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devised false bottoms of the crates. These
were seized immediately and further inqui-
ries pursued. As a result, two Indians
(Shri Harbans Lal, a taxi-driver and Shri
Balbir Singh, Manager, Bharat Exports) and
an American (Mr. Richard Ezidre) have
been arrested.  Another godown in Delhi
was also located and a consignment of
750 Ibs. of hashis along with different types
of musical instruments, packing cases and
some curios was found aud seized, Another
person, Shri Ravi Rekhi, was arrested on the
following day on landing at Palam airport,
Three more persons have also since been

apprehended. Further invesiigations are in
progress. INTERPOL has also been
alerted.

14.43

REQUISITIONING AND ACQUISITION
OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY
(AMENDMENT) BILL

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY
PLANNING AND WORKS, HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (SHRI
B. $. MURTHY) : Oa behalf of 8hri K. K.
Shah, 1 beg to move*.

*“That the Bill further to amend
Requisitioning and Acquisition of Im-
movable Properly Act, 1952, be taken
into consideraiion.’*

Before 1 explain the salient features of
the Bill, I would like to recall the back-
ground of this legislation. You are aware
that the normal powers of Government for
acqusition of land for a pulic purpose are
contalped in the Land Acquisition Act of
1948. The procedure laid down in that Act
s, however, lengthy. Amendment of that
Act is being considered by Government
separately, and for this purpose, a committee
has been appointed under the chairmanship
of Shri A. N. Mulla,

The Land Acquisition Act dces not deal
with the requisitioning of buildings. I may
recall here that one of the recommendations
of the Law Commission in their Tenth
Report was that the pravisions of the
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Requisitioning and Acquisition of Immove-
able Property Act, 1952 be incorporated in
the Land Acquisition Act when the latter ist
Amended. It has, however, been though
that the provisions regarding the requisi-
tloning and acquisition of immovable
property should continue to remain a
separale enactment,

The power of the sovercign to take
private property for public use, which Is
called eminent domain in America, and the
consequent rights of the owner to compensa=
tion are well-established. This power is
justified by two well-known maxims, The
first maxim is that *‘regard for public
welfare is the highest law' and the second
is that **pnblic necessity is greater than
private necesshy",

Looking back to the history of the Act
which we propose to amend, it may be
recalled 1hat the power of the Government
to requisition or acquire immovable pro-
perty has been in existence for owver three
decades continuously, This power was first
conferred on the Government under the
Defence af India Act, 1939. On the lapse of
that act in September 1946, after the end of
the second world war, the properiies requi-
sitioned under the Defence of India Act
continued to remain under requisition in
view of the enactment of the Reguisitioned
Land (Cootinuance of Powers) Act,
1947.  Subsequently, Parliament, enacted
the Requisitlonlng and Acquisition of Ime
movable Property Act, 1952. While confer-
ring powers of requisitioning and acquisition
of immovable property on the Government,
the Act also provided that the properties
requisitioned under the Defence of India
Act, 1939 shall be deemed to be requisi-
tioned under the Act of 1952, The Act
of 1952 was to remain initially in force
for six years but Its life has been extended
twice by Parliament and it will now remain
in force upto the 13th March, 1970,

Provision for requisitioning and acquisi-
tion of immovable property also existed in
the Defence of Indla Act, 1962, which ceased
to have effect from the 10th July, 1963, j.e.
six months after the proclamation of emer-
gency was revoked. It was pot found

*Moved with the recomendation of the President,
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possible before that date to release or
acquire the properties requisitioned under
the Defence of Inndia Act, 1962, The bulk
of such properties were required in connec-
tion with national defence and permanent
structures or installations had been built on
a substantial portion of the requisitioned
lands. The outright acquisition of the
properiics involved wvery large expenditure.
We, Lherefore, considered it essential to
retain the properties under requisition, For
this purpose the Requisitioning and Acqui-
sitlon of Immovable Property Act, 1952 was
amended in 1963 to provide that the proper-
ties requisitioned under the Defence of India
Act, 1962 shall be deemed to have been
requisitioned under the Requisitloning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act,

1952,

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the
Requisitloning and Acquisition Act of 1952,
which will remain in force upto 13th March
1970. We propose to make this Act a
permanent one instead of coming to the
House every few years for the extension of
its life, While proposing this we also take this
opportunity to make two other amendments
which will take away much of the difficulty
experiznced over the Act of 1952, We
have provided for a quinquennial review
of the recurring compensation to be paid
to the owners in conformity with the
circumstances prevailing at the time of such
review. It is also proposed that the
requisitioned propertles should elther be
released within ten years or acquired on
payment of the capital cost to the
owners.

The reasons for the amendments proposed
by us are fully explained in the Sta t
of Objects and Reasons attachedto the Bill
and | would not weary the House by
repealing the same. 1 would, however,
only briefly mention the facts which weighed

with the Government In proposing the
amendments to the Act of 1952,
The first amendment which we have

proposed is that ‘the Requisitioning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act of
1952 may be made into a permanent code,
I havd already mentioned that the need for
the powers under the Act has now existed
for over 30 years, The necessity for tLhe
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requistioning of immovable properties for
public purposes will always exist, In this
connection 1 may mention that the Law
Commission had also suggested in 1954 that
this law should be embodied in a perma-
nent code.

The second amendment which we have
proposed is that we may provide for a
quinguennial revision of the compensation
payable for requisitioned properties.
Under the existing provislons of the parent
Act of 1952, the compensation once fixed
cannot be revised during the entire period
of the requisitioning, The compensation is
primarily based on the rent that the property
would have fetched if it bad been let out
on lease on the date of the requisitioning,
It is well known that the rent of immovable
properties continues to show an upward
trend, If we keep requisitioned properties
under the force of the existing epaciment,
it Is fair that the compensation payable to
the owners should be commensurate with
the changing trend of rents and not pegged
at an amount fixed at the time of the ini-
tial requisition. The amendment propo-ed
by us will thus remove a legitimate gricv-
ance.

Thirdly, we propose to make a provision
that the maximum perfod of requlsitioning
shall be ten years from the date of the
coming into force of this amending legis-
lation in the case of properties already
under requisition and the same period in
respect of propecties requisitioned heceafter,
If the properties are not acquired within
this period, the same shall stand de-
requisivioned. The Law Commission had
recommended that no property should be
kept under requisition indefinitely. The
Commission had suggested a  maximum
period of 5 years, We, however, feel, after
consulting the State Goveromenis, that the
period of 5 years is not adequate. The
consensus of opinion has been that it should
be 10 years.

