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Support Price fixed for raw cotton

_ @2268-A. SHRI DEORAO PATIL:
" Will the Minister of INDUSTRY be
" pleased to state:

(a) what is the support price fixed
for raw cotton for the year 1978-79;
and

(b) what is the support price for
raw cotton fixed by the Maharashtra
Government under the Monopoly Cot_
ton Procurment Scheme for the same
Year?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY
(KUMARI ABHA MAITI). (a) The
matter is under consideration.

(b) The matter primarily relates
. to Government of Maharashtra and
information called for from them has
not so far been received.

STATEMENT BY THE PRIME
MINISTER RE. RESOLUTION
ADOFPTED BY TEE RAJYA SABHA
FOR APPOINTMENT OF A COM-
MITTEE OR ALTERNATIVELY TWO
SEFARATE COMMISSIONS OF IN-
QUIRY TO INQUIRE INTO ALLE-
GATIONS OF CORRUPTION MADE
AGAINST MEMBERS OF FAMILIES
OF THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE
FORMER HOME MINISTER

SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA:
Sir, I am on a point of order. It per-
tains to the mass killings of Harijans
everywhere, throughout the country.
I have given a notice for special
mention. This is a vital issue. I am
going to stage dharng here. (Inter-
ruptions) All right, 1 will raise it
later.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before the
Question Hour started the Members
wanted that the Prime Minister in-
stead of making the statement at 5.00
P.M,, should make it now. Ig it not?
So, he will make a statement now. I

@Previously unstarred Question
2130 transferred from the  23rd
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will request him to make a statement
and since he has got some work, he
will make the statement and then he
will leave the House.

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI
MORARJI R. DESAI): Mr. Chairman,
Sir, Government has given careful
and anxious consideration to the Reso-
lution adopted by this House on the
10th August, 1978. The Resolution
related to certain charges of corrup-
tion alleged to have been made and
called upon the Government either to
seek forthwith the guidance and ad-
vice from a Committee of fifteen
members of the Rajya Sabha to be
appointed by the Chairman for appro-
priate and necessary action to be taken
on the allegations or straightaway
appoint {wo separate Commissions.
under the Commissions of Inquiry
Act, 1952,

Any Resolution of the House is en-
titled to the greatest respect from the
Government, but a Resolution is
essentially recommendatory in nature

Having regard to the fact that no
specific instances of corruption have
been referred to in the Resolution,
Government do not consider that it
would be justified in appointing Com-
missions of Inquiry which can only
be set up for making an enquiry into
any definite matter of a public im-
portance.

For the same reason Government do
not consider it appropriate to adaopt
the alternative course of action sug-
gested in the Resolution, namely, to
seek the guidance and advice of a
Committee to be appointed by the
Chairman.

Let me, however, make it clear that
my Government yields to none in its
desire to maintain the highest stand-
ards of purity in the administration,
and would not allow any allegation
of corruption to survive which may
sully its image. So, even while re-
gretting its inability to accept either
of the two recommendations contain-
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‘ed in the Resolution in the event of
any specific charges of corruption in
the context of the Resolution being
made to it in writing by any hon.
Member since my Government took
office, Government proposes to refer
the same to the Chief Justice of India
for being examined by him.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
:shame.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURYA
(Andhra Pradesh): Sir, I am on a
point of order. Let my leader speak.
“Then I am here on a point of order.

-~ faqom & Aar (s wwenafs
faardr) : wreage, qF 3@ atg A
ggaar § f& g gage araee &
qUF WA AT T FAAT [AT &F A1
&' maAT 77 3Fdsy ¥ fear

A1:q9}, TN 3@ 3@ a1g F1 & %
A FETEx FNH wAr v A foar d
Y gH a0 Agdg FAT E 1 10
HAET F A7 7 TF Teqra qre fwmar 71
73T 33 AZNT § TE TEQT TAVHTCEHT |
g qETTa g IFTC & a1 AT, FFA
gar ag gtk faq g ot Sfifaa @s
2t "OT IAET OF SJTEAT FI |
amar § Wi § fadew w7 wigy ¥
fw =1 o saredr FYIF gH G AT
FI TEIFIC FWQ@ § (BT WY g§ a8
afgFre § f& g owa faare g@ O
qFT FL |

JEJ(T WA+ €de 91 | I TG
g1 997 97 {5 ag waw =rgar § W%
IIFT FIT § 9T wedger § w5 15
aIeqi F1 UF AR FATS WY A
AFR G IZ AU A fFqr v g®
afufa 1 w7 IFT &, FaArg-Awtawr
FIF IAF AITIAT F FTH FL AL AY
garfas FEaE &1 a8 AT & wAGAT
g FHwA AE FFAAQ {93 )

AT, EAAAI@GEF Ay fraeT
FTAT AET & 5 39 w57 FY 997 7§
qr fF gz atafa gy i qadr &

Shame,
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w7 foe quare &1 ag war fear g
fr ag 1§ ¥ oF arq mq 7 ofafa
Fr 17 WA, Se¥ F15 wd-Ema o
HAAT FH A7 H(F T 2177 FL 1
AN §uF w1 9wt sfEd
A I eAFILFT | HIGAL, GHIT T
¢ ¥ AIT-ATT A 0 FAT AR AT
Y ST wal o 4 79T aFqey ¥ ag)
31 f& 3@ @ew ¥ F1% gEqrd WA
fipar & 1 3¥ &€ mrz A 3fee & gar
Tifgy fws g9 og s & fF o7
geara feanasd &, foad iy 7 &
TeEr &1 77 wfawr< g fv famfa
TR 47T A WIN | 9Ei4 39§91 &
yEard 1 1< A8t fmar | Areaay,
§ guAqr § f5 98 ag7 510F 9577
HIHTA §, ITHT STLAT X SHF! TIT
HIgaTr 1 9% g |

ey

Aregar, § wio¥ fAdss wwAr
qUEAT § war & |9 fF 98 FE}
grar & @Y 2 fF gud sw AWM H
FFaa F G § wOqar w1 § FWIT
qrafcF cqaradr 9&14 §7 & | AT Iy,
qFqA F A W qFad F gfa
wET F7 9 Two g f& gg aga S
¥ 9T 0 gwrdy fomredi, 92w @r
sfafafacs F<ar & 984 OF Seard
qre fear @S9 fosasd 75 %
gedrFTe fwar o1 @ g ) I8 NFIT
A1 GEF F) TI67 , ITH! ArFHier AT
g% faotg &1 goAry fwar o <@r

R

HIeAaT, THIFHAT AT 7 T HFIT
faar f @2 8 A& F1 oF g F1E
F dre wfezd & g9 T T | «/gT
7=HT §AT giar Atz ag TF IFALT AT
Iq #1 A F garfas FHWA A6
ZFarady F7 ATH ¥ 3T 1 36Y g sy
grar f IE T8 937 AT T ATA AT

-
~N
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9T ER A WA wq 9 I¥ uF
% wfeew & wag #T ) €
P oo g gg zg et 71 2 fx 3w
T &7 fereetar v, TR F1 Aavataar
qv, IFHY AT AGAT T TF qAE F
TR R fFr v g @A
TR qI7 F) gageaT w3 ag yefwa
FTT FY 027 &7 € § Fir it o wafew
TIVT T FT & W ITFT AT +A0T FLH
FY TrFAr § 99 U7 §geag oqaq fwar
TAT & | 927 F g7 F F7 AFAT
¥ q3g & 9= a5 5 ag wraen Ge
o FE & a9 F qE 7 ¢ fea
ST T IF AT T T g g &Y
%R FARAAT AT I wawrA & ardfy
- /&l &1 g | THIF qAT AT ¥ AT 779
3T AT S ag wrwi e g e
4 ATRAT AT FIE & T F GI% TgT
¥ fom I for o wwar @, o Sfew
gdrer & grar § 1 Sfaa I 2@ =
gy f aew 7 S oF wEare arw fran
g IUFr WIAT F1 I@F Y, AT
arafyaar =wv faswgar ov faerg
FIT Y T T ATRAT OF wfwfy &
qe% &3 fear  smar wiv 9wE am
T FT FIA @I ST | LT AET T
St wEqra are faar & Sud S ewe
farey gor mifwsr & | & oy swra
qITF HIAH NFT FLA@T § WL qar
waaar § T o ag a9 o1 o § 9
T IH AT FT ATAT J, TART HAA(T
TEIT FX (F A ST TETT qIIF qUHT
@ & gaw aafas mo agw &7 uF
FHEY FATA & | GYATT Sq FHE F
A GEAW FL AT A HL, AY IR
zwor u fadT w7ar &, Afews oo 3w
aTenT A1 TEFIT FI (6 TF FHA
TATE ST | TG FHET 047 W% Fory
oTawF W § | TF IFTT § F agar-
T4F FEAT g g fv o T #3
e & fau arew § wifs 18 3@

1095 R. S—T.
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T R T § | AYFHTT 3T FALT F
q TEAW T AT T F, Ig Iq&T FIH
g\ WT T4F IW TEA F  TEATA, ME
M7 39 afvwr & ws £ ) W AT
ATFAed FT HEQAAT, T G F HEATH
FT HEPAAT I IWFT ITAT ST Y
STT YW wyd us freyer aore #) wifa
g 7F ag If=a 7€ g 1 o feafa
§ ZH g ATAT FIF T AT JTTY TAT
F g fr T I9 997 | AT AFT
3a afafa &1 fratr % arfs T #:1
FHE | '

ot WAt qraae weat (fagie) o
gmfa o, aXFIT &7 A ¥ awT
FHT AT AT F QAT | AFFHA 39 Fa77
T 7g o w9 7d § fr 39 wew 7
ST Fe T frur @ IEwt gUTEs #%
feam sty 1 e w1 AeE fiaiegee
grar, 10 A *1 97 qEqrq Y frar
ot o v 3% fadm w1 wtee grar
ar ag fasroim gw § 8Fd71 41 )
T & qUAY T TFTL F7 FI1S T G
g | TTHETL &7 qCE § OF qar7 fRav
W7 § | W A ST rIer fEwar ar
3% arae 1 e R & w7 gwy a3
naaT Fora far & 1 afEw gudr 3g
wef FT 7gY & o o1 oF @yaor @
Ige St o weqra @19 fwar & Suwr
guvete &7 faar sma | g9 gF 1T AT
JUTR A WY IF &, TNT "wAY Sy oy
2T & HIT oo AT e W AT € )
afew v 3% #Y @19 9g € fr za
|91 F TF geaqrq mH {war 0 g9
HqAT T wF e far 1 mw sEE
T gEY § W qUAT F FH qEFA E
TUTT FAT F AT F QL G A9A@T §
fe a1 3w wew ¥ geare & A
WY § | g SEATT F AT GEA & )
U A FETIT ME FETAL ST A
T TF 15 ¥ AT FHET TS TG |
AT FTHTT AT T8 I THAT &1 GXFIT

)
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[sr AT qrEEE W)

A ar a1 Fg faar & fr ag Rl
fesieqa & | @@ TERT WA
¥ fau dareadl &1 a5 @ ar faaae
Tl & Al 370 e IR AFFHIE
forar & 5fF @ 7 ora famn & gwfoo
SHRT FFTHISET FX FV AT 777
7 Fr € § aafsqwm ahr wow el
HICA TATIET & TS AT [T SEHT
gW 1% Sfew & arar A9 & | gAAT
HFTHIST FH FIA0qT FATY ...

(Interruptions) dfFT WEFIC T
ST, SATA § 9 F1¢ Ay R g 39
faT 72T 97 AR wrew ¥ fAq arey
7Y & | T ;T 77 fag F A EAN
F1 a1 faq gw @ www wu Sfew
e we ag T & fr gw oy 39
afFa w7 wAdr &7 gw Wy
FE TT TG, FAEY 47 FC 7T F3( )
Frcda < ag fg & Y waw B A7
gx R 5 98 Yemw & qarfas @
foF w1 =i Fr T 2 ) = ifE W
I AR § gW , AAHE WA
=19 ¥ g AT g9 { frd-adr @ 98
ag @1 TR | ag ey Fgi I |
sy wifas & & ar A8 =T o A€
AFT & 9§ A W | §F 48 Egav §
fr T8 2199 § oY Fae Ofgms §
gg &1 ST 1 &7 By Nfgv a8 T
oGS & wae §, mfew 7l €
mifes a8 ra ard) oeF gAr g |
fead oo § @dz § 1 &Y @ grew
SAST F T TG 37 HyaaT AT T TR
NT & | W w9 qufag i weet a@r
FCA § | UFAUE ¥ ar  wgwar foe
o3l ferr, 72 g7 sy § ) WAl
FT FTH IIF-A76 &1 Ty § F a7 g7 @
g e w® g 5 ogw &y frewr g,
g sarq ¥ faay garer w19 & A,
g TS A gt gw E | wWErd
AT FT TR 6T &Y T | T T WY
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i & faga ww & Sfww § owow
g8 STEAT § WY¥ A% @5 I8
f& @gq 7 s wrara wrw fvar, Sawr
T EMT ! A€ T TIATEA | HITHT
BAAT JAT TS HC A W ZAAR
F¢ @ fF g qar w@ E ) WOE
T O F Are foT 37 grew 'R |
T AT GAAT FI AX,  H(H
GO F TG A A Ay Gy
f& =g 9 qx &Y § Iq faug & gw
AR 1 37 F31 =nfgw | o= afqws
g & 1 gufac & Fgar g f& <7 10
qari@ F1 Q7 9TF AT AT A /NI
FT AEATE ¢, FIE FEqqd F1 GET &7
AT FEY & | 7 T¥ WEl FT Y&1T 8
qSH e F1 & )0 9 T FH@T
wdfsr & 7 Fwg qff F &
axma (ar) ot a7 &, 7 drofomrio
() #T1 & 7 @ofromyo w1 & W7
7 IfaSTw 7 § 1 ag et ardl w1
Eaa wgt &, ft sufaq w1 qeaqra wEf
& T8 W7 &1 gETAqrT € | O Wa«T
FIF A IT T W FFeT A FTHAS
g ST AT HTR Y oy ! oG TCEH
g3 § vt gl 9w g, wrgi ;e
Fal 9¢ 43 gu § wgf gn ! 9¢ 43
3T & WX ST &) g ST qv gl
AT FG SIT | TAHT FITA AT
2 zafaq & xg @1 § fs ww @ifag
"X T qen fawfar | § @@ Aol
¥ FEHd &Y qar g, WO S| HOHAT
FTHFAT E , § axardy 394w & wrw
AFTHIST FT aFar § ure ¥ ag ©F
T @A § AfF § FHY AG Angar
T wvg wr 91 @t 3 § ag NS
W\ A Fg TR | W9 faaeaga
sTEaTd X9 € W SHrHEr 7 ara
FI & | SHIHET 7 Y% I GIWEE
TS § AT AN T TT AT W qA-
qor F1aW g1 Ty, § ag w57 o qraw
% foa ot i g1 e e oifom )
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¥ ot g@a a1 § 5 omesr @
Saar gar =ifey | 79 99 w19 ww@
& 19\ A AT FET | HT F a7 AT
Tgx g &1 T A1 wfEd gmd gt
T2 § | gET oy I fray smoar ?
&9 W A7 A A, AT A AT 7 Y,
TE Z1IT AT TAAT TRT | Tz 77 fag
zua s faar f5 sasr @ @3 )
7% W g ) gh 3§% uinfmoe 5@
gfe =9 § 57 uzs Ty ar famr &
geard ferd=l § #1¢ g0 qa& 9
% forg qui7 =& € | ag wreay I
fasrar | o3 FEE A F7 gEATT
& THET WT FEAT FIQ gY AT T
fawred & ag w7 Sifsg | zOd
oI $5 gy Arfgw o o= | ar s
&Y T aga &1 AAT | T THY AHT F4AT

