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I also have a stronger voice than you.
Mr. Jha. (Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): So far-as the
point raised by Mr. Shiva Chandra
Jha is concerned, he is not opposing
in the sense that he wants an improve-
ment. And Mr. Kalyanasundaram has
alsg not opposed the introduction.
Under rule 67 you can only oppose the
introduction. If you have g sugges-
tion, that is for the Government to
consider. Sq far as the technical
point raised by Mr. Era Sezhiyan that
the Bill should be circulated two days
before is concerned, the rule is there.
I do not know what the practice has
been. But there is no yiolation aof the
rules, And the Chair cannot help in
that, So far as the technical point of
Financial Memorandum is concerned,
I leave this question open for the con-
sideration stage. 'The hon. Minister
can look into this aspect whether a
Financial Memorandum is required,
and if the Government feels that a
Financial Memorandum is required,
that lacuna can be covered. If she is
of the opinion that no Financial Memo-
randum is required, in that case, she
can reply to that point at the stage
of consideration., Now, you please in-
troduce the Bill.

SHRI SHRIDHAR WASUDEO
DHABE (Maharashtra): Two days’
notice is very essential. Sir, you can
direct the Minister that in future such
notice shauld be given,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): The rule about
two days notice is only after the in-
troduction and not before the intro-
duction, In that case, there will be
no vialation of the rules whereas the
general practice of giving copies to the
Members before two days should be
followed as far as possible. But the
Chair cannot help in that. There is
no vialation of the rules.

Bill, 1980
The question is:

“Trat leave be granted to intro-
duce g Bill further to amend the
Working Journalists and Other
Newspaper Employees (Conditions
of Service) and Miscellaneous Pro-
visions Act, 1855.”

The motion was adopted,

SHRIMATI RAM DULARI SINHA:
Sir, I introduce the Bill

THE HIGH COURT AT BOMBAY

(EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION TO

GOA, DAMAN AND DIU) BILL,
1980—Contd,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIL
DINESH GOSWAMI). Now, we g£0
to the High Court at Bombay (Exten-
sion of Jurisdiction to Goa, Daman
and Diu) Bill, 1980. Shri Sibte Raz.

SHRI SYED SIBTE RAZI (Uttar
Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir...

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN (Tamil
Nadu): Sir, may I rise on a point of
order?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI):  But the Mem-
ber is on *his legs. Let him complete.

AN HON. MEMBER: Sir, where is
the Law Minister?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): The Law
Minister has informed that he is busy
in the Lok Sabha. Therefore. Mr.
Shivraj Patil is taking the charge of
the Bill. And I have permitted him
to do S0,

SHRI SYED SIBTE RAZI: Mr.
Vice-Chairman, Sir, there has been a
good deal of talk about the law’s delay
and a huge backlog of pending cases

-+ in our courts of law from the lowest

tg the High Court and from High
Court to the Supreme Court.
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The delay involved in the adminis-
tration of justice is, perhaps, more in
eur country than anywhere else in
the world. Sir, the Chief Justice of
the United States of America made a
remark in 1958 in this regard about
the situation prevailing in his coun-
fry, and I quote:

“Interminable and wunjustifiable
delays in our courts of law are
compromising the basic, legal right
of countless thousands of Ameri-
cans and imperceptibly corroding
the foundations of the constitutional
Government in the United States.”

The same condition, Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, Sir, has come to prevail with
us today. The rate at which our
courts are flooded with the pendency
of cases requireg immediate tackling
_ from the Government gide. Sir, the
- pendehcy 'of cases createg untold mise-
rieg to the litigants. Other problems
are also being created when there
are a large number of pending cases
in the courts. It becomeg very easy
to tamper the witnesses. And due to
human infirmity and weak memory,
it happens sometimesg that the wit-
nesses are not able to give evidence
correctly., Sometimes, deaths occur
and then there is great problem in
the administration of justice and dis-
posal of those cases. In this way it
happens that the real culprits escape
the clutches of law.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the grea-
test cause of the delay in the disposal
of cases is too much work for too
few judges. There are so many other
reasong also as, for instance, delay on
the part of the lawyers and then
there are so many cases where the
Government is involved due to the
bureaucratic set up with the result
that in many cases the Government
hag to approach higher ang higher
courts. Then, Sir, the system of our
law courts is quite procedural, as we
inherited from the British Raj, where
the greatest maxim wag that justice
should not only be done but that it
should also been geen to be done.
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Such a procedure takes a great deal
of time in the disposal of cases, I
would request the Government to
take a very serious view of the situa-
tion. In thig connection I would -like
to place certain figures about the
pendency of cases before the House.
The number of cases pending in the
various High Courts of our country
today is about 6,25,670. If we take
less than one year old cases, they
number 1,76,574. More than one and
lesg than two year old cases number
1,53,138. More than two and less
than three year old cases number
94,881. More than three and less than
four years old cases number 62,473.
More than four and less than five
year old cases number 42,343, More
than five and less than six year old
cases number 28,225, and so on and
so forth. More than nine and les®
than ten year old cases pending in
the various High Courts in the coun-
try are 6,528 and more th)an ten year
old cases pending in our courts are
15,715.

It has been so many times suggested
that our courts should dispose of
cases early. The Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court, Mr. Chandrachud,
has suggested that there should be a
shift system in our courts of law
also. Some people have suggested
that we should have bare-foot judges
who should go to the remote areas
of the country. But the basic thing
that hag to be looked into is the
decentralisation of High Courts and the
Supreme Court, which is very neces-
sary. Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the
need for establishing more and more
separate benches of High Courts in
places other than their principal seats
of functioning is very important, es-
pecially in sprawling States like
Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh
Uttar Pradesh. It is advisable 1
have more additional benches in these¢
States. Likewise, the establishmen
of a separate bench of the Supremu
Court in South India at Bangalore o
Hyderabad is long overdue.

SHRI M. KALYANASUNDARAD
(Tamil Nadu): Why not Madras?
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SHRI SYED SIBTE RAZI: Yes, it
is for the Government to consider.
You may include Madrag also. I am
just trying to express my feelings
that the people are put to great hard-
ships and that it is high time that we
should think jn termg of decentrali-
sation of our courts. I also suggest
it for Madras. Mr. Vice-Chairman,
my request to the Governmesnt as
well as to the Supreme Court is that
they should take a liberal view and
adopt a more generous attitude and
help such decentralisation. Such a
step will not only be in the right
direction but I am confident that such
a step will be in accordance with the
attitude and tune of the people and
the demands of the people. In UP,
there is a consistent and persistent
demand of the people of western re-
gions that a high court bench should
be given to them. I feel that to make
justice available at cheaper cost and
to avoid unnecessary hardships to the
litigants, this demand should be con-
ceded and the Govermment should
give a policy statement about what
the Government thinks about the de-
centralisation of the courts.

With these words I conclude
support the Bill,

and

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: Sir, there
is a technical difficulty; I have al-
ready written to you about it.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): You can raise
it; I have not got the papers.

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: When the
Bill was taken for consideration on
16th February 1981, I raised that ob-
jection that there had been a Presi-
dential recommendation under Article
117(3) obtained by the Government
and published in the Bulletin dated
16th February. I asked them about
the amount involved in the Consoli-
dated Fund of India, and the hon.
Minister of Law said:

“The only thing I want to say is
that no amount is involved so far
as Consolidated Fung iy concerned.

High Court at Bombay [RAJYA SABHA] at Goa, Daman and Diu)

280
Bill, 1980

It is a charged expenditure, It is

the State which spends the money.

Thig does not come under Article

117(3) of the Constitution.*

But already a recommendation was
obtained under 117(3) from the Presi-~
dent and circulated to everybody and it
has been presented to us. But here
the Minister comes before the House
and says that it ig not involved under
117(3) and that the amount ig a charg-
ed expenditure. Sir, the amount is
to be spent out of the Consolidated
Fund, even charged expenditure ha9
to come out oy Consolidated Fund.
Even if they say that it ig charged
expenditure, it is drawn yrom the Con-
solidated Fung and President’s recom-

mendation under Article 117(3) is
obtained.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): What I find

from the printeq report is that Mr.
Shiy Shankar gaid: “I wil} furnish
information on both pointy when 1
reply to the debate.”

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: Because
the hon. Minister has come, I want to
apprise him. Further complication
hag set in because of it. If you see
the Bill, you wil] find clause 10 says:

“The expenditur, in respect of
the High Court at Bombay, includ-
ing the expenditure in respect of
the galaries and allowances of the
Judges, officerg and gervantg of the
High Court shall, as from the
appointed day, be allocated between
the State of Maharashtra and the
Union in such proportion as the
President may, by order, determine.”

That means, according to clauge 10,
there iy going to be something drawm
out of the Consolidated Fund of India
later on. For this, they might have
drawn. I am thinking for the Gov-
ernment itsel? even though the hon.
Minister’s reply hag not been! correct
in regard to this.
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There i ong more thing. There is
clause 10 which, as per my contention,
attractg mentioned i the Financial
Memorandum, The Financial Memo-
randum is silent about clause 10.
Clause 10 concerng withdrawal of
money from the Consolidateg Fund of
India. They are talking of the other
clauses. But thig clause, namely,
clause 10 hag not been indicated in the
Financial Memorandum. Hence, to
this extent, the Financia} Memoran-
dum ig defective. They should have
mentioneqd this in the Financial Memo-
randum. They shoulq have said that
this i going to be the liability on the
Consolidated Fung of India.

