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The question was put and the motion was adopted

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now, we shall take up the Short
Duration Discussion. Mr. Sibal will initiate the discussion. Mr. Sibal,
your party has forty minutes.

SHORT DURATION DISCUSSION

Government's Responsibility vis-a-vis its investigative
agencies in Ayodhya matters

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL {Bihar): Thank you Madam Deputy Chairman.
| rise to initiate this discussion and consider it a privilege to do so
on the Government's responsibility vis-a-vis its investigative agencies
in Ayodhya matters.

Madam, why has this issue arisen? Why are we discussing
this issue today? It is because, in the recent past, certain events
have taken place in Rae Bareli, in respect of a prosecution by the
C.B.L. in which some of the hon. Ministers, in this Government, ara
accused. We, in the Opposition, get a feeling and the people of
this country get a feeling that there is a lot of amiss happening in
that court. There has been, according to us, subversion ot judicial
process and there has been a mockery of the vaiues that we have
stood for, a democracy, since independence. Over the years,
Madam, | get the feeling that in India people think that democracy
ends the moment an election has taken place on the basis of a
single non-transferrable vote. That i1s not an end of democracy.
That, indeed is a beginning of the process which we call democracy.
Demaocracy involves many more things. It involves transparency. It
involves accountability. It involves a process of law, which must
be implemented without fear or favour. And that is why, today, we
are discussing the role of the C.B.1. because, we believe, that the
way the C.B.l. has prosecuted on this matter, which has been
pending for almost eieven years, leaves much to be desired,
especially in the recent past when evidence, which is in the
possession of the C.B.l., was not presented, deliberately, to the
court in order tc save the high public functionaries who are holding
Ministerial positions in this Government.
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May | remind, through you, Madam Deputy Chairperson, to the
Government that the people of this country had great hopes in the
BJP, when the BJP and its allies came to power? | may just recali—
since the Prime Minister is sitting here, just to remind him—what
they had said in their manifesto. They had criticized the Congress
party. They said, "In the past fifty years, the Congress has
systematically dismantled all norms of honesty and integrity in
Government, indulging in corruption at all levels, and resisting all
attempts to bring the guilty to book." This was your charge against
us. You had promised to the people of this country that you would
introduce extensive requiations to ensure that conflict of interests
did not influence decisions taken by those holding public offices.
Yet, you retain the very ministers, who are accused, in this
Government. You have viclated your own promises, which you had
made to the people of this country, when you sought to come to
power. | remind you again, you had also said, "Give greater autonomy
to the CBI, in keeping with the recent Supreme Court order, so as
to prevent investigating agencies from being used to subserve the
political designs of the ruling party." Yet, you are doing that very
thing yourselves. You are violating the promises that you had made
to the people of this country. You said that you would make it
obligatory for every elected representative to make public, within
ninety days, his income and assets. Yet, you opposed that Bill,
when a Supreme Judgement came in this regard. You did not want
to implement that. Every promise that you had made to the people
of this country, you reneged on. As to the manner in which the CBI
has been functioning, the less said the better. At this point of time,
| don't want to be too legalistic. | would only quote what the Supreme
Court had said about the CBI. This is not what the Congress party
had said; this is what the Supreme Court had said. | quote, what the
Supreme Court had said in one of its judgements, "Inertia was the
common rule, whenever an alleged offender was a powerful person,
the constitution and the working of the investigating agencies revealed
the lacuna of its ability to perform whenever powerful persons were
involved.” {Interruptions)

SHRI B.P. SINGHAL (Uttar Pradesh): What is the date of
judgement?
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SHRI KAFIL SIBAL; The date of the judgement was December
18, 1997. {Interruptions)

SHRI BALBIR K. PUNJ (Uttar Pradesh):: That was the date of
....[Interruptions)

SHAR! KAPIL SIBAL: That's correct. (Interruptions) In that, the
very minister, who is being prosecutad by the CBI, today, was an
accused. Yes, you are right. The Deputy Prime Minister was an
accused in that case also. That is why | don't want to talk politics,
here. | am only saying that there is a genuine concern in the minds
of the people of this country that the highest investigating agency.
when it comes to powerlul persons, drags its feet, does nor prosecute.
(Interruptions) | may also tell you that in every judgement the
Supreme Court had said, "The CBI did file numerous chargesheets,
which indicated that in its view of prima facie a case for prosecution
had been made out. However, discharge of the accused on filing the
chargesheet indicates, irrespective of the ultimate outcome of the
matters pending in the higher courts, that the trial court, at least,
was not satisfied that a prima facie case was made out, These facts
are sufticient to indicate that either the invetigation, or, the
prasecution, or, both were lacking.” That is what the Surpeme Court
had said.

Madam, the scenario that we see in our country, which has
also been reflected in the Vohra Committee report, is that there is
a nexus between the politicians, the cnminals and the investigating
agencies at the State level. That has been accepted, now. We all
want to break that nexus. And, if it had been happening at the local
level, we are very concerned that it is, now, happening in the highest
investigating agency of this country.

And we have witnessed that scenario in the last five to ten
years; whenever the Oppasition is in power in a particular State, and
the Chief Minister of that State is sought to be prosecuted,
immediately the CBI is called upcen to prosecute. In fact, in one
particular case, a particular officer, who was granted extension three
times by this Government, went to the extent of seeking a warrant
and asking the Army to come in to arrest him. Ultimately, a Committee
was set up under the Chairmanship of Shri Duraiswamy. That
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Committee found that that officer had acted beyond his call of
duty and that an action should be taken against him. Instead of
talking action against him, thhs Government granted him three
extensions. Whereas when in a State Government, your own party
is in power, and the National Human Rights Commission says,
'Call the CBI to investigate those cases'—as happened in Gujarat—
neither the Gujarat Government agreed, nor did you ask the
Gujarat Government to hand over the cases to the CBI. So, the
pattern seems o be clear. The pattern is, where the Opposition
is in power, get the CBl, use the CB! to prosecute them. And when
your own people are in power, don‘t allow the CBI, let the local
machinery help the State Government. This is not going to be
accepted in this country. Now, let me straightaway tell you what is
happening in this case. And, | am glad that the Prime Minister is
here. What is happening and what has happened in eleven years
is most unfortunate. There were two FIRs filed; 197 of 1993 and 198
of 1993. After the investigation of FIRs in Uttar Pradesh by the
CBCID, some chargesheet was filed on 27th February, 1996, under
153(A), 153(B), 147, 149 and 505 of the Indian Penal Code. However,
atter a little while that prosecution was handed over to the CBI and
atter t was handed over to the CBl on 25th August, 1393, the CBI
went 1o the court in Rae Bareilly and asked for further investigation;
that permission was granted. The CBI further investigated, and
after investigation, filed a consolidated chargesheet on the 5th
October, 1993. In that chargesheet, the offences for which Mr.
Advani and others were sought to be prosecuted were 153 (A), 153
(B), 295, 295 (A), 120(B), 114 and other offences. Now, when that
was done, thereafter, the maltler went to court. And after the matter
went to court on 9th September, 1997, a judgement was rendered
by the court saying, "in the context of the evidence befare us, Shri
Advani and others are liabie to be prosecuted for these offences.”
And a date was fixed in Octaber for framing of the formal charge.
in that invetigation, 700 witnesses were examined. There were
29 tapes, which are part of the record. That was all in Lucknow
court, and even now it is in the Lucknow court. In the mean time,
somebody moved the High Court in Lucknow for the purposes of
getting stay on all those proceedings and a stay was granted.
Ulimately, a judgement was rendered by the Lucknow High. Court
to the effect that at the time when the notification was issued,
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no consent of the High Court was sought in transferring the case from
Rae Bareilly to the Court in Lucknow. And, therefore, the proceedings
were banned. They did not set aside the judgement on merits. So, the
evidence remains there. Now, what happened thereafter was that the
High Court further said, "Ask the Uttar Pradesh Government o issue
a notiticaticn and by issuing the notification rectity the technical error
so that the matter can go on.” Shri Kalyan Singhji's Government was
in power, they never issued a notification. Then, Shri Rajnath Singhji's
Government was in power, no notification was issued. This is the
point that | am making. Whenever your own people are in power, you
will delay the proceedings. ...(Interruptions)... What happened thereafter?
No notification was issued. ...(Interruptions)... Don't interrupt me. .
(Interruptions)... | am not yielding.... (Interruptions)... No notification
was issued. ...(/nterruptions)... What is important is that the CBI
chose not to file an appeal against that order. Therefore, ultimately,
it was left to Shri Kuldip Nayyar to move the Surpeme Court, The
Supreme Court uliimately asked the Uttar Pradesh Government, "Why
don't you issue the notification?" So, in September, 2002, a notification
was issued and the matter went back to the Rae Bareilly Court. Now
what is most significant is that after it went back 1o the Rae Bareilly
Court, the CB! went to Rae Bareilly and said, 'We want further
investigation." And on 30th may, 2003, filed a supplementary
chargesheet.

Now, the serious,—and that is why we have a grievance against
the CBi—the real probiem is that when that supplementary
chargesheet was filed, the evidence in respect of all the video
recordings was not forwarded to the Rae Bareilly court. | must point
out to you that in the consolidated chargesheet, there were 29 video
tapes in all. | have the consolidated chargesheet with me. There
were 29 video tapes which showed the complicity of all the accused
in the commission of those offences. And, they were part of the
chargesheet as Annexure-ll and Annexure-ll. When the supplementary
chargesheet was filed, those 28 tapes were not forwarded to the
Rae Bareilly court. What is curicus is that in the Rae Bareilly court
some four cassettes were shown in camera. When their prosecutor
comes out, he makes public statements even though the proceedings
were held in camera. Now the question is, why has that record not
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been sent to the Rae Bareilly court? That is the question that we
ask; now that the Prime Minister is here. That is the record which
is part of the judicial record. If you don't send that record, it, in fact,
amounts to withholding evidence, which itself is a criminal offence
under sections 201, 204 and 221 of the Indian Penal Code. These
are the offences which were committed. Knowing that there is a
judicial recerd in your possession, you don't hand it over to the
appropriate court for the purposes of trial. What is the justification
for that? The Government has not been able to answer this. The only
answer that we get from the Government is that it is for the CBI to
decide, but the CBI cannct ignore what is part of the judicial record.
It is for you to ensure that the CBI—C8BI is not above the law—must
also enforce the law. CBl can't withhold documents. Under what
provision of law, can CB! withhold documents? Why were those
video racordings not sent there? Why ware the statements of 700
witnesses not there? What | find is that the statements of only 49
witnesses were there before the court. What has happened to the
other 700 witnesses? Why has that record not been sent? That is
the heart of the matter. That is why | beseech the Prime Minister—
this is not an issue in respect of the Congress Party or BJP or
anybody else; this is really the fundamentals of democracy and
uphelding the rule of law. No matter how high you are, the law is
above you, and you must abide by the law. So, why is the CBI being
goaded not to abide by the law? The prosecutors who have been
prosecuting this particular case for ten years are removed overnight.
Why do these things happen? And this is done all by design. The
Prime Minister knows. We saw on celluloid how people were
commiting offences—on tape. This happened in 2001. Tiill date, no
FIR has been lodged. And the argument is nobody has lodged an
FIR. Now | am looking, in fact, for this very FIR in the mandir
matter. The FIR has been lodged by a Station House Officer; it has
not been lodged by a private party. Any Station House Officer who
knows of the tapes could have lodged an FIR, but they didn't do it.
Why? Because it involves your own people. When it comes to Tehelka,
you are not prosecuting those who have committed offences, you
are prosacuting those who are investigating those offences. What is
the justification for that? | remembered of a famous poem in respect
of a trial of Lord Francis Bacon. When their lordships asked Bacon,
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"how many bribes he had taken”, he had at least the grace to get
very red in the face; you don't even get red in the face. You want
to ride it out. You want to tell the people of this country, we don't
care. This is exactly what you have done in Gujarat. The Human
Rights Commission told you, "please hand over the investigations to
the CBI". This is the Human Rights Commission, not the Congress
Party. And, ultimately, you see for yourselves what is happening in
Gujarat. The kind of travesty of justice that has taken place resulting
in another Chairman of the Human Rights Commission having to
move the Supreme Court, which | think is unheard of in the history
of any country. The National Human Rights Commission, the highest
protector of human rights in India has to move the Supreme Court,
obviously, on the assumption that there is no possibility of the
people getting justice in Gujarat. What is this Government doing
about that?

When All India Anna DMK are your allies, you will protect them
from the CBl. When thay are not your allies, cases will be foisted
against them. ...(/nterruptions)...

DR. V. MAITREYAN (TAMIL NADU): Sir, | object to that.
...(Interruptions)... We always have protection only from law.
...(Interruptions)...

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Okay; | am sorry. ...(Interruptions)... You
are right. ...(/nterruptions)... You are right. ...(/nterruptions)... Okay;
Okay; | take back my words. The law protects you. ...{Inferruptions)...
You are right. You are right. The law protects you. And, the CBI, in
fact, is the one that opposes that law. ...(interruptions)...

SHRI N. JOTHI: We have protection only from law, not from
the CBI. ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What is this? ...{/nterruptions)...

