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failure by husband to pal maintenance or
permanent alimony granted to the wife by
the Court under certain enactments or rules
of law. [Placed in Library. See No. LT-
2520/78].

II. (a) A copy (in English and Hindi) of
the Ministry of Law,, Justice and Company
Affairs (Department of Company Affairs),
Notification G.S.R. No. 728, dated the 28th
April, 1978 under subsection (3) of section
720-A of the Companies Act, 1956. [Placed
in Library. See No. LT-2442 78].

(b) A copy (in English and
Hindi) of the Ministry of Law,
Justice and Company Affairs, Noti
fication G.S.R. No. 627, dated the
20th  May, 1978, wunder sub-section
(3) of section 637 of the Companies
Act, 1956. [Placed in Library. See
No. LT-2443|78).

(c) A copy each (in English and
Hindi) of the following Notifica
tions of the Ministry of Law,
Justice'e and Company Affairs (De
partment of Company Affairs)
under sub-section (3) of section 642
of the Companies Act, 1956: —

(1) G.S.R. No. 623, dated the 13th
May, 1978, publishing the Public
Companies (Terms of issue of debentures
and of raising of loans with option to
convert such debentures or loans into
shares) Amendment Rules, 1978.

(i) G.S.R. No. 626, dated the 20th
May,, 1978, publishing the Company's
Liquidation Account (Second
Amendment) Rules, 1978.

(iii) G.S.R. No. 851, dated the Ist
July,, 1978, publishing the Companies
(Secretary's Qualifications)
(Amendment) Rules, 1978.

(iv) G.S.R. No. 852, dated the 1st
July,, 1978, publishing the Companies
(Secretary's Qualifications) (Second
Amendment)
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Rules, 1978.
[Placed in Library. See No. LT-
244|78 for (i) to (iv)].

(v) G.S.R. No. 373(E), dated
the 17th July, 1978, publishing the
Companies (Acceptance of
Deposits) Fourth Amendment Rules,
1978. [Placed in Library. See No. LT-
2493/78].

I. Notification under the Representa-tion of

the People Act, 1950.

I The Monopolies and Restrictive Trade

Practices Commission (Re-
.cruitment of Members of Staff)
Amendment Rules, 1978.

SHRI SHANTI BHUSHAN: Sir, I
also beg to lay on the Table:

I. A copy (in English and Hindi)
of the Ministry of Law, Justice and
Company  Affairs, Notification S.O.
No. 393(E), dated the 19th June,
1978,, under sub-section (3) of sec
tion 13 of the Representation of the
People Act, 1950. [Placed in Lib
rary. See No. LT-2519/78].

II. A copy (in English and Hindi)
of the Ministry of Law, Justice and
Company Affairs, Notification G.S.R.
No. 357(E), dated the 10th July,
1978,, publishing the Monopolies and
Restrictive Trade  Practices Com
mission  (Recruitment of Members
of Staff) Amendment Rules, 1978,
under sub-section (3) of section 67
of the Monopolies and Restrictive
Trades Practices Act, 1969. [Plac
ed in Library. See No. LT-2494/78].

POINTS OF ORDER RELATING TO THE
CORRESPONDENCE EXCHANGED
BETWEEN THE PRIME MINISTER
AND THE FORMER HOME MINISTER

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI
(Uttar Pradesh): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I have a
point of order. I have given a notice of motion
under Rule 158 of the Rules of Procedure, and
under Rule 170 the Chair has to decide on the
admissibility of the motion. When



107  Points of order
Re. Correspondence

[Shri Devendra Nath Dwivedi] I saw you in
the Chamber, Sir,, you maid that you wanted
some time to co,isider the admissibility and I
have agreed. I do not want to talk anything on
the motion so that you may arrive at some
conclusion. I just want to make one or two
points because the House is surcharged with
emotion and the House is very much
interested as to what is going on about the
scandal of correspondence between the Prime
Minister and the ex-Home Minister.

Sir, I would just read out for your benefit
and for the benefit of the House a statement
made by the Prime Minister when a similar
question arose in 1974 and what he had said
has proven to be prophetic. This is very
relevant and would be very helpful. It is like
quoting an authority after which you need not
read any author. Now I am quoting Mr.
Morarjibhai Desai as a Member of the Lok
Sabha on December 9, 1974. In the matter of
placing paper on the Table, Mr. Morarjibhai
said:

"And when it comes to the business of
Parliament where it becomea vital to have
it, then Parliament is the highest body and it
must have it. It must have all the papers. No
secret papers of the Government can be
secret from Parliament. The only stipulation
would be that when Parliament sits in a
secret session nothing can be divulged.
After all. the authority of Parliament is
above Government and Government is not
above Parliament. If that is not realised by
the Government it will be a sorry day for
parliamentary democracy and Parliament
cannot abdicate its authority."

These the last two sentences are very prophetic;

"This is what power does. I hope the
Prime Minister will realise it. If not today
some d"y it will have to be realised. Power
has that effect on evervbody, I do not ex-
clude myself from it."

[RAJYA SABHA]
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How prophetic it has proven! And this is
called poetic justice. So I want to make a brief
submission, Sir, before you decide on the
admissibility of the motion.

THE MINISTER OF RAILWAYS (PROF.
MADHU DANDAVATE): On a point order,
Sir.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI; I
am already on a point of order. That should be
first disposed of.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: I have a
submission. After this I would make my
submission.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI:
I am finishing. I will not take more than a
minute. You are the custodian of the rights
of the House. Since the beginning of the
present session this House and the people of thi
country are surcharged with emotion. They
are pre-occupied with this scandal that is going
on, about how to dust the dirt beneath the gov-
ernment. They want the truth to come out,
and you yourself played * role in trying to
resolve the crisis. Now the House feels, the
Members of Parliament feel, that because
almost everything has gone to the Press—
because editorials have been written; verbatim
the text has gone to the Press—any attitude
on the part of the Government, after that, not to
place the papers on the Table of the House is
tantamount to committing contempt of this
House. Therefore, Sir, I want you, as
Chairman, to direct the Government because
if the Government does not do that and if this
Government continues to show its contempt for
the House, then it will be very difficult for
Members of Parliament to conduct the
business in a manner in which they can apply
their mind, and because this is uppermost in our
mind, we do not want to conduct any other
business. Therefore, my last submission is
that you must give your ttfing today in the
afternoon. In the afternoon you must give
your ruling on the admissibility so that we can
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conduct the business. Otherwise it will be
impossible for us to sit peacefully as
representatives of the people. It is a very
serious matter. As the Prime Minister is here,
maybe he is going to announce that he is going
to place the papers. Therefore, let him be
given the opportunity to place his Tiewpoint.

