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THE ADVOCATE (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1980

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUS-
TICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS
(SHRI SHIV SHANKAR): Mr. De-
puty Chairman, Sir, I move:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Advocates Act, 1961, as passed

by the Lok Sabha, be taken into

consideration.”

Sir, thig Bill is a very short one
which seeks to make two small
amendments to the Advocates Act,

1961. The other House found it to be
non-controversial and I hope that the
position woulg not be (different in
this House.

The first of these amendments is
designed to do away with an anomaly
which hag come to light recently, As
the House is aware, the dual system
wag in force on the Original Side of
the High Courts of Calcutta anq Bom-
bay for several years. This meant that
an advocate was required to be in-
structed by an attorney who alone
was entitled to appear on the Origi-
nal Side. The attorney was, however,
not entitled to plead before the court.

(Interruptions). The attorneys were
a class of practitioners. (Interrup-
tions).

DR, RAFIQ ZAKARIA: (Mahara-

shira)- Mr Bhupesh Gupta,
Special Mention is gone.

your

SHRI SHIV SHANKAR: The attor-
neys were a class of practitioners.
(Interruptions)

SHRI NAGESHWAR PRASAD
SHAHI (Uttar Pradesh): Mr. Deputy
Chairman, gir, kindly ask Dr. Zakaria
not to interrupt the proceedings,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
please.

SHRI SHIV SHANKAR: The exis-
tance of the dual system which was
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found 1o be only in these two cities
in India occasioned a certain amount
of controversy. Parliament finally
considered it desirable to do away
with the institution of attorneys so
that there could be a unified bar and
only one class of legal practitioners,
namely, advocates. In grder to give
effect to thig object, the Advocates
(Amendment) Act, 1976 was passed
which abolished the class of legal prac-
titioners known as attorneys and the
pre-exisling attorneys became ad-
vocates. However, for the purpose of

determining their seniority as advo-
cates, their earlier experience and
standing as attorney was not taken

into account. This resulted in the ano-
maly of very many senior attorneys,
who had been practising as such for
several years and were as well guali.
fied becoming junioy to those gdvo-
cates who joined the legal profession
very much later and whose standing
in- the profession was less. The views
of the Bar Council of India were
sought on this anomaly and the Bar
Council agreed that it would only be
right to give the attorneys who became
advocates an  appropriate  seniority
having regard to their earlier stand-
ing in the legal profession. It is, there-
fore, proposed to amend sub-section (3)
of section 17 to provide that the se-
niority of an atterney enrolled as an
advocate shall be determined in ac-
cordance with the date of his enrol-
ment as an attorney.

The work of the Government of
India in the Supreme Court and the
High Courts has considerably increas-
ed. And in order to ensure that cases
are properly defended, it had become
necessary to appoint a second Addi~
tional Solicitor-General. The terms and
conditions of appointment of the se-
cond Additional Solicitor-General as
well as his position in the warrant of
precedence are the same as that of
‘the Additional Solicitor-General. His
functions are also the same. It is,
therefore, both proper and necessary
that statutory recognition should be
given to the office of the second Ad-
dftional Solicitor-General so that he
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may have pre-audience immediately
after the Attorney-General, the Solici.
tor-General, and the Additional Solici-
tor-General. It is, therefore, proposed
to amend section 23 of the Advocates
Act to give to the second Additional
Solicitor-Cieneral a right of  pre.
audience immediately after the Addi-
tional Solicitor-General and before the
Advocales-General of the States.

1 would, therefore, commend this
measure to the House.

The guestion wags proposed.

SHRI1 NARASINGHA PRASAD

NANDA (Orissa): Mr. Deputy Chair-
man, Sir, the basic object of this Ad-
vocates (Amendment) Bill has been
described by the hon. Minister in de-
tails in itg historical confext and T gze-
cept and support it. But what I would
like to point out to the hon. Law Minis-
ter in this connection is that this kind
of piece-meal ameéndment to an im-
portant Act like the Advocales Act
should not have been there. The idea
that was expressed at various stages

of the Consultative Committees and
elsewhere was to bring about a com.
prehensive amendment to thig Advo-

cates Act. There are so many things
to be done with regard to the provi-
sions of the Advocates Act, and so
many suggestions have been made as,
for examrgle, to do away with the clas-
sification bhetween the attornevs and
the advocates. And that has been done
now. Then there is the question of
juniority and seniority. The present
amendment seeks to set right the pro-
blem of juniority and senijority, and to
give recognition to the second Addi-
tional Solicifor_General and tfo give
him the necessary legal sanction for
getting his job done. It is all right so
far as it goes. But the main peint that
T would like to make is that there
should be some serious thinking about
the changes to be effected in the Ad-
vocates Act consonant with the change
in the times, consonant with the re-
quirements of the society, consonant
with the desire for bringing about
socio economic transformation, conso-
nent with the idea of giving legal aid
to the poor, and consonant with the
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idea of the role that the advocates
could and should play so far as the
poor litigants of this country are con-
cerned. If all these things together
could have been brought about in a
comprehensive amendment, then it
would have been much better. In any
case, Sir, the scope of this Bill is very
limited, and that limited amendment
is moved to achizve the limited ob-
jective. And I support this limited
objective. And I also commend accept.
ance of the Bill by this House. Thank
you, Sir.

SHRI MAQSOOD ALI KHAN (Kar-
nataka): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
as has been explained by the hon.
Minister of Law, the Bill does not call
for any elaborate discussion. But I
take this opportunity to express mysell
upon certain points that usually agi-
tate the minds of Inawyers and the gene-
ral public.

Sir, the fundamental question that
arises today is that after about 33 years
of Independence, we have just now
been criticising the judiciary or the
lawyars, and that dispensation of jus.
tice in the country is very expensive
and time-consuming. We have been
making laws and I think, Sir, thou-
sands and thousands of laws we have
made, whether it is in our Parliament
in Delhi or in the various State Capi-
tals, but hundreds and thousands of
laws have been made. The question is
who is there in the country who is get-
ting benefited by such laws? We speak
of the common man. How far can the
common man get a law to his benefit
made or applied? Law today, as the
procedure stands, is a necessity for
the rich man, for the rich; the poor
cannot afford to go to courts. We have
spoken, Sir, so many times about aid
to the poor, about legal aid to the poor;
but how far has it been effective? What
about the court fee itself? What about
the other things that we have to vpay
in the courts? Have we ever thought
that this judicial system that we are
now having in the country is not suit.
ed to our genius, that it does not con-
form to our traditions to all, though
it is elaborate? It has been built up for
over 100 years. I have seen that even

T~
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in Canada and America there have
been references to Indian precedents.
They have praised them. And it is said
that the Indian judicial system is the
most elaborate syslem in the world.
Not only it is the most elaborate sys-
tem, it is the most intricate system also
and 1t 1s the most expensive system
also.

