195 Re. Supreme Court’s

12,00 hrs.

RE: SUPREME COURT'S JUDGMENT
ON DERECOGNITION OF PRINCES
ORDER

MR. SPEAKER : We now take up the Call
Attention Notice. .

st wew fapdt awa (IR
T et @av faaT 8. . . . (Interruptions)

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY
(Kendrapara) : I have written to you. The
Supreme Court has delivered the judgment
striking down. . (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : After the Call Attention
is'over. (Fnterruptions) All of you sit down.
Nothing will go on record. ([nterruptions)** I
have received a number of chits just informing
me that the Supreme Court has held the
derecognition of princes’ Order as ultra vires .

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Shame, shame !
(Interruptions)

MR, SPEAKER : Order, order. Will you
gain anything by shouting like this.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : (Rohtak) : We
will pass it again. . ( Intérruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : I am not allowing any-
body. After all, I have to regulate the debate.
Are you going to gain anything by such shout-
ings ? Some Members, starting with Shri
Surendranath Dwivedy, have sent chits to me
saying that they want to raise this matter in
the House. It could have been much better
if some regular motion under some rule had
been given.

st W fagrQt Toddt o wSAY
wRven, A &€, ag A g K w0
Gqar 3 99 97 AT A1T FEgA 1 EH
st fear ST, I9 T WA G I
T o WYAA & v sy . (ewwar)

SHR1 SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
Whether there will be a regular motion or
not, we shall discuss that later on. But the
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whole question is this. We are all concerned,

specially the Parliament, because the Parlia-

ment and the people of this country want the

abolition of the privy purses. . ([Interruptions)

SHRI RANJEET SINGH (Khalilabad) :
Absolute nonsence.

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
The Supreme Court in its wisdom has held
ultra vires the de-recognition order issued by
the President. This has created a new situa-
tion because only on technical grounds the
Supreme Court has come into the picture.
The Parliament has to discharge its duty to the
people whatever the Supreme Court may hold.
Therefore, Sir, I would urge upon the Govern-
ment that before Parliament adjourns. .

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam) : Resign.

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :..
let them bring the Privy Purses Abolition Bill
and the House would pass the Bill in one day
and I am sure that a large majority and the
requirements of the Constitution would be
fulfilled and the support of both Houses of
Parliament will be received for such a Bill.
This will be quite a legal, constitutional and
democratic procedure, I want that the
Government should make a statement that

they are going to introduce the Bill this after-
noon in this House,

MR. SPEAKER : Mr, Vajpayee,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH :
Benches also, Sir.

§ wEw fagrdt modd ;o asaw
HBlaq, AT A UNAHAT & Jq & AT
fastmifasix gweq #<7 & fog dag &
uF faga®s qw fwar ar ag fagas
usy gar § qifed ag gar 1 gAr ag
wifgy a1 fF §IFT 6 g F &l
AT Iw fagas &1 6T & dag & qmwd
ardr | afea @l S sragaar w3F,
a5 AAtar & SHEARL AW A
afiagfes = F @ I F q7
w4 A fufads gme s34 Ign g

Congress

** Not recorded
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axt 2 fs gfm w12 7 A7F F A5z
9T oF FAMAT A & 0 (sgwem) C
FAT GIFRIT F g A A4 F A1 SN
w2 2ar Tifgd o L. (swEem)

ot ®o Wro @Al (FTAT) : **

st wax @ qea (faedt q3T) o
ey wgiaa, fao qast F ¥ wsz arfaw
73 Frfgd ., (saem) ...

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Sir, I
move that Shri S. M. Banerjee be expelled
from this House.

=t wag A TR **qfyg e
3ifge 1
SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta

" North East) : This House should have freedom
of spe ech. . (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : If you go on interrupting
like this, nothing will go on record.

=it sEa fagrd avadah : sre faoia
Afqg | **

MR. SPEAKER : No, no. This is very
unfair. Please be careful about your observa.
tions. They are also an august body as this
House and we must respect each other. I will
not allow any remarks.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE : That is not
the point.

MR. SPEAKER : Mr. Mukerjee, please

sit down,

st sEw fagry amedat s g gH
qur #34 Afag

g F1E FT EFAT 31T 2 A7 T93-
zq frarg & 7z Az7 aff a1 g5ar 26w
AT HIAT 2 IIF! AAAT TIAT | HAT
&A1 Za1< fais qar 2%*
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WY T RAF AVsaew a8 T
ST gRAT 2

s AZ15q, U fadzw 2
(wrasw) ;7 A 20 (wwwaa)

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
Are we discussing the Supreme Court’s judg-
ments ? (Interruption)

MR. SPEAKER: 1
remarks,

st wew fagrd aRmw g
fasa <& & "wwre @1 fafy grag
AYETT FT A X ¥ A7 avfaa gar
Rl Jq g AT A A 7 ax 6 fagaw
A FT AT G2 A Frar " (sqaea)

don’t allow such

Q% RAA §%€ 1 T&7 A4 AT4T
A

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
We can have night session if necessary.

