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MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA

The Election Laws (Amendmend) Bill,
1975

SECRETARY-GENERAL : Sir, I have
to report to the House the following mes-
sage received from the Lok Sabha signed

by the Secretary-General of the Lok
.Sabha. :

“In accordance with the provisions of
Rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, [
am directed to enclose herewith the
Election Laws (Amendment) Bill, 1975,
as passed by Lok Sabha at its sitting
held on the 5th August, 1975.”

Sir, I lay the Bill on the Table.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI V. B.
RAJU) : The House stands adjourned till
2.30 pM.

The House then adjourned for -

lunch at one of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at :

thirty-two minutes past two of the clock,
The Vice-Chairman, Shrimati Purabj
Mukhopadhyay, in the Chair.

BILL, 1974—Contd.
THE PARLIAMENT (PREVENTION OF
DISQUALIFICATION) AMENDMENT

SHRI KHURSHED ALAM KHAN
(Delhi) : Madam, I rise to support
the Bill. The present position of
declaring an office to be an office
of profit is rather anomalous.
There should be
must say the suggestion which I made yes-
terday regarding the office of
respect of people belonging to various uni-
versities was a very
am sorry to note that my very eminent

educationist friends have expressed their |
displeasure in very subtle language. Still |

1 stand by what I said. It is really sur-
prising that a person who was nominated

on thc Committee of Delhi Transport Cor- :
as the fee !

poration and getting Rs. 20
for attending the meeting had to resign
because that was declared to be an office

no discrimination. I
profit in ;

innocent one, but 1

! of profit and yet other people continue to

be in the House. Besides, I am unable
to understand, while the office of Vice~
| Chancellor is considered to be an office
{ of profit, the post of Pro-Vice-Chancellor
| is not considered to be an office of profit.
\Thesc are some of the anomalies which
ihave to be removed. If the Pro-Vice-
| Chancellor can be a Member of the House,
i there should be no bar on the Vice-Chan-
i cellor being a Member of the House.
Madam, [ feel the public sector under-
iakings have to play a very impoitant role
in the economy of this country, parti-
cularly in view of the changed circum-
stances. When we are at threshold of a
new ecra, an era of new hope and self-
reliance, surely it is necessary we should
take advantage of the experience and
knowledge of Members of Parliament and
we should closely associate them with the
workirg of  public sector undertakings
whether owned or financed by the Govern
ment of India or by any State Government.
Members of Parliament, with all their
responsibility and with their experience of
the mood of the nation and of the think-
ing of the Government, will be in a better
position to make a valuable contribution
in advising. directing and guiding the pub-
lic sector undertakings and their managing
; boards,  Our public sector undertakings
v are definitely looking up and are making
' profits, and naturally this is the most op-
| portune time for the Members of Parlia-
ment to be closely associated with them and
| their working. Another advantage is that
| the Parliamentary Committees which very
i often examine the working of the public
‘;sector undertakings will also ftind theis
work casier and more purposeful if Mem-
|
1

bers of Parliament are associated in the
top management, I mean, in the board of
. directors or in the managing committces.
; Besides, Members of Parliament will also
have the experience of the working of
these undertakings. as today it is very easy
to criticise the working of the public sec-
tor undertakings without really
their working difficulties.

knowing

In this connection. 1 would iike to say
that the public sector undertakings un-
fortunately do not have all the advantages
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{Shri Khurshed Alam Khan]
of the private companies and at the same

time they also do not have the advantages | Petty considerations should not come

of departmental working. In fact, they
have nherited the difficulties of both.
Therefore, close association of the Mem-
bers of Parliament with the working of
the public sector undertakings will
the interests of the working of the public
sector undertakings themselves and of the
nation.

The recently announced 20-Point Eco-
nomic Programme is a very important
landmark in our national life. Naturally,

the public sector will have to make a very
important contribution for the success of
this progtamme and for achieving the
targets that have been fixed or that may
be fixed under this programme.
we exclude the Members of Parliament
from giving a helping hand in shaping our
future and destiny through these public
sector undertakings, it will not be a good
thing for the national life and the econo-
mic life. When we want the involvement
of the people in the implementation of this
20-Point Economic Programme, [ do not
understand as to why we should hesitate
to involve the representatives of the peo-
ple directly by associating them with the
working of the public sector undertakings
so that they can give of their best, and
they can guide the working of these under-
takings in the interests of the economy of
the nation.

As regards the Schedules in the Bill,

surely they are not the last word. And in |

fact T would say that they are also not the
gospel truth. But let us give a fair trial

and, if necessary, the whole thing can be |

reviewed from time to time as and when
it is felt essential. But surely these Sche-
dules need recasting, and T am sure the
hon. Minister will make a special note of
the opinions expressed by a number of
Speakers before me in respect of these
schedules. I think it would be possible for
the hon. Minister to introduce a more
comprehensive Bill shortly in the light of
the working experience gained and in the
light of what has been expressed by a num-
ber of Members on this subject in the
House.

be in .

Now, if'

[RAJYA SABHA]

b

|

Disqualificution) Amds. Bill, 1974 52

Madam, we have to keep pace with
time and meet the demands of the hour.
v
the way of greater objectives. This bemg
so, I suppose we must depart from the old
policy and should take bold steps in reshap-
ing our destiny, in reshaping our future,
in reshaping the future of our people. This
can best be done if we associate our selected
representaltives in the working of public sec-
tor undertakings which have to play, as 1
said a very, very important role in the eco-
nomic life of the country and in building
up our future.

With these words 1 support the Bill once
again.