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Madam, when Mayawati was not their
allay, she was being hounded by the CBI, cases Were filed against
her. Now, that she is their allay, all those cases are forgotten. The
fact of the matter is that the CBI, today, is perceived as an agency
which is used for political purposes either to harass peopie, or to
protect people. That is the fundamentals of whatever | have been
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saying. ...(Interruptions)... Let us assume that is has happened in
the past. Are you willing to go on record that that 'we are doing #?'
Please state on record that you are doing it. What is the point of
talking about history? The fact of the matter is, Sir, it is your
manifesto that you are reading. You made seven promises to this
country. All seven, you have not fulfilled. All seven. | have already
stated about three. The other you said, "| will appoint a Lokpal to
ingquire into allegations.” Madam, four years have passed, but there
is no Lokpal Bill yet. Then, there was "We will modify reform and
methodology of Government to approve contracts." You know how
contracts are approved, and how detence equipments are procured?
This is all part of your manifesto. Then you said, "We will
expeditiously deal with unresolved cases of corruption”; and in which
no action has been taken. Madam, let me give you a very interesting
example. The Prime Minister is here. The Bofors case was fiied. This
happened in 1990. And, | suddenly find today that on the 4th of
April, 2003, an application is filed in the Special Court seeking to
prosecute Mr. Madhav Singh Solanki after 13 years. After 13 years!
And, what is interesting is, the sanction is taken from the Government
in 1999, and, after you get the sanction, after four years, you are
seeking to prosecute him. Why? [t is because the elections are
round the corner. You know you want to raise the issue, of bogie of
Bofors again. | remind you, and this is now | am concluding. When
ail this happened, when the Babri Masjid was demolished, the Prime
Minister stated the following. He said, "This is a political offence.
This is really not a criminal offence." | have the statement with me
here. But this is what the Supreme Court had said, and | quote,
"The miscreants who demolished the mosque had no religion, caste
or creed except the character of a criminal and the mere incident of
birth of such a person in any particular community cannot attach
the stigma of his crime to the community in which he was born." All
those people who participated in this demolition were common
criminals, and we expect that common criminals must be dealt with
as ordinary citizens and not as some special persons holding high
positon in public life. In fact, Mr. Jethmalani is in this House. He
said some prophetic words much before 6th of December, 1992. On
Qctcber 16, 1990, Mr. Jethmalani, may | remind you what you said?
This is what you said, and | quote, "The time bomb is ticking away.
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When it explodes communal harmony and national integration will be
the prime casualties. The nation will not emerge stronger but
weakened and debilitated beyond measure. Mr. LK. Advani is a
Member of Parliament. He has sworn to uphold the law and the
Constitution. While he will head the assembly of law-breakers what
does he expect the UP Government to do? lts Minisiers are also
sworn to uphold the law and Constitution. The police force is statutorily
committed to neutralise the marching hordes even though composed
of sadhus, acharyas, and otherwise respectable political leaders.
There is no loophole or ambiguity in the law.” The law was broken
in front of our eyes. Offences were committed. Mr. Prime Minister,
let the law take its course. Don't protect your own people. Thank
you, Madam.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU (West Bengal): Thank you, Madam
Deputy Chairperson. | find a historic irony in this debate.
Shri Jethmalani is here. The hon. Prime Minister is also here. Just
a few days back, while we were discussing China, Shri Jethmalani
was reminding the hon. Prime Minister about the speeches he had
given on the question of Tibet. At least, the hon. Prime Minister was
gracious enough to admit that he has changed his position with the
times. | don't know what Shri Jethmalani will do vis-a-vis the statement
that he has made about Shri Advani and his activities on the 6th of
December, 1992.

Madam, 6th December, 1992 was bad enough and still, we are
groaning under the wounds of that day of 6th December. The country
has been mired in a situation from which it cannot come out, and
which is really restricting and hindering our way ahead. But the point
is, there would be some consolation for the nation and particularly,
for the Parliament, if there were an effective initiative to, at least,
ensure that there would be a proper administration of justice in
bringing to book the culprits who had inflicted that heinous wound on
the polity of this country. This is the second time that we are
discussing this issue, and | am at least, grateful to the Government
that the Minister in-charge of CBIl is present here unlike the last
time when we discussed this issue. Why do we have to discuss this
Issue time and again? Unfortunately, the hon. Law Minister of this
country does not accept certain home truths about democracy in
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this.- country! Firstly, this is not about the judicial process. This
debate is all about the Executive and its sense of accountability to
the Legislature. Now, our contention today is, we have a peculiar
situation. The prosecution, the accused and the judges are one and
the same. Shri Arun Jaitley was bragging the other day in this
debate on CBI, that well, if we had dropped Section 120(B), the
Judge is within his rights to consider all the evidences and ask the
prosecutor.....

SHRI B.P. SINGHAL: Section 120 (B) was not dropped, because
the question of dropping never arose ...(/nterruptions)...

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Madam, | seek your protection because
| think we have a running commentator in this House
...{Interruptions)... | think my colleagues in this House are intelligent
encugh not to refer to his interpretations ...(/nterruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We have not one but a couple of
running commentators in this House. So, | will ask all those who
want to take up this job to restrain themselves.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | think that would be better. The hon.
Law Minister was explaining to the House the other day that Section
120(B) is not there, but the judges are well within their rights, after
examining the entire evidence, to get it incorporated as part of the
chargesheet. Now, this was part of an orchestrated conspiracy.

Shri Kapil Sibal has quoted certain things, but | am not going
into all that because of the fear of repetition. But the proceedings
of the Lucknow court, where the Sessions Judge, hon. Justice
Srivastava, when he was slating the date for the formation of the
proper charges, made the point clear that the CBl has made out a
case and he has acquired all the 700 evidences, witnesses; and all
these video tapings and audio tapings, every thing is mentioned.
Now, if the Judge is provided with all that evidence, then only he
can take them on board to incorporate Section 120(B}, the conspiracy
charge, as part of that. Now, are we to believe, and is the nation to
believe, that the Babri Masjid monument, which was standing there
till 6th December, 1992, just came down on its own?

Was there no conspiracy? Was it an innocent act by a few
lakhs of people who assembled there? Who mobilised them? Who
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organised them? Wherefrom did they come? Was there no Rath
Yatra? Were the people not collected from all over the country? Who
did all that? Who was responsible for organising them and taking
them there? All that is on evidence—seven hundred witnesses and
all video tapes. | would like to know from the Government who made
these video tapes. Who made these video recordings? Why did they
do it? They did it because they were apprehending that some untoward
was going to happen. And that evidence created the body of
information on the basis of which the Section Judge concluded that
there was a prima facie case made out by the CBIl. Now if that is
so, that evidence is very relevant for the judgement in this case
which is going on in Rae Bareli. Now, the Law Minister says that
there is nothing in this record; nothing in that evidence. If there is
nothing in that evidence, then, it is all the more reason to present
it to the Judges. Why are you not presenting it to the Judges? Let
them decide themselves that there is nothing which will prove the
complicity of the accused. He does not do that. 1 do not know, why?
There were big stories in the Press about how powerful the Prime
Minister is because when the Department of Personnel was shifted
to the Deputy Prime Minister, the CBl was kept out to give the
signal to the whoie world that the Prime Minister, was in-charge. But
| do not see any evidence on record whereby the CBI is acting on
the basis of what the Prime Minister says. But what | am seeing is
that every effort is on foot to portect the Deputy Prime Minister, and
this, in itself, in democracy, is an anachronism. He is one of the
highest authaorities in the Government. He is the accused and the
same Government is supposed to be the prosecutor. Now, the Law
Minister, very learned one, tells us that the CB} is independent.
Wherefrom the CBI officers get pay? From the Consolidated Fund of
India! Then, the CBI is answerable to the Parliament. If not, then,
who is responsible for answering on behalf of the CBI? The same
Government is answerable. So, you have a situation where the
accused and the prosecution are one and the same and the Law
Minister says that they will decide as to which evidence is to be
produced so that on the basis of that evidence judgement can be
delivered, impartial judgement can be delivered, by a Bench,
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN, (DR. A K. PATEL), in the Chair:

| do not know whether this whole episode is really elevating the
level of maturity of our democracy. Therefore, Mr. Vice-Chairman,
Sir, | would, through you, ask the Government: Why was evidence
not produced before the Judges? Why was the entire evidence
available with the CBI not produced before the Judges? Why did the
prosecution not try to have the entire proceedings in the Court, In
an open Court? Why was it done behind closed rcoms? And if so,
why the counsels, both of the CBI, both of the prosecutors, ang of
the accused, came out and gave public statements and interviews
10 TV channels? | have seen that the CBI counsel says that no,
they have given this much of evidence and the defence counsel
says that whatever evidence has been produced, on the basis of
that nobody can be nailed down. Was there any attempt? | mean, the
Government must tell us whether the counsel for the prosecution
tried to persuade the Court that this is a sensitive case because we
know in a democracy, it is not adequate only to be transparent, it
should appear to the people also that you are being fair.

Theretore, why the proceeding of the Court were not held in the
open? Whether the prosecution counsel tried to persuade the Court
to have the evidence in the open court. We do not know. There are
reports that the Bar Association in Rai Bareilly have protested.
There representative was also on camera.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. A.K. PATEL): Please conclude.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | will just conclude. So, this is a
situation, | think, which should be put at rest. Because through this
very case, it 1Is not a question of communalism or secularism; this
is a quetion of the fundamentals of rule of law in this country. If we
have to salvage our democracy and act as a responsible nation and
act in a manner which is commensurate with our prestige as the
largest democracy in the comity of nations, we have tc come clean
on this and, therefore, | think doubts will remain because CBI will
continue to act in the manner as they are doing and the prosecution
will act in the manner as they are doing. Therefore, the only way out
is_ to remove those ministers, who are accused in this very vital
case, from the Council of Ministers.
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Then only, the nation can be convinced that there is an honest
and sincere effort on the part of the Government to resolve this
conflict of interest which is there, where we see prosecution ang the
accused and the Judge are becoming increasingly one and the same.
Thank you.
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* expunged as order by the Chair.
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F ag - =1 = @ T =maafas daen 2, 9wt = WAy e &=,
H AT S/ WErE i € S Ul §E 9= & AW "l Ag 3

<Tedl | 3TUH! Aga-9gd U=IaIg |

Iggyrefy: 53 @ q@ safay s g ® fF et ol # faw o=
foaz 1 # 3 wd= &1 greH O wredt €, J9 @ w9 o f

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE AND MINISTER OF
COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): Madam
Deputy Chairperson, last week, in this very House, on the same
subject, we had a detailed discussion. After | was listening to the
very distinguished Members aof the Opposition benches, | was only
wondering as to what had so happened in the last seven days that
we should be debating the same issue, over again, on a Motion
which has now been worded slightly differently! And the Motion, as
it has been worded, is with regard to the jurisdication of the Central
Government over the CBl and the accountability of the Central
Government. Last week when the discussion took place, we
concentrated primarily on one case. But, in a bid to, attempt, at
least, to discredit the premier investigative agency of this country,
my learned friends tried to expand it to a large numbr of cases. But
when you try to expand it without a factua!l base, when you tried to
go in for an overkill, without a factual foundation, there are many
weak spots in your argument, that you leave behind.

| deal with the Ayodhya case, at Rae Bareli, a little later. Mr.
Sibal read out extracts from a Judgement of 18th of December,
1997. That Judgment does not relate to the 13-day pericd of 1996
when Mr, Vajpayee was the Prime Minister. If the Judgement does
refer to the period prior to 1987, where the high and mighty have
been spared by the investigative agencies, Mr. Sibat should look
arocund his own companions, and his current supporters on the
Opposition benches, to understand the context in which those
observations were made. But let him not {orget that the same
Judgement of 18th of December in Vineet Narain's case arose in a
particular context of some diaries of a particular person being found,
and the same Judgement completely deteats the proposition which
today's Resolution seems to be canvassing; the CBl should be
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made immune from political pressures; the appointment of the Director
of CBl must not be by the Government, but by a Committee headed
by the Chief Vigilance Commissicner. No Government of the day,
and | repeat, Madam, neither undger the law, nor under the mandate
of the Judgment of the Supreme Court, nor of any precedents in
similar democracies, has the power to tell an investigative agency
as to which is the accused that it must prosecute. No Government
can tell the investigative agencies which is the section under law,
which it can invoke. And no Government of the day can ever tell the
CBIl what is the quantum of evidence against an accused that you
are going to file. ...(Interruptions)... Premiji, the Government of the
day can't direct the CBI, and, | am sure, the Opposition of the day
also can't pressurise the CBI to do the same. The CBI will move as
per its record.

Let my friend, Mr. Sibal, not to forget that after 18th of
December, 1997, when the Supreme Court said, "prosecute these
peopie”; peopie were being prosecuted. But just three months later,
tn March, 1998, in relation to the same case, he mentioned that the
present Deputy Prime Minister was an accused. | see him sitting in
the company of a large number of his colleagues who were also
accused in that case. Thanks to his forceful advocacy, the same
Supreme Court said that the documents, on the basis of which all
this has been said, were no evidence in the eyes of law, the message
being that no innocent can be prosecuted or punished and no guilty
must be spared. That is the mandate of the law. Therefore, just
quoting a sentence out of a judgement, as though it was an indictment
of the NDA Government, was completely out of context. You charge,
Mr. Sibal, that where the opposition is in power, you let loose the
CBIl against the opposition. Just read section 6 of the Delhi Special
Police Establishment Act. That is the Act under which the CBI is
constituted. The Central Government has no role. Mr. Lalu Prasad
Yadav was very right when he said, "based on the federal polity of
india, law and order is a State subject; the investigation is a State
subject’. The Central Government has no power 1o ask the CBI to
investigate a case against any opposition-ruled State Chief Minister,
unless the consent of that State Government is taken. Therefore,
your hypothetical example, "you are letting loose the CBI against
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the opposition Governments”, is a pure hallucination because the
Central Government, in law, can't et loose the CBI or any agency
cn any friendly or unfriendly State Governments. The law does not
empower it to do so, uniess the State Government specifically
consents to it. But, today, when you went in for an overkill to attack
the CBI, you mentioned the case. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI PREM CHAND GUPTA (Bihar): We mentioned both the
High Court orders. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Yes, that is a court order.
..(Interruptions)...

Tygurafa: ama &9 ¥ gwme w3 ffsm 1t is not proper.
...{Interruptions)...

