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DELIMITATION COMMISSION OF INDIA
NOTIFICATION -
New Delhi, the 8th December, 2004

0.N. 200(E).— Whereas, the Commission has published its proposal for the
delimitation of Parliamentary and Assembly Constituencies in the UT of Pondicherry,
alongwith the dessenting proposals of the Associate Members, in the extraordinary
issue of the Gazette of Pondicherry as well as the Gazette of India, both dated 8th
October, 2004, in pursuance of Sub-section (2) of Section 9 of the Delimitation Act,
2002 (33 of 2002); and : :

2 Whereas, Sh. R. Nalamaharajan, MLA and Associate Member of the
‘Delimitation Commission from the UT of Pondicherry, has, vide his letter dated
18/10/2004, stated that he could not submit his note of dissent in time as he was
out of India due to an official engagement; and B

3. Whéreas, the Commission after considering all relevant factors, decided to
give another opportunity to Sh. R. Nalamaharajan and asked him to filed his note
of dissent, if any, latest by 30th November, 2004, for publication in the Gazette
vide Commission’s letter no. 282/POND/2004, dated 24" November, 2004 and

4, Whereas, Sh. R. Nalamaharajan has submitted his note of dissent dated
26" Novembér, 2004 to the Commission for publication in the Gazette;

5. Now, therefore, In pursuance of sub-section (2) of Section 9 of the
" pelimitation Act, 2002 (33 of 2002), the Commission hereby publishes the note of
dissent of Sh. R. Nalamaharajan | S
6. Any objections'dr suggestion with regad to this dissenting proposal only
éhould reach the Secretary, Delimitation Commission, Nirvachan. Sadan, Ashoka
Road. New Delhi — 110001 on or before 20" December, 2004. -
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DISSENTING PROPOSALS RECEIVED FROM SH. R. NALAMAHARAJAN

ASSOCIATE MEMBER
0413-2331857
0413-2221268 _
04368-265134, 265407
R. NALAMAHARAJAN ° ' | Dated: 29.11.2004

ASSOCIATE MEMBER -

To

Mr. Shangara Ram, :
Secretary, .
Delimitation Commlsswn of India,

Nirvachan Sadan,

Ashoka Road,

New Delhi- 110001.

Dear Sir,

Sub. Note of dissent under Section 9(2) of the Delimitation Act 2002.

This has reference to the telephonic conversation of Delimitation
Commission authorities with me on 24.11.2004 at about 3.30 P.M and Letter No.
282/POND/2004/1258 dated 24.11.2004 received by me on 29.11.2004 from the
Secretary, Delimitation Commission of India, New Delhi regarding submiésion of
my dissent note to the Delimitation Commission for publication in the official

gazette.
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lam te s&at&that the Dehmﬁathn CQITIR‘HSSIOH in |ts Drafts Warking Paper,

- have :notified reducing the .6 Assembly -Constituencies. of Karalkal into 5
. Gonstituencies and converting the Kottucherry general constituency: as reserved
_constituency. This notification has created dissatisfaction’ ambng the general
public.and scheduled caste people of Karaikal. The-geneyal public have shown
their resentment by .organizing a number of ‘demonstrations- inpludmg bundh, in
democratic ways. It is also pertment to note that when | myself being the elected
representative -of the general public proceeded to the Delimitation Commission
meeting proposed to be held .on 23.8.2004, the Commission meeting was
-postponed to 8.9.2004 when a request.was made by Thiru S. P.Sivakumar, MLA
who is also menfber of the Pondicherry Committee to aliow extension of the time
limit. Accordingly the Delimitation Commission meeting was again convened on
8.9.2004. During the. meeting, | have pointed out that the Kottucherry

- Constituency was-not shown as a cluster and should .as scattered; settloments
and exhlblted in the drawing prepared by the Commrssnon In. that meeting |

- . stated that Ned_ungadu Reserved Constituency was- a Reserved Constituency for
~ the past 20 years. Prior to that Kottuchery Constituency remained Reserved
~ Constituency for about 15 years. Altogether Both the Constituencies remained
Reserved Constituency for more ‘than 35 years, ,J-le‘hce the Commission's
proposal for selecting the merged Kottuchery — Nedungadu as Reserved
Constituency,. which, was under Reserved Constituency for the last thirty-five
y_ea_rs is not justiﬁable. As per the announcement of Delimitation Commission, a

. constituency where S.C. population is. more thén.. 16.45% in Pondicherry and
18.07% in Karaikal may be converted into Reserved Constituency from among
the  constituencies of  Nettapakkam(36.32%),  Embalam(36.51%),
Thirubuvanai(29%), Reddiarpalayam (19.69%)... Mannadipet(26.33%),

