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honour to be a student, the University of
Alldhabad. and T quote :

. |
“A university stands for humanism, for l
tolerance, for reason, for progress, for }

i

the adventure of ideas and for the
search of truth. It stands for onward
march of human race towards even ,
greater objectives. 1f the umiversities
discharge their duties adequately, then
~jt 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
MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND |
COMPANY AFFAIRS (DR. (SMT.)
SAROIJINI MAHISHI) : Mr. Chairman,
Sir, 1 beg to move:i— :

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

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

~order to see that the

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 pur-
pose in 1957 a Bill was prepared mention-
ing what the disqualifications were and
what exemptions could be given. The Bill
was submitted to a Joint Committee. The
Jeint Committee went through it. They
submitted a report in turn and the Bill
was passed in 1959. That was called
the Parliament (Prevention of Disquali- |
fication) 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- |

' there to continuously
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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 committees
which may come into existence later on is
necessary, a Standing Committee should be
formed. This Standing Committee should be
scrutinise the new
committees and the existing committees
that may require to be scrutinised and re-
port whether a disqualification will be there
for a Member of Parliament. On this
occasion I wish fo mention that earlier
there were various statutes, viz., the Acts of
1951, 1952 and 1953 and these statutes re-
laling to the prevention of disqualification
of 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. 1 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
employees of the
Crown did not unnecessarily interfere with
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,
peaple who had some interest in the Gov-
ernment’s commercial transactions or sonic-
thing like that might not be able to dis-
charge 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, thers
were restrictions put on persons holding
such offices of profit from becoming Mem-
bers of Parliament or Members of the
Legislature also. These disqualifications were
laid down in the Constitution in article
102. To this certain exemptions were neces-
sary and these were laid down in sectiom
2 of the 1959 Act. Later on, as this con-
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{Dr. (Smt.) Sarojini Mahishi] ly, they have taken a few things to find
out whether a particular office is an office
tinuously needs some scrutiny a Standing l of profit or not. The criterion, as Mem-
Committee was set up, according to the | bers will be able to understand while going
recommendation of the Joint Committee | through the Reports, is, firstly, whether
which was set up in 1957. Since the time | any member is exercising executive powers
of the Second Lok Sabha, Third Lok ! or financial powers in the Committee
Sabha, Fourth Lok Sabha and the Fifth | whether he has got an opportunity ef
Lok Sabha, this Standing Committee has | distributing patronage, whether he has got
been working continuously. It is scruti- | any pecuniary advantage there or has
nising the Committees that came into exis- | anything more than the compensatory
tence, the Committees that are existing | allowances, etc.  That are usually given to
and it will also scrutinise the Committees | the sitting Member on the Committee.
that will come into existence in | And there may be a few more other things
12 p.M. future. The main criterion | also depending upon the merits of each
or the purpose for which | case. But these mainly are the criteriu
the Joint Committee was set up was ! on which, of course, the Committee comes
to study the composition and the con- ' to the conclusion whether a particular
stitution of the Committee and to find out | office is an office of profit or not.
whether it could be treated as an office of
profit or it could not be treated like that
whether the holding of chairmanship o1
secretaryship or directorship or member‘[

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. [t has been introduced in

ship in any particular company might be
considered as holding an office of profit ; ; e
or not. And the third thing was that the the Rajya Sal?ha in 1975. Therefore it will
Standing Committee shall continuously be | be a 1975 Bill.
scrutinising the Committees that might ¢ A speciality or peculiarity of this Biil
come into existence in the future also. | is, there is an appendage which has been
These were the three terms that were ref- | added to the Schedule which was added to
erred to the Committee, and the Commi- | the 1959 Bill. Schedule T is there. But the
tiee has since been doing its work in a | difference here is in Schedule I, Part I,
very laudable manner. Part 1I, Part III. and Schedule II, Part T,
Part II and Part III. The speciality is that
In the Second Lok Sabha, the Standing | in the Schedule the first Part consists of
Committee submitted five Reports and in | Central Government departments and Cen-
the Third Lok Sabha, it submitted, again | tral Government organisations under whick
five Reports and in the Fourth Lok Sabha, | it is a disqualification. Part II consists 'of
it submitted seven Reports. In all they | State Government organisations and Part
have submitted 17 Reporis up to the end | III consists of Union territory organi-
of the Fourth Lok Sabha, and in the | sations, according to which the hold-
Fifth Lok Sabha, up to this time, they | ing of chairmanship or secretaryship is con-
have  submitted 13 Reports. And the ! sidered to be a disqualification. Part II con-
House will very well appreciate how thc | sists of such organisations. Schedule I
Committees are being scrutinised and how | consists of such organisations wherein also
continuously the Standing Committee has | you will find Part T, Part 1T and Part II[—
been taking the trouble of going through | again, the Central Government, the State
the composition and the constitution ot | Government, and the Union territory—
the Committees that have been conti- | wherein the holding of the office either of
nuously coming into existence in the State | the chairman or the secretary or the director
and also here at the Centre, and they have | or a member of this Committee also will
been recommending as to what will con- | disqualify a person from sitting as a Mem-
stitute an office of profit. Of course, main- | ber of Parliament. This is the addition that

I Y
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has been made, and the addition has been | because the origin of public sector in this
made in keeping with the consistent report ’ country is quite different from the Cana-

made by the Joint Committee
these things that in the case of

regarding | dian Parliament or the Australian Parlia-
certain | ment or the House of Commons
Committees that holding of office as a dir- | which the inspiration

from

was drawn that

ector or as a member also entails certain | there is divergence between the interest of
pecuniary responsibilities, the discharge of | 2 Member of a House and a public sector

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 ihe
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 sub-
mitted a consolidated report. This con-

solidated report you will find in the 2nd
report of the Fifth Lok Sabha on the
basis of which, by and large, this parti-
cular Bill has been brought.

