1937 Proclamation in [3 APR. 1967] relation to Rajasthan 1938

SHRI BANKA BEHARY DAS: So amafa off, aoerE § osafa
he has to reply, and he was standing ¥ T & A T ¥ aryey i 2

up to reply. e
ME. CHAIRMAN: He will probably A AR = -{T aﬁﬁ & 1 AW T

do it. Why do you presupposs that gs Ja91 ¥ E?«’? 7g FET F qnem gev
he will not? m%fﬁu‘ﬁ'ﬁ'ﬂ'a’ﬂ%@@mﬁh

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH: :
'This question whether the Nagaland w7 @At @ A Afdway w71y

affair should be dealt with by the Mini- | 7 @1 Saet far & 1 & qox faeqa
stry of External Affairs or the Minis- faaTor & 7 AT%T AT AW 7Y FEA

try of Home Affairs has been raised JTHT g ; L]
before, a number of times, and the i L FEA "'ﬂgfﬁ l

Government have clarified their stand | &, P & & q°Y I WITTAH FAHL
on those occasions. Anyway the posi- HT T FT GEATHT & FAT IS FT,

fion at the present moment ig that this fargreat

matter is being considered by the T #jﬁw = A & ol
Cabinet, and as soon as the Cabinet AT T |
comes to a decision, it will be known
to the House. Meanwhile, naturally, gwrafe wERT, SR % geam

the old arrangement is being carried e
on. FT AT §, TQE AH T F o

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: | & W19 T(XUTH 25 AL, 1967 %

“That the Bill be passed.” Fiftre FT & T | FUT T B FASA
“The motion was adopted. F 42 90T AR ATFIT 7 F1 99279
¥ 58 Sfawa g faer | T qfioonw &

F i fegfa g :

MOTION RE  PROCLAMATION | 179 %1 31 et € 1< @

ISSUED UNDER ARTICLE 356 OF -

THE, CONSTITUTION IN RELATION T . . . 88
TO THE STATE OF RAJASTHAN . . . 49
MR. CHAIRMAN: Now we have TAET ) ) 23

1he Motion regarding the Proclama- , 7y

tion issued under article 356 of the T FATTATR 8

Caonstitution in relation to the State R CALA .

of Rajasthah. T have a fairly long .

list and the time is limited. 1 would Ferdefrar : ' 15

like Mr. Chordia, who would place ———

this before us, to take twenty mi- g gEq1 ] . 183

nutes, and the other Members ~——

fifteen minutes each, and the House .
will adjourn today at One for the fﬁ@'ﬂ'mﬁ 183W@W€F’ﬁ'

usual lunch break. Yes, Mr. Chor- Y Fifs oF g WEaT T T T«
dia. FTHATIC T |

s fawergrTe wararast Skeat
(wrem 3 : Fremafe S, T wAAGS oA & R gafear X

¥ # g ST e Fn g USUTe FY AT R ST QT F 0
“arg T Tsgafy ¥ famrfea we ¥ g8, frdehm T oF Taae Tl

¥ fr 13 WY, 1967 B TSI F (et %T 5, T a%E ¥ 3T 93 7

e ¥ @Ry ¥ sy g ar § ol wEm AR fdeflr agedt &

gy i e v fear | @R I WS SR T A
:Lnj ) N seqa ¥ 1 9 fraasl 4 oF Fer




1939 Proclamation in

[# fawagme weamrest Siedfear]

g & st FTOEr FT AT |
*ft AT ¥ 1qTo FT &Y TIAITH & FIHA
afera g @1 fear f& &) R
TEe) 7 f5a & & swe & gy
g | FOW A AT H AT 92 F e
Targ ST Qr AT 1+ 1 I FT ASAATH
A 3o & I FEHIA JATT FHT HGOT
¥ ot ff et afmees g & fay
arfraa w4 | AT o fqamst 1
AT oY T qgET I a9 fomE—

SR . . 49
AT . . 22
LT AHISHATEY . 8
qRIATET . . 1
e . ) 12

T 91T F9 e % 92 wewdf &7
OO TH | gWT S fwat

feiw 29% 33T a9 7 A AR
& =t wg e dawvifag o, ot gt
St sfe TeaTe ¥ fRe A1 99wy 92
faama=i & a1 ¥ Famr | gt
T ¥ SR a7 o fraew fe fE
afs 9 afcerd F@r SRy & @ &
FT § | HE YT 183 F HGTL I
mmﬁ"iﬂﬁa‘ﬁrmgzm
& oR "y @ W FEaT 47 g 92
gEg § | I[ WX 92-92 T
eW ¥ fafew Feafg Ger g8 1 wiw
¥ @ @ fx wam aEf &
ot g9 7 F1 317 qrfeay § fie fet
9T | SIY 9% IFIN FHT & qrer &
TEAT e frar 1 2 i F1 feafy o
92 FHE W 91 FFT q | o 2
&1 € o 1 FTE fag a W @,
09 F1 gegT 7 {W 73 F30 & faar-
TF F TG B8 & WY aIF T 7
wfrafaT g % 1 @To 2 471 wry & 91
FUG HAIX 22 99FT & F 21 T | 3

[RAJYA SABHA] relation to Rajastham 1947

i</ A 10 T @Y7 3@ F Afafafy
FA & faavas & qrg T ¥ fen
geaT Tt fF gar e 92 W Fw
& arg 91 &, a1 & fAaew fan i 2w
RO %39 & {5 sy fasverar § faolw
F41 |

arftg 1 1 ifeg Tq FrEew
gl 3 &7 11 a9 471 qSaqT T
gae frar f& vt =t fqe @ &
FATAA Y, ST FTF T oy a6y
ard ®7 7 fa| arq st § =&t T@r
g, vaa uw famefy aga fang nar &
AT HG FTTHGE dlo 4 H) A% VG

arr@ 3 F1 &1 F T HeqL FTAIT
5 FFex fean & qfe s ¥ aww
1 U wfad dear a1 aw § g@ioy
3as! #famewr Ay w1 AwfEg
AT afgy | @ 3 w1 gaErfean
ST A WY agY aFFed faar | a3 #Y
# ofa ¥ w144 SUGR 7 oW
£ ag)

T 4 F1 S FG FERET TS
ofl JUR TSNS "gRd ¥ FUG Ft
Artee fame T & e o garfean
ST FT LRI FAA &7 TI9OT FRAETT
F ATHVT 164 (1) F "Haq #7 )
g faorg qz greq sardy wrfager s
T UL 7 @ T g @F HIAT
Y HTOT 2T | TgITE s fau
T AT &1 20 QI Jg AT AL oM
AT AT &7 T ZEqAT FT TTHT
14 g @t ) g 7 ¥ 11 aw
FIYT T FHI AT VEI, qIOE.12,
13T 14 71 3w 71fF S Fk g @
15 aE F1 F6 T FT | g 17
U 144 ST ger & ag

fears 13 *1 faeet  wer, f
gfrean oeadn’ o o & garfear
SYFT AIARST 14 AT Y 099 3497 |
glo 12 # UM F1ar@ 9 a5 gaifaar



1041 Proclarmtition

St 7 TSI WEIRd ¥ FAT R H
Afgaes ag FATAT WTEAT  FAfF
FAGEH MAVFI0S F FT AWM F AT
S AT g

fears 12 =+t &, =i & que
¥, IoAqTe wgRg ¥ wegafa &
o HYo Ao 37/HToHT0[67 AF HT
AT & £ fAE1T G817 9 &7 9rF 7T
yezafq wras anp fFar sra ) fears
13 ®r FY qezafa wgRy A T
F WET FIFGT 356 F FATT AU
g9 7 ¥ faam

feas 14 wrT F1 =TT T4
F QAT FHE BIF FI AT 9
¥ oA T owE 14 #1 feafa
T gF1LAT . FUF 90, FIFIIA 93.

fers 15 #1 wegafa wged &
queT g WAT Heglr & qIAT qIAI
T F 93 fagras I&gT O

feqm 17 71 9447 79 F fagraw
=7 gfceaes S 1 Igraard g1 o |
T feafq ga TH1C g1 IS FOT 90,
qgFd faams aq 92.

fears 25 &1 FET G@&IC A
7 W FT FSAEN FT A7 HY AT
F T TOUT F) qTe 20 HH
# EIEAE FT IAT & HIT T A
oo &1 frafra gg

feqms 31 FT FEQUATE AT T
qq FEHEY FHT AT AT 15-4-67
qF SRR AT YU WA KT AT
FACFTF 15-4—67 aF A {Hell
HT IUFT ATAS AZT @ 3T

T TTATHAT FT IGHT @TIAT
Yo7 S grar g fF feaw 25 a%
g afons =ifed g1 o 9T ST
fears 3 &1 fwey &1 Afaaea T
F fad qoy T 7 AT FA7 AEL
F1 AEIOT SO AT g &

[3 APR

19671 relation to Rajasthan 1942

qqmg ¥ fEr AT Iq@ H oTTE
TQPHT A AT TI Tg AT FH
F far arf@ 3 &7 g9y w71 3fs
T 3TV FI ATT AT faar svq qv Fav
TSN wgrRa | faw faw g r &
faamsl @ g FIg@ ard A1 199
FrHtora &1 % 3 o 3 ara @7 T
g7 39 uafa ¥ F97 39 qI70 ) ATAA
F1 gacq fFar fo fagea asew faw
« qHA ASATATZI ] ! STFT G IS
gaeq agr fFar | @i 9g SAd F
sara a8t far fy faddig aeey fRuc
star =gy o | feEeg feeEw warw
fFar Ia®! Ta%d FW  FT 9ITT
IEM TET fHAT AT T8 WAL
ARET F FAT § T @qr g |

W gaEifsar st ¥ g & o
FIATAT & FEATHAL FT FIIS TSUATT T
Ry wega fear war fag 9x g9
TENHT AT TIGT & of7 FraATAT A
FEAFTT fFar wiT gz fwar v &
|IFT I F qTF g AT QAT BT FIH
FIA AT F L F ASAAT TG
T T TG F? FET AGT J06T BY
gfea fFar?  #1 T@ WA F@
T, 3 ITXAQT FAM I F1 g1 Afa-
qzq gav & far fanfag Fr ao
fFar ? 9 @F TI@r F G F GAFT
gidr g1

fear 3 #1 S FTHY FAT wAfIg
FT 7 geg unE frarfe fat aw
F AAT A A AT ITN F TF F0H ST
U a1q ¥g T4 forg F1 F g &7
MET GG Frfammft aga
fare AT &\ USFAE & 9T g7 439
atar wreHy, fau @1 facgey faorm
za1 =A1fed, ag «7 afe uF BT a1a
¢ wuAr fewrft @gaw fane 9,
SaET TSANT F 9g F 1 Wy fawmed
F1 HyFT faar sma, ag w97 9 sfag
qAET FET AT TFHAT |



1943 Proclamation in
EIREEEEIRE CIRIRE i (sEe

FIEIfaFar § 3 USAIMA F GHET
qg €1 T g1 AT A1 fF §YRr &9 aghd
g IF 92 8 UR FAT & FAA 91
g @ I g wfasy seawrwE
JTF AL | IR ATY FEQOT qE A
fere g3 FT ST AAT AT 1 A FTA
AEAT § 63 T FTHI T ASTRIE N
T 979 &7 §AT | /Y & AT LT &
¥ Ageq ¥ I 1S 98 Fg fear v 5
srrary & f6 o froqegar & s a9, At
1947 F 9T & Ay, @i, ag-., Jar-
ATy, AT F aFIniae § 99T 1967 F
20 g 91T F WHT, T, s UF
e QA gfzw Afaw
grquiee #§ €90 g W 99F
qfcormrereq 3% fawmT 1 e farg
T AR 3 F© ok 3 w7 @@ e
FT | TAEIR] S FWHA 3 F W™
4 AW 771 fom e feaiw
3F T H 144 "HTT FAGR H
gt qaE TE JAT qEE 4 ® FEH
oF WIS qSTIA & 39 AR 9L garfear
S &t GTHT FAIF FT AT FAT FY _E,
mgam s qar grr 2 fawis s 99
FTha T F & TWE 1947 F
1967 & @qTiAT ¥ fewarr ¥ @uq
qo w@r At & wEw ¥ wondw
2 FTHAS FT AT AET (F VTeqT
¥ wa & OF Afas aeqr oA g
o I & waHsd 4 & fordr A faa
fipar srem =fg | T W @ ke
3 WA I A F A9 94l
st gETfsdr st FT 91 FTHR AT 74T |
g7 T JFIAl 7 1967 F FEUTAR
St %1 gearfea f&ar, ST § 51X ST
femmft €Y AWTCT g1 qar ) “Tgsd
feara aga g@E”’ ¥ Frgid 1 OF a3h
@ FT‘wa fgam wiwgem qEry’
% fagia@ I AT FT JgE gar e
v 1 Hfades T #71 fAeeg fwar
sz ad & faar a8y 7 i garfsar

[ RAJYA SABHA] relation to Rajasthan 1044

ST ¥ 91 IgAT T € | SR IW qI|
F1 faar agf Y {5 o=ar & FAg F
Faq 42 fc w3 77 &7 & | IFA
zq a17 w1 o faar a8 7 5 oo aw
T qETIT F OIS I3, AT qF AGE
F ot § fomr FFaw | IR T AT
Ft ot faar a8} F1 fF g9 A0 wegAr
F ATHR Gq€17 98T § T 98 3@
F TAA A fAQUT I@ | T FHTC
F AT q GIT G F ATAARE F €T 7
a3 § I F garisar A ¥ fagwm
9 WT FH Fr 7@ 7 foaan, fvg
AT ¥ F99 98 WF A& 47 {5 9%
qfimAEa® T F99 TR H A9QT
&1 =< o faeadi £ &0, a7 a% A
gy fagras = favsmmm @5 @
AT TGAT FAT AN 1 Y AT I
agr 9T 3 O B T H 4Tq 144
AT A 1 I Ao I 5T Fre 7 feragy
Tz I14T 4.3 AT AT 9T fF 7T famfy
F1 garee #T faar @ AT aAwg
EW 9 HT a5 WUAT § g §F WY
a8 GOTES 317 & q1% a9 & I97T &
ST} FT HATAT WX HTH(T FC F Tga7
qTT FT AT | HG: Ig UF I
I farprT < w1 a7 fFan, @ A 3
AT 7 AT F & AT 144 T H
foed «m sy faeasl 7 791 @@
fo & fadnlt zg I AR gAY T9w
WigT 71 faetad 9T 357 I Tgor FI
T Y T NAWF TZAT AT FT M0
AT AT FIE AT FAT TEY AT THH
ferdr 3= £t e faer wg ara

AT #7 faer & fa¥ I+ swar
F w9 § s ww Ifg a1 safeay
%) AgeagE auaAT i g fRAT aee
1962 A TrFmg v fagmr A ar §
FET & AECATN g X F W S F
E I 1K q:‘g‘@‘rfg TS %7 dAfaqes aq
fear ar 1 gm I AT seedi Fr A
HIFT § TEQUITASST & Q0 Alag o



1945 Proclamation in

gae geql 9T, A9 T 39 qL AT
R cl!

feri 4 %Y o FhT H T TF AT
FETIA LI I AT ST 1 T Erfas
w7 95a1 ¢ & Fa7 Freer 9 fF Tsaqre
§ arg 28 FI HATEAT W Z F
g a1% g1 ara 1% 5 fF eaee g
T AT F FATQ @ T agraa
a1 99 Afadsw aa F o aat =gt
AT ! SR g0 AT R G 9
qST AMZT7 2 A 1962 & AT § ¥
&g FUG  FT ggAT G ar ar s W
TG FI-T = gHa TUTT FT fomar = |
£q: 6 FIT SA1Eq¥ F1 &1 JI7 a7 a1
[FT AN | TG 37/ I SATL07 FT A
TAHA T&T | STATET AGT AL UG HIWTE
gmfrararge Teas 4 g We
f&T SN Aq T A 20 TG TH
FATY 't WG @y qrfs garfear
ot &1 591 wioar faam & for e
a1 famr st 1| QF g favig &y
Az gt wea | Sfafrar gar
wrTiaE 9T Sifaq Swar § Q9 A
wgreTfas At | S fatg F fagdl &
HALAAT Fl AT, I FAHT  LFTAT
FEAT qAT S ASATT  QET HTEA
#31 fo F & qeqq7d FY 79 A GRI
Y Sat Y wifaqer a0 & e
THE FLA F G VKT AT THQAT |

St ag Fgw § fF swar w1 wifagqe
&N § "AoAT O wFe g w0 Afgq
qr, IAHT T F Ay Y qETEEY
q-13fd FT g7 ggal g a4 aAAd § %
gL Tt =g aheRTd 21 HaT qgl
AR A GAT E AAAT qGr AT
T 9t FY a<g o8 a3 g0 F13 9T
FL T AMT AT AT TR A7 gAry
gFT wrAT AT | Tar T At qHAT |
3 W@ g % wox fadft § o amEwt
vfgg & <7 58 S X ¥ | Uo9aA
&1 sgi@ard § faarmar g |y

[3 APR. 1967]

relation to Rajastham 1946

frorg M F T § AT ITAT I EFAT
fore staar & gra § A afsq &,
for & & weaY MT g7 39 79 FH
1 wfgg & & afz sw afm & #f
STEE FAT, qGIT &A1 A 33 fow
e gHAl, TE THA AL qFAT § T
wfas fa7 99 A aFar | SqFar § o
FqqAT Ay wifqaqer v ¥ TG 4 B}
sz foa, ey S AaT 71 S frTea
FT g 7, Svar 1 Afafagy 7
fear mar Ok Sud  oforwersw 7
ariE #Y g@T FIA1 92 |

