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honour to be a student, the University of
Allahabad, and | quote :

"A university stands for humanism, for
tolerance, for reason, for progress, for
the adventure of ideas and for the
search of truth. It stands for onward
march of human race towards even
greater objectives. If the universities
discharge their duties adequately, then
it is well with the nation and the
people.”

Thanking you, Sir.

THE PARLIAMENT (PREVENTION OF*
DISQUALIFICATIONS) AMENDMENT
| BILL, 1974
THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE j
MINISTRY OF LAW, IUSTICE AND j
COMPANY AFFAIRS (DR. (SMT.) i
SAROJINI MAHISHI) : Mr. Chairman, |

Sir, | beg to move:—

"That the Bill further to amend the 1
Parliament (Prevention of Disqualifica-
tion) Act, 1959, as passed by the Lok
Sabha, be taken into consideration."

Sir, at the outset | would like to say a few
words regarding this Bill.

Article 102 (1) of the Constitution lays
down certain disqualifications on account of
which a Member is disqualified. Clause (1)
therein says that if he holds an office of
profit, he is disqualified from being a
Member. Then, what this office of profit is
has got to be decided and for this purpose in
1957 a Bill was prepared mentioning what
the disqualifications were and what
exemptions could be given. The Bill was
submitted to a Joint Committee. The Joint
Committee went through it. They submitted
a report in turn and the Bill was passed in
1959. That was called the Parliament
(Prevention of Disqualification) Act, 1959.
Section 3 contains certain exemptions to the
disqualifications and it mentions what are
not offices of profit. Those which are not
offices of profit and the holding of which
will not disqualify a person from becoming a
Member of Parliament have been mentioned
in section 3 of the Act of 1959. The Joint
Commi-

ttee, to which this Bill was referred, further
said  this. Because a continuous
scrutiny of the committees that are
existing and a continuous scrutiny  of the
committee's which may come into existence
later on is necessary, a Standing Committee
should be formed. This Standing
Committee should rte ehere to continuously
scrutinise the new committees and the
existing committees that may require to be
scrutinised and  report whether a
disqualification will be there fora Member
of  Parliament. On this occasion |
wish to mention that earlier there were
various statutes, viz-, the Acts of 1951,
1952 and 1953 and these statutes relating to
the prevention of disqualification ot
Members of Parliament were repealed by
the 1959 Act.  The 1959 Act was consi-
dered to be the authentic Act as far as this
was concerned. | think the House does
remember why this disqualification clause
was introduced in the Constitution and also
why exemptions to that were also introdu-
ced. While introducing the 1959 Bill in
the House the then Law Minister remarked
that perhaps this was a legacy of British
history. There came a conflict between
the Members of Parliament and the em-
ployees of the  Crown at that time.  In
order to see that the employees of the
Crown did' not unnecessarily interfere W'ib
the independence of  Parliament and the
freedom of Parliament Members, there were
restrictions put on those who were emplo-
yees of the Crown. Later on it assumed
different forms. In course of time, it must
have assumed this form also, viz., people
who  were  holding Government
offices, people who had some interest in the
Government's commercial transactions or
something like that might not be able to
discharge their duties in an independent
way. They may feel embarrassed  also in
dis-! charging their duties freely on the
floor cf the House in  Parliament.
Therefore, there [ were restrictions put on
persons holding such offices of profit
from becoming Members of Parliament or
Members of the | Legislature also. These
disqualifications were j laid down in the
Constitution in article 102. To this
certain exemptions were neces-i sary and
these were laid down in section j 3 of the
1959 Act. Later on, as this con-
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tinuously needs some scrutiny a
Standing Committee wag set up,
according to the recommendation of
the Joint Committee which was set up
in 1957. Since the time of the  Second
Lok Sabha, Third Lok Sabha, Fourth
Lok Sabha and the Fifth | Lok Sabha,
this Standing Committee hai been
working continuously. It is scruti- |
nising the Committees that came into
existence, the Committees that are
existing j and it will also scrutinise the
Committees !

that will come into existence
in j 12 p.m.  future. The main
criterion

or the purpose for
which [ the Joint Committee was
set up was | to study the
composition and the con- ! stitution
of the Committee and to find out j
whether it could be treated as an office
or. ! profit or it could not be treated like
that whether the holding of
chairmanship  oi secretaryship  or
directorship or  membership in any
particular company might be considered
as holding an office of profu or not.
And the third thing was that the
Standing Committee shall continuously
be scrutinising the Committees that
might come into existence in the
future also. These were the three terms
that were referred to the Committee, and
the Committee has since been doing its
work in al very laudable manner.

In the Second Lok Sabha, the
Standing Committee submitted five
Reports and in the Third Lok Sabha, it
submitted, again five Reports and in the
Fourth Lok Sabha, it submitted seven
Reports. In all they i have submitted
17 Reports up to the end of the  Fourth
Lok Sabha, and in the Fifth Lok
Sabha, up to this time, they j have
submitted 13 Reports. And  the]
House will very well appreciate how
the Committees are being scrutinised
and how continuously the Standing
Committee has been taking the trouble
of going through the composition and
the  constitution ot the Committees
that have been conti- ] nuously
coming into existence in the State | and
also here at the Centre, and they have
been recommending as to what will
con- j stitute an office of profit. Of
course, main- |

ly, they have taken a few things to
find out whether a particular office is
an office of profit or not. The
criterion, as Members will be able to
understand while going through the
Reports, is, firstly, whether any
member is exercising executive
powers or financial powers in the
Committee whether he has got an
opportunity «f distributing
patronage, whether he has got any
pecuniary advantage there or has
anything more than the
compensatory allowances, etc. That
are usually given to the sitting
Member on the Committee. And
there may be a few more other things
also depending upon the merits of
each case. But these mainly are the
criteria on which, of course, the
Committee comes to the conclusion
whether a particular office is an
office of profit or not.

