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Administration Reportof the Tea Board for
the year 1969-70 together with a statement
(in English and Hindi) giving reasons for rot
laying simultaneously the Hindi version of the
Report. [Placed in Library. See No, LT-500,71]

NOTIFICATION UNI'ER THE MySORE CC-DPERA-
TIVE Sc clETIES AcT. 1959

SHRI JAGANNATH PAHADIA : Sir, 1
beg to lay on the Table, a copy each of the
following Notificat:ons of the Mysore Govern-
ment under sectioa 130 of the Mysore Co-ope-
rative Societies Act, 1959, read with clause (c)
{iv) of the Proclamation, dated the 27th March,
1971 issued by the President in relation to the
State of Mysore, together with a statement
giving reasons for not laying simultaneously
the Hindi version of the Notifications:

(1) Notification S O. No. 13, dated the
19th December, 1970.

(i1) Notification 8. O. No. 337, dated
the 12th February, 1971.

(ii1) Notification S. O. No. 456, dated
the 17th February, 1971,
[Placed in Library, See No, LT-515/71 for
(1) to (iii}]

NOTIFICATION OF THE MINISTRY OF FINANGE
(DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE AND INSURANCE)

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRIMATI
SUSHILA ROHATGI) : Sir, I beg to lay
on the Tahle a copy each of the following
Notifications (in English and Hindi) of the
Ministry of Financ: (Department of Revenue
and Insurance) :

(i) Notificarion G.S.R. No. 349, dated
the 14th January, 1971, under section 139 of
the Customs Act, 1962, together with an
Explanatory Memorandum thercon. [Placed
in Library. See No. LT-531/71]

(i1) Notification G.S.R. No, 684, dated
the 8th May, 1971, together with an Expla-
natory Memotai dum  thereon. [Placed in
Library. See No. 1.T-532/71]

(iii) Natific tion G.S.R. No. 940, dated
the 12th June, 1971, publishing the Central
Dxcise (8th Amerdment) Rules, 1971, urder
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section 38 of the Central Excises and Salt

Act, 1944. [Placed in Limary. See No. LT-
530/71]

Annvan Rerort (1969-70) oF THE UNIVERsiTY
Grants CoMMISSION

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI : Sir,
on behalf of Prof. D, P. Yadav, I beg 1o lay on
the Table a copy (in English and Hindi) of the
Annual Report of the University Grants Com-
mission for the year 1969-70, under section 18
of the University Grants Commission Act, 1956.
[Placed in Library. See No. LT-534/71]

AnnvaL REPorT (1969-70) oF THE NATIONAL
CovnciL of EbucATIONAL RESEARCH AND

TRAINING
SHRIMATIL SUSHILA ROHATGI
Sir, on behalf of Prof, 'D. P. Yadava

1 big to lay on the Table a copy (in English
and Hindi) of the Annual Report of the
National Council of Educational Reearch
and Training for the year 1969-70. [Placed
in Library. See. No. LT-535/71}

{MR. DepPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair]

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : All right.
Itis lunch time. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta should
be feeling hungry, as he was feeling hungry
yesterday, So, we adjourn now. The House
stands adjourned till 2 p,m, )

The House then adjourned for lunch
at three minutes past one of the cluck.

The House re-assembled after Lunch at two
of the Clock. MR. DEpuTYy CHAIRMAN in the
Chair.

RESOLUTION DISAPPROVING THE
MAINTENANCE OF INTERNAL SECU-
RITY ORDINANCE, 1971—continued

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta, you can resume your speech.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) :
Mr. Deputy Chairman, 1 start by inviting
your attention to the newspapsr report in to-
day’s ‘Patriot.’

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Has it some-
thing to do with this subject ?
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : 1t has some-
thing to do with this. Itis under the caption
“Emergency Discussed”. The report goes on :

“The legal aspects involved in the pos-
sible declaration of emergency in the States
and territories of India bordering Bangla
Desh are understood to have been considered
at an informal meeting of the Prime Minis-
ter, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, on Wednesday,
with the lawyer Ministers in the Cabinet,
Mr. Siddhartha Shankar Ray, Mr. Mohan
Kumaramangalam and Mr. H. R. Gokhale.
The mreting followed a mecting of the Poli-
tical Affairs Committee of the Cabinet which
heard a report from the Foreign Minister,
Sardar Swaran Singh.”’

We arc discussing certain measures here and
before we had even concluded discussion we
get the report through the Press that the Central
Government is considering the proclamation of
emergency in the State of West Bengal and
other States. May I know whether this is the
way to approach a mnational problem ? First
of all what makes the Government think that
an emergency is called for in the situation ?
We have seen how emergency had been abused
in the past. In 1962 when it was proclaimed
it continued till the middle of 1968, and under
the emergency 1n those days many leaders
including Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia and others
and many of us suffered imprisonment and
detention without trial, The Constitation gets
suspended. Even the right to go to the court on
writ petition stands suspended and many other
things happen.

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) :

Were you also detained ?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I was not.
Many of my friends were detaincd. Now you
know very well that the bureaucracy comes on
the top and corrupnion grows, and the litera~
ture that has come out dealing with the period
of ecmergency, specially 1962-63, written Dy
officials and others would amply show how the
emergency powers are liable to be abused, liable
to encourage corruption and all kinds of repres-
sive and other measures. It is surprising that
when we are on the one hand told that Bangla
Desh is a national issue, on the other hand we
find the Government party unilaterally discus-
sing the questio., of emergency amongst some
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Minjsters and so on. May, I know whether
the Government thinks that West Bengal is the
zamindary of the Central Government and the
other States are just zamindaries and that they
will settle this thing in this manner in the so-
called Clabinet Committee or Political Affairs
Committee and by discussing with the lawyer
Ministers and others ? T register my strong
protesi against this approach to the problem.
Betore they have decided to do anything you
have just heard how Mr. Swaran Singh replied
to the question with regard to American inter-
vention on side of Yahya Khan in this House
and the same time you find that they are thirk-
ing ir terms of an emergency ; then there will
be the DIR aud many other laws and rules. We
know what is going to happen. T would urge
upon Government to desist from this provoca-
tive course and I hope the people wlll not allow
the Government after all that they have got in
the emergency between 1962 and 1968 to go
ahead with this kind of plan of proclamation of
emergency to subvert even the elementary
democratic rights and liberties. Emergency
means negation of whatever freedom and liberty
people have got.

Therefore T would like to clarify the position.
My, Pant belongs to the Howme Ministry, he is
Minister of State. He should really tell us what
is in their mind and he should not try to treat
the Opposition and the other parties also as if
they have nothing tu say in this matter. If they
think that we will take the dictates of the Cen-
tral Government, that whatever their decision we
will bow to it, it is not going to happen, Bangla
Desh is indeed a national question for all of
us—the question of the struggle of the people
there. About the refugee problem the approach
should also be national. LEvery important step
shiould he considered among all the parties who
are interested in helping the people of Bangla
Desh in their struggle and also in protecting
the security of the country against the machi-
nations of American warlords or the subversion
by the encmies in West Pakistau. Well, T would
like to have. ..

SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal)
There is one inierjection. My interjection is
this. For iwo days I raised this question be-
{ore the House and one Minister at least, Mr.
Om Mehta, assured the House that he would
bring it to the notice of the Government and
that Governm=nt would clarily its position, I
again raise it.
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MR. DEPUTY
what ?

CHAIRMAN About

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : The question of
emergency. And he promised to do so. So
many days have gone by, Should they not take
it seriously ? He lias said that the Government
would clarify it. But nothing would be done,
they would go on. pass But
appearing in the press.

on. things arc

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS (SHR1 OM MEHTA) : I have
brought it to the n -tice of the Government.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : We aie en-
titled to know whe ther the report is correct or
not.

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) : 1
do not know whether he has conveyed it. Itis
for the Government to say how the Govern-
ment’s mind is working on this.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : 1 tell you, I
am being practical. Parties in West Bengal
might have many differences amongst them.
Butin so far as the emergericy is conceined,
protest shall be reg stered untedly by all the
leftist forces in We.t Bengal. Take it from me.
Sir, it is the feeling of the people. We have the
expericrice of the emergency. You are trying
to take advantage [ the differences.

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE (Uttar Pradesh):
In that case the Government in West Bengal
will fall.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The Govern-
ment would not support such a thing. Itis
quite clear—no sensible an should support the
cmergency proclamation. Well, what is there
now ? Does the 1efugee problem require an
emergency proclamation to solve it ? I should
like to know. The 1cfugec problem should be
solved by helping the pcople of Baugla Desh to
create such conditions as would enable the
relugees to go back to their homeland, and that
condition is the final triumph of the fieedom
struggle of the Bangla Desh people and for that,
if apy power or suppoit is needed from any
party, {iom any scction of the public opinion, it
would be undoubtedly, ungrudgingly, be given
—I have no doubt about it—but not this kind
of approach. Emergency means attack on the
working class, attack on the peasantry, altack
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on the trade union right, attack on the students
and teachers, attack on political opponents and
pelitica] workers and unbridled corrupt,
asgressive, bureaucratic rule. This is what the
emergncy between 1962 and 1968 has proved
and once the emergency is declared, it is never
lifted for years. The war with China lasted
barely a month, not evea a month. But the
emergency continued for six years. Never in
history emergency has continued in peace time
for such a long time in any country claiming
to be democratic, as it happened in India bet-
ween the years 1962 and 1968. Therefore, 1
utter a note of warning to the Government of
India—this the approach to a
prollem which is supposed 1o ke a national
problem.

cannot Lte

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN :
to the Bill, please.

Come back

SHRT BHUPESH GUPTA : Now, Sir,
I am coming to it. You are very right. This
Bill is here now. We are not satisfied with this
Bill. Emergency powers they want under this
Bill. I should like to know how the Gouvern-
meni’s mind is working. In West Bengal, cven
now, it has got the Maintenace of Public Oider
Act which enables detention without trial. In
Maharashtra they have got such an Act.

It Rajasthan we have got such an Act. In
Mysore we have gol sach an Act. In Assam
such an  Act is there, Not satisfied with
these Acis, they issued the Proclamation so
that the Centre could give direction in regard
to detention without trial. Under the
Constitution they compel the State
Governments to enflorce the provisions of the.
Central Ordinance. In the Constitution there
is a provision that it will be the Centse’s power
to give direction for the implementation of
the Acts of Parliament State Govern-
ments even if the State Government does mnot
like to apply such an Acts As you know very
well, the Tssentiul Commodities Act was asked
to be applied to Kerala, and recently also the
Maintenance of Essential Supplies Act was

can

to the

sought to be applied, through the Bihar
Government, at the time of the Barauni
sarike of therailway workers. The bureau-

crats in Delhi the Government in Delhi can
rule over the country, they can do whatever
they like in subversion of whatever limited
rights that exist with the States. Therefore; we

! are opposcd to this kind of thing.
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta]

Sir, do not think that this is the only
measure. Every Stale Government has got
a detention law alrcady. Even though it was
not discussed in Parliament, the States,
instructed by the Central Government, adopted
these measures for their own purposes and
it has been going on. Therefore, I say that
this Ordinance is something more serious than
what it appears to be. It should be opposed
and we are opposing it for that reason. Do
not think we are not interesied in the securitv
of India. We are interested in the security of
India as much as any other person. But
interest docs not mean that we should give
unbridled power to the bureaucracy to do
whatever they like, to play ducks and drakes
with the rights and liberties of our people.
On the contrary, the security of the country
demands that democratic forces, which streng-
then the progressive forces, should be strengthe-
ned and arbitrary powers of the police to attack
the progressive forces should he reduced, That
is what the situation demands. But they are

moving in the contrary direction in such
matters,

Prime Minister Indira Gandhi said that
this is meant for dealing with the spies of the
foreign countries. As itis, the provision of
the Oidinance mentions maintenance of
ossential supplies, public order, security of
the State and so on, which is very often
confused with the sccurity of a particular
Ministry or a particular Government
even with the officials in some places.

and

The provision is supposed 1o help us. Tt is
supposed o deal with the sjituation whi ch has
arisen in Bangla Desh. But this law now
applies to Kerala, Kanya Kumari, Maharash-
tra and so on, far away f{rom the borders of
Bangla Desh, the eastern borders of India. It
applies to the whole of the couniry today.
Therefore, this ijsa plan to have extraordinary
powers in the hands of the Central Govern-
ment in 2ddition to the State Governments
having been armed with such powers, Are
we to accept such things ? Am I (o understand
that the country cannot be governed without
these powers ?

Mr. Deputy Chairnvan, much has heen said
about Bengal. But mind you, the law is not
for Bengal only, it is for the whole of the
country except Jammu and Kashmir. What

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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is happening in Bengal is not good, 1 agree,
I should like to see an end of this kind of
thing. Political murders which are taking
place are most deplorable and the sooner they
are ended the bhetter for 2!l concerned. We
would not like any political murder belonging
to any party, my parly, the Marxist Party or
the Congress Party. That should be deplored.
Why can we not scitle our quarrels in the
mass movement in the common struggle, by
discussion and debate ? Why should there be
murders at all, I cannot undersstand. T thiuk
it should be ended. But you cannot end it by
this kind of Jaw.

In this connection I must tell you that in
June the Government did not pass the deten-
tion law for West Bengal.

Now in November they passed it on the
ground that it was needed, according to the
official version, for dealing with political
crimes, Now, may 1 ask il they have declined
as a result of your having these powers during
these nine months ? On the contrary, they have
increased. Therefore, it is proved that these
powers by themselves do not solve the problem
at all. On the contrary, they somctimes
provoke people. That is happening in West
Bengal to-day. Political murders and crimss
of that type have increased not deereased despite
the fact that they have in their possession the
power to detain people without trial and certain
other powers also. 'Tney are even using the
Suppression of Terrorist Qutrages Act which
was passed at the time of Sir John Anderson

in 1932 which has never

been used since
Independence. Even so they have not been
able to  deal with it. At that time, I

asked the Governcr of West Bengal, ““Will the
Inspector-General  of Police resign if, for
cxample, he cannot deal with the situation
with these powers P e braggingly said, “Yes,
he may.” Now, let them resign. Let the
Inspector-General of Policc and others who
have miserably failed, resign, Therefore, the
point that I want to make and want the House
to consider is whether such powers are needed
to deal with a situation of the kind that has
arisen :n West Bengal. You changed vyour
mind in November last year to revive the
Preventive Detention Act in West Bengal, and
the result i1s that murders have grown and
other offences of this tyve have grown. And
now cven the Chief Minister has to say that
the situation has gone completely out of
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control, During the entire period of President’s
rule, the situation deteriorated, Everybody
knows it. Therzfore, think of somv other solu-
tion. Think of some other remedy. Political
remedies are essentinl. In this context, Sir. I
am very glad that leaders of the left parties in
West Bengal—the CPI, CPM, Forward Bloc,
RSP and others—are meeting and discussing
the prohlem as to how normalcy could be
restored in West Bengal and violence of this
type put an end io, I wish them success in
their efforts, because after all, unless we put a
stop to this polutical terrorism, murder and
violence of this type, it will be ruinous not
only for West Bengal but for the entire lot
and democratic movemert of the country. In
all humility T v.ish that the leaders of the
Marxist Party had agreed to attend the confer-
ence of representatives of al) political parties
called by the Chief Ministes to discuss this
problem. T know they have their grievances.
But I think across the table we could have
discussed this pioblem. If there arc charges
against the Government or any other party,
these could have been frankly and freely
discussed with a view to finding a solution,
In West Bengal, if a solution has 1o be found,
certainly the Marxist Party must be a party

to it. And we cannot ignore the Government of

the State either. All of them, officials and
non-officials, major parties and minor parties,
all should combne in a serious and sincere
collective effort o put an end to the dismal
chapter of political terrorism, political murder,

political assassination and other actions of this
type
MR. DFPUTY CHAIRMAN Please

conclude.