“There ig one thing more. I have
not raised this point the other day. It
is further complicated. Here, clause
10 says:

“The expenditure in respect of
the High Court at Bombay, includ-
ing the expenditure in respeet of
the salaries and allowances of the
Judges, officers gnd gervants op the
High Court chall ag from th, ap-
pointeg day, be allocated between
. the State of Maharashtra anq the
"Union in such proportion as the

President may, be order, deter-
mine.”
When you say this is going to be

determined by the President, it i only
the executive which is going to deter-
mine. It is a question of delegating
the authority to the executive. This
is a subordinate legislation. Here, 1
wou'd 1ike to refer to the State of
Nagalang (Amendment) Bill, which
comes in handy ang which ig going
to be taken up for consideration later
on. Here, clause 2 says:

“29A. The allowances and privi-
leges of the Governor of Nagaland
shall, until provision' in that behal?
is made by Parliament by law
under clause (3) of article 158, be
such as the President may, by order,
determine.”

Now. if you gee this Bill, there is a
Memorandum regarding delegated
legislation. Here also, it says:
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“...be such as the President may,
by order determine,”

This leads to a delegated legislation.
In the state of Nagaland (Amend-
ment) Bill, there is a Memorandum
regarding delegated legislation. In the
High Court at, Bombay (Extension of
Jurisdiction to Goa, Daman and Diu)
Bill, Clause 10 clearly says:

as the
deter-

“...in guch proportion
President may, by  order,
mine.t

But the Memorandum regarding dele-
gateq legislation ig completely silent
about thig clause, namey, clause 10,
where in delegated legislation takes
place. It talkg of clause 13 and clause
14. But it doeg not mention about
clause 10. The reply given by the
hon, Minister is not correct. The
Financia] Memorandum ig defective.
The Memorandum regarding delegated
legislation is alsy silent about this
vital clause, namely, claus, 10, and,
hence, both thege things are defective.
Therefore, rurther consideration of the
Bill iz not gesirable. Evep if we con-
sider it, it cannot be finalised today
and this Bill cannot be passed be-
cause of the defects which I have
pointed out.

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1
DINESH GOSWAMI): I findq from
the recordg that Mr. Sezhiyan raised
some point of order at the time when
the Bil] was movaed for consideration
by the Law Minister. While reply-
ing to the point, the Law Minister,
Shrj Shiv Shankar, said:

“The only thing I want to say Is
that no amount ig involveg in so
far a- the Consolidated Fung is con-
cerned. It ig a charged expendi-
ture. It ig the State which spends
the money. This doeg.not come
under articlg 117(3) ¢t the Consti-
tution.” ’

Then, you raised a point, Mr. Sezhi-
yan. The Law Minister replied:

“1 will require more detailg to
reply to it. I will do it at the end.”
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Then, the Vice-Chairman asked.

“Mr. Sezhiyan, go you have any
objection to the introduction?”

You said:

“Introduction has been done in
the other House, My objection is
only to the consideration.”

At thig stage, Shri N, P. Nanda said:

“Mr. Sezhiyan’s point can be ans-
wered just now by the hon. Minister
angd after that we will take up con-
sideration of the Bill.”

Then, the Law Minister said:

“T will furnish information on
both the points whep I reply to the
debate.”

I would now suggest that since this
debate has gone on, these points can
be answered by the hon. Minister
when! he replies to th, debate, both
these pointg ang the point in regard
to delegated Ilegislation which has
been raised today.

Now, Mr. Malik.

&t e wfas (SET 5_W) ¢
qregaT, ag #A<er faw & 1 afww
@R F1 ERE @ g AN
AT FIWR F qTAOAr § aga e
W FEarAr FT W W OE
w@wd agy fe # defist #v gt
wgt Atr & #IR Ssgt-wgt @
N At A Trfige, grdee 9
§, ST ATHA 9% HIH, H a@ W
wgar g fr gq awwr 8 fasr-
a9 FAT gufay FAaas & fr g
sranfast & U g7 AR A O
geAT AT T@T g | 4ErEy g
g F1E o) gOra 7€ H qrer §)
frafeazt zafog +8F & & & f=
fgg alg F IAT A TR IE@
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2 3g A F A AW Al faw
W@ E AR gty wE F 9w wfeew
F1 femde @ & ot 357 § |
g, & 39 19 * @iw W §

qraas, ¥z A1 T g
FIAT ARAT § I8 T 3 7
T ¥ &R Y wix e Afa
T | U wew fggeaw & @
3 For ogar g 1 110 fafews @
SqTer AT S@ g9 # @y §
gy frewr feal ¥ ¥ w03 =
Ty aF 9 afrn ST W_w B
26 faal Y mEdl F1T  AEA
A SgRT qF QU FHFTH & G
fpdy a¥g T FIE THD FIW 26
faat & i€ WD T oA
qraT | HIX SUR AW F ET 26
faaf &Y it W 9€ T G
I F BT qR S0 FFIUITAR
Fr #faavew & *wa #v HfE-
quew 91, 99 wfagvew & @d-
awfa A wadr faar AT &7 Y
AT 5 IAT RT ¥ AT FARER
gré F1E g, Sa¥ 9 & wqeAr
A # g iy

TEH JIE ARTAT W fFIrey
dfgues A F@ Faar fwar
T a8 F wfawvew ¥ fr a@
waar fF3r M A wA7ar F aanT
¥ favd aig gae fag & wfggew
a fr 3@ Fawr & feer qGor
g afss we wew swaw 3@
grg @1 § v fergeas A wygm
Hqar srad gferwr Wi v Far
TaH UF agd A0 anfasw Y gfee
F WAL W ¢ ) e aFw X
& ana faar & fau oo, ofesdy
IgY 93w & aray fosi ¥ e
faerd & faq g, @ Sawy F@r v
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fe ousr gaay £ e A 2,
w1 W agpfagEs faare w6
afpT a7 gamgIaTe A el A
gfains, M Sga qrEqal AT @,
fesa & fag arar, 9% T FEr
it f5 gaud @ wwa T@ 2
1 afigdl SOX g3w # 99 foad
Frem qg 8 W @l WA §
qAAT F TR, T ALY IF 26
faat & g 9 FH-FT T WA
F iz afrad IgT wWw 3 amy
w1 TF g wwErgd fgar o,
I 93T D qEw A 3 Fy
8% T 3 WITIFIX gW AT
oA YA A @ f W
g, @7 acfHE o ow FRG Farg
wg §, T a7 fem oz 9w A
gt § arer fwar war @ fafaeest
3 5 oo @ o ¥ o
aaifes ofadt & fr wf & 7
ay sl =g fv A 3g wEen
fecfrerr w1 & ®IX qM I@ feefiua
Fr UIAfas Fron Y Feardr B
arg FXIATE T § M § AT
qETT -~ @A F NS are
g fr gt Ry ¥ ¥ wfhwwdr o
? gmide wfawd § 1 E G-
XA FT AT A g o aga g f*
wiast e fafyee @@ we @
wgTar wEY aT §, Afww @ s
¥oux faa Y % 93 97w

2
st §az fasy <
Qg Y qT o §

: gl 22

K1 A wfaw ;26 faaf
-gAfrwe fearE #Y, AR qEwl &0
T g ¥ T qEEEET § 8,
gX qa B ANr 9gwr wir @ gl
M1 Jm IT AR Y AT WA
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F for a7 § 1+ ¥ ¥y v
1§ FEOAY Y 17 WA W)Y §

a3y, qfradr see wiw ¥
q F gra |1, ws @Y fedniiee
T UE FET 9T § TR
s & fog 1 sArgraTe agen T,
IR AR AID L, aR-AAH awA
Y §, AEH T B G oWET ¢
oY afy=dy SO HIW FT WA ST
TAFEE F €AA 9T [I@r @,
A 4F Tt qerd A F@ § fradd
IR F AW AR TFE F@ §
R q gEd gfhar § areT qey

4]

93 } SATAT {FAH WA LHATRI-
a’ & s A F awar § | w=-
grate § Y ST qRW FT J_E F1E
g——ar g § N qFHl F O
FIA F W7 ¥ UF ST A, T
qT AN, 650 YFIH wWywaw fegeam
¥ o7 7@ 12y &1 afww e
qiz ¥ g A1 ¥ OF & A 1300
A omrEr qFEH aF FH 0wy §
a7 @ saer o few wEad sy SE
Ry F AN ogegraE € w2 FY
g9 & va% 9@ oF gu & )

I Aoredrd, forast w7 gradh
35 fafogs 4§ Sarer 7§ §, sav
w9 UF 49 faar gar & ) e
waw fagf aadr 110 fafaas @,
ga¥ fag qx &% fear 8 1 wm
gew faaf sradr so fafsaa @,
Fgt Ay D 99 ¥ gw § 1 Fgr
WY Wyt ¥ oF T 7Y AT 1 ay
wrar w1y ifgw ) WYOnae #
AT ¥ WY whT §, T W Ty
sy fgg '
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[# gamra wfaF)

& ATa, A QiR 3w F W
IR ifier § o opewr mwe
Fg 9r~-3@ fea agwy Fanfy
wEdSt ¥ mgr 5 oFg WY s
wiTY T F XS 9T ag=nar wrar
afgy ) e AR aRE ¥
fr fedmgamgsy wfea g9 owdfagw
Sfeza | X ATED T BT AT
§ fr dzm =¥ g w1 gars wrd
are A ar

