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of the expenditure in a particular
year could be reduced, as a result
{that there mght have been  some
cases where certain slow progress of
works is noticed. Whatever 1t is, the
programmes, as have been sanctioned,
will pe completed, and doubling of
lines or some other kinds of works
will pe completed as soon as possible.

Reference alsp was made to over-
crowding and passenger amenities,
and then track extensions speeding
up of railways, avoiding delays, and
such other tnings which would re-
ceive consiant attenkion of the Rail-
way Administration and, 1 hope, in
due course of time, the railway au-
thorities will be able to give a better
accouynt of the functioning of the
railways.

The other suggestions which have
been made will be examined and the
Rajlway Board will take necessary
action to go into all these proposals
in great detail and take such neces-
sary action as would be feasible ac-
cording to the resources that would
he ade available.

with these words, Madam, I com-
mend for the acceptance of the House
{he Appropriation (Railways) No. 2
Bijll, 1967

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
question is:

The

“That the bill to authorise pay-
ment and appropriation of certain
sums from and out of the Consoli-
dated Fund of India far the service
of the financial year 1967-68 for the
purposes of Railways, as passed hy
the Lok Sabha. he taken into consi-
deration.”

The motion was edopted.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We
shall now take up the clause by
clause consideration of the Bill.

Clauses 2 und 3 and the Schedule
were added to the Bill,

Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and
the Title were added to the Bill.
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SHRI C. M. POONACHA:
“That the Bill be returned.”

I move:

The question was put and the mo-
rion was adopted.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Next
1tem
Wt AW . { OF FIor qw &

W@E | FgT H A @w g St &
ST F 12 AT gHA 399 0 419 7 |
& aasy fae Nfzg 377 § Fo =7
Fga1 g 1% 9w fafae i fewe
fafeeer 3 fgame fwadasr n3-
A FT ¥R ¥ IR ATTGEHFT NI
F ot dfqw oy oy § oy ey A

T FAHY AT ¥ WX AT 1 AAZ
fear & 1

MOTION RE ANNULMENT OF THE
POLICE FORCES (RESTRICTION
OF RIGHTS) RULES, 1966

=t g=2T fag Wewr () o
¥ G ImEE wwy ww %
§ 75 weAra safedd #7 W OE

“gfe aa (Afgwrt av sfawey )
afafyam 1966 FY a4 6 # Tu-
URI(2) & wAATT AR AGT AFAT
Fedt & fx gfmr a7 (mfiagrey v
staed ) fAaw 1966 ST TE-EE
T F1 wfggEar  (So wRo
#Mo do  1892) fzaiw 12
fagemT 1966 F A wrA F
qaad { gFIma g7 9 ®we 7
HIF 1967 T IH WW ¥ A
T W T ¥, | F fear 9w

g AN A gwT A e
Fvat & f& @ awr 3w wenA
9 #yAT Fgafa gwe FL 1"
+[“That 11 pursuance of sub-sgctio_fl

(2) of section 6 of the Police Forces
{Restriction of Rights) Act, 1968,

1[English translation]
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this House resolves that the Police
Forces (Restriction of Rights)
Rules, 1966, published in the
Gazette of India with the Ministry
of Home  Affairs Notification
(G.S.R. No. 1892), dated the 12th
December, 1966 and laid on the
Table of this House on the 7th
April, 1967, be annulled.

This House recommends to the
Lok Sabha that the Lok Sabha do
concur in this motion.”]

¥eq, AT T WEqra W AU
F6 MHd & | aav fosd am o
ofre  siay WeFma ame TS
fasr ozt arw fear ag frarremr faw
1 WY 3% e & Hare w0 & Aata
o fagw F93 T a%T Ha3 F wAd
TG AY FIEdT | AT F U
FEC A AT {707 §AG 8 & 74 59T &
amE @ T | IT A4l FT A
eCAEACIE T (I E o U S
A 98 A8 8, § ag 78 wgar =
fadt ot o & fagq 7 9@ U7
FfFq 47 w@ FW F1 IFAT 7 WER
= ¢ f& g9 $197 1 W FA AT
AT qFIRT FY RFE { S ReeATHA
fa¥r 2, g8 FqT F wigw ) 1 Fagio
@ gag faq a1, faq fga’ 7 war
F FT 77 F TE, 92 H@qAWSF § 5
faawi &7 78T FW AT 3T I@A F
Ty ETF WP § @ A1y
gt ¥ 9g wF  F99 F1, fagus
gAY FI TEIT A IT @A H
@ AT | § ST ¥ WeST &Y, §B IqA
& fged #al 9v IGT FIAT AEM,
foad f& 59 Fr7 97 @y W7 IR
T T F) I FI@ NG
&Y guTdt dond <ff, F g A AW &F
arwy gafeafy Y o | RN AT

“It cannot be a trade union.”
F7IiT ag WY #FF ¢ “They cannot

[ RAIYA SABHA ] (Restriction of Rights) 6022

Rules, 1966
have any political association
with any policial body.”
Fgaam 91 T wewg | S A

IHF  are gy fede w7 wamw
¥ wwg 7z wiwarga faar fw o
“We do not want that they should
be deprived the right of placing
their case before the Government
in a body” gz Q=57 wer | FAH
qTosF o4y A ¥ eaws
@, T# 9T ¥ 75T @g ousr
qAUTT  F¥ &7 Fifww &7
“It should not be a political union,
It should not be a labour union.
There should be no outsiders union.

It should not be trade union. They
should not go op sirike.”

7% AN § AT 9@ FeT tF 3w A
FH A7 FE@ F, TH T waF ¥ 73
qiafear gt =fgd 1 97 S /A
F gada g fqaqg a8 T 2, 9gw
fron 12 fewme & w9 § waifoa
fFrax g 37 fRaai d W 4
aarar war § o 14 wiE w1 Uw
darga wafearg gor 1 9& w7 TN
2 5 difew ok feqrewm & gfew
®E F HiEgHT A T F AR IEF
18 & qeIIq A ag Qa1 a1
® H1 qArw wE & (e &l
TriEe F & {47 gi-—udr ffer §
ag WHT TET Y aFaT 1 ITFT WA,
FETFT  ATE (99, FIAE  HG
afer o fafgr sdfram & ar #§
fifzr Fea %1 wfawr e fzar g,
us Tifasa & g for war ay 7 )
Afpa ag Aifer g cEifrdow &
CARUIE C LI 1170 B A B LS
y7 gHY yrfaord o2 99 37 qwWme 49
Y FEEFT SAT gE Fg TR
&g a1 F foad s gz waT 8 B
grieea Arg oqifaany  @fawsdr
Mnarge T Frigy I F A
SR WYE w & wfgwe AR
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g o @fgfes aifaew a8 @ T
qOE ¥ T F9H HIAT & AT 18 A
IR g 7 & fv 3g s afeswry #51
a1 & fay v Wiien a7 Igy €
aY fpe a9 I 7% yfee &
qefaw ST 38 UH wma ot geH
351 9Fa & 91 v afafes wigem 7
A QAT | BT qZ T FST IR AT §;
Y ¥ g feamt ¥ fF o #9)
gr v ar afog Fr o g1 wIT T
AT AT HA 7T AST AT 4F AT 9EA
®eq gAT ITA FZ ANHT FEH &I
AEAWEAl g% | ®T g wtalew
s A S8 wEo Are Yo AT
g gra fxdt qamd 1 9T ¥
IT WML T FfT F77 FT AT ToOAT
T ok & <0 78 awr € v gw &
z® udifmeas &1 fagsr gwd oqw
frar & uaifgany & oaoew oot
z9% a9 frard faad weta g gast
FW FW A7 Afuwe g AR
I WY TH FIW £ 9, IFD! OF OF
T 9% T TS, O aramy. g9feaa HTaT
Fr2d ¢ 5 gafage fog nawe & oy
g9 FamT Ao fwar, fowe wreaw ¥
79 Igd 8 fF sT9r areafas sfsamam,
ITHT TFATS & FH WY, ST AT TR
fopar  ag Ao 3899 T g7 AG FAT)

