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SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES
(TENTH LOK SABHA)

I. Introduction and Procedure

I, the Chairman of the Committce of Privilcges, having been authorised
by the Committce to submit thc Report on their behalf, present this their
Sccond Rceport to the Speaker on the question of privilege rcgarding non-
intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, by policc at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April, 1993 to the Spcaker,
Lok Sabha. The matter was referred to the Committee by the Speaker on
14 May, 1993 under rule 227 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business in Lok Sabha.

2. The Committee hcld ten sittings. The rclevant minutes of thesc
sittings form part of the Report and arc appcnded hercto.

3. At their first sitting held on 27 May, 1993, thc Committcc decided
that in the first instance Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. be requested
to appcar beforc the Committce for oral evidencc on 7 Junc, 1993.

4. At their second sitting held on 8 June, 1993, the Committce examincd
on oath Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. During his cvidence, he
referred to and handed over copies of certain documcnts connccted with
his case.

5. At their third sitting held on 9 June, 1993, thc Committce decided
that the following officials of thc Government of Uttar Pradcsh be asked
to appear before the Committce for oral cvidence:

(i) Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj, District Gonda, Uttar
Pradesh;

(i) Circle Officcr, Gonda, Uttar Pradcsh;
(iii) Superintendent of Policc. Gonda, Uttar Pradcsh;

(iv) Inspector of Police, Lucknow, who escortcd Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, from District Jail. Lucknow, to District
Gonda, in compliancc of Warrant ‘B’ issucd against Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP;

(v) District Magistratc, Gonda, Uttar Pradcsh;

(vi) Sccond Additional Chicf Judicial Magistratc. Gonda, Uttar
Pradcsh; and

(vii ) Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh.



The Committee also decided that the following documents be called for
from the Government of Uttar Pradesh:

(i) General Diary (original) and Case Diary (original) of Police
Station Nawabganj, District Gonda, U.P., containing entries
regarding Crime No. 158/93 under sections 25/27 Arms Act and
Crime No. 161/93 under section 3(1) U.P. Gangster Act against
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP;

(ii) Original Warrants ‘B’ issued against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, in Crime Nos. 158793 and 161/93, Police Station
Nawabganj, Gonda, U.P.; and

(iii) Original records of District Jail, Lucknow, relating to Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh together with the original release order
dated 17 April, 1993 of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh in CBI
case and entries regarding receipt in the jail of Warrant ‘B’
against the MP.

6. At their fourth sitting held on 5 July, 1993, the Committec examined
on oath the following officials of Government of Uttar Pradesh:

(i) Shri B.R. Saroj, Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj,
District Gonda, Uttar Pradesh;

(ii) Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, Uttar
Pradesh;

(iii) Shri G.P. Sharma, Superintendent of Police, Gonda, Uttar
Pradesh; and

(iv) Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh.

As the General Diary (original) and Case Diary (original) of Police
Station Nawabganj, District Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, containing entries
regarding Crime No. 158/93 under section 25/27 of the Arms Act, 1959
and Crime No. 161/93. under section 3(1) of the U.P. Gangster Act, 1986
against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, furnished by the Superinten-
dent of Police, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, were not legible, the Committec
directed the Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj, District Gonda, to
furnished typed copies thereof for use of the Committee. The Committee
also directed him to furnish a copy of the Uttar Pradesh Gangster Act,
1986.

7. At their fifth sitting held on 6 July, 1993, the Committee examined on
oath the following officials of the Government of Uttar Pradesh:

(i) Shri B.D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh;

(ii) Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial Magis-
trate, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh; and

(iii) Shri . Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent of District Jail,
Lucknow.
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Shri Shukla stated during his evidence that Warrant ‘B’ in Crime No.
158793 under sections 25/27 of the Arms Act, 1986 was reccived in District
Jail, Lucknow, on 12 April, 1993. He, however, stated that as thc rccords
relating thereto were not available with him, he was not in a position to
state whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was produced in court
in pursuance of the said Warrant ‘B’. The Committee directed Shri Shukla
to furnish the information immediately for consideration of the Committee
after checking up his records.

8. At their sixth sitting held on 20 July, 1993, the Committee decided to
hear again Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. The Committee also
decided that a factual statement be obtained from the Superintendent of
Police, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, showing the latest position with regard to
the investigation etc. of the cases mentioned in the “Gang Chart” in Crime
No. 16193 under the Uttar Pradesh Gangster Act registered against
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, at Police Station Nawabganj. Gonda.
Uttar Pradesh.

At their seventh sitting held on S August, 1993, the Committce again
cxamined Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. During his evidence Shri
Singh referred to and handed over copies of two judgements of the
Allahabad High Court having a bearing on his casc.

10. At their eighth sitting held on 6 Scptember, 1993, the Committec
dirccted that a draft Report be prepared for the considcration of the
Committee.

11. At their ninth sitting held on 30 September. 1993, the Committec
considered their draft Second Report.

12. At their tenth sitting held on 1 October, 1993, the Committee
further considered their draft Second Report and adopted it.

II. Facts of the Case

13. On 8 April, 1993, a written communication! was received from the
Supcrintendent of Police, CBI, New Delhi, forwarding thercwith a fax
message received from Deputy Superintendent of Police, CBI (Camp at
Lucknow) intimating about the arrest and lodgement of Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, on 8 April, 1993. This intimation was publishcd? in
Bulletin Part II dated 13 April, 1993.

14. On 10 April, 1993, a wireless mcssagc3 wes reccived from the
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Lucknow, intimating about thc arrcst
and lodgement of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 9 April, 1993.
This intimation was also published* in Bullctin Part II dated 10 April,
1993,

1. See Appendix 1

2. See Appendix 11
3. See Appendix 111
4. See Appendix IV



15. On 19 April, 1993, a written communication® was reccived from the
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, intimating about the
issuance of production warrant against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh,
MP, by him on the report of Police Station Nawabganj, District Gonda.

16. On 22 April, 1993, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, gave
notice® of a question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of his
rearrest and release by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April, 1993 to the
Spcaker, Lok Sabha.

The member stated in his notice of question of privilege, intcr alia, as
follows:

“I was arrested on 8.4.1993 by CBI and lodged in the policc lock-up
at Lucknow. I was not produced becfore a Magistratc within 24 hours
but only after 29 hours. Thus I was kept in illegal custody for 29
hours. CBI Magistrate of Lucknow accepted my bail on 16.4.1993,
The bail was given on 17.4.1993. Inspite of that I was not rclcased.
I was produced beforc the court of Special Judge (Gangster Act),
Faizabad, on 20.4.1993 for police remand. But the court rcjccted the
request for remand under Gangster Act and rclcased mec.

But no intimation regarding my bail on 16.4.1993, rcarrcst under
Gangster Act and release on 20.4.1993 has been given to the Lok
Sabha by the authorities concerned.”

17. On 23 April, 1993, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, raiscd the
matter in the House. Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayce, MP, also raiscd thc
matter in the House. The Speaker, Lok Sabha, observed’ that hc would
look into it.

18. On 23 April, 1993, the matter was referrcd to the MinisterMinistry
of Home Affairs for furnishing a factual notc on the matter.

19. On 12 May, 1993, Sarvashri Lal Krishna Advani, Satya Dco Singh,
Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. Chandra Shekhar and Bhogcndra Jha, MPs,
raised the matter in the House. The Spcaker, Lok Sabha, obscrved® that
he would look" into it.

20. On 13 May, 1993, the Ministry of Home Affairs forwardcd factual
notes? received by them from the CBI and the Government of Uttar
Pradesh. According to the factual report furnished by thc CBI. Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was arrested alongwith others on 8 April,
1993 in Gonda at 9.40 A.M. He was taken to Lucknow and kept in CBI
custody till 9 April, 1993 when he was produccd beforc thc CBI court in

. See Appendix V

. See Appendix VI

. L.S. Deb., dt. 23.4.1993 (See Appendix VII)
. L.S. Deb., dt. 12.5.1993 (See Appendix VIII)
. See Appendix IX
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Lucknow. The court rcmanded Shri Singh to judicial custody. On 16 April,
1993, Shri Singh was granted bail by the court. The intimation rcgarding
the arrcst of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 8 April, 1993 in
Gonda at 9.40 A.M. was communicatced to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha, on
8 April, 1993.

According to the factual notc furnished by the Government of Uttar
Pradesh, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, aftcr his arrest on 8 April,
1993 was lodged in the District Jail, Lucknow. When he was in District
Jail, Lucknow, a Warrant 'B' was scrved on him in thc jail by Gonda
Policc on 17 April, 1993. Shri Singh was produccd beforc the Special
Judge, Gangster Act (Designated Court), Faizabad, for obtaining rcmand
but the court rcfused to grant rcmand to him and hc was rclcased on
20 April, 1993. The intimation rcgarding service of Warrant ‘B’ under the
Gangster Act on Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. MP, on 17 April, 1993
while he was in District Jail, Lucknow, was not given by the District
Administration to thc Spcaker. Lok Sabha, as the member was alrcady in
custody and intimation rcgarding his initial arrest on 8 April. 1993 had
alrcady bcen sent to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha, by the CBI on 8 April,
1993.

21. On 14 May, 1993, the Spcaker referred the matter to the Committee
of Privileges for cxamination, investigation and rcport under rule 227 of
thc Rules of Procedurc and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha.

III. Issues and Evidence

22. The Committce, after considering the notice of question of privilege
given by Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. felt that the following issucs
were broadly involved in the casc:

(i) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. MP. who was lodged
in District Jail, Lucknow, sincc 9 April. 1993, was rclcased on
17 April, 1993? If so, whether non-intimation thercof to the
Speaker, Lok Sabha, as rcquircd under rule 230 of. the Rules of
Procedurc and Conduct of Business:in Lok Sabha. amountcd to
any brcach of privilege and contempt of: the Housc?

(i) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP. was rcarrcstcd on
17 April, 1993? If so. whether non-intimation thcrcof to the
Speaker, Lok Sabha, as rcquircd under rule 229 of the said
Rules, amounted to any brecach of privilege and contempt of the
Housc?

(iti) Whether intimation rcgarding rclcasc of Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, was given to the Speaker,
Lok Sabha, as rcquircd under rulc 230 of the said Rules? If not,
who was responsiblc for the lapsc?



(iv) Whether the non-intimation of release of Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, amounts to a brcach of privilege and
contempt of the House?

(v) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was rearrested at
Gonda on 21 April, 1993, and kept in lock-up at the local police
station during the night? If so, whether it amounts to a breach of
privilege and contempt of the House?

23. During his evidence before the Committee, Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, stated!0 inter alia as follows:—

“I was arrested by CBI on 8.4.1993, at 8 A.M. from my residence at
Nawabganj, District Gonda.....I could have been produced before the
Magistrate, but I was produced beforc the Magistratc on 9 April,
1993 at 1.20 P.M. Thus, the CBI kept mc in illegal custody for about
5% hours...I was granted bail on 16th and my rclcase order was sent
to jail on 17th... No person can be detained in jail on the basis of ‘B’
Warrant.!! I was produced before the Magistratc on 20th whercas [
should have been produced on 15th... The Speccial Judge. Faizabad,
released me on 20th. When I came out of the Court, the policc tecam
that had escorted me from Lucknow, informed me that therc was
another warrant against me from a Court of Gonda also.... At thcir
request, I accompanied them and was produced beforc the Judicial
Magistratc. He said that since I was not in his custody he could not
consider my casc. At this, the Lucknow policc tcam rclcased me.
When I came to Nawabganj from Gonda, thc Supcrintendent of
Police, Gonda, asked thc Incharge of thc police tcam to lodge an
FIR against me that I had absconded. He rcfuscd to do so... The
S.0. and Circle Officcr, Gonda, came to my rcsidence at 9 P.M. and
told me that they were again arresting mc as I had absconded... Then
they took me to the local police station and kept me in the lock-up...
They produced me the next day before the Chief Judicial Magistratc,
Gonda, requesting for remand. As therc was no casc against mc, [
was released without bail.”
24. On being asked whether the police had misbchaved with him, Shri
Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, stated, “thc Circlc Officer misbchaved
with me.... He said hc had seen many MPs likc mc.”

25. Shri B.R. Saroj, Station Officer, Policc Station, Nawabganj, Gorda,
While referring to the case under sections 25/27 Arms Act, 1959 against

10. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi).
11. Production Warrant under section 267 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, referred to as
Warrant ‘B’ in Uttar Pradesh.
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Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, during his evidence Stated!Zas
follows:—

“On 8 April, 1993, a raid was conducted by the CBI at the residence
of the MP and a rifle without a licence was recovered from his
residence.... He had given in writing that he would produce the
licence of the rifle. We waited for 3-4 days and when he did not
produce the licence, a casc (under the Arms Act)... was registercd
against him on the 12th.”

26. Shri B.R. Saroj, on being asked, clarified that the raid conductcd by
the CBI at the residence of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh on 8 April,
1993, was in connection with the demolition of the disputed structure in
Ayodhya and the member was arrested on that day by thc CBI in that
case. However, since a rifle without a proper licence was recovercd during
the raid from his residence, the local police had taken cognizance of the
matter and registered a separate case under the Arms Act. 1959 against
the member.

27. Shri B.R. Saroj’s attention was invited to the fact that Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, who was arrested by the CBI on 8 April, 1993, was
continuously in custody till 21 April, 1993, and under the circumstances, it
was not humanly possible for him to bring and show the liccnce of the rifle
to the police. Shri Saroj, on being asked, whether it was not his duty to
ascertain before registering a case under the Arms Act, 1959, that a valid
licence did or did not exist for the rifle recovered from the MP’s residence,
replied that he had not ascertained the fact.

28. Shri B.R. Saroj was also asked by thc Committcc to cxplain the
basis on which the case under section 3(1) of the U.P. Gangstcrs and Anti-
Social Activities (Prevention) Act, 1986, was rcgistcrcd against Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh. Shri Saroj referred to two old cascs against thc
member — one of 1986 and the other of 1990 — and to the CBI casc and
the case under the Arms Act, 1959, as the basis for the rcgistration of casc
under the U.P. Gangster Act.

29. Shri Saroj denied that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. MP, was
rearrested after his rclease on 20 April, 1993. He also dcnied that the
mcmber was kept in lock-up at Police Station Nawabganj during the night
on 20 April, 1993. According to him, the mcmber had stayed at his
residence during the night and had gonc to the Court on 21 April. 1993,
from his residence.

30. Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officcr, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh,
denied!3 that he had misbehaved with the member or said to him that he
had seen many MPs like him. According to him he had not mect Shri Brij

12. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)
13. See Minutes of Evidznce (Original in Hindi)



8

Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 20 April, 1993. Shri Shivnath Singh statcd
that he was not awarc whether thc member was rcarrested on 20 April,
1993, or whcther he was kept in the lock-up for thc night. Shri Shivnath
Singh also denied that the police team that had escortcd Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, from District Jail, Lucknow, was asked to lodge a
complaint against thc mcmber that he had absconded.

31. With reference to the casc under the U.P. Gangstcers and Anti-Social
Activitics (Prevention) Act, 1986, rcgistcrcd against Shri Brij Bhushan
Singh, MP, Shri Shivnath Singh who said that hc was postced in Gonda for
onc and a half ycars was asked:

“During this period of onc and half ycars. did you find thc activitics
of thc member to be suspicious?.... Did you cver feel that he was an
anti-social clement?.... It is onc thing to rcgistcr a casc against
somcbody; can hc bc presumed to be a criminal on that basis?”

Shri Shivnath Singh rcplied:

“*We cannot provc it conclusively but he (thc member) used to go
around with a largc numbcr of armed persons which sprecad terror in
the locality™.

On being asked, whcther thosc arms werc unlicensed, Shri Shivnath
Singh replicd, I cannot say™.

32. When Shri Shivnath Singh's attention was invited to the requircment
of the Rules that intimation rcgarding arrest/detention as well as relcasc
should be scnt to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, hc stated:

I am ncw in thc job. I was not awarc that intimation rcgarding
rcleasc (of the member) is also rcquired to be given. This is a
mistakc on my part for which I may bc cxcuscd. In futurc such a
lapsc will not occur.”

33. Shri G.P. Sharma. Supcrintendent of Police, Gonda, Uttar Pradesh
denicd!4 that he had asked the police party that had cscorted Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh. MP. from District Jail. Lucknow, to lodge a
complaint against the mcmber on 20 April. 1993, that he had abscondcd.
Hc also dcnicd that the member remained in police lock-up for the night
on 20 April, 1993 and statcd that the member had stayed at his residence.

34. Shri G.P. Sharma on bcing askcd as to why no intimation was scnt
to thc Spcaker, Lok Sabha. when the member was finally relcased on 21
April, 1993, statcd as follows:

*This lapse has occurred due to lack of knowledge.... I should havc
given the information. I was surc about the intimation to be given of
arrest (of a mcmber) but I was not surc about the intimation of
relcasc. That is why this mistakc has becen committed.™

14. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)



35. Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspcctor of Police, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh,
who had escorted Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, from District Jail,
Lucknow, stated!’ during his evidence as follows:—

*He (Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh) was to be produced beforc the
Special Judge, Faizabad, on 20th. There was another warrant from
Gonda also. He was released from Faizabad Court. Later on, I took
him to Gonda, but as thc time was over and the Magistrate
concerned had left the Court, he was produced beforc the Magistrate
the next day. From that Court also he was released.”