Sir, with these words I commend the
Bill for the consideration of the House.
The question was proposed.

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH (Gujarat) :

Sir, T very much welcome the Parliament |

(Prevention of Disqualification)
ment Bill, 1974 moved by the
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
the economic activities of the Government
had inspired thinking in other ¢ountries
that those who hold the post of law-makers
should not be associated with any econo-
mic transaction.

Amend-

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

hon'ble ]

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 Govern-
ment 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 re-
maining 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 poli-
tical 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 Ameri-
can public sector which is entirely a sort
of more or less free enterprise sector. In
those countries where also there is a regu-
lated 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 re-
presentatives, 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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mitted through the working of the public
sector in a more profitable manner.
My own personal experience is that so0
long as o large number of Members of
this House und 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 enterprisesf
and bring back the difficulties of the public
sector to the fore of the House so that
the Members of Parliament were getting
moie informed to expand the public sec-
tor as well as to bring to it greater effi-
ciency. So [ am glad that this type of
dichotomy which had come out of a con-
servative thinking and all the time fear that
the Members of Parliament of this House I
and the other House and the Members of |

the legislature in the States will tuke up |
a parochial view and extend patronage |
was a remote thing as far as the ]ndian'
economy is concerned. It can be misusedl
to an extent that every officer can misuse
the office or every Minister can misuse the
office for which there are enough preven-
tive 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. Tt
is, therefore, high time that this overdue
reform was brought and we allowed Mem-
bers of Parliament to function without let
or hindrance. The general consensus of
feeling as well as the morality of the poli-
tical party will be enough deterrent to see
that no patronage is misused on this ac-
count.

Sccondly, why were the public under-
takings instituted in our country. Because
there wits 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 !

! mins.

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. Hew 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 tetracyclin, au-
rcomycin, sulpha drugs, alkaloids and vita-
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 Pharmaceuti-
cals 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 pub-

lic 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 manu-
facture such equipment. The Russians
and the Americans and the British were
laughing at us and saying “How can a
country like youwrs manufacture turbines?”
Actualy one of the collaborators, the
Associnfed Electricals, England, told me
“It will take you 12 years to turn a tur-
bine. Why are you in a hurry?” Accord-
ing 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 tur-
bines, 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-moving



29 Parliament (Prevention of 15 AUGUST 1975] Disqualificationy Amdt. Bill, 1974 30

equipment, in terms of steel-making capa-
city, in terms of drugs and in terms of
fertilizers our Public sector has made
good progress.
full certificate that they have done ull
that is wanted. They have also gone
sick. The piices are high; there is over-
employment; many of the products are
outpriced; and the management of the
public sector requires to be improved. ln
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 I from Schedule 1. 1 was
just giving the back ground to see that
proper appreciation is made. The First

Schedule is now more enlarged as compar-
ed to the total restrictions so far placed. [f
you see the list, there are many., many
bodies, for example, the Central Warehous-
ing Corporation, Air India, Indian Airlines,
Tariff Commission, Handlooms and Handi-
crafts Corporation, Industrial Finance Cor-
poration 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 I would like
to say that the Minister should have taken
a bolder step and enlarged the Schedule
to bring in as many more such corpora-
tions as possible. I have listed them but

I do not mean to give a !

| this country.

I do not wunt to take up the time
of the House.  There are 49 cen-
tral corporations which they have listed
in Part 11 of the Schedule. 1 would

draw the attention of the House to 1.

Theie are 46 items here. Out of these
46, at least 30 corporations are really not
of that character in which patronage can
at all be assigned by any stretch of imagi-
nation. If the Minister finds time, we can
have further discussion. There are public
sector corporations which can help employ-
ment, which can encourage import substi-
tution and which can save foreign exchange
and bring in new technology. For instance,
let us take the Metals and Mines Corpora-
tion. They have done Rs. 150 crores worth
of export which was zero for 15 yeuars. If
it is not getting the public gaze and ad-
vice and guidance of Parliamentarians, it
is not proper. We want to see that the
policies which we adumbrate here are im-
plemented. Thcrefore T 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 corpora-
tions like the Food Corporation which is
not capital intensive. The rest of the Cor-
porations are capital intensive. The rela-
tionship betwecn capital invested and turn-
over 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
I support this Bill because
it has adopted a liberalised approach by
making Schedule I. But T 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 1T Schedule into Part I Schedule so
that our public sector is further expanded.
I hope the hon. Minister will look into the
matter. That will help the implementa-
tion of our views made on the floor of the
House outside and reciprocally the difti-
culties 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 bet-
ween the Parliament and the public sector
corporations.