ot wza fagrd Twdat : o fagas
A & AT AT FT @A T A0
Tfgq 1

S} TRl qEw (ATAAAG) : Heqy
aglzy, a2 |U W owAar 2y fogw
TG WAAT # FIFT A A A AgeEqy
FIW IBA G, A% F1 TFAFWT FE
T fad1 qq F1 AT FIA1, 2T Fr
FUTT 431 7 3957 faq =19 FT @M
fegr 2" (wmamA) 2w W oow A%
o, oF A€ 48T AT oF  Aqr fazarw
qa1 AT 97 1 AW A A4AT A qwFT AT
fFag St us w2z %t Fafa 41 s9q
A% gfem fasar ) 3w & F frgzigq
A At AFTAFA9 2 92 AT FFA7 O
oF A IS 41 0 (sAE)
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[ = g=oira areT ]

sftad, «ft sew fagrdr et ¥
aft Fgr a7 fr gitw &1 & o1 F g9
fota & aTFIT F {2 9T OF AHHAT 90
g1 # sgr wgar g f5 gitw W
Wit favfa 2, & agg wWAQEF FEAT
Frgar g F Zw sy sarfas saqear #7,
gita F1T F1 AT FIAT F1gAT § A
3% gfa @vwia saw F9 § afFa 72
#z @it 731 g @aar fs giw fE 5
e & za favia & srara aar @, Faoar
dar g § WYz gaF A1 ag awe feafa
dar 3£ & 3% fad @ @ fr g
FaFr SEitAs 0% § fAuser 737
F F1E uF FomaitAs adwT f[GFF )
gdifad § % wiegw § 3T & A4T
¥zg 19 &1 FFUY FIATAEATE &
g1t @aq &1 AJTTALT HA S I AAH
g & amen &t foegiw 3w AW
%17 F1 gRgq fFar v wASr OF
Wfen gard st g@ amar fada &3
f T g&T ¥ el 34 A1 9HT F1
gt #Y & A1F & wwde F A9 H
qAiTF A0F ¥ Y AT T GRS
& guer sanaifaF 79 3o1 & fydl-
g8 F7 gWIA &A1 Fifgy ag ] &7
FarT gAy Jgdr §)

SHRI RANGA : Mr. Speaker, Sir, we in
this House are functioning under our democra-
tic Constitution and we arc expected to be
true democrats and we have got to be loyal
to our Constitution. It is improper for any-
body under the Constitution to cavil at any
decision or judgment that may be made by
this House, more 30, by the Supreme Court.
Now, the question that is under dispute is not
the Privy Purses Bill. My bon. friend from
there said, this was passed by overwhelming
majority of this House, and the other House is
in favour of it. Overwhelming majority is
only when this House acts as Parliament.

But when the House takes upon itsell the
responsibility of a Constituent Assembly, of
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discharging its functions in relation to the
Constitution, it has got to be passed by the
special  procedure that is incorporated in
our Constitution. According to that procedure
oo vne who is a true democratic can dare
say with any sense of impartiality or justice
that Parliament has passed the Privy Purses
Bill. It has not passed it. (Interruption) It was
defeated ; it was not passed but it was defea-
ted. Ifthe Government were really keen on
democracy and on observing democratic con-
ventions, then and there they should have
resigned, but they did not, because they have
no sense of propriety.

Then, what happened ? They wanted to
be contemptuous of this Parliament, and there-
fore, in an under-hand manner, in an undemo-
cratic manner according to me, they got that
order passed through the President; it was
not a parliamentary order ; it was not approv-
ed by Parliament. It had no sanction so far
as this Parliament was concerned. Government
by an executive fiat passed that order. It has
now been struck down by the Supreme Court.
If this Government has any respect at all for
democracy. .

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
They must bring the Bill.

SHRI RANGA : ..then they must resign,
and in all propriety and decency, they ought
resign and then go to the people. .

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
I agree, if they have any respect for Constitu-
tion and democracy, they must bring the Bill.

SHRI RANGA : My hon. friend is a
socialist and at the same time he is a democ-
rate also, but now he is behaving in an un-
democratic manner ; my hon. friend as well
as others and their allies are behaving in an
undemocratic manner. Let them go to the
people, and get a fresh mandate on that basis
as well as other basis. .

SHRI SURENDRANATH DIWVEDY :
This House is sovereign and it can pass the Bill
now.

SHRI RANGA : ... and then come here and
pass this Bill or any other Bill in which ever
form they would like to have it, in the proper
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democratic and constitutional manner as pro-
vided in the Constitution.

Here and now, since for the last few days
therc has been so much of furore and an
atmosphere has been created in this country
by the uncertain attitude of the Prime Minis-
ter and the ruling party whether there is going
to be a mid-term poll or net, now the Prime
Minister is being asked by us to say ‘Yes' or
‘No'. Now, a very good opportunity has come
for the country, and here is an inescapable
challenge facing the Prime Minister, and let
her say that she would go to the people on this
as well as other issues ; and we will face the
Government, and we shall see whether the
people would like to keep this government
which is behaving in this undemocratic and
unparliamentary and dictatorial manner as it
has done by the passing this order behind the
back of Parliament, or whether they would
like to dismiss this government and instal in its
place an alternative governinent,

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar):
Due to the incompetence, inefficiency and
impatiency of the Government, even good
ideas become highly controversial. .