Now that the hon. Law Minister is
there and he is thinking mostly in
terms of the common man 1 think a
change, a complete change is required
in this country. Sir, very long back in
the days of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru,
when we were thinking of Nyaya Pan-
chayats, we thought that justice should
be dispensed at the level of villages it-
self and the people should be taught
how to dispense justice, how to make
the panchayats hear their grievances,
but all that was kepf in a cold storage.
Nothing was done. They say that law
1s nothing but commonsense. But I can
say that hardly aany man of common-
senge can understand law gas it is. It
is such a technical subject that unless
you get assistance from experienced
lawyers, you are not able to win your
case in courts. And criticism is made
against the lawyers. They say that this
set of people or this class of people
are responsible for lengthening the
procedure, for seeing that justice Iis
not made. But whose creation they
are? They are the creation of the judi-
cial system that we are having in this
country. If you do not take the assi-
tance of lawyers, what will happen? I
know and the Law Minister knows it
fully well. Sir, in Karnataka, where
under the ceiling laws we debarred the
lawyers from appearing before tribu-
nals, all the tribunals went on taking

up the cases of these land
3-00 p.m, ceilings. They decide the

cases, Ultimately when these
cases go in appeal to the High
Court under Article 226 of the Consti-
tution, I must say that the High Court
in very many cases has criticised the
way in which these Tribunals proceed
with the cases, and they said that the
Tribunals had no legal competence;
they do not have any legal acumen to
go through these cases and in very
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many cases, the decisions have been
reversed. This is the system we are
having. Why to blame anybody—whe.
ther the judges or the lawyers? We are
here to make laws, make laws simple.
Even take the case of sales tax Act.
You ask a petty vendor what kind of
trouble he is put to. Take the income
tax Act. You ask an assessee what
trouble he is put to. You cannot under-
stand these laws or the iniricacies of
these laws. All fhese laws are so com-
plicated; they are so intricate that a
special knowledege is required. So un-
less we try to simplify these laws,
unless we try to simplify the proce-
dures, we would not be able to succeed.
For a common man to get his due or to
get a relief, is a dream. I do not know
when this dream is going to be ful-
filled. I would, therefore, stress—taking
this opportunity—upon the Law Minis-
ter that we must make a move in the
right direction, try to simplify the
laws, for which an overall change is
required, and we must try to see that
the laws are simplified and the pro-
cedure is simplified. Thank you.

oft forg =z @ (T5Ere) @ QwEw-
aft 9giea, gt aF 34 fada® w1 avary
g, 399 FI1% Sqer fagrg Ag & 1 gOH
ST Hifa{edt &1 Iga € 59 fFar
T HIE QAU 1 & | T fad3F & 597
gW qdA F g 9%g HIF q&T F
arAw ag fadas oman § usaae (aHs-
Yz) fawr, @ grafyg $© a0 w@siT
39 § 7 Q) 2 et |7 earq ¥ @
FE &1 AT & | & & H uEarae”
FTOF qeoan gat o, fewell 7 1 s
HAY SY 97T gl 9T S o7 WX @ R OF
faepie wier aar M 5 w1y 78
T gy aar fe 3w A Sfasfoe faeew
g1 ar aoifeamde fatew g | wia-ar
faeew g=w1 3 | ag 91 fagaw gus=iae
SHET TRICATIE FCT,AATAE HTIT HIF
fafea sftesio =y qu #7 & o T
o 3w § Sfadfame fawew afe @
STTRTT 1 S ST W7 ST | T97g EHIR A
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[ fag =%z &)

7' 7g faceq 5 &Y grr | 399 U
aafar & g9 F qrd qrE} g @
ST} ATAR 9T A AT E o6 gy
qTEY HR GIT |/ AT AT | T9A F 37 T
gagat g1 FEdr | 1 ¥w FAT &
TSAIHe FT ST & F 39 A 1 997
F g | STasfoae faeew 3w & fa
HAE § | GUT S qAISF 4192 ]
g9 0 T £ waAr §, Wwa
gfeewor Qar § fo oF aafe a qan
qGT FIT ¥ G T § [ T ATSHY
¥ g9 | qQFd HT AT | THAFT AT
AL UG | TET T FTq SqTRT
g | Mfafere § T¥ TR FT FA &
afer IR W AT S FATEE §, W
st gfesor § sov faw =g
IIIFT TEl § | gAY g AgT 9 FA
TET T |

RN OB L - 4 |
grafrag § a8 a8 § [ #9e g
Fagfal #, *f A, ¥ Fe
#, faem @@l @, am oS &
AfeT a1 F T7TE F AU w19 FQ
g graTw gt e AdY & 1 o A sifs-
faady av g i at ag w3 5 w92
FT g & AfHT FAT a1 Fret #7 aiamr
7E7 1 9g it qfefaad A e 3
zad afrad) aftads @ & ang
FYEY T | AR gh 9T ad T faeey
& FAT gA SEFT IIA FL AT g9 44T
faezn 78 woaT e § foay 9
gafaes g + 71 Gar fawfaer aw 75
AT HFA & ¢ AT JT SHIHSISST FEAT
TR § | AT A8 & o Saar wr -
faraT & 1 Ifeford ¥ sSiw difres
g1 afz 87 7 faar 9o &Y @ A
ATSAIRHEF g1 ? Far gfrar & 63 sy
TE 97 9 & 1 v gfvar F s wy
T o1 faeea 7L 7 qofradr awer
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FAOFT H Ffemiigar ¥ oo 97 sy
§ | affe FE ¥ sow sar grer =7
T § | AR 9% G B F S0 TE
T IR | F AN gra fraa fag
A § AT BT Few qT AN 1 faa-
faar § |\ Saad &1 ug o o & gmwy
A SHRETES FIA F7 waw 3% & | oz
T G #1E & qoI T ¥ fg 79 F1
faafaar agf =T g%y O +7 § w7
5o 1 T9r g1€ F12 F wover ¥ fyuy
§ &Y o9 FT A6T & ) o wfaa
WA AT & g FTqFA § 5 o
|4 |0 | U9 3% AT 5737 A @RI
FAT F1T GO0 ? A wgy 4w &
ot SfFefan qeatden & wo fo A
S Y F G 9 g5 § W JeX
W gt & Sfyefan aest 8 | oo
HT HASTT a8 AT I £15 G4 srresdy
H1 SIS AT A | 78 &1 qaqr F1E geaihe
BT OFATE ST T & F 6 T aF I
foree & Sife &< st 21 1 gafaw 2w
59 fam 1, fras 6w war & e
afsfradt wrgaw g, wehafer § o
wiieardz §, 78 o= @vem @w a)
ST | afe gw 5w far FY SvRerew
FLIT AT A T ANAT QAT g ST |
=9 fada® 93 dea qw § gafav o
AT AN HIT HTGHT 69 AT T84T
g & o faafasr § dfagm § goga
far wmq @ifs 2 far @7 SederEw
feva stre 1 gfem o= @ ww gw @
w2 & o gfere & weadi F ot uwo o
T :‘?TOQH\",%D orfe LERS G
7 Y, @i g FEAr 0w & b
Ffefory «t ghfres &1

