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[Shri H. V. Koujalgi]
1241 hrs,

[Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

In foreign democratic countries, the
laws are obeyed. 1f they do not like
it, they take to constitutional methods

" to see that the laws are changed. Here
the laws are observed more in breach
than in obedience, with the only
object of getting some personal bene-
fit. They do not look to the interest
of the country.

This Act hag some safeguards also.
An advisory body has been formed
The aggricved party has a right to be
heard; if there are any legal mistakes,
he can go even to the High Court. It
is the primary duty of the Govern-
ment to maintain the security of the
country. Since we see that there are
pro-Pakistani activitiecs and pro-Chi-
nese activities, there are smugglers
and blackmarketeers, it is the Gov-
ernment that knows whether this
measure is necessary or not. In my
humble opinion there are justifiable
reasons for the continuance of this
Bill on the statute book at least for
some more time.

1246 hrs.

POINT OF PROCEDURE

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hosh-
angabad): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, may
‘1 seek your ruling on one point? On
the 11th of this month, last Wedne:z-
day, the Home Minister made a state-
ment in the afternoon correcting a
reply which he has given to a question
in the morning. 1 objected to it at
that time on the ground that proper
notice had not been given to the
Members who had raised that ques-
tion. You overruled the objection
and said that you would go into the
matter later. I invite your attention
to direction 115 of the Directions by
the Speaker where the procedure in
regard to this mabter is clearly laid
down.

“(1) A member wishing to point
out any mistake or inaccuracy
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in a statement made by a
Minister or any other membecr
shall, before referring to the
matter in the House, write
to the Speaker pointing out
the particulars of the mistake
or inaccuracy and seek his
permission to raise the matter
in the House.

(2) The member may place before
the Speaker such evidence as
he may have in support of his
allegation,

(3) The Speaker may, if he
thinks fit, bring the malter to
the notice of the Minister or
the member concerned for the
purpose of ascertaining the
factual position in regard to
the allegation made.”

Then comes the crucial part, the rele-
vant part of the direction.

(4) The Speaker may then, if he
thinks it necessary, permit
the members who made the
allegation to raise the matter
in the House and the member
so permitted shall, before
making the statement, inform
the Minister or the Member
concerned.”

Here, neither my colleague Mr.
Dwivedy nor my hon. friend M.
Ranga was informed. It was there-
fore, not in order. But now it is a
fait accompli; nothing can be done
about it. It cannot be undone. But
I hope that this will not be a prece-
dent for the future.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: 1 fully agree
with the hon. Member. 1 am sorry
for the omission in this matter. T will
take care that such omissions will not
oceur again. Mr. Frank Anthony.

12.47 hrs.

PTREVENTIVE DETENTION (COMTI-
NUANCE) BILL—contd.

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated—
Anglo-Indians): Mr. Deputy-Speaker,
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I feel that this Bill although osten-
sibly small has not only deep Lut
wvminous significance for the country.
I have great regard for the present
liume Minister. He js a good man,
perhiaps inclined to be a little naive
and as I shall show a little later, how-
«/er good he may be his naivete may
be a disqualification. He is more
helpless than the courts in this coun-
try in the face of a law of this des-
eription. What disturbs me is the
cavalier approach of the Government
on the one side and the utter casual-
ness—I say this with a great deal of
respect—of the overwhelming majo-
rity of the Members of this House,
espeeially on that side to the automa-
tic re-enactment of this Bill. This
augurs ill for the future of our infant
domocracy. Members of this House
scem 1o have forgotten that our Con-
stitution has been found to be defec-
tive in many parts as shown by the
repeated amendments. I hope  that
most of them will agree at least in
orie part that it was not only reac-
tionary but it was shameful. I refer to
article 22 of the Constitution which the

hon. Home Minister also had
invoked. There we sought to
sanctify in our Fundamental
Rights detention without trial

in times of peace. It may be said that
2t the time when the Constitution was
framed there was an excuse, if it was
an cxcuse, that we had the holocaust
of Partition, terrible communal riots
giving us the consciousnes of unbridl-
ed violence near the surface of our
rational life. Because of that, per-
haps those special circumstances which
no longer exist today, we gave this
reactionary hostage to national secu-
rity. The growed subversion, tech-
niques of subversion and violence of
the Communist Party and the expres-
sion of that in Telengana and <lse-
where induced me, so far as I am con-
‘erned, to a reluctant acceptance of
the Préventive Detention Act of 1950.
But I say this, as a practising lawyer
and as a Member of this House, that
this provision in the Constitution ije
a blot on the Constitution.
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Shri Frank Anthony: It is a cause
for standing shame to a country that
professes to govern by the canons of
a civilised democratic society. And I
am not saying that for the sake of say-
ing it. I was one of India’s represen-
tatives at the Commonwealth Parlia-
mentary Conference which was held
in 1957 for the first time in Asia. I
was one of those members who bitter-
ly criticised South Africa for its un-
civiliseq policies—Apartheid and race
discrimination. Then we were .told
bluntly by the South African repre-
sentatives, “You Indians, you are
only either deliberately cynical or,
what is worse, you are unctuous hypo-
crites. You should not dare point a
finger at South Africa, then, in your
Constitution, you have institutionalis-
ed, sanctified detention without trial
in times of peace.” We Indians had
perforce to hang our heads in shame:
at the bar of world opinion we hang
our heads in shame. Whatever justi-
fication there may have been for this
provision in the Constitution because
of the violent birth-pangs of our Re-
public, 16 years after, there is no
justification. It is an indictment of
the Government. It is an indictment,
according to the Government of the
capacity of our people for democracy.
I sav it is an indictment of the Gov-
ernment’s capacity for democracy.

I say this also, that as long as we
have a provision in the Counstitution
for preventive detention without
irial, an oath to the Counstitution
becomes a mockery. As a person who
knows not a little about constitu-
tional law, at least today I say this,
that it means that we take an oath to
uphold detention without trial in times
of peace, something which should be
the object not of an oath but an ob-
ject of execration, Would it not be
much more honest, would it not be
at least much more meaningful
it instead, we took an oath
here to uphold the democratic way of
life, to uphold the rule of law, not in
the statute law sense but the rule of



Preventive

5435

[Shri Frank Anthony]

law in the real sense, in the gsense of
Jus, in the sense of the princip es of
natural justice, in the sense of the
canons of civilised communities? Then,
by such a meaningful oath, we will be
committed not to support the Consti-
tution at least in this respect—we
would be committed deservedly to do
everything possible to destroy at least
this particular blot on the Constitu-
tion.

I say this: there tends to be un-
thinking, uninformed ignorant glori-
fication pf our Constitution  bicause
only the ignorant can glorify our Con-
stitution as being something infallible,
something immutable. We the consti-
tutional iawyers know its many glar-
ing defects. Many of us who partici-
pated in the framing of the Constitu-
tion had no practical experience of
constitutional law. We know it now.
But even then, after having first
accepted it, in the draft Constitution,
the due-process clause, whalever the
reasons were, we rejected the due-
process  clauze, which would have
entrenched the rule of law in its real
sense, in the scnse of observance of
the principles of natural justice in this
country.

The Home Minister does not seem
io know much about constitutional
law, otherwise he would not have
dared to talk about fundamental
rights; he wouldq not have dared to
say that we have the sanctity of the
Constitution for preventive detention.
It is a shameful thing to invoke the
Constitution, tp invoke a part of the
fundamental rights as 3 sanction for
detention without tria]l in times of
peace, which is something utterly ab-
horrent and must be abhorrent to any
civilised community.

I say this: when we substituted the
expression “procedure established by
law” hand unfortunately it has been
afirmed by the Supreme Court as
meaning merely statute law, we have
placed the country in this position. I
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am asking the Home Minister to think
a little on deeper and more dignificant
values. There was an argument that
“procedure established by ]aw" meant
in effect the due-process clause. The
Supreme Court was pleased by a
majority decision to turn it down, but
when we have this substitule expres-
sion, “procedure established by law™
meaning only the statute law, we
place the country if not today then
tomorrow, at the mercy of any up-
principled dictator, at the mercy of
any ruthless totalitarian party, be it
Communist or any other. Because
when we talk, when we equale statute
law with the rule of law, there is just
as much in that sense rule nf law in
Pakistan, or in the soul-destroying,
dchumanising communist dictatorships
as there is in India today.

I say that gecording to our Consti-
tution unfortunately to the interpre-
{ation that has been given to it by the
Supreme Court, any law, howevsr
evil, once put on the statute-book, be-
comes a rule of law for India. That
is the position under our Constitu-
tion; and unlike the position in the
American Constitution, it cannot be
challenged. It cannot be struck down
against the due process. It cannot be
struck down against the test of Jus,
the wverities of patural justice. I say
this, that the rule of law in its radical
and in its essential sense—the Home
Minister has not understood it—is the
predominance of the legel spirit and
the predominance of Jus, the princi-
ples of natural justice. Of that, there
is tragically less and less evidence in
the Government of this country today.

What deeply disturbs me is this, that
the overwhelming majority of Mem-
bers of this House—all honourable
men—should accept without 3 mur-
mur of protest, and worse than that,
some with brazen support, some Mem-
bers brazenly supporting this utterly
evil device of detention without trial
in times of peace....
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Shri Nambiar (Tiruchirapalli): Why
some? All of them.

Shri Frank Anthony: Some bra-
zenly, and others at least without a
semblance of any perturbation. (In-
terruption) It is not only targic; it is
a dangerous commentary on the pro-
gressive deadening of the legal con-
science in the Government. Worse
than that it is g tragical commentary
on the progressive deadening of the
legal conscience of the majority of the
Members of this House. I should have
thought that any Government, with
any semblance of legal conscience,
would, 16 years after Independence,
have paused at least before automati-
cally re-enacting 3 measure which was
avowedly put on the statute-book to
meet, as 1 said, the birth-pangs of
our Republic. As I said, whatever
justification there was at that time,
there js no justification today. Ac-
cording to the Government, today,
there is a continuing emergency.
But few people would think
that there is a continuing emergency
in the country today. If we look at the
leisurely, red-tape-ridden, chronic
complacence and in large parts chronie
corruption in the administration, few
people would think that there is
an cmergency or any semblance of an
emergency at least in the Government
thinking. But, in any case, assum-
ing there is some kind of emergency,
the Home Minister has his Defence
of India Rules, which are much more
sweeping and much more draconian
than the Preventive Detention Act.

I would have thought that any Gov-
ernment, with a semblance of cons-
cience, would have hesitated to re-
enact it at this stage. They would

have said; “We have got these more
sweeping and more draconian
powers,” But my real fear is this,

that Preventive detention has come
to stay; that in spite of all the mealy-
mouthed professions of the Govern-
ment, this automatic re-enactment
means, and underlines the fact, that
.detention without trial in times of
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peace has become an integral and evil
part of the legislative patiern of this
country. My greater fear is this that
the Government today, functioning
essentially under g monolithic one-
party system and increasingly im-
patient of the judicial and constitu-
tiona] controls, with, under the pre-
text—that in my greater fear—of a
continuing emergenmy, make the De-
fence of India Rules a permanent part
of our legislative pattern. That is my
greater fear, that this continuing
cmergency will become a pesrmanent
emergency,

I am making some kind of apology
for the Government, not for my hon.
friend Shri Nanda. I believe this
also. It is endemic in human nature
that no Government drunk with
power, corrupted by power, will readi-
ly surrender the instruments of execu-
tive despotism and we cannot expect
this Government drunk with power
over a period of 16 years readily te
surrender the instruments of execu-
tive despotism. But.l gm prepared to
conced this that as long as the com-
munist party is allowed to function
unhampered in this country which
has an avowed poliecy of subversion
and violence, there will always be a
threat to national security,

13 hrs.

1 plame Mr, Gulzari Lal Nanda and
his Government; I blame the Gov-
ernment of India, because what do the
communists do today? They flaunt
their so-called pro-Peking wing. I
say this that so far as the communists
are concerned, I have proved myself
pretty accurate. In case—God for-
bid—we have another real national
crisis, this distinction between the pro.
Peking wing and the pro-Moscow
wing will not be there. In case there
is another nationa] crisis and threat
to the security of the country, both
these wings, the pro-Peking wing and
the pro-Moscow wing, will be found
to follow the same techniques and
same policies.
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Shri Namblar: You are an accurale
astrologer!

Shri Frank Anthony: Yes; 1 am a
pretty accurate astrologer, Who is 1o
blame? 1 blame the Government.
Obviously today, as my friend, Mr.
Masani said, under pressure from its
loud-mouthed communist cell in  the
Congress Party, the Covernment in-
creasingly pampers the communist
party. I do not know for whose bene-
fits it has gone through the motions of
locking up a few communists; probab-
ly to impress our democracics in the
west they have done that. But in the
fina) analysis, it is not only rank hypo-
crisy, but it is much worse, I am sorry
to use rather harsh worde to my rat-
her mild friend, Shri Gulzari Lal
Nanda. I am saying this to him for
the Government. It is not only rank
hypocrisy, but it is sheer political
skulduggery. 1 could find perhaps
harsher words for a Government on
the one hand to pamper the commu-
nists and on the other to use their
subversion and violence as an excuse
for perpetuating the Preventive De-
tention Act,

There has been no attempt to sof-
ten—here I speak with professional
knowledge—the proven rigours, I go
futher and say inhuman asperities, of
the Preventive Detention Act. Some
of my hon. friends, misguided and un-
informed, in the Congress Party have
talked of the scrutiny of the courts, 1
say with great respect, they do not
know what they are talking about. Let
me give some comparisons. Even un-
der Regulation 18B, which was enact-
ed in Great Britain in order to meet
the exigencies of the world war, even
there they were allowed the aid of
lawyers before the advisory council.
That was in the face of 3 world war.
Here today no lawyer is allowed be-
fore the advisory board.

1 concede that you have an advisory
board. 1 am prepared even to con-
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cede that the chairman, who is usally
a High Court Judge, is supposed to be
an independent gentleman. But as a
practising lawyer, 1 say that the ad-
visory boards are a mockery and a
sham. I say that advisedly. I know
that on paper there are the qualifica-
tjons: of 10 years. Any briefless law-
yer who is supposed to be a practis-
ing lawyer for 10 years can be a
High Court Judge. But the Law
Commission  has itself pointed this
out that this Government has been
responsible for making appointments
not only to the High Courts but to
thy Supreme Court because of un-
worthy political considerations. A
Governmeni that can destroy the in-
dependence of the judiciary by
appointing members to the Supreme
Court not because of their worth, but
for political considerations, can we be-
lieve that they will gppoint members
to the advisory boards, unless their
first qualification is utter subservience
and that of being political lickspittles?
I know what these advisory boards
are like. Assuming that here and
there by accident you have an ad-
visory board that is impartial the ad-
visory boards are utterly impotent.
My friends do not even know the law.
Let pMr. Gulzari Lal Nanda look at
section 7(2) of the Preventive De-
tention Act. Any little unprincipled.
unscrupulous  District Magistrate—
God knows how many unprincipled,
unserupulous District Mapgistrates
there are in the couniry—merely has
to say under section 7, clause 2 that
in the public interest, the grounds will
not be disclosed and no ground are
made available to the advisory board

Much more than unprincipled Dis-
trict Magistrates, the country today is
over-run by unprincipled, unscrupu-
lous Ministers, not perhaps so much
at the Centre, but in the States. The
Minister perhaps does not know it. In
some States, there is political ganste-
rism, where the liberty of the subject
is not worth 3 moment's purchase. So
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far as courts are concerned, their
scrutiny has been completely ousted.
In 1679—I can elaboraie it, but 1
would not—the British Habeas Corpus
Act, 300 years ago, made the grounds
of detention subject tp judicial scru-
tiny. But nothing at gll here. A Dis-
trict Magistrale, under compulsion
from an unscrupulous Minister, mere-
ly has to specify the grounds that are
not vague. They may be the most
palpably, the most outrageously, most
demonstrably untrue, but the courts
eannot look at 1,herr_l. He only has to
say this—if he does not act under sec-
tion T(2)—if Shri Gulzari Lal Nanda
is sitting on this side, that he is a
Pakistani spy or that he is manufac-
turing bombs, and no court can look
at the demonstrably false character of
thesg grounds,

There is another point. I do not
know whether Shri Nanda knows it.
It is a challenge to his conscience, if
he has any left as a member of the
Government. Under the Preventive
Detention Act, any citizen can be
thrown into jail to rot there for the
whole of his life. Does he know that?
He has got a provision of one year at
a time. But does he know how the
Supreme Court has interpreted it? It
is one year at g time, sp that just be-
fore a map is finishing one year, you
fabricate another order and serve it
on him before he comes out of jail. I
have personal knowledge. In antici-
pation of these orders being struck
down by the Supreme Court or any
other court, fresh orders are fabricated
and served on the men either when
they are coming out of the jail or
before they come out of the jail.

Let me illustrate all these evil
things by only one case that I know
of. I say it is a typical case. The
man was whisked away. For over a
month his wife and children did not
know where he was. When they did,
they engaged me to argue the matter
in the High Court. Perhaps being an
ingenious lawyer, by a flne legal point,
I had the order struck down. But
what was the moral of that case? Be-
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cause that man had the certaintly that
he would be maliciously thrown back
into jail perhaps to rot there for the
rest of his life, he became a fugitive
from his wife and family, a fugitive
not from justice, but from the prosti-
tution of jujstice that masquecrades for
democracy in India today.

I say that the first amendment that
Shri Gulzari Lal Nanda should have
brought should have been the amend-
ment of article 22. It would have
been a measure of the growth of de-
moeratic values in our democracy. But
the fact that today Government is
automatically re-enacting it is a mea-
sure of Government's increasing in-
capacity to govern according to the
canons of civilised government. And
I say that it is more tragic and the
very fact that a majority of the mem-
bers of this House have to acquiesce
in it shows the appalling measure of
the moral degradation that the Gov-
ernment has imposed on the nation.

st g AW I (FIAC)
IqTEAE WRIRY, Wl o« ¥ oF qF
fozm dfeefanr after =t oY &Y
I T 91 A & IT F1 F3 gg qq9AT
arear ar & fee ofdegfagy & oy
®7ad, qe¥o FY g faw ¥w guv 4r
oY IF T9T WElA WIHT FIETT 92,
e & & A U s=a T e fem
arat Y awrd 2 g T w1 4w fraran)
3fF st gfv faor Fvam & aer Fer fa
7z faer mafearsfes & gafay & st
92 ¥ @Y §F Wl &Y 97 FT FATAT
AT E | HIQT WA A 2y FEA,
qe¥o | T 91 fF ¢

“I shall not weary the House by
telling it how exactly the com-
munists in India, who have beon
by far the largest number of
detenus, constitute a danger to the
existence and security of the State
which has been brought into being
by thei sacrifices and sufferings
of millions of our people. It would
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be a poor return for those sacri-
fices and sufferings if we fail to
preserve the liberties which we
have won after so much struggle
and surrender them to the merci-
less and ruthless tactics of a com-
paratively small number of per-
sons whose inspiration, methods
and culture are all of a foreign
stamp and who are as the hislory
of so many countries shows linked
financially, strategically, structu-
rally and tactically with foreign
-organisations. If anybody wishes
to seek justification for our policy
against them in cold print, he can
do so in the pages of the pamph-
let which we issued last year,
illustrating the methods and ins-
tances of communist vieolence."

I qF 04T F1 @A T Igh a2 faw
gor fra1 a1 f6T ag oF Qe & €7 &
arr fom &1 gawafa 93 q8ce ®
g% o W ag W g4 fx 3q i A
FAT F47 qTF FT a9 AT &1 ga1 97
M F 4 F1 fF oaEsT g

FH A gATT 99 49 F gENT g7
AT G IARTREIAC A0 § F] IASAT
Tifgr # gmr =rfer fa v Q%
AMT 7§ T AL ]i, ATAN 37 ATR(AFT
Fi ToE= &7 W fzar war A &0
I T AE § 1 WEFT Fi gEI
€Y rg7 T w¥Adl g, W Awg 4
g1 &, afsa ® 99 Fi FAOAT AMRAT
g f& #7 =znz @1 weaga faan @ A7
arar g fF FF gma F awvERl &
H&IT FIFT & | T K AT A7 TTATTHL
q1E F AMA 1T 9 ) TA AEA AR
FqT FT AT €Az Ao S HITZE§ AR
2% 2 | qE STH FT A ;T Fi [T
a9t ZR fF GIaTElr 418 & Lo A
gz o ma § o gwre sfefanr asfa
foq T & 78 9140 a0 g T, {4
qar Agl | AT A fEg g & yafmad
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F @1 g fgm @ 8T 37 &9
AT HT IE M SEFATT 67 faam, Ffwa
7T qF LITNA AT 1A

13.15 hrs,

[Surr THirumALA Rao in the Chair]

FATCRA & ¥¥ FTig A &, gl
AIAATH I Aq A & A7 AT awm &
THATTAT FAAT AR £ | F5 Wl
FTATT I Fi 49 6gF 5 qHhal & |
AT WL GAF TZ FAT A1 A qAATET
AT F IH qIg Tad=qT & BiZ §
FE1 F1 TFAA GGA K F 0 FAE )
wzhz 7o 3 ¥ aa=mr m ¢ fa e
A H 34y AR qIrgem & faw,
fzarmy ofefadia & fanr @1 4=
$FT 2R F F170 feqane fqg @,
1 f& Fgaa ofvemm #7379
THT A AT F; F19 FT q | AT
f2zH § I T Fa9 3 FF &lo Gle
argo & favemry fFg o & 1 g AvE
¥ #99 OF "ATZH TFo THo FT fTFEATT
gA 3 1 ATE AR & AT A agenar
& afEw wmae gwm oW wd g
qET W AT | A HF IAET F1 q@d
go ag &% oA 3wd g f& 5w FA
F qZT AR F®IA g | WA gH
fegrama & ®RT  FEEEEwr A
wTEd & A1 ag F1A9 gAre fem ¥gd
aElr & R

faw g qgeft a1 ag faw Gw g
q1 39 {2 = F19a 7 Terav {5 ag fav
T30 Hged 0 a7 | TEH Jo Fi 1T FET
3 A A¢T Fgr 91 AfFA IgT TR
HqIAT AT 1 Y, F4@d, 98de & fRa
g ¥ ar f& ¢

“this day will be regarded by
many of us, though not a red-
letter day, but, a very important
day in the history of the Repub-
lic.”