qF T W RIT A TH 2T F
TICET HIF a9T FHATR GIAA ST G N7
FHITT F FATH gA@ § IF AQfW
TATET TR FHR FT FIE (=T 79
FAR A g, J1H 9T #7
ApAradt F7 TOA R T apar 91 f
FTEqd H I T R AR FT FioaTgyt
F1 g F ¥ fo falfraad], dyfoaady
feav s & frqav 1 3@ 3«
FaF g f& gor asr wREe
foger fedt & wor-¥ 9w AEEE
F 9 ¥ ¥ @Y7 A T
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} gg I g fr 37% A=< ag fesdE
aweq qar Ag g™ wfeT, | =)
fawofare &1 @am g, gHifead
S dramy ¥ a1y F7 g oeifuae
AT FY AT BT § BT I9F AW
g TR THE g WAAT FI(T A,
SAE Araa @ g awermn O
Ay fafar s & ae § I9%
X F T T ITH FTTH 3T
| FE) V@ UTT ITRT gAEATs A
HIE 37 I AR Aqatqay § fF auee
T AR 3R F aregwe F ol o g
fmar & g W &) fagfaa o
Aot 77 faanr 87 A "ator gaAvEt
F greF g & a1 S qEW T 9™,
ag THMHT W |, AW T 39 )
&Y fAviy 7 g1 9%, T T ARGEW R
gar @rar g fF 91 uE A g
39 fa= F1 ag Fvar & oy gt ot

7 faar 4ar f&F : “There is no
question of gagging their mouth.”

Ig I wee v 7 39 foguw W
UTE FIT TqT CF HAT TR THE H7 |
# wg =rgarg & A1 o} ©F arEd
¥ uwg fear 91 g9 g99 &1 T
wag F1 f5 qfem sqfar &1 948
i 7@ foar @, s wmgwra
FT AT FE F fau sawt gwer T
ST, §T W@AT FT JE7q § qra
v =fed |

AR IEE IF W gl O
®F qq1 G &, & &gl ¥ JAT
THIACAT a7 41 BT @ § «1
SaF] gAT wHT IgAT HIAT FXQ
T TIE! O9F G AW AT
TRl TARYT § wIFHewTT INA
SR 7 F1gA, qraga @
T ®AET F TV WA & §, T
FET 4T A Anoe T 8]
Trd 9 | «fw mw 1R
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[= 772z frg werdY]

g 3w uRfigwa FE #T, I
uafauera #1 X I A% Y69
¥ &4 F7F w7 o7 fAuife 57 53
grar a1 #w AN F 5 oaw
Y TYT FT FATY AT IAF THITAD-
T FY ATHA FIAT F FIH 7, 98 Hifaqn
Fal &4, Mfer @ cifaoae §
ALHT ¥ IATAT AFL FL, AT I9
aOF F 99, @ FaT g 39 IO A
T @HT 3 Afadd ¥ e ¥ 34
ATE T WIS Ay 90 &7 I fF oaw
fefafta & 7 ¥ qermA & &7 73
¥ afad 7 ¥ fefafqa = afg,
Afrr fefafem # mam g v & &
fam gev Ffefafeam £t @0 e
F& &, 9 ITH 9 TFT F AMA-
41 g afFg w7 IAF @
A w7 Fo T mEfEy XSt
# Fifrw 30 fefaftar ¥ am 0 #%,
fagd 3Tt araeer e faam o
T TN F 3TE SET ¥ fAwm
3% AT Lz Ao A 39 fefafam
¥ o9 T )

s g fefafmm sy & amn
X At @ U EEA F AR R
T WA TEA § i ITH W FW
FAEY § W g cifavam  faasy
AT F AT 7 F3, are T F fawfae
¥ 9% Fgv &1 Fifew A I G 5
FAx oo ¥ A3 7 o 3o 09
qTET g R 8, @Y I qEfaee
FY ATCHA AT AR & 1 At ¥ ARAQT g
fr g Fawr fefoea ¥ fag & aar-
fagem #t 7Y a7ma & afes s 3w
areafas Ffaargar @ & #iv I+ aawm
fafar s afw wfeorm AT & 4@
34§ % g7 T g wrEw # fefafam
A FX F RS K T A9 T =
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AEY F7 fF IAEY wfEATE # g7 FA
F fax oy arfas gawrc 33 zu &, 4
3% gry fefafmm & amw o7 frm aws
F sqaeT wvx # 7 g aAfawrA
THEA A fE T A ¥ wdd ¥
w7 fefafam & qarfas o= 8 & -
oI gW AT fAEy ¥ Fu A wAd-
feomr & o omd fre-faw g A
AR FIA F TE AT F7 ITE
fram % oF fadw wFv A AE FaT
T oFwv v F? gy fefafew
THFAT  AAEA AGY 8, TF FHT
AAATT § | AT IIF AIE TR,
IFE Ay fgfeaen ®, 9AF a7 wH
I F79 § e g fefafem am
T @ &, qv W AT IAHIE U
Fwrrw ¥ fefafma #1 guist zavse
ITF AT T A T ¥ OF gEA
T fAAfr %37 9gd & 1 a8 Farfy
I 3 A gw I uefaee
AN F 4T F AW F, AfFT gu Iy
H AT, ®NF W At
IaeqT 3§ AW FT Wl A, I
TR F g & W wwn g o
g TV 9 a7 faT w9 fR gw
ITH AT ITA FlEATIAT AT T A
¥ T agam 3§ T wTw W
fsfafem &y o 7 & fo my
REH & fF T gEfageT F #1999 7,
T rRfageE £ AT oTHET AT
A 739 q¥ I TF UF FER 9L 0F
F1 famg ¥ 7 3@ AR ITF TR W
T 39feaa w0 # Ffow T FL
97 3% TAfaue & d7 ¥ 3w wF
7 ot 7y A foieee v %7 afy-
FX T 1 a7 frema w=h & 5 3=
maifauer ; # wTHA ATAT AT @A
¥ I FI7 FHelt avg 71 A7 FETAFT
Fgr & anfgd | e fet F wetTiRewe

