuee Property law, the appoint
ment of fresh trustees could only be
made by civil courts. They will now
be appomted by the Central Govern
ment and this would considerably
quicken the process of the appoint
ment of new trustees and the restora
tion to them of the properties vesting
in the Custodian.

G ovem m ^t is anxious to ensure 
that the operation of Evacuee Pro
perty laws should not lead to a sense 
of insecurity amongst the min(Hity
commMnity and that they should con- 
tmue;%o hve in the country peacefully
and enjoy full right in their proper
ties. From what 1 have stated, it wiU 
be clear that everything possible has 
been done to achieve this object

In Pakistan, however, the treatment 
of the Hindus is entirely different
The Prime Minister of Pakistan sug
gested to our Prime Minist^ in 1953 
when he visited Karachi that the  ̂
operation of the Evacuee Property
law should be suspended. We did
this over two years ago. The least 
that any ri^t-thinking person would
have eaq>ected was that Pakistan, 
*who had originated the idea would
have taken the lead in this matter or 
would have at least abrogated theii 
evacuee property law at the same 
timA as we did in 1954. Years, how
ever, passed and nothing happened
in spite of my personal discussions 
with the Pakistan Ministers at Karachi 
anH repeated communications to them
A few days ago I saw a brief press 
report that the Pakistan Government 
have now decided that no property
or person should be declared as eva
cuee from 1st Jaaiuary, 1957. The 
reluctance of Pakistan to take such a 
step for all these years is surprising
gporiaiiy because practically all the 
Hindus and Sikhs from Pimjab, Baha- 
walpur, N. W. F. P. and Baluchistan
had come away to India immediately
after partition and their properties
declared as evacuee. Only a small 
number of Hindus had remained be
hind in Sind, after a large majority
from that State also had come over
to India in the early years of parti
tion. I am glad, however, that the 
decision has been tak ^  at last and I 
earnestly hope that the Custodians 
in Pakistan do not deprive the few
remaining Hindu and Sikh pr(^erty
owners of their properties before the 
1st January, 1957.

I would like to take this opportu
nity to mention one or two other 
matters which would reveal Pakistan’s 
attitude on problems concerning the 
vast multitudes of unfortunate persons 
who suffered losses owing to partition. 
Several months ago the Secretary of
the Pakistan Ministry of R^ugees
suggested that our Government should 
co-operate and provide facilities for
the verification and assessment of the 
claims submitted by the refugees to 
the Pakistan Government
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We welcomed this step and'assured
Pakistan that we would be happy to
co-operate. We suggested that the 
details may be discussed and settled 
between representatives of the two
coimtries. It is our earnest desire to 
do whatever may be possible to miti
gate the suffering of the displaced 
persons and we are at all times will
ing to discuss matters and arrive at 
a mutually satisfactory solution of the 
immovable property and any other
problem concerning their welfare. Al
though six months have gone by, our 
offer of co-operaticm has not been re
plied to by the Pakistan Government 
though the suggestion first came from
Karachi

In matters concerning the movable
property of refugees, Pakistan’s atti
tude, I regret to say, is equally un
helpful. Agreement covering all 
kinds of movable property was con- 
eluded between the two countries in
1955 after protracted negotiations. 
That agreement too is not being satis
factorily implemented. A  number of
statements were due to be exchanged
between the two countries as a pre
lude to the exchange of movables left
behind by the displaced persons in 
the other coimtry. While we have
been ready with all our statements 
according .to the time schedule m u^-
ally agreed up<Mi, Pakistan keeps on 
postponing the dates for the exchange. 
Thousands of displaced pers<ms in 
both Pakistan and India, who have
been hoping to get their postal sav
ings bank accounts, postal certificates, 
merchandise and valuables left in the 
lockers, bank accounts and the like
are, therefore, feeling frustrated. The 
Implementation Committee which had 
been constituted to watch the imple
mentation of the Movable Property
Agreement has met only once so far. 
We proposed to Pakistan that all the 
pending statements, exchange of whidi
had become due or overdue, should
be exchanged at the next meeting of
the Implementation Committee. 'Hie 
meeting which representatives of the 
two Governments had agreed to have 
on the 17th-18th September, 1956, at 
Delhi was postponed at the request 

Pakistan. Pakistan then sui^ested

that the meeting should take place at 
Karachi on 22nd—24th November. 
This date was readily accepted by the 
Government of India,  ̂ though the 
sending of a delegation to Karachi 
during the Parliament session would
have been inconvenient Pakistan 
has, however, once again postponed
the meeting and it is not known when
it would be ready for it

Pakistan may not be inclined to do
anything to help the lakhs oi Hindus 
and Sikhs who have left Pakistan al
ready or the few that are still living
there as Pakistani nationals, but to
me it is incomprehensible that it
should remain indifferent towards the 
proper implementation of tiie Movable
Property Agreonent which will bring
substantial benefit also to the Muslim 
refugees in Pakistan.

Sir. I do commaid the Bill to the 
House.

Jfr. Depnty-Speaker: Motion mov
ed:

‘That the BiU further to amend 
the Administration of Evacuee 
Property Act, 1950, be taken into
consideration.”
There is an amendment for refer

ence of the BiU to. a Select Commit
tee by Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava.

Pandit Thakur l>as Bhargava (Gur- 
gaon): Sir, these two Bills, the Admi
nistration of Evacuee Property
(Amendment) Bill and the other one
Displaced Persons (Compensation and
Rehabilitation) Amendment Bill are
very much akin to one another. Sec
tion 16 which is sought to be amend
ed in the one is also referred to in 
the other Bill. Both are alike not 
only in this provision but there are 
other provisions also of a Uke nature 
in both the Bills. For instance, the 
provisions relating to the law of limi
tation and the powers to be granted
to executive officers instead of civil
courts in so far as certain pasrments 
which are due from other people are
to be realised. I should think that it 
would be better if you would allow
me to move both the motions for
reference to a Select Committee
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together. The personnel of both the 
committees are the same and the sub
jects are so inter-mixed that it is most 
difficult to deal with one Bill irres
pective of what is contained in the 
other. If this procedure is acceptable,
I would request you to allow.....
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mr. Depaty-Speaker: It would be 
difficult. Even when a motion has not 
been made with reference to the other 
Bill, how can I allow the amendment 
to be moved?

Pandit Thakur Das Bharg^ava: The
difficulty can be obviated. I am pro
posing the same personnel for both
the committees. The subjects are 
allied. If hon. Minister is agreeable,
the difficulty can be obviated. If he is 
not agreeable, I wiU move this motion
and then move the other one when
the time comes.

BIr. Depnty>Speaker: We may have 
the same peisonnel for the second
Committee also but the motion should
be made separately, a second time. A
speech may not be made a second
time; it can be avoided. The hon. 
Member can make a speech now
touching both the Bills but the motion
would be regarding this Bill. I wiU 
permit^ the hon. Member to refer to
both the BiUs.

Pandit Thakvr Das Btaargava: I will
accept your advice and make one
speech, so far as the common sub
jects are concerned and wiU reserve 
the other speech to the time when the 
next Bill comes.

Sir, I beg to move:
“That the Bill be referred to a 

Select Commit^tee consisting of
Lala Achint Ram, Shri C. P. Gid- 
wani, Shri N. C. Chatterjee, Shri 
Mehr Chand Khanna, Shrimati 
Renu Chakravartty, Shri U. M. 
Trivedi, Babu Ramnarayan 
Singh, Shri D. C. Shanlia, Sardar 
Iqbal Singh, Shri Basanta Kumar 
Das, Dr. Rani Subhag Singh, Shri 
M. Agrawal, Shri Hem Raj, 
'IW^Uir T. S. Akarpuri, Shri B. P. 
Jhunjhunwala, Shri Ranjit Singh, 
Shri N. C. KasUwal, Shri Krishn- 
achsrya Joshi, Shri J. K. Bhonsle,

Shri Bahadur Singh and the 
Mover with instructions to report 
by the 1st December, 1956.”
We have heard the speech of the 

hon. Minister and have come to know
as to how things are moving in the 
two States, Pakistan and ours. I join
the hon. Minister in whole-heartedly
condemning the attitude of Pakistan in
this matter. Our Minister went to
Pakistan and then arrived at an 
agreement with the Pakistani autho
rities so far as the movables are con
cerned. To us, it is very sorry to note
that, as a matter of fact, even that 
agreement is not being implemented. 
We know that not even one-thou
sandth part of the movables which
belong to the people of this country is 
going to be recovered nor are the 
refugees going to be paid anything by
way of compensation in respect of
the movables. We know that all the 
shops in Lahore and other big towns 
were full of goods and not a pie is 
being paid by Pakistan to India. But, 
all the same, in a limited sphere, the 
two Governments arrived at a com
promise. Even that compromise is 
not being followed. The savings, the 
bank accounts and the merchandise
and all these things which the Gov
ernment took from the refugees and
probable refugees are not being com
pensated for or given in exchange as 
agreed. Not only this. If you look at 
the evacuee law, there is a world of
difference between our evacuee law
and the evacuee law of Pakistan. We
know how the Pakistan Government 
linked their evacuee law with rehabi
litation. To start with, they made a 
rule that for the purposes of rehabili
tation of refugees there, the proper
ties of the Hindus and Sikhs which
were left there oould be taken posses
sion of and utilised. This was the 
thin end of the wedge and they struck 
off the agreement entered into 
between ourselves and them. They
have taken possession of whatever
evacuee property was remaining m
Pakistan and then a few months back, 
we heard that in certain places in 
Sind, the Hindus were again squeezed 
out and their properties were taken



1047 Administration of 26 NOVEMBER 1956 Evacuee Property
(.Amendment) Bill

1048

possession. 1 am very much afraid 
that there is no property left so far as 
Hindus and Sikhs are concerned. But 
that is by the way.

So far as our people and our Gov
ernment are concerned, we are quite 
«ure in our minds of what we do. We 
do not want to distinguish between
the nationals of this country. We have 
offered all the facilities available to
the citizens of this country to the 
minority communities. Whatever 
ttiight have been left in 1954, this has 
been agreed to practically by the abro
gation of the evacuee property law. 
All the same, I expected that the hon. 
Minister would give us certain figures 
regarding certain  ̂ happenings: how
much property was sold in these two
years, 1954-56; how much out of these 
sale proceeds was taken away to
Pakistan? He may remember that on
25th September, 1954, when the 
House was discussing this measure, 
many fears were expressed that i>er- 
haps property worth to the tune of
Rs. 50 crores would be taken away.
That might have been a conjecture.
However, it would have been very
good if he had given us figures as to
how much had been sold and how
much of it was taken away to Pakis
tan. If the fears were unfoimded* 
then it is good. If they were well- 
founded, then we made a mistake. In
enacting that measure, whatever may
be the results, we are not sorry for it 
now.

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna: Am I to
xmderstand that he is trying to find 
out from me the property sold in 
India by the Muslim nationals after
the abrogation of the Evacuee Pro
perty Act in 1954?

Pandit Thakar Das Bhargava: And
also how much of the money was 
taken away to Pakistan.

The hon. Minister might remember 
that we were told that all the loop
holes would be closed and all the 
avenues would be plugged so that the 
capital would not fly away from India
to Pakistan. A perusal of the proceed
ings dated the 25th September 1954 
would make him understand the full

implications of what I am asking him
today while he does not seem to imder- 
stand. I said then and I say now fbat
I am in favour of taking away all the 
inhibitions and obstacles from which
my Muslim friends are suflPering 
because of some restrictive provisions.
At the same time I have said that so
far as the Indian economy is concern
ed, it should not be disturbed. It was 
not I alone who said that. Many hon. 
Members expressed this fear and we
were all very insistent that steps 
should be taken in this regard. That 
is why I expected from the hon. Min
ister the figures.

Kindly look to clause 16 of the old
Bill. The history of this clause is 
known to many hon. Members. We
know the Chatriwala case and many
other cases and how these happened
and how the Grovemment was accus
ed and how the Government defend
ed itself. There was something like
a clash between the powers of the
Custodian General and the Govern
ment. Matters came to a head in
1954 and then we changed it. Many 
fears were expressed and when ques
tions were asked at that time, the 
hon. Minister gave us certain assur
ances. On page 3283 of the proceed
ings of 25th November, 1954, some 
questions and the answers are jgiven; 
they are in these words:

The hon. Minister, Shri A. P. Jain 
said:

“I want to make it clear .that 
section 16 does not give any
power of entertaining appeals 
from the judgments of the Custo
dian General. Hon. Members 
may, I think with profit, read the 
provisions of rule 15(B) of the
rules framed under the Adminis
tration of Evacuee Property Act...

Chatterjee: The newShn N, C. 
rules?

Shri A. P. Jain: Yes... which
lay down the conditions under
which property can be restored
under section 16. I shall refer to
the main provisions.
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[Pandit Thakur Das Kiargava]
It includes firstly persons who

have never gone to Pakistan. 
Secondly, persons who on or after 
1st March, 1947, migrated from
India to Pakistan, but returned to
India before 18th July 1948 and 
have settled then. Thirdly, per
sons who left for Pakistan before
15th October 1952, on a temporary
visit taking with them no objec
tion certificate and returned
under such and such conditions
are also included.......

The Meos of Alwar and Bharat- 
pur.....”

Then, again, at a further stage, Shri 
Chatterjee asked him a particular 
question in the course of the debate.
He said:

“I take it that the hon. Minis
ter’s view is—and that is the 
way he is going to administer the
Act— t̂hat none of these applica
tions will be allowed unless they
ccmform to the provisions of sec
tion 15(d) (ii) ”

•Die hon. Minister replied as the 
deiiate proceeded;

**Yes. That is what I am saying.
Shri N. C. Chetterjee: Unless

they come within one of the condi
tions. •

Shri A. P. .Jain: That is tiie^
^rule.”

At that time we were assured that 
so far as the application of section 16 
was concerned, it would have refer
ence to these persons alone. Even
there, a certificate had to be taken. 
Ultimately, there were two enquiries—
the first enquiry and the second
enquiry and after that, if the Custo
dian General found that a person was
entitled to the property, then alone
the property could be restored. In 
this amending Bill, the only changes 
made are these: two enquiries have
iieen done away with. So far so good. 
I do not object. If there are two

quiries by the same people, who, I

think, are very just and will not go
out of their way to show favouritism
to this or that party, one enquiry is 
more than enough. At the same time, 
the procedure is to a certain extent 
simplified and it will make for expedi
tion, which is to the interest of both
parties. The position under section 16 
today is this. It is just like the tick- 
ticky of Warren Hastings. If you beat 
one person and he wants to escape, 
the other person is beaten automati
cally. If you just take away some
jimk out of this pool, it is the refugees
who suffer. If you do not allow the 
proper and right persons to have it— 
the owners— t̂hen, my other friends
are affected. Therefore, I submitted 
then—-I submit now—that I wanted a 
balance to be kept; it should be even
and no favour should be shown to
either party. We must do nothing but
what is just. Now, I am astounded to
find in the sister Bill that everything
has been abrogated. The Govern
ment is assimiing to itself power*
which are unheard of, which are arbl> 
trary and which we can never giv#
to the Government as long as we hav«
got heads over our shoulders.