From what 1 have briefly explained, it
will be scen that, while the Government
have felt It necessary to retain the Requisi-
tionlng and Acquisltion of Immovable
Property Act, 1952, as a permancnt
enaciment, the other two provisioes regard-
ing  quinquennial revision of recruring
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compensation and release or acquisltion of
the requisitioned properties within ten years
are forward steps to safegucrd the interest of
persons whose properties are taken posses-
sion of by the Government for public
purposes.

With these words, Sir, 1 commend
the amending Bill for consideration of the
House.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER

moved

Motion

“That the Bill further to amend
the Requisitioning and Acquisition
of Immovable property Act, 1952,
be taken into consideration."”

SHRI YASHPAL
dun) : Sir, I move :

SINGH (Derha

“That the Bill be circulated for
the purpose of eiiciting opinion
thereon by the 3lst  August,
1970, (1)

SHRI SRADHAKAR
(Sambalpur) : Mr, Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
the hon. Minis ter has just practically
repeated the Statement of Objects and
Reasons of the Bill a copy of which was
supplied to us about two months ago,
His speech has not made us any wiser about
the need of this Bill,

SUPAKAR

From the Financial Memorandum, we
get only a very faint inclining of the magni-
tude of the problem involved as to what is
the total number of houses or the value of
the property that is under requisition today.
It only states that if all the property that
is under requisition is acquired, an amount
of Rs, 33 crores of compensation is required
to bz paid. But that informatlon leads us
practically nowhere. We have the right
to know from the Government as to the
imperative mnecessity of keeping private
houses under requisition for a very very long
period,

It is well known that in cities and also
in small towns, several houses have been
under requisition for several decades, |
should say, more than at least 2 decades,
and the owners are, practically, helpless so
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far as those houses are concerned. They
would have felt relief if these houses were
acquired or de-requisitioned within a reason-
able period of time. But that is not done,
To justify the need of the continuation of
this Bill or to make ft a permanent feature
on the statute book, it has been stated in
the Statement of Objects and Reasons that
some military (Installations are located in
requisitloned  buildings, But T would like
to have a categorical answer from the hon,
Minister as to what proportion of this
property worth Rs. 33 crores relates to
military installations and what proportion
of it relates to civll installations, We
know that the Central Government have
kept several bulldings under requisition for
which they have to pay a very heavy rent
amounting to several crores of rupees,

SHRI LOBO PRABHU
Rs. 97 lakhs.

SHRI SRADHAKAR SUPAKAR :
That is probably an under-estimate. Not
merely Central Government installations
but there are several public sector under-
takings installations and others with which
the Ceniral Government are concerned and
the rents must amount to much more. [
would like to say that with a reasonable
amount of money ths Government could
have as well made permanent buildings
instead of keeping these building under
requisition for which they have to pay
heavy rents some of which, in some of big
cities, are rather exorbitant from practical
stand point.

So far as this Bill s concerned, it is, of
course, a welcome feature and the Govern-
ment have now decided, after a Jlapse of
so many years of the report of the Law
Commission to come forward with this
Bill. It Is time for the Government to
make up their minds, ecither to acquire
these requisitioned buildings permanpently or
to de-requisition those buildings within a
period of 10 years of their requisition, .

280

(Udip}) ;

15.00 hrs.

One problem to which I would like
to draw the attention of the hon, Minisier
is in respect of those buildings which are
under requisition for a pretty long time, say,
for more than a decade or :o0. I think,
the Goveroment should make up their mind
at a very early date, within six months or
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so, to either acquire or to de-requsition
them, That would be in fairness of things,
Though the principle of the Bill is quite
commendable and although the Government
have come to this decision at a late stage,
1 would say, ‘Bztter late than never.’
Therefore, I think that not only should the
Government get this Bill passed but also
see that it is implemented in the spirit in
which it has bezan brought namely that so
far as the houses or properties which are
under requisition, either they are dz-requisi-
tioned or acquired during the shortest
passible timz, 10 years, of course, s the
limit but I think the Goveroment should
not go 1o that limit,

SHRI NARENDRA SINGH MAHIDA
(Anand) This sort of Bill is rather rare
because the power to requisition and to
acquire immovable properties for a public
purpose was first provided in the Defence
of India Act of 1939, This Act came to
end on the 30th September 1946. This Act
was for the purpose of emergency, Now
we are still legislating after 31 years and
are maintainiog these properiics. Soms
years ago I was living in Bombay in the
Worli 8:a Face, There, for the last 31
years development has bren stayed. These
properties are still in the haods of the
Government, Now, the Defence of India
Act, 1962 has also ceased to operate after
10th July, 1968 and emergency has ceas:d
too, Many properties which have b:en re-
quisitioned wuoder the Defence of India
Act, 1952 and the Requisitioning and
Acquisition of Immovable Property Act,
1952 are in the possession of the Ministry
of D:fence and also some other Ministries.
I can understand about the Ministry of
Defence retaining som: of the properties
because they have built bulldings and for
defence pusposes they are mneeded. But
what about other properties in the hands of
other Ministries 7  There I do not see any
need for them to retain them. Either the
Government must come forward to pay
compensation and acquire them or de-requi-
sition them. The idca is that probably
from the Ministry"s point of view they are
unable to pay compensation and that is why
in order lo avoid paying compensation this
Bill 1s brought forward, That is my
humble view.

In the Statement of Objscts and Reasons
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it has been stated that on many of these
properties, valuable constructions of a
permanent nature connected with national
defence or the conduct of military operations
or other important public purpose have been
put uwp, [ agree there. For this I would
like this Bill to be passed into Law but for
national needs we cannot over-rule payment
of compensation,

The Law Commission of India "also has
recommended in their ‘tenth report that the
Law of requisition should be embodied in a
permanent code. But I would agree for
this permanent code only for defence purpose
and not for other needs. They have further
recommended that no property should be
kept under requisition for a period longer
than 5 years, It is proposed here 1o be
kept for 10 ycars, Probably after 1980 we
shall have another Bill. I, therefore, see
no purpose why property should be merely
requi.itioned and kept by the Central
Government because they are unable to pay
compznsation,  Thereby wrban develop-
m:nt is hampered. For 31 years the pros
perly has been acquired and they may now
do it for another 10 years, That means
that for 41 years we will bz depriving in a
demodcractic Government the citizen of
his properties. I, therefore, request the
Minister to kindly look into this and I
wuuld not agree for requisition for 10 years,
I would certainly suggest to the Minister
that he can do it for five years and after
five years either you pay compensation or
de-requisition the property. If you require
them for defence needs, I agree. With
these words, I support the Bill,

