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Mr. Speaker : Now, a Minister will move the Official Resolution.

Transport Minister (Sh. Randeep Singh Surjewala) : Sir, | begto

move--

"That whereas the framers of the Constitution of India were candid on
the issue that there should be a separate High Court for each of the States of
Indian Union and for this specific reason they incorporated an Article 214 in
Chapter V of the Constitution that there shall be a High Court for each State.
The spirit and object of Article 214 of the Constitution has been meticulously
and consistently followed inasmuch a separate High Court has been established
invariably for each state.

2 And whereas the State of Haryana came into existence with effect from
Ist November, 1966, by virtue of the provisions as contained in section 3 of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1966). Apparently, on
account of certain unresolved territorial disputics bc.:tween the State of Punjab
and Haryana, Parliament, in its wisdom, enacted section 29 in Part IV of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966, whereby it established a common Hi gh Court
forthe State of Punjab, Haryana and Union Territory of Chandigarh. Even ater,
a long period of thirty-nine years has passed, there continues to be a comnon
High Court. States like Himachal Pradesh and newly created State like
Jharkhand, C bhattisgarh and Uttranchal which came into existence much ater
than Haryana, are having their own separate High Courts from the very diy of
their inception. Presently, except the seven eastern States falling under the
Jjurisdiction of Guwahati High Court, there is no State in the country which is
not having its own seperate High Court.

3 And whereas during this long, period, the interests of the Mate of
Haryana havé suffered manifold due to the common High Court. It is amatier
of fact that Haryana has never been able to get its proportionate represeatation
on the Bench as per the ratio of 60 : 40 between Punjab and Haryana. Even at
present there are only eight Judges from Haryana out of twenty-nine Judges in
position against the total sanctioned strength of 53. Similar is the case with the
insufficient/under representation of the State of H:;ryana in the Bar. Had there
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been a seperate High Court, the disposal of the cases would have been much
. laster judicial system would have been further strengthened in the State.

4. And whereas the matter is taken up under section 41 of the Punjab
E Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act31 of 1966), which is reproduced as under-

"'41. Savings. — Nothing in this Part shull effect the application
to the common High Court of any provisions of the Constitution,
and this Part shall have effect subject to any provision that may
be made on or after the appointed day with respect to that High
Court by any Legislature or other authority having power to
make such provision."

3. And whereas on 14th March, 2002, Haryana Vidhan Sabha adopted a
resolution for the bifurication of Punjab and Haryana High Court and creation
}i, of a seperate High Court for the State of Haf'yana. Since the new Lok Sabha
§ has come into existence with effect from 17 May, 2004, it is apt to take up the
matter afresh with the new Parliament.

6. And whereas in pursuance of the above said objectives the Haryana
‘ Cabinet took up the matter in its meetings dated 23-11-2005 and resolved as
¢ under :--

"It was approved that a resolution be moved in the Assembly to
request the parliament to take up the amendment Bill and to
pass the same thereby providing for a establishment of a High

Court for the State of Haryana."
{

7. New, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions contained in section 41
of the Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1966) and Article 214
of the Constitution of India, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Haryana
hereby resolve that the Government of India may move an appropriate Bill for
carrying out suitdble amendment in the said Act and provisions of the
: Constitution. The House also earnestly urges the Parliament to take up an
appropriate Bill to carryout suitable amendment in part-IV of the Punjab
Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 c;f 1966) that is from sections 29 to 41
. of the Actand provide for a separate High Court for the State of Haryana to be

b=

§ located at Chandigarh which is the Capital of the State of Haryana."

i
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Mr. Speaker : Motion moved--

"That whereas the framers of the Constitution of India were candid of
the issue that there should be a separate High Court for each of the States of
Indian Union and for this specific reason they incorporated an Article 214 in
Chapter V of the Constitution that there shall be a High Court for each State,
The spirit and object of Article 214 of the Constitution has been meticulously
and consistently followed inasmuch a separate High Court has been established
invariably for each state.

2 And whereas the State of Haryana came into existence with effect from
Ist November, 1966, by virtue of the provisions as contained in section 3 of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1966). Apparently, on
account of certain unresolved territorial disputes between the State of Punjab
and Haryana, Parliament, in its wisdom, enacted section 29 in Part [V of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966, whereby it established a common Hi gh Court
for the State of Punjab, Haryana and Union Territory of Chandigarh. Even afier,
a long period of thirty-nine years has passed, there continucs to be a common
High Court. States like Himachal Pradesh and newly created State like
Jharkhand, Chhattisgarh and Uttranchal which came into existence much later
than Haryana, are having their own separate High Courts from the very day of
their inception. Presently, except the seven eastern States falling under the
jurisdiction of Guwahati High Court, there is no State in the country which is
not having its own seperate High Court.

3 And whereas during this long, period, the interests of the State of
Haryana have suffered manifold due to the common High Court. It is a matter
of fact that Haryana has never been able to get its proportionate representation
on the Bench as per the ratio of 60 : 40 between Punjab and Haryana. Even at
present there are only eight Judges from Haryana out of twenty-nine Judges in
position against the total sanctioned strength of 53. Similar is the case with the
insufficient/under representation of the State of Haryana in the Bar. Had there
been a seperate High C;)urt, the disposal of the cases would have been much
faster judicial system would have been further strengthened in the State.