: Ossudu(28 93%), Villianur(21 01%), Mangalam(_1 8.21%), Manavely(19.45%),
. Bahoor(26.67%),  Koftuchery(26.49%),  Thirunallar(22.26%), T. R
'Pattlnam(zo 58%), the followmg constituencies have been selecied as Reserved
Constituencies. Nettapakkam, Embalam, Thirubuvanai, Reddiarpalayam &
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Kottuchery. But Kottuchery Constituency has remained Reserved Constituency
for about 15 years. As per the announcement of Delimitation Commission, a
constituency where S.C. population exceeding 16.45% may be converted to SC
constituency. Accbrdingly Thirunallar Constituency (22.26%) and T. R. Pattinam
(20.58%) should have been reserved as S.C. Constituency. Surprisingly, these
two constituencies have not been reserved as S.C.‘Constitugncy.-When I put
forth the above suggestion, the Commission Authorities have requested me to
produce supporting figures substantiating that Kottucherry Constituency may be
excluded from reserved substituting any other: constituency iri Karaikal as
reserved constituency. | submitted the supporting Iet_éer and drawings to the
Delimitation Commission on 10.09.2004 ‘at New Delfi. It seems that the
Commission’s Authorities have not agreed my proposal and published a Gazette
Notification, which is against the wish of the people of Karaikal. | strongly object
the Notice published in Gazette Notification. But | was astonished to note that my
suggestion was omitted in the advertisement published by the Delimitation
Commission in the newspapers.

Previously Karaikal region comprised of 7 constituencies. The Election
Commission reduced this into 6 constituencies this was highly crlticized by the
general public during that time. However, the Election Commission had réjected
the feelings and anticipation of the general public at that time. The act of further
reducing the 6 constituencies of karaikal to 5 on the basis of delimitation has
created a lot of dissatisfaction among the general public. This.is a grave injustice
done to the general public of Karaikal, by the Delimitation Commission. It is very
clear that the the political leaders, party leaders and public of Pondicherry are
also not accepting the act of equalizing the Pondicherry region by reducing the
constituencies of Karaikal. The Constitution of India’s aim is to protect the righté
of the minorities. But it is clear that the Delimitation Commission has denied this
right to the general public of Karaikal by adopting these delimitation activities in
the Pondicherry Union Territory. |

i e o
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Whenever the delimitation work is undertaken due importance should be

given to the public amenities, particularly to the) road facilities. Important Bus
routes like (1) Tharangambadi — Kottucherry — Karaikal — T R Pattinam - Nagore
(2) Karaikal — Melakasakudi — Nedungadu - Kudanthaj (3) Karaikal — Thirunallar
— Surakudi — Nedungadu — Mayuram (4) karaikal - Thirunaliur — Sethur - -
ambagaratur — Peralam are running through karaikaj region. Majority of the
residence are situated on the brim of both sides of these routes. Other areas
exist as green fields and barren lands. Hence the delimitation process should be
done grlmanly on the basis of giving |mportance to transportation routes.
Moreover there are no link roads for Nedungadu and Kottucherry, Hence
linking Nedungadu Constituency wuh Kottucherry may not be a proper

approach )

To Quote further Nedungadu Constituency was a reserve Constituency i
the ‘Karaikal region for the past 20 years. Prior to that Kotlucherry Constituen
was existing as reserved constituency for about 15 years . Hence declaring the
Constituency as reserved constituency, particularly when it was existing reserved
constrtuency for the past 35 years, is an imporper act. It will take a further 35
years at the minimum, to correct this mistake, if committed by the Dehmltatlon
commission. As far as Pondrcherry is consrdered a minimum target of 16.45%

~ was fixed for notifying the reserved Constituencies and Reddiarpalayam
Constitujency of Oulgaret Mumcnpalrty was declared as reserved Constituency.
The same analogy may be followed and any other Constituency other than
Kottucherry and Nedungadu which are functioning as reserved Constituencies
for the past 35 years, may be selected on the basis of above 18.07%  and

notified as reserved Constltuency

The Pondicherry Election Department dispatched a letter to me on
23.09.2004 which was received by my office only after 5. 00 PM giving one day
time, i.e. before 25.09.2004 to express my objection. If any, on the notlf iggtion of

1646 G1/04—3
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the Delimitation Commission | have participated in the International Conference
on Urban Development and Poverty Alleviation held in Singapore. Malaysia and
China and returned to Pondicherry only on 5.10.2004. In this connection, 1 am
enclosing a copy of thé Order of Govt. of Pondicherry dated 20.09.2004 for your
kind perusal. | regret to inform that | could not record my suggestion before
25 09.2004 in the Delimitation Commission due to my absence in India. Hence |
am to request thaf my suggestion in the above lines may now be taken up for

consideration.

