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SHRI SATYA PRAKASH
MALAVI-

YA : [ fully associated myself with the
special mention made by Mr. Narayan
Kar and whatever Mr. Rao has stated.
I was given about 150 applications By the
people of Tripura. This is how demo
cracy is being murdered there. A team'
of Parliamentary delegates who were
there were prevented and the police, un
fortunately (Interruptions)were
silent  spectators.  (Interruptions). This
is a clear-cut case of murder of demo
cracy. The delegation has also called
on tfte Chief Minister the Magic part
of it is that no action has been taken by the
Chief Minister.  (Interruptions). Therefore
Sir, I request you to direct the Govern
ment to make an investigation into this
matter so that such things do not occur
in future. After all, a Parliamentary de
legation is going to perform its Parlia
mentary duties. Thank vyou.

DELHI RENT CONTROL (AMENDMENT)
mil., J93S—Contd.

SHRIMATI REN UK A CHOVVDHURY
(Andhra Pradesh) : Sir, atthe outset, I would
like to briefmention why Irequssl the
hon. Minister to view this legislation in the
corrupt perspective. Let us not view the
Delhi  Rent Control legislation in isolation
because there i. a periphery of other
matters, which affect the society. For
example,  there is definitely an increase in
urban crime. There is this law and order
problem. We have rents which have been

escalated  to phenomenal heights. We have
created at) artificial . state of  inflation as
far as rents are concerned. There is a

failure of the urban master plan. There are so
many factors like drought, famine, ilood, etc.
in. the neighbouring States  which start a
mass exodus from there to urban areas as.a result
of which the urban* master plan faffs. I speak-
personally, not so
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much as a Member of Parliament, but a: a
member of the present Municipal Cor-
poration, I am a sitting ~ Municipal Coi-
porator in my own urban area. Hence |
have the privilege Ifseeing two extrem-
es of this country functioning simultane-
ously. I  see the  Parliamennt
House where we pass legislations like
this and I see the lack of
implementation at  the lower levels for
whom we are supposed to be  passing
these.

At the outset, I want us to examine the
basic reason why we have come into this. In
the statement of objects and reasons, the
first object given is "To rationalise the

present rent control law bj bringing
about a balance Dbetween the interests of
land-lords and tenants". It is the  moral

responsibility of us as the Members of
Rajya Sabha to be able to view objectively
the needs, the necessities and the pros
and cons of passing a legislation like this.
When we talk of rationalising the pre-
sent rent control law by bringing nbout a
balance between the interests of landlords
and tenants, the argument presented in
favour of the Amendment is that the
Rent Control Act is basically to protect the
economically ~ weaker sections of the
society. Then, those tenants who can
afford to pay Rs. 3,500 per month do
not need such protection. If the intention is
not to protect the weaker sections of
the society, then the Act should also not
apply to any non-residential property rented
by a business-house or commercial
establishment whether it is being used for
commercial or residential purposes, as the
tenants do not faij under the category of

weaker sections of the society. As
the hon. Minister knows, the present
legisla lion allows, enables and is

exploiting, in a totally disproportionate,
sense, what is happening in reality.
We have roughly

IQ houses which are rentable out of '
which only 4,000 have rentals of Rs.3507
and ' above Therefore by this legistation
we are covering only I per centofthe
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[Smt. Renuka Chowdhury;j
tal housing accommodation. In terms
[ cost economics passing a legislation
ke this is just unwarranted because only
per cent of the total housing accommo
ation comes under the purview of this
egislation. We have to maintain
balance between house-owners and
ten-mts. Now, to give a boost to
house utilding activity and maintaining the
existing houses in a reasonable state  of
repair : we have to face the reality of what
the present situation is.  Nobody
wants to do house repair because the
house-owner is insecure; the tenancy rights
enable the tenant to sit tight and not vacate
the hoase. We have a backlog of court
cases which are pending, outstanding and
choking the courts. Lok Adalats
must be brought in to help expedite
disposal of tenancy disputes in a much
easier manner. A man sweats life long and
takes a loan and builds a house and rents
it out because his is a transferable job. And
when at the end of his service he comes
back. goes into litigation and dies without
ever getting his house back. Where does
this leave us ? Now, in terms of tenants
rent; are going up; there is a phenomenal
increase in the rents. Residential area-:
arc converted into commercial zones
and commercial activity is taking place
there. Hence we are again not able to
differentiate  between residential and
commercial tenants with the result all of
them come under the purview of this Act.
So 1 would urge upon Government to
take a clear view and draw a line between
commercial tenants and residential tenants
so that those who are not entitled to
the protection of this Act do not come
under the umbrella of the Tenancy Act; we
can not allow that.

Now, to reduce litigation between land-
lords and tenants and to ensure expeditious
disposal of disputes between them. This
aspect police are unable to handle. If you
look through the police record*, |

[RAJYA SABHA]
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half the FIRs contain petty cases of acts of
nuisance that are takig place between house-
owners and tenants, where  house-
owners and tenants are fighting for the
premises under rent.  This situation has
given rise to urban crime, it has given rise to
law and order problems whereby we are
bringing about a breakdown  of the social
structure  and the sanctity of the
Constitution which gives a person
constitutional rights to be able to walk
safely in the street. At this point of time I
would like to draw your attention that while
we should ensure justice to belli
landlords and tenants and maintain tran-
quillity hi residential areas, no protection
should be given to tenants who carry on
commercial activities in their flats in re-
sidential areas. = We must be able to de-
marcate  specific residential zones
wherein no commercial activity of any
kind can  take place and if any
commercia* activity is detected, then
prosecution should be launched and the
penalty prescribed should be much more
deterrant than what we have now. The
ferocity of the tenancy laws and the ability
of tiiC tenant or the owner to go to court
are burdening our judicial system which
is already overburdened with a huge backlog
of pending cases.

New constructions have been inhibited
increasingly because of the heavy burden
of property tax levied by the municipal
authorities. The heavy propertytux
virtually frightens the owners. And repairs
are not carried out because pcopli are
hoping that the old buildings will crumble
whereupon they will get their land back
which will be very much enhanced in value.
When a owner who has rented out a house
ten, fifteen, years ago does not want to
repair the house and ignores the damaged
condition, then the house proves hazardous.
In the recent torrential rains in Delhi many
houses, including DDA flats, have
developed cracks and problems.  There is.
therefore.
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urgent need for us to enforce higher stan-
dards of maintenance of all types of
buildings. It has become imperative that the
house-owners comply with the building
construction rules and regulations. We must
make the legislation a little more-elastic so
that it permits the owner to get back his
rightful house and at the right time, not
twenty years later on posthumously.

Then, Sir, there is an appeal which has been
sent to Shri Jaswant Singh and I would like to.
take the liberty of reading it out to the House
where from we will know that we have
omitted the , most important class, as I see it.
This has been forwarded by the poor owners,
poor house owners, agitated Government
servants, widows, handicapped persons, etc.
who seek protection under the Delhi Rent
Control Act. I appreciate that the Nfinistry has
taken into consideration ex-Servicemen and
the honourable Ministei also has had the
vision to include ex* Servicemen. After he has
served the country in a transferable job and in
non-family stationsi, he comes back and he
can get his life savings and buy a house for
himself or get back his house with the least
litigation. Now, in this, it is said that more
than forty thousand cases are pending in the
already burdened Delhi courts. A very large
percentage of violent crimes in Delhi have
often been traced to the strange relationship
between the owners and the tenants. On this
point. I would like to say here that women are
subjected to these crimes more because the
husband is away at his job and he is afraid of
leaving his house vacant or renting it out and
s0, he leaves his wife and children behind who
are harassed constantly. Either the owner
harasses the tenant or the tenant harasses the
owner. This kind of crimes and atrocities
against women come under this umbrella and,
paradoxically, the present
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Act has become coiteter-pfoductive, people
prefer to keep their houses vacant and locked
instead of taking the risk of renting them out
and this aggravates the problem of housing
shortage. In response to the heavy and cons-
tant demand from all sections of the society to
scrap this, the Government yielded by
appointing the Jha Committee to suggest ways
and means for amending it. Sir, I request the
Government: Do implement the Jha
Commission Report, do implement the
Charles Correa Commission Report in its true
intent and purpose and not seek loopholes in
that whereby we have tried the Delhi Rent
Control Act in the restricted vision of the
coming elections. Please do this. I have full
faith in the honourable Minister and I thiuk.
that she is .wing to do true justice to this.

Before I conclude, there is one mow point
which 1 would like to draw your attention to.
While providing relief to the armed personnel
and retired Government servants, we have
neglected the interests of those who deserve
such relief. I want to emphasise this and
hence I am drawing your attention to this, the
problem of the retired Government servants,
widows and handicapped persons who are
also owners. This enables the retired
Government servants to get the house back
within one year. But it makes no such
provision for other retired persons and leaves
the much older and more helpless persons to
fight it out in the courts which takes not
years, but decades, for decisions. We also
want the applicability of this amendment, as
has been mentioned, if it is: to be effective, in
retrospect so that the people, who in the past
have rented out their houses or who have
occupied the houses for the past fifteen or
twenty years, can also come under the
umbrella of protection from you.
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[Smt.Renuka Chowdhury ' Sir I have full faith
in the honourable Minister and I express my
hope on the floor of this House that the
Minister b going to do true justice. If you have
the vision of solving any problem, do not take
to cosmetic surgery, but try to set right the
system that has been " plaguing not only
Delhi, but also the other urban ] wish this to
be a model Rent Control Act so that the other
metropolitan places .can emulate it and take
the right points from it and adopt them in
the
. form. Thank you.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H.
HANUMANTHAPPA) : Now, Mrs. Pratibha
Singh.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH (Rtijasthan) .
Just one clarification. We are not breaking for

lunch ?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI H.
HANUMANTHAPPA) : No, w, are not
breaking for lunch.. Yes, Mrs. Pratibha Singh

st sfrmr g (i) @ 3
warerd wErey, faedr fEomr fagae

(Autaw) frdrd, 1988 7 wrdfor
qEq i weAr 2 Prwr F oqwiw
T E |

FITAAETT WD, 19358 ¥ oF
wtafm o a4t e w5@a g,
far 30 am & w0 oo o=y
30 "/T T fEeAr & o
feafy @ Wi wyder  qmm
LER I 6 1 el
f& ag frdus @ w0 A Fmr
& w faer o7 @y oy o
A W=t & odr g 5w
Fy wta i ferew G A
/% B\ w fam % o wor o

ST AT TR TATY GATT WHT R

b= 1]

[RAJYA.SABHAL

(Amdt) 288
%7 .2, AR Fmiaw A0 =¢-31:‘.-~1_$ 0
5 ¥ qT A A aow EE
CE AN A S T S AR i L
F1odeq ¥ F, O# geae 6T 7
wia F1 wAT WA T A1 9eEETR
GRS & e O Pk S T
T =@z ww woaw w fRooa
& uzg P frd ot w7 7
ol G v e i B ey S o -
i & f& wem &1z 9AlfeR
waEg A1 =ty o for s
waAtq, =\ far W
7 e £ (1) wEm wfe
A fEraEEl ¥ oA A5, (2)
a1 faqtm =7 27T T OF TrA-
arg ot Ifer wverT afs A
ZrgEar w4491 (3)  ARW "gifEs
d fEEET 4 & gaay
EITRT | ITOATSOTA WA, TUES
5 afatey, ofavll W17 AR
Fomy W TETT wEAA AT W F
s A AT APITT A 1982
# s AT femd T oI w9
. # aaw wr fawfor A1 F
AT WEIT AT T AT 1987 7
wIdr gafer T o YT oAEm A
AATHAT T T T OETT F:A
& =T wwr aarT & fro gemrfEe
At Fr 7E I AT o H oRTI anr
w40 =WE 7iies e BETe

