Companies (Amdt.)

Narayan, Shri M. D.
Narayanappa, Shri Sanda,
Devi Manaklal
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Shrimati Narayani
Varma.

Neki Ram, Shri.

Parthasarathy, Shri R. T.
Prasad, Shri Bhola

Pratibha Singh, Shrimati.
Purakayastha, Shri Mahitosh.
Puri, Shri Dev Datt,

Raju, Shri V. B.

Ramaswamy, Shri K. S.
Ramiah, Dr. K.

Rao, Shri Katragadda Srinivas.
Reddy, Shri M. Srinivasa,
Reddy, Shri Mulka Govinda.
Roshan Lal, Shri.

Roy, Shri Biren.

Sangma, Shri E. M.

Satyavati Dang, Shrimati.

Sen, Dr. Triguna.

Sherkhan, Shri.

Shukla, Shri Chakrapani.
Singh, Shri Dalpat.

Sinha, Shri Awadheshwar Prasad.
Sivaprakasam, Shri S.

Suraj Prasad, Shri.

Sushila Mansukhalal Desai, Miss.
Tiwary, Pt. Bhawaniprasad.
Usha Barthakur, Shrimati
Venigalla Satyanarayana, Shri.
Yadav, Shri Shyam Lal.

Yajee, Shri Sheel Bhadra.

NOES—3

Bhagwat Dayal, Shri.
Rajnarain, Shri.
Reddy, Shri N. Sri Rama,

The motion was adopted.

The Bill was, by leave, withdrawn.

st wEwr amy % Ty owe
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ST A2 T A W LSOAT WE AT 2
F309A W |

st garafa : A% W9 FY 1T g
4 VAT R guAT & 5 A Wy Ay
v I g AT F FEN F AR A
<4 @1 g & TaANE §17 wdar @e-
C SRR oW AT TE a0 FHad
g reE R} A s A ST A
T gW AT ¥ fgT IR AG R
ug ag WA de g Ragfa g fag
% €2IHT T | ATHT T TE A% Tg
v € fw 9% ww & 9 A

St TRARE: 174, WO O
sraeql &7 Y99 § | W Saeqr &
997 7 § {F w& ag Tk § M IT
& sft M2 qugfc & 31 fF gary Qe
1€ A gur a1 I S Faer Fat
gy ?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That I have con-
cluded.

THE COMPANIES (AMENDMENT)
BILL, 1967

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Ben-
gal): Sir, 1 beg to move:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Companies Act, 1956, be taken
into consideration.”

Sir, the object of my Bill was to

amend the Companies Act on the
question whether companies cannot
make donation to political parties,

individuals and other bodies also. I
introduced my Bill late in the year
1967 and there was a public agitation
in support of the basic principles un-
derlying my amendment. And, Sir, it
took the Government about two years
to make up its mind and ultimately,
in 1969, the Government came for-
ward with an amending Bill accepting
the proposal which I made in my BilF
also.
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Sir, the Government Bill whuch was
passed by the House relates more or
less to the same provision which I
wanted to amend. But, even after
the Government’s amending Bill was
accepted by the House, I think, Sir,
the major problem which faces the
country has not yet been overcome,.

Sir, the first defect of the Govern-
ment measure is thai the Government,
under this Act, proposed to give effect
to the provision after the third day
of April 1970. The proposal which I
made was to give immediate effect,
because the danger was very much
there and unless there was immediate
effect to the provision concerned, the
menace which had been created can-
not be really curbed. But, Sir, in
order to save the vested interests or
the parties or the companies or the big
industrial houses which are in collu-
sion with or which are having a close
relation with the Government, the
Government wanted to implement or
give effect to the provision only from
the third day of April, 1970.

Sir, I think the House is aware of
the fact that there have been allega-
tions in this country that the political
parties, particularly the wundivided
Congress Party. received enormous
amount of money from the industrial
houses of our gountry. It is not only
the undivided Congress Party, but the
other parties also like th~ Swatantra
Party, the Jana Sangh and some other
parties were also the recipients  of
large amounts of money from the in-
dustrial houses and the power of
money in the hands of those industrial
houses. . .

SHRI BABUBHAT M. CHINAI
(Maharashtra): Sir. on a point of
order. My friend, Shri Chitta Basu,

says that he introduced this Bill in
1967. Since then the Government has
passed a Bill in both the Houses in
order to put a ban on donation to the
political parties.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes.

SHRT BABUBHAI M. CHINATL
After that Bill has been passed and
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got the assent of the President, 1t 1s
being implemented. Now, Sir, is it
really in order to bring forward this
type of Bill when Parliament has al-
rcady passed such a Bill? 1 fail to
understand how this Bill can be dis-
cussed on the floor of the House. We
have already a Bill that has been
passed by Parliament.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: No, Sir. My
point is this: So far as the effect with
respect to my Bill is concerned, it
was to be given immediate effect. But
the Government wanted to give effect
to it in 1970.

SHRI BABUBHAI M. CHINAI: Sir,
I think it would be better if you give
your ruling. It is really surprising.
It will be a wrong precedent for this
House to discuss a measure which
was introduced in 1967 and after-
wards the Government took the ini-
tiative. ...

(Interruptions)

SHRI CHITTA BASU: Please listen
to me.

SHRI BABUBHAI M. CHINAI: ...
and now the President’s assent has
been obtained and the Bill is a law
now and at this stage, after 1§
yaars or rather nearly two years, a
Member is putting a Bill before the
House and I personally feel that it is
not relevant.

BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): Sir, to make it absolutely
clear: If you read the two Bills, the
Government’s amending Act and this
one, ynu will find that the words are
entirely different and it is the private
limited company. . .

SHRT

MR. CHATRMAN: Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta, T would like him to state his
point first.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: Sir, I say
that there is a difference between the
Government Bill and mine, and you
can take up those two and see.
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[Shri Chitta Basu]

Therefore, Sir, many political par-
ties—I mentioned some of the names
also . .

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (An-
dhra Pradesh) Mr Chitta Basu,
when you introduced 1t, the Govern-
ment Bill was not there 'The Gov-
ernment Bill was not there

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA Mr
Akbar Ali Khan, don’t disturb him
now

SHRI CHITTA BASU 1 have al-
ready stated that it took about two
years for the Government, after the
introduction of my Bill, to make up
its mind Ultimately, the Govern-
ment decided to amend the particular
section But that does not fulfil the
entire objective And for that, fur-
ther amendment of the Act 15 also
necessary 1 am coming to that
point (Interruptions) Listen
and then come to the decision Even
after coming to a decision they left
a loophole that 1s, this law would
take effect after the 3rd of May, 1970
It has, however, been publicly said by
the Government even that the dona-
tions—large amounts of dcnations—
were made prior to that—in 1965, 1n
1967 and 1n previous years also
Therefore the law has lost much of
its effect because many coniributions
were made earlier than that date fix-
ed by the Act of the Government

Sir agamn this amending Act, as
has been passed by this House 1s ap-
plicable only to registered cnmpanies
It 1s not applicable to trusts There
are a large number of trusts in our
country run by the big industrial
houses This Companies (Amend
ment) Act of 1969 as pas<ed by Par-
liament does not cover trusts Tt also
does not cover partnership firms Sir
I think vou are aware that industrial
houses still do continue to donate en-
ormous <sums of moneys to certain
volitical varties 1in order to retain
their vested interests over these poli-
tical parties in order to ecripvle the
democratic functioning of our Parha-
ment They donate large amounts of
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money to the political parties of their
choice through the agencies of trusts

Again, Sir, 1t has come to my notice
that those industrial houses also con-
tribute large sums of money through
partnership firms Sir, if the objec-
tive was to stop all kinds of donations
to political parties by the industrial
houses so that the democratic func-
tioning of our country 1is not in any
way affected the basic purpose of the
Act has been completely defeated be-
cause 1t does not cover partnership
firms 1t doeg not cover trusts

(Mr Deputy Chairman n the Chair)

Sir, 11 has also been brought to my
notice that these principal companies
sometimes bring pressure upon their
selling agents, upon their distmbutors,
to make contributions to political pax-
ties Instead of making contributions
durectly, these big industrial houses
continue the practice or indulge 1n
the practice of pressurizing their dis-
tributors and selling agents which
are nothing but a part and parcel of
the companies, to ma e liberal dona-
tions to the political parties or indrvi-
duals of their choice Therefore, Sir
the basic objective of banning contri-
butions to the political parties in order
to see that the functioning of our de-
mocracy 1s not adversely affected, has
nol been fulfilled

So, far as the individuals are con-
cerned, the Act also says that there
should not be any contribution by any

industrial house or any com-

pany to the individuals The
11 AM QGovernment has failed to

effectively implement the pro-
visions I find reports in the news-
papers of sending several thousands
of rupees to certain political indivi-
duals saying that they are anonymous
contributions From whom does the
money come for his purposes? He
merely says that the money was re-
ceived by him from somebody whom
he does not know He does not even
like to give out the name Therefore

the provisions of the Act are not suffi-
cient
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SHRI SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE
{(Bihar): Who is that person?

SHRI CHITTA BASU: Mr. Nija-
lingappa. He says that person regu-
larly gave some envelope full of cur-
rency notes. He gets envelopes full
of currency notes, and from whom?
Therefore the object of preventing
donations from industrial houses, big
companies to political parties, politi-
cal bodies or individuals in the Act
are defeated.

1 also want to draw the attention
of the Government to the steps taken
to implement the provisions of the
Act. The story of CACO is well
known in this country. The story of
CACOQ’s contribution to the different
political parties in the country is quite
known to the hon. House. Several
lakhs of rupees were contributed by
CACO some time back to political
parties like the Congress—undivided,
of course—which received about
Rs. 10 lakhs, the Swatantra Party
which received about Rs. 14 lakhs,
the Jana Sangh which received about
Rs. 5 lakhs, the Jang Congress which
received about Rs. 2.25 lakhs, and the
National Conference of Kashmir also
which received Rs. 2 lakhs. Some
individuals also received some money,
and ithe newspaper reports suggest
that Balraj Madhok received some
money; one Mrs. Nigam also receiv-
ed some money from CACO, It was
also stated that under the existing
provisions of the Companies (Amend-
ment) Act, the CACO President and
the office bearers of CACO are to be
prosecuted against. Sp far as my in-
formation goes, there have been no
effective steps taken to launch a pro-
secution against - the President of
CACO or the office bearers of CACO.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: One
minute please, Mr. Basu. What do
you want to achieve by passing this
Bill?

SHRI CHITTA BASU: To prevent
donation by companies to political
parties and individuals,

1493 R.S.—2.
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
has already been done.
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That

SHRI CHITTA BASU: The law
which has been passed is not effec-
tive.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
same words have been used in that
Act.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: But I also
want to move an amendment to. . .

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I can
read out the relevant section for your
information where already a certain
law exists to prevent donations and
contributions by limited companies to
any individual or group of indivi-
duals.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR (Delhi):
That objection has already been rais-
ed from this side.

SHRI CHITTA BASU:
Government say.

Let the

q TIRATAN  (SHT 929 )
AaT T Fiaw agr 4T =nfgd
Afe JATHT ArgE % Ag (A gAY
F ST AT | F FAL T F3FT
AW E AT 3 gTEW |

st Igawwafa : 4 9 g @ 7

SHRI CHITTA BASU: I am say:ng,
let the Government say. . .

MR. DEUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr,
Chitta Basu, please make this point
clear. What is the provision of the
existing Act and in what way does
your Bill differ from the existing pro-
vision of law?

SHRI CHITTA BASU: One point,
which I have stated earlier, is that
the Government wants to give effect
to it from an appointed day. What I
want to say is to give immediate
effect. That is one of the important
points.

(Interruptions)



Companies (Amdt.)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What
is it?
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A THATUGY : THF[ AL wF-
7z 7% & f& guF1 91T o1 fa ag &7
% AT |

st gqawafa : ATATE A &

off fagma ==t (W:w aew)
IART AT AT § AT AU FT GAAT
g o wgr?
SHR] CHITTA BASU: There i$ one
difference My attempt has always
been to prove that even after the pas-

sage of the Act, the necessary steps
are not being taken.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That
is a different thing.
SHRI CHITTA BASU: That also

need further amendment, In the course
of clause by clause discussion, I pro-
pose to make certain amendments to
my Bill

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE (Uttar
Pradesh): How can you make am-
endments to your Bill?

The Bill itself in the present form
cannot be taken up.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: I am sug-
gesting that the existing law has cer-
tain loopholes with regard to the...

(Interruptions)

st fa¥aw gaf : 7 #eT & Far
& qTaAT F€AT 719 F 5140 (¥ qEq §
UF AT qE TH IET F f&s o7 #3
oTH Z1 FT U2 g7 FHT § a1 AT TAY
IFTT FT S74T Tamt & ¢ fom agr
ST ST ST TET § FAT A AT HEAT
zg g W § WIAT 31T T 4T § )

THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE|
aar & A

(7Y TaAtERT faa) : s AF 33
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w79 fooeqr &1 9%9 § T4 F Hdg
# g fama a1 AT F7 wEA 8,
AiFA AF Tg w9F T A AT @7 &
{& "eda azen fam &1g A1 37 &Y
agT 1@ B § 98 391 | 39{F A F1A4F
ATOET & &ATEAT g AT [T 34 14T
& AU LT AT AT, A1 3H AT AT
Tgwd & M AR 35 F AT T
U T A&7 &3.aTE 1 277 (4T
F1 @ w3 AN A Fifrd, F AT
g & AT w7 aF Fafadl F, 41T F
G sgT e F AT E AT OF 6, 4
wgrArar g ot fadrmad, © 7 7
fear g1 s+ w133 & faeg, =17 wav
fadl & taur grar vo & fasg widardy
®T ST §2AT § 77 [ILATET | 3377
HF R AFarE ) g & afifa
7S ATT g 98 AT F A7 AnrgfEa
HHAT & 1T 77 997 § |

SHRI CHITTA BASU:
make some amendments.

