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Order, 1961 published in Noti-
fication No. G.S.R. 1057 dated
the 26th August, 1961 [Plac-
ed in Library, See No. LT-
3199;1{;.; /'i
L e
ANNUAL ACCOUNTS OF THE AIr-INDIA
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION FOR 1959-
60 AND AUDIT REPORT

The Deputy Minister of Civil Avia-
tion (Shri Mohiuddin): I beg to lay
on the Table a copy of the Annual
Accounts of the Air-India Interna-
tional Corporation for the year 1959-60
ang the Audit Report thereon, under
sub-section (4) of section 15 of the
Air Corporation Act, 1953, [Placed in
Library, See No. LT-3200/61].

MESSAGE FROM RAJYA SABHA

Secretary: Sir, I have to report the
following message received from the
Secretary of Rajya Sabha: —

“In accordance with the provi-
siong of sub-rule (6) of rule 162
of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in the Rajya
Sabha, I am directed to return
herewith the Appropriation (No,
4) Bill, 1961, which was passed
by the Lok Sabha at its sitting
held on the 1lst September, 1961,
and transmitted to the Rajya
Sabha for its recommendations
and to state that this House has
no recommendations to make to
the Lok Sabha in regard to the
said Bill.”

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEM-
BERS’ BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

EIGHTY-NINTH REPORT

Sardar A, S. Saigal (Janjgir): I
beg to present the Eighty-ninth Report
of the Committee on Private Members'
Bills and Resolutions.
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JOINT COMMITTEE ON OFFICES
OF PROF1T

FourTH REPORT

Shri Morarka (Jhunjhunu): I beg
to present the Fourth Repoit of the
Joint Committee on Offices of Profit.

RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER

Mr. Speaker: I have to inform the
House that Shri Ajit Prasad Jain, an
elected Member from Saharanpur
constituency of Uttar Pradesh has
resigned his seat in Lok Sabha with
effect from the 5th September, 1961.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): What
are the causes?

Mr. Speaker: Iam not competent
to ask the cause. Even if any hon.
Member gives any cause, I won’t read
it out, because no cause is necessary.
It is open to any hon Member to say
various things. If some hon. Member
says, 1 do not want to
place myself in a bad position and
if he goes on saying, this is not an
Assembly which does any good things
and therefore I am resigning, does he
want me to say all that? He has
not said so in this case. Therefore,
advisedly we do not read all this,
though in this particular case, there
is no such complaint.

12.13 hrs.

DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL—contd.

Mr. Speaker: The House will now
take up further consideration of the
following motion moved by Shri B. N.
Datar on the 5th September, 1961,
namely:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Delhi Municipal Corporation
Act, 1957, be taken into considera-
tion.” ’

Shri Braj Raj Singh (Ferozabad):
There are certain motions.
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Mr. Speaker: Let me see, first of all,
what are all the motions that are to
be admitted so that all hon. Members
may speak on all the motions together.
Shri Bal Raj Madhok.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I also gave
notice of a motion. It was not given
in time. The Minister only made a
speech. Nobody else moved any
motion, yesterday. I may be allowed
to move my motion.

Mr. Speaker: He gave it at 5-10.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Of course; I
said it was given late. No motion was
moved yesterday.

Mr. Speaker: There was no time to
circulate the motion so that hon. Mem-
bers may have notice. I would have
no objection if he had given notice
at 3 o’clock. But he did so after the
motion was moved by the hon. Minis-
ter. No hon. Member has got notice.
They do not know. However, as a
specia] case, I will allow him to move
it.

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): What
is the motion?

Mr. Speaker: He wants circulation
and also reference to Select Commit-
tee.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I move
my amendments before my hon.
friend proceeds with his speech?

Mr. Speaker: Yes.
Shri Braj Raj Singh: I beg to move:

(i) “That the Bill be circulat-
ed for the purpose of eliciting
opinion thereon by the first day
of the next session.” (23)

(ii) “That the Bill be referred
to a Select Committee consisting
of Shri S. M. Banerjee, Shri Hem
Barua, Pandit Thakur Das Bhar-
gava, Choudhury Brahm Perkash,
Shri Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri,
H. H. Maharaja Pratap Keshari
Deo, Shri Bhaurao Krishnarao
Gaikwad, Shrimati  Subhadra
Joshi, Shri Balraj Madhok, Shri
Surendra Mahanty, Shri J. M.
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Mohammad Imam, Shri Krishnan
Nair, Dr. Sushila Nayar, Shri
Naval Prabhakar, Shri Radha
Raman, Shri T. B. Vittal Rao, Shri
Ajit Singh Sarhadi, Shri Prakash
Vir Shastri, Shri Mahavir Tyagi,
Shrj Braj Raj Singh with instruc-
tructions to report by the first day
of next session.” (24).

Mr. Speaker: These amendments
are now before the House.

Shri Balraj Madhok (New Delhi):
Sir, I move:

“That the Bill be referred to a
Select Committee consisting of
Shri S. M. Banerjee, Shri B. N.
Datar, H. H. Maharaja Pratap
Keshari Deo, Shri Radha Raman,
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri, Shri
Braj Raj Singh, Shri Shraddhakar
Supakar, Shri Atal Bihari Vaj-
payee, Shri Ramji Verma, Shri
Balraj Madhok with instructions
to report by the 8th September,
1961.” ¢ '

Shri Tangamani (Madurai): Has
Shri Datar consented?

Mr. Speaker: Has he ascertained the
views of all hon. Members?

Shri Radha Raman (Chandni
Chowk): He has included my name.
I am not willing to serve on that.

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members ought
not to put this House to inconvenience.
Has he taken the consent of all the
Members here?

Shri Balraj Madhok: I have talked
to all the Members. I had a talk with
Shri Radha Raman also. 1 do not
know why he has gone back.

Some Hon. Members: What about
Shri Datar?

Shri Balraj Madhok: He is the
Minister in charge. His name is put
there.

Mr. Speaker: 1 will make an excep-
tion. Difficulty will arise this way.
The hon. Member may kindly resume
his seat. To a motion for considera-
tion, amendments may be moved for
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circulation or for reference to a Select
Committee. The hon. Member has to
move. He cannot ignore the Minis-
ter. It does not mean that the
Minister must be consulted. So far as
the Minister is "= concerned, if the
motion is passed by the House, the
Minister will certainly be there.
Therefore, there is no harm. So far
as the Minister is concerned, I will
make an exception. Any hon. Mem-
ber who wants to move a motion
for reference to a Select Com-
mittee may put down the name of the
Minister. It does not mean that he
consents. If the House carries the
motion for reference to a Select Com-
mittee, he will sit on it. So far as
the other Members are concerned, in-
dividually and collectively their con-
sent must be taken before their names
are put down.

Shri Balraj Madhok: Yes, Sir. I
have made this motion because of the
importance of this Bill. This Bill
deals with the administration of
Delhi. Formerly, Delhi was a class C
State. The States Reorganisation
Commission, after taking into con-
sideration all points of view and also
the nationa]l needs, recommended that
the dyarchical set-up there should be
scrapped. It recommended that Delhi
being the national capital and a metro-
politan city, its control should be
given to the Central Government and
there should be a high-powered Muni-
cipal corporation dealing with local
affairs of the people. On that basis,
the Government got the Delhi Muni-
cipal Corporation Bill passed through
this House, and under that, the pre-
sent Corporation was set up which has
now been in existence for the last four
years. The experience of the last
four years has shown many lacunae
in that Act. There was need for
going into the whole Act in the light

of the experience of the last four.

years and thereafter a comprehensive
amending Bill should have been
brought,

.In the present case, the amending
Bill that has been brought forward
deals only with two things. Firstly,
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it wants to bifurcate the two-member
and three-member wards into single-
member wards, and secondly, it wants
to give some more powers to the
Commissioner in respect of demolition
of unauthorised structures. Even so
far ag these two amendments are con-
cerned, I do not think they are very
necessary or correct, and I would say
that they do not represent the con-
sensus of opinion in the Corporation
itself.

In this country, we have so many
municipal corporations, and every-
where, we have multi-member wards.
In Bombay, Madras and also in the
five new corporations that have beem
created in Uttar Pradesh we are
having multi-member wards, that is
two-member and three-member wards.
In Delhi too, there were multi-mem-
ber wards on the same basis. I see
no reason why these multi-member
wards should now be bifurcated and
made into single-member wards.
Actually, what was needed was, as
was suggested when the original Bill
was before the House, that along with

multi-member wards, there should
also have been cumulative voting.
But, instead of having cumulative

voting with multi-member wards, we
now find that even the existing multi-
member wards are going to be abolish—
ed.

I have no objection in having single-
member wards also, but there is one
great difficulty, namely that once you
create these single-member wards
comprising of 10,000 or 12,000 voters,
you will find that so many extra-
neous factors like caste considerations
and communal considerations—of
course, they are there in bigger con-
stituencies also—will come more and
more to the forefront. Therefore, this
step will not be very healthy, and
will not be very conducive to the de-
velopment of healthy democratic con-
ventions.

Secondly, in a multi-member consti-
tuency, the minority groups or the
smaller parties also have got an
opportunity to get representation. And
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in a municipal corporation, as you
will agree, there is need for associa-
ting all elements of the city, and,
‘therefore, from these two points of
view, it is very necessary and it
would be more useful if the multi-
member wards are continued, ang they
are not split up into single-member
wards.

Then, it has been said that more
‘powers should be given to the commis-
sioner in respect of demolition of
unauthorised structures. Of course,
there have been a number of unau-
thorised structures, and there has
been a difficulty in the way of the
commissioner also, namely that these
people, when they get notice, go to
the courts and get a writ from there,
and, therefore, the demolition cannot
be carried out. But the question is
why these unauthorised structures
have come up. Until and unless:ghat
cause is removed, simply arming the
executive with more powers would
not solve matters. What is needed
is that the laws regarding construc-
tion should be liberalised.

At present, we find that when the
houses are being built, the overseers
and other officers do not go there and
verify that the houses whose plans
have been sanctioned are being built
according to those plans. It is only
after the houses have been construc-
ted that they go there and point out
that this has not been done accord-
ing to plan or that has not been done
according to plan and so on, and a
lot of inconvenience is caused to the
house-owner, and penalties etc. are
charged. Why should these over-
seers and other officers not point out
to the house-owners then and there
that they are infringing the plan?

In the case of unauthorised colonies,
it has now been decided by Govern-
ment and by the corporation that they
should be regularised, and most of
them have already been regularised.
“Therefore, I do not see any need for
arming the commissioner with these
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wide powers which are now sought to
be given to him by this Bill.

There is, however, a wider question
to which I would like to draw your
attention. The Delhi Municipal Cor-
poration was created in order to re-
move the dyarchical set-up that was
existing here previously. There was
no idea then that the people of Delhi
would not have any voice in their
'own affairs. Therefore, it was expect-
ed that the Delhi Municipal Corpora-
tion should be a high-powered corpora-
tion, and even the States Reorgani-
sation Commission had suggested in
their report that the corporation
should have control over planning,
secondary education and such other
matters. They had also suggested
that New Delhi and old Delhi should
not be kept separate, and that there
should be one set-up for the whole of
Delhi. But, somehow, New Delhi
area was kept separate. I do not
know why that was done. At that
time, it was said that this would be
tried for five years, and later on, it
would be open to us to bring old Delhi
and New Delhi under one set-up. But
we find that the present set-up is now
being made permanent.

Further, we find that the New
Delhi Municipal Committee is not an
elected committee, but it is only a
nominated committee. I think that
the present situation in which in the
capital city of India the most enlighten-
ed electorate is deprived of the
oppportunity and the right of sending
their own elected representatives to
the municipal committee is an ana-
chronism, and a slur on Indian demo-
cracy. If New Delhi must be kept
separate, then I would suggest that
New Delhi should at least have an
elected municipal committee. At
present, with the things as they are,
the New Delhi Municipal Committee
looks after those big roads or those
areas where the VIP’s live, but the
areas in which gsmall people live,
such as the class IV quarters in Pan-
chkuin Road etc. are worse than slums,
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and no proper attention is being paid
to their upkeep. If there had been
elected members, then they could
have gone there and they could have
pressed on the president and the exe-
cutives of the municipal committee to
see that these areas were also well
looked after.

Therefore, instead of the nominated
committee, I must say that at least
there should be an elected municipal
committee for New Delhi, and the
present nominated set-up must be
scrapped.

The Minister of State in the Minis-
try of Home Affairs (Shri Datar):
With due reference to the hon. Mem-
ber, may I know how he can refer to
the Delhi Municipal Committee? The
present Bil] deals only with the Delhi
Municipal Corporation. This has
nothing to do with the New Delhi
‘Municipal Committee at all.

Shri Balraj Madhok: That is true.
In the original Bill,......

Shri Datar: The present Bill is only
a short amending Bill, and, therefore,
the scope of general amendments
which hon. Members can bring for-
ward is also limited. That is the
reason why I am suggesting to the
hon. Member to confine himself only
to the amendments that are now
sought to be made.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: But it is
very relevent to the Bill

Shri Datar: But he cannot deal with
that now.

Shri Balraj Madhok: I have moved
the amendment already for widening
the scope of this Bill. In the briginal
Act, it has been provided that New
Delhj area would not be within the
jurisdiction of the Delhi Municipal
Corporation. I am not suggesting now
that straightway you merge the
New Delhi Municipal Committee in
the Delhi Municipa] Corporation. All
that I am suggesting is that New
Delhi also may have an elected muni-
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cipal committee, because that also
forms part of Delhi. Therefore, it is
necessary that the present nominated
set-up for New Delhi should be
changed, and, there should be an
elected set-up in its place.

Mr. Speaker: I rule it out of order
for this reason that the whole Delhi
Municipal Corporation Act is not
under review by this House now. The
present Bill is only an amending
Bill. If there were a consolidated
Bill dealing with the whole bf the
original Act, then it would have been
open to hon. Members to raise all
those points. But the present Bill
seeks to make an amendment only to
particular sections of the parent Act.
Hon. Members wil] be enlarging the
scope of the Bill if they suggest all
these things now.

Shri Balraj Madhok: I have already
moved my mbotion for the Bill being
referred to a Select Committee which
may go into the whole Act.

Mr. Speaker: I disallow it, because
that would mean expanding the scope
of the Bill

Of course, we have allowed motions
to be made where when some
sections of a parent Act are touched,
the Select Committee has been given
instructions to refer to other relevant
clauses in the Act. But, trying to
include an entirely different area with-
in the area of the Delhi Municipal
Corporation, when that is governed
by a different Act altogether, would
be going beyond the scope of the
Bill.

Shri Sadhan Gupta (Calcutta
—East): May I point out that on past
occasions when amendments have been
moved and sought to be referred to
the Select Committee, the House had
instructed the Select Committee some-
times to go into the whole Act, apart
from the amendments themselves?
For instance, in the case of the Code
of Crimina] Procedure (Amendment)
Bill, the Select Committee was given
instructions to go into the whole Act;
of course, it did not, but then it was
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given instructions. Similarly, in
this case, it might be permitted.

Mr. Speaker: No, the position is
different now. Ordinarily, if some
sections of the Act are amended, a
direction can be given to the Select
Committee to go into the other sections
also, so that the sections which are
sought to be amended may not stand
by themselves, and the necessary
modifications or sometimes even re-
mote modifications may be made in
other sections, if the Select Com-
mittee thinks that it is necessary to
do so.

Shri Tangamani: It was done in the
case of the Representation of the
People Act.

Mr. Speaker: We did so in the
case of the Representation of the
People Act. But the position now is
absolutely different. New Delhi is
governed by a different Act altoge-
ther. Therefore, it is not in order now
to deal with something which does
not come within the purview of the
present Bill. Of course, I have no ob-
jection if the House agrees to give
instructions to the Select Committee
to touch some other sections of the
Act which are relevant, but we can-
not enlarge the scope of the original
Act itself now.