SHRI LOBO PRABHU (Udipi) : 1 may
be pardoned for saving that this Bill is a
most astrocious piece of legislation which
the Goveroment have brought before this
House. The Minister happens to be a very
old friend of mine, but nopetheless I would
like to tell him that he has suppressed many
important facts, has ignored much of the
law, In bringing this Bill. In the first
place the Minfster has taken shelter under
the Law Commission's report. That report
makes it very clear. I will read the exact
words. That makes it very clear that the
law of acquisition is a bad Jaw. It says ;
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““We are of the view that the

power of requisitioning is an
extrordinary power and can be
justifiably Iosvoked only when

an emergency arises.'’
They procecded :

“We have included in our legis-
lative proposals this Bill but we
do not suggest that It should be
permanent or  throughout the
country,”

And this is the most important point
which the Minister has ignored. It has
said that it will be effeciive on the lssue of
a notification of emergency, M™ow, he has
to explain to this House and he has lo
explain to the country how he has taken
refuge under the Law Commission’s pro-
posals when those proposale are to the
effect that the Bill will be only contingent
on the Issue of a notification of emergency.
It is not a Bill to be made permanent for
ever, Tam coming to further differences
with the Law Commission later as I deal
with the Bill, but this is a point on which
I challenge the Minister to explain why he
has ignored this particular provision, that
it should be contingent on the issue of a
nolification,

The second point on which I would like
the House to be exercied is the fact that
there are going to be two different laws for
acquisition and requisitlon. There is the
law of Land Acquisition already current
since 1894, There is this law of requisition
since 1939. Under this Law not only is
there provision for requisition,there is
provislon for acquisition. It is an
importat principle of jurisprudence that
there should not be (wo laws on the same
subject, It is an elementary principle of
jurisprudence that these two laws should
not differ. 1 would just try to take you
through the provisions of the two enactments
to show the difference. Under this enacts
ment, under section 3, a show-cause nolice
Is issued to be replied to within 15 days,
And within a month afier that the compe-
tent authorily may requisition the building
or the property concerned. Under Land
Acquisition Act the procedure involved is
in Section 4 which declares the acquisition
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and asks for objec.ion whether a public
purpose is served. There is Section 6 which
fixes the amount of compensation, fixes the
boundaries of the land etc. There is S:ction
11 which actually contains the award. All
this, even the Law Commission thought,
shou!d take about 6 months, although, im
actual fact, it takes years and years, So,
here is a procedure by which Government
can requisitlon within 2 ths what under
the Land Acquision Act would take at least
one year or more, There is Section 17 which
provides for e¢mergent acquisition and
Sectlon 35 which provides for requisition.
You can make a temporary acquisition even
under the Land Acquisition Act. So, requisi-
tioning under section 35 should be enough
for most purposes except those which are
now conceived by the hon. Mibister to be
so important as to ignore both the Land
Acquisirion Act and the proposals of the
Law Commission,

Secondly, T would fike 10 refer to the
procedure for determining the ¢ tion,
Under this Act, either there is agreement
between the parties or faillng that, an arbi-
trator s appointed and the arbitrator may
have an assessor if certain circumstances
arise, and his decision is final except by
may of appeal first to the Government in
case of the necessity for the acquisition
and to the High Court in respect of
the award. Is it fair that there should be
only one appeal and that too 10 the
highest body 7 Under the Land Aequisition
Act, there is appeal to several courts. There
is an appeal to the district judge from the
order of the Collector and from the district
judge, there is an appeal to the High Court.
Here, the party is put to the
expense and trouble of appeal to the High
Court from the order of the arbitrator,

- There cannot be two distinct ways of dealing
‘with the same proposal,

Now, I come to the third dilference,
namely the difference in the way the com-
pensation is calculated,

Compensation here is calculated by a
method which is left largely to to the arbi-
trator and which says that he may take inio
account the rent paid and certain changes in
the building and certain loss which may arise,
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But under sectlon 23 of the Land Acquisition
Act, there are definite provislons. If those
are good for ordinary cases, why are they
not good for these cases. We are now in
times of peace, and there is no urgency
about these proposals, and, there-fore,
these differences in calculatlons for the
award should not exist if the laws are to
be at all consistent with each other,
and if the people are not to be confused and
if Government are not to take advantage of
one law just in order to get certain lands
and certain buildings. So, this is a wvital
defect in the Bill which Is an addition to an
existing law, namely the land acquisition
law, It is in contradicjion to some extent
with the Act, and it would be a great shame
if this House allows a Bill llke this to be
passed Into law,

The argument of emergency which my
hon, friend on the other side quite rightly
raised can belong only to war-time; it cannot
belong to the present times. But the Bill
empowers him even now or at any time to
acquire or requisition for a period of ten
years,

Now, what had been the general conse-
quences of this Act? The general conse-
quences of this Act were d:scribed In the
debate which took place In 1968 when this
Act was amended, The hon. Minister
admitted that there wese 298 houes in
Bombay, Calcutta and Delhi which were
subject to requisition and about 266 houses
which were in lease, These are on rents of
1939 and subsequent dates when the acquisi-
tioning took place, How s it fair toa
partlcular owner that he should receive
only the rent which was current in 1939 7
There have been cases fo houses where the
rent is very low. 1 was told ofa house
here in Delhl, namely No. 5, Hardinge
Avenue where the rent assessed for the
building was just Rs. 500, It is now fetch-
ing a rent of Rs, 5000. My hon, friend
Shri Piloo Mody told me of another case
of abuse arising from this requisitson; a
house which was In the occupation of a
naval captain was made available to the
son of a previous Chiefl Minister within 24
houars by an order of the D:fence Ministry.
That is how this Act Is being abused.
There is no law, Once you take possession
of a house at these rents, once you take
power to allot these houses to whomsoever
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you like, there is no law, It Is not at all
a question of socfalism, I would not mind
if all the rents of all the houses
were teduced or if all the houses were
requisitioned. But it s only a few houses
which are involved, the house possibly of a
poor man who has no other jocome or the
house possiley of someone who has no other
place where he can carry on his business,
which are requisitioned.

So this legislation cannot be allowed to
enter the statute book. I have got amend-
ments with which I shall deal when
we come (o the particular clauses about the
timit limit given for releasing these houses.
But here and now I would like the Minister
to explain these points : Why did he
suppress the fact that the law Commission
said that there should b= a spscific novifica-
tion when this Act will come into effect in
times of emergency ?  S-condly, why this
Act conflicts with and somelimss overlaps
the Land Acgisition Act ?

