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[The Vice-Chairman]

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

1, Shri M, Anandam

. Shri Anant Prasad Sharma
. Shri Gurumukh Singh Musafir
. Pt, Bhawaniprasad Tiwary
. Shri (G, D, Pande

Shri T, Chengalvaroyan
Shri Sundar Mani Patel

. Shrimati Sarla Bhadauria
Shri Kalyan Roy

Shri Thillai Villalan,”

The motion was adopted.
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THE INDIAN SOLDIERS
(LITIGATION) AMENDMENT
BILL, 1968

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE
STEEL AND HEAVY ENGINEERING
(SARDAR SWARAN 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 procee-
dings are intended to be brought within
the purview of the facilities that are afford-
ed to the Defence personnel in matters of
litigation, The only concession that is
granted under the scheme of the parent
Act is that if asoldier or a sailor or an
airman is unable to attend Yo 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 prin-
cipal one being thatin the original Act
only suits were mentioned and the expres-
sion 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 tke present amendment the
intention is that those tribunals and those
proceedings which are judicial or quasi-
judicial in character should also be conduc-
ted 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
bas 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 pre-
sent stage, Historically this is an old legis-
lation 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 rela-
tion to Pakistan and also on the Chinese
frontier, Instead of specifying in the Act
itself, power is being taken that Govern-
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 availa-
ble,

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 princi-
ples that no decision should be taken
against a person ex parte, And in this par-
ticular case, if a particular person is serv-
ing the country and is at a far-flung place
where probably even letters do not reach
in the ordinary course and when he is pre-
vented 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 yence the courts will not
pronounce decisi ns which might prejudice
them,

This is the solc basis behind this enact-
ment and I hcpe that this House will
unanimously ac ept this because this is
recognising in a small way their special
difficulties,

There are on: or two verbal amend-
ments which hav= been necessitated beca-
use leave to intr duce this Bill was granted
by this House more 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 somr : verbal changes which
I will move whe 1 the relevant provisions
‘of the enactmen are before the House,

T he question w s proposed,

st wAREy @ (fagk) o swawr-
@ "R, W 1w A A o wwar
Eafmr d Mg § r ga wenr 7t 7
fomdn & avi 3w %97 safai ok
W A et ¥ ddw d A
TR 94 f2w# i1 & v waa P s
A 3T O qfrare & wF o W
¥ 3%t gafeaf & day § fagww A
& % wafeafs & e ax & et &
FTGEH A ¢, q vdr g gy
giit 7 fSed mwacwt fof e o3
wfaw <t av # srerang 989 | § wamAr
BAEIW & 1501 dfs ¥ fe @@
Afrar g o d I A wr F fag
T & a0 wa A w7 F fad dae §
U AT A OE B A gl
AT ATITAF & 76 &, T @wwerar g ag
TF AT Fdaw d ¥

qbrr & frefrge faafed F g
IEai g & fSa 2w 9 @ 5l F eara
afa & e di e T 2 39 &
# argar § &f it & oie o fawwai
AT TLFR T 7T A AR g fram
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w9 I T Y AT sqAEAT § A A
ot g3 gt R AR qAFT FT e
AT qAE q@T | § Ty WA FT e
W AR @ i ged za am A e
T & 5 g% g 2 W quieErdy syaedr
FIAT ATET & AR AAISATEY sqazey &7
AR @aRar FT 1 AR AT g&ni‘
24 1 §fw gmew & wud) 719 9zfq 7
fagmar arfy s1dt &, 812 T a8 ywmA
#T glagrsii @ FH a7 wEw 9w g
qfF swmat M fafew det & o
e &1 @fer um wErIEE
2w & wiax qfawl d B @R w9
sFATt ¥ @19 F o1 wew gwr T,
T8 { aragr & fezmiw @ o ST
T & GrU A9 glagrel § qAT H
Y, TT AT =L A i 7S AT )
T F a9 9z F gug 97 4y fF
o afF Trae sEedr § e 9 @ @t
O a1 FT A, IF 4 qg A A
378 A0 7F g€ R IWA FqA &F
iy FreAEgT v 7 I @ B e
A ardy o, 9=t A sl A, & oIEt
gAY 37 ¥ 97 SET § I3 | A,
81z AR ag, AfFT enqgre 7 g9 7 AW
qaga aa A g o fF g &
#9g 7 aga SATET sgwEd g #
anzar g fee ot du & gfwe wefd
7 AT F gEaT Fi s ger arfgd
at A A g qw & dfrw &
fawrm @ qg fastz #1 q=1 v, 3@
=S FY T Fgg & 5 gt W™
SECRUIE: e L i S FA S A
IR AT &1 e 2q AT AT &
i< wr Ifaa sqagic A& @ wre
AT FFAZ F AT A A{gFTT, AN
Flaurd faerfy =ifed ag qeg ) fawr @
g aftw argr? N9 fowad § 1 4 wgAT
gawi g o gfe sy wfed
W TET T qAT g ag @ AT A