Shri Balraj Madhok: All right. I
shall abide by your ruling. Then, 1
would like to point out that the
powers given to the corporation are
not sufficient. There has been a
growing dernand from within the
corporation and also from outside the
corporation that the scope of the cor-
poration should be widened, in the
light of the experience that has been
gained during the last four years. The
corporation being the only popular
forum in the capital city, all kinds of
issues need to be raised there, but
they cannot be raised under the pre-
sent Act. Government also apprc-
ciate the need for associating public
opinion with the administration, and,
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for that purpose, they have set up a
number of committees. For instance,
there is the Industrial Advisory Com-
mittee, the Public Relations Com-
mittee and so on. But all these com-
mittees are nominated committees, and
they are stuffed with people who have
no representative character whatso-
ever. If there is need for popular
association, then why not have that
association through the corporation it-
self? Why not have a body com-
posed of the elected members of the
corporation?

By creating these kinds of conr-
mittees for associating popular opi-
nion, you are creating a very bad con-
vention, and what is worse is that
even these nominated committees are
being stuffed with members Lelonging
to one party only. Just as wher the
Communists were ruling :n Kerala,
they created so many commit‘tees and
they stuffeq them only with their
party-men, likewise, these committees
also have been stuffed with members
belonging to one part only.

Shri Tangamani: That is not factual-
ly correct. That kind of thing was
not done in Kerala.

Shri Balraj Madhok: If the cor-
poration is elected, and one partv
has got the majority there, and only
the members of that majority party
are nominated in these ccmmittecs,
then perhaps I would have no chjec-
tion.

As it is, in the Corporation, there
are other Parties also, bul they do
not find any representation in the
Committee which are being set up.
Apart from this factor, the appoint-
ment 'of nominateq Committess is it-
self, I think, undemocratic. If we
need an Industrial Advisory Com-
mittee, a Public Relations Committee
and such other Committees. why not
these Committees come from the Cor-
poration itself? In the Coiporatice,
we have a Committee for Educatiom,
we have a Committee for Transport
and we have a Committee for Water
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and Sewerage. In the same way, we
can have elected Committees for in-
dustrial advice purposes and public
relations purposes also. Thereby the
Corporation’s powers will be widen-
ed and the popular resentment or
feeling that the Corporation is not
broad-based and is not given enough
powers will also be removed.

Then there are other questions re-
garding legislation. Now lezislation
regarding the Territory of Delhi 1s ail
done by Parliament and rightly so.
But the Corporation which represents
elected elements should also be
given some kind of opportunity to
register its opinion on these matters.
So I would suggest that in raspect ot
legislation that comes up before Par-
liament regarding the Union Territory
of Delhi, the Corporation should have
an advisory capacity; those Bills mzy
go before it and it may give its advice
and opinion on those matters. This
will also give a feeling to the peop'e
that they are also given an opportu-
nity of expressing their views about
their bwn affairs.

Then there is the question of cer-
tain other powers. For example, take
education. Today only education
upto Middle Standard is within the
sphere of the Delhi Corporation.
Secondary education is in the hands
of the Delhi Administration. What do
We find in other cities like Tokyo?
We have a good parallel in Tokyo,
because it is a metropolitan City
which covers not only urban areas but
also villages. In Delhi we have
about 200 villages, in Tokyo they
have 48 villages. 1 find that the
Tokyo Corporation has got within its
sphere Education and so many other
t}mctions which the Delhi Corpora-
tion has not got.

So my suggestion is that the whole
Bill may be referred to the Select
Committee and the Select Committee
may 80 through it. The Delhi Cor-
POr.anon also has set up a committee
which has made certain suggestions
regarding improvement of the scope
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and powers of the Mayor and mem-
bers.

The representatives of the Corpora-
tion may also be called by the Select
Committee to give their opinion.

In this way, the area, powers and
scope of the Corporation should be
extended. Otherwise, there may be
other demands. We find that there
is a demand from certain sections in
the City that because the Corporation
is not being given many powers, there
should be an Assembly once =2agszin.
That demand gains Ao
because the Corporation has nct come
up to the expectations of the people of
Delhi in respect of the powers and
functions that have been given to it.

Therefore, it is very important that
the powers, functions and scope of
the Delhi Corporation should be ex-
tended. I do not want that it should
be made a sub-legislature, but certain
powers which were in the hands of
the Delhi Assembly before and which
deal with purely local matters, in
which the question of law and order
does not come in, can be safely hand-
ed over to the Corporation.

We have an electoral college of ten
members from New Delhi. They are
elected every four years. Their only
function is to register their votes
when there is an election to the Rajya
Sabha every two years or four years.
I think these elected members of the
New Delhi electoral college can also
be associateq with the Corporation for
these purposes. For municipa! pur-
poses, there 1is a separate New
Delh Municipal Committee and so
they may have no voice there; but
for purposes which are not municipal,
they also may have their voice.

In this way, this Corporation can
become an important and very effec-
tive medium for expressing popular
opinion in Delhi. That is why I have
been compelled to move this Motion
for reference to the Select Committee.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member's
Motion for reference to a Select Com-
mittee is also before the House.
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F Wt & Nfafersr eiaw § o=
FREATd mi g aR A anr
# gr & 5  FTOEA ¥ R & AN
&3 Q& @ A g gar Wy
¥ foage ¥ +ff qael #Y 99 #Y S|
& form & Dfafesay Wl w1 S faar-
g7 7 ) | fogmr fa@r Fig S@@
RFUfm s ok aw ¥
A P ¥ oAE 1 g T
gfFagam @i o=t | wfafaas
FIERAA F N menr ¥ A
FREEgTE F qarfas o A
FT FT TG F THAY S T AT §
BT A w10 Fawdy & o Y e
oyt @ o §F | fogem W™
FHFfR o wew WEemm W
SE@ IR Wi s mawm
freeft & 7g uF argER Afe § & e
& for mrem foredra ifed it gt
B} HEET 3% W@ @ W a9 w0
T4 AT T 40 7T a9 AT § 1 vy
9T § 7 7 gt oF forde frew
FY QTAT FTAX A AC | T A et
#;E

WRE N W Y @R AR
TRH o q g 9 § fow & fom
fams AR FRATIUA FATT S
2 fogrr @ a9 dt o fawr =y fads:
FRE F} 7 I e ww A @
T FX faar w1 Afew ag IR R
& madHe o dfeaT s AR F 1
AR { @Il A aE & ¥ A afew
g qTfeql 3 qXF § Fg ghar g v 5w
FERIE & I §  faoelt a=il #Y
A gL &, ITH R W Y qEeA
CARUSIAEE SRR UGS
foat w3 &

TEL 9 a1 W ¢ (F Tade 7w
ffem fR ¥ uF FAE TR R A
™ R |9 # WQ fF fEeen &
TELT AT E R AT F g fw e
T ISR AT AR 1 &Y awar
@ W w W =k ¥
FER AT A gEE TR ), A faelt
F T FTHATT 37 5 AT S Aoy
TIAT 3 3¢ T FOET Q& AT 38
|y e A

75 ST @ Wt 5 omd s
FETfEAT &1 1 afe faeeht wefafy-
g, faeeft myfafave s sk
TaTAE A% fedr § FE wmfeaae
T AR FfeRE @ B S §
T aY gt @ o femmmmefeqasy
TEAT AT T & 1 7T ey wefafeda,
feeet sofafaue Furam, T faeely
wpfafagsr F3EY, faeelt Sdagie Al
IR TaHe 7% feqr 7 S Fomgd-
o 7 R, o # T & R
F FARE § AR A v ool F i
FaX ¥ o § ST A A A
& araT AR SRER A 7 e g
, o AV g & AV I agar @y
=fm aw T A fafaw amteng
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[@Yo sgw ssm]
A @ E AR ST §
QAR F1 S Fefedrermm a8t &, wafaa
¥ gaTdl F1 SETE 3 A AT
AR zafed I aga IgaT § 1 R
? 5 99 fvlt s&egmm #1 Fm &
R T At IEN fAiifesw AR FLEw
Tga ag § | fogron & A W
sfear § sgm fF ag T ani d gv &
FIH 9BE |

Nz frmiasag
39 w0 wdsde @ I | AfwA
o 7g faer i Fafedt ceamesrd
FUS F T FAT, I IR gAR AT
W fafreet aga 7 = faar @ oK
T TEE H I F I A A 7\ ST
MR 4§ 5 97 ORA @ F A AN
IR gd ag farame s fawman @,
o F guwan g & SN W ' F
A Y @1 TG0 | 99 39 IR
=gl a1 6 5@ fawr Y ara & s &9,
IF AT JeY &Y TATHE TqF FAT /1
fee w00 5 @@ faw 9 v fesht
¥ Y § qude F9 & foq v Faw
EEL L

FNAT A AP GO &N I
gaET WY FF AW § | N S T
A 2 | AT o€ &1 A Y Foredry
A S IEgme ) &, feeelt iAo
T W iR §, oo aede
JEFI aeds § WK e AT Sfear
¥ ST ATEAT & | 2gT H CefafrR T
TG GAdl & g9 9 g R 9 el
FROREFgE A g1 frgw @v IR
el ¥ JEH e AT I FW AR
ST FT FTH A GFAT FT 3F T
I TATEHTIRTE | W|AFR
fF TR 3T F AR T FF FrATE
N Y, 37 A § fF duEd wEW A
TME AT F e | A W
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TG Rfm AT T E g | AfFT AT
AR E g R A waw wrE-
¢ AR A TE FIRA AR I=T-
@ Far 7 fagw T G F 9@ <
qq | @faE TE@ WA W e
w e T @ oar
FRURIA F1 2 faar o v qamy s
feeht wefafrdzm & @ @ 1 o=
| qEH Fra9g & faeelt F W|Wa 7
Qze—iooﬂﬁﬁ:mm%l
TS W a9g &t gmr 5 afer
SRTgE g g NN wwawg |
I gra gz & &5 e A @ f
Tifca feet H @Y oY & &Y =< a<w
e S feamy av g, wifE o
g §99 1 faeew § ag at fawer
&Y ST § #IR @1 aF A FA fowew v
JEAT &, TS FHET  FT g 9T
3 ¥ e T 2 o Wi Tt
& fefgem & w7 & |

WMag e ImE o
foa woan faar @ & aad e e gsar
T a<E A, AT ag FTH A T 93T )
IgEr 7€ a9e @ At &
qe2 FAHIA 8§ |

™ F g9 g foe SEeude
AT §, 9 $19 98 It § R
TG w1 feest FRIRTE W F@ g,
T F foeft wefufaeawm s &0
Fgt W EEw FAwew § | wfed
s @ 917 1 g fF feamm amew
AT F W F W AR @ A
& F foell FTERIT A TEHE
X fear s

7 gfady qedfaa § o
FA A TG & | § IR F@E
fr fo gaml &t T T W™ =
s fammar @ o) 59 Y 9 ¥ @
N F wade ww sfear A Ao ¥
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AT W, 9 §F UX qIANE ATH
o @ T AR @ T qEE
FAEY qFR FOO A 7 q@w= A A
F 39 fF i feeelt & SeegTa §
Ty ¥ feeit cefafaw &, =)
ag foelt FeRaw g, 9% 7 faeelr
wafafaue F9Er ) a1 fowsit SqawdE
grfEY g, 9 § | g $@
I TEW@ § TR T N TG ATH
ifemr § a7 femafaT @1 | &7 &=
Tt & fad gafed @qeE aQ &
AT 9 |

Some Hon. Members rose—

Mr. Speaker: Shrimati Subhadra
Joshi. The time allotted is two
hours, of which more than 45 minutes
have been taken already.

Shri Tangamani: There are 23 claus-
es and there are a number of amend-
ments.

Mr. Speaker: The time allotted is
two hours.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: You can
extend it.

Shri Radha Raman: It is within
your discretion to extend if more
people want to speak on the Bill.

Shri Datar: I request it may be
expedited.

Mr. Speaker: We have unfortunate-
ly adopted the practice of allowing
the Select Committee to look into
every matter. "I am afraid I will
have to be a little more chary. On
every small amending Bill we cannot
throw open the entire thing. Only
relevant and ancillary matters that
are connected with it can be gone into.
‘There is no meaning in throwing open
the. whole thing. Under our Consti-
tution no hon. Member is prevented
from bringing any Bill he likes, in-
cluding an amendment of the Consti-
tution. Under the circumstances, this

BHADRA 15, 1883 (SAKA)
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power of the Select Committee to
look into every clause will be, here-
after, exercised very charily. We
thought this would take only a short
time because it is a one-member con-
stituency Bill.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: There are
other things also. The unauthorised
construction business, for instance, is
very important,

Mr. Speaker: There are a few other
things.

Shri Radha Raman: There is another
thing. For us Parliament is the only
forum where we can express our
views, and therefore you have to be
more lenient to us.

Mr. Speaker: 1 agree; but why
should it be brought up at the fag
end of the time?

Ch. Brahm Prakash: 1 believe you
have some spare time because the last
two Bills which were scheduled for
longer hours were finished earlier.
We can spend some time more on this.

Mr, Speaker: I have got many other
things.

Shri Tangamani: This may go on
till 3 o’clock.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi (Ludhiana):
This is a very important measure.
There is taxation provision also in
clauses 8 and 9.

Shri Naval Prabhakar (Outer Delhi-
Reserved—Sch. Castes): What about
me, Sir?

Shri C. K. .Bhattacharya (West
Dinajpur): I have got some observa-
tions to make about the experiences
we have had in Calcutta in single
member constituencies.

Shri Tangamani: In the Corporation
there are three parties; the Jan Sangh,
the Congress and the Communists.

Mr. Speaker: I have noted down the
names of hon. Members. Shrimati
Subhadra Joshi.
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AR G A (EETaT)
o AR, A faeet wafafane
FERTA () fag R am
W WAWIASTWEAT R fF T
T @y aga fafaes § wmfvd 39
aga feepae 7 @1 wifgw A< faw
wiTAEE & FI L Fat Faqdy anfed |
wafag & g9 § gy a1 gm fafaex
HTgd ¥ IX@ET AT A g @
FATS 2¥ F qarfas ag wey w1 R fF
TF T Sifs sl seme § fad
9t 9 38 99 ¥ ATh g AR S99
qT QA &9 7 foam 9 1 F ey
g fF S & 9ver 41 g8 Os &< fear
wiw f5 9 1 wF T A e O
g dF ¥ TR @Y

faeelt FTEOTE 7 % 6 TEMA
qre faT o i T% ST O F1
F AT F | AR g fafeeT qgE 7
31 & (% 99 F weamat ¥ s el
1 7E oY I § § agT & AT I A
%\ 77 T ANSHT A oY FS {¥ #
fral T & OF T qrel q A dE
Fauieg fPT TT & 1 F T ¥
Taee a8 § 5 9¥ =R ¥ fAg swe-
A1 a4 foFuT ST 99 # FAW A Q| A
g @ 9T F FIE I aTd & ar
39 TF TE F W ¥ T frar
919 | A g fAfaees g § e
¢fE W'l o Tw @ G fen
Miggsaramagaedfe
S I G T WG & | gy TR
7 zafed F71 Ted g &5 faey &
Fg@ WA FERY Gq@ F AT A}
W # HAY AT F AT Ay g
i darq ¥ AW RER T A og
9 F § Fi6 99 ¥ ST =7 AR}
SaTeT AR fAeraT § 1% Fafed sarar-
dg 9§ AW A IR § | T TF @R
& g afz FE F=1C 79aT SWI=T FY

SEPTEMBER 6, 1861 Municipal Corporation:

7436
(Amendment) Bill

TP I A A I FwWF a3

T ¥ ferfadr ¥ AT 9Ty Y T19 g
gFar &
Shri Tyagi (Dehra Dun): Cow

includs buffalo.

wtaet qAaT WA 0 AEA AT
W@ ¥ Ng g W ¢ F fooat «
AR A FO TR ¥ foF qw oA
9t qgAr @ A1 Ag@E I F q|@
T @ aoEe W EEE Fx A
9 g TF AT O AGAT UF R
qr %R fo@ ¥ 98 g9 9 FIA4T 9%
aY 39 1 359 ¥ A% fHFAT w A S
y 3w 7 fomn om0