ST qIATATE W & F34 g 7 fawm
T JATE S 97 9 fFF qLreror g1 s,
IHT g F41 T 3€!, Tg q1T I9 9T
AE AT § F T 9gAd e A HaE
¥ FT gl qfie & o wf adeo
FT FI AT IFA IADT TG FAT &Y
€Y | afz ggiv qar fear gar X
wgdr §  afdd IAAT T AIAR
fear grar, @ =g wear wfeq @Y
adr

7 A & g2 gfeq @ ¥ A
agi wifa g 75 9 ) fEw WY 8, 9,
10, 11 &1 SR ¥ &7 = mar
T AR I FIE F A garfsar sy w
T T gE I A AL 7 IR0 I
g 5 Tsawe wgiey T9Ee ¥ IO oW
g fEd aey q fF Far a@ wg=T
A G AT AT OO T FY R
T fodl Ta MR F fF Imdawe
F gaTfearsy #1 ag 799X 37 989 4
for q Fog & W 97 T AEEE FA-
Fifdl FT q@E SEFHL WW T
3T WE FI G &9 ¥ ITAM F< foreft oft
JFIX FAG FT qgAF &1 & | JEX
faiefy awi w1 wow 7§ A qv
fear a1 1 ag weAA WY A G AT
AT gATR gaErfear ot agaaq I |
TEHT Tl g4 |



1947 Proclamation in

[ famerpmT wearenasy Jzfgar]

TR & T @y ®q F fFy AU
freda #19 & gafearsit 1 agwa
faere a1 St faara ar ag @y AF g
T fears 13 o #1 {7 3feqs wravyg’
& fooelt odto & w1 i AErfegmt
&1 Afawess @ 14 FT 99T A4
A EATaNAd qrirg 12 F A 08
R o 9 g gra & Aarfear
& AUAT FT HEH BF TAT | IART TqOL
@ W 5 na a7 agaa @ e g
Y SEM 12 ¥ 9 F1 F1€ 9 I9 UG-
qTd &I Hiawves a9 ¥ F9HYar g9
FTE | FTO FATAT 7 TG HT FTIYL
A g MAHTE N FE AT AL G IAHT
TEE AEIE 7, €, 9, 10, 11 HT 12
F1 far W 7€ g | Ffr agwa W@y
faer gafew ag 3@ 12 #Y UF F v
2| AT AT ATRF WATHATG F ATGHT
¥ e g1 faEw F oAy | g,
TR Adfaad ag 8 f& gwar |y ux
[T USHIfaF a1 fag Fv F faqu
T AR FT arU wsFA fFur wam
AT T FeawT A Fy A1 fF gA@a
F OOF IR FT ATAY G 7 AGE
w1 forr @ faw 7% I IR
SHfa® AT F9 AT famE Fwil
WIXAE F WY g |

guamafast, TSI AgEE A
gafearsi F1 9 W7 97 T TG THT
T F1 gWfEd e ¢ S5 FwEa &1
qEA TEY AT AT IAST Ag FA57 A7 far
qFI & &1 faw fad F 31 gac geamn
F AR qH I &7 A ATIEITAT Tl
TR R T WYUAR A 1947 F 4
& QTS AT T, AT ATT 1967 & &Y
TT | 3% 9gaT fgweq 97 fF e
qrga fagm 9% 43 1 WY ag T 43
 qeTframT T AT ¥ 4 8-
AU W ST T FIEF T 1 qfOTAGTET

[RAJYA SABHA] relation to Reja.than 194

e # faer stedt w9t AEr wv gy
afg 1 9@ 9 99 WX JH qIG
gfg & 12 & 4= ¥ 31 92 F A<
gAY TS HEIET AT Slo Ao
Fo 37 [ Sfto AWo/67 FATK FT TZ-
afa & v fasraT fEam—ST g areerr
qger § TATTEY | TES & FISEAT qAT AT
g 92 ¥ qUIT gIRT FAT AT 2 4
ST qF TEAT FT IfAg™ qa WM
T aF 12+3-67 57 06 S Fofdh & &Y
¥ wEH WIAT | IAFT WTHT 9EFT AT
qaar & fr o fafew w7 & F90 F
afared F1 F T FA T TEd T
IT a9g T 99T FT IAT T FQ@ @
FEr ATHT AT TSAUTT WEIRT A I
g ¥ st |

ATATATE oA & Fa93 g F=ger
F1 GTAT FT [TAAT FHT ATIGAT TG &1
T | T9 TG F g FF I9 Uq
U fagy & 5 0 uw gu & fau ot 39
FARTI § T A TSI TR AGATH
FT YT TG FLAFATE A AT AT
AU EY A A | ¥ foRraa ag & %
T qETw q § & 57 7€ | /T
g g fzar a1 5 5@ wdvael
&1 fewarea #¥ feur sr7 fagr qur wr
FC 1 9 | A ST awy &, 6T
AT ZAT qE F HOAT AT AT
TE | AR F AT § AT
¥ A d F 79T (9 A FAT 15
feq @71 g arar a1 SEHr weeafT F
AT TATHFT THAT B FASET 1 4T (677
e WERA A TSI T Flewar
FY T F7 g A AT A A
I T FEH A o AT G THATA Tl
fzam =T 9% ST=< 4T | o9 gw 93
e & fF a8 ITIY g1 TFT, To1 S
g AT ¢, e &1 feafy wraed
2Y AR 2 | W TSAA AGIET F T14AT
g o q WOAT AT FT9F TFC qZT U



1949 Proclamation in

799 &9 FT WA AAY I——fq@F
T dgAd g1 9N aMET & §qE a9
F 979 SgA A1 T gH ST HTHTEAT TET
& W formad o agea g1 IaE wET
FIA T HFAT 2 |

FFET qTEA F fgiw 20 T qIET
149 3T ag F? YOI HGIET ¥
20! fawriowr 7Y ag7 & 147 YT
M FEy AT feeqed w7 F
LT gede FT A7 Jg w45 JATdT &
& gart ety agea W 3 A v
WG F 79 4 fF w3 gEr grqutas
A 1947 F AT G @A, AFA A
Y A8 W TEIT §Y T | & qest gt
@ WK g T | IART a7 FT AG
AN AT |

fea® 21-3-67 &1 wayx #
gt 99 FVh ¥ gIquieee A § S
9T ey 39 7 wose g 9ran g fF
ST foamr frar sm FT @
g Jufeqa T Twedr it fegfa &
F1¢ o1 feqie Teeafa 71 adl & waig
TR q I q gl FH IF I
et 1 AET A G |

I ATTAY F AT F AT §
ag T § 5 7 W Y g & S
# fau gast fasm@r m@r AT gAY @
famrfar #1 787 sTa) e aifae 7
¥ 3, AT IAF HqTH & AGY AT I
®1E; I IgH A wq T & fF
g fawrfeet &Y ‘9 2Rt aEd At
FH I9 F4T | ¥9 FT7HY A Fg3 & 5
fremaeedi ¥ srma g A ya &
w7, Fafor AT F FWw, §© A
fafess @ aevg adf ar 1 e
31 &I 9g FTT HR A 12 T TR~
afs 1 fa@ T ag § w7y #1701 FriE
12 ¥ Tsgafd w O o ferar  gEd
Fore g £ 9g g wifas 7€ § i semea

[8 APR. 1867]

relation to Rajasthan 1950

& Tt qF AT 7 ¢ I faf
feafr 8, =g 7 & foqar #2feqaa &1
TS TR 7 T8 AT | 09T F97ar & fr
I HIAT HAT I A 4 ATAG Y
T fawsy gor ar, it s famer
g & AT T wEgfag  wfewss &
fHT F1 T F 92 7 7@ fHay
qg WY S Y ¥ 9 qFCT | 7T BT
T A T FT X AT F &
@ Fa & g @ faar gt @t v
& o g A g | A T F 97
yT 937 §) I9Y °g WA G g e
faelt g & grafeqa 78t ROT—m T
FT Y s 7EY {5 39 T% AW F g7
FOT g geer far qr ar ady

umt %29 & fo wiw #Y gfaes aifaferr
AT Y qeaey ey 8, vlee mfafean
¥ T ad), gufFer ofaferm ¥ § adr;

qrfafery & e gF¥a7g & I8 qF T0T
F 1 =fge 9 f& afqfera & argeq
T FER wHA ¥ IAFT fqam
T W FIF HT T TG /AT 394
W I AT | T 15—4-67 TF TG
qft WTET geR TEY [T A(FY, TZ IR
FgN ¥ e § | W arq afcfeafaqy
g § i ToaaT WRRT ¥ daw A
FT &Y 7T 7Y FieT, § @ AT FT qAT
qlET § Q% T a7 & | I[N AW
FFAl § eee w2 faar § 5 T T
F ¢ I FIF F FU & MHA §; W
gz Firg F7 g 8, a5 7 A Fny
Fiw & far & foag av Igiv wady @y
ast & gfaest Y 27 9 J7 fmr @,
I F ATOET qI-QR 419 & ITH
fagrat @ -9 F0F Q0 Iar & o
1947 ¥ TN FRQUA A w9 &
I S AT & et gy 7ar
faar, @l qrquiaee & §41 § NE T
HETTrl &7 faqr ) Farerd wequiae
' wri-aegwl F Wg A, 0T F qO¥
S A LA QX FTHF SA-TH 74T feeay,



&

51 Proclamation n

[ fawe FRR wwE@sT S fzar]

forarer arquiA & MW faEmr ®@Y
wTaw & Fiea Aifam § ware o fan
5 912 7 dfawm & e Ooame &
5 @ fafea & frg s i gfte
# 7 399 f7 < & I o FEE
M Sv oo e & | 9w
Ui St & T FYAT =Y g )
gurfs oY, g8 Uy weRw & ™
TIe F forg &9 & #% 9mArd | B o
T WERed # e §7 aeqr |
A FT GYUTAE FT WA &7 § 77
TUTRT & oAt f o o-srex g @ &,
ferg wafa & U 1 wvqurtAeR S
F OWAT TG | IER ST RAAT 91 q
FeaT T faar |

o g1 fdena, froas, A,
I91a9g F TI9F 09 WF qeafq § I8
fraca & f5 fme 15-3-67 ) T9-
A & 9496 39 ¥ 93 faumas asfta
HIOSF AN ITRGT ET AT | N
I TF &1 A g F FTO0T AGY
TSN & 182 €T § & 92 977
T & WA TAT 90 FE & AT & |
TR GYIT T FT T g § | TW-
W q AT F A, FE O § QT
wifa & | Tvaurw 7 w37 Y e o
T & 9% 9% ] 5 o ofcfafs
WU G 9T G R W T &
AT Tegufa wraw garg g fran
17 | & Fgy & weedr & ot fadew wwar
f¥ ag =9 %7 gfssT ¥ 99T 9 FY
AT WTEAT & FAT ISHT, A9 F
Fagry 1 eaT7 ¥ Ta®% 9 SEATA HT
HIARET FT WX Togufq & fAgaT #3
f& o3 Tseww A uwafa oren S
AT STfey | W Uiy & o 7g
qWE F AR gfF 7 1947 F @
o 1T @ FTHH 99 gU ¥ I9F
TR G 1 7 § % wa ag foaar
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I IFTE AT G AT AT W O
WE FT OHT W T T qeATHI
F #TO0 wifag g7 TE § IEAr €N
F fay 9 fzr ¥ f@d, #aw
arg i & @ ok, Tegme &
9% BT & | gH AT FW 8 fF 38
gIET T R & IWT I, AT 9%
T AT TG | TF W oF sufaq €¥
ThaesT F7 Fww & FEO AR gAWT F
wf fssr #1 ¥9 &, TF 9% sAf #1
foe %1 w7 & @0 WM A AV
FIAA AT FT F99,  TF AL FEAT-
IE AT T R T Fo"q
FW F AW §, @A AR 9@ A}
FIAA TSI F F=IT FT A §

§ qrag gy & gy Fe fE
1T g feafa Y go6T T 7 W
TR AT R | g e R 39
YATAT FT T AT

faw-fam et ax fafr oot 9
TR A o1 @Y 8, e og s
qTavaF g1 74T § R o—

1. T %1 fgfas et aw |
gafgg o8 oufed &7 A8 &1 W
HTfegd | 78 a1 98 A =gy O A
ug e g @ g i feft am &
wafay wfw o Fafe =5 & 9
=ifgd |

2. {99 WX WA F FE F
TaAEe UTE FfeqT UFE, 1935 F
AL AR F FFGHT AR
THEATY B ¥ o F §Eg gw
fFa g1 ¥ @ FHIT G 7 qgr
W TRGAT A TEEHAE T
ifgd T o gAY TN FT
s #fs faw-frmr s 8 fa-
fas AT 4, TR Iq & AW
qET x@faq  qegee 0F Afq &
T F qH gHS (a7 48 e w1a-
W g, A A fredy Teaare & faar
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F1 FI famg 13 | g _Aee W1
TREFHI al § ey fex ag ar wEglaa
feamr & &7 g A gw e 7
T wmam & wifas & AifF gawt
Arige & & faf F1E sgaedr A8
g W TG FT qIg gt TS|
1 FY F@ & fghl #1 sgaear &
CIC |

T WY & arg § g Fwear
AR Ueafa wgiey fAsqer ge fom
& & Wy weedl § omg Far g
3 gAR  WEArA Y WA fawitew &
qE UeTAfT AERYT & 7 9 7 qlfE
3 A fafy wr F@e wo i
TR |

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA (Bihar):
Mr, Chairman, I rather felt sad at
the speech of the hon, Mover. He
has every: right to criticise the judg-
ment of the Governor of Rajasthan.
He has every right to criticise his
actions but he crossed those limits and
strayed into fields which are express-
1y prohibited by the Constitution, He

lmunched a personal attack on the
Governor. He challenged his inte-
grity.

SHRI M, RUTHNASWAMY (Mad-
ras): Not personal; political.

SHRI B. K, P. SINHA: He threw
doubt on his bona fides,

SHRI P. N. SAPRU (Uttar Pra-
desh): Is he an astrologer or not?

[TrE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair]

I have known Mr, Sampurnanand
for more than 30 years now and I
can assure this House that trere are
qeaw honaurable Mmen like him §n
this country. He may be gui'ty of
en error of judgment.

SHRI V. M. CHORDIA: You are
criticising him.  Don’t say anything
wbout his being guilty.
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SHRI B, K. P. SINHA: But no-
body can with justification challenge
his bone fides or integrity. Madam,
in my opinion there is no point in
discussing the issue that we are dis-
cussing today. It is no use having a
post mortem of the Presidential Pro-
clamation. That the Government are
not seeking the positive affirmation of
the two Houses of Parliament is clear
indication of the mind of the Govern-
ment. T am sure that before long this
Proclamation shall be lifted within the
period of two months. In the circums-
tances I do not propose to go into the
rights and wrongs of the Presidential
Proclamation. But certain observa-
tions of a general nature are called
for because of the gravity of the
prob'em with which we are faced to-
day, I heartily endorse the sugges-
tion of the hon. Mover that the Gov-
ernment of India with the concurrence
of Parliament and in consultation
with eminent constitutionalists, jurists
and public men, should frame Instru-
ment of Instructions for the guidance
of Governors in such situations. The
political pattern that has emerged in
this country after the elections Is
radically different from the political
pattern to which we have been used
during the last 16 or 17 years, In
many States the coalitions of non-
Congress parties are in the saddle;
the Government is being run by the
coalitions of non-Congress parties.
In many States no party is in an
absolute majority,

SHRI MULKA GOVINDA REDDY
(Mysore): Madras is there,

SHRI B. K, P. SINHA: I said ‘in
mnay States’. That means I exclude
Madras and Kerala. I did not want
to name the States. In many States
no party is in an abso'ute majority.
In such a situation Instrument of Ins-
tructions should be framed to provide
guidelines for the actions of the Gov-
ernors and those instructions, I agalm
repeat, should be framed in consulta-~
tion with eminent public men and
jurists and shoulg receive the appro-
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val of both Houses of Parliament, be-
cause in the absence of such Instru-
ment of Instructions even the most
honest action, even the most correct
judgment, of Governors, when politi-
cal emotions are roused, is liable to
suspicion ang challenge. But in fram-
ing the Instrument of Instructions we
shall have to keep one thing in ming,
the basic character of our Constitu-
tion. Our Constitution-makers fram-
ed a democratic parliamentary sys-
tem both at the Centre and in the
States, The emphasis of the Consti-~
tution is on democratic parliamentary
functioning both at the Centre and
in the States. Democratic parliamen-
tary functioning is the rule as con-
templated by the Constitution and
the Presidential Proc’amation is an
.exception. That is why the provisions
«of article 356 find a place in a Chapter
headed ‘Emergency Provisions’, They

re provisions of an extraordinary
nature, Madam, I Thave said that
democratic functioning is the rule
contemplated by the Constitution.
Articles 356 and 357 and some other
articles in that Chapter themselves
indicate very clearly that the Consti-
tution-makers did not look upon with
favour the imposition of President's
rule which is a non-democratic form
of Government because the Constitu-
tion makes it clear that unless within
two months that Proclamation receiv-
es an affirmative vote of each House
of Parliament, singly; and individually,
that Proclamation will lapse., More-
over other safeguards in the interests
of democratic parliamentary system
are also provided ip that Chapter.
No affirmative vote of Parliament can
give life to the Proclamation for a
period of more than six months,
After six months i 3 non-Parliamen-
tary. system is to continue in the State
the sanction of the highest parliamen-
tarv body in the country has again
to be obtained. Ang even if this con-
currence or affirmative vote of the
highest parliamentary institution 1in
the country is obtained the Presiden-
tial Proc’amation cannot cnntinue for
more than three years, All these pro-
-visions clearly indicate thai the Cons-
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fitution-makers contemplated tha\
democratic parliamentary institutions
should be functioning in the States
Madam, the provisions also indicate
that when Parliament is in gession the
Government must come up at the
earliest opportunity to seek the affir-
mative vote of the two Houses. Why
is it that a provision is made that :f
within two months no affirmative vole
is obtained the Presidential Procla-
mation will lapse? This provision
really’ was forged as a shield for the
democratic legislatures in the States.
It is unfortunate that that shield is
sometimes being sought to be used as
a sword. If Parliament is not in ses-
sion—and the Constitution makes it
very clear that Parliament can be im
recess continously for six montha—
the position is this. This exercise of
Presidential power is such an ynusual
exercise of power that the Constitutiom
ordaing that even if Parliament is nos
in session, Parliament has to be con-
vened to give affirmation to the Pre.
sidential Proclamation. This provisiom
of two months was incorporated real-
ly to assure the people of the State
concerned that without the concur-
rence of the highest body in this
country, Presidential Proclamatiom
cannot continue for more than twe
months. This clearly indicates that
the Constitution did not contemplate
that even if Parliament is in aession,
for two months the affirmative vobs
of Parliament can be deferred and
the Presidential Proclamation allow-
ed to lapse. As I have said at am
earlier stage, in an earlier epeech,
that may be showing deference to the
letter of the Constitution but it is
really going against its spirit. There-
fore, in such situations, when Parlia-
ment ia in session, at the earliesh
opportunity an attempt should be
made to seek its affirmative vote. Ams
affirmative vote does not mean neces-
sarily that the Proclamation shall con-
tinue for six months. For the Presi-
dent can any davi without reference
to Parliament lift that Proclamation.
Therefore, even if it is an aMirmative
vote, even within ten days or fifteem
days ar one month, the Proclamatioa
can be lifted. Therefore, cers should
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be taken in future to see that at the
<arliest moment the Proclamation is
affirmed by Parliament.

