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RAJYA SABHA

Friday, the 27th April, 1962/the Tth
Vaisakha, 1884 (Saka)

The House met at eleven of the
clock,

Mg CHAIRMAN in the Chair, !

ANNOUNCEMENT RE GOVERN-
MENT BUSINESS

Tre MINISTER oFr PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS (SHRI SaTvya
NaravaN Smnua): With your permis-
sion, Sir, I rise to announce that dur-
ing the week commencing 30th April,
1962 this House will discuss the Motion
of Thanks to the President to be mov-
ed by Prof. R, D. Sinha Dinkar.

RESOLUTION RE REINSTATEMENT

OF CENTRAL GOVERNMENT EM-

PLOYEES WHO PARTICIPATED IN
THE STRIKE OF JULY, 1960

3t Qo dlo F=qAt ( ITINA) ¢
aqrafa agig, ¥ yE@E@F@T §

Yzg owwr w1 @ g fe e
te%o ¥ g FAT FIHITF FH-
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faarr A & wra g 91 f5 3
WZATE AT F) AGATE F AYA HY AT
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in the strike
FE | g @iv  FaEifag 9 AR
TEqs 7 97 wEm & fagfad
o s fawifal &1 @R
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¥ a3 gArd g1 W arggd 9
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MT ¥ A NgoOF AT T IT A
| F@ #1 a%xq fasar v fx
Fgfn @aq & gea™  ®Y 99+g qE0
fear feg gardy sHarrat & wfa
g IIRar  Fr Afg HIAgAr |
3y afeq mMfaz geaw @ A
39 g3 W A ggY WA W I
TIIMT FT IT ¥ FATHET WY
#iImA faargr fs&aq sa9mwey
#1 gz fwq wfesdard faan
F]A F, dqT-HET FW T AT AR
gEiage A Fr  § @i F4-
Tifer Fafragaafs asm faar
SEAT A g F FLOT AT
s Fza1 dar g1 wf fr--fE
feet Wv feafy wagfia W& wE
9T AFA--T8  FIIT  gE @)
M W FF T F FHA
wad & @y faq &< e & gafaato
¥ FIAT AWIA IA | FFA, TG
FFEIF I@ 5 g wafts
afgqr ¥ fag Hifaar a Ggor w=
IT #1 T g ¥ wgifeaa  agr
fear mar 1 wirWios aga TSt
deqr ¥ FAACE &0 g fa i
Mw<r Ffamafed a3 &, foeg
a1 at Fated Fx fayr oA g oA
f9g &m Agerfooraar & oy
W owdar gfad wfqad =g
¥ framay fearaar & A #4-
0 guaa g, faq Fame i
as faararsfm &, wa®r gegr ot
q3F 41 g WA g AAT AU
T Ro HTF FI AF AT N TF 93
F IO AMAFE W T FIF
1T Fraam 3 feadras 2w gsama
W AT FHAI T ITE
ATHT & AWAT WIF qE ¥ Aoy
Y FT FF § I aw argT w2 AL
¥ 78 gy aamar At fs  fAwm gu
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FHafE ¥ FWOF FAIQ
g g9 fF fgam 37 ¥ woasr §,
;T y  FHAr oy § oW
qre-®Is FI g ITHIR FAIEIT A
qfdfy  A——foa) ofoner @9
q oA gAY & Fr g--feaw

FHARN AT § , 6T TTLIHOL
T fFgrmar g o w@r oad A
STAFRY g, Al a€ gearw W

FHafE F a<v afa & &9 faqar
fear #', JE-wIT &Y AT TG
§ | IF U & AR AE-HE 4
T %5 a@ER Fafg gf & ag
HIT Yo FATT TIT ®I g |

I dtm ® O SAEEr (Wv
FEAES @ ) AR T FW AT
ggt ?

oft Qo dto Froqdl  TH AHS ¥
fom 7 wdaifar ageam & f@
g fear, sHafat 7 geqaw X
wir qgr femn, fym fre geaer
g% a8 TR ¥ gufedd 4, AT
gufeafa agr wfsa &, w9 978
farer fearagr | 0¥ SI@RW @
fom A geae WoAFm QY ATA &
FAT FEIAE F AF § 9
qAT T g 1 EEAIE WA
FAT A AL g1 §wAT | W9
TEIIET  FATY FT F gEaTd &1 Aqq
qifygs #X g FfFa w7 g ¥
FHAMET & F17 §E@ & iy
HER fear & qrEam T FE@E
TFT  HTHAT THFIT FLRIZAIT |
I UF gAY HEATE gU &,
BW I WA AET  FLIFT A
a7 gy g x5 S9mg ¥Famy F
FOA  AIJWEET FIFIT H1H FH-
Tl Fgeae  FE F wfas 9%
wfagre @ & f9d fad s a9
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Fr fgare A1 IWHT AAWIAT
qI F | BATFIM F IIFIT
WX HOA SHATRE & O P
gfyFTx &1 AT HT AFT ATZH
IRIGFIIN  FIAF 1 HAT T4
wz o< fagar  giar at gw A
T ¥ax Afgwr & faEtw
Fd, ofFw I #igw s gfa-
0 FHATA AT AF I9OT  F
qATY W@ 298 A9WEH  qNT  Agr
faar st @war #w@ix zafed Sag
agar &A1 91fgd 5 geaw &9
Fr qfefeqfy dar 9 @1 1 g7 9+
FOT & AT FX I  faw ¥
¥y FHIO gEAA FIE UT
LECCORE IS E S A e o
qfefeafa & stwaw e saofay
FEIW AOg V@ AN ¥
I & wrg A 98 fvar
g wew afeq fear smav g,
T § faaifea difa stoes ad
graT mT 99 & faFT & wEwEv
& 3 quar fgmry Gaar &0 & fag
FIATT FTATH ISTATAIZA G | 9F g
FAT A TIAHT F JTAGL FAATLY
Frsar F1 gfaaar & AreEar
amg Tgr & Sy A T safaa-
TT AHSAT F e giawsigy Faay
@Y & qax carartas wfgse ¥ afuq
DT &, FHF HIAT FEAAT
AT & JIHA @ TG1 a1 BT ST
W oggTie &, U9 8§ g w3
qIT HASAT § | WAL EH IV AT
q R FTHIE 7190 q@r T T
@1 feT ag faemie & ®7 # 9sT
gar & 1w I qF FH A0 TSAT

T AGAT 4TI AT HT A€
FGHI HT Ffgex wA@ F
gigse @7 7 faaa @ fawm
A EIA A F AT FHAT G CY
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& foaar wraar amwagr gt &,
IFHT gfga wiE@a qasd
Wrargar ¥ afag § |\ S g9T
7y far v fF afer fom
¥ FH FE I MT TFT &
frms 7F & FH R FrIATHT,
FT I7¢  FYAT AHAT  HHEAU &
qras A FTAET AT, 1 ae-
fra qgaAr e froges
UF  AAAT WL WEEL F GHA
AT AT, sw g aa £ |ifewd
37 ¥ @R ® IGA FWIE
EACK AT

“They have to discuss
no way out”

faemrafwamag & fF mfes famw
& mfaFd 99 Awer 9T fawix
T, 79t FT FR MG w1 fazang A
MT T Fsey TS §foaw
¥a@ gzl AW AR HfAgEw
O A 7 faws A ¥
ar 39 a7 fawie #X WA ad
ST FT THIAFTC FT AF@ F FIT AT
mit ax #wifer fawrr & sAanfan
& A 9T $1E MT 78 FT @I
I AI@IF FEF A AE qAL
gt W &1 afaard FregiEs
T AR S & ol gafug
FHAMET F1 F fauw feafy gaia
FAT & (AT FAFWTAT  UeEafa
& fAgaw aFwmFEISFANT )
FIEIAT UFE  WSITY  Fad  FH-
Tifegt  FAmae FqUAS 2 IFAT
T gg fagofasic sigmw g
FCEFAT | WA €T §, Te-9A
AT WA ST wqA qafya fawen
¥ AETAEY 9% & I THHTHIT IF
g fo o1 3 aremaer  ageAT 91fed 9
gaq et wagar @@y @ @ifaga
st & facww Tave @ A wgT qUiE
frqrfts sanfear  s9 AmEn w

There is
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gt gt w9 fgar, Tz wgar
1T 3ad7gR & A gt ) B
qrey TR TAIAHT W AT g @I
¥? que00 ¥ ST FHA TH §
fag gearr A Wmr @4 & fag gfeq
fFar sraar, o Fasqfanta=
& wf §, W gufas w1 fag ™
g faasy adewar QF faf T
TF TF FAA FLAGM o To &
T IST W § | X WIS AR
EfaT Arge four v 99 F AAAR
Ifeqd FAIA AT FF TS FrEt
# 0,000 §IF I Ffa@ g1 HT
g AR 9T J&f § | AT &Y
feaf i qg agms @@y & o
I§ AEME  FT FENE QEA &
fad g@R @y FAIfE &
qEME W F1 @A & g JaA1
g% &, znd=ag saalal & I
aEwr ¥ dfgg FLT, ST AW
FAF AN 1 UVF §, 87 qfaqy
w1 It femrd @ IS AT FT
2 NFAI 78 WAFT @Y 99
Far  fx 37 & 9fF arga #
gfezsim  agmafaqm &

HeAe HIRT, € AZ FgAT A
fo smar Gl w9t & 9dfag
Tt wrAEt 9% fex g faame #37 ar
RIEECE IS It B 1 S
AT F4T & G497 1 &ay  qUHT
TET T qUAr g &, W Ty
ATHR % ®F F AT @A wre 2
T ZH orat FAT =0fed fov v Hifaat
fratfea «18 37 g7 Afwi =
#F qgA7 F AT AG FeAT——lEwA
F 9 Arfqgt we v awg & Fmitam
F AT @ FEE FHArtE ¥ uw
TE M FAATE g9 A @
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o A F gemr o Y fawre 0,
forg A & grg T 93T §, S OF
TF THA U gHA FHT &7, WO
Famsd N FAR @R FgRT
fauifg $fs & oA § w9d
oI 9TET & | wifer feudde Ay
FE AT AZ AT B, Fg ATHE
g g & Fr e Y gS &1 e
FHATT O £ g gea & T AR
F ogay A ARG ¥ oo w1 fn
g1 d WI F WWA S F
FEAF FI99 F FAAHE T
farz #1 @dg ¥ T EF TR
frg awg & sPewras aafa
FF FT G § T AT QA W HA
FAMA@IAT G T 9 F
I A ¥ W Iufeyd & @)
¥ oo ¥ 9 war f5ouw &
gHC FT ZW K @7 FHANRS
fra-fre e & &S T4 R
ferar o7 @aT § 1 WA OF SRR
 JEiAY FOwEd FuEEY
Fm foar g, saradt & Fm four &
I W G 9199 g4 9% 8 AR
FA R gearer Frdr qvSuAr A
T gl d1 a8 FHEn Al & ged
¥ oF @ ¥ FOe fAAT Y
NEAr 931 A F AFAT | OA
AT, qAGAS 7 I WE A
Fifvgt & AT S geare & feAr w0
D e qeer AT Fy 98§ IR I
aRg AT 2 fE d st § o™
¥ IIT @A A AT oo e
qg #OY U9 W g1 F  Aar
R 42 9 W AW FEET ¥
d5w< ggATT A7 FWET a9 WA )
g 3w EfF W ogm fawar sad
ot FraefY, #X famet &g @ofy &
wif W A T we AgF FE 6K
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TR ¥ A W oW oed off I
Fyeqse FyeRr WIW AW &Y fAeET
F11 afFr st gzAe Ot T w-
qES & faaq AgAawa &, wHShET
g, @i A=l FHArtEy & geara
A wErmafa AEEEET QT & )
nfeT SEMT, a8 R 9 2,
T N suafuw @ o faEr 2
T A AR w ey ol S A
T ogeA | fee oY, A TEET AWER
g weAr | e o Al &9-
sifa & Fam & Fav weft S
# o fFar war 9 s Aadl
g, gfgqy s ® A1 FAMW  H
ITHT g9 A ) wr wmfe 3%
T 8, 3T FfTE s1geE #1 anE
qATT FEAT &, IGH AT HEAT §
A IAHT TYAT FAHT FATET T_T
3, 9 faeg wHEE & T g
TE AR G FON T TRAT W §
¥ 4 guear & o@g ¥R oA
AT T ATHA T THFL &®i A1faq &0
AT FAT & | AT T &I
o ey faudA ¥ odr swr A
T TARA FqIF T AAT gEW 7 AT
TF RO FT £ AR F wmwAd
FIT GG F ANG IR IO & O
fqaor gy #7 wwq 7 ogma wAY
AT WEAA A AIAT AV AT GHAT
wifgd | 4 WA g S s
F1E ITH TP TE | TEE HAC,
TF UF A F13F AR o ad &
ofrm e igF fF fead wda og
g ot AT § AFE g AT FH
Fomas g A7 gaar fragw fear §
fF oA T uE HTHA Y AT ST av
5 iy R fawrafed 15 §, foeg
A T aew w1 famr w2, SR
TAT UF W FEeTy Tq@r fAwen
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f& for A0 & gaW F1 ArEEEar

9% |

AfFT T FW TS AT & ATHA
# Uw U wT ¥ A G w94,
T FX YT IAH! ATH AGT A,
g weaY QU fewm & weEar
W ¥ fau FA=fer & 9w &
fom & st ® g A
@ FHEIfE T owm oI A
gMT, 7 & & wWIg ¥ ag FgAr
et g fs we A @R FH=tEr
F TN JUF A9 AAE FT o
FIAT AV I gEA & gy
IR AT UF ALEH T FT ATazgaHam
g WIS 39 FHAMG! & AWAT 9T
TF AMEE 3w & dmw
TEEFAT 1 T FHATR  [EA
afr faEm g Mt geae w1
Usifas aTn A g2 oA afew
Fadt gf AR T FHar@r ¥
Saq #Y Feyed g9 fRur 9n, =
FO  FHANE A T FEAIW
T2 fFar 91 %R g9 S99 g9a #iy
T FE F7 wA fAwr | JfFT wraw
S 99 FC FHEIa ¥ Famn
FANTITHI YT F o, fFOTT@ER
warm R fF Fafa & am
FAER FX Al SHP! TAH GHAAT
T faa | wwfve & @ s
T T AR AT STEen
g fF @ ot s9=far =1 o
faeelt geam o fasrer fear w4,
SR AFY ¥ g o8 43 R,
T e & #1 qeamy & ferar < )
% T TET H W TTH TR
FET qEA & A€ gEAT T Y a7 @
qg YA A7 W F oA o
foave g &9 & FaE ST9M
faq =8 7 fawet 07 o F740-
=if@r dAme oiw G e q
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T AF Fgd A fAC JaREfs ww
A qOA T qIE - & F
qaTes 7@ & gi—oF afufy fa
F{ AR I Ifafs F wwa o
frrret 19, gfeq s9=ifer & @
gt fe sy @ ag afafs s &aen
FI IZ AT W FT ARG BN AR
FHATY I¥ TFX FAOT | AR E
T afafa fgs &1 & g@E &
AT F F | e afs s
™ 939 7 Aydar fifa Af &
Frlfad 7w, afc 9 & o
FHATT 9T famamg qar @y &4,
o 3% 96 i &1 gfew
@Y TEdl, ST 919 AE FE FT
Jax A & @ AU fEde @z
gfF ag 3= gubw &t @@ &
WA # gfesiw AR FHarfan
F ofeay & qUFTRT FEH AT
M g0 & §FaT & | 1K A9 HIT
faFTe qoEET # FEAAT T"T &
qY IAHT TEAAT FHATAT & I
MY aggm 9% T &< &)1 e
o St § wHefEr sraaE & f@
g 39T F AT F G 99T
W F W WG w9q FHAIEL
F AT | ST T ITH FEFAAT
7T afeaw A AT F@IE 0 AfET
THEST TR T FET FHAT e
I TG TR, IF 919 W0 GHA
HAEr war g )

T A H e FEA ATGAE
foF {59 FH=T G191 A AIEAT FY
wiras e Jgr fFar mor g, ag
AFIAT A9 AT arfEd Wk SR
ot Ffearsar  F A F N
e &7 wi faen J1fgd | S
X Ffee T S 9 a & fag
i@ o s wfegd 5 @@ "o
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dfift Fraed o oAy Afwn ¥
I FL | WS qEweAr A gaferd
T & wAr § Ay Fgar F gwm
Fwar g 5 78 "3 1§ 39 qF g+
& St | AT & warg Aagr g fe
T TN AATAGT F) g2q & AT
a3 fFdY s &1 gar @ e
TE qATAE F1 48 faemens @At dE
TR g TE WAG F FH 49 FH
fide 3 AR gaE &7 #71 AW T®
gy &1 g fE AT &7 3% |
o fEar a1 @ araE g
AAHT F1 FE G997 H HGW  ISWT
=ifem &5 vaay fom Aifagt w7 e T8
g T & AN 9T FI A1 T A
ST w1fEd WX 59 A€ ¥ UF A%
EATT & A0 FEAT 1Y |

The question was proposed

Mr CHAIRMAN  There 1is one
amendment You may move the
amendment without making the
speech now

Surt VM CHORDIA
Pradesh) Sir, I move,

{Madhya

“That after the words ‘lost themr
jobs’ the words ‘or who have been
demoted’ be nserted”

The question was proposed.

Smrr T S AVINASHILINGAM
CHETTIAR (Madras) Mr Chairman,
thig 1ndeed 1s a Resolution under which
lie very important principles of Gov-
ernment When I first saw the Reso-
lution, I thought that 1t could be that
it 1s an appeal so made in the name
of mercy but I was amazed to hear the
speech of the Mover of this Resolu-
tion But before I go mnto the prac-
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tices that obtain in the various States,
various Governments of the world, let
me first state as to what happened
really on the facts of the case. Sir,
with the little Hindi that I knew,
which was reinforced and supported
by a little transiation of the speech by
my hon. friend to my left, I under-

stoog from the  speech that
the strike was a very peace-
ful c¢ne. He said: ‘Bade shanti
men kam kiye’. I  should like

to tell this House how peaceful it was.
One does not know. This is a publi-
cation of the LN.T.U.C. They are
people who are interested in trade
unionism, If I understood the hon.
mover comvectly, he said that it was a
blow to the great trade union move-
ment and no institution stood for the
trade union movement as much as the
IN.T.U.C. and this is what they have
to say:

“In fact the movement was least
non-violent; violence was used and
used in abundance. Neither it was
a peaceful action by any standards;
there was no strike where there was
peace and no peace where there
was strike. Whatever dislocation
that was brought about during those
five days in a few pockets, it was
created by means which were not
peaceful by any standard. Emplo-
yees were physically obstructed,
they were mobbed while on work,

families of those employees who
refused to join the strike were
threatened and even assaulted,

children were kidnapped to coerce
their parents to join the strike. On
the 11th July in a Railway Loco
Workshop a number of hand bombs
and acid bulbs were seized. Crackers
were thrown on the employees in
their place of work and in numerous
places, bodily assaults were made
on the persons who refused to join
the strike. Several instances of
deliberate attempts of sabotage to
disrupt communications by cutting
of cables, signal and telegraph wires
and damaging of railway track
were reported. Fire of railway
engines was deliberately dropped or
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caused to be dropped in number of
places with the object of immobilis.
ing the engines and blocking the
track. Eight cases of derailment due
to sabotage were reported during
the strike period. An attempt was
also made through non-worker hire-
lings to try to dislocate the trans-
portation and communications. Thus
on a railway 5000 refugees were
employed on daily basis just to
squat on the railway track to pre-
vent movement of trains.”

SHrr A. D, MANI (Madhya Pra-
desh): From what he is reading, may
[ know?

Surt T. S. AVINASHILINGAM
CHETTIAR: This is a report of the
strike by the ILN.T.U.C.

SHRI P, A, SOLOMON (Kerala): Is
he aware that the IN.T.U.C. is a pup-
pet organisation created by the Home
Ministry itself?

Sart T. S. AVINASHILINGAM
CHETTIAR: Does he not know that

this was sponsored by the Com-
munists?
Surr A, B. VAJPAYEE: May 1

know if there is any evidence to show
that these acts were not committed by
agents provocateur?

Surr T. S. AVINASHILINGAM
CHETTIAR: This is the argument of
all criminals. When a murder is
committed, the defence is, how do you
know whether it was not commifted
by somebody else?

(Interruptions)

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You will have an

opportunity of answering later. Do
not disturb him.