O 19 | AT J Ig FgAr qrgar
g 5 ag 1 *FwER T FACIRESE
R¥FE F AAT FH & a8 qFE
N7 E g9g F T /I 9 ] )
g FACEIRIESS  §FM S AT AR
I #Y fenifom Far 9 & foeay
T & JT He & A1 97 31 & &<
T FIRT FAGT § | TH FT ag FgAT
f& S FATAIESE A9 a9 § S
F a ¥ ol A qar A8 w@ar AR
g HNEaERE aF F & & oA §
ag T } FifF gha q@ & 6w
T@ ¥ Fafaga 7FW FORE &
it ar faoolt Sefafream & st @
RO R & 3T ¥ gmA &9
T I & Aifew F ag 99 AR
afes & @ g fF ¥ wOERIESE
THE I9 F FgA A A IT 3 55 -
YT T AN § | T3 AT HHFA IAE
T @RI & GET agen § HIR FAeE-
e gwEl & fraa ¥ aw 5w
a9 oY & @ 99 g9 X @™
£ v 9T W oy & O e A §
o frad & T & @ 9 & E
TE O A @aTE I T g
39 ¥ fad 7 =Y ¢ b fas wa 3
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& TR 7 g afeF qET A W AR
ot = T BWm AR T sgEwdn
FCAY R A I 9T T qEY IRAT
RN A REFAARITY
AT A1 9T G4 FA & At T
I IT |

ag ar@ ot &% & fF mra am
 sAfagd AHTF S99 FTTF 997 a7
AYAT EET § W) e 98 € fF A
g R FTCEESS WHE A § A
F @ AR dgT AR 9 TG g |
fog Fa grafaa afewrd &/ 59
FY ArEY F fad omd & oY g AR AR
FETT qAET FET | g Ag A
e 2 5 g weOE IATERTESE
HETH &7 il § G947 3T &1 JAC
@ & agt a7 o ) ? fF 0% wE
TN A T A G 5T A
faema 1 §a @Y & AR s9 A
AN FEFWE | T A fqw
ot fgmae & ar=y & 37 A%t S
& T § afeF @ a ¥ wAuE-
T A9 a7 T AR 7w s 2
i@ & a9a1 7 AR 7@ & AR
g AHEE FT qFW & 5 T T A
THIIESE O S99 §7 97 990
groag @ & ar & ar feferw
3G FY Aw F W & a9 g A
TATYI(ESTE UHTH qAd ATd & #AI
99 FHATY TR I A areN F fAF
W I E A qg WW HTEIRAA &
g F g Sy & #i i
F AN F 9w A F I AT
HT G & F S F 9 99 FAW
T RF I AR A N AR T AT
59 HiS 9T @ T AT AIfgd /K
TE 79 919 ¥ & o ard gartEs
s =@ F = F@ § Il
Tt @Y, foeeht Sefafredws &
T FTGIRTA &Y, 7 & sow §
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TordfeRga g afed Nfs 1w
&Y arar sar @ ) Nfafess geT 7
Fomaw @ F fal gfew fem
AT H AWM FT FACAALST ©aad
i & foa feae feam so 3fe
= 97 WY I ARH T @O T AR
ATTEE @ § AEE ST @ W
w7 39 ¥ ferifemr 523 &7 77 gav
g ar 9u ¥ T frew oY famg a
et w17 WK W a@ F FEwE
<t w5 wFE geem F faefes
¥ 7% v gfew 7 9% 1 uefw-
frgam %1 @ TR & fadw qrawey
ataAr ifed | ST §Y agd o war
T FEE A AT I B I A
T |

wfeafes A qd agagar 2
Fgt MY FfAEA< o qEd 3 Frv aw
A & qrooE A 919 g & fF A
Y FIE TqET TGI ¢ | AT FIROREA
F YAy WH AT £, wik fRan
qfeFma g & S 1 9«1 arwAr
FEAT 95T & | § F1H qHaT v
g aw F aE foafes § ag sw
T mife ¥ AT F
qiy #Y aga O & T A gEEa
o 97 T f5 foooh & o oy
7o & At el aaiEd ) e
=Y FROT HIAE qA T Fow g6
RN oF gd faar ar g § 3@ ¥ feeely
It F AN F O R FAF
T ATE WY TS oY, T GT W aF
FIWRIT F BT 9T § | HHTT
¥ waas far fF 7w #1 §ed @A
¥ FENET FTT AN S99 @Y 2 )
T qeEra € fF ¥aT S aed §
38 qadiel gl AIfgd [T 3T 7 Y
] qTq #F IonSd gy F0fgd fF we
ag IE@ R ol de TaNNE §
FEIIRY FT FF | T AT awdw a8
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[y g sha)

¢ & faad Wt el @) 92 @9
Jax F afed & | FaT F A9 QAT
a1fed f& wrzifaca a1 gav #ar #a7
wiwedew § 1| wfex ag qam Ffwe-
He® o ORW F § a8 F% wlHaw
AT TR F A § G | Fafad @i )
FIAETT F 9E T FT TT FE TS 2
Fgt 9T AT 1 A qraE W A a1
I ¥ G T

oF oY N9 §F W 61w
vl g | Fonzie F ar § 1o fawrad
arg St & | AU FEAT A8 & R g I
T F) FoRziE F araq fae g
g a1 39 & fad faeelt FTOOREW & 18
Qg TAATH AT ATeT FifE qg W
oF AGT A Fra & DS g1 et
¢ 1 fomiz & 8 FrERad & &
F5 ©F Q@ FAS QN wWfgd fF
FTORTA F arey fogede &%

aife ¥ & oF & 913 FF0 Ak
77 73 fF a2 FRaE ) a1 & fF faeet
# 9 e TEAHT A WX IF ST
a1 JFFESIC I a Fa Tav fF
7z i =g fae § Fme w6 oa
g HIX ST F QT /T | IF &
T FTEREE ATE a1 39 F faF
AN A T @ & FERem
FHAE A= gL} | WE FTOREE ¥
FIEAEY q 99T F T F FT FEEA
feawd AT 7AT § | AT qF ;AW
fiFdr § M ag foar mar 5 =
rax g s =ifgd 7R 39«
FRORYE F T AT FET A0,
R/ FITIAAE 1 W IRY
39 ¥ gefafres 1 & werrs IgmT
AT | FEATY T R 9 FART AA0H
JerET ST I W Ay A & F
waT F o Fear o g W fafaeex
HTeE Y 79 7S § @9 AR § Jasag
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= afzg f& orfer o2 &1 awen
g feehr e gmme W el
FRYRIAT T d1 9% foaw fY wArater
LURCUE SIC L I e CIE R Gl i
a7 feeelt & fowgae a11 & w3 ?
HAt AgET #1 7@ A F Frean A1fgn
fF mfer FrORem & sEE ¥
gg FW OFW N FT FEAT AT
GY | =T 9 FAT JATRM AT @I L
& agt foeelt & A1 Ao 9q &
THEAT B |

oo foeell & gat g § e
e A geE § QA W@ E
5T AgE WIRT @ ATEY Faer
gl g fF oSt avdaw femm wam
£ 399 W3 ¥ 9 & faar s
g | fo 99 @ & 97 1@ Y
o faq o d | W §1RIE § 913
2 wqgr7 fear 71w & AfE S qrse
g 9a & 999 |6 ¥ war fear
T & AT F ag o g sed
FRAFR A TR TEeR
@t R H § faw o @0
fFT IO S ¥ 99 & fad
2 %95 9q9 FQE | IEF q] Y
qre, &Y &1 A gl 9 §, AfFT S
A v g ¥ P @ AR g
Sk FEREE § FASME] F g
w A TR g

@ ¥ wAET S AWl § &
fq Y T 9@ WY IT F AMEIE
gre faar & AR 97 ¥ fold W
TREAFE T MAT ARG, TF
fag grm ® NS T Ag R )
FfE ¥ gartaw @rq &7 I ;1
T FE & H T T ST v
TR ARG |
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13 hrs,

wifec & & ag frdgw =0 %
FfAEAT Y 91 37 F TT Y PR
g Wt W@ fF I qEe g
frg a0 & #i wgr fear san €
T ¥ 49 ¥ gra ) feferfmam e
™ g, IE W R FA F faa e
sielir @ 1 § W K ) I
F IE TFEE HT foar o |

o wrew fog  (fedemm) -
TN WERA, TF G 2 ¥ fax
ag fadas @mar o @7 4, a5 77 7
FIFT G &1 GATH q1Q 30 AT
qTE FLET AT IR &
13.01 hrs.

[SERIMATI RENU CHAKRAVATTY in the
Chair.]

afs a7 @ | Fa At F favarer
FT 93 &Y T@T g, ar gag A faurT
At & AR ¥ us-geefy frataa
&7 1 fagr a9 7% F IR I9H
FR F79 F T g2 B 2% fady
Frafa 7 @ gl | dfEE § e
g fF arst &1 fowmera & & am 9%
Wl s agrfrad Ao @
& A 37 F1at @ wfws aq faar o
T & W 5 fogee A @ &
TR EE IR Y et T A
qF 9% AGAE F T FEAT AT
2 i wgr R @ § "ar 7 fadwdwmr
AT A AR A fasw wai ¥ g
zfas wfgw o< gu, @ foelt ¥ .
T @A AT T 7R A A A¥er
AT T I IR ¥ AT wRwEey (fremr
qAT) I W A, 99 B @AH I A
wfafaes FfEm s @ #)
o 6T FgT A7 @7 3 FF w-surEse
FERT F IR A AT AT A /EFI
g §, 9w w4 awen (fawa)
fem @ wifge | F fRE s
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et g 5 fa 57 #71 9z oo
& Taa qOFT & | W 3 g, oy
g A 4 wE §, ol 9%,
s F wiafafat o= afamme =
SaraTd | @ T A I d )
7g Fgar 9EaT § F & 8w
foret S 59 g F AW A
faeell M—uq & 7@ FET TER
oo & 51 @2 ¥ @9 Wl a0
@Y §—aw 2w ¥ fewm & AR IEN
T wfatafe a@R ¥ dfaq =& @
o1 @A 2—feura wRW, WYY,
frgr s foeeeft, @ S g
ety o sfafafs g foae st
a7 9T, IaAr S FET g F f7F
wr=gp &v | i 7 feh F fed oF
sfafaf aorc ¥ g A T AT
§, wfd  TF-%aTad 9EE I
T g & B s F wfaw
£ =fus serr o | Jar fF
arig weE, A gEET SR,
Y FeT &, WX A AFA T qfed
AT F1 aTFT FT TgEAT AT @I
g ww A A feeelt F gl gt
& ot g § fop FTaTRAr & T
FITE ¥ qeedl &1 g wgheEd
7@ s, fret e 3 wod 1 F-
ift % gusy § | F 7 ) e A
forTad 7E FCTAEATE; A A A
F T Y T T FET AR
g1 off g e et & oy ®
ST 9T, T Y i o oA At
FTAT ITEAT &, wfed 39 o1 sifet
T ag gvn f st #1 asd
a5 strwl, afe Hfag @ sl W
T AT 9% STaT # qanteat a@ |
ugi%aﬁ'ﬁﬁm%agwmrz
fir FiRe w g & @A
T AT ¢ i T aed # awr
ﬁ;mg,w%wm
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[ = soow fag ]
THEA G & aHAT §, W & Iq v
area ® agn fear 9@ (& A qHEan
s foestt &, o gl afamm Hedw
¥, IHY aTE FT G259 Fraw 741 7 fFav
s, N 5 fagem & gt s §
Y T

TR FEG gER G aw T
& [0, 39 ama & fa3 5 So sy wwrw
Y fooelt o7 ey WA qamEr S awar
&g T Tw A ®
gy ¥ faeell #Y Fiaw e F ova §
AF-fawe &, a8 9 98 S W
T FY &, @ 3y Sfaa @ g

=t @ WA g W S
qrEt #Y uTeET a7 AAew g 7

ot anT fag : w7 fwr & af
qaAT & & | F s g fF =g @Yo
FU THT W AR FE AR FHEET
aTe &Y, I & gra i 9@ qrwa e,
@A F WA W F, TN qF
AT AE & | AfHT W HET FHR
ug 919 fr feet @@ afm A g &
agi o< wfafafy aosT AEh awms smefl,
A qg & Fas &ER 7 & fod §AR
LA

wWfad &1 @R 3@ aie ¥
FreagEF faa =R 5 o9 qag =
T , 97 v feeelt & wfafafy s
¥ IGF * HI FEAT 757, agT R
faam & F A FET 99, w_E
93 AT I ag T GBI FAEY 73,
fom awg ¥ gt R X &

A 39 "ATAG FT & WA Iuferq
frar & f5 3w faw o s@ar & W
s & fad g@ 41 agae fFar 9
fix AR §ER T F E@FR A
s @, @ fee x@ ) fadwe wady
FAT AE | GTHTT FY TTH T F T
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fF @ @ T § 9 FT 0w &,
wifs A, i, (LR AT AN E,
wvd g st & 5 ag ot aw
&1 ST AIfET | JATEY S, i e
g A, I A & v o faaema
49, FRH Fg1 a1 fF e ag o= &
Y g #), T wEe w1 @ A
FA A T xR fergad &,
a9 3@ fa= ®1 ggi 9 @y 747 @ 6}
frz g ot & fs sfe wsa @ 5
T Y I FAT g, 9fAR 39 Fr A
I o2 X 99 0 & 1§ fAEe F
argan § f faeelt & faam e a6 &
o} Tafed agi o) faeelt & 9 3 dwT
& 37 ¥ ¥ uF w1 ag ey gias g
fF ag @ T § A T IO w2
afeT g @@ F fad qwaady
Ml &, =@ F ow F AT AT
WX @ a ¥ AwwmE f oagfa
qE AT & | safed § g
T T 7 F T Y e
T afgr—afeT @ faa 1 o= &
qE F F R TG s TG
SR 9 faug & s F Ty S
arfew

AR GEHIR AT H Tq AT
qrEFEY FETE B AN G AT 8§,
@ fint g fawr ) fadme +9d ¥ g
FAT AAFY KX Iq@ FT qg AT
v wify 98 @ fawr & R AR
T G ¥ gEl w9 A
FF Ay fOlE 3 | WX AFR 37
7 off F F@ ¥ fod e A
A, o faeelt &y wmar ¥ fewmat ®
oz s & gt fr gy s
Iq FY FE F A FGT | wfE a7
qX gt T #T AR g a9 §
BT WY T qTel | qg ARG AT
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21 qEAt § 9T S A qrEl A g
IF F qATE-9IS ATE g1 b € |
T AT Y 98 TEEIC w5 agi )
FERTA & TN, g0 T qTE FH
w41, 3@ & fad & w2 &, wgi fawm
R o gfasr afwfal & g #
g ? z@ ¥ faeelt 1 JaT 7 faramE
ST A frar o g @ ) 39 e &
frdeT #xar @ § B @ =
AT FY TET EHT F T )

oF qgT & a9 wwe foer
amfe@t & gy Ard g€ 3 0wl
far 4o FEATT ¥ fRarfaai
g Wad ¥ Ny weIw e o ar
w9 I q gAIfaT Ja@ T AWK
9 ¥ graey ¥ qg0 9C gH o9 faa ¥
I Ffree # AR wfas Afesx
TR Iomagdfs fom =1
TA-IATARTE IR (T T
faater) gy strav &, F #401 G=T1 9 &1
T foeelt & fawra & fad oF Qs
T gt wa g g fe
I¥ W TFE JHE A1 T ¥
e AR H w1 gomr =W fF
g A B FF § JIEN, § 7Y TFA
T | foeelt § oy swar s &,
Iq ¥ fgarad & +% ¥ *9 B qHFE
AU qAF w4 S1fee, I @
g FIH TFT 4T & | AN FT PR
I g faer @ & AR 1€ A% a5
A FT AT @ & | TH aATH AT IR
W A ¥ Araw < ¢ fw oag
T A AT ALY T &, I9 F1 faFw
T 7 3T & W A aH Ig FEd!
2 5 o a0F ¥ O a3 wwral A
e fer sram, 9 A A @ faar
ST | 5] a<g & faeelt %1 goer g«
T g oawr 2

BHADRA 15, 1883 (SAKA)

Municipal 7446
Corporation
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fa% agr s A & 5 safasa
faator e SY A A Er T & 1 A
e a8 ¢ 5 anfae ¥ s
I9 ¥ ggam 9 § o sag| 73
ag q9 foar Smar 1 § o A 9
S offram e @ e F qa R
Af9F 1 T g7 o= S &, &t "
IAT AT & AT WR AT fawan &,
A BT e @ ot & 1 Wl w:
Forg gt o f sam F sa=fat
FArE g N e Fswaw &
W N qere & wafaga o
QT F AR A § 5w
qEY A 9T F19 T o W T

T qF F IR FHE F,
fra &1 s 3@ qifagric @1 91%-
farr & ¢, 7 fazarw F qra q@man
fo 3T & 9X AW F fag FORaw
¥ FAATQ Ffeag § 1 97 § GOy w0
T, 3few 4fF a8 [ F Al d IR
T E, YA awA §, wWifE WA
iz # fauemmm § s fed STaT O
IET QAT I | & ¥ F0
=T § % 5@ awg ¥ wafusa awmal
Y TEHET FT T F TG F a5 & |
T AT e & fF fealt A wpmal 7
JAT g &1 YS9+ fag & g fF
™ & U @ gfes g W
9 fr gfes fawto $19 @50 & | Tl
= Wt wEfaga fwio 1 & T g,
IgHT @ A9 Hfed, 7w F fag ;9
fraaEs =9 | 99 aF WY q|r T8t
F a9 I W A A qHAT & |
uF IF T AT a7 g IO fee A ¥
FAfaEa a5 a9 I3 § HIX ITH aqT
T g8 0 Nt @ gaEn # g WY
FT goq | 9 faug % ATeRT wRaT-
g% fa=me w<ar grm | afs zw faw 1
=Y F & TroE o ST § 9t e
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Ig ART WX AR FAATET B
WM FImagam AL Iw A
X faad 9t wF v 9% §, w0
TR F AR 1 W W
qTAl Y qre foar swran & fr e
ST § @Y FT AT ITHT q9HT T G
& a1 I w@H F fag w8 ok g
&F ?