) R, 4 ag fadar w3
wgw g s amg mser @y fra
2 fro5a & & oqraar Y 2y
afFr gac $Aw A Ty gaEr )
Y AT AR § A SR ISTE
a1 P 8 Faw W ogrfak o 12
facti & fg am a@as § &9 T,
Ffsr 26 faai & fou s A
a7 afvay 9O} R F frdy favr
da g &7 1 9 A warar FEATAY
a7 fee gaw ggUar g—aAn
wE @ G G TFRAF o &
FET f2 o faa 9v g9 3 dua
1 fafaeex ga 1A # arg % w
a7 F A oAAa 7 oA osmr g,
HIT 78 iy X f7 w1y 3§ oo
¥ # a1 @ F oamed F fegr
W faa ¥ oferqr g9 oMWW &
Tt g% IT 1 43 ¥ L &
REAT T G H KU
SHRI SANKAR PRASAD MITRA
{West Bengal): 1 am glad to hear
from the hon, Minister that the Gov-
ernment ha$ realiseq that in' every
High Court and in the Supreme Court,
there are far too many cases and too
tew Judges. It ig not only a question
of decentralisation; it ig a question' of
increasing the strength of different
High Courty as well gg perhaps the
strength of the Supreme Court. Un-

fortunately, in actua] practice the
strengths have not Dbeen increased

High Court at Bombay [RAJYA SABHA ] at Goa, Daman and Diu)

288
Bill, 1980

substantially ang there are any num-
ber of vacancies in different High |
Courts. These vacancieg are not being
filleq up for years together. I am
glad, Sir, that the Government is
thinking in termg of decentralisation
of the High Courts and the Supreme
Court. There should be a clear-cut
policy on the question of decentralisa-
tion. To my mind, however, decen-
tralisation ig necessary not only in the
caseg of the High Courts and the Sup-
reme Court but alse at district levels
including the setting up of rura] courts
within the reach of the rural poor. On
thig question, a comprehensive gtate-
ment by the hon. Minister ig required.
I hope the hon, Minister would be
good enough to apply his ming care-
fully to this question and come for-

warq with a statement ag early as
possible.
SHRI NAGESHWAR PRASAD

SHAHI (Uttar Pradesh): This is a sug-
gestion from the Chiet Justice of
West Bengal, Sir. The Minister may
mind it that thig i a suggestion ‘from
the Chief Justice of West Bengal,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI). It is not 3 sug-
gestion from the Chief Justice of
West Bengal; it is a suggestion from
an hon. Member who has gufficient
experience.

SHRT NAGESHWAR PRASAD
SHAHI. He is ex-Chief Justice of
West Bengal.

SHRI NARASINGHA  PRASAD
NANDA (Orissa): We should be grate-
ful to Mr. Shahi for introducing the
ex-Chief Justice of West Bengal,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI).
he needs introduction.
samy.

(SHRI
I do not think
Shri Gopal-

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY  (Tamil
Nadu): I am very thankful to you,
8ir, for giving me this opportunity.
T.ast time when the discussion took
place in this House on thig Bill, 1 was
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memory remaing as a guiding star in
this House. When he spoke on this
Bill, he expressed the view that the
demand of the Goans should be res-
pected by this Government. We have
to safeguard the interests of the peo-
ple of Goa and we have to respect
their aspirations also. When Vasco da
~Gama landed at Calicut, the Portu-
guegse found the route via the Cape
of Good Hope and Goa, paman and
Diu subsequently became the Portu-
guese colonies, Only after 1962, free-
dom smiled on them. So when the

question of Goa came before the
other HouSe—the Lok  Sabha—the
great Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru res-

pected the sentimentg of the people of
Goa. It will be yery proper on my
part if I quote what Pt. Jawaharlal
Nehru gaid on the floor of the 1ok
Sabha on  December 8, 1961

“Goa ig a fairly small enclave. In
terms of Indian geography, it can
well be a smal] part of 5 district of
India. 13ut, because of the past,
because of many thingg that have
grown up in India, and because in
India we have welcomed the fact
that Tndia is a country of consider-
able variety, and we have preserved
it, we are prepared, and we intend,
to keep Goa’s individuality, and
keep it ag a separate entity, in
direct connection with the Central
Governmont, and maintaih ity special
features, whatever they may bhe,
such as customs, culiure, etc., ag we
did ip the case of Pondicherry, till
the people of Goa themselveg want
to change them. It will not be im-
posed on them. If they want to
change them in future, of course,
they can always change them.”

Sir, what happeneg in 19677 An
opinion poll was held. What was the
desire of the people of Goa? They
expressed in unmistakable termg that
they did not want any merger with
Maharashtra. Now what has happen-
ed? Before the take-over of Goa,
they had a High Court of their own.
That is the point. After the take-over,

the statug of that High Court wag re- !

-~ .
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duceq to that of a Judicia] Commis-

sioner’s Court. Now we have abolish-
ed the Judicial Commissioner’s Court
and we are going to set up a Bench
of the Bombay High Court at Pahaji.
Why not we constitute a High Court
of theiy own? That is the question I
would like to pul before the Govern-
ment,

Sir, what hag happened? The ¢pi-
nion of the Chief Minister of Maha-
rashtra will be sought to decide mat-
terg concerning the appointment of
the High Court Judges, and hot that
of the Chief Minister of Goa. 7The
opinion nf the Chief Minister of
Maharashtra will be sought to declde
matters concerning the appointment
of the High Court Judges. So where
have we safeguarded their interests
and where have we safeguarded their
identity?

Again, in the year 1962, Jawaharlal
Nehru spoke on the Constitution
(Twelfth Amendment) Bill. Here also
he wag very clear:

“Goa, Daman and Diu will be
Union {erritories and they will have
a good dea] of autonomy.

We have made it clear that we
want Goa to maintain its separate
identity, separate individuality, call .
it what you will, because in the
course of more than 400 years Goa
hag had a separate identity and the
course of history had imparted it
some.”

So I woutld like to request the hon.
Minister to considey my suggestions.
Mr, Shiv Shanksr, the Law Minister,
ig a practica] man, a pragmatic man,
ang 1 would iike to put my suggestions
to him. Though he is not here, 1
think what I put forth before this
House will reach him. Hg should con-
sider my suggestion: Let the Bill go
to a Joint Select Committee to get the
opinion of the local people there
before we pass thia Bill. Thig is the
point I want to stress before this
House,
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Mr, Bhapdace, who ig @ lawyer from
Bombay and an hon. Member of this
louse, when he spoke on thig Bill he
described Konkanj ag a dialect of the
Mafﬂtkli language. Because I am in-
terested in languages I woulgd like to
say that Konkahi hag been recognised
ag an independen{ language over five
years ago by thc Sahitya Akademi.
So, there iy a strong feeling in Goa
that the interests of Goa will be com-
premised by  the high-upg in Maha-
rashtra. So, thar type of fear and
suspicion should not be allowed to
grow. So, how to respect the senti-
mentg of the people of Goa? Alsé we
have 10 'keep the word which was
given by the great Jawaharldl Nehru
in the Lok Sabha,

Sir, in thig respect again I would
like to stress my point: Let the Biil
go before a Joint Select Committee.

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI). How cap you?
There ig no Motion for reference o a
Joint Select Committee or a Select
Committee.

SHR1 V. JOPALSAMY: If the Min-
ister wants, he can move it. I am
putting it hefore the Government anrd
I am requesting the Minister because
we are interested in the autonomy of
the States.

One more point. Many things were
said ip thig House though they do not
come within the purview of the Bill,
Many thingg were said about the Judi-
ciary also. I wculd like to say that
justice shoulg reach the doorg of the
have-nots, Everybody says “Justice
delayed ig justice denied.”- Therefore,
justice should reach the doors of the
have-nots. A have-not from Kanya-
kumari or Tirunelveli cannot come all
the way to Delhi to seek justice at the
Supreme Court. So it ig better to have
a Bench of the Supreme Court in the
southern region—whether in Madras
or in Hyderabad or in Banhgalore or
in any other place, For that, al-
ready, article 130 of the Constitution
hag empowared the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court to start 3 Bench
of the Supreme Court at a place other
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than Delhj after getting the approval
of the President of India. Now the
Supreme Court Chief -Justice recentiy
in a public meeting has himself agreed
that there is a demand and hag alzo
stresseq the importahce of the demand
that the southern region should have
a Bench of the Supreme Court. So I
would like to stresg upon the Govern-
ment to fulfll the long felt demand of
the South,

With these words, 1 conclude.

Thank you.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): I think the
Houge will co-operate. We have to
finish thig Bil] today.

SHRIMATI PURABI MUKHO-

PADHYAY (West Bengal); For how
long will we sit?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI). The hon, Min-
ister has to reply anq there are some
Memberg who are wanting to speak
during the third reading of the Bill.
But I think we will finish within a
reasonable time.
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY O DEFENCE (SHRI
SHIVRAJ V. PATIL): Sir, article
117(3) readg like thisi—

“A Bijll which, if enacted and
brought into operation, would in-
volve expenditure from the Conso-
lidated Fund of India shall not be
passed by either House of Parlia-
ment unless the President has re-
commended to that House the consl-

deration of the Bill.”
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This ngxmon in the Constitutjon is
made thh respect to the Money Bills,
with respect {o the Bm, which will
involve eXpendxture from the Conso-
hdated Fund.’ Now, Sir, the mib-
clauge to article 117 does not mentich
tha); the date nas to be given. ‘The
hop, Secretaxy of th@ Rajya Sabha is
LnfOrmed that the President recom-
mended that the Bil} passed by the
Lok Sabha shoulg be considered b;
the RaJya Sabhm also. Now the essence
~ of the' formahfy ic fulfilled, What is
'’ not given is the date, But the fact
that the w~c-wme‘ndatxon as obtained
ig Broum -’b{‘-’-’.- l-ntlce of the non.
5 L)
ch‘fl. e ¢ Heuse means that in
essénce the formslity ig fulfilled. Apart
from that,

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN. One point.
On this, the Minister may not be aware
of one thing, .

