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tice. This is what T wanted to say. [ again

urge upon the Home Ministry to see that this

matter is taken up with the Chief Minister and

he is asked to take suitable action against these

three people.

FHE CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1974

(Substitution of new article for Art. 163).

SHRI N. R. CHOUDHURY (Assam):
Sir, I move for leave to introduce a Bill further
to amend the Constitution of India.

The question was put and the motion was
adopted. !

SHRI N.R. CHOUDHURY : Sir, I

introduce the Bill.

THE CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1974

(To amend the articles 75 and 164) .

SHRI N. R. CHOUDHURY (Assam) :
Sir, T move for leave to introduce a Bill further
to amend the Corstitution of India.

The question was put and the motion was

adopted.

SHRI N.R. CHOUDHURY : Sir, I int-
roduce the Bill.
THE CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1974
(To amend articles 74 and 163)

SHR1 N. R. CHOUDHURY (Assam) :
Sir, I move for leave to introduce a Bill further
to amend the Constitution of India.

The question was put and the motion was
adopted.

SHRI N. R. CHOUDHURY: Sir, I intro-
duce the Bill.

THE CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1974
(To amend Art. 316)

Y Iw N @i (ST ggw) ;& s
w31 g ff e & afaam &1 9% qeine 76 a
faga® w1 quenfig £ 1wl & 9@
The question was put and the motion was
advpted.
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st waw g ey ¥ fatus w1 g enfE
T 7 g |

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Shrimati
Lakshmi Kumari Chundawat, She is not here.
Now, the House stands adjourned till 3.00 p.M.

The House then adjourned for lunch
at twenty-three minutes past one of
the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch
at two minutes past three of the clock,
Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair.

THE MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND
STATE LEGISLATURES (IMMUNITY
FROM DETENTION) BILL, 1970—contd.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala) :
Mr.Deputy Chairman, Sir, last time in the intro-
duction to my speech I had indicated that I have
my differences with Shri Bhupesh Gupta’s Re-
solution to the extent that he refers to immunity
from detention without trial only for Members
of Parliament and State Legislatures. I do not
agree with him that Members of Parliament and
Members of State Legislatures alohe should have
some special privileges in this regard. I demand
that detentjon without trial should not be re-
sorted to for any citizen in India whether he
be a member of Parliament, or a Member of
State Legislature or not. I agree with the spirit
of his Resolution that the Government should
not have the right, the autocratic semij-fascist
right to keep people under arrest or arrest peo-
ple and keep them under detention without
trial. 1 agree with the spirit of that Resolution
but the wording must be changed accordingly.

Sir, if you look into the experiences of the
people during the last 26 years after Indepen-
dence, you will find that instead of Rama Rajya,
which was promised by the Congress and the
ruling Party, we have today a Police Rajya with
substantial powers in the hands of the police
both at the State level and the Central level. Sir,
the expenditure on Central police in 1950~
51 was only Rs. 3 crores but it increased to Rs.
25 crores in 1964-65 and to Rs. 72 crores in 1968-
69 and 1n the recent budget of 1974-75 it has jum-
ped to Rs. 169,39 crores.

At the same time, State police forces inc-
reased thei1 expenditure from a meagre Rs. 13.06
crores in 1946-47, on the eve of our independe-
nce, to Rs. 312.93 crores in 1973-74, Sir, the maj-
or elements of the Centre’s repressive force are
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the CRP, the CISF and also the BSF. The Cen-
tral Reserve Police today has about 60 battal-
ions, the expenditure mounting from 1.97 crore
rupees in 1960-61 to Rs. 39.43 crores in 1973~
74. Similarly, the Central Industrial Security
Force (CISF) has about 17,300 personnel. They
are expected to behave like watch and ward
forces particularly in the various public under-
takings—71 in number-—which have already been
inducted. 1 understand that induction at the
International Airport in Delhi has already been
done in 1973-74 and the Government proposes to
have induction at the International Airports
I Bombay, Madras and Calcutta.

I would specifically iike to bring out the
repressive character of not only the CRP but also
the BSF.Sir, the Border Security Force has
completed in 1973-74, the eighth year of its
existence and 1t has 80 battations. In 1968-69
the expenditure on BSF was only Rs. 26.24 crores
which has jumped to Rs, 57.41 crores in the re-
cent budget. Sir, I would like to mention that
the BSF has developed as a parallel Central poli-
ce force and 1t has deviated from the original
purpose for which Parliament had given sanct-
ion. At the time when the BSF Bill was introdu-
ced, the Minister had indicated that the purpose
was to have the security of the border, but the
BSF has deviated fromits original purpose and
its battalions have been used to suppress the peo-
ple even n Stateslike Andhra Pradesh whichcan-
not be, by any stretch of imagnation, considered
to be border States. Sir, the real object of the
BSF and the CRP is repression of the people.
In Ahmedabad, for instance, the BSF used
poisonous shells and fired indiscriminately.
Sir, in Manipur, Nagaland and Mizo Hills the
BSF under the garb of sensitive areas, has even
started clearly trying to keep the local people
away from the mairstream of political and
social life in India. There is a situation of mass
murder, mass rape, mass looting and arson.
For 1nstance, the Commandant and the Deputy
Commandant of the BSF raped a girl—which
came in the pap:r saying that they have com-
mutted such heinous crimes as parading women
in the nude in the open n the village of Rihand
by one Major Dharam Prakash of the BSF.
Shri Rustomji, the top man of the BSF is in-
volved in a Dethi Jand grab scandal. Brigadier
Pande, Inspector-General of the BSF, during
the Bangladesh operations looted many treasuries
and eollected croves of rupees. This fact is known
to Field Marshal Maneckshaw and the Director
General of BSF, but so far no inquiry has been
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made and they have hushed up the whole matter
and one wonders how the loot has been di-
vided among the top echelons in the BSF and
the Government. Similarly, Inspector Kedar
Singh of the BSF Academy who brought Rs.
80,000 from Bangladesh as oot was promoted as
Dy. S.P. In Gujarat it is reported that 2,000
camels and other animals were looted by the BSF
at Nagarparkar and Bhuj areas and were sold in
open avction by Brigadier Irani, a relation of
Rustomji and onc wonders where the ill-gotien
money has gone.

Sir, T would like to mention also about
the erosion of powers of the State Governments.
According to List If of the Seventh Schedule of
the Constitution police and public order are
State subjects but the Home Ministry in the name
of modernisation of the police force, in the name
of law and order, in the name of national in-
tegration and so on has continuously eroded the
powers of the State Governments. For moder-
nisation of the police force in'1969-70 the Cen-
tral Government has spent Rs. 5crores. Madam
Prime Minister is using the Research and Ana-
lysis Wing asa Gestapo organisation withthe
object of keeping a small coterie of people in
power. Sir, democracy has been murdered in
this country. Elections are being rigged as in
West Bengal and other States with the help of
the Central Reserve Police. Secret murders which
are politically motivated are taking place in the
country. Blackmail and political murders have
become the order of the day directly using the
enormous powers which the Central Govern-
ment has amassed.

Lastly I would like to bring to your notice
and through you to the notice of the House that
during the recent railway strike anew pheno-
menon has taken place. The repressive arms of
the Government are bewng increasingly used to
suppress all legitimatestruggles of the peoplc.
Sir, according to a letter which 1s supposed to
be a confidential letter, No. 8/12/74-Pol./D.1.
dated 7-4-1974 1ssued by Shri C.V. Narasinhan
to the Chief Secrctaries of the various States
Governments relating to the Railway strike,.
I quote here,

“One of the important ingredients to
preventive action will be arrest and re-
moval from the scenc of their activities of
persons who otherwise would either contri-
bute to the success of the strike or create
serious law and order problems.”

Sir, I would like to emphasize the words ‘who
would contribute to the success of the strike’.
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Even if the strike is peaceful if some of the
railwaymen contribute to the success of the
strike they are to be put under preventive det-
ent'on under the MISA. The circular letter also
states that the provisions of the MISA could be
profitably invoked while undertaking preventive
action. Sir, the MISA and the DIR have been
used to break the legitimate struggles of the
working people of this country. Therefore it is
very clear that amassing such wide powers for the
CRP, BSF, etc. would only leaJ the country to
the verge of colapse, to the verge of complete
murder of Indian democracy and the beginning of
a period of semi~Fascist terror in the country.
Therefore I demand that all black laws like
DIR, MISA etc. be withdrawn forthwith and
the powers amassed by the Central Govern-
ment for the CRP, BSF, etc. be withdrawn.
Parliament should ‘refuse to give them any
power to keep the people to ransom.

o oA (ST St ) A, s e
T F TS Gy At & s S w7 § 3% /T
£ HuT Az & g § wegw s fag d@edvo
UHo & I §47 weed 416 & 9% fawmer & wgAq
g

g fagaw ofz gfufare &1 @& wgm F¢a
N e TFE HIT ST Fam w7a] & waey 7 g
BT TT AN T WA WA AT AT I F G
T ZTHFT FIS FRT A3 Fo7 a0y | oo § =g
E——O T S 75t 9T A8 §——f& ag o e
AR ST § A7 99 &9 AT § AV gAF I
IR 7T qa o aue &7 aresi § 39 738 & a9
w7d fomE f& o 3o 71 #18 f amfw fedw,
frafea fedwm & Autare A four &r &%

