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failure by husband to pal main-
tenance 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 (De-
partment of Company Affairs),
Notification G.SR. No. 728, dated
the 28th April, 1978 under sub-
section (3) of section 720-A of the
Companieg 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, under sub-section
(3) of section 637 of the Companies
Act, 1956. [Placed in Library. See
No. LT-2443|78).

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

(i) G.SR. 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.

(ii) 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
1st July, 1978, publishing the
Companies (Secretary’s Qualifi-
cations) (Amendment) Rules,
1978,

(iv) G.SR. No. 852, dated the
1st July, 1978, publishing the
Conipanies  (Secretary’s Quali-
ficaiions) (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. [Piaced in Library.
See No. LT-2493/78].

I. Neotificatio, under the Representa-

tion of the People Act, 1950.

II. The Monopolies and Restrictive

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

SHRI SHANTI BHUSHAN: Sir, [
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.0,
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 EX-
CHANGED 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 Rulg 158 of
tle Rules of Procedure, and under
Rule 170 the Chair has to decide on
the admissibility of the motion. When
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[Shri Devendra Nath Dwivedi]

I saw you in the Chamber, Sir, you
said that you wanted some time to
coasider 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 iz 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 vety
helpful. It is like quoting an autho-
rity after which you need not read
any author. Now I am quoting MTr.
Morarjibhai Desai as a Member of
the Lok Sabha on December 9, 1974.
In the matter of p'acing paper on the
Table, Mr. Morarjibhai said:

“And when it comes to the busi-
ness of Parliament where it becomes
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 parliamen-
tary democracy and Parliament
cannot abdicate its authority.”

These the last two sentences are very
prephetic:

“Thig is what power does, I hobe
the Prime Minister will realise it.
If not today some doy it will have
to be realised. Power has that
effect on evervbody, I do not ex-
clude myself from it.”
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Hoyw prophetic it has proven! And
this is called poetic justicee. 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)
a point order  Sir.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: 1 am already on a point of
order. That should be first disposed
of.

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

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: 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
this country are surcharged with
emotion. They are pre-occupied with
this scandal that is going on, about
how to dust the dirt peneath the gov-
ernment. They want the truth te
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 Gov-
ernment because if the Government
does not do that and if this Govern-
men¢ 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
1u'ing todav in the afternoon. In the
afternoon you must give your ruling
on the admissibility so that we can
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eonduct the business. Otherwise it
will be impossible for us to sit peace-
fuliy as representatives of the people.
It is a very serious matter, Ag the
Prime Minister is here, maybe he is
going to announce that he ig going to
place the papers. Therefore, let him
be given the opportunity to place his
viewpoint.
(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: I think the hon.
BMembers cannot direct the Chair to
do this and that,

(Interruptions)
THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI
MORARJI 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 correspond-
ence between Ministers,

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: Corruption between Ministers’
families. Family corruption.

(Interruptions)

SHRI MORARJI 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 dis-
turbed mentally,

(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Silence, please,

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: When
he says that the whole country is in-
volved, 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 1
said then related .

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: To what? Corruption.

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: . . to
4he correspondence to be placed on
ihe Table in the licence case. That is
not whet is sacrosanct. I will cer-
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tainly put such caseg in Parliament.
I will never say “No)”

I10

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE:
Sir, I only rise on a point of order

because for all times to come this
would be a precedent. There are
enough, precedents in Dboth the

Heuses. When any Member tried to
quote from the proceedings of the
other House, the presiding authority
has specifically said, “Whatever you
want {o 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 wkat
Shri Morarjibhai Desai had stated in
the other House. I do not want
to go into the merits of the case, but
if you allow quoting whatever has
happened in the otker House, it
will be very bad precedent. And
once when I tried to do it in the
Fifth Lok Sabha, I was told by the
Speaker, “You cannot quote what
hag happened in the Rajya Sabha
that would be a 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 alio 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 re-
auest you to take deciszion this
afternoon. : o .-

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): Sir, before vou speak up...