FUT | qHF T A9 AT | AYA I
F[eq7A 5 A 07 & T Fr g1 @I} )

gdy ral ¥ w9 F13 feawd ar §
frr@ar T & @ 3w g, § v
AIOFT gaArT I fF mowr S oFEr

war g f qeEg vl &1 F9ET 47T,

o7 TIEC | FAS P fF Tk
zay gemfa &, T Afvae 51, foaw <
F1 gH 87 & fF 9591 sirq o weeaw
Fgi &1 wra @fqy awwre 787 &,
w8 g fzar fx g@F 3@ F7 T

[T F F1E TEQ TGN, AT g AW
qrat for gy w7y Orfgd | avag a2
Fqi IS1E AT | AT AT GFFIT ITH
&7 TE ¥\ UT AT FG wEq !

o AR ¥ et F1 wIEaqn aga w5
& | gafag gast 32 fag Arasc &0
qq1r q=< g i usT awr § geArT
arg frar § zawr aex farg @ #
ZaF TEATT T W FW g Arat
I F1 391 TB APT IFEQ T AT
et famfad | g srewr faege
FiFz gare &1 8 T wawy 3 T
g w1 OF 7l qwar € | W FIFR
F ArwT AZT & | MT ;W FES § )

Minister and former =
Home Minister

a3 syt 99 fasfera g ar Fa %
orT, it gY Ay 1 Frer & ARy
qeEr g9 F Ard 7@ g g fwoww
FUST IAC | w5l g9 fow g SHTHEY
F1 gare &9 € f gw gawy =wrw & fad
AT FG, HIT AT FIF ITTRAT
F1 fawrsr ganag | fomer snfq as
#1 AT F§ %§ & agy a1 AT 3T F
1T RIS | ZATA TET T § 1WA
weEd AR W §T F§ 57 &, 92 ar
a0 oa g, A famre g A0 @At &
A T v Ea g fF A agen WY
ot qrdl F @y § | "rAA gEeq AT E
37 G F7 gF & HiF A5 AT FT
e §, ag fwdr ardt 7 99 wE &

ag AT LT F1 GEH(T F1 WIEGAT § |

- FE WT WY WAAIT gEgeq qrAq |

7R St faags Fear @ 7@ § 3 T
g | W g Ar=a fF # | § AT
A awg faemr @t fex & w9 ua
39T )

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): Sir, a whole number of
issues have now arisen as a result of
what has been happening since August
10, 1978. We adopted a Resolution in
this House. In our view, and we -
maintain it, the Resolution was abso-
lutely mandatory—mandatory, if I
may say so, in a moral, legal, consti-
tutional sense, for the Chairman of
the House; mandatory for the Govern-
ment. At no place in the Resolution
is the word ‘recommendation’ used.
Do I understand that the House, while
adopting the Resolution, did not know
the difference between ‘recommenda-
tion’ and the words ‘calls upon’? Sir,.
if the House wanted to recommend
rather than give a mandate, it should
have in its wisdom used the word
‘recommendation’, as is done in simi-
lar cases. Deliberately, discreetly and
in public interest, the word ‘recom-
mendation’ has been avoided in the
Resolution of August 10, 1978, It is
no use the Government or any other
authority indulge in semantics and
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arguments that the resolution is re-
commendatory. If you look to the
records of this Parliament, of the
House of Commons, other Parliaments
and even of the United Nations, you
will find that when the words “calls
upon” are used, it is taken as a direc-
tion and as a mandate. Here in this
case, the Government has put its own
interpretation of it and has sought, in
clear defiance of the wishes of the
House, the conventions, the customs,
the practices and the usages not only
in our municipal law but in the inter-
national law, to impose its own inter-
pretation and definition on the House.
This is adding insult to injury.

So, in so far as the attitude of the
Government is concerned, the stand
that has been taken by the Govern-
ment is concerned, all I can say is
that it will make August 24, 1978 a
black day in the annals of the Repub-
lic and Parliament. Sir, we have
passed through the corridor of time,
we have established our traditions,
our conventions and we have evolved
a system under a written Constitution
and enlivened it all along the way by
conventiong and practices created by
these two Houses. Can you, Sir, cite
once single example from the records
of this House during the last 28 years
when a resolution of this kind has
been defled, ignored and disrespected
by the Government as is being done
in the present case?

We are told that the present Gov-
ernment believes in Parliamentary
democracy, that they are trying to
restore democratic norms and princi-
ples and that the are trying to dis-
mantle many of the evil things of the
Emergency. Today we have a cynical
exhibition of imposing an @authorita-
rian stand on the House, and the
Government wants to get away with
it. Sir, we protest against it. T hav
no language for it.

I entirely associate myself with
the sentiments and views and senti-
mental platitudes expressed by Shri
Kamlapathi Tripathi and Shri Bhola
Paswan Shastri. Every syllable of
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what they have said would be vindi-
cated by the history, the Parliament-
ary practice and all that we have
followed. I need not try to improve
upon it.

Sir, this is calculated defiance. The
Government is ready to place the
matter in the hands of the Chief
Justice of India. I have nothing to
say on this subject at the moment.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Gujarat):
Why not?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:. But the
Government is not prepared to entrust
it to a committee of the House,

SHRI PILOO MODY: Not now,
never, never in your hands.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I should
like to know in which country this
attitude would be tolerated. Would
this be tolerated in ‘the House of
Commong which you take it to be
your guide? I do not take it. Would
it be tolerated if the British Prime
Minister got up in the House and
said, “T would not go to a committee
of the House; rather T would go to
the Chief Justice or a Justice?” Never
would it be tolerated. Sir, it would
be a shocking statement for the Bri-
tish public. We are supposed to have,
in man ways, a better and stronger
democracy with more vitality. Is it
not then an outrage on our dignity, on
our honour, on our tradition and
particularly on the House?

SHRI PILOO MODY: To hell with
your honour. Hypocrites.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Why, Sir,
are we not trusted?

SHRI PILOO MODY: Hypoerites;
santimonious humbugs. (Interrup-
tions)

SHRI KALP NATH RAI (Uttar
Pradesh): This Piloo Mody always
sits and speaks nonsense. (Interrup-
tions)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Suppose,
Sir, this resolution...

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Sir, you
ask him to stand....(Interruptions)
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Suppose
this resolution had been passed by
the Lok Sabha. Except for financial
bills and other matters, we are of
equal status. Suppose it had been pass.
ed by the Lok Sabha, What would have
been the position of the Council of
Ministers, which is responsible under
the Constitution to the Lok Sabha?
Sir, it is no use trying to bring a
Constitutional amendment and then
deliberately defying the House. (In-
terruptions) The Government takes
cover...

SHRI PILOO MODY:; Hypocrites.

SHR1 BHUPESH GUPTA: The
Government is evidently taking cover
under the Constitutional provisions
that the Council of Ministers is not
responsible to this House. That ad-
vantage they are taking. Had it not
been so, the Government{ would have
been liable to resignation today in
this House? It would have had no
right to exist. But today it is taking
this Constitutional cover. But what
about the moral cover? Is there any
moral cover? They are completely
denuded. ..

SHRI PILOO MODY: How about
you? What moral right do you have?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:...com-

pletely exposed. This is what is
happening. Sir, I do not wish
to say very much., We were

anticipating this thing on the part
of the Government, But the country
will know that thig Government be-
lieves in double talk. This is what
they will know. They talk of de-
mocracy but insult and humiliate the
word of the Houses of Parliament,
We have been denigrated today. The
will of the Council of Ministers, or
the Cabinet consisting of a handful
of people, has prevailed over the will
or the word of the two Houses of
Parliament. This is what it amounts
to, We are not going to tolerate it.
We will not be a party to it.

Now’-'coming to you, Sir, we are
conscious that the Chairman of the
Rajya Sabha occupies the Chair be-.

EACSN XN
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cause of the fact that he is the Vice-
President of India; ex-officio he is
the Chairman. His position is not
that of the Speaker. Had it been so,
Sir, we would have a remedy open
to deal with the Chair also. But we
do not have that remedy. We know
it, We are conscious of our limita-
tions.

AN HON. MEMBER: Why do you
threaten?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am
conscious of our limitations...

SHRI PILOO MODY: Be conscious
of your moral limitations also.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 am
very sorry, this ig not the occasion
for Mr. Piloo Mody’s buffoonery, it
I may say so. This is a serious occa-
sion, We are passing through a grave
constitutional and political crisis...

SHRI PILOO MODY: Humbug.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA.:... in
which the parliamentary institutions
are sought to be outraged, denigrated
and humiliated in the eyes of the
people and of the world at large. This
is not the occasion to indulge in
buffoonery of the kind that Mr. Piloo
Mody is indulging in. But, Sir, we
need on occasions buffoons also.
There is no doubt about it, But, not
at the moment,

Coming to you, Sir, what was your
duty? Sir, if I may submit in all
humility, your duty was iust, to _ap-
point a committee. Soae

N

SHRI PILOO MODY: No.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We may
be right or wrong, We think we are
right. You may have your own
ideas. ..

SHRI PILOO MODY: We do.

sHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; Sir, will
this running commentary stop?

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: There is
no use sitting and making g running
commentary. Sir, you ask him to
stand up and speak. (Interruptions)

o
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"-SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: If we
have not used the words “this House
directs the Chairman to appoint a
committee”, we have done so out of
our abundant courtesy and conside-
ration for you.

If we have not used the words
that it calls upon the Chairman to
do so, we have not done it for the
same consideration. When the resolu-
tion says that, it does not say the
committee should be constituted by
the Chairman provided the Govern-
ment agrees to cooperate with the
committee. The resolution does not
say such things. The resoultion is
categoric: It calls upon the Govern-
ment to heed, to tell the Government,
yes, we are intervening through our
Chairman for appointing a commit-
tee. But, Sir, you have not, I must
say, fulfilled your great responsibi-
lity, We feel sorry that the wish of
the House has not found its due ap-
preciation from you. We have repos-
ed our trust in you. We have put our
faith in the Chair, having regard to
the tradition which Dr. Radhakri-
shnan, Dr. Zakir Hussain, Shri V. V,
Giri and others established in the
House. Today we are pained, we
are afflicted, we are aggrieved, be-
cause it does appear that we have not
put our faith and confidence in pro-
per place in a proper way. It is our
fault, not yours. Perhapg we had been
aware, Sorry.

Now coming to the final position,
what are you going to do? Up to
now you have not said anything.
Silence on the part of the Chair,
punctuated by encouragement to the
position of the Government, bodes
ill for our Parliamentary institu-
tion. This is what I would say. You
said the other day you were waiting
for the Government's reaction, which
of the two courses the Government
will take. The Government has taken
a course; the Government has defied
the House altogether, 100 per cent,
Is it not then your duty to rally to the
sense and dignity and prestige of the
House and come out and say, yes,
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now I appoint a committee? This is
the only thing you can say. You have
got the reaction of the Government.
Yoy did a mistake, You should have
asked the Government only one
question: Are you ready, are you go-
ing to appoint two separate com-
missions of inquiry? If the Govern-
ment had said, yes, then you would
have been justified in not appointing
a committee yourself. If the Govern-
ment had said, no, well, the same
thing, you would have been justifi-
ed in appointing a committee. But
what did you ask them? You are not to
ask for that advice. This is not an
alternative to that. Onty if the Gov-
ernment appoints two commissions
of inquiry, the committee appointed by
you will become infructuous; other-
wise, it does not become infructucus
at all. Yet you took the plea of in-
fructuousness, ynheard of in the in-
terpretation of law, in the tradition
of Parliamentary democracy, even re-
pugnant to common sense. What did
we ask you? We did not ask you to
appoint a committee on the basis of
the reaction of the Government. On
the contrary, the House asked you
to appoint a committee and then
call upon the Government to come
and cooperate with it. What has hap-
pened is tragic. These accusations,
charges, will come and go. But today
we are putting on record something,
we seem to be doing something,
which will be remembered with sor-
row and agony by those who read
about us in the future, I wouldq ho-
nestly therefore appeal to you ..

SHRI PILOO MODY: He does not
remember the Emergency with sor-
row and agony.

SHRI YOGENDRA SHARMA
(Bihar): Sir, this clown of Piloo
Mody is going too much and too for.
And yoy seem to be enjoying this
clown. Do you enjoy this clown?

(Interruptions)

SHRI IBRAHIM KALANIYA
(Gujarat): Sir, he should not be al-
lowed to speak like that (Interrup-
tions) .
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, be-

'~ fore you adjourn the House, I would

request you to consider the whole
matter. ... (Interruptions).... and ap-
point the Committee, This side of the
House is clear about it. Sir, am I to
state that we are living, we are work-
ing, under a Chairman who would
not show respect to the self-evident
expression of an overwhelming ma-
jority of Members of the House, ex-
- pressing their wish in a particular
manner? Are we to function with
this feeling? Sir, thig has today
given us the feeling—everyday we
shall be sitting here—that of you
do not appoint a Commiitee, we are
sitting under a Chairman who would
not pay heed to the wishes of an
overwhelming majority of Members
of the House. Would it bring credit to
your office? Wouid it add to our
honour? Would it develop better
communion and relations between
the Chair and the Members of the
House? Would it be conducive to the
creation and evolution of a healthy
parliamentary tradition and to the
maintenance of the dignity of this
House that we have achieved? There-
fore, Sir, kindly do it even now. Let
the Government do whatever it
likes. Let the Government do what-
ever it likes and we are not concerned

with the Government at the moment.
We are concerned with ourselves,

with the House, its honour, its so-
vereign will, its prestige, and its dig-
nity, and we shall not allow the
dignity of the House to be trampled
under the foot by the Government,
Therefore, Sir, we would request you,
if I may say so, we would appeal to
you, appeal to the Chair, to rally to
the defence of the honour and digni-
ty of the House. That is all that I
would say. Sir, we are very SOITy
that we have failed to persuade any-
body, the Government, we can un-
derstand. But it giveg us terrific
pain, mental agony and affliction that
we have failed, all of us together,
not only by expressing our views,
but by recording it in the Resolutjon,
to impress upon the Chair. This is
the great pain to us. Sir, relieve us
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of that pain, relieve ys of this agony
and draw us out of the darkness and
the gathering crouds which the state-
ment of the Government hag brought
about in the functioning of our par-
liamentary system,

Sir, before I sit down, I would like
to say that I am proud of the fact
that we, all Members of the House,
have stood together for the vindica-
tion of the honour of our parliamen-
tary institution, the honour of the
Chair and everything, I hope, Sir, that
this will find an equal response from
the Chair who, after all, well, pre-
sides over the deliberations of the
House and is expected to give ex-
pression to the temper, to the mood,
to the views, to the wisdom, to the
collective will, of the House which is
above all a reflection of the will of
the people. Thank you, Sir.