I am referring to clause 6 of tht
Displaced Persons (Compensation and
Rehabilitation) Amendment Bill» 
which seeks to insert a new section
20A It reads in this way:

“Where any evacuee or his heir
has made an application under
section 16 of the Administratioa
of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 
(hereinafter in this section refer
red to as the Evacuee Property
Act), and the Central CJovem- 
ment is of opinion that it is nol
expedient or practicable to restor® 
the whole or any part of such pro
perty to the applicant by reason 
of the property or part thereof
being in occupation of a displac
ed person or otherwise, then,.....*•
That is not the only condition. 

the property or a part thereof is In 
occupation of refugees or displaced 
persons”  is not the only one reason. 
It may be “otherwise”  also. That
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means all the possible reasons under 
the Heaven exist and numerous ways
are open to the Government to take
this action. Then what happens? It 
is said here:

“notwithstanding anything con
tained in the Evacuee Property
Act and this Act, it shall be law* 
Ivd lor the Central Government. *

to transfer equivalent property
or to transfer cash as it considers 
fit and just.
You will kindly see that in the 

Explanation also the certificate has 
been done away with. Even there I 
have not got much of objection. My
objection is only this. According to
section 16, according to the statement, 
which I have just read out, of the 
hon. Minister Shri A. P. Jain and
according to the words which have
fallen from the hon. Minister Shn
Mehr Chand Khanna, it is only In 
proper cases, when the persons are
really entitled, that the properties can
be given. Yet, the Government takes 
powers, such powers as would entitle 
the Government to give away proper
ty to whomsoever it pleases without 
any sort of investigation, without any
sort of enquiry.

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna: From
where do you draw that conclusion?

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: The
words are these: “notwithstanding
anything contained in the Evacuee
Property Act and this Act, it shall be
lawful for the Central Governments.
I know it cannot be in your imagina
tion, you cannot even think of it that 
the Government will give away pro
perty to any person without any 
enquiry. But the words are capable 
of this, and that is what I am object
ing to. I would request you, Sir, to
read the words contained here. It is 
like this:

“If a person makes an applica
tion” .

The person concerned has only to
make an application and if the Gov
ernment says that the property is in

the possession of refugees or other
wise, then it shall be given* only for
the making of an application and
without going into the matter. 
law provides imder ^ t io n  16 of the 
Evacuee Property that a certifi
cate shall be g i v ^  somebody must 
go into the merits the case, some
body must find out whether the per
son concerned has title to the proper
ty, somebody must find out whether
it is fair and just to do so and whether 
the person concerned answers to the 
description which I have read out 
from Rule 15(ii). AU those -^Ihings 
are being taken away and bare^^wer,
autocratic power, absolute power,
unrestrained power is being given to
the Government to do as it pleases as 
soon as this Bill becomes an A ct I
do not think the hon. Minister has
gone through these provisions at all
or the provisions have been carefully
gone into by the Government

I would rather like that section 16, 
which makes it obligatory upon the
Government to enquire into the mat
ter whether a person making an appli
cation has got title to the property, is 
retained. At the same time, those
persons who come under section
15(d) (ii), as I have read out from the 
speech of Shri A. P. Jain, should
alone be entitled to make applications. 
If the applications are fair and just,
they should be accepted, o^erwise
not. If section 16 is abrogated it 
would mean, all that we have been
fighting for, all that the Government 
has been saying, are all forgotten and
unrestrained power is taken by the 
Government to do as it pleases. I do
not think any hon. Minister will be
have in this manner, without seeing 
the title give away the property to
any person. But, at the same time,
I am loath to pass a provision like
this and give such powers to the Gov
ernment. Ther^ore, under those cir
cumstances, I want that this Bill
should be referred to a Select Com
mittee.

This is only one example to show
why I want that this Bill should be
referred to a Select Committee. I do
not wi^t to say a word so far as the
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prestige of this House is concerned,
but you know, Sir, that it is in a 
Select Committee where every ques
tion ot importance is thrashed out. 
When a ^smaller committee meets
everything can be fully gone into and
umitiaised.

1 will refer to one or two other
points. I am very happy that the hon.
Minister is smiling. I h c ^  he is satis- 
:fied and he will say that he does not
want to have these powers.
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Shri Mehr €faand Khanna:
give the explanation. Sir.

I will

Pandit Thaknr Das Bhargava: I
know you have got the explanation. 
U is not that 1 do not know the expia* 
nation m y^lf. The only point is 
whether these words are capable of
this or not

Blr. Depnty-Speaker: Should not the 
hon. Member wait till the r ^ ly  is 
^ven?

Pandit Thaknr Das Bhargava: So
far as the wording here is concerned, 
I claim that only a person has to
make an application and the Govern
ment has to certify. They can 
exercise these powers without going
into the matter. Section 16 of the 
Evacuee Property Act and Other pro
visions stand practically repealed.

Now I will refer to another pro
blem. You will be pleased to see, 
Sir, in this Administration of Evacuee 
Property (Amendment) Bill, there is 
a provision in clause 12(3), which
says:

*Tor the purposes of this sec
tion, a sum shall be deemed to be
payable to the Custodian, not
withstanding that its recovery is 
barred by the Indian Limitation
Act, 1908, or any other law for
the time being in force relating 
to limitation of actions.”

■  ̂ In a similar provision in clause 7 of
the sister Bill relating to section 21 
it is said:

‘Tor the purposes of this sec
tion, a sum shall be deemed to be
payable to the Custodian, not
withstanding that its recovery is 
barred by the Indian Limitation
Act, 1908, or any other law for
the time being in force, relating 
to limitation of actions.”

In both these cases the Limitation
Law is sought to be liquddated. I 
will comment upon it subsequ^tly.
Similarly, you will be pleased to see 
part (2) of clause 7 of the sister Bill
relating to section 21 which gives, the 
power, which up to this time was
being exercised by courts, to execu
tive officers. Again, in clause 12 the 
same provision appears as 42(2).

In both these cases, my humble
submission is, the moot point is 
whether the law of Limitation should
not bo allowed to have its play. This 
is not a question which can be debated 
by making a speech here or a speech
there. This is a question of principle. 
Such a Bill which involves considera
tion of such complex questions must 
go to a Select Committee. They
must say whether the law of Limita
tion should be allowed to prevail,
whether the powers of courts should 
be usurped etc. So far the civil
courts have been exercising these 
powers. Now those powers are sought 
to be taken away from ci  ̂il courts
and given to executive officers. A
Bill of such a cwnplicated nature 
should be referred to a Select Com
mittee and should not be decided in 
an hour or two.

Apart from this, there are many
other questions of a very grave
nature. I am referring to clause 5 of
the Administration of Evacuee Pro
perty (Amendment) Bill. There, as 
the hon. Minister has been pleased 
to point out, the question of trustees 
arises. In those properties of public 
interest and those of public charities 
or religious or charitable nature— ît 
does not refer only to mosques and 
temples but other properties just like
Qadiani properties, schools halls and
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other properties left by Pakistanis—
trusts were created. In many of them, 
I should say, there were no trustees 
at alL For instance, in an old mosque, 
an old hall or an old place which has 
been used for hundred, fifty or
twenty-five years before this, no
trustees were at all there. No ques
tion of trustees arose. There are 
places in Pimjab and elsewhere where
there is not a single Muslim in the 
whole of the town. We do not want 
to desecrate any particular property. 
I am one with the hon. Minister and 
the Government that such properties—
mosques and other places—are to
be treated with all respect. If our
Muslim friends cannot utilise them, 
let them make over those properties
to trustees newly appointed or, let
there be joint trustees for those pro
perties so that the whole thing can 
be managed in the national interest

I know that usually in every mos
que there was a place for a school. 
In my own place, there are two mos
ques with schools. What is the use 
of leaving those buildings unutilised 
and unlooked after? It is not a ques
tion of Hindus and Muslims at alL It is 
a question of utilising the property
for a public or national purpose. I 
would like to see that all those
places are utilised. Of course, they
should not be desecrated but should
be treated with all respect in the way
in which we respect our religious
institutions. But, at the same time, I 
want that these buildings may be uti-'
lised. You may put trustees. I am loath
to think that the Qadiani property
will be managed by somebody in 
Lahore. They are not to Y-e utilised 
by them and they are to be utilised 
here. They ought to be utilised in a 
proper manner.

Similarly, in other places, there are 
schools connected with mosques and 
the schools were being run when
Muslims were here. So, there is no 
harm in our friends here u^lng those 
buildings for the purpose of schools. 
How much property did we lose in 
Pakistan? I have been informed that

Evacuee Property 1056 
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Rs. 3 crores worth of property by way
of these trusts were left there includ
ing Gurdwaras and temples and other
kinds of property. That is another 
part of the case and I wiU come to it 
later when I deal with the other BilL

It is clear to my^tnind that so far
as the new trustees are concerned, it
is right that the hon. Minister has 
taken the power of the civU court for
himselt because under section 92, it
would take a long time and much
expenditure. I think it is better done 
by the hon. Minister himself. But I 
am anxious that so far as these words
are concerned,—“in the place of the
evacuee trustees'*— t̂he matter has to
be gone into. With these words on the 
statute-book, I do not think the law
will be eflfective. I am, therefore, 
desirous that the whole matter has to
be gone into by the Select Committee 
so that it could be fully thrashed out.

In regard to appeals, so far as the 
powers of revision are concerned, it
is good if they are taken away, be
cause, the work now is not so much
as before and it is unlikely that any 
person will take advantage of them, 
especially in view of the hon. Minis
ter's assurance that narrow and 
legalistic views are not being taken
now and that the custodians have
been autiiorised to deal lenioitly. He 
says that as a consequence, a sum of
Rs. 1,64,00,000 has been already
restored. I think more property is 
likely to be restored if the cases are 
taken up leniently or in a extra con
siderate manner. But then, so far as I 
am concerned, leniency and extra con- 
sidefateness in matters like this are 
not fair and just. To my mind, justice
is the only thing that ought to be done. 
It is entirely wrong if the Govern
ment, without going into merits make 
over their responsibility to others, and 
endorse leniency concession and extra
.•onsiderateness. I am rathexn intrigued 
to hear that because of leniency and 
considerateness, they did this and they 
did that and they did so because of
representations received by them as 
a matter of grace. Putting of such
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pressure is reprehensible. It was done
before and it is being done now, to my
mind this is evil unmarked. But, then, 
in the other community also, there are
good nimiber of men who like justice
more than leniency, who would like
fairness to be shown and not leniency
and considerateness in this matter.

Slirl Mehr Chand Khanna: Are you
referring to section 16?

Faiidlt Thakor Das BhargaTm: I am
referring to your remarks and the 
general way of doing things. 90,000 
applications were there, and now, ttiey
have been brought down to 25,000. I
am dealing with those cases in which
Rs. 1,64,00,000 has been given away.

I am submitting that so far as this 
provirion is concerned, the manner in
which the hon. Minister has dealt with
it, is, to my mind, not fair and just. 
I would like Shri Khanna to be sym
pathetic, but sympathy is quite diffe
rent from coming and saying to me
that orders are being passed so that 
the property may be restored. It gives
the impression that properties are to
be restored without going strictly into
the question. I do not like that idea. 
I am honest enough to say that.

Mr. Deimty-Speaker: Have the other
figures also been supplied? What was 
the value of the property that was 
not restored?

Pandit Thakor Das Bhargava: No
figure has been given. I would rather 
like to know how many out of these
90,000 applications have been accepted
and how many have been rejected.
What property was claimed and what 
was given? If they had been supplied, 
that would have been still better.

Slirl Mebr Chand Khanna: The
figure of 30,000 is rather misleading. 
As I said in my speech in May, 1955, 
if I remember anght, the number of
cases pending imder section 16 was
9,000. That figure has now been
brought to about 4,000. We have dis
posed of 5,000 cases within the last 
year and a half. I was quoting the 
May, 1955 figures, and I had also

stated in my speech that with a view
to examine those cases, I had appoint
ed three officers of the rank of District 
and Sessions Judge who are working
in my Ministry. So, the figure is not
30.000. The total figure was 9,000. 5,000 
cases have been disposed of and we
still have about 4,000 cases pending
with us. The period in relation to
these figures is September, 1956. Our 
average output is about 5,000 appli
cations a month.

Pandit Thakor Das Bhargava: So,
I understand that out of the applica
tions imder section 16, only 4,000 
remain to be disposed of.

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna: 4,000 
remain still to be handled. That was
in September, 1956, about two months
ago.

BIr. Depoty-Speaker: The remaining 
figure, out of the 90,000, namely, 25,000 
related to the cases that were pend
ing before the custodians.

Shri Mehr €7hand Khanna: They
were judicial cases.

Pandit Thakor Das Bhargava: They
were before the custodians, and then, 
after th« certificate was given, they
were investigated by the custodians. 
I imderstand that is the position. But 
I have not been able to understand 
the position of 90,000 and 25,000. How
does my friend say that only 4,000 
remain to be disposed of? I have not
understood that.

Mr, Depoty-Speaker: Out of the
90.000, 25,000 remain still to be adjudi
cated upon by the Custodian-Generars
department. Out of the 9,000 in which
certificates were issued imder section 
16,.........

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna: Not that. 
Under section 16, we received 9,000 
applications. We had 90,000 cases in 
all. About 25,000 still remain to be
disposed of. In the cases that have
been adjudicated, only 9,000 applica
tions under section 16 were received. 
They were received in our Ministry. 
Out of these cases, we have disposed 
of about 5,000 cases.
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It might perhaps throw a little more
light if I were to give the House some 
more figures. Out of all these 5,000 
cases which I have just stated, in 3,176 
cases applications under section 16 
have been rejected. Only in 1,799 
cases applications have been accepted.

Pandit Thakor Das Bhargava: I
was speaking about the appeals. As
the House knows, the general rule of
jurisprudence is that an appeal is a 
question of procedure. An appeal is 
not a substantive right. It is only a 
conferment by statute. It is a question
of procedure. So, when we speak of
procedure, the general rule is that as 
soon as you pass a law relating to
procedure, it begins to apply at once. 

Clause 15 of the Bill runs as follows:
"15. The provisions of sub

section (1) of section 24 of the 
principal Act, as substituted by
section 7 of this Act, shall apply
to all appeals instituted after the 
commencement of this Act.”
This is in consonance with the legal 

principle that the procedure of appeal 
shall apply at once. If there is any 
justification for changing this rule, 
there is all the greater justification for
applying it to all the pending appeals 
also. The change is, if the value is 
more than Rs. 2,000, the appeal goes 
to the Custodian-General; otherwise, it 
goes to the Custodian. A second appeal 
is also provided here. Nothing will be
lost if it applies to the cases which are 
pending.

I want to submit that in clause 4 
there is a recommendation which says 
that clauses (f), (g) and (h) should 
be omitted from section 10(2). My 
himible submission is that since so 
many cases yet remain to be di^)osed
of, it will be necessary to have re
course to these three provisions (f),
(g) and (h) for the purpose of the
enquiry. I appreciate that so far as 
the abrogation of other sub-sections 
are concerned, the powers may be taken 
away, but I am afraid that clauses 
(f), (g) and (h) may be necessary for
the piirpose of a proper investigation 
of the pending cases. So, in my
opinion, the powers contained in these 
clauses should not be taken away if

we want that a proper disposal of
the pending cases should be made.

I have already made my remarks 
about clause 16. In regard to clause 12, 
which relates to section 48—in the 
other Bill, it is clause 21—my submis
sion is that %  entirely wrong to
take away tb&ilftw of limitation. If
you go to the Ciimdamental principles
of the law of limitation, you
win find that ^ e  limitation is 
there because of human limitations. 
In many rulings of the High Courts, 
they have said that it is a substantive 
right that once the limitation is passed, 
the other party against whom the
limitation has run, secures a valuable
right That should not be interfered
with. Therefore, I think that in a 
matter of this kind, where refugees
are concerned, the law of limitation
should be allowed to have its course
as usual. There is absolutely no reason
why you should depart from the fixed
principles of law and justice in a 
matter of this nature. It is not r i^ t
to take away the provisions of the 
Limitation Act in regard to these 
matters. In regard to liability, you
know the civil courts are the arbiters
of the rights of the people. They are
the proper instruments for adminis
tering the rights of the people. If you
allow the Collector of revenue to act
as Judge in a case where a person is 
liable, you are doing a thing which is 
unknown to the law of the land; no 
authority should be a Judge in his 
own case. We are departing from these 
basic principles of justice while deal
ing with these cases. I do not see any 
justification for it. We are violating
the Constitution and making laws
which are contrary to the principle
of equality before law imder Article

. 14 of the Constitution. I thovight the 
hon. Minister would justify this 
change, but I am sorry I have heard
nothing. This can only be determined
if we take this to the Select Com
mittee and not otherwise. Sitting
here, we will not be able to do justice
to all the provisions in this Bill.