SHRT BHUPESH GUPTA : I am finishing.
1 have to finish becavse T am bound by my

agreement.

So, Sir, I take this opportunity to say these
things, 1o express my reaction to the develop-
ments in West Bengal. Efforts are being
made. I hope they would be made fully and
without reservation. Let us sit and discuss
together the problems and find some solution,

Before I sit down, Ilodge a strong protest
against this use of Ordinance-making power.
1 think this in its:Ifis a wrong thing for the
Government to have done, I have stated
yesterday the rcason why they have done it.
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‘the
! House is doing its job well in resisting

. disapproves the
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It is to forestall a parliamentary discussion and
to present the partymen with a fait accompli. 1
know Mr. Om Mehta has been very active
during the last three or four days in canvas-
sing support. He seems Lo be confident that he
will have his way. You may have your way
here. Bul you will not have your way outside.
By passing this law, you will be damaging your
own claims of progressiveness. After all,
opposing it. I am sure many
people in the Congress Party are not also
happy at the prospect of this law being passed
if at all it is passed. So, Sir, I do not wish
lo say anything more. T think it is our duty,
and I would appeal to Congressmen also on
the other side of the House that at least
they should abstain, Why are they coming
here ? It is not necessary for them. They do no.
come here everyday. Why this business
of whip ? Give them freedom of vote and we
shall see what happens. Give them freecom
of vote. Why not ? You have exercised your
[ree choice clsewhsre earlier , .

we are all

SHRT OM MEHTA : They are free.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: No, no, you
have not agreed. I know Mr. Arjun Arora
was not allowed to go to Damascus where
he was invited to attend a conference because
his one vote needed here to harass us,
to defeat us. Therefore, no freedom is given.
I hope, all the same, this House will raise
its voice in protest against th= behaviour of
Government and I am glad that our
this
we shall
I do
given a
this

is

lawless law, this black Jaw and
continue to fight as longas we can.
hope the
dressing gown
House.

Government would be

over this madter in

SHRI C. A. APPAN (Tamil Nadu): Mr.
Deputy Chairman, it is my painful duty no
doubt, I am expected to speak on the Resolu-
tion; whether it is painful or happy, that is
a different matter, I stand here to support the
Statutory Resolution “That this House
Maintenancc of Internal
Security Ordinance, 1971 (No. 5 of 1971)
promulgated by the President on the 7th May,
1971, This has come into being. We have
to discuss this Resolution now in view of the
fact that the honourable Minister is going to
introduce a Bill “to provide for detention in
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[Shri G. A. Appan]

certain cases for the purposes of maintcnance
of internal security and matters connected
therewith, as passed by the Lok Sabha (be
taken into consideration). But, Sir, is ita
settled fact that this Bill has been passed by
the Lok Sabha ? That is under question now.
Of course, it was discussed yesterday and
there is nothing on this to devote so much time,
All the points raised against the fact that
this has heen passed by the Lok Sabha have
been overruled by the Chair, I[ there is any
danger to the intcrnal security it is a danger
1o the whole country, and do you mean to say
that only members of the Cabinet of
the Government of India and the Prime
Minister are concerned about it ? If there
is any danger to the internal security the
whole. country will support the Government.
Why should the Government come forward
with this unnecessary measure, with this
unnecessary fear ? I entirely endorse and
support the views expressed by my friend, Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, my learned friend; though he
has been supporting the Government on many
matters, he is opposing the Bill that may
be now coming. This is a Government in
power. We also have a Government of the
DMK in Madras. Naturally, if there is any-
thing here, if we have any fear or danger
to the country, do you mean to say that the
DMK Government will not come to the rescue
of these people ? When there was Chinese
aggression and when the DMK was in opposi-
tion, it was our revered leader, the late Anna,
the great Anna, who gave a clarion call to
the nation to fight the Chinese aggression in
those days. Do you mean tosay thatother
Statcs also will not support this Government ?
If the Government’s intention is good, if there
is any assurance that the Government will
not misuse or abuse the power that is given
by Parliament through this enactment, they
will definitely support the Government.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, it is really a pity
that this is going to be a permanent venture.
Why not you restrict at least the detention
peri.od to two years, to be renewed every year ?
If that could have been accepted by the

Treasury Benches, this Resolution would
not have come. We have our own fear that
the government may misuse the power.

Otherwise, there is no need for any Bill of
this nature, Do you mean 1o say that

\
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we do not have Naxalites here ? We have
been hearing of their activities in Bengal,
Kerala, Gujarat and in other places. The
Bangla Desh incident should be an eye-opener
for us. First it started in West Bengal. These
Naxalites are there in all parts of the country.
I{ this mrasure is going to be honestly uced
azasnst Naxalites, anti-social
those doing disservice (o the nation, it is all
right. But who actually are going 10 he
affected ? The ordinary man, the small man
and the common man will be suspected and
arrested because the police can easily arrest
them. Whenever big  people  are arrested,
they will not be beaten and they wiil not be
put in third class in jails. The measure is
ultimately going to affect only small men and
that is where I come in. One thing is certain.
Before promulgating this Ordmance, il the
Prime Minister and the President had called all
the leaders of the opposition parties and had
consulted them, then this statutory Resolution
would not have come. Furthermore, it is
but meet that there should be in the Bill,
that is going to be enacted, provision for
heavy penalty and heavy punishment for
really guilty people. Again, there is no
provision for appeal. There is no provision
for safety. Under these circumstances, in view
of the invidious circumstances and the
clauses that are found in the Bill, the spon-
sors of the statutory Resolutivn have com-
bined and moved this resolution,

clem~uts and

Sir, power corrupls and absolute power
corrupts absolutely, Even without much
of power, sometimes many people are being
harassed and unnecessarily people are being
detained and put in prison without inquiry.
Ionly wish that the government had come
forward with this measure
the opposition parties.

after consulting

I do not know why my memory fails me
today. \hatever it is, I support  this
statutory Resolution and would once again
request the government to accept the amend-
ments that are going to be moved, I would
request them to rise up to the occasion and
accommodate the Opposition also and rnot
to feel intoxicated with the Power that has

been vested them by the so-called
mandalie.

in

il UFAR@T (ITT 939) : 37 quy-
afq Y, & A9 wEAT F qudT wed &
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faq asr gar g1 ag A seaew g, Al

qTAT Ff ALTRT F, § F@AT § 99
faeg v faa s, zgfag & za@r
frzadET 31 § |

S, agT Y aFR gf € F q
SAFY 97: FGUAT AH AEAT § | K 3@

FEMRAW F AT FA-AFNAT A0

AL AIAAT £ | TE AFIOCF W F

FEART UL AW FT &, ITH( FA J49-
AFIAA FY WM FT§ AR A7 A7AY
WA FT &GF qWFR & fFaa §  d9-
FAAFT T JF IS AT | G & 39 AeqT-
2 &1 freAMias #7794 & fog @sr ar g,
ql gy FFT FT q2AT A AT AT F
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gaTd 37 g #1 7.4 faar gar ok g
1967 %1 @313 § gA @IS ¥, 39 g9 Q¥
gaId gIraar ¥ oaieT @g g, sfew
qZE F A q22 AR qAMEF GSH { T
Ty 13, A1 oS AZ FrHA A gy | AW
FIME TG E 7 AT 97 S FTIR %9
T E) AZ AT FT AT IAR ALGF 9T
R 98 ¥ &7 H A A fa0 F g 9@
& w7 fadas ad § 1 77 s34 fagaw
&, TS F FIAT AT § |

qIT 3aF % § 9 g A @l g,

- wonifrat &Y guear sy € & dwa F
fmzrar v & gz gwER AV T AT

sftadl wereaay A, sfadr zfew dzEw
5 g awwT zw oavg @ fadaw qfgd

AT F AT &Y A A FrA A F
34 AtTardl ¥ Far fs gawr Vs AW,
Arardl AT FqT A | qT AR F
AT A #t: w@d F fAg 33 aq
IAF FALMAY 77 7 | Nady zfzr azw
T Y G FHT ALHT & ;IFAC
F fAg sgrslt aer Ay F gAEPreIT AT
AR BT /AT &I JT A F qAg N
zq g qT Fafe 3srE Sdr 2, @ Far

F 74T Starq 37 & fF 7 37AIT gArHreaT

ST SIS AT /(7 &, IA AT qAT F
fou qeza W AT & 1

U g fqar A | 9 FFT F q9-
faq AT #1 @ & fag ghaw g
HIAY 9T FI TNV FIAV &, AT FFISY
T g4 FIAV E, AIY FARIEA FT
qNT FLET &, @ w7 WFIT H ArAAT
IET, ATTEaY & fHFam I3A, WRIIY F
gsgT 3I3M, A fer wikg wIwR fra
faggar & arg  IAF  SARRIAT FT A,

giamr g & ww agn faF o iy
I & FwEAr Ten 5 o9 9w |
gaF gardt A A WA 1w ged

fagas 1969-70 # g a14r  ATZAT A |
off qIT [T A 30 T T AF & qFI;0

& A Agdr A0y | AT 3§ AT THEY
geqr Fa 222 o T A o qIT TA
FY $ar § 355 gY 7% F o7 zAfAc Ww
AT AT T FT AR F&T A Z ) AT
FMA GATZHIT KA F1 I35 & @ 4@,
qr 39 A9T qAW [T F g fzw oar 5
gifra, gThns ad, To qzg & faw A&
AT Fifge | &1 39 G99+ TF0 A0EA T
T ATz ogAx = AW A w

fermg Adi g, #0fF SN wgr wEa

auay  fF qae 5@ grg &1 fasw @ar
AT AT A AW A wF T I FL AN
qaT wE W AT AT T & 1 oA
Y waa geq fasem @ & offT % A N A
Fg W@ & A feaar £ g T a #
g77 & fag gz agl 3 gad o qaw
TF &t Fqaar o9 & ouw ar gfEru
qg® ¥ 418 7 AW K a1 ¥ qA Feg-
f7edt & 9190 § A ST 7@ &Y a1 IR

- sra1a fear B Far q@ g1 & Fegfaedi &
IART AAM, T 77 ALTRY ¥ A% HATIA

S § A8 w7 W §, few 3 qq7 o7
HwET WE | W AR AGH A 2
5 Fxa W A7 & Frgfaez Y @
gt F4ar | 98 3feawr age awy Fv
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[* TisArTAw]

wATE o7 | A & 49 Fwegfres qudl A |
TTEHTC T g ST AT | qg 0T |
IR o9d fax FY qaang 41 |

st sewz ash (ffer) ¢ fead
Frgg g€ ? #m g § aEa ge !

st AFATI@N ¢ K GGNT 99T T
Faary § 1| § a5 A8 3ga fF g e
g9 IO JAMFA FT AR A F A
wg fr & gz Ag | ® gRaw dew &I
g, #ife g¥ srod q@ 9T WQET , SAqAv
TAFTY % gfg ax W@ §1 K SAvgar
§mawdag 3 @ foqd daw gw
¥ w5 qE, FT | (newplons) gy o7 |
f&x wgm wrgar g fF wrd 3w agife
TZW FA, FATT qUF A ST FHIW G

T AT AR W, odl AR I gra af gy wet g qora § 1 @l

AE E, TT 9T MAFT TG FA & 77
41T g Sy ; FFF 9 TR 99 IF
W qF aF T4 THT AAFET  FS FA
g T | 57 graew # gA a9 § FEAT
2 f& S S0 ST A FT AT IS W,
GATENA FAT W FT qaAT I3[ F< 34
FI& ACTIRA 1 AAT AT AGT &, ¥
THFT AT AFT 1 39 qn B qfe |
FF ag aar fear frag ard @ ggw &
¥ zax fammy ¥ ot ST 3AF qr@ TFAT
aF g fF T U§ F0 FA=URT A A
A | AR IgF fA¥ P S A SEE
a1, ST F waar 48 gy 9 1 zafad
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s UFANAN ¢ FF A AT TF A1
HYT A9y FEAT ATRAT § | TR AT
gFifnd g§ o gfew | F g A
IaFT A% A1 77 faz arw =9

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Itis very bad
English. Ti should be “Wind of Change.” 1t is
no good English, anyhow.

