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Rifles have been firing upon the Indian
border security forces’ patrols in the
Lobhacherra sector situated on ex-
treme south-east of the Uniteq Khasi
and Jaintia Hills bordering on Sylhet
in Pakistan, However, reports were
received yesterday that a cease-fire
has been declared with effect from
1600 hours on the 19th December fol-
lowing a meeting that morning bet-
ween the Sector commanders of the
two countries *- ... at Dawki on the
Assam-East P2 ‘an  border, Wish
the cease-fire th- T~c¢t Pakistan Rifles
have agreed to withdraw within 24
hours their forces south of the jointly
demarcated boundary to their original
positions prior to the opening of flre
on the 9th December. The boundary
in this sector has already been de-
marcated by the placement of pillars
on the ground.

On the 9th December, a party of
East Pakistan Rifles who had entered
into Indian territory in the Lobha-
cherra area, on being challenged by
ou; border patrol, had opened fire.
Qur patro! had fired back in self-
defence, whereupon the Palistanis had
gone back to their territory. This
incident was repeated the following
morning-—the 10th December—when
the East Pakistan Rifles ambushed in
the area and fired upon our patrol
party with light machine guns and
rifles up to 1100 hours. There were
no casualties on our side. Beginning
in the small hours of the morning of
the 12th December, the East Pakistan
Rifles fired heavily till about mid-day
and our border security forces had to
return fire, There was a lull till the
15th December, when the Pakistanis
re-opened fire on a party carrying
rations to our border outpost in the
vicinity. The Pakistanis were en-
trenched about 200 to 300 yards
within our territory on a thickly
forested tilla in the region. They con-
tinued firing sporadically till the
cease-fire of the 19th December. There
tiave been no casualties so far report-
ed amongst our men, though two of
our mepn are reported missing I
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sheuld like to add here that the two
men, who were reported to have been
missing, have returned to their ranks
since then. We just heard it this
morning,

The Assam Government had strong-
ly protested about the intrusion into
the Indian territory and pressure was
also  brought through diplomatie
channels on the Pakistan Govern-
ment to refrain from such irrespon-
sible shooting.

THE PREVENTIVE DETENTION
(CONTINUANCE) BILL, 1963—
continued,

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
Brarcava): Dr. Subba Rao, you were
making your point about that.

Dr. A. SUBBA RAQO (Kerala): Sir,
I would like to bring to your notice
that the Business Advisory Committee,
which met last week, decided to in-
clude the Preventive Detention (con-
tinuance) Bill also, for consideration
in this Session. But when we decided
that, we did expect that sufficient
notice as conforming to the Rules of
Procedure would be given to the
House. Now, Sir, the actual decision
to be taken, is not whether this motion
has to be taken into consideration but
whether this can be moved. The
Presiding Officer of the House—you
at present—has got the discretion to
say whether the motion can be moved
or not. Sir, you have recently
strongly supported the privileges and
rights of this House and I do expect
that, being a champion of protecting
the rights and privileges of this House
you will approach this question as per-
taining to the privileges ang rights of
this House and you will use your
discretion very judiciously. You will
not use your discretion which wil] go
against the Rules of Procedure and the
rights of this House.
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Tee VICE-CHAIRMAN (Smrr M. P.
Buarcava): The Home Minister.

Tue MINISTER or HOME AFFAIRS
(Surt  GurzarmAL Nanpa): Sir, I
may first submit that I took prelimi-
nary action and consulted the Chair-
man and requested him to allow the
Bill to be moved as it has now been
decided to be moved.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Suart M. P.
Brarcava): When was it?

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: On
the 20th December. I may, in the
first place, read the rule, which says:

“On the day on which the motion
for consideration is set down in the
list of business which shall, unless
the Chairman otherwise directs, be
not less than two days from the re-
ceipt of the notice, the member
giving notice may move that the
Bill be taken into consideration.”

As far as the motion is concerned,
it seems to be very clear that it means
setting down in the List of Business.
That is where the consideration starts.
The Chairman having taken into con-
sideration the various circumstances
exerciseg his discretion and decided
that this business is to be placed on
the List of Business. That is one
part to this. That discretion hag been
exercised as I have explained.

12 Noon X

Now the point was being raised
tha. it was a question of two days. I
am not quite sure what the practice
here has been, but two days in this
context are not 48 hours. In this case,
on Thursday the business was finished
there, and intimation was received
here on Thursday evening. It is now
the third day. I think this amply
meets the requirements of the rule,
But in case the question regarding
the exercise of discretion arises at all,
what gre the considerations which
have been urgeq against the exercise }

of that discretion in favour of consi-
deration of the Bill? That they have
not had enough time. For what pur-
pose? As wag pointed out here, the
Bill as moved 1n the Lok Sabha is
the same, entirely the same as it is
now. In the first place, it is not at
all a Bill with many clauses. It is
just a Bill for continuance. Secondly,
even if there were clauses and if
there had been no amendment at all
made—in this case there is no amend-
ment—the jdea of allowing time after
the Lok Sabha has passed the Bill is,
and I believe that this is one of the
purposes, that Members shoulq have
enough time to see if changes had
been made, and if changes had been
made, to enable them to apply their
mind to those changes. This legisla-
tion has been there and nothing new
is being done, and the hon. Member,
Shri Bhupesh Gupta, because I be-
lieve he wants to say something,
because he wants to express his feel-
ings again and again on the subject,
has taken this occasion. Otherwise
he knows about everything in the Bill
judging by what he has said in the
earlier sessions. Therefore, it is not
at all a consideration bearing on the
study of the legislation so that the
Members can exercise their rights and
perform their duties properly.

Then there is the question 'of the
exercise of discretion in relation, as
was pointed out, to the Rules of
Business. We are meeting now, and
on Monday we meet again. There is
another Bill to be dealt with, to be
disposed 'of on Monday. If we delay
this Bill now, then can we manage
to deal with that Bill?

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: We can
pass that quickly. We wil] co-operate
there.

Sar1 GULZARILAL NANDA: If
they agree to pass this Bill in an hour,
that is a different thing.

Surt G. MURAHARI: The hon.
Minister while making his speech said
that Mr. Bhupesh Gupta knew every-
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thing about 1t and that he was
taking advantage of this occasion for
making a speech That 1s 1mputing
motives to an Hon Member

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M P
Buarcava) No, no

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA 1 would
like to have one clarification The
hon Minister said that I knew every-
thing I do not know anything real-
ly But here we are supposed to
acquaint ourselves with the proceed-
ings of the Lok Sabha We are an
Upper House here, and the thing 1s
coming from there Therefore, 1t 1s
not merely a qucstion of the text of
the Bill We are supposed to be ac-
quainted with the three volumes of the
proceedings, even if we may not refer
to them or quote them we are ex-
pected to study the two speeches by
the hon Minister and other speeches
Therefore, these we did not have until
they had been completed there This
aspect has to be borne m mind I
submit here that the House should
adjourn t1ll Monday when we can
take it up, and we shall co-bperate
with the Government in passing the
other Bill Let the rights of the House
be vindicated here and let the dis-
cretion be not exercised in favour of
the Treasury Benches

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA There
1s nothing more to add excepting
that the hon Member underrates very

much his capacity to read things
and digest them I have rmuch
greater apprectation of his capa-

city But I would just like to finish
by sayming that 1t 1s in the interests
of the business of the House that this
shoulg be taken up now, Sir, and not
postponed

Tre VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M P
Buarcava) I have listened to the
various arguments made this morning
The wordings 1n rule 121 are two days
and generally

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA Not less
than two days
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Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrRt M P

Buarcava) Generally 1t 1» days and
not hours which count The Chair
has to go by past precedents There

are several precedents of this august
House where Bills after Bills have
been taken up in the manner in which
the present Bill 1s being taken up
Moreover, 1f T remember aright, last
time when the Preventive Detention
(Continuance) Bil] came up before
this House, the Message was received
on the 19th December and the Bill
wag considered, as today on the 21st
December 1t 1s a coincidence that 1t
has happened fo be so

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA At what
time the message was recerved?

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrt M P
BHARGAVA)+ Messages are usually re-
ceived 1n the evening That 1s what I
was asking the office to check up So,
we can proceed with the Bill

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA 1 have a
submission to make because he 1s ask-
ing for your permission to move 1t for
consideration

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Suri M P
Brargava) That will be after the
First Reading

" Surr BHUPESH GUPTA Not that
The point 1s, 1f it were for introdue-
tion, we would have raised the objec-
tion In the other House the hon,
Mmister said that he was prepared to
take the whole thing off the Statute
Book provided the politica] parties
would say something about how they
would function ang s¢ on May 1
know whether 1n the period that has
intervened between the time he maddq
the statement and now the hon Minis-
ter got in touch with the representa.
tives and leaders of the various
political parties to have mutual con-
sultations with them in order to find
out whether 1t would be necessary fo
him to move 1t If he had not con-
sulteg the political parties in the last
72 hours or so, may I know why he

did not consult them before moving
14?



4523 Preventive Detention [ RAJYA SABHA ] (Continuance) Bill, 18634524

[Shri Bhupesh Gupta.]

The second point is, in this House
his predecessor gave an assurance
that they would not come up with this
Bill—we are not concerned with
the other House—if the situation im-
proved and so on. They gave an assu-
rance that it was only for three years.
Today again another Home Minister
has come and he is asking for its ex-
tension. I should like him to satisfy
you, Sir, as to why the Government is
departing from the assurance which
was given to this House when on an-
other ‘'occasion we took up this for simi-
lar consideration, and what step the
Government tock in the light of the
offer made by the Home Minister in
the other House to the various politi-
cal parties.

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (Sar M. P
BHaArcavAa): That point you can raise
during your speech.

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: I will say
something else,

Suert GULZARILAL NANDA: Sir, I
beg to move:

“That the Bill to continue the Pre-
ventive Detention Act, 1950, for a
further period, as passed by the Lok
Sabha, be taken into consideration.”

Sir, at this stage I do not inteng to
take much time of the House in ex-
plaining the need for the continuance
of the preventive detention Ilaw.
The House is quite familiar with the
pros and cong of this measure. There
were in the past on geveral occasions
keen and prolonged discussions, and
the merits of the legislation have been
gone into  exhaustively. This was
passed originally in February 1950,
that is, this preventive detention
legislation, There was after that,
through a series of measures, pro-
gressive liberalisation of this legisla-
tion. In August, 1952, the new Parlia-
ment elected under the provisions of
the Constitution passed the continuing
Act and that was meant to last, at
that time, till the end of the year
1954. Since then, Government have
been approaching Parliament and ob-

. and there is nothing to be

taining sanction for its continuance for
three years, on the last three occasions.
It is quite evident, it is very clear,
that through the long history of this
legislation, every aspect of it must
have been, has been, subjected to a
very thorough and searching scrutiny.
And at the time of every fresh review
of thig legislation, naturally, Govern-
ment has to furnish full justification

" for coming before the House for the

continuance of the legislation, and this
is done in the light of the needs of
the situation and the experience that
is gained during the intervening period.
As I said, I would not go into very
great detail. 1 do not propose to anti-
cipate all the arguments which the
hon. Shri Bhupesh Gupta and others
have kept up their gleeves in order
not to queer the pitch for the House
listening to his oratorical talents and
powers. But I would at this stage just
indicate briefly my approach to this
question,

The question, in my eyes, is not at
all in terms ‘of doing something
through this legislation which is in-
tended to achieve a change, to achieve
something which, I think, is desirable
in itself I believe, Sir, that this legis-
lation is not desirable in itself. I do
not like it, it is distasteful to me,
pleased
about it. I recognise that this detracts
from the concept of hundred per cent
liberty. But the question before me
is—and my approach is based on this
idea, this understanding: Although by
this legislation we may be taking
away from that hundred per cent half
a per cent or a quarter per cent, by
not having that what is going to be
the situation or the state of affairs in
the country? Even if it is going to
mean a curtailment to the extent of
20 per cent, that is what we have to
weigh and not just concentrate on
that one per cent or half g per cent.
This is the basic question.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: These are
not matters of arithmetical statistics,
these are questions of principle.
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Suri GULZARILAL NANDA: It is
a question of statistics also as to how
many instances of violence take place,
how many riots take place and how
many people have recourse to violence.
We can sum them up and we can give
them a good deal of statistics on that
point also. It can be a matter of sta-
tistics.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Even . . .

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: The
question is that the condition is going
to be difficult, very much worse, from
the basic issue that is being raised.
It is not a choice between good and
something better. It is a choice bet-
ween gomething which is not good and
something which may be much worse
still, and our approach is that we
want to get rid of it at the earliest
possible time, the wearlier the better.
We want to work for it. And we re-
quest the hon. Members here also to
join in working for it. Simply the
question is this, as he said just at the
moment, some parties say, “Well, we
will be co-operating in this, we will
abjure violence” The implications of
it have to be fully carried out. What
is  violence? Then the question
comes, what was the urge? Is not riot-
ing violence? A few thousand workers
surround the manager and then, well,
they threaten him and just for the
sake of life, dear life, he will do any-
thing. Now, the question is, what is
violence? Is that violence or not?
Ang I say that it is not a question of
having any facile way to dispose bof
the situation, saying ‘Sit down’ and
considering what will be the machi-
nery for the implementation of any
pledges that are given and any under-
takings that are given. These are
things which cannot be disposed . . .

Serr BHUPESH GUPTA: As far as
the workers surrounding the manager,
considering . . .

Tre VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M. P.
Brarcava): Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, you

can rteply. |
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SHr1 GULZARILAL NANDA: There-
fore, we have, with g painful heart
and with the greatest reluctance, to
continue this, to ask Parliament to
allow us to continue this because we
do not want to expose the community
to grave risks. (Interruptions). I
have said in a few words that it is
a question 'of lhe wider national in-
terest of the community as a whole
and not a question simply of the free-
dom and liberty of a few people. And
what type of people? Well, I will
have occasion to say as to whose in-
terests are there on the cne side and
whose interests are on the other side.
That is what is going to be cunsi-
dered. I request the hon. M. ibers to
keep this, what I have said, in the
background when we discuss it, when
we go into the various other aspects
of this question—the background
with which we propose to go ahead
with the working of this legislation.

So far as this Bill is concerned, I
would like to recall the fact that whep
the last time this House dealt with
it and when the necessity of it was
debated, that is the end of 1960—a
very very dear name comes to mind,
that of the late Shri Govind Ballabh
Pant—he moved for the continuance
of the Bill in the Rajya Sabha and he
explained what made it incumbent on
the Government to proceed with this,
to ask for the continuance of this
legislation. He said:

“It is unfortunate that there are
still many occasions when organised
resistance against authority, against
laws that are passed by Parliament,
is offered by groups of people
under the leadership of persons who
have some responsibility and who
carry some influence also....”

] L] *

“Unless the supremacy and
majesty of law is accepted, I really
wonder if democratic methods can
by themselves prove effective in
maintaining and piotecting demo-
cracy itself.”
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[Shri Gulzarilal Nanda.]
Speaking about the tendency of some
people to defy the will of the nation
as expressed in Parliament and to re-
sort to intimidatory and destructive
methods to achieve their ends, he
said: -

“....many have been the occasions
when such scenes have been wit-
nessed and such tragedies have
occurred.”

Then he goes on—

“We have seen the rule of the law
being almost paralysed and the en-
tire administrative machinery being
brought to a stagnation. Communi-
cations have been brought to a
standstill; even railways have not
been allowed to move; post-office
buildings and railway station build-
ings have been set on fire, and
many other misdeeds of a like
character have been done.”

Sir, the Home Minister then had in
his mind a number ‘of occurrences.
Ang it is very clear that if that state
of affairs is allowed to proceed and
continue, then the Government canrot
discharge its responsibilities to the
community, to the vast millions, so
that they can have gecurity and safe-
ty and can have the full exercise of
the rights which have been guaranteed
to them by the Constitution.

Sir, the situation today, I must say,
is somewhat better, but it is still be-
set with the gsame kind of difficul-
ties and dangers, and these diffi-
cultieg and dangers will be accentua-
ted by the fact that there is a new
menace which we are facing, which this
country is confronted with, with regard
to its integrity and independence, on
the border, on most of the border;
there is this menace, this threat loom-
ing large. Now, it should mean this,
Sir; it should mean g call; the call of
the emergency should be that in this
country every trace of discord and
conflict should be effaced, and all of
us should join hands in constructive
work and in development work so that
we can provide fully, or as much as

possible, for the defence of the soil
of India and for the protection of the
freedom and the honour of the nation.
Now, this js the gituation in which
this nation has been called upon to
give an answer to this call. But what
is happening? Hon. Members will re-
member that within two months of the
emergency there were widespread
communal disturbances in Silchar,
and only last September we had com-
munal trouble in Malagaon—not very
far back. Apart from that we are
now seeing what is happening, the
agitation going on in our place also.
As I said, of course, there is no ob-
jection to agitation; you may demons-
trate; you may express your voice of
protest; it is quite permissible. But
if every kind of agitation is going ul-
timately to end in some form of vio-
lent manifestation, and gnti-social
elements are to be allowed to exploit
that situation, to the detriment of the
security of the country and the vast
masses of the citizens, then, Sir, it
becomes a different matter. It is
going on even now; we read it in the
papers; I get reports. It may be for
the purpose of achieving certain ends.
The ends may be or may not be
questioned, but the way in which they
set about trying to secure those
ends creates this problem, the problem
of law and order. And such instances
are not a few—even now; there are
organised groups; there are indivi-
duals who are guite ready to exploif
the situation, and particularly in these
days, certainly we cannot afford this
kind of encroachment on the liberties
of the people, and threat io the peace
ang the observance of the laws of the
country.

Sir, the primary issue is this. As I
have pointed out, at that time when
the Act—which is intended to be con-
tinued now—was passed, there was a
certain gituation. In terms of figures
I shall describe the situation. When
this came up before the House, the
information that was then available
naturally related to a period, a period
which had then preceded it, and the
period was from 1st October 1957, to
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30th September 1960. Ang what were
the facts then? What were the
number of persons detained, and for
what? For communal activities—21;
harbouring dacoits—26; preaching and
indulging in violent agitation—228;
goondaism—198.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Was ganja
smuggling also covered?

Sart GULZARILAL NANDA: I will
£ive you the definition of goonda.

For espionage and anti-State acti-
vities—6; in connection with the De-
fence of India, etc—22; for Naga
hostile activities—21, and in connec-
tion with the maintenance of supplies
and services essential to the communi-
ty—45,

Now, Sir, the hon. Member wants
to know who a ‘goonda’ is. What
should 1 say? it happens that that
Personage has heen very well describ-
ed by Pantji himself—

“Take again the goondas who
have come in for the largest per-
centage of detentions, particularly
in West Bengal and Maharashtra.”

Pantji gefined a goonda ag a person
who is ever prepared to fish in troub-
led waters, who is a bully, who is a
blackmailer, who tries to create a
reign of terror in his own region and
‘who, whenever opportunity occurs,
creates trouble in every possible way.
Such goondas create such a reign of
terror that nobody is prepared to give
evidence against them but (Interrup-
tions) everybody wants thém to be
removed from their own neighbour-
hood. They want to send them to
some other neighbourhood. Now, this
was the proposition then. (Interrup-
tions). It is a question of statistics.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Those
Ministers who are charged with ganja
smuggling, what are they? Goondas
or what?
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Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: You
can charge anybody with anything.

Srrt BHUPESH GUPTA: I am not
charging anyhody; Congressmen are
charging.

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: Let
me proceed now. What is the primary
issue in this legislation having regard
to how it has been worked? A
misleading impression has been crea-
ted—I saw the earlier record of the
proceedings—and that is how the hon.
Members—some of them—win the
sympathy of people who do not really
know what exactly it is. They want
to tell the world: Here is a detenu, a
humble, small individual, a helpless
person pitted against the power and
might of the Government, and he is a
victim, therefore, of the vindictive-
ness of the Government tyranny, and
this is being done for political ends.
Now, that is really the main strength
or supposed strength of the contention
of those friends. Now, it is totally
wrong. That fact must first be made
very clear and must be cleared, that
these goondas are goondas unless some-
body claims them as his own, as
members of any political party, and I
do not think, among those people
whom I mentioned, there is any person
in whom he is interested or for whom
he is going to take the responsibility.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: Kindly
refer to your Statement—page 8—of
the statistical information regarding
the working of the Preventive Deten-
tion Act.

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: Sir,
I will proceed. I have enough time
later on.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: In your
Statement you have detained one for
goondaism and you have said that he
wag a rebel Congressman. Is a rebel
Congressman a goonda?
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Sarr GULZARILAL NANDA.: I say,
bad people can be anywhere. For one
here there may be twenty thousand
there, Now, Sir, this issue is not
really between any isms, any kind of
doctrines; it is not a question of one
way of political thinking or another;
it is not between the Government and
that victim, supposed victim but, Sir,
the issue is very large. The issue is
this. The issue is—as we take this
here—between the person who is a
spy, for example, and the security of
India; between the person who har-
bours dacoits and, not the Government,
but all these people harmless people,
who are exposed, from day to day, to
physical injury, murder, looting, etc;
there is no safety there at all because
of the conditions there; the issue is
between a few persons who are bent
on fanning the fires of communal
frenzy, and a large number ot innocent
people who canno{ move about with-
out exposing themselves to the risk
of their lives. And how much have
people suffered? Well, we know
those who have had any inkling, any
touch or knowledge of what happens
in communal riots, they know who
suffers,. Well, who suffers? This is
the straight issue. Let it not be mix-
ed up because it is only by creating
confusion that there is effort to get
some kind of sympathy and support
for these things which they do not
deserve at all,

Sir, when some persons are depriv-
ed of their freedom, let it not be con-
tended, let it not be said that they
have been deprived of their freedom.
And if any one says that, we will have
to tell him that it is wrong, that is
not done for any political purpose, it
is not done for strengthening the
party, the Congress Party or the party
in power at the expense of any other
party. That will become a high level
political issue, if it were so. It is not
for expression of any opinion that
anybody has been put in jail. It is not
for voicing any grievances,  for
criticising the Government it is
not at all proposed to stifle any
kind of  criticism. It is not
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for these things. Sir, It is not against
the ideelogies of any kind, but it is
against the enemies of the society.
So, if there are any political motives
at all, I ask the hon. Member or any
hon, Member who 15 connected with
any party to please identify as to how
many persons are there who have been
taken in because of their political
connections, because of their political
activity as such. In all these three
or four years there are

‘Sarr G. MURAHARI; Mr. Vice-
Chairman, the Home Minister is tell-
jng“'*“’

Some Hon, MEMBERS: No, no.

Suri G. MURAHARI: There are a
number of political leaders who have
been arrested under this Act.

Drwan CHAMAN LAL (Punjab):
Sir, the Member has used unparlia-
mentary language about the Home
Minister . (Interruptions.)

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Susrr M, P.
Brarcava): Shri Murahari the ex-
pression which you have used is un-
parliamentary. The hon. Member
cannot say that. It shall be expung-
ed.

Surt G, MURAHARI: 1 withdraw
the word**** but it is untruth.

Sarr GULZARILAL NANDA: The
hon, Member does not possibly realise
what he says, what the meaning of his
words is because he would not have
ventured to use that expression. Even
if he says “incorrect statement”, I
challenge him how it is incorrect.
When the hon. Member gets a chance,
let him speak out and I will then
reply.

Surt G, MURAHARI: There have

been enough people whpo have been
arrcsted

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M, P.
Brarcava): Mr. Murahari, you will

have your chance to speak. Let him
continue.

***Expunged as

ordered by the
Chair. -
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Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: What
we are dealing with is that there are
acts, there ig activity, th~re are peo-
ple who create a climate uf lawlessness
where safety of many people beccmes
endangered and we have to deal with
that situation, with people who might
try to glorify themselves that they are
launching some kind of movement for
the emancipation of an enslaved peo-
ple. India does not have enslaved
people. It has free people ang it is
not necessary to have any violent
movement for their liberation. So,
thig is the kind of role that some of
them have assumed for themselves.
If there is exploitation even by a few
people, and if a few people want to
impose their will on a large number,
then, what happens? It is not a ques-
tion of the liberty of these 200 or 300
who may be there now in detention
under this Act, but it is a question
of the obliteration of the fundamental
rights of thousands and thousands for
whom they have become a terror and
who cannot exercise their normal
rights freely because of them. That is
the position, Sir. And what is the
consequence of that situation? If we
do not tackle it effectively, if this
happens here, there and a number of
places, the consequence is that the
people lose faith in democracy, in
ordered society. So, this is the issue
really. When we are considering the
operation of this Act what is it that
is before us? It is the ways of a few
people, ways which are a negation of
freedom, liberty and ‘undamenta]l
rights, and these powers are being
exercised against people who are, I
dare say, symbols, not of freedom,

they are symbols of the deprivation of
the people’s freedom, they are symbols
of something evil in huXap nature.
That has to be fought. Therefore, Sir,
the Government must discharge its
responsibilities. If the millions and
crores of the people of India have in-
stalled a party in power, they expect
from that party that it will use those
powers to protect their safety and not
allow large numbers of them to be at

the mercy of a few people who, f !
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allowed to have their ftull way, will

entirely blot out the liberiies of all
these persons.

The question now, Sir, is why it is
that we have to have recourse to ex-
ceptional powers. Cannot these things
be done under the normal law? That
is a question which arises, and I tuink
this requires to be faced squarely., If
it were possible to deal with this
threat with the exercise of whatever
normal powers there are, with the use
of the normal apparatus, the machi-
nery of law and order, then I think it
would be certainly not a thing at all
which can be commended. It should
be condemneq if still the Government
wants some of these exceptional
powers to deal with the situation. Sir,
I have looked into it and looked into
it with great earnestness and examin-
ed the siiuation, Could it not be done
under certain laws which we have got,
the Indian Penal Code, the Criminal
Procedure Code? Therein there are
certain provisions of a preventive kind
also. But let us understand that here
the need is not that something has
happened, that people have been kill-
ed property has been destroyed and
you iry to put these people in jail
That is not the purpose. There it is
that this list ot offences comes in.
There it is that the various procedurss
come in. It is something else here.
Here the Government takeg some pre-
cautionary measures. It is to prevent
those things from occurring, prevent
a harm damage and destruction. And,
therefore, temporarily some persons
are removed from the scene who, act-
ing from behind, are able to incite
Fasgions of cthers and create a situa-
tion which becomes difficult to control
for any king of machinery of law.

Surr P, N. SAPRU (Uttar Pradesh):
Yecu remove them on suspicion,

Sarr  GULZARILAL NANDA: The
question is that many of these are
those who have committed offences
before. A number of them are habi-
tual offenders and, therefore, this Act
is against those situations. Again,
there are possibilities. Therefore, it
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has to be seen that at least for the
time being, just for a while, they are
kept away, when there is intensity of
feelings, when there are these poten-
tialities of mischief that we try just
to keep them away from the place
where they can create that mischief.
As 1 said, I went into this question
whether the laws, as they are, will
avail us, will help us in dealing with
these ways. 1 take up questions one
after the other and I can state the
position briefly, as has been stated,
whether there are adequate powers
available to the executive and magis-
tracy under substantive laws in the
India, Penal Code and the Criminal
Procedure Code. The real goondas
and anti-social characters who master-
mind riots and disturbances and anti-
State activities seldom come out in the
open but instigate others from behind
the scenes. The latter are really
minor fry, whereas what is really
required is to control and restrain the
real mischief-makers and master-
minds. It is aganist this class of per-
sons that the Preventive Detention
Act comes in handy. There are some
serious limitations to the effectiveness
of the preventive sections in the Cri-
minal Procedure Code In the first
place jurisdiction ig limited to the
Magistrate's or to the Sub-Divisional
Magistrate's district or to the Sub-
Divisional] Magistrate’s Sub-Division.

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: From

where is he reading?

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: This
is an interpretation of the laws. I am
not reading from any book. I have
the notes.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Notes or
speech prepared by . . .?

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: How
much have I read? Have I spoken or
read?

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: You have
spoken,

i is this.
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Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: The
hon. Member has a party to give him
clues ang cues . ..

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Ig it from
the C.I1.D.? That is what I ask.