R g3 TEA 0 AT ¥ IFE I A
qiE faar ar | & swaar g fE e
T fergeana ® 41 afefafs g1
2 faw a7¢ & 5 70 a2 HAT
7% 2, I9 &1 @I ZUIH FAT A
TZA ST IwIT F

I7F WA AMA HE4 7 59 qEg
ag o F7r ar fF

“It is in this light and in this
hope, the hope that these powers
would be very wisely and sparing-
ly exercised, that I extend my sup-
port to this Bill”

7 914 fagr F9ar of 1 A 29 A,
q&yo &I FEN 4T | AT JIfwT % fer
2w & gfaenr ¥ 9@ a7 #r wafy
FIE sOTaT WA AT 2 R 9w 2w
FAA I A0 AW AT T fAy agEr
qzA 2 A e Ied Af § fvogw
IH B ZA AM T F AT F AR
gt &7 |

AT ¥ g O 37 TRAT Sear
g amT mA § fam affegfr w0
TF AW FT AACN 4 W9 K RATF
g ag At g 4 fo EaT @
33 o FT AT ¥ AT AFAT T T &
¥ AT ATfgd 97 | faw 1 qw w7y
3T F&r a1 g A zafar w® mn
f& & drm< ar | e & fe T g
@ Ag FLA A TEA | FAT AFAT BT
a3 F o & ag fa= smar g 1"

# g8 @ = wfys qwg 7 ¥
Fa9 AT FgAr Wgm s w1 o
amdm A0 faepe awwe 7@ )
FFAT | 99 ¥ $@ T I FHY W@ 4
s 2 1 If man is perfect, heis a
superman. 8% #IM Tgq wfaw 77
REIAR T & 5 2w ¥ oF «f
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AT A | T AF qTL A1 Hi (72T
7E fzar san, w9 A€ ag qAEgar o

1 AT TF A% T A Ko GGAT
CAL T
sq # & ag agm fr fm a &
q@T w2A 7 fegera & 0w Far
frim f, 2ar? avwe g WA o
0F Ifmem FEw w4 | fafage
Tt 1 AT TF AL, A A
T TR w8 o T 7 3 afe-
fentrr #lv Feoom & faerar @y &
TA W E T AT AR AT |

T w=El # oAy go ¥ griEw
®T § g9 UL &7 ST WA F Y
o oudT agafT o1 T §

Mr, Chairman: Dr. Ram Manohar
Lohia.

ot TAATw qrEd Al AFRy,

29 W ®ITH AET & |

Mr. Chairman; All right. The bell
ig being rung. Now the quorum is
there. The hon. Member can begin his
speech. But, at the outset, I would
like to inform him that there is not
much time for his party according to
the division of time for various par-
ties,

. o TR HANT Wifgan (FEamarz)
aaafT AZRA, AET F TEE o6f A
A FAAT FATRT AT AfAAT K AIHF
g Faa w1 Y Y faer ) g9 dm-
AT WFIAT § qIST AT I 39 GIE |
qm AN ¥ q1 qg Afadi w1 F F dawr
X 7T AT TO T4 W@ g | g
forr ¥ gra W g ®IT 1 Se7 Fov §,
I/ T FT WY 1O T AL AT AT
& 740 s A dTe agigT wr
A & 77 ¥ g7 7Y AfwT avit F a9
¥ | = Avar "7 9 arh I § &2
aw & gw &1, f9T 9T ST [war
arar &, wfawe & fF gw e w6,
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[®Te T e sitfea]

gt fad ag waraifas &, 9% faead,
Ifes o gra § €31 @ ITET A
gfE T a1 @ 97% 9 ¥ U9 4%
g1 Ao F QT § .
OS50 & 9 T | AR AT AT
T 9=8 §, FifF 77 77 amf 73
T &Y T & A Fmad o D s
Far g1 AfFA & 5 ag@ ¥ 7 98
BT &Y FgAT g 5 g WA w1 aga
FEYE TEAT AR, FHAT F
=1fzn, gawr & @97 7= #HYT A
gl & 91 T3, A7 Hae § gaAr
Fwgm 5 7@ ATTAET FT FAA a3
wedt § fr s wodr gfitm
qodT T wie &1, A9 q@ FAT FI,
S qTe( A1 Fg & W | JZ Tovaal
A qF AT |7, GO AR G 39
2T F139 T F1 & T 7gi fagq @a
aEAT ¥ 2w ¥ A% § mfgar arn
=AY § 1 & W &1 oqar | fEoaq
qe¥3 ¥ mwaAl &1 mfear Iaeq a9+
# uF Zfaar ¥ w srav ar fe mfear
I A AT FIA AT IAST AT, ATA-
mfent av famfzat art mfear | &
famfedi ary mfegat &1 I F
faars @ a1, #few qa awaw F
a4 FzaT 984T & 5 AT wizaens
e T T §w TwrEAi, 92 3 A
g & fg A1 &1, A a1
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qg AXEARY ATHA A1 AT AT
HTFTT AT AAT &, TZ ATEAT F ATATA
fg= # oF TH A9 T R, W A2
gafat ag #2 41 T FE | T &
qrEe AT AT AT IR AR F
2 AfeT R WA F wow W A
F8 Gdr aF ¥4 % W g9 area
gt a1 F 39 w1 Afag 9O F F
o ¥ OFF T AT 3T F I
qFAT SEET | F @ AAEE '/
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FA § AG @, Afag az @@
TAY 35T, AfFA & 37 97 gFETAr F=
Fifw A g1 fF Gfagm & amfs
afa® 1 ¥ 1 7 areri 1 29 At mAq
g f& oF 9y g g0 w1 oFwreat
t | R dfaum 71 79 T ¥ Ao
frerr s aw &Y d@fqam faeger
@H g A | Amfes s s
I TF gEX F FET AL FG F
AT T g T 0 91 F E | 9 WK
A g AT A/ aro ¥ wafa
& & fedt 2T g 7 91 amea T8
g fF 39 w1 33 gl ¥ Ry
AfEFTA FT GIST A7 €T F7 FT 79 |
A GTU g7 IAFT 4IIT qZT FH
FENE ARIEA AT ®TY . ..

Shri Nanda: May I just at this
moment interrupt the hon. Member.
He has misunderstood me. The hon.
Member has misunderstood complete-
ly what I said. It was not that each
article represeniing a  fundamental
right does not stand by itsclf. T poin-
ted out that within that article there
is a qualification which modifies that
and not that one article modifies an-
other article. That is a very wrong
understanding.

o TR AANET Sifgan: aga 7=e1
IR awrE FT &Y 9T A IAH A9y
BUT 8 SR AR @ F al SArar
q8T g |

st AT 9T EHT R |

Tro W wARgT Mfgan : o 2
F ImEt | AT 9@ 9¢ WUN  d99diy
AT & A9 ¥ qYoo FUT T
H FT AT A | AT 396 fReag 7 1

a1 I qwrt € a8 weer fFar
A ag e g FaR FFR A
FaFT dvEeT A gRar ¥, gEL AW F
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geeat sofe ¥ 1 IUET w1 @
TE<T & TE | AIER F FA
qt oA W W € | g & QU
wftF1T § Faa TA 1, ¢ 42 & wea<
afsegz & amy 9 &1 1 a1 fad
sHY gTT F S o Ay g @ 9w gw A
@ =fgw |

faz st Fer fF Swda &7 fag
TT | I A G I TEAT 2 | AfEH
St g qg T E § 9 I9 W FHIaT
T A g aa g S SE T AT A
ST | SR T 4T T g AT ATES
g a1 gad @iw & IEF g A1 AwAY
femama | SvF1 w@daE F g g
qEd 3 a9 4 9% O9IT | HIT ;A
SIT AT FTA ATAT S0 T & IHE
feama & &t ag I3 qzar war & AR S
9T & ag | o A1 e faAT =

st sare wo walfawt (@me) :
Fe1 71T aret & 99 33 71 3= F fg
qre AT FEAETA § |

Tro TR AART Afgm : av Fd
sl 7T qd1 A FI—greiE gaTe oo
da1 #1 qiwa & w9 offg 3% F q@)
Y E—IH s AT A A Ee fFar g
TS T AT 99 I97 Fgl 9 99 gw
WA FT W QY 1 G, T AT A
oifsg

ugi a8 @& fear wn fr sfeem
F1 2@1, ST 7T qA9 F sfagw A
ggl, 99 & Tw@ ¥ I AmteE
st grfeer i & | s s gfaemw
F1 =91 FIT a1 AT 59 arF § o
amT 2rm fF e ¥ feaw wem,
ufral, wfeal s swm Aty w
HHET 9T AT FL HOA AiUFT gfes
fFr ¥ | WX w9 9w e &
QT FTAT AR ST SEE g R
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e e | g A ween sfoem
AT F T2 | FHY T8 TT qATE,
fafae aeeart, & of@ amar &
fafer aroeaeit & @5 gu aw &
s fraw g & o w2 g
& FTT 49 TE &Y awa qw F g
HA Fe & & | @ avs WYt e
&1 T w1 Tfgw

Tafe sfawrdd #R)R #1771
T F2 fegee # gt o @
¢ f5m avg ¥ 9@ 1 o, Afeat w1
qrt gt #1 FTear = 9w 8, 9§
A7 8 T 7q 199 fgrgea™ & ami &
arafrw sfaFl 1 awET @ =J9
AT E | OF a1 qAZ AR FT T
& oFU AT g FA 8, IqH
FTE AT £ Aol 1@ AT ANIGHT F7 1
fee gdY & arg a8 9= g TR
faefaen =@ &, fooem a2 wem
T, &t 94 gT ATHA § @0, AT G
A # AT & 1 HFEL & F e v
o & 1 wemafaEs 2T AEfaE e
I H oy wrar g o ey AT A1 98
dare T8 @, fRdr &1 wemaw A€
FLa FifE It fwdT a1 &1 3T @Y
AT 2 1 IR T AT AT T AL
AT & 5 g0 weTEa § 99 9@
THT G ATEA | S Tg T EAT
Y HTEHT FATAAT ¥ FH T F@T & |
ffm 9@ ag =T g2 14T § A1 9€ 4g
grar 2 fF g fat ot 1 frmar
FT &, ot 1 A FE, g B FTE
e A1 Afad T A g 1 A &
FIAT ¥ THET AATER W SafE
T ¥ T A oS w9 §, A F
are at dar geT @, wAEL gan @, fE
WTEA T AT AT 9 FT HEAr ¥
mwmg{ﬁﬂﬁm%l@q't
g I g1 I § | AHEH H T FoAFL
g T & T ¥ I AR AAEA
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[370 Tm wereR wife)
FHAA & wwwa frew w1 e,
graifs ag avEsdr 91 & 9w @,
H|ifs Ia% a2 91 W 3§ W A
I g |
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T T A T A
f& & 1z walt &1 q@rn g g F
WA HOA 29 § GF 7 FeA T 4
T Aol §1 g ¥4 ¥ fow
e 21 72 8, afew faoft wTRelt &
At ag wfaF av @ § | @q g &
@ & it st & faw | & @5t 0%
foreft 1 a7 7 7, wfe oF A
F1 g7 g &, Faer s g aaman
2, =5 form & arey @ A9 oY 9 STy
& 1 Ta @EA & @ ¥

% WA @9 72 fem 2=
oA g

Mo W AANEY AMfgar : T8 g FdT
ST GAT ST AT AT HT ATATET | AT
AT &1 99 ofwg fw a8 @hr s
fraft awaeei &t 9= & fAm gq 9%
FT AT F o1 17 & |

AR % g ar &t faafai &5,
fogin wur wfa & wew §o 4reT
ag 9 faar ar, ot ff oF aga weat
ama df, gm # fear o, wifs s
wefeal & am oY 99F wreT AT 9,
I ag TAE AT 97 | &7 T FAA
#Y T0 T T a1 41 9 79 AN
& AT H, @ A H A1 92 A1 § IS
= & o et g fw gw oo =g | w}

Shri Nanda: Has that anything to
do with the Preventive Detention
Act?

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
should deal only with the merits of

DECEMBER 18, 1863

Detention 5452
(Continuance) Bill

this Bill. There is not use bringing in
other things.

o TR WAL SNfgan : F1A #7
FATETE F2T9 &1 @I & | HIT qOorEhan
FA AT FT TEN AT FIAT | TTFAT
T &1 AT F@T | /T I G497
TIFT &1 TTF F TIAT Torhar ¢ 5
T FAR FAA § I faAT e
F T T TE g IAT 1 A WA
sfax #4T Siw &, 9§ AT ® A7
FIAT & 98 FFT F1 FE W ¢ |

Mr. Chairman: T should like to
understand what the hon. Member is
saying. Law is impartial in catch-
ing up any culprit, whether big or
small. I do not understand what the
complaint of the hon. Member is.
He can speak about the implementa-

tion of the law or about the merits of
the law.

Mo TR ®ANET wMfgar: gg ot
ATTET N FA 2, F qaman fw
a0F A weae & fTam mrer
Fq 93 £ g¥ fremra & faems
gfaare faar gar 8, ofa 39 wfawre 71
AT @R &7 2 ¢ #IY froE gn %
for s 2 & foraw Feaey, Ffamas
1T g% OHAT § 9 ATAAT &9 A7 & |
a7 17 gAY AT g A & g wo
T a9 A § W IT HEH F T
for Tarsr ¥ QY sHERqT o7 AT €
f& &7 &1 o7 T ® IE@T § )
T AR FAA AW @ Tfad
FaF T faas o g 79 52 g )
forg avg faam & &1 a9 ¥ T
osgl a9 FT g I AR A
T ATH AACEAT FEA A FT A
Y w=g aw | ot faare S
q% AT § W gg AAAEA FA Iq
feare s ST AT AT AT TR | T
% faer & fow = ff @ a@r f
qga ®w=g a0F § M FT ARG
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g § ¥ T TOeEar &1
# aya w&M FQIfE agT T AT SR
fois faar man & AT FY wOSEAT &7,
qet#r, it @1 s slEEst
11 & Frafae] a7 a6 g )
Frfien M argas F1 F A9ES
@1 § geifE FgfAel & a #
st aafe & 418 aga, A @ AR ST H
g w g foraen fF & womn go-qy
¥ qg "4 ST 9T | UH FAEC7 47
o foF WY ATed W # QT 0w gk
F A BT FAFW G | 7T IALT A9
ST aga a1 IEC AT O § W /I
gg 40 ofY T g a1 3% g | ag
FIfAeH A1 ATATE & a1 TG AB HT
Ff cafFrma Fgfaeel & A% T ¢ |
T F0F ¥ FedT % ug F9Ew<t 59 faq
gea 2 f& Frgfael &1 froar 5@
T 914, 3 T g | T AW @Y
@ FYfeH 1, aFERE 1 AAER
F4 FfFT Ffael 1 9@ W
FUO | Tg TGT I H g |

& gl T A1 fAEd St B ardw
FT 3 & grertE A Ffret v e
farer & SHF! IGA U AT g FET TEar
& foF W 9T AT aga TE FHIC
¥ qrq WO O @I & | T 59 4
@ F7 &% gk f =it oy i
a9y TES (& g0 geea) & Afusrd a1
FFE W TG & yaeqr & YIA 3|
Foit § fo & ag=l & wigs< €9
FH g1 9 | "W Afad fE o w5
W= wo difew qae 3 fran wn
2T Y $9 FeEdl F AfUFT 97 9 |
AR % W fg wieER T@ 9k |
& qg e, FIfEs § qFrEe aq qv
Fufera@ 41 3T &M fF fEw
goF ¥ s 7 wfgwe ag@ afsw
agt 7@ =red fF azedi & gt ag )

wwefa AERT ¢ AT qET T
g a1 | |
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o TN AR AMfgan : & qiw

fore # @ fr 3T 7 |

¥ gafau &8 wusear & 9 F
agaak%ﬂmmgmgﬂrmt
® AT W SO T agd savar
m'ﬁaﬂfalmsqﬁm
TG FH QU THGT AT | TR
W T I | w A T
T HR AT 9 FT @ fF ag art
T ¥ ag WA &9 T g f fegear
fom @& & ot & a7 71 war |7y
feaem 71 & 7 ww fom g9 gy
a1 ST9E T foco—fYoo AT F {ﬁ[ﬁm
F T AW [ e 1 fagw
fe wmar o= a7 w1 & 0 owar @ &
38 e 2 w®E, R AT 09 w43
R IR | a7 2 G tooomiyoo
W ¥ wF A W wgh wfew ¥
faems fagte =&l #3 amar & 1 o+
I8 4181 g fadig faar & @ faRey
w41 faRet vemn & fawmw
foran & Sfsa gt wen=r< & faars
W A fadg A fam g
wiey  agg sarer @Er  foyx
o 1 & @t @i @
W # T ST fF 9 aga feawar
AT # WA A1 qg WG g | gErh
ST qET @ 99T ¢ 1 gy wiew
A, JU HIA TAHT | TEH T
frmiear amt | w3y e
AT A AT T ot 77 F% F4ifF @
TRET ¥ TEH TP A1 W= wwet
QR A e ¢ fF ag wEar S
& T T feww gt a1 ufemw ),
& & " T A% A g fFag reay
wfgd® g a1 U=ay g1 wifr feaw
TERE & AWA F SAEr fawe sy
F@ & | WAy & 97 qft o & ow
fraea & S w7 @@ @ fE
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[=Te T R wifgan]
qg A ¥ 7 @A A F @A A
TATT AT 9N TG T8 GFL AT HY
Fifs A w@ AR, § a9 F7ar
frge &€ wgH1 & W faaw & ame
orgré qEd W & | 99 ;i o
fex fafeamr wifos & at & e a@r
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Shrl Nanda: I am being accused
of too much mildness, and I am really
very much agreeably surprised that I
am something different.

o T wAET Afgw : g 7OF
aF § o o T AT e Ay
w=gr grm | fah st i o7 2 A
afew A9 79 F FIC W H9 T g
@G at JgI P | €T 9 oF waw
a1 it & uF gEd 9 77 wran
#X ag gg {5 gaerdar & 79 g9agd )
U 9T & 2L WUAT AR F qeE%
TOAFAT AT & A1 9¥ 2@ A AA
gl A | AT HE ATAT AT
¥ eT FY TAT BFA, TG AT TAA,
g TTE F AT ATEAT AT 2 AR
aF ITFT AN FET & A1 IF 2
T {93 T2 FT TS U ACHT A
AT AIEHY A FTAA A=A 8, AR
FAT 2, T FHIR FT FIAAT ATZAT A
o7 |W F WL JAAT AT ]
Faifs v qaax & 7 o< 30 & weaw
F afedl ¥ faers g0 73 =0 7=
g gy wrFay T faers ot "o
FIE FEARN F7 THA, FAL e A
U A gER AT F AT 0

gurefa @Ry, #a & @ 7w
AT WH FL AT ATRAT § ;IfF AT
ary # weEmaEr & T g qw fr #
#rf aga faom § 1 #9777 97 & A
F3 & fF ag a@ oA anfaw @
oK g7 o4 faeen & fF aw T Tw
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g FT AT R E | g A A Frrnd Y
T & fF mfg e R g &
W A ¥ g fF a® e o
I AR AT frw @ oak AE
R fFoae ww oaw d
WIS FT ATERT ST F o 33dY
T FT G FTT ATAT § I ATAAY
FI{TF I AR ZT IH FW A A
fe= et fFame o o @ & A a2
a frew § fr fegeama &Y st
TE I3, FEAT FOOL wWifs TR
faem g 2w #1 geffaw 76 31 g
art g & fF g famn & dvmoar
Afgar ¥ M1 qwgE g agd
s feamt ax w@ oW @ s
AT AT §F AT &1 JAT FLAT

! WrTER AT MAE (AT
LT ATEAATA g & fF wd s
qTgrE 9% IFT

o W wARET Afgm: o ot @
qarer afsw oF, 3 g F fau aer 2,
g AT Sy # oA fer oo 20
fager & wdMT § #% 31T a7 g
#TE § | AT HTATT AR W THEA
7 wifF o et @ 2 A Aoy
FgT I gH 9T I@GT § | T T
ra #T # gafaw =g e @Y
gae! faeamy a1 27 % 1 gwE e
FIHFT ZF & | T @ FL AYAT <2
SAA 99, FgAaar AT agd IO
7g @ f§ a2 #199 & s@mr
FEAT FEA TEH AL ¢ | ATLERT
FT FTAIT TH T | TAF TT7 AT TGN
f& @z #ATq FT A=, wa T fzwTw
HIGET AT AT ATTHT Gr=47 L@ &
@i FEIfE WS qWT TF FAT AT
SrnfY for o€ @g gardr wafar & gW S
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FIX TG AT wFF | faw @ wEi
geataw &1 AW foaar F@ &, Y
S Y aqrr A wafar 1 g
* AMfE! ®1 T Fq9 TTT @ &
afeF giar g9 A § few @
aifge fr & gefaa g 1| 9= fergem
AT AT 9T T qH Tg AT A TE
o fi sl form a0%F & q& A AR
9% foar $3& 4 FH q F9 UF THIq
A T AfeT W T WA @R )
ot iR fAfram e fF o s
s @ fF AAEs &9 F AaEd
frewmd ¥ 9, ag vz a7 | afaga @
T ot fF IaF AU qTOwT g
TmafFrfamdn ad g2  goaT &
agr q¥ fors 7Y FEaT | gEEAr 6 |
-0 FATT WIEHT IA6! TIF 9
I oAy | ag A9 falr T &
T Y EET & 1 T I T OEF FF
ol a@ars fF T F swr wges
FHI Gw H g gu &1 7 faw fag
Fcas & ! 3w gufeag a9 # s
mar & f avETe ¢ %o T fg wEw
& fau oF FeaT #1 27 3§ Forg FemeT
F IO g8l & oF weew g, fer &
T FT TIT JaET HITT FX@EL
A9l #1 Afeww § vo—yo wEAT
39 fagt &1 faerar & 1 o7 @9 w0l &
fau =g gram FF AR AwEE
FTTA T TEAATT &1 @1 & | areT W
T 9T TEATETEE A e Wi
T g1 FTT T AAERT FAA D AL
gw Ffwg | gwEr

Shri Maniyangadan (Kottayam): It
is with a certain degree of reluctance
that I have to support the measure
brought forward by the Government.