FY ATHT " q39 FTIUEA fwAT, av
I 99 9 #7 fafeamsng 1 faa
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AT ST | T GFT FT 9T ITH
& A wrfgld | gwE s el §
e & arfed fA R w A A
faszargaT & Porwd afy a0
FTHT |

o AT 7gf7 AT oo PR
gAY g, 98 9% & % WS w0 §
F3r AT Tt F1 37ETT A
2, 37 g F 7oAt frwad vaT &
9 AISTEY ®T H gqq FlqryT @A
WL H TG H T AT F ANIA &
T I IF AT WGV I HgA A
%, AT FEAAT oY 19 Fg 27 A M
FaaT &1 frwid T8 g\t 7 1 TAET
qETy B FG 97 AR FeqFwT g1 qa
£ 9 o e I /i A gE
3N KT AT IFAT & MTIT AW X
IART TAEAAT FT AT AEY g7 AvAw
& 1 &) & F1gr fr Fraw aam AT a0
¥ FH IF AT AT Ay AT I
wfey 3 N 35 fawma FE L,
IS FH F F7 uF (rzq fFE q2q
femaar fgng az aem 1 A% &
ggia #1 fawmT w7 & wis §
g w1t fawme fHfey =0 & = &
o soaedtt &Y srr WYY frw q@ @
ma feeqysr #r @f, 9961 fo=rs
w"r *z-‘a fEar s 1 3z Frdandt Hred
@ TR & g 3aF day § =4
7, afFa N‘(ﬂﬂg a9 v ag
fafresy & amd S v gaw ard
¥ Pead qafem g1 1 & Sogan g 6 go
% & 9oy w9 FAFT ot &
TFRAAAT K7 F av F UF agA qg7
fefafers a0 w1 i =7 fa=
At & AT A A3 FY swEwT daT A
AT TEY E AR AR AT gAA T
wk fefaftars g w1 T 1 S
oy At & soAY AT Tad & fag
fre atg & faf¥edmgdoa fear smar
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%, aFAE F AT 39 fas Ay
AN & avg 7 qvg &1 foew 73wy

gfraamil & Fada7 1 zfiz ¥
F¢ A7 KT a9 § 517 gfea 1 0% 0F
A IAN ALAZ AT | TR UHI-
fauem & sfafafa &1 swEw fear
wral arfgd afs 3 wew g A%
fF 379 BT F1 {79 775 ¥ zedwre fram
stral & A1 fFg Tor7 & art & gegare
frar oT WI 1 373 & arv § fygm
AW A F1f3T )

& grgar g % 99 w97 3¢ gEk-
faowa aary #1 wfawreizar & arow
TF FIW T TF K AR & q9N AV
wfow T #1759 framt & anrgw
¥ fesa orw Y UFR AT GeH F &Y
Fifeow & #2137 70 fAgEl A )
58 A A 7 FA FY gl 78 @A
qriEd | 9® WA 3FF0  w;ETEA
fay M wE o fqaw 37 A ¥ @
g0 A wfgd foee 7 5o 73 ar
FEATA A FIE AITAT A FF A% 1 Q¥
T TEE g9 uHifAued & aay
A FH F74 arel & {qu qmas fag
gt MTET aw@ § w7 wifaay gfu-
FIfeat & 219 & Agr Avger 9rfEd )

T ar9 a1 a9 ¥ fE7 39 9% 9%
agm f& awag & J1 3wy fafw
Ffewen &, wfaw sfewg g A1 foas
fg 2AX 9 WL A T AAF I T
%, fag w7 3 oy =frwe far &, 77
e\ AT & AT AgA 9 FIA KT

& wg-walt S & A f g A
FY W@E F TAeq g X AHT Iy gfaur
FATT FvH AT FUTO &1 FF WA
Ffagiwa o TUE & 77 g T
a3 FfaeTmT ) & ey a1 7 )
afe @z oY wwA der T 2, W
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[+ g fog wai i)
qEY ATET Mg AT AL HAGT F
HTATT g UF fquq Sw07 £ agear
qar F3 ¥ forg Fareasrgd @ | aa
& faq 9g M A F&T § fF so3 T I
fadg w7 AR gw wafads wafq-
v T4 |8 T 737 § ag=ry Ay
Fifrw 57

ag W1 #fFsgzdr ws g, fowr
I yfew et F1 A< §F fau, 9%
gt @Y 9% § fAC gEar g, 9w
feqqaer # frrmrsse wafguoa &
gfgfafuat 1 @ swmRI T ST
ST IART FATZ § A AT T FT 3T
g1 qar freaa w7 & wqfan 71 ¥
IaRT AT 050 | 3W TG AT ogaedr
Tay giAT A1fga | ST ®F 97 § IAA
q@ g9 AT &1 A9 frmard dar
& #f1T FAAT 39 5T AR FEAT BT @
ol 9T FT F€ATq T ] | § angen f
f g7 FIAT F1 W FF TR 37 Fraq
F1 T T 39 feqz &1 Frm faar 9
fora® 5137 g9 39 qAIfUaT ®Y 916T
37 BITU W qME@I AW FT HIAT
greafas wf3A1347 F7 IFE FE 51 TF
Fyrfas art fear g AT 39 qur-
frr wed 71 g wfys ¥ ofas gaEt
qard |

i@ guEarHT 7T 3qA0 q87 FF
&, AT AT AT FIA H AT § HAIT
Iay guTd | 91 &1 AfI=8y W@
gu Y q¥ % fe¥ F1A1 § 97 ¢¥
g, 1 gy # 390 €, 39% faw gw ag
gaTer @er &< 2 )} & fF & mawr wit
1 gAY & fae wqurfas g @
1], 7 fF gEifgea & ot & gt
qF | Y A FTAT AR A q@m
F 3% q1 § qrar Fafeqq w1, oy

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

(Restriction of Rights)
Rules, 1966
HUT SHY AAFAT E 1 q@ I g A
farm aqraw fardr wrg w12 A7 fraw ard
wiz fow & ¥ ofww arar & fow #4-
arfet & far g9 uaifgoss ®71
swaedr &Y 4 WY gearfga gi 37 sfeea-
wg F 7AW FAH F fqr A g @Y
F1 HUAT HIEFT FATT HUAT G FIA R
F1 G F 9H GAW & fad 9 A
uE AT AR FATd FIAT G wfEarzal
F1 T FW ¥ f97 9 HIT g4T AWC
F 77 7g faawi &1 g FA 3T W
@r g 717 g7 9o favara g Pp AT
TAFT qE AF § 3@ F3 37 fAaAr A
TEX FI FT FEATT FAGTFT |

6030

The question was proposed,

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL
(Gujarat): Madam, one will natural-
ly sympathise with the police force
which has to work under the most
trying circumstances My hon. friend
who has moved his Motion has en-
umerated some of their difficulties.

[TeE Vice-CHATRMAN (Smmi M. P.
Braarcava) in the Chair]

These are the rules which are
sought to be applied to the police in
the whole of India and not in the
Capital alone. In the Capital, in
Delhi, there are additionaj difficulties
that they have.

But I am wondering, when the
Home Minister gave the assurance
about allowing them to form an as-
sociation, whether he did it after due
consideration or just to tide over an
emergent situation that emerged in
Delhi whep the police force of Delhi
went on a strike and the Army had
practically to be called out to keep
order in the Capital of India, The
police force had been surrounded in
their living quarters when the nego-
tions were going on. Whether the
Government wanted to permit it or
not, it is not kmown.
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I had given certain Calling Atten-
tion Notices and asked several ques-
tions to which no clear answer was
given, Now, we have this spectacle
of some talks and negotiations with
the representatives of the police after
which this Bill and these rules have
come., I, for one, do not understand
how we can really allow a union to be
formed of the type of a trade umon
in the police services The next step
will be allowing such a union to be
formed in the Defence Service, in the
mhitary and elsewhere Where will we
go? This 1s not a very satistactory
state of affairs It 15 bacause of the
failure to tackle the problem of
the difficulties of the police on

6031

that occasion that matters went
so fai, and somehow, tio tide
over the difficulties when the