(Interruptions)

ey
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PROF. RAMLAL PARIKH (Guja-
rat); Sir, you are permitting a debate
on a matter which is already under
your consideration. Tkat 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 surpriscd 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 involv-
ing the granting of a licence. Sir,
thig distinction is somewhat artifi-
cial. 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 Govern-
ment—and some of them are. This
is what has appeared in the papers.
For the present, as I am speaking, I
do not know wbhat has happened in
your Chamber. Thig is in the Press.
Are we not entitled in Parliament to
know these allegations whicl. involve
public standards, propriety in pub-
lic 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 ke
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 quar-
rels between the two big gung of the
Janata Party. Sir, it does appear
from the newspapers today that the
subject-matter of their discussion
was as fo what should be the fate of

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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the so-called correspondence. One
153 saying: “Withdraw the charges”.
The other is saying: “I am ready to
accept the cancellation of the corres-
pondence, but not prepared to with-
draw the charges.” Wkhat 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 puklic affairs is not
an internal affair of the Cabinet
memberg or, for that matter,  the
members of the ruling party. Pro-
priety in public life is a public issue
to be debated and thrashed out 1n
public and, above all, in Parliament.
That is the standard to be set.

Why is the Government shying away
from laying the correspondence, in-
cluding the letters the Prime Minister
has received against Mr. Charan Singh
and Lis family and other from var-
ious sources, including two Janata
legislators? We cannot simply
understand it. Sir, we are asked to
be onlookers, to read the mnews-
papers and see how the horse trad-
ing is going on over the correspon-
dence, Is this the way to treat Par-
liament, especially when it is in ses-
sion? 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 Minister comes
forward with laying on the Table not
only all the correspondence but also
all the readable material. He should
come forward and say: “Here is the
material for the nation and Parliament
to judge’—that would be a forth-
right 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 Hous2 is very reasonable
and requires to be subported by all
concerned. My friend raised @ point
of order. On what? We are not
qucting from what ig said in
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the other House.
what is known to 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 js 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 being 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 ang Parliament
must judge them. Give pronounce-
ment not only on the merits of the
allegations in possession of the Prime
Minister and the ex-Minister but also
on what should be the 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 cre-
dit to the parliamentary system.

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

We are quoting

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN (Ke-
rala): 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 by 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 mem-
bers of the Janata Party...

[31 JULY 1978 ]

between P.M. and 114
ex-Home Minister

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have not allow-
ed you to speak. I have allowed Shri
Jagannath Rao Joshi to gpeak. Tf
you are going to speak like this, it
will not be recorded. Do not take
down.

(Shri Dinesh Goswami continued to-
speak).

st SHETT A Sy aIal o,
UE WA FAA ASTATL FT 487 & 2%
TF I TEEqW e fagiw A g0
e @ada & fag dfadt wr amfes
faeiardr agq Ageaqy & SHiaT AET--
ofig Fa™ WY ST A AU G ISTET
fF. ..

st ag P Wt s 3 sgear
FT I §. ..

St ARATATT Y T4y Gt
¥ AT T O HAGR Gl fFar 0T
(Interruptions) ZTg HSTT  HST--
JTL FTAE 8, F9 A6 wigdl & =
FT 99 QI A 4 U T@H A
qq7 WX A€ g a4 a1 {6 amfew
T Fsrisiay & ¥ fax
AT FRT Ig 9T AF AT | g4
ag & fF 96 99w ey dlwad @
gfte & w1 ®for JT aga TEd
g1 W faa agg 1w ®E S adw

El:":ﬁi"f ST AT That was meant for the
future generation, but that was not
disclosed in this House. We insisted

for it- IEA FgA ¥ ST @I AT
gurafs WeRw, SaFT A EHEY
ERIEL .'-ré‘r Tgr (Interruptions)
|y A AR T AGATE 1 F
T &% ag T AT AT A4y 7 i
gy &7 ¥ FA &7 A ard gor €Y
quTE B SIS | AEad s
afew g SRaT § I g3 gt
Tl SEAT §, U8 WM FT w@re
& g 1+ (Interruptions)
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wyar Tgre fawar =afgarn |
Lo sy dY WY W ARy forer ey

Y ST T A g ar
IaHT fAF@aT 987 97 1
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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
1 am to give. Therefore, let us not
discuss further.

SHR1 MOHAMMAD YUNUS SA-
LEEM (Andhra Pradesh): Today

only, Sir.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You cannot dic-
tate. If you dictate... (Interruptions)
It all depends wupon 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 Raj.

st ag fra wid : ¥T smaer
FIAE & | - :
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 ex-
press a point of view which is differ-
ent from that of the other Members
of the Opposition? Because you are
going to give a ruling, I will like to...

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before 1 will
give, 1 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 I
think is sufficiently concerned with
the dignity and decorum of this
" House. It alse involves...

