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THE COMPANIES TRIBUNAL

(ABOLITION) BILL, 1967

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Fakhruddin Ali
Ahmed.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL
.DEVELOPMENT AND COMPANY
AFFAIRS (SHRI K. V. RAGHU-NATHA
REDDY): Sir, I beg leave . . .

SHRI RAJNARAIN (Uttar Pradesh) : On a
point of order, Sir. .

SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
Sir, you have called me.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: On a point of order,
Sir.

SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA REDDY: Sir,
on behalf of Shri Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, I
beg leave to introduce a Bill to provide for the
abolition of the Companies Tribunal -and for
matters connected therewith.

ot TAMTE@AN ;. | qAU, OF

cHTSE OTH ATET 7 |

MR. CHATRMAN: About this Bill?

sit TIFEMTEe ;i oTAaE v 0
ferg w7 At faan ar AT wrosT 7w
ENC |

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
DEPARTMENTS OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS AND COMMUNICATIONS
(SHRI I. K. GUJRAL): Not before he has
finished.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: It is 3 point
of order about the introduction of
the Bill. I had wriften to the Secre-
tary and he must have informed the

Chair. sfime, 6131 & 8, forait ferar 2,
“mamafy & geET 4 99 9T, ag

faftgs (9@ 9 dava F3ug a4r
F107 aeaedt faaor wiaq F gerfrse
Teged) qrqa AT (7w afza)
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F UATA H AHTAA FT AG0 T AHAT
Tty fadgaw w1 qoearoa w27 1
anfa & fore swerar 78 vay wwEn

al 3wz gty fagwasr 1 090
# fa=dr st % 7T 3577 30 F G 97
61 a1 ®& A 07, A1 I forar §

"The Chairman on a request being made
to him may order thi.' publication of any
Bill (together with the Statement of Objects
and Reasons, the memorandum regarding
delegation of legislative power and the
financial memorandum accompanying it) in
the Gazette, although no motion hag been
made for leave to introduce the Bill."

S, FARI FT WAFRILT TS
foa &, 39#1 72F g0 gu ag wfww 1
fa srar ot fawr gghean 9 A g,
T ! A WA g, aw g, faem
g YT Ia%r A §a1 g 7 AT gEd
Fiterr a7 warT avgw afaarag @ ow
IuaT 1T AF fAw g 1 amam
TEEgA g F 7 I A w1 fwe
a% | wefamm F ouET gwal Oy
z% gifaw § f& v wq & agr foae
7 fF o1 99 & sgtegw # F qgq
g1 IHF F19 9Iadw FOG | G
g9 W A, # wrvd A fafew
wifemiz # ot Sfew g FwE are
H TG ST @I

"A debate may then take place not so
much on the merit of the actual Bill the
contents of which are not yet available to
the House, but rather on the question
whether legislation on the subject outlined
in the introductory speech is desirable."

AZ g1 ary g3 miEareed Ffaea
i! T | g AT T T ATFFT
gATH o Fag ey < w g fr



3427  Companies Tribunal

g a9 @4 fZwer & Zan sy fa waEy
ST FT AT W Rl A T8 R A TE
Fodr fadaw 99 §T @l § AT IHH
garwa &7 9 | F A argar §
gz & wenfaa geEr @1F A1 wAsA
FHAT QA FIT & 418 HUL & 6T A7
T & faggw 1 8 A1 aw 49
¥z afa g fa go fadnw a1 gpeqw
T AT FATHT AAT WA ATET A7 |
q: dga & Fil=EgEAE HIT
af. g e § | wifecquma, dome
HT GHE 7T FI I AT 7, Al
FIATET F qq0A 51 & | TEH
gz d:

“to move for leave to introduce a
Bill to provide for the abolition of
the Companies Tribunal and for
matters connected therewith.”

uq ag w1 g weAr  fzEgeEe
FiT FAT a0 47 WY &47 4, AT F
AT 4r ?