SHRI B. N. BANERJEE (Nomina-
ted): Sir, once again it is necessary
to put before the Chair and the House
the sequence of events,

AN HON. MEMBER: Louder,
please. 5

SHRI B. N. BANERJEE: Sir, on
the 10th the Resolution was passed by
this House and, after it was passed,
it became a decision of the House.
Sir, yoy were asked by a good sec-
tion of the House, particularly the
Opposition, to appoint a Committee
as contemplated in the first part of
the Resolution. You said in your
ruling—we have got your ruling or
announcement, whatever you may
call it—that so far as the Govern-
ment is concerned, unless the Gov-
ernment indicates which of the re-
commendations, which of the two re-
commendations made, they have ae-
cepted, the appointment of a Com-
mittee by you at that stage would be
infructuous. Sir, the honourable Lea-
der of the House has tried to put-
forth the view, +while interpreting
thig Resolution on several occasions
in this House, that this Resolution
was addressed only to the Govern-
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ment and that you have said m your
ruling that this Resolution was ad-
-dressed to the Government, I have
read your ruling several times and
there is no such thing. You have
never said that the Resolution is
‘addressed to the Government only.
Nevertheleess, (Interruptions) ...
Please hear me. 1 am not trying to
take a partisan attitude. Sir, you have
‘nevertheless said that this Resolution
recommends to the Government Lo
accept the first or the second alter~
native, I am not trying to find fault
with Mr, Advani's argument. I will,
to the dislike of hon. Memberg on
that side, agree that this is a recom-
mendatory resolution ... (Interrup-
tions) Sir, English is not the mother
tongue of Shri Bhupesh Gupta or
of Shri Kamlapati Tripathi or of
myself, though I admit that Shri
Bhupesh Gupta can talk English much
more fluently than a poor fellow like
myself. But, Sir, what is the meaning
of the phrase “calls upon”, I have tried
to find it out from all available dic-

tionaries. In Chambers, 20th Cen-
tury, “Call upon” means ‘“to invoke
appeal to....”., Where is the di-

rection, and where is the mandatory
character in hig phraseology?... (In-
terruptions) Please here me. Let us
go to the Oxford Concise Dictionary.
“Call ypon” also means “invoke or
appeal to”, I go to another dictionary
which is very popular these days,
Random House; therein also it means
“to request, to appeal”. In another
dictionary, Advanced Learner’s Dic-
tionary published by the Oxtford Uni-
versity, it means “appeal to, invite,
require”. So, it is not correct to say
that this resolution has become man-
datory on the Government. Sir, I am
talking about the legal bindings. So
far as parliamentary practice or pro-
pfiety in a parliamentary system de-
manded of Govermment, I will re-
serve my comments for the present.
I agree with Shri Advani that so far
as the Government is concerned, this
was g recommendatory resolution, and
it is not legally binding on the Gov-
ernment, There i no escape from
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that. Shri Bhupesh Gupta referred to
the United Nations Resolutions. Sir,
I have not attended the United Na-

tions,

SHRI . R. NAIK (Karnataka):
Then keep quiet.
SHRI B, N. BANERJEE: I have

seen some Resolutions passed by the
General Assembly. There the words
used are “call upon”. Shri Vajpayee
has been there, Shri Shanti Bhushan
has been there and many other have
been there. You cannot issue a man-
datory insiruction on a sovereign po-
wer. In the same context also, so far
as the Security Council is concerned,
there is provision in the Charter that
in respect of the Security Council
Resolutions they are binding. So
when the Security Council passes a
Resolution with the expression .
“calls upon”, it becomes binding, not
because of the use of the phraseology
“call upon”, but by the use of a spe-
cific provision in the United Na-
tions Charter that z Security Coun-
cil Resolution is binding. Sir, this is
so far as the legal binding character
of the Resolution vis-a-vig govern-
ment is concerned. There I agree 'with
Shri Advani’s view, o) 5'“

Now, Bir,| that is not the ené of t
matter. The hon. Prime Minister has
said that we are very respectful to
the Resolution passed by Parliament,
we are wedded to a Parliamentary
democracy. Sir, it does not require
any argument, neither does it require
any authority to establish this pro-
position that it is the very fit and
proper and moral responsibility of
any Government to abide by the;
Resolution passed by a House of
Parliament. TS

It is also conceded by the Hon'blé'
Prime Minister in his statement which’
I have heard with great attention. He'
hag given the argument that they do'
not accept this resolution because no
definite charges were made. That was
the only argument. Nothing more than
that. But every Government hag its
own sense of propriety, If this parti=!
cular Government feels that their sense!
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of propriety is this that a resolution
accepted by a House of Parliament,
because it ig not legally binding on
them, should be thrown into the dust
bin, well, that ig their sense of pro-
priety. Certainly, the sense of pro-
priety of other people may be diffe-
rent. I stop at this.

But, unfortunately, that does not
finish the matter. Sir, the Govern-
ment, I must regret to say, have land-
cd you in a very bad posilicn. You said
on that day that your ruling was not
ambiguous and that it was very clear.
I have read it agam. What you meant
to say on that day was: I am not ap-
pointing a committee today because
I want to know the attitude of Gov-
ernment. They should indicate which
of the two alternatives they are ac-
cepting. Sir, you were not thinking
that the Government will not accept
any of the two alternatives and by ihe
word ‘infructuous’ used by you in that
connection, you meant to say: ILf the
Government appoints a commission of
inquiry, why should I appoint a com-
mittee which will be infructuous?
This i3 what was possibly in your
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give a burial to the second part about
the appointment of a commission of
inquiry. Thig was addressed to the
Government only. You have never
said that the resolution does not cast
any duty on you and the name of the
Chairman is mentioned there only
becauge if the Government wants to
seek the guidance of a commitiee then
and then only the appointment of a
15-member committee by the Chairman
is called for. Here I must say that I am
in agreement with Shri Bhupesh Gupta
that such an interpretation is not pos-
sible to make it possible. You put in
some more words in the Resolution
which are not there. I wish Shri
Bhupesh Gupta, when he gave the
amendment, should have made it com-
pletely unambigucus by saying “Re-
commendg that a parliamnentary com-
tyittee be appointed consisting of 15
members to do certamn things... ".
But Shri Bhupesh Babu is not that
simple a person as he appears to be.
He intentionally did that. He had
to get his amandment passed. There-
fore, what 1is 1the other interpre-~«~
tation ? The other interpretation 3wl

this that you are not going to considens
whether a  particular thing will be ¢
fruitful or infructuous. It is none ofit

mind. But, Sir, it is very difficult to
enter into the mind of anybody. We

always interpret a particular ruling
or a document in the light of what
appearg in the ruling itself and that
is how I interpret it. You might have
had different things in mind. As I have
just told you, you have been landed
in a very difficult situation. I agree.
I repeat once again that since the Re-
solution or the Motion as adopted is
recommendatory, so far ag the Gov-
ernment ig concerned, they have
walked out of the whole thing. But
that does not finish the Resolution.
The ball ig in your court, You are the
custodian of the House, You cannot
treat a decision of the House in the
same manner as the Government has
done. I am not suggesting to you what
you should do. I am just telling you
what are the options open to you, You
have now to decide what you should
do. Tf you read the first part of the Re.
solution once again, you will see that
two viewsg are possible. Let us forget
the gecond part of Resolution. Let us

your businegg while interpreting the .
resolution at this stage. I admit that
the first part comtaipg a- recommenda-
tion to the Government. But there is
also a mandate to the Chair,

Sir, I have not disclosed what my
mind is. This is the other alternative.’
You will have to think in these te
because whatever I say and whateverf,,
people on thig side and that side say’.I -
—the people sitting on this side will
say, it is not binding, the Chair is
not tp appoint and the people on that
side will say, 1t ig binding, the Chair
will have to appoint, and there is no
meeting point—ultimately you will
have to come lo s conclusion, uiti-
mately somebody will have {o dccide
the meaning or the inlerpreta-
tion, 8ir, the Opposition, if they knew
that they have got a majority, not
in this session because they will be
prevented by the rules of procedure
to come forward with a motion, but
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in the next session, may make a
clear-cut motion and may get the
motjon passed. So, the other inter-
pretation is this and you have gof to
very seriously consider this interpre-
tation that there is a mandate to the
Chair, the Resolution though recom-
mendatory so far as the Government
is concerned is binding on the Chair,
to appoint a Committee because, Sir,
it is a settled rule of interpretation
of a document and also the statute—
though here we are not concerned
with the statute but with a docu-
ment—that after the motion is passed,
it ig incorporated in a document, Sir,
Mr. Shanti Bhushan is a very com-
petent lawyer and possibly he will
meet my argument where a particular
thing is capable of two different
meanings, with regard to the first
part of the Resolution, ii is a duty
for you in this particular case and
you have to adjudicate and give an
interpretation to give a meaning
which will make action on the Reso-
lution possible. You will have to
accept that alternative which gives
a beneficial meaning to the Resolu-
tion. It is not that easy, Sir, for you
to say, “Well, becatuse the Govern-
ment has said this and they will not
co-operate with the Committee, wh
appoint a Committee?” Sir, it is not
that simple. The other interpretation
is, “There is a mandate to me. I have
to appoint a Committee, and it s
immaterial what the attitude of the
Government is to that Committee.”
Sir, who knows that after the Com-
mittee is appointed, the Government
may change their mind. Did the
Prime Minister tell the other day as
he told us today that he was prepar-
ed to refer it to the Chief Justice of
India in some form? Sir, the situa-
tion changes every day, particularly
these days. You read today’s news-
paper, tomorrow's newspaper and
the third day’s newspaper. There is
a change everyday. And, Sir, our
source of information is only the
newspaper. Therefore, Sir, you will
have also to remember that you can-
not give an interpretation to g parti-
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cular resolution only thinking that
today this is the position, the Gov-
ernment possibly do not co-cperate,
will not possibly seek the guidance of
the Committee and so, why appoint
a Committee. Sir, the situation may
also change. And, Sir, particularly,
you have got to give a meaning to
the Resolution which will make the
Resolution operative and not altoge-
ther absolutely null and void. Sir,
these are the alternatives. I have not
disclosed my mind. But, Sir, if you
ask me, “Mr. Banerjee, what course
would you have suggested if you
were sitting there?”, I would have
said that of the two interpretations,
so far as your duty is concerned, the
second is a more appropriate alterna-
tive. And, Sir, as a person adorning
the Chair—I do not use the expres-
sion though that is also a recognised
expression in parliamentary parlance
that the Chair is the servant of the
House, but having served under you,
I will use the expression that the
Chair being the custodian of this
House and of its rights and privileges
—you cannot treat this Resolution,
and it will be wrong, inadvisable and
improper on your part to treat the
Resolution, with the same attitude as
the Government of the day has done,

1 p.M,

MR. CHAIRMAN: VYes, Shri Sur-
jeet.  (Interruptions)

Now, it is 1 M. What is the wish
of the House? Should we adjourn
for lunch?

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA
(Bihar): Sir, let Shri Surjeet com-
plete.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is Shri Surjeet
the last speaker then?

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE
(West Bengal): Nothing like the last.

SHRI N. P. CHAUDHARI (Madhya
Pradesh): Sir, please continue the
House, no adjournment for lunch.
(Interruptions)

LEADER OF THE HOUSE (SHRI
LAL K. ADVANI): Sir, if it is to be
one Member from each party or
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leaders of the parties alone, let it be
completed now. But, if you intend
permitting more Members, then it is
different matter. If the spokesmen of
the various groups only are express-
ing their opinion, jt should be conti-
nued now.

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI (As-
sam): Sir, there are two aspects. It
is an important matter on which
many of us would like to make our
observatijons. It is a matter on which
we are also prepared to express our
opinion after lunch, but, Sir, you
must be in the Chair and not the
Deputy Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: For the informa-
tion of the hon. Member, the Deputy
Chairman is not here at all.

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: Sir,
we are prepared to adjourn for lunch
now but you should be in the Chair
after lunch,

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI;: 1
would request you to adjourn the
House for lunch now and after the
lunch, when the Deputy Chairman is
not here, we would request you to
come here and preside.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now the House
stands adjourned. It will reassemble
at 2 PM,

The House then adjourned
for lunch at two minutes past
one of the clock.

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

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Goswami.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Hindi.

Dinesh

ST, IF7T AAT A T AT A
frar § oYC I3 F9Ir FT aAT F
T ﬁm‘&l']' g t.. v;‘:ﬂ: el oae
MR. CHAIRMAN: I have not allow-
ed you; I have allowed Mr. Goswami.
SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Why not?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Why not? I do
not understand it. I have to con-
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duct the debate. He was already
standing before. What are you say-

ing?
SHRI VISWANATHA  MENON
(Kerala): Siry, our viewpoint also

mugst be heard.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET (Punjab): Mr. Chairman, Sir
(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: In the morning,
hon. Members have seen that I have
given the opportunity first to the
leaders of all the politica] parties.. .
(Interruptions) Mr, Kalp Nath Raij,
your loud shouting will not get you
any benefit. My point was, I wanted
first the leaders of all political parties
to speak and then I can give chance
to one or two selected Members from
each party., Let us see. I am not in
a hurry. Why are you bothered?