SHRI VASUDEVAN NAIR (Peermade) :
He is for the abolition of the privy purses. Is
be not ?

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: As you
know, Government had lost that Bill. This
House had passed that Bill but the Rajya Sabha
had let it down. On that round, the Govern-
ment should have waited and intro-
duced a Bill after the expiry of six months and
then taken the verdict of the Parliament, but
they did not do that, and in hot haste and in
impatience they got the rulers derecognised.
But now, the Supreme Court has derecognised
the action of the Government and bas upheld
the Constitution. I congratulate the Supreme
Court, and the Government should now resign,
if the Government has any sense of prestige.
They should immediately quit, if the Govern-
ment possesses even an iota of prestige, But it
does not have any prestige at the moment, and,
therefore, it should mesign immediately and
go to the people and take the verdict of the
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people. I wish that the Prime Minister mus-
ters courage and resigns and goes to the
people. As you know, we belonged to the
United Congress before, and as I said earlier,
even good ideas are made bad by the
callousness, inefliciency, incompetence and im-
patience of this Government.

Therefore, I again congratulate the Supreme
Court and I wish that this Government imme-
diately resign.

SHRI H. N. MUKER]JEE : It seenis some-
what strange that as members of Parliament
some of us are taking up an attitude which
does not show that we have a lively sense of
our responsibility towards the people and to
the institution of Parliament. What has hap-
pened is that the Supreme Court has taken a
certain decision which we are not, at the
moment, discussing, but thereis no getting
away from the fact that the wish of this Parlia-
ment, as represented, above all, by the Lok
Sabha, in regard to the princes and their privy
purses has happened to  have been  flouted by
what the Supreme Court has done (Interruption)

MR. SPEAKER : That is not under discus-
sion now.

SHRI H. N. MUKER]JEE: No doubt, the
Supreme Court has a place of honour in the
present set-up, but as far as  Parliament is
concerned, Parliament will never agree in this
country to be overshadowed by a judicial
body in so far as the wishes of the people are
concerned. In every country with a Constitu-
tion, like the USA, occasions arise when the
Supreme Court has to be filled up with Judges
who would act in conformity with the wishes

of the people (Interruptions).

SHRI BAL RA] MADHOK (South Delhi):
The cat is out of the bag (Interruptions).

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: If the House
of Lords stands in the way of a decision of the
House of Commons, the House of Lords can be
disciplined in a manner which is koown to
everybody (Interruptions). Let them see  what
they can do in the UK in this matter.

MR. SPEAKER: There should be no
aspersion on the Supreme Court (Inferruptions).
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SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: Iam not
making any aspersion on the Supreme Court.
I am making a historical, constitutional state-
ment that in the USA and in the UK, where
we have constitutions comparable to ours, the
wishes of the popular House corresponding to
the Lok Sabha here are supreme. That is the
law of the land in every country with a Parlia-

ment. Here what has happened? I am not
in.g the Sl_r Court d b
that is not io my jurisdiction. But what I say

is that the Supreme Court having given this
kind of decision, it is incumbent on Govern-
ment to take certain steps.. ..

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: To

resign,

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: I shall be
very happy if Shri Ranga's suggestion is accep-
ted because if there is a poll, Shri Ranga and
his ilk will oot come back to this House ([netr-
ruptions). Butitis for Government to say. I
am not concerned with who comes back or
who does not.  But [ make my anticipation,
my prognostication, that those who stand by
vested interests, those who stand by the princes
and every other miserable vested interest in
this country, will not come back to this House.
As far as the people of this country are concer-
ned, Government will take its decision either
to appeal to the country or to come forward,
as soon as ever it iv possible, even by relaxing
the rules....

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No, no.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: ..With this
measure before the House. Therefore, I sup-
port the proposition that Shri Dwivedy has put
forward.

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai): Let
us hear the Prime Minister, whether she is
bringing a Billor notto abolish the Privy
Purses.

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM (Visa-
khapatnam) : As I see it, this is not a matter
on which so much of emotion need be spent.
Parliament passed a Bill and the Supreme
Court set it aside,

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): No.
What are you talking?
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SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM: I
stand corrected. The President passed an
order and the Supreme Court sct it aside. It
is not a strange or unusual thing. It often
happens that Parliament passes a Bill or the
President passes an order, and the Supreme
Court sets it aside. What is there in this that
we should all be upset? The Government, if
it represents the wishes of the majority, will
naturally bring a fresh Bill before the House.

SHRI PILOO MODY : As per rules.

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM : As
per rules, as per law,as per the wishes of
Parliament, as per the wishes of the people,
and in harmony with the changing times.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Who knows about
that ?