I feel that it is not obligatory on
4he President to accept the advice of
the Governor. Now, two things are
treing confused. The Governor’s dis-
eretion, it is said, is binding. But the
@Governor’s discretion operates onlyy
when the Governor has tg decide who
eommands the majority and who
should be called to form the Govern-
mment. I the Governor cannot dccide
it, he has to submit a report to the
President. The report is usually a
marration of facts. It also incorporat-
ex certain conclusions based on those
facts. While the narration of facts,
i the nature of things, is of a bind-
img character, because the President
has no independent soucce of infor-
myation so far as that matter is con-
eerned, the conclusions are never
binding. We know of so many reports
hat are submitted by high bodies and
it is not obligatory on the executive
or the body: which takes the final deci-
siopn 10 accept their recommendations.
"They are free to accept some or free
to Teject some. So, while it ig open
o "the Governor to indicate {o the
President the circumstances in which
he thinks that the constitutional
machinery cannot operate in a State,
the final judgment, the discretion,
whether President’s Rule should be
proclaimed on the basis of facts re-
eorded in the Gaovernor’s report, is
that of the President. Therefore,
while it is within the Governor's dis-
cretion to indicate, to affi-m or accept
it in a routine manner, in my opinion,
would not be correct. As a matter of
Tact, the Governor made two recom-
mendations, viz., Proclamation of
President’s Rule and dissolution of
the Assembly. One recommendation
was accepted. while the other was
mnot. That fairly indicates that the
yecommendations of the Governor,
which are said tn be compvelling on
the ground that the discretion of the
overnor is final, are not binding.
The landuage of article 356 itself
makes it clear. The language is “when
the President is satisfied on the
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report of a Governor or otherwise.”
It is not only that the report must be
considered. The President has to
consider other factors also. There-~
fore, I feel that the primary thing in
the Proclamation of the President is
the discretion of the President and
this discretion cannot be fettered by
any judgment of the Governor. The
President has to exercise his own
independent judgment in such 3 situa-
tion. I feel that in such situations,
when an Assembly after election
comes newly into existence, we may
with profit derive some lessons from
that practice that obtains in some
other democratic countries. In many
democratic countries the leader of
the majority party is not, as a matter
of routine, called to form the Gov-
ernment, The leader of the biggest
party or the majority party, the
party which is in abso’lute majority
in the People’s Chamber or the repre-
sentative Chamber is simply asked by
the Head of the State to tri’ to form
a government. But then before he
enters on his duties of office, he has
to obtain a vote of confidence from
the representative Chamber. This is
the practice which obtains in Greece.
This is the practice which obtains in
Germany and in many other coun-
tries of the world. Therefore, in such
a situation I feel that some such
practice or some such convention
should be developed. Maybe that the
practice that we have been following
in the last twenty years or more does
not warrant this line of action. I
have tried to study the Constitution
and I do not find that the Constitu-
tion prohibits or prevents any endra-
vou- of this kind. 'The Constitution
does not rule out an endeavour of
this nature. Moreover, in a situation
like Rajasthan it was oven to the
Governor to convene the Assembly. to
designate some person as the acting
Speaker. He shou'd have asked him
to take their oath. Thereafter. the
Assembly could proceed to elect the
Speaker and the election of the Spea-
ker itself wonld provide a test as to
whether the Congress or the Samvukta
Dal commanded a majority in the
House. Some people take the view
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that unless a Government is function-
ing, the Speake: cannot be elected.
1 have given some attention to the
relevant provisions of the Constitu-
tion. I have given some attention to
the relevant rules of Parliament of
India and of some State Assemblies,
but unfortunately; I could not get the
rules of the Rajasthan Assembly.
But there is nothing in the Constitu-
tion or in the rules of Pacliament or
other Assemblies which warrants the
view that wunless 5 Government 1s
functioning, the Speaker’s eclection
cannot be held. Therefore, in a situa-
tion ike that of Rajasthan, in future.
the toest can be the election of the
Speaker,

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY: I hope
you will not have Governors like this
in future.

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA: These are
the few observations that I have to
make. I have really confined myself
to observations of a general nature,
because as I said in the beginning it
is no use having a post mortem, nos
any use at this stage, in spite of the
provisions in the Constitution, cast-
ing personal aspersions on the Gov-
ernor. Let me rpeat it again. I
have known Shri Sampurnhanand for
the last 30 or 35 ykars and I have
come across few men of his integrity,
his honesty and his character, and if
there has been a mistake in this
case, it is a mere error of judgment.
There is nothing, in my opinion,
mala fide about it.

SHRI BANKA BEHARY DAS
(Orissa): Then you indirectly admit
That it is an error of judgment.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Dahyabhar Patel, deo you want to

speak?
SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL
(Gujarat): But Secretary to'd me

that we are adjouwning; I can speak
afterwards.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We
adjourn till 2.30 p.M. Mr, Dahyabhat
Patel will gpeak.

The House then adjourned
for lunch at one of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch
at half-past two of the clock, TH=E
Vice-CHAIRMAN  (SHR1 AxBAR Arx
KuAN), in the Charlr,

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL-
M:. Vice-Chairman, Sir, this morning
we heard a very) well-reasoned and
we | prepared case giving all the
relevant dates and sequence of events
by our friend, Mr. Vimalkumar Man -
nalaljy Cho:dia, explaining the back.-
ground of what has hdppened in
Rajasthan. This House has discussed
the Rajasthan affair bzfore also. So,
I do not propose to repeat the ground
that has already been covered. The
Congress Party is already on the
defence over this, which is evident

from the speech of the hon. Mr.
B K. P. Sinha who followed Mr.
Chordia. But the lawyer in him could

not deny arguments and the case made
out by Mr. Chordia; the Congressman
in him was hard pul to defend their
doings there,

But, Sir, coming events cast their
shadows before. Yesterday we have
heard of the toppling of the Congress
Ministry in UP. How “ong are the
othe- States going to last? Their tura
follows very soon. It may be Andhra,
it mav be Mysore. What does all
this indicate? It indicates that the
Congress Party is badly advised, there
is no guidance, and every day they
are losing the support, the popular
suppo-~t, which is the basis of their
holding the authority., Today it cam
well be said that the Congress Party
has no moral authority to remain im
government.

SHRI MULKA GOVINDA REDDY:
Even at the Centre.
SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: I

mean, even at the Centre. Im
more thanp half the number
of States, there are already or

area about to be non-Congress:
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Minjstries, and thig within a
few weeks after the General Elec-
tons. If the Congress Party had ac-
cepted the advice tendered by all the
Oppposition parties and had vacated
office even three months before the
elections, whatever official pressure,
use of official positions and machinery
that was used during the elections,
would not have been used, and even
the little majority that exists ‘oday
would not have existed. Why does
this happen? Why has that great ins-
titution, the Congress, come into bad
days? It is because, Sir, the Congress
is badly advised, and they have been,
jrightly or wrongly, keeping in office,
in position, ministries like the Sukha-
dia Ministry.

1961

May I recall to you, Sir? The
members of the Opposition in Rajas-
than submilted a memorandum to the
President giving some 42 charges,
documented charges, of corruption, of
which that Mimstrye was guilty. Is
the imposition of the President’s rule

to prevent an 1nquiry intg those
charges? But the tide of events can-
not be resisted by anyone. What has

happened in Orissa today will happen
everywhere. The Orissa Ministry has
ordered an investigation into the
charges against the Congress Minister,
Mr. Biju Patnaik, who was charged
repeatedly and who was, unfortunate-
ly, defended by the late Prime Minis-
ter: Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru. The case
of Rajasthan is algg on the samse basis.
Repeatedly memoranda have been
submitted; charges have been made in
public, in the Assembly); printed docu-
ments have been published about it.
Yet, the Congress Government has
been shutting its eyes. And now,
when a non-Congress Ministry was
readv and was able to take office,
the President was wrongly advised to
impose President’s rule. I was one
of those Members of Parliament from
this House along with the members
of the Rajasthan Assembly to call on
the President to point out the situa-
tion that had been developing in
Rajasthan and request him to restore
popular government and allow the
elected legislature to take its proper
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course and playt its part in the demo-
cratic government of this country.
Unfortunately, the advice tendered by
the Congress Party, by the Congress
Ministers, to the President has been
inco-rect and wrong. For this per-
haps one would be justified in criti-
sing the President’s action. But we
know that the President functions as
the constitutional head and therefore
the blame for this incorrect advice
must be fairly and squarely put on
the Government

The Congress Cabinet the Cabinet
of Shrimati Indira Gandhi, had been
badly advised, whether it is by mem-
bers of the Cabinet or members of the
party in asking the President {o take
the action that they have asked him
to, they have put democracy at nought,
instead of allowing democracy to
function normally which should nor-
mally be the function of the Pres:-
dent of India. The President of India
is the defender of the Constitution; if
the Constitution cannot function any-
where the President should try to
intervene and make the Constitution
function. The constitutional proce-
dure of our democracy must be brou-
ght to bear must function. The Pre-
sident’s rule is a sort of emergency
power which has to be used only in
an emergency and for a short dura-
tion. Prolongation of the President’s
rule unnecessarily is setiing at nought
the normal democratic procedure laid
down in the Constitution. Ang the
Government of Shrimati Indira
Gandhi and perhaps the Home Minis-
ter, Shri Chavan, are guilty of tender-
ing this wrong advice, because they
want to keep the power in their
hands. And how do they do it?

Sir, I do not know whether we
have yet been supplied with the full
list of Ministers of thig Cabinet. But
T understand that there is nobody
from this fortunate—or shall I call
unfortunate—State of Rajasthan, who
has yet been included in the new
Cabinet that has been announced.
Fven though this House enjoys a
larger share—if T may say so, an un-
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duly arge share—than hag been the
normal practice {o enjoy the high
office 1n the Cabinet, unfortunately
that unfortunate State of Rajasthan
appears to be completely neglected.
Sir, what 1s the reason? Is it because
the people of Rajasthan voted out ot
office the corrupt Sukhadia Ministry
and Shri Mohan Lal Sukhadia 13
afrayd that i1f a popular Government
1s formed there, perhaps one of the
first things that the popular Govern-
ment would do, as they have done 1n
Orissa 1s to institute an inqui-y into
the charges of corruption that have
been leveled openly, publicly repea-
tedly agamnst the Sukhadia Govern-
ment? Therefore, I call the imposi-
tion of the President’s Rule an atro-
city on the Constitution It is an un-
democratic act for which this Gov-
ernment will have to repent

Sir, as I said, the days of the Con-
gress Party are numbered The end
18 coming The end of the Congress
rule in Uttar Pradesh came sooner
than expected and, sooner than ex-
pected, a few more States alsg will
fall With the falling of the Con-
gress Government in Uttar Pradesh
and Brihar the two largest States in
the North, and with popular Govern-
ments of non-Congress parties in
several other States, in the majority
of the States the Congress Party has
lost the moral authority fo sit in
office at the Centre The correct
course for them, according to the
Constitution, according to democratic
practice, would be to come and tell
the President that the people are not
with them and, therefore, they resign
from the Centre 1f a popular Gov-
ernment cannot be formed Ilet us
have another election That is soing
to be the wirture whether the Home
Minister sitting opnosite lTikes it or
not The meovle have given their
verdict After all. the maijoritv that
exists in the present Lok Sabha i=
very slender and with these two big
States coing out, what is their posi-
tion” T would. therefove, reouest
the Prime Minister and Members
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of her Cabinet to consider
whether what they are doing 1s righ..

Sir, one act leads to another. Every
actlon has a reaction. What they
have done in Rajasthan, repercussiors
of 1t will be felt a'l over India and
howsoeve; strong force you may try
to use to suppress democracy in Indiq,
democracy will survive, thanks to the
teachings of Gandhij and his bless-
ings and the Constitutional provision,
Even with all the misuse of power by
the Congress Party, popular Govern
ment will be restored in Rajasthan
whether this Congress Government
likes 1t or not

It does not matter whether it 1s a
Congress Government or a non-Con-
gress Government, the Constitution
must be upheld The Constitution
provides for an emergency, That does
not mean prolongation of the Pres:-
dent’s rule longer than 1s necessary
If there was unrest, if there was dis-
turbance in Rajasthan, i1t has been
quelled long ago. The city of Jaipu
is quiet The people are crying for
popular ru'e. It 1s an atrocity on the
Constitution to deny them their nor
mal right Members of the Legisla
ture have not only declared, not only
signed, they have come in person to
the President Every one of ‘hem
was produced before the President
They came and stood before the Pre-
sident and told him that they were
in a position to form Government, If
92 Members of the Rajasthan Legisla-
ture, elected Members, came and de-
clared that they are a party and they
want to form a Government, it is an
atrocity on the Constitution to deny
them their right

Sir, the repercussions of this wil!
be far and wide and I would, tlre-
fore, appeal to the Prime Minister—
unfortunately  she 1s not here—and
the Home Min:ister, who 1s also in-
volved and 1 understand, wants to
wield a lot of influence, wants to
control India as perhaps he and his
friends are controlling Maharasthra,
to head; this is not the right way If
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they have popular backing in Maha-
rashtra, they are welcome to  have
the Government of that type. Of
course, I have my criticisms to some
of their ways. I do not like their
Shiv Sena. I do not like coercion,
certainly not open or hidden  that
they used. That does not go well
with democracy. it does not go well
with the freedom that we want 10
establish in this country, I hope the
Home Minister will reconsider the
situation and will advise the Prime
Minister and the President to revoke
the Proclamation as early as possible
and restore popular Government in
Rajasthan.

SHRI M., GOVINDA REDDY
(Mysore): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir,
the demand for the revocation of
President’s rule in Rajasthan could
have waited for some more days. It
has been made clear by all concern-
ed that with the establishment of
normalcy in the State of Rajasthan,
the Ordinance would expire. Nor-
malecy has now come to rule in
Rajasthan and, therefore, in due
course this woulg have come to an
end. The demand could have been
kept in abeyance for a few days more
when the. President’s rule would have
naturally lapsed.

Sir, during the course of the
speeches of hon’ble Members on the
Opposition much advice has been
given to the Congress. Maybe, the
Congress is well-advised or ill advis-
ed. But certainly the Congress does
not seek advice from theose quarters.

Sir, concern has been expressed as
to the end of the Congress.

SHRI DAHYABHA1 V. PATEL:
Last days of the Congress.

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY: Hon.
Members, who have expressed
concern over the fate of the Congress,
could have as well spared their efforts
at expressing their concern because
they have to exercise all their ability
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and intelligence in maintaining the

! strength of their parties in the States
)y 1n which

they have some share of
Government. Today it is true that
n six or seven States Congress is not
in power, But how can my friends on
the other side be sure that these
Governments which 1 call ‘cocklail
Governments’, meaning Governments
with a mixture of political complexion,
will last? I think they would very
well be concerned in giving a thought
to maintaining their position in the
governments concerned, instead of
expressing concern over the sad fate
of the Congress; the Congress can
well take care of itse'f.

Sir, much has been said against the
Governor, the Home Minister and the
President. I think it stands to com-
mon sense that when the Congress
has tolerated non-Congress Govern-
ments in six States, the Governors in
those six States would not be influenc-
ed by the Centre. If the Governor
could be influenced by the Centre in
Rajasthan, well the Centre could have
easily influenced other States too. But
how is it that the Opposition did not
charge the Congress with influencing
the Governors in those States? At
least in two or three States the diffe-
rence between the two major groups
is not very much. They could, through
their Governors, influence those States
top if they wanted to influence the
Governors. The 'Governors could
have made their choice in favour of
the Congress but the Centre has not
done so. So it stands to reason that
when the Governors in other States
have exercised their diligence
their impartial judgement over the
issues, why should anybody presume
that the Rajasthan Governor has not
d.one s0? So how can any one be-
lieve when it is said that the Gover-
nor in Rajasthan was partial in com-
i.ng to a decision? After all the issue
is simple. Much emotion and passion
have come to bear on this very sim-
ple issue. The question was there
were two major groups and one group

claimed a membership of 92. The

difference was one or two votes,

and
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SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
Where is the guestion of difference?
They were physical'y brought before
the President.