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: The
hon. Member must have at least the
clearnesg of mind to understand that
it is not a question of information
from any source. It ig a question of
interpretation of the Act and its work-
ing. It does not require any C.ID, to
give this information and any hon.
Member who knows the law will be
able to enlighten him regarding this.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Give us
the source.

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: I was
saying that this enables the culprit
who may be bound down in one
jurisdiction, if he is bent upon mis-
chief, still to go to another jurisdic-
tion and continue his nefarious activi-
ties there. The second limitation is
that once the person bound down to
furnish security does so, the Magis-
trate is bound to set him free, subject,
of course, to the condition that may
be stipulated in the security bond.
Those persons Wwho constitute the
greatest threat and whom the Govern-
ment is most anxious to lock up in
the interest of public security are
precisely those who can execute the
needed bond, bail or surety. This is
one part of it.

As regards the powers under Section
144 Crimina] Procedure Code, orders
of restraint remain in force only for
a peried of two months unlesg the
State Government notifies in the gazet-
te that they are to be in effect for a
longer period. But here the question
These orders do not have . . .

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr. Vice-
Chairman, on a point of order. I invite
your attention to rule 211. Kindly
look up,

“If a Minister quotes in the Coun-
cil a despatch or other State Paper
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which has not been presented to the
Council, he shall lay the relevaant
paper on the Table.”

Therefore, T would request the Minis-
ter to lay lhis paper on the Table
unless, of course, he wants your pro-
tection. I know it alsp says:

“Provided that this rule shall not
apply to any documents which are
stated by the Minister to be of such
a nature that their production
would be inconsistent with public
interest.”

If the Minister says that the produc-
tion of the document will be inconsis-
tent with public interest, he need not
do it; otherwise it should be laid on
the Table of the House.

Tne VICE-CHAIRMAN (Sur1 M. P.
BrARrGAvA): Certainly he can refer to
his notes,

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: He said
document, he said prepared interpre-
tation.

Sart GULZARILAL NANDA: It is
only in order to be precise because I
am dealing with a legal question ag to
what is the authority dealing with it,
what is the jurisdiction.

Diwan CHAMAN LALL: These are
your notes.

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: Yes.
Why is he demanding it to be laid on

the Table? He will get the report
tomorrow.
Surrt BHUPESH GUPTA: The

whole thing, the idea is to gel the
whole thing,

Sari GULZARILAL NANDA: He
may refer to some law books. Just
for his enlightenment 1 am quoting.

Suarr BHUPESH GUPTA: It is quite
clear from what he said that he is not
reading from his brief.
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Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M, P.
Buarcava): That is his notes of his
speech. He ig reading from a docu-
ment which has been specially pre-
pared

Sarr GULZARILAL NANDA: It is
no document

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Is
horoscope?

it a

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: It is
a brief note on some legal matters
which arise in this connection and it
is my own note.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: That is
what we want.

Surt GULZARILAL NANDA: T get
help just as he gets help. The point
here is that whatever has been pro-
vided there is not all sufficient for the
purpose of deterring the kind of mis-
chief that has been visualised in rela-
tion to preventive detention. Similar-
ly about the 1.P.C. also, here the ques-
tion is that the preparation is the
crucial part of it and you cannot deal
with the preparation under I.P.C. It
is at that stage that something has
to be done and the LP.C. does not
help there at all. The idea is to
remove from the scene people who
are going to disturb public tranquillity
for a temporary period.

The next question that I would have
to deal with is since you think that
because there are spies, because there
are goondas, because there are people
who harbour dacoits and have recourse
to violent dacoities, does it mean,
therefore, that this Act must be per-
manently on the Statute Book? This
has been asked before. Some people
have answered it in these terms—It
may be’. I do not. This is not my
answer because I made it very clear
elsewhere also. I have in mind—
there may be an individual who may
be 3 trouble-maker, who may be a
mischief-monger, a dacoit here or
there—even not that but the question
ig because of certain circumstances,
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the scale of thig mischief is such, its
intensity is such that it creates a pro-
blem of a magnitude which for the
law and order machinery becomes
very difficult, almost impossible to
cope with. Therefore, that is one
aspect.

The other aspect is that while it
may be possible for the police under
all the powers that we have got to
deal with them, the background again
makes for additional difficulties
because if the authorities have also to
cope with other disturbances arising
from other sources, that is, various
kinds of agitations which create a
threat of violence, then it strains the
strength and the capacity of the
machinery to such an extent that it
is not possible to do all this or that or
both. Therefore, it is a ques-
tion not at all of asking—
no plea at all—that thig legislation
must for all times be there. I think,
as I have already made it very clear
this should go as soon as possible.
How can it happen? That is the ques-
tion. My reply has been earlier aiso
that if people

Syrt BHUPESH GUPTA: It looks
as if this legislation will co-exist with
the Congress Government., That is our

experience. The Communists never
arrested anybody under this, (Inter-
ruptions.) '

Surr GULZARILAL, NANDA: 1
hope the Congress Government will
be there while he ig there but it we
may assume—-God forbid—for a frac-
tion of 3 moment that it is not there,
then it will not be preventive detention
at all, it will be total detention. Every-
body who is opposed

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: We shall
invite you to join the Cormmmu-
nists

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA There
will be hundred per cent. darkness,
all liberty will be wiped out. Whole
democracy vanishes, nothing is left I
cannot just speak. He is able to gpeak
and he can speak outside and inside.
He can write and newspapers write

against the Government and assail if
many times wrongly and many times
the criticisms are entirely unjustified
and yet it is allowed. Will it bhe
allowed when he has his way?

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: We had
our Government under your Constitu-
tion. We never

Sur ABID ALI: We will throw
you out . (Interruptions.)

SHrRt BHUPESH GUPTA: Do not
get provoked by my remarks....(In-
terruptions.)

Sart GULZARILAL NANDA: Let
this be realised. This democracy has
to be stabilised and all those who now
come up against this little expression
of our anxiety to preserve freedom,
can help in seeing to it that even
this measure, this preventive deten-
tion affects a very small percentage
—even that I wish were not so—but
the only thing is they should realise
that they have a part in it, they have
a duty that all activities have to be
conducted in a peaceful manner and
if there are demands or grievances,
there are channels for redress. Peace-
ful channel is there, If all what I
said, to which the hon. Member refer-
red, in the other House, is fully under-
stooqd and realised, the situation will
change in this country but, Sir, I am
familiar in other spheres with what
is said and what is done and therefore
simply because something is now offer-
ed, it is no assurance at all, no guaran-
tee at all that things will be done in
that way, that this objective can be
achieved through that. So, this ques-
tion of whether it is going to be per-
manent because there are some evil
doers and therefore glways there has
to be a statute ot this kind here, the
idea is not that. I hope that in the
years—and positively 1 cannot say
whether it will be achieved in a few
months’ time but a number of mea-
sures are being taken simultaneously
—ard with whatever, I believe, the
undertaking that has been given in
the Lok Sabha—and I believe he is
reiterating that—it it is implemented
fully in the correct proper spirii, then
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I think conditions will soon be created
that 1t may not be necessary to use
it, it may not be necessary that this
law may run its full course It may
not be necessary for this law to run
its full course It may end earlier, I
hope But just as it 1s the responsi-
bility of the Government to do certain
things, 1t 1g the responsibility of others
also to co-operate 1n this very great
task of which I have given a brief
indication

Preventive Detention

I will now take a few  minutes
referring to the situation which justifieg
and which mecess*totes gur approach-
ing Parhament f - the further con-
tinuance of this lev. I have got some
figures before me I gave some figures
for the earlier period and I have now
got the figures for the period 1st
October, 1960 to 30th September, 1963
For communal activities there were 24
cases, for harbouring dacoit~ 43, for
preaching violence 44, for goonda sm,
the number 1s fairly large, 518, for
espionage 3, for Naga hostile activities
12, for exhs.ting people not to contri-
bute to the National Defence Fund 2, 1n
connection with the Defence of India
etc 28 1n connection with the main-
tenance of supplies and services essen-
tial to the community 10 Now, I will
ask the hon Member who among these
categories are such that we should
have softness or for whom he has got
sufficient spare sympathy to expend

Surt G MURAHARI 1Is there any-
one among them who was inc.fing
violence?

Suri GULZARILAL NANDA  An-
other question may arise in this con-
nection and I may briefly indicate now
the working of this legislation Maybe
if T am called upon, or if 1t 1s gues-
tioned here, and 1t 1s said that the
various safeguards which are pro-
vided 1n this Act have not been fully
observed, have not been properly
carried out, then I may have to give
more detailed information Bu- at
this stage, I confine myself with these
observations, that those safeguards
have proved fairly effective, that they
have been made use of, they have been
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avalleq of The grounds are being
given and the reserve power, to keep
back 1n certain cases the grounds
which compel the authorities to detain
a person, that power has been exer-
cised on very rare occasions, ohly in
about half a dozen cases, I believe,
in the whole of this period Those
grounds have to be given at least 1o
the Advisory Board and the detenus
have got the permission and the right
{0 make t' ir written representation
angd for that purpose secure the help
of legal »~ ctitioners also, and the
detenus ¢~  ppear, they are entitled
to appear before the Advisory Board

Surr P N SAPRU Can the legal
practitioner appear before the Advisory
Board?

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA As
for legal practitioners appearing be-
fore the Advisory Board, that had been
fully explained, I think by Dr Katju,
as to what the distinction 1s So far
as the Chairman of the Board 1> con-
cerned, he 1s a person of the rank
of High Court Judge or 3 retireq High
Court Judge, and the members are
also, 1n many cases, retired Judges and
only in some cases has the law per-
mitted persons who are el:gible to be
High Court Judges, to be .0 appointed
And these Advisory Boards have func-
tioned fanly effectively They have,
on geeing the representations on
listening to the detenus ordered the
release of a number of persons And
the courts also have done that .n cer-
tain cases, so that the whole -ystem
has functioned with a view io extend-
Ing to the dJetenus these safeguards
and {0 ensure that these <afeguards
are being utilised effectively The
figures also show that over a period
of years the number has gone down
considerahly It may not be from
year {0 year, but the trend 1s some-
what 1 that direction But the posi-
tion is that still the nesd 15 there and
the conditions are not such that we
can afford to dispense with the powers
that we can obtain under this Act
There 15 the further fact that what-
ever powers the Government has been
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invested with, have beep exercised in
8 mauner that there can be no com-
plaint either of abuse or of misuse.
The purposes for which this legislation
was made are kept in mind and every
effort has been made to see that those
purposes are served properly and in
a legitimate way.

Sir, I move.

The question wag proposed.

TrE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr M. P
Brarcava): 1 have got here a long
list of speakers before me and 1if the
House agrees, we may sit through the
lunch hour,

Surt MULKA GOVINDA REDDY:
Sir, instead of doing that, I suggest
that we may have a lunch break from
1 o'clock to 2 ¢’clock and, if neces-
sary  we may sit late in the evening.

Surt ABID ALI: We sit through
the lunch hour and also sit late.

THe VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr M. P.
BrArcava): Mr, Bhupesh Gupta,

1 pMm.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, once again in eleven
years in this House I rise to speak on
this hated measure sought to be justi-
fleq by the hon. Minister with a com-
bination of sermong and legal casuis-
try. I came to this House right from
the Dum Dum Central jail where I
was detained in 1952 when I was
elected, and I thought that during my
time in this House it would be possible
for us to erase from our Statute Book
this black and diabolic law. But
somehow or other the Congress Gov-
ernment. though led by such an emi-
nent man as Pandit Jawaharla] Nehru,
have not picked up moral courage to
rule the country without being but-
tressed by the Preventive Detention
Act. Before he took over as the Prime
Minister of the country, when he was
struggling for national independence,
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru said once
that a Government that had to rely cn

such arbitrary powers had no right to
rule at all. The irony of history is
this that he is heading the very Gov-
ernment, this very Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru is heading a Government in
this country for so many years, which
cannot think of ruling the country
without having an arbitrary law such
as the Preventive Detention Act. 1
am sorry for Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru;
partly I am sorry for Mr. Gulzarilal
Nanda for whom I have got consider-
able personal regard.

Now, what have we been told here
in support of its extension? We have
been told that the situation demands
an extension and this ig repeat per-
formance. Every time when the Gov-
ernment comes forward with this,
they make such a statement in support
of this measure. There is nothing new
in it except that the Home Minister
himself who is making the statement
is new. Many Home Ministers have
come and gone but the Preventive
Detention Act never shows any sign of
going at all

I should deal with the origin of this
Act so that you will see how it was
passed. In 1950 one February Satur-
day the then Home Minister of the
country, Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel,
agsked in the Provisional Parliament
for the enactment of the Preventive
Detention Act saying that unlesg that
Act was passed 350 detenus in the
Bengal jails woulq be ordered to be
released by the Calcutta High Court
on Monday next. That is what he
said in his speech. He saig that he
spent two sleepless nights before he
could come up to ask for a legislation
of this kind. He said:

“I assure the House that I have
passed two sleepless nights when T
wag asked to take up this measure.”

Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel was a man of
iron, we are told and even he hagd to
pasys two sleepless nightys before he
could approach Parliament for a legis-
lation of this kind. I would like to
know what happened to our Home
Minister last night. Did he sleep well
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or did he pass a sleepless night? Did
he have sweet dreams or did the
nightmare of this diabolic measure
haunt him? I should like to know
this from him when he replies to this
debate. Today it has become a habit
with them.

Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel was at
that time naturally pricked in hig con-
science by the traditions of the Indian
freedom movement and that is why
he hagd to say that he could not sleep
for two nights before he conceived
such a measure but we have our
Home Ministers now, one after another
coming in a cyclical order to tell us
that this measure is needed and they
take it very easy. That only shows
the debasement of the Congress Gov-
ernment, their departure from the
high ideals which at one time they
held dear and upheld before the
country. We regret that such a thing
shoulg have happened to so great 2
party as the Congress Party of the
days of the freedom fight.

{TEe VicE-CHAIRMAN (Surt AKBAR

Arr KuAN) in the Chair.]
Then Sardar Patel says further:

“Wher, thie legislation is brought
in, it is done with a heavy heart, It
is not one which would delight us.
It is not a pleasant task to bring a
Bill of this kind in this House im-
mediately after a Republican Con-
stitution has been adopted.”

Now, when .
Surt K. SANTHANAM (Madras):
Please quote further. Why was he

bringing it?

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: This was
how he felt at that time when this
measure wag passed. But then we
have travelled far away from those
days. It was in 1950 and we are now
in the midst of, rather towards the
eng of 1963. In thirteen years the
Congress Government has not deve-
loped that moral and mental courage
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' to come and tell the House that they
no /longer need this hated measure
which at one time from the very
platform of the Congress Party was
denounced by Mahatma Ghandhi, by
Motilal Nehru and by Pandit Jawahar-
lal Nehru, It is pointless to put up
a statue of Motilal Nehru in the
premises of Parliament and then defy
all the fine traditions in which he
sought to function in this very build-
ing as Leader of the Congress Party
in the Central Legislature. Shame on
the Congress Party on account of that.

I say that because you are insulting
the finest traditions created by the
best of our national leaders at that
time, when you pass this measure,
arrest people without trial,  detain
them and seek to prepetuate it for
eternity, I know that many Congress-
men individually feel sorry for it but
they cannot get rid of it because the
bureaucrats, the police and others,
whom they are protecting day after
day, are in need of such an overall
power so that they can play fast and
loose with the fundamental rights and
liberties of the people, cover up their
ineptitude and inefficiency and carry
on in the old British way. No wonder,
Mr. Vice-Chairman, that the Congress
Party had circulated only recently 2
background note for its Members in
which they pointed out that under the
British there were such Acts, the
Rowlatt Act, the Defence of India Act
and so on and therefore such thing
should be there. The Congress Mem-
bers are being taught by the Congress
Party leadership, not in the traditions
of the national liberation movement,
pbut in the traditions, the ugly tfoul
traditions, of the British rule. 1
woulg tell them that even under the
British rule there was no permanent
Preventive Detention Act. The
Defence of India Act which came into

force in 1914 expired n 1919. Then
in Bengal only for a short while they
passed the Bengal Criminal Law

Amendment Act in 1924 which expired
by 1928. Then in 1930 after the Chitta-
gong Armoury Raid on the 18th
April they promulgated the Bengal
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Ordinance. It continued for several
years and then it also expired. Then
in 1939 they brought in the Defence
of India Act in the context of the war.
Therefore, they were not telling the
truth to their party Members when
they wanted to make out that the
British were having permanently a
preventive  detention law™ on the
Statute Book. What the British dared
not do, some of them are doing now.

SHr1 SUDHIR GHOSH (West Ben-
gal): The hon, Member forgets that
the threat of Chinese invasion still
hangs on our head like a Damorles
Sword,

Sueri BHUPESH GUPTA: That is
Defence of India Act. Please, Mr.
Sudhir Ghosh, do not interrupt. We
are now concerned with the Preven-
tive Detention Act. Sir, tell me in
which part of the British Indian
history the British Government had a
preventive detention law on  the
Statute Book for a continuous period
of 14 years. Amyhow if you take this
Preventive Detention Act alone it has
already been there for 13 years. Tell
me since the days of the Sepoy
Mutiny as they call it—we call it the
first national struggle for liberation—
when did the British have for a con-
tinuoug period of 13 years a preven-
tive detention legislation of this kind
or of any kind? I should like to know
that. Therefore, they are out-doing
even the British in this particular
matter. [ should like to tell the House
that they are going one better than
even what the British did. Therefore,
the origin of this law is this. As I
pointed out earlier, it was passed first
to frustrate the decision of the
Calceutta High Court, as was said by
Sardar Patel himself; otherwise the
High Court would have releaseq 330
detenus arrested under the Bengal
Security Act. Now, that is how this
measure was born in sin, born in
malice, born in hatred, born in nega-
tion of democracy and fundamental
rights of the people, in violation of
the principles of rule of law and
liberty in so far ag it was aimed at

frustrating and forestalling the deci-
ston of the Calcutta High Court, Such
is the history of this great measure
for the extension of which the hon.
Minister has just spoken. Sir, we
should be ashamed. I am sorry that
Mr, Gulzarilal Nanda should have
come to do it. It does not please me
at all that I should live to see here
Mr, Gulzarilal Nanda a labour leader
at one time knowpn for his liberal
views coming and standing before this
House and justifying the continuance
of this measure, this Preventive De-
tention Act.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arr KHAN): He has already expressed
his sorrow ang grief.

SHrr BHUPESH GUPTA: Yes; I
share that grief. [ am even more
sorry for him than he is for himself
Sir, was it necessary for the Govern-
ment? It was not at all necessary.
Now, we are discussing the Preventive
Detention Act in a very interesting
context. We have now an emergency
for which there is really no need. The
country’s conditions have changed. We
are in a state of emergency. And
here, Mr. Fakhruddin Al Ahmed, the
Finance Minister of Assam, in a state-
ment he made in Patna on November
12t} said—he told PTI—that the situa-
tion in the frontier Sfate of Assam
wag quite normal now, following last
year's Chinese invasion. That is what
he said. The “Statesman” dated 25th

tobey in a special article points out
that there is really no need for the
continuance of the emergency. Then,
the “Times of India” writes editorially
on Tth. December that excepi for keep-
ing some people in jail without trial,
there is no need for the emergency.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arr KHAN): We are dealing with the
Preventive Detention Act and not the
emergency.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: I am deal-
ing with that. Therefore, the situa-
tion has changed even from the point
of view of the emergency. The “Indian
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Express” and said Mr, Setalvad an
others meeting in Bangalore have de-
clared that there is no need for the
emergency. Today we find that theo
emergency continues, suspending the
Fundamental Rights of the Constitu-
tion. Then, we have got the Defence
of India Rules which authorise the
Government to detain people, under
which, according to his statement in
the other House, they arresteq 1,269
persons. Now, there are 382 persons
who are in jail under the Defence of
India Act. Then, we have got in the
States various Security Acts under
which special powers are given to the
State Governments. Here we have
got now again the Preventive Deten-
tion Act which gives power to ihe
Centre and to all the States. Is this
the way of democracy? Is that how
we prove to the world that we are the
Jargest democracy in the world? The
largest democracy in the world, which
you claim fo be, is manacleq from all
sides by the Preventive Detention Act,
by the emergency powers, by the
Defence of India Rules, by the security
Acts. This is what is happening to-
day. Therefore, let us not obscure
this ugly picture of the situation when
we deal with the Preventive Detention
Act,

Now, let us deal with the situationa
little. You will remember in this
very House when the matter was dis-
cussed some eleven years ago, it was
made out by the then Home Minister
that so many people had to be arrest-
ed. The number given was 10,000 odd
in 1950. We were told that when it
became not necessary to arrest such
a large number of persons, they would
think of doing away with the Preven-
tive Detention Act. In their latest
report, which has been circulated to
us, in which a rebel Congressman is
described as a goonda-—l do not des-
cribe it, it is from the legal decision—
there are over 284 persons in deten-
tion. They were arrested between
September 1962 and September, 1963,
all of them again, as he has pgln@ed
887 RSD.—3. )
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out, goondas. Naturally West Bengal
leads in this matter With an over-
whelming majority. That is the posi-
tion. Very few political workers are
here as far as the Preventive Deten-
tion Act is concerned. Now, if we are
to believe in the argument that was
given that when it would not be
necessary to arrest people under the
Preventive Detention Act you would
take away this measure, is not there
some difference between 10.000 and
284? And all the 10,000 of them were
political workers, as the Home Minis-
ter at that time said. Now, here
political workers are not even a dozen
and even so they will not think that
the gituation has come to the
standards laid down eleven years ago,
to take away this measure and to do
without it. You cannot blow hot and
cold. When it was 10,000, you said,
let the number be less and then we
shall consider eliminating this mea-
sure., When it has come down to less
than 200 or so, and political workers
much less than a dozen or so, you say
that to meet the situation you want
to have the law. Therefore, I say
that there is no consistency and logic
in the approach of the Government at
all except that somehow or other they
want to keep the Preventive Deten-
tion Act on the Statute Book. This
is the only conclusion to which we
have arrived at, Heads we win, tails
you lose. That is the logic of the
Government. If there are more people
under detention belonging to the
Communist Party, that would be used
as a justification for continuing it. If
there are halg a dozen persons belong-
ing to political parties under detention,
that too would be utilised as a justi-
fication for continuing the Preventive
Detention Act. I should like to know
whether the Government thinks that
the intelligence of our public is at
such a discount that whatever they
say can pass in this manner. They
should not draw upon the credulity
of the supporters of the Congress
Party in this manner. Therefore, 1

say that if ever was a time for the
l elimjnaion of this measure, here it is
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today and the Government is not doing
it but wantg it for another three
years.

And they talk about political parties,
as if political parties are responsible
for dacoities in Madhya Pradesh, for
goondaism for smuggling of ganja
and other things. All this may have
been there. We are tolq that some-
body in the Congress Party landed
himself in trouble that way. Political
parties are functioning in this very
House for eleven years. Is it not
proof positive that all responsible
political partieg in the country stand
for the working of our democratic
institutions in a peaceful and demo-
cratic manner? Havewe notin our
party constitution and others also
in their party rulesand constitutions
stated that westand for peaceful me-
thods for the transformation of the
society or for changing the Government
they would seek peaceful ways? Then,
why 1ry to make out ag if some politi-
cal parties have some plans for vio-
lence and other things and, therefore,
you need such a preventive detentinn
law? We are here for eleven years.
‘Where have I gone to indulge in vio-
lence? Nothing of the kind. Sometimes
violence takes place, but it takes place
outside the control of the political
parties. Violence takes place in so
many shapes, communal riots and all
that. We all deplore such happenings,
Every party deplores such things.
Then, why talk about violence on the
part of political parties and make out
as it the Congress Party is Caesar’s
wife and Opposition Parties here are
all promoters of violence? Nothing
could be a greater falsehood, 5 greater
untruth than such statement as is
sought to be made out by the Congress
or the Treasury Benches. Unfortunate-
ly today the Congress Party lacks
that courage. If I were in that place
with such a great majority, as they
enjoy today, we should have been
ruling this country without the Pre-
ventive Detention Act. The Congress
Party is much bigger than some of
them perhaps think. They have today

75 per cent of the seats in their con-
trol, controlling all the State Legis-
latureg in the country except perhaps
one. Yet you are not in a position
to run the country democratically
without the Preventive Detention Aect.
I should like to know when you wilt
be in g position to do so.

AN HoN. MEMBER: Never.

Sert BHUPESH GUPTA: Therefore,
let us not try to mislead the people
by saying that they need it either for
the sake of runming the administration
or for any other reason. Yes, violent
incidents take place. Murder takes
place, but there are laws to deal with
them. There is the police force to
prevent crime. There is the police
force for detection of crime, If the
police force is not in a position to dis-
charge its responsibilities in the
matter of detection ang prevention of
crime, the answer to that is not the
Preventive Detention Act, which every
Congressman deplores in point of
principle. The answer to that is the
improvement of the police force, your
detective apparatus and so on. Look
at the Uniteq States of America. In
Chicago in the last 23 Yyears there
were perhaps more than a thousand
murders. Every day murder takes
place in the United States of America,
the country which my h:iend, Mr.
Sudhir Ghosh, very much likes.

sprt SUDHIR GHOSH: Yes.

Sert BHUPESH GUPTA: Yes, get
up. It enchants you.

Sumi SUDHIR GHOSH: May 1 ask
one simple question? Ig he arguing
that we do not need both the Preven-
tive Detention Act and the Defence of
India Act? We can do with one and
members arrested can be kept under
detention under the Defence of India
Act. Is that his argument?

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 am
ocoming to that. All that I say is that
you like America,
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Suri1  SUDHIR GHOSH: 1 like
America, I like Russia and I like you.

Sart BHUPESH GUPTA: That is the
one thing that you like and Russia per-
haps another. I am not concerned that
way. In the U. S, A. about which
democracy they talk so much, only
the other day the President has been
murdered. Do they talk about Pre~
ventive Detention Act? Every day we
see in the papers that the life of Mr.
Johnson is being threatened. Do they
talk about having a Preventive De-
tention Act? Now, they do not, be-
cause even if the Bill of Rights has
been modified in the U. S. A, by
various other Acts, still the American
tradition hag not gone out of the in-

fluence of Abraham Lincoln and Jeffer- |

son. That is why despite the fact
that crimes are committed there and
despite the fact that even a President
is murdered, Mr, Kennedy, they do
not talk about Preventive Detention
Act. Why? Because there arc certain
fundamental principles which have 1o
be cherished. If a President is mur-
dered their answer is not the Pre~
ventive Detention Act. Their answer
is, strengthen the F. B. I, strengthen
the Police Department, strengthen the
Detective Department, so that, firstly,
the guilty are punished and, secordly,
the crimes are detected before they
ere committed. Come to England. Is
there any Preventive Detention Act
in England? Am I to believe that
there is no murder in England, no
violence in England? Very many
things take place in England also But
ever since 16870 when they passed the
Habeas Corpus Act they did not dream
of, they did not think of having any
such preventive detention measure in
peace-time. Only in war-time they
had it. I shall come to that later.
"Therefore, this is England, Come to
France. In France very many vio-
jent acts take place, strikes take place,
and so on. But even the Fifth Re-
public of France, let alone the earlier
Republics, never thought of having &
Preventive Detention Act on the
Statute Book. Go to Italy where
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strikes take place, violence takes
place. Even in the Italian Parliament
shots were fired and the leader
of the Communist Party in the Italian
Parliament, Signor Togliatti, was shot
in Parliament itself and seriously in-
jured. Even so neither the Communist
Party nor anybody there demanded
that there should be a Preventive
Detention Act or similar Act. Go to
Japan where a Prime Minister was
killed a leader of the Socialist Party
was killed, and so on. Do you have
the Preventive Detention Act there?
No. They do not have. That is not
the way of modern democracy. That
ig not the way of parliamentary demo-
cracy. This ig something which has
been given up long ago ang other steps
are taken to deal with the situation.
In our country too we have got the
Indian Penal Code which is the
written law and which is comprehen-
sive. We have got the Criminal Pro-
cedure Code containing such provi-
sions as sectiong 107, 108, 144, 151 and
o on. We have got various other
laws also with which we can deal with
situations as they arise because of
certain lawlessness and violent acti-
vities. No, they are not satisfied with
that. They must have this Preventive
Detention Act. It is an Act for
terrorisation as far as the political
parties are concerned. Do not tell us
that you are mot arresting the politl-
cal workers.