This measure is said to be uncon-
stitutional. But I am of the view that
it is not so. The provisions of the
Constitution which are intended to
safeguard the liberties of individuals
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are there, but there are certain un-
social and anti-national elements
working in the country which have to
be tackled. When this measure was
for the first time brought in 19350, it
was conceded even by certain Opposi-
tion Members that such a measure
was necessary. I would ask them
now, can they say deflnitely that there
are no such elements functioning in
India today? If there are such elements
and the provisions of the IPC and
Cr.P.C. could not be easily availed of
for preventing such people from in-
dulging in their activities, my submis-
sion i3 that such a measure which
vests in Government the power to
detain certain people suspected of such
intentions who if let free would in-
dulge in such activities, is necessary,
so long as there are such elements in
the country. To deal with them, the
Panel Code and the Criminal Proce-
dure Code are not sufficient. Of
course, whenever certain preventive
measures are to be taken against cer=
tain persons and the provisions of
these two enactments could be avail-
ed of, they are availed of.
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But the main question is whether
these powers are being utilised for
political or any other purpose or whe-
ther they are being abused. There
cannot be any doubt that the Govern-
ment has not hitherto abused the
powers vested in them. No unneces-
sary detentions have ever been re-
ported. Of course, due to certain
technicalities or legal defects certain
persons arrested and detained under
the provisions of this Act have been
set froe by the Supreme Court or
High Courts. So there are sufficient
safeguards in the Act itself. The
reasons for the arrest are given. Then
there are constant reviews. There is
the advisory board.

It was said here that even the in-
dependence of the judiciary was being
interfered with. My submission is
that if one has no faith in anybody, in
any authority, whether in the Minis-
try or in the judiciary, it is very
difficult for a democratic nation to
function. If in a vast country like
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[Shri Maniyangadan]
India which has a Constitution and
where everything is done according
to law, questioning of the integrity or
bona fides of every individual in
authority is going to be the order of
the day, then democracy is not safe

in the hands of such people. That is
all what I have to say.
For safeguarding the democratic

rights of the people against those like-
ly to interfere with them by activi-
ties detrimental to the interests of the
country, if the ordinary law of the
land is not sufficient, such a law is
absolutely necessary. Of course,
there is the Defence of India
Act due to the emergency. But it is
only temporary. So for the time be-
ing, that has to be ignored. We have
to enact laws and think of times =f
peace. If that be so, this enactment
is necessary.

Some people were complaining that
the provisions of the Act have not
been wused against profiteers and
others. There are people engaged in
profiteering, blackmarketing and other
things, Of course, the existence of
such people only shows that such a
measure is necessary, If the complaint
is that the provisions of the Act are
not applied against those people, it is
conceding the necessity for this Act.

It is also not true to say that the
Act has not been used to detain per-
song engaged in profiteering or black-
marketing. In Kerala, for the last
few years, nobody has been detained
under the Act. But the Act was
utilised to detain blackmarketeers, for
no offence other than black-market-
ing in foodgrains. There was a time
five or six years ago when several
people were detained, though only for
a few days, under the provisions of
this Act, in connection with this
offence. So whenever it was found
absolutely necessary, the Act has been
used to detain such persons.

As I said, the main question is whe-
ther these provisions would be abused
by Government. Of course, they say
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that in a future set-up if some other
Government comes into power, that
Government with a dictatoria] turn of
mind may abuse this Act on the
statute book. We cannot think of the
future. Anyhow, thig is g temporary
measure, not a permanent one. 1950
to 1963 is only 13 years and 13 or 16
years in the life of a country like
India is not a long period. In an in-
fant democracy like ours, such a mea-
sure to safeguarg the interest of the
common man and protect the demo-
cratic set-up is absolutely necessary.
This has been done in the past and
I hope the Government will make use
of these provisions for the same pur-
pose in future also.

Ag far as the present Government
and our democratic set-up is concern-
ed, there is no fear that this measure
will be utilised for any ulterior pur-
pose other than for what it is meant.
As years pass by, the number of
detenus under the Act is lessening.
There are only a few now detained
under the Act, Of course, when cer-
tain incidents took place some years
back, more persons were arrested
under the Act. Now we find that in
several States there are po detenus at
all. In a few States, there are a few
detenus. That only shows that the
Government has been very careful to
see that the provisions are not used
for any purpose other than the ones
intendeq and set forth when this Act
was passed.

It was stated that this Act was un-
constitutional. That very question
was raised in the Supreme Court and
the Preventive Detention Act was
declared by the Supreme Court to be
constitutionally walid. In the circums-
stances that prevail in India, we must
give the power to the Government
which they will utilise with proper
care.

it @o Wlo gwl (FMYT) : AW~
ft wgEa, AAET FA g w1 waty

qgTE T Wr g q8%% aF IEET
fadm #Tm wgar § 1 38 faara
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for & smae o & Q|7 FAT SIEAr
g ®F A= ST & AT K AT E 0
FgW gHaAT &7 Fifow wr § F gEr
o ® fafaea swHisw w13 a1 e
a9 12 g T Jra9E 9T IO X
gare-faindt @ea €, faaw qaraen
F ¥ fAg a9@<r FTT A TEA
00 gww § 9w & R o
TAfF T H OF IF A AT@RT FAA
g faa &1 #afa qess 7% @grd o
TEr & AR ga0 aws fewa s sfear
®FA § a1 37 AT AT T8 T & |
T GTHEL & 99 & w94 =1 & fow
& g @r & fregare fRm e
a%, gary-faiedt S aew & SEEr
aurar fadhdt FTEaTEAl 9T UF dE
AT TF, THY FTLETIAT 4 d IT &7
T o1 7% | afs Q& 97 & a1 97
FTAT FT JE FRAHTT g Tl g AL
@ FAEEr FEA O ogafg ag
FY F1§ g7 A0 & | F A WM §
f5 @ mafa £ qgrn 9@ |

w9 7z fa= gget & W wEA
# w91 91 W 9 929 gE v @t
#7 ot wHTEIE qESl J4T @R
AT 939 AIE 99 T4 q8 9,
IR aFA F1 9T 47 | F WA §
f& 59 q9 o aga & o ¥ AT
AT T@ FT AR {7 qg G fwav
a1 fF 71, feege Toar o&" & A
AT I TE@ TE @A At 0w e
AT T FTLA F1 AT ALY T@T SE
afew § 3@ wr g 5 2w H a8 Feqa
TTAE TAY AT T B, T F T FY
W # IO ET T T A, T
w7 gAwT & fag w@d o wr €
a4t A1t St Frarer 3 qafeay
FgT ArAAT ) THAAT A HAT GE6]
qIET F T OF AT gF[a fHqT @
2, IEF!1 99 T AITH GTHA @T 2 |
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JET F HrAT 9% I ¥ qamar @ fw
a4 qATE g o @1 & 1 F g% weq
F 37 qafswy gt §, dw@aT
g sgar § fagl 7 5 uem
s | fger foar g1, fam o
F WETRT # A9 ¥, A TR g §,
I g9g F WA ¥ faom Her
FETAT &, T T IT U1 HT A TG
g9 I g ¥ fFATT B w wRT
FXT G| IT AT FT T AT FE | WA
I aEl # W M § I I qal
& fpart fed @ 7 AT a1 98 er wman
ar f5 oz M qmiz gaz @ a1 3 a7
& AT gHL AT FAA &, TT BT WS
fres & a7 =« faar s, o9 @
gATY ETT | AT Y TAR! & FT
femr s | gER AW ¥ oW AR
geaadT Ja= gar A AgE 4
T FFA & fF §F FT FTAT F7 W
9% q3F &Y, AT & ARSI AYA gAY
¥ ¥ & g9 aTe F1 wfew 55
& qear @iga g f5 I o &t
SN owrEET 4t @ETeaTsr fa<dr S
IR S @, FmErfeml &
gfy ST Y fagw g1, F#@T IET F
AT Tg AL AR FT @ g 7 qAg
AT WX FW & AT § |

¥ uF W FET 1 AT gE@HT
wafy G T TS M §, I8 Famar
A | Z@F wead a1 free
foar ST & 1 Fwr W & oF AW
qAEE A g, ' F faers
FH 7@ & | afea z&@ w29 F 0F
e sz faa & Fwmfea
AT F Wiz ey o7 fred & foamw
¥ qT @dT F oy wy 9fd fewew
% fzar @ 397 39 o7 A 72 feew
o6 3fsaT ®oa &1 A1 AZ AT T >,
ag AGTE<r FEA G0 TEr Ry @
FaT 5T #1 a9E AT 91 {7 ag €@ waA
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FATR IO AW F QT FT FITIT
oy # A aTorardy SR 23 &, & wrawr
Fam fe e el & v e
AW FY gAd & T € E, FAR
A1 foam mar & wfeA fodt &1 ot g%
T FAA & geg @ fodr qae &
et freeaTe Ag) fFar mar § 0 st
#rEo o FARAT UF I3 gfraaw aF<
&, ITHT ATCHF AT W0 TAo o
go Hro F \MY 4T, FFT & {WTAIR
¥ gfaafae ag &, w9gdl & arae &1
Fxxwfas & a9 G TAT, MAAT
WE ZAT, THIAT AT A IHA A
ara frar 398 wifas 997 32 o Iw
FT AT 72 AT i IAF 9T H 9T A%
AT TAFET F TEA K MW F1 3T BT
T & w7 faar @ & F 397 93w
F qag gamir it w1 faar @ fr g A
ST FT T AFA wAT T A IR
FTE o A AT TE F ) FEN a@
TF F aT% 3AU A gEY & A% ArEhd
Tifafewa goa/® AR H 31 @ & |
g A1 geaTd &, 9 are "rafaay
FT AT AT AT § ATHT AT TF AT
et 1 AFELY FAT F AT (TR
7@ fear a8, goad w1 ST qE
mar | & A\ wgm fw gz frifes fegm
7gf & afer qifafewa feda & 1 78
fadfrs fedomm a3t afss av=w1z .1
qifafzwer fedg & AR Tifafesa
fedm & 7z AWTH TGl T ATHIZIA
F1 fomry &1 1w Fdt & 1 T A
T/ FT ZTEAATA a7 @TAT & &) ArenaT
FF ¥ A zEwra frar omar & )

oT AT 39 0 feafea fedma &
fra fem ol 1 frewre fear m
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| o A W R e g
T ¥ ¥ feemr fomr ar, Fredid 9w
I UEIT ARG F HrETE A
Y, frgit T ww=l ) odar w1
AT grETgateal ¥ faare 3T
TRATT F T FIfwW I N, ITHY
firerre fear mar | ww e 3 fE
7% faers =rer v FwTAT ATAT ¥ )
qFaATE T g 3O HAT FTeeqaray
A% fqeTh FE=r FTA B a7 gWL
FAAT T TRWA FA AR IR
g=rrd 39 #1 fiewa fear amar
AfFT gart T FET A TR
faems = T ff = few g
& urdt 7 g gfemd # qdar
Fh ART ATEISAAfEAY ¥ faamw
TEWTA FTA FY FAAT AT A, FUA
sz & foo a8 1 7w 3w # gfera
% &1 gAvm ¥ fou gor & faga
feT g%, A T 419 FET FE F |
I+ fagers =79 T e frw
g 7z & ot | 37 a7y w1 ag faw
oF femr & 7t & 0 W Jew o
T 89 § | 99% faars = /mar
fa awt @87 & ar wT w4 T
g @1 @ 4 | gufeeadr § a7 =
M oE oW W oA 3 fE fe &
fadTH gEFT TETATA AT ATAT & |
ST Yo dro HT FifF TdT 4379 F ©F
qeAE wEer §, Ieie afva a &
AU, WEges FEZA F fAw oF A
faar a1 faas FoFex wa &7 @@
FCh gL &1 A1 foF #1 aoig & FAae
ITH GG ATTT & AT HFT IT 4
qFEAT S fear aan wi I frafer
fedoa usz & aga g0 afew fedy
o 3w =9 F e farETT w1
o an & | o7 mifefie # @are I3m@T
T I AT I g FE F fAag

oo & o oF gEaw w3 fam maw
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arfe arfaa @ arw f& s= faskg
GETH F KT FT [T IR FAAT
F for S & ooy TaT AT ;)

FATX AT S T UL AR
# vt a7 F< fgem foaam &, 99wt
F wEr &t g AR & s g fE
T I AR f5 owmr oaret § g
7afy G & eI ¢ 1 gEre fr
Tt s o fireere & wi fedg
o sfear & qEa fiwaTe & 1 SR
Wi fqZ F a9 99 1AFa e
FT AT AT AT IRAT JAATAT Y
41 1 srw a1 ara faa & fow qies
¥IQw o gy P mar & 1 3@ A
F wigai § fedq oe 3fewm s
F qg9 P &, WAt weigd A
fehg =mw gfem w7 ¥ #F1Ag7 H
froae fear mar &, SO 9EW A
fFrmm 3 1w d @z ST AT AT A
37X w5 qw FTAR ¥ AT I
Za fFeT wR ¥ 31 A qw ¥ 9@
TEAT 9T | & q@AT ATEar § Ay
meT f& T St goAfaT gmE @
W E A g AT AET & 7

7O OF Ard A @ fFogdw
FE A gawr dfae wux ¥ faam &0
# Fgmm aear g fF g SR &
sarde ¥ feha s 3fsar & z8 z+s
v far mr § 1 W AN "R
ATEAIET Aode &1 98T F@ a7 98
&gtz g1 AT | g geq § a7 fafreex
HTZ9 q %gr 97 {6 wiAer oF 3A9q
a7 faor & fam @r 39 dfqs | wER
ax At & q@ar =men g fo dfqEr
FET AA T | G TAAT FTAA ATH W
fegeama ¥ 2 olT 99% @iy awil
&1 firgam faar o @ & 0,

TA@R! FAAT §i (6% AFATH
&1 & faq geawTd &4 & Hifaw
g Wr & | 91 A9EE A & ar
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feda orw gfear qae, Smer § @
KY TTF 77 91 fawar @ a1 & s
srgar g fe fea srafwa &1 firewns
frar mar & 1 faeelt meT § fedia
¥ %5 o Fo, S8 7o Fo ®HR wo
To Go ¥ fawr, afey feay smawy
freme fedr m € 1w W & wrw
& Fgar § FF o & A § |amgmn
TR F arfewrr & @ 99 oo
g, wrfeeey & frae farma & g
H fF a8 37 1 T TAw FT qF )
#ifs § a7 a9 9T § 5 fafaex
AT WA AEN AT §ET WL ¥
Tl & faars, w=wr & faw
mfest & f@ems | 7z §7 7 F=waT
g 5 fafrex 37 @it & fasms
HIATH FAE AT AGCEE! FAA FT
T 7% HWifs sem fafred &
HqZ TF TA7 9 AT ¢ qAE F AR}OA
| g ¥ fevwa 781 & o a8 felt
% ¥ Qa7 < g% | 97 T £ F
=S WA F° AT T WA ¥ 3T AT,
gz AT AUAT gEAT F 7 97 fay
=g frET &7 7 | 97T 99 Foear
AT TT qET AT WL AT T FA
F AT 480 F 31 AWAME 72T A
¥ 21 st gy i faw & frgT W
FE AN TF €77 A4 56T, T Tel ¥
gaqifaz fd 3= @1 77 8, 9199 &9
A7 FAY A & UF HIEA AT AGA
G 715 ft §9 T € | 39 F fgars
T AT E T AT AT qCHIT FT AR
g @ fv wmEE & A g, A
ATTHT AT AE AR AZN 2 | AZ 3
2 fr Wz wifevedy 39§ g A &
faars qaaw a0 4, FT AN A TAH
wiz for o 90 F T oW 7T A
ATETGA FTAT AEAT § 57 SiAAE a4
fomr # &T qomTT 7 F7r 47

“Prosecution of thought is

illegal.”
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# w7 | W § BT § i A9
=1 “rfrarara‘arﬂmm@ra"??
w2w % fafaeew fafreet @1 g7 @17
® JA T | TT ZHTT AIEAT O
AT FATHT F7 SHTE g1 A7 faEe
1 wvedl gr arfFenfat &1 o
qT1, FIIHIT FT AZL 97 THE 97 79
TR ZH AW W @ A fF ZEr g™
A woAT AT ¥ 3@ @ o fF S
¥ Tt @t &, mfEerar 3w e
W@TE,E’W&#TO#NW&’E?%
g fx gep 7wt T @3 € AR
o] A Wit @ | 4 fF dve
dro e #1 qEf Tt @ & W @
Fg W@ ¢ | fom aw fafrex sman
F F= F1, I FT GG HT qA T
mEH 4%, & Fwwar A= oA
ad F TR IW I I T H
@ TO%F ¥ W gET 0 &Ml
/R F1 FreATT #T & ¥4 W @
fear smar & w=8T gAT | W FTA
frm & 3T TR g ) S AEgd
& fog =ed, 9 feemt & fag @@d
it mfgafegt & fgams @gd, 9
F faams | W g AR A AW
qFY £ FIF AT T agEa g |
# IMER AT T grAl H &
# wow ¥ T g a2 oW
X FIA F1 W 41 agr A, wfed
& g =rgar g fr At aw ¥ A9
T A R AW FT, AT FTA
F T FToAY A AV I FE
wraTs @, W g f&w A gEE &
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LEASRACTIETE 3 I R o B O IR
gHT HIT MY § Avway #1qF F
IF3 2F7 fan famr a8 @, g7 av
q favara g

Shri Sachindra Chaudhuri (Ghatal):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, ] rise to speak
with sadness and sorrow and not in
excitement, nor to make an impas-
sioned speech. I will at once say that
standing as I do for individual free-
dom, this is an odious measure, this
Preventive Detention Act. If it is
justified it is to be justified on merit.
I have however failed to understand
the criticisms that have been levelled
at this particular measure. I follow-
ed very closely the speeches of my
hon. friends in the Opposition. The
first of them was by Shrimati Renu
Chakravartty. Her speech was mostly
ridicule and invectives, barbed shafts
at the Minister and the administration
of the Ministry. She did not point out
anything which was really any con-
demnation of the enactment as such.
But what she did point out was this:
that according to her, in the actual
use of this enactment, there has been
persecution of a particular political
party to which she belongs, and it
had not been used for the purpose of
putting hoarders and black-marketeers
behind bars,

I heard Shri Masani too who went
into the history of this Act, and also,
to what happened in countries like
America, England and Ghana. My
short answer to Shri Masani is that
while, it is very interesting to learn
the history of this particular enact-
ment and of similar measures in other
countries it is equally important for
me to point out to him that it is not
our concern whether America, Eng-
land and Ghana do have or do not
have such an enactment for the pur-
poses of protecting their liberty. It
is their concern and mot ours. I do
not sce any comparison at all possi-
ble between those countries and ours.
Our country is a federation of many
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States; we see and we are convinced
that these States make up one
nation, but there is a wvariety of
peoples and ways of life, a wvariety
of ideologies and a variety of religions.
And the conditions which obtain in
this country do not obtain in the
United States; they do not obtain in
England and do not oblain in Ghana
either. Therefore, it is idle to make
this excursion across the seas, across
the Atlantic. If Shri Masani had been
here today, I would have reminded
him that an Atlantic excursion often
ends in a Titanic disaster.

I also fail to understand why after
16 years of Independence of India,
when we have shaken off our political
shackles binding us to England and
America, we still have an intellectual
slavery. We feel that whatever is
enaclted and whatever is done in Eng-
land or America iz good! I should
request my hon, friend to turn to this
country, its requirements and its
nceds.

Then, I listened to the speech of
Shri Frank Anthony. I speak in sad-
ness and with pain and sorrow when
I refer to his speech. I do not know
whom Shri Frank Anthony repre-
gsents: I take it that Shri Frank
Anthony represenis only himself he
is a nominated Member. I do not say
anything about him personally, but I
refer only to his specch. His speech
wag ful] of abuse entirely unsuited to
the oratory of a person who has re-
peatedly in this House, and even
today, reminded us that he is a lawyer
serving the law, and that he stands
as a protagonist and a supporter of
the law. The language which he has
permitted himself here would certain-
ly not have been permitted in a court
of law. He has condemned the poor
magistrates who only try to do their
duty. He said District Judges were
put on the Advisory Committee, and
some who are qualified to be High
Court Judges are also on the Advisory
Committee; but they are tools of the
Gomernment, henchmen of the Govern-
ment, and that they are appointed by
reason of favouritism, and are prepar-
ed to carry out the least behests of un-
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scrupulous Ministers and an unscru-
pulous Government. If I had been
a 1awyer, as he is, oppressed with a
consciousness that this Government is
corrupt, the judiciary is inefficient and
subservient to. the Government, I
would have at once got myself struck
off the rolls, and not bowed to a
magistrate or a high court judge who
is devoid of responsibility and wun-
inspireg by justice, He told us how
he had gone to a high court and, ac-
cording to him, by reason of his legal
knowledge and art of argument had
persuaded a particular high court
judge to rule against the Government
in a matter where a decision had been
taken under the Preventive Detention
Act. Was that particular judge also
subscrvient, or is it Shri Frank An-
thony's case that by reason of his
eloguence, or brilliance in law nd
his exposition of the principles of the
Preventive Detention Act he persuad-
ed that judge who wag a person under
the domination of the Home Minister
to give a verdict in hig favour? 1 say
all this in shame and in sorrow; that
anybody who is a responsible Member
of this House could possibly condemn
by invectives and not by concrete ex-
ample, by using such terms as unscru-
pulous, inefficient, ete., and indulge
in such a general condemnation of the
Ministry and the administration of
justice.