36. Shri Tripathi on being asked whether he had received any letter from
the District Jail, Lucknow, regarding transfer of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, from that Jail to Faizabad Jail, replied in the affirmative. Shri
Tripathi was asked whether he had accordingly taken the member to the
Faizabad Jail. Shri Tripathi replied that by the time they rcachcd Faizabad
on 20 April, 1993, it was around 1.30 P.M. He, therefore, took the
member straightaway to the Court of Special Judge (Gangster Act),
Faizabad, instead of taking him to the Faizabad Jail. Shri Tnpathl also
statcd that after the Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, declined to
grant rcmand. to Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh in the case under the
U.P. Gangsters and Anti-Social Activitics (Prevention) Act, 1986, he took
the member to Gonda. However, by the time they reachcd Gonda, the
Courts were closed. Therefore, he kept Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh,
MP, at the member’s residence for the night and produced him in the
Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, thc next day, i.e.,
21 April, 1993. As that Court also dcclined to give remand, the member
was released on 21 April, 1993.

37. Shri Tripathi denied that the member was kept in the police lock-up
in the night of 20 April, 1993. He asserted that the member was kept at his
résidence.

38. Shri Tripathi was repeatedly asked as to why did he not take the
member to the Faizabad Jail, as he was supposed to do, sincc thc member
was transferred to that Jail from the District Jail, Lucknow. He could not,
however, give any satisfactory reply.

39. Shri B.D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, statcd,!5, on being
asked, that thc rifle recovered and seized from the residence of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was in the name of a person belonging to

15. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)
16. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)
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District Gazipur. According to him, no action had been initiated against
that person by the police till that time. He was again asked:

“Two persons are responsible for this. Under the Arms Act, Member
of Parliament is also responsible. He committed certain irregularities.
At the same time, a person in whose name the licence was issued, he
did not keep the rifle with him and he actually gave it to the member
of Parliament. Under what circumstances, he gave the rifle to the
Member of Parliament? Was it inquired into?”

Shri Ram replied:

“Had the charge-sheet not been filed (against the member), the name of
the person could also have been included in the case... The action in this
case was taken in a great haste. Hon’ble Member also did not clarify,
when he stated that he would produce the papers (of the rifle) later on
whether the papers were in his name or-in the name of somebody else.”

40. When asked as to why did he not sanction the prosecution of thc
person in whose name the licence of the rifle was registered alongwith the
prosecution of the member under the Arms Act, 1959, Shri Ram replied,
“We act on the police report; on our own we seldom take any action.”

41. Shri Ram denied that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh was kept in
the police lock-up on 20 April, 1993, and stated that he stayed at his
residence. He, however, agreed with the Committee that it was highly
irrcgular on the part of the concerned police official to allow Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh to stay at his residence whilc he was in custody.

42. Shri B.D. Ram, while maintaining that it was the duty of the
Magistrate concerned who released the member on 21 April, 1993, to send
intimation to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, about his release, admitted that
there had been a lapsc in this case in not sending an intimation. He stated:

“I would like to add that as the District Magistrate, my responsibility
was greater. I assure that I would ensure that the procedure is strictly
followed in future. I also assure that such mistakes will not occur in
future.”

43. Shri B.D. Ram was also asked whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, was an anti-social element. He replied, “I am not aware of
that... It would not be proper to say so at' this stage.”

44, Shri H.P. Chaudhary, Second Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, stated!” during his evidence that he had rcfused to
give remand to Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993 in
the case undcr the Arms Act, 1959.

Attention of Shri Chaudhary was invited to the provision of the Rules as
well as the orders of the State Government that intimation of arrest/

17. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)
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detention and release of members of Parliament is required to be given
to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. His attention was also invited to the last
sentence of the concluding paragraph of his order dated 21 April, 1993,
wherein he had ordered, “Intimation may be sent to Lok Sabha”, and
he was asked as to whom this order was directed. He replied that the
order was directed to his office. When asked, why the intimation of
rclease was not given to Lok Sabha Secretariat even after he had
specifically ordered his office to do so, Shri Chaudhary replied:

“We will check up. If it has not been sent, we will inquire into
it.”
4S. Shri Chaudhary was told that he should have checked up the facts
and come prepared before the Committee; more than two months had
elapsed and he was still not aware whether the intimation had been sent
or not. He was asked, “Now, that the intimation regarding rclcase has
not been received, what have you to say in thc matter?”

He replied:

“It is my mistake. I should have eusured it. I could not check it
and thought that the intimation might have been sent. I am sorry,
because it was my duty. The lapse may be cxcused becausc it has
happened due to my lack of experience.”

46. Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail. Lucknow,
stated!® during his evidence that he had received the rcleasc order of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 17 April, 1993 at 4.40 P.M,,
while the Warrant ‘B’ in the case under the U.P. Gangsters and Anti-
Social Activities (Prevention) Act, 1986, against the member was
rcceived earlier on the same day at 3.35 P.M. The member was,
therefore, not released and detained in the jail. According to the
Warrant ‘B’, the member was to be produced in the Court of Special
Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, on 20 April, 1993. Thc Chicf Judicial
Magistrate, Lucknow, therefore, directed the Lucknow jail authoritics to
transfer Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, to the Faizabad jail.
According to Shri Shukla, the member was taken by the escort team —
comprising of Shri J.M. Tripathi, Sub-Inspector and others — to
Faizabad.

47. Shri Shukla was asked whether he had received any intimation
about the lodgement of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, in
Faizabad jail. He replied:

“No, sir. When accused arc transferred from onc jail and admitted
in other jail, the intimation is given... He (the member) should
have been taken to the jail, but he was taken to the Court
straightaway... We have not received any intimation about thc

18. See Minutes of Evidence (Original in Hindi)
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member... We have, however, come to know that he was rclcased...
Had he been admitted in the Faizabad jail, they would certainly have
intimated us.”

48. Shri Shukla, on bcing asked as to why did he not transfer the
member to Faizabad jail on 18 April, 1993 when he had received the
Production Warrant on 17 April, 1993, replied, “Policc Guard was not
made available”.

49. During his further cvidencc beforc the Committce, Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, pointed out certain discrepancics between the
“Gang Chart” contained in the original file of the case under the U.P.
Gangsters and Anti-Social Activities (Prevention) Act, 1986, and the
“Gang Chart” furnished by the Superintendent of Police, Gonda, to the
Committee. He also handed over to the Committee, copics of two
judgements of the Allahabad High Court, which according to him had a
bearing on the case.

IV. Findings and Conclusions

50. The provisions relating to intimation required to bc scnt to the
Specaker, Lok Sabha, regarding arrest, detention, etc. and rcleasc of
members contained in the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in
Lok Sabha are as follows:—

*229. When a member is arrested on a criminal charge or for a
criminal offence or is sentenced to imprisonment by a court or
is detained under an executive order, the committing judge,
magistrate or executive authority, as the casc may bc, shall
immediately intimate such fact to the Speakcr indicating the
reasons for the arrest, detention or conviction, as thc casc may
be, as also the place of detention or imprisonment of the
member in the appropriate form set out in the Third Schedule.

230. When a member is arrested and after conviction released on bail
pending an appeal or otherwise released, such fact shall also be
intimated to the Speaker by the authority conccrned in the
appropriate form set out in the Third Schedule.

51. The Committee note that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was
arrested at Gonda, U.P., on 8 April, 1993, in a case registered by the
Central Bureau of Investigation under various sections of the Indian Penal
Code, and was lodged in the District Jail, Lucknow, on 9 April, 1993. On
16 April, 1993, the Special Judicial Magistrate (CBI), Lucknow, granted
bail to Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, and relcase order was sent to
the Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, on 17 April, 1993 (the day on
which bail papers were filed and accepted). The rcleasc order was
delivered, as per the jail-records, in the District Jail, Lucknow, at 16.40
hours on 17 April, 1993.



13

52. The Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, did not, however,
release Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, forthwith since, according
to him, he had already received production warrants in two different
cases from two different Courts in Uttar Pradesh requiring him to
produce Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, in those Courts on
different dates. The first production warrant, received in the District
Jail, Lucknow, on 12 April, 1993, was issued by the Court of Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, U.P., requiring Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, to be produced in that Court on 15 April, 1993 in Crime
No. 15873 under the Arms Act, 1959, registered against him at Police
Station Nawabganj, Gonda, U.P. The second production warrant,
received in the District Jail, Lucknow, on 17 April, 1993, was issued by
the Court of Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, requiring Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, to be produced in that Court on 20 April,
1993 in Crime No. 161/93 under the U.P. Gangsters and Anti-Social
Activities (Prevention) Act, 1986, rcgistcred against Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, at Police Station Nawabaganj, Gonda, U.P.

53. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was not, however, pro-
duced, as required, in the Court of the Chief Judicial Magistratc,
Gonda, U.P., on 15 April, 1993. He was produced in the Court of the
Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, U.P., on 20 April, 1993, and in
the Court of the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.. on
21 April, 1993. Since both the Courts declined to give remand to Shri
Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, as prayed for by thc police, the
member was released on 21 April, 1993, conscquent upon the rejection
by thc Additional Chicf Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, of the application
for remand for 14 days moved by the Sub-Inspcctor of Police Station
Nawabganj, Gonda.

54. It is a fact that no intimation regarding the rclcasec of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, was received in the Lok
Sabha Secretariat. The fact was further substantiated by the admission
of the concerned police, executive, jail and judicial authorities, who
appeared before the Committee for evidence that none of them had sent
any intimation to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, regarding Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh’s release on 21 April, 1993.

55. The allegation that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was
again arrested at Gonda on 21 April, 1993, after his rclcase and kept in
lock-up at the local police station during the night, was denied by the
policc and exccutive authorities who appeared before the Committec for
evidence.

56. Findings of the Committee on the issues broadly involved in the
case arc given bciow.

(i) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, who was lodged
in District Jail, Lucknow, since 9 April, 1993, was released on
17 April, 1993? If so, whether  non-intimation
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thereof to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, as required under rule 230 of
the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha,
amounted to any breach of privilege and contempt of the House?

and

(ii)) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was rearrested on
17 April, 1993? If so, whether\ non-intimation thereof to the
Speaker, Lok Sabha, as required under rule 229 of the said rules,
amounted to any breach of privilege and contempt of the House?

57. The Committee find that though bail was granted-to Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, in the CBI case on 16 April, 1993 and his
release order was delivered in the District Jail, Lucknow, on 17 April,
1993, he was not released from the jail on that day and was detained in the
jail on the basis of Production Warrants against him in two other cases.
The Committee are, therefore, of the view that inspite of the fact that
tcchnically speaking the Member had been releascd on bail in the offence
in which he was lodged in jail, he was not physically relcased from the jail.

58. The Committee also hold, on the same anology, that sincc Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was not physically rcleased from the jail, he
continued to be under custody in the District Jail, Lucknow. As such, the
Committee feel, the Member could not have been rearrested on 17 April,
1993.

59. Under the circumstanccs, no intimation was received in the Lok
Sabha Secretariat regarding the so-called release or rearrest of the Member
on 17th April, 1993. Keeping in view the fact that the Member was not
physically released and could not, therefore, ostensibly have bccn
rearrested, the Committee are disinclined to hold that any breach of
privilege or contempt of the Housc was committed in not sending any
intimation to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, regarding the alleged release and
rearrest of the Member on 17 April, 1993.

(ili) Whether intimation reagrding release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, on 21 April, was given to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, as
required under rule 230 of the said rules? If not, who was
responsible for the lapse?

60. As alrcady stated, no intimation was received in thc Lok Sabha
Secretariat, about the release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, at
Gonda on 21 April, 1993, inspite of the fact that the Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, had clearly stated in his order dated 21 April,
1993—whereby he had declined to give remand to the Member in the case
under the arms Act—that ‘‘intimation be sent to the Lok Sabha’.

61. The then Circle Officer, Gonda, the Superintendent of Police,
Gonda, and the District Magistrate, Gonda, admitted before the
Committec that they had not sent any intimation to the Speaker, Lok -
Sabha, about the relcase of the Member on 21 April, 1993. The Additional
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Chief Judicial Magistratc, Gonda, admitted that it was a lapse on his
part not to have ensured that the intimation was sent to the Lok Sabha
Secretariat by his officc in compliance of his order dated 1 April, 1993.

" All the officers, however, apologised to the Committec for not having
scnt to the intimation rcgarding release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

62. The Committec note that it js apparent from the evidence ten-
dered by the concerned officers before thc Committee that while on the
onc hand the officers were not sure whcther intimation regarding release
of a Member of Parliament is also required to be given to the Spcaker,
Lok Sabha, like the intimation regarding arrest or dectcntion of a
Member is given, on the other hand, therc appearcd to be a fair
amount of confusion in their minds as to who should give the intima-
tion.

The police officers who appcarcd before the Committee maintained
that the intimation should have been given by the Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate, who rclcased thc Memeber. The District Magistrate
also thought that’ thc Additional Chicf Judicial Magistrate should have
given the intimation. All of them presumed that the intimation might
havc bcen given by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda,
and did not care to asccrtain whether such an intimation was, in fact,
given or not.

The Additional Chicf Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, while apologising
for not having ensured that intimation was sent to the Lok Sabha
Sccrctariat by his officc as per his orders, pleaded before the Committee
that technically speaking he had not relcased the Member; he had
merely rejected the application moved by the policc requesting for
judicial remand for Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, in the case
under Arms Act.

63. The Committee arc of the vicw that thc Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Gonda, should havc cnsurcd that his order directing his
office to *‘Send intimation to Lok Sabha™ was duly complicd with by his
office.

The Committee, however, wish to bring on record that after consider-
ing the plea made by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistratc, Gonda,
the Committee find that the stand taken by him cannot be said to be
totally devoid of merit. The Commijgee appreciate the fact that the
order passed by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, was
not an order on any bail application on behalf of the Member; it was
an order on an application moved by the police seeking judicial remand
for the Member. The Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda,
rejected the application moved by the. podicg, His order dated 21 April,
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1993 does not anywhere mention that thc Member be released. As a
matter of fact, the operative portion of the order reads as follows:—

“The application for remand moved by the Police, Nawabganj, in
Crime No. 158/93 under sections 25/27 Arms Act is rejected and
warrant under section 267 Cr. P.C. is discharged. Intimation may
be sent to the Lok Sabha.”

64.Under these circumstances, even if—hypothetically speaking—intima-
tion as ordered by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, would
have been transmitted by his office, it would, in all probability, have been
an intimation regarding refusal of remand to Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, and not of his release.

65. The question that arises in these circumstances is “*Who is primarily
responsible for giving intimation about the release of a Mcmber?”

The Committee gave a serious thought to the matter. Rule 230 of the
Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha (referred to in
para 49 above) requires that intimation regarding release of a Member
shall be given “to the Speaker by the authority concerned in the
appropriate form sct out in the Third Schedule.”

The crucial words, in view of the Committec, arc “the authority
concerned”. It is the duty of the authority who relcases the Member to
inform the Spcaker, Lok Sabha.

\ 66. The Committee, however, note that the matter is not so simple as it
appears to be at the first blush. In the case under consideration of the
Committee, for instance, though the Special Judicial Magistratc (CBI),
Lucknow, granted bail to the Member and sent his release order to the
District Jail, Lucknow, the Member was not relcascd from the jail due to
the circumstances narrated above. On the other hand, the Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, did not release the Member; he merely
rejected his remand application, yet the Member was released as there was
no other case against him.

67. The Committee, thercforc, feel that intendment of the words
“authority concerned” in rule 230, is — the person or authority who
actually and physically releases the Member from restraint, detention,
confinement or custody.

In all cases, therefore, where a Member is arrested or detdined etc. by
police authorities for violation of prohibitory orders or other such offences,
and released by them after the occasion is over, the intimation should be
sent by the concerned police authorities. |

' In cases where a Member is arrested or detained by police and is
produced before a Magistrate and released on bail or otherwise released,
the intimation should be given by the concerned police authorities/
magistrate.
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/In cases, where a Member, after his arrest, is remanded to judicial
custody and sent to jail, it appears to be in the fitness of things that
intimation regarding his subsequent release should be sent by the con-
cerned jail authorities when the Member is actually and physically released
from the jail.

68. The question for considcration before the Committee, in the
backdrop of the discussion above, is: “Who was responsible in this case for
not sending intimation to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, about the release of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, at Gonda?”

69. The Committee feel that the occasion for consideration of this case
by the Committee would not have at all arisen had proper procedure been
followed while transferring Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, from
District Jail, Lucknow, to Faizabad Jail.

70. It was stated by Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District
Jail, Lucknow, that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was required to
be transferred to Faizabad Jail, as per the orders of the Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Lucknow, on the Production Warrant received from the Court
of Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad. According to Shri Shukla,
whenever an undertrial or detenue is required to be transferred to another
jail, a request is sent to the District police authorities to provide police
escort to take the person to the other jail. The detenue so transferred is
requircd to be lodged in the other jail by the police party escorting him
and the Superintendent of that jail is required to send an intimation to the
first jail about the lodgement of thc detenue.

71. The Committce, however, find that though Shri Yaduvendra Shukla,
Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, had made a request on 18 April,
1993, to the police authorities in Lucknow to provide police escort for
transferring Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, to Faizabad jail for
being produced before the Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, on 20
April, 1993, the police escort was provided as late as 20 April, 1993.
Consequently, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was transferred to
Faizabad jail in the morning (at 9.15 A.M.) of 20 April, 1993, i.e., the day
on which he was to be produced in the Court of Special Judge (Gangster
Act), Faizabad.