I want to

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: How
can you?

SHRI CHITTA BASU: I would
like the Leader of the House to un-
derstang that the Act doegs not cover
the trusts and partners who are con-
tributing the funds and the Act a'so
does not provide any measure to
prevent any distributor, any selling-
agent or any agent of the Company
from payin: contributions.

st fatea amb: meay  wFET
FT 9AT TET AT | TA7 T4 KT 94T AT
AT 9gF S fasr gren F foar g1 37
Ftoft grm & A3 1 oftay, fad %
FZ IR AIA FTHAA P E W7 z{ifeg
gmfamgargamaad @)

st TIQATTDO ¢ TH 97 AT EHTV
I T 1T |
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MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN,
you want to say anything?

Do

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AF-

FAIRS| Q! &g fam® & gaqs

(SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA) The
first thing that I want to bring to
his notice 1s that the datg 1s 28th

May, 1969 and not 1970 Regarding
the trusts and partnherships, they are
not covered wunder this Companies

Act at all Therefore no such am-
endment can be covered under this
Bill There are separate rules for
tris 1 reguested the Mover to with-
draw this Bill

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Mr
Chitta Basu, 1f you do not mind and
if you do not have a copy of the Act
with you, I can just inform you that
there 1s already section 293(a) 1n
the Companies Act which reads—

“Notwithstanding anything con-
tained 1n any other provision of this
Act, neither a company in general
meeting nor its Board of Directors
shall, after commencement of the
Companies (Amendment) Act
1969, contribute any amount or
amounts—

(a) to any political party, or

(b) for any political purpose
to any individual or body”

This 1s what
your Bill, ze

you are saying 1n

“Notwithstanding anytling, con-
tamned 1 this Act no company
shall make any contiuibution to any
political party or for any political
purpose to any individual or party ”

That 1s the wording of your Bill
You want fo prohibit the donations
from the companies, but this Act has
gone further Therps 1s a penal clause
that if anybody contraveneg this par-
ticular section of the Companies Act

[ 10 DEC 1971 ]
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and makes any contribution for poh-
tical purpose, that company will be
liable for penalty Therefore, alieady
when there 1s a particular provision
on the Statute Book the same Bill
cannot be given effect to Same pro-
visions cannot be discussed in this
House

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN When
that 1s part of an Act already, how
can you discuss the same Bill on the
same Iimnes?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA No It
can be discu sed What you are say-
ing 1s technical

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN You
can say that the Act 1s not imple-
mented properly There can be some
other amendment to the Act

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA We
want a discussion Suppose we pass
like that

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN It 1s
redundant
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA It 1s a

separate Bill Let there be discus-
sion Then we shall see Private
Members’ Bills gre meant for discus-

sion

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN When
there 1s already g law

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA We know
that That point was ra'sed when
the Chairman was there and he al-
lowed the discussion You are again
raising 1t

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN You
hear the pomnt of Mr Basu

st TRARITEN  S0WT, BT IEE
fax oz wamfss v qedg gar
wafee ¥ v w7 sggrar & - w Fa
At g7 97 faare ggr A8 g1 gFdr AR T
gX JAH T FY gowa gAMI | IAT
& ag wer T fF feewwa ad)
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ot Iqawwafa : Jme ¥ Fg0 g
f& g761 g7 & feopma samr g
ar 7gY &7 e fae wfiwT)

Wt TRATEW : | FETE A AT
fowd g

A1 Iqoamafa : oav g7 Far o
5 31w Fgr far ot Fag arg Fr g A,
A FET (7 AATEA G g1 F IaF
1% § a8 8faq 37 a1q 1 dar g
&Y T |

T TIRATUGN : FT7 T Aoy |
T W Ag A7 fw @ er ga F AT aw
s5gTr I, Y 8 viewT 7ot |

sy Iqaamfa : sgger ad

|t RAEEe g5 oA oA
TART AT S |

oY Iqqwafa : e YT ¥
=xFeqT 31 3T (& feawua saar anfzd
1 9 WA AL, AT 47 I ATR
fax srgfem ar )

Y facqw awt we A 2 T

Y VIRAT AN F5T Fr s
FT AU TG L FHAT | Fa AZ T
FFA | AT 24T AIE AT & A A
AT F qEATT & fagg srar

w1 3T cavefa s W & sarar gw
SAH EAIR FTATA FLAF |

WY TIRTAN : F (7 AZT AT
aTEE St g § gafay sa% weAr Ay
AT FTAT ZATY T GATT Fqoq & |
el giAr | 378 g FotaT SAr
ATET & 1 FAIU TM9T 39 9% 39 &7
A7, & /a1 g, fa S gz ar g
g g faeg= adw s vgr § gafay
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TH &G & gL aT F AW A UF Fvdl g
&% o 7 39 fx weafaai ¥ usdfas
qrfaat &1 341 fear ar adi fear agifs
7T dar 8 fzar v sfan qidf 7
A 99 w5 |@F RAT AF 497 F
weaEfy @ ¥ 1 AR wrw qAr
HAT %% | AT 59 297 OF o197
ATATZTE B
SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pra-
desh): On a point of order. Under
the Rules an amendment can be with
the consent of the Chair. We have
not got a copy of the amendment.
He only gives his ideas. You get a

copy of the amendment and then we
will consider. '

i

ot fazsw aqt @ 3A% fea o
24 92 9g HHEAZ ATAT Arfed |

SHRI CHITTA BASU: I can
move an amendment to my own BilL

WY W wxd  (TfeRwT dAe)
qTaT 9 AeAd g, TARATTAT AT T
TAF (A § 3A9T &9 @9 w3 § (FwAT
FiE U qEt & Ay fear ad, T
s&iAT @3 3T dgr 9% AqE  |IT
& fia

s TRATOAW ¢ (WA, T TG FZAT
Figar 3. fn A IAEEE F WA 2,
Far¥ zfiwa &, #a 9@ sf= s
sqRfgrz A ad F@aa I sf=e
STAY ZTATEAAT TET TR FIF A 7

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Mani, what is your point of order?

SHRI A. D. MANI: My pomnt of
order is this. Shri Rajnarain has
tried to move an amendment, We
do not know what the amendment is
and he has not taken the consent of
the Chair. There is ngo draft, there
is ng formulation, how can we con-
sider the idea as an amendment? ILet
him write out the amendment and
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seek your permission.
this discussion should not
Mr. Chitta Basu also shoulg for-
mulate his amendment. Where is
his amendment?

Otherwise

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: He has
agreed to withdraw,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA-:
1 fully appreciate your spirit, I am
not challenging what you say but
technically I have foundg a point.
The poing here is this. Are these
identical Buills?
cal? I say it is not.

Sir,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
wording may be different but the
purport is the same.

~

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
kindly listen. If a Bill has been pas-
sed and if another is taken up with
exactly the same wording you can
say that it is not another Bill and
both are one and the same. In that
case it will become redundant. But
here what does the Government Bill
say?

“Notwithstanding anything con-
tained in any other provisions of
this Act neither the company in a
general meeting nor its Board of
Directors shall, after the commence-
meént of the Companies Act, contri-
bute any amount or amounts to a
political party or for any Dpolitical
purpose to an individual or body.”

That is the position. And what does
Mr, Chitta Basu’s Bill say: ar

“Notwithstanding anything con-
tained in the Act no company shall
make any contribution....”

Now this does not say ‘amount’.
Amount is one thing, contribution is
some other thing. Amount is cer-
tainly covereg by contribution but
contribution may be a motor car;
may be a house.

SHR1 CHITTA BASU:
point is...

Sir, my

Is the clause identi-’
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Please,
am 'making out your ecase. So,
Sir, we want to extend it, it should
be not merely amount or amounts
but motor cars, houses and all such
things. Jeeps for example, al]l these
will be covered by this Bill. We
really want to widen the scope of
the contribution. So this cannot by
any stretch of imagination be regard-
ed same as the previous one. You
know what amount is, only the other
day we discussed the word ‘amount’.
Amount means money.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
necessarily.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Whereas
contribution means a wider thing.

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Am-
ount will include everything.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Suppose
you are a candidate and you are
going to fight an election and I bring
you a very dark suit which you like
and I say to you, wear that suit and
go and campaign. I am making a

Not

contribution, surely it is a not an
amount that I am giving you. And
this Bill will cover that. Or sup-

pose you are a good rider and I bring
you a horse and give it to you to
ride. Or suppose I give you five
horses for your campaign; it is a
contribution to the Republican Party.
But is that covered by the Govern-
ment Bill? No, therefore these are
two separate  Bills., You see legal
knowledge is sometimes very useful.
A careful reading will enable you
to understand this, Therefore our
contention is these are two separate
Bills. The Government Bill will not
be taken away by this. The Gover-
ment B'D’ will remain, only thing is,
it this is passed the Government Bill
may have to be amended in the light
of this. Instead of the word ‘am-
ount’ you may have to put ‘contribu-
tion’. So I congratulate Mr. Chitta
Basu, unwittingly he has done 5 very
good thing. So let the discussion
proceed.

SHRI AKRAR ALl KHAN: Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, my hon. friend does
not agree with you.
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SHRI CHITTA BASU Not only
that point I have got other things

also
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SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN In view
of more important things you have
promised to bring mm a new Bill

SHRI CHITTA BASU  Just have
the patience of listening to me

SHRI K P MALLIKARJUNUDU
(Andhra Pradesh) On a pomnt of
crder, Sir

SHRI ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pra-
desh) What 15 happening 1n the
House?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA Nothing
1s there They are separate wordings
Even 1f one word is different the
Bill becomes different

SHRI K P MALLIKARJUNUDU
Sir, Mr Chitta Basu stated that his
Bill 15 a different Bill in that the
original Act does not cover trust and
partnerships, and that his Bill 15 1in-
tended to cover these things That 1s
ithe main distinction he wanted fto
make

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN 1 could
not follow your pomnt

SHRI K P MALLIKARJUNUDU
He said that the Act already amend-
ed only deals wilh donations by com-
panies but that his Bill seeks to in-
clude trusts and partnerships as well
So, 1t 1s a dafferent Bill

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN How
can partnerships foim a part of the
Companies Act?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA It can
form a part of the Companies Act

SHRI K P MALLIKARJUNUDU
There 1s a separate Act, the Partner-
ships Act, and the Partner hips Act
1s a different Act, and the Compan:es
Act does not cover 1t So, 1f he wants
to include trusts, he must bring in a
new Bill It cannot be an amendment
to the Companies Act It <hould be
in the form of a new Bill where he
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can say all these things and include
trusts also Unless 1t 1s brought in
the form of a new Bill T think 1t 1s
not possible

SHRI CHITTA BASU As a mat~
ter of fact, my proposal, even at this
stage, 1s to formulate an amendment
in order to cover that For cxzample,
I say formulate . . .

SHRI NIRANJAN VARMA On a
pomnt of order

SHRI A D MANI On a pomnt of
order, Sir Mr Chitta Basu "as not
completed his sentence when Mr
Niranjan Varma 1s ralsing a roint of
order It 1s not fair

SHRI NIRANJAN VARMA No, no,
you are wiong You are not an advo-
cate

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN That
was an explanation It 1s not a pont
of order

Hifaraagar 95 §510F Aag
MY WEFCE MTATAZE fr HTLEFT
HTR7T 77 e TR D I0ET

FNUTT 9, &1 W7 @Al 91277 2
ife of (gamg S fam s faer
? 39F A HAYIT OV w7 AET 2
TI¥ GRS K1 TU &7 & {3 1
EC - LT i -

“If notice of an amendment has
not been given one day before the
day on which the Bill 1s to be con-
sidered, any member may object to
the moving of the amendment, and
such objection shall prevail, unless
the Chairman allows the amend-
ment to be moved”

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN  That
1s a different thing Amendments
can also be allowed by the Chair f
the notice 15 given before the consi-
deration stage comes

SHRI KRISHAN KANT
ther Mr

S1r, whe-
Chitta Basu moves an
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amendment, or some body else moves
an amendment, or not, this Bill of Mr.
Chitta Basu is substantially different
from the Bill already passed by Par-
liament. As my hon. friend, Mr. Bhu-
pesh Gupta, said, here it is “make
any contribution” and there it is “make
any amount”. We have fought the
battle in the Supreme Court about
compensation, and we are substitut-
ing ‘amount’ for ‘contribution’. Here
there is the word ‘contributicn, And
‘contribution’ can be in any form, and
‘contribution’ can be black money
also, So, this Bill of Mr. Chitta Basu
is quite different from the Bill pas-
sed by Parliament. Whether Mr. Chi~
tta Basu moves an amendment or
not, that is a different thing; he may
move or he may not move. This Bill
can be discussed, fully discussed. All
points of view will be expressed.
Whether the Government accepts
them or not is a different matter.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Now, I
am a candidate. Mr. Birla mazes an
advertisement in  his ‘Hindustan
Times’ saying that another party
should be supported. It is a eontri-
bution, not an amount, a simple
thing. English wordsy you can play
upon for the sake of one’s conveni-
ence. Surely, if Birlas advertise that
such and such a party should be sup-
ported, it is a coniribution, not an
amount,

Am 1 to discuss ‘contribution’ and
‘amount’? ‘Amount’ and ‘contribution’
are npot the same. Who said it?
Every amount in this context will be
a contribution, but every contribu-
tion need not necessarily be an
amount. It is simple thing. I do not
know how learned men can forget
this simple thing, What is the use of
giving advice?