=t FFRT At = (" A3 ¢
®q 9% T |

st TrwATOEAN: 61 A1 9% (3571 |
68 57 TF AATE | €A AT FI gA
FT T AU EET R AHE  FHT

aﬂ‘mfo%ow L |
w1 T wifeda FFAAT@FR@E

=t TwmeAn o 2fer es

“fadaw & qQuedtiaa 5 J0T
¥ 313 ganite frdaw, wwma ®
serforr & fzar s, afg a7 929
& warfna 7 fear st qwr @t

o THFT WG GEHAT T | GET
qzer aFTtwa fFar oA awE g
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g7 (54 wmar & 9ew  gwfod 7
g1 &1 WYT 9977 faugw 57 Ay
FA F1 TA9T 2 4T g1 A1 48 A9+ -
Wz faar o @ & @ e &
T 1% &1 39 F1 gwfva 7 faur
ST | ggfy o dAus  gEET 8
a4z gedl 7l g, SfFT g AT F
AT FHFT A FATAT OGAT, AT GHHT
TaT q8 2 | & AUt 7 oWy 7@
FE

“As soon as may be after a Bill
has been introduced, the Bill un-

less it has already been published,
shall be published in the Gazette.”

%24 2 f& g w1t faa age &7 qafaw
T AT 2 MT EgRAE g1 wmn o ar
ERAE ¥ ¥ 418 G gl
T | qatae fwar qrvar ) gy 6@

AT AT HETET §

SHRI AKBAR AL] KHAN: In other
words it is not necessary to publish
it before introduction.

st TEATEW - gz AT § OE9T
%7 @ g Sachy wizm & wfw fw
UTAE Y § | THA A TW a1 AT
arar i fagas & sgreamm &
g w@feaw gAT FE F | "R
gtz faet ST ot F At srezamsit
¥ 1§ wridz fadas 7 g v sawt
WNGH T F1 A1 g A o wer #{
FaETAATEy o &t 9%  fE sgreay
T ATT IAR! A HoA! AT qdfHqw FT
g A wrear E . L .

DIWAN CHAMAN LALL (Punjab):
After introduction,

SHRI RAJNARAIN: After intro-
duction if already the Bill is not
published.
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[Shri Rajnarain.]
b8 431 7 faara g 9

sl e ]

“Ax soon ar i be Hfcr & Bl
hits been introdvesd, the Il an-
less i hag slraudy been publdicherl
sholl Be pukliied in the Gugetts,”

T WF qE AN sy gAr d
Faem ¥ @ie gron veaigy
FITAT | LI e G - a.n-nq
a7 7 i fadar 1o Tl 5T
R OEEIT &40 N saE 4 %
OAHRT, e a2l -
1ET AR 1 s gmen oo 70 W 7T
T AT TR L, 9

o

D7 T 9T 9 GaT
R Tt
A TURT T G L awT T W
R (L s e i By By et
YW T aW U7 v e 3 [
TCRTU T S5va®a 7 Ta1a &1 $
TAA AT | &% Ow 537 € ageaqi
TRZ |

T

SHR] TRILOK] SINGH (Uttar Pra
eshy: Sir, may I muke & submission
20ut the point made by my feicil
Ir, Rajaarain? | would like (o add
ymething 10 what he has said Undu
ule 67 of the Rules of Procedure of
:i; House it iv open to a Member of
us House 1o oppoze = motion fir
mve to introduce a Bill although, s
submilted a few days back, it i
ol the practice in the House .aof
ammens that a Bill at the leave
lage iz opposed. Budl fortunalely or
nfortunately—whatever it moy he—
ere in this House 1 find that there
as been a long-standing practice
part from thiz rule—this rule is re-
Worced by the praclice—that the
HIl at the stage of leave for introduc-
lon may also be opposed.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: No:
1t ig not the convention.

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

. vention that thenceforward n'o
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SHRI TRILOKI SINGH: Thai although
I made a submission that if you, Sir, agree
and the House so minded, we could establish
motion for
leave to introduce a bill would be opposed.
I am sorry to say it was not agreed to. As it
is, the rule is there and the practice is also
there.