According to Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, who
escorted the Member to Faizabad, they reached Faizabad at about 1 P.M.
and he straightaway took the Member to the court instead of taking him to
the Faizabad Jail. The Committee note with concern that when Shri
Yaduvendra Shukla was asked whether the Member should have been
taken to Faizabad Jail when he was transferred to that jail, or should he
have been taken to court, he admitted that the correct procedure was that
he should have been taken to the jail and lodged there. He, however,
added that the “practice is that they (the persons being transferred) are
taken to court.” He also stated that he had not received any intimation
about lodgement of the Member in Faizabad Jail.
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72. Had the proper procedurc been followed by the authorities con-
cerned, the Committee are convinced, that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, would have been transferred to Faizabad Jail in time and
lodged there properly. It would then have been the duty of Faizabad Jail
authorities to produce him in the Court of Special Judge (Gangster Act),
Faizabad, on 20 April, 1993, and in the Court of Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Gonda, on 21 April, 1993. It would also have been the duty of
Faizabad Jail authorities to send intimation of releasc of Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, after the rejection by the said courts of police
applications for remand of the Member.

73. The turn of the cvents in this case leaves the Committee in no
manner of doubt that the procedure for transfer of detenues from one jail
to another is being followed in the State of Uttar Pradesh more in its
violation rather than in its observance.

74. The Committee would also like to comment on the role ptayed by
Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, in this whole unhappy
episode. First, he violated the procedure in not taking Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, to the Faizabad Jail, admittedly on the ground that
since by the time they reached Faizabad, it was already 1 P.M., he took
the Member straightaway to the Court instead of taking him to jail.
Secondly, after application for remand of the Member was rejected by the
Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad, on 20 April, 1993, he took it
upon himself to take the Member to Gonda on the same day for being
produced in the Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda,
instead of taking him to Faizabad Jail and handing him over to the jail
authorities. Thirdly, sincc the courts in Gonda were closed by the time
they reached there, he (according to his version which was contradicted by
the Mcmber) took the Member to his residence and kept him there for the
night.

75. The Committce feel that Shri Tripathi should have taken the
Member straightaway to Faizabad Jail instead of producing him on his own
in the Court of Special Judge (Gangster Act), Faizabad. The Committee
also feel that Shri Tripathi was not supposed to take Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, to Gonda. Shri Tripathi admitted before the Commit-
tec that his act in keeping Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh at his residence
(as per his version) was not in keeping with the established procedure. The
Committee, on the contrary, are of the ~iew that if, as stated by Shri
Tripathi, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh was kept at his residence it was
highly irregular.

76. The Committee, after carefully going through the documents on
record and the evidence tendered before them, have come to the
conclusion that there have been avoidable lapses and mistakes of omission
and commission in this case. The Committee are pained to note that the
attitude of the concerned authorities throughout this sorry episode had
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been one of characteristic bureaucratic indifference. They appeared to be
totally unmindful of the fact that a Member of Parliament was involved in
the case. A little more consideration, a little more tact on their part might
have helped preventing the things from reaching such a stage where
everybody concerned presumed that somebody else would give intimation
about the release of the Member but all of them ended up ultimately,
giving no intimation.

The Committee are, however, inclined to hold that the non-intimation of
the release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, was
more of a combined and cumulative effect of unintended mistakes of
omission and commission rather than a premeditated or wilful disregard of
the requirement of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok
Sabha.

(iv) Whether the non-intimation of release of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, amounts to a breach of privilegc and contempt of the
House?

(77. The Committee note that the then Circle Officer, Gonda, and the
Supcrintendent of Police, Gonda, admitted before the Committee their
ignorance of the fact that intimation regarding release of a Member of
Parliament is also required to be given to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. The
Committce are of the view that no responsible Government Officer —
least of all police officers — should plead ignorange of law or rules and
regulations as an excuse. The Committee take a very serious notc of the
ignorance of the relevant provisions of rule 230 of the Rules of Procedure
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha (about intimation regarding release
of Members) shown by the concerned police officers. |

78. 'While holding, in light of the discussion above, that a breach of
privilege and contempt of the House has been committed in not sending
intimation to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, about the releasc of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, on 21 April, 1993, at Gonda, the Committee
keeping in view the totality of the facts and circumstances of the case and
the unconditional apologies tendered by the Circle Officer, Gonda, thc
Superintendent of Police, Gonda, the District Magistrate, Gonda, and the
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, feel that do furthcr action be
taken in the matter and it be droppcd.p

79. The Committee desire that suitable instructions be issucd to all
concerned to ensure that established procedure regarding transfer of
detenues from one jail to another — particularly when Members of
Parliament are involved — is strictly followed and meticulously adhered to.
The Committee also desire, even at the risk of stating the obvious, to
reiterate that the need to be extra-careful and cautious by all concerned
when dealing with Members of Parliament can hardly be over-emphasised.

80. The Committee observe that there was some doubt and misconcep-
tion in the minds of officers who appeared before them as to whether
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intimation regarding the release of Members of Parliament is also required
to be given to the Speaker, Lok Sabha, like the intimation of arrest and
detention etc. of the Members. The Committee desire that the provisions
of rules 229 and 230 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in
Lok Sabha be brought to the notice of all the concerned authorities and
suitable instructions be issued to cnsurc that these are complicd with in
letter and spirit.

(v) Whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was rearrested at
Gonda on 21 April, 1993, and kept in lock-up at the local police
station during the night? If so, whether it amounts to a breach of
privilege and contempt of the House?

81. The Committee observe that diametrically oppositc statements were
made on this point by the Mcmber and by the authorities concerned.
While the Member maintained that he was rearrested on 20 April, 1993,
and kept in police lock-up for the night, the police officers and the District
Magistrate, Gonda, denied the allegation and stated that the Member was
ncither rearrested nor kept in police lock-up.

82. The Committee have been unable to reconcile the contradictory
statements made by ‘the Member on the one hand and thec concerned
officers on the other.

The Committee note that the notice of question of privilege given by
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, referred only to his alleged rearrest
on 17 April, 1993 and rclease on 20 April, 1993. Therc was no mention in
his notice, of his alleged rearrest on 20 April, 1993 and his confinement in
policc lock-up for the night. Moreover, the Member did not even refer to
the issue of his being kept in police lock-up when he raiscd thc matter on
the floor of the House on 23 April, 1993. Technically speaking, therefore,
this issue is beyond the terms of reference of the Committee.

The Committee, thereforc, prefer not to pursue this aspect of the matter
further.

83. A host of legal issues were raised by Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, during his evidence before the Committce on two occasions.
As stated earlier, the Committee decided to steer clear of legal issues —
which can best be interpreted and settled only by courts of law — and
confine themselves only to issues relating to alleged breach of privilege and
contempt of the House.

The Committee, however, wish to bring on record that Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, handed over copies of two judgements of the
Allahabad High Court [Dharampal vs. State of Uttar Pradesh, ACC,
1982(19) and Mohammad Daud alias Mohammad Saleem vs. Superinten-
dent of District Jail, Moradabad and others, 1993 Cr. L.J. 1358] which
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according to him had a bearing on his case. The Committee note that in
the first of these judgements, the Allahabad High Court observed inter alia
as follows:—

“The requisitions issued by the criminal Courts in Haryana, there-
fore, did not authorise the Supdt., District Jail, Meerut to keep the
two petitioners in his custody. They merely required the Supdt. to
produce the two petitioners before the concerned Courts only if the
Supdt. was entitled to keep them in his custody under some valid
authority. Since various requisition orders did not authorise the
Supdt., District Jail, Mecrut to keep the two petitioners in custody
and the moment the petitioners had been admitted to bail in all the
criminal cases in connection with which their detention in District
Jail, Meerut had been authorised, the authority of the Supdt.,
District Jail, to kcep the petitioners under detention came to an end
and the petitioncr’s detention after being releascd on bail, became
illegal and without authority of law. Thec requisitions received from
the Criminal Courts at Haryana under Section 3 of the Prisoncrs
(Attendance in Courts) Act, 1955 or under Section 267 of the Codc
of Criminal Procedure could not confer any valid authority on the
Supdt. of jail to keep the petitioncrs under detention and render his
custody in District Jail, Meerut valid.”

In the second judgement, the Allahabad High Court made the following
observations on this point:—

“Taking up first thc submission of the petitioner based on S. 267 of
the Cr. P.C. that a warrant issued undcr the said section does not
constitute a detention order authorising detention in prison of a
person, it would be found that it is fully bornc out from the
provisions of S. 267 itself. The head-notc as well as the phraseology
of the said section indicates that the order cnvisaged therein is an
order to produce a person confined or detained in a prison before a
criminal court for answcring to-a charge or for the purpose of any
proceedings against him. An order under this scction does not
partake the character of a detention order by the court seeking
production qua the charge of the proceedings pending before it. This
view finds support also from the principles laid down in Dharampal
V. State of U.P.”

84. The Committee tried to ascertain whether there existed any judge-
ment of the Supreme Court whereby these judgements might have been
reversed later on, but werc unable to find any. The Committee, being
conscious of thc fact that they are not equipped to go into these legal
matters, would nevertheless like to make one guarded observation. If the
judgements referred to by Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, have not
been reversed and are still binding, as the orders of the superior courts
are, suitable steps be taken to find out why, inspite of
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such observations of the court, persons are being detained in jail merely on
the basis of production warrants issued under section 267 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure. Committee would also appreciate it if remedial
measures are immediately taken.

V. Recommendation

85. The Committee recommend that no further action need be taken by
the House in the matter and it be dropped.

New DELHI; SHIV CHARAN MATHUR,
1 October, 1993 Chairman,

Committee of Privileges.

9 Asvina, 1915 (Saka)
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Fifteenth Sitting
New Delhi, Thursday, 27 May, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.10 to 16.00 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur—Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Ram Sunder Dass

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi

Dr. Debi Prosad Pal

Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat
Shri Allola Indrakaran Reddy

SECRETARIAT

Shri G.L. Batra — Additional Secretary
Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

NoneEwLN

2. At the outset, the Chairman, Committee of privileges informed the
Committee that the Speaker has referred the question of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Bri)
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993 to the Committee for examination, investigation and report.

3. The Committee took up consideration of the matter. Members
expressed their views.

4. The Committee decided that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, be
requested to appear before the Committee for oral evidence on Monday, 7
June, 1993.

5." Lh L L] e LR X ] L 1]

The Committee then adjourned

**Paras 5-7 relate to another case and have accordingly been omitted.

25



I
Sixteenth Sitting
New Delhi, Tuesday, 8 June, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.15 to 16.30 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman

MEMBERS

2. Shri Ram Narain Berwa
3. Shri Amal Datta
4. Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
5. Shri Anna Joshi
6. Shri Venkata Krishna Reddy Kasu
7. Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat
SECRETARIAT
Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director”
WITNESS

Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP.

2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was called in and examined on
oath. During his evidence, he referred to and handed over copies of
certain documents connected with his case.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept)
(The witness then withdrew)
The Committee then adjourned.

26



I
Seventeenth Sitting
New Delhi, Wednesday,.9 June, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.20 to 15.45 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Venkata Krishna Reddy Kasu
Shri Tej Narayan Singh

A o ol

SECRETARIAT

Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. The Committee decided that the following officials of Government of
Uttar Pradesh be asked to appear before the Committee for oral evidence:

On Tuesday, 29 June, 1993
(i) Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj, Gonda, U.P.;
(i) Circle Officer, Gonda, U.P.;
(iii) Superintendent of Police, Gonda, U.P.;

(iv) The Inspector of Police, Lucknow, who escorted Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, MP, from District Jail, Lucknow, to District Gonda
in compliance of Warrant ‘B’ issued against Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh.

On Wednesday, 30 June, 1993
(i) District Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.;
(ii) IInd Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.; and
(iii) Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, U.P.
27
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4. The Committee also decided that the following documents be called
for from the Government of Uttar pradesh:

(i) General Diary (original) and Case Diary (original) of Police Station
Nawabganj, District Gonda, U.P., containing entries regarding
Crime No. 158/93 under sections 2527 Arms Act and Crime No.
161793 under section 3(1) U.P. Gangster Act against Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP;

(ii) Original Warrants ‘B’ issued against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan
Singh, MP, in Crime Nos. 158793 and 16193, Police Station
Nawabganj, Gonda, U.P.; and

(iii) Original records of District Jail, Lucknow, relating to Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh together with the original release order datcd
17 April, 1993, of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh in CBI and
entries regarding rcceipt in the jail of Warrant ‘B’ against the MP.

5 ¥ LA - LR »¥ L 2] L X

6. The Committee decided to meet again on Tuesday, 29 June, 1993 and
Wednesday, 30 June, 1993.

The Committee then adjourned.

**Para S relates to another case and has accordingly been omitted.



v
Eighteenth Sitting
New Delhi, Monday 5 July, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.10 to 18.00 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri K. Ramamurthy

Shri Allola Indrakaran Reddy
Shri Tej Narayan Singh

S o

SECRETARIAT

Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

Witnesses

1. Shri B.R. Saroj, Station Officer,
Police Station Nawabganj, Gonda, U.r.

2. Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, UP.
3. Shri G.P. Sharma, Superintendent of Police, Gonda, UP.
4. Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, UP.

2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993 to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. Shri B.R. Saroj, Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj, Gonda,
Uttar Pradesh, was called in and examained on oath.

As the General Diary (original) and Case Diary (original) of Police
Station Nawabganj, District Gonda, Uttar Pradesh, containing entries
regarding Crime No. 158/93 under sections 25/27 of the Arms Act, 1959
and Crime No. 161/93 under sections 3(1) of the U.P. Gangster Act, 1986
against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, furnished by the Superinten-
dent of Police, Gonda, UP, were not legible, the Station Officer,
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Police Station Nawabganj, Gonda, was directed by the Committee to
furnish typed copier there of for use of the Committee. He was also
directed to furnish a copy of the Uttar Pradesh Gangster Act, 1986.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

4. Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, UP, was then
called in and examained on oath.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

5. Shri G.P. Sharma, Superintendent of Police, Gondd, UP, was then
called in and examined on oath.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

6. Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, UP, was then called
in and examined on oath.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)
The Commitree then adjourned.



v
Nineteenth Sitting
New Delhi, Tuesday, 6 July, 1993
The Committee sat from 11.25 to 13.30 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

2. Shri Ram Narain Berwa
3. Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
4. Shri Allola Indrakaran Reddy
5. Shri Tej Narayan Singh

SECRETARIAT

Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

Witnesses
1. Shri B.D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, UP.

2. Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gonda, UP.

3. Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, UP.

2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993 to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. Shri B.D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, UP, was called in and
examined on oath.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

4. Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gonda, UP, was then called in and examined on oath.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

5. Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow, UP,
was then called in and examined on oath.
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Shri Shukla stated during his evidence that Warrant ‘B’ in Crime No.
158793 under section 25/27 of the Arms Act, 1986 was received in District
Jail, Lucknow, on 12 April, 1993. He, however, stated that as the records
rclating thereto were not available with him, he was not in a position to
state whether Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, was produced in court
in pursuance of the said Warrant ‘B’. The Chairman directed Shri Shukla
to furnish the information immediately for consideration of the Committee
after checking up his records.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)
6. The Committee decided to meet again on Tuesday, 20 July, 1993.
The Committee then adjourned.



VI
Twentieth Sitting
New Declhi, Tuesday, 20 July, 1993
The Committec sat from 15.15 to 15.45 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Ram Sunder Das

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat
Shri Tej Narayan Singh

Norwnaewn

SECRETARIAT

Shri G.L. Batra — Additional Secretary
Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

Witnesses

2. The Committee took up considcration of the qucstion of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rcarrest and rclcase of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by policc at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993 to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. The Chairman recad out a lctter addresscd to him by Shri Brij’

Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP rcqucsting that hc may bc allowcd to give his
evidence before the Committce oncc again.

4. The Committcc decided that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP be
allowed to dcpose again before the Committec.

5. The Committec also decided that a factual statcmcnt may be obtaincd
from the Superintendent of Policc, Gonda, UP, showing thc latest position
with regard to the investigation, etc. of the cases mcntioned in thc ‘Gang
Chart’ in Crime No. 16193 under the U.P. Gangster Act registcred
against Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, at Police Station Nawabganj,
Gonda.

6. The Committee decided to meet again on Thursday, 5 August, 1993.
The Committee then adjourned.
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Twenty-First Sitting
New Delhi, Thursday, 5 August, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.15 to 15.50 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Sunder Das

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangv&ar
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat

wewn

SECRETARIAT

Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director
Witnesses
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP

2. The Committee took up consideration of thc quecstion of privilege
regarding non-intimation of the alleged rcarrcst and rcleasc of Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April,
1993 to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

3. The Chairman informed that, as desired by the Committee, a factual
statement had been obtaincd from the Supcrintcndent of Police, Gonda,
U.P., showing thc latest position with regard to the investigation etc. of
the cases mentioned in the *Gang Chart” in Crime No. 161/93 under the
Uttar Pradesh Gangsters Act, 1986 rcgistcrcd against Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, M.P. and copics thercof had been circulated to the members
of the Committee.

4. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P., who was alrcady on oath, was
then called in and examined. During his cvidence beforc the Committee,
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, refcrred to cases mentioned at Serial Nos.
1, 2 and 30 of the “Gang Chart” in casc Crime No. 161/93 against him
and stated that though the cases pertaincd to the yecars 1978, 1982 and
1980 respectively, he had not received any summons/intimation etc. with
regard to the said cases from any Court so far. Shri Singh also pointed out
some discrepancy between the “*Gang Chart” forwarded by the Superinten-
dent of Police, Gonda, U.P. with his lctter dated 27 July, 1993 and the
*Gang Chart contained in the original file pertaining to case in Crime No.
161/93.
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S. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P. also referred to and handed
over copies of two judgements of the Allahabad High Court, having a
bearing on his case.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept.)
(The witness then withdrew.)

6. The Committee decided that a factual statement be obtained from the
Superintendent of Police, Gonda, U.P. clarifying the points raised by
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P.

7. The Committee also decided that copies of the two judgements
handed over by Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, during his evidence
before the Committee be circulated to members of the Committee:.

8. The Committee decided to meet again on Wednesday, 25 August,
1993.

The Commitiee then adjourned.



VIl
Twenty-Third Sitting
New Delhi, Monday, 6 September, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.15 to 15.45 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Syed Masudal Hossain

Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Venkata Krishna Reddy Kasu
Shri Uttamrao Patil

NovAwN

SECRETARIAT

Shri J.P. Ratnesh — Director
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

2. At the outset, the Chairman welcomed Shri Syed Masudal Hossain, "’
MP, who had been nominated to the Committcc on 1 September, 1993,
vice Shri Amal Datta, MP, who resigned with cffect from 12 July, 1993.

3. The Committee then took up consideration of the question of
privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged rc-arrest and release of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, by policc at Lucknow on 17 and 20
April, 1993, to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha.

4. The Chairman read out the fax message dated 21 August, 1993
received from the Superintendent of Police, Gonda, UP, through the
Ministry of Home Affairs. The Chairman pointed out that while the
Superintendent of Police, Gonda, UP, had intimated that the Senior
Superintendent of Police, Faizabad, had been informed about the non-
receipt of summons by Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP, he had not
stated anything about the discrepancy in the “Gang Chart” forwarded by
him with his letter dated 27 July, 1993 and the *“Gang Chart’ contained in
the original file pertaining to case in Crime No. 161/93. Copies of the fax
message were circulated to the members of the Committee.

5. Members expressed their views.

As the question of discrepancy in the ‘“Gang Charts’ was not germane to
the specific issue under consideration of the Committee, it was decided by
the Committee not to pursue this aspect of the matter further.
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6. The Committee decided that the draft Report on the matter might be
prepared and circulated to the membes of the Committee for consideration
of the Committee.

The Committee then adjourned.



IX
Twenty-Fifth Sitting
New Delhi, Thursday, 30 September, 1993
The Committee sat from 15.15 to 16.00 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Ram Sunder Das

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Syed Masudal Hossain
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Bhagwan Shanker Rawat
Shri Tej Narayan Singh

®_oNN RN

SECRETARIAT

Shri G.L. Batra — Additional Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

2. At the outset, the members of the Committee paid their homage to
persons who were killed in earthquake in Marathwada region on
30 September, 1993.

Members stood in silence for a short while as a mark of respect to the
departed souls.

3. The Committee then took up consideration of their draft Second
Report. The Chairman recalled that the then Circle Officer, Gonda, and
the Supreintendent of Police, Gonda, during their evidence before the
Committee admitted their ignorance of the fact that intimation regarding
release of a member of Parliament is also required to be given to the
Speaker, Lok Sabha, and suggested that a para may be inserted in the
Report suitably bringing out this fact on record.

4. The Chairman also suggested a correction in para 81 of the draft
Second Report that the words “permit themselves” be substituted by the
word “‘make”.

The Committee then adjourned.
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X
Twenty-Sixth Sitting
New Delhi, Friday, 1 October, 1993
The Committee sat from 11.20 to 11.45 hours.
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Berwa

Shri Ram Sunder Das

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar

Shri Syed Masudal Hossain

Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Tej Narayan Singh
SECRETARIAT

Shri J.P. Ratnesh — Direcror
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

2. The Committee took up further consideration of their draft Second
Report.

3. The Committee considered the following draft para, inserted after
para 74 of the draft Second Report:—

74A. The Committee note that the then Circle Officer, Gonda, and the
Superintendent of Police, Gonda, admitted before the Committee
their ignorance of the fact that intimation regarding release of a
member of Parliament is also required to be given to the Speaker,
Lok Sabha. The Committee are of the view that no responsible
Government Officer—Ileast of all police officers—should plead
ignorance of law or rules and regulations as an excuse. The
committee take a very serious note of the ignorance of the relevant
provisions of rule 230 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business in Lok Sabha (about intimation regarding release of
members) shown by the concerned police officers.

The Committee agreed to the insertion of para 74A.
4. The Committee also considered the correction in para 81 of the draft

Second Report and decided that the words “permit themselves” be
substituted by the word ‘‘make’.

5. The Committee then considered the draft Second Report as amended
and adopted it.

Nouvaswn
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6. The Committee decided that the evidence recorded by the Committee
be appended to the Report of the Committee.

7. The Committee authorised the Chairman to submit their Second
Report to the Speaker and recommend that it be laid on the Table of the
House.

The Committee then adjourned.



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE




LIST OF WITNESSES

Page
Tuesday, 8 June, 1993
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP 44
Monday, S July, 1993
(1) Shri B.R. Saroj, Station Officer, Police Station Nawab- 51
ganj, Gonda, UP
(2) Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, UP 62
(3) Shri G.P. Sharma, Superintendent of Police, Gonda, UP 70
(4) Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow, UP 76
Tuesday, 6 July, 1993
(1) Shri B.D.Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, UP 81
(2) Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial 90
Magistrate, Gonda, UP
(3) Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail, 93
Lucknow, UP
Thursday, § August, 1993
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP 102
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE
COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES

Tuesday, 8 June, 1993
PRESENT
Shri. Shiv Charan Mathur—Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Narain Bcrwa

Shri Amal Datta

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Venkata Krishna Rcddy Kasu
Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat

Nowvmewn

SECRETARIAT

Shri T.S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director

WINTESS
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P.
(The Committee met at 15.15 hours)
Evidence of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, you havc bcen
asked to appear before this Committee to give your cvidence in conncction
with the question of privilege rcgarding non-intimation of your alleged
rearrest and releasc by policc at Lucknow on 17 and 20 April, 1993 to the
Speaker, Lok Sabha.

I may inform you that undcr rulc 275 of the Rules of Proccdurc and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the evidence that you may give before
the Committee is to be treated by you as confidential till thc Report of the
Committee and its proceedings arc presented to the Lok Sabha. Any
premature disclosure or publication of the proceedings of the Committce
would constitute a breach of privilege and contempt of the House. The
evidence which you will give before the Committee may be reported to the
House.

Now you may please take oath or make affirmation as you like.
sft sRrgeor yro fifg: ¥ FonpEm o i fR R wow dm & R Y W oo R
AN wea {m ag v 0, A 3o T fowem ok N wem w B 20 g@ A 8y
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wumf wgEw: TS ¥ A A veeh fred g o, R gE saw we
W g R o wEE A ww R R R e gEd e g, SR e
A g B T @ T W Wy A W wfafy F one aw v W wR
M W TR ¥ fRE R § w we gt ol R anven fnwaw fR T sEe
YO AaG THET B %E oh ™ e Rl rear e @ M sk e gam
sy dFa B T AE R T ax W IEEd W A D W o R

st gy oy firg: g AT 8.4.1993 A WR: 8 X W A wW TR,
foren e A W40 am. rwR fF T 3k R e wew ¥ TR @ ™ R
0 fa AR & w3 QR o WA 0, R T A WF 9 a0E B 1 TR
20 foe W fH man

|Vl gEEa: TEEs 3R A fRan wwg wma 22

3it g yrw fidE: @ S o X1 E o oS e ¥ 1 @ F wte g
T A AT R T WR 5 W facm ¥ AoRe & wmd Yn R own

augfa wRem: aeE R w9 AfeRe ¥ uma Yw fem man

st ganqEer v fdg: 7@ 1 a9 20 e W AfRE F W A femr T W
T Y T W 5 W AV A% ¥ delem 3 @ o wed ¥ wn

st @l FER TER: e e ¥ A F oFElen e g w2

st yaquu yror faw: fak o freri @ @@ w )

sht gongEor v fidg: ame Al W W g9 R fem T @ 3\ W qemen
& A W g oEY AN Wl o1 Fefh g6 @ A M 4-5 frehmie g & ik A
g ey 3k ek A ¥ AfF Woafleande ard Rt F oo T 2 R A1 7@
% i 2efeR ot R T A A @ w1, 30 W A Wed F odE WEd T8 W
I |

Tamfd TRER: RN AN FE @ g W

st gaEor yor fag: g P Fewy e A @ g ow @ 5
s-3r-ufy 1 39 THE N oddE T o Af N e fem & @ o fe
T TG IS WA T8 W W @ § 3R 78 Wl @ am-an T e @ wmd
N T AU XA I XA N AR T AR A W W FH F

AN TREE: 3§ EH A AR 99 W@ U

st qoymu o fag: @ W-ow gt ¥ feafee ¥ frer e w&f
Wealoamde T P wac T8 W | I WA fren A B Fw 5 N REr F w@@
a A el fren 3| wrE ofom N w99 T g vdne o @) ofem &
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am 3w wfde dW e v vive A ok W W oW 3 w6 W 3o
sfvidt ¥ o WY F AR AR TieE 2 AW W e W R R & @
R A WA w6 AN e = @ anfy sk ofe ¥ wfe) e 12 whe
N IV 25 /27 A W TR W @ e AR | B-aR= TR g TEEs o
? @ T TR AR 317 vhE W ARz & W W R R o o
fie % om feer w onfde § vl 3 O R e ) e R T 3 W
fr afigm 20 afes st & T § 3k andt w s & WP Y0 T} R
A W R =3 = B o T wwm R} el o o T e #) q@ 1S
e N T v o A R g T Tl AR T 16 e W ImEE SRR
B ¢ ik 17 wiw W g O w17 whw W A el ¥ Y TETS R
A 16 wim W godie Moy W A WO g TR W &K@ T sk 17 wda
R fadn e S T R-aw= T ) 17 T B A o a AR
A=z & e fedt W ot W I A T T W v ¥ R PR & T 20
ata N Yo e Jafn 15 ol R Y0 o o A T W W W g few Ao @
g R % wwa W aEndn % o Y fem T W A w0 e fe
AR & wea A @ A o) N W AW WA W F 25727 F AR W R FN
qae o T ¥, AfF R um S avea W oonide € tehn R IR 3w g
R & T § ) W Wl @ G e ok ¥ i mnde 3 g 20 Al
B @ A e A wR FEen A N P B A g TS A A e
b 3R w0 5 TF AR N gEn i A sE e § el A W@ v @
N ag o =} S ARRE F W w9 A e M) A 3T wfRT SR
R o % AW ARTRZ ¥ VR R 3N B | SR W PR T 3w B i R
gaferg A aed FW W AraR W R THA | T R T@AS F A9 3 g9 o K m
§ Mtw } TR A A 39 P N I & el W e & el I ww fF AR
feg TesmeatRe forah fF TaRm & ® T &1 I ww B e @ T fadh sk
W

wvafy wiEa: AN Al W AW qad, ¥ I g R

it e yreon fig: A soE a2 X Em ) itE & qEeate 3k ¥R A
T W 9T F: N WA sk AW ER QA W R REm @ Y
} ofoRe & @R T A R Wl forn ) R A R wElE W RYE @ T, 7% 20
Am AR WROW AN @t M A R ERm ¥ @ T

M WA v T IR W W W ghe faee afee ff aw T Rl

s yarguor yrw fip: 7 O W W ¢ A g9 W A PR e & e ey @
@ v 8, AR I T T ) e A g e i & ' @: Y e
I e ¥ Wy w e AR Al O gR B w0 3 W W fi R & B
fean 1 ¥ o W T gu w0 R PR TR M FW 25 /27 W AW wW R A g Om
A, AfFT A N 7N A TeT A M ik e I F g0 O R R W A N1
" W s T
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it v YRt TEw: TR ¥ R & wd ¥

sit yorguor yror fiig: dome & oz & sw W e 4, 17 ol ¥ smw
# sk 19 odw ¥ Rw A = N

R TREE: W9 A W T € ¢, el 9 6 freard % W # 24
R ¥ I i ¥ TR Jn T e T e sfewRd W owen t
@9-9R 9 W 99 -9 A T T W WE 23-24 W B WA ¥ wwiw o
s T T ¥

st gorquor yro fig: 8 adw R g3 frwar fen T sk TeRE o T,
9 af@ M 1.20 W JW AR T TR T AR 8 AW N @ wua @ ww &1 A
A Y fF o whm N M- A TE A T A 8 @ N R W @ o

wvfy Tgea: IR B e TR W @ T2
st oo yror fidg: W €
wafy wgea: A R Saen e Fon

wuNfa Tdew: TR Pl & qafes geed % @ da 3, 3 e Anww
fFm T v Sam WER M T TR W R ¥ ffewwn ¥ W ) W
g I aEa A fF T 8 ok 9 Wi M gEW ww W sh A A ot ¥w
s g 2117 ok 20 @ # R frward & od gafew w sfen e e
# T8 Wt v Awew wfaEem B oFE At

st qorgEm yor fifg: 17 adE W A e N T, @ gEw A A
3k 20 arirm B N ot A ¢ IEAR gEw @ AR T 20 /A 21 T aw e
foan-ft & wn a1 dodoame & WH M WA AW AR ® T W N WR-9W W
FH A IR A F oM

wvfd TPed: 98 '™ IR PN

st gogEw yRw fig: S A FR T F e T deemdedete wRw ¥ )
e o A sweR | TR @ ARenie 1 R deme) { o A omi A oft uw W
Ao v ¥ M e R @ o oW R T R A wkw v ¥ W oaw QA
M-I W IR-ggER de e SR e e ald ¥ T

st T AEw A TR AR B A FW A fivwar B T IR e
fore 33 R =fim =}

sit gorEm yo fifg: srdhan ¥ faafra B R five IR ¥ a9 A Dedfoamde
3 firem PR W W@ N ow d Ruis sredwa B

st T Tnrw dEn: AR s ot W v @ A Rae @ feh, @
TR wed A B @ whw N Y2

st gorvquor yro fig: 9 o W 13.20 W qR SgEfE wRd F Yo o™
IR WA @ TS J§ A S
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ot T T dvn: IO g 25 /27 iR W a1 IEd wqdfvae @
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(The witness then withdrew)
The meeting then adjourned.



Monday, 5§ July, 1993
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS
Shri Ram Narain Berwa
Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
Shri Anna Joshi
Shri K. Ramamurthy

Shri Allola Indrakaran Reddy
Shri Tej Narayan Singh

NGLAWN

Secretariat
Ke

Shri T. S. Ahluwalia — Joint Secretary
Shri V. K. Sharma — Assistant Director

Witnesses

1. Shri B. R. Saroj, Station Officer, Police Station Nawabganj,
Gonda, UP.

2. Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, UP.
3. Shri G. P. Sharma, Superientendent of Police, Gonda, UP.

4. Shri J. M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Luknow, UP.
(The Commirtee Met at 15.10 Hours)

(1) Evidence of Shri B. R. Saroj, Station Officer, Police Station
Nawabganj, Gonda, U.P.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Saroj, you have been asked to appear before this
Committee to give your evidence in connection with the question of
privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P., by police at Luknow on 17 and 20
April, 1993, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

I may inform you that under rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the evidence that you may give before
the Committee is to be treated by you as confidential till the Report of the
Committee and its proceedings are presented to the Lok Sabha. Any
premature disclosure or publication of the proceedings of the Committee
would constitute a breach of privilege and contempt of the House. The
evidence which you will give before the Committee may be reported to the
House.

Now you may please take oath or make affirmation as you like.
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™, ¥ qE A w9 TG 87

st afte e WAN: T8 | IGF & T8 39 W T 7Y A | 3G W )W JE § e
¥ gfm gw A

st W A & T FEN 2 R owHe uR ¥ oE-3W % W T
sit afle e WAW: T o AN F R Y 9w facga To@ aw ¥y

sft T AW v TR A A TR AW RR ) T R o -3 A T IR
CHR IR G

sft e e WM TH, W H-3W A TR w@ @ A mn
st GAw FUR AR T 20 WE B AN gH W A T @
st afte ame ww: T, W odhE A

warafa wREa: 39 T8 WA ¥ FF wE W w-aW # T@ A
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st e e wWAM: ¥ W, ;@ T ey I Y1 o oam e W@
A agn g R@EE A RRAB Y

Nl wPEE : = TR T R w9 A uw b

st e ame WM TE WA qw & fog T B2

wwfa wEEa: SN T W ¥ e X df)

st e e WAN: ¥9 FA AR W W 2 A

st ¥ Ammu fig: @ @ e ¥ AR WW ¥ IW A gHEEW 6
frrm W <& PR A 3@ T o AW s ¥ Idfem A 92

st wfle - FAW: IV WHY TM W ™ FZGA W A A

st A7 Aawm fag: W FW A Gevm FE afued @ S @ w @ fw
T QAN WA A oA o v R HuEd ¥ orew W s
Eccociil 7

st afle 3o WA =E M Al A ¥ v FX Id R, ow W o ¥
T o Mt B ¥ A sl S R # oM g 4 a@ W BE 9 T R
T R AE o) qE aF ¥ I ¢ A @M T

Y A amam faw: ® o6 fTEa W AGE FE TR R W RV TR
FWE QA W) AW AN B FEE T W G B F IRW °I?

