1659 SRAVANA .20, 1883 (SAKA)

DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI BILL

The Deputy Minister of External
Affairs) (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
On behalf of Shri Jawaharlal Nehru,
I beg to move for leave to introduce a
Bill to make provision for the repre-
sentation of the Union Territory of
Dadra and Wagar Haveli in Parlia-
ment and for the administratffon of
that Union territory and for matters
connected therewith.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill to make provision for
the representation of the Union
territory of Dadra and Nagar
Haveli in Parliament and for the
administration of that Union
territory and for matters connect-
ed therewith.”

The motion was adopted

“hrimati Lakshmi Menon: I intro-
duce the Bill.

»it ToeTy Forg (avoiord) : Iqrene
w5/, AOd OF fowdez wedy §
Fr5dg fafaees @ga & 1 e
FUf3a7 F e 19T § FqT EETH @M
g T qv 389 5747 Fg § Ty 0F fA &Y
<TER 37 A7FEN | T FATH AT HgeA o
gfraidmagfemarw

oy wgtay ¢ fam fafees
AT & T qToF & 99§ qrada
FTH TR e fEAr s

12.18 hrs.

MOTION RE: REPORT OF ALIGARH
MUSLIM UNIVERSITY ENQUIRY
COMMITTEE

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House
will new take up the motion on the
repory of Aligarh Muslim University

auiry Committee. Shri Prakash
Vir Shastri.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty
(Basirhat): The motion stands in the
name of four Members and there is
also an amendment circulated in the
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name of 4 other hon. Members. I
believe the time allotted is only 2
hours. Are we to take it that no
other Members will be permitted to
participate in the discussion?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: As many as
can be accommodated will be allow-
ed.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty:

Within the 2 hours?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That is the
time fixed.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): Would
it not be possible to extend the time?

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: We
would request that the names of
some Members may be cut out. Some
may not want to move the amend-
ment.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It is not
necessary that everyone of them
should be given a chance. Shri Pra-
kash Vir Shastri. He must realise
the pressure of time and be as brief
as possible. I hope he can finish in 15
minutes,

Shri Prakash Vir Shastri (Gur-
gaon): Half an hour.

Shri A. M. Tariq (Jammu and
Kashmir): This is a very important
matter; more time may be allowed.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It will not
be possible to give him half an hour.

He should try to condense. his
remarks.
s TEEER WEt o Ay

wRed, wemg  qitew  fawafaes
R & Ufagifas fazafaaeml § &
TF ¥ 1 R AT AT Q8%0 Y T AW
¥ &5 goive qfew fasafamrer &
g & [Ty 42 &Y w=T 95 "y )
9 I91 F1 ISR GHT H T qgT ¥ THFT
s o o i w18 SR famre &
w1 fasafaarag ag qa & a9 &
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[* ser @ aret]

wfex § oK g e ¥ 9@ ot }E
fase far o, @ 9w, swnfa =7
TeEfedl § AT 95 FT gWT ATMEY
AR 31w Y § 5@ T=9Y B AT FQ
g I waAml F1 f6T F ggTEr
TTgarg | W gy 3w g fF o frgelt
aR d § @ T4 A IoAT AT AV FH
fergeam = arfeear & 9 & a9t &
AR FQ WG F FAAE qasit O 7
I 991 F a1 qfax A @Y faar
fex ot & mram w& f5 fow afesran
& a1 & TH 99T FV IS HORT FIAT
aTgaT § 99 F1 I ofaw w9 F q@wW
forar ma

g WY w2 Y 99T H F 3 fow
3T FY IS[EAT A7 I X fa@w € ¥
fazafaarem & gfem adem somed,
At B G9T W F qEAYTA, HEATIHI
F frfay § oma, w9 wow grafeaal
Ft sifasw aen ¥ fafe, swafadt &
sAEEE @dg A faxig afatag-
aei d afafaa A F g N wgrar s
T TR FT § fazafaem 1 =T
gt fgor mar

v gfafa &1 @ o= s
qX AT, 99 & @y & Y § ) s
Fear WE 1 ¢ femER, ewe W
TF ¥ T IO 7 g A farer
WY S 7 ag wer 91 f faxafaee &
T 9FX A Atwtamay 2% @
T 2 3 agd T ¥ 9w W § AR
I F1 3F w3 & foa qwy qwy 9%
agi ¥ famafaemem 1 fdw o fag
&, ey 9= it a1 9 faeafaener
T AR § FIE FAOTEF A& e |
afvormeaey faaw g1 &+ faar werem
§ fafser & oy oy for 7 =2
AT WX ¥ UF FAST TEEE FX )
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it ag AT g a1 & & A 5w
d= ¥ faxafeaem & gogemfs ¥
farery waATew & qege eiae faar B,
S v 7 ST 2 Sl famw
HAT &1 Fa1 {6 a9 39 & fv oo
fafe=sd #4&Y wame #3, o= T @
fiF <t gaeq g fafaeq w39 & vaar
MR &, 99 F g uHEagfea wifad
3T UEEE A T FAE § v A
7 g e & fazafaaem 71 =
FX | fardr wAwE 99 TEEAEE gEE
Y I AT AR THe 9T | A
oW A9 FT Tq FT AGFT qfoT ag
g {5 famafamrem & gugenfa fama-
fraem oe & feama & 5@ w99 F
I T T | I G 1 &7 TR
g g f& o =fs & faoda =g
QY wiw g 4, S safe S an,
ag 7 faw a7 #1 g7e7 a1, wieg w97
arR ¥ faurg 37 & fod samamiva & &0
# ofy q37 g AT | FTHTT T W FEEW.
¥ Ry g g, ™ fag feand &
g feh -faiw A A W@
gages ag w0 Argar o | wfe
g &. g9 ag W v §ar & fw
fazafaaem * &1 @ 97 wfafaaamsi
& faa &t & gt g—adwe
Iugaufa, S #1 W FER I9EL
ATt A | R W, g8%0 FT G AT
sme AR AN T fmw sa &
T artg &1 ¥ar av 6 afs wwafafa &
freaer i #Y oz Y R, Y IUFS 9
F1 7q gfafa & 98 dz1 =rfew | fae
Y Sft ¥ 39 gHT AqY a9 H A
g1 a1 f5 ¥ s 2 fw ag @iw
gfafa # dza1 & w4 F9 AR}
7z afafa 9 S#1T & F9 w40, ¥
for fafses w2t #f | oo ey =@
Tz FEH §U A T gEA F gEAT A
gC 3@ & var & T afafa & =
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difelt § famafeaem & weftaew
e AR ozt & amfa
Jufera gu, 94 @@ # & Iugawia
TEE qNE W 1o T s ¥
arqraer &, it srrer WY e fazafaen-
w3 % 7 gt &, Farsafaaerg & fody o
e & a7 ag saeae 91 i ag a9
afufy ¥ a1a% Jugerafs ¥ faeg 418
e AT FT FE | IIFAGLT A T
S A gw ™ F oy wfwan
HqATE, 9g Fgd SUTRT @eoE dv |
Sarfe AAag & 9 4 agw
=i wateg F fasw #< fafezd +0dy
¥ o wRiwf &5 f A7
7z foan B S e < wfafa 3 qvaey
3 gom A7, T 9T FT IR I IAL
FY Y drgT AT 39 FA | A safe
H AT 9 FX BEHY & J afefaa
et @ | 39 afeat ¥ nw 4 faea-
fameg N FE€ F gfsg ggm, N
flo THe & HIT @ FEAIT F
fermg o9, Y AEdY § 1 39
aferil & afmfaa @7 & sogmafa
® qov fad ggan s 9 § ot
gt A= | REOREEy & oF &
aiq wgal wwear g v ozw afafq &
woY fOte § uF oA o2 gg S9t Y
¢ f& Supaafa & wEmmwar @ @R
g WY 23y AT FUAT WA
wfeal &1 Igaer fwan @i 39 # v
T ga wFR F & 5 o= 7 97 W
QMETFHTHA Tl FT ITAW AL FTAT
aifgr i | afafe A agm 3 @ g,
afer s 1 aaf| 7w #@ afmfa
fFa @ 4, o= afafa A @ &
wqgafa gFe # § M 9 faum &
o9 oF faig Az SR g 1 W™y
YTHH T o a%ar § fF eF aae

WY & ¥ Y a7 enfoa) 1 AT 7
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afeafam fear w1, 58 & 4.8 FAEr
war fedt g€ Ot

za% gfafem v sk a@ & 1.
g famfaareg & g=7~ & o9 =%
awTT #Y wHer fege g, & zw o q
qgen & 43 fFar fF fazafaamg &
Faaifmt AT ey arafera safaagl
#1 afw= 99 fFar SR o gzAEEAr
AT TE | 7AW FHE T A, 1 -
a1z famafaaem & TFa= & faw
Y 7E &Y, g9 ¥ 9zA Ig =l ¥ fF
w1 Wt =fe fasafaamm & qrams §
g T FT AW 39 & A ww,
79 31 #1 78 fazam faend & f5 s a0y
Y gae A F% gify & 3o
EH I wimFTamagdfe
gevre fewafaama N sig afafr
AT A T THR ST HE A/AEH
T fem sk T @R A AL
gaATEel At TE, 7 qferm & STy

-

[E i

0 g § 99§ "fss g
T 919 AR 0F A2 g fF v g
1 AW FT & 7 @ oww N
gfifs seawar 9@ T f§
wa g Afeew famafaamm w5y
e HE TGN IWAT AR, AGE I
e & afs 43 gu &, s afem
fafaarg 1 @wra FETF BT £ )
FUTETEAT & ZRT WY 59 IHTC T
o foFam T SR W & sy i o
za &1 qform @rafas or fr an-
atfas guir ST | Iugwafa F WA
Y ATATEI § g GNrA AT g
ar f& s Y aaf gogeefs ¥ faeg
F5 FT, I JEA g1 fzar A
& 17 Fae AEAT &Y AGY oY | & Hawy
st 3T AT € fFoum o wd a}
T YHTT F uzAE gt f6 faT S F
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[ »f swmEnT e ]
gfafa § amy m@rRY &, 39 F g9
eaf¥aat ®1 gfassr A gfa 2@ 09,
g =fyaal o1 ardfes wmem ggar
azl, §5 AfE 30 77 3T 99EE
@ A Fg wafaasi &1 ogeq Al
¥ gz fmar wmar

g HZA | 92 ¥T 39 WHR FY
w51 @ 0 v Shifefor s F
gearene  fofeos, seax @mE, &7
AIFH-AEA7 F AFE & 9 VT 747 |
HA@q #1 7@ grAey # yfaq @y foe
F1 afs =r=&1e1 grit, a1 wrw g1
39 9 § sTgAT F wEW A
arr gg FEary afmfaa @

SAY w7 Ao faumm F  oF @gad
o5, WEqIGE, STe TEET, &1 faE-
farrea gvean uel, #ifs =i qfafa
&1 @7 ®q & Fra fzam w1 A Can
arg semas, o &1 weg faza-
fqarm a4 war 491, T FRAF X
w1gal fazafaaaa & afor #1 5T
F &7 UET WY ) F W Y SEAFHY
F forr ag Y g aw@ £ fF @
qAr & 2 awfeF faar w47 Sy
qar s acwa gugenfs q
q Faw A% gdwg famafaares grea
q faam fear, afex wa fom fama-
faeira § 92 9 guq afaw 57 7 g,
39 &1 W SHiA Awh geg afg &1
afm=a 37 gu AF feaw 37 9%
fag &

%Y 9FT Mo STAFT F1 WY, ST L5AT-
frafar 17 # fan37 9, 379 F A
H qumm fen manoo

Frgefa R 3A & Afadi 4
3afeufa &1, &t fF d= @ wEEE T
g ghwafas f&3 73 &, ofom ag
gt fir famr w40 ST 7 ag Q0T we
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aAreq g1 aar fodr 3w w71 a1 5 98
Fuy fafq:q FudY «Y % 7 F49
FEM | ST FTEAETHT ogA FHEY
fratfea &edY, ag @ 4571 ag 0
afsa uF fa5ig arq & ag Fgar wizar §
f& & az 7€t Tug amy 5 faear Wy
S § 9 3H AIA § 9591 FT 397 7 gQ
HT aFTF 3 gU FE a7 7 A% frar
a1 f6 sgAefa oo ufafy # 7@ a3,
a1 fee 7=z |\ 52 20 g 5 77 afafq &y
F3FT & WOT AT | 7 {9329 avA7 IgAar
¢ f& za ofxfeafaar & o= afafa 5
sfaaea ¥ wnite ff=t @1 31 S
arrfas § AT 598 I A #)
T T ¢ | gfFaes § gagenfy &
faeme @ m fafaw ot £ 7 ar
gftz #1 € & AT 7 &1 57 F1 &= faan
mar g | 5= "ty 7 5w fagg § Fraw
AT 8, AHE G ;AT & T AT AT
o AT S | i afafq w5y foe
# oft €t wanz WA # A FE I g
wray # o< w6z (& a7 § A @Y
faamt &1 facga A & F7 faar
2——aFadt & warg #1 avg afafq a@y
SFE ZIFT AT AT & WL FEL g A
A W E 1 7w v ag s afafa
UF qZAT 47 FY T TE § 1 IH FY €=
T # fEe g5 |arfen 9, wfa ag 48
2 gré 1 afafa F F1ET T80 AeT w7
Fafy waw fear 2, #fFa ¥ o
2 f& gy T a1 % e @ g,
foreg grdt a1 w18 & frer aar Ar ?
quzat ARt wtuE 4t 5 afafy =
S FT q@TE FT A W FI@L, T AY
39 # g%e 7 gy | afvwm ag gan
fq faafaama f gamfw =g
#1 FEredt 1 A F F TER
ArE-IANSITATE &1 |40, FATITY, 919-
A% ¥ F TA7 TF gERR F ATHT
gfafa & sorw § @d | IR [ F
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feafaarat ¥ gfaem # ag vF 9aF

gzr 2 f& feay famafaama & z9
TETT A WAFT & § 97 571 % qfIFT
FT T AT ET |

F9 9y w2 #r 93t § varEow
fomr ot fx afesw wmar & foldl =
A= v &y ufe & w41
7T &1 WX @ 1 wrzAfag oz-
HEF7 T3] 97 T4, IR Fg1 o I 0fy
sfexa w177 & foa &1 72 N, zoEF
WA A W A FTF A &7 # faaw
rar | wfea afafs 7 =9 § vF F=29
AT AT UF WX 7ZEigEe fau g
wa f7oiE & qus 3=, G771 0 Oy fomr
& fa o= zw wfez & faq w3, A1 mfez
I ang 719 &1 7727 29 w1 A9) Framr
war, {37 @ ag gar & AT 8 fHa
o7 =y Tz srA #7TE 1 oar gde
£ & 6 qraT 2008 ¥ A UF AT
F-9% aE T, 9 TR Faaw
amar 2, 9 § ey AF & -3
TF AT | 9,28, Yoy w97 Y Tl afewa
FAT BT H AT TET #7 7€ AT A &Y
FFL FIA AT OAHT F FATTA H
T FT Io00@ & | 9 SOy ¥ gfafy
T3 gy A Q@1 &1 wraTee 7 3T
fzar f& mit a9 w7 @ § AfFa
gfafa § w9 fnftear & a9
&z faar 2 | 99 faar 2 smaa
AT ¥ R fawafaamg & et o
FHT Rl 1 g | o weE s
¥ fag fasafaama #) ¥ & arai 7
FAE w1 fq=rar § agi 39 avg %
S gt & 1 7 Faw qg 7w afwfq 7
WA W AT 73 WT o Eer w71
wosTETs faar g afufy & frar & 5
s afaf # faafeq & ogv 03 1|
T 29 9FTL F1 91 fawafaaman &
w1 #r fewna frara ady
a1 ar foq & fgamw frars #1 g9
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qT q& ar |

=T Y FTHT FT AT qTAT™ FI
# fau gw w9 afafy i fafa g
oY | ST #7925 ATy 5 &Y 99 gE
FI gU 2T AT 9  HIFH! 59 IFR
F 4 fr 579 am o< fo fasafaaem
F woq 9g = § T e W afafa ¥
&Y A YFIT F IFEIW L FT WY 3H
Fa7 Y ofee F¥ & | o7 afw fyaw
ATH 9% 95,000 TAAT AT, [T JIHTT
Mz f | &1 |1 AEL o500 0 &AT
a1, feeafaamas 7 ag F2#7 T AZ W@
# 31 fean f ag safe mifsamm ==
ST qFAT § | AF7 FY A AAFL AT
grm f& o WY 97 Afam wrgR R
T godle TAARZ T G AT FT
T & st 7 oY 97 6@ Fg FIE
7z 39 fazafauiam % ferfa & sar
st afafa & #g1 2 § 9m=ar g 5 faen
AT gH gFEA # FE 37 F39 339 |
at= afafa § 97 fnifear & ara goer
far #Fgrg fs sogasfas § 93y
AT Q8N A 98%o &/ wafy § oy
NITeHTE STfaaal &1 a0 fFar &
gfafa st g fe i aam a9 w2
qmee O 4, {95 greewTT sifaEat
FT TG F7 F1 F1S ATTFAT AG1 47V |
=AY A% YA g ¢ fF 3ageafa &
g 39 TEF & fga=ma ar sy
arafua afss 4 fom & fag g=i
wsfaza wefaw & fquai # wevenr
FEY FY WL Y3 AT HYAT HITHTHI
wfagi &1 wowm frar ) @y
Fr am 2 fF ww F feegmaa 7
fazafaer=di & T8 w2 ¥ s =fE
SugAfa § A gAAr AfaF S ATA-
@WF A g gu Wl WY AIETe
FfFal &1 G F@ 2 | T e
&1 @ Hfaer= gew™mr S |
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[+ s ared]