TG WX W e § o A
aTE & WY FT AT EEAT AT g |
7 faeeit wyfafaus 3 & qeaeg &
gl T g fF 98 @ @ F T
AT ) AT F e e g e
% foeelt ¥ Iy g<wT F WWT A3
% 9% weax dxx § mafem T
TGH X TATT FIRT AT F AL T
TATg? aRIW R A IRTIAE
I g, 97T F1 faar =19, g9g WK
fererrr gt & forg T 3T Y AT
qTF q FA7 w0 & 6 TE OX S AW
AT gH 30 AT & faw &R 1
ARG FW & ? T T~ 919 T8 & |
# =g § 5 7% feely wyfafaos
FAN AHIE FAL A @, FIERAA
% g wfas &1 o FREIEE FT A
< oy 4 Ig% gg o miww g
T frY g ¥ &% ¥ W avg 1 9™
g #x a5y & f5 F3 A F A
AT SqFETT &Y WX g F 91
T @ T F1 FwEER Y I 5 fey
WY 3fee & 3faa 7 wgr 1 FFAT R

g I FTNEE ¥ TF FAL
& 1 f& &2 93 & am ¥ wfag
Wt FHA F =4 T Afamw 5@
FAA F1 FE AMFTC 1 JET & |
# avgar g fF fow a@ & gudr few
FAAT AV FIEEE F § AR
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afaF1T s &, S A ¥ = |
FRE F1 Y 1T 91T 81 ) W g
Rgrt #1 fawa F37 TRy € fafagds
@ AL F A R a@ T
ST F g Sfe Te gady w@ifen
FadT F BT ogT £

agt 1) ag Y Fg1 T fF W
FIFwE § T § @ ey
¢ Ex ) fram SO | WR 0F *
T IEF I A T I § A
qgelt I 9T WY EEg T ST | F
qYAT T AET A F 5w qAE ¥
wgaa § 5 ma ¥ | @y o9 F A
A mfts 1 fagr s Sifgd o
% 7g Y w1e g F a0 A oW
mifae T foar T & @ saay @
e F forar og 1§ wwaa g fF
39 T Y o7, & 9T W A &
agf s =fgd | 9’ AW U T
T ATR FA FT I Fgq & TG0 WA
ag WY FrET g0 R MY A wee
7o & XA | T AT AH Ig A
e F g 5 fog i § g
@ g swdaiwmww &
agl ST | T@F 919 & 9w F qg o
g § 5 oF & Iomg ) T A AT
FI HIT R AT TqT FG a7 W 39
T 9 qgEa 5 IER WA gy
e aFaT € | T aRg ¥ HE AR aw
F IR F g T1fgd | W AT O 2
& AT FIG & @Y IAFT F1E AW FOIET
T AT Ag 2 1

TF HT q F T § AR g
7Y St w7 g frwET SIRET
IFW ¥ g1 & 5 oag A Awd ¥
HiTE 285 Y TH-HEAT F WK 9%
ITFT AT G & 1 qfF T wiwe A

448
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7§ § @ @ g a7 ) f awO g
i faeelt TR #7 S F&r fradr 99
w37 & gor S g fr g
T & 7 W F TN N AR
faeelt frrrw & FAQ Y @@ T &
I9 TG FAT QAT TH-FAT F A
qT, & LYY FT TG F AR TR
F I a1 37 "< 9T g foe mER
R fF 5 A FRAREA §, 9T TNA
§T 9 | ¥ SA#T e gar § £
e s & e ge fegwe A g
MR gad feeslt i T-e # T@T g
& ‘T Hofy 1 wg v fFard | o
TR WS AT I & AT Jg Ta1 0T
as fag afww af g Tifgg 5
IqF A% A foFar ATt 9@ TEE
X HiFS I FH & g qgahr 4
HIR I A A q g9 IF ¥ T o
R T AR TEF IR qq A A
FT AT AT AT F TR R T
F T | Tg OF A4 € | WL AGH
I HIHS 7T & Al IIAT N FIF I
o9 AeEr FE | AwE A T
AT & W) 5@ w9 ¥ "geaT araar
aEr wifg WK A § S sde
e ae & § A W faeeht Fv oo
IH-HET §, P WER R & e
Tfed | 78 7 @) 5 g smwE ¥
fo—vo FRTA F AMR W & =
U fear sne 7R Aw 9t S s
Sar €, Saar gfafifae & 7
AR 9g 999 &fsq | ¢ |

# fF2 T g g e 5@ o
R o S FT & ag 9 GeT g
feeelt 3T Tod amex A o oA 8,
EH Fé @y g Ad @
ST | & 59 9% 1< 3 e R
feeelt & #2ifr i gk d, @ ford
frm A ), g sfamaiw ag 21

BHADRA 15, 1883 (SAKA)

Municipal 745¢C
Corporation
(Amendment) Bill

AT T Y faere AT 1AW Y TIET o
ST &Y AT § ZHET T4 1 FiTrEy
& FfET I A & AT TR ATy
FTH! ¢ @I AR FA-9Y faeelt &7
fawre & Wr & TAEY WA HEEY
o a5 qrelt § | @F A W & g
FoAY ot & 7 ot T e g TF 9
frge wfaaTw & oF e faar o
fF ¥Fiw s fga, TR 91
ferm=e R F ¥ F W qAA
¥ FE 9 T R SwfeF G 7Y
Faw fFg o & aR F @& faw W
T, TR T8 I gATT Fr a1
5 <@ Q7T BT GH g9 § 9 a¥ far
T U AT TG TAT & MDY aF a8
<@ fasr Fr g ane A O d 1w
=t @ a3g #7 I W & fF qewaa:
T A BT faer QX 7Y qmn S
A 57 gfra Efcen 9 F ot ¥e A g,
&7 (L% aF 99 7 FE ofkadT g
forar T | afE wig g F@ A A
wed 5 oo 99 ofax g &5
W HW ST A qag F frge wfaEad
H faar 91 | ST Y gFaar 7 A
FTHTL H) HYF AT T FTIH AT
arfed w1 felt Tngaw 37 ArRarEe
F 7 drge Tigd | F W A g
& g 7 KU gu 9 seaEs Ay
&Y I H T A Qe 8 F T
F TE-T8 g7 IX AT I WA O
FET AV |

st ST W g wEiEa,
MY gaR wEwiy AT ¥ T dEee
i waisgr =
fa=t 1 fadiee RS #7 a1 qRdATT ¥
fag 3wt fear o | & g8 a9 #7
fad < g 1 78 @ sefau F@1 g
S qF ¥ qF 19N a AEEE ARt
3 w1 & fr o@ fawr 31 @00 aga &
wgfaa & M 599 773 fad T ds
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@ T & oM A og= T a1 9 @
A F I F QI g ATIAF AT
T § HIT ag qwEn ™ g o E
T IG 3T G TEY

qq § a9 I W faw F ww
St oot fae ag a8 @ f fawe
#3337 Ffezaaudls M g7 @w F
og fas faeeit & fog 78 @ afss s7ma
B MR ) R ARA@@V 93 98 9
gt § 1 39 I faeelt & fou g
fadtg w1 § wwwar ¢ qfae q
R

arafe faiasT 39 19 9T Sard
a1 Y & {5 g wfae a1 341 o wfus
gfusr 2 <€ & fomd s s gafasa
fator &, 9% ag gwEy &@, A%
aFd § | gax fafw agewil & art #
FATY AR T YAt GIRT a3
9t 1 2 | ag I @) & i R v g
sfaga famin &1 QY Jo7 7@
& I & 9 Fgan oA § W T
TR W IW AfRT 5T & Y 59 77 |
AT & &Y W FE SUTET AW I
oI T W 2 o faer w7
sfuga i F aoE T @R [
& | TEET S g9 a9 § a9 AT feawa
N § 7 75 & 5 o wfura o @
G AT & AR I Qe N ad
I 9 Eafem fY F It § QY o se
AFAT AT & AT | T FT FRO
ag & % fooelt % s Y w1 W @
¥ qarfas safara i ww T8
FaT & 2fF agt 1 AT 99 | gEy
F A § AR ag awE I @ o
a3 W ag AW § f5 St afe =
wAfaFa AFHI gaans § 98 gu § AR
fo N g7 F ww @@ o g W &
f 39 a1 & age-age a9 gu ey oft

SEPTEMBER 6, 1961 Municipal Corporation 7452

(Amendment) Bill

HET FY 41 FigS B Frad &1 wfasc
foret Y T & SR T @ TE T et
2 1 33 TERE IS g9 S 4T
feam s & 9 e I FIE oA
TFTHISTA AT IqF 959 A B W@ A
&Y T a7 = 1L femfomm T Fmr 9
Al 9 a1 37 gt 93 a1 37 FFE)
WA N TFA | At ag g 5
i foelt § wo A faeem & AR
T q9g ¥ g P AAIA JOT & FW
FQT & WX Ig T Y fF g #
& ) famer ok 3@ F19 & a1 §,
IY aga o faar-fargw feet aa &
FRATCN & faet FT A0 T FEAT
[E FI W § AR I W AF a0
M & o HfEER T FERTE &
FfaFTd Iq W FeAT FET IS &,
a1 ¥ T AT € a1 FEA F@H
AT A AT 5 Fg I A qFEy
F W A% 9% | 39 faw ¥ AR B
e fear T § fv 99 ade & a1
F Y HAATATULSS FegHAq ST IAhY
TET F@& AT ghar § | g@iNC I
fae & Y ot A @ ™ E 9
ST §F FT ATHRA FAT IEATE |

faelt #1 77 @@ dRK 9 galg
2 9= § foeelt TOMEAT Y R ag A9
A qUTH I & =TT 7 I8 qaO*y
N, w1 s AfaE @ e
FAAY 0 TN | AT W AT THR
F wraea faeelt o forenly a@x 39 9,
A saw faeelt A FaT A FHew 9,
zafay fF ag a8 uwd 9§ fv ag T
¢ 7t 9% 70 9@ A g A
wfewT g wifey, 78 wwwa 9 f5 7
o W g S e A e e A
AN FHY A9 At § 9 ag AR
forgeama & Gt § | wafae el @

AT HAT F E F & @@
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S FATA AT ACHRIC T AT gAH
& gt i faeett #t st Y ag awm
T AR wfER waEE o |t frg-
W & AT ST A1 g | AT
W gutEewdr  Ffeu, dfeT &S
qEE AT ¥ AE, W WA 7 agd
T F A dEer g fF e W
Hto qIEW Y gHAT FAW IY AT |
g FAT FAT AR TN | TR TeA &
FTOE § F QY JET Aar | |
FIE YT FT qATA 41, T@ a1 F Al
=Y gorTre fag &t €1 2 qa &, wfe
# guern g fr faeelt § sqafeas @
F1 7z a1 @ e-fowst § gfaa
& wwer fF agr oF qorqaEr eaA!
qEq AN FHT IIfEs | ) WS W’
T g § §Q wART @l O§,
[T 20 H9A AT FT AT A HAT
@ & feest @7 e # oiw ar
fergeam 1 e § F1E TF ALY HAT
arfen | afew agl 4 wwaT ¥ 9w §
FAA N F AN Az ae e fw
gt N Far s fwder § o
HOF aERT § YA ATEA FT AGGT a1
TFAY 2 HI H ATHS T AT A% JIFT
AT a1 &1 AL G0Y g7 HIAT ATATS
1 oI @A |

ey fonaareRe Fiem A
T fegam & @@ # @ T
RN 9§ a9 I AT T F qAT-
fa= faeeht & o og e fomam B @i
UF Tga WAGE FIARIA GHT-AT(ed |
IqH WY OF FTER—H FEMIE F
i fF 3y e 1 AT W@ T
TR gH 1 ag FRTIRE  fuen
Y qTeF @A q FEA F aga
A Ffeat ff 1 I w9 I g
T ER aTe ¥ ff gw auee gE
R & S g A qT A g, aTaE
WE 5 ey iy ofidwa g aw
1160 (Ai) LSD—7.