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: I have
" gone through the record.

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: Not
one,

this

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: Let me
finish,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI) . He is not insis-
ting on thig point of order, Thera-
fore, you may hot reply to this.

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN. Yes, I am
not insisting on the point of date.
When we asked in the last session.. .

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL. That is
exactly what I was going to explain.
Before I finish, if you interrupt. there
is likelihood of your committing some
sort of... (Interruptions). I was going
to say that, though it is hot necessary,
we would give the date to this hon.
House and ‘o the Chair, if required,
in writing. I can inform this hon.
House that on the 10th February,
1981, the recommendation wag obtain-
ed. It may be given in writing alro.
If there ig a direction from the Chair,
that direction wily be fulfilled,
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thing.
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SHERI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: If we
have committed any mistake, we will
stand corrected and we will follow =il
the directiong given by the Chair.
The secong point which was
made by the hon. Member
wag: What ig the amount of
expenditure involved? Sir, a Financial
Memorandum was given, and in that
Financial Memorandum it is sugges-
ted that the expenditure involved in
maintaining the Judicial Commis;
sioneits Court, was to the tune of
Rs. 1.30 lacs, It is also mentioned
in the Financial Memorandum that
the additional recurring expendi-
ture that would be required to be in-
curred on the establishment of this
Bench of the High Court is Rs. 62,000
per year. In all, the expenditure that
would be involved would be Rs. 1.92
lakhs. Now that is mentioned in the
FinanciM Memorandum  itself. So,
there is no ambiguity as to what the
amount of the financial expenditure
involved is in establishing the new
Bench of the Court This point is also
met.

SpM,

The third point that wag made was
with respect to this. (Interruptions)
I am coming (o one point after another.
After I cover all the points if you find
that I have committed a mistake, you
may raise it, and I will immediately

reply,

Sir, the question put was; If it was
to be incurred by the State Govern-
ment, why was the recommendation of
the President necessary? Sir, here the
expenditure that would be incurred
by the High Court of Judicature ut
Bombay, would be borne by the
Maharashtra State, but the part of the
expenditure that would be involved
in establishing the Bench at Panaji for
Goa, Daman and Diu, woulg not be
borne by the Msharashtra State, it
would be borne by the Centra] Gov-
ernment. That ig why that money
hag to come from the Consolidated
Fund of India, and it the money is
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coming from the Consolidateq Fund
of India, then it would be necessary
to take the recommendation of the
President. 8o, the recommendation
hag been obtained, and that recom-
mendation has been submitted in the
House also. This ig my reply to the
pecond point,

' The third point jg about the dele-
gated legislation. What is the delegat-
ed legislation here? We are not giving
powers to the President to make any
rules. We are pnot giving any legis-
lative powers. What is provideq in
clauge No. 10 is-

“The expenditure in respect c¢f
the High Court at Bombay, including
the expenditure in respect of the
salaries and allowances of the
Judges, officers and servants of the
High Court shal]l as from the ap-
pointeq day, be allocateg between
the State of Maharashtra and the
Union in such proportion ag the
President may, by order, determine.”

Now, what will be the portion that
would be borne for the Bench to bhe
established ihere and al} those things?
If there ig any expenditure over and
above Rs. 1.92 lacg and in the second
year also if there is any expenditure
more than that, how hag that expen-

diture to be apportioned between the,

two, the State of Maharashtra and the
Union Territory? Here, a Bill, was
passed to provide for thig king of
contingency with respect to the Assam
High Court also. I am reading from
the North-Eastern Area Reorgahisation
Act 1971. Section 33 says:

' ‘The expenditure in respect of
salaries and allowances of the Jud-
geg of the common High Court, shall
be allocateg among the States of
Assam, Manipur, Meghalaya, Naga-
land, Tripura and the Union in such
proportion as the President may, by
order, determine.”

Sir, here, we are giving tae executive
powerg to the President to find out as
to whut amount cf expenditure has

!

|

Bill, 1980

to be borne by the State of Mahata-
shtra and what amount of expendi-
ture has to be borne by the Central
Government or the Union Territory
over there. Now, this is not a dele-
gated legislation and so it is not neces-
sary to provide with this Bil] a memo-
randum on delegateq legislation.
What is mentioned in thig clause is
that the executive power is available
to the President to say that thig is the
expenditure which will be borne by
the State of Maharashfra and this is
the expenditure which will be borne
by the Central Gﬂ‘ i
my humble oplnwl
to give a memorandum on delegated
legislation with respect to this as this
i a sort of executive power made
available to the President,

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: The first
point was regarding the date of the
President’'s recommendation, and
about “The Bill as passed by the Lok
Sabha.” There is no conflict between
us about that He said it is not neces-
sary. My point is, the Chair has given
a ruling on these two points and the
rulings of the Chair should be imple-
mented. We expect the rulings of the
Chair to be implemented. But in this
case, it has not been implemented,
That is the only thing that I will point
out. It is necessary to give the date...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI) .
that point,

(SHRI
Let us avoid

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: 1 say, itis
necessary. The second point is, the
Law Minister said that no amount is
to be taken out of the Consolidated
Fund and so it is not necessary to get
a presidential récommendation under
article 117(3). 1 want to know what
happened to that statement. Is that
statement correct or not?

SHRI SHIVRAJ V., PATIL: The
previous statement of the Law Mini-
ster would stand corrected in the hght
of what I am saying.

296
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SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: Then he
himself conceded that article 117(3)
comes in because there is apportion-
ment of the expenditure to be incur-
red by the High Court of Bombay.
Clause 10 says:

“The expenditure in respect of
the High Court at Bombay, includ-
ing the expenditure in respect of the
salaries and allowances of the
Judges, officers ang servants of the
High Court shall as from the
appointed day, be allocated between
the State of Maharashtra and the
Union in such proportion as the
President may, by order, deter-
mine.”

This brings it under article 117(3).
That is why 1 asked for the Rules of
Procedure, The rule says:

“Clauses or provisions ijn Bills
involving expenditure from public
funds shall be printed in thick type
or in italics,”

That means, clause 117(3) is attract-
ed because clause 10 is there. If clause
10 was not there and only clause 9 was
there, article 117(3) would not have
been attracted, as it would not be from
the Consolidatedq Fund of India but
only from the Consolidated Fund of
the State, Because clause 10 comes,
article 117(3) has been invoked. And
because article 117(3) has been in~
voked, there is financial implication
and so clause 10 should have been
printed in italics, which the Gavern-
ment hag failed to do, They have
not taken into consideration the pur-
port of clause 10. Now the Financial
Memorandum simply mentions the
total expenditure. The House is in-
terested in knowing how much ig to
be apportioneg to the Consolidated
Fund of India. That should have
been indicateq at least., You will not
be able to say exactly how much.
Probably it is going to be worked out,
The Bill says that it has t, be decided
in future by the President by order.
Therefore, these two lacunae are
there. The Financial Memorandum
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fails to mention this aspect. And im
view of article 117(3), clause 18
should have been put in bold type,
which they have not done, This is &
failure on the part of the Government
because if there ig financial implica-
tion, the clause should be in bold

type.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Wherefrom
are you getting it?

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN. From the
rules, 1 think it is the same for the
Lok Sabha and this House, Regarding
financial memorandum, the rule says:

“A Bill involving expenditure
shall be accompanied by a financial
memorandum which shall invite
particular attention to the clauses
involving expenditure and shall
alsq give an estimate of the recurr~
ing and non-recurring expenditure
involved in case the Bill is passed
into law.”

That meang a Bil] involving expendi-
ture shouly be accompanied by &
financial memorandum which shall
invite particular attention to the
clauses involving the expenditure.
Here Clause 10 is involving a particu-
lar expenditure, Therefore, the finan-
cial memorandum should have invit- -
ed the attention of the House to that
particular clause and also given an
estimate of the recurring and non-
recurring expenditure involved. My
objection is as far gg this House is
concerned, we are interested in know-
ing how much is te be taken out of
the Consolidated Fund of India, Tha#
they have faileq to indicate, Having
considered the point that we are go-
ing to take something out of the Con-
solidated Fung of India, they took
sanction from the President but they
have failed to mention it in the finan-
cial memorandum. So they have failed
on two aspects; They have faileg to
mention Clause 10 and they have
failed to mention the amount thai
will be taken out of the Consolidated
Fund. It should have been put im
bold letters..,
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SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: I
have followed your point.

SHRy ERA SEZHIYAN: The thzrd
ong i3 he said | there is no delegated
leglslatxon as far as Clause 10 is con-
cerned. .

THE VICE- CHAIRMAN (SIiRI
DINESH GOSWAMD) . I think, Mr,
Sezhiyan, there is no scope for re-
arguing the whole case. You have
made your case, I don’t think you
can re-argue the same thing...’

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN. Of course,
they have got the majority. They
may be able to pass this measure
but. ..

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): You leave it
to me. On this aspect yoy leave it
to me...

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: Again I
will invite attention {o the next Bill
that iz going to be introduced. There
also you see...

THE - VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): I have seen,

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN:. Wherever
it is said, “the President may, by
order, determine...” it becomes dele.
gated legislation, This ig a very cru-
cial question. I want your very con-
sidered ruling on this point,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Mr. Minister,
would you like to say something on
this?