T AT

Fiverm wmm T owew Y I
qEFT wx w7 2 f5 a7
AT aemA w3 T T3 ¥ oaifs

F deq Ivy T AT W AT -
T, YRLTIE T TET AT At
F AT WATT AT A, IT FEAT H
#1 v, wrer say T frEvrT

'-:'jf



289  Delhi Rent Control

M T At fawite ¥ sy
T & T} awoaw
et & “ad” ¥ oft 97 g
T femma g€ off @y gy
A frarefamt % o ag fawrfor
Rz w0 w7 aw ag g
1 a5 fasfr 57 grefar sy
WY 9 o N o T
arft & <o 7 9w a7 ar
R, F A wimr v oms
AT T AW A fr gy
3500 % oY Arar T B, &y wr
T TN T fR ST 3500 frerar
R, SR Wiw ad g 2
FTd ¥ a7 fe fradt wr f
MRARSEA L S
T @-—’4’5 a7 fireree 12-15
B & 9 g9 gwar T g &
T AqAT 2% § o e st
20 FT X OFTT A 0 S am
fena wrft, wrew forw fee damy
‘TI'E"-] #T 2 ¥ L5 z-a g- TTH
TIRRIT AR ¥ qdrad
A B A § wwd & favn
r**“*@-iamw&mg
mﬁﬁmﬁwglmw
T ¥ SR T A o g
ﬁwm”m?ﬁ%mqgm
ST TEE g vy & we
ﬁ?’ﬁﬁ'ﬁ 3’3%3?“!#&@
*mﬁé‘sﬁtﬁ;ﬁﬁf‘rwﬁm

[ 30 AUG. 1988]

T, RLERAT 7 ft et e

2465 RSS/88—19

(Amdt.)BiU, 1988 290

" frtfer 1 g,
¥ g s

¥ @ 1500

" oAt & arfe 9 iy
a}ﬁﬂmrmﬂqgﬂ'ﬁ:
qa‘m'#m&qa?ﬂ'am
Wﬁhﬁmﬂwm%
W%mmﬁ?ﬂﬁwﬁ
mTﬁthﬁangmgf*m

Tﬁlﬁia},mw
Wﬁlﬁﬁmww
Eﬁmm@fﬁmﬂﬁﬂm
m"ﬁﬁaﬂwﬁaw )
wiw feen & fry ww o g
ot Tt e o ey g
T g ¢ ek e
%fﬁqmmmmm

W R wh freaw % fig
Wﬁf'ﬂ‘&@ﬂ‘ﬁm T



291 Dtlht Kmt Control

mﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ

[RAJYA SABHA]

|

(Amdt.) Bill, 1988 292

sqaaey (W gEo ERRWE):
fagmr @wa wgx whwoo9qr, ST

fgrge & fau ewec amy & 9 \ ww faar & 1 oy A S

grefral # war & fag e s
qiwwr g @ra faga wwo owEr
g aar § fa gy feedr #
qk aFr gm § fasdiv endw
forar gor & ? arsdE Fx W Aaqq
Fr g f& saEr oy e W Ev
oA w39 fzewr @wwT W
qT 9%ar § ) & ag ;@ wroAl
A @ &, T IF TLEIT T G0
gl & 9T W § A A
qrfers &1 7w ) § ;i g9
gafmaas 79 ¥ faqg o feom §
ag g T 9% @r g AR anq #
ara falziar & Wraag s¢ @ )
ar & wr ag enfor & 5
TF A1 mw g Y e
wAg St feTmTr § T gat
@t @R AW @y § 9y @A
HATG T T AMHFT F AT a4
fragee 7t g famqw & (g
ar fra-g3 w7y W wer g sor
I &7 a0 A fogqa & w8
T Tl 3, fea-gw omaw W
B 1 T 9 wrew) faRw sww &
sfgw

Wi fir fr owre oo
wwm wfes  fermmon foar @
R e foaw awr § @@ @AW
& wrr @ o wEw wfaw W g
wfawre g Wi & wd ag
foq @ &%, 7@ vasy o 77 gar
wifgz 1 (Faw WY wY) g
Y WX qga 9 Farfaw § oo
LR Celnediicif A

1
|

et wfem Tag: ez foao-
e s mfew 9, §@ #x @
fr g W T qEr wfgy A
fﬁaﬁﬁmgﬂwaﬂéﬁw-
wg Swde W fzar § f Gaae
st § 9 o T, @ wm
faq @ T 9T oE & AT AT
2w gue & wwgd & frar @y
w7 feagmz @ qEEw qd
grmy AT wwEl o &1 R
frdaw g ¥ 10 "R WY 9T
& ok | g@d wW & w0
wAfeg qec 2 § W o
ag W Rar i fw ¥ wwT Gl
2, gaq dagz T Hafw 99
wWd & WAATT AT OAE | ORI AT
faeafafd ar onfze & s &
wwadr § f g Fr sienfza
FA & fAg orTr 100 HUE EIC
FY @WIEAT WIF R grEaw KT
&% W TO9AT AT | T O W9
o fraaw B fm oo gy fam W
quq fra ¥ A 14 & O av
gr fag & davw 8(1) & A fae
T &gz wT @ & ag waw §)
oir g faar simo
Existing Clause (R) of Section 5.H provides

that a tenant can be evicted when he has built
or acquired vacant possession of a residence.
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SHRI JASWANT SINGH : Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, we can examine the rele vance
and the effectiveness of this particular piece of
legaislation only against two criteria. The first
is the stated aims and objectives of the
Government in brining this piece of
legislation, and the second, is the obvious
eough chaos, that is the urban scene, in the
country. Now, this particular piece of
legislation ~ brought forward by the
Government belatedly, however inadequately,
nevertheless, tor whatever it is worth, it is
still welcome.

The objectives to put them very briefly are

firstly, to rationalise rent control, secondly

to boost house building activity and, thirdly, to

reduce litigation related to rent control. I
would be comingto  examining each of
these three propositions in a  moment.

So faras the urban scene is concerned, I
a note from a very

which I am grateful and it
would do well if I just quote a few short excerpts
from that note which defines the current scene
in the country. Of couise, a major area of
bungling, been stated in this note, is

the rent control law, as a

received, eminent

Indian for

as has
the mishandling of I
result of which | the small house owners and

tenants suffer and it has become impossible to

find accommodation anywhere, since the
hous? owners prefer to keep their
premises vacant father than letting them

out, a point which has

many other

been made by

While  the
merrily protected by
others, whom we mis-call
landlords, they should really be called house
owners,

speakers also.
affluent tenants live
frozen rentals,
they are the ones who sutler,
because the word 'landlord' suggests some kind
of 'landlordness, and, therefore, I shall be
grateful if the hon. Minister listens to the
point that I am making.
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Now, in regard to rental*, two (simultaneous
phenomena axe witnessed in the urban scene,
escalating land prices and incredibly high
rental values, obscenely high, no new
construction being taken up and courts clogged
with litigation relating to rentals. I have been
given instances in this  note by this  very
eminent Indian, where he has stated, and I
am sure the hon. Minister will be aware of
them that the rentals in Delhi have reacbet
incredible figures, vulgarly obscene figure; like
Rs. 50,000 a month. Indeed an exa mple has
been given tome here of :house in Vasant
Vihar, there is no tellini of tastes.  This
particular house was, o course, constructed all
over with marbls including the surrounding

walls.  Now this particular house in Vasant
Vihar i fetching a monthly rent of Rs. 3
lakh: whereas the monthly rental

of Rs. 3,00,000 a month...
AN HON. MEMBERS : Is it a palace ?

SHRI JASWANT SINGH : No, it is not
a palace. It has marble all over and the rest of
it. I do not want to go into the details. 1
have the details of who owns this houie
and who the tenant is. Cut the fact is that
there is a house in Delhi, fetching Rs.

3,00,000 monthly, then surely there is
something ~ wrong somewhere. Now, in the
entire  set up of what is rent  control in

Delhi, thcie is chaos. And, of course as has

been mentioned by a number of other
speakers the re-latiens ~ between ' tenants
and house-owners have  deteriorated

alarmingly. Morality which is an aspect of the
urban scene, which we must take into account,
in tact one of the contributions of the chaos
that is the urban scene is the coming of this
word 'pugree'.  'Pugree' for us in rural
India means an headgear. But pugree
in urban India has come to acquire a meaning
of its own and its current rate is
universally understood. That has
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not to be explained. Pugree has bacome
a part of life of urban India. And this is
an index of the decline of morality as a
contributory factor morality in the chaos
that is urban

India.

To come back, however, Sir, to this
particular piece of legislation, the aim of
this piece of legislation is to reduce liti-

gation, to increase house-building
activity and to reform  rent control
law. Then, I am afraid, however

welcome a step it might be, it does not go
sufficiently far and if it does not go
sufficiently far then I have to submit that
there must be .pressures  on this
Government, which gives the good
intentions with which it has brought
forward this legislation, are so strong
that it is unable to contain them, confront
them, overcome them and come forward
with a piece of legislation which is
whole, which is harmonious and which
indeed subserves the basis which it itself
has stated as the objects. The first point
is...

&t e fawm (gwT maw):
grs faa @7 o wd fFod &
w5 faw f5ar g, s wm sw
AT AW A7
1 gt &4 7

ft wwa fag: wgewt ar oA
femr &, @dw fagic § g0

I don't think the concern of the Parlia
ment is about the sanity of rental ¢
Rs. 300,000, it is illustrative ofa
illness.

About this aspect of the ceiling Rs.

3500[- I would request the he

Minister to please share with us and gi
me two answers on this question of t
ceiling of Rs. 3500- as to what elite you
applied in arriving at this figu Why
this fieure of 3500? Whv not 34
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- [Shri Jaswant Singh]
or 3600 or 3750 7 Uniess, therefore, T am
able 1o understand the reasoning that s
behind it, T find it very difficolt to accapt
it for reasons which I wil] give subsequen-
tly. Jha Commission recomraended
Rs, 1500 per month and from Rs. 1500
you have gome on ts Rs. 350, I am sute
you applied your mind to it So, what is
the criteris  yon adopted. I have been
given some of thege figures by my charm.
ing colleague, Shrimati  Renuka Chow-
dhury. She quoted this figure, tha; of the
600,000 houses in Delhj, only 4000 plus
or minus approximately 4000 are hav-
ing a rental of above Rs. 3500 2 month,
which is less thap one per cent of the
tofal available housing which can be ren-
ted out. Am I to assume that the Govern-
ment of Indja js bringing forward a legis-
latinn only for that fess than one per cent
of the housing ? Ang it is for less than
one per cent of the housing, then certainly
none of the three stated objectiveg of th'y
particular piece of legislation will not pe
met, s
My next question is, which T request
the hon. Minister to clarify—hop, Minis-
ter  might not immediaiely have the
answer; but nonetheless she might conduct
ap imvestigation that of the existing
litigation in Drethi, relating to remt control
What perchage of the litigation jg of Ten-
tals above Ra, 3500 or of Rs, 3300 and
what Percentage fs of Jegy than that, ¥ ap
eXamination  were to be made of these
figures, she would find that 95 per cent
of the litigation i of rentals below Rs.
3500, and only 5 per cent iy rbove that,
which ix a minima] bercentage of thig
igure, Therefore, 1 have great difficulty
vith this figure ang y would earmestly r.
luest the hon. Minister fo re-examine the

:?ﬂing of Rs. 3,500 (Time beft ringsy, 1
vill be brief. T know that my time is limi.
!d in this.