My humble submission is, apart 
from these rules, in every case of this 
kind, in which even prima facie there
is no need of its being taken to a
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Select Committee, the rule is that the 
Bill goes to a Select Committee. I do
not see why a departure is being made
now in regard to matters which
relate to the right of very poor people, 
the refugees. I would request the hon. 
Minister kindly to agree to take these 
two Bills to the Select Committee. In 
my proposal, I have just mentioned 
the names of both .the Ministers to 
become members of the Select Com
mittee and to guide the conimittee.
There he can mention all the reasons 
which justify these provisions. I can
assure him that Select Committees of
this House will be very helpful. I 
have got so much exx)erience of them. 
They will co-operate with the hon. 
Minister. Let him not think that in
the Select Committee he will not be
allowed to have his own way. The 
members will co-operate with him, 
provided he convinces them of the
vahdity of his arguments.

I find that there is very bad prac
tice growing in this House, namely,
even if a comma in the Bill is changed, 
the Ministers think that a wrong thing
has been done. What is the use if
reasonable suggestions of hon. Mem
bers 6f  the House are not considered? 
The Bill may be passed without a 
comma being changed; it does not 
affect the Members of the House, but 
it affects those who are dearest to the 
hon. Minister, those of whom he is 
the guardian. Why should he not
agree to the Bill being sent to the 
Select Committee? Nothing will be
lost. After all, I have said that the
report shall be made available by the 
1st of December. I do not want it to
be postponed. There need not be the
fear that the Bill may not come up
again this session or the next session. 
We must have a fair, good and just 
law, by which we may be able to see 
that justice is done to all the parties 
concerned.

Apirt from these clauses, there are 
other provisions also in these two
Bills which require deep consideration
by us. You have been pleased to ask 
me not to touch the provisions of the

other Bill, unless they are common
with this ^U. But I may submit that 
when we come to that Bill, we will
find that there are many provisions
in that Bill also which require a 
thorough ^thrashing of the matter in 
the Select Committee. It will not be 
just to pass that Bill or even this Bill
without sending them to a Select
Committee. These are two like BiUs 
and the same Select Committee can 
consider both the Bills.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: What will be 
the reaction 6f  the hon. Minister
to the appeal that has been made by
Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava in res
pect of the motion that he is making 
so far as reference to the Select Com
mittee is concerned? That position
may be made clear. Otherwise, there
will be certain difficulties so far as 
the amendments are concerned. Is 
the hon. Minister inclined to accept 
it?

Shri Mehr Chand Khamia: I am not
incHned.

Mr. Depnty-Speaker: What would
be the position with regard to the 
other members whose names appear in 
the motion? Has their consent been
obtained? "

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: I will
score out the names of those who are
not agreeable to serve on the com
mittee.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Minister is not willing. I presume the 
consent of the other members has been
obtained.

Pandit Thakur Das Blmrgava: The
names of the Ministers can be scored
out, if they are not willing. Other
wise, it means that no Select Com
mittee can be formed at the instance 
of the House, if the Minister does not 
want it. I do not think this is the 
position. Ordinarily, if requests are 
made to the hon. Minister, it is 
unusual for the Minister to be disin
clined to accept a certain proposition, 
because, after all, it is for the benefit 
of those who are affected by the Bill. 
The Minister is their best custodian.
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If the Minister is not inclined to
agree to my motion, I would beg of
you to consider one aspect. As you
know, yesterday and day before yes
terday were holidays. I have sent 
about 15 amendments to the other
Bill—The Displaced Persons (Com
pensation and Rehabilitation) Amend
ment Bill—and about 10 amendments 
to this Blil at about 11 a.m . today. I 
am afraid they might be objected to. 
This is a measure of very great im
portance and my apology for not
giving the amendments earlier is that 
yesterday and the day before were
holidays. If the Bill is not going to
be referred to a Select Committee, I 
would request you kindly to waive the 
rule about notice and time-limit to
give amendments. Otherwise, these 
Bills will be passed undiscussed said 
in a manner which is against the 
intention of the Members, not amend* 
ed by amendments suggested by hon. 
Members. I could have given these 
amendments earlier, but the difficulty, 
as you know, is this. Usually it hap
pens that the amendments and the 
Bills are thoroughly studied only
w hoi they come up. It is very diffi
cult to study Bills in advance and 
remember them. I went through all 
the speeches of the hon. Members 
which were delivered in 1954 on these 
two Bills; and, it took hours and hours 
to go through them and draft my
amendments. Then the amendments 
also cannot be made. I would there
fore request you to kindly consider 
this aspect of the question also.

15 ;

Mr. D^uty-Speaker: I quite appre
ciate the difficulties that the hon. 
Member was suffering under, in not
giving the amendments in time, but 
he is aware, and I am sure, more 
than anybody else, that normally we
waive the notice if amendments are 
acceptable to the Government. Nor
mally that is the course. He knows
it quite well. That is the difficulty 
before me, which I have to consider. 
Anyhow, I will give my best consi
deration to that Meanwhile, I am 
placing his amendment before the 
House.

The amendment that the Bill be
referred to a Select Committee, con
sisting of names have abready been
read and should I presume that others
have given their consent, though the 
Ministers have not?

Pandit T h a l^  Das Bhargava: The
rule is that sometimes express con
sent is not taken, but it is presumed. 
If any person is not consenting, then 
only the question will arise.

Mr. Depnty-Speaker: The general
rule is that consent should be first 
obtained. There is nothing like that. 
I do not think that the consent should 
be presumed. The rule is clear that 
the consent should first be obtained.
Unless some memb^ included in the 
list has objection to it, I take it for
granted that he has consented. Lala 
Achint Ram, Shri C. P. Gidwani, Shri 
Chatterjee are there. I think I should
omit the Minister who comes n ^ -----

Shri Cliand Khanna; Shri
Chatterjee is not in the House.

Pandit niakar Das Bhargava: If he
does not consent, the Select Committee 
will do its work without the Minis
ters but such an attitude will be most 
unreasonble and I do not think hon. 
Ministers will not co-operate in this 
manner.

Mr. D^nty-Speaker: If they do not 
take objection.........

Pandit Thaknr Das Bhargava: Con
sent is never taken. According to the 
wishes of the House, they are to be
asked. They will certainly agree if
we request them to come and he^ us 
in the Committee.

Mr. D^nty-Speaker: I do not know
what the position would be. It would
be a different thing. So far as their 
inclusion is concerned, unless a 
member has agreed, how can I include
him in the list?

Pandit Thakvr Das Bhargava: He
does not say that he will not act as 
a Member. As a Minister he is dis
inclined to accept the motion. He has 
not taken up that position that as a 
Member, 1^ will not agree.
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Mr. Depaty-Speaker: 1 presume he
has no objection to his being included
in the list.

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna: It is not
a live issue.

Mr. Dn»nty-Speaker: Amendment
moved:

‘That the Bill be referred to a 
Select Committee consisting of
Lala Achint Ram, Shri C. P. 
Gidwani, Shri N. C. Chatterjee, 
Shri Mehr Chand Khanna, Shri- 
mati Reiu Chakravartty, Shri 
U. M- Trivedi, Babu Ram narayan 
Singh, Shri D. C. Sharma, Sardar
Iqbal Singh, Shri Basanta Kuanar 
Das, Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, Shri 
M. L. Agrawal, Shri Hem Raj,
Sardar T. S. Akarpuri, Shri B. P. 
Jhimjhunwala, Shri Ranjit Singh, 
Shri N. C. KasUwal, Shri Krishna- 
charya Joshi, Shri J. K. Bhonsle, 
Shri Bahadur Singh, and the
mover with instructions to report
by the 1st December, 1956.”

Shri Barman (North Bengal—Re
served—Sch. Castes): I wish to speak 
a few words on this Select Committee 
motion. This Bill seeks to amend an 
Act about which only members who
were very closely concerned are 
aware of the particular iirovisions of
the Act and the application of those 
provisions in the actual field.

I presume that all other members
in this. House had very little time or
interest in studying the provisions of
the original Act and also study the 
actual operation in the field. That 
being the case, it is very difficult for
us to come here and give our consi
dered opinion about certain matters 
upon which Pandit Thakur Das
B l^gava has just spoken. As a 
.^lieral rule, the Limitation Act is a 
substantive law and is a salutary law
according to the general jurisprud
ence. In the same way the Civil
Court is the proper administering 
authority of any law. There may be

^circumstances in particular cases, as 
has been sought to be made in th*

provisions of this Bill that the two
salutary principles of jurisdiction
should be abrogated in a case where
an Act like this is considered to be
necessary. On the fioor of this House, 
now, it is very difficult for other hon. 
Members who have not taken an 
active interest in the matter to judge
either way. Of course, it has got xo 
be taken that the Government have 
brought this Bill after deliberate
consideration but still when a senior 
member like Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava says that the provisions of
thig Bill may by minutely considered 
in a Select Committee, I find it very
difficult to judge why the hon. Minis
ter is making this objection. He has
moved an amendment that the Bill 
be referred to a Select Committee
with instructions to report by the the 
1st December 1956. I hope, that consi
dering the difficulties of others, the 
hon. Minister will consent to the
Select Committee motion and get It 
thoroughly discussed with the Select
Committee Members, who are direct
ly interested in the provisions of
this Bill. I think that we should not
object to the Select Committee motion
because by supporting him, the mem
bers would be benefited by whatever
opinion he may feel called upon to
express.

Shri Mohiuddin (Hyderabad City):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, the hem. Minis
ter has given in his introductory re
marks the important events that took
place since 1952 regarding the amend
ments that were made by the Gov
ernment in the Evacuee Property Act. 
He has also mentioned that the P al^ -
tan Government is not co-operating
nor taking any action regarding the 
relaxation or abolition of their 
Evacuee Property Act. I fully agree 
with him that this action of the Palds- 
tan Government is in-comprehensible
and reprehensible. I hope they will
also take action very soon and abolish 
the Act.

The hon. Minister has mentioned
that since the 1954 amendment was 
passed, he had issued general policy
instructions that the cases should be
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dealt with in a spirit of broad out
look and with greater sympathy. He
has also given some figures regarding 
applications received under section 16 
of the Act. He said that he had 
received 9000 applications out of
which 3170 were rejected and 1100 
were accepted, in which properties of
the value of Rs. 164 lakhs were
restored. I was surprised to hear my
hon. friend Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava say that the policy adopted 
by the hon. Minister that the cases 
should be dealt with in a spirit of
broad outlook and a sympathetic 
manner, is not correct and he insisted 
that the law should be administered
fairly and justly. I may remind the 
hon. Member who said that the cases 
should not be dealt with leniently and 
with a broad outlook, that in this 
House the Prime Minister had said 
that this Evacuee Property Act is law
less law. He had repeated that on so
many occasions. We should remember
that, unfortunately, this Act had come
mto force under unusual circum
stances, and those unusual circum- 
sxances had compelled the Govern
ment to take some action. The Prime 
Minister, and, I am sure, the hon. 
Minister in charge have full sympathy 
with those who are alleged to ha^^ 
committed an offence against this 
Act on some technical groimds and 
wnose property has been taken away 
from them. I am sure that they will
see that this blot on the statute-book
of India will be removed as early
as possible. I am sure that with this 
amendment that has been brought 
before the House by the hon. Minis
ter, the remaining cases will be dis
posed of as early as possible, so that 
we may completely forget what had
happened and in what manner this 
unlawful Act was placed on the
statute-book of India. I may remind 
the hon. Member Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava that if 1100 and odd cases 
under section 16 were accepted by the 
Government.............  .

Slirl Mefar Chaad Khanna: The cor
rect figures are 1199 as against 3176.

Shri Mohinddln;-----and properties
restored, to whom has the property
been restored?

Stall Mehr Chand U anna: To the
original owner.

Sliii MohiikWii: In India: not in
Pakistan.

Fandit Thaknr Das Bhargava: I
want that in every case, the property
should be restored, if it is just to
restore it. Not that I regret that all
these properties have been restored. I
do not want leniency or unfairness to
be shown to anybody.

Start Mohinddlii: Fandit Thakur Da» 
Bhargava wants that this law should

. be administered strictly. It simply
means that it should be administered 
by the word of the law and not in
the actual spirit of it. As regards the 
actual words, as I said befpre, this 
law was enacted in unusual times, at 
times which were beyond the control
of ordinary precepts of law, and as 
the Prime Minister mentioned, it has 
been an unlawful law imfortunately
enforced for such a long time. What 
1 wanted to remind him was that this 
property has been restored to Indians 
on just ^ im d s . It is not restored to
Pakistanis: that must be remembered.

Unfortunately, it happened that 
when the hon. Minister annoimced 
that Rs. 164 lakhs worOi of property
was restored, the immediate reaction
to the mind of certain Members was 
that this prc^rty worth Rs. 164 lakhs 
has been restored to the owners with
the result that refugees have been 6le- 
prived to the extent of Rs. 164 lakhs, 
otherwise it would have gone to the 
refugees, although the problem of
rehabilitation of refugees is indepen
dent. In India at least, it is indepen
dent of evacuee prop^ty. Whatever
the value of evacuee property may be. 
Government, I am sure, will provide
fully for the rehabilitation of the 
refugees that have unfortunately come 
into this coimtry. That idea which
wrongly arises in the mind of the 
people creates the impressi(m that 
restoration of property to the rightful 
owner deprives someone else of a 
right which they had in some way in 
that property. I tun sure that the 
hon. Minister will disabuse those 
impressions so that there is 
no such misunderstanding in futurew

Evacuee Property xo^
(Amendment) Bill
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[Shri Mohiuddin]
Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava had 

said something about the appointment 
of trustees by the Government for
wakf property or for trust property
which has been left in India by those 
who have migrated to Pakistan. I 
welcome this provision and I am sure 
the House will welcome this provision
so that wakf property may remain as 
wakf property, should be in charge of
r i^ t  & proper persons and it should be
put to proper use. Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava mentioned that the build
ings that were used as schools and
madarsa^. should be utilised. I have * 
no objection to that Certainly not.
I hope that they will be utilised and 
the wakf property will be maintained 
and utilised for the best interests of
the people as a whole according to
the conditions of Trust.

With these remarks, I support the 
B ill

Shri Malduuid Dube (Farrukhabad
Distt.—^North): Mr. Deputy-Speaker,
I have got to make only a few
marks in regard to this Bill. The 
first is about the amendment that is 
proposed to section 24. Under the
law, as it stands, at present cases 
decided by the Assistant or Deputy
Custodians, whatever the value, were
appealable to the Custodian. The 
amendment that is sought to be made
will restrict the right of appeal to
the Custodian only in respect of
amounts or properties of a value not
exceeding Bs. 2,000. The result will
be that all appeals involving amounts 
or property of the value exceeding
Rs. 2,000 will have to go to the 
Custodian General. 1 submit that 
because of this, great hardship would
be caused to persons living in places
far away from Delhi and the appel
lants will have to incur exp^ises,
which, I think, are not justifiable. I 
hope the hon. Minister will look into
this question, and that if he does not 
W ^t the law to stand as it is at 
present, he will at least make some
arrangement for the hearing of the
appeals in the States to which they
relate.

