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[The Vice-Chairman]

the Comptroller and Auditor-General of
India and to prescribe his duties and powers
and for matters connected therewith or
incidental thereto and resolves that the
following Members of the Rajya Sabha be
nominated to serve on the said Joint
Committee, namely—

i. Shri M, Anandam

2. Shri Anant Prasad Sharma
Shri Gurumukh Singh Musafir
Pt, Bhawaniprasad Tiwary
Shri C. D. Pande

Shri T. Chengalvaroyan

Shri Sundar Mani Patel
Shrimati Sarla Bhadauria

O ® NN n AW

Shri Kalyan Roy
10. Shri Thillai Vitlalan." The

motion was adopted.

THE INDIAN SOLDIERS (LITIGATION)
AMENDMENT BILL, 1968
THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE
STEEL AND HEAVY ENGINEERING
(SARDAR SW ARAN SINGH): Mr.
Vice-Chairman, I beg to move :

"That the Bill further to amend the Indian
Soldiers (Litigation) Act, 1925, be taken
into consideration."

Mr. Vice-Chairman, this is, I hope, a non-
controversial piece of legislation and by this
amendment certain types of proceedings are
intended to be brought within the purview of
the facilities that are afforded to the Defence
personnel in matters of litigation. The oniy
concession that is granted under the scheme of
the parent Act is that if a soldier or a sailor or
an airman is unable to attend "o a piece of
litigation in which he may be a party, then on
his Commanding Officer certifying that the
defence personnel concerned is so employed
the proceedings are postponed so that no x-
parte procedings are taken against the member
of the Armed Forces. Certain lacunae were
discovered, the principal one being that in the
original Act only suits were mentioned and the
expression used was "courts". As is well
known to you, Mr. Vice-Chairman, with your
vast experience of the new legislative enact-
ments that have been passed by the State
Legislatures as well as by the Central Par-
liament, there are a number of proceedings
which are before tribunals and before other
bodies which do not strictly come within
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the definition of a court. For example cases
relating to rent and then several cases are such
which are not necessarilly court proceedings
but they are of the same type, and by the
present amendment the intention is that those
tribunals and those proceedings which are
judicial or quasi-judicial in character should
also be conducted in the same manner as
ordinary civil proceedings and whatever are
the facilities that are available to the members
of the Armed Forces should be available even
in relation to such proceedings before the rent
courts or before arbitration tribunals and
several other forums. The opportunity has also
been taken to specifically say that persons who
are™'subject to the Indian Navy Act should also
be specifically mentioned. Formerly this was
achieved by means of a notification because
there was no separate Navy Act. Now that the
Indian Navy Act has been enacted, the
intention is that specifically it should be
incorporated in one of the clauses.

There is one other important point which I
would like to mention at the present stage.
Historically this is an old legislation which
was on the Statute Book of India from the time
of the foreign rule, and there were provisions
in this which had to be adapted to suit the
changed situation after independence. Then
again the problems that our Armed Forces face
today have materially altered. Today as the
House is no doubt aware, we have got our
soldiers and airmen who have to be at distant
places on our borders both in relation to
Pakistan and also on tlie Chinese frontier.
Instead of specifying in the Act itself, power is
being taken that Govem-ment by notification
will declare as to which are the categories of
members of the Armed Forces serving in
certain areas to whom these concessions
should be available.

This is a very welcome measure and a non-
controversial measure. We always talk of
helping the members of the Armed Forces,
and this is only a very small gesture. It is also
based on sound principles that no decision
should be taken against a person ex parte.
And in this particular case, if a particalar
person is serving the country and is at a far-
flung place where probably even letters do not
reach in the ordinary course and when he is
prevented from coming on leave from that
distant place because the nature of his duties
is such that he cannot be away from his place
of duty, the minimum that w
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can do, the socie y can do, for such people is
that in their a jsence the courts will not ’
pronounce decisi ns which might prejudice
them. |

This is the sole basis behind this enactment
and I he pe that this House will unanimously
ao ept this because this is recognising in a
small way their special difficulties.

There are or,.; or two verbal amendments
which hav ¢ been necessitated because leave
to intr< duce this Bill was granted by this
House m >re than a year ago, and other
important matters cropped up in the House,
and this 3ill could not come up. So, it has
come somewhat late, and this necessitates
son: : verbal changes which I will move whe 1
the relevant provisions of the enactmen are
before the House.