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY: The
Governor has alleged in what manner
they were wopn over and there was
one case where one member at least
was won over at gun-point. That has
not been challenged so far.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V: PATEL:
Do you mean to say that he was
brought before the President at gun-

point? This 1s the way you are
doing
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN): Mr. Patel, you
had your say.

SHRI V. M. CHORDIA: The
stories will be related. There are such
cases where a member was kept in
the house

(Interruptions)

SHRI M. GOViNDA REDDY: Hon,
Members are parliamentarians. The
Governor is a constitutiona! authority.
We are open to reason and please be
open to reason. He is a  statutory
authority. He has not stated any
falsehood. Either we believe him,
however he may have excrcised his
power—that he exercises his powar
legitimately or we do not give any
regard for the office of Governorship
as such. You raise the slogan that
you observe the Constitution, Natu-
rally we should presume that the
officers under the Constitution are
exercising their powers rconstitu-
tionally and judicia'ly. Now there
has been no charge made by hon.
Members of the Opposition, who are
shouting to-day, that the Governors in
the other States have exercised their
powers with partisanship. There is no
charge. If the other Governors could
exercise their powers impartially,
judicially and objectively, where is
the reason for supposing that the

Governor in one State has not exer- ; it would be in power during
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cised his powers reasonably, rational-
ly, judicia.ly, impartially or fairly and
that he 15 being amenable to influence.
Whether the Governor is right or
wrong is a different matter but when
the Governor, after considering the
circumstances, comes to a'decision, we
have to give, in all fairness, to the
Governor the right of exercising that
discretion and we have to presume
that he has exercised the discretion
within his power. That has been
done. The issue was simple. The
Governor had to choose between one
of the groups and the difference was
only one or two votes. Now I can
understand if the difference was 6 or
10 or 15 votes. Then it would be easy
for a Governor to make a choice, as
they, the other Governors, have made
in 6 or 7 other States. They have
made the decision and the Governors
have made their decisions because the
circumstances  were clear, the facts
were clear before them, the numbers
were clear and the majority was clear.
Here it is a case where the difference
is one. Now anybody who can bring
to bear objective reasoning can see
that it is a difficult choice to make
whether really that one belongs to
one group or the other. Of course,
here the Governor has come to a
decision and whether right or wrong,
he has come to a decision and being
the man on the spot, as a person who
knows the place, who knows the
Members and as one who has been
there, we should give due credit to
him that in full knowledge of the
situation he has exercised his discre-
tion in a rightful manner, How are
we justified in attacking the Gover-
nor as such? Maybe, as Mr. Patel
says, it is difficult for the Congress to
form a Government there. 1 quite
see that even if the Congress forms a
Government, it might be difficult for
it to maintain itself in power in the
face of an Opposition which has
engendered so many things and which
has even brought violence to bear on
the situation. It may be difficult to
maintain. 1 do not say that if the
Congress formed a Government there,
this
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969
period 1 do not say that, but 1t 1s
also true that the Opposition, who
have claimeq to have 92 people and
who paraded them before the Piesi-
dent, would also not remain 1n power
if they formed the Government So
also my friends cannot assure i1t The
position was this The Governor was
in a difficult position to choose who
rea’'ly commanded the majouity
Under those circumstances a perfect
ly democratic process was opeu
The Assembly was to have been con
wvened shortly and 1f as the Members
now claim and as one of the parties
has claimed, there were 92 people on
their side they coulq have easny,
on the very first day of the meeting
‘of the Assembly, voted down the Gov-
ernment 1n power 1t the Congress
had formed the Government theie

SHRI DAHYABHAI V PATEL
They were not given the opportumiy

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY u
what they say 1s correct, that ‘hey
had 92, they had the opportunity te
prove before the eyes of the world
‘Here we are and the Governor did
not believe us and here we are 92
people Let the Government go out’
They could have done that

SHRI V M CHORDIA They huve
done that 1n Jaipur

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY This
is very significant Why did not they

wait?

SHRI V M CHORDIA Mr Kaul
said that they should not have done
this or that

(Interruptions)

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY Mr
Whordia had his say, I did not inter-

yupt him,

THE
AKBAR AL] KHAN)

SHRI V M CHORDIA He cannot
go on saying things which are not

correct

VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI!
Order order
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SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY 1
am only throwing a challenge to your
argument and saying that if you had
a majority as you say, that you made
the President to believe 1t was open
to you The Assembly was  bewmng
convened, the date was announced
and why did you not wait?

SHRI V M CHORDIA Why should
we wait?

(Interruptions)

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY My
contention 1s that you were not sure
of your majority and therefore you
took recourse to subterfuge to the
cdurse of violence and to see that by
sheer physical force you cou'd .om-
pel the authorities

(Interruptions)

SHRI DAHYABHAI V  PATFL.

It was Mr Sukhadia

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY 1t 1s
obvious for anybody

(Interruptions)
THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
Order oidel

AKBAR ALI KHAN)

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY My
contention 1s that they did not have
a majority on that day, otherwise you
would have waited for the Assemb-

Iy
(Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN) You may not
agree with him Even then you
should allow him Let him say what

he wants

SHRI M GOVINDA REDDY To
say that you had majority and by
force, by riot or by violance trying to
inake the authorities to believe that
you had majority 1s a thing which
does not do credit to the Opposition

SHR] DAHYARBRHAI V PATEL:
What an advocate?
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SHRI M, GOVINDA REDDY: After
all nobody has said that the Presi-
dent’s ru'e will last for ever and the
Government have said that they will
even not wait tor Parliament to con-
firm the rule and that the President’s
rule will be lfted If the Govern-
ment were 1nterested i seemng *naf
the majority there 1s suppressed, they
had other ways to do 1t They would
not have done this So, Sir, all this
1s mere sound; a'l this 1s a make-be-
lieve thing, and, 1f, as hon. Members
claim today, they have really a majo-
rity, well, T know 1t will be seen after
the lapse of the  Presidential rule,
when the Legis'ative Assembly 1s con-
vened, 1t will he very clear as to who
has the majority, I therefore think,
Sir, that this demand 1s out of place

3 prmMm

&t M Al (3Tv w3W)
ATET-ATTHAR WZIRT, TqET ¥ NI
qfrfeufr srw & gaw ot aF J41-
sfoaes qex o7 FWMAIT TH1 § A&
9v IqFT FAW @I U AV fFA
TE FIAFTH 99T {I & qg A9
THA W AL ATAT | AT qTiAATHE FT
o 7 &' WX TW A &1 mfean
Teafa & e grar gar AfadiaT
¥ o7 &1 91w 91 5 F¥4 @ micmr-
J FT JT AT & ITHT JET T ATHT
AL 7 FAY, qfwa aoRTT 7 0H w8
o AET A1 HIT AT qg &7 AT @
fFemyasaarag ¢ fFaTadm &
1z g% Ag @, zafuw gw A
S wEHH T8 F (F 9T edfiwia
qrigrgTde g 3+ fqa T § ar<r argan
TFELTA § AT IQT qg arh g {5 97
TE FUA *F FEX AT ATFT——ATFT
FT, RS T F15 (aFeT T & 48 AYAT
US FTIW TG 9% T 98 &7 giiery
FIAT @AY | ug /TR g1 AT g fw
THEAIT § 9T AT IOV T AT |
FIAH FAT T 4T 7TASAT fF 57 Ty
F 39% fga1s 7@ (=247 M 790w
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F Wrgd FT SATET A12T3 ¥ T {277 aY

HIY F1 g1 FT FAIOAT FT AIFT

- a§ WIYH AL FI, AEAY

g fF frdrafedt mga g A

F1$ UEAT TEFT {79y AYg MEY 9T A2

@ WX 19 AT AF A1 TFA qq0

2 A% FTAM VG |

w1 afdfeafa oy usens 7 &
I @ g AT g fF A gg S| $7
FRTvA F3F & fau Aq17 adr § W
AYHTT FO HT AT | 9FF AT AT AT
Fifwer FT fF Q1 fF087 I F Flay
g 9N WO ¥ €z IS, 3@ Fifmw
FLO F AT F AW FT @0
& A7 fHT TFEET §T TR F7 FAL
¥ geq T & HAKFAAT H OATA A&
TR AYE &1 A1) FFATET @& IARA
ag &ifww gAY @ f& (vt 7 f¥dYy
qYg FH FT F1AY @ | UF garq
ag F3 W@ 9 fF niam wA9ema e
J g1 3T T[T FI FFEU FT A9
arg T fqar |z ara 1 aFALatEy
Iy AE eI AT & Arad g ag
FOE F O7H 8, o7 gETsar a1 AqA
T q19 A9 I UX A WV AR
f& IR a9 9™ F7 F T FGIFAY
FTF AN H1 of forar & M ITHT FHT
F w19 T g1 fagr | ag ay car Aam
g g & faed 397 %5 Fag4 3y
FIE AELT ALY &} UG T R AN
uaAfa 36 e & [« Ar @ &
TaF FIT gH AT & 41 98 1% X
sryar s 7 fas argger & @
#1 gTT FIA FY G1forw g2 o7 AT
# zq Afarzs & gru, st mi-ody
fagar a1ar ot % Al GFT AT few|
HT W AT FT ATT 47 T.09T FF AIRT
IEF A7 A I IO FAATRT ¥ TR
a1E giaT & fF agr &1 Afawed, qgr &
T yET WA F 3 A9 3 wiiww ¥ v



1973 Proclamation in

q21T go ¥ fF agr ¥ 37 /19 & fH
7 a1 gwg wAg f6q1 17 1 A A"
AT F FAFT 78 AT § OF garfzar
AET AT FE FT FWE qrEf
T FT ATHT FI IAlA0 FEAEA
AT A13dT 41 & wwv agn fedy
AT AT-FHHAT FGEIT FT TqE
ar fer feq9 oY 33% F17 FTIATH
3 A ATHA AT WOA AT IT 7 &7
zfsa o far @rar | yafau gast a8
Fifwwr @Y § f5 fer 9 T @
T 1 FAH 7 |

TAY 7 F 7347 4T SA¢ AIA
g T gz ALY ARF ¥ A0 WIaT |
IAFT FIF &0 ag & fF 3 w397
T X § o1 epuiaTE § F99 F qgFq
&, AR ¥ AqT 78 TF § AT AAT AT
IA%T faaran Gy AT gwt g fw 3
FaFA g fe o g wea & quet s
FT BIIFT AT &1 ar F1fgy | F4Y
FAY FTINT 7 4 F37 & fF 3997 a8
A% 777 & FF v a & fearg 514 ga+7
qEY 3§ I H AFN TBAT AMRC A
ATg 1 faaun @ Aty A1 AGAT I
AT & 4 24T ATE T EAAT T AFA &,
AR F15 RAAT ALY FT AFA | SATAT
# =@rgar g f& &Y maqT w0 w @
aaT fagfed & ard & ¢ fqv g arar
B0 | FAT &1 T3 T FHAT ST
faq @y aret 5 31 AW AT @
ITT AT N FAA &1 G G 21
T, §o afior A A @R gras, sErar
AN AT AL | IAATATH 3T &Y
Ry Rer ag et 3 % @3 @ WY
ATH BT aTAT & | 37 HI=( H gH AT
%1 TIAT FT A fagfeaar gt 2 3ad
T ® Ju fqr & Mmar arfzr aqiftw
zg qwg &y qrfzar & Auzfaay #raaas
FATA § FTH T FT097 1

qqA A AT q AT AT TS
T F@r T | YE § IT A
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T, TAAL IR X HGSAET F ORI
FIATFT AT HT L, I AHT T IAHT
TATT 4 AT FTAT g | IEH FT F
FT FO FATAGE & Jal A qUF H1O
T IFW ATTIET FT AT FH 35
IO 08 Mg Ty foad § oy O
¥ A & gl w7 wr g | e
T ¥ T A 4g 7 fF qweq™m A
garfime & gl a8y frar s,
FIE Y 3T A9 F q20T F9 F (A0
AT A & | CHT TG T AgT H SO
F 3T AW ¥ T ) T/ AT T AFT
STF fawrr § ody gamwT qev g 98
fF S arT fH 5T%T 2w gaw fagm,
ZR AET 9T SEEfwad T AN FT F
fegran | 3@ @ & fog § "AFT
THAT AT ¥ AT AIAAT g (AT
X I FT TAT PRI, Y SAAT
FT 3707 47 58 WiiFa, qgr av FH
F1 gHEIT Ft fazw o gifsw @R
# 1A AF AE FGAT @ g F
U ¥ ST 6 oA R fFar
2 A T AUF TEN T TC § TAAAIT
¥\ zafae & wmgm f 37 93 & wraer
F AT AW qiy | gm fafawy
FT USATEA g1, F1Y T &7 7 v AR
g, ® qU 9 TEET qlgg HT AT |
IR0 X T { haAm A fF 7 71 fod
IS THISE & 9 | § g FFAT ATEA
g % agr a7 ag 9w a1 o fF we ¥
s fael a9 & o9 sgwa 9 ) 92
TN qgr IAF AT F, qIT A 93 W
T 97 I8 F g FR7 HIC A1 H
WY 9% faam w7 93 1Y ¥ ©F A19
STHT TS & A Fgl 6 g7 Team
¥ wIr aCHETT F1 AEY AR § WX ZH
gz qg T TEL FAT AT §
TS HIgE 7 IT AR ¥ 7g W gor
for qu w3567 & Fg W) 7MW F1 %
FHTISOT Y FE QR | & g1 AT
AT FATAT ATEA § | IEH A



1975 Proclamation n

[t e wwEfk]
e & w37 fF 3@ 93 AT ag W R
f& q wodft qorrT aTAT ATEA & 1 W
HaeqT § 4¢ 91% & f% 387 w8 snw
F agaa T8 g, et o g8 w9
AT A F | IR TN GF A @V
& U0 wWw § AET WIET | UF e
wg & sty 2 f agr AR ¥ goEr & v
fear a1 3gr 9T wTAw F® TH G AL
fe oot 1 wfw 3@ 9=T
X SrAAT WgaT & wgr-FEr Tear a8y
gUT 1 AT 92T § Grafer adi gd oy ?
Iq FF FAEFIAT AT I AT ATEE off 7
Fr Fawor 7 foadr st g,
3N T TET 9 AYEIAT 1 qrg fagqr
TAT 9T 7 FET FET HAT FT GGEIL
W@ F87 X I9F W FIT @, q&T 4T
Mer W wAT, FET 97 W fFaar @
geedT g9T Sl 387 F7 9%FIR w9
gs, dgr 9 [EEaH! F1 W0 F9 &
g T qEr A% | R 9™ 7
TfF ag waen o1 & 937 FT9 aET
ALY & AN, A g Ag & S
& f 987 TX B TTaS E g 0 A
q_T AT IO 4, ALEHT FAY 4T,
qEET @Y | a1 7z a1 9% 2 fr garfear
AT F 9 IgHT A 91 Ay ar 3
14 TRIg & T@T T HEEFAT AT
X A HUAT LR FET 94T A4,
9% GTF 9gAG &1 A AG0 | w@lFw 99
ag ITHT ATR g 947 fF IAFT agew
@Y &, a1 78 fav 5 38 @ afsw
g< & WX 937 TR THISE ®F AT FT
fegr war | gafay & Sgar, ag S
AN § THRT o7 & e @A
fagr we, agr Y agwd B faddt @@
Ao & 91 U AT faar sg i agn
9 WA FHIT qAT q F4E gHT
Q% Sor @ & for oY T AT F wran &
EHT € F UF QAT graT § vy
Ft gT & A QW FL A ATAEG
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Tq & A A § g a9 )0
g Sdt @ #1 fwT qtaT faw o av
Q¥ NP7 o THT SHT & g oS! faar
T ffell g3g AT IRT AIN AT FA
FIRMATFT 1 T IFETF T8T T
WY, Tsreqr A, Fiferw £ 1% fF garfen
agd wey war aw a4, {6 aw1 gw
TR FT AU QA FOH Ht Fww
A | FFFT g FT FAAT AES G
A 787 9% 9Y o) ¥TWT 3T 9FG 59
AE F 1 UFo UHo To gl AT F
¥ 3 o guw o fE W< gF w9 B
A FTAT § AT STCT gAFT OIS AGT
Tfay SEW woiwE O §d
fear % 1§ cax mar 4 | wwa |
T @l 51 gwn fv @ wEW &
UHo TFo Qo HIAWT F &Y H
T d agm fF o ¥ 9 I
TS farrer T Ay T frar s A
|1 qIT { OF Jgrgar w1 AT Argar
g &% T wY, fr fog an @ useam
#, AT AW §, gy aifaw w1 T F
FEG A T &1 FA7 7GT 904,
g ST W T qreAt A5 & #fE 6w
SET FT ®F 927 T § AT FEAT &
T HT AW AY § HIT TG TG FEA
F A=Y BT PFT AW FAT H
AT P R & #fF T "7 FOF
W AT R ImEr frA o= [
¥ oag v A5 2 omT § IMT #
f Tor #1 T gr AR F oA
TrTAEl wETR §OgW o At §)
FAG TER & qaAE A arsr J37
g ) 3afag wry odr afvfeafs @
T OX JITF L ] owA FET F
q AT g dRAA @ g fF owa
FRE F A A ¥ W A FE
Targ g atelt agr & 1 zafay
# wgm & F@a A Ay oAt &
0IF FHEA AAT "y TE FIANT
oY qa7 FAr Afgy & o™ @
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Fg @ WT AW GE ¥ FR FQ
TgF Sl gora Safafy s
mE F M § SAE! WA AW
JATT FT AT 2 | FIE-TT TG W
g f& 97 avERl & T Ay ¥ o§)
afsw 937 g % A S oy
AT SAAT 1 9ATS & far 39X
FE T F3 UF AG & A | WAT
oqr S I oar 5T FF on oW
o e fegemw & odr ofdefa
g3l Zoit fr 37 @R & AT
Fr qfmwe gr e@ar 1 @ § ag
FEM B AT AT B G H

