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1.00 P.M.

THE DISPLACED PERSONS CLAIMS AND OTHER LAWS REPEAL BILL,
2004

T8 WATerd ¥ 1w w3t (st Anfdres v M) : weley, # weara aar g fo
feenfia safth grar 1A, 1950 3R P o= TR &1 FRET S dTel g
R IR a1 g |

The question was proposed

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, it is one o'clock. This is a
very short Bill and if there are only a few Members who want to speak, we will
sit for 10-15 minutes and finish it. We will be adjourning for lunch up to 3.00.

SHRI FALI S. NARIMAN (Nominated) : Sir, | would like to say a few
words on this Bill.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Bachani, no time is allotted for
discussion on this Bill. So, you can just take a few minutes because it is a
Repeal Bill.

SHRI LEKHRAJ BACHANI (Gujarat): Sir, | request the hon. Minister
that the Displaced Persons Claim Act of 1950 may not be repealed through
this Bill, and it should be extended, at least, for two years because so many
cases and appeals are pending under this Act in Gujarat and Rajasthan. Even
in Jammu and Kashmir, so many persons are displaced and they are residing
in other States. Their claims are pending there. They are on the street and no
provision has been made for them in this Bill. Therefore, | humbly request the
hon. Minister to be kind enough not to take any hasty step to repeal this Act
and extend this Act, at least, for 2 years so that the pe/sons who have left their
immovable properties worth crores of rupees in Pakistan-still some of their
cases and appeals are pending with the competent authorities-are able to get
their claims. Those Claim Officers, Regional Commissioners and other officers
have been given civil court powers to decide these cases. Therefore, if this Act
is repealed, then, all those claimants and appellants will go home. Then, there
will be no forum for them to submit their claims. If any alternate arrangement
or legal arrangement is made, then it can be said that something is being
continued for those persons whose claims are pending. Therefore, | humbly
submit to the hon. Minister that he should take pity on those displaced persons
who have left their parental houses, immovable properties, State and country
and
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whose claims are pending in different States of our country. Even in my
district of Banaskantha and Kutch, there are so many people who are
agriculturists. The Government has given them land, but still their cases are
not finalised. Sir, | would not take much time of the House. Here, |
would like to give even my example. For the land which my father left in
Pakistan, the claim was sanctioned, yet we have not received the claim
amount from the Government. Sir, for the persons who had left India and gone
to Pakistan, there is a pool and from that pool the claim is being paid. We
know that the cases of displaced people from Jammu and Kashmir are quite
pitiable. Those people have no businesses of their own and they do not have
houses of their own. So, at least, we must do some justice to these people.
The Government should do something for these people. Sir, heavens will not
fall if this Act is extended for another two years. If this Act is repealed through
this Bill, then these displaced persons will be left in the lurch. A grave injustice
would be caused to those poor people who have suffered so much. Keeping
that in mind, | request the hon. Minister to please take pity on those persons
and extend the Act for another two years.

Sir, without taking much time of the House, | would request the hon.
Minister to instruct the concerned officers to dispose of the pending cases and
appeals of these displaced persons quickly, For this purpose, this Act should
be extended, at least, for two years. The pending cases of the displaced
persons from Jammu and Kashmir should also be finalised early. In this way,
justice would be done to these people. At least in the Upper House, we can
consider this thing in the larger interest of the people. We should not make
decisions in haste that will cause injustice to anybody. Thank you.

DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA A. HEPTULLA (Rajasthan): Sir, | just want
to know from you one thing. The Minister has moved a motion to repeal the
Bill. But he didn't give any reasons as to why he wants to repeal the Bill. In all
the cases of withdrawal or otherwise, whenever they bring in a legislation, they
have to give the reasons for it. Since this is the property of the House, even for
withdrawal, they have to give reasons. He should give proper reasons as to
why he wants to withdraw it.

sielt | IIRET (PRIA) ;3 W ST AR wve — Rdld @
l...(aET)...

208



[7 December, 2004] RAJYA SABHA

IU[ATIRT : ITHE 3N ATeotged H T 7T 8 | MY F© TR Bl a8
1 PIRTT Rifes WeHe 3 ifeiaey ¥ feced <1 18 2 | 31T e fagsr ax @ &,
WIS R 4T 3119 & B d1e Il H8 a1y |

e W3t § oy wA (s Wi J1@ Mide) - SUiT wEIey; ST
HEH HEIGY + SR AR UfTeH] Ui & aR 4 911 8 b ...(agm). ..

