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oft awrafy : k@ A wg ot TETAT (ST 9RW) ¢ S
NS % 99 §B HACH g1 QAT | ALY, THT T80 g 9T AV e sdems
fargelers g1 ST | &1 397 fad gmy  9wreT agE ¥
Surt B, R. BHAGAT : The hon. Mem- | f@@awz fwar |

ber in his original notice raised the ques-
tion about informaidon about Directors, ,Ni.R' CHAIRMAN:  You have to be
whether the Directors were involved or brief.

not. Now he has raised many other things . .
during the course of his submission. I =t TR (9T A g L gHA

submit if there is anything arising out of | ANAT YR Y T q¥elry F A1 FL AT

the things which he has rajsed I can reply e s 1
to them and I can make a submission to gl%ﬂ_ﬁ' 27-t-66 F1 e mwm

you later because I was not informed about A it e & qatfas wiwg &7 99
them. AAT 4TSS AIAT & NHET

MR, CHAIRMAN : No, no; I was not| ) guaiig it Wit T 60 gl #T
asking you. It was good that you pointed >

out something which was relevant, :ﬂ;ﬁfﬂ'r g, fﬁifa‘ FCI:'}Z 3 q& AL
Sum B. R, BHAGAT : About this par-| S1911 TTT & qH 7 | #fioreft rrer
ticular matter I again statc that these two| oW Y, [T HATZee FAFAT

things are entirely separate. The original ST ATE 2
ques:ion relates to the complaint made by il i EF€HT 1St 10 919

the former Director in the court against| FT AIATEAT, TTH AR [ U
fhe company and its si;s Dirt?ctors. There | 3 @I;q-' ¥ | 7 Tqfg QIHE?EI{ GFI"".T)%FH
is no question of my misleading the House | e s ..
because the question itself says the com- W ST 9 | I T FTH G g

peoy and its six Directors. In the main| #T Weq® Foifwq gom &, aTHC oA

reply I have not said that the Directors are : = N =
not involved and in the supplementary I et a’ SR AT F S 0 F 7

have said tha; the question was taken up t‘a'%r'{r IT AW %3'7\‘ 9% | 39 g9

in departmenial adjudication. And my 9 geqT ¥ a1 F1fEE qdy §€ % |
reply—this is very important—is to a speci- =

fic question by Mr. Niren Ghosh as to Yo, TAIR 19 q—E»a-'\f foarg #Y
why no action was taken by the Govern- LR A

ment against the Directors. And what I forar AT W5 ¥ 3““'3‘““1“ AR T
said was that the company was fined Rs.| q& 3| I€Y FATT F1 ag FTaT WY 95

15,000 and as the Directors were not in- e a s,
volved no fine was imposed on them. And Y st GH%% fera %FEF.I{ AR

this is my view of things; there is no ques- fdwe = fF g oifvame &«

tion of misleading the House or anybody. HTRET g & 3 =
There can be a bona fide error which I q AEE g S st (e

may commit but in this case according to Al q 0% ¥ 39 920 A w(= F@n
me no bona fide error is there also. .Thexﬁ- arfw LG T A AW ART AF TR %",
;;)(r:”:here is no question of misleading the FRTRA 7 mﬁwargfﬁr 3 fﬂ&, SR AT

Mr. CHAIRMAN: As I said T will| A ST< 8001 3@@ %7 foar #2 fx

look into the speech of Mr. Gupta and| #¥ FOT 9T T & 1T I7& 9T & qo&

also the record. FT TST qGIAT AT [ew &1 gooid w2 |
fy TrTOOr ¢ gwata oY gaTT saar faea & 1 3O e A
— FATET 697 A7 1 O 7A@l & | gw oy

ENQUIRY RE CALLING ATTENTION o
NOTICE S X IS FI QA g AT g9 W a9

sit qwrally ; Y, TR AT AT TG | B ASTT HGYT FIW@E ) T7A F AR
T qga a4, g7 1Y gh o Y ww
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T &1 T 97 @A e ol §
qqMT F ar g &1 Aned € 1@
sraTe At & 79 fe gak & sfatiy

ST FEREE § WA 94 S ®F AR AT AT

were staying at Grosvenor Hotel, Mayfair
and arc shortly due to attend a confcrence

in Amsterdam. JAF AL H Tg TAL
FY BT | A1 9 4g AT FE § )
TTH AR EEAr FEd N A€W

TR g AR W7 wad & aemfEq
T AR-AT FBl FW g [

EA W s FgR w1 gfaar v foms |
gfaer w3 73 §, & srwa ofkd erea 3
A w9 Fear, o gE ¥@ {rug
HAfTTT 3 FgL F1 LT FT QI AT
FIFTFTRY 7

SuriMAaTI SHYAM KUMARI KHAN
(Uttar Pradesh) : Sir, may I say a word
on this ? Mrs. Khurshed Abhi Gandhi was
proceeding to Amsterdam as an obseiver
to a confereuce in The Hague on the invi-
tation of the International Union for Child
Welfare, As soon as the Indian Council
for Child Welfare office-bearers, read this
news in the Sunday Statesman--it was a
very short news—because this Jady was a
member of the Indian Council for Child
Welfare, we took immediate steps. We
informed our patron, Mrs, Indita Gandhi,
about this, sending her a cutling of the
paper. We wrole to our representative at
The Hague, and the International Union,
we wrote to our London Organisation to
which we are affiliated, and we told them
that we were absolutely shocked at this news.
We do not know if it is correct. We made
it clear that she no longer represents the
Indian Council for Child Welfare.

o} THAATCEAN © FAT TS GFT AT
Tagh a7

st v gET @ 9 T
TS |

wft TaToe ¢ A, a8 AN
FTATH ¥ TEIR

oy womafa T HY a6 A ALy
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FET AT, FSfFae FAWE & FG AT
qr 1

st 7w g @ 3T g,
gaa aw  ag frar § fv ag fifaer &7
representative gl 2 |
Suri B. K. P. SINHA (Bihar) : In my

npinion this is neither a matter which is
urgent mor of public importance. It is
very clear she did not go on behalf of
the Government.

