1l Bills Introduced
The Lok Snbha reassembled after Lunch ar
Th =ty Minutes Pust Faurteen of the Ciock.

[Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair]

UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION)
AMENDMENT BILL*

THE MINISTER. OF HOME AFFAIRS :
(SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN) : I beg to move for
leave to introduce a Bill to amend the
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER :
moved :
“That leave be granted tu introduce
a Bill to amend the Unlawful Activities
(Prevention) Act, 1967.”,

Motion

st vy fawg . (77): Sarera wgiaa,
% w9 faa &1 gafad faQw Far wgar
ifr wlwmagar sam g fd o
A FqF WA g, ar faw awa are
aY = § 77 fad fass alowang €
¥qifF wiw faw qmia § a7 @faw@m =
@A s F @R A Iy A
g g ETHE WIS Wiassz® s
Quem § w37 fpar g fF 7w faluw
#) gy granl F A F G & fF ag
dfaur & wgEa 2 41 A &1 A gAg
qz¥ AU WIAT 4g § R § 9w a1
qagT I FY A TG 9gA T IEHI
a1 79aq7 # 5 favas aamq qqq -
F1 KA FAGT AT §A & FIFAT -
FTT TART 3F g1g TE

SHRI K. NARAYAN RAO (Bobbili) :

On a point of order. Under what rule is
he raising the point of order ?

st wy faad © @ GOR AR
Al Y WIT 3 F1EY | A gWrA o 3
faaw 72 §...

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO: Shri
Madhu Limaye has raised an objection

against the introduction of the Bill. I am rais-
ing a point of order under rule 72 itself. If a
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Bill is opposed, the scope of the discussicn
at this stage will have to be confined to a
mere statement of facts, but I find that he
is going into the merits of so many things...

MR. DFPUTY-SPEAKER : He has
mentioned that he is raising a constitutional
aspect.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : 1t is not
a question of constitutional aspect. He has
no right to be permitted to go into the other
facts.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : So far as
the procedural aspect is concerned, he is
within his rights, and he has written to the
Chair already.

The hon. Member may kindly see rule
72 which reads thus :

“Provided that were a motion is
opposed on the ground that the Bill
initiates legislation outside the legislative
competence of the House, the Speaker
may permit a full discussion thereon.™.

The hon. Memiber has now got to prove
it. He has just begun, and let us see what
he has got to say.

Y Tie fag (Vgas) o sa s
T AAFY HaET G937 T qHG ¥ W@
& 7 a3 sz Agy g @g ?

ot fw T (300) : 77w W A
& SuTSger WM, W KT & @REATg AN
FIFE

ot 7 fowd : wT9 GEeT o ary
17 § | & feag are wrwfen Y qia 5%
w1 §

SHRI SHIVAJI RAO S. DESHMUKH
(Parbhani) : On a point of order. The
hon. Member has raised an objection on the
ground that the officials of the Law Ministry
had gone to a long sleep, Can -this be
raised an objection to the introduction on
the ground of legislative competence ?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Does the
hon. Member want to suggest that this

*Published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary Part II, Section 2, dated 14-3-69,
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House should not look to the drafting of the
legislation ? That is the preliminary objec-
tion raised by Shri Madhu Limaye. That is
perfectly valid.

st Wy fowd ¥ TEET qT 98
ur 5 oo fadgs 1 sew@ 4 981 7
¥0if% fadaw aaa ar o @ &, agA
ETRFX 4g feaq e grefar @ §
T EHF! & & Tl 9gal |

o gET e 9 & 6w s wn
AEIET gAWT 9gi Fgd §, q@ AT F]A
T g g A & g f& (@a &
q%, @fsge ¥AT 9L AT Ao THo Mo
ar aifsfaes wrgfaee ardf 97 g
srer @t WA wWelen gwar #d E fE
gears} 9T qrasl S &7 W A
srar ) fand ¥ sug gwar aifgr ) &
it IT€Y g ¥ gales o aET AW
ag @y § fF s et feafa @ a1 9T
F geay A geard # 99 9T g wfa-
gy aA & fad 0z faw w9 &1
MR FaE A FA GG AW
a1 & fady w31 TgaAT g |

IS AT, A7 AT F2Ar a8
¢ fe el st @l wrarfzal o
wrwe & < & 1 ¥t grew & ag T
AT A FIAR W9T & fod arg w0
& o g faega wafas &

s & & woft wevew ¥ qEAT wigm
f& #q7 3% @ ATA A ¥ F g
TfFmm yqat & qeg AN T aw
% 31T Afa FA7 I WY /e @rEw
& A SN §G AT FATAT 911 AT
T Al A & dw T R A A
qeY TA7 ¥ FTHAT ¥ 99X I@ AW &Y
A A W EI AE T agaw
wer e @@ fadaw vy ag aow A
o g gamge  WEfadia e oar }
Iaw! arow ¥ amer a1 fofie w6 A
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Wit ¥ WI§ 9w EW SEE @rm
w1 o fex g7t am far ew @
LICUI

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : He has only
brought in extranc.us matter,

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : What he
has raised falls outside the purview of this
rule.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : He has
criminally wasted. two minutes of the House.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : No. no.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : I was just
waiting to hear some valid argument from
him supporting his opposition to the intro-
duction of the Bill... ..

MR. DFPUTY-SPEAKER : He has not
referred to any constitutional aspect,

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : He has not
raised any constitutional objection, but he
has gone into the merits of the Bill.

As far as the principle of the Bill is
concerned, the Housc bas already accepted
it. The only point that arises is this. At
the time¢ when we had this Bill passed, we
were advised that it would be applicable to
Jammu and Kashmir also. I must admit
onc thing which Shri Madhu Limaye has
said, namely that the Law Ministry did not
anticipate this difficulty at that time. But
human efforts are always imperfect. As long
as nobody stands to couceal the in.perfec-
tions, there should be no objection. We have
come forward before the House openly
pleading that we did not see this legal
difficulty then, and now we are advised
legally that in order to remedy this position
it is much better that the Act is amended
again.

We can consider the merits of the Bill
at the time of the consideration of the Bill.
Now, I move that leave be granted.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques-
tion is :

“That leave be granted to introduce a
Bill to amend the Unlawful Activitics (Pre-
vention) Act, 1967.".
The motion was adopted.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : Sir, I introduce
the Bill.