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Home Minister will come and reply.
But let us complete the discussion. ...(Interruptions)... The reply will be given
by him. Let us complete the discussion first. ...(Interruptions)... In the
Statement of Objects and Reasons it is given. But let us complete the debate.
The Home Minister is coming at 2.30 P.M. He will reply to the debate. Will that
be all right?

DR. (SHRIMATI) NAJMA A. HEPTULLA: Sir, the Minister should say
as to what they want to do in the House.

Y i1 w19 MRS : ¥R, TR # sraet v & w3 favenfyd afhat
H 9P B BT AGAT B, favenfia il ol Grrast iR Yai4 e HT g
B AT faenfid @it q1d 7SI, 1950 & fa

([HTfd wEIeT foRiH g0)

AT TSt STy SRIATE! Bl o & oy o= 11 & a — ey favenfia <t
ST SAfAfE, 1950, fFrshT= Wi (geram o) i, 1951, favenfia afd (31d)
RS M, 1954 R favenfiq & (IR iR gaar) rfafm, 1954
Srferfes & forg by 1Y & | <7aT, Jarasil a1 §Adie & J&=I BRI a¥ 1970 & 3id da,
P R B QU Y I | 918 | TIehlferd Ud 519 iR YTd19 #3Terd (Yais fawmT) S
Ih g BRI & [ STRERIT A1, 7 W1 I8 Frsp [Fepret o {6 paet oSt — A &
S TrepT=T 28t 3R PV A Srerar Uil &7 FUSRT a1 ST aTe! o iR 59
TRITST & oY fohaT ST RET @3, B 1 |13 Ud 3fd (IS 3 9IS 3 &6 U 4
& o | frspr Frafial & vdy ¥ ey § faafer a & o dig WReR 7 S
ST & TS &) FA dNd 3 Y gRarfial 3l e & fore ddfa e
ITRHRI & A Wi AR O dda & forg nde fd & @ik vg WRaRi &1 f[afv=
Yot Qo7 # SRR fspia ardfal exaiaRd & < oY | 59 erawen # fye™ T8 &
g i FHRial R A s WRER & WA B IR S w9 H FH 6 faar o |
fger 7 ot 13 e wwitdl W A o5 ) IRAOS $9 H G B 3T o |
e 9 &) T3 frshra il iR | Bg IRGR & W A A I TRERT 6
BXAARYT 81 S & d1e 57 WRPRI §R1 I& a1 &1 18 fb I TfAfEl & siaia
M 74 31t Y faf =1 =mraerat
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TRIR U STTIB & | 339 3TTdT $rg IRBR b &1 1 I8 91q A1 ofs T3 2 fb <rareia
J HEfd 3 ATH T BT ST BTl BT IR TATHY STHIF b foTT IR — IR 9=
ARG TR B ...(FFH). .. ST7d Q Ya] Ioid1 & b 39 ....(&agM ). ..

it |t : AR T S, U e 2y, 3T SER SR SR Ugdhy AT

e 87
7} wIfoTen <1 Mfe : off |

i TR : A A1 UG gU S | A A1 BT Ageic gU B, A T IS §U B | 3T
3R P AT a6 © ?

37t A1fOTeR I1a MR < G ST, ST A 6E<T < g8 ...(Fae™). ..

it [Ty : AT AEAT DI STA19 Al IS HA S S | M9 ISR b A
P 3R Pl ITEd 8, Sl TeHS AT 3ffelded YIS I 4 T8l §, a8 a1 Hel
e & a1 e IR |

o} 71fOres N1a M : ST S | ... (FEH™). ..
i wamafey : §9 g fora |
=t A1fdrep 1 A @ Tl P 91e S/ S, g Al PRI R .