Y TR (T Fg FTIEE !

Suri B. K. P, SINHA :
my say,

Let me bave

It is a matter which concerns an indivi-
dual. Another aspect is a magistrate’s
court has convicted them. That judgment
may not be the final judgment, That is
an appealable judgment. We do not know
whether they would file an appeal or not
and we do not know what would be the
outcome of the appeal. In my opinion,
therefore, it is 1ather prematur: to raise
issues about individuals in this House,

Mr. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Rajnarain has
not raised the issue really about individuals.
He wants the Government and the organi-
sation, when they send representatives, to
be more careful in choosing their represen-
tatives, That is his point, which, I think,
is a valid point,

THeE MINISTER oF EDUCATION (SHRI
M. C. CHaGLA) : May T say this? My
Ministry is not responsible for the mis-
deeds of every Indian who is in the United
Kinzdom. Thzre must be thousands. When
Mr. Rajnarain telephoned me this morning
and when he came to me with this piece
of information I told him that the Gov-
ernment had nothing to do with this person.
Then, why has he raised this question ?
He has kept me here from 11 am. to 3
p.m, saying that he was going to raise a
very important point. Is the Ministry of
Education responsible for every person who
is in the United Kingdom and whom we
have not sent to any conference? 1 do
not know anything about her. 1 told him
that I know nothing about th's person.
Still he insists on raising this question
agains; the Minister of Edu:ation,
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MRr. CHAIRM AN . This 1s not against
the Mimster of Education.

st TTRES AW, § A AT
qEAT g fF AT AT AR |
yae ug g ar b ag am &Y frodas
@ wvaly wg &, TAT A @NE
Xz & fgaredes & £ aFATE, Wi
IARIT ¥ | Y AT FOOAT AT F AT
for oo f@Y AT 0§\ TE AT
T # strawy gfaw w7 3AT AT e
3T 447 A T TR AMF A0
T F ag Fgar =g qF A 7
feft 7 37 8 Fer g, 4 Pt 1 -
UL AL FT FFATE, AT FT a%am
g | A, T T S AEeT gy @y
agr FAr arfgd o€

sftgwnafa s A1 ad vEr fw
w3y ferddz ¥ 3@FT ATCAF WV E
sheug st Faam afeard ol
A9 AT AEET TSR

< off tIATTEw s & Jgd S
wEAR L AEA | AT A FOAT ¥
%g faar & 05 3a 61 715 qhrT 747 §
sar fw aearfaa azer ¥ war 5 @
FT A TEAGFEAT HIT ITRHESAT
FNEAFFI ALY S| AT EAFA" AT A
ST T HLA |

Sfraaafe  oET S Zr, 92 de

—

THE REPRESENTATION OF THE PEQ-
P1 E (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1966—contd.

SRt NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal):
As T was saymg, the question of convey-
ance durm; elecions is very important.
] kpow of cises where hundreds of jeeps
of Mahendra and Mahendra, a monopoly
concern, and hundreds of lorres ind
truchs were placed 1t the disposal of the
+Congress Party. 1 assembly, on the clec-
tion day

6126

[THe Deputy CHAIRMAN 1n the Chair.]

It absolutely vitiated the election, So, 1
would Tike that in any constiu’ncy, what-
ever be the normal conveyance, public
conveyance, besides that, no other convey
ance should be mmported nto that const
tuency, except that the candidate and his
election agent may travel around. For that
he should get any conveyance that he re-
quires.

Then, as regards the officers, particularly
the presiding officers and the other higher-
ups in the election machinery, I would like
to say that absolute f{reedom should be
given to the Election Commissioner to
choose his own officer for the purpose of
conducting and supervismmg the elections
The State Governments, etc should not be
given any choice of officers from whom
the Electhon Commiscioner has to choose
He <hould build up an independent machi-
nery for the purpose under his own jurisdic-
tion, so that the fairness of the election 1s
maimntamned  When the State Government
suggests a quota of officers and where the
particular State Government 1s directly con-
cerned, the Government would choose such
officers who a-e liable to be partial towards
the parucular Party wmch 1s at the helm
of that Government

As regards the police’ arrangements, |
can say from personal experience that cases
have occurred when particular booths have
been completely taken control of by some
goonda elements, but even after repeat.d
representations, no police came and saw
to 1t that the voters would cast their votes
So, the presiding officer and the election
machinery should be given mobile police
teams and the police must be placed at
therr disposal There should be a sufficient
number of them 1 have a great appre-
hension that in the ensuing general elec-
flons, and we have heard 1, that the
Congress 1s butlding up a “Pratirode” and
1t is bemng talked about that no fair elec-
tion, will be conduc ed this time, There
may be stabbings and anything by these
goondas So, I want an assurance, when
such a Bill 15 before us, that they would
tahe note of 1t

Finally, T would say that when the pre-
liminary voters’ lists are compiled by the
representatives of the political Parties in a
constituency, therr help should bte taken