IT TF IAHT F1E quUefTd ATT T & a9 IF
A I B A A F OB 7 ; 4 foeqe q@y @
& oY = A ®1 ey W) AT g<ET Fr WA
R oW T g ated

T, T 56T ag & naa § i =10 Afean
1954 ® firedame gm & 7@ SR & wAe 4,
TEQETE A | AT SR AT fez-ddier g faar
a1 IF FA AT AT fF wrav AT 0 NA{ A8 W
o7 fF F1E WY T I FAfeage] yaT AT
w1 ST w3 & o SRt & my g g
9T =AA ATA AT FT ST KT g1 @Ay &1 g2 |
AT ga T gL AF oW wiee g, e weE #
T (B F1 AT aw & frogare T w2
WI¥ B ATH WIS & A weArqe A &
dtr &1 fregare w97 & fow @t awendt § 5 o
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F TR T% FA9 A AR FT FA T E G
AR TG @A EAT | ITETHE OF TG GHAT |
T TEY FEYEY T WO AR AT A HEAT
HOAT AT KT FE aY 5w Fgar A7 A H qE
wifdes g, V@ TATHAE  ATHRIT T |
ATfeey & wfuFTeY w FHaT A TIE FaA
FATR WeTHET T3TA A1 FEEregwa § Hgar A
& Sw1 OMT ATy AR F/T IOAC | AT O
I § FF & AT W AL T W QO W KT
fafaed-Fnafas oo & =0 F awe fon 2

STYR, 2T T AT A S W AW ITEIL
F & | ATy &1 AT, UF g AT 5 qEA F AN AL
% ol fag &7 @ & 6o a7 & o gd ger
T F A g agt g9 % A%d §, T T 999
g AzELEwd £ 99 3 3 FT F 60 faT &;w
U AT 4 qroE F1 e s faer wr F 60
feT @ wY Y eI fage A A | qE]
@ | Fg A arg o gew f St  F oo
gt ST &Y FEAT i EAT ST AT ATES WAL E |

& qETT STRATE TH ¥EA & v AERTiTa qae )
¥ o fF qraTT SE A qErs 38§ A ARd §
fr g @i wmifare aiET Afear 7X@ § T
T B 97 g1 v W e o T e §
.,

s wrivae fag (faere) @ o 3fed fv
T WG FET §, I BH AT FF § T AR A
sfezwre &

7t TAHATCRRN * AT T J ST 5 AWIH
1 30 & OF &7 A4 F YW FIA §F AAT FAT Y
g TCHTL AaF F AR HA §, WL AAGH T
STt Y A Tl FTRY Y ATARIS SH AT
T AR & |

e, g T a19 77 w9 § 9 ¥ quear §
i mrge) T7q; ®& R0 R 29 A1 9w WA E
T3 ¥ forad FraedT SraaT O AT I AT ATHIT
F are feorr | arfireed & g A frged AT
qX TEAT Fars forad 7 S 912 0 | 7o SAtfgar
IT T A AT B AR | 0o wrfgIy wo gifwfaez
qEt & e §He ¥ | IEA AN AF & AR
T T fgeft SAaT a2 ey e FTAT TIHTE B
T TEF &Y | IART SEATHT AT 00 AT ITH A
SoA F1 HT, T JITATE AATH HT AFL AW H] QAT
¥ IUF-99F AF TE | FH 7T AT B AR AL
faeere a7 aewr fre 50 7F ARl Far d4r
AET ¥ gW T AT FFER § AT AT §
& HUTIE HIAT Y | T AR 8 AT A T |
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forefY <t F1eor & \rr %71 794 gy A 94 @Ay g
AEAZ AZT & | TR A8 T A1 DA Y TG,
T 7 AAT AW A fgq W, wAar § o7 A A€ 2,
MFIA T 9 T =T At 7 2, av G =
F IIHT GFAT, Gt AT Y FrOET gura aww
FJeG 2, 9T 9 GATT wLHTC gy a7 fady o A

T 38 FEET L gA @I IF §, =9 g
Baw oA grad & | g9 39 g9 A1 S @A
agi <z1 faF 3NIfF gar aga & aIedr 9 99 O
HANE, T WIELNT STEIFTH 0@« A 97 g 7199
sy 7 31T aferw w1 it T i QT TR
FI AT ATAAT, FF qeAT H Wer §& T AT T9r
& S FTw AT S A gAF ! v f f g g
#T 7 & muF fadw 7 U w7 A fAvgwan
F Y AT AT 17 B F2 AT F 594 faa® F1
TEANA F-— g CfEe @ ar A0 grar
G T | AE FEATH TR &g I
Frofem FTaTHT A1 § 7 gwId Aw Ay qfew @
g 2371 gt &), gfee & dialy & forld sea w1 T
—3E.9NT T 2 019, I @1 faamE)y Faa Are}
#1 M3 F3F FT AfaFd § 1 F FEAr AR
A FIATSAATE! FVHTTAT | FTwT 77T 1 FhTe 7o
FT TEAFATRT FEAT & FT AN 3G9 9 (@A §
Figcfraaafaard ?  awd gy o § fF SEwETw
ATT Fgd & I AW F &1 7 FAB7 7 Taa7 9T,
gTovciito & SamT 9 | 7yl AfEE 7 qAe o
fe vrammme 7 faEE v fear Domodie #
¥ wE AT G g A afed F1 FgAT ATE E
f afem oo fags #1 geqwma #Y A W AER
frgw @F T dw & awfer qx O swE #F fag
arey T Al 39 ey T agE WRE A, .

st FTAvAT fag : F0 wEr G F, §f g
FY TeE 7, e v ST AW F A 9E o
g7 W O UENMEEY S, FEH FE@E T8
g
Wt IR o, A9 989 & Fg f7av

T gaT et #1 w9d qaw Ay § & gw weAr
TR a5 I5 §.

S} gAoRITo G (FWIH) :
FET, AT T AT |

Y AT : TR AT FewT A fagedy
AT 9T

st Fezwfoeme <tast (fagre) @ diee W
FET\ FT FEASATA /TR g1, 0=, gfesr,
F-gg1 71 &1 TfFm & wEy eaman g oo A fafres
FICA ? AL Tawa FHEr w10 HTCET (G gh |
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st wrAvaT fag ¢ wen gfem #1 freamy,
WA FATE | g AW AT g9 § )

=Y TrwRITEer ¢ ggEnT H S agi arar
A Y ATRA & T F T BT FHA HOAT AT AR
#1 grArd 7R FfF Ay & qha  F we-
TARTI FT ATT A AET &, T B AT IA ATV
2, for amr =Thn g qt I a8 s gufh
FAra # gt v & | § vt ot swAn £ w0 A
AT AW A § o 7w off TR fErd F w1 e
AT 9% & ST & fawre & WA 9W90E ar gurd
w2 Afafa 7 gAET TR Y, T & A% w7
T R STF FUTH AT AT 20 O At w6
F | IAATT AT fMa Mugf A @ & Sgarad
¥, WS G T G T A A9 @ § e,
TH g T A T G BT IATE | A9 IA F
FEATT GEOIT f1 FEAT g v T 9% w=d g &
faare &%

FfiF FT STHRT FT AT IFE o o TAferd
FLY L A A TATE | AR faa sz fr
FIA s fagre oea & wew AT W 95 £, fyady
% fafaeeT it | TF & FI0O TR AT oY
TET & dfamzy 4 fregAre g1 B, ITH TR
&Y S § UF T7 7 ag far qrAr 3, IAEy wmAd F
ford FeT A feom AT 2, @ & fr¥ 797 AG
faar wrar 8 =ik 99% afeaR & 779 £ BT $C
arge & e gee Fv faear 327 frar atrar &
YA, FUL STFT AT ASH AF IR (AAA W= AY
5 dtowS oo & wTaHr AT F & TATRMA
qX gud "E A owe e frefrer W AL L

«ft wravaT fag ¢ sgawmfa |, & sAEr Ty
& agg swfaT gar § 917 7 733 § 5 99 40
TR AR O AT W H AT d 99% AY I}
3 ¥

i AT 2 7RG § G w7 oweg
T 3T T g AX AT JrarS W q0F AL & AG
AT AT FT 44 ARA GFAT & ! A A@
o WX G AT A ®aT g &, dv 16w
gu s F1 s fafaa e & fagadt & o o
¥ g WA ot A § 1 S, A FE orgR
& oEh A gUR GIATATIF WA AT IAHRT IGA
a1 g AE qaa 6 § A arge g Aar wr g 7
S & F 3 TFLFT ATAAH 1M F ) TAALG AV
T GEHTT ATFAT 84T &, F47 qZ FAQAT AT & 7
FAT (T ZH ACHR FT AAqAT TCHTT FZT | T
Taf 7 g T, SowAr A e Ay 9%y e
HE R
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sfTe, oo &) AR, FET O AT A wEl-
foar #1 Y fregae form i S Y wea |
TEIIAT | WA G E0Fa o 7190 a9 &1 Agear
[AF | a1 (TR w1 AT gy e
Tt 7 3y faat Aareg 1 fogemn | IR A
5 & a9 forg < A Aferd | 7= g FTH
9T T § | FuvE w9 fag s, S oaeg
F @, @9 qRueE ® 99 8, e A frewe
F2 fefam v § o 9 oY gy iy <@ AT 3

it FRyax fag . ‘R FAm A1 A gE
# @i qrd § W T a9 F TAT A qd #9
FEd g

Y TAFATCAT : T FT I HIST qE &
AT ATA TE R, 7§ 3H q@gA F AT AGT AgAT
g\ @A A e T SAfR qaAT @I g AR HTH
eI a9 97e o 3 fe Afama & ot §ARE
T =19 & 1L § SATET FEAT gy AgAr g | fwAA
& S wrer, 4 fEA W A 9 fE, ogw A
FY Fgd T TECT AL & | A1 AW wgr ag & oy
qu g7 9% fedewa w1 ST S0 A 99 a9 FGU
o o fF 5 AW 9 ST 48 99 @ & W AT &Y
Tg FT AATTAT R ) A A AT & AT ZAT, T
qaTH &Y AT | IuE 9% mfve oA g
AR Tg N aureT I TE | SAAAT AT ALY FF0 AT
a1 & 519 7 g7 @9 &1 A Al A FIA qATA
%< faur s | we Ay fyafeg fegmmm s
e AT OF FA G AT | (Time bell rings)
s, oWt g4 aa gu 10 fAAe s @ gm

it gumwrafa : #F gRT T FEA G AT E R
15 foie & s a1 T8 a9 )