% #fafaw afafs § g
faard e ra @i wxdx A 3AR
Tewd Aifse ¥ fau §9 @ =
1 gara fear ar sfse & wvaw &
g AR W g3 ko @ Famafaa
FqEY IART IIAT FLAT AT 7 TF
TEEA FfeEX I @ W W@ ar
frm safe +1 @ AT | THYR A 0F
i FT [ FT ST AL &
foar mar wgt 9T fF Sugevfa wET
¥ AgAqY §F a9 AT gU § | IR
284E ¥ feyc 7% fowafao=w *
wifee & FTH 9T AT 4T |

gfafq ¥, Sareass #wERT, ag N
foar & & 99 goa waa frior &
gy # FIfe & q@ fF | A
g #¢ feme frae & o afafs &
2T 3 fe #ifet ¥ 7o w< faan f
TR 9@ #1E fgae oo & 20
% gv faa afmafmaad & e
AR & 15T § TG AR

gfafs 7 & sk aga & a@
forelt & 1 9u7 fomT ¢ fF 18¥e—v¥s
F ag X fazafaaea # gr=t #v g=
¥ arg AT ¥ afg gf § g S wafw
¥ fogafaameig &1 AEE® q9 WTC
TAT A AT R | TG 9 AG T fF
=qu Ty wfus afg #7 @ T T
Gz fazafaaream #1 FAST w991 [0
¢ fowsr w1 femma fram & fafueg
gl @ |

gfafa 3 fafeor #199r & @vaw
# Y g A Faw 9w @ fafe
FTow & w1 fafaaw & 9 ) a8 wean
2 W g 3y wR e Fifvar §
AR Iy fafesar S == a=at &
qFT agar & fou foeh & 1 § %
wow g &1 oy g € ) 3ad foms
arX ¥ g qew & fF &3 T FY W0 T
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g arad ¥ wax faw faar war f& @
& &3 &1 § o 99 qar @A ar
fazafgaraa & Tamam & @1 ew w7
T Fq T A A NG F F
fufqes qrgar &7 Sa # 9 WU
TZET A F ATEEE W AT FAAA
FE fF 9T IR IT fo AT &Y TS
R 3% femde &1 T 7 ar
IeM F F AT IT N AR F WA
¥ 9ol @ AT g 3% ATH F A TH
qIer F9 g1 14T §, 3AfAw AT Q@ A
a g | o9 fafq ag wwe g &
S IAFY IH QTS qIA g7 TE AV -
T FERT ITHT UFHEIA I AV
Fary #3X @ & 1 a8 39 faxafaamm
1 & & afafa 9 wfex & J@x
UF T @ YR F foe & fF A
FaaaT § fF R Fa g o arsAt
#T FH qE 99 FE fAog v A
A aga a1 faora faan o 8% §
afaf § 7 33 9T 3¢ W
frar @ & foyom & @ Sow af
affeafaat § gfafedt & F=Q
ik faede @t 7 WY Jafas any
FUTT F R T w39 M 7fq-
afqdy ¥ fgame foae 3% saear
T @A F FIOT G FAE G| G
qe Agi W=, IHF A A FAE
78 et & f 98 g T W
g o goE gur #itw a7 feaa
fFaTa &7 #18 sHaedr T A7
IqTeAE WEIEd, § UF A HIX
F ot usdhm w@w F1 famafaaed &
Fa% g ey oft g ¥ o &
g =ifed 1 few o= faxafaarsa ®
zq wTX Y feafa 78 & 1 gt At
1 ar o Afed | FAE A S FAT
& agy wzar § | 99 fom g fawa-
faemem & st & qor fF g
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& qared v faafaam # sy
FeaMr RN AR FEaa
fraw @3 weadt fem qo € o e
F azaan fad 9, 3% F fFaT =
foaq &fwe fedoma & 4, @1 ooy
A fourd & foF #1€ fe &
I 44 fu o | Gy feafq § afafy
g foa faar fF 9 gr7q § T
ATAFTO FAT Fred A 3w 97 fare
Hafi fag quar 5 o1 FE
ST AT AT

98t e & INfaatar s@w #1
faTe & farerr A=Y AEIRT FY FAATET
AT § | T A TfAatar 71T §
St wdt g% & 39° atgx & 53 &1 faar-
gt § wEET oF A9 F | @ @&
qt ferg faamdt @ #iv <y w0
=7 23y favg faenfami & & wo fammdf
fam o gy 23 qw@e | sAwT afad
far mar o vy gEeEE aTE A ¥
99 A5 U | 39 @7 F fedoa mfs
FT 94T AMF T g8 <@ {5 F9 AT
9T g Wl #Y 7€ & q1 W FAA Y @
ifee & son & wy sfvateaaa
gy g ¥ 1 g faoedf Ty 9 o1 f
TE YA GRA TS AW T 2|
AR F R fmif d 1300 #§ 7
¥3 FEARE AT 3o farg fammdt faw
T | | FEAT 98T g fF o foEe
& AT TG 9% TEAT AET E At A
T FTE a1 F7 39T W@ o § AR
o= & g 8w mw ¥ fov @ £
TTfzd s S feafa 3gt wa & 59
T AT AMEH | FEAARET AT 2

freft WY famafaasa w1 foem
ey @X afg AT @1 oGl SHwT
UF ez ATg-ane famer edverr sopreY
@ﬁ%lﬁ%wﬁmﬁ%aﬁaﬁ@
FF gu &7 Ff wEEew 7w 4 9w
T E A FE N B oE AR A Ak
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JAFET A AT AT 912 qr 7 X
HAT § | AT T Y 37 AR F Jewry
Ay A BfF 3z sEer @ Q@
TE o G gred & afafy wow R
faame e FT gEhaT o TR Te w4
grafq 2 AT N 1 @R w9 RNEF
R IW TG IR F | TF I_RE
# 30 91E 1 3AY g feafy A
g s 1 fafaar s w1 EdTT
RO § | A O wrdaz of Mifcaaer
g | =aw fomr gav & % et 7 gy
&1 FEHE T7 Fram Ao 99 98 Y
T qET AT FT BT | AFA,
AT WERA, WA A 2,
= faar gam & fF aiw @i e
AT BT U7 qfF I qrT z Tq g AN
w1 Frrede fzar vy sk R
F 33 qudz qeIC Y &, a1 3AFr
FeaEdz 7 fear & w@r i

The Minister of Education (Dr.
K. L, Shrimali): The hon. Member is
quoting from some documents and
letters. Would he be pleased to

place them on the Table of the
House?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Yes, if it is
desired.

a

ot et meAy o S o, &
T T FT FHAT | AT 3AT gI DY
T AT AT q2i 4T 5 /IR

IqTeqer WENIM : UF 17 W}
S AEAT I FF R Z, TORT §
T F A7 W E | W W g A
9 T3] FTTE § | TWH AT A W
TE AT ATE SN AT qfeH g1 Sy |
IM @ H AT UF AR FAE THFL
Y AT 7 WA T g IS AT
[ ST AT 3IFH I3E A IAEY T
F F arg FAA 7 1 FoorE A g,
g TR A § | IEF WL 9T
TOF F FY FEAT & F3, AAH
TAHT TF | R T 7% a1 51T AT, Y
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[Sarewer wEiza]
Hfewa & I AR A SF A AR 2

=t S e R ¢ F F T a9
¥ F @I F wmEteE
e & fadsd X @I E | § A T
F ST w7 @i g fr w92 faw 5@
F watfyd 1 T AN, 5z 32T I A
FOH FT AT |

INTEQA q@IU ;T AT Fg
fe1é

Y SETEEN ARFY A TAN
HqrazaF 8, ST Aerey, fF Teefy
FY FHE wEATEE T I A9 fazafan-

W F e § O ST e g |
Fag st winF A I @ g, ag s
¥ arfTa 2 @I E

ot AT gAML (FARIR)
AT T FAET F qHA G gU A AR T
aiy Sfe" F7 gied FAA & qET
i T & 7

s AHTEI et ¢ S an, &
T FAS F qOA I gAT AT AR A
Fg 1 F ITF FHA TA FT THAT AT
fem ar SfFT qA gw & fF 549 &
TgA W AT AT AL T 7T TR AL
T AR AT A A TEIE T4 amat
9T | § TR @ q@AET AEAT §
5 & 79 w1 F1 fe 72 g 5 gsw
a1 § g ws 3fET I I
%8 AT Y 6g | 38 T F afyi e
& S 9 @M FT AW 4 | ST AT
&, 98 TEE H A AE W 99w
¥ A T Fofgd | S AT grsH &
Ffavasd, gz airaa g

53 F farAdl & aaw § 39
FgAT AT E | TR qiA-afAty A
oAt fode § arAg wem § ogeom
fPm & FANF A H W TR
N =91 Tor A fF fFg R 9 &
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arg sffat & g gu ofY, fama
Iarfear mife s sy oY, gE}
safama v fag famat &y mly oiT o7
gfirs =gt at 3%em &7 & T
afT ag armd N w7 I 5 oaiw
afafs & s sfvafrm fafaat & a3
FT ATAET 1 fAF A€ Y qgy fFar
# sy 7 AT T g w Fw @
fF w9 = qAm AN B FF O oF|
fet feurddiz ¥ &< To7 259 @ed
¥ frafea e s & i w1 3
E W W # fAafear &1 oow
I qHA AfAT | o AFA AT
Y UF AGIS A FHAUL G | N IF
TR T TIE fFafady & arem qImaT
g 31§ 7t d=% frgw fpw o ) a@
T IR T S q GIEAT a973r a7 fo
gfagra fasmr & faar @8 o 72 T
fear mar, frgfed s wfefa & famr
H N N W nESfw FEfE ¥
far qg & sAar fAEm P §
FAEH 7T fear a9r | a7 79 T faw-
faenerg vaz F faudia far ar F4ifs
T WEE HY A9GE qEYT &
QR FFH 61 TAfAT SAE 39
HYRTT AT 47 | THT AXE ¥ WIRAX
®r & 715 eHz g5 WX T A@
Slo T Fy T FzHz g€ |

a4 g g@a 991 § ;O |
gFX FT JSgwr faar ar fF o=
foafqarem & e WeET 0§ ¥
fSmT qerETT Y SEAT S T 9v
HR S A Y TE T I aFY q HIA
@ a@ ¥ T a4 | famateaem
¥ Iugedfa 7 WX a¥ew F faoim
UF 9 GHTATCTAL  H gETiEe
Fan, 3w 7@ g ¢ fF ot afafy
q IEET AT FT W AR FAT AT qG
T

# oTEl €8T ¥ AN a9 7
IIHIIL FY A A9 § 9S> Ig 27
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agar § & wiw afufs Y G
¥ gugeafa #0143 1 e 37 @/
Frar ? W A ar foag 9|a 9
f& A% Sufeafa & &/ AT g1
wfafg ¥ ara a1a 7 2 9% a1 f& 375
faeg o a1 3HET A7 AT OF FOO AT
f& g TaEw ¥ f5 @ wFR ANE
WA ¥ 3 afafq & aze #1999 o
¥ w7 gha | 9T I a0 = famafamn-
a ¥ ofdfaa § a3 a=T § 9g = AT
#raf #§ ag @wa 1 gw | S I9-
feafa & @ g=wm  afafs #1 g
2 T W) afam 7 #€ wAet § @
@ Ao T Fw fAar ar few e
focge & =9 fom 1 afafa & fawe
FroE ¥ g ¥ IAE1 T AT A
yage faq o f& o= F 999 a2
famafaam & @ wmeR o1 #fuFe
@ qF | TR TG T WA AT
wFfaa &1 i AR gEY T ) aE A
A AU gz Ahwmma w9 € 5 & afata
FY g 9T g F% IfFA 7 @A
F1 = ag & f afafq & oF Gar
aufsr do1 g a1 fomw = |fafy &
q@ qF AT F AW & argr Sy
afafa & & Sugaufa & d&4 &
geaformw ag g & it T fagfwma
g ot S i et owe 1 frafe
it f& Sugeufa & wi & fs R
¥ ofefaree § soemn moT §, 39% ar
%, dff Sugedfa @@t w9, @i
s afafg 7 ag o fom fao f g7y
it frafe gf ag &% a8l g8, fwa aiw
afafq & wAvmg W & w8 fawfer
T #Y | gET SO0 7 o i sagadfa
T 93 & fagrw ag tmn T8 fo
aF F | g7 & s efaEra faamr
¥ Fg NHat & qrar § &1

#Y T F7 UF 1 (a9 €T
TR oY 5 & wmgar £ fF wer feem
frafaarag & mam § o 3 w9
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A €0 @ faum FAm A g @ a
fazafaemaa & Fogeafy @ 7 401
f7 w7 Jafera g~ afafy 1 28 T
FE A7 | ofFa fazafaara & svga-
aff 1 93 X o7 % &9 7% a7 93
W o aF ag 9@ fgdr @A, 9w
T @ q T TEW TG Y q7 ACAT |
F AR AWHT ¥ fAu wgAr =rEan
g & sugaafy w1 sefefs & Far
TR g | uF aafe § faE
oy famafeaem & s zifedex
a1 IuF A § FG qEHT & AT
Mz 3% fag oodl os a8 miso So
o wfeEx &1, Wit f& Sfaafor
Fifew & fafaus 4, oF fazdy Y &=
#:t @1 ¥feFw  dfF Segewfs
AT 4 IR AT A S =
asa fFar fF Efadt Y s
WY gER AT F1 F1 &L | I 39
afe #t faedl fawt | 3 o 72 #fk-
& & 3T FY T FT GFAT § | STEAIA
F afafs & d7 ¥ Fg AFEAW
g fr wfafa & amww ar 3 wafeat
N G AR ANE " A Jod
FTH 9 | " aqerse oar fefa ®
s gfufy &3 fFeY faower faog o3
B AFdY 47 1 WX O o AR &Y
fazdr & o8 T SHFR a7 98T
™ |

& a7 g foaewt 3@ F g
Femasar g frafafa sogdr s i+
HOHTN iRl &1 arsd A9
q geuw e, afe sad @A
ag qera @ faun fF st arew SiEET
F7 0T o F fear a1 & A
FuR qmaT fF 98 9 &9 7@ & a4
oY aTeE AT #Y & a1 UF A4St HY
A A T N T W g A
faar |z Fo o § fEoeEE
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[ =7 st Il ]
M 9T UF W aA femm oo
[WET A AT WAL FT qgFAF M
HFATE | WX ATATGH  AHALFT 1
FAFCTFENE 1 AT Hfaqaad a9
fasfaarsta § g9 A1 qEE qWARE,
Farg famfaama # & o &5 g
faeafaamai ¥ T ag W ITE@IHAT
@A FIA B AT FAT FY TN | FHFT
170 g ¢ & afafa #1 g qwax
FT AT A T GEIENT
FT qdm W | T AR A@AL ATZH
‘=AY & fasgw faigw g a0
FE FA [T AT | FWAG IR AALT
9T Ta YH &1 wE < fw afafa
7z gaTa % FF 61 arge T|aT #1 9
g1 o F7 faar sw | F &7 qawaAr
g f5 o g@ @G F7 AT oA
fad qar =ifge & o famafaarmi
H W argqg I@AT A@1 2 I8 o 0
FEAIEAT @ TW |
s afafy & s ifeforee faar 2
g4 feaaifaat 1 3af it & &)
qT FT AT AFT LA ZIT | ZAT
fziar?t #1 ga fazatea 7 faafa
g 7w g fF ag o wEm awfs
T g mfrnfer geafq Fady 9T
S TENE oA zEay IR &1 ag w7
T, =94 fomn ¢ 5 awwamae ¥
9 frafem fasafaars & 2, 9w
FAH F To, FEAT HEAZ gAT F &
O AHET g8 F = feraw #
IH I 7 41 9% UF 9 9 &1 44l
(T gt qA AT TEr 2
F 5y a97ey &1 IIHTT T A
& WA ggq IATETE ST, AMq F A
=g 5 o faom % & 7 ag7 39
aH F1 owaA fear g, sefanm q@
T a1 Fgq & foq 1 A@E faae
- =1 77 W far s )

. AN W W A% A
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gz & 7 fow & 1 @ = fase F @
e

A AETTETC ARy : WA W
fazafaaea & @raeg & g F81 O
5 35 gatams awfa ) @07 f}
T AT 3| gAraEE ey # @0
& @Ay § 79 UF qgd 997 T By
Ht =t Y oY, W fer g W am
1 ZEA AT ATEAT E | 9AT AG
afafa & @ Ao &1 a9 F W
fFa | 9gt o z@ fasafaam 3
grEy § JATTAF €7 ¥ ag qHA
FAZH FT ATHAT & AR T IHET
AFAT & | TET F {IEW A T AFC
T8 @ e | "W fEu F ow
ar fow g9 famafaamy @ 38 9=
O I gaw 99 4 ¥ dEr A8y o9,
TEQ 97 T 7 §7 FEHC T I AMAT
T | FAfFT W 3w qHE A SAAT
FETT A A1 T 180 ¥ § 8%
% gz JTHE b1 @ 997 g% g "I
THE IO BT AU FT AT ST T/
2 1 g% Ay uF =w o few fr
ST A FT T AN § A UAfeT
Fr:faa & S 95 & 1 o 97 T
T @1 # i mimaam Wad € )

gl uF A @A 2 oF Aafer
®1 W g T@T 1 Far @ fF 3T
T A F om AE | 9= fenE qY
& za i #1 e A% fear mar &
F #291 g 5 =90 99 J19 1 @i
F5 & fam vd AT 1 a8 afs

qF wEfadt A F5 aaEr kT

€N A 3 7 o adfm F Og &
TaAHE g9 F 9HE & 91 fF 3w w9
Ty T SR F I 39 WA &
3 ®qa1 9fg a9 9 fear maw @ sEr
F AT AT UF HIC SN Q9 AR
g s # fawedl & | I AT F Eqr-
AF w7 T Wor E faaw ww =W
# ATTF WHA T FT JFATE | AMg
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T FET 6 @A ad aWE §
F amy § oF wed A fER
e 9T faoig #< famm wmm o
Fe faar o fF Od #1¢ SIS a8 F
I )

Al ag § A9 UF wEE FY 97
HY A 1 G FIET FT AFT 4T |
IqF qeaey # Fuet + famn § 5 S
oy fear @ 1 & wF & 5 O
§ar fear @ @11 ATEHAEAT qRd
Fga ¥ fr  faew ofear saam oo
Ta ¥ wHEl & ey ufear 39 W
ST 13§ | afER o e e
A ¢ | fomafeaem & sifas J
AT Qo—%c TaEET &1 91 fo-
w7 ara R 394 Fe ff 5@ W Fr
WA 29,338 U § A A T
g T gafEs d\ A mfwa &
fFq Taw gz 3w wAfw ox S A9
FF gU 4 sAw fAw o s sue
T & FO9 f20 U | 3 SWE a1
gfrarfady A o @ fee sEw a9
F 9 91 few M

o F A3 AT Fg HY AGAT
T FE0 FEM | H qg A s§iey
faiiw &9 § Fgar @mear g & FHE
{3 QX @ AT TE R 4 TR
Tosafqarmm ue fasin aomifas et
T W F9AT BAT AT G E | AZ F
foax & i 57 aw@ & & o=
T, afafesm faogmr,  Swer
faupr, seam fast | W w weA
@Yo 7o o & FAT 94T AME QU
g qTew g g fafaem
Frfaedi &1 "yl g4 T@T & | gE
™A 9T gay g & e g,
e W mmEr FEAw Feafae
2\ g a1 =1y wefv Frsafamre
TTHT 3 aFT § ) g wfq q@r
“797 (Ai) LED—-9.
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s frafn ag & fF @t ox &
fram A & 1 Y9 T R amw
ﬁﬁﬁniaiawﬁ%l AT AT
ferrmam & AT Y A7 X ga EfaAr
qmmmﬁrﬁrrrna: 7T F FAAT
A AagnmARATE T AR & 5
99 ;¥ wrw # 39 97 9w 5 =
w7 HfaFTe 4 7 WY F muAr gfuse
mifsq &< &1 gAw fAd sw, zad
fau wmad & qU¥ RS @
g9 Y Ffeer S o1 @y e
Nz & qv =% 07 =73 78 fRa
2§ | SHfam ¥T qIEET 3 Fearas
F @ g W ) W WY WA
"o HTEo SYe GRU FTT FUT a1 W9
7T 3@ 749 A fee add i 57 qa-
T ¥ TES1 Y B g fasa-
frmem 1 @ &1 S aEf
¥ fastg =q & grafrug § ag agi srore
feeY & &= o feméde &, s &t
AT A I & 97 fFar o
T g 1 oz fawt & ogw wene &
oF fram fase & ST § grew H
feamt ¥ amgar £, St 5 s ER
# wAnafe &1 ofemes &1 a8
gz fgdY feardiie & &3 9, wewmz
gl AT 91, SR “q g AR
o T A faet @ 1 9y feame
A IR AEwE A & SO faey
2 afea sawy ¥z fpar @ @ Jadq
AW 4T 1 FHiET 37 e Iy
F1 AR ffaac Az A a9 @71
oF & A2 afF - F zmfa gy
X T § fr weafaer 30t o aar qar
o B § 9 I A T |

IqEYA WQIA . FE AT
qIE a9 FX | q 4T 3 ¥ SATST S
7% ¢ !