SHRI MAHITOSH PURAKAYAS-
THA (Assam): Mr. Deputy Chair-
man, Sir, I want to draw your atten-
tion to the fact that Mr. Om Mehta,
Minister of State in the Department
of Parliamentary Affairs, has come in
a peculiar dress, What has hap-
pened to him?

SHRI OM MEHTA: I have just do-
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have come. All Members wno want
to donate blood can go to the Central
Hall, The blood will go to the Jawans
Wwho are defending our country on
eastern and western leaders,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Elood
donation is a contribution. Is it an
amount? Suppose you suffer from a
shortage of blood, I can contribule
my blood to you. I am a company
director and [ can contribute my
blood to you. Is it an amount ?

ot faiem ant : drg, § 909
e &1 s fzarar wwgar ¢ o wd
TATIE R F509T F % H AT
HIAT eqEir AT A fermAr & difaw
FFATH & fRomEzH A FE avy
T 3@y A WA A8 W wrAT
g1 a1 gafar anrtsre MTH[ AT 017
T FATAT FEEIIAH RS AATAEGZ )

SHRI CHITTA BASU: There is a
substantial difference. As has bpeen
pointed .out, my Bill deals with con-
tribution. Contribution means any-
thing, Even in the course of my
speech I have <aid that there are olher
lacunae in the Government’s Act. In
the course of the discussion we can
remove them. As a matter of fact,
I propose to move an amendment in
my own way. Therefore, there 13
nothing so as not to allow considera-
tion of my Bill at this stage, Its con-
sideration should be taken up.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I want
to speak on this.

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: One
minute please. The original provi-
sion in the Aci is wider because it
has a penal clause also. If Mr Chitta
Basu’s Bill is accepted. ...

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Please,
you have not understood me,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is
better if I can make you understand

nated my blood, A team of doctors i what I want to say.
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:- We want
to speak . .

47

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: ft 1s
all right. Why are you so impatient?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We have
to go there for the blood donation

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You can
go and come back, If the House ac-
cepts the Bill of Mr. Chitta Basu and
if 1t becomes law, then it would result
i substituting the existing section
293A of the Compames Act, which 1s
wider 1n scope. Of course, as pointed
out by Mr. Bhupesh Gupta and others,
there 1s some difference.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Haryana):
Vital difference.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I can-
not say wvital difference, but some
difference I can iay because in the
origmal Act the word used is ‘amount’
and in the Bill it is ‘any contribution
But substantially 1t meang the saue,
However, as expressed by hon Mermr-
bers, 1f they want to discuss this que:-
tion, I am giving them an opportunity
to discuss it. But it should not be
supposed to be a precedent It i1s
only an exception,

Do
the

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: No
not bring in the other thing for
sake of prestige.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
.s1it down now. In view of the desire
of hon. Members to discuss the sub-
ject, I am allowing them to continue
the discussion.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: As I was
mentioning earlier, there is substan-
tial difference between ‘amount’ and
‘contribution’ There is the contribu-
tion by CACO to different political
parties and individuals. Under the
provisions of the Companies Act the
Government could take certain penal
measures. I do not know on how
many occasions on the floor of this
House and the other House the ques -
tion was raiced and yet no step has
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been taken by the Government to
launch a prosecution against the Pre-
sident and the office-bearers of CACO,
I want to know as to wnat steps
the Government have taken with
regard to giving effect to that mea-
sure, These steps they do not take
only because certain persons who
are very close to them are involved
1in these things Government should
take appropriate action against those
persons who contributed large
amounts of money to certain ndivi-
duals and certain political parties.
No action has yet been taken in this
regard Therefore, I want that the
Government should take action againct
them. Also the House should accept
this Bill of mine which 1s far more
comprehensive. And if the House
accepts 1it, I think we can do away
with the evil of influencing political
parties which creates hindrance to
the proper functioning of the political
parties and to the smooth running of
parliamentary democracy in the coun-
try.

Sir, 1 would commengd that 1t should
be accepted by the House.

The guestion was proposed.

S N Ay WA fedy
FATHA AZIRT, ¥ F1AE fA9 ar1g #1
st gweq g, S fagaw & ST
agfasr & @AgA *FWT g | FEAq
¢ fo foww, @rar & sasr aar g o
orw o1 gstafaam 8, ffrzfaezanr
g, atw gart fergeara av  asafas
gfefeafa &1 gfvg 537 & fao.
aqafas AaEn M7 wadfas qfzgy
F #oAT G AN F fAy avracqar
T B ARTETHE qTE ¥ TETA AT
T & AT g | FEsImT groar
TATIZZT, { IAET T& | g ATAT ATEAT
afwa wraeg fordr Savaa wdies, s
fs & gim M aew gtaq &2
WIATIT G T A 9 9IS 077
M T @ fr a2
“gargi’ 1 a3 9% fgiew, gar ot
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43 g7 2, ot T g, oM Aawag
A ANy, TREE AT E @iF GrEg
d@Ied URTIFT Hiv A § 14 @
FLA #R ag 57 fonr fo 3z #i0-
SITA AT, 77 qX@EA Ag | T A=
¥ gfm 512 F uw o f@ qwr 2
§ 33 go g gE fafew mfwardz 5
g fear fesavafer mdt & oF
#frg3z § a7 wredieod A fiE gAar
Fer, safad gzdy At A =wv Rw
FUA~-IF T 71 KA F faz Az
g g7, 339 fa@ w138 MG WA
fo o Pt arg A1 qA7 w1 AR FIERT
quA A, IoG0 IR HAAT AAT AT
ag saaad st fF Fgr &1 rfsmme &
fo, erem s Faa F AT a5, sast
2z & fgar var

zafau safo gam ag ara frar g f
&1g o aefas mdf g1 Sawr S o
TF FIHT § FTSTSAT FIAT @ T F0T &
T AGY & AT wHAT AT 2 AR A
7 91 gEAy et @ g, # quewar g
zqa Iaet a19 fFar & ag adr § srfeT
F Tt fawar) FT 91gh 2 T fawmi
F4 ¥ fog a3 ¥ g TEqEF qgEy
T ag & 5 gw mw WA Y,
HANGT THT THRT T AR FaHT ST
TATSE § IqET ATEAr FLAA qf Sl
FIALE AT T ST 7 Fgl 98 TR0
ATRHT FA——TET & HT, HTIeAd
g FHL, Gar 4 THT
wg 1 AT —-IAFT  FEEIAA
JEAT T, FA(AY T faqg T7 8T F
ferg & wmod Ted e &% m F 3 51 A#es-
A7 qor FTAT AEY E—H T I FAHATHE
TN AL §——a7 I &Y I Iq TFIT
FAT FIfET, FifE T T qirafa § aUa<
T FE W 5@ aF g
fergema & § fr 3 uwdfas mizai
F1 %21 37 | IaH § mF s e aref
FY TEY F2aT | Fgraa g {5 agr g
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g I ST AT HAT T34 8, TATET q@dv
g AR &g sy ifefzsa ot g 7T 8
ST HIAT 9% 39 FT, FHAT 3T 7%
arfeat g@rd) &, g9 w7 ad) &, 99 g0)-
qfadi & Tqa1 F W@ & M FF Fr 4=y
aifesi FY a2T UHTSE fasai § A
AT qrEf arer @R 9HE A9 &Y, "X
A FX AL AN I F | qR ST 7qT
HET GIES qeATT FY ara T § ) 4T
#T e wagr e ™o o T
A qsitafq qa=T daqr 371 Ffrom ag
g Sqrar e iy grargweaa ¥
5 PRIV Y FHA T AIAAE FT TF I
FAR FIA &1 AFcT fqr ..

1 wra fag awt (ST aRy) A
T 1T @ & "X s s femd &

" =Y it WE Ay, . F wqTa fawr
fear, & 7T F@ ¥ 7, 5 Ay
agve, gt v v ofvT gd o foeft g
* QqaN F g% ¥ § ofFT qHA geafy
FATH § TE——d, TTE, TGaF——
Az w3 F) femg 7@ g

o 77w feay « sw@r 71 Aqew
TR ?

S\ TN AT © FITGT FT AT §
TIHF | F9 §1 GIY a7 STAT 7 Ag¥
W & G- AT T &Y T qeT
TET ATAT | ZHTAY AT FET AT T
FARY T T AR FI% faae wqw |
9 gar w1F 7 Fg7 97 5 I wow gwr
¥ gawr fordl OF & AT KT gEaEniT
q a1 ot 91 AR AT Fg @ 4 R ag
AT FIT & TT TAT F CAIIT ST 9T
JEATT qTg FT IF (R a1 7 797 qFT
T | FY FET AT ATT FAT § qA WY qar
7g, A 77w o frasr ard & gaar
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[ ormaz o )
e & 1 zafay, 9@ 9% 59 fegEm |
qF AT AT, WA AT, FHE
gtrafa ot @ Ffvefasa 8, agr wear-
AT HY AT § AT

=\ drarewm fag (fage) & awir
aga § g7 Jgar g fF 1 aursars
T AT T AT &, THANATE 6T GH FIA
FY 1T TG &, a1 T q@ F1E fAfea
Aty gargn fF F7 FF qefarg G
grmzaIm Y ?

s} FwE T T2 USRI
qTfagT &1 977 7 ATAr G1T al €.F gl
ST | HF I I@T, 1942 FTA HIE
FIfeq & GHISET, THATAT HT F@T,
g AT | A 347, T TAIAqI00
1 TS AGIAS 9 qSF FAT A7 T R
STH FB AT ATMEY, ITHT ATAT graq
F1 3G FT | Ig ANTaATE  fgeqeam #
1F T, AR ager TSrATCET F1 3T
e | gafre & w3 @1 g i faer arg
T A TEATT § SR ABT TR FEAT
a1feu 1 oz ferfa & fF a2-a% quwramEy
I FY Fgy 9T T B 41T FA 8§,
AIEL FTO ATT FIT & | FH! ST gAT H
&R g mra R 9t iR R Far
g1, TE AT T &, 99 FIT AT 2

for e go I E AHT T | T ey |
et a& * v gfa g wowt wew
€ |1 39 a9 ¥ gwa qra frar & fa qifer-
fewer ardfs #Y==r @€ 3T w+fag,
AT AET AT AvfRN, AfEA ToEiAw
<1 % gra-ary & 97 wrga 5 vw e
faore T ft, TR ag difafess aref
T AFT & AT FIS g, T THX FT a7
AT =73y |

o, g| fadms aqfear . o
afedt & @3 gq W a7 7oy aga a6
& | zafag # ot g & fB -
for wwur R St gad afger faer arg
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foFar & Sa% WX 9 Foee 6 9w
aifr gaw gfefaoma, =ofva, dar &=
=S [T AT HIT T HIE U H, AT H,
1T ¥ qUAT 2GT & A FAFT S UHT FTAT
=rfZT HIC 59 qg F1 TN ST &
FIT AT FATE AT AR )

ot & g avaey § OF a1d FEAT
TNgar § fF 719 TR FAR AR FFAET
Q72 H WHvSHE F, FO A L PR
FIY  SATET 9T AT I gHT AT(
FHTT ACHTR &7 T Afgy fof it wfaa
qifafesa qEfs & AqT § 97 g AT
Fe ¢ 5 qarsrara $1 1 T § ITH
draar & At WRr @ AT I\ AfE
S OF S AW A QAT QAT Jq T
W W AEY a2 a%a &, Wi A Ay
fertrerss @y am = sy e Fags @
TTST AT I HT4 & GTEf F eqqea qret
F A% 7 g F&1 oA & fF 57 afenr §
aadr T eat a1 Y Fag fragw
FXAT =rgaT g % oY ag Ay F79-
ferez arét &, foramt & G Frgfee aief
FAT g, I W FIH €A A9 F
feaT & 1 Trge Fegfaee araf ar 4 g
ST FY W AT FEGFTEE 91 Hro dYo
T¥o FIAT § g AIfq a9 1 & A<
g g faar it arde w1 oy | gafad
& Fgar g FF sa% w18 a9 Agr ¢
zafaq & #gar g f5 3 o fagaw #
w1 fawrg &7 & 1% A faaw adF
TTAFA FLTATL, FLIT AT &, ST
TR T ITH SHFEAT ZIFT A1 |

ST ATIT A FH FET & 39 faq
ag & T8 £ fF ag e ¥ T
F, afFa wmaw fora a<g 1 sswe &t
HIAT FAT AT §, ITN AT ZIATET 2 |
afe IaaT AU FEATaqH ¥ F -
FAT ATAT AT & UofaE qrieay
B AIAT ZIAT § A1FE 3T 3AFAA F @