Now, the main question is, if it is

open to a  Member to oppose
motion for leave to introduce a Bili,
the Member  must know what the Bill
contains. It is not necessary that the Bill
before it is brought forward here and before
leave to introduce it is asked for, should be
published in the Gazette. It may be
published in the Gazette; before or after trie
leave is asked for. But if the publication in
the Gazette has not been made should be
laid on the Table so that the Member knows
what he is called upon to grant leave to
because the right of opposition is there. How
can I oppose a thing unless I know what it is.
Therefore the rule is there and the practice is
also there. Whether it is published
previously or afterwards, the availability of
the Bill to the Members is necessary and
unless that is done the right given under
Rule 67 cannot properly be exercised.
"SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Sir, the Rule
of course, as Shri Triloki Singh j i has said,
does give the right to oppose at the stage of
introduction as well but it has been an
established practice in the House of
Commons and in this House that at the'
stage of introduction it is not opposed as a
matter of course, unless there is anything
very fundamental or it is a question of the
competency of this House as was raised in
the case Of the Industrial Securiy Force Bill
when it was said that that Bill cannot be
considered by this House. In such cases in
special  circumstances there can be
opposition, otherwise not.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal):
Sir, you will have noted that even Mr. Akbar
Ali Khan conceded that. He said that
unless there s
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fundamental objection, normally there should
not be opposition t, introduction. Therefore
he concedes that there may be objection on
very fundamental grounds. I start from there.
How do I know whether a matter is funda-
mental or incidental?

DIWAN CHAMAN LALL: It is provided
in Eule 67.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I shall deal with
it just now. How do I know whether a matter
is fundamen-apprised beforehand of what the
Bill apprised beforehand of what *he Bill
contains? Therefore even according to Mr.
Akbar Ali Khan in order to judge whether
there is valid ground, to judge on the
fundamentally or otherwise of it, the Members
should lie supplied with copies of the Bill or
should be made acquainted with the text of the
Bill. That settles what Mr. Akbar Ali Khan
s"af3. Ham glad that he said it.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: You must
remember the rule which was read out that
publication is not necessary.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
never said that under no circumstance* must
there be opposition at the introduction stage.
You said normally there -hould not be and
you were vehement about it and with all your
vehemence you said that there might be some
fundamental objection in certain cases. So the
question cannot arise unless we know what
the Bill is about. Therefore even if we were to
atcept your thing, we would like to kave the
Bill.

Mr. Chairman, about the convention I may
tell you that hundreds of Bills have been
passed by this House and the other House.
Well, generally we do not oppose at the
introduction stage, but there does arise
sometimes an occasion when we have to
oppose its introduction. I know of a case
when I sought leave of the House to introduce
a Bill, but Government opposed its
introduction. We had two, three or four
occasions, when 1 also did oppose
introduction in all fthese fifteen years or so.
Therefore,
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by and large we have that kind of convention,
but there may be a certain very atrocious Bill,
which is repugnant. You cannot even look at
it. The very name of the Bill, the very nature
of the Bill, is horrifying. In such a case any
sensible man would register his protest right
at the beginning. That right should not be deni
Rules provide for it. Now, here our difficulty
is this. In the other House the Bills are
circulated before they are introduced. In our
House it has been somehow or other a
convention that the Bills are not circulated be-
fore they are introduced. Therefore, there does
ariso some kind of contradiction between the
rule that we may object to and the practice we
follow, namely, we do not know what the Bill
is until it has been introduced and only then
we know it. Therefore, I think the best course
would be hence forth for you to direct that
Members should be apprised of the contents
of the Bill a day before. The Bills could be
circulated, say, two days before the
introduction of the Bills. The Bill could be
circulated to the Members of the House, as is
done in the other House.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I look at this matter
both as the Chairman as well as a common
man. Some two years before this matter was
raised in this House, but the practice was
allowed to continue. I also note that the Lok
Sabha is circulating the Bills among the
Members before their introduction. You may
kindly leave it to me to discuss 'it with the
Leaders of the Parties here, and I am in favour
of the suggestion. There is no question about
it. Therefore, whatever the practice is, let us
follow now. but certainly I shall place +he
matter before the Leaders of the Parties and