Shri Masani and Shri Frank An-
thony, both feel that the Preventive
Detention Act shoulq be there. They
say that a particular party is endan-
gering the security of the country and
that party has to be put behind bars
without any trial. Equally Mrs. Renu
Chakravartty says that anti-socia)] ele-
ments, hoarders, etc. should be put in
jail. It is not necessary to find out
whether they are in fact hoarders or
profiteers or not, but on mere suspi-
cion they have to be put behind the
bars and she says we will support
that. That is, after all, the net gut-
come of her speech.

If we go into the history of it, in
1919 when there was the Rowlait Act,
we protested against it as a lawless
law and yet when we came to enact
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our Constitution, we considered it
necessary, in our wisdom, to provide
that a Preventive Detention Act may
be enacted at any time for the purpose
of the State. As I said, I value noth-
ing more than individua] liberty. But
for a long time in this country, the
individual has to subordinate himself
to the family, the family to the village
and the village to the State. If, in ithe
interests of the State, it is necessary to
continue this evil measure, it has to
be done, because the Government can-
not abdicate its obligation or its duty
to govern. If it does that, it 1s not
worth its name. If for that purpose,
it has got to have this power, it musl
be given that power. To punish is-
creants who already committed an
outrage, there are other ways open.
This is only to prevent civil com-
motion and aitempts at subwversion of
the State, creating disturbances in the
life of the community, stopping essen-
tial supplies to the community, etc.
For such purposes, this enactment has
to be used.

I do not know about other States
as intimately as I do my own. Sume-
thing leaps to my mind—the burning
of tramcars and people going round
and round dancing, as if they wcre
savages dancing round their vietim.
1 am also reminded of the time about
a vear or 18 months back, when there
was difficulty about food ang some
people were egging on the hungry &
poor to try and prevent foodgrains
being conveyed to scarcity areas in
a regulated manner, These peiple
who go and foment trouble of this
description mlways keep behind the
scene; they do not do any overt act
which would bring th:m within the
purview of the law ag enacted in other
enactments. Then how is the Gov-
ernment going to function if it does
not have power to prevent these peo-
ple who are ready with a match stick
burning things? It is for that purpose
that this enactment is <0 be wsed.

There is a tested safeguard in the
operation of this Act which is to be
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found from the publication circulated
to all Members. At least in West
Bengal, where there ig the largest
number of detentions—258—fifty per-
sons have been released by the advi-
sory board, that very advisory board
about the wisdom and independence
of which such aspersions were casi.
I am not happy that in my country
conditions still continue which neces-
sitates a Preventive Detention Act. But
at the same time, one has tc subordi-
nate one’s personal rights for the pur-
pose of secing that the State continues
and progresses.

I adhere to democracy; I worship
democracy and I agree with my
friendg here that democracy is made
up of individual liberty. But that
individual liberty cannot possibly be
set up as a bar to uphold the rule of
law. This axiomatic truth I ask my
fricnds to take note of I would ask
them in an unimpassioned way, in a
practica] way, to consider whether cr
not this measure is the correct mea-
sure to adopt.

I am not talking of thz emergeney.
There are other rules to take care
of that. I am talking of the ordinary
normal times when the spectra  of
hunger, spectre of want and illiteracy
are abroad. Every one of thos: who
suffer from these disadvantages is the
right material for being instigated in-
to violence. There are unfortunately
a small handful of peuple who are
ready to take advantage of this for
their own private gain. Is it proper
for the Government to have power to
contro] that small handful of people
for the larger benefit and greater
good of the community and country?
If we put this to ourselves that way,
speaking for myself, I have no diffi-
culty—I stil] have my sorrow and
sadness—but I have no difficulty and
no weakness in me which would in
any way permit me to say, I withhold
my support to this measure. Regret-
fully, sorrowfully, reluctantly I say
this evil measure has got to be sup-
ported until such time as the atmos-
phere is better and cleaner and our
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friends who are there all the {ime
ready to take advantage of the defi-
ciencies in the country have been per-
suaded by measures other thap put-
ting them behind bars that it does not
pay and that the community has got
to go on whatever our private indivi-
dual rights and individual feelings
may be. When that Lime comes, I shall
be the first to say, take off this odious
enactment from the statute-book; do
away with it and let us also oblite-
rate the memory of ihose horrible
times when we had to take a man
and, put him behind bars in order 1o
prevent him from doing grcat mis-
chief to our country and our people.

Shri Manoharan (Madras South):
Sir, I rise, on behalf of my party, 1o
oppose this untrustworthy, unscrup-
ulous, obnoxious and undemocratic Act
which is before us to get our approval
for a lease of three more years. I
am perfectly convinced that our Home
Minister, Mr, Nanda, is not really
happy in bringing forward this Act to
get our approval. He might have
spoken something in justification of
the Act, but I am afraid whether
he meant what he said, because I
think two considerations have heen
agitating his mind. Ong is political
obligation and the other is nis moral
duty. Unfortunately, his political
obligation has conquercq his moral
duty and hence this Bill,

I submit that the Preventive Deoten-
tion Act is a blot on the statuic and
it is a nasty projection into the statute
which defies proportion. The talked-
out intention of this Act is to preserve
the security of the country. You know
security is not a commodity of 5 parti-
cular individual. Tt is an issue
common to all the people of this coun-
try. Having seen to the motive
behind the Government, I am convine-
ed that the Preventive Detention Aect
is not for the security of the coun-
try. On the contrary, it is for the
security of the ruling party,

If Parliament can be taken as a
mirror to reflect the true spirit and
aspirations and anxiety of the people
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of this country, Sir, we all know
the reaction of the people of this
country the moment when Chinese
aggression on our country took place.
We are all for the security of the
country and everybedy is conscious of
that fact. We, Members of the oppo-
sition, are in ne way inferior to the
members of the ruling party, either
in maintaining the security of the
country or in seeing to it that the
country is prevented from invasion
by foreign people.

The pilot of this Act, while intro-
ducing the Bill defended it by saying
that it is for the security of the coun-
try. While the Defence of India
Rules were being enacted in this
House, we were told again that it is
for the security of the country. There-
by, I feel the government of the day
is making an open declaration to the
worlg that our country is suffering
from want of security, not from out-
side alone but even from within. I
think it is an open confession on the
part of the Government of India to
say that we cannot depend on our
people, we cannot depend wupon the
sense of values and proportion, moral
duties and responsibilities of the
pecople; it is an open declaration on the
part of the Government to say that
we cannot hereafter believe the people,
because in order to secure the secu-
rity of the country we will have to
depend on statutes, Acts, enactments
and the like. I think it is shameful
on the part of the Government of
India to rely on legal luminaries to
rule the people of this country. Al-
ready, we have got the Indian Penal
Code, the Code of Criminal Procedure
and so many other enactments which
deal with particular situations. But
the ruling party is not satisfied with
the existing laws. It wants still
more, and the result of it is the Pre-
ventive Detention Act as well as the
Defence of India Rules.

Another point 1 want to stress here
is, the basis of this Act is, according
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to me, power and nothing but power.
The intention of this Act is to curb
the opposition and to disturb the de-
mocratic thought and democratic tra-
dition which we have built for the
past so many years, based on the
liberality of thought. Therefore, it is
high time for the ruling party to re-
frain itself from this agbnormal non-
sense ang irrationality, The well-
known philosopher, Fenelon, has
rightly pointed out that power is poi-
son, which corrupts the conscience,
hardens the heart and confounds the
understanding.

Sir, now I want to quote from a
famous author to prove what power
could do and what power could make.
Here is a quotation:

“My Mistress—Power is my
Mistress. The conquest of that
mistress has cost me so much that
1 will allow no ore to rob me of
her or to share her with me”.

So said Napoleon. What is the reac-
tion of the author towards Napoleon?
The author says:

“He (Napolean) was selfish,
self-centred and the dominating
impulse of his life was not the
pursuit of an ideal but the quest
of personal power.”

1 quote it from nobody else but from
the lotus-eater of Kashmir, our Prime
Minister, who has written a book
entitled Glimpses af World History
(page 361). Probably, he was not
aware that the very same paragraph
will affect him in future when he be-
comes the Prime Minister,

Therefore, I am satisflied that the
Government of the day has come for-
ward with all these measures to main-
tain power. If the outcome of the
Goa elections is a pointer, I can safe-
1y say that the day of doom for the
ruling party is sealed.
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I want to submit another aspect of
this Act. I want to know whether
the ruling party is convinced that it
could maintain the law and order
situation and security and integrity of
the country only through laws, Acts,
amendments and statutes. Are they
afraid of the people and their sense
of co-operation? [ want to know
how many Acts and rules the ruling
party want to make to maintain the
integrity and security of the country.
Has the Government of India depend-
ed upon the Acts and rules, and not
the people, for the maintenance of in-
tegrity and security of the country?
The continuance of this Act, I sub-
mit, is nothing short of the prolonga-
tion of the lacerated idea on the part
of the Government of India that the
people of this country should not
hereafter be counted upon for its sup-
port. 1f that continues to be the
view ©of the government of the day, I
am very sorry to point out that the
Government cannot hope to steer the
ship of the State for long.

1 am afraid that if the Preventive
Detention Act is continued, the demo-
cratic traditions which we have built
up, based on the noble idea of libera-
lity of thought, would disappear. Only
the other day, an hon. Member of the
ruling party was saying that this Act
was not misused by the government of
the day and that the minimum num-
ber of people were arrested under this
Act and, therefore, it is a clear exam-

ple that the government will not
abuse the powers. That may be a
good argument for him. But if he

thinks genuinely that this Act is not
being abused, it is very sparingly-used
and less number of people are arrest-
ed under this Act, T want to know why
this unwanted Act is still kept in the
statute book at all. This Act will
give a strong hand, I am afraid, for
the executive tyranny to continue un-
fettered. The Preventive Detention
Act, according to DMK, according to
the Membera of all opposition parties
and according to the genuine demo-
cratic sentiments of this country is a
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cobra in the garden of democratic
thought. Hence, I request the govern-
ment of the day to scrap this Act, as
soon as possible and see that normal-
cy is maintained to prove that thp
bona fide of the Government is
sincere and not intentionally debau-
cherous. Therefore, the sooner it is
removed, the better it will be for the
country, for democracy and social
values of the country. I hope the
hon, Lady Minister will convey these
gentiments to the Home Minister, who
is missing now, and sec to it that
this cnactment is dropped so that we

can have real democracy, which we
all cherish and wvalue.
Shrimati Subhadra Joshi (Balram-

pur): Sir, is the word debaucherous
parliamentary?

M+ Chairman: I do not know the
coiiext in which it was used.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): It is not wunparliamentary
but may not fit inio this context.

Shri Narasimha Reddy: That word
is there in the the dictionary.

Shri Manoharan: I did not use it
against any particular person.

Shri Prabhat Kar (Hooghly): He
has used it figuratively.

Mr. Chairman: I did not follow the
context, There is no question of these
words being strictly parliamentary or
unparliamentary. It all depends upon
the context. Anyhow, as gentlemen
we do not normally use them in ordi-
nary conversation.

q WTER WU WIWIE AW
w7134, # saffm eI @
g\ ¥ 2z favam v § fr anfom
F AR A1 ATHEY, FTHAT el FY
oA A7 TH A ¥ O ATAEY
Froveqr ZoAr =JwfoT 0wy A faew
g daq ¥ In oAy & 94f
1834 (Ai) LSD—6.

AGRAHAYANA 27, 1885 (SAKA)

Detention 5478
(Continuance) Bill

£ 91 G AT X AT ¥ ag
a¥ a3 e 7y o 7@ & Afew an
ag atd &9 § 5 g% o7 & gea
39 AR 9% §1f @A & 7 oyw
at ag  f& A 1T T @
an &t Fife wifc s & fog & ar
Faa 39 firr g7 sufFqi ¥ fag & o
=g 3 AW &0 Aifr wfe wwar &
=i F faq ow @ aw o §
T €W 54 F1 T ®7 § 3@ {F areaq
#TT TAA § AAAT g0 a@r w7
& 9T 7% A 7 qar frar g A%
qfawr § 1 F79 a7 & A I FqoE
ARSIENI- (A ol A £ )
fas zAfAT @ATIT AT 9T TR HAw
av fisdt o @7 A omEw ¥
gHimr AT mar fr g amay w
Aty Az Fr fmo 2, d7 agm ¥
g ¥, nAT TFT A WOAEARY
nfigat 2 a.fF 3m w6ATT #0 WK
SH & UM &r AFT AT & )
whafgnm oA At m e &
2%, A1 29 30 F7 A1 339 FT 9T |
TS ATATAYT & G2E A1 F TG T
fon wwF &1 F1 aE TE F-
Ao H Iy AT 04T whETar & o EE
e FT qreAT AEAT § 1 fodh gw &Y
ag TE T, afer AT F7 THH
qiEfe T g8 TRt & | @ A A ¥
AT & ag arg ©ez g1 wE & R oar
F197 39 qW § =rfgw, 1 ff T8 qoi
FT faqror 5% | w37 aret 7 Ty, /-
faee M F ®Eew, 310 w4l A FF
f fergeama a1 Fegfaes ot w1 &7
@ ¥ fau & F1q7 Tifa0 | Fefae
aif & ¥a1 6 39 ZW & WIwfEad wY
% a2 4% ari @1 %A ¥ fow, o e
qEd T w4 @ W fAA &
afafafucr wardt ama w7 § dEr
FAR Mg 1 g8 TR ok g & Y

=)
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[+ wraq ar wrag]

Fgd, afes AMEE F Fegfaee
qrE FEAT &, AN &7 f@aa 9t
Fgdl &, FEwA #7 draferer qréf
Tl &, 8T arel #gar & frogw aw #
o AT s Tfee, fam & geada
g QT vaAfas wifeqt 1, o F
aw ¥ feg & fgars & T4 81, 07
sifyat &1, W fr oeamga &, oF
sifwfead o A w-amafzas 1, N
59 W F1 FAq1 ¥ faai F wfaga w1
FLA g, a2 FAT AR |

T 34 A19 9 g9 99 OF g, a1
g9 @ f& s arsra-fam & W
arad gaTe ;e g, #1998 weadq
B9 O FL TFd £ | 49 F1E g I 2
e fow awg &1 oa gama arda-fem
FTFHA &, I9 F F=777 g0 IT AAT F1
= A9 FL FFA | § 79 I FT A94F
7@t g 5 Ferfres ordt ar sepfaez a1
fergmama & 7 fomr ama, aifs w1
feare &, Star 5 sl ¥ o9AqE
regafa, FFREAE S, 3 Fa, ar
o GvT FEAT &, T W F & Ad,
afer @ dax ¥ fafam wfes o<
WTAT STAEATHT F1 TG H1G @A FT
wigs &, @it § smw § FreeeE
T & 9g a9, fa| & wfa awi a7
gfa® &9 21X qa@ma & | 57 fau @@
ofifeafa & gw Ty & 5 swafee
et w1 wEfew @, afer e
qg AT A W F1 AW A& g 5 o=
FHyfaee qrEt & swerd 4 ST
ufaizw & faa &1 397 90 qe7 &
wfaee qEf & AqT, FHEE To Fo
Mo, A E e Az ga ALl & %
9 FeFar 4, fag &1 garen g
T, frwet Top Ay, « fzar,.

oY AW qUeFg (TWeT) ¢ FATIA
HERA, W UF SHaEqr &1 9 g |
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SIS ST | 59 839 | g e § 6 o
" 1 fafreet @ @ & fAu
&rfa A 1, 37 & ar¢ § TaT a1 7 Far
TH | AT To Fo WTAT FEfaEe
aEf & dre7 & | & wHrEe A areny ¥
ar & f& ag q-difer ofadz & 1 3w
frdaw & i ot aer 72t 92 Atz 7 81,
ITFALH W IZFTIT AR T

Mr. Chairman: There is no point
of order. I have understood him.
Members are free to talk anything
they like. We cannot ensure the pre-
sence of every Member here before a
Member cxercises his right of criticis-
ing the attitude of politics.

st WotER WT W o Wt
qerey, & ¥ fak oz #u2y 2 fF 1 aw
aA gz £ fF Fvgfae ol 3 @ 39
qEY & J47, =t M=, ¥ a8 7w Ey
o FeraT & SATHfF Fea-wra #41 frar
T | FAT AT g IHTREE FeaewA !
T2 Feaeu I S-qrfEr afadza 791,
A T AW FT TR W GIAT FI
g FRgfaen ¥ am 97 afame
FTAI ATRS § | AT IH AW A O
T &, WU A T 0T TH FAT FT
Fogq @ §, ar 39 F W fafex
fezarT wFe & T av% FT &A1 AR

afer & srar § 5 wgfree ardf
# w0 AT W q qTe WY
§ W1 O acl F q9GT TE T E
# g g fF wvgfae odff & ad
ot Mfaew 7A@, IF FT GRGT AFY
@ § | & aar g fr wegfae o ¥
w-qifer afaden #7 § | feT
o W H o ot gay sufe &, S 3w am
AT 6T g 1 gaen
Fgfew & am 97 FfagE F
sTeaT 8, @ A & faafea fedew
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Mr. Chairman: Well the hon. Mem-
ber please sit down? There is no point
of information wunless the Member
gives in

use =rfen #1 3w & gra 3@ st
&I FF FTT FMET | (Interruption)
T a F#1 9F e 1 oag aga awr
g9% & 1 A e o aw § G A 8,
st fF 2w &Y srandY # geer & fAw
A 2, A aTwre F e frafer fedwm

=t TR ¥Tw qEA ¢ (FTEET) ¢
AT §EET 43 10 & | & §9 ArEETy

TH ¥ A AT F1E T Afgw for e g |
1T 98 39 dcdl & 19 &T A, IT ST Mr. Chairman: He has not given
= FC a0 in for you. [ have asked him to

resume his seat, There is no point in
standing up and intervening in the
debate. If there is any point to be
replied, there are other Members who
are going to spezk and they can refer
to that. T am not allowing much time
to the Congress Members. If he is
willing to answer you, then that js a
different matter.

Fegfaes aEt & el 1 F Fgar
|t g 5 =7 2w & s St gt @
2T FT @1 8, #1 9E =H faw 9% @7 2
for 2w 7 geamRA #Y 337 whaw w4 &0
72 917 3F 2 fF 3 H Semram A wAT
A 1 A 70 77 v 2, Afw i

FX ART VAT & ITET § AT AL AL,
fom & Froor 4t w1 959 TAT AR
a1 | Fr FAfr T F na g A
®( q999 AT Fwa F o 3w A oo
FTAT-ATATC 77 a1 &, 1 2159 &, &1
Aot &1 TR F wEEr IO FT AA-
arar & |19 faears w9 a g, 39
®1 T9 FTAA & T4 T & a7 far
Ma ? W § qrEaa ® qregandr E a
FAT § TH AT FT GHAT AT A 8 7
zn qfdfeafa ® fadfeq fedmm oae
i Agt =ty ?

Y 5T T : FH A ATAAT A8
& f# 57 A F1 nfvfead 7 =A%
" fea s & faems ffaer seawme faar
™ 2 |

5t HUTAR | WA ¢ qOSq AT
X 41 r@gd §? 98 9T 40 I
g7 1
Mr. Chairman:

to stand up again and again. Will he
please sit down?