'
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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: It has been
now. ..
SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: ~

-

Mr. Chairman, may I have your atten-.:

tion? Threats have been given in this
House that proceedings will not be
alloweq to be carried on unless a
certain demand is fulfilled. Since it
is a matter of conscience with me and
since I think...(Interruptions) I am.
not going to be cowed down by any-
body. 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 involv-
ed in this. One is a question alleged-
ly 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
famijly. As Members of the Opposi-
tion, wherever we suspect any cor-
ruption, it is our duty to fight it and
to see that it is exposed. It js entire-
ly a different matter and I will join
every Member of this House in carry-
ing on a crusade for fighting for ex-
posure of corruption. But the other
issug involved is whether correspond-
ence 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 tn n=obe into private
correspondence hetween two indivi-
duals. .. (Inferruntions)

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

oY AR IF SRERIT madr
o T4 WAPT, TS FU |

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA:
Mr. Chairman, this is not the way.
(Interruptions) I 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 con-
clude; otherwise there will be distor-
tions. 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 corres-
pondence 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, I will
not sit down. (Interruptions)

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

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: 1
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:
1 am on a point of order...
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SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA: 1
am speaking on my point of order. I
should be alloweg 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 Opposi-
tion in your Chamber. Even before
that correspondence was seen by the
leaders of the Opposition, the Con-
gress 1 declared that whatever may
be the correspondence, we are going
to pursue this matter and we will
force that the correspondence.

SHR1I YOGENDRA MAKWANA
(GQujarat); Sir, on a point of order...

SHR] BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA:
I am on a point of order, Mr. Chair-
man.

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 ang 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 RISH] KUMAR MISHRA:
Mr. Chajrman, you should not sue-
cumb to their blackmail. You have
allowed me to make my submission.
Therefore, you must not succumb to
blackmail. ..

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude
quickly.

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 black-
mail. I want to make my submission.
You have allowed me to make my
submission. I am not going to yield
to these jnterruptions. I will not
allow them to get my viewpoint dis-
torted. ..

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA:
Mr. Chairman, please listen to my
point of order...

SHRI RISHI KUMAR MISHRA:
There cannot be a point of order un-
less the previous point of order is dis-
posed of. And I am talking on my
point of order already.

Sir, I 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 corres-
pondence, 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. Chair-
man, that I will not be a party to the
game which the Congress-1 is frying
to play in this House. I submit that
you should make 2 decision and an-
nounce what you think is the right
course to adopt. If you feel that the
correspondence should be laig 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 Pra-
desh): A point of order takes prece-
dence over everything else. When an
honourable Member is on a point of
order, another Member cannot rise on
another point of order. Ultimately it
is the duty of the Chairman to give..

[RAJYA SABHA ]
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SHRI PILOO MODY: To give pre-
cedence to Mr, Ranga. ..

(Interruptions)

Y W aree et (fagre):
ST, Wg 999 39 &G F AT § @Y
o€ G & | WIT 9 F7 IF AW g
# yawr foagas gl @@l awan
FTERT § + &gl ST EST B HGH T 4T
fw g7 o=7 % ¥99 § AT ;9 7 97
fa=re #3& FI1E wrar faered, @y
3g fewr & watg fant ot oF wran
faFwTAT | qg WEAT AT AT 7 Fg qLar
7% a1 i g@I T 9% ¥ ag A9, o
Freagisa gg & Iied Mz e iw
fafqeer & a9 § ag w7 | "IN
wg o waet fear ar f& g7 qaraT
F FA-HIA FA IT NG F——SH
geY &7 9 A OAE WiFar | 98
gI=IT  gHA 94T WS WEA &
qatfas gud St At gww! fgarad o
f& T A T FT g §, gw aW
¥ gadr AT | AfEw oy §vw gw e
¥ § A9 QT A 7T T 48 I
3§37 # 3T &, Y fgaer 7 SI1aT |,
ITHT T {IGT § S§ 9T ;G ©fqw
Nfsgar 1| w7 ge7 @1 F16r =397 7
fawer o THT § | T AT q¥E F A
Ry fosh, @ gmamargag @
fIqaT F1H-21ST FW T ST T80
off {5aaT ST FTH-TRET &7 @ ¥
T¥ g1t & @ ag wnfema 1 arER
F qawT 78t g1 § sewr o faar
# g¥ a97 ag gATT 7 Fngar g @
oF Fead =t g3 ¥ s§ awr F
fear, gg Wt AwET Sg 9T & 1 IFHT
warq werT gy ¥ fgar o ogle S
FUGT FZT | TS ST AT FT €F g 98
ag § fa 39% arasE WY @ww #1 wig-
FITR, S¥ FIE 7 F §FAT - AW
T awd § A R F gwar g ) owe §
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qgq F1 ST TG AN QAT I8 Tg §
f& =9 ag =tgar § % s q@rEe
g1 § ST 349 A% {7 giew 9T @r
Q| TTY TGT FT I ©ATA § | A
fegc @aTe Soar & T TaHHT AT 96
¥ ag T Fg1 A 1 g7 g @
a5y & 1 {¢ gaar ywv mpm ) fa
JTT HT AT THAT AT A7 JIT T 7TH
fra-Targ {541, 395 FTe T % g99
T AR Fww fear war ) AW
FIT BT TIZAAT TG g5 1 AfHT I
WIS 37 3AT &, T FqAT AT §, AT
a7 WY & 1| WIS 75 qata w91 A7 49
& war & 1 agq F1gar § % ag wrar
3q 9T TG A9 |