4. And whereas the matter is taken up under section 41 of the Punjab
Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1 966), which is reproduced as under-

"'41. Savings. - Nothing in this Part shall effect the application

to the common High Court of any provisions of the Constitution.
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and this Part shall have effect subject to any provision that may
be made on or after the appointed day with respect to that High
Court by any Legislature or other authority having power to
make such provision."
5 And whereas on 14th March, 2002, Haryana Vidhan Sabha adopted a
resolition for the bifurication of Punjab and Haryana High Court and creation
of a eperate High Court for the State of Haryana since the new Lok Sabha has
conz into existence with effect from 17th May, 2004, itis apt to take up the matter
afreh with the new Parliament.
6. And whereas in pursuance of the above said objectives the Haryana
Cabinet took up the matter in its meetings dated 23-11-2005 and resolved as
under :--
"It was approved that a resolution be moved in the Assembly to
request the parliament to take up the amendment Bill and to
pass the same thereby providing for a establishment of a High
Court fgr the State of Haryana.”
7: Now, lhc‘rcforc, in pursuance of the provisions contained in section 41
ofthe Pu'njab Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1966) and Article 214
of the Constitution of India, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Haryana
hereby resolve that the Government of India may move an appropriate Bill for
carrying out suitable amendment in the said Act and provisions of the
Constitution. The House also earnestly urges the Parliament to take up an
appropriate Bill to carryout suitable amendment in part-1V of the Punjab
Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central act 31 of 1966) that is from sections 29 to 41
of the Act and provide for a separate High Court for the State of Haryana to be
located at Chandigarh which is the Capital of the State of Haryana."
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Voices : Yes, Sir.
M. Speaker : The time for the House is extended for 15 minutes.
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"Thatwhereas the framers of the Constitution of India were candid of the
issue that there should be a separate High court for each of the States of Indian
Union and for this specific reason they incorporated an article 214 in Chapter
V of the Constitution that there shall be a High Court for each State. The spirit
and object of article 214 of the Constitution has been meticulously and
consistently followed inasmuch as a separate High Court has been established
invariably for each State.

2 And whereas the State of Haryana came into existence with effect from
Ist November, 1966, by virtue of the provisions as contained in section 3 of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act 31 of 1966). Apparently, on
account of certain unresolved territoria] disputes between the State of Punjab
and Haryana, Parliament, in its wisdom, enacted section 29 in Part IV of the
Punjab Reorganization Act, 1966, whereby it establisheda common High Court
for the State of Punjab, Haryana and Union Territory of Chandigarh. Even after,
a long period of thirty-nine years has passed, there' continues to be a common
High Court States like Himachal Pradesh and newly created State like

Liaikﬂhamsgarh and Uttranchal which came into existence much later
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[Mr.Speaker]
than Haryana, are having their own separate High Courts from the very day of
their inception. Presently, except the seven eastern States falling under the -
jurisdiction of Guwahati High Court, there is no State in the country which is
not having its own separate High Court.

3. And whereasduring thislong period, the interests of the State of Haryana
have suffered manifold due to the common High Court. It is a matter of fact that
Haryana has never been able to getits proportionate representationon the Bench
asper the ratio of 60 : 40 between Punjaband Haryana. Evenatpresent there are
only eight Judges from Haryana out of twenty-nine Judges in position against
the total sanctioned strength of 53. Similar is the case with the insufficient/under
representation of the State of Haryana in the Bar. Had there been a separate High
Court, the disposal of the cases would have been much faster judicial system
would have been further strengthened in the State.

4. And whereas the matter is taken up under section 41 of the Punjab
Reorganization Act, 1966 (Central Act31 0f 1966), whichis reproducedas under-

n41. Savings. — Nothing in this Part shall effect the application
to the common High Court of any provisions of the Qonstitution,
and this Part shall have effect subject to any provision that may
be made on or after the appointed day with respect to that High
Court by any Legislature or other authority having power to make
such provision.” A
s And whereas on 14th March, 2002, Haryana Vidhan Sabha adopted a
resolution for the bifurcation of Punjab and Haryana High Court and creation
of a separate High Court for the State of Haryana since the new Lok Sabha has
come into existence with effect from 17th May, 2004, it is apt t0 take up the
matter afresh with the new Parliament.
6. And whereas in pursuance of the above said objective the Haryana
Cabinet took up the matter in its meeting dated 23-11-2005 and resolved as
under :- . v
"It was approved that a resolution be moved in the Assembly to
request the parliament to take up the amendment Bill and to pass
the same thereby providing for a establishment of a High Court
for the State of Haryana."




The motion was carried,

Mr. Speaker : Now, the House stands adjourned ti]] 2.00 P.M. on
Monday the 19th December, 200s.

(The Sabha then *adjourned tiil2.00 P.M. on Monday, the 19th
December, 2005,

4081 7-H.V.S.—H.GP.. Chd.