One special thing about this particular Bill
is that the Bill was introduced in December,
1973 in the Lok Sabha. It was passed on the
17th December, 1974 in the Lok Sabha. It
has been introduced in the Rajya Sabha in
1975. Therefore it will be a 1975 Bill.

A speciality or peculiarity of this Bill is,
there is an appendage which has been added
to the Schedule which was added to the
1959 Bill. Schedule I is there. But the
difference here is in Schedule I, Part I, Part
I, Part Ill. and Schedule Il, Part t, Part Il
and Part Ill. The speciality is that in the
Schedule the first Part consists of Central
Government  departments and Central
Government organisations under which it is
a disqualification. Part Il consists of State
Government organisations and Part 11l
consists of Union territory organisations,
according to which the holding of
chairmanship or secretaryship is considered
to be a disqualification. Part 1l consists of
such organisations. Schedule 1l consists of
such organisations wherein also you will
find Part I, Part 1l and Part I1l— again, the
Central Government, the State Government,
and the Union territory— wherein the
holding of the office either of the chairman
or the secretary or the director or a member
of this Committee also will disqualify a
person from sitting as a Member of
Parliament. This is the addition that
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has been made, and the addition has been
made in keeping with the consistent report
made by the Joint Committee regarding
these things that in the case of certain
Committees that holding of office as a dir-
ector or as a member also entails certain
pecuniary responsibilities, the discharge of
executive powers and other things and
therefore the holding of directorship or
membership of that Committee should also
disqualify a person' from sitting as a Mem-
ber of Parliament or as a member of the
legislature.

Therefore, all precautions have been
taken to see that the Report given by the

Joint Committee is submitted to the
different  Ministries of the Central
Government and also the  State
Governments.

Only on the receipt of their reaction to
these things, the Joint Committee has again
gone through the thing and submitted a
consolidated report. This consolidated
report you will find in the 2nd report of the
Fifth Lok Sabha on the basis of which, by
and large, this particular Bill has been
brought.

Sir, with these words | commend the Bill
for the consideration of the House.

Tht question was proposed.

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH (Gujarat): Sir,
I very much welcome the Parliament
(Prevention of Disqualification) Amend-
ment Bill, 1974 moved by the hon'ble
Minister. While placing this Bill for our
consideration the Minister said that there
were two valid reasons why a conflict
between the elected representatives and | he
economic activities of the Government had
inspired thinking in other pountries that
those who hold the post of law-makers
should not be associated with any economic
transaction.

Sir, 1 was a member of the Krishna
Menon Committee and, for many years, in
charge of a public undertaking. Actually, till
1959 when this restrictive Bill was brought,
practically we used to nominate Members
of Parliament on every Board of
Corporation of the public sector

i because the origin of public sector in this
country is quite different from the Canadian
Parliament or the Australian Parliament or the
House of Commons from which the
inspiration was drawn that there is divergence
between the interest of a Member of a House
and a public sector corporation which is really
ushered in order to achieve commanding
heights ot

! the economy.

Sir, this concept of divorce which was
brought about for the last so many years,
nearly 15 years, has made the Members of
Parliament ineffective. While they re-
commend certain policies of the Government
on the floor of the House, when it comes to
execution, there being a total divorce and their
not being on the board of directors, the entire
implementation has gone somewhat defective.
Therefore, the real point was not whether he
will be able to discharge his responsibility
while remaining Member of Parliament but
whether his patronage is of such a nature that
the Member instead of discharging his duty in
an impartial manner will be prone to grant
patronage to his own political party so as to
bring benefit of that nature in the elections etc.
Sir, this was a very erroneous view because
we did not bring the public sector in this
country in a fringe with too small a free
economy unlike Australia, Canada or England
and many other countries as against the
American public sector which is entirely a sort
of more or less free enterprise sector. In those
countries where also there is a regulated
public sector the whole idea is to have fringe
type of controls which will bring the economy
to proper regulation. Whereas in this country
in order to remove backwardness of the vast
millions of people, to see that they get the
benefit of development through planning we
ushered in the public sector with higher
motivation than was prevalent in the free
enterprise countries. Therefore, in this country
representatives, as represented in the Lok
Sabha and the Rajya Sabha, are not only the
people who have to represent the voice but
they are the custodians of the public good so
that public good must be trans-
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mitteii through the working of the public
sector in a more profitable manner. My own
personal experience is that so long as a large
number of Members of this House and the
other House were associated in one capacity
or the other, either as chairman or secretary or
being members of the board of directors or the
board of governors they used to reflect the
feelings of this House or the other House in
the administration of these enterprises and
bring back the difficulties of the public-sector
to the fore of the House so that the Members
of Parliament were getting more informed to
expand the public sector as well as to bring to
it greater efficiency. So | am glad that this
type of dichotomy which had come out of a
conservative thinking and all the time fear that
the Members of Parliament of this House and
the other House and the Members of the
legislature in the States will take up a
parochial view and extend patronage was a
remote thing as far as the Indian economy is
concerned. It can be misused to an extent that
every officer can misuse the office or every
Minister can misuse the office for which there
are enough preventive measures and powers
with the House. In order to do away with a
small evil, we had given way to such a factor
that all the Members of Parliament and the
people's representatives became defunct with
regard to the public undertakings. It is,
therefore, high time that this overdue reform
was brought and we allowed Members of
Parliament to function without let or
hindrance. The general consensus of feeling as
well as the morality of the political party will
be enough deterrent to see that no patronage is
misused on this account.