St TRAATCEN : q T SATAS Al Tl
Sa% graeg o ot g1 Af9q 1 gar #av
wat o6 o 7 gar g g, of@qq
AT #7 afzada g fF oS gRE-
| /3 9 § Fraas, ma, fAafa-
AT JAXG, T qF AATT g1, GH O, 39
fod g7 @a @ gAY Ard e, gAIR
1T AT FT F AR FAT F1 AAZT FA |
B o 7 S § g Areaw g fFoaw
gfadq &t 9 gar Fgi 1 v I§ TS

| &A1 T AaF Ig FAT qeART 2, a3 fag-

HEI(gT & 99 9T FYS FF FLAT AT
Tgfa & fawg &1 9AdF Fa@ FEATER
F q@ 9T AL qJq@ 2 ) WAdF TH

@

sta7-agfi g, SFad oF Saq  qOE g,

. zaf@d 37 geargR F 9 ) AR WA
» 1S UGT FEAT FIAT qTF FU B4 A1 ag

IG 9T IE TqF! A1 A0, AfHT AT T

ary ) zad oy fagar Q9 sl 9w
FT 2, SAY FH 19 94T A HT AG T
T { AAT GIgT K1 T FF ; WF q7 4
LA T E |

sfi @0 sito MY (HETWT) :
gaT, §9 T |

A=

sad" & fAgg g | gafeo & e,
qZAET AT FT FEAT ALGAE fF A
win afegdT st it gar @ w7 gl
F0q § faa¥ gu & A% FgAr =ngan §
fF S0 sqAdY Prema &Y, gl qsdT F
AF AR AT 2 AgwE g F A F
FE, FAfE X Fwgar g fF v gAar
34 & 3aF1 qgIAM | WK IAN
ag3fe F1 agearr afr gar ¥ ag Q)
g1 =t & g a9z srd, qg adz AT,

AT FNE FOqAT FI qHAT A7 6 gA¥ g,

TATHIE {1 STaT F wfgd § oy aven w18
q9T AT qHaT 2 | SfFF g aswz WY ar
AT AT g FIAT HLATRAT W T AT
T A qT frw s T g g
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wUT AT E & ot gl waw F
qry g, ag frat afegds & fag ad g,
gaFrdy afaqq & fag ad) & ag av awr-
feafgare % faw § oz goftam & fag &
g a1 Farfeafang iz qafrare A @
& o1 Ty qrdf &1 vy guadt #1976}
LTI F1 F JAM | GARY AT FAd4T
fagrr siar g sk gan fax = =
T@EL &, T AAR Ry wfgdsa 7 @q
X T AR Fat oW ¥, AT g
FFNTGA 7%, afer 3 wa g § IT9
qedT =igar § 5 owrd uasgge o,

giagr & 1§ STAdT gH qar 957 &, w3t
| fot ag O waalas e ar, gaFr o

TH ET FT AZAT ASTR AT FAT & 7

ot Ftowg vy gma § wifweaE
w1 3T Fgt A fE o afgar |@r {1 #%
AT | T T &A@ FE A A
&7

s vAAREa o Ifgd wmw, 98 gErR
qHA W T HE A7\ | TR qAAQr g F
Wi ANE AT S AIAT FE F7 FT
fad & 1 & % 7a1 § gfar 1 Mg Jada
AT sy off gwa @ §, waw g arfga
gr | arfgar i 797 § 70 Frfgar @i sy
T & 7 afgae g sadad T4 § 9
gAR UFTEIGR S 93 qa+T g T8 WI9g
IS A 1T F T &

sl Sugamf . Him g, oo o o
T S | ;

ofl TRARTIN 1S ARG A
FHIRGT T ATEA1 § | FAINGT FE FLAT
qr ; 9g gl FIT 91
worst man of the pariy because he will be
always guided by the best mind of the party.

g TRl T a1 fF gArX qeEg FT A
W AEA R oEE AN FIAC =AY )

Let us support the
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SA gar &y warfawrdy | o A franr A
g ag 37 Wz gwry a1 9fe Mews
FIst gAFy ardf § @ay aed § gafag
UFIGIGT S IAH AT 9T 43T 99A
g A% | gIFF g WFIEET SN qq FH
1T g, AANF ST &) A F a8 FGAT
g g fr fa § g@ gaa s frafen
fedwa § ? o7 ot 717 FT @Y feda ww
R Fz, 1939 Fr o1 fa2T ¥, gg At
gar &g g «ff gArT g owar 1+ Al
7 S fagnifed) 3z a1 Q@ ggdag Uae
IAF AR H gNA FE A FAL
g feai | wrgfae ohaefadts w1 A9 &

g g 73X 3 fRar war, @ 7 3g
FEAr ATEAT § FF ISardy Teg & R,
G ot arer qAArdt o T ogewt #
gasdy 2, giwifs 9g  Saady oifmas g,
aaq Nfafera smadr 2, snfas w97
gl g, qUT UAAIGF JAqA W@ FT A
HIF AT AT 727 fF/ar ft g5 T
fadfea fetwa adi w@ gg &+ AR ARq
FIGIFC AT A9 F1 Fgar 3 5 gw
gAIFArE &, A1 9477 A FwgAt § fF gm
AT . ..

st showg arsl : o7 99F TS aq
g0 & ? gt qar g 5 aifpeia &
TdT At 923 g E 7

off TFARAW : { Ag FEAT AT §
fF au@arg rad qra Q1 | AR {
arfys  oie wafifas sds QAT A §
aR fada i andFr A ¥ aaAfaw
s5T §, arfas sadF a8 &) fee A
a3 ofiT qudwr IY quR JAET F A
forelY Y faAr gFaAT AT gU AT FRre
FIF A T aeq B F1 AT A & |
¥ A ggrgar g fF 9g gow & WA
ST A\ Y, A A YrEA MRE a9
THe 3, W qqq WA wla gai &



71 Re . disapproval of Maint.nance of

[ TwAraw]
M T 9 38 TFT AT AZAT AARA

ST FL AR I AARA F queia § gH -

FT FT 7 gAR ST F A gEd HAT 4 A
foa wsa w1 7 989 Qe dar a1, =9
qsq IAT VAW & Arong = wifgeg

FEAN T7T F AITONT JIF =7 Fo &ro g7d

g1 ot Fo o ord fa fagraar 7 &F
T3 § | R agT & T g |

v, § £ AR qeA7 FY AT AGAT
g 1 ag St eeafesd gRen &1 qemRw g,

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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dadfia w1, aar Ataga s afwgR
d (1 OR F@ER) : 9T I@ FE
®1 %@ (< & &1 gl feraz

o e F agd & ed & A
| wa¥ gru wEgM Agar § R gard aa

gAY gH H F afuw o dfwa S RN
AT andy & & Argar g o fferw
ST FEd T F) AJINAT AT GAA  FH
| R oY s @A |

oy grawafy . SIF &, ywRE a¥

L afad

Fav ag farar WS 2 @y grr ? afsew

THISEH FAET Y W qfzd A% S H,
g AT W At §OAdY a4 g € %
FeErEFT F1 Fifaar 1 @iq w3 @ f7an
TN E | ST 9T T A S 1T ? g 9%
arg g 1 ag ot fadfza fegwa ar sa-
fes gerr sreanaw 8, ag = wAanafy Gy
az &y grm, faegid feand @ wgd g
U qE FHT FEIA JAATFTF AT 4 FO3

%1 390 faar &< fqasr wraan gud faum

a1 | I31aT o fagst araar agi oA
Ffawd aF snm T g wfaaq i
qrar ST AT ES AT |

st wewg Al : 9 99 aad
FUZA | Y FAT ¥ F |

ot gAmE s (ST aew) ¢ @
SR &F ST SAFWT AT AT a9 @
zaFr fydfea fe<aa & g grary adf 2
AR Tar faw 7 Qe Frarame A wEw
&, g Fgl aF FWANT a2, FTFT WHA-
AT g3eg 1 TG qraA7 IUiEd AT fma

AraHT A1 7 9T o war fgh ) "

oY Saawmfa : wsEAer o,
HEATRT & AT A sada fafedt faa
IGF qI H 19 fFT

Sl
g,

/ U @aR § qfr g

| sy TRATTAW : qg w9 frgar sraia-
AT &, uF Wl 497 4T FY 3F7 T

AT WA fag dwged (9919) ¢
ag 3l g0 AT & |

off TwAREW g wrafs gear
8 ¥ @A § 9% Wr g |

st sagwnafa @ 3IF g, SRy ax

arfaa

Sl TAATTAN : AARA 97 & A
TG E 1 AgT Fg AT N A WY
AEY T2AT agi A1 7€ 3T q1 Frav 4 qMq gy
aer | WMl g9 FIAT-F AT O | F1E
T ATY AT A geaAT FAF AT | Zﬂ% Ea
ug EATR P RIS QA F G wEal §
fr & 38 427 % FgEgAT A G §, W
gHIR W G STAAY Y ANS A arfag
CFT R, a9 arfad FT 1 S owmwAE
Fgd & 9g T T A e §
FHGTE A Og GHA A U W@IE | ...

=t MW Ted ;- aEa arqr TEar

wE

ot TATE -, eIt grar fHaw

8 wrafks g



73 Rc . disapproval of Muintenance of

frgat a9 & @av ¥ adr gd & @
areafer g @R Had gf 2 3% wfa

foad <fed 39 3w & 9610 73 @ 2,
fos wfd s d wgmiag W@ R
faad @fxd =@ 3w & aQdr a2 W 2,
fa% af@ sgea § Joamafa g W &

fead @ifed 3@ o & feganr =t &

a3 FT WE

ot Ut agEY: § ugd faagw #wAv |
qZAr g, Srg AN dar §, g ardf ardy
aTet agt TG &, wAw S wedfEderT o
qg 8 wfFa & Fzar agar g froeme
AR 1T &, al TH FHITF AT T |

CUIC I

STt TRAAEAN : F437, AT50 AT |

ot TR AT 1 .., wfwT gEr ade

Kokl

o) TeAae : & o s ggrgy S

LY FIT ST FATE
T Iqawmafa : StrawT GAg g )

S TSATCAN " IAF A3 T F 1 NF(T
FIAME | AT & argx 34t gaq § fasa
Fe& fqas @ g4 g% qraw gl arar
FY gaTEfa T 397 )

=t Foqor I (IFX 93W)  : ufsaw

[ 24 JUNE 1971
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S AATAT : AT TH 1T BT 3G
R feq fae &1 MEwE AN
’ S aF v qrAr wfgd 9g wlr aw
i G A@T Y | S gAR @ e 2 ag
LSS @ srrer gfear fedi wr g3am A
| A& At 7w W gwA AW A 9@
| &Y A g Faran A R qErg § gaw o
| @ &, W A wifgd wf § 1 4 7 F
| TG Y Fmw Ag faar) #A FS Ag;
| faet ? adifs qrqw A FEA A oFEr fF
T 34 9% gudr 1,000 ®o sfafwag 4,
| A9 2 FIF I AR AT ARAT F FET—-
BAF AW gqy §—FF ot gwA AR
} FHl w19 & 7371 faarag 1000 %o 5 9
- fzar ) ena dfear frdée & s H, @9
| ¥may g few awg gEeAl @1 wfaw &
? gt 21 g avg gwaA § wfewgd §
|

a\:
H

SHHI JAFTY gAR 9T § aw 3N
- zafqu & @zar =mgar g g A
- GREAT AT @A H SrAAr g 7 A AlR-
. FF qremm wizg gFIR @Ak # s §
sy gqawnfa Ffer,
TRATFATA AV |

qured

S} TAFIAO : AT ZHHT T9 TG q
ST St T Fgr | forqan sy g s
arer §, 9ad 20 faae sater diEm | ag
9 35 faqe § Fo= 15 § AT A1 20
frAz A g

difan § Ffgq, vr@As ¥ ofgd, s saayr

fgemg & a1

sy Igawmf . aFarTEY S, «awT
[zrzw & ar a4

= vaan ;e Wed, 5y
F1AT o 9T |

s sqgata ;. «aE 7 fAEe ¥ @
FET A |

' oY TARHATVAW : FAT & a1 FT T |
- 77 enfedeg ¥ fAwawARd  w=aE 9T 9]
& fag ey gug zafeg s W gdEEd
| STy gy, &er AN |

(70 o sitowg sl © FA § ORI T

AT 2 |

1 it srewg IS T F1 AT FSC
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s TrAREe ¢ 39T A § g€t gewg | &1nT & Ad gar ¥ #1 eadaar § %W
FE I AT § Tood ¥ ax@rET | FIF F1, qg F AT JRAT |
gt 2
¥ FEAT WRAT § I IF TRAAT
Tfa & 7 FgA0 AT E, g WIg- | IGT A A A FA, AART HAT A1
FA0H T, HF-NT 0% 7, Sarad | § 9ET g1 9T IfF g srawar @ &,
T M W AR A qrdF 9% fra | § 99 9 SArEr FFA AG A ) X 37
T T, Aqq, A7 wF ewAerr &, | T FAA @ g Fgar =gmr fFoag
® AGAT AT, T OA: IH eyAedr g A, | AR ¥y g1 & &), 9% W] HEATRT
qIT FfF o193 uF ergedqr ¥ & Ay s | G &, A8 "fAF AaRl o% FErUAE g,
EAFY AT GO A1 gW aNw A # g AT wEdadr 97 gareEE g e d
AR 3G HiF | AR FEHAT A A} arg AN Fo Wo ara f & Fgw ARAE FF A
AR T AR, AACHA AR {67 w7 wr g BT and ST ATy A W A )
fF ag seARw fagga wdw &, werrg A0 SR AR BFT 999 A& AT H
T AT A1 S fadaw o1 war § ag W | A€ F S AR F1 A BT g
i | g fuafea fedegq 3 mow & | AT TAdAAT AT QOEIN FY, A7 A
A&, T iafeF qrET F AW Y 3 wegy, | N F AR FAF gFAR 4G | g A=
frafza fedar smz Ad 2, gacyed) | WEFA ® oars W S A gy Al
AT AL &, oY gHAT Fol Fy wivenfyare | EIT FW F fag orer g fEw 31
FIATAT & W1 | 24 972 F gy saamr | qoT8, 1943 Faied st § w708 5 70
& W AT w3 qgv Afweddz & g | WA Smard gR & wdl Afed, s
SETE U & 9§ GwA gEwr feerd o QI W Wiey, s qug w awn A
F FTOM ) AFrD G wifye | zafrg o TR W A G w99 A gaz g
St %@ A199 qg faan, Far 9a¥ fedwwg g7 0 A AATAT 17 FIS q4) 9T A1 TG
# goAr Atgar g, #ar 107 () A8 #, | 31 9AE, 1943 F awd S T FHET AT |
F1 109 (@) agi g, qar 1177 27 | 9% S@mg A A@ &, 1942 #1 I g
117 78 %197 & saiar afequret 3, 160 | 99 i seafad g€ ik wsefa &
5H FMA ¥ Sa wEFATet £, 109 g | 39 A 5 THT JAC AWM W) T AW
FAA G SHE wlFaaTeR 1 109 ¥ gve | w0 F ag ¥ giaesz § fww #Tagl a3
WX aF wrd faar fadedr <, w8 oy agy | T8 A | A FA A FAF AT A B
aFd 1% ...167 IFIT AZT AT 1 ¥ grar q9fgw T GA
S Fra W & A EardE aw g g,
IR Tua X fag awgwrdy - w9y faw | gud ared 47 99
USAAT ST AT GFT & AT FIE T&7 a7
AT | ag a7 fgd el o  oFAT FEr
‘ g1 1 10 3@y, 1943 F1 wredY st &g
St HANAN : THH FHW A7 A& A fo 3y wiw ag & B ama 7 sifges
g AT SIUH, o gW syr AW §G7 | fAOY & A g Aifgh | arawe #y
AT FH T@R AT F N @A N | @R wmEfem o ggy Aam g
ferad o<t v ag v aod & | o agrgT | T o g7 AR S F awsdt § gt XA
AT ST of oA A1 ghawr ot W av | A sqaferd famed wEY; #4010 a4
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F31 & fF afges afada f sz
Fifgd | gw afgas afada v a@ wE
& afeager G167 afada Y @ w37 F