In this connection, he referred, no
doubt, to the fact that the Land Acquisition
Act is under revision and that Shri Mulla’s
Commitlee is already reporting on it. We
had an assurance from his predecessor, Shri
Jagannath Rao, that those principles would
be incorporated in respect of this Act.
Could he not have waited, when Governe
ment have waited so long, all these 30 years,
and have those principles put ia? Why do
Government not accept the principles given
by the Law Commission 7 Were they not
good.cnough 7 Instead, Government have
simply brought forward a Bill in the confi-
dence that the House will not be wvigilant
and will pass it. I would app:al to every
section of the House to very strongly register
its oppasition to it, This is not a measure of
socialism, This is a measure of autocracy.
This is a measure in favour of the Defence
Ministry and the Houslng Ministry so that
they can take away the houses of individuals
in order to give them to anyone they like
for any rent,

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN (Wandi-
wash) : After hearing Shri Lobo Prabhu,
I would like to support his views, at least
most of them. This Bill has been brought
forward by the Minister to g:t another lease
of life for this law for \en years,
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SHRI LOBO PRABHU : Not ten years,
but permanently.

SHRI G, VISWANATHAN : The
Minister also conceded that the Law Com-
mission were against this measure continu-
ing more than five years. So Government
have brought this against the wishes of ihe
Law Commissicn also,

As has already been pointed out, il the
Bill becomes an Act, Government can
requisition any house or amy immoveable
property at any time and they can keep it
on without even acqulring it. This will
create an anomalous position, The owner of
the property will not know when his pro-
perty is going to come back to him; even
Government do not know how long they
are golng to keep it, It is just like having
a lady without either treating her as wile
or getting a divorce. It is like kecping her
for a long time as a concubine,

1 suggest to the Minister that he should
not fall into this habit. He must cither
take it or leave It, Government argue that
if they acquire all the properties, they would
fncur an expenditure of about Rs. 33 crores
throughout the country. This gives us the
real picture, that innumerable houses and
properties are under the requisition of
Gov :rament. Government already are spending
one croreof rupees annually. According to the
statement of objects and reasons of the
Minister, this year there is going to be an
additional expenditure of a crore of rupees
on thls account, If they are already spend-
ing Rs. 2 crores annually; what prevents
Government from acquiring these properties?
Otherwise, it is going 1o be a waste,
Already they have built buildings and are
spending Rs, 2 crores every year from this
year, So it would be better if they acquired
these properties. I this is not possible, let
them at least derequisition them and release
those properties,

So, 1 would rcquest the Minister that it
is better to extend the life of this Bill only
for a few years. Within that time they
must de-requisition all this property.
After more than 30 years they must now
come to a conclusion that this Bill which
has been brought forward in the name of
emergency should pot coniinge for ever,
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SHRIMATI ILA PALCHOUDHURI
(Krishanagar) Ishall be wvory briel
because this was discussed In 1968, Now
the life of the Bill is sought to be increased,
though actually the Law Commis ion, as my
friend opposite has said, was against ex-
tending this Bill for a very long period.

I wou!d like to bring to the notice of
the hon. Minister that in rural areas...l
do not know about urban property——
there are large tracts of land which had
been acquired wunder the Defence of India
rules year ago. Itis over ten years now
and the culiivators there cannot cullivate
that land. Lately, Government has stopped
taking any rent from them and they do not
know if they are going to be driven out or
if they can cullivate the land or If any
compensation is going to be paid to them.
What are we going to do about these

.cultivators 7 We claim that we are out to

help the cultivators., More than 300 acres of

land are lylng fallow in Nadia where you have
built a refugee camp, There is no other
construction there of any defence value and
the Camp is mainly bullt on the old air
ficld runways the land is lying fallow, I
would earnestly request the Government to
appoint a Parliamentary Commiltee to
look ioto cases like this and see what
justification there is for depriving the cul=
tivator of cultivaling and also refusing to
take rent from him, and putting him in a
position where he does not know whether
be is going to be driven out or given
possession of the land. So, I would
earnes!ly request the Minister to go into it,
In 1968 also I brought up this question,
and pow if this Bill Is going 10 last for
ever, 1do not know what is going to
bhappen to the cultivators, 1 hope sympa-
thetic consideration will be given to them,
and something will be done.

SHRI DHIRESWAR KALITA (Gauhau):
According to me this is not a good Bill,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, you also come
from Assam like me and you koow that
consequent on the  Chinese agression in
Assam in 1962, from NEFA onwards in
the whole of Assam thousands of acres of
land were requisitioned. Many houses are
still under requisition. Notonly that. Al-
most the whole of North Bengal is under
requisition. Within these yeara from 1962
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only a little portion of land has been
acquired by the Government. What is the
compensation you are giving 7 Somelimes,
it is five times of the land revenue, some-
times it is ten times of the land revenue,
Let me explain with an example, Suppose
I had three acres of land, with that I could
maintain my family because I had two
crops.

According to the provision for payment
of compensation how much would 1 get for
one acre 7 Tget Rs. 15 and for three a cres
I get Rs, 45, Previously in that area of
three acres In terms of paddy [1 could get so
many mounds of paddy ; other crops also.
Icould feed my family, Now, I am de-
prived of all thls. Thbe provision wunder
which recurring payment of rent or compen-
sation is given is making the peasantry
lose much. In the whole of Assam I have
scen how this Act is working; either they
should be acquired or should be given back
immediately.  Under this Act the main
building of the Cotton College Principal
had becn requisitioned for some milltary
office, It is in the heart of the cily,
They did it in the emergency, Where is
the necessity for extend that emergency for
eight years 7 They cannot extend it. They
had taken many buildings like this. The
occupation of the Cotton College building
has always been source of bitterness among
the students and the military personnel.
That is why 1 say that this amendment will
not glve any relief to our people. Somebody
spoke about the emergency. Ooly under
an emergency land or house can be requisi-
tioned, When there is no emergency why
does the Government want to take this
power for ien years ignoring 1he advice
of the Law Commission? There is no
justification for doing so. Therefore, 1
submit that this Bill is unworthy and cannot
serve any purpose. It is hitling our peasants
most in the rural areas and also the middle-
class people who have got small houses in
the towns, 1 oppose 1he principle of
recurring payment; I also oppose the
principle of extending the provision for ten
years and | hope the whole House will Join
me and oppose thls Bill.