Secondly, why were the public under-
takings instituted in our country. Because
there was no industrialisation. Actually
speaking, if any historian writes the history of
industrialisation in this country, he will see
that the public sector was the prima donna
which initiated new technologies and new
enterprises in this country which were

totally unknown to us. We were hewers
of wood and drawers of water during the
British days. The British colonial system
allowed only a little textile industry and
the jute industry with a few sugar industries
thrown in. No industrial machinery was
manufactured in this country till 1951. It
is only when we ushered in the public sec
tor that larger enterprises with greater ini
tiative and the capacity to take risk came
into being. How did the latin word “entre
preneur” come to be used ? It mean the
capacity to take risk. There was no risk-
taking capacity before. The private
industrialists went into the traditional in-
dustries and they only manufactured those
items which gave them profit. If I recall the
history of the Hindusthan Antibiotics, we
established the Hindustan Antibiotics country
asking them to put up a basic drug industry to
produce tetracyclic au-reomycin, sulpha
drugs, alkaloids and vitamins. But nobody was
prepared to come forward. No foreign
enterprise was even prepared to give
collaboration. Therefore, we established the
Hindusthan Antibiotics and the Indian Drugs
and Pharmaceuticals Limited. After we broke
the barrier, these people came saying "We can
also do it". Therefore, the leadership in in-
dustrialisation squarely rested on the public
sector. Nobody made transformers, heavy
electrical equipment, turbines or power
generators. It was only when the Bhopal
Factory came into being, with all its teething
trouble, that we could rjianu-facture such
equipment. The Russians and the Americans
and the British were laughing at us and saying
"How can a country like yours manufacture
turbines?" Actuary one of the collaborators,
the Associated Electricals, England, told me
"It will take you 12 years to turn a turbine.
Why are you in a hurry?" According to them,
we had to wait for at least 12 years to turn a
turbine. At that rate, this country can never be
industrialised. We established a public sector
industry and we are now producing 250 MW
turbines, one of the biggest made in this
country and of a satisfactory character. In
terms of machine tools, in terms' of heavy
electricals, in terms of earth-movhrg
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equipment, in terms of steel-making capacity,
in terms of drugs and in terms of fertilizers
our Public sector has made good progress. |
do not mean to give a full certificate that they
have done all that is wanted. They have also
gone sick. The prices are high; there is over-
employment; many of the products are
outpriced; and the management of the public
sector requires to be improved. In my humble
opinion, if a proper chance is given to
Members of Parliament to be nominated to
the different boards with guidelines from the
Government as well as from the party. . .

SHRI RANBIR SINGH : The members are
debarred.

(Interruptions)

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH : No, no, if you
see the Schedule. . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: You should face the
Chair.

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH: Schedule 1 is
now more enlarged than before. | am pleading
that more items could be added to Schedule 1
from Schedule 11. 1 was just giving the back
ground to see that proper appreciation is
made. The First Schedule is now more
enlarged as compared to the total restrictions
so far placed. If you see the list, there are
many, many bodies, for example, the Central
Warehousing Corporation, Air India, Indian
Airlines, Tariff Commission, Handlooms and
Handicrafts Corporation, Industrial Finance
Corporation of India, Life Insurance Corpora-
tion and so on. These were bodies which were
never exposed to public gaze up till now.
Now, if this principle is accepted that
Members of Parliament and Members of
Legislatures are custodians of public good and
that the public sector is not merely a profit-
making body or merely a body for
commercial activity but a real ideological as
well as a necessary thing for the country's
economy, then | would like to say that the
Minister should have taken a bolder step and
enlarged the Schedule to bring in as many
more such corporations as possible. | have
listed them but

I do not want to take up the time of the
House. There are 49 central corporations
which they have listed in Part Il of the
Schedule. 1 would draw the attention of
the House to it.

There are 46 items here. Out of these 46, at
least 30 corporations are really not of that
character in which patronage can a! all be
assigned by any stretch of imagination. If the
Minister finds time, we can have further
discussion.  There are public  sector
corporations which can help employment,
which can encourage import substitution and
which can save foreign exchange and bring in
new technology. For instance, let us take the
Metals and Mines Corporation. They have
done Rs. 150 crores worth of export which
was zero for 15 years. If it is not getting the
public gaze and advice and guidance of
Parliamentarians, it is not proper. We want to
see that the policies which we adumbrate here
are implemented. Therefore | feel that with
the new economic programme a bolder step
should have been taken by allowing most of
these corporations to have the benefit of
guidance from Members of Parliament except
some purely commercial corporations like the
Food Corporation which is not capital
intensive. The rest of the Corporations are
capital intensive. The relationship between
capital invested and turnover may be even less
than 1 per cent in some. For instance, the
Ranchi project has got Rs. 150 crores
investment and the turnover is Rs. 90 crores.
It is this type of Corporations which will
really build this country. | support this Bill
because it has adopted a liberalised approach
by making Schedule 1. But 1 still do believe
that a stage has come when the hon. Minister
and the Central Government should bring in
many of the items from Part Il Schedule into
Part J Schedule so that our public sector is
further expanded. | hope the hon. Minister
will look into the matter. That will help the
implementation of our views made on the
floor of the House outside and reciprocally the
difficulties and problems that come in the way
of running the public sector undertakings can
be brought to the floor of Parliament
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and thus there will be a better liaison between
the Parliament and the public sector
corporations.