St UHATTAW : #, gwe 10 fAAe /Y A
¥ O § £ a9 T | wre few avg |/ qned
ofaw <l &1 g frar s @ & | aETe R Ay
& AT & AfEFT FT g7 FX @l &, 999 qIL
# WIFT OF JEE T | § HITH AW 0F AR
g% 3T AEAT g | g A% gAI aE & i fema
ag famr g & —

“Received telegraphic call from Abdul
Razak, Simla, we.t petitioner before Himachal
High Court, against Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed,
ntimating that entire Government machinery
with Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed. Harassing and
ordering of the petitioners to withdraw the
writ from Himachal High Court for corrup-
tion and malafides against Fakhruddin Al
Ahmed with the threat that if not withdrawn
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there shall
tioners”.

be danger to life for the peti-

ABDUL WADOOD
General Secretary Haryana Wakf Council

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS (SHRI OM MEHTA) This has
nothing to do with the scope of the Bill.

SHRI GULABRAO PATIL. (Maharash-

tra) : On a point of order, Sir. How is this
telegram relevant ?
SHRIMATI PURABI (MUKHOPA-

DHYAY (West Bengal) : Mr. Deputy Chair-
man, Sir, [ can understand the heart-burning of
Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan as against the Presi-
dential candidate we have put up.

DR.K. MATHEW KURIAN : He did not

mention about Jayaprakash Narayan ? What is
the relevance ?

SHRIMATI PURABI MUKHOPA-
DHYAY : Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, heis only
quoting froma telegram. Taking advantage of
the privilege of this House, heis trying to malign
a candidate with an eye to the poll. 1 take excep-
tion to this kind of thing being allowed in the
House because a telegram is never an authentic
document. Tcansend atelegram in the name of
anybody. Will you accept it as an authentic
document, an official document ? So, Mr.

Deputy Chairman, whatever Mr. Rajnarain
has said should be expunged from the record

DR.K. MATHEW KURIAN : On a point
order. The honourable Mr, Rajnarain hasread
out a telegram and the authenticity of it he has
already given. We cannot go on exmining the
authenticity of each telegram. Telegrams have
been read out in this House. Whatever tele-
gram he has read out, we have to take it on the
face value. The relevance of it is for you to
judge. Butin this case just because the question
relates to the Presidential candidate of the ruling
party, they should not get unnececssarily per-
turbed. It will not add to their value and the dig-
mity of their own candidate to raise this.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Mr,
Rajnarain is being irrclevant. This 1s very
clear. I would request him to finish his specch in

two munutes and be relevant to the business
before the House.

=it Toate fag (afvamm) @ otee o s/
IITSTE WEIRA, W AT & 5 wmgalt wrogqm
& VT § AR 3 ST a7 F &A1 uneafa a7
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F fFiY IoigaR & faeTe A T8) g &ar
arfed |
St TRRTTEW : =i, § FHT FTT AT

% T9F =9 AT B T W AL F FEN AAT
YR NG qTRF q, S AT greie w6 &
i ot 3, & fadaT w@n 9w g fa oz mwwe
g TN A Few #1 gaw g, Mo gfew
“fqdiorad ATz wgAT FizT ;w1

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Mr.
Rajnarain, you keep tothe Bill and finish in
two minutes.

st TrAATCA A, & 7g a9 AEAT §
fr &3 fraf @ a7 THC @A @ AT E 1§
AT AHFI & o qan g f faar fega @«
faar TgE ¥ WY gw A Ao g 1 W favet
T, TSARE ww g F1¢, S iz fadyore grf
FE § T G & TEA AT ATHA, ANy 9000 oy
& gy WHL gAM (27 fF F9 gur amd enE
F Ty, IfF Fq, B FHT FAL F

st vopte fag ¢ faerger @ &0

it TASAITAS © Gollg HFAR, AALA AFEY
ghamn, e #1 d=3= 9. .

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
been asking you to be relevant.

: I have
Please finish.

it AFATAN : T FET F FaFT THRAT ATH
A AT AFG AT E F G WL AU
aA & grAIfaA aeedl & wger § f6 gT a6
Ffash1T & *AT4Tg F °THA ST $T | HOT ATTEE
M qeE § T2 9w, Ifew R, f49eL 9L, 19
F e qie. . (Interruption) Fw fau @12 7 gafed
f& fe ffom ama @ &1 a8 o9qa & ° F
T gH SEad Fehw ?

? og wgm fF fAg @ & @w rm A owed
yEqTE &1 W@l &, g9 9 h  UENE #Y Har & §
%, ofev 9 TEAE IAF AHAL BT QA TG FAT,
ag wea & 1 & =g fr 9wy afdy svow g,
IEN I AN KT GAET g1 AT T GG G
gar wfgaeg @ fF fadt 6t aoifon wr faafes
fedww @, wg uefafqeafza Qs qr g a1 v
AT 9T, 7 TG 9% | FEEA TAT AZAT HAL A
FSee 1T § useufa F g3 & fag av Fr 3 Sty
gl g wa gegW moay Bear g, maT e g
& SHHI g9 F FA1 9300 7 I@ER w8
g1

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH : All
CIA fabrications.
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Y TUFATIAW ¢ WloWTEole & FAT T
o 3fraeT &
o AW AL WAL (TAETA) A
St fargme gaTs wre Swiead § G99 T 2T IR
AT W IAH UFE] FT AT A AT A
Ffrar g, 7 ey K afem &1 & e fadgs
F WA T ARGA TE F AHAT FAF A gAY
v fagms A1 wfw & faar a1 ¥99 dag
Fageg a1 fagras S @Y FEA a9 a9 §
oud fau @o  gfaar #1 fwin 5@ T &, o
far o % fregaR 7 frar smo o) St Ao &
ATl AE § IF AH FA IART g0 &Y
freeaTe #3, ag & @ | 9g AT A AAAT B
T AT AT ENT | WL 39 a8 oy gr fF Ay
FT F13 T AIFEF, Frae aEteE At faaws ar
que-gaeg, ey &1 oY fregare =€t fan s &
wag Ag fadTs 9 AT 1+ agr w4 qE A §3
&, = 4 3f9a qam AT T AT qAT FAT §
AT ARG § ALRIC F A A | g ArE faQey 2m
F A0T IAFT AT L |
IaTETET WEIEA, FAT A% VAT FT HOY FIA
F1 AT 8, 97 A8 (799% 07 FF1 10 A WA |
g seatEA fzav wan on fF asdfas @it #
fgarts T F1HA B FAA FQ ORA0 AW, AN
gy, wamAsE g 8, (998 T & S99 15,
AN & AT B GIQ 2, 9% g fr wvea }
ar femr s, dfea fred 99t #1 g = E
fFodm g
# am g fF o wAmadaw gEt o 5w
g1 freere faam wam & =i Weat 4 91 ow 39
THIT FT qEAIAE BT &1 07 & 5 aqs eqrq 9
T sy &1 fregare BRar war faa & g gqAr
I T a1 wqF F OF A dq faAw W Tq
sanfit 1w # fregare fear st T & ) 3
TF A< A7 g, AHT AT AFAAF FrARIAL
&1 A1 Wil & Had fregar fFar a1 w@r g Wik
n@ A wed gut B o5 Sard # fgeqeary wdes
#r ud @ac g &, faqr § F F
“Most of the workers who are arrested
under the MISA in West Bengal are
Congressmen.”
FAT F G AT AT ATET F ATLHATT FFAT 747 § AT
e §7 ag @A T AT gR WA gan i s
& wit &7 fe g § fregmrdrgd | amdr aEr
ST &1 5@ ®T ITL 3T 999 F3 & (F 9 qAHq A
5 TIANaF WE W e GYAT 941, IR T8I
721 o 74T, F 1S &1 ot oW o AT STAAT F W H1
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[#t s s W]
&1 781 freRaR fwar man afes gw F F0F a1
ot free oo &, KR & st =g g 0w