=t gedy wwdw (I9T $_W) - AT
Jg-Amfa Y, & ozw faw & faww ¥ 99
ATAIATHT F {9 F1 AT = AGATE W
T AR AEEE Sd e fAg X FE
I4E A § 5 faw w1 oAAeT Far §

R T faw ¥ ¥Ew oF fowma @
frera @y & f5 T7a i @ wARfw,
g fRArETEr, T8 WA A gET TwT T
g, A Wiy Afq 1 @7 ogwe & IEET
Tg AITHRTA AT § | A Wy gWIdT Tg
fr g7 Ay 2fF THOMR W AW & mew
a wfeF gm 7, St I AeH #
I QT JEr #7 "fawT g ) 3w o3IMW ou
W9 gW TENE gU Al agr w1 wfes faEm
g0 9T | TP WAAT WY A UYA "I«
& qfes o T J94 F THHT 47
ITH B @ ATH AT A BT AT F 39
T B F FFT I F A F SPRzEeT
# wE@ oAF & T T A IWE
Far 41 1 36 qz fad e wmw § gaa
&, ¥ TS e Faar I AR fggwm
¥ fg oA ot A M gEE & fAw W
TR | TET At ¥ 99 UF qEARYT
¥ oF A FT FEE@T A9 faar | wq A
WA I9EfE ¥, TE AATET FEET
wWTE WIE A g @ I qOSt a7 qand
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& #§ ety $iafa foer 7@ A e
a1 | qg JogmT qATH FAW ¥ ) fggE
1 qefiafe qATHTE, am-fes e ar
afew #1, A F0 g a9 fe w1
AT o1, FALFT FT AT awr o w9
Ml M, I ISAT AT W ATl
q WS | WA § I AR AT AT TR
T @ i afaw gwe o qfa ¥, fagAr

1, el «t, fgaear o, TAFT FTH 97 |

AATHT A | g wg few wgr faar
zxfay e 9y WA @d| g 99 ART
g FY BEET F AEE HEEEFA A
F owel ff A% FAT 46 FOE wA F
TaFEHe M| T g 7 fgegem
1 1§ sirarfre fasw fear g @0

Tg AR WY AAT qfFA FAETAA AgE
#1 g@le 41 f5 gl 3w & A= fead
FAT SR, ¥ gEEm g, ofse® dEeT A
wE f@d

sree faow ¥ yfafaedy @ ey
fr wEEE™ @ qEe g @ g W7 wrea

aTET W AT JAY a0 S AR A
JaEE@m W 7 wgfe & sm fFwm

L WM P TR TR & FvAT A

W+ AW G A W WA TA TG qS
feafs oy IwAr zg @ 7 v ofeew
Ay §, quAm AW § S GWr @ ger
. safewa gelafady &1 T oW § aF SEw
AERT @ T § W didiR, e aen
sAAfed TOF @, WA add & gw
7 forff oo g % amr WA g fF
gRY A @a ¥ s afs
doe Ay OAT &, IV AT 9 § qg e
o7 S S sfeTe 99 A 9=t AEdr
A gu A & aw g faws g
T F W OER qWF owR @ Tw
qurETe A1 &0 1 qg garh fewifawr 20

W ywwfn ¥ T gu, TAEr dF-
args § @ g NN wwm ¥ agt W

+ (Orissa)

f& gz Ifem FEOwT ¥ o9 mRi ®
YT A1 VT AFT §, FHE T WIATHA AW
stearr wafan Sfeaa Nisew, Saduiiz
FIRT TR FIEAAEEeR 2 qre §  qifaame
® YT @ AFAT §  ToAUNZ RfAA B
AW b\ dTew ¥ wfadE w1 Faw w®
THAT Z, W A A% & fF Sy feew
FETH FC@HAR F, HAOE g M 7 AT
T T4 A B M T FAW A wdEd-
wen fafads, ¥, % aifqaile v Awav
T O AHAT § | FAH FW O ar sy
T WA@Y | ArE WTE SR WIS AT 2EY

sArfmfer soirem fiwes 3 oo g oW
it fae ¥ fewr g & fagram oA

arfeer, AMTT  dEiczaq deql w0
aRsw, dme fead Estgdz sTonivm,
TAE dpera wreE fafads, @ #
giffTéz F1 ¥/ @7 A | WM ¥

aEEar g o afsrd wInfEn sre-
[A ® qGE G A oumd Emv o
W saar & ofafafa/gbafaar & dzwv
AMAH THEITIA HTEIF0 W AoAA AT
FEURYE AT F2A FFGRAE F AT oI
1 A g fFA mafon fe

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA
: What is the logic behind this

. discrimination ?

s gid WilET . A WTTRD OF SArgew
TOARAT 7| JEAEAW WA AT § ogafed
EaT O oaE JAt ) mwEr W
=i 7 FE d .

Q¥ WA qIe FEAT A AT qFr g 7

Wt g¥ WAt qZ 0% AR F 0
fertfra daz 2 1 TR ®TE @1
q9gT 91 | A% FIAAT @Ear 9 | 47 a9
# wrm § #afrr ol & &Rl @
™| Mw @9 qA4 4 & oI aww
W oow AT T 4O % e oA
TME H A ¥ § FY g AEA ® qE a
1 WA i A efaa gt fafaa ary
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[+t goda wwaEwE]

| 77 war g8 fr wd wE G &
W F LS 200-250 MW THY ¥ ATE
T @ BN W OE | T T RN
Fhowem 4y w3 3w
& oo FTETT 2OWET & 35 g
qT | G B (T O B S
Sl e I CTE I o el A D o B
WA 79 agA saTar | 3Aa Aen fE
Ul B I I O
W L AFw 97 mfAfewm wowmo oA,
faome QAT AT L 9g #ITEE T HI
SlCnic 1 ST L A I 1 B T 2
TR 7Y e fE TEe ¥ ) #moArw R
foaq zme @ g/ &\ T FTwEr
o7 TEl | fRR A Tmw F 99 AwoEA
¥ g1 RAFT IIGT "EOF SGEH &T
AEET | AZCF XA J NE RN AT
wifgr & FM @& @ FAT TAT TAT
% e aT 3T arar fv o wegfaedr § A
w2 < foemd ¥ & uF SR a7 few
w7 feur | 3@ Y AWy A IAW FWAT AT
¢ R FdeT g gur fw 200-250
qF 9 & a1g TEY L EAT & 1 W
AT T TN AW ® AR AT AW W
I & M) mE wa §1 gttty
gy T A o7 L e 7 oTHE AR
IR Frarw F Gawe # fedr fafree
FTwT g4t fem

¥ ¥z s WwEAr g fF S oqeEitds,
St wRCT I % fAmdy & eE o tm %
foir =g fEgr 2, 57 Rwr @ TeeA #T
qgAaT B, W A SRR A€ wwed,
y qrf'wr:rlixz & wz= faafy aswr @ AY
gt wws & A 1 gwR AW AT
wn & sf fadre oo fasy ww
W A 60 FWE FAA YA HC AWl §
I =T Heqrn 7 fEEr A ¥ 5w #7

fenr @, = fedft @ e F A
qGT 2 | TA RED Xy FWE AWET A9

!