Mr. S. A. Dange, leader of the Com-~
munist Party, and President of the
Samyukta Maharashtra Samiti, was
put in detemtion under the Preventive
Detention Act, together with many
of his colleagues. The Opposition
leader Dr. Lohia, and the late Dr.
Shyama Prasai Mookerjee had all
served their term under the Preven-
tive Detention Act. This is how things
are done. They have sought to use
it against the top-most leaders of im-
portant political parties in the country.
Vet he wants to make out before this
House that the Preventive Detention
Act i3 only meant for the goondas and
so on. Am I to understand, when you
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have arrestey Comrade Dange, that
he was indulging in violence or doing
something which would attract this
Act? No. Comrade Dange was fighting
for the Dbreak-up of the bilingual
Bombay State, and he did win, Bilin-
gual Bombay State hag gone and a
lingulistic State has come in itg place.
For that he was put under arrest, and
under this very Preventive Detention
Act. In Bengal Opposition leaders
have been detained under the Preven-
tive Detention Act, trade union leaders
have been detained under the Pre-
ventive Detention Act.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I may inform
the House that when we were in
Government in Kerala between 1957
and 1969, the question arose as to
whether the Preventive Detention Act
should be used to deal with any
agitation which was patently violent
ang aggressive. We thought over it
at the ministerial level in Kerala and
at the cenfral level and decidedq never
to use the Preventive Detention Act.
I woulg be better to get oul of office
rather than having the shameful and
inglorious thing done by us. Now, you
put people in detention without trial.
I know they are in that place. The
Vice-Prresident expresded satisfaction
that we had not done such a thing
Well, thig is the standard that we
laid down, ang yet in Kerala the
moment you get a chance you put our
people in jail without trial. In Bengal,
everywhere you have done that,

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I reject the
suggestion that the Preventive De-
tention Act is needeq in order to deal
with the situation that may arise. The
gituation is comparatively far better
than it was some ten years ago. Our
institutions are settling down. You
saw how we led the march before
Parliament. Was it a violent thing
or was it peaceful? And this is how
the political parties are functioning.
If dacoity are there, deal with them.
But how are they dealing with them?
Those who are custodians of the law
gell guny to the dacoits. When they
are arrested, the guns in their

possession are foung to be police guns
and ammunition, and this is stated by
the Home Ministers of Rajasthan and
Madhya Pradesh. The other day also
it has been stated that the police force
sell weapons and cartridges to the
Madhya Pradesh dacoits. Well, you
cannot control thig king of crime, and
it ig no use coming here and telling
us: “Give ug the Preventive Detention
Act”. Goondaism is indulged in. We
have got ample powers in Calcutta,
which according to this report has
furnished you so many goondas to be
treated by you as State guests. In
Calcutta we have got the Goonda Act.
Why is it not being effectively used in
order to deal with the goonda menace?
Sir Charleg Teggart, not under a free
Government but ag a part c¢f the
alien Government, dealt an effective
blow to the goondas under the Goonda
Act. What the British Police Com-
missioner could do, taking advant-
age of the Goonda Act, to tcach a
good lesson to the goondas our
Ministers cannot do. Am I to believe
that they are mot competent people
that way? They are competent, but
they build up an inefficient adminis-
tration. Mr. Vice-Chairman, when we
see our brave goondas becoming at
the time of election Congress pro-
pagandists, we feel that the goonda
menace cap mneither be dealt with
under the Goonda Act nor under the
Preventive Detention Act This is
the position.

Come to Calcutta during the 1967
general election, and I shall show you
how many goondas become Congress
canvassers. We published a picture
of the lawlesg goondag of Calcutta in
the papers in the rtole of canvassers.
I should like to know whether the
remedy lies in this kind of measure
or in purification of our political life
in the country. Therefore, Mr. Vice-
Chairman, let us not talk about the
Goonda Act here. We want the
goondas to be dealt with. We want
the dacoilts to be dealt with, Certainly
there is a law for it, but they are
not apolying this law. Now what are
they doing? A very interesting thing
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you will find in this report is that
there are very {few politicals under
detention, but they have arrested the
politicals under the Defence of India
Rules.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AEBAR
Arr KuHAN): We are not concerned
with that now.

Serr BHUPESH GUPTA: This i8
how they are working. How are the
other countrieg using the preventive
detention law? I am now concerned
with a particular law, the preventive
detention law. In this country you
arrest 900 Communists including
Members of Parliament. Even today 2
Member of this House is under deten-
tion, and two Members of the other
House are under detention, belonging
to our Party. And there are o:hers
also. As far as the two Members of
the other House are concerned .
(Interruptions) Please do not inter-
rupt.

I wrote a letter to the British High
Commiss‘on to find gut from them how
they administered the Defence of the
Realm Act, their preventive law. A
reply came from the Head of the Re-
ference Section of the British Informa-
tion Services. I would read out this
thing: —

‘Dear Mr, Gupta,

Please refer to your enquiry of the
31st January requesting information
regarding the number of  British
subjects detained in Britain without
tria] during the Second World War.

We have made some enquiries and
have managed to collect the facts
below., Regulation 18B was the re-
levant section in the Defence of the
Realm Acts....”

Then, this is what they say—

“While Regulation 18B was in
force. the Home Secretary was re-
quired to report monthly to Parlia-
ment the number detained, released
and retained in detention, These
repoTts were printed and available
to the public,

The published figures show that
1,847 people (including a handful
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of non-British) were detained for
periods varying from 3 few days to
several years. The maximum num-
ber detained at any one time was
very much less than this.

Although there wag no trial in
open court each case was consi-
dered by an independent Advisory
Committee when representations on
behalf of the detainee were made.
The Advisory Committee, after hear-
ing all that was put forward, made
recommendations to the Home Sec-
retary who had to tell Parliament
how many such recommendations he
rejected each month. In this way
Parliament exercised a restraining
influence upon the executive De-
partments.”

“I hope that this is approximately
the sort of information you want.
My apologies that it has taken rather
a long time to accumulate,

Yours sincerely,
(Sd) Miss B. M. Rowe,

Head of the Reference Section.”

That is how they utilised, in war-time,
the powers of their Preventive Deten-
tion Act, which cannot be conceived
of in peace-time. They had talked
about the Advisory Board even in war-
time, they had said how many were
detained under the preventive law and
in the entire period of war of seven
years, they arrested only 1.847 peopie.
But here in India today, according to
his own statement, nearly 1,700 peo-
ple were arrested in no time and that
too after the cease-fire, when the so-
called war hagd ended on the frontiers.
The comparison is there. This is the
comparison, I am not asking you to
emulate everything that is English, but
certainly some pf the things shoulg be
taken note of because vyou sav that
you go by the practices that obtain in
England, :

Sarr ABID ALI: What is obtaining
in Russia? What is happening in Rus-
sia and China?
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Sum BHUPESH GUPTA Wl do
not pgo mnto that question

Sur: ABID ALI Why not?

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA  They
have algo arrested people wnenever
suspicion 1s there And I am saying
that there was the Fascist Party of
Oswald Mosley who spoke for Hitler.
There 1s no such party m India
which speaks against the Government
of India on the border question We
are committed to the defence of our
mother-land 1n the same way as
anybody 1s. Is there a party, 1s there a
paper, domng so? Not at all But mn
England—it 1s a fact—Mosley was
running the Fascist Party I was at
that time in England when he was
saying that Hitler should be sup-
ported Very few people were ar-
rested. But here this Government
has arrested so many people, well, in
no matter of time and after the
cease-fire and today they are getting
even Members of Parlhiament and
the State Legwislature arrested, any
person they arrest. I have criticised
the West Bengal Government here
but I must say that though belated,
they have started releasing them.
Now there are 28 people 1n jail All
others have been released 1 thank
Shr1 Profulla Sen for this. We are
not small men and I hope that others
too would soon be released, as also
the detenus in other States In
Maharashtra, Tripura, Assam, UP,
MP. and Bihar, there are nearly 140
people belonging to our party, let
alone others. They c<hould be relea-
srd  Thig is what 1 would like +to

ry They are uy-rmg this Act to
airest them Now if these people had
been arrested under the Preventive
Detention Act, thry would have been
released, all of then, firstly because
the Preventive Detention Act prohib.ts
detention for a period of more than
one year, ang most of them have
spent more than one year 1n prison.
That is why instead of arresting them
under the Preventive Detention Act,
they were arrested under the Defence
of India Rules it they had been
arrested under the Preventive Deten-

tion Act, the safeguards under article
22 of the Constitution would have
been available to us and we would
have gone before the Advisory Board
and proved the hollowness of your
malicious and false charges against
them Therefore, in order to deprive
the citizens of these safeguards pro-
vided under the Preventive Detention
Act,—that 1s to say, representation
and appearance before the said Ad-
visory Board—they put them under
the Defence of India Rules which
negate all these Constitutional safe-
guards Am I not to conclude from
this that the Government 1s nat guiding
1tself 1n good faith in this matter? Am
I not to conclude from this that they
are guided by political prejudices, if
not political vendetta? And 1 say
that in some places, they are guided
by political vendetta I pointed outto
you that 1n Bihar, in Bhagalpur, some
people were arrested on a warrant
under the Preventive Detention Act,
which the Magistrate said was a
forged warrant We have heard n
our country of forgeries of many kinds
but we have never heard of a forged
warrant. Yet, such things happen.
People were arrested on forged war-
rants which the Magistrate very well
denounced and ordered an enquiry
into the matter.

Therefore, I do not wish to say
anything more All that I can say
once again today, as I speak on the
subject, 1s that if ever there was a
ttme when you could do without the
Preventive Detention Act and such
laws, here is the time today, and 1t
1s unfortunate that the Home Minis-
ter has not taken courage in  both
handg in order to do away with this
thing, There is no time; it 1s useless
to make appeals You know the posi-
tion of the country more than we do.
Therefore, as far as this 1s concerned
well, 1t 1s a strange thing. Can you
cite one single counfry in the world
which has two sets of preventive
detention laws such as we have,
namely, the Defence of India Rules
and the Preventive Detention Act? I
donot know of any Government in the
world which runs simultaneously two
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sets of detention laws Those who

have, they have one, and very few
have it. But here the Government
has two detention laws. Therefcre,

from every angle, this law has to be
criticised, and the entire Opposition,
between them representing the majo-
rity of the voters in this country, has
demanded the abrogation of the law,
and yet the Government wants to
continue this law because it thinks
that it must be there in their hands to
intimidate its political opponents,
terrorise them, and democracy

SHRI GULZARILAL
Where is the majority that the hon.
Member claims that has voted for
the repeal of this legislation? Where?

NANDA:

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: I think
the Home Minister would understand
it; the statistics of the Election Com-
mission will tell him that 47 per cent
of the voters voted for the Congress
Party and 53 per cent. rejected the
Congress Party at the ballot box and
voted for other parties. If they had
been united, if they had been in one
single party, Shri Nanda would have
been sitting here and somebody else
would have been  sitting there. I
assure you that in that case you may
not be in danger of being kept under
detention.

Surr GULZARILAL NANDA: Have
you counted all the Independents and
everybody on your side?

Ssmr BHUPESH GUPTA: I have
not, How can I? I am saying this
thing and I hope that you will consi-
der it. This was one of the issues in
the election. You went for the
mandate of the people, asked every-
body to vote for you. But only 47
per cent, voted for you but the 53 per
cent said, that they would not vote
for the Congress. Then they got divi-
ded and they voted for other parties.
Certainly the majority is  represen-
ted on this side. It is true that it is
a disunited majority but neverthe-
lesg it is a majority; the majority of
the voters was against such measures
a¢ the Preventive Detention Act. If we
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had proportional representation the
picture would have been different in
Parliament.

Therefore, Mr. Vice-Chairman 1
would ask the Home Minister to heed
popular public opinion in this matter
and do everything in his power to
take away this law. As far we ave
concerned, for eleven years we have
fought this shameful and arbitrary
law, which is morally repugnani,
politically oppressive and ethically in-
tolerable, It js a criminal law; it is
a crime against the times to have
such a law on the Statute Book.

I ask the Government of India to
pick up courage even at this late
hour and withdraw this shameful

Bill. They will be doing good to the
country and the people by taking
away this measure. They will be
adding to the prestige of the country
and creating a better climate for the
shaping of our democracy, of our

parliamentary institutions and public
life.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN

(SHRT
AKBAR ALI KHAN): Mr,

Santhanam.

SHrr SUDHIR GHOSH: Would it be
unfair to say

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
AgRpaR Arx KmanN): Would you ‘ike
to speak? If so, you may refer to
what you want to say now when you

speak later. I have called Mr. San-
thanam.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Mr. Vice-
Chairman, I rise to support the mo-
tion moved by the Home Minister.
I am sorry that my friend, Mr. Bhu-
pesh Gupta, had so exhausted him-
self that he could not stay on. I shall
not follow him with eloquent and
wholly irrelevant adjectives, I shall
confine myself to a purely rational
examination of the entire issue.

It is common ground that generally
and ordinarily the liberties of indi-
viduals should not be restricted or
infringed except through judicial pro-
cesses; that is accepted. But the real
issue is: Are there special circums-
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tances in this country, or are there
marginal cases where prosecution and
punishment is not adequate to safe-
guard the liberties of the people,
where, if things are not prevented, a
situation will develop in which no
prosecution and punishment can pro-
tect the liberties of the people? That
is the sole issue. This question came
up for exhaustive discussion in the
Constituent Assembly where I had
the privilege to participate, There,
the article dealing with preventive
detention was not proposed by Sardar
Vallabhbhai Patel or by Pandit Ja-
waharlal Nehru, but by Dr. Ambed-
kar and by Sir Alladi Krishnaswami
Iyer—all of them tried lawyers—not
in particular sympathy with the
Congress. Therefore, the Constituent
Assembly decided that in the infant
stages of Indian democracy we should
not depend wholly on prosecution and
punishment, that we should see that
things are prevented before they
develop. Therefore, they put the
article in the Constitution and left it
to Parliament to legislate according
to the needs of the country....

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I need not say,
I need not explain why it was ne-
cessary to enact the Preventive De-
tention Bill in 1950. There were
widespread communal riots, people
were being killed on the open streets;
from the second floor of the “Hin-
dustan Times” I saw a boy of fifteen
years stabbing on the road in Con-
naught Circus a  Muslim—and in
those circumstances, when the whole
city was rioting, the Government
could not wa‘t.-and see who kills
whom and then put its police people
at work., Things had to be prevent-
ed.

My friend, Mr. Bhuvesh Gupta, has
argued that it might have been justi-
fied then; we have vasseq thirteen
years since then; is it raw necessary
to continue this Act?

Su~r BHUPESH CT1PTA: 1 never
gaid it might have h~>n instified then.

On that ground you justity it, what
you are saying.

Surt K. SANTHANAM: You did
not justify it then,

Sur1 BHUPESH GUPTA: It was

never justified by me; the other side
justified it.

Sert K. SANTHANAM: Then 1
would only recall to the memory of
my friend the situation that existed
in Telangana. You, Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, know it more than any of us.
Was there any safety of life or pro-
perty, or anything whatsoever, in
Telangana? There was sheer terro-
rism, and that terrorism had to be
suppressed. Could it have been sup-
pressed, could the rights of the ordi-
nary people—not of politicians—the
peasants, workers have been secured
without these exceptional powers?
Then again there was an agrarian
movement in my own district of
Tanjore in Madras. There, at the
instance of the members belonging
to our friend’s party, the agricultu-
ral labourers and the smaller pea-
sants were called upon to murder
all the landholders. And many mur-
ders did take place, when Mr. Pra-
kasam had to come down with a heavy
hand and restore order. Therefore,
this measure was necessary.

And again, let me take the last
point which he made: Should there
be two detention laws? If these two
laws are going to stay for the same
period, then of course there is a lot
of substance in what Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta has said. But it is our claim,
our hope as well as the hope of Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, that the Defence of
India Act may come to an end and
that emergency may be declared to
have ended. Then we cannot be left
without a resource for dealing with
thege extraordinary dangers to fun-
damental liberties. The hon, the
Home Minister hag referred to goon-
daism, to the goondas, to deal with
whom the Detention Act has been
used to the largest extent, and he
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has well explained that there is &
fundamental difficully in prosecuting
these goondas. They tamper with
witnesses; they terrorise them; ang
without witnesses I do not suppose
my friend wants the courts to put
them down.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: There
are the provisions of sections 107 and
108 under which they can be bound
over; if they do not get bound over,
they go to jail

Surr K. SANTHANAM: They will
be bound over and go to the next
Stete and commit the crime, and so,
by the time they commit crime aji
over India....(Interruptions)

THR VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHgr
AgBaArR ALl KHan): Please do not
interrupt, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta; you
have had your say, and let him go
on now.

Sart BHUPESH GUPTA: He is
gupposed to be one of the founding
fathers—very few we have got of
them. Therefore 1 want, the child-
ren want to get things clarified from
the founding fathers of the <Consti-
tution.

Suri K. SANTHANAM: But my
own point of view is that this Act is
essential, not so much, for goondaism
as for the existence of two move-
ments in this country, which consti-

tute a permanent and dangeroys
peril to our liberties. One is
communism and the second is

communalism. Sir, my friend pre-
tended to be a  white-robed de-
mocrat. I would like to know whe-
ther he believes or does not believe
in violent revolution. I want to kn-w
whether he believes or does not be-
lieve in class war

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: I
just tell you, M- Santhanam.

Serr K. SANTHANAM: No.

Suri BHUPESH GUPTA: You ask
me a question and you will not lis-
ten to my answer. We have said in
our party constitution that the Cam-

will

! India declared that they have
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munist Party will seek social trans-
formation by peaceful means and
jolly well we mean it. That is why
[ am here.

Surt K. SANTHANAM: Have you
abandoned violence as a philosophy?

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Violence
you will do. We do not.

SHrr K. SANTHANAM: You have
said that for the present because of

emergency you will follow these me-
thods.

Seri  BHUPESH GUPTA: We
stand for bringing about social trans-
formation through peaceful means,
And that is what we are working
for. You should be happy, Mr. San-
thanam.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRr
AxBAR ALl KAAN): He is referring
to democracy, whether you believe
in democracy.

Sert BHUPESH GUPTA:
we are the first Opposition in the
general election. Does he say that
we do not believe in democracy?

SHrr K. SANTHANAM: 1 shall be
happy if the Communist Party of
given
up Marxist principle of violence,

Serr BHUPESH GUPTA: You want
as to give up Marxism, Do not get
confused, Mr. Santhanam.

SHrt K. SANTHANAM: Did not
Marx plead for violent revolution?

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA:

Well,

Marx

and Engels preached transformation
of the English society towards the
19th century. But if you invite me

to Bhubaneswar, I will tell you.

Sart M. P. SHUKLA (Uttar Pra-
desh): Sir, are the two hon. Mem-
bers discussing amongst themselves!

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I woull
request my hon. friend not to inter-
runt me. I would like to speak ac-
cording to my lights. I have read
Karl Marx from the beginning. He
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[Shri K, Santhanam.]
has declared from the housetops that
80 long as the people—he called
them proletariat—do not rise in vio-
lence and exterminate the non-pro-
letariat, there would not be com-
munism. That is what he has said.
1 can give him the chapter and verse
from it. Then, what about class war?
Does he helieve or does he not be-

lieve in class  war? And
does he Dbelieve or does he
not believe in proletariat dictator~

ship? So long as any party believes
in these three, it is a permanent and
irrevocable danger and we have to
guard ourselves against them.

Sert BHUPESH GUPTA: Is it
your contention that so long as the
Communist Party remains there,
there must be preventive detention?

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Exactly.

Serr BHUPESH GUPT Say
that. McCarthy.
St SUDHIR GHOSH: 'If Mr.

Santhanam permits me just for one
moment, .-

Sarr K. SANTHANAM: Np. 1 do
not want any interruption. ‘{

Surt BHUPHEHSH GUPTA: He is a
very capable man.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I do say
that so long as the Communist Party
exists it will try to take its opportu-
nity to create Telanganas, to create
confusion. And as we know, the
slogan of “peaceful politics” is a pure
expediency. It is wiling to take every
opportunity directly and indirectly, to
create trouble, to indulge in viclence,
to set up the students, to provoke the
peasants and do everything to upset
peace and order in this country. For
that some exceptional law will be re-
quired. If he wants formal laws,
then the laws will have to be much
more extensive, much more dangerous
to the ordinary people than these

laws, For instance, if it is said that
the police should be able to arrest
people, it they fear that there will be
danger to public peace, then that will
be a greater danger than the law of
detention.

Then there are communalists. We
know what happened in Jabalpur, We
know there are communalists every-
where. There are people burning the
Constitution,

SHr:1 BHUPESH GUPTA: If you will
mix us with the Communalists, I can
go.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I am not
going to give any undertaking.

Then, the communalists. They are
an equal danger. We do not know
where the communal fanatics will
start, when they will start and what
they will do. And should we not
be prepared for it? Otherwise on the
smallest excuse there will be rioting.
Of course, we may have prosecutions
and we may have punishments. But
it is far, far better that some steps
are taken to prevent these riots, all
this violence, rather than resort solely
to prosecution and punishment.

T VICE-CHAIRMAN: (SRt
Argar Arr Kuan): You have got tw
minutes more, :

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I shall finish
soon. I have got a full list of people
here detained under the Preventive
Detention Act as well as under the
Defence of India Rules. It will be
found that great care has been taken
to see that only a minimum number
of people are dealt with and detain-
ed only for the minimum period of
time. Now, 1,262 people were arrest-
ed under the Defence of India Act
Now the people who remain there are
only 382. And it is not necessary for
me to say that most of them were in
Assam and Bengal and the need for
keeping them in detention was obvious.
Therefore, my contention is that for
the infant domocracy of India, for the
conditions at present as they. are,
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the rule of law cannot be established
by meore prosecution and punishmeants
and, therefore, we should have suffi-
cient powers of prevention for all
these things.

Sir, my ucn. friend, Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta, referred to the U.S.A. Probab-
ly he does not know about the exis-
tence there of the Subversive Activities
Control Act which does not apply 4o
goondas, which does not apply to
murderers but which applies solely
to the Communist Party. And then
in Burma, in Japan, Indonesia and
Malaya they have got similar laws
authorising  preventive  detention.
Therefore, our preventive detention is
sanctioned by the Constitution. It is
necessitated by circumstances and the
existence of communism and commu-
nalism in the country makes it dan-
gerous to deprive ourselves of this
neasure, and if we do so, we shall
have to re-enact it with far more
stringent powers in a  short time.
Therefore, I support the motion of the
Home Minister.

Sarr MULKA GOVINDA REDDY:
Mr. Vice-Chairman, I oppose this Bill,
the Preventive Detention (Conti-
nuance) Bill, 1963, It is a retrogres-
sive measure, which no democracy
will support. In 1950 this measure

[THE VIicE-CHAIRMAN (SHRT M.
GovinpA ReppY) in the Chair.]

was put on the Statute Book
Whatever justification it hsd in
1950 because of the partition and
communal riots, there is no justi-
fication for it now to be continued for
another period of three years. In other
countries, particularly in democratic
countries, it is very rarely that a mea-
sure of this nature is resorted to and
put on the Statute Book. Under very
emergent circustances, where the
country is at war, the Government
concerned will resort to this sort of
law. But unfortunately in India, from
1950 onwards this measure is put on
the Statute Book. We all expected
that after the 31st December 1563 the
Government would not come forward
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with this Bill for continuing this

aetestable legislation.
2 pM,

It is not a party question. We are
all one with the Government that
goondaism should be put down, that
communal elements who create abnor-
mal situations in the country showdd
be put down, that the anti-social ele-

ments that resort {o profiteering,
hoarding, and all sorts of things
whereby they create an intolerable

situation for the ordinary people in
the country should be put down.
Whatever measures are neceisary for
putting down such elements, in that
the Government will have our co-
operation. But this preventive deten-
tion measure is not a measure  that
the Government shou!d resort to be-
cause this is an undemoccratic mea-
sure, This is a vrey retrograde mea-
sure, this is a very oppressive mea-
sure. In a parliamentary democracy,
we should not resort to such measures.
The figures quoted by the Minister
do not justify any further continuance
of this measure, Hardly 300 people
have been detained under this mea-
sure and those could have been dealt
with by the corimon law of the coun-
try. The ILP.C., the Criminal Proce-
dure Code, etc. are wide enough and
long enough to bring any of the anti-
social elements to book and thus te
put down lawlessness. Recause of this
measure lawlessness has not been put
down properly in this country, mostly
because goondaism and lawlessness are
resorted to by people who have some
influence or other with the ruling
party. It looks as though this has
been aided and abetted by influential
sections in the ruling party. When-
ever members connected with the
ruling party or having some influence
with the ruling party resort to anti-
social activitles or resort to profiteer-
ing or hoarding of stocks, ete. this
measure has not been utilised to pre-
vent such illegal and anti-social acti-
vities. Recently the cooperative sec-
tor particularly the Delhi Co-operative
Stores, was involved in profiteering im
sugar. 1 would like to ask the Minis-
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ter waetner tnis Act was resorted to
and tne persons connected with that
Co-operative Stores were brought to
book under this Act whereas small
businessmen and merchants, when
they resort to such profiteering
methods, they have been booked.

It ciearly shows that this measure
is utihsed to put down their political
opponents and that was not the reason
tor which this was adopted in 1950.
At that ume because of the partition
there were communal riots, commo-
wons and &t that time i might have
been necessary to resort to the Pre-
ventive Detention Act but now when
the situation is normal, it should not
be resorted to, It is the right of any
political party or trade union to agi-
tate for the social transformation of
the society and for the redressal of
their grievances in a peaceful way, 1
know there are many instances where,
just because the trade umons or wor-
kers agitated for the redressal of their
grievances, instead of resorting to
ordinary laws of the country, this
extraordinary fascist law has  been
resorted to and they have been clap-
ped under the Act.

The Home Minister was telling us
whi.e moving this Bill for considera-
tion that we are now under an emer-
gency, that there is Chinese aggres-
sion. that the Chinese have attacked
us anc certain territories are  under
the contro: o° the foreign enemy and
therefore there 1s need to have this
Act in addition to the D.LR. While
replvine 10 the debate in the Lok
Sabha he appears to bhave said that it
i3 easier to resort to the Preventive
Detentinn Act than the DIR though
the D TR 1s sharper and more aggres-
sive in character. We are one with
them tn preserve the integritv of the
countrv the securitv of the countrv.
It is thev, the ruling partv, who are
resnnncihle for this rane 0° our nor-
thern harders by a foraion enemy. If
at o' there i3 anv justifiestion for
resnrtine to this Aet, the memhars of
the Treasury Benches ghanld have
been brought under the mischief of
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this Act because they iried to compio-
mise with the integrity of the country,
with the security of the country.

There 1s no justificaiion whatsoever
for this fascist measure to be continu-
ed any longer. 1i 1s onily under a
fascist dictatorship, where there s
police raj or po.uce rule, that these
obnoxious, abnormal and abhorrent
legislations are resorted to but in a
democratic country like India which
always claims to be the largest demo-
cracy in the world, we should set an
example to the other neighbouring
countries that the ordinary rule of law
prevails in India, that we need not
resort to police measures and keep
the people under detention without
trial. 1t is the fundamental right of
any citizen in any democratic coun-
try to have his liberty, freedom of
speech and action and association and
if there is any violation of those free-
doms guaranteed under the Constitu-
tion, he should protest and protest
with all  vigour. It is unfortunate
that the Congress Government which
is now in power should continue to
resort to this oppressive measure, The
liberty of the citizen, the freedom of
the citizen, is very fundamental for
the proper functioning of democracy
and democratic ideals and democratie
elements will not thrive if the liberty
of the person concerned is curtailed
in this unusual and undemocratic man-
ner without giving an opportunity to
the person concerned to state his
case. The ordinarv law—the 1.P.C.
and the Criminal Procedure Code—is
quite sufficient to bring to book any
anti-social e'ement or those who re-
sort tn anti-social activities or com-
munal activities which will disturb
the peare of the 1and. 1t is time that
wa have same nrovisions in the Indian
Panal Cnda and in the Criminal Pro-
eedure Code modifiad in the light of
the egmnarianrce that we have and in
view of tha faect that we are now a
sovereign democratic country.