it FHTAfY : e T B IR B, IR WeHT AT Sifestacy T or=T & arafral
3R B 91 FHE1 aTed & % 78 e i ey e 32 &, aa1 g |

it TifdTe g MR : A2, S AIE A 2 |
fiaumufa : e |

SHRI RAVULA CHANDRA SEKAR REDDY (Andhm Pradesfi): Sir,
the Statement of Objects and Reasons was read out by the hon. Minister. |
would tike to put a few questions. How many cases are pending as of now.
State-wise and stages of the cases? According to the hon. Minister, there are
fraudulent claims that crores of rupees are being taken away by persons who
are ready not responsible for this, not eligible for this. | would like to know from
the hon. Minister how many bogus cases are registered and has any action
been initiated against those people who have indulged in these activities?
What will happen to the cases that are still pending after the Act is repealed?
Every precaution has to be taken to accept genuine claims; and genuine
claimants are given money. | would like to know ffom the hon. Minister what is
the status of the evacuee properties in Andhra Pradesh, particularly in
Hyderabad? All these things should have been narrated by the hon. Minister.
Apart from reading the Statement of Objects
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and Reasons which is already printed and circulated among the Members, Sir,
| would like to request, through you, that the hon. Minister should come out
with all these details. Thank you.

SHRI FALI S. NARIMAN (Nominated): Thank you Mr. Chairman, Sir. |
was only trying to draw the attention of the hon. Minister to 'two facts.
Paragraph 3 of the Statement of Objects and Reasons seems to suggest that
there are still a large number of claims which are the subject matter of pending
litigation in the court and it appears that this is an attempt to put an end to all
this because a large number of persons happen to be unscrupulous. But has
the Government seriously considered the information delivered by the State
Government as to how many are genuine claims and how many are
unscrupulous claims? This is my first point. Secondly, if you will please see;
the effect of the General Clause Act is that whenever an Act is repealed, all
pending proceedings continue, until and unless there is some specific mention
about it. Therefore, once your intention is to put an end to all these
proceedings in paragraph three of the Staterhent of Objects and Reasons, we
do not find any substantive provisions in the section itself saying that all
proceedings will now come to an end. You have to either make up your mind
with regard to this because the apprehension of all the Members is that all the
proceedings will come to ah end, whereas the General Clause Act says the
contrary. But your Statement of Objects and Reasons seems to suggest this
because there are unscrupulous persons. This should not happen.

Now, Sir, as a matter of fact, just one or other thing is that section 9
of tne Civil Procedure Code, really, as the Supreme Court has repeatedty said,
almost confers a fundamental right on every person to institute a suit, whether
the suit is a vexatious suit or a frivolous suit. He has a right to institute that
suit. No one can take® that right away. Therefore, there must be much more
data. And, at least, if the hon. Minister had circulated the recommendations of
the Care Group, perhaps, we could have got something .out of it. But,
unfortunately, we are totally unaware of what the Care Group, which is
mentioned in paragraph 4, has recommended. | would, therefore, urge upon
the hon. Minister to please consider this. The Bill could be moved a little later.
There is no hurry about it. It could be moved in the next session, if necessary.
And, you have to make some provision as to what you want to do with regard
to the pending proceedings; what you .vant to do with regard to future
proceedings. With regard to future proceedings, | would respectfully suggest
that you should
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make . "tear that the Act will stand repealed within a year from now. Then,
there is no difficulty. Everyone will file the claims, suits, etc. And, if they are
frivolous, they will be dismissed by the courts. But we cannot take upon
ourselves the assumption that they are frivolous because the State
Governments said ."It's frivolous". That's all, Sir.

it o Fream (WERTSY) : ATl i, achar Ry # St e 2, a1
TRE W I PR o fofY I8 faed 1 11 & | 39 9 o el &l 5id § g @7 o, Al g
Ry # fo@r gem ®, ¢ The major works of claims,compensation and
rehabillitation, more or less,have been completed.”"More or less’ &1 Hddd HIT
BT ? SHP] Aol U8 & b B BIol 3741 & | AT I8 BE & b completely, T a8 A
wes ff A fondt off sraTerd #, frdt it Trowr # @ifda 1€ ueT g ¥ | 3R More or
less &, A1 SIT ¥} AW A18d 7 dal {6 VAl IS STeadroll 981 81 A1y | 714
AT % 72 et &9 o o o, ofR e syaRen 9 S A &, S B &1 171
RE I R &R 31, 9P 918 3R $© HUS &S 8l T, IHSD 918 R $ &1d A
Y, & Gl 3 Y, bR ITdT USRI B9 S 2