Lastly, I welcome the transitional provi-
sion 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. Nowl
this transitional provision does protect him. ,

He is given three months’ time. In order ‘

to fulfil this transitional provision it 18 |
better that the prevention or bar against |
the Members of Parliament in respect of
Part II Corporations is reduced to thcl
.minimum.

st Fawm wfew . avofa o, § oF
FAfefeRo aEar § | WA §ed &ga
=% RIT Agd ¥ q;E T W@ g A fawm
F A IFW F I IEW J IART TAIR
A% g | f5T ft § oF FawwwT qEW g
f& Fr wasAw § oz fefawa fag § f&
qffam@y F7 dvae, ¥® FEF FT A 4T
TR gEE 71 g a8 afeas wsEfwr sr-
IRWT F @ AT qraT AF g ;Far ¢
Parliament Members should not be appoin-

ted on any Board of the Corporation.
T 98 gar £ °  Is it a fact that the Gov-

ernment has taken a decision not to appoint
Members of Parliament on any Corpora-
tion?

SHRI MANUBHAI SHAH : 1 am glad
that my friend is supporting me.

§ feedt # ToAT AEAT § OAWET g
1 & gz wgar wgar g 5 dggw 2%
3T o g § fr afedw v geefen
FRARAT ¥ 39 ZW &, 3L =T &
a7 Afeeafes advaet w1 drac @Y o7 gHAT
JIqEA q9 FL AT GEAC I FT A qufe
qreg 7 o g gw o =gy § fF zger
et fg fear @ 1 Fofs g@&  agh
W@ &, I §, N h S

Fr  gifaer g, SEF! w@I ERW O

| #1T gw 3w qeF #1 dew-afsface W)

do-feamree a1 g%, zafag s=0 & &
T P99 F AUl F Iftg 9% g 3W-
W a1 A F JgchT F Oy 0gT qife o
AT F&57 & W 9T W G w9 AT AqAr
Aifgat F AW TE@ § yoHe FqH
qIT IT*F AR gHFT 71 9% | § gHAAT
g f¥ za g91¢ & aga-r a@egmHl F AQed
fear o wwar € |

Once again I support this measure with
this strong request to the Government that
before long they should immediately look
into this and reduce the number of Cor-
porations in Schedule II and bring as
many Corporations as possible under Sche-
dule I so that the benefit of their experi-
ence 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 Cor-
porations which are going to occupy more
and more vital positions and reach com-
manding heights in strategic matters and
in the economic development of the coun-
try as a whole. Thank you, Sir.

s Tary TR AW (IFT F=W) : AAAG
gunafy S, ag fadas & gev & @@
faarasfts &, asr waaye & 1 3@ fagww
& d9y ¥ AAAIT HAT ST A AT aTq <" T
g faa fagrar &1 <wr &, § wwmar g
fe ot swrawmEaT 3@ oS A @ fF oS
fagral ax gafaar fear oa ; sfs @@+
udr ST 7 Taq Fgy g fF SEwE & wwe
Fq TAWNEY @ dF SH §HF q9ad HIK
dqg & Agedy & €19 §F FuGx §99 T
YEAT 9T | FEAT 9 O T sgawdT #
T {5 dag & weer fasdiear (&% s fa=me
Taq ¥ gue @ g% A favy 1% 597 w1gf
#1 frafg #v o, zafaw o7 ga #
sgaEgT 9gl 9 § & qg o7 | Ifew A
gAR 2w § fow gF A afcfeafa § @y
Zay gu § faeroran & arg WA Aot o &
gwA weF wegw § gy fAaew aen
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Tt g 5 ooe dng ¥ I fam g
#Y faviarft & WY gag & "geni #1 faA
faraarfart w1 fAafg o ggar &, faw
fagral a1 freaer wear ogar § SO ug
gEeE g f&7 g Tw g w39 & 9w
Afqal w1 g 9 § A A @ a1 Ad
FIT &\ W9 A% 39 fagaw § W1 A
faar W & a7 wwedg gaww § A IEH
g qgT A T faway w5 e
T &1 gyara fEar war § 1 wfER S feAg
7Agdr &, IaA 46 fawrg FET F@ER F
ot fom 1g & #v I9FT St auA fear
™ & F ammar g 5§ mir fawtm o
g ot @ag wv Afqgr & ofwed s @
HIT ITH) FAT FLF § AT T AR
nd fawm & W s w9 saw § eEfaa
g

{The Vice-Chairman
in the Chair].

oI gAR AW F Y gyg wWA @
T ara & fAau ggawia § fF 9w &
Tt ¥ AT-ggqW sqrar ¥ sgray e wrd
A gog A7 fagia-gsdl F A gEEd
7wl § 9ggm § HIT 9T 9449 g
F ) AT 5T 39 fao & are9w § 9 T
framal & fRws a8 €1 a®a §, wemw
A g ) W qUwfaw 99 &, 9
qfeg &7 9% &, T W F T fAg Iy
ar g% a9 a1 a9 A ur a%dy §; aitw
s piwfas 97 § § 9 -WAr  wgay
F1 w47 9ifgq, afed da9-9R FHIIFE
¥ wiwga #El, TAT w9R # ow@erfa v
BIE [T AT IAFT A AT ITF WA
q¢ g 1, ¥ wAgar § fF Aveg Ay
s W gw 97 § wgaw W fF ug aga
IfFd Qi ag & | W wEET 5W A #
amy § fF 9% maga St gl ar
fima § § A-AOw &9 § w5 W §
o &, dfra fee s g #r SAw
g ¥ s AfgFe g9 @ § wfw |
31 RSS/75—2
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T ENE FA-fet F1 e W W@ A AR
gara® AF TFTT ¥ AIY &G AT GRqEA
FT AF | WX 5T fAwA # q6q ¥ weew
g1 faym-wedt ¥ Agem @ WTCA Qv §
ST ¥ TATET AAHAT @EFT TA ATAT AT
I R § 1