There seems also to be a provision
by which the application of section

5 of the Limitation Act is sought to
be abrogated- In regard to this, too, 
my submission would be that rule 31 
of the rules made under the evacuee
property legislation which makes
sections 4, 5 and 12 applicable will
continue to be applicable and will
be a|)plied by the court before which
the appeals are pending.

The second point that I wish to
raise is that this law is after all a 
law relating to the administration of
evacuee property, that is the property
vests with the evacuee, and there
fore the Limitation Act, when it is 
sought to be abrogated, should not
be abrogated in respect of the period
before which the property was dec
lared to be evacuee property or noti
fied to be evacuee property. Suppos
ing the evacuee himself had lost the
right to enforce payment of an arrear 
or a due before the property was 
declared evacuee property,' there is 
no point in reviving that right in the 
Custodian or the Deputy-Custodian or
whoever it may be. That is a diffi
culty which I wish to point out, and 
I hope the hon. Minister will consider 
this also.

The third point is about the
appointment of trustees. The ap
pointment of Trustees generally
T fsts  in the District Judge, and I
think the trusts generally involve
complicated questions of law in re
gard to the conditions imposed by
the author of the trust upon the
trustees. Tliere are sometimes con
ditions which cannot be ordincirily 
decided upon by the executive. Al
though the procedure that is sought 
to be introduced may be simpler, it 
may, after all, not be the correct
procedure, and I would respectfully
submit to the hon. Minister to look
into this matter and see that the 
District Judge or other authority who
up till now appoints trustees appoints
them hereafter also.

Shri Gldwani (Thana): I have no
desire to go into the history of this 
evacuee legislation. I agree with my
friend Shri Mohiuddin that it is a
lawless law, but on account of extra
ordinary circumstances it was passed
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in this House, owing to circumstances 
over which we had no control. But 
I may tell him that it is directly con
nected with compensation and reha
bilitation of displaced persons. I 
may inform him that when we de
manded compensation for our pro
perties left in Pakistan, at the very
start we said the Grovemment could
impose a liberty tax on India, the 
Government may have a lottery, may
resort to' other sources or other 
levies, but they must pay us com
pensation. We never demanded that 
the evacuee law should be introduced
or that the property left by Muslims 
should be given to us. In the begin
ning Government would not agree to
any proposal of that nature. Ulti
mately, when this compensation Act
was passed, they said the evacuee
property left by Muslims in India 
will form the main part of the com
pensation pool. I may inform him 
and other Members that today accord#
ing to the Government plan, Rs. 185 
crores form the compensation pool,
out of which Rs. 100 crores is the 
value of property left by Muslims in 
India. So, the compensation amount 
that we are going to receive from
the Government consists mainly of
evacuee property in India. If Gov
ernment today were to declare that 
irrespective of the value of the 
evacuee property they are going to
give us comp^sation, I am sure most 
of us would not feel agitated or feel
conce^med about this particular rule
or particular law or particular section 
as Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava is; 
we are concerned because every
section has its bearing on the com
pensation amount that we are going
to receive. It has been roughly cal
culated that the value of the property
left by Muslims in India is about 
Rs. 100 crores. Now, if the property
goes on dwindling, naturally we feel
concerned. One may like it or not, 
but that is the bare fact which must 
not be ignored while dealing with
both these BiUs that are pending 
before us.

I agree with my friend Shri 
Mohiuddin or any other Member that 
no^rightful owner should be deprived
of his property in India. He is

after aU an Indian national. If
through any mistake he was declared
an evacuee, that should be rectified.
But I have been constantly all these 
years in touch with this whole affair
and I know there are bogus persons 
also, people who have no right to the 
property have claimed the property. 
The very fact that the Minister told
you that out of about 3,000 cases of
restoration, 1,000 have been sanction
ed and the others rejected, shows 
that even with the present policy of
not being legalistic, being liberal, 
broadminded and lenient, the Gov
ernment have themselves found out 
that there are people who are not 
rightful claimants. Therefore, where
you do not consider the legal aspect
of the matter, it is likely there may
be some cases also which may not be
those of rightful owners. This is our
anxiety, and that is why we are
concerned. Therefore, when you say 
that we should deal with this matter
in a broadminded way or in a lenient
manner, the impression that has been
created on our minds is that mostly
on accoijBt of certain pressure, cer
tain pfi^perties may be released not
to the rightful owners. It may be 
right or wrong, but when you depart 
from the law, the accepted principle
of legal jurisprudence or of pro
cedure as defined by law, there are 
many loopholes. These things I can
not prove, but I know how pressures 
are brou ^t to bear, how things are
done. That is our fear. Poor people
may not get that advantage, bigger
people who may not be the rightful 
owners may get the advantage. That 
is our fear. That is why Pandit 
Thakur Das Bhargava demanded that 
the Bill might be sent to the Select
Committee, so that all these loopholes
might be plugged.

Shri M ^  Chand Khanna in his 
statement said that some unauthori
sed occupants also have been allot
ted the property they were occupy
ing and they will not be ejected now. 
You can understand who those im- 
authorised persons were. They were
certainly not the rightful owners. 
They are unauthorised occupants 
and their unauthorised occupation is
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[Shri Qidwani]
also legalised, they will not be de
barred—whether they are Muslims 
or Hindus is not the question. 
Suppose I lost my property and I am
going to get that property. Today I
find that property is being given to
a person who has no title to it. That 
is why some of these provisions do
require some change, at least some 
considerati(Hi, and that is why Pandit 
Thakur Das Bhargava dealt elabora
tely with every clause in the Bill
and wanted that some opportunity
should be given so that we may sit 
together.

We are all unanimous that . this 
unhappy chapter should end, that 
tins evacuee law should go, that all
these pending cases should be dis
posed of as early as possible, that 
this whole paraphernalia of this 
evacuee property administration, the 
staff which is being maintained all
this should go, and the whole thing 
diould be cleared up as early as 
possible. But before we do so we
^ould  see that no person who is not 
&e legal owner gets undue advantage
of it. To that extent, the Displaced
Persons’ Pool will be affected. That 
is tike whole point.

Then, 1 come to the other aspect of
the question. So many cases have 
been pending. I , had raised this 
matter before also in the Lok Sablm
and put a certain n u n ^ r  of ques- 
ticms. I was told that ^ orts  are 
being made to dispose of those cases'. 
I do not know how many cases are 
still pending. Now, many cases are 
gc^ g  to the Custodian General. From
what little I know of tliat Department 
or from whatever I have heard of the 
working of that Department, I feel
that unless younger people, people
with e n e ^  and who can do some 
work ar^ entrusted with the task, 
there will be more (tf delay in the 
disposal and it will not be as quick
as it is anticipated.

I would again appeal to Shri Mehr 
Chand Khanna that there is nothing

lost if a Select Committee is appoint
ed. Even Shri Mohiuddin can be put 
on that committee so that we can sit 
together and do something which will
be acceptable to all and see that 
nothing is done which jeopaidises the"̂  
legitimate interests of displaced per
sons and no rightful claimant is de
barred or deprived of his rights.

TW ( f ^ ) :

?rnrr

^
felT  ^ I

VfW  STJT ^  ^ *FT
fen f  I ^  j  ftr ^
ift" f̂ >rr*Rr ^

^  f  ! f̂TT *̂TFT f cftr
wiT ft» w  ^  ^ ^  ^

t , ^

^  ijftiRsr WRT t I ^

^ici ^  ^ 1
. fe r  ^ ^ ^

JTT̂f ^  t ?  3TITR T̂T
5^ #3 ^ ^ I

^  ^RR?r fiwr 
?TPTT

STRTT t ^  (yr: ^
^ M N r  (?rfirTO)

fiRT I ^  ?TPTr ̂
^  W ’ TT̂ r ^ WcT (^5*rtr)

5T ^  1 ^  t  fiF Tm lH i
(ft f^  f e r o )  #  «i?rf ^  ^  I
T̂T ^  f ^  ^

f f  I ^ ^
% fW  fe r  qrr % W f  ?fr ^
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^  ^  t  • ^  ^  ^

ipt ^  I He wiU not 
be a loser; he will be a gainer.

^  5T Tfif, ̂  ^  ^ ^
VT wm ̂ ^  ^  ^  ^

3RT# ^

fft  ^ t  I

ifTRT ^ r r ^  j  I ÎTT ^ w -
(arf^RnRTOT’ T^) $,

«rn» 3rn€f
^ apW) % ^  WT^ t»
TO 5m ?TF  ̂ ^  t  » ^  ^
^  »PTT,

(m*T^ ^ rf^ ) 'Tt
g^ f  I %nfm ^  M k ^  ( ^ )
ift eft ^ ^ T f^  fv  ^  ^
^  ^ 5^
ftp w  ^ w  ^  s[: ?pnr I
^ ftr ^ ^

(^praR) ^  >

ĤTT ^  ^ W<h)
^  t, i  ^  t  ^  ^  ̂ ^
sh’ «|ft ’TRT ^  ’rt I,  ^

' nf^ w  ̂^  ^  ^ ^  ^
«TN t  rft ^  ^  ^ I ^

^  ^  ^   ̂ ^

*PT ^ t  I «nTT ^Rvnc ^
^  W  ^ ^  ^̂ *t» *1  ̂^

’STT̂ nfV 1 x m  ^ ^  ^ I

%»i mfm ^ t  •

WRT ^  ^ 'M̂  f*t*
T !^  ITTB ^  W W  t

t̂rr 5n?fV t  f% ^  «rfti t̂-

^rd?fV (»HTO*w) 5TRT e j n̂rar | ' 
mttw 'TK <rRft t  «flr ^  ^
r<4^»n^  ^  ’ ift t  ^

??r) <Bt w

I
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5?rfr *if t !F ^
WT T^ t  ^  ^ ^  s n f ^  (gw w )
ftnrr >rt | m € f  ( 9 ^ )
% *tr̂  #  I  ^ (fem ifr’m
^ )  t  wk ^  ^  »if I  i J3^ *
M  VlftRT v t lit I  f r
(spR ^  I W  ^
^  #  TT 5(Tr ^  ^  »ft, ^f%*r
^  ^  ?ra t  ^  ^
#  *nf 1 #  5 ^
^  sfri€f t  I »rt  ̂ t <n:
»rf%3rc t  ^raiftj ^ 'n :  Ttf 
^  I  I ^  'n: 't t r t

^  'T??ft I ^ 5)^ ^’Rrar
ftr w f ^  ^  *m  fw  ?  «»tf
t ^ w k s i i r T i : ^  »rft3R t  ^  

^  <mm 'Tt # ?  fen 5 ^  I
Let the Panchayat of that village use 
it as it likes. (^ > n ^ ^ 'T ^ m % T
^ ^ l )  ^  ^  ^

^  <R »IT >J«5Kr VfX t  I
I

ft; «nK «Ptf 3fi| ^  ^
5#nT5i

<B# » n ^  Slff ’T?^ I ^
5itI  'JSJw (5rt5p?T ^ )  t -

(^n^) ^ ^ '

!̂T 1 1  wnr ’ IT? ^  <i^PRr 'ir  w
^  ^ Pp q? ^  ^  OT>PT 

«PT I t  tm m r g  ft: 3«t ^
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^  Tî T̂T W’ Jpft t  I ^  T̂FRIT f

^ ^ I
m n  ^  ^ ^  ^  ^

F̂TRT t  ^  ^  ^  %
(%r) # I  ^  ^

f f  ^  t| I ^
You should take courage in both
hands and have the law.(^nWf

^  1)

An Hon. Member: You say that?

Lala Achint Ram: Yes; I say so.

«ft ^ fF n  I ^  ^
5RT «RT îTPf ?

WRIT V f ^  TW '. ^ ’S’ g
f5p ^  ^ t> ^  ^

Pri 5T|f |, rft qH  ^  ^
3̂^ ^ I A irfvsT Wl <
f r w n  % ̂ f ^

^ f  I ^rnr
3|ftf MlfefdH ^  ^  ^ ^
f t  ^  t  • ^  ^  ^
^  3ft ip p ^  I  f% iJrrTcr ^
( (̂5rr) ^  ^ VT5TT ^ n f^  1

^  »f ’ T f ^  5FTT ^  t

? fk ^  *TT̂  <1#
1 1  ^  ^nRm i ^  t »
You should take courage. tjp;

T̂*TTî  ^  fftr
^  ^  rTT̂  % ^  ^RkTT

t  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^

^  TO ^  TO ^  tt̂ R̂ TT
»Tt^ STTMT ^ I
v^R  ̂ t  IŜ sn̂ T̂TT̂  SPT W W  ^  s 
OT spr (o*^4^i) ^

^  qr WPTT ^  I ^  *P ^
w f  ^ I ^  ^

3TfT ^  ^rm 2FT ^
^  t  w  ^  ^  ^  ( w ^ )

^  t  I ^HR ^  ^  ^  ^
q ^   ̂ r<4fT^ ^  t  ^

^  ^ ^  f t  t  ^  ^
^  ^  ^ ^ i t  I ^

^  I  A' ^  ^

T̂RTT ^  i ,  ^ ?n^

5̂ |5tfirJ ^  ^  ^  I  I ^
(q»F?^) ^  ft*rr, you win not be a loser 
(sffTT W  ?  ^  t|?T ) I

Shri N. B. Chowdhnry (Ghatal):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I consider 
it absolutely necessary that this 
subject of evacuee property adminis
tration should be approached with a 
broad perspective befitting our
national dignity. We see today in 
this country foreigners having vest^
interests intended for sheer exploi
tation of the country. So, it has 
been aptly said by certain Members
that this is rather an unusual law to
deal with an imusual situation. We
know that this subject of evacuee
property is directly connected with
the payment of compensation to the 
displaced persons who have come
from West Pakistan. We must have
due regard to the spirit in which we
generally approach matters concern
ing the different commimities. We
think that there is some injustice so 
far as certain Indian nationals are 
concerned. Cases were brought
before us to show that even when
persons did not leave this country, 
did not evacuate India, but shifted tp 
some distant place, their propearties 
were declared evacuee prop^ ies and 
that has led to certain difficulties to
some Indian Muslims—Indian



1079 Administration of 26 NOVEMBER 1956 Evacuee Property
(Amendment) BiU

1080

nationals. While we want that the
displaced persons from the West and 
the East Pakistan should be rehabili
tated properly—it is the bounden
duty of the Government to see that 
the work of rehabilitation does not
suffer in any way—we must also see
that no injustice is done to Indian 
nationals whatever communities they
may belong to.

In this Bill, the Government is 
seeking to simplify the procedure to
settle certain matters. I have no
objection to that. We must be sure 
that the power which the Govern
ment of India now wants to take
from the States or from the Custodian
should be properly utilised. We are
not so much concerned as to whether
the power is given to the State or to
the centre to appoint certam au
thority. What we are concerned
about is the manner in whidi the 
work has to be done. Till now, the 
administration of the evacuee pro
perty law has not been carried on in 
a way which could be considered
satisfactory. There were many com
plaints and a lot of delay with regard
to the settlement of disputes. So, 
when this amendment has ? been
brought here by which the Govern
ment of India wants to take power in 
its own hands, we would like to see
that matters are expedited and noth
ing is done which would be deroga
tory to our national prestige.

PandU C. N. Malviya (Raisen):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I support the
amendment moved by Pandit Thakur 
Das Bhargava because it will give
time to consider this important
matter. The time is not so long as
the hon. Minister should have any
reasonable groimds to refuse and so
I hope he will agree to this amend
ment. When we are dealing with
such a problem and want to expedite
the matters, we should not make
haste. When we lay down a pro
cedure by which we want to ex
pedite matters, cool consideration is 
required.