(Interruptions) MR. CHAIRMAN;
I think the hon. Members cannot direct the
Chair to do this and that.

(Interruptions)

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI MORARIJI
R. DESAI): May I say that the hon. Member
forgets that there is no analogy between that
case and this case? Let me say what it is. That
case related to corruption in issuing a licence
and not correspondence between Ministers.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI:
Corruption between Ministers' families.
Family corruption. (Interruptions)

SHRI MORARII R. DESAI: I heard you
patiently. What has happened to him? He is
excited, I don't know why.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Gujarat): He has
already admitted that he is disturbed
mentally.

(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Silence, please.

SHRI MORARIJI R. DESAI; When he says
that the whole country is involved, it only
means he, his friends and his followers.
Nothing more than that. (Interruptions). A
vast part of the country is not concerned with
it at all. But he can make statements, [ have no
quarrel with him. What I said then related

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI;
To what ?  Corruption.

SHRI MORARIJI R. DESAI: .. to the
correspondence to be placed on the Table in
the licence case. That is not what is
sacrosanct. I will cer-

[31JULY 1U7BJ

(

oexween f-m. ana no
ex-Home Minister

tainly put such cases in Parliament I will
never say "No."

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: Sir, [
only rise on a point of order because for all
times to come  thi3 would be a precedent.
There  are enough precedents in both
the Tleuses. When any Member tried to quote
from the proceedings of  the other House,
the presiding authority has specifically said,
"Whatever you want to say, you can say
on your own but no proceedings of the other
House can be quoted in this House." The hon.
Member has quoted ~ what Shri Morarjibhai
Desai had stated in the other House. Ido
not want to go into the merits of the case, but
if you allow quoting whatever has happened
in the other House, it will be very bad
precedent.  And once whenI tried to do it
in the Fifth Lok Sabha, I was told by the
Speaker, "You cannot quote what has
happened in the Rajya  Sabha that would
bea bad practice." Therefore, I would like
to know your ruling on this issue.

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA
(Bihar): Sir, I only want to add to what my
hon. friend, Mr. Dwi-vedi, has said. I have
also given a notice under rule 168 and I

want...

THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE (SHRI
LAL K. ADVANI): Sir, are we going to have
a debate on this? You permitted a Member to
make some observations.

(Interruptions)

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA: Only
one minute, Sir. I only want to add to
whatever Mr. Dwivedi has said. I have also
given a notice under rule 168 for a motion to
be moved in the House and I would request
you to take a decision this afternoon.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal);
Sir, before you “peak up.. *

(Interruptions)
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PROF. RAMLAL PARIKH (Gujarat); Sir,
you are permitting a debate on a matter which
is already under your consideration. That is
what it is.

{Interruptions)

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: Sir, have
you disposed of the point of order?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, 1 am a little
surprised at the argument which the Prime
Minister has put forward by trying to make a
fine distinction between the present case and
the Tulmohan Ram case involving the
granting of a licence. Sir, this distinction is
somewhat artificial. We are not concerned
with the refinement of it. Here there are some
allegations which have come to light and also
appeared in the Press involving certain
individuals who are not members of the
Government—and some of them are. This is
what has appeared in "the papers. For the
present, as I am speaking, I do not know what
has happened in your Chamber. This is in the
Press. Are we not entitled in Parliament to
know these allegations which- involve public
standards, propriety in public life and moral
values, and all the rest of it? Sir, this is what I
would like to know. Now, should they not be
treated the property of the House so that the
House can give its opinion as to how they
should be dealt with, whether the allegations
are valid or not, and, if valid, to what extent
they are valid and what should be the action to
be taken on them? Must these be left to the
Prime Minister, who is involved in some way
or the other, and the former Home Minister,,
to decide—and that too in the context of
settling their quarrels, the quarrels between
the two big guns of the Janata Party. Sir, it
does appear from the newspapers today that
the subject-matter of their discussion *was as
to what should be the fate of

[RAJYA SABHA]
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the so-called correspondence. One is saying:
"Withdraw the charges". The other is saying:
"I am ready to accept the cancellation of the
correspondence, but not prepared to withdraw
the charges." What is all this going on? What
are they dealing with? Are they dealing with
their internal domestic affairs in which the
country is not involved? Or, are they dealing
with a public matter? Sir, propriety in public
affairs is not an internal affair of the Cabinet
members or, for that matter the members of
the ruling party. Propriety in public life is a
public issue to be debated and thrashed out in
public and, above all, in Parliament. That is
the standard to be set.

Why is the Government shying away from
laying the correspondence, including the
letters the Prime Minister has received against
Mr. Charan Singh and his family and other
from various sources, including two Janata
legislators? We cannot simply understand it.
Sir, we are asked to be onlookers, to read the
newspapers and see how the horse trading is
going on over the correspondence. Is this the
way to treat Parliament,, especially when it is
in session? I ask you this question and it is for
you to give guidance.

Sir, there is no norm which would be
violated. On the contrary, norms will be set if
the Prime Mnister comes forward with laying
on the Table not only all the correspondence
but also all the readably material. He should
come forward and say: "Here is the material
for the nation and Parliament to judge"—that
would be a forthright and frank manner of
dealing with a public issue of this dimen-
sion—rather than seek argument and
prevaricate.