Lastly, I welcome the transitional provision
given on page 14 of the Bill. This is very
exemplary. When a man is just going to be a
candidate in the elections, he has to resign
from the Corporation as otherwise he will be
disqualified. Now this transitional provision
does protect him. He is given three months'
time. In order to fulfil this transitional
provision it is better that the prevention or bar
against the Members of Parliament in respect
of Part Il Corporations is reduced to the
minimum.

st FTgem wfew - wawfa @, § %
wiffedma qaEar § | AT dwa Jgd
us Wi A7 oamE % 1§ W7 faw
w1 Wt FEvg ¥ 39 Idvw A OTAAT AT
& 2| fwe oft & oF TowreRmA SrEar
ff a7 TaAne § ag fefewa faar 2 &
afgmase #1 dwge, T OEEH ST oA
Ze #7199 %7 #1 &g ofww wreEiEr s
TWT F atE & WvaT AF1 g) AwAT ¢
Parliament Members should not be appointed
on any Board of the Corporation.
#1197 @@l # 7 Is it a fact that the Gov-

ernment has taken a decision not to appoint
Members of Parliament on any Corporation?

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH I am glad
that my friend is supporting me.

# fedl & ArE qUEAT AR T
¥ F ag wpqr WA # fF dEae o
g A1 are # fw afes dwr geef
FIEAENT § TH FIEH W, FAL LIH W
ar afaefza waeaEr w1 dva7 7@ o awAr
TIRA g4 T A7 Gra7 aq w7 dayorfes
Arga 4 dF wwr gwm oA swa # fE ogaer
aedl fopg femr @ soife g aEi

W W, AT F, FogATd AR
wr gifgdar E, gES1 EEr B0 |

W7 g g wen w1 AewafEfoe s
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g f& o0 g1 & agaedt awemsl w1 A
faar =7 Aaar § |

Once again | support this measure with this
strong request to the Government that before
long they should immediately look into this
and reduce the number of Corporations in
Schedule 11 and bring as many Corporations
as possible under Schedule | so that the
benefit of their experience and the knowledge
and the wisdom and the ideological approach
as well as the necessity of the times can be
translated into the working of the public
sector Corporations which are going to
occupy more and more vital positions and
reach commanding heights in strategic
matters and in the economic development of
the country as a whole.  Thank you, Sir.

=t YT A QIR (INT 979 AT
aamfs w1, ag f@agw o1 "9 & AwE
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tThe Vice-Chairman (Shri V. B. Rajii)
in the Chair].
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T Avarat & grat w qf TEa oAl
W OAF I T @1 T B owr AR A% AT A
AT gL FIG OAEN, W AFAT 3| WTATAT
i faAd 61 gfes weefwa 2§ a0
A wy wrwfw faeiw & el & o
a0 ¥ I A F owr &1 afe & g
T famr A afer s & frmoay Al
T Oy IHFT WATE AT A T R TG
foqr @mr & w7 T oAt & fgemr A
W & Al 37 abFps faweeft a2 W
ECE TR e IR B 1 i ) S ) < ol C |
ERAT ®OWAT TN WAl | gAIT ar ued
3 f& gaer wifws s Zemg & osamwer
g Br e adt gmn faa seard, frm o
wifedi & 778 97 Ty g ol Z

{ 3% IF I E1 Efaw wenm, gm@T-ans

fosmr & Fammr B s g & am oms
EMT & WY W dwe §W % A 5
arg A 2, eemaza oaEs faemr 3,
T @Y (oo g At mies ara a8 @1 s
ol A "iaw w5 1 aerEear Xy

TE WATGR Aga A1 i aear
FAdT AT ¥ S gamr freer gnn
A w0 A W few smad, s|Hr w4
FHaw wwl & smbmy @ sv-afafaian
w1 a1 wenm e oaifen ag Ao
WA, W dgA A oniEieam e
garg A1 a9 §, 57 77 "W gwn e
CCLE I I o A 1 B et
ufgs T &1 @\ 21 I AT -aia-
fafg wits =3 § a1 § womar ¢ fs ot
Atfaat fAaifer golr swer & 29 90 2
oA AfaEt w faaber amr ¥ oden
a0 § ATY FIA § Ad IAFT HE AT
st aw § 7@ d@) 0% SEmEw &
Sl AL AT R K T gan § " aed
F erEr, wEW qEA @ AEr ) At q1
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a1 aza s Omr g & o Afr faaio
¥ogr wAr §oyom owm owmiaa ga o
¥ AT F AR A I 3@l W1 RIET
wifaai 1 famar §) =W oA @ &gd A
7HT HEOW § WH w7 wwer g oawen g,
I eI BN msar 2, owfa % wvawm o§
U HEATT E1 AT §, WA 90 0 X SfTad
s fom 9 g ¥ A WO oW #
i 7 & a1 @ Awa, w & An faEel
Fo@ET T oA %1 It wEl avw
g afad & weww wA@ st & owiw
wEAT TE AEAT & Arg wgmd W q fw
W@ A% 4 gz faguw JTE § IO Awad
e g G agr A wem @ amm
afefeafadi %, a5 ofvien #, ag fawrd &1
et W, aE gooawe 7 3 gatasre w960
Al i gwig ¢ fw § gu Ani @ e &
aEWa 0T 1 A oWl @ g f e JwdA
wear g |