Lala Achint Ram has said certain 
things. Personally, I may agree with

him. But, if we have in v i ^  the 
reactions that may be created by
turning the mosques into temples 
and vice versa, it is not advisable to
accept his idea. Whatever Pakistan 
may do, we must preserve in India
the religious institutions as they are. 
It does not matter if a mosque
happens to be in a place where there
are no persons to utilise it  There
are other ways in which we can 
maintain the sanctity of the religious
places and at the same time utilise 
them. We should find out the ways
and means by which we can utilise 
such places with the goodwill and co
operation of the community to which
they belong So, I do not share 
that view expressed by my hon. 
friend. 1 will not advise even the 
Pakistan Government to turn the
temples into mosques because it will
react on them also. Let us not
forget the many forces which are
now very active to create disruption, 
in Pakistan and in India particularly.
Let us not forget the recent agita
tions.

Lala A(Oiint Ram: The suggestion
relates only to West Pakistan.

Pandit C. N. Malviya: AU right. 
But the main proposal is this.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: May
I just rise on a point of order? This 
question of conversion of mosques 
into temples *̂ does not arise under the
provisions of the Bill. We are talk
ing irrelevant things. The only
question was about the appointment 
of trustees. Can it be said that the 
hon. Minister or the Government is 
suggesting that that a mosque should
be turned into a temple?

Shri Mehr Chand Khanna; Do not
put those words into my mouth; I 
have never said any such thing.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava; I am
also saying that he has not said that. 
This discussion is irrelevant.

Mr. Deinity-Speaker: Nobody has 
said that. I imderstand that there
was a suggestion made in that con
nection by Lala Achint Ram that, 
^ e n  trustees are being appointed, 
they may see that these places also
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[Mr. Deputy-Speakerl
are put to some use by the public.
It may be this, that or the other.
That is a different thing. He was of
the view that these places should not
lie imused; some xise should be made 
of them. This was the suggestion 
and the others are referring to it

Pandit C. N. Malviya: 1 pointedly
refer to this question because I
strcmgly feel that this sort of sug
gestion should not be made.

Mr. Dcpaty-Speaker: He is not say
ing that temples must be converted
into mosques or mosques into
tu p les . His only suggestion was
that they must be put to some use.

Pandit C. N. Matviya: If so, I
stand corrected. I thought that this 
suggestion was somehow or the other
made and so I want to refute this 
suggestion. Let it be used for scmie 
good lAirpose. But, let us not think
of changing or converting them. It 
is a very dangerous proposal because
the conditions are very bad. People
have not come to the stage when
they would not mind that; let us not 
involve ourselves in such things.

Again I support the amendment 
moved by my friend Pandit Thakur 
Das Bhargava. Let us consider this
questicm coolly. Nothing will be lost 
by spending another four days more
to consider this question. I support
the amendment and support the 
principle of the Bill also.

Shri Kanni (Sultanpur Distt.—^North
cum Faizabad Distt—South-
West): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, so
far as the amendment is concerned, 
there is one thing which I want to
bring to the notice of the House. 
Whenever motions for reference to
the Select Committee are made, it is 
presumed that the hon. Member in
charge of the Bill would be a member 
of the Select Committee. If it is made 
a condition precedent that the consent
of the Members should be taken.....

Mr. Depaty-Speaker: If the hon.
Member will excuse me, I want to
point out one thing. We had only

two hours for this BilL l ^ t  would
expire by about four o'clock. But I 
allowed this discussicm to go on under
the impression that perhaps the House 
might like to continue this discus
sion, because already we had saved
one hour from the previous B ill U
the House is really of that view and 
wants to continue this discussion I can
go on with this, otherwise I shall 
have to put a stop to this discussion.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: If
this amendment is lost, then the 
remaining amendments will also have ‘ 
to be moved and discussed. I would
therefore request you, Sir, to extend
the time at least up to five o’clock.

Mr. Depaty>Speaker: If that is the
sense of the House, I have no objec
tion.

Shri Kami; I was submitting that 
tile convention up till now has been, 
we have always presumed that if the 
House agrees to the reference of a Bill
to the Select Committee the hon. 
Member in charge of the BiU would
agree to it  Otiierwise, if we make it
a condition precedent, it would mean
that, if the Grovemment is not pre
pared to accept the motion the Mem
ber concerned will never be able to
move his motion in the House seeking 
to refer the BUI to a Select Committee.

So far as r^ ren ce  of the Bill to a 
Select Committee is concerned, it is 
a matter which, I think, I would not
oppose. But, so far as some of the 
principles on which reference to the 
Select Committee is sought are con
cerned, I am sorry that I am unable
to accept those principles.

It has been said again and again, 
and very definitely, that this was an 
unusual law, in our Constitution we
have got Fundamental Rights and this
law was an exception to those i\mda- 
mental Rights. Further, it has been
said that there is an attempt on the 
part of the Gk)vemment, and every
other person who is interested in the 
welfare of the community, that this 
law should be brought to an end as 
early as possible. So it is not likely
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to be a complete law which can really
be judged from the standards oi any 
good law, But .it has got only to be 
a law of emergency and, as such, I 
feel that we cannot leave much for
the decision of the courts. You know,
when this Act was enacted, the courts
themselves were created by the 
department and appeals were to the 
department. Parties who were affect
ed, whether they be refugees or non
refugees, have been complaining 
against this Act. It is not only the 
refugees, whose pool is being affected,
who are complaining against it. Per
sons who think that their properties
have been taken away are also com
plaining against this.

So my submission is, after all, this 
is a temporary law and these princi
ples, on the basis of which it is 
sought that the matter should be
referred to a Select Committee, will
remain there and ought to remain
there even after a reference to a Select
Committee is made.

So far as the Limitation Act is con
cerned, I perfectly agree that it is a 
matter of vast importance and that 
we should not touch the Limitation
Act. But, at the same time, looking
at the emergent nature of the Act
and the action that has to be taken,
I feel that we will have to interfere
with the provisions of the Limitation
Act. How are the provisions of the 
Limitation Act going to be affected? 
They are going to affect both the 
parties, a persoi who applies for res
toration of property and a person
who is asked to pay rent for proper
ties that he has been occupying with
the consent of the i»:oper authorities. 
He may be a displaced person or he
may be a person who is a resident of
this place. So far as tiie law of Limi
tation is concerned, I feel that it is 
going to affect both ways. But, if we
are not going to relax the conditions
of the law of Limitation, I think we
will not be able to do real justice to
either of the parties.

Then, so far as the question of
Trusts is concerned, 1 might give an
example. The Government have tnfca*i\

over the power of appointing trustees. 
Of course, the persons concerned
would feel that the Government 
would be appointing trustees who may
not be the real representatives of the 
community. Just as my friend Lala
Achint Ram suggested, let them be 
the panchayats. Unfortunately, we
are not so broad-minded as Lala 
Achint Ram. We wish every one of
us would be of ^ t  view and then, 
probably, most of the problems of
Tnfjifl and Pakistan would be solved. 
Still I feel that the time has not yet
come and we have yet to look to the 
properties—mosques, temples, guru- 
dwaras and properties belonging to
them—and, as pointed out by Pandit 
Thakur Das Bhargava. if we are going
to leave the matter to the courts, 
cases under section 92, th ^  they
would finish after ten or twenty years
and finish at a time when the proper
ties would have been flniafaed.

Therefore, I think every person
who has got to take something from
the Government will have to leave it
to the discretion of the Government.
I may say that the Government has 
not been sufficiently lenient to me and
the other party may say that it has 
not been lenient to him. But, whether
leniency is shown this way or that, 
whether limitation is exercised in
favour of one party or the other, the
emergency and the nature of the ques
tion is such that we cannot but leave
it to the discretion of the Gk>ve;cn- 
ment who, we trust, wiU do to :̂0ie 
utmost of their capacity and to ^
satisfaction of all concerned.

Therefore, what I submit is, even
after this matter is referred to a Select 
Committee, probably these principles
will remain as they are. There may be
some satisfaction of having discussed , 
the matter with the hon. Minister and 
other Members, and also having
had an exchange of views. That can 
very easily be carried on without a 
formal Select Committee. So I again 
say that the principles will have to
remain intact and, so far as the mat
ter of referring it to a Select Com
mittee is concerned, if it is really the 
desire of my friends we can have no
objection to that.
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[Shri Kazmi]
With these words, Mr. Deputy- , 

Speaker, I support the motion moved
by the Govermnent and not the 
amendment for reference to a Select
Committee.

%l\̂  ^ t , ^  ^  ^  ^
t  * ^  ^  ^

^*PTT ^ ^

r̂nrr t

ifT ^ ^  I — ^
rH<i«t>Tqr ^  ^ ^ —

^  ^  ^  t ^  ^ W -
^  W  t  I

15-59 HK.
[Shbi B a r m a n  in the Chair.]

STfT ^  ^  ^  t ,  f5RT ^ ^

f  ft» ^ ^

rfiT ^  ^  t ^
^  t^rhFT % ŜTTOT ? r f^

?R> ^  I ^ 3 ^  ^

q f r ^  ^ f w  t  ^
^ ^  ^  W

t  ^  ^ ^ w
^ ^  ^RFT ^ t

^Rpft 3̂T?̂  ^  ^ ^
TO ^  ^rrrf^ ^ i 
^  T̂ rVT

^  ^ ^  t̂ TT i
 ̂̂ srzn: ^  ^

^ ^  w r  fw r  5̂TR I
16-00 HBS.

^  r̂ ^  srrrff sp
^  STRT ^  ^ ^  % W

^ fq^ T W n  ^  ¥TJR

^  f w  t , ^  ĤTT ^  ^
M r < ^ rTT % f s i  ^ ^  ^  I
^  ^  f^RRT ^  f e n  t  ^  ^

3rrr€f % ^
^  ^  ^ I, ^

^  w n ^  «TRrr | ^  ^
^  ^  ^  ft: t  ^
5^1^ft>^Tr»RTt r̂f̂ PFTT
^ f t ^  5PFT7 ^  ^  ^ ^ ^
t  yiRT^ i  ft: ^  ^  Tfft ^RFT
T̂ ÎT ^ p u ^

q k ?F*ft ^  ^  ^
^ ^ ftr̂ rr ^  ftr ^ 3 ^  ^

? r f^  ?fk  ^ ’s r^ ^  ?  T̂RT
^  ^  t  ^  ^

Tjjsp t̂rf̂ RTR t  I

^ 3prt ^ SR  ̂WIT
^ «r^ *̂i<<T % ^  T?: ^

f w  11

OT sTT̂  ^rm# «ncft | ^
^RVR ^ qn4%iPT (srfaTT)
^  ^ ftnrr ^ftr w  ^ %

^  f t ^  ^ ^  t ;
it e r  ^ftr ^nrfi
ftr frrfTR̂ EX tll^«i ^
^  ^ ^  »i«it^l *Ft 55^  *F^ ^
^  spfent ^Tf5?r ^  ^  f , ?ft ^
% ^  WJT ^ ^
«ftr ^  T i^T ^  ftr ^ «iV̂  
WTT ^  ^ ^ ?rrf  ̂^
JSTT? T̂HH W  t  jfir ^  I 

OTT ^ f  ft» T̂TR̂  
T̂TtfT f  ^  ft> ^’TT̂  

^  ^  Ti# 5fn7rfr^ *
^  ftv^ ^  ^  ^<dV t  ^  ^
^RfRTT f  f% f»WJt ifpr
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^  ^ R̂T
?!nT> ^ ^
5rf?ns5T fiTT  ̂ ^  ^  ^  ^ ^

^  3n>TT ^  ^ ^  w n ^
I ^  ^  ^  ^ I  f%

Win ^<dl f  f̂tK ^
^  5TTCf % #^rr siRfTT 

wTfm i \ ^  ^  ^ ^
vftK ^  f̂t̂ nrr

f  I ?F!T ̂  tf̂ rr Vtf «tnla
f^RTF ^ ?  3̂TT ^  fi^TTf

t  ?ft #  ^H§ial I  ft> ?TW ?R>
^  5ftf̂  t  ^  ^  ^ ^  f  ^

V?7TT ^ n f^  I

^  f̂FTT irf^RT
TTR" ^  ^ I >d»̂ «i
WTT. f?TT̂  # ^ I  ^
^  ^ ^  T ^ , ^  ^

^ if ^  mi ^
irtr frcw  ̂ lq"i« 5ft
(̂T  ̂#  3̂f̂ m ?Pi7rr i

^  ^  fOT ^
^ % Vnr ^  WPTT T̂PT ^  ^T

?T  ̂ I A  «̂T¥t ^  f^^K-
^RT ^ g I

t W^ W
i f^ T ^  faprr f?rT | ^  ?rrw
T̂*Tf f  TT ^3??^ ^  ^

^  ^  t| I  I ^  t  ?ft 3 P ^  g ftr
f ’TT̂  ^  ^ S I ^  % «R R

i ? f ^  f , t^rr^  f , ^
5Tl|jf ^ T^

f , ^  ̂ rT  ̂^?wr I ^
^  ^IWT ^  ^

I  ^  f% ^  ?TT# i r f ^  ^
T̂PT# t  I ?Ti| ^  5rrar | ^

ft̂ TT ^ rr^  T̂̂ qifhr

^  ^  'fr r  f  3̂̂ nift ^ ^ ^  fv

^  ^  ST|R ^  T̂  
f  I OT ^  'jtft ^

^ ^  ft> otA^irtt % ^^^ TT 
«rf«RrRf qr m̂m ^  | i w  snr̂

in̂ rar n̂PR ^
f̂ RT# ^ 3TT 1?T

f , g rfa ^ Tm ^  %ftK
^3  ̂ ^ ^  R̂̂ FK IPT
b̂'sd  ̂ I +Yf '*rt ^R«PR Ml(Wai»l'

^  ^  ^ ^  ^
I «rk ^  f̂ ^̂THT I I iim
^ITofr i|VtT<T̂ ) r̂TT % ^  ^  TH ^
f ‘ I «nR ^  ^  5RTR % f^^R
^ ^  ^  ^  f^rfii^l I
^  sTRT r̂nr% ?TPft f  ^
j  ftr t  W  ^  ^  ^5Trf^ ^
^  ^  ^ r f^  IT̂ SRT ? ^  5?T

r̂r̂  I R̂R*T 
OTTt*T 5T  ̂ -̂ Tf̂ 9 fif> ^RT

f% V77TT 'df̂ d 51̂  «TT I
A ^̂ swtt WHmi 5 f r  ^  *̂TR?r

iftr % P̂T ^ T5TT f̂tr
V3̂  ̂ ^  T5ffT r̂??TT R̂̂ PR *FT
^5:̂  fm  ^Tf^ I ^  ^  fR# n̂fr 
^  T̂FTT f  ?ftT f̂ F  ̂^ ^
»̂T5TT 'TTf^ I

W  ^RfN«T ?  ^  f^rdv ^
^  5̂rr?ft t  ^  ^  I  f̂ ^̂ RTRT 

A ^5^ ÊTT̂ ^  irnft
^  ^ i T  ’ranT % A ^
^ 5 ^  STTOT WFTRT
f , T̂T f  f n̂=f ^  W  t̂ f̂RT

^ I ^  T̂R" % ^  wvT
f ^  s R w f  qT w  t  ^  W

m m  t  ^ ^  fkifhH
m  f ^  ^  t  I ^ ^  f
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[«ft TT̂ r TR^l

^  t  ^  ^ 5Trr€f
t  ^  T̂TETR T?: ^ ^
t  I ^  ^ ^  ^
F<hnx f w  I  f% ^  ^ ^
*R f t  t  3̂̂ ^  ^
?r ^  I m% t

firar ^  1

f̂ F̂TT T̂T̂ fHT % ^
^  I ?nn: ^<4>tt ^
Tlflr «PT^ ^  ^  ^  t  #3 ^
% ^FffTT’̂ r f^  ^
^wr fiTvRT ^ r f^  t vwK w  ^  ^nr
?TFf ^ w  t  ^

t  ^  ^  t  ^n# ^
t̂?TT ^snf^, ^

?PR W W T  ^  «ffr ^TTVR ^  1T5TRT 
^rf^ IV ^  ^  T̂TTT I
h(Vh' ?T*R ^  HPT ̂  f
^  3pT «TRK ^  t  ^