st e fag (daas) o fegdd
wfy¥ arga, & graw 1 sqnar 2iEwW AL
gm @ faw § g Ak el @
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Wt s gEar 8, faad at & ¥ ag,
el gor TENgd, A wgr @, F I
FaX T gg T30 WP @A A
AT FT AW FFT, ReAs 9T ¥
A Y, T FYT F AT T @ oqwd
TR T F § 1 7 frew Y oF A
afes addl frerd § ol gaiga 3
g ¥ AT K g oFT qtA ¥ &
g qeata @gt @ Todlw g—faw
flg Mz 2 g awd ags
feart #t £ gare gxy FAlT UFar-
aT & gé & ol fae avad fed € aqt
F adq fegia oA @ 99 ST W
g §, 7 99 AT FT gAITAT 2T §,
T smer A AT ga W R
(wem=)......&n9 @lT & @1 Fifag,
FITHT FITHY | AFAT AT AL eoees
(masr)..... & S a9 w5 &
=1gAT § g ag fF #9 & &7 04 A
ot Frgfady & gemme § g a7 el
T FY a1 & Gar fay ; e € naw
¥y s¥ A9 S 99w ¥ =g qar W
g F FIA AT, GRGT F FH AT, A
Rz ¥ v o a8y § geve fausd
& gfewa ¥ $FT AW aF IaF 9 /0
ag i ¥4 7Y g @ 7 Wgi A% W
4z &1 79 avg ¥ famga fear aar g
gag A gk wRar g f&omr N
ar & g

oF e fame & Far sgam g
Qg AT OF FEAT § At ¥ 18 dlm
gt 3% axdE wigwf@ aiw 2
fageht ez &, wiw @ 49 @rs gu, aai
F #1€ 919 A1E FHIT UFE AN SQ 5
oFETaT &1 AT Ad 1 A% 9T ME-AIF
gz § w@agm & | fat w fear sq
Fart 70T wiggi A fagy @9 1w 4,
u% 97 q9HE A GIgAT § 1 uF qan
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[t e fag)

gaas §1 27 A%, @ a1 T oA’y
A TgoF YW B wEF wAmEr
dimae stz $¢ fawr 78 awat |

a% woma, §70 mAddz A Gy,
gz iz Ay At § & owiw #
99T #Y TN S A €Y Aiady wdw
2, forad sir wraar wed . IR A
a3z fFan o gwar &, gl #1 @R
Tq AFq€ S F Y A AIgE N
o gwdr §, S Y Y o @ g v
wfrwa ¥ feam Aorge wmer sa
&, Sw ax e A Fen w7 fomr @
W Fam ¥ e gn we Imod )
el o AfY d%9 femrd & 2 &war §
fora® ga @Y b9z Faga 97 JumEAl &
|y AT T ¥ @ I gEw faoed
& w07 @l & arg gew gar 1 I8w
forn gas Qame ar &

& ag sz wigan g & s A gy
wq &1 K1E ey & w19 g, fevw &
W g, @ F aafag s @, /WH
aqrg FY aw g @ owia Ag) fag ww oA
3 3 fou dart § e & wadt, A
1 8, 98 A AL &, AT dEr § TR
IWF qga Fefmgegy fear o, @
fear sy it 9w wdtA & afaar aaw
FI4ET IS AT Y IuFT HES wmfew
2 Su® o dar 7 €. 77 NE qUE KN
ara Ag) 8, ¥ ag 21 goE A qa
ag # fafaezt aga &Y Afem & sEm
fe #u 3 ¥ 7@ foem & 39§, ¥ Age
1 ard AEY FgaT, & I *1 T F @Wr
g 5 2 339 ¥, szt md arfmi #
FEwA gar § T ggwa & 03w smefaat
®) FrET qgATAr 7 fas Iusr & § afew
gTAa FT g gF & A 98P W ag IR
w | gl 9% e Hg § (§ Aqaw
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feda & forr, catgra & fou a1 W
fodt ofees owr & feg i g a1 2@
waagEd 3 e, & uw A
T FZFT 3 9T §, GoOT A3 ¥ F
whA Targ wf @, T oAgE W AR
g, g7 oY AT §, Ew fidid @A
for & =&t & oy Al ) I
g T oww fewm &) A @d
w12 & oF grf feqamr & s
g w71 & f& w1 ol w1 oF
Fop M F g & A famr w1 W
qfeos qoaa af § fedy ot 9 & fog
fegdae w2 frar sma ag At A g
aifgn 1 fedt ey ®1 w1 wTedT ST
=i ¥ fou ofe % qeaw & A9 & adT
¥ &) oy &z gaE foq S@ @ A0
a1 srearte 3, wgfafars s¥dT § ag
Wt @ avg 9 ¥ ol §. .. ().
g Nz az g & fs ag feal
av @ | Iui ag g fear 9 @I R
fr feara & wfla §Y, Fs@ w1 ®
X gzt a5 s fawesdt vt w1 o ol
¥ wgy watq fan far sede 99 9T
Foal 7 foqr 9w | OoF qTR Ar g grd
qraT wae) fasia § fs femm & il
#) AE} G AT AT FAA qUE F T
faw s & 6 g Oy ot 9 WE
feTa ®1 @Tq AR IER N & 909,
qg uF agr Wi wigfewa g@d § WR
& wgm fF WAt agw 98 foid o s
@ &, ag Wt §F 0% odweax fafred)
FE agNATF | 9 Iw AW
waaw g 5 dgas fedg & fov
IS e § I@ X ar g ;i
amfa 781 & 1 ofew 1 fragw & @
2 d7 osirnga e w1 gae) fram ¥
W I IR K Fg § FEEr qfage
aNg Fam g AT AN @ fodaz § sE9
% quifasa v g1 S9N ag I aC
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W I AT T A oAB @R AU
wo § 1§ was Agh ge

st TRt T (HFEIYL) ¢ SUISAE
WETT, 74T 3§ GaA § AAAG HIEAT F
AZTHIST To% FgT AT GFaT §, qg W
AT IARAE ?

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER
withdraw it.

st Tovee fag ;A waew
WA q ) w1, N €@ Feew F1 AR RN
F, ATTHIA &1 IOY wAST 97 | AL
¥ feey & waeq agf 911

t He May

it wre T wqe (fFaeriw) -

e WEIRT, qg 6T A gAT | IR
TEaEE Wer  Tqtaw rAmrs fwar
FEgurs T8 gAY Wifge AT azadr g,
T ST ¥ aur amaT @ 1 wglaE SR
Fg ARTAIT |

Y Tareite fag : @ A Wi g
A § @Y F faggr s dar g faad
far 3u% fouw @y wdf afew oz ow
frgraa o anzAY 7 @ § @ Ias A
fazgr 2 ¢