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM :
When a fresh Bill is brought before the Parlia-
ment Shri Piloo Mody will know something
aboutit. Sofar asIcan sce, the majority of
the people in this country want such a Bill, and
I trust the Government will not make delay in
bringing forward such a Bill.

SHRI A. K. GOPALAN (Kasergod):

. What has happened is what is expected. For

the last one year, in the States as well as in the
Centre, where legislations have been passed in
the interests of the people and giving some
reliefl to the people, they have been struck
down by the Courts on the question of funda-
mental rights.

SHRI RANGA: Fundamental rights are
for the people.

SHRI A. K. GOPALAN: Fundamental
rights are for the people, butin the people
Birlas, Tatas and others are also included. So,
fundamental rights for the capitalists is diffe-
rent from the fundamental rights for the toiling
masses of the country. I do not want to argue
with him, that is my opinion. Accordingto the
courts, it is not the fundamental right of the
toiling masses but the fundamental right of the
vested interests. The University Act passed
by the Kerala Government has been struck
down. The Land Reforms Act has been struck
down. The hutment dwellers were given
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ten cents of land, and ithas becn struck down.
There is something very wrong. The Consti-
tution must be changed.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: Shri
Dange was also released by the Supreme
Court.

SHRI A. K. GOPALAN: Better change
the Constitution. I request that the Govern-
ment should immediately bring forward the
legislation, and it will have the support not
only of the Lok Sabha but also of the Rajya
Sabha this time. It must be passed immedia-
tely. I request the Government to sec that the
Bill is brought forward immediately.

SHRI AMRIT NAHATA (Barmer): The
Supreme Court has done its duty, and we all
have respect for the Supreme Court. The
hon. Member, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee has
expressed his jubilation over the judgement,
May I point out to him that the people of India
will see to it that his jubilation is converted
into sorrow and gloom? The hon. Leader of
Opposition says that this is the result of doing
things in haste, hurry and impatience. But the
people of India are in a hurry, they are impa-
tient, they want things to be done ina hurry.
They want to know whether the Government
is prepared to bring back the Bill for abolition
of Privy Purses before this Housc and the Rajya
Sabha.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Today, today.

SHRI AMRIT NAHATA: Itis not this
Parliament which is sovereign, nor even the
Constitution, nor even the Supreme Court
which is sovereign. The people of India are
sovercign, If necessary, let us go back to the
people ; let us amend the Constitution......

(Interruption).

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI (Guna): I do not
understand all this emotional talk. The fact is
that none of us have read the judgment yet ;
the judgment is not out. We are already try-
ing to pass a judgement upon the Supreme
Court.

SHRI VASUDEVAN NAIR : Why not ?

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANT : I did not inter-
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rupt anvbody when he spoke and I want to
be listened to now. The judgment of the court
is not yet out. Wedo not know on what
grounds they have come to this judgment.
The mere decision is nota judgment. The
judgment must be studied by the Government,

by the Opposition parties, by all concerned.

AN HON. MEMBER :
you are a lawyer.

You speak asif

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI : I am not a law-
yer. Isay it is non-sense to judge a judgment
because a decision, which some people do not
like, has been given. Decision is not judgment ;
a judgment is well documented ; it analyses
evidence on both sides ; it gives cogent reasons;
you can study them when the judgment is
out,

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDI:
We shall have our own Bill.

SHRI J. B. KRIPLANI: He will have his
chance to say what he wants. Why does he
not allow me to speak. I say that we must
remember that the Supreme Court and the
High Courts are our guarantee of freedom.. ..
(Interruptions).

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No.

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI : What is the
good of shouting 7 The opposition legislators
who have been imprisoned often by the execu-
tive have been released by the Supreme Court
and the High Courts. Even the Communists
have been released by the High Courts,

SHRI VASUDEVAN NAIR : Why should
you say “‘even the communists’ ?

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: Because they
minimisc the importance of the judiciary. I
say even why should they get annoyed because
they do not pay proper respect to the Supreme
Court and the High Courts. ... (Interruptions)
I withdraw the word even ; there should be
no quarrel about it. ... (I/nterruptions) Do you
mean to say that I should withdraw all my
speech ? I did not interrupt his speech
and he has not the courtesy to reciprocate. . ..
(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER :
ted.

Please do not get exci-
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SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI : I am not gett-
ing excited. . . . (Interruptions). Sir, if you cannot
keep order, I cannot speak. (Interruptions).

SHRI BAL RAJ MADHOK : Can't the
Prime Minister appeal at least to her followers
not to interrupt such an elder statesman ?

(Interruption)

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: If you cannot
keep order in the House I cannot speak.

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
Let him sit and speak. (Interruplion)

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : Everyone
has a right to speak. This sort of interruption
cannot be allowed. Everyone has the right to
spcak, What is this?

SHRI NATH PAI (Rajapur) : We want to
hear Acharya Kripalani.