BHADRA 15, 1883 (SAKA)

Municipal
Corporation
(Amendment) Bill

9 aR # F T T FT 0GR T
wEI

# 7g W g 5 @ awa ) a1
e feestt #1 ey ganm @ s S
FORIE g & fF AR e
&t 7E T & | T | AE F FI-
[a Y gad frmme A8 faenit 1 gfear
¥ g & gEr FRORREE e formd
TET AR & gfan F e fear @
S FRORTE 99 a2 ofen ¥ fod
I ] | TF aTh 9% AfeaTad §ifa
& #R g0 a3 IEN T I IR
TN T E | qEREE ST qWTH @Al
F T gU I TR AT aF qg FIRIOREA
ST | SEF g9 § BAR & | HR AR
T €, SR F 37 a9 qEF AT A1 |
feelt 1 swar A g sfeamrd s
IHH AT LT A AT | SRR
3 S g9 aF 9 Ay & g fowoit Y
SAAT Y ST AFN FT F5 A ARG S
AT F IR AW @, 3t
T @ T W g F aga g foww
9@ i faar ) @ FEA § AArfEa
o f&r o aife fooelt Y Sar
F FW AR Tgd A9 % oK 97
g g+ {5 59 Tom fegem & wo-
A TF § gEma Fway g ooy § ot
aaT & arae g foad gw soe fee
& @z wifes §, 91 % ag o 78 *7
qHR |

FREREA oot § a0 gar o
IEF S A 4 I @ ¢ A
IEHT R TR G FTH FIA FT AHT TG
et | foeely Y w9y o<t afeendt ag
@ ¢ 5 fogy @ o=l § @i ™
F1E fasm O § g =« @@ | ="
faeelt & fogy T@ @ & sfogm &1
3G a1 AnE AW g fF agr
oF franw F TR TF qF TG T
fear w1 vF dgen gAY § W) S9E
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TaTfas WA g, AR I9F 9
& TH9 AT gEA hENT AT & W
g8 AT FT ATET JIET 1 THET
Fdren 77 Q1aT § % 787 # T =
ST & AT g Y ot 1 2 faafaer §
§ ST Ig7 F T FT IV AT
ATEAT € | GARY FG "€ areqdl F
O WAl 5 FAEEATT g€ 7 &
o w1 Sl @ fF faeel Y ey
¥ =) 99 A1 A Z9TAi F WY gg6]
oY = &7 W@ 9 | ST &g
4T fF 30 AS T @ a%g # oy
I T9F A4 FT F7{ ¥ HAeq FieaAd {547
S0 | Fde ag gl v oww R fad
T € g1 | A T 37 9 F A
g &9 W FIffETE FIRORTA F
% fra1 7r 1 3 o faame 487 &, 74
FTHY fare AraeT faee | F@feg a0
e g & oy faeeht # s9am ¥
fom et o fome A1 fag s &
UG ITHT IAT FT GYHT AFT AT
e iF AT AT AR E | AT
3T g & & a-ar qadfaat Y awg
y sy aey w9 gf E Wk A fama
vF gfaqfas F wz7 ¥ faf7 =< ae
¥ TXFF I FA AR § fF S ag
FET-A=ET TZT AT FY TIAT § 9T
faeft 1 337 A7 &1 W@ ] | ";AA
U 2z FArdy, 97 g € IqH AT
f@ar | f&T #mA s M@
AA AT FRERAT § 08 Agfeat
L AT Faar &1 ot ¥ - war @y
ST A IR TG FT QI FIET &) |
AT AT GHT 7 7 a1 7 Fordy a9
gZeT FY AT FY qFAE H AT |
T 7F fAAH FY £ WG T F FHFA
&fa qifes 9T S99 79T FY TSR T
qE

¥ geg ¥ qeana @ g 5 &
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TFq St W9 FASHE AT F IAR A
FaA Fam § AR o o miede &
3 fragrma =0 § 1 FOREE
F1 S GATA TR @1 HT J9aT § 7
IH ST AR qTEAS AR TREN
TC & IR R FA F fag 7 aFed:
& § | TEAHS B WS I A S
1 THH TEEATAT AT TG A A
(AeEt & WRaw AgF § 1 s ey
T JFA AT A A faw S,
a1 g1 fae g ar 2 AR fama
frr ST &Y gx wre Y @R g,
TAT AEER § AR A AF T A1 g
& A I wErAl & fEwn | 3§,
3 TS IAFT F HR FAAMAT § et F¢
TFHME @7 & Ad & A Pifw i
Faze #1 femar 461 § s9% faas
FTEATE F F1 | @i & quaar g
[EAEUETECAS L e o

FIIGTE TFE I6 g4 & Gl 9
7g 9 FE T Nt fR o ¥ qam
aret & T ST & SAe wafeat g9y
st ot fw fozar @ gt &
W@ TE ¥ AT IR AE F AT
faF gt sz AT o=t Ffraz
FEW & T ey STErRET s
T FW F I | AfwT TqT G @7
WIE | g9 J@q & {5 33 999 FrorEs
F 3w w1 15T A 7 faer fam
21 399 w7 wiuw W § ) TR g
ST & fody a9 F1 F@EET A0E A
€Y FaT THG | 99 qF 5§ FAEAC FAT
q FE@T AR | ST HATL FT a6
AT AT R

= a ¥ &t sAar ¥ wfafafy
FIEIETT § I § § A @I T
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TR WYY SR & qaifas 1§,
AT 9T TF I 9T FAA FT IHT A@T
TN IR EI TR |

wwfrd ¥q faagw & f& gard
[EHFR FY TW A9 9 AW AT A
& SO I gHF T qFAT F
e for se g et
g fFem & aoe g aEee agr
& 1 qiferEmiz & 9% 35O @R 3
|l a97a & {5 agt faeet ¥ ©w 2
A oF WK I @ 2 R x|
TG ¥ AFT F FAAR FEAT U}
HI¥ ZHIRT FTH T FT FAFR F77
TG afew woga FAT AT AT
faoeft % u Q9T w29 Frw fRar S1d
fo= o weaer & 39T ZH@ T @)
§ S w9 wAg ¥ & o B 3w
/A & § | ITH TR FEA R w4
faeelt avell a7 AT JAF! THATS & IAHT
TH FW & S a4 A FT AR $1%
THT a7 fAee 5 S qg Qeirar a5
999 foedt F swmafaw iy §
Fafiferart it et @ 9 7 &1 A Ew
fev=fy aral & fod o Qam &= aerer
F A fF @I qEdE gr u—go
Iq oo ¥ wF | Al ¥ oo famarw
o fF we Sedi-wedr aadre gn
AT TEY #

F = s fag & 37 fram
t fegwmaa #<ar g 5 d4fe faoelt &t
A ag 1 wfuw § w1 § ok fAwe
wfger § o7 Y wfew 7 Tt & ok
wE 9gN (¢ AT g oY qwr W w09
&9 AT & T AW AT § AL
H Yo,000 HT g ATFT H/i} @i
fooeft wrontam & W wen ¥
afe g wfed 1 @ A wrorEE &
T # gEqr g ¥ A FiEATS
AFT A =TT & AT A &Y I qEA

BHADRA 15, 1883 (SAKA)

Municipal 7458
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o fear 91 @war @ 1 EW ST
ARTE goo FT ¥ HRX & qwerm g f&
FIWRIA & JFA T q14T Qoo FT
37 & g AT FT SATET GI T AW §
s} I°F sfafafae s a=war & AR
FERRFE F T ¥ W amR
g AT FFA & | T TR AR &
o ag S AR fadaw fafrees
T A AR AMA T § F IgET
FHI FET § A Tg AT FATE
fe fo= amat F aw6 &7 9% 777 qE=-
o gl 3 o foemar @ e
ITHT AYA A H T AT |

Shri Tangamani: Madam Chairman,
I rise to support the motion for refer-
ring this Bill to amend the Delhi
Municipal Corporation Act to a Select

Committee with instructions to report
by the first day of the next session.

I shall briefly refer to some of the
reasons which prompted me to support
that motion, and I will also make
some observations about some of the
amending clauses which have been
brought before us. As the House is
aware, a most comprehensive Bill was
brought before this House and it was
made into an Act agbout 3} years ago.
That Act contains nearly 515 sections.
At the time when this Act was passed,
very many assurances were given to
this House by the then hon. Home
Minister, the late Shri G. B. Pant.
What I would like to submit is, there
has been the experience of the work-
ing of this Act for nearly 8} years.
The 80 elected members and the six
aldermen, making a total of 86, have
been running this administration.
That is composed of the three import-
ant political parties like the Congress,
the Jan Sangh and the Communist
Party. An Ad Hoc Committee was set
up consisting of the important mem-
bers of the different parties and my
party was represented by Shri Prem
Sagar Gupta. This Ad Hoc Committee
has submitted certain unanimous re-
commendations to the Corporation. I
would like to know whether in bring-
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[Shri Tangamani]
ing this amending Bill we have in-
corporated all the recommendations
which were unanimously passed by
this Ad Hoc Committee.

My submission is that a number of
these recommendations have not been
brought before us in the form of this
amending Bill. Besides, I woulq like
to know whether this Bill which is
going to affect the life of the Corpora-
tion, the life of the people of Delhi,
has been discussed in the Municipal
Corporation, or at least whether this
Bill was circulated to the members
for eliciting their opinion. When that
has not been done, my submission is
that it is only fair that their views at
least are made known to this House by
way of representations to the Select
Committee; otherwise, some of the
important recommendations made by
the Ad Hoc Committee, some of the
views of these political parties which
constitute this administration will not
be available to this House.

The Ad Hoc Committee has made
several recommendations about in-
creasing the powers of the deliberative
body. As the House is aware, the
Delhi Municipal Corporation has got
two wings: one is the executive or
administrative wing headed by the
Commissioner and the other one is the
deliberative wing. This Ad Hoc Com-
mittee unanimously, including the
members from the Congress Party,
has stated that the powers of the
Commissioner must be curtailed. To-
day also I was very hapy to hear from
the hon. Member, Ch. Brahm Prakash
from Delhi, that steps must be taken
for curtailing the powers of the Com-
missioner. But what do we find here?
Instead of curtailing the powers, more
and more powers are being given to
the Commissioner.

Many hon. Members have made
pointed reference to some of the
powers which have been extended to
the Commissioner by the Act. I would
like to mention a certain instance.
Take the case of Madras. The Madras

SEPTEMBER 6, 1961 Municipal Corporation 7460

(Amendment) Bill

Act provides that most of these com-
munications wil] only pass through the
Mayor. Now, the Mayor is more or
less an authority who is superior to
the Commissioner. The Commissioner
is subordinate to the Major. Here what
we find is a kind of diarchy where the
entire administrative set-up is run by
the Commissioner himself. I remember
one instance. They used to charge
Rs. 2:25 nP. per month per tenement
in the rehabilitation colonies which
was payable by the Rehabilitation Mi-
nistry. The Commissioner by some
order had it reduced to Re. 1|. That
means, to that extent the Corporation
will be the sufferer. Then so much
protest was raised by all the parties
and ultimately it was raiseq to
Rs. 2°25 nP. I am giving this instance
to show how arbitrary powers have
been taken by the Commissioner in
the past.

The Act conceives of certain com-
mittees like committee for transport,
committee for electricity, committee
for water supply etc. But when we go
into the composition of those com-
mittees we find that at least three out
of the seven members are nominated
members. That is why, Madam, I sub-
mit that this aspect of giving powers
to the deliberative bodies ought to
have been looked into.

The other point that the hon. Mem-
ber referred to was that this Bill is
very important because the elections
are going to take place in April.. On
this our party is very clear. We have
made a representation to the hon.
Home Minister that the elections must
take place the same time as the par-
liamentary elections, or in the alterna-
tive there must be at least a lapse of
six months before the next elections
take place; otherwise the position will
be that there will be elections held in
February or March for Parliament
and then there will be elections held
in April for the Corporation.

Shri Balraj Madhok: In March ite
self.
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Shri Tangamani: The Delhi Corpo-
ration is not like the Calcutta Corpo-
ration where the electors for corpora-
tors are different from electors for As-
sembly or Parliament seats. Here those
who elect the corporators are the same
people who elect the Members of
Parliament also. When there are no
Assembly members being elected to
Delhi, it stands to reason that both the
elections should take place simultane-
ously.

The main amendment which is
sought to be brought here is on the
question of removing plural constitu-
encies. I was rather pained when I
heard the hon. Minister saying that
because we are abolishing double—
member constituencies this method is
being adopted in the Corporation. Now
there is Bombay where we have got
these plural constituencies with cumu-
lative voting. In the Delhi Corpora-
tion we have plural constituencies
with distributive voting. In other
words, I believe there are 34 consti-
tuencies electing 68 members and 12
members are from reserved consti-
tuencies. That is not the composition
in other corporations, and I remember
the hon. Minister stating that this is a
very good practice, because in the
municipal elections casteism and all
kinds of sectarian practices can be
adopted because of the limited nature
of the constituency. If the constitu-
ency is widened and if you have plural
constituencies, then the real repre-
sentatives of the people are likely to
be elected. That was the reason why
plural constituencies were introduced.
So, I want to know whether amend-
ments have been passed to the Corpo-
ration Act of Bombay and whether
the municipa] constituencies are being
bifurcated. When nothing has been
done, why should poor Delhi alone be
the sufferer? This is a point on which
a snap vote was taken by the Corpo-
ration anq subsequently Both inside
the Corporation and outside, our party
has made the declaration that plural
constituencies should continue. I have
tablgd some amendments for the re-
tefltlon of these plural constituencies,
with the proviso that instead of dis-
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tributive voting there should be
cumulative voting.

Coming to the other clauses, I would
like to say that we would like to wel-
come some of them, while opposing
the others. For example, I may proba-
bly support clauses 5 to 13, 17 to 19
and 21 to 23. Regarding clause 3, 4,
15, 16 and 20, I have given notice of
certain amendments and now I would
now like to make brief observations.

While introducing the Bill, the hon.
Minister stated that sub-clause (d) is
being added to section 137 whereby
one cow per family would be exempt
from tax. We welcome it. To that
I have given notice of an amendment.
Since both Shrimati Joshi and Shri
Radha Ramanp have also given notice
of similar amendments, I hope they
will agree with me. My amendment is
much more specific. = Whereas they
have referred to “buffalo”, I have
made it “she buffalo or milch buffalo.”
Once an exemption is given to a cow,
why not extend it to a buffalo? I was
told that both in Punjab and in Delhi
buffaloes are preferred to cows. In
many of the houses we have buffaloes.
When a man owning a cow for milk-
ing purposes is not asked to pay Rs. 30
as tax, why should a man owning a
milch buffalo asked to pay Rs. 30? Is
it not unfair?

Shri Radha Raman: Your amend-
ment will put certain people at a dis-
advantage when a cow is dry and is
kept for worship, if you use the word
“milch.”

Shri Tangamani: This amendment
relates only to those people who are
keeping cows for milking them and
using that milk; not for those who
sell milk. As understood the hon.
Minister, the moment a person owns
more than one cow the presumption
is that he takes the milk for sale and
not for his use. When the benefit is
going to be given to owners of cows,
why should it not be given to the
owners of buffaloes as well?

I have given notice of an amend-
ment for extending it to the cyclists



7463 Delhi

[Shri Tangamani]

also. I think my hon. friend of Jan
Sangh also wants the cyclists to be
exempted. In many of the municipali-
ties in Madras, and in also the Cor-
poration, to a large extent the cyclists
are exempt. When we are exempting
tri-cycles for children and perambula-
tors and such things. cycle, which is
also a comon means of transport, must
also be exempted.

Coming to the question of powers,
though it may be a little out of the
way, I would like to mention that
most of the municipal bodies are go-
ing in for more powers. There was
the report of Balwantrai Mehta Com-
mittee about decentralisation and giv-
ing more powers to panchayats, pan-
chayt unions, development councils
and corporations. When we are deve-
loping in that way, we fing that in
the capital, particularly in the Delhi
Corporation, the little powers that
have been given to the deliberative
bodies have been taken away. Though
it is more or less the accepted policy
of the Government that non-officials
should be clothed with more powers,
in the case of the Delhi Corporation,
we find, we are moving in the reverse
direction. New Delhi has been elevat-
ed as Class A city for the purpose of
house rent allowance and certain bene-
fits to Government employees and,
according to the last census figures the
population of Delhi is 22 lakhs. When
the population of the city is increasing
and when more and more people are
coming in, why should we curtail the
powers? On the other hand, the
number of members should be in-
creased from 86 to 100. Because, the
original Act itself provides that the
total number of councillors can be a
maximum of 100. I submit that he
must bring in suitable amendment to
see that the number is increased.

Coming to the demolition of un-
authorised buildings, I do admit that
it is given certain appellate powers.
I do not have enough time to go into
the details, but I do feel that this
provision is likely to be abused. If,
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all of a sudden, authorities pounce
upon that area and demolish the tene-
ments and then give him a right to
appeal, that is not going to help that
person at all. Therefore, I say that
the powers should be used very
scarcely.

Coming to clause 20, there is a ref-
erence to extent the rule-making
powers for issue of passes to the
municipal employees. 1 want these
passes to be issued to councillors,
Aldermen and also bona fide press
representatives and, not only the em-
ployees of DTU but, other employees
also. My purpose is that not only
the employees of the DTU, but the
municipal employees, councillors,
Alderman and bona fide press rep-
resentatives should be given these
passes.

Having said that, I would like to
say that if I get an opportunity, I
will be able to explain the various
amendments which I have given
notice of about the clauses. I again
repeat that this Bill must be referred
to the Select Committee and not rush-
ed through, in view of the very im-
portant amendments which it seeks ta
make.