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: You, then, went in for an overkill and
said, "you selectively used the CBI aginst or in favour of the Chief
Minister of Tamil Nadu". But let me just remind you that in all the
cases against the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu, where the judgements
have been pronounced by the courts, either in her favour or against
her, the CBI is not even an investigating agency or a prosecuting
agency in a ‘single case. There is only one case, which is still
pending trial, which the CBI has been following. None of the cases,
where she has received the benefit of a court order or she has been
convicted at some stage and then appeals have been filed and
taken a different view, has anything to do with the CBI. Then you
turn around and say, "You have prosecuted all these people and you
have used the CBIl. Then, why had you gone ahead against the poor
Madhavsinh Solanki?" | am not geing into the quantum of the charges
against him, That is a matter for the court to decide. But he did
something. Let alone our indicting it, let alone the CBI prosecuting
him, even your Government at that time found it embarrassing to
have him continue in the Cabinet. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: That is why | am taking of Mr. Advani
being in the Cabinet. ...(/nterruptions)... Mr. Solanki upheld the moral
responsibility. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: | will come to Mr. Advani being in the
Cabinet. ...(Interruptions)... | will come to Mr. Advani being in the
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Cabinet. Today, when you shed crocodile tears for Mr. Solanki, please
remember that for the actions that Mr. Solanki did, your Prime Minister
found it embarrasing 10 continue him in the Cabinet even for a single
day. My friend, Mr. Nilotpa!l Basu, came out with a very attractive
suggestion. But let me tell him that it is, perhaps, one of the most
dangerous suggestions that | have heard. He said that the salaries
of the police officers and the CB! are paid by the Government out
of the Consolidated Fund. The questions are answered in the
Parliament, on behalf of the CBJ, by the Department of Personnel.
When the questions are answered by me on behalt of the Election
Commission of India, their salaries are also paid out of the
Consolidated Fund. ... {Interruptions)... | also answer cuestions, and
i am grateful to Mr. Nirupam, on behalt of the indian Judiciary.
Mr. Ravi Shankar Prasad answers the questions on behali of the
Press Council. They don't come under the prisdiction of the
Government in relation to their independent functioning. if that was
an argument that the political establishment should be empowered
to tell the CBI whom to prosecute and whom not to prosecute, it is

a very dangerous suggeslion that you are seeking 1o establish. A
reference was made to the Bihar case.

Calling in the Army may have been improper, very improper.
But that was an action which was taken much before the NDA
Government came to power.

o FAEE 1 (fagr): dfF7 8 v & = fostit

sit e AT TG T g T T g8 B TS T W gGren & w2
T 7 9 W e w5 @ ¥ e #0 ur 9w geeam w1 T ;2 peue o
™ W O#..

st wfyer fasw: so 9a= fae 7
st oo dAeEt: F JarEm 2 W %) 90 _EE L (HAEE) .

#t T T (T 1 T @15 F1 e a7 TarEgs &1 = gan?
(TR,

IqQUTIFA: AT A 9= Sfsu ware 3 Af g L (FEaE).L.
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SHRI NILOTFAL BASU: He cannot give selective logic, Madam.
...{Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit down. | am not
ariswerable to anybody. ...(/nterruptions)... | am only asking you to
sit down. (/nterruptions) | am not answering. {/nterruptions) Plaase

sit down.

ot aremr deet: AR Ag FfHa o1 - I EHA ® 73 @ ¥ @
e S A TR 7 T T o w5 wen o, TEe ® 'R
TE ot | IR wE A1 Q) A w/r A 7 IF dwe w AT fawre ® T oy
afdT 36 @R & ST 09 & 1 6 om0 didtomd 1 ErEm s ®
# wffew 1997 F TIUS TR X T T F o, q@ T ¥ fE oe & 3w
g # a3 ol 3fEw A

st AW e I e gt e T8 o, % e s fEan
(Sqaum). ..

# =Te] wEE: UEEdvE € faar) L (saEum)...

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, that takes me to the only other
case which is being referred to. The suggestion which is being made
is that, because the conspiracy charge is not included in the Rai
Bareilly charge-sheet, it is a special act of favour which is being
shown because some of the accused are Ministers of this
Government. The CBI, Madam, we bhave categorically said, is to
function independently. This Government hasnot, should nct and will
not, give any direction to the CBI, as to under what section an
accused is to be prosecuted. Let us just remember... (Interruptions)
Let us just remember the chronology which Mr. Sibal today, again,
has mentioned, and which we discussed even last week before the
House. Let us keep in mind what is this conspiracy charge all about.

Madam, when the unfortunate incident of 6th December took
place—we do remember, and Mr. Sibal rightly mentioned—two FIRs
were registered on the same day. (/nterruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please keep quiet.
st M T (st €me): fewd fem? | (saum)...
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IqEvafa: 39 48T You sit down, please,

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Two FIRs were registered on the same
day. it was somewhat strange, becauss today the case made out
is that the whole incident was one; there has to be one charge-
sheet; everything that happened was together. We were not in power
at that time. Mr. Narasimha Rao was the Prime Minister. Some of
the hon. Members on the Cpposition benches were Ministers in
that Government. But, for some reason, to different FIRs are
registered, perhaps, Madam, rightly so, one against Mr. Advani and
others, and the second FIR against other people who, they thought,
wera involved in the larger offence. Not only were two FIRs
registered--because it may be said tht the FIRs were registered in
the evening; Mr. Kalyan Singh technically was still the Chief
Minister—but on 13th of December, when President's rule had already
been imposed on the midnight of 6th, a conscious decision was
taken by the Central Government. Only one FIR was referred to the
CBIl. The other remained with the CB-CID of UP Police for
investigation. So, the Government at the Centre thought that, with
two different FIRs, separate offences, it should have two different
investigating agencies. The UP CB-CID, along with its evidence, on
27th February, files a charge-sheet. The investigation is complete;
the charge-sheet is filed. In the other case, the CBl continues with
the investigation, but, sometimes in the month of August, wisdom
dawns on some people, "Why do we have these people only in this
offence? Let us link this charge-sheet which has already been

filed, and while trial begins, take it out and consoclidate it with the
larger offance”.

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Whose wisdom was it? CBl's (interruptions)
It was the CBl who did it. (Interruptions)

SHRI HANSRAJ BHARDWAJ (Madhya Pradesh): it was the
CBI, who ... {Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: | am very glad, Bhardwaijji, tht you are
now...{Interruptions)
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SHR| HANSRAJ BHARDWAJ: Now, | am cautioning you, if you
say that it was somebody else, other than the CBI, It was the Law
Minister, | know, on the 25th of....

st F7 Jeet: omae TSR ¥ faw didted ag st o iR wEny
&R 7 ... (3aum)...

it ST g g9 4% T e e diesteamde aa wEr of
(eI )... '

st e et AgE 9F 9% ¥ T Iuet wER ¥ desteamde a9
Ft o dR vt TR § W9y w@ ¥

st AW MIES: AT AR 9! Tord @ ¥ feu o w A m
o) T A o, 3 € walfadie geiie 5 SRm F awEs | ol o ok
TE A T | w1 9ifey, T8 9 A faocga 379 o fufada = @
1 4

sit s SeEt: ¥ g 9Ea v € STgvafe S, 4R wga gl
t fF g o1 & O 9r £ @ ¥ 5 v wWuw 9ga st o A faas
faofa &, dre & o o@ &, Tortaw fAm | ITE wE awerE T o otk
o fag drdtand. & a9 st off ) v f9 d 9tz vy € 99, 8
T ¥ gHgm 961 W § and suddenly, you decide that a filed charge-
sheset should now be referred to the CBI tor fresh investiaation.
SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Can ba done.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Can be done! Normally, it is never
done. Why was it done? (Interruptions) Mr. Sibal, let me complete.
(Interruptions)

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Don't make wrong statements on law.
(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: It is factually a correct statement,

SHRI JIBON ROY: Are you taking the position of the CBI?
(Interruptions)

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: The Law Minister should not take the
permission of the court. The court is granted permission...
(Interruptions) It has nothing to do with the CBI.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sibal, while you were making
your points, from this side, nobody disturbed you.

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: | am stating the facts.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is not the way, because
somebody could have put a question to you on your facts. So, | did
not allow and the Minister did not speak. So, if you want a
meaningful.... {interruptions) Just a minute. {/nterruptions) Even you
are interrupting me. | am saying that this never happened before, in
two weeks, in the same Session, we are discussing this issue. It
means, you are serious about the issue. If everybody is serious
about the issue, and if it is above political consideration and only
about the investigation agency, then, let him reply because he is
answerable to the House.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, | repeat that a charge-sheet
which has been filed on 27th February, in the month of August, in
a filed charge-sheet invastigations are now referred and the
investigating agency is changed from U.P. Police to the CBI. At this
stage, for a consolidated investigation, | have already referred to it
in the reply, last week in this House, under section 11 of the CrPC,
you required the permission of the State Government which had to
give you permission with the consent of the High Court. The State
Government, then under President's rule, for detailed reasons to be
recorded, does not give the permission and obviously, the High
Court was not approached. But, then, there was some kind of a
hurry to consolidate the two and in violation of the statutory provision,
a consolidated charge-sheet was filed. The rest is all history,
Mr. Sibal has cited it. The judge frames the charge. The matter goes
to the High Court. The High Court says, 'with regard to accused
number in 197, the charge is sustained; with regard to 198, it is set
aside. Either you correct this error or the case has to be separately
tried.' The matter goes to the Supreme Court. The U.P. Government
informs the Supreme Court that we have constituted a court and the
trial is on. Let us now ¢come to the whole question of evidence. The
tapes are filed—! read news item because some charges have been
made on the last date of hearing-—~tapes tempered with—tapes are
evidence—in 1993 in the Rae Bareilly court or the Lalitpur court.
When the case was transferred and consoiidated with Lucknow, the

329



RAJYA SABHA {4 August, 2003]

court record goes 1o Lucknow. When the Migh Court says, 'it has to
be segregated, it has to go back, the court record comes back and
goes to Rae Bareilly.' Since 1993, all tapes have been in the custody
of the court. Not on a single day, have they been in the custody of
the CBI. And today, you have some suspicions being created. Is
this a suggestion that tapes in the custody of the court have been
doctored by somebody? Tapes, since 1993, have been continuously
in the custody of the c¢ourt. The CBI, after the High Court
juggement...

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Which court?
SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Which court?

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Well, for you convenience, | will rapeat
it. These tapes are filed in the Rae Bareilly court. When the
consolidated charge-sheet takes place, they are transferred along
with the court record to Lucknow. After the High Court judgement
and the Supreme Court directive that now there is a separate court,
the Lucknow court then transmits those tapes back to the Rae
Bareilly court. The tapes are a court record. They have, all along for
the last ten years, been in the custody of the court; never been in
the cutody of any agency other than the court, even for a single
minute,

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Is it your statement that the 29 tapes are
all in Rae Bareilly (/nterruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, | am precisely coming to this
question. (/nterruptions) Today, is this a trial by a politicai debate
which is on? Is this a trial by the media which is on? After all, the
rule of law can't be subverted. When a court is hearing arguments
on framing of the charge, you have a trial in Parliament; one day, a
news item will carry, on the basis of what is said in the House,
"Tapes doctored and so and so", because there is immunity. But,
the fact is, tapes have all along been in the custody of courts, and,
therefore, Madam, this is my submission. Once there is a saparate
chargesheet in the Rae Bareilly, and the basis of the separate
chargesheet is the entire judicial process, which is backed by the
fact that in the first instance, you had a separate FIR, you had a
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separate investigative agency, you had a separate chargesheet, and
thereafter, you thought, "Somebody may have conspired. Let us
consolidate it and add a conspiracy charge." The question which will
have to be decided, eventually, is: Was there a conspiracy to add
the conspiracy charge? Or, has the judicial process caused that?

SHRI HANSRAJ BHARDWAJ: The CB! conspired that.
(Interruptions)

SHR! ARUN JAITLEY: Mr. Bhardwaj, | am not saying so. You
have said all kinds of factually incorrect things about the CBI and
! am not joining issue on that. All that | am saying is, today, after
a judicial process... (Interruptions) Madam, all that | have to say is,
whether a particular chargesheet... {/nterruptions) That is the question
which will have to be decided. (Interruptions)

SHRI B.P. SINGHAL: Don't be impatient. Listen {o the Minister,
please. (Interruptions)

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI (Kerala): Who is that somebody, who is
that culprit? (Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, the reply is known to my learned
friends. Mr. Sibal, will you sit down? (Interruptions)

SHRI KAPIL SIBAL: Are the 29 tapes in the Rae Bareilly
court? That is all we want to know. (/nterruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, the question is: Why did this
happen? It is really for my learned friends to introspect. It is an
unusual procedure. The Governor's adviser said that the two can't be
clubbed. The High Court's permission is not taken. Somebody will
have to ask the question: How did then the clubbing take place?
(/nterruptions)

SHR| KAPIL SIBAL: The 29 tapes, are they in the Rae Bareilly
court? (Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Mr. Sibal, | have answered your first
question when you said, "Who conspired?” The answer to the second
question is... {Interruptions)

Iravrafy: s dfesw)  (mye ). 3R A9 TH e Q T S At
T A W I (AR, it Afew R_yaw T L (smaamA).
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afew, afaw a9 &= 9w .. (=EYE)... Please sit down ...(qa9M)...
Take your seat ..(S93uMd)... 33 &3 WIFT ...(3HAYH)...

We TH 29 WBA (T TeW): HEH, TS TIR TRT| . (FANA).

Seawmyfa: 3 S @ @ F1 . (FEu)... v gA difem
{Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, | have already said in the
beginning that once there is no charge under Section 120B, and
once, after the judicial pronoucement the CBl comes to a prima
facie view that 120B is not attracted, on the basis of all the charges,
what documents are to be filed, what witnesses are relevant, what
sections are relevant, it is not for the Government 1o direct the CBI;
it is for the CBI to reach its own conclusion. And, the CBl's discretion
is always subject to any judicial review, it can't be a matter of a
political debate, because the investigating agency has come to the
conclusion, after the pronouncement that these are the charges
which are to be levied, these are the documents they feel which are
relevant for this chargesheet, and that they will file the relevant
documents. All that | have to say, Madam, is, we had this discussion
yesterday. Legalism will be decided by the court. Let us not discredit
the premier investigating agency of this country. The Government
can't direct it under what section to prosecute an accused. The
Opposition can't pressurise it. The autonomy and independence of
the CBI has to be maintained and it is, also for this House to
respect that autonomy and independence. Thank you.