Ia2r

(Interruption)
U% QAR Aeq ;A ATgATI L L.
(Interruption)
St WAAEIA qAEA 99 4F
f§ ATAAIT UM WAT AL FIE HAT
R I9 FT a0F  ITFL T THA
& fr a1 Afadl & 9 @1 sufqqrd
TIRAT &, 98 T GH § (5 g7 T @
ary § 1 Afww oY g@ wgr MW AW
s quty wai § mrar g, weaaw §
AraT 2 7% Ta w ¥ wer § fr ooed
qg A1 AT A | qg I IS §
A7 a7TF & | IHH w7 war f ooy F
RIAT TG ATTY FE A, qF ATAAT AT
q30 | 73 FAT A § P HAOA § IO
e ¥——aiT 8, v §, T § €9
A7 7S ATAX 1 TG A 1T AT
TET §

g9 1T FT AT AT  ITAT
Qg ¥ o7 1w TF g§ S g
¥ 97 T0F F QIFHT 1 gAT HGAT
faare fpat §, & ag Fwmar § A
g1 " qfifraa, efan g &

{31 JULY 1978]
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AW & T & AT & Oy,
fpmafadis o¥ 7gr @ F 558 Areen
93T AW T ET § | qFENT 9TE a7
HITHT Fg FIAT &, ATFT 48 T T4T-
1T A7 g W FF TIIT AT HIC 3w
F g Al F T T 47 1 3 WA
T fag A AT 915 F 9 T
TA-STIETL TG AT | q§ GATAIR & Yo
F gy a8 FeeifeyT ar, faasr &q1-
FHT AT & SAFET GHTHIE & 1w
ag W & AT WA HIT TG SHHT
A | 48 997 QAT @Y & T ew 3y
AT § T qEF § 7405 58 goa
gt § % gWR AW A o Afawar s1
99 §, Tlead WA #7 w7 § 77
HIAEET §T FI9 &, SHFHT FT 9917
1 937 g {5t g0 &0 grar <3 &
Ffa= ST AT FY TACE FE 17 ST qeT
¥, U8 08 ¥oT AT & O Q¥ 9% AR
& WIT IT WA 9T g TEET fA-
#fqdisr & M7 6T fogmr =g a1 7@
R T FT NI, 9 gl g GFd § |
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F ZAXT qrel T H HT wEAT §
FT T W qTa F AT 99 & | W
gw N A 58 d@ faut @Y ag s
g0 & QT i g A Y T IET )
gw @w ¥ fAe &0 wiE-ie FCAT §
§F [T T FE g Srean
TR WIE | g9 AT 3@ F Wi fr 4T
F1 7 GAT T qT T IS AGHLJIT & 1
gw T4 war A7 & afq fower sar
i fqvarg @A § a8 W1 Fwd
oo fag F oig (Sadl orgT 7 favara
& qg QT | FETr YT faw ARy
W FT AT TG & WATH § ] T
2w o7 58 g AR =T R € Tl
T T @I TR @ gl (AT &I
FFAT | A 5g staw fqurs &, A Tl
foray TN ¥ gare wif @3 § 99
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[* e EEE W]
w‘tm#‘rrﬁa‘ragw‘rmmg,ﬁn
7g &a1e & f& s ot & 3o asEdl
w1 W g whew fora g