& NEEEE AR : a9 § gur
fed 3T g oAy 9 wwla § &
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[ srerfte aesft]
AT WX FZ F qUTH FE€M 5 7
Y A A dwma @ qug famm-
farem & sdwm Sugeaefa @ W
g faar o wr & famfamem 7 0=
eo IfFT g qzd @z 4 @
I I g TEI IOF! UF L
@Eq I oAy 4 A7 fae o
Fegfa &1 faem @ Igy 2 afew
I AR weng afrew faxafaarem
1 R F SEY 9T &1 9T 91 qwEy
o @Y 21 zafou d ofaw s ag w3
FT gatm Far § fv fom afw &
AR FHET Y GG FW AG FE
faar, st safe forar & & @%al &
ae ¥t wiw gfafa ® gwae dz,
fom aaffm § 3 F1 @Ry I At
1 A& aG ¥ 7 fean, faa =fm
A fazafamrrerg & 991 &1 geoaT Fam,
fom =afe § YR A T AORETAA
wfFdi #1 v o, S safem afafq
F gl & TOEea S vae e
¥ T 5T 91, fouk gug ® feo
& et ® 97 avq gt @), fow
afm & Taw fafeal & e
e & &, fa7 safe 3 oo foqar
1 W FT  gfaafeer wv fashr geafy
A g, W oaAfE e fade
arary afafafual &y d@weor 2 @
2 fom aafsr & 170 g7 ang
NEIT 987 ¥ Gz FT 97 1 & 7%
fag afm & sro gfEfa & @@
¥ saFr wwAr fawer a1z @F
aff 1 v famfemen & s@q
femr s AR e & qeafa @ AR
§ fafwer #4dr fagsq &0 F3 w9
Y s o w0 g famafasem
# T2 FT AR
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion mov-
ed:

“That this House takes note of
the Report of the Aligarh Mus-
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lim University Enquiry Commit-
tee, laid on the Table of the
House on the 21st April, 1961.”

Now, the hon. Member has takem
33 minutes. At the most, if we do
extend the time, we could go up to
3 o'clock. T3

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: We
will have to extend the time since
he has taken so much time.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is the House
prepared to sit beyond five?

Several Hon. Members: Oh, yes,

Shri Kalika Singh (Azamgarh):
The time should be extended.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We have to
conclude this. If the House is pre-
pared to st longer 1 have no objec-
tion. Then we sit up to six o’clock.
And we will take up the non-official
business at 3-30. -

Shri C. D, Pande (Naini Tal): The
issue should be discussed without
party considerations and prejudices.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There is an.
amendment to the motion.

Is it being moved?

Shri Balraj Madhok (New Delhi)s
Yes, Sir. I beg to move:

That at the end of the motion,
the following be added, namely:

“and feels that the enquiry was
vitiated by the presence of the
Vice-Chancellor of Aligarh Uni-
versity in the sitting of the Com-
mittee against the assurance to
the contrary given by the Minis—
ter of Education on the floor of
the House and by the atmosphere
of terror createc ' cortain  in-
terested parties as a result of
which many intending ‘-itnesses
did not appear before the Laquiry
Committee.” (1).
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Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The amend-
ment and the original motion are
now before the House.

I have ten names with me and
there must be about ten more who
desire to participate. So the time-
limit for each speaker may be ten

minutes. -

=t qo fgo wam  (widr) :
Aigaed fst w3 |y, 4 ZreT
7 %3 fedi & 317 fov qfean gfs-
afed) Y 791 N1 2 | AR W™
St gETaET ey 7 33 fawe § zaer
qUsai T@m F7 @ F fE w7 IH
F Aatfas 9@ AT &1 KT FE
a1 7g7 ax wifew | afFw wifex
fr Zrem &1 a9 aga & a9 gmi §
TR IUH FE I AT & FEN ST
JHRIY |

a1 g7 ae g f& 39 9w §
s S A4 afefad F faamw se
AN TG A WY qe @ @ f
W IR FEFE A A AT I
I §Y AdAT AT § AfFA A
Farady FHET A1 I F T gfaaEy
TR O IT g7 ) A& A T R
AT IT /T T A9 FT AT 0

CECEE I el C K Ol
st @ 7 ¥ e gqfrafedr s
TR A & | agi 9T FEgfaeet &1
R & AR Al o FeqEfeed &1
SR § | 79 98 "w0T a9 & wifs
o e w agfs @ SR
T FrgAfAEH &1 W S I qHS
T F Aw &1 QAT AT wawe §
HX UF WIg 94X ag T A ST A
& gt | N G T @Y & awdt |
UF ITF A IR e QN
AN WA W AR @ a7
T W wgAfaeed §W T Feem
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AT T, qg qE ArfaT Far g
TR F Ng §g A A 2
faasr f5 ag & & w00 9% § 5
TEAFT IAH] FZAH FIA F TF
T arfsr & 1§ gawn ¢ oA
FE W ag TEr A w3 ogFAr 5
afrafadt i srafrem ar sraAfaes
FTFIE LT & | 9T 9% ©ATATT HY
19 § A1 qAW gfAataredt § qEafas
OEmE ¥ Need o A=E A
§ W W gdwz  afew gfrafad
# E A g Y weflE Qe JrT av gt
g afFe =37 v €1 wgT T g

i AT 1 T 0F TR
XY 9fF T F FO= F A77 40,
T T A TH T & FEr o R
w7 fafzsr ffas 1 1€ war a7
T faem fF N9 WA F A H
AT A £ w2 A g difvas
F AT N W FEAITEF IART W
"raw g f& g Afas § o
TR gATA S g AeEA gl
Y g wISE s § of At
qEe 9 F AR gmR afmgr off
g T TES & {97 &1 29 o A
13 & o faaa fF e Sma @
21 Nea aeT & fewrs ag  FE
6 ag T Gifws & 937 3 91
1 7eg #L @ § fF fomy o feg-
| ! TEE FY @8 S 13-
E AR T SR Wd W 9%
| AR FE gEd A g awdr |

3@ T 7 fagrs #4197 FT 75
¢ f& & afad daema it R W@
3= dm afmet # R &g
T TY AW AT AT GRS §
fr fom o< qmemg § S sASTTE
TF TH § ITHT AT gHET AT g
o, 9 T8 Fg1 41 fF a8 sy Ay
afag Fifas goe & & f arew
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[t 7o feo gam]
AT TG IAH d5 @ | F e
g 5 arzm sigax 1 d57 78 Fiaa
T T FEY o7 AR I9% fAw 915 q&h
T8 ar )

TE IFT W A 91 | A
T T W FN & e @
g SN AT FE I ax FwdEl
FT AT AT AR ag W Fa1 F
7 Fifaw WA A § 1 wT 39 aw
#l gfmar & #f Fifaw gEae § 7
ATFIET TAEIT A g A
FUE A 97 AR T ¥ ATHRAET
TEATY, T8 AT § qfatad) 1 g
Fz & fau fawfaar @Y w@r o,
ag WTRT HAT H JAFT G AT
g & 1 TR WgTaw A J favgar
ARl & A/ q9A7 g8 daen faav
AR 9 FHA & I5iw FAT eTd
T & fe gEE amgw wwaT &3

gl AF FAEME FT AT 3
UF <% a2 F21 I 2 fF aaem
T ATl #1 @ A FIETA A A
SR E I GG B A
afea aammg age ¥ W feg 7@ W
o= W agE fgr oo md
1 AT 7 FuE far e 45 of fom
X gaX AW W 77 faar | AR
¥ Y qam fog 15 w7 A T X Y T
fed ™ 1 g 3o w7 OH fAEw A
Afed, O fOR AT awdena f1
fad w1 a7 waEr weETsn e R
maﬁaﬁé‘r =FF TAFATEY FAEY
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b, afafeen M S e et
& I T Y qu 3R A
frelt gt fedt st Ty
TS A F AF 9% gaET w9
iy o7 TEred A v e o )
faeger Aoy & amer Swd ATy FurAT
AT TR & T, fFa wet ww T
fF 37 # qar ® Fifww ¥ IR 2
a0 HY A Y qEHFT TF -
TEHT & FAT ] 1 FHE T AT AN
a1 frard T AW NS A
T 1 weEAT IW A 97 aFEA
aat #F Fg waEr w1 faw fear
t o 5 o @@ o & A
e TN it A FEE F oA’ 9%
T FH F B w2 gty
FHIT A Fa$ d< 9T a6 F27 & OF
S T A § FE qe W
A=l 9g &7 21 ¢ F fggmw v
F g0 ¥ 9 e Y arafimt g A
Y awdr st foa &1 & aar s
afeg 91 1 31F & wac fgrEm w@F
F 3T § F1E @Y a7d7 A @ |1 39 F
goed EHT AMET | W @A ®
feamama # oréieT aeT s A T EA
Wﬁm%l‘io,!oﬂ’f’?om
Yoo IFAES TMIAAT WS TAAHC F
fegma & Fgens o # AfEw o9 F
a4 7z 12 £ g1 o & fF 'wF
FT VR 2 7 FEE TN | HT AT
agi 97 ZFNES AWl aqArs TR a
g gr I w7 TFEA T
1 geed fean s =St WY ST #Y
geEd FIA FY FCwT AT AT G

T gt ATt & e e ggIma
o1 TR A TAR T F AFH
fopeaT a1 e T feeT ) aT A S
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. ‘ . s b
a9z FE T A o fR 3 1 fow
frm I | S FTATR AR FagAT
e g e frgyr W 9 AT
7 foe & arg aawn T a0 T
WA ST & sarer fomag & ™
g RN R o 57w
HE A X @0eT T i #R I
F e SRt FeA QY T Y o
qay faegar adi gon 1 ari # garen
fear wa, gt wv gave femi w@w o
MR I 0% q g fag A §,
@ 7 grew ¥ 97 o few v AW
Qfsd, arfe 0 § F7 =7 79 §Y gy
1 fOe o § @ad T 9 A
TR AT T A FEY 2, I Y avdy
# Sd | T AT Y TF AQF ¥ FAET
FEAY 2 SR I T wawa a2 e &
f F1E e, FE T, A 39 e
# sucfar a8 & | T @, 7=
TFFT Tl § 9 I R wAEw
Fr R aE ¥ @A s §? AN
T A WIS ©F A A 7@ & 5
oA & % oF aga ag1 Taw &)
aATE T FY T &, R R
&V HAYRA 6 T FE A Fat og |
13hrs, e

gt A% A STHGA FT AKAF 8,
WG THATREHEg & T § g fwan
™, W gRhegfed dffaw 7 9w
F U F g9, TN F T AT
F&1 2 fF g weatgEdTy ot -
oo 4gY & | R A A war E 6
W ueEdTd 3@ R & g,
fog e dauer @y o @At €0
TR Yo TETEEHEY A & WE
Ffa Tt g, v g gfrafady 7@,
= gfrafads # @ fFon & a@
forer el & it et oy el €0
# ag o w7 WA § e OE G
# T B oF waEE AR & qW AW

-
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T F ag amman w7 fF afaafad
e w3, Efed ¥
TgT TeEE G W § A aE v
w1 T &Y @ 2, aF g A Y
T aQF § Ffafad 71 agmm 78 e
ST qHAT §——TF TG ¥ A F FT AW
9 AR X g@ ¥ FT gfafaer #
AT TG Rt S gwar &0

G AW A EoNfaafT &
o & aR & o foar 1 o Sdew
IR & g d R aF ¥ e @
ar 7 g, AT F qg T f—aw
a6 frr om@, ™ R W EEe
are A 3—FF ToF § Q gfafed
& o= fgg afafad) & A7 & & WK
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Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Mr.
Depuiy-Speaker, Sir, we have just
now heard the eloquent speech of
Mr. Prakash Vir Shastri, who eariler
also in a Half-an-Hour discussion,
followed by a much longer speech by
Mr. Vajpayee, in the same month of
March 1960, had made various alle-
gations against the Aligarh Muslim
University.

Now, after that what has happen-

ed? A Committee was appointed
which went in to the entire matter
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and many of the most sensational
allegations which were made during
those debates have not been found to
be true, Now these gentlemen are
rather angry about this Committee
itself. They have now raised the ques-
tion as to whether the Vice-Chancel-
lor should have been present or not.
The Committee itself admits that the
Vice-Chancellor was present, but he
was not present when the final find-
ings were formulated and voted upon.
It is there in the report of the Com-
mittee.

This very same Committee called
upon Mr. Prakash Vir Shastri and
afforded him a full opportunity of
placing before them all the informa-
tion in his possession, supported by
the records he had. I do not see any
reason why when he appeared before
it he did not place before them all
the documents he had containing sub-
stantiated and unsubstantiated mate-
rial and got their opinion on them.

The real fact of the matter is that
on the whole this enquiry commit-
tee has made a fairly good report, not
only from the point of view of the
Aligarh Muslim Univers'ty but also
other universities. It has provided
food for thought for many other Uni-
versities. I do not at all say that many
things were not wrong with the Ali-
garh Muslim University, we have
seen how many things were wrong
with the Banaras Hindu University.
Standing here as an alumnus of the
Calcutta University, I can say, that
if we were to go into its affairs, or
affairs of any other university in the
matter of appointments, or financial
matters, we will find many similari-
ties between the conditions prevailing
there and those obtaining in the Ali-
garh University. Therefore, it is a
good thing that one University gives
us food for thought about other uni-
versities as well. But, I cannot appre-
ciate this fact that the University is
charged with some sensational things
which are proved to be absolutely
incorrect. I can assure this House
that people outside and even amongst
many of us, certain things have stuck
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in our mind, these things are the
most sensational points that were
made during these debates. One was
the question that machinery bought
there was being sent to Pakistan. It
stuck in our minds. How can you take
it away from our mind? This Com-
mittee says that it is an absolutely
baseless allegation.

Again, we find that many charges
were made about Mr. Zaidi’s proper-
ty—Mr. Zaidi is a person who is
known as a nationalist Muslim, a per-
son who has been in high and res-
ponsible positions in the Education
Ministry—about his house, how he
made a lot of money on that, etc. That
was what was alleged in this House.
1 have gone through the entire pro-
ceedings of the enquiry committee, It
is not a fact that so many square
inches were worth 25 naya paise. The
C.P.WD. exvert hag given us three
formulae. Out of the three, he has
sa‘q that the last one, that is the
basis on which calculation is made for
municipal taxation, is not dependable.
The other two formulae are very
complicated. He has said that even
according to them, the purchase of
Mr. Zaidi’s property and Mr. Khwa-
ja’s property was absolutely in order
—they have condoned it. Upon the
figures that have been given to us,
for a layman who has no common
axe to grind, it is an absolutely clear
case that there was nothing irregular
about it. These are the three or four
things that have stuck in our minds.
As the Committee has correctly point-
ed out, just to answer rumours does
not take away the bad effects which
are left by such mud-slinging. There-
fore, 1 feel from that point of view,
to say that this is a nest of anti-
national people who are sending away
property belonging to the University
1o Pakistan, that Ranikhet where
they acquired property was a centre
of Pakistani agents, really worries
us.

After all, as I pointed out during
the debate on the Demands for Grants
of the Education Ministry, we cannot
forget the past history of the Aligarh
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University. It was on the Muslim
League basis. Therefore, we have to
foster it. We have to foster it with
very great care and see that it does
not become a centre of past tradition.
The Committee says here:

“There is a lurking fear in some
quarters that the Aligarh Muslim
University might once again re-
vert to its former mood which
accepted partition based on the
theory of two separate nations.
It is his suspicion that tends to
lend exaggerated importance to
reports about some of the acti-
vities of the campus.

Then, they go on to tell us about the
rumours about sending machinery to
Pakistan.

“This, we found, was a totally
baseless allegation. Similarly
wild allegations regarding anti-
national activity on the campus
disturb the public mind, but leave
the University helpless. The de-
nial of such rumours is not al-
ways readily possible, nor does it
carry conviction to minds already
prejudiced

1 won’t read out the findings on
these allegations because they  are
there before the House.

The second reason why I think that
this enquiry report isa good one is
because it has dealt with certain as-
pects of the way how we should try
to develop a national integrated out-
look in our Universities. It has dealt
with this. It is a difficult problem
In a situation when communalism is
abroad, there is an attempt by both
parties—Muslim communalists and
Hindu communalists—try to dub
everybody who is secular as a com-
munalist. That is there. That is what
is being done. I have been recently to
Jabalpur. I have seen the tricks over
there. I have seen Saugor. I nave
seen in this House also. As my friend
Shri M. H. Rahman rightly pointed
out, we are told that we do not be-
lieve in God and we do not have any
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religion. At the same time, we are
told that we are communalists, com-
munists and communalists both toge-
ther. This is a very famous trick.
We all know about it.

Actually, the situation has changed
after Independence. The two-nation
theory has been completely rejected
by our country. As this Enquiry com-
mittee says, we must inculcate a sense
of responsibility to the community at
large and loyalty to the State. Beyond
these two things, there must be aca-
medic freedom and the struggle should
be to fight out communal ideas, revi-
valist theories which, whether through
the name of tradition or theology, se-
eks to stultify and rigidify our outlook
and create divisions in our country. At
the same time, there must be preser-
vation of the good in the past tradi-
tion of the University. The two things
have to be combined if we reaily want
to keep a good and healthy atmosphere
and preserve all the best in our tra-
dition. That is why I would like to say
that we should study what has been
said by this Committee on page 142.
They have dealt with this question of
tradition. They have told us that many
Muslim friends came and gave evi-
dence. What was Muslim tradition?
What is it? Let us understand what
that tradition is. Finally, they have
said in excellent words:

“In our opinion, apart from
standing for those things, every
university must recognise as true
objectives of university education,
it should develop and emphasise
the study of what we may describe
as the contribution of the Muslim
community to the complex pattern
of our national culture, and in fact
to the worldwide culture of
humanity.”

They go on to say that a specially
privileged position js there for the
Aligarh University to foster that emo-
tional integration which is essentia] for
the preservation of India’s cultural
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and political unity. That is why
they say,

“ ... the Muslim University,
Aligarh should build up strong
departments for the study of
languages associated with Muslim
eulture such as Arabic, Persian
and Urdu. It should have a strong
department of History which
should pay special attention to the
contributions which Islam has
made not only to world history
but also to the development of
Indian polity, Indian thought and
Indian art . . . It is in the hope
that the Muslim University, Ali-
garh will rise to the challenge of
today that we have undertaken
this task . . .”

This is a very importani outlook.
This is the outlook which we have to-
foster in our country, in our univer-
sities, even in the Hindu University.
Let there be a Hindu University. Let
it be integrated with the total integ-
ration and unity of India,

Of special importance s the fact
that our friend has raised this ques-
tion, but he has not dealt with it, be-
cause he cannot deal with it, His out-
look is also tinged with communalism.
That is why he does not deal with
this point. Our friend Shri M. H.
Rahman was of course a bit afraid
that we should touch the other com-
munalists. But, we must show that if
we are to build up this integrated
approach in the departments that
exist in the university, there must be
efforts to see that no longer we allow
the two-nation theory to prevail that
we do find there. Just as we find
Hindu communalists attacking some
one else, even in the Aligarh Univer-
sity there are people who are doing
it. We should see that it is not done.
I am afraig I have no time; other-
wise jt would have been very good if
I could read out how the Urdu press,
the Jamaet-i- Islami have been attack-
ing many things as we talk here about
secularisation of education there

An Hon. Member: There is the
book.
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Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: The
‘book is written by somebody else.
The book is writtten by a historian
of the University.