SHRI C. RAMACHANDRAIAH (Andhra Pradesh): Madam Deputy
Chairman, | thank you for giving me this opportunity to speak.
Madam, in this very session, just a week before, on 23rd July, we
had a detailed discussion on the alleged rote of the Government in
pressurising the CBI for dropping the conspiracy charge against
some of the persons involved in the Babri Masjid demaolition case.
During that debate, | expressed my serious concaern about the way
non issues like Ayodhya and Babri Masjid are being brought time
and again for discussion, and sometimes the House being stalled
which inevitably is consuming more time of this august House. |
was told that issue has been discussed forty-five times in both the
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House. Madam, | have never known the proceedings of this auqust
House being stalled for not achieving the B per cent growth rate as
the Government proclaimed. | have never known the proceedings of
the august House being stalled that in the Human Development
Report of the UNDP, has reported that India has slipped this rank
in terms of the human development index by four positions. | have
never seen the House being stalled when 30 per cent of the people
are being under-fed in this country. The House may kindly recall that
| have said in no uncertain terms during the earlier debate, which
took ptace on 23rd July when we discussed the role of the CBI, that
in the process of settling political scores, we cannot without encugh
evidence at our command cast aspersions on an organisation like
the CBI which with all its alleged shortcomings is still functioning by
and large in a very independent and sound manner in this country.
Even for a while if we assume that the CB! is being influenced and
it is acting on the instructions of the Government of the day or on
the persons who are accused in the Babri Masjid case, the courts
in India have enough powers to read through this mischiet. There
were many occasions in the past when the courts hauled up the
investigative agencies like the CBI either for diluting or for filing
wrong charge-sheets. This, however, does not mean that the
Government or the persons who are at the helm and who are enjoying
power, against whom some cases are pending in the courts, have
a right to intervene in the functioning of the CBI and take a chance
that the court may overlock this. If 1| am correct, successive
Governments have done enough, maybe, al the behest of the
Supreme Court, tor providing adequate independence to the
investigative agencies like the CBIl. | do not think that the
Government can straightaway appoint or sack the CBI Director at its
unilateral will. In fact, | introduced a Private Member's Bill for making
the CBI an autonomous institution which is still pending betore the
House. Maybe, it is the time, the CBl was given is still pending
betore the House. Maybe, it is the time, the CBI was given an
autonomous Constitutional status like the CAG with a provision that
four of the top positions in the CBI or the CVC would be entitled to
any governmental nominated positions after retirement, including,
perhaps, the political posts. | appeal to all the political parties, let
us mobilise our energies and utilise them for solving the burning
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problems that are being faced by the nation than wasting our time
on non-issues like this. Thank you.

st T viwt FE (39T 92) : oA STawiefa geed, 98 ed
@ F st wid, T fauw F i @ wrei Sfue faae St Sk o v\ R
St 3 <t foar = feu €, wd &t IR 99 FIH F) AT U 39 9
#1 & fF 7ot 2w § A wiw wifeg a0 w1@ §, A W v g a@
o ¥? 92 AFEE ¥ 9y 98 919 Hedl g W 2 F TR W &Y W™
wSifei, s wt St of & & $fst=2= #, et favawtaa w yefaga
N AT} ) TS W 981 RO a 36 ¢ e e g, 3] eHa # % |
e @R ¢, 30 T, SuH &AW a9 ® °g o S @
AEpA T TR T oo d sy W T At A sk d ¥ o wgw A
SEAAAAE A TR IR TP g iR frm s 93 €1 w90 §
ww e @) wed € T o dfgr o warE ol ofeag 7 T & fman
Pigefegal d St g@en & & B, 3 ud & = faet oft 30 | 99 w0
% fou R & 9 ¥, Fomen wivetfas giesm &, 9@ 99 d s udia
A U B AW, YA a1 98 Frdedl a8 wed € f un nfe ww
g s 3R s Afeae w1 g9 @ o ®) @few egea ¥ ag e .
T SN, WeA H ot aw 9 TR FEN | T A @ En F A €, T WEN
&1 favagaa M ik wiw w&Hifedi = aga o= v= oy o ) e
Hard T8 W 9% § & 79 9% 7€ 7 © ¥ {5 T 7% #E, dedteae 4
for 7% 39 =ufaq & DEFE L, 79 98 39 9@ w1 § fE = difem e
off 77 Sz 20 & ik <t marEf F FE= 9, 7 wE W) A W 9= 74w
F 9, S fe arta faswa it 3 ot w81, 4 F8 €, 98 FI3d %E &, 98
Fi T8 3TSTeTd B UM T FHT A2 3 57 T Afea 29 9, 20 Hifea T
% an # f g w5 St % v (e ot R TN R IE T wer fw
4 IH T S TH T &, A ww &, g5 A WA | I 99 HY TGN 1@
£ 9% ¥9 |9 &7 oA TR | 9 € TR oome 9% ot ot g9t g Wl
TE Hea Hesfleamde ¥, qE TrATTE! W T {1 9% wEand deen "
7 T a9 379 37R T w9 € fF TR F1 399 69 9% 7 ¢, @ 9
qH o Tadt 1 SfF 99 g% @aaeTE g ol 9 € e 9 39 W
HF fgvarg Fm? 36 TR Q@ 9 guE 95 SR 99 ® d49g § 99
IRt T AERT, a9 W3 9% U 39 91 fF vy WE S 9w uweEg
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TmEd W # iEfE & A W @ 3= o m f oum vfgr v s
S 7E I fo e ST @ e fe 87 o7 =9 =8 fem 39 @0
F g ITd AN T IR N W IR aEIANREaw aE & 5
79 GR F favaaagm gt we € w3 fame o geon & 9@ A stoem
favare wura g1 9en W W § R 99 gdfeal & 9 #, favy w9 @
Hrafleamde & A § Y favaagar andt o o, ag @ ¥ 7 ¥ 99a =5
39 W HrE favam 98 ® ™ ¥ o T @ T wE @ 9% faewe vm
® BreM aref! &, §fF T ot o wmrmud s A i aw aw @ B
FRAFTHFE LI W ISR & N 99 § 3§ aga 7 wva &1 9 gand
f ag 700 TETE @ T[T F FEA Fei & AR 57 F AQR T A@ difea
WA AT MR A oaw TR A m A e € ghn S @
fe f&u vor | s wfeg &1 faws few m, feq €0 1 a9 &+,
HA-HY WY T, W A H T H Y VT T, F-F FE 0T, /A
ghrar 31 sl F Sl ) 9y se) geon AE wEd | = I feeea
A F GHY F£8 AR 79 €, g5 W H{Y #4R wmm € AR v & A9
¥ wo ik 5w 2, dfwd 2w ok g 39 a@ & 9 ® e aomd
favaatam 71 W &) o S 9@ ) €, 9 9 & T 9@ € Fed |
A0 39 78w € R 3ng 3 9 &) efEu fe 3 At 700 AR ® wAE
g, 9% BEa AN difed 29 w7 R, IEE wA wand | g

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Shri C.P. Thirunavukkarasu. Piease
abide by the time. Nobody is abiding by the time. You have five
minutes. '

SHRI C.P. THIRUNAVUKKARASU (Pondicherry): Madam, the
Short Duration Discussion is on the Government's responsibility vis-
a-vis the investigating agency on the Ayodhya matter. Since, the
matter involves Government's responsibility, | would like 1o say a
few words before this august House. For the past two days, hon.
Prime Minister had been making certain statements, and had given
some clarifications also. With regard to that, | would like to say a
few things. The hon. Prime Minister has made it clear, today, in the
other House, explaining that there is no departure of the Government'’s
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stand on the Ayodhya issue, which is very much in confirmity with
what had been accepted in the National Agenda of the NDA.

Our stand is well known that the Ayodhya dispute should be
settled either by a court verdict or through a negotiated settlement,
However, the hon. Deputy Prime Minister is reported to have said,
"Naobody could stop the wishes of Ramachandra Parmhans, who
dreamt of building a Ram Temple at Ram Janma Bhoomi, Ayodhya.
A temple will definitely be built. There are three solutions to this
problem. One, by an order of the court; the other by a dialogue; and
the third, by bringing forth a legislation. But the Ram Temple should
be built only at the Ram Janma Bhoomi. No other structure should
come there. This wish of the people should be accepted by all
sections of the people, and that is the best way.” A suggestion was
made by the hon. Deputy Prime Minister for bringing a legislation to
construc! a temple, which cannot be accepted.

Our party, the D.M.K,, headed by Dr. Kalaignar, had accepted
only the proposal of negotiated settlement or through a court's verdict.
But the settlement through negotiations has failed. It should not be
forgotten that the recent attempts by Shankaracharya of Kanchi
Math to settle amicably through negotiations between the two
communities have failed. Anyhow, the Government of India may
venture for a negotiated settlement directly by itself.

At present, we have practically left with the only option through
judiciary, apart from the negotiated settlement, if any, by the
Government. We expect that all the communities should abide by
the court's verdict.

We also hope that the Government of India will abide by the
assurance given to the minorities, through the National Agenda of
the NDA, to maintain the integrity and unity of India.

Finally, the CBl would take into account the sense of this
House and act accordingly, because only court is entitled to alter a
charge, drop a charge or add a charge. Taking this fact into account,
the CBI can act.

With these words, | conclude. Thank you very much.
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ft dog fream (mEER): Sumvrefd R, g=ae o gged, Tes
TR TR S A T e | e v fawg vy a= w1 o ww 9= ® feu
I WEATE 3T o1, A WA o1, IHH ARY FF aar o7 T wlesfioande
3 T T F 39 g 3T vaeEs St @ dfadee @ e v &
faere =t stanfus w1 wHen o1 T3 120(H) w1, IR fagg W
form (39 o &2 AT e 53 ) 39 97 § w9 Ao 78 s i s
T 9% B9 3H GrATATE & qfEe @ TR A 989 #1 o =9dl & ferm
qA ARl T AT

st tn viw wifeew: a9 famm =m0 §)

it g froom: fosd o FHy9A mEt 9ediE SO T 91, T
Fuar T w1 39 fawa w1 fe disftand A wrd anfean e ain difedr 3o ot
o TN A % 6 fEEEL, 1992 & 9T F1, IF HIFEA 39 T TAEIE! B
H wiggy ¢ fem | 71 = 9 7€ fawg o1t 37" TaeE $1E ¥ qEeH
oo @ &, gAard 9o @ & A O 3 St aTe? € 9 I o ot s |
B0 TN YV 99t €, g% gl fAa o@ W@ @ ¢ o a7 7w w9 i
W3 & Foia fmdt 3 fodl ai® & a6 Bid 3 91U 3R IR 368
foay wems 72 B0 A1 T W TR W 1gElEl w12 S gAan ® e T
AT F FAIE T3 G § FI [ HAE § w40 ? Faset an sy a5 o
N AT AT T 39 A0 S 999 fom T oot 39 9w ey uE o
- @ ® & < = ¥ 9% g9 € e & fem e wem = ¥ e swganh
it A WE 9T fem 6 fodet, 1992 #1177 mEEa, 6 fadsw, 1992 + faw
\B =@ T o, faw wedas I8 9, faw vyrdtn s9m o s 5= wEth
TA 51 9, fog O, I T, A IFH FAFal R Farmo 9w T8 9,
39 9 FE dw E e S 3 wowa fw 3w iR fogw @ difgm & e
o 91 IR WHE TF THRITAE Hifed M T 91 91 difae f& CBI A
mgami S % fodt g % Sifsa 39 w1 e w1 fow, weife Sest st
TRt fFTmrmEE st A - e s w i s
B 29 FEl 7 "R HAifag w38 mra w1 fom 3@ 9w w1 e T /@)
I IATSATON St 1 IQ T F1 F13 90 g a1 fmd = fvdy sewfa=
Hifem & @ I9F1 gifedr ¢v @ ifemt 2 @ €m? 39 999 6 fed=y, 1992
1 S R T §H, ITFT wide FaLT r@Ey 7 s@Rfw wifsw & aram
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Q & qH A T IW TIT Newstrack Fe1d1 o1 371 98 &% 8 India Today
arell T o1 Newstrack & Wiegw § 78 9 29 o fe@rm w on, #2% =W
fearar o) frat 7 fodt & g@ @ 30 =9 &1 20 AM? WS FE I8
AH TE 30 W R, T9F! vaee ge ® o we qe 0@ IEem g, 7 feee
H ArSATofl St FH HI3 WTAW r@Er B AR DU A1) 39 feF wrwer gam €@
&l W11 37 fe7 6 fadsw =) srdien § fandl v =1 *1E amam T8 gan
T® U 9 ¥ 3R 39 9 & wage fauy 1 T A ww et & fae
TA W W ¥ s 7 wo vgga wen o) R T ot 9w en
& 9gya 78 & THd | I8 TH FA-ASITI o1 33 <0 F wUe fEga w5
w1l Ft SAfveafad i AR w9 A 991 Ao 9o € @ 39 sveer
H 13 wEdA T8 o | I AW S F 9riterdt Bt # ot s = =8
AR &1 A %13 a7t sfted € ¥, 90 g€ 2 wrgaeh i on aieem
H1 AT T W] 2 I aug T3 %3 527389 & =2eHe g gaw 9 9
I GHT ATSION St F Wy 4, IS Faran o fF faw vy 5w wien o,
3T THY STSAI0N I 70 F @ & AR 37 TR T TR w4t 3 fee aw
HI o4 HL W@ °, 60 @ @ T aFATs © T ot | g2 36 fawm § =
s &, 99 o saa1 |sarn § f5 9909 3R CBI & Fwidl & 9%l &
MY T, 39 arguments & YR W T3 ¥ § & 99 gt @ CBI
F1 THEAE AT F1 HIE [T T8 @ 07 CBl ¥ R AH-09 Wl
# stfagars g a1 @1 @ CBl F1 %18 0 3t Wt give= & som
dFzea & f5 §9¢ 9 % W 4 99 gFeH 990w T W T
IS & 9 W, JFiem & OEe & CBl & oJfer @y