get it changed.
st AT UG
farez sod W7 FEAT L FEW
s X W wte, w0 s & AR
arze #Y g | FTET E oaga A
T F oty o a9Far ¥ F oTT FEAT
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[sT wrrram)
qrgAr g 1 wAr A4 2 fFogma 3§
azi #1 feema fom 2, wzi feewm fa,
AT HATAT gATRIAE A7 9, FATRTETT
% S1 42-AF TS § oEAa e
fiar ot w7 AW g At /1 4FqTF 3
fe wm a1 W oF W fasga =@
@R A Az gz 2 fF s
daw @7 1963 &1 wrerfome
A faa 7 ag & fa—
"This Act may be called the Official
Language Act, 1963." Section 3 +ays

MR. CHAIRMAN: It has nothing to
do with this matter.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: Sir, just hear me.
Let me say my point. It says:

"Section 3 shall come into force on
the 26th day of January, 1965 and the
remaining provisions of this Act shall
come into force on such date as the
Central  Government may by
notification in the Official Gazette
appoint and different dates may be
appointed for different provisions of
this Act."

But as far as section 3 of this Act is
concerned, it has taken force from the
26th day of January, 1965.

wa gus 7z TAqar aifer i qaww
IFTE L FAAT 3, 26 HATLT 1965
q AR Z1 A 1 e dady
UFZ ® AZ AZA A OATE A0 2
FForH 35T 2 -

"Notwithstanding the expiration of
the period of fifteen years from 'the
commencement of the Constitution,
the English language may, as from the
appointed date, continue to be used in
addition to Hindi . . ."

“Used in addition to Hindi” gz
He3e1, oA, AeBI AT X AWAT AT
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Tifew | w7 qAT W ad A6w @

el xaramg 15 99 F ang

AT AASAT g9 wFAT §, w7 gl

o Asw 31T

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am sorry. I have
given my ruling. Whatever may be that, I

have given my ruling. I do not wish Mr.
Rajnarain to continue this.

st wsAwrAe o A § FAr
g ¥ VRIE

MR. CHAIRMAN: I do not allow

you.

St TrATTEY - Amd, & wed
U7 (A wwT FLATATE |

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have given my
ruling. What i the use of discussing a
matter on which I have given my ruling?

SHRI RAJNARAIN:
done something. #WTv mfEamzd
afazy ¥ Javga £ 79z Mz £ Iw
a4z uvAr wfan 71 A &7 %47
2 gafan & oF w7 @7 E 1 RH AT
foqz v swaT ARA AT AT | 79T 3FT
‘I'{'-"For all official purposes of the
Indian Union o

Yes, you have

MR. CHAIRMAN: No.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: ... for
which it was used immediately .

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, Mr.
narain. [ have given my ruling.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: For the tran-
sation of business in Parliament . . .

Raj-

MR. CHAIRMAN: I gave my ruling;
recently.

sit oo ;- ofE, 97 99
qft qar af |
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MR. CHAIRMAN: We have heard
you. The House has heard you suffi-
ciently and I have given my ruling.

Companies Tribunal

sy T o §osm J§
Tl 77 TRIE, T A F A A W
for ot g7 @y g 1 &, H49 3
# 'd # :— “For the transaction of

business in Parliament, to introduce
a Bill in Parliament . . ."”

iz nsfadt ¥ miwreE
TR FT IR £ 1 Al T e
¥ 779, 99 A% 97 TAF TlAwEa {
Z 71 7% &r¢ {aagw 7z 97 @@ W

FHAT |

MR. CHAIRMAN: We will be
wasting our time. After I gave my ruling,
let us stop at that.

Wt TRATAT - AT WAL AT
a7 feag w7 §, 39 Feargw 47 477
FAT ZHIT 90572 W6 ATE7 2 1 ZH
fafadier 7 Wi wa1 2 | 29 W& W0
TE A MHATT FT AT gAA TF AET A7
fomr

MR. CHAIRMAN: I got a letter from
you and I am dealing with it. You can
certainlv leave it in my hands.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: For how many
days?