[ 24 JUNE 19711

gR Fgd € fF vEmE g A, W AEIE

gAR QA A, WA E g A A
X %37 § TAT @A 31, a1 gA TAF a5
i MA AR F1 sqFEAr FC W@ A, g
AT FT GHF FY I { a7 F7F A 47897
FT TG &1 1 AT THA aFAAr

2 ITFTla ;. o9 J1IH0 gAY AT |

gl ar g

ot TRATMAA : 1T &5 § DAFT av
ffe mew £ gy

st Iqaala - st weaT g1 AT @
AT HF A1q AT FIoT

St yAaman ;10 faqz o7 sgfd
{6z ga @em HT T\ Unterruptions) & ATTH
g gy At & wgAT =Ear §, ;W agq

foafaar O & gL FAT F amm gT FT T

HIT qU91 F TF7 FW § q@ F47 §, T
FTE | S8 T Fageaw go F<
T[S, FB A=H T Fe | AT ATH FTT AT
Frgd & F qaeat § U g a auer #
gakad & fag apft o F7 § qraw
faaaAT 98T | AT AN AT FH H q-
am agf 3, IeAr FIA Aol A T A
AT FT FAG U, T T AT HIF A
sy € o fogat gfg 7 ol srAww ®
WT AT § |

dg w@rg fra gaard g F o
AMASE, Aww AL AT QR g F
IR AT T g 41T 922 a9 go g | SAFT
R Fq@T I\ A AMEATE F gAY
gfa 7 g A7 F g T a9a  F gw wve-
q=® FIA FL W g AT I & oo agi
93 1T £ | ATS AR I ¥ ST Jaq=a
ST 8, 98 FAT0T TAT FHfeq G W@ g AT
30 %feq &8 A SAHT qFi W FW
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FAM0 AGT &1 zafaw gw =W § Ofr
qACA A A7 ATAY WA §, w2 sty
g A IWAW Y TEET W1 wX Wl
aidr 9T Rt avg &1 @Ew g@ar g,
HfFIT TFAAAC IT ATT Y &, A oY
wda & gAY g, 3% faafaar srAv
=rfed

BAR 9§ wAwiE wig g gmany
E emfam # wa@wd A ; #0f
glad udY & fF ag qeaer af @Ay §
SAY qeAT ATgar § fw Fur zw areandm Ay
A FW F glEd qgT WM ¢ oag
HETIRT FA 2, AT Tty £ guer
azdr g“r AW E) A I Az w7 A
g g 6 aaz xonfagy 1 qrae agd
TE A ant ana #r - feafy frdy & w1g #
T w1 6 fae A feafa o ey
FHG T TG @A R T ITCRT A
feafs Bt & Fg & @H 1 & qoomft
BEAT A1 X AfTH F AT H gAW 99,
wE g H AT A I QA 792 A
AT OFX T AW A F @ET T Wy
9T & qifaF § IAFT Ttz FT a1gT #97 |
9g &7 g2 adf Afwa wgzrs ervar Aay
wYT AN, TmATS A ad) frary | &
FEN AT E F ag faT o aren &, o
feedft & #wl A Ty Aferg & ER g
SAT FL AR FEA, T Hfeg, GUCHE-GC
AT G FAT @A qET 8, freay q1EY,
g TR WA A Frore #7 ww geamed
T FTGHRT § | quA q7qT AT oy
T T fFaT &, Sar & g g% T
T Y AR a9t fasen qur arfay ¥
TFT AT FTH T AT § AT oty g
SAH S AT T A | smT wmar 3
3P M.
I A f7 AT, ST FAGT & A qg Frar
qeaRE F4 Aid NF amenar g fe
TIUST & AT F1§ 7 efy o 3 Tg FEI
g Frausa & iy daa ag agr g
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[t TwsaTTTam]

MY FY FE FA 3 AT | AATA FT
gaifaar FTA F AIFT §F WA i 73
TS aF S & | @UsT I QW 97 fF
g9 e T &1 gEIfAA I | A7 AN S
ZaR agt & g ey g ¥ Aty 7
g% 7AY A9 §, gL gfee & =g warfaw
g, = anfas g1, 9 wwdfas &, =™
weardm F1 fAQel g1 3@ qERT W
ezl wiias & foq ggeq @ 9EqEq FT
% zo g@R A goig qx frwre fGar
saaT T faddy g1 F ag adl wgar
Zard WEH WA IW AEARYW F A
FIAA A, FA Fy FA | AZ JAGT AT
ZeaT 8, g Afes eASAAr A1 AT E, AT

S ELU SIS CECUEARE U S IUIT D I | S g— FEATE | QY deARE Ay

geaTy 59 AT Fi FIAA FAEAI AFA
¥ oAda ¥ gqWAE, FAAAF AL E |
FEaa § ¥ AgT EFF M HT FT A7GT AT

T qE AT ATAE A A iy gy e wlnn q AT g

qqar Al agel Argd & AR T foa
IAFT OF AeATAAT BT I AT 9 @A
2| w7 4% § 60 m@ wAT fAFa v
ag s (ydfeas feSud Y@+ 9r)
FT ATIH G0 AT FIE FAT AL & P AR

#dt arrdy & fF 60 @rg =T 9% ¥ fasa

AT AR AE FETGLF GG
qAFT Feq WX a1 ¥ gF wIAr =gy )
60 wr@ Tl &% & faAT OFT9Z ¥ faga
FTT AT GTHEE A3 W | AT T IEFT
FY TAT FI@ AART JOO FIA FT HT
gfgee & ? fag awwe & @ wa|
qi #1, o973 feeaerd FI, qIT ACHT,
& e #1 AzEd g, wr I, 3
'E?, gy S A gAE AiE afgFd
FAAT A1E Al W F IFY A T T
§ T agrgT St A AA g fF oA
ZAX 92 9T A T G T IAF! AGA
grrr fF gardy A grem g1 1948 &R
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ar =tgrg g g wfEd sfeo S E
9T H S FT A T 3@ A1 wrew gen
gaFy gwfa feadr @z W £ 7 ag
sTAAT Wigar g fF 9eElA a4 & |y
FAET 1 forqd g% qra zadr gafa sar
gr o ? Fgafqai & gSft eWT A
afqaTT FqET FAT JE FAGT g 7 gElAg
YA, § M98 FgAr g0 fF 3@ swemR

- #1 fAeamis g wifgg ) & s9d 97

faai & o #gar =gar g, & @ &0
F7F0 giaat qr @ M zE g F
sweaew wrr g 8, faafza fedma fam
S I E magd A § 8 e w
7z A% 5 GO & wE 797 § ) awd
9e7 1T favlg-qer § qucAF 97T grar &
ATz fag fade g wewId g A
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eg @1 ¢ 5 7t ufsza & ooy 4 g wsr-
FATA | a8 oY TaAgwifar § oF vagard
AT ARAE | AT AR Y fFoemg § 5
¥ 59 TR R AqdS g1 9vA fzun
FY 9 FT A FENIT FT AAIT FIF & 7
qadqt amardt gfg 1 1 @ T gm
I HEARE FT FAYR FIG Y 7 ATAT
SATAT gfg T IT FTIA TW AARY
FT FAGA FIJ 17 qA GHIAATE &1 ¢ qH
FAGAT g1 7 I@AT qwiFarg 9T AqdT
FT ATH T FrAT, IEGE | AT T A
AT | WY H @ErArE Agi g | Ag}
| |AAT, qE 7 FIAT | 91 F G097 A1ET

s AT ) fegr 3 v Az 3W F fag agf
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FAR ey 77 faQy FRar § A g

&t frear Fvar g X sad fawmeT &

SEIME KT, ATTHMVT QqET & gEAT FT
ALY FIAT Z |

SHRI CHITT.\ BASU Sir,
support the Resoluiion moved by my friend,
Mr. Advani. Wh.le supporting the motion
moved by my hon’able friend, I like to draw
your attention to the statement giving reasons
for the immediate legislation of the Mainte-
nance of Internal Security Ordinance, 1971 in
which the hon'ble Minister has been kind
enouch to give broadly two reasons for brin-
ging forward this k nd of Ordinance.

I 1ise to

Sir, in that note it is said :

“In view of the prevailing situation in
the country and ‘he developments across the
border, there is need for urgent and effec-
tive preventive action in the interest of nati-
onal sccurity.”

I think I will not b incorrect when I presume
that by the term -‘the developments across
the border” the Government had in mind the
recent development in Bangla Desh which
means the national liberation movement now
sweeping the Bangl: Desh area. Sir, if that is
the real intention of the Guvernment for bring-
ing forward this kind of Ordinance, I would
urge upon this august House to really note the
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actual developments which have taken place in
Bangla Desh, What are the requirements in
the Bangla Desh crisis today? The require-
ments of the Bangla Desh crisis today are to
mobilisc the opinion in the international
communrity and unify the people of our country
s0 that we are in a position to stand by the
valiant fighters for freedom across the border
so that the national prestige and honour of
our country can be further enhanced, so that
the security and integrity of our country can be
further protected.

And if this is the requirement of the situa-
tion arising out of the crisis in Bangla Desh
to-day, then my humble question to my friends
sitling opposite is : Does that situation require
the Preventive Detention Act ? Does it not
require the resolution, the determination of the
people of India to recognise the independent
sovereign republic of Bangla Desh ? Does it
not require that our Government should com:
forward 1n a larger and bigger way to provide
them military and other kinds of help so that
the Pakistani army in Bangla Desh can be
vacated ? For that, we require unity and more
unity among the people of our country, For
that there is no need of a Preventive Deten-
tion Act which merelv divides the people,
which merely weakens the democratic and pro-
gressive forces of our country. And il there 15
a weakening of the democratic and progressive
forces of this couniry, it would lcad to a wea-
kening of the movement in Bangla Desh. There-
fore, Sir, it is really a matter of shame that
this shameless Government, if 1 can say that,
has taken the alibi of happenings in Bangla
Desh. We should have shown greater respect,
we should have shown greater realisation of
the problem there and come forward with a
measure whicli might have helped them
in the matter of realising their dream ol iade-
pendence. Instead of doing that, your Ordi-
nance has weakened this movement in the

country,

Sir, it is said that the situation in Bangla
Desh poses the problem of spies and infiltra-
tors from Pakistan. T do not disagree on the
necessity of preventing the entry of infiltrators
from the other side of the border. But what
does that require ? It requires eternal vigilance
of the freedom fighters there; it requires the
vigilance of our p2ople here. 1t requires further
unity of the pcople here. It requires unificas
tion of the progressive forces there and of the
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[Shri Chitta Basu]

progressive and democratic forces here. (Inter-
juption) Therefore, if we are really interested in
preventing infiltration, in curbing the activities
of spies, this Preventive Detention law is not
necessary at all. There are other laws in the
country. And it is my strong conviction that
merely by this kind of legislation or any other
legislation, you cannot plug the loopholes of
espionage. For that, the unity of the people,
the determination of the people—is the only
guarantee. And your Ordinance has really
disrupted, undermined the unity and deter-
mination of the people of this country.

Then, Sir, it is said that this Ordinance was
necessary or is still necessary to-day hecause the
Government feels that there might be some dark
forces in the country working for inflaming
communal passion within our country, taking
advantage of the situation now prevailing in
the border districts of some of our States. Sir,
on this question the Government, if I am not
worng, has already issued administrative ins-
tructions to the various State Governments as
to what should be done with regard to curbing
the communal forces in the country which
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SHRI CHITTA BASU : And it has goue
beyond control as admitted by the Chiel Mini-
ster of West Bengal and I do not dispute that
fact. It is admitted on ail hands and the entire
House would agree with me that the situation
has gone beyond control in West Bengal. The
reality 1s that the cult of violence, individual
murder, individuai killing, terror, have been
imported into politics. ~ Who is responsilile
for this kind of situation ? I do not like to
mentior. ,.( Time-bell rings }

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhva Pradesh): You

allow Liim some more time, Sir,

SHRI CHITT\ BASU : Sir, what is this?
You have allowed Mr. Bhupesh Gupta to speak
for fortyfive minutes. You have allowed Mr.
Rajnarain more than forty minutes, If you
ving the hell, all right, T shall not speak.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Does the

' honourable Minister want to intervene ?

may take advantage of the situation. Further- -

more, I learn from newspaper reports that the
Government js also prepared to come forward
with a legislative measurc even in the current
session of Parliament providing for stringent
measures to curb ccmmunal forces and also for
speedier trial of the offenders in communal
offences,

Therefore. I am not going to accept their
argument. This preventive detention law is not
meant for curbing communal forces, is not
meant {or preventing infiltrators, is not meaut
for preventing espionage activities in the
country, Therefore, what are the actual rea-
sons what is the real objective of the Govern-
meant ? I am coming to it later on, It has
also been mentioned that a certain situation
has developed in West Bengal and that for
the situation developing in West Bengal this
kind of a preventive law is necessary. I do
not like to go into the details of the situation
prevailing in West Bengal today. But it is
admitted on all hands that the situation there is
not so satisfactory. It is worsening with every
passing day.

SHRI A. P. CHATTER]JEE ( Wes( Bengal) :
It has gone beyond control as stated by Mr.
Ajoy Mukherji.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: On a point of
order, Sir. You cannot discriminate amongst
Members, Why have you allowed those two
Members to spcak for a longer time than was
permitted by the rules ?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Because of
their party strength.

SHRI CHITTA BASU : Two Members
spoke from the Communist Party. Mr. Bala-
chandra Menon spoke for more than fifleen
minutes and Mr. Bhupesh Gupta spuke for
more than forty minutes. What is the time
allotted for the Communist Party ?

SHRI A. D. MANI : On a point of ordei,
Sir. Mr. Chitta Basu was speaking relevantly.
Many people have spoken irrelevantly on the
Bill and you have allowed them more time, So
please give Mr. Chitta Basu ten minutes:

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : We had to
put this Resolution to vote at about 3 o’clock.
The Minister had also to intervene. But...