The question w- s proposed. j

|

ot ARy /v (fFEre) o I
oT§ WEEd, 4 09 faw #1 @ wwAarn
g @fer F g § fe gw? Tar g4t A
faw a0 & avi 2 ¥ 97 wafcii o |
A & fRFwet & Hdw F 9wy e
T I fagwdi & g wa fwar w7
dY FEy oA afaa & 9T @ w2
% A% Ivfeaf § qaw ¥ fawwa g
g A gafeals F e qw F w4 F
G WG E, A U g Ag |
grit fr fama meaowr fodt w8 37%
Afaw <t v Faeam qg¥ | & il
gagaw ¥ gt afaw & faw @@
Hfaar & st aed o A @ F fag
T & a6 A v & fod dmw §0
IHArs w1 0 S wEr g
ZAT Figeaw oA §, A wwwAl § 72

uF gt Fedwr {1 2 ) i

dfer i fre ot o ﬁmf«aqm“
=igai g 5 fom aw @ vy w97 %1 eaiw
Fferat &t faeat #7 se T @ A9 @
W wrgar g afeei & A o faawai
AT FOHT F e A s gw frem
§ off A wgvm 39, gw A wweE g
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S A% F N GLAT ATAY § AR AT
“ft 77 gt HIT ZATT GhAE F ST
AT qAYE qgT | § AT WA F LA
W st e fF g Ta A A o
oY & fF g% T4 29 W GEIFAET STAEAT
FEAT AEA § A AROSAET AT W
qAGTC & aNAT T F | AR AT AL
g w1 dfrw dwea § vad w9 9@ A
ferwwar qrft st 3, @1 AT FF TR
1 A ferelt § @i dAT T S 2
dfw weadi w1 fafew dz9 7w
afgg 1 @fe oF EEEA
g ¥ swe AfAwi § WE #T S
AEATT % A1 0 o waw g wfEd,
qw § wagn & e a o A%
T ¥ 31 A qlaArl ¥ KAg A
WY, T YAt ol 7 Hiw AT ATT |
fwa gz ¥ gwg G4 dw F
St dfrw g wAear & @ 4 a1 A
% 1) 7d W, 9@ 4 ag A
T7d 49 @@ gf o g A fE
el Frera A W T Ay w1 o
£t ardr o, 9=t ¥ w4, & ’iﬁ
g AN W 9X GET § I4 AN A
B2 o7 a3, dfm sragre & &W ¥ I
% aga w4 dac § @ & G 2@

| s § aga wnm swwAal g0

qusal § foet ot qu d dfw sEfa
§ @ma F gaar @ s g Al
gy W @wogwre 3w § dfa ¥
fawrr & 77 fawa 1 % FE, W
ot T T WEd 9 g wd
SR ce L B A B A
AT AN AT erw W AT A @
qrgi? Ay Sfam wagT @ @ w@E
WA JaAgiT & AAare A1 qfawre, 9
afeure frerft arfd ag 498 et foer
& afew argr A faqwaid § 1 & Tzl
¢ avaT A o o 2fer ar wifEd
At w7t 7% wAF 7 A W AT BN
wfem 72 fF o W @R G da%
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[# w0
AT § gA9Y 7% i dd & gaEe A7
Ahaare agré o | 7 dgar § f& ww
WZIE G997 g7 42T § av 9EA Jed
2 a2 snfem<i ® o fy stfas qaar 2
AT OiE AfFt a1 agg &9 gz @,
91z dfaF w0 viw, 77w, 9@ wwar &9
g E o fr 3w @12 dfw & 9
TEE A Eraga AW g ar ave "l
Tt A A uF ST § A gl
Fifeg | A9 & @i wy sfaw gl
A Tifed | w7 78 AW w 9EA
afaar fuefy & a1 g7 @t a7 afn
GEGIRS IR A TC A
A1 Afam Ffieew ¢ TWE T =
Bz §fA% ¥ fawq exiq <@y 9@ @
Aaraar g fmen? o § df ¥ e
qaEfAl & A9 7 I s o™ aa
W FH EE AT A0 Fr FAT 8, &N