ag St fagrs wmeE W'y S 7 gemfad
fear & f5 A sl § wwafas afaw
F 93 § 9 @95 §IE4T & T T@T AC |
HFgEE, ¥ AUl & §19 wOE WS § a8
frags FTn AEa g f5 wmdm A& off
F1 W T oA FT AN a5 fEang
i fF § oF 97 foam %, o& fawrfar &1
g 99 &, 39 wwE & wfgwit §6g
& gEeal &1 AT AG T I§ fHEr gFR
F gmafrs afad greg 7@ g9 § W
7 &r d fRal 97T F HFY AT IR FT
7Y & 1 UF auarewr #Y faww oAy &
FHaT & faw fagrar #79 & faamg A%
¢ AfprT g7 e @ g

qARgA, gA FA @A A% g, afdw 9w
FHA #1 FIH 79T §F 9@ FT TE @
e gfosr | ar 7w, zaifs a
fam gFT Ft AmarfeF A gigw e
F oA Yy ogw 9w g R gwrfyw &
g T A Wr g WY gyt wEr s oy St
qiias ®EAFT AT qQAfas FrawT W F
qwy Ty g, # wwma § fF s wdw
F1 QU &W & 90 99 1 afFg wgaw 0
aifed | @ fAu 77 waww } 5 odeg
& gew, wAar & faaifas gfefafa, @
fawral @, s gy ¥ afsg w7 @
gEEM ¥ w® @t fF areus et g o
# SUTET IAEIO THL AT W ANT AN
FET TG AT g | H ug frawm FEr
Tigar § % 57 @sd ¥ w8 A Fw g
oA F wEEy § A= g q90 ¢ fF oag
A FiY & S & o wre fqfeEa ww@r
¥, ggu frai & feal &1 s @&y @
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[« v @@ gizA)

AT & AW IEH A ¥rEX § I fETAT
¥ wfafafadi &Y w1 99 AR w91 &
sfafafagt £ @ s arfs "wraw sq 5y
¥ wegt a7 faglko Far § @1 3g A
feaY & fgl & e @@ &7 an e
qA wYT A AvE H AT IAT qar 2,
ag |TO q&7 TEIT |/ | AFFT Frav ;v &7
Iad FE AT FHAG AT O fadwsw
A E Ay maE ¥ oAy F A Wy g,
gdt xW @ £, wim amwl & @7 § W
T owy oAl 7 @ gvar wfgs A
qrATfa% grad #T & qal wWar § | ¥
AW & AR gl w7 ST BT FT HATEA-
fax aew ofy ¥ fraifq #3 30 & faa @
farar @Y & WYX @ew W SWE-REw 9%
= 9w & fufraa wdar &

™ AaET agy 4 e wmE a¥ g,
W @@ @ A § A A g -
sitam, & st agd ST Ty | W
M aw ¥ e wser a@ ¥ Ay =\
@ gard sfew feafs @or o=t § ok
g WOy wifaw A w1 qEear-EE a8
HAT A | A 3 AR F fw wana @
@ gaTg o wifyw faww & 98 wF WEm
o X S Jar WigF wEFET I F qHA
T@r 2, A AT A A FL A |
WU wEEE, SR A g F, 9O
AR ¥ WEA WA S # I WAL
g § e 9 Fadme o agT g &
W g fagra & 99 9 O faa s
TaN @iy SO gy | a8 g AgY
fogar 265 o woHA o SAEEF TrET
Hix gEwr @A W &0 oSt ggfr §,
Wk sEd ¥ faattag gfatiEr & a9
<@l w7, a7 gAY AW & §WW St Ja
AT $EFA T@T §, AT HT AOMg F A
mivs FEEE AR gEY NS T AR
§ 3 woew & W A Y wew gEe

AR T E, I 9fE At &Y s W
% §9% ¥ AT WY AET "GRG AT
T wEas & sl w1 ad 26T R agt v
FWOEF AT X ET W R ar A& W AF A
A FIBT F AGY, F AT | AAAT,
w faad ot ofsds aecifma § § @
feg R amEwE feiw & omf ¥ oeF
g & I 9 F = & gfer ¥ e
T e s afeF wme & fam &Y afer
¥ AR SEE WA FT AHY T@ HC AT
foar 9T &1 W = o F el F
d9g F Axedt A afsw frroey @, A
I FEl #§ @@mA & N s N
sl H A AET AT 1 ewd S gew
5 wwFr wiuF amw g & gawer
g f5 Gar adt ) fo wwuma, faamit =
Fafedy § WA ¢ gAw wagA 9@ &
TN 9 Sar & & e, amer-wen
foear & foram f& weww @ & AQ@ o=
BT & YR W W9 gM F AN 9
ary fraar § s@979R=d A fraar 3,
I Q) FeET &A@ afer wre R e
AR 7 Fwis W g FT gedrEdar g1