Government were corneted, they had
to give these assurances I am not
at all happy about what happened
then But the Government will have
to deal with various situationg and
the rules and the laws that they pro-
pose to make must take into account
all these and not what happened 1n
the Capital City, in Delhi, at a certan
time We have the example, 1f I
may say so, of a very efficient, loyal
police service 1in- Bombay, well-
disciplined, they have got very good
traming schools And I am glad that
sometimes officers from there are
brought to Delhi to train the police
force here But I feel the material
from which these men have been re-
cruited, thewr basic traiming, therr
education, have not been of a standard
commensurate with the type of duty
they are expected to perform What
1s necessary 1s to raise the standard
of recruitment of policemen all over
India if we are to have a proper
police force, where the police will
not need to form a union, so that
they will keep law and order and
they will be satisfied and the Gov-
ernment will know how to deal with
them That is going to take some

time,

Sir, we have another situation m
Calcutta at present. There 1s this

[ 24 JUNE 1867 ]
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picture of the gherao And I under-
stand that when on one occasion, the
Chief Minister who 1s also the Home
Minister asked the police to tackle the
problem and disperse the gherao, an-
other Minister, perhaps more power-
ful, went and countermanded the
order So, the gherao continues.
Petrhaps, some of the Mimisters from
Calcutta have been summoned to
Delh1 by the Prime Minister for a
discuss.on on this matter Some of
the;n were in the Central Hall I
met them in the afternoon. That 13
another situation prevailing in Cal-
cutta How will 1t be tackled®

In the Cipital Citv of Delhy, we
know that on several occasions police-
men had been put under very trying
conditions My mind goes back to a
case where somebody’s Fiat car was
stolen and there was a bad accident.
Sons of some high-ups were nvolved
mn that And the police officer went
and told the owner of the car, “Why
don’t you settle 1t? We will get you
a new car. Don’t make any nose
about it” Now, if this 1s the condi-
tion under which the policemen have
to perform their duties in Delhi, what
type of discipline do you expect to
get from them?®

Very recently a respectable house
was 1mmvaded by some rowdies, what-
ever the occasion I am not trying to
express my sympathy one way or the
other 1 have 1n a sense according
to what I feel, expressed a certaln
sympathy with the people of Israel.
But I am misunderstood to feel that
I have no s- mpathy with the people
of the UAR People are people all
over the wo'ld, and they are common
people like us I have been once to
Egypt I know that they are a
sumple agricultural people They need
education, they need food, they need
clothing, they need to improve their
standards. But that does not mean
that while we extend our hand of
cooperation, we exchange students,
we allow the Arab students to come
here, we would allow them to behave
In a nasty manner When that 1n-
cident took place at No 1, Jan Path,
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[Shri Dahyabhai V_ Patel.]

the police came, And what did they
do? They started advising people
not to attend the function, Under
pressure, one of the rowdies was ar-
rested. If there is any doubt about
it, I have a photograph with me of
a person arrested and of a policeman
sitting next to him. What did the
police do? Did they produce him
befoe magistrate for trial? Did they

put him up for trial? No, Sir, Why?
Because of interference from the high-
ups. This is the type of difficult duty
which the police have to do in this
country. Therefore, they are entitled
to al] our sympathies. And if the
police force is to be improved, these
are the difficulties that you have to
rémove. The police should be allow-
ed to do their rightful, legitimate
duty without interference from the
high- ups.

Now, in the Capital City of Delhi,
there are other things =also working.
We have Members of Parliament, and
some of them have very loud voices.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU (Uttar Pra-
desh): Like you.

_SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
There are some men in your party,
Dr. Sapru, I do not talk so often but
you will agree that when I {alk, I
talk sense.

A few days ago, 2 Member who
perhaps did not like my speech got
up and said that the real organiser
of this function, Mr. Ram Swarup of
U.P. was some time back involved in
a passport scandal, that he obtained
his passport by impersonating or
falsely using the name of a Member
of Parliament, Sir after this speech
was made, the next day a letier came
to the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha,
the Vice-President of india, and a
copy was sent to me. I sent a Short
Notice Question on the 3rd June but
the Home Minister has not con-
descended yet to answer that ques-
tion though today is the last day of
the session. The Chairman of our
House was pleased to say: —

*“I want to make it clear that
Members who are not in a position

\

i
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to substantiate charges of the
nature made in the present casg,
should not make such statements.
Allegations and counter-aliegations
of this nature by Members detract
from the dignity of Parliament.”

Sir, I wish to say that in this parti-
cular case an allegation of this type
1s made on the floor of this Houge.
What 1s the police doing? Did they
follow it up or not? Was the man
involved in a passport case or not"
Did he obtain a passport under false
representation? If such allegatlom
have been made, and by a person who
is found by the Prime Minister 1o be
in the habit of making allegations
without foundation, and found to be
untrue, what is the remedy for that
person? What does the police do 1n
this case”

Sir, the police have a very dufficult
duty in this city. And any effort to
make regulations or Bills of this type
1in the matter of policemen or making,
them have their unions is not going
to work. I do not believe if this Gov-
ernment can allow a union of the
type 0f a trade union Agssociation 1s
a different matter. Associations,
meetings for socisl intercourse, for
sports should be encouraged. The
policemen should have their celebra-
tions, their special days and sports
when senior officers and, 1 believe,
some Ministers also could grace the
occasion They would know what
type of sports their policemen excel
in, what type of policemen do good
work. Perhaps a little social contact
with them on these lines would en-
courage the policemen to produce
better results. But what can we do
about the difficulties that the police-
men have to work with in Delhi? Is
there any solution? That is the
question that I want to pose, I do
not know whether this Government
i able to find a solution to this

There are many, many problems
facing this Government which it is
not able to tackie and trying to tackle
the problem by this slipshod method
has brought in something much more
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The problems and the diffi-
culties of the policemen should have
been tackled long, before the police
thought of resorting to the method of
forming a union and refusing to work.
When the city o Delhi was without
any police for two days and the mili-
tary had to be called out what were
the senior officers of the police force
and the Department doing? That is
where the fault lay. What was the
Ministry doing? The foault is there
and for which the policeman suffered.

sericus.

Sir, I would hike to reiterate again

that if we are going to have a good

police force and a better system of
law and order, the recruifment of

palicemen from the bottom has to

be better. He should have better re-
muneration,. Why do we not learn

irom the example of the proverbial
“London Bobby”? How is he recruit-
ed? How is he trained” What faci-
lities does he get? Is 1t not for those
reasons that you get so much order
in that city? You can find anything
there with his help. Any stranger
can get the police help, Can we look
forward to a day when we will have
such a police force in this city?

Thank you

st TRARTEW (ITY R
S, & o SIS F F S #T AR
far & gwd Faarg, faqar werdy
¥ oot qof ¥ gudga gy fear sew
sarer & oo fem, fawmr A amf &
FHGF FIAT AT E

WA St 7 915 ¥ F7 AGT FT gforq
ARG 91 T 41X TF AT Fgr
fF § 99% A9 wayeq ¥ AT T
z | qT w'wUE & gy f & 9
AT &, 9 FA A7 fewrTr g AT 12
IGEIT 196> F [, MM HIT
fHT @8 &1 |1 faam & S 14 WA
1967 & fraw sawar | w9 A
et &1 wegad frar st ArfRw
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# ™ 1 AP #T geigw FE F
o WF SfRQ meEm AR S &
FEN gat g fF 3 e feqaw &
qfSFEl 9T FAT T AT &1 1857
¥ 99 AW qTA=EET wifea qreaas
F ATFTHATE g8 QY AT & §iA| g057
# ATF § gEd a7 faaagmar o
EIEL] CL:C] Fgl -é : “The Sepoy must be
made to fear officers even more than an
enemy” T 7g FET faqey 7Y & @
gfedaT &t fewmr .. & g faama
o FRAWE ¥, TER N BT | TG
7, fF 70 AEad ¥ Argd 3T 3%
f& W FT A AT I AT AV T@
#1 TET HE':: g