Frnm the firures that the Home
Minicter ~nnted it is seen that there
ara 1N nereang dotained under the Pre-
ventive Det‘ention Act because they:
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resorted to profiteering and hoarding.
This is a very sorry state of affairs.
It looks as if the Government is not
at all serious in putting down  anti-
social elements, elements which resort
to profiteering and hoarding of essen-
tial commodities. It looks as if they
are very particular to curb the acti-
vities of trade’ unions and political
parties. Many of the top leaders of
the Opposition have been  detained
under this Act, even though most of
the parties have publicly stated that
they do not resort to violent activi-
ties, that they do not believe in violent
activities, that they believe in the
transformation of Society through
peaceful methods and peaceful agita-
tion. In spite of the declarations made
by the political parties the Govern-
ment still wants to have this deten-
tion measure which is a very obno-
xious one,

The Home Minister in the  other
House said that if there was an assu-
rance given by all the political parties,
he might come with another measure
for repealing this Act. Almost a1l the
political parties—I do not think there
is any exception—have stated that
publicly. And the leaders of the poli-
tical parties in the other House gave
an assurance that they do not believe
in violent methods, that they would
strlve to transform sociely or redress
the grievances of the people, through
peaceful methods. And here also the
hon. Member, Shri Bhupesh Gupta, has
given that assurance, and we, on be-
hal? of the P.S.P. and other political
parties, are prepared to give that as-
surance, that we will not resort to
violent activities, that we believe in
peacefu} methods for changing soclety
and for changing the government.
‘When such assurances have been for-
thcoming it does not look  proper
for the Government to insist that this
Bill should be passed, that this mea-
sure should be continued for ancther
perlod of three years, s~ that after
the lapse of some time, we mav con-
sider the advisabilitv 6 ranealing this
measure, Mr. Vice-Chaiman, what-
ever justification there was in 1980,
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or whatever justification there will be
when we are actually at war with an
enemy, there is no justificauon for the
continuance of this measure now,
particularly when we have the De-
fence of India Rules and the Defence
of India  Act, which have been in
operation since the emergency was de-
clared. 1 therefore, very strongly
object to the passing of this measure
and I would respectully urge upon
the Govermment to withdraw this
motion,

SHrI P. N. SAPRU: Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, I frankly confess that I am not
in sympathy with this Bill. The Con-
stitution, no doubt, gives us the power
to have preventive detention, and the
provision has found place in the
Fundamental Rights. But let us re-
member the circumstances in  which
the Constitution was framed. We had
abnormal circumstances in those days.
There had been a good deal of blood-
shed in connection with the partition,
and there was the trouble in Telan-
gana The position today, fortunately,
is different. Also this Act hag been in
operation for thirteen years. A mea-
sure of this character can be justified,
ir at all, on the ground of emergency.
But the difficulty with us is that our
emergency is a permanent one. Mr.
Nanda said that he hoped that the
emergency would be over soon. But
every third year, the Government
comes before us and wants us to pass
a measure of this character, in the
name of the emergency, and that
emergecy seems to be a permanent
emergency.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I am opposed to
the principle of preventive detention.
The principle of preventive detention
is opposed to all that we understand
by the rule of law. They have pre-
ventive” detention, no doubt in Indo-
nesia which cannot be called a demo-
cratic State. I know there is preven-
tive detention in Ghana which cannot
be called a democratic State, and also
in South Africa there is preventive
detention of a drastic character, and
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I do not think that that country,
South Africa, is a country which we
should imitate. Preventive detention
dispenses with all legal formalities. It
dispenses with the normal legal pro-
cedure. The accused may make re-
presentations, or hag the right to make
representations. But his case is heard
by the Advisory Board, not in public
but in camera. And he cannot be re-
presented, as Mr. Nanda said, by a
legal practitioner. There is an ex-
press provision, provision in section
10(3), barring the appearance of legal
practitioners  before the Advisory
Board. Undoubtedly the Advisory
Board will be presided over by g High
Court Judge. But a High Court Judge
or a Supreme Court Judge can act only
on the materials before him. And part
of the material is of a confidential
character which may not be disclosed
to the accused person. Therefore, look
at it from the point of view of the
rule of law, and you will find that it
offends the basic principles with which
the rule of law and the concept of
democracy are intimately connected.
We pride ourselves on being an ethical
State. We pride ourselves as being
the inheritors of the Gandhian tradi-
tion. Surely, in a democratic " State
of this character, it should be possible
for us to do without preventive deten-
tion. It has been said that we need
this Act for goondas. We have any
number of goondas. Why not then dis-
pense with the provisions of the Cri-
minal Procedure Code, with sections
107, 108 and 110 of that Code, or the
provisions relating to the trial of daco-
its? Why not wuse this measure for
dealing with everybody against whom
there is sugpicion? 1f you do  that,
you will probably have peace in this
country, but it will be the peace of
the grave, and I do not think that we
want in this country the peace of the
grave. We have today the Defence
of India Act. That is a more stringent
measure than the Preventive Deten-
tion Act. Is it necessary for us to
have two Acts? Is it necessary for
us to have the Defence of India Act
and to have the Preventive Detention
Act? T do not think so.

1 say when the British were in this
country we used to have Criminal Law
Amendment Acts and we used to have
Preventive Detention Act and we used
to be vehement critics of those Acts
and I remember to have made a speech
in 1934 in the Council of State oppos-
ing the Criminal Law Amendment Act
and I quoted from a passage or Mr.

Asquith which I will repeat here.
Mr. Asquith said:
“It is all important that the

Executive should stamp out mur-
ders and terrorism but in the per-
formance of that task the means are
almost, if not quite so important as
the end.”

Sir, Mahatma Gandhi always laid
emphasis on means and I think it is
necessary for us, in order to stamp
out terrorism, goondaism, murder and
all that, to employ correct means.

Something was said about Marx and
Communism. Now I am not a Com-
munist and I have got very grave and
serious differences with certain as-
pects of the Communist philosophy.
But let it be remembered that Marx
wasg a very very great thinker. The
four men who influenced the thought
of the last and present century were
Darwin, Marx, Freud and Einstein.
They are a class by themselves. It is
all right fo talk against class war bub
Marx has many interpreters and cer-
tain sections of the British Labour
Party also share Marx’s views.

Suarr BHUPESH GUPTA: Now they
have given up.

Suar P. N, SAPRU: And they do no
interpret Marx to have preached vio-
lence as Shri Santhanam appears to
have assumed. Assuming that Marx
has preached violence and the Com-
munist Party being a Marxist Party
is a party of violence, why not take
the straight course and why not ban
the Communist Party? 1 think that
is the more honest and more coura-
geous course for us to take but that
we are not prepared to do. We wand

' to take action against individual Com-
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munists who may have hurt the
susceptibilities of local authorities.

1 do not say that this Act has nol
been administered in a just or proper
manner, That is a criticism which I
do net share with my friend, Mr
Bhupesh Gupta. I think the Govern-
ment has tried to administer it justly
and fairly.

SHrr BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 might
point out—Dr. Sapru, one minute—to
this House that Mr. Ganesh Ghosh
was put in detention on g charge re-
lating to the Chittagong Armoury
Raid case in 1930; he was put in deten-
tion under the Preventive Detention
Act for having participated in that
raid in 1930.

Surt ABID ALI: That information is
not correct. He is making a wrong
statement.

SHrr P. N, SAPRU: It is not my sub-
mission that Government has admi-
nistered this measure in an unjust
manner, or in an oppressive manner.
I think it has tried to administer it
in a moderate manner but the point is
that the very principle of this Bill
is wrong and where the principle i3
wrong the measures taken must be
necessarily wrong.

It was said that the detenu could
be represented by a legal practitioner.
There is an express provision in the
body of the Act itself phohibiting the
appearance for a detenu by a legal
practitioner., He can appear in person
or he can be called upon to appear in
person and he can be supplied with
the grounds in a general way on
which the order has been made but
parts of the evidence against him
which are placed before this Advisory
Committee may never be made known
to him. That is not my conception
of the rule of law and as I have said
there is an intimate connection bet-
ween the rule of law and democracy,
During war time they had in England
the Defence of the Realm Aet and it
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is to the eternal credit of British
Judges that at least one of them de-
clared. that in the clash of arms the
laws are not silent. Lord Aitkin's’
judgment is a tribute to the ability,
integrity and liberalism which charac-
terize the British Judges.

I think we should even in abnormal
times hesitate to take abnormal action
because abnormal action makes an
abnormal situation more abnormal.
What can be done by normal methods
cannot be done by abnormal methods
and should not be done by abnormal
meithods,. 1 Rnow thed Yhere are TR
who want the security of the State to
be maintained. I am just as eager as
they are for maintaining the security
of the State but the security of the
State cannot be maintained by coer-
cive laws. What you need is firmness
plus reasonableness and where firm-
ness is not combined with reasonable-
ness disaster follows. We have, there-
fore, to consider in a calm manner
whether for some o! the things that
happen in this couniry we ourselves
are not at times by the policies we
pursue responsible. It ig a bitter pill
for anyone who values the rule of law,
for any one who has respect for the
rule of law to swallow, and I confess,
Mr. Vice-Chairman, that I have no
sympathy with this Bill. I look upon
it as a measure which is not deserv-
ing of support.

Thank you.

Smr1 G. S. PATHAK: (Uttar Pra-

desh): Sir. . ...

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: T am afraid
you never speak for progress.

Smrr @& S. PATHAK: Mr. Vice-
Chairman civil liberty and the rule
of law are the essence of democratic
Jife. Theyv are our prized possessions.
Thav give meaning to the life of &
citizen. Without them we think that
economic and social progress §s an
idle dream. Therefore, no price 1s to®
dear which might be paid in order to
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secure conditions which may ensure
civil liberty. (Interruption), I am not
a theorist, I am not apologetic, as it
were, of this Bill. The Government
states that these are the conditions
prevailing in the country which neces-
sitate the continuanca of the Preven-
tive Detention Act,

Surr P. N. SAPRU: And the Gov-
ernment must be right.

Suar G. 8. PATHAK: I myself
believe that those conditions exist and,
therefore, I support the Bill. I want
to live in a world of realities, not on
theories. Safety of the people and
security of the State are essential re-
quirements without which there can
be no civil liberty; there can be no
democratic life if there can be no
parliamentary institution. We are
comparing India, which won freedom
sixteen years ago, with countries like
the United Kingdom, which has en-
joyed democratic life for long and
which has got a certain disciplined
mind among the people. Are there
any persons in the United Kingdom
who are prepared to embrace foreign
‘enemies at the borders?

SHrr P. N. SAPRU: Sir Oswald
‘Mosley was there. o . ’

Surr G. S. PATHAK: What happen-
ed to him? Public opinion killed him.
“There i3 no such public opinion here.

Sumr B. D. KHOBARAGADE: Who
cares for public opinion in this coun-
try? (Interruptions).

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Sarr M.
GovinpAa ReppY): Order, order. Mr.
"Pathak, I think you should ignore
interruptions and go on. Otherwise,
your time is limited. ° ©

Su#rxr G. S. PATHAK: Therefore,
this hard won liberty, hard won free-
dom of ours has to be preserved and
our parliamentary democracy has to
be preserved. Otlierwise, we would
fnot be talking here in the manner
‘that we are talking today.
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I do not understand the argument
that in principle we do not like pre-

ventive detention. Then, you are
arguing against the Constitution.
Why did you not argue then that
this is against the principle? The
Constitution-makers, whose sagacity,
whose wisdom . . .

Surr P. N. SAPRU: May I just

ask Mr. Pathak

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SBri M.
GovinpA REpDY): He is not yielding.
Are you yielding?

Sant G, S. PATHAK: No, I am not
yielding.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SRt M.
Govinpa ReppY): He is not yielding.
(Interruptions). And Mr. Pathak_
while speaking, 1 would suggest that
you do not look at Mr, Sapru, which
will provoke him to interrupt you.
You have to address the Chair,

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: He is
looking at a progressive lawyer.

Surr G. S. PATHAK: I am a rea-
list. I am not a theorist. Now, Sir,
the question, therefore, is this. When
the Constitution-makers framed the

Constitution, they anticipated that
there must be protective measures
which the Government of the day

could take in order to preserve the
freedom, this hard won freedom, and
the Constitution-makers made safe-
guards. The Constitution-makers said
that full opportunity for representa-
tion must be given to the detenu.
The Constitution-makers saiqd that it
would be the duty of the Advisory
Board presided over by a High Court
Judge—there may be other High Court
Judges on the Board—to examine the
material and if on an examination of
the material the Board finds that
there is not sufficient reason for deten-
tion the Government is bound to
obey the Board.

(Interruptions).
Tee VICE-CHAIRMAN:

GoviINDA REDDY):
terrupt him,

(Sarr M.
Please do not in-
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Surr P N SAPRU: 1 want Lo ask.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M
GoviNnpa Reppy), He 1s not yielding,
1 am sorry.

Sirt G S PATHAK 1 am pre-
pared to answer al] the questions at
the time of interruptions if you will
kindly add to my tume

T VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrI M.
GovinpA REDDY), No You please go
on You do not get any advantag: in
time

Surt G S PATHAK Now, Sir, the
Constitution-makers knew that we
were surrounded by foreign Sates, and
we had to be protected from the
machinations of those foreign States,
We have some rapacious neighbouvs
‘We have people in our own comnii-
nity who are greedy, who are pie-
pared to indulge 1n espionage 1n con-
spiracy with the foreign people, And,
therefore, with all this 1n view the
«Constitution-makers contemplated that
if there are conditions which need

the enactment of such a law, such
law may be enacted by the Govern-
ment subject to those safeguards.

Now, therefore, to say that preven-
tive detention 1s bad in  principle 1s
an argument which should have been
advanced at the time when the Con-
stitution was made Today the only
question i1s and the only question can
be whether at the preseat time there
a-e conditions which require the con-
tinuance of the Preventive Detention
Act That 1s the only question today

Now, Sir, something has been said
about goondas and the existence of
other evils which need to be checked
I shal]l tell you very briefly what 1
have known from cases decided 1m
courts where the Preventive Deten-
tion Act has been applied I will give
you just two or three instances.
Speeches are made  Persons are
instigated to indulge in acts of vio-
lence and create disturbances FEven
where that is done, simply because the

2575 (A1) LSD—-8.
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language was English the Supreme
Court upset 1t and released the dete-
nue, In deciding the cases the courts
are taking into account the question of
mahice If the court finds that the
detenue has not got a full opportu-
nity, there is a release by the Gov-
ernment Then, there are cases
where our citizens send mislead-
ing information, wrong information, to
foreign countries and people in foreign
countries make use of such informa-
tion In England the punishment was
very heavy for a thing like this I will
mention to you one case A person
in a certain town in India—I will not
mention the names-—made speeches
arousing passions, asking people to
murder a certain dignitary of the
State Now, he 15 prevented from
coming to Delhi It was stated in the
order You intend to proceed to Delh:
angd you will instigate plans which may
adversely affect the security of that
individual Now, should the Govern-

ment have waited till the murder was
committed?

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA No.

SHRI G S PATHAK: He is preven-
ted from coming here He 18 detain-
ed If there Is evidence behieved by
the Advisory Board that he was a
person who had instigated and he was
a person who would have or who
might have committed murder or ins-
tigated other people to commit mur-
der, 1f that was the situation, then,
would not preventive detention be a
better measure which would have
kept the man out of harm’s way and
which would have secured the safety
of the life of the people here?

Surr P N SAPRU: It will be ap-
plied 1n all cases

SHrRt G. S. PATHAK: It will be
applied in all cases if the security of
this country is threatened,

T VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M
GoviNpa ReppY): The hon Member
1s entitled to a patient hearing
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SHrRr G. S. PATHAK: Pro-Chinese
elements exist in the country Tdoday.
Can any one deny that when there
was the Chinese attack, there were
no pro-Chinese elements working in
the border and engaged in anti-
Indian propaganda? Can anyone deny
this? Can anyone deny that there
have been people here—at least two
or three cases have arisen—who were
engaged in espionage, who have trans-
ferred important documents to fore-
ign countries?

Surt A. M. TARIQ
Kashmir): Why don’t
Pakistan?

(Jammu and
you mention

Suri G, S. PATHAK: You will

have to go to Pakistan.

SHRI A. M. TARIQ: Sir, I make a
protest against what the hon. Mem-~
ber has said that I will have to go
to Pakistan,

SHrr P. N. SAPRU:. Sir, on a point
of order. The hon. Member has
charged Mr. Tariq as belng a Pakis-
tani.

Sarrt G, S. PATHAK: I am not
charging him as a Pakistani, -
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr M.

GoviNnbA ReEppy): That is no
of order,

point

SHrt A, M. TARIQ: Sir, please give
me a hearing. It is not a point of
order, but I have got a right to pro-
test. When I said, “Why don’t you
mention Pakistan?”, the hon. Mem-
ber told me, “You will have to go to
Pakistan”. This is a threat to me. I
think he is entitled to be put under
detention, he must be put under de-
tention.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: What

could be a greater provocation than
1o say, “You go to Pakistan”?
SHr1 G. S, PATHAK: I never said

that

| sary. Otherwise, in a

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (SErRr M.
GoviNpA RepbY): You proceed, Mr.
Pathak,

Diwan CHAMAN LALL: I hops
my friend Mr. Bhupesh Gupta will

not get very angry about it. 1 was
in Pakistan only this morning.
Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: It is a

good thing. But why should he say
that?

Surt CHANDRA SHEKHAR; He
can be anywhere because he is under
the shadow of the Prime Minister.
But the same thing is not the case of
Mr. Tariq.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M.
Govinpa Reppy): Your time is coming
to a close. You proceed, Mr. Pathak.

Driwan CHAMAN LALL: Unfortu-
nately my hon. friend, Mr, Chandra
Shekhar, is in the habit of casting
aspersions in the House, If he does
not understand the ruleg of this
House, he cannot learn to behave
himself.

Surr A, M. TARIQ: Sir it must be
expunged. He has fought for Kash-
mir. It will be very bad for him, he
is a leading lawyer. 1 say that for
his credit it must be expunged.

THe VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr M.
Govinpa REpDY): I think you should
not take it seriously, He meant it in
a light-hearted way.

SHrr BHUPESH GUPTA: We know
th~t Mr. Pathak is a very reactionary
lawyer, We told him that.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M.
GovinoA REDDY): You are only taking
his time. You proceed, Mr. Pathak.

Surr G, S. PATHAK: Thig chart
would go to show that the Govern-
ment has used the powers only where
the use of those powers was nec-s-
country with
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this big population you would have
found a larger number of persons in
detention. This chart also shows that
the people who are detained are not
50 detained as members of a parti-
cular party. Only those persong are
detained who were engageq in certain
activities which are prejudicial to
the security of the State and to other
matters. Therefore, it is not an argu-
ment that because there are g small
number of people, therefore, you
should not have law. This shows
that the continuance of the Preven-
tive Detention Act is necessary, The
use of it will be proper and will be
made only when necessary. It will
not be directed against any party but
only directed against individuals who
may be found to be engaged in cer-

tain activities. This is the evidence
afforded for its continuance,
Sir, many countries have been

mentioned, UX., US!A, and son on.

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA:
France and Italv.

Sert1 G. S PATHAK: France,
Italy, and so on, Now one of the
questions is, why it is that only one
class of countries have been men-
tioned and not other clasg of coun-
iries.

And

AN Hon. MEMBER: Because you
like these countries,

SHrr G. S. PATHAK: There may
be no detention laws and yet people
may be taken away and detained.

Sarr B. D. KHOBARAGADE: Do
you want to follow them?

SerI G, S. PATHAK: We do
not want to follow them, but we
want to have laws; otherwise you
would not be talking here, (Interrup-
tion) About two detention laws, it is
quite obvious that in case a procla-
mation is issued that the emergency
has ceased, one law will not he on
the Statute Book and the other law
will be kept on the Statute Book with
larger safeguards than the Defence
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of India Act and the Defence of India
Rules for a period during which or
before the expiry of which the emer-
gency may cease, Therefore, Sir,
support this Bill and I feel that con-
ditions do exist which justify the
passing of this Bill, Thank you.
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[Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr M, P.
BHARGAVA) in the Chair.]
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“Democracy is ped a state in which
people act like sheep, Under demo-
cracy individual liberty of opinion
and action is jealously guarded.”

" ) L.)[{.-! ”, K C)' ”u,é L&i,
2l ST ey el e e
O

“Real Swaraj will come not by
the acquisition of authority by a
few but by the acquisition of lhe
capacity by all to resist authority
when it is abused; in other words,
Swaraj should be obtained by edu-
cating the masses to a sense of
their capacity to regulate and
control authority.”
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“121, Waging, or attempting to
wage war, or abetting waging

of war, against the Govern-
ment of India,

121A. Conspiracy to commit offen-
ces punishable by section 121.

122. Collecting arms, -etc. with
intention of waging war
against the Government of
India,

123. Concealing with intent to
facilitate design to wage war.

124. Assaulting President, Gov-
ernor, etc, with intent to
compel or restrain the exer-
cise of any lawful power.”
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[The VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHr1 M, P.
Buarcava) in the Chair.]
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To & T3y ¥ ferar 91—
“Democracy 1s not a siate in which
people act ltke sheep. Under de-

mocracy individua] liberty of opinion
and action is jealously guarded.”
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“Real Swaraj will come not by the
acquisition of authority by a few
but by the acquisition of the capa-
city by all to resist authority when
1t 1s abused; in other words, Swaraj
should be obtained by educating the
masses to a sense of their eapacity
to regulate and control authorty.”

77 39 WE gl F TeR §
A1 fF TF TSR A oFer TR A
A WES T (FAA a9 Aaa }, 7@
T =) ATE A GAA qEA § | eg-
fraa o, womaer ¥, 97 §gr 97 w9
7 7S g1 fF T ogw wed R
f® 29 37 ¥ S9ar &1 N &, g7 A
) g agr gl d—awr o7 wefvar
¥ g7 qFAT gRF g 9 8, Fw
wifas wfaFe g F@ &, #iv ag
Hifew sfwe 04 g & o7 & fa0
AT A Al &Tw Agr fwy ST wwy,
st fe @gd F wrg § ogwer Ry 3
wa g% & o & weav segho g,
ST §, T TF AT FOGHEA
& 79 AF qg AGFT Y G @ A

F( AT AR § AT AT F: FA Y
WA FIAT AR & | F1E Ol g &av
3, mr a% f& #Fvafaz a2t o g9
TRl TE®, CHA W0 Ag w0 gw.
e T AT AN ArTme
AFT &, arfemHedT A0 § gHE
AT AR 2 1 Y T U 7 oY
F% W 3 {FEd & gaen fay &
o #ata @z dar g & fv oz
qrfet & wATET GNT W qW@ A -
gfrzg fedeora vae & B9 oWt
frrgare fwar s@m 8, S99 suvEm@x
gUIL fAama STTgeT & ofied §, a@d
4 & oAt Il & qAtfeas qqr amar
g f& @R mue # wrgm & a9 o
g BT 7 91 Prafes fegam ¥ 7
frre T gar 21 1 T SN AT

-

ST AR AT ¥ WA ¥ R AE



4593 Preventive Detention [ RAJYA SABHA ] (Continuance) Bill, 1963 4600

[t e 4O qrfera’]

wrag frga fwar war ) o fReex
@4 TF &, I%1 freere {Faw war
I gal arEf F ez AT Ao Hlo
freqr 1 o) fy3fea fedaw ¥ froeame
foqr W ) @ WSTEAT F1 9q ®IA
I faee ®7 @ & 1 A9 fgegere
A\ 77 g 71 ardig § Fargy (% A
e FT T (aae & ey feEw (e
T T | A OANH ¥ IAF X
TERHT AN VET & W7 AFE, g
m@E ¥ Ogw & 1 owmiloar
a+% ) &1 g & AT AR AT A R
I TF WA & 73 | F47 Ay sgfad
g @ oag gwA BT W IR
figers Faw TSIV, WX TRl IET,
e wed) AR g fET 1 99
AT F) T TG &7 § | W7 AE HeeA
W fFy g @ T g oAe ¥
T ) W I YT AT F) W S
g &7 N AT FT & AU g9, AfwA
T W) I8 IA & TR § | g gATQ
wrghrga & fo stgams am g )

o v fagret el & wemar
ST AT CAIAE § ST HATeNH o
fgs fFar smar & 1 & F97 Ao
F1 g F o T AR & gfew
99 FIT F1 T8 T {w oA e
Tifteg § 1 g W N9 w1 T
&% o § &6 a7 wraw g fw e
W TAT WM& AL & 39 I & T
& fows at # v sfem = =1
& e % A0 TET 0 wWw geE
qatfea® @ 2 qFT & | H W) 9
T aaenr frnEm fo e G
F1E ¥ 9 g A 7w Fwae sfaw
F1E F UF @ F QR LT | A
T Uy e @) T, taay agd

AT FH AR A A AR
F( 9g T § WOF! gArs 5 owead)
F qaw ar qEE ¥ YO FAT oI
Nifas 990 §—

“121. Waging, or attempting to
wage war, or abetting waging
of war, against the Govern-
ment of India.

121A. Conspiracy to commit offen-
ces punishable by section 121.

122. Collecting arms, etc., with in-
tention of waging war against
the Government of India.

123. Concealing with intent to
facilitate design to wage war.

124, Assaulting President, Gover-
nor, etc., with intent to com-
pel or restrain the exercise of
any lawful power.”

TH( FE 6@ AUF AT TFE F q=T
fem s e wragA o fovgre
FT OFS ¢ | 3 §) wrw wrE fafers
FL, AT K =T F fGATE FTH FIAT
g o g Fvar g, = &0 mw
AT ov grfgew vEr A g (9w
AEEd w9 3% faerd wTard #v
TRy § s oW afgd & veew
F qarfeas a8 T T4 §—

“144, Joining unlawful assembly,
armed with deadly weapon.

145, Joining or continuing in un-
Jawful assembly, knowing it
has been commanded to dis-
perse.

148, Rioting.

148. Rioting, armed with deadly
weapon,

151, Knowingly joining or con-
tinuing in assembly of five or
more persons after it has been
commanded to disperse.

152, Assaulting or obstructing
public servant when suppres-
sing riot. etc.

153. Wantonly giving provoca-
tion, with intent to cause riot
—if rioting We committed,
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153A Promoting bet-

‘ween classes.”

enmity

o4t gAR faey W & 9g FE 77
fewed o IREAT ®og F WGET (T7-
FT (F 47 T oo q; [regee Free AT
QIAAA T XE AR FAY qE
fegdt & Ata § ax7 AT TR 9,
[T TUE TAC 97 THE) (TRET ATE
gfemr =7 F T@T faowmme fpar
T ARl SF TaE ATaEd a9l
frgme svr =gy ar 7 g
F OH a9 & vE aw A
Promoting enmity between classes—
9% 9ragy FI@TE FT T OGFAT
o | W Y 33T A a4 3 § Gy fw
Harbouring persons hired for an un-
lawful assembly. This is Chapter
IX—Offences by or relating to pub-
lic servants 3X % & g & O Nifawa
¥ & A< 6T 77 A fHwAT AT
F13 T 70 2@ AT, Ay §F ooy g
QA TFT H ATE SN ALY (&AT TET
g, W wg W u¥z #Y amE g
7% AW R F wwgT 3 ) f9ge
ATHLT F 77 JFaeq & Amy W7
FE AT TG E

““Criminal Procedure Code—Chapter
IV—Prevention of offences—

106 Security for keeping

peace on conviction.