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : He has
withdrawn it,

st rwewen faendt (v am) ¢
JUTEAS WPIAT, €W A A qg war WSy
ar W 5 g w9 §g W §
W ¥ faege sad favda st &)
FYIAAR T M7 Fwigm oar § dfsa
gt ag § fs famdy sla gaamae
st & 7z % {7 w gfiaal 3, &
& 1 fevdl &Y ow et § 1 foeel & At
ara ¥ sfrara & a2 333 oF faeges
FTEE F1 A oY AR qH VT F agg a8
G UMY FL BT A T A TS
o g1 AEY faar war 1 it o fag
ot J qgaig & fors fear ar1 1939 %
wgi $07 3 gorT AR FdlT gHIE 6
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0, oF 5T & NAF fgara ¥ e AW
TR e fmar) ag @t omT aw
ANz 7 ALY faum 1 AL A & 09
aiziy fesg fafreet & 93 qr Wt &3
@ 24-25 Wi, F13-qi7 fagsr fee Q-
U 43, afFA aw aF #1§ Fdardr
T g€ | @ EFTCF FgAW A ¢
fr forg gz & fag ity cqm &t
T WY A AFAE AR AE § HRC
qu 7 fear o, aweR g i @@ q
R al ag oA fdlT &7 & 9w ek
¥ gwaar g f& W "R w1 gEa
#ra # 1§ aafa 78 gt w@ifs 1939
¥ o oty oFATaT FY 7% oo At I
T 9T IY qFGIT FE 49 § T@ Wl
2 o fedt sgfer &1 3 A fadam
wafeu gars ag fewis s & f§ w4
7gIzq @ 9 fawt #T AR FW ¥ &9
1939 & it gfq ar awm fegdiraT feg
TR § 99 g ¥
MAT zHe fieftar 3 oo 9 o

gadY 4ra # ag wgw wgar g fw
feweft % @ge # frad iy ARl §
gaf #1§ wiqdl fadaas ad
ot | @) &1 9% T F AT g, T
Afaeg = fedl & awA § gy 3, feua
foraar wgr, Iaar 3 & feu darc & A
afa gaF @1z 3% 7z FETANT HA
@i | wifew FEA F e e arT dfag e
g, A9d) AT F €T TA O Al
ag awxit 7 BeET 1 3§ 9 34 WfaegE
aigg A fam fa=iwx ag &y ;edd
fegdlataa ®1ar &) | g7 99§ FHWH
gedrT @lar ¥ @ ®Er REiEw & Aq
srdar g 5 g afess gfefady st am
=% at w1 gfefaaa arg & o sasn
2wy fr ofies gfefedt § ar a8l | sqim-
wg fedt mfwsc o1 sgam @ & agd
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[t v emeq famdi]

el ot St 1 ofess gfefadt wox
35T fot go=) fadldlam &3 o ag
1§ sfaq a agf & w1 3% faw avw
agf " | T G ¥ IAH G B,
I ogaE g fs @y geEa e
¥ fafes somg & ST &1 glar &1 95
g fear fe faedft & st o gfk-
T FY EFET 4 T 1FYL FE OF A4qT
qa1 WY SHF AT AF FFTANT F ©T H
&) fran g

UF q1d 1§ FgAT wngar g1 9@
% FEERAA FT AIAwl §, 1939 F W

TIOEl FeEiA UAFIAT &Y HT ATH ATHT
IGFT FEIATT 347 412 & Afea A

2 3z 1939 %1 wa1q gu § v ag Fgh ¥
THIT §, 98 T4 Agiay qwc | fag a9
qg FITANT IT L 99 199 HHE B
ST T § 99% ATMT ST ET  FEOEEA
¢ 7g 2w wfzo oY o FERmA T §
aY o8 fRalsirad gl & wifge o« 37
38 feetar &< &1 fgy

€Y F3HT 4 WA WPRA ¥ wiHAw
F& 1 5 77 58 9T faaT #T1

SHR1 K. RAMANI (Coimbatore) :
This measute was adopled during a period
of cmergency. Now that emergency is no
longer theie there is absolutely no justification
for government to keep this kind of
legisladon in the staiuie book., During
the emergency hundreds of acres of land
belonging to the poor farmers w.re acquired
by the government and placed uander the
control of defence and other departments.
1 have personal experience of one instance.
In my own consliluency, in a place called
Madukkarai, hundreds of acres of land have
been acquircd by the defence department
and built some big barracks, The peasants
very well know that these buildings will not
be demolished and that they will not get
back those lands. The poor peasants feel
the loss of their land but they cannot help
it, But the goveroment can mitigate their
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suffering by at least paying proper compen-
sation. After all, they are not big land~
lords but small peasants. If they cannot
get back their land, they should at least get
some proper compensation.

There is another misery, Even the
meagre rent which is due to them is not
paid regularly. Rents get accumulated for
five to ten years. Certain parties have to
file suits in High Courts to get the meagre
reat which is due to them. Bo, you can
imagine the suffering of the people who
have been dispossessed of their lands,
Further, no consideration Is given for the
fruit-bearing trees in those lands. This is
happening not only in Madukkarai but also
in Red Field, another military area in
Coimbalore cily. Even though the land
has be:n requisitioned, rent is not being
paid properly, The landiords are asking
the military to take over the Jand and
pay them compensation but it is not being
done,

In this background, what is the use of
keeping this law on the statute book for
another ten years, especially when you are
not regular even in paying rent 7 Now
the affected people are forced to resort to
courts to get their legiimate dues. Theres
fore, it is better not be continue this Act.
Instead of continuing the life of this Act,
they should reduce the life of this Act from
five years to two years, Oiherwise, it will
be a bad day for the poor farmers whose
lands have been acquired by governmeat. So,
I oppose this measure.

sit frreex w (wgaAY) @ 9w
N, ag arT wed adl frfeda @t &
far st geafr & aewrr forisrT
wxq, afew fasre & ®af & fed ot
gedt @ war @ f5 s R
gmofa w1 wigggw feor @9 | g9
graq # gi faatagai @ | wgT @A
% fod qq7 =% ¥ & g A8 T
WA gz ma W owe 9 &A@
gt ¥ wifes A A4 S &9
qY sk 7z fegsa & 93 o ¥, Hfew
Ig i & M A N gL aA A 79
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¥ @t @I gaAT, T@ I9 @E B GE
TgT T s ar @ gAfer Jar fE
s ¥ g7 srm—Fedeg ¥ fad
# gaw gaar g, gt w16} & fo qum
aFar g, afsr # # 0 @ I
qrEt ot ¥dY 93 @AM | gEE T
gaT 8, 53 ITH F faF, agr A
& fot aifT ga Soieze & fod ol 1
oewd qEdt g, T fod @ efe @
TqAEIT T BF g War g, GIEIC 1 FA
& 9T §—T9 GFW B A \ATAAZ
¥ fazmg w3t g—d @ am g fw
Ig AT ® grfas &3 1 A # gfez
§ % = frdgs & wgua 8, ofe7 sow
wisag § § wAY W Heq ¥ ggAr W|gar g
f& gt $1 § a1 FaT g9 gu § ¥ O
ot @i dY, a¥ I aF A AF ¥, W
@ #1 aid 4f 3fFT av w1 ag fadas
o9 UAZ 9 AT § "I g6 ®) w1 A¥eA
& g, Feel #Y areet #1907 g aw &
for &7 AT " e 99T @, ¥EY
s@t § T T2 7, 94 gfez & A A
wrvar wifge fs w5 agee w@a @
ST4 | TAET OF § q(wr g fF 97 a%
“arge e wigdl 9t w1 gAWl Ag
A &, 19 fadgs #1 wwEg qu Ag)
g, v € guerT gl § w1 A a4
T%g fs gn smnfas a0 & foo ag
YT T A1 § |