Then thete is  she question of ten-yoar
eedom that has beey; given, as a measure
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of encouraging house building. There are
two aspects, This by itsell will not ep-
courage bouse building unle.; the turality
of the atmospbere of rent control is im-
proved. Earlier you gave a holiday of five
year. Now you make it ten vears as you
found that five-year holiday was not suc-
cceding whereas by bringing in this picce
of legislation, you are going towards crea-
tion of a more judicious climate for rent
control. Ten-year holiday by itself will
not suffice. I would alsp submit to tpa
hon. Minister 10 examine whether this
ceiling of Rs, 3500 ard the period of ten
years is not going to be violative of art-
¢le 14 of the Constitution, N

Now, I have just two or three poinis
to make. One relates to clause 8 of this
particular  Bill. Cause 8§ creates some
difficulty. Tt is strange that it bhas been
incorporated, In the principal Act, there
is saction 14, It lays down varicus grounds
on which a tenant could be evicted. Among
them there is a clause providing for svie-
tion of a tenant where the tenant hes, whe-
ther before or afte; the commencement of
this Act. Built, acquired vacant possession
of or been allotted a residence. The in-
tention of this clause was obvious.

2.00 p.M.

Where a (enant has another Temises
other premises, he should vacate the pre-
mises he is occupying in respect of which
he is enjoying the protection of this Act.
The framers of this amending Bilf and the
Government have sought to exclude tic
word ‘built’ from this provision. That is,
where & tenant has built his own premises,
he wilf continue to receive the protection of
this Act. But where 3 tenant hag acquired
vacant possession of. or been allotted, 2 resi-
dence, he will not be allowed this Yery pro-
tection. There may be 2 logic it this. | have
failed to find it. Would the hon. Minister
rlease oxplain to ma why this word has been
omitted ? ..
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1 welcome the fact that the hon. Minisier
herself brought forward 2R amendtent 10
the Bill extending the benefits of Defence
services to Central Government employecs
ag well as the employees of the Delhi Ad-
ministration. There are other people alu.‘v.
Mention has been made earlier about wi-
dows apd handicapped. Indeed, my estee-
med colleague, Mr. Morarka, made the
point that, perhaps, t{he greatest beneficiaty
of this Act are going to be the Govern-
ment servants, only. That is a very valid
point.  There are employees  in other
areas. You have given a specific benefit to
Government setvants. By itself, to me, that
is welcome enough. But it does not go
far enough because the bondage of rent
control, the tyranny of rent control, still
remain on very many others who are €q-
wally deserving. T would have categorised
the list ot those who are equaily deserving
But 1 do not wish to do so because {hat
will take the time of the House.

Then, Sir. in clause 12, there is a men-
tion about private trusts. 1T understand,
by ‘private trusts’, the Government do¢s
not mean public charitable trusts. If an
institution is run in & medical clinic, if a
charitable trust is rTunning a clinic, privats
clinic, admitedly, it is reaning it on hired
premises, Would the Government clarify

what exactly do they mean by this?
There is no definition here.

One final point. This is In regard to
the business of 10 per cent hike and 10
per cent return.  An admirable point made
by my esteemed colleague, Mr. Morarka-
we both come from the same State—is
that it iz all right that you give this 10

per cent provided you have brought the °

entire previous mess fo a certsin uniform
fevel. Yom can say that not more than
10 per cent retum and 10 per cent like 1
1 that yon are going to give. Ten per
mnt plos 10 per cent. But at least, clear
e past backlog. There are many premi-
sa on rental, There iy the cate of a for-
et Member of this House, Sardar Khus-

1988]
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want Singh. His premises 1m JUJAR Smew
Park was taken away during the Second
World War at Rs. 260‘,'- per month and
they remain at that. Therefore, first of
all, you have to clear that backlog and
bring the entire thing to one level. Then
you can say that you will not give moré
than 10 per cent return and 10 per cem
hike. But this by itssli makes no sene.
There is great sense in what my colleague,
Mr. Morarka, has said. You have to in-
dex it first. Only then you can clear ous
of this jungle of rent control

_Sir. as T said, T have difficulties with
tl}]g Bl ind I have listed those difficul-
ties.  Nevertheles, though belated, it is a

welcome measure and 1 give my reserved
approval.

Thank you.
To  (dmdt) aAwwm gwgear
(wgrTner) Srgaraft wge, & wo

WA A R W g o &
T qEet ¥ oam W oww fw
B FTAF gny A § ) aga faA
T I oA W oA & ey
T ]| & 3T ¥ gEET
T HIT & AT WY qE )
ARt oF B oan, o Hr S
T qgT W oar wRoag
P o w46 sv ey § g
gl a7 fa@ 9v o & gE &
g%ﬁg@ﬁﬁlmﬁmﬁ
ag fawr s & mar ar) ¥feT o
w fas T T@m T oW oo
o faat &) wdEm, AT wgar
g fir a7 % A sam W gl
fazqr & Fwer DAY & D,
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[ e (Simat) mam Fayyven]
FIET AT AT nmer § o wrx
QAT Are werey (e wre e g% fagae
o AgE 21 oY SEk feg i oo 3T
PRI IH v wgw HF Fae
% Szt & & 9% f0 oy 5o gy
AT FT W & AW yApmas
Tow ¥ 4 & T e R W
1 % g7 o %1 9x feam arfad
T TEE A g oY deww
Y § 598 WA ww § fw
o Agfaar ft & g § fr fafesn
erdtfadr %2, & av wAy gad
#T M oww § AT R gEm
A FAI R AT QO § A®|
g7 %Y S gAY ATWIR 9T
sy fog ot 3 o wql, @% o
! TFE @Y NS T FE
yegaT, W€ a7 93t §F 9% W
MR ¥ 40-41 AW g WT A
mE ¢ ag e ot 4T & ag g
& ®oy W § AP AT FT w&fw
7 HE & T W a3 TS AN W
argt 2 # Fgfaar ot ¥ &0
fo 42 a2 wT A4 T garE AR
at¥ &1 AN W TAr AT R
9% Gy qar 0T v @ W@
§Fgw 3w & w4 ¥ O
R qZ& A WAA @A AT
g1 & qead ¥ oaT § 9@ W
gt &1 93 & Iy wueqm &)
fesaY qur W ¥ weAw gEiE
# qfewd &1 ¥ g IR TEq]
¥ aw 32 ©F Qm asafye fauos
arq fred grd ghwt § OF fraw
Frow e g att 9T TRl
Wy faslt JY WX F oEET W
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g A Fuwr md | K aoer g
frazy 760 fr #ifs g0 swefw
M WE oA § § g wdr
ATl 2z w5 foide @ § @
a3 {adqas YT w3 #1 =wr g
UG SO I R (2T 4
FT TEEW F F AT W, T
Tg AT qvgdg wwe FCEE Hrad
I IR TG Y, ;T mR ¥
FAT A A, FE A FAw |
wifs 3¢ & 97 Twg § T AW
quft frfeent & w@d g Wi aga
&9 fFaa 2% € @iy #F wiw
& =g ag fafegn fire e w2 o 3w
q7 7§ ered & W Wwm Wi
2 ag % fuy 9§ s awar
¢ wifs Swwr Fum o w9 ¢
& vaah PomT s @ 3 W@
I fFuz W T I ¥ fag
&r§ AT AT AL T gy § TREd

Mg 9wy WA A AT g
# faw’r ayw =t wf ofr ) ag #
gy fy o @wfon S mwen
F T g% oF BA FC fWav &1
T wF TUr $% TAAT AT @
i AT e fawk 9fa
¥ oam 9w #odEr WAy ¥ §
I 4% € aw ¥ T Faa §
AT Ia¥ TG FRR a0 grHEian
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A gaq w1 s gak w3 faEr

) & ugfen &t ¥ wEA =g
fe 9% off & o W TRAH
ga frar mr & & WA WA v
az 3@ 5 e avg & SR S
g @7 IEF WA AZ 9T
wfrw &1 ag ST 3500 ¥A v
WiHT g Tg FIH AT N ISTAr E o
ar sdA w0 T @ 3g 15 @
»WE oA @t § 3 9 w0 fR
15 |t @ ot w7 A W oHy
drm frord famd s &0 #r oh
wWeTd T & At g IAE grafEw
€1 wuEAr g g1 A Ay fog a3
wrtaat & fan w2 gy W oq@
ax & v feefi T2 #dlm uae
T & 7 wgw ¥ 0¥ AwT fAw
feod ;g Ut ag 9w §wr 3
oL |/ AHG | HEgfewr A 7 oSt
13 9@ ¥ 3@ oz fRar & oav
ag AT FHAAT X 10 GHL T FANA

Wt A w9Ar q@r ) i F
af®T amar 8 & gaFr grgEEy
g & ofemw wfam ¥ fog wwm
™ F Ag WA 2 3y frug
7Y gafqd & & fF saw wreEy
g wT IEHr FEeEde 9T 19
ade @ W A Fw @ o
A =TT 9@ F A0 guar wFA
T & WU¥ 9 3 omfs 4

2465 RSB /3820
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¥ o= m ofsw Y F g
TERE ST ¥ T 10§ 16
e aw fET @i & wwieg
#F oagdt ug & ww agfea &
HT AT ug gAY & 5 grafaw
nfefadt 931 91 gt AW ¥ s
R g ¥ feaifawa g% ¥ Ve
T § A gsfAcd mEw i Hn
g ¥ 9@ & a9 gwEr oW
oAT T AE W GFTET & siET
g5 T AT SEST SWET gaax
frzs fadr) age & =ir o g4 &
AT WA FF #1 feeft 3@d Wy ux
AT T S@¥ ¥ oaga @ osw
TT AW A1 R AES & fr S ¥
IR fTT A F mE uem
TN §, 3T % 2 wmak ¥
qfesm LIS NI S O
WE A o awen g
&1 9T 3} vt fed wdt favn
T TF & famw ¥ s
AMAR A IR qwW gE
& A0 =t & am fom wmr @i
I T OWT | IW FET F IUT
¥ @ 1 WE 5 osam wA
o q vw AT A A andy
11 57 W X wdwe famr qp
fe v7om & fogrr & fouy &
et g wfgm . ww wEw
AT fRAAT W @Y wr &, d@ije
N g awE w2, gmd
amfyat Wl £ o A gy &
ﬁqsrﬁﬁ“f%:maigza-grr&g|
wEE I W B & ook
H.fre. mfs N = ¥ wEA
m&mﬁm’t%ﬂaa‘taa’ﬁi@

]} 2w g ¥ s wa
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Jfere (shafe) arora guoas]

®T SR Y RO a3y aifan
AT FEU Y Aqred #ifen wRd ¥
gawes foor ar a3 @r f5 1-1-87
H IEN FT wrge ST & 4L
TofT @R g wrd AW gwic
T R fr =+t ¥ 10 T agrr
werm @t & guwdy § fFag swar
aWBT ¥ ar wg w1 AT A
wim & w9 ¥ fFogr ggwr 2
v ¥ A A ¥ TW T aA
fay fodpium T & FRE F
AT ¢ SHA S gy ww fRafaa
¥ AT WFT |

- ggq, wWgfwar S omy w9
1988 ¥ 9% feur &1 @9w 10
g oA gz ¥ & e own
feft &1 awrr 10 ww ey ¥ faur
g & ol 9uy f 10-20 wA
T & TAAFEC @ AT @ T
/i w7 3% fadew & & ower
T B § amy gz fard1 e
e amg gy v H R &% wife
v ST F w®y § awmT @
BT & F A ¥ 10 §IF AF A
ATH F A GUT WK GrAT HE