AT A v 7.8 fawmmw Z @
{7 s =fey fr s@r o A

A e & fgeme goar wg faar awi
O ATA ZE WT W A FIORER
g 5 3 smsfimw % felwd Ty
AT qE )

d 53 FTTET OF IF F1 AW
e G g o fesdr g o«
1 &g ar v 735 o ¥ wg o
dT FdqT AR af § 9@ 438
FTOSAE T BEA AL FAT FY
s IF W AT qG W F&T-
A¥ AT GAX RIRAT § AT A/ F
zI & IR TAN AT UF TAW FE
FOATE T FOVE 3 T WA ¥
o7 @A & AT § fFoawr #1 wEd
givg g fafadt & gomd & 4
97 58 WEeW F war A fRar §
IR IF TG Fr FF g4 gL 3
ST g g Afed #iR ST o &
¥ 3@ q@® &0 A9 A g1 ST
aag AT AT afgd s wav
R & FIT WY gw Q@ fEw
o o1t e agr qv SAT a8
faar & & 3AF0 AT AT I
39 ARG A GAT FAH #1 BT Ao
EHIT a1 I8 Ay F3Tom #3F a1 AT 2
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WM WA AFL (TIIEAT)
FATT IIW JFET g1Eg F AT
¥ I ST ¥ & AET ¥ AT F TE
[q¥ o7 | Tweqw & fafkd @
AT gga & gEieT I F gEia®
feen &7 a Ze9 & AR TET
M7 g Fr F 1 ToE & M
g § MEAv &1 WHqT gT NAT-
= ®F F UM FIAT TS OIHA(
A-TET FEEIT WY @A q AT
A ¥ AwA A ME & | IHETR
WA IT ®TEN § A Y@ T
AN 7 AR Arar T w8 oAl
a¥ 99 & fgare g9 fFar, aam
F JEEAE T OIART AR F FRIT
gfoquma o 93T AT A qAT F
AT A ATT FIT AR FT TIT
frar 21 Ar 3 T R FWA
N 73 F FI7 fmwT qe A0 5 oFwme
UE W AR T, ATE AT VA
41, g afew zfmr 9, groE
Fr FFAE 97, 9§ F AT T X
T @FT F IR T EAFE AGT N
g g A7 1 mw o waE e
fegeam waYmaa T Afmr T
fergeartt & wifirT &1 ;AL
T gfge & 3w w0 AT far
g I9E WS AT Y Bl A
ox wafgar sfagy g w+ gad
o oA g g fr gEafas feey
¥ gus faare gifgs TOvT=T Zr 73
ql, SIS &1 SR &7 TEr a8,
FE AT B RITAAT &Y, FAT AMER
FT wafeeT g ar gAY UE e
F fag sqmm &1 @2ar fEaar wfsq
o qfewd g1 ST § 1 Fa uF
o waa o1, FHE I AR OF
Y AAAT 77 A1 gAfAq g7 AW
wufra & aras § 39N TR
" ooE O v uF gfRmA A
OF A A FeAF FRA 11 5A

8
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[Fla wsgw w7
FER AT & FEEE W TG UF
g} g F aw, oF aifge aiEf g
F A@, AH VAIEA R IEE
Faifedy §, sawr wFafad )

At farmgm awtaEst defean:
FIAT |

WATAT FEGS THT © AL GAR T
TRT gAY AU AT SfegemmA A
afsmg 9T 2T Fv g9 AT § ;A
g T 2, Al ;i ot I g
aer 31 gH gmw § fw g gy
T qET AR FAT F T F GG
FT | TAFAA F HFG AT TIHAS
T | owysiee wifzan, faas fa
veafas  Awifar g, f&ad  www
weatas 2, gwwr faam zEE f@
FUE &1 A9T frEmr qw, w99
F1 g0l W, FAT 37 Fewie fegr
S, AR A g, ® 5 gwfeaw
TFRE AR & | weqfq® werfag Y
afme 9T ¥ wwiy 9 gw @M
A frgrare & geafos qar § aadwe
Fq qF FAQEA F #g A qAFqT |

¥ uweaw ¥ fgafa™ ¥ #g o
FT @I A1 & I F M@AT q
g § a9g Haw gEe e v
FT TR f&arT | 7@gAC F g% 97
ST AN EIT FIA F aRd I q,
TAdT 3N F fawfad ¥ gy
# ¥ aFy M0 ¥ 4§ AU
AN qFEg FE & AR &
AUIEITF WY g AR AR HEA
TFAT F qNF F WA AIAT ANEY
I T TE A M7 qME ¢ A
FWET ¥ | v 9T gg 3,
AT ¥ 9§ qg A9 9EEE A,
AT § 9§ J@r fF ¥ aIwa £
wfa, OturT F FUT F1, 99 FET
qET & AT qrad, FeAd A d9S
*F g9 9Y TgAUS FATHT FEY & av
TR &7 fgAW gEAT | AEAL F
feqmT qT J@T 931 HI THT 144
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F1 3@y fAams fear o arfe 38
a%g w1 "R §a1 7 g T wfa
AT FAY F W@ ¥ TaAHE &
warfeers arasliy 1 ww f& fFgave
¥ wEARz s sy W7 fow ardf
#1 AT g0, 38 TadHe AT |

(Interruption)

g A4 AT AT @@ ST A
gAT a1 #wq d AL a1 SEHIAIA T
gy A Fag oF s o fF
g% q18 NFAT ¥ 4T fFAT | T
THl 144 F1 fqw fFar @17 144
¥ faw fafaw aea agwr 1+ fo?
WETH @ { Aifet gf foaw aT
gz fosme @t & @R w7
¥ GFGT ATH FTIH N A7T AN JTEAT |
AfxT § ag @z Wgar 3 f& a3
38 FRE T qW T g9 wfewr ®
aga & AT el &7 1 AR
FIagl aar {F @EL adr &1 S r
BIAT | I B WY FAT war 0 a7
WA FTEF Geq 37 qATE AT
Avg F @A JEUA FT I & | AAAT
# g A1 get a1 f T8 #91 F0
12 31, TAZH( 144 HIAT &1 ATAEAT
IR 37 | TEI wRATF Fgl R gF
144 FTAE wFT & AR gH 144
@it | fexawz for awr 144 A
e FC 9% fqfqed< & awa 93 gasr
FRaT g7 | 99 39 AXEHT 19 gL AT
gg ¢l fraT wmr f ey awg ot
zw &0 ufFe a8y 9T 397 7€) 29,
waq? € gAQUE Hif, a9 7
we WG ) A, qF w97 3@ F
fe T8 q A5G g1 FLF TG AT
Z S9FT agl FA 9 AW FET G914
afET 3q FHI AT g A aq1gAT
39 FHIFT a7 agt 97 gFW
FATE %, STHEE Y AW AqAE qg
M FHA F1 Trgraar afqq T 39
TR ® @ T W3 fesr q4%
foreiaTe et 4 qrazw #7 faar a0y
IR TR FT NS TG TE Qo . an



19871 Proclamation in

=it famagary wa@m@st Sfear:
AT A qAT H FT A

AIAAT WegSA AET ¢ wT AT
THATT F ) AT I T I7GT FT F1E FGT
Tar ot afew o7 STy &7 Tge Ar
afaw ¥ g9 e 379 F@w 5 Tw
144 7907 g% & Y7 W9 T8r § BT ey,
R AR & AATHIT AT 7 wrgw
TLFR W a9 g9 w4 F A garfyw
gt fEr gy fs freaga
gfar & R #7®A7r 97, o IF0
ffo 9T, TFo TTo 9T AT fHaT 74T |
TAAT €Y A&, (AT 97 g Fars
Tt ferwaqfam 7 zar f& g
TrqF & TH g AREIAIT e7 0l 78
a7 g, Arafaw £ f Iwg T EET § A
FAM 9T L & I 7w FEM fF
7z 5% 7 g8 brena walr &, &wm
miferriiie & 9vaT § g7 wgTAAT F
a7 2, 7w fafwex g afaT o g
T gw W 997 &, 941 & ¥ gfaq F7
7z fAamEy 9 3w wFT § |1 fgrgeam oy
FAAT FY T5HT, INFT AT WY IAF
g &1 T & far uiw gaq g wfg
T T@q & f91 aEyEdl go 3,
AFTTAT AEY {4 AT qRAE arfewr ¥
qeqr AT | At ag Wl T AwwEq
Pfgqanfa # g, qfmame sy draw y
gy #7 3qA0Er 8% ¢ faaar fx gaswr
¥ fmT o wiw faelt 17 zaq40 S
agr g€ & fp 9z afeq 3o ot =7 a3
qry T, AR ZUSRI G T o TF §
¥ oy ¥ agw fa qfes w1 =977 999%
FHT & AT q@AAT 99y

o faAAEH X A @AW, Aefear
7T UF efqeqT *T99AE | I gIAT
& Fea@ A& A8 & #ifa sEE s
FUW E 1

IaauEa (N AFIT AT @A) ¢
7T AR FHfwae A 2@
¥ &Y gewifas T gAr el |
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=} fara pA ATt Fidear:
Iq 98 faage 2139 § iz fyadr 9
&, su% qF FE wafe AEr d
afex 3o § wa= g

SHRI M. M. DHARIA (Maharash-
tra): Mr. Vice-Chairman, is 1t the
privilege only of the Opposition to
speak in that way?

JAYATETL (AT AFIT HA @) ¢
RIATAT TegA AT ATES, WY [AKT
aarfaa #fsdr |

AIATAT FGA FHL T qEA
FAVHEA AEH, ATTHT FAH AT F1f8%
fo T@Eq AqTEA! AT § Aw R F
ey § WX T 0F TR ¥ AT 9%AT
2 o MET R FTIF 97§ T qS(
7eT A FUE I & (GANF TAT ATE A
dar FT feat o ar, ¢ qraraTy §ar
¥ faar w7 9t fF T Y 9992 g
¥ A AEE A AT | EH T A
gt fr @A AT ad g v B, 3
a%g § AT AtHd ¥ AR fgar & Iaa7
qFAT FIAT F@A T, AT AFAT gL
AT FF ATET 920 78 37 3 e
QAT AT AT AT KT LT A
AT T GAT T AT | AfHA ST AW
% e afema % g9 gve ¥ afEwae
FFEQL F A5 HIT TET 97 JACEE KT
FIATET FAAT A, AT THY grera H
Fgr 97 FAT & fau foam zaa 7%
JIT AZY or ¥ 9% qET I FFE W |
9% g€ Jreid 4T TEAHE &1 T
F1 AT TET TS, |19 GET grATqT F
T e 21 T F1 =
RMAFT Y, O TUAT FH! # HT AT
FEar 2 frast faai gz g Swax
FtE geaT & | 3Efay saF Ry Ta
faew & TAT HOBIT FFAT TSI AGT 2 )

T 9T T & A% (RfaeET
FT W 1% wmar g | g A A AR
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[FramT wegT W]

fF vt # 9 fafaes
& F1g =t G4 gd % Afwa
aaea » =g ffeEy w1 9w
T 9T AT F1 q9g qF B T ow -
IR TFAME, TF TV AT IAEAL g,
v g vefafara=v g, oF @fomne
T ET T I FIX AT AIEHT AT
TIITeA F HY SRT a8 whHd 3 '
TEA § HT g% ga@rfsar AagT &y
e SIS AET FT 1Y, TART TE-
arg AgY faar seem, gaat fear ag
HET AT A% TACL TE AR AT A6l &t
gRiT 1B gz az e ararg i oo
wq K AT AT FIAF AT § A qgT
FIGH TANRE TH T AT A4S feAr
are UqTg IG AT |

gzt wA AT AR g fw
A T ATFAT QTTE | 778
Fi 77gs WiFEEA 7 T gL & 1 gafaw
T qF TIAAT &F gTATH 3% 7 7Y 917,
TCFY A Z1 AW, IH IFT A% F 7oA
zm fafeezx @8 ¥ w5 wEar fw
7 O fAarer vE ) TreeE gy
Fift var ag g & feadr ofewam gu
BT AT F1T BIAST ISIY | 9 F Iq9T FF
L AE B G ITATE |

SHRI BANKA BEHARY DAS Vice-
Chairman, Sir, while demanding im-
mediale withdrawal of President’s rule
mn Rajasthan I am constrained to say
that by mmposing President’s rule mn
Rajasthan the Congress Government
hag committed political aggression on
the rtights of the peoples represen-
tatives of Rajasthan and also on the
democratic and constitutional rightg of
the people of the State  If I may be
allowed to use the strong words that
Dr Ambedkar said 1mn the Cons-
tituent Assembly when discussion was
taking place about this article, he
said this must not be an invasion
which is wanton and arbitrary While

discussmg article 278 of the Dra’t
Constitution which corresponds io
this very article which 1s being ref i-
red to here now, he said

“The proper thing we ought ‘o
expect of course 1g that such articles
will never be called intp operation
and they would remain a deiwl
letter If at al} they are brought
mnto operation, I hope the President,
who 15 endowed with these powers,
will take proper precautions before
actually suspending the adminustra-
t.on of the province I hope the
first thing he will do would be tr
1ssue a mere warning to g provim ¢
that things are not happening -
the way in which they are intends?
to happen in thig Constitution ™

8ir, I want to refer, before going in :
the other aspects of tne Rajasthan
affair, to these memorable words «l
Pr Ambedkar whose statue has been
unveilled yesterday only n the pre

cincts of this Parhament Sir, whre

s statue was bemng unvelled w

were reminded of the great words of
Pr Ambedkar who 1s one of the Chiet
architects of the Constitution and we
arc today discussing a matter whicn i

serious and which 1s tantamount to
an invasion of the people’s righis n
Rajasthan State Sir, here T want to
refer you to the constitutionpal provi

son just to point out that the President
of India 15 not hound ta accept the
opinion of the Governor If I may be
permitted to quote the reievant
article, article 356 says:

“If the President, on receipt of a
report from the Governor of a
State or otherwise, is satisheq that
a situation has arisen in which the
government of the State, cannot be
carried on in accordance with the
provisions of the Constitution ™

It has been explicitly stated here that
the President is not bound to act ac-
cording to the report of the Goverlnor
because he can rely upon the repor~
of the Governor or on something et ¢
also which comes to his notice Irom
some other quarter and it would have-
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been proper on the part of the Pres:-
dent before he accepted the advice ol
the Government or the Home Mints-
try to go into the details of the case
before he 1ssued the Proclanatiun

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN) That 1s why he
did not accept the recommendation i
itoto

SHRI BANKA BEHARY DAS He
may not have but the very fact that
he imposed President’s rule 1neans
that he accepted that the Stuic cen-
not be administered 1n a proper way
Just to quote Mr Basu who 15 ¢cne oI
the experts on this, he said this about
the 1mposition of Piesident’s rule

“As to the political propriety of
the use of this power however 1t
may be said that the very wosds, ‘in
which the Government of the State
cannot be carried on in accordance
with the provisions of the Consti-
tution’ indicate that article 356 18
not intended to supersede the other
provisions of the Constitution re-
lating to the State, that 1s, the
principles of responsible govern-
ment laid down in articles 163 and
164 but intended to prevent z dead-
lock when the normal provisions of
the Constitution telating tq the
governmeni of the State cannot
practically be gpplied in that State
As has been already said .1 18 a
provision which 1s to be aiplied in
the last resort in order to pievent
chaog and disorder ”

Sir, T want to know when the Piesi-
dent considered this i1eport of the
Governor, when he accepted the ad-
vice of the Home Mimstry whether he
was satisfied that 5 situation has deve-
loped in Rajasthan which 15 tanta-
moun{ to chaos ang disorder What-
ever might have been the report of
the Governor I am 3130 very gorry to
say that the wordg that have been
used by the Governor in his confiden-
tial letter, a portion of which has been
laid before this House, dateq 12th
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March are regrettable, When M.
Sukhadig informed the Governor that
he was not 1n a position to form the
Ministry then the Governor did not
call the gther party to form the Minis-
t1y—I mean the United Front—and
he has given the reason why he has
not called it He says, ‘I cannot con-
scientiously call upon the ptner party
ledq by Maharawal Laxmapn Singh to
form the Government’ Here the
question of conscience comes Instead
of taking into consideration the situ
ation in Rajasthan and the ract whe
ther somebody else could have been
available who could have formea the
Government he went Into the jyucs-
tion of conscience And what was his
conscience® His conscience wag that
the other persons who should have
been called to form the Government
are not law abiding citizens, they ar:
violating section 144 angq they want to
creale chaog 1n the State It 1s none
of the business of the Governor to
consider these aspects

We know that the Governoy wanted
Mr Sukhadia to form the Ministry,
Whatever might have been the eman
fional words that have been used
this House 1t was a fact that the
Goveinor was prompted by partisan
considerations to mvite Mr Sukhadir
to form the Minisiry And when
M1 Sukhadia faileg to form “he Vini~-
try 11 was proper on the pait of the
Governor to call on the other party
the Uniteq Front, to form tha Minis-
try If the United Front also nad ra-
fused to form a Mimstry then it would
have been proper on the part of the
Governor to recommend 1mposition of
President’s rule 1n the State In ihis
connection the parallel of Andhra has
been cited I may say here that the
Congress Party quotes gnly such paral-
lels that guit them They have not
auoted here what happened \n Kerala
nor have they quoted what happecned
in Orissa Alwayvs they have pur-
sued double standards Last time
when the Presidential Proclamation 1n
respect of Kerala was being discussed
we had said that the Congress Party
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was not going to rule thig cout:y 1o
all time to come angd that 1t was a
multi-party rule that was gomng to
come gbout in the country We know
India 15 3 huge couniry We have 17
legislatureg besides the Unicn legis-
lature here Nobody will say that
one single party—whethcr 1t be the
Congress or any other party——would
be ruling this couniry 1n all the Stateg
and at he Centre always So ,ast
time when the Kerala Proclamation
was being discussed we suggested that
a convention should be developed 1n
co-operation with other parties 1n this
regard so that the Congress Parly or
any other party which ruleg the States
or at the Centre will not be blamed
it 1t were to impose President’s rule
in any State but this gdvice has fallen
on deaf ears And from the speeches
that we are hearing here now, 1 am
afraid that the Congress people have
not still learnt what 1s going to be
written 1n the histo.y of the country,