Therefore, I think, our demand for laying
the correspondence on the Table of the Houss
is very reasonable and requires to be
supported by all concerned. My friend raised
a point of order. On what? We are not quoting
from what is said in
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the other House. We are quoting what is
known t, the public. We are quoting facts of
life. And there is no harm in quoting even
from the proceedings of the other House
without naming specifically the other House.
It is always done. Sir, Mr. Morarji Desai, who
should come forward before anybody else, is
trying to back out of it. Why is he afraid of the
search-light being put on him? I cannot
understand it. Sir, therefore, there is a fool
proof case for the correspondence and other
relevant papers toeing laid on the Table of the
House. Those must be brought to the House to
be thrashed in this House and in the other
House before the eyes of the nation. The
nation, the public an” Parliament must judge
them. Give pronouncement not only on the
merits of the allegations in possession of the
Prime Minister and the ex-Minister but also
on what should be th, follow up action. It is a
simple thing. Is this the way? What for? Mr.
Morarji Desai is not doing justice to himself,
and certainly he is not bringing credit to the
parliamentary system.

SHRI JAGANNATH RAO JOSHI (Delhi):
On a point of order, Sir.

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN (Kerala) : On
a point of order,. Sir.

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI
(Assam); On a point of order, Sir.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA
(Andhra Pradesh): On a point of order. Sir.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All are on points of
order, Sir.

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN; Sir,
apparently, the point made toy my friend,
Prof. Madhu Dandavate. . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, no, you have not
been allowed. Do not take down.
(Shri K. K. Madhavan continued to speak).

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: I think, Sir,
one of the very important members of the
Janata Party...
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I have not allowed you
to speak. I have allowed Shri Jagannath Rao
Joshi to sipeak. If you are going to speak like
this, it will not be recorded. Do not take
down.

(Shri  Dinesh Goswami continued to
speak).

oY WA TR WY : T AL,
qZ WEATH AT AL FT 741 & TAH
TF F3T A WA fagiw w1 R
ey dreaa ¥ faq At 2 amfes
foreiardr agw wgeqe & Tafag wmEe-
it qAT WAT ST T S " 35747 8
f&. .

st ag faa A : ofre oy =aem
FT 9% B ..

{1 SR Ay wlEnt
F AT T T SHAgI< &gAT far o7
(Interruptions) 7% a&TH  Gw2T-
T &7l 8, T W< wlad) F 9
FT 9@ SAGT G AT 9T @A Al
foredzrd F ey st as w7 & fa=me
grAT =R 38 9 AF AW | F40=
7% & 5 71l w@sT @ dteag &1
gfee & smowr ®faw I agw wEd
g1 W T aga atw ®E =t zrdn

ﬁhT'f'jl":"f 3T 497 That was meant for the
future generation, but that was not
disclosed in this House. We insisted

for it. (W #gE W W1 w@T 9r
gamfd werew, Iar  ar  EEEY
Famr @&l w4l (Interruptions)
Y & Awl wfow Swa g
arT zf7 98 T a8 Ay ey a1 fme
gy 'Y @ @9 w4 A /iy waqr &
aHT Bl @A | #wad e
wfewsr &1 AEM N W 9T qIED
Tier AEAT §, TE WEAT 7 qAA
CEAE

(Interruptions)
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W WA AAY (I RA) ¢
Rt Ty AR w0

L vt ad cwaad e aany

ot smEta T WY gEET &t
IAE FAFTAT 99T 4T |

MR. CHAIRMAN; Now, one minute
please. Hon. Members, please resume your
seats. Let us be calm and quiet. I have
received notices of the motion. I will examine
them thoroughly and will let you know the
ruling when I am to give. Therefore, let us not
discuss further.

SHRI MOHAMMAD YUNUS SALEEM
(Andhra Pradesh): Today only, Sir.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You cannot dictate. If
you dictate... (Interruptions) It all depends
upon the subject-matter and the precedents
and all that. I will have to look into it. I will
let you know. That is all. Now, next item,
Calling Attention. Mr. Kalp Nath Rai.

st ¥z Mg Wt - w0 smaer
FAF

SHRI RISHI KUMAR  MISHRA
(Rajasthan): Mr. Chairman, Sir, will you
please allow...

MR. CHAIRMAN: One minute.

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA; One
second. Will you please allow a Member of
the Opposition to express a point of view
which is different from that of the other
Members of the Opposition? Because you are
going to give a ruling, I will like to...

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before I will give, I
will see.

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Please
listen to what I am going to say. You see, an
atmosphere has been created in this House
which T think is sufficiently concerned with
the dignity and decorum of this House. It
also involves...
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MR. CHAIRMAN: It has been
now...

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA:
Please listen.

MR. CHAIRMAN: What am I to
listen?

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: You
have allowed others to speak. Why don't you
allow me? This is a matter which involves,
Mr. Chairman, the dignity and the decorum of
this House. Also, Mr. Chairman, threats
have been held out that proceedings will not be
allowed to be carried on— Mr. Chairman, may I
have your attention? Threats have been given
in this House that proceedings will not be
allowed to 'be carried on unless a certain
demand is fulfilled. Since it is a matter of
conscience with me and since [ think...
(Interruptions) 1am. not going to be cowed
down by anybody. Since this is a matter
which, I think, involves the basic principles of
parliamentary democracy and functioning
of democracy. I will like to submit to you before
you give your ruling that two questions are
involved in this. One is a question allegedly
involving charges of corruption made by the
former Home Minister against the Prime
Minister and his son and some references
made by the Prime Minister against the
former Home Minister and members of his
family. As Members of the Opposition,
wherever we suspect any corruption, it is our
duty to fight it and to see that it is exposed. It is
entirely a different matter and I will join every
Member of this House in carrying on a crusade
for fighting for exposure of corruption. But the
other issue involved is whether correspondence
between two Ministers should be laid on the
Table of the House or not. I will like to submit
that I think it is very indecent on the part of any
person to try to n-»ohe into private
correspondence between two individuals .. .
(Interruptions)

SHRI DEVTTODRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: Not private correspondence.
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SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Let me
speak. I will not yield. Sir, I must be heard.
(Interruptions) I ~ must be  heard.
(Interruptions) 1 must be heard. I am not
going to yield.

o AT /G IF SarEre giEAr
faa T10 WP, w8 FIU |

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Mr.