^  ?ftT P=»*̂ l ^  fV ^  >5̂ *̂̂
^ ^  q̂KT

^ t  ^ ^  ^  ®ETR
^  <T  ̂T̂FTT ^  ^  "̂ ft ̂
^ ^3^ qr
^  %ftK ^  ^  ^  ^ HPTT fsrr ^
t  I iTpft ^  ? n ^ flf
T̂?TT I, 5ft fV ^  s?l^ |,

gi=R?t f e f t  cTT̂  ?r ^
W[ '̂ \^H fip r̂nr
f5fTTO f*IT 1 IRT f̂ *5“

IT f ^  t̂HfT ?TWT 
f% vR 5T̂  ir^ ^ R̂TT %ftK
«P1̂  ŴT ’PIT ?ft T̂Tsr ^  ^
fî fr sn̂ af IV ijipc ̂ ^

t» fV?RT ̂  ̂ETJPT ^  T̂
ÎW, fV vft ^
t  2Tf ^  I

T̂OiT «rar ̂ PR t̂ T̂ yfhir (̂ R«r-
W f) Vt q jw  t  ?ft %m «pt ^

3TPT̂  ^ WIT ĵl̂ T 
^ rf^  iftr 3rpft iTî fT¥ vJ6i»fl ■4if̂ <41 
^  TO ^ I  ?ftr ^ ^

f  ft» f t j f  5rrrff
OT%) % ift ?oo ^rdf WTT
T ^  TO t  ^ =TT^ I
^  w n  ^  w  n̂ra" ^  f
fV ^TTOT #
I  I ’in?FR # ^mfVrr w^  w  

fVrr f  fV ^  ^  ti*i5Td̂  ^ fV ^  
WK I  3H 5fr ^TPT  ̂ ^  t  ?fK 

^  d̂ vOVKRT f f  I  ^  ^ ^
«ltiHI ^♦ikI R̂T®T 5 ^*rVt «f»*T % 

îciq H T  ̂ ^ ^  *T
5 ^  ^ t  ^  ^

^ <PT «fhc 5̂*rr̂  % ̂  ^httt

^  «iici V^9T ^ fV
4<*W^n T̂FT ̂ 5TT f  fV f ^
^  ^  'Wii<i % '»4i<i fTTT ^nr % %

sm^T
t  I fT# '̂ *11 fV ^  PH4I^,

fV unr 3ft «j?n1Mr
*i>r T̂̂iT ^̂?nPT *RTr, 15̂

iTO 3jrr€f f ^
% ^K«i wurtor ^ ^  ^  w f f
vmraf f  ’̂PFT ?R!T ^vj;̂ hr ^

tPR ^  ^̂ PWT9r f  ?ft 
’vrf^ifh: «PR r̂̂  ^^prprt 

5̂  t  ^  W  ^  V w r  ^  IT^ TO
5iff t  fV 3it q m  ^  f ^  in 
^  vfffv A ^  n̂rsRiT j  fV
^  Wf fTOP?ff *TT «TPfV flTWriT
^  ^ftr <TPT gmnr topt ^
^ *f\r j n  ^^fvr ^  ^(hmi 'It

ĉPTT ir^n"‘T?T ^ fV WT̂
I^ ^ i f  tv  ^*ii  ̂ ^  ^

^ a|?t
qv5ft *̂̂ ivb Vt r̂c  ̂ t  «ftr

TR^ WK ^T  ̂ WRfr f  I f̂ T*f



#  fil^Rcr ^  «T#
«P#»TT ftr» ^ ^ r̂n=R ^
«rnrr t  ^ ^ ^  ^  t

ŝ ,  ̂ ^  ^  ^
|, gft vfeTrnprr ̂  ^  *rFpr 
f ,  ^  «Pf35TT^ ^  ^  ^
f  I ?T|3n^^m ^«nw
*f ^ ^  t  ^  f  
^  3ft ̂ ’^nmr ^  ^  w f r̂^nr^

«rr iftr ^MPd̂ fi
^  ?<k ^3^  ̂  ^  ^  ^
^  ^ f ^ -
iT R n ^ lft  «TT ^

fiTT WT̂ TT ^  I ̂  ^  ^

f  ^  «r  ̂ ^  f*rr^ % ̂ g’tt

% JTT̂T ^  ^  I  ^ t»
^ 5 ^  t . ^ t» ^

^  ^  OT TO «TT5ft
^ rm r % «fk  « m  ^ rm
t ,  ^  ^  v w r f t

^  f e f t  ^  ^
^  a ^  TOfT 3̂3Tt 1 ^  ^  ^^pff 
Ir ^  I ^ ^  ^  >ft
WT^ WTT ^  %
IPTT ^  V ^  TT̂  I
fgpT^ ft» f̂ TgFciPT % ’TTO
f  i f k  iP5r ^ ^  ^  ^  f r f ^
f  ^ ^ ^  fT%^
f  inrt ^  ^  t
f^Rm T^ ift I^^FHTR ̂ V W  t
ftp ^  ^  ^ ^  pTT, ^
^ *Fi?j5 «r?r ^ i

A '*11 ̂ df j T̂ T̂
j3f ^ ^  qro ^ ^  f ^ -

^ ^ T̂PT t  3̂̂ iVt
tR ^  ^  ^ ^  ^  ^

IR^NnX 5̂T ^ I '*1̂ 1 M în Sferl
5TJT ^  T̂T»k % ‘̂«#t^  ^  r̂rapq- there.
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t  r>w^ gsrm  f  f% f r n
5RT ^rW^ ^  ^  fsPTT ^TR ?ftT ^
qR ^ r«4^K ^  5PT t̂*T ^ 4

f 4  ^  f k w ^  ^
^  fa9»rf a r | i

Sliri D. C. Shamia (Hoshiarpur): 
Whenever any Bill comes up before
this House dealing with the problem
of refugees or evacuees, I view it wi&
the utmost scepticism. My scepticism 
is not due to the fact that I do not 
believe in the noble intentions of our
Government or in the noble purpose
of the Ministry of Rehabilitation; but, 
I believe that we have been making 
an these laws with regard to refugees
and evacuees in great haste without 
faTring into account all the facts of
the case, without having any thou^t
for yesterday or for tomorrow. Haste 
and lack of forethought have been the 
characteristics of the laws framed for
the good of these persons.

Ltx)k at the Administration of Eva
cuee Property A ct It was passed 
over 8 years ago; certain provisions
were repealed in 1953; it was amend
ed in 1954 and again amended in
1955. It means that we do not know
our mind. We do not know what the 
problem is, and even if we know it, 
we do not know how to face it. The
fact of the matter is that we have 
been administering the refugee rehabi
litation and all those allied things in 
a spirit which is not conducive to the 
good name of our administration. 
What are we going to get out of this? 
I ask this question myself because I
am as murft responsible for that as 
anybody else. We are going to have 
a large number of administrators and 
we are going to call them by various
names. All those names are tiiere. 
We have got these names in all our 
HEnistries and we have come across 
them here also. There are going to
be a Custodian-General, Custodians, 
Additional Custodians, Deputy Custo- 
cfians, Assistant Custodians and so on.

Evacuee Property KO92
{Amendment) Bill

Tliey
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Shri D. C. Shanna: They were
there, but they have no right to be
there.

Shrl Mehr Ghand Khanna: I wish I
could get rid of some of them.

Shri D. C. Sharma: If I were you, 
perhaps I would have done it  We are 
doing one simple thing; we are multi
plying the number of officers.....

Shri K. K. Basil (Diamond Har
bour): We have to rehabilitate them 
also.

Shrl D. C. Shanna:___and we are
trying to defeat the very purpose for
which the Ministry over which my
hon. friend, Shri Khanna, presides so 
ably, is constituted. I dp not think 
anybody need go very far to know
how this administrative parapherna
lia is working. He has only to go to
one of the parts in Delhi or any other 
place and he will know how it is 
working. My friends over liere say
that we should not do any injustice
to the Muslims. I agree with them, 
because a Muslim is as much a part 
of our country as anybody else. But,
I also say that while yi>u are think
ing of ‘not doing injustice to any
Muslim, which is a very good thing, 
you should also think of doing justice
to the refugees who claim compensa
tion. Why are all these laws being
amended? They are being amended 
only to see that the date of payment 
of compensation may be put off as 
long as possible. We evolve one 
procedure one day, another procedure
the other day and a third procedure
some other day. Of course, it is said 
that we are going to simplify the 
procedure so that the compensation
problem is solved very easily. I would
like to see how this compensation
problem is going to be solved very
expeditiously. I do not think that 
would be possible because we are
living in a frame of mind when we
do not know what we should do on
tiie one hand to satisfy the claims of
the refugees and on the other hand, 
to avoid injustice to those persons for
w ho^ this Amendment Bill is intend
ed. ilierefore, I would say that this 
talk of simplification of i>rocedure is 
all very well on paper.

Shri K. K. Baso: Too tall.
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Shri D. C. Sharma: But, I can
assure you that in actual practice, 
this is not going to work in that way.
Cases are pending and they will con
tinue to be pending. Even when we
bring all this machinery into being, I 
do not think that there wiU be any
judicial haste on the part of these 
persons. I would say that it is neces
sary that these things should be done 
after due deliberation, after calm
consideration and after mature
thought. That is what is not done. 
Therefore, the whole trouble arises.

My hon. friend Pandit Thakur Das 
Bh^gava has put forward a very
simple proposal and that has been put 
forward only for this reason that we
should be able to plug whatever holes
there are in our law and that the 
whole thing may be done in a very
efficient manner. Even this simple 
proposition is not being assented to. I 
do not know why. Therefore, I would
say that it is very necessary that when
we deal with the refugees, we should
not hurt one side or the other, intend
ing evacuee or other evacuees. It is 
necessary that we should support the
amendment of Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava.

A question has been raised aboux 
the properties of religious and chari
table nature. Of course, there are
some friends of mine who say that it
does not make any difference whether 
you turn a mosque into a temple or a 
temple into a mosque. I say this is 
a very dangerous proposition for any
body to enimciate on the floor of this 
House. More harm will come to us 
on account of saying a thing like
that than good. I know all persons 
are not persons of such catholic sym
pathies as some of us are. I would
say that a mosque should remain as a 
mosque and a temple should remain 
as a temple. We should look after
the mosques and they will look after 
our temples in Pakistan. We are 
bound to look after the mosques.

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: Nobody will
look after your temples.
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Shri D. C. Sharma: If you look
after the mosques properly, I am sure 
they will look after our temple# pro
perly.

Shri Nand La! Sharma (Sikar):  ̂
They will not.

Shri D. C. Sharma: If they do no^
i think they will have to explain their
conduct here or elsewhere. If we do
not, I think I wiU have to explain my
conduct not only here, but aU over
India. Therefore, I would say that 
this talk about turning mo^ues into
temples and temples into mosques will
come to the same thing. We are very
himible persons with no pretensions to
saintliness or anything else. They
should remain as they are. I would
agree with Shri Kazmi that if any
trustees are to be appointed for reli
gious and charitable organisations, 
power must be given to those who are
really competent to administer them, 
who are real representatives of the
people and we should not give power
to those persons who are not repre
sentatives of the people.

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: Don’t give
it to Shri V. G. Deshpande.

Shri D. C. Sharma: For me there is 
no difference between myself and
Shri V. G. Deshpande. The difficulty 
is this:—you try to emphasise the
difference; I do not know where it
ties. Shri V. G. Deshpande is as good
a citizen of India as I am, or as you.
I do not know where the difference 
lies. If you are keen on emphasising
differences, I can’t help it  I would
only pray to God tiiat you shotild 
have the same feelings as I have.

I would make an appeal to my hon. 
friend Shri Mehr Chand Khanna* I
know about a Minister in this House.
I said to him, ^"whenever you come
with any proposal, there is a great 
deal of opposition.” He said, ‘Don’t
bother; there is one gentleman on my
side; so long as he is on my side, I can
get anything through.” I would say 
that this is^a good attitude. But, a 
better attitude is this, that Shri Mehr 
Chand Khanna should be able to
carry us along with him. He should

be able to bank upon our whole
hearted co-operation. We have
always tried to do so and even in this 
matter he should carry us along with
him so that he can face the public in
the spirit which is in consonance 
with the> spirit of our Gk^vemmenl 
Not much time would be wasted, not
much prestige would be destroyed
and no status would be lost, if you
agree to the amendment moved by
Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava. If you
do so, this Bill will be amended and 
put in a better shape and will be such 
as would help the Muslims and the 
refugees from West Pakistan who
claim compensation.

Wo %5rqrr ( ’TTT) :

5SW ^  #  irt
|?rr f  I ^  ^  ’TPR

^ f w  ^  ^  ^  'sft
^  I f^T ^

^  I

[Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair] 

^  A' ^  ^ sfRfhp:

W  ^  ^  ^nPqf^TORT TO ^
^  \ ^  ^ f

^  TO I ?rnT Vo
^  #5fWr ^ f ^ ^

 ̂ I ITTT ^  ^ ^ &
"has not left or does not to-e.........”
^ ^

^ I ^

^  >̂T*T ^ I ^ ^  ^
^  I ^ ^

% ^  ^  ^ t  I
% ?ft  ̂ ^  4%

^ ^ *Ti|f T?: ^
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[sfV^o ^rrti]

»TFr t  f«fT ^53- srrof ^
TO 4T ^  ^ ^ ^
^ 3̂nWT ^ f% -̂*5̂ 511*1 ?t

f  ^  ^  | f^  ^  ^  ^
^  f  ^  ^  I %  ^  ^ *

TF5IT |, ^  ^rrnff^ % irf^vr<
^ I W +^^1  ̂ I ^ ^  ^

^  ^  # F̂̂h" f%
5TPrf^ % yfir^ R  m M  ^  f  i 
^  ^  2T  ̂ f  ^  5rnr ^  ^
^ w  ^ #  r̂rr ^
fewiW f  ?ftT ^ w n Jf
5fk w  ^ ^ ^  ^  T̂TT % ?T^ f  I

^  ^ I  f̂ F ^  jtttS
^ ^ w yt ^Rt

T^ cR^ ^TR ^  snS
^ •̂TTJf 5ft^ ^

f  ^ ^   ̂ 5rrq̂  ^
, f *̂il rt>tfl +H«f  ̂ ô T̂ F'TT % 'dSr 
^  % «TT  ̂ ^  ?rnT #  ?T'TT ^ ^
f̂ FTT ft I ^  ^Ift c  ̂ ^

5Tt4 ^  ^ ^ ^ T
g f% ^  ?TT# ^ ^

<5t̂  ^ ^  ft» % p̂TTWT ferrr
«TPT I ^  ^  'd»̂  ^  It ĉ p̂T %
q'sjK ?Fr  ̂ WT % I ^

^ r̂rwr % f% nŝ HM'î 'd,
srrl^t^ ^Tf^, R̂T̂ TT
^fW 9T ^ ^  I ^
^ +MI 2Tf 4>̂ »ll W ’TT

¥<rr i ?ft w  ^
f% T̂TT T̂T!ft ^  ^  ^  f¥ W

?TT9[ ^  ^  ft m T̂iff I

^  ,TW^ ’ffT rn^TK ^
?n^  3JR ^ ^  T̂?r

I ?RT ^  # f?HTT  ̂

^ ^  ^  f^F$hntt iTPT
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#  ^rwR ?rrT «i& ^  I, ?w ift UT?
^  «ftr

^  ifPi ^  ^ +f^*i fv
I ^ T f fT T ^ ^ T c T ^  ^

^  ^ v ^  5i!ff
^  ^  r̂w ?JinT 

I iKT f̂ TŴ  t  ^
?FR# iTf 1T5?T T̂|f t  I ^

r̂m% f  ipc HHifvch % i!pqr

^   ̂ STR̂  ^
^  ?  I if f : ^  ^nr r̂r̂ rr
^Fi^ |, ^  ?inT ^ ^  5rtf^

^  f t f f ^  % ^frmr tt

^ ^  f̂tK 1^ ^
vhrwr ^  ^̂ -qTd 3rrr€f ^

TO WTT, qrr
^ ^ ‘T>g«n f% f̂̂  ?rrT ^
?TPT% ^̂ T̂  ^  % ip-^nTPT ^% % ftX
^  ^ ?ft WT ^

w f  ^   ̂ zm 
^  I ?At ^ ?m«r
I, ipr ^  «frr ^ w
^ ^  ^ t  iftT r̂?7f̂
^  5̂  w r w  ^ ^  ̂ I i5(t
TT̂ r<̂  # ^rwc ^  ^

r̂̂ Fsr % #  % ?TO ^  ̂ tHT
ŜTTf̂  I W  # ^ ^ ^  g,

^♦ilO T̂T̂ TR % % ?
ft, ^  4  ’ TFH % #i^P: ^

j  I ^  ^  ^ fjlfTH T  ^  qr̂  

^  ^  •flff ^  ^ %  q̂ WT 
^  VTl?