They say that the ideology of the
Aligarh  University by which they
mean Muslim orthodoxy should be the
ideology of the institution. Especial-
ly, there has been a small pamphlet,
S.0.S, for Aligarh Muslim Univer-
sity, written by many of those Muslim
communalists also to say whatever
aid the University might receive from
the Government and whatever con-
trol the Government might exercise
—what is more important is not this
small pamphlet. The University itself
is bringing out with University funds
a paper which is called Fikr O Nazar.
It is an official publication of the Uni-
versity. It is run on University
funds. At the very first stage, this
was run by the Pro-Vice-Chancellor
Dr. Yusuf Hussain Khan. He
brought this out first; he made him-
self the editor and had published it
for two years. In the very first
issue he has announced that its pur-
pose is the study and propagation of
Muslim culture and traditions. That
is all right. Anq he himself wrote a
long article in it entitled ‘The Rise
and Fal] of Humanism’ in which he ran
down Humanism and the principies of
reason and progress. He is entitled
to his views, even though such things
should not be there in an official
publication run by the university.
Howeéver that be, he speak at the same
time of Musl'm quam and declares
that whatever aid the university m'ght
receive from Government and however
much authority Government might
exercise over it, just because it is a
Muslim university, it is answerable in
theolog:cal and moral questiong to the
Muslim nation or the Muslim quam.
These are things which we feel that it
is very wrong for an official publica-
tion of the university to contain. This
is what is contained in Fikr-O-Nezar,
April, 1961,

Then, again, I shculd like to point out
what Professor Rashid A Siddiqui has
written. Then, there is a book called
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The History of the Freedom Move-
ment of Pakistan, which has been
written by one Mr. Khaliq Ahmad
Nizami, Reader in History. There,
he has written that:

“As Shah Waliulaah’s opposition
to the Maratha movement was not
an end in itself so also his descen-
dant did not deem a struggle with
the Sikhs an eng in itself. It was
a means to the creation of a
favourable atmosphere for found-
ing an ideal homeland for the
Muslimg in which the Khilafat-i-
Rashida lives and works.”

He says that that is the homeland for
the Muslims and so on and so forth.
This idea of the homeland of the
Muslims, this idea of the two quams
etc. are things which we think should
not be permitted to continue in the
Aligarh University, because we want
that there sho'ud be more and more
national integration, and in all our
thought a nat‘onal outlook should be
fostered. I have no time to go into
the other revivalist traditions that are
there.

I am told that even in cultural
functions, girls and boys are not per-
mitted to have joint p'ays, In many
of our universities, we allow it.
And the funny things is that
in the Enquiry Committee’s
Report, a very good chit is given to
the students; a good chit is given to
the students saying that they have
heard so much about indiscipline, and
they have compared it with what
obtains in the Banaras Hindu Univer-
sity, and they have said that as far as
the students in the Aligarh University
are concerned, they have shown
excemplary restraint and discipline.

There is just one more point that
I would like to make and that is re-
garding the question of communists.
I do not know what Dr Habib had
in m‘'nd when he wrote thay book.

Shri Ansar Harvani (Fatehpur): He
wrote it in 1950.
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Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Yes,
it looked like a very old book, as I
was going through it. But this is the
hab't, I thought that at that time
nobody thought that it was very
wrong, and at that time he was given
a post.

Shri Goray (Poona): The Chinese
revolution is not so old.

Slulmal Ilznu Chakravartty: We
thought that at that time nobody con-
sidered that it was very wrong But
today when we are in dispute with
China, to raise a point of it is really
a very funny thing, and, therefore,
the point raised by Shri Prakash Vir
Shastri in this regard should be treat-
ed with the lightness that it deserves.

He hag also accused many profes-
sors there of being communists. The
reason is very clear. Of course, there
are Marxists, there are communists
and there are socialists in our univer-
sities, Are you going to have only
Sanghis and Hindu Mahasabha people
in the Aligarh Muslim University? I
wish to know why the Jan Sanghis
and the Hindu Mahasabha people
should consider themselves as the sole
repositories of all patriotism and
nationalism,

Shri Indrajit Gupta (Calcutta—
South-West): Wisdom also.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Fin-
ally, I wish to refer only to the excel-
lent minute of dissent by Shri P, N.
Sapru. Probably, my hon. friend is
very angry that Shri P, N. Sapru’s
name was added to this enquiry com-
mittee. Shri P. N, Sapru has quoted
chapter and verse in his minute of
dissent. He has not quoted Mao Tse
Tung; he has not quoted Mr. Khrus-
chev; but he has quoted from the
US.A, from Mr. Justice Frank Furter,
from the Liberal Party of England
and various others. I would not read
out the other parts, but I would like
to quote just one particular portion,
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because this will go down on record.
He says:

“I hope I have made it clear
that in my opinion it would be
completely wrong to ban political
speculation, thought or activity in
a universty. Professors in west-
ern countries have made import-
ant contributiong to social theory.
Who can deny that Sydney Webb,
Graham Wallas, T. H. Greene, R.
L. Tawney, L. T. Hobhouse, Ram-
say Mu'r, Alfred Marshall, J M.
Keynes, Harold Laski .. .”

—please note that Harold Laski's name
is also there—

“...G D, H. Cole, A.
V. Dicey, F. W, Maitland and A.
C. Pigou, to mention only a few
among a host of thinkers.”.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member has been addressing Shri
Prakash Vir Shastri only and not my-
self.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I am
sorry. He was so eloquent, and,
therefore, I was carried away by that.
I apologise to you.

.There. Shri P. N, Sapru has ra'sed
a very important point, namely that
universities are places where within
the limitations of bannng an agita-
tional approach, everything else
should be permitted, because thought
or knowledge is something that
grows; all ideas should be permitted
to be taught and to be discussed,
because that is the way that all
knowledge grows.

Here, I would like to point out the
mischievous way in which Shri Vaj-
payee had raised some points. He had
raised here a point about a question
paper which contained a series of
questions on Marxist philosophy, and
he read out those questions, as if these
were the only things that were taught
in a philosophy or in a history. And
yet the answer shows that this was
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only a part of that particular paper
containing questions on the Marxist
philosophy, and there were other phi-
losophies also, but that was not point-
ed out by my hon. friend. Then, he
raised a point about the question re-
garding the Kerala Education Act, and
he asked why university professors
and teachers should bother about whe-
ther the Kerala Education Act was
good or bad; and it seemed as if only
university professors and university
teachers were of that opinion; but he
forgot that Mr, Patanjali Sastri and
many others also took up opinions
which were different from what was
taken up by the Union Government
at that time.

I do not have the time to go into
the other irregularities, but I must
say that very good suggestions have
been made in this connection, Be-
cause of lack of time, I am not going
into those suggestions. But I am afraid
that the university has not accepted
many of the good recommendations
which have been made in this report.
Very good recommendations have been
made regarding the selection commit-
tee. Why is it that they have not
been accepted? Why is my hon. friend
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri so much
engrossed in having the Pro-Vice-
Chancellor? Does he know that the
premier university of Calcutta has
never had a Pro-Vice-Chancellor?
Why does he say that there should be
a Pro-Vice-Chancellor?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member should conclude now,

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Un-
fortunate'y, I do not have the time
to go into the various recommenda-
tions. A very good recommendation
has been made regarding the selection
committee. There are various other
good proposals which have been made,
which the university has not accept-
ed. I feel that the post of Pro-Vice-
Chancellor must be abolished, because
it is these Pro-Vice-Chancellors both
in the Banaras Hindu University as
well as here, who have been sources
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of trouble, and, therefore, we do not
want them. Our best universities are
run without Pro-Vice-Chancellors.
That is the first point that I would
like to emphasise, in conclusion, My
second point is regarding the selec-
tion committee and the financial irre-
gularities, All the recommendations
made in this behalf should be accept-
ed. As a matter of fact, I would say,
that as a first instance, we should ac-
cept in toto all the recommendations
made by this enquiry committee, which
have been. on the whole, very good.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Now, let us
hear Raja Mahendra Pratap. Other-
wise, everybody else will be inter-
fered with, when he speaks.

A WEE AW AT HA,
AR FFAM FF § IH AAT 97 FrAT BT
F 37 qr a3 £ F7T 3007 97 F §a1 3oy,
T JL AT ATAG To Yo ¥ 7 F7,
Ho To FF FA WETH WL 2 1 A T
aw wq qiewd gfaatad § oz @
FT ATH UHo Uo Flo FIf@ar 4T |
Fopr Nt §, AT g a1 A0 E 3o HEA A
TE FT ARNAT F

Shri Goray: Then something is
wrong with that university.

TR PoZ WA : HIeS AT F7 3T 7
T g AR FE FT N AT g ) A
7g 3@ T T qHenw gs fF mw R
Yg@H, # 19 de4 1 ofed, sft
THEAT ST F TN wra, afew § @y
Fgm fr gafa & g qwEA g
=9 afFafacy £ ¥ | 37 ¥ oF a9 a
quma #r g ¥ ag weew ase
forogu & fag T AR af@r
#, o g8 i gy afwatedt § ag
wfeew afrafady § 1 & FgAT TNRAT E
for agT 9% 57 FT T AT FEAU (e F X
feg T qEemmEl W oF qEX F I
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AT ¢ | 98 9 aFEE FY 17 ¢ FF awi
97 TH TE ¥ 919 FET AT & | §EAR
ifeq it #1 7 ¥ F7 T aQ A1 FegAv
=ifed oY | R FE [HEAAT AT qAWR
FTEE I STIHY T I1G Fea #IR AT
famFar qrEw F A1 3E TG T

o & 7% 0F WA F¢ {5 ¢ FI7 AT
3 Frang< agiax Frafasa a1 srgafasy
Z 1 F g ATear g 5 Far A § wf
gen & fF swafasw @ ], Fvgafasy
FAT & | AT F F 9@ & ¥ fgg o
FIT , STAATH FT & | FAT FHY TR
frmismam s | fsgm g fFag am
=EE # A T W o oa| &
s 7@ fFar 1 37 g 9 fw
fm 1 a9 ¥ 3 &= I a9
1 gn, a7 3 ¥ 1 R A S A &
z9 a9 9T fF uF avE O gAY qER,
ZAT AEgAM, Higafw gimead afsy
TAET AT g€ Fgd £ fF gy gy
arfed, w9 g T1fed, aa faa w3 @,
AL T §&A H AHT g0 39T -9
TH TRT ¥ F A ATE FG A
7 fafemat #t ag wza &

IqTeqe wERT AT H{ST |

(O WET TAQ g FT ASAT TGN
ifed, fawr ¢ @ =ifed | gw 9
2739 | §9 UF @R & & | g9 &1 faer
FT YA o KT AT § (o0 FTH FTT
Tifed s oraw A N A @ew w7
1 Frfew wedr oifgd 1 W FER w7
T ag § fF g arar oifed 6
3 =T fqw a@ y dRTET L.

IyTeqe wERy ¢ W R 9
A AGFT F FEAw NZT)

AT qET TAlg ARG & T
2 39 F1 Y facge w6t awg A Hav
=1fed | 39 & s agt o S T
Y g Wfgd | 7w A A=y ¥ T
#73fAT FY 730 0T qFR AT A

SRAVANA 20, 1883 (SAKA) Reportof Aligarh 1716

Muslim University
Enquiry Committee

IR T g A foR o
s@ 39 fol & feens 35 Femm av
o9 gfaafedy & faers gt #18 ==t
FETSH F AM qg A & fF oW S
A § | qg A€ g Afed )

T & ar # a@ I A )
# 5Tq F1 a7 FF gY mTOT qIET A
s AR H o3o-30 W 3y-3Y
Nﬁwwaﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%uﬁwaﬁ
IR T F7 W € o 1 gt A "
g =1fET ) ﬁnmﬂ'@%ﬁﬁw
T g9 @ A =SIfgd w9 ag
Fzm g 5 afmafedt &1 @ =) fagw
sftwre 3 3 fed fF ag o= e
AT FT |

g W I Al F oA g fF
afem gfafadt @1 #7117 o)
feg, afrafddy @l wgr ww 1 #
FgaT g fF wgw W &=, f9 &, a1
v @i | zafed feg wiR A 7f9-
afgd & ami & @« § ;i g9 ¢ afF
TN guH H ar 9T BEeT & 1 FW Al
TUTH FEARET FT TS F AR
AR ATAfar F wEawEl #1 TE
St AT SR &9 gd g | gHTa
FTHTT FT 36 FT TS FEAT SIGAT
afed | = a@ & W Fwfee
WEGl & a9 FgW fF ag FHfw
&T 719 ¥ famm § $g =urd W
MO g7 A fh a8 | 4y A &
fawmr ¥ 57 AT ? @AY Y @Y aE =
Aoa f&apr § AT E WX gy 3T
mgnaﬁﬁ’guﬁeﬁ Fga &
g gof Af¥ € 1 g 9T g7 Fndfae
Z7 g afgAl & g7 I st
Fi Qe gred FI AT w7 FAgFreet
Fi +ff A gl F30 g AT TTE Y
&1:3 & fau, dafaaa & s.ad+ fag
T FHAE WAl FY AR FEAT
arfed w1 g% qaewTal 1 3§ 3@ adF
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[XrT A3 wam]
q 2 AT FA( AMGF | T WHHI #
e Qferar Y gEAMAT F gy woAT
SR FAT | A AT 4g & fF S grem
AR 7F # g1 I F1 g TEIATA FEAT
1§ | R qEl A3F N ANE §
forrm ff gm w1 9T W 20

AR 7T 48 N Aeafors @reE
A9E § A AT & qE T AT &
# § frat Tw Fa 5 A nF qgwE
AT AR TAIAE FT q@ HA |
ST T ASIA ZH AZ T [ AT & ATA
H T 98 WYY | 3} A0S T =TT
FY T F AT AE T A9ET § A
g T 9IET H EY | HAEar Y = gy
qSE qZ A& | T FwaT g F qnfear

IITAA ATy [T WANY GG
e FYL |

O AEE AAWC  TH A @A @
FTEE I AuFgTTARF &
A9 HTefAgl F1 AT I | F 7 HOA
A WEAl #1 Fgm 5§ oA
qEAHE  WIEfET F1 g=r A WK
[ gAY AR § o fgg
Wi F1 Fg o fargwt #1 w=ay
ferg = AT 9 a1 7 | G o,
qE, TN AN AR #EA 9 F
FM BT AT WX gA 39T €1 99
AR T @ 7 W gW | ARy
9 A A% TG a9 ar e g "qw
FT Q&7 97 FIAT, TAT T@AT AT THTS
T@AT AT q§ 9 T g1 AT & |

IJICAW AENTT : W9 F Fg foraw |
I 5T qr @ & FT AT o

TIWT WER XAl IATEA AT |

Jareqw ARy : HE AY AT
FTH TIAE W@ | § 7 g% Yva7 a8
& qar foaar
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Shri Balraj Madhok: We have just
now heard two very interesting
speeches, and a very imaginative
flight on the part of our hon.
friend, Raja Mahendra Pratap.
Maulana Hifzur Rahman Sahib and
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty have
both pleaded that there is nop com-
munalism and no communism in the
Aligarh University. May be true.
But the question that is before us
just now is the Repori of the Aligarh
Muslim University Inquirry Commit-
tee.

In this very House a decision was
taken that some inquiry should be
held. The House was of the opinion
that a Visitor's Committee should go
there. But then the Vice-Chancellor
somehow prevailed upon the Educa-
tion Minister that a Committee
appointed by the Executive Commit-
tee would perform the same functions
as that of a Visitor's Committee and
that there would be no interference
with its working. The hon. Minis-
ter of Education also gave an assu-
rance in this House that there would
be no interference with its work,
that the Vice-Chancellor would not
sit on the Committee and that this
Inquiry Committee would perform
the same functions in the same impar-
tial and independent way as a Visi-
tor’s Committee could.

But then what do we find in this
Committee’s Report. In the first
place, this Committee had orgi-
nally four members. Later two more
were added, both from the same
place. They come from Kashmir. I
also happen to come from Kashmir.
As regards the bona fides and outlook
of these members—at least about one
of them—it is better not to say much,
because I know more and I do not
like to refer to personal things here.

Even after that, when the Commit-
tee met, the Vice-Chancellor decided
that he must be there, and because he
was there, many of the intending wit-
nesses would not come. It is on
record—reports were given to the
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police—that those who wanted to give
evidence were threatened; some were
even manhandled. One of them
Dr. Rastogi who inspite of threats had
the courage to give a memo-
randum to the Committee and to
appear before it. He was dismissed.
Similar things happened with others.
When there was such an atmosphere
of terror, how could anybody
come forward to tender evidence be-
fore the Committee? This very fact
vitiated the whole atmosphere in
which the Committee was to work
and that alone is enough to reject the
findings of this Committee, because
the full fact could not come before
it in the circumstances in which it
was placed.

Then the terms of reference of this
Committee as given in the Report
pertain to financial irregularities and
to admission of students. 1 agree
with Shrimati Renu Charkravartty
that there are financial irregularities
and nepotism in other departments and
other universities also. But the real
charge against the Aligarh Univer-
sity is not on the score of financial
irregularities, though that too in
itself is a serious charge, because it
is public money which is being spent
there; it is being run on grants given
by the Government of India and the
Government of India’s money is pub-
lic money. So that also is a very
important aspect which we cannot
simply brush aside. But the real
charge, which was not mentioned in
the terms of reference and which,
in fact, should have been the only
term of reference is concerning the
communal and anti-national character
of the University.

Now, some friends say that this
term ‘communalism’ can be used by
anybody to dub the other. We know
what is communalism. My hon.
frined, Maulana Hifzur Rahman
asked: how many Muslims are there
in Banaras Hindu University? I ask:
why raise the question of Hindu and
Muslim? The question is: here ig A
University which is an Indian Uni-
versity. The Aligarh University and
the Banaras University are both
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Indian Universities run with Indian
Indian money for the Indian people.
In the matt.; of appointment or
admission, why should the question
of Hindu or Muslim be brought in?

Shri Jamal Khwaja (Aligarh): On
a point of information. Thig ques-
tion wag raised by Shri Prakash Vir
Shastri.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He is going
to have his opportunity.

13.39 hrs.
{SHRI JAGANNATHA Rao in the Chair]

Shri Balraj Madhok: Let there be
advertisement; let people apply for
jobs and let there be selection based
on merit, He 'may be a Muslim, Sana-
tanist, Jain, Sikh or Christian. If a
Muslim is selected simply because he
is a Muslim, even though he has
lower qualifications than the other
applicants, that is communalism, If
in the same way some Muslims apply
for jobs in Banaras University and if
that University does not take them
simply because they are Muslims,
and instead takes non-Muslims,
even though they have lower qualifi-
cations that again would be commu-
nalism. Both are equally condemn-
able. I challenge Shri M, H. Rahman
to point out a gsingle case where this
thing happened in the Banaras Uni-
versity. How many Muslims applied
for jcbs in the Banaras University
and were rejected simply because they
were Muslims? On the other hand,
in the case of the Aligarh University,
there are dozens of cases where better
qualified Hindus applied, ang were not
taken simply because they were
Hindus. This is communalism. If you
can point out a single instance where
a Muslim applied and was not taken
though he was qualified, we will
condemn it as strongly as we con-
demn this in the case of the Aligarh
University.