Further it is worth mentioning here that the then Prime Mih?ster Late
Jawaharlal Nehru and Keval Singh, in the agreement signed on 1% November,
1951, when Pondicherry was relieved from the French Rule, assured that the
Indian Governor will not take any action, at any time, against the general pdblic
of the Pondicherry Union Territory. The Public of the Pondicherrry is ambiguous
that this important clause of the Indo-Frenceh Agreement could be violated in this
Sudhandira Ponvizha Year itself in the Delimitation problem. .

It may be pointed out that delimitation is a process where data are
collected in a particular area on the basis of its population and transfer is effected
from the Constituency where population is more, to the Constituency where
population is less in number. As such delimitation should be made evenly taking
into account the geographical factors, the boundaries and drawingé of that area.
The Karaikal region is situated at a distance of 140 Kms from Pondicherry.
Hence the Constituencies should be delimited in accordance with the drawing of
Karaikal region. Mahe is about 650 Kms and delimitation should be done in
accordance with the drawing of this regions. Likewise Yanam is about 900 Kms
from Pondicherry and delimitation should be done in accordance with that region.
It may be clearly understood that delimitation may not be possible as is being
done in the neighbouring states of Tamil Nadu, Andhra and Kerala. Taking this
into consideration, the existing 6 Constituencies of Karaikal region should be
d'i'\'fided into 6 Constituencies apportioning the populétion of that région equally to

each Constituency as stated below:
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KOTTUCHERY CONSTITUENCY
NAME OF VILLAGE TOTAL sC. % OF S.C.
POPULATIOON | POPULATION | POPULATION
KOTTUCHERY ' 6904 1461 -
VARICHIKUDY(S) 3653 1438
THIRUVETTAKUDY 2918 253
POOVAM | 1264 265
VARICHIKUDY(N) 2703 4690
KEEZHAKASAKUDY 3746 647
(WARD NO. 1) KM
THALATHERU 3416 1035
(WARD NO. 2) KM. s |
KOILPATHUR 7275 934
(WARD NO. 4) KM. ,
_- , 31879 6502 20.30
NEDUNGADU CONSTITUENCY
NAME OF TOTAL —scC. % OF S.C.
| viLLAGE POPULATION | POPULATION | POPULATION
NEDUNGADU ~ 4642 1704
KURUMBAGARAM 4584 865
PONPATHI 2336 701
PUTHAKUDY 1084 908
MELAKASAKUDY 1868 640
THEVAMAPURAM 2083 1029
NALLAZHUNDUR 3633 887
SORAKUDY 3046 971
SUBRAYAPURAM 1073 305
KEEZHAVUR 1133 100
- 27282 8110 29.72
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THIRUNALLAR CONSTITUENCY

NAME OF TOTAL S.C. % OF S.C.
VILLAGE POPULATION | POPULATION | POPULATION
AMBAGARATHUR 5732 788 -
THIRUNALLAR 6181 { 1337
THENAKUDY 1875 488
SETHUR 3299 495 E
SELLUR 2082 557
PETTAI 2697 552
VIZHIDIYUR 2805 968
KEEZHAMANAI 5390 629
27061 | 5814 21.48

KARAIKAL NORTH CONSTITUENCY

NAME OF VILLAGE TOTAL S.C. % OF S.C.
POPULATION | POPULATION | POPULATION
AMMANKOILPATHU 4975 185 '
(WARD NO.3) KM
MAIDEENPALLI 3586 1134
(WARD NO. 9) KM |
VALATHERU 6183 522
(WARD NO. 8) KM -
AMMAIYAR KOIL 3268 203
(WARD NO. 10) KM
ANTHONIYARKOH 3371 66
(WARD NO. 13) KM | -
MADHAKOIL 2080 114
(WARD NO. 14) KM
P.K_SALAI (WARD 5293 390
NO. 15) KM |
28756 2614 9.09
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KARAIKAL NORTH CONSTITUENCY

NAME OF TOTAL s.C. % OF S.C. .
VILLAGE POPULATION | POPULATION | POPULATION
KARAIKAL 4103 866

(WARD NO. 6) KM
KARAIKAL 4153 192
(WARD NO.7) KM _
KARAIKAL 4262 282
(WARD 11) KM
KARAIKAL 4148 48
(WARD 12) KM |
KARAIKAL 3823 164
(WARD NO.15) KM
KARAIKAL 3417 99
(WARD NO. 16)KM
KARAIKAL - 3660 891
(WARD NO. 17)KM
27566 2542 9.22
T.R. PATTINAM CONSTITUENCY
NAME OF TOTAL s.C. % OF S.C.
VILLAGE POPULATION | POPULATION POPULATION
T.R. PATTINAM 10754 666
KEEZHAIYUR 2256 739
(NORTH)
KEEZHAIYUR 2518 1262
(SOUTH) |