% ^ ^  w  ̂ ?rh: ?nft— tr̂
^ ^  # jtp: f , ?Pf t o  f
^  TO fifVW  F̂T# ^  #3HT ;t̂
g I Iff f̂twr ^  ^  ^  vm ^

^  % r̂w x̂  ̂I 
^ TORcTT i  ft> ^  ^  ^  ?nwr
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=̂ t ^  ^   ̂ I ^

^ ^  ^  %, zr^ ^

^  f  I ^  *TT P̂TT |f T t^ f
snqrf TT̂ fiffTf̂ T̂tr % irr  ̂ *f fsFwrr
?r :i % fer fV ^ ifn r
^  ^  ^  ^

’TT ^ r r w f ^  |  ^

^TffffT I ^  5̂TT»T̂ f
STOT ^  r^fe<4l AT# ^^ft: f  ,

T̂TrfT; I  tiW l

^ f  f  5fT7^ ^  qfrffrnr M ^ T fw

^  ifT T ^  I  1 ^ r ^ n r a ’

ĉ̂ K'f i^, ^  f̂ T̂ PTW fft vfhft ^
% fW FRT 

^  5R?T ^  ^  t  I ^  ^  ^ ^
f  %  7^  g if % ^r«r #  ^ r fe r  

M r l̂ '̂R ^  t ; ^  ^ -SFPrrf ^
?fjrn?r fft srnrrr i

^  =RT fr fk w v  ? ^ ^ s |p T  

3T ^  f r

^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^ f ^

f ^  jTW  ̂ ^r T̂MT Vi^^ TPT 
^  ^  ^  I  r i w  ^TR% f

^ ^  3RTf WT

f m r ^  TO?TT %ftK ^ 1^ -  

* 3 ^ ^nr<sr *T^

1»7?T fFT ^  fTRT̂  'TT ^
HT | ,  ^

vft, if  *»WIH»», ’Iv,

4  ?w  ^  % 'w  <T * r ^  5  f v  4'

^  ftPTO ?TT

^  ^  ^  m  *rNnrf ^  f ^ -  

ST^ #  crfk^fw Ŵ  Î PTT 3̂n?T t % f^
^  ^cHT ^?RR: fsF ̂  ?T{^
TT̂  ^  'T^ f t  % ^  % qrf^WT r9ft ̂ <PT 
^  fT3[ ^  ^  =PT 5̂CT m<x

iT^ ^  ^  g ^ c n # r  ^  ^ 1^  |  

h  ^  f w  ^sT H T ^ff^

^  ?r1%?f JT w r  1 1  «fr srf%?r Tnr
?T tI§P ^ JRTR % :̂rtyt
¥  fezFTRT ^ r f ^  % f q r  q r  J rf ^ <  

f̂ RJTf f f  ^ TPT-^'ffH  5F
% #' fen" w  |,
3̂^  5RTR ^f m  Wf^gRf
% ?mT ^  I ?5T » r f ^  % #  ?rr
?JTTft ^nC^K f »  5T̂  -FT T^ I  I

^  ^=iW ^  5F3[Twt f  I ?rnr #  

^  T?rr f  f ¥  ^  ^  %

hiIm^  w n ff % ^ q ' ^
^ ^  f ^  ?T*T5ft fsRTT
^  ^ T ? [n f^  st̂ r : w  #

^  tr^  SRTR %  ^  ^  * r f  I  I ^  5lft 

^^<t9H in?TT T̂RTT

t ^  m  t  f ^  f r f ^  f f f  

I  1 ^ t t t t  f e f  ^  I ,  % f ^  

W  ^  ^  I  %  l i f N ^  

^ r  ^  WT^ ^^rrf^, #

^  f^RiT ^  ^  îrnft srrf^ ?fV̂  
f ^  OTTt^ % ^

STPTT 1 w

^  f j r r ^  i n w  |  ^

^  qFŝ i 5t^ rfft^ % ^
?TTfV ^T? ^ ’wlVn* ’J4HH »T ^  I ^

^ % f̂ T̂T r̂f̂  f̂ sr fft ^
S^T^TT ^  sptf ^rfN” ^  

r(5̂  t  I ^  «TT€f % ?RFT «fr
#  ^  Mtdw 1 1 ?rrr ^  ^

%sn»T-4ftRft % lifiRXT % f?r J

^  ^  W^tT <!Ĵ <tl % ‘TRT ^r^4, f^«fl 
^  ^  ̂  s r r ^  5Rk ^  ^

<f)<rii ^ I

«ft T O  : snrnj 
^*f^PT ?TTf«r, #  ^  ?TOH rT^pMt. ^  

^  t  f  ̂  I  ^  c f^  fW
%; ^Gih .4'^ ^  qlmH> .^,

^  ^  t f t  . qr^f %

1956 Evacuee Property UOO
(Amendment) Bill
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^  ^ ^
^5Tf I  I ^  # T t ,

^  t  I ^  ^  *nm^ ^ f¥ y r f%?T 
I  ft? ^  m  ^  % STTnrrzff
^  ^  ^ ^ R T (srf^^T ) f»r?RT I

^  ^  H ^ M ?ftT ^ 7 ^

^ ^  ft» ?TRrR ^  ^

^ f ,  ^  ^  ^ <nftvRTT«T
^  W  f  *?r % ?RT̂ ft »TRt
^  «TPrf^ f[, ^  ^  (h«M^ '«iIm̂ I9, 

% ^5TTf^ r̂rsr fw  JTT ̂
TO, % ^IW< ^ »

HN1<1? 5T

v?PT I ^  sddt ^

t »

^  ?rv 5RWTT̂  *«JT t,

^  ftF3^ f̂ TcF̂ n: % 
g f  1 5rnr ^ f *t

^ 'teran *ft

fif> f r o  ^  ^ ^

f w  I, w  3Fi ft%nr
^ ŜTTJRT 1%

ŵ  ^  ^iTTW ?n % ^  #

WPPft I %̂9T Ĵ̂ PTT F̂T̂  ^W ^  

^ ^  ^  ^  f?T*n *TT f% Mlf^MH 
^ — %TT %

t — ssft iTTf ?IW f ,  #
f t j ^  ^mren  ̂ ^  ?nt f  i ?î Nt?TT
X.OO qfTT ^ I ^
#  IvFRft ^nw^r ^  iA ^renfkr w ti
f n̂iT «TT T̂Pffr ?•© j| f^  «ftr
ir 4 9 ?  ^  ^  ^ k  + O 4 ^

^  ^  ^  wnr^ •ft I

% ijd iftr— sftftr TTV f̂Nr
^— T̂T̂ rnff Vt TfT

t  I irsg^T % ^nftR t o  ^  ^  v^
^ ^V¥RT fim  ^

^ I *l»Ri T W ^fti*T

f̂ RF̂ TT % ?n%T ^  T*F̂  *ftr, ^
«ft, ^  #  r̂ 3 R )f TO??

*TT ^^tT ? ^ + < 1* ^  *rr, ^  <rfiTO
^  I  — 3ft ^  ^  ?TT»rnff ^

^ TOH ^  ¥hRr f^,
^  iftr  5^rft «ft ft»

^  fJT #  3TPRT?f t  ^
^ V ( t f  ^  f  i f k  ^  ^  ^
TO^ p n R T  ^  % ferr

^  ^ I S  ^  fiF R

I t  ftr TO3T

V̂9 *l»Of *̂5 «f»0« ^ ^

•̂ iff ^ I ^[vftr ^  iftr
^nrf t̂1Nt% *?t ^ ’inOT ^
f ,  t t  I q r  ?ft t  ̂ K^irfiT<(t ^
iRTRT %ftK ^ 4<a*il ft>

T̂TSTTw ?fk ik-«i?T^
?ftr TT, t , ^ftft> f ^ -

% ^^R5T (T P S f^ ) f ,  3ftft? ^

WRT ^ f  ', ^*rrft TOTO % ^
iN ir t  ^  3ITOR, ^ftftr ^T -fropjt
fronfV VTTT *T ^ ̂ 1“ ^rnr i ?ft i#tr

^  ^mrr (v^ A A )

t  ^ % ft» ^  ^  srr®ipff ^f*i1
^  1RJRT if ^  ^  ^  ^

I ^  ^rlftr ^  ^

(«rf TT31T) ^  ^^nfsr |, ftrr
virifew  T T ^  (f5T ^rfrorr)

tr«pfrf (fifft^) ̂  ^  t, ^ ^
r̂r ?o i r ^  %  H  ^  f ,

^ ?  VHpF#ff (fVO Tff) ^

^  <ftr ^5Rix ^  ^  I % fir^
^  ^  TO^ I H«P «RRT *TT

ftr ^ f f  •fr I v t f
*n{lf ^TRH T O ^  *IT ft» ^  WT

^FFRT^hfr ̂  I snw ^  « r  yTR" I



^  ^  ft?n# % ftl# ^  ^

^  ft» 3ft *rr ^  ?ft ^
TT ^  ^fT^ f  %  3ft p̂innTRr ?iT3r ^
f  ^  I

5!^ W^ f*l» HHW'l ^  TK ftRft 
^  '*llM<l<i ^t¥ ^ I

«lt fwo no ^  ^ ^

^  I

ift l̂|T W  fFTT : ^  ^If
^  Ĥ rsrar f fRrtt f*iPi^

#  f^Rft ^  Ŝ THT ^ ^  ^ ^
•iNN^ cfVr >3»il« ^ 5RTHT
’TT^ I ^  I ^  ^hA

injr iTfcT 'Tt ^  I f%
^0,000  ̂
if \ ^ «rTR
smi^ i6\H^  (f^TEvmriff % r
M«<W<'*r) % *ft% ^  ^  tiKW
t;o,eoo m  0̂,000 m  \9 o ,ooo ^  I
^  ^   ̂ U  ^  ^  »̂®®® 

q t #  I w  ^

^  ^ %ftr t f  ^ ^  <T̂ sn4t
T^ f̂t I ^  ^ R̂=st-

% qro, ^
% qm, ^  ^*iM €^^  % qm ifrr ^
% m  %hM «'ir ^

(irrmiT) ^
m ! %m t  fv ^

*1̂  ^ ^  qr^ ^
^ ^  f^RRT ^  I
?ft f q  #  nr* ^ I  U '^

H '^ ': ^  ^  ^  qrH?T ^ ^
«nq #  ?rttqJT 1«r t  ^  t̂t ^
v r p  qra“ fq»^ ^  ^ t̂irr i M v t

^  (5RT) ?  #

f  ftp r̂dqrr ^
I  vftK w  ^  ^ t  »

^^ttt ^
5Tff ^TFm ftir ^  ^  ^ ^

1103 Administration o / 26 NOVEMBl^R

^  qRT ^ ^  q»w ^  5flrWV *tt

^  % q w  “̂ f t  I f?T  ̂ IpETf  ̂ ^  #
n̂̂ T̂T j  %  ^ ^  '3TT̂  ?nft»

^  T̂TiRn̂  f̂ TVRh* ^  ^  OTft
^ ^  f̂t ?TT «rrq r̂rf% ^wr
®rrtf ^  q v i m \
?ft ^  qrq ^irq ^ r t  f^ r̂r n̂?fT 

3?TT T̂RTT f*p3  ̂'̂ T?fT *ft ft» 
lit f s i  q j^  ^ ( m  I  ^  fw T R W  ^
q r  q»^ ^T?rr ^ i

^  Me 90 qiK (
^ffTT-^) 1 «w l^ l I

1956 Evacuee Property 1̂04
iAmendment) Bill

^ ^  W5*IT : ^P?f
qnfft* qj^ ^
>dH %  ^ I ^  q^

$fh6^ % ^  ^ pPTW f ,  « fk
3R  AK f̂r f f ^  «iT ^  ^  ^  qrt 
3rH?TT f \ ^  q q ^ ^  ^ ^

? 3 [ ^  qjR #T  ( \ ^  ^FT^) ^  i t

#  OT q?t qi3r 5 ? ik  ^  f « i  ^  q^
q r ^  f  t  ^  qSt qiff qrOT g  i ^  t .
^rrr q»  ̂ ft» ^  ^
qqr?T ( J t f ^ )  ^  % g ^  ^
%?q? ^rrq qi^ w k  yq>^ 1 
# q ]| q i^ lff f ^ ^ ^ T T q » ^ 3 ^  w r r r

t  •

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I do not plead
guilty to that chazi^e.

gft 3 ^  «nq^ ^  ( ^ )  f»
fqvn ft ^mRTq qJT qfa*
qr̂ q* q ^ ^  qrr^rnff q^ ^Rpft q̂?qV 
^  1̂ ^  q»r i^iwRT fq w T  1
^ f v q r F j j r ^ t ^
n q # ^ ^  ^  «ftr 4
ĵlqRfT fv ^  #  q̂ ?

ftpqr «TT 3ft 1%%q^ q » ^
^rW?f) qrr stfot |
qjT 5m q^t 1 1 % f^  ^  ^  ^wft^
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^ ^  W f t  ^

Ir f̂t̂ TT q m  A ? m r  w m  5̂ ^
r̂V?TT f  T̂T I ^TPT# ^

^ ^  ^  T̂'RT 3T^ I ^
f^ ^ % 5rr̂  ^  ^
^  t|  t ^  ^  m
^  t vr w ifR  t ̂  ^
^ T̂Tf «

^  3ft «fy 5Tf^ ^  gft #
^  ̂O T̂O % ^ 5|tfv

*TT ^ t  I ^  ^  ^  W  t  :

**Where any evacuee or his heir 
hafi made an application under 
section 16 of the Administration
of Evacuee Property Act, 1950,
(hereinafter in this section refer
red to as the Evacuee Property
Act), and the Central Clovem- 
ment is of opinion that it is hot 
expedient or practicable to restore
the whole or any part of such 
property to the applicant by rea
son of the property or i>art there
of being in occupation of a disr 
placed person or otherwise, then, 
notwithstanding anything contain
ed in the Evacuee Property Act
and this Act, it shall be lawful 
for the Central Government. . . .  ”

^TT *TT !pr
^  ŝrrqTft I ’TTW

5B[ ^ I

^  ^ VTiTT VT^I
g zr̂  f  fV TOT

3Tmr I  TO t̂ ifT OTT
1̂ ' t e v W z f t T  ( ^ ^ 3 r f w )

( f ^ )
^  T̂Rft t , WTwrtT (friwra-O { ^ )
^  I, w r m  % w

*Laid on the Table with the permission of the Deputy-Speaker.
See Appendix II, annexure No. 81.