3t & WM |AN: a® | ¥ @M TE 9|
st ¥ Ao fag: & e F Pk W WER N @ F B A
;| T MRy T 9

quefa 9EEa: =1 3N TR aad fF 20 NS W I AFER T a9
AFE XM A WS ) 20 da0@ F R fFA

st & HRe WAS: 20 qH@ H W& T fFAM

| wREa: wa fea?

st ae ame |WAW: 8 AXT@ W fF

wwmfy wREE: ® I aEER A e E?

st e ame wAw: ®@, )

wafa wiza: fefie fee 3 fean?

sft e e wAW: M ¥ @ WEW (A.C.JM.. lInd Gonda) 3 fFan

i GA FER TTER: 20 A0E N T B[R F AF-oW A 3 A 9,
W oug A w8 R A 21 A A 1 oER R A AR & v Y A
fFm, 4 39X AN M YR} W B waew TE e

st e AR WM ¥, 97 A IR P Taew W 4@
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sit ¥ e fidg: oot F R AAMAW AR GE 4 M &
el ¥ O oA W X A M A

st ale ARe wWAW: Wodleamwde F WY IV WWG a® A€ 4@

(The witness then withdrew)
(2) Evidence of Shri Shivnath Singh, the then Circle Officer, Gonda, U.P.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Shivnath Singh, you have been asked to appear
before this Committce to give your evidence in connection ‘with the
question of privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged re-arrest and
rclcasc of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P., by policc at Lucknow on
17 and 20 April, 1993 to the Spcaker. Lok Sabha.

I may inform you that under rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the evidence that you may give before
thc Committec is to bc trcated by you as confidential till the Report of the
Committce and its proccedings arc presented to the Lok Sabha. Any
premature disclosure or publication of the procecdings of thc Committee
would constitute a brcach of privilege and contcmpt of thc Housc. The

cvidence which you will give before the Committeec may be rcported to the
House.

Now you may please takc oath or make affirmation as you like.

st g fig: & feramy fig dvan ) g dm ¥ & A @ oo A S wea gm
ax va oM A FB @ fousm ok M wex ;A W ow g@ FE #M

wvufa oREw: A9 wFE SRR e #a | ¢

sit forama fag: ¥ offa anfirer sRae Tite faaar 1989 R add 1993 % @1
27 3da 1993 M A Wik P sAwg w1 B aman

|Vl w@Ea: 20 T F TN Rela fFn 98 IR fF 76 SR B &7 T
T 3 A M A o T T 5W a3 A A aEem & 99 ¥, A IR
ficlle fra| 30 @G o@ 399 OIT T4, 9@ MY I9F W9 F & &

sit forame fag: wtg g 78T @ ¥ qoE T A e o sm A
qem g @ @ ¥ o @ owwm fa, s A

qwafa wgea: © g8 gam T B e AW FE fH— @ el aga 2@ ¥
W ¥ @ g

sit forana fig: 3 @ T w1 ok o= T wew & foe @ R § feg of
FE T wEA %)

AAMfd Afed: WCW WERE 3 A ag WE W ¥ W am A owe ¢

st forrmu fig: M oA N T o sk M A g oTEm R b
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AV wREa: 20 e B TR ReW W R@ o, gk am wd ¥
sit forama fidg: e aF A0 I R N FA F Wy A, ¢ @ w@
AV wEa: 3R R 20 ad@ W@ Td B fRwwr fem T

sit e fim: W @ W T R

wvf TREE: AT % S.0. ¥ 3R frww fe?

st formmg faw: < )

AR TREa: T@ W 9 T I §-aiw fEm mEm

st foraa fig: W g2 w0 6 )

aumfy W@ A 20 T N W@ W AEF-IW A W@ W A?

sit forew fidg: S

st T arraw & aEed TE 2 @ am f @E W2

sit foraa fig: ¥R @ 7@ 21 aw 37 feedle X gz & ok Al T Aw W oaw
gt

AW TREE: S AW R A T o I @ T T T R e W
fm m 1 W TR O T o IuF TEE F AW o "ew ¥

st foraa fig: 5% T 9@ wew @ ¥ ok 3 @ W IR qEEw g€

wWaf Wl (STR): F A A WERR R R FE @ R @ A A
o IO & T e W fam W

st foramg fag: Pl AR aifFm @ 39 d@ A a9 TE w8

v wREa: AR A g faete Y @ am R e o @ g W @ e
I3[ e ¥ AW w oFeN &2

sit freng fig: @ S g1 o R A AR @ WeEw ¥ A @R wHMI

wamafa TREa: 3N W@ FEd | A9 Yoy A wE & R A W o FW W
M, I B N PS T e FHA N AN TE Fo WAH-TE q@ddA |

st forany fiw: @ R @ W F

AN ARG T GEIE FQ F N W I O3-S T R, R T
¥ Al R PR Y FE B, A T FE @ A aagd

sit ey fag: & wma

sft T S v dodeande A e g @ de W % W R aAn @ @
@ & W T AW g dg N

 frea Rig: A ww A T @

st T o & w39 ae ¥ Sk aw @ Ufve onfe faed o
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st frray fig: AQ @ = 9 firek ol o o o A el ot R o
T oo W IR R NN TF W Frdew B AN @ Fum ¥ qam @ wiee w3
T f e o B e e o W 3 s W 3 Fs T un
s o@ i ft ok e gm A o @

st T e kA R I foers gERm w4 FEm G T o

sit foramma fim: 9@ 3 R 0% 3R orfdte T R @ iR 33% faers gwe
T fF&@ T

sht T Smrgoy dvEn: 9% A 9@ 9 T o oA Wed I T & e e
ame Re T 99

sit fyrany fiag: O ¢ A_9 T8 O | 9 w4 a8 o) TR F ad|
& @ sk B¢ Y@ =fw f ww TE o, ek W A AT wwE WERE O
TR aE Wed )

sit T AW dE: @ A GRE F s @ @0 W o @ gan Ay
avaf TREE: A FW FH-@ e B o gen o

sit forama fiw: a8 16 o R o g Wi IR TEH 1241991 B I
faems wF F0 o TR F wia o gan W) qWA 25727 F IR qEX FW (o
fF @

wvefa wREE: ARe 3 AR Rw e @1 fF 15.4.1991 1 IR FE A wEa
fen Sy

sit forana fag: o Yo 7 far T 1 & 15 wdm W AW T qu AR TR
13 9 78 ¢ AT AR A aW g3 g &, A S g aveE A @ e T A
W% T I ARz F WA 15 @ R AW o 9 Jf 3 15 aa & Jw @
I I% g% I faews M @ W o fm T e

AV WREE: a8 ¥ B A 9 F o g o ok w A IR IHER o
fr Y 0 R B ) TR e o @ R Tea § s 8 A @ [
gHey 9 @ A?

st fyrany fag: @@ @ WAZ 1986 @ FW 9 W 411 TR F9 & 9WA A
F* foons FEad 8 @ 4@

Avfa wgiEg: I I } 3% faem S gE 9@ W 9 A 7 T e
A P UF M AR T F T oft N iR W TwD TF o W T FA F A%
R wéE R afee F3 & o 0 W F9 T oo 3w e A AW A
AR weR TR ¥ faers i o ot am o wf o, WY wrde R dam @
at |

ms;mam:mmmammammmtmm
LR 1 .
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AVGIA TREa: N9 39X FuE F Fw ¢ 16 e W A FW fr T
q 38F 9B 3R = an?

sht ey fag: 9 frdl o & arafa 0 R R o @ ot B Fdad
gva od R

wufa ndea: 9" 9z 3 26 TE F 9 Suen fem A IR 9w Wt E
@R W A B¢ w8 Ju A R T R, qofen w90 & faens @Y W
T & ¢ ok wifou WA o = R

sit frana fag: faam e & w0 & waw & 4 38 96 we v § A
TS faos wEW B@ W oW W @ o aw W T Fmw om

st T e A 16 AE A D TR A9 Q@ o, e e A 3 ww
T M wm R W @ s @

st fyrarg fag: ¥ o 7@ 2, R R F e I faee w9 FW
A o e Fdad ¢ @) 39 R R AR wedad T gl e sm ww R A

sft T Frram A 1990 # N FW I RaAE T W oA, T 39N IS faern
#¢ Fiad ¥ IEQ TS 1986 W N FW T W A1 T IWH I fges
Fria® €82

st fraa fag: 3o g2 s @ ¥

|umafa whige: fFd 3 FER 7@ gf ) R § whawe T8 gen ) e w 2@
#¢ aw v T8 ¥ R g Rl S9 A wfawm g @

sit foraa fax: ¥ smed & & ¥

st T Ao A WY 12 0@ R IFF A S Fhad T8 # afew o
T fr ¢ ¥ Td a7 w ¥ o 3 fea A T ¥ @ T 16 Tl # R TR
& ot &9 & @ 3k 39 12 i@ A €@ a® FF T 2 @ a@ wHG ¥ W
aFd ot AT 4 BT AR FW T T ifaw wn X A wom A A@ a1 ek ®R
47 el W@ g ¥, W R 3 Y et i frwd T el R ARRe 3 e
b A o ww ¢ fr A 3ugw wied AW T R T o @ ok g A T
It fF 8 T | AER 12 TG 7F TR A A fr T, R 12 arda @ e
fres R w wEm fem M

sit v fow: ¥ o 3 o gen w ok R w A W 2R YR T Y
e edE o Wiy | R gER @ smw wn @ R, W uw o) W@ # @ wm
= ¢, & a0 F ¥ T A R Y Fw B R R A @ g ¥ o E and A
T s, v 3B sRw Ry B

sft forernu flrg: W, w0 o ¥ Gowwd s g sl 3 e fofg feran )
st ¥ FUR TR W g fola frm R gwem weRn wifee?
st faa fag: ®, w0
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s TN FAR TER: 20 AN N TH R T AN 99 F e e & Wy
R I O

st fyrama fog: 30 3R B R @

st ¥ PR TTER: =W oge R T @ B 3 20 AdE H AT 90 &
e ¥ T wW?

st forag fag: w@ o 90 Smwd &, W @)

st ¥ FEAR TER: AN @ 39 GG 9B ¥ O 9, AR @ a® AEER
i afew?

sit fyrag fog: & @@ SEwd @ ¥

AWM TEEE: I QS AT R o I AW A, A FE O

st fyraa fag: o ma @ P TR T@ R

[N uREa: F aE fed aRe fued X 3@ Ry Ru A fF A wRr ¥
e Fh We fFa W

st foramg fag: w30 dmEd # ¥R S a@ @ R,
aufd wReE: AW ¥ I dER A2

st foraa fag: 78 0 20 Sl 3 @

st AAmraw fag: Ay fFw Ti@ ¥ FEWR TEETE 9W A @wen?
st foarg R W F@Ee um R &3 A

st e fag: am @, @ b B

st fyrana fag: & @ w0

st I fag: S IR NE fFwm W, @@ e W2
st fraa fag: 79 W 8-4-1993 A

sit dmmraw faw: s ad@ A 2

st foranu fog: & w, 8-4-93 oty

s dAmae fag: 15-4-93 B W FE A @ B M w5 ITH
s =% %0 7 @, d f5 Ry oM 2

st forrmu fag: w, smw @ ™ @ Tt

sit dvArraw fRg: 15-4-93 B IR AW wwe gf AR 16-4-93 B W I T
afaa gon, o s g 2

st foreny fag: W, ot & D T T@ R

st 3 TEw Rig: Y@ A Y T AW T T R WD W ¢ @
w
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sit forrmy fidg: =, 17 Tl B A A A9 F g gu ¥ A e = F R
m, 7§ FEEY R

wamf TREE: 3 FEEE 7fRe 3 T Relw fFa, ©F @ e wR F 3 e
¥ 38 fefr e ol g A e o Shad, ke i R TR e 3 T
21 TE B A e, s g IEER e R)

st forama fag: @, 78 T @ TEd @ @ 2 ok TR B R 9§

[V TR TR FRE F FH F AHEA & I few 9

sit foramra fa: @ & @@ @ 27 ada | a3 T, i g e FEn @, s A
e & o @ FE W R @Y B e a@, SfFT & oTE ¥ JEwm @ o™ R

wwEfA TREE: A JER FE ga?

st frag faw: 18 @ | ok 26 B fEW gam

aumnfy TRea: T@ qe SN a@ A A fEE qE W F A@ M wEA A

st foramy fog: & fou w e 9w €

wafy qREE: a6 A S Ao Wy 2 ¥ 9y dudi & MR W & ¥ ek M
Mm@ aR T e R sk v ¥ 5 0 dacen &
T W, fY 99 ¥W IR 3% (A ¥ R Wee e 20 ai@ @ qfem e # R,
Ao ¥R

st foramy fag: W, 9& dHam & < 5w @ R, A Do o A fam s #)

quIf wREE: §H 9N R o9 I@a o §2

st forag fop: W, o 9 [ WA A fEd F@ oW W W oA

|l TReq: F& A 59 @ & 2@, A 3 3 e # JE 3@ e

6 20 ¥ R Rl fr 3k s T fieie forn otk @ sy fean & e g
AqE AW R D AW N NW WA F IR WA | AE fmm?

sit foramne faw: @, 7% 43 7ord 3, o o A epmEE w@ g, 7€ e gw
A gt W fom @ W R

U wRea: A% AW F TCW W ERA T 0 § AR @ §, A
T 8w ¢ T B TR ¢, O o smavawa 3¢ € 9@ o el aiee @
fiReaR fFa ST A 3T gEN g o /B & afer ok s IR R e
g A gEN A W, e feeka @ amen @A €1 TeF AR F v | we &2

sh forammy firg: & 7 &, w9 g a6 ol 83 R g S 9
i) ox qyR e g ) TE R w wwa g1 e A T A wm

sft 30 TrrEw faw: 8 i A fFad O & w12 e B gEw & e

*Rt frara firg: s T8 3 form W P A e Wegw R gm 3 fA
T 2 M E e T fen @ e S e off, aw @
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sit AW arrEw fag: A ANt 3 r g ¥ e A & e @R N amaA fan
i e & e ¥ ufwe 3 foie T ) Wil & gw W e @
TEGH A M TGH AW Al AN T W B ¥ N o e FW W e
A ¥ o A v 23 ¥ ok ggw = ¥ gufdz ¥ mam A1 s el Y @
B T A R fo T g

st frane fay: a8 @@ss FOm A A FE Y I AN A1) q@ES F o
T A ax NgGE T O N @S W PR B oam afed g

M A% e fag: 3 72 WA R A W@ AR § ar T gwen ¥ fod
% W 9 3w

st foramu fae: @ @

wwafa wRea: den wwea ot [ @ ¥ e 16 aira A e T fan ) o fm @
TR freaR @ 3k dw W aww W FE g @ &)

sit forara fay: 8 o = site 3 ok @ @ o F wE A WARED A
|ufa oWed: 8 @ 3R 9 F am ?1 16 A 21 W TE R
ot fyrgma fag: o0 W @ w2 A @ oew w3

wuIfa Red: 9 S oy Y@ F e gwem <o ¥aN, IWH UgeA wH- -
ued & T @ A fFRow w2

s fraa fag: e TR & R wfd @ ow R

waNf TRed: 7 g i 4 fFd & 9w o o @ @ wn @ S @ 27

st fyrama foe: @, 2 @ a7 ¥

T YReE: % E0 W w9l A A @ uR & i FHAE #1 O
¥

s forama fag: 25 3k 27 @@

sh Aa Anraw fag: W R WEL F AW A fF ofcww @ ¢ @ e, A
frdt afewd B Fo 7 T A

st forame faw: & smmm ¥ 3@ @ g W @ 4@

st T Fur A A FogEe W fire ¥ faers S TR Y0 R afEs
faz v for & faos @ J@ fFa

AR TR WE TR R R R m o m t ke g A W@ A
% fams B st = T @ wee e wk fad e ¥ ok e
WHS o, I ol e 3N o e, @ A A ww? TR 9R R R s
# g & fre & fren § e o e fie A mrwa §, 4R I faems @ i
R

st ¥w FOUR TAw: SN R W R W ouR X @
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st fomarg fag: & amm 2@ 9@ W

st §AM FUAR TTEAR: W 3T T A A ANY GEe qeed @ fafaiaal dfey
aré?

st feaa fag: 1992 # & FW FwE g @)

57t EAY FUR TTER: § 7 @ Wk B w amew w6 @ o e s
aa ¥ ¥3 aul ¥ 9% wEqw fFa fF I nfefafed dfow ¥) e & faems e
o gEd W R 3k IuF uR W fRd # ot T wm ow wwa ¥
e ameame o & faems TR & wdl ¥ st 3ok U W R @ afigea @
o wFd ¥ | TWEE WEea F R0 W@ A6 9 9R W F e st gateng &
uHedle dE| | =& &2

sit foraama fax: 3ifFa &1 | yofora 78 o ga SfF T8 Wi} 3 § SEenud
A F Wy weR A, fawl WA H, ww A oW o ¥

uvfa aRee: aw e anEEIn JE dR A2

it fyramy fag: 3ifFa &9 ¥ TF F¢ TFA, HifF IR &9 ¥ qREQ 6 qECE
1 g3 R

st YA FUR TER: S FH 25, 27 TN o, G WEHA F NUR W A °1? F
TAFEA F FTER NF 9 F THede A W A, IR wEwfd @ R eni?

sit fyrana fidg: sod =fe fadm & @ 79 1 o ww anfen T ® @ w0
dfR O IR A # d@dl R

sft G FUR TrER: 39 W GR FH e @ R T e qe sfuerd
#F wemfa & fa gEcw FEW & )

st foraang fog: & W an ¥ 3B T8 Fw wEA

s7t T FEUR TEAR: T e FeN @ ¢ fr @ W um A owdw am w0
fern 3k w01 fF ae @ @ T T A gl ARAE & AFA | ITH AR N
F I @ g% 9@ FA W F 3F 99 s 76 ooy ¥ o Iw R
L

sit forama fig: M TW WH IEER @ owm TE ¢

(The Witness then withdrew.)
(3) Evidence of Shri G.P. Sharma, Superintendent of Police, Gonda,

U.pr.