-

=TT 4

¥ A ux @@ A AT
et F ATt ¥ q19F "HwAy AW
WA o gen<d S AeEt o &
nadt § At aga § w9 @ 9w A
gt &1 wmway ww & fE AT Wr
wey AT wradt A1 wAAr WRA
smaETy gefae 9% w@T § wife
IEY T eATAT & AR Ig S
# prax ¥ fag o x@mME w7 W@,
oy @y & fRg A g WY
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fpderfire &Y & @ aan
Ty ¥ Prg oamEdt & §, Afe
F 6Eg ¥ fore 2 81 &, wiw &
fag 2 &t & ar 3T avg ¥ AT ¥
@@y 7z & fR3 =i st sadt
aFE FT AT F 1 AT ACTE FAAF
F wrwEl qfewq aI3F AT | 9SS
TXH a3 AqA § A A ATR
INIAT & I U T A IWA
B wmm fayr 2 (wam #M )
IFH Arat FOL & e T 9%
4 g5 § oR zvm afmw ¥ g
faa=r wifmia fF oo yf azw X
® £ wud wfeer & faqar g
famgr @ gd ag sradt e oft
aif F Awdy 3y & owEm &l
AT W1 ITET AHT WT IF T
£ FH 45 § AT A AT
forad & A O AT ST gl
qEIT AT Y AIA Y, AAAT €T
gt F frg e ¥ owgd gwel
F, FIAT TH ARST g1 A4 FR
TEAE FIRT 9 AAT RTF AT
T &5 fr 57 7rE) SO F7 A1
g dx 231 F Faw o gf ¢ A
o g@ F3 O wfard wf W
FBT £ EARY W GWT FePre
A £ & Wt @ A § aw Y
ff q9 gavr feasaT g W 9 )
g1 ¥ wmT T WAT 4 TZA &Y
gegzedr g w0 fF Rganh
FLF A17 T ANFT T TEA I
fagrr Nfsr arfs & qas F
wadt 2wz fawa @F ¥ 9oy
g T G FIHC AvAT AT w4
F F19 7 &Y 9fy w2 IF a9

gre W gy 8 e v omt
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gieiz fam § A W o= Faa
fag ot WY oifr =R w9,
AT T EF. 0. F qR A GTAMAN
gR At FY o1T gArd AT ady grd
grFft . T @ #Yf www § €1 %,
¥ gair 1 . 99 oF § <A
g a7 aw ww g Wk oFig f
qar A8 AT F@r AT L WA WiN-
FT, ezt § A AW wE AFW 3
A Fuw gay wrf gy IETE
w5 8, afww foa @i & wFw §
F un i, $1 w7 aF 3 wAqY.
®I E T IF ITAF ¥ @A
wR @Y 3 wfer 97 3§94,
5 W oAy § fpac 9idR ? @&
gd gw.dr, § 3@ A A,
G0 AL AR AW AR AT AMEQ
ar w8, g T & 73 G & R
A mET feay w fAd o«
HEA] TH TIT AT § A AG WA
TE wY 1 3g Sdy § B e
oa T gHAE ar § A e
¥ AT amx FE R WiAdTHT #
Ha<fore & @rar g § @1 SES
g A fax few & faq Wt
w1 o wgF gein ) Sl o,

e faegn ®1 A1 § w7 W on

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHR[{ H.
HANUMANTHAPPA) : Last point.
DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA HEPTULLA :
Fhig is the last point. Also, I am not a
minar child; I do not come under that cate-
gory. But | am speaking for minor child-
en.

7% fae &t gre o 3 fa
i foedf} & TEF ATAT AT E AT IamT
ar w5 gy @ A S e w4y
& & fEed & W qi-Aw IAR
fa1 witfag aamar 17 w7 W} £

[iT AUG. 1933]
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qifs 7R F A 7 AT Ry I
FM, AfFT T gEx AW F g
#rggr 81 ¥ 95 97 P
ot FAX  AY F CFT FRIT If
Fiw TFR F g W qe T FF
39F ART qFT AT FN

39 ¥ faq & qarwwae v
afsq S NFL wW W A gW §
orf a3z daa ¥ A w0 w7
IT & qY AR TN I AR Y
fraar 3 7 298 3 & gv fom-
frfadas oF afrw § 390 afm § 73
g? a3 ga ag ferfrfriom w30
A am w30 f& o 7 qwmd
TFI & A § dwdr § AT g h
QA & FX wAgi G
TR3FT §RT G0 A Ay G
O &)@ B oag qiwft g fv fom
A F 9@ WEA AE &, 3| ag
AR qaifaw @, 97 93 e
0 o AR Y, TF fFae A
ARz 740 & 9w qidr FEw F
fas wpw oY § @@ 97 W1 WEw
frar wfze

T4 92 W ¥ §1, & angfaw
#t Y nF AT R garRaE &
g o ag &t ng far wr§ § powr
H A A gAT TN T
fAr T IaF 4L TOHT TEHTaT
@t wegr A @ qF @ear ¥
f& asm €@ Fr g 9o g
a% g s

ot T wadw g
qaaT & mry ?

T, () mwAn 3agEAC ¢ N,
TR ADTT T AGLTR TT A
afrr. o

(fagre)



311 Delhi Rent Control

Bl Coh dared e, 3) 2S)T
=dgpe (Rl ol o ()4
C'L"S’AJS’ G B bl e
e - A - Use S RS
PRI B S PR N i o
¥ M L i O9g158 03 g o8
- Y il £l 5T !
AT e S ob ol e 0 e
u:_,f A8t I da i Ly, PrE
G853 e O K e st
I I S T PV T

b b g A QL 503 S e
iy o S e ) ey S
P A s ot e
Gl = 8 S S e S
KPR K TN TR P
5o @ B G e ol
O A5 2 LS e S gper —2 SN
o S HS gl 5okl § Ogse
ST Sy — 2 e ey
S oas 0se e e 33l OKG
s Sl d) Sla e 13550 J
ups A S 5oan el e
o8 0F 57 T b st B G
LIRS TS 1 R
& gy S e plensrd s B

b S i i B )
bhe g8 55Kat o a5 08 5 5 A0

(RAJYA SABHA]

|

{Amdt.) Bill, 1988 312

oA 3w gn ay S B Kl g7 pele
s AT A R e o 0o GY
PR TRTS- 1 IS X (VR L. 35 JPRPE . 2
so ol Gl ol e I~k
BTN e TSR SUIC Sy |
sy es 2 U 5l o0 e e
G g e Sl 2 jlen — Sle
JRTIIR PSPPI
— 1380 — o0, ST o e
e el S de oS HY
28 o ) HY 5ol Ly Jl
SRR SRLT SN TP PR S
59 4 ok o o b5 M 0l
Kot e — 2 UK L e S
0y 55 aui 5yY bt A Sised e
S Y ol Gl K Yl st
o) -.f‘_,,' i 2yl o 5 L2,
e V3o o gt I s o K
LSy pele & ol Las el S

Qsp 1 e st g — Qg el
2l e (§ KRiafle o Qlem
B I S e
dgal A3 o = ap R § Kenla
LGP IS VI R TEPV L IR T3
o B9 le ez om0 i et
ot A sk P gl s W6 i
ci o T et e 2 0
GME a2 S g g — Y o s
O JeiS oo a0y a8 Fas

+{ 1 Transliiration in Arabic Script.



313 DiW tent Control

A o 2y e
G e b S5 Eiay 8T ekl
P& N E Jsasia; KAy
S5 il B el 21 g Az
SV ord o gah asdiit ol Wl
PRSI JTS e D% S o 2
S5 FY N E il
4y u:*u:-,-‘e“g;:a-’/'— ug,f'u:..:_,.\’\j
o Sl ig S aa o
ok g RS e 8l o )
Kl es A la A ool S ratle
o JRLE PRIPN .r-ﬁ.lf‘;
02 S K e — o S ses
alisS 2 WL Sl ey S
Fey Sb a5 2 ST Al SR
dyes o5 S 0b Wy g0 5 U5
45 i b S T AT 4SS
G, O ey e e 2 K
2o ol Ko 5 e
g7 amsbE Y
03 W5 B 2S5 LSS gyl
o b S am & Famt v
Sl g amb oy e o
S 05 a - W
p g Ol - o (S 0 K2
LS e Rt I Keojle b
A5 # em Gl sl $sels
o S I e e — 2 Y
S vl AWK S gley 4

[30 AUG. 1988]

(Amdt) MI, 19M 314
G ode T b (§ Kl
el Kl oolay o o S e
D Liag gl Lewjle & 8 iy
g o ol S 2 ol Ken
S o ! - e ,j)rc*
Gas = by s -2 e Oy e b
PR SRS O T pws
o K e — 2 1S e
&35 s 4 el LS
& S L e K b
P I R Rt )
Kb el 2 L & Ll "-"*C’“L
P Jv.1s PRYISVENE| PRy 11 o
I R R S SR R
S b ba -2 Uyl i ¥y
4o d S Ry o 03 L6y s
e 15 e 10 5 FiseS e
e o S e ! JJYJ:‘
S S el st n a5 O 9 ple
FELITY SR LI MRPO, QL VA 31 Tt
3® ot S Ogaedl 2l e 4
dosy 00 T A Gk e S
PO I S X Iy
S ol 25 J5 Sem D6 o
terms = S GKT SAE £ e oy
b 00 e Ol Al e o
R I TR S
lg5 b3 Al G 0 Ld 3 Gplteve &
300005 fuy §m o g8 s o8



315 Delhi Km control [RAJYA SABHAL1 {Amdt) BUI, 1988 316

ot P died oy Kish o by 5Kt
LSl O 4ol Sipn Suh
e et C"L" o g_:r)“ A )
B Gord b g 00 a5 ety
S det gl DL o a8
ROt R S < I W Y
- - 34
Al O A5 orapm Sy g8
s ol J1,5 705 w2 RSy e
JAV I RV I I PPy
N L R R T L
Sive ple om oam Ban 0
B S5 S5 LK g Ay
P Syt £ 0 4K
a1 SRl &5 St it Z
A e By 0 K i in
g Hlunn ST ay Nsale o
Sejle a2 cmla ay gE st
S 2pls ga g Jfa S
o ok Jailid = b Ky aE
bl § Keodle oy &k Loy
wl—a e iR T T
Gy TG 255T e geal Sl
EY LI S SPRS ] I Y'Y &
Sy m g e OB E A K
5 35 e ) s Jae e
JER 24S) e A ARe gm0
U G N B U &
RSN X IEUVRN. CURPL SR TR TR

|

|

en5 o m U bie Gt e L
09 gl L ysh b e LS
P B TR (S S
St i god Kl = 215
ot S5 e g O B el
051 SRV IK N < RN 1%
33 LS alos O KO 4SS
ol e s K el 156K NS
Sl LS h e it A
Pl Kl o e Ola ;4S5
oS b g gy RS Wy S
Blad & i) a5l b Gtieen
s b Sl oo M =
W g B b ULy O
LSS S NN P COR R
.o ‘_9:( B R oKl s
2 M S Oske)y A5 gl Ol
o) o35 K e e B ak e
S eods walodegd e o)
cEsxd 5 0l Sl K o b
ol or Sk oy S0
8 GAAET T ey et . B
34 --é:_.al:. ‘._.Aj: é!; SKakas
b2 Ghame g S bl L
O3 vmr—ne AT
St AL e o daldalls g
T 28,8 A e U5 K -
3 5l Wa i, 1L 2 NI
A g2l adhy) 4 ICEEPUREN N



317 DiW tent Control

NULDR o S RS TS YY)
s S A bk LS
g 2 Llab
oo pole &t L5~
Satal e dadee 231 oy e

LaAn g T A m Al g
J dl-|.éer-—-¢lgr£_s)$¢
R G g IFX Y SRR
Sl a8 a2l U Lo dly,
65) S e At dloys vy @
S bog ot BSOSO Pt
R R NPt | 7% g
ot 2l o T AT K5 s
et S OS5 e 4SS 0500t
e gl ooy 2 tee S ST o
SR WIS B RY) QRN g S
— K8 e J K

Sl ol e St e e

6Y ol ool e gb & Jila
FAAS oS Yoyl nFinl
co Gab by WS e s A
R TP BPI I R SV PR |
A sl O Ll L Sl
_’;J..T ﬁuf el U s VS iy
& AT LU T 0y ey e
AT 2 15— Jla § Jieacd
op S P Sqlaiili e o e
S YR WS DR S YOR

Pl
uﬁ.‘ P

[30 AUG

1

.1988]