% a1 & ag +ff wgar =g g
& o 5w fadas § ug T & &
#frardf & s =, Tg 1 SV §
fen dfradt @Y =i TET § ArSraTT
R St srgremrs @@t g1 2 At
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ITHT IHAT FTAGY TE) § ) T2-IF q9L-
75w 33 & $Ig0 § ) fF g9 dq I ¥
& afFT &Y Jiwa T3 7y § I
Sfrew gadt adf & ) zafaq ¥ 53
ga1a g fF a3l 71 us smmifea 9
fora® @ i oY FdarE #I, e W
Firege #X fqad oF Q@ A QW
qifs forasr graeT a8 ¥ gady w8
gY § 99%7 sqaT Gur 99 g § faar
STQAT | 39 9IE § 39 qaF 1 AT TS
T 937 G0 & | 3 T FgerTy B al
qHIT & Afp gafeedy ad & Y
@d g ag T § 3w fagqw ¥ af@
qfefaadr #1 & 7T @R @1 eaA|
GI9AT 18T § 1 gt aF 59 fagas® w7
qaTd § T U AW um qmaT o @
for 9! O vaTse FREY F gy w1 faan
WG | T AT T §, g A1 I9H
o o § gHfaT 57 gy ardr @
FaTEE FALY A o WHTFT FAT &, sAlAT
qq AT § FF 3qFT SA5E FAE F
gq3 foar st Ay i) & qwa
9% AN AT FFAT | 751 weay & qI
§ YT AT T FHIT FQTE | GeFA1E |

sft T tamR e ( fagn) - s
gwiafa #giea, g ot wHzdE o &,
q g & e & WM @A faQy
FIA FT F1% I97 Ag1 Iar | & gasy
qgy qudT 3T E 1 90y, FFo A IR
AT TWATAGATE | qrA1F HAT St
FAT FE 94 R faae ) gan JFe
17 (3) §(F) FaTr e 1 sriede §
Y AT FT TN Y a1 Feh T8 & |
AT AT FT wqqaq g g fv =T
MM § 1976 F AT & HIEX
& afa g difaafer Ay soEt
S ¥ F U ATHT gATA G|

dF 2(wmg) #®, st fefedaw
w1 YT g S99 &w  dfFewas
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1 fefeims & =mar § .

It says: Legal practitioner means an
advocate or vakil of any High Court,
a pleader, Mukhtar or revenue agent.

g S AR & ¥ eI Wl
g B & | ST T oFH ¥ FH
AT FS(UE T & HIX TF AT AL
fedt ot qeg ¥ wewl ¥ w9 78
g\ & @ d9que S eI § §AE
e off aga sanar g e
aqwT agd fai w1 @ g §
T gaar fe wedft AgRw &7 e
A e 9T #@i M@l W U
FIET & W qg eI M ST
gar qur e & dfgmfcr Wt
I guE { Aty Sy 1 FEifE
wfigy, 1 THeX T ATdg S99
guy faw 12 @Y &0 9r R 9y
gfas o @1 T § WATSE TA-
Qe & fag | § zom 7@ [
zgfag F U9 OF GEAEE WU G
@ g afew sawr gwdifaw w0
¥ Og @ A W ST gwAr d)
zafem JT TE) WA § g TAQG
g fr wfer w1 g g #
sq #ert #1 @fgfer @ o
wrfe e, 91 SER AT SISET
§ ggu wusHe @ W IERI
fifafd@ 9 T RT § e
T qg § A 9T |

gqX YwaT 23 H 1 AT AREE
N a9 aEt g, a8 N AEEE
F aw AF & A A EWEA
grfafges s @1 9re g @
¥ Fefar g qm% ATE T HAA |
agt ¢ 7w T g fw ogAd
FTRaT  URNNEAR  WArHET 9
o BT (IS AT H W
wsg faar 9w A3 arfafge}
FT 1, g ow g e aw §
2J9 A gE A W g AR Wg
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BUREELCEREIER o
FFvg W Aifafyet §a3a 981d
foar T & @ sAR W wEEw
w71 faaar =ifge o ag A yAHE
agY ¥, W THW( GHYT FI & |
9wy T aas w dear fedi faw
Feelt W W g, G # a%
gear gt ST T g, WL v agd
g weEd § & 3u faug ux adl
STAT 9gar § 9wy § gadr Fger
agar § 5 &9 & wq o e
FIE g SRl A T Afrew faean
Tifge | #gl 9IS AWy 18 EEA F
99 &, ag 18 ¥ GTIT qYTST 1 H
Tl Y TP K9 A FH 18 § TE©I-
FT 21 FT fear «ma, w=r o#d
gear oW FE H &0 ¥ a6 21
T A 3@ sy (& o 9y a1 o
49 gAY a7 & SUY FTHT 7-8
g 914, a1 WY FP U En
At 1 sgF mg wwWlr gErR
AAAT AT ST A A A F@T AR
@l & fawr ¥ @g agd @iy &
f& afmae agva &1 § 4 awea
T AEa & safau s dw #
ST & 9l qrq g @, TEH 4 ®
f£ 5@ @ oy o OET WERTA g
gl aFTT A w1 TR fHAEy
A AT FW E IEA TF R F
ag) faamr g @Y awea ¥ 99 S
& ST 7gi 7% SAdY w8 g e
ool ars & Y s S
@A § SUA GgaR giaa sAan
WA g A & FwEl @ _ar g
fsmF uter o & g 9 o+
g & amy ¥ fav 3@ 49 g
AT F1E 9 fgar ¥ @1 F gEaEq
FT A & TG U AT AT gL ®
ag T & T #1 fraae g
&, 9g A T & FrEL ST aAFT
N\ Hear g, safer g€ & ¢ X ug
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wigar § f& @i s awww qw
T & THFT FETE "1 TqAT I qd
U afsggeq waq s fear wm™
afs ag gt § ¥ § GF )
S FJETU KT AT T AT IT &
50 AT &1 ®qET gL @I TIAACS
Z W g\ zufay St adE € 95T
FH IAY YN FFAT AT g, AT
¥ af9 gy ¥ EAWT F Fh< AR
2 TS FENT AT wod 9 T GIr
gl amr gy, sFggr 9g & gEr
AT W OIARI AGTE 81 [IUT a7
Tga & Siaa g ) gu R fage #
ar st @1 fear smowgr g 0
S UHedlo &fo UHo TAET §
oI 4 HoAr feeqad Aar FHIAE
faasr & g&a § At A
STCOE § S 10 A £ G S .
aq e gafag 5aT gg SvEed
T T UFAT § TAAEy g SRId
g wH g A gFwd ¥ W1 werg
a1 ®9AT A9 A 4@ A W ;AN
g auEl &, ag SE gy 9
T ST GAT ARIET & SATA QAT
FifgE | SaF AT T A A AT
g | dqHAT AT IGT A ATH-
gEar R afffgs a1 €T qY
Fiffaa A 9@ § g A ST E,
IY I9F 9 ZAT 9% W I @
fF 3 @9qT a9l F 56 FaBaL
FL gH A AT AT Aiee-89
qeT T ST T § A T e
T Wies TF JeyA TFwaar @qrEr
FY Ao @1 § | &) 9§ Fwvar faasy
graT @A gl WY &, Al Sasl
FH A F9 OF @A T, G gT TZY
g &7 & 59 wv fogdr @
g F ST {1 aFEIT H M ag
Iy A IEF T F AT
Jawl AT AT Agd & weer ge
s Tag agl 8 § o 9t /)
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g gy €, #§ fagie a1 Fifae
F JFA §, 9 93 qwIel F gred
gar g, 91 @ oArEr g o

