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~ Shri M. Narayana Kurup: I move that the Kerala Education
Bill, 1957 returned to this Assembly by the President in pur-
suance of the provision to Article 201 of the Constitution be re-
committed to the Select Committee to make suitable and
necessary amendments therein in the light of the opinion of the
Supreme Court of India. - ‘

Shri E. Chandrasekharan Nair: Sir on a point of order, Inmy
humble opinion, such a motion is not allowable. As per Rule 108,
when a Bill has been sent back by the President for reconsidera-
tion, the scope of the discussion shall not be beyond ithe recom-

- mendations of the President. Here the recommendation is for

reconsideration of certain provisions,. My submission is that the

- Bill has been finally passed after it was referred to the Select

Cémmittee. When the Bill is sent for reconsideration the legis-

- lature is empowered only to discuss those recommendations. o If

the motion of Mr, Narayana Kurup is accepted, the whole Bill
will be reconside/i'_ed and under Rule 108 it is not possible. '

. Shri M. Narayama Kurup: I submit thatI am entitled to
move tJ:(Iiis motion. Inthe directive of the President of India it
is stated : — ' - . | '

.. ... the Bill be returned to the House of the Legislature
- of the State of Kerala with a message requesting that the
- House will reconsider the provisions of the Bill and make
- suitable and necessary amendments therein in the light

~ of the opinion of the Supreme Court of India; a copy
whereof is enclosed,”” =~ ' o B

. The Member th réiéed the point of o‘tde:t” is reélly sup-
porting me. I agree with him that there are 3 stagesin the
career of a Bill, the stage of introduction, the stage of considera~

Uon and the stage of passing: Now, the Bill must be at any one

of these three stages. Here the Bill is not at the stage of intro-
duction. It is not yet passed. It is admitted that it is a ‘pending

- Bill before the Assembly. The very motion moved by the Minister
- shows that it is a Bill for consideration. Now, what are the

rights given to a member under the Rules of Procedure when a

- Bill is moved for consideration. * Under Rule 78 any member is

entitled to move that the Bill may be sent to a Select Committee,

- It may be said that it has already gone to a- ‘Select Committee.

Even on a motion for consideration of the Bill which has come out
of the Select Committee,the member is entitled to move for recoms=

ittal fo the Select Committee for special consideration. I agree . -

with the hon.Member who has raised the point of order that if
the President or the "Governor had recommended any special-
amendment or special form of amendment, the Assembly should

confine itself to accepting or rejecting this amendment. At this -

stage I would draw the atteniion of the Speaker ‘and the House.
to the message regarding the  High Court Bill. There it is -

stated's -~

#
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IR Y that the Bill be returned to the Legislative Assembly °
" of {he State of Kerala with a message requesting that
the said Legislative Assembly will reconsider clauses
3, 4, 8,12 and 13 of the Bill, and consider the desira-

bility of omitting the Sald ClaUSES.eeererrcrroason

. 1f that was so in this Bill certainly I cannot move for re-
ference to the Select Committee, because the President has stated
what amendments have to be moved. In this case it is clear
that the Bill is pending consideration belore the Assembly. The
President has said ‘‘make amendments in the light of the recom-
mendations of the Supreme Court.” The Supreme Court Judge-

. ment is a voluminous .document containing 33 foolscap pages.

" One has to read more than half-a-dozen times to know what ils
full importis. To find out the suitable and necessary amend-

" ments, this Judgement has to be read very minutely. Which is
better, to move amendments in the House at random and make
speeches as in the case of other Bills or delegate such functions
to the Select Committee?  Of course, il will facilitate mattiers
if it were referred to a Select Committee. It will again come to
the House, and then it will be time for us to consider it. Ido
not mean that all the clauses should be reconsidered. Besides,
it will be the right of the Speaker, as and when the amendments -

_ are moved to decide whether it comes within the scope of the -
President’s recommendation. Therefore, when I say that this bill

~ be recommitted to the Select Committee, it does not mean that we
are at liberty to make any amendments. We can only make
‘amendments which are within the scope of the judgement of the
Suprene Court. Therefore, for the convenient and satisfactory
discharge of the functions of this House, I submit, that in view of -
the special nature of message of the President, the Bill may be
properly scrutinised by the Select Committee. I do not say that
it is to be sent to a separate Select Committee, - S
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L Mr. Speaker: Then, I will have to give a ruling updn the
admissibility of the motion. - )

* Shri M. Narayana Kurup: I agree. But I have not finished.