POLAGAM 1384 507
VANJOOR 1961 352
NERAVY _ 5695 1040

AKKARAIVATTAM 3679 720
(WARD NO. 18)KM -
28247 5286 18.71%

When the population of 1,70,791 of Karaikal region is divided into 6

constituencies, each constituency has a population ratio of 28,465. As the

Delimitation ‘Commission- has not allowed to bifurcate wards/villages to two .

constituencies. The following proposals may please be considered;
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Kottuchery Constituency - 31879
Nedungadu Constituency - 27282
Thirunallar Constituency - 27061
Karaikal North Constituency - 28756
Karaikal South Constituency - 27566
T.R. Pattinam Constituency - 28247

The Central Constitutional Delimitation Committee meeting was convened
at 23.08.2004 at New Delhi. The Committee Members have participated in the
meeting, in order to process the delimitation in respect of the Constituencies of
Pondicherry. The Delimitation Committee accepted the request of the members
for postponement and deferred the meeting. The draft delimitation notification
was published on the same day wherein Oussudu (29,465), Indira Nagar
(28,695), Kurunji Nagar (29468), Kalapet(29860), Nettapakkam (29588)
Constituencies covered under the Pondicherry region have been delimited below

the 30,000 mark of population.

In the subsequent meeting of the Delimitation Committee which was .held
on 08.09.2004, | have emphasized that since the above Constituencies of
Pondicherry region were delimited with about 28000 population and also with the
intention that no Constituency reduction could take place in Karaikal and based
on the total pbpulation; Karaikal could be delimited to 6 Coqg.tituencies.‘ | have
reiterated that with the allocation of 28465 people, Karaikal could well be divided
ito 6 Constituencies by the Delimitation Committee.'which'in turn will fulfill the
demands of the public as well as all the political parties.

Conseguent on the increase in settlement of the people from other states
to Pondicherry, the quantum of population has steeply increased in Pondicherry
region. On the other hand the Constituencies of Karaikal are strictly adhering to
various Government regulations including family planning. This has resuited a
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control in population for the past 20 years. Due to this, the increase in population
was. brought under control for the past 5 years. The intention of the Centre as
well as State is that the amenability to Government laws should not act as a
barrier for receiving the concessions offered to the public. But the compliance to
Government rules has acted as a deterrant to the Karailkal residents and this act
of denying the democratic right to those who evinced sincerity to Government
rules and reducing the number of Constituencies, is highly cbndemnable.

For instance when it was decided to delimit the number of Constituencies
where family planning was strictly followed the earlier Delimitation Committee’s
decision was vehemently opposed by several political parties. As a resul& the
decision was kept in abeyance. This was also pointed out by me, While
objecting the delimitation, in the meeting held on 08.09.2004. As a result of my
pin-pointing the lesser aIIocétion of population in Pondicherry Constituencies,
the population ratio was modified in the subsequent draft nofification. In that
draft notification itself the minimum population per Constltuency should be limited -
to 28,774. However it is not known why the Commission has betrayed the
people who strictly followed the family planning norms by reducing the 6
Constituencies to 5. when the population of 1,70,791 of Karaikal has been
divided for 6 Constituencies each Constituencies is-apportioned with 28,465.
Henice the Delimitation Committee may act with an intention not to punish the
Karaikal residents and pefmit to maintain status quo, i.e. continuance of the 6
Constituencies. This is the demand of the public as well as the desire of all
political parties. We also put forth this as our demand.

In a nutshell | am to State that the 21 Constituencies of Pondicherry
should be divided into 21 Constituencies with the equal population ratio of this
region, 6 constituencies of Karaikal should be divided into 6 constituencies with
the equal population ratio of this region, 2 constituencies of Mahe should be
divided into 2 constituencies with the equal population ratio of this region.
Likewise the existing names of each constituency should not disturbed, since the

.
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people of Union Territory of Pondicherry feel the names have cultural
background. In the years to come, Pondicherry will be conferred Statehood.
Under these circumstances, the proposal of delimiting 6 constituencies to 5
Constituencies in Karaikal region and 2 constituencies to 1 constituency in Mahe
region will create a panic among the people of Union Territory of Pondicherry.

Yours faithfully,

Sd/-

(R. NALAMAHARAJAN, M.L.A)
ASSOCIATE MEMBER

[No. 282/POND/2004-Vo!.-11]

N By Order,

' SHANGARA RAM, Secy,
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