56

w1 fyram wrw BT 2 gEI M AT
T st 9 Rl & o frewem
@, s & s AR a
SOl gfHar WX & W SEET A
AT | ag OF  ATWEE gAE-ener § )

A F AT § AR AW & |
g 97 AN AW e & sfafafy @@ &
P §AT ¥ Faw 1 gfamm ¥ omgav e
FWH B 1 WA Al faerm omoAEy &
oty EWT 2 | afeT sdar & g sttt
#Y, fadges ¥ figgw 2 ¥ faq oot &
am fad ™ 7 sAET T §R &
qipfae @A fear sar g0

T OWFE F1 W4T RO qmE ¥ ORE
AT &+ & e g b ored wme A
faardt frarT /8t & 0 waw #E dtgfem
F AE T AT GEW | T A
F fau & A6 syl e fomr oaew
qEAT £ | AYRCIEr w0 S gAsr ger
F @@t Ty yfafaftaa g0 & 1 =
T ¢ fF Awand fE o e oW
A A TN oAwar g 4 fomdEr o g
afers weesEfen wd # fovdg & ar
Tfemw nFIEw FAE A7 foew & g
WL AT AT A oWy 9w q@n %
% w7 fRaAr weafent 41 ) oY gem
¥ o T WA & GeamHl & arieerme
T oagEm N oAT  wefan o wrse
FTAFHA F, ITEI AIRA 7 qF9 F)

T & F, wdr o Awrd wig S ¥
a1, wimar ¥ @ 9% 3@ F e
gn oAt W R 8 W ol w oEwy 2,
AfFd arf we e, sfeewm: afdrEs
F oagent @ e oz "% S5 few
FraFw 2 oAm fav f5 9d @
grzreafew & o oifeartie 1 gEEr AT
B wFar 2 0 @ o oAWE % 7 oW



r

57 Parliament (Prevention of [5 AUGUST 1975]  Disqualification) Amdt. Bill, 1974 58

TG ATE AT AN W AT AAAT &
T q o syrergEAd g ¢ fw @ A
AR W ¥ wr w1 e, faR 9w
frar Wi &1, 3O @@ AR AR AW
AW TR E 7 AZ 49 HO AN ¥ Al
wix & 99 @wr § 4ge st & fmer
WY ST IR BARAT H 4% gn 9AE!
T AT A W AG T W AFAT &
0T F I aOF A AR T R TR
AR Ugi W &5 gU 8, I ThH @wE Al
¥ d gwmar g & ¥ awadq 1 9@
g1 54 WM A wAgE™ WA
frrm ad wdl, & AW & 3% FEl
2 oany g, dfeT gw oad graEwd 3

WA WM T FANLAT K0 FrowwHAr
A 1 921 9T [T R FY rIg: Sl
Z, % g9 ®F AW & WmwW § o1 WA
Fgh = F;E Az F AW AT A wrr-
WA F owAIG AR afuEd AwT GE
AT e 2 (PR T # RE Tews wOr
& TE T g # ST wm B oagr )
Ty Fwrr W ¥ & aEw fv owmem
WA i w7 WAL A R v gArd
o 27 fa & foergry & g Q% farere ) &
W e g mag e agaw & wew wx fon
AR e (1) F frar fqar wor o ww
oy I o ¢ fF foAr Wi ereg oA fawm
woam ¥ F §3 @ fatmw ¥ wwepe
Z 1\ mwmAm, A W@ ofews weEtEor
FHET T Y3 9% F O w7 WAy & f
A SATIEA FRIAT A OFAT gIAT G
o =9y {53dr wEafear @ 1 9y wedw
132 F & & fodl w1 amw oAy a4
Fgar, @ty ag wgw 9@ar § 7 o=
yv FERIfGaT 9ga 958 §, 99 = sifvars
g wr @ s M wlwwr €, W oaga w99r
#19 7l § @b § qaan & afafafe = &

|
|

AT & ATCH FEr AT FE A L §
w7 7 7 fae sAar 1 wgan angar g oA
T A9 § AZ9A gl A1 qAgHT g1, U ZAL
A At feafr § T o faw www #
graagrea feafs g gmd amp § S
gRT qefedy s & wwre AT Grfee
sH& § | g Aar yam gy ofrwdr gfew
wat #T ag mEgmar W grafz i B
sRN e ¥ Aq TmEiE A g
w7 famr 3 “ffafay s W wARE
T AR S Ml § AT A o mw 2 fR
qfsrs G¥eY 0, WARIF @4 q G FAE
gl =fgd | WX a4 qW A9 F GHR
¥ oo sy, &1 we fawEm #@ifag, fEw
7z femer @ AR T, FEE A @ 3
7wy Az ne gfew, sferw o
A & AAF 8, IAFT UIARA I ANF
Z, ST & FE T AW AR g,
a1 W1 dfas Teetd & F% 3 wiEwew
Wi &, g eeifaafor o=y &, @ oawd
§T ¥ 9g AGr AT AFAT 2 7§
sft ¥ T [EEAT ST UHo e AET 9,
a1 3 g eifmafer wrediem & Fawdw
g Y A % AR &% o IRM
ALY g AzA A oft | faREIm enw
Qf w4t W 3OE AT ACUHT 9,
gaET ATOE F)OAY ) WF IAR FAv 3AS-
frafar FraeT & gEdE R GIIX AT
@iz & fod o1 ofiady Pawased dfsg &
HRW GET E1 TE AT, A g B AR
for ¥ f@ s@@ q¥ar 99, 4 IA 999
fergema awen A FE a7 @ fF
oF ARG fRAY el oSO8 A #ag
AT FEH A gred W 3, SHET
ESIE AN I G LI I L U
9% ¥ G %1 afAd gy g% o ¥
FTE UF qX e o@F Blv O 99
gfezmior a1 | wafad &7 w9 @dl 1 oww