The motion moved by the Hon. Minister is not in proper form.

1 submit that- Rule 242 gives the Speaker the power to give direc-
tions in case where no specific provisions are made and where

they are not clear, Itcan only be by a direction. Rule 108 has

‘been quoted by the member, But it does not serve the purpose.

Whatever be the rules or directions given, it cannot take away

_the right of the Assembly and directions cannot be rules.

I submit that the Speaker ought to exercise his discretion in

‘favour of the motion because it is a bill of such a nature. I sub-
it that lam entitled to move this motion and it is for the
- House o reject or accept 1t. . - o o

s " Mr. Speaker : On this-p_oin't of order beft_);fe I give my rul-

ing I shall consult all'sides. I do not want to give a haphazard
ruling. e S
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. Shri E. Chandrasekharan Nair : In my opinion there is no
such difficulty as Mr. Narayana Kurup has pointed out. There
is one provision in the Rules of Procedure and that is Rule 108.
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Though it nay not be adequate, my submission is that the .

Speaker ‘cannot go beyond the scope of that provision. It is very
clear, It says: : ' : :

“ When a bill which has been passed by the Assembly is

returned by the Rajpramukh for reconsideration by the-

Assembly, the point or points referred for reconsidera-
tion shall be put before the Assembly by the Speaker and
shall be discussed and veted upon in the same manner as
amendments to a Bill, or in such other way as the
Speaker may consider inost convenient for their con-
sideration by the Assembly” |

That is the only procedure allowed. There is no provision here
for reference to a Select Committee. : . | '

Shri. E. P. Poulose: This is a very imporlant issue. Ithas .

to be decided by the hon. Speaker whether the motion is in
order or not. Since it is a very important thing, the decision is

to be taken only after mature consideration. I also suggest that.

the views of the hon. members inay be heard before coming to
a decigion. It may be today or tomorrow.

Another thing I would suggest is that discussion on the
motion by the hon. Minister may be postponed since we have
to consider a very difficult question, ‘'viz. the opinion of the
Supreme Court on certain provisions of the Kerala Education
Bill, 1957 and the interpretations thereon. Isubmit that it is
not possible to understand the full implications before careful
studpy and discussion on the important principles. The Presi~

dent in his message has suggested that the House wiil reconsider

the provisions of the Bill and make suitable and necessary
amendments therein in the light of the opinion of the Supreme

Court of India. Without casting any reflection on the legal

knowledge and understanding of the hon. members of this

‘House, I would suggest that this House would not be able to do

full justice to a very important issue-as the one before us in the

short time we have had till now. So, I submit that we may
have the discussion tomorrow or on any convenient date during

this week. In view of the {act that it might help the discussion
the Advocate General may be asked to be presemt. =~ =

I would draw the attention of the House to an observation
made by the Chief Justice viz.,“these are, no doubt, serious in-
roads on the right of administration and appear perilously near
violating that right’. - We would not only welcome amendments
which conform to the provisions of the Constitution on the funda-
mental rights of the minorities of the State, but we. must see
that ‘as far as possible the grievances of the minorities are

redressed, particularly with reference to the observations made
by the Chief Justice that there are provisions in the Dill which
make very serious inroads into the fundamental rights. So, let
“us defar discussion on this motion and see what are the impli-
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- the various provisions of the Bill with this object in view.
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catiéns of the Supreme Court’s Judgment on thp President’s
reference and after that take the question whether itis necessary
to refer the Bill to a Select Committee. We may al least discuss

Mr. Speaker : Here is a point of order raised by a Member.
I would like to have the views of the Leader of the Oppositions,
in this connection.