Surr T. S. AVINASHILINGAM
CHETTIAR: These are arguments

which are given as a defence by all
accused in trials. To say the
least, there was nowhere any
atmosphere of non-violence in that
strike. They tried their best, but they
failed to win over the large body of
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[Shr1 T S Avinashilingam Chettiar ]
workers All glory to this large body of
workers, for they said that they would
stand by the Government, because the
consequences of the strike would have
been tremendous 1 also heard the
hon Member say—and I hope I have
understood him correctly—that thewre
was no political motive behind 1t Let
us 1magine for a moment, what would
have happened if the strike had suc-
ceeded If the sirike had succeeded,
1t would not have been possible to run
the Government And if it 1s nol
possible to run the Government, then
the Government ceases to work The
Ministers go cut and the Government
goes out and chaos will rule And
the people who wanted to get advan-
tage out of this strike thought they
could come back to power 1n a very
back-door way Sir, 1t 1s wrong to
think that in a strike where Govern-
ment servants are concerned there 1s
no political motive Dbecause 1t 1tself
is political

Now let me examine the various
practices obtalning 1 the wvarous
States of the world I am grateful to
the Institute of Public Administration
in Delh:, for I had asked them +to
examine the position and let me have
a note and I am grateful o them for
the dispassionate note that they have
prepared In 1t they have stated that
the prohibition or restriction on
strikes by Gove-nment employees
exist mm the followmg countries
Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Canada,
Ceylon, Columbia, Equador, Finland,
and various other countries also Now
let us take the constitutional position
1 some of the prominent countries of
the world Take the United States of
America There they have an Act
known as the Taft-Hartley Act and 1
would hke to read what the late
President Roosevelt had to say on this
Act He says

“All Government employees
should realize that the process of
collective bargaining, as usually
understood, cannot be transplanted
intp the public service”

[RAJYA SABHA ]
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Further he gays:
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“Since their own services have to
do with the functioning of the Gov-
ernment, a strike of public emplo-
yees manifests nothing less than an.
intent on their part to prevent or
obstruct the operations of Govern-
ment until their demands are satis-
fled Such action, looking toward
the paralysis of Government by
those who have sworn to suppoct 1it,
1s unthinkable and intolerable”

Therefore, this Act was passed to pro-
hibit strikes and 1t 1s called the Taft-
Hartley Act, and 1t says;

“It shall be unlawful for any
individual employee by the United
States or any agency thereof includ-
ing wholly owned government cor-
porations to participate 1n  any
strike "

Sir, 1n this Act, the punishment that
was meted out was dismissal. But
later on they had another Act m 1955
which said that not only will the per-
sons be dismissed but will also be
considered guilty of a crime, a felony
and punished under the Criminal Code.
This 1s the law Except 1in France
where there 1s an exception, almost all
the countries in the world have by
law banned strikes by Government
servants The reason is that other-
wise the Government will not run.
Government servants are not in the
same position as other servants or
workers n other establishments.
Keeping this 1n view, where do we
stand? It 1s quite clear that not only
was this strike 1llegal but harmful.
It was 1llegal An ordinance was issued
and 1t was made 1llegal They were
told 1n the strongest terms that the
fullest punishment would be meceted
out to the sti"tkers and they were
warned It i1s not as though thev were
not warned They were warned and
they were also told of the consequ-
ences by no less a person than the
Prime Minister who did so on the
radio so that everybody could hear it.
Still they went on strike And what
happened later on? The strnke failed
dismally. They wanted to stop trains,
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but they were surprised to find that
the trains continued to run. They
wanted to stop the functioning of
offices even mn Delhi, But to their
surprise they found that the offices
continued to work fairly normally.
And then they surrendered. And
what action did the Government take
after they surrendered? I think, if I
understood the hon. Member correct-
ly, he said that they were treated very
harshly, that they were treated very
unsympathetically. But what are the
facts of the case? Mr. Chairman,
45,945 persons struck work, and all
except 208 have been reinstated.
Does that show harshness? Does it
show that Government treated them
unsympathetically or does 1t show
graciousnesg on the part of the Gov-
ernment? I know that when the Gov-
ernment later said that these persons
should be ftreated sympathetically
some departmental heads protested
and said: “When the strike began we
were told that we should take strong
action. But when we take strong
action, you don’t support us, you sup-
port the strikers.” I know some
departmental heads said that. Still
the Government said, let us be sym-
pathetic. And the result is that all
except these 208 have been allowed
to join back and they have been
reinstated. Out of these 208 136
employees have either been dismissed
or removed from service, 11 compul-
sorily retired from service and the
rest 61, have been discharged from
service. These are the details. Strong
disciplinary proceedings were origi-
nally instituted against about 46 000
employees; 2.084 were dismis<ed or
removed and 2.131 were discharged
from service. The number of those in
whose cases orders of dismissal, re-
moval or compulsory retirement or
discharge are still pending is very
small,, namely, 208. May I ask whe-
ther you consider thig harsh? T think
this is being very sympathetic.
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I would like to add one more word
and it is this. We who are interested
in building up the democratic tradi-
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interested in building up a stable gov-
ernment in this country, we do teel
that public servants should be kept
satisfied, that they must have ways of
putting dorth their difficulties and
removing them, We know that we
must have the necessary machinery for
removing their grievances. Every-
where there must be, ang there are
bound to be, difficulties and grievances
and these difficulties must be looked
into and removed. But 15 it by a
strike that you are going to remove
those difficulties? Direct action is not
the method by which it can be done.
As has been suggested, there must
be bodies constituted with represen-
tatives of the Government and the
government employees and they must
sit down and thrash out problems and
solve them. Institutions on the lines
of the Whitley Councils have been
suggested, There are a variety of
other ways in which people can get
together and understand these prob-
lems and solve them. All these have
been suggested. I understand that
and I feel that the Government should
keep its servants comparatively happy,
comparatively secure and compara-
tively free from difficulties. That is
being done. It cannot be said in this
country that we are not meeting their
needs. Let us compare the condit'ons
of employees in industrial establish-
ments and those of the employees of
the Government. Let us see the
condition of people in private employ-
ment and the condition of the Govern-
ment employee. Even today the
number of people who seek govern-
ment employment is tremndous com-
pard to the number of people who
seekk private employment, because
they think and know that government
service is superior, that the govern-
ment employees have provident funds,
pensions, security of service and so on,
Fven medicore people can flourish in
government service. Outside, people
have to compete with others, but
medicore men can sometimes go right
up to the top in government service.
There is security of service in govern-
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ment service Also the Central Gov-
ernment employees are much better
off than those of the State Govern-
ments This has been pomnted out
many times Take the Madras Gov-
ernment and the pay scales of the
Central Government and those of the
Madras Government Two brothers
of the same family, with the same
qualifications, the one mn the Central
Government 1s much better off com-
pared to the other in the Stale service.
The difference 1s so large. So [ say
that 1t would not be correct to say
that government service 1s not attrac-
tive 1n thig country and certainly it
cannot be said that Central Govern-
ment service 1s not attractive mn this
country It 1s the highest-paid in the
country and after all this, to say that
they are being illtreated is just heart-
rending I do not mean to say that
they have no grievances. Of course
they have. The prices have gone up
and they are msmg We know that
and we appreciate 1t But to try to
solve these problemg by a strike is
against gll canons of public adminis-
tration No country which wants to
maintain peace, which wants to main-
tain a stable government, can support
such methods on the part of 1its
servants

Sir, in this House as well as
1n this Parhament, in our Houses,
usually we suffer from one disability
We have Oppositions and the Opposi-
tions can never come to power in the
near future I want a strong Oppo-
sition, Mr Chairman, for they would
be more responsible in that case
Oppositions which never expect to
come to power cannot have g sense of
responsibihity and, with all due defer-
ence to the hon Member who deliver-
ed the gspeech, I should say, if they
had a greater sense of responsibility
to the Government and to the people
of this country, to the proper running
of a Government in this country, the
arguments which were advanced
would never have been advanced
Sir, T oppose the Resolution

[RAJYA SABHA]
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I AR F G I IRTE
F FWIT FEIE

Surt K. SANTHANAM (Madras):
Mr. Chairman, 1t is a matter of regret
that in his enthusiasm to sponsor Lhe
Resolution the hon, Mover should not
have placed the facts squarely before
the House. It is mnot true, as he
stated, that the strike was precipita-
ted by sudden economic difficulties
of the workers because of rising prices.
Thig was the case in 1957 when all
the Central Government servants
were greatly agitated and there were
vague talks of strike but the majority
opinion wanted a Pay Commission to
go into the causes and the Govern-
ment accepted the demand and ap-
pointed the Pay Commission in 1957.
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This Commission reported in  1959.
During its deliberations not a single
labour leader, even of the Communist
Party, questioned the impartiality or
the competence of the Commission
and when the Commission reported in
1959 there was general satisfaction
about the new pay scales. There were
cries of dissatisfaction only on minor
matters because the Commission found
that our workers were working too
little and they cut down their leave
a little and then abolished the half
Saturdays and substituted one Satur-
day in a month. These were minor
grievances. But somehow those peo-

ple who in 1957 wanted to
12 Noon precipitate a strike thought

that their influence was
waning and so they wanted to
get back their hold on the Cen-
tra] Government servants. For
this purpose a convention was held in
December, 1959 and there a Joint
Council of Action was set up and
they began to organise ballots for the
strike. It was in response to their
demand, a Pay Commission was
appointed and the Pay Commission
made unanimous recommendations.
The Central Government had accept-
ed their recommendations and were
willing to implement them. In spite
of all that some mischievous elements,
who were leading these unions, want-
ed to precipitate another struggle.
It was then that the Government had
to decide what should be done.
Therefore, the Prime Minister made
an earnest appeal on Tth July that
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the Central Government  workers
should not indulge in these thre=ts
and should not go on strike. But his

advice was not heeded. They went
on strike on the 11th July. Those
unions which had balloted for the
strike were not unanimous. Even if
their entire membership was taken
into account, they constituted only
one-third of the Central Government
servants. Immediately before the
strike, the President promulgated an
Ordinance on 8th July and as soon as
the strike began on the 11th July,
orders were issued under the Ordi-

nance making the strike illegal. Any
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Government servant continuing a
strike after it had been declared ille-
gal was doing something which would
upset any kind of Government, and
much more so, a democratic Govern-
ment. But then these people persist-
ed and as my friend, Shri Avinashi-
lingam, has pointed out, it was not at
all a peaceful or non-violent strike.
There were 122 cases of sabotage on
the Railways and 31 cases of sabo-
tage in the postal installations.
There were many riots, as many as
244, in which 172 policemen and 29
volunteers were injured and 9 volun-
teers died. In spite of all these riots
there were only 24 cases of police
action in which five rioters were killed
and 29 injured. My hon, friend
stated that there was a loss of only
Rs. 40,000, Was it not?

Snrr A. B. VAJPAYEE: Yes.

SHrRI K. SANTHANAM: The loss to
the Government amounted to Rs. 4%
crores.

SHrRr A. B. VAJPAYEE: As a re-
sult of sabotage?

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Sabotage
and illegal strike. And there was a
loss of 112 lakh man-hours. We have

eonly just to imagine the amount of
harm it had done to the national eco-
nomy by the strike. Then, what hap-
pened? Soon the strike collapsed,
because it could not be carried on.
I know that in Madras the railway-
men simply refused to join and all the
trains, suburban and others, went on
normally. In fact, this came as a
sort of thunderbolt to the strikers
there, to the stirke leaders there.
This was the case all over the coun.
try. Except in certain pockets, the
large majority of Government ser-
vants were loyal and patriotic and
they did not join the strike. As soon
as the strike collapsed, of course, the
Government wanted to go slow. Yet,
they could not keep quiet. In 46.000
cases departmental action was insti-
tuted, as a result of which 2084 people
were dismissed and 2136 people were



Reinstatement of Cen-
tral Govt. Employees

[Shri K. Santhanam.]

discharged. But as a result of
appeals from all kinds of people, both
within the Congress and outside the
Congress, that these people were
misled and, therefore, they should be
treated gently, most of these people
were reinstated. There were only 208
cases of such people who had lost
their jobs. One hundred and thirty-
six people had been dismisseq or
removed from service, 11 people were
retired and 61 people were discharged.
All these discharged people are free
to join Government service again.
‘This is all the action which the Gov-
ernment have taken as a result of
the strike in which such damage was
caused and such loss was incurred by
the nation. Therefore, to say that the
Government of India have {reated
these strikers harshly is far, far from
the truth. As a matter of fact, from
the point of view of the well-being
of the nation I think they have treat-
ed them very, very leniently. Here
we must consider the principles
involved. Is it right for a Govern-
ment servant to go on strike? I think
it is altogether wrong.
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SHrT A. B. VAJPAYEE: 7The right
is there in the Constitution.

Sarr K. SANTHANAM: No. There
is no right in the Constitution that a
Government servant can go on strike.

(Interruptions)

Mr, CHAIRMAN:
Please go on.

Order, order.

Surr A. D. MANI: As the cost of
living was going up, why did you not
pay them more?

Surr K. SANTHANAM: The cost of
living was covered by the new scales.
The new scales of pay had covered
the full rise in the cost of living.
And whatever rise has occurred after
the Pay Commission Report has been
covered by the recent action. This
strike action was taken when the cost
was covered. It was wholly an anti-
national and unnecessary strike that

[RAJYA SABHA]
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happened in 1959. 1 think Govern-
ment servants should not have the
right to strike. It is altogether im-
moral for a Government servant to
go on strike, because he is a servant
of the people. Against whom is he
striking? Is it against the people,
against the whole country? I think
this ought not to be permitted.
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And then, what was the nature of
the strike? It was not an ordinary
strike. It was not a sectional strike.
It was a general strike. A general
strike can certainly mean, more or
less, a civil revolt, which is likely to
become a violent revolt. We know
what happened in Great Britain. The
entire people rose against the general
strike, even though it was led by the
powerfu] Labour Party. We have not
heard of a genera] strike in the United
Kingdom afterwards. I hope here-
after we shall not hear any talk of a
general strike by Government ser-
vants and if any such talk comes, the
Government will take drastic action
even before that talk is converted into
any kind of action.

Sur1 AKBAR ALI KHAN: That
general strike in England was not by
Government servants. It was called
by organisations of labourers, not
directly by Government servants.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Including
Government servants.
(Interruptions)
Mgr. CHAIRMAN: Yes, please go

on,

Surt K. SANTHANAM: It was sup-
ported by the Labour Party.

Sarr P. N. SAPRU (Uttar Pra-
desh): For that matter it was suppor-
ted by Mr. Lloyd George.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Here, once
the strike had been declared illegal,
it was wrong on the part of the Gov-
ernment servants to have continued it.
If Government servants themselves
are to participate in an illegal action,
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‘how can any law be maintained in
this country or in any other country?
‘Therefore, on principle, the Govern-
ment could and should have taken
more drastic action. Naturally they
cared more for the human aspect and
the action taken has been very mild
indeed.

There is the argument of compas-
sion. After all, we are not in a
Communist country where all liveli-
hood depends upon Government pat-
ronage. The Government servants
form only a small minority of the
community. How is it that 208
people cannot find an honest liveli-
hood other than Government service?
What is the great harm that these
people have experienced? Is it the
case that they are unfit to get any job
other than Government service?
Why should they not get their liveli-
hood? Because they took the action,
they must pay the penalty. When we,
‘satyagrahis’, went to jail, we never
said: “All right. Please release us.”
We said: “We go to jail. We will take
the punishment.” So, when these
people undertock the perilous task
of organising a strike, they must be
bold enough to say: “We tock the
risk. We do not care for Govern-
ment service. We shall earn our live-
lihood by doing some other honest
work.” Sir, this argument of com-
passion is wholly mistaken,

Lastly, there is this basie issue of
democracy. Is this country going to
be ruled by the representatives of the
people, or is it going to be ruled by
the paid Government servants? That
is the issue.

TTHE DEpuTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair]

If by the threat of a Government
servants’ strike, general or partial,
people are to be taxed more or if
‘their finances are to be regulated by
the threatening and bullying of their
own servants, then I say democracy
will not be worth the name. Gov-
ernment servants must be bound by
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decisions of the representatives of the
people.
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Suri  BHUPESH GUPTA  (West
Bengal): They have trade wunion
rights, they have constitutional rights.
It was trade dispute on an outstand-
ing matter.

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: 1 think
it 1s better that Mr. Bhupesh Gupta

does not speak because we all know
what happens.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: I am glad
that he has come. It was his Party
that was responsible for the strike.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 see.

Sarr K. SANTHANAM: And now
our other friends have taken up the
cudgels. This is an unholy demons-
tration, I say. The whole idea be-
hind the strike was that the Commu-
nist Party should mobilise its power
over the workers both in the Gov-
ernment and outside the Government

to stage finally not a peaceful strike
but a violent revolution.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: I thought
that Mr. Santhanam was more intel-
ligent than his words would suggest.

Surr K. SANTHANAM: He would
be less than a Communist if he says
that his objective is not a proletarian
revolution in the country. Is it your
objective or not?

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: By this
strike?

Srrt K. SANTHANAM: The strike
was an infant step towards that ideal.
Otherwise there was no justification
at that time for this strike. It was
only to consolidate the Communist
power over Government servants, and
I am glad it is broken, and I hope we
shal] not allow it to grow again
among Government servants.

Surr A. B. VAJPAYEE: The hon.
Member should know that the strike
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was led by the Praja Socialist Party
and not by the Communist Party.

Surr SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE
(Bihar): Also by the Jan Sangh.

Surt ARJUN ARORA: You say that
it was led by the Praja Socialist
Party. Then you admit that it was a
political action and not a trade union
move.

SHr1 BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam, I
came here specially to participate in
this debate because 1 think that we as
representativeg of the people in this
House owe it to ourselves, to our
conscience, to the Government em-
ployees and to the people at large that
we take up this question with the
Government and press for redress in
this matter. It is pointless and it will
serve no purpose on the part of hon.
Members here if they try to raise some
kind of political bogey and suggest
that the strike was something like a
proletarian revolution or that the Com-
munist Party was behind the strike.
This only shows that they have no
case on merits. They need political
diversion because everyone knows how
the strike took place and what cir-
cumstances compelled the Govern-
ment employees to take the decision
much as they would have liked to
avoid it. Who does not know that the
Government refused to implement the
recommendations of the First Pay
Commission so far as increase in the
dearnesg allowance with the rise in the
cost of living was concerned? And
Government employees were entitled to
have it. Who does not know that
they did not appoint the Second Pay
Commission, and only when the Posts
and Telegraphs employees gave the
strike notice or wanted to give such
notice did Government decide that the
Second Pay Commission should be
appointed? And it was appointed.
That was how the workers had to
fight for their demand.

Even before this thing came the
Government employees were exploring
the possibilities of negotiation, press-
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who participated 906
in the strike

ing their demands and so on and ask-

ing for a little redress. It was not
done. But has not the Gov-
ernment  itself proved by  taking
the subsequent action that fun-~

damentally the case of the Central
Government employees was abundant-
ly just and honourable? Then why
do you accuse them? You cannol
treat the country or run the couniry in
this manner when millions of Govern-
ment employees are without housing
are remaining on starvation level and
are demanding reasonable 'amenities
of life. In such a situation do you
expect our democratic institutions tc
flourish on the starvation and hunge:
of Government employees? ‘What
sort of democracy would it be if 1
were to build that democracy on the
skeletons of Government employees
ground down in their day to day life?
It would not be worth looking at. That
is what I tell you. Therefore, it is ar
industrial dispute. Madam, let us no
go back into its history. Everybods
knows how it took place and how
seventeen thousand Government em:
bloyees were arrested in no time, i
a matter 'of few hours, on mere sus
bicion or under charges most of whicl
proved false in the courts of law o
most of which had to be withdrawn
At the same time the Assam riot
were taking place, and not one per
son wag arrested under the Preven
tive Detention Act or any such thing
Are you serving democracy or ar
you wielding the big stick and tryin
to force the Government employee
into submission? This question 1 ma
put to Mr. Santhanam when he say
those things. Let us not go into thes
things; the strike was settled and w
are all happy that it was settled. Shi
Govind Ballabh Pant gave certai
assurances in the Lok Sabha o
August 8th, 1960. I have got it here
and this is what he said:

“We have issued instructions tha
those who had been arrested o
those who had even been convicte
or those who have even been sus
pended should be dealt with lenient
Iy and should be punished only t
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the extent it is necessary in public
interest and for the maintenance of
discipline and efficiency and also for
avoiding repetition of such scenes.
That is what we wanted to do. And
I can say that action has already
been taken on these lines and large
numbers have been already released
or now allowed to resume duty,
but there also the action taken by
us is not final, We have now to
devise methods so that there may
be no strikes.”