TR AN TE T A FAT TN AL | oy qr & qu wwdm ER A ¥

aq | AT A% § A0 67 FARAT § 9T €T
Efer FAReT § a1 A wTRwT &, %W

oTag €W fF OF g AN R WTaET AT

. wWE AR TR UM FT w0 @I HT
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[+ e )

agaTd | gATr At WA A3 g fFowm
former T fa@ ®@ aww A 1 W@
TH UNG 3 A% W WA A 4T | T
T R & fmr a3 & F#bifs it amw
g | THH WAl AR g W) T &
#E smafa & 7€ & 1 ( Interruptions )

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN ({(SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY) : lhere
are too many promptings for you.

SHRT HARSH DFO MALAVIYA :
‘What to do, Madam? . . . (Interruptions).

¥ 99 oyA WNW WA @ § oA

AT F g WEAg wd N ¥ fex fAaew
F AW g o3 fEwww o faw o#
JOE T AR W ) W faEe #83%)

~

st Fw A (SWT MAW) oA
JuTeayy wgreaT, # g faw ¥ awdT F ®F
faq mgrgm g1 7% wg tdww wow § e
fow T 3w s g oY W F &
TR W F THT Aam1 ¥ o9T qoF &
w=x fam wmw @ dfaemr &1 fmfo fran
qT, I TN ¢ THe WX gafeEr ¥ gon
fadt o7 | 97 a3 @ dfyEw §
g 9@ fod gf 4 5 wfaamwe w1 dax
afer® grecfemm a1 Wl Y AEr
g agifn T W% w0 g g0
dftT g W F YA ¥ i Seedw
W ¥ o fWE AR wafer ¥ dom
A o, Tt @O WE gEEE e
g fawss & Sor o g @ 4
Tgt R gewl § wifaw A ¥ oA
T STt wrs, gt fergeaT #1947
§ aoifeF Aol mE AR 1947 ¥ A
fegam & FO51 &R F aFqET qw
¥ fag, wivs g @t ¥ fU cre
@Y Y grafasar € 0 W) W aQ
¥ W I gr wfE sEA fear waEm

|
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3 pM.

FATLAW &Y qaT HAT ¥, FALIN & AqHA
AW a7 swifes awvEr aifw o
ZN AAER ¥ AGF 9 q9Y TR agrEd
T A0 qeF ¥ S @ Amerd aegHi
F T oIAEN T fF WA ¥ 4
Egkalicr i c B E CECSIA S C 2

o I fad F o= ;| E | ¥ quie-
atAe Y gfeers AeElET €7 3w a9
g qAT | gEd fegd W e § f et
ff T8t &1 awar | gl sege & far @
fF #mt aifaude s §1 @ 2

s P ST AEr & T | & Wee Fe

T g T OEWI /W A AR W AR
qed g, FUIASEr AN &7 ARt FEw )
oW W E uF A oeeiRe #T W@
£ & e A ATEEE A qRIE AE
¥ gz T uF A4y gfvar & et sEr awy
g o gefarg WX AvEER S & WeR
et i IRew dwirew e s
g, f5ra% wiew § g9 Sa9d W 39 AR
¥ sEW w@h AR aFA™ 3 OIW A
ST FT A A FT AEEF qEq A’ T40T
FAT | T T W AIAALC @A U IR
g difans ® ¥ qrafaee foregaad &
Afr ot § W G170 TEE AR wwdEt
& ) drar 3 g9 gy de o oY geer

" grm SAET & | gET gATO MA@ &

T dgge @ fear g ¥ e de
qifeatie sERge< dl 8 §ear g afeT
g sieee e &1 SgTHT TE1 &) aFar |
@ Agge ¥ foar g ¥ fr dwae anfw-
arifz sEFE Wl WGl g1 A9, SUHT &Y
T G wem @ T A T AR g
f& a7 way AW W ofss Age HWET
FY, FIT YT THEMET & TqTHEAT & |
o Ao & feate & & fAuogad &
THeHed  FT FTLEET AT E, € A
dfaw gmmmy § guig, B, w@er
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* TEqE FreA @MU F, WEHEWT W
TA-AT A THFARAT &7 F9 qE 5

A1 T B 59 4133 IAN AT FAfeAr |

¥ Ay qfqamz @@ g & Ay

FgAT AEAM § & A% A0F ¥ N gw @

. dgme & A W g w3 FAr qifed
W A A5 R A1 U wgEA F wenA
F gEr g AR e mivgmE smiEEe
W1 g1 A%ar AN Saaw o @ W g
SR FIAT ATRE |

T ag thar § fF 3@ owuq qw A OAg

ﬁwng‘ran‘%ﬁ,c@'mhmm%%mv

¥ wreqw § sWar A faaew 3T ww o+
& 105 7o fErew g@ 9 AW OR w8
FTEREE A% sfear 140 womn faarew T
e 35 wEr AfT fFEed @ F s ¥ 6
FIORAT § TR W0 A S & qf-
fafa o FramY % §2 §, ot frg & wiafafy
§ v wirmme & o9 w3 wnAT ¥
qeae BT 48 WA wwer & fedl ®r g,
s & feml ¥ fau senew F AR 9w
qel w1 S § faaew wn, wm e
w|a A Faar ¥ wfafafed &0 @ g,
FfFT IO |EEAT § WIEIX GH IF FH
F UYWL TG B AEY ) H W wyeie
AT A T AW W T W HEe-
g § A I Sreme WG #7140
DAY ¥ sAEr gfeAEamd gAR qew H
AT IATY 1 HIR F0T 60 FlEEl sWwS
FAFGET 1 geqmrer @ &1 O w & AR
W UY 9IS 99 ¥ TIIEC a1 AGET AWl
B oFY | @ TaT AT AT & famw ¥
aerw ¥ g "ew W @ famior wwAv @,
AfFT gA A 99 F SUWA &1 §Fa & =T
TSR AT GHT § | TH! TR § wleaArmr
FIRYIRAT ATH IfSAT | BicATSNC F7 da8
g A | GO F IJARA F @@ & oA
FErESe FTERyT ww 3 g afe
9E T AR FE qiiaatde # WE A@
& THaT | AT IW I RieATEIe #F IETes