~ Shri. P. T. Chacke: The Article which covers the procedure -
is 201 of the Constitution.  In that Article it is stated that the
Bill or the specific provisions which are referred to in the mess.
age may be reconsidered. The word used is “reconsider’”. Now,

" in this message there is no specific suggestion excepting that the

Bill be reconsidered in the light of the opinion of the Supreme
Court. Now if there were amendments suggested by the
President, I have no doubt that the proper procedure would

have been to consider those amendments alone. Now no amend-

ments are suggested and also on specific provisions are referred
to in the message. So, it has to be reconsidered in the light of

- the opinion of the Supreine Court.

~ The qﬁéstion therefore is what is the meaning of the word
“reconsideration”. The hon : Member who has raised the point
of order has correctly said that when a bill is taken up in a

- Legislature, it has to pass through three stages and no fourth

stage is envisaged. Therefore, ‘“reconsideration’” must also refer

‘to one of these stages. Evidently this is not the first stage viz.,
- introduction. The second stage is ‘consideration’. We have

once considered the Bill. 1t is true. But the Constitution

says.that we should reconsider it. To me it appears, Sir, that

this House has the right or this House is entitled to consider

- those provisions which are referred to in the message of the

President. Now, since no provisions are referred toin this parti-
cular message and no specific amendments are suggested in this

‘particular message, it seems to me Sit, that we have to take up

the Bill from the stage of the motion for consideration. According
to me, this House will have to take up the consideration of
the Bill and consider all those clauses of the Bill sbout which -
observations have been made by the Supreme Court. Now, there
is nothing in the Constitution or in the Rules of Procedure of
this House to show that this House is not entitled to consider

~the Bill according to the rules laid down. If that js the position,

I submit Sir, that it would be quite competenl for this House to

refer tbe:Bi‘ll to-a Select Committee. In this particular case also,
- that will be the only proper course because, as my hon. friend

- Mr. Kurup has stated, the only message is that the clauses of the

‘Bill have to be reconsidered in the light of the opinion of the

~ Judgment which is pretty long. = There are ever so many

- ,,’bbs'e:vati'ons_:in the j udgment

-and we have to congider all the
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observations and the clauses which are affected by the opinion M

of the Supreme Court. It would be proper, according tome,
Sir; to refer this for reconsideration by.the Select Committee.
But the Select Committee can only make amendments in clauses
which are affected by the opinion of - the Supreme. Court.
That is my view, o o _ A
‘Shri T. A. Thommen : According to me, Sir, the matter is -
entirely covered by rule 108. Rule 108 is the rule which deals
with reconsideration. Here wé are at the reconsideration stage
and the reconsideration stage;is completely covered by rule 108+
This is what the rule says:. = R e

“When a Bill which has been passed by the Assembly is
~© " returned by the Rajpramukh for reconsideration by the
- Assembly, the point or points referred for - reconsidera-

tion shall be put before the Assembly by the Speaker

and shall be discussed and voted upon in  the same
manner as amendments to a Bill, or "in such other way

as the Speaker may consider most convenient for their-

~ consideration by the Assembly”.

So when there are specific points, they are considered as amend-.

- ments. Inotherscases, the Speaker can determine the way in
which the reconsideration of the Bill hasto be done. That is
why it is said ‘in such other way as the Speaker may consider:
most convenient for their consideration inthe Assembly’.  So,

- my submission is that itis proper to refer the Bill toa Select.
Committee for reconsideration. The matter is left to the discres:
tion of the Speaker and the Speaker has the right to choose the -
method of discussion to be conducted and there is nothing in the

~ way of the Bill being referred toa Seleet Cominittee if the

~Speaker so chooses. . Thare is no prohibition ; on the other hand,
the rule specifically allows that, Moreover in reconsidering the:

- Bill it becomes necessary to scrutinise the Bill in the light of the
judgment of the Supreme . Court. ' e s L L

- I'may refer to the remarks of the Supreme Court with
regard to certain provisionsz of the’ Education Bill. It is said
““These are, no doubt, serious inroads on. the right of admini-
stration and appear perilously near. violating that right.,.,..
We are prepared, as at present advised, to treat these clauses 9,11 '
(2) and 12 (4) as permissible regulations which the State may:
impose on the minorities as a condition for granting aid.t,o‘-their;
edueational institutions.” - So, on certain matters; the Supreme.
Court has not expressed a'conclusive finditg. But their Lordships:
have practically. left the matter open because what is stated ig. -