FHTaf FEIed, § 48 W M § | 931 IR IRE 9 DRI 2 5 498 F o —
IR 984 AR Q¥ $l1P 8, T8t IR Ui & ST H, Wi | 3Td: @l 38 | §74
IRNTR VS 984 T IR &, 98] IR g AR I FGel FH1ST & T 84 © | 31T
ITh HAS Il 8 8, 31T Wl I Fold e I8 o, NSl I Sh] ISR &1 or & |
AR ¥R | TP 9gd Aeaqut ffes &, et 7m 2 <R erew | <R g &
fTQ TR TIBRRATT 7 19T o T, SeR B9 1 31U doid JT, offhd 39 aR |
JITST T I I F9e1 § T 37S 2 & o I8 R gree &R o & a1 718 |
I BTHW” & TR H UIHITT BT ST Feld AT, YRI ARE A I 1d DI WH [T 7T
T RN, YIBRA F BHR ¥ Bl WIBR 6T T T8 2 37q ISR &b S AHTaa! &
g, USTq 3iR SR — HIIR & ST AHATeRd] &5 §, A SATGT 8] &5 g1 gu & | v
faeell o =iel @le SR SISRRT 1T $T &5 dgd STGT JHIad garm & | U #, #_7 1
WRPHR A T&! (a9 2 [ 39 91 1 Acp1el I8i UR UTd PRI & o119, 397 91 7 59
TP BT U WIS AT ST, U QAT aReqT &1 Y, S/ AR |84, S {6 B
P 3 9¢ STHPR &, S8 Foler &1 b oFR a8 Rt {61 Se @1 &3 | &9 I8
T A1 91e RUT 81, A1 9 d1ar 3R {1 & U $© bl & (o1Q 8, [l &1 Bl
ST 81, A1 98 9 9ol &I, 39 [9a1 &b 3fTI, ARPR & FHeET, 3T — AT faTeldl 4,
T — ST I AXDBRI $ YT STHR I FhT 2 |

SHRI SHARAD ANANTRAO JOSHI (Maharashtra): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. Sirr | have gone through the Statement of Objects and Reasons
very carefully. And, | must say that | am really totally at a loss. The refugees
came in 1947-48. And, up to 1950, most of them had really arrived
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here. By 1970, it says, most of the work was done. And, after that the left over
was handed over to the SUte Governments for settlement. And, in the next
paragraph, it says, There are a large number of cases, now, pending with the
State Governments." A contradiction is involved in it. When we say that the
cases were largely closod. were these cases not there at all before 19707 Or,
did they come up later on? In any case, it is wrong that simply because some
of the cases are frivolous, fraudulent, even those who might be genuine
sufferers should be denied justice. The second thing that is not understood is
that if by 1970 most of the work was over, as far as the Central Government is
concerned, then the Acts, which are sought to be repealed, the Acts of 1950,
1951, 1954, relate to a date which is prior to the date of the transfer of the
particular administration of displaced people's properties to the State
Governments. Mr.. Chairman, Sir, | have a serious doubt. Without trying to
accuse any particular party, | would like to say that some local people are
trying to eye the properties that lie unclaimed, and, therefore, are in an
unseemly hurry to close the cases. What is necessary is that an instruction
should be issued to the concerned State that all these cases should be settled
within a specified time limit. If necessary, separate course should be adopted
for the purpose. But to simply say, in a very peremptory way, with the repeal of
the Act the cases will not go further, means that somebody must be trying to
pocket the property, which was left by the refugees who left for Pakistan and
this is something that needs to be taken very seriously.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD (Bihar): Mr. Chairman, Sir, | would
like to raise certain questions for the hon. Minister and would appreciate a
very satisfactory reply for this. These five enactments, which are proposed to
be withdrawn today, are not law simpliciter. They were basically designed as
an instrument to give a healing touch to a large mass of people who had
suffered pain and torture because of vagaries of history and partition in which
they had no role to play. This basic objective of these 4-5 enactments is
indeed very important. Can we say today that that pain has been completely
healed; it no more exists? | was going through the objective of it. | would like
to know from the hon. Minister this. A core group was constituted on 7"
February 2003 and the report was submitted in March 2003. That core group
is entitled to submit its report. But it is such a gigantic task of all India
ramifications, wherein a minute assessment is to be made as to whether all
the pending cases have been settled or not. How can such a great task be
achieved within a short span of one month? Therefore, a very clear query for
the hon. Minister is: Was any extensive
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survey done? Was the core group in possession of some kind of a report by
some expert agency, which knew the ground realities? We are absolutely in
the dark about it. Let us see it from one more point of view. Those people were
displaced from Pakistan. We have seen that, from Pakistan people of
eminence, having great properties, were forced to leave their premises and
they came to toil in this country. We know from our professional experience --
and | am sure, Shri Fali Nariman also knows --that many cases continued for a
long time. Merely because there is an apprehension that some heirs may
lodge false claims, it cannot be the basis for repealing the law altogether. The
apprehension of abuse or the possibility of filing a false case can never
become the basis for repealing any law. The subsequent query is, Mr. Minister,
even if there is one case in existence, what is the mechanism to settle that
dispute? Yes, clause 12 of the General Clauses Act is there, but, after all,
people' need to know their rights as well. You cannot jettison their right merely
by saying that the law no more exists. | think that the matter is being brought
rather in a great hurry, It has other ramifications too. Our Kashmiri Pandits
have been displaced from Kashmir. Many have become victims of terrorism.
What kind of signal do we propose to give to their rights? And if substantive
laws are sought to be,withdrawn today, what kind of message are we going to
give to them? These are also important issues. Yes, we never sought to
withdraw in a hurry. You might know it that when we were in power, the report
had come and we were applying our mind. Therefore, Sir, we had done a lot.
We need not say anything. We did not bring the repeal Bill in a hurry as you
are trying to do. Therefore, Sir, today, | am only saying that the Government
need to consider all this and should not seek to repeal the Bill in a hurry. Some
caveats and safeguards have been provided by Narimaniji. | would say that for
two years the repeal of the Act Should be deferred. Let the Government take
this House into confidence, let them have a complete survey about the number
of cases pending... (Interruptions)...