The wiiting on the wall 1v very
clear In U.P the Congress Mimstiry
was there with 3 claimed majornty but
after that what has happened® We
know very well what 15 going 1o
happen 1in other Stateg after that has
happened in UP We know that 1n
Andhra and Assam the Ministry has

been expanded only  yesterday
and the dissidents have been taken
mto  the  Ministry They have
been taken into the Ministry so

as to avert a crisig that the Chief
Ministers of these States weie appre-
hending So I want to say that the
writing on the wall 15 very rlear, you
are not going to rule next time even
1if you are allowed to rule here for
five years Unless all the parties sit
together, unless the Congress wants to
develop a very healthy conv'ntt n in
this country and allow discretion to
be used by the Governors in which-
ever manner thev want, there will be
chaos and disorder in the country in
spite of the fact that President’s 1ule
will be imposed

[RAJYA SABHA]
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In this regard, Mr, Vice-Chairmar,
I want to say something about the ap-
pomntment of Governors. When the
Congress Party was ruling everywhere
1t had been the convention that the
Prime Minister consulted the Chief
Minister of the State conceined be-
fore appolinting a Governor for “hat
State I want to know from the
Home Minister whether in appointing
Governors to the States he wull “ollow
the same procedure that was Dbeing
followeq when the Congress Chief
Ministers were there in the various
States or whether they will go on ke
this that in Mysore where theie 1
Congress rule they will conauiy the
Chief Minister but in Madra where
there 1g Mr Annadural they may not
consult him but just impose a Gover
nor on that State This soit of ap
pomtment of Governors cannot go on
for g long time The Congress Party
should think of developing a healthy
convention 1n this matter and consider
how the Governors should be appoint-
ed, Personally I am of the opiion
and my party 1g also of the opinion,
that the post of Governors should be
abolished or like the zones, three or
four States may be combineq to have
one Governor and further the appoint-
ment of Governors should be subject
to ratification by Parliament. Whether
this method 1s followed or whether
some other method 1s to be foliowed
1n the matter of appointment of Gover-
nors, 1t 15 for the Congress Party ‘m-
mediately to sit with the other
Opposition partieg and decide whether
the post of Governors will be there
and if 1t will be there how the ap-
pomtment shoulg be done 1 alse
want to know from the Minister whe-
ther in the matter of appointment of
Governors to the States—some appoint-
ments have already been made and
some will be made 1n futurc —they
are going to consult the Chiei Minis-
ters of the non-Congress Governments
or not.

In this connection the question of
the President also comes in Here T
want to plead again when the writing
on the wall 1s very clear, even in this
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election unlesg they pursue a wnolicy
of unanimity ang consensus, I do not
know what is going to happen to the
clection of the President. We know
what happened about certain office-
bearers of the other House. I am not
going to refer to it, because that will
not be proper. But I want to say
now that the majority of the Congress
1s being slasheq down everywhere by
the verdict of the people, it is now
proper for them {0 think how all
these non-controversial posts, whether
of the Governors or of the President
and the Vice-President, should be fill-
ed, If they do not do it, I am sorry
it will be very late and instead of
preventing chaos and disorder, they
will be welcoming such a situation that
we are having in Rajasthan now. In
this connection I want to refer to an-
other peculiar aspect of the whole
Rajasthan affair. I think the Gover-
nor has perhaps now understood what
was his mistake. He perhaps wants
the President’s rule to be revoked,
but he does not know the way out of
it. In this connection I will refer you
to the Press conference of Dr. Sampur-
nanand, a report of which has been
published in ‘The Statesman’ of
yesterday. It says:

“From our Special Correspondent
in Jaipur Office. Dr  Sampurna-
nand told reporters at Raj Bhavan
yesterday that the situation in the
State was fast improving and he
hoped that his assessment was cor-
rect. Nobody has sought my ad-
vice. I do not know whether I
should voluntarily give advice.”

Now, he is in such g state of affairs.
You can see from this report how
the Governor has now realised that
he committed a great mistake. Now,
he is in a quandary. He wants to
know whether he should volunteer or
the Home Ministry will require a re-
port from him, According to the
general convention, the Governor
every fortnight gives a confidential
report to the Government of India.

308 RS—6. ‘ ?
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[,“THE Vice-CHAIRMAN  (SHRr M.
RuTtHNASWAMY) in the Chair]

I do not know, after the imposition
of President’s rule, how many reports
he has submitted to the Government
of India, but here he does not want
10 say anything about the real state
of affairs that is obtaining in the
State. From this it is clearly seen
that there is no necessity of continu-
ing President’s rule in the State nor
any necessity to wait for two months
for the revocation of President’s rule
in the State. Here I want to say
that the imposition of President’s rule
in Rajasthan has been arbitrary and
wanton. Even now considering ihe
present situation there—it is gbsoiute-
ly calm anq quiet—the constitutional
machinery can be brought into being.
I plead that when the Minister replies
he should announce here in the House
that President’s rule is going to be
revoked immediately in the State of
Rajasthan ang the right of the people
will be immediately restored there.

SHRI K DAMODARAN (Kerala):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, I want to express
my disapproval of the injustice done
to the people of Rajasthan. The sus-
pension of the Rajasthan Assembly
and the imposition of President’s rule
wag an undemocratic and illegal act
on the part of the Governor. The
situation, as it developed in Rajasthan
after the election, did not warrant
any such action. Much has been said
here about the personality and the
virtues of Shri Sampurnanand. His
personal integrity, his erudilion, his
philosophical approach, these virtues
are not in question here. The issue
under discussion is whether his politi-
cal action or his political recommen-
dation was correct or not, whether his
judgment wags correct or not and not
hig philosophical approach or any such
thing. You may agree with his phi-
losophical views or you may disagree.
Personally I do not see eye to eye
with his philosophical views. He has
written a book called “Indian Social-

ism”. In that book he says that
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Indian socialism must be based on
Vedanta. The hon. Member gn tie
other side, with a beautiful voice, also
praised his Vedanta, but what ig Mr.
Sampurnanand’s Vedanta? He says in
his book that according to socialism
based on Indian Vedanta, the rich,
propertieq classes must be allowed to
own property, own the means of pro-
duction and exploit the poor. I have
heard of another man. He too was
erudite, He too had persona] integ-
rity. He too believed in socialisra
and he too believed in Vedanta. His
name is Swami Vivekananda. Now,
according to the Vedanta of Swami
Vivekananda, the rich people have no
right to exploit the poor. Swami
Vivekananda said: not the capitalist
class, but the poor people should
govern the country. That was his
Vedanta. @ Where is Mr. Sampurna-
nand’s Vedanta and where ig Swami
Maharajas’ Vedanta.

SHRI SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE
(Bihar): You are advocating the
Maharajas’ Vedanta.

SHRI K. DAMODARAN: You stand
for the Maharajas’ Vedanta. You
may agree or disagree. That is an-
othor point. The question here s
whether this gentleman was correct.
Mr. Sinha in the morning saig that
the Governor might have been guilty
of committing an error of judgment.
Even the Minister stated the other day
that the Governor’s judgment about
the majority or minority in the
Rajasthan Assembly might be right or
might not have been right, That
means the Minister himself was not
sure that the Governor’s action was
right and he could not defend it. He
said that the Opposition members in
the Rajasthan Assembly should have
waiteq for the Assembl]v {o be con-
vened in order to prove that they had
a majority. Thig ig a verv strange
argument. The TUnited Front of
Opposition parties clearly informed
the Governor that they were in a
position to form a government, The

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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Governor shouldq have immediately
called the leader of the Opposiaon
parues, Lut instead he invire] Shri
Sukhadia and asked him to form a
governmeut. What can pooy M.
Sukhadia do? It is not enough that
one has a desire to become a Chuel
Minister. One shoulg also r0mmand
the majority in the House, Mr.
Sukhadia had no majority in the
House. So, he declined the oiffer. He
said he could not form the Govern-
ment, At least at that moment the
Governor should have called the
Opposition leaders and asked them to
form government. He did nor do it,
because his mind wag made up. He
had even earlier decided what he
shoulq do. Then, he recommended
President’s rule for Rajasthan. In
this the Governor was acting not only
in haste and illegally but without any
regard for d:mocratic traditions. He
should have allowed the United Front
to form the Government gnd allowed
the democratic process to take its own
shape. He did not do it. He should
not have recommended suspension of
the Assembly and the imposition of
President’s rule. He should ot have
asked the Centre to do it. The
Centre, instead of advising him to
change his views, immediately accept-
ed it. Perhapgs they themselves might
have askeq him to write such a rep-rt,
such a recommendation. There have
been previous instances like that, the
Centre asking the Governor to write
such and such report. In our histery
such instances have taken place,
Anyway, his judgment was immediate-
ly accepted and the Centre alsn be-
came a party to imvosing an undemo-
cratic anq unwanted rule on an un-
willing veovble. After the imposition
of President’s rule. g8 was stated here,
the United Opposition in Rajasthan
had produced ample proof of their
maiority before the President by
bodily presenting 93 MLAs before him,
The Government might say that it
was verv difficult to recognise a1l thesa
93 M.LLAs. In that case they chould
surelv have convened the Assembly
and allowed the Opposition to prove
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their strength in the Assembly, They
did not do that also.

Some Members on the other side
have stated that when normal {imes
return, everything will be all right.
You by your actions create a very sb-
normal situation and then say,
after creating that abnormal situa-
tion, let a normal situation recurn.
How can a normal situation come
about unless you h:lo to bring it
about? But that was not done.

Another strange argument I heard
Shri M. Govinda Reddy putting for-
ward is that the Opposition Members

have not made anv charge on the
Governors in other States. What
does it mean? Does it mean that
whatever D-. Sampurnanand, the

Governor of Rajasthan, has d-ne is
correct? How is it proved? Perhans
as is susvected bv manv peovle this
may be a feeler that if the Governor
is allowed to have his own way as far
as Rajasthan is concerned, you may
try it on other States. That is th:
fear. Rajasthan is a test. I demo-
cracy in Rajasthap is allowed to be
murdered, then democracy can be
murdered in other States also. 1 do
not know. That is not an argument
anyway. If the Governorg of siX
States have not been attacked and no
charges have been brought against
them, that itself is a proof which you
can consider. If the Opposition’s busi-
ness is to bring charges against Govcr-
nors, they can bring charges on other
Governors also, That was not done.
Why was this particular Governor
singled out? That itself meang tnat
something was wrong.

Another argument is advanced that
the Opposition parties have ng com-

mon ideology, have different views
ang different ideclogies. The han,
Member there also said that. They

ask how long the United Front Gov-
ernment will last. That is not the
concern of anybody. It may last one
day or five years or one hundred
vears. That is not the questinn at all.
The question is whether democratic
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procedure should be allowed to fune-
tion or not, democracy ghoulg be al-
lowed to function or not. The ques-
tion is whether the leaderg of parties
which command a majority within an
Assembly should be invited to form a
Government or, as was done in
Rajasthan, whether a leader of a party
which did not commang a majority in
the Assembly should be asked to form
a Government on the plea that he had
the biggest party ag far as the
Assembly members., That was not
enough that a man leads ths biggest
party in an Assembly. It is necessary
that that particular man must have
the command of the majority of the
Assembly members. That was not
there. That is the only question here.
Th2 Centre has done a great mistake.
The President has also committed an
error, He should not have accepted
the Governor’s report at all. He
should have totally rejecteq it. He
had the right to reject it, and the
Centre also became a party to the
Governor’s action, So much ill-will
and dissatisfaction have already been
created. Now there is no use of
speaking much about that but, as was
demanded bv so many Members here,
the President’s rule should be imme-
diately, without gnv further delav, re-
vokeq and the Assembly of Rajasthan
should be allowed to function, and
the normal democratic process should
be allowed to have its own normal
course.

Thank you.

SHRI DALPAT SINGH (Rajasthan):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, I do not agree
with the hon  Members on the uppo-
site side. The charges they have put
against the Rajasthan Government,
the Governor and the Congress Party
are baseless. Unfortunately in the
genera] electiong there had been no
clear majority of any particular party.
Though the Congress Party had the
largest number of votes and hag the
largest number of ML.As, all the
other political parties combined to-
gether cnnnot make that number,
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The Governor was perfectly right in
inviting the Congress to form a Gov-
ernment because there was no other
party or parties which can claim so
many ML.As. It was in all fairness
and impartiality that he +took this
decision. Nobody under similar cir-
cumstances could have acted other-
wise. It became a very delicate and
difficult situation when each side was
claiming majority, and what majority?
Majority by one number only. While
the Governor wag assessing the
strength of parties, independent mem-
bers were changing sides from one to
the other. So under these circum-
stances it was all the more difficult to
find out the actual strength, There-
fore, under these difficult circumstanc-
es it was the duty of the Governor to
use his giscretion and he used it in
the best and impartial way.

Sir, every political party which be-
lieves in democracy should adopt
democratic method under similar cir-
cumstances. At such times demons-
trations and slogans do not create a
healthy atmosphere. But I regret to
say that the Opposition parties resort
to demonstrations and slogans which
lead them nowhere. Whether they
are in a majority or not cannot be
settled by demonstrations ang <logans
in the bazaars and streets. It is
only on the floor of the Assembly that
they can prove their majority. When
the conditions were not peaceful and
the situation in the State was not
normal, there was no other way than
to proclaim President’s rule. It was
not possible to call the Assembly be-
cause there was great tension in the
city of Jaipur. There should be no
cause of complaint against the Cen-
tral Government when under such
circumstances without dissolving the
Assembly President’s rule is promul-
gated till the situation returns to nor-
mal. The Congress is not hankering
after power. Neither the Govern-
ment nor the party wants this state
of affairs to continue in Rajasthan;
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they want the situation to becom:

" normal.

In conclusion, I should like to sub-
mit that I do not see the utility or
justification of such a resolution. We
have been assured at the highest level
that the Central Government is gs keen
as anybody can be to see that res-
ponsible Government in Rajasthan is
given as soon as the situation is
normal. The resolution is therefore
futile and uncalled for ang should b:
rejected.

Thank you.

SHRI A  P. CHATTERJEE (West
Bengal): In fact, Mr. Vice-Chairman,
this is 3 matter in which the attention
of the House has been diverted so to
say and profitably diverted on several
occasions. Really the whole thing is
understandable according to the prin-

ciples of democracy. Why should
actually the Central Government,
I shoulg say the President under

article 356 of the Constitution have
used his powers to promulgate this
order under article 356 superseding
the Assembly and assuming to himself
all the executive powers of the State
of Rajasthan? Now, there was a

rumour at that time-—and I
4 pm. think the rumour was well-

founded—that really this was
one of the sticks of the Congress

Government; this was the stick of
Proclamation - that they issued in
Rajasthan, and by that stick they

wanted to cow down and threaten the
intending rebels among the Congress-
men in Uttar Pradesh. They wanted
Uttar Pradesh for themselves be-
cause Uttar Pradesh wasg such an im-
portant State for them and naturally,
the Congress Government, the ruling
Congress Party, could not afford to
lose their Uttar Pradesh from their
midst. That is why in Rajasthan also
they would not have a government
formed by the non-Congress Opbosi-
tion. By stopping the non-Congress
Opposition, by preventing it from
forming the government there, they
wanted to have an influence, so to say,
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exercised upon the intending rebel
Congressmen of Uttar Pradesh, gs I
said, and in that way, they iried to
keep it in their fold. But you know
that that was not to be. The wheels
of time have come full circle, and we
have seen that the most prizeq State
in the Congress fold, namely, the State
of Uttar Pradesh, that has also fallen
away from its fold. And now we
find there a non-Congress Ministry in
the saddle and the dear UP—I mean
dear to the Congress, that beloved
State—is now no longer under Cong-
ress rule,

I might cite a statement which ap-
peared in some journal some time ago
which quoted g particular gentleman
who said that if one travelled from
Amritsar to Howrah by train, one
would not have to pass through any
Congress Ministry State in these days.
Well, he will have to pass only through
those States which had shaken off the
misrule of the Congress Government,
a misrule which had ridden them,
like a terrible incubus, for the iast 20
years. Therefore we are now in this
situation where we find State after
State going away from the Congress
fold, State after State taking upon it-
self the rule and the government of
the non-Congresg Opposition— rather,
non-Congress parties which were so
long in the Opposition. Therefore
there is no reason at all at the
present moment why Rajasthan ghould
still be suffering under this Proclama-
tion issued under Article 356 of the
Constitution by the President.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, really the time
has come for the Congress people at
the Centre to see the folly of their
actions, the actions which they have
taken so far, if they want to retrieve
the damage that they have already done
if they want really to reconstruct their
image—I am quite sure that they will
not be able to reconstruct it, their
image has so long been an image of
destruction of democracy, an image of
misrule, an image of corruption, an
image of one-party dictatorship. I am

[3 APR. 1967]

J

relation to Rajasthan 199g

sure that they will not be able to
take off that image from the minds of
the people. Of that I am quite sure.
But even if the Congress people do
want to think of doing something to
retrieve the damage which they have
done to themselves, then the least
thing for the wise men among them
is to prescribe that the Congress Gov-
ernment at the Centre must imme-
diately revoke the Proclamation which
they have issued under article 356 of
the Constitution in relalion to
Rajasthan.