The real question is not whether
the applicant is Hindu and Muslim.
After all, there are certain criteria.
What is nationalism? What is secu-
larism? Smt. Renu Chakravartty says
that Communists are secular. It is
not whether you believe in Geod

.
[
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or nott It meang only this, that
you do not make a distinction
between one citizen and another of
India cn the basis of caste and creed.
It yo: make that distinction, it is
communalism. I say the Jana Sangh
is a better secular party than the
Communist or the Congress Party.
The Congress Party is encourag ng
communalism by i}s policies. Let
it not make distinction between
per:ons on the basis of religion.

In tlic matter of admission we find
that the qualifications for Muslim
boys are lower and for non-Muslims
higher. Whatever criteria you lay
dowr:, whether it be 60 per cent marks
or first class, should be uniformly ap-
plied. If under that criteria all those
sdmitted happen to be Muslims, no-
body should have any objection. But
when you say there should be one
criterion for the Muslims and another
for the others, it becomes communal-
ism. Thig is going on. I challenge
anybody to say it is not so. The facts
are there,

There is something much more seri-
ous. Just now the hon. lady Member
read out something from the Aligarh
University Magazine. They still talk
of a separate Muslim nation. The two
nation theory was born and cherished
in the Aligarh University. They say
thex have a separate culture. When
you have a separate culture, separate
language, separate history, then you
are a separate nation. It is this talk
of o separate nation, separate culture
and separate history which goes
against Indian nationalism,

In this country there are people of
ail religions. People worship in tem=-
ples, gurdwaras, mosques Or churches
freely, According to the basic Indian
cuiture, from the times of the Rig
Veda, there has been freedom to
every one in the matter of worship.

7 o ag, fam agar awbT

That is, God is one; He can be wor-
shipped and called in many ways.
Therefore, we have no objection if

-
[
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anybody goes to the mosque or the
church, but the question is: can you,
on that basis, claim to be a separate
nation? There are people who idolise
Mohd. Ghori and other foreign in-
vaders. Suppose I am Christian, and
I say the foreign rulers were Chris-
tians, and those who were fighting
against them for freedom were
Hindus, and therefore those foreign-
ers who were Christians were my
herces, and the others are kafirs, then
I am a traitor to this country. Before
the Christian invaders came to this
country, the Muslimg came,—Babar,
Gbhazvnavi, Kasim etc. If an Indian
Muslimm thinks that simply because
these foreign invaders happened to be
Muslims, they are his heroes and the
great Indians who fought them like
Jai Pal, Anang Pal, Rana Sanga etc.,
were kafirs, that is communalism.
This is negation of secularism and
this is the thing which is creating
trouble in this country. It is this phi-
losophy which is being kept alive in
the Aligarh University, and it is a
danger to Indian unity. Therefore, 1
want you to look at the problem not
from the Hindu-Muslim angle, but
from the national angle.

So, the greatest danger to our
national unity is this problem of sepa-
ratism that is growing in the name
of caste, community and religion. My
sister said that India had rejected the
two-nation theory. We may have re-
jected it, but here are people who
have not, People in the Muslim Con-
vention calling themselves national-
ists is a cruel farce,

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I
said there were some people, but to
condemn an cntire people and a uni-
versity is not proper. There are
nationalists like Dr, Syed Mahmud
who do not believe in the two-nation
theory.

Shri Balraj Madhok: There may
be exceptions, but I say that by and
large the Aligarh University still
continues to be the centre of that
very mentality which resulted in ‘the
partition of this country. We are not
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aga.nst any individual, a particular
persion or professor, but against that
mentality. So long as that mentality
continues, we will continue to raise
our voice against this University, be-
cause we think it continues to be a
p'ague spot in India. Until and unless
this plague spot is cleared of its plague
symptoms and made a nat‘onal orga-
nisation, there will be danger. Let
the professors be all Muslim, let the
students be all Muslim, but let natio-
nalism be taught there. This Com-
mittee was not supposed to go into
these matters, but there are so
many complaints that people there
have indulged in activities which are
pure and simple anti-national, When
something happens in Pakistan, when
a Pakistan team wins, people rejoice
there. It is difficult to imagine how
any Indian national can think of it
or behave like that, but that is hap-
pening. It is this aspect which should
be condemned.

There is a reference to the Bana-
ras University and that non-vegeta-
rians are not admitted to the hostels.
But this Enquiry Committee was not
meant for that University. In fact,
my charge is that there is discrimi-
nation. For the Banaras Univer-
sity you had a Visitor's Commit-
tee, but not for this University. 1
demand there must be a Visitor’s
Committee. And this Committee had
no business to go into Banaras Uni-
versity matters and say what s
happening there,

There are so many other things to
be said about discrimination, appoint-
ments, financial irregularities etc, but
I come back to the basic problem.
Unless and until the anti-national and
communal character of this Univer-
sity is changed, it will have to be
criticised in this House and outside
also.

Shri Jamal Khwaja: Last year, in
February or March, the hon. Member
Shri Prakash Vir Shastrj raised a half-
hour discussion in which he made,
I think, 17 allegations, very serious
allegations, which involved eminent
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persons like the Vice Chancellor of
the Central University, members of
the staff and other distinguished per-
sons. I made an offer that day, and I
said: let an honest and impartial body
of persons be appointed to go into
the matter. Regarding one particular
allegation, I said that if that was
proved to be true, I would resign. I
did not say this in anger, but out of
a sense of justice.

After that, I wrote a personal letter
to Shri Prakash Vir Shastri, repeating
the offer that I had made in this
House, but I am sorry to say that
that letter wag not even acknowledged
by him, although we are both col-
leagues, Members of the same Lok
Sabha. I expected that he would have
the courtesy, the decency, at least to
acknowledge that letter. Anyhow, I
know that letter reached him because
T actually put this question to him in
the presence of a very distinguished
colleague of mine here, and he said
that that letter had reached him.

After almost a year, the report of
the Enquiry Committee js here. They
have gone into all those charges and
allegations, and each one of those
charges has been proved to be either
wrong or absolutely baseless, each one
of those 17 charges which were levelled
by Shri Prakash Vir Shastri in this
House, Because technically it was not
a Visitor’s Committee but only a Uni-
versity Enquiry Committee, because
two Members were added to the list,
to insinuate that they did not perform
their functions honestly and indepen-
dently, to say, as one hon. Member did,
that he would not like to say any-
thing about the gentleman who comes
from Kashmir because the less said
about him the better, i most undigni-
fied, I wonder what is happening to
our public morality, to our decency.
Is this the way the Members of Par-
liament should function? I should have
thought that after the committee had
given its verdict, the hon. Member
would have had the decency, if not to
apologise, at least to express his regret
that he had been misled. Far from
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that, the same hon. Member again
repeats those charges, 1 cannot un-
derstand what hag happened to him.
Although from the very beginning,
when he haq come to this House and
had become oneof us, I1did not agree
with many of his views, Ialways res-
pected him and I thought that he was
sincere, I do not know. I still think
that he is sincere. But I ‘cannot un-
derstand the mechanism or the way
his mind works. He does not repre-
sent only himself; he is symbolic of
the mentality in India which is a most
painfu] and dangerous trend for India.
Distinguished and eminent persons are
appointed and they submit a report
after a great deal of study and a good
deal of expenditure and then insinua-
tions are made against their honesty.
He said an atmosphere of terror was
created and people were prevented
from giving evidence. These are base-
less charges that are being made. The
House will remember that Shri Vaj-
payee made an allegation against the
Vice Chancellor of the University.
When I asked him whether he under-
stood what he was saying, he said he
understood it. I pointed out the name
of the paper which had published an
unqualified apology for the remarks
that had been printed in that paper.
I am sorry to say that the hon. Mem-
ber said that the apology concerned
another matter, But the fact is that
the apology was specifically concerned
with the very matter in issue. It is
his own paper published by his own
party. This is not fair . Let us not
lower the standards of morality. Let
there be differences of opinion; I can
understand them.

I have myself condemned certain
things in the most unqualifieq way,
not now but ever since I had the
capacity of independent judgement.
There are people who take the name
of secularism and claim themselves to
be secular, We also condemn the two-
nation theory. Fortunately or unfor-

tunately I belong to that section of -

thought since my very childhood which
was steeped in the traditions of natio-
nalism, At the risk of danger to life
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and property. there was a small group
in Aligarh which upheld the tradi-
tions of nationalism and condemned
the two nation theory. Let not people
think, as Shrimati Renu Chakravartty
has said, that nationalism and secu-
larism are the prerogative of people
like Shri Shastri. There are not one
but several others and among them
Muslims also. We are proud of the
role which the Indian Muslims have
played in the freedom struggle of
India; it is yet to be written. I am
sure a large number of names will
come up, names of people who sacri-
ficed for the cause of the Indian free-
dom and whose dedication to genuine
nationlism js not less than anybody
else’s, What I was saying was that
this mentality of doubting the integ-
rity, the intentions and motives of
eminent and responsible people is a
very dangerous mentality.

There are many things which Shri
Shastri said, For instance, he said
that the Vice Chancellor was a mem-
ber and he attended those meetings.
Personally I think it was not neces-
sary. But even if he attended the
meetings, he was not present at the
deliberative stages, and at the time
when the report was written. If Shri
Shastri goes through the report, he
will find that the committee has not
spared the Vice-Chancellor or the
others. The Committee have freely
expressed their,views and they have
stated that after the initial misunder-
standing was over they received the
greatest possible co-operation and help
from all concerned and they say they
are grateful to the university.
Secondly, the Committee invited the
people who were interested in and
who were spposed to know the affairs
of the University to send written
statements and a large number of
them were sent. Even anonymous
complaints were sent and the commit-
tee took full note of even those an-
onymous statements, In view of all
these things, the attitude taken by my
hon. friend is most undesirable. There
are so many things. I do not know
how much time I have taken.



1727 Motion re.

Mr, Chairman: He has taken ten
minutes. He may have two more
minutes,

Shri Jamal Khwaja: What has the
Mover of this debate done? Instead
of going carefully into the report of
the enquiry committee and the terms
of reference and honestly expressing
his opinion on the recommendations
that have been made by the commit-
tee, he went into some new charges
forgetting that all the 17 allegations
he had made had been completely dis-
proved. After that he had gain re-
peated those same charges. . Shri
Madhok.

Shri A. M. Tariq: He is gone.

Shri Jamal Khwaja: But his
mentality is represented here. ﬂe
said a good deal about the two nation
theory., We all condemned the two-
nation theory, not now but for the
last twenty years or more. He _also
defined the concept of communalism,
with which I agree. The point is how
far that communalism is prevalent in
Aligarh, It is a descriptive and fac-
tual problem; it is not an analytical
or ideological problem. Here I must
say that what is required is the ob-
jectively of judgment. We must not
be swayed by passion. Unfortunate-
ly hon, Members like Shri Madhok
and others are unable to look at
things objectively because they are
swayed by passion. There are diffe-
rent points of view. For instance,
there is a specifically communist point
of view; then there is the Jan Sangh
point of view,

An Hon, Member: Jan Sangh has
no view.

Shri Jamal Khwaja: There are
other factors. Now, supposing three
candidates applied for a job and the
best of them happens to be a member
of the Jamiat Islami or the commu-
nist party or some other, and if he is
selected for that post, would it be
right to say ‘that the university is
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helping the spread of communism or
communalism, ~ What happeng is the
supporters and we!l-wishers of the
candidates who are not selected start
making this propaganda. This is
very natural and this happens not
only in Aligarh. It happens every-
where, It js human frailty. There
are very few persons who can look at
things objectively. This complicates
the issues and makes objective judg-
ment difficult. Shri Bal Raj Madhok
said that there are different criteria
for the admission of students, ag be-
tween Muslim students and non-Mus-
lim students, It is absolutely—100
per cent—wrong. There is only one
criterion. Let him go into the report
and study it, The university has made
a distinction between internal stu-
dents and external students. The in-
ternal students are those who have
passed out from the institutions of the
university like the various colleges
like the intermediate colleges or
whatever it is. The external students
are those who come from outside.
This distinction is made by all uni-
versities. It is made by the Oxford
and Cambridge universities also. It
is made by other universities in India.
The Committee of Enquiry has accept-
ed this difference between the inter-
nal and external students, The En-
quiry Committee also says preference
must be given. I am, therefore, sur-
prised at the ignorance which has
been shown by hon. Members about
the matter of admission,

14 hrs.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member's
time js up,

Shri Jamal Khwaja: I shall con-
clude. Shri Bal Raj Madhok point-
ed out that there is the old mentality
of a two-nation theory or the Pakis-
tan mentality which still remains.
Well, let us face the facts. Yes, Sir,
it remaing not only in Aligarh but’
everywhere, and it remains not only
among the. Muslims but also among
the Hindus and among others. What
is the way out? Can we solve that
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problem and remove that mentality
by the type of speeches that are deli-
vered by Shri Prakash Vir Shastri
and others today? Is this the way
to remove that mentality? We must
realise—and the House knows—that
we are a democratic country, and there
is no question of forcing anything. I
differ hundred per cent from the ideo-
logy of the Jamiat-i-Islami, and yet
recently, a member of the Jamiat-i-
Islami was appointed to a lecturership
in the Aligarh University. And I say,
as John Stuart Mill did, “I entirely
disagree with what you say. But I
am prepared to give my [ife to defend
your right to say so.”

The point is this, I know what has
happened. Anonymous letters were
sent to the Home Ministry that Mus-
lim communalism is rampant in Ali-
garh, and this was cited as an example.
What is the logic of it? Where are
we going? If, for instance, a brilliant
scholar, who was fit for it, was ap-
pointed there—and if he happened to
be a Communist—we start saying that
Communists are patronised and are
shown patronage. Where should we
go if it is said so? Then only mem-
bers of the Congress Party, the PSP
and perhaps the Socialist Party would
remain, The Jan Sangh hags no future.
(Interruption). So, what is the logic
of all this?

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
must conclude.

Shri Jamal Khwaja: I shall con-
clude. One should be honest and
objective. And let us all, Members
of this House, try to remove this
mentality, this very undesirable men-
tality, and let us all try to help the
people in Aligarh, the students and
the staff of Aligarh, to set an example
of emotiona] integration for the rest
of the country to follow, I am con-
fident that Aligarh would take the
lead and show the example for all
universities and even for the State
and for the whole Union of India as
such.
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Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): Mr.
Chairman, Sir, I have gone through
the report of the Enquiry Committee
into Aligarh University affairs with
great care and caution. The very idea
that an enquiry committee had to be
appointed to enquire into the affairs
of a university is revolting, There
Wwas an enquiry committee, namely,
the Mudaliar Committee, to enquire
into the affairs of the Banaras Hindu
University, and here is another ¢n-
quiry committee appointed to enquire
into the affairs of the Aligarh Muslim
University. The very idea is revolt-
ing in a sense, because the universi-
ties are supposed to be the ¢Gitadels of
light in our country and the state of
affairs in the universities must be
ideal, The very idea that in our
country there exist a Hindu Univer-
sity at Banaras and a Muslim Univer-
sity at Aligarh is an anachronism in
the democratic set-up of our country.
For psychological reasons that existed
in the past, I could understand such an
anachronism, but to allow such a thing
to continue in the present day is a
thing that passes my comprehension.

In fact, this appellation, Hindu and
Muslim, must be wiped away or else
there would be no emotisnal integra-
tion in this country. This prefix of
Hindu and Muslim to the universities
at Banaras and Aligarh must be
wiped away at all costs, Or else
there would not be any progress in
this country. Today, we are speak-
ing of emotional integration, but thc
type of speeches that we have listened
to in this H~use does not bring any
happiness or hope for us; and it is
true that only the national mind is
reflected in the speeches and at the
same time the national mind ° is
reflected in the working of the uni-
versities also, That is why, most of
the universities, whether it is Banaras
or Aligarh, have become hotbeds of
corrupt practices. I can substantiate
what I have said from this report.

What is a university in a sense? If
knowledge is power, then I would say
that a university is the very power-
house of knowledge, and that is
because of it that the university must
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radiate a refulgence of light so that
the nation might bask in that retul-
gence of light and progress. But the
state of affairs now prevailing in our
universities is rotten to the very core.
As I read this report, I' come across
so many financial irregularities and
certain other irregularities that my
blood boils. Excuse me for saying
that. The nation is heading towards
disruption—to corrupti:n, to corrupt
practices, to anomalies and irregulari-
ties. The universities are supposed to
be the salt of our tiny earth, but if
you drain savour out of salt, where-
with will it be salted? That’s what
has happened.

I have gone through the report and
I find that it is a fair appraisal of the
state of affairs obtaining in this uni-
versity, and gives an indication of the
state of affairs prevailing in some

other universities also. I would say’

that it is better to enquire into the

working cf all these universities, to

institute a committee to enquire into
the working of the different univer-
sities and that would reveal facts that
will be shocking like the facts as re-
vealed by this report under considera-
tion.

Whenever I think of- the Aligarh
University, I think of its past, with its
rich traditions, its intellectual attain-
ments, its idealism, etc. They loom
large before my eyes. But when I
read about the university as revealed
in this report, that picture of high tra-
ditions, of a great cultural age, of
idealism, etc., gets shattered and de-
molished. That is what has happen-
ed, I cannot believe that our public
institutions—I do not say particularly
about the Aligarh University—or most
of these public institutions have lost
their values and their ideals. But now
it has come to that, and they reflect
the atmosphere in the country, This
is an age of lost values in our country.

We do not have regard for high morals

or high standards; there is an absence
of regard altogether for high morals
and values, That is being reflected in
the working of ‘the universities also.
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If I can say so, this university has
revealed such things as mentioned in
the report. I do not care whether it is
a Muslim or a Hindu university. I
never work on prejudices. I d» not
work on communal ideals or whatever
that might be, The fact is, this is a
public institution of our country. Whea
we go through the report, we will find
that the state of affairs in this public
institution is shocking, May I say
that there is embezzlement of funds
in this university, loss of public prz-
perty and loss of funds? There is.
defalcation and misappropriation.
While I mention misappropriation and
defalcation, some people might think:
that I am only singing an outworn.
tale or an outworn song. I might be
wrong, but in order to substantiate
what I have said, may I read the irre-
gularities from the report itself?

Herein, you find the remarks of the-
Accountant-General of Uttar Pradesh,
and he says startling things. As I
read them, really speaking, my blood
started boiling. At page 49 this is:
what is said:

“We have examined this report.
The alleged irregularities were of
a serious character and related to
almost every aspect of financial
management in the university.
The more serious audit objections
related to embezzlement and
misappropriation of funds; defal-
cation and tampering with the
records; unauthorised revision of
estimates in respect of sanctions
by Government; complete mis-
management of large construc-
tion projects; improper mainten-
ance of records and non-obser-
vance of financial procedures;
and inefficient and tardy collec-
tion of dues from students.”

A sparrow whispers into my ears
that all this has been squared up, but
I can prove that these irregularities
were pointed to the university autho-
rities and the report says that the uni-
versity authorities did not try to stabi-
lise or pwt the records straight, and:
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nothing was done in the direction till
the Enquiry Committee was instituted.
What do they think of themselves?
I think they have the rhino’s hide
to blanket their body and to blanket
their conscience as well. T do not know
whether rhinos are available in U.PpP,
but I know they are available in the
State from where I come. They have
allowed their conscience to be

blanketed.

When these irregularities were
po:nted cut to the authorities, till this

enquiry committee was instituted,
nothing was done. This is a rotten
uld

history of irregularities and 1 wo
accuse Dr. Shrimali and his Education
Ministry for allowing this s‘ate of
things and financial irregularities to
continue for such a long period of
time, The enquiry should have been
instituted much earlier. The report
.canclusively proves that there is some-
thing wrong in the State of Denmark,
that there is something wrong in the

university.