SHRI SANJAY NIRUPAM: With amendments.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: Yes, with amendments. Why | am
saying so because as Mr. Nirupam pointed out, kindly see paragraph two of
the Statement of Objects and Reasons. "The major works of claims
compensation and rehabilitation more or less had been completed by the year
end of 1970. Subsequently, the erstwhile Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation
which was responsible for the aforesaid rehabilitation work
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also concluded that only a limited number of acquired evacuee urban and
agricultural lands or properties had remained to be disposed of..." Therefore,
there is a complete state of uncertainty even by authoritative accounts as
mentioned in this Statement of Objects and Reasons. Therefore, for these
reasons, | would request that this Repeal Bill be deferred for two years and let
the Government come and take the House into confidence about the actual
state of affairs. | would very sincerely urge that a mechanism need to remain in
place for these persons.

SHRI R.S, GAVAI (Maharashtra): | have nothing to add to whatever
has been said by my learned friends here, particularly, Shri Narimanji. As such,
let us think in a positive way. The approach is totally negative. What is the
urgency of repealing this Act? | do understand that sometimes there is an
urgeney for an Ordinance or for a Bill. But t don't feel that there is any sort of
urgency here. It has been mentioned in the Statement of Objects, and Reasons
very clearly that the major works of claims compensation and rehabilitation
more or less had been completed. 'Major' means may be major. The erstwhile
Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation was responsible for rehabilitation of these
people. Secondly, the State Governments had a large number of cases”and
those numbers remain. So, the persons who came from Pakistan to India were
not tourists. Due to certain exigencies and circumstances they had to come to
India to take shelter. | have got some knowledge as | have worked in that field.
The State Government of Maharashtra had one such Committee, and we found
that many of those people were devotees or patriots, They dedicated
themselves and sacrificed to the cause of the nation, namely, India. Therefore,
in repealing this Act, there seems to be a negative approach, not a positive
one. So, let us have a positive approach in this regard. | support my learned
friend, Narimanji when -he said that at least prior notice ought to be given for
two years. Let it be completed. Without giving any prior notice, we are treating
them as if they are criminals or offenders. If we repeal this Act now, then, |
think, we would be doing great injustice to these people. So, let the wisdom fall
upon the Home Minister that ihstead" of repealing this Act just now, have a
time for two years and give sufficient time for them. Thank you.