# weft wgtaw & wgw fs za fad-
u% ¥ AEAT ) U €@ F foy G
g fawfeg T 5 wrg & sfgam #
gz 1% 9riit &1 q¥ew fwar o, =
w1 M9 @, 77 & 39 Ag F favww
T AT 0TI §F § | 99 qF 79
azg W A1 A4 gy 8, Tw fadyw w0
aFGE T G T |

@ frdaw § fagre 1 @@ guw ¥
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T ar @ g erwdga § Radwe
fear ar fs Raftatam & feq 5 @e &Y
frarr @AY =fgg 1 afr  awwe &
argdt & ot 5 @re aF & gedr g, Sfeq
gig 4% & a5 a5 [FNAwT 98 7@
g at 99 gvarg § fagas § o Fgr aar
& st At agham 7 oY w9 e § w7
dfF 105 avrasar 1 105w
feg A 9T e a@ fear g afz
gfaem § gfads =@t ‘ase g
MeEl” &1 Fw Adl e §, A aroE
TR A aNF §fF dg gwer 10
% a5 OF @ 49 f&g srae o
R 10 1w aF aEd guEy g—ag
T FWE H A I & 1 gEH ) g
S19eT a1 & §, Far a| wifsar o F
wg1, ¥ aag g WA, oy ag e
fraz &% Al &1 9t @e @ famz
At a9 8, Ta¥ i %4 frarg At wifzay
SIY G ¥ ALTIAIL AT G wrAr
ifgn i oy 38 w9df &1 37 a7 A
@, §IT A AT A ag I q19% g
TiAl wifge, 9 e ¥ sq;AF fa
featsivaa 7 gAY wifgg

afad a17 & ag g wgm g %
@ 58 W aef arw R § IwH stwwt
aifrar-gFrmfas-sodta ot 2@ gty
- JA FY AT K 2@ FC FEq-
Ay T AL AW I F foo i
fawen waa ® IR, fay tfagfew
TITH & ®9 § qaran w1 964 §, fqqF
few @ gzae it &7 o 971 gand
s wgs § f& fawer waw &1 quw
A aEMF ww H ) afe g@mo g
fadlsiaa &30 § at 6T #vFdwa 1
q1a Aot of 5 oF agd &gy agare
gt | gEY avg & faeelt # aga ¥ www
qigy § o 9% J(wadz &, AW Fdfq
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[ forawez a1)
afy wrg grnfas odax & fo Y & alc
TSt IFW I FT qrd AT A qg UH
agd I sarzar et zafou 9T a%
AT AL ATE YT9ET FT a1T AET Iod &
a9 TF 48 AAST g AGY A | FAF
w0 7T w7 § gusnt feafs 7 qeugm
F AT fear smar wifg, Sl
& st garaen faar war aifge, 3few
foeY groa a=dt @, Noaaz § IAR
FHEAAT T F |

TH MR F grg are e g ¥ z@
fasia® #1 god7 s g | ¥W gvaq A
fomr dataAl €Y sEea § sE Fag ¥
o F® AT

st sweer awt (geiege) : IR
wERa, wgt a% A U5z & S §, F
§AY WEIeT ¥, 97 ¥ wa1q &, qE AAAT
wigm fr foeelt FA.H 0. ¥ zw
FATH UM FAT qGY woA F WA
a7 FHIT UF 20 15 F "D Afa g
T # & ww oW # sdE wwz F
IATTAT | wX FE gEI AIGH TE
AR FIAT R A IT 9T FIAT SR AT
¢ afeT g 2 el & fr el
U. &, 9% 9T TH ag §=EF AHE
Fht § At 378 $1§ A8 qgar | .9,
T. & foq st @a ®a31 @9 @ Ay
fergrana ¥ ag srdta =% &1 aad a@r
WE MFFT AT Y1 . g, gaw
SO w@r g9 it & &Y fe Iw
FHA Y AIAT, WA A WA} § qrzar
%1 39%F a1z 98 oT B Ao § w0
¥ 2 8 wow aw F A=Y § ) 0 grem H
# 4t agea & ATt wwar § e agt
qz fygd 7@ el & A AEIT oAIET
%Y nf gud ¥ feel vl Fw F |0
YT feaY ofa st aray & &t Gow
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femat & 38 w9 # ¥ foar E9a
Sl wY 7ary &1 g v fear qaw
g 7 @y Al ¥ Reedt & wiwE s
wigai g fs oot ofta w0,
fag® a9 qral &, feadt sflasm &
et oYt feadt sty oY aray qdr & 7

FET A% AAA CHTAT FWA FT FqS
pAaer g Fama oo ol
TFART FIA § FfEAR G F O
g fgw 1 gvF, $0, 28T, @, wAw
#YT oeqaTe qiE dR F fov o
THATET §T FT AT FIFETH A9
g wfge aifs it & wifos 99 w9
# WTAq 7 TI@ 4% 1 Tqwqhz w1 1w
& | ¥feT A @ @g gas goew
g az 7df @ 5 sewmr 1 oF=AT
et § faw sdtr ornm w30 F
UF BT W I AAT AT 1 Aol
RATgT FT A At @, wHA T ST
2 ¥ fw wrawr €n # ardy s gEETAY
FrH af § sl agh & v IFE A
37 a1l A 91 ¥ ¥ @ NV K frmma
# aY faw o AT oo g &) aEA
#, o 40 g WNT AT WEH @
g, 3R qmm & feu @aere aif WY
gaard AE) FT F 1 FFA ¥ T
FEHR T 7 Ay 3, Mfax v @q
FTAT 4T, FIFT A TgoadT ¥ w1q4 ¥ fou
T4 ¥ & Sfea ag @ WY SR A
g7y =g ¥ @Ay mfge & o @ gay
TF FAFT @A FT WY Zawmw fear
w1 famrage #§ ey A ey m s
agi ¥ @w g 10, I T grea g
wE, gYFT A IT W40 &Y gy 9T MfaT
"qare aan fzar, TwEarT AT gIAINT &
¥ Iasy awg & Wy I WE Afew
=T 39 ST F1 amA W w1 LA
agt § | zafen & g1 wgw fF a9
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AT CFEAET A 1 A IS q9-aT9
Ig ara A gy wifge fs fag |y Y
FHT CFIAT Y W FTRT G FT )

gmfag alx 9T gamw g Tifgw

W ogEd asag g & W wdw
TFTT AT FHIT 9FY g€ ] IuA ot g
wTs ¥ s wifgy 1 & W 90T 3w
9¥t g § A% gEyATe § Ag anmr
w4 fr feqmal &t adlw @ue gFEmET
%< 3dl & 1 safey & wigm fe o9 am
QU eqr @ iy & feam ) fag
T 9T HATT G271 E1AT 8, TAE F9
w7 aar [ifge

anfat & g# ag #gr ¢ f& gaw

frare giw g F16 S wifgo gTAr.