123

M AT & (AT ) o AW
g Y WA E l

S AR AT : A5 557 7
&1 3o g vy Gr g K wrAar g
gamafa Sft, WG A9F 918 § W9
3q T ®faq Hfsw 1 g fGEry
#1 gfte § w@ #7 o afow 1 gw
HIGF HIRW F FQ W § T AT
T S qET € Y 3w § aga 5 W E
AT A9--A5 qE@ar § fraa @
& | a4t 48 ¥ "hwad § f& qg ataen
gm fafreeiaic ggm fafweT an
fastr srAar g 1 ag ST fAsit wrEEn
e g Ry i v aw &
fam<t &1 sat7 § @d gu A frae
w1 dg¥ #ix g¥ g3 stavw Hfse
HIIFT ©f97 F I) & g0 AW IS
L G |
SHRI P. RAMAMURTI (Tamil

Nadu): Sir, I want to say somethmg
on this. (Interruptions)

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA:
Sir, I rose on a point of order and
said something. (Interruptions). I
did not mean it. Mr. Maurya was on
a point of order and he had raised
his point of order long before that.
But then you went to the next item
of business relating to the Calling,
Attention Motion and Mr. Ka'p Nath
Rai was on his legg to call the atten-
tion of the hon. Prime Minister. Just
then you allowed Mr. Mishra and he
rose and Mr. Maiirya wag requesting
you to allow him. (Interruptions).

SHRI BUDDIA PRIYA MAURYA:
leng before that.

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

[RAJYA SABHA]

|
I

between P.M. and
ex-Home Minister

thought that I should intervene. I
thgught 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 Mem-
bers That wag my point of order
before you. We seek your protection
and I would request you to see that
no discrimination i made between

124

Members.
SHRI P. RAMAMURTI: Sir, £
would like to make a submission.

Since you have allowed the other
Members, I think you can allow me
also. So many things 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, 6 Sir, in the whole couniry.
the Government has made 3 fool ot
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. Y
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 what-
e€ver hag come out before the public
is false. If you are able to contradict
it, it is all right. Otherwise. thHe
Government is a laughing-stock im
the whole country now. I want to
Put an end to this situation.

Nt Fzfraatd : & a9 ag =
fraga s wgw fF e & aw
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9 57 & @ AT § @ Ay ¥ 9
agl @er grar g | 7 7+ fAasT 5y ]
f6 qradE waw FE WX qagd T8
HqAr F g A qA-mEg gET HIT
S ST TF-gER g7 WIO9-HHT
AT, THATIE MT FTIPIT ARG
MY 58 graey § 7 F9{ g3 ar ga
HITET JaT § F Awa fear av
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e, A Fgar ag € 5 &R
qIIHT YT | SO Seare f{aT 910 99
SEaTE 9% Ggf 9 989 g9 & fag &7
STAT & 9T HIX 55 o T 91 5
Werfadian g8 9T wOAT HEAT §,
&f5a Y aF Iq qX F1S BEAT AEY
a0 | gh & § ug 917 frsa g {5
AT 71 g TH-qFg < fe@mr g |

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

sitagfa /s, 3 fadea
g fr A ua & g AR &1 3w
e 9 A & EHEroam ok g oSy
TA-THAZIT T HAT AT AT T
AT & 4= § AT € I9% AR ¥ Y
fFart o v § 1 9@T § TF AN 9%
FIATTHJAT @ 17 &, T fH=<
ot AR F 5T a9y § | qyIA 39 geaed
§ srewiden fafaw gat & Jami
fTaraT g 9% IR W g gy war &
fF ag gs7 ¥ gseal &1 T8 fxarar
STQT HI §2T § ITRT =97 781 v |
guls & ar @farms § F 90 wewrd §
T T § | TG qF G § AT q4T
fF oyq Tg AT ¥ WA qU W

[31 JULY 19781
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F TTHIT I I8 FTAT T g
Janata Party is working under the
shadow of corruption. 7g 1T HAY

ggaii § oy W § f& waw
TgA Wt ¥ 5y wQ9 wwEr g F
Vagd TE HeT FY AT st AEey
&Y & faars IaF qrw fafosar ons &
fF & oaraTe FT § | 9% GIART &
fgmrs st fasmd o1d § 5 9 weer=r
a8 1 ot foafa ® & s agar §
fF o9 3@ GG F1 FG A QAT AL
% Yug YU wmaeAT FT N G, HAga §
fF gg 9T gmawT fAug gaT wfeg
¥ ok Aax F fAerasragi g g v
#Y oF wware wawy a1 F foar g,
afsd 97 TEAE AT AA AT WTAHT
HAAT TG AT § | TFQOT TH-HHGIY
FgaEard § BT IF1 § I Iq 92 q9
q<h 9A1E g1 Wr § | afFT swagT #Y
HrwT AT 7ot s wr § 5 9% 39 -
g 9T F41 FL | ITAT agT AAFT
FIEAT & WS, TAY I§ WAFT I
T FHAT TF gax & f5eg 0y T
g M gl aF {5 gl Y g gt &
FAT A=A & AT &9 74 §,
wfea 6T W 39 faaw 9T 59 q57 #Y
qeq F &1 WIHT TG faur s |r

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

MR. CHAIRMAN:
wants to speak.