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-
KARNI (Maharashtra): Sir, I am
trying to catch your eye. ’

SHRI KAMLAPATI TRIPATHI:

Sir, we expect that you would give
full opportunity to all the Members.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET: Sir, I was to speak first.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, you
start.

may

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET: Mr. Chairman, Sir, I do not
want to opine on the legal aspects.
There are many legal experts in the
House. They can debate upon whe-
ther the Resolution is mandatory or
recommendatory and you can find a
solution. So far as I am concerned,
I feel the main question involved is—
which is being debated upon since
more than a month—if some charges
are levelled against somebody, some
Minister, Prime Minister, his family
members, can those charges be en-
quired into? That question was be-
ing debated upon during the last
many days. The explanation given
was that somebody is a private citi-
zen; you cannot go into that. It is

Y
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not @ Aew tpng. Aavier also, wnen-
ever suen  llungs have happened,
some arguments were bewng given.
Lnils  nappened 1 Punjab  waen
Sardar kratap Singn Kairon was the
Chier Minister. iHe was a very out-
standing personaiity, a very honest
man. but wnen the question came
apout his son, he went on protecting
him tull the Das Commission Report
came. Although, nobody, even to-
day, can criticise Sardar Pratap Singh
Kairon about in his personal life, it
was found that his authority and
position was heing used. Same thing
was being done before and during
the Emergency when the ex-Prime
Minister went on defending Mr.
Sanjay Gandhi. He is an innocent
boy. He does not indulge in any-
thing. He is a technician. People
are Jealoys about him and all that.
And the same is being repeated of
Shri Morarjibhai. Nobody can say
as to what has happened hut some
weakness about the children about
boys and girls and all their relations
1s known jn the persons in authority.
This has taken one month’s time af
this House,

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA (Maharash-
\ra): So, bachelors should be made
ministers. Shri Bhupesh Gupta should
be made a Minister.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET: This has taken one month’s
time of this House. I may point out
here that neither the Goverament
nor the opposition is interested in
conducting the business of this House.
At least, I am more interested in the
Forty-fifth Amendment of the Con.
stitution. So, in this connection when
I look upon the matter, upon the
legal aspect of the matter, on 17th also
I had repeated that whatever may
be the legal aspect, ance the resolu-
tion was adopted by the House it
should be implemented. It js not a
legal question, it is a question that
the Resolution be implemented and
I asked you that the Committee must
be appointed. That was the position
taken. Earlier the Government was
not agreeing to anything. But now

vioustoggo [ |
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i bnd that on this question after one
moniln's resistance the Government
nas come down and they have accept-
¢i—I1L am not saying the Kesoiution—
tne opuuon ot the House. That
means, earller tney were making it a
pridciple that neither ihey couid set
up an Inquiry Commission nor would
iney set up a Committee to seek its
opinion. ‘They said: No, we cannot
set up an Inquiry Commission, we
cannot set up any Committee. But
now that ‘cannot’ has gone and the
uovernment itself has come forward
with the proposal that the charges
could be reterred to a judicial per-
son. That I feel is a victory for the
House. I do not share the gentiments
of many of my colleagues expressed
here who have totally rejected every-
thing. Now Jlet us see what is the
history of this whole issue, how this
started, We read some newspaper
reports, In those reports it was stat-
ed that the ex~Home Minister has
written so many letters to the Prime
Minister, asking him to ehquire into |
the charges of corruption against
Kantibhai and he in reply had said
that there are some charges against
your family members too, they should
be enquired into. The news appear-
ed in the papers. It is after that, &
demand came in the House that the
letters be placed before the House so
that we also know what is happen-
ing. It was not a private affair. The
whole country was debating and we
are interested, we should know wha
is happening. But the Governmerr?
went on refusing. After many days
some agreement is arrived at that
thoge letters must be shown to some

leaders. And they were shown those
letters. After that also the Govern-
ment went on refusing. When a

unanimous demand was made thati
they should be placed before the
House, I do not know why %hed’T
Government went on refusing an(j,.?
saying: No, they cannot be placed. It *
is after that the Government created
such a situation. When on 10th
August, they came before the House,
with this Resolution, on that day
itself the Congress Party and we sug-M
gested an amendment. We asked the s
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Government, passed upon the Gov-
ernment to agree to the proposal that
the charges and counter-charges be
referred to some judicial person to go
into, whether there was a prima facie
case. They refused to agree to that.
Ultimately, the result was the pas-
sage of this amended Resolution
which has put you, Sir, in difficulty
and the House in difficulty and every-
body is trying to find a way out of
that situation. Now they have accept-
ed the same views which we had
placed then. At that time we had
said that they must be probed. The
earlier stand that they had taken is
gone, maybe, under the pressure of
the unanimous opinion of the Rajya
Sabha. Now they have come to the
point that: Yes; they can be enquir-
ed into. But I will suggest one more
thing. In the statement made they
said that only those charges which
are made by any Member of Parlia-
ment or from outside can be refer-
red to. I would say some charges are
made in the House. T am not refer-
ring to 1951, 1952 or 1968, I am
referring to the period from 1977
onwards when the Janata Party came
into power. They are made by Mem-
bers of Parliament here. You not
only ask for the new charges to be
. made. Those charges should also be
referred because they were made here
in this House with full responsibility
by Members of Parliament. T am not
saying about 1952 or 1968. Somebody
quoted in justification of this thing
that they can also be made, the same
thing can bYe repeated again but my
argument is that why do you ask
them to be repeated again if they are
made here. That is why some way
has to be found.

B I Wit

I do not want to go into the argu-
ment of the supremacy of Parliament.
T did not like Comrade Bhupesh Gupta
using the words—today is a black
day’. Why? 1 think he will exhaust
all his vocabulary if he is using these
words, because what would he say
when, using the authority of the same
argument about the supremacy of
Parliament, both the Houses of Par.
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liament adopted that blackest Act—
Forty-second Amendment of the Con-
stitution—during the emergency,
when many Members were in prison.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, I
want to say...

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET: I am sorry to say that Com-
rade Bhupesh Gupta was a votary to
it, a party to it. I ask: why did you
bring this argument here again?
There is much more than the supre-
macy of Parliament. They ignored
the will of the Indian people at that
time. They defied their will. The
people are much superior. And this
argument of supremacy of Parliament
was used at that time. This should
not be used too often. It is supreme;
it is elected by the people. It has
people’s representatives. It is sup-
reme, 1 agree. But repeatedly say-
ing this does not mean anything be-
cause we had the blackest day in our
country—in fact much worse than
that—when the whole democracy was
being butchered in the country. So
we should not lightly use the words
‘black day’ and all that. I want to
make it clear that if somebody is in-
terested in seeing that the Forty-
second Amendment of the Constitu-
tion should not be done away with
and the Forty-fifth Amendment should
not be adopted in this House, I can
tell you that you can block it for
three days but the people of India
will not forget you. We are more in-
terested in it than in Kantibhai
affair. We are much more interested
in the Forty-fifth Amendment Bill.
Nobody should be allowed to go scot
free. One who has indulged in cor-
ruption should not be allowed to go
scat free. We no doubt, are interest-
ed in that. But at the same time, we
are aware that already many days
have been spent on it. We are not
able to raise many issues. I do not
want to comment, but any Calling
Attention Motion which I have sent
is disallowed; any Resolution I have
sent is disallowed: and everyday we
receive notices about that. When we
want to raise some problem about
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the people, that is disallowed. But
the Kantibhai-Charan Singh Iletters
are being debated every day. And
for this, not only the Opposition but
the Government itself is responsible,
It has bungled in this matter and
allowed so many days. Now only a
few days are lef{. Lok Sabha has
adopted the Forty-fifth Amendment
Bill. Now we should give some
serious thought to it and put an end
to this controversy. Find a way out
And whatever way—llegally, techni-
cally—can be found by Comrade
Bhupesh Gupta, yourself and other
legal experts. Mandatory, legally,
recommendatory—all this can be
found out provided we are clear
about one thing: Do we want to
find out whether the corruption
charges are correct or not? Or
are we interested in something else?
If we are interested in the former, I
think the statement which has been
made is worth considering with the
amendment which I am gsuggesting—
that not only the charges should be
referred a new put even the charges
made ir. this House by responsible
Members relating to the period of the
Janata regime should alsoc be gone
into. We should put an end to this
controversy and let us proceed with
the Forty-fifth Amendment Bill, which
the whole country is looking forward
to, so that the authoritarian frame-
work is fought back and defeated.
That is all I wanted to submit on this
point. L. ) o

SHRI G. C. BHATTACHARYA
(Uttar Pradesh): My Calling Atten-
tion Motion is about the price rise
which is more important than anything
else. Everybody is suffering from
price rise, You have admitteg the
Calling Attention Motion. Let it be
discussed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Era Sezhiyan
was not present. 1 wanteq to call
him. After Mr. Goswami I will come
to him.

SHRI G. C. BHATTACHARYA: 1
want your ruling, Why Mr. Zakaria
is not interested in the suffering of the
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people who are suffering because
of price rise? Why should it not be
taken up? Is he not concerned with
the suffering of people of this country?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Goswami, in
the morning a number of Members
have already spoken. Therefore, you
try to be very brief. Mr. Goswami.

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-
KARNI; Sir, I have been trying to
catch your eye since 11 o’clock.

SHRI DINESH GQSWAMI: Mr.
Chairman, I understand the anxiety of
my friends who want that the Calling
Attention on the price rise should be
taken up. Does he not admit that the
whole effort of curbing price rise can-
not succeed if the influence of money
power in the election is not done away
with? Therefore, what is the utility
of discussing a Calling Attention unless
we try to tackle the problem at the
root. That is why we are interested
in this.

SHRI G. C. CHATTACHARYA:
Whatever you say, price rise is more
important than anything else. He can
take that view, I have no objection.
Let people know them. ’ g

SHRI NAGESHWAR PRASAD
SHAHI (Uttar Pradesh): Price rise is
more important than Mr. Kanti Desali.

N} FEUATG T 2 AT TEH F
forg rgrdt s faFraie & o

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA:
Corruption ig more important than
price rise. The subject that we are
discussing today is of the wutmost
importance.

SHR1 KALP NATH RAI: Discussing

corruption is more important than
prica rise,

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: Why do
you not allow me to speak? Sir, the
subject that we are discussing today
is extremely important not only
because corruption charges are there
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but I feel that if the House does not
discuss it with a certain amount of
calmness it may lead to a confronta-
tion between the House and the Gov-
ernment, House and the Chair, it may
lead to a confrontation between the
judiciary and Parliament at some
stage Therefore, I feel that we
should discuss it not from petty party
and political angles in which we are
not interested but some fundamental
questions are involved. Sir, you gave
a ruling on the 17th—I am using the
word though it should preferably
called your opinion, “ruling”—that
two courses seem to be gpen to Gov-
ernment, namely, that either they
should seek guidance ang advice from
a Committee of the Members of the
Rajya Sabha or appoint two separate
Commissions of Inquiry. Your obser-
vation was that there were two cours-
es open. You did not give any indica-
tion to the Government that there is
also a third course open to them. The
Government hag avoided both the
courses. I would like to know whe-
ther it is not flouting the observation
that you made. Now they want to say
that they are not prepared to accept
any of these alternatives because the
mction is recommendatory. The hon’-
ble Prime Minister made a mistake
when he said that the resolution is
recommendatory. May I point out to
you that this wag not a Resolution but
it was a motion. The essential differ-
ence between a Resolution and a
motion is that a private Member in his
own right can bring a Resolution
before the House and if the Resolution
is balloted in his favour then he is
entitled to move it. In the case of a
motion, Sir, you will see that it
requires, first, your admission then
the discretion, to a certain extent, of
the Leader of the House because he is
to be consulted so far as the timing
is concerned. Also, may I refer to
you, at this stage, rule 155? Rule
155 says: “A resolution may be in the
form of a declaration of opinion by
the Council” So far as a resolution
is concerned, this provision has been
made that a resolution may be in the
form of a declaration of opinion by
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the Council, but in the case of a
motion this particular provision is not
there and, therefore, while interpret-
ing a motion we shall have to inter-
pret its every word. My friend said
about statutory resolution and non-
statutory resolution—undoubtedly. But
he will see the categorisation is
regarding resolution. Motions are
substantive motions, substitute motions
and ancillary motions. Motions are
never statutory motions or so on and
so forth. Therefore, my submission
will be that this is mandatory.

My friend, Mr. Banerjee, tried to
rely upon the words “call upon.” Sir,
the English language is a very flexi-
ble language and it depends upon who
uses it. If we want to give that much
of flexibility, let us look at today’s
question paper, question No. 781. It
is said there, “Will the Minister of

will stand up and say “It is not my
pleasure tg state” and sit down. Can
you compel a minister to answer a
question and if so under what rules
he must answer? Is there any pro-
vision under the rules that a Minister
is bound to answer? The only pro-
vision is that if a particular question
is not reached, he is to give a written
answer. Will you kindly interpret the
word “please?” It is entirely up to a
Member to use it or not. But let us
interpret it like this, and from tomor-
row Mr. Advani will stand up and
say, “Well, you have asked me whe-
ther it is my pleasure to answer. It
is not my pleasure to answer.”

AN. HON. MEMBER: He wont say
that.

SHRI DINESH GOSWAMI: Let me
point out about the words “call upon,”
The term “call upon” has been used
in the English language and is inter-
preted in the English dictionaries, but
we have got another dictionary and
that is the legal dictionary or judicial
dictionary. The meaning given in an
English dictionary and the meaning
imported into a judicial dictionary are
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not always the same. I have with me
a dictionary of judicia] interpretation.
The term “call upon” was interpreted
in three cases in three English courts,
and I want to point out that in all
these cases the term was interpreted
as mandatory. No option was left to
the persons called upon to do a cer-
tain thing. I will say, under the
Arbitration Act, an arbitrator was
called upon to do a specific thing con-
nected with arbitration. No option is
left under the English Arbitration Act
and an arbitrator cannot say, “Well,
I have been called upon to act; there-
fore, I have an option either to act or
not to act” A person bonag fide is
called upon to pay under section 5 of
the Parliamentary Voters Registration
Act, 1543; if his name is inserted in
the Red Book, he is called upon to
ray. He cannot gay, “Well, the option
is “for me; therefore, I am going to
ray or I am not going to pay.” There-
fore, that is the way that we use the
word “please.”” You yourself know,
Sir. You always say in a court, “Will
the court be pleased to give a verdict
in my favour?” And the Judge §&aVs,
“Will the lawyer be pleased to enligh-
ten me?” Then the lawyer cannot
say, “I am not pleased to enlighten”
and sit down.

These are words of courtesy. If the
Government does not want wordg of
courtesy, well, we may use different
words. It is up to them. But we are
not as discourteous as they are. This
is the difference. Therefore, my sub-
mission is, this ruling is mandatory.
On one aspect it is recommendatory,
I admit. It is that when you will
appomnt a commitiee, when the com-
mittee will submit the report, it is not
mandatory upon the Government to
accept the report in toto. It may be
accepted or may not be accepted. So
far as that part ig concerned, it is
recommendatory. But so far as the
question of a committee going into the
matter is concerned, it is, in my res-
pectful submission, absolutely manda-
tory, whether they accept the recom-
mendation or not. Even in the mat-
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ter of reports of commissions of
jnquiry, they are not binding upon
the Government. It is always recom-
mendatory. They may accept, they
may not accept.