Shri Ram Sewak Yadav: On a

point of information, Sir,

I do not like him

ot TR AA® TET ;g TN A,
HIAT |

St WTHEd ®T WTae o ®RIafa
wgiea, & 37 & 99 &7 faar 98 &t
FATE@ AT ATEAT § | WA §IE,
Mo Aifean, § a7 fF =1 a7 T@m™y,
afe ¥3T FMA F AR TEH
I Fg1 i g2 9am E-Em
ufdiien, sA®-uThfead a1 grEd &
fageTs a1 THT qreifesa ot & fami
a1 gewt & fawrs, St Tw AW F wAA
AR F9 F1 TAE FET 12T & |

=t R FTw AT AfRT gET
& faTs <=1 e TE ™o

St WTTEd WY " ¥ oE S
AT ATRATE | WO & ARG & | HHAT
M 9T AN ggr agr 97 UF fard
FIAAT a1 | I Fa=TE FIoEAT F FIAIT
I §9 R AT | OF g &9 aiEt
¥, Wgi &7 FH I g7 AT &, TH IH
fam aft  wan fr g7 Qe ot
& mEedl 7 ATH-H FT AT KT THAE
faa, wewman A1 ART 9 F97 AG) I
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[ wiraw &1 wwR)

fem, fomr 1 afiormr ag gon 6 s e
qERIg AET #T AT AR W q9T
g1 7§ 1 a8 39 faq 4w 7 qafz & 7,
FEifs g @ W A w=qAT O,
FA, ¥ 419 §, 39 I 31 1 Ak
s Esfaffa srgadr g 1 Frqm
awda fmar fe fadfer feema wae &
AT I M A T | IF FT AR
fear mar o fer F@r v A¥ @y
T, fo &1 oY g9k e Fdm
AT AT A T2 AT AgART @R

Jarafs wZiga, #97 77 T F fAg
FAT a40 Ffgn ? 9 agT mez g
Fz1 w5 fafaa 30 5 2z s
g & wATED § AF 2 ¥y fum,
Feafaez ot #1 qo, dmAr dn
IEIA, T FI A M o
qaTEfes =22a mE wgTEr F0 092 7
7 o SFurdm adr o ar  az A ai o
ad & 5 g7 Fe7fAeT § fame w44
9 " § qE TR AT, A AR
THATT ® AT 7 A0 K = w A
wfefeiora 9z 917 78 97 1 37 F
Afezfwdam 21 a1 7 &1, #fa g
F gErE a@t & AR a7 W A
@ Arfge fF o< § @ 97 &
AEA WAAAEET W7 e & sae
F4T, FAET, FT 2AT FT AT TE | FOT
fr gw =g =97 v 39 3w & w7 oA
A gan, a7 % Ay A a3
fadw #x awza zar & 2 T

14-40 hrs.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

T2F 9T FrAE AT faara &
AT 20 fEw amg 39 fr gy A
RATATE T 7R w7 H A4 2, 7w
AaE g AN ggar O anT
g0 AT 7g & fr oAl i # w0
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gafaq 7df 8, §de § w7 o fag
aft & fF agr o< 3t ar @Y wfear s
Fadr &, fraee ot s 9dfey qEt s
/97 9} gFT F1 wfaarde & F1
FYHIT H ZIAT § 71 g9y avfeqy F v ar
azeqaer, 5 fgegeam & giar @ 4%,
foefT WY FET AT AT AFT ITAET HIAT
gt & fae 48t FvAr Amed § AT A
Fza &, ®UT FAT 75 7 fammm ot
@ & 1 fegrary § o mdrdad
arfzar & =fF sas wT aF FHEA
FATT 7 A figer , whea ® 71 srAam &1
3I7%1 A4 faaq 3= 7151 8, Afaw
FRAT A1 AeB AT A% &7 7 AT @
FTAT 20 37 fa® zafao g1 & @7l
FT wAHE F I5F; Crar g0 @0v
fraT 479 &0 @igr s, 7T gt
FIATFAT 20, Fi (3907 T0rA8 2071 2 5
TA A AT T F AT FiETn &0
9T TET AT AT arg Ao
Ll

frifzr  fedoa &1 srgoawar
it ¥ 7 gare F@erfacz fwa A
Zfr®Ea gov Ay g fan &1 z@aifas
FIIFTFAT L 2AAT A E TR
T AT ®wred_ & faare Tawr s
faar 1o 7R 7727 FT T A BT
Tzd 2 9129 A% arg # % vfRders
Z, sivmiRdtay ¥ m wR gAv T4
2, garafaTdy @93 &, ITH (AT
F70 AE0 TILT AT ZAT B, WAL 04T
FAT T AT ZH OATTEL TFFT TIA |
¥ gEEIT 7 AT FCATE I AT
11 wrfq sTaear § AT A H A7 rTAT
w73 &1 Fiforor w77 &, 70 T9% faATe
AT IT40 fowar S

grzaA fafr # o3 gEd
qIF I TAT FA & TV Iq FT F
F4T ATAT AT TFT§, T I AT TATHT
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qrgT A I@T § AT AT OF Figd?
fa 3 ot Fg7 fF S%r T9w ¥ 49
T AE ATAT @ | SHET FATT AT & |
Al F wfadd @1 W W
9 TAT ®47 fF a1 W2 H9HT qTh
AR 9% WG | ET §FAg
drearam fegfa gat 2w ® ofas
et a% @ | QET feafy & forq a0
F1 TH FGA ¥ FwO@ AI@R HAT
s 7 faer et o wfgwre &1
I f6T go s #1 qrasl § 5=
T T 964 ¢ |ifh g% s feafa
F Froor gegafa F 37 U FAT KT
aads & faar & o & same fst
t =fF #1183 AT @t 5 oag
gL & et o w10 & fgems fedt
F1 ¥ o A% 1 WA AW
Jaffs oIy & gadw & a1 ATOst
faafer fedaa &1 qwga awar =nfge
affea area @ FT F ) T\
Fror 7z ¢ fw gaF w=ra =afaT &
gfusi 2 fr 3z d= 7 7 wfus T8
@1 A AFATFT AT 7 AT gl
FHET B, g7 TARN TAAT A T T
TH FAL H A & HfAGT F AFE |
g A0 a1 & 7 73 759 & Aifeafes
dva< AT BF O AT A a8AT 2 fF
£T AT LA &, g7 Afwerz 7imA 2,
7T fafaees segaam @ 1 & &wsar
g Fr Oar w27 a7 77 & T9T AACFIAN
&\ a3z zafao fF 79 wrAdm qzei
F S ATT FT FIE AT AR B AT
g araAT § 5 ag madide a3 auga
g, T TAAIAR 8, WA Haedr
g ARAT AEATH B AT AR FEAT

g0 fr & OHY wEgam A GA%T
TaAdE & ACANAT THHTC AE TAT,
§ ged Il AT | F4T 9% TAT F A
g7 AE FT AR £\ TAT F4& 97 IF
W & 99 AY 7 SAET Hfeidy |/
TFEIF W@ g1 Ava & AR W
aFa § f& qg #F1a079 g0 & a7 TEi—
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(Freowiy)  Afraare g w5 faear
@ & | 37! 7t AraA f gl A
ITHI AT FAT ARA & I FEAT F
wwd | {6 dF a8 9% aadA § |9
R igamag s g i fafuw
qifeai &, ST wiEr arfeat &, Iaw1 Fwar
FT §9GA IMT @1 g, ar faewr &
Faw TF FTH & (qQ & 109 7 g2
FT 1% ST 0 | A% @Q fF Fig
qET & 91X S9F J4T YqH HaAT Agw v
q ¥ WA NfeFife aw@r 1 e
F @3 9@ faar & 1 gw dF di
AAA AT I E | Fga A g 5
T FAL AT A AT /S | HO Aq9T AT
YAgT g, AT At ¥ & W W
a9 £

# ot aafda &t waadar #1 &
quit 7\ Afer & md aw A
AU W AT F | FHFAT TE Ao
AT ® o @rfyai & ST
arar @ # frr & e A §
frz = wawa ot A oA AT g
g1, 3T TFT FT ATIL F1 @ifaqr o
FH AN X MG H FH FZ AR
F 41 | BF FT IH AT F FAGF TAT
¢ fr fodt wzer &1 faar 09, faam
FTATE AFTIR T fFAr W) HET
g7 az aumd § {5 oy #ma faw a9
qzdr wT A & fAw & o 7w W A
AT FF WTAET T FAT F A
e 2 arg TfEyg faadf g srraa
H 6% &1 91 9T & IAA AT ANIAT | qZ
FA fah 37 afeai 7 fao g, 39
AATZENT At & fau 2 o arraafas
F WET qES AGL M AFA & | WY
sgasa afs o marr § 1 H
F1 AFAr § AfFa a7 43 AEET
F A v g1 tos I ok W
qFT 9T 45T £ | e gar fwmr oy
FOAT & A1 AT W FE 5 T9T o A
T A fRET A § oA F7 agt #1



5487 Preventive

[T wrEE frAEE]

FAAT T WIFT T I AIA T ZARA
FT AAT F1 TFF AL AT AR £ 0
OIY 3T F IeEA H AT GEAAT @
¥ A9 FET 8 (FTTA) TR G
arvET Y AAZL A FW FQ § |
oY TF FHA1T F IqF AT A FRT AT
fF qasrat at & afe g o 2 #30)
ag HY Ja 917 fF To Ao o Fo o,
§z% "X geFR § wwaar g o fx
Frafe =9 # F19 EWT | g FI VST
St %1 91 { 37 qEAT § ST FL&@TE,
g2 gerar 3, g faan f w9 /¢
fE I e F feg § & 7
TATT G qTEr WK 08 A9igE & 9 59 ag
# s 7 g A A A A FgATlH
37 #t fudfex fedom § a7 57 a2
FL 1

e wfew A fowmA & a9
TIT N F Fg F A THA F7ATE | T
eIy ATEE A g, dAr gy SifEar
A 7 T fr Az wma v £ afew
o feerar gz 2 5w A A9 E
HIT ®1 g4 T94 F FAEA 2, A
FEMATFI AT E | AT TT AR
WTT FAFANZ AT A F AL AT FL
37 ARTH AFF BN AAL F AT T 77
FIAT ZFM A[ 379024 | A7 TEAT 2,
S 2 ¥ ofer w fad 73 F AT WA
&, i % far afemfrdr #7942, AA
&4 ¥ 7= 31 780 WA §, i T14-
a;@*ﬁnﬂrﬁ&%ﬁ fom ¥ gar
qz qawra awiA fan e 319 &
999 HIT KT KT T qE

qz FTAA qGT WATET & A5 A7
ArgFg va aTAl & fAd A fEAME
£z £ 741 & fa7 foaw 1 faadd

ﬁmgummaguhaﬂ%w% '

9fT TFTET § | I FT A KH F W@

gl
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Shrimati Sharda Mukerjee (Ratna-
giri): 1 rise to support the Preven-
tive Detention (Continuance) Bill
which secks the continuation of the
Preventive Detention Act of 1850.

I have neither the gift of eloquence
nor the facility of fabrication which
some hon, Members of the Opposi-
tion Party have demonstrated and,
therefore, I can only give you the facts
as I see them.

Indeed, this is a curtailment of indi-
vidual liberty. But it is also to the
credit of Government that in spite of
their having this very arbitrary power,
the total number of arrests during the
whole year has been very small. The
statement furnished by the hon.
Minisler shows that approximately 284
peérsons were arrested under this Act,
and out of them more than 260 were
arrested for goondaism.

I and the other Members of my
party cherish our individual liberty
Just as much as some of the more arti-
culate Members of the Opposition do.
It is not willingly, therefore, that we
agree to  this  arbitrary power to
empower Government to detain such
persons as may cause harm to society
or as may harm the the security of the
country. The very fact that
the Government want to extend
this Act for only three years is evi-
dence of their bong fides. As Oppo-
sition Members have said, there is an
overriding majority on this side of
the House; therefore, if the Govern-
ment were to decide that this enact-
ment should continue for 10 or 15
years, I think it more than likely
that they would get the support of the
House. But the fact that they want
to extend it only for three years to
tide us over this period of unsettle-
ment and unrest wijthin the country
and till the danger which faces us on
our borders passes is an evidence
that the Government appreciate the
importance of individual liberty in our
country and want to have this Act
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just as Jong as conditions in the coun-
try do not settle down. Therefore,
much against my personal conviction,
1 do think that in view of the pre-
sent condijtions in the country and in
view of the fact that there are in
our country diverse elements, so-
cial, political and religious elements
which can be incited by people pure-
ly in exploitation, purely to gain
their own end. So long as these con-
ditions exist in the country, it js ne-
cessary that for the general security
of the people the Government be
empowered with this extraordinary
power.

Now, let us see what has been al-
leged against Government. It is al-
leged by Shri Frank Anthony that the
Government are unscrupulous and un-
principled. Yet every five years this
Party has gone to the people and
come back elected with a large majo-
rity. If it was unscrupulous and un-
principled, woulq the people of India
support this Government in such a
large majority in three elections held
every five years?

Let us see what the passage of this
Bill will mean. First of all, it is the
first and primary duty of the Gov-
crnment to maintain peace and order
within the country. Secondly, the
thing to consider is how far individual
liberty js in fact curtailed, What is
the justification for curtailing it?
Here, 1 would like to agree with the
famous writer who wrote on liberty
about 100 years ago. I think the same
principle prevails in the world today.
It was John Stuart Mill who said
that the only purpose for which power
can be rightfully exercised over any
member of a civilised community
against his will is to prevent harm to
others; his own good, either physical
or moral, is not sufficient. That is the
yardstick. Is individual liberty going
to be exercised in such a manner by
some people ag to harm the general
society and public security? If so, I
think we are entitled to empower
Government with this extraordinary
power which temporarily curtails in-
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dividual liberty guaranteed to us in
our Constitution.

Our Constitution has given us in ar-
ticle 19, broadly speaking, three fun-
damental rights. The first is freedom
of speech, which means freedom to
criticise established order. Does this
Bill in any way curtail that?- So
long as you do it in a peaceful, or-
derly manner, there is nothing to stop
you from criticising the Government
either through the press or on the
floor of the House or in any way you
like. But if you speak in a manner
which will create public disorder and
incite violence, then the Government
is entirely justified in seeing that it
prevents such people from doing such
things which constitute a considerable
risk to public security and to society.
Therefore, this Bill provides only a
precautionary measure empowering
Government to exercise its power to
detain a person before he can cause
this risk to society and the country.

The second right
freedom  of association
means the right to combine against
those in power, the right of public
speaking and public mecting, and the
right to organise protest against the
Government. This also is not in any
way affected, provided all these things
are one in a peaceful manner in a
manner not calculated to incite vio-
lence or disturbance.

It is in reszpect of the third right
that this Bill effects a curtailment—
freedom from arrest except for breach
of law. That means, this Bill em-
powers Government to arrest an in-
dividual before he js actually proved
to be guilty of a breach of law. If
the Government have to wait in some
cases, like in the case of goondas,
where some political motive js there,
till an actual breach of law is com-
mitted, I am afraid, as conditions are
today in our country, it may be to
late. I know in my State when the
States reorganisation question was
on, and we wanted a separate Maha-
rashtra State there was considerable
violence and disturbance of the peace.
I think that could have been avoided

guaranteed is
which
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|Shrimati Sharda Mukerjee]
if some sujtable measures had been
taken before we went as far as that.

Shri Nambiar: The Act was there.
You could have used it, in good time.

Shrimati Sharda Mukerjee: I said
‘if they were taken'. It is left to
the State authorities to decide whether
to exercise a certain law at their
disposal or not.

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: You can-
not understand it.

) Shri Nambiar: We have understood
it. ST (I

Shrimati Sharda Mukerjee: That
proves my point that the State uses
discretion and restraint and except
when it has to, it does not resort to
detention

15 hrs. .

What I am trying to say 1s that al-
though the PD Act is an arbitrary
Act, nevertheless the Government
cannot afford to act in a manner which
violates the provisions of our Consti-
tutjon which provide us with funda-
mental rights in articles 19—21. The
second thing is that if the Government
is not cauticus, it cannot get the pub-
lic support that a government in a
democratic  set-up has to have.
Finally, it may be interesting to know
that this Act was passed in 1950 and
due to the Supreme Court’s judg-
ment it had to be amended four times:
1950, 1951, 1952 and 1954. The Judi-
ciary found that certain parts were
ultra vires and in deference to
that we had to amend the Act. One
may say that the Government has the
overall power in the country; still the
Parliament in 'our country and the
Government in our country are not
supreme. The Judiciary can hold the
Acts of Parliament as ultra vires.
1 do not agree with Mr. Frank An-
thony when he says that the entire
Judiciary is influenced by the Gov-
ernment. He says the Government is
corrupt, therefore the judiciary is
corrupt, so everyone down below is
corrupt. That is going too far. For
the last 17-18 years Government has
maintained peace and order in this

DECEMBER 18, 1963

Detention 5492

(Continuance) Bill
country; that is itself evidence of the
democratic principles which we gbide
by. There are no arbitrary laws such
ag in those countries which my op-
position friends admire. I had been
to some of them and also to the Asian
countries ]ike Indonesia and I know
that freedom is nowhere of the same
standard as obtains in our country.
So, that goes to the credit of our
Government that while maintaining
such freedom, it had to detain only
about 290 odd people, 260 of whom are
goondas who violate public security
and terrorise people—there are not
many political prisoners—or people
who have broken the law in the name
of reiligion or other ideologies. In
conclusion, I say that this is not a
penal act but a preventive Act, for
the purpose of the safety and security
of our people. Even at the cost of
temporary curtailment of individual
liberty, it is entirely justifiable, It
requires the support of Parliament till
such time as we tide over the perind
of unrest and unscttlement in the
country. And, therefore, it is impe-
rative for us to give this added power
1o the Government,

Shri Nambiar: Sir, it is my mis-
fortune that after eleven years, 1
have to speak on the same subjecl.
It was in 1952 when we came here
first that this subject was raised and
Dr. Katju was there. When 1 spoke
in 1952 on the same subject, I had
come out of the jail after 2} years of
incarceration under the provisions of
this very Act. Much has been said
by the hon. Home Minister about the
constitutionality of the provision, But
he has forgotten to sce the Directive
Principles of our Constitution:

“We the people of India having
solemnly resolved to  constitute
Indig into a sovereign democratic
republic and to gsecure to all citi-
zens: Justice, social, economic
and political: Liberty of thought,
expression, belief, faith and wor-
shin; Equality of status and of
opportunity: . . ."”

After seventeen yoars of Congregs
rule, have they managed to progress
even a little towards the achieve-
ment of these directive principles? To=
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day we are in the midst of an ec-
onomic upheavel and crisis; the com-
mon man, the poor worker, the mid-
dle-class employee and the unfortu-
nate wage earner all find it difficult
to live because of the rising cost of
living. In these conditions the hon.
Minister speaks of article 22! He says
that hecause there is such a provi-
sion, he can resort to preventive de-
tention indefinitely. But have they
kept up to their promises prior to
coming to power? When they were
not in power, they called such mea-
spures as lawless law—the Defence of
India Rules, Rowlatt Act, section 144;
they called them all satanic law, But
have they become lawful law imme-

diately after they had come to
power? It was in 1948 that the
States starteq preventive detention

and that within 12 months of inde-
pendence it become a lawoful law.
Mahatma Gandhi and our leaders
taught us that the people must be rous-
ed and must be made to act; But by
this lawless law, the Government are
not allowing people to act or move
forward. The Preamble in the Cons-
titution =ays that opportunities should
be given to all.  But we find the
contrary here in practice. The rich
are becoming richer, the poor, poorer.
What is the opportimity ieft for the
commonman to act so that he can
come up to an equal level if it is not
tn be through their action? Can they
bulieve that the Congress Government
which promised cverything will bring
them all? They say that the people
are acling once in iive years, in the
clections the hon. lady Member said
so. Is that the only way that they
should act? The hon. Minister the
other day referred to  unaccounted
black money. This money came into
being during the last fifteen vears of
Congress misrule. Why  were not
people allowed to intervene while
this sort of accumulation was going
on? When people moved they were
brought to book with the help of this
merciless law, lawless, draconian law
and today they ask: “What is the harm
in keeping the law and if we wrongly
book, the advisory board is there to
release them?”

AGRAHAYANA 27, 1885 (SAKA)

Detention 5494
(Continuance) Bill

History shows that all who work
for workers and peasants were put
behind bars. But can the hon. Minis-
ter say with al] his conscience that he
has booked the culprits who create
economic crisis in the country, who
inflate prices—one of them at least?
On the other hand, they booked hun-
dreds and hundreds of workers' and
peasants’ representatives and put
them behind the bars. In effect they
say they are working as the tools of
of the vested interest, when this law-
is brought into play against the people
who struggle for their progress and
for better living conditions, for which
the Congress itself stood for 85 years
in this country, and for which Mahat-
maji sacrificed his life.

Shri Tyagi (Dehra Dun): Are you
sure than those activities were legiti-
mate?

Shri Nambiar: It is for the legiti-
mate rights that the workers and
peasants did it. What else is there?
By the implementation of this Cons-
titution, is the worker to losc if he
gcts equality of opportunity, or have
the vested interests to lose? If the
worker is 1o be obstructed by any-
body in his progress, it is by the vest-
ed interests and the Government be-
comes the tool of the vested inlerests
to oppress the worker, 1o protect the
blackmarketeer, the rich and money-
cd class. That is  why the Govern-
ment ave still coming forward tg keep
this law on the statute-book.

I find therc is 3 sort of co-ordina-
tion nr rather a consensus of opinion
running through the minds of Shri
Masani, Shri Frank Anthony and the
hon. Minister of Home Affairs. In
one respect, these two feel that the
draconian Jaw should be used against
the Communist Party alone. Their
complaint is that even once in a way,
here and there, because of the pres-
sure of the people, they have to book
one or two blackmarketeers, sugar
hoarders and businessmen in Delhi.
As a lawver, I like the lawyer-Mein-
ber, Mr. Anthony, who spoke like that,
but both he and Mr. Masani join to-
gether to attack us by saying, “Why
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do you want this law except against
the communist party”? So, “ban the
Communist party.” I can tell you
what the Communist party stands for.
It stands for the benefit of the poor
man, to create suitable living condi-
tions and better standards of living
for the worker, the peasant and the
middle class employee. We have no
vested interests. We have no support
of the black money in this country.

If the Communist party wanted to
have such powers, they had an occa-
sion to do so in Kerala, when the
Communist party was in power ther_e.
During those 28 months, so much agi-
tation had been created against the
Communist party and we were at-
tacked from all quarters. The Com-
munist Ministry refused to resort to
the Preventive Detention Act. The
other day, in this very House, the
late-lamented Govind Ballabh Pant
asked one of us here as to why the
Communist party in power had not
resorted to the Preventive Detention
Act, while it was in power, and if
the Preventive Detention Act were
used, we could have saved the Gov-
ernment. We never wanted to cling
to power like that, because we felt
that we must act on the lines and
traditions of our national movement.
Even before we became independent,
the Communist party of India stated
that it did not want such draconian
Jaws ‘0 be restored to to suppress the
people and cling to power, just as the
Congress misrulers  are doing today.
Therefore, we never used it. So 1
can assure everybody—unfortunately
Shri Frank Anthony is not here now—
and Shri Masani and his followers that
the Communist party is not a party
which has to be opposed on the ques-
tion of this law, because if the Com-
munist party had occasion—and it
still has occasion—to rule any part of
this country, it can rule without such
a law, because it has full confidence
in the people for whom it seeks re-
dress. Therefore, this is not going to
be used by us,

I must now point out to the hon.
Members of this House that two hon.
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Members of this House—Shri Dasa-
ratha Deb and Shri Biren Dutt from
Tripura are behind the bars under
the Defence of India Rules.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We are now
on the Preventive Detention Act,

Shri Nambiar: Yes, but both the
Defence of India Rules and the PD
Act have the same effect. From Tri-
pura, they are the only Members
elected to this House. The Congress
wanted to put up a Raja or a Zamin-
dar against these twp gentlemen, but
he refused to accept because he knew
that he would be defeated at the
hands of these gentlemen, I think
that thesze two hon., Members are be-
hind the bars for more than one year
under the preventive detention mea-
sure. I can say—I may be excused
for saying it—that the Government
is shameless and even today they
arg unable to put them before a court
in order to punish them, or to give
them a charge-sheet. The Govern-
ment are doing nothing.  and those
Memboers are stil] kept behind  the
bars, and are prevented from coming
to this House. What has happened
during the last twclve months, when
the Defence of India Rules were invok-
cd to suppress the people?

