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“In  moving amendment, he
stated: “It is now admitted almost on
all hands that second chambers are
out of date.”
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SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN
(Cannanore) :  Sir, I rirse to support the
Resolution moved by my hon. colleague,
Shri Suman.

This very concept of a bicameral
system of legislature is rather a very old
idea of practising democracy because in
those days when the mother of parliamen-
tary democracy came into being in Britain,
there was a House of Lords and the the
House of the People and they used to hear
about the old concept of checks and
balances. It is in that light that our
Constitution was framed. The founding
fathers of the Constitution had given
shape to an Upper House. I do not wan
to repeat those arguments advanced by
my friends.  They said that it did not
prove its worth cither in the shape of
Rajya Sabha or in the shape of Upper
Houses in various States and that it could
not justify its existence by rendering any

service to the country. On

contrary, what we had experienced is that it
approved to be a very big luxury, an ex-
pensive luxury which this country could
not afford. And that is one of the reasons
advanced by Mahatma Gandhi when he
expressed his view that he did not support
also an Upper Chamber in this country.
Let us not forget the fact that we are
living in a country where there is party
system. We are not living in a partyless
democracy. So, whatever be the nature
of the House constituted in the Rajya
Sabha or in the Upper Houses, it is ulti-
mately the party whip which will decide
whether a resolution or a bill or whatever
it may be, should be adopted or rejected.
In that situation, it is not going to add any
more checks or balances on the decisions
which a Lower House will take.  There-
fore, I do not find any justification for
continuance of the Upper House. On the
contrary, what we find is that it is used as
a place to accommodate political friends
and political colleagues who were defeated
in the elections by the people. In the elec-
tions those who lost can conveniently find
a place in the Rajya Sabha by getting
nominations by influencing party or their
friends. That way, that does not seem
to be a proposition by which we can expect
that democracy will be further safeguarded
by the Upper House.

These are some of my arugments in
support of this Resolution moved by my
friend, Shri Suman.
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