Chairman, this is not the way. ,
(Interruptions) 1 must speak. I must have my
say. Secondly, Sir,...

(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Yadav, why are
you not allowing others to speak?
(Interruptions)

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Mr.
Chairman, Sir, secondly when this question
was raised, the Prime Minister left it to the
Chairman and to the Speaker in the two
Houses to decide... (Interruptions) Let me
conclude; otherwise there will be distortions.
The Prime Minister left it to the Chairman
and to the Speaker in the other House to
decide what should be the manner in which
this correspondence should be made known to
the Members of the Opposition. You, in your
wisdom, Sir, decided that this correspondence
should be shown to leaders of the Opposition
in your chamber (Interruptions) No, 1 will not
sit down. (Interruptions)

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: Sir, |
am standing on a point of order.

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: I must
have my full say.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: I am
on a point of order...

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Mr.
Chairman, the Prime Minister left it to the

Chairman of this House and the Speaker of
the Lok Sabha...

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: I am
on a point of order...
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SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: T am
speaking on my point of order. I should be
allowed to have my say. Sir, the Prime
Minister left it to you and to the Speaker in
the Lok Sabha to decide what should be the
form in which the correspondence should be
pursued. Now, you decided in your wisdom
that the correspondence will be seen by the
leaders of the Opposition in your Chamber.
Even before that correspondence was seen by
the leaders of the Opposition, the Congress 1
declared that whatever may be the
correspondence, we are going to pursue this
matter and we will force that the
correspondence.

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA
(Gujarat). Sir,, on a point of order...

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: I am
on a point of order, Mr. Chairman.

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Mr.
Chairman, it is for you now to decide whether
this correspondence should be placed here on
the Table of the House and you may be
within your right and in view of what the
Prime Minister...

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: On
a point of order...

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: On a
point of order...

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Mr.
Chairman, you should not succumb to their
blackmail. You h”ve allowed me to make my
submission. Therefore, you must not succumb
to blackmail...

MR. CHAIRMAN:
quickly.

Please conclude

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: I am just
concluding. My last sentence
is this...

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: On a
point of order...

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: On
a point of order...
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SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: Sir, you
don't succumb to the blackmail. I want to
make my submission. You have allowed me
to make my submission. I am not going to
yield to these interruptions. I will not allow

them to get my viewpoint distorted ...
SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: Mr.

Chairman, please listen to my point of
order...

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: There
cannot be a point of order unless the previous
point of order is disposed of. And I am
talking on my point of order already.

Sir, 1 was submitting that the Prime
Minister left it to you, and those leaders
should have the decency, they should have the
honesty to come to your Chamber and see the
correspondence, and after accepting your
ruling, after going to your Chamber, after
seeing that correspondence, in pursuance of
their political objective of trying to divert the
attention... (Interruptions)... because I suspect
that this House is being used for that purpose.
I submit to you. Mr. Chairman, that I will not
be a party to the game which the Congress-I is
trying to play in this House. I submit that you
should make * decision and announce what
you think is. the right course to adopt. If you
feel that the correspondence should be laid on
the Table of the House, then you should direct
the Government accordingly. But you should

not succumb to threats or blackmail.

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: Mr.
Chairman, you are not allowing us. You have
allowed him. Prior to Mr. Mishra, you did not
allow Mr. Maurya when he rose on a point of
order. You do not allow members of our

party.

SHRI N. G. RANGA (Andhra Pradesh) : A
point of order takes precedence over
everything else. When an honourable
Member is on a point of order, another
Member cannot rise on another point of order.
Ultimately it i< the duty of the Chairman to

give..
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SHRI PILOO MODY: To give precedence
to Mr. Ranga...

(Interruptions)

At W qrEa weat (faere )
{1, WE 99 TF 5 & qraw & )
e @1 g | W 6T FI G HGH E
# zawr fqrargddy ugi W@ FEev
|ATEAT g | WEl AT GET R AGT FET 4T
f g w2 %7 599 T 9T WG TH 97
fa=rs wvd $1E AT fagTear, wed
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ug AT fa aET A avE § qw 99|, 9
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fafrees & 719 W ag & 7€ 1 W
wg ot waar fzar a1 fa gw e
F1 FA-FT A FH FEE {3
grey &1 a4 § @l wiTa | 48
qFAT A YT WITH WEW F
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fF AT H1E 7E FT q99 &, §W W
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ITET O qIoF & 9§ 97 o9 E®fww
oo 1 &fas go §7 a1 s97 &7
oz a7 5T & | ST gHI i § AT
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ot {SaaT saa! #T%-ereq &7 @ 9
TH YT & @ 4% W fewT &1 E1@A
FT a<rwT "gt & | 7 gew sow At
§ 39 qwd 4g gWwIA a7 Wegar §
uF T H5 fEer § 9w oawr At
fear, gz « wwEt oWg 97 § | SEAT
waTg wene war ¥ fem o seEa oW
AT FET | WIS ST 737 F1 & ¢ 96
ag & f gu% arawe o awq @ wia-
TIT E, 99 FIE TG @ qFaT §—A WG
qEESE, T RIE A gwar g | W A
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q3q FT1 AT 5 HAT IGATE @ 4G &
f5 w37 7z smEar & % S wEEe
ZAT & IAHI 297 A1 7 grew o¢ @
ST | THA WA FT qg W& ) 6
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¥ g 3T Tgr W T gw 7 @
aux # | f5e goar wer argan o fae
g9 &1 90 w7 T57 0TI AT HTH
dra-79r7 Trar, 395 a1z 77 f6 grew
Faar Are W femr aar o AT
T w1 gageaT a4t gf | v w
9IS 57 JHT &, T AT 4T E, WY
T T § | WIS qg FaTH q9) # fawa
g1 war & v waw wrgar e ag @
FI9 T G T0T