T 25aATg za A F O 12 AT &
ZH IR S TR E L 12 9T & g
TETeT F QfFeY FT ITRF A 37 a1 T !
o7 13 A FAT = wfa o g@ = fadwr
¥ wizemgee A F A% '= 6w
g afFT z9 39 & dwe 98 & a4
a WAy ¥ fr Fwfedw @€ o q H
framt & &ar § a1 S Jar gy & A
g Ay % Tq Wfas wr & W sy A
FEEI § & W § | AN F AW
¥ faw @ § 41 a0 9E fm ¥ O,
Wz o i Saw # mEvss #1 awgy
o § 9 & W fruifa 3@ & a9
AT 39 A1 e F5AaT &1 AT F@ F
frg m A s e fmag a & @
w1 ag W & faqa, fuig g o9 §
Iq @3 F Graw Griegde F AWK Ag 3
IET 1 AT FAE AW F FOA WA T W XW
¥ guTTATE FY oA 7 odww agg e
g AR a9 oy T ogEndm ¥ s
TE E A W EW ower S A 21 gar
FAFA & GO TF 79T GIATCSHS HIT ATTH
qALA AT FLT FT A1 ST & ) Iq F
fad & Y awmer g & o ¥qw O FaEx
qifrie ® SS90 oEd & AT 9ifew
wie ¢ f99 #1 #=dfred wifes § 1 @R
IW A TFIK FT W § SANEE | AT
AT FT AEARFAR T HART IATEA FAT
A IaEs &% F o g s g,
feaem gaTa SonEd B, §T Asw § HR S
1 gu frg ag & fagoor 74, a8 89 gv1Q
ILFTT & FIAT § A T9F a9 & T
I wifard qEET AR WA qow A Ber
Ty #H TR F I @ @i & aed
TG @R I IR A A e I
Foifum frar & fF o9 o wwr v §
W wgE W ¥ fideT wewm frowm &
= faq &1 quds T W F g §
I YagfEea Wt FTARAT § 5 9 W
faw =1 amg | T iRgeT AR A &
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e WY qieaAE A1 T Fad ARy
A #t afer Jud@a uw T frwwe s
Hawm g # f1 qEw &1 wE SRy
g3 a1 "9F 2w & a7 9w faiw w@r g fw
ag fF9 @z & 39 A sgaww FOW, AfFa
e wer @ fF W &1 cagedr F AR
ady o & & =wwa % fag go ™ =1 9f-
T & ¥ w@T Ifgw AW wed g fF
AR A A A dImame g6l oA
I F AT & g qeE W ¥ ¥ sumEr
A S (wAr g, wiE  whiwesd
weEw Fma o ¥ famr ogw & oww
eI WIS FHIMT  FT WET  HE
fFma &1 @1 g gen, &% fFEW T
F Gl FG AT qAGTHS FT AT AL

|

T AR 8 wwar fEed W oFEeA A W
w1 gm faaifa fear 2 feer o 0%

7. fFdl Wt €z ¥ 3@ & swwr fRAm Ay
9T, W § @ Wl F @ ¥
T WIHA F FT9 HR TT0 AT g AFAT
arw @ FEwE §oar feamr & wfafafa
At Jou wifgw 1| e AT fEfeaw s
F aER g 9g wefemw mmeinw ¥
e g9 9t 1 9, e # amew ¥
o HEE ® WA TE FT R CFEEH
fogar &, 59 F aR ¥ g F97 g0 § Fwar
=g BF waw W # HIX A TR 16
20 TF faged g dr W sERrg AT
TET §EEAAT AEE T FH B GIRA THEEAS
fraem | 9fFT 57 CHiEEERE WIEES SHMWA
¥ oY gA watafy A8y 2 W 18 @&E
#r @iferr gw 7 faalfe & & ) gw framy
Fy faoelt =1 &, ga e w1 @ A€y
&y, wfFT 105 wwar fREEw § gEwr g
&%+ T ggar 9 g Y ot seefas
& Mrgaed, T o W e §, fre o
& ow arr & fF @ 18 wwy Ar @few
q% fam @ & smEen &, e faeer @
saear &, far oy Y yfAar & 29 o105
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AT f@@eT F Arar gy IEmEH &Y g9
g7 zafad gH @ 7eF W OF W @A W@
frafor wom @, &8st @1 @A g,
fem ox e T@ WA w1 osmemEr 8,
I qv A2 A7 At W A, A g Ao
F % ofets meeefavg Y &adr ¥ dww
i £1 giqamd &0 ¥ {vaC aAmAr TR
TAX ST W FT TGS A @ dF 2
fF gam A% % FR JwT W TEETHY
W ¥ W AR TEwe  #AfE a1 Q@
TN TGN & W@ 8 ) et ¥ gRanes
#fady &1 qu = WA @ R
40 T TERAWIT B W &, €T ¥ 50
THT g1 T & TeeEne #Afadr &1 1ot
gz & fmr wR @ geiEw
¥ Arae AN gy A Gfeqw mEvEfesw @ v
Ffoargar § M 34w q=v grn, @ FI0
fr Sy fifadr &1 A @ @
W T wfeAremt #r g¥ FF & fa@
miearde gaeT 3T | g qifeEme /X
37 aferw mevefew w1 D gAr =ifge
wifAgrde nE AW F WA g, U W &
AN g AW Ay oferw wecfEw T Sww
q% fogens &7 =mEn o) griemmE &
wftFTe & e afonem w9 FT, S
W[eE v AT T AT I ®TOF,
SAAT FF AIAHT F AT ITH IATEA FA-
F

AT gUTeq FErEEy, gwie aw ¥
AT FT FERTE g A gEnr
m F g W oatfw oA g ...