(Amdt) MI, 19M

é_:l;' R c‘l_.f NV P
& w2 S el s g
A 03 g ot b N
A PS5y Al il Jose
ot Sl S 03505 vses Y ]
e g gk S s § Gy
Ligedidd LiFs ea 45508 A ke
5 G ol 1 S A
ol S Sy — & S
stoday u’bﬁ'ﬁ 3 Qafs S 0
W &by Sl W ogl—a Jae s
SR I WIRt]| SPe DR IR iy T
e L P
K 38 e 3 Sty Sl e
Gl § pendysl Jo 8 2y o
0 L5 aad 4ol Sy S
R S F LT RT BT IS N
s =g gm0kl 57 0,8 ) e
o A5 Ghe § G e
b Sl ) =K O gl 4
L5 e det SR GAS 59130
Sk S e Vs 4w S
P RPN M CREEES CT SAIA
A et s b onS esd 5l
(e iy Jdpen oyles aa Ko
et (P e Ort el el s 2
F o ey o GISE e s
Pk ek &K e (gl

uilg”.o &S-UKJ._’JS-U&,‘_‘: A

318



319 Delhi:Rent Control

JIG pal apl (5SS ot TS
9k Jal S s aadSTU e
» s a0y gt Sus
v e S I ke STy 5
A S T LS ke g
Siedial oo 34 & 3830 e e
bt 65 T 4 o sl W Lo
BUES CUP ST LIS PSS B LT PL] R PY
Sos s Yy e e eyt O
. JRCL GBI s ke
—ul gt OB (JsT 5 e
L SRS U T g O S
P O RTCSPE «
Eor Wl o 43 e g3l 8
S5 Ve s e P Wb S
I el e g o2 O
Zos5 s on R ah 35 it
Kt g -l ey e o
SNS o h gy gl e
e 05 oay O g e
P s 5 Sy e g
ol wt -l (gslea K - Sile
b e S0 KI o aq § dle
R Dol
2 QS o g5 05K S e
el Al @5, 5 54
ot e 9t S e b
29 & Ugs GAKI eSan Slas
 Ltehl (ol (o M I 2K

[RAJYA SABHA]

(ArnJi.)3M. 1988 320

day S MoA Uj;‘lii?- e Al e
K G5 b B Shae e a8 O
JC’JH? ;*:L' t:a'a 6«“""" ...Ur_’h U’r;

. ..Uésdh) d’u;-'“;‘h
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HANUMANTHAPPA) : Last Point.

DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA HEPTULLA
This is the last point, Alo, I am not
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Clause 2 of the Delhi Rent Control
(Amendment) Bill, 1988 seeks to amend
Section 3 of the Principal Act namely. Delhi
Rent Control Act, 1958. The Section excludes
certain classes of properties and premises
from the operation of the Act

The amending Bill of 1988 proposes to e-
ulude from the operation of the Act any
premises, whether residential or not, whose
monthly Rs. 3,500. This
amending provision appears to help only rich

rent exceeds

house owners who have built up posh
premises and have rented out the same to
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[Choudhary Ram Sevak] affluent tenants. It does
not take into account the majority of single
house owners who are middle class people and
who spent their life's savings and loans for
acquiring a house of their own. The Jha Com-
mission had recommended to the Government
that premises whose monthly rent exceeds
Rs. 1,500, does not require rieing governed by
the Rent Control Act. But tenants paying Rs.
1,500 rent or less deserve the protect'on of the
Rent Contr."l Act.
correspondence and ~ exchange  of  views
the M'n'stry of Home Affairs, the Law
Ministry and other concerned Ministries and it
limit of Rs 1500
by the Jha Commission should he raised to
Rs. 2000, which would be consistent with the
economic thinking of the Go\ernment where a
person whose income is less than Rs. 18,000
a year (which comes to Rs. 1500 a month) is
exempted from  payment  of
which is levied on higher 'meomes on a slab
system, as tax relief is given tc various other

There was some

between

was felt that the proposed

income-tax

incomes as well, for instance, 33 per cent of
salaried income is exempted from tax and bank
interest income up to Rs. 10.000 a year is also
exempted from tax. Taking there factors into
consideration, it appears desirable that premises
monthly tent is upto Rs. 2,000 should be
given the protection of the Rent Control Act
but premises yielding higher rent do not need the
protection of the Rent Control Act. Therefore,
for the purposes of exemption the limit should
be Rs. 2,000 and not Rs. 3,500 as
proposed in the amending Bill, 1988,

whose

In the proposed Amendment Bill, it appears
to have been overlooked that the

[RAJYA SABHA]

(Amdt.) Bill, 1988 328

definition of premises in the principal Act
envisages the possibility ofa building
which is, or is intended to be, let sepa-
rately for use as a residence or for com-
mercial use or for any other purpose... It
is, therefore, not uncommon that the
same building constructed on a small but
indivisible plot may be let out through
separate lent agreements  for res‘dential
portion and another agreement  for a por-
tion of the same premises to be used for
office or other non-residenti«l use. This is
usually resorted to for splitting the rent
which helps parties to gain concessions in
taxes and the Government as well as
Municipal authorities are denied their legi-
timate dues. Therefore, it is proposed to
add an explanation after sub-clause (C)
of Section 3 of the principal Act as proposed
so that the real intention of the Government

should be more faithfully explained.

The amending Bill attempts to protect for

10 years any new construction from the
rigours of the Rent Control Act in the matter
of charging of But, the

amendment as drafted can lead to an un-

rent.

conscionable situation where a person living
in a tenanted house goes on enjoying for 10
years the tenanted property at low rent but is
free to charge any amount of rent for the
house constructed by him. The person
should be eligible to enjoy the unlimited
power on the condition that he vacates the
tenanted premises forthwith. The original
intention of the principal Act was also the
same, namely, that a person who
or builds his own house, cannot keep
the,other house in his tenancy. The lacuna
has been attempted to be removed by adding
a proviso after sub-

acquires
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datise (d) to make it- clear that unless a
person give- up his tenanted premises, he
will not be free to enjoy unlimited rents for
his newly constructed house. Besides this,
clause 9 of the amending Bill, 1988 deals
with the 'right to recover' immediate
possession of premises to accrue to certain
persons'. The procedure for recovery of
immediate possession has been specifically
provided in Chapter III-A of the principal
Act and particularly section 25-B of the
principal Act.

The proposed amending Bill, 1988 ex-
tends this special provision of immediate
possession to certain new categories, name-
ly, armed forces, members of the police
force and employees of Central Govern-
ment and Delhi Administration. However,
the proposed amendments are
discriminatory and exclude citizens who
retire from private services and other
avocations and are particularly harsh on the
promises which the Government and the
Prime Minister particularly have given to
women who constitute more than half the
number of voters.

Sir, the proposed amending Bill also
failed to take into account the difficulties
created by a Supreme Court judgment
dealing with the affidavits referred to in the
implementing section 25-B of the principal
Act. The result of that Supreme Court
ruling has been that even if somebody files
a false affidavit, the Court has no option
but to deny the proposed remedy provided
in section 14-A of the principal Act and
now proposed to be extended to some other
categories as detailed above. To set the
position right, it is proposed to add section
14-D to extend the

relief to widows, spinsters, divorced ladies
women professionals and women entre-

preneurs to seek possession of the"' premises
for their personal needs The problem created
by the Supreme Court judgement regarding
affidavits has been proposed to be sorted out
by proposing an amendment to clause 13 of
the Bill by providing that the affidavit shall be
accompanied by documentary evidence in its
support and the Controller shall examine the
affidavit in the light of such evidence at the
earliest hearing. So, Si.”, J suggest that section
14 be deleted.

The Vice-Chairman (Shri Jagesta Desai) in
the Chair.

Lastly, Sir, I come to the recommendations
of the National Commission on Urbanisation.
The statement of objects and reasons
appended to the Bill mentions the
recommendations made by the National
Commission on Urbanisation. The National
Commission on Urbanisation had
recommended that the criteria for application
of the Delhi Rent Control should be to help
the weaker sections and not the affluent
sections. Therefore, the Commission had
recommended the adoption of the criteria of
land area for nonresidential and residential
properly and had suggested that the protection
should be afforded to a tenant occupying non-

residential area of 20 sq. metres and 80
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sq. metres for residence. To implement this
recommendation of the Commission. in the

interests of the poorer tenants, this wrs S —
amendment is being proposed by me. - v swer wuf
| 4 14 ART
With these words, I appeal to the hon. SRt wT A 3AAad
Minister to consider and accept my amend- ' ' '
ments. Thank you. Sir.
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SARDAR JAGJIT SINGH AURORA
(Punjab) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I welcome
the introduction of the Delhi Rent Control
(Amendment) Bill, 1988. But the Bill, as it
stands, has certain lacunae. I feel that all the
loose ends have not yet been tied up. I wonder

if the recommendations of the L. K,
Jha
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Committee Report No. 11 of 1978 and
the National Commission on Urbanisa-
tion, which  submitted its report in 1987,
have been considered before bringing this
amending Bill. If these have been consi-
dered, I am wondering why the rent of Rs.
3500/- per month has been taken as the
minimum rent because Jha's report had
suggested Rs. 15C0J- and the National

Commission on Urbanisation had recom-
mended not an amount, but suggested
that any house which had an area of

more than 80 square  metres should be
exempted from the Rent Control Act.
To my mind, the limit of Rs. 35001- is
excessive. | was looking at some of the
papers the other  day and I found that there
has been a public auction of a house in
Maharani Bagh where the reserve price is Rs.
70 lakhs and the rent of that is Rs. 3200|-
per month. That  House has been rented by
Modi's and they have also sent a public notice
saying that anybody who is going to bid for
it should realise that this house is with
them and that their company i$ not
likely to increase that rent. As has been
mentioned earlier, today it is difficult to
say who is the landlord and who is a tenant.
Therefore, the terms lessor and the lessee
appear to be more correct to define it.
Therefore, 1 feel that the limit of Rs. 1500- as
suggested by Shri L. K. Jha's report is pos-
sibly more appropriate than Rs. 3500-.
Now, the Commission on  Urbanisation
had suggested that the rent of the
various houses should be increased to
compensate the owners for the cost of
living index having gone up during the
preceding years. They made the base year as
1974. 1t has been suggested that from 1974 to
1986, the owner should be com pensated 50
per cent and after 1986, he should be
compensated 100 per cent. If that happens,
then any house which was let out at R3
1500]- and if the owner of that house is
given the compensation ol even 50 per
cent, it would be fetching
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300 per cent more rent. It has been suggested
in this Bill that after 3 years the increase
should be 10 per cent. It would be more
equitable if it was made 15 per cent.

If it is decided that the limit should be more
than Rs. 1500/-, then I suggest that those
people who have rented their houses in 1974
or before that should get compensation or they
should get enhanced rent. Only after adding
the additional rent or compensation, it should
be brought up to what it should have been had
the owner been getting the additional rent.
That would compensate him for the price rise
or the cost of living index. If this is not done,
then the bouses which have been rented
before 1974 or during the last 10 years will
not get any increase and the owners are going
to be damned for ever. They are already dam-
ned in any case.

As far as commercial property is con-
cerned, I had suggested an amendment. 1 feel
that commercial property shoukl not come
under the Rent Control Act There should be
no limit laid down.. Most of the commercial
properties are really in the hands of big
corporation or big business people and that is
why 1 recommend that any commercial
property should not have any limit. If you do
want to have a limit, then please confine that
limit, to tenants or the lessees who have a
turnover of more than Rs. 50 lakhs a year.

3.00 P.M.

But my own suggestion is that in order to
make it equitable for everybody, commercial
property should be taken out of this Rent
Control Bill.