SHRI CHITTA BASU : What is the time
allotted to each Member of the House ?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : If you want
I can give you three minutes mors and you can
finish yeur speech,
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SHRI CHITTA BASU: Now, Sir, the
realily is one of a political quostion. The vio-
lence  there, individual violence, individual
killing, or whatever you might be interested to
call it, has got some political roots in it. And
it has to be solvid from a political point of
view. T hope and I believe that the entire
House wil) agree  with me that it is time for
the whole country and all of us here to make a
solemn declaratton that every political party
abjures individual violence, individual killing,
in the matter of politics. As a matter of fact,
we should fight aniongst oursclves on the
question of ideologv, on the question of deficien-
cies, in the mass n ovement and from that point
or vicw only that ltuation can be met, not by
a preventive detention m:asure. As a matter of
fact, this kind of preventive delention power
was allowed to the Governm~nt of West Bengal
during Presidential regime there. It was called
the PD Act. More than 400 political murders
have taken place, Neither under the Presidential
regime nor under the regime of the present
Government have any offenders been so far
booked. Although the Government had this
power—the PD Ac —they could not apprehead
anybody, they could not prevent political
murders from taking place, T say the offenders
who committed murders werec important
personalities of Weot Bengal, political leaders of
different partiss. But the Government could
not apprehend them. Therefore, merely by an
cnactment of l~gisl: tion of this mnature or of an
Ordinanee of this character, you cannot meet
the political situation prevailing in West Bengal
today. For that som=: other thing is necessary
and that thing is political solution of the prob-
Jem. For arriving at 2 political solution, all
the politica! parties of West Bengal should
abjure publicly They
should relrain tfrom taking recourte to indivi-
dual killing, teiror and violence against
compatriots and other political partiss. T hope
our [riends bhelongiag to CPM would respond
to this call of the nation and this call of the
people because this kind  of violence committed
against any political worker is nothing but
hclping or strengthening. ...

violence in  politics.

SHRI A.P. CIHATTERJEE : As far as
violence is concerned, 263 CPM members have

been killed since the President’s rule. What
have you gut to say on this ?
SHRI CHITTA BASU : What about the

non CPM member- who have been killed ?
{interruptions)
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SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: 263 CPM
members have been killed frem March 1970
uptodate. Here is the list.

SHRI CHITTA BASU : That is your states
ment,

SHRI A P. CHATTERJEE You are to
speak on the Resolution. Why do you provoke
others ?

SHRI CHITTA BASU:

inconvenient to you...

Is my question

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Pleasc cons
clude now. Order, order.

SHRI CHITTA BASU : It is an inconvenient
question and that is wly he does not like
that. ...

(Interruption)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
order,

Order,

SHRI CHITTA BASU : I am sorry. I had
to say that. Before concluding, I want to say
that Bangla Desh issue or West Bengal situa-
tion is not responsible for bringing forward
this kind of black Ordinance, The main
objective of this measure is to smother demo-
cratic mass movement in the country. When
you go into the various clauses of this measure
you will know how the democratic mass move-
ment of the country can be smothered. T do
not like to go into the clauses now. I will
ment;on those things when I spcak on the
Bill itself. But even on principle, the Ordi-
rance deserves tc be thrown out by this
august House because it dispeases not only
with the judicial machinery but the whole
concept of the rule of law. 1t negatives the
very principle of our Constitution and it
violates the principles of natural justice and
many other things. Therefore even from the
point of view of morality and jurisprudence,
this kird of preventive detention is cunteary
to the basic ideals and principles which we
have all been cherishing. Therefore, I oppose
he Ordinance and strongly support the
Resolution which has been moved for seeking
disapproval of the Qrdinance.
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI
K.C. PANT): Sir, I have listened with
great attention tc all the speeches thar have
been made. I am grateful to Members be-
longing to different sections of the House for
supporting this measuic. Tam grateful to the
others who have supported the principles
underlying the measures.

who have

1 am also gratefu} to those
brought their critical faculties to bear on the
measure,

AN HON. MEMBER : Is the Minister
speaking now on the Bill?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He is
intervening.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Ordinance is also a
measure. I never said ‘Bill’. Sir, it isnota
matter of pleasure for us 1o bring ferward a
legislation or a measure designed to restrict
the freedom and liberty of even some citizens
even while we accept that these cilizens may
be misgrided. Even so, it is not a pleasure.
But, sometimes, in the governance of a country,
we face a situation where such measuies be-
come inevitable. The medicine is bitter, but
it cannot be escaped. And it is in that spirit
that we have brought this measure forward.

Sir, therc werce references in this House to
_the Rowlatt Act and there were references to
the black Acts of the British days. Sir, I need
hardly remind the House that it was Sardar
Patel who, in 1950, brought forward the Pre-
ventive Detention Act and got it passed. I
need hardly remiad the Housc and Shui
Jawaharlal Nehru was the Prime Minister at
that time. Sir these were the architects who,
along with Gandhiji of India’s freedom, work-
ing under Gandliji’s leadership, had wrought
a non-violent miracle which brought about
the freedom of this courtry. They had seen
all these acts on action. They disapproved
of them. Yet, when freedom was won and when
it secmed to them that the freedlom, the hard-
won freedom, was in peril, or the values which
they wanted to establish in this country were
in danger or the social fabric which they
wanted to weave in this country was about to
be torn to pieces, then in order to preserve
freedom and in order to preserve the values for

which they had won the freedom, they thought

[ RAJYA SABHA )

Intenal Security Ordinance, 1971 a8

it fit to bring forward (lie Preventive Deten-
tion mecasure. Thercfore, those who have
fought for freedom certainly felt for freedom
and they certainly would not have brought
forward this measure except for the preserna-
tion of the frecdomn and the other values includ-
ing the values of individual liberty and they
did this in accordance with the Constitution
and there is nothing illegal about it. Article
22 of the Constitution gives the Government
the power to biing forward such legislative
measures.

TYAGI \Which

SHRI MAHAVIR

Article ?

SHRI K. €. PANT : Beg your pardon ?

SHRI MAHAVIR  TYAGI Which
Article?

AN HON. MEMBER : Tt is about
emergency.

SHRI K. C. PANT: I am afraid Article

22 is in the Fundamental Rights Chapter and it
has nothing to do with emergency and I
think emergency is in Article 352—T am not
quite sure and it has nothing to do with this.
In fact, if Mi. Chitta Basu goes into the con-
stitutional provisions, surely he will realise—I
will come to this aspect later—that we have
strictly adhered to the provisions of the Con-
stitution in that partieular Article.

Sir, many Members have explained at
great length the need [or this Ordinance and
I do not want to repeat what they have said.
1 would only like to mention that, when
objection is taken to our bringing forward
this  Ordinance on the 7th of May, theie
is no special significance about that parti-
cular date. It could have becn the 5th, it
could have been the 8th. But the relevant
point is what the situation was that had deve-
loped in the country at that time. After the
third week of March, what was the kind of
emergency that had developed in Bangla Desh
and what was the situation that, as a conse-
quence of i1, had developed in our country ?
This is the relevant point and the 7th May
happened to be the date when the Qrdinance
was promulgated.

Sir, in fact, 1 can understand the eriticism,
if it had come from any quarter, as to why we
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were waiting 1l the 7th to biing forward
this. 1 can uulerstand this, hbecause the
Government covld have been asked, “If the
sitution was devel ping irom the end of March,
why did you not hring forward this measure
earlier 2 and T would have appreciated it,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : You had
drawn up this Ordinance in January and long
belere the Bangle Desh dovelopments came.
To attribute it to "Bangla Desh’ is an after-
thought. T have inaterial in my possession to
show that the O dinance was planned cven
before the elections ..

SHRI K. C.
anyonc...

TANY ;1 did not interrupt

SHRI BIUPFE>H CUPTA : How can you
interrupt ?

SHRI K. C. PANT : Shri Bhupesh Gupta
.made such graciou references to me personally
in the course of his speech, and itis always a
source of perennial wouader to me how a man
here so full of gracc and charm can also be so
difficult at times., .

AN HON. MEMBER : Because he leaks out
official scerets.

SHRT K. €. PANT : Sir,
problem, the nartional crisis, the national
emergency that has been created by the influx
of lakhs upon lakhs of refugees is not a party
problem. It is no- a problem that concerns
only Mecmbers or side of the House.
Seldom in history has such a large influx taken
place in such a short period of time. T would
remind the House that cven after 1947—if you
look up the figures--in the western part of the
country, I think, th: total number of refugees
that came in 1948 was below 30 lakhs. And
in the cast it was below four or five lakhs, For
years, 4 or 5 lakhs kept coming in per ycar. The
maximun that came in one year was about 5
lakhs. And now 60 lakhs have come. Does it not
pose a law and order probleaa ? Doss this not
involve elaborate screening ? Is it not possible
that Pakistani spies are coming in with these
refugees ? Can anyone deny these facts ? Can
any one deny thar this places an intolerable
burden on the Administration ? Can any one
deny that this poses a danger to the fabric of
not only the eastern part of the country, but
of the whole count1 + ? Can any one deny that

the national

this
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it means a thorough check along the borders,
and along with this the law and order problem
and other problems that are connected with
such a large influx are raised ? Now, these
are points of fact. These are national issues
which concern not only the peace and wellbeing
of the Indian pcople, not only the pcace of the
sub-¢contineat, but I would submit that these
contain elements which will upset the peace of
the entire Asian Continent. Therefore, Sir, it
is not a light matter. And, whether Shri
Bhupzsh Gupta likes it or not, this poses a
problem which he and I have to share. Sir,
this 1o a trenendous problem.

Simularly, there may be the infiltration of
foreign armed personnel. Sir, 13 it suggested
by any one here that il we have intruders
across the borders, about which we are greatly
exercised, then we should nut have the weapon
to detain these persons who enter into our
territory ? We must have these measures, and
theretore, Sir...

SHRI GODEY MURAHARI (Uttar
Pradesh) : Yo already have enough,
SHRT K. C. PANT . [ will come to that

also, Iwillalso be coming to the Foreigners
Act.

Sir, hesides this, are there  espionage activi-
tics going on within our country. I will not
go into these matters. But I will leave it for
the House to judge from a very broad plane,
keeping inmind the national interests and
the historical prospects, because thisis nota
debate in which 1 want to secure debating
points by raising onc point here and another
point there. This is a matter which has to be
considered on the national planc by all of us.

Sir, the threat to internal peace and a
threat to communal harmony are there for
usyall to see. And it is the bounden duty of
all of us in this House to sec that internal
peace and communal harmony are maintained
and are vot allowed to spark off. Somebody
said in the House yesterday that afier a spark
theye will be prairie fire, This is the kind of
situation, We have 1o see to it that the spark
is spuffed out before it develops into a prairie
fire., Therefore, we have to view these matters
in their proper perspective.
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There are, T know, even in eastern India
today some persons who are out lo create
trouble. They raise the question of Bengalis
and non-Bengalis among the refugees ; they
raise the question of Hindus and Muslims
among the refugees. There are questions raised
of Assamese and Bengalis raised in ecastern
India. In Meghalaya they raise the question
of tribals and Bengali rcfugees who are coming
. Js the House not aware of this aspect ?
Are these not danger signals which we should
heed ? And, Sir. to heed these danger signals
we must have the powers to take action when
we find! that the danger is growing.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: Those per-
sons, who are creating communal disturban-
ces and communal how many such
persons have you arrested under this Ordi-
nance ? Will you kindly give the figures ?

riots,

SHRI K. C. PANT : Sir, reference has been
made in this House to Naxalite violence, and
concern has been expressed in this House on
various occasions over the violence and law-
lessness on the part of the Naxalites and other
anti-social elements operatiug with them in
different parts of the country. Sir, reference
was made to this during this detate also.  Sir,
I do not want to repeat all that has been said,
nor do I want to repeat what has been said
fifteen times in this House, but 1 would like
my hon. friends to appreciate this problem
becausc I have felt this problem, and it has
been my unfortunate lot to have come in the
Home Ministry at a time wheu,, day after day,
I have 1eceived the news of gruesome murders,
of depredations, of deliberate insult to national
symbols. Tt has been my
lot to receive tclegrams couveying the news
that bombs have been thrown at educational
institutions, that professors have been killed,
that judzes have been killed, that political
figures have been killed, that people likc
Hemanta Basu who have given their whole
lives for the country for a political cause have
been killed in cold blood, butchered and
murdered, merely because they wanted to abide
by certain prirciples in which they believed—
that was their only fault. Tt has been my lot
to receive reporls about all these things. So,
Sir, how can I Le indifferent to these acts of
violence ?  Therefore, Sir, I would like the
House to appreciate this that during the period
between April 1970 and May 1971 there have

herocs and national
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been nearly 4,500 such incidents of violence.
To name only two States—I am not going to
name West Bengal because the House is  fami-
liar with the situation in West Bengal.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: It is your

creation in West Bengal.

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don’t intes-
rupt, please.

SHRI K. C. PANT : Sir, il is very difficult
to keep this debate at the level at which I
wanted it to be. I do not want to get involved
in any debating points; I can meet those
debating points. Just now Mi. Chitta Basu
challanged Mr. A. P. Chatterjee. I can say all
that but deliberately I do not want to say all
that on this occasion because T want to keep
the debate free from these exchanges so that
we can concentrate on the basic issues, hecause
I consider this debate to he a very important
one, a debate of vital importance to the future
of this country, a debate which will determine
the course of events for years 1o come. Now,
Sir, in Bihar there have been over 250 such
incidents including fifty murders, and
Punjab there have been nearly fifry incidents
including twenty-eight murders. So, these are
incidents in other States where there is no such
law. Sir, I do not want to go into the other
aspects but there was one thing which  Shri
Babubhai Chinai also mentioned and to which
I would like to refer briefly, and that isthe
position on the railways in the eastern sector.
Railways are being held up and
looted. Traction wires are being stolen
Engine parts and components are being stowen,
Sir, there to be a schemec behind
all these things, and at a time when the
refugees coming in, and when the States
oa the border want us to disperse the refugees,
the communication system is being hrought
to a halt. Is this a light matter ? Is this not a
matter which everybody in this House must
consider with all seriousness 7 Thercfore Sir,
we should not underrate the seriousness of the
situation which is hefore us.

in

somelimes

secms

are

Gandhiji’s name was mentioned by Raj-
narainji. &audhiji had eathroned non-violence
in this country. He had performed a miracle
by using the weapon of non-violence against
an imperialist power. But, Sir, today there are
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elements in this co intry who want to glamorise
violence, who wan to make violence a part of
our lives. So, it is no use just 1epeating
We have to act in such a
manner that we can tackle those elements
which arc undoirg all that he did in this
country upsetting the cult of non-violence
which he enthroned in this country. Sir, there
was a reference (o the other legal weapons that
are available to vs. What are these legal
weapons ? Arrest ..nd prosecution for  substan-
tive offences under anjcle 22—that section of
article 22 which was read out by Rajnarainji.
He did not read out the preventise part but
he read out the other part. But thalis not
preventive ; it can 1ake care of a crime after it
is committed. You can prosccute a man, you
can arrest him.

(randhiji’s name.

There is

SHRT RAJNARAIN :
107, 117...