7a Gt gim owm o wg @ R
Tzl B OFE FA qEFT gl
ST g FAife W fas drcargsy
X Fg@ & O qE g A o«
aga @ Frafaag =gy, fas «@r-
QETH TG F IEFT qFGT Ay
Fq gEAT § | FaiGQ Adr wgiaT
¥ F wmg wEar fa uee uw §
—F AT W A qH F A1 @
g8 g T wg W &=
ST F AL

=Y guawisia: "@dr S aiwes
UF W OAEl TEY g |

St VA TR NGE A 9D
a1z UF AT TS A a7 § | A
s 3 FIUG AGHHE F WA A gr
& 1 AL Al TS A & AR
IAH A U oW oA agd g4,
JATAT dqgd AT, TUY AT 09
A8l | 1977-78 MIT 1978-79 #
FgT H TATRHS. . . ..

(Interruptions).

UF ANAN q9Eq: 1977-78

¥oar #ma T

off W AGA FAE AT AE
S gwar X g, qq f TG GAAT
ART & ) Tq W AFIHT €Y,
AT @ 0T 0% & 47 1976 H
T AF W JOH GG g, T
4 ¥ FY AT g1 AW TS JIET
¥ WE FLAW | I IR AT A0
A AR 9T W@ g sma U Ay

[18 NOV. 1980 ]
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FUT & FI07, AT T ARy 1 ;A
qa d9 # ggr & fe wfteq awras
I S€2F 72T 7 §6 X &
¥q (TR 97 #d1 w3ieg ¥ Saw
Wt faar € z9 geg ¥ f5 saw
TEU AegEq fRAT A7 @ g AR
TP &G | gW AR g 6 9w q
SWedY FB F1 | AWME U & qie
gT AW fggraw & el safw
qqE & W & | zEfaq &9 § w9
HITA  TET AW gITAT FEET §
S W ST |

o7 H 8§ I5 T AT WL GF
w7 eqra fearar amar § A ag )
g fF g7 gy Il 7R feggeam
& ARl F AGL FIGATGE AToAT
TE R | X aug g SRuF 9
g1 T3 F——fesr o) 9edqr grg FE
¥, T THIfGayd & ML g9 998 %
uEAFEy UFE H dFmH 30 #
AHSHIE AT NgT & IFA F4r
g ? gad ag § % EASE W
& A frgaa U WAAL A H
FENCZUAT TE ... ...

=t wemio wa (TEIfiANa)
qIT fedT ¥ AL AT § )

st T A g qed o glag
AT L SFA 30 FEEl g

“S:bject to the provisions of this
Act, every advocate whose name is
entered 1n the State roll shall be
eatitied as of right to practise
throizhout the territories to which
this /ficl extends,—

1) in all courts including the
Supreme Couart;

(ii) before any tribunal or per-
son legally authorised to take evi-
dence; and
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[=t @ F@T 917 T¢q]

(iii) before any other authority
or person before whom such ad-
vocate is by or under any law for
the time being in force entitled to
practise.”

T qg WL U% BT 984 & AR
Ig TF FHTHS M0 IRT & foraa
g 5 oard www dfeerma
Tsalaed Fit feqr faar o aar §——g
ofmT g7 @we Feg uE g R
W fregmeg—ag st Mfasw am
qIq & WY g, 99 agd & IT dar
g T g | ST FHEl &1 WA @
9 & foau, s ik e & fau g
& =X Gqr wfae garg & W &
fw T ww & §, WX SHEAY &
§z o7 # Fogfeq 1 gT AW 8,
AR feegme o1 v Swa FE A1 faa
g F A A g oARE TR AW E,
@ I T ok frsgaa &1 g @
FH U FLd & | SqF &F g (@
ATAT § FEHIAT q AT ATIAT &
agEar Y 9 g 3few Am o)X w1
Ogw aFAT §, ¥\F ag FErAq A
fr Star are §r d@y & 9 gr,
sorHe grT, fom awg F adra g, S
a7g & GO M, T6 IHNA TS AT
? EFRY 2, 1 wEw W wIS B
gafaq awel &1 gt o ¥ fIam
FET qg agd & Few H FAE
YT B § [T A R
FAeq §, fafoien § &Y o9 aaw
F1 Ifem w@ T gFar § & AT
Gadfadtsr a1 Agf qwear g, qW
TZT & AW &1 Al Il
39 SEd Ay & FAT TG
@ A F g F oA A A
AT §—dgl  TgAr T R
fex Wt TR @1 [
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AT q9g ¥ IwwWEld S, Fgd

T FAA O W &)

It will amount to nationalisation of
corruption by such courts, such execu-

tives. gafqu gw T favy F<a & fF
X T T & AHTAT F I HAT
gt v o8 faaga & g amn S
zgeT Agas faw ag @ fa @
F& g9 Tgd AU TR F qEd H:
feqre &G | wftew & meax F|0
s & fF amw  fafees @
g\ aquy fafsdma 1 & @@ g,
AAT AT 1 TR FW g, SR AR
I & T & T FAAT Pyl X, FY T,
afFT TR QET AE gNT A OF Ag)
gard ¥, S fF wT fesgae §
AR Ag AR q1 F€r giag #
A Ag fre ) guawta wgteT,
§ @efr ot #1 ey HwiEd FET
9Ral § fF R AmE g ame
F FreeaA ¥ feae fear s
HIT SHS TAT HTQIT ST, al
fee Y@ F EHAT FEAT G=M,
grE F1E ¥ IFT IAT IET | AW
T § @l # fsa #T awd
g afgw g A1 § a8 % a7 )
zafau fady WY a8 ¥ =A@ Uae
§ ot wHTHE T THTT FT T A8
g ag T ™, T WX AW ATET AT
g fegEarT & awrg Avw faams
gt 1 gw gt g fasg wwew
FA | WA GIFT AL qg Fg (&
ag TeMfas S e § ar gw
g T 7§ e @ fag
TTaTAT &4 | gafery § Sqrany aar
ol § fF oT@ a w1 o s
Tl 9o W AR faw @ &
faams a1 & 9 g T few
FFit § 1 98 AWF f@adrw g #%
STTAT | AT G AT fEw g |
Ig AQ AT 99 AT T |
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it AT S WE ;g
g, § 3% fadgus &1 gudq s
g HIR 78 9890 & =T ST =A0ge a1
qq oY o a9 fem 9w a9 mo 3Ed
fou ooy geEETR AT E