 ‘““we are prepared, as at present advised....”” Tnen there is the,

exprersion of opinion “serious inroads on the right of admini= -

~ stration and appear perilously rear violating ' that right."” . So, 1t |
~ismecessary to.consider: whether ‘we should enacta law which:

will” go ‘‘perilously near violating that right”. My submission:

- is: that ‘we have to consider all these aspects  with ail theip. -
implications. So, the best course will be to. refer the.:mattér to

“a Select Commitlee:
@ /9991 Atz
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~ Shri A. Thanu Pillai : I would like to know what stand tI;);?eGOf "
" mover of the Bill takes. . |
-~ .My. Speaker: But before that I would like to hear the
 Minister.for Law. =~ o -
" Minister for Law (ShriV. R. Krishna Iyer) : | |
~ This meSsagé has come from the Governor under Article 200
and 201. , | . o |
' Mz. Speaker, Sir, It is Article 201 and the Proviso to it that
really govern the scope of discussion of the Bill in the Assembly.
The Proviso reads thus: =~ ' A ‘ .

. “provided that where the Bill is not a money Bill the President
- may direct the Governor to return the Bill to the House,or as
the case may be, the Houses of the Legislature of the State
‘together with such a message as is menlioned in the first pro-
. viso to Article 200 and, when a Bill is so returned, the House
or Houses shall reconsider it accordingly within a period of six
- months from the date of receipt of such message......”” That is
what we are told. We are told to reconsider the Bill within a
- period of six months from the date of the receipt of ‘the message.
How exactly this is to be exercised by the Assembly
is the subject matter of Rule 108, It is not right to say that Rule
1108 is inept. Rule 242 operates only in cases where the procedure
. js not laid down in any other rule. It is only then that the Speaker
 can give directions ‘as contemplated in that Rule. Rule 242
which is a residuary rule says ithat if there is no rule then
. directions may be given by the Speaker. But Rule 108 is very
specific and clear and is on all fours with the point at issue,
Rule 108 says :- N | o
- “When a Bill which has been passed by the Assembly is
© returned by the Rajpramukh for reconsideration by the Assembly,
~ the point or points referred for reconsideration shall be put be-:
- fore the Assembly by the Speaker and shall be discussed and
voted upon in the same manner asamendments to a Bill, or in
- such other ;way as the Speaker inay consider most convenient
for their consideration by the Assembly,” -
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~ There are {wo situations, There may be specific poifts
referred for re-comsideration or there may not be any specific -
points'and the matter has to be considered accordingly. There
is no doubt that there are three stagesin the career of a Bill. All
that we can do in this case is to treat the Bill as if we are dig-
- cussing. amendments to a Bill and vote uponthem. Questions
- likereferring it to a Select Committee or elicitirg public opinion
‘are not relevant here, because’all those things are over. The
- only point to be considered is: have there been points referred
- for re-consideration. The argument put forward by the hon.
' Member Shri Narayana Kurup as also the Leader of the Opposition
- is that the message simply says “......that the Bill be returned
~tothe House of the Legislature of the State of Kerala with a
message. requesting that the House will reconsider the pro-
- visions of the Bill and make suitable and necessary amendments



preted as “points for consideration”.
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‘therein in the light of the opinion of the Supreme Court of India
. «..”My humble submission is that the matier is quite clear
and that specific points have been referred. There are two
methods of referring back a bill which can be adopted by the

President, Either he may say “I formulate these amendments,

consider these” as in the case of the: High Court Bill orthe
President may say I ask you toreconsider the Bill not in toto
but with regard to specific points which have been referred to
and commented uponby the Supreme Court' That is what

- is done in regard to this Bill.

, Is the Supreme Court judgment vague and general? No. On
the other handthe Supreme Court judgment is specific and pin-

- pointed. The President has set certain questions and the Supreme

Court judgment says ‘‘these references have been made by the
President under Article 143 (1) of theConstitution of India for the
opinion of this Court.” In one place it says“....the President has
referred to this Court, for'consideration and report the following

~ questions :--;Q’uestign 1., 'qut?stio;} 2, question 3 and question 4,”
The words “following questions® is used in -the same sense as

points in Rule 103, “Questions for consideration™ can be intex-

Shyi P. T. Chacko: In the me,ésage there is ho reference to

questions raised or points. The only reference is to the
- opinion by the Supreme. Court. ' :

- ~ Shri V. R. Krishaa 'Ifei‘, . The Supreme Court Jtidges- béiﬁg

very eminent men answer only questions referred to them.