Then he went on elaborating
thing. He was speaking of
action, mind you.

this
lenient

SHr1 K. SANTHANAM: I am sorry
my hon. friend was not present when
I gave detailed figures to show how
lenient the action has been.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: Yes, but
do not stop it.

Surt ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pra-
desh): Whatever you may say, he just
goes on,

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA;
stop it. If you say lenient,
with it. Leniency is not to be stop-
ped. If it is an approach, a policy, an
outlook or an attitude, there ig no
point in stepping away from it. On
the contrary carry it out. This is
what is expected of you as the Gov-
ernment of the country by your own
employeces. Therefore I am asking
you not to do something which is
alien even to your practice. This is
the point I wish to make.

Do not
go on

Then again, in the Lok S8abha, in
answer to Unstarred Question No. 2223
on September 6th, the Home Minister
gave a similar king of assurance and
SO on. He was trying to say that
he was dealing with this matter leni-
ently. He was giving consideration to
the demand ‘that this thing ghould
be set right and the people should be
reinstated in thelr jobs and so on.
Everything we said he did not accept,
but at the same time the debating
point was not there—what Mr. San-
thanam was saying, that the offence of
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strike had been committed by them,
so it must be an eye for an eye and
a tootbh for a tooth, and revenge must
be taken on the Government em-
ployees. That was not the approach
of the Home Minister of the country.
His approach in this matter was that

908

he should be more lenient. He did
not fully accede to everything, but
he realised, being a greater man, 2

wiser man than perhaps many hon.
Members of this House, that here was
a question of Government employees
and it had to be treated not in a
rigid, inflexible and oppressive man-
ner but with compassion, sympathy
and wise understanding. That is
what he did. That he tried to do.
After his death, some people seem to
have taken advantage of it. I do not
mean Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri for
whom personally I have the greatest
regard, and it is a tragedy today te see
these Government employees not being
reinstated when Shri Lal Bahadur
Shastri, a great friend or disciple or
whatever it is or a colleague of Pandit
Govind Ballabh Pant hag stepped inte
his shoes. 1 thought that he was a
man more soft, more mild, and per-
haps in many ways full of human
compassion. Therefore, at times Y
feel sorry for him. I am saying this
thing not for flattery which is not my
habit. You know it very well. I say
what I believe tg be true but somehow
or other the bureaucrats sitting in the
departments and the administration
are advising him in a wrong direction,
This is what I say.

Surr SUDHIR GHOSH (West Ben-
gal): How is this sort of a situation
dealt with by the Government of the
U.S.S.R.?

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: You go to
the other planet. I am talking of
India. I have gone to the TU.S.8.R.
Why don’t you go to the moon? Get
the American rocket and go there.
(Interruption). Now, this is the posi-
tion. He wants me go to the U.SSR.
I am here in Indian Parliament today
speaking.
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Now, Madam Deputy Chairman, it
has to be reconsidered whether that
matter 1s over, whether that thing hag
been settled The goodwill of the
Government emplovees 1s a precious
heritage which the Government shoulg
cherish and 1f today people 1emain not
reinstated 1n this manner and perse-
cuted, 1t demoralises the administra-
tion There will always be a feeling
1n the minds of the fellow-workers and
employeeg that some of their men hag
been penalised, punished and perse-
cuted because they had the courage to
fight for the cause that was theirs
This 1s an objective consideration It 1s
not a subjective matter at all because
whether an employee participated 1n
the strike or not, everybody felt that
he had a demand to put forward
before the Government, a cause to
fight for, and that naturally stands to
reason Those who fought for the
cause and suffered for it are not cri-
minals but valiant fighters for the
cause of the working people admired
and appreciated even by those who
did not participate in the strike That
you must bear in mind

Therefore by persecuting these
people by keeping them 1n  therr
present position vou are at the same
time annoying large sections of Gov-
ernment employees All  that we
know The situation 1s like that Why
should 1t be so? What do you lose by
1t? The Government of India, I
should have thought, 15 something
bigger than a petty police court or a
petty police statton It 1x a much
bigger mstitution than these and
generosity shown 1 this matter would
have brought, 1f anything, only credit
to the Government and would have
helped to reinstate good morale 1n the
admistration and also to win the
goodwill of the Government employees
Why don’t you do such a thing? What
do you gamn by 1t? Madam Deputy
Chairman, Government employees have
the right to strike as much as any-
body has The Constitution is not a
Fascist Constitution yet

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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(Interruptions)

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA. Yes, they
have, they have
AN Hon MEMBER No

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA Go to the

Supreme Court. ;

(Interruptions)
You declared the strike 1llegal The
fundamental right 1s there and the
Government employees have every

right If you had a Fascist Constitu~
tion, or would like tp imitate Presi-
dent Ayub Khan or McCarthy or
Hitler or Mussolini, I could understand
1t

Surt ARJUN ARORA Or
chev or Mao

Khrush-

(Interruptions)

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA 1 think you
should be interested in Mr Binoda-
nand Jha more than in Mr  Mao.
(Interruption from Shri Sheel Bhadra
Yajee) He 1s popping up every
time He knows that what he says
he will not believe In the Lobby
he will say that he does not believe
1t But what can you do? Such is the
drama that 1s enacted 1mn this House.

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN-: Carry
on, Mr Bhupesh Gupta

Surt SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE He
must withdraw

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: I do not
withdraw.

Sarr SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE: I
want him to withdraw.

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA  Madam,
in the Lobby he 1s a very good man.

Suri SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE:
You withdraw * * *

***Expunged as
Chaur.

ordered by the

i
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SHrr BHUPESH GUPTA: Why
should I withdraw?
Tee DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You

carry on.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: You are
good in the Lobby. You are a very
good man, I know. You are a good
friend of mine in the Lobby.

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order,

SHrr BHUPESH GUPTA: When I
call him good, he gets annoved., What
can be done?

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
finish your points.
three minutes more.

Please
You have only

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam,
Shri Yajee is my good friend; he is
a very dear friend, more especially
in the Lobby, I can teli you. He
should nct get annoyed like that.

Now, why should it be so? I think
the matter should be closed. Shri
Santhanam was saying: Can’t they
find jobs? Is it a question to be
asked? Is it not cynicism, pure and
simple? He has taken a fine job but
what about the jobs tp which they
were entitled and in which they
should be reinstated? Are you to
take away the jobs and tel]l them to
go and find jobs elsewhere? 1 cannot
see gny logic in it becaus= they zare
Government servants, They have
been Government servants. They
want to be back in their posts. It is
not a question of merely earning
some money or getting something for
their families

Surr K. SANTHANAM: Legitimate
action was taken against them and
they ceased to be Government ser-
vants. That action was faken.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: I tell you,
it does happen. People are reinstat-
ed; even in Government they are re-
instated. Many suspension orders
were withdrawn; many cases Were
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dropped. You have done it even imn
this particular case. I am not asking
you to do something which you did
not do. I am asking you to do some-
thing which you have done, Only I
ask you to do a little more of this
thing. You have dropoed cases. You
have reinstated peopie. You have
stopped suspension orders, You have
in some cases even condoned break in
service. All these things are there,
Why can’t you in this case also do
the same thing? This is what I ask.
Am I asking you to do something
which is unknown, alien and strange
to you? Not at all. I foilow this
line.

Madam Deputy Chairman, we did
not debate on this subject very much
because views were known. We had
divergence of opinion. We had dif-
ferent approaches in this matter But
ultimately this matter was settled; the
strike was called off and you set in
the process of reinstating people. You
set in the process of mweeting, as far
as possible, some of their legitimate
grievances, and what is more, ihere
was a certain implemeniation of the
recommendations of the Pay Commis-
sion—increase in their emoluments to
some extent also. All these indicated
that their essential case was just.
When they had been subijected to such
a denial, they took a certain acticn. I
may call it an action taken in good
faith and in pursuance of an indus-
trial dispute, a justifiable action. Yon
may call it, no, it was not a justifiable
action. Here is a debating point, a
point of divergence between us, a
point of controversy. But after the
strike was settled, I think the mind
of the House was converging on one
single point as to how not to perse-
cute people but how to restore as
many people as possible to their jobs.
To that task the Hous= addressed
itself and the Home Minister at that
time was thinking along this line. He
was not thinking on the lines of pro-
secution, penalty, punishment, ve-
venge. This is what I say. Now I
say, let us stand on this pledge of a
different, constructive, human
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approach in this maticr a.¢ 1y to sce
1f we can bring ourselves to remnstat-
ing the remaiming few men, some peo-
ple who are still there, I do not see
as to why 1t should be objected to mn
principle; I do not see as to why 1t
should be opposed in practice, I do
not see as tp what standard of public
Justice or administrative decorum you
lose by reimnstating these men jn their
jobs and thereby helping their morale
to be restored and also helpirg the
people to be back to their posts and
seeing that their families are not
starved or put to unnecessary suffer-
ing. Now, this much thing cannot we
expect from him? This much thing
certainly we can expect from the
Government Do not bring in Com-
munism here Do not bring in parties
here because you know how the strike
took place. Now you are telling that
the Communist Party 1s responsible

for 1t. In the other House it was the
P.SP. Sometumes it will be some-
body else Put all these arguments

aside, these are not relevant to the
point at the moment today after two
years of the strike or so I appeal
to the hon Home Mmister, Shr1 Lal
Bahadur Shastri, 1in all solemnity that,
in the name of the families of these
men and for the sake of our trade
union rights, and in the nterests of
democratic justice and in the interests
of public administration, he should
rise equal to the occasion and find his
way to remstate all these employees
in their jobs, and carry forward the
task which his predecessor, Shari
Govind Ballabh Pant, began but covld
not complete, or maybe he had not
thought that it should be completed
in the manner I am suggesting now
at that time. But the process was
begun and let the present Home Min-
ister complete it, and he will be
earning their goodwill Does he really
believe that by punishing these peo-
ple, putting them under penalty, he is
going to win the goodwill of the
Government employees? Will he take
the plebiscite of the Government em-
ployees® He has got two millhon Gov-
ernment employees on the civil side.
Is it his contention that if 1t were put
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to vote to them in a plebiscite the
Government employees will say:
Punish them. I am sure, whether cne
participated 1n the strike or not, or
supported it or not, every single Gov-
ernment employee 1n the country will
give him the advice, if he were called
upon to give such advice: Mr Home
Minister, please reinstate these peo-
ple.

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Abid AlL

Suri BHUPESH GUPTA:
fore, Madam

There-

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I have
called the next speaker.

Surt BHUPESH GUPTA: Therefore,
Madam, I have made this appeal and
I expect Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri to
do justice to these people.

SHrt ABID ALI (Maharashtra):
Madam Deputy Chairman, as you have
called upon me to speak, I am bound
to obey your order

Now 1t 15 very interesting to find
that the representatives of the Jana
Sangh and of the Communist Party
have combined in this particular
matter, one which is anti-national in
every form and shape.

(Interruptions)

I am not referring to the Jana Sangh
as being anti-national. No, no, not
that way.

Surt A B VAJPAYEE:
gomg to

Are we

Srrt ABID ALI: Madam, if he
hears me, he will be convinced that
whatever I am saying is correct, and
he will agree with me. They are
only communal Of course, if is com=-
munal But communalism is also ...

Snr1 A. B. VAJPAYEE: Is it for
the hon Member to decide who is
communal or nof commungl?
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Surr ABID ALI: But when I said
“anti-national”, I was particularly
referring to the Communist Party.

SHRI A. B. VAJPAYEE: But he has
not got the monopoly of nationalism
in this country. What are we today
on? Are we discussing today who is
national and who is anti-national, and
what is nationalism and what is not?

Sari BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam
Deputy Chairman, we are not going
to put up with this abuse of anti-
nationalism. I would ask the leader,
Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastiri, to stop his
reference to anti-national

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
proceed with your speech.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: He starts
the abuse by calling us anti-national.
What does he mean? (Interruptions.)
I would ask for your ruling whether
the leading party in Parliament which
is in opposition should be called anti-
national from the Government side.

Sarr ABID ALI: There is no party.

Tee DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
-order.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: What is it
then? Do you not know that we
have received 12 million votes? What
is it?

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order. The hon, Member will sit
down when the Chair is on its legs.

Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: I know,
Madam, but please stop him from
calling us ‘anti-national’.

T DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order.

Surt K. T. SHAH:
Chair.

You obey the

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order. No hon, Member should be on
his feet when I am on my feet, and I
do hope you know the procedure.
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Surr BHUPESH GUPTA: I knew

when he was chucked out of the Min-
istry, he would give us trouble,

Tee DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Ab.d Ali, you will carry on with your
gpeech and make your points without
any insinuations.

Surt ABID ALI: Now I was saying
that the Jana Sangh .

st o MT (I RT) : A F
SEEIT FT N5 qAT ATEAT § 5 Fa1
Ig §AEET T F AT & o I
weq & fodt ey o1 #8190 fir 98
aedd g 7

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
carry om.

SHr1 ABID ALI: Nobody can say
that there are no anti-natiomal ele-
ments in this country. There are
some. Every country has traitors .

5t o MR : At fAR SAFY g8t
g fasra fifea

oft sifee weft ¢ g, SR fAaTe
¥ afT wa: & qafaw o1 FRATS
gt ag a7 staar |

Sarr BHUPESH GUPTA: Nobody
can say they are no agents of big
capitalists who are chucked out by
their Prime Minister.

Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will
pot permit such interruptions. The
hon. Member has had his say. He
should be patient with other speakers,
and if he has any corrections to make,
he can make them later.

Surt ABID ALI: Now coming to
this particular Resolution, Madam, all
employees including Government ser-
vants deserve sympathy and support
go far as their legitimate claims are
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concerned, and at the same time,
Madam, Government also deserve
ungualified support, unstinted sup-
port when it takes action in the 1a-
terests of the country and to maintain
discipline among the Government em-
ployees. Madam, it is very fortunate
for this country that, by and large, the
civil servants in this country are not
only good, honest and dutaful, but are
also patriots. At one time, four or
five years back, when there was some
agitation to attend to thewr duties
without shirts, shirtless, at that time
only four employees in the Delhu
Secretariat thought of entering the
outer precincts of the Secretariat
without shirts, and going up and up
the steps they found that all their
colleagues were going with their shirts
on and those four also went on put-
ting their shirts, because the then
Home Minister had appealed to and
also warned them that action would
be taken, and observed that there was
no justification for the demonstration
that they were attempting.
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Our Government, with regard to
this particular matter, has been very
much liberal has been considerate
and has been in favour of the em-
ployees. On the other hand, there is
the legitimate complaint that, so far
ag national interests are concerned,
they should have behaved better and
that this sort of indiscipline and this
sort of stmike was uncalled for. I am
coming to the right to strike to which
the hon. Member has made a refer-
ence. It should be thought over twice
before it is attempted or preached.

Now some hon. Member said that
the strike was settled. Who setiled
the strike? Where were the negotia-
tions, and with whom? The strike
collapsed. Firstly, out of the two
million Government employees hard-
ly one-fourth, less than one-fourth,
either went on strike or were forced
to go on strike. A large number of
them did not want to go on strike but
they were forced by elements which
became very much violent and as has
been pointed out by my hon. friend

[RAJYA SABHA]
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from Agra, Shm Nawab Singh

Chauhan .
Surt NAWAB SINGH CHAUHAN:
Aligarh,

e

SHrRt ABID ALI: All right; I cor-
rect myself, but Agra 15 also in U.P.

it Qo o FINAT : HIUFT HOTAU
ST JT T3

ot smifag st : ag AT an fegwta ®

@'é’l The Communists remained aloof in
the morning, were only watching the
situation. Some of the friends of the
P.S.P. or HM.S,, well, they were lead-
ing the strike, and the Communists
were only watching. By noon, when
it was clear that the strike had failed,
the Communists, those who were
watching and some of those who had
resorted to the strike, well they were
the first to resume the strike, follow-
gl by others subsequently. Now,
action was attempted against about
27,000—1 am quoting from memory . .

Surr A, B. VAJPAYEE: Forty-six
thousand.

Surt ABID ALI: Then it went on
decreasing and decreasing, as it was
mentioned this morning. Now, about
300 persons only are involved,

Srrr K. SANTHANAM:
hundred and eight.

Two

Surr ABID ALI: There were a
few, 2,000 perhaps, who were demot-
ed, or action of a minor nature was
taken against them. Now the hon.
Member who moved this Resolution
said that every person had been pena-
lised simply because he went on
strike. If this was the case, then there
would have been about 4 lakh discip-
linary actions, But this Government
had been, as I have said earlier, very
much considerate. The hon. Member
who has just spoken said that they
are starving. But, Madam, action
should be taken against those who
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commit breach of the law. Now,

Madam, if a person commits a murder
and has children go to court and say,
“If my father ig punished, then we
will starve,” then it means that no
action should be taken against any
cruninal, against those who attempt to
paralyse the Government, against
those who attempt to create chaos in
this country. Against those who
commit crimes against the society or
against the nation, certainly action
should be taken against them to the
extent that it becomes necessary in
the interests of the country, its secu-
rity and its integrity, But this sort
of complaint hag no basis so far as
this particular case is concerned. There
are political parties who are attempt-
ing penetration into Government ser-
vices and I request the Home Miniz-
ter, as he should be very much alive
to this aspect also, to ensure that, of
course, so far as opinion is concern-
ed, everyone in this country, whether
he is in government employment or
otherwise, is entitled to have opinion.
But when that opinion is attempted to
be used against the interests of the
nation, national interest should be
protected, and any action which the
Government may take in this behalf
will have certainly, not only the sup-
port of the public but also of every
sensible, genuine, Indian and Members
of Parliament.

The Resolution in question iz very
much helpful to convince every rea-
sonable-minded person that the Gov-
ernment has been, in this particular
matter not vindictive. If they had
been vindictive, a large number of
persons would have been out of Gov-
ernment jobs.

Madam, about the staff in the offices
of the Comptroller and Auditor-
General, much reference was made by
the mover of the Resolution who
should alsp remember how much com-
plaint is against them. What is the
extent of discipline in that office, how
much politics is discussed there and
everybody knows how many months
an ordinary file takes for its disposal
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in that office. To that aspect also we:
should be alive.

About violence, much reference was.
made about the IN.T.U.C. this morn~
ing. The hon. Member, Shri Chettiar,
read extracts from the report of the
IN.T.U.C. and someone, there from
the Communist Benches, said that it
was an organisation of “Government
stocges”. Yes, it is easy to make such
remarks, but perhaps the hon. Mem-
ber who made this remark does not
know that the I.N.T.U.C. did not come
into existence after independence, The
IN.-TU.C. came into existence in
Champaran when Gandhiji started his
movement there, followed by a irade
union organisation established by
Mahatma Gandhi in Ahmedabad and
which spread to Bombay, Indore,
Jamshedpur, Madras, Calcutta and so
many other places. When the workers
working in different spheres in dif-
ferent parts of the country thought
that the question of achieving national
independence was over, they thought
that more attention should be devot-
ed to help the workers, both peasants
and those working in factories, They
thought that a national organisation
was necessary. Ag a matter of fact,
it was already working, though not
having come together technically, The
day they decided to get together, they
met and the unions of about eight
lakhs of workers got affiliated to the
ILN.T.U.C.

Madam, the ILN.T.U.C, which is
very much alive to the needs and
requirements of workers, is also alive
to national interests. They know that
if national interests are in jeopardy,
where are the workers, where are the
peasants? There will be chaos in
the country. They know that national
interest, national prosperity, comes
first and from that everything else
flows.

So far as the workers are concerned,
the IN.T.U.C. tries its best to secure
all that the workers deserve. Now,
when occasions come, when political
parties for their own interest try to
create chaos in this country and want
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to exploit the workers, it is the duty
of the ILN.T.U.C. to protect them, {o
give them a proper lead. I am proud
of the part played by the LN.T.U.C.
organisation, its workers, its leaders
with regard to this particular strike.
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Every sensible, genuine, patriotic
Indian will support the stand that
this workers’ orgamsation, this

IN.T.U.C, played its part very well.
It was a political strike. It was not a
trade union movement, it was not a
trade union demand.