Ao, § Hadr T F oeAaw Sq
TSAFEE & qF @raqr Jrgal g i
fd ofm F€ #iv gE e ¥ ad
Sffea 37 € ar agt Sfrew s § AT
aga AT E | IAHT T WEY AT § 9
A foansx off arfes & | @
guT I¥ UAeE ARl Qe
i g § 9EY avg ¥ Usarte®
FAE § AN 98 THIY 9T [
g% § | ftwy, W v fasw
gear § | Aq a1 WA AW AW g,
qER  FW @, qA G g AfFT R
faearg § v aeeng fawsx S
qIX AT BAM &4 &) Hqd FEE
¥ zax fac &1 9 E & T
fagme ey & AR AF faww g fF
& ;qAr qAE FE AR AT fqawr-
A

S, TF W 0T &1 wE@en §
T 3g A9, AU @I 8, 9,
1T, 7788 WA ¥ O & qIE §
AT T AT FIT AT H SET § ALHA
M osgd wger fegwa § a8 wEAw
1 &\ 9% Am §, faw@ @
Tedide e wHE & W g, § e
sige w3 7 o1 AT ag F9 WS
f5 ugdide Qe # @ T T &1
F% wifgew fFar 9@ 1 WX S
gum & o1 Fq 7 wgr T oaw
gan § faq 7 mw W § wElEQ
gy Wifgew 7@ AT | 99 99w
W1 F© ATA gl 9§y ag @ fF
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TR & 9/ 97 FREhe § 39 Fgr
ST & % ogEM 100 FAT %o
ST @9 R | 98 9m-Hc §Te
9ga F oga 2 ot & SATEr
g9 g #R afag @
Te #1 @MW A AT G ST
T 1A & WY Y AT ATS &qU FT
e g o g owew fggw ¥ oww
W AYEHT HCW qg 497 581 FAe
FT U@ | AT GFR AEHI &
T W AT ARG Fr e &t
TSR T gASA AFT, qIT FIET
FT GAGT I FL @ AP TS FY
wW B 9 A S oEsar § AR
arr fwar ST oawar § 1 sw QT
aTE ATIERT | TF a1 AN U2
el ATEl AW & Sl TOEr AWR
ol Y q9g ¥ A 9T AG G
qd, 98 SHET VI gE MY gar
ST AASGATEE TEAIHIE g——H SHEI
TATFATRS g Fgar § wiw Sl
g9g ¥ 9 g% &1, =90, 99 61
frafA iz aggag 10 a9 7=
FE FYIFT § d3 @ HI WH F
5 9% TG TE 41 Ig A HATATRE
€ FEW, A1 5@ a8 & Sl FALEET
Tsdaed § gan  fau «f g5 fou-
AW #Y yeRAT g Sy | @i
§ A Wl S ¥ osgm fE oA
TIAT AR TE AT A A GEEACE
FT FHANEE W AT IAF) q0fAA
FX A1 g EW IEEr § AR g
gl ¥ {ifF amwma fGg waea
ITE AT T F W F U
UEWE g9 IO FAT & {aqd
dar< wgr grr |

s, it gAR f@ A W
g s fFmagsr == g &
AT H UEAHIY B AW F Ol
I T HSATOT TT ST A A G FIK
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¥ g1 f& Jg gresgAew HoIAA)
gfier Ay s =R, @ § wad
g 9T F HE 9% JaEo
g fr 25 30 wa ¥ A W OAS
gsae S dax FREE # afxey
F@ & AR A @F feq @t FEA @
93 § IR WE 5 FAW WX 10
gMT WY gRT & AT ST dE%
gfram & 98 T A9 & 99 8/
& Tl $FES FI § g 5T HA-
FATNHES HX gafeTdaw a1 Fies
weatke &1 fe@r Sar g wwer
e et & ¥ OF
gic & W FEgT F X[ AN
gifaqi & AW Far gFAT g S
d9x FRY ¥ Sfew Fw@ § AR
L O I I S I
giT U T odTo HIX TATToTHo T
T g W dEy &FEs "}
¢ TgEew § fdew FT &
FAYL H dRA A AT aq §
wfaqfwaﬁvraﬁru"{ﬂm

FW § A1 usAwed ® WM S
Fam & & aX @ &, 98 9
¥ quE ¥ AEr Wy | W O
q 7% a9 gHA W AGr ;T |
Sa qgl UsEIHe™ SEw qr  u
@ g & #fdwm & s AR
qFET qE Al S I FHT AMET
F]@ & Tod TG A, IO
FT, 9 Wuw ff FgT g TF &%
& AN, §7 g dhaT § 1 ¥
fag & fadem sewT (= 39 9 W o9
faarz #31 g@d i # u® F&
A g f5oom uF oad w9 o

A

g @@ @ §ga F9 § AeE
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FEE AR A g AWK
W e TEAde ¥ faw 9w §
F$fmﬁ'traﬁﬁ€qeaﬁa:@r fafaw

7 ¥ g fagq frfaa ome ®
%fﬁﬁiﬁm e § § 1 -
WNE TANE Tgamead, fewdl MEARE
TEAheH, Wi TENde  GEavhed
AR dae Geaideq @@ #r fawe
oA AR W A AME U 9%
g2 1 wowl wEE  WEs Awe
R WgeS FRET F AW AgN
feft 1+ afaw ff s W IR
GEUS- S (N vk S
fammd & gy anfafaeer w6
g |

3o THE® wAT : Gger a7
fafreeT & ad ar

s ARAT gATT WY -
far gwa, &t s@g T @t we-
dree | gl owR, & fedew
Feur & my ww wWe  aeEdcw
FIEEEE @ FE W owwd §
TR AT SR GWRE ar %%
TR § a1 REgAT FX §ed § fF
TH W e <@ arfe gy e
FAT FOS I A @

S, ot o gl & e
femr fF Gsatde F@ w1 B
ar wifge #=ifF o wEE
Y T AT AN W qx ffea
¥ 2 AR adr den ¥ awr -
Afs ¥ & | 95 @ wod wiow
F, #9 AfmAe #Y, Aod e
wEd A, @ WE mee AW
g | WX ¥ TEAAT §T ¥ av
UERCCANE T S O c el o
Tealded a7 Few  FoEd ar
§ wwd W&l St & wgm fr
T WY 3@ Y T feie
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FA AR fomgae & | o™
Y g o1 Afqw @i faeod,
9o A | @l A SN gw
fefli & o1 & "= ¥ qEw
BRE AT T OAE #7 NS Gar
oW W 98 UgamE wm
F fau st 4@ & ARk 3ew
GFT @I,  IARI FTRAS W
F Al 3@ oFE & fam oaga
THAMag g Fifs Al TR
FE § ST AT Sq4g g, FOT T
Fgar g dmn o7 faa s wr
g, 3 & gueaml gX fFew &
g 1 SAE AT BT T a1 A7 fagre
Yle dg 4T T oAlPA WIHET
FHAT FAAT A1 | AW 7 fgw
§ T8 gem, wiga § e wEifE
so fRewmg ot ax g9 &
WiaT  WEM F AW 9% S
TTHET HIRAA FOAT q7¢ FC & |
oM AT FB FIA ad § IqD IR
wWET W gt § ag W
TG gar | fRET T AT il ST
At #weer wE gEn, g s
gar & 1| I W g %@
FCAG A OGEY T & Y G
AN 1 FET MR owifeew grit
aroag o T OMT | S
oM BT T | TR R HS-

gl

foem & d3w g w3 §,
frar <% qafedt dEw ag

STfEe &% ar areATEy $EAA Tia
FT VWA T G HSfHE T TH
®RE FAT AT §, Wo s B g,
g &t grsiwa ar Hifew ¥
T@ET TE R, I OFT AT
AT wWied & dg W uR
qFT HL EA T W B IFT
FH, JET AT HT qE  TIIHL
I I HrE SENG 99 w0
WA T U OEW |
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st IgEwaia : A9 AW R
# T |