Sir, why I am gaying this iz because
it is very important. If you say today
that this fype of comrnittees are only
recommendatory in nature, tremendous
consequences will follow. May I
point cut, Sir, that the Committee on
Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes
was rot a Committee formed under
any statute? It was an ad hoc com-
mittee. And would you permit a
State Government tomarrow to say,
“This is an ad hoc committee and this
is a recommendatory committee and
we are not going to co-operate?”
May I point out to you, Sir, thal the
Railway Convention Committee is not
a Committee under any Statute? This
is an ad hoc Committee. Tomorrow,
after vour ruling, the Railway Board
might say: Well, it is recommenda-
tory. It is open for us to participate
in this Committee or not because this
is not a statutory Committee, this is
not a Constitutional Committee.
Theretore, we are not going to parti-
cipate with it. Sir, should the House
be led to such a position? Therefore,
I submit that such type of interpreta-
tions will destroy the very function-
ing of this Parliament and, therefore,
you must not accept it. (ozpee &

And so far as you are concerned,
with all respect, I will gay that we
have gometimes carried a feeling that
the Chaitman is almost acting in the
manneyr of an expression which has
been used by another Member in con-
nection with another House, when he
said that the only function of the
Presiding Officer of a House seems to
be like that of a door-keeper of an
arena of a bull fight to get the bulls
in before the fight and to get the bulls
out when the fight is over. Sir, I
hope this is not your job. Your job
is not to call the House to order at
11 am. and to say at 1 O'clock that
‘we adjourn for lunch’ and dispersé.
You are to adjudicate on points you
are to safeguard the rights and dignity
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of the Hougse. Therefore, this House

“calls upon you to constitute a Com-

mittee. With regard to the second
part, what recourse they will take to
the recommendations of the Commit-
tee, that is a different matter. There-
fore I say that the possibility of a
conirontation between the House and
the Government is there, If the Gov-
ernment would have accepted one
amendment time would not have been
wasted. If the question of the price
rise has not been discussed, if the 45th
Amendment has not been discussed,
the blame squarely lies upon the Gov-
ernment, because they do not know
how to handle Parliament and parlia-
mentary affairs. They have shown
complete bankruptcy in their thinking
and in their action. But we are help-

- less today—helpless in e sensé that

we had to withdraw our Motion and
the House has passed a Motion and
we are a party to that Motion. Unless
the whole House agrees, as a party,
we cannot take an isolated stand here.
Three parties came iogether and they
have passed a Motion. It will be a
betrayal of the rights of the Hoiise if
we unliterally do that. In fact,
Mr. Banerjee was complaining: you
three parties cannot make a conspi-
racy of your own; that is something
uncalled for. He 1is correct. The
Motion has become the property of
the House and, therefore, the House
must get a Committee appointed.” The
Goverrment, by a certain statement,
cannot get away from the Motion. As
{ said, the possibility of a confronta-
tion between the House and the Gov-
ernment is there. The possibility of
a confrontation between you and the
House iz also there. And supposing
tomorrow they refer it to the Supreme
Court Chief Justice and the Supreme
Court gives a finding and the House on
its gives a finding on that particular
matter differently, a confrontation
between the Judiciary and Parliament
also on this issue cannot be ruled out.
It is not our intention that such a
situation should arise. Therefore, I
do agree with the suggestiong given
by the Leader of the Opposition, by
our Leader, that you should form a

1095 R.S.—8.
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suggest for your consideration that if
yeu feel that this immediate step of
constitution of a Committee may create
complications, you have a consultition
with the Leader of the House, the
Leader of the Opposition, the leaders
of other parties today and now to see
how to resolve this situation because
the supremacy of the House must be
maintained at all costs. We are not
prepared to compromjse with the
supremacy of the House, but if all the
leaders can come forward and formu-
late a formula by which the supre-
ruacy of the House is maintained and
the issue can be tackled we have got
no cbjection to that. But any delay
in this matter will undoubtedly come
in the way of a settlement to a certain
extent because the Members are so
agitated. So far as our party is con-
cerned. we are extremely eager to get
the 45th Amendment passed. There-
fore. I feel there should be no delay
in this regard and you should handle
the matter. But I would submit that
we cannot be a party to compromise
the position of the House. Therefore,
I would appeal to the Leader of the
House not 1o stand on prestige and
honour the Resolution which the
House has passed. But, if you feel
that something in consullation with
the leaders of the Opposition some-
thing can be evolved which may be
acceptable to you, without going into
a conirontation. T think, we will have
no cbjection to that. I think what I
have stated will find support from my
leader. With these observations, I
thank you for giving me this oppor-
tunity.

SHRI DNESH SINGH (Uttar Pra-
desh): Mr. Chairman, Sir, it is..."-

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Sir,...

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do you mean
that otherg should not speak? I have
given opportunities to this side. This
side must also be given an opportu-
nity.

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAKRA-
BORTY (West Bengal): This side alse
must be given an opportunity, Sir,

.
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SHRI DINESH SINGH: Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, it is rather strange that Hon,
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta—he has gone out
just now—tried to introduce a kind of
comparison between the Chief Justice
and this House. He said that a refer-
ence to the Chief Justice and not a
reference to a committee, would in
some way either limit the powers of
this House or denigrate this House. I
do not think, that is a correct position

at all. The Constitution has clearly
defined the functions of both™t!:z Chief
Justice and this House. We are a

legislative body, and judicial functions
devolve on the Chief Justice. If it
was the intention of the framers of
the Constitution that Parliament was
the supreme judicial body in the coun-
try, then that would have been men-
tioned. That not being so, whatever
we do here is still subject to judicial
review, and, therefore, I would beg. ..

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VED]I (Uttar Pradesh): Not every-
thing; only certain laws.

SHRI DINESH SINGH: Everything
is subject to judicial review. They
may hold that it is within the compe-
fence of Parliament. They may hold
that it ig within the competence of the
House, but, otherwise, you can go to
a court on any matter on a writ and
this is a fundamental right that we
have all tried to preserve, and this is
under the Constitution,

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI: Your knowledge of law Is in-
directly proportional to your know-
tedge of diplomacy.

SHRI DINESH SINGH: I concede,
the Hon. Member is a lawyer and 1 am
not. I am only trying to preserve my
right of a citizen to go to a court if
the Hon. Member commits an injustice
against me.

That apart, Sir, the real gliesfion s
that there is a resolution. What is

the gpirit of the resolution? The
spirit of the resolution is that this
matter should be looked into. The

resolution itself equates the judicial
authority to that of the House when

[ RAJYA SABHA ] against families of Prime

l

_ something with which the

228
Minister and former
Home Minister

it says that this matter be either
referred to two commissions or to a
commiitee of the House. It is the
amendment which Mr. Bhupesh Gupta
himself moved, which gave the option
to the Government either to refer it
to two commissiong or to refer it to a
committee of the House; it is not
Govern-
ment came forward. The amendment
that the Congress Party had moved
was to refer it to a Judge, not a com-
mission.

S

SHRI MOHAMMAD YUNUS
SALEEM (Andhra Pradesh): You d1d
not accept that, o o e

SHRI DINESH SINGH: If we did

not accepl it at a particular time, does
it become bad to accept 1t now?

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA:
That Shri Dinesh Goswamj has already
said. . e ,,

it Y /Y 75 BT ST HE Y §

SHRI DINESH SINGH: I am not
contradicting Mr. Goswami. I gm only
trying to develop my point, and I
hope that in due course Mr. Sharma
will agree to what I am saying only if
he will kmd.ly s1t patlently and llsten
to me. . lnsm Bar, v o] ur

Al] that I am saying Sir, is that the
resolution was adopted by thig House.
I am not going intp the authority of
this House. I accept that this House
and the other House are supreme, al-
though I do not accept the coniention
of Hon. Shri Bholyg Paswan Shastri
that they are severeign. Sovereignty
in our country i with the people
only. We are onTy elected by the
peopkle. -

SHRI PILOO MODY: An
ment,

instru-

SHRI DINESH SINGH: 1If he
would read the Constitution, he would
find that it is the first point that has:
been mentioned therein.

e Pt
T Ty

I
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SHRI BHOLA PASWAN SHASTRI:
{/Here the House is sovereign,

SHRI DINESH SINGH: It is 5 sup-
Teme body which has the authority to
function within the Constitution that
has been drawn up. And I would not
80 into that questiol because that ig
no longer relevant. The main issue
is whether the Governmermt has met
the spirit of what has been the re-
Quest by this House. And if we have
met the spirit of what hag been de-
manded, is it necessary now for you
to say “Why did You not agree to it
at 5 particular point 3T fime?”, or
“Because you did not agree to it gt
a particular point of time, we shall
not agree to it now”? This is not a
kind of children’s play that we should
indulge in. It is a matter which is of
the utmost importance. And I would
beg of the House to give it considera-
tion it deserves, (Interruptions).
They should give the consideration
that this statement of the Prime Mi-
nister deserves. After all, what has
the Prime Minister said? He has said
that if there gre any specific issyes re-
lating to the time that he has been
the Prime Minister, he will be very
happy tq hand over the matter to the
Chief Justice, Now, to hang gver the
matter to the Chief Justice, I would
submit, Sir, is in ng way less than
saying that thdre should be a commis-
sion, because what ig the need of 3
commission? The Chief Justice will
himself have the matter legally exa-
mined as he thinks best and we will
not place any restrictions on what
should be the procedure by which he
will judge and decide how it should
be looked into, I would, therefore,
request my friends to consider this
matter. It is not a question of legal
technicalities. It is pot a question of
saying that since we have said that a
committee should be appointed, it
must be appointed whether there is
need for 5 committee or not. That is
not the question.

SHRI N. G, RANGA: It is because
of legal technicalities that the Prime
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Minister took' shelter behind the inter.
pretation that it is only advisory
and nothing more. Now, why do you
dismisg that? If he had not taken
shelter behind legal technicalities, he
would have, as an honourable man,
accepted the resolution. But he wan-
ted to hide behind it. Now, you want
us to dismiss it. :

SHRI DINESH SINGH: I ask the
senior professor—He and 1 have been
together in several Houses at the
same time;, and he has had a long
innings of parliamentary life—would
he say that what is important is
merely to set up a committee or that
what is important ig that this matter
should be looked into? ~What will
happen even if you, Sir, I your wis-
dom, decide to set up 5 committee?
The committee may go into some of
these points, if it is possible, Then
what happens? You have again to
take it to the judiciary. The com-
mittee cannot assign any puniShment
or decide anything. Therefore, what
is being suggested is what even if a
committee is appointed, would ultima-
tely come to. Therefore, I would beg
of the hon. Members not 6 go merely
into the lette; of the resolution but
into the spirit of the resolution, They
should see wheher their point is being
met or not. I entirely agree with my
hon. friend, Mr. HarKishan Singh Sur-
jeet when he says that whatever may
be the delay, whatever may have been
done—I do rot necessarily agree that
the course that we have adopted ig
not correct—we have arrived at a
position where the Prime Minister
has saig that it shoulg bé referred to
the Chief Justice, and that the House
has a very important matter before
it and that we should now come to
end on this matter, Everybody
should feel satisfied that the Govern-
ment has nothing to hide and that
the Government is willing to have
the matter looked into by the highest
judicial authority in this country.
And if it is a matter that we should
have 3 judicial examination ...

(Interruptions) . .
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SHRI PILOO MODY: ILet him
finish. (Interruptions).

MR. CHAIRMAN; 1I? you are
quiet everybody will be able to hear.
But you are not quiet. s .

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA:
We cannot agree with Mr. Harkishan
Singh Surjeet.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Whatever it is,
why not hear him?

SHRI DINESH SINGH: If what I
wag saying is uncomfortable to the
Members on the other side.

, .
SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA:
No.

PROF, D. P. CHATTOPADHYAYA
(West Bengal): Not at all.

SHRI DINESH SINGH: 1 did not
realise that it was so uncomfortable
to them. I thought that what I was
saying was their own wish. .

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: I am ask-
ing one question: Is he speaking on
behalf of Chaudhury Charan Singh or
Morarji Desai?

SHRI DINESH SINGH: All that I
would wish hon. Members to consider
ig this: Is their request for a judicial
enquiry into the specific charges that
they may wish to make being met or
not? If there is a desire that this
should be done, I think the Prime
Minister’s statement has amply clari-
fied the posifion. If it is their desire
that we should only make political
capital out of it, then we can sit and
discuss this matter endlessly. But that
will not solve any problem. That will
only confirm the point that they are
not interested in any kind of serious
judicial review of any matter but
that they mainly want to give political
colour to the things that were done
in the past. This will not help them
or the process that we are trying to
develop. Thank you very much.

SHRI B. N. BANERJEE: Sir, 1
want to ask one question.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, Mr.
Mukherjee.

SHR!I B. N. BANERJEE: Sir, I
want to ask for one clarification.

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, it is not
necessary. This is not Question Hour.

SHRI B. N. BANERJEE: Just give
me half a minute.

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. You have
already said what you wanted to say,
and he has said what he had to say.
There is no need for any questions. .

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE: Mr.
Chairman, I was listening to the
observations of the CPI(M) leader
and Mr. Dinesh Singh and both of
them find much commonality in their _
approach and they are trying to pose
the question that certain important
issues are being delayed because of
certain lapses on our part. I would
like to put the record straight. There
is no question on our part fo delay
important issues on which we are
equally interested. A motion duly
admitted by you was passed on the
10th. On the 11th from the news-
paper reportis we found that the
Leader of the House came to the
conclusion that it was recommenda-
tory. And this decision of the Gov-
ernment which they had arrived at
on the 11th, they were formally com-
municating to you after you gave
your observation on the 17th, that is,
after seven days. On the 17th they
were communicating to you a decision
which they had arrived at on the 11th
itself. Now who ig responsible for
the delay? Opposition or Govern-
ment? Therefore, if the honourable
Member from the Communist Party
of India (Marxist) finds himself un-
comfortable that important issues
like the 45th Amendment Bill are not
being taken up, should he not put
this question to the Treasury Benches,
“Why did you take so much time in
communicating formally to the Chair
or to the House the decision which
you had already arrived at on the
11th when the motion was adopted?”
Have they said anything new? Today
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the Prime Minister has repeated the
same thing which the Leader of the

" House already communicated to the

Press as his reaction to the passage
of the motion. Therefore, the res-
ponsibility lies with the Government;
it does not lie with us. Why are we
raising this issue again and again?

SHRI PILOO MODY: Because it is
politics.

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE: No
other issue can be taken up because
of the arrogance of the Government
and this House has been reduced to
be of no consequence. When the
majority decision is flouted, as a re-
sult of that majority decision when
the motion becomes the property of
the House—it becomes the motion of
the whole House, the decision of the
whole House—if the Government does
not feel that it should comply with
the majority will, the will of the
House as a whole, and if they expect
that we will give our seal of approval
to the various proposals which they
are bringing, then, I am afraid, the
Government is expecting too much
from this House. Therefore, it is not
a question that we are adopting dila-
tory tactics or that we are harping
on some issues which are not real
This is an issue on which rests the
very basis of functioning of this
House. When we pass a resolution,
whatever be the interpretation, it is
the desire of Rajya Sabha, and as
soon as it is adopted by Rajya Sabha,
it becomes incumbent upon all Mem-
bers of Rajya Sabha including the
Chairman who is not a Member but is
the custodian of the House, to see
that the will of Rajya Sabha is trans-
lated into action. But that has not
been done. On other occasions I tried
to emphasise this point and tried to
impress upon the Chair, the point
which has been debated today. And,
Sir, I would reiterate that it was in-
cumbent upon the Chair to have con-
stituted the Committee. If the Com-
mittee is constituted, then the Com-
mission of Inquiry, the second of the
two recommendations, is left to the
Government. But I do not know how
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the Chairman came to the conclusion
that first he would have to take the
reaction of the Government into ac~
count. ..

SHRI PILOO MODY: Correctly.

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE:....
and, thereafter, would take a decision,
Mr. Mody, I am not prepared ta
modify my stand. What I said earlier
stands, does stand, even today.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Correctly.

SHE1I PRANAB MUKHERJEE
Which is correct?

SHRI PILOO MODY: All the
things: the opinion of the Chair and

your obstinacy. i

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI): Sir, Mr, Mody must modify
himself. i oo ‘

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE: I
think it is high time now for him to
modify himself. . .