F forae ST &7 freeare fFe o &, Wi " 3T w7

fregare faar 7ot § /1 9g #@i W aEwE & aar
g & s fgars wFewr F@mr Sy 1 wfE
T & AW A FA T qrqy fwar i 5w & aro
ITHI WA & wauw fregar fwan war e oG9
UoRAA FT AT IATE | 19657 agl TfFea™ &
oy AT g8 A1 WX 99 a9 1971 § A A9
g8 ot AR 9" ww weewE 7 f§ad A aeag,
FEEAAT AR TeR § fregme 67 @ 4 1
G F G FG F AT Y | A ATTE H GAT qF
#1§ wiegar gran & a1 99 =1 fyafaq fedue daz §
AT T sat & o w99 & faard gFaa
LT TAAT AV HIT T AT 97 T T A G ST
&1 &g W gar & wifeeam & Arg ey, 39
# g TATH &3, 7 I 39 a7g » AW FIHRTR
ey o & o SAF efas o 3@ A g
dl 98 99 % 49 FRE F FWEF § | afz o5 w=Ea
q A1 T T AR FGA 1R gHRIAT AT AT qL
39 & faw F99 IET &) He T8 grar fF ag v
dfe ag o Tyee grar & ag few gHT< & Ay a1
76T & AT o w19 § it & @ § AL 99
gagwr & W 9 @uar fF oag fem o was
F i A g d W R gafAn sedr g ar 13
o6 St T FEY & A0 F FIHIT FET G A
T A & fgerrs qFEHT AT A0G | AT qw
ST AR FT fCRAT FLAT AT FIAR A FT
S & TR TGAT A5 S1F gy § MT G A( A
FA & AT 9FHT FF F a0 9106 29 93 F
FTHI A § IT T GHIRT & TG H1TITHT frege
A FTF T @l & 98 a0 & fqd oF g7 Taq
FIAER ¢ gEfag 51 F07 fgare 7 10 & 376
qq & AT AAT A5 |

wa 0 gadl feafa s s @ g s
F1 39 FHATTAT & fgArs sam § e 7w, 379
FT TATA | TAT0 | A7 TAT HT 707 3503 7 T7H7
TR AT ATLGT &+ =% fagre 7 asehfas sar
g 7y, farrdf ofr, e o AN gH wIEd €
T TG A I3 AT IO FE ARLAT ALY
JTAT STAT | U ISE §H TH7C FT o T3
oT fF AggIR A & UF qAiEdE ¥, IWE
FeR Al forar i gr w1 dfe & dwar g, 3Ty
qeit wETEA & & W A & fAF 47 Y eyaeqr @
=ifew | W1 qfdw gaEIT ¥ AT g T
ITET FIEAT FX @ &, WY it ) w3 Q9.
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AT A AT FX G | AfFT gIg F ww G
¢ AT gfere & SFE@A FT AR FY STaEdT AE
S quidde 7 gy 5 a5 w177 & fgars & 6 fa
F AT USAT § I AT TMET IT AT HIAA
¥ qq 7 foar s 1 ST & I A7 @R F wafy
TS &7 T & W UG gH 3T A AG F HF @A |
FIHTCA Fg7 I 78, I H1 T A& W@l B T
AEY IT &1 AT FAwrer Y & T THR & IR
o fage 7 ¥ A7 faw @ &1 ool
AP ST BT JargOw faAr | AF g F Sy
Aterdy agt fregaR § o Fa § < feg S0 &
& M fFe 9@ & @ W € 98 FaT1 TEWF TEL |
a1 5 e & 7 Aty & a7 sEER
FLEE dgagFrfafme | sAH a7 fae-
FTAT 9T, THL HIAT R IATTF, A1 AL ARSI
A I AL IR F AT A 634 I A
weww § 39 UwAfas $fzar s fazarar s
Zq 91 F7 feafy fagre 7 wrsr &1 330 g AT
a7 feafy dar g1 W@ & | T3 FEY GeAMAE FIAT 4
1947 & T8, §1 39§97 Gy giga oy A7 7 F
BT, 3T BT AMG O IART | IA ART AT T
uF Feewm ar gawg F 9fg 1 9g wEF ¥
fr ag doge fagfer S@ w15 99 7@ &)
HERAT MAT ¥ fragd fadiea & Ao f@r o,
AfFa 70T $gd ¥ 5 I3 Traga A Ag § avay
4T 9 & Ag TAgA fawfer afr @ wwdr 1w
T IAE fAGR F AT A FAW AL TG
g | A ARDAT IF TG & IAIHA T F I3A &
ag Wifawa AEAA g A1 HIE AL g aFar {F Iqh
Iqq agT fgar &1 WY & | /0¥ AT wiqrg gy
T XET &, AT qew F1 A1 gfeewmion §ag gfesm
HETAAr A A7 AT QI | AFAT qTH AR AT EqH
FAT F 7€ § W QA ARQAT F G0 A
g | A fagre & wieq € 9 F hEd FIA §
T &899 F 7L (8" 144 F7 qrer &, fogA
fag< fagr g & ama gamg fRar g, Sed
It frTgare fear war s gasr @ar & 9
I T S qFIAT FAT AT AT 94T g€ ITA 1942,
1930 F 9gF & AT F17 qA$9 & qAHIA AU &
q9g § FA9 ¥ A% HIE fHar A@r & 1 w0 w0
H g WIS g1 T | %40 AT HiSEd qAS] #
fae® 3 7 #4137 a3wR a0 gfeeswior A
gt & wav g ? oo qr wfees qfefuad
& AN % qw 9 FHC AT gfoeHior HaTAA
AT o7 FET TP FT gREHIT HIT AITAS G G
& AR W E | W TAIL AT oqa€4T AN AW
&G a1 T ¢ 5 T 1 wrE e A T §
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gagz g mr | fow s & fage & faemie
F IO AHIH IO A T & M I g7 o fee-
T AT F G E T ;T A AT e TE
qTT qFA |

¥ A wel Aged & faagd wear fw ag
qTA # WIS TEq F 1 {5 @ F fraw anr facgmme
& otz fafiwey arfedi & a1¢ @ 519 wro =g fe fram
A T qAFEH FATH T, A 7 A F O Ao
F A fregare 5 v, Y O oS g & e
oA Tifgd | 9 U FY S S w7 qsrean
# firrqaR fFaT a8 A9 937 /R AW F A ae
arfgd | Tyee &9 8 99 aF frae e ) el
A9 OF W FT TH ATT FT AT ALY GO F AqTIT
I o ST AT REr g | 947 B gr R w
F A ued A GFEAfEE § surer 9 9 g,
AT TR TH-AHH I70 @A AFAT TG
AT |

afad &1 &9 g fF & 7 wawn § agaa
g sit f& == faor & 8, afF == fadas & Wy
#Y feafq Gy & G | s @ T ag =fed v
& age & fqaw a9 & 3% U< 99 fF gug I«
g, faaT AT AW AHT AR IHST AT |
TR TRF 2 FF o 792 99 W & a1 fagw
% f9an g gaeq A ORI FX @ & 91
HEE § AW A1 § W A0 Aad g 7 WO IAET
Faer gafan frega s @r § 5 ag fage 71 =7t
feafq 1 gag & 99F ST T F g | 3@AQ
#0 o fasrag § i om0 ST e qaawn aod
I IAFIBIE T | TGN § /T <L 3 G0 @1
qRIATE |

sft ToriR faig : ST-gwafa o, s fadas o=
e & AW g, 98 1A T g 7R @@ R
faegi AvTeEr 3ET § ST AT B ATGATH]
T WY qat &, 7 I faT g f i i g | wfe
&l UF @Ag o1 97 {93 awr & fawrs -
T HT AT LT BT A7 FUAT qAT & g,
I WS & (O F9T U g9 97 g AT T
ST AT IR G FI AAT 47 Ig AT qHA G g7
F QU FLar A7 | @fFF ww frew 27 9@ &
ST AT 3 TR g1 23N AT 3 917 TS
T & St IEHT A | A7 TS & W A G
T aRfFed g AW | FE A AR IW A
fagm & Haifa® SgT o AT aEt rak fraar
A & IS AT /T TF ATLATECE 9T, TF 3il-
o, G0l <= a1 A o 99 AR sEE agfem
W} gATE T & T | e §fF AR 3W &
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wTE & AT5 g w93 &, AfET T8 aweRe E A -
fom gzt T AAAT & F T 3w & g AR Ag AE
AT ot TG TS AN AATF AT FAT & GACSF
fa<iet o "% SAwT 91 AT Arfed A7 a7 g
%1 | faamr o 7wa & 99 f5 #09 & 7999 §5
TAH TT FI IUX A3 A IA IFT A1E APV AT &1
T Mo 717 AT fog 1 3 faaiey a7 & Fqr a7 9% |

[The Vice-Chairman (Shri Jagdish Prasad}
Mathur) in the Chair| .

afe sod wamET 27 A gfagE @ fay
TF FT AAT F13 AGT a9 AH0 | AT {0 @ &
T S FTH T EaZ W AqD T FTH TG F@
fF W A=6 1§ o1 a2 | 7 FNE 37 F T F
e ot T &, oww gEE §; Oy Ji S AT )