107. Security for keeping the peace
in other areas.

108 Security for good behaviour
from persons
seditious matter,

the

disseminating
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110. Security for good behaviour
from habitual offenders.”

f 2

T BTy w2y
L5 ¢

THE WM AAALEH  wREEAE &

wafers § ) WA R~
Use of armed forces—you can even
call 1n the armed forces e

afses i 17 W uF e § ) TEE
TEATAT 1 T8¢ QHT 7L Z1IT el 47 H7E
T IS WA GF AET AT, T Ha WiAed
FICETE FY ST FHAT § | F 5 AT HHH
Ffor g IoF fgare T W
AqIh & FEL AT §

7w 1w ¢ f aegfed & s
T gR TR TTAT § A ATIET A0
FEft e 3 SEAL &1 AT I aqF
F1 HAT T ) W UF femd o
areft Tt & fAa w@dr § 0 A T
TERHT T ¥ WewHr WGEH &Y
T | AT A W I A fEIRT w7
TR | BW MEAAT ¥ F19 €4 % &)
T a1 TE & (@ W e A A G
W FAT F HEE F (@NE §, AN
It g5F & faws § | 5 arvad
AT A1 4wl WL § AR W
féw & faeaTs T T AFT 8§
yifwfead & fas g §T TR
3 fag ) & faaF faars s
H1g TR F7 A% § | JH HT A4
fm B § 07 widas £ a9 o o
TS TS F AAEE TANHE TG
TAFY L, R I aFI g | W
FET T ACE W FIA F o&7T |

# amfare MEl ¥ T @A

109. Security for good behaviour
from vagrants and suspected
persons,

g A A & 9 I F A FY oA
g, W ¥ WY 7Y % g fF
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[fr =maw FOw “arfew’’]
A @Y o qE I v favrw A e,
o =R f amweew ov fawre A9
WO | AT gHA Eqrwzw fufeeae
X fawame fear § 1 g9 IAREE
wafasw 77 W F gy AT £
W (w1 & gAd ariaal & 3y
fedmm nwde § I fFar v § ) qE
a<g ¥ ot qret § o7 i) araetg
X FFR A T | W oser feo-
foorpm ardt & medr @ froeme
o1 wEt FY, wedt FowR g
wrafedl # AR A § | qfedi g
faasr wtawrd & afsq s § 6
faasi ag FEFTCAA qTF TG 4T
ITRT U frafsasia awef £ £

% w3 g faelt qEeew owe
fafew wade # At & AR S Rl
faaw ga qAAT TER F T8 ¥ Ay
GO AT SATET et fae g wwat
A B2 B WAL ¥ I3 § ) AW Ay
qrowE giar  g—ufear W w8 I
ord qF AT §i FE7 Io13, Fatee
&t 78 fear | & 97 ) T fF a9y
TATFT FX WX AT I AT HY
FHfan & oSt F W W ¥ uF e of
BT TR § ST gTERTEE W Wa Uw
g FT ¥ a1 W Y ) IR WA o
T FF ZIE FIEE AT G T FY F I
AN AT oo A g K Ad & ooy
FE SFAT § | WX TETHE ¥ HqoAT -
I FT T FT ¥ AT afeqdi F
IT GR §, I AR AT F, 9
forg we T T @T 2, HAT e F
3747 At o E, #ifE A w
F A q@aET F3q §

(Time bell rings) & &t syaefr =
FeHl e g @1 § W g W
4% ¥ Foawg J]MME AT Iawr
frafes fRdmm & o s 3 2

i

] an individual, must be opposed
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B T g by W FT g
WYY AR g e faar ) owwAn A
¥ qga g TEA a7 AfFF AfF MW
qA gier 1gw faar ww g@ omar off
& Tafgx & fee #gar g & mowe
AT AT 4w F RAWA e |
W gy fwafea fs@eaq ow gamd
fod 1 FTA0 Jar TG T T
SRS ¥ fAT qa AE £ W
gAR AgrewT Y & faegia i
B FEAET T, wrArEy faend I
€ F1, HEHT ®1 T9Y qgT 3@ TA
W W9 39 fe #1 FqF ama
R T NH T | ®E T& T WA
T 91 59 faw-a-fa7 oar oReTs
F7 1@ & | W9 a1 fedew W sfew
wRz AR £ A o & agd fReT W
Ifear Tem AR § W TE WS 5E
frafea fezmma maz &1 faeger s
& 7 & AR wafw got we 39
& 3T ¥ gAY FH AN 3 qwlwa
¥ fEme oRE ¥ gOFT § 59w
f& ag 7 g9 IAET & SHHT TIA WY
= fydfrag fedrom mae & fagig
F{ T RS FE &1 FHTw 7 52 1]

3 P.M,

SErr B D. KHOBARAGADE: Mr.
Vice-Chairman, Sir, I strongly oppose
this Bill because this 1s a most un-
democratic and inglorious Bill and
smacks of despotism. In a democracy,
individual freedom, individual liberty
and 1ule of law are of great mpor-
tance and are paramount, and there-
fore, any Bill or any law, which tries
to restrict the liberty and freedom of
by
every wmdividual who claims to be a
democrat,

As pointed out by my friend, Mr.
Kureel, there are a number of laws
in thig land which can be effectively
enforced to check the bad elements
and the goonda elements in this coun-
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try. As a matter of fact, if we go
through the statistical information, we
find that the Preventive Detention Act
has been used not to check the bad
elements in the society, not to check
the anti-social elements, but has been
used mainly to suppress the oppo-
sition parties. May I draw your
attention and the attention of
House to Statement 11 in this Report?
In this Statement it has been
mentioned that in Gujarat 16 people
were detained for violent activity, and
2 for communal agitation, and that
this violent activity had been started
—as alleged by the Government—by
the Hindu Mahasabha and the Bhara-
tiya Jana Sangh. Now, can we believe
that Hindu Mahasabha is a violent
or-ganisation, or one which believes in
violence? And can we also believe,
Sir, that the Bharatiya Jana Singh is
an institution or organisation which
believes in violence? Then there is
the West Bengal’s case, where 258 per-
sons were arrested, and out of them,
255 for goondaism. Why? Because
the Workers’ Party of India started
some agitation there, they were arrest-
ed. And on the first page of this
Statement we find that 160 people
were detained in West Bengal, and
these people belonged to Jamat-e-
Tslami; and out of those 160 people. 159
persong were declared as goondas, 1
mean, those organisations, those poli-
tical parties who are agitating to re-
dress the grievances of their commu-~
nities, who are trying to redress the
grievances of the down-trodden peo-
ple in this country are classified as
goondas and detained, and their mem-
bers are put behind bars. This is what
we come to know from the statistical
information given in this case.

Sir, it has been mentioned by the
hon. the Home Minister in the other
House that if all the parties declare
that they abjure violence, then there
wil] not be anv need for the Preven-
tive Detention Act or the Defence of
Tndia Act. Sir, it has been declared
in this House bv many party spokes-
men that they do not believe in vio-
lence. Even the Communist Party

the
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has declared that they would not in-
dulge in any violent activity, and we
are to believe them.

THg MINISTER or STATE 1% yRx
MINISTRY or HOME AFFAIRS (SHmt

R. M. HAJsarNAvVIS): Does the hon.
Member believe that?
Surr B. D, KHOBARAGADE: At

least so far as this particular state-
ment is concerned, I am prepared to
accept it.  (Interruptions.) ‘There-
fore, when all opposition parties are,

when even the Communist Party is,
prepared to abjure violence why is
there the necessity for this particu-

lar Bill?

Sir, it raises a fundamental ques-
don. In a democratic set-up, are not
the opposition parties, are not the
communities, entitled to agitate if they
find that injustice is being done to
them? 1 think, if there is great injus-
tice done those people must be allow-
ed to agitate to redress their grievan-
ces. May I draw your attention to
the recent Bill which was introduced
in the Lok Sabha about two days
back? 1t is regarding Goa, That Bill
seeks that the jurisdiction of the Bom-
bay High Court which was extended
to Goa, is to be withdrawn now. Why?
Why is it to be withdrawn? Why Goa
is removed from the jurisdiction of the
Bombay High Court? Sir, only about
one week back the people of Goa
have given a verdict that Goa
wants to merge with Maharashtra,
and, therefore, it was the duty and res-
ponsibility of the Government to ac-
cept the verdict of the people, and
take early steps for the merger of Goa
with Maharashtra. But that is not
done. The next day, the Prime Minis-
ter of this country, whom we always
consider to be a great democrat, issued
a statement to the press that Goa will
not be merged with Maharashtra be-
cause—he said—he wanted to respect
the views of the people, of the people
of Goa. I do not know what he means
by the ‘people of Goa’. Does he mean
the people in Portugal because the
people in Goa have given a clear
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[Shr:1 B. D. Khobaragade ]

verdict that Goa should be merged
with Maharashtra? Now you are not
taking steps for early merger of Goa
with Maharashtra, on the contrary,
you mntroduce g Bill 1n the other
House, which takes away Goa out of
the jurisdiction of the Bombay High
Court Therfeore, you are trying to
separate Goa from Maharashtra

Surt JOSEPH MATHEN (Kerala)
How can the hon Member call 3t a
verdict as long as the party in power
did not get a clear majority?

Surr B D KHOBARAGADE
Surely, you can see that they have
formed a Government there, you can
consider the number of members who
have been elect.d on that issue (In-
terruptions) The people of Goa have
given the clear verdict, and the Cong-
ress Pa~ty, who wanted to maintain the
status quo n Goa, was utterly routed
from Goa, they could not get one
single member elected from Goa Qut
of the thirty candidates set up, seven-

teen Congress Party candidates had to:

lose their deposits That was the case
m Goa Therefore, as my friend, Mr
Pathak, had said that public op1-
mon should be respected, do we find
that the public opinion 1s bemng res-
pected n Goa where people have eX-
pressed their desire to merge with
Maharashtra? Therefore, Sir, the res-
ponsibility for all the agitations, for
all these activities, lies on the shoul-
ders of the Government; they cannot
deny that responsibility  Therefore,
Sir 1n a democratic set-up, if the orga-
msations start fAagytations—of course,
they must be peaceful agitations—if
they start peaceful agitations, then
thev should not be deprived of their
democratic right to do so If thév want
to redress their grievances they should
be allowed to redress their grievances
by resorting to peaceful agitation

Sir, the other day the hon Minister,
Mr Haia navis made a statement in
this House regarding the ar-est of
Mr Maurva H-» was arrested in
Delhi, he was attending Parhament
session and he was arrested without a

warrant And what were the grounds
given by the hon Minister” That he
was creating some sort of trouble, com-
munal hatred between Hindus and
Mushms, and between Hindus and the
Scheduled Caste people He went on
to say that he used very strong langu-
age and asked the people, the Schedul-

ed Castes people, to revolt
against the Government Is there
anything wrong® Can Mr  Hajar-

navis say he has done wrong? People
who have been made to suffer for
thousands of years, if they say that
they want to remove those bonds of
slavery, if they say that they must re-
volt against this communalism and
castesstn and Yhe Governmeny which
tolerates this communalism and caste-
1sm what harm 1s there? Did he do
anything wrong® And another Cong-
ress Member, Mr Tapase, says that
Gandhij1 believed 1n that policy, in
that philosophy It 1s alleged that Mr
Maurya said that he wanted to throw
out the Government Well, what do
the Opposition parties want to do? We
want to throw out the Congress Gov-
ernment We are the spokesmen of
the people outside and we want to
throw out the Congress Government

SHrRr R M HAJARNAVIS 1 res-
pect the sentiments of the hon Mem-
ber Now he 18 exercised But all
these questions are to be qettled 1n a
court of law Therefore I think 1t
would be better for him not to refer
to 1t

SHrr B D KHOBARAGADE We
want to throw out the Government All
the Opposition parties want to throw
out the Government 1f they can get an
opportunity But so far as my party,
the Republican Party, 1s concerned, we
want to throw out the Government by
peaceful ways and not by vicleut
methods What wrong do we do, 1f
we ask the people not to vote for the
Congress and overthrow the Congress
Government® 1Is 1t an offence? Tt 1s
not an offence Why should then peo-
ple be detained under the Preven-
tive Detention Act or the Defence of
Tndia Rules® 1 do not understand
1t
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Now, Sir I may give another ins-
tance. Mr, George Fernandes was
arrested. He belonged tp the Socialist
Party. He was a member of the De-
fence Council of Maharashtra. If he
could be a member of the Defence
Council, 1t means that he was helping
the country in furthering the efforts
for defence of this country, Why
should he be arrested? He was gr-
rested because he had demanded that
the taxi drivers 4n Bombay should
be paid more, and because the demand
was not accepted, he gave a clarion
call to all tax1 drivers to go on strike.
What wrong did he commit? 1 do not
understand 1t He was immediately
arrested and put behind the bars un-
der the Defence of India Rules

May 1 give anothe- instance® The
Editor of the daly
which 1s published from Nagpur, has
been prosecuted under the Defence of
India Rules Why? Because he publish-~
ed a news item that a police constable
was harassed by a police sub-inspec.
tor. The constable was sick He wag
having temperature and, therefore,
could not perform his duty properly.
He, therefore, wanted to go on leave
But he was compelled to do parade
and the result was that he ultimately
died, This simple thing was published
in the “Navbharat”.

Surt R M HAJARNAVIS- The
news was incorrect
Sert B D KHOBARAGADE- It

was 1ncorrect, you could have contra-
dicted 1t What was the necessity of
prosecuting him under the Defence of
India Rules” There were other com-
mon laws prevalent Why did you not
invoke the provisions of those lawsg?
And even now that Editor 15 being
harassed and some cases are pending
against him I,

Therefore, Sir, from all these factg,
from all these instances we know that
the Preventive Detention Act 1s being
used to suppress the Opposition parties
Had 1t been used to suppress antj-
social elements, to check goondas,
then we would not have objected to.

J

“Navbharat”, °
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There would have been objection even
then but not such a serious objection.
Today go to Bombay, go to Nagpur,
go to villages, you will find goondas
in white khady clothes and white caps
c~eating all sorts of troubles but no-
body can dare touch them What hap-
pens to these people” Therefore, Sir,
my submission to you 1s that this most
despotic and undemocratic Bill should
not be allowed to be passed by this
House 1 strongly oppose this Bill I
thank you very much for giving me
the opportunity to say a few words,

SHrRiMATI K BHARATHI (Kerala):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, since this Bill
1s only for the extension of the life of
the existing Act, normally no great
furor was expected. Sir, we on .Jus
side of the House also would have
been only too happy to welcome a
state of affairs in which such Acts do
not find a place on the Statute Book.

Sir, the Preventive Detention Act 1s
being described as a “black Act”, “law-
less law”, etc by the very people who
create an atmosphere in this country,
thereby compelling the Government
to retain the so-called black Act It
s said, Sir, that ‘that Government is
best which governs least’. But we
find 1n the present set-up, considering
human luadtations and the himitations
of the soclety inm which we live that a
certain measure of control 1s 1nevi-
table The question to be decided is
whether this control 1s exeréised in
the best interests of the society, with
the approval and approbation of the
people, whether this control consti-
tute s to the development of the
soclety 1nto a climate of freedom and
cohesion If this control leads to the
smothering of freedom if it leads to
thraldom, it is something ominous S'r,
on the other hand if it 1s a necessary
evil, like the shel] that protects the
chick 1in the embryo, or like the calyx
and epicalyx—I am a botanist—which
protects the flower 1n the bud, 1t should
be welcomed The calyx seemg to
smother the tender petals in the infant
stage But they yield and recede slow-
Iv as the petals mature and grow and
bloom gut The calyx remains obscure:*
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[Shrimati K. Bharathi.]
at the bottom, offering the quantum of
strength and protection needed for the
flower. Sir, it is our duty to protect
our infant democracy which is just
like the flower in the bud, We cannot
live in this work-a-day world on the
abstract conception of freedom, free-
dom to spoi] everything. These con-
ceptions have: to be applied with states-
manship. I do not think that anybody

with any conscience can say that the .

party that came into power stified the
growth of democracy—like a gullible
child—like the knave politician who
-wanted to hold on to power at the
cost of abiding values

|ir, 14 15 with great sacrifice and
suffering that the Government have
done everything to stabilise demo-
cracy. If today India is the biggest
and stablest of democracies, it is due
to the foresight of the ruling party and
Government. We have seen all
around us the staggering of democra-
cies, big and small alike, yielding
place to despotism, Sir, it may bhe
‘because the people in these democra-
cies were not passionate in their devo-
tion to democracy; maybe, because
‘there was no party which was able t¢
hold the people together and 1lead
them on the path of democracy; may-
be, because t'«Te were internal and
external challenges which destroyed
the normalcy needed for the growth
of democracy; or, Sir, maybe because
the men who found themselves at the
helm of affairs were reluctant to take
the risk of losing power by adopting
democracy Wheotever may be the rea-
sons, there is no doubt that the extier-
nal and internal conditions decide the
pattern of society, a people have to
choose whatever thewr wishes and as-
pirations might be. Sir, look at the
tortoise which toils its way on land
and water carrying a huge fortress on
its back. It would also like to be free
as the bird in the sky, to soar high ubP
in the heavens like a Rajhansa, But
in that particular set-up in which it
was constrained to evolve, it had {o
carry its fortress on its back for its
own survival Sir, the limitation of
environment wag always there for us
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{o retain this load of a Preventive
Detention Act. It is not a comfortabie
position for any Government, I do not
say that it is because of Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta and Company alone that we are
handicapped with this fortress on our
back,

I come fiun. kerala and I want 0
enlighten Mr. Bhupesh Gupta on a
minor point about which his memory
seems to be very short. He referred
to the Communist Government in
Kerala that they never used the Pre-
ventive Delenti.n Act against anybody.
There was no need for the Communist
Governm 'nt in Kerala to use this Act
because the Government themselves
were organsing wnll Propupsvmy govn-
daism through ag.l-props angd various
other organisations. Now, I also want
to tell him that for the last two years,
not a single Communist was detained
in that State under this Act but at the
same time there were a few instances
where blackmarketeers and profiteers
were detained for meddling with food-
grain laws,

Anyway, though we are lucky when
compared with our neighbours, —we
have our own limitations also which
make these small irksome measures
inevitable. As long as there are people
in this country today who are not
dedicated to democracy, who think and
act in fasri..t Lues, whose loyalt.es
are decide! by ccnsiderations whch
are anti-national, we have 1p put up
with these irksome measures. In the
present context, these things assume
added significance when our fron-
tiers are menaced by enemies, who
have no compunction to make use of
the basest in human beings,

Let us look at the question in this
way Is it not better if we can, by a
few swift and decisive moves, defeat
the viviseciicn.ot. who challenge the
unity of this count-y than preparing to
fight a civil war as they fought in
America, a hundred years ago? The
Preventive Detention Act has tpo be
used like the fire brigade to put out
the small fires that may grow into
forest fires, if not checked or put out
| in time. I am sure nobody can accuse
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the Government of having misuseq the
Preventive Detention Act for party
ends and abused it. Hitherto it had
been used with great restrain and cau-
tion and it will be used with restrain
in the future also.

Smerr A. M. TARIQ: Sir, I just want
to make a submission. When another
hon. Member wag in the Chair, there
were some words between myself and
Mr. Pathak and I do not think it was
so serious. I would request you to
expunge those words of Mr. Pathak
and mine too.

Sart  DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:

Why?

Smrr G. S. PATHAK: Actually when
1 was talking 'of Pakistan, he inter-
rupted me and said ‘Go to Pakistan’
intending that he should go to Pakis-
tan and see the cases of preventive
detention there.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: He
said “‘You will have to go to Pakistan’.
We object to it. The record must be
kept correct always.

Suant G. S. PATHAK: I intended him
to see what is going on there under
preventive detention.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: The
record of the House ig not the private
preserve of Congressmen. The recor-
ded proceedings must go in. (Inter-
ruptions). Let us go by the tape-
recorder. What does the tape-record
say?

Surt A. M. TARIQ: I will request
you and through you every hon.
Member, especially my hon. friend
Mr. Gupta, my senior friend Mr. Patel
and Mr. Chandra Shekhar that it is
not a question so far as an individual
is concerned. It ig a question of my
nation and my people and the whole
country. So. 1 request them not 1o
make it a political problem. It is
everybody’s problem. It is not Tariq
to go to Pakistan, it means Mr, Pathak
and Mr. Gupta must go to Pakistan.
So, it was not something which was
serious. Let us expunge it for the

887 RS—35.
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benefit of this country and not allow
outsiders to exploit a small incident.

Sert DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: 1
would very much like to agree to the
very reasonable appeal of my friend
but I think it is against the law. You
cannot do it ang I do not think we
should allow any evasion of the law.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: In the
course of his speech Mr. Pathak said
so many things against so many.
Normally everything should be expun-
ged, In fact the whole speech should
be expunged, T am prepared for it but
just because he said something against
Mr. Tariq ang just because they be-
long to the same Party—they are
sitting together— .,

SHrr A. M. TARIQ: That is not
so . . .

Suri BHUPESH GUPTA: . . . and
an jnternal, domestic arrangement has
been made . . .

Surr A, M. TARIQ: No.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: I am in
sympathy with Mr. Tarig, I mean he
criticised the speech, but I would like
it to be recorded that here in a per-
son, an hon. Member, who claims him-
self to be a big lawyer, that this is
the kind of statements he makes even
with regard to his party-men, about
his integrity as an Indian citizen. We
have not the slightest doubt . . .

SHrt G. S. PATHAK: 1 protest. No
reflection was cast on Mr. Tariq's
integrity I have stated what I meant
and Mr. Tariq accepts that this is what
I stated. He wants to expunge it and
I have no objection but if there is
any . . .

Sgrt CHANDRA SHEKHAR: This is
not a domestic affair. It is not & pri-
vate . . .

Tar VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surmt M. P.
BHARGAVA): Mr. Chandra Shekhar . ..
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Srrr BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr, Vice-
Chairman, you are guided naturally
by the Ruleg of which you are much
more conscious than I am.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (S@rt M. P.
Brarcava); I have called Mr. Chandra
Shekhar . . .

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Just for
the convenience of Mr. Pathak who
exhibited certain temper and said all
these, it should not be done. As for
Mr. Tariq, he is an esteemed friend,
we are al] in sympathy with him but
Mr. Pathak should be shown in his
true colours.

Sarr G. S. PATHAK: No. I pro-
test. There were so many interrup-
tions and during those interruptions I
was not being allowed to speak and
then when Mr. Tariq said this and
then I said: “You will have to go to
Pakistan to see certain things, to se€
what is preventive detention there.”

Sert CHANDRA SHEKHAR: My
only submission is, it is not a private
affair between two Members. What-
ever is said in the House, I think it is
said in a serious mood. If Mr. Tariq
and Mr. Pathak want to make any
amendment to the speeches they have
every right to make statements here
and clarify their position, but how can
their utterances in this House be
expunged? If they want to clarify,
you may permit Mr. Tarigq and Mr.
Pathak to explain and they may make
clarifications but nothing can be
expunged.

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: You kind-
ly listen to what he has said. He
said: ‘You may go to Pakistan’. All
I would urge is this is not unparlia-
mentary. It is very parliamentary,
that is to say, it is not covered by the
Rules which permit expunctions.
Therefore, you cannot expunge it. All
I can say is that if Mr. Pathak is
repentant about it, he should get up
and say: ‘Due to inadvertence, I said
something which T should not have
eaid. I apologize to Mr. Tariq and
the Houge and I withdraw.! Let it be
recorded,
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Surr JOSEPH MATHEN: The sense
of the House should be taken.

Hon. MEMBERS: No.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: This is
not the ALC.C, This is Rajya Sabha.
(Interruptions),

Surt A. M. TARIQ: There is pro-
cedure, there are conventions and
there is also one word and that is
‘generosity’. Being younger in age to
my friends on that side, I do not want
to make this incident a political ques-
tion and I do not want to make it a
history of the Parliament or the Indian
nation. I beg of them, I will request
them as a Kashmiri, as a Member of
Parliament to please allow this House
to expunge these words. Please do
not have any revenge. Excuse me, I
request you, I beg of you to allow this
thing to expunge these words,

Dr. A. SUBBA RAO: Why? What
prevents Mr. Pathak to withdraw his
words?

Sart BHUPESH GUPTA: Why does
he not say that? Let Mr, Pathak say
that he said it, he is sorry for it and
he apologizes to Mr. Tariq .

Sart G. S. PATHAK: I am not
sorry for it, What I said was, when
he interrupted me about Pakistan, I
was talking about preventive deten-
tion. I said ‘You will have to go to
Pakistan to see that' He will have
to see what ig preventive detention
there. That is what I said. Mr. Tariq
has understood me. He has not mis-
understood me. I said what I said
before and I agree to the expunction
of that remark. He made a request
to the Vice-Chairman for the expunc-
tion of that remark.

Smrr BHUPESH GUPTA: He
said . . .

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M. P.
BrARGAVA): T am on my legs, Mr.
Gupta. Please git down.

Srrt BHUPESH GUPTA: But this is
a serious pont of procedure . . .
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SEVERAL Hon, MEMBERS: Obey the
Chair. Sit down.

TrE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Sarr M. P.
BrarcAva): Mr, Gupta, I am going to
clear the position.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Please do.

THe VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrI M. P.
BHARGAV(): I have......

Surr G. MURAHARI: But the hon.
Member . . .

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M. P.
BHARGAVA): No, Mr. Murahari, please
don’t get up. I have heard the whole
thing. There is no procedure by which
I can expunge what has been said
earlier. The explanation of Mr. Tariq
and also that of Mr. Pathak are there
and they have gone on record, and
that is the end of the matter.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: Be-
tore you close this chapter, may I say
that there are perpetual interruptors
from that side so that it becomes diffi-
cult?

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M. P.
BrarcavA): Interruptors are there on
all sides.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: Mr.
Pathak is misunderstood when he is
interrupted, but what about us? When
we are interrupted by Members who
do not understand the language, Mem-
bers who do not know the procedure
of the House, who comes to our help?

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I suggest
that if there is any mis reporting, that
can be corrected by the hon. Member
when the proof comes to him.