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN (Nomi-
nated) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, it is an

I school teacher. We have not made a dis-
' tinction between a man working on social
welfare and man who commands a very large
amount of national wealth. | would submit to
the Minister concerned that there should be
very clear categorisation and classification for
two reasons. Firstly, we call ourselves a
participatory parlia-

mentary democracy. What is the art of
participation in the parliamentary democracy?
The art is that different segments of people
should have the opportunity to air their own
problems in order to give to the nation the
possibility of examining the issues in a wide
spectrum. There are series of small acts which
disqualify several sectors of people. Then,
ultimately what we are doing is that we
concentrate political power in the hands of a
few categories by excluding a large number of
categories. Particularly when the ruling party
commands two-thirds majority in each House,
it is possible for the ruling party—and | have
got a lot of sympathy for it apart from the fact
that 1 am almost identified with the ruling
party—that you certain specific problems to
your notice. But, if the purpose of legislation
is to make legislation an instrument for
expan-

important Bill that we are discussing in the j sion of parliamentary opportunities, not

House. | have to make, Sir, just two
submissions of a very specific character.
Firstly, from reading the First Schedule, it
seems to me, and | am not indulging in any
levity or cynicism, that the title could as well
be changed to 'the Parliament (Extension of
Disqualification) Amendment Bill,' rather than
the ‘Parliament (Prevention of
Disqualification) Amendment Bill, because, |
feel that two things are happenings. Firstly,
there is no clear categorisation or
classification by which you disqualify a
person from becoming a Member of
Parliament. A host of things have been hudled
together, and the distinction has been
conspicuous by its absence. If a Member
presides over a body which generates capital,
which is a sin in a mixed economy, he is also
here. A Member who sits in disbursement of
small emoluments for the purpose of
promotion of education, he is also here.
Therefore, we have not made a distinction
between the representative of a big
monopoly house and a

restriction of parliamentary opportunities, this
must be very carefully taken into con-
sideration. Here | would like to bring certain
specific problems to your notice. Some of my
otherwise sensible Members here found it
expedient to mention that lecturers, readers,
professors and vice-chancellors ought to be
excluded from being Members of Parliament.
If it is an act of minor debating point and the
point has to be scored, it is one thing. But, if
one is very seriously thinking that the whole
educational community should be thrown out
from the working of the parliamentary system,
then this is a verv serious matter. As a matter
of fact ther® are many arguments why people
with some experience and some knowledge
should be inducted into the very processes of
the parliamentary mechanism in a country
where the range of illiteracy is very high and
where the number of tech-

i nical personnel is so low. Instead of
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[Prof. Rasheeduddin Khan,]

saying that a large number of teachers
should be inducted into the State Assem-
blies and in Parliament, we are taking the
contrary view.

I found that there was some such talk last
year with which both my friend. Professor
Vidya Parkash Dutt, and myself have been
a little concerned, not for any personal
benefit, 1 would like to say so because it
might almost appear as an act of arrogance,
that it does not particularly give us an
opportunity to spend our time in Parliament
alone, because we consider ourselves to be
life-lone teachere. And, probably, the
biggest achievement of a teacher is the help
rendered by him in the enlightenment of the
country. When we come here as a result of
an act of confidence which the Parliament
has reposed in us and as an act of faith in
Parliament, we come to give such of 'lis
opinions which are worthy of consideration
by this Parliament. If we exclude all the
teachers, then what we are doing is that we
are excluding a very important segment.
There was some talk last year that members
of the Indian Council of Social Science
Research, to which both Professor V. P.
Dutt and | belong, should be excluded from
being Members of Parliament by bringing
them under disqualification by declaring
that office as an office of profit. Now, we
must define what an office of profit means.

If an office of profit means that if any-
one presides over a committee which dis-
burses any sum from Re. 1 to Rs. 1 crore,
he will be holding an office of profit, then.
Sir, all of us disburse at some given time
from Re. 1 to Rs. 1 crore. That h not the
point. Therefore, 1 would appeal to the
Minister who herself is a scholar of repute
that she must give some clear classification
and categorisation and exclude several
things from the First Schedule and if the
idea is to include cer-

| tain other things in the  First
Schedule ! subsequently, thai also can be
done.

|

Now, take, for instance, the board of
examinations. Every university has got a
board of examinations. You see on page 2,
item No. 3, board of examinations, it says
engineering, agriculture, rural services. You
might include science. You can include
physics, chemistry and all the other things.
Then, ultimately, you would exclude
everybody. Then, Sir, you have got the
Central Board of Geophysics. You have the
Central Board of Astro-1 nomy. You have the
Central Board of \ Economics. You have the
Central Board | of Accountancy. You thus
exclude a | very large number of people.
Then you i have got the Durgah Committee
of Ajmer and to get away with the Durgah
Committee of Ajmer; you have got the
Executive Committee for National Atlas. The
Executive Committee for National Atlas is
preparing a national atlas for India and ! in
the process they must be appointing people
and asking people : "You come and work for
us for Rs. 2,000 or Rs. 2,500", not because
anybody is extending patronage but because
everybody is trying to help build a national
atlas. Then, you have got the Kendriya Hindi
Shikshan Mandal. The Kendriya Hindi
Shikshan Mandal is helping in the
propagation of the national language. If you
exclude people who are nominated on that
body, then you are excluding a very
important segment. Similarly, you have here
Price Fixation Committee for Prize Winning
Books. Every teacher at some point of time
must have been a member of the Committee
of Price Fixation for Prize Winning Books. It
could be a prize winning book for a first
primary class student or for a short story book
or for a poetry book. But this is not an office
of profit. If these things are not changed, then
ultimately what would happen is that either
we will land ourselves in litigation or there
will be several cases where people will say
that the intention of the law-makers was dif-
ferent and that by an error of judgment they
have been disqualified.
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I would submit thitt even now the Minister r
should give a second and not hurry up with
the passage of this Bill because passage of the -'
Bill is the easiest thing to do now. Passage of |
the Bill, because it is the easiest thing to do |
now, must not be an act of irresponsibility. J
appeal to her to exclude from this |
educationists and people who are doing some |
social work and include only those who come
within the purview of granting patronage of |
financial character which impinges on the |
building of a secular, social democracy.
Thank you very much.