Madam, the Prime Minister had
given the unqualified promigse, which
he has carried out also, that whatever
award, whatever decision will be
given, those recommendations made
by the Pay Commission will be accept-
ed as an award. After having got
this unqualified assurance from the
Prime Minister of the country, where
was any room left for any action on
the part of the leaders of the so-called
Government employees’ strike except
that there was political motive behind
it? That has been amply proved, and
my request to the Government, par-
ticularly with regard to the strikers
against whom action has been taken,
is that in case a substantial case is
made out that action has been taken
against any particular employee who
was really innocent, that should be
given special consideration, But
those who were responsible for sabo-
tage, who were responsible for this
unwarranted strike, of course, action
against them is justified and it should
be confirmed.

Again, there is one case which I
would like to plead, namely, of those
against whom action has been taken
but who did not participate in the
strike. There are some supervisors
under the influence of a party which
iz very much anti-national, and there
are some persons who are able to
exert their influence in some of the
Defence establishments and in  some
other offices. Thev have been very
much responsible for harming those
persons who opposed this strike and
against persons who preached violence,

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

who participated 922
in the strike

Their women and children, their
family members were attacked, and
their property damaged. Their in-
terest also is very much necessary to
be protected by the Government.
Their cases have been reported {o the
Government. I am sorry to say that
those who stood by the nation, wna
stood against these anti-nationals,
action has been taken against them
and they are really victimised.

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
wind up.

SHrr ABID ALI: Only two minutes
more, Madam.

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
have taken more than two minutes.

Suri ABID ALI: Because of the
rights given to Government servanis
under the Constitution, the sense of
fear is gone, I am happy that that
sense of fear dces not exist amongst
Government servants, but there should
be a sense of responsibility also.
There are some elements amongst
them, although a very, very small
percentage, who are attempting to see
that the sense of fear having gone,
a sense of responsibility should not
enter and there should be more cases
of indiscipline. I submit to the Home
Ministry that there is at the present
time a vacuum, a semse of responsibi-
lity hag not entered and the sense of
fear having gone, they should rise to
the occasion and find out appropriate
ways and means by which this attempt
to create chaos and indiscipline
amongst Government servants is very
much checked.

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY
(Madras): On a matter of informa-
tion, may we know from some Gov-
ernment spokesman on what grounds
these 200 Government servants have
been dismissed and discharged?

THE MINISTER or STATE IN THE
MINISTRY or HOME AFFAIRS (SHrT
B. N. Datar): These Government ser-
vants . , .,
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Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
hon. Minister may kindly make a note
of it and may cover the point when
he replies.
=t g AET (ITLNRA)

SITATIT  AgiEar, ¥ 39 959 #71
gy F & faw @er  gwm g,
st @Al o gremdr oA
A FAWy Wl § A
ag § wrad gwr g fRew @
YA 9T gEq § A9 fRE o
W T | ar IEe # AR 9,
FF QU A FEgowm W g
91 92 IR-TR 3@ @& ¥ A%
W FEAMATE WTAFT g\ IR
fer 781 7€ § frag Sigsaw
g% ¥ a@ UF ueifaw gzare ol
FATX OF ATAAE 994 A q1 a0
ax F3r % @ gEaw@ &t
FA FT A, THEEAA BN I
F fywRer gom @mfass qEf
3 a0

St WA HOW ¢ N A
qET 98 &W A FT gERdl g |
¥g 9gq FAGL g |

st % @Y § "AWF gra
I HEAT GEE ¥ g FgAT
agm & g dfae ol &
Fg @w  §wem gz gfama
qaqz § FW FW g AR I9W
wa & feafexr dt  wg frarsa
q¥ o7 graface  qrEl qud FaiEr-
frag AWt @ 1 @fEw wST Ara-
fore ot gg wEY wwar g f&
ot wwifar Wi @ @ feell
uadfas fgq@r  Fread T @ FT
ST grifaee qET a8 #9 fFar)
q q2 FR F WA F AT F
wZoamr g fF W@ dvwAr
o g Sy @ for w@m g

in the strike

A gAR A Iy A Fgraar g %
A AW ATFTLA IR G A
9T foar q@T 1 IR UF WA
97€q § qg1 A% F@ F WHAG
affd & fe w0 o AT A g o
R 59 q<@  # WEw  3sEd
IR gaam afaw g faan s
o gfd ST AWAT g &
FaET wEAT g fF wwEm =9
A AT @ A FATE ST AL,
aEE  afear & FEAR I
T frar areaFar 193 ¥ T AW
g ® wa, I fy atwa
g A omE, afFA 3 wasw W
AT B FN eFrAEr 9E ) ST
W # ¥ar W 93 WO§
ST AT F O gagAr WW SW
W g, TEFI I§H A RIGE AR
FE At orEm &M AR @™ AR
¥ swgfag & o= d1 g e (A
S gfear # RS aFT IEH!
T OUF @FG | wEAE R
wfl oft, ragrdd gd § # 9w
Fgm fe weg & asm fear
a1 §gr fwan, # 29 faaea a8 gsa
AT, FfFa a8 gard gEAT  Fgan
g5 mQa wagy & fag St s
T g, wha wegw § fag
AOFT S, AfEg HwRX g g
FT GG WT HUT oEE & I=AT-
fysrfa Ffausi g 198 W9
gifse faE & 1 w1 o AT &=
3% IFI K1 IAT F a9, A SAH!
g 799X I9-39, AE-IE AWK
THE-T=9E o 4 F1 q9T
AR -l ¥ &89 #6 H 9w
frgrd w1 z@ fgld & gy A=
or faar gom & fF uF wmad

S WG IF FIEAEX 7 ITF1I93
g AR WT I FFAE F A9
¥ Wd gqM@ET T G ATE Ty
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TER g T TF AEA g5
TFg fF geam & IO WA
FAETATY TFEE AT | Tg
aw 9 & foemd w W
TS H I 2, TWIAAN A § AT
TEm fF wn W WWE AN R
weEl Framlfaa fear s@mo o
I WY W1 wWArg W@ AAT
g, FqT [THI  gAEA  F OGN
s #@ & fad Jar &
Wl ogae §1 dag TN FaAg
T }W F, T @A 7, G-
fog Ggn o sadE ] & =
faq  ogafagt gt & 1 gw A A
¥ @@ @4 gsurtawfAl &
faa ag am & sy & ) wbE
& fauagam@ady s & | @fE
g q@ AL FEr T F R
FHAfE & fAu, 9 wg=ifar 3
faa st O Fl FAEF R
g Wrzg I & ey fiar )

ZATR UF AT @3 ¥, a7
I 99 HAmE 49 faamr § S99-
74 &, Fagrs & 7o T o
Fo ¥lo & AR I UF Tu7 3fagm™
Gy FIFIT | IR FgT  F AT
TTo Yo o Yo &1 fmiwr wad=rar
g F F a@ T g W,
gfew Fwrm FqA Hgmm oam
g9 IFTT AT ST FT A\ fagr
FEE wrare  fewng W) wEer
THT ST AT I #T AR A
g A IW@aT F AN ¥ TF a9
Stamr =Ear g fF owmEy &
F915 Fru qffme ax g @Y ?
T Y ¥ wE oar fF ouE g
¥ g AR T IA AT A @Ay
gFar 1T R FamE Ay
T RW & 9T FATT @pil 9T g,
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ST oAE B, qEE 8, T g |
ITH WAEE  FI IS AT 39 A
F1 AR I AfSS 9T ag=mr v
gFAT & | AR § O SAEAT
ArgaT g £ 741 37 FHarfeai 51 frre
FIF HIA FATG9 g9 13 KT I0T
T g v Tdet & welesw &0
AT NT@I & ! @A gwEw H
Fgr a1 f& agIgar Mg e,
ag #1% aafqgag g & faqagd
g, w1% qaafas T@d & fag ag
2 | IS qimfaEs qEt & |t q9-
qfqs  ward @ gEy § | FRfwee
qTEf & W1 U1 €1 1@ TFd § b
¥fwa ol aag wwdt G # fag
TEAT &, 9 T AAGR A G F
forg AEAT &, SEF AFA TF &Y |4
g5 smar @ e AR a8
=T & fqu w@sar & 1 FWIAE AT
oy & g, a1 fF omm o aw
F2y & 0F Q1 g9adfa s &
fim uEE ow ¥ ¥R gfama #
afggs & ? Fwrag @ W @Y
gy & fa owwr wmw fafan awq
F1 ag ¥ T AU FTSraq
T AT I 8, 8¥e ¥ IFX
98%0 & A H firr & 7 wwe #
T g5 & @ 3w fawd e
FFAT g

AR UF WWAG G3ET ¥ FE¥
fe @ wHsifei &y e
TIgAT FEA & FAANET § AT &
@ifsg ISR ag M Fgr v @
FTE FAANET HT GG F747
TfEq | SfFT § 98 71a Fag g
& ofd w7 amAg s ¥ ug
qIAT FEAT fF #AT H}9 JAAT
FE & THE TG FAMA G fFEAy
g WIFHE FH ¥ ¢F FHART A, a1
fex AW § wH AW AX ¥
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aqd ¥ us T4q F@F s W
gaar g Jfgg ) ST wIw ag
wea 2 fw fagar ) feay a4 7
F0 qar fawar §, v #Ar AEx
qEX & wgd ¥ A Tqr fowar g
FE WT HIT IR FHATET HI
3 ¥ fau dqe §7° 39 a@ ¥ a8
FH AL TS0 FETAICATAE B
fr fog s &Y gz faeand o,
T W & I F AT B B
Fifarar F T 1, FT Y ITATTAHL
FN AT I g AT IT ATIATA

1 ogEmr g ! ‘

TF AT qZEq F, FIATR 48
Freg & I AT & 7z FaEr fw
gEaT FIFA W AT HAr )
oA IF 9 097 gAY & fF qfqaesw
¥5g 0y g f9aq w1 &1 3
z:3a g | fFT wF HF 7 JAEs
wzFd A g@ g1 frga amm w9
g@ 7y @ At g A A1S
TR "edd F A AR fagrn
¥ w{geaq g M & 1 # T
¥ wgar Fgw & gw oA F
Araat e AT & fawdare g &)
TAEEIT F AR R AGT & faq
FWMT A & 198 ITMA I;W
fog ¥ #Y A9 79 ¥ 7AWy
wrgAT fagam &, f5a 7 A wgrEm
ardy A& wgAr §31g3  faegw Ay
FW fwgr f& ag g2 T &
gmA, 2 T IS FIAGAAIT &
FIRT AT T IST X FETFLfgaT
Iq I O A@ FET A, 4T
TGEAG! Al ATFT 1T T9NG §
gfz  fwdr arg  ®THADNT  Fra94T
oY gAdT FIW@ &, WANE 9T
TF A AT FT W R, A IF
Fig 9x  fqam I 99 g A7
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@ g AT Aifgg fRd
AATF TET ¥ graeT @ g |
7 a8 gamar g f& wx ggvaw §
ar Ig aew W agT ¥ oF M
foasr  @mdd g FHEfAE
qrEt & e wr & sar e omfaw
AT qIgT ¥FgT fF §g AT
ST arvwIIfaw g, ® @ A §
ST Tee-faliet E A g W A Ay
AT A g, A FAr dag Fg fFga
W F GEgg  gEr AT W
& AT g qRET G OF AW Al
qEAT FYFA TG & | § A A FEA
AR fF g7 gar a3 fa=e w3
g9 qrE™  waiEd |

TF QI A9 gz W FI T4
fe srqodr Y #1 % SfET A
gar T8 & fF f9a s W
% fgar 7@t g8, w81 W AR
S9ET qEY gd, IET W AN AT TGIE
fFar war, Fgr oY &R0 F AR
¥ gIgTAAT ) ¥ ITT g FI
for% FTa1 T, @ JIT A AGTAS
FT1 2T 9T H1E fgar a9y g5, w08
fswrE 78 gL HfwT agr FHAtE |
AF ¥ Fagrar man) adfead (ad
HTH g7 AT § T T ATET F
dM ¥ a8 F3r f& gArk mrfaa
1 g faar wrx, Sfew g=afy-
AT FTATY I I TTATSIA
Fr o€ | Froy AT FAT T O
TG 9T IARI AR T WD
i 59 9T F gETHT SART FE@
TE @A F1 Fifmmw F1OTE, @l
R F WA X OSAHRT QEA
T gFrAr? F ik waw g
fr feadr a3 aEE ¥ S &
ZrEwT g 77, foaq ST & SHREA
A& w1, fFay @it F1 aasIT  faar
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AT AT afz g7 3T AT R I
FI A1 g0 gAT afr 9T 9= e 3w
gIATT H1 3@d gY IE gq a7 &
faar mar & 1

Y TF AT qE€q A &ET R
72 a1 fa=1E 7 wAEeay €Y | gE WA
qTET T FF1F o a1 FAAMAT H &
B IIT qTG A gIATA AT A T |
FIATAT FY AT Y ST FAAT § FZTAATAT
fix ggama AfFA & 20 WY A AVOA
FY | # ST wrgen 5 QA g 2y
FE AT | UF qE qr qegafa w
FEqTRRT R fRAr T w7 gAd I
A a8 Fg (% ggana fefoa q35e

g T

§t my A wow  faEg A feafa
qar &< F1 Fifmy #1 qE, ¥fwT 4g
T g )

ot TR nEY feafg g Ao
g1 e, @1 § 7 I 5 7 famig
feafa g a1 A F1 Hifzrer w1 7 71 foa
JRT 7 Ffaw wY, s f@gArs w
FE FEAIE! F | SfFa A7 38 AT
fF o1 ag 93 Fea & fF agr w190
FAATA &, 98 fawIg FAT €Y =vgr,
g AU T ATAA &, HIHT TIT
wifgaes §, @ f&T Sa%t 3T Oy
fear s ?
Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I had
called for the report as to exactly what
Shri Sheel Bhadra Yajee had said. He

has used a phrase which 1s unparha-
mentary, It will be expunged.

The House will now adjourn to meet
again at 2-30.

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

—

[RAJYA SABHA]
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The House reassembled after lunch
at half-past two of the clock, THE
Vice-CHAIRMAN (SHRT M P BrHARGAVA)
in the Chaur.

ot q7F NG : GIAAT SIHHIT8]
ST, 4% 95 9T T HYAT WM FT @I
o7, a9 44 98 FaT AT fF qEwTH1 MY
¥ 93 FIT 141 % F3F Y ATG AW
gEaTd F &7 Tifeq frgr g 9w
AfeFa & 71E @ QAT A {FAT
T4 ITH 92 W Far At 5w famig
#1 feafq gww @1 0f € fqsd @@
& fod sty o1 B meamw I
A | 9 AE T TG AATT GIET
7z W 7 fF T S MT A A T3
faa a1, 78 33 TET FA AT AR AT
7ga feand & wi=nfeat & ava dm ams
HH AT &, TR Farar qar g 5 daa
qiez ug 2famis feaEae A & 9,384
Oy 9 fa% oz F1 0¥ frqar aar
TIT ITRT TACATE! K1 F7 fFAT 797 8
A3 AT CY F 55 g5 F)Y AW AT
¥ foFan o MIT ¥, 093 FH=AE 0F §
faar safa wram9, (25 a5 & fag
QF fear war | € g A fReA
fFd @ AT Z9F FATAT € AR AR
A gafaw 65 13 | 39 e A grarw
¥ us feurgde A, ux fawrT @, =aq
arrr &t gfeq fwar 1o AT 99 a7
AT T FT AR Y FT 079 F gA 115
FEdT & w17 TET faar ? F 9 srAar s
AN FE TF q=A18 & 37 aga fardmre
AR A, ez e SfamE & FEafay §
q& garar § 5 o7 qradta g w4t ot
§ 4 fao a1 37817 w31 fv Az qez g
Zfaars & sEIFET F AW AE A I3
AW IT FAACET F1 199 3 qHy §
ot AYF < & g war ) 3w Wy
T fr A T, T AN A FawArery
FHIT Y, @7 fogr 1 ez sra
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3T Jee! A @) T | T qRATAA
TE AAT AT F FHAMAT w1 fgam 1A
qrzaTaa Q7 Ag1 frm mar g A S &
FITAE FI AH | TAFT HTE ? AT
WY Tree uE femrme feardde & o &y
MFN FFEETE 13 7 g0 F
grad | Sq1 T A1 g | 9gT § A1 O
g sifs ot oft Amfas & 1 (0 &
o W gufaw § faay $ed Wady
gfraa & JH W 8 ) 95T & FHAR
qF & faasr §2 7, == 7 §5g
¥g I fegr w7 Fawn § ofam wway WY
A1 F 7)Y Ferar st 1 F 7 wrar fE
F TATET AT FY ITATAF FFaAT &,
ST yIrEa g el & fv aSifamd wr
areaar famdY =rfed 9= g & 3
sSifady, #wnT =aw fawm, fF #
fagt aw=t a1 3371 72TEA $1 a8 HiFTT
gfrag gaafea FY 1 BfFT ag qa 53
T ZHAT W AT AR INF @ W
7g F31 AT 8 % 29% Fav F18 Ay
AET T @Y & | IHE T, T FET ATAT
& for STt o0 farelt gt 4 &, Y AT I
aXE 450 § ITH! WEAR TG ATAA |
q T Jrar fw oF A ¥ ey
foreqT ®Y &9 AT @TE | 6 qOF AFF
¥ 3AH Tt FEAT ATEATE I F FH-
=7t F AT F F1E W 709 & fag
TG @I AT E, § AT IF AU FaeAl
Y a1z feam & fod @ergong | A ovd
T3 wET & 919 78 fAdaq §3A7 g
g fngaad 39 3 F oA, swglfraa
FAR FTTAT ATEAT § I §HAT F1 Ig
T QAT T o 3w qW AT B A
T FIATY, TF T 57T 7T § 797
HTZH! 42 72gT T fF suxrgg o o
I Y8 F1 359q & o ag f fren
JEIHTY T & | X TZ WAl TH
WY A TG &, TR e
ey " 3gd fad A dar
g g fwT Fav e @ A
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¥ ? gm fEEy wr OwEAE &2
Fife, m vz A9 fF HIAangE3
& e 9T 9 AYT 79ar 2fwq, Hn,
d ok qf g ¥ AT SAATAT A12AT
g fF ag @ g1 a1 T =998 g A
ZHAT HT AT JET TGAT 7ET, Ag T4
FIA HT IOUAT I T TG FHRAT WU
FUANTAT FT 3T F FATIT AW FT,
g F wda S F1 98 guAA 7 {77
AwgT FT M fF wngfiaa w1 wwar
TE TEAT ALY §, HIAONLEE FT QAT
T AZY & 1 yAET T Fheqy ¥ MaAr
FTHUCIAIST TATATE TTAZ AT TFAT
2 & ufas afas @, 9g @1 g aFar &
f& a2 faqr aF 7 QT W AW
AUAT FT AT g4 F I a9 ofwT
T AT N U AT,  FAET HIAIL-
fra g anarsg AW A Y QAT AT/
9% TICT § 39 T § 6T F AT
FgaT =tEar g fF z@ ¥ F1 wiaey
FFIFTT A & AT g gfee & 3a% Fdeq
#Y 717 faara & fog § agm 5 s
UAfas sy 1 g7 § fag,
o faw frdat w1 g dfwd

(Time bell rings.)

g,

UF WA a3 A Fg1 fF weafazee
el & AW e #1¢ A g q=d
SR ERIE I Er R ER I )
TAT AT 39 FTATT A 1 9gF TEH
a7 3fFT a7 2@ fa qers a1 @ §
qr Seg g Wrofaee qEf &1 wE
Ffear Al g A g gz 18 1 F
ST ARt g 6 oqE amea ot ad
& FTETE | A fazanw & s araw &
A TG FW S o oy ® fazane
q TG TS AT HTQ ¢ | T Tea T & 919
7 ored wfed & Iy Ay s 5
39 AR FEAAAT F1 J1fF AFT &
ged T & fan faet frasa & fw
FH ITF T )
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SHrr M. GOVINDA REDDY
(Mysore): Mr. Vice-Chairman, know-
ing the hon. mover of this Resolution—
or at least having hearqd him—to be
a good parliamentarian I had expected
that he would place before the House
all sides of this problem, I had ex-
pected that he would be no less in-
terested in the efficiency and discipline
of the Administration, no less interes-
ted in the public welfare than in the
interest of the civil services. But I
am sorry to observe that he has taken
only one view of the matter, namely,
the interests of the civil services alone,
He has not at all dwelt upon the
frightful consequences which a strike
of the sort we had the misfortune to
have, would have had on the country
and the people in general. He has
spoken, no doubt, in measured tones
unlike the hon, Member who sat to his
right in the morning and who raised a
shout, wanting to make up by sound
what his arguments lacked in force
I wish to submit to this House that it
would be incorrect and it would be
imprudent for this House to accept
this Resolution. It would be incorrect,
because by accepting this Resolution,
we would be laying down something
bad in principle and we would also
be accepting a policy whicn would be
suicidal and which would cut at the
roots of discipline in the services,

To the merits of reinstatement or
otherwise of these persons, I will come
later on. 1 doubt the very propriety
of Parliament going into this matter.
Now_ let us see what has happened.
Whether right or wrong-—that is a
different matter—Departments have
taken up the question of these strikers,
those who toock part in this strike,
those who indulged in disobeying the
Ordinance; severa] cases of sabotage
and intimidation, including criminal
ones, have been gone into, and the
authorities have taken some decision.
In some cases the Government have
taken the decision and in some cases
the Departments have taken the
decision. Now, would it be right for
Parliament to intervene, to interfere
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with these decision; and say: “Well,
your decision should go.” Suppose we
do that, suppose Parliament interfered
with the decisions taken by the Gov-
ernment or by the Heads of Depart-
ments, tomorrow, with what face and
with what authority can the Head of a
Department extraet service from his
subordinates? How can he enforce dis-
cipline in the ranks? This is the
gquestion which the hon. the mover of
the Resolution must see and also the
other hon. Members who have spoken
in support of the Resolution. In the
interest of the services and discipline,
ig it right that the highest body in the
land, Parliament, should intervene and
take away from the Heads of Depart-
ments agnd from the Government, the
right of taking disciplinary action?
That would cut at the very root of
efficiency. Therefore, I submit it would
not be proper at all for this House to
accept this Resolution.