7 W 7ot v 99, a3 7 wAga g | B #R B owrw W B BF daw
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[#N === 7]

A g IAH 93 nfen Tt F wwEd A
qfare agré 9 | & dwar § fr o
AEME WAT 4G dgar § Ay 9gA qgal
g 7 afea<t 1 @Y fF sfas agar 2
AT BIZ Wit 41 agq w9 ST g
B2 gf9at %7 g9, g9, €9 waT a9
TE 9T fF g o2 dfvwl A 9
TR H AT A AW R 1 A e i
TIAT AT A TF FAWT § AG g
arfed | A F it wr sfyw g
A e | w7 78 AT F e
gfaar faely § @Y 57 @i & G
wig et s g wifgd + gy @
ot wfew Fdira § SAF @ T
B2 §fa% #1 faoiw exim <@y 9@ A
9 gAaar § frga? S ¥ df ¥ o
sgfeai & na ¥ 3a@rg wawi 5 3@ 2|
# GO A N IqA & F g, &
ot arelig gfee & anfrasi & @A &
AR WA & MW H, W F, AwrD |
ALEAT B E; TAF AT H 48 WA
st fof o sredTa 9 & i 2w WS
arg €, TAF H0 ¥ wrsAT . \e
g QITHT F1 waEe FAT I3, o
¥ gfr w7 W swaw W fagar ag
Seifea gin, fSaar a0 wdew sS4
g I € gt A A A sawedn
SQUEIT NS g1, g AT I A IIAT
& saiar faafaat & g & qar g%
@it A @ faw &1 wmg w3 gu
sra F<ar g fr afast ar ot W @)
frard €, Aelad & SAF wEy § W
@t i A smew FIT 4 gW AT
TAF LHTATT &I 1

M, M, 1, A,

| VAFTEA (IAT T2T)
F 3H AW 9T W fagaw F1 gax
gfafod W 9= 1 SoeT @ o
FFar g |
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IaARTERE (o} HFAT HAt ;) : AL
FAiTE wyarT qT 'Q’\T AT i| I am not your
adviser, You refer to me the motion, It
5 a ljttle late,

o YmATCaw : “fazw q } AfFA
FeSTAREA] 9€ AE & | H e AR ™
faer 9% 3@ 737 ag@ W g A< a8 wgJ
WA | 9 %9q afFF F @ q
€9 a1 qrqd gfee w@ av A, gl
gfie @ adv | gwfed g dwmd
| frai ord f5 zmar fodee w9 W
AT JI7 |