DR. V. P. DUTT (Nominated) : 1 entirely |
share my friend's view. Though | am not a
speaker, 1 should like to say (hat the logic of
what you are doing would mean that
practically everybody i-Y-c etcep! who earns
fat business income can become a Member of
Parliament and everybody else will be
excluded.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI V. B. |
RAJU) : Your feelings are understood. |

ot ooy fag (gFomom) @ so-ramems S, i
i mmy § a0 gm fe # e i e |
A o% a7 ddr wEEar ¥ fadmm we
fo oz fadmw 973 =1 fadaw & o s
™ 1975 W& § omw & v aga
agdret wd 2, wfow g w1 dw aE §
fan wm & wwede feafa o o @
7 wifer grer &7 % fW ? e g
wEA 7 OAE Fh, ﬂﬁol‘[uma!ﬂ‘twﬁ |
® @ wa aw Aw @Y i ar # g
sEArAENE feam A woArawa 87

IrEaTeE A, wm W § fogae |
T AT guTT wAT 7w oA Af oaw ot
ot & 20 e 9@ FAE ET ) 9E
w15 ZAT W OAT wTHOE Bl OART AwAT, Al
AMA W THEIE FE0 #1 AEAT, 48 T a9
# wrmam gnir v @ W ww awn &
T Fuspareme S, sgl wad gw wafaar |
gug At % am § A yaq for 2w
sxfgtsr @resiw Wt & At e

|
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AT e A awn § oW frrem
w7 & fau 2, fem wme w1 A a1 &9
7g ¥V A aaw W a3 7 fewaag v
fra faar T ot fegema a1 @@ a9 2
Hfem wm @1 w0 a9 a7 (nterruption)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI V. B.
RAJU): There was a Committee which did it.

it Todre fag o ITAWeRT WY, 99 &
arc & & 3w A wwwm s, A d
ufy g o aem g fs ofdt fag g
&y dr ag awer 90 a1 WAT "R W
w & g A it S o
a7 wrgAr A o By 3w faar § dew
F a7 dwET oz A, U% meR gEr AT
Ferr wr @ wT oww oW amar 2 &
At Ta am a7 ot wEmw Ad ¢ oo
Ui A @A | AT Awe mifew At
fee WY W AT AR AT HER wTOew
% WUV aaw % ATaR 4, WA i &
WoAr ¥ awEd g U9, U G e9n
N am 27

vy fafaer @it g w1 ww W=
awar #, Afg TE @ AW A1 qg AT
g1 @ 2 gz w18 wAr WWW ag §, W
% wrfaw ag aaw W@ 3 wg gheer ¥
gt wg 1973 @ few W W F aw
afim, az A7 w0 wmn A #
IR AT & iR 1975 ¥ W 9w T
3, wawwia feafa o faw W o 2

a1 wmee frafr & ow f e ¥ e

Wt W wH afer dgw @ fm g e
Zz1 ¥ 9K v A WAl § A1 A TN
a2

srawems A, dra § odfer daw
# oww wr omm oW AT W owar 1 %
grezw i wfieewer argaw w3
gﬁmhﬁﬂwﬂw
T e W1 awA A fra @ et arsee
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[ werdie fag)
wr wiemae @1, faad ovdrmfes wfear
10 am o wiEae aforea e 3w
WA F1E ¢ FifE gAT R AvE @qmr Al
Tt 41 am & faam ad a9 a0
o E S vs WA F ogaw fem W fReew
ZOT, EMAL ET A WO RE 3 diEd
OO Al IR RN AT qrR wroat | gafen
a7 gl dwe AE & avar g aE ar
AMERTEETO W T A FOTAT A §
07 ag f@9 a1 @ @ oag X WA
fa gme wzeq Wt wE awr wEA AE-faEe
HowR g FrA 2 3w faEre o waAfaw
Zrd g1 9w w1t fa"r dr ama z@
A%d g "AmEAT gw a7 & f' oew faw g
W odmr o, fem grary ® @AW A0 zwow
A A1 97 A4} FfEa maa 1 ;e
AR TN ED AHAT | @ AT Ad gALI A
AqEqTAT w1 ATA 1 AT ¥ Rl uHl
Frogad &l &1 A g atar § oafa e
s g7 A€ ¥ A4 g1 /%ar sEfAA gmT
Azt grafafa 7 @ fawfow 1 & 72 a2
Frear ¢ fe az za aww & fd oadr 2
armaataA fenfa & aga az fawifewr ar
M # wm owEA E o W e § faowa
whrwr @@ wf @ o F7 vt ardy feafa @
urq &if@d o oEfeafas ® sreay
A=l W P X wak @t # uw-3r gEia
Ay W Z 0 TEAr a1 W g fAdaa 2 fw
vreget 0w wWe deg @ ¥ oA Faaar @
az agier Tfen ) zme s fama aw 2
f wm s 3 B aart aw & weae wiaer
fadl T3t &1 WU ZATE IN F w2 FAaa
@ # I A ATl WA g i
gt 2 a¢ 5 gare s FO3 @ AV =
AT @A WY FOF N GHT T 7 Ay aonrdr
creEml 8 90 dAg 3 g 2 A wAOz
© wdm ¥ WY W 42 @Ed aEd wE