@+ ufafes agg @ w0 dend
T WA & IRy g mm den
g% & g A fa§ AT, I s ¥
= ol 1 wfes el agga gen o)
g Fal & wrgieg ¥ o-afafafey
FT ST GG AT AT ag d§ FAW
AqEgET, W agq § Tn-sEfead S
TR W aw & O ax wyanfa st w7
g #t S g, el # T gwann #Y
ofas TR HT A 1 I WK ae-afa-
fafg ol I E Y F owww g f5 @Y
Aifeat faaffa g4t s & 3@ @ §
gerar At w1 frafoor agr & @ @,
T ¥ T T § AT IHT DA
sfag yHR & 7 €@ oF SEe g
ST A gAr OF § T g § qEE a9
F W, AEE 999 & wgrEr) ol W

Fy
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4157 aga w@ Uav grr & oS AR faafRor
¥ o@@ A E W F oqwniad g R
7 Wl F ARAW q I T@T w0 HrET
ifaar #1 fAeqr B 3@ @ ¥ &gq §
L oA @ 39 g mwm g1 awar g,
AT FHIE ET §eAT ¥, FfY & avag H
FET T 1 ooy §, S 9o uw § S
sar fem T 2T AR # W@ owEd @
AT e § A | A%, W & Ay fqEnd
F A7ET I A AT IyEITr AEr WA
gt el & wwda w5 off ¥ oy
FRAT JE THAT F A HoF qeAw § fF
gt aw 9 ag Taduw A g 9T wwad
FW gr § ag fdew wown fr 1
qftfeafaal &, A ofdien §, 77 fa=rdt &
Ay F, 979 g A T F qAtaEre w3
A 7 sEig g fF I Ew a@ml A W &
AEAT ENT | T Weal & Wig § gEwr awdd
w#Tqr g

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN (Nomi-
nated) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, it is an
important Bill that we are discussing in
the House. I have to make, Sir, just two

submissions of a very specific character. !

Firstly, from reading the First Schedule, it
seems to me, and 1 am not indulging in
any levity or cynicism, that the title could
as well be changed to ‘the Parliament (Ex-
tension of Disqualification) Amendment
Bill,; rather than the ‘Parliament (Preven-
tion of Disqualification) Amendment Bill,
because, I feel that two things are happen-
ings. Firstly, there is no clear categorisa-
tion or classification by which you disquali-
fy 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. 1If a
Member presides over a body which gene-
rates 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 represen-

school teacher. We have not made a dis-
| tinction between a man working on.social
welfare and man who commands a very
Jarge amount of national wealth. I 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 demo-
cracy? 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 dis-
qualify 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 num-
ber of categories. Particularly when the
ruling party commands two-thirds majority
in each House, it is possible for the ruling
party—and I have got a lot of sympathy for
it apart from the fact that T 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-
sion of parliamentary opportunities, not
restriction of parliamentary opportunities,
this must be very carefully taken into con-
sideration. Here I 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 par-
liamentary system, then this is a very
serious matter.  As a matter of fact there
are many arguments why people with
some experience and some knowledge
should be inducted into the very pro-
cesses of the parliamentary mechapism in
a country where the range of illiteracy is

| very high and where the number of tech-
tative of a big monopoly house and a |

nical personnel is so low. Iostead of
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[Prof. Rasheeduddin Khan]

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

I found that there was some such talk
last year with which  both my friend.
Professor Vidya Parkash Dutt, and my-
self have been a little concerned, not for
any personal benefit, I would like to say
so because it might almost appear as an
act of arrogance, that it does not parti-
cularly give us an opportunity to spend
our time in Parliament alone, because we
consider ourselves to be life-long teachers.
And, probably, the biggest achievement
of a teacher is the help rendeied by him
in the enlightenment of the country. When
we come here as a result of an act of
confidence which the Parliament has re-
posed in us and as an act of faith in Par-
liament, we come to give such of the
opinions which are worthy of considera-
tion 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 I belong, should
be excluded from being Members of Par-
Liament by bringing them under disquali-
fication by declaring that office as an
office of profit. Now, we must define
whut 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 pro-
fit, then, Sir, all of us disburse at some
given time from Re. 1 to Rs. 1 crore.
That iz 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-

teachers i

tain other things in  the First Schedule
! subsequently, that also can be Joue.

Now, take, for instance, the board of
examinations. Every university has gol a
board of examinations. You sce on page
2, item No. 3, board of eciaminations, it
says engineeiing, agriculture, rural services.
You might include science. You can in-
clude physics, chemistry and all the other

things, Then, ultimately, vou would ex-
clude cverybody. Then, Sir, you have
got the Central Boaid of Geophysics.

You have the Central Board of Astro-
nomy. You have the Central Board of
Economics. You have the Central Board
of Accuuntancy. You thus exclude a
very large number of people. Then you
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 Execu-
tive Committee for National Atlas is pre-

paring a nationo]l atlas  for India and
in the process they must be appoint-
ing 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 help-
ing in the propagation of the national
lunguage. If you exclude people who are
nominated on that body, then you are ex-
cluding a very important segment. Simi-
larly, you have here Price Fixation Com-
mittee 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 poetiy book. But
this is not an office of profit. TIf 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-
fereat and that by an error of judgment they
have been disqualified.