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr M. P.
BrarcAvA): The next speaker, Mr.
Abid Ali

ot ofag Wt @ wEAAR  ITEAT-
ety o7, § 3= faw F7 graw GH4A
FTAT g AW gA4T F 3T T
g frdaa Fom wmgan g f oh s
Qe e § | Iz T
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T 8, 3947 g9 AAT § HIT FEAT
At Tifgd, AIfET T2 Ta AT o e
3 fergeama & wie &, it o stegfena
T 3w F<& guzfoad #1 fwemr
TR § 1 TAG WUR A A
aifgr

feda o sfemr ws@ fom asg
¥ owa § 9, g farak fevgear
ag =TEdr g, guT FRATE, FNAW FAT
2, AT EX gl & foy dox (% d
g 0 fqAar q9g & fewg um
ifear Ga= 5T, 98 FI GH g1 A
e fedg mw gfear &g AR Taz-
STEY T 95T o3 @R FY 0T | IqFT
fax gw faafae & w37 a0 78T ¢ 1
I a1 @R GrAT Y & | Al Few W
gfem = AT VAN @R W 9T
A, S osrfaT meE e § g AR
@A, I9F AR H AR TEAT
# FEW §-—3 § wraftee § -
wrh fead & 1Y% afgts § off SSHm AR
frwmaare AW WA §, 9 78 fRfrel
F[1 A g 1w et ot fafreT X
qrafaa  w e, foaa o, ava-
g Frw iy, e fawns o ag
swedr § fr fudfea fezoomm Qa1
TEINTA FIAT =gy 1 at & o FT @
qr & afags ¥ W ¢F @ € o
gq %A &, ot feogaw & §, fawr @gw
IE AR wmaqiE famdde § A
F$ W€ 9 wHAUA (A, awEd
fadd, gay a@w fead, st amaied
FH AR E | EE [ TR &,
AfeT a8 frddT o T TR, WX
EAT F3HT TAGT § WIT gW TLHH
gL I T §, TS AT AW I
ST FY g ¥ 67 FT, wg¥ g
& R, @ g e 3T 8
qeferat & aracg o Fe § | 99aT
g o e, g9 qFar §, 39F fad

1
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[t srufr 1oy
g TP T & | y€ W fuafey
feduw Gve ga¥ fewm &F wN )
A Ay 7 & fF o ad afage wy
97 3 MeFwT X 7@ § 99N I
Tt & faars, faagre @@t &
faers e Far agd qlewT Y
T ) freawaga s g 39 fam
g ATy O AW MU E, S OF
g MIHE  EifRe FTAT Ry 4
g THHT T, 7979 7Y feg #R wEe
gifesr & 1, wEw & faadr s
Iy gifge AT, 98 FX AT ) AW
fer & & ot 9 fx ug 9oyt
a1 %87 | I o s fumea 3
F AR YHET FTH G AT AW T AR
F A Q| qer & @ A b
¥ AT FX W §, GAW T FHAR
F AR g8 &9 g0 FA 2, fF A FT-
ard g 1 afT Saar FHUET & oqier
% zafad g Wr & fF 99 aF =
FUL AL TIAT, FET A S FAHR &R
] %@r g, IEW oMT GF Ag w4,
W AR qAF AOFH ®ITT FTHUT
T4 g awdf 1 gafey 3O ot § P
frifes fedmm Tae #1 s F%
A gu Fgur, FEmEr, sewTEl &
FHT IT T FI—dT 92 A F0
TRA T W FT Y G | 9N ¥ TS
F I 7 G fvrg, 93 a1 WY 3G,
Fur TS fAwaar §

T 1 F AT § AR gL ARy
T GHSAT ERT | JTIHT FAAT g9 foR
TR AT qooh & 13 Ay & | /AT §
W A 7 g gve F faw
A et # f% R | s E qen
fF s < AT e w1 e w0
o agt 7 @ & | W gw T Ay,
¥ ggAa W AT I, @ T A TIE W@,
T FAT W, a7 9% qOaER F 41K
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T | stgr Y foraw 9 faed s
warf fr g fae Sr foar s
AfFT w1 AR AN §, SER
fax oo FT FL R § 7 A ARG
Zadr et g fF uw 9<% g 9w
fedem & A ¥ qATRE & & /T &,
AfF T g9 9@ | g, TR gGT T
FH 8 Q@ &, g9 aF {6 e f5 §
TE TS FT LHT §, IAHT A1 (G
Ak ek we @ 2 g g
Aar SfY, sref oTs faeaa dw W @
& A FRT AR qG7 F, AT TR
T 48 &; § g IR I, I
q qrg wTeR Ay T

g forew & o< qer ¥ ANE
g waifaw @fear st B f
g A & g fafreet sughaa #t
feqar A 8, SES Sgw & feaAr
TIT FWQ RN e e Faw &
AR gw fafreex age o&F Fody
gy gu WY wEmteT W Fg A
dgwar § | 3 oot € o g dgear
swghaa & Sgar & fagrT ¥ §9 saran
B ST &, 77 w9 awa €, At gwan
T8 ew ey fe swgham &t st
fERIET FTAT ATTHT T HeAAT 3 |
I ok FAT § | N9 qa § 5
STET T qoh T g &, TAHT q2fud
AR qeF o1 farafdl 57 @ i &
FR w9 Fg fwar g wnfed, a9 gaa
FUC AIFEAT g 1 FABT AT I qEY
IF T E TR AT FTE R T
Al w fawga Ay @ &, SEw
JAE AR AR FAT A8 &, 9%
e, gF AR NS FY aog ¥
T T & S0 & | A AR
F AR AT g AR W™ gU
Hig gFX Far § 5 9w, 97
WET, aTfe &F 99 SR T 99 |
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gt wr et (fee) W=
W AT AT |

At mfar gt ¥ I aIE
i U

2 famagw AAtETE ARy
H AR ATV ST FT AT & |

oft mefar vt [T oI w|w
aeqE ¢ # fag wEr 9wwdr g
¥ fr forge™ &7 g9 qEEET §
qegT & T WY AT F AIHA W ARG R
W ALY e qt aved & At { ag
AF F7 7@ 41 F T g2 Fgar &
AL AT, FE AR AR gZ { AT
&, fs AT SH 7 oS A e a8 @
f& SR FraEE #1339 ARA F fod
QST g FET § AR A 3w W
ST & | AT ALY, ATIHRT T qEY
3 o w8 0% § 97 72 & AR uW
Y ST AT &, Wi SHEA & A
¥ | IR ANG THE F HEH T 3 |
w1y e sfvear ear w fed 5 o9
S s i gl @a w8,
A 2fgy S @ sAwEr AW A,
®T F1 79 A @t | fak gmfad B
3 9 | WOH THIAT W STE J@A
¥ wa &, fafaeed ot gawm § 99,
@ ¥ | T HqTIhA T AT HAA
31 gu e W AT F A
Fnr fF fom e & freefa ¥ gw
FNT A 2 HI HQE FUAT, T, W
WIGHT TIT TAF TET, d TG FT AW
FN, ARG Fq F ok g {19 T
IR T A F1 fAae g
=<1 @l f5 2w 1 g ¥ fog ag-
AT 9297 | gWiAY R, MI AT &
WEYT &1 STEY | SH1E AT, I3 09
zqY SR g 9y W) 9g "
Fife f g aw F1 IFET ] )
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& qg oot FET 9ngan g owaan
F SATH ¥ T 71T TS H)T T
F Y & qFEAT EhT AT, A 7] fag
AT A dEAT FA § | AfEE A
freht vefrma R AR F T X
BT ZAT 41, AT § UF g5 AT AAAFT
q1Y 2 9 " e gifafess qqva o
ST AT, a1 IF THA ¥ AT FE X
IS JA A w o fFan, @Er o7
FAE T F AT AET g 1 WO
g fF Loo TR gz @
A TF FTNE F1 a9 7 3 98 A
AMAT ¥ qET AqAMGS AT WA {1
TR o qF T q49Id AT g, qoh
¥ wfaer &1 ga waT §, qes A
far Y =1 gars ovar 8, gew F) T2
fadt #1, A GO S 77§ 5 3waw
Qoo FIATEMLY FY Y F4r Fr ;g A
R TG TR, AFA TF W AR
Y G e | T gfer o Aw @
@, q9 % TR AT FH FAT
T FT W, T A AT | AR
Y WEd §3 B | 4 TF O § AR O
& A ¥ 9o 3¢ & o www wvaw
HATEY & fore ont % @ A, § 0w I
I F W FI T RN 9T FTH
21373 50 T q £ AW A6V E
SIGGIECEERIU I TR S AL I S L)
gifest w79 & forg oo = @@ @
s ¥ fygmm @ amEne w7
¥ foaqg oot gfeer Y 2 T 3 @
TR I FTAT IS § | AT A
TEIK &, F T qow A FAT 9T FIW |
fom =it & 57 woF 7 Fw e @,
THHT AT ¥ owrw R @, Ay
gl s d gaiT fr g, a & @ 9
# ToVT FAT IS £1 F g wdF
T ¥ WEAT § AR g7 I 359T
FA &, TN F1% 75 TGy ¢ | Afew q
AEITATET F AU F ATT S FIY Y
< & <f@d a1 sarar =T g
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[=rt amfa= wreit]

AT T qoh | S AT TR &,
MR § AR dgrT §, 399w
giferae gy & um 7K wgan 5 Wy
@qu@'aﬁﬁaﬁ'm% ST
g & 1w g7 ifrme 3 1 afwer ag
Wt ey frm avg ¥ &y A
gFET &, star fE &5 o fas fear
wrer gfeat Wsa F & ¥ AR ag 7o
FH FT T USIEEIHT F ATV F
S qGAT AGAHT FT SATET GTABT
F &, I &1 SATET UZaeTEHe ferar
g @ifF I yElasa s9E | W
feelt Zr@mT #1 geaehkde &4 g,
;g WX Geqerewie qF9 & fAT
e & faars £9 a1d faa a1 sasT
geaeizode faad @m@r & | wfEy
TgFmETAET g e fam F AL W
T FE ZT HY 57 o 71 Fy % gafo
¢ faur far g g @ 9g U q%© B
qafsaw a1 a9 T § fF aane
&Y TP FL G9HT FTLHIT 6T F, 1@
GFTT FT& HYAT I H{AT F7Q 3 |
gafeq w17 F9T AT gy | S
TEHY IIWA T JIATH, qEHA G
dSmA, TR ¥ TR &, GE; AW
fedm o1 sfear & & waga oF9
& | A TGT T HT QF WIA 7 5°F
Y § o f 38 w9 & Aragy TSI SAv
¥ A 3@ty B1g &7 § 7 9 swim
¥ @7 EFT AT § |1y T feuifwe
Fag g1 A | AfwT ggl 9T oy ArEd

THT 8 fF Democracy in danger.
Percon who is standing for

election is in jail, 78 &Y T T
¥ get foar @ @rfs g IEHT B {
T Foe Iast B1g faar |

QF RIAAG §JET g qT ST 74T |

st sitfag wSY S wRHT @
et & WNT WY & S9FT AA uig fear
R g AFT W) T gHFeE § A
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| 73w agran av ) g qEry & o

|

AT & i 917 A7 PR 0T gwar Fan
9T, a1 QAT I FY qraA 3 Ay F gy
3 ofaqa w91 fow 99 #7 gEE
qfag gwATT 41 SuE ag A A
AT 47 | R qg WA &I AILAT
FATEAT & T B AL FMfF BT a7 7S
g AR g ag 99 g, forasy gw afag
TAHT 2 | WX g WIRaT &, @t
JqF; AT § W A AGY  HIET
g TV gYET WA | q( FGT AT A@Y I
saty ® F 1 & oy Fa 7 R
FAT 18AT g e Sy & qe 7 |9
=BT T A AT § | FAIA FT FHI0
AL T JTCOG Y AfeTg § g7 4K
g1 AT AT AT F AR F HTE-
foaT #1 AT o, Y 8% AIEHT 3N
T R FZA A wa ;w39
9% MY F qGHC qTAT 7 WA
& g wmn f & @wy wfese Boa T
g AR 98T § AT ¥ @ &, 747 fowar
STF | AT A war fF afew w1 g2
ar WEHY FOY Y ¥ @AT &, FTHT
IITRT| FF AT FIETE qA7 & I |
ag FOT g AfEy | AT g5 @
g T §, afET wgw a0 e agd
kg

FEE Y

¥ g ol Fon =vgan § 5 -
free Wi & a1 & AT 4IRS ¥ WR
MY F2 @ F | At T oo ara
qg @7 9TEAT § {5 99 I 9 T
faeel %Y gaTe O A1 3 9 feE g7
ToH FI I T F9 I H FRiAee
F ATHIT A, JF TR gL Fhaeor 7
9y T 4 /T ¥ g IR T &Y
grafadl & &1 ¥ w@ e dfws
T FEF FIA FB FQ g, A1 4 draq
TR g § o g FHE ael w5
3 TG ] IW U AT AFT I §
TA@R WY & AR FW Fw W
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sig FHfaee 3 | &, qIF A9
Y safaat &7 3% Xy, a1y & W H
gy mreEr WY &y | ggEr & Ay
Iegia farcarr oY & g wiiide #:7 faan
% mre gy o faer s SR awgdl
& wraer § d fewdde go ady w3
o I fgema 3fea fF fFrag @
< fra fgemg 3919 9 THWe FE
% fr mmd frr F o7 w9GT w AR
F9F AT F g9 FL A TF 3D T9A TGI
& | gaAT MYEAET SgiA 99 QAHT
F qrhq % fear 911 ¥ g@Ey awdle
§ AE S AEAr g0 A F ag we
=rgaT § fo ot N7 awEw #, Fraq g
Ff @A H T TG gL AL
FaraT fewfaga &1 Agy & Best deffe-
nce is offence. gafam gro yax ITAT
1 quiry A A FT T JHAT §
FEFT GATA FITY, ATIRT F THS T
g #fay #R qarfaws # w0
q@Tg 7 ey | wiaw ag w8 fawn §
fie ga wmadt ST § § 1 o ag w
F2a & g oo sTadt <@ §, 9 ag T
78 T fF 3,000 HIFHT @A 1 W
g uF WIEHT &1 o ¥ W@ o) fgrgeana
F wAT F faqH F9 FE@T 3 ) 9
U A R FT JE@ 31§ agifw
uEF AAH W9, @S HrHarEy
LHEC A

Suri1 DAHYABHAI V., PATEL:
Mr, Vice-Chairman, Sir, it 1s not easy
to make up one’s mind on the pro-
position that ig before us. For every
believer in democracy, for every be-
liever in the principle of individual
freedom and the democratic rights of
the people, it is very difficult to sup-
port a measure of this type.

o

[Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRT AKBAR
Arx KHaN) in the chair.]
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But on the other hand one has to see
how the law is being administered n
this country. In the context of what
has happened in the past two years
particularly after the emergency, one
is inclined to reconsider the situation
and scratch one’s head. We have
heard that in the Mother of Demo-
cracies during the war period a legis-
lation of thid type was passed. It
was with great regret that they did
it and as soon as the emergency there
was over the people in detention
were released. I would draw the
attention of thig House to the re-
marks of no less a person than Mr.,
Winston Churchill whose policies we
opposed for many reasons but who
was an upholder of democracy in his
own country. If we want to set up
a proper type of democracy in this
country let us learn some of the les-
sons that are available there. I
know, Sir, there are friends like the
last speaker who will hold up the
bogey of Communists against  us
every time May I ask in all humi-
lity what you are doing about the
Communists in your own party? We
hear very loud voices every time in
this House on every occasion. What
are 'you doing about them? When the
Defence of India Bill was introduced
in this House I had told the then
Home Minister that we supported the
measure. We said our opposition to
the Government WwWas not on every
measure. We supported the Govern-
ment on the Defence of India Bill.
But we hopeg that the Government
would take courage ang take action
against many people who had been
undermining the defence, whether
they sit on those Bencheg or on these
Benches. There is the classical ex-
ample of Mr. Krishna Menon, while
in charge of the Defence Ministry. ?f
you read the Reports of the ) Public
Accounts Committee you will see
how thoroughly he undermined the
Defence Ministry, how he wasted
funds, not utilised funds. What did
Government do? Are we going 1o’
give powers like preventive deten-

tion to that Government?
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AR WA fag dwgad
(v9m@) : srgaratg A, 9g q¥ qIw
faarat @13 91

Sart DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
I quite agree. The hon, Member
draws my attention to the fact that
it wag my father who brought foi-
ward this measure. Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta quoted from his remarkg and
from what he hagq said: Will the
Congress Party be able to produce
another Sardar Patel, an adminis-
trator of that type, a man who was
Incorruptible, who kept the feel of
everything? I am sure I and many
other Members of thig House will
agree to give them powers under the
Preventive Detention Act. But they
have produced people of other type,
people who are susceptible to several
mfluences. We¢ have the Serajuddin
case,

Surr JOSEPH MATHEN: Unfor-
tunately, Sardar Patel was not able
to produce a son like himself

Sert  DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
You are not discussing his son. It will
be a long time before you discuss me
and whether you discuss me or not,
you better think of the rot that is
taking place in your own party. See
where you are going. Why do you
point at these Benches when there
have loud voices of communism in
your own party? What are you
doing about them? My friend oppo-
site was talking of blackmarketeers
and the neej to prevent them. Why
do we get these blackmarketeers? Do
we not get them because of the greed
of the Congress Party for more
and more money? Have we not heard
of the Mundhra episode? Have we
not heard of the reverse Mundhra
episode? And why was that so? In
both cases it was because the Con-
gress wanted more and more money
for election purposes, apart from
anything else. Why did you not agree
to the united demand of all Opposi-
tion Partiey including the Commu-
nists if you please to ban the taking
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of political donations? Because you
had not agreed to this, one cannnt
but come to the conclusion that the
Defence of India Ruleg or the Pre-
ventive Detention Act 13 not against
the Communists but against people
who have opposed the Government
in power. That 1s misuse of the Rules
particularly /in peacetime. Where is
the emergency today? Do we know
it? We are told that there is the
emergency. People must tighten their
belts, We heard of how the emer-
gency was celebrated in Jaipur very
recently when there was the Jaipur
session of the AICC and we are told
that there is going to be a repetition
of that somewhere else, in Bhuba-
neswar., Well, we will see the blue-
eyed boy of the Prime Minister,
celebrating at Bhubaneswar also in
the same spirit So you should not
talk of the Defence of India Rules
or the Preventive Detentlon Act.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Sarr
AKBAR ALT KHAN): Let us confine our-
selves to the Bill,

Seri DAHYABHAI V. PATEIL:
Mr. Vice-Chairman the remarks of
the previous speaker provoked me
into saying this. T hag no intention
of saying all this. It isg for these rea-
sons that we are constrained to
oppose the continuance of thig type
of power to a Government which is
not qualified which has not proved

itself capable of administering the
Rules properly.
When the war came, when the

emergency came, an appeal was made
to labour to work hard, Everywhere
you got response, irrespective of par-
ties. The defence workers, the fac-
tory workers, everybody put in their
best, but not the labour leaders The
labour leaders on both sides got busy.
We want more. The factories are
earning more. Ang there was no
thought of the country. As I said,
when the Defence of India Rules
were brought into force there was
competition between my friendq who
sits there and my friend who sits
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here in trying to get the votes of
labour andq to become more popularl.
The country was forgotten. The
emergency and everything else was
forgotten. It boileq down to a ques-
tion of getting votes and the elec-
tions, If the Preventive Detention
Act is going to be used for this pur-
pose, how can you expect anyone
with a conscience, anyone who be-
lieves in democracy, to support the
Bill?

We have heard that there is a cer-
tain type of blackmarketeer who can-
not be dealt with otherwise than
under the Defence of India Rules.
Mr, Vice-Cha'u'man. I woulg like to
draw your attention to something
that wag said in the other House, by
an hon. Member of that House, if
you please. He said that he purchased
half the quantity. One thousand
quintals of gur were allowed to be
imported. Half of it wag given to his
two societies, The cost was from
Rs. 57 to Rs. 61. Allowing Rs. 2 to
Rs, 2} for transport, the cost should
be Rs. 60 to Rs. 63. On the floor
of that House that hon. Member ad-
mitteg that he had to pay a bribe to
get the wagons, to get transport.
Under the normal rules of this coun-
try, the person who pays bribe is
guilty as much as the person who
takes it. I would like to know what
the Home Minister wag doing when
this statement was made in front of
him not many days ago? Only few
days ago he said that he wasg cons-
trained to give the bribe.

s} farrerge AeTenTerl Srefa
F WO I A W A 4 |

Sarr DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
The next point is that the rule re-
quires the co-operative societies to
make no more than a profit of 6} per
cent. I understand this society made
e profit of 30 per cent on this quan-
tity that wag imported, after paying
bribe. The bribe was supposed to be
Rs. 7. The cost in the books of the
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society would, therefore, come to Rs.
67 to Rs. 70. It was sold on a profit
of 30 per cent The ordinary traders,
who got the balance, were selling it
at Rs. 20 lesg than this rate. Yet the
Congress leaders sifting in the next
House were making this admission in
front of the Home Minister. If the
Home Minister will only examine
the conditions of Delhi, the land
fransactions, the land development
about which we hear so much
both Houses he will find that il is
only in conformity with this pattern.
And yet the present Home Minister
expects us, this House apg this coun-
try to give him the same powers that
an jllustrious predecessor of his was
given and which he took very re-
luctantly and apologetically with an
assurance that it would not be con-
tinued.

With the Congress Party every ex-
ception is becoming the rule just
because it suits its convenience. We
are opposed to this, We are proud
that this country can call itself a
democracy, although surrounded by
totalitarian countries all around. We
are proud that it is one of the few
countries that can boast of a parlia-
mentary system of Government in
the present context under this threat
which is growing larger and larger
and enveloping all over, Yet, I am
afraid, I cannot vote to give this Gov-
ernment more power. My fear ig that.
I have been expressing it for the
last few days and I would like the
Congress Party to take heed. Yes-
terday I warned my capitalist friends
saying that it was the wooden handle
of the axe that fell the forest trees.
I would like to warn the Home Min-
ister and the back-benchers sitting
behind him. Take heed. You have got
the same people sitting in your ranks
and those handles will use you to
take power, When it suifs them they
will use the axe against you. You
gave them an opportunity a few
months ago of staging a drill or
demonstration of how they will come
$o Delhi,
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The next time they come they will

not bz sitting there. Your own rules

will be applied against you. You will

be all in detention. (Interruption).

4 pM,

My friend there does not under-
stand. Only this afternoon we had
a sample of the tragedy that occurs
when people who do not understand
interrupt hon. Members when they
are talking sense, Poor Mr, Pathak
made a slip of the tongue because
somebody interrupted him. Sir, I
have been pleading with the Chair,
with the House, and pleading with the
other parties to curb the tendencies of
such people. These interruptions are
not going to deter me. If I make a
mistake, I will correct myself
straightway. I will not have to go
into the lobby and confabulate with
somebody else to get something ex-
punged. That will not be my posi-
tion. But if people on that side go
on like that, as I told you yesterday,
I will interrupt every Minister, I will
block the proceedings of this House
if the Congress Party does not take
heed. The hon. Member who is in
the habit of interrupting everybody
here without understanding the sub-
ject of what is being talked must be
curbed. This is my appeal to you,
Sir, and through you to the party. If
not, you will compel us to retaliate,
whether preventive detention or not.
We are not going to be deterred by
this sort of thing.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR:
AxBAr Arr KHaN): I assure you
that the Chair will see to it that order
is kept in the House.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: At least
in one place we do not have preven-
tive detention in this House.

Sarr DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: Mr.
Vice-Chairman, it is for these rea-
sons that with great reluctance I can-~
not in spite of myself agree to vote
such powers to such a Government,
and therefore I oppose this Bill.

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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Dr. K. . NARASIMHA RAO
(Andhra Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, this Bill was first introduced in
Parliament in the year 1950. The then
Home Minister, Sardar Patel, intro-
duced this Bill just within one month
after the inauguration of the Consti-
tution. He was anxious to avoid this
Bill but in the country’s interest he
had to move for the passage of this
Bill. At the time of the passage of
this Bill there was actually some
trouble from the Communist Party.
They were behaving in a dangerous
way and were trying to subvert the
country’s public peace. That is why
the Bili was introduced for the first
time then.

Sir, the objects of this Bill are
maintenance of public order, defence
of India, maintenance of supplies and

services, protection of India from
foreigners, etc. This Bill is inten-
ded to deal with such persons who

could not be otherwise produced in
the court but whose detention is es-
sential for the protection of the civil
liberties of the millions of people
of the country.

About the argument that this Bill
curtails the civil liberties of certain
sections, we must consider the fact
that the civil liberties of millions of
people are threatened by the violent
activities of these persons, and these
persons have to be detained for pre-
venting their violent activities.

Sir, in a democratic country such
as ours we believe in freedom and in-
dividual liberty. Every political party
has a right to propagate its own views
s0 as to persuade the people to act
according to their views. But simp-
ly because they differ from the deci-
sions taken by the Government, they
cannot be left free to carry on a cam-
paign of active resistance against Go-
vernment, and they cannot preach
hatred and indulge in subversive
activities to displace the Government.
Sir, whether good or bad, laws passed
by the Parliament and by the State
Legislatures must be obeyed by the

people.
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Sir, some hon. Members in the
other House named this Act as a
‘lawless law’ and ‘a black Act. We
are at a loss to know how this is a
lawless law. This was passed by
Parliament. The representatives of
the country have passed it, and as
such it isalawful law, constitutionally
or otherwise. It is a popular law also
because it is accepted by the majority
of the people. Sir, many of us do not
believe that obedience to law is the
first condition for the successful func-
tioning of a democracy. We pass
laws here and we defy them outside.
In fact the respect for jaw has become
very low and people even for minor
grievances think of starting ‘satya-
graha’. They resort to breaking laws
ag if law-breaking is the only weapon
left for them to redress their grie-
vances. For instance, take the ldn-
guage movement. If there is a diffe-
rence of opinion, they will not abide
by the law of the land but they resort
to breaking the law leaving to the
winds other ways of representation,
leaving aside the wishes of the peo-
ple. Even the top-most men in the
party have scant respect for the law
and naturally the infection is carried
down to their followers.

Disruptive elements are there in
the country, and in the border areas
an atmosphere is created and pro-
paganda is being carried on that
Chinese rule is preferable to Indian
rule,

This Bill merely seeks extention of
the period for another three years,
and this extension has become neces-
sary in view of the fact that there
are still diverse elements, political,
social and communal, which could be
instigated by people for their own
exploitation and for their own gel-
fish ends, As such, as long as these
conditions continue in the country,
for the security of the country Go-
vernment must be armed with extra-
ordinary powers, Sir, this may be a
black Act according to some people
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but, unfortunately, there are black-
er men in our land doing very black
deeds and so, this Biil restrains those
people from indulging in those acti-
vities. Do the hon. Members of the
Opposition seriously mean to say that
such elements should not be restrained,
shouid not be taken into custody? In
fact the hon. Minister was pleased to
say that this Act did not apply to
legitimate and peaceful ways of
expressing grievances.

that this
vindict-
party.