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF
ATOMIC ENERGY, MINISTER OF HOME
AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF PLANNING
(SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI): May 1
add that I would certainly appeal to the hon.
Members to listen to Acharya Kripalani
quietly. But I should like to remind Shri
Madhok and others who got up just now that
they themselves did not allow other Members
to speak in the House. (Interruption) I just want
them to remember that. Let Acharya Kripa-
lani speak.

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI (Madurai): Let
them not go into that controversy. Let Acharya
Kripalani speak now.

MR. SPEAKER : Yes.

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI : May I humbly
submit to the Prime Minister that other people
are not myself. I donot stand guarantee for
anybody who shouts down any speaker,
whether he belongs to this part of the House
or that part of the House. [ have never joined
in any shouting. I have never joined in any
walk-out. I have never asked any questions.
I make my speeches and goaway. So I must
be heard at least with patience. It is not right
that I be judged by the standards which they
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apply to others. (Interruption) Everyone has a
right to speak, but I hope you will use your
authority to keep some order in this House.

I was saying that we have not received the
details of the judgement yet. And itis prema-
ture to give opinion upon only the verdict.
The verdict has been announced. I also say
that the judiciary is the gurantee of our liber-
ties. Where ¢lse can we find that guarantee ?
Can we find it among the people, in the mar-
ket-place ? We cannot find it even among the
representatives of the people. Otherwise, the
representatives of the people would have been
made judge and there might have been no
scparate judiciary., Therc might bave been
some committees of the House to go into com-
plicated legal matters, This has not been done,
and this is not possible even and this has not
been done in any country. I have very great
regard for my friend Shri H. N. Mukerjee, but
I think he is perverting history when he talks
of England and o on.

So, I would submit that I have no advice to
give to the Government. I think it would be
decent if the things were done in a more
leisurely way than what is proposed by some
of our friends here that is here and now, today
1 do not know if the Government would agree
with me. I hope it will agree with me that
this is not a thing that is going to be done in
a hurry. I hope the Prime Minister will
understand that such things ougbt to be done
in a particular manner and not in this manner.
After all, what are the privy purses? It is a
question of (Interruption) All right. I leave the
privy purses. Though it is only a question of
a few rupees, I leave it. But I do feel that this
requires more mature consideration than has
been done by some people asking that at once,
today or tomorrow, or by abrogating the rules,
this should be done, That is all I have to say.

it uq famd (7r7) : srsaw agraa,
gatsw smarAq FY gewq At sfaesr 1
gq aw, tar F1§ am § 78 wgar Tgar
g anm w2 & frodt § s ¥w
mawz grar & Afeq ana 99 dear &
FATal AMIH § @A ¥ Ffasrd w1
T FIH AAT ATCFEAS g9 2T H
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[ =t 7y fawd ]

aff g IAg g fa Y ast & &9
a®T gIm T T A @
FT4r g |

adft 1 Fgi 9T F@r var fF gEw
12 7 qifwariz ¥ fedr fora £1 35T
faar g, ag et ad &1 amm g 2
fF srgnfasr 7 oF adw swd fFa—
et & gizm wrar fean, sw oA
gaofasar &1 IO & af T
AHIATT NI AT &, IT @1 AFAT 2
fe gfim +:E 7 38 71 F@aafaT
&% fear & uwwfa &1 sEw A<
w73 F1 gg #19 faq a3 frar—gama
g5t T 3T & FAFHIL, T 77 F fFA-
ardr & M3 7 grafeaa o FT 0 Fag
zo fawg ¥ fasizie agi & 1 (sowwiw)
# qard w5t a1 aemT F garg 3 A
4T 411§ F 3T FI ag a=0g A I A1
# wArg geeEt ®1 I AT g R oF
A winy ¥ frend fv &3 ag gang a7
A4t 1 38 F9g F1 3@ F #v arfaer A
2 A7 77 337 49N F1Z T9 §97, 72
faare Iafeud a8l gvar &1 3z Sufeqa
g gsar 2, afsq sg awm adi gar 2
F3 @t @ a3 fr awwe ¥ fagaw
F qifd 9 & 13 oY girw FE a9y
MAFATT F7 graeqr fA07 F a7
zg gamfas grigd #@ T @ ¢
[t 1 AT gNT FIE IATH G4 FT AHAT
gufeaa g gxar 3

FT TOIT AA! TF AT F THIT F
ardt § 5 v fagms At ow Fs7a X
qgd ¥ 3% wigar # 4t fr oz gag
# faggi # afada fear 0¥ ? afss
¥ A AR FEA S smA A
faar | ’

AGRAHAYANA 24, 1892 (SAKA)

Judgement on Derecog. 210
of Princes Order

Nt sEw fagrr avedad ;T A
ECi- g

ot vy fomdy - qg A4 &1 oa7ar IqH
HTT 5q17 2 | Q9T HAT & sqiA 9T F
FuAT faeaat 74t faar zar 2 1