A1 e 3fe | snfead & @wia g
AE qA & WHAT H, W K, AVAT A
A ENA A E ; IAW WA A AT WA
ST ff uF qredg g & Wid gw Ard
wrE E, THA AT F WA ) @R
gt dfawi & wEe g 3w, A
# gft gw o s A faAn 97
Ferifea 260, oot a0 wams J9r
g I €1 gWIT 3 A qIEAT qATAT
SAEN WA W1, EW a9 qq FT IAAT
£ saiar fa3fodt & zaa & qar 497 )
iwa 7 o famr & A 799 go
et #2ar g B afwt & o o o
fead €, waftad & 3I9% daw @ v
A AT St A FO a1 W oaF
I WHATE B4 |

My M, n¢ A,

| DAY (IAT 937T) : ArwA
FI T AW qvm fadaw @ qa
afefe s w5t s9 & goaw S o
qFAl & |
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Fentene (=t SwAT st @) < AE
i wYerT g7 g1 {) | amnot your
adviser., You refer to me the motion, It
is a little late,
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ot Tmaroge : “faze qe @ fEa
FRETHEA] §F qET & | 0 T Agar o
faer o7 =@ a9 qgw Wi &1 # ag sl
WEA | gw wod afrw ¥ oAl A7
W a1 arqu zfee v o A, 998
gfer @ @dt ) wwfed gwro "wEA
& formr org e zawr fodee a0 ®
ST AT |

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN
(Kerala) ; Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the hon.
Minister stated that the provisions of this Bill
constitute a small gesture on the part of society
as a whole to the Armed Forces in this country,
1 do not think that the society particularly in
this country would object to any gesture on the
part of Government of Parliament to the
Armed Forces in this country. The Armed
Forces are rendering a great service to the
country as a whole. And even when these
Armed Forces were under the sway of the
British who were reigning this country, as
early as 1925 it had been thought necessary to
have the Indian Soldiers (Litigation) Act. I am
not criticising the Government but I am only
suggesting to the Government that tlie Indian
Soldiers Litigation Act requires large-scale
revisions, modifications and amendments, and
I am not surprised that my hon. friend, Mr.
Rajnarain. has chosen to suggest, even though
a little delayed, that not only this Bill but the
parent enactment itself should really go to a
Select Committee for the purpose of scrutiny
of the entire provisions in relation to litigation
affecting the members of the Armed Forces.
Even though the hon'ble Minister stated that
there is a gesture contained in this legislation, I
am sorry, Sir, the spirit of that gesture was not
recognised by the Government as a whole
because it is more than a year that even this
Bill had been pending before this House and
more urgent legislative work has consumed the
time of this House, and therefore this Bill had
received somewhat of a step-motherly
treatment. Knowingly or unknowingly the
effect is that.

The hon'ble Minister referred to the pro-
visions contained in this Bill that the ambit of
civil suit is extended from the civil
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court to the tribu: als, and when a soldier
entitled to the be; efit of the provisions of this
Act is havi ig a litigation affecting him, not
only in ; court but also in a tribunal which has |
ot to be notified by the Government, it is good
that the benefit of the provisions of his Act is
extended to litigation pending in tribunals.

During the lasi ten years we have witn-
nessed larger and larger numbers of admi-
nistrative tribunz lIs, exercising quasi-judicial
functions or even judicial functions, being
created by various legislations in the States
and in the Centre. Therefore, the provisions of
the main enactment should be extended to
itigation pending before tribunals.

It is stated, Si, in clause 2 (a) of this Bill
that the trib mal or other authorities before
which sach litigation would be pending and in
i aspect of which litigation the provisions >f
the parent enactment would cover, ha* to be
specified by the Central Govern! tent by
notification in the official gazette. [ do not
know whether the Governmen have thought
over this matter. This, ag lin, is a matter which
has got to be taken in consultation with the
States with i :gard to wvarious State
legislations. I de not know, Sir, what sort of
spade work h ,.s been done by Government in
this beh Uf. If nothing has been done this
would result in further delay, and I would oni /'
request the Government at this stage to ivoid
any delay in the specification by the Central
Government by notification ia regard to the
tribunals or authorities wliich would be
covered by the provisions o "this amending
Act.

The second tl ing that has been done is to
directly exter d the provisions of this Bill by
statut ry force itself to naval personnel. I
understand from he hon'ble Minister that even
though there was no such provision in the
Soldiers (Litigation) Act by virtue of
notifications the result was b( ing attained and
probabaly it was so becaus:; we did not hear
any sort of discrimination as such against the
naval personnel or any particular hardship re-
sulting to the naval personnel. Anyway, since
the Act is being amended it is good that the
extension of the provisions of this Act to naval
pe sonnel is being done by an amendment
tself.