Finally, I would like to reiterate that as far
as the residential property is concerned. The
limit should be made Rs. 2,000. Rs. 3,500 is
excessive as most of the Members Lave
mentioned  already,  otherwise, some
allowance should bo made for those people
who rented ihei*
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property long time ago, and it should be then
brought into account that if they were to get
10 per cent or 15 per cent rent, over a period
of 15 years it will become more than Rs.
2,0001-, and then that limit could be
increased. Otherwise, Rs. 1500 would be
better. And I would reiterate again that the
commercial property should be taken out.
Thank you.

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA (Rajasthan) :
Mr. Vice-Chairman Sir, I rise to suppoit this
Delhi Rent Control (Amendment) Bill, 1988.
Sir, the tenant-landlord relationship from days
immemorial is very complicated. It is more
complicated than even the mother-in-law and
daughter-in-law relationship because...

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DBSAI) : Who is mother-in-law ?

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA : ... in spite
of best of relationship, we find all over the
world that, in fact, tenants are never happy
with the landlords or the house-owners, and
the house-owners are never happy with the
tenants.

Sir, I must say at the outset that the objects
and reasons suggested by the Government are
absolutely right and most-needed. They have
been needed for a long time. But, Sir, we have
to be very careful. I am happy that most of
our Members have supported this Bill in the
name of poor house-owners. But, we have to
be careful and we have to take care of the
poor tenants also. What are we really going to
achieve by this ? We have to make sure that
in this process we do not hurt the poor tenants
who are also living there for ages. There is no
doubt that we need more houses. There is no
doubt the Government has to give a very
serious thought as to how do we develop the
concept of more houses in our country. In
this process of new policy, as I
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said earlier, we have to be extremely careful.
Here, 1 would like to mention a few points.
Delegation of power to the Controller for
fixing the standard rent is okay. We must
formulate a full-fledged policy or guidelines
so that the Controller does not become all
powerful. And corruption comes into the
picture again when he goes on putting any
kind of rent as required by the landlords
because this will lead to an unending
corruption in the Controller's office. Referring
to Amendment 3—sub-clause (b) of Clause
3—1I suggest the construction cost and if pos-
sible the land price basis may be publicly
mentioned every quarter or half yearly for the
information of everybody because unless we
do that, it will be impossible for them to have
this pricing which will go on. Again the
parties concerned bhould not have a complete
freedom of fixing up the prices. Then, Sir, the
automatic increase in rent every three years is
good and it is a good amendment. I would like
to say as the other Members have pointed out
that 10 per cent inflation is not abnormal in
three years. But this increment cannot go on
for all times to come. We cannot go on
incrteasing by 10 times over a period of 30
years or 40 years because basically the cost of
the land and the cost of the building which
was incurred some 40 years ago docs not
really mean or does not demand that the
landlord must get about 4 or 5 times the rent
after 30 years or 40 years. Wc must be careful
on this point. Otherwise, a lime might come
when it will be impossible for the poor tenant
to continue in that house. It is, therefore, I
suggest that after seven or ten increments, as
in the services where the increments are not
earned for the whole life, there is a limit after
which the increments stop, there should be no
more increases. So, we must think on these
lines. Then, Sir there should be a special rate
of Income. tax on the money* received by
way of rent. This is coming in the way of
the
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house building activity because it is taken
as an unearned income and so the taxes are
very heavy on this. If some consideration
is given...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) : There is no difference
now. Every income is unearned income.

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA I hank
you for the correction, Sir. If a special
consideration is given on this income by
the F'inance Ministry through your Minis
try, Madam, it will probably help tne
construction of more buildings without
affecting the poor tenant or the poor
landlord and this will also help to cneck
the evasion of taxes by building owners.
Madam............ (Interruptions). Mrs. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, I think that the rate of
15 per cent interest on unpaid rent is
not enough in my opinion. If we really
want to help the house owners, in this
ease I would support the house owners,
we must increase this interest by a penal
rate of 24 or 30 per cent because the
rents must be paid in time by everybody
concerned, all the tenants. Then, Sir, the
payment by money orders is a good pro
vision. That should be really followed.
Then, Sir, about the tenancy system, 1
woidd like to say that all houses, inclu
ding those taken by the Government and
public sector enterprises should be vacated
after the lease comes to an end. There
are a number of cases where they have
taken the houses on lease for 20 or 30
years, but there also most unfortunately
there is no sanctity, and they  do not
vacate the houses. They go to the rent
controllers and try not to release the
houses at the whims of individual officers.
That must Eo, Now, one point has been
raised by most of the hon. Members and
that is that at present under the provi
sions of the Bill only the houses of the
Government aervantQ are eligible to be
vacated. I would like to say that the
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cases of poor ex-M.Ps,, ex-MLAs cmd ex-
Ministers, public workers etc. should also
be included there.

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) : That means every-
body.

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA . What-
ever social workers or whosoever can come
within the jurisdiction of this Bill, they
should be included because they are equally
needing the houses when they do not
continue as MPs, MLAs or Ministers.

Sir, this Bill does not cover the coui-
mercil and office premises. That ulso should
be looked into because a number of
commercial offices are also lying in the
same position for a number of years as the
dwelling houses.

Now, Ram Awadhesh Singhji and an-
other lady Member made a point that the
decision must be taken within six months. I
think it is a very short time. The decision
must be taken in a leasou-able time. In a
democracy I do not think six monthsi is
enough. Reasonable time may be given. I
think we can put the limit to three years.
But you must give
time to the tenant to geta new house.
At the moment, for a poor tenant it is
impossible to get a new house if only a
time of six months is given.

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) : Even after six months

it is impossible for him to get a house.

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA : Itis
impossible.

Now another point was made oy Ram
Awadhesh Singh and General sahib,
namely, reducing the figure to Rs. 1000 or
Rs. 1500, as recommended by the Jha
Committee. In the Bill Rs. 3,500 has been
put as the basis We are talkings about
poor house owners, It a house owner is
poor, that means his house it
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[Shri Santosh Bagrodia] small, or the rent
is not Rs. 3500-, Obviously, the rent is lower.
Similarly, have we taken care to see as to
who lives in those houses ? It is the poor
people. These houses are given to tenants
who are equally poor themselves. They
cannot afford even Rs. 1000 rent. For them it
will be a great blow if they have to leave the
house as tenant. This limit of Rs. 3500
relates to houses in today's context, because
there was no such rental of Rs. 3500 ten
years earlier, even in Delhi. So, this relates to
new constructions. Our idea is to develop
housing and encourage housing activity. So |
would suggest that this limit should be
inereasec to Rs. 5000[- without affecting the
polic) of the Government.

With these words I thank you for thi
opportunity given to me to speak on thi: Bill.
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g1 K oafl v B owww 9
FW & grefar  owefadr vaew

qga ¥ WWwQT ¥ 4g AT FEN

gwdg fag v & W 5 3500
& ®| oW TE OToAr wEme
T 1500 ® F fag #yw an
oY BT 1982 § oy foeE
41 9t f5 1500 ®, Fww =fw
¥ guadl § fe 6 ad fig g a7
¥ sk agg & fafsa  Fow
R & W@ Wl 3 g 4@
TR gAR war I 3w
T, e ARl qEHT 3500
T

UF AT gRTEr AT | S
T o4t wEH AR i awgdr g fw
Tfey atw  wE

o o

f& s
W Undwa ofars F o W
1€ are Wi wfgu. faedn
S T § agr wfuw ¥ w§ g,
afvr Tam  gyfww ¢ wwtiga
e Madmwr gfenm &1 mwerr
FECO WiH oF B § wEA
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q ggm v & owm  AfrEw
T ogwE f M@ A @R W
AT [A AT AY FFA § AN
AR g B A swr Am
At g @ wmbas ofas @
a7 won afgy, @few @1 9@
FAZAMA Z IAR B4 AT FT WS
gt wifor ag ¥ sl fa
ST @A § IER T gL afed
st gquer faelt §9mwr §W wam
FT gFy 7 SwEm fag oo
Towy oA 7 sy faw o=y
swq £ fe agr wifige ofwms
WY ¥ @ <fafmw ofmm W &
g ©iz werm & g e
AT AT & wT ft & wEsr O
CEC B R S o 1 R
afwr wfsr = &

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGESH
DESAI) : That you can leave. There are

another areas where commercial are separate.

That you can do.

st g fwad &
gt 5 4% =w oww T faar
AT awar @, wowimga e Wrdu
T AT HAT fRAT W wwar 2.

o st fag wder ST wy
frag = &% @ & wwlmre
ufear 2 73 o wims 7@ 2 &
A FEA AWM W F AT A
AFF 7 E W 4 wEd
am 3t i wmfwgas ofer 2
IAFT AAFT AT FIT ar ug
7% Al WM AT #difEm AT
T W, aTART T9AEz graz fas

7T gifFEz g Gw SRR
i @hE § TR0 wraimEe afar
# 3w @A wE fawar § o
41 FAE g ¥ 30 ¥, TEMET
%z famar & @mw ¥ wedr §
Z At modt famefy & e dar
qorar E #EiE 4F a A gw
qrw ®W OFEr oS @ g, afEw
THI avF FWE WrE  fafar
Fzr Jr Er g A IHEr A g
T sEE

sfmet Wi feaad @ smar
At g &G . wa ot 9U w7
ErIT 79 g9 39 fw fra avg & ewar
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGESH
DESAI) : By this provision, the commercial

ones are benefited because the same limit is
there.

SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI . Yes,
the same thing is for them.

ot T gmaw fag . wET &
% fau o "wEr S

& fau o g=r wT@ O Z 0 W@ ar
TET T AT FEwE WE @
7 f& 10 afrma ¥ s
Far g Wifgw ... (S@AE@)
¥ g ag am w7 W 41 fw
s ST AT AT Gl 2, A7 e
ST & gaw! o1 wrE A ary fawAw
i 4 wwaa afgw, a3 fasa
Far® & Wi a2 @nr £ fawr
UF #1 9T & AT IAA 4% WA
5 T AT TAd gEA A
Frfmr F7 & f& M0 W1 A9
@ YT TAR H1 WAEAEX  gHA
f&g7 & uF a1 d4mT 3 F
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[sfraefr el Freed]
a1 5 9@ dv gae aw #
WEZT | gAY waaqd a@r a1 % oaw
I8 AWI AT WEEZ AE0 FA
qMEA | ST AG A EAT T
fFoar & awar & FAFT Aowadr
FH F FH  ZTAE AT A
ZET | gEfan o7 wTRaT W1 2w
agt & frwaer gw gg sifoaore 7
I AT AT FT g

qrEFAT
3 AET € AT WA @ "M

2

ST EIEA Ad F, IS0 o A0 92T
g ifs STHT W 9ver A2 aweny
W AT A AT FFAN ATA
& fau wwr @)

gt A% €@vsE Tz T A
g Wt (6) ¥ Wy wWasaz
fFar & 0 wft aF W@ www oar
e ufqoa a1, fagsr =7 @7
T 10 ofgorw  fHar 7
v gw fEsr dr 3F "me
1 A T 4T, FART W
" ostear wgAr ar s fafms
AT g 47 oswd aemee
TAT AR I EgA dE g
a7 THfeo  IAW gWa U Aar
T we 2 fF a4 10 wfawe
gC AR A ¥ A 42 fwemr
frdsw fwar s @wa 2 o&ie
& #umdl & gz EFeE A
dgars ¥ HOT FT AT FAGE
& gr a1 gaw  fafEye
AT wAT FATC FHT, oAr K owrA
FOH FAA F |

T s fag et
#IF wfew , ag ww WA T EA07

[RAJYA SABHA]
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sitadt sgfaa fozad: @ 41
OF] AffERT &

arae W fag adee
aff, feaim 1975 & WA
¥ w3, 3a% FT A ErmY

sitafa wigfam fsraf: oz @t
2 g frlr ww ¥ @z [T
wFT 2 ... @7 W Fr f{TEr
= wigs g & T #0w H—
T wiw A Fwafg F S 9@ AT
TFI E | R IE TAS QAT T,
wg wasdz g ot oweEw
faz st  war  sfir Sl
o f5 AfefemaT §1 a4 30
@ e &7 a% WE ¥ A
£ f5 ax g7 AfEfeees Tt
¢ Hw ara @ 1 zatag
7z wg mr g fr % fr owae
Aifafedors UM, TWAT HIAT
STy wdt W1 %y @ Far ¥
qra g @ie ai H O g
¥ aw  9g  gdse | wAL
F far «orr & @Ed W
Affzfepas Wt a1 & 7 %F
mdr § f& @R @R & A
AT A 2

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) : What the House would
like to know is whether these three years will
start from the date assent is given by the
President or after you issue the notification.

SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI
After the notification.



361 Delhi Rent Control [30 AUG. 1988]

(Amd.)Bill, 1988 362

THE VICE-CHAIRIVMN (SHKi s . . .
JAGESH DESAI) : Suppose you issue the FETI{?:& =g 2 TTF o2 "9EF
notification after six months, then what will @& ¥y TS ot "{F qEAT %'

happen ?
AR CACREE . C Qe s
At dgfe fewad  guafie 3, T a7 gwd feqr 3 a;a

T weft ¥ o9t gmEy w9 F ogm oHy
(s zema)

B TWH a® T e s 8,
W OwT A Saww fear 2 —uan-
fRdT % fag s fefew adem
¥ s 7y mifewe maeds
T ER el A A wewa A
Wl—sfrr St stw F@ur AT
S & A I Afe 9T} 7 faem
1 o ¥ wiw frrr @, &
AT W g fRouw mifgwe

T (fwat) A Besn: ag

T TN 8 b & o

NGRS T

T A o Asey an TEIT

- T R FT 30 gm@d feur sy

| PlEE A awn g,
faftedt & oeve

JAGESH DESALI :CHAIRMAN (SHRI

JAGESH DESAI) : What about poorer
tanants which Mr. Bagrodia raised *

wizAe #7 foar § & frem 4
At w R § mfwa fwar sy
RO WAHT 48 A5 8 5 ufrafiy
ar g1 SR ag T & f 3
FFACF IW AT fAfEhnT § qiwe
AT TR T FFT ) a4g ST
UF a9 SRia T % fao fear aar
2 qifs S ¥ w79 wHwT e ElLy
aﬁts&rﬁﬁf‘waﬁ%f*wé‘r
WA & AT AT 9 W o1 9T 3
FMN ANT AT vAF a@ ITA
T F OIAT AW AT g2 @
MZ | AN FE WIAT AFT AFT w9
Al 15, 3% (97 93 g9 srdfta
BT A1 A E | WA W wg
fre sa®1 @ frod o @ g,
TV R ITF A0 o g sy
9ER AT N w@ET 9T, fegEr
Z=az fFar wmr ar, waEr o9t ug
g% grrt % {67 & 98 vam 5 v
g ¥R 3ad deae ¥ fqu war

TER 19y ﬂmq'q kgt ] “',a',}
(R 2wz fag) : sv o ot gu
T W At o oqwr 2

At Wgfan ferad o wn
HIET T OF quwaz § 5wy ade
& AT IAR AT qaT frar § oy
¥ e ¥ 317 gue T/ A
ofge suar @ TEAT &1 § e
TR ¥ T A W€ 14-1(x)
T o v 3y ot
TU &5 1 gy 4%z 97 77 gw
fear & dat v 7 W@t T2 2 10
T 8% g7l @2 g0 fF o) croed
Tz T & A7 ¥ WA § T gE
e ft 1z Afrr & w8
W TF e g fE gy oy
1958 ¥ fREI awt gqrar
AT FEA AT FN qurEe qEig
FataT ar, FE 7 owF A4 FY oy
AT 990 TG AW A% ¥ x|
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[efrny sivafer Freas]
UHT WEIT a9t AR A0 AT
fva & a1 st St w9t glaT 2
@ 10 ¥ TF T FT I gHiAC
Fiforwr %t wfr & B 10 @t #7 gAwY
gz A 91F qifw 7 moaT AT A
FL GH | TEA AT qATT AR AT
T w9 qmy & AT fHuaa

aﬁ.lomaﬁmﬁﬁﬁ T
g w1 ez Fr A 7 Afaar A&
nﬁa&argﬂmwwﬁa

a?i,

g’rm&nﬂi#?aﬁzraa?fm
gifaw 27 Wi & errf%arafarr
ofefedr g=u7 Zr w17 )

UF Hrg gad gER war 2 T

15 9%z IRz geH m FI,
&z me T oy Tz Eay wafam
Ot arfs glow s &1 a9 o7
Reerar frer) & ardr < g A £
&% za¥ F.§ am a7 FEA A A5
gt | swET fag o o gTa wE

fawelt &1 4 mqrr*a‘rrrar*‘m
A At Argien § S o
WY TAXTH F2AT AT 2, @F 57,
g ®1 N7 wFTT F G99 Sqrad |
ot gATdr wiferwr Az & fF 2y e
¥ @t gw wew gfwfwdz & ai-—ge
& AW H AT FTT F AT § ATHA
St drad afew weer & dama A

[RAJYA SABHA]

|
|

|
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fe gmt ax ov ww W & T
fergrata & w7 a1 &7 OF WETT
fadr =md faw st 1 =1 o )
adl Toer grafam arfrl feer
firs frar qar 91 s ag WA
ar femrm 2vdft, gatd @ wfaw 2
iMaardt % arg fF gq s awmw
It F oarrary frgeta § OWR
atx dwi & 7 faw ow w2 afew
dar g7 foad fzads Wi, FEade
dag awwe w A% fawd «td
¥ e 4 Pt ¥ s Biv 92 )
7z gardr o § faad wasedew
& & qumdr gar¢ Tt 78 & Foew
T w5 aefaamm & g€ 2
¥ gTIw 7 g it grn e oag
I7 wASER AT AT W

st ww ww faww o SE0E,
gEma-faarare & art # #x Far
W, & . @
oty sivgfiom fraad < H3 aatat
fr m feeeft % %2t 0f 31 W@
FYE qAT UFE qE AN @ £ A
Sz 1 §yAl TETEa iz g
oFT |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
GESH DESAI) : So much dscussion was

there on this Bill. It was discussed thre-
adbare.

wiwet sfaer T @ 5 gmrr av
AT 8 ¥ WI9q v g=T4T & AT
Ty faar wmT o

st difaay feeed 0 & oo
g 9% § #@i i § ) A swaa fam
St & wal ar 5 oww oAAtw #—-
House built by tenanls have been ex-

" cluded.
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3 -z T 2 En ;"-‘m ] of its ac‘:tivitie.s, the_n, notv&iithstanding
T {ﬂfﬂﬁﬂqrrjzr g T 1 e s
BRET g AN IS R Fe w17 Tréde zer w1 wie Afad
Rl arAT WE §, Latag ag @A

f ~ EqT TE FT AG4AT qE g1 OAAq
a7 9 m“quREET ZgT 59 FEAT T8 % f5 “fez”’ T ETﬁ
aifs dtn o 7f 7 T IS | g i g, afeq @ giveds o ¥
mwm'{qﬂmm% T TIEr =Tt wSr F 4 ey st
g q FT “-% \ THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-
GESH DESAI): She will inform vou
oft o o @ Ag@E, & #HAT afterwards.

Wt O, R o W OMEE | oo oten feved : wom
T A AW WG N AT g form ag 2 5 grefET
"R g f R W W | e o e v o

¥ ar, wfET og IEEY FLTl il -
Ric oo TS SO @ & AT ST A qHT a7 g
T G H W AT | o e qffrfer ot s
ARG R T SR g
Private trusts I hope will not exclude the ‘ ’

worthwhile activities of charitable trusts. I | Ef‘q’ﬂ' T ﬁFIIT RN S

want to understand what the hon. Minister o (;ﬂq@) TS m :
means by 'private trust'. W, 91 atq =1 AT ST FEAT
- =tga & s faww ¥ wgar e

AR #y ag alad  wor wew

. A1 71 & 5 oir ofsew
mm‘iﬁf ﬁ%ﬂﬁqtﬁﬁﬂm AT S zﬂ & Ewﬁgj

T A, WA W T ﬁ?m Tt a ‘ It is not necessary that it should be a Muslim

trust or a trust for Hindus or atrust for
‘it l_iil il ﬂ@ o faw jﬁ Christians.
fawedt & amg¥ o v faar smg

sy wvghe fread  ag wiaist
ad &, Awwa 22 ¥ &\ ofudl @

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI IA-GESH
& DESAI): Provided it is a public trust.
Srawreaer (off smw Fand) : ag o
far @t fas foeeir & famw & . SRS
frm g g  oftaw & 3fafee
st dgfen feaad gz ar | v fAg @Ad W% AR
T 225 & | gE ag atauts — wiay A% @ T4fer f&gr aQmaT
aligq ]
"Where the landlord in respct of any
premises in any company or other body
corporate or any e local authority or any
public institution and the premises are
required for the use of employees of such
landlord or in the case of a public
institution, for furtherance
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DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA HEPTUL
LA

faadr 1 ass &
: Naturally
vaturally - g e

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI jAG-
ESH DESAI): It is a public trust.

DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA HEPTLL-LA :
But that word is not there. So, it bus to be
very clearly mentioned.

AT ag w0 5w w4 agea
AT W F AT IATT qATHATE 2
1T qAT T AT AT AHGAT TF ATT
AT 91T F | /(L IAHT 98 97 AT
Frfgw |

#1 (AT ) s wEHy I a4
TF% ATEF AT FTAIT agT @@ |
ITEC G AT glaq & fF ST
a7 A9 Al qfewa & 1 3T
for oaT qLagE 0 S wowa
TEl Al g1 sAafan Iawr uaee
fFar ST

Tlo (%fadY) asAn Fagear : wIE
WA T WAt 1 a8 @ ®@a
2t # war faata W@ faee
F UH  AETd F G4 Fw gylatadl
T glEd @t v F ) F5 ThA ad
5, aga dw ata & |

st (witena) waE waAy ;s
qiEz T 10 AT TAT E TEET
feuar fas 50 woar argare @ g
HOWT T F9 G40 g1 awar @ |
TEF A9F F AT @1 a1 yiewa

=
(<] |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESAI) : Mr. Maulana Azad Mad-your
amendment, Mr. Malaviya?

[RAJYA SABHA]

(Amdt.) Bill, 1988 368

SHRI SATYA PRAKASH MALAVIYA
(Uttar Pradesh) : No.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESAI) : I am putting the amendment moved
by Shri Satya Prakash Malaviya for reference
of thj Bill to a Select Committee of the Rajya
Sabha, to vote.

The amendment was negatived.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI JA-
GESH DESAI) : I shall now put the
motion moved by Shrimati MohshiaKiJ-

wai to vote. The question is :

"That the Bill further to amend the Delhi
Rent Control Act, 1958, be taken into
consideration."

The motion was adopted .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIA-GESH

DESAI): We shall now take up the clause-
by-clause consideration of the
Bill.

We shall now take up cause 2. There are
six amendments.

Clause 2—Ameddment of section 3

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESAI) : Chowdhary Ram Se wak, are you
moving ?

CHOWDHARY RAM SEWAK : Sir, | am
not moving.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESAI) : Sardar Jagjit Singh Aurora, are you
moving your amendment ?