Mr. Chairman: G.P. Sharma, you have been asked to appear before this
Committec to give your cvidence in connection with the question of
privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged arrest and rcleasc of Shri
Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP by police at Lucknow on 17th and 20th
April, 1993 to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha. I may inform you that under rule
275 of the Rules of Proccdurc and Conduct of Busincss in Lok Sabha, the
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cvidence that you may give beforec the Committee is to be trcated by
you as confidential till thc Rcport of thc Committce and its procced-
ings arc presented to the Lok Sabha. Any premature disclourc or
publication of thc procccdings of thc Committcc would constitutc a
brcach of privilege and contempt of thc Housc. The cvidence which
you will givc before thc Committce may bc rcported to the Housc.

Now, you may plcasc take thc oath or makc affirmation as you likc.
st JMde ymi g ymg wgon)

wvfs wRed: M e @ R R F Fa 3@ 3k e ¥ R
el 9fen ¥

st e de ymi: S ow
st gumafa wREa: EF TR AN FE w1

st e WMo gyl TF A e W G q@TS W, wEe e, $omEr W
R 1986 H 3tz m mismrEr Wi

qumfa w@eq: S Q FaA 158/93 3R 161/93 3 wR 3K TR
& aFa FoW R M, wEH @ IEEd AeR

st e @ ymi: St ow

AV UREa: 9 FW ANE Ao # ad € 3k Wl T @ F@E
My B

e W g go wH A omw X @

waf WRgE: R R F feed w o 23 ¥ 3k aw I amm
AT

3

3 A ¥ s ¥ gEn am R R oA Enifaae st @
T & & o wem £ R W FW A 8 ol | A A b R
TR g d I w e W e, ew awdw wege T fFam o
Ik W A weg WERE 3 faewm @ 6w ww awdm @w fA @

7 A N o A e ww ek
t o som W W e W oA A AR A T we W
Tt o ¥, wfr fed 2@ fm T ok emdw Segw @ few

AVEfd TRTE: N9 W Tan # a9d wafde afeed ® i srtend
fean?

st e R yml: N ww 5 A 2w A BFoggm wA Yo sk
A g 2w & 5 T T fW G W oomsdw & R ol

avufa wREa: dedeamde 3 W AN T, TR T = ow smeR 9
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T IR FY A W T W 1, 6 KR A 92 F JHR R A 30 W 7w
L&

st e R yrmf: foraRs T fmd 9 & &y ¥ wF F9 Fore fem o1 3k
I AEAY ¥ IHER 4% W@ A R R I§¥ wedm f@m

quafy woEa: W % A Taed el R o 3w R o

sft e die gl T A = e faen @1, e oA TE 91 3w FW e o
AR F AR TR TR AR EFRN B aw e
e v Wi T A 3 @ sk R & e R § ol ggge W ¢ @i
N T e T @

fd A #¢ @ T e R

qufa wREd: 12 dd@ @ e e ok #R & wm dm e
st Sedte yraf: 4 wrl @ S A A

avmfs waew: ARz ¥ I Fw o B @ ffim ada # 0 fE S

Shri G.P. Sharma: They preparcd Warrant B asking the Jail Supcrinten-
dent, Lucknow that he may bc produced on the 15th.

Mr. Chairman: So, he was produced on that day.
Shri G.P. Sharma: No.
Mr. Chairman: Why not?

Shri G.P. Sharma: Thc Jail Supcrintendent can tell this thing.
AN TReE: # FEE w & g 9w TE # o

st oo yrai: q@ FE wmE T ¥
AW TREE: A9k R §EdR afew 3 fEn
st dedfte yml: TETS & S PRI B FRW @1

Wty wiiew: A-aR< Ty ¥e0 # | 3W an= & gafas Y R 9 o &
R o) FE W@ AOE ARk # FE ed?

sit oo ywi: 78 ag A A Ao A am) v 21 A0@ A I @, WA @
oo g € f6 IR 15 ad@ @ W AW A

qumfa whem: 16 aE B FR Y fdw @& fen

sit Ao ymi: 16 i@ W T@ fFa ¥, 20 adm B R fegee g R
qumfa aem: 16 aE B @ g

ot el gl dehamt ¥ Fw A dw g ¥

Ry WREE: oW TR TR 9 W o, o ¥ R0 W 0 16 adm w
TR @ A oF B g AN s & e Y fen
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st AMedfte yral: A ¥ FAR ) T, 342 A FEEN O, AN IF F TEwE B
TTge FERAaE 3§ @ T 3R 323 F aE, WH-TE F uEE 3 F | @ R 92
Aam @ W oAwdw F v ¥ oo feaia gt iy & wew ®)

uuafa wgEa: P WEeseaRe Yu W gl

st Mefe yf: TR AR wHEeame RIE W oW
waft wREE: TR W W

st Shedte ymf: stz AR

et a@Ea: s e e , 3 86 A FWAR 92 7F WO g3 ¥4 302 W
s wfvE R

st dedte wmi: 302, 307 3k 397 1

wfa wiew: wE fem foafea # gam?

st Sedte yal: WR @ ¥ EE faos R @ <@ W @ fE R
’Rﬁmﬁlﬂﬁzﬂ:%ﬁl

sit Sfefte ymf: 80 @1

wamfy WhEd: P [ R FH aEEn €

sit oo yrl: R Facts W i T8 21 40 1o 50 Fow ¥, A Iel-fies ¥
395-97 & @R 3R e & ¥

qwafa wREa: @ ot ¥

s Ryl @ W @ Y
aumfa wea: R A deEee gan ¥?
st SR wmf: sox ¥ ofred wam ¥

wwfa agea: A e 9 6 A & a8, 30 Suen frw @ f e 3 @
et = A T R 1 Raems B 9 T w4 ) o 99 o @ ¥ e
T &

sit SRedte ymf: B A MgagRn A T A1 g N R T, S @ )
FIR % 87 ¥ ¥, @ 342 3k g0 ®R firg 9@ & 3k & ¢ 25/27 & rex
R X Ffeed W R )W we W oz B 25/27 W wfeed o w@ ¥

Mr. Chairman: As a senior Officer of the Police, is it your asscssment or
you are saying on the basis of the final judgement of the Court?

st Sfedte wrai: frare frogoe w1 AW R 3, w9 ke o} SRw R ER
t w7 ¥ W I Yy A B

wafa wgea: R F afem Y Tar ¥ A R 0 F ag fEtve ¥ i @
MAdeyaf: R M F R AT N2 R cadm & T w i &
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o & 6 st wA ¥ @ gE 3 21 R ol e R o A e
Mg A Tm WA Fw-om o oma ww A R Em

Mr. Chairman: Nobody informed the Lok Sabha. On thc 8th or 9th, it
came hcre. About 17th and 21st, no information came here. You have to
inform both about arrest and relcase.

You sec, the last operating part of the judgement of Shri S.P.
Choudhary, chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda.

Who was responsible to send the information to the Lok Sabha? The
information is sent either by thc Judicial Magistratc or you.

Shri G.P. Sharma: We have not rcceived any formal communication.

wwmfa wgeg: TR A B F YR wa ) o T@ Y e d)
st Modte ymi: IEER ¥ T o @

AU wdeE: % 9N w9 A gaR Oem 2 3 freaRa ad ¥ ek i
fefs 2 ¥

st Ayl 7 e R

wwafa agied: N UE aRE fuE €N ¥ TR, F e A & £ 98 9
fre o1?

st Sfedte wmf: A, @
wWefs TRea: 3N ] FE wEa ¥ R oafm W2

st ety 25,27 B oW AW fFR ¥ 9w B AR B T8 Arms €,
AR I T GIN & RITE 9 A F G9E B, @ q@ um € )

Mr. Chairman: But in this particular case, the record says that you have
taken action against the MP.

st sftodte yrai: R SggE T g o I W A AR B AR o
WWUfa wgiee: 9% Ed e T W, TEE & e RyE ® s
Wi ¥ o I faers o wda® @ S

st T AEw dEn: W faen gen # e EREvR W) R
wwfa wgEa: Y0 w gg ¥ fR s A QA T fmer 2
st Aofte pul: w

wvafa wREE: w3 wew R F a2

sit Mo ymf: w1

|G wREa: TEHE wEa ¥ faens Q@ e sdad W & AfF ek T W
e ¥ % faers Y W Fdad®

s oRedte gl ond g A melt TR o W AR X
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|V Wi I Fe R R U 30 & I foren e 3 ol fm a1 =
7w 3% 7

sit Nofe ymi: w, 7w I B

At AREa: IEF W A Hia-Fia T WA Y @ omm ¥ wede ¥
faeis & A FEa® o ol AfFt T 0 W ond| § 3% IW s
FriaE T8 &

st SRedfte ymi: ITF faors @ =wie R R
Auafy 9ReE: TR THE0 F qafes o o Fo @ ¥

st T arraw A ndt 9 e X I faers #E anivie Y @ @ R, s
& T w3

s eyl g A ¥ a0 g

st T g dEn: K 9% R AR X 9eE A TR T @ A 9 e o me
aa @R 2 N A A AR T AR T VA, T qE @ @ R

st Sfedte wml: 9 Nl ¥ o Wiy RO o @ IR @ R @ o FA ¥
|unfd wPEd: ¥ @A) AW 3N TRE & qFa 87

st Moo yml: WN F wmam @ A GOR KA TR R

st 9 ArEw Aan: M aen ww R @ R

st fodte gl g 8, I anivie TR g S

wwafa wRia: Ta A0 FE g¢ & fr 20 s # T Rl R 98 qEem
T T o 3R R R o T e o o @, R @ R
A o TEES F A, e S 4, R A FE F e W R ¥ e
R AR H

st Sfedte yraf: 7, ¥m @ } 1 3@ I W M 3k fw FE A Reeh F o wem
farm )

RUIfq qRIE: oW W AW A I A A AR F fEw W w0 F wEeE ®
RV A R AW W A gaERe e # o &R s

it Sfedte yi: wERm, S oMy FE @ ¥ yw @ R, o T wED X W
wamfa wPEd: TR 20 i @ S @ T R @™ @ @ T

sit e yrf: & A 7R A, SR A A @, AR F FA KRAE 7R 7€ A T TN
A3 w3 A

st Telrw PR A A AR FaE e § ks v faen gen & W wd
& v e & B 14 A F) R ¥ wd A 7§ 7w ;7 7 9R_M ) TE 20 A B
WA TN T e g oW aw ww oAt wh @
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st Sftedte ymi: 3 W wh U

sht WY R ThrEm: SR e A g R e 20 At W @ fam T
T W W A WE o TR dR € o 7w am @@ R

st Shedte yraf: w, wé ¢

sit Sedte yl: TR fom AW T o, TETS W AT WY w1

s HAN FEUR TER: W F 9 T AT F Yo AHNG A @ T,
fFg & qafas 4 o 9 A T W@

st Sfodqte wmif: S w

sit FAN FUR AR F T F R 9N @ R fR A W S

st Medte grl: N @ dw W o b

sft A FUR WTEAw: W oAm@ W 3w e # @

st Seqte gl StoEl

sft G FUR TMER: R Y A wF ad } ofuw @ o ¢, @ ;W R
M oy fde & aoufus Wfa & AR ¥ AR F fvefal § waw W W fremad
Ta g R g @ wma A am o oW R

st Sitedte wml: 1992 & 342 ¥ wF P9 FwE g2 u, A a_ ¥ 9% 3 Fw
A A T g 2 ok A% swem ¥ ge wwen @ @ ™ oW

st §AW FAR TER: 12 0@ B 25/27 F AWen Fowd g W, I faA
M # amen Tt = T8 fFn T2 9% T R fF wifE 16 e R ge R 9
et 38 we ¥ R T

it IModfte yroi: WP @@ TE ) 17 a0@ B A YW A 17 AE FAS W W
gt

it FA FEAR WER: 16 B @iHEd g R A 17 @R I w
wwmafa agEE: 21 aE P GEE ol @ T o, fE e A JW s @
Eea i i)

st stedte ymi: JFER T B F IO TE TR &

N WREE: AN fA W e v ¥ aneR AEER g e f
TR ¥ % g sk frum an wel & s g9 i 1 21 aE R
Wtz WAEE g W, 3W FF N wE W AU Yo fEW W dig #i

st oo yrat: A FArn & 5 A aEEA & orER R AR Rl R d
T o A e e, S S & 3 o 2, T, s
foren gan 1

st TR AREW & W A COEgRE SRR FA
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st hede vl R AR H TR A, A R A g R F AR
W, A el F aR A gEn 2 F an ¥ § wiv 8 o1, swfee 0@ ? W
et g R

st T g A 17 T R AW B M, I§F AR IS YR ¥ &
i w, 25/27 ¥ fiRwm w, IR ERAvE @ e T &

sit Sedte yul: 0 T W fF R W e }, T @ R A R
S F oo ad@ ¥

s T IEe dE: A e wR ¥ fou fai W, sEgw ek
e W, A AT TR FNvE AE W R 3 @ feliw B R S

st Sftedte wral: IR W e wE R M www B oS e @, 3 @
i A, W owE d W Am ERve Ad 2 o @ W w3 sd
iy, TR, Fiaes dfoRe foan e R W@ RO @ @ERAYR TE W
M OwR

(The witness then withdrew)

(4) Evidence of Shri J.M. Tripathi, Inspector of Police, Lucknow,
U.pP.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Tripathi, you have been asked to appcar before
this Committec to give your evidence in connection with the question of
privilcge rcgarding non-intimation of the alleged rc-arrest and relcase of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P., by policc at Lucknow on 17 and
20 April, 1993 to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha.

I may inform you that under rule 275 of the Rules of Procedurc and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the cvidence that you may give
beforc the Committec is to be treatcd by you as confidential till the
Report of the Committce and its proceedings arc presented to the Lok
Sabha. Any premature disclosurc or publication of the proccedings of
thc Committec would constitutc a brcach of privilege and contempt of
the House. The evidence which you will give before the Committce may
be rcported to the Housc.