Shri Nanda: We are now discussing
the PD Act,

Shri Nambiar:
ventlive,

Yes; both are pre-

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: They are not
the samce. We are not concerned now
with the DI Rules.

Shri Warlor: The Acts are different,
but the action is the same.

Shri Nambiar: It was only yester-
day that the hon. Minister said that
of these two things, one is sharper
than the other. That is what he
said. He uses a sharper weapon.

Mr Deputy-Speaker: The hon, Mem-
ber is a seasoned parliamentarian, and
he knows that these are twp differ-
ent Acts,
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Shri Nambiar: I bow to your rul-
ing, but what I say is that those two
Members are prevented from attend-
ing the sittings of the House.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: He can take
other oportunities. Now we are on
the PD Act and not on the DIR.

Shri Nambiar: I agree, It is only
the decision of the District Magis-
trate, either to put them under the
PD Act or under the DIR behind the
bars. Both the provisions are there.
They have done it like that. I may
submit that 33 persons are still be-
hind the bars in West Bengal. That
is not accounteq here. That does not
come under preventive detention be-
cause this blue book conveniently
kept them out, and it comes under
the black book, which is the Defence
of India Rules.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We are not
concerned with the Defence of India
Act now. They cannol come under
this Act which is under discussion.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: We can cite
examples as to how this Government
could misuse the powers that they are
taking. We can cite examples how
they kave misused the powers.

Shri Nambiar: Not only that. In
Maharashtra, more than 61 people are
behind the  bars. In West Bengal,
more than 33 are behind the bars, and
orders have been issued in regard to
Uttar Pradesh and other States. If
all these things are put together, what
does it come to? It is the suppres-
sion of the feelings of the people.
Last year, in November, when the
DIR was brought in, they had an
opportunity to put them under the PD
Act or the DIR. They resorted to the
DIR. Except those who come under
this, others were released. What
happened during this one year? Was
the defence of India jeopardised by
the Communists or their followers?
The proof of the pudding is in the
eating. Who jeopardises the defence
and security of the country? It is
the anti-social, internal elements who
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do it. It is not the Communist party
or their followers. The Communist
party and their folowers were work-
ing hard durnig this one year for the
defence of the country, to improve
the defences of the nation. But, on the
other hand, in their shops, in the
stock exchange rooms, the anti-social
elements were acting day in and out,
and they have corrupt, black money,
and they are creating so much of con-
fusion in this country. Those fellows
are being supported indirectly by
Shri Masani and company, and also
have the blessing of our hon. Home
Minister who says that this Act, after
all, is there. “We keep it there, and
I am not going to use it against them;
I am not going to use it against the
workers.” He said yesterday—

Shri Nanda: I do not want to in-
terrupt needlessly, but it is a total
misrepresentation of what I said. I
myself stated here, and I acknow-
ledge, that there does not appear, to
me to be adequate use in this respect
at least so far as this legislation is
concerned. 1t may have been the
DIR, etc., against the hoarders and
profiteers and all that. [ said that.

Shri Nambiar: Yesterday, he stated
that the workers have the right to
demonstrate, and procession on etc.
but if they resort to strike, then he
will have to use it.

Shri Nanda: I never said that. The
hon. Member insists on sayving things
like that. Though I said that strikes
in these days during the period of
emergency will have something of
an antinational flavour, I did not say
that the Preventive Detention  Act
will be used against them. I said,
“Please stop short of violence.”

Shri Nambiar: If that is so, I stand
corrected, because it was my impres-
sion—

Shri Nanda: Wrong impression.

Shri Nambiar: I am prepared to
correct it, But there is one thing. Can
we have an assurance from the hon.
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Minister of Home Affairs that this
Preventive Detention Act will not be
used against the trade unions and
the working class if they struggle for
their legitimate rights?

Shri Tyagi: Violence only.

Shri Nambiar: Never violent. The
communist party has made it very
clear repeatealy that it does not

stand for violence. We do not
resort to violence. They are al-
ways putting forward this pre-

text of violence us cover to attack
the communist party, They have
been accusing us of extra-territorial
affinity. Now they have nothing to
say. When the country was faced
with aggression from a communist
country, it was the communist party
here which rose up and defended the
country along with others, MNow
they are unable to use that pretext.
Still Mr. Masani and Mr. Anthony
attack the communist party and ask
the Government to ban the com-
munist party if it could, because the
blackmarketeers and others who
oppose the directive principles of our
Constitution coming into realisation
are very much interested to see that
the pcople’s voice must be stifled. It
is the communist party with the
working class and the peasantry be-
hind is bold enough to defend the
cause of the workers even at the risk
of going fo jail.

Sir, to me jail is nothing new. For
several years, I have been in jail. I
have not built up a bank balance nor
am I interested in any business house
in the country. I do not receive any
money from any business concern.
But why did I defend the cause of
the worker? When the national
movement impelled us, when the
poor men of the country were op-
pressed by the Britishers, we joined
the movement to help the people.
That help comeseby the strength of
the people and not by the mercies of
a certain leader. That strength is to
be mobilised and galvanised. We,

DECEMBER 18, 1863

Detention
(Continuance) Bill

5500

communists, wanted to serve that
cause, for which we were thrown
into prison by the same Draconian
laws which the same Congress lea-
ders opposed once. Now they find
those laws convenient to keep them
in power, The taste of power is such
that they are prepared to compro-
mise on even their elementary prin-
ciples.

Sir I was surprised that not even
a single Congressman with some con-
science has said that this is a Draco-
nian law., Even the hon. Lady Mem-
ber who just spoke said, “it goes
against my conviction and my feel-
ing, but stil I have to suport it.”
Why? They support this Bill because
they are in the Congress Party and
they are intimately connected with the
vested  interests. Otherwise, how
cunn you understand these speeches?
The communist party never indulg-
ed in such a sort of thing. Our con-
science is very clear. We work for
ithe ordinary man in the street. We
have no other purpose. I can tell you
in : ! humility that never in the his-
tory of any country there was any
occasion when a communist move-
ment or a movement of the workers
or peasants could be suppressed by
law. If these people have pgot the
humility to study history, the future
history will teach them. Hitlers,
Mussolinis and Tojos have not suc-
cecded. The nco-Hitlers and Mus-
solinis also will fail, not because
communism is something sacred, but
because behind the theory of com-
munism, there is the desire of mil-
lions and millions of toiling masses
of this country. If today we do not
have the strength to challenge the
ruling party, the day may come when
the working class, the toiling masses
of this country, will challenge them.
If, afraid of that danger you are try-
ing to put a ban on them . .
(Interruptions) .

Shri Tyagi: Workers will
support us.

always
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Shri Nambiar: The Gompanies Act
has been amended to accommodate
flow of money into the Congress ex-
chequer from employers which money
was utilised in the elections against
the people.

Some hon, Members in the opposi-
tion and a portion of the Congress
Party including Shri Bhagwat Jha
Azad—used to speak of socialism—but
I understand their socialism now—
have joined together in erying hoarse
against the communist party today.
Even after 16 years of the Congress
rule, they want this Draconian law
on the statute-book to suppress the
communists. God forbid, they are
not going {o have that opportunity.
Let them change their method, the
sooner they change. the better it will
be for them. I may say here that
the communist party, the working
class and the toiling millions of this
country will not get suppressed by
any Draconian measure, whether it
be Preventive Detention Act or DIR.
but we will sacrificc. and stand by
the people and defend their interests
1ill the last.

wY F@ro Wo waMfAeY:  THremd
AL, YT v AT A 7 o3l 0
TAAT F1F T TAATES T
afi-wd; mEfg gor, ot fegre,
T #=T fr amr arvor ¥ froorAT amy
FET FTIA FY TraAfy 733 57 T 2,
fas 1 arw ar37 Tor ST ar
& 327 o3 & wrg ot Afeme
fofm w8 & 7 37 am w1 A a7
fo o &1 wr aws an, e Sem
A7 T1AT & T HT WAL 41, TH FAT &
IF AT BIAT FATAT, F1T T FHEZT0T
F AT TH TAT A1 AT AT I
a7 A foar mar o @ a3T
fraroofir a7 & AT gw o<
WHET TG 4 | I9 BT WOT 39 AW
¥ wife sqaeqr FTw A #T 4%
AfFafrras 4 ? grad A fFga®r
AT AAGT T, IA AT 95 A9qT G
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W1 T AW AT BT XA AA gEAT

JAY T | g9 fod I 78 | A

ga 2w a7 A e A o fod ew

I FIT FT FET F14T 729 4 |

o9 A F7 39 q9 F a0
g€ I W KT F997 AT FAMT M0
FEZLAT HT GAT § AAT FATET
A TET | TH W AT Ffe-F fr AT A
ZHORT TN AT | IT A EW T AE
mmew fear & i g7 g7 3w 7 mfig aie
e a7 | A7 gH 39 faaw
17 %7 TqT aq {4 34 w7 49
dea 9 797 §4 , 19 e 7 A7, THE qh,
=1 fr o7 7o £1 A A smaEqr &7
q F7 qE | IF09F A7 AT A
SE{T AT TN L AR BT aWAT A
g w e fm 2 7 Zm wrt O d3 W
TETATE T fraw 77, 77 75 FAAl
Fr Atz a7, fa9 & 797 39 W A
UF TIHRA 47370 a7 (7977 31 895,
A1 0T HTE7 R0 HeIA fERaT AT OF,
o & =0T T3 297 Fr AVFR0 Z1ER

ad 72 g7 77 gaaT i R
afeprs Amed w1 790 41 73 )
T AVE F1 90 97 J7 2R AR 137 8,
FAT ARFFATAAY | FAITINY
THAT AT ARATN R g7 FATAET
ZATT %E wEAZ 20 gF A wife
A7 SATEAT AVT AT ST F S 7
aF 1 a7 ama E, far f5y 7w ew
AT, ARt A fagR T A1 3T 3w
g A7 7 g7 q &7 F | TI7 TUAT
A qRfAd F1 g7 F F 97 7z
siwdr 2 fr ga g7 7o | ofy o' spaean
FTE i TH | UTAT A I TEH TT AT

ST &, qg WIT A SAIEAT KT ATEH

A F AT T smar £

¥ wmd Agew, AT S,
T HTIA AT H T57 qrAT FHET qwiegt
Yz @i maraz as Y foem
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€9 AW F A AT IH A@ FN YT X
fe & & 2w *1 mfg 9 ===
W FC X 7 G FA-FTEMET A
wfsargar 431 FT &, foaq & gra g8
a9 § IUTEA 3T T € ) ;I A TR
gfFgmgm 3w ¥ HF-asfar #x
qarErEr #1994 F, famw & gra
3 T qga 7. 97 7" F T
T Stean= &1 fAaqifaigar T ?
T &9 99 acal #1 qAgy & 9 fazwy
ARIE F |19 i1 FC F T 27 FT
AT #17 wfer aar sgaedn 1 fegaa
H 219 gAT Wy # 7

¥ wwm g e wreaad 7 oF
THT HEET AEF & ST I &9 ATt &
w29 § 48 T2 {4 A F1A gW aaa
aw § a8 A 3 W & fAu awm
T & 1 & | 36 TE F FA H1 A&
g SATET AeGH AT g | qr gHIC o
39 & 91d W& ¢ % g qgi w aw
aqI Frngeer gt a1 I fom § 3w
AR & T §1 wEAw@SaT F 21|
afewr @t @ ot w9 97 9K 9@ 7 °@r
srefal &1 afaq gAT 92T | W AW H
o W QR ST § TH e § QW e
e, & ot fs it famdt s o) it
WA S §mwEraEar dem §,
ATg-%HIT FY FTaTfEar T &, WOW H
oo fFed #Y Tea-%efmat 9_1 FA #F
Fifowm 7 & feere dar s aTgR § )
mafed & aga s wwwan ¢ f 0w
aeal 1 g9 {41 oY | ag aga we-
uF g |

g efifgar oit & wer fn A W
SETEH, AOGAT § qeEd Afw Awar
fag | & g i § fawama <@ g
fr wmew ot g @ SW F AAw 9R
T & 1 & dT WER FEH @A ATt
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S avEd g 8, ST e g 2, 98
qWAAT & AT ], THT ¥ AGN A FHAT
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g, A wTEA Tt AN 5 e wre
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FHE aTl |
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2, dr9g @ fedy &1 sofa 42 e
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F & At fowar &, A ored &1
segq 44 F1 qET fawEr 8w
gt ox famm #< #71 /Fr faaar g,
W TEa FW IRl T AT giar g, 9w
9% 39 F1 IGATAT gFT 12T | 737 F9A7
# @ wmmw g & @8
T W R | S § T £ gH fEAr
wRaEr ¥ GE e & Rt #1 ogiw
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Wt g grar &, afew weqd ¥ Qar
FEAT g2 §, AL H T A FT TIH
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FSMT 92T & | I7 F1 gH AT TR AT
ga-gfaard 3 1 17 779 § | A
faat #1 faa &1 37 9 "Amfa g, mf=
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fF 2w ¥ wfaqa®: 3 72, 7% Amfesi
FT AR T FW TN
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AT &1, TEA T g FHAAT AT
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fET 7=3 HIIAT 1 AT AA # g1 qHAT
g = faar smar € " & wzar g
ff &9 & F199 F weTd W TE &
I 1 &1 FEATEAT AL T & | A
gfaard 33 F arg |7, 7dr= F71 gfawr
A F AT A w9 A1 A7 #7197 ¢ fow
FITA & AT T T HT G F1 GEATEAT
TE 1 g TE AN FEATIATHI
¥ gz off g0 IF FA4AT # W@ T
& AR FTAT F1 AT T@AT g A AL
fEm g | fam s Froafy e
wTga & 3w & 7o wifaat # fawwa ot
aaat & 1 fwe ot & wagar § feozw
FA F1 IETT § AT agd wiuw &0
&, Tga TR F€ § | 78 7 97 fF
g 2@ ¢ 5 gax ux ward fow
FTH FC TR &, U-IAL ATS-HIT &1 a7
F 1A AT A AT A9F g, AT
ATS=T B AR § 3T % 7w 7 @
& a1 ¥ ag g T A wawArg 7
ag qgd & HI% T §, A fF Izar
w g

guTE TRa1AT qTga #1 wH ATHT @
T AR F AN ) TE TS & fr A
g g mam F fog fm sw 3w &
T A9 FT FIF JAT4T ST W@ L, I
&1 wrgf #1941 @I & | I FT F@Al
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2 f& ot safeerr wromdt &, 9w #1 gaS
afa &am fear o @r g | & ag wegE
Farg & vy FO03 arafugi #1 sy
FTOW 7, T F i e gw Y = ar
Zx gefaal &7 gt 7§ Atz
T 9T AAG L arag g drEnm
FA &1 T8 HOT 2T R ww & 3T
AT & TFL, I 3 HwIC OFT IEATICT
fafera farar st form & St o= a7 &, ot
I Acd §, Ia@l #rufus ¥ Afuw
famma #71 w4 faer &% | T AT
ot fFat T F1 ogmE #T A8 8,
iRt g9 FT AT AT F7 A 2 | AT
gwter %1 ama & fe ot mreedr Fedadr
& T4 9T @ 8, Wv a9} foremnar
# T T 2, I FN & G TG T8
FL AEATH HA HT ST F AT §
fa a8 &< wifeqt 1 %a 7T AMRAT 2,
39 F T KA & 70 g0 7€ F FAA
A g | F w1 g fF ew F7 T aeE
F AR FH F AqEAT AT WA AT
TIfEa; qaq 9% 8, &7 §F a£7 A
FA AT THA E W & w97 a8
31 91 AFaT & fF g A gwd
wifedi Fifrar &1 a5 & v v =,
FAA TR E

F g qgA T THAET A T
#71 fF @ T F W oF waEr
F1 8t firegare fear @ | 4 59 A
F1 AEF 2, T IX 409 FT GAT TG &
fF e w7 oF wrEdY FT & TAd
TR FLar & ot gEwr o freearT
ST FFAT & | OF TE T A ACH
o wHEr §, T Ty T4 A7 IF I
myafgt &1 ot woew awat F1 agrar
T F g ¥ firega e s awar g
7g A ot gy #oworr ¥
FAAT A AT FAA AL & ) FEAT
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TF & wwaz g, f5 9f mar ok
qHEAE FY 2w & 7T w4, Foray g o
T AW R AR A §% Y wat g
T ZAT 8, 7 § mfw q syaeqr
T, AT Oz WTET R anfw 37 AW F azar
g A% | 59 aW # Y ot qOeT & Faw
IO T §, AR WA TgTET AT qF, T3
ST 3394 § 71 & A ga9 § awaT
FE@F

Shri Krishnapal Singh (Jalesar):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I confess, I huve
to dissociate myself from the two pre-
vious speakers. On the one hand.
my Communist neighbour here wvehe-
mently protested against this law.
So far as his protest is concernced, we
all sympathise with him. But I want
him to realise that he and his friends
have been the invenlors or the origi=-
nators of such luwse against which he
is now voicing his protest. Therefore,
we cannot be surs if the Cemimunis!
Party were te come in power they
would not frame more drastic  laws
than what the present * governmoent
have brought before this House.
When the hon. Member of the Conu-
ress Parly who has just finished his
speech was supporting this law, T was
wondering whether the hon, Member,
although he is a very good astrologer,
was fully conversant with the subject
-on which he wa< speaking.

Now, coming to the subject in hand,
1 do not wish to deny the existence
of certain lawless and anti-sorial ele-
ments in the country. On the cont-
rary, I am sure that they are on the
increase, But, then. the whole ques-
tion is whether it is necessary to bring
in such a measure beforc the House
when we already have the Indian
Penal Code, the Defence of India
Rules, other legislation like the
Goonda Act in different States and
other laws by which we can check
the lawless and anti-social activities.
That is the only question. From that
point of view, it is not only superflu-
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ous but it is absolutely unnecessary
to bring a legislation of this - type
when we have so many other Acts by
which we can control crime.

Then, in the Statement of Objects
and Reasong attached to the Bill it is
said that the Preventive Detention
Act has proved a very good measure
for the preservation of law and order.

Now, 1 wish to question this claim.
From what we see in this country,
we find that the situation as regards
law and order is deteriorating day
bv day. Ever gince this country attain-
ed Independence, one has to sor-
rowfully admit that there has been
an increase in crime and lawlessness.
The other day, 1 was reading an arti-
cle in the Illustrated Weel:ly about
Goa and this is what the correspon-
dent who visitedq Goa recenily says:

“1 am told on good authority that
one could park one's car  without
raising the windows and leave in

it, in full wview, any assortment
of articies from cheese tins and
liguor bo'tles to a ladies' handbag.
But today it is necessary to lock
all the doors lest an urchin round
the corner be tempted.”

It is only a very short time that we
have liberated Goa and this so-called
liberation has brought about these
conditions. That is only for Goa.
What do we find here? I have col-
lected some cuttings from  various
newspapers as regards the incidence
of crime in this country and 1 wish
there was time for me to read some
of them. Unfortunately, the English
papers do not have sufficient space
to devote to this subject. But when
onec reads the local papers in regional
languages, one finds that almost
cvery paper reports five or six mur-
ders, dacoities and kidnappings. I
have been told that in several villages
people sit up all night to guard
against attacks from dacoits and law-
less elements.
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An Hon, Member:
want a law,

Therefore, we

Shri Krishnapal Singh: 1 will ex-
plain to you what I am saying, which
my friend has missed entirely, and
it is this, the claim that this law has
helped in the maintenance of law
and order is not correct. That is what
I am trying to make out. We have
a sufficient number of laws. It s
not the paucity of legislation or laws
from which we are suffering. In
fact, we have too many, ‘What is
wrong with our present conditions is
that we cannot administer them pro-
perly. That is why we have this
trouble. The other reason is that
although the present Government has
laid a good deal of emphasis on the
economic and the material values, it
does entirely neglect the moral and
spiritual values which were a rich
heritage of this country. ‘That is a
very unfortunate fact. Besides, it
has created through this hasty and
ill-conceived measures, economic and

political conditions which are now
responsible for a number of these
lawless and anti-social acts. There-

fore, 1 again repeat that it is not the
number of laws which will prevent
these activities, but it is the way in
which the laws are administered and
the manner in which our Govern-
ment behaves. If they themselves
want to rob others of their legitimate
rights and freedom, they cannot pre-
vent their subjects from doing it. If

they want to perpetrate this crime,
they cannot prevent others from
perpetrating similar crimes. That is

the crux of the whole problem.

Speaking about the increase in
crimes, I want to mention this here.
I had an occasion to visit my own
constituency, my home district Etah
and I was told that new lawless ele-
ments have now come up, It is a uni-
versal fashion amongst criminals
these days that they have taken to
kidnapping. This is not all. If
you go to what used to be a _ pros-
perous village, you will find that al-
most all the houses which used to be
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a prosperous village, you will
that almost all the houses which
inhabited by people who
were considered well-to-do, by no
means very rich, have all now been
deserted. If you enquire the reasons
as to why this is happening, you will
come to know yourself that these
people were in danger of being loot-
ed during the day and, therefore,
they have migrated to the cities, This
is what is happening in the villages.
Nobody’s life or property is secure.

5510
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Another fact which came to my
notice was that it is not only the
Government tax which people are
made to pay. Some of these lawless
elements have now the cheek to sit
on the State tubewells and extort
their own tax. Whenever the ope-
rator lets out water into the chan-
nel for irrigating somebody's field,
these people come and stop it and if
a man comes to protest against i,
they say, “Well, you pay so much
to the Government. You have got to
pay to us also if you want water.”
When he does that, he is allowed to
irrigate more of his field than he is
entitled to do.