MR. CHAIRMAN: You need not ask
me 'for how many days or how many
hours'. Certainly I am dealing with it.

ot TwAre@n ;- (afags § zadr
zr A3t ift =fzn  w@ifs  sftaaz
AT g7 2 WL AATAIGF T 47 0F
AT TATH SE RATE A 72
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SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA
REDDY: Sir, I beg to move for leave to
introduce a Bill to provide for the
abolition of the Companies Tribunal and
for matters connected therewith.

The question was proposed.

oAt TwmTaw o Ama § sl
T F79 & fam azrgarz

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before I adjourn
the House to meet at 230, I must make an
appeal to Members, namely, the Railway
Budget will be taken up this afternoon. I
would like you to sit for an hour more, so
that all people can take part in the
discussion of the Budget. The House
meets at 2-30.

The House then adjourned for
lunch at twenty-eight minutes
past one of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at
half-past two of the clock. The DEPUTY
CHAIRMAN in the Chair.

st CFMTIQY ¢ HIAAET, AT
fada® Tega F74 F1 099 MAA 7
AT HT A Wi T

ArergmarE Fo w@Ew (TIFNA)
gt I wT 7 )
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You

state it briefly. Before Lunch Hour also
you had said something.

wft TRATAY © 2T AFA AFZ
a4 F wgar A1 7 Fah 951 Fran)

AT wARET WA WEwWE A
e WIEY 2 W ErEq Al
to introduce a Bill to provide for the
abolition of the Companies Tribunal
and for matters connected therewith

a1 w7 7z vE faw aw e g
o7 gaF1 aa &7 fzar s | wAATT
qgar A1 & g falg o0 AT a &
w21 £ f ¥ fagas a2 w@
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[y )

are § weRec T wgt v AEE A0 AT,
HTHTT A 42l matters connacted therewith
wer & afsy wa oEgaT 9 w.
FIT A GXA TH4TT 7 e are 7y
BYS AR AGF AT\ AX wal T
FAMAT A0 & 0 9% 20T 54T 9
ST AT Z0T F AvE W o1 (A ¥
qeged ® AT i+ 43 &3 sl
% weer ¥ A0 5@ TIafedl g\ 34w
AT W AT AT AT FLENT A
1, A7 379 -u-f_rn i, 304 Haw |
AT (Anfr T ANAT 2
fr a1 (g = '1 T AAA HLET
AT HH ZET 49 | %:‘ 3T @ Tl
qrdr arfa & w30 77 3, AVAAL SAR(
FUTT HTiwE & Wi 59 %77 F faqw
§ et @ | 9 4g0 A (a6g 47
gofrafai, saiad, sanfami #1
HTETO AT BT |

oft iz avswy (Foarz) @ o3z
aE Alaw AT i

A TAATTAN T 47 G AAH
Fo0E wE, § T3 &0 959 & AT AT
FAZAN, 07 FIOTA A A1aA HegAy
avi A, T3 f& g s
FOTAT ATA] F0 AR (4097 (T T L0
qg At 7 @ 2, #nE A Er §
A0 WFEAACTT T, T4 A3@ oF 7
T G, THTAYN G 1 BT 45 AT
B AF wifAwAE T BIA H0w
T

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
need not give comments in that running
fashion. You say why you want to
oppose the Bill. You say it only in two or
three minutes.