St TAA AL . A A, @i
IF = faa & =9 R FT WY g,
IEY § QU §eAd g, WifE fage
a1} g 3T fF ag-aswiy frataT-aT
AT Y TG ¥ FTH FARAA &1 T §
o9d a1 a1 38 & f& gar @ ag @
a1 fiF g arfeat w97 AT F7 Hwon-
o @ WX IEF AW AqRTATH
§ Fte wERT ) AfET g @ faada
HR IR{EAR JUT §9 TIf9A 1 i
T 3T TF &Y AT I FIA F7 Hfww
FO &, fogar avg § TR fom 1
gTaer A A wr g 1 @ o
S g Haia gY ET 8, F ITH A
g gudgw F3avr g |
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AW © & TFad § qF qg FgAT §
f s g wen fafaa @ § ff @R
& qTS gE S v, S T faear-
fadi 1 fad 7 & I WAt I wfew
g MmN FgaE
R TR EF ST &
© WqN, 1245 ¥ gred da age fEar
SATERT | 98 GER T & I § SqF7
7t &, fos a9 M9 g &7 &9
<z 7Y &, I wifaw FU T@Y 77 0
& 9% faug § g% 98 a9 1 f5 I
© A, {845 ¥ g9 Za 99, g qH
faeg mmaqer A & gt & 1 F
HAAE 7T ST & AT Fe fE ag
9 X QATAAR FX | §H AT & 91T
g FT TFa & 1 fom faq & a8 o=
a@ g, 5w fem ¥ 3@ grew
& age #R | @ waw §
wF fm grE s A faar @ ook
IE Fgr & & fedr off faearfm
& N i aaT mifes T@9Y 2, Sv A
T fFar o1 gwar | gg SEA W
X FET L IFgE Fe %7 79 FAory
g AR IUF gH TG T IO & A
oF 9 &) fafew feafq dar @ smwt
R T TFR ¥ §u¥  fgg smom
ST fF FROREE F AW Gy T
I F o w5 oo dF agw
fFr s wR oF TR & on=
ST | F FgAT A g 5 oo whiw
28%s F agA X 99 fa ¥ ww
s s fom e ag e amp &1 1 F
T FEt g R A oA #
AT HeAY Y Hawy w T A |

oS # FG Lo T HWTE | T
TeE 259 ¥ qRAEHT ¥ arqs WA
21 4% e § 5 @ W s A
T gRit & 1 @ ag e fr foret
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T FT 99 &1 Tt ¢ 99 fgme &
e @ AT far ag & fr oE Y
MG T TH AR FI TS 0 T
TF AT TET foar 2 S 9w
H WY g@T wHIE & S 9 qg T g,
FET FITA 77T §, JaF AT T I
g & fod o € 1 @ IR A AN
qrfeariie ¥ gare Y IsmT 491 #R]
wA Famn a1 5 @H FE gaFar
T R, AT &Y} AR g ¥ OF S
o smar & | 7 FReREd F e §
@Al g AR g wew g 5 o awit &
qa T X Al G ¥ fggw &
far smaT & SR S9F am  g|
T ¥ {3 T I} EEAT B F fgme
¥ agw four smar & ) 3 R
AT § | W AE F HfEqg F AH
FRARTA & FAfaHIET e AT
wifed 1 '

STET a% W I EF FT gaAT g
gaiee G fRar AT @ SEE § )
@ ¥ fowrga sar g 1 afF d @
g =reat g f5 ol gurE oy & 9w
fo o oy #1 gz ot g & ey
fersRag T S ar TG | W
THF T A FTLIAL | 5@ 1T
JITE: T ATS A & g9 [T
FAR I OiT A A TG T
IR Qi AEA1 & ford 3 TR ag wHT
IgmT & T @ ar ¥ ! o
T ® I TOE @ A AW
Ja1 T 2, ;T I SR W § 99

a3 9% &Y gE g & Tifed wi w
IoF T qE7 W/ A fF g
39T & aF IuF S F daw « faar
ST |

o A L% W UT | 4g
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[* 7= s

9y Afgs @@ FT § 1 gEF
gy § § 9y FgAr agan g fw e
7g w1fed o1 f #1 7@ axg 7 gad
gIfagq @1 I, #}E W aE
sa+q fFar star i S S aemEy
AR 9 FH T 7 § SR g9 v
I FY T FW | AT HGw T I ]
fF & arge @ sEfeaR ST Snar
& oY ag 99T STHT S AT § W S
T e € ag feaafofea sgar Y
ST T ] 1 9ew 98 feaa i s
gfa w70 & feare & « Sy @ 9%
O g4 ded |1 &ar wfa FAa
T T} A S A ST A
qTET FLET & A AR JFH T 7
T & AR FgaT & 5 5o A m I e
& Frar § AC, A IGH ARWT 09
g fear wmar @ AR SEEr sl
TR & W forar Jmar & 1 @9 agi aw
a1 g 5 W wFE w1 TR0 99 W
< fear wmar & &Y SO 9w FH W@
fga it 9w & SR ag foaw
AT AFE aA #1 weeT wfaw
NI gemagiar gE K g 5
R T AT F grateEar 9 & fF
qemEg g% ¥ AFE G| TiF
Tifs 9% a1 #9 T & 99 %
AT Q% § qFW g & dar
g A7 a=AT 2

g A9 TS T ¥ AFE Fq
N T W g AfeE | I T
AT F T ager @Y AR IWH! I
o AT A A | TAT THT TAN
I A [T ERM | |WF I gEA
@Y AN I« fF Jmm @ W &
faq FREREE & @@ a0 g
qT FE 7 F1E @Y farer ST F 3T
foae Fefaar smonm #R W TR/n
O W T A S oS § St e
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AFT ATQI A Y FW fF g
THT I Y T & AT 49T A &Y |
g ITY B W | AR I A
T FURIT F AT g9 § AR
ag ff SEFr Y a5 § )

ifFeae A 9 @Y 79T & |
o9 W 9 F gATaT I9H) fzaq |
Ffauasax frr AT &) Wawd
I R fagu i a1 39 @Y
F94 & fau ag @=ar § &5 acmay
qFE F99T A A 398 fFera &
STt 1 A9 fR ae ¥ feema g
g T A9 g7 Aifsd 1 s
oI § AR AFE  qA91 g1 d|ar
HR 81_T a7 FT AT § ;R Ta7 A}
FAT TGT § | ATHL IE BIEA § AT
freimgfF i aam A @ 2
HfFT wIE FT q4T T <@ FrEaT 2 |
99 SEHT JEET el g A Ay
FIEH T F gER F T Fa
g sImEFFagnoofam &
qTT A F IA AT HI T T FT
fircan 21 1w fem gfew ==Y S
2 99 9 1 qre & fau ar ag FEar
2 f& 9% 9 du foar & o =8 grem
F AT F A wq frat=w
&% ¥ & arq aaern § 1 @9 A v
NIZITEI1TF  7FF 99 3 fag
g @ F q@ v W™ ) IE AR
oY TF av 2 feg A A |t = fed
v @ & A fag @ gfew AR 7w
Y Fren 1 fewrfomm @& a1 @8
TG AT AT A A AR F AreA
T TTeH THAT A FFAT | 9 T9 Fgr
gy 6 T 6 T 9 ga 4 AR at
w3 fed 78 @ & | 9g #EH
F e @Y T ot 2 3T & AR g A
3 5 30 99 g | 3 @ @Y T
&t smafwai & amw faar omar @
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R FERTA F FHATY IJH AT
I I F | WY AW AT AWM
T § 5 grew feaet sww @ T
& 7 9w g 5 @9 & e A
TF FASY TS G ST 3@ AR AHSA
F A s A AR FE I0Y
gaE | ST A T FRERE ¥
RAE § AR qg FRARIAT Iq&T
QY FT GG 79 @Y | F AIEar
g f5 o gfutal & faars 5§
FTETE Y 7T ) 6 39 avg § FIewH
T FPTaT 3 TR |

# uF o fme 3 =gar g
U AHH a7 <@l ar | fedr Ffmaw
F eqwE X ogEw & 4% fF
g ATIES AF a9 @I & AT 399
[T T | IR g fear fF oag
AT FHTT a9 @7 &, T0H AF A |
7g A IR Afaee Sftag &t
A1 F FE | I @ oTw ww
G | ST gART IT { FFT AT AV S
g fear Soifaaes f& Sa< 3@t o
Za®! A | AfeA foT sy ag a9
&0 gl | @r F R SHEE @
FgT % A% a9ar 997 97 wWr & at
I I IR g7 fF @F ar
qF @ Ifew g § w9 a9
IgF AR IHH FEr FF ag B
Al I %y e o ff f afefese
% fear mar &, vgerEd &< foar
g oR 9§ 9T 99 T JEET FT
fear mm @ W ag sl age
F7 faar mr g 1 =R A9 AR
T gwy § 5 fow g a5 =fe-
fraamd ag 7% &, frw g2 a% R
g T § AR EE e A feel
s fm @ & mwr faw
g1 afgd | Fammg fr oz &
TR AT oF FHE &8 W1 W FX
£ Awenm &1 Tgag ¥ W &R
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AR qa1 A 5 qgt ¥ s=ar ;¥ v
Fmn oanfmr &

IS FTARIA & W F favora
¥ T @ AR g wwd ) e
¥ gz fefgwe A% 4 1| 993 qFmEw
# § A1 g % o saran v A
¥ & e s & s agfoad
WA WA E ) aEd o 5a
afus aq T § 1 A A I g
Tl F E, SEN qE F ;G v
feemar amgan § 1 SR § S ageR
H & IET § W) O 7Y § O
oA E I T WA e A
R =+ § oF H AT F 7=
A § | g AT TEL & AfHT AR
TE AT § | WIEEX @fad A wmar
2 & a8 w51 } 5 9e i amoh
it AoFa a@E F foF &
Mr. Chairman: These are all outside
the scope of the Bill,

Shri Braj Raj Singh: They have no
other occasion to put forward their
demands.

=t Tqa TWwT ;0 § a1 gEfag
FIARAT & qR T g QE |

Mr. Chairman: I would request the
hon. Member to keep to the clauses
that are amended in the Bill.

St FAT THEL AT A @EY A
g ¥ g, fee &0 aw som @
FEAT |

FAEH w9 TR A
a Hfgam |

Y TR TATHL : 7 I FgAT ATEAT
g fr areias & it § fw 3
A AT qg & fF S AT HT IAH
2 I8 wE AT faegw A% faan
T R 1 T AR F I qIR AT #}
i &1 oot § oF qEATEEd FAA
3| S T ¥ w1 A g G el
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[CUEEER IS
¥ w=x  ¥g faayr a€ S wifgd
afea agr sar & 5 gt sfqwrw <t
Srar =ifgd | @ F wrgan g 5 o
1 TT FNRE FY g2 ¥ fase a0
fgd |

s e § 9w § e &
BT GGF ¥ T AGH HL I | TH
6 FIWEIRE S & § AW
war € 1 30 T feeat gefwfe-
2 wF T A faed geffreaa ¥
gfadrd FEm ¥ afawtE w1
free & AR FrERaE F wfawd
feeelt efafeam & sfawfal «
foaa &, SNEH R T &, @i
FY groa godr a0 & A § fp e
3 Y TE I @I, T A T FW
IoaT &, T TIEl BT FH 99 G2
q FIEIEE FH FAT § HAR T foeeit
wefafgam #m #@@r @ 1 i
& wrgn g & o @ o oy
fashrer FX & forar aftg @97 € I
R I A1 9T afafaat sfe =
& ord arfs TET F7 senr ¥ e
A TE | [T AT FT I7AT BT HTGIEA
# fawamm aff w @ R 1 7 wmNE
A o § T g FTIR &) oo
TR

g1 A1 1g 91 fF aRerEs &t
Tog A I w=yr @ www | fe
Sar f& N a@w s A ¥ oF,
o AT a8 € 5 wat & | § qry
W 99T § | 99 fmw g1 ows
Taom adf § 1 feech wefufream
FgaT § 5 ag s 1 ownr 2
TR FERIT Fgar § 5 fooely we-
fafrgam &1 v & T T §
T war fF ag feaer & &
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T g f5 g W @ A Wt
9 fr =W e €1

oY A 7 A yEQIE @ R AT
afafs F d9 w7 SEer # faiw
T § A wgar g 5 ag faw o
g

Mr. Chairman: There are a large
number of amendments. I would like
to have the opinion of the House. We
have to finish the Bill. Actually, we
have already been discussing this for
a longer time than has been allotted
by the Business Advisory Committee.
I permitted it. We have to finish
this by 3 o’clock. There are a large
number of amendments. Would the
House like to continue the general
discussion or do we take up the
amendments now?

Shri Radha Raman: Half-an-hour
may be reserved for the amendments.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: 1 would
like to have five minutes.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: I would
like to take five minutes.

Mr. Chairman: The point is, if there
are a large number of amendments,—
quite a large number—I do not think
half-an-hour will be enough. We will
need at least 45 minutes including at
least 15 minutes for the hon. Minis-
ter. I suggest if 2 or 3 Members.
could take five minutes, I will be able
to squeeze it in.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: 1 would
take only five minutes.

Mr. Chairman: I shall first call those
who are directly concerned.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: References
have been made to Calcutta in con-
nection with the discussion of this
Bi'L

Mr. Chairman: Not much has been
said about Calcutta. It has only been
stated that Calcutta had restricted
franchise,
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Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: 1 would
only speak on the provisions here.

Mr. Chairman: I shall see if I can
fit in; some may have to be cut out.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: I will
limit my observations to clauses 8 ana
9 of the amending Bill. I am afraid,
though the primary object of the Bill
is to replace multi-member wards by
single-member wards, yet opportunity
has been taken to hit displaced per-
sons of Delhi to a very large extent.

Clause 8 contemplates an amend-
ment to section 119 of the principal
Act. The object is that those dis-
placed persons to whom evacuee pro-
perties have been transferred, should
also be made liable to pay the taxes.
I appreciate the position which the
hon. Minister has been pleased to take
in his opening speech. I agree with
him where transfer has taken place
and rights of ownership whether on
instalment basis or otherwise have
vested in the transferee, certainly,
there should be liability for payment
of the tax. Let us see if the Amend-
ing Bill or the amendment of section
119 contains that indication alone or
not. Clause 8 is very wide. What it
lays down is this:

“Where the possession of any
land or building, being property
of the Union, has been delivered
in pursuance of section 20 of the
Displaced Persons (Compensation
and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 to a
displaced person or any association
of displaced persons, whether in-
corporated or not, or to any other
person (hereafter in ‘this sub-
section and the proviso to sub-
section (1) of section 120 referred
to as the transferee), the property
taxes specified in section 114 shall
be leviable and shall be deemed
to have been leviable in respect of
such lang or building with effect
from the Tth day of April, 1958
or the date on which possession
thereof has been delivered to the
transferee, whichever is later....”
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I agree. But. section 20 of the Dis-
placed Persons (Compensation and
Rehabilitation) Act, constitutes five
kinds of transfers which do not con-
tain vesting of the ownership. I will
take you through section 20. Section:
20 lays down:

“Subject to any rules that may
be made under this Act, the
managing officer or managing cor-
poration may transfer any Pro-
perty out of the compensation
pool....".

Five calegories are given. The first
category lays down:

“by sale of such property to a
displaced person or any associa-
tion of displaced persons, whether
incorporated or mnot, or to any
other person, whether the pro-
periy is sold by public auction or
otherwise;

So far as this clause is concerned, I
concede that the moment the property
is transferred, the transferee should
be liable to pay the tax. All right.
Let us see sub-sections (b), (¢) and
(e) of section 10(1). They lay down:

“by lease of any such property
to a displaced person or an
association of displaced persons,
whether incorporated or not, or
to any other person;

“(c) by allotment of any such
property to a displaced person or
an association of displaced persons
whether incorporated or not, or
to any other person, on such
valuation as the Settlement Com-
missioner may determine;

“(e) in such otheyr manner as
may be prescribed.”