(Interruption)
7 WA QT A ATEAT) L
(Interruption)
S0 WA A qEA ;g 47
f§ qrAATT TAM FAT AL FE HAT
FoRrd 79 ®T T0F T ISV FF AHS
§ fr 77 Afadi & @19 *#71 slFa
g g, @R Efram i@
ary § 1 afer ot g7 T W@ F7
oI qETH TEl § mrar @, weEia H
qrar & T 1o wAT ¥ wwr & fo e
ag W0 A F | A T A 27
77 aTT & | IHH w7 war v ooy 3
FIAT AT ATTH FEF, A AHAT WA
T | A7 T A § ? HAA & IO
ard it 3, waEe &, W § AW
A7 AFF A | AG EW AR AT
JET §

ZAEY ATT T TATAL FAT § T
wgT & &1 1 WA TF g IAHRT GAA
A o7 T0F F FEFT AT FAAT AT
faarz Ppar 8, § ag Tgar g wrc ad
qAT wraEz wfifaaa, wifar § fa

[31 JULY 1978]

between P.M. and 122

ex-Home Minister

TITFT TOF & AEIOT H e,
fmmnfeets o¢ 7l &% T5d wwen
5T AT qF 4T § | [AEHE 91T w7
OTEHT FE FAGT &, "AfeT 48 91 7hGr-
AT AT 9% AW F TGIT Her Hwie 3w
¥ g WAl F 19 FT 47 | 7% A
srar fag #we grasit i & 919 a1
GA-SAEIT T AT | 4% SAIE § qew
¥ gaq 72 aweifeww wr, oy $)-
FAT AT § SHIT GHAINTL ) WA
qg I F THA WY 7T o) cww
#WE | 4% 9% QAT g & {9 i 3@
qEET & 29 g7 § 4 fF 37 g
aqtr & f gwrt @ & ot Gfaan an
w9 §, ofemw ArdfEeT =1 9w & g
ATAEET §T N9 §, EHAAT FT WA
&1 wer § Toawr gw & 2nan 8@ &
afi o9 219 1 T T a9 o e
& TU TR wow WA § T T ¥ wn
& WAT T WiHI 97 EW mEwT Zfaw-
#fadto & M7 9 fovmr Mg a1 39
R FT F4T EWIT, §H TG FE G9Q ¢ |

T AL GTE qraT W uyT wEr @
A W AT GTAL H AT FEG & | A
gw w7 37 @ faar @t amge s
gw & qot T g & T Far 3| g )
qu w7 7 faer &7 wig-AiE TOAT ]
w7 ZgEl ¥ Fgtaw & fF osresiw
qET Wi’ | g9 AT 39 & " b4t
1 7 GAT T AT TE I AFEC T E
g Taw war o & wfa fowdr war
e favare vad § @8 @A wEd
won fag & wfa foadt T 2 fawamw
& qg @ | wedr T fee s g
HeY FT wATH FE & WA § oA E
Fmar Ry gm AN s L & T iEm
Tq T W1 SRS wgl fAET WM
FHAT | W gg staw fqura g, RO T
ey mriStn ¥ gt W€ 48 § SA
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ot F7 W1 F @ o8 A awwa §, W
58 &atar ¢ f sovan a1df & §o eyt
#1 WY ug wfaw favfa &

&t Apng W (NI ) o A
Tg T WY § o

st AT Vel : WG G0 AN
' ¢ g Afsg G2 KT g |
awTefs off, WA wgF G & A
gy g7 wfaw ffsw | g fFary
# gfe ¥ v w3 whar aifog ) &7
HITF AW FT JY MY § KT AT
¥ <o Gt & oY dw ¥ wga 7@ @ E
AT AT Agara § fawa g
¥ | qur 43w wawa § v gy waen
gm fafreests grg ffwreT ar
frat wraar g 1 a5 337 faeit miRen
e g e R i m &
faamar #1 &1 ¥ gd gu we faane

B A A - T T U . L ¥ . SN,
SHRI P. RAMAMURTI (Tamil Nadu): Sir,

I want to say something on this.
(Interruptions)

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: Sir, |

ex-Home Minister

thought that 1 should intervene. I thought so
because he was not, being allowed and I had to
stand up to make my point of order and say that
there was a point of order. I had to go on saying
that I was rising on a point of order because you
did not allow me at all. Why should there be any
discrimination between Members That wa, my
point of order before you. We seek your protection
and I would request you to see that no
discrimination is made between* Members.

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI: Sir, I would like to
make a submission. Since you have allowed the
other Members, I think you can allow me also. So
many thin 3 have been said and I do not want to
go into all those things. The only point that I would
like to make is this: The Prime Minister must
seriously consider this position now. Whether he"
places the thing on the Table of the House or not
today s Sir, in the whole country, the Government
has made a fool of itself. Sir. it is making a fool of
itself. Without standing on prestige, it should do
something. In the whole country, the Government
is now a laughing-stock. Therefore, it is much
better for the Government, for the Prime Minister,
to place it on the Table. So many things are
appearing in the Press, it has already been placed
before some leaders. In the interest of the Gov-
ernment itself, it should be placed. I do not want the
Government to become a laughing-stock. In the
interest of the Government itself, I say that the
letters may be placed officially so that non-official
"things do not come out at all. Or, the Government
should say that whatever has come out before the

public is false. If you are able to contradict it, it is all

rose on a point of order and said something. yjoht Otherwise, the Government is a laughing-

(Interruptions). I did not mean it. Mr. Maurya

stock » the whole country now. I want to put an end

was on a Point of order and he had raised his ¢ thig situation.

point of order long before that. But then you
went to the next item of Business relating to
the Callinj*-Attention Motion and Mr. Ka'p
Nath Rai was on his legs to call the attention
of the hon. Prime Minister. Just then you
allowed Mr. Mishr, and he rose and Mr.
Maurya was requesting you to allow him.
(Interruptions).