- They donot refer to outside questjons. - They do not deal with

questions which ‘are altogether outside their reference. . They

- deliberately address themselves to questions which have been
.specifically put to them under Article 143. 8o opinions have

been sought and given and in the concluding portion, ‘in the

- usual manner which lawyers will be. well aware, they have sum- :

marised the points for determination such as question No. 1,

_question No. 2, question No. 3, & question No. 4. Instead of

carrying these things and putting them in the message and

- making it rather clumsy, the President hassaid “I am_ referring
- this matter to the Assembly with the Supreme Court’s opinion
‘thereon”. Then the procedure laid down in Rule 108 together
- with the direction given by the President must govern the scope
~ of the debate in this House. -In the message of the Governor

what is the matter referred to ? The matter referred to isthe.

- opinion of the Supreme Court. Nobody can escape from it. So
' ‘we areconfined to the discussion . of the matters covered by the

opinion‘of the Supreme Court. My submission is that Rule 108

~ is attracted.” The amendments have to be discussed and voted -
" upon.  On reading Rule 108 along with Article 201 of the Consti-
tution it will be obvious ‘that the House has to. re-consider the
~points in the opinion of the Supreme Court: ‘Amendments have
~been drafted in the light of the points which have been crystallised
- in -the ‘opinion’ of .the-Supreme Court. - We' have only to
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E‘é&fﬁne ’0ur5e]_ves—_‘t(‘) ﬂle set points and ‘dISCUSS amendments an&g

‘“wote upon them. It isnot as if we can start de novo’discussion.
‘Hhe yoint is that the original Bill is not available for reconside.
Yation according to'the Rule. We haveto confine to the points
11 the ‘miessage that has been sent -to this House. o

“8hri' A, Thanua Pillai : I also would like to say a word ‘on
¥His issue. I never thought that there will be any objection to
“thé motion moved by Mr. Narayana Kurup. There scems to be
a good deal of unnecessary misconception. Nobody did ever
‘suggest that we should go beyond what is strictly covered by the
“opinion expressed by the Supreme Court. The argument advan-
ced by the Law Minister is against reference to a Select Commit-
“tee because when a Bill is introduced the next stage so far as
‘this house is concerned will be to move amendments and get
‘them passed or discarded. Now the ‘argument of Mr. Krishna
Iyer may well be made use of to say ‘that there shall be no
Select Committee because amendments have been moved and so
‘they may be either passed or rejected. Here the Supreme Court
has expressed its opinion. Certain amendments have necessarily
to be moved and considered and the honourable Minister himself
has given notice of seven or eight amendments. So far as thése
: . amendments are copcerned, some drafting is necessary.
10 a.m.] Isthat not so? Does not the question of making neces-
sarily incidental or ancillary provisions also arise? That
does not mean that we will stray beyond the scope of the
‘topinions expressed by the Supreme Court. Nobody can deny
hat some careful drafting is necessary.

~ Now the only object of the motion is that instead of ourselves
-tonsidering here amendment after amendment in'relation to the
‘opinions expressed-—and fortunately or unfortimately this‘is a
{rery'lengthy document—and dealing with the matter, why hot
‘a Select Commitiee look into ihe whole thing and draft the
“hHecessary amendments after due consideration, fully keéping'in
“vigw the limitat ons imposed upon the scope of their work., I
‘eannot understand how there can be any $erious' objectionin
‘Yegard to thut, | | |