ST g1 1 0F J 5 &W qlz F 39
fagas 9 fase £ Frae4t geqr7 57
FHR VAT T H a1 a5 ST gaAr A
gl & 1 ZAI Ty el A yIEA F
®fAT & 917 uF wearg A7 =ww@gr o &
ATTAT AT MAIIAT AZT FET, FIOF
ag ggu Aaq & | AfET IFA 3w
NETE 97 43§ FA &) GA(AT AgF &
g, U910 g7 qFAIL F qar qaw 2 |

a1 ot T9d ¥ w7 fF @ w3
FaI g fAaqazs MA@ 2z &
A aar fam FER ¥t B odg
fawrar g, ag q& 7ar adt §, sq9ifs w1
AU Hfo Flo THo AHFI FrIwyt
fagas o gar, Y g@lEr § ¥4 s
aar fagas ¥ Frar Y7 73 g3 7 79
F1 Fot geafy ot &1 1 39 fAg @z &
FEM T q91T T w1 A7 A1 srafea
F79r &, 75 AT T, ... ...

st wew fagrdt qodd s @
ZEA G AT |
st A9 famdt : Fav ArAdg gEEr F

FZ4 9T aF &AW & AT § 7

St wew fagrd wwgdy ;& Far
UIAAIG UIEq F TgA 9T 9% qiafeaT
F7 aret g 7

st A femd i ag & 9T 9T He
w g
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garu fagq 338 g9 9FIT ¢

“A motion shall not raise a question
substantially identical with one on which
the House has given a decision in the same
session.”’

gg A4r §F ;A @I & | ;W WA
ggeg 79 AT F REATE P ogw A 9w
¥ & gwarT a1 3@ @ F I @ E
fr gime #1¢ & favig #1 A F@
F a8w@ T8 g, wWifs a3 g7 fga &
JIT FH & AT { agr T4r 41, a@ IE
feq g& qar = T g1 fF g w12
TH ATRT FY @ew A At & 1 AfdT
A gaw # 3¥ arar g 05 AT ag
o<r g7 F41 Fafz fHar 1 @ G
zay 9z g fadas 1 ggr A, A
gz 9T FEET, VST AT F W A
SIET 979 Z1 STIET, ar 4g Arad T AT |

T WY wHT =R ALY gAT B | FIHIT
T g% & g fad A7 a@y
grafeqa 37 ¥ 9g91q aFF1F 59 faTu®
& ¥ o ) gw o fET us are g
uwAifa @t aa #1 gre 57, fagrat
F A9IT 9T, FY g A 92T I T
aug frar ar, 4% & ga ar W &3
gfsa & gma &40 ff § oF faadt
FEA1 | qg7 § O w1 g 41 {5 oag
uxfiagfea aE F3F & AT 1 He-
AT T@S guArt frar agran (smaw)
# wwdifa &1 adi ar@r g &3 77
fear & & srz gTwT urATidY § @iaA-
qiz & @eg 17  fau faqas &1 qedr
& ol 2, ar gw I F1 gadqA &4 |
qeras & AT ¥ A T faegw @i
£ A WA gIFIT F7 IH 99T A9
g1 =ifgr | @ dre-EA agea gzA
ar< fear war &, d8 A fear sar
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2 9ga &, fa7 #Y o=rg ar & w97 @
foaa &1 ¥ & F1 geFe @sw
JA1AAT 2 | gw Tfag & faars ad
21 afFa mifaaz, astar st sage
Ay 91 FF-q® AT &, I Y gHIFA
W & yrEATHAT &, TAr g7 Agr awar
g ol AT FT JW T G0 o=@
ag &1 fa995 a1 T g5 97 § qw
frar s1a, @ 3@ & fag arsar g

SHRI P. RAMAMURTTI rose.

MR. SPEAKER : I find that your leader
has already spoken. So, if I now permit you
also to speak, it will put me in a difficult posi-
tion. .. . (Fnterruptions)

SHRI J. M. BISWAS (Bankura) : We have
heard enough. Let us now hear the Prime
Minister. .. . (fnterruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : Itried to accommodate
only the leaders of parties. If I now accede the
request of Shri Ramamurti I will be ina tight
spot. So, please do not put me in an awkward
position. IfI allow you, I will have to allow
other members of the various parties. ...

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI : If you do not
want to hear me....

MR. SPEAKER : Your leader has already
spoken,

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI : I was not pre-
sent here then. Unfortunately, 1 have got
another point of view. That is all.

MR. SPEAKER : We will hear your views
later on, when something comes.

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI : All right.
MR. SPEAKER : Besides the slips I got
carlicr, I am only allowing the leaders. Shri

Anbazhagan, Leader of the DMK.

SHRI ANBAZHAGAN (Tiruchengode) :
Mr. Speaker, Sir, according to me, the heat
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that is produced on this decision of the
Supreme Court is not natural and is wvery
unnecessary. Whatever may be the decision of
the Supreme Court, the decision is to be taken
as a decision on the basis of the law of [the
land. Itis on the administration that it may
have some reflection but it has no reflection
whatsoever on Parliament or on the Lok
Sabha. The Lok Sabha’s decision was%iven
in this House and the moral sanction of the
Lok Sabha is already there for that Bill and
for the abolition of privy purses as well as the

privileges,
SHRI RANGA : No, Sir.