The third thi ig that has been done in this
Bill is to e> :end the provisions of this Act to
soldiers already available under War
conditions, and under an emergency
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which may be declared, such benefits are now
being extended also to soldiers working in
remote operational areas. Here, again, Sir,
these remote operational areas have to be
specified by the Central Government. In
regard to this specification also I would
suggest that there should be no delay in the
matter of issuance of the notification after the
Bill becomes law.

Two more things, Sir that I want to suggest
and which would have been possible of
consideration if the Bill had gone to a Select
Committee, with power to the Select
Committee to go into the provisions of the
parent Act itself, are these. This is a matter
which really does not cover merely soldiers
working in war conditions or soldiers working
in an emergency or soldiers serving in such
remote operational areas. The very fact that
one is a member of the Armed Forces puts him
to a lot of strain, discipline, control and
restrictions of freedom which, normally an
employee of Government is not put to, and
that is a factor which has to be reckoned
particularly in the matter of filing written
statements and counter-statements etc. It may
be, Sir, that a particular soldier may be
working in Madras which is not a remote
operational area and, therefore, it does not
come within the provisions of this enactment.
Suppose there is a litigation against him in
Kerala, the normal time available to him for
filing a written statement or counter-statement,
in working practice it has been found, is not
adequate. He is not able to make arrangements
for the defence of the litigation during that
period. The Civil Procedure Code, the
Limitation Act and other enactments make
prescriptions of a general nature. But here is a
special enactment pertaining to the soldiers. If
a provision can be made in this enactment that
more time would be available for the soldier,
wherever he is in service, for filing a written
or counter-statement, that would again be a
consideration which would work out very
great benefits so far as the serving soldier,
who is put to litigation, is concerned.

Another aspect I suggest is from the point
of view of the financial difficulties that the
soldiers particularly at the lower level are
likely to be put to in defending litigations. In
various States enactments have already been
legislated upon for the purpose of giving free
legal aid to the poor. A large section of the
public, both in regard to civil and criminal
litigation, are able to
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[Shri K. Ghandrasekharan] resort to the
provisions of t his free legal aid and get
counsels appointed for them at the cost of the
State to defend litigations which they have got
to have in courts of law. I would commend to
the hon'ble Defence Minister a provision in
the Soldiers (Litigation) Act to the effect that
in cases where it is necessary arrangement for
the defence of the litigation should be made at
the cost of the Central Government. It is
particularly essential in this country because
the salaries and emoluments that the Armed
Forces receive particularly at the bottom level,
or from the bottom level to the middle level,
are not adequate. They are not fair compared
to the living standards, economic conditions
and the pay that other services in Government
receive. I would, therefore, suggest that free
legal aid should be available to the soldiers.

SARDAR SW ARAN SINGH : Sir, I have
not got much to say by way of reply. I am
thankful to the two hon. Members who have
supported the Bill. They have also made
certain other suggestions in the interest of the
soldiers which / greatly welcome. I will give
very careful thought to the other suggestions
that have been made and if they are found
practical, we will not hesitate to undertake
legislation of a more comprehensive character.
The scope of this Bill is limited and 1 would
appeal to the hon. Members that let us place
this on the statute book, and the other
suggestions can be examined separately.
Thank you.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALI KHAN) : The question is.

"That the Bill further to amend th, Indian
Soldiers (Litigation) Act, 1925, be taken
into consideration."

The motion was adopted
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR

ALI KHAN) : We shall now take up the
clause by clause consideration of the Bill.

Clauses 2 and 3 were added to the Bill Clause
1 Short title

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I move

"That at page 1, line 4, for the figure
'1968' the figure '1969* be substituted,"

Tlie question was put and the motion was
adopted.
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Clause 1. as amended, was added to the Bill
Enacting Foumula

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I move :

"That at page 1, line 1, for the word
'Nineteenth' the word 'Twentieth' be
substituted."

The question was put and the motion was
adopted.

The Enacting Formula, as amended, was added
to the Bill.

The Title was added to the Bill.

it TATITEN : AfH, AL THIAT
FT FAT AT 7

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALI KHAN) : It has come too late. So I am
very sorry to say that I have to rule it out.