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL; I am

it ﬁmshmg in four, five, sentences.

e point is the financial memoran-

m gives the details, If the honour-

sle Chair allows me, I will just read
out:

“Under the existing arrangement
thete i a Judicial Commissioner’s
court in the Union Territory of Goa,
Daman & Diu consisting of the Judi-
cial Commissioner and the Additio-
nal Judicial Commissioner. After
jurisdietion of the Bombay High

+
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Court is extended to the Unien
Territory the Judicial Coimmissio-
ners court wﬂl stand abolished, At
present an enditure of the ord!r
of Rs. 1.30 lakhs per year is being
incurreq on the pay and allowances
of the Judicial Commissioner and
the Additional Judicial Commis-
sioner and their personal staff. It
has been estnnated that the estab-
lishment of a permanent two-judge
bench of the Bombay High Court at
Panaji as proposed in the Bill would
involve an additional recurring ex-
penditure of Rs, 62,000 per year”

Now, it is provided there...

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN: With parti-
cular attention of the specific Clause
and the amounts involved.

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL; It is
very difficult to give the exact
amount, It is an estimate. Now, the
specific Clause is provided there, be-
cause next yedr if there is an expen-
diture more than this, how it is to be
apportioned. ..

SHRI ERA SEZHIYAN:
mentioned.

It is not

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: Let me
say what I want to say.

Now, this year when the court will
be established, this would be the ex-
penditure. Suppose there is a little
bit more of expenditure on this, how
it is to be apportioned, or suppose
next year there is some more expen-
diture incurred how it is to be appor-
tioned, how much should be borne by
the State Government and how much
by the Central Government, and who
should decide it, are the points. The
authority for decision is given to the
President, the Central Government.
This authority has not to be exercised
by framing rules. Thig authority has
1o be exercised as executive authority.
So there is no question of delegation
of power,

As far as the second point is con-
cerned, it is mentioned at the top of
the coby of the Bill, “Ag passed by the
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L"%‘ Sghha on 23rd December, 1880”,
It is mentjoned in the Bill itself, in
the copy of the Bill which is provided
to the honourable Member and the
henourable Houge. 1t is mentioned at
the top of jt, “As passed by the Lok
Sabha on 23rd December, 1980”, This
is not a Bill of a different nature from
the one which is passed by the Lok
‘Sabha. This Bill, a copy of which
you may be reading, mentions that
fact. So, in essence, all these formali-
ties have been fulfilled. Even after
that, if the honourable Chair feels
and if the honourable Member wants
some more explanation to be given
to understand the essence of the Bill,
the heart of the Bill, the pith of the
Bill, well, we are ready to give it.
If there is any formality to be ful-
filled it will be fulfilled. We are sub-
ject to the direction by the Chair.
I? anything is to be done, it will be
done,

SHR1 ERA SEZHIYAN:
raise the point.

THE VICE CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): ©One point
raised by Mr. Era Sezhiyan is that
there is delegated legislation and the
memorandum on delegated legislatjon
is not there. He hag drawn my atten-
“tion to the next Bill the State of
Nagaland (Amendment) Bill, 1981, I
feel there ig a distinetion. In the case
of the Nagaland Bill the legislative
power of Parliament for making laws
on emoluments, allowances, etc. has
been delegated to the Governor and,
therefore, there is delegation of legis-
lative power and as such the memo-
randum on delegated legislation is re-
quired. :

I did not

But here in this case, no legislative
power of Parljament ig delegated
under clause 10 of the Bill. What is
done is that Parliament has confer-
red executive power on the Presi-
dent. Therefore, I do not think there
is any need for memorandum on dele-
gated legislation.

So far as financial memorandum is
eoncerned, the position is like this. So
far as expenditure is concerned, 1 feel
it is clause 9 of the Bill which is the
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operative clause. Clayse 10 only
speaks of apportionment and it only
confers on the President power to
make apportionment of the expendi-
ture between the State of Mahara-
shtra and the Union. The only objec-
tion that can be taken is that.in the
finaneial memorandum there could he
a  paragraph stating that  so
much  expenditure would be
there from the Consoclidated Fund of
India. But that cannot be stated just
now because it will depend on the
decision of the President under clause
18. This is a technical omission and
I rule out the objection raised. The
hon. Minister can proceed with the
consideration of the Bill.
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S_HRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: What is
sought to be done by this Bill is abo-
lition of the Judicial Commissioner’s
Court for Goa, Daman and Diu and
establishment of a permanent Bench
of the High Court of Judicature at
Bombay. Why I am mentioning this
fact so elaborately is that we are not
establishing a permanent Bench in
Goa, Daman and Diu in a void. The
Judicial Commissioner’s Court was al-
ready there. In place of that, a per-
manent Bench is being established.
There was a demand for the estab-
lishment of a Bench of the High Court
because under the Constitution the
safeguards provided for the Judge
sitting in the High Court are more
pronounced and more effective than
the safeguards availablg to the Judi-
cial Commissioner’s Court. That is
why there was this demand and we
are fulfilling this demand. This is
something different from the position
that is available in @different other
States.

A suggestion wag made that there
should be decentralisation of judiciary
and justice should be taken to the
door-steps of litigants. I have no
quarrel with this proposition and to
the extent possible it has to be done.
T would not like to go into details as
to whether it is possible and how it
should be done, because for that
other things have to be considered
separately. Here the case is different.
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It is not a case where a new Bench
is established where nothing ig there,
This ig a completely different case.
This is my submission.

3o3

- The other point raised by hon.
Members is that there should be no
delay because justice delayed is jus-
tice denied. 1 have no quarrel with
this kind of statement also. I do ac-
cept that justice has to be quickly
done and how quickly that has to be
done, what kind of machinery has to
be evolved, ete., it will not be possi-
ble for me to discuss now while dis-
cussing this Bill. But I do concede
that justice has to be quickly done.
How quickly that has to be done,
whether by modifying the procedures
or by appointing more judges or by
having more Benches or by having
arbitration, seeing by that the Court
will not be flooded with cases, etc,
all these things are to be considered
while deciding this issue and it would
not be possible to decide them here.

Then, Sir, the second point is about
the personality of the Union territory
of Goa. Sir, what is it that is being
done now? Now, here a Bench is
provided for Goa, Daman and Diu.
The Judges sitting there, constitution.
ally ang according to the recommen-
dations also, can come from different
States and it is not necessary that the
Judges should come from Mahara-
shtra or from Goa alone and it is not
necessary that the Judge should
necessarily be from Maharashtra; he
can come from Goa also or from UP
or from Bihar or from Tamil Nadu.
1t is because this kind of a provision
is already available in the Constitu-
tion. Now, here we are creating a
Bench for Goa. The executive autho-
rity that is available for Goa, Daman
and Diu is not affected, Their finan-
cial powers are not affected and their
power to modify the social structure
is not affected. That remains intact
and that would help in maintaining
the personality of the Union territory
and the creation of a Bench it not
going to affect this aspect in any
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manner. Sir, it is an innocuous Bill

and 1 think it is not necessary for me

to dilate too much on it.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRN
DINESH GOSWAMI): You have a
precedent for this when the Manipur
Special Commissioner’s Court
abolished. So, I have a precedent
from my area also, Thig is just by
the way.

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL. Sir,
all the formalities are fulfilled and I
would request the House to pass this
Bill, It is not necessary for me to say
anything more on this, '

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1
DINESH GOSWAMI). The question
is:

“That the Bill to provide for the
extension of the jurisdiction of the
High Court at Bombay to the Union
territory of Goa, Daman and Diy,
for the establishment of a perman-
ent bench of that High Court at
Panaji and for matters connected
therewith, as passeg by the
Sabha, be taken into consideration”.

The motion was adovted,

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI). We shall now
take up the clause-by-clause consi-
deration of the Bill,

Clause 2 to 14 were added to the Bill,

Clause 1—Short title and
commencement

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL,. Sir, T

beg to move:

2. “That at page 1. line 4, for the
figure ‘1980°, the figure “1981' be
substitutedt’,

The question was
moltion was adopted,

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): The question
is.

put and the

*That Clause 1, as amended, stand
part of the Bfll”.

was'

Lok

(SHRI

4
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The motion wag adopted.

Clause 1 as amended, was added to
the Bill.

Enacting Formula

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: Sir, 1
beg to move:

1. “That at page 1, line 1, for the
word ‘Thirty-first’ the word ‘thirty-
second’ be substituted”.

The question was put and the motion
. wag adopted,

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI).
is.

(SHRI
The question

“That the Enacting Formula, as
amendment, stand prat of the Bill'’.
The motion was adopted.

The Enacting Formula, as amended,
was added to the Bill.

The Title wag added ta the Bill,

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: Sir, I
move:

“That the Bill as amended, be
~ passed”.

i‘ﬁe .qu,e'sti;)n was proposed,
THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

DINESH GOSWAMI): There are
four names with me and I woulg only

request the Members t, be very
brief. Yes, Mr. Dhabe.