SHRI ANBAZHAGAN : Anyhow, because
of any lacuna it was not passed in the Rajya
Sabha to the full extent and, therefore, the
final sanction of Parliament as a whole was
not taken for it, It may be on that ground
that the Supremc Court on the appeal to the
Supreme Court might have come into the pic-
ture and might have struck down the Presi-
dent’s order and the administrative order.

According to me, the sanction of the people
to the Parliament and the direct sanction of
the Parliament to the principle is there. The
Supreme Court has nothing to intervene on the
principle that is advocated by Parliament. If
at all it is passed in this Parliament, the
Supreme Court does not come in. If it is
against the fundamental rights of the people,
the Supreme Court may come in and give any
decision. But then Parliament gets some more
rights even to go to the extent of amending the
fundamental rights in the Constitution. There-
fore the ultimate right rests with the people
represented by this Parliament. The Supreme
Court’s decision—I do not know the version—
is not against this Parliament’s attitude or this
Parliament’s decision, whatever it is.

In the meanwhile, let the parties, because
we differ on our principles and approach, not
fight on this issue, as Dada Kripalani has
expressed here. The Supreme Court or the
High Courts have come very often and struck
down so many Acts of State Legislatures and
even of Parliament. As such, I take it for
granted that the Supreme Court has got every
right to pass orders, but Parliament also has

got more rights to expgess the people’s wish.

\

AGRAHAYANA 24, 1892 (SAKA)

Judgement on Derecog. 214

of Princes Order
Therefore, I hope, we will take up the issue
again in this House and will be able to pass it
in this House as well as in the Rajya Sabha,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Next
session.

SHRI ANBAZHAGAN : Shri Vajpayee
wants it to be passed in  the next session but
we people, who are more progressive, want it
to be passed in this session itself. I hope, we
have got every right to do so. But in order to
facilitate Shri Vajpayee to support that Bill, I
do not mind even if it is postponed to the
next session. I hope that Shri Vajpayec and
other leaders of the Opposition partics who
had opposed the Bill would come round and
support the Bill. T wishthat itis taken up by
this Parliament again.

SOME HON. MEMBERS rose.

SHRI EBRAHIM SULAIMAN SAIT
(Kozhikode) : My party's view has not been
expressed.

MR. SPEAKER : The
should speak now.

Prime Minister

SHRI SRIRA] MEGHRA]JJI DHRANGA-
DHRA (Surendranagar) rose

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: If the
representative of the princes wishes to speak, I
have no objection. . . . (Interruption)

SHRI SRIRAJ] MEGHRAJJI DHRANGA-
DHRA : Mr. Speaker, Sir, so far as I am
aware, the judgment of the Supreme Court is
still in the process of being pronounced. To
that extent, the matter is atill sub judice.

The House is aware that in the last three
years, ever since this issue was raised and come
before the House, the princes on their part
have made certain public statements and com-
mitments. I myself have made certain state-
ments and commitments to this honourable
House. I should like to say that regardless of
what the judgement may be, we shall stand by
those commitments that we have made, shall
be true to our obligations and shall be quite
amenable to discuss matters in any way that
may conduce the common goal and the honour
of this country.
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SHRI S. KUNDU (Balasore) : I would like
to seek two clarifications. Article 366, item
(22) under which the Executive Order was
issued says.

“....and includes any person who for
the time being is recognised by the Presi-
dent as the successor of such Ruler.”

I would like to know whether under this
provision, the Government have earlier also
derecognised any successor of such Ruler.

Then, I would like to know from the
Government whether the Supreme Court has
held that the right to privy purse is also a
right to property which is a fundamental right.
If that is so, a Constitution Amendment Bill
deleting the provision of right to property asa
fundamental right is also necessary. Therefore,
unless the two Bills are brought forward
simultaneously, privy purses may not get
abolished 1 would like the Government to
clarify that.

ot fo &z @1 (WqaEAr) - weqw
HgRy, agi 9T ar@ I3 wf & gim
¢ & a9 & a1 A 5 97 98 Faar
giw FIE KT gAT 2 IR WAT EW
zsaq agl F19 2 @i O oot w1 qm@
21 gm gnwm W€ F1 g8 T59T FT §
azi it fagas aiar ar az dfqa #i
graal & gaifas @ dfgaa w51 faa
gt @ fad g9 gifaa g § 9a
qITIAT 1 GH FTA F (70 (Fqa® A0ar
q1 | 37 §37 A 37 919 frar afsq usq
gq1 4 3z fagas | A g 57 A<
ifaz & fer d@fagm £ 2240 o
F gafas Tl §1 S-FAEA R
qar 1 FfeT TATHAT F OFF0AT T AW
et A gaiw ;& 7 gEaar foar faa
F 3% 9z Ggar gar f& at di-iweAaT
far wq1 98 T97 911 W AE FT A4
gsa ®1E & FU 9gHT A g 98

R
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i & Tiasw F1 fagus qiw
far mar, gira F12 7 37 F @ fEa,
Zw A & fRT ggwr o fear) ga
frr & |IFT § zveATen Few fr g
fagas ;17 ¥z fyg axg & 937 7 9@
qiq fwar, S6t atg § a3 937 & qrq
T |

A AFIIA, AT JTAF §— The ten
that shook the ¥t ar
qrr faa &, @ feal & gw za s
AT ITBT qfeardt w1 fgrgeam &
sfagra & g & fA7 aew T &)

days world

13.00 brs.