'
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I would submit that even now the
Minister should give a second
and not hurry up with the passage
of this Bill because passage of
the Bill is the ecasiest thing to do now.

Passage of the Bill, because it is the easi-
est thing to do now, must not be an act
of irresponsibility. [ appeal to  her to
exclude from this educationists and peo-
ple who are doing some social work and
include enly 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.
entirely share my friend’s view.

DUTT (Nominated) : 1

Though |

4

I am not a speaker, 1 should like to say '

that the logic
would mean that practically everybody
else except who eamns fat business income
can become a Member of Parliament and
everybody clse will be excluded.

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

s Ty fag (gfomom) - ge-awreaer @,
T wme & oAd g 5§ osw fadgs wr
mgd F% 3T wel wWeEar ¥ fyae e
fs o8 fadms 1973 #7 fagmw & o ww
A 1975 32 F w9y ¥ W { agA
AT A 2, wifow AT I O A F
fr w7 gerEl feafa weR A R
A e g 49 &% 3 wae am
TEA ¥ EF T, Ao To UHo YT AL
H, @ Hg 7% AT g WHT At H I
FEAT ATEAT 7 for oo 3% Fan e A & °

ITANETT W, U IEY F fr oZan
oA gy w7 Aw R Al we a=i
T aqars f& 20 0 ST FEAE ET) 98
FXE ga1 A @ FEE 1 OFE qwA, |
Y ¥ FrATE AT EY AFAT, TG TH AF
¥ grrmE grir fF 3§ F1E e avar 2 fe
FE 1 Iy S, Wl TN ge wafaEr
Fagar & ar o amzmow G 2
defieud weRw FvNOT 1 dr miende

of what vou are doing !
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B T geEd a9 gaar g @ fegem
W& fau §, afew a1 wrgr awan
ag w1 G R oA 27 fegvag siwer
frg fam f ot fogeom &1 a9 a%d1 €
S www w1 7% aw awar ! (Interruption)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1 V. R.
RAJU): There was a Committes which did
it.

ot Tority fag  SwwATe S, ST F
a7 & 3o A wEw A, AET
7§ fézT Fo W § s foa gee
¥ 3 Ot ag a3 @1 ar 6 wERd an
e & mea ARl ar SifET AW
a7 Amger W s 3 3 frar 3w
T g fEE zEr {, U owe e
e w1 & F w99 g% g0 F
Mg am qv o wgAw ad § fF oo
W A FAT | gAR AaTE oz A
frqe T 9 1 9§ Awwa @gw F e
F SUHq &t auw ¥, w9 fAv &7
T o§ & ArweT W, qg wrE §uw
A @@ §?

s fufree at fergeam @ s T
qgar 8, Al AT g I 1 ag AR
7 owWEr 1 omg wrd ') wwE Agr g, W+
¥ wartaw a7 wwa TA g ¥ fEEr T7T
whodr mg 1973 91 99 F® & A Arg
gfgw, o3 A0 wAm F A wemi A @
I T FET 1975 § W9 99 T
%, oaarena feafa & @ famw & od 2
AN wmerew feaft w0 & wwa ¥ TR
St gy Ty Atee fred @ frm @ 9wE
T T I AE AN @A g A W

-
2|

Sravers W, ¥ oaw g afey d7w
¥ ozw 0r WIT AW NT A LT O F
yrEw B AfEETE s adHe )
3fﬁﬁa'dmﬁraﬁawah‘imﬁw
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[+ <ot fag)
% wferar @), fyad detgfea afem
g aF & wfem afteea@ arQ@w F41-
wq O# §? Hifw K R G @ o ar
Tz frami & a@ % faams @@ @1 awd
& W 75 Tdy ¥ g fem ® famen
EAN, AT FRT AT W FE I amd
ATEW @ [H KT ATAT I ATCAT | FEfAC
77 g v T @@ wwA &) oagr @
ATEATERI F1 T AATAT & ZHY &9 &
Fux gg f&@ &1 @ %1 398 ¥ wear g
f& gk gaeg W w€ T a9a §rE-faaTe
% %% gu B 21 9a faame o yaafaw
g E1 owmd W AN faer ar mg g
gwd &1 dEr gN g 2 fR ew fem gar
# dz1 gy, for grama # 421 340 gw W
g qU [19 § Afs wgdd v s
a9 A g FFAT gW ST gq wagdd Xy
IR w7 AMA F ogFar & oW oy

H @G owT w oA @ ewar g dfwT geo
©OF] IME O AE qPT GAASTE T AR

FE T WIS T A & awan wfad Qi

wAt Frafaf ¥ A frwron A § a7 FEA |
| &A@ vE T am A w3 WA R AR

avgar § f6 a8 3@ www & fag W@ 3
g ferfs & agx 3z fawifenr &)
WHE A FAFATE AT T 2 oww
afaet = ] TW w0 oFeT v feafq §
w af9F ) maafeafa § gae-sye o
oo8T T 2 F zak I A RS gE
Za1 ATgan E1 9gAT Ay A ag fdw ifw
g oF WX dggE @) § A fmar 2
ag g AT Trfgd | gE} wo fdew g &
fe o wra § e ga 3w ¥ s wfwer
et ag=lt &1 W gAY T & wwe e
F@MA & IF AR ATEAT H AT gAY iy
gf g ag 5 TR 38 FU3 F Ww uiw
R g @Y FAg A g F & S aewrh
Tl W 99 § 98 3 TR 2§ 74T
F Q9 g W UM 98 AT JqA TE
wg gaq "gfau gavar o, sfaue ae
arl H & a1, T9 9w IW FT IW A g