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 2 whole to the Armed
Forces in this country, I 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 secvice 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 necess-
ary to have the Indian Soldiers (Litigation)
Act, T am not criticising the Government
but I am only suggesting to the Govern-
ment that the Indian Soldiers Litigation
Act requires large-scale revisions, modifica-
tions and amendments, and I am not sur-
prised 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 i8 extended from the civil
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court to the triburials, and when a soldier
entitled to the berefit of the provisions of
this Act is havinga litigation affecting
him, not only in : court but also in a tri-
bunal 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 last ten years we have witn-
nessed larger and larger numbers of admi-
nistrative tribunzls, exercising quasi-judi-
cial 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 tribinal or other authorities
before which such litigation would be
pending and in respect of which litigation
the provisions of the parent enactment
would cover, has to be specified by the
Central Governrient by notification in the
official gazette. [ do not know whether
the Governmen have thought over this
matter. This, ag iin, is a matter which has
got to be taken in consultation with the
States with r:gard to various State
legislations. I dc not know, Sir, what sort
of spade work b s been done by Govern-
ment in this bet 1lf. If nothing has been
done this would result in further delay,
and I would onl~ request the Government
at this stage to 1void any delay in the
specification by the Central Government
by notification it regard to the tribunals
or authorities wliich would be covered by
the provisions ol’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, T 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 be ing attained and probabaly
it was so becaus: we did not hear any sort
of discrimination as such against the naval
personnel or ary particular hardship re-
sulting to the
since the Act is being amended it is good
that the extensicn of the provisions of this
Act to naval pesonnel is being done by
an amendment tself,

The third thig that has been done in
this Bill is to exiend the provisions of this
Act to soldiers, already available under
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which may be declared, such benefits are
now being extended also to soldiers work-
ing in remote operational areas. Here,
again, Sir, these remote operational arcas
have to be specified by the Central Gove-
rnment, 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 pos-
sible of consideration if the Bill had gone
to a Select Committee, with power to the
Select Committee to go into the provi-
sions of the parent Act itself, are these,
This is 2 matter which really does not
cover merely soldiers working in war con-
ditions or soldiers working in an emer-
gency 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 isa factor which has to be
reckoned particularly in the matter of
filing written statements and counter-sta-
tements etc, It may be, Sir, that a parti-
cular 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-sta-
tement, 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

war conditions, and under an emergency i civil and criminal litigation, are able to



399 Indian Soldiers

[Shri K, Chandrasekharan]

resort to the provisions of this free legal
aid and get counsels appointed for them
at the cost of the State to defend litiga-
tions which they have got to have in
courts of law. T 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 arrange- |

ment 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 emo-
luments 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 con-
ditions and the pay that other services in
Government receive. I would, therefore,
suggest that free legal aid should be
available to the soldiers.

SARDAR SWARAN 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 T greatly
welcome, T 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 I would
appeal to the hon, Members that let us
place this on the statute book, and the
other suggestions can be examined separa-
tely, Thank you,

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

““That the Bill further to amend the
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 considera-
tion of the Bill,

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

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH :

Sir,
1 move :

‘“That at page 1, line 4, for the figure
‘1968’ the figure ‘1969° be substituted,”

The question was put and the motion wag
.adopted.

[RAJYA SABHA]
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Clause 1 as amended, was added to the Bill

Enacting Fourmula

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir,
I move :
“That at page 1, line 1, for the

word ‘Nineteenth’ the word ‘Twenticth’
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,

st T@AAN : A, TAR THERE
FT1 7T g0 ?

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,

5t TAHAIRS : T UASHE TG
ar &ifqw

Y watdiT g@Ig AAF (I HIW) ¢
CERA U EARCAR- S

St RS ;o) fEr § 9d &

AT ST gAT § |

o% RAAE d@Ed ;. WA @ TEd

gV |

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH
I move :

Sir,

**That amended, be

passed,”

the Bill, as

The question was proposed.