934

The other question is one of prin-
ciple. This Resolution involves &
principle, namely, whether the services
have the right 1o strike or not, This
has been referred to by some of the
hon. Members who spoke before me. 1
would say very humbly that govern-
ment servants should not have the right
to strike, In fact Shri Avinashilingam
Chettiar has pointed out the position
in the U.S.A. and referred to the Taft-
Hartley Act and read out some of the
provisions in that Act. There is no
State which accords to its servants the
right to strike. That is because gov-
ernment servants cannot be deemed to
be wage-earners or emplovees in the
ordinary industrial sense of the term.
A government servant is not a mere
wage-earner. However small a gov-
ernment servant may be, he represents
in a measure the institution of govern-
ment. People do not look to him as
{0 a wage-earner or as g factory
labourer. A factory worker may be
here today and somewhere else to-
morrow. People do not look at a
government servant in that way.
People look at him as a representative
of the institution of government.
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Therefore, he is much more than a
wage earner, he is much more than a
labourer. He represents Government
in authority, the sovereignty of the
State itseslf in a measure. He has to
eonsider himself as such and not
treat himself as g labourer ang that
is why he has some privileges and also,
more responsibilities devolving on him,
A wage-earner today, a worker in a
factory or a textile mill can strike
work and can do anything; there is
no prohibition. But a Government
servant cannot do so ., A Government
servant is entrusted with the secrets
of the Government and he cannot be-
have in any manner he likes. The
Government servants, implicitly or ex-
plicitly, take the oath of loyalty to the
Constitution and, therefore, it would
be insulting the Government servants
themselves to treat them as ordinary
labourers. Government ig also not an
ordinary employer in that sense. Gov-
ernment is not an employer in the
sense that a factory owner who em-
ploys labourers is an employer. So,
the ordinary industrial relations of an
employee and employer in the matter
of the right to strike should not apply
here, It is more sacred than that. The
relationship between the Government
servants and the Government and the
Government and the people is more
sacred, more sanctified than the rela-
tionship between the labourers in a
factory and their employer. Sir,
Government holds the life of the nation
in its hands and Government can ad-
minister only through its executive
machinery which is the services. So,
i? the services have a mind and have
the right of strike, they can hold the
nation to ransom. This is 3 sacred
trust which the Government hag dis-
tributed to the services and the Gov-
ernment as well as its servants are
trustees of this and therefore, Sir,
very heavy responsibilities devolve on
them. If this body which is holding
that sacreq trust of the life of the
nation, if it goes on strike and
paralyses the nation, affects produc-
tion, industry and trade ang causes in-
calculable harm and hardship, would
‘the public or anybody say that this
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is right? I can understand that there
can be grievances on the part of the
Government servants. We have to
find out other means, other machinery
to redress these grievances but not
give the right to the services to bring
the nation to grief. That is a thing
which cannot be tolerated. The hon.
mover of this Re:olution and those
who have supported him have claimed
that the strike was non-violent where-
as facts to controvert that position
were quoted, It was not a non-
violent strike. It had resulted in a
terrible hardship to the people and
prhaps it would have resulted in
greater hardship if the people had not
co-operated. To our good fortune, the
people by and large had sound sense.
They @id not at all encourage this.
Even amongst the Central Government
employees themselves by far the larger
portion did not encourage the strike
and therefore it could not do much
havoc but the little havoc it was able
to do is sufficient to open our eyes to
reconsider the position whether we
chould accord this right to the Gov-
ernment servants at all, Sir, I would
remind the House of what happened in
British Guiana last February. There,
Sir, similar conditions prevailed and
Government took action. The Prime
Minister in his enthusiasm of a pro-
gressive ideology took a decision to
impose some austerity measures on
services as well. Of course, there were
other measures also and the services
decided to strike work. When the
services struck work, do you know
what happened? Some people went and
dynamited shops andg huge fires were
gtarted. The water works establish-
ment had closed, had struck work and
the electricity department had struck
work, The wind was blowing in the
direction of the quarters where the
very people who fomented this strike
resided and they themselves could not
help. To their utter regret they found
that thy could not stop the flire be-
cause the water works department had
struck work. They  themselves
suffered and some of them got burnt.
This ig an instance in point to show
that it is a suicidal thing to foment a
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strike, a national strike, on the part of
anybody, let alone Government ser-
vants The hon mover took the name
of the late Shi1 Govind Ballabh Pant,
said that he could have been more le-
nient and that the assarance he
held out were not fulfilled I think
Sir, and I think I can say this without
being challenged, that i1t was because
of Pandit Govind Ballabh Pant that
very liberal measures, were taken If
anybody could surmise an action which
was a fitting retaliation to the strike
and by the way this strike was run,
very severe action should have been
called for, but he was a gentleman, as
we all know, whose heart was over-
flowing with the milk of kindness and
1t was he who softened Government
action to a considerable extent, so much
so that 1t enraged many of the people
who 1nsisted on the gtrict enforcement
of law and order that the Government
should have been so lenient to people
who had no second thought for the
welfare of the country, who wanted
to jeopardise the nation, who even
could have promoted chaos 1n the
country Some figures have been
given here and I am giving some
figures to show 1n what liberal
measures the Government had soften-
ed 1ts action Action to suspend
27098 people was taken in the begin-
ning but by the end of March last, only
15 remained In the case of all the
others, suspension orders were re-
voked and they were taken back
There were 2084 dismissala fially
when the strike was called off and
action was taken but at the end of
March last there were only 136 people
Where 1s 2084 and where 13 136* So
many people have been reinstated.
A total of 2137 temporary employees
were discharged mmtially but at the
end of March this number came down
to 61, so many of them were taken
back Departmental proceedings were
instituted agamnst 45,945 and at the end
of March, Sir, the departmental pro-
ceedings stood only in the case of 17
people Does this not show that Gov-
ernment viewed the matter more
lhiberally? In the cases in which dis-
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ciplinary action or punishment has
stayed, Government could not nter«
vene because the authorities had gone
into each case, the authorities had exa-
mined the facts of each case and had
come to the conclusion that in such
cases punishment should not be Ienient
and that 1t should stay Now, thus House
should expect that these authorities
have discharged their duties propeily
and truly m relation to the facts be-
fore them Therefore, Sir, when they
have deliberately decided—mn the face
of the instructions of the Government
that as far as possible those cases of
employees who have not been involv-
ed 1n sabotage 1n terrorising and in
victimusing people, who have not been
mnvolved 1n ciimina] activities, should
be considered liberally, that even c11-
mmal proceedings should be with-
drawn as far as possible—if the de-
partmental heads have decided that in
the case of these 208 people punish-
ment should remamn I think, Sir, this
House 1n 1its judgement should believe
that there must have been some sound
reasons for the authorities to have
taken that action If this action 1s not
taken if even these 208 people are let
off, then 1t would be setting 5 very
bad example before the countiy and
any officer may hereafter with impu-
nity do mmschief thinking that later
on there would be people who would
plead for his retention

o fawemmR weAmEEh
Witfear  SoEATRAM AgEw, A
S @I AT A S IT Ay
791 g5 IAH! @ FT OHT &9
AEAT G2 d, TEATAF HE1qT &
WTEATH Y €419 F ALY @1 0T g9
¥ gL qraT £ AT ST g8
S T IEAG FY AT ATAT AT 7T
T FEF FHY T F 749 7 3 5
w1 gAR FH= § 3 faw v g
=1fad A< #7471 7Y AT MieF, 39 qF
qEl F1 OF ALE @ FT AT AT FT
EIAATT g5, S99 AR TgT T AT ¥
AT faaza g fs ST aeaE F e
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7z faega are & M faw sHfon 1
g3ATA & afvorracgwy faswra fear war
& 37=! fBT & w77 =971 fTgqr w9 )
ZAY A7 0F g 2 foar § A7 ag
T AFE g ‘97 FH AT H7 g0
& F9g & Ferre #T faar mar, fede w1
fear gy, ufwferaay areaafag sxfzar
war g, e gasaz Tk f3ar Tar 3
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q3eg F w9+ fa5q Tawq ¥ gAqmT fF

gEATH FT FAE A, TT FHATYAT FY

aNg A qIX 37§ FUOARAT Bo7 T8 o)
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IR HIT N & 77 ¥ 78 F27
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ay fadad swa7 @1zar § f& o7 w1

TF FIeT AT ATST AT & AT IAH FUST
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FI AT AT I AT T AFAT FI
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Zifd I3ET gAY | ZER AAT Y R
AT fF Z0 RTF FT AT 59
TIATA 7Y A5 A 1 TATE | W7 FHIY
AT FAAMCT K1 AA AUF il MY
q ALF F1 AFAE TGATET AT A
F 15T ST F W 0 aFA 9 AW
FAY AT F gL AFAA F7 GFA A |
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AT} 1 9IRS F 2T 7 fA% 37,800
FraFaE fTAATAT 19T & 1 FE WA
T ¢ fa g 99 qarsany ez gf
Y7 FAT 09, Qoo FT AT AT §
BRI WA §I€T T AT AT FAT
& &t 3 ¥ g8 = W awg
T yrguwar §= af {7 giRraw
Aez-yrz gt 7ot farger a@g a1 & 4
3% IF ATE F AA% AW @ FeAv
fgd  anfes zw ST & feq
B AT T AT FI 9T AT
? o7 g9 A A e ae F5
FY e gT A= F | A0 ZH 3 AFAH
Ft gt W T G q1 W FT QAT
% ferar as9W gea™ % awg A
BT & 7 FTA ¥ A F) a9 ¥ g
g1 39d Fefar & W &
3 AT 97 HAAE TG AT AR}
T ImaT F1E 3T (FAT | ATy
% 3 w€ wwE B 17 T ey
ST a1d wr S fF faeger e
gmw WT A zw wH=ieay #
AEarg 93l & W7 FEA W I
Gfade T 2R F R EM Y
A gH GEY WIT RIS T F AR
w3 ) gd o wefan d9a #7 &
FH W HIET A GG § W I
Avg & 3w ¥ &1 9w q1Ev 47
FTh F | W ¥ Al aHTL FH-
I oF e qreETE g ¥ ogeE
Ffearat 2 F bAE § Fw Sy
& R AT I gT T F1 wifEa agy
T § T FY@ T G £ A I
L T S UR R Cad e rili e |
9850 AF ¥vo FUT TIT &I FIAT
% gfg zart owm A # af 2 )
AR AT wafer g9 AT TEROuoy
T wF 1 FH G 1T T AW gy
az 2fF ag N AP @ AT AT
Ts ath @1 o 3§ ag 31 fefa
et #7 & w1 g0 976 W waE
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[t fawemr wemraTasT wtefearn)
oY I7g a3 & IRAT gEIfAw qmE
FU TN G | TF a<H a1 WT g AT
ame £ 5 29 39 gww d%a}
oqrfa &A1 9Tga 8, &7 ¥ ST FW
FI FTA AW & ITHT AT FET M8
& o g0 HIT T A% T FIATET
dar 3 g foad I9%T At 9 @/
I T AW AT AT G & AN
@ & A1 39T ML AW gy famy A
¥ AT oy Fgr I 5 Y Ay
FI a1 qor & I | foew g
& wewrrar &7 W< &, Tt fGar o
QY ! ATHH AW AT ATRT &
T 3T g7 & Sfq q1 9y
AT, 39 9EAT FT TG @HT FH
TN T g AT AWM ITEATRE
wgreg, § a8 Fa1 aig 5 faw awg
q qx 1 fAFET FH FT AHFT &
I qOF § g fFur | FEH
FAATEr F anfaqn ads & muw
sEA #1 {9\ a<g ¥ w2 fFan ga%
arasE AT g AW F 3 F
fd o &t anll g AT WERr &
T FHAET 7 THT F qgeT
T AT fr gwlr a7 7 AT 2
IR+ T WY Fgr % I 5 T S
F may U ag v Fr g F s g
¥ ®7 ¥ w fomn s sfwa sger
IS % T &7 ¥ TITE FET JAT 747 |
5 gay A w2 a9 & MIF fedar § v
TG TG E | § FAA 7y fqasq o
argaT g & g wHwfear ® am
arg Sfaa o @1 wfeg @t wfee
F F1 daE o9 awg ¥ &9 m@r
2, 2Fs w1 W) N9 9| ¥ sg w@n
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Jz wf, gardr o feowd & 3R ©
Ffwd | gy §5 wfsar ¥ 97
o faerzd | I g qAY S &
g AW 1 5 gard aw g At
M R AT T 18 T9T FT AT
T A foqr geg a9 TR & ar
HTT FAA T Y I (W | W AT
FT ATH] ATAEF g 1 HT 3T 97
q fawr ffam | 9% G &
gaag Ar Wed F fFogx faar
F gfq IYAT T F¢, Tg AT AT
G T g 1 A Ay frEea g @
forera gaR wTed T 1, 99%
fralg & # gara e aweE
TG AT WY A% af o wEy FALT
&qd &1 afq gg | SEwy feemrd avdy
FHfeal a7 § HIT SATRT qTA9 9T E
fomet asig § ag 9 gE 1 AT A
HIHATIA FGT q1 g T 6 1 98
FUST 7 #7 &1f7 g2 & ag Fa= amEa
¥ AT Y §E8 ) WX [I9 T7 AT
F1 TATEHT F7AT1 TAET F—AwTd T4
T & § fF ymfiaa £ # il zq
FHATAT g T & 3¢ gL ®IF
FT TFATT AT § WA ATHT ATT7ATZT
F1 a9 &, FUFT YT HY g9g § W
FT FIG 707 FT TFAT go1 ¢ fa%
o sITqeT STEY FEfEa T e |
# =1gar g f T AR & T X
v gafEd & 8 9GS @2 HI
£ 99T E | § T9T &9 KT &0AT AGY
w@al g | ¥ qt ST arata® g § a8
ST F gHA @AT FEAT g | ST AT
Ty F oWER 9 A9l ARd §
3% wafsya & afgg a9 & 7
3% qEfag T T | W T W AR
FT FC FA Al FATET T=FT O |
SET q% FATL FAATTEGT FT T8 &
g faewar fafaars arfag gy 9@ &1
gare =i & faare ag &1 1w
FaT AT @7 g F Ige [ER AT
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of Faratag S 7 AT UE
3127w fRar fe mfeq T ag &
fRat, wan o o faan, a9 O
#F R, a7 wue ATh 19 O v
frear & f5 g & T w6 foar, @
a3 A frm, gl aw wwn R
/M 1A A g W e A
wifeaa #rs faen a1 Fm g | q A
W qqrg 7@ fwar, wfFw aisde
i fawan, & 47 FEnT 99 38 3
FL TAATET FIAT I2A § | 5 AT T
AR FIE T AKET gaar 19 a8y
! 1 7g 3% & 5 s o e
T fERe g g Ag), e F
7T AT, &AT FVLAT FT 7T & | ATTHT
AT 3 A1 FT F 7T 9% F3X A A
LY FATIA | IH ZH HAT AL FA |
TR T A g A1 nfEea ¥
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g w1 aferm 3 g @ s o
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HOA AFHA X, A AT FAAAAT T
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FEM——TETART FL Al TJg FAT AT
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3 P.M.
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wE 7 AT faga weq faar fe
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TRAFIMH AT W 5T
WX Fg NEOT oFQ fear wwar & A

{RAJYA SABHA]

who participated c46
in the strike

3% IFCOTHETET ST ¢ 3 & HATOSH 5
w T § 9% ol TR T A
T Gz T TE Sufera wT A R
fog g g SRA ohig ff, swaw &
afy § AoaT SEATA @T 1 SATET
3T EXr | gwTY qF aEr & aqnar
fF R @ FT R F FHArQ
2, T arg AW gEH wmfea go,
A AT 9T TR §OT "I AT £3%
7T w7 § | sufea g@ o fany ae-
fgare @t wraRaeaT AGr gT ( AfFFA
yeEs WgRY A a8 we @ faar
T qFT OF Q¥ WIEHT § F9YT q7T
g for g 3T YT FY Aa W S |
3T WIEF FT GIL WA AN 7€ & &7
farry #3 A3 &1 g9IR T 7oA S 7
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zaw et f5 fo @l 7 wrew %
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e w=rw Fad a g AR fa
i grn sy 9 f& St
o & anfed, SEE S| "o
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I FIT FE FI(S A@r I ML |
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Tg gAY @ | FEfAee aRf F
& W gU AT 99 § 96w GE | gH
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fr fom a=ig u=ife § gsam #
y fagr ar S9 ax af g @
FITE FT § AT 98 AT AGE, IR
ag 3@ FT @ g1 5 S e &
A a1 awll gor A =ifgd o€
37 9 A FIE FIT2 AG F TS | AW
FEA & (F gATY G, gAR Tg-AT
St worg & wfea A% e ¥ a8 aga
FASIT F | TOT g7 GHTSETE FY TITIAT
AT AR & a1 F S qm-fae SR
g I°% faeTs FeTs FET GRIT | T
IAF IAT FIE AG A A F W
g a<g &1 afefeafqar dar @1 awat
g | =R @ &1 At gv Nfafesa
T F @ frar ) @@ F9-
AT &7 A1 YL A7 F QY AR IH
YA | F T A A9 I ALY AN
ST | AT @ At ;O ¥ ' fi7 fey
giT faar | % A W geA A
AT g #X I9%F &1 T4 &7 aqiq
¥ ¥ 919 T WY L3§ AR 9T AqT
T §, afFT I 3% T RS 71
1 g, IEAT FIT AT g HIT  IAFT
Waft g Gz e § @ T & oy
wirzaT % fad wgay 9t gu R fF i w4
ETEF F IFT TN Y &7 qFaT § |
Q A7 SAF W a1 FE AU wEY
A =wifgd | few, g9 ag W SeY
& 4 W3 gfaga @ fese g o
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gard fadndt gfaw &, S 5 RF
F @) A IHY AR FRT T4 4—
gfe® 3 a1 &1 SEar g, oo 8w
AR § fOE g fF & @ w5
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STt Y § ST IR QAT TEI GHT | WA
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ZH 9N § | TE § uFedE S
F e ¥ 95T wrEF 91 A1 agr
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FRERT AT FeEEE ¥ fF e i
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am g S fF feelt o1 F Y & A
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MR 7 TFey § AT I FEh
mfefoes & S W1 WEfa g,
qd W1 BRI §, ITH aog F I
AT A AFY AT § AR FIE
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A R W GRS w5
MRS 2, TEAM FT 9T & | WF
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TOART w1 4 a4, e § #Hi)



951 Reinstatement of Cen- [27 APRIL 1962 ]

tral Gevt. Employees

TafE F oA frar wR 3R
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AT F2 A 7 T &1 FAS Faq—
7 | ATRT AT FIAT g, 7 vARE
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W AR & o § 1 fF g wwrd
il g A i smaw § 7
qYE 7 & AT9WTT F JgH 9% 49T
T W) f6T =rew A1 aaFm | 1w
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T feon | afe oo =igd & f 2w #
HATHATE T TATIAT g1 AT 237§ 5Ty
T g9 ol A1 Tww fol wae e
W1 3 F A ogeAa , mifeEATT 2,
S R, qF AT WA ¥ 45 g E
HYT 3 | oY g A goAT 48 gq 2 |
T AT FAN AFTEAT FIAT 9187 8
ar 6T &rEsF o1 TS qifSa Fear
q3 T | T AR F 38 Y wgr o B
uF Tz ZigeaAe awT =riEd s e
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forast amq widdi S9FT Tkl ¥ AT
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F a9 FT €W & |