No, no.

SHRI K. C. PANT : I am coming to that.
Sir, what is 107 or 1177 A man can be delai-
ned ; if he gives a bond he is released. In this
kind of a situation is the giving ofa bond a
sufficient answer ? We must understand. Then
there is the Foreigners Act.

SHRT RAJNARAIN : 1t is not always.

SHRI K. C. PANT : There is the Foreign-
ers Act. What are the provisions of the
Foreigners Act ? Restriction of movement or
orders of deportation. Now, in this kind of a
situation, by deporting 2 foreigner can you
take care of the situation on the border where
lakbs of people are coming in ?  If you deport
a man here he comes in from some other route.
If you do not have the right to take him out
of circulation how caun you ensure the security
of the country if vou feel that he threatens
security ? These are serious questions to which
the House must apply itself. I would submit,
with all respect, that the important thing is not
to wait until serious offences are committed,
not to wait until the situation has takena
serious form when it becomes very  difficult to
control but to take preventive action, to tackle
the problem before it becomes too big for us to
tackle. And that is why thisis very timely
and that is why e have brought it forward
today. Itis noue letting the damage be
done and then trying to repair the damage ;
we should try to nrevent the damage being
done. And so, in a situation of emrgency of

[ 24 JUNE 1971 ]
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the kind we face today, the country’s ability to
take a coatinuing preventive action is one of
the guarantees against all possible sources of
mischief—be it external or internal. It may
not be enough but at least it is a weapor that
is necessary.

Sir, the situation is disturbing and onc docs
not know how it will develop. I do not want
to say more. The situation is there for every-
body to see. This morning itscll the House
was greately exercised over the supply of...

Interruptions)
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Qrder
please.
SHRI K. C. PANT :...arms from the

United States to Pakistan. Now all these
things are facts ; they provide the background
against which this mzasurz has to he conside-

red.

Another argument was raised just now that
when there was a Prevention of Violent Activi-
ties Act in West Bengal which was already
available why it was necessary to bring this
forward. T would like to point out and I would
like tbe House in all seriousness to consider
that there are many border States ? Where
there is no such Act. Which are those
other sensitive border states? There is
Assam. In Assam-—which is taking a big brunt
of the present situation—there is no such Act.
Punjab and Gujarat are the other bocder
States—States along a border which you all
know even now is an uncertain border. Skir-
mishes are taking place in the east. But, after
all; this is another part of the border in the
west. No legal sanctions are available in these
States. In two other States—Bihar and U.P,—
no such legal sanctions are available. And in
Bihar—Members from Bihar will bear me
out—the shadow of violence in Bengal is gra-
dually creeping over Bihar, Is this a fact that
is lost to the House ? Are we not aware of it ?
And yet there is no such Actin Bihar, and
what are we to do aboutit? A State can legis-
late, can bring forward preventive legislation
—some States have done it—but it cannot do
50 in the interests of the defence of India or
the security of India; vnly the Centre can do
that. And at a moment when the defence of
India and the security of India are the prime

. considerations of all sections of this House and
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indeed of the countiy; are we to deny this
country preventive action under these two very
bacic threats, under these two grounds which
will protect this country against the dangers
that He ahead ? This is the most compelling
argument in favour of the P. D. Act. There-
fore T hope that all sections of the House will
agree with me that there is sufficient justifica-
tion and that there is need both for the Oudi-
nance and the Bill,

HON. MEMBERS : No.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: Notall sec-
tions, only the reactionary sections.

SHRI K. C. PANT : The dehate itself, 1
am glad to say, has revealed that Jarge sections
of this House are supporting this measure.

HON. MEMBERS : No.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Those who did not
support it for political reasons will now support
it for national reasons, That is my hope.

SHR1 BHUPESH GUPTA: The dehate
has revealed that you are impervious t{o rea-
soning.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Then there was a
question as to whether there should be Central
legislation. I have already said that the
defence of India, the security of India are two
vital considerations for which we neced this
particular measure and the second thing is, it
has been our experience that the States who
need it, like Bihar now, they cannot sometimes
legislate for political reasons, reasons of politi-

cal compulsions, pulls and pressures inside the !

State. They mneed such preventive measures
but they cannot do anything about it, They
cannot bring the measure on the Statute Book.
In such instances, are we to watch helplessly
and allow the States to manage as beat as they
can and not do anything clse to help them ?
The Parliament cannot take that view. If the
danger is real, the Parliament must come to
their help and must give them the whercwithal
to defend peace and security and the integrity
of the country as the liberty of the citizen..,

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : Why do you
not add the word ‘socialism’ also ?

[ RATYA SABHA ]

Iuternal Sccurity Qrdinance, 1971 96

SHRI K. €. PANT : Mr. Chattcrjee is
interrupting me vepeatedly. When I refer to
murder and violence, I do net always necessari-
ly refer to him or his Parry.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJLE: How can
you ? You arc the arck murderer. Your Con-
gressmen are causing the murders every day.
You are the arch murderer.

SHRI K. C. PANT : I need hardly men-tion
that in 1969—when this measure was about
to lapse, I think all the States were asked whe-
ther they wanted it to continue and I would
inform the House that in 1969 many States
were not Congress States, that means they did
not have Congress Governments. There were
many United Fronts and all the States in the
country suggested that this Act was nceded
and it should be continued.

HON. MEMBERS: No.

SHRI K. C. PANT: It is a question of
fact, Oaly Kerala :aid that it should he
applied to essential services.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : The United
Front of Bengal opposed it,

SHRI K. C. PANT : I would like to cor-
rect Mr. Chatterjee. The U. F. Government
first agreed. In fact thev suggested that it
should be continued. Later on, for political rea-
sons, they changed their mind. That is a
different matter, becausc these are facts. My
friends opposite who were once a part of
the Congress Party, I would like to remind
them with all respect that in 1969 the Congress
Party was one. From 1950 to 1969 we worked
together and all those 19 years the P. D. Act
was on the Statute Bouk. Therefore they know
better than anybody else the compulsions and
threats. Many of them are patriots, most of
them I would say, all of them.

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
order.

Order,
SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, the fact that
there are political differences between them

and us today does not mean that I do not re-
gard them as patriots.

- 1 do regard the
patriots and I do think th . o

at if the interests of
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the couniry are put hofoce them those interests
will th: other
sectinns of this Houss Think that ultimately
they witl com= rouad to this point of view
keeping the nation’s iaterests in mind.

come foremost. Lven about

SHRT BHUPLESH GUP2TA :

or soliciting of votes ?

[s it a speech

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Di:s he preach
when he talks in (h» nam= of the country and
the national interests ?

SHRT K. C. PANT:
ference 1o the possibitity of misuse.
rule that oui.  Wherever
com-s into play

There was som:
I do not

Judgment

re-

humana
the possibility o misuse iv
there, but we cau take the maximum precau-
tions. I would 'ke to m=ntion the safeguards
we have Tailt into this Bill, bul hefore
that T waall T ke tonarrate a small story,

Gandhiji was a ked once: You are leading

that

How dy you know
that 1t will not get violeat ultimately ? He
replied : When a man digs a weil, he does not
dig it in order that his neighbour will fall into
1. H~ digs it so that he will give him  watct

this non-violent 1 rovement.

out o it. Thereiore, the obj-ctive is clear.
The possibility o misuse is there, but the pos-
sibility of mi>a» cannot paralyse ns into an

action in a matter like this.

SHRI A. P. CHNTTERJEE : You arve dig-
ging your grave.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN {Kerala):
You are digging the grave of democracy.

Inteiiuptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
order

Order,

SHRT K. C. Y ANT: When my hon. {riend
manages 1o get oat of the obsession of violence,
he goes to the ultimate end. He can think of
nothing else. What is the nature of the safe-
guards built iuto this Bill ? The Constitution
requires three basic safeguards against arbitra-
ry detention. I would appeal to Mr. Rajnarain
to read that. Aricle 22 (5 lays down that
the giounds on which the order of detention
has been made shall be communicated to the
person. The Supremec Court have interpreted
this provision to mean that the grounds fur-
nished to the detenu should be relevant and
not vague. Acricle 22 (6) says that nothig in
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I clause (5) shall require the authority making
any such order to disclose facts whirch such
authority considers to be against the public
interest to disclose. This cxemption is not
applicable to all facts. Such exemption cannot
be an excuse for communicating merely vague
or irtelevant grounds. In any case, the exemp-
tion is only regarding the disclosure of facts to
the detenn, but the relevant facts should be
disclosed to the Advisory Board. Article 22 (5)
also says that the detenu shall be afforded the
earliest opportunity of making a representatioa
against the order detaining him. Tn respect
of..

it TFAREA : oNqF, FA A F
fF ag gdre F1& F} 1A 3 |

sii Fo o A°J: AGA THA TIHT

HIART FSTAT |

off TAAme - gRE fE AT
Sz fRar 3 AT @ FL F | o
Arfgar w0 FA . ..

; tInteriuptions)

SHRI K. C PANT : How faris it proper

even in the he2at of the debale to cast a shar
on the Supreme Court in this manner ?

SIEIEC T D i G B I I
& iz A0 fx <o Atfgmn & 7§ S
ST gAT F1E H a1 7 TAR AT H
v € 7 aga feur |

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: M

narain, please sit down,

Raj-

STIRT K.
made, why so much power to the
officers ? I want you to listen to this
fully. In respect of orders made by officers
subordinate to the Government, the State
Government required 10 consider the
representation made by the detenu before
the State Government confirms any order of
detention. Naturally if it does not confirm,
then the man 1s set frec. Further the Advisory
Board is also required to consider ihe repre-
i sentation made by the detenu before they

express any opinion on any order of detention.

C. PANT : The point has been
subordinate
care-

18
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The Advisory Board shall consist of three
persons who are, or have been, or are qualified
to be appointed as Judges of a High Court.
The Bill provides for this. Il they refer to
article 22, they will find exactly the same
phraseology.

SHRI RAJNARAIN : No, no.

SHRI K. C. PANT There was some
fear expressed that briefless lawyers may be
appointed to these Advisory Boards. I can
understand such fears, but their names are
published in the Gazette, They are public
documents. Everybody knows about them.
Has a single instance come to anyone’s notice
that a bricfless lawyer has been appointed ?
Has it been brought to the notice of the

Government that such a thing taken
place ?

has

SHRI S.D. MISRA : (Uttar Pradesh)
Large-scale misuse of Government power was
never there before, and now the Government
with political motivation mav misuse.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Tam dealing with
this limited point. If anybody :s appointed
whom any Member of the Houss thinks should
not be appointed, he can bring il to the notice
of the Government. I think we can trust the
judgment of the Government that thev would
also want to do the right thing by the citizen.
No State Government would like to act
arbitrarily in this manner, and I do not think
we should say things lightly on the floor of
the House which would offend even the
State Governments. All these three safe-
guards contained in article 22 have been fully
built in the provisions of the Ordinance as
well as the Bill. Over and above these a
further safeguard is there that a report contain-

ing all relevant facts abour the detention
shall be made to the Central Government,
and what is more important is that the

Central Government can itself modify or
revoke an order of detention made by the
State Government or any officer subordinate
thercto. We have also k=pt this power so that
if misuse is made and
we can correct it,

it comes fo our notice

Shri Misra  yesterday laid emphasis on
pericdical review of the working of this law
by Parliament. 1 can understand his anxiety
in this rezard. We sce no objection to the

Re. disapproval of Muintenance of [ RAJYA SABHA ]

Internal Security Ordinance, 1971 100

principle underlying his suggestion and shall
best this can be done in the

prevailing circumstances.

corsider how

Shri Appan wanted an assurance that this
would not be misused. T bave just mentioned
that the Central Government also has the
power to revoke. The Central Government
will get reports and I may tell Shri Appan
that the other House we accepted an
amendment which requires the State Govern-
ment to inform us within seven days after they
have approved of detention of any person, so
that we can look into it if there are any
complaints. I can also assure him that anyone
functioning 10 accordance with the law of the

in

land, whether he is engaged in a labour
movem:nt or a kisan movement ot other
legitimate political activity, has nothing

to fear from this mcasure.

DR. Z. A. AHMAD :
That is not the point ...

(Uttar Pradesh)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Suppose there
is a strike and you declare 1t illegal. Do you
mean to say. . .

SHRI K. C. PANT : I would request both
Shri Bhupesh Gupta and Shri Ahmad not to
be influenced too much by their experiences
in the pre-Khrushchev days.
changed after Khruschev.

Everything has

DR. Z. A. AHMAD : Do you recognise
the fact that it is not you who is going to
decide ? Itis the District Magistrates who
are gaing to decide.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPIA :
they misuse.

I know how

SHRI K. C. PANT :1 have great respect
for Dr. Ahmad. He stood up just now. Dr.
Ahmad never interrupts me. I respsct him.
I would like to reply to him. 1 pointed out
that the District Magistrate does not have the
final say in the matter. The District Magistrate
can detain a man, After that he has to give
him the grounds. He has to communicate the
grounds to him within a specified period. Then
the detenu, if he likes, can take legal help. If
somebody cannot read and write, he can call
a lawyer, The only restriction is that he
cannot appear before the Advisory Board,
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DR.Z. A. AHMAD: You are arming the
bureaucrats with with
great powers. Yo'. cannot give an assurance

on their behalf. Your
bureaucrats will

tremendous powers,

Secretaries an‘ other
ook into it and they will put
the file before you nd you will cay ‘yes’. The
point is you are arning the lower bureaucracy

with tremendous powers. That is the crux of

the matter.

4p. .M.

SHRI K. C. PANT * We are also bringing
in the Advisory Bcard which is a body which
will bs manned by prople wao. . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The Advisory

Board will be useless. Many of th- people who °
have been on the Advisory Boards have told us -
tnat there is no point in this kind of thing, ws |

cannot dn anything,

SHRI S. D. MISRA : My interruption

will help the Mini-ter. Yesterday [ have also '

said that. T me=t a person who is now a
Member of the l.ok Sabha, Mr, Shibanlal
Saxena. He was arrested under the Preventive
Derention Acta fuw years ago in a strike at

Gorathpur in a sugar mill. Is it a factor

not ?

SHRI K. C. PANT : I do not know whether

he is referring to t1e detention of Shri Shiban-
lal Saxena possiblvin 1953, Aud if that is so,
I do not rem-mber whether he piotested
against it. We were both in the same party.

SHRI S. D. MISRA;
party question.

I am not raising the

(Interrnptions)

MR, DEPULY  CHANIRMAN
please. He has to conclude.