W, e b =

We, therefore, try to impress upon
the Chair that it is incumbent upon
the Chairman to constitute the Com-
mittee and I would say that today
they have gone one step further,
They are referring the matter to the
Chief Justice of India. Then, why not
a Judge be appointed under the
Commissions of Inquiry Act? And,
Sir, we are prepared to accept it.
We are prepared to accept the sugges-
tion of the Prime Minister if he just
modifies or amends hig proposal to the
effect that the Judge to whom the
matter will be referred will constitute
the Commission under the Commis-
sions of Inquiry Act and even if he
wants that all the allegations which
have been made should be put in
writing, supported by affidavits, we
are prepared to do so. Let him cons-
titute the Committee; let him consti-
tute the Commission of Inquiry; and
let a Judge be appointed as the Com-
mission under the Commissions of
Inquiry Act and the allegations which
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have been made will be placed before
that Inquiry Commission, — according
to the law and the procedure pres-
cribed in the Commissions of Inquiry
Act. But nothing like that. But they
have just come forward, after 14 days,
to say this and to divert the issues
and to treat the House as if of no
consequence and, at the same time,
plead that the precious time of the
House is being wasted. What is the
sanctity of the House? What is the
value of this House? What is the
valye of the House if the majority
decision of the House the Govern-
ment does not consider even after
14 days, if the Government does not
consider it worth accepting? And the
Chairman is still not in a position
to clear the whole issue which has
been highlishted almost every day,
that is, first to constitute the Com-
mittee, which he is otherwise bound
t0 do and which reflects the will of
the House. The Government is taking
a particular posture and the Chair-
man is not making clear his position
and I do not know what the House
is to do now. Therefore, you have
reduced this House to insignificance
and you are expecting that the pre-
cious time of the House, which has
been reduced to insignificance, which
is of no consequence, should not be
wasted, and you are asking why the
Constitution (Amendment) Bill should
not be taken up and why the price
rise and other issues should not be
faken up, First, give the prestige to
the House which is due to it and

honour the Commitment of the
House. We are committed to it;
even Mr. Piloo Mody is committed

to it—he might have voted against it
—and each and every Member of the
House is committed to it. Sir, the
Leader of the House iz committed to
it. You are giving up the commit~
meny ang you are expecting the
House to do something else. There~
fore, Sir, T can assure the honourable
CPM Member that it is not our in-
tention not to pass the Forty-fifth
Amendment Bijll, We have certain
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views and we will express our views
when the occasion arises. It is not
that we want to delay, that we want
to posipone, the consideratiop of these
thingg and it is not that we want that
our views alone should be considered.
We say, at the same time, that the
position of the House should be clari-
fied. Let the position of the House
be clarified. Where do we stand?
Have we any say? Are we of any
significance? Has this House any re-
levance so far as the Government is
concerned? Let that be decided first
and ynlesg that issue is decided, unless
the first issue is taken up first, all
others, I think, become irrelevant so
far as we are concerned. Unless we
clearly know as to where we stand
and what the significance of the House
is or what the relevance of this House
is, all the other issues become irre-
levant,

SHRI SUNDER SINGH BHAN-
DARI (Uttar Pradesh): <VYou are
forcing the Chairman to give a ruling
here itself?

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE:
There was no ruling.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE (Maharash-
tra): Sir, will you afford me an op-
portunity? I am the Mover of the
Motion and I crave your indulgence,
Sir. -

MR. CHAIRMAN: Therefore, you
will be the last person.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: Last
person?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, naturally,
If voy are the Mover of the Motion,
then, naturally, you will get the last
chance Yes, Mr. Kulkarni.

SHRI BUDDHA PRIYA MAURVYA:
Sir, I am the first person to speak.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR (Madhya
Pradesh): Sir, is my name there in
the list or not? O
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SHRI N. K. P, SALVE: Sir, I must
_also get a chance.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA
(Karnataka): Sir, I must also be
given a chance.

SHRI N. K, P. SALVE: Sir, I crave
your indulgence. Just half-a-minute
only. I want to raise some basic issues.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am saying that
you would be given a chance, There
are some friends who are pressing
and I am giving them the chance
now. Yes, Mr. Kulkarni.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: Sir, I think
my hame is also there in the list.

SHRI AMAR PROSAD CHAKRA-
BORTY: Sir, I must also be given
a chance,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, you can
also speak. Yes, Mr. Kulkarni.

SHRI N. X, P. SALVE: Sir, I crave
your indulgence for a few seconds.
I want to raise some basic.... (Inter-
ruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: You can take
time later. I am saying that you will
be given time. There are some friends
who are pressing for a few minutes,
Yes, Mr. Kulkarni....(Interruptions)

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-
KARNI: May I submit to you, Sir,
and through you to the Government
some aspects of the problem under
discussions which we are having to-
day? The leader of my party has
already expressed the opinion. I
request this House not to be emo-
tionally carried away or politically
motivated in objectively assessing, the
issue before the House. Sir, I place
before you two issues. One is the
Second Lok Sabha Debate wherein
the late Shri Feroze Gandhi raised a
debate on the Mundhra affair as it
was called or the investments in the
LIG. Sir, I do not want to quote ex-
tensively from this, because I do not
want to take more time, But, Sir, the
first statement itself started with a
very specific question and allegation

S T N s [T
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from Shri Feroze Gandhi. I quote.
He stated:

“Mr. Speaker, Sir, there is going
to be some trouble when I am hit-
ting in the House today, because.
when I hit, I hit hard and expect
to be harder. I am fully conscious
of the charges made....”.,

Sir, this is the first sentence. I do
not want to quote more, because that
has got nothing to do with today’s
debate. Then there is the reply given
by the late Pt, Pant and Pt. Jawahar-
lal Nehru, In this debate, Mr. Ranga's
name also appears.

AN HON. MEMBER: He has for=-
gotten. Don't remind him of the past
... (Interruptions}' > . ..

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL~
KARNI: These stalwarts of Indian
politics were very sensitive to the
allegations levelled in Parliament as
well as to uplift the democratic tra-
ditions in the country. I am very
sorry to say, Sir, that the Janata
Government and the Janata Party
are lacking in political maturity sen-
sitivity. .. (Interruptions) They have
brought us down to such a stage, and
brought this House, political parties
and yourself—we value this Chair,
whrocver sits in this Chair -into c\ffi-
culty due to lack of sensitiveness to
take proper action. They are coming
down step by step. Is this political
maturily,  political  intuinwen” S,
whatever differences I might have
with the Congress(I), we must admit
that Shrimati Indira Gandhi had horse
sense in political matters. I know
many instances when as a member of
thnt grcup Mr, Krishna Karti, MNMohan
Dharia and myself, who were attack-
ing some Ministers, on corruption,
Shrimati Indira Gandhi assured this
House that she will be enquiring into,
and enquiries were made and we
ware algo informed, taken into confi.
dence. This is the way in which po-
litical maturity has to be shown. 1
may have differences with Shrimati
Indira Gandhi about authoritarianism
and what she might have done during
the emergency, but we must admit
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that she has the horse sense and po-
litical astuteness that is worth con-
sidering by all those people sitting
on treasury benches. Some of them
were also previously Congress people
—Shri Biju Patnaik or anybody..
(Interruptions) I said, some of them
I never meant you.

AN HON, MEMBER: You are not
capable.

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-

KARNI: For Heaven's sake ...
(Interruptions) , L -
Sir, I do not want to waste the

time of the House. I am making my
point. What I am thinking is that
this is the position to which we have
to address to find a favourable so-
lution. Sir, I would plead with my
friends on this side, with my collea-
gues here and even with Mr, Bhupesh
Gupta to help Chair in this connec-
tion. I do not claim to be a bar-
rister. I do not claim to be an advo-
cate. I am ap ordinary science gra-
duate having some pragmatism and
common Sence.

THE MINISTER OF STEEL AND
MINES: And horse sense, ™

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-
KARNI: May be horse sence also.
How does this Resolution read? I
agree with Mr. Banerjee. Mr. Bhu-
pesh Gupta has not drafted the Re-
solution properly or he has kept a
catch deliberately whereby the
situation can be diffused, He is very
clever. I do not know what the rea-
son is. I quote the Resolution which
says:

“It is likely to bring not only the
persong of high public standing
to avoidable disrepute but also
cause irreparable damage to the
very credibility of public life in the
country and, therefore, calls upon
Government to seek forth with
guidance and advice from a com-
mittee comprising of fifteen Mem-
bers of this House to be appointed.”
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Sir, you come after this situation is
there, First, the Government has to
attach horses to the Cart and then
you have to guide. They have already
washed their hands.

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: The horses
have galready run away.

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-

KARNI: The Thorses have already
run away., I would submit to you
again humbly that please do not

get provoked by this. After all, the
position of the Chairman has to be
up held and his decision are for
thousands of years to be quoted by
future parliamentarians. You have
got a great responsibility in interpre-
ting this Resolution very carefully,
very objectively and with due respect
to the feeling of the House. :-. ..

Then, Sir, I also tell Mr. Shanti
Bhushan who is sitting here because
the Leader of the House is not here,
that the Prime Minister’'s statement
says that it will be referred to the
Chief Justice. Why is this so? Suppose
they say that let us accept the chal-
lenge of the Government and Mr,
Salve is what yoy call, brave enough
to make the allegations in writing to
the Government and if the Chief
Justice is to be involved, then where
is the appeal against it? Then it will
become fait accompli. So, I would
request you to change the wording.
Sir, there are instances such as the
cases of Mr. Krishnamachari and Shri
Lal Bahadur Shastri. Sir, I do not
know wheter in the case of Mr. Biju
Patnaik it was a retired High Court
Judge who wag consulted,

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: I do not

deal with retired people.

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUT.-
KARNI: The same thing should he
done. Sir, I have pleaded my igno-
rance that I am not a lawyer, nor am
I a barrister. Lastly, I would request
my friends here, the Leader of the
Opposition, my leader, Mr. Gupta
and many others like my friend, Mr.
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Surjit Singh, who is very much in-
terested in the 45th Amendment. We
-are also interested.

Sir, a way has to be hammered
out. We have said that this House
hag got its own prestige and we can-
not deny that. I cannot interpret
whether the Chair is involved or not.
Then, what fo do, Sir? All right, we
have made a mistake or we have
Leave
aside those things. We are more in-
terested in the business before the
House. Sir, umpteen number of times
I have said that the people are frus-
trated and they do not know where
the democracy is going. Somebody
comes and makes a statement. Mr.
C. B. Gupta makes a statement. Mr.
Charan Singh makes a statement. And

"Mr. Madhu Limaye makes a state-

ment in between. What is all this_?

i

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA.:
JP makes a statement.

f.‘ -e

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KUL-
KARNI: I do not know what JP said.
Sir, the common man in this country
is really perplexed, Sir, I have a
read a letter recently in the ‘Sunday’
magazine from a reader. I wanted to
quote it yesterday. He says, “affer
seeing the performance of the Gov-
ernment for the last 19 months, I
think, only Mrs. Indira Gandhi can
rule this country and nobody else.”
If you have come to that pass, God
help us and the country because I
am totally against the authoritarian
regime, Therefore, Sir, I would re-
quest you and the Government to
consider what Mr, Dinesh Goswami
has suggested. Let us sit together.
Let us have that 15-Member Com-
mittee unofficially. Let us give them
the charges and say, “These are the
charges.You refer them to the Chief
Justice or to a court or whatever it
is”, and a way can be found, a chan-
nel can be found so that the water can
flow and we can work from Monday
on the routine,

)bl“ -
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= qg faa #d © gamfa S, S0
gl Foud, sro ifwT gda. ..

SHRI NARASINGHA PRASAD
NANDA (Orissa): Sir, Kindly allow
me to express my point of view,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Wait., You can
also speak.

SHRI SUNDER SINGH BHAN-
DARI: Sir, you call from this side
also. Let there be a complete round.

MR, CHAIRMAN: You will also.
get an opportunity.

st qg fora wtd : wradT qwnata
ST, ST e TreT FEuA, o At gl Hit
ayFE Ao o fdy off Ry wErAWE
q 37 AT 9% I3 FX IT I FT AATET
1 F7a0 @1 g | #el famarg & T o
Y T% v %1 "watar #1 39 wifq &F
form sifia g7 A9 agEamEt 4 @
Fife TS gaTe HAA AT FT AEY
& AT AT EFATG AT oA A1 Efm oy
qEqrd I ®Ew K agwHa & wifed
g1 gy FAT ST TE TXFTL HIRATT
FT GFAT & | NWT 7T IF T g8 FY
giTadr 1 9w § OF THT sgFeqr o
g1 axdl g o T w1 WY § f fa<y
TS 939q A g1 AT g1 qw a3Ra
T 7 1 I QAT s9FeAT § ;Wi fv
Q) ff sTaEer &1 gFdT g A1 Fp wrw A
g1 &2 o fasr 37 "aw § far faar
ST Y AT @I & qrfed 87 % ;e ) ar
SEF! MW FTW FT ¢F & qalwT TE
sroa fF SE1Ee &we daiEr Sq |

ady T gFedr g1 gwdY & fF 3w
g3q ¥ faQiey gt 1 9gaq a9 59
g1 A% sarse Jwa H o a0 qw
fae +< Sarar arars ¥ 93 99 @uw
T® §I7 N wgrAA AR W SAvar 99
I | 3@ weq F1 fawwe s@
FIE QERIT AIGQIAT & TE =70 adT
#Nwd, fadh gl F1 ¥TEHT &1 F v
THFATT FX T § (% G & oy T
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@i 8 | GTFTF WA § gT 9gA §
&t @1 | ag @ ¥ gFfeg FEAT §
i qa{ &7 qIa ¥ 92 9% /EY <ar anl
33 g f=# frqare a1 g arIn
F X | gE At TOF Al AR AT
TE WA SR SffwA Wl WAy A,
FeqTIT SSrar 97 | Raq & 93 9%
& w@ ny, drkar Foard F oL
ST STFHE F1 ara w1 A HIT {6
3-& 9] § § A7 9@ AIAAF TA7 7L
Y IR F RA AL G | § FIAT AT
Trzar g f #io 9o gRo F ad F Har
¥ 7gi 9% 9Z Far a1 fF agh o< @9y 7
FTT FX @ &, A7 WA FI A AT
firer <@ & ar g9 AR T gER § AN
FIAT FAATE § Saw Afq wres 7
& adf gw IAw gfF sarar SrTew
§ v wwda ¥ 34 sarar favarw <@q
¥ ag zary (Inzerruptions) aarar &,
FATTT AT QAT (5 29 qrodiouRo
¥ wqray wAda § favare <@y €0

* um qfew FaiE F1 AET ArHEr
F1 q¥ 25 o @ff way fear Tar AT Ay
TS FHEHT I3 TAAT F1 GFF 7 (G717 |
fag, § fagzm ag &% <@ 9 =
aifgardz & Q@ Hw § 0 W Iy
syrar arA § 0 arfaardic ¥ A
g, reaufa, 3937 s fear, sr3faa
A LT, TIST AT A ZIST W6 47
qrger, AFTAT | 3T S AT A § OF
HA 45 g AL WITE AT AT TT
g | AT FAw gy & oufd g 9
5 afeF af ¢ Ta0 F T5ed F =Ta
AT AT W & F & TF T
ST ML AT T AR WTH W STAT
g Tl qfvay ¥ wg g Ty B

“The Council of Ministers shall be

collectively responsible to the House
of the People”
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g gfgar § sogenr &1 § gwarg
ST gatag a1 w1 § fF o drwawr
FY ot wfeq & gdiw & #qifw FEaar
F [l F ATHT TA7 § wawr 799 e
g ¥ gw fagg Fr Fr-are A9 i
Friaw aF FE@ar, § 399 #47T IEHT
Tg FEAT ATZAT {F TgAT qF T FAT
ITHT TTHTT AT IAFT & 9 G&F AT
qFgAT 927 & & Fq <@ & | S_IA
g i AT T & 9T ¢ AL v I AT