TEF AT FAL IST AAN | 79 S
Ak FHA 3w 931 @ar § W FAm w7
IFWA BT g1 TT @RI F @ 30
% 4z § (¥ 78 ¥197 AF ¢, 9 g0
arfgr ¥feT Tadt g9 59 9w Srac-
HH AgT wEY A9

ot www s owye (femana) ¢
JqeaE AEEY, ¥4 faw & 9y A
Argar @, IWW A ENGT war g
73 A § e aafgr ol uglga &
MATAFAT 9T 9T GUFIT AAT  CFQIT
sarad a7 fedn wigg & feu &
ar 3, Dz AR Az ¥ feu g Bfew
stat fr st mAAT g3 9 A9IET A 97
sy few § fs Saas w SiEl agz
% galea AEf @ aaaF § g wadr
f& ag =€ ws@gr TIW IoT RS §
fora® Al Y F1H 9T H1H

7@ ar 38 § fe ot 91 qwamae

w il § gEw W sgOwfew dT g
ga g A 9T g e AT g fE
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T A1 9 T vAET S 09
FaF A G frarAt #1 & qw fEar
SErg) N FE A, NGF qA g ¥
g TE & AT q91q FT AT § 1 AT
dYT g2 faaml #1 9 AT & anedr @
IHHT FIOFAEE W I ST FT AT 9T
a8l fawar §, awEi a% ¥ qwl & @
i gy § o anrfa § gn aeT ¥
FaR gEw @7 W F1 oow QA
afew g%ei z@ 9 &t famd gant
| AYEE § | AT UF AgA A9 N,
AFQ W oo fage i wwr w1 @ 8,
gfewr % frar &, agt ax ad@i =)
i mfz-arfaai #Y s faan aan g,
WHH & for wmA A adT @
¥ & § afer ot @ FwT-aT @ O §
Far IAR qGA & N S saeqr 4y
T2 ? 9T AW IAR IMEAT W §
at fex faar sas) fafes fog go s
I AT B A Nfgw T S o@W
T @ wmae @ faw # & wfge
fsr dmradf &1 [T AT TW g
¥ gaar wraTtw Ford § Bfew ag 9w
gFIT $T {1 TE M g, IAH AT 9
g W ema AdY frar amar &0 agt
9T GHIAAIZ HYT JAT7T HF @ F¥ A1d?
g afer waaer & gmEE A g
o aF qeEd ¥ g A o Wy AN
qad ST FEWI &Y X § J SARC
frege #x@ §1 & 37 qrad &1 AWT
TEWTE ¥ Tqa] &1 Y e W { |
¥ qewrd ¥ &9 FE § ww W
# WY ¢F gar T @ wanw fear mn §
TR AT TH a@ F F1gA a3 § ar
# 38t gwwa fo gvad & 797 -
a7 mat ¥ §, WA ¥ gAT @
Fiifs ¥ mfgmt 4 & anend § 7
feirz & & mamA g1 @ I|/A, AN
Jwera ¥ fag g ¥ 7 9w ! oEa
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[+ wETaTE FR]

foq &7 7l 92 Wi Prde @ gg
isgnagm g & @ aw @1 fa=
AT9FT Ag FAT AT AR FX AT
Agd & of I gAT F&F wwAr iE0)
Y @1 FHgT F o ard § gwdr @
feaissqd § 7 & H4 FL IAH AT
HIAKT ¥% a1 NI A ugA fas gwdr
prafFr dagn AU R e aw@ &
faw & fegeara ® 4 @ @ver waraw™
A § AT T FAM 1 JT au faraq
(3 gAWAEY 3T 9C 59 faa F) a5y
afe wafga & fag aasar mfaa g

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE
(Kolaba) ; This reminds me of the first Bill
that we discussed in the 1967 session of this
House. It was just a Bill. We do not
have any support for this Bill except from
the Minister concerned. But if you look
to the statute book, it is already there on
the statute book squarely. This is a Bill
with a very sinister motive. It is a four-
clause Bill, Oae clause is the name of the
Bill and the rest of the three clauses have
a very sinister motive. Clause | refers to
dele.ion of a particular sub-clause of section
1 meaning thereby that this bsecomes a per-
manent statute on the statute book instead
of a statute which ought 10 expired by the
end of the March 1970, Has the Minister
given any reasons why he wants to do il ?

16 hrs.
SHRI B, S, MURTHY : Yes, Yes.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : And
if he has given and reasons, are they convin-
cing ?

SHRI B. S. MURTHY : It is for you to
be convinced.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : That
Is exactely what 1 am trying to do. If the
Minister feels that he has convinced the
House, he does not know the mind of the
House because the speeches that followed
him have been against the Bill. Oae point
s that he wants this Bill permanently on the
statule book. How does the statute arise ?

making in U. P. & Bihar (Dis.)

Tt was polnted out by Mr, Mahida that the
Government of India passed a iwo-section
Defence of India Act under which 500 and
odd rules were pasced, lot of persons were
put in jall and properties requisitioned.
Under these circumstances, to take defence
under something that was done in a war
long time back, is not correct, I do not
know what the Minister wants to do. In
the year 1962 an Act was passed, it was a
temporary measure, far a iemporary purpose
than in 1962 because an amergeicy was dece
lared.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : You have
been given two minutes.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : 1 will
continue tomorrow,

MR. DEPUTY-.SPEAKER : You can
continue ; but you have been given only two
minutes, You can continue tomorrow,

_——

16.01 hrs.

Discussion re Rule of Governors,
in the Recent Ministry—Making
in U.P. and Bihar

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER ;| The House
will now take up Discussion on the role of
Govenors, in the recent Minisiry-making in
U.P. and Bihar, Altogehther an hour and
a half have been aloited for this discussion,

SHRI S. §. KOTHARI (Mandsaur) : I
require 25 minutes at least, I am the mover;
1 have to present my case.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU
(Chittoor) : You have to have full discus-
sion, Do you went a half or quarter dis-
cussion, Sir ?

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The time
alloted Is one hour and a half.-

Shri Kothari may finish in tep minutes.

SHRI 5. 5. KOTHARI : 1 will take at

least 25 minutes.

Sir, it is a sad commentary on the func.
tioning of governers and democracy in this
country that time and again we in 1this
House have Lo concern overselves to discuss