¥ A FEW W g froaw S
wEE gl ft 98 ARWAN gg, q q6
q0 avg § AR, e T ; AT 77 e
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Faht T AFQ gy e =nfem o
qg AEATE FGA ATF §, FACAA A7
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AT A& W 39S T & 419 98 FF
fF St A g & ot fF S & " qA
£ avg fow @& 5% g Aafgdr
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feerdr =tfed |+ 9rq gw =y w7 9A
T, O FTOGA T TG AT
W7 E—12 q THTTIT JATH ¥ AAHA
gl a1 R A E—-Iq%F 719 AT H;T
TS IET FET AN | TF w41 & AT,
T qEATT 9 AU A WA o7 g HA
SEATT HZIET & Wi 3T A7 FIHT 7T
i FRT A d Anzar g fw e arew |
S GAY F5AA & 9e%T a1 ar A
afwd, afea s 3afea a9 a= 2
IAST AT HIA-HAA FT HIH IS0
=ifzd ) @ fg=

ot Qo WX STATTE  WEIEA,
T g AR A AT AEH §7 gAr g 9N At
T w1E g & i avaery wHteE
#1 A9 T T KT AT TV HWAT T Al
Ty qrizal 97 7 99 F7 & Jiear H
aYgrT F79 g1 I\ FITET FIA T
oE AT A T F aw y age S
AT Fg NieA F IU7 AG T TR
T, I AT 7 LG FgAT qFAT |

uF g1 FHfaee qrEt & wgr ¥ fF
g € W Swg &1 FE 2 fF
FEAA § | AHT T TE AT g
57wt Y A F9T O E IAE
Gaa WY g8 Tt anfag g2 & & 2= &
ST FTr qTEf &, S SEA FY Y, IO
Sqrar HegAd aE W I} oA
i picie il A UG TR E
IHF aTv § f g9 99 oF T 9T} GH
@ ¢ % o 3w & 99 e F1E 9
q F ST AL &, a7 98 FUF q1E]
% faam v #18 Agi ¢ SwF ATy
§ # agr Y qarEm

»fY Sterg art  IoeT A KA
w1 3T |
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ot fanamar R St
#31 fpar ot A% ure °

WrgWe MT : & I FO AT
FATHIT | FIES T 3 ATHA 7 EY &
afg &g gwT<y HYHT 7 T AGT K AL,
afz ag gwit @ o fdT goms &1 A
a1 #/i¥ fodT & F57 7 v@ GredT E, a8
feer wam o1 wdm 7 A8 @x
T & wmifE U ¥ 1y S99q
qErr & 1 a1 o aEt § waw o
fgemr aitv feit & o frr 1 ag g
¥ q At &1 F0g (& g9 7t gi At
FAF AIA9 & (A7 g qae A6 og
T T FT FAd {11 & ° ATHIL
FAAAT § T FG AV FT AT
geATH & &1 W I g S
frar s7& #gar fe & oo & Wi
T EEAA gF A% AL 8, 78 facg
73 919 ¢ FIfF mfae 98 geara feaa
fra g, fraar sy #7192 g *
T F T kA gE R, T H A A qe
Ty g5 & WY I F A FHAT gHEAT §
HIT FA #1 q@dT g3 I 8, ITFT F15
e A&7 af f65v w7 ®15 ag wmT 7
fe gart qav 7 3fg g, A1 g7 9%
Iv A FE I H UL E @ AG
faegar s=saas & ) wifas oF 9
FTIXEATE FA A AT TR AR
FIT AT GITET F I9FT BT AT & 1 g
S F1 T Fg @ o Feafree § T
farar & ar gor Arafaee § 5 frar &
TAAE TET 7, 9 I A Ry 2,
TIETE & M7 faege auaAad 2 1 39
ATE &1 A g9 q&T 7 gy FEy A
arfed

# a1 3 faa #Y 7 fgere faa
fadt 7 77 gEara gg 4 | eATT A
F FET E G ATt A7 | Y JaT 7, §
q I8 AT FG ¥ fF 709 g 918
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T & amfaqu zer fagr &y, Afes
BIRT AT QU FR A7 fF g7 A€
arifaqet s 2 Tr0 T A §; wfE
&9 T i@qAe &7 1A ®7 ATAT 2 ;T
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AAAAT FH AT FIAA AGY FIAT
afea fov o1 St ggqAT 5AT 9 2 AW
w7 ggr Arar #v4 4 fF fedr @ fee
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q {1, Fagr 7 fasr #wiw f&7 {7 a8 Fa
s fr 7z fadie & | fadig w7 g an
qaft FY A A | FH A FH AT H
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et & g+ 977 9 5 9033 sFa1q
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TR Z77 foFam 1T | @7 1 3 g g,
AR F a1 7gd & a0 faar | afaw
73 ST w29 IBT & fF I AW F4 A
Yoo & FUF AW g fa7% FT F1ATEY
FYTE & ST 67 w79 97 araw 7 faqan
ST 1 39 9% GIHTT F1 Tg AT 92397
f sfaT g7 2o wfml &t amg
TEFT T 9fOE GRT | 92 A AN
& & R0 0 TTRHY FIT ABT ) T AW ST
ATEHTQ FEIAI7AT FT FAT 9187 8 7R
T T 13T wRfE ¥ g
TR FTEd &, AT 38 WIHT TG G |
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qﬁmﬁﬁﬁ?GWWWﬁ%}$}ﬁl
LTI O L L I T A
g 7 & fF o9 &7 00 FRiAGT FY
A AF T F; FIE ST FrHE
FH &L A1 FFaaT FT 9 W Y
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faar, afed a0 FH=T0 o9 §fe-
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FTET E | WA T 00 TEHT FEHTH
FHAMNET & a9 7 Fg ARG @
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fex &1 Zafad wT B SaH faewm
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s fgg & @aw arfad e
zafad § Y 9g J&qTe A1 FER gTH
@ T g, TN faegs @EAa g AR
| fF gwa 27 A5 o O™ fEan
T A ST GRS T@T ITT 3 9T
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afaq o q% I AH Y TS § IGH!
oft g afag ¥ sive fagr A

s A AAYT A1 W A 2
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st gwo MT § TAFT INU
At f®
=it fawes 1< AT Srtgan

T A1 ¥R F Al AWl & fae
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St ge WX S FHATA mWOE
TFR FH FT © & I e
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HIT I7H! fFT a199 a7 =1fed AR A
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T §99 FL AR S F TF qAW
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TR featm AT A T @ 2
afFq feawem TATI &1 Aqew A
AT & ? v fF am Arae &1 @ @
AT feoee oA &1 S o @Y
T & Ak wfm g oAy oW
I FWT 2 W A ¥ AW
F& & zmr w1 oW feaew
TASH &1 TFFH FEA F &
fr mft & =% % do1 HT 3w
FIE qaH FT | HX Jg I QAT
ff awx FIW § gER FHAAQ
/@ WY § T qw ¥ oA
g W qfg w D &, A AF
&Y 7 Ao A TEd @ A e
Y qTET F W AT W I AT
qT qTET w0 AT FT ©rE e fAfaw 7
o 395 A9 W T AFET 7 ORIT
JaRT fEddr T gehw 2 |17 99 e
THA A I AT wEEl gaT @,
T A9 HAT F I@AT T | FE AT
o @A TRl 2, 9 FET g % A
A1 Afg &7 & 2 ) T A |7 ¥ AT
FfgFvAre? aflgq Mg gagar
T IW aATed A g3 &, o w1 wreEr
TETE ) AV WS B QI G0 Gt
FIH G AF AVHIA FAAMET AT
A FAAMCAT F A ©@HFALC T TGV
faafvw 987 g7 9 aF I|WH  *IS
ZEATA T3 el BT |

U WA § Ag FgaT 92T § foF ¢
FO FHATAT FY q@eET w@ ¢
o weAifa g &1 gg O
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ATFETT HT ZA AXZ & Afq AT Ay
@AY =TT |

it sA AN AT qEEd
FfTT FY A qTAF E

=t gwo WX § gafaq At qrar
£ fF i Afaum a9 W 2, 38 qeee
HATS GIVT qTgaT ) &1 1€ 2 1
AfTIT A FHT § a7 FEIIUE Y-
& g7 a9 T @ S R OF aarw
2 & wreEe & afafafr £ aar
ft | 3\ afayE &t i AF vIe
FETET F17T WA I 78 g€ & |
% foger qwr Y o€ Aeme & o fr
fobsw Fa% S9aT VT T HEE-
29AF ®1 AFAT GG FI AT AT
=ifed 1 ft aF Gar 7Y e a2
w, .

|
Y 7R T AT JTIHT TATE FoT-
Foar § 9 9N "@fasm ¥ weana
oI A A2 §

st oo MT T 7g WEA & fF
qrad 97 ar W # AT g W@
M7 TTT FATH FIT G ) WA
s gATq StET arfegr OET @
S T FREGIA & qrEvE AT Fgl
qzHr 2

St ;A A AA T AW A S
e T GO FTE G A A Y T
ANF TMET F7 WA 2

=t gwe MIT  IAH FIOH 9l
Y 2 | ST F¥ uFAT FT ATTAT E
o T F qETME W IF @ A
FgAT TTEF & fEAIT T THAT T1 F7AT
& o met qaee 2 fe Fy ar wvdr
£ Y & &Y TFAT T AT FCA 8, 99
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qrEt F OF 9T §I I FEAT & 79F
HEHT I9 TR A T FT H{AT &, AT
TEY AT & | & TR AT 97 FS fqare
Tt F7 A g R oFm ¥ oaga ¥
T gAY IR AT F7 AT HIT AT
T A | A AT TG AT AR
g f& fo= 00 &1 S & W e A
ge1 frgr 37 Y Y ofr swee w9 &
TGN AT AT | 3 JIG FT A FH A
7 AT qEt § g T § 1 S ¥
foeg ww AT IFQ fom & 3 oW A
9T HE £ |

a1 ¥ I8 #g T o1 fF 9 g
FAATA & I¢ 7z #Af=Te g wfem
fFr § woifas oifzay § fggar 70
7z 3% 2 foF F vr qfwg fgem A &
#fra gaeg a9 FT I AT fRAen
Iifed A7 Taq faedt w7 T A

=t TATH T L HOL AEAR
TS T A7 FL T TG &

st /o R g g qg WATT
F4T

st AT I WL AT T WA A
TaTHaT T o°f 7

oft faRerpATR AeATTrS Wy
agT AT THAT F foag 7y §

sft qo MT  Fie qrEf arer Y
FT &L ST GAAT TG ARA & | K TG
FgaT q1E g fF Gt a3
# 5g aeg %1 frarer 7@y faenfy i |-
FTO FHATEY F1 a7 fHegt #iv dwn
#T T A9 FT & A (AN FA { FH
Todifas qef § wfas g &1 &F
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qIeg ag o0 (% AT aasEr g
F1 FT gAY a7 FIE IS FQ & 98
fad o ATTFT & | 3T AW A 9 G-
FO syl e Fofaa g @)
AT FW FYA § I 7 AE
T TGN AT T T AW 45 FE 37 I
ATEA I | TAfT 78 I &
O q7HTA FHATTET 9T T AF T
RESHTEFTT N

Surtr P N SAPRU Mr Vice-
Chairman, there 1s a wide ocean
which divides me, so far as the 1deo-
logy 15 concerned, from my friend,
Mr A B Vajpayee Yet 1t 1s a prin-
ciple with me never to judge 3 ques-
tion from anything but the point of
view of meiit, of merit of the 1ssue
involved I have theiefore applied
my mind to the question whether
Mr Atal Behar! Vajpayee, who has
come forward here as the champion of
the oppressed Government servants,
has applied his mind to the real prob-
lem which has been 1aised by the
Resolution which he has put before us
I have, for this reason, looked into the
terms of higs Resolution, and 1 find
that they are written somewhat in the
manner of a Rip Van Winkle He
assumes that the Government ser-
vants against whom action had to be
taken were men of a very very inno-
cent type and that 1eally very harsh
action has been taken by Government
and the Party, which has no element
of fairness about 1t I will just read
out the language of this Resolution

“This House 1s of opinion that all
the Central Government employ-
ees’—whoever they may be what-
ever may be thewr fault—“who lost
their jobs »

Now the word ‘lost’ 1s
significant, because i1t suggests that
they were not responsible 1n the
shightest degree for losing their jobs
for participation 1n the Central Gov-
ernment Employees’ strike

«“ for participation in the Cen-
tral Government Employees’ strike
#* s+ be remnstated ”

somewhat

who participated
n the strike

There 1s not a word of disappioval n
this Resolution, 1n the form in which
this Resolution has been placed
before us, against those Government
servants who under, I think 1ather
immature leadership of certan politi-
cal parties went on a strike, and had
therefoie to suffer the consequences
of that strike Two of the most pro-
minent members of the labour move-
ment—they were greatly interested in
the labour movement—the late
Mr Feroze Gandhi and Mr Khadil-
kar almost were on the point of biing-
ng about a settlement of the 1ssue bet-
ween the employeeg and employers,
the latter being the Central Govem-
ment here, but yet the employees
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were so 111 advised by men, who
should have known better, by men
whom experience of Iife will teach

them to be better labour leaders that
they rejected the advice of Mr Feroze
Gandh: and Mr Khadilkar

Now I do not wish to enter into the
question whether Goveinment ser-
vants should have the right to strike
or should not have the right to stmke
at all The question of this strike or
of a general strike raises some very
difficult questions of political philoso-
phv, and I must confess that my
approach to that matter 1s not exactly
the same as that of Mr Santhanam
who at all events, for some years, In
some capacity or other, has been a
bureaucrat

Some Hon MEMBERS No, no

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN  There

are High Court judgments that the
Government servants’ strike was not
proper .

Sert P N SAPRU Speaking quite
seriously from the point of political
philosophy, from the point of juris-
prudence, the question of a strike or a
general strike poses very  difficult
problemg and I do not deliberately
wish to go mnto them If you want to
have an mkling into my mimnd, I may
tell you that I have a somewhat sym-
pathetic attitude so far as my concept
of socialism 1s concermed, and there-
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fore 1t 1g difficult for me to speak on
this question with absolute frankness
I would like, therefore, to confine my
attention to the question whether the
Central employees, who went on
strike, have been given a fair deal or
not by the Government of the day,
and 1 have deliberately come to the
conclusion that they have been given
a fair deal, that Government cannot
be accused of having acted agamnst
them vindictively

There were about two million Gov-
ernment servants and nearly one
third of them took the decision that
there should be g strike Agreeing to
that many of them went actually on

strike, after that, the simke was
broken up because 1t was 1ll-con-
ceived It was broken up because

there was no public sympathy with
the strikers There are certain con-
ditions which must be fulfilled before
a strike can succeed Those conditions
were 1mpossible of fulfilment and the
strike was broken up and action was
taken agamst a fairly large number
of persons I think, first, about 27,098
persons were guspended Then, 2,084
persons were dismissed or removed
from service There 15 difference bet-
ween dismissal and removal as we all
know The number of temporary
persons discharged from service was
2,137, 11 persons were compulsorily
retired and against 45,945 persons de-
partmental proceedings were taken in
July 1960

Now, what 1s the position i March
1962” The position today 1s that there
are about 208 persong against whom
proceedings have not been dropped as
yet The number under suspension
today 1s 15 The number of persons
dismissed or removed from service is
136 The number of persong compul-
sorily reured 1s 11 The number of
persons temporarily tried and dis-
charged from service today 1s 61 and
departmenta] proceedingg are pending
agamst 17 and they continue to  be
pending agamnst these 17 persons
because, I believe, there are writ
applications pending  before High
Courts on behalf of these persons.
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Now, Sir, these figures do not show
that the Govermiment has been vin-
dictive in the manner in which 1t has
approached this task The strike was

on a gigantic scale If it had suc-
ceeded 1t would have paralysed the
whole life of the community It

would have affected the trade of the
countty It would have affected the
traffic of the country, and 1t would
have, in fact, almost torpedoed the
Five Year Plans in which we are en-
gaged Therefore, 1t was 3  serious
decision for these misguided men to
go on strike, and yet the Government
has acted toward, them with that
understanding, with  that humanity
which 15 expected of a government
which swears by eertain radical prin-
ciples I would, theirefore, say that
the charge that Mr Vajpayee, who
will have ng he 1taticn 1n ymposing his
brand of culture upon this entire
country, hag brought agamst us 1s
without foundation

Sir, this does not mean that I would
not like the cases of even these 208
men to be viewed or to be reviewed
with sympathy by the Government
Two years have elapsed since the
thing occurred These men must have
grown wiser as a result of the experi-
ence of these two yearg and, there-
fore, as situations change decisions
must also change

May I also say, Mr Vice-Chairman,
that while I am no admuter of the
bureaucracy that admunisters our
country, I do not believe in running 1t
down day m and day out I know
their defects and I know their virtues
also Most of the men who are work-
Ing in superlor positiong m our Rail-
ways or i our post offices are men of
integiity and humamity and fairness,
and I think that 1t 1s mcorrect on our
part to say that they Thave not
approached these cases in the manner
indicated by the Home Minister in his
utterance in this House on the ques-
tion of this strike I think that they
have endeavoured to do theirr very
best to see that justice 15 tempered
with mercy mm dealing with the cases
of these persons Therefore, Mr Vice-
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«Chairman, I would say that without
rulmg out the possibility of a further
revision of the punishment which has
been meted out to these men, Mr Vaj-
payee has not been able to make out
a case for this Resolution

Finally, T would like also to say that
I am not one of those who think that
political parties should have nothing
to do with trade unions or trade
untonism If that principle were ac-
cepted, there would be no British
Labour Party

Surt ARJUN ARORA, Does the hon
Member know that the Trade Union
Congress of Britain does not allow
the Labour Party to interfere in 1is
affairs?

SHrR1 P, N, SAPRU"* It 15 the other
way round I know the relations of
the Labour Party  with the Trade
Union Congress of Britain very well,
and I can assure him that I have read
almost everything that 1s worth read-
mg on the Labour Party and 1ts cons-
titution It 1s a very complicated
constitution The proposition that I
was making was that political parties
there do take interest in trade wunton
disputes, that Labour Party is finan-
ced

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surt M. P
BHARGAVA) Your time 18 up, M
Sapru Please finish

SR P N SAPRU. This remark 1s,
of course, only of an incidental char-
acter and I am not prepared to blame
any political party which  has alli-
ances with trade unions, though I may
repeat that I have no particular
grievance against political  parties
taking funds from big commercial
houses for running thewr election
campaigns

Smrr A D MANI- Mr Vice-Chair-
man, I should like to say that I would
like to support the Resolution which
has been moved by my friend, Shn
Vajpayee Perhaps 1t 1s necessary for
me to say that T am not one of those

who participated
n the strike

who support the Government servants
to go on strike or for that matter,
who supported the Government ser-
vants’ strike last July 1960 As a part
ot my credentials, I am saymg that
when the Government servants of
Madhvya Pradesh went on strike, T was
one of those who appealed and per-
suaded them to withdraw the strike
and they said so mm a resolution
adopted at that time 1 hope, there-
fore, that no Member of this House
would be under the impression that I
am Interested in fomenting  trouble
for the Government I do not want
to g0 into a discussion of the constitu-
tional principles raised by my hon.
friend Shri1 Avinashiingam Chettiar
On the question of the Government
seivants’ right to strike, the opmion
1s still divided There 1s, for example,
the Franklin Roosevelf document
which says that Governments cannot
be gn equal negotiating party with
the -strikers 1f they happened to be
Government servants This view has
not been accepted by labour parties
in many parts of the world
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Surr AKBAR ALI KHAN The pre-
ponderant opinion 1s 1 favour of the
fact that the Government servants
should not strike.