St agmETAam R (am-faf)
AT §F TAT G741 418 FYAT |

ST aRtaw o 297 9 fa
Ag 99 ¢ F4T 3K gW AT TRHT S
Y T AT | TG T FAT TR F
Toh @ T !

ot ST AT qY
v |

ATRT @

St AT - FATL S 47§
FIA AT FH W A4 [T AT AF FT
TS 3, AR FT Y AGT T T &, A
ff qET <@ T Z | WIS Al A OHAT B,
g7 AGAT 2, SAFT o7 ‘arfgw ¥ Iz
nfaaw g, 3a€1 9t fgra & 376 #1 am
AT Q€ ATETE | T A=aT A<F 4 §TH1
qef@q | tiey Sy 3, SR FZT 97 21747
& AT BT FAFL, AT o T Y, I
FET— w0 gAY fgar F faar o ava
F1 F71 qieFa g v 4 F3T fF qeq-
28T AT § A AG | AT &I FAZH
I A W IAT F ATIT-AE AAL
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[#fy “asryrera]

%Y S5y s A wore faege
S AT T} |

qTF FIATAT, FAAHT  F 19
gY <4 & v & sy =g f fgewe &
TAMAT  TEAT T AT WY exrfara
¥ WAL, § T BE § a7 @ Y-
WMATHAFF A 7 T 9T T AL
¥ Frar wrar wifgr wlr § awaar
g & w% 3wzt w0 g,
TF  JATAT AT T w=A ey
AT H A(AHT oy 3wt oF
ATTAREY, 0F FRIATTF aTd Forrefy 9T
AT KT FE(C FT qAmaA faer
BT T AN wIAE 0F Ty
] ARTL AIWEA B g ey
Y '@"ﬂ' TF  ZMET JI E\T‘TT I
AT FAG THTTH ATATAT 397 § 7
GIEL K CIE (T SR E PR R
™ IT IfAT gy @ gfagra
¥ AT HETFT wTAT WAAE0 Ay

1915 Fo  F ua¥Hr gy
T ez ¥ gfw wRE
qiEg ¥ w7 Hiqr A1, 997 Fg

1935 T 4z M7 &1 399w
AT 1935 ¥ Gaw X gfaT
¥ FAET AT Far war W o4
fafegm afya & 6 97 qrar oy,
AT 26 79 1950 91 fg7 gt 3y
fafar afim & =7 5 gard a3
AT TG fyar g e ofad
For, faar s $15 qed fon,
TR qF gy & 7 T A ot
WEWT & wredleger # 5 Predy
FAT &I 5 Pom ¥ wgarv o7 oAr
P T gar qRT Aedane
T L Ag TR 12 fEaEaT 1966
TR s Y qT FEr oW oam
ImE -
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“Additional purposes for which
a member of a police-force not
to participate in, or address, any
meeting, etc —No member of a
police-force shal] participate in,
or address, any meeting or take
part in any demonstration
orgamised by any body of per-
SONS—

(a) for the purpose of protest-
ing against any of the pro-
visions of the Act or these
ruleg or any other rules
made under the Act; or

for the purpose of protest-
ing against any discipli-
nary action taken or pro-
posed to be taken against
him or against any other
member or members of a
police-force; or

(b

~—

(¢) for any purpose connected
with any matter pertaining
to his remuneration or other
conditions of service or
his conditions of work or
his living conditions, or the
remuneration, other condi-
tions of service, conditions
of work or living condi-
tions, of any other member
or members of a police-
fonce: "

g ¥ g\ K AIAT  ATEAT §
72T & qerfay gl ¥ v wmew
FTE | TEEAFLE 7 gfam &
F FIE AT [UAr 90T & 7 wQAY
qaT wr o & Ao faw g W
QT AT & I49 greg F fawy & fag
T A A Mifer w7 awar &, T w0
fomregm sTaFard, T HE A
AT wHAT 1 7z gt IavEfew
Az Fw7 fram o ¥ @A g F
T FrF Ay $7 wod SAA AT
IIIT FT AW FLAAG 34 797§
TAT meArfAa wgedt A q@AT
I T #aT a3 AT ATHITHC
fagg %)
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ol TFIT wHL @A (AT F3w) ¢
o INRfEF 3w & gfaw ke
JMTIFA FT qATZAT FAT % 2 |

St TeAeme o Srogi, qfT
# qfqn qrawA § @ I90E, & A9 A
FTAFTE | & Ao St oy wha T ey
A 1 Fqr g F gare 3@ wew §
11 q@ ¥ gfm uEfwawa g
# ot wFIT AT @A FT oFawr g F
S AT A FEGT AEET gAIT AT
%7 AAT A JT 39 FAr77 §F QT g,
zqT¢ Ay A frTeRTY g1 ag wewT
got i gfwa &1 "gned aTAr =nfed
1 A, A AP AT AT F@T
g1 I Faq Ararg 3@ faar g,
wat PralEmes ® AIE-sReT
g, ;AT T A AWM Fq=
FEgI WET  §T &1 U fafow
gfe (e AFTH AT AT T@1gT
melT S ¥ FEr fF g aE franis
F TAAF g, qW F4 FT W OF |
&t IFv 93w ¥ gfera JweT 2, gt
gfem @nsA 947 |

st o gIET@ER  (ITEIA)
qaIayaT g

! TEREAEW: AW F g ¥
T e, wEfEANT %3, 9759 73, giAw
FHATN g9 F§ ITAZH A waAw
T8, A7 gH qra gt v | Wiy gfera
g7 USAT ¥ T 1 AR WAAT Mifei
FW@E wodT TE F AR F T F
ot aF FIT TF AT IEAT AT
f& gfer & dmsa & garfusy gi|g
JaT d & A g TG TG AT AIE-
HIETT IF | TV FgAT A1 ¥ u=r-
fasTdr  ATIATIET 1§ | MITATIS T
weifaFTdr Ag @ ¥9 U0 Agq 979
g5 & | Y ¥gT H 3 A9A HINE R IART
WY Tl § W AR WA FT
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I FT JT FAHT AR Y E I
wen w7 favepd w0 A7 wfaw |
THT7 fEqr w37 31 wfg7 g3, ¥ 9
T8 AWV AAT, FE0 HIHT HICATHT F
TE IART FTXT 47T T 1 G857 T IAHT
TATT TEagfAEdT AT W IGA
w1 % grogfeada & oY gwrv fod
AT 2 17T TR Wre Silo FrATE
aZ $te WFo Ao B, HIE a8 T0 7,
dro I, I} THo o g, AT IqF Y
% g SUFT Qa1 FAT gAT §) AW ARy
G ST A gfRE &1 BT T4 @
SHFT gaT g Frefaw 8,83 Frefad
T JET GEHT TN &, GEHT TN HT
QAT ATFT LM, FFH I A
gar g oY &, afed @eET
FT To THo gYo %, To THo GYo T
o lﬁ'o %1 THo Gto &T THo THo gto
%’, Q’H’o oo L'ﬁ'o T 3'1'0 3,T|'§o Eﬂ'o
? T T Ero Ardo SfYo &7 AT Fo
3 THEm g o s E A O &
G ZHU G &

dfsa snR grag ATOAm
(Faz wey) : feo arfo uwe dlo &
W@ T |

St TTHATOAW IR Y I X

at & =y Surmerd & A9, U
fafaa ) <, 7@ wr g fFag @R )
FAAET QT AT FAUTEA AGY QW |
F1E oY FTHTT A W gt A gfea B
qGH FT A FA FT T HAATEA
T@EAT AT 3 FANTAT AGT < A,
TN SHA ;T 395 faewe e
S WTAATH I & 98 q9E [F AATH
w1 & 1 9% fir g8 &, 97 S5 A
FaEdY ATy & A AR /AT A TG AAA
A B WA AT § FI@@ F I
¥ weq 9T gqer AT § SEr
TG A WA 2 | |7 5 AR qEE
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[ TrFmriaT)