Order,
SHRI A.P. CHATTERJEE : Even if he

has commitied a murder, will you say.. .
SHRI K. C. PANT : Sir, I do not want to

take more tim= of the House. I would like to
say to those who bave asked. ..

| UIARMAN ¢ AAT, T S TE
qq qqT |

oft Iqeemata o g afsg st
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| St TAAAMQAS : TF arq § 0q &7 q

| St Figar g1 93 fr-g@T 3 &9
Fz famr | frgeda s F A v ? oA
SqrgTam € 7

Y wFal @ @@ (AT AW ) ¢
CaE fax 9§ w30

SHRI K. C. PANT : ... thosc who have
said that thisis not the panacea for allills,
I agree with it. Socio-economic mzasures have

‘ to be taken, other m=asures have to bz taken.
1 do not want to suggest that this is the only
thing. But I have givea the reasons why it has
b>com>= necessary, and I feel that considering
those reasons and considering the far-reaching
implications and th: situation in which ws
fiid ours:lves, if wz take a wrong step, if we
allow danger to grow in the country, if we
allow danger to suppress us, then it may b2 too
late. And thereforc at this juncture, which is
a vital junclure and a turning point in the
history of the country, I do not think that
this House will cngage itself in academic
concepts of libarty but will face the hard
realities, the hard optioas that are before us,
a1d will opt in favour of the preservation of
ths freedom, the integrity, the unity amd the
sccurity of this country.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : A Scrmoa on the
Mount to cover up thz crimes and sins of the
Government,

i MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Advani.

off @ Argaw (faedl): gameTs
wgiegd, ¥ 37 g} qeft 0 AT gIEAl #T
woardy g faegia i Y weqm F1 o@weT
frar g1 qsrar war ar fv oagw &
1T §T g2 IS5 A4 IAFT FF WL
IAT HAT HATET FT AT Fid WM |
% A3 T § 95T Y FT WA A4 gA
T 91 W F gg draq o fF 3@ Weg-
o & g 1 geafrag wga faax g OfF
AfeAq FT ATFIAFAT FA1 TS0 TARC HIL
FTCAFIT 45 & QAT | g A g fw

| srreew & &) ot zama g3 fam & SRR A
qare g o (6 g onfzda & @
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[t =& srreateit]

STA & arg fFad QO & gg ofedd &
geqa frzgar fFar war, wgf g 9%
TOFT ATTAFAT 93T | IqF! 5F qF F0A-

Y I g7 gaA § w@Nr fa odag F
sfaama & @3 w51 F aamm  enfeqdw

Y FIAT AT T q7 ) G s
az § & s enfeqa afen, wifsdw
NRANAT GIFL F foF SfoqesaT 1 oF
WE-FT F7 AAT § | AE qq 98 AfEqE

F FIW AFL FAA Fa@ §, ¥9 dAE

F  gafa saafaaded i safea-
#feF g1 g ® FqN AT F @ Agy
FT @I E K ogEmar § AW F
™ Y& § wq gw Rategma &1 qaw
® ¥ fegdw & w@ & agw
TF G 9eT T FT @ fA97 9T
fgmrz &3 fF #ar wifesdg st awan
JEA AT 1950 & Fig F, Fq g3
X A AAR A AT & e
off ArEFHT 4 T4 T & IIET AT AR
FFT T U IEE TW AT FT A9
frar a1 fF g Tt ag wafa faera
g ¥ wd IR AT R ¥ fazd

fady St amEREAET F1E SNFIC TG

FI@T, W JF FS JIT ad AGL @l
T} THT GYRID FET § gEasq g
F3qT1 | S 9T IFIT @1, T AT
fe7 anfedsg  z3g Fw g, a1 g
fafrez sire qifearEzd adgq 1 o
fazdy fadft fammr & e T@ 9eT &
qIAF T@AT FIEAT | TE 97 FqFqT 25,
1950 %7 foar gar g frad s aar &
qemer S AAAF T BT
“The procedure ol the promulgation of
Ordinances is inherently

Whether an Ordinance
not.,..”

undemocratic.
is justifiable or

He says even il it is justifiable.
“....the issue of a large uumber of
Ordinances has psychologically a bad effect.

Re. disapproval of Maintenance of [ RAJYA SABHA ]
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The people carry an impression that the
Government is carried on by Ordinacces.
The House carries the sense of being ignored
and, the Central Secrctariat perhaps gets
into the habit of slackness which necessitates
Osidinances, and an impression is created
that it is desired to commit the House to a
particular legislation as the House has no
alternative but to put its seal on matters
that have been legislated upon by Ordinan-
ces. Such a state of things is not conducive
to the development of the best Parliamentary
traditions.”
soaumfy agiem, ya fazare 3 6
qier AR qEY faw FFT @IFHR ATAT a1 3|
. g5 ¥ 99 qE 96 g afuwia agey 3o
- F fag amw 9 F fqg wegT F@ oar
39 fam F qFE qAH FIF "D ®T &I
' gaw 39 ST e 9T anfeRea A
g WIHTT, @ F ITAT AL A9 FFAT g
FifF qF AT § wwT § @ faaa §oar
- Fga § g9 fR= & QY saFr 9udT 9 7
+ & fFT Far $T a9gr & #F qT Aife-
qeg fo< @n, qra 7 gar, dr AT Fy
- festrgw FAr o) ga AT Ag
- AIEY § safdaq A9gwd 9w S sifam
CFTIG R A 3g & ;AT @A fF
- 91 g% sfFa aifedsm &1 Ag 1 g97

afawr & 7 AEEET N F W sEI A
| EqeT g1 ATy g4 F orar war or 5 99
ot Tq AT FT FEAFEW 2 fF gER
aifsdsq & =0 ¥ #1 faqar, fao Qv s
cuar g, fast F A ¥ g awar & 3@ avw
43 gT @I Y AIF—-agq A6V ATT §—
afwa st 5 arfsdrq st onfede
AFAEIT Y AT 3, § GAAAT §, g9 W
AT 3HY AgHd g 1 faow faat § anfe-
gy FW A owafq ad F—fawy
dra @@t § 29 ar 30 snfedva =7y fag
T g SR 3T ar H wafE orar g oy
T AT 2, I K1 AGAT gD AL g
¢, ag 7al yifedeg ¥ o "VFIC 3ag &%
W DAY guw WA qiar, agi
ag wifsasg ‘bz grreell” #33 ¥ fou o
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FAA & TFA § Fqg AT ARG FNA F
frq aaaig 37 ag wafa faada &,

AT A g35 wgAT weor 3 5 OAY wm

JETT FEIT fFIr & | A3 AF TA FeAT-

2 F Fraex T A 7, AAT ATT A |
4 ggg ®9 ¥ o1 979 3 w31 & fawa &,
@i AfAH, et md ¥ 2T ¥ am

st afifeafy seerr g$ & amer AW &

EIES H, I F 0 qg AT AT 997

WX 39F g A asn-faax few gaEr
Fexfaeg M7 IT AT 1 F qAAAT §, 39
afgs feamfes angdrz o) o1 ad
s | geghafy ag g, fNawr 39w
w37 & ggedr 4 e g, fF ag s fas
gt wqr g ag fred q qEAr AT X
die fages ma A1 J@ 9% z@dF I
IAFT AgAr AZAfEdr waAneT off | 29-
fau ag fas #1 or@ @@ & fau 78 ar
& AT g @ o a| 7 fqgr . 9

IF1R FEqq: 39 foer 7 q0er 3@ A qfR-

feafg § @1 mrerg @ & wwifs daen
g A1 fegfq e @1 af  zafao
ok agEr A war T T §gE
F oI T FRAT "sE FTOHAN

FLIZ E | IEIR A0 LT 9T Maaazd

wE dseE 7 Odl F@ ara FE E AR
st fas wega fear war g osaw R
FE |

“Tt is, therefore, considered essential 1o
have powers of
dral effectively vath threats to the defence
of [ndia and (o the security of India, espe-
cially fiom external sources and osproase
activitics of foreign agealts.”

Feglfarg ag ¢\ S SAE wEr A
f& gUR 91F WAL A § ) IAHT IqT
gAFT A ZUT G AT | da St FgA A

f St ®I9AT VAT 5 93 fHd) WIAT &1

faniE w8 T g5 g, %1 =l A8

g4 GFAT & | T2 IAET wGTs 9T | WX
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. ATAA BIRAT AT § | BT 03z 1946
| g IqET A 3 (2) AT 9gFT q GAMT
FrEaT g | FA TSV AU 3 F IAFY vgG
| =7 & 937 wrar g S 27 7 A F
!
| “The Ceatral Governmeil may by oider
make provision either geaerally or with
vespect to all foreigners or with respect to
any particular foreigner or any prescribed
class or description of foreigners, for prohi-
biting, regulating or resiricting the entry of
foreigners into India or their departure
therefrom or their presence or continued
presence thercin,”

v

*“In particular and without prejudice (o
the generality of the foregoing power, orders
made under this section may provide that
the loreigners shall be arresied and detained
or confined.”

gz fasaz wifas & Wik ag afqaT
oar g S 39 A3 ¥ AR ew faw #vogra
¥ gd 9 W@t g g @ fxm ogar
qraa qrar qAr §, 39 faw HoAr &
AT g |

goaamfa oY, 3@ @rafw g
famr 7 wrAe & U gy a4 § ¢

I he acts inauy manuoer prejudicial to
the defence of India, the relations of India
with foreign powers, or the security of
India ., .7 etc., clc.

oL it Dy necessary so o o do. make an
] order directing that such person bhe detain-

ed.”

waiq =0 faw & agqa @ T § |
9 FRAT UFe | faaq afasie fag ag §
I oY g, 9T aF WIRAT AT wEA g,
- ofra za faT ¥ @ afgwe 23 71 €

wgi aF faxfaal &1 |are g, WU
- Fwgar ag g fr fze fag g9 sdf@@se | ag
faer UF TgAT AT £ BILAT FT AG 39 F
fau, za faa@ %1 9593 #39 ¥ f@u e =
faw =1 g $@ & AT oF ggEr A
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[=0t =& snzavit]

2 FTer 3w F1 gmedr ) afEea
F1 AT AT AT KT 39 A F AT A
geaT AG g | AR A AT A a8
fw 9q <t 7 &gy fF wifeqr @ sy ST

W T g gawr agwT o fas @1 aifvg

forar st strAes g ) SAwT IR faA &
T gEAeg g, W Agi g @Far §1
FFq qf AT A5 § qar &y arar g fF
gR faza 7= off, aa wo fag S,
o fa2er Frar T af ¥ a@i § T]|{I TS
qTT FTH, FATF FLH X §gd  Fgraar
FHET AT F | A FAT WIAAT AT FH
A g ? I qES A g, A F q@IS
ary g, gfamrdt & sgrw @13 § wfwears
F a7 =T agy I gTee § |

7T fA33T Taar &) 2 fo Stgt 9% =W
fam st ararg ¢, @ famr & Seew § &
IIAIT AT €, I IISA F TAFT AN
qraey Tgr & 1 gAwl wzgd gr igr g
F@ gAR AT [F qF AT w® ¥ Al
3T HY 9T ST § IAFT w7 AT FI
fF arra Y favas aut ot &1 @ngA w4
FLWE ! 9T UF AwEad Y A\ & g,
afFa gt ag ux fafssa aqom 2 5
HIT = A9 § FIAT I A TG &1 W
F FGT FITT FE TFL H & AT G
SET 9T IAFT AT FIAT AR §, B FT
Y 8 (AT o497 AT F FTAT T O

F
i

N E W7 TEE waR Ry avg &

gfF agf Zar 2 1 JET FaAl £ FA
A g gu ot a1 7§ AT FrgA SR T
WE T AT FAA areqd § sqrai &y
UFa F fag 7 F 7 <@ & A0 qawrey
Ft OF7 & fagafgn & & frad wq

qRZ g 1 T T KV HTAT AFT AT G

ag sAfaF ffaal €1 qad & fag
AT AAT & | WA rar =1 2 fF g9 faa
FTHE IR AL 2 Toarr za3 5 &1
difafesa SmAeg § @ waAfw

[ RAJYA SABHA |
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 faely § gAFY gaAEr T SR AT |
gt vy g¥ fag sy fasdw @
FERAT SfY 7 Feor@ FL @ A | W gAAA
Z fozo waw § F% 0¥ @zew § fsraeT
| =34 T|T FYAUW gTq gAT Z 1 39 &AA
| 2T g S qYETd 99 w ¥, 3afad @
| 3 fusaw w1 @ARAT W FT IE
| FCAT 937 HFFT gA WA S8 &
\ GEATGF TTo TATHT THIE JFAT § THT
|

|

TAT 93 g agq WY WSAfaw  FEFH

%1 fyafeg fe2qT i@ § g+ adm war

21 9F oY fegAT oY srzEr@d &, 9 S

fpem oft w2 f sawT gEaaw Ag g,

afea & wgar g 5 afusta ¥ § zas0
| gETET £ g1 |

(Interruptions)

ofy agsaT ara #tw (Jrw fadfaa) ¢
IegiT wrAr & 5 g wFar g

=t SIS AW ¢ gA TA AT F3
gu faat & o A S0 fF ara qear
qe7 A & 9 IART AT g5 AT ALY
- gAAGT E | Ag a1 areqq W ogAR! faQey
quaAa 2 |

st gHo Fo fRm: W Farad F
aa g |

St S AR 2 P AT T g
T 7 vfge 1 T wqdt sifvw w77 @ €
ATT HIAT TF0qH FT W@ § AR T A
qfvm F afvomeses AT &1 W 9@
Iq 79 W0 A & amwt fazae fearar g
fF ag fyafes fsdwa av ar ag afeeqq
ai FENRS U3 o M e,
A7 21w g3 fag i =t e @ &
et garT § g | ar g few A@q
Fra T aAawgw § wa <o
(nterruptions) 97 S & afteq SagT e
qgE S Y ggrE & iR S wEr fw
afrzq St @ w& § Qaz ¥ AT I qud
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FT FIAAT F1 A1 SAAST F TAT § q09 ZQ
7 farg frar @1 @A SR8t & WA e
7 fyafzy fsdgq vaz qrg gar am) =g
& 1T F A A gAY WA g fF
gar qx St 577 & avHd g4 aw @
d370 % 39 FAL B q9T AR JAI AT
wArgla 9T 9% § F@0Y 1 o IAAL TG
&St 7 99 faafrg fedaq d7z 9 %
q47 ¥ 737 22 1 91 o AAGT A0F AZE
F gd & qFg AT T 1936 F
gfza St 7 ag Har A1 :

“A Governme it that has to rely oa the
Crimina! Law (Amendment) Act and simi-
lar Jaws that ban hundreds of organisatioas
keeping persons in prison without trial is a
Government that La: ceased to have even a
shadow of yustificanion for its existence.”

ag qfzq &Y & amaw § | AW 1936
g Fg A AT o AT FATT FHAT
q 3467 £31 5 ang z8¥ smaFr (FAF

Fr eqver fxamr g+ 3giF 1929 # &0
ol &9 TH TFHI 1 {97 AT 317 7

“I{ a name has o he given by mc to this
Bill Tam disposed 1o call it ‘Slavery of
India Ball” .