Ser1 A D MANI. I do agree that
the Government service 1s on an en-
tirely different footing from service 1n
private industries and that Govern-
ment servants must forego certain pri-
vileges which are due to workers in
private industries but I am only men-
tioming that the final word has not
been said on this subject and I know
that a large number of people would
like constitutional limatations to be
placed on the right of Government
servants to stritke I may mention
here that apart from all these consti-
tuttonal prmeciples which have been
raised, we should like to go into the
background of this strike I have lis-
tened to the many speeches made on
this side as well as the other but there
has been no reference to the back-
ground or the events that led to the
unfortunate developments which re-
sulted in the strike. I should like to
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say with a due sense of responsibility
that the Government offered suffici-
ent, grave, provocative reasons for
this strike. We cannot divorce the
conduct of the Government in an
assessment of the responsibility of
those who went on strike. The Min-
1stry of Labour has been asking many
industries to raise the D. A. It has
been the szttied policy of the Ministry
of Labour iy equalise the pise in the
D.A. with the rise in the cost of living
and on that account, 100 per cent. of
the cost of living in the textile indus-
try has been equalised. Similarly, for
other industries. Seventy to eignty
per cent. of the rise in the cost of
living had been neutralised. Further,
in our country, we attach much value
{o what the Government says. We
give the benefit of the doubt to the
Government that it does not lie. It is
a crude expression I use and I am
using it because one of the reasons
which led to the strike was the
adherance of the Government n the
Ministry of Labour to the tripartite
Indian Labour Conference decision
that the minimum wage in India
should be Rs, 125. That was solemnly
accepted by the Ministry of Labour as
the official policy of the Government
of India. Later on when it came to a
question of implementation. ..

SHrr ARJUN ARORA: There was
no acceptance of the figure of
Rs. 125. There was only the ac-
ceptance of g certain formula which,
according to some people, worked
out to Rs. 125.

Surt A  D. MANI: I want to read
cut what Mr, Morarji Desai had said
on this subject. When the attention
of the hon. Finance Minister was
drawn to this, he said:

“The Government desire me %o
make it elear that the recommen-
dation of the Labour Conference
should not be regarded as deci-
siong of Government and have not
been formally ratified by the Cen-
tral Government.”

188 RS—4.
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The Minister of Labsur was one of
the parties to that Conference. He
did not dissent from the recommen-
dations and Mr. Morarji Desai does
not agree with the interpretation now
given by my hon. friend, Mr, Arora.
Further he sas:

“They should be regarded’—
that is, these recommendations—"“as
merely the recommendations of the
Indian Labour Conterence which is
tripartite in character, Government
have, at no tme, committed them-
selves to taking executive action to
enforce the recommendations.”

SHRI ARJUN ARORA:
Member has tried to mislead the
House. There was no acceptance of
any ngure. According to me, that
tormula works out to a minimum
figure of Rs, 139 and not Rs. 126.
There was a formula which was ac-
cepted, and not the figure of Rs, 125.
He hag read something from the
papers which he has got.

The hon.

SHrRT A. D, MANI: I read what Mr.
Morarji Desai had said. Whether it
Is Rs. 125 or Rs. 139 or Rs. 200 does
not matter. It is much more than
Rs. 80 sanctioned by the Pay Com-
mission. I remember that at that time
a large number of people met me and
said that the Government was going
back on its recommendations.

Sert AKBAR ALI KHAN: On a
point of order. Mr, Mani has raised
a very fundamental question. If a
member of the Government, a Minis-
ter, partakes in any international
conference, is the Government bound
by the fact of that participation? No,
unless the Government ratifieg it. If
the Government ratifies it, then of
course it is binding, otherwise, therc
are many conferences in which our
delegations participate.

(Interruptions.)

TueE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Ssr1 M. P.
Buarcava): What is your exact point
of order?
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SHrt AKBAR ALI KHAN:
a constitutional question.

This s

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. .
BHARGAVA): There 1s no point ot
order.

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN. I am 1e-
ferring that to you

SHRt A, D. MAN{: Many people
WIlU SPOKE tu IMe d¢ ludl uMe sdid
that the Government had gone back.
They went on sirike. A large aum-
ber of people working under an emo-
tiona] stiain do g number ot foolish
things, 'Tney went on sirike and
quite a large number of them were
charge-sheeted and disciplinary ac-
tion was proposed to be taken. Now
I quite concede that in dealing with
the majorily of the cases, the Gov-
ernment has acted with leniency but
in regard to those 208 people Wwho
have lost thewr jobs, I would like to
tell the Government that if a private
industry were to do this, the Mimstry
of Labour would come and say; ‘Take
back everybody who hag gone on
strike’. The advice 1s always meant
for the private industry and when-
ever a strike has been settled 1n a
private industry, the Government has
advised the strikers to be taken back.
Now my hon. friend, Shri Chettiar,
spoke gbout sabotage and I believe
my hon. friend, Mr. Santhanam, also
spoke about sabotage. I have been at
pains to go through these papers from
the Parhament Library to find out
whether there was one case of prov-
ed sabotage against the strikers. There
has been no such case at all and 1
woulq like the hon Home Minister to
reply to this specific point whether
any conviction has been sustained
against a person for acts of sabotage
T would like to have that point clear-
ed because I have been trying to go
through all these papers but I have
not found any If it is a question of
sabotage, it is not covered by my hon.
friend’s Resolution because the Reso-
Tution says:

L RAJYA SABHA |
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1ndl s risUse 1s 0L gpliuon
Wlatl  dil we Ctulida)] aeVernnel
ciployees wno lost tneir jubs  Lor
pduucipdtion 1n the Cential Gov-
einmenty Employees stlike , .. .7

1L ls OIgy PAsCiClpdl.on, 1L 1s Nui aCls
us salowdge Ol COAVICLION., 1 saould
like 10 say iulther that wnea
deal.ng with this matwer, tou
Governmen. snouid under-
stand twar unless there 1s an avenue
vpen 10 tne Central (uvernment em-
piloyees to represent their point of
view, such explosions would occur.
There have been Staff Councils at
work and on the floor of the House
a laige volume of statistics, quite 1m-
pressive statistics, have been furnish-~
ed, about the number of cases that
had been referred to the Staff Coun-
cils and so on. All that shows that
the Staff Councils are working very
well, But, Sir, if the Government 1s
to deal with the economic siluation
satisfactorily, they should understand
that the Government servants are
also part of the working population 1n
this country angd they should ireat the
Staff Councils as some sort of a nego-
tiating body Last year a Member of
the British Parliament came to India.
Mr. Douglas Houghton, a Labour M.P.
came hcere with the British delegation
to the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Conference and he met the Prime Mi~
nister and had long discussions about
Staff Councls and the trends of the
Staff Councils of the Government of
India These made a very powerful
impression but he saig they had these
in 1919 in England and not in 1957.
I would iike to read what he wrote to
a Member of Parliament here at that
time—Mr. Shiva Rao—who hag sent
him a copy of the constitution and
rules of the Staff Counc’ls. He
wrote:

3 P,

“The interesting enclosure to your
letter”—that is to say, the instruec-
tions for the constitution of the
Staff Councils—“takes me back to
the first proposals put forward by
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our Government here in 1919, when
the Whitley Report came out”

Then he goes on to the constitutional
question about the government having
the right to dec de what the workers
should get and so on and says —

“This, of course, 1s purely con-
stitutional fustian, unrelated 1o the
fact”

Ang this relates to the point raised
by Mr Avinashilingam Chettiar,

“unrelated to the fact that in
practice 1t 1s not the people who
fix the pay and conditions of Gov-
ernment employees; but Ministers
and higher Civi] Servants They al-
ready have the power of decision,
and there 1s no reason why they
should not reach their decisions 1n
the course of negotiation”

The Government servants wanted
negotiations at eveiy stage  before
going on strike, but the Government
was not prepared to accept negotia-
fion Though 1t was felt at that time
that the hon Minister of Labour—
Shri Nanda—sympathised with them,
the Finance Ministry of the Govern-
ment of India and the Home Ministry
took the decisiop that there was not
to be negotiation

Surt AKBAR ALJT KHAN Hasg that
been brought on record?

Surt A D MANI After all hon
Members on both sides of the House
say so many things which are not on
record and 1t 1s all known to every-
one 1n the House who has dealt wth
the labour situation 1n the country
Sir, the way in which public enter-
prises are expanding, there 1s grave
danger of substantial part of the
population losing their fundamental
rights by becoming Government ser-
vants There are so many enterprises
coming uv that by the Fourth or
Fifth Plan about half the population
will be in the public sector and we
will lose our fundamental rights 1If
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the Government had established Staff
Councils  which had negotiating
powers, the present sifuation would
not have arisen

I should like to take the House 1o
the deusions taken by the Govern-
ment after the termination or failure
of the strike Virtually the Gov-
ernment met the point of the str kers
half-way, but they were not prepared
to do so just at that time Sir, the
economic sttuation 15 bad in the
country The Railway Minister has
proposed a rise In fares, and the
Central Budget also has 1ts own
quota of taxes The purchasing
power of the rupee 1s gong down
It wag the economic distress and
misery which made the Government
servants go on a strike It is g very
human problem With regard teo
those who have jost their jobs, I
would like to give my own experi-
ence I will relate from my own
experience of what happened in Nag-
pur T was in touch with many who
took part in this strike and one offi-
cer served notice on a person who
belonged to a rival cultural society,
of which the officer was not the Pre-
sident There were two societies in
Nagpur and he was the president of
one saciety There was another so-
cietv whers some peoble were put-
tng un a verv active performance
The ner<enon who took part in the work
~f the cnltural  societv which was

nmnnsed tn his sot the notice This
15 what hapvened
SHrRt AKBAR ALI KHAN- That

was wrong

SHRT A D MANI That was wrong
That 1s what I am saymng As the
hon Member Mr Sapru, with the
judicious wisdom  with which e
approaches all these quest ons 1n this
House has said a large number of
neonle have suffered 1 believe the
Auditor-General’'s Office has the
largest number of such casualties Tt
15 not the Auditor-General who has
taken the decision 1n all these cases
Tt 1s the local officers who have got
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some resentment towards some per-
sons who have taken the decisions.
Persons who have put in 32 years
of service have been retired, and in
Bengal one man committed suicide
because there was a suspension order.

AN Hon. MEMBER: Yes,

SHrr A. D. MANI: You know that
case. I would like to say that the
Congress Party, when it came into
power in 1937, released murderers
from jail. In 1947 after the termi-
nation of the Civil Disobedience
Movement anq after the Congress
was asked to form the Government,
then also they released persons con-
victed of criminal offences. 1 would
make an appeal to the hon. the Home
Minister. Let bygones be bygones.

AN Hox. MEMBER: Which mur-
ders. has the hon Member in mind?

Surr A. D. MANI: I have got g
large number of them ang if the hon.
Member likes, I can give him a lizst
of those cases which happened in
Madhya Pradesh, where so many
people were released. I would make
one apveal to the Home Minister,
The strike is over and the Govern-
ment servants have got a new frame
of mind. Let all these cases be exa-
mined with a fresh mind, and not by
the departmental officers, but by men

of judicial standng like the Thon.
Member, Mr. Sapru, and let these
people get hack their jobs. We have

come here only on a mission of mer-
cy, with the request that the people
who took part in a thoughtless mood
in the strike should not be penalised
and their famili~s should not starve.

Susr SHAH NAWAZ KHAN:
Mr. Vice-Chairman., I will not take
much time of the House, but since
the Railways have been .mentioned
prominently in this debate, T have
ventured to intervene. We in the
Railways have been very fortune in
having very cordial relations bet-
ween our workers and the Railway

[RAJYA SABHA]
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Administration. As you are aware,
we have two Federations, to whom
we had given facilities for negotiat-
ing with the Railway Board. One :s
the Nationa]l Federation of Indian
Railway Men and the other is the
All-India Railway WMen’s Federation.
Sir, at one time, the facility for
negotiating with the Railway Board
wag not available to the All India
Railwaymen’s Federation, Shri Jag-
jivan Ram, who was then the Rail-
way Minister and who always has
had a very sympathetic outlook and
svmpathetic behaviour towards ail
labour problemg gave those facilities
to the Railwaymen’s Federation. At
the time thig strike came, Sir, all the
very important issues which were
made the main issues in the strike
also were under negotiation and dic-
cussion w'th the Railway Board. The
National Federation of Indian Rail-
waymen had negotiated with the
Board and had practically induced the
Railwav Board to accept most of
their demands but when the strike
intervened, those decisions had to he
delaved. S°'r, a]l 1 can say is that
as far as we in the Railwav Ministry
are concerned we have always had
cordial relationshin with our em-
nlovees and we intend to do everv-
thing possible to retain that happy
ralationship and T can assure vou,
Sir. that we have no sntention of
taking up a vindictive attitude or an
attitude of revenge against anv of
mir embplovees.

1 have here some figures which I
would like to place before the House.
Initially, as many as 10,815 employees
were suspended and now out of this
number of onlv six are still under
suspension hecause the'r cases are
still under investigation or some sort
nf departmental investigations are
going on. Now. coming to dismissals
there were 478 cases
~f vemaoval out of which all excepting
64 emolovees have been put back
on dutv.

Sprt NTREN GHOSH (West Ben-
gal): What about the leaders of the
movement? '
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Surmi SHAH NAWAZ KHAN Out
ot tne temporary staff and appren-
tces, not ces for removal were serv-
ed opn 12,325 employees and out of
this, only 43 temporary employees or
apprentices stand with their services
terminated This 1s the attitude we
have taken

Surt M 3 GURUPADASWAMY
(Mysore) May I know the reasons
on the basis of which suspensions Or
dismissals have been revoked n
these cases? How do they differ from
the reasons in respect of the other
cases that are still there?

Sprr SHAH NAWAZ KHAN  The
main reason why people were Je-
moved from service was the u-e of
erimmnal force against the officlals,
supervisory staff or agamnst their col-
leagues preventing them from gong
to their 10bs and so on Some em-
ployees were beaten uD and  then
families were harassed Those who
wanted to go, those loyal workers
who wanted to go and keep the
trains moving were physically pre-
vented from doing so

Surr M S GURUPADASWAMY
May I ask whether there has been
registration of these cases and whe-
ther there has been any case of fine
m a court of law?

Surt SHAH NAWAZ KHAN Yes,
Sir, there were severa) cases of that
nature Cases went to courts and
there were convictions by the courts
On the basis of those convictions
some of the employees were remov-
ed from service

surr M S GURUPADASWAMY
May I know whether 1n the fow
cases that are shill there the cases
mentioned by the hon Mmster ac-
tion either bv way of dismissal or
suspension has been taken after
these cases have been proved in a
court of law? -

* ggrr SHAH NAWAZ KHAN Not
all of them ‘
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Surt NIREN

many?

GHOSE. How

Surr SHAH NAWAZ KHAN My
hon friend, Shri Mani, said that he
had waded through a large numbes
of files and he had not been able
to come across a single case of sabo-
tage I would hke to give him some
figuies On the Railways, there were
eight cases of deraillment of trains
due to deliberate acts of sabotage and
you can Imagine, Sir, what might
have been the consequences of such
acts of deraiiment of trains These
might have led to serious accidents
m which a large number of passen-
gers might have been killed These
are thes type of cases in which we
have been constrained to take act on
agaimnst them

Surr  NIREN GHOSE May I
know whether the Railway Board’s
arcular as regards the  procedure
for charge sheeting and suspension
and all that was 1mplemented 1n
practice?

Swa1 SHAH NAWAZ KHAN' Sir,
thete we 2 several case, of cutting
of the cables and signals wires, tele-
graph wires and there were g large
number of cases where fire was drop-
ped deliberately The tran was
taken and half-way through fire was
dropped and the passengers were
stranded there Surely this 1s not a
type of conduct which the hon
Members would like to encourage In
spite of all these things, Sir, as I
said 1n the beginning, we were deter-
mined not to take a vindict ve atti-
tude and we mm the Raillway Mims-
try examined almost every  single
case of the Raillway employees who
have not been put back on duty and
again I should hke to assure the
House, Sir

Sarrt A B VAJPAYEE 1 do not
want to intervene but then there are
appeals still pending How can he
say that every case has been exa-
mined?
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SHrt SHAH NAWAZ KHAN:
Whatever case has come to us so
far. I again reiterate here that we
have no rigid attitude and in case
any hon. Member of this House feels
that there is room for reviewing in
any particular case and if such a
case s referred to us, I can assure
the hon. House that that case will be
examined thoroughly not at the lower
level or the level of junior officers
but that the case will come up to the
highest level, to the Minister. 1 can
assure the House that if there are
any cases where hon. Members <feel
that there is still room for re-exa-
mination, in those cases we shall only
be too glad to do so.

Now, Sir. some hon, Member oppo-
site sa‘’d that the damage that had
been done was very small. Some
said it was Rs. 21 000 and some others
said that it was Rs. 30.000. Sir. here
are some figures from the Railway
Ministry side which I would like to
place before the House.

=it fawe wavT AvATeTs et
gl MR AF IR
Surr  SHAH NAWAZ KHAN:
agd & for At F7 a7 {qa
q1H OF FIITE AR A A 77 -
for qa #ifaa

Sir, the damage on account of loss
of production came to Rs, 38 29,000, We
lost Rs. 3,17,59,000 on account of loss
due to reduction in traffic. We were
entrusted with the care of public
property and we had to make special
arrangements and on that account
we had to spend Rs. 6,81,000. Damage
to Government property accounted
for Rs. 24,100. This, Sir, gives a totat
of Rs. 3.62.93,100—the actual damage
done as far ag the Railways are con-
cerned. Then one hon. Member 3aid
that we should have acted like parents
when they are confronteq with their
disobedent children. Sir, the whole
country knows what happened. The
strike notice was given: ‘Accept out
demands or we strike’ and under that
threat we were asked tc <tart nego-

[ RAJYA SABHA]

who participated 978
in the strike

tiations with those who had issued
the strike noticee. We said, ‘we are
quite prepared to talk to you; we are
prepared to negotiate with you but
please do not come and negotiate with
us at the point of a pistol. Withdraw
the strike notice and then come to us
and we are quite prepared to discuss
with you’, but they were not prepar-
ed to do so.

In the end again I wish to empha-
sise that we have no feeling of
revenge or vindictiveness towards our
own employees but I would 1ike to
request my hon. friends opposite who
are so fond of inciting the employees
to go on strike on the least pretext
that the consequences of misleading
the employees can be very serious for
those employees, If those employees
are in trouble if their children are
starving today, if they are in thig
terrible plight, they have to a great
extent thank the gentlemen who
misled them ang I hope in future they
will not follow those gentlemen so
easily.

Finally, I would like to say a word
in praise of the very large number
of patr.otic workers who in spite of
these efforts by various people to mis-
tead them stuck to their posts of duty
and kept the wheels moving, The
National Federation of Indian Rail-
waymen, that patriotic organisation,
stood up to a man and took it as a
challenge to the country. Sir, when
our beloved Prime Minister said that
this was not a mere strike but it was
a challenge to the whole country,
those patriotic railway employees
stood up and showed that in spite of
whatever other people might do, they
would keep the traing moving and
they did. And I would, through this
august House, again like to congra-
tulate those employees and to thank
them for the very wonderful work
that they did during that time. We
also owe a great debt of gratitude to
the general public who co-operated
with us who extended their full sym-
pathies to the Government. As 1
said, although we have an open mind
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and we are always prepared to re-
examine the cases, we cannot accept
this principle that everybody who took
part in the strike-whether they com-
mitted assaults on superior offictals—
should be taken back. That princi-
ple, I am afraid, we cannot accept

SHrr SUDHIR GHOSH: Mr. Vice-
Chairman, I have only a very icw
brief sentences to contribute to this
discussion and 1 wish to do so, par-
ticularly (because there are certan
matters of principle involved in this
discussion.