1 do not bother who are the persons
connected with it. 1 never work on
prejudices, but I would say a hundred
times whoever might be associated
with this sort of administration, which
the administration that is
charged with embezzlement of funds
and with financial irregularities and
so many corrupt practices, that admin-
jstration does not have the moral right
to exist even for a moment. 1 will
say a hundred times that those persons
_1 have never seen é€ven their sha-
dows—who are responsible for this
sort of administration are a disgrace
in a temple of learning, whoever they
might be. Everything has gone wrong.

ig rotten,

What about the medical college?
The people are so high-minded 'h?t
whenever there was a call for a medi-
cal college, they gave subscriptions
liberally. My information is—I say
from the record—that about Rs. 44
lakhs were collected as public dona-
tion and the pity is, you would be
aston‘shed to hear that no record could

be produced. Bes'des, Rs. 5 lakhs are
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put down as irrecoverable amount.
Rs. 13 lakhs could not be accou.icd
for. The people are bleeding to pay
for education; it is all poor people’s
revenue and the Central Governmcat
is giving grants also. I ask, what
m-ral right does the administration
have to waste Rs. 13 lakhs like that
and Rs. 5 lakhs on another occasion?
I feel this university has turned into
a s}aughter house of all morals and
ethics and high instincts of life. I’
know I am using strong words, but
that is how I feel about it. This is not
thg only university. There are other
universities also, When we discussed
the Banaras Hindu University, I had
The same feeling., University admin-
istration have 1Iost their character;
students have lost their character also.
Admipistrators behaving in this sort of
way is most astonishing.

~ There is nepotism also in the matter
of appointment. Why should there be
nepotism? These are the people who
go absut criticising the Congress Gov-
ernment in the country and the Con-
gressmen. If I am not morally pure,
I do not have the right to criticise
anybody. I will never criticise a man
unless I am morally pure and right.
These are the people—the teachers and
people in charge of public institutions
—who go about running down our
national leaders, Do they have the
moral right to go about doing like
that, if they cannot prove themselves
to be the epitomes of culture, fineness
and nobility?

In matters of appointment, why
should there be any nepotism? I am
also connected with an educa‘ional ins-
.titution and I always see that there
is no criticism against my appoint-
ments, because I always see to the fact
that the best man is appointed. The
teachers are the people in charge of
the destiny of our future generations.
‘If they are not intellectually well-
equipped, they will lead our young
men and women to the ditch! The re-
port points out that here certain per-
sons were appointed without any
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selection board, withzut any advertise-
ment and without any interview, I
do not want to say anything absut the
credentials of the persons appointed
like that, but the very fact that people
were appointed without any advertise-
ment, without any selection board or
interview is a reflection on the uni-
versity, There is reference to the
Tibbiya College in the report. There
is an attempt to shield it, but I can
point out from the report that there
are very adversz remarks against this
college. The report says that gcme
of the old boys of the college came,
saw us and presentcd a memorandum
to us. Certain serious allegations
were made against the authorities.
The Vice-Chancellor wag present
when the allegations were made and
none could be refuted. Therefore, to
try to shield this would be wrong.

What about the Vice-Chancellor? I
have not seen thz shadow of that
gentleman, but here is a Vice-Chan-
cellor who uses his emergency powers
like anything. The report says that
he used his emergency powers as
many as 135 times, out of which the
use of emergency powers on 52 occa-
sions was totally unwarranted. What
was thc Executive Council doing?
The Executive Council constitutes the
authority of the university. Excuse
me for saying that the Executive
Council of this university is only a
rubber-stamp; it dittos what the Vice-
Chancellor say; or does. This Execu-
tive Council is expert in writing off
amounts that could not be accounted
for. The report says by one resolu-
tion it wrote off Rs. 78,179.

SJ, th> Executive Council does not
funct'on properly. The administra-
tion does not function properly.
Naturally enough, the university re-
flects its own character. We wanted
light from the university, but the uni-
versity i; radiating only darkness.
With darkness, there is poison also
a{xd I am afraid that poison might
vitiate the atmosphere of the whole
country.
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Shri Ansar Harvani: The other day
while speaking on the Banaras Hindu
University, I r:marked—I now take
the liberty of repeating it—that I
consider the Banaras Hindu Unpiver-
sity and the Aligarh Mulim University
as two eyes of Mother India. If one
eye is disfigured, Mother India be-
comes one-eyed; if both eyes are
disfigured, Mother India becomes
blind.

Some Hon. Members: What about
other universities?

Shri Ansar Harvani: They are not
central universities.

Therefore, 1 feel that it i; the duty
of every man and woman in this
country to take intcrest in the affairs
of this university. It is not only for
the Muslims of India to take interest
in the affairs of the Aligarh Musim
University and it is not only for the
Hindus to take interest in the affairs
of Banaras Hindu Univevrsity. So,
I congratulate the various sections of
the House for taking interest in the
affairs of this university and I express
my gratefulness to them on behalf of
those who have been associated with
this univenpsity for the last 20 years.

My friend, Shri Prakash Vir Shas-
tr1, ook jreat interest in the umver-
sity. I hoped and prayed that he
would take genuine interest. But the
cat was out of the bag the moment
he declared, while concluding his
speech, that the Government should
make a probe into the affairs of the
university and the history department
of the university is being used for
anti-Indian activities for searching
maps of Chinese border and for help-
ing the Chinese on that side. That
shows hig intention of his interest im
the university. He belongs to that
group of gentlemen—I call them gen-
tlemen by courtesy only—who are
suspicious of everything with which
the Muslims are associated, who al-
ways suspect the good intentions of
the Muslims, who always suspect the
patriotism of the Muslims. I want to
remind him, Sir, that Aligarh Uni-
versity is that university which has
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produced some of the greatest pat-
riots. I know that it is not relevant
to this report, but I want to remind
him that even today, in the far off
Pakistan, that undaunted soldier of
India’s freedom, Khan Abdul Gaffar
Khan who is languishing behind
prison bars and he was produced by
the Aligarh University. I want to re-
mind that hundreds of young men
from Aligarh University courted im-
prisonment for India’s freedom. If
they had not that patriotism they
would not have gone to jail. In future
also, Sir, boys and girls of this Uni-
versity will work for the reconstruc-
tion of this country and make it a
great country of which the world can
be proud of.

Sir, great exception has been taken
about the attendance of the Vice
Chancellor at the various committee
meetings. If we go through the re-
port we find that he did attend the
meetings. But it is the custom that
every enquiry committee metting is
to be attended byv at least one repre-
sentative of the organisation about
whom the enquiry is being made. But
it is wrong to say that he in any way
influenced the witnesses or in any
way intimidated those people who
came there. If we go through the
report we wil]l find that even written
memoranda were accepted by the
committee and were considered. The
poor Vice Chancellor had no access to
those written memoranda. What to
say of written memoranda, even ano-
nymous rpresentations were accep-
teq by the Committee—the report it-
self points it out and the Vice Chan-
cellor had no access to those anony-
mous representations. Then, we should
not forget that when the Committee
met and deliberated the Vice-Chan-
cellor was not present there. We
sheuld not forget that when the Com-
_mittee prepared the report and adopt-
ed it the Vice Chancellor was not pre-
sent. We also should not forget that
the Aligarh University teachers are
brave people, educateq people and
they ought not to have been
afraid  of the Vice Chancellor.
“The Vice Chancellor’'s powers are not

AUGUST 11, 1961 Report of Aligarh Muslim 1738

University Enquiry Committee

so wide that he could have victimised
them even if they had given an
adverse report about the university.
Apart from that, we know very well
that one of the university teachers,
with whom my hon. friend seems to
be very friendly, made a very damag-
ing report and still he cotinues to be
the chairman of the chemistry depart-
ment of the university and no action
has been taken against him. He was
given full freedom to express his
opinion before the comunittee. That
is one example. It will convince you
and the House that the Vice Chancel-
lor in no way exerted his influence.

Then, it has become a fashion with
some hon. friends to make wide
allegations against the Aligarh Uni-
versity. A number of hon. friends
have pointeq out that the allegations
made by my hon. friend Shri Prakash
Vir Shastri last time during the half-
an-hour discussion have been debun-
ked by thi; report. The purchase of
a house was referred to. They have
pointed out that the university has
paid less cost for the house than it
deserved.

Reference has been made about
appointments. Maulana Sahib point-
ted out in his reply that 1250 appoint-
ments were made and out of that only
11 were considered to be irregular.
May I know about the appointments
made by the Home Ministry of our
Government? May I know about the
appointments made by the Ministry
of Information and Broadcasting?
May 1 know about the appointments
made in the various Ministries? What
is the percentage of appointments to
which the Union Public Service Com-
mission takes exception (Interrup-
tion)? 1 say, Sir, with full responsi-
bility that the record of appointment
of teachers in the Aligarh University
has been much better than in any
State Government in this Country or
in the Central Government itself.
Therefore, to accuse the Aligarh Uni-
versity for having bungled in appoint-
ments is preposterous and wrong.

He referred to admission. It has
been said that the Muslim students
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are being given preference there, all
sorts of Muslim students are admit-
ted and Hindu students and students
belonging to other communities are
not given an opportuity. I may tell
you, Sir, that even before partition,
even in those dark days when the
Muslim League was looming large
on the; horizon of this country, Aligarh
University was the one university
which used to admit a substantial
number of Hindu students on its rolls.
Even in the early stages when the
great founder Syed Ahmed Khan
founded the university we used to
have non-Muslim teachers on the roll.
We know that Professor Chakravartty,
whose arithmetic i; even today taught
to school students, was a professor in
the Aligarh University as early as 40
or 50 years ago. We still remember
it. I remember it with pride that
‘when I was there 20 or 22 years ago,
I used to have some of the most bril-
liant students as my colleagues in that
university, and even today as it was
pointed out, almost 30 to 35 per cent
are non-Muslim students. A substan.
tial number of of Hindu and non-
Muslim teachers is there. Therefore,
to say about discrimination is to re-
peat a lie, to repeat a policy which
thev have learnt at the feet of Adolf
" Hitler, that is, keep on repeating a lie
so that people may believe it.

Sir, I was pointing out about admis.-
<ions. The report pointg out;

“Provided certain basic stand-
ards are maintained, there appears
10 be no reason why the Univer-
sity within those limits should
for purposes of admissions to
post-graduate courses, not be
allowed to prefer its First Class
2nd Second Class students....”

'rhis is being done in almost every
university. This i; nothing new. If
I rass my B.A, in any university, I
get preference in the matter of ad-
mission to post-graduate classes in
‘hat university. Thig is nothing new.
Therefore, why object to it.
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The various aspects of the report
have already been touched. I should
about the post of pro-Vice-Cancellor.
Executive Council of the University
has not acceptad all the recommenda-
tions. Reference has been made
about the post of pro-Vice-Chancellor.
I~ this connection I can give my own
pessuny’ ooinion. I feel that the post
of pro-Vice-Chancellor in any
university, whether it is the Banaras
Hindu University - or the Aligarh
Muslim University, is not
necessary. This post was created in
the Banaras Hindu University in
those days when a great man like
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviyva was
the Vice Chancellor of that Universi-
ty. His hands were too full, not only
with the affairs of the University but
also with the affairs of the country.
He used to be a great Congress
leader. He used to be a great Hindu
Mahasabha leader. He used to be a
great politician. Whatever time he
could spare after attending to all
these duties he devoted to the affairs
of the University. Therefore, he was
given a pro-Vice-Chancellor. In the
Aligarh University also there used to
be certain Vice Chancellors who could
n~t g've the’r whole lime to the
university affairs and they also used
to be given pro-Vice-Chancellors.
But today, when we are going to
have whole-time Vice-Chancellors
for both these two universities, the
post of pro-Vice-Chancellor should
be abolished. The Aligarh Univensity
has taken the plea that since the
Banaras Hindu University Bill has
provided for the post of a pro-Vice-
Chancellor that university also wants
to retain it. But they should know
that the Bill has not yet been passed
by this House. and I know it very
well that this House will stoutly and
strongly resist that clause and the
hon. Minister may withdraw that
clause,

Therefore, Sir, I hope and trust
that the University will accept all
the recommendations of this Report.
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M Ho Fo XK : SATT FATHA HTed,
AT T Y TFT A A F WA H7
aeE g, e A e s R R
T2 qHEE 3 foge & dgac g &
T T 5 Foagy 79 afataer
F I § ATH® F qartaar fwar,
fea v 7@ a7 w1 awam g 5 o
=T F AT fq7 o= F A2 I A
TH W19 9T AR 39 & Fo s Faw 7
FFAT Y, 37 & AfzT g ¢ fF 57
F1 zvmeT Az A 2 fr afvafedy &
ASHY-TF FT TgAT FAAT AH A AfA-
afgdY 71 gafagi &t g7 fewar g, afew
fex a7 graT § & uF swawni sod &
Aga Ay gAaiga F HHAE F oAy
T (R 9T 9 & | H AT H A E AT
28 AT 9T 9F19 @ § F 5@ as gurdy
afFafgd= #1 awas g, g A
TAFS FT ACAT &, §H AWTET F FATT
g FT 39 FT I@-ATA FAT AMET |
FfF 7 97 77 =mrE s oA
= &1 7 fagraa wewawaAag % aw
TH WHS §1 39 A9 § 9 {6 T UH
afqafadt 3 et ar are AT §
o1 TEAT F AT F FIE ATIES g
1 E, A g AU EA g F F gt
7% fF @ O@m &, vsdew fafaedy
¥, aumw feiETe e F, fg a7 =g #°Y
forirr 8, 5 Uy @t 1 agEea
gt =fgd | = ¥ foa Y woge 4
a1 fFell $W F TvERT €1 Ay s
T &\ vF fegrart €9 F1 fama &
a3 A el & o F awrw areindy @
& warfean #% 5 o< agt o foew Y
st €, @1 99 F1 gL fear 9
wgt 7% =4 fare #1 aves &, aftafady
F T AR F1 W W F AAfoART &,
A A1 qUfgq W S Tefaar §,
Iq F1 I g FCT AMFH | HOR ATHE
# gl ¥ N9 gE F AN AT R A
# ifagrd recT & 1w F T g €
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al @ fooe & & fawfama =1 2,
I 9T IR 9 ATE ¥ HEA FIAI
afed |

T FT FOAT TH H #7 FTFTA
STt & & uw anat &1 faw fFam g,
fom #1 & Samg 3T AR £ 0 AR
Y FEHTIAR AT AThET g 1 AT
Y AT AET § | 7 F1 ATIH &7 A0(34
fF ddax gdftT =@ wew F vF A@few
AW g | 92 39 Ao § UF a2 qIAA
Y 72 § afes uF agT 93 A7 =T oY
139 ¥ fFeEe & oz g arfEw 2
o IT F AWA FT gW FA AL 47
THT & | WAEE AT AT FTOFATRN
faamea &1 ag AT 912 AR| T AAWE
¥ wfeam S o W feew F g
[kacassculibCiced IbCC L ]
STET agr 9 fa=si 7 wad wwg At
& @14 24 & gEFTAAT fRAr | qrhAe
2T 39 79 SoEt & faa e
g, foa #1 ooz & dfeq swarzw Ar
dAg® JHAT  wEHIIIE  srEfadsT A
faam fwar a1 )

37 Y fpame &1 I=A awfsa
fFam & 1 & awET g R SRIA IA-
F1 39 ffara &1 FEF F@T & 1 2897
#t §ffs wEew ag | @i AF 7=
g ¢ AT gEE 28¥s WX ¢S
F e dF TF 4 AT IR aF
7% S99 (%7 | =@ fogrs 7 WY 39 9%
IR EF ZHAT HIA FY FIO5TA AT
tfF SR AEN-AgT & AW A
frar e s aF A8 & fF =q =97
A ok fogam F AeIEA =R
Fgae a8 § foaq ws & fosw 4
afeq g Cage arfea-sew & Afr oA
A F 2q a1 q THIC TG T GHAT AT
& o Ak FT wF & fF wr-A-gu
Y TZT TF AEIAEE FT JTCAF §, STaT TF
IT Y TTH § HY ¢ AT Y FAAE
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qEqF & A1 AT A § S\ FT
et feed w1 AMed {0 v
TF AR O AT R § 1 WR 0w
waf@ F w0 SEA AEd 3 37 A
am ¥ fean &Y oo 98 ¥ FHfAee g
T | IE WA § 99 qfedw 9 F
2R A7 AR g HTOEY T W FEET
A F a9 F FE T I WA g
¥ wrer IH NHET gEH! M 0F
T fagmEa ® FeEE a9e § o
F¥gfes & 919 ¥ a3 F¢ & a1 qg
gEEd TE 8 |

g qF AL Al FT ATCHE §
o &7 #fmdy o wwAdT a1 3w aww
qrEgs A o foan § Sad qeatEa giAT
ﬂ'flef i FAT ©o,000 JT 8Y,000
Ty fY & a9 & 9-9% FA9H FIE
feom @ §, @ SHEY FEErEE gev
wfgd #R aArEaT & fAu AT arfar
& wrr =

o I aufea fear mar &) mE
IR § gfraedt A ol faed ¥ Fvd
Ft gy Tifeg fF v wer m@w R R
To THo EFTHT Ht THIT 9T FH FIAT
a1 qATRET FIAT T AT AT FIAT 9T
qOL T §, SfFA 9T o8 wwAT g &
TET AT AV IAHT I FAET § AWIZ T
FTEU AL 4T | TW AR A THAF /IR
¥ fau gfraedf & @ndm w1, gfredt
F qIHET A T@N T@A AT SWI T
YT @A AMEd

agi ag W wgr o g fF awt ow
FHfaeet &1 9T &, q@|T 9% IWE
TATHY FT 5@T 2 | F 3T qEW qrat §
qS At 9ear g | 7 gfraedt ¥ 9
TIOa ¥ o & g1y | 987 F7 957 %
& @ ST =g ¢ fin faed 9= wEEl
e gg At &1 gfoaedt i gefoa
¥ 3w fwar T @ AT 98 F F7
fFmmrfr g safre §? 99
JIa F F-faqa o AR TER AG
797 (Ai) LSD—S8.
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FT § fF <8 a3 FY ag a9 I
frEY &1 AgEe faar o | o Nt F® Y
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o 917 77 (g ¥ A A% qV—
RFmgege g Fgm ¥
Aaferar F3ar § fF =1 Fww amat &
Th TewE g afed |

arq § F ag WY Fgm g
7R IfEet ¥ g9 O g aw
%, 79 Teafeat § w=e arfod § ar
AER & AN gfaed] F ST AT
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IRy ¥ @ F Fofe gEe ¥ T
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W q9 oF A OF @ feer
AT FY e § oy awn #1 oy
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| THTErEIT AT S § I FEA
fF I g8 fRore & s @) s
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F AT g TG FET § AT AR
F3faad OF w98 T F TR A AT
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Faifai F1 IqT AT FY, IAF A F,
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Tfraer § MR T § TRy )
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T AT F1 g F@1 g fF weve



1745 Motion re.

[=0 o ®o afeF)

afraedl & wEr o g% e § R oow
ST H AT Ay AR FT T g S
fegam A ey Ao ¥ sfawm
T @I 9, a7 Aww ag N F@Ar
aifed fr suFr wam f&a grema &
T qF § gET A TR AT F NG
o &1 gra 97 | s9F raSE W S
qfaet 7 To B, fwafasw @R
69 WTF I TEToreg #t o fagwa &7
JGHT T TE Tl TR A Y
=/ S B AT ¥ FET G qh § |

¥ qOw w61F qEd #1 OF 9O
&7 Y STaTa 3 AT E | SR Fa
o g A & fRe o § ar
qEwwz Fifew w1 e wraT & A gk
ST SHL A | H G ATl awe
& TEar g | I Sraer Tifed R
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# A @Y | & ST FT T /W GR
W & T F 9 FRe e ge a==1 &
I N TW 919 FY T, AT THHT FHI IT
9T &Y I FHAT § | I AT A 7
nM g H AN gaFF FaFT §
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Shri D. A. Katti (Chikodi); Mr.
Chairman, I will restrict my speech to
one recommendation that has been
made by this Enquiry Committee and
I will not take much of the time of
the House. The Committee recom-
mends that the post of Pro-Chancellor
should be abolished and it gives big
reasong for the abolition of the post.

would like to read the relevant por-
tion of the report.
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On page 120 under the heading ‘uni-
fied Control’ they say:

“We are of opinion that in a
university, specially of a unitary
and residentia] type, administra-
tive and academic control should
be centralised in the office and
person of the Vice-Chancellor,...”

that is, the Committee 1is insisting
upon unified control. But further they
say:

“But when a university has a
wholetime paid Vice-Chancellor,
we see no justification for creating
yet another post of Pro-Vice-
Chancellor of almost equa] rank
which may lead to friction and to
the formation of divided loyal-
ties....”