FT 3@ T TAAT 471 T F FAC qEAT
Sl gAY 7§ 47 § a8 I9 AW
A HF AT A@ A HT AT AW S FASQ
TE A ANF & aIge A T g A H
HIHT FAT TGN g FF A€o To THo HIfR-
T JUF Grae ST w991 3| F oqa gi)-
Ao fAreee o TG FTOZET qFAT AT
MY @ A aFm oar | AT ww T gy
FT a7 FLAT AVE A FMA QA @
mrg AT AE fedr A% oW S A
AT AT ATAT F1 AT ALH TR o7 4T
AT ag AW KW AL AAT § 7 OWT ARG §
fF oF JTHET 9T IF SV AHET W@ A
f& #r% ad woE A §EETl R gae
FV, U TATEAT | T FgAr T oo ag
A A AT A &) FFAT AT @R
HFATHT FT FTF T ¥ AT A IOEAT AT
Frag w1 g7 W@ & g A WM EFd
¥ fr e F1§ AvaT @AT ¥ IA qw AT
IEFr 51800 AR | & Aud gAW T 95F:

gt a8 A & fF w7 feramfafedma g

F1 aaearg A& fwonly | UF sEAT W@
TZR FIW 0 § d IARY dTedrg F
a5 faerit | A #a7 Frava 6F oF fafrees
& FT ATEATE AT gFar g a1 qEAT qUe-
qY &9 & 9T &Y aaeng ot A faw ?
T 3t o 4 §? U aIAT ST A®
a1 o 3 g A e #r afafai
¥ ol Far wgr & wAr @y dar gazg &
oq Ad T wha FmE qfr awel gl
T yfeT AW FT g FY 3WA gT g
gt A g & 1 faedt ¥ @ew oar
ghamm & s we 0% ard fear afafa
T GETA & AT & AT QT [ZF FA FA
T AT &, A N wrA-dr vy & wd 7
g A O guw ¥ Al wan ¥ owE
o dvae W gag @ faurw aNTHT €T qeer
%, A graml ¥ I A9 w7 AFar § @7

Fy
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TR qETAl w1 GraC Y FEr 9 @Far ¥
uxd ¥ U wEIE argA a4 2fE owx
#drge w1 9 far wmw X @ @@ w6
Zga g fF A oF aAe &7 e aaeary
Y @ IAN AT JAEATE A UFo Ao
o F FoF w1 A A wfwa gufcesdz
#1 waw foeet 30 Gd grow ¥ # s

wzar g & we gw warwy Hag few aw |

F AIA G IE B AT AT 9% 0F AEAT
®TOF AT &IF MIFATX JARAE I ATH,
1 4 IW AT owAE &y A gt o
AT FAE wew ot ARAT ¥ gW A
TZ ¥ At IR gy o9 § fage &
wgAR A 99 g fagry ¥ WEICE AE
FT @R AT Q@r o4t AfF 3 dag F 0
azzg @ 3, vafye § aF ¥ fo Saar Y
fewrd @ 1T R\ I 39 e F 7L
fazre 3 sofearsy dar & 129 acfag &
A0 feward | garR aiEgE F AR
TTHR TT TF Gra &1 F10EEAr 9 @E |
FHA qEIA F o #r g, wfew qgi 9%
= 7w & fAg mon fage & &,
AW F AR MT dWA F A q@T 9%
qEITa & AET BT ATTE & 97 T WA@Y
TgT AQAT 39 FF F w9 AT A
t &% & gfafafust &1 foa w0 &
TEdm g fAar ST & Agi o A= &t
et &1 wfafafaey s @ o g &
g s Tgm fr faa deami § g
F Aeeg Fraw Agi 1g 999 &A1 9k SuT
{7 98 W gwq § gad art #Hag 9@ w4l
#re w8 ! gw fafqees ¥ aw siwdr wfgd
ft @ FS F gFAr § AfFT T W
A d FO A &v awar &, 9g fFw wEw
1 @ 21 HAwmar g fF g ©F qgA
Ol @ ¥ 3 A faeer 9 v
o fove gyd war frdw F fgm ®§
TR WAAT Tt wgEm G0 arq TE madt
& & a7 @0 @A @, wfsy & g WA
sgm 5 CNFTEE mEw FAAT A F9-
9 Ga ¥ faaoo #Y a1t 37 T IFC Y