[THE Vice-CrairRMAN (Dr. A, Sussa
Rao) 1n the Chair]

When I interrupted my hon. friend,
Mr., Bhupesh Gupta, this morning
asking how ths sort of a situation
was dealt with 1n the U.S.SRK.,, he
did not seem to like 1t. Now, 3,
1t 1s the history of Communism all
the world over that Awhen our Com-
munist friends are in the opposition
mm a country they are very tond ol
freedom. Freedom of speech, free-
dom of the individual civil hiberties,
parliamentary governmeat, democra-
cy, all these beautiful freedoms they
are very fond of but as soon as they
come to power they have no use for
these beautiful freedoms even for
one day. When a man like our
friend, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, makes
such a forceful speech on behalf of
these sentiments, one feels a httle
sceptica] about 1t. That does not
mean, the fact that I disagree with
Mr, Bhupesh Gupta’s eloquence does
not mean that I accept the position
taken by my friend, Mr. Santhanam,
as regards the Government officials’
right to strike. As soon as you say
that no Government employee should
have the r ght to strike, you fall in-
to the trap of Mr Bhupesh Gupta
himself because that is what ‘the
Communists c¢laim in  their own
country. I have been to Russia and
I have studied their industrial orga-
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nisations and their workers’ organisa-
tions. ‘Loere the Goverament says
to the workers, ‘Look here, this in-
dustrra] unit, this steel plant or any
othe: plant, belongs to you, belongs
to the pcople. How can you strike
against yourself? It is absurd. And
that 1s all that they have by way
of right to strike in those very free
countries Tnerefore we have to be
very careful when In answer to a
person ike Mr. Bhupesh Gupta we put
foiward the argument that we do
noi believe 1n any Government em-
ployee’s right to strike. We are on
very dangerous grounds there Jp the
Unted Kingdom, for instance, if
anybody suggested that a nationalis-
ed industry like the coal mines, that
1S, the coal miners of Great Britain
should not have the right to strike,
well, he wil] get short shrift. Why
coal miners? Even civil servants;
they have thewr Civil Servants’
Unions Whenever a law of the land
permits the union of waqrkers and
gives them the right of collective
birgaining, we must be very careful
not to interfere with those rights.
But the issue that is involved here
1s not whether the Government em-
ployecs have a right to strike or
not The real issue that is involved
here 1s that here was a situation in
India where a Government’s very
right to govern was challenged. Its
very existence was challenged and
any Government which 1s worth the
name of a Government cannot but
reply to that. Now, I want to make
clear one thing. There are Govern-
ment employees like the Posts and
Telegraph employees, Railway em-
ployees and as my fr end, Mr Mani,
ha; pointed out there are more and
more public sector enterprises com-
ing up but there also we are slightly
mistaken because the members of all
Government enterprises are not re-
garded as Government servants For
instance the employees of a steel
plant under the Government have
just as much right to strike as the
employees of the Tata Iron and Steel
Co or the Indian Iron and Steel Co.
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SHRL A D MANI They will lose
1t very soon

SHri SUDHIR GHOSH We must
make sure that they do not lose 1t
but that 1s not the pomnt The pownt
18 whether the Government employ-
ees nave the 1ignt to sitike ur nou
There are well-defined limits with-
in which they are allowed to strike
but thig was a very different kind ot
a situation and those who organised
this Government employees’ strike
and the general strike did a very
dangerous thing for the lite of the
nation They organised the disrup
tion of the communications system—
railways and postal communications
—and they did not have any control
over the forces of disintegration
which they let loose It 1s all very
well to organise a strike You may
have a sense of grievance against
the Government and the Government
may have failed to give you satisfac-
tion on all counts in thi> paiticular
dispute, but that 1s a different mat-
ter and there are other ways of
meeiing that situation than letting
loose forces of disruption and disin-
tegration in a country which 1z al-
ready oveirburdened with many such
forces And that was a very danger-
ous kind of game to play Those
politictans—never mind the paity or
the group to which they belong—
whoever organiseq 1t, did not do an
act of service to their own country
It was a very dangerous thing to do.
So what I object to 1s this challenge
by some organmised groups to a Gov-
ernment’s right to govern to a Gov-
ernment’s very existence and that has
got to be met very forcefully and .he
Government did right in taking stern
and decisive action Of course 1n
fairness 1t must be said that befoie
the Government took that action even
in the 1mtial stages of negotiations
in this dispute it may be claimed that
perhaps the Government could have
been more prompt m  dealing with
those problems and perhaps more
expeditious action could have heen
taken 1n time to avoid all the batter.

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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ness But that is different from saying
that Government did not do what 1t
was expcceted to under the laws of the
I.nd They did all that was required
ot them in the circumstances and in
the end the Prime Minister himself
made an appeal to them, not as a
party leader but as a national leader,
pointing out

AN Hox MEMBER The
Minister did not meet them

Prime

Surt SUDHIR GHOSH Well, he did
certainly make a broadcast appeal as
lat as I remember He did not deal
with 1t on the party plane but on a
higher plane, as a dispute between the
cmployer and the employees I for
cne was 1ather touched by that
appeal Now, who are the people who
sLffered as a result of this strike? 1t
seems quite clear that 1t was not the
primary considcraton of those who
organised the strike to secure for the
strikers their tights, perhaps they
v ere motivated by a desire to improve
their own political pasition, either as
individuals or as groups That mav
be an uncharitable suggestion but that
was the impression 1n the country and
1t was not the Government, 1t was the
people of the country who rejected
this stmmke I was 1n Calcutta at that
time Calcuttais a city full of troubles
I remembher how people were buying
theiwr housshold goods, their foodstuffs
and vegetables for weeks and weeks,
because they thought that somc
dreadful things were going to happen
m this country Fortunately i1t was
saved 1n time and the economic Iife »f
the couniry was not very seriously
dislocated Therefore, we must be
quite clear in our arguments here that
1 1s not the right of certain classes
of Government employees {o strike n
a certain situation that 1s 1in question
We are not questioning 1t

We are questioning the right of any
organised group to challenge the

existence of the Government I do
not accept that position
SHrr NIREN GHOSH That was

not questioned at all.
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SHrr SUDHIR GHOSH Now, if 1t
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I a question of giving consideration | parties

to 200 odd people, who seem to have
lost their jobs, that 1s another matter
We could deal with 1t on a different
plane We know what sort of man
the Home Minister 1s 1 believe, .t
does not matter whether the man
belongs to the Government side or
any particular group in the Opposi-
tion 1 this House, everybody in this
House has a special kind of feeling for
the Home Minster, a feeling that he
15 a man with very great integrity of
mind, a man of great humility Now,
I think 1t 1s better

SRt A D MANI May I ask the
hon Member whether he would hke
the Home Minister to review ihe
cases himself or allow them to be re-
viewed by persons of judicial stand-
mng?

Surr SUDHIR GHOSH All I was
going to say 1s this We have du-
cussed the question threadbare We
know the whole history of this issuc
Now, 1n the end we are saying that
there are 200 odd employees who have
suffered Now, I do not want to go
into the merits of these cases All
that I would care to say 1s that if
the Home Minister says to us that he
15 prepared to look into these cases
and wherever possible he will treat
them with mercy—because justice also
should be tempered with mercy as
the hon Member, Mr Sapru, said—
and do whatever 1s possible, well, I
for one am more than satisfied

Surr M P BHARGAVA (Uttar
Pradesh) Mr Vice-Chairman, it 1s
always a pleaswte to listen to the
lucid and forceful speech of my
triend, Shr: Atal Bihart Vajpayee,
who ha> moved the Resclution which
15 being discussed by this House to-
day Piobably 1t seems Mr Vaj-
payee 1s not aware of all the facts of
the case and how the strike came
about and he has taken up this case
because of sentunenti]l reison™ I
will show presently how political
motives were there for the stiike and

188 RS—5 |

Now, let us examine what the con-
dition was immediately after the Pay
Commussion’s recommendations wete
presented in August 1959 Immedia-
tely after the Pay Commission’s Re-
port was presented and more particu-
larly after Government’s orders were
1ssued 1n the last week of December
exte1ding the working hours on Satur-
days and curtailing, to some extent,
casual leave and public holidays, the
various all-India organisations of
certain sectiong of Central Govern~
ment employees, chiefly the All India
Railwaymen’s Federation, the National
Federation of Posts and Telegraphs
Employees, the All India Defence
Employees’ Federation and the Fede
ration of Central Government Em-
ployees, built up a tempo of agitation
for discounting the favourable re-
commendations of the Pay Cmmission
accepted by the Government, and
highlighting the few unfavourable
recommendations implemented by the
Government A convention held 1n
Bangalore under the influence of the
Communist Party of India mn Decem-
ber, 1959, appointed a Joint Council
of Action to negotiate a satisfactory
settlement with the Government by
15th May, 1960, and failing that to

orgamse a general strike This was
in December 1959
I had the privilege of moving &

House on the 17ih
which reads> as fol-

motion n this
Februairy, 1960
lows —

“That the Report of the Pay
Commuission 1957-59, and Govern-
ment’s decisions thereon, la:d on the
Table of the Rajva Sabha on the
30th November 1959, be taken into
consideration ”

This was the motion before the House
and T would like to invite the atten-
tion of the House to the amendments
tabled to my motion by the Communist
Party in this very House There were
four amendments, namely —

1 ‘and having considered the
same this House 1s of the opinion
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that Government
restore the cut in
leave facilities enjoyed by the
Central Government employees
and convene a conference of the
representatives of their organisa-
tions for a bipartite settlement of
the disputes aris ng out of these
recommendations ”

immediately
holidays and

2 “and having considered the
same this House rejects the wage
and dietic norms suggested by the
Pay Commission and holds that all
wage-fixing authorities abide by
the recommendations of the 1957
Indian Labour Conference"

3 “and having considered the
same this House regrets the atti-
tude of the Ministry of Finance
1n playing down the recommenda-
tions of the 15th Indian Labour
Conference and holds that Gov-
ernment should stick to and abide
by those recommendations”

and

4 ‘*and having considered the
same this House 1> of the opinion
that 1n view of the rising trend in
prices the Dearness Allowance in
all Central Government Depait-
ments and establishments be link-
ed with the cost of living index
in accordance with the recom-
mendations of the Varadachariar
Commussion ”

That 13 the First Pay Commussion

Now, during the course of the de-
bate some sort of threat was given
by the Communist Party through its
epresentative, Dr Raj Bahadur Gour,
who was speaking on my motion
This 1s what he saild —

“Well, of course, I am threaten-
ing you on behalf of the employees
and we will not allow you to do
it, we will fight and we will fight
a hard battle to see that the gains
are retained, you have no right to
tamper with these gains”

This 15 what happened in this august
House

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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Now, I will read out to you the
charter of demands by the strikers,
as given by the Jomnt Council Therr
first demand was grant of a national
minimum wage 1n the hight of princi-
ples enunciated by the 15th Indian

Labour Conference and the de-
termination of suitable differences
between the lowest pald and
the higher c¢lass of employees

Their demand No 2 was for dearness
allowance on the basis of cost of hiv-
ing 1index on the basis of the First
Pay Commission Report Their third
demand was for the appointment of
Standing Boards for settling disputes
relating to scales of pay and other
service conditions The fourth de-
mand wag no curtailment of existing
amentties, rights and privileges The
fifth demand was reference to arbi-
tration of disputes referred by either
party and recognition of one union in
one ndustry by determination of the
representative character of the union
through referendum held bi-annually
Their last demand was withdrawal of
rule 148 of the Railway Code and the
proviso to rule 1709 about the powers
of General Managers to discharge an
employee after giving due notice

Now, Sir, 1if you compare the amend-
ments moved In this House and the
first of the four demands made by the
Joint Council, you will find that in
substance they are thesame They are
the same exactly My friend, Mr Bhu-
pesh Gupta, was pleased to say that
the strike was >pontaneous, that it was
not pre-planned Well, I beg to differ
from him and would say that the
position as indicated by the chronolo-
gical events 1s not hke that They
were trying outside for bringing about
an agitation They tried to pres. their
demands 1n thig august House and
probably in the other House—I am not
sure of 1t—and all the demands were
negatived When the demands were
negatived 1n this House, what did they
do? They again went out and made
their plans The Joint Council laun-
ched large-scale preparations in June
1960 to collect funds for a general
strike and to builld up mass suppoit
for a strike call They gave the strike
call, and what was the response?
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There are more than 19 lakhs of civi-
lian Centra) Government employees
They could not get response min spite
of al} their publicity, n spite of all
their preparations, from more than
one-third of the employees That was
the state of affairs When they gave
notice of a strike, there weile negotia-
tions being held between the Joint
Council and the representatives of the
Government My friend, Shri A. B.
Vajpayee, had made a reference to
my dear friend who 1s no moie, Mr
Feroze Gandhi, and to the part played
bv him 1n seeing that the stmke did
not come off But he failed, not be-
cause the Government was not prepar-
ed to listen to them, not because there
was any lack of sympathy from the
Government for their legitimate de-
mands, but because the attitude of the
strikers was very 11g1d, and they had
very great plans for paralysing the life
of the country Some of them even
thought that this might provide them
with a handle for usurping or taking
awav the power from the Govein-
ment which was 1n existence at that
ttme And 'f really they had succeed-
ed in thewr plans, the country would
have been faced with a very critical
situation, and 1t would have meant
chaog in the country Fortunately
they did not

Now I was talking about negotia~-
tions and the rigid attitude taken up
by them The hon Prime Minister on
the 7th July after the negotiations
had failed, n a broadcast message
made a fervent appeal to Government
emplaoyees agamnst going on strike and
assured them that the Government
were prepared to give favourable con-
sideration to any of the Pay Commis-
sion’s recommendations nvolving fin-
ancia) consequences and that there
should be a proper method for the im-
plementation of the decisions made
and that arrangements should be
mad= for jont consultations and nego-
tiations between represemtatives of the
Government and of the employees 1n
regard to implementation The Joint
Council of Action, however, rejected
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the Prime Minister’s plea for a recon-
sideration of the strike decision And
then the strike call came, and the
strike could not be continued for more
than g day

Memberg have said from the oppo-
site side that there was no loss, that
there was nothing, that the loss was
Rs 21,000, and so on They forget the
colossa] loss which the country has
suffered by that strike My friend,
Shi1 Shah Nawaz Khan, has given
figures about the losg sustained by the
Railways which came to about Rs 3}
c ores and as I am told, the other
Min stries of the Government had to
incur an expenditure to the tume of
Rs 4} crores for making emergency
arirangements to meet the situation—
Rs 44 crore, by the Government of
India and Rs 34 crores by the Rall-
ways, that makes g total of Rs 8
crores My friends wil]l forgive me 1f
I say that the loss caused by the strike
1s not to the tune of a few thousands
of rupees but 1s to the tune of Rs 8
crores And Rs 8 crores 1s no joke
Besides this, the harm done by the
strike to the progress of the Plan 1s
hard to calculate So, the loss, if I
may put i, 1s not In any way less than
Rs 10 crores or so

If my friends opposite had not insti-
gated the workers to strike and if then
had not compelled them to give the
strike notice, probably all this coun-
trty’s money could have been saved
and utilised 1in better wavs But what-
evel wa, to happen had happened,
and now my friend Mr A B Va)-
payee, has come before this House
with the present Resolution If Shn
Vajpayee had pleaded with the vari-
ous Government Departments for con-
sideration of individual cases where
he felt that any injustice had been
done, 1t would have been a  better
course and probably he would have
had a better ear from the Goveru-
ment 1n that case and probably he
would have got the support of this
side of the House also in getting red-
ress 1n those individual cases where
really hardship had been caused But
he has adopted the other course of
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bringing in this Resolution, Now if
this Resolution is accepted, what will
it mean? It will mean that you give
encouragement to indiscipline, that
you give «ndirect encouragement 1o
violence, that you do not care for the
country’s money: let people do what
they like, let them act in whatever
manner they want, and then some-
body or other will act as an advocate
for them in this august House,
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I am sorry that a seasoned parliamen-
tarian like Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee
has chosen this course of bringing in
this  Resolution before this  House
which will do more harm t{p the
cause which he wants to plead.

Surr P. K. KUMARAN  (Andhra
Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir,
the Resoluticn before us is a  very
simple one. The issue involved is the
reinstatement of 208 employees who
have been victimised. But in the
course of the discussion, a lot of politi-
cal heat was sought to be created and
I am afraid that if that is the light
taken, the discussion will only do
harm to the employees concerned.

The Central Government employ-
ees’ strike is recent history and I am
sorry to see that certain facts Thave
been distorted. It is a fact that when
the Council met in Bombay, its first
decision was to negotiate with the
Government. It was only when the
Government refused to negotiate with
them that they gave the call for tak-
mng the strike ballot. Even after that,
their attempt to start negotiations
was refused by the Government. Ii is
a fact. Actually what happened was
a series of interviews with the Minis~
ters, and the Ministers had always
been saying, you call off the strike

notice, do thig or do that and only
then would the negotiations {ake
place. Anyway, out of the 208 em-
ployees now remaining to be taken

back, 113 belong to the Railways. I
welcome the statement of the hon.
Minister that they are prepared to
consider their cases leniently. It ig not
deniea that the Government was
lenient. But the cases involved, the
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remaining cases, are not, ag the Min-
ister says, cases in which violent ac-
tions have been involved. 1 take the
cases of six employees who are still
to be reinstated on the Southern
Railway. Only five remain now. One
man, Mohan Naidu, a striker from the
Perambur  Workshops died {our
months back. A man with a large
family, he died of starvation. An-
other man, Narayanaswamy from Ban-
galore, was charged with assault on a
driver. He was acquitted by the
court but he is not yet taken back.
Two others were Anglo-Indians. They
were not members of any trade
union. They were simply drawn into
the struggle because of the justness of
the cause. I do not know for what
reason they have been removed from
service. Like this, many of the peo-
ple who are now remaining are not
active trade union organisers or active
trade unionistg at all. Hence, I appeal
to the Government to review  their
cases once and for all instead of wait-
ing for individual representation; I
appeal to them to review the cases of
all the 208 people completely and do
justice to these employeess because it
15 a question of living. One hon.
Member was asking: was it difficult
for these 208 employees to find em-
ployment? The question here is that
these men have been in service for
the last ten, fifteen or twenty years
and at this late stage, it is very diffi-
cult for them to seek employment
elsewhere and to start a new life. I
therefore support the  Resolution
moved by Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee
and also the amendment, The adminis-
tration in the Secunderabad Division
of the Centra] Railway was very
cruel in this affalr. There are nearly
22 employees who are yet to be rein-
stated. In Secunderabad a ‘C’ grade
driver was reverted to a ‘C’ grade
fireman’s post and transfered to
Jhansi. Such unmerited reversions
are there; a number of reversiong are
there. So, I appeal to the Govern-
ment to recomsider the cases of all
these employees and issue orderg for
reinstating them as g May Day gift to
the Central Government employees”
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organisations Such a gesture of good-
will wil] help develop good 1elations

between the Government and thewr
employees,

SHr ARJUN ARORA M:, Vice-
Chair.nan, the Resolution and the

speeches made 1n 1ts support will un-
doubtedly make the Government ser-
vants, particularly those out of em-
ployment—thanks to the strike—say
this evening, ‘God, save us from our
friends We will look after our ene-
mies’ The Resolution angd the speech
es have shown the utter i1gnorance of
most of the speakers of the problem
that were mvolved mn the stitke The
speeches have also shown that at least
some of those who supported this
Resolution were out to make political
capital out of the misery of the Gov-
ernment servants I am 3 humble
trade unionist who can claim to have
devoted the whole of his lifetime 1n
the service of the working class, Gov-
ernment servants not excluded And
1 would be most happy if all the per-
sons who lost their jobs are remnstated
But I am opposed to—and eversy good
trade unionist will be opposed to—-
the attitude which the mover of the
Resolution agmply demonstrated in his
speech Shri Bhupesh Guptsy had to
admit that the Government gave an
assurance that leimiency would be the
gwiding policy 1n 1ts tieatment of the
employees Shri Bhupesh Gupta, his
thunder apart, his practice of frymng
to convert this House into an Ochter-
lony Maidan meeting apart, had to
admit that the Government had
adopted a lenient attitude, and T am
sure he know. that the Government
will continue to adopt a lenient atti-
tude in individual cases mn spne ot
what has been said today
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Sir, a few facts concerning the »irike
may be narrated with advantage, pai~
ticularly for the education of the
Move: and some of his supporteis It
was not the case—ag Shri Vimalkumar
Chordia, the new enthusiast, likke a
new Mussalman eating onions, too
much, tries to make out—thal the
Government did not accept the Pay
Commusion’s Award It has been point-
ed out repeatedly that as early as
November, 1959, the Government ac-
cepted the main recommendations of
the Second Pay Commission and  on
points on which there was no decision
w1 November, 1959, the Prime Minis-
ter before the strike begzn, gave a
solemn assurance that the recommen-
dations of the Pay Commussirn would
be t.eated as an Award Subsequent
events have shown that the Govern-
ment has respected that undertaking
The Government has carried 1t out
and recently the dearness =zllowance
of Government employees has been
increased with effect from November,

992

1861 It was drarness allowance
which was 1n dispute and
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Dr A

SusBa Rao)
next day

You can continue the

Sprr ARJUN ARORA Thank you

Tuae VICE-CHAIRMAN (Dr A
Susea Rao) Further discuss'ons on
this Resolution will stand 111 the next
Piivate Members’ Resolutions day

The House stands adjourned til
11-00 A on Monday, the 30th April

The House then najsuined
at five of the clock 111l eleven
of the clock on Monday, the
30th April 1962,