SHRI SHRIDHAR WASUDEO
DHABE (Maharashtra): Sir, I con-

gratulate the Government for having
taken a decision to establish a High
Court Bench at Goa. It was earlier
demanded here and 3 number of times
we raiseq thig issue as the Judicial
Commissioner’s Court was not suffi-
cient to meet the needs of the people,
T am sure the peopl of Goa would be
very happy over the establishment
of a High Court Bench in Goa.
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There is nothing new about having .
common courts for one State or the
other or Union Territories. But I
would like to know what will happen
to the Judicial Commissioner, whe-
ther he will be eligible for appoint-
ment as a High Court Judge or not
or they will be thrown out as soon
as the Judicial Commissioners’ Courts
are abolished. I would like to request
the Minister to consider seriously that
the interests of the people who have
worked there for a long time are not
affected as is done in the case when
abolition of courtg takes place.
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Sir, a Bench is being established at
Aurangabad. There are 20 demands -
for Benches of various High Courts
and Supreme Court. Some think that
India is only north and south and '
bench should only be considered
either at Bangalore or Madras. Also. -
there are areas like Gauhati, Bhubar -
neshwar or North Eastern areas—
thousands of miles away from the
seat of the Supremed Court. There-

fore, a suggestion was made by
the Chief Justice that a Sup-
reme Court Judge should go

and sit along with two High Court
Judges to dispose of the pending mat-
terg there itself. In my area also
there is a demand for a Bench of the
Supreme Court at Nagpur, which is
800 miles away. So, I would like to
know that when he sayg that indivi-
dua] cases are being considered, the
matter should be spelt out, and what
is the criteria that is going to be fol-
lowed to establish benches, 1 would
like the Minister to specifically assure
the House on this occasion that ne
decision will be taken without follow-
ing the criteria to render justice to
the poor people as pointed out by a
number of persong all over the coun-
try.

o7 frw =tr W SOEwTEES
Y, az fadas o g foadw fr o=
vemrae faw gw wr & amr @
Feaw Fg &, Feaw fagaws o

qer #wgEa ¥ agw I for f&
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figzArEima ®T ¢ & | @I WO

aE § 1 W FT oA fsm‘t &Y
g Fagar sner qadT & o A
FW TAST FWE FE o afe
FB qH AT A1 AT FiEl B AWT
57 12 & gt fWA w4 ag 7
&1 qrx | AT KT FFAT A 1962
b TE GRT R vrrsrr gw ot X
#a1 F i faw w1 W 62 ¥ am
ReT § W OB W R g @
f& TaT & 62 F Jrz & wyafq gf
A agd A & gt sa gafa 7
gz Y OF ¥ E 9 gW AT
afpn g4 wgem & & Q@7 [TEQAT
z f5 Slagardsamas it o Fe¥ ¥
faq ®T 0 WATESHES i [1@ W9
7 @ &, wmy w@z ¥ fafaee
C g WY faar & & o9 e few
@ A AT a9 gY g9 IAFT geargEHe
3 1 7g wifawm, FAte afz mw
@ § & #o9q 9T W9 Grady
agt A § faad fag fs a9
@ & 3w A few we faar
w1 o) wET AT gH AR TTAWT
A1 ag v AT g A}
fx fggeam &1 7@ §), #wdo Qo
qA AHEAT g1, Ao FTo THe HfHAT
#, uw feat & g fe %
gaf TtawT fear s gsar @

frr ga¥ arr ag Wifasw FF
za frza &7 ¥ 39 q7g Fr I
g At § f5 9% uF ameEr w7
gz Fdfmfrar &1 T glraked
¥ ey oY #T e gafFwr 9 sqaT
faly gor AT 1 IEY 9 gar ¥
fo vistgar  Sas Z@1 TEY §

aqr Fw agt gAr afgr o oag
AN qgr A A& AT =g
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gadr at@ ¥ _swmar g f
IAfmdr & ow %Fﬂ'cvr a;rmmzi‘mw
% A& & | N 3arae & F0E M
%1 7\, faeell N @, w=Ar 8 K
aFa o fs comrgdls g & S
eee % 7 digw I ThwEw,
AFAT FTC AT A AT 1 WAT D
qATATERANA ¥ a3 #§ IZ IW) ¥V
o B awar gz T W
adgE@ a | WITH WAL A0 7Y
g4 F7% f5 ada £¥ ¥ agw )
Ffea gfaat & =y o gefrara) awTa
¥ A% amei4ar § qfre #12 F
EEEIR CEEICE IR CLECHE A
warges @ g & T4 g7 O &)
feeng fag aw qarg #r o syl
FAPNAATH 9T, IEET gaarH TR
3&d WA H wrasr Ard qarg 72T H
w7 98 TAFAT H U7 q4T, GFFS KT
F1 A L7 7ar (fEv ot ag graa
wiE fraaefes § qa7 wqr 1 gow
%2 ¥ Az g e forew sdi b
Hor @A H goramT farew {0
T fag  gfe s Saw #Y
AT TRY F, Far Arer g
wefafredms § st wwar @1 arle-
fafas g, a9 N @D T W
saar &1 qrfefadeoa g 9 w9
7o fazd Wi&a we AT, wRar qH
oY AEAR 7 qFT § Fefegar a9
¥, gHw FE F AR ¥ F g
BT Afaw 1wy fefezar w9 #
faw sty &7 g3 § 1| waw. fAo
TR A gl 3 vfares neA13n
2 3 TERE wIww gaEr S
WY 3H F osfro gigsr o fees
FuAr fagew swar
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vafag @g qfam) qfcads
A oA @ gemr g B,
£9% ar%s Y & qar & 4 g
A F AT R vE ¥ )

WA qra, feedw dwa ¥ wrAw
waYr 7 aga w7 fzar fr ga wya
Frez, TFa8 N &, €T A0 w0
AT AT A Arq IIE--FE AT
qET 41, W AF qF TR | W
e fr frady w9 § 2@ & N
frg? ar & ¥, afcaq avt 3 § Al
I AT IT? ;g TR AT
T LT AT 497 7F WA F W
w9 w8 7 & 5 fa2r7 &, 397 2w
g 9a ary & 1 A wT Aqr qE
siarar v@w fv A foger av &0
2, 4T WA B, q¥ dm N g,
TATTAZT A F 2, I8 Fordm
T AY ATT T AT AGT AATH AT
e

w3 #fgargl ®r aa ;o A
¥ 1 zaR N fadga HRe AN
a%E g B q1 Tg N A9 aA
T@r 8, TERIAE 9, g9 AT €I1Q
I3 &, MAT T I, HWT ¢ !
FfFA wr 9 # warge fraw &
T § %8 2\ g4 § 5 ag qasy
¥ N g7 § =AY aF ATHT gAT B
qE WZ MQ Ay Tafga T @),
afer farm K wfa fra &
TENT F FA E 21 T8 g9 Fwad
qra a% I | gAY IR Eqe-
77 # | Ffpr Jfemd ar qw H,
us AfAry &7 g7 ¥ qfvaan
AT WY TF IqFE [——wfaygrw H
Mg F7 #® %@ g, @) F
atfs AN FT IAar FT AAF
g | 72 ggf = wE X aa A1
‘H Z, AT AFGT F e & @
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ST, ivs OFAQ K govr 1 ARE
NIKA #12 7fz 7wy w0F, 90
afvg ¥a @1 #r. ..
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ot qaq fasd T : wr arzq
gnT ®T F A9 7 AX

ot fag 9 &1 : 1 gW A
T qLAAT 7@ 3T & 78 N frgas
R T EN(TA & Arqe B, AfFA wWw
AR A (G

ot Feida A g (fagre):
Irawts i wgizq, & x4 fagas 3
gay #F gyyfima) M way AHq
FAMA TR WG E AV AG -
gafaq fr mat 5 arm = foq
FE Ar 99 T2y | B gnFy fAgEs
FEAT 5 #1 g 75 A9T H WEd
foqr qr marfsa g3 ., 1171
frats  11-8-1980 1 rEI®
a7 fzar f5 Isqaq sqraima N
FIT7Q GHAT FI GG 1-6-1980
as 336 2, fasd gfear 9,
wfzqral weg, AAFATM  WWE,
qfgad A v fagd an FAMH
avFT ¥ 3ar fagr fx fa@d aw
F AT H ATHIT F) A1 ) Ag g
fr #Y§ fuw? o =1 wam §, saf
Ag & | @) fam 2o §--# #8 @0
g {5 s o gosNs F EA9ar
F7 e E, o N % dxaar B E,
S 336 I5T FAIATAT H, g FE
¥, | F AT 1-6-1980 IF
336 W3 ¥, IAW wrg T gAA
Ta 2 7 S AW H Iw I,
grardl ¥ AF-FEa AT F F17 7
o s wifgardr N ogn SraE wE
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AT AT TA &4 K f ag gr¥
#Z TT §7 a1 ATAT §, W1 TF
e d fAu o £ ara a1 g}

%49 9T 9 ATET F §EAT
wifge @7 f&7 qgamaaE #) 336 ¥
$IA 16 9T X | qIRIATE AT
afean @ wq gifaw ¥, A
far Y agf faar 1 qaAAwAT A
N ag-fag @ Fw oA 2

3387 A 16 FH qEIT g safs

gfgars  ¥w A =y gary  §
i 9gY A% (A7 g | FHWITR
rit #waar g 6 g€ F1€ | a9t Y
frafer #zd guanem A sfag
sfafafuca faaar. =nfgg  agifs
Rt fY gq WA wa< faqra &)
wasy Sfy dewre A difew g
FRO I o gfw oD T
ity e @ifgar A o awr #
oF A A e &1 @Y faad
3Igin Fgrar fx ow gfes aga
oF fgst & @gsdr A m fagr ax
fastt 7 T HATHT IE geAr w A
AR 9 AEAT BIIET F Tq4T A
sgar & faar f& z@  efcm
qEr 7 f5gd N agwy § oD
F& I7 owfa F @M oFr Ifeene
frar faq  Sfezawa & swrae s
ant & gfewa & gear BT A
@y gz Afwgaa wrady sfear
QUL [T FATIY TG AKX FET }
wfa garg 1 ag s qfa e
AT E 3 AR w-fagw @
NG gard ) zafrw 3w -
RIC G I GO LT o Il
S G B o S s 1
faqar g sasT uF FICH Ag WY 2
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g mardfea swm d@r 272,
g"re, 1 g6 1FVATHTTR Ta7 fiar §
faad 5 weq To7 w0 B8 f7 AT
Far@d WTE AavErR @ R
nf=% 7T w1 %7 L AT W N
s #Hamr ¥ fear afa gfw,
qrfeardy; wfgar, wAfewm v fagw
af FE? 330% @ad WA 158
gfra w7 afeardl  F1 FE 0T
7df 2 fuwd T T Har§
garagl &1 fom g I H
grEFd [ 3§Y TETE FRAE E,
%2 Aga FI AT F, FET OF Y
gaa o FHE AW AR
e Af gor, nE snfzan R
FIRA R AT AT IZE G P
war | fey figs A F AW AT
& FE F G4 F AY & A
fagBr & Y7 A q AXA @@y
qargn ? gEfag s
gaTaT AT |