|

Y TrRACEer ¢ Y A1 oaar @l
g1 dafaazaimyyas

A H g u FT Al & 1T
5 AT T AL A AGEEMCH HIE
T BT AT A & A [ aET, 2w

=

g fT ® OgRE 90 Sareer Qe
AT AT G AT AMAT qAETL T
T AT AT | ZHA HAH AT S/ ATA-
i & B fea owre 7 wdwefa &
B o e S -.?-‘;."'u i o - O Tt
5T Y AT A & 3R BIRIT VE
£ 1 TaTdr A G AW 2 | A S| aF
T ZEFAAT FT W2 F W FIF, WE GF
T E 7 FaH A (A A gr ey &9
T e F1 fweAr fadaw w1 a1 T
Iq FEAAE &1 o@w g famia
AqfHA ¥, Alama g q29 & TR
@1 TEHT AT FAT1 T, az'Tﬂ e
T 9 A Gt A9 gmi, arelRe
¥ A & a saibre M A1
T AR § AAY 7w F1§ wEArg o
4T WT T WE 9T ATHIT T F°F
FAATEN D1 %7 481, F ardr F1 w1
TG T FSAT E WIT AAwTT F0 UF
TAAEAT FAF w5t 0T A1 F7 g
AT F | Al § ommd g A
TORMAE R § SNt WY
FHIT 1§ 70 AT &1 ga Priws
Al """E"T'T T BT g 47 Haq
FAL T q |

SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA
REDDY: Exatcly to facilitate the very
objectives which the hon. Member had
mentioned in his speech we are seeking
to abolish the tribunal for the purpose of
quick disposal of these matters by the
High Court. I wish to dispel the
impression that has been sought to be
created that something is happemng by
the abolition of this tribuna'. Nothing is
going to happen. All the proceedings that
are before the tribunal are going to  be
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transferred to the High Court. Instead of
going through a tortuous, complicated and
prolonged legal procedure, we want to avoid
litigation so that the remedies which are
sought for and the objects which are to be
achieved from the tribunal would be achieved
quickly by the procedure before the Hight
Court. This is the main intention and the
purpose for which this Bill is sought to be
Introduced. I hope the hon. Member will
agree.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
question is:

"That leave be granted to introduce a
Bill to provide for the abolition of the
Companies Tribunal and for matters
connected therewith."

The motion was adopted.

SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
Madam, I introduce the Bill.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now we go
to the Budget (Railways), 1967-68 Shri
Ruthnaswamy.

THE BUDGET (RAILWAYS) 1967-
68— GENERAL DISCUSSION

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY (Madras) :
Madam Deputy Chairman, those of us who
are interested in th, Railway Budget must
congratulate ourselves that it has at last come
up for discussion. The unpunctuality that
characterises the running of our railway trains
seems to Have pursued the presentation of the
Railway Budget in our House also. As I turn
to the Railway Budget, I wonder why such a
good man has produced such a bad budget.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal):
He is in bad company.

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY: I do not
want to go to any metuphysical explanation
like 'karma' or fate, but I think it is due to the
fact that he has  inherited this  system
from

893 RSD—5.
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his predecessors. He has been unfortunate
enough to produce an unpopular budget, a
deficit buget which h, tries to cover by raising
the rate of passenger fares and freight charges.
All this ig due to the original sin of the
Railway Administration which is the
convention by which a large sum 0? money is
to be paid to the General Revenues. This time
it is about Rs. 155 crores, in 1967-68. I have
been attacking this convention from the time I
began to speak on the Railway Budget year
after year, and the only reply is that this
convention is approved by Parliament and
therefore it must be allowed to go through. As
a result of this convention the Railway
Administration is obliged t0 pay, whether it
makes a profit or not this amount of crores
agreed to in the convention, and it is this large
amount that has to be paid to the General
Revenues that is largely responsibile for the
sins of omission, the failures of the Railway
Administration to give us as good a railway
system as the people deserve. All these tears
that we have to shed on the Railway Budget is
due to this original sin as I have called it. It
not only accounts for the rise in our passenger
fares and freight charges but is also
responsible-for the lack of improvements, not
enough improvements, in our railway system.
For instance, we have not enough double
tracks. For the speedy running of our railway
trains and for increasing the number of
railway trains, double tracks are absolutely
necessary. So far, only 15.47 per cent, of our
railway mileage has been covered by double
tracks. I cannot understand it because a large
quantity, of rail'; i; lying idle in our steel
works at Durgapur and other steel works. I do
not see why such a large amount of rails
should lie idle when the railway system cries
for the rapid increase in double tracks. No
new lines are being proposed, whereas year
after year I have been proposing that there
should be a direct rail connection between the
Capital of Andhra Pradesh and its chief port,
Vishakhapatnam.