It is evident from facts
Bill has not been enforced
wely against any particular
It is provided with sufficient safe-
guards so that the innocent people
may not suffer. The Advisory Board
which deals with these cases, con-
sists of retired Judges of eminence
and they are provided with vast
powers. The Board is independent
of the Government and of Govern-
ment officials. The Government must
provide them with the necessary
information about the cases of these
detenus. All the persons detained
must be provided, within five days,
with the grounds of detention and
they should be given all opportunities
to represent themselves before the
Judges and this Board must give its
verdict within 12 weeks of detention
and they must say whether the deten-
tion must continue or whether the
person should be set free. If they dec-
lare that the person should be set free
and that there are no sufficient grounds
for detention, he must be set free, and
the Government has no other option.
With these safeguards, there is no
scope for the miscarriage of justice
especially at the hands of such emi-
nent men constituting the Board.
Extraordinary conditions still exist
in our country. As such, the exten-
sion of this Act is necessary in view
of the fact that there are still anti-
national and anti-social elements in
the country, and to restrain their
activities, this Act is well suited in
the present conditions of the country.
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Y famegaTT wRTETAAT AT
IyEwT wREw, Wt ag  fEfea
fezemm foa swqa fean @ @ S
fadty 7% & faq & @gr gEv g
q8Y¥o ¥ JZ FTAT AT 41, T qX
Ha f6F ¥ 2t A F fay aemn
T § WX ST T uF F gATL qTAA
seqa fFar mar & 1 ag weaTEr 9
FT FA & WIT IYH WIG  qG @
fe oa samEawms g T W I
¥ FEF FI @ A | AR AqTr A
FY afrfeafa oay 78 & & gav Al
F I gU T FTAA T WAGIFAT 31
fog, gAT |vETT A S a4 sHS
B ot g€ & 1 38 A1 g e
SHAE  FT ATH odl @A 8, W 3"
TE F Mg W ST ST g
0T S9ad 9T FIF ¥ E@ET F FA
FT T @A ATeAT & 1 W T AT
F F4Y oY =T T 7Y fF T -
g F Fd 9T fE@dr el & fawmw
FHATET F @ A FAT T AR
o 37 fammr =ty s sifqy
ZA ) gu & gre feww ww gfean
UFE FF qATY N gTE F1 quhA A
o g zafay fF o awy & &
Y gET g A TS TG I
# g fams wifgd | w2 ag -
afea fegrmm uxe mw gk fowr
FE Q@ AN F TG @ | AR AG
< guE &% FF § faad s
TATE &I ATl FT Fe IV AT A

&g

39 FA FT @YT IF F @A
IO AW FAT AT T WX qar
wrar & fF S gue d@faae & s
dqee aftew & Afyre &Y § sy
HY & AT IIAAT ATeY & | SWH gAY
iy fau & fF :15 ey e

FY AAE I TFAT §, IR F FAA
AT FY F7Ea7 FLET FaAT §, AT
w7 & weav dfoedz & g I¥ A
FEAT T3AT, 3% g9 fEEr gwC A
SqTEAT TEY g AT Ag ey At Ay
AT I FEA ¥ FANT g6 OFIH
¥ T AR AR EFEA F T A
THY HUAT JAeAT 7 TG § M
dfqur g wgw wiwwT I g IR
FuR @ afqery FweT AQrgy & St
difeg wom Sy & 1 &% gt
fogl & g a7 791 FQ@ gu 9g WY
Famar fF oF A g §, TeaA v
g S Erd R F a9 W &, ¥ Ay
gEqT W &, AfFT A F AW 9T
Ag T &, 9uF ama fomEwE 3ar
g g% qTT A A IEHT GATHT A
T

Representations by detenus du-
ring the period 1st Qctocer, 1962 to
3oth September, 1963—gg# FA
3ce &@mi F feume 3WI =¥
T ggm fosRmm &y 0 &=
F& IR fFar W IuE 9w Iy
F® THEREA g wnE g fvogw
T|a GO ¥ 3T FEA g, T§d B
TRYT § T Fgq &1 WX THFT 7qAT
78 & fF o uslegfen & gru ey
qor gIAT & SW 3 IR 9X 99 39T
FC "o foig 39 & e FQ R,
AT F e a7 T9r arar ) ¥ °ag
ST | 5 owr o @ 5 oow
WY 3 § qg AEWHAT 4] @l IRy
6 a1 dt arEge F9 O ¥ TR
O qIOE Y AEEEaT 98 a1 fe-
G T A ¥ THAAT ANH HT
QEIFaT 92 | 0F @ 9 I9% qar
T fod T ag W wEEar #
gaRsEsfe §ag M T &
ufemagfer @t fooe o), 9% o §
¥, 399 fede #@ ¥ fadr fwed
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FISEA FT g A o4 F, Ry
FIGTEA FT TET FE FT AR AGN
& oafey | a8 W 9T 91w arar
g 98 AF T & 1

LG AAT T SIET qF gt g F
7+ fgars FAAE FE §qE9T
# | g9 915y & i gl o Mg
qeEl w1 O FI | gW A1 AT FEA & (%
59 %yl § gg arfad g g fF
3 G qT gRIR TE AT & o faega
MG F1a H weww g, W qar fx
&R § THT Fam R g g
&I U AL ST g, q A WR-
FR &1 Afgy 5 weq MITEr FL |
TR gaR g ag fadfea feemm
7 Y @, o ATSo [0 ST, AT TS
g T Y g A § WG F°T I
FW AW & 1| T AR FEA a7 §
I 3TT TO IT FEI A FAV G W
3 a7 A foarg &

ag Y w71 v v qgerd: st &
faaTs q F197 F FWH o0@T T |
& Y & FI0 A FIA FT JILY ey
g, g 919 T AR § g wrs
T a9 St w1 w4 F folr & g
faafrrg fedam dxe &1 "awEar
& T GEA R FAA GAR TE AN
31 gAR g FE w A § s
T ITH fa%g FEATE! |1 AT THAT
g | T T IFR FT LedHe @I 55
HTEAT AT g fF AT wUE g
A1 g9 w9 & foum & fa¥ ar gowr
awtaal &1 feard & foo feo e @
FART T AT § |

wH oF g frar 3 5 ow
frwy St g2 @ ag “aw g F-
#7” 7 g% & 13isT 59 IFR
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Political affiliation, if known, of the
person detained. AY g  TrgiEEAN

wag ¥ g1 1 qifafesdt @
yar ¥ 9@t e wmedT &Y
F1§ 481 §, T&T 9F AU A T 1 G I
arar ag fagar a1 & ag w@adqq
a7 | ¥R a8 (L9 FTqq ST F19 G
arEt 3w F A9 TE, 37 9% Fiw fuftex
HIET T AT 47 SATTF HEST AT |
ud ar gar wrar g foad sRia #
AT 7 & gafedr faw wss W
fe=r

I TE § AT T AT AT E
7g 3% @il & fad a7 & AT 39
vl & faar 7o ok §9 @i ¥ forlr
o g FWIT | gER qaawar  faa
T ot T3 F A F A | IB T
guar ¥ T war 5 uw B2 Ay
¥ wraer ¥ 7 a7 gdr ar g e
FX faegd ved Qaw &l | Sarfw
qIH AR § T AT F A F TR
Tgas g%, ¥T© AT F7 fewya gwn
HY SART FIHT O A I7 747 | g0
s safwaa safeda dag @ar g
2 g% T F HFIAT Y AL FHIA
q9qT § IERT JOAT AW, qqT, TH
F FHT A TR ASAL FE JIIT
& WA TRy § W 3% fau am
T fedma 29 & T #E AW g
ZRIQ FRFR FTT § I f gwrdt gwa
F 7Y wrdt | guF fauda o=@ gae A
gRodte @™ ¥ F wiww §  faet
MR & arge g fad ag #7q 5 faedt
# A AT § 7 go T H F9 § 73-
fog 72 & v o3 §  fFey avg A
qx Ay gAr =fgd, a1 Suw fay
gl ;T qAT A ¢ AR
9 I F drg= § a8 7 e gl
quy ¥ qg [qa@ 987 Al g fF g
AT F wegg cEARS A ¥ fad

i
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[=) frragar aeE@NT F1fear ]
Tg 38 F1 sfaaed 13 § owndy § arfE
A% WrHE gAY, 77 O avg & sxaer
2 ? f ¥ a1 wgy & M gEe qar
am| w3 ¥ foy wg fr & 1 wR
F3 TIY FCOT & A 9 Fgar g O
¥ wret o WY wa § qvew e
g, Wgrarlt #3F U oz dfvg, @
ag 3w arg wrw 4@y T § 1 fom
At 71 AT R FEAT TS § I7ET A7
FZET A § [T AT F wIT Ty L ar
37 BT A & 1 T AT FTAA AT Y 7
frat & fa¥ a1 o7 7= F § AR
feat & o 7df %7 §, g @ &=
EEABSU SIS

s ¥ uw AT qC 9 M 37
foay 3 ¥ 3gi = 5 oF FREREd AR
¥T FTEITT F 9T F AWM QF WEUA
L g7 & @ faar s, geiR g
¥ fordy QY 1 wI T S AW EER
T A ERA G A, FAT law
& 97 | IFN T IE ¥ g3W fFAEr
fe gardr qemg Fer & W@ A
g FFR T dYo Fo go F wragy
st freen &7 foar o ¥ ognA
s gAIfey gwrar & feay o g
Y ferr Ser 1 Y qIM F e ¥
Frar & I a8 & F 37 w1 A7 ofv @0
AT E | WL FE TAAT § AT SHHT qg
T frar Syar § ML fBT W9 FEw §
fegRAWATATT R 13T AR
gl TXEE A § 7 gara ww
AR FATF a7a FAH W A7 WX
FE AT AV TP AT IHFT T
F% faar s

AIET F ATAFAN FEUAT T
g Fa 78 91 fF 59T gfaw mfe-
gl F X § oY A # frera fowm
i G ITHT AN IFKS AT HIT IqT
Iy g9 fEmr w0 w=t s

A% fgars dYo Sto To & IWHI
frar mar o 9 fireware F2 fen
o

dro E¥o To 77 WHFHT frgas gwk
FEX F g Wr § A I§F qieq
TA AT AR 9T AVBIAE & 3G wwY
g1 & Ot M agr 9% @A el
difew adf &% gwdt & | F A7 madr
TGT TT T ALY FE THGT AV TR Fgam
& a1 Iusr 19 Qe & wowg e
Ffarsmar g | & wedlw q47 o &
qBaT "gar 5 AELEE % Wy
gl &F IR F a@y Ffae 5 Freg
FI FAT IH IE B T E ) FE T
TIAT 4T A FOUAT q@T @ e
g7 7z zAT 9w F dFe A1 A
2 fa gard el g A 3ad wfud
ot fax v & f5 a@r o fady
AT &7 fgewa 73 i ag uodAT st
gt @F | Jur i &Y qmy fr dam
F WET & A AgT TV TOHEA ¥ 5q
ARG NI FT AT AT @I & | A9
SRR Wl § agd & frgwR 2w ®
TTAT & AfFH AAAT § WA S Ty
HYATS T FLaT § TA6T 309 Freemre
FT A E | zafad ug wavas g 0w
BT NF MIHT FUAT AT FT 3T
FV g I Sud fFdT a¥E #7 TwAe
F & 34 fear & guwrdr a7 ¥ 3@
TEE FEAT AR |

TR HITTFRG IAEG, T3 &
FE g I § | W e wga § fr
TR A H sqasqT wogy agy ",
gUIR FOA FTiwE IR frae g
A 9T 9T ANE-AS g Sar & 1 ar &
HTHETT & BT Agar 7w wrg 359y ay
A AT ATRd & (¥ JEr TR
FUIT 9T qEFFHT FoAAT 7T 7 fFEY FY
qgh 9T & FT gSATIS qGT gor, fape
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#Y [OAT W AW FLE AT SO AGT
Y, @t Far Ty A dAdE § 7
e W TEd & fFoag Jw o gard
g W A7 AW SEw fqd FT 9
¥ fr oY Zar) W EW agt st 9T
frdY ®t 1w aTaH B ATTEFAT AL L.
A 7 gvg F a1d S AF WY g |

Y qg ¥ gL WA OEE
qrEa & o fgar 9 agenar &
¥&l 0T @ uEd & 9w faan i
T TEAY HT AETEIT 1T § W IW
w7 {ET #4A & foq  ag wgdy
feet o @ & AR SE A e @
fawgare w7 faar mar g1 @ (7 A=
R g fw ...

=Y M TR QBT : 7 CAAT-
T FT T AT |

N fawAgare wEATeRY  9ie-
faan : wamTEE T @y g At Iw B
Qe T a1 97 73T AgY F @y AT
ﬁfﬁﬁﬂ‘i}m'{@'ml T H1T &
fefaae Wi #1e ¥ $15 s A
AT AL A1 99 F g I F1 AT
ST EHAT AT ! gATR AT AT @ F
wfaFTT § & St o 39 a7 A
* § 9 frerne feam o @ 30
FACF G IR AR T F AR F
T HE FE §HATF | ATHA AT A7 A
faage & 5 frfoae Dde s
|TRT & ATAEd ST T AT AT qHT & 4
I ¥ PR A vwe any fowr s
T FI qEAEFAT A5 A1 gafad A
T fraaT § 5 a0 @ A #
It TE R T F WG A F §
HI FEY T ATHT & qF AW FE §
g AT ST § Stgt 9% et & amy
W i § /I FEr 9% fopely & @
AT T g7 FFaT AT & % A
# F AT P FOA T FEA @
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AT 9T ST T AT 8, I FE
FF § G 9 ¥ Fga §, 3% Frewmt
F¥ foar S g

Sq agt 9 g Qde a9
1 @Y TTAT 97 JY S A4 AL TL1T
wey I & faar off, o ayieTe EE
S, St s frar v Swwr #X oG9
TIHI AYE § 97T | g7 FAA AT I
FA FT A ATHR IEA a3 AT
wiei § 38 §WT 3T F9 &7 fag fam
a1, 38 faa 71 faly fpam am) 3 ardy
T W # frae § @9z @
o) geor ag ¥ B g£ &) a8 &Far
foe oo gw AT 7 € AR S gUA W
I g IUET A gH FGTMT AT fAQEy
AT A W AT W faQe w19,
aY AT ST qg AT FA FT WY § TG
F TE FET B

QF RAIAAT §EET : OTT TG F7 @

g1

s fawergwre wawweh W
fear : ¥ mfac st aEa F1 qoo
AT AW I A Fg1 5 i qar 7
g fo o fadly siw o) fegearn
FT THEAT AT AT AT HAS AT HqIH
A 7 987 Aqr 911 1 &F fAdga w0
T g fF s fragram g |
afs fael sOEdT ¥ 9TRY 1% qOd
qIIHY ATAT & a1 F9HA w1 9 fomy
smar &1 afy sAT maz wF arr
FAGHT 2 A1 IGHT qA F wiiow
FY AT &1 WL 54T FIX ATAT DS
gEq & d IFFT A A 01 f2AT Qv
21 & plearady & 9T gaer & wed
fradad g TN w W ) qE
Tar @ g 6 el W A gars
3N qIAr GEHEE FEIR 9 ATy &
sa & fagwr ar sfqores s
FEAT GFE AL WU AT T &
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[sit fawetg W qrarmm@s Fi<fear]

f& gara maw faedft axg & oy @
98 39 a1 & faear 98 we fF w
F1 wra 6 axg § weer g1 e aw
¥ e fewr ®@ s@ A9 & fed ag
A FET § AR T NG F weawa
Sar ff F199 98 e @ a1
J|r 5 swenTyR frasf &7 9@ I
AT 41, a8 5" N qx g ™A
T4 g g Sy o471 T awg ¥
T g 7 I T T §
A Fa1 § FAF g @@ T o
frg & 39X 9 X @ & AT
FEeET § A F 1 a7 F ggl W 47 FIr
e § {6 fw aw @ aform sa
TeFT FT g o F A8 9@
AT 9T, IET AT F FAT &Y I Y
| 9T g9 @ a1 A 9 7 AT g1
T, SHY g ¥ w1 F7 57 a8y aform
o arr g f5 s oz@ A
¥ T ST FETT g AT | ar gEy
feafq 7 &1 w9, afad & fades so
ATZATE 6 ATT HEETH FF 37 aXE
@ 9 (99 9 3w w1 fga g

TG S T T FA & qE TATR
F FEE AT TS WA
W FT AV Q¥ HIE T FET aq04T g,
fem 78 @1 9o FT, WA FT Ft T
F5aT | a8 N FIT &, Q@1 wwar § 5
TR S AR O F fga @ oy
FHIET & 3% 9% OF FAT & AT &
HX DA 959 F INT TH FAT T
AT AT & | WY T ZH WEAT W
g E fegardy g frg ag ¥ s
® A T w1 A a8 @
gHiferd WY 39 AE HT FAT HIGA
g ® & U oy fam g
g W FET AT qF FA IR G

ag JATI F {99 T Fo g AR qr
g a9 wEw & g W aeE
g, gl st & fod weTs weh
faaey fagt YagFagr ) ¥
AT qE T HIA G047 971 I TG
¥ wrT W WS G A I Q §
AT AN F1 AT #T F Ja1 |
I @ &1 (et ) & A ar 9 A,
AT F AT AET gRU AT GOAT
gfag |+ wrrE: w9 g W ag) )
ufaa i § S § e fw awg
FT gt g1y Fifed, fre avg & aars
G FTA AT A0fd | W F &I g
w3 § 7 gufan 3 fie ¥ o8 fasdl 7
I |2y & 1 @ § gg fagza v
AT § fF I o IR At 9w
qAT WIT a7 9 FEETT TT 7Y
gt & 1

o= ¥ & agy fraaw w4 §
fiF GCHE W FTA A FT AT AN
MR ¥ €ege 3F W WA T AL
T |

Y iavpew fawaanta (weg 93w ):
ITATERS FRRT, g W faq a3 &
QA AT 8, B T quegT a7 F
fad @t gam § 1 T U FTH qEE
& T8 & A1 o9 A€ aga sarar &
N Y gEE @ T | afew T A
78 & fF 5@ 717 @1 fadg & ¥ fad
T gt faOet arfent ©F @mw
fawr % & + Frafaee @ @ & B
F@ & & afwa ome, o wd
w1 gad arfeat W 5 oF wwy ¥
ot IAAd of TE & @Y A AW
mMTET WA o @ & |

w5 fwAgAIC AATATOE

Sfear - WId F AT gRI @,
gafad ga arfear g g 7 §
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o Mivgen fawasdita : fre o
& 170 aifent Feqfime o & o
Gt Zaad & oy §, 98 W 9 W
TR % 3@ #1977 71 @ FUA & o
w7 arfeat Fgfael & arg o gaad
& T §

T 1T Bt 9 Y RgGH FT O
5 T 3T 9T AR A7 §, < @
¢ AR M GHIR, aEEd F7 e W
KET;T@% ﬂtﬁwalmaT
q § gAR qoF § §F HEA 4 g
o) T mfas feafs 39 9
fee Ak s F FOUT AT AW A
I AEA I g I FT HIAIT
I F TG W Y wfR T E
Ig A wrfedt 9T @ W P @
fr fow & frdlt oiet w1 X @) | afF
1 =fqq ¥ o967 § 7 R W@
AR 1 gT A GE ¥ A DT E
fedl o # W e U A
o &1 ot arfeat § o &R
T 78 {1 § 1 Ifew 337 ¥ ufwdiew
g N @ AGAT FT R/A T F &
A FF Tl AR 9 IeF W AT AT,
JAH! GFTET X T & | A F fAq |
T ¥ HEIL A, IT F  WIGON A
T g g5 § fF e ot @I WE
¢ #ifF Tega X A F a9
T @G| A wiear M FF afa
W g g e ¥ foed 3 T R
A g Faard ff 9R ww
AT IR gEard HEFRAE |
fedt @1 oF gEIE gAR | H
g7 § W) & FrEr oAt § afeA
FA FH KT 50T F ATA AT AR
FAL A, 7 AT & AT gF faan
T § 39 9 gfaaes @ fgar o @
WX dTwad Ak o FE gsaw
T awdr & AW oSEw A,
difer 3%, wea fae, @ A g
887 RSD—8. |
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ATSTEY § | G ag & o afefwar 8
¥ ogwet faadf ¥ sfye f@ W
& I AT gH 1T T § AT AR §
feaa® faam ifgd | afw wrfefear
R ¥ 7g Al 1 faar m ¢ W)
frdfeq fedam i Se@ @ Ax-wgAr
g1 § aY ag e W FiRedggEa &
U

WIS G A 79 q5F A fh FrAr
Taf@ ¥ 78 99 aFq § Farfw gk
AT WY JTEE ¥ wgr A 5w &
A A Tga I AR g | 9
RECRC R R E e R AR R
% g ¢ fF Su wg A 3w gy 4,
afe & 33 99 ¥ faQy & figean faan
qr | @ Iq S FTFAAT qqfE@w
TG 9 AN A W 48 HEgE FQ
& fr % g 77 T ) Y e
IR R 3% 7 &, ag FA fordt #Y
TG AGT AT § A ™ FH 99 AW
F; AN gz AT I @) faas
FAt § A w1 AT AT § @ Y
F U TG FG | AfFT 99 ;W A
§EAT AR g9 ¥ o § W SEAT g
fagEs Surfes gy & TR )
A aw N afs N o AR
I FHAIT GATAT § qT ST FT UHA &
fod a@ & 99 $3 7 §g #EFR
o7 & =ifed 1 aft wE, warE, &,
AT FEAT, Shiat aieg ATy
FATE g & AT qHAT Q¢ I FEA
T TTIT Y TEY SIAT | WIS AT E &) TR
FCAd ford, Afew aga ¥ @ T ag-
e § oY Tga AT ¥ 93 9 shal
T I & T 3w [ § ) v
F THA grar § 1 zafad @ o
TR AT IEAT § | IS ZH A TEAAE
F1 3w Y @ % fad SR AT
A LR FT TAL A qgF AR qqA
g A A & @ By s womw 7
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o [y Mg fasaaia]
T MY A TF SIS @M &, a Fg
T FYE AR 9 FT WG B A =0l )
1 daeg d3 fied g A fed @
§ I % fas 08 AW qa9E R §
ITHY R0 AT UF W & g A §
faegl & femr Y aoiT & 2 ¥ A
fean fFd T | w0 § 9 fanfeEt
Fard § feda fifd @ | 35 s
gfeefad sk amr fefad & faa
@ W | 73 gWftgw afads @
FoomEy & fad oh8 TH—aw A
WY ¥ | 79 qE A Y T T AT GHT
9 T 92 FAST F ToF § qga 918
W O gET & | o9 A gy a8 §
a1 & ag &0 qoman § 5 gar A
WA afgd aife mf<r gx g
A T | 9 F HATET AT GATY FIHIETT
e B @ AR fgwea w1 @
39 #Y afs 7q w1 gfaare 7Y AT Tngd
& A TaT AT ATF W9 S8 ;I |
& o wgm W § o T
JATET THH ¥ R W@ § 99 ;R
aR foew aga sumar § fegwwa &
aa g, WA AR @ W |
§% wEEl A w7 fF ag s gl
qifeqt & foy &, afe & fad www
‘P @ gFT § | FHT 9T Y T
ITIANT g0 & | zafwd gEd @@ TW®
W e A § W 9y v i
3 IF sidg mide g ® W
WA & faag s I W
fad oz wfgaR wadie oY foaw S
arfgy 1

s wfifem @ = § g9
¥ AT ATE @ U | O I F A=
IR ATIEY &t AT ARG | OF A
& WX IR AYET femm S o
1% Fraq fFar s A SwF am
ag G QW § wFw & | d g

ForEw @ AR § | W WY |
#YE T G  FF T gRaERT N
¥ foe @ wA A g0 ardx w
g1

St T N AT SUGATERS
AEEE, TeHifg A " dR 9
WIAT T@AT 2T FEH FW AT § AW
aaY g & 99 f5 weaTey & &
AT I HIAT B T I @A F fod
o< @i at wfeard 7K ag JEr |
T SIY AT AERT FA § A TR
wafy 7 g™ F FIT TOT TACE
T &, 3R U wawe G K gw A
ag T4 w v awe § g §0
LT Ig HANT 7G| (% & qg el I
fFomw i daoa g fm «
QqF TAT A& g | A7 gae faay
A qamn 5 99 QAo ¥ g FTT gAR
AW F FTE 9377 T M Y W]
9&Ye # ST WINW gAY W ¥ HEg
F gmE, FEroWeT uw W gy
S § | G q8%e & IFT 99 9883
aF, T 93 a§l & #omEY & g
# gig 7% & @ W R 59 e
# AT FIA qAT AT JIRIE FH TGS
grt, R G- #Y are #W ag
Y, & T wE ¥ Y o are
™ @ g o § 5 g s
FMET T T FRw A g %
AT F AT ¥ o QN aeq § o Y
gurR AG AT FRS ! FAT FIT FHH
399 qF & § {5 3o faOnlr arfent A
B AW AN E W AW { gy W}
FaTEY AT WY § 7 qar AW F FY-
free ot ol OF IR a3 § AR
TR g & fAq x@H TREE g
g ? Hr, & ag9 wRE & @ FEAT
WA g R ag o Wi 1A Ay R
e fae swm & ag S a9 @ o«
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fr a1e fami & gEat wowa JEy aE,
O quT F® QU F0 ¥ gw oIw fay
TR T &l a5 owew # e
femn & s =nfedr &t s9 fGwn & Aaw
W A AT @

W™ F AEE 999 Y F @
FEt foad a8 31 F gov | o9 WIA-
AT STgTATE =F a9 @ ¥ q N
fear @ ¥ fa= fear s %
TR R A F7 HR NS ¥ oF qEAe
wHET 59 7 7 fF g@R g
oY AT 97 WY ARG AT FL @F 1
agr s fF aeAfas gt 9T =9t
FQ GHT 39 TG T ATl HI a1 o-
qIEFAT § AR I T AR @F ¥
wfgs F 34 O X g fF wmem
e @19 A W 9 |t SEw
g | § ag FFw % &7 9840 ¥ §@R
oy WTE 929 a1 g Afaw fgu au
], afer o F fgge@m A WA
TARATAT TR AT AT G
] ¥ qfgFL T 3 F 38 faqy Fraw
g @R w9 F faav sfaae av
ik 39 Imw ¥ founl ") &, 39
g & qAqfaw A § uR
AT q 98§ 3 ¥ FTara<er ¥ AR faardy
AR o qgT & § | 39 AR ¥ farmr-
W A feerd At afaal 9
ST Y, HrEET g @ ey A e
WA F) AT FIC AAY QLAY | TR
7g @ farETd &1 8 ¥ fa §a)
T E A F TR 9N T gfar
¥ @ @, 1 rEaw W AR
T FEG W A FEAA IR €L
T5 9 FAT @A |

why ¥ ag =g g oW
YT A ANy AT TN gal Afkd ¥
qifay fF a1 o gfdaR gR @
£ 3 ¥ JEwr A faam #TF -
o fFaT 9T & ) gEIR OF AR
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e ¥ Ay 7 99 9RR @y
g a7 It wfaF WY 27 | g AE-
TR A wfare ] w1 Jae § Afw
AR Fgfraa A Tgar @ Il
gaT AR ag WY @ wEaT & fE
THRR & gl § R am
X A IEF T ST AGF B Ay
fem ¥ = WY aw § a1 ), w9 qan
NI AR fF ag Sw agw
¥ AT ATCHEAT &Y L o | ¥ g
HdY wERT ¥ goar § fF qaye #
WOl ag w19 e a1 $R qasR
¥ A1 FT gueTEET 91 av 93 awf aF
T F & g g WY 99 gww @
fg@l N I #4 =7, WOF wEA
¥ mfeat A, waamaw for A,
FRAEIY F@ AT AT AR 9
T ? Fr qEwr fodard S qewmy
A AT A F T §, W7 @S0
foredmrdr =t g d9 #1 AR
PR ) S ¥ Q@ wmy fag
ffome W @wT # § QY AT F
wftq o g wfawr & gwx § afFT
fegema &1 far 7 fawmr sy ag
RfEFT I T GA TG & F F
T T T HIEHR 37T S qgr TR
gAT aTfey 39T TR 3 W W9
aETaE @ & = fawe e ¥
gl A a8 wfaF1< 3§ &Y 91 99 fF oF
qZ AIAT ¥ g9 X agw 2 & 07 AR
ag @ famr § M T W@ a9, A60R)
a0 aTF T AT FT GRAHTE—
et ran ¢ fe oorfas st & o
7€y frar smar afEw dar @ —a
oY GXHT FT AfTF gH A & a1
e frg ag @ feam Smar &,
FATRATEAT, T 99 § af<faq &1 @
ThaT e fagrdt A Sw R wM=-
#rr ave1 o AT AT gHATE ST S
FT g T & o faCedt aa & J57 Ay
T 7 a9y § , & Ay 9rar , qfeT
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[t =z @a3]
WA AT 7 AT § I FT
gy o @Y 99 3 oo R fewmr § F
AN, IAF FAX B/ AT ? AR
wre fagrd @t w1 o6 T &, #E
2 aft § SEW Aoy qrdy fore
HETHAT 4feq 7ga A Area It
# dsFCquIT F Jqr ¥ AME AR
dag Fgaraigfs swdauax ¥
@hr &< AT g g § ¥few g
g A A U o A W
eIty ar e &7
ag T qS AT AT & AR e o §
wat § ? ¥ q@ fad San fs gy
e Mfem R aFg ey @ &
FIC AT g Sfawew 1 e F fa
&g, ARy ¢ 5 agafasa 7
& @ ? Adaren, qe, @ few
o & A Tt T F AR AT ART AV
wrarfRd Jad AR g3 fafaed
N FAEd FOT AR T 9o oY qF
¥ a7 FgAT § | gL UISF aTew
g g5 § & foow s & amA
XA F GTEN, GIT AT AU, Ao
T fRdY feae sErea & |raw
o3 fafrey &1 wmwe S1E A1 WW
wrhere A% fagrd @ 949 & 1 i,
& ¥ qag @gT g, a9 § I
g fafeft & & g fai
TRFA f @ o Jror w3
f& sar & a9 g= At s ag
qafifas s @Y Ad § ) =,
Fumyag vg AT @
T wmfaee 9E 1 g qgi g |
@ wf dFgRA G TN § AT
oI @A F I 39 Afqaw FT AN
% fag mimnare & S &7 & war-
g s AW & oyl fF TEE qET
fagrd & & fiFaT 971 qEdET-EY X
gy g fem,  wree sfe
e qT] FRAT AT Ag g 59 F1H

! wAF fod qg A
¥} ? qafed f5 Sa% N8 §3 gu
HEAX 9 T [T W} 1 @ &
R F g ¥ wfagwx [ W
T HoAE g § 7