SqTaT WiATATAT g5 IET & & & AWy

¥ gg =% 9di w7 @I, W GIHE
AT 41 a1 aAre 9@ & fag o
waT ErRAT FY g &7 o 1 qurw a7
& fora 7dl ot | IrT AT @0 AR FTHTAT
F1 AL TGT | WAC FET F 42T 4 F
g o1 wirq foaay fr fom 39 foareg-
o # fFar war §, & fesmegaa 9%
HMT § Frz § wIw-aAr mae Al
Fra A AL qgar 1 At Foe #7 wr
74l 7@ 7T A I9F < T F a1
faarrar =arzar §—aga F Xar 7§ F=we
F A Agt 9% - ITR FAA HIX
FATH FrT AT AT G &, T FEA
RfrdgmdgadE arovgw ¥
g arfsw &2 F1 froren < g%w 39 wwer
9% AIATY FF ¥ | I AEq7F T&7 8
WA | TF qEara oqr fr 5 o7 swame
AT T /AT AT TGS 77 FA
FEra 0 g T SEAT TIN F g2 0%
Y@l T Q| qg A TEGTR AT, TG H AT
waer fT3d &1 Jeny O, 78 qANT
qGEF AFATNT 4T TET¥ 41 HI%
T ITATE TET T 477 § w79 o ;e
sed g7 Tufaai ar on forrdy fy aefremy
w0 aa o Ll 5 see damae e
FHE i @ d o A aea & sf ¥ gy
R d M owdT F g arg a7 e
¥ 1§ IF aaT a7 o5 & 5g s 3wy
qr1, 78 TS 91 fF 55 casnagre & s
WA F1F A7 T, SN SEHT ST |
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HqT, GEFI< T 957 § g 39 79 FT
_ galqq & 91 fF @17 § 39 qimw
F FILH 9 7 a5 {5 3a67 Tar ¥
AT & 1 & AWT, 9 SO0 AGAT
g f wre Afsra Wi & See S Frarg
A, Tt TG AT A F IRIY TAH
@ TH &, IAHT 9T I3 aSE @7 & !
i T AT T A savar wfgwr Ag
g afsg § @A ggar A< qgm@r
| g 1 FET #1 el 77 ggr W
g W g § 1 ¥ faeww-
9% ag IO TEAW | AH Aiforg
fw qrar 3w axg ® g fa wegre
ALY T T AT AT FAT W ATRAT 7
agl F1A7 wAl A1AT &, § SO &
F srAar =g owar Y owg F,

T ud § 7 oy, e ¥ 9 #1 gay fifee )

wra Fif9a fHe9a 995 08 TEaTd GHIY
FTGAFC AT IGT AT ACFTCATTAT AT
qgl \vadr

TF AR qeq: F& Grady |

st 37 fax &t : ¥ Qay qur
faegio & {5 wewre =40 wyadr A%
AR A FTEAr ® gw @t wrstaw
o1 fafrers, groa W% 4 Tgg F
araT g SrAraaE g WSy ANr &
qray sgra [ A3t g waw #
FI AT A gk A A F oTyer
ot & 1 s e fEalt Wrrg ®
g fop gad wadr g1 og | g TEoTT g
afgaonelr § 1 gad 4l wedt gt g
g1 &gn TRt o fawcfe
gl A1 & wor Py fea

“,..calls upon Government to
seek forthwith the guidance and

advice from a committee compris-
ing of 15 Members of this House
to be appointed by the Chairman.”

w1, T AF GCHIR FT G &, THIL
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ar are § 7 | gewrc ar g &€ w8 )
FFTCF T AIT5 AT JIea7 F7 777
@ T, T T TETT FT 6417 @S
gC gl &9 & AT A7 497 F
OT FHIUT HF Crparass (€587 ar
Foer #) frafas & ¢ g w795 98 9%
SART AR | GFTL FHAT AE
gAEnTd fa3y & fag dare g 8
a7 f&T g0 aF T gl K1 FALT
F fawtor =1 397 § 98 U ag & A
TI%H FI< 98 qaT F7 foqvqrq @I ZC
argfen & f& FraFt g FaTar 9391 .0
qgi FAF A1 FEIIT FL @ 4.1
9 34T aqg & 17 FE | AT, TL7
qET 7 090 FATA fear gasr ==t
ggd AT wEFr< § fawelr &1 wg
fedi & oy @& ¥ wF ard FEAT
g ¥ ag o 5% g 517 ) 91
TAF wAl T FG g, IT TS FT A1AA!
HTFAAT FAT W1 7 FUT FTFAT AT
X© 721 griT a7 fHT ag 3@ 7 TFA7 |
for= adi 9% 39 qe7 ¥ WAy wIedi
FT 8re 730 ag ¥ arat, {5 qaf 9 g
a9 & 9 AT TZT 9T, IT 9F] 9T
qZ ST FT G FF T AT AT T
aF I I F STAS A G, FqF qF
g<r 41E 7 &1, 59 aF fax wgen T
gi #ifs aradig qI94 18 w47 7 @
T TETEI fear “On the
basis of information and report.

St we ggi fedtz & gewywt faam &,
g1 war & 5 o Yo mrdo Fr far
&, & war & fr fafsdem av g A
&t Fatest ®igen g, T ST 9% AT FT
Z.9 TEAT 1w 9d emaer faw o
[T FEITLE W § S 9 A T
g 9 sk wd agwm ar e
g T ard & fal

'y
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¥er gaer fA3gg gg § & @47
HiRATE TG0 w1 S ¥ AY F SR AT
E B 0 ot waw ¥ wrEar 0 399
AT 4T | fad &% g7 8 foF 9o
FTAAY AT 9@ faar @, av WG
FIAAT JrAT F AL F gATC Ay A
xaF qESt ST ¥ @r fw #5m A
1A qae ¥ weae fast faar sg
B0 AW F1 FIE TaAS A | WZA7
GaE F WG aF qaTA g, Fagw a4 &
tw faox w1 @ g v wmw AW
Tt ¥ fod sqrgar dHrs F9@ 9w
adY, afex FHITs ATF CHATAL FI
TR THATAL F OET N A147 §
TEAT B FQ H/AT 3, J1 FHAR
WMF AL F) & T E | B
Grifen ardt M w®@ 7 g d6-
#$ig mfemea & fo wawa & =
Srar Wifgd | T wre geEEEd
[ eI FHIUA AR THATIL AT TG
FT, TFNAA THAAY FT gl GEATH
ghr 9 st % FAE Y (aada
B azdY a% ag fae wisfen ardifaah
Fre oy gar WY 1 9gg ¥ FWA
MG TFAEN A9 @ & g qni F
qid} ¥ g ¥ Jay M AEl F FrIEAHT

¥ faens, wagd qeawat & faar® 99 |

¥ o fgars g 73t 9% To A T
g | fFw § fvaaq@s Fga1 FIgar
g fF wre qrgwr b o arq w@l §
o S | WS & NG AT Ay e
¥ zddl FHEm 33 7Y 99 I VI
GHTE  F 41T IAF GTES TEr WS
N FAF a8 F AE ISA g
I SEAT RHTS AT T WT AT
g1 a8 3 qIoqF AT TARWE Bl AT
&1 s, & s sTr g
0T SATET IT &L HAY AT | qrIwy
qws @7 Fy fAamg wi g & 1 AWy
YT FE Waw & WeAW &, TW WA K

A
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gwiafa & a8 IW UK F 65 FT
F1 Frardt a1 gfTar 1 938 F91 SHaA
& S® ¥ =y weeafa § avgw ¥fi¥E
g ST At § o § wrw & M7 F,
=18 ATt F forerar oy ew g ar 7di &
MA QU IN A g g fmIaFay o
st ggata gmr wifge w5\
F U F myud wFEE o &, 3@ A
FE! faeft g ¥ 7T Wew ¢ q1- - Star
Zfagra § Fs o YWFOR F1 WA
wEIR WrEal § wiar g, f9w avg e
AT GRS T =18 TR WAL | w10
2~ - FE QAT AL WT F 7L W FE GIE
wfgsa & g srgn 1 gofem vwaw
F1 fasd g, axr Qan favara € 2 W@
Ha F Wraq ¥ wdr g, fo Ay /4,
7g WX N1 faema gx wwgshr AT
g a0 % fau 78Y svar =nfygy, #tx gu-
ferg & sad wiwr s § fr faslln e
T FRET F7 fawier R I SwET AT
famifear T, @ Ty wrady § aar
TET AywdY STET FAAT GT SAT )

MR. CHAIRMAN: VYes, Mr, Bhai
Mahavir.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Sir,.....

MR. CHAIRMAN: You will be the
last speaker.

To WIE WA : mwiafq S,
fog fawa ot 99t 5@ F fau o9
fex ag wiwr Sufeaq fEar wr § g
faqx a3 swww ag @ @ wa @F
Fifer o) W@ F s ¥ 59
wara wwR, f=fesat 1oz, fagsal
F AT S HTOT FAIC ST T I
FY SIHT ZHIX ATAATT GLHT ¥ SHX ¥
g S fasr-A1a7 98 "ware @3 far,
g dar g ot F€ F1e quEew ¥
agd wgeaqul F1A1 BT T g faay )
§ o wrar 3 53 3w A ¥ aga
R & §O WgYd F0 & AR TG

A
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=

LR

TIE IFHA T FOA FT BPAT AT
fga & 70 9rar | WIA HGWEH, IHIT
® 3T IR qATA T GH T F fqU
SR qAT & HIC & UF aFq57 & ®F
FTH |AT AR FHT @I, 39
gaArg F 17 %< § g =97 L& g T
g f& ag dgar 3% g @1 & & =31 )
FZT @< A7 38 § @rdv A | F9
ard dT qeATA F FIAAT GG FT o
star gak fag s dff 7 A 39
AT A& ¥ IR F [F-AAC G
AT 1 @l AT FD ard 57 gfeewor
¥ "I ST F TR F1 qf<Ar, g7w &
ateE, drwad F1 AFiET, TH W A
Fgl OF grafrer &, Fg ¥ Ta-
qifgsar § #ifs g7 @ gardi w1 =
¥ orar war | I F @fagi s fom
nrag &, f9a% Sewrg &, @i9 §, 999
1 sifar ave watar &1 ggg &, K
-qr <@ a1 f dtam A Fwr area w
gars oy =g & et o+ § gae
gIar <@, gt agh weq Hie arfdarde
1 wfeqr &1 @7 ard F#E SvdT @,
i< gk frg 9w 17 St FE¥ g
*“this will be the blackest day,”

fear§ gan § o aa wfF  ag
far Far gager &7 o1, ag $ar1 s
q1 5iq arferarde & @A agex qai §

Y wEAAg @ ;. Fq7 fgm @

ag ?

"gro AIE WA : [T F qA AGf
drgHr g, FAAIT SV WT ¥ d@y
| w9 gl Far A9T 9T
oqIT T ;A @ | AT ;T &I
SgTar 9ga "W FT & WT AET aF
=\ araq gfwg | & wgEg, gar o faw
qr WG IW TG F agd AR FIEAT B
faar AT &, faar geow &, A9 F
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FR IFL ST a1 77 Av HL AN
ST fadrely & & geEw €9 ¥ Iq &
#E ¥ arar @ # aifs ag aw 7@l
a8, 98 T30 qEd I FT G927 @Y
O WX Y FB AT W AG H B
731 ag feT waw e ot w7 Frar 2w
A9 /&% oAt | ®Ee ¥ gfagrg #
OIS 99 &1 F1AT 87 a9 AT "rar
SF TYIR qA&AT A A7 F AET AL G
TF NEGTd @I, . .

(Interruptions)

5t FEANE F : e FT IAA T
faqc ar. ..

=

ST e T T
2o HIE T W F oa H
gl qrFd g, 9% &1 g w1 | |

q SIAaT § WTH G B QUFA K. L

(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: The point is, if
you want to reply him, then you will
never finish your speech.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: I do not
want to reply to him, but please ask
him to restrain himself for some
minutes.

MR, CHAIRMAN: One more
point. He is also to speak. If he
wants others to keep silent, he should
himself keep silent first L

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: He is in-
capable of understanding what I
have said. ' N i~

#ft Fewwrg @ ;A% fawgy g%
A | Fg A g AT Fwd
T fag & WA TN | 9
SHAT WFIC & FLATR ¢ T )

Tro WiE WX : §IT FT wAET
¥ F1E, Tfeqr 1 oFTa FG &, 9
e AT F1E TAT Fa7 1 § G087 qFar
a1, g w7 7A@ @7 § faeW

-
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[310 wrg wgraTY]
3G FAG S A AN FC AW HT TG
@At =nfze, ST F1 A0 gF 54U 3An
=rfee fF & wared § ST F 99 R
f& 37 3 U< #ur 7AW F, TF fAww
Ft iy Fraw @ 39 W F wIY,
ST SEAFTC FT g A w1y, AW &
HIT F A7 FT AAFIC FT AT T8 8,
T qF I &7 afg 9T wred g )

oY weaAd TF ¢ ZHIN ANE &
AR TR O LA I

o Wi ®wFAT ¢ wFIA, { 39
qATAT GrAT FIAT A< ¥ F Ag
STT =vEar | e fraaw ag & fF agt
g AT FET w47 R ag Feerar<
FT @GId § | WAL WAL FT
gate & @y § nay mrfadi & faearg
femran =rean g & qae w18 o aeen
ETAC FT G F LA & GATH 9X IAY
A5 =3 <@AT | W IH ¥ MR FAA
g1t & AT oI s § °4g HgAr § av
¥ 3@ qTHIT F weedi F, T°7 A4 ¥
FHT Gt F gX UF I F AR H
foeaadr & wra %8 Wr § | weIrars
FT AT AERY, 39 I § &3 feAi &
Iedr T Wr g 1 aga et Afaqt &
a3, ger "fadi & S, FET TFT
Fafaai & FTT HIF I TLEK
F o &7 fsg & oY gow ¥
& FT qgT ard gaEifear a5 aga &
qra & faray 4 famray /&0 |rgar =<
Fo F 479 A 097 F @rE Frew §
foret & 32 #7 =19 o, faar wY ag =7
g wEr vy, fReY & wid A ara
7T HIR ZG TFT<AZT GTL AT SATTATT
F A9 F wrAT € | 9TY IF &= arql
¥ T gT wHF F1T IF AT F AN
gare ;rar & fF g% e & g%
FIAT § a1 IH F1 gEAW F o7 F1§

o
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& gt arfe | goeEr Fy g @k
TR Wl HYEHTT H | a9 ® | g
FAT SN XGT | FGT I F I 6 TF1Y
F o] 5g 9T ¥ wgEd, AL 979
& OY Freed & FIT T TFR F WX
T aga & wiasy § fomr & gveT wey-
T F AT & qreg wiers § wiqg

SHRI N. G. RANGA: What is he
arguing? Why we passed the Reso-
lution?

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR:
stand what you have said.
yielding.

SHRI N. G. RANGA: I am address~
ing the Chair Mr. Chairman, you
have to see what he is saying is rele-
vant to the discussion. You will
have to see. (Interruptions) 1 am
asking the Chair. He is talking irre-
vant things. s e . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Dr. Mahavir,
now come to the point and finish.