Not only that, Sir, I should be excused when I say  that:in
aratters of legislation, we should he prepared, this House as a
whele-should be prepared, to spend necessary time and attention.
It may'be a small thing or a big thing.. It may be a short bill or
along bill; but let us not stint time. Ofcourse, the result of
Stinting time d4s not favourable or helpful; that has been 'our
experience. Letus not forget that. You have to dispel any
illusion as far as the ‘object of the motion and the scope of the
wrorkfthet the-Select Committee will have to do s concerned
‘thordughly-eonsistant with the opinions expressed—nothing this
$ideor thut side; nothing against it definitely. -
 Then; Mr. Kr chna Iyer was referring to Rule 108. That
iilessays: “When-a' Bill which has Lezn-passed by the “Assembly
fis returned by the. Rajpramukh -for. reconsideration by -the
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_Assembly, the point or points referred for reconsideration shall
“be put before the ‘Assembly by the Speaker......” If we are to
‘put tipon those words a very strict interpretation, how then can
“the Minjster’s motion itself come here? In that case, it has to
“be'ruled out. Now, here are the opinions. The questions to be

~put will be: “On opinion No.1, what do you say?”; “On

- opinion No. 2, what do you say?” and so on. Of the opinions, 1
“think, only two of them come up for our consideration. Now,
_what is meant by Rule 108? You have to interpret the rules
“reasonably. Not only that, Sir.  In the Rules that have been
‘passed by y>u, Sir, you direct a certain procedure to be adopted.

In those rules, with regard to motion for reconsideration, you
‘say: ‘‘On the day ‘'on which the motion for reconsideration is" ¥et

‘down........the Minister or the member giving notice may move
_that the Bill be taken up for reconsideration in the light of the
(directions contained iu the message.” You have passed that rule.
That is not in the existing Rules. It is in order to facilitate'

- discussiors here that you have passed these new rules; that does
not mean that your power to pass more elaborate rules are taken
‘away where matters are not specifically provided for in the Rules
.of Procedure. There is a clear provision for that under

_Chapter XXIV, i. e., Rule 242 relating to Residuary Powers.

That rule says that “all matters not specifically provided for in

“these Rules and all questions relating to the detailed working of

‘these Rules shall be regulated in such manner as’ the Speaker
“may from time to time direct.” That rule must be used in cases

“of this kind. SR R R

- 8ir,1have seen the Rules of Procedure of ‘certain ‘othér -

Legislatures also, relating to cases of this kind. “Elaborate rules

‘have been passed regarding the procedure to be followed, -when

“d'Bill'is returned by the President. IR -

Mr. Speaker :;“Whére ? | - |
. Shri-A. Thanu'Pillai : I think Iread that in the Riles of
“Procedure of West Bengal and in the Rules of Orissa.
" M. Speaker : 'No. InLok Sabha, I think there are........
. .Shri A. Thanu Pillai : I think I read the rules fel_at_ing‘f’ﬁo |
“West Bengal and Orissa. Ilooked into those rules.- ... .
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..., !Mr.Speaker : There also, no exhaustive rules are lald down
and they do not give us a guidance. -~ , S

. 'ShyiA. Thanu Pillai : Similarly you can -fréme rules; this
Assembly can {rame rules; there is nothing against it. . Not. only
" that, even under rule 108, “it shall be discusssd and voted upon '
in the simé manner as amendments toa Bill, or in such “other
way as the Speaker may consider most convenient for theircoh-+
sideration by the Assembly.’”’ So, the point is, you “fiay ' consi~
der the way most convenient for the consideration of'this'matter.
When' we ‘interpret a'rile, we should  take fﬂl’a’c-?”i‘ritgzpréthtitfn
which"Wotild be helpful.
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. Sir, I may again try to dispel this illusion. Let there be no
'misgiving so far as the Minister and the Government Benches
- gre concerned that there is any attempt to stand in the way of
" the passage of this Bill. Not in the least; let us do things pro-
‘perly.. It may be said that even when the amendments are
" moved here, the thing may be done fairly satisfactorily. I con.
" cede that. - But why not you give satisfaction to all sides of this
House that the Bill has been given due consideration after it
came back from the President? Why should the Minister stand
" in the way of that feeling? Already there are complaints that
~ this Bill was somehow rushed through in this House and that it
" was somehow pass-d and it was so done in order to annoy or
" harm one section of the people. There are complaints of that
kind. Even from that practical point of view, why should there
" be any opposition, provided the course suggested is nol against
\ the Constitution or the rules? Inaccepting my friend’s motion,
I do not think there is anything against the Constitution or the
“Rules. It is fully within the competence of this House and fully
~ Wwithin our powers. Not only that, Sir, you know, even after a
" Bill has come to the Assembly from the Select Committee, we
return it to the Committee giving strict directions as to the scope
" of further consideration by the Select Committee. That is pro-
vided for in Rule 90.—that the Bill as reported by the Select
Committee be recommitted. There is that provision. If the
general provisions in the Constitution and rules that the opinion
‘recorded by the Supreme Court should be strictly adhered
to, why not give a specific direction here that the Select
Committee will certaifily limit its scope of consideration to the
~ points raised and considered and expressed upon by the Supreme
© Court? Sir, that will give satisfaction. That will - expedite the
‘thing better. We also find here any number of other amend-
~ menls of which notice has been given. Whether all those amend-
‘ments are in order, I am not sure. All these things have to be
considered by a Select Committee. You can fix a time-limit and
then sénd it to the Select Committee. Not only that I do net see
~ any objection to this being done, but I think we must also build
‘up healthy conventiens; and so far as this Bill, its history, the
‘circumstances surrounding it, etc., are concerned, I think it will
be best to refer it to the Select Committee and get its opinion as