it Ao FIeTH (FERTY) @ TRHT W), WX T 9 39 [ B ST BT
I XBR fHAT ST AMMEY | TP a1 QR IHSHEH &b 1Y AXDR I8 [del el Y, b
989 81 3R faer ura fopar e =nfev |
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3.00 P.M.
it AUTAfY : AT B BRIATE STIRTET 3 I T & fory wIfid HF Sl 7 |
The House then adjourned for lunch at twenty-nine minutes past one of the
clock.
The House reassembled after lunch at three of the clock,
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair.

it Ao freuH : IT[HLT S, g2 &1 a1 BT © | 3MIST STFART F H HE
e § [ &9 & U8l 89 AN U [T & SR @i IR 78 9, Sl SIS a4 Ui
FoH 19 8 1 99 fad & daw | g9 911 b I AR BT 319 RIS A1 = W8 & offb
TS Al WRBR W@ (ad 781 8 | I8 ARPR Udhad J11 I8 A el 8 Addll [ AR
Al G B T B | U Al WX TS © | GR A9l 99 W TS © Al S AR Bl B

SUQUTIRT : AT S, ATl g% € | 379 f¥9e HEl=Y I | 53! JEl A
PRSP 918 H 5P R famard |

THE MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL): Sir,
we can take the decision immediately; there is no problem. Since he has
raised this issue, we can clinch this issue within two minutes time.

st Aot freuH : wRT IE) fde o WRaR 9 & fherera 9 Jd & faass
T ST, 1oy o S iR I 918 TART 6Reh, SHH $B GHeHCH TIRE I,
TR 3 3115, S UR < BN, IE U (A9 o7 | IY FHIIRT S, ART AT (49 I8 o7 fb
.04 B Hifcw § g9 79 fha o1 & AR iR HTeaR $f WHR & G f[agad
IR 3R YHAR 3iR [HaR BI 89 0+ il Al {Sdeq a8 § , S9 WR 4] HIRA |

IU[UTIf : I8 89 981 99 B | This is a matter not to be discussed on
the floor of the House.

2} Wora o9 : U e, W) | 98 ST gH SRS foram o1, S9eT R
TR S 7 59 e | YgdR G [ I8 g9RT MU © | $exAa AN Bl Feoae
YTl BRI 37T 2T | fhR 3ramas QAT a1 wo1qRy 311 AT b SraTas 1 1 7 fdpam 1
3 3T SexTa AR R fema S | 98 ga=1 14R favg 2 | 89X 9 U1 g
AR TET 2 | SfelY #RT el © fh ARPR e U8l A T PN b a1 7o1ge) off fob
$TRA YRR BT Feolge ST oI TAT? GIRT, 8 Fb Al Sexal ARIRST Bl
FeoTae I Al THAR DI bR STRIT ST AT Il ST T HR ST ST |

IUATARY : 3HH HIR FIAT & R § fSEHE 81 1 7 3fR 98 99 aa
f&an € 9ifd it has already been discussed in the...(Interruptions)...
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SHRI SANJAY NIRUPAM: With whom was it discussed?

7 S T HIU (JTSRAT) = 3TIH TR GRem IR f$de &l a7 gs off ?

Y Ao o9 : &, <Ifeh aTroT Tl o, 37Tel BRI | WRBR T 4l HET AT
Tl BT IR TR | <ifeh bR TRAY I Y AoTqRT oY b STaMeh SISt $Hd AR
ST 7T 2

SYAUTIRT : 99 IIST o= § I fav Seram 747 o7 &i) Wal SoTar a7 o |
{Y UIET SlTeRi B HISHT H I8 S04 gall ¢ b fod — {59 aneR wR I8 o man 2 |
9 R fSHSA g3l AT | 3R 371 595 HUR B A8 € Al I§ e a1 & | TR
YTl ST AT & AR H S gi] o SIS BT B, we usually respect

the decision.

SHRI RAVULA CHANDRA SEKAR REDDY: Sir, the decision was to
keep the debate alive.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, no, you are...(Interruptions)... As far
as the debate on The Displaced Persons Claims and Other Laws Repeal Bill,
2004 is concerned, we will keep the debate open...(Interruptions)...

SHRI RAVULA CHANDRA SEKAR REDDY: Sir, | may be permitted
to say...(Interruptions)...Sir, we would like to participate in the debate. We are
the sufferers. We are the victims.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Which debate?