AAAG Ay 9T A 9
A TR i fEma @
giyse Q@ AfFT aAE goEd
qTEH Fik I a-geeT TgETe
yar ogTs AGEF RO ar §
I { 9T AT AR A AR
qfee #Y fad &7 a1 s agi aF I |
%% TeTe & qren AT IR AR R
wfead § Saa qedfa ¥ @ sem
affr & % @ E-AA a7 Y W
nudt gETaTEwar § fF AT A s
R 93 £% W far o wRoms
ug 39 F fay iR gar § ? #m
2 ? wr B 3egiR oy feam AfieR
A g Y rag A FEag A & 7
oS AEM & 91T T F &7 faoefy
¥ free s fed v § o) SaET
g faawr A e wwEm E
o foq Aradw g A § W%
w3y & fr gferg 7 g ag fodd §
W fF oF ga-{HRY | FARER
Faaret ¥ &3 F F (qar T AT ag
TR AaHA g A AR fRe e &
g0 & agy § wifwardz § #g9 &,
g9 ®1 mfgw J, 1974 #1 98 Afy-
FX A1 a8 AfgaR far s g uw
d9-3Ee &1, ag wfgF e amar &
W g F iR s 5w qm
W I, oo quw Y 99 fF gae)
fadfex fedma & s & & @
a5 AR TR FLAR T FEAA
e wfaer g Afs TRV @
[ AN, AN Y AT S FAT
Hrgar g ag gma s § a8 oF -
ot g @ fF R gEea ¥ e
® alw, Hf@ragy sxwar § T
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g AT wfawd w1 g I A AT
g

qF qat 39 & fy% § A w8
ot 7 faq g & q g, f|r
¥ v g 3 wg < FgEm-
cifeg $adt 8, ATEI T FIE
AR FY {7 agr qamad fag (o qdo
#ro, o fagre wom grufaee aEi &
¥ § —wAdT qrRdTE] 9ig o gt
I8 v ¥TW Y WY F}@ T
sy & FH— e e 1 AR
wiT Ag a9 AR § fedw wre
fear gz & . .

o arofgaT ot¥ (soowAw ) &
SHTB I ST 1

ot Wor GO : IFH 7S FH &Y
fear & 1 IR O WS F1H g
fe agt ¥ sR@™ & wagd § wWaW
q1 %X IW HEAW F1¢F agt femr F
¥ oA g e e AR S &
W7 FT AT AR § IR QO FAAT
g | FAG FRAG ag ot A fF
qrifar G § N wag § afx
97 ¥ o gHIw W A ®;ogurdy
T a4t it ? faer gl # waw
gUAE TR SR AG 9 T
2, 9T AT gAY 9IgT 98 a1
T A ST | A€ IgE Qv
ITRT  GIAW w1 A1fgd 91 Afww
g FW § 3O I, framifas) ¥,
AR I 39 WEI T ARSI HAT
qEa &, Suw! A% fewr &, 9 fawy ®
A ATET NEA & ITF) IFS AT &
w2 T 23X &1 wg wie@R dw ¥
w1 g T § 7

|
gaX wrafin faa oft sfe ot
aiga A 93 N § aad Y, ¥Ry
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¥ faars @@ ATUSET Sfge &
& 97 FY GTEAATAT AT T FF FQT g
affw q# T AT § 99 §§ A
daT gRAy § 7 argfee T A X A
fr ot & | g9 Fogfee 1 9T FW
s § g1 #< 1 N1 37 ¥ Feyfrew
FY guear gam F ford qmrea g Sy |
77 oF "mifsE wwen § 1o,
o9 AW { HEAT W, 9 W H 7
@Y, w7 3w A g0 @A a7 99 T
FT,99 AT 47 qFEEO0 Ry wrH
gom ! Y W E  awn Tt e
A T TW W AT I 77 ) Fegfe
qrft & o1 &% qar <4 §, ag anr
Q¥ o § S F = qEA F G K
e % feay ¥ & sram avgy § 1 ag g@
T & fr gt awf@ ¥ ag qa7g
Fw &, ag aff TR F, 47 T WY,
HTGAT F TR 1, 87 23 & FR I1ea47
A A I § a8 T W @i wwme
gt E3iaAic g7 ¥ I§ g%
AT E | T AT AT ¥ g & A
i1 &, 27 § e &, 7O e, wa-
w{t & 98F 91 7 el aRE T @ g
mifeg woft @rga frafes fedwm qae
¥ qru Feyfaew ®1 @ #3377 A,
qg T F14 ATt A4Y &, 97 aF F 4y
AT BT AT ST HY @t adfr 3§ &
AR 97 % WY T guId ®
AT A FL T §, T a% W AW
™ TE F ArAd Jengrm
gRfi srae s famsa @1 8%
e 9@ 3, ag qEl ady W@ a
F% A gad el ==+ Ay | gwleg
# v § #gar § v o frifes fedww
T TR 39 w9 & g aff gam g
5 g #Y 37 T 7 ) fovar s
afed ¢ &1 g A gy § e
BT @IS KU AT BT §T FLA AT
et #t A & wifw 1 & & ar
39 A Fiferw Y AIFTRAE AT S
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[t wx 3]

NI IT Y TAAST GATA LT qT
FFE 1 g Ay e w1 X
A1 F7gr, N gEw foar 9w A e
AT gawie agT aff 9y o
gars F AW, Im A T A A I
AN TF1EE IO §——T18 I FToNY
CEE I AN R, AR [AL D F AT
T §—IF T TFIT 0 | A FoF
¥ ag WY w7 5 e F fafree Y
gaT & @ 99 &y o fryfey fedma &
R TFGT I, AfHT AT gAAA”
HIET T T FT HEHT T9 q&T $7
Fand e T 1 39 aeg & T@we
grm ? Y OF Ay qge A w7 R
g arll & fagers @7 @ w7 97
P g il @F K gaa aff
g1 aFar | 9 Fieg qr § 7 A faa
Fiaw aer § I fawns g Ak
fedy A ¥ faars wff gar

& A 9T 79 97 F AN AG
T 7 W § 5 99" ¥ gF wew!
g fag @ &1 F@ AR §F AT
TN ¥ F9 § Faa gafoy fogr fmar
wat £ fergeaT A foarad & @ 39
Hred §TEq TAETTE A5€ 1 q9 A
¥ feered o fF 99 ¥ SR § R
Ffamram 1 By aRgEaA &
g g FErg ! ¥ W Fg I g |
I AW F, fiaw §, gwwme #
FF-TH{T F9 g0 A 3T { ol #1
frornfa@r g€, 93 a1 ¥ WRHI—
¥ geqr 3F T MAGT-HTST AT 9T
FTTATH BT TAT 7T < &, ¥ a1 L T
HTX g A T qF a9t & F18 IAT
W A FH T F1 Fear @, g9
guTa &t formr fF @ ¥ W
¥ {FIAT AT T, ITT FIW F A
1 ¥ 38'awy Far fF Hed aifew afi
& g5 wWifF ar ferdde = agi 2,

g fewdde dae wdf 1 O
ferar srar i gy amow & fag @
& qor wga § f5 F @ w owE
™ H @Y, Fl 41 99 § F{T A @i
fITFHIRNT §3 dr woiET
FTUATH BT G T, A FS A0 X
¥ ag g7 g1 fawn s, aaw Oy
frifes fedmma Qac &1 TR B
A a7 31 g ¥ FIYT &) sqaedy
WA Rqmi < y? -

% o @ W § ag ¥gw fr
$3 q A1 § A IR @l e
[ & ¥ awdR § i gaEdE
gy & Fgm 5 gfaw & wiend
T rg-faqa Fafand N w o
3 2, 7 FAT AN O SATHL STAY T FT
T FQ, wag R ST owed gaR
¥ fag Y 78 oo A fyg wedY
FaRAMEaraamr g SO F
TR # ag faid 2 37 § 1 g guAr
FFgA ) ¥ FgFQF OF faae i
qUT FEAT |

gAY At g A qF w0
forg oft & T ¥ & ABT WA 4,
uF Fridas off, oF ww SH—gAl
foast &% 97 91 ¢F Y@ w1 %
Fifqar W fF worw w1 Ag
ot f QAT gfwar #v afeswor
FTEF YT AR Tl g7 FI@
¥ o1 AT g @ & 9% A
HAT ST | g A ! foer  9R
FTH FH T HEHY, A WA 7 |
T &g F AT WZACE AT GFHAT F
o7 KT o fY qody g A3 Q@
YS9 I F 1 aav o o Fwfawn W@
2 g A ds FLaFH g “fera’” fer
Hregw FT afcrm v AT MY fRe @
¥ oy < frg ot ¥ wg. e gw e §
FIMF A TG [T Y | TG I8 : AT
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8 W ? 9l 7 Fgr 5 A qfte
‘frg’ % wardy g% & gEfwa 9w 1 WA
FT F A AqTTT § TEY IOHAT §, TEAAT
g 1w foar o st Sft £ qar
1T v rfrr 9w orer Y Y g
qar 7t arfw gfvar & = 4 afai
& @y & T E, TS & 1 9 7 g
e &1 gFaT A @ 1 TR How
afer Age F Fd @ LA AW
TR §, I AAT F T TH AN AN
BTANAE | AW TET F TW@IL
Az IgaamFOYT & a
2 7 Fgd & fF ardy gfan ¥ v qa
1T arw T @ § R
27 Y AT §, T FF 30 FT GAFAT
TAR TR @AW AT q9 T &,
ot wq gy & f5 frifes fomm
o¥e &7 safy fee 7 a3, 4 9, a1 T
AT B.F FX FqIq a1 qifgq |

T # AT MR FA &
fod wwrg & A AT I F |TR
I A I #T TELT § AR T TF AT
ag AN FET I qF AT
A § AL FTTIRA FT qE@Q
F ATAT § AT I W AT
gafar 4wy, § ag T IARA§ &
TR gAA{E q8T I1gd g 5 59 #7
g frww @Y ¢F & adwr g—wfas
FIA A F JE@ Ag g o
FT{A A F 19 § § 97 77 9 1A
Fear difad | T quAT AFAEr #
W A AEA-TA FT GO T4,
¥ amEd, TR 9Ed ) Y
FT{T WM F IT F 4T A 0T AT
wikral #1 FAFoE F Ffad | 7
T FH IR FT JT AT AR FIT
T T TRAT &1 <, T AT & FTL
TR AT | TF 1< A6 &Y, AFC
W B 39 a@ F1 wfaw e A g,
5T 99 %1 7€ OF A T
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I F o § OF IvasT T TIgm
qiffe™ & wRE T F I Ol A
g1 971 fF AEanf FTrRm A E
Ao fadfast &t g@ g & fog
THEAT A | orfEee #Y femraa
S OF A HIYT T A UF fam
ArFCad) F g g7 g1 fr ag) sfaw
[ A AN L g F fA T @ew v g,
SEF WY A7 T ¥ AR AT W
Tgl ¥ g & fag fre vf | A
AL AT 7eGT g T/ § FF Tha
qfe fagrer @@ w1 e # &
gH AW T, TR T qway § fr
qETE f9g $1 AT § 99 FIZA A7 77
I AT @ ww g A,
Fq G AAWRN F—AT W
saf@  ag), ¥ FA ag  geev
T—33 T T 1§ AR
A F 9 ALY AV, ST FT X0
Teqr grm dfew qF@ aH aEAw 8,
A 3 § T A At e @ 3w |
@mas &1 99 & fo9, 9 3w #
qraTat 1 A & fog fom g S ¥
afe 931, 39 & 979 OF T 7XwIT 97
% 3 W FT ¢F TF AF 7 a7
FLIH %7 aF F g7 we qew ¥
wY A E, T el ¥ 30 F AN
TTF A 1A T4 8 | IR A=Y
FIA & T FT A F afd
IF AT HT THIAT AR §, AT HY
AT FA1 I1gT & AV g0 [ A
fa<ra #3 AT foradr o gar Y arwa
EHTY I8 ITHA § g7 T8 FT AT F

it 7 gl : 9T aqTeTY wERy,
7@ A g & 5 ga g Ad
IR TF GET FTA FIYT ATEAR -
IEY R AT TS FEAT §, TH FIT A
UF AfF A @A B 9 Fear §
A QAT FTA AT AWCCF AGFRHT
T AT &, IH HT AR {TAT AT F
TITF I @ ITR IR
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[+ 2 qerEf]
gH A AT E | A oA 9gT 39
TAF Y AT 7 o Fyr i end @A
e 9 & faas § frar g xfrasw
T FegiA A QY T q@r A 4
TAATE ST & T T IR AT
& 3% fask 31, A= A :Y g feeom
I 1 AT T FARTIT0 TH AT
i # frogne fr o g9
FIA F o700 T HI T a0 fag oY,
7 qiearie F JFET K, IT &7 AT
AT F T q (0T 4T AL
T AT T 1A e H
CoFam g ) asreas fear mar
QF T AE A § o x5 g fag ff
FME, TEITER T FTIW-D PR
T qr @ (T FT TR I F
g4 faafaer & s &1 WY qores faar
T 47 | BT feR @ e gfear v
F AT TS TR AT T A A
IJg fagrorr | fem o orw ffear &
warg fraw F9 § 99 F1 yR
fFar 3T, Wow AW FT IR F A7,
w9 W F T #1957 & foag ?
AfH 3@ F7 gEuTe AT T A= e
FITT F AR T F A fraa §
T3 wogy Ifm & ofisx & 9 wwi
39 & A6t FIAG F CF T8 399 a0y |
T § aga Fifaw A1 wqoAr gfwaa
ama & el afev§ 99 & g FwwT
@ | 9§ T qg Faen g fe oS
w3y &1 feq @ e ghear &
F Y ag w¢ fwr | @ ag D
F1 QY g7 gOHIAE AT g fFag
FHAA A EEIR WIEA AT TAT
TH R 8 F faars af afew
uwitfar W % fag gem w@ifs
T F famw O W g aEww
FIA &, I AT g1 qwaT 9T |
T ZAIX FF AT A 5F #X
T fr fefamer Srdioe i § o

wEeqr g W A gE g AR
FAT §  STET TAWA g qF MAA
g ararg 7 Fsawgfrgfe
™ ag #1 fyifeg fedwa qae
gl g w1 g fEw
aft wgwa & fF axwT o e A
FAT et § SR (F ST FT w7
& w1 oA W & Fg Ay
Tt & 7 5 € sawa & ;maw oy FX
AT FT qES F], a8 A4 Aaef g
FT F AT F % FEAET § 74
gq o &1 aw € 2 fF frew<t a4t
F1 7% | FWiWT 37 T 90 Fi AT
F@ ¥ fog, = @a 47 F g
&, W oH T W 3 ¥ fag ag
FYT SR WHA W 1 F AT
g 5 st qar wire @ faar s
ey sfa fpgam .1 5§ ofw
@ 7 <g ;Miw w9 Aifes fedmmm
g9 U 3 37 I T A a4g T
g fir g@ s @ FifeTR R fean
W 1w T siAfew @
e fegem ¥ A m S g
I HOT FF @ T AR A
A g T ST FGT AR AIHA
g, TR AT AN @ FI, IGF 140
afgwe ¥ 1 dar 7.4 wilw
g A v Ak gwiEg § awar
g maRT § g aEy W @ daw
A qwmfawt g0 o oS
q FIT Mg war s € wifi o fy
® 9T | # s g fF o
e s Al w o, wk
gurar g 5 aff a7 o7 f w
W oF AT @F A AT F qwAT
RfF wfv f 7 o SEwlemy g
aTHe 9 § 99 avg & exfeafaa o
e @ fad snw ) A3 wrga At
Rfeafaw  gay s w@q & aga
wifgT & FAifF g @ fo fr o
A H q@ R fygenT Y a6
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FT AT AEAT AT FFEN o T &
wfegfeam grog & &R W@ 9 fF
gATY e FIIT FARHT qi¢ §IT A
d U FIEl NIAIRH
s efenfers gy § O SEd A%
o wg .

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
AL KHaN): We are dealing with the
Preventive Detention Bill,

Surr G, MURAHARI:
about that only. RES T fyrieg
fedemr  fam & 8% ax H
ot wfeafew Sw o R
I At gt ag a6 aafaat @ §
wifs g WEN [EEEE A OAR
T FEae F1 aae e § osed
uF avs fag fem @ B g@ am
TaifE @ F 1 T I qEER-3
F g & fFT RER F wT F
femd ¥ 9t g0 a7 a3 £ SRR
@ Q@ w1 q@u AaifaE siw
Fgm ) g W Ew faw @
weg  fadg F@T § | gWIU AW
AT R AT AW AV F
TAT IEA AT gg w1 & fewsr
w off qrw 7w oAfgy ) =
7=l B F 3R Al wwIm e
FTHTL HOAT AT & T AT7 T FX
gy &, o AR ag wwdl § fw
wag § famw =fase e asy
gAY, IR BF foar s )
sy famr 7t fov @&t o |

5 P.M. . ; !

I am talking

o AT AW . STGETETE
wgEg, WM AT AT JAT qOH-
gifoweT & f@ars F2w I & foag
@t fams g fo9 €9 o9 3@
M RE SAF A ARfew F audw F
887 RSD—T.
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gt ot gwfagar Fagw & dOw
Fo gue fadefies & oWt 3 @0
ffF TFR T ag UF THAE AW
93147 &, a8 FE {ATHS MAH ALY
W& T HFT aTeR A #gq & fw
‘TR M w5 g S w9,
agf =W 17 AT A TF JATHT H
T g1 fS® e & g anr
TR 3, Mt 7dY &, ag e A
& A a8 E 99 aff &F%dY g |
ST oM W &, T IW H =0
e §, S wufad agT w FY @
a® T TFA FQ & THA T
L, T A F@ g, afy
gmdl W g IE F [ F#A
3 qIE F IR FI ATAN AT B TEY
T& avdT &, q1 98 AT A qIAT
afid . zafag ¥ Iy fawma
g, gw fafwer amg® fawmaa @
fofF Iz am & fe fradr a &
FG F5I T4 7T FFAT E |

AR W # ue o e w5
arer g g, Awyafex wwE @W
g1 AR WA qfy #wafeee ward
STFT & A F #T To Fo TMTAA
¥ g ¥ a3 7w femegww &
ey ¥ amal & Aafer F79 §
afF fre Y 9T 9 Pt avg &
ygk agl gAT & afer gurdy g
¥ et fowrma @ &1 gAR
o THo o & ot T wrf § it it
N WEN AE, T ATGHHAT &
FIW FB G110 F4 § W &6 faq
N Aafars @ § | # ¥ AW
T80 §@ & Far § fF dto udoe o
F @Y FAR WIS & d A9 2R §
ft 3w uwfE g wfEw wdy
FAT I T H @A ¥ IE W ID
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[ T A
gaT AT AT § W gaT IYT AT q1d
FR WA & AT G gAFS
CC O (- ’

A A@L 73 F qH  FA
Ty, TG A A AR AT AT
AT FEFT I FAAT FAH IFIA
gaFl g 27 e gt fF w9 fafaex
NAT  WT wAg TRy F MW
fAT A W FwA q& IF )
B TH qUAT KT IC@E AG FA
@R A T AE IET F w1 IgA
®Y 98 o W T T FAT T 419 L@l
ff aY 37 937 FET F T HIT HFT
qaTfHFT L | § FiE ag 38 A
F TSI IE T TE qHAIE 1 EER
9 LRI 93T A 99 qA7 24 a1 %
3w ¥ greagifrs eI 99 W
foqy 2w & @aw & fowsr I9g &
I frarw Qg FWs sw
o & W ant ¥ fag ag oawds
gaT ST W E 1w wEfawd qrEf
F AR & goT JEa g fFww 2w
¥ zweeed! & O FAT IW JE F FA
F ATARIAFAT TET 2 7

gae g fafreeT g o 9
fadet  aEl & e F wNw gE
g0 ag Fen o & BF 3@ faw w6
geft ¥ i Jgr ger =iy |
afe ¥ ag  FeT Ttear g fv Afan
F 5% X AT Q¥ AR F A
FT FAHT ¥ AT 987 g97 §, T F4T
g AT qEqT Ry wey o e
27w T AT e
FF AT TE 4AAT & | TF
A FoETd =W ¥, uF @R F
qrE,  &98e 9 HifAEl ¥ @t AR
N F JH F AW qgET |
st Fgfaee Aqmt # ST AT FAT

FET & #Y WL 3 S F qoA av [

I qAl # gL afgqrdn SR, a4g
FE AW 4 AT S0 Aaqrei & aR &
TR AT g AW FEy B fF F oA
faafer ordf & @9 Fgr AT R E )
T @ T AR /X TAR AR
A g Fgfree A T W] 1 TR
AT qged 9w qEl ST A fawaa
Fr fr ga snfeaR #iT gardr a<-
FU  wEAD fﬁ'ﬁm%ril g WS
aFy § 5 sHaT o=t g & SuAn
3T AW 9T AEY AT W & | FaAN
Tyl & F AWEEAE F AEU A
AT @R A AN W1 F& T B FALAT
T AT & 1 ATET ST oA S Fgroav
f5 @@ 2w 9T geREw g | & ar
HAATFNCAT qar FW & Aot F
feperd w@ & fau  ATEEeRw
F BT AT AN A FHRT FAH
TRUT FET AMET | Afww gEAR
T fall aF TEm ¥ @ F T
AT g T T G AT HIGEHF
Afgdd F FRT TR T W A AW-
areed,  wfgar quT gedr saeEr @
2 foF gaTT 9% g AW Wi &7 g
wdy aF Afwal F § owed § agr g
g1

T AR P a1d § fF g
MR T W WTIETR F A g @
g A 7 gumar ¢ fr A o @l
AN & | gAY To THo fro  F4AT
wEifa® 9l & S a7 g s -
dfgw gFEl §ouE fawy At 3w a6y
@ AT § FIF FASETE gaq o faar
g, ag 9% woai §, ® A SwfTee
W &, W I FT AT ¥ oo
TH IART FHITATE BT ST FeAT T
21 AT AR T AT AT AT g
¥ gATHETE A 1 ¥ ASAT qAIT
§ #AwdT  duN are WAt §F oaret
FAAT & AT WY AT ¥ ¥ AT 3 A%
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F I & € ¢ FAE 3 awad
f& gmiFAY 7, §ATSER A, §7 GG
T A1F gAY W A OAFY T B
AT UF gATSAIET 3 & AL §Av
oo gfaws 7 Fifas wigwe 3 @3
AR FT ggT Wy &1 1 afe g
W ANERT FAA I O AG FW
garwy SqrFEr & a3 wyEEdr #7
®q 0 AR &9 T ALY FT AT |
T AT A W FETE 92 ST FT qIqE
FHl, I T F A | gEE
ed &1 7 gHaT g T aky G &
UF AT qEH g | I CHT
gt ary ¥ € forw ¥ fas Fegfee
qEt &1 weg fenit |

Tue VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arnr Kuan): Mr. Yajee, you should
not use such an expression

St g AT TATIF,
el arfeamed W g i

Surt CHANDRA SHEKHAR: On a
pomnt of order, Mr Vice-Chairman.
the hon. Member has just referred

to Shri Dahyabhai Patel as SECIES
qad FT ATAAR ASHT |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Apnr Kuan): Mr Chandra Shekhar,
even before you drew my attention
I myself took notice of 1t and I think
the hon Member wil] withdraw that
term.

Surr SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE: If
you order, I will withdraw but that
is not unparliamentary term. gaadf

a9 FT WA g ATF ASH ST T

Surt LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa):
Sir, it should be expunged.

[ 21 DEC. 1963 ] (Continuance) Bill, 1963 4666

oA gitawr ot oomod gaw
qr faggr #ar ¢ Afad mwmEfer
R vIH AT W oG ¥ aAr A
7g Fg wWrar & o Swa g
g & EfF g T F W@
FaA0T g & Wi gRryfa g ==
qrqg §, AT ERgEr 9T T
g% & FAF WIT AT X s5gu
FOT AT @H M F faF
WE gA AW A greW ¥ fam
A W & WM AT IIE AT FY
& fgard wrRied fFar ST @I
gAR fodar Wwa aFam ¥ g
Frgfaee WIS gsaTd #T @ g wafg
gaw faged FHAF W A Wy
FT & R

S wagsax swe fwg (faem):
ol ArOX ATATTF qEA KT CFRAS
F@ & fqu @@ § | ST AT
TFqw F7 v oW g e
g

s{i HEANT AR : IFN Ty A¥
W zowr faggr w7 fear g

st paS ord) 8 kR0 L o
RIS R I WS (B8
- &

[Sawaredar (s swaz ot &)

@R FE FERE 7 THEy 1]

oft siterwT TAT AT /G A9AT
mEs aret FfrEwa & fF g A
FE AW G ™ | g W TR
g e, FEIEA 87 8 FF FET &
A TR FE AN A 3 |
ifrr g F s sEdTER
yare fag A SR oF e qqT
& mmawr eam foomar g1 SN %%

[ ] Hindi transliteration.
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EigispeRistl
AT TTHFR & 679 § ATAET
T T Hagie fFaT, AfFT W
TN @ IR #g fom ar eaRr
X # gE T BT | A
qear ¥fw & fav fepm g 7@
g &) oo o YT Fm § @
I WId a@ ¥ g fag o
FEld FET aIlEA |

surt LOKANATH MISRA:  Sir, i
is one thing to refer to a Government

ag being unworthy but you cannot re-
fer to g person as unworthy,

Tur VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRT AKBAR
ArLr Kuan): He has unconditionally
withdrawn that.

st shedE ol g R
FE T9¥, I J97 AT A R
JIFIT TAET FTEET § 1 1 7add
FZR F1 FG@S I @y AT g %
AT H W s § § AT g
& aryg S99dR wRIy, ¥ U %
wrarfs fag <0 & fag ag &
frares fada Fr@ &3 For oA
W oA &) fegmmw Haof o
8y §f arevarfawar ®F sw oo
gR &Y a1 9ga ¥ sfaw g Y
21 Y@ FT AT AT oW ol
TeT ¥ ogEE T g Jerfr &R
e ¥ Fgr fF oww o Ao
qifeat & TEiF gEw § e
# £g T TR T W w7
gIET AT HIE G T g1 AR
@@ @ F o ¥ odw oawn
el s Ffayr @ & @
at & T AL A A w0 W
§ W ¥R WO W e
gar }, T wmwafaw awer g
§ =% wfafam & &7 gon &7
W o & 1 S &9 SnSEEy §
St gvy  gmfRe €3 Ag awew

¢ M WH waw Faa g
Mt @@ F fEwre g, S EEe
g ofwie R A% ¥
foi Fwafve 3@l @R &8 a9
FIT FATEC ST ATEET & Al N
9T fEumt TS &y & 1 gy
M gST GATSETET § SR T AT
FE oragwT @ &, afE Y g
s @ § ST IIX gAIR FAA
FT IR U AR FFeT =nfgy ooy
IO SAEET WIERET &7 § 9 J
|

1 QYo AM gAR J]w 4
g o, RO awA § o g 399
Fea< @t 7 RauifF  faEy Ao
g5 ¥ waa wwifa &) we |
T GTAT FIGIT &1 gIR W FT
QY EAIT W A1 FATHT TIHAT &
o4 A & |38 miaraa o § )
™ ag & A o ofwde §3
mifefrae wfre ol N e @
g gAd gHIX SAR0  FAwAT A
Feqfie & Hwiea § oamar @
TR W U A VI FATF
gy afy g7 FFrads wegfaeEt ay
w&E TG § dt wihiwas Feqfwe
i #1 A% @ § 4F g auas
§ W g Taw@ o §
§ wgw g fF aft gl @< @y
WA AN F IR @ E, AW
FT qEIAT T FHY T&AT & HIT THIA-
e HIAATT &, AT IIRT FHATA-
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AIFEY FTA FT T EWT AT |
aR dar fF #Y wgr v fedhw &
a7 #0€T w9 gEd S9e ¥ fgar
g AR 9% fad g ¥, T/AT 8,
g% qEIFT HET AW A F
FT FET HE@T G AT g | a1 ag
FAAN TG 77 FT FL I7 99 T
W @ g wifgd |’ A
AESAT FAW @A F il AR R
N AW gAF @A F A7 T
ARG FT a7 €T § AR g
TS T GEITEATRT T SHFT THAT
o =ifgd | o fg= )

Tre VICE CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arr Kuan): As there are no other
speakers . . .

GMGIPND—RS—887 RS—3-2-64—550
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Sert BHUPESH GUPTA: There
are speakers. There will be speakers.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arr KHaN): There are no speakers,

Suri BHUPESH GUPTA: Names
wul come tomorrow. That is the
arrangement, You adjourn. Tomorrow
the speakers will come. It is past five
o’clock now.

TrE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arr Kuan): So far as the ust before,
me 1s concerned, there are no speakers.
o, 1 adyowrn the Howse 4l 11 axs,
on Monday, the 23rd December.

The House then adjourned
at fourteen minutes past five
of the clock till eleven of the
clock on Monday, the 23rd
December 1963.