L)
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#Y 3G T F qarafadi & dar qy F
gafaw I fadg ag & fe sy arfear
AATHATZ AT ATT FIAT &, TAT T A
H AT FIE! F, I TWATT w1 wrfar
FCA =rfgy w fwefy ot 7§ qofafaat
T ETAT gAFGT AFA & fory T qar
F1ig 7 91T Tra €Y 919 79 o § e5r9e
oY Wl |

# fox grfgdr q fazay w€m, g7
vadtfas aifeat ¥ fadar w=m fF
gie g7 & A0 Yearark 1 & FAT
EgQXFATE AT Y qeqe 3w |
7SR B AGAT BT A, T fg T # 0w
AT ST FLAT F AA G, qE
qS1taTE § AR IEH! gH (T @ HT
=ifgd |

g weai & 719 ‘517 fgve )

S THRATCEW 27 H T ag
¢ #g1 fw fa v & qre drem
MFE AZAAGS & ITH! (FET TE AT
stra fraig & faq gamesr fzar s
7 I F 1% pavasr 39 A oa1q
AR FZY | S A A AT FTAT WA S0
BRI EMRAE T Trg FIa ang
FgaE )

st AT ATHY © A JIETT AA3-
¥z ga1 g1 7 f@fafadwa 5 w0 qar
faar s

Y URATGAD : gH g A1 i for
ST F qra A faaig F fag amq 3,
TEHY uF qar 0 gErasr gfw A
faar =T |

st Caeinda : wa A SRy

st TRATTEW A AE A g
3% fau i@ A% AEFTAgE F39-
stiw T st

S FEAT WSAE . Fo WL A A
Fg1 a1 fF ag gardr ardl &1 a7 7
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A A gad arg A g\ ¥ 3EU
faar war g g 57 aE FY A I(T FIAT
EAE AT Z

S TRATLEN : faaga w@T g wT
fare gz ava <ar £ fag arEar
T 900 WY T4,

ot FIeaafa oo 93

ot Wi fag qat : swy § 707F
g QAT S F Y ag FFAAT AFNE 5
T 93T § FF AT FeAl ¥ g 39 ;0T
F sV A F0 Ay A o -y ardt
F fraar-fFrn s F w7 H faar )
98 AT ATAAT JAT JT ZIA FI0 747
T IF AR T 8 94T 70 5 F0aT
qrdl 1 S w7 fear AT A WA § IA0AT
Tar T o ar ) q & At " qa
argaT § 5 3 § miay 9l F 47
afqara am ¥ fag qare £ g ¥
Tia feamy & AR, AR I & A

{0 oot 3 QIS ¢ F4 AR R
frgarrarét 491§, zafag gard ardt
F1 Sarar (w1 g, L AF a2 B g
gaiqy AT ey {7aT7 8

HY TARATTITA 2 60 FF TIIT T2 IF
¥ f7spet FC FAT N4T, FF FZT 4T 20
FAT F F OF & TF4CH Nz FZ0
i ? ag 97 TAAS FF0 § Ar Z 3
T fFq qEFt ¥ 1A FRIIA AAT
# fag saareTar A 7

oft MAAZ AA  FF FAOg g 747
R |

sft qae fware ;. ITqwTafa A, 73
ot fagas N e argagg FaafwT
2, % a3 marsa § § fF § zafr qa™ w7
% T THHT GHAN F€ | W qF G7GT
F gaTe §, 45 ¥ § & aqifw vaqdc
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[4Y a3 fwae] .

T TS =9 A F7 AT qra F fAr
HIT T ST ¥ IJGHR! G FLHIAT
audT @ 3 faar € | 39F @A9 ag
g fo oifearde & S w0 Sfqardt
IYA 3, T ATIHT HTeAFE § TART 97
g & ar fomr | e, a9 o7 e
T Ty w Y T g AT U A1 § R
HTS AT TRT TR FIAY HTAAT Tfasm
ST g § & gaw! fe@r w1 92T T A
Fgl fr ag fom fampar swa faa g
7z a8 81 ¢ f St waHz 7 qr fFar &)
siwq, § quwar g f« ag Fa« fqatam
TR FSTE, Tg ATA &1 @ A=A
FATTE | SEIEH % TEchHe HTF
qreAFEH UoE qo0 1 39 @ IeEM
Iow s fwar g i+

“The provision in the Companies
Ace, 1956, for making contribu-
tions to any politica] party or for
any political purpose to any in-
dividual or body has been the
subject mater of much criticism.
Recent disclosures have shown the
extent to which political life can
be corrupted by big business
Houses. In order to curb this
tendency there should be a.total

ban on making such contributlons
by the Companies.”

sita, s fw fa a9 amge &
FET, 98 5 I1T 9T TGF FEAT A78d &
% a8 S TR T g &, W FA
TRGHE,  SEHT S FATEIT § a8
T TET 8 @1 & WX AT Y a5/
Avg & AT Nfeesa qefs w1 3
g1 T Iy IAFYT Araq ofy Y star
AT 9T FIHTAT IART TF LA
F aIf < & a7 F1E T SEATT AT Wrer AT
FOFagTad TIRHE X agq FET
WY E | age, Few oq W 7 FF
FT Q3T geg2foraet 0%z & v az fae-
¥ 22T § i quveesw F, Ffieg
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feesfra), v ard F ga F A § FFAT
AT |

9% A § 5w A oww
TEATSHT UF THA #T AT TG S A
SR -t S - [E S 1 S <1 AR
¥ arr %z, foq 0 qF IT ¢ IFAT
adr o, 373N &gt 5 &8 ardf qAr A
2w e g omogww F faa
1 qar T fasar g1 g7 & AT
Sumardr ¥ #E WEAT  FFHA  FT
TEY gHAT AT | TT FAT F 9F
S ¥ FAA S gA 5 gz qAT
F3q ¥ AET W@n, HT I I AE@Y
w1 dar &, fsast =y FgT{ sdv-
wd{r, ag T ¥ 7T A T AT
Sar arsr F7 ¥ w7 fF A1 & A
8 ¢ IFFT THAT ITAT & agT
grar & | Wt gar qATT 3T AIF
gqT ¥ | & sAar argar g fF qwm
gal a1F 79T F I & OREr o7
qref 1 g, FE ¥ ATM? JT AR,
qg i@ HIAr g 9% Agr g fF fan
g & 37 wW F7 fFaT TAT 9 oAg
a7 g0 7@ g% § | % 47 HAv
g | gATY AT GIES g9 R E, WHAT
sel Tgd | ag WY AT § fF e
(w) Fidar g7 fawar §, 9T a3
gw &1 W fae AT § W 9w Ay
Y faer ST & 1 A1 S@r aF TeRE-
dz Y I@ §, T a1 AT S9g 9T
FAAT & AR FT E

& uF I A FFA ATRAT 3N
faere & wrvwT qar g fa e -
W ¥ FD FIT FL ATET B O[T
Zr H foar & 1 qar T8 A€ W &
e ®are qweaq Ay 77 f13.7 #Y
FOF (AT) F K T T FA
FT A1 T3 127 2 R 98 ow w7 wreew
F ANTART T FIT | AN § F5
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FAPE i wiowd ? gk NS
ux Zr a@ g fr 9fs ag @ argeq
FEAF (#1T) Fraar 31T 8, gafwe g9
& wre faar T )
%
S ARAQIW ¢ 98 FAAT 7T & |

st Aam feRiT @ awan 4
fF 70 gIar aa@q g |

Wy TRTCAW ;A FAATA]
T AT IART TIA E I FT & AT

st atw femic . wSarcoT
A FIq FT GAAT FT W@E, AN a9
FI FT TGN WE 7|

A AT w5 oz oA @ a1d
ATZ AT 1 I AT T § ITAATERAT
Y 1 A A w a9 A ar fr g
§ AwrETE AST ¥ T W w@r &
o, Al A Afagm ¥ gReds
gT 3, FEAT, TS WAT HR wedlaai
AT IAT FEET § 99 §AT § AR
TF I BT FL AR GST A ITHT
aqaq fear g, =g FwA (AR) &),
arg T (Ar) g, Fafaes g, w8
A1 31, a3t % 5 ST F o gada
fear &, Sf¥q & ow a9 Fgam Fgar
g & w37 ata ® o o q9r o
& @ za AWl FEEIMA gATHe
F T FM & 312 oY 347 AvheE faegeara
H agTsaTE w1t ) A9 ar fagaw g
fr @ mrmRr AT 3AE Ay gehy
1 & T FERYIAA AATHE FT &G
agt & 1 A g frgAr grew & faa
55 ard 1% w1 qawl fzar g, ag
fray faar &7 o1 93 guw faar & 7
g Tfaem & sEave fasar St
#1 wizeged & Ay 9 srgqq fean
v 2 ag e fear & 7 397 ag gwA
femr 2 ? @y wigw &1 S wieAgad
¥ frq amz@n fear v & oag feed
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fear 8 7 7z #ar gmy feor & 7 Av
UG UF avE REOATT KATT )
A FLT & A gL TG AT IHET
garafaat ®1 Arg¥a T W § 1 zAH
T F=wl aA<FT & 7 99% "z
T g1, 3AF AT eAFqT A FT, 2T 47
o F7 § w7 AT it Jr a3
al, o, 72 mweha A feEs
qATSATE T | 3F FT AATATAIT
gam &, INIA FT ANAARAAT ZAT
g, afFT #7 AuTIEIE wAT | § O
FaAR qeT "z E R ozaR am
g fwar ar % 19 784z w3T7= w2
HT WFFT  ZIESA A AR R,
e FEr QAT FERLAAS
frara ot a1 gt FE FT BT
AT gAF @ H oamd ar fe
oISt WISRY F 24 AT & qIE AT
19 98z A% AT F{iw@ &1 AT
T3 ad . AW gAd wRfF TR
Za% ®1 wIMAA TR § g faar
«ra, Ia@r wrar Agr ar fee gredt
I(gE AT FT AGFT [IT FAT § ?
gamares A2 g7 0F @A
Fr eqr3aT w3 faq¥ 7 A7 9@ & |
afsr AT Fear g fi ag Tani §
ARISTETE TET AAT, T IAFT AT ST
ar 9EA ®T T RIS AT AT
Stgi aF TATIATT T EIITAT FT Teae
¥ gau FEdr WA Agr g, gEEarT
F wmar #v1 & fa1 g faad
Y mieHs FIAT AE A AR
g 30, fwEa @arsare wd A1 fas
g ARG Tﬂ]‘%l

sye, # FI§ SAEr  ART A
SO SR o B RS C R e
ga fx fead dar faar war g, @
gw wamE ad | adr afewRe g,
T Ag Fe fF ARF TGV, FAHT
1 for frasr gFgr s@o AfaA
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EUEEEREXI|
ot g wmar ww s g B -
FeY T fEAALfEET 90T IR
giEt wr far, g9 97E #1941 g
FAGE g, AW T FETE AR
ag g% Faq & fF gw 9w @ Q)
FrEAF F THT AR AR R E . IR
agrg | &7 o gATE ) Al §1
qve & zon™ ¥ T gmahl @Amm W v,
SF A | I AAE | gTY Ak A
FAA FEAT Y FET (A F ) E
Fpy WS AT AN IR A HT FAT
2 A g WARI FAT AT | UF§
adFT AT FRT A PR g 9 E & AT
SqrAard ® A 39 A TURT T FY
P g Feo § 947 7 F q9 77 I8
o oHr Ui § R W A faw aw 47
worr &, Ag OO A4 AT g AN A
AL (T fgtr 512 fggram 7 ole
ag gRAM =G vgT. |

i /9, faq a9 & 750 7 97
A% AFAF g, THA FIE I T AGY
& s s 9% g0 {F maaq AT,
Z1AT g 39T T TA T2 975 %~ fgar
% ottt ar fF 703 7047 95 UF T
ar.gv (a9 2 3-7 4772, 619 W1 &,
FET g w9 g g1 F woFq
qfzqr a1 39 g 3 TR 0@ W
g a AT SR A FEF- q 399
&1 aveared F%°7 {5 of fag &
gAF AT T A @A F ga fa
AT, I q¥ G7@ g 4. M WGy
g1

To WE wE T ety
AEEd, o (e e 7 & (3w wEw
& ot weqd fsar & 9A%7 "o &
TR HFE 3 97 5% g1 9% | 3q
FIA R AV EH G F J27 M9 §, H1S
gar e fue St ag wmAr @ fa

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

Bill, 1967 6o

T 30 & qadfa & § 50 F FI0
A q=TAR BT @ &, IAF AR
T @t =Jifge 1 @z WA, ag
sgmar vy 5 faad at o
FEAFEA L A A9 F THT T H 3
gy & fafl efsw ar § )

wg@r, & Tw A o A F3 AET
wgdr AT 5 g 7 i faw oary
foar 2, Moz 77 777 &, ITRT 59
SI7ET BATTER A & fAg st fea arg
T gz fya g7 foar § @ it
FARG T FH F HITU AR AT AT
FH gl W@ 7 8 g, WERA, -
Y7 FIAGT § gW TAXT ST AT
Faar FrgT g, Ak o fag oam g
FT I TTAT FT FEAT 477 2 fx
foet 1 A1 &7, O gafE ar
f——3AFT AT AxdfAw SfEw oo oW
5% SAFRT IAfad F &1 & a0 7
T qF q T FAATT g A7 qI7 &I
F T3 99T AT 1 1 & g ST74T
~1gar g OF &t dame g e A
WO i 5T 9w A Ew 1T T8
FT TR |