Your leader

sitgg fag \td : =, A7 ag
fraea & % e *r afr Ft w@d &
faw s qwm = AT § 5 o g fhaw
9T G&T FI 9gT T FT HIFT § HIT
B F F IE AT 39§ ¥ gl
FT T I FT /IS & (F 50 vy H
9% I S ARSI § 98 W q T9F
q1q 1S | I9@F q1q-a1q § g W
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g A -§ % ug qesmage s
T qardi &1 faarar § SaH a8
wrar € 5 e fas wga #1 %
gV =@ g 5 ST adl &1 9 7
ot &1 foard, S9F ar ¥ agf av 74f
g1 1 =i, 37 fadew ag § 05 ag &
fagraat g f& M wEam 9T AW qF
HTIFT HEAT qEF AT g, ACFF W &
Tdl H 39 19-agK & aved § a3
qTg & TG W & 1 {8 FIATqGAN
g Wl &, Sad 9qA g1 ®r & |
zafag T F/AT 98 & F AT Far
¥ 79 1 W ot 97 98 9 ;G AT
AT | TF qEa § FTIHT H18 Baa
7 g9 F 9T TF TA-magIILARER
T971 81 @I &, WG | 919 BT @I g |
gy feufa § A<y @g @i & 1% 54 fqan
qx @7 ¥ feqFwm gm1 =ifgw |

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: When I
rose to make my submission, you
told me that let the other hon. Mcm-
ber Mr. Joshi raise his point of
order and then you would give me a
chance. But after that others™ have
also spoken. Doeg it mean that in
this House if 3 Member observeg dis-
cipline 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 gspeak? My complaint
is, why is it that you did not allow
me a chance after Mr. Joshi, anq 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) ...
Let me explain. I did not say that it
should be tabled. I have said that
the Prime Minister 1left 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 e (Integrruptions) . . .

[ RAJYA SABHA)]
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Not to allow the proceedings to be
carried on is absolutely wrong . . . 4
(Interruptions). N
SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: Now,
my point is this that I am a Member <
of this House with full rights and I |
am not bound by the Prime Minijster’s
wisdom of not placing the letters. )
have a duty to my countrymen. 1
feel that when there is a gross alle-
gation of corruption against the Prime
Minister and against the Home
Minister, it is my duty to know what
the allegation is. Mr. Morarji Desal,
the hon. Prime Minister tried to
make a distinction in thig case from
the Tulmohan Ram case. Yes, there
is a fine distinction between this case
and the Tulmohan Ram case and this
Hcuse must keep that in mind. In
Tulmohan Ram’s case. what the
opposition wanted to see Wwas the
report of the C.B.I. 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 {his
case, what we have tried to see is
something like ga First Informafion
Report which the Home Minister has
lodged against the Prime Minister
saying that these are the allegalions
against you. This First Information
Report is 3 public document. I should
have understood if the hon. Prime
Minister would have 8aid that the
complaint was false and if the Janata
Party would have taken action
against Chaudhari Charan Singbh 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 revorts are correct, saving
that you withdraw the allegaiions
and I take you back in the Cabinet. I
do not know the position. Is not this
Porliament and mvself, ag a Member
of Parliament, supposed to know
what the position is. We have come
to a peculiar gituation. Up till
now the Home Ministers used
tn lose their positions because they
did not take actinn on complaints
when certain complaints of corruption
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or some offences came to their notice,
This is the first instance in democra-
tic 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 paral-
lel 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 'otice of the Home Minister
that a3 Member of the Cabinet has
committed a crime, let us say, 5 mur-
der and he asks the Prime Minister
that there should be an inquiry on
it since he has certain evidence or in-
formation about it. Then can
the Prime Minister say  that
these are privileged correspon-
dences and he will not allow
such allegation of criminality tg be
public? Under the normal law of the
land, if a crime comes to the notice
of an individual, i} is his bounden
duty t; report it to the police. So
far as the Minister’s are concerned,
even if there js an allegation of a
certain crime, it can be throwp un-
der the carpet in the garb of a privi-
leged document. I c¢zp  understand
that inter-Ministerial correspondence
should not be placed in the House
normally if it relates to gn affair of
the State. Am I t; 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 js an affair of the
State and therefore, what we discuss
about corruption between me and the
Home Ministe, is a private and privi-
leged document and the Parkiament
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
I remind that when the Tulmohan
Ram case was brought in the House
and when that arrangement was made,
wlat one of the hon. Members of
the House gaid? I quote:

“Whent I am tolg that no further
action ean be taken either in the

{31 JULY 1978])

between P.M. and 130
ex-Home Minister

House or outside until that case is
over, am I not bound by that con-
dition if I agree with it.” 'Therefore,
I do not agree with it.”