Hr of1 TaAT H1ga qHAS g R gfers
arered F1 &= far wfEa & war
=gt g foF gt gfew s g
TEY 2, 78 A TWQ ¥ THT F1 3@ G
2, AT TG TLATT HT G G A T 1
AT ¥ o R 99 WEA § 99T A8
FI-HYAHY T 5 FT AT AT
AT § UF FTaAT & ®T § FgAl
AT g 1 AT W= ST FY AT
WEH T FIWMY 78 T=F #7900
T, F TAHT AR IATE, 0 IWE
& A AT TH AT FI AA FI &
g7 fagar wr g & far e 7
FAT & HTAITZRA Ia7 9T e ot
T AT = grer ST A ¥, SR Sy
7 faeger v wgr v @ 9% WA
faar T ar fr v @visT & g% 1 ST
AEY TG, AIFIT ITF WG F7 Tqaaar
FT FIGIO HAT AT ATEA], I Jg AT
g 1 39 i@ AQEIAg 98T § @
F AT § T aT fvar w97 99
Tl FY 3 fen & sif@ ag q@Te
T T W@ E, 99 FrUEY FY e $7
v 8, T FTEY I AT A A T
FAIHE LN & |

o, 79w 51w F
g@ar g, & favmar & A ouwy
o1 FTedT §, AT T 39 AL
HET F W fam ®WiT gEaT
ORAT &1 MY S99 wieg &1 fagm
¥ @ gew s & @ ¥ faur
I, T Y, I FT AIANY AL
¢ /¥ 9g ¥ ¥ qumw g frwew
T HFHTT WT A T AEL AT
T ag fraw  wga: @ @& &0
HAATT 3T g T AT F: AT,
¥ OF graer foar vq1 97 99 193 &7
FIFIT T geT faar AT F1A7 # fo@at
Jrga, foradt wfa #@ix foadr agfaga
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qf g wsd & qard ¥ & af § gaat
Y g9 fraw @17 gofam & g2 &
foar AT TR

o9 T wia, feavaT 9l whw
Foa AT g i & o aft v
Flrgaagsdl 7 1917 FHTA H
gEdl | Ta%F a1 W AAT FAEAT B
sifeq, fa atsr « o9 oF ay faamr
o1 wqr feaeas, gaw fgarT o1 w@r
e | HS WIS H FAT FEd g 7
qiq ¥ @i § AT gH I F4T, AN(
FIE FAq FIZATE .

“Provided nothing contained in
clause (‘e) shall preclude a Mem-

ber of a Police Force from parti-
cipating in a meeting which is
convened by an Association, of
which he is a Member and which
has been accorded sanction under

sub-section (i) of section 3 of the
Act”

T8 79 | , 9€ WA U TIAAE & |
dfw gg Foqadre q@v ¥ g aa.
qg TRENT TN | TG AT 7 THARE
2Ux gig GAwTfear gai gy ¥
fomr | fweFar g faar .

“Provided that the Inspector-
General of Police may, by
general or special order, having
regard to the objects of the meet-
ing, and other relevant factors,
permit any meeting.”

qE JF FTEAFEL FALA ATgT agIg
TAFL Az F FY oI AR AW,
A9 aF q Wfor a8 &% awq | wq
I GG F HTAAT I HAF o %
THATFET W1 agEL FuT ITFI TATHG
a | a1 f ge *ad § a€r &7 gfere
FT gFa9GaeT g1 AT T o THo Fro g1 AT
U0 o gl »TAT 98 AT AT a1 &)
& F5 A T3 o T AT § T



6043 Motion re annulment
of Police Forces

A—ifF gw amea & i gw & sara
AT AIFTY A FAAE 77 F F18 I
AL AT , A1 ATT H AT g1 T wOrAy
K A | A gL AT I FT qFIEAT
qgat g 1 At qgfewm &1 gara g
37 uE AT F-—IF T £ AT
sft fuar @ 9Rez FT——ag w9 fava-
faaera & ara 71a & 97 & faarfaai #1
¥ argr & AT &gar g fw san, g
g8 ®AT FT A AT GB HAT
FTAT §, MT TS g9 F A7 aTAT HT
qHT FTF ATAT & A7 F7AT & 4@,
gaa Thal wuwg faar &) s Oy
o % faeg qfaq #1 fgard g
IS1T aT F9T g T q1q § ¢ F0A QAT
T F faw@ AquraT FY F1q FT |
gL ATE FAZIAT EW &1 ;G HA
w37 & wemifaq  wEEAt A Fqrar g,
HIL g A A TSR, TG AT TAAFTT
fafads @vadfy & w@ aFavar o g
g & Aafes W F N F fF
72 I FAFT FFIAT E A1 v uE
T AT W@ . . . Al ¥ ouE
T A FAFQ FC g fF w7 T
a# wqw g, fF awma a7
ITHr g fag fzar & 5 39% @g
s § WA g g f& &l cane
TGt 2, AF v g oene , A%
HIE ARATL, HIE GIT, 7GY HC |

IqeaTea (Y AEEIR SawE
WHF) © TITAIT SV, #qIgE) F
gan g fe 15 fAae &1 awy g 9#

g

sy TreATOAN ¢ AT s g faar
FfeA, FA FHA ATET |

ITANTEE (W) AEEIR SR
AME) : WL FAAT AT F E
@ Afem ag W& asm

(Time bell rings).
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Y AT © FWAAAS E TEAT
H2Y ot & a1 ga fqae, gadr aoAr
g @t 1sfaae)

gaaureae  (* AgEIT SR
wrtT) - A QAT Ag

st qwATTe : @v, fagar zd
Fgar arFfear g 7o fex goany
F1 qEIE & 919 FZA1 AT §1 &
igar g f& o waw 27 faei
T gEi AT E#T F W THAIfIaF
g AWM &3, AIHT A AHQT ¥
43, wifgy s S s ad §
3% fear & oY ww g gfes ara §,
aifaz g% faamn 1 7% 33 F faely
FIE T 91z £7T T4 7 f7ar foay
qaT WIFH 4§ AT Al gA AT
TMEA E 1 T guTe A9 93, W I
arq 43 #iv galaw 43, §= aum
zagzgfad 48 f& gfaa Aad $3 Ten
Fifx qeFk F1 A AT AT AT FEAT
qgE & AAATAAT AT FAT
AT 8, T WA AT FIAT A1
g FHET R AWTIE ZAT AiEd
®Y FATIA @1 7 AWEAT §T QUG
F@ & faq oy 7 faare fafma
&t fAara  Argvawar 1 9<T, WA
gar & ATt Tt qfre widEat
# qZr1 #A @G s, fF
st waraes fqardy, @t gfeq gria
¥ OFAT AT T IF AT A0
afaqg faarr & fafaezz g fagre &,
uaqra faardr agh o7 feewr gfaw
A T H

s AFAT TEY G 0 WTT A
HTHT  qF |

st TR ¢ gfan, gedr 7 ¢
TFIT HAT ATEA | FAT F Wizw §
(Tlme bell Ti'ngs) AT % a‘r Wﬁ
BT 2 &Y = oty | geAr w3 FA)
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IR (s wEER wawE
ARA),;: I AT A FS FZAT
& qm | sfgd

oY qAARIAw g A Wi A
%3 W3 3795 928 ¥ Afad | ta
FrIg AT H FgAr wzar § Aoy (&
ST 9T § FB&  Iq¢EHF FT AW
s | gywEa g arfar mifs
TS AT FT AT G2 FT FIH 2 |
T 9T AN AT § AT A6 A J,
qgt 5 I TAFT mwaar fagw A
2 fF 7 a7 quar o v gy
W zafad sga 2 s am aedy
A AR EH AN WY &, gW AN ar
st €, FHAT AA grgw AT A3
Sy & IR saver @ |1 99
T I AT IS