HOTEE 37 & 93 Weqws @
HEHA maa“rv S o\ o XS] ar‘w‘r{
avifaa fro s &, T 19 F9 ¥
am 97 a7 T #JI 3% 4 9
AN zd AN gEfwa 577 4, 40RT
aarsg &« A IFfwT 377 & o3Aw
WqL AESAF IT AT HLAAA
a7 fwea &, v 5 grots faares
¥ ewt o e o9& 2 ¥ s
<G E 9% TESIEY WHT ST
TG, T AZ FEA F BT H) &7 ag
AgET AT AT T oqAV 48 w2
A i § a1 f5T Fgm wga fr aar

[N

w31 6 oo 7 faew &) gag

T
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A gl B 3@ awg @ fraw
¥ ®Y ¥ ggrAar 4a1 &, ar 9g nF Avg
F7 Ea9 g ST AW F FI7, FEIT 42
9T AW FW F I Foe fFoar
vET &, WX IY qret 1 e T =
31§ 1 1 #aE TEN, TR qI9F 79
THEF § E iy o@ amy 7 uF fam
AT AT H{TT G O F gAR O
F@EMET g7 57 i 3997, B i
Afex s wrgr g 2, @ & s g
TR SHET IJarERw FqrfE v
FR O FH QIAAF IAW W ATE F
ITAT « fommy F w7 § F15 TgET
TR | AT AATRE X TgA 4g T
i fet s & wiw 400 md
F AT Gar g ATy

wil a¥, wg 27, gaha FY a1
ISV RGNETAT AAT
fFear =13, 9% g gAY av w
75 ¥ oot wer TRz 7 A
w5 A gar sTERlT F gvr it
ST & F 37 31 gragaE fe oA
Fifon agt g | s { a aq
gfvrfeglau dar &7 v &) &, 0w #rna
g1 feo s 2, foaa 7 37 gwe
2FAT § WY FW EA 7 R WA
gd; aF agr fe@rdrIan ) raA W I
g7 AW F AIGF WA I FZAI

g
3

AT fumy Ay §agzr9v 3= TP q
F a7 ® w9t & T ogwre foig
T g4 T 7Er B A aeiw awy
g vax @Y foF "Agaw wr wedt
grefs §9317 99 9 W qEY N
sfew Al ¥ ) 37 awT AN oF qAT
fant a7 | mawl ATw @ ST SR e
39 a9AT g, I FIT FT A9T A4S
§ fawa gar & 1 f9% 3= & g9 wzv
¥ 23T 97 RIRQ @1 vEa; 2, g 7E
Fred afxd 9@ g AT gFFaT FE X AT
127 FT TFST ST @ 3T A1F1 FA-

[ 10 DEC.

1971 ] Bill, 1967 6,

ardr FyA ov 3 v gafag A9
FgT 9 6 37 TTR1T ¢ g AL FT FFAT
fr 5% faw #71 719 g7 ATl 7 HIT
frg- sar 2 34 ) 9% 37T TR
F13 Fr A7 G oAF QY IFHT T AT
dr giva 77 4 sy afs geay ars
by w3z fuT @Al w0 57
vz gag sTET AT Ay AAT A F
A< T 05 a7 75T 3551 gATE |
12 Noon

w7 FEAEE AT 77 AT
T AF GTFTT F 5T qEFy & F#I7 R
? a7 fe YFrgrw 7g1 ) 37 wfgaoa
|77 g7 G A & 1 Fryw sarare
wEAT S 5 A3 TWT TAT Al I THATT
e 5 g 77 gz fear aar @t oig
g T 9 faww #T w® Y 1 g7 AT
Fr A 97 fFF F79 ¥ w7 wEAT
HOT FA T E, AT IRV A 9T 7T
ug frend favean & f5 wee 3z am
iedl & Er fr 3w oaw w fafy
437 # w7 fAy g B #71 FOer
g7 ufam F oI & FAg
97 (W& a4 AR T FFEIT KT IF
FaA g7 157 & f11 wagw fvar o
TH | WA FTET A qE A0 fegla
qa1 Agr #7001 wET & foaw g
FFAET B FRT 7 FO7 497 A
gaw g | fAer & F F30Er awAar
g ez g% mufuar 3 oFEr &y
77 wiE 47 fgedr @ e WY §
FE SIATTH] ST AT 9T AT re ¥
ST o sifed waR® ws fawi & o
wEkar 3 ag fhv wRER g0 & o
FEAT & | AFRIIT FLA7T B & T
F & foro e =tfze aq 1 f/e
AT F qIE W ET AT o AT
LT AT AW FA & TYAE Al
g WA JT « TF FIST aF THA & |

o7 27 ArzT ® Ay faAr H 3T

oy
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[®ro wg wRER)

F A W & AR {657 397 gaq17 Far
& 9% FAQ § |

AZIA, HIT I F@IT gA9F
EAFE F AGT & TTH IR HT
qARAT & @ S gaAry frar war qv
ST JET A AT Afgg 97
¥ ag z1a1 A4y & fF 9w 1 935
FAU gATa g AT gr0r ) A7 fwaw
Fafwarzr P awAT 3T TR@F
gty 173 o fear & wran @), Afwe
A 4T AT TIAT T ATH § FTAHTT
g T3 FT TET | a8 gATA A1 77
s € 4 arfa fea fag fa ama &7
T F FR 39 JE& & gA@ET F7
g ® F1 &rfaeE Agy 20

ow T IFrgw  ifse fawdy
fadt 73T 9T fagw =TT a7 F qruy
7z ward IsAT W 91 5 Wy A
iz wIfts & FHa F oA F
ifewm wfgma &1 e &1 71 gor?
F0 qYwTT 27 AT | 37 Fod & &)
grdt @y 437 g€ & O i &
wxifag adf fwar sr w@r 27 g7 9%
KA qT <7 T w&T fF gFL 59
feqi@ Y warford £3F &7 §91% § 17%°g
afg @R AT 37 fA1T F1 a7 w2
g oo f 71 AT oy # R §aar
g1 a%at & fF 719 F17@e aray Fr-—
fRdr STarIFT HT IqF FTIT F5 g1 |

w179, 999 a2 B fw 3g feafs
Fat d3r 27 A1 Ard aw fE &
Fal AT QT 747 ? OIA GOFI7T 39
T w1 AT FAT § f5 owra@m
ar 3q T ¥ geasg ¥ &Y 21 arer
afg> Aare &1 w41 wrfa w@ g
A w3d 3 o ITv 9717 @AY & gy
qT T feE &1 F#47 T F9 g7
gn feq fagw sarare wal v X gt
T w91 fx AT faw @i & war
# f& a3 ®1E amazd qide (dfsow

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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Bill, 1967 64

FRAAT) FT o a1 FI1 ATST FWI
faw fa7 ag q1q SN agh o F7
3q fav 73 atq w@ai § vy qE
AT wEIET, AR qI9 BT BT AraAq
(7a5T) & ar #R fafgsat mF
f& a8 ®37 T qaww T § 7 AT
FIfAFZr TRz & A8 9T AT & T
waaT 48 7av g fw graR fat & Juv
HIFTT A OF  JAAI ATHT FI TG a7
¥ 5 9 gm g¥ gm T W AT
gegrdt Fewr qiy %T &9 ;T JA g
gw F1 g FE FOA AT gRW faw
B AT FTYAT | A TXrHT Fa1 UFA T
¥ 7T §g F FSITATT FT gL FW
F1 & ? uwgEy, & oqra g W g,
aoriT Zfes Ffama &1 foR #:
AT 437 WY | gel WX garx faa
st w7 Az 45 § AT =Y oo Feq
T #IT gW gF At 3 faws g qaq
¥ AT G AT Fr oft FF 2fvw FwiwwT
Fr At w1 amg e str 0 =E
Aferd & gw @& oY ¥ qg wroaraw
fasta ar fw ga gg7 & gq wfwiow
Fr garfa F ofgey favig &7 faar
JTYAT | WX TF GIq & Sq87 39 A1
FYET TAT & AT q1F agY Fr q@r g o
i Y a5 a@ar wewr gg &
oY IA JAATT &1 Y F IFAIT AT
G AIFIT IGAAT ATEAT § AGA EY
e atd A § R qra afew
3T a1q F AR F fF frg Fioor 7 az
FAATT IFTMafaal v gF dewy
@A ATEAY ¥ 1 IH&T WM
a8 fF @ 3d qmt & dar aga
FIAT ATEAT § 12T *F foqg

WEIRT, §HT § AT AV A7 F feAT
war § afEa o A F A ¥ AT
TOF & ITATH v@F W F9F FT
gOF & F <ol faad @ q0F &
I FWMH g oI w O owk
T 3 48 T 7 % § fr ag

4
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AT EAIFA | A 1T A ATH
IIELT X FHAT F

st X7 weE: 37 FoyFSAGEAT

o Wi WA : FMAIT H W
¥ qEI FY gar EE0 1 @7 mE Ty
¥ T I F FAva fEw § ogr W
T T HeY F qIAA 93 3T CF a7
T @ g1 (gt aF A7 A= & fasy
I-a A wgHaar® § qE@r a3 g2
oY) Y FT gEaT BFd gq FAT
fF ag T @ mder & faw
fear AT & WA g wWAT EHT
FO F fog qarT A, 17« WA
YTEHT A9 A aFaT g F F (S
A TG | g AqEAT @d T HA
F @A g TF & AR qAEd & F
9T TF gIE F [T A WF AL
ST 9% & | ar g9 avg FT oA A
F T FFAT F A FHRN HT T4
T HI Iq& qTT a9 1 STF gY AT |
T F FEA &9 F aTF A THE]
w7 ¥ Tyar faur & w@r g SR &9
fegr qrar g 1 R A ogaR aaF
¥ & 3 7w { sArer agfaad d0-=w
g = glaam an a8 awEm
qFAr F qZ FL I9W FT A
SqIET FET F Fgd FXO§D |
W, Taa & feAt § @ |
T TIe fopar Tar @ Q@ A1 Sradt
g g H A A Agy T AfET W
faelt IPllEaTT 1 JgrEar &9 &1 AR
13 TURT ALY (WA AT ITHRT A F
Frer % fear mar 1 fag @9 RO
FWIT AT §Y ®IY T T FATH & 37
F UL gu A AT 7Y A LA IA
F1 {qe STaT & A1 98 S9 A% § a5
qUY 91T T FE oG9l aFAr
§ qAr AEm F A aXFr EA A
AT F AR A IAEF ! TG A AIAT,
g d<g #1 wwaedr o0 f§ fqa ¥

[ 10 DEC. 1971 ]

Bill, 1967 6

Ty AT FAA T AAIT T @ 7 AL
Fr gAEAIT T KA A0F |37
¥ fag @9 & s am ag g fr
TV ArzEq AL gAR Ar5A4 ¥ faguw
qre fAeder Avfa wrad srg o gedys
JASHT AT TOTAT BT AT T w5 Q7
gaT § FET & | AT LT FY 3o
AZET AT 8 37T OF AM@ F AIZAT
q% & YT drg F TR AT § |
OF T T ZHET AT OLACT @ F
fis o qATET FZ AT Fr G H AT Y
Fg AETA | [T AT ‘qeAT T
g &34 wrg &0 FeTfaw IrAvET
wafs deqhFaee § I A w0 Wi
qIrEa F FHT 9 A4 fawar IY
STt H19T A1 q3dY & SGfeT o 9
fatfwar § fam &0 qo0 F3q 3747
g f5 ag o faug AW F1 fedr 7
fodt a0F & w00 9@ 77 T0 3, A7
At F AT § frwra TN 7 gIT A
IR A A ArETfaF FAT § I F9T
9 AT AZAT AR FIfFC HC 7L
T | 1L F5718 § AV Az Ay § 37
o @g 713 A7 wrfqg 5 gd7
TR AR TAS | TT qTE A AT AR
QU ag awR H HAmag v 3z §
fF T 7§ AHT AIHT FT (FJT AA
qr Az ¥ EFqa, g7 7 T M Ferga
frat® F faw 177 TQ AT A IF ATIHT
g gL FL GFA 3§ AT AT FIFTT
F FTTFU FT AN FAEIG TF AR
TIIEAT & ITHT AT F FILIFT & |
zq gfe & ga7 T AEAT F
‘graz grzfaT’ w1 QT ISTAr 139
FT AWAT JT FIF &I ATT A4 AT gT
FEA & al FEHIT FT T6 § T17 f7ar

srar @ qoRre ar gk 3ENE A
oA T H 7 Er ]| ITFC 70, 80
gfowd TEE 7@ ga H F TN
g 1 ST A1 AT e g (WA W@
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[=ro wrg wgre]

g1 g e & f g g ow
F1 OO 9 ¥ F T afg IF ¥ =@
FFAT J1 AT g9 FY 39 § 718 oty
g afFT uw 3@ F =ragfor sfeard

| ETFTT HT T FTH FT 3T a<g
¥ = & fag s fwea =g, S
FH guar arfee, st fagurer feaar’
Tifgr ag 3@ & wgT @Y & ! afwomy
g g § fa si-ot & aere g oy
T § ST & HET TEES gy § AR
g & g g § | 3 & werar
THIT T IO F1Y A AqTE HqferwTe
AT FT OF qfor ag W g &
S 39 F favia g @, S 19
afEq § I w9 faer wmar &
ITHY rEa oy 9Ty € 1 Gy ATgh AT
HIT——TF & A § TB A A7 fgear
Y W@ THT § | W FNE FL (F 99
¥ ot &1 fgemr WY g wwar € A
aqr "9 q§ F9T qeqdy grn |osEr
W @Y T G qav wd § 99
wET ALY ATRTH] GF T AG
F g Trfen | s & OF FErad
9 qIgE A Srudg aedEA |
Hroe#r by £ 737 A =fag,
aer gt arfen fx o & faedt #1990
IT AT I FT FATEAT T T T