S} TARWMORS ¢ gl UWEWE 93
ar Aifam

it wavdr g ATAE (T AI)
LEAUELEARCIE A

oft Tremrerer - AY fe F A &
fao aer 3= § |

Uw WA wewm : HiOE a1 TEd
ari

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I
move :

"That the Bill, as amended, be
passed,"

The question was proposed.

oft T oA, § 0 agw A
seawm T aa FZ @ § & g .
uF Wi WO A7 IR HYA E
w13z %7 fmar 1 4g @z 91 f& w+
waz afufa § 9w fear sty o wher &
ara s wae wfufy gawr ofcfa w1 7 7
ak 9y 15 faq ¥ s=T war wiaf
woef g2 gzt 9% £ 1 5 oY waa &
aewifa ageq A1 99 T A0 A/
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A7 AT F Zwr? (o SawE oft Tt
FE AT AEA L1 1925 F FIX Aq
g0 F94 @ WA 9 w9 A
fafma 27 & ford weaa & & guwy od
HAGT T IAXT A0 FTEF AATH SOAT
729 vy g1 war &) gafaw & s
o1 FFHN AT AAT FATT WA HEER AT
= fagas 7 asafgw & wzd a1 o9 39
®q #1 wafrg oxE gmie §meEa &
T AF, WIT HIOF IAFT TA AT FC
faar | st aw a7 T 3 98 & AT
21 #1 Zfraa & 14 ar wifE sgr war
7 wal fF 2w qv fae faar s S
9 IAF A g Z 2 Foaw 4T
F7 % fir zaat wev afafa & @5 am
ag g9 1 99 T 2 A9 99 39 wnm
uy F< feme 9, oo s 7 IAHT TFA-
gferdt F adf strean 1§ 9w T 27
frazs F&w fF 47 oqd & fwi & fa
agfera 44 &) wraa aweEE war o &
aferes & s ar wAdw W@ ot @
afeser sF) 91 #7980 T F o
gRIT e wET § qEraT v g, fopEwe
AFAIT FT IMITaZ NTAF T A Frar
¢ TEwTIWET AR g s AWE Sl
1w, 91z 29 7 Afqw, &t g9 F @w
faad & & a=i7 799 &, wigr wigw I
wdaw §, 4497 5ed & v wigm aw
T TEA-TAT 8 § F FT TG F AHT
st o gwi? vz wgraa s fyar
i 7l FEET AT |

ITENTE (S WAL WAt @) ¢
g ar aga fateds &1

ot T o gHifaT  @sr #%
TOE | AT o7 AT 7€ | 95t 9
THET AVFE T F AT KT AT FaAY,
agi ag W ww fw 9w w9E e
EFIT T qZTR AT THAT | AMTHT HA-
ar ¥ fag ga w9t Wi F1 v &7
GEI AT AN Fe g B s srer
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dfasi & wewet 2, 91 AW IAH ww=i 2
fF swai o1 fafaa drg g wid) & @i
A1 A IaF O A9 F HET 97, TN
Fry, 3941 f@gua ®1 T@FET ITHT T
& &1 sndll, EF AT W A AP fw
Wi gAY AT W 9T T FE, a9 97
qRFT gza &1 sz wler @ 0@t qiF
F7 f97d zwdr 891 & =T @ S
AT AT § 9% T AT |

za?t @@ 7 9 Fga Tgwm oA
EHIL /AT & o aeArs faq 0 2 ol
Me= A sTa s sF 21 ¥
At A RMITWR AT AF w74 @
FH TASAE T £ F1T AT aoqre Farr
# ¥ T areAg swiEr g g0 o
sgafa &1 @ 7 wgw e 2z @@ 37
F1 AT T0H AFT AT ZT NG, 7
F49 § 47 AGAT 2 | FHIC 90 F AT
w1 & 1T FgA 2, gAF 399 Wy fw owr
Figaw g g e fefr dndfr o
HIST TR 1 F AT A4 AFHAl, vH Hw
TE qTHIT Fq47 A4} F 47 Ay a7 a7
A% afqas ar s feefom & 18
#%3) i frmer 7Y wwer | s A g