§ aga § fafqa & s FgN g
oz # fawrr & dgardT w1 gmar
qrgar 3 agy a0F g zafay § o«
fagmzo St qaw ¥ weg F A
7% AT 1At § fw g fraaon of,
arq fa=ar &1 oo T oS, fa=r A
T | AT 320 F AT FT AT A
g afes famr s oo & sEn AT
faerr oz &t SR A fAAw AT,
BT, q9Y qgF § garaAr, qarm 3
Tl FT GEAAT ATTHI, AT JATA 8
ag WT AW, AT &, IART JATAY,
o 7w (5 50 A7 wofg greq dat
g rf & IR qfaw gt 7 M A3
faara® 21 917 77 wsw FHIAN &,
A, §IF I ¥ T T5qF 4196
gftepim A ARE Tear fpra
@ 1 oo H 93 T Ar fage &
qaFaa fafqez &1, gard @l &0
& a1 A1 qamA wrar famr

[ RAJYA SABHA ] (Restriction of Rights) 6046
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& (7 fF arg 90T T 30 qIRFIT
§ | ZWA FFT, TS GHET FT U
FLAT FO0L, AT gEA!  FAST 20
@ § A% @ A, gH ward
FAT § AW A WL FE A0S
ZTWA 8 W1 WA F fY ag wHA
F g A FUA T ARE L, a5 HIS
TS W@t FOA A7 6 q3F fqumw
I A1 § A1 §ya favms zw &
TRTT 3, aRY WIS FEAT A HAFT
™ 2 AT JTT QHoUHo Yo FY
g a1 gHoTRodTo § WY ABW ] |

Hag-F™ qqr dare fawm § e
w1 ( S wTo Fo qATH ): FA AT

geir ?

Y THARATTRD . JT FR0Y, ATLHEA
agd aF faamEw g9 F I W
gie fear 91 fF (Time bell rings.)

Iaareet (=7t wgTE T A we ) ;
ATy S, e 9@ a9 af

wt TrRATEW ¢ A & Ag fAae
FT ®TE 6 g gl 58 719 gA@E §
faam qaw ¥ wfeges @ 518 99
TSI A ZH T I €T FHAT HIT §&T
F wenifae el &1 AL @rE FT 7
FFIT FAT @I ATES H1 wd g
gy 3 fF F 780 I5F7 6 a7 FX
10 fage gz oY, 917 A FFe@ I
W1 gWITr W wIEE Wer ¥
AN H gErdl e #Y |

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
(SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, this question
regarding Delhi Policemen hag been
raised in this House from time to time.

ft vearEw o frrlr ¥ oadY

AR 1
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SHR1 VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA:
Very many times, we have indicated
what we are doing for the welfale
of the Delhi Policemen, We have
also indicated what was ithe 1eason
why some political elements entered
the sphere of Delhi Policemen, vitiat-
ed the entire atmosphere and brought
about the very tragic happenings, So
1 do nol propose to go inio all these
things and I want to restrict my reply
to mainly the poimnts raised by hon.
Members regarding the rules which
are under discussion.

The hon. Member, Shr1 Bhandar,
has said that certain assurances were
given by my predecessor 1n office
while he introduced this Police Foices
Bill in this honourable House, The
first assurance that was quoted was
regarding the right of the policemen
to present their grievances to the
authorities. I beg to submit that this
assurance has been amply tulfilled.
Thewr Sangh has been duly recognis-
ed One of the purposes of this Sangh
is to canalise and to present the legi-
timate grievances of policemen to
the authorities who aie capable of
solving those grievances and to pro-
mote their welfare. The second as-
surance of the previous Minister 1n
the Mmistry of Home Affairs which
was quoted was that there would not
be any gagging of policemen, I beg
to state that there has been no gagging
of policemen Whenever they want
to say anything about thelr own wel-
fare or about their service conditions
or whenever they want to say any-
thing legitimate, there 1s no question
of gagging them They have full
freedom for saying thesc things 1o
their authorities and nobody has res-
tricted them 1n this right. But if
that freedom of speech 1s interpreted
to mean the raising of slogans or the
making of political speeches, inflam-
matory speeches, then it can be said
that these things have been stopped.
I do say that these things have been
stopped because they are not in con-
ormity with the discipline that every

[ 24 JUNE 1967 ]
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police {foice 1n this country has to
maintain,

KHAN: Not
but 1n every

SHRI AKBAR ALI
only in this country,
countiy.

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA:
Another point that was raised by Shri
Bhandar: was that these rules obstruct
the legltimate funclioning ot the as-
soclation which hag been duly ap-
proved by the Government, Sir, may
I submit that these rules not only do
not obstruct the functioming of this
association, but they are meant to
tacilitate the proper functioning of
the association, As you know, the
Act that was passed by this House
only provides the basic structure of
the scheme, The detalls of the func-
tioning aie 1egulated by these rules
and these rules, if I may say so, are
meant to spell out the way the asso-
ciation will tunction for the bhetter-
ment of the police personne]l them-
selves,

Some hon. Members have said that
the ordinary lite and morale—I think
it was Shri1 Bhandari—should not be
dusrupted by the use of these rules
which, 1n his opinion, were meant to
do so. I have already submitted that
these rules have a completely different
purpose, Thelr purpose 1s to facilitate
the proper and disciphined working
of the police force. As hon. Members
know, several State Police Forces
have their associatrons and the acti-
vilieg of those associations are mainly
welfare activities and this Sangh
which has been recognised in the
Union Territory of Delhi has also ta
function for the welfare of the police
personnel Hon. Members also know
that the rules of this association were
agreed upon by the members of the
Delhi Police Force Their represen-
tatives had discussions with the offi~
cers of the Delhi Police Force and
both of them agreed upon the consti-
tution, functioning and everything and
after this agreement was achieved
the Government accorded them the
necessary recogmtion As the House
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knows, this association was function-
ing well and we were looking forward
to a good cooperation between the
officers, the men 'of the Delhi Police
Force and the Government. But some
political elements intervened and the
whole situation was vitiated.

As far as the demands of the police-
men go, we have submitted before
this House several times the actions
that we have foken to promote their
welfare. We have taken some urgent
action about their housing. We have
taken some ad hoc action about their
various other grievances which we
thought should be looked into and
should be removed even before the
report of the Khosla Commission was
submitted to us and before we took
decisions on those recommendations.
We are very seriously examining the
interim report of the Khosla Com-
mission and 1 hope we will be able
to take decisions on those recommen-
dationg soon.

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHAN-
DARI: Could you indicate any specific
time?

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA:
It would be very difficult to indicate
any specific time except to say that
whatever decisions we may take they
will be for the benefit of the police-
men,

Shri Rajnarain has raised the point
that these rules are against the Cons-
titution and against law. I may point
out to the hon, Member who is a very
well-read person, that article 33 of the
Constitution provides:

“Parliament may by law deter-
mine to what extent any of the
rights conferred by this Part shall”,

That means Part IIT of the Constitu-
tion—

“in their application to the mem-
bers of the Armed Forces or the
Forces charged with the main-
tenance of public order, be restrict-
ed or abrogated so as to ensure the
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proper discharge of their duties and
the maintenance of discipline among
them.”