^ ^ Tm ^  f , %f\T fvf̂ T
sra ro  #' TOfr 11  ^  ^ w m  t

^  ^
T O f « r ^ )  »J?RT |TT f  ^Ttf^

irsr { ^ )
% 5 I ^  ^  ^
% ^  tr^ ^ 7 ^  t  I ?fk  ^
t  ^ ’Tt f  ^

^ #  w r r ^
fJ3R  JT 2RTvi  ̂ i
1̂ 0 ^  ^
^ f  f3R % TTT^
^ ^ r̂r P̂ <h

I  I ^ ^
(^nn) ^  ̂  ^  «idi ^ :

“Classes of persons to whom
certificates under section 16 may 
be granted: A certificate under
section 16* may be granted to the 
foUowing classes of i>ersons. 
namely:
(1) any person who, sinct? the last 

day of March 1947 has continued to 
reside in India and did not at any 
time migrate to Pakistan and whose 
property has been declared as eva
cuee property;

(2) any person who, on or after the
1st March 1947, migrated from Indiq 
to Pakistan but returned , to India 
before the 18th July 1948 and has 
settled therein......... ”

af̂  i f  ^  ^ % irh:
^  t  i m r.

^  ^  A ^  ^ %
f  ffrc WTK ĴTT ’fHTIff

eft fJTTft ^  TO ^
^ ^  j n

?tV̂  a  ^ ?rrr ^
5T|{V $r?TT Wî 9fT J ^ f

^  iiT  ̂ ^ fr ^

Sed
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3IT?r ^ ^  5 ^  ^
iPHt cRTfhc ^ f®PTT ?rtr ^
t 3T|r vevsx ^

T̂RT ?TR TO ^
#  f»T^ y t WRRT ^ ^

^  ^ H l^ <  I ̂  ^

^  T̂FfR t  ^  ^  ^  t
^  f  ^

^  ^  ^  ^  *rr ^  ^

f̂ TET I ^  ^  ^  pTT

^  *f»t 5 ^  ^  ^  ^RR

»T^ «̂ <*ii ■ î̂ ni %fv^ ^ wncRTn?
^  ^ ^  oft *rt ^  ^ ^
3mrg[K (^^1w ) ^ «TT
fftr w ix  ^ % f̂t% ^  ^
WT?Rr ?TRft iftr ^fOT5T crttw

^  ^  ^  ^m̂ rar f  f%

i3«ir ^TT^rm ^  qr ip f f f  ^
( f«)pŝ »iTiin<ff r̂**rfw 5 ̂ ^  VRft 1

vrnrmiT, #  1^
m t m  R ^ pTR v m ^ ir
(W if ^ ) ^ f^

1̂  w m €hr % Tot yftfv
t*** ^  ^  ^  ^  5 ^

i^TW ^  n̂p̂ TT ^  #  wtrnm* f
f% % ’ir ^  ^

? r N r ^ '^  2î 2T <^Hi f  I
^  W T ^  ^  V̂ cTT g ?3f^

^ ^ f  l[  ̂ ^  ^

«i?n^  #  ffp?% ^  fNv^w, 4 Tt
’ T̂fSTT f  ^

^  ^̂ !nm ( n ^  ^ )

^  W W r h  %«TT *^1^  ̂ 4

^  # i # %  ^  f , ^  WT

^  W -% ^  %  I

. ^ T̂T̂ WT
i  sjA?: w 'r tw  3T5 T ^

H»t %<'M«fl TOF
^RRT ff I
^  c R ^  ^  f  *lV5C 3f^ #

fm  ipR iTR Tin  ̂ % fm wmm 
j  ft> Hjia'fl ^  ^  ^  H^+^i 

^  «ftr îT̂ mTcT *6?fFr ^  ^
4 ^  ti*niai ^ f%  ̂ % *ft%
^  ^  f^Rft ^ f
^  OT ^  ^  9 m r^  t  ^  TO ^
^ rfw  I^T^ft ftcft ^ I 
%ttr. ^  R̂fR «ftr ^
I  f^  ^  T̂TT # ^  \% % ;ft% 

f W ^  ^  g*k ^  J £ f ^  %
^  ®̂® ^nfhr 

^  ^Tfw ^ ^  ^   ̂ f ^ ,

fW f̂T?r ^  ^ l̂|t TT
j?TT ^  v fh r  ^  ^  qi f̂te f[t ^ 2̂
«ft, ^  «I^I^ ^ ^  ^  VMHj ^  P̂fFTT 
<m ftr mft" «T^ sfNr w  ^
f^P^ ^ ^rft» ^  ^  r̂tr

^  I ^ ^ m r r f v  t̂rt^ ^
iTOPff ^  ^  % 3̂3RT 

fcRT ^itin f

^  ^  T̂OTT ^  TO ^  ^
v N iw O  I  ^  ^ 'mtr % ^ h

qj%

r«î «4*T») HHT iftr ^  #  ir  ̂
q r ^  ( ĵf̂ RT) «TR fW  #  ^
^  ( | [ ^ )  %

\% % 5ft% f w t  viirn<i< % 
«rrfw ^  J®PT ^  ^

^!n%r ^  fw w  ^

^  *f»li »T  ̂ ^ ^

VM*ft irVt ?TR ^
*nprr ^rft^r f̂ T̂ rrr 1 ^  ^t*t^

ft* ^^1*1 ^  ^ T T ^  ^  

^rnrm ^ ^  f v w  =̂̂TK ft?iT
^ I ŜTFmr ^
t  iftr ^  ^  ^  ̂

5rTT t o IY t  ^

Evacuee Property n o 8
(Amendment) Bill '
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^ ^ (f^nrPT)
^ ^  ?IT W  ^  ?TfR ^  ^  ^
^ ^  H*?*!*! 4ifM̂  ^
f̂t ^ ^  fTR ^nr ^

%* t||  ftr ^
{̂ (?nclr  ̂ ^  ^  ^
^ f̂ 3TT '3TR m  Tifhr ^ ^  ̂ rnr ^
iftr ^rifhr ^  ^  ^  «tpt i

^ *rT %
1% ^ •m'̂ 1
iftr '^iR ^TO t  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^
f«F g*T ?T ^
I  1

?ll[ ?ft 5^ I ^
^  ^ ^  iTRRT W^»T*TT

^  iftr >lft qNn ^  ^  f̂t̂ T 
?  ̂ I

5 ^  ^ I f[^ TO?f
wwx ^  r̂rar | f% ^
>ft «im ^ S^ ^Fm $^
I  \ ^  ^ ^  ^  t
%  ^  ^  win t  ^  ^

CTR" ^  ^  ÎFT % W H  T̂RT j
I  ^  *nR! m, ^  «rnr ^

<î 9iT «rr R «TT Pf irto t

f̂t̂ TpfV ^  ^ ^TPnfr, ̂  ̂
yh'<7 ^  VT ?!cft^ ^
f5W5iT I  ftr iqpr ^ ^  ^

R̂TpTT VT ^ I

^ 2?̂  'TFTT ?TFT ^nr # %■
TfT f  fv  3T̂  # ^HfR Î f  fv  ^Ift 
f^r^RRt 3TTq̂  ^  ^

^  ?R1 % t % f%
iTf ’pf# ?nf % iRT^-
? 5̂THt W 'T^ T|, ^ t  fv  «TPft

i f  ir ^  I ^  ̂ ftftw

{Amendment) Bill

^  ^  ^  ?rN^ ^  f ^  ^
^  ^Psnm ^  ?rrf^ ^nrfw  ?ft
^  ^  ŝftftr iq^H^ fhrpft #  ^  t
f̂V̂ i ^  [̂Tsft wcT̂ ft 4
t̂ftRT *R*rr If Pi» TO ^

I?  HRS.

5^ l̂̂ «i 5T ^  ?ft*T ^ I
W  ^  |[ITO # ^  ^ I r̂pFT

IT ^i^ni ^ fv  W  ^ I
^ r̂pR f̂tr TK ̂  ftp ^7^ ?ft ipftw
«f»fdir«qn % ^  ?̂ PTT 

r,o9o % 5ft%% ^ T t v
f t i  f  ^  ift inft « n f ^  f  ^  f ^ -
fV R  «FTT  ̂% ^  T̂OF*ft ^  ^  '^ liZ
ÎFfi ^  ^  ^ %

•TRT irra^ I ^ îTHR OT
^  ^  I 5Tt #  STH’dl f  ft» f r o

fTRlft m  |^<NK i f ^  I  fftr
TO ^  «FR 3|TJT  ̂ ^ .ooo ^  ĴlTO 

t 5 f t T O a r ^ ^ « r » R
?TRT ?̂f?TT I  ?ft ^TFR TO % 
dv<ffl4>^  ̂ ^nfro ^  I ?ft im  f t r t
1T̂ t  ^ 3PTT5T «fk
VFfftfriTfT 9RT^ ^ f̂ ST̂ RT ^ f%
«ifr w ^  <ftr «niT ^
R̂TKT ifr ?ft 9|vTPT ^  »T 2f|[i

^  ^  ^  fro ft  w r  ^ ^  arrrt %f?:-
^  ^  5{t? VT ^  3nf « fk

*R 4  5 *FT TO ^rWt % 9lt 1TRWRI 
I  TO ^  gff « P T n n :i  \ ^ m

i?[v >̂R®r ^  ^  t  *nrr ^
pRft ^ ^  ?ft

cRTp̂ ft 3zn<r
d̂ l<W5t t  iRPI vtit
niMvTT IT̂ V̂ IT ^  VfffV fTFT ?At TT 

^ fft
fw i^  ’sn^ f  I

fî r aiRFiftfwr ^ W^^nx «TT
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ftr ^  ^
T̂Rft «ft) ^  5̂TRft ^  ^

^  ^  ^ ^ ^  «rft5T
^  Rrf5r^^ («Tfr^ft^) I ^

^  ^  % ^̂ *5r*rr
«TR 1 ^ f r̂PfTs^R ^o fer ^
P̂FSft t . t  tr^ ^

inrr «ftr ^  ^

^  4  ^  n̂PTT

^  T ^  I
*

?nrf îTiF i ̂  y r  ? M t
m  ^  ^  ^ ^

WT^ W5fP?^t ^  vnr r̂?*T 
w  «rrr ^ ^

^  xCra 3ft ^  ’ f  fTOT % ? r m
m^in  ^  ^  ^  ^ ^  ^ * r

if ^  f e r  % f iR  ^ i W f  ^
f iR iR  ’̂ TT^ g mr
? r 5 fv  f ^  fl"5Rn^ ^  ^ ̂
VT f W  VT fV  ^m X t f^rf=RE<t ^  9 f T ^  

t ,  v t t  5 jn r^  ;t ^  I ?ft ^  T^t
^ ^ r y iT ftR T t 1 ^

?T q m  ^  ^  ^ t  VF^Vfim
;inTT5T v t  I «TTT JOT f
<ftr H 3Tir ^  1 1
ffT | tR  liW fv  ^  g q f c ^
(irttO T) m  9T T ^  t»
(5PRTT) % ^

<rrf^R ^Hjfrosr %fEwr ^
fT « fr R q ^ T | t i
5 1 ft

«TT I ^  ^ ^  ^
f  ^  ^  ^prfvFR^

4<Pl»Wn V f^ i  M v T 4  '*iĤ T
I  I W*fR ^  ’JW ^ I V ^

|Wt t  I 4  ^ t  *
fOW m   ̂^  t ^

x n ^  (STETR ^ ^  >TRt
^ 5 ^  1 ^  <f^ K̂TRt f̂ RTPFT VRV VT 
I l f J T T ^ ^ f ^ ^  ift^ifnT ( ^ »
^ )  fsTET % |*n^ f ^
^ w  t  f^ 1 r  #  ^  ^
qiR  ftOT Î FcfhFT ^  f W  I

JTi| ft» ^  ̂ ^  q»f*r
W ^  q?r Wt^CT TT ^  I ?ft

r̂̂ Ftr qst ^  I  frtr «rrr f  fv
il5 |[  ̂ ^  ^TTO
?ft «RT % T̂PT ^*W
qRT (#finr tjrft r̂) tiWt, 4  5«|
*î fl VT tf^ni I

an|r ipr^WR v ivrt q*r
^ vRPft ^  vrnTRT j
f% ^  ^  IR  TT ftOT I
fv  iR R  ^  r̂ ftr ^  ^  4 i \̂ ^  ^  
qRT «ft TO ^  q r ^ r t f^  JTT .
VFTtfF^ Vt f , ^ ^RTW
qjt ^ fOT t  I ^ îRT5T
^rr^ ?RW 5 ^  t  ^
I ft*  ^  * fT -w S t ^  5T ?ncft t  ?ft 
iT|[t ^^^T R R  ^ ^RT^C ^ TO Vt
w i\^ qrr f ^  ^  ^ f ^  ?r %?f

q f  I

eft ^  (^qr^ror
4  ^ « m  ^ J i ^  5TfT ^ ^

qil| f  TO ^  ^  ’f  ^̂ nTT TO % € R
W f^ m i ’ R ^ )  I

?ftT ^  ^  3RPp^*RV I  fq» ^  i|*TTft 
W r o i t  q»T ^  5 n f w  t
TO ^RIT *T  ̂ ^  t  *

?ft 3ft 4 «TT TO Vt
4  «nq % ^THR T^ 11 ^  15’Tra
^trt t T O % « n ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

Evacuee Property 1112
(Amendment) Bill
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1114

*̂*11Q

^  ^  ^  #  ^  f e n  ^ I ^ ^
T̂?r ^ I ^ ^  g ^

% ^ q ? ^  11 ^

t Sf^ t  I
A ^nrrr (sr^tt^) % ffnri
<^ai j  iftr 'ffirr ^  ^

( s R ^ )
v P tit ^  ^  ferr ^
^*Wl^ % r̂nr ^  *f»t 
( f r d ^ )  qf?ft t  I

Blr. Depaty-Speak«r: 1 shall now
put the amendment to the House.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: On a point
of order, Sir. There is no quonim.

17-08 HRS.

Mr. Depntf-Speaker: The bell is
being rung. Now there is quorum.

The question is:
'That the Bill be referred to a 

Select Committee consisting of
Lala Achint Ram, Shri C. P. Gid- 
wani, Shri N. C. Chatterjee, Shri 
Mehr Chand Khanna, Shrimati
R ^ u  Chakravartty, Shri U. M. 
Trivedi, Babu Ramnarayan 
Singh ̂ Shri D. C. Sharma, Sardar 
Iqbal Singh, Shri Basanta Kumar

Das, Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, Shri 
M. L. Agrawal, Shri Hem Raj, 
Sardar T. S. Akarpuri, Shri B. P. 
Jhunjhunwala, Shri Ranjit Singh, 
Shri N. a  Kasliwal, Shri Krishn- 
acharya Joshi, Shri J. K. Bhonsle, 
Shri Bahadur Singh, and the 
Mover with instructions to report
by the 1st December, 1956.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr, Depaty-Speaker: Now, I shall 
put the motion to the vote of the 
House.

The question is:
“Thpit the Bill further to amend 

the Administration of Evacuee
Property Act, 1950, be taken into 
consideration.**

The motion was adopted.

Mr. Depoty-Speaker: Is the House
agreeable to take up the clause by
clause consideration now?

Some Hon. Members: Tomorrow.

Mr. Depaty-Speaker: We can conti
nue tottiorrow. The House stands 
adjourned to 11 O’clock tomorrow;
17-11 HRS.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Tuesday, the
27th November, 1956.