| W, A, w1 WY 'R sy

qrAe & |

fay uF ay fogziiz & g3 & =
a1 3| gers A W famr # oy
wanfy & aveAEl § sww gwre fudn
dadl a7z &, w90 & oF wdar g
Fgr o {5 F TgET W@ g av a7z
14 w¥ gu A@fawi w1 fiw & At ¥
Alerar 9 at agi 9 AT HR A9
w7 & 19 W31 9 5§59 gWiw am
g, afafFar, fadt st awwe &
IF TNAT F IFFT H AT T3 ) 39
e fe zw g3 am AT amm dl ¥
T o 9 f& ogw feaw gow § o
qeftndt g #1 ey & fely &
fargeart wrar # a7 wwT A W 9r
AV T I HFATT § AW gWLT dar
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Ft StAA F IAAT AT H WA Far g
AN ZAE HAT & AT T FEATA  HOH
Afa®i A duslt & @ @ F oaE
fradt savmea ard 2y vt & sra s
# AT AT F ABAU T F FEAT Argan
Z f wr§ 0l swaear gt wmEn el
f& a1 F st ot maaT: fGfew w9y
qEA TL AR 1F 3, I 7 ATy sl
g1 s ak 37 § g aftadt asdred
T Enft AT FW A Arwr 9T AT I9;
T | gafa & qam oA g fe
HYHIT T I AT A AT F AT A0
AFEuAr A faw 4 fF &0 &
FeAAN TAT 9T A¥ S AW F A7 S qor
Ft qrar AW | Iw oy Gl o s
T ATA9EF & T a97 Ta & Fw
et %1 awmat & @7 aT 9T F ar
adft @ fedl 7t wwmw £ wWg A
fagre & drar g1 ar sdsfige 47, fowae
FT TAM! &1 4T AZZG F1, 9 5902 A1
feedt aae 3 & | Al s F fevdt A
1T FEaT § a1 7 95T &1 W & g
g fwag fedt udr @vft wifgn f o
et fafe § (et srg @ 38 fardt
FEl W AT HMT A AT wredr F
ferat i @Y 3% 3 w27 WA 1 7 ofe-
13 fzedt & qa & adf g 1 P et a0y
AT AT WARGT 2 AT T A g 1 ar
W oo o s F fao w15 7w
gd g srfge, aear wrer FT 9o
ArqEt o TE & | qrar AT qarw qza
T ) AT WY AT AT a7 b wig ww Ay
WIERT AT A7 @1 F 9@ afew sa o F
qrt @1 e F e arar # a1
fasrea & am 77 =i @ suedr i
Arerar wE fear | qwi gard w3 o WA
9% ST FAwAr Af A1 | Ay aw g
AR | A I WG 0 UF qoF Ry
TET AT AT FT AT | IA X HAT A1
FOOT FTRA FATAT | IX X FEr R A o
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A E A AR I & w9
o &g 3w A qwen 410 ar ww 9w A
S8 & F 4L am awendt 41 3w ¥
WA I A w7 e v o A
2T FY wrEwt fawan fear s oo o
B 12 AT TG TEH T | Ay wiar w0
HET FE ACAAT A7 A & | oy oy qe-
T AR F1 aF aF gwwd ¥ o
afard wmdt & s 29 arar #7 wfa
ard 7Y vadt | azaeET F fowr wr
W & A Fafewr e a qanit 2§
el g v swowndt Sgfern & oqm
s, Afgas geeear &t TR 97 gwiT
IR 91 | A6 A 07 syEr T
TE R

R qAA TAENT FT g F
AT AT ATEANE H AT ST F A7
TG H AR T BF | 0 s
HEAT St 14 7S A A Y A o zfrm
%aagﬁ‘fﬁm%amﬁﬁmm%
SEALT Y AT H 0§ 0 Ay
W Ty A B wwwAl g o
TAEArEt § e o @ s wem A
gfmn & fll wem & 2wy welr fo
AT S &% {54 § a7 aga &1 fafaw
SFEAT T G GACE | F g o w-
T A T AT o 3G fw qwi dfawy &
Ferey oY St &y &, siv s & faw qs
AT & I H A AT FAAY (2 ot
ST TG AV ST FALT T A @iy §
W F AT A0 | AT 97 TEG a1 99
N GAT FAN F aw F FF qmaei
fei @eomy &, famar eenae @ o
AZ FLUA AT AT T agway o
g F sit wferi & aordis e w2
ST & fAed s <2 & ar sy w ey o9
®IET 9T AT F A AFT I A ey
€1 98 uF 78 v ITEr F ¥ wwar
g T 3% & gt dw A qeen o
AHT 93 =@ AT F e ga Ay T8t
T ALY AEAT | F 7w fAw wgar g fy
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T 1 ga< afafq & & srar sy A @
F @ w1 agrar i fE agr g aam
Fiat 9% HFe # 1% A7 g fadaw |
az AAT T T AT AT |