ITRWtgd  (Afwdt g@ AGaveAng)
T BT UF Ifeqd HSRHT &1 fqure 30
7Ty wdr faw 97 faw 759 1 asfr '
Frfe |

1 suppese you are not going to discuss the
merits of each and every public undertak.
ing.
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St wea Arg . AfGA 9T qF  IIEIW &
[T WAF Ay §oIA A AT AT AT A
q g wwe, & G@r gwmar f5 g faw &
T TR A aRA & A7 qqAT F5T § |
T qfters weiEv & (rad |1 A9
qIT TR (X9aT GUITAE § § FI6 qAoEe
FT fraar 3o ¥ qAGT Y| FEISETE & T
AR FAqT A YE, FIET, WAW, A,
frerm #Y sygem FET F | gHE EFEIES
FRAAT F Aregw T M @ w9 AT
& FrEifesy FIORWT & ATEAA ¥ AT
1 qATT AT g, WearmR F wrerw
glE gt @, & FAREE F OAEAE "
IR SEF ¥ AT AEvEdE, @dr #6'1
T fEamE & 3T & ) gAfar ariaatRe
& fmwd @y 3T wewElEe W 37 Ay -
sqTAY AET A wifzy ;T AR FATAAAAT
AT ITA Tredae<fay @ s+ fradr =nfam
st TR o fggA TR AEHLF A
gt =ifge aifs arfaqie & AR AR
g9 Hediem & food o & oI wisr o)
JFT F 2 | ofcd weEiHFE & =g aria-
AT F WA 7 3G FTAIH gAST fAAAr Ao
qTfH 0 qEOER & 959 F1 96T a0 qF |
afau & weft wiqw & =T wEm fF oaw
™ faa =1 agm &

ot frrusar TREE IR (FETTE) -
qIAAE  qTeTE WEvEwT, T faww ux ar
FE gaAel F Ao faE @@ g, a#
IO @ FEAl TG § | AA1 ATAT B TRHFL
AT 7z quas? fF =8 qoew W T
faq amr o Gim F oF g weHT afuw
qal & S 9T A @, 9fFd oA &
¥ IHY S AFAM FOM IEE) AT VST
FAFCATH TEF| DA IIATEIT AT
A wEar g ot faraEr gmaE weRfEr
g 3w ww gregd ¥ off sAH ¥ Al
Faa g gar dfvs dgra ¥ FT @
T &\ 3E% wmy 9 Ry 3 fF wfeamde
¥ AT Yo, ¥Fed a1 TlER &1 A
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A9 g AEr 3 wEAd AHER A A g
EA & ¥ awwar § g8 AgEnd S Agr
g | ¥ T Iagew @ fqgd dar aggw g
3G T A F g s I W AR
foee & fom gwm we @ el AR
B A X A wrar O e &1 9
Tt &1 AW SEWRT WAl g oar
FIT AT gFFT 4T g 1 TE A ¥ qqer
AT § Th qFF FAEr §, IgA v qefean-
gz % &7 & WA § ¥ g
T & AHIAR AGT HAT | TR AATAT GrA-
& S & AT w0, 0w A -
Feal Higgw * fodl gem fowm ww A
a9 § 99 HA9 49T 99 g7 & oY fn
TAR IW AT FRAT FT AT | S aw
g g ¥t ofew frafes 31, saafy-
fife @t gx FT 3 wmPm W= &
® gHATT § I A9 § agd SATET A Fg F
a1 meft s el ¥ Fmr 9d aw@ ¥
b oo g Fgm fr g e fER & faee
frar w13, f6e & @7 st | TR w9 0%
R Tadt % vy § Gewr a9 @ afsw
F, 9var & wfafafy dfga e w1 @ &0
¥ oo § s wew § fF oS SwAvEr @
Tsafer q® &Y & Fat & wifaw syeear
T AT {1dT &, Fgi & wfaF sgaear =
ITA F IT TEr W A afsmw Ureeifed
T T A g W Ga7 @ awa € mfed
& g fr 7o fawr 9% 7 famm frar s
qqr & #g FX H WUAT TWW O Aar g

SHRI N. K. BHATT (Madhya Pradesh):
Madam Vice-Chairman, a great deal of
observations have been made on this Bill
by several hon. Members of this House.
Lhe consensus seems that most of the
hon. Members do not favour the Bill in
its form as presented before this House.
It seems that probably the purpose which
might have been before the Government

. while introducing this Bill has shot off its

mark.
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After independence we pledged ourselves
to planned economic  development. We
have set mixed economy as  our modus
operandi. In this task, the basic industiies
which are necessary for the development
of the country, like steel and coal are
mostly in the public sector. Now, after
bringing all these basic industries in the
public sector, it is an irony that people’s
representatives who know their subject and
who are conversant with the subject dare
Lept out of 1t

Madam Vice-Chairman, before becom-
ing a Member of this hon. House, I was
associated with some of the public sector
organisations as a member on their Boards
of Directors and in that capacity 1 had
the occasion to go into the various aspects
of the undertakings I was rcpresenting.
While 1 was there, because of our in-
volvement, because we were concerned
very much with the betterment of thoue
undertakings, we could show how waste-
ful expenditure could be avoided, we couid
show how corruption could be rooted out,
we could show how discipline could be en-
forced. As a result of our combined eflorts
those undertakings could be brought into
profitability although they were formerly
running into loss.