THT A1 BT 7T A FTAAT I qTATHRT AAT
g O | g ArfaaTRz ®§ ogEY AT 97 asgafq
AT Fq99  USH 34 AT @ ¥ ar arfeardz &
o7 gU FXAT AT I F qA U AATRY A €T
U frar | frad swEE At qra g 1 =fgd I
7g o7 o AR T A T T qUAT Er A
IR AL TE T AT, JAFT GATAT IV 94T
q% q9 7 FH IR UTAT HERT FT ULAT A
fear |\ ag grar %0 wsgwly A% & @ifaq 7 @r
gfes TR I F FTCTETA KT IAFT & K007 Y
TE | TG AT U Y FIlAAT AT FY ATH BT
TE | Ig IR I AT FEfFEAET § | wA qAATHT
ST g @ ¥ fr et 1 AItaes AT 961 a1 A8y
g §mraan g o R ot Aser #1, ar fager A
aaq faarAced $ fFal o dvIT &1 a1 w1 o
S WIET FT AT § SHRT AAER FET AID) AT
TENE | AAT AW AT T & AU, IWHT g F
forg ag & &1 1At & fF 3% A fhar s
ST BT AT § AT S a9, 0 A7 T
FI @I F TEA AT FT AEIT ASET B F
fast 1 & AT g 5 98 ORI H aE g
%, 91¢ Tg FUA TE F GLHTC G AT A E FY
JTHTC G ITHT 947 F77 a3 & fF 98 30 & "a<
ST F FEF TG F, T FT g F AN
T R | W FAT gH IG FW F FW & ND
ged 3 @1 A wrAar g fr 15 W g g 9® ag
HYFT I HT AR, A1G FHE FT TIHIT G ATH
HH F T TG TN &, HIT USHATAF o7 F1 T
TEY HGT § q SHHT gEAT F0iEd |

T A FT© AW Far ¥ oy @
ANGEE AE TN ATl Afew TR wmn I fw
3— 4 {27 09 7@ 919 & A7 979 §T § A AL
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T3 @ el g fag § oUW S &Y
gfem agr g fasam f5 ag @87 & AR
A2 | oAy S # fAad gae fAaq g 999
YT 29T A9l (Aed % g9 wedr 9| #7699 |
fa<idn o & A<e F1, Fg 98 TOATTIG [T 1 AT
ZEX T & § IADI AT ATG Fger AT AT qGG
faerar & 1 @ fgmng emmman s, 39 f59 & 3¢
a1 5T A A a1 ag A gy stra fn
& F gaeq1 &7 s " A g fegrAm @
HearFgra ot aug H a3 § Wy fFar sar
SRTT SEET S femma A S o) AW w1 ga
FA@ T § A AW T G F QT ITA AT
1 A § I F g9ra fq@d g w s A
faer &

I A% F i oY Ay o, Stwa fo=w few
2?7 frar & 908 @ & awedt #1 fraw
I EEeEi Y g S o f agi X s 91§, S
Tegafd & UET F UFG § W ST AIT KT OFE-
TG FT OFT § | W TH AW D ARG A@ |
HTH ToAT & AT ¥ ag AWt g R oI w & e
A H1AT AET G qFAT g |

o Fag &fwa T wiws quw fwd 0 &
I WFE SIEAT AIEAT § AT A AT § [ 2w
fag fadredy qor & A & fqedze &1 g@IMF
TR g9 1950-51 A 9T Ifrd F w< fas i
F0S ©90 @9 F UIF X, AT AR FATH &
el AU agaag i g | g faudtaa &
arigr &1 39 3w & fin § o9 fF S aet g
qraT g, $A% 717 faea? &4 § Fwe faars o
qEAT AW, ALK F TAD TT IW & AL TFAT
FIG &, ¥X GEAA | TIAT FIG § T AL A
Forzeaggdaraw &\ Rfaudnsrdmr iy
FY T § A =AfEd, Al A g s
a0 & fag awqe & f5 ag G971 a9 169 AR
39 ATG AT IfH F FL @9 FTW TIAT § |
¥ guzar g fo w0 foeRary sto §g0 Rferd, o
qroudo HIX A odiomTEo quT TEw #fy @<
fadndt arfeg & IO @, Y 7 W & weT wmify W)
TR KT HEAA AL T@AT AEd ¢ Wi fawd
feAit = F@n gy, fergmam & #va’ 9T UF aXE
FHE AR AFIAR & FRL AN 99 § q3F | 9
I TME AR A F T3 FE AATS AT T
fFa@ A TR AEdr 9Y fF qarsr 99 a/7 a®
qgamat S, dfF At 39 & Jar, a8 3 Gy
@ & &, ¥ 7 faaws W@ FEIAT § w7y
T (I &1, 3 AT AT 90 T 7 57 F7 qfizaq
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ST HT AT AT TA I FY wriuF feafa iz o qrara

Fafiona 1§ ag amer g fF fggeam & samemc

A wAeg &, @i fergeam & «1T agq awaare

g1 WS qF I AL A Agr awa e

e I qrel &1 sAT Ao Ay A B g arfern-
FE 10 BEET 6 AT Ao G5 06 A6 q9q7 77
TS AT | AFAGT AF AT T 7 Aqm a9 99 |

(Time bell rings) 3gasmeget agleT, wrfatgmd
AT &, gH a7 AT sl & qafas ar &g |
ST ST T A @€ ZT A & | ITRT GT o
el Faar fF ST e quw o foar )

& gg faam st aarg e o faqar gy
3w F1 afaw & I AT S 95 @I § 39T &
FIRO g & % fardl o & o1 q519 395 fw 0
&1 W G194 H ATV g1 qerd, 3 I T qAET B
TTH § AT I 3 AT I ah By 79 § )
At TSHTTEW ST, AT OF 19 A9 @ {6 57 /Y
T FEI & 97 AT FGAAT qgT R GAT &, T wgriAaAr
TG JIST & GATAT W& AGT FT &, TG 7 7419 Fgrfrat
gTa @ & | A oAa & fF g 3w F qsaafy
FTFATT B @I & | =7 GEERT HAl HgH qI
ST | gAY 3W &1 Araey @ fod a8 g o e
s argaan & uar @ § 1 TewTaaw S
& & FogT e g 15 9% faa® 3@ g F A
AT F G § WA AT T B §597d & f@AT®
g

St ATATAN : § JEAT AGAT§ T
I | R GENIS 936 AMLH  HE HAA A
aFq g !

IIEATLAE (A7 Sty TAE AIAT) ¢ WA
TEAFTY & T TG & AT AT TR

St AT - 2fed, "adtg fraw 33
TAHT T IATE | T AT 50 FATEA 7T AgAE
% farms fee sfae & s &1, 98 79« #71 & |
i 4 wgr gaHT F41 ALT 47 {5 3 oAy gi—
Iq 9T Aw fag FT 909 AU 41, STET T FT
M ;AT AT

ot T fag : Aemer AERE, § @ 919 AL
gafoa & w2 THRAT (F sqaear F1 A7 AF fGgeqm
F g9 a weqfd & faen® T q8T & G &
T FL | AT A 38 AE § S0 a1 § 7N
aug & A fade o S o AdY S g g
foom SR & I8 1 # IAEI TIAT qAT IAT ATEAT
g SAEl WA W AT A FAL AL N QAT

oft TrrTTAe : FT 99 g8 B ALK Fa
T
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st T fag : & 3 A @ Ay F fAg
AN AT & TUstarTaer faawr Stadr =< fag ¥
RIS T3€ a9 FT AGH AT 47 3qfed ALY AT
o 7T W & Haw 929 AT ITF q@L gey S ;i
& 7gy A | qHAY A AT BT FAA g9 B "
T faaTd 1T g2ar & FNfF AT T7 3w F A"
T O G AT Tl s f9ed g9 & wifg 2
o9 fagrt & HgT A T AAT AzT &0 avd
FA & AN F=5T WG, TAT AT grAT g 5 S FT
FTEETATT F7d & TZAAA R | AFRT T AAT A=
gEr a1 gy 5 qmd F18 T@s gean 2,
Fgi FAAET gf &7

w I : FT TG FAAE Y

siv TovatT fag R frar @ fF deesea
g amF; fovgare fwamr s, | .