soon as possible. o o
" 'Mr. Speaker : You have not said anything about the admis-
sibility of the motion. . | o o
~ Shri A. Thanu Pillai : I fully support the admissibility of
~the motion.. R A , ST
_ . Mr. Speaker: I also wanted the Advocate-General to be here
“while such questions are discussed, but I am informed that the
Advocate-General is not now available in Kerala, but that he
_has gone to Delhi in connection with some case in the Supreme
.Court. . Now, can the hon. Minister for Law  enlighten me
‘as'to when we will be able to have the Advocate-General?
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. Shri V. R, Krishna Iyer : I think it would not be possible for
,!um to come here duri_ng.the next few days, because he is held up
in Delhi in connection with an important business. Tt would take
some time for him to return, X . -

. Shri. M. Narayana Kurup: Before he éppea;rs hére,‘- -the-‘

“ Select Committee would have reported. -

- Mx. Spééker : One hon. Member Shri E, P, 'Po‘ﬁios'é’:
. WO Advocate General is present
here whe.n this is. discussed. ‘I was also of ‘that view, B%ten%?év
that he isnot available, I think it better to consider the points
raised by the different sections of the House in respect of the

'admis;sibﬂxty qf the motion for reference to the Sele ct Committee
and give a ruling tomorrow. Just at the moment I am not y-

self sure of the procedure to be adopted. I have to take into
~account all the opinions expressed by the.different sections of

the'HOuse. So why not I give the ruling later on? In the mean- -
while, I think we will take up the next item of business, viz.
reconsideration of. the Kerala High Court Bill, 1957. . o "
_Shri. V.R. Krishnalyer :" No objection from this side, ifa
little time is taken to give a just ruling. : ST
 Mr. Speaker: The question raised here is slightly difficult
inasmuch as. there is no ‘precedent to guide' us. No procedyre
has been laid down by this House or by the Lok Sabha or by
any other Legislatures. So, I think I would have to go into the
question in some detail and give you a ruling later.
 ShriV. R. Krishna Iyer : Many things happen in Kerala
of which there are no precedents: - - e
- Mr. Speaker: Now we will take up the reconsideration of |
the Kerala High court Bill. | o e
-~ 'fhe Kerala High Court Bill, 1957.
" Minister for Law (Shri V. R. Krishna Iyer) ‘:_ | - o
- Under Rule 8 of the Rules regulating the procedure for
reconsideration of Bills in the Assembly returned under Arlicles’
200 and 201 of the Constitution, read with rule 2 thereof, I move
that the Kerala High Court Bill, 1957, returned to the House by
the Governor with his message dated 17-10-1958 under Article
201 as directed by the President for reconsideration, may now be
taken up for reconsideration by this House in the light of the
directions of the President commun:cated by the Governor in
his message aforesaid. . .~ -
Minister for Health (Dr. A. R. Menon) :
I second the motion. ] | |
Shri A. Thaau Pillai : May I know from the Law Minister
whether the President or the Governor has sent any communi-
cation as to why the deletion of these clauses is suggested:. - -
. 'Mr, Speaksr : The Minister may now speak in support of

 bis motjon,
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