e, # yord: 30 vead & faene on §9 J7is qres w1 9o
T st Far f 3 7 & 76 9 wfer 7 TR o ow v w et
7€ Y FHA | AT g gyrafa s 7 foia & i sg favly +1 7991 =en
foar ot a9 f 70 99l § fovm & w1 € 40 f99=7 § fF 9999, wfafes
CBl ® an ® g v &1 fawa 32m o w ¥, 39 593 &t o= o] o«
v faar s, @@ fem 9 etem § g s=ygfa w1 S fawa ) o'
fowa wrei-wre @ <ifaag 991 gam 81 fuost v s@tem A ww W
sArgre | wiel-u | wing @, § %€ ghar € fF 37 g feieh faid
VAT FT Y, TAFY THIR 9 50 &1 2@0d & T AT Ty 2iefm o
FyrEES it e faerdt qroaat S ael ™) e fou sgisfasaes v
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A T wD wwl, 39* fou § I gfide u=ER T g 3 ' 1w
I3 T fret =1 da W wursst ot oeeifa st @ &) s 2 e 9 T3
THR H VIR B9 G R0 & A oum F T ol iy uw 3eafa
H dtq gt ® d 37 IAmafa 4 o Wea ¥ -+ fw, -
suciferg gifage <1, 3o o 99 9id )1 9= 4iewd st W &1 2y
£ o, 36d s2-92 & TR 9, g+ fF e enart 3 wgd 59
empire @I f&a | ©&F B @ WX R 3T I8 & fevar o a1 72
Reliance Group @31 &% fam ) aa @t et A =€ e f5 2 9 & S
frdt seimafd ® 3Em @ IR ° = 9w @ &) favwa @ e 9 TuE™
TIE% W St & QU o 0 1Y AT | eE g 911 98
I YT o7

garEEE St 3 ud ww T T SfhEm w1 gwn m, 9 99 9
w1 & 9ifen 3 39 999 F R ¢ & fag gy 153 S 7 @ 9
FH A ImF @A FR F fog gl mavfm gan €, o gan g1 o MR
T& F9ME 911 .. (SHAYE)..,. 99 1 St A i ww w1 39 =3
gy ¥ fae @ € fe erdiem F m dfer s arfew) efea sw e 9
I o ETEd H WE G REAT B q1 Aasia & An wuer €

st TR QI AR e R @ 9

it wora freme: o A9 feg faafudl & fa0y 3 wrw ur==s /= en
gEt ¥ I¥ TH U9 ¢!

At T TR AT IH/IH H R L.(HAGH)...

=t g fream: afeg F=ifs srrst yHoHEl oY 3nerd ® fog gaew
fegall @t IR AN T .. (smEEA)...

At v faswe: foer el wiee T @ feg T & sl T 394 stk
AT Wit mgim s A smt e W @ &)
{(=qaum)...

st @97 faeam: guita 12 w2 91 P %1 s ot s F7 8 1992
H I I A1 A% UF UG FHY 91, T GUEH 91 I qOFT T T A
e T8 ¥, 7 R ST A ¥ 1 I IUE! AFEE ¥ W AT AEEE
3T O AET | SOE wuTE WS A 39 gmw Sioon w5 o ufore 9
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A7 | o T gl nfeg 9 51 @ ¥? sta o v e % ofesg wah.
L(T8Y) ...

sit w v (A w2W): 9% W@ 9T Wewd € 90 R B A
.. (SHEYTY)... 374 ITH1 IEGIT qrdl § gAfeu 9@ Wt ot T ® difaa )
.(=TAam) ...

IgguTafy: d9g WY, 39 A &4 |

# wog faean: dze, d TG FT W T IHE GHAT F OFT
FH-RE T97 3 T faewe agl qivs @, 1 @t e % 9
DA B A TEd B [HQ | TH A W B 91 7adg | et B
I WA W o afer 9 & yvE € 39et agraal  afog Ad s
I FATET | ATAEd E W@ TH RN F GhA & qradia 0t gE w1
T8 w0 A @ qies T w9, "t w92 e
W FON 9B W ¥ F1 o-wit gfeem g F afwda on w
g et @ oA H = 9we € fF vl w9 qe A |@g gan
oeHh R farrle F 9] vgE! R faew # @ gan € T fym @ =1
TF ¥ T qrg 98 F1 AEsE fivm 7 it Iga g & el
A wadd faar otk w=d & 9 qfeem ol 9 qh o 3 wt-wm
ST @) 9% 79 97a &1 999 ¢ fF qfrem amg oft- ot ofafda & @
2. (cmEyE)... tw F = 9@ @, o, e ifewm ¥ 8 wurEn
F1 UF TFA Ig FT GATQ AT F )

st S ;s % ant & &

#t dvg frem: IR T % e R @ F wWieR # oar g
T3 aF gfem & ww @ feran ¥ # sy amen W £ . (SaN™)

#en, UF T #1 49 9T g@ a1 & v 99 wivw fogeae @i @ 2
@ wn wifa @ g9 @ 941 oW a9 A 3 8 A @ g F1 @ a9 wed
? e AR w38 WENI . (FaurA).. ¥ wem ¥ fF oy gt TR s
& G g2 o o dfau) w9 A A ® 9 @ W R 8 $ "y )
ga w9l

st T ot TR TA TR L..(FANE).

s T frem: g 93 F qfeom was 3 99wl e gwet &
faw & w1\ v ] gA ¢
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| quote: "Mumbai bandh got Muslim support—Wednesday's
bandh will go down in history as the first Shiv Sena called bandh
which was supported by Muslims. In fact, minority-dominated
localities, such as Bhendi Bazar, saw joint rallies by Muslims and
the Sena to condemn the recent bomb blasts here.”

% & a1 9fEda on @ € qfeem am o ofgds & fafyee 9 m
a3 39 a9 %1 qU favaE § & gur 55t ot fioe o 9 ot geEl &1 @
aer-favarg § @7 &1 Fifvw =1 @ ¥ 3uw 9w foa @ §, 35 3
MWEITRFTEN AT E W T FHFY @ FH 39 9 F wER & fau
areifas | 998 @R # A sraha $ R 9 9-"R ge@E-v U&
T wrEfas aAE A9 @ H A9 R 3 w5 99 7% warem o
WITHTH Y= % 9% ToTT 9 9E ansren favaad € oawl wfer 2@ w6
% waa 39 A F wewefaw whed & grmatn e ot @ mem i
99 a% g fate @ W 39 20 1 wrenerfue wAvy 39 @I 3 oS W
¥ 9® W AT UM F@ K

Tae-seR AP wari g i sfm frmm Stasen w a i
deftard # g9 fem s & o9 A o T @) 3= @ feg, w9
fettfudl & wwr & fog) wfew s, o sowt aaen § % e 3 == 9
w A e FrEn P R e € @ w2 = g it 9 = m g,
e aew el 42 ¥ A meme & wurd € wmag 39S 9 T d | #
3600 FUE TUT & W TEE & U W & g smsamt St A g W
AR F, TS ° R F urwon #7116 weE JEia % S w9
ufET | 3 aF " # e 7 feg o ¥ -9 9§ 5% gmen
e B30 XL (=AeTa).

st wirer faeam: S oo 4 A6 fomy ¥ (AN

st o Freaw: e e w1 o fFan, oo F werag @0 fam
|1t § T UE AR F) a9 wdr @ €W ¥ 36§ wig vl
1 Hreren g3 ¥ IEH TE WHR F am mEa € 3796 (A sEwl
wmige 4 ) sud =% 0w ot 1 9w o ¥ afes s 7w Iw e
w1 Wit ® rare A e W @ ¥ s e ures wre i ofew
A s sEw TRV gg W ¥
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Tuu Araen ) fuest 9 fusdt wa sisaifes @ gan mene &
Hramaifey ¥ F €% R FUT T ... (HIYA)... Tele & Si3mgifea
d% # TH TOR HUT TIY B G A R B UR FHomafes dw
T T ® Amell ® wae A ¥, o w # ¥1 393 & R w0
T0d P2-ore favs! $ 2 o ) v foms %6, o i feaie =1, a1
Trad # fente ¥ afFT sne o =0 9w ® o= W@ g2 # | o=
T dof =) o &, 9 &1 e R i B et w1 S B ® €1 3\ien
FHY R IS MY ERAFT I [V R T A RAL S J0 F 3701
i gl wiwet 3w wifaw g9 faw son & fa s

st e gl eefiw Ig@yrafa wEEw, 6 femmw, 1992 w7
Fven F Sty wem g3, Sus forg o &l A 38 U qrHe F1 AW
fean i o @l 3 3% w@ 5 W T v weR €, dfe-far €,
gt fafu= awf # steen T amet i A €, SeeTEe g et v w5
Foa # ( E@raa @ I 39 9 9§ geE e € e e Ofa wg =<t o,
FAH Hg W faiw w1 & 39 &7 Fifaa T

HEem, sEem ywe fAfvyen w9 § 9ga 9eie &, 95 "@dgeshe
THTA F 1 TH FFEIW 1 Y ged & (a0 9gd GradT=l 9t &1 snavaesal
%lﬁﬁﬁmmaﬁﬁm%ﬁhmfmﬁrﬁﬁﬂzﬁﬁ%ﬁqwm
A IR GG F A @l B 7 W 9% 9@ o0 Wl & o oanfEr e
-t 20 @ 3@ W & 34w W W E, w Aeeiars e
W’ nwm I wns gl g R zmasi d o
e wur WAl S 3 20 W1 W1 foar o IFA 20 IR AT wmyA |
oftads fran) # 3 9 @mat d 7€ Srn "R ) ¥ 9w 39 R W e
e € fe anfer =i o @ ¢ fows 99 @ afea & s@fea &
T T M T S g & g framr s & <t sem 2
YH ¥, I9 T g B B W Ted A fedt =W famigr 9
fadiwew @ ¥ st siimgansia ¥

IR HERET, aR-91 I8 919 AT | FF disteng w1 geuEm A9
frar ot ¥ ¥ AR R BT B AW G v A AfwA I ga fawg A
weT argd € 6 6 fawar, 1992 Ft 9T AR S FHFH T 198/1992
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g o T AR 10 fegar, 1993 &) HATAE 7 @& TSy B
# I FEA F {F 9 Bl REYE :E TEd ®) R swe 9.
yaafd y=R F1 W O wEtang A e sEfersfes 9§ v 11 TEEy, 1993
w1 T & faEd ot oire w0 oAIOn, YIE AR SN, ST 9t ek
3= A FT G9HT 120 s SArddd & wga Afum arfaa e T e 5|
I FT 33§, AL AYMd wEieg A W 7€ ww o fF enfar | 3
gz waTe 90 S ag gatre 7@ g weedy, | wwmsd 3 gl 9
wg @ &, F I wegdcm w1 fas s 9dm ) sragdew g qafue 74
T B 1 3 fom grepiza &1 T, 7S & F1E | 4.10.1993 &1 annexure
0 & HFeia, I e @ uadt ¥ 3= aathe w6 o, sufe & seRpiem
&M 7 &7 FifE AaEd s w1 fedias & g1 &, & o = £ v @
stfedt #9 &, w9adt 1993 &1, foad srer) afeae v 89 =7 fow €, foad
st TEET e w1 devey ¥ oad wds w7 ey ®, 39 difEar ow ¥
fref i miz afie R g o sifedt FRE TN EEA T VC-4 &
0 @ &1 3w 2fEn R Y Final Assault.' frruw Afswii S VC-5 F
am o & e ot difsa 2w ¥ 9 gl w &, vC-6 @ T m #) i
VC-7, VC-8, VC-9, VC-10, VC-14 2iit VC-15 %1 @& Communique TV
News &1 Hifzat 82 # 1 t& difzadt f89z .4 309 FAR B T #1 1,
o difzdt 8z 1w Ham g, Tae $amar w5t wreame @ o, s T
Hifed I8z, faod e At 9 fafere =1 sedra for o, @ sreamh
St Ft faarn emoen, 25.6.91 @1 %15 of U Matic 20 MTS video
cassette HTV Ltd. %1 &1 6 numbers of U-Matic 20 MTS d#ifeqt eq &,
F=y 153, fsg=1 #En a1, "Communique TV News". S8% el 9K
&8 3t #1 4 Nos. of U-Matic Video Cassettes, News Track, New
Delhi #1 ¥1 3 Nos. of audio cassettes ¥ S A<t it ¥ v gu 9,
I8 wmeamn fog I &7 @ifas 3 o oo sAreamft gl 51 wfifas =
Ioord ® |

st W= T fHeEt: g ww 4 wrdr?
s g el 9% distard w ard we € o e wE AL
st witdg vy fiea: aft g A @ A
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st g e IR Y we m H Indfew: P oS Tud W ™
% & wifE gz w12 &1 AR £ dh 2 & it § 3w P F1 ey
17 T fomigr o9 =& fon &3 €1 ot /9 ondt € f w12 ¥ @R e
fFan 1 T ed Yoy, S STEAS F1 FI € - TIH SISO uyE w0 S 9w
43 gu ¥ - I Seorm w1 ¥, W arfa weerwiat @ st fewy vua i
& o ww ety wuE 54 S &1 39 faq o w &8 win & fast
=3 gfd %7 1 @ 22 A @it tes voed w1 = gfd & fasw At e
@ €)1 d 39 usiug ‘e 7’ # T=1 qfd & fag 5 distend w1 faugy
faran = Ter & R I WuTs HI SR #Y e ol w1 @ ¥ IHwT IeerE N
e € | A TF B $ T Y I FqI I A | HE 91, ¥ IGF ool @
FHEN AR E, '5.12.92 F TF WA ¥3% fovw wiegn ® W g faud
SIS HO0T JTIATO, THR FHR TS 3fr 7 sifom Favig faanfen w2 =1 fmg
S % wey o o g fFa e ¥ ot 13 9 Tt ¥ g e
Tofas T8 % g0 S g8 @ T8 ) ®wE § St ot gen, ww TwwT w
¥ faarfea s =61 @eran o, ) wwT T, TRt uftfa 6 famm, 1992
H EE | FEHT IR FrEEi S w W A | gen 3w wfem § wq
e 9= WEea wed €, CTdl uftisy ¥ fagmr 1990 9w W
TSATU B 1Y AT Ty § FAgvem @ faw o e, S 9w =i =
i feg wd &) Toifow wdfe R 9= Fosd €@ o= e fagd v
&g faug ™ 9= qfa-smad afee & faarfea 3= & fmra s an”