I would certainly say that if these
clauses 8 and 9 had been limited to
clause (a) of sub-section (1) or
clause (d), there would have been
no grouse. This amendment tries to
bring in its ambit of transferee, lessee,
tenant or person in possession
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because he is paying mesne profits.
It would not only be unjust, but also,
1 am sure, illegal and it would be
contrary to article 14 of the Constitu-
tion inasmuch as it would be dis-
crimination against a person who
becomes a tenant under sub-clause
(b) of sub-section (1). I would
request the hon. Minister to have the
matter examined carefully. Evacuee
properties have been transferred in-
different ways. Some transfers have
taken place where ownership rights
have been given. Transfer certificates
have been given. In some cases, the
-same rights are not given, but they
are only allottees under the Evacuee
Property Act, which means, a tenant.
Allottee under the Displaced Persons
Act also means a tenant. If you
make a tenant liable to the payment
.0f taxes, that would not only be
unjust, but that would be discrimina-
tion,—unreasonable  discrimination—
inasmuch as a person who is a tenant
of a private owner or of Government
property—a government servant who
is in occupation as a lessee or tenant
—is not liable to pay the house tax
or other taxes. There is no liability
-unless there is a contractual liability
belween himself and the landlord.
But you make him liable under this
clause 8. Therefore, I would submit
that this is a matter which needs
re-examination, and it will be in the
fitness of things if Government them-
selves amend this clause 8 to this
effect that after the word ‘section 20’,
the words (1) (a) and (b) are added,
so that they exclude from the ambit
of this provision cases covered by
section 20 (1) (b), 20 (1) (c) and 20
(1) (e).

1 wish that the Home Ministry had
been pleased to take the opinion of
the Rehabilitation Ministry on this
‘matter. Otherwise, I believe that not
only will it be unjust, but it will also
create a lot of complications, and I
am afraid that this measure, or at
least this part of the measure would
‘be held unconstitutional. That is my
submission on this Bill.
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Shri Datar: While a number of
hon. Members have accepted the
underlying principles, opportunity
was taken by others to bring in the
whole of the Delhi Municipal Corpo-
ration under their review, to such an
extent that some of them even con-
tended that there was no popular set-
up in Delhi in spite of all those powers
which have been given to the Delhi
Municipa] Corporation.

So far as this general question is
concerned, I should point out that it
is beyond the purview of the present
limited Bill. Here, we are not going
to iake the whole Act into conside-
ration, nor are we reviewing the
administration of the Act in the Delhi
area including the rura] area. In fact,
my hon, friend here wanted to bring
in also the administration of the Act
in the rural areas. I should like to
point out that all this is far from
relevent so far as the few amend-
ments that have been included in this
Bill are concerned.

Then, a question was asked whe-
ther we had the consent of the Delhi
Municipal Corporation. May I point
out that on everyone of the amend-
ments that have been incorporated
in this amending Bill, we had the
opinion, and we had the initiative
also, of the Delhi Municipal Corpo-
tion itself? After they made certain
proposals to us, which have been
incorporated in this Bill, we also con-
sulted the Delhi Advisory Committee.
and after that, the present Bill has
been brought forward.

Insteatq of going into the other
questions which are more or less not
of so great an importance as the first
one, namely the splitting up of the
constituencies, I would read out to you
the exact resolution that was/passed by
the Delhi Municipal Corporation as
early as the 13th January, 1959. They
passed the following resolution:

“This Municipa] Corporation of
Delhi is of the opinion that for



7477 Delhi

the purposes of election of coun-
cillors, Delhi be divided into
single-member wards. I there-
fore, urges upon the Central Gov-
ernment to take necessary eteps
for the amendment of section 5 of
the Corporation Act.”

This was the resolu.ion that was pass-
ed by the Delhi Municipal Corpora-
tion.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur):
There was no Member from the
Opposition at that time.

Shri Balraj Madhok: This was just
on a snap voie. I would like to
know how many recommendations of
the Delhi Municipal Corporation have
been accepted by Government.

Shri Datar: If, for example, some
councillors did not like the resolution
or if they voted against the resolu-
tion, still we have to assume that this
resolution was passed by a majority
and has to be considered as the reso-
lution of the Delhi Municipa]l Corpo-
ration. In these circumstances, the
question that was raised by certain
hon. Memebers, namely whether we
had consulted the Delhi Municipal
Corporation, is easily answered. In
fact, it was they who took the initia-
tive, and we are only acting in accor-
dance with their destres in this res-
pect.

Similar is the case with regard to
the other amendments also that have
been brought forward. As pointed out
yesterday, in certain cases, technical
difficulties arose, and one of the diffi-
culties was with reference to what
Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi has stated. I
should like to answer Shri Ajit Singh
Sarhadi, so far as this particular ques-
tion is concerned. My hon. friend is
not here at this moment, but he ought
to know that the liabiliy for payment
for services received such as light,
water etc. does not depend solely
upon the devolution of ownership.
It depends upon the fact of possession.
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This is the general law. Under the
general law, it might be a lessee, it
might be a licensee or it might be a
transferee or jt might be some other
person; all these presons cannot raise
any objection on the ground that
inasmuch as they are in the nature of
lessees or inasmuch as the title is not
vested in them, therefore, they are not
bound to pay for the services. The
general principle of the civi] law
ought to be taken into account. Espe-
cially in all such cases where the
local authorities have to furnish the
services, the most important or the
fundamental point is the fact of pos-
session, and to the fact of possession
or to the right of factual possession
attaches the liability to pay for the:
services. If this aspect is appreciated
by my hon. friend, then the question
which he has raised is easily answer-
ed. It is not only the proprietary right,
but it is the fact of possession which
has to be taken into account; and so
long as a person is in possession of
certain properties, he is bound to pay
for the services. Therefore, there is
neither any discrimination nor any
unfairness in this. Rather, the un-
fairness lies the other way about,
because these persons are taking
advaniage of al] these services but
they are refusing to pay the taxes
which they are bound to pay.

Similarly, another objection was
raised with regard to ‘unauthorised
constructions. So far as unauthorised
constructions are concerned, a number
of hon. Members unwittingly spoke
in such a way that the persons who
actually have constructed unauthoris-
edly might believe that those hon.
Members have been supporting them.
But I know that no hon. Member of
this House is supporting those who
are constructing in an unauthorised
way.

My hon. friend Shri Braj Raj Singh
wanted to know how many such un-
authorised constructions are there in
Delhi. May I point out to him that
unfortunately, in Delhi, we have got
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almost a scandal of these unauthoris-
ed constructions? They rise over-
mnight, and after they rise, we have
the very bad spectacle of these un-
authorised constructions being sup-
ported through influential quarters, on
the ground that they are settled facts.
May I point out that the doctrine of
settled facts applies only where there
is bona fide or legitimate construc-
tion, and not otherwise at all?

Shri Balraj Madhok: It is because
of the Government policy that they
rise like that.

Shri Datar: Whenever there are
unauthorised constructions, they have
got to be demolised. There is no half-
way house so far as this evil is con-
<erned.

The nexi question that was raised
was whether the powers should be
given to the Municipal Corporation or
to the Municipal Commissioner. Here,
again, a general question was raised
as to whether the powers should vest
in the commissioner or whether any
powers should be given to the Mayor.
So far as this question is conecrned,
‘we have to remember that when the
original Bill was before this House,
this whole question was considered
in all its aspects; we had before us
the model of the Bombay Municipal
Corporation, and we followed that
model almost to the fullest extent.
As one hon, Member, I think Shri
Radha Raman, rightly pointed out, so
far as the Mayor’s functions are con-
cerned, they are naturally of a deli-
‘berative character and so far as the
Commissioner js concerned, they are
-of an executive character.

Shri Tangamani: If Bombay is
‘being followed, why are Government
abolishing plural-member wards?

Shri Datar: This is the principle
that is being followed. It is perfect-
1y open to the hon. Member to bring
aip that question in the proper form.
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But so far as the present Bill is con-
cerned, all that I would point out is
that all this is beyond the purview of
the discussion over a limited amend-
ing Bill.

I might also make an announcement
so far as one matier is concerned. A
number of hon. Members on both
sides wanted that just as in the case
of a cow we grant exemption, in the
case of a she-buffalo also this exemp-
tion might be allowed. 1 am going
to accept the amendment of my hon.
friend on this subject. But I am not
going to give the exemption for both
cow and she-buffalo. It is to either a
cow or a she-buffalo.

Shri Tangamani: My amendment is
there.

Shri Datar: I am going to accept
that amendment, amendment No, 16
as also amendmen; No, 18, because
some further changes are necessary.

An hon, Member has suggested that
amongst the Punjabi population in
Delhi more are in favour of she-
buffaloes than cows. Whatever that
might be, we are prepared to grant
exemption in the case of one, either
cow or she-buffalo.

So far as taxes are concerned, though
the highest tax in respect of a cow is
Rs. 30, it is open to the Municipal Cor-
p:ration to vary the tax. At present,
they are actually levying a tax of
Rs. 10 on a cow, All the same, in
view of the acceptance of this amend-
ment, there will be the advantage of
keeping either a cow or a she-buffalo
and the exemption will apply only to
one of them. If there are more than
one, then the presumption is that they
are not for domestic use but f-r the
purpose of trade. Then all the cows
and she-buffalos. whatever be the
number, will be liable to tax.

Shri Tyagi: What about goats and
sheep? Goat is a small milch animal.
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Shri Datar: We are not going to
allow exemption for goats,

Ch. Brahm Prakash: I do not think
there is any tax cn goats.

Shri Datar: Whatever it is, we are
not going to allow any further exemp-
tion. After goats, sheep and other
things also would be brought in.

Shri Tangamani: At present, there
is no tax on goats.

Ch, Brahm Prakash: I do not think
there is any tax on goats.

Shri Datar: So that meets the point.

So far as cycles are concerned, it is
very difficult to extend the exemption.
My hon. friend stated that in Madras
there are no taxes at all. That is not
the correct position. I have ascertained
and found that in Madras State cycles
are not exempt from taxation either 1n
1he Corporation or in any other Muni-
cipalities.

Shri Tangamani: A  number of
Municipalities do not tax cycles, This
has been considered by the Corpora-
tion.

Shri Balraj Madhok: Cycle is
the vehicle of the common man in
Dejhi. So this small mercy should
not be beyond the power of the Go-
vernment.

Shri Datar: Let those who are not
taxed contribute at least something to
the taxes. .

Shri Balraj Madhok: They do pay.
Shri Datar: That is all right.

So far as the other questions are
concerned, they are not of a material
nature.

Let it be formally on record that
I oppose both the motion for circula-
tion as well as the motions for re-
ference to Select Committee.
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Shri Braj Raj Singh: What else
could we expect from him?

Shri Datar: This is hardly fair
when I have accepted the amendment
regarding she-buffalo.

Mr. Chairman: I shall first put the
motion for circulation to vote.

The motion wds put and megatived.

Mr. Chairman: There are two
Motions for reference to Select Com-
mittee. I shall put both of them to-
gether to vote.

Shri A. C. Guha: Has the permis-
sion of the Members concerned been
taken?

Mr, Chairman: I presume that is
the rule.

Shri Datar: My name has been put
in at the instance of the Speaker.

Mr. Chairman: ‘I shall now put

/amendments Nos. 24 and 1 for re-

ference of the Bill to Select Com-
mittees.

The motion was put and negatived.
—

Mr. Chairman: The question is:
“That the Bill further to am-
end the Delhi Municipal Corpo-
ration Act, 1957, be taken into
consideration”.
The motion was adopted.
Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“Clause 2 stand part of the

Bill”.
The motion was adopted,

Clause 2 was added to the Bill.
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Mr. Chairman: Before proceeding
further, I rule out of order certain
amendments that have been tabled.
Shri Bal Raj Madhok wanted to move
amendments to sections that are not
open for amendment in the amending
Bill. The following amendments are
out of order: Nos. 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9 and
22,

We shall now take up clauses 3 to
15. -

Mr. Chairman: As the time is
short, it will be better if all the am-
endments in the name of each Mem-
ber are moved together, and then I
will put the question later.

Shri Tangamani: I beg to move:

Page 1, line 11,—

for “single-member wards”
substitute “multi-member wards
with cumulative voting” (col. 3,

amdt. 12)

—-——
Page 1, line 17,—
add at the end—

“and the number of seats thus
reserved” (cl. 3, amdt, 13)

——

Page 2, for clause 4, substitute—

“4, Amendment of section 10.—
In section 10 of the principal
Act, for sub-section (2), the fol-
lowing sub-section shall be sub-
stituted, namely: —

‘(2) In every ward an elector will
have as many votes as there
are councillors to be elected
from the ward and the elector
at any election may give more
than one vote to any candi-
date’.” (cl. 4, Amdt. 14)

—
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Page 3,—

(i) in line 35—

(a) after “a cow” insert—
“or a she buffalo”

(b) after “the cow” insert—
“or a she buffalo”

(ii) in line 36—

after “cow” insert—

‘“or she buffalo”,
16)

-y

(cl. 14, amdt.

Page 2,—

for clause 8, substitute—

‘8. Omission of section 119.—Section
119 of the principal Act shall be omit-
ted’.

Page 4,—

(i) in line 1,—

after “cows” insert—

“or she-buffaloes”;
(ii) in line 3,—
after “cows” insert—

“or she-buffaloes”; (cl, 14, amdt.
18)

—e

Page 4, line 9,—

omit “two-thirds of”. (cl. 15, amdt.
20).

Page 7,—

for lines 1 to 3, substitute—

‘after the words ‘“issue of pass-
es to the”, the words ‘“‘councillors,
aldermen, bona fide press repre-
sentatives and Municipal” shall
be inserted.” (cl. 20, amdt. 21).

e

I shall be brief in my remarks.
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The most important clause is clause
3. I was very happy to find the hon.
Minister referring to the Bombay
Act. 1 take it that the Bombay Act
has not been amended since the pass-
ing of the original Act. Bombay has
still got plural constituencies with
cumulative voting, but here originally
we had plural constituencies with
distributive voting. I have already
pointed out in my earlier speech that
there are 80 elected members and six
aldermen making a total of 86 coun-
cillors. There are 34 constituencies
electing two members each; except 12
reserved constituencies which elect
three members each, making a total
of 60. I suggest that these multi-
member constituencies be retained
with cumulative voting, so that if the
constituencies are increased, each vot-
er will have three votes, and he can
cast his vote to one candidate instead
of all the three. That, I understand,
is the practice in Bombay. In the
legislative elections in Ceylon also,
this is the practice. This is a very
salutary practice, because it will not
give rise to communal passions etc.,
being aroused. Every candidate elec-
ted will command the respect of a
large number of electors. I have al-
ready advanced arguments in its
favour, and I commend this amend-
ment to the House,

Regarding my amendments to
Clause 14, my job is very simple now
because the hon. Minister has indi-
cated that he is going to accept them
for giving exemption to she buffaloes
in addition to the cows which are
used for domestic purposes.

Regarding amendment No. 19, I
suggest that thig may be reconsidered
because bicycles, by and large, have
become the common man’s vehicle,
and the exemption given to them
‘will be very much appreciated. There
‘are other ways in which the Corpora-
tion can make up the finances. Fur-
ther, a move to exempt them by the
Delhi Corporation is likely to be
followed by the other corporations
also. I am not sure how far the bi-
cycles are being taxed by municipa-
1160 (Ai) LSD—S8.
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lities. My information is that a num-
ber of municipalities in Madras State
have exempted bicycles. In the Mad-
ras Corporation also, it has been
considerably reduced, and there are
a lot of restrictions on the imposition
of this taxation. That is my recollec-
tion. I will be happy if the hon.
Minister is able to tell us how much
they are charging for the bicycles.
Coming to clause 15, I find the note
on the clause says:

“For the stabilisation of land
values in Delhi, it is necessary
to impel owners of vacant build-
ings sites to build on the plots
instead of keeping them vacant
for speculative purposes. In view
of the shortage of residential and
commercial accommodation, it is
also necessary to ensure that the
owners do not keep their build-
ings vacant longer {han necessary.
Hence it is proposed to limit the
refund of property taxes (other
than water tax) on vacant lands
to fifty per cent. and on vacant
buildings and lands appurtenant
thereto to 66 2|3 per cent.”

By my amendment I suggest that
“two-thirds” in line 9, page 4, be
deleted. The reasons advanced here
will equally apply if this two-thirds
is also deleted,

My last amendment, amendment
No. 22 has been ruled out of order.
My amendment No. 21 to clause 20
is on the question of the issue of
passes. The original section 481 (1)
reads:

“D. Bye-laws relating to transport
services.