Similarly, I noticed another fact
when I visited Madhya Pradesh.
There was a contractor who belongs
to the ruling Party and who has got
a big contract in the forest there.
When I enquired from him whether
he was quite happy, he said that
everything was going on all right
but one had to pay double the tax
in this part of the country. When I
enquired the reason for this, he told
me that he had sent some of his
men to work in the forest and when
they started cutting the trees, some
people came—armed, of course—and
stopped them from cutting the trees.
When they protested against this, the
gangsters said, “No. It is all right
that you have got the permission
from the Government, but you have
not got the permission from us.”
This is what that contractor who is
himself a member of the ruling
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Party and who belongs to a good
family told me and when he paid
an equal amount of money to the
dacoits, to the lawless elements, he
was able to cut wood from the forest,
not only the area for which he took
a permission but a bigger area. So,
that is what happens. This Act or
any other Act cannot prevent the in-
crease in crime. What you have to
do is that you have to introduce con-
ditions in which erime will not thrive.
Otherwise, simply by multiplying
laws and enating laws, you cannot
control crime in any country,

Another instance of a recent hap-
pening which I would like to -cite
here is this. Rightly or wrongly,
Government passed the gur control
order placing restrictions on the
movement of gur. And what hap-
pened? Sir, I live in a district which
is adjacent to Rajasthan where the
price of gur is very high. As soon
as people realised that there were
restrictions on the export of gur to
Rajasthan, they tried to obtain per-
mits. They failed. When they found
that permits would not be given in
large numbers, they said *All right’,
and then they went to the police,
satisfied them and obtained permits
from them, although they were ille-
gal. I am told by the peasants on
the border villages of Mathura dis=-
trict that there is no gur available
there, and every little ounce of gur
has been taken or smuggled into
Rajasthan. One has only to imagine
what methods are employed by these
people. They can better be jmagin-
ed than described.

This is the condition with which
we are faced. I would repeat that
merely by enacting this law, we shall
not be able to check the increase of
crime. Another point which has got
to be borne in mind when we pass a
legislation like the Preventive De-
tention Act is whether our executive
and judiciary are capable of admi-
nistering these laws properly. We
have some eminent lawyers here.
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Shri Frank Anthony while speaking
this morning emphasised on this
point. I also say that situated as we
are, we cannot expect that these
extraordinary powers with which we
arm our executive will always be
used properly. We know that our
judicial system suffers from two or
three very grave defects. With all
due respect to those who adorn the
various Benches, it must be admitted
that we do not have a system which
is satisfactory from the point of view
of the poor man. In the first instance,
it is too costly. It must be the ex-
perience of everybody that a poor man
cannot hope to get justice in the same
way as a rich man can. He cannot
afford to employ able lawyers such
as the rich man can. He cannot pay
the court fees and other taxes, and he
cannot prease all the palms which it
is necessary to do before one can
expect justice. Besides, justice is not
adminisiered speedily.

We have been talking about the
separation of the judiciary from the
executive. But have we achieved it?
Most of the judicial officers who have
been newly appointed are still under
the executive head such as the distriet
magistrate, And what is the condi-
tion of people who will administer
these laws? I think that it is known
to the hon. Home Minister and to
every other Minister and also to the
members of the ruling party that
every day, everywhere, there are
numerous instances where people are
arrested without being guilty.

Even the note circulated by the hon.
Minister along with this Bill shows
that some people have been detained
because they harbour dacoits. That is
an instance in which I submit that
the law has not been properly used.
I say that under the ordinary law one
could be punished for harbouring
dacoits or any criminals. There was
no reason why this law should have
been brought into play, but there it
was. The other day, a gentleman
came from Bah, a dacoit-infested
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area on the borders of U.P., Rajasthan
and Madhya Pradesh. And what
story did he narrate? I think he went

to the Home Minister toco. He has
formed a society to deal with this
problem, to try to help the people

who have been looted or are in dan-
ger of being looted, And what did he
say? I think that he submitted a note
also, and he said that there was
greater danger to the people from the
forces of law and order than there
was from the dacoits. It is most ex-
traordinary and astounding that over
30,000 armed police have been de-
ployed to control about 125 dacoits in
all and the gangs have not been liqui-
dated. It is most extraordinary and
mos! amazing that so many armed
police are not able to arrest or to
liguidate the gangs that are in opera-
tion. What is happening? When a
dacoit gang is arrested or a dacoit is
shot, we find that he has got weapons
which are used by the police. Where
did those wcapons come from? We
find that the dacoits have ammunition
which is used by the police. Arms
licence holders cannot have that type
of weapons, So, where do they obtain
them from?

So, if we in this House, in a wave
of emotion pass this legislation, it
would mean placing the powers in the
hands of certain people, in the hands
of the executive, in the hands of peo-
ple who are not worthy of using these
extraordinary powers. That is what
I have 1o say. I hope that this House
will think twice before passing this
measure, There are fears lurking in
the minds of some of my hon. friends
here, and they have been cxpressed
here also, that probably there may be
a time—although I do not share that
fear, I am not very anxious to return
again and again, yet, there are some
people who are really afraid that
there may be a time—when these
powers may also be used for trying
to suppress the Opposition Parties. 1f
that happens, that will be a death-
knell to the democratic system in our
country.
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Shri K. K. YVerma (Sultanpur): We
have been debating over the conti-
nuance of the Preventive Detention
Act since yesterday, and many Oppo-
sition Members have thrown asper-
sions on the bona fides of Government,
and they have dubbed this Bill as a
blot on the Constitution and they have
treated it as undemocratic, and they
have a feeling that the Fundamenial
Rights that have been safeguarded
and allowed to the citizens of India
are in danger. Many speakers have
also alleged that in no otner demo-
cratic country in the world there is
such a law and it is very shameful
that in India we have this Act and are
going to continue it for another 3
years. At the outset, I would say that
the freedom of individuals or citizens
does not mean unlicensed freedom,
criminal licence. 1 do not think the
framers of the Constitution or the
lovers of democracy or those who pose
as the defenders of the fundamen-
tal rights of citizens would go to that
extent, The father of the nation him-
self, when asked about civil liberty,
said that it does not anyhow mean
criminal licence. Therefore, in a
country when there are such circum-
stances that the very basis of law is
in jeopardy, wheh we find that cer-
tain people are engaged in subversive
activities, when we find that the
safety of the country is in danger, as
custodians of law, the Government in
charge of seeing that law and order is
maintained and the safety of the
couniry not endangered, has to have
such powers whereby it can safeguard
our Constitution, our country and also
law and order.
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I would also submit that when we
speak of freedom of the individual,
the civi] libertieg of citizens, we must
also keep in mind that a few people—
maybe about 200 or 300—cannot be
given the licence to jeopardise the
freedom of millions of people in the
country. We have to guard ourselves
against that econtingency also. When
we think of the freedom of a few
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individuals, we should remember the
freedom of the millions of this coun-
try also.

As regards the contention that in
no other democratic country, there
is preventive detention, I challenge it.
England was quoted. But I think the
Member who did so, does not know
the present position there,

Y TRTETAR (FOE ) oA
WIAAY 4 g0 § |7 310 | a5
FCAT AN & 7 AT HAT Ug FTAA AT
4, Y § 99 F fay 7 4 917 ¥y
Y fF a8 g9@a 1 299 g, g o
A § F TG Y FE A aAr @
g1

Shri K. K. Verma: I am not yield-
ing. Of course, I have no hestitation
in acknowledging that in England
there is no preventive detention in
peacetime. But this principle was re-
cognised there for wartime and it has
come to stay since world war one. RHe-
gulations have been framed to this
effect. So far as the USA is concerned
they have also framed such provi-
sions. Similar is the case with Aus-
tralia, Burma, Brazil and Chile, We
have such provisions in thcse ~oun-
tries. I do not think anybody can dis-
pute that they are democratic coun-
tries. They are acknowledged as
most advanced countries and old de-
mocratic countries, but they have pro-
vided for preventive detention.

‘What is the position in India? It is
acknowledged on all hands that our
democracy is an infant democracy, we
have to protect it so that it may grow
strong and develop and there is no
danger threatening its existence here.
We find on our borders the Chinese
threat. It may be that we have not
declared a formal war. But can any-
body deny that war conditions exist?
Unless that threat is disposed of, we
are virtually in a state of war. So
long as that emergency continues, our
Government has every right to take

DECEMBER 18, 1963

Detention
(Continuance) Bill

5516

measures for the protection of and
defence of our country., If such con-
ditions exist, I do not see why such a
legislation should not be on the sta-
tute book.

Some speakers who are non-com-
munist admit that there is a threat
from the communists, that their acti-
vities are nefarious and subversive of
law and so long as that potent threat
continues, in their very words the
continuance of this Act is called for.
Shri Masani contended that this Act
was originally brought to suppress the
dangerous activities of the commu-
nists, but he was expressing surprise
why it is now continued for ancther
3 years, When he admits that there
is a threat from the communists and
goes to the extent of demanding the
banning of the communist party, that
specific legislation should be brought
to crush their activities, I think in
his own words he justifies the conti-
nuance of this Act. There is no doubt
that we have succeeded in curbing to
some extent those activities. So far
as the communists are concerned,
they also admit that there are anti-
social elements and their activities
have to be curbed. That being the
case, both the communist and non-
communist speakers have provided in
their own ways grounds for the con-
tinuance of this Act. The only com-
plaint on their behalf was that this
Act has not been used against anti-
social elements. I do not think the
allegation is justified. Government
would also gee that it takes actlion
against anti-social elements in proper
cases.

When we find that certain people
intend to subvert the integrity and
security of India, it is right to pre-
vent them from such activities, It
should not be taken that this law
infringes on their freedom, Why not
say that it protects them from engag-
ing in such nefarious activities as to
entail great hardship to them and
endanger our country. It protects
the freedom of the other individuals.
There is no reason why we should be
ashamed of continuing this Act which
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our Constitution has permitied us to
enact. Sufficient safeguards have
been provided. Some sort of a judi-
cial procedure has also been provided.
So it is not left to the vagaries of any
officer or minister. Section 3 of the
Act lays down that a person who is
detained under this Act should be
given the grounds of his detention not
later than five days from the date of
his detention and shall be afforded
the earliest opportunity of making a
representation, Section 8 provides
that the Central Government or the
State Government shall wherever
necessary  constitute one  or  mare
advisory boards. We have provided
sufficient safeguards. I think there
are valid grounds for continuing this
Act,

St wiwry w g (%) o
IS WERT, FA & WHI aF 39
faas ™ qgw WA W1 awE &
YA T ATEl 7 47 777 fF aegfaet
F1 777 #7 31 A wegfaeat 7 a2 fF
wfadt @ a7 T a1 |1 g0 qE § a=
FA ET AT 97T 757 | afed o arag
Al AR A A AL @ Fg fear fF
B Bet qifear vt gafsa gidT & orq
T PR TR Ffardac g & = &
o fady ¥ & w@mar 39 Far &
Tl | IFW OF T AT AT FIr F
FF 9, G ALY wAYL MA F2T TAT
HAQT A, ] MT F FA A FT
femr o s W A=Y e £ |
Fiog & Gar ¥¢ faar 1 F @ 99 &t
TiEl # £ ¥ g & 1 gt W fAaq
v ot 7 & F 7w A w1 o §
o 38 ¥ g & 9 Framt & sa g
¢ | 7t fRdl 1 78 war g & i q®
fr g9 & fazal & co 9N #47 &74
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g Wt ¥ W 97 fey gar
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¥ ®RRA A | AR qA & I AW F
T q:aﬁ'%ﬁ:&.‘iﬁﬂ'%f{ﬂﬂﬁ:ﬂ'rl
fegam o sfear ==q oY a=mr o @
39 & g 14 frgare i a3 1 =
¥ gr 21w B v S w97 TS
F1, A TEAT & fow #T oF =damar
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# qig fgA" | #fF0 7 ST § wr
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fa<ra % & fo dafeq 21 sy &
77 Far & | war Pt Saemd gf
Y FT 9 70 & | FEATAL F A=
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98 WMo &1 T | 48 ¥ Ao &1 § 1
T @1 | FAA FT W@ 9 92 47 fF
uF arat faaer ifgd, smar feay
faadt =nfed ar oY e faerdt aifey,
feT g7 9% e g 98 7€ fr
T8 QU Ao ¥ 98 Ao Y g1 s | FAT
ZH 2rgq W A I 919 97 | 77 7 44
&1 ot Jgr TT 9T q To 3o AT 4R
g% | SHTATH (77 T AT 77 ATLAAT
FAA AL FATAT S qEAr | & S
avzar g 5 37 a1 et &1 728 Pear
T[N TF T KT I FI7 a1 FY
frogar. F4t Ag faar @ ) oot &
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AT & TET | T FER A QA
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Y2} 9T FATL AT F12T § | TAHATH
F yeaC FET FT UF fAATE FME
O g FUHGT ATH & UF qIgT
gu | 9Ed ¥ g A I W R
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W | FT qE AT AGER FTAA F
w7 AEN WA & | gATY A9TA AAY
F24 & % faqer &9 s=1, afgi
# @9 &9 FU AT AN TTH 47 AL
T T g & 1 ag A W oga,
Y W™ TTAT AT &9 FAT BATS I
FT 9g IT GAY gAT 77 fF ToAEAH F
T4 Y@ ¥ a9 @ &, " 7 faew
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ATYOr ET AT I AT ®A AT 7T
ferar sraar | F@T gE ASERT FIA
W oifedt & far & | TRl &
T & (A G0 F 9T 9 gig 2,
39 % am gfed ot &, dve mfe o
& ST I FT9 AT HLAT AV I TAERT
FA AN A FAT F AL | FAT T
TR ¥ ITET 7F A 1 Geradf w5y
T T | T FA F AR AT
frar afast &t e fear o
TET TT Y AT YU FAUT Oy E I A
¥ M AT A TR g A HEHT
fercame ot #3 g Y 39 & Far @

| Tgfel F 9% AgE o &7 g
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qT, Tafad I3 AW FI T, s
qret ax FgE ot &1 g9 &, wafer
$T TEI GAT | W T FAA FY qE
¥ g o § At faan wgfae
A £, A fF 3 fadet Fart
FF &, AT qEL AN A E ITF I
T FAA A1 AT AT T ey o
AT F FIT T AGERN FAT F
T &1 A1 T@F frar aEr Sifgd
fom % f& 3 oo od | g AQ@
faden & fF 5@ F &1 @ A B
TEIT RN § FIfF AT LA IE@E
T T & AR T a@ § WegEA
FY 1T FIAT & T g FTA FFT ATAT
q% gy srar § 1 qw fEaa @ e
= fae #1 Jwg & g I3 forar 7
W9 % g FA T, G TF 919 g
Tz, AT AT Yo qT Hz wEMrE &1 At
g 9% 934 78 | 3T IF 9 qHIATAA
feafs @t a= aF = T@X @A |

Shri Jaipal Singh (Ranchi West):
Mr. Deuty-Speaker, Sir, the hon.
Members who have been in  Parlia-

ment for many years will recall that
[ have always opposed the preven-
tive detention measures. I have been
consistent in my attitude, and my
attitude has been—not that I have
been unware of certain difficult situa-
tions of an emergency and the like—
that the ordinary laws of the land
were adequate. Personally, I would
never deny any liberty, I see no rul-
ing future at all from any of my hon.
friends here, and whichever ruling
party is there, it should have powers
for the defence of the realm. To me,
it is purposeless, it is meaningless, it
is futile to argue by taking instances
of other countries, We are a demo-
cracy, but it does not mean that demo-
cracy as it is functioning in this
country is the same democracy as it
functions in other countries. The
other countries have mature demo-
cracies. We are an infant democracy,
and we have yet to mature. So, it
ill befits us to quote other countries.
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The question is, is there or is there
not any emergency? If the Defence
of India Rules have been brought in,
what is the necessity of the Preven-
tive Detention Act? Why prolong
its life? Why not have it by itself?
Why have the Defence of India Rules
in addition? I would like to disso-
ciate myself with every Member
either on this side or anywhere else
who has been accusing the Govern-
ment of having this as the instrument
solely for suppressing the Opposi-
tion, big or small, I have been in the
Opposition long enough. All that I
can say is this is a very cheap charge
against Government. The only way
Government can destroy this attack
is to see that, hereafter, only the
Congressmen will be detained under
the Preventive Detention Act! It
would be a very, very good measure,
because there are enough people in
the ruling party, I think, who would
benefit by this measure. I feel that
placed as we are, the continuance of
this Act is still necessary.

One of my hon, friends earlier
was talking about the rich and the
poor: the rich man could employ law-
yers to protect himself, but the poor
man could not., If that is the case,
I think he should have supported the
continuance of this Bill, because here
is a Bill where really the question of
the rich and the poor does not come
in. It is there, My main argument
for supporting this ig the question of
immanent emergency. My very, very
dear friends like Shri Masani and
others think that the emergency has
disappeared. As far as the thinking
of the ruling party is concerned,
their activities are concerned—I think
I am prepared to agree with him—
they are not aware of the emergency.
They have failed to take advantage
of the emergency. The emergency
was there for them, for the country
to mobilise itself for a few months,
but after that, the ruling party, our
rulers over there, have gone off to
sleep. But the emergency is very
much there. Make no mistake about
it, Therefore, I would submit that
we should continue this, because
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much as I dislike it, and which I
always opposed—the prolonging of
the life or longevity of the Preven-
tive Detention Act—I do feel that
facts are there, staring us nakedly.
It should be on the statute because
we never know when we shall need
it. It is not a question whether we
need it to be used against the Opposi-
tion. I do not think the gquestion of
using it against the Opposition arises
at all as far as I am concerned. They
have been harping on that point, but
1 am not convinced.

I have myself been in the Opposi-
tion long enough and I know it is
just not true. But the gquestion is,
for whom or against whom is this Pre.
ventive Detention Act wused? For
what purpose? Is it for the defence
of the realm, for the security of the
State, or is it merely against the anti-
social elements so called? I think the
Home Minister and his colleagues in
the States have to make wup their
minds on this. They have not made
up their minds, 1 do not know what
they are doing. That is my feeling.

We were told times without number
about the separation of the executive
from the judiciary. That is where
the mischief began. There is no
morality for the Preventive Detention
Act to continue so long as you have
the executive and the judiciary in the
same hands. That is where the mis-
chief comes in. The moment you
have the executive separated, divorced
from the judiciary, then the Preven-
tive Detention Act cannot be objected
to by anybody. It is an extraordinary
thing that in my own State of Bihar,
where in the hill areas, there is a
very, very strong Opposition to the
Congress . . .

An Hon Member: That is not cor-
rect. i3 ¢!

Shri Jaipal Singh: I would like to
meet him in the hill areas just to
demonstrate to him as to whether he
13 right or I am right. Everywhere
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else, the judiciary has been separated
from the executive, but not in the hill
areas where there has been this persis-
tent opposition.

An Hon. Member: Punjab.

Shri Jaipal Singh: I do not know
Punjab to talk about it. But I am
somewhat suspicious about this sort
of thing. Why, when we got an assu-
rance on the floor of this House, is
this not happening—namely, the
separation of the judiciary from the
executive? You cannot be the prose-
cutor as well as the judge, That is
what is happening now. The Preven-
tive Detention Act is a denial of jus-
tice if you have both these autho-
rities in the same hands.

1 do not want to say anything fur-
ther. 1 do feel that the bigger issues
are there: that the emergency, whe-
ther it is on the surface or not, is
very much there. I do {feel strongly
that there is wvery good ground for
this Act to continue.

Dr. M. S. Amey (Nagpur): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I entirely agree
with my hon. friend Shri Jaipal Singh
with regard to the necessity and the
use of this measure. 1 have been
embarrassed and have felt sorry when
a measure of this type is put on the
statute-book, because the history of
the Congress is that it has been con-
sistently opposing all measures that
go to curtail the liberty of the sub-
ject and liberty of action, and liberty
of the opposition. In fact, the entire
struggle for freedom by the Congress
has been based on securing liberty.
The Congress has bitterly fought
against the Rowlatt Act, and ultimate-
1y the Jallianwala Bagh incident took
place. It was then that the demons-
trations against the Government
policy became bitter and Mahatma
Gandhi joined issue with the Govern-
ment. He doubted the bona fides of
the British on account of the attitude
they took dealing with the questions
arising out of the inquiry into tragedy
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of Jallianwala Bagh. Thus, the repeal
of the~ repressive measures has been
the strongest point in the Congress
plank all along before we gained in-
dependence.

When the Congressmen came into
the Council in 1924 for the first time,
from that day up to 1947 you will find
that several resolutions were moved
by the Congressmen particularly to
repeal all the repressive measures.
My late friend, than whom a greater
parliamentarian 1 have not yet seen,
Shri Satyamurthi, moved a Bill for
the repeal of all repression laws
and the debate went on for several
days. It is still ringing in the ears
of those who have heard him.
That was the attitude of the Congress.
People thought that if Congress
became the governing party, the first
thing they would do would be to do
away with all those measures. But
what they actually find is for one
reason or other, instead of minimis-
ing the number of repressive mea-
sures, they are adding to the cata-
logue some new measures, That is the
reason why people fail to understand
whether the Congress is following
the principles which they advocated

in pre-independence days. That is
why people feel very bitter.
But one fact is also there. The

Congress is no longer a party in oppo-
sition, as it was then, It is now a
party in power and it has to look at
the things from two points of view,
with a view not only to give good
Government to the people, but also to
see that life and property of the peo-
ple and the integrity of the nation are
protected. Who can deny that one
year before, when we were faced with
the terrible calamity of Chinese
aggression, we in this House realised
the danger and passed a resolution?
The Chinese aggression at once
aroused in the people a sense of
solidarity and the necessity of stand-
ing as one man in order to expel the
aggressor. It was at that time that
the Defence of India Act was pro-
mulgated and the President also
issued all those rules.
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Now the question is, if we realised
the danger and gave our consent to-
thp passing of all those measures and
accepted the situation created by
these laws which were passed by the
House, do we say that that emer-
gency has gone? It is true the way
in which the Government is behaving
many times shows that they are keen
about many other things more than
those things which really give them
the necessary strength and power to
fieht the Chinese aggression, You
can blame them for that. Bui we find
that every day questions are being
put in this House by those wvery
friends, who have opposed this parti-
cular measure, about the activities of
the Chinese and Pakistani people.
They go to show that they are pre-
paring for more aggressive sleps to
be taken. If that is the situation,
there is one duty that we have to do.
Whether the Government is right or
wrong, it is our duty to see that they
must do the right thing. If they do
not do it, you can blame them. But
because they are committing mistakes,
because they are taking a lukewarm

attitude, we should not forget our
duty.
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For this reason, as a loyal citizen
of India, I have taken the oath to be
loyal to the Constitution. It is the
duty of every Indian to suppori this
measure which is intended to uphold
and strengthen the hands of the Gov-
ernment to tide over the emergency.
With these words, I give my whole-
hearted support to this measure, At
the same time, I want to tell the Gov-
ernment that they must take action
with a view to create the confidence
in the minds of the people that they
are doing everything to vacate the
Chinese aggression.