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: long
before that.

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA: He
was not allowed and, therefore, 1

ot gzfaaatd & qmd g8 99
e o wigm 5 sy & 9w
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9% 57 & =ey gt § at araa & fad
T4 @eT g g | v e frdw A @
fF wrads wam W W qEgd T
wEr F oA o smEET g Wit
FEIN A UF-FAL 9T ATT-NATT
AT, TAE AT FEET OHRIT
|ACT T FeEvg | s w41 gS ar gua
WI9ET 57 § oF "yow fzur ar )

Ao, ¥ FgAT 7g & fr &9
"qT9ET FaT F o s fawr 9v ) 3w
SETE 9% g 9¢ qg9 g & fag &
STEAT FT 9T H1T 7g A FEr av 5 o
Mrgrfada ©q 9T 79 REar 3,
#fom weft A% ga 97 1§ Baen T8
FR0\ T A § gy 7 faew w e
A= 71 58 TH-Hag< e s o

SHRI PILOO MODY: He should not
be allowed to speak in peace. He disturbs
every speaker in {Re House. When Mr.
Misra was on a point of order, he said that
his point of order should be given
precedence. . . (Interruptions) .

sitagfan Wi : o, ¥ fadee
g% & F5 @ oo 1§ amaror 78 & ) 39
Wi O aaml ® fEEr gy 97 § a9

[31 JULY 1978]

between P.M. and 126
ex-Home Minister

FY FOFIT T 57 AT v g 5
Janata Party ig working under the
shadow of corruption. Zg T WY

waael § vy wE g 5 wmdw
warT @&t A gy wrdw o g e
HAYT M WAT FY qeAT AT AT
& & faars sww amg fafzzar ot &
fir & sreeT=IT FTET § | SAF QIATET &
faarrs @ farmd m & f5 3 awr=e
Fead | U feafa § & s =@an g
fF 7T T HRT FT FE § SO0 AES
g Tog o mrer R E, Fwgar g
f& g7 9T smawr faom gar sifew o
ffasANaa & o drasradigar g |
#9 of weats W dar ¥ fTmr g,
#fem 99 TETE 9T AAT AT HOTHO
HAET TE AHT § | T TE-HERIY
q@Il § U7 T4 & WIT 9T 97 /9
AR TG 31 @1 & | #fE 59 awa w
#wtFT a8t fzar s @ g 5 9% 3w =
FWAEIT 9T ST F¢ | TAAT TI HAHT
qHeAT 21, TA FF WAFT ;I
WL TARAT OF Fa & f4eg ey 1
& " ugt o 5 qf &1 qfr s &
FIT WL & WOT &0 97 §,
afea e ofr 57 faaw 9T 77 @27 &1
TG TCT FT WIGT qGT LT 9 OGIE |

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR (Madhya
Pradesh): Is it a point of order or are you
allowing a discussion?. . . (Interruptions).

TH-SAAET GATT WAT AT ATgT qg
WA & A= guT § IE% are ¥ Wy

faare o w1 & 1 9&T § OF AT 9%
WAT-AAAT wd aF & T fHG=e
AT TR0 F AT a0 F | AT TH G
¥ Freevizen f&faa 241 F Ramai 7
feavar &, saw Ik § ag Fgr wwAr §
fF ag w37 ¥ gawaT & 98 fRawr
[T HIT HET H AT T4 781 T |
gate & a1 diarw § 3 9 wEardd §
T WA § | G A% HEarh § 0T AT
fa qogT g WAT T AHATG T AT

MR. CHAIRMAN: Your leader wants
to speak.

sz fag /i : |, 7O ag
fraa & fF agw %7 afoar 1t @ &
faw = wwy o wea & % o g faag
9T HET HT AZA FLA FT AIFT § AT
TFEA FIA T A1 AT A AIT T 7ZE40
F1 9 700 &1 4167 3 5 g7 e |
AF qTH ST FEHE § 75 A1 § 1695
19 SitE ¥ | g@EG A9-A9 q ag W



127 Points of order [RAJYA SABHA] between P.M. and 128

Re. Correspondence
[ T3 7]

we =l § 5 98 w@-=magT .
o194 aardi 71 fzamr & s 5 TR
wiar 2 fv fear fas wige @1 faw
&\ & 9@ar § % 99 9=l #7147 7
Jami =1 f= -’ZTT IAE 1T F 78 7C 741
g1 1 A, v fraaw ag & v ag &4
fasraar & f5 AL wsame 9T 99T 59
OIIFT Faar w@i g g, wfEw Iw F
Gal W 59 9a-5ag1% & e TTTT“
q® TANTE @ ;‘; 193 LA A3
gl Gl §, Tiad  FEA g T & |
gafag JO 51 98 € % sy d=r
i 9 ST weE a9 sa 9wy Wt
EHAT 4 | TF TFRd | HITHT T3 hga
7 & 99 §F T9-359¢ T AT
A1 g1 <Gl &, WaArd ¥ a1 BT Er § |
aT feafa § 9447 @g Wit & 5 2o 5o
9% @aq ¥ feawve g =few )

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: When I rose
to make my submission, you told me that let
the other hon. Member Mr. Joshi raise his
point of order and then you would give me a
chance. But after that others' have also spoken.
Does it mean that in this House if a Member
observes discipline and responds to your
ruling* he does not get a chance or is it that
only one who can cow down others and
deprive them of their opportunity gets chance
to speak? My complaint is, why is it that you
did not allow me a chance after Mr. Joshi, and
you permitted Mr. Misra to speak... (In-
terruptions). Mr. Misra said that this
correspondence should be table, and. . .

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: I did not
say that... (Interruption) . m m Let me explain.
I did not ay that it should be tabled. I have
said that the Prime Minister left it to the
Chairman to decide as to how this
correspondence should be brought to the
notice of the Opposition. The Chairman in his
wisdom informed the leaders of the

Opposition that it should be
(Interruptions) m . *

ex-Home Minister

Tvot to allow the proceedings to be carried on
is absolutely wrong . . . (Interruptions).