SHRI RAVULA CHANDRA SEKAR REDDY: Sir, this debate on
internal security situation. We would like to participate. We wanted the debate.
We were given the understanding that it will be coming up on Thursday.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, no. See, this debate will continue.
Let us start the debate.

STl Y TR ((STRIE) : ST Sff, § 599 $8 der 9l |
OIS, S 91 SR S e, Aor e ot 7 @ik avs IR X1 Sff 7 S
2 98 91d fdegpd dg A § 3R T9 W 2 | 3779 W ..l & AT 9 IufRrd O |1 39
Y I8 T ol T & AHaR 3R HelarR 1 faerl Srd g, I dfswifed
fasTra, ST Tatie Rl | 99 SiR geed &l Sl 89 4i A1 32§, 99 =diel 4 9
=2l a1 fawdi ot T A o STRIATT 3fR YEHaR BT TS LTIHN Y19 3R JTgde Had
ST g3l BT, I8 A9 BT FeahT | TI gaAT AT | T 34979 & g gar & 4 3iR
HIS BT ARBR BRI & <1 AR 39 IR b 99 MR gEd &b oY 1 @] 7 81 147 o |

JYAR & 7Y 7ETS, 9301 g qod gies
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3R gBRIR & g faeer ey 1 SH1 =iy T 81 7 off, <ifh et daar il w3l
ST S 39 IBT UP d8F galls, T I8 B sl Bl Wi AT | 3R W, R
ST aTet 6 aR% 4, § Wi ofY, et St O | g8 SR U U AR §HR
A Y B 3T & o1y 38 ff fAurlt o WReR & a9 981 € | g dfrafea
oo 781 & | faorm fopue €1 81 |1 | e W1 i gIRd gl faet a8t o &, S
St wiferar g1 B9 oY, 98 wfehar g TE 81 U, A1 S9felY S8 gAY dal 3 TSl Bis
T4l of IR | &9 T8 ) weT 3 S a3ty g iR gevad & forg orft g8 €, S Tl
BT TP — U 7 AT Ra\epT I 8, i SAh 17 897 Y 319 TWieh s TR R X9
| AT ST I8 HaT b 31T 3171 ISR W89t of <fifvTg Fife Swd forv g9 wfiax
TR T | Riifp 39 oIy gAR Wed IR €, oifhT fagweaxe St &1 o111 @l a1 4
&A1 o1, A1 Sei1 FEl fh 89R hig=v fffRex, S 39 99f &1 Sa| <1, S dld Gl
H &1 8 | TR B9 g Y BaT o et fo=1 <t fager ifa ok ==l §, S9! yge faq o
NRTT i TR Tt A Ferdd RieT S de™ dTal & 894 Pal fb AR Wied TR 2,
g of ST, Afd Feax g Sff aet 72t &1, sRamwn § 91, S Bel, J Sude T8l &
B, S99 91 81 81 91 ¥ | fR g9 U W) ®el fb ot St Ieiferd wR piferT erdem
B9 forT, S AT of ST, dT I81+ Pel fb AT 2R AR ST S MW gL &, 9
Iucre el 81 i | R g9 del b e guTgs W, 9 asear Xg) off 9ga
SUTGT AT V8 9 3l §RI, B9 Bel $I 98 o ofIg | 981 9 4 3RS JaR 9§ 914 g8, d
Fat & foy IR T8 & | 99 R IRBR 7 T8 FET R 39 IRT Aol Bl 8 T8l B
Hhd 3T 3Tl BT & o1y S Sexeter RIRIREY 3T 7, 319 IAd! o o7y | &Tetifh
P! 954 faamd off ifd SexTd RiagREl & s e 31 89 31Tel gIaR & a1
o8 g ¥ [ 39 W a1 37Tl qIAR MG, Afh b U Forqit § TRBR Bl 8 3fR
Uo fegad € ) SISNeH &1 4 98 B 99471 2, 99 99971 & b 3R WaT &l <ol 1 &
a1 fopeft IR 9 89 WedIM A, 11 89 gUaR dTel 319 Wiy B el 3R 89 el f&
31 B, B9 Sexd RiagRl of o 8 | 39 ORE A gevd RIagRET arst ot |