SugaTE  AERY ® Wg faqea
FW FFW FJO oA gEdE
g @ & marar A7 @ §--9%9
AT -8 THH  FATHIRT | RO
FRA 38 AT ACAAIT & g
FifRT = T I amer § fadaeqew
R TRATR B oo ¥ gufrr-
defy FR AT Tq aFISr Wty
FaarAT A fegfer gAY - wifge
qATfa® At 1 gAAy § " Mg
fifgr A ¥ faddr g

mfad arw q® FgAr g fw
30~32FT MR Fare AY faEre
S8 SRw Wi, 8 ¥ mar g W
T FT AT e 39 fagre F
g Fad e g gEFE @
aF qgIw fFrag &7 AN agl

FT AW

i3
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awa o § 7 R oA Far {3
€ St w1 AT W g iz |
- wuu frdy & femifrsrsfar a Q
afes aafas afem  sfwr @
@8 WMo To THo M7 gax WA
IR FE ¥ AT D FNAwT F
afew  fagfaa wfw 1 F 3@
3T TAr FIA, @ Awad G
FqT g8 v g FElwA A 39
g¥AE wTHy TATASIT g ¥
am FifaFea 730 g RE, grEnE
FaXa FWTaIdd w11 ety
faad i@y a7 fawrfro #wmom
agfagaa i 1 Fagm du =
X A DI AU AT qa7 FAY <=
37 Ty A sTqAT IF IUT "9
- ¥ fewfer F%@ 99 QT 1 3EQ
ICF qF T AT I FAAAKR
grar g xafqq & air wRATE,
IARY AT a® FEE A faqar,
rrrg AgY R wg s e
¥ IR ey afafafass ad fasam
AT AM LA AT FOPTAT I & At
A rd FFIT faAvsqra FT|

gr wsdl 3 g B wyqT BYA
awrea war g

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Yes, Mr.
Hegde. Mr. Bhabhra, do you want {o
speak on this?

SHRI HARI SHANKAR BHABHRA
(Rajasthan); Yes Sir,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Al right. Last
time yoy were not here. I will give
you a chance. Yes, Mr. Hegde,

SHRI RAMAKRISHNA HEGDR
(Karnataka): Sir, I would not have
chosen to speak on this Bil] if the
hon. Minister had cared to reply te
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the very important points raised by
Mr. Gopalsamy, hon, Member from
Tamil Nadu. He did not even touch
the few important points that the hon.
Member raised. I do not agree with
Mr, Dhabe either that the people of
Goa will be happy with this measure.
On the contrary, they will feel that
something has been imposed on them.
The people of Goa never asked for
the extension of the jurisdiction ot
the Bombay High Court nor of the
Karnataka High Court. They wanted
the upgrading of the present system,
that is, the Judicial Commissioner’s
post to the rank ang status of a High
Court. That was their demand. But
by this measure, this Government has
not only done injustice to the people
of Goa, but it is also unfair fo our
great departed leader, Pandit Jawar-
la] Nehru. Goa is not.like other
Union Territories. It has its own his-
tory, its own culture. Goanese people
have their own language, 1 do not
know whoever told Mr, Bhandare
that Konkani ig a dialect of Marathi.
Konkani is an independent language;
it has been recognised by all people
who know something about langua-
ges. And today we are having Xon-
kanj broadcasts. It might be true that
in the northern parts of Goa, the
Konkani language that iz spoken
there, may be influenced by Marathi
as it is influenced in the southerp par
by Kannad language and in Cochin
where Konkani is spoken by consi-
derable number of people, it is influ-
enced by Malayalam language, This
inter-impact between languages Is
always there.

Sir, I cannot help saying that
through this measure, the Govern-
ment of India is bringing about the
integration of Goa territory into
Maharashtra through backdoor. First,
it was the extension of the jurisdic-
tion of Bombay University to Goanese
colleges. Now it jg the extension of
the jurisdiction of the Bombay High
Court and tomorrow it might be that
the Government of India will also
extend the jurisdiction of All-India
services of Maharashtra cadre, that
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is, IAs;, and IPS, to Goanese territory.
Sir, the Goanese people have cate-
gorically rejecfed the idea of merger
It is true that there wag a persment
demana by my Maharashtra friends
that Goa should become a part of
M’p’harashtra. It is also true that there
was @ small section, particularly fnl
t&e ruhng party which also wanted
the merger of’ Goa in  Maharashtra.
Byt I had also some small part o
play in those days when we demand-
ed that the deécision must be lef§ to

the people. A few people in thé rul-
ing party should not be auowed to
ta’ke a decision; but the people should
have the chance, the opportunity to
say whether they really want their
territory to be merged with Mahara-
shtra of not. So, ultimately, the Gov-
ernment of I‘ndxa agreed and a refe-
randum was taken and the people em-
phatically, with overwhelming majo-
rity rejecteg the idep of merger,

Now why this measure hag been
" brought against the people’s will, for
indirect merger of Goanese territory
into Maharashira? I oppose it tooth
and nail, with all my might. Sir, it
there was a case of bringing about a
measure it should have been in dif-
ferent form. Mr, Patil this morning
read out the Statement of Objects and
Ressons that there were certain Consti-
tutional difficulties in upgrading the
Judicial commissioner’s position...

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL. No
Constitutional safeguards. ..

SHRI RAMAKRISHNA HEGDE:
Was it not possible if he had only
amended the relevant provision in the
Constitution providing for the same
safeguards to the Judicial Commissio.
ner? It wag much easier. Why did
you brimg this Bill? Why do you
want to extend the jurisdiction of
Bombay High Court? This is against
the will of Goanese people, I oppose
it. Even at this stage 1 would appeal
to the hon, Miniser to give a second
thought and let thig Bill be referred
to the Joint Select Committee,

Bill, 1980

off L WET WTRE ¢ AN
wRwa, § g T S T
st gt fv T Hew 39
F0a g AU EnE I
wat Afem ¥ a1 @ &
QUL FETE

wWlag & gag § T8 wIemh-
SR T @I <g {1 ® W0 fE
HEl WY TH B A % E
Argd HEIT 6 AYC T 8 TH T
giast &1 sre fgT, T A A
wad f g+ & wwear g e fae
O T/ TR A WPal 90 oa
®ig w7 g o6 w4 & wdy Al
qrd 8 WW ¥gr wsrafa g | ¥aw
il 8 FEE< T4 NEifnH 71 oAy
faal w41 § o1 2t O SaAy
LT FT 1w wWE N
FAd S SfsfaaT sfam< #1 w<rad
§ AWIAG FE qaat § ag g9 gig
FE X W awTaw FC  HwaT
TOFl  STag g"f ar<ar 8 W fwar
Tt & zufem AW ) faer av
& e f"ur SiT R 18 BT THET HAT
q @A BT E) 47 )

£ Y8 TF FIT WA 91§
ardr & Sfyewedr e ag & Mo, Twa.
A F AT ¥ HITE T AT 500
faaiHlzr & IM_RY FT & 1 &W,
MTNT T F9¢ F 753F agare qw
arat gzar Frgatiofe & qudlw 1 quA,
AN F AWM Ky FAS ANSIF TIAT 8
siveaa TsT & 1 9w, g F 71 o fe
F= § fav g\r?r ¥ folr, sy gFaw
A & fay I99 197 a1 g7 F1 F9g
31 FT 500 frardize 1 g1 &v=
TS 97 % 79 agsd & sw w0 50
ar 100 WIS FT Y gIAT FEHT TEAT 4
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T ZH A § A1 I Ay, 9w, 17 6y
. Frar w¢ wram 7 o § saw | @A
A & Ft w1 9z e § e Em
AT 39 & far sa1gr awdr T Ejan
xg o faaw o At 8

" ¥ Ao 93 7w Fv=r IgM
fr i wed & Fr stfeaw fedre xa wifeem
fearge, Afdn o ez s & a8
at 721 & fa wfeew gde oor wfren
FOE, ATAT ZH 37 AT & r9 & w0f
TIEAT fARTRAT § | W9 OF 97 ) A ey-
TIEEHT FY 0T F1 ey v@T F fo
ateq & #7 gad A7 AawnfaEr §
FTOT 7 1 M wrgerfasr S Hw
gttt Are arfes s oY @ ag AQR
F for atea ¥ | ga It & fol g F
reat fastaar ggar anfe 21 €2
ML A FE F 779 F( FERTHTF
at 34 #1 fafefoen sv & aw =&
FT | AR ywlERT FiEw ¥ omev
sfgsiw Frar o aE g TE & 1 9T A
arg Afezw agt § a1y & 1 wre swrar
faprad & Fi g7 ABEEA FEA
FEACITAMN FTUAL I F FI0
Fgt AT B0 KTGTH & Fang wgT faer
qraT & | I AT gy Fv9 & AT ogw
Fi FTF AFT FATET 9FA7 f5 A7 Ay
gtdt § Ao B ArE-mfeE wiv
arig® oty 0T A w7 A e v
0" A2 M g1 FE a5 q1 a3 A
# o= ra F, 9% Aty A g ugw
qu £ | HIEIT TG A (7 TEF AF TG0
e RICHE CRECHE IR Tl e A
FIE & AXA FT AR (AT FLAT AT T
F1 foFd T2 & ZraET 2T & & v
37 7¢ &g aAifia qat@ ed &
sammatia®t 1 vt feg gl T A
I 8 Aol T WELIITT qHicq AT
2wt 1 gw @ 9tfeg 5 st -
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STFART Y TAIAAT 1 W aIFQAL TG
N NY FFEF & T AW F A
Tl faer g7 & @rfios M wiys
ar wff fow @rd wg v # faer
W IqT IgT HTATSAT Y A gy oA
FE w0 gH F [ATAT 918w | 2ET 7
FCH g1 F1T TATH FATE