St AeaY AEvE wigt ¢ WA
& warcw @ ogwmr 1 omfEl #
FEO & HA S TEW A aEE
0} 75 fhe o9 FT W@ 1 AR
gIEE 2 | WA Aw wfezg ¥
w56 gvaed WY § | WY AgT SATE-
T & fag «f wag &1 g @9
FAfAST Fd § | qofgw w@nd
¥ faw 39 aw & W aw & fag
gy g gET 1§ @ AAT §
f w7 wg G ¥ W o9 dd g
@ oAt & @t & waw arfafewa
faare §1F & o T8 s arfafess
fram Bl #T A9 JEE | 9%
aifafesa fawre @ g wd
oo A et & f5 e W
TET AN T ) S ogEe
gaar 9 ® fau et wrE w1
gim #E § qF1T ag 0 @l
ZAR POAW =1 F ZTRqAm F 781 W1 ]
g mnal Frde ad &) 197
qragiaas FaAar g | qF A a5
Tl § A1 FAT 71 qedg FEH H
gfawe W1 s @98 F o8
T Fo TEe ;T A fa
2 @1 gaR fag g9 9% Qe AT F
FE &1 TIF GUIST W FAAT 6 BHH
qE A §, A& § Sfwqad &
7t o forg aeg & dw piw FED
guE e Tuema § fr aew W
#18 fosar, fasm 7 g =J1fge |
F welt agtey & {4327 aww & W
g AL A U T Wig | W
AR FH-TG L GTIG H AR A€ed
1 FIEAT grel gy  arEr afatmateT
TNE ARET 7 AT IE A

st gaweraly ; W AU T

oY HTTET HHTE Y ¢ 9 I A
T g\ & faege wg) g L # @
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[47 ameET garg o]

& faaea we i o goar g e d
§ @ afew v pfead @
T @ T AT FT TRATT T,
FAT g AR AT GEY GO
wa ofed ar o wfd oA
g I Al S G o fF oaer
aod {30y g & @ A @S
¥ 3 o) wEy & d &/ oo
i Sfezdi F G gsSeede qEl
AN U A

ft goowmfa . w9 wWo Wi
fifTg

St aWgaz swaw wg o owiEd
aa Fg < H AU I T
FET | EE FE F @ TR qam
g giw FE &1 & a8 g fF
g WieE ez % a9 o @
i ©F Frare REmvaT S @ EH e
@ g v fafre s fufree &
ugi saer fafse g & &

ot fom @iwe s FAIT &
areq ?

= AWzay gaE A w9
g I[@ g, T Sy AN &
g AW o Mo wWe F WY A
gar g {7 s e (afees
X a1 fafaet & agy 99 S
2 | UF AR FHME ¥ 9T @
o @R F IT wWar g &
uH-sg iw ¥ fwE v oSty v
SEHI qiE-gTa qF qT dd § |
zafag 78 oy fraea s g @
A@ gg Afd wgarg fF FEeEr
7§ fafer s&a w1 @ @,
fems a9a # FdwEl ¥ @
I TAT F T HL F, TV
gar ag & fF @va, & a9 9®T q
g WiR 3o s AR fefes
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feard 8% @@ & | IS AFAF
faw, ¥ fragw & 6 oo wHEET
# fafer swow @ @ @, fews
A T | ARRT {AC T AET §
fr feemtdaes & ag ST wA-
froqr g@ &F A WA g @
A q faew 3 5 A 9w
G- #HT qwa @ A e
X AR @ fag o &g, &
FUE, AR FQg fagar o g=i
WY SEH FFed] X, g I
EIT AT T % |

st gqawmafa -
U wfey |

Tq AT FIAT

sy AriraT waE wE i,
wa § @At #C @ 1 F wsEl
F g § g @ fagmw @
qudq Far § !

g faa 9 ©F HAedHz WY
3 7o faar & q@FE FHE &)
e femr s 1 @@ wATEEw
gH @r # gegde  fRar A
g

st Sgawaf : 9g AESEE 4
g fear T 30

ot AmraT 9qtd @ Afew
ag g9 @R F Chae fRAar T
2 | ag gAuEhE s YU AR
w3 |

it W ara (fagr)
9 gqwr 957 foat &

st AW WA W
dfFT g g AWl A GLRAE
fear war §

st guawmafd : @E AW Ogd
& fag o E
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ot AWEET  waw@  wig: o ar
fet ag #7 g ax fam
| 7 ©F FaEdmr W AW & |
W O AW Ae hEer &
CICEI 2 B B ot o
qegae frar

ot guawEfa ;@ oW TR gA
difsg | fag wdveHz &1 mEd
geAe fear wor § sEwr ww
@ T | SHH wMdE gee)
F oam T f&a 1w € EE]
F AT T gHveHe & qI AT
# AW gW arfgg ¥ 1 d4fF =g
TASAE FA-ATSY AEl 91 gafag
G CI F o)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): Sir, this is a simple Bill
But I begin by congratulating the
Supreme Court Bar Association, an
organisation of Advocates. It is only
fit and proper that we express a word
of good cheer for our Advocates, when
we are discussing problems relating
lo them. They are doing a very good
job. We may have gome words of
criticism also later.

Sir, I invite your attention to a
news item published almost in all the
daily papers of Delhi today. I have
got one paper with me. Other papers
are also here. This news item is un-
der the caption “Defence of Constitu-
tion by Antulay alleged”, That is the
caption. Mr, Antulay himself is an
Advocate. But he has now become
an Advocate of the Presidential sys-
tem, having been, during the emer-
geney, an Advocate of the caucus, He
bhas changed his advocacy from the
caucus to the Presidential system, 1
do not know, when this is averted,
vhat he will advocate. But, here, 1
may congratulate our Supreme Court
Bar Association. The news item reads
thus:

“The Supreme Court Bar Associa-
tion on Monday strongly disapprov-
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ed the attack on Parliamentary de-
mocracy by the Maharashtra Chief
Minister, Mr. A, R, Antulay, and
urged the President to examine whe-
ther he should be asked to resign
under article 355 of the Constitution
for its defiance. The resolution
adopted by voice vote at the meet-
ing of the Bar Association in New
Delhi said, Mr, Antulay was bound
by the constitutional oath of his
office to bear true faith and allegi-
ance to the Constitution with parlia-
mentary democracy as its basic st-
ructure, The President of India
must take note of the defiance of the
Constitution by the Chief Minister
of Maharashtra and should examine
whether under article 355 of the
Constitution Mr. Antulay should not
be asked to resign so that the Gov-
ernment of Maharashtra could be
run in accordance with the Consti-
tution, the resolution said.”