Now it is very strange, when | becaine
Member of Parlitment, | had to resign
from the membership of Board of Direc-
tors and 1 was told that 1t was not pos-
sible for a Member of Parliament to be
on the Board of Directors or to be asso-
ciated with the public sector organisations.
When I enquired as to what was the rea-
son, I was told that there was a Commit-
tee known as the Krishna Menon Com-
mittee which in its wisdom among others
also recommended that the Mcmbers of
Parliament  should not be associated or
should not serve on the Boards of public
sector organisations. Madam Vice-Chair-
man, I have no intention to challenge the
wisdom of that body which piepared that
report but as one who is very much con-
versant with and very much involved in
the betterment of the public sectos organi-
sations, I felt that this was a direct hit, as
if there was a calculated approach to keep
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the people’s representatives, ie. the Mem-
bers of Parliament. away from these pub-
lic sector organisations. What has happen-
ed? We have seen during the years gone
by that in the public sector organisations
with which representatives of the people
are not connected, in their lunctioning,
there have been cases of corruption, rank
indiscipline, top heavy load of bureaucracy
and all this led to such a position that this
august House was required to go deep into
the working of the organisations. For that
purpose, Public Sector Undcrtakings Com-
mittee of the Parliament was set up.
Madamy, I am one of those who have
been associated with the Public Sector Un-
dertakings Committee. We found the lapses
and the shortcomings in the working of
the various public sector organisations. Of
course, when we examined .here was no
mala fide. We did not have any ill will
against anybody but we found that most
of those organisations were laden with
officers who had neither experience about
the commeicial aspect of these organisations
nor had they any involvement. These are
the basic things which are vary necessary.
A great deal is spoken about the capitalists
and private industries. A queslion is al-
ways asked: How is it that these private
sector undertakings make profits? The difie
rence 1s that the owners of these private
undertakings, whosoever they may be, put
their entire stake while in the public sector
organisations, whether it is the HEL Bhopul
or the National Coal Development Corpo-
ration or for that matter the Food Cor-
poration of India, all those who were head-
ing these organisations had neither any
stake nor any involvement in thc organisa-
tion. In the case of peoples’ representatives,
especially Members of Parliameat, we have
committed objectives, we are here to serve
the objectives of socialism, we are here to
implement the 20-point programme plac-
ed before the country by the Prime Minis-
ter and to which there is also a demand
that we should be given statutory pcwers
to see that programme is impiemented.
Why has this question come up? The same
is the answer for the public sector organi-
sations. If the Members of Parliainent can
safeguard the interests of the country, if
they can be here as representatives of

A
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people, why are they being debarred from
serving on those organisations. [ was ex-
pecting that while introducing this Bill the
hon. Minister would come forward with
this recommendation that till now there
was a mistake as a result of the recommen-
dation of the Krishna Menon Committee’s
report, that the Members of Parliament
were debaried, were kept aside in their
association with the public sector under-
takings and now we are coming betore
the Parliament to seek approval so that
Members of Parliament who are people’s
representatives can serve on those bodies
and safeguard the interests of the com-
munity. In the public sector undertakings
whatever capital is involved it is the people’s
meney So, when people’s money is there
when people’s capital is there what pre-
vents people’s representatives to be asso-
ciated and to serve on those bodies ?

Madam, Vice-Chairman, these are the
feelings which have been amply voiced by
previous illustrious predecessor. 1 for onc
have been associated in my capacity as a
trade unionist with workers before I bve-
came a Member of Parliament, and after-
wards I have been associated with the
Public Sector Underakings Committee. It
has been my firm belief—and I am fully
convinced—that Members of Parliam=nt
must be associated with, and must be put
on, these public sector undertakings,

Now, when we go through this Bill, we
find that obviously there is a discrimina-
tion. In Schedule I, the Members of Par-
liament can be associated with the public
sector  undertakings, but in Schedule IT
they are kept out. I cannot understand why
this  discrimination should be made. 1
strongly feel that Schedule TI should be
abolished altogether and merged into Sche-
dule I so that the Members of Parliament
can be on the Boards without any disquali-
fication because if the Members of Parlia-
ment are not supposed to qualify them-
selves to serve on these undertakings, I
am afraid then none else can be qualified.
This I am saying after our declared ob-
jective that we want to have complete con-
trol on the basic industries so that they
can give a lead. We have seen by experi-
ence—either you take nationalisation of
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coal industry, or you take natioualisation of
textile industry-—there is a calculated, well
planned conspiracy in this country to see
that in public sector we do not succeed.
What has happened in coal indusiry? The
previous coal-owners in league with the
contractors and in league with the vested
interests, have tried to see that we do not
succeed in coal nationalisation. In every
mine, at every pit head, there is a gang of
people who are out to see that whatever
we could do is not done. So there is a con-
spiracy between the erstwhile owners and
people with vested interests. By this Bill
it seems that we are strengthening their
hands, What was expected of the Hon'ble
Minister was that the shortcomings which
dwelled as a result of the recommendations
of the Krishna Menon Committee were
removed, and with this Bill the Members
of Parliament were given an opportunity
to serve there because they are the people
who are involved, they are the people who
are commitied, they are the people who
come and sit here to safeguard and pro-
tect the interests of the people and see that
the country marches ahead towards the
goal of socialism, where the difference bet-
ween the rich and the poor is abolished
and we succeed in creating a society where
there will not be any amount of exploita-
tion and everybody will get an opportunity
to go ahead to the extent one can. But with
this Bill we feel rather disappointed. I
would request, through you, Madam Vice-
Chairman, the hon’ble Minister to give a
second thought and come again before
this House with this Bill because it needs
that if it has to come, it should come in
another form. where Schedule II is com-
pletely abolished and merged into Sche-
dule T and a review is given so that the
Members of  Parliament can Dbe made
Chairman of organisations like the Dock
Labour Board. the Employees’ State Insu-
rance Corporation etc. If the Members of
Parliament are kept away from these organi-
sations, I am afraid the interests which the
Government and the Parliament, have to
serve will be completely set aside.

1 do not want to say that I am oppos-
ing the Bill. But T would only like to appeal
the hon. Minister to give a second thought
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to this question and comc¢ foaward before
this house again taking into consideration
the views expressed by my previous speakers
and the views which T have expressed.

With these words, I thank you for the
opportunity given to me.