A T T T ® 3 ¥

T, o & g9y ¥ ¥ T afar ¢ feavan &) =0 gan? ag @ @
tfrmadrmma A sd sr-se NI s @ & AN
e F1 @I WEN A I fEa €, 39 T s w1 Seorm TR €
39 UHG 9 R FE T 9T rafd R 98 W §9 ¥ ufiafea fE
T T uw B wu o fafy= svqny fy=-fy= ssfaat gro fear s &) 9
(.30 99 9 FHa® 19 ! 78 70 9n 99 FEas =2 | 789 F:) g
@ % 3k faqg wfor, o Fen T, giEt gEE Al agr SwE
fazar A ¢ =1¢ g% weon €1 fe @t @ e @ 1 s sy w6 e
frdt oft & Frd wren 1 v ww i o o ¥ wEt F T, T R
t o e T, UF o § v Y wfew s aen) 9 o o awm

344



[4 August, 2003] RAJYA SABHA

# =arg? fr fvg @ MR- 9 arow o st €2 afes geedm, § s
Trea g f6 gum *1E 7 29 TEE, 2002 F ... (HAUH)...

# YA v fiam: T8,

st e w=R: F ongwkt rw TE @ w1 g, ¥ e fowe St w1 9
w £ fdea S, o 9 dwE w1 ga dfan) e 99 = o, I =
atferm | fry stfatea gutm & 7 29 F9at, 2002 1 TF Wyw F12 5 oy
Tz fF I esmem N I FeaTat 1982+ &, 3 On =
TR HTSTE G@TE A ¥ 9y B 9% qgEiat S #1991 e g I
gea, ¥ S0 I g% 9 aem € fF w6 3 ' oA anr difeg Ak,
T § Or IFagde oA e AX fem &, 7= A W & W Tlagde
TTEEt B w7 % 2 fag §2 g @ A Sifed B8 w1 varen fem t, R
A@TS HIE ° Annexure 3 ®, dfae 497 34 @ diftgw 594t 4) 7w ® St
Tiegied fqu 9 4, fovs Iotw s d woa T & =mon, A
qg STEm Th @ 3 e TEme ® 7 A, gE w1 @ o s
t, guim w1 w1 9N TaEem ) N IeiwE 29 TEER, 2002 # fEm oo,
Igs oftges | & 3 W glagde s Iy &U fay mu €7 weka, d
HA9H WG § € TN E

TeEEn, 9 700 fEetdw 2, am ot € fw & fady #19-% 9 @t A
7 Tfadaw %t ot giiwE @ g e M v @ €13 Y % W) 700
e T wER F qu 9, A Yadw o feww weiem 3 qy, fad fw
grdET e faw fFam T, S A O & " Ifadw eEiEt ® v o
Y9 w1 e o €2 W T € fF R s wn €2 O = ifadam w3
7€ N are € SfET W Afaddw e F o v # 3 A faw w5
¥ = T tfadw A e viafae 3, area @re fafea’ @ 3 2301092
M 3.12.92 @ wed & fgar fe s @um. v 3R wE®, ansamit w1 =
Traf €% o, ¥ aw Afadw i i T #7 = oaw tada o CRemdat
BYI, S TS wS ATEATo oft % wAret 1 IO WA ¥ e ywf oft ®
Tm X ¥, fowd %o a1 R ¥\ shovel 3R bricks ¥ ¥ ®@w Tl w@
I ¥, wEw o et o awar @ oAy @ ¥ o e w@n-uw wd
¥ o, IWH ot T T @ i 1.12.92 ®) W ¥ Aol o A ww oo
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fo& wREa 1 a1l w97 AR HdR T8 T q1 w277 wHE AfwEm
yfs w wga & Fh wEe | F @) 1w W - w5 A9 oA
AT FER Y Wed & Vo W @ ¥ R qieft wHe S S 3 neu
= ®wer? IFA L(FEAEH).

st W vy fies: 39 w@a-93 1 S A s O, 39 31 T3
&1 A arall "ieee 78 Tam ™ wifs sw ared nfogg o & 996 1=
GUELE R LR E

it w1 TEE, § SifeE IR aw T@ AW T, e e
w0 w8 vt fe & Toa 9| w g1 wfen el g e e g
(yymR)... ¥ faesy <o € % 9 98 ¢ 72 van- w3 w1 47§, I
wIAHIG & IS AW 92 QU I ST # ATHFL A 430 AR FE T 7
A werea @ # &3 W1 E | U AHI-AHRT TG AN | AG T LW HT A
% Wy faearg @ W § AN W TR @ FHd A dn 0 77
ZrHI-TMHRT HE, g8 A TeIq H9earg 80 1. (SWRYH ). WEIEA], qIel g
FHET A 1.12.92 W AU F FE. =T | ", armen § ww de o,
T2 gem ¥ wmfte 2 i wfug st ofesre %3 wa@ w3 961 arfe =1
TO% 1Y B YT A 3.12.92 F vAEE H 6 fouraw w39 e @ T
= yfa & fmin & fog %0 +1 Seom, 79§ 39 qa8, 92 § O
T o) HEH, Y99 98 81 € TR AW F99- 8 regrew & -7
Mo € F ag wafae 78 8 U | . (sgayE) .. H 39% fo9% S SEd
g | meed, Hife g wvrafa Jeteg 3 wet o 5 39 3u-T A "e A
Foh W19 gaA1 fe F17-3 sgdcg gafme 725 gu €, wi9-1 difesw =
gafae =i gu ¥ 1 #eg, safore § F3 aoEifas T T S @Y 39 91
T A @ E | T TAe W9 S % Wey § Hewg ged 3 srgen 0
6.12.92 ! &g fea1 o1, 38 TR0 T WA I9E fwa W, § 9w g =
A FUEEA S 3W 9% F:O o 9w € fF syt o fafad e
0 CRIE # 2.12.92 ®1 7% footd <@ o witfe sl =1 & 3w goen
T w1 Tor@ fEm oy afg a8 fgrd 7 fos g 61 wifew =1 oo s
frdird s U™ F0d W 9 1. (SgEYT ). HRIEA, 39 o ol § T
...(T=YT). .
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st @, €. seS@Ated (FEIT): AW, ...(FANH)...

st gro = srEeenfaa St f @ (Sau).., 6 feamr &t 9en
& e .. (SHAuH). ..

Fyavrafa: ¥ 1= A, wwa 1w tay @ifs oaa F e
Zal s e s ogm o g3 &l & f e 18 fade at gt &t mu &

#t gro = vy, § @ 399 9 o w1 g g suu-3wr +7 A
| Y, A 9 T w7 qA?’ weEd, F 99 0 dw-TH 98 G
@t ot s =€ i) F faceer fos 78 & 9w s == ¢ faaan, 92
H A g ol L (AL, HETT, 6 femen % arg A= g weA o ==
g ot 9 21 fewwsy, 92 F1 WA FARETE gum |@ud St A 39 9699 9 #0
e o, H FE FN TAFH) ] M F g1 Ieot@ A€ HE "WEd | F 39w
= 1 quedl g | § gurEEs] S $ ff 39 99§ JF 9 § W 3
39 @y fear o1 F @ S TF A Feq Fwd § AR 7 Tgd g@
T | 9 W g 3oy 9 @ g e 7 ey gurEst St &1 981 e
FE RS S Y W g F @ fE v fet wee w5 9 At g,
anfar &t Wty ) a F - % vw-13 ¥ fom gan & &
FHAST Y FHI IITAT §H HIAT € | TS e Tl Yo 3 T o 357 wers
TE1 fem o 39 U= 1 faarw 21 T @ F o9 98 AEk § 9y 98 HE
e € fe Tt oei ag, suftor ot wodl 6 o &1 ‘et ww o A
¥ F1% = fea 9w d3h T Fifa 9w e ? fF 2w & T w1 =
WISl WIS &1 9aM F0 916w, rEsl § 7€ g 9ee) § 399 39 o
D17 ¥ | ITHT 9gad ®g w1 §) A 78 gy ww F arwd Tw w9 e, =95
&t € fF anfen -9 99 3 oo +T ¥ €2 A ) 5= ww f A
Tere 8 g # g 98 wEm fF 39 veare o, sy 3wt SAfaw =
T T FL | TIIRE B & 4, ferw! g9 & fag dstamd =1 foags
I @ ¥ A oifaw T feEaet g we wed ¥7 va s, F 39 s
®I Wt AHT 7 E | I I Fw fh F s wew w1 osifen o w5
T FE F HHew AW g ) -G ifm swm? ¥ R awms F dE wman
g1 999, 3 91, 2002 ‘9UIEE H TUTIGHT g wiw T8 1 aw offow s
T FTA =T T2 TH AT T GHA Hop A8, WuER, wE Afaw == 0

347



RAJYA SABHA [4 August, 2003]

1 AR €2 TR A w1, feg wurs F7 ameen &t wWiaret 9 S W Wy |
WEEW F A€ NN F fF FIEH, "YU W TAm A SEN ik syt
AR F AU H AR @ FY AER g e ey e g st
! Te § 10 g @ A w afere & fmin @ ge #) e e el
HYW & A BEA F YH @ TR IS, TEER | (W) .. =T AT
HEY .. (TANTH)...

SHRI BALBIR K. PUNJ: Madam, | want to raise a point of
order.

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: Under which Rule, do you want to
raise the point of order? No, | am not yielding. Let me know the
Rule.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Under the Rule a Member can raise
a point of order?

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: No, Madam, he will have to mention
under which Rule he is raising tha point of order. ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There is cne Rule only.
...(Interruptions)...

SHR!I SURESH PACHOURI: No, Madam, he will have to guote
the Rule.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is not the
question....(Interruptions)... You take the book and quote the Ruie.
But, it is for the Chair ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: No, Madam, he will have to quote
the Rule. You please quote the Rule.

SHRI BALBIR K. PUNJ: The Rule is that you cannot read from
the newspapers. ...(Interruptions)...

Iyawratl: Ty gfew 7, ¥ FE @} 42

SHR! B.P. SINGHAL.: The Rule is that the speaker should not
be irrelevant in his speech. This has no relevance to the subject-
matter.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | think, when the Member asked
under which Rule, there is only one Rule—which is only in the Ruie
Book—that, with the permission of the Chair, any Member can, on
a discussion, not in the Question Hour, get up and ask for a point
of order. It is for the Chair to decide whether the point of order is
relevant or irrglevant.

Mt g =0 FF B, 9 fewms w1 difaw
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But, he has not raised a point of order.

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: Okay, thank you very much. #87,
q gumenr ¥ dem, d gy O3 B @y, INHRT 3yl SR gt w1 o
wT @ o1 7 wrem f & weey gy 55 7 6, wema vy wEt g5 #
e g f® 4 fadt s F 7 s wefe wres w@ g A A qan w3
# amem € fF & wom Afa sl ifa o = oy w51 g it a8
fe "9 Ay, WEaes A WY W gy @ 9% ¥ fF g a9 @, 799 v
¥ Fon S| A% A€ B afew | gAR 9w A araa # we v ¢ fE O 9gem
et fogwet, Fiegr we, foad fag far stk @ o=, S ®e FoA
A-9F TS IQ AYE W &1 avmsa ¥ qd favam ¥ fE ot 2w
F1 GYH WA TR T ® w9 § 98 T d@fFT ? -1 sfifeufami en st
¥ f& 'O T 9-91 A9 HYEA 9 o1 ) 39 wEH d ww o fE
-1z Ay N, 99 quR fEm mm, fen, # snae Iftg 92 FR @ Fen
area € o st gy Wl ot w awaw § wga gy few o #oa#@
e a1 5 foed wvg, @ ' 9% =13 3o 4t fF & §w ug= # wfafwa
50 w¢, T8 W 99 F1 9@ o, @ v 9 39 w favaw a1 & 9 I S99,
g afF T TR amM Bl A Rfamm @ i@t I sea fs
T Ty Wit ot ¢ favarg € fr & St Y w9 owE, 9 9 e B
T FEN) e ft & J= @ w1 @ g9 favew e gu # gy SR
I 1 O T N ) SR IR AT § 9 difes] |E2 Arg® wOu T, s
3 #ifed 3 22 = R o, 3 Agfere, 3 @A g Hifed B9,
I TETS FFE § OUSte 3 9 . (mayF)... FE@AF &1 i § qgEiE!
1 A ...(=auE)..

st wRAg vTw feiwe: e, A M AT FR E F#A F ¥ 37 W wE FA
foF o5& g T R ® 9 a §, S W A9y w5 ().
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sit gro o=t = amg o fafeet 99 L (=RuE)... w o
t & wrq & fafa=r /11 o € 1 gy w2 (STEYE).

sit A uH. sgeEfean: TR, 1992 ¥ 3 91 difsdl 20 F#9ed & urs
& | 3HS Aree[g TR A ande o @ ¥ e 3R 20 fem o g @ =
I =gfefyrdt o ey &m @ E.(=gau)...

st gy T 39 U Y SoeT 9g AT
# TH.ww. EqAASr: TE, A9 A0 T "ied W

Wl Qo w=E: wied 9d, § @ I9Em FEm, d Fa 9w
fegram.. . (5MAYR)... T9 TR IHe® = o9 (syayr). . fewd 29 o
L(5aYR)... ded® 91 ... (=aum). ..