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: Now, my point
is this that I am a Member of this House with
full rights and I /7 am not bound by the Prime
Minister's wisdom of not placing the letters. 1
have a duty to my countrymen. 1 feel that when
there is a gross allegation of corruption against
the prime Minister and against the Home
Minister, it is my duty to know what the
allegation is. Mr. Morarji Desai, the hon. Prime
Minister tried to make a distinction in this case
from the Tulmohan Ram case. Yes, there is a
fine distinction between this case and the
Tulmohan Ram case and this House must keep
that in mind. In Tulmohan Ram's case, what the
opposition wanted to see was the report of the
C.B., during inquiry and it is the normal
practice not to show the reports of inquiries or
investigation because it hampers investigation
and comes in the way of fair dispensation of
justice. In this case, what we have tried to see is
something like a First Information Report which
the Home Minister has lodged against the Prime
Minister saying that these are the allegations
against you. This First Information Report is a
public document. I should have understood if the
hon. Prime Minister would have said that the
complaint was false and if the Janata Party
would have taken action against Chaudhari
Charan Singh for making wild and baseless
allegations against the Prime Minister. But the
position today is that both of them are trying to
compromise, if the newspaper reports are
correct, saying that you withdraw the allegations
and I take you back in the Cabinet. I do not
know the position. Is not this Parliament, and
mvself. as a Member of Parliament, supposed to
know what the position is. We have come to a
peculiar situation. Up till now the Home
Ministers used to lose their positions because
they dii not take action on complaints when
certain complaints of corruption
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or some offences came to their notice. This is
the first instance in democratic history when a
Home Minister has lost his job when he told the
Prime Minister that these are the charges of
corruption. There is no such parallel in the
democratic history of the world. They are
saying that since these are privileged
documents, they cannot be placed in the
House. I want to know that supposing it
came to the 'notice of the Home Minister that a
Member of the Cabinet has committed a
crime, let us say, , murder and he asks the
Prime Minister that there should be an
inquiry on it since he has certain evidence or
information  about it. Then can the
Prime  Minister say thatthese are
privileged correspondences and he will
not allow such allegation of criminality to
be public? Under the normal law of the land,
if a crime comes to the notice of an individual,
itis his  bounden duty ty report it to the
police. So far as the Minister's are concerned,
even if there is an allegation of a certain
crime, it can be thrown under the carpet in the
garb of a privileged document. Ic,,
understand that inter-Ministerial
correspondence should not be placed in the
House normally if it relates to ,, affair of the
State. Am Ity understand that things have
come to such a pass that corruption today has
become an affair of the State. Can the Prime
Minister say that corruption is an affair of the
State and therefore, what we discuss about
corruption between me and the Home Minister
is a private and privileged document and the
Parliament cannot know and the country cannot
know?

Sir, lastly, it has been said by Mr. Mishra
that you have, in your wisdom, taken a
decision that it should be seen in the
Chamber. May 1 “remind that when the
Tulmohan Ram case was brought in the
House and when that arrangement was made,
what one of the hon. Members of the House
said? I quote:

"When I am told that no further action
tan be taken either in the

[31 JULY 1978]

between P.M. and 130
ex-Home Minister

House o, outside until that case is over, am
I not bound by that condition if I agree
with it." Therefore, I do not agree with it."

It was further said that Parliament ha, , duty
of its own irrespective of any conditions that can
be laid down upon the leaders. The leaders
may have come to their own terms and
conditions. [ have got a duty to myself and as I
have got a duty to my countrymen, I demand
of this House with all seriousness that this
cannot be a preserve of the Prim, Minister and
the Home Minister. The country must know
what the allegations are. After all, how can
you expect this Government to run if there

is anallegation and a counter-allegation
between the Prime Minister and the Home
Minister? Letthe documents b, placed on
the Table of th, House. Let the country know,
and let us all be clear about it. If there is
nothing against the Prime Minister, . would be
the first to stand up and say that this type of
allegations against res* ponsible men of
public-life should not be made. And we will
ask further that those wh, have made the alle-
gations, they should be dealt with in some way
or the other. But the allegation is made and
you will not take action. ( Time bell rings). This
has completely, as I said earlier, polluted the
entire atmosphere of the country. And I beg of
you, Sir, in the interest of the highest
tradition of parliamentary democracy, give a
direction to place these letters. We have given
our motions. [ gave itlong back. Consider
it. Atleast, ask the hon. Prime Minister to
lay it before the House so that the
country may know that we the Members of
this Parliament are not trying to cover up
corruption.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before the hon. Leader
of the Opposition speaks, I would like to
clarify one thing. When I said in this august
House that I will discuss this -matter with the
leaders of the Opposition and also the Leader
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[Mr. Chairman] of the House and try to find a
solution, I presumed that the Hous, accepted my
suggestion. An” because it was accepted, [
took the responsibility of calldMg and inviting
the leaders of all the parties and I had a
discussion with them. Three sittings were held
and it was decided there as t, what exactly
would be the solution and what procedure
should be followed. Accordingly, I cairn

here and I announced the solution here
which all of you know. On that day, nobody
raised any objection to the formula accepted
at the meetings. In spite of all that, if you are
trying to raise  anything—you have given
notices of the motion and I have said that Tam
going to examine it thoroughly—I must
mak, it clear— because all of you are
getting an opportunity and you are trying to get
your views recorded—that what I have done, |
have done with the approval Of the House and 1
have not done it on my own. [ want to have my
views recorded, so that the outside worfd may
hot think that I have done something against
your wishes.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA: Sir, my
motion stands.