It was further gaid that Parliament
hag 3 duty of its own irrespective of
any conditions that can be lajq down
upon the leaders. The leaders may
have come to their own terms and
conditions. I have got a duty to my-
self and as I have got a duty to my
countrymen, I demand of this House
with gall seriousnesg that this cannot
be a preserve of the Prime Minister
ang the Home Minister. The country
must know what the allegations are.
After all, how can you expect this
Government to run if there ig an
zllegation and a counter-allegation
petween the Prime Minister ang the
Home Minister? Let the documents
be placed on the Table of the House.
Let the country kmow, and let ug all
be clear about it. If there i nothing
against the Prime Minister, we 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 whp have wmade the galle-
gations, they shouly be dealt with in
some way or the other. But the alle-
gation 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 parlia-
mentary democracy, give a direction
to place these letters. We have given
our motions. I gave it long back.
Consider it. At least, ask the hon
Prime Minister to lay it before the
House so that the couniry may
know that we the Memberg of this
Parliament are not trying to cover up
corruption. i

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before the hon.
Leader of the Ovposition speaks, 1
would like to clarify one thing. When
I said in this august House that I will
discuss this matter with the 1eaders
of the Opposition and also the L.eader
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of the Houge and try to find a solu-
tion, I presumed that the House ac-
cepteq my suggestion. Ang because
it was accepted, I took the responsi-
bility of calltag and inviting the lea-
ders of all the parties and I had a
discussion with them. Three sittings
were held and it was decided there
as to what exactly would be the solu-
tion and what procedure should be
followed. Accordingly, I cam~ here
ang 1 announceq the s#lution here
which all of you know. On that day,
ncbody raiseg any objection to the
formula accepted gt the meetings. In
spite of al} that, if you are trying to
raise anything—you have given
notices of the motion and I have said
that I am gofag to examine it
thoroughly—I must make it clear—
because al} of you are getting an
opportunity and you are trying to get
your views recorded—that what I have
done, I have done with the approval
of the House and 1 have not done it
on my own. I want to have my views
recorded, so that the ogutside world
may not think that I have done some-
thing against your wishes.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA:
8ir, my motion stands.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Your motiop is
eternal.
favar & A (it wwranaf faaeh):
A, AHT AT @7 2 foee ®
qYAl 17 Fg G | WA, 59 § 4
HIT 17 A & WO g & aw ¥
g I FAIT I3AT 1 AT TG AT
oI 30 A w1 & gt mwy
weed] § g g W e g), v Y &
{37 ara & v AT O AT Ot @
fear g 1 ATewT Ay *+gwr 1w & v
uF et fawwr f oed gaw) 3@ &
dred ¥ g faar 1 w9 wEEI ¥ ag
farat {5 qam 2t o § =2 wgd
g WA S W e gd, garEna gg o
80 frz qradq g3 1 @A ¥ 3g
o fre=r B gam vt & qogd

[ RATYA SABHA]
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g Wt & 78 w7 ¢ fiF mo wew I
afew & o< sagd 1g 7 ot Tag
a8 ard ®eTisT whw wREr W
FT FOY ST TTHIE & ) AT
oY 78 FgT TN fo wow T afvw
&1 A A g wA ug agy nA b
ug #fedt welt w1 | WG, WEDT,
AT €2 qgT 57§31 & | WA {
St et el & ot OF @1 wE g
fir Wagqd g Het S § FB TS FMY
T 9qF T ) IG 9g e g fF
qrerst aifow fog snd | Fr &= AR
g7 2w 7Y s &7 afew Y £ fe
WaUd T AL § T A GTNLEHX
SATT W7 Y Fope o 1 0ES & 5
aifae ferayr oo ? %y i & 99-
sragre § o i A1 & fiw § 935 &Y
T @ g s he wvEr aig
wreay, § @1 swaar g foqgwed
7Y ST WA w7 gt oF afand
gk 1 aafwa) o gasre & WAt
WU gFQT | @ (R uaAl Ar 5 vl
# fear, & g weli ot &1 @i {genar
9TEAT § W9 S WU T 2@
ge wrT=Te qdl ¥ ag qg— fw wwr
ffsmiam maz gafsg w0 wr
fe & Arow wf & | AR 5
qf@TT & T T ME FREY
faz¥ & foq wir & 9t meE gE e
AT AT T QT E ) I R@AIR
¥ fgd g €1