These a:e the reasons given for the
abolition of the post of the Pro-Vice-
Chancellor. But, according to me, the
reasons given by the Committee do
not appear to be sound. Ags regards
the first ground, the Committee says
that there should be unified control
and for that purpose the post of the
Pro-Vice-Chancellor should be aboli-
shed. But in the course of the en-
quiry the Committee came to know
that the Vice-Chancellor of the Ali-
garh Muslim University has made use
of his emergency powers in sheer dis-
regard of the Academic Council, the
Executive Council and the Finance
Committee. This has been referred
to by many of my hon, friends here.
Therefore I had expected the Com-
mittee to recommend the curtailment
of or judicious control over the exer-
cise of the powers of the Vice-Chan-
cellor. But instead of doing that, the
Committee wants the whole control
to be centralised in a single hand, that
is, of the Vice-Chancellor. I do not
think this is any sound ground. Also,
it is not desirable.

As regards the second point, the
Committee entertains a fear that there
is the possibility of some sort of fric-
tion or conflict between the Pro-Vice-
Chancello- and the Vice-Chancellor. I
do not agree with thig also, because I
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may say, for example, there is a man
who has got a wife and there is a con-
flict between the husband and the
wife. The husband may at the most
divorce his wife and marry some other
woman. That does not mean that
because there is conflict between the
husband and the wife, they should not
marry at all. Nobody will agree with
this. There is not at all a question of
a conflict for the simple reason that
the Pro-Vice-Chancellor’'s appoint-
ment is made by the Executive Com-
mittee. The Pro-Vice-Chancellor is
selected by the Vice-Chancellor. So,
he can very well choose such a per-
son in whom he can repose his con-
fidence and who can extend his co-
operation. For that reason also there
is mo fear of any conflict between the
Pro-Vice-Chancellor and the Vice-
Chancellor.

Secondly, the statute provides that
the Pro-Vice-Chancellor shall per-
form such duties which are assigned
to him by the Vice-Chancellor. This
reduces all area of any conflict bet-
ween the Vice-Chancellor and the
Pro-Vice-Chancellor. There may be
some difference of opinion. Such
difference of opinion should be there.
It will be there. For example, there
are the Deans, the Pros and the Heads
of Departments. It is not necessary
that they all should be unanimous on
certain issues. There is bound to be
some difference of opinion and that
difference is certainly a healthy thing
for the functioning of democracy.

1445 hrs.

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

That is rather essential. That is why
I do not think that because there is
the possibility of some conflict bet-
ween the Pro-Vice-Chancellor and the
Vice-Chancellor the Pro-Vice-
Chancello~’s post should be abolished
sounds so logical.

This post exists in the Banaras
Hindu University. This post exists in
many other universities in foreign



1757 Motion re.

[Shri D. A. Kutti]

countries, for example, in the univer-
sities in the UK and the USA. There-
fore when this post of Pro-Vice-
Chancellor can continue in the
Banaras Hindu University, why insist
upon the abolition of this post in the
Aligarh Muslim University? I do not
understand that. Why do away with
it at all? Moreover, this post of Pro-
Vice-Chancellor has been there since
the inception of this University. It
has stood the test of time. There was
no such conflict between the Pro-
Vice-Chancellor and the Vice-Chan-
cellor at any time before. Now it must
have occurred on account of some poli-
tical acticity or communalism in the
University. But that does not mean
that we should do away with the post
of Pro-Vice-Chancellor.

T T

This Comittee had referred this mat-

ter to Dr. C.D. Deshmukh and this is
what he said:

“Dr, Deshmukh, however, went
on to state that though he favour-
ed the abolition of the post of
Pro-Vice-Chancellor, he was of
opinion that a Vice-Chancellor
did need the help of a senior and
experienced officer to relieve him
of day to day routine administra-
tion, so as to devote part of his
time to larger matters of policy
and for participation in confer-
ences arranged by the University
Grants Commission, the Central
Ministry of Education and other
agencies of an academic and cul-

tura] type.”

This need has been expresseq by Mr.
Deshmukh and this need cannot be
satisfied by the appointment of a
Rector. The Rector is merely a glori-
fied clerk. At the most he is a Sec-
retary. He cannot attend the meet-
ings. He cannot express his views un-
less he is asked to do so0 by the Vice-
Chancellor. He cannot do the duties
of a Pro-Vice-Chancellor. The nature
of both the Universities at Aligarh
and Banaras is such that very often
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the Vice-Chancellors go out of head-
quarters. In the absence of the Vice-
Chancellor  somebody competent
enough must be there to perform the
duties of the Vice-Chancellor. These
duties cannot be performed by the
Rector,

The Committee recommends for him
a salary of Rs. 1,500. What for? For
routine administration? The University
can delegate the powers to the Deans
and to the Heads of Departments.
These things can very well be done
by those people. You may not have a
Rector at all. Therefore to abolish
the post of Pro-Vice-Chancellor does
not seem to be desirable and this
particular recommendation should not
be implemented.

I have heard most of the hon.
Members and have sensed a sort of
communal angle in some of the
speeches. Now the need for national
integration ig badly felt, particularly
at this time. This need was not felt
so badly at any time in the past. When
we are thinking of national integra-
tion, we should not allow such ten-
dencies to grow. Therefore I am of
the opinion that the Aligarh Muslim
University at Aligarh and the Banaras
Hindu University at Banaras should
be done away with. They should be
scrapped. Then only there will be
some healthy growth. Why should we
have a Muslim University and a
Hindu University? They do not impart
any culture. Both the universities
teach arts and sciences, Why should
they be named as Muslim University
and Hindu University? Times have
changed. Therefore I think it would
be desirable to do away with these
names and have some other names
under which to run these universities.

With these words I conclude my
speech,

Mr. Speaker: How long does the
hon. Minister propose to take?

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: About forty to
forty-five minutes.
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Mr. Speaker: And then there is a
right of reply, I think.

Some Hon, Members: Yes.

Mr. Speaker: Then I think there is
no chance for any others. The hon.
Minister.

The Minister of Education (Dr. K.
L. Shrimali): Mr. Speaker, Sir,
in Vigyan Bhavan we are hav-
ing a conference at this time,
a conference of all the Chief Minis-
ters, which has been called by
our Prime Minister to discuss the
problems of national integration. It
is, therefore, of the greatest import-
ance that when we are discussing this
question we should remember the
background of our country, the pre-
sent situtation under which this
question is being thought about. It
is of the greatest importance at the
present juncture of our history that
we stand unitcd as a nation, by
showing a spirit of tolerance, under-
standing and appreciation of each
other‘s religion and culture.

I am making these preliminary re-
marks because from some of the
statements which were made by
hon. Members one got an impression
that they were not making these
statements from the broader mational
point of view but from a narrow
communal angle,

Before I answer some of the points
that have been raised during the
course of the debate, I should like to
dispose of one recommendation which
this Committee had made to the Gov-
ernment. On page 140 of its report the
Committee says:

“We were gravely perturbed by
statements made before us by
highly esteemed Muslim witness-
es, about whose active support to
the cause of India’s freedom
struggle and the preservation of
its unity there cannot be the
slightest doubt, that their com-
munity was being discriminated
against in the matter of
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higher education, in various regi-
onal universities. Although these
witnesses were not able to cite
specific instances of such discrimi-
nation they appeared to be really
exercised over the situation and
in our opinion it would be desir-
able on the part of Government or
any other competent body to in-
vestigate the matter fully with a
view to finding out the facts.”

Shri Khushwaq¢ Rai (Kheri): These
are the people who have spoken.

Dr, K. L. Shrimali: “Such vague
fears and generalisations are bound
1o prove harmful for the growth of a
healthy national life and the facts
must be established so that appro-
priate action could be taken, if neces-
sary, or their fears and misgivings set
at rest”.

In order to set their fears and mis-
givings at rest, the Government have
made a full enquiry into this matter,
and we have now got figures from al-
most all the universities in India,
scientific and technological institu-
tions, which establish beyond goubt
that there is absolutely no discrimi-
nation as far as admission of Muslim
students in any of the universities is
conicerned. And if any of the hon.
Members have any specific instances
before them—I wish they could have
quoted them before® the Committee
also—the Government of India would
stop paying any grants to them.

Under the leadership of our great
Prime Minister fortunately we have
developed a sound secular democratic
set-up in this country. And I am
proud to say that as far as higher
education in this country is concern-
ed, there is absolutely no reason to
doubt that any kind of discrimination
is being made against the minority
community.

I would not like to inflict the figures
on this House, but we have now suffi-
cient evidence to show that students
are being admitted, as far as Hindus
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and Muslims are concerned, absolute-
ly on the basis of merit.

I would also like to draw the atten-
tion of the House here to a compara-
tive study of the grants paid to the
Central Universities by the Central
Government and the University
Grants Commission from 1947-48 to
1960-61. It will be observed that in
the case of the Aligarh Muslim Uni-
versity the grant of Rs. 561 lakhs
made in 1947-48 has risen to Rs. 57-93
lakhs in 1960-61. The grant in the
case of the Banaras Hindu University
has risen from Rs. 10-94 lakhs in
1947-48 to Rs. 92-83 lakhs in 1960-61
I am giving this comparative state-
ment since these questions of the
Banaras Hindu University and the
Aligarh Muslim University were rais-
ed. It would be found that the in-
crease in the case of the Aligarh
University has been 11} times com-
pared to an increase of 84 times in
the case of the Banaras University.
So, if there has been any discrimina-
tion, it has been discrimination, in
favour of the Aligarh University.
But I am proud of this fact. I would
like hon. Members to remember that
the Government have strong faith in
a secular democracy, I would like
hon. Members to quote one example
of a similar nature where a univer-
sity managed by a minority commu-
nity has been treated so liberally as
the Aligarh University has been
treated as far as the Government of
India grants are concerned.

Allegations were made at the time
the Muslim Convention was held;
allegations were also made before
this Committee, and I am sorry to
find that the Committee has recorded
that these statements were made by
people who had taken a very import-
ant part in the national struggle. I
do hope that these Members would
make a thorough and proper enquiry
into this matter and disillusion their
minds about the misgivings which
they have on this question. And I
state here on the floor of this House
that if they can bring before me ene
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single instance where discrimination
is made against Muslim, the Govern-
ment would stop all grants to that
institution, as far as the Government
of India are concerned. I can say
this also on behalf of the State Gov-
ernments that no grant will be made
to any institution which makes dis-
crimination against Muslims.

Shri Balraj Madhok: If there is
discrimination against Hindus would
my hon. friend do the same thing?
There is discrimination against Hindus
in the Aligarh University.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: I think I need
not answer the hon. Member.

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Thiruvella):
There is repeated allegation that
there is discrimination against non-
Muslim students in the Aligarh Uni-
versity. It was refuted by some hon.
Members. We would like to know
what the position is.

Dr. K. L, Shrimali: I am coming to
that. Well, Sir, as far as the Aligarh
University is concerned, it has a
history. It is our desire that we
should forget all that happened in the
past in the Aligarh University before
independence. We should now look
towards ‘the future. @We should try
to make it a strong national institu-
tion which may become a centre of
learning of Islamic studies and cul-
ture, the greatest centre in the whole
of Asia, and, I would like to say, in
the world. I would like people to
come over from all over the world
to this University so that they may
understand that here in this country,
people of minority communities are
allowed to study, to carry on their
studies in an atmosphere of perfect
freedom.

15 hrs,

The question of admission has agi-
tated the minds of people. The
report has gone into full details and
I am in general agreement with the
statements which the report has made
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in this connection. It is quite obvi-
ous that there should be a larger num-
ber of Muslim students in the Aligarh
University. It is also obvious that
some preference should be given to
Muslim students who have been old
boys of that University. I am also
glad to say that under the able Vice-
Chancellorship of Dr. Zakir Hussain,
one of our noblest and ablest Muslims,
who played a very important role in
the struggle of National Independ-
ence, the University has been attempt-
ing to change its character. It is be-
coming gradually a truly national
institution.

“ I think I ought to explain about
my conduct also. It was questioned
as to why I did not appoint a Visitor’s
committee. It was said, that in the
case of the Banaras University we ap-
pointed a Visitor’'s committee, why
did we allow the Aligarh University
to appoint its own committees? I
would like to give the whole back-
ground to hon. Members. Three
years back, I called the Vice-Chancel-
lor and told him that the House must
be set in order. I called him once,
twice, thrice. I also spoke to the
Pro-Vice-Chancellor. The Ministry
also sent several communications.
This has been happening for the last
10 years. Unfortunately, the Vice-
Chancellor did not pay sufficient heed
to our requests. As the Committee
has rightly pointed out, there was
complete apathy with regard to the
utilisation of public funds. Com-
plaints were made by the Comptroller
and Auditor Genera] year after year
No attempt was made by the Uni-
versity to remove these objections or
clear up those objections. That, I
thought, was a very serious state of
affairs. I requested the Vice-Chancel-
lor several times to look into the
matters; but no attention was paid to
it. Therefore, I had no other alter-
native but to make an enquiry into
the affairs of the University and the
report has now vindicated our stand.
I think the enquiry was fully justi-
fled. It has done a lot of good to
the University. Just at the time
when I was appointing the Visitor's
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committee, I was going to send the
proposal to the Visitor, the Vice-
Chanceilor knew that we were going
to take this action. He and some
members of the Execulive council
came to meet me in deputation. They
requested that the committee might
be appointed by the University. It
may be an error of judgment; but in
the best interests of the university, I
agreed to the request. They advanc-
ed the argument that if the Visitor’s
appointed a Committee, there would
be an impression in the outside world
that the affairs of the University
were in a very serious state. I did
not want to do any harm to the
University. Therefore, when this
deputation came, I accepted the re-
quest of ‘the Vice-Chancellor and
allowed the university authorities to
appoint their own committee.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: The
hon. Minister said all this last time.
He is repeating exactly the same
things,

Mr. Speaker: There are now other
hon. Members who are new.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: I have to ex-
plain that.

Then, Shri Prakash Vir Shastri
asked for a Half-an-hour discussion in
this House,. As you are aware, I
was most reluctant and I begged of
you not to allow this discussion since
the University had already appointed
a Committee. But, I had to carry out
your orders and the discussion was
held. Unfortunately, during the
course of the discussipn, a great deal
of heat was aroused. Shri Prakash
Vir Shastri made allegations with re-
gard to Mr. Khwaja's land, Mr.
Saiyadan’s house and various other
allegations which have not be sub-
stantiated. I think jt was a great
mistake on the part of Prakash Vir
Shastri.  Another Member  Shri
Vajpayee made such wild allegations.
Shri Vajpayee is not here. But dur-
ing the course of Ns speech, he said
that the University had ordered for
some machinery worth several lakhs
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and all that machinery was sent to
Pakistan. Without any basis, any
foundation, that an hon. Member of
the House should make such a wild
allegation is a serious reflection on
our duties and responsibilities. What
a great harm, Shri Vajpayee did to
the University—all the Tnewspapers
flashed this news.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: He
was challenged. He said, on my own
authority I say, I have got very good
information.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: That allegation
was made. When the Enquiry com-
mittee requested him to give evidence,
I am told that he never appeared be-
fore the Enquiry Committee. This is
the type of responsibility which the
hon. Member had towards the public.

Unfortunately, then again, some
controversy started. The  Vice-
Chancellor made statements. In my
opinion, it was wrong on the part of
the Vice-Chancellor to make the
statements since the committee was
appointed to look into all these
matters. The Committee rightly took
strong objection to the Vice-Chancel-
lor’s statements. They rightly felt
there was need to have the commit-
tee. There was a suggestion that we
should add some more Members. I
was reluctant, I must say honestly,
because we had appointed a high-
power committee of people who were
not connected with any community.
There was Shri G. C. Chatterji, one
of our eminent educationists; there
was Shri A. R. Wadia of the Tatas
Institute, Shri K. S. Malhotra, one of
our officers who has been a great
financier serving in the Punjab. These
three people were selected carefully.
They did not belong in any way to
the two communities, Hindus or
Muslims. There was a great deal of
pressure....

Pandit K. C. Sharma: (Hapur): Why
did you forget a High Court Judge?
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Dr. K. L. Shrimali: The High Court
Judge came later. We had to add
two more members: Shri P. N, Sapru
and Shri M. A. Shahmiri. I am grate-
ful to these two members and also
the other three members. They have
done a very fine work. It was a very
difficult task which they had to per-
form, a very unpleasant task. They
have done an admirable job. They
have tried to place the facts in the
proper perspective. I would be fail-
ing in my duty if I did not express
my gratitude to all these Members
who had to pass through various diffi-
cult stages. In the first place, there
was some difficulty with the Vice-
Chancellor and they felt that there
was not that co-operation which they
should have had and therefore they
resigned. Then, the new Members
were added. It was a rather very
awkward situation. The Committee
was appointed. Later on, new mem-
bers were added. The whole Com-
mittee worked as a team and they
have done an admirable job. I think
it is my duty to express my gratitude
to this Committee. I wish that hav-
ing appointed this high-powered
committee, the university had said
‘It is our committee, we accept all its
recommendations.’. I am sorry this
has not been done. I wish the uni-
versity had exercised greater res-
ponsibility in this matter. This was
their committee. It was appointed by
them. It is true that names were
suggested by me, but the members of
the committee were men of the high-
est ability, character and integrity,
interested in the real welfare of the
university. The wuniversity should
have said ‘We are grateful to the
committee, and we accept all the re-
commendations’.

Shri Hem Barua: The committee was
appointed by the executive council.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: TUnfortunately,
this was not done. Now, Government
have to consider what action to take
in this matter, and Government will
take action which is in the best in-
terests of the university.
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Then, Shri Prakash Vir Shastri,
during the course of the discussion,
raised a question with regard to per-
secution of some witnesses who had
appeared before the committee. He
also said that he was going to hand
over some letters to me, and if he
has any documents or any letters, I
am going to look into the matter. It
is true that when this question was
raised in this House, I had said that

the Vice-Chancellor had a Tight to’

sit on this committee.