Now you may pleasc takc oath or make affirmation as you likc.
st Joqme Frardt: A wwfm & sfAE F@ ¥ o A § S owe § gm
& 9 om ok M wem ;R W g T em

AV TRea: s 3 AmE afen @w ¥
st Royme Frard: g aem F 2}

W TREd: 20 W & A wE A2

st Jogme Bt ofem T TE@Es ¥
wafa wRey: T AR gfem & dmow
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sft Aogue frardt: s g & W ¥ ok il e & 0 ) RS A FER
R A A

wvafa WP amE IR P ww frded T o
sft dogme frard: & vl A o
wvER WiEa: W 3y T i F ae eees A e am @ ™ @2

st Aogme fFrardl: Sh w1 ) IR fore o R 20 AdE N Somr & 9T % T
T o w2 | O e R A 9 S A AR R, W A e e A,
T T W T @, AR '@ T 3 el g R e e, i A g
|

avmfa wPEE: o ok 9w A wA AW TWR? .
sft RAogme Fod: dm B FHa @, 7 &9, @ @ R @
MR AT W A T A W o RvE A T @

st Ao Frardl: A wfre ¥ Wy A MYy

wafa wREa: AN wE I fren oA 3@ # w | @ 20 aiw B oF
w@n?
sft dAogme B TEEe § T oW wER ¢ Ad e, on X T w@n

|WTafa WReq: 98 7 T R 3T 9 a9 @ ma 3k o ¥ ama
@

it Aoume Hrart: st T, e N T A T @ TEHA | I € AEA F @ W
3 gEe oRe & §my Yn R

s} T FUAR AR AW I A g W ORR w1 R A IaF W WA,
1 u¢ g ¥ W= TR el 22

st T AREm &A@ @S I A T R faen w, i foraa # fyen an?

st g Fra: @ :

[V TRET: TEede FEES H NRY e a1 A e TS I ¥ homae
9 TER FA 9, gE W 9r|

st degme Frudt: @@ @

|G TRET: 39 AR F R F W A W T TS e ¥ o
JaR e @ O o @ A ¥ @ I W

st Jogme Brard: da A et T fren @ ok R A Jfaw B T @)

WAl WAEE: N oF I A qEA I A A o 3 T F R g F IR
o frm am @ 3k 20.4.93 R A E o1 ok Awrht & W R I Somae I A
@ fean?
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st dge B 0N TN MM I W e SR R
ofuw T W W, 25 wiw W w A gl o @)

wfs iee: s & e @ e W w2 T wel @ fee @ €2

st doume frawll: 40-45 Aed @

AU TR R TR Y W R e B AR AR e S
NRIWIAIN A W

st Rogme frvdt: 20 W s @ R 20 M A W W R

AW TRRE: A9 AT R AR W @ g7 W AW e g AR Wee
MOERRABIRIAFR R wag e A A g Al @
A T R R e

sft Nogue frardt: Gore A @ gt & dom e @ T o T R sk
mﬂ“ﬁﬂidl '

|aumfa wgea: A ¥aw 7 ® W § % A A R e I F g s
a7 AN FR TR W R A1 e TS § S de X 2 @
R ¥ fnig e T g3 A TR I w1 A T WY 9?7 T AN TR O
W M W A ™ W F I IR Ave F & TR 0 0 9 wm W
w® A I AN AN W FA?

st Jogme Frardt: o A 3 9O Gw A A 7 A W wwd W /W o) PRz
o 3 FW RS oFE Owen) Y I AR W A @

AW WREE: R I WY A W B R R B 3TH AedER 2 | &
g 3% W A Ten wFn Ay @ @ I A T WA Wty @

st Aogre Frardt: IR v T T o, waRn # W T W@ O W W @
& my

st T qraor dean: Fran e v € R 9 R W WY Y @ A AR
st degre fodfl: v R} avh T W A W A @

wumfs wiea: Y@ B T wd g 32 SR FE W R e ol D
o frdgd Rewd ell?

sft dogme Bradt: ¥ R

Avafa TREe: AN ¥ T ¥R W R R e o 42 g% vem W@ b
AR TS W A W S @ IR & ke A W A w9 A T P
ar R e Wi @)

st degme firardt: 3R e A W A w9 I AR-TAR W R @
qi

AR WPEN: AN R TR W SR T R A 3 W) W Pt Qw7 R



79

WG M QA T AW WA

sft T s den: o wre Y I O R sk o @ o R ok
0% aR AN @ede T q IR TR T A GEE T WA D OH ) A T
R g % T R A I 9 A T

st dogre frord: & I e R TN

st dA FUm AR 21 afe W e § R W R SR A ae W
R 2@ @ umn T & faden ofewd 3 wem e R

st 30 T fig: 21 Ahw W o I P A ggw fe sk fofam w9 A
e ¢ 5 A oees W A FR Somee I A A W )T Ao R @
o t o wh e AN qEE 620 W TEES I A @A EW

st Regme frurdt: guE 6.20 W faw W A @A W)
qwaR wRea: F W e am b
st Aogme Brardt: <@, W R ¥

wfa TiEa: ol wRww Mg fiE, G0 546, T freR aA A 1162, FREA
T AR Fo 944 & W ¢, el w1 T ¢ B R omid ol 50-50 FRqE W
N T, @ A g @ 34-1869 R mn ok wRE s g9 ww R g @ e
FAR TS ¥ Fren SRR S o TEER W Hw @ T 9 e 9e T aw
o s v T @ B S @ TR ¥ W A A W I W W A I A
@ W @ aew w5 ¢ R I P O e T R 21 ade ® e e
3 I om A I e I e 9-Fries, s Iam, um TEReE, fen Tk
W 14 A % R ¥ e AR T v ) R amew w8 b

st e que Prardh: T Toive fred o, v fren 1 39 T R @A WA T
Y e & sRu L o B wwa ¢ AR TR Y Y e @)

AW TREE: AW FERE qaRd, SIeE TN W el @, e i) A
2.4 @ N 3w ¢, I @ G wwa ¥ faers e wg T v of 7 w W
Frw &3 & a w0 T & e 9w F wiR # g o) aR e e
e A w0 WggE fF o A A A R e from @ R ) R Tw
fedioe 7Rz & sRw ¢ el 80 A el | e frn 4 ol A W &
whe wen B ghm w3 & g w31 g stz slea o @) wel W e
t 5 R R TRz ¥ T dm A & amw %)

sft Ao e Brovdh: v A A d) AR o W @ A R X wE §)

v e Q W A e T B I TEES 9E ¥ e # g §
o e W A I a1 7 R A v €1 R @ aw A Sore @ = @
o e 6 aR 3T Rere T8 Rren, 3 a9 wed , A o wifee w e e 3R
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gfem YA # T 91 A9 ¥ mR AR 2R I A A A9 IR FE T @ Ak
W R W@ @ T TR T I g - & e T e e
R ¥ fF w0 o ow &

s Ao g Frurdt: wh a@ A ;W ¥ F I W W @ ™I

st T Sroaor dvan: g A ok f e ¥ ) o el ¥ o efaaR B Y @ Wl A
6 I R TR AR 1T A A A I I w0 IR T e R A
e w0 | F@ R fRd F o TR A R ¥ A =l T = T am wu I
¢ o Y & v e ) o w f s T w0 AR @ do wew
W W @ AT FE T oW T wed?

st R gme Frad: R s T s

sit Tq IO & T® W A Ve B AT A% FEE A ol B Tl
@ AN WROEW TR R

st Ao gme frard:: I 9 A T @ ™ oW

sit T ArrEw dvEn: AR O A aga el B § 1 J9 T @ @ gEd
aa A R R R W ARk N Tk ¥ A o W st e )

st Ao e Brad: e A oo 5w g F g W W}
AR TR A Y0 @i 3 R A o B KD T @ B
st R yme frardh: s, W

TUYfd WRIRE: A9 IER A AR AT GeidEz ¥ A | A am IR

TGS Y hae FT A A T A 7 A1 R A ok I SomEre A 9 3 A I
o) T8 AN I A TE U g8 WO A A R W dF ¢ AW oW wwd €

(The witness then withdrew)
The meeting then adjourned.



Thrusday, 6 July, 1993
PRESENT
Shri Shiv Charan Mathur—Chairman
MEMBERs
2. Shri Ram Narain Berwa
3. Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar
4. Shri Allola Indrakaran Reddy
S. Shri Tej Narayan Singh
SECRETARIAT
Shri T.S. Ahluwalia—Joint Secretary
Shri V.K. Sharma—Assistant Director
WITNESSES
1. Shri B.D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.

2. Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gonda, U.P.

3. Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail, Lucknow,
U.P.

(The Committee met at 11.25 hours.)
(1) Evidence of Shri B. D. Ram, District Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. B. D. Ram, you have been asked to appecar beforc
this Committee to give your evidence in connection with the question of
privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged rearrest and release of
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP by police at Lucknow on 17 and 20
April, 1993 to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

I may inform you that under rule 275 of the Rules of Proccdure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the evidence that you may give before
the Committee is to be treated by you as confidential till the Rcport of the
Committee and its procecdings are presented to the Lok Sabha. Any
premature disclosure or publication of the proceedings of the Committee
would constitute a breach of privilege and contempt of thc House. The
evidence which you will give before the Committee may be reported to the
House.

Now you may please take oath or make affirmation as you like.

sht wfte @ Tm: A, o B B I, Refer MRz, TilE, W RY, R H W
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dm g A v oo A D W@ gm oA wen o, A 3o W fusm ok R
o = B Im g W em
Mr. Chairman: Arc you in the [.LA.S.?

Shri B. D. Ram: I am a promoted officer. I was inducted in P.C.S. in
1963. Then, I was promoted to IAS in 1983. I am from the State Civil
Service.

Gonda is my second assignment. Prior to coming to Gonda district, I
was Joint Secretary in the Housing Department for seven months. Prior
to that, I was district magistrate in Hardoi, which is a small district.

Mr. Chairman: What is the population of Gonda district?

Shri B. D. Ram: It is 36 lakhs as per the census of 1991. It has seven
tehsils.

Nawabganj is an important Kasba of Gonda district.
Mr. Chairman: At what time you were there?

Shri B. D. Ram: I joined on 4th july, 1992 at Gonda. Now I am
under orders of transfer. I was transferred only yesterday.

waaf WREE: T8 R FW ¢t W oW W A R el 8

sht e B T 7w W W ad AEm Fw W Y

AN WP A% TN W R T T ¢ I Ak W e #)
st afte Fe TI: W

wuNf TREa: W AW W W W ¥ Y wm v P

st e B TH: TG, W ¢ R OF Tave R wEA Q Rl R T ww
o f5 W AR ¥ SR Fome ka3 sk fifem & R fra e Y
frn T ok R a3 v faers e e e T W &)

AN WREE: W AN 9% A6 e A6 9% 0% AR ®CW W %E 82

sft e e TH: B W AT W T TN 9 B T® @ AN W W W
t

Mr. Chairman: Before sanctioning the prosecution, did you verify the
facts throughly?

Shri B. D. Ram: Normally we go through the papers submitted to us
and ‘we normally accord sanction only when we are satisfied. 1 had seen
papers and satisfied myself.

Mr. Chairman: In this particular case, a Member of Parliament was
involved. You have to be doubly sure.
QA WE TR el AR e ok e w d R e A s
T wede oW gm
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ot e @ Tw: R T ww @ 3R R R g @ ) 3w I A R A
g o IR e & A Fewm e ¥ R R wna T fram

Facts were there. Irrespective of the fact that it is a case involving the
Member of Parliament.

wumfy wRa: 9 vk A 8 whw W gl A
st W e Tw: 3w W @ w3 wemd &
wweft wee: Y 4 a0m B AR R N wREd S

st e @ Ta: VA WO W 5 I SR Ren RA N, wfed v oEnit 3
o T fFa

WY ARAY: T8 T W RN PR ¥ AW W @

st fte e Tm: 7w FEd R ¥ T W @ N AR B | e ) and S
® B s W gl e fived & fed o &nif 3 feran

A WP TR weE & faes A I wEA E W @ dfe I
faens andt &% a9 B wdad W A

Shri B. D. Ram: It was not shown to the Police Officcr. They had no
option except to proceed against him. 3R WRfYie R 7 A 7€ Gl A AHAW
¥ 2 IR W R I, AR aniThe WE A weh T ¢ safe s v W FO
T fem W wwm

Avafy wpaa: I faers o FdEmd R wfed @

s e e m: i W W W ¢ ool W fak aed e ¥ faew @
awdte il & wE s S AR T IRAM D IOF faes i FEEE el

awafy wREa: T 9 ek A 3qn @ feder ¥

st Wit e Tm: ¥, Wy WA IFn @ AR

wafy TREa: AW IR i ¥ I w4

st e dte TH: YEw AT N ade FTA = W

wwfy wREa: (R 3 awdn W A, oriln wew W, ok IR o fR e
WFE N F 9N @

Two persons are responsible for this. Under the Arms Act, Mcmbcer of
Parliament is also responsible. He committed certain irrcgularities. At the
same time, a person in whose name the licence was issued, hc did not kecp
the rifle with him and he actually gave it to the Member of Parliament.
Under what clrcumstances he '%avc the rifle to the Mcmbcr of Parliament?

Was it inquired into? ¥t e ¥ 2 ot gf @ @ v ok o W
smrawm §?

oft Wfte de ;v W weTERh ¥ W W TR ARG WEE 3 e @ A
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e 3 w90 @A 9 ¥ g% T T fF R W wem Jn w3 # a5,
3 TN & W ¥ @ ok I W W Fma ¢ @ ok AR F W W FvemE ¢
g% 9 Y6 WG A% WP T & @y '

A WRRa: 9 # RN F qafew oi-vE TR ¥ W W 98 T@E
foed ¢, 7 O TR oA | o T ¥ e uR 3 3 qEeg B R A
affarie @ A Wi R )

st afte B T JwfE w Fa T ¢ TR IEER W W e TR W A
8, voa T g A @ ) R IV g T IEd @ M R @ @ T e
Ll

Avrafa TREa: 24 9N N AW @ TR WRdEgEE § fod s e otk 3w wwg
F TR MR 93 A THFA e R ot B g% ande o =R F T\ w b

Simultancously, why did not ordcr prosccution of that gentleman?

Shri B. D. Ram: We act on the police report. On our own, we scldom
takc any action.

AR TREa: ¥ S S feh @ 3EA 7% v 9@ @ fF The possession of

thc riflc was somewhcre clsc. This was known to cverybody.
Simultaneously you should havc issued order for prosccution of the
gentleman also.

Shri B. D. Ram: As I submitted carlicr, we normally give sanction to

such cascs on police report. 3 Iff 3T Aty Fuche T8 g¢ ¥ wafe and
B T fFm W wwa R

AW TRIEA: FEH AW N AN FA AEd ¥ 9@ 9 A 98 T R
Ee TR o F W R

st e dto TH: THH YR TE W fEF oW FWH I W U@ TN

AVIfa qRea: T96e A W A wedte F g wf W, 9 24 7 H WEgEE F
wgH ey @, Ak e Tawa o, Uk faens WieqyR W A R T,
M T 4?

st e B T TE wIR AEw ¢ R oo W # RO W o @R w@ T

quafa TREa: WS faers f A 30 T gEew W ¢, I RV F A
0 A @ uw fie s e 39w e TR fad W § faers T
fn

st alte Po T: P N RN F IR TR R F Raers wrE frarad o,
TR WE TR S w0 fEEmdR o)

st A Jrm fig: SRW 7 fok Weded faetw ww fwm m?
st we de TH: RN T PEm I www e
sft ¥ Iraw fidg: 3@ AN W H wF A W ewwist T e T
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st dfte fte TR: IEE wEEE FA AN YN TEE W T @

st AR Jroaw filg: @ T Ym A v @ ™ aveh B AR} o e man?
st &t @ TR T, oF faee wEE® el

st dw Iu fig: AfF v sEEEE T fam T

st e Mo TW: YEN F ITER g A0 fFw gan X, ST Fread @ wrdand
W@

st A mEw fiy: & wWed A A 3| A @ @ T, W & |R@
i, fred W ¥ ade w, 3 i anht aw W A whw T e
st dle R Tm: A N e gmy

st an agm fig: A and oF W AR A B wa W B 3w Rfew
ARz A fFrdgd o ¢ 5 ok B semEe W W A IR fRER =A@
g |

st afte dte Tm: A R wAwEa wow W ane, |WhE e T Fa
AT@D AR DA R @ ogm

st AN Anraw fip: Sniviie @ omeF RY W AMé w2 T@ g™ 3 sme
o R A AW oW ¥ T R oqem @ A Yo T g ?
st W B T FTA N @A A O WA QT 0 fF 3@ e F faew
s R} oW W ¢

sit A Arraw fdg: ey A Infirdl ¥ faene FEW &3 W SRW fem @)
M9 GEHEE Wfid FA W fEw fam un

st e dte T W R wRA Y, P R W@ ¢ IW v R smAEEa wEgw
T B
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The Witness then withdrew

(2) Evidence of Shri H.P. Choudhury, Second Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Gonda, U.P.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Choudhury, you have been asked to appear before
this Committee to give your evidence in connection with the question of
privilege regarding non-intimation of the alleged arrest of
Shri Brijbhusan Saran Singh, hon. Member of Parliament, by police at
Lucknow on 17th and 20 April, 1993, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. I may
inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business of Lok Sabha, the evidence that you may give before the
Committee is to be treated by you as conficential till the report of the
committee and the proceedings are presented to Lok Sabha. Any prema-
ture disclosure or publication of the proceedings of the Committee would
constitute a breach of privilege and contempt of the House. The evidence
which -you will give before the Committee may be reported to the House.
Now you may take oath or make affirmation as you may like.
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As a judicial officer you have done that. We have nothing to ask you
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about that. We arc concerncd with only onc thing. Undcr the Rules of
Busincss of Lok Sabha you are bound to inform the Spcaker of the Lok
Sabha in respect of the relcasc of the MP. In this casc you rcfuscd the
rcmand; it means he was rclcased; you made him an independent person.
But why was the intimation not scnt to the Spcakcr, Lok Sabha?
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The Witness then Withdrew

(3) Evidence of Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, Superintendent, District Jail,
Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh
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Mr. Chairman: Arc you Mr. Yaduvcendra Shukla?
Shri Yaduvendra Shukla: Ycs Sir.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Yaduvendra Shukla, you have been asked to appear
beforc this Committcc to give you cvidence in conncction with the
question of privilege rcgarding non-intimation of the alleged rcarrest and
rclcasc of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP by policc at Lucknow on
17th and 20th April, 1993 to thc Spcaker, Lok Sabha.

[ may inform you that under Rulc 275 of the Rules of Proccdure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, the cvidence that you may give before
the Committee is to be trcated by you as confidential till the report of the
Committec and its proccedings arc prescnted to the Lok Sabha. Any
premature disclosurc or publication of the procccdings of the Committee
would constitutc a brcach of privilege and contempt of thec Housc. The
cvidence which you will give before the Committeec may be reported to the
House.