F1 3q FC AT 4T TAL F IOT A
A1 gAA FaTd off §q 47 # A A AW
R W KT AA T AT w7 A7 AT A4
T @ AW & AT AT AT ET AT A
wIrRl Fgar srgam g fRoarde mo wao grfs-
qT R UF e aqrar wer 20 N Fq 50
durer fareae w1 Fuaw w1 zEr AweEr A
W o Wy weM oar ) afww owa i g
Fere a9 wTWT aavg AV ET A arA @
Tt g Al Felt A oW @A ad
FATTT AT AFAT) AT ATT AT R TEA @7 A7
Wi &7 AW W AT Wa &7 oW wrE P
fo ox Surr wr owa @v oAEET wT A
fr ®f qare wedr @ deadl w51 A
F7 A A wO FEAr & oW a7
Wil A mAT Awr 3 qvAil w0 ORI
ATFATAT T FTY =T H OATT A ANTA A0
al g w1 afg gt M oaw Aw W "5 A
¥t s g0 degv AT FoIA AT A9
ECEANETRE O NI B Ll B A cen e
F1 AN F AT agT HAWMETT F gwTY
Tzt g W & w3 feewnfafeswa zem
AT I T oug Ag WA AN e
F1 AqEAR A1 frAdr oF a9 g
ZEA WA FEAr F oA IR ATATR A1
T fapit) az war Arare 2w ox fafaes
9 w7 AAEATR O7 q¥AT T A drgT wav
qq @4 A1 deq K7 Aaweng o fad?
TR AT ¥ A 2P oATAH AT &7 AW
qr o 2 Fary @Al weAr s afafagn
A o Far % & A oA@ ¥4 A Az A
wa A Fg wea sife afevr e gl
i Aafea wra A grEa A A gnouz
A oAt St oagr & faelt ® ogewoar
gframr ¥ g wre Wi wrs feer sfafa
FY GUTT A9 ATAT ¥ AT AT TEA FTH FTA
T AT &, AT FHH AN AT gy wd 7
a7 4 wa aaw § At wrar ¥ o

w& gaa Afawd qam own, dfawra ama | o dwEe @y wag @ fauare sl & e

a1 A #NT W1, T I T FT IW AT g

¥, %A worrE] W aw ag %7 A%Ar § oae
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TH AeATE] W7 HFAT W A @7 gFar 2
wAA H W I area a4 3w gv
drae ®1 w1q fagr Fqo K oox @ w5t T
Tam g fe am oF 797§ fAadr ammEn
A Rl @ IAX IT ATEATE ATOHe WEo
Ao & aw& w1 A1 A4 afsd gufege
®1 wawy fusdr ¥ 051 ;g 6 F S
[ § 7oA gn? waAn wag fvw T
o1 Aq1E gl Er ¥ owr Aedr 4% 0w dvaw
W1 UF gATT KT MFIIT AT I A,
1 oAy W KT wAE K1 A g7 A4l
TET WAH HEGW AT TEHI A FH A A7
T q A TFEE 3Am R 97 g e
347 § A1 39 @ fagT & waear Wz
T1 tATE A9 IET 4T Kf® & AFET F o
Freq @ U, gafAr § AR O [F FAAAW &
frwrd ®m A1t 31 IFN IT AT & UAL
fazre & wrfzandy stai & (2 &) acsfugl 1
A femard | gt oA & weT WA
HTE AT TF QT AT FTEIAT A ETE |
| qEMA ® oA wr g, AfEw oqwt 97
FFa a7 ¥ faw won fagre ® oA,
I & ®m oW M ¥ OA o4 T
AR & AET T TICET § 9% 9% W A
@7 ATGAT I IH SFT K HTH gAfan #W
} fo e & afafafugi &1 o wodi @
qgata A fAar AT & awi 93 WA S
yrgart a1 wfafafe & g om &0 &
g wrn S 5 faw deamai # s
T dzem frgT AET T2 oA%A Far Ik oS-

dq At w a%A § o3aw ar Hag 4@ Er o

ardr ot ? ow fafres & T3 s wfed
A W g% F7 oaea & ¥few b §
a4 & gB A ®7 awn §, 72 fem wwr
%1 @9 21 # Agwar g fv ag uw agA
T W 2 gn oara 7 fEAEr wedr gw
wrn frve wwd Fvw frIw o fem w2
W MAA WA wErEm qA arA gl At
5, & g gaer @A f, afew & ag snaem
wrgm f& qiiEATTA AEA ST # R
1 d8 ¥ frrrw €1 @A 27 o wETe &