=M F A ey Fr I g,
faard wdf S T 1 F awaa g &
a7 gwi” faa ww afefeafy faaa smdh
3 sfqad adf Y %7 W F1 49
Astam w2AT Fifz1 1 A7 AT UEF 9T
F1§ @0 A A MF AFEAT T &
fag & wgm & o aw *rf food
Y E | AR T oA &0 sEedr
7 fFam wdl o7 & vw Gw IH
% § A6 AN, ©E A ITH 25 AIA
Y &1, g qiw w0 71 AT 22 AN &AL,
guarfrr ft o A dmd WA
5 0FG-EAL ZT 1 UAH-5H{ET &, ar
ArAwaT g1, fper 7w w1 qe1 7 oar
FAt &/, Fa7 TGTA qAT F F2T T2 A
iE F1 qZ0 75 T4 UF THIC F @ AT
g U 9T a%z 7, AW awor 2y a1
wq & qFFe & @ fau gl adf
gmia ©7 g7 nfgr ) W A W g
AT q FEAT AT UF T AT FHEAT
g FifE w5 AT AW A AWM
gqs 7 2 | A 20 AT ®Y A aw@ «
WEEW TCW@IE | TW W7 @ g0 A
g o g W # qrer ¥ fau
74 #1 fawgare qwe | dw 3 qeE
fqw fom were ve fasgare g #1
1% w7 AR 77 IW WHET H FH
figrwdrz W faw § agm f&
FOETT LT AT w91 7 I9 i awt
firr A%Z & argar g1 @ & gWIT AW
w0 s frarn & A e 9T
T g o @ fF 3w @s gar &
qeY @A e sz T w@r g |t o
sgwETAE & &9 1T agq vl /v 4 nE
faw g qTw( T F AOHAT FEA[ F
zg 1 arga faerr #ar s @ o 9w
i ot Ft £ &1 9w A T AN IA
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YRawmma e & Ak a9 Fw A
ATAT T A T A2 AW AT FY T
FT AT TEAT F | AfFT 77 "L
Hem A agg i 2 =0 #Y Ayean
TN T AT § A1 T o o oty
AT, IMEE AR ITEE AT
Sar & ot 9T qfr g€ T am W
§ ATE AR F Fg F47 q@A § A% Ay
Y e & 45 @WIE

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR

ALI KHAN) : Now Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. You
know the time is up.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) :
Yes, yes, tbat Twill see. Mr. Vice-Chairman,
in the third reading...

SOME HON.*MEMBERS :
tomorrow.

oY TAATEW : CAITT HAIF HIET |
i a9 T F |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
AU KHAN) : We want to finish this. It is ' a

very simple matter. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, I will
give you five minutes.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : No, Mr. Vice-
Chairman. There is no question of five
minutes. We can continue this tomorrow.
Honourable Members do not want it. They are
tired. Anybody is tired with the lobbying that
is going on.

Tomorrow,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALI KHAN) : This is a very simple matter.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : We shall save
your time by not speaking, Mr. Vice-
Chairman. Honourable Members are also
tired. Surely they are tired, but I am not tired,
as you know.

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY (Andhra
Pradesh) : We will continue tomorrow.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALT KHAN) : Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, I will give
you five minutes.

sit TrwATCtqe : g g qra fawe
g ay o v ¥ fav gz sifey g

- - &,
Fiife A3 @re oft 91 @ g, FUET S
e 2 % \ “Interruptions)
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AN HON. MEMBER : Mrs. Yashoda SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY : Yes,
Reddy will not speak. we wiH speak. Tomorrow.

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY :

You cannot say nobody wiH speak. I
will speak.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALI KHAN) : They have not given their
names,

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY :1
will speak.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
ALI KHAN) : You have not given your name.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Mr. Vice-
Chairman, they have not come to the
opposition not to speak. Have they come not
to speak ? It is quite clear that they have not
come to the opposition side not to speak. So,
tomorrow.

SHRI RAINARAYAN Yes,
tomorrow.

THE VTCE-CHntMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN):Is it the

pleasure of the House ?
HON. MEMBERS : Yes, yes.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Everybody is
saying that.

[HE VICE-CHALRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): The House
stands adjourned  till 11 o'clock
tomorrow.

The House then adjourned at four
minutes past five of the clock till
eleven of the clock on Wednesday,
the 19th November, 1969.