[THE VicE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Avrr KnaN) in the Chair]

Mr. Vice-Chairman, you know that
thig is a motion which we have moved
in this House and jn this motion we
have asked that the Proclamation
which has been issued wunder that
provision of the Constitution should
be revoked. Ang I am quite sure
that this House, though it is packed
with Congress supporters—this House
has a majority of Congress Members
on the other side—will now see its
way to supporting this motion and
they will be with 15 in demanding the
revocation of the President’s rule in
Rajasthan, because in that way only
lies a way out of the bling alley
which they have found themselves in,
into which they have put themselves
and from which there cannot other-
wise be any escape for them,

Sir, it is definite and quite clear
that as far as the question of the
morality and the legality of the
President’e rule in Rajasthan is con-
cerned, there cannot be two opinions
on this. Morally it is reprehensible,
legally it is unsustainable, Morally it
is reprehensible because of thig reason
that when the people of Rajasthan by
their own votes decided that they
would not have the Congress rule
there, then it was really appropriate
for the Congress Ministry there—I
mean the Ministry headed by Mr.
Sukhadia—to have advised the Gover-
nor to invite the non-Congress
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Opposition to form the Ministry. That
was the proper, appropriate and
morally correct advice that should
have been given to the Governor by
the caretaker Ministry which was led
by Mr. Sukhadia. But Mr. Sukhadia
did not do it. Though he said on
12th March that he was not in a
position to form any Ministry, dues it
stand to reason that he should have
advised the Governor to report 1o the
President that there be President’s
rule under article 356 of the Constitu-
tion? Now, in this way, Mr. Sukhadiy
not only dug his own grave, but dug
the grave of the entire Congress pgrga-
nisation in Rajasthan, I, in the
Opposition, am certainly not an apolo-
gist for the Congress, but one thing I
cannot help observing. It is this that
these Congress people in Rajasthan,
have they gone mad? Have they gone
politically berserk? Have they gine

amuck? If they had nct politically
gone amuck, then they should not
have tendered this advice to the

Governor to report in this fashion to
the President. Ang the President,
well, to our surprise again, should not
have accepted this Report of the
Governor and should not have acted
as he has done by issuing the Procla-
mation saying that state of things as
provided for under article 356 of the
Constitution existed in Rajasthan.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I know that
people will say, what we have done is
according to the Constitution. But
really have they done it gecording to
the Constitution? The Constitution
says that if the President is satisfied on
the Governor's Report that the Gov-
ernment of a State cannot be carried
on in the ordinary way, then only cun
he issue a proclamation under grticle
356 of the Constitution ang he ean
assume to himself the executive
powers. But can it be said that the
government of the State could rot
have been carried on in the fashion
laid down in the Constitution. You
know that ag early as the 27th Feb-
ruary, 1967 the non-Congress Opposi-
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tion came out with this declaration
that they had 92 members behind their
back znd they said that with
these 92 members, being in an abso-
lute majority in the State Assembly,
they could form the Ministry, Dr.
Sampurnanand, the Governor, da.liad
with the Congress Party thers; had
dalliance for some dayg with the
Congresg Party. What emerged out
of this unworthy courtship in which
ne indulged with the Congress Party
there? That courtship, well, led to g
complete tragedy both in the life of
the Governor and in the life of Mr.
Sukhgadia, and we have now a tale of
ferlorn love and still more  forlorn
Governorship there, a tale of absolute
tragedy, a tale of absolute hopeless-
ness gnd a tale of absolute failure.

When on the 12th March Mr.
Sukhadia said that he would not be in
a position to form the Ministry, Dr.
Sampurnanand—well, if he had any-
thing in him of wisdom which is to
be expected of the Governor of a
State-—should hav> inviteg the Oppo-
sition. Of course, I must say in pass-
ing that perhaps Governorship is a
king of limbo into which you throw
all the descript and non-descript
politicians, those politicians who do
not have any legs to stand up in the
world of politics, whom you throw
into the rubbish of Governorship or

into the rubbish of other sinecure
posts. Anyway, that is my own parti-
cular feeling about Governorship,

Now if thig Governor, Dr. Sampurna-
nand, really had any wisdom left in
him, then on 12th March 1967, when
My, Sukhadia said that he was not in
a position to form the Ministry, he
should have called immediately the
nan-Congress Opposition to {ferm the
Ministry. But instead of doing that
he writes g report. (Time bell rings).

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I will take five
minutes more,
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN): No please.
SHRI A. P, CHATTERJEE; No, no.
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): You staried at
one minute to Four, Now it is
sixteen minutes. You have taken one
minute more. I wil be very happy if
you finish 1n a minute, ‘'There are
many other speakers,

Proclamation in

SHRI A. ?. CHATTERJEE: Have
I taken sixtcen minutes, Sir?
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN): Yes, you start-
ed at one minute to Four.

SHRI A, P. CHATTERJEE: Minutes
are running too fast. Mr, Vice-
Chairman, as I was going to tell you
that when Mr, Sukhadia was not in
a position to form the Ministry, ine
Governor wrote down a report. This
report said that the constitutional
Government could not be carried on
in the ordinary way. Sir, I correct
myself and say that that is aot even
the report. Dr. Sampurnanand, 1n
his report to the President, Jues not
say that the Government of the
State cannot be carried on in the
way laid down in the Constitution.
He gives expression to all kinds of
shibboleths. He gives expression to
all sorts of wild and reckless state-
ments saying that these persons will
not obey the law, that these persons
are not wedded to law. These things,
Mr. Vice-Chairman, are not relevant
in the context of a report which has
to be made to the President under
article 356 of the Constitution.

Again, Mr. Vice-Chairman. the
President can act only when he is
satisfied that the Government cannot
be carried on in the ordinary way.
But you know, Sir, that 92 Members
lined up before the President. They
had a roll call amongst themselves,
and in that roll call they proved ex-
plicitly before the President ‘hat they
were there solidly behind the Leader
of the Samyuktg Dal of the Rajasthan
Assembly, Maharawal Laxman Singh.
They told the President that they
were unbreakable and, therefore,
there was no question of thinking or
imagining that a non-Congress Minis-
try could not be formed there in
Rajasthan. Sir, there is no question
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of thinking that the Government of
the State could not be carried on
along the hnes that have been chalk-
ed and have been laid down in the
Constitution, If that is so, Mr. Vice-
Chairman, there is np reason at al
why actually the President should
hve thought that the Government
could not be carried on in the consti-
tutional way because if I may read
article 356 of the Constituiion, it
says:

“If the President on receipt of a
report from the Governor of a

State or otherwise, is  satisfied
that . . .”.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN): No, ro. Mr.
Chatterjee.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: I am
only reading the article.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): That is true,
But that has been reag many g time
in this House.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: It does
not matter. Sometimes repitition is
goad.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): You said “One
Minute”, T gave you one minute.

SHRI A P. CHATTERJEE: Some-
times good words require repetition
in order that they should go in the
impervious minds of those who say
many things which are silly. The
article says like this:—

“If he President on receipt of a
report from the Governor of a State
cr otherwise, is  satisfied that a
situatian has arisen in which the
government of the State cannct be
carried on 1 accordance vata the
provisions of the Constitution . . .”

thea only the President can make a
Proclamation under article 356. Mr.
Vice-Chairman, there is no reason for
thirking that the Government of the
State could not be carried on in the
fushipn laid down in the Constitation.
There were 92 Members who attend.
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ed, if I may say so, a roll call Yy the
President. 1t was clearly proveq that
they were there before the President.
Theré_-fore, the President alse was
sutisfied and he should neo: have ac-
cepted the report of the Governor
and issued this Proclamation.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, [ conclude with
this sentence that the only way to
retrieve the damage which iz  al-
ready been done is by standing by the
principles of democracy, namely, that
this Proclamation should immed:-
ately be revoked anq demoratic prin-

Proclamation in

ciples should be restored to their
rightful position. Thank you, Mr.
Vice-Chairman.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: Mr. Vice-

Cheirman, I feel that T cannot record
my vote on this Motion without ex-
plaining my position and it is icr this
purpose that I sought wour permission
to say a few words. Let me make it
quite clear that”I am not going into
trie question whether the Governor’s
Report was seriously conceived or nol.
Those questions do not interest me.
Let me also make it clear that I am
not going to commeant on the fact
whether the 92 persons who were
present at the President’'s House
should or should not have been
counted by the President. My
objection is of a more funda-
mental character. And that ob-
jection is that there should be
no President’s rule in a quasi-federal
Constitution such as ours. I have
Inoked into the Constitution of Canada
which is about the most unitary,
which is more unitary than many
other Constitutions. I have
looked into the constitution of
Australia. I have loolfed, into
the Constitution of the United
Stales of America and of the Swiss
Confederation and West Germany.
[ find no such provision as this in any
of these Constitutions A Siate Gov-
ernment cannot be suspended by the
President on the report of his agent.
and Governors in these countrie; are
not the agents of the President or the
Covernor-General, as the case may be.
Therefore, I want a truly federzl or
ouasi-federal  Constitution to be
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evolved in this country. I am, there-
fore, opposed to the very principle of
the President’s Rule.

You will ask me: What will hagpen
if there is no party to carry on 1he
Government? May I answer by pu*-
ting a counter-question? Waat  will
happen if there is no party !, carry
on the Union Government? Are you
going to entrust that power tg the
President? The accepted principle in
democratic countries is that a Repub-
lic or the King’s Government must be
carried on. Well, it js for the political
parties to bear this principle in mind.
It is for the Governors to bear this
principle in mind and I think it is on
account of a failure on our part +tu
bear this principle in mind that many
difficult situations arisc  For these
reasons, Mr., Vice-Chairman, I have
decided to abstain from voting on this
Motion. I cannot conscieniicusly sup-
porl the motion as it is and I cannot
svpport the Government as it 1s

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN .SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): What is the
aiternative, Dr. Sapru?

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: T ngave exa-

rlained the alternativa. Let me argue
this way. Supposing ihere is no party
with a majority at the Cer.rc. What
are you going to do? s the President
to assume all powers to himself?

SHRI M., RUTHNASWAMY: Have
another election.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: The principle
that must be remembered is that the
King’s Government must be carried

on. I will give you scme concrete
instances from the British constitu-
tional history., In 1892 the Liberals

had no majority of their ywn but
the Irish Nationalists were support-
ing them. Therefore they carried on
the Government. In 1924 the Labour
Parly was the second largest Party
in the House and the Liberals indi
cated their general support or discri-
minating support for the Labour
Party. The Labour Party continued
in office for 9 months and it would
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have gone on for the full term had it
not been for the timidity of Mr. Ram-
sdy MacDonald. In 1929 a similar
situation arose. The Labour Party
was the largest single Party. The
Liberals indicated support for the
Labour Party. It was in office for
about 2} years and it could have
gone on for another 2 years had it
not been for the great depression, the
timidity of Mr. Ramsay MacDonald
and the treachery of Mr Thomas and
the foolhardiness of Mr. Philip Snow-
den. That is the principle which we
snould follow in this country if we
are to work a democratic Constitution,
This is a provision which is to be
found in colonial Constitutions, This
15 a provision which we borrowed
from the old Government of India
Act and there wag perhaps some jus-
tification at the time when we bor-
rowed it for this provision. We had
part B States at that time. We have
no part B States now. We have only
Part A States now. Therefore I would
say, with all respect that there should
be np place for - provision like this

in a Constitution based on federal
principles.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN): Do I presume
that although a party may not be in
majority but still it should continue
in the Government?

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: Yes, it can.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): That would
be against the spirit of democracy.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: The spirit of
the Constitution should be there
among all the parties and I find there
1s lack of spirit to work the Consti-
tution even in the ruling party and
therefore. ..

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: If that
is your stand, then why do you find
it difficult to support this motion?

SHRI P. N SAPRU: I am a Mem-
ber of the Congress Parliamentary
Party and I am therefore going to
absfain from vofing.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE:
the Congress Party issued
whip

Has
any
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SHRI P. N. SAPRU: I am not going
to lake orders from my friend. I
know what the correct procedure in
these matters is. In Parliament [ am
not going to be deflected from the
stand that I have takem and I say that
I will not vote for the motion (Inter-
ruptions) You ghoulq appreciate the
fact that I am for promoting this
principle. I should have thought that
you would give me some credit,

SHTI A. P. CHATTERJEE: I do
give you half 5 credit.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: You people
will never appreciate.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI1

AKBAR ALI KHAN): You must be
generous to your elders, Mr Chatter-
jee
Mr Jagat Narain.
st wma Ao (aframn):
azq FRT weEr & moe
agiga ¥ Wz fefiww gaen
wigd @it f@ewd § ag WS Fear
wrean § i 97 g@ afemiiz 7 qifas
g gargn dad 2 fy agrovag frar
%, ‘@eaNg SOy gy A AT F1fE
nR @ & gedm w3 wifgg ) &
qHFAT § 5 99 7 qEAN 77 F FE
g9 TG & | A N 99 § 98 "ANHT
e FY AE §E & A IAFT A T
o1 i g9 F1 ARG & A7 T17 BT Feafrr
FT AT 918d | gFwT a2 ¥ fiF R
AT WEIRY 9% A%, ANy oK
fagr wreHt §

Y SFTR ATCAT AR QELTATAT 7
ot wrfge g

Y AT AT ¥ Ay A 4
wR IFY I wwiqar g€ & | agen
sy 7 gi i fr v sfedEw
norTee & Arg q@ e gl ad
7oAt gAR Ag gF fF 97w &
Fv 7 979 7 777 5 &7 1y afeey
ATEA B AT F ATTA T X HIT IAHT AT
U &1 74T | IAHT TG & IFA fHq
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TqFTHTHT TATAT ZAT 4T, JHT Hiaw
wTfear) f5T 48 92 FI@IFW HuAT
gr faar | & & swm 1 g S aaAr
I=q HIfT FT TEATET SHRT IF BT H)
T & GISET TG AT AT IUHT 43
gay T8 g7 =ifzd ) R § gl fam
AT GAAT A, G T q@II W

® qWIT qAF R[N AT I
¥R NS gl ® FwTd
AN & A ]q, a1 ag g
FTq 9 G AT AR qA I g%, ag
ue AET ERT | 39 a<g § gnaar g f
TaAY HERT ¥ ¥ 91 J afeqm gE g,
TART GEITH FHTT {ATS o] ARTET |

I 1962 ¥ TN AT AT, ar
JTIFT 88—88HFIX Tl IEHF ¥
T afedsga #1 o4 F gafear agw
I oot FEIRd S91E A7 ) AU UF
zfeddz Iu 997 AT g1 gwAT 9T
T IGH! ¥T8 T TAMT a7 qagr Gray
g FFa I 15 3feIszq wweve &
g A I W FTTFAR T T T JHIA
7 frar ? o SsEW @ war T fa
FART S TET AR &, sHfAy ST %
T AT FT AFAT ° w@feT 3AFT AW
FTEA | TR & Ag F@AT fw 7
TRT T X QAT (4T FT AT AT
FE AE A0 fF SEF S UF AR
R gE GIISIT A AATAG [T/
g gE g | gwE d M Efside A
eI ag weqy farar fa wad¥ T ag 78
T o 1fe¥eza qv &€ gaare @Y
g, 89 W UF TTeT @AMl § /T 39
fa¥ g0 AT TEAHRS F AN H
FIOATE FATIT | I FAEA GIE,
¥ o & U a® fa e & 9gr 48
A< o AR gOSeE qEs & 40
YT A 1 6 ST FT AT F AT
F @ma gfaT g7 AR W Q@
IAHT AT TEAHS a9 % |
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DR ANUP SINGH (Punjab): M:y

I 1ntervene?

qard & 91 313 A A, ogr a6 [
AT &, T was there, TEIM F ITTL
TS AT T GHT | IART TR A1 AT

TR @ | 1 am not argumg boit
what he says but 1t has nothing to <o
with Rajasthan.

ot g AT § Fg @g
TETTIA T I Tr Ay (war =
TZFE FA JOT TIAT FF &Y
gdax af g @i @w fa wF
far <iv gfeT3zq & ST ggar &Y faar
A @ar,  wS wafw wde efamn
HamIigwIoe T gR a7 3 a3 ¥ faq
Fo o ¥ FHA BIT T, I« AT
F AT T AT ATT frg ag ¥ IFeTe
FT THI | 3T I HITFET FAT H1
A2t gRY, aa Y AT agar f& gm
T IA AL TAIIL AR g | ar F qwaan
g fo S7a1 ag 99 a7 A7 | AT
YA T W1 gg g9x o7 =1fgy fa ar
TAd T gY § WT IEHT 3T Tafant
T JEEAH T AT AT W< qEAw
F A & T a4t Ay Fg wigd
Fi o1 #gT ar W} e W aF@r g fa
LT AT FBT YT AT A
Aq ey &t fal 1 & g3 w7 90 92
gt JTfEd | JT qar g s ar fagr
q9T AT S A an ag /@ foar
s fo A% 91 feaw  Jraw
g 1 feT afy &wr s fa
o dlo # gul fo agr wwam
" Z(eI3Tq FT W T HIAN FATRT
Farg oft, [fxT ag fex @ awy Ja
& ¥ s fa € g fear ac & godio
4 fafmdY semr afiza g Ao
JT AT gW § ge e & qqr v v fa
go dro FT I G &1 U5 | A1 & 7
FAT ATEdT g o A1 ==t a7 & 9uH
AT T H T T GETCH IS A4S
Fwr  wfg@ 1 @R @A w6
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aerr v fF gt 8 aft Fudrgif
qF FET T LI FT U @y g1 9g
agr & FOISIAH aray ¥ 98 dan f gn
TGAT A 3T AGT fumr wrar g, a1 92
qOANTT F FEIU FT AL AT W0EAT
¥ astay, M W 5 1y, W) gAA)
wegnfq & amA Gw ¥ far A
TezIfa § g Y fEar wegim AnEw
Fife g@ay faar ¥o2 21 gdr
azg gra fafaeer @ga &1 =gy
a1 fe wegIfq F1 WU AT AR
I aFT WezAfT ST FT @A HLI
& wwaar g & wa W g5 Ay fawer
g A AW qFAT A AT FL A
ATy g e &, g fafAex
g F, ATAT FATLT & AT AT FTHT
sate 24 g ot uAry 2T ? fe gue
Tegafqy R @™ &1 fTar ( amw agr
FT IAT Te@ 21 TE FAH & | 0T TG0
qr Trsz3fg TS @en ¥ 3 AR T W
ST awRI T RN g, IR qwnfrat
P IIRFTN K ZTATR R owAT§
fF S ag 3 =fgd |

qF AT F g A 7S AT
AEATE F (%7 871 @ 78T 92 7A
. aAre 51 @ § oqF el 3 a;
R o 9T USAT A A TF QA AN
& AR AGIE AT g + & A fafaew @
§ QAT AT qAALT # | AT T T &Y
TFAT qF ¥ AR YR 76! qIg AR
¢ fF @i agaq gug s fafes
&1 gegee far wr gr o 916 fafaee
Fu7y ARz & fafaey F1 weree fpar
g1 ag W qF AW qEg ARG |
# awaw g o o w7 @A T S
w8 & AW Tgr § wwdfq
oo & ® gugar g fo agr 34T a9mea av
ML 5L agr® S (7 2T R ary
AT FH LT TAT FT Q08T Sav
Fifgh 1 AF AT 3T e A A
fr o Aew gar F T /AT IR
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yTedY &Y AT FTRT FAT Tigy
ag @Y 39%T X9 § 5 9 qrar  ar
g T g, wfea # oy 9w wex
FgAT wigmt g f& gt W am-yriw
TIANE &, WG FAG A TG T
a7 T § MW w7 agl F =iy fafaeex
&1 Feges FLAT gy AT fve 13 iz
FT ATHGE HTF agT T G F(fgy 1 98
T T gedy fafafue @ frgar smasy
RIS AT AT(ET |