HAATA €M1 &A CTEAT FTIGLAT w1 7
w1 wEew Agigr AR By & wraan g
¢ v #q0 g7 gearai § arfaariz & drac®
HE 7 A TEFT g1 oAvoAT P OgAE wwT F
A1 WIE TIATH WTE WIAT reAfwad
FIrEOE, i q% w4 fzew ofoara,
et w wieA negfnfaaa ey ¥ o
HIEY AEIEY ATAT F 1 oy &4 F1 A 2w
oA & feen ofmma 5 fawm & fao oo
AT aFM IAX AT riAgEE & gEEd AT
FT T AFAE ) THIATE A ATE WIE TAIAEH
wrk wi qar fafeze, 41 o srateeE,
wiA gyagfm, fafuds, 4R e amvees
% fooifae  exEie @A, €1 9%
TATHTH  ATE  OFAGE MTET HTIONA,
Trat o7 q1E UI% TATAZH WG fEEw wTE-
Fe groqrivny, avad w1 wweq v qrfad-
WE T WEET AR AN ARAT 20 W WEWOW
ag 1A Er AT fEowav aw A dearn
T AR ET AT AT TAT ATHTL AT AT AT~
A AT ¢ 1 (6w q@rT vy g g, A
T OHeQ H AR §9A g, 4 A a9 @A
&1 FA%T ATEA T ANGAT FT AE ATA AE
g1 fam aw woazi & wW g e fnr
A7Z A ¥ WF4T W IAIHA U, IHT Ag
1 fwew Wit a @wad @Y 361 A ¥ IMW
W1 AT A1 WEW 4T Al 48T § A AR
# 3l gag & Agedt &1 wAr WA Avfed
Tifs & AW AA @A AT & A el
o Wi wsEl R a9ar 7% )

st wfaar afga . =2 fosd  aoir

it Toeix fqg - WA & 9T § |
€ HwAT 91 W e #, AT #1 wrEer
T A AT 2 W T AT IART AL €T A4
¥ WO AV ATA 1 AT WA AT I F AR
7w 0% gail 3 g T T &1 wrw W
WourEE o sw 7 wTH q@ F e WK
™Y fogAmr &1 9F7 ¥ Zg g A feew
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(o1 TorarT fag)

IO FT A91 F19E ) e e A
¥ gft A1 7T W A 0T AR R I A
AT AT A AET fEEeTd s

W omAam ¥ oqrer 3G AwAT @1 Wi, Aar
§ garf @gra w1 A II A AAT )
HOET w1 34 AW ¥ agA 7% =g £ w
& AR 7 AR HEAT FT ATE Fe A P
W oAw X ong A Awl wiE § ) wEr A
¥ fpemuEtaifoe fafeie 3, i
a7 zargm At F 0 dav wwE A #
wr & odEEr g AT Wy T oA 9
T A WG ¢ s AT A fgerms wiae
fafwze 2 1w @ &1 0 Awg e )

Il & @ Awoia, 2 4 wfo 1o nAe W
g7 & WY I Wi w1 AAd A o9 oAy
I e B I B e T £
1 AR 9T | WTa WIT A iR TH OATE ®
EF & oA o SweEa §, IRm W e
aF o 3 fAw F wpr a7 A9 oAt W
gfaurd dgz ¥ 1 wEr oA A femem
ey fafoee 3

Iu-AMEEN (W dre @o TW) o WA
ar a1 fogw a far 3

st vopte fag o & Ha7 o oA i
FEAT WA § fR dTee oag W odwma
At ¥, TAH ZW ATAETT § HArEA 7 T Ar
awd § wife gw wfiw g3t & faeer B
R gW AT T art ¥ qriAr &1 wv A
# WAt o & Wi w7 Ay ¥, gro Areww
w7 ana § f6 dew freges # 1 “erote
oY i’ wer fear &, v & Ve e’

v A # afzF e Feed ae
i w, Afer af e ¥ ag
aifas &7 for war & ewfaw g owes
w1 W ger famr W o T ATE A AT A9
i 9 TR & fan feanfafwioeg an
21 mE df, wAwr ger fean s SfEd o

T ATT gr Aty & Ay waw frEr
W § fF wfiesee ama s d
AT FATAA FUT ® T A weR w7 AT

g g 1 wRg F oA W e §

waret (el A7 foaeelt & @ owem
AT ¢ 5 3z faw A7z 8 weEd g W
off F wEWl & &3 o @
fam wg 9T %% AW & Ay duw WA

| oFET B, wEEmAT gy Wi wE & A W
AT A1 7 TfEF 20T 99 97 T A O

ot v faar i ) =AY e’ ot w1 o@er

faur ard wte “smeter wer v @A frm
amd |

A7 AV WA § W FEAT §, Wt & e
?, AfFT a9 TV WY WArE w oA [AEd
a1 A% WgAd & wwfas ad faad §
zafan & are ariA gz fAaga s@r
7 f& afiseae gren e & Wit R
HAZ 4767 1A AEA A1 qowrdy WA
T B AfEd 1 3w " wEA w7 6
afafafa grar wfeg@ 1 z0 @m0 ¥ qrw W
W AL AT @ W gw v wwr qu
AT FEE! ATZ A AT AFA F ) AL WAW
a7 @ wdt A% A owrk 3 fm duz
% AAEl §A AEqTAT & eAT g0 AGT A9
awd 2 ?

& wifar & ag frdwa ssmanmw g v
ufr@=? grew sdfom § arr A% g7 war
F owel W aar arfed edife ag e
fegemr @t 75 sy wrardt & Peerr
w1 EwAr FEA & oolr gas feema & A
W AW ¥ fawve 7 femr war wfgd o
Wi & 7 fades won sww § fw osaw
are WeErr A9T § T @t wifsd ook aw

Lo el wey o maeRt s eed W
LR