st TmAREme : osftwd, A @gg &Y
qGEE F qiT Fg W g fF garw &t
U g AAEA A7 IqW ST €
yrgz #T f@ar 1 ag ag 91 f& s
gz afafa § W« fear oo o ol &
ara fr saT afafy gaar ofcfe w o Tgr
a¥ Aar 15 fev ¥ awe wae wfafy
|y Fedd @t 99 2 0 S ot waw ¥
| gewifad azer A1 99 TR AEO @7
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AT AT F AT (AT FFHGH SO A
G B AT WGF 1 1925 F JIF AT
gW owad @ §3w 9 % AN
fafma #37 & fort weqq & oY guay g
HTGT IT QAT A (R TAF A | Stiar
Fgq wiAAF gr war g | gafav 7 o
oY FEIT AT AT AT HAT WERF
=9 fadas @ qwaf gg § 9rgq A 9 39
®q &1 wafrg o=@ gAR §WEA
AT AT, AIT AL T JAFT ®F AIE FT
fgar | ogt aF AW M & 98 T HST
21 ¥ gfvag & 1Y ar FifF gl w&y
A 7 fF 3w av fFaT fear s 9E
q97 AH A B g 2 TR 8w ua
¥ § fr zawy e wfafa /8 wsir S
ag qar 1 99 TY & @R 49 39 guy
77 T f@ar ar, R wF § IqHT IAA-
Ffadt F aff seam ) F S@ivw z9 &
frde Fem & 17 9T gfa=t & fag
agfaaa 37 & €r@ai AT g6 O F
afeqss § o ar w@AAE Fdr ST ST
afeqeh Tas) &1 F#41 A8 w0 fF s
gAIT g #naT 3 qEray @ g, topewe
AFGLY F T05E ATAF T ST v

¥ oW WAy aAr § 1 s WG SEl |

srzw, A1g 249 7 Afaw, o g9 & @
faad & & a7 OF £, TG FIIC ITHT
qHiae §, 339 T Fed § (% W7 W
AWT ZGA-309 & W & FTH FT TE § AT
et fF gwIt g2 werag g—ra fon
" TEr I AT

SgewieRs (s WAt el @) ¢
gg av 7zq fafezz &

) TRAR@AT ;. FHIACH T FX
@i g 1w 9T wAE AgY | SEh Ay
THFT ATFE FA N FY ASH I AT FEY,
ggiag W 77 f& 9w AT @Y
TRT F X AT ZFI(T & | AMTHR! GA-
e ¥ T gw yod W9 F G F
WEIAFATaw gl v awer
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afral § am &, S WS Swd ==t @
fr siwai #r frgfaa €9 g siidl § st
AT IFF W AT F HYIT 9T, IR
FH, ITFI fGIAT FT ITGFT ITH G
Tg & sidh, TwF e § § wgw fE
TANT 7E ST 27 9T AR FI, 99 {1
qRFT gga & Az wfger 7 ot @ig
F7 fud gurd 497 F T I A
FENT AT § a8 T AT |

gadY ara 7 48 Few Agw fF QY
FAT AFT & AR Ao e ¥ 2 ek
St e BT A ST T EH T Sy
A AR F AT AT g2 F T @
FH JACAT T 2 AT Y gears sy
# g SHH qaEETg SAEl g 0 s«
sEafs &1 A1 7 AEAT 6 TZ ERF T
F A1 TR AFT HIG T ATE, B
FIT { 49T IFAT 2 | SR Q0 F AT
T § AT FZY §, gaN 378 v fF ot
Tigar gEr g fE fa @d ok
ATG! 1T BN FT &1 A AFA, N GF
g FYHIT AFYT TG A A A1 a7 qw
aF wafqds ar wa¥ feodfom & +1%
#6) 1T frFer 7EF aFAT 1 HT Y -
AT &, oA, e oY % & SruTd
AT 7 |