TF FEEI AIQ | Ay qIIATET
F qTH 304 TFS FH A Afgygr gz
FI T R | TR T 97 T I
F fou =, afwa ST #1 s @
2 39 9f7 ¥ I@W N J A7 FroEr
2 a7 39 F Wa< gt 9X IARW Oy
a9 & FEer 9t | owgt o aw Al
SHFTO § F@T 9T S AW &Y
EAT AGr 47 | AfFA, ag IJHA
QFATEX &I TET | g W gEw ¥ HT
gFar & W oafsaw awww’ ¥ fag
g THH THREET F I ) &S
& g, 39 1 gUI-q99 9 497

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

A

Bull, 1967 68

FEAT 9T aFar § | afwq agt ‘chas
TS 9 8T § | HETET F&
TF qTgqe qrEf #1 ag rHrT & A7
qfsas oW # g afowmr =)
T g FE § A

AT RUT  fra am B
fae & s
o WE mEAR  fog wm &

faw & s a8 w79, fw aafm
F o Jrc A oy 75 aafra e g !
T I 96 AT I A | WX O
afiq & fag =T ag =t & gur wey
FT d2T gY ATe e #T 7EY F7 W
2 39 & fag {7y #1 a1
o ST & N AT FATy W E, A
amrey fagra § 9% T I
AT FT ¥ AW F1 wfgwgw frm
ST & WX ag s st qrE,
FI A A T 1 A SAAT ATRAT I
FRETY o v Fary fw wrer q fowaw
Wl v g@ a@ ¥ @ ¥ 9f
‘T #T & fR fae o ar
& W ure aw Gy fAe qrEf
HY Agy &1 TS q¥ ;G FIT q¥ 797 I GO
g T & F9 &@ 7 gravasar g1 T
g fF uw aafeq & fad qee &Y &)
frma #Y 8w #x & oF T oo
wqifie A 99, | qEET, W 4% 3
fF e qgar Gar & fem omam av
TgT ACER A |y fwar | aATSER
1 & forir ? e qord T ST HICETAT
FATAT 9 AT GUTTATEY AW & TgART
T’ MNfeidga § &
Sl § AT IFF AT TEOGET
TAT FT T 1T & | "X 37 THL
g9 TF a3 a1 59 It w1 ey
T gRF W § AR gAY AE A F R
ITF ¥ gAT FT IAFT T3 6 ;GHT
a7 ggml 1 wWifgd, wwEr smiate
Tifgq | wEw, 7] aw @@ aw
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T FIAT § T A9 qg 951 B fw uF
qIH A9 §F aE A9AIT & R HD
T @ R 3, FF AT q7 Q@
& AT S9%F o9 § FE A wrwr §
o ag FT € 6 FIE I, A &
F1E ITE) TOATTH T B GaT 7@ 2
aFar | gy, ¥ fraea § B ug
A A g O @& SqmEr fu-
T ¥ WU FIA KT F W 58 foy
TH AR F |1 qUERT § IT 79 qugieq
F T7F FI | g TET I 797 @ FX
F arEawfas faq &1 g2 fFar qrar
T A AF AR TR A AR FL K
IR VFA FT I fopar x| =7
ferer arg ®1 o WEAT § A8 A g
zg & faq awlt gt 9X aga ey
A 1 AT S AT d5E Wik d
MY FT @9, fowmma @ F 1w
g FER & X fawerd @ fw
zq fag & wFAr F HF THFR Y
frard & foar & o =m0 g foq
&F ¥ IS ATAIF ¢ SIHT 977 |

TR, TF A7 Fg I T qurA
FEUT | qgT faar & gardy wsifa
F1 famew arar &t uw s s §
framt aa-aea——fedama —aea g,
qEW AT q 3 g A9F HR
TAFICE ATH fean ar—- awan T T
TH, T ATH TAAT AT & THT § fF
gR At 5% affaa g 1+ a3 wE=a
EFER R AT . L .

[ 10 DEC. 1971 ]

Blll, 1967 70

wfF g wamfF agza
a1 AWaw F@ 9wy A
FgAT 48 ARAT § fF axH A o &
FAE FATE Y e@Feq ¥ faems, 9q
FAET FT Qe 717 FH PN L IE
e 9 g7 #r TR Ed 9 oW
#1 § ufeT axa o) o 19 @Y
2 feramg Far ¥ e FT@ R

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: There

was a Bill, Your representative was
also there, but it was not agreed.

ToME WEW ¥ : WEIRF, A9Tq
aTed Y sETd & foy F ag Ay g fw
qEETX § agd & 39 3w A f5y 2
faas fau arfray Y @ Y ag
A O ) awR ¥ 07 A@
snfeRg &Y Jwat & oo ¥ 90 Ay
o S wfsREl ¥ feedl T
geefr &1 q% 1 mfsag @ o,
famawry &1 WY wfeRa 97, @ny
TEW & Ak ¥ W mifsaq ar, A
HEET, T GIFTT F1 T FTH 394
&0 w17 § 6 foma fodr misae
ST feur ST % A1 W ¥ w9
=g AW F qrEAVAF ST ¥ FET A
FTeY 39 - g FT SATA FT QFAT
W =G q7 | 7 FEEAT § g w;
&4 ¥ qgeT a1 g =iigy foadk fad
fr mfzaa i s fepam o @=ar &7
#fFT g w1 aar sfzda o #47
N TEW T w7 ;s qany

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr,
Chavan is the wholeseller in Aya
Rams and Gaya Rams. Last year he
was the seler of Gaya Rams and this
yvear he is the wholeseller of Aya
Rams.

187 ¥ Fga ¥ wartas (a7 qrar /v
T IqN “uaeg” 9r | gET I
¥ AARET & 3 T FT T@ATT FW
# wew@ ¥4 ¥ G2 gf 7 waww &
FASX F7F B TEW qTH F A
Fgl & g faely o w7 & fog sase
7@ foF S e a1 @y zaF fag w4t
gy frar o @ & ? A s faw
AT o1, 9% qX § WY A5 g T g

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE: He is
the wholesale purchaser.

BTo WE AEET ¢ s Rw o
R ogT0T RS FN CF AT FEAAE
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[370 wrE warie]

T A AR 79 7 a0 @y &
wq g a1 {5 g faa A T G
ST, IgHT AT g&I a9 AT A g
FAWIT § A adqa=d #1 Twa & 70
s 7 gmr =nfge ag A drar
T W ARA THE aT HFIHR
ST FEW I3 |

gai & @ § oA wsgarEn
Fr afafq ot e g1 7 70 Y
IR W T FAT X IO THF TE G
ST QT ST T § WX AT AL faamy
T fF g 58 9 @) S & fag
g 37 f=me, 3o faraw @t 7
gfeorry ag @ fF &R 3w & ag wiaar
ot @Y 2 fF aee 94 3% g4 feafa
Y TFAT AT AT T2 TF 74T TN
T T FT TATG GETA A FY AT
I QR .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: At the
moment we are not concerned with
Aya Rams and Gaya Rams, at the
moment we are concerned with
Jagnvan Ram

Mo AME QEET : SEE(ET TH
¥F a9y F F1E qaNS TG &, FRIET |
IH FIX A, I FY A F AR K, Jw
qTH\Q gT aFe F g9 §, THhar & foe
T F qI A, T A A FAT 9T
FE N AT EW A A qARA § 399
S F1E AT @ g Al e S g
¥ NG gy BT JE T Fr AT
T T AT T FT JITH JTG@T &
I 59 g9 ¥ g A3 F fawar Ay Tt
T g Q1 wwifaw ®T 3@ 99l F
TR ¥ gH FgAT 99T § fF HOT Ay
SAq aArFT 99 g g a@ aE
TF F AT T HI7 AT FH KT IO
T TaAdr § ? WET T9F I
7 oy fgr w32 tr@a'q', TSI

fra saear w fafaedy 1 97 T qFam
g e gaeam o F—z@ @wy A
ft o9 wo 357 a1 w1 T fF FE
R fagra #1% wreearza 7@
FATE o1 §FaY 1 qteons g g E
TFITAT ¥ FIT FAAT G GIIT FAR
FOC STAN IIE A | TF T
20 a7 98 wATTA &7 wi@w" &
T T 3afay awiE A dgkd
frar a0 SR wEEEEr gfuduT &9
g9 atem & 3@ g &Y faar 7 &wa
gu 3% fafaedy #1 aaieq frar—3q g%
¥ AT AT [AT AIIIE § S T -
77 T8 foqer @ ¥ 919 § F2
arx | ag feafq wrs weet A8t & A%
FAI ga7 ft egr g A faarga
T A ¥ SF argEeEa A
Tfgq | ag werg F Ay i fags
U F G ¥ TH AR A B
fream 7 gum

zafe werer =T 9% #§ gq faa
FY T8 WEAT FT &0 FaT g, T
gud #7aT § @81 X ¥ g9 aaw @
i T 967 & qe fauy 9§
WTUE T3 98 T e g 5 g
TS H1 F9 T IT N A7 FIf7ar F F2 |
gfeat T ara a2 w1 arr fear s awar
g WO W AT ALY | FETA &
9 T FF FI9 AT FT w7 T T [T
aod ¥ fT0q aga § wHARR
qrod qrad @ fay sed oAy s
F guradarr a8 g1 & afwa ST
Y Taar s fgar grm, gqdrn
qrg wdemare foqr gom, oA 39F
Wq TAG FTHT FT HAR FoqT @I
foF areqe 4 I 3@ FLHE o) FER
¥ § 43, 7g AFaa & faw gugEd
7Y, WeOT AET &1 aFAT | gafw 7
g fF 38 fa Y wrar @y fawe
F foq S Afqar =1 frafor s
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T &R &4 A 71 #1 Ay FL )
zafag gy gq feoqof F a4 ga
FT TG FLGTE A0 FAT § F
T ¥ Qfafera 71df #1 fag s
ar I dgag ¥ few aEy @l
Afeat * gy §F N g@Q
a3 fqoa w301 fqay 39 {w F e
TSR AT g a% A1 g TF
TF3@ AR, TAAfaH T T
TRA T GH | g9dTE |

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: There
was some misunderstanding. When
the original Bill was moved by Mr,
Chitta Basu we were under the im-
pbression that that Bill would restrict
the Bill glready passed. On the con-
trary if Mr. Basu’s Bill is to be
accepted, the original one would be
strengthened and broadened. It was
pointed out to me by the Deputy
Chairman in one of his unguarded
moments that the Government amend-
ment contained a penal provision and
therefore it was wider. Mr. Basu's
Bill, if it is passed, would not delete
the Government amendment. That re-
mains. Therefore Mr, Basu’s Bill does
not contain any suggestions to delete
the amendment with regard to the
Penal Code. That remains, Mr. Basu’s
Bill only broadens the scope of what
is called ‘contribution’. That is all.
Thercfore if Mr, Basu’s Bill js passed
it would be contribution plus what
remains in the original gmendment
with regard to the Penal Code. An
impression was sought to be created as
if Mr, Basw’s Bill would take away
the provision with regard to the Penal
clause. Not at all. Therefore it was
entitely wrong. I do not know why
these are not understood. Mr. Basu’s
Bill is not amending what has already
been passed, Now, Sir, I am con-
fining myself to this Bill. In 1959 in
this House I moved a Bill of this kind
and at that time the late Lal Bahadur
Shastri was the Minister of Commerce,
He spoke against my gmendment and
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rcmember, said that the Congress
Party would take money from the
rich man and the poor man, from the
industrialist and the worker. In fact
it so happened that the money came
mosily from the industrialists 8o much
so that the Congress Party was obliged
later on to amend the Companies Act
to which reference has been made
banning amounts to be paid to the
rolitical parties and so on. The Gov-
ernment Bijll was bBrought in 1969
whereas my Bill was in 1959. My Bill
was rejected on account of opposition
by the Government and the late Lal
Bahadur Shastri but the same thing
was accepfed in 1969. Generally 1
have found jt takes the Government
ten years to understand what we say
and to accept what we suggest, Now
the pacz is a little quicker I agree.
Mr, Chitty Basu’s Bill says all contri-
butions should be stopped, Contribu-
tion i3 a wider term. Now-a-days they
not only pay money, they make other
forms of contributions. The companieg
make their guest houses availfble to
the leaders of political parties, they
make their other materia] equipment
available, motor cars and so on, even
aeroplanes, to the various political
parties depending on how strong that
party is, which position it occupies
vis-a-vis the Government, Therefore
do not think that contribution is
confined only to cash payment. There
was a time when the business was
cash and carry, now it is one of lend
and lease, I lend you my cars, my
houses, my other things and later on
when you come into the Government
you give me licences, permits and so
on. This is how the quid pro quo is
arranged, I want to put a stop to it.
Therefore 1 say that this Bill is much
wider. and I think it should be sup-
ported.