AT ® qUAT F1 arar ag @99,
YArq A aA az faw g AR arer oft
¥ A AT F 23, 24 @A AR
garR fergeqmm w1 fegfq ot § 1% g@
FIHED RERL F GO AL A AL AE

[ 2¢ JUNE 197 ]

FY AT gH AT FIL T THX F AE FT -

aoe e &, Ft qF-arge 03 A9
g, 1 dfeda o d3Afd) Tae av@ g
a1 gAET 77 AT AGT NI | AT AR
AAd & A7 gEU FAA AAA AR HEA
fF ag® awer FAT wald 9 @1 g4

ANAT & FF— There is something radically

wrong somewhere with  the manner of

Governors.
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BRIX (R F37 ¥ q0F H F5 TA4T §
0 a1 g SHIRA § eqr wAdw 2,
SAAT |, AFAA F fasarg FA0C & AR
I FANY & FOT g RiEH a-AF 39
TR F g2 Fz fAFey Fiodaava
g&r fasar =1er A AN AV GLAT F
foo, za & fesm & fauw 1 &
freama fearar g fF gt &% gumw aw g,
ag vaqr & fafa7 2 oftv s gAg WY
sarer fafga & 1 ga srag @ f& 3@ Y
sfazer T =nfen, ¥w § wafed gen
FIF FAT Arfaq | HR g/ FRO FA-
F41 97 e fGqT aa e gy g oA
gH o198 AT w1y & fFosT wer faxy

- <Al F1 GIAAT F39 F A0 b seifes

AT (® 57 Geg gedigas AT Fifg ¥
Uy qeqt F1oaar w4 FwAr wifgu gw

- 9gT & fr fagd errds @, faad e

&, foaq qee g W1 ez & fgans am
FW g ag w9 & Bl 9t § &, qrdt

SId A EaT 81 A1 § Go Wiy anaA yge B AU A faan @ F AR WA

qzwr feqr [ | SE FIWOW W SmaET
g VT 1

st sigend de wdw ( aIq )
#favz ¥ grag Wy ?

St @@ wreaot gl ST gw
qATE TET FA ) AT AT FH THIT &
Tt 1 AT UF qF qgaT ad g, G
I &, AT Fg g WG I-HiEH, oW1 gaw
7 & zafau gaFr geom g@ aqg § Agy
FEAT, AfFT IF 91T G4 FT qaT9 H@7 g
qamg I8 G |t 337 g, afFr gaw
arz sgq Nfafers w@ifes qu a3 &
fq zg wF & F197 At AT 1 oWAW
T AT Y o fro WIS q FTIAEY
FIA FT FIRT ATATT AT AT FAFT  GEANT
& wfwT gl qreaq § wee faQe awqi
FY FTAATEY AT § FET AT THH FATAA



f1l

[ = wrganeft]

720, FTH F 487 A4 1 AV H AT T0dar
Fvar g & o 2@ o &1 ama F 9y
(Intaruptions) ERIT west A1 f99 =19 Frey
gfaare #W@ & Q) A 4 € H
Y agmy FT & F g faa ad a1 @ §

A agg A4f geN 1 e T PeeY &g &y

Re. disapproval of Muintenaice of [ RAJYA SABH\ ]

FAr E A FA w wA wE g1 arfav

gw arg enfefas fide ¥Fe 8, 99-Tga
ofyefadts U3z &, oA waz g, fFfaaa
e Wi AT Efeas Qaq F1g N ®7F
gl & fH9F 97 qdd g7 JaieT Fh-
arfedi F1 TFF AT AFAL F ) AR AR
F O FATZ AT AG M OFURIT H F
ZA% F39 I3 H A F | AT FAA A
HHT FET ATV This government lacks guts

tn do a thing when the situation aris:x, There

is no lack of laws.

zAfaT & wgy 94T F@T g R
gz ¥ ggAT Tar g 5 ag 3@ weAna
F qrfxa F3 |

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) :
Before voting, I want to seek an information

from the hon. Minister.

g1 wiAdfga fwfvezx ags sg 3™
F FU FW A ag Whegaa wfeay
q 2, faar gz adr 2, v gmsl «gar
wA garr 3 fF zast Fani FwAr g
a0 ALT FA@T Z, I 9T H 4 AGAT
gfmagam e T & 9w & fag
arlg & #g ofsdg fAsar s¥ 337
¥ oF g% g ArfeAd Fr 134N F
fFaar  worar  Fatar ¢ BRIF spras
aifwfmaey advg e g, 9% edfe-
fezam gas f&d «d afs g@ @@y @F
& aifedg awd &iF 2

SHRI K. CG. PANT: Som-boly else also
asked me this question earlier. I do not have
the information with me, ....(Interruption), 1
will alce tell them the difference the Lok
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Sabba debate has made i this matter. T the
Lok Sablivwe accepied an amendment which
wouid make v obligatory on the Srate Govern-
mene o inform us within seven days of appro-
val of detentioa. We widb 1 Tatare be inform-
ed sa that any 1ime whes Tvagiji or anybody
clse wants this information, we will be ina
position 1o give this mformiano . Just now we
do not have it.
SHRT MAITAVIR PYAGT: No
)

cose darg the fast two mogths )

a cingle

SHRI K. C. PANT- [ can casily (hink ot
Shri Baddruduja and ix or vven others who
were arrested on suspicion These are krown 1o
Tyasyyr and others T do vot want to say any-
thing more, ..

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Piadesh)
One swallow dozs nol make a sumn-r,

Mr.
tiort is:

DEPULY CHAIRMAN : The ques-

*That this House disapproves the Main-~
tenauce of  Imternal Security Ordinance,
1971 (No. 5 of 1471} promulgated by the
President on the 7ith May, 19717

The House dipided
MR. DEPULY CHAIRMAN :

Ayes .. 49

Noes .. 124

AYES—49

Advani, Siui Lal K.

Ahmad, Dr 7. A

Angre, Shry S, O

Barbora, Shii Golap

Basu, Shri Chitia

Bhadram, Shri M. V.
Bhandari, Shri Sundar Singh
Chatterjee, Shri A. P.
Choudhury, Shri Suhrid Mullick
Deo, Shri Bira Kesarj
Deosharan, Shri Vijay Bhushan
Ganguly, bri Salil KXumar
Ghosh, Shii Niren

Goray. Shri N. G.

Gupla, Shii Bhupesh

Jain, Shri Rattan [al
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Krishnan, Shri N. K,
Kumaran, Shri .

Mabhavir, Dr. Bhai

Mandal, Shri B. N.
Mariswamy, Shre S. S.
Mathew Kurian, Dr. K.
Mathur, Shii Jaudish Prasad
Menon, Shri Balachandra
Menon, Shri K. P. Subramania
Mishra. Shri Lokanath
Murahari, Shri Godey

Nair, Shzi G. Gopinathan
Panda, Shri K. (.

Patel, Shri Dahy.bhai V.
Patel, Shri Devdatt Kumar Kikahhai
Patel, Shri Sundar Mani
Pitamber Das, Shri

Prasad, Shri Bhola

Prem Manohar, Shri
Rajnarain, Shri

Roy, Shri Kalyan

Roy, Shri Monoranjan
Ruthnaswamy, Shri M.
Sanyal, Shri Sasaikasekhar
Sardesai, Shri S. G.
Shejwalkar, Shri v, K.
Singh, Shri Sitar:m

Singh, Raja Shankar Pratap
Suraj Prasad, Shr)

Tohra, Sardar Gu charan Siugh
Varma, Shri Man Singh
Yarma, Shre Nira jan
Venkataraman, Shri M. R.

NOES~—124

Ahmed, Shri Syed

Alva, Shri Joachim

Alva, Dr. K. Nagappa

Amla, Shri Tirath Ram
Anandam, Shri M

Anandan, Shri T. V.

Ansari Shri Abdul Qaiyum
Ansari, Shri Hayat.allah
Arora, Shri Arjun

Arya, Shri Kumbha Ram
Bachchan, Dr. H. R.
Baharul Islam, Shii

Bhatt, Shri Nand Kishore
Bindumati Devi, Strimati
Bobdey, Shri 5. B

Chandra Shekhar, Shti
Chatiopadhiyaya, Dr. Debiprasad
Chaudhary, Shri Ganeshi Lal
Chaudhari, Shri N. P.
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Das, Shri Balram

Das, Shri Bipinpal

Dass, Shri Manabir

Desai, Shri Suresh J.
Deshmukh, Shri T. C.

Dikshit, Shri Umashankar
Gadgil, Shri Vithal Narhar
Gautam, Shri Mohan Lal
Goswami, Shri Siiman Pratulla
Cujral, Shri 1. K.

Hasan. Prof. Saiyid Nurul
Jain, Shri A. P.

Jain, Shri Dharam Chand
Jairamdas Daulatiam, Shri
Joshi, Shri Umashanker
Kalyan Chand, Shri

Kaul, Shri B. K.

Kaul, Shri M. N.

Kemparaj, Shri B. T.
Khaitan, Shri R. P,

Khan, Shri Akbar Ali

Khan, Prof. Rasheeduddin
Kollur, Shri M. L.

Krishan Karet, Shri

Kulkarni, Shri A. G.
Kulkarni, Shri B. T.

Madani, Skri M. Asad
Mahida, Shri U. N.
Mangladevi Talwar, Dr. (Mrs.)
Mani, Shri A. D.

Maragatham Chandrasekhar, Shrimati
Mehta, Shri Om

Mirdha, Shri Ram Niwas
Mishra, Shri L. N.

Misca, Shri S. D.

Mitra, Shri P. C.
Mohammad,Chaudhary A.
Mohamod Usman, Shri
Mohideen, Shri S, A. Khaja
Mukherjee, Shri Pranab Kumar
Musafir, Shri Gurumukh Singh
Nagpute, Shei V. T,

Nandini Satpathy, Shrimati
Narayan, Shri M. D.

Narayani Devi Manaklal Varma. Shrimalj
Nawal Kishore, Shri

Neki Ram, Shri

Panda, Shri Brahmananda
Panjhazari, Sardar Raghbir Singh
Parthasarathy, Shri R. I
Patil, Shri G. R.

Patil, Shri 1. S.

Poddar, Shri R. K.

Pratibha Siagh, Shrimau
Punnaiah, Shri Kota

Purabi Mukhopadhyay, Shrimati
Purakayastha, Shri Mahitosh

114



115 Mlaintenance of Internal

Pushpaben Janardanrai Mehta, Shrimati
Raju, Shii V. B.

Ramaswamy, Shri K. 8.
Reddy, Shri K. V. Raghunatha
Reddy, Shri M. Srinivasa
Reddy, Shri Mulka Govinda
Roshan Lal, Shri

Saha, Shri Surajmal

Salig Ram, Dr.

Samuel, Shri M. H.

Sangma, Shri E. M.

Sanjivayya, Shri D.

Sarojini Krishnarao Babar, Dr. Kumari
Savnekar, Shri B. S.

Schamnad, Shri Hamid Ali
Sen, Dr. Triguna

Shah, Shri Manubhai

Shanta Vasisht, Kumari
Sherkhan, Shri

Shervani, Shii M. R. .
Shukla, Shri Chakrapani
Shukla, Shri M. p.
Shyamkumari Devi, Shrimati
Singh, Shri Bindeshwari Prasad
Singh, Shri Bhupinder

Singh, Shri Dalpat

Singh, Shri Dilkishore Prasad
Singh, Shri Inder

Singh, Shri Jogendra

Singh, Shri Shiv Swaroop
Singh, Shri Sultan

Singh, Shri Triloki

Sinha, Shri Awadheshwar Prasad
Sinha, Shri Ganga Sharan
Sinha, Shri Rajendra Pratap
Sisodia, Shri Swaisingh
Sukhdev Prasad, Shri

Tilak, ShriJ. S.

Tiwary, Pt. Bhawaniprasad
Untoo, Shri Gulam Nabi

Usha Barthakur, Shrimati
Venigalla Satyanarayana, Shri
Vero, Shri M.

Vidyawati Chaturved:, Shrimati
Vimal Punjab Deshmukh, Shrimati
Yadav, Shri Shyam Lal

Yajze, Shri Sheel Bhadia
Yashoda Reddy, Shrimati

The motion was negatived.

THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNAL
SECURITY BILL, 1971

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Pant,

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE

[ RAJYA SARHA ]

’(
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI
K. C. PANT) : Sir, I beg to move :

“That the Bill 1o provide for detention
in certain cases for the purposes of mainte-
nance of internal security and matters con-
nected  therewith, as passed by the Lok
Sabha, e taken into consideration.”

The question was proposed.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTI.A (West Bengal)
Sir,on a point of order . .(laterruptions) Sir,
my point of order Is this, Thereisa calculated
attempt at {rustrating free legislation by Parlia-
ment.
ventions.

That is contrary to Parliamentary con-

The hon. Mmister has tried to push into
this House a Bill which has been broughtin a
peculiar manner in that, even when Parliament
was about to m-=et, they promulgated an
the provisioas of this
Bill. They did not wait till the Tarliament
met. Tt would have been proper on the part of
the Government to have brought the Bill with-
out having takea to the Ordinance
with a view to forestalling a frec and  objective
deliberation by Members of Parliament.  Sir,
we have intormation that the Congress Party,
the ruling not sure how the
members of the ruiing party, how the suppor-
ters of the Government would ifa Bill
was sought to be introduced.  T'herefore, what
they wanted 10 do, th: Congress Governm-~nt
here, was that they thought that in such a
situation it would he better if an  Ordinance
was issued, and the members of the Congress
Party were confronted with the  proposition  of
either owning up or disowning their Govern-
ment. New, Sir, this was unfair on the part of
the Treaswty Benches, 'to put the average
memkbers of the Congress Party in difficulty.
Now, Sir, they did not come here with an open
mind. They wanted to come with an open mind
but they were manacled by the issue of tnis
Ordinance, which really is a bigger issue.
Therefore, Sir, that was again wrong as far as
we of the Oppositioa are concerned. Sir, in the
past, in 1969 this question came up whether
the country the
Ireventive Detention Act which had been in
force for nearly twenty years. Leader- of the
Opposition were called, and others also came
from the Congress side. A decision was taken
that there was no need for such a Bill any how

Ordinance, coataining

recourse

partv, were

react

should revive or continue