Now, Sir, you will ask how the ad-
'vocate issue comes in. It does come
in because here our advocates are
rendering a good service to the nation,
The Supreme Court Bar Association,
that body of advocates, I must say, has
rendered an excellent service to the
nation by coming out in a forthright
manner and T hope that the other Bar
Association in the country, the High
Court Bar Associations, the District
Bar Associations, efe. will follow suit.

It is a wonderful example of leader-
ship that they have given. I am not
one of those who only criticise our
lawyers. When they do good things,
I recognise them and I would expect
them to follow them up. I only won-
der whether the Bar Council should
not consider the question of disqua-
lifying Mr, Antulay from the mem-
bership of the Bar. Well, if the Bri-
tish, for their wicked imperialist cause
could disqualify even men like Mahat-
ma Gandhi, for ignoble purposes, why
should we not, for the protection of
democracy, for the dignity and honour
of our parliamentary system, disqua-
lify or why should nat our Bars dis-
qualify men like Mr, Antulay?
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SHRI SHIV SHANXAR: For your
information, h= is not a member of the
Bar Council. (Interruptions).

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA: He is.

SHRI SHIV SHANKAR: He is not,
(Interruptions)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: ¢ is a
barrister. I am only asking the Bar.
I am also a member of the Bar. (Inter-
ruptions). Please understang this. I
am only asking the Bar Council. I
cannot ask the Middle Temple or Inns
of Court to disqualify him. Now, Sir,
I come to another thing. (Interrup-
tions),

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order.
please. Yes, Mr, Bhupesh Gupta, you
please continue

SHR1 BHUPESH GUPTA: It is not
my habit to continue when the Minis-
ter is speaking. (Interruptions), Now,
Sir, why had this Bar Council become
agitated? They become agitated and
rightly so, There we have not the
barrister, but a barrister’s wife, an
advocate’s wife, also coming from
Bombay, who had an interview with
the mighty Chief Minister of Maha-
rashtra. Perhaps some day he will
claim that he is a new versicn of some-
thing like Shivaji, Now, coming to
Mr. Antulay: Mrs. Fatima Zakaria
talks to Mr. A. R. Antulay, the Chief
Minister of Maharashira, It has appe-
ared in the “Sunday Review” of the
“Times of India” with a big portrait
of Mr, Antulay, Barrister, Chief Mini-
ster and formerly of the caucus.

Now, gir, what does he say? I am
grateful to that lady, cur friend’s wife,
Mr. Rafig Zakaria’s wife, for enlight-
ening uc., I have no quarrel with her.

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA: She is an
editcr and a journalist in her own
Tight,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: She is
certainly not an editor in your right.
Yes, 1 agree with you. I have great

SABHA |
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admiration for her, She has rendered a
service, wittingly or uawittingly—that
I do not know that you better find
out—by exposing Mr. Antulay. And
you read this thing. Sir, such people
are in the Bar; they become Ministers:
they become Members of Parliament.
Sir, I think, you were in the House
during the emergency. Were you not
in the House?

SHRI KALPNATH RAI (Uttar
Pradesh): He was.
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You

know very well, Sir, that we brought
a charge that some people in the Con-
gress Government at that time or
around the caucus or inside the cau-
cus had drafted a constitution for the
Presidential system and got it circu-
lated. I even said that it had been
done in the Parliament House. Every-
hody in those benches denied it,

SHRI KALPNATH RAI:
correct.

It is not

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am
telling you, keen quiet. Mr. Kalpnath,
why are you getting up? You have
become now the General Secretary,
At that time you were not. Everybody
said it. I said it and 1 wrote it in the
‘New Age’ the journal I edit. I said
in Parliament again and again. I
wrote in the pamphlets that our Party
brought out. 1 charged the Govern-
ment that some people around the
throne preparing a draft clandestinely

and circulating it to prepare
the ground for a change qver
to the Presidential system, which

was, of course, aborted. Mr, Antulay
was sitting somewhere here. They
said, “Mo, no, We have not done it.
We do not know anything about it,”
Now, what Smt. Fatima Zakaria in-
form us? A very clever lady. And [
might take my hat off to that lady.
Here, the question from Smt, Fatima
Zakaria was, and I quote: “The re-
cent lawyers’ meeting in Delhi thas
once again sparked of a controversy
over what would be the best form of
Government.” I think you were one
of the first in the Congress Party ta

-\
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have mooted the idea of the necessity
for a change in the system. Was that
not during the emergency when a
draft of a new Constitution was pre-
pared and was circulated? It was
then rumoured that vou were the
author of the draft. Note the quest-
ion, Wonderful lady I must, say.

SHRI KALPNATH RAIL
also appreciate ladies?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Do you
think you only admire ladies?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 1t is a
news that you are also admiring
ladies.

Do you

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Now,
listen to the reply. Here I am quot-
ing Mr. Antulay. “That is true. I had
prepared the draft. You note the
first person singular, He said, “I had
prepared the draft” “You mentioned
in 1976.” Now, Bhupesh Gupta stands
vindicated in the House on the basis
of the confession of the real culprit.
(Interruption) I am reading from
this for your benefit. He said, “That
is true. I hag prepared the draft”
“You mentioned in 1976.” But “I had
proposed the Presidential system of
Government as it existed in the
United States today with certain
modifications. I had also to some ex-
tent borrowed from the French
system. I thoughf the proposal con-
tained in my draft would be far
more suited to our country than the
present system. Now, here is an
advocate. In the House, when he was
not the Chief Minister, he did not
have the courage tpo get up and say,
“Yes, Mr. Gupta, I had prepared the
draft.” Why not? At that time, the
emergency was on their side, the
caucus 'was having a roaring business,
and Mr, Antulay was the staunch
supnporter of the caucus, Why did he
vot have the courage to own up? What
ig the point in owning up four years
after? Such a man you have posted
as the Chief Minister of one of the
greatest and noblest States of our
Indian Union. (Time bell rings). Sir,
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please don’t ring the bell.
would not say very much. I
will be returning to this subject
in some other form notice of
which has been given. Finally, what
so-called parliamentary gsystem and
did he say in the interview? He has
said: “I am firmly of the opinion
after studving the wvarious Consti-
tutions of the world and the function-
ing of our own Constitution in the
last 30 years—when did he study all
these things I do not know—that it
is high time that we discarded the
so-called parliamentary system and
adopted a presidential form of Gov-
ernment, which is most suitable to our
needs so as to bring about rapidly
the socio-economic changes that our
country badly needs” Wonderful. In
this connection advocates are being
mobilised now.