In this connection I want to bring
to your notice one thing. You know
_ the famous Mohan Meakin Breweries

' owned by one...... Mr. Arora, what

the amendment was lost. He, I |§is his name?

~
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SHRI ARJUN ARORA Cbhl V. R
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA —
owned by Col V R Mohan He has
appeared 1n the political horizon 1n a
very big way I find making contri-
bution to many people, many parties
There was 3 question with regard to
his Mohan Breweries 1n this House and
1t was found out and admitted by
the Government also that illegal ex-
pansion  of production had taken
place A show-cause notice wag serv-
ed on Mohan Breweries,; When thig
Mohan Breweries again applied for
expansion this show-cause notice was
pending Some officers supported
Mohan PBreweries while others did
not, this was revealed 1n the House
The Minister, Mr Moinul Haque

[ KAJYA SABHA ]

Choudhury, 1t must he said to his
credit, also did not support the applh-
cation for expansion being sanctioned
when the show-cause notice was pend-
ing against the Mohan Breweries be-
cause of 1llegal expansion, unautho-
rised expansion, what 1s called subs-
tantial expansion of production with-
out sanction of law, in fact violating
the law

Then, what happened? The same
Mr B R Mohan started in Lucknow,
his Mohan Breweries at Ghaziabad
started 1n Lucknow a company
called Mohan Gold Water, and
the Mohan Gold Water company then
applied for licence for production, and
the Mohan Gold Water company was
given a licence for production, That
is what happened, And now, recent-
ly 1n 3 speech at the Company’s meet-
ing Mr B R Mohan said that he held
a substantial controlling share 1n fhe
Mchan Gold Water also Now, this
kind of thing goes on Omn the one
hand expansion 1s sought but not
glven on the ground that they had
committed crime and were facing
charges On the other hand, the same
man starts a new company 1n another
place and gets the same licence sanc-
tioned for expansion of production, j
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The Minister should have been fair to
this House and should have told us
instead of trymng to take cover under
certain technical or other difficulty,
technically correct according to some
Members, Well, he wanted to make
out that no favours had been shown
The favour had been shown and the
purpo e of the law had been violated,
in the first instance by allowing him
to expand and then not taking penal
action against him when the expansion
had taken place In Mohan Breweries
the law had been violated and a fraud
on Parliament had been committed
When the same Mohan Breweries and
the same Mr B R Mohan started
another company, the Mohan Gold
Water, he got the Iicence when the
show cause notice with regard fo
Mohan Breweries was still pending
Sir, all these things are known to the
Government, I would like to know
why 1t was done Sir, everybody says
that Mr B R Mohan makes a Iot of
contribution to certain political indivi-
duals zpart from political parties This
1s what we are told The gentleman
brags that he pays as income-fax one
lakh of 1upees per day and that he
knows how to look after the admims-
tration and political leaders and so
on, He goes on bragging How, this
thing everybody knows i Lucknow
My friends 1n Lucknow, our party
people and others, have told me that
he goes on bragging very openly that
he can buy anybody he likes Every-
body knows it including perhaps the
Minister for Industrial Development
that Mohan Brewerigs has got a lobby
in the Company Law Department
Also, 1 believe he has got one in the
Finance Ministry He has got a lobby
in all the important Ministries of
Government, and the corporations
Mr B R Mohan has got His men
among the officers and others and 1t s
well known And this is how he helps
the political parties and political n-
dividuals and gets 1n return assistance
from them Now I must also tell you

that I have come to know again from
Lucknow  sources that Mohan
Breweries has got glso some pPeople in
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the Home Ministry to protect him. I
should like that this questron should
be gone into. Sir, surprisingly enough,
Mr. B, R. Mohan is also trying to
terrorise cofficials jn the variougs Min-
istries—it is well known—and he is
getting the backing of some Ministers
at least. Well, Sir, he is trying to
terrorise  the officials so that they
cannot say anything against him or
the papers coming from Mohan Bre-
weries or Mr. B. R. Mohan. Yester-
day I found he sent to me—good of
him—a brochure brought out by Mr,
B. R. Mohan, an expensive brochure
on Bangla Desh, not an advertisement
but an expensive brochure on Bangla
Desh to flatter some leaders of the
Government. Well, this is how it is
going on. I therefore demand that
this thing should be put a stop to.
Now corruption takes place in this
manner and the Company Law, which
we have amended, is being circum-
vented otherwise, indirectly, and other
methods have been found. Well,
something 15 given and then you get
something from these people. It is
not any cash payment which is shown
in the company’s accounts so that they
can evade the law that way. It is
given in kind, given otherwise, given
in certain materia]l donations, not
necessarily money or amount. This is
what is happening, Everybody knows
it. Everybody knows the famous
Coca-Cola case. Coca-Cola also are
financing some politicians in the coun-
try. Now, Sir, another interesting
thing has come to our notice to show
how these people behave. These
people are corrupting the political life
of our country in this manner. There-
fore, drastic action should be taken,
I shal] show how other companies are
being treated. Here I have got a
letter from the Secretary of  the
National Federation of Indian Wornen,
Bani Das Gupta, She is one of the
Secretaries. The other Secretary of
the organisation is Hamida Habibuillah,
She happens to be now a Minister in
the UP Government. These are the
two Secretaries. The patrons are:
Anasuya Gyanchand, Pushpa Moyee

[ 19 DEC. 1971 ]
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Bose and Kapila Khandwala. The
President is Aruna Asaf Ali and so on.
I have got the letter from one of the
two Secretaries, The other Seeretary
being a Minister perhaps did not
write, but they have written to me
thus: — ,
“We understand from M|s Nava
Bharat Enterprises who gave us
two advertisements for our bro-
chure 1n connection with our
Annual Day function held on May
2nd, 1971, that the CBI issued
summons to them to produce
certain documents like the letter
written by our organisation to the
company requesting for advertise-
ments.”

Now, here is the National Federation
of Indian Women, an organisafion
consisting of people from various
parties, people from no party, social
workers and others, It is a social
organisation. The other day they
organised a function which was, I
think, attended by Mr. Giri. Also, a
message was sent by Prime Minister
Indira Gandhi. Shri Siddartha Shankar
Ray, another Minister, addressed the
conference where people from other
countries of the world came and at-
tended the function. Now, what
happens? The Nava Bharat Enfer-
prises gave an advertisement to the
brochure brought out by such an
organisation, The CBI goes there.
Why? Why? 1 should like to know it,
It is a serious matter.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: How big?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I do not
know, but it was a small advertise-
ment. The Nava Bharat Enterprises
have been giving advertisements to
this organisation for many years. They
give advertisements to progressive
journals. They give advertisement to
my paper also for many years. They
do not require to be influenced by
anybody to give advertisement. The
Nava Bharat Enterprises are a con-
cern which consist among the owners
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta.]

or partners many progressive people,
They always help progressive organi-
sations of various types. 1n fact, one
of the persons is known to us. He was
associated some time back, twenty
years ago, with the work of the com-
munist group in Parliament. Now, he
is a businessman. Many years ago
he was associated. Such an enter-
prise will naturally give advertise-
ments to progressive organisations.
What is there for CBI to investigate?
Why does not the CBI go after the
Birlas who are giving advertise-
ments? Why does not the CBI go after
the Current paper and find out how
many advertisements have been given
to it and by whom? Why does not the
CBI go after the advertisers of the
pro-American journa] Current in this
country? And yet they go to hunt
nut and terrorise some such organisa-
tion like the National Federation of
Indian Women. It is a shame and a
disgrace.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: What do
you have against the Current?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Current
is gbsolutely an American mouthpiece

in our country, Current writes
scandalous things ragainst everyone
who stands for progress. Among the

journals it stands entirely discredited.
Jawaharlal Nehru in the other House
said that it was a dirty rag not worth
looking at. When the Current gets
advertisements, an anti-national, anti-
democratic and frankly g pro-Ameri-
can journal, and you can see
columns  of advertisements. ......
Then the CBI does not go and find
out as to who the advertisers are,
why the advertisements are  being
given. But the moment it comes to
the question of an advertisement in
a little brochure published by a so-
cial organisation like the National Fe-
deration of Indian Women, the CBI, is
very active.

SHRI A. D. MANI: Why?

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I do not
know—terrorising. I say, some people
are working. I do not know. You
should find cut. I should like to know
whether it is the policy of the Gov-
ernment. I should like to know against
how many advertisers in other papers
which are absolutely reactionary,
which write against progressive mat-
ters, which write against the Prime
Minister even, the CBI has proceeded;
in how many such cases the CBI has
gone to investigate. Why the adverti-
sers to this organisation’s brochure
are being persecuted? It is a serious
matter. You cannot stop donations by
big companies directly given to politi-
cal parties like the Swatantra Party,
the Jana Sangh and others, You can-
not do anything, But when a  small
asgistance by whatever advertisements
is given to such organisation’s publi-
caticns, you go after them. Sir, what
they write ig very interesting—

“Ag 'you know, M|s. Nava Bharat
have been giving us advertisements
for the last so many years and it is
nothing to them. I may also add that
a substantial part of the money col-
lected from the advertisements in
the brochure has been contributed
to Bangla Desh refugee camps.”

Thig organisation, the National Fe-
deration of Indian Women, hag raised
funds for Bangla Desh refugee camps.
They have sent money there and that
is how those people have benefited—
this money out of the sale of the bro-
chure was sent—the entire money—to
the refugee camps. And this is what
the CBI is doing. This ig shame, utter
shame. They write—

“We would therefore like you to
take up this matter.”

I am taking it up. They are trying to
intimidate—it is time that you stopped
it—the advertisers who are giving ad-
vertisements to the progressive jour-
nals of social organisations and other
organisations. Is it the policy now? I
should like to know whether it is the
policy of the Government, On the one
hand, you talk about big reforms and
other things and also pass such im-
portant measures and on  the other
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hand, allow the CBI to be used like
this, Big business people, I regret to
say, are using the CBL The CBI is a
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very important organisation. We attach |

importance to them. As you know,
we have been  particularly careful
about the CBI to give up such prac-
tices because it has a very important
role to play in fighting corruption,
political corruption, corruption by
donations and so on and other
types of corruption. Now, Sir, it
would be a sad day for this country
if the CBI is permitted to be used
by some monopolists and others—
big business people, certain offi-
cials of the Governments and so
on—against this kind of organisa-
tion, to enter into politics, to enter in-
to anti-social behaviour, in order to
persecute those who are doing good
work. Sir, you should think as to
how to stop this thing. To this subject
I shall come later on again one day
when the Bill on Commissiong of In-
quiry comes up. But I must launch
my protest against it. I should like to
know from the Government what steps
they have taken to penalise those peo-
ple responsible for doing this thing.
Nava Bharat people met me and told
me that summonses were served on
them, fantastic questions were asked.
And the CBI did not even know that
Messrs. Nava Bharat is a  concern
which has been giving advertisements
to such an organisation, even to the
Communist Party, for the last ten
years or so, ever since, anyhow,
Messrs. Nava Bharat enterprise has
come into existence. I.should like to
khow this thing from the Government.

Turg  Vice-CHAIRMAN (Shri Ram
Sahai) in the Chair,

Sir finally before 1 sit down—
because my friend, Mr. Rajnarain,

would like to speak, I have already
told him that I will conclude—I would
say that something should be done to
stop contributions going round. Lots of
money are finding their way to poli-
tical parties from big business peaple.
Everybody talks about it. Sir, in many
Ministries there are people who mano-
euvre and manipulate contributions
because they think that Wwould help
them. And I think that one Ministry
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has looked after that thing very well
—it 18 perhaps the Ministry of Indus-
trial Development, and also I think
that Ministry deals with licences and
other things., But there are others
there. Very interesting things are hap-
pening, I must tell you in other Minis-
tries also it is going on. I think these
things should be inquired into. Now
the technique is to create  terror
among the adVertisers, amongst the
officials who are for progressive mea-
sures and who stand by the Govern-
ment and protect the corrupt officials
by diverting attention in other direc-
tions. To that I shall comg later, I
think this thing should be gone into.
All contributiong shoulg be gone into.
Partnerships should be covered. In
dividuals should be covered. Big busi-
nessmen  should not be allowed to
make contributions. Company ac-
counts should be gone into. Black mo-
ney is a very great source of contribu-
tion which is not shown in the com-
pany books at all, I say despite this
Bill, lots of contributions are going to
the various political parties, some po-
litical parties in particular. Now the
trend is for the company owners to
build up some individuals in the party.
Now they du not necessarily give to
the Congress Party, They find out the
right type of people who would give
to the party, right type of Ministers,
right type of officials through whom
the money should be channelised to
the Minister concerned. All  these
things should be gone into. Now a
chain has developed—Minister, offi-
cials, big businessmen and Mr. V. R.
Mohan, the linchpin of that set-up.
This thing should be stopped and
properly investigated instead of the
kind of thing that they are doing.