SHRI EBRAHIM SULAIMAN SAIT;
Mr. Speaker, Sir, we all have all respect for
the judiciary. But, it has to be said that the
present decision of the Supreme Court has
gone against the feelings of the common people
of this country. ... ({nterruptions)

Mr. Speaker, I would urge upon the Govern-
ment under the circumstances to intruduce the
legislation once again in the present session
of the House together with a comprehensive
scheme of compensation. If they bring forward
the Bill again with a complete scheme of com-
pensation, it will have the support of my
Group in this House, as we have done before.

Thank you, Sir.

ot IETTAIR qEA (F173) ¢ HsAL
ot, @ FQATAT § A1E AT F A
fasgs &Y Far fealy a7 ar usa gar
# fagas 1 ¥ feafs ad—ag 957
fagradta 78Y ar | gt =@es ¥
fasrudta #aq az 957 a1 fa fag @
g uwqta & ssqie gru usrHl wv
HIFGAT RIS FT TE—AF Fal aF @O
&, 99 9T A9f=F ararag ¥ a1 Fvig
fear | afFT gn o7zt T3 @ #23 ®ag
aF &g a qa ag fF @faurs & faa
STTTHT & AT W AT AT F e A
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3 g, dfaam &1 3 @Al § agan
gita 12 a1 g9t AarEa w1 fawior
g1 21 g8 {47 gafss =rarag # faar
fasig 97 g #f Fg7 FHT g9 @
1797 @1d f5 |dfew FarEa i
fagfow #3&% & a1 I g & @A
G719 § 59 g4 47 g9 q9g &1 qAdl
oIt @faary a9T 41, 99 FT I@T T AT
ot |\ & FaF TaAr § FgaAr FrzaAr g fw
gafsa qrmag & faoral & a1 §5
faer ggm 3T 5 fha gwIT Am|YEr
q g7%17 §9 faoig & Fdt & o gatsw
g § AR 49 A8 sgw, afwa
agfsq #gramMa &1 AIAFAT §F A7T I
FTAT AIFATA 9T AMAEG FAT g—TH
HL{ wiFAar g

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Mr.

Speaker, Sir, as has been pointed out, the
judgment is. ...

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): You
say one sentence that you are bringing the
Bill immediately.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI : ....The
Jjudgement is being delivered. Eight out of
the eleven Judges, have spoken but the other
three still remain. Even when the entire
judgment is available, I am sure the House
will appreciate that it may raise many impor-
tant points and these will have to be studied
very carclully.

I have listened to hon. Members. Even
before I came to the House, I was listening to
what the hon. Members were saying. I have
noted their views.

SHRI PILOO MODY : All of them, I
hope.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: All of
them, including the views of the hon. Members,
Shri Ram Subhag Singh and Prof. Ranga, that
elections should be held immediately....
(Interruptions) and also the views of other
Members that we should bring the Constitution
Amendment Bill immediat#ly.

ra (CA)

I can only assure the House that the Govern-
ment remains committed to its policy of the
abolition of privy purses and privileges by
appropriate constitutional means.

generation of Power at B

MR. SPEAKER : Next—Call Attention.
Mr. Rajendranath Barua—not here,
Mr. Meetha Lal Meena.

Order, Please. We will try to make up the
time. I am not going to allow the lunch hour
to-day. Let us go through the business.

Mr, Meetha Lal Mecna._

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF
URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

ReporTeED Serious Powzr Crisis Due To
Steep FarL IN Tue GeneraTION OF
PowER AT BHAKRA

it WrsT wver /A (91§ AraIgI) ¢
a=qs Ag1gy, & wfgaradig MNs Az
& fawafafag faga w1 @z faarf Far
faga w1 o1 exiq fgamar g T grdar
#7ar g f& ¥ g7 a7 qF agasw I—

“yrereT # faAdT w1 IewrAT FaAT F Agd
92 914 F FIW IAL AT &F UsA H
Fog=A 21 W TEAIT §I2 &F FHTIIT 41
fas=t F1 56 ¥ 9 gF FT TAT F
fad &t af wrdargr "

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER
(SHRI SIDDHESHWAR PRASAD) : Duc to
poor in-Hows into the Bhakra Rescrvoir, the
reservoir has filled up only to 653 of the nor-
wmal fully capacity. The level of the reservoir
on l4th December, 1970 was 1588.36 feet as
compared to 1633.91 feet on the same day
last year. With the present low level of the
reservoir, the water relcases have to be adjusted
during the depletion period beginning from
15th December, 1970 upto June, 1971 so as to
provide for Rabi irrigation requirements and