Mr, Antulay on the 14th October
address a meeting of the Bombay
lawyers where he spread the same
idea. In reply to a question on the
subject, the Law Minister said that
he got a message, something on the
teleprinter, but the message did not
say that he was pleading for a presi-
dential system at that meeting,
But here he was pleading for it. Now,
thig is very serious matter. Advocates
are being mobilised. ...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: A
statement is to be made at 4 o’ cIock,
so please conclude now. .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: My
statement is far more important than
the statements that they make,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
conclude before 4 o’clock...

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am
rendering a service to the nation. Of
the statements that the Ministers
make, some of them can be put into
the pipe and you can smoke. I am
not talking about them.

Now, I

Please

Now, last October, a meeting was
organised in New Delhi, a lawyers
meeting, an All-India Lawyers Con-
ference—a flamboyant title.

-7 T TP S
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201
: THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE DEPARTMENT OF PARLIA-
MENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI SITA-
RAM KESRI): Of eminent lawyers.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Yes, one
of the sponsors of the conference was
the leader of the Bar, but that is the
Oberoi Bar. He happens to be the
Director of the Oberoi Hotels, which
runs so many bars, He is a member
of the bar all right but he is the
leader of the Oberoi bar. Under the
circumstances this conference  was
organised to push the idea of the pre-
sidential system, perhaps. But there
was a fiasco. I am not bothercd about
these puppets, those who go in for
command performance, nor these Cin-
derellas or the cronies or the mani-
pulated creatures, They are all around
us abounding in society. But I am
deeply distresed to find that the
Prime Minister of the country went
to inaugurate that conference, in-
directly to bless it, if mnot inciting
the lawyers to go ahead with it.
Does she not have any other
job? Is there no other function
for her to inaugurate? If she says she
has none, 1 will arrange some for her.
I would not use the words Oberoi bar
leaders and others. They have been
brought together, packed in a body,
jin order to indulge in that cacophony
in support of the demand for the pre-
sidential system and the Prime
Minister goeg to open it, inaugurate
it. Has the Prime Minister done any
good thing for herself by doing any
thing? She should ponder over it. I
think she disgraced herself, She has
damaged herself. She has damaged
our institutions, The Prime Minister
is bound by the oath of office to pro-
tect and preserve the Constitution
just as Mr. Antulay. For the Prime
Minister of the country—I do not
bother about Mr. Antulay—to go to
such functions and do something
which contradicts the oath of office
is improper, Well, you do not preser-
ve or protect the Constitution or de-
fend the Constitution by egging on
people who subvert Parliamentary
system and replace it by a President-
ial system. I do not know what the
lawyers will say.
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And Mr.
the National

Antulay had gone to

Integration Council
Meeling as Maharashtra  Chief
Minister. We expected that he
would speak about the problems of
National unity and national integra-
tion in Maharashtra. But that gentle-
man, my young friend Antulay,
supposed to be a go-getter, began his
speech by saying—of course he paid
tributes to Shrimati Indira Gandhi;
that is a common way which every-
body does; I am therefore not bother-
ed—that the country should have pre-
sidential system, to make Shrimati
Indira Gandhi the President, I do not
know how Shri Sanjiva Reddy was
feeling. But I do know in 1976
when the proposal was made for a
Presidential system, I know it for a
fact, Fakhruddin Ali Sahib, the then
President of India, nearly got a heart
attack....

SHRI HARI SINGH NALWA (Har-
yana); On a point of order, Sir, May
I ask the hon. Member what is its
relevance to the present Bill? Sir,
Mrs. Gandhi has become a  phobia
with these people, They have fought
against Mrs. Gandhi when she was
out of power and they are fighting
Mrs. Indira Gandhi now when the
whole country is behind her. They
could not do anything against her
when she was put in jail. (Inter-
ruptions). I want to know whar is the
relevance of his speech? He is such
a seasoned and old Parliamentarian
and he is talking irrelevant things,
wasting the time of the nation, They
should help the Government, (In-
terruptions),

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
take your seat.

SHRI HARI SINGH NALWA: They
should help the Government, I want
to know what benefit we are getting
from his speech. He is wasting the
time of the House and of the nation.
I would not allow them to waste the
time of the nation. I have come to
set them right, to put them on the
right path. They should help the poor,
help the Government to remove
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poverty from the country. Instead,
they are doing harm to the farmers,
they are doing harm to the nation. I
would request him to speak to the
point. . (Interruptions).

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, please conclude now.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: The
intervention has been well-made and
I hope Shrimati Indira Gandhi will
make him if not the Deputy Prime
Minister, at least a Deputy Minister
1 appreciate it. Sir, I do not object
to it beacuse if such interventions
against Bhupesh Gupta help my
friends here, why should 1 object?

SHRIMATI USHA MALHOTRA:
(Himachal Pradesh: But...(Interrup-
tions).

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: No, no,
you are not doing. Sir, we had heard
of the Charge of the Light Brigade.
We had been accustomed to it. Now
we are having a charge of the ladies
brigade,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, you may now take
your seat.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: All right
I will sit down and after this,
I will resume.

Statement by Minister
Iran. Jraq coaflict

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NARASIM-
HA RAO): Mr. peputy Chairman, Sir
the House is aware that for the past
few years strains have been evident
in the relations between countries in
West Asia, This has caused us much
anxiety and it has been India’s en-
deavour to prevent any destabilisa-
tion of the entire region. Since
Parliament rose in August, a further
unfortunate development hag taken
place in the form of an open armed
conflict between Iran and Iraq.

The continuing war between Iran
and Iraq,-two countries with whom
India has close and long-a#tanding
ties, is a matter of deep concern and
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distyess to India. From the wery
beginning of the war, India has made

it clear that it has not taken and will

not take sides and has expresseq its

anguish at the loss of life and pro-

perty being suffered by both  sides.

India has consishtently held that dis- -
puted (between countnies should be’
seitfed bilaterally and, by peaceful

means without recourse to war, We

have also expnessed our deep conCern

that prolongation or escalation of the

present conflict could have grave im-

plications on both regional and globhal

peace and security,

Sir, when the first news of the
beginning of the war came on 22nd
September 1980, I was in New York
for the UN General Assembly which
had already been in session since 16th
Sepliembey 1980. I immediately held
consultations with  several ' other
Foreign Ministers, including those of
countries that are currently members
of the Security Council, The general
feeling of concern  voiced in these
consultations resulted in the Security
Council meeting on 28th September
1980. The resolution adopted by the
Council however, did not succeed in
securing g cease fire. I also took the
carliest opportunity of meeting the
Secretary-General of the United
Nations with whom my discussions
centreg around the manner in which
the UN could act in resolving the
conflict. LT

i

I also 'met the Soviet Foreign Minis-
ter, Mr, Gromyko, and the TU.S.
Secretary of State Mr. Muskie. I was
assured that both the U.S. ang the
USSR would remain neutral in the
Iran-Iraq conflict, These decisions
naturally  helped in preventing thle
conflict from the danger of escalation
and possibla enlargement.

Since the resolution of the Security
Council could not bring about a cease
fire, the logical step was to find a
solution which jncluded a cease fire
coupled with a process of negotiation
to resolve the causes of the conflict.
This. I regret to say, has eluded the
international community so far. The