And under this article of the Consti-
tution several laws have been made
by thig Parliament and this Act which
has been passed recently is the latest
in this series. So there is nothing un-
constitutional in these rules and as I
have submitted, these rules have been
made in pursuance of our policy to
promote the welfare of policemen and
so I appeal to this House to accept
these rules and not to accept the
motion moved by Shri Bhandari

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M. P. BHARGAVA): The question
is:

“That in pursuance of sub-section
(2) of section 6 of the Police-Forces
Restriction of  Rights) Act, 19686,
This House resolves that the Police
Forces (Restriction of Rights) Rules,
1966, published in the Gazette
of India with the  Ministry
of Home Affairs Notification (G.S.R,
No. 1892) dated the 12th December,
1966, and laid on the Table of this
House on the . . .

St UKATAAW : TTFT WA
@ Far gaw frearg @9 &1 nfaawre
LU
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M. P. BHARGAVA): Have you to
say anything?
Y awArCEe g, gF1 Il
At [T § WeAd f a1
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M. P. BHARGAVA): No, no. You
have nothing to say. But Mr. Bhan-
dari did not rise up.
ft geaT fag woeTdt . ITAARAY
wRIET, AN W S A T AT A
e fpar 8 fr ot ofawr qafacem
T &, va% fagy seq AT ardars
g a AT e A aEE O &
qaaAaT § fr 9ud z@w arg A e
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T araw § fw Fid Y A, wig o
qeAfad IqF qI7 @Y Frary e
IgHT NI H A W7 ASAT g
AT FgT ¥ g fF g8 aifafess
o= g, Fgard A AAA ¥ OAg
s 1 38 uqifguaa foaswr @@y
foreY TrorAfas @ & T2 wFaT &,
Igu fFdr wadfas T &1 "W
wifgw T g gFar &, wIC S
eRif g &7 SR UTAT 1T HI
W@ Fg g ugifauee & @
ar & qg falesa efg F1 gear
ECEE I B I SRC - M E i (R
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i faaraor @ 7@ wAifA-
fewar wftg 37 &1

oY g7 fqg ey gaifTueE
FT wredy Frasr &0 1 wadlss
qEl ¥ FTE A7 A g T AN AT
F1g ot 7 X, a7 T AT IR
qfafers g FUT I ? I@ TR
¥ A AT UF FOUT FAT AR
g AR IWH( wawq g g & w|-
froms aw & arg o, a9 oA
FEF ag A QuF faqm, gufaee
THICFA F qQ AT UT IHHT
mifggaa & qE AT sfewr 7@
AT G & 1 agr Iw  Nifafera
RIAATE AT T qqT9 § [ AFAT
g fx 37 c@ifqgom & sm & WK
qifefes 7 graarg oy fwdt qara 97
T rAzger wdt ¥ AR Nfafesw
FITATEFINT RGN F 7 L A TA97 2
FT a9 fFg qFC Y F& g A
wq q T qET ¥ W Al W
FiF M ¥ wg IAFT ADFE Tl
FIT AT SR A . Tofas I
g . .
t TAAEw . werd Y, 7
oF @ F SR |

I

[ 24 JUNE 1967

l
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN

M P. BHARGAVA): No,

Rajnarain,

(SHRI1
no, Mr.

" TATTTAD : He has yielded the
floo1 to me. 7T wferriedr sEg &
BT AN HET FFT AT FE
TIYFAT A& & | qg FA6T Afgsx
g AR Tg T FIAY B

AT S & a8 7 T AT AMRAT
g fx qifafesa o &1 wqaq #n
E 1 qg T WeIr ot wwaly, WA
q@ER guaEtd | aifaw o WY
gy a1 FEY qY .

“qrg T g g gErd
1 9 waw aw  afgwrd”

Jg THTAT FT T & |

B gg guw d@if@ q9Tw,
Ty Mg T &g AEF |
Afa fow ift & Ta &,
apl fg wqF 7§ A 1"

e gfaw FHardt gw wWTAw &t
e FT 9T FI 7N OF FT Fg
RqTT FY FEA FET AT AY
T g qQifafess qrar @ g
grigs  |qEAT 1A, FE § e
FIAAT  AEAT § 1 &9 HIT oA
FT GOET g, ITFT GET GG |

st gea< fag woerh . A9 WY gET
faxy gz fagea fear &5 99 um
a@faeaT Figw FA9 FT TATT 2
X, TS AET F ARAT ITH AW
T ¥ A feT Aifeges & sy ®
A=Y WIT Far I afedr et

| g g il g oAt frn @
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TFx & oy, 77wy qrifieml @
qmy & fodr S fraw ww 91 @
£ F dearfoa & waT @ aﬁw’f
qaAfad  qzAl FT qard T4
faon & 99 € AR TAT I F1 Y
ary § 1 ag g Aww g fw ewear
Tafaw &9 39 IR § foag adF
 qAAT ATEAT | AT IFF qrAA &I
gatar &1 w7 3w fay w1 frow
faaifca & FTasd | 3@ F7O F I
&Y T - BT TF WG9 A6 H
a9 TR A qrEfaar @ord af ¥, a
AU TN AQ9 A1 A § gEwwdr
g aaaw agtfag gar 2 %
YT FALIET FT FT FTeror AT H
F1 UGAfas T8 § Jg F 7L FAA
7g faam aqw = fifow & &
gafad &0 AfT & f5 ag from wg
| & | qnifevgs g #5199
woagw ufaarT fear d Q@ wwE s et
IAFY ST THIX A FTA *) AT
a1

WA e F a ¥ uw @
Wqo ¥, IHRT UF omEl gy owAn
foadt m@ET ¥ A% &9 HT SUY
frg g2 @F 37®1 giaumd wrd g4 |
TAGET A GURTITFT FIS R IH T
& gWI, qEearAt F gATEE TG
gW | TF A TR IFW W7 g TE )
FE B ot qF AT AT AL AR
are f5 61 gt 1 g A7 wfow
AR, IE ITHT GHEATHT FT GATIH

‘
y

|

GMGIPND—RS—909 RS—22-2-66— 620.
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FTT FT FITYT UHIT TGI &1 WAT
ot # =1aT W fF AW 3@ @Een
FHIA &1 fE & fa¥ ww ;i
%1% fafraa aug fraif@ s aram
F o7 fa@mme 5@ & fad zwfas
Ry fawmr | gl #1% a q@ e
G ST WY Faw A, TG AT WL
F ford &, T IAFT AT T W,
TWHT FT HIT g I A 3HG ford
TR 5 T8 wew &1 F fwx =wgm
fF g7 faawt &1 € faar @rd |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
M. P. BHARGAVA):
is:

(SHRI
The question

“That in pursuance of sub-section
(2) of senxtion 6 of the Police Forces
(Restriction of Rights) Act, 1986,
this House resolves that the Police
Forces (Restriction of Rights) Rules.
1966, published in the Gazette of
India with the Ministry of" Home
Affairs Notification (G.S.R. No.
1892), datod the 12th December,
1966, and laid on the Table of this
House on the 7th April, 1967, be
annulled.

This House recommends to the
Lok Sabha that the Lok Sabha do
concur in this motion.”

The motion was negatived.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
M. P. BHARGAVA): The
stands adjourned sine die.

(SHRI
House

The House then adjourned
sine die at twenty-five minutes
past six of the elock.

{