Now. you may plcasc takc oath or make affirmation. as you like.
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st oA wEe: G T ® R A 20 AW R e @R # sk
wvfa wgEE: 17 B oA faen @
st ogdR Yaem: W A & fien, Red W W 4 & I

st a1 arram fig: #R | ke 7 s s 38 W v foren wan @, weed
3 A g0 e B

st agAR YEem: wia 6 fRomhe ¥

st A7 ARrmer fag: A O G o R aE R SN ® T MR F @ Amy
it T Y W v e § ) o R F K@ an @ ¥
Wi WREd: 15 TiE B E TR & a%d W FA @ AR a7

st ogdx yeen: g% 3 wieh T W% T

Aqmf whew: @vAe "R e 3 faan #

Mr. Chairman: It reads as follows:

The Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gonda did not give order of remand in
the abscnce of accused under section 167 G.P.C. on 12.4.1993 and instcad
passed the order to issue warrant ‘B’ requiring the aecused locked in
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district jail, Lucknow, to bc produced beforc the judicial Magistrate,
Gonda on 15.4.93. Consequentiy, the ordcr to this cffect was passcd again
by the officer incharge. So far as thc question of granting bail is
concerned,

15 a0@ N ITH NggE T fF o 15 A 17 F d R osamwm w @
SERA A A faen o

st agA=R o WA ek @ R

st T ArrEw & 15 @ W AW A o T @, S 9 A aem
o fF 17 i@ B A W I A v A W@ T faa

WAWNA AREE: WERE A 15 H o T 9

st ogaz P wH e R T @ R

|umfy mEa: 12 wE B FE F F T, e F @ Jfefrge sfaee 3
15 Tl @ I B ¥ o W R, 7' ¥F = 3w e @ # firward | i #
e ¥ 15 a0E W NGGE FA A IgF fow ¥ dam 22

st ogA= YA AR TEARE W @ T oW, g8 @ weed T 2

Avmafa TREa: R THEd fieEd | 15 ahE F WRgE & F ae faen @
T, 39 @9 A R I NgGE FA F fou 7@ FEAW F, || fow ™ F fom
F7, ¥ IR THR fFq, @ w0 @1 fF 15 0@ B I T F o v gwfen
AfRZ 3 37 O @, T a9 e e Taa @ | gfaares #1 fysard |
E 17 3Rk 20 & Fw A Jn @ R A D il =R | T2 I0 G @ 9 sl @
T v o @ §) i o wfeEem A ogE IEEd W)

(The witness then withdrew)

The meeting then adjourned.



Thursday, S August, 1993

PRESENT

Shri Shiv Charan Mathur — Chairman
MEMBERS

Shri Ram Sunder Das

Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar

Shri Anna Joshi

Shri Bhagwan Shankar Rawat

Al

SECRETARIAT
Shri V.K. Sharma — Assistant Director
WITNESS
Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. MP
(The Committec mct at 15.15 hours)
Evidence of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, MP

|uTefa TREa: T[T S I YNY & TH 2, JaW R F TwE T 21 W
@ foen o, o oy ww ® fF aod faee aeE &9 F wem fFm W w2
st gAyEe wwr faw: SR o, seF fom o arg-amd wEEw

guNfa wREE: AW F EEN a0

sit gogEm yro fap: S g R a3, e O W @ E faE min
A e ¥ 302 A F RN E W WM IR FW dF TE G

Wt w@ed: 721/78 F F9 B

sft gaswor yrw fadw: 721/78 J0 1, 9E Feaeh S | d1302 F FH AW
faers feamn mn %, @@ W oIw T g ¥

wumfa wReE: MW T frm W g &)

st gonuor yeu fiR: oA w3 e o g R, Af e faers amen @
T 302 W R A T e I g ¥, TR YW owen sk A A @ w2
g8 &9 0 1989 W ¥ TR A g sfen o T wf &) g FW 1s/82 TR 3k
147/148/307 Wl Fomr ¥ #y

st oy fidg: e W &R @ wen)
WA AREa: AN TR e g0 @ ww G
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st yoquor yRw fig: wOTE, ©F FW ¥ 147/148, 83/84, WRAE F 24 ¥
wvfa wRee: 7 foe AR wE @ fach ofen ofty, dw @R S
st worsem yeo g 83/84, Wfmw Jo 24, wWH 147, 148, 149, 341, 186,
304. 506 W€ T 4R W& AW e A o R qun e ) S o 302 A
|

wufa wiea: @ uRsl ¥ M Gqe ¥

st gAsEor yo fag: wo W 3w S @ A

wumfa weEw: W wAE foR )

S qegETr P Ry ST @ R G g A R 5k g B S gEm A )
TS 302 N gEN 22 A otk 7w gE W I @ ) W aw wmwos06 @ ok @

302 1 guw & ® 1 g 721/80, W@ qo 30 }, qE AW T F 721/80, 147, 143,
307 ¥

\Wf WAIRE: AW AfE 3o 24 # FE @ Y GFA 302 W11 W TR W FD
FAT® F, IgF _q€ 302 TA T

st goyuor yror fdg: o9 @ gEA AR A @R S gEA & @ IEH g
w faq ma)

st WA Vi TEa: T Fd fern-ad g

s gAywor yor fiR: 0E @ EA fem W @ IR @M F @ AR R 'Y
ater wifed A 302 w1 fom wE o fran, dfF TR IEE R SEE T8 259 ER
9l 302 78 ¥ TES A WE 302 ferad A1 F9 "o 30,147,148 307 FAATS, oA,
A faamd 81 A A A aeF 97 W gA @ & T W fEers @ s 93 Té
3

wumfs REa: H A WY F FAR 99 # Yaia 3MuR &2

st gyum vt fdg: o #A @ Tem gE @ @ A I g fae w@fen
Aok A A R IR W W AR wa fwed @)

WG WREa: A9 W N Fa T € 76 wew a e ik R ) gE
T @ A I afe R T R IR Ao e fmee W R

sit ggum yreon fiw: AR WA W) e fEm W e @ @ S0 @ e A affa
® W IEED § )

AU WREE: A R A | faamdi €, W 3 w @ ofefe & gw e
R R
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st yorqum o fdw: B oo o AR A B R R e @ ) wE e
W F o k FW Y, o A o ¢ o W F weEa v B g €
T § Wfon oF Twen 31 @ W e o R N IW 9w, W R, I
fre W orme o ¥ 3fem Tl # )| 39 T 17 arl R 20 A oF A gR e A
@ T, e W T w0 rEd A X ol o whm o d, A
AR X wEA g

wumfa wgew: 3% ¢ ¥

st W viE Tea: fRd F¥W A AR R wEwe RAd wm @

st qenqEo yror fag: # famdl S & 3w ¥ A s w@ wEa €

(The witness then withdrew )

The meeting then adjourned,
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APPENDIX
(See para 13 of the Report)

S.P SINGH No. 336/Rc.8(1)/xc.iv/92
SUPDT. OF POLICE Central Burcau of Investigation,
Hotel Samrat,
Room No. 361,
Chanakyapuri,
New Delhi.

Datcd: 8/4/93

Sub: Forwarding of information rcgarding arrest of Sh. Brij Bhushan
Saran Singh, Member of Parliament, Lok Sabha.

Sir.

Please find enclosed herewith, a Fax Message received from Sh. N.S.
Virk. Dy, SP. CBI'SIC.-IV, New Delhi (Camp; at Lucknow) intimating
the arrest of Sh Bry Bhushan Saran Singh, Member of Lok Sabha who
has been arrested in connection with investigation of RC.8(S)/SIU-V/SIC-
LSICIV Ure 395,397/339/339/339/295/297/153-A of Indian Penal Code
and Section 7 of Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1932 with rcgard to the
demolition of the disputed structure at Ayodhya, Faizabad on 6-12-92.

2 Itas requested that this may pleasc be put up to the Hon'ble Speaker,
Lok Sabha, New Dethi for favour of his kind information and nccessary
achion.

Sd/-
(S.P. SINGH)
orsC
Sceretary to Hon'ble Speaker,
Lok Sabha, (By namc)
New Delhi.
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ANNEXURE TO APPENDIX I
THIRD SCHEDULE

Form of Communication rcgarding Arrest, dctcntion, conviction or
relcasc, as the case may be, of a member.

Place : LUCKNOW
Datc : 8.4.93

To

The Speaker,
Lok Sabha,
New Dclhi.

Dcar Mr. Speaker,

I have the honour to inform you that 1 have found it my duty, in the
excrcise of my powers under Section 41 of the Criminal Proccdurc Code
1973, to direct that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh Membcer of the Lok
Sabha be arrested for commission of offence punishable under Scction 395/
397/332/337/338/295/297/153-A of Indian Penal Codc and Scction 7 of
Criminal Law Amcndment Act, 1932 with regard to the demolition of the
disputed structurc at Ram Janam Bhoomi at Ayodhya, District Faizabad,
Uttar Pradesh on 6-12-92 being investigated by thc Central Burcau of
Investigation vide case No. RC 8(s)/92/SIU-V/SIC-1I, New Dclhi.

Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh Member of Parliament was accordingly
arrested at (time) 9.40 A.M. appo. on 8.4.93 and is at present lodged in
the policc lock up PS (place), annexc of Statc gucst housc, Dalibagh,
Lucknow under proper police protection.

Sd/-
Illcgible
8/4/93
DSP
C.B.I. SIC. II
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APPENDIX 1II
(See para 13 of the Report)

LOK SABHA
BULLETIN—PART II
(General information relating to Parliamcntary and other mattcers)

Tucsday, April 13, 1993/Chaitra 23, 1915 (Saka)

No. 1975
Arrestcd and Lodgement of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh

The following communication dated, 8 April, 1993, addressed to the
Spcaker, Lok Sabha, by the Deputy Superintendent of Policc. Central
Burcau of Investigation, SIC.-IV, New Delhi (Camp at Lucknow), was
reccived on 3 April, 1993:—

1 have the honour to inform you that I have found it my duty, in the
cxcercise of my powers under Section 41 of the Criminal Procedure Codc,
1973, to direct that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, Mcmber of
Parliament, be arrested for commission of offence punishable under
scctions 395/397/339/337/338/295/297/153-A of Indian Pcnal Code and
Section 7 of Criminal law Amendment Act, 1932 with regard to the
demolition of the disputed structurc at Ram Janam Bhoomi at Ayodhya,
District Faizabad, Uttar Pradesh on 6.12.1992 bcing investigated by the
Ccntral Burcau of Investigation Vide casc number RC 8(S)/97/SIU-V/
SIC-II, New Declhi. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, Member of
Parliament, was accordingly arrcsted at 9.40 A.M. on 8.4.1993 and is at
present lodged in the Police Lock-up annexe of Statc Guest House,
Dalibagh, Lucknow, under propcr police protection.”

C.K. JAIN,
Secretary-General.

107



APPENDIX HI
(See para 14 of the Report)

2CZC

Q88 PLKI343
PLPT PLKW
PLPX 503

INPUT ON 09-APR-1993 17:28 HRS

PLK303
QS DPLPT
DPLKW

TKS DLI DE LKW Z NR40Y GRI110

TO THE SPEAKER LOK SABHA NEW DELHI
FM 7TH A C J M, LUCKNOW

NO. NIL 9/4/93 UNC

DEAR MR. SPEAKER “I HAVE THE HONOUR TO INFORM
YOU THAT I HAVE FOUND IT-MY DUTY, IN THE EXERCISE
OF MY POWERS UNDER SECTION 167 OF THE CODE OF
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 1973 TO DIRECT THAT SRI BRI
BHUSHAN SHARAN SNGH, MEMBER OF THE LOK SABHA, BE
DETAINED FOR THE OFFENCE U/S 395/397/332/337/338/295/
297/153-A INDIAN PENAL CODE AND SECTION 7 OF THE
CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1932 STOP SRI BRIJ
BHUSHAN SINGH, M.P., WAS ACCORDINGLY TAKEN INTO
CUSTODY AT 1312. P.M. ON 9.493 AND IS AT PRESENT
LODGED IN THE DISTRICT JAIL, LUCKNOW STOP

THI....... 172079
SDBY BSB

DELIVERED ON 09-APR-1993 17:31 HRS
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APPENDIX IV
(See para 14 of the Report)

LOK SABHA

BULLETIN—PART I
{General information relating to Parliamentary and other matters)

Saturday, April 10, 1993 Chaitra 20, 1915 (Saka)

No. 1970
Arrest and Lodgement of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh

The following wireless message, dated 9 April, 1993, addressed to the
Spcaker, Lok Sabha, by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Lucknow was reccived on 10 April, 1993:—

I have the honour to inform you that I have found it my duty, in thc
excrcise of my powers under section 167 of the Code of Criminal
Proccdure. 1973, to direct that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh,
Member of Lok Sabha, be detained for the offence under sections
395/39332/337/338/295/297/153A ., Indian Penal .Code and scction 7
of the Criminal law Amendment Act. Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh,
M.P. was accordingly taken into custody at 1312 hours on 9.4.1993
and 1s at present lodged in the District Jail, Lucknow.”

C. K. JAIN,
Secretary-General.
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APPENDIX V
(See para 15 of the Rcport)

From

Shri S.M.A.A Bidi,
Chief Judicial Magistratc,
Gonda.

To

The Hon’ble Spcaker,
Lok Sabha,
Parliament, New Declhi.
DELHI.

Sub:- Issuance of production Warrant against Hon’blc M.P. Sri Brjj
Bhushan Singh for thc purposcs of trial in Cr. No. 15893 wsy/
2527 A. Act, P.S. Nawab Ganj, Distt. Gonda.

Sir,

With due regards I have thc honour to say that a production warrant
against Hon’ble M.P. Sri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh of District Gonda
have been issued by me on the report of police P.S. Nawabganj, as hc is at
present confined in District Jail, Lucknow, in some othcr crime. His
prescnce is also requircd for the purposes of trial of Cr. No. 158/93 w/ss
25727 A. Act, P.S. Nawabganj, District Gonda. Information is bcing scnt
to you for necessary action plcasc.

With rcgards:
Yours faithfully,

Sd/-
(S\M.A A. Bidi)
Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gonda.
12/4/93



APPENDIX VI
(See para 16 of the Report)

BRIJ BHUSHAN SHARAN SINGH 2, PARLIAMENT HOUSE
MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT NEW DELHI-110001
(LOK SABHA) 22 APRIL, 1993
Spcaker,
Lok Sabha
Necw Delhi.

Subject:- Noticc of question of privilise for non-intimation to thc Specaker/
House about thc relcase and rcarrest of Shri Brij Bhushan
Sharan Singh, M.P.

Sir,
Under rule 222 of the rules of procedurc of Lok Sabha. I hercby give

notice to raisc question of breach of privilisc arising out of non-intimation
to the Speaker/Housc of my rclease and rcarrcst from the jail.

The facts of the casc arc as under:—

I was arrested on 8.4.1993 by C.B.I. and lodged inf the police lock-up at
Lucknow. I was not produced before a Magistratc within 24 hours but only
after 29 hours. Thus I was kept illegal ¢ustody for 29 hours. C.B.I.
Magistrate of Lucknow accepted my bail on.16.4.1993. The bail was given
on 17.4.1993. Inspite of that I was not rclcased. I was produced before the
court of special Judge (Gangster Act) Faizabad on.20.4.1993 for policc
remand. But the court rcjected the request for remand under Gangster Act
and released me.

But no intimation rcgarding my bail on 16.4.93, rcarrest under Gangster
Act and rclease on 20.4.93 has been given to the Lok Sabha by the
authorities concerned.

This is a scrious breach of privilege and contempt thc Housc and a clcar
voilation of thc provisions of rules 229 and 230 of thc rules of procedurc of
the House.

I request that I may bc permitted to raisc this question of breach of
privilege in the Housc today.

Yours faithfully,

(BRIJ BHUSHAN SHARAN SINGH)
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APPENDIX VII
(See para 17 of thc Report)

st qergum R (rEn): 9 adw W gEr g Enan ¥ frfea e ¥ v
AW A oA A @A o F TR RER fma T ) g3 39 e & fadw A 3
Io% farg ¥ 3o @ FEn ) A0, o e @ fRwR fem T R GE o
T e R, AfF W Fmm IfF JU aw ¥ ondw 9r feenier @ oW, A
TS B MUY WH W 9 IW THE oW T 2 gEn 87 9 ¥ W gfem
Ffvenfal B fEw & & W TaEe 1 AR Jeeant § FR T e @ R,
4 oM frd B aA-IR T8 2 R ¥ el TR ofER ¥ A ar # W wEwa @
AN 2 TAHA W@ & AN | R W FFEg ¥ 99 GqE @ A rwR AW T
Y A FRY A @ THA ¥ IEF A . @, . qH FW TS wel 0 8
o A W IR M gfora g B gEew T fom mn, 9 A FwEEd F gEy
¥ R gz T8 o ™, 10 3R 1 A N W @ R mn 12w w3
TAFA & IR W A FR 25/27 T GHEH TR fF man 1 8 T R wm F o=
W fErR & &M TRAW W Q. W TEETE & W T

AAY W@ A A T N W qE W@ W)

st W FHUA: TX TN TEE F WY FEER A ¥

st gaywor o fig: a8 W FAEm, OfF FB O 3@ T 9= ¥ S
fadafar w1 wwen ¥ aw @ A g

sit gosqEm yror fog: & & o & an g ® g fRww R @
16 TG A AT I qQ DT g 1 17 ArE o e fmm T 18 T &
S fam & e ¥ Oz i T 18 A | AR 21 T 9F qECEH F A o
e A T T, S A @ T, S P a2 % fon dar ) ¥ 3 e
T EEA € Ak 12/13, 25/27 % TEREH FAW @ T @ '@ sws @ B oe
g A A wHm € R owd g A @

ymy THEE: AW FW I ¥

sit oo yro fidg: 92 v @ R oge ad @ T 19 aE @ SR @)
farde srerer