zafag us qY fopedie & g7 & 5w
g @ gerg o W fawmr 7 oy
swgnfa & qaergl § sowi seae fadr
dadi a7 ag & 597 fF o adar gud
Fer a1 fF & AT T FIAT AT 9T TAR
14 AY g afawi Y A & QoA
[erar a5 @1 Fgh 9T AT F9Y AT
TFT 8 a9 @ 0 5 wp @ ang
g, afafraad, gshardl g awmr &
IT TN H TFFT A WF TS| I
g fr oW @y AmWre E ¥
Fdf arra 4 f5 gw fFae goT § o=
qofien gl aTEIT F1 fw & fed &,
fegeardY wrar § ag 9T Wl 4947}
B AT AR A<t ¥ A gl @ar
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[ <r@arcrao]
F oqar § gAdr Arar § @A war g
AT ZArd AFT B g3 IS AHAVT  qW
Sfawi 8 duey § Fr@ wwy g AN
frqdt Saveed @rs gy At & sre e
¥ ot [T F AFAA T | § FEAT AGAT
g fr w18 qd sxaear @ TR fed
R daT F srRae Y qgga: fafow sl
AIETA 9T T & §, I A At qet
N waar 97§ Ag FAd sl
af QY g AW A HAT 9T GIU q97
@ 1 gafae & garg 3 wEa §
TR I@ q2 TECAT A A7 F AT 75
aaE ot amad fow 8 fF s &
FoTaw 71 9T S 9 QW7 § 9g 9 /W
£ sror @A | SAF fag fEedy &0 A
21 qraeaw § W AT W FY WAl
ferdt #1 gEAd § AT T W F ar
quft T ferdt # @Amy £ =@ Ag
fagre 1 drar v ar SAuaw A1, fgaraw
FT AT &Y a1 AZI1@ FT, T g AW
ferdt marer 7@ § | AT w7 A Tl A
qIT FEAT g a1 § 98 g1 g & Aral
gt ag fgedi o gt =ifgn fF &
g fafy ¥ fodl sra @ @ Rl
8T S AT T HIAT A HrEf H
fargt st @t 3% 9 FET W@ | F qfe-
ais fa=dt ¥ o1 & 7 § 1 Fow ferd
aTy ST gEAdY & Sux s@ H g A
wmy fau s qewd ¥ Ao T AR
ad Y WRY, ATAT WG AT A
qrye g3 TEY & | AT9T A AT qEA
qer & | AT FY AF Farar A1 6 S q@ w1
AT ATAT AT Y F 9g afcw A q
Freran &1t F fw s § oA ) we
famey & @z AY @ g Auer #
AT wE fRar | gt gard oge & AR-
AT FYS gHEFAT A AT | FG A HE
Ty | Y 39 qFT qFA uF agH! feardr
qeT S AT FT AT | I { JUAT 04

oo FTeq qarar | I {7 5 A w |
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Sl § | @ 3w & & f A A
Ht 13 Iq FY GAATIT | o wF IGA
99 F BT § A qT9 gAY @ IT F
BRT AT @arm T faar s fagar
3T g &1 Arewt fawa frar o st wa
g 12 99 987 9ET T | AT AI9T FT
N9T F1E ATHAT FoT ALY § 1 w7 o 4T-
FITAJA F q8 TS FFAN ¥ AU
sfrard w@dr & ot A wrar Fv qf|-
arg 78 w@d | ag g F famwr #
w2 & o fafew oo S et &0 F
wrgar § & sw o sefraa & g
stra, AAfaF aedaar Fv € A 98 TR
GEFIT 91T | qH 38 9T SR FEAT
agrg |