Shri Muthiah (Tirunelveli): Sir, I
extend my support to the Bill before
the House, namely, the Preventive
Deiention (Amendment) Bill, which
seeks extension for three years. There
is nothing in the Preventive Detention
Act of which people who are loyal and
law-abiding should be afraid. The
Act is intended only for disloyal peo-
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ple, who are spies;, who are anti-
national and anti-social, who indulge
in all sortg of subversive activities, So,
a person who is really loyal to the
country, who is patriotic and law-abid-
ing need not fear the Act as it is.

Some members of the opposition say
that this Act is intended against the
opposition parties. I may tell them
that the Government has no intention
to suppress the opposition parties. So
far the Government has scrupulously
avoided suppressing the opposition
political parties. This Preventive De-
tention Act was in use in India, in UK.
and in U.S.A. during the two world
wars and conditions have justified the
continuation of this Act. Even in such
a highly advanced and democratic
country as USA, circumstances justi-
fied the passing of the Internal Secu-
rity Act in 1950 ang the Act is still in
force. The Preventive Detention Act
is intended to ensure the defence and
security of the country and to cnsure
the maintenance of law and order and
to maintain essential supplies and ser-

vices for the community throughout
the country.
Let me say that the circumstances

that prevail today in the country justi-
£y the extension of the Act. The cir-
cumstances today have not improved.
They are still the same as what exist-
ed in 1950 when this Act was passed
first. Even today there are so many
anti-national, anti-soecial, separatist
and subversive elements in the count-
ry and they are wvery active. It
is the duty of responsible Govern-
ment to see that such subversive, sepa=
ratist, anti-national an danti-social ele-
ments are properly dealt with. The
Preventive Detention Act is meant for
quick action and immediate removal
of possible nstigators from the scene
of possible strife. The ordinary cri-
minal laws of the land are not ade-
quate to deal with such difficult and

dangerous situations, because to
the ordinary criminal laws of
the land, people who are suspected

strongly cannot be dealt with. It Is
‘only by this Preventive Detention Act
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that
suspected
sive and

people who are strangely
of anti-national, subver-
anti-social activities can
be  dealt with. This  Act is
necessary to ensure social stability
and individual freedom. It is abso-
lutely necessary to curb and restrict
the anarchical freedom of a few peo-
ple in order to ensure the freedom
and liberty of a vast majority of the
people. Professor David Bayley in
“Preventive Detention in India” has
ably substantiated the argument that
preventive detention, as it prevails in
India today, is in perfect conformity
with sound democratic traditions.

Some hon. Members of the opposi-
tion say that the Preventive Detention
Act is unconstitutional. Let them re-
member that in the Constitution itself
there is one article, article 22, which
provides for preventive detention.
The framers of the Constitution found
it necessary to make provision for
preventive detenfion because at that
time there wcre so many anti-
national, anii-social, separatist and
subversive elements. The  mem-
bers of the Constituent Assembly
found it imperative to incorporate
article 22 in the Constitution to deal
with such dangerous situations.

There are many reasons why we
have tu support this Act. Firstly, the
inlerests of the society have to be pro-
tected as against the interests of a
small number of undesirable and anar-
chical elements. Secondly, the Act is
primarily directed against terrorist
and violent activities and the Govern-
ment, as I said earlier, has the pri-
mary responsibility of maintaining
law and order in the country and pro-
tecting al] loyal and law-abiding <iti-
zens from such anarchical elements.
Then, the Act has a deterrent effect
on provocateurs, instigators, dacoits,
blackmarketeers, goondas, spies and
other anti-national and anti-social ele-
ments, We have to remember that the
state of emergency 1s ndt a permsnent
phase, It may be terminated sooner or
later and at such a timz the powers
under the Preventive Detention Act
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have to be kept in reserve for timely
application.

Some people are unnccessarily af-
raid of this Act. They should bear in
mind that there are sufficient safe-
guards in the Preventive Detention
Act as well as in the Constitution to
protect the detained people and to
prevent arbitrary action on the part
of the Government. The various safe-
guards are: that no one can be de-
tained for more than three months
without the approval of the Advisory
Board, that the grounds of detention
have to be communicated within five
days of the date of detention and that
the detenu should be given an oppor-
tunity to make a representation
against such an order. Then, every
case of detention has to be referred
to the Advisory Board within 30 days
of the date of detention and the Board
has to enquire and report within 70
days of the date of detention. The
Government is bound to reclease the
detenu forthwith if the Board decides
in favour of rclease. Further, the
detenue is empowered to move the
High Court and the Supreme Court
for a writ of Habeas Corpus. All
these safeguards are there and so
people need not be unnecessarily af-
raid of the Preventive Detention Act.

The figures of detenus as given in
the statistical information show how
the Government has been very
cautious and restrained in  dealing
with anti-national elements. The
average number of detenus in recent
years is only 200 to 300. The small-
ness of the flgure shows the great
restraint exercised by the Govern-
ment. If we look at the figures, we
find that the detentions are mainly
for dealing with anti-social and anli-
national elements and the goondas.
The largest number of detenus are
goondas, and goondaism today is on
the increase in large cities like
Bombay and Calcutta. It has become
a menace and it has to be dealt with.
We all know that the goondas cannot
be dealt with by the ordinary laws of
the land, because, people are mortally
afraid of the goondas and very few
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people come forward to give evidence
against the goondas. Therefore, Gov-
ernment should have special powers,
powers that are enshrined in the Pre-
ventive Detention Act, to deal with
such goondas. The Preventive Deten-
tion Act is the only check against
goondaism. For these reasons, I sup-
port this Bill,

5530

oY forar Aoy (=) o SuTeme
wEEg, aTd # A weNEE T
21 92 7@ 919 F1 949 ¢ fF maie &
AN G AT W T F qv
i fFgr & 1 gaT Aifer aee T
& 1 =it oy At ot I E
IR F1E TATE A & | A i
ot fEe FT TE E 1 R D AT
TIem £ 33 g0 § | R [T Ao
TR T oa e A & g, A
A A

ag Fe1 1 § % ag FrEr Fra
21 & Fza1 g fF wE a8 T I
2 T 2 W T A ¥ A SaTEr
arr v 8, foE fae w9 & ot 3w
F gfq aw@e 728 & | & gm fafaex
@ 2w F7 wwar &aar g faweia
T FTA &1 grew § dw fEmEr qr
I= gafae =sr o faar ar f&
@ geF § wfaen #1 fEr diew
I U8 d@ ANE & 9 fF dERw
FAT AET & | F a1 FFW F mEEe
A eAFAg H A TS THT AT g1 §
o @ ar fow @ & afes a-afer
Fror Ao FT TR E | g bt 3 )
#ayFgm fF ag T A1 weEEERd
2 fr g7t ag whT faw gu @, S
aft oz RA gu & 1 7 T AR w@
T fey § Ak fegem & faems,
X TaAde ¥ fgars qFE F fmRa
g Ex oAl #1 W F O |
o wd sfifadw T # A
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gl Faell & fF ag 39w aeE T @
21§ wuNm a@t d q@Ar g
fFagEmaaE I mAn aw g avi
mmﬁg@:g,ﬁﬂﬁolﬂoqﬂo
8, fagra & avend fr am ag =y i 3
& oot wew H e Ffew 8 war @,
@ ETeR ® o oY & ot ag f gy
FE@ & | w7 =T AEg IgT A
T & a1 AT @2 g1 I ¢, wAwAr
FT s F7 3 2, fefafem araw &
&6 A9 T grIA | Ty A wwAT g
g AT AT R TH AT | F@ W
7 fefafem famrer a1 €, a1 de wéx
WA A A E ) 9w ggi A T 2
Gt AMET FT FIAT E1 AT &, BHET
A= W9 @0 A 1 §Ed
¥ 99y gWg, 3T H WET §94 649G
T iz &1 FE¥ e & A E, gy
@ F DI 2 F1f wEE TR
¥ fefafermr 75 2

& g 9:a1 § fF G fefafem
#e FT & fA0 79 g F A £
W g W Wil & gy Aead
FCUAES & | g @z o7 vt
S F AT SEe dASY & #e
fear & 1 @i @1 ST e 20 &
FZ AE ZfF S werEe g @,
o T EAT B, AT TAW WX faaw g9
g A ffe s AT e & 7
TR A AT & I BN IEE rfE F7 )
e foidem T ¥z @r arfen
WX 7 a7 | @ faw @ w oA
TET I WS} A1fF a9 e g
WAL THFT TAATS FT F% I917 569F
fs w dw @7 T ok fex @
TR 9T §TAE | THE! a9y @
TT A€ § | g HY NI gy
Q,W ﬂ’fﬁ‘ﬂ'& ﬁ'ﬁ’t’ﬂﬁﬂm"g:
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T gEY A & feT W SRy o
¥ agt @ ¥ & g e ame ¥
TEAT AT g AT 9g WA 399
fomrag & f #ar gog @ fF afal o
TS AT FAT 1 TET &, T a9 §
f wrer @zt moei @ T R, SAEE-
oy &, 93 q, FII A g ?
T qE TAHT IHA TEI FT TS & "I
AT FT THS £ A ¥ AR A L)
# =vgan § 7 ag @ #1A 91 qfeare
¢ AT G AT T THAAA S

qTH, &1, 2V, WE, WX GHL &I
aetfa T @ 1 W IEE w1 W
e 557, F1E framma 777 @) g0 T
sy 72 fAF= 7% & 7 F amE A
oo &0 g Fem g ? ¥ Fgar g
f& g &< Y gw W faamsd o X
Tl = eraT oF f@m | s
it aver wrd gwA fowd & @ @ e
Za® 992w 29 fRe £, ¥ 9 Fregmt
Y &F | T AeF T LA T4 aann
21 pewr AT eRR ¥ thmm &
oY 3G | T AR A AT @ |
pe¥y F A1 gRW w91 v
e 99 @ 2, Wiwl & faens e
7 &) A (R A TR &
qTLT 9 gHAT A faan 1 T e &
a3 @tEE T £ | ¥ A TS g
fooma & & a1 7€ FF |

Fg @M Fg a7 ¢ & SEEE
FT q7T TEF IAF IO & | UET i
auedt Jar, & awwan g, foeen g
21 e fdw F@ A w2
T & wgfaEl ¥ & wgAr SR
g & ¥ =, 2w 7w fr
# § T @, ¥ ¥ 99 wE A
0, TETA w0 | T F vy 2
afrm v 2w w7 faedt &, oY 3w ¥
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amg fawamagE #7947 8, BRTC AW ¥
R IH UL qGATT 8, IT ¥ qur
e g # &€ Ad 1w gA ¥
AT AE FL wwG A & gow fafret
¥ agm fF e 39 w1 7 favw @
T A WA T TN TE G a0T |
F o g fafaee A1 gerarg gm0
T T9T Wi g fafae fee A
Fefamaoam fFm G fesradt s
AL §7 Wow 9 g FOOE & TET
TTIT FL AT AT TITAE A% Frfafeaa
F BT &L I AAT | IH F FHET
QUIRT AR FF § 7F4T & 06 gurs
gm fafqeze 7 faor o #fzar =g
AR T FF97 % ¥, 43 AEL | Mo
W wART Al g ager ¥
7z 734 & faq 33 741 v fag Ao
I wM | § wEar § fR ogwra gm
fafeze gamm Tawr TE g, AfFT Avg-
9% 2| 37 7 oA Prar & 39 erew
W fF maw gz &Y 3T & weEw oo
gt fazr zar ar wifafzer & gz s
ATT 54 FA FI TAT FAT FA7 F7 751
T qY FTAA BF AT WFT E0

# ®za1 § v 3%z v S0 wfawe
frar wn & 4=l &1 A 3H W
w430 w7d | & forraa &
gm fafaez & f& & mo & qiREE,
T |7 1 gFAE 8 7% S0 WA §
T AT BT OTRE A w7 FT
T WX Tz wweton fm ford-
Hz | 72 93 fuwma & ww 3@ w7
ar 7% | gafag & awar g f5 o
FTYA AT A FAAT § IW 9w ALy
wae faar S1d

THIL F999 & qAT A &gl I
sgET | & quar |wdr § frowede
¥ g Far fear | 597 90 99 W
FHAT §1 W & R SaL T AR g3
o AT FO R & | FE A gardr
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FrAfeT FT AT ¥ T AW FT AT
W gesfa & oo Fmy oA
uq FT IOIW AT § | TG ETAT & | AR
Fgd & 7 % g1 & &, I g @
& T ¥ SHIRT TR AT WY T
FT fF 97 757 F§ FT MFRT & 1
TAAT FOHL F FFL AT a9 2T &
gt f@ars, TmEs &4 wr g AR
EATY. ZIMAT ®i AT X 77 €, Hlo ATSo
Sho FT FH §T wI § | [WRIZ A1
AN T 7% & T 7T A1 g § A%
THA AeF & ARL T L MR Al
H3Z F79 § | AR, gATC A HaAl
a3t 73 £ 1 fRaar afpar avEa
ST T wEgeAl AT AT | A &
gl ZIL FKA Z1 AEAT & 1 K q@Ar
AT g 5 27 #1193 F1 9w ¥ ST
F o7 Ar] 1 4@ frar o faw o=
HEINRT TA WY &1 SAFT THAT FH
ETI® W Fr AT W1 gR mimai &
Eie i

QF WA §I8q © 39 H1 ST
ECARE A

Wt frq arow - osF A fas
frmisaa s drar g &
I F1 A FAA E |

AT ATES gE mi ¥ a3
9z fag ¥vav § | § S7 F7 wET w7
g ¥990@ &7 F | g 9% FEIA
2, fowess af & 1 =l Fer
fF garr Az ufawaadm g &
TEI T3AT9 &, Arg AT 73 & |
arnaemd A3 3T F FTT 8
R qar frar s, 72 78 73 fgm
43 zo & 1+ ¥ v wEAT FRAT SR
g o 3 frveex A figzare aar At
fadt @@ 4 gq & 1 gfaar & 33 s
ArAT 7€ § 1 BW FEwy & fF o s
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RUTX WIE § "I =T # oAy gfmm
& 1 v ¥ ag &7 gu | Qe W=
wet e &, 37 & afg ¥ faaren
faz mar ot g9 a7 F1 723 € 5 93
I ¥ 1 A mwTT TR §,
T AT WA &, WA F AT
A1 fureare &, 77 sy wvare §, e
FHEITHINF A gfovag #w 2
Fo Aed a8 fag oAt 8, fea
mredt 8, § 57 #Y freme avar g
g 9 F w=T w=y A @ afea
F7 2 | w g qidfa 7 1 ffa &
it far, ¥ gfa= & =97 8 T,
w7 7 wFIfr= 7w 7w gt
el q iz @ ®7r, 9o gdo
To & o7 F2r AL ATA 41 T 34 fafar=
g uqr famr 1 2w fafaszs &1 foare
Fw@T aifgr | oOnNTE g am
F7 frar, fang 78 frr | gwdT 97
FT QF T2 A1 79 € 5 37 am
IS FT TT AT, TFGT AT F7 AA
W ZH T (AR A 3T 3 oA,
g 2w % w9a &1 gafag w9 F,
T /I BF AT F FATH A1) K W
fafres w1 57 & owiw ¥ o
g791E 3 g A1 "wow 7 g fw
H% qFF 7 FOOM ATRT W B
Sieu I R i T i I G A
AT FI AT |

ot e fag (F7M7) : IqTeqE
warza, Wi fa3fzg fegma dae § o=t
URET FIA 1 FEA T IR AT
FHR T A9 &% 9T fFar Frar
AL AN ATH AR T A
fvar fr &1 @ 7 ag faer 7 peer-
ST FY, AFFT A THW A FHT YT A7
g fF Wraie 9= &, W 8 wwes
wrmfwfees g2+ wiE €z §, I9 A7
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Fro ) faz wwar § 1 W go
dle & WRT @ TR AAfAH TF
g foa &1 waeta qastr | A= A
e fad ¥ wvar wEeE g4 §,
AT 98 TTEAE L TG ATeAT Iferd
FUFARRMRL A E | 99 TF AwEH
® Y TG ARAR qreTg fAedr €
a1 9g fow 9@ & UM & gFar
g 1EIXF gWEErr ") anfeasr
Q awEl ¥ WA &1 UF AT FETd
daTa 1 arer g, an v forer 2,
aree i & 9 gay ag fF ot &
arg @@t 9 g | fam wew
AT Y FTAT HEE T @RS § w3
gl zfrer SR A vE wwar
Tgr agl, gEH AvE W AT T
st @il ' TG g 2, g
M &1 AT § &2 77 %L FL e
Y VAT FATY ST FTRE g
Tt YwE ) A IT AT AL A&
T AT A IT AT FAT A FH
g 9 fazm #T aene ® fawen
TAT L IH AVE HHTT &F  HerrEn
AR F AR F1 TF qHA E
w7 fyifra fzdwm Gaz am zar @1
T FEETH FHAA E | TF TCE
a1 ag sgAr ffs e Imw A sw
Moz WE R, AT W OF AT H
o7 AT &, AT 2W O AT S9y
¥ fog e @ mar @, w7 g A
™ qE F AR AT IEW gL | ag
TR AT FAART | AT Ty
Fr foie 2, wem waw, S=T 93w
o geaar #t fe anr Erfaae
e AR e F A § quo =ha 93
gUE | A SATHI F A FT ¥
F F faq 3 g ofew agi a9z &
gET o t[oﬂ"h.gfﬁﬂ'ﬂ’ﬁ CEnC ]
g femddz 1 que 1w w1 A
g AT @ & W Y gk gfaw Jw
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WY WA wwEA, oAl fAdw,
Tt gaw  "eETe fHReT A & sAw
AT W AT F1, FOOF F1
gL AGN FT FAT |

TZ AEETL AT 79 U032 & O o
1 oA @t At ¥ R
f& az @ am F s & fr a2 o
FT AT, HIT T AT T A ST
¢ fr gt welt ¥ 3 ot 37 o F
Y #7479 T femzevfomy w=et 2
fady v 3w #, femmdfew w47 &
oar A gmT fF zewTR A A
FET &1, AT AN AT arem Y 4 Ar
faelt A1 svf7an qow ¥ 057 AEF gEAT
fr @1 weT eAm ATE AT FE
Y FAT I | I aE  H ImW
FT SHMAM @ g1 o, fegearT
F geg7 fodt a7z &1 fawrg amd
T IEM 1w w1E 97 OH 2 o
T ®EAN E AT 3% g7 #ifaam,
qaAGga  FUC AT, geAne
#foqar, sEFfaas & AEgs 57
difawm | waat &1 32 9 oY fw
72 913 4 f fegmamdt Fra= 7@ §)
o FOA A AT a7 WA ¢ 5 oazg
Fedr g fe o fes & 37 ¥ 7w
T ANAT | T FET oA &
fed=w orw Efear ®e7 & 9% s
@9 e gfes o F99T ¥ ag
g fee st mar G sar s T &)
§ AT AR g fF o a e
for far g€ ag &0 aww ¥ 48
oiar & 1 @g ®F S & fag,
TEAl & 77 78, =% wrafor w7
gt & faw @gf | ug @ & fom
219 dre mHe G0 ¥ WERX
arfqgt & far fasm smama ok
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Tear=T & faems 37 § @ fem w1
mfomrarg & go o F aTET FI U
T & faeet AT ARA G 1 A A
F9 AF Y To WA @IIZAT 97, Lo Fo
77 @dEar a1, fag fFam & s A
1T g g fw aww feem 9w
T & G TAT IT I A qE I9
TT FT YY To 7T H GIIE FL ATAT AT
afFr sm  feam & w3 & 7 9
A1 79 7% T FWT 0 Fo, I To
qT FTAN | TH HATHR AT oA
& faams w7 dto UHo ‘ﬂ'ua‘u'ir@gt
4T @I EHE T1 Fg ETo HTEo HTTe
¥ wAgg fregare e oamar @
a FTA S0 F fag 48, =4t & fag
T, FEHEIST  F oAl & fag
T af=  afafesm wfza &,
mafas wfzdt 71 g7 =T F fav
ATaT AT E |

¥ AT F ET AIE { A F@T
£ frag g & 72 fF @@ FA A0
arow o foar od

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The hon. Min-
ister will reply tomorrow,

17 hrs.
LODI HOUSE HOSTEL*

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: We shall now
take up the half-an-hour discussion.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): It is my painful duty this
afternoon to inwvite your attention
and the attention of the House and
the attention of the hon. Minister of
Works, Housing and Rehabilitation to
that shabby, ill-designed monstrosity
of a hostel called the Lodi House Hos-
tel which hag unfortunately attracted
unfavourable notice in many of the
important daily newspapers of the
capital. I have no hesitation in say-
ing that whoever designed the living

*Half-an-hour discussion,