According to Statute 3(1), the Vice-
Chancellor can be present and address,
all the meetings of the committee,
that is, a committee appointed by the
university. Therefore, he exercised
his right. If the Visitor had appoint-
ed the committee, it would not have
made any substantial difference, be-
cause under section 13(2)(a) of the
Aligarh Muslim University Act, the
Vice-Chancellor is entitled under
statute 3(1) to be present and to ad-
dress the meetings of the committee.
So, in either case, that would not
have made any difference, because
either the Vice-Chancellor or his rep-
resentative should have been present,
if the committee had been appointed
by the Visitor.

I had said in this House thaf since
there were allegations against the
Vice-Chancellor himself, he would
have discretion not to sit on this
committee, and I still maintain that it

would have been in the interests of .

the university, if the Vice-Chancellor
had not sat on this committee. It
would have been much better if he
had sent somebody else as his repre-
sentative. It is a well-established
convention. For instance, if there gre
allegations against me, obviously, I
cannot expect my subordinates to
come and give evidence before a
committee on which I am sitting.

However, as far as I can see, the
committee had done an admirable job,
and in spite of the handicaps which
they have had to face, they have made
a very thorough enquiry into all the
allegations that have been made.

SRAVANA 20, 1883 (SAKA) Reportof Aligarh 1768

Muslim University

Enquiry Committee
I could not order the Vice-Chancel-
lor, because the Act was there, and
he was acting according to the provi-
sions of the Act, and he had a right
to sit on it, and he sat on it. As I
have said, even if the Visitor's com-
mittee had been appointed, jt would

not have made any difference.

I had also said probably in this
House that for all practical purposes,
Government would treat this as the
Visitor’'s Committee, and we are going
to treat this as the Visitor’'s Commit-
tee, as far as the implementation of
the report is concerned. But I would
not have prevented the Vice-Chancel-
lor from attending any of the sittings
of the committee. He did attend all
the meetings, or practically all, when
the evidence was being taken, and
when discussions were taking place;
he kept out only during the last stage
when the committee started delibera-
tions and writing of the report. In
my opinion, he would have served the
interests of the university best, if he
had kept out of this discussion and
sent somebody else as his represen-
tative. Anyway, I do not think we
can go into that matter again at this
stage.

Shri Hem Barua: The hon. Minister
had given this advice in the last
speech also.

Dr. K. L, Shrimali: I think I had
said this last time; this was a broad
hint which he should have accepted.
If Shri Prakash Vir Shastri has any
instance where there has been perse-
cution of a witness, I think it is the
duty of Government to protect such
witnesses. I am going to look into
this matter, if he produces any evi-
dence to show that there has been
persecution of witnesses. Of course,
if he says something on the floor of
the House, it is not possible for me
either to agree with him or to reject
it; but if he has any specific instance,
and if he gives it to me, I am going
to look into that matter.

Several hon. Members made refer-
ence to the presence of communists
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and communalists, ip this ‘varsity.
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri brought in
a new category namely the commu-
nalist-communists in the Aligarh
Muslim University. As far as Gov-
ernment’s attitude in this matter is
concerned, Government has always
believed in the academic freedom of
the universities. In fact, the very
fact that we have creatal the Uni-
versity Grants Commission shows
that Government are anxious to keep
politics cut of the universities. There
must be full academic freedom in the
universities. But I must also say
with all the emphasis at my command,
that Government also expects cent
per cent. loyalty from people to their
Constitution and to their State; there
can be no compromise as far as this
matter is concerned.

Somebody here on the floor of the
House said that recently a professor
who is a member of Jamiet-e-Islami
has been appointed as a member of
the university. We know something
about this organisation. It is preach-
ing a dangerous ideology in this
country. They want to set up again
a theocratic State in this country.
And we know that in the Aligarh
University, at present, there are vari-
ous kinds of forces that are working.
I am not going into what their per-
sonal views are and what their
politics are. But I wish to make one
thing very clear, namely that Govern-
ment will not tolerate, and will not
make any compromise as far as this
basic issue is concerned. It expects
cent per cent loyalty to the Constitu-
tion and to the State from all its
citizens. If there is anybody wHhd in
any way makes an attempt to do any-
thing which undermines the loyalty,
Government will take firm action in
this matter, academic freedom or no
academic freedom. I wish to make
this very clear in this House. A
university should certainly have free-
dom in order that it might be pursu-
ing the truth, and in order that the
students and scholars might seek
knowledge, but freedom is not given
to destroy freedom itself. We know
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by experience that in several countr-
ies people have misused freedom to
destroy freedom, and we are aware
of that great danger which exists in
this country, and Government will
do everything that is possible to
counteract that danger. So, I wish to
make that very clear. Whether they
are communists or communalists or
communalist-communists, whatever
creed they belong to, I wish to make
this very clear; let it be Aligarh
Muslim University or Banaras Hindu
University or whatever other univer-
sity it may be; let thexn be clear about
this matter. There will be no com-
promise on this issue.

Then, some Members suggested that
Government should do away with the
terms ‘Hindu’ and ‘Muslim’ in the
names of the universities. I appre-
ciate the sentiment which they have
expressed. And if this House can
come to an agreement on this issue, I
am prepared to accept the suggestion.
But let us do it with good-will. Let
us not create any bitterness on this
issue. These universities have a cer-
tain tradition and a certain past his-
tory. If all the Members of the
House can come to an unanimous
agreement in this House, it will set a
great example before other people.
We all believe in national integra-
tion. Let that be the beginning for
national integration in this country.
I am prepared to accept this proposal
provided there is complete unanimity
on this issue. I do not want that any
passions should be roused in this
matter.

Shri Rajendra Singh (Chapra):
Will the hon. Minister create an
opportunity so that the House can
come to that conclusion?

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: Certainly
there will be opportunities. Lasty, I
should like to say that this report
which has been submitted by this very
able and high-powered committee is
not very complimentary to the uni-
versity administration. I must make
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this very clear. There are serious
charges of maladministration, ineffi-
ciency, misuse of public funds etc. in
this report. And Government cannot
remain completely apathetic towards
these matters. Government have a
certain duty towards the public.
Universities have a duty towards
society. I think the Aligrah Univer-
sity should seriously consider these
matters and should set their house in
order as quickly as possible, if they
wish to retain their freedom in the
University. I am saying this not only
to the Aligarh University but in res-
pect of all Universities which receive
Government grants.

I would request the House to
forget the past. The post has gone.
Unfortunately, the Aligrah Univer-
city had a past not very glorious
before independence. It has passed
through the birth pangs of building
up new traditions and at this stage,
it would need all the care, tenderness
and sympathy of all sections of the
House.

There are difficulties. In the Ali-
grah University, at present there are
various forces which are working,
fighting against each other and trying
to run down each other. Many of
these things have come out from the
Aligrah University itself.

An Hon.
those forces?

Member: What are

Dr. K L. Shrimali: By this time,
the House should be aware of those
things. So many views have been
expressed that it is not necessary for

‘me to mention them. Let there be
only one ideal as far as the Univer-
sity is concerned, namely, service tn
the nation and loyalty to the State.
That should be the ideal for all Uni-
versities, whatever forces may be
working there. Therefore, I would
appeal to the House and also the Uni-
versity to look towards the future.
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This is a great national institution.
It has been set up to serve a very
important purpose in our national life.
We have in this country diversity of
cultures, different  religious and
different languages. Government
have given very liberal grants to this
University so that it might become
a centre of learning, culture and
Islamic studies. Government would
like to do everything to develop this
institution. Let the Muslim commu-
nity realise their responsibility in
these matters. Let not these matters
be treated lightly.

Shri A. M. Tariq: Why does he say
Muslim community? It is the Indian
community.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: I do not have
ing to the Muslim community because
they have a certain responsibility as
far as this University is concerned.
Let them give serious consideration to
this whole Report before they reiect
its rcommendations. It deserves verv
serious consideration. But I am
afraid the matter has been treated
lightly. This was a high-power
Committee. I had assured the House
that it was almost a Visitor’'s Com-
mittee and that Government would
treat it as a Visitor’s Committee.
After that assurance, they should
have acteq with a greater sense of
responsibility. I am afraid that has
not been done. That has been the
feeling of Members from practically
all sections of this House.

I would appeal to the Muslim Uni-
versity to review the whole position
again. Government, of course, will
do their duty as best as they can.

Shri Khushwaqt Rai: In the
beginning the hon. Minister referred
to same remarks on page 140. Is he
in a position to disclose the names of
those reliable witnesses?

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: I do not have
the list of witnessess. The Aligrah
University conducted this inquiry.
But I am told that very prominent
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people have said that there is
discrimination. I am very glad to say
that there is absolutely no discrimi-
nation in any University at present.
I have collected the information and
I am prepared to place it on the Table
of the House if necessary. There are
Muslim students studying in most of
the Universities, scientific and tech-
nological institutions. There is abso-
lutely no discrimination. Therefore,
I would like to disabuse the minds of
those Members who think like that.
They need not have those misgivings
and fears about this matter. Under
the leadership of our great Prime
Minister, we have developed very
sound traditions in this country and I
am very proud that we have this Uni-
versity to which every possible assis-
tance is being given to develop. All
our Universities today are free from
any tinge of communalism.

Shri Hem Barua: According to the
provisions of the University Act,
when a Committee is appointed by the
Executive Council, the Vice-Chan-
cellor automatically becomes an
ex-officio member of that Committee,
but when a committee is appointed
by the Visitor, he does not become an
ex-officio member of that Committee.
He cap only address it. That is tne
difference.

Mr. Speaker: Therefore?

Shri Hem Barua: He was basing
his argument on this and saying that
there was no difference.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: As far as I
have been able to understand—I do
not have the Act here—the University
would have been entitled to appoint a
representative. This note is from the
University itself. It says that the
University would have been entitled
to appoint a representative who would
have had the right to be present and
be heard by the Inquiry Committee
under section 13( )(a) of the Aligarh
Muslim University Act. As the Com-
mittee was appointed by the University
authorities, the Vice-Chancellor was
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entitled under Statute 3(1) to be
present and address the meetings of
the Committee. So the provisions are
clear.

Shri Hem Barua: He does not be-
come a member.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: It would not
have made any difference.

Shri Hem Barua: He is not a mem-
ber of the Committee. My point is
this: when a Committee is appointed
by the Executive Council, he automat-
ically becomes an ex-officio member
thereof under the provisions of the
Act.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali;: He need not
have gone there. It was quite un-
necessary for the Vice.Chancellor to
be present. He could have sent on:
of his representatives, if it was neces-
sary. I wish the Vice-Chancellor
had exercised his discrition not to
sit in the Committee. It would bhave
helped the University considerably
and people would not have all these
doubts which they have in their
minds; it would have strengthened
the position of the University.

I think the House should not go
fnto this matter again. Let us forget
the past. Let us think of the future
of the University and built it up.

I do not accept the amendment that
has been moved by Shri Bal Raj
Madhok. 1 request him to withdraw
it.

Shri Jamal Khwaja: I want to ask
a question.

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to
allow any further question; we are
encroaching on the time of the other
business.

Shri Rajendra Singh: May 1 ask a
question?

Mr. Speaker: No. Shri Prakash Vir
Shastri.
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Shri Jamal Khwaja: The hon. Mem-
ber said in Hindi:

“qreY §t 7 F7 & 7 37 F7 mferai 17
I think it is unparliamentary to say
that I had abused him “gqrfy 4t o}

® wfaet & 1 1 think that
the hon. Member sould withdraw
these words. I spoke and referred to
him with the grestest respect, and
used parliamentary language. It is

WIOng to say “qiFy 4t qY #7 §F § I &1
afqai &y’ This is undignified, and

he must be asked to withdraw these
words.

M wo Ao qUiew : F =7 I
aarz g f& et @ 32w & afee
qEY fF FT A &

S el Kl wl pan
S5t R o 0 bl 93
- o® o

Mr. Speaker: I am really surprised
that with respect to the Aligarh Uni-
versity there must be so much quarrel
inside the House. All that I can say
is that after having heard both sides—
to a large extent I was present here—
I feel that these are matters where
the hon. Minister must himself have
brought the report for discussion ke-
fore the House because there is  so
much of contention, and not left it to
an individual non-official Member to
bring it up. Is he not interested in
it? After all that he has ssid, it is
clear that he must have taken the
initiative himself. I would urge upon
all hon. Ministers to decide which
matters they must bring up. If per-
chance an hon. Member did not
bring it up here, should if go un-
noticed?

I am surprised at this. Thais is very
important matter. While ‘3hri Prakash
Vir Shastri was saying—I do not know
if it is supported .by the report, whe-
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ther the report itself contains it—
that sufficient material had not been
given, papers were not made available
to the Committee, the hon. Minister
was asking: “Then, how did they
make the report?” To the best uf their
ability. It is not right. If the Mem-
bers of the Committee have expressed
a feeling of frustration that many
papers  which ought to have been
given to them were not given to
them, you must thank them for hav-
ing given a report in spite of the
absence of those papers. The hon.
Minister ought not to say: “How did
they give a report?” It is not for
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri to answer.
It is for the hon. Minister to say.

I am really surprised why in a
matter of such grave importance,
where, unfortunately, even communal
passions are likely to be rou:=d, the
Government, of its own accord, being
a neutral party, did not bring it up to
the House for a dispassionate dis-
cussion.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali; With all due res-
pect to you, I really do not like to
say anything in this matter, but I
would like you to know that it was
my intention......

Mr. Speaker: What about these

documents?

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: They ure not
with me.

Mr. Speaker: He must understand
what I have said. Shri Prakash Vir
Shastri said—I thought he read from
the report—that the members of the
Committee themselves had said that
they did not receive sufficient assist-
ance from the University authorities,
that many important records were
withheld, that witnesses were not for-
thcoming. I do not know if it finds
a place in the report.

Shrimati Renu  Chakravartty: It
was not a blanket point like that.
They have said it was so in certain
matters. At last they have paid their
compliment.
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Dr. K. L. Shrimali: The difficulty is
that Shri Prakash Vir Shastri has
been speaking in Hindi, and I am
afraid it has veen probably difficult
for you to fully understand what he
was saying.

Mr. Speaker: But I understood his
English.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: As far as I have
been able to understand, the Com-
mittee mentioned about certain data
not being available. When he said
the Committee had to face all these
difficulties; that data was not avail-
able, I said, if it was lost, it was lost,
if they did not have it, how could the
university give it to them.

I have said in my speech very clear-
ly that this report is not a1 compli-
ment to the University and that the
University must do everything quickly
to set their house in order, that there
are serious strictures against the ad-
ministrative authorities of the Uni-
versity. I have-made that very clear
in my speech. 1 think the difficulty
has arisen because he was speaking
in Hindi.

Mr. Speaker; I have learnt suffi-
cient Hindi, but not abusive speech so
far.

st Zar ¥4 74 Wrew g7

But the hon. Minister spoke in English
in reply. He said: “How did they
then prepare the report?” Shri
Prakash Vir Shastri was complaining
that some records, he did not say all
the records, were not made available.
Therefore, the hon. Minister must
have said: “Those were not available,
they have beep lost”, or “If they have
not been produced, they are not so
mattrial, the other material records
have been there.” It is not useful to
say: “How then did they produce the
report?” 1 did not like that attitude.
1 did not make that remark because
I did not understand Hindi. I  per-
fectly understand Hindi.

Dr. K. L. Shrimali: I shall be grate-
ful if you will kindly allow me to ex-

"
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plain one point. It was my intention
to bring the motion before this House.
But I wanted to bring it before this
House after having examined this re-
port fully. The executive committee:
did not consider it for a  long time.
They had to take some decision. After
they have taken certain decisions,
then Government should e¢xamine
them. In the meanwhile, during the
last session, Shri Prakash Vir Shastri
brought this kind of a motion. While
the Government were examining the
position, this motion was brought in
and had, therefore, no other al-
ternative. 1 did not want to bring
the motion before this House until the
Government had made up their minds
as to what should be done with re-
gard to the recommendations. The
university has accepted some and re-
jecteq the others. Government should
make up their mind. So, I was not
shirking my responsibility. I am fully
aware of my responsibility.

About the other matter also, the
Committee itself has mentioned more
than once that the whole adminis-
trative machinery of this university
is inefficient. They did not. know how
to maintain accounts and did not give
proper figures. There are all kinds of
things. The most inefficient adminis-
tration that could be thought of is im
the University. We cannot build up
records. If they did not have the re-
cords, what is to be done? Some
medical college was started, I believe,
as early as 1935 or so. After that the
full records are not available. What
are we to do? We have now to think
of the future. It is most unfortunate.
I had said this in my speech clearly.
1 have not praised the University for
its administrative ability. This re-
port itself passed several strictures.
It is very damaging to the adminis-
tration of the University. The Uni-
versity should understand this mat-
ter. I think I have brought out the
whole matter very clearly before the
House and in view of the explanation
which I have offered. I do hope that
1 would not be accused of being guilty
of dercliction of duty in this matter.
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vate Members’ Bills
and Resolution

Mr. Speaker: Is the
withdrawn?

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: I press it, Sir

amendment

Mr. Speaker: Then, I :;hall now put
his amendment to the vote of the
House. The question is:

That at the end of the motion, the
following be added, namely:—

“and feels that the enquiry was
vitiated by the presence of the
Vice-Chancellor of Aligarh Uni-
versity in the sitting of the Com-
mittee against the  assurance to
the contrary given by the Minis-
ter of Education on the floor of
the House and by the atmosphere
of terror created by certain in-
terested parties as a result of
which many intending witnesses
did not appear before the En-
quiry Committee.”

The amendment was negatived.

Mr. Speaker: The main motion is a
Tormal motion. It has been discussed.
The question is:

“That this House takes note of
the Report of the Aligarh Muslim
University Enquiry  Committee,
laid on the Table of the House on
the 21st April 1961.”

The motion was adopted.

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEM-
BERS’ BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

EIGHTY-FIFTH REPORT

Sardar A. S. Saigal (Janjgir): Sir, I
beg to move:

“That this House agrees with
the Eighty-fifth Report of the
Committee on Private Members
Bills and Resolutions presented
to the House on the 9th August,
1961.”

Mr. Speaker: The question is:

“That this House agrecs with
the Eighty-fitth Report of the

Resolution re: I
Individual Income

Committee op Private Members
Bills and Resolutions presented te
the House on the 9th  August,
1961.”

The motion was adopted.

15-43 hrs,

RESOLUTION RE: INDIVIDUAL IN-
COME—contd.

Mr. Speaker: The House will now
take up further discussion of the fol-
lowing Resolution moved by Shri
Kalika Singh on the 28th April, 1961:

“This House is of opinion that
in order to achieve the goal of
socialistic pattern of society the
individual incomes should be so
regulated that the gap between
the maximum and minimum in-
come is reduced to the ratio of
10 to 1.”

Out of 1} hours allotted for discus-
sion of this Resolution, 25 minutes
have already been taken up. Shri
D. C. Sharma.

Shri D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur):
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have read the
Resolution put forward by the hon.
Member Shri Kalika Singh. I listen-
ed to his speech last time with rapt
attention. I have again read through
his speech as it has been reported in
the proceedings of the Lok Sabha.
On going through all these things, 1
have come to one conclusion that this
Resolution is motivated by some very
fine sentiments. This Resolution is
steeped in a very idealistic spirit and
it takes us to those goals which we
all cherish and which we all have
in view. This Resolution refers to
those objectives which are the most
cherished objectives of our Constitu-
tion and the Directive Principles  of
our Indian Constitution.

Now, Sir, first of all I want to put
one question. Has anything like that
been done in any country of the
world which has socialism as its goal