SITIRATUFT ¢ T, T §WA
Fera < o1 fodas 3 ovaeg § @
&, 37 a9 Al &7 T FW A0 |
# forg Tl ot s@w TAS ¥ g
fFaT § I A@ ¥ W FTAT Agar
g1 7 a3 fr gy o dw A o
X 304 UFE AAW M AEET & g
fraTel Y IAT §, 39 T 1 B
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{4t TaArTga]

FRFFI@E & FaAxfax fagr
T § AR IFH A Ao HRo WA
BT § | AR IEFTY g FEqE
Zfr sommad dot 3giy fod §
Tg sraAr Agar g fv o w@w e
F T I K AAFR AT N
a7 wid, swdt 3fRT AgE e
A oW oW & A1 Y FizTs &
W E IqF T IFP 5T §aq
A =af 7 AT AR T @ F TR
#1 foum & grarg 7 o9WT g0
Mg ? 7 59 F@ M A4 AR
% gy qEt FY AAET g AR §
WX I7F TH A AT SEATT AGT
gt urig |

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: For the
simple reason that I have nothing

against Sanjay Gandhi. I have nothing
againgt him.

ot qRAVAT: HW], 0F O9E
fag & ot faectt & uw wfafiza gofafy
A oft Aot fag oft o oo sy
FIAT F OF T g, o foodr &
uF  aronree Sfgifae £ )

SHRI G. A. APPAN (Tamil Nadu):
On a point of order, Sir. My friend,
Mr. Rajnarain, mentioned about the
Prime Minister or her name which
has no relevance or reference to the
Bill now under discussion. I do not
know why such frivolous things are
brought in causing unnecessary waste
of time. Would you kindly ask Mr.
Rajnarain to speak only on the Bill
and not on any other thing?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr. Raj-
narain has asked me. I do not know
what he is saying. I do not have any
guch information. So far as Sanjay
Gandhi is concerned.... (Interrup-
tions.)

SHRI G. A. APPAN (Tamil Nadu):
Flr, the Bmp of the House is very pre-
¢lota, 8o, cither he ghould stop all
these things, or he should be asked to

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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go out. Otherwise, you should name
him, Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir.

o VIRATEAN ;5 IR AR
LT, T AFER 06 AGT gIer g

SHRI G. A. APPAN: He has learnt
many lessong all these years, but still
he will not come to his own senses. It
is rather ridiculous that g person like
him should be kept by this House, We
should have done it long, long before
He is taking undue advantage of the
goodness of the House and of the geh-
erosity of the Members of this House.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, my
friend, Mr. Rajnarain, has asked me
a question. I do not know any such
thing.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: You have gaid
this. Do not waste time.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I said,
I do not know any such thing and I
am not concerned with the V. R. Mo-
han business, And as far as Sanjay
Gandhi is concerned, I know him. He
is the son of my {riend Mr, Feroze
Gandhi, and is a very enterprising, in-
telligent young man. I think he should
not be dragged in.

(Interruptions)

=Y TRATETE @ =fime

Irewrenw (Y Tm mgw )k S
qifee WIT WIST ISAT  TAT §, a5
FE AEE ATF WET qHH H W
g, afes & gAY S & a8
fagza sem 5 ageTaefmaia am
safrorgead afigar fag =
gy ¥ SaT TFTFRAF AGE
qg AT TEHT I

sfY TmATemw o feEr FT AW
wd formr wam ) dfem srw W &N
wraw foa way g, &Y o e oF
ffqeface §, 3a%r am fear s )
g9q W ¥ sy o we WA



85 Companies (Amdt.)

FT TIWET aET §, Iq T At Qs
fag @1 smElwe A § ...
IaqWiEsgs (W UR qgF): AW

ag frdew § fr dfem oy @ nfeu
gRa § o ot aafe oot awrd &9
& fa7 a1 7oAt 3.9 g7 F forg grew
¥ afiwred I F vg TE Hew AT
utoll

A TSR FITHT FEAT Tgr
g afer § #g wwr AT § fa
fom-fom oW & amr QO a7 o &
fara agr 87

ITETEEE (W TwHERE)
sqaar S L. '

ot KA HIAT T FT AN
umEaT A Og a1 &9 qgd ® o gwar
g; & g @ ag EqET =EAT
e frgaw & wwwaam
g g faw o ¥ Fawsd
ar e fem aw & wamwafeard
§ = 99w 9 St ¥ ST |TEAr
gk ek N fow am ¥
T Feg gEAr g wifs ag fawr
gaFT g g w3 e ady amear AR
f ot 7z Twetfas == § 9% g
FY HIRFT & AT ([nterruprion)
tg a1 famga word & @y WAy
arfed | #EE T (W) i § IEE
qTY 49T FET § A9 & WIS @y
qifeat § 973 9T GuT it FwTar 2 )
Ty Tifegy 1w g e
sTarfea AT &Y w1 & @ 9%
FuT e afem g 1 Faf ot &1 -
difas s & fad  ggar g7 afwa
&, afea & s e g B wer €@
FT & R T wraar g | qEa s wR
gk dfm # §gy w & &t
afrr F aewT war & fs astm o
gt aareer # frad s
AT FEET qF Y SATET WA
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VAT | 3§ FT BT GEY AT AT
g f&et  famr @Y garee &9
¥ foar, efrevr gevsred frar e ow
&Y, T SeTEE e AW F fag AT E
& Fgar Fgar § gFTE & g A
e & gry, @l TE &g 37
FfReaddd, s amanferq
¥ faq mwe-mrd @7 7 Faq feear
T FTH TEY I, AT A IHIGIR
g @rewdr fag @ wEm q@W
fo gn fradt v a% dama &)
# sty awan § f sfaw ardt & o
I 34 ¥ fau daragi & o
OF-UF  §g 9% F1-ET -1 e,
TH-89 9, Wi IEE-94E A" &qAT
FEIAATATE | FYT 0 IQAT & TR
F1E TI-NEATAE AN AT TR DI AT
9gATR Y FAIT | gEAT GA-AT AT
Fifgw | 3T d® 4, HHE g
W ¥ ayHrEIT TEET A AT T
Tifgy fr fago 7 faar qor woa,
farer ot w1 Rt & fivarar qar faar
fageii & oY qar qrar 2 1 R WS
AT ot Faraed T FFAT F FHY 5T
Fus aT w50 §E a7 g0 FA
gfreifRei vaam g g A 3EF
ark # W § fadzT FeAr Agm fF
fageri g MaTarvgr Z1I7fagmi 7
T ary g9 9 AT A% FE v
arfey | =W FAET & AT AT A
freer & o9 o fog @0 § 4% ams
ST E A T AWM H I G IET
& | EaTHTE DR &7 hyr TF qAW Z
o< Pagart &3t o A e o g § 9
g Y O s AT IR | A R
ar® GREAT § ATETE T FIEATTAE AT
Syrmdr & a9 aaid i fagai |
firer g Y g W e feET ©

s, TI7 F * %Y FGT AT
fir sfto ato = I g
fir faeit ¥ % 5

|
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ST TR A

qur fFgr s, S§ W wx T4 &1
TLHTT 7 ATgeT fFar 9ok 2 9eq §
fawrt & =T g% &7 qT HYo Fro AR
FY A W § IW I FH aF 90 G
g Fat 7 agifE ag aeeTe arsnas
g7 FT ATIITS TEAHTA HIAT ATEAT 8 1
zafad awwTT F aar fFar s g ot
FHI

e, § a3 AT FFAT AT §
fo gA faa =i fa a1g S 59 791
%1 fagaes ary § S99 TR AE e
F ASTEW & A1 F9H Ag g fwan
st atfey f fade o fooq a5 &
37 faRely =1 § 9g Ty wrAm =nfey
fw fre-fam wrl At 1 fae
AT §, TF TAT FFT F WAT A R
F d% % oot agt & 7 AW F 99
TR WEET g =gy | AR
WF qrg-arg ag o J@ar Tz fE
WM AHF A AT AR A A R E
I qHE g F qF 47 efrag o
R A G & JT= ITHT 70 efama
g 1 =m o e ar w1 onrd
gror § g wrar 34 =Jvean £ fF Ay
Fof 9 gUTR T8 WX ¥4 & o gArdy
77 efaaq ager 41 w1 A9 97 fama &)
NHA T FT @ T AT AL & q1Yq
9g ST e T IF W F F Fq FX
qar | & =rgat g 5 ag s A1k 3E
Sa g1 =W s froon gfaga
gy qge o SEa FF Ar gfema
gHTLr we TE § FAtlE g wrarEl
a@ré%rwg‘rfw% ATEAT &Y &, ITHFT
A% T H@W%ltrﬁaﬁ%

I “*ﬂw"raaﬁirsﬁmmm%
qr fi ; TEHRT F JIT ATAF-IT
ﬁavﬁ?iwqagﬂ@mﬁ

T e a?i?rz—gr Tg 9 A
mﬁﬁﬁwiﬁémWH
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gar wrd &, wre=wT Dar g )

fraq, & sz A § 5o
I8H FTAT &1 A o oy qrg 7 Oy
fa aw fwar & . . .

st sy g Aw, § oF
AT FEAT AGAT § | AT Y A
2% Fg7 5 IR ooy § aga frar
g 3HE T AN ZIAT AT AT 1T THH BI5
Y T &1 § e mrsr Y =791 99 @
g 9g ag T91 a9 & & 5 Nifafera
uTet ar & Fefaspaer st 39T @ F7AT §
Sy fF g qaEagy § el w4
g9 fFa1 a8 97 Fgf § a7, {SOrafaat §
ferar ar w37 & foar sawr ff a8 sar
§ | g qg WA A o AHT AE G
Fg A AT &

Y Trqarere : sfw gad ay §
¥ FgAr Figar § & goFww e F
TH G qFIAT § A gAY ZEIMA
=Y gfrer Ag® et ax Sy fHar
& o ITH 9 o TwrAerd § 91 99
TN FT G197 | 399 IR TGN, 98
wateq ararag # A5 § W) AT
FAMATAT & AT AE; FOTFAE 7

ot Ty At
T WA

Y QAT . {77 SATA-
I &, HX IAH dqar g ar IawT
TRT R |

9% FHT AT

oY FFATN A3 : qg FAFAT FETT
FEAFF AT RE ?

W CRATOEW  FE AW i
TfearT F7 § Z0 THE 35T T & A
ag Ft qferded AFed W adr
AT S L (Ingerruption)

Iagwieqw (W TR ag) LA
T AT AT H T A

-1



89 Messages from [ 1) DEC. 1971 ] Lok Sabha

Y TRAV@RW @ AR, WO FAR
Fat FE OF T @ & 7 Ay wiEq
9% WE & HF AN GHF TC E ) TE
FISH FATT A FATETARE F 14T §
JM 3T oY § fr Wik 9 gfar S
F AT H THATTAT FrAaT § qV gy 4T
FEAT TEY AATT g1 1 qV AZ WA qF FT
qIeT FGT §

5t HEITH |7 ;W I TIW &
@ I § g9 ITd € ATET ’T A9
19 § @9 f7g §

st TwATTE - G e, ®, o
fadaes agr ox faw ag 7 4w faar €,
IEFY qTE FLAT § | IR ZHA S
Fifesauw wex foar & fafeag =7 &
I FATIT § =M% Weq g AR 9{AY
g0 ag w8 wmen ¥ fx fegdy 7oA
qIET 70 9T Frg WP FMEA | T T
=t gy =ifge wafy gurt Joeaa
qTEa FT AT IT q9F a% A AT |

IImAEIR  (H1 W™ |/IW)
# 197 A FE0 fF I7AT 989 7
T T FIC a7 F=BT gRIT )

Y TRATE@W © FH GTAT ATTHT
gfaafem w1 @ & 1 f@w wx am@
qq gufae & aifagmeed s §
JUT 9] HEEYT § | TWAU gEA
1953 § UF w&ara @r 91 {53 9z
# fa 3@ ar g gz A fe afier—
F ETHT AT TIfEU, F EAFT
g =fgn | oy @gw gE fF war ag
sy faa @ & faaraed o awan
g ) WX gAIR TAFT AIEE, Heaw
#1gd TUF e F A IFA w7 ST
g gUTR FUX [IEW HIGA Y FE 19
g "L qg g1 YET

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Benhgal): I have g suggestion. I have
thought over it again and again. I
think at least for a day Shri Rajnarain
shoulq be in the Chair and he should
be allowed to face the music. This is
my humble request.

SHRI G. A, APPAN: The earlier it
is done, the better.

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA
(Orissa): From there also he will
rise on Points of Ordef.

oY s =77 ¢ fAeeT ydw T
A FFT ASKATTOAT ST KT AT T 373 |
afer gz IHr aE F AgHr ITHR
YATH a0 FT AL TG F ) AT E
qg I ;AT F

St AT @ (AGT) - WR qg AL
qT FiT q USATUAT 1T 497 ?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am sure,
if my friend Shri Rajnarain is in the
Chair, he will so conduct thé business
of the House that ultimately he will
have to vacate the Chair and walk
out.

Iaanredy (st W @gw@): "I
1T @eH FIAT | HIH AT A5F FT q0T
quTT g1 @ & |

Y TRATCAT ;A W WW
Fifeq G | AH AU AT FATT
TEY AT &, EHHT FTRT FrAAT & |
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SECRETARY: Sir, I have to report
to the House the following messages