At franst Jro wifew @ Toavreasy—
wgiem, ag 9% Qfewr & gou =t &Y
“gY 2 9 avrHAlT gEeal HEnT o
F fear FUT 1% Gl 7 ag wet AE
f¥ ag faq wifea sdigiarsufee, ue famr
Tt Agt gt Tifge | i gemei
Azeq I8 qlgw A w51 b H gy favy
71§, 78 Tiva w@f g1 =tfew 1 7z
FEN qHY AT TR wl ooy T
¥ ¥ qATE A0 vEY ], TEE Ay @
W1 FB @ITGTT FHIL OF FHL &1 7T
wgt a7 srfge faodr o, s9% q1¥ i &%
%9 ofr AT %27 | §% 99 990 w7 A7
AT s WY FEATF og 9 T &7 A9
HTmrA A AR, sER ety avs-
fe yras &, =% golgn & ufys 1o q
FNE FFATHTATATAET 2 |

s TR S0 gug : FAET ETE FE
FT§7 F771 gY FRTFT 7

sty e o afedt ¢ AFN
FIZFAA 1T & W F 0% qav 707 arel
78t 2, 9% wilgw afgsd w2
TR WA ST AE1 & ) FgT T §FW
F1, TZT FF AT F1 | AGT U qA 131
2 3T wqH F AU AR FET FHTS GAAT
& 3arr & wfagre faur 2, W A
FE qeaT W 7THT <E1 § ) §9 T
& ag qar 991 § fv anv agi 90 w8
sqaeqT & @1 9 qqTd| FTAX WA H
ZVE AE FY F9 A & FIE AT AW
AT 7Y & | nrT 9 T F fog qfsd
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fr ngw # ¥ ago aryEdz gy W, W
g« o & faq gav gaw grf ML @’
Y war  ga g aavar <@ war fr ar
7z a1 Fgd A1 Y g FIE FT FATAT
wifas gfer & a1 #fi gar

ft TraFew gAY ¢ AL TAT AAT
Tzz g4 9% 9w €z § ¥v, ¥fww
YT AFTIT H Agt aAT | (Swwa™)

sft frre o qifewt @ wraw @z
¥ g FAT T2T 9, T80 F) deafy
FAT RN . (zraad )

THg VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): You are not
very correct. Tripurg is within the
jurisdiction of Gauhati High Court.

SHRI RAMAKRISHNA HEGDE; I
was not referring t, that. He said
that different States have been formed
out of Assam, but Goa is not part ot
Maharashtra State,

SHRI  SHRIDHAR WASUDEO
DHABE: 1 would like to know from
the Minister whether the Chie? Mini-
ster of Goa will be consulted in ap-
pointment of judges?

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: I am
coming to your point also, [ cannot
reply to all the points at one time.

RS w2 WAt ¥ wgy W @grarfy
HATH A A 47y A 2w TAREC A
3 gfez & Famd o} fv agl & gegfy
FAT T AR Fgt 394, 9F #f52Y wrag
73 ) fEe ar agtu< ox §1 3 7)€ <|r
war | 78 gafT fr war warerd 1
A1 49T 7E) 91 | migw e d g
7Y ar, ga%Y gfezgi A gaa 7 ar )
IA IFT AT 97 W4T QAT TE AN
a1 37 W ql gewfredfer aafrady
F7 {434, I 9 9ga GAT w o

Bill, 1980 )

e rugR g dgga gt s

FATATSIF AL & | TF AT AT ) AT

¥ vaae & ¥ A DR Fqvd wrdr o
. (weaee)

araR F21 fF qfewer s a9t
wgl § | FiedrTgyE ¥ AvE A E A
gré w12 1 A%ME 3 & forg w A
g FATY | A HOBTYATT 47 | 7O
19 g7 8 sty Afed fr sfewdy o
qrer faa @y gz ST E 1 FE TFH
o o1 Y §, U YA FIE @ g/
g = @, et Afewe wfaws
@ .. . (wFaw) :

s Tragew ¥ : stfewa wfawae
1 w4 ) adf v, QFdes My 7

st faaes @t arfear ;. wferg
# 78 W g % o0& =5 gl @@ A
wia & ferq aamar 3rw « &1 8 | Afsfad
¥ THFAT FT €3®1 g, IAHT IEAAT T

73X ¥ 7 91 99 3 @Y weeT & T8 WAW

3 F<AT | 24T FEHT IIW agr A
g AfedY w1 faerar a7 waw &9 AT 47
fody ST FT ® AT dar WG &
g & wgar =g f+ 78 gfee @
St fFar war @ wr-faie #<F fpar
TAT ¥ | AZ ALY AR FrAv iRy
qiEe AT FIT § 7 & Afwy fow @
qrer i, Cu & wAwar g

Y QAT AZT AIAFIT AIET AT
HIZT N ISTAT | TG T 7F-7€ HAH TR
IS | § HARTT g TANT €TEH A ¥
f @y araY w71 qarT € 1 9 fe-
faeadr =Y ara #§1, wurdds qfsfoady
F 17 FE | IF aga a9 arA | gl
F T2ZAC, FEITIE § | AAT-HAT
ST T HAT-RAT F1o § | ARFT F
BRI A AT F7, T FE § oF Ft
HAFL A7 A7 ¥ F1 AfgFR @0 wiw
FATTHATHAT 1T & 1 678 & wedra-



High Court at Bombay

(Extension of Jurisdiction
Fu B e 2aq F fod agt & el 7y,
Fazd a o qifwarde & Feaw 427 §1
Agdr & A3 gAfrer Afelaar &
afeer fefray @A Frfed ar 78
it Fifed ag aga a9 13 @ | 39S
T faer 9T fa91T FXF g9 7 w9
faare ¥FE T FL AFAT | HAC YOF
=8 7T 7T & a1 ATY 9 Fra arEs
WL AZT BEAT TG TN ST AFT FT AT
2\ gafres qfefoady a1 7 @
AT i & A A ar FfefmQ & 7
7% Ar-FHFAE TG ad) § | 1 7S 79
9T gATY FTH 947 T § 39 9L TB
N A IIF FEWE AT ATT-07T
2t awar § | # FEoaaT ¥ aff s
(AT T A AT I AT A SAFTH1S
Y §eRaETA FB W FT AFATE | H
KLY NAATAIGIATE AR Hoo1 AT
Srgar g, AT AF ) ga Sy
F AT W@ & VHTT qF g9 faar
gar o wex FfY | sE AR A W
TY A9 ¥ AIL TO AT AGY &1 ATAT
LT FAFAT § | A AT A9 AFH
9T TG WIS AAT FT IHAT | A
aumar g g0 9% faw 9t fa=we F@
AT Z THEL ATE SGT F qE FAT
a7 &

301

gaaarear (s faqw wmeqdt) ¢
73 «Y 31z Afsq | (mgew)

=it for U dto arfew ¢ ¥ 3a TR
# 5% TE AIAT | T FEFF IR
# ot & Fo TAAAT TG TigaT | AN,
ghra arsat AT wigamn &1 a9
far Tfed g IR F Fgr L K w0
Srgat g o s dar g aF a1 weet
1T & AT THT FIA FT NATH AT AT
fafrezT ¥ far & | T #E F 77T
qHeAT 9IS g 97¥ 5 99 § ) wigeng
ot At & &Y wsS arq  H Faww

[20 AUG,

1981 ] to Goa, Daman and Diu)

qeR
Bill, 1980

FEIA | GAWEHE A W gief1
A §, A wAY E ) AT 7 .
HAT 9¥AT §, AT H1E & . .
F1 A FWFOAAT ) w7 09 A
R AT wardeRT A G, T 40T
H(T HIGT T ISATATIA TR 4
HIgai § 1 SegiA wgr oS wiui
FREAT & SAFT AT 0T 1 A 0w
oA Afefwad sfaav g, afzlom
FREaT -fg’? g1 oagt fE v
sfefmge Ffaaat § 1 gre wid 11
AT ART SHET THTAT FTq) 44
AT ATTAT 57 47T | Fw 771 qA0
FT | ATLIAF AAATG AT A1 fvafA
R, #arfafemd ma § s gadi i 7 7w
T A fIFITEMT | JIAY A4
T FAAT AL AG T Q%A
F9A% | § q¥ wIedt w1 910

g fw ggin 5 fast &1 quga fran
(sTaEna )

e

At

At XERFS AL AT 7
UF §9 g1 earfud FIGT 9w
T4 FOTEH GrE RIS KN T2 11 HIY
[EIRISE F! FT A T OFER wAE 4
$ifeg 1 (saaaw)

THE VICE-CHAIRM *™' e
DINESH GOSWAMI) th
question is;

“That the Bill, as
passed”,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI): T
stands adjourned to re-assera
morrow at 11 AM,

The House then oy o
at fifty-nine minute |
of the clock 1ill elevern
clock on TFriday !
August, 1981, '