5t TH.UH. Feeadd: Ten ST 39 W9 Al (). .,
st Wy weTn fage: ade, s ®8 W favam T8 ¥ L (smEem).

ft gou = F Fm 9 o L (EYm) . TEed, 98 S AF-4 T
HT Y & 39 AT S T e L. (FET)

#t TH.vg. seqaied: 59 A fed afeEn widt R @ 58 o
A e o fFu.. (gum).. o8 aand,. . (aaa)...

IqyuTefa: wis, g Sf5u... (smEvm)...

st o w5 weiew, d 9% AT w1 A9 919 GHrE HET e
% fo gum o3 Foa o gew & yyA wEt e € warm Wi 3w wmEe
% wum TR ¥ fawe st uw vy w R, St o & A % s
#£9 F8 ...(EH)... I6F Afafaa vue o5 379 29 ® o gy w5t #)
6 fewmrR, 1992 ®1 St guiET® w21 g3, W faww gan, S 2R 83,
S EE-=OE g9, w3 f3eiy |l & ord ), 3R v ¥ tfem @ man
S FFEtfF s A d oaR aaf Bt TR mwEm I & T
FIoaR 39 favg d 9= w0 @9t ¥ wurEst S, afe awa @} oemy g
¥ #2033 o, ¥ 9N AN B FAY difedt #8e g qord fag et
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T OFE R IFES F 21700 % 700 fEetg w9 3 nasiel @ Fe
®1 A w0 E A H " € TR s s wde w1 ares & U
ATATTHRT Fe1 71T TF TR e § dw] A9 SIS &l "9 FE]
T2 (FmAu) wEEA H AR A 9w sdy s aear € gt
St BETET FE A F1 dAfen srgfd wt fown F wEw 9 9™ ofg fF
F1 Tgfd w7 A TvAnfeEl st wdfed o I, aw d R framA
FEAT ATEA F | AFA -FEA HAATE |

THE DEFPUTY CHAIRMAN: Suresh Pachouri ji you asked from
the Chair, 'under which Rule', so it is under Rule 258, Under Rule
258, with the permission of the Chair, any Member can ask for a
point of order. So, please, | am telling all the Members, because
they keep asking Members 'under which Ruie'. So, all the Members
should read the Rule 258. And, it is the Chair's decision to accept
it or not. So, the question which you put was wrong.

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: Madam, | have to say something
about it.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, you don't have to say anything.
| have the next speaker Kalraj Mishra ji to speak. ...(Interruptions).

SHRI SURESH PACHOURI: No, Madam, every Member has a
right to ask under which Rule other Member is trying to interrupt him
in the form of point of order. ...(Interruptions).

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Suresh Pachouri ji,
{Interruptions). Just a minute, he is addressing me, let me answer,
It is tor the Chair to decide whether he is interrupting or not because
| have to find cut what he has in his mind. | am not a mind reader.
When somebody raises the point of order, from here, from there or
from this side, the Chair has to find out what he wants to say. This
had been done in umpteen cases, not only in your case. | have 1o
decide. | cannot decide without listening.

P =11 Fem, a9 3W e R faremm # fe # yywaras
Fa= 921 98 =3 T, ofea F1E ot TG ... (sgaeA)... 7 o R 3R
AT 39 € O #H gen w1 sifuer R T fea v ¥ aew 9% Wi o
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IqavTets: UF faaz, 93 sl &a1 fom. . (sHavm[) @m 3 S
T famz, o it qu @ s ot B3 w7 w0 smva 1w ) You
asked, '‘'under which Rule'. It is the duty of the Chair to let you know
the Rule and | have sent you the Rule Book. The Chair has to
decide whether anyobody is interrupting or genuinely he has a point.
Until and unless | hear, | cannot say this. | mean, you may be
having a very strong point, but somebody might have another strong
point. It is for the Chair to decide. Otherwise, who will decide?

st grw 9= S R

st wew fag (I w2W) ; ITETIia WA, I & WEN 9 FE
oM =T g € 3 e whakarde wt gefvia w W gu wwt w1 W W@
2 geft Tox Ueet Ot gume § o T wER #1 w99 g o, afesa o
Wt 98 99 TR 99 W ) IR TR 9 W9 9ge a9 s foae |ee
&, A fafu favag & st == 9 FyoagEs 9wl =1 9 @H, A HY
AT T0F A& 0 F1 Fio9 Fit §1TH TE 9 AR A 9% 8 F w57
® W 9 W & M R FH F IR T4 @, FafE gl e
Jzeft At A 34t oA fagarpef <0 @ wi vyl w1 s e ) wEw, ©w
T 9gd 99l 9 FE W, Fqen § 78 & 90 wE w1, fSae) 96 aierg
FE W T 98 T 4 M8 3R as v favw o w9 anema v
IE HEA FEM € ... (AYTH)...

M wfyw fasmst: z9 +=5d & & 3am @ 9= gitae et
(=) .

st weros fas: & s a0 w g wEEm, d 38w 9w € @
Qo W 98 I @9 o, e 9rgd § 98 W aweren fautaa 8, @wi
qe-d B W@ R w3 ().

it wigw fa=ms: 1950 § . (sauE)... == Ht "Ha fougd
(g ).

st ooy i ;B AN 7 . (FAYA) ... HY @AM A IAH 9 N Twi
uaeren faufsa w61 , 39 99w & w5 i 3 ada o F) F9 F 1, @fE
# aat =T =@red € T 19 93, 1950 B =e sEem 3 a8 wrewm fem
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f &g ot safaq =0 T wearl F8 W 9a @ O-=a F fed
fafy | saeg 98¢ T TFA | T 3Sed F1 97 ® 1 39 S A S|
fem ot 39 ARV & AR W g Y- 7= Fordl i | 391§ A€, TP
SHSZ S T Ie9 FraTed # 7Y @ |l ot fage w9 A o9 smew | wwe
®9 4 seod foem, foas ag am § gz =wa g1 3= 396 wel fs =9
Y &9 99 1936 A qUAEE ¥ T/ T @ g & w9 ° 3wdue fem ik
A & w1 o7 o ugl 2| g femay, 1949 ¥ feg frafhe w9 9 3@
faarfea o W UK -9 T W@ N © T g8 e & i
sered A 7 W fem 3, sigtem 3 78 Een fam € 3R 3E® AR ™
TE IE- TS Feral @ R

TEtEm, st A I T St oA wHe-v w1 faw fean =
foeTaeiiea & 90 W y94a-TF A T30 o0, 39 YQa-TF B HW(q g8 qh14aa]
fem &1 399 7% vre wiER w1 1 ¢ T4 3w ad 9% fafvaa @ f feday
1949 A AT 6 fed=w, 1992 7% w¢ faarfza (gh) afse & w9 F wam
& I | 98 vAA-UA & Hovia fean # Hyia S s we g, 9 afese
T8 ot ) vaa-ux F ofwia gg oft § fe 3o i & A @ = i 3Q
watfua 7 fean o 1 faafaa = = oo sfa-aradt ofeg ofer =)
faanfen qon w>a @ Sren 19 8, dfes O ofog & 9w @ @ v
3 81 fean wan ) T B Y govfE & afR, W W@a-uR ®) geyfy
2 faeraess =1, 39 "FE K3 8, 379 onaama | a7 Sg0 W aaqra 14|
t fd wre fa-se@ nfeag ofter 3o e =1 yefaq am 2

wEea, 6 fagat w1 S e g, TR Hedere S 3 9% i 9 Fh
fo sma) & g uwfaa @ 3l 5@ @l @M w1 S S99 g9e 9o W
#1¢ = TE uren 3t zefon a8 v & T 3wd = 1E wifaw 98 a8,
AfFa i = F1 gfeomm ga o w1k &1 aftomm gaferw gan f% aeprei=
TuE HA 3, o gurdfae s 9 9% w@9-u3 3 o1, 39N s e
Afee s @ MR, 39 R & oot ™ fem 3R 39 wEn %1 Ieo@ =
Tl ofee v @ T 39t 9Ty qEemT ofER # wgd oi 9.8 4§
gaifaa fear, faga R0 & 3T /TN Bl R ITH 9 T7 qQ
e ufed TR AT Pfyga ® 9 @ v ma @ f 3@ wiwow & @ #@
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wiwataw T fafv= &1 F e sufee 3@ | o faeamr v =
amayawal ¥ fF ackTell Ture WAt ® ISEINOT 0 $H ISR F 9
feufa @1 frafo gam @ =18t

wEedl, o € TE, ¥ 9% ot % 9wa € % 9% WA fegai =
-3 }, 7€ 7 39 9 o), 3=fradl wEt ® 1857 ® dum @ wwg W=
sarE ¥ feg i quanE 9 4 Fw ars sl %1 ywEen s 1R
g WM W W9 % s WHR et Am W St wE qEeu™ 4 3E wE o
f fog oft qoomm #1 o 9@ vq@ w9 ¥ ¥ sk wafen fegsdt =
Te-v o fegal =1 ama| w1 3 e 7 T8 TH YR W W ¥
FEHEgl qE T F A ¥ A e A ¥, W F s amw www fEoad
1883-84 | yaifyra fewel! &1 mAfey, st ad 1907-08 & wenfva farar
s ad 1912 ¥ g1y gan sk s A 1976 § 7@ wWe @ I¥ Gfua
THL THIVA TN | T TR & 134 W FAA AT g1 &1 T N feoqui
? 309 9@ ATE & It R

FAa uifda faed - 98 gun e fd qoemmf 3 d=e 4 9=l
nfeae fégsi < givd =1 fofa =2 form &, ot <o F staemee ot = w8
2 3tk b & @ T ot fafew &1 99 @ 99 € @ 7S IR
o T fEg-gaewa ©F @ S A &1 HmSy O | IqHT R
ge gan o onfit are stk == T, S6 wwg 3 9 92 yna et 9,
& wid W g9l fom ) Ia@ g wHAe qife v € V' aw 3 el
T € 7Y, 3RiET 9 ' S 9N, dW FT AN W A & van
TaTRE ¥ T

st S TR dEn, e "=y
Iqavmafa: o S, whe fewd 7a Sifan)

st weow fag: Tem, € 37 % 9 § s 3@ amfasa
w1 § @ g R fég o qaew arfed §9 8 9% v w3 9%
= T, g e A syt gurs T8 wdl, 1936 | W TE# w1, o
w4 99 1 e ¥, W A q g8 yweren Aot § @R sl e o @
W &, 9 unfed ¥ @ foas ga @ dfe a9 w) fom F wae w1
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@ ¥ g § fe figwara F @ s wivafas el & il & ="meEw
TE B TwAT|

T, wursHsl S 3 gadw owes g St # Si|aie % weEa
grgiafa sifda @ gy fo9 aredl ®1 v foan, § 9@ o, gumsE St 3
FE - VTOEw A oW I T W % - W 9 sfer & famio
4t & s su% fou dadw @) et fieh sad =rdfle g st w
* -t W Hfer w1 Fmio en g & w8 ok ot @ @i foaw
g 97 W ¥, 3w agwie suwht '’ g ww @ quEsh S 7 guAEs
w1 AR W P w R, A Ius fagde T o ) dfer it § el
¥ Aregw M AR waf ® wregm 4 3w ofer w1 fmte fe o, 3@ am
®] HE T ... (HANTA)...

e, TEHT Al 0% | ww | faw @ @ o gl wdd S 3
TaAE At B qR F weER” W= % wE e €, ¥ wagen € 5 aw sfae
ez 7 & yarsh o wfa wa € A gy @ fagr ok faedt #13 v
FH A T F Fhe H@ W I W A wRt ¥, IwE aw gl | v
F@ ¥ = & ft o LT @ N el v w1y 1@ e €

( sit wwrafy et gw)

wafen & ¢ awe’ wEm 3 TE ¥ S IR Ve s § 3Es AR
# ¥ 71 w¢, 9% TagE € ey

AR, TS € AT, 3@ a%i CBl &Y " wd wrdt %1 2 v S
ot 3 g A ¥ 9ga vHaEd € e g @t ) dufE fese gew 3
F% % ¢ fedag %1 I 2 FIR <& fou 7o, o7 wa=t wan #, 309 a1 §
¥ TR Ft avawal ¥ e 3ud & W yio 1209t T ) afeqor §
198 30y deen T, vwe 1 T, 9 e tatet warrrafe g Al
A9 &l Wt 1209 T ¥ 1 7% AN 3@ yng @El €A € 9= 5 SRS HY,
Tt HRAE s gw g9l S 3 11 RE s, ¥ amwa € oaw fafu
a8t ® A, 5 IR, 1993 F CBI ¥ geeht an vt sfvugeal # faew
rufus wifee 1 g g 1208 F woran sty gt 49 @ ® FW
TN TH E YUY W& 197 3T 198, AT H fEATHRT 149 A W
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T TE = ATseie R | 5991 8 7867, O W S Ay 9mE T, 39$ W1e
26 ITE HI FR U & g 2 ATGFH=AT IR Y T ) H Afegmn
STIY WA 198 H wiw B T CB! g W9 F ® an § o ot gma
ifgar & @ % I Y T & favg A FIR T o, 3q%1 99 & 9N
N ot m fugEw & w9 fadst, 1997 F faviy srewm 4 CBI
A TN ¥ w1 F A w0 w9 9nitie W w9 9 o w5, fa=e
e 90t M, F ITFT SAM aenida s "redn o1 fu A 9= %y fen,
Ius faems 33 &l A TS d d8 o feam 3o 12 wEh, 2001 %1
HEAS o9, IR BR®ld A s Sy wHie wied 9, 3% fauy
SETAd & TS 1 Afug=T =t € © 5 3=i1 %9 5 g% sees fasg
T & 39 afugen w1 @ ® w2 fegn ar awTra gfe @ e v @ S
2 Afr wfugen w & i we @ 3 s 9t ° gy #6129 F9
faam | wr=a, § s =@rean € 5 gOE &1 1 ol T2 TR &Y 39 Tete
#1 9w gga o 42 afugsn 9 F1 & wea T8 ) e, °9%
U &E A FE ¢ AR a8 f Fu & mmEet w11 favy owem o
TFHeATE3Te 198 FT Aa13 91 Tal § | sOiAT F80 Tl fF 9o9 ¥R o
fadig orgrerd & =1t H en AE 4l K Igh I AAE ©5 T U1
TR gE i Ferfes T T A 198 H ST IA W E N I | I 198
o7 IEY HET O 12090 T 91 12090 @ fave AIRTEE TG € 9 ® 91
B muTe g a1 | TR diedtearde % arfuy @9 w1 "I 8 97 ') et
g "Il FEl 9 32 @ € fF dedosnde 7 g 7€ fom, dtedtoamde 4 wg
T fom) w8 59 § g®m ®© 7| AT oEed % W € 9[ % 9Ig
T8 wrae & fAwm @ T e @ fafy fagtug € o) AR § S
gTd HE i Ay, # gy ol w89 9wd g fF 'R i ® 39 hud
F fEers ... (auR) 99y o5 S, 99 A9 ged 9 @ F 98 St @
O