I under-
I am not

go Wi "HAT : 77 &7 qEA FY
watar &1 A g 1Ay | oA, J 9ga
IR WAT FNF G | I W49 H
X H FAT HTHATEY & @ & 7 ar
g6 AIfq woardl vt § P §F 9F a7
qYE (T FT £aTA HIFTE FAT ATEAT
g1 W 91 7g &7 weeX § 99 &
wea ) Ffens § foam § wgr T &
|1 ¥ SHIEr €52 @84 ¥ UF HEw
wdl & fasre oim wmrar ot 3w
9T FEqEA FL & wreenfa & qarg Arq
fear a¥% w21 fr 37 & 13 § o= @A
=ifgr | &fFw 8% & s weET Ay
B & Fel TF 47+ ¥ fgar s1aq faw
TE & a1 ¥ gAarar ¢ ¥ 3@ foar
T g, ¥O A3 8, T felr muw wrE
FEA I3 TN ST 72l 8 |
(Interruptions)
oft F6T A9 TA T TE AAT A
EITHIX FT AT &7 |

TRF-1
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Fro WiE AR : 5Tar »T AT A1
AITHY I TAY a7 97 & GHG H TH
FALY FATAT AAT o€ HAAR FHET F
v §, fousr Saw oie wws
& fagg 93 F1w F3A F1 wWRw fzqr
TAT AT | IW FT IS & ST T
102 § & 397 AGAT ¢ | @I T |

st weaATy g - F g@ar |rgaAr
g fr fawg a1 § 7 -

o WiE AEWER : ;T &1 qTeAA
FT At faQay arg § | g qgwarAr
F7 QST &l & | :

1w UQ : %ﬂ'qa g g'a:n
Jgar g fw. ... ..

(Interruptions) =,

Tro Wi§ WEEW : mpuEr qed
1 wtwr 7g0 faemn, quds <@y |
qgeard aFHT WY AGT 9T FAT T
a1 ?

(Interruptions)

“Specific allegation of corruption
on the part of a Minister at the
Centre or a State should be prompt-
ly investigated by an agency whose
findings wil] command respect. We
recognise that irresponsible allega-
tions cannot be taken serious note.
We, therefore, suggest that if a for-
mal allegation is made by any 10
members of Parliament or a Legis-
lature in writing addressed to the
Prime Minister or Chief Minister,
through the Speakers and Chairman,
the Prime Minister or Chief Mjnister
should consider himself obliged, by
convention, to refer the allegations
for immediate investigation by a
Committee as has been suggested

later in this Section.”

oft FUAT T ;WA wAYET,
F gwar WrEa £
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Bro Wi WEWIT : AT WITHI

dfrest gaaT &1 ¢ i & fadiam sfafa &
famifem =1 F12 FT Q1§ A HG YT
gl @wy

SHRIMATI HAMIDA HABIBUL-

LAH (Uttar Pradesh): We are sup-
porting you. . . ~

g1 e

MR. CHAIRMAN: Be brief.

Tro WIE AR IWF AT QF
s /T F@AT § | TG 9T 10 WEE
FIETT F SETd FA A% A1, 9 f& Al
¥ gl % gur & 100 & sarar @69
gzeq} ¥ gEAreR wed Aweqd el

Inquiry Commission should “have
been appointed in such cases. But
no enquiry had been conducted
because the Government had said
that they had inquired on their own
basis and found nothing in the char-
ges. .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Be brief now.

Tro Wi AEMEIT : WM aga qR
5 fafaeed, sga @i Hgq fofwed
Lrradr & A 7 @Y 97 0wy wqw
gEel FIT FAAT GXFIT F TR A
FT AT F 38 Y N4 5 uw wawg Wy
AL FEATET FIF IS A9 [T 2
ar g gm FE ¥ A% sfeew
[T w1 F fod dar &

wgas, AY I+ qua qFST
F wgr fw sior 7 o779 8 <@ & 97 99 &R
FT A9 FHAIWT A IFTAIN UFE F
A Y ag TE AT T T H w“r
faE &, daraw 7T &7 foqie &
103 983 § & 3o fgewr mras qar
WE —.

“Whenever allegations against =z
Minister require to be inquired

into an ad hoc Committee should be
selected out of this national panel



255 P.M’s Statement re.
Inquiry Commission

[ RAJYA

~TF

|Dr. Bhai Mahavir]

by the President. The Committee
may consist of three persons one
of whom at least should have held
or should be holding a high judi-
cial office. It should be the duty
of the Committee to ascertain whe-
ther there is a prima facie case.
The Committee should have the
power to direct the Central Bureau
of Investigation, in suitable cases,
to investigate and report. If the
Committee wishes to make any in-
quiries otherwise than through the
Central Bureau of Investigation it
should be given all the necessary
facilities and assistance including
free access to all documents, files
ete. without being Thampered by
any claim of privilege. On the
. completion of the inquiries either
through the Central Bureau of In-
vestigation or otherwise the Com-
mittee should consider the available
. material and advise as to further
action, if any, that may be neces-
sary.”’

oft FewAg T @ gy 7GR,
fFramacTageatRE?. ..
# oyo¥ q@aT Argar g. ...
(Interruptions)

Wto Wi ATWIT : W A I
& wmw &fs

(I nterruptions) 3

ot wUATY Vg : =77 H AraQ
sl wrgar € & agt o R A
ga gt wfr ¢ fam wears ax agw
g S
(Interruptions) o

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: The most

unruly Member asking for ruling
-every time. ! R

I T Trdi 9w 7T T 74 § fF
qIEHT BET F9 3@y ¥ faw 10 oz
. qeTY ZEATAT FI&F FIs AMGT & |
IS qF 3 T80 7 =Nway fer widr

SABHA ]

b

against families of
Prime Minister and former
Home Minister

7, wifae Iaw 92 & FA% A Igq
W &, WFT T TWL F FOCATT
T areft ardf, I |TH T qZ1 WOFT
STR qIE0 & 39 A1 F (9 AT qH
T7< 7ET §AT I FATWT ;0% SHRA1ALT
foet o1 % gATY &' S ) N

256

“It may advise that a regular
case be registered for investigation
with, a view to prosecute the Minis-
ter concerned or a commission of
inquiry under the Commissions of
Inquiry Act, 1952 be appointed.”

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now come to
the point. T

o Wif wgwdR : wEwA, W -
o frdan ag & fs ssararT &0 arq
FE AT & AT WeITAT F AHA H
Y SAUe7 FE FIW AT A IIMAT
ST qFAT & | A% afezw F 919 W
ATHT F1 9N ¥ 9T wgr owT T
ST 9rE ° SIS FT ATHT AE W
Hargz AEl fHar &1 w9 qEr FR @
fF soad AaAS FT ST AT &1 SAAT &
@l wiT AIF qIqg &7 S0 &1 aF
=% sifeza sgardy oz w7 fear

SR (AR S S C AR 701
(Interruptions)
fN® wieg &1 TF

ararex faaw & wg wuge fwar
TAT ¥ AR SFE F g AT FTH TN
UFTT X AT LA wAT ST 7 AOH F

far srwe fear & 1 ga® 93 ST FE

1T [T a1a TG T THAT |
- (Interruptions)

T ard Aifae § 997 a8 FEATY
fr =t guF [t F agFar 5 ag
TIFIT §S1 Ltz g, a9y wASy g
AZISTEFIGIAE ) SHAE Y SR
T AIFTT AT T dAT AT | FAL 9
qg axFIR g9 four W & a1 9%
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. far et Fr oaxdr & Afpw w7 ag
CgETT FEdy ¥ fw woa ¥ § w5 faey-
T w7 ffwe IY Fre Jfezg
zET q1 & 7t quAar 5 SaFr 3Ad
Frs fograa A =rfge 1 gw =gy
g fx gsard @y A =gy
Freas ¥ fafaa arg ag § f g adr
fga wrg Fdrwa & aAA JIFET A
g9 199§ FAAT & | AT AT
Fr qq FHEAE F1 fourd F fay og
r% IFLAT FT AT I § AT
F ¥ ford § Al gadi & S
qraT s & fag dme ) 37 g
HI ST FATAIST & TE ATAS ATIHT &Y
;S AT E

grfadl wez £ < & 45 qUFHT
wa frgar gd o Aadlm e
WIT aTHATT Areadt F fa=arg g F7 )
St gearg WA gAA AT ST ¥ <ar
IT ¢ IEW FEr N

MR. CHAIRMAN: You are too

general, unnecessarily.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: I am just
finishing. When Mr. Bhupesh Gupta
stood up; he can continue for an
hour

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do you want to
be Bhupesh? LT

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: I am com-
pleting in a minute.

AN HON. MEMBER: Do you want
10 be Bhupesh?

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: No. Let
'him have the position of an unchal-
lenged previleged Member here. He
can monopolise all the time. I don’t
grudge him that. i

# ag w3 w@r § ¥ A qraam
aredl St 7 FF O OAIF AR
AIRAFIN T IT LA HT  FArATIAT

1095 RS—9.
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FI AIT TART ETAFTC FE F TR
fear 1 avg & SA§ gy war
=rgar § fF o &7 mgear AT FE7
faad f& o awdifes zfa 37 ax
g9 HIT T FIHT T I477 @ | TX
gaedt & Fw 7 fhaar & Far aearg
gAr €1 38 a4 A faqar 997 79 a=
FLATT AT § IF AT T AFT Fg
fgara sa T &1 gw QT 5 g9 ¥ [gr
et #15 3w § arfag wdt g

¥ g weara 9z wat gd o av
ZTAFT——ATEAT AT FT——qg FATET 9T
f ag mr<r wraar fedr qfies ¥ gamd
fear st 1 WS waw warR q6T Ag
SEJ1T AT & a7 a7 zu% 7 4g
TATG FI, TF TLATT [ CAIFTC FA
F faq qore afi § 1 & quaar g &
ag fas axifaraa g fad difefe-
Fq CIACAIETT &, T9% (991C §5
g

(Interruptions)

g7 wedl & arg § gaw foal §
g1 & fF wfafera aa T @
FAT § HIFT T UF AT FIT 3V
TR FAAT TE TV, TH THT F1 {wAT
uF 17 § 9 faar war €1 afwT g7 79
grg 99 §F & 7 $F <F #4ifw a7 ¥
ggrawy Infgad g wxfga =,
T9 937 F1 AAVET T FTAH IGAT g |
TT ¥F T T oeATT @A T AT
GATT T TATFHTT FF §F G4 T A9
&ifsrg |

N mwg ga @At - ganfy
qAER, T AN D7 qd0 AT 7 IIT
F qra+ aa1q faar av gar 74 AT Fr
QT qIT F AT FIAT TIVT § A1 AT
g 33 fadl § q197 ¥ 9g Tavq AF
FI Hrar | gamfy w5y, § w9y
Fgal Frgar  fx 97 gz & @wA
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i [eto Wig wgmER]! ;7 -
qa’ﬂ”f"*rtaamm HIAT A1 TG g9
ST HeAT ST F WX SEHT GIFIT
Far Tqar  wiewar fwan, @ AreEy
mAw & ? H @t & @fuww e
& {9 T gara | ISIF AT AW X
T 7 & Fifaw s o & foq 3@ @ara
FT ISI AT AT ¥ ) F WA 59
arq & fog ot mrg feemar @i gt
40 fraz g% Fifan w2aq & 99 §
ST AT FET R . . .

oft grax fag Werdt : Fifew gdam
78 SS1W AT TTEY U, THET FYT AT
gar !

- ot wEeR qwE At o gEET A
waes g, a8 § sftaqrar g | ww
uF fawe & foo 3 arq g+ feT )
TH 47 ¥ WA ST AR TG GATH @14
FT w1 7L, Afes FFTH aE
§ gg Fifww #1 wf F faoedY I & 7€
AT TR & GTAN 7 HTA ML 40 fHwe
aF g § S §¥FIT F fawrs a1d
FE A%, A\ AT S § fad f wedi
¥ IgsT SaTe Q fear | oG Fg--
“I have nothing to add”, o
:rr=r“r 40 fAaz % g= ¥ O &1d srg‘r ‘TE
IAHRT IEiw TR fwar, dfFr S
day ¥ wa1q I F fag ow% ww w1
ﬁ AT L.
) ' - (Interruptions)
=1 gvar fg et : mae wg
NGT FTF TN AT gH ArF H qIHAT
g | ?3‘7‘71 Fgr fw & qgar &) wara
] 91 §, 1% wialw@ 78 §6 e
$g=rr§| C e
[The Vice-Chairman (Shri Shyam
Laj Yadav): in the Chair].
ot wTa NaE qAt : SuawsTy
oY, WIS W& Gew § TWF w7 SN

LooLyr riooun L R
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Tara fagr @1 gm g0 faai 7 9%
e & §o ok f5q § | AN 9% qF 1 A1
AT & ) @IF FIR 9% gk aRa Y
gealm St ¥ AT wiE Wy @ 9
3% a% 5% § | =Y gToile uw a3
wfaerd & | 7R faware § 5 wat
FEI W7 Feems F ava g0 A1 SEN I
forefy axg ) 7y vl fegardd | o
IR g9 ata & gam %% fqa fw
NHIH A S FE fF § | SHY FEAT
Trgar § o W o g g & At
Nenw WA AT & a8 U8 &r FTH FIal
g o SFarddagwar g i geeia
FT T T J¥aTd & g9 H TF THSHE
a1, TEfeg Hw< gaim g4y & § Saat
qTq AT AT ZET a1 muE § ;MT AT
S W E | 3“{1’% Fg7 for gaw el
§ @z IS Hel & TF 79 HT AR
foar §, zofwg ag gdft & s13 §
Ffes & wa® wgaT w1Em g fF e
WG N7 AT ST & T 17 TEA FHAT
A T HIT wAT T WEET Frdl w1
wgl WIRG T WOEH AT WAl &b
wwedE A FWT AR

P

wrfwerdi< ¥ 78 ara w7 o far
fr fom gwg & W TuwEr § ST F
g f&% 7% | THF nwwrEy IRIW A
AT st Gt a% #1 F19 FGI A UG
FgT {% a8 9g«r AT § W W &
ware wer & fEEr mee v gl
wE & i wfezmw w1 @R & fog
WSy FT gEAra fraAr @ s® wrAw W
FIE MIMBET F@ TqaT AT AL |
dfws AT FgaT 78 § o faely o1 =7
a1 N sfeew w1 3@ a1q & fog d=13
F s Ag g fw e mree %
QISAIGHT F & a7 75y | frd wfezq
F grae a1 A% sfEg & AT A
Fq aofl 997 Syar € 9 5 ey safa
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% fao® w18 Awgar F=wAT T § )
fret wHwA 5% Tl F @I
FIE TIATHRAT FF 77 T 419 &1 ATHHAT
SIS ¥ qrE W7 G §FAT § 1 qAX av
e MAW Frar g % ag awwie fow
ave ¥ aradr § | IH AgANT #7139
T 9T FL ST TgA FH A TH G
TraY & FWifE 39 aqENES A 39 I F
Ta¥ 29 FHIAT §31A § | 57 FAITAL
# foT T9 quaIe & TH F19 - 4T
STEATHREY G A1 ? STeEw o dlo WE
% g gy g B ogw o A€ Al
BATR §THA TS qAMA w3l &, g
TAS w15 gase Hal g, ¥few gw
7% @ < 3 f Fa7 Frg MgnreAY FY
FHAT & AT W@l swar § | oy feafq W
A 5O T ag =53¢ wvar fw Sy TeFe
20 FHIMH AT AT § X H1E TEATHAT
Fg fasras & f—q FUST TIT &R
FTART & 98 ACHIT TF AIAS FT Sf=
F & {5 3% Ha= F1 7i0 F71 #4457 qg”r
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“J. P, attackg Morarji: N
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backed.”
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“With this stand of Mr. Narayan,
no escape route has been left for
the ruling party but to honour the

resolution passed by the Rajya a
Sabha on this subject.” .
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