=t yATWOEW ¢ 19 FyT | wiowdz Fraw g
g W A FE AR g AE § BE A7 2

=t IuEt fog - ITEAnTe |, § AU
oY & Fg1 g, 39 fErge A & o FUE THA g,
= fozeam F wwe I wEl & arEl g g,
afe et w1 49 17 RCEATC ALY FT T, 3R]
& wt favgary Fw Ter * IS Ay B T aw
a1 ? 3T A1 FF q40 & AW q9E 493, .

ofY TRAATTAY : TF F FAA & {76 gfa
Tt # feg s gim FE AR g FE A F & @9
B

it To\X fag s e = fag & w9
q7 §% FX, ATST F HGI AH<, 9 q&T A qriEe
go | gLy FoAg TR § oAl A F FA OA-
A fa & zfaT agr a1 71fzd, @ awa gty #7
TENfAF R W@ AR € | AfFT A wg wra
& a2 d AT FFat A AT qAfTAr v w o g
SOIFF WO @WAT A9 2 1 ar U srar #
F1Y § T & A0 AN FTF F7TIAT G0 AR
fewr @ e ér g @1 {9 gra 7 T &t wisa
% gaaT afY TH IW F FSTAS FIAT T@ATE HIT M-
g F FAW WA & A0 HOX qEATAAA ST
49 977 FE1 ST & aTv. W FITRA FEAT €1, AT
ot fregAe FT BN, e Ag dm A fgA F vw
EATAE 99 g1, 81 ®ET G, WAET 7 OFY
AT TG OX AT ENT | TZ A9 a1 g7 Fw e
&1 A5<as AT 9 a1 Sy AFET @ ¥ SAwr A1a-
am 1 dfwa w5 aaafas wd ofr ST &1 =9
291 &7 fAHETQ 2 FHA 9EF F AL, IA qT A BT
fam@ g 1w RS gerdy T wSATOAN X
ardf A wEE FE, @Todlomge (uW) AT A
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FqL, 9T AN gfeann w1 8 aws a5 @ A0«
faa, OT aF T A A, Fewan IF TE qE
faar | ST AN A, FrOS F @ F A FIEEE ITW
F LT TGN IGA IAT A, IF FAT AGAE AT
foeiara &, AT A ITT A T | AT AT FL-
frml 7 FTAATT T AT & W WHATTAT AT WA
TR AT AL AL ST TR & T § LT A0
qEd F 3% AT aqvEd) 1 FE w077 EATE
4 pM.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN : You arc
creating a Fascist State.

ot XA TR 370 Fag wferT & HAT IEAl
g 5 guw & A & A7 F qrg qgrd § 7w AR

FIOHT GE FT AT I § 37 fAA g

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN :
Prime Mumister’s Gestapo.

Y T ez o AR WO TR AT AAT R
o ag & o 7@ T $H A wHAE TG EN
A ga T & F1a FIAT ST FEAHTT HIAT T
@ fFar Srdwr | g9 2w F 9T 97 29 Q1 ER
FOTTIT REA G @T AT @ § grAT A, ..

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN : You are

Prime M nster’s Gestapo. You will ke under
arrest tomorrow.

Yeu are

ot TorEiT Fag  @W 9 A7 T AT § /L
gAY FOA A T R & I AEr ) a8
TR AT &7 FAT F FTe0 AE w0 (F FW AT ;A
F AT A ST ASEA 2, AR F H1S ZANT ATE &Y
F7 F g1, 918 & 15 fxoaTe €1 %41 A 21, A8 q93
TEEq AAT A 2T, TTHIT ATIA FTURT TETFATA 1)
el AT GIET 41 7 1, WL 9 TH AT W F F19
H W92 TAAT 8, A1 TART AT F AR AT 0

I LRI AT STAT RO AT Y, AZ AR HI
Fi¥f{raz@3qd fAAW R FIA @ 1 FIHR
FA7 %4 3 6 37 F00 B 7T AR, T3 FTA
FTTAEA L, AT RITA GAE, TET ARG B AR
¥ =g W 9g=d | SET W A A 3g s
& {% w103 & wTLar & A1 AL T T FC GAG
st fommon & AT F1gT AL S A A A0 |
T AL 1 AT HOTH BT, IR T A FrATR
@ @ frar strdar e Iad fad e ar v f
F(TT A7 TELA Faill, T AE FLAT L0 |

(Interruptio 1)

=Y wTARAT fay . ol TATIEm 0 F U
a1 &\ 9% SIS WA ATT HwF AT AT AL IACF |
IAF FAAT AALET ATAT AR A FART TAT
FeAl FfEgd |
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SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN
{Kerala) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, 1 oppose this
Bill.I do not know, Sir,in what seriousncss this
Bull has been brought by an experienced parlia-
m:ntarian, like the hon’bie Shri Bhupesh Gupta,
who has moved this Bill. 1 taks it, Sir, that it
must have been done with some seriousness be-
cause the Bill must have been introduced long
back. There was a period of onc or two years for
its deliberation and the Bill has come up sub-
sequently for discussion. On account of some
reason or 01 account of the fact that he has left
in a hurry, the hon’ble Mover of the Bill has not
been able to keep pace withthe proceedings in
this hon’ble House because he has not been here
throughout these proceedings this day.

Sir, this Bill has got two faces and on ac-
count of the reasons arising out of these two
faces separately as well as jointly T am constr-
ained, Sir, to oppose this Bill in its entirety.
Looked at from one aspect, this Bill propounds
privileges for Members of Parliament and Mem-
bers of State Legislaturcs.

And personally, Sir, I am aganst any pri-
vilege whatsoever so far as the * “embers of Par-
liament or Members of Legislat ces are concer-
ned. [Inprinciple,]amnotable to supportthe
pivileges that are enshrined in the provisions of
the Constitution, privileges which are avatlable
to the Members of the British House of Com-
mons as they are stated in the provisions of the
Constitution itself. Ttis stated that these privil-
eges are intended for the better functioning of
Members of Parliament and Members of Legi-
slaturzs bat in a developing country like ours, [
have a feeling that these privileges have been
misused to a very large extent on the floors of
Parliament and Legislatures. Sir, 1t does not go
well with the people of this country who are
economically backward, politically backward and
socially backward that a separate caste of citi-

zens is produced in Members of Parliament and.

Members of Legislatures. It would have been
good if the social, political and economic con-
ditions of the people of this country had been
at such a high level that they would not mnd
som: extra concessions being delivered to per-
sons who are engaged in public work, who are
charged with the performance of the public
functions and duties. But that 1s not the
condition that exists in this country and,
therefore, we should not in any way widen the
gulf between the people and separate scctions
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of the people even if these sections are Mem-
bers of Parliament and Members of Legis-
latures. Therefore, Sir, any extra privileges or
concessions in favour of Members of Parlia-
ment or Members of Legislatures would not
go well with the people of this country and will
not be consumed or digested by the people
of this country. The people of this country
would only be unhappy that certain privileged
classes of citizens above the law—as it is called
or as it may be called—are coming up. Cer-
tainly, this feeling should not be psychologi-
cally or mentally in any Member of Parliament
or in any Member of Legislature. When they
travel, when they go about discharging their pub-
lic functions and duties, when they go to hos-
pitals, when they go by buses or trains or aero-
planes, the fact must not weigh with them that
they are Members of Parliament and, there-
fore, they are entitled to certain concessions or
precedence over the vast run of common
people of this country who stand in queue. The
Members of Parliament and the Members of
Legislatures must stand 1n the same queue in
this country so far as rights other than the rights
they exercise on the floors of Parliament or
Legislatures are concerned. If they stand
in queue, as they must, I should think certainly,
Str, in respect of a law like preventive detention
it cannot be stated that Members of Parlia-
ment or Members of Legislatures should not
be subjected to or should be excluded from the
provisions of various laws relating to preventive
detention.

Str, there is another aspect that arises out
of this lezislation. What does this legislation
confirm ? [f one says that a certain section or
class of citizens of this country should be ex-
cluded altogether from the Preventive Detene
tion laws, the clear result, th: inevitable in-
ference is that the person who says that, gives
a certificate of fitness, a cortificate of correct-
ness to the Preventive Detention laws them-
selves. What is Mr. Bhupesh Gupta doing ?
Does he know that he has been opposing the
Preventive Detention laws on the fioor of this
House and he has been opposing MISA 7 But
by moving a Bill of this nature, he is now
giving a certificate to the Government that
the rest of the portions of the Preventive
Detention laws should be implemented so far
as the remaining sections of the citizens of this
country are concerned but please do not im-
plemant it against th: Members of Parliament
and Members of Legislatures. That, Sir, is
a funny and nidiculous situation and 1t 1s this
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Sir, the Preventive Detention is a thing
which has got to be opposed, not opposed in
part but opposed in totality. In this country,
various Preventive Dectention laws have been
enacted by Parliament and by the various
State Legislatures and if one looks at the his~
tory of this country after independence, one
would be ashamed, if I may say so, on the large~
scale use of Preventive Detention laws that
have becn made by the Central and State Gover-
ments in this country, and the large-scale
use of viplence in that form perpetrated against
the citizens of this country. The honourable
Mr. Rajnarain stated, Sir, that firing was reso-
rted to by Mr, Pattam Thanu Pillai when he
was Chief Minister of Travancore-Cochin and
that hehad resorted to Preventive Dctention.
Some other hon. Member asked whether Mr.
Karpoori Thakur when he was Chief Minister
of Bihar, particularly in 1967-68 had not re-
sorted to firing, had not resorted to Preven-
tive Detention. Sir, the question is not whether
one has used it or not. I have no doubt that if
a particular law is in the Statute Book and
that law is convenient to be used at a parti-
cular point of time, whatever your principle,
whatever your theory, if you are in the saddle
at the moment, you would use it.

Sir, let us take Preventive Detention it-
self. Who are the opponents of Preventive De-
tention on the floor of this House ? Every-
body opposes but more than anybody else, the
left parties oppose it; the Communist party of
India, the Communist Party (Marxist) the
Socialist parties, all these parties oppose but
may I ask the question to myself and to others
in office as to whether everyone of these parties
has not used Preventive Detention in one form
or the other at one stage or the other when they
were in office ? Sir, there was twice over a left
Government in Bengal.