SARDAR JAGIIT SINGH AURORA :

If she is going to consider my amendment, [
will not move.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI 1A-
GESH DESAI): Mr. Maulaa Asad Mad-ni,
are you moving your amendment?
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Tt (dieat) wew wret:ag AT
frEly aead wHEAT &)
Franae (S wiw I ug
TN anm fan g
uY (wheAt) waw wwd: qE T
qrew #q7 FAAr AT 4T 7E qAAT
IaTeaE (o stAm qag) ;oW
wAzAz AT WY @ 7

[30 AUG. 1938]

sﬁ(:ﬂﬂﬁi) wag weAt: § ar an-
#0AT a1gar § Fifw F dawm W |
gugaas (s amiw dend) o
g It wmA AT fagry

FR (eRgt WAt gagE
fragr a1 %1 &, o aar @ €

off (sbarr) mar weAv o # srgar
i amrarg

ImmareRd (st s Jad) -

g aff 7 aHd |

At (Rtwn) waz wEA o oney
gRzss ¥ qR ¥ ot a8 a0
g TaAr 39 7 7 ale &)

 Qowavme (o wiw ¥ ¢
IR ot a wr waw faor
s wirer & wre wiEr qtdw A
A @ F I )

off (starw) sag wAAV: FAT B
FAFIE IT AT W WA q AL
EAEC AR TIEI G C I LU O <
9T FET FF A AT 90y o

Jgawrean (st wm ¥ers) -

oz T & Awar 3
2465 RSS/28-24

|

AT
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=t (dtarn)  wmz wIA oW
agi fasmt 417 Qs FXT ST M0

SRR {4 nin &mfv)
iaaﬁraﬁt#l zmv%rtrq-aﬂﬁrzrl

ot (RYerar) w@a Ay o AgE, §
f‘mﬁafa?r dmgs §u A g -—

65 -2 9%, 4 4 F qEAK
freafafax wrrenfa frar o,

) fzaaﬁ o g
fedr @i 33w wefy - w8

[ grEaERy (o wdw @) -

T A wRy WA § R

oy (dern)  oreR wER o oseEd
g oug 2 O oAl # am
g% ¥ g ¥ WA # fawd
¥ waUs AT ATFE R FURY
RTat ¥9T H AFAT PR § 1 qY
qardr g & WATH 4 graw i
iy T T U g & At

Bt & qwemra € i AR ¢

Taare a8t g1 ot 31 mE q9%
i famlt @i A3 % g3 § wa
Al & AT Y 3 % aftwd F wrad
¥ ® § 9g AN T g AW §
adt 8@ W IT ¥ A g 4
FP-aE AIE  AETER FEAT AT
:ra-[fv:qr Fr g 3 wiwr W H
gwAa § aF axde &F A ¥ @
qrq‘sﬁﬁ?mr &) odr qea § gEw
nadEd AT AT g (FrEa)

grawews (N i ywd) o owy
it wwar T Y, WHAIT F
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)y (wysrar) wey mEet . um
arq A1 qF AL (THEEE)  HAA
AEA AT AT TE FEA 3T

FumAmas (st sme aa)
Al AT WO AW g g oA
7 o1 w7

it (grarar) e WAl A
gz ¥ v 47 wemar ZTOAA T
7 a&TA Awd T |

wrmAt wgfam femad @ a5 g9
A fA g e ANa fwoorE
T A AT FIAT &
THE VICE-CRMRMAN (SHRI i\-GESH

DESAI): Are you withdrawing the
amendment ?

SHRI (MAULANA) ASAD MAD-NI
Yes.

The amendment (No. 6) was, by leave,
withdrawn.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESALI) : I shall now put clause 2
to vote.

The question is :

"That clause 2 stand part of '.he Hill."
The motion was adopted.

Clause 2 was added to the Bill

Clauses 3 to 8 were added to the Bill.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-GESH
DESAI) . We now take up clause 9. There are
amendments by Chowdhaty Ram Sewak.
Shrimati Pratibha Singh, Dr. (Shrimati)
Najma Heptulla, Shri Jaswanl Singh and the
Minister.

Clause 9 : Insertion of new Sections UB
and UC,

[RAJYA SABHA |

(Amdt.) Bill, 1988 3R

sfrat wfamt faR o onedr oft A

U T AMMEA T g s fae #

SHAET  gegaTR AT 21T RO
sorrr fazsr weEr 20
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA

GESH DESAI): Shrimati Najma Heptu-lla.
Are you withdrawing ?

DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA HEPTULLA-
LA : Naturally, I am withdrawing. But I
would like it to be brought on record that we
bother about it.

SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAIL : Sir,
I move :

8. That at page 4, after line 10, the
following be inserted, namely :—

"14C.(1) Where the landlord is a retired
employee of the Central Government or of
the Delhi Administration, and the premises
let out by him are required for his own
residence, such employee may, within one
year from the date of his retirement or
within a period of one year from the date of
commencement of the Delhi Rent Control
(Amendment) Act, 1988, which ever is
later, apply to the Controller for recovering
the immediate possession of such
premises,"

9. That at page 4, line 11, for the
figure, letter and bracket "14C(I)'
the figure and bracket "(2)" be
substituted.

10. That at page 4, line 17, the words
"let out by him" be deleted.

11. That at page 4, line after the word,
bracket and figure "sub-section (1)"
the words, bracket and figure "or sub-
section (2)" be inserted.

12. That at page 4, after line 21, the

following be inserted, namely :

"14D. (1) Where the landlord is a
widow and the nremtses let out bv
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her, or by her husband, are requir- I
ed by her for her own residence, |
she may apply to the controller for
recovering the immediate
possession of such premises.

(2) Where the landlord leferred to
in sub-section (1) has let out more
than one premises, it shall be open
to her to make an application under

that sub-section in respect of any
gne of the premises chosen
y

them."

The question was put and the motions
was adopted.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-
GESH DESAI; : The question is:

The clause 9, as amended, was added to
the Bill.

7 he motion was adopted.

Clause 9. as
the Bill.

amended, was added to

Clause 10 : Amendment of Section 19

SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI ;  Sir,
I moi'c

16. "That at page 4, line 24, after the
figure and letter "14C" the figure and
letter "14©" be: inserted."

The question was put and the motion
was adopted.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-
GESH DESAI): The question is :

That clause 10, as amended,
6tanr» part of the Bill.

The motion was adopted.

Clause 10, as amended, was added
to the Bill.

Chases 11 and 12 weif. added to the

[ 30 AUG 1988 ]
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}. Clause 13 : Amendment of Section 25B
SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWALI : Sir,
1 move:

17. "That at page 4, line 38, after the figure
and letter "14C", the words, figure and letter-
"or under section 14D" he inserted.

The question was put and the motions were
adopted.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA-
GESH DBSA1) : The question is.

That Clause 13, as amended, stand oart of the
Bill.

The Motion was adopted. Clause. 13,
as amended, was added to the Bill.

the Bill.
Clause 18 : Amendment of Section 438.

SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI :
move—

Clauses 14 to 17 were added to

Sir, 1

19. "That at page 5, line 21, the words,
figures and letters "or sections 14A, 14B or
14C" be deleted."

The question was put and the motion was
adopted.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-ESH
DESALI) : The question is:

That Clause 18,, as amended,
of the Bill.

The motion was adopted.

sttuid part

Clause
Bill.

Clause 19 : Amendment of Section 49.
SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI

Sir, I move :

20. "That at page 5, line 24, for the words,
bracket and figures "In sub-section (3) of section
49 of the Principal Act," the words and figure "in
section .49 at the Principal Act, be- s-ulntftia-ed."

18, as amended, was added as the
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21. That at page 5, after line 27, the
following be inserted, namely :—

"(b) for the words and figures "section 32 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898", the
words and figures "section 29 of the Code oc
Criminal Procedure, 1973" shall be
substituted."

22. "That at page 5, line 28, for the
bracket and letter "(bV the bracket and
letter "(c)" be substituted."

The questions were put and the motions were
adopted.

THE VICE CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-ESH
DESAI): The question is—

*That Clause 19, as
part of the Bill.

amended, stand

The motion was adopted. *Clause 19, as
amended, was added to the Bill.
* Clause 20 was added to the Bill.

Clause 1 Short title and Commence-
ment.
SHRI JASWANT SINGH : Sir, 1

move—

2. That at page 1, for lines 5-6, the
following be substituted, namely :—

"(2) It shall come into force atonce."

Mr. Vice-Chairman, despite the honourable
Minister's ~ assurance about  gazette
notification making this effective, I would like
to share with her, through  you, the totally
unacceptable aspect of the executive,
exercising a veto on the legislative will. To
find out precedents of enactments of
Parliament which  the executive, by
non-issuance of gazette notifications, has
held up, T referred one week ago to the
Reference Section of the Library to give me
information as to how many Bill?, how many
Act as, have been enacted by Parliament,
because if gazette notification
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has not been issued, the legislative will is
being defeated by an executive veto. Here
is the reply from the Reference Section
which they could give me :

"As regards Central Acts no infor-
mation is available either in the records of
the I-ok Sabha Secretariat or  with the
Ministry of Law, Legislative De-
partment. The Legislative Department
have, however, stated that such an in-
formation is not collected by them in a
consolidated form as the enforcement of a
law is the concern of the individual
Ministry to whom the subject-mitter of the
law pertains."

I pursued this matter further and two
examples are given to me: The Hire Purchase
Act of 1972 and the Wakf Amendment Act
of 1984. These two pieces of enactment by
Parliament are pending because the necessary
gazette notification has not been issued. Ido
not, for a moment, disbelieve the Honourable
Minister's statement

that she has  every
intention of bringing this piece of
legislation into force; 1 would

nevertheless draw  her attention to an
existing anomaly. That is why I am
moving this amendment and I want a
specific assurance from the honourable
Minister to the effect that as soon as the
Presidential assent is given, this will become
an Act and that the Parliament's will will not
be defeated by an executive veto.

The question was proposed

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) . He is right. What he says
is rght. So, if you can give an asiu-rance, that
will be all right.

sirat Wigrean fwgad o a9 Al
qE E;T U.Ufr;ﬂ fagr 2 fm  THE!

&7 W ag A wgTHew F |
ordr  Arfefeimm ¥ El qEEml

AUl



377 Aircraft (Amdt.)
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGESH

DESAI) : The anxiety of the House is there
and the anxiety is that immediately after it is
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is the anxiety.

That

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGESH
DESAI) : It should be done immediately.
Now, has Mr. Jaswant Singh the leave of the
House to withdraw his amendment ?

The amendment (No. 2) was, by leave,
withdrawn.

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
JAGESH DESAI) : Mr. Ram Sewak, ,ire you
moving your amendment ?

CHOWDHARY RAM SEWAK : No, Sir.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGESH
DESAI) ; Now, I shall put clause 1 to
vote.

The question is

'That clause 1 stand Part of the

Rill."
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The motion was adopted. Clause |
was added to the Bill

The Enacting Formula and the Title

were added to the Bill.
SHRIMATI MOHSINA KIDWAI
Sir, I beg to move ;

"That the Bill, as amended, be passed".

The question was put and the motion was
adopted.

The Vice-Chairman (Shri Satya  Prakaslh

Malviya)0 in the Chair.

Aircraft (Amendment) Bill, 1988

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SATYA
PRAKASH MALAVIVA) : Now, we shall
take up the Aircraft (Amendment) Bill,
1988. Yes, Mr. Shivraj Patil.

THE MINISTER OF STATE OP

| THE MINISTRY OF CIVIL AVIA

TION AND TOURISM (SHRI SHIVRAJ
PATIL) ; Sir, this is a very simple
amending Bill ..(Interruptions) ........c..c.c.....

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SATYA
PRAKASH MALAVIYA)
Order, order, please. Yes, Mr. Minister.

SHRI SHIVRAJ PATIL : Sir, this is a very
simple amending Bill. It proposes to make the
offence congnizable. Now the offence is not
cognizable. It proposes! to enhance the
punishment from three months to one year
and the line from one thousand rupees to two
thousand rupees. This punishment will be
imposed on those persons who would commit
ihe offence within a radius of 10 km. from the
airport.

Now, Sir, this is a very very simple
amending Bill The purpose of making this
amendment isto  see that the law