e wigay, § g% Mg eEmar
g fr—waim aal fr F1 § a7 WX
FT §—<7HT 78 F g fa ) waRat
¥ ag @ =i @ & Herama g fa oy
Bx «f T 135 FUw B ¥ guwITT
Nl e s v § v
ST QAT 7EF JIET & WX gewl o A
TR € L ¥aw Fdvae € fa g
I WA1E TIAT § § A9 GT THE T34,
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g7 feeadt w@d & 1 S 919 wEarl
¥ fra W@t & ST AT 3@ @I |
Fad T1g S 7T 98T 5 a1 ug feafa
QTETH g AW g F fav |
¥ guaar g {5 oaF fam W ag awig
AT weawg waws § fe wa@ w&
9T T 7T €, 7 faaik § WX g
T F FICHFRAAy &k E ar 7
fraa € 1 7 @O o W W9 aw
g7 feafe § <@ fF #fafe # O afis
gfaT ¥ oF gE ¥ FT IS A A4
amd ®T g qfa-dew A oaRr
LA S

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: May I
eorrect my hon. friend? The Home
Minister has made nq charges of cor-
ruption against me. Nor have I made
any charges of corruptioa against him,
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ot sty Boawt - S g, g
arT odY &, W 57 R £ fr AR fawe
T AT § A I @ F fgars
wrrar & | arg 3w g, Afww wdw
AT & Sgi AT AT I9F JFqeq |
grifas g 91 & 37 w1 wiaAew @2
2 SR AT awReT Fagr

“I am surrounded by corrupt peo-
ple and 1 am relieved because 1 am
out of the Cabinet now.”

¥g YT Sgia v qF aga wify e
f & faw w7 g or 04, =ifs
& art M3 & faw g a7 w1 AW
& 1 a1 S JIIT 7T AT H, FHIATC
qal ¥, FFasAl ¥ 9 919 ¥ oar & fr
arR #3e giafagl & T3 M & faw
g qA § @ § AR frww wan g
Ttz &, o Y gt €1 Uge faer
gi & M AqEm AF A ¥ I F FATHY
FAAT R AT fas & ownr
B 9T 33T TR AR AT AT AT,

{31 JULY 1978]
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er-Home Minister
TEd T8 HI WIRIL, KA NGTT §GT oY
g fo QA F fw w103 @
wagTT § W 3w F) 91T T nfagIT
7l & A & HwT T F 9 g Ev
e o et md gsedf g oR
T4 W A, W W o=y widr
SESAT AT | oI |1 AW AR Sy
o< oY <o agl §31§AT§ OF W), wEHy
w7 & fr ag qaisT @t & fF S aww
g 9 79 fear 1y | 799 | Ao
agt W qF § 6% FIC A AW G HFT
¥ ool & wedr wEar &%, 7.fr ag
e 3aT & R g e Iw FT AR g
ae Fi & fomw agt 93 g¢ &, S
wfeass ¥ oF YFTX A1 gead § §ar
F<dr & 1 38 fafa § oz 1 & ot
o< FoTAT g HiX o ey fegar
Ffa gam su¥ s afss g wnar
gl & feg | @ & sigan § fF 5@
i1 &1 Wi fear @, w17 & faar
ST T 9F=TT 4 9% fzar <1
Y S iwT q7 AH agi faan mr
& gE% ST A HIT e’ GeHT &L |
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1 p.M.

CALLING ATTENTION TO A MAT-
TER OF URGENT PUBLIC
IMPORTANCE

Reported statement of the Prime Mi-
nister to the effect that India wounld
not undertake Nuclear Exp.osiong even
for peaceful purposes and the views
expressed by him on the previous
Nuclear Explosion in India in 1974

SHR] KALP NATH RAI (Uttar
Pradesh): Sir, I beg to call the atten-
tion of the Prime Minister to his re-
porteq statement that India would not
undertake nuclear explosions even for
peacefu] purposes and the views ex-
pressed by him on the previous
nuclear explosion in India <in 1974