MR. CHAIRMAN; Your motion is eternal.

favar & Aan (it wweafiy o)
HAAT, ATORT A g Ar 2 fuwe
T T Fg F | wwwT, 97 ¥ g
HEA 17 FATE & WITFW g1 § o ¥
g T3 AT TSTT 71 AT /I AT
w9 2| g s & ot mee
wedl @ @ g € O 7 7Y, v ) ww
q 3T F A FE eRrET Agt @
frar sre « wrvwT Ay agAr 3w @ B
o et famen o oved sowT 39 & )
#red & ¥ foaar 1 s st ¥ ag
frvar fie sy aat off & o qogd
T2 wA W § qT g, g g o
8o fiz qrava gf 1 waarl ¥ ag

o fagmr fo gam At st & sagd

[ RAJYA SABHA |

between P.M. and 13?

ex-Home Minister

17 %t & ag Fgr & R oy wws
afieg & W< Taqd g e off 798 fe
ag @i WA EE wfew wRE S0
T AT S TTHISE & | T el
St 7 Fger Ao fF wya S Tifew
1 T qaqd Tg Wt ag agn A bw
ug Hfaw &wEr W19 | W4, WA,
#TTT T2 T 351 g § | wEad H
st Sror faelt § S6d OF @F e
fr S[Eq T8 AT S 7 T WA Gy
YT IR AT ST TG g WEd £ fF
gt ifte fom ond | |1 &% /T
g5 Fwr w1 e a1 wiwwre i £ fe
MR E AA 5 AT TAA G EHE
qarT HAT o fa seta w1 wTed € f
aifer fegr oo 7 Ty W @ 9@-
s § o O 1 & diw § 43 %7
aq ) @ & fw &fcw evwr og
wree, § gav swwen g faog vl
1T s qE &1 st g & faeea
o 3 sfaat s qaeTe &g wAT
WT FFAT | TG g wAl AL w@way
# fizar, & g welt ot &1 we fonar
qTEAT § WA Tge Wy T 24
gu wwreTe wEt § ag agr— @ wer
fefswiom maz gefew wim wr
f &7 s wf & S AR o
of@me & soT sdfiwm mE vl
fazi & fag wim &% 97 meg g fog
ENTXT TN R4 AT § ) T REAIT
¥ fgd gt § 4

¥ wrage, § §EF @ awmar
g fo—maim dafr ofr &1 & awr wiw
FaT g—sawT 3¢ 5 4 9 @'y
#ag vty g g Havwme § faog
% i & 1 T5% I FW F &3FIT
% 61 wiear ozl woff 7§ § g@7 g
of e 7l wIgd £ WiT g o o
wha € 1 gy Adaea & fa g
g WA1H ST T A0 47 THE T3,
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g feeraedt va@ & 1 o OF weard
i e @t & SR w3 @I
u F17 WY WA TET FC a7 g fealar
QATTTH FI W e & faw
& wraan g fw sa¥ fam oY o7 wrd
AT waw maww g v S6@t
g7 Ft 5w £, 7 frawre § "t g
T3 & FTefrwrrwiw et Fa F
frogr & 1 7 @t wror @w 9w aw
37 feafa % @ fir difaie & 2 afos
qf3 7T 7 oF gak ¥ 397 73 I 71T
Fnd #T At gfa-dEw § g
ELARED
SHRI MORARIJI R. DESAIL; May I
correct my hon. friend? The Home
Minister has made no charges of cor-

ruption against me. Nor hav, I made any
chargei of corruption against him.

ot wweafe faowst - o @, 4@
ar @Y &, w1y g <@ £ fv W faare
T T & 7T o g F faars
qrET 1 g 3 g, dfew g
/AT § TRIT WL AN THE qawey 7
wrifary & o1 & 9 a1t ghrAew a3
¥ S Ao ARy Hagr g

"I am surrounded by corrupt people
and I am relieved because I am out of
the Cabinet now."

97 T TR (% qF aga wify fer
fe & fwr & s o7 war, w=fe
#} =r<i w7 & fa gur A7 we A
& | a1 AL AT TA AT A, FHUAT
Sl W, FFTEAT W 98 919 ¥y 2ar & fw
ar¥ w7 wiRfagl & w13 77 faw
gan 741 & @ § A foww wa g
&z &, AT AT FHT a8 Vg frer
g5 8 AT AW qAT A T T2 & FACHY
AW 1% TG fasey & ower
%1 9t T gewr wiwr war a7 qad,

[31 JULY 1878]

-between P.M. and 134
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T q1T W WIRET, BRI WU AT S
5% fr @1 4fdl & v w1 2 W@
WagTT § 71T Ew F1 A1 &1 wfagre
adf g a1 & weww FuwW & w19 9g @
§fF g aft wid gmedff gt Wik
TiE 2w F, WY www Y oa@Er Wil
HEFT FAT | WIS @Y qw HIT W
fa ot zer 2l F31 gwT & U AdH, vy
wiv & fr ag qaisT @a & fa o o
Zq X T faar w7 | 7.0 ° A9
qgt WO K ¥ e HTT AT 9 W HT
F ookl & sl bEr A%, %4 fr ag
gwr aaT & fF gt My qw FT A g
g wwll & foaw qgt 48 g0 §, o
wfeqor % U ST & geaw A1 qar
&7 qr & 1w fafa & «x 1 & so=r
ST e gt Wi W feg faemr
wfaw gam sudr smar afes § sam
gt & fog @ & wgar § fa @
wiv &1 w1+ fear g, @ g7 fear
ST T qaeTT 245 9 & faur sng
/T S Fiww WY Wl gt frmr wr
& Ta% ST A1 WY el HeAT wT |

1P.M

CALLING ATTENTION TO A MAT-
TER OF URGENT PUBLIC
IMPORTANCE

Reported statement of the Prime Minister
to the effect that India would not
undertake Nuclear Explosions even for
peaceful purposes and the views
expressed by him on the previous
Nuclear Explosion in India in W*

SHRI KALP NATH RAI (Uttar
Pradesh): Sir, I beg to call the attention
of the Prime Minister to his reporter
statement that India would not undertake
nuclear explosions even for peaceful
purposes and the views expressed by hi,,
on the previous nuclear explosion i,
India "In 1974.