9 F AT ATEATE HT qATA 2
AR #4787 H AT Sy £ AF-
TATg { & AY FTGF g | 7 AT § e
T it F ara ATFE £ aY ¥ .7 BF gfa
F A AFH § g F A9 AR IG7H
AFTIL FT qEqTEl H AT EGH g ¢ &)
F1 X 77 {7 H wwdAar g f5 W
ageaTgl § faaar v § Igar waw &
g & fpel ew & g 3@ fag
FATY ST G G137 § 98 qGT & fwfasr
saear § qgr g g | F angm fw F -
q 9T FT AT ff 3@ fr agt qfF F
fog ot g 7% €, SY s & fag #O
FIT § ST #) 4T GHI AT (] AR
Y FUS AT T FAG F AW GO §
I F AT 390 § | 9T A [T ar 99
Y QT I B oagi ¥ g€ aeud ¥
fEam wowe 8, fFqar gez=e & @i
qZ HICAT AT AT TG AFqA H
2 fir oY wigat & a9diF wFR Wy g,
97 & faey o vad & ar s Afamor oy
TATAL T AT & AT o0 FT 7 A fowd
F 1 O uF A 7T I A § qwar
g ARET 97 & gAR W T AT 9T AT
AT 9T 3@ fAU F sm9 9@ F T
FgaT AL} FigaT) 7 zw faq =wgar § 5
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T =y ya< gfafa & & srar qrx o) gA
F whg FY ggrar i JfE agt I aAm
1A 9% FIC g i T @ fagaw H
qz qAT FTT i AT AT
@WFaaHam a7 I I g,
Ffqard wilf arar1 @) T anawr g B
o gais fag oo afkfeafa e srwf
2 wfgad @l &Y 57 W A TW
@ LA AET 1 9T GAF UG X
FE IV AN AT qFFAN FA &
fag & wgm & @ qw wrf
1 Z 1 GWR | I A AT
7 fFam wdl X & ©F @@ SH
JF F AW #Y, W1 98 IW (25 A
FY &), e |r@ T &Y ar 22 AT AT A,
gt efrr fr o ok dmd w9d &
FIS TFH-TAL 37 71 UFG-SrHIIT &Y, av
FEAFC g, FFer FAr@ F1 g F AT
&t F, 927 TYrA AAY F J2T I AR
T F7 FT FE TT UF TFR G @ AR
a7 ST qT dwe Y, fagw swor g1 @Y
I & gHEet 57 & faw s adi
oI w9 § gt mfgw ) 5w A Wi
JFT T FEOT AR TF NT AR Fgam
g FfH AS FATT IW AT AW
AT AL | F 2@ Fa T AWSY A §
WEgE FCEE | 3@ FT 3@ gU W
=g fF @eFe W oW ogrem & fag
Fqd &1 fREAarT q9A | W AT G F
fau foa g#1T vh fama a@r F
W T AMfRT 98 97 GFT § FH
afi X g @ faw 7 =wgm f
FTER JA TR1ed F1 a7 &3 g@ & agt
firw A% § ArgET Y W &) gAT W
w1 Stiga fawrT d saar  fawear #ie
Freas g T & F 3§ w1 5o aqr &
7Y @Al fF FE TG &1 T 5
HTAITA(E § T 1T J2@ gAY ar 7 SaF
fau Fea qIFi L FT qERg Fe F
3@ FT A1gy fawrT #ar F3@T § AR I
gD FN TN swAFAAIW
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TR amm @ § ak 7 3w &
AT FT A T a8 M| JHIAT F7 ALY
FT EAN T@AT § | @fFd qF FFR
ffeam & aga arfgT 1 z@ A WyzAT
AT gF AT @ R T4 oy 7z fawefy,
TRAF, TG AR 9TH awr
FFAT F ST R g€ B Tm qw
¥ & @R g Fg d47 Agar § R ey
FY ATAT & &5 W@IE |

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

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

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

SOME HON*MEMBERS : Tomorrow,
tomorrow,

& ARATIAW : CFIET ATF  ATST |
T a9 7 € |

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN) : We want to
finish this, It is 'a very simple matter,

Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, T 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,

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 ALI KHAN) : Mr, Bhupesh
Gupta, I will give you five minutes,

=Y TIRAATAN : qAT 7 g fame o
Faw @ ot 79 ¥ faw 98 wifesy gy
Fiife AT iy ff 97 @ &, TWRT off

= @ % \ {Interruptions)
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AN HON. MEMBER : Mrs, Yashoda
Reddy will not speak,

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY :
You cannot say nobody will speak, I
will speak,

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

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY : I
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, .
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SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY :
Yes, we will speak. Tomorrow,

SHRI ~ RAJNARAYAN Yes,
tomorrow,

THE  VICE-CHIRMAN  (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN) :Is it the

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

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Every-
body is saying that,

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (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 1g9th November,
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