In both of them with which Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta was associated and other leftist parties
were associated, they had resorted to preven-
tive detention; they had resorted to police
firing,

Sir, in Kerala in 1967-69 there was a
coalition of left parties and other parties (7ime
Bell) including the Marxist Communist Party,
the CPI and my own party. There was a strike
by engineers and the entire State was paralysed
on account of the engineers’ strike. Sir, I
was a member of the Liaison Committee at
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that time. Looking back 1 remember as to
how the Liaison Committee consisting of the
then Chief Minister, a Marxist leader, two well-
known CPI leaders who are in office in the pre-
sent ministry also—all of us —sat together and
took the decision that the engineers be detain-
od under the PD Act. They were detained,
Sir, certainly I am ashamed that preventive
detention was used by the Government. Every-
body would have been ashamed. But the
questionis not, whether you were ashamed ear-
lier or afterwards the fact is that you did do it,
Sir, looking back, today I can say with an
amount of personal pride and with an amount
of humility and politeness that the only Govern-
ment in this country after independence which
did not use preventive detention and which
did not make the police fire was the Govern-
ment of Kerala, a coalition ministry that was
led by a Socialist group in 1960—63. That was
led by no other a person than the late honou-
rable Mr. Pattom Thanu Pillai to whom Mr.
Rajnarain referred. That was an act of de-
liberation on our part. We were in office then—
the Socialists and one or two other parties to-
gether. In 1960-63 we had taken a decision in
Kerala that we would not use the PD Act, come
what may. We had asked the police not to
fire at the citizens, and it is that great delibera-
tion which was implemented with great will
and dctermination. The Socialist-led Pattam
Thanu Pillai ministry in Kerala from 1960-
63, of which T had the privilege of being a
member, did not use the PD Act and did not
make the police fire.

But, Sir, the question is not really about
the exercise of the power but the power it-
self. The power is bad and the power should
not be on the Statute Book for anybody to
exercise. The implementation of the MISA
in the various States would show, Sir, that it
has been used for various purposes other than
purposes connected with internal security.

Sir, the CPI and Mr. Bhupesh Gupta are
very much against the P. D. Act.

DR. V.A. SEYID MUHAMMAD (Kerala):
May I make a correction ? Jn that coalition
ministry the Congress also was a partner and
the Home Minister was a Congress Minister.
To claim entire credit for the PSP is really dis-
torting the facts.

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN
I never said PSP. I never claimed it for my-
self. 1 was very careful in choosing my words
and I have always been careful in choosing my
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words whether it is in the forum of Parliament,
whether it is in court or whether it is in a public
meeting. I have said, Sir, that it was a Socialist-
led coalition ministry.
DR. V.A. SEYID MUHAMMAD

Half truths are misleading.

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN :
Therefore, it is absolutely meaningless to sug-
gest that I did not mean what I said or that the
hon. Member did not understand what I said.
I have great pride in saying that the then Minis-
ter of Home Affairs was none else than Mr.
Chacko who was a Congressman and who is
no more here, and it was the will and the deci-
sion of the Cabinet as a whole, and my hon.
friend knows how a Cabinet functions.
(Interruptions) Tt is silly on the part of the hon,
Member to have said it against a speech in which
1 tried to be as clear and as objective as I could
be.

I am concluding by suggesting that the
implementation of MISA and the implemen-
tation of the Preventive Detention Act in the
various States, particularly on the eve of the
railway strike, has shown that these laws are
bzing misused, being capitalised, for purposes
other than those which Parliament or the Legis-
latures have meant. For example, in Kerala
a CPI Ministryisin office. Thehon. Member
M. Bhupesh Gupta’s group is the group which
lead; the Ministry and on the eve of the railway
strike, they used MISA, they used the preventive
detention laws. We find that in various States,
including Kerala, these acts have been used
not only against non-members of Legislatures
and Parliament but used against Members.
It was used in Bihar against none other
than the CPI leader, Mr. Ramavatar Shastri,
M.P. Therefore, I oppose this Bill. I oppose
this Bill because I do not want the Preventive
D:tention Act to be on the Statute Book at
all, but this Bill gives a licencc for the preventive
detention law to be on the Statute Book.

Thank you.
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SHRI SANAT KUMAR RAHA (West
Bengal): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, 1 support
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta’s Bill and I do not think
this Bill 1s opposed to the question of immunity
of general citizens of India from detention
without trial, I think the spirit of this Bill
is this, that it starts with a protest against the
MISA and the DIR. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta
has spoken many times in this House on this
subject and has pointed out that this sort of
detention without trial is bad in the case of
Naxalities or in the case of other political
people, that thus is autocratic exercise or mjsuse
of power. Sir, I think personally that so
long as the capitalist system 1s there, the pro-
blems of hunger and poverty will be there, and
profit, blackmarketing and hoarding will be
there. So long as these things are there,
there will be crimes, social and economic
crimes. And so long as this system goes
on, any ruling party must have to resort to
such laws which will cnipple the people 1n
many ways, whether it is MISA or DIR or
any other law which can be exercised autocrati-
cally. We say that India is democratic and
there is democracy in India. Thus democracy
is held by the ruling party internationally
and nternally. But inside India what do
wesee 7 We see that inside the democracy
in India, we have no right to have a job;
but we have got every right to have
property, profit, hoarding, etc. In the demo-
cracy in India we see that we have no right to
have two mcals dadly. This is the basic thing
which the Directive Principles of the Counsti-
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tution seek to provide. In part 1V of the
Constitution we have got the Directive Princi-
ples for social justice and all those things.
Very good slogans are there. But so long as
these problems are not solved, the internal
democracy in India will be complicated, will
not be a true democracy in the spirit of
democracy by the people and for the people.
So long as poverty is there, there will be
some people and classes who would like to
trade on poverty, profit on poverty, When the
MISA was enacted, when the Defence of India
Rules were passed, I think a promise was given
that these laws would be exercised and applied
very cautiously, not on any political grounds.

What do we see in India ? Either in vil-
lages or town and metropolitan cities, this law
is applied by the police authorities. In the
villages, some parties bride the police and
according to the advice of that party, some
people are arrested under MISA. This is
the case in West Bengal. The Congress faction
is there. They advise the police to catch some
people under MISA or DIR. This way,
MISA and DIR are being exercised not by
somebody at the top, but by the police and the
bureaucracy and even the judiciary. We go
to the courts. It is very expensive. There
is always a possibility that there will be breach
of law and peace. Thcrefore, the Government
says that MISA and DIR should be applied to
maintain law and order. By this slogan, the
Government has been empowered by MISA
and DIR. The previous speaker said that the
United Front Government in West Bengal
and various other Governments also used
MISA and DIR. Some exceptions can be
there. But MISA and DIR are being applied to
break down the very system of society by the
ruling regime. This is the case here. What
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta says is this. After all,
democracy means elections and elected people
are respected with dignity. We call this house
‘August House’. The Assemblies are also
called bike that. This Act is misused. When
we raise our voice of protest, we are arrested.
These things are happening day in and day out.
The question of privilege is being raised by
the M. Ps. and M.L.As. When an
M.P. is arrested, the information has to
be sent to the Speaker. The police has to take
precautions and decide whether they should
arrest or not. The M.P’sand M.L.As, are get-
ting many privileges in their daily lives. These
things arethere in the system of our society.

(Time bell rings)



137 M. Ps. and state Legislatures
immunity

Sir, this Bill of Mr. Bhupesh Gupta is a

very serious Bill. The Government should

support this Bill and accept it so that the elected

representatives who are respected by the people |-

and the Government should be free from
detention without trial.

They should be free from this sort of detenti-
on without trial. If we start with this then a sit-
uation will come when we all can fight against
the misuse of MISA and this maylead ultimately
to the repeal of this black Act. It can be
repealed only by following two processes,
namely, economical and political processes. So,
I think this Bill has been brought forward for
the acceptance by the Government and there-
fore Irequest the Government to accept this
Bill and take steps to make legislators in the
States and at the Centre immune from deten-
tion without trial. The Naxalities who are
now in jails in West Bengal and other places
arc not given even the minimum necessities
such as books, interviews and food. Such
is the treatment meted out to the so-called
Narxalities. What is happening is that these
brilliant young men are now rotting in jails.
Their future career has been lost. The Govern-
ment is also losing sympathy of the people.
The country will lose these brilliant young
men who can otherwise make substantial
contributions to our nation. Government
should seriously consider these points resulting
out of misuse of Preventive Detention and
MISA and accept this Bill making legislators
immune from detention without trial. With
these words, I give my support to the Bill.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI
F.H. MOHSIN): Sir, I have heard with atten-
tion the points made by various Members of this
House regarding the Bill brought forth by Shri
Bhupesh Gupta. Unfortunately the range of
discussion has gone beyond the scope of the
Bill. Many Members bave touched wupon
points which are not very relevant to the Bill
or which do not even concern the Bill. Shri
Bhupesh Gupta’s Bill says in its Objects and
Reasons :

“In our country, Members of Parliament
and of the State Legislatures do not enjoy
immunity from arrest and imprisonment,
not even from detention without trial. In
order to uphold the dignity of Parliament
and the Legislatures of the States as also
in the public interest, it is necessary to pro-
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vide for such members immunity from deten-
tion in custody without trial.”

He only wants immunity for Members of
Parliament and members of State legislatures
from arrest and from detention in custody
without trial. But unfortunately the range
of discussion travelled much beyond the, scope
of thisand sometimes MISA was under discus-
sion rather than this Bill.