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA
{Orissa) : Madam Vice-Chairman, by this
time, I think, we know already the views
of the House. T do not blame the Minister
becausc this Bill had to come. It has been
pressed that this Bill should come. But the
discrimination shown in the Schedules will
practically deieat the purpose of this Bill
If we have to reach our goals and objectives
as enunciated lately by the Prime Minister’s
declaration of the economic programme,
people’s imolvement at every stage will be
necessary and if the people’ representatives
are taken out, who will waich the people™
interests theie ? whether it is the Coalminas
Board or any board, if people’s representa-
tives do not sit there along with other Direc-
tors and bureaucrats, the politicul outlook
of the country will not be reflected in their
work. That is exactly what T wanted to
emphasise. The political outlook of the
nation has to be reflected in its economic
policies so that we can build up a future
which we aim at and only then the social
objectives which we have in view, can be in
our hands. This is a very difhcult position.
The Bill is introduced already and we are
discussing it. I request the Minister only for
one thing that it will be better if it is refet
red back to the Joint Committee again and
an adequate comprehensive Bill keeping
in view our political outlook and our poli-
tical philosophy, is brought before the House
so that it will be acceptable to all sections
of the House. Thank you.

SHRI D. D. PURI (Haryana) : Madam.
I will not repeat the points that have been
so elaborately made and 1 think there is
complete unanimity in this House in so far
as this Bill is concerned.

‘Madam. the cuiient session of the legisla-
ture, this House as well as the other House,
has discused the 20-point programme given
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to the country by the Prime Minster and
the historic message that we arc cairying
as soan as this session is over, when we
go to our constituencies and to our States
and inlo more important  sessions
that we face when we  address
public meetings, is the implementation of
this programme by means of greater and
greater involvement. The one historic mes-
sage that has been given to the members of
the legislatures in this important session is
the involvement of the people ‘hrough their
chosen representatives, not in the formula-
tion of the programme bul in the imple-
mentation of the programme. I do not want
to go into the lists or into the details here.
All T would say is that this 20-point pro-
gramme is not an end unto itself. That is a
beginning. That is a first step. We may be
involved in 200-point programme or 300-
point programme. This is just the beginning.
But the most important thing is that we have
laid down these points befare but there has
been a serious gap in the implementation
and for the implementation, we, the chasen
representatives of the people have to get in-
volved deeper and deeper as the Llime passes.
All 1 would say is that in this Bill that has
been brought up, the Parliament Preven-
tion of Disqualification) Amendment Bill,
1974, there should be only one criterion,
that is, you exclude only the whole-time
posts where people are paid to work whole
time. Let the Members of Parliament be
excluded from those posts but you involve
them in everything else. T do not want to
go into details. This is the sole criterion that
I wish to lay when this Bill is drawn up
Now, Madam, public sector plays an incre-
asingly important role in the economic life
of the country and as time passes, it will
play even more important role. Now to
exclude the members, the chosen representa-
tives of th people from the membership of
the Board of Directors of the public under-
fakings will be out of tune. I think the
entire Bill is out of tune—with the current
thinking as it evolves particularly from
this historic session of Parliament. 1, there-
fore, Madam, with your permission, beg to
move :

“That further consideration of the
Parliament (Prevention of Disqualifica-
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tion) Amendment Bill 1974, be adjouin-
ed.”

The question was proposed.

DR. (SMT.)SAROJINI MAHISHI
Before considering this, I would like to
read out a paragraph from the Joint Com-
mittee’s Report for the information of
Members. I would like to tell them that
there is a Joint Standing Committee corn-
sisting of ten Members trom Lok Sabha
and five Members from the Rajya Sabha.
1 shall read out the names of the Mem:-
bers. They are :—

Lok Sabha

1. Shri S. B. P. Pattabhi Rama Rao—
Chairman.

. Shri Chandrika Prasad.

. Shri Somnath Chatterjee.

Shri Jagannathrao Joshi.

Shri Z. M. Kahandole.

. Shri Pratap Singh.

. Shri Ramji Ram.

. Shri Arjun Sethi.

. Shri Ramavatar Shastri.

10. Shri Ram Shekhar Prasad Singh.

Rajya Sabha

11. Shii Vithal Gadgil.

12. Shri N. M. Kamble.

13. Shri A. K. Refaye.

14. Shri Venilgalla Satyanarayana.
15. Shri Yogendra Sharma.

For the information of Members, the
Standing Committee has reported this and
I shall just read out a small paragraph:—-

“The Committee feel that the existing
scheme of the schedule to the Draft Bill
will not meet the requirements of the
recommendations referred to in paras
23 and 24 gnte. In their view, to give
proper effect to the recommendations
referred to in those paragraphs, there
should either be two separate schedules
or two distinct parts of one schedule —
one enumerating the bodies, the chair-
manship and secretaryship of which are
sought to be excluded from exemption
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from disqualiiication and ihe oiher enu-
merating the bodies the chaitmanship,
secretaryship as well as directorship /mem-
bership of which are sought to be ex-
cluded from exemption from disqualifi-
cation. The Committee, iherefore, ic-
commend that the Schedule to the Drait
Bill be re-arranged on the above lines.”

This was the recommendation made by
the Committee. This is only for the infor-
mation of Members.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAIN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY) The
question is

“That further  consideration of the
Parliament (Prevention of Disqualifica.
tion) Amendment Bill, 1974 be adjourn-
ed.”

The motion was adopred.

MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA

The Indian Coinage (Amendment) Bill,
1975

SECRETARY-GENERAL : Madam, )
have to report to the House the following
message  received from the Tok Sabha
signed by the Secretary-General of the Lok
Sabha :

“In accordance with the provisions of
Rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and
conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. I am
directed to enclose herewith the Indian
Coinage (Amendment) Bill, 1975, as pas-
sed by Lok Sabha at its sitting held on
the 5th August 1975.”

Madam, 1 lay the Bill on che Table.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHAPADHYAY) : There
is no other business before the House. The
House stands adjourned till 11 a.m, tomor-
row.

The House then adjourned at
thirtynine minutes past three of
the clock till eleven of the clock
on Wednesday, the 6th August,
1975.
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