JURAHTAR : T8 3T fohar amae q¥) f$e et # qar faan |

ST o1 @RI < § 8 A (F e RiagRel @1 I8 989 et & 1
S 1 A9 3R &7 A1 I A1fep 37T aTel WHd q1ed of, <lfeheT R AR 1 srardh
SIS 9l o & b §exdl agRET U= =l 81911 8, d Pl A1 31Tel fad a1ed of | 9 aRId
A I8 ST RIaGRET IR g 311S, TRBR B 9gd do! fadha 7 |

JIRUTIRT : I8 Vaqer W AT Sff 1 AR 1337 6 fob faaapai oiR dRol &
PBIRUT AT I8 STl AR AT T | BTeifes I8 a1a Iiferamic! sthast ffeRex 3
HeE! AR 00 I TI g7l B fb AHAR iR HIAR &1 Ta=#ie {954 g1 112y
3R §IR 9 IRAR f$¥He & forg o1 =1f2Y | This is an exception. Now the hon.

Home Minister will explain on the Displaced Persons Claims and Other Laws
Repeal Bill, 2004. After that, if any
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discussion is there, we can take up that later also, as has been decided, and
then we can start discussion on internal security.

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL : Sir, this Bill is before this House and we
have no difficulty in accepting any suggestion given by the hon. Members or
your good self. | was told that some Members want that this Bill should go to
the Standing Committee. We have no objection. Let it go to the Standing
Committee. We are not In a tearing hurry to get this Bill passed.

JUHAMRT : ST HIST gafoy T8 81 Al Rifd Lok Sabha has
already passed this Bill. @i 91 # I fdel U1 81 7191 2 1?2

Y Sior e : e aT H opifes e gt ST A 8, T ge AR €

ST : a1l I8 ¥ o 98 & 9 T HEl & H99 & technically,
they have already voted for this Bill.

i} Worg Frouw : 981 B 9 o 781 gar |

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Has this come from Lok Sabha?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: ' No, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Then, K can go to the Standing
Committee.

ST AT RIS < W), S Al Bl ITae ® | 981 9 a8 T § A ast
etae PHHST 97 TG, SR TR el 3Tl Al T[S HHST BT AT | &IF1 ISl Bl
T R H B |

IuHHMf : 981 8 81 § | The opinion is that it can be referred to the
Department-related Standing Committee.

SHRIMATI SUSHMA SWARAJ: Because it has not been passed by
Lok Sabha.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: [f there is a ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI LEKHRAJ BACHANI: It is not necessary to send this matter to
the Standing Committee because there were reasons behind the discussion
which we have heard today that this Act of 1950 may be continued, at least,
for two or three years.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Chairman has also taken a view that
this should go to the Standing Committee. It is within his rights.
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SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL: Sir, this issue can simply be decided by
sending it to the Standing Committee. That is a demand by the Members and
we accept it.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  So, this Bill will be referred to the
Standing Committee.

SHRIMATI SUSHMA SWARAJ: It should be sent to the Standing
Committee.

STATEMENT BY MINISTER
Revitalization of North Eastern Council

THE MINISTER OF TRIBAL AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF
DEVELOPMENT OF NORTH EASTERN REGION (SHRI P.R. KYNDIAH): Sir,
the North Eastern Council (NEC) was established in 1972 through an Act of
Parliament, the North Eastern Council Act, 1971, for securing the balanced
development of the North Eastern Region and for inter-State coordination. In
addition, the Council was entrusted with the task of reviewing the measures
taken by the North Eastern States for the maintenance of security and public
order in the region.

The NEC Act was amended in 2002. The amended NEC Act provides
that NEC will function as the Regional Planning Body for the North-East and
will formulate specific projects and schemes, which will benefit two or more
States. In addition, the NEC will review the implementation of projects and
schemes and recommend measures for effecting coordination in the matter of
implementation of such projects and schemes. The NEC Act also provides that
NEC will review the measures taken by the North Eastern States for the
maintenance of security and public order and make necessary
recommendations to the States.

Pursuant to a decision of the Union Cabinet in July 2003, to include
inter alia, 'Revitalization of NEC in the list of Priority/Thrust items for 2003-04,
and a directive to the Ministry of DoNER to draw up a time-bound Action Plan
for its implementation, an 11-Member Committee was constituted to
recommend measures to operationalise the revised mandate of the NEC and
to revitalize it.

The Committee held wide ranging consultations with Members of the
North Eastern Council, senior State Government officials, intellectuals,
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