Sir, the use of the phrase ‘“detention in
custody without trial” seems to imply to specific
types of privileges of Members of Parliament and
State legislatures. One is that the provision
of the Criminal Procedure Code under which
a person can be kept in custody pending in-
vestigation or trial would cease to be appli-
cable to MPs and MLAs. The other is that
such Members would be exempt from the pro-
visions of the Preventive Detention laws that
are now in force in the country.

1 do not think that No. 1 above was ever
intended by Shri Bhupesh Gupta, though the
Bill actually covers people under trial under
the ordinary penal law of the country. QObvi-
ously he has not made out this point. I think he
only meant to claim immunity for Members of
Parliament and members of State legis-
latures from the provisions of the Preventive
Detention laws. As the Members are aware,
the Preventive Detention laws have been
in force since the year 1950 and they were
extended from time to time until they lapsed
on 31st December, 1959, although many of the
States wanted their extension much beyond
that date.

So, after the lapse of that, some of the
State Governments passed their own detention
laws. States like Andhra Pradesh, Madhya
Pradesh, Maharashtra, Rajasthan, etc. enacted
their own laws providing for preventive de-
tention for the purpose of detaining such
persons who, they thought, would create a
law and order situation or might be a source of
danger to the security of the state. Later on,
Sir, an Ordinance was promulgated provid-
ing for d:tention and later it became the
Maintenance of Internal Security Act and it
was passed on the 7th May, 1971. So, Sir, with
only a break of about two years, the Preventive
Detention Act has been in force right from
1950. When the Preventive Detention Bill
was first introduced in the House in 1950,
the then Home Minister, Sardar Patel, had
observed like this :
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“When law is flouted and offences are
committed ordinarily, there is the criminal
law which is to be enforced. But where the
very basis of the law is sought to be undermi-
ned and attempts are made to create a state of
affairs in which, to borrow the words of
the late Shri Motilal Nehru, ‘men would not
be men and law would not be law’, we feel
justified in enforcing emergent and extraordi-
nary laws.”

This is the very purpose of which MISA
was brought forward. These are the words of
the late Sardar Patel when the Preventive
Detention Act was passed in 1950.

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN: I do
not want to interrupt you. But I would
like to point out one thing: These words were
made against the Communists by Sardar Patel.
But now the Communists are with you,

SHRI F. H. MOHSIN : It was not .itainst
the Communists alone. It was intended :cr
the people who, in his words, ‘‘were not men”.

SHR1 K. CHANDRASEKHARAN :
Sardar Patel never meant it that way.

SHRI F. H, MOHSIN: Even the present
law is not against any political party, either
against Shri Chandrasekharan’s party or
somebody else’s. It is against such people who
think they are men, but who are not real men
and who take the law into their hands and this
is meant to be used only against such persons.

Then, Sir, so far as the privileges of the
Members are concerned, article 105(3) is there
in the Constitution of India.

* ...The powers, privileges and immuni-
ties of each House of Parliament, and of the
members and the committees of each House,
shall be such as may from time to time be
defined by Parliament by law, and, until so
defined, shall be- those of the House of Com-
mons of the Parliament of the United King-
dom, and of its members and committees,
at the commencement of this Constitution.”

Under article 194, the priyileges of the
Legislatures of the States and their committees
have also been defined. Till now, Sir, neither
the Parliament nor the State Legislatures
have enacted any law establishing their rights
and privileges.

Sir, under the Rules of Procedure relating
to the conduct of business in the Houses of
Parliament, there is a requirement that when-
ever a Member is arrested on a criminal charge
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or for a criminal offence, sentencing him with
imprisonment or detaining him, the authority
taking such action shall intimate to the Speaker
or the Chairman as the case may be suzh facts in-
dicating the reasons for the arrest or detention
or conviction as the case may be. Similarly,
intimation is also required to be given to
the Chairman or the Speaker of the State Legis-
lature as the case may beand these are consi-
dered essential for the proper discharge of the
functions of the Legislatures and the Parliament
and hence they are there. But, Sir, Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta wants through his Bill another
privileged class of citizens. Of course, I know
that Mr. Chandrasekharan does not like that.
But I am myself surprised that being a socialist
and coming from the Communist Party, he
is thinking in terms of a new privileged class.
There are about 750 Members of Parliament.

There are about 3500 Members of
Legislatures. He wants to create a special
class or privileged class having immunity form
arrest or detention for this class only. Of
course, if he had brought some bill against
the provisions Preventive Detention Law, as
a whole one could understand. We know
his ideas on that. He wants to take away only
a certain class of people, that is, Members of
Parliament and Members of the Legislatures
from the provision of the MISA. He wants
to create a privileged class. I cannot under-
stand how, being a socialist, being a prominent
member of the CPI he is advocating the es-
tablishment of a special class, Mr. Chandrase-
kharan, Mr. Rajnarain and others do not
agrec with these views; they have made them-
sclves very clear. They are against the whole
Act itself-—~the Maintenance of Internal Sec-
urity Act. Of course, it is their outlook.

As I have already pointed out, MISA is
meant only to protect pcople from unsocial
elements. It is also intended to protect the
States from those persons who are a danger
to the security of the State. It is also intended
to protect people against hoarders and black-
marketeers and profiteers. We have been
using it for that purpose also.

Sir, of course, hon. Members have covered
a very wide range of implementation of the
Maintenance of Internal Security Act in their
respective areas. Many have pointed out the
incidents in Bihar or UP or Kerala or elsewhere.
1 cannot go into details. That would be rather
a discussion on the working of the Maintenance
of Internal Security Act. I think the House
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would get another opportunity to discuss the
working of the Maintenance of Internal Sec-
urity Act when the reply would of course be
forthcoming. When we are discussing the
limited scope of the Bill, I do not think that
it would be very much relevant to do so now.

Mr. Rajnarain, as is usual with him has
taken this forum to criticize some individuals,
some dignatories, who are not at all concerned
with this Bill nor with the Maintenance of
Internal Security Act. He has tried to make
references to writ petitions pending against
Shri Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed as Munister.
This is not the first occasion when he has
brought in the name of Mr. Fakhruddin Ali
Ahmed. Even when legislation was being pas-
sed on the Rampur Raza Library, he brought
in his name. That is very unbecoming of a
man of his stature to bring in some one who is
not concerned with this law or with this Biil.
He has made some uncalled for allegations.
This is not the forum to discuss all these things.
Parliament cannot be made the forum to dis-
cuss all these things. Such allegations are being
made by one paper which is indulging in
such things. We know its intentions. We
know what it stands for. But to gquote
what a party paper says in this House is not
pioper. Anyway, he has tried to discuss
so0 many things which are not very relevant.
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta has stated the reasons
for bringing this Bill. He says MISA
has bDeen used to suppress Opposition
parties. Many other Members have also made
similar allegations, including Dr. Mathew
Kurian, Mr. Chandrasekharan, Mr Rajnarain
and so many others. I have to state that when
the question of security is 1nvolved and the law
and order has to be maintained, we do not
make any difference between this party and
that party. Whoever is involved in that, we do
not hesitate to take action against him, even if
he happens to be a Congress man, even if
he is a member of the ruling party.

To substantiate that I have got figures to
show that there are quite a large number of
Congress men who are also detained under
the provisions of this particular Act. Sir, for the
information of this House. I may quote
figures of the nvmber of persons detained
during the period from 7-5-71 to 30-6-72 that
7 Congress men were detained.

Congress (O) people were 13, Jana Sangh 1,
CP1 1, CPI (M) 517 and Akali Dal 1. You will
notice that there were 7 Congressmen and
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CPI Member was only 1. It cannot be said
that it was meant to suppress the opposition
parties. For the period from 1-7-72 to 30-6-73,
the total detentions were 520. Out of that, 82
were Congressmen, Congress (O) 1, Jana
Sangh 29, Swatantra Party 5, CPI (M) 388,
Akali Dal 1 and DMK 1.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN : Does it
mean that your main opposition is CPI (M) ?

SHRI F.H. MOHSIN : The time is also
over. It is not true to say that MISA Act
was intended to suppress the opposition part-
ies. It is intended to see that the essential sup~
plies are made available to the people at large.
It was used against the black-marketeers and
hoarders. It was also used against those who
created a law and order problem, and who are
dangerous for the security of the country. The
MISA has been useful for maintaining peace
and tranquility in the whole country. Therefore,
1 refute the aliegations made in this respect
by the various Members. The Bill is not
acceptable to us. Of course, Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta is not here. I appeal to the House to
reject it,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): The question
is

“That the Bill to provide for immunity to
Members of Pariament and State Legislatures
from detention without trial be taken into
consideration.”

The motion was negatived.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGDISH
PRASAD MATHURY): There are others in the
names of Shri Bhupesh Gupta, Shri Sen Gupta
and Shri Shyamlal Yadav. They are not here.

REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE
ON OFFICES OF PROFIT

SHRI A. K. REFAYE (Tamil Nadu):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I lay on the Table
of the House a copy of the Tenth Report of
the Joint Committee on Offices of Profit.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR) : The House
stands adjourned tili 11-00 A.M. on Monday.
the 5th August, 1974, .

The House then adjourned at fif*
eight minutes past four of the clocHl
cleven of the clock on Mondayhe
5th August, 1974,