(1) the issue of passes to the
employees employed in connection
with the affairs of the Delhi
Transport Undertaking and the
conditions subject to which such
passes may be issued;”

I want the issue of these passes to
the municipal councillors, aldermen
and bonag fide press correspondents to
be specifically mentioned. I would
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like the municipa]l employees also to
be included. I do not want this to
be only for D.T.U. employees, but
other municipal employees also. I do
not know if the amendment can fit
in in the form in which it is propos-
ed. The rule-making powers are
wide. If the hon. Minister is able
to tell us that there is no restriction
in the issue of passes to bona fide
press correspondents and municipal
employees, 1 shall not press this. I
have brought this amendment because
there has been some difficulty regard-
ing this matter.

Lastly, I would like to congratulate
the hon. Minister for bringing one or
two amendments, particularly the
amendment about the bulk supply of
electricity and certain minor matters
which I mentioned in the first read-
ing itself.

I do not think he will be in a.posi-
tion to accept my amendments about
plural constituencies, but I would re-
quest him to reconsider this matter,
so that it may be brought at least as
an amending Bil] in the next session.

Among the other amendments, I
would like to press the one seeking
%0 exempt bicycles from tax.

‘Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: I oppose
amendment No. 12 to clause 3 moved
by Shri Tangamani.

In opposing this, I would state the
experience that we have in Calcutta
of the different types of constituen-
cies. Shri Madhok in his speech re-
ferred to the Calcutta Corporation as
having multiple constituencies, but
that is an incorrect statement. The
Calcutta Corporation has all single-
member constituencies.

Shri Tangamani: The Bombay Cor-
poration hag plural constituencies,

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: When the
Corporation Act was first passed in
1923, we had plural member consti-
tuencies, but the election in these
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constituencies began to create so much
complication that ultimately, after the
experience of a number of years, we
had to decide to change to single-
member constituencies. Now, all the
wards which were plural member
constituencies have been divided into
single-member constituencies. So, I
think the decision of the Government
in bringing forward the present Bill
to replace the plural member consti-
tuencies by single-member constitu-
encies is certainly very wise and
should be accepted. Shri Tanga-
mani’s suggestion of plural member
constituencies with cumulative voting
would make things more dangerous
and more difficult. I  believe
it suits the principle of democracy
more to have single-member constitu-
encies than plural member connstitu-
encies, to have the constituencies of
the Delhi Corporation recast in the
way indicated in the Bill and approv-
ed by the Select Committee. I support
the recommendations of the Select
Committee, and I oppose the amend-
ment of Shri Tangamani.

Shri Balraj Madhok: Sir, I beg to
move:

Page 2,
for clause 8, substitute—

‘8. Omission of section 119.—
Section 119 of the principal Aect
shall be omitted.’ (5).

I move that this section should be
omitted entirely instead of being ex-
tended in its scope. It is being ex-
tended by giving power to the Cor-
poration to charge property tax on
the properties that are being trans-
ferred to the displaced people. The
original section exempts the property
of the Government falling within
the Corporation limits. The proper-
ties which belong to Government are
rented out to the government em-
pluyces. The Corporation provides
services to those properties also Gov-
ernment is chagrging rent f om those
properties and, now, after Delhi has
become ‘A’ class city, the rent comes
up to Rs. 50 or Rs. 60 par month per
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quarter. Therefore there is no rca-
son why Government should not pay
taxes to the Corporation on those
properties.

The Delhi Corporation has already
a deficit budget. It wants money and
if these properties could be taxed,
much of the deficit could be wiped
off. If you cannot tax the property
of governmcit, then on that basis,
the proverty which has been given
to the displaced persons but whose
ownership still vests in the Govern-
ment should also not bz charged with
taxes. My feeling is that if this sec-
tica is omit.zd, the Rehabilitation
Ministry might expedite the transfer
of those propetries. Some of the
displaczd persons have already paid
the full value of the properties but
the properties have not been trans-
ferred to them. So, if this exemption
is given to them, then pressure can
be put on the Rehabilitation Minis-
try to transfer these properties quick-
ly. Thereby the people would stand
to gain in that the transfers would
be effected quicker. That is why I
move this amendment to omit this
section altogether.

My second amendment is to clause
14. T beg to move:

Page 4, after line 3, insert—
(e) birycles;

(f) animals of the bovine spe-
cies.” (6).

I want that the tax on bicycles
should be omitted, and that bicycles
should be exempted from taxation.
There are very cogent and strong
teasons for this. Delhi is a city in
which we have a large number of
cycles, larger than perhaps in any
ether city of the country; and it s
the vehicle of the common man.

The transport system in the city
being what it is, you canriot depend
upon buses here and the common man
cannot go by taxis or scooters. There-
fore, most of the people are depend-
ing upon the bicycle for going to
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their offices etc. Of course, the tax
charged is very small. Actually, the
collection charges, I understand al-
most cover half or more than half
of it. I do not know the exact
figures. Therefore as it is said in
Hindi, it is a W'E &W
you are not getting much out of it,
but the common people are
harassed.

Nobody wants to go to the Muni-
cipal office to pay the tax because
that takes more than the tax itself.
So, generally, the municipal karma-
charis or the officers stand on the
road crossings and collect the tax;
when people are going to their offices,
they stop them. The harassment
caused in this way is much more
troublesome than the tax itself. I do
not think the Corporation would lose
much by way of loss of revenue
whereas the people will feel happy
and heave a sigh of relief if this tax
is taken away altogether.

Then, the next thing is exemption
of the bovine species. The cow s
already there and the buffalo is be-
ing exempted. Therefore I am thank-
ful to the Minister because he has
accepted this.

Mr. Chairman: So, you are moving
amendments Nos. 5 and 6?

Shri Balraj Madhok: Yes.

Shri C. K, Bhattacharya: I want to
speak on this particular amendment
about bicycles. I support the plea
that the persons owning the bicycles
may be given relief from the tax. But,
at the same time, I request the Delhi
Corporation to be very particular
about this fact that the cycles are
properly equipped. The cycles of
Delhi are a menace to themselves
and a menace to the pedestrians, as
1 find them. No bell, no brake and no
light—these are the distinguishing
features of the cycles that ply in
Delhi.

I quite appreciate the sympathy
which Shri Madhok has for the cycle
owners of Delhi. At the same time,
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I would request him to impress upon
them that they should not ride cycles
with these 3 distinguishing features, in
their own interests and in the inter-
ests of ourselves, the pedestrians,

Mr. Chairman: Government is mov-
ing an amendment on the lines and
principles which the hon. Minister
stated he was accepting with regard
to amendments Nos. 16 and 18 of
Shri Tangamani. But since the
wording should be carefully drafted,
Government is going to move a ful-
ler amendment which I will ask the
hon. Minister to read.

Shri Datar: In the course of this
discussion, three or four points
were raised. One was about the
multi-member constituencies. So far
as the multi-member constituencies
are concerned, I may point out to
my hon, friend that in Delhi, we have
22 double-member constituencies and
12 three-member constituencies. So
far as the double-member constitu-
encies are concerned, they were joint
constituencies for Scheduled Castes
and others together. According to a
decision which Parliament has taken
and which has been given effect to
in respect of the General Elections,
these double-member constituzncies
have now to go.

Then the next question that arises

Shri Balraj Madhok: Harijan mem-
bers are there in 12 and not 22 con-
stituencies.

Shri Datar: The question that
arises is whether these 12 three-mem-
ber constituencies shoulq at all re-
main. There are 80 elective seats.
Whatever may be said about the uti-
lity or otherwise or the advantage or
otherwise of these three-member
wards, the point is that the purpose
which my hon. friend has in view
will not be served at all. So far as
the General Elections arz concerned,
we have single-member constituencies
everywhere now. ‘Wherever there
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were double-member constituencies
for the Scheduled Castes and others,
they have all been split up. There-
fore, I would appeal to the hon. Mem-
ber not to press this because it is a
matter which relates only to a very
small number and is of doubtful
value. That cannot be accepted,

Then, the next point is with regard
to cycles. My hon. friends, Shri
Madhok and Shri Tangamani have
made a reference to cycles. So far
as the cycles are concerned, the
faulty manner in which the cycles
are used and ridden hag been elo-
quently pointed out by my hon.
friend on this side. (Interruptions).
On certain occasions, I also had, un-
fortunately, to admit that the condi-
tions were far from satisfactory.

We are making the law tight tu a
certain extent. The total number of
cycles, so far as the Delhi Muinicipal
Corporation is concerned, is 2 lakhs.
The tax that we are taking from
them is only Re. 1 per year.

An Hon. Member: No.

Shri Datar: That you will agree,
is nomina]l and my hon. friend, Shri
Madhok ought not to have used such
expressions as harassment and others.

Shri Tangamani: When it is such
a nominal charge you ought to make
a gesture by giving it up?

Shri Datar: There is no question of
making a gcsture. It would be at
the cost of the Delhi Municipal Cor-
poration. I have already made one
gesture. My hon. friend will under-
stand that. I made one gesture in
respect of the buffalozs. Does he
know that a very large amount of
about Rs. 2 lakhs would be lost by
the Delhi Municipal Corporation? Out
of regard for the hon. Member I
accepted a particular thing, Already
the conditions of the cycles are far
from satisfactory. Even if this one
rupee is removed the conditions will
not become good because, as I stated
formerly, it is a trifling charge. The
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cyclists should also drive their
cycles carefully and keep them in
good repair. Therefore, I am afraid
I cannot accept those amendments.
My friend Shri Madhok’s amendment
also cannot be acczpted because he
does not want section 119 altogether.
We have discussed that question at
length ang it is not possible to accept
this particular amendment.

Mr. Chairman: He may read out
the amendm=nt which he is moving.

Shri Datar: 1 beg to move:

for lines 35—38 on page 3 and
lines 1—3 on page 4, the follow-

ing shall be substituted, name-
ly:—

“(d) a cow or a she-buffalo
kept for milking for domestic use
if the cow or the she-buffalo is
the only cow or she-buffalo kept
by the owner or the person hav-
ing possession or control thereof
for such milking and is register-
ed in accordance with bye-laws
made in this behalf so, however,
that—

(i) where more cows or, as the
case may be, more she-buffa-
loes than one are kept by
several such owners or per-
sons constituting a family, the
tax under this section shall
be levied in respect of all
such cowg or all such she-
buffaloes,

(ii) where a cow and also a
she-buffalo are kept by the
owner or the person having
the possession or confrol
thereof or by several such
owners or persons constitut-
ing a family, the tax under
this section shal] be levied in
respect of the cow and the
she-buffalo.” (25).

Mr. Chairman: Now, I shal] put
the amendments to the vote of the
House. I shall put amendments Nos.
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12 and 13 to clause 3 to the vote of
the “House.

The amendment was put and
negatived.

Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“That Clause 3 stand part of
the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 3 was added to the Bill,

Mr, Chairman: I shall put amend-
ment No. 14 to the vote of the House.
—————
The amendment was put and
negatived.
Mr. Chairman: The question is:
“The Clause 4 stand part of the
Bill”,
The motion was adopted.

Clause 4 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 5, 6 and 7 were added to the
Bill.

Mr, Chairman: I shall put amend-
ment No. 5 to the vote of the House.

The amendment was put and
negatived.

Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“That Clause 8 stand part of the
Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 8 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 9 to 13 were added to the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: I shall now put
amendment No. 25 — Gové&nment
amendment—to clduse 14. The gues-
tion is:

For lines 35—38 on page 8 and lines
1—3 on page 4, the following shall
be substituted, namely: —

“(d) a cow or a she-buffalo
kept for milking for demestic use
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if the cow or the she-buffalp is
the only cow or she-buffalo kept
by the owner or the person hav-
ing possession or control thereof
for such milking and is registered
in accordance with by-laws made
in this behalf, so, however, that—

(i) where more cows or, as the
case may be, more she-buffa-
loes than one are kept by
several such owners or per-
sons constituting a family,
the tax under this section
shall be levied in respect of
all such cows or all such
she-buffaloes,

(ii) where a cow and also a
she-buffalp are kept by the
owner or the person having
the possession or control
thereof or by several such
owners or persons consituting
a family, the tax under this
section shall be levied in res-
pect of the cow and the she-
buffalo.” (25).

The amendment was adopted,

Mr, Chairman: I will put now the
rest of the amehdments to clause 14
together.

The amendments were put and
negatived.

Mr. Chairman: The question is:

Clause 14, us amended, was added to
the Bill.

The motion was adopted.

Clause 14, as amended, was added
to the Bill,

Mr. Chairman: I shall put amend-
ment No. 20 to the vote of the House.

—

The amendment was put and
negatived.
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Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“That Clause 15 stand part of
the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 15 was added to the Bill

Clauses 16, 17 and 18 were added to
the Bill.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: There is
one amendment—No. 11 to clause 19.

Mr. Chairman: It hefs not been
moved. I asked that they all be
moved together.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: He was not
hare at (hat time.

Mr. Chairman: He may move it
now.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: 1 beg to
move:
Page 6, line 28—

for “section” substitute <“Act”
(11).

It is a minor amendment of a for-
mal nature. I am seeking the re-
placement of the word ‘section’ by
the word ‘Act’ so that section 479 of
the principal Act may read: “Every
rule made under this Act shall be
laid as soon as may be after it is
made....” The Subordinate Legisla-
tion Committee has recommended
that this form should be adopted. The
rule making power is not only under
section 479 but under other sections
of the Act also.

Shri Datar: I accept the amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman: The question is:
Page 6 line 28—
for “section” substitute “Act®
(11),

The amendment was adopted,
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Mr. Chairman: The question is:
“That Clause 19, as amendeq,
stand part of the Bill.” .
The motion was adopted.

Clause 19, as amended, was add.ed‘ to
the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: I shall put amend-
ment No. 21 to clause 20 to the vote
of the House.

The amendment was put and °
negatived.

Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“That Clause 20 stand part ot
the Bill.”

The motion was adopted,
Clause 20 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 21, 22, 23, 1, Enacting For-
mula and the Title were added to the
Bill.

Shri Datar: Madam, I beg to move:

“That the Bill, as amended, be
passed.”

Mr. Chairman: The question is:

“That the Bill, as amended, be
passed.”

The motion was adopted.

15 hrs.

MOTION RE MINERAL CONCES-
SIONS RULES, 1960

Mr. Chairman: The House will
now take up consideration of the
motions for modification of the Min-
eral Concession Rules, 1960, laid on
the Table of the House on the 7th
August, 1961.

I would like to know the number
of hon. Members who may like to
participate in this discussion.—I see
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four hon, Members standing, _This is
a two-hour discussion. I think the
hon. Member who initiates the dis-
cussion will take about 25 minutes.

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla (Baloda
Bazar): About 35 minutes.

Mr. Chairman: He can try to man-
age within half an hour. Let us
make a compromise between 2§
minutes and 35 minutes. Let
him have 30 minutes. Then,
I think hon. Members who want
to speak may have 15 minutes each.
That will leave. finally about 30
minutes for the reply of the Minister.

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: I be;
to move: .

(1) This House resolves that in pur-
suance of sub-section (1) of sgction 28
of the Mines and Minerals (Regula-
tion and Development) Act, 1957, the
following amendment be made in the
Mineral Concession Rules, 1960, laid
on the Table on the 7th Decembet.
1960, and relaid on the 7th Augusy,
1961, namely: —

in sub-rule (1) of rule 11, for
“refused” substitute ‘“‘grant-
ed". - .

This House recommends to .. Rajya
Sabha that Rajya Sabha do concur
in the said resolution.

(2) This House resolves that in pur-"
suance of sub-section (1) of section 28
of the Mines and Minerals (Regula-
tion and Development) Act, 1957, the
following amendment be made in the -
Mineral Concession Rules, 1860, laid
on the Table on the 7th December,
1960, and relaid on the Tth August,
1961, namely: —

in sub-rule (2) of rule 11, Jor
“refused” substitute “gram.-
ed”.

This House recommends to Rajya
Sabha that Rajya Sabha do. concur .
in the said resolution.