At oe] WHIS: H A 9T g | WU WAl S Sier 916 € 1 arel ¥
H & AN UTaTEEt R R SIEd & | ATl il SRR H 3 9ed ¥
. (HEYTT )

s gurafa: fo9 gos 4 =ra & 39 78 udaw I8 &
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st Fweros fH: qrAEr, 399§ TR T A9 gEi S A huen fea
at TR ¥ & weniae weem W veg 9% A8 & fad dut St aen
FT @M 3y, @ A A faes gEiim F12 F W dEd & faerw i
F1 | gum #1214 =i #1 fem) gum w12 3 &5 fF S v w1 § 3@
feama & wdm ) qray, feeft 3 &1 SR-FW T @ o) s wasE
4% I F1 W 76 W 81 369 39 %€ of 120d 7 1 Hesteade
+1 HE gHOT g TE ¢ 3R 7rEA 1 197 § 9% quaS § 9o @ 8 Afee
Taatel 9 3u® 1Y "aew FE 2 A fafy & g sww # ) afea
3T 7 Wt I § T Woateamde sty dWealotileamdedle 3R &E1 $7 FTN
et @ @ T dehdl ot | THEEt § desleatde ST gwdr o, Wealetoamdedte
H ket off | AfFa 3= F€ fomn 3R IHT g% @ w g fE s
T 0 T Y A, 12097 Te7 ot FQ 1 @fET IR T 17 ) ufan
T% Fe fF Hicdeade 3 fags fen U 927 %1 1w & #1 Wity
=T W@ ? Agw, d g7 FE 9w § & s S 4 o s wmy g
@ ¥ wm & o vy @ € fe dhsteamde 3 37 fran aw few Afws
FIAY ¥ FHIN qwew & Tfag faen &, g gaedl + arfaw fara
d 77 e T8 9w wwitm @it gurE w5 s e St ® ww
faa? ¥9% 9 g afeg fou ) arEy, § aw ot w1 9w € @R
TES W AU at &1t ;a arfum forar T ar ) 4 ey g € 5T a6
T = oFR & 30 T@m 1 W T 9 i @ % faw 98 8
F1 F13 HAifaa 78 21 98 oyA e § wiwwt Afan, fmw @t € s
HAY &R F ¥I FRQ | Argar, €. 98 w0 9Em 5 5w a9 @
.. (AT )

it e foasaa: g7 & 120 § |Y ... (=|39™)...

st wertrA A J9 By feea & @ @ F9 @ w2 (H3u™)
T 79 sral W Y wWHe g S 9w ¥ g9 ¢, fafuw gfe @ @ g
? 3TE! a9 TR S W wae &8, § guwm € fm gaer o siffas
A1 & | FACTE ATEE, FE B 3 39 WER S 99 6 @ Fu § wna
g % SUgE AE w00 ruraEr, el g |e w1 sae fean safere s
Y 20 U 9N WY WHTE FT@ g1 WEd-9ga 9ans |
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SHRI MANOJ BHATTACHARYA (West Bengal): Mr. Chairman,
Sir, | am grateful fo you for giving me this opportunity to speak,
particularly in the presence of the hon. Prime Minsiter.

Sir, | will be very short. In short, | would like to submit before
the House that | am not the person who believes that the facts are
not being suppressed. The facts are being suppressed by the rulers
of this country today. It does not require any discussion on the
nittygritty of the case. But the facts are being suppressed because
the Government knows it very well, and beyond any shade ot doubt,
that the leaders of the Government are implicated in this case. So,
it is quite natural that they are doing it. Whatever might be said, |
am not the person who believes that they are not suppressing the
facts. This is number cne.

Secondly, who does not recognise the abominable role of the
BJP in the orgy of mass murder, or—it is better to say—the genocide,
in its worst pursuit to come back to political power, and to be in
political power for long, for 4-5 years, at a stretch. They have sold
not only the country's assets, but | must say that they have sold
the land of the country, the water of this country, the air of this
country, what is Sanskrit is called ‘‘f&fa, =% 319:"", and also the
desires, Through you, Sir, | would like to submit before the hon.
Prime Minister here that his Government has sold the entire country
and, as diversionary tactics to hoodwink the masses of people who
are suffering under their rule ...(Interruptions)

# wwafa: i, gim

SHRI MANOJ BHATTACHARYA: Please do not interrupt. | have
got only five minutes. You have sold everything at the altar of the
nation. The nation is suffering. 1 once again repeat that it is as
diversionary tactics to hoodwink the masses of people who are
suffering under your rule, that you are raising these sorts of issues.
Sir, at this stage, even the hon. Prime Minister goes in for a
somersault. He goes in for a somersault. For every statement of his,
he needs clarifications and there are some withdrawals. | must say
very seriously that the situation today has touched the nadir; and
the people of this country are suffering. Truth is being trampled.
There is a travesty of truth. | must tell the hon. Prime Minister that
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all the documents have not been presented before the court. | must
ask him whether that evidence has been kept intact or not, or,
whether that evidence has been destroyed or not. That must be
clearly stated. The hon. Prime Minister, Shri Vajpayee, is the
Government's ungquestionable Numero Uno; he is the number one.
And he won't even name his successor. The Deputy Prime Minister
may rise in importance, but it is only at Vajpayeeji's pleasure. There
exists a classic patronising relationship, typical of the Sangh Parivar,
which sets great store @& ¥Ia/& Jqafd®, the RSS principle of
authoritarianism, of despotic and absolute rule, by a single ruler.
Vajpayeeji, unfortunately, is still an insecure man, the poetic
pretensions notwithstanding.

This is a serious politicat question whether the country wiil
remain united or not, and whether the country will be called India or
not. The way they are advancing, the way they are conspiring, the
way they are hatching conspiracies in the name of religion and the
way they are inciting passions in the name of religion is very
dangerous for our nation. Sir, | am sorry to say that two or three
days back, at the funeral of Paramhans Ramchander Das, the
utterances of the hon. Prime Minister once again show that he has
done a somersault. It is not good even for his health at this stage.
These sorts of somersaults, and this sort of retracing and retreating,
will be againt his health also. The leaders of this Government are
driven by the verratlity of insatiable ambition. It has developed a
stake in big-time corruption. its State-level bosses are working at
CrOsSSs purposes.

Its own sister organisations is opposed to its own politics.
Indiscipline is rampant in the Parivar. Sir, | must say that only to
settle their own scores, only to set their own house in order, they
are taking recourse to this sort of utterances. They are once again
taking recourse to attempts to divide people in different manners.
They are doing 1t at the alter of the entire nation.

Sir, | know that here it is not a question of only the accused
and the prosecution. It is alsoc the question of the Government,
which has to take the decision. We are talking to that Government
which is an accused and which is also in the prosecution.
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Unfortunately, we are in the Opposition and we are feeling helpless.
This has to be settled not here only; this has to be settled among
the people in general, among the masses in general. With these
words, Sir, | once again express my gratitude for giving me this
opportunity to speak on this issue.

SHRI V.V. RAGHAVAN (Kerala); Hon. Chairman, Sir, the Prime
Minister himself has stated that the demolition of the Babri Masjid
was a heinous crime, a crime against the Constitution, a crime
against all institutions of our Constitution. Sir, now, among those
who are accused of this heinous crime are our Deputy Prime Minister
and some of the senior colieagues of the hon. Prime Minister. Now,
the dignity and the propriety of the high post the Prime Minister
holds demands that when the accused are the Deputy Prime Minister
and some senior most Ministers of the Cabinet, is it not in the
propriety and dignity of the Prime Minister to ask them to step down
tilt the cases are over? That is the simplest question posed not only
by the Members of Parliament here but also by the people at large.
It is the primary duty of the Prime Minister to uphold the dignity and
the propriety of the post which he holds. | don't want to go into the
arguments and data.

Sir, there are serious allegations not only from the Members of
Parliament but also from the media that when the Deputy Prime
Minster is an accused, the CBIl cannot proceed in an impartial and
carrect manner. So, it also demands that the Prime Minister takes
steps on this count.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, the Prime Minister to reply.

SHRI V.V. RAGHAVAN: Sir, | have one more thing. The Prime
Minsiter has stated that Ram Mandir will be built there. What about
the pulled down masjid? It is up to the Prime Minister to say that
the masjid will also be built. It is the duty of the Prime Minister...
(Interruptions) | don't think the Prime Minister shares the ideas or

the opinion of Shri Nirupam when he says that the December 6 act
was a holy act.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please take your seat.

SHRI V.V. RAGHAVAN: | think the Prime Minister does not
share that view.
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vum U3 ( ot e fawrd aroddi) . gurfa Y, o= uaiwm e W= uge
%t ¥ gy g8 ot wfaee % AW e gnge fiy 5t 3 ow s 15 v
A smaten &1 g 39 IR ww fe oy o 9 wyfa § ot e gd, 9
YT FrE w9 S € vl | OR e asaa gon ) # wrd T gw o AN
T | g 1 wE 411 nd ofty ot 't vite W o s & e het g ot
% IA9H WIHUI 2T T FAS § T o1 wgiatorgt & w wh of, voww
&1 T TR W T oan o, W IR wE W W oW R owmgw S
st 1 vife & fio % fag e dud @ @, W@ dfg 1 fmin
a1 ¥ 9 5% 3% wha wdt agiefa @ s =t aofa w5t | o9t ? suid
fergent wrarmeil @) 9 wll? W SErER weive {9 g% 9won w4t fR awi
g vl Tem & fean T wfi e @9vm, feg o =) sifer =3 o =l
FAM? 59 9 H1 S g9 ¢ €)1 A frdg E fF aee aewm W@ TE
HaTE! W e ¥ 9ge 3R qedl T T on o df Uil TS RO

IR TF o 03 A 991 B aR F wet ¥ w¢ vy 3wl 3 9419l
% faug ot sten ¢ o srateg W@ 79 wE9 ¥ WER a9 W1y 6 o9
FT W weifagl =1 oA @ at § ot feoft &7 %1 6 fawmag, 1992 +
AT ¥ wEfug qmet § snvafgs qeee ad 1993 F SeR fear e 4y
Hfe $¥ I =0 ¥ I qur T # geey ) famgd s Ty
A T ofl, gufan B wiw = orem d 59 A #5 W E s
e § wrfaft w e F w3ty oy g0 F AfueR §3 | R w1 %Y
frim 78t 1 7 3¢ favaagds wew g € foe 7w ama F S Wi
s HR AN AR g R 1@ TRt ver & A fegeme & 19z
Wt ®gm I3 IR, IS fau wes §) few W geem wemar s R,
afirgw W few u10 B siaid gaaw =@ 9 €, sifiygea & faems =
g €, 4wt 1@ fofg ¥ om0 dwen 6 &) g 950y g =@
F ¥ AN TR 1 wET ¢ F o9 w@ ol wifed ® o9 s B
SFTER wEETE! T @ gl waraam g Dfee | gafy ¥ o weatEl, St
srga oA w ¥, & faers st yeed se R f, nafy R} wewr A A
@ 37 gawgHl wt Taw o € ek 9 6 K5y oy =0 ¥ sy §
T HE H foC w1¥ wew 9 )| WY wraied g ues w9 8 AR
F9 o W S TITREE PR @t e 0T @ e 3 @ 38 e
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+  AE F wW gy few #)1 3 amd =nare F dfew & 9w aea
T e Bt FEAE o G | 99 @ | B 99 o w) 7wt
# g ot foofa 913 =1 sifaer ) et ot Tagmods g § =g o fim
o1 9w ¥ 9 # a9 o erdfiga @t & e Ot & g s ot Fefe
H W R fKw I W w1 qEEEe e iR S W ARl 9 e
e 1 wd ¥ e g @ dw W {5 =i fadie % < sk
AFTE 79 F ArAEd F1 w1 § R wmy @ 4 g w et ey
FdN IR IR I wmisu I whagd @ =
¥ wad fraal & farg ¢ afrs 0 fafy-gm waa f farrg wmar &) @iy
@ wax wrg F oft gradn ftm ) F g weeEl @ s vt g fw A
W | iragEs faear w1 fF =& 7 35 9 %1 v w1 T 9w,
YETS |

MR. CHAIRMAN: The discussion is over. The House is
adjourned till 11 a.m. tomorrow.

The House then adjourned at fifty minutes past six of the clock
till eleven ot the clock on Tuesday, the 5th August, 2003.
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