';
»
\

|
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HIFIT TR A CTEAT FTEQIAT F7 oY
FE wIEw AG G Avar 81 & qrAAr argan
g f* aar <7 gearai & wrfaarie & dv
MR ¥ I TEFT g onwdT ! gAY 9w ¥
I AF TFLEA WG ATATH  HrEgATEEA
FIRARAA, AT 1€ wre &7 fgew wfears,
HATT AR WA gegfafaas FEr ¥ ot
ALY AZIEY AFAT &1 €y &9 41 a2 fw
maw & fzem ufgsr & fasm & fog o
T q3m I W arfagric ¥ geEw WA
T 7 aFa g T avE § aI% W% eraived
o wg Haw fafaes, 9@ A% Iraied,
wrd gagerfaey, fafees, R o ey
m%  fegifle ™R FOARIE, 18 WE
TATWE WS TAGYIE W HTOREA,
TFIE Ay 18 W T(ALFEH UWIE foHew wre-
AW FIERAT, TEE w1 A7Ew A qrfgr-
#E FT AEE AL E AFAT 0 A gum
7g q1d Tl ATar fE waT gw g el
¥ #raT g1 AF AT IAN ATFR T AT AT~
4 gar g7 ot feew a9 ar g §, WY
I qT A & FW e, 7 a%E 9 WA
1 IAFY T FT AKAT FT FE A AGT
g fa9 @ F3gr F W ogw AR faw
Tz ¥ ¥ @CqT FT FUAWA I, @ aQ@
#1 foen WY 4 awaw AT IEr g B OIW
oY gaTy @ guw ard &1 agr & A dF]
# 9 i gaT & waeqr w1 T AT ATER
Tifs § 7 O WA T T QS Feqr
a5 AT A fHew AT @%

sty afaar afgr w8 foed awiin)

st corEte fag W § 9 @ g 9%
Fr G FT AT WAT &, ANU XY WTEAT
FT A AT & AT 2 3997 F47 ¥9 A wwar
Famaq {1 aTA § 1 AfT W §1 AW & AR
™ oow gEd & g M W E AW R
WA IEW 9 FW AT FG WK
W farr 1 ag awr 7w @ AR feew
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[+ TmarT fag)

FTERIA FT qLT Y | T {FAX AR
# g A1 aFF F AF T ATH A T A
AN A AT AG fE@Ars S

T aeg ¥ fggea wwmiferm fafrds
¥ gaz ¥ TgEw ITE AT N OSEd, ar
§ gat$ WES &1 TEr I & FAAT | T
Waﬁr’aaﬁvﬁ%aﬁmm &

mvmmraﬁrwaﬁw?
T Awm Hoag am Agr wig § I a|

¥ fegemRt it fafeds §, W&t |

q¥ AT avEt 0 W @R oarw #{
qqT ¥ A3 W A ¥ A FATEA T D
& qud ! @ oaw § fggemw FEe
fafrgzs 2 1 oC D G ¥ RIS
IWF A T TiEF ISTHEC A 97 F AT ? TR
arEt & s dadiw, § 4 wrfo Hio gdo AW
§C & T ST A SR 9T @1 9§ a%g
& SR "9 far @ miswme § OA@w
T Y 9T ) WIS WIT 29 B TW A §
AT F fAAT O SR g, IR WO ¥s-
a2 wEA T Y § qEr o7 A9 qa%g W
gfmq’mzﬁnsa”ra'(gw fg-gﬁrﬁ
o fafrds ¢

1S

Iq-Ewenet  (off dfo dio W) wA
ar ;T foge A faar §

st e fag - & 4E ot ¥ zar e
FET AW g f6 owwR ogg st ow@www
aré ¥, AN W AR A oguirgd A Yo
asy § ®ifs gw www et & frer A
AR | FH AT T QR # qrdAT St ®T A%y
g WY A oD T ART §, g9 AEFC
w7 7% ¥ fF AFv frgges # W “erawx
W Frg]’ wer T B, 39R ¥ o WeEe”
Y z faar d o R ower F1 oz
fear wvi ¥R “seede wex A1 @A fam
Imd |

W aw ¥ afgy wwE AR w=
@ a1, I afgy fagges ¥ ag =
aifger #C faar war g | safvg 7@ wsg

i w1 W ger frar 9w 1 W A%g ¥ W1 94T

#1 9 JF20 & foy feagarfaiedaeg am
& 7€ oY, wawr ger foar s afEd o

mF av frary ¥ 33 g9 fEew s
T § 5 afisear wew A #
S YORAT FET & g A gRg AT AT
g g | dug ¥ wae #® fegEmw ©
FAS fwmAl &7 farlt & &t § wEw
AT ¢ fx ag (99 A7g ¥ FIHA g0 AW
Ff & wwel d ag # FW oFEr g
for g ¥ I F A Awe w9
grET &, TTHT go Wi W F AW ¥
T 99T 9 § F19 T , |8 § @
3, 5fs7 @ IAE A wAS F oaw R
Eq1 99F WgAT & warfaw g fAay §
gafay & sy wa a7 frdee s Igan
g f& afaseas wren w0 § AR A
a9 ¥ ageq v Frfgd AT awEy wrieav
TEr g wifgd 1 IWE WL HAT FT W
wfafafe AT aTigd | gw Wi & g9 wr%
FH TG WA § AR W WA omWgAr Q@
7RO AIS) % ¥ W A% & | ¥0 g9
Hoag @@ m A% T W & fe dag
% Aq€T A AEqTHT ¥ AEAT Wi oA A
awd & 7

& sifac & ag frazT awAr Amsar g
afiFra? g FAwT § 7@ A 9T G4z
F eyl Frv@a qfEd #4iE 7y FEA
fegema & 75 sfawa wwardy # Frewa
F AT FIA § AT IR fReRq F amo
I AW & ey T fear ovAr =R
wfrr A o2 fadeq woarsmar § f osad
A AT wEg & AT gt @ A 3w
T f@ g & et Y W s
EUECH!
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