T I 7 T F gA T AT |
TEAT AP T TR § 0F I
72T & foud a1% fagrdr it ¥ agax
gATaT RN F I T | 59 T
g17 937 FTwig 217 & £ 13dAT aglem ar
ag g fb qad fod a8 an o §
§ wan g fxr =7z w9 @ §
#Nfs feodr % g7 F AT
3q gY 47w S ¥ @g wE @
A A MR # e 9x W —ag
31w g AT T, g9 S agr X wezafa
¥ AV RaT @ 134T 1 Fad axan
feargr § @wam z & mae
T 7g FgA1 {6 qag feqie & vl w15
& THQ AT E | AT FATT ARA FT AT
AT AT ye AR a7 1 g v d
AR IWE H AU qg gAT AT | 9 qeg-
qfg T §2raT @A AY @A § faar
q f& agr o gramg Awe 8, Ul
IR FIAT T qFHAT & | TF FIF TF4
T 9T F1 a8 TG [0 qAT QO g AL
Tar, [AY A A EY Y T fE
TET 9T GIATT ATAT § IT A&r AT ggr
q¥ [eIAfq O @ wIAT Arigy ar
TE B guaar F fp ag Lawe Wt sdt
fexz & & ew v £z 3 fadt s
qgar TRgTe ¥ f7ar 4r, 48 8 qw 94
arar &1 feeqiq wrw @7 oo ar fw
48 92 g F FareT f5 AT FTEr
Fmm & Famwar g frwadra fafaegr
g § TE FaT Y, TAVRIT OC
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[#f qrag TiTRIwT ]
TG 18 "R g AN g I FH
TRT CATA FTE IW FIIA & @194 o g
F aezafq o g w1 faat | e A W
faar & f& agy grona 3w &, T9f9F &w
eAfd T FT A FI & HIT @I
q A SAvRfex adET g I Wy
FA | ATT-AR "wIEr yfwar
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AKBAR ALI KHAN): Mr, Mookerjee.
As there are three speakers, I would

request each speaker to take enly ten
minutes.

SHRI DEBABRATA MOOKERJEE
(West Bengal): Sir, we have had a
very thoughttul .

SHR]I A. P. CHATTERJEE: Spec-

ches should not be rationed in thas
fashion.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI!

AKBAR ALI KHAN): Sometimes we
have to do rationing; you know very
well.

SHR]I DEBABRATA MOOKERJEE.
Sir, we have had a thoughtfu] speech
from my esteemed friend, Mr. Sapru,
bui I fear he has travelled beyond the
limits of the motion that is before us.
He has criticised the provisions con-
tained in article 356 of the Constitu-
tion. He may have good reasons to
do so and' has in the course of his
speech referred to the constitutional
provisions to be found in gther coun-
tries. But it is not necessary for me
to traverse the ground for the pur-
pose of demolishing the argument
which he has made. I have noth-
mg but the greatest respect for him,
but I wish only to point out that,
except for the fact that his speech
furnishes a personal explanation of
what ne is going to do just now at
the conclusion of this debate, it does
not take us a bit farther than where
we were when he started talking. He
nas said that article 356 smacks of a
provision to be found in a colonial ad-
ministration. Judged on its merits,
there are two views possible and Y
concede that the view to which Mr.
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Sapru has given expression is cec-
lanly a view woich carries weigho,
But I wish to point out for the secund
we  that 1t is entirély  beside
vi. posul and I say so with respect.
The simple question before us 1s
whether, with the constitutional pro-
vislon as 1s to be found in our Consti-
tution, the exercise of power by the
President is a proper exercise e
power. That is the whole question be-
fore us. The question is not whether
the provision contained in article 346
is a good, acceptable provision. Even
if 1t were bad, we have to go by it
just as we have to live with a bad
heart or a bad liver. I do not take
the view that 1t is a bad provision,
I take it as a provision which is
meant to keep the different parts of
the country together. It is a provi-
sion giving power to the highest cxe-
cutive of the land to hold together
the different parts of the country
where there is evidence of disruption.

In the present case we find from
the report of the Governor that there
was danger of public peace being
threatened. He has reported that cir-
cumstances did exist on the relevant
days, which rendered 1t imperative
that some drastic step should be
taken according to the lines laid down
in article 356, Law and order was
endangered, and the very foundation
of democratic institutions is the
maintenance of law and order. Arti-
cle 356 mentions not only the report
of the Governor, but also keeps it
wide open for the President to take
into account other factors. The words
used are “other information” and
we cannot lose sight of that phrase,
so that the President was not tied
down to the report as it reached his
hands. He was quite in order to take
into consideration the surrounding
circumstances for the purpose of re-

! aching the conclusion that there was

need for Central intervention, Ac-
cordingly the Proclamation was made,
and it has been made abundantly
clear by Government in this House
as also in the other House that as
soon as circumstances will permit,
steps will be taken for the revoca-
tion of the Proclamation.
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As far as I can see, there is hardly
much of a dispute in this case. 'Ine
onty question is when that revocation
1s to take place. My friends opposiie
would have it here and now—at unce,
We on this side say that we WL
much rather leave it  to the local
authorities to decide and to  report
and on receipt of the report, the Pre-
sident will take action by way of re-
voking the Proclamation, Sir, ‘the
Proclamation came on  the 13th of
last month and we are on the 3rd
of April. And nobody can say that
much time has been allowed to lapse
needlessly. No one can be heard to
say that the people of Rajasthan have
long been improperly kept from 2x-
ercising their just democratic rights.
The report says that there were as
many as eight deaths and a large
number of cases where people’s safety
was involved. That is a very ‘m-
portant consideration. Another
equally important consideration was
the statement in the Governor's re-
port that certain gentlemen were de-
termined to prevent a certain party
from assuming the reins of Govern-
ment. If that is not a report on which
we can place credence, then God be
with us. If you want a democratic
form of Government to function, you
have to see that there do exist cir-
cumstances which should enable a
democratic Government to function.
If there is breach of law and order
to the extent reported by the Gover-
nor, and about which there has been
np contradiction yet. I can only say
that we should wait a little and szee
what Government does in fulfilment
of its promise that sooner than later
steps wil' be taken to revoke the Pro-
clamation. Sir. there is no use in
rushing the Government. The Gov-
ernment is already committed to its
view that quite soon, as soon as pos-
sible, it would take steps to revoke the
Proclamation and see that the people
of Rajasthan enjoy their full iemo-
cratic rights of having their own
Government. run by people of their
own choosing. Let that chance be
given tn Government. Let us not lose

our heads and take in the name of
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democracy certain steps, or say any-
thing in the name democracy, which

would only have the effect of sullying
democracy.

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY: Mr.
Vice-Chairman, I will try to be as un-
personal as possible in this debate,
impersonal to the extent that I shall
not deal with the private, domestic
qualities and virtues of the Governor
of Rajasthan. Neither I nor any
Member of this House, at least on
the Opposition side, is interested 1in
or concerned with the private, domeos-
tic virtues of the Governor and I am
quite willing to agree that he is a
good man, a goody-goody man, an
honourable man ...

SHRI DEBABRATA MOOKERJEE:
tle is a good man, not a goody-goody
man,.

SHRI M, RUTHNASWAMY: ... and
that he has a'l the virtues of a Con-

gress man. But what we are con-
cerned is with his political compse-
tence.

SHRI DEBABRATA MOOXERJEEL:
We want fo share with you all these
virtues.

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY. With
regard to his political competence, “ve
had one instance last year when he
took upon himself the duties of the
Speaker of the Assembly, and on .his
occasion, every step that he iook
seems to prove his politica’ incompe-
tence

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE; Inepti-
tude.

SHRI M, RUTHNASWAMY: First
of all, as soon as he received the elec-
tion resulis, he should have called
upon the largest single party in the
House to form the Ministry. Why did
he take 10 days to consu't all kinds
of people and then come to a decision
which he might have come to on ‘he
morrow of the elections? This timing
of his decision makes the whole de-
cision wrong. And then when a mem-
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[Shri M. Ruthnaswamy.]

ber of the Opposition, on taking tleave
of him at one of the interviews, im-
plored him to be impartial, he was
so sensitive that he took offence at
this reminder of one of the duties of
the Governor, namely, impartiality.
Such a sensitive flower or sensitive
plant should not be in the hot-house
of the Government House. It ought
to be in a nursery tended after very
carefully by a careful gardener

SHRI DEBABRATA MOOKERJEE:
Old age is second childhood.

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY: And
then, look at this wonderful report ha
wrote to the President. It is a docu-
ment that ought to be framed with
black borders and put in the chamber
of political horrors, because it gays
everything that a Governor should not
say in a report. For instance, he
says in the third paragraph “I cannot
for a moment expect such persons to
follow democratic methods and proce-
dures in administration”—that is,
members who have tiaken part in
demonstrations, in processions and so
on. Now it 'ooks very much like the
report of an old British Governor to
the Secretary of State in regard to
the performance of Congressmen on
the eve of . .

SHRI A. P, CHATTERJEE: 7t looks
like the report of a Police Inspector,

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY: . . .the
first Congress Governments in 1937.
The British Governor could have sent
a report like this to the Secretary of
State saying that all these Congress
Ministers should not be cal'ed -apon
to form the Government because thev
had taken part in rivil disobedience
and non-co-oneration movements.
mass demonstrations and all kinds of
activities whirh the British Govern-
ment did not like. Tt looks verv much
like one of those renorts and T think
anv Government. the Central Gov-
ernmenf that acted on «iich a rennrt
is worthy nf onr condemmation. And
granting that the law and order
situation in Rajasthan did not justify
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the Governor in ca ling upon one o1
the other party which was compet-
ing for power, to form a constutu-
tional Government, what has happen-
ed since then? For at least ten days,
there has been normalcy in Rajasthan,
Why is this President’s Rule not
revoked? What is the Central Gou-
ernment waiting for? If the presens
Governor cannot stomach this revi-
sion of hig previous orders, why ot
send the new Governor immediateLy
to take his place so that he may be
saved of embarrassment, so that this
slight embarrassment to the Gover-
nor might be tolerated, in view of
the fact that democratic Governmant
is being stalled in Rajasthan. Every-
thing considered, Mr. Vice-Chairman,
this has been a very sorry affair, a
very sorry incident in our political
and parliamentary history. For no
reason whatsoever, for no justifiabiz
cause whatsoever, the people of Rajas-
than have been deprived of parlia-
mentary Government and the sooner
this President’s order is revoked, the
better it will be for the prospects of
democratic Government in this coun-

try.

SHRI SHANT'LAL KOTHARI
(Rajasthan): Mr. Vice-Chairman Sir,
in the short time at my disposal, I
wi'l only refer to one or two points
which need further attention. My
friend on this side, Prof. Mookerjee,
has very admirably put before us the
arguments, the logic of which should
convince anvone who cou'd look at
the situation objectively. He had
proved very convincingly that in
imposing the President’s Rule, consti-
tutional propriety and political neu-
trality have been preserved, This was
called for in the midst of the political
confusion that was created by the
arguments and counter-argumenis of
different parties. I do not want here
to refer to what all hanvened in the
course of those distreseing davs of
vinlence because the who'e thing is
being enauired into bv a judiecial in-
miiry and we are awaiting its results.
We want to see the conclusions arriv-
ed at so that we may know where we
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can liocate the responsibility for the
greatlor} of that civil disturbance and
nsecurity to the lives of individuals,

I would on’y like to remind my
friends of the Opposition, Mr. Vice-
Chairman, that there are two intang:-
ble elements in the situation. We
should look at the political sociology
of Rajasthan and see whether oven
political consciousnesy. gxists a'l over
there. There are some parts where
it has been difficult to have political
modernisation. It was really very
difficult to look at the fluctuating pic-
ture presented by many friends there,
most honourable friends in Rajasthan
be onging to various political parties,
In the midst of all this political confu.
sion and in the background of such
uneven political sociology, what was
the alternative left? The Governor
has certainly pointed’y stated that as
for himself he could not say how
many Members were there in which
parties. Nobody is more unhappy
than myself and my people of Rajas-
than to have President’s rule soon
after the elections were gver. But
some times, Mr. Vice-Chairman, a
deep surgery is necessary for an ail-
ment which has gone beyond the
capacity of allopathy or homoeopathy
or any other system of medicine for
cure. To my mind, this is a kind of
conatitutiona’ surgery for a deep
political ailment and T am sure that
this would have only a very chort
duration. It cannot last long. It will
not.

Some friends from the Opvposition
have charged us with some muala fides
as far as mvy Party is concerned I
mist submit that they are mistaken.
Thev secem to forget one factor, name-
'y the spartsmanship with which our
Prima  Minister, Shrimati Indira
G=ndhi has gre~ted the non-Congress
Governments in the various States and
also, how those Governments hava
recinrarated the aporoach with equal
cordiality ard warmth., They should
nnt forgat the enrdiality and warmth
with which mv Party has apnroached
thn whnle ealectoral scene and +his
we have dome to make the federal
polity which has come into operation
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now, most effective so that it may suc-
cessfully operate in this country and
be a model to the various emerging
nations in this regard.

I would refer only to one more
point and that relates to the indepen-
dents, the independent Members of
the Rajasthan Assemblys I am afraid
that sometimes the Governor is being
misquoted. He had never said that
he did not trust the independenis. He
only had said that the confusion was
so deep and so varied, that the poli-
tical picture was moving so fast, and
that it was changing so very gquickiy
and in such quick succession that he
could not judge and decide at the
moment who supported which varty.
If only the Congress wanted to bring
about any confusion and even in the
remotest sense bring about mutilation
of the democratic process in this conn-
try, Mr. Vice-Chairman, until the
elections of 1967 took place, there was
no one party which could have pre-
vented it, But that is not the Con-
gress way. We have a conscious at-
tempt on the part of not only my Party
alone but of all po'itica’ leaders to
have the fullest collaboration so that
democracy functions properly. There
should be a sense of conscious partici-
pation. Only yesterday we have seen
it in Uttar Pradesh. The Coniiess
Government there, the moment it was
convinced that there was a slicing off
of its majority, the majority of ¢ne
party in power, namely, the Congress
Party, the leader of that party tock
no time to tender his resignation and
to advise the Governor that he should
look for another party. This is pro-
per and clean in thig competitive poli-
tics. Mr, Sukhadia, although he was
convinced that he commanded a
majority, was also convinced of one
more thing. that with mere quantita-
tive majority in the Assembly where
there were these qualitative changos,
no responsible goverrment would hbe
able to operate without further dis-
turbances. He said that although he
was the Chief Minister designate and
was asked to take over, he would not
do so because he was not sure what
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would happen outside the Legislature
because, Mr. Vice-Chairman, some-
times when emotions are aroused,
logic takes leave of the individual, anu
more so in the po'itics of the crowd,
in the politics of mass society. There-
fore 1t was very necessary to see that
normalcy returned, enabling the con-
stitutional and responsible govern-
ment to function in my State ot
Rajasthan,

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I have no doubt
and I am sure my friends of the Op-
position have no doubt, that we shall
all be very much interested in seeing
whether the Congress or the Govern-
ment of the al'iance, whichever com-
mands majority in the State Legisla-
ture, comes up and delivers the goods
to the masses. All should, however,
also be equally interested in seeing
that no Government puts the clock
back. I have no doubt Mr, Vice-
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Chairman, that soon my people A
Rajasthan and we all of us here, wiil
see normal polity restored, see const:-
tutional government restored, res
ponsible government restored and .
responsible government with a sense
of participation irrespective of party
affiliations will soon be ip operatior
Thank you.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR
AKBAR ALI KHAN): I am glad t0
announce that we have exhausted the
list of speakers now. The Hom:
Minister will speak tomorrow and Mt
Chordia will then reply.

The House now stands adiourned
till 11 A.M. tomoOrrow.

The House then adjourned
at one minute past five of the
clock till eleven of the clock
on Tuesday, the 4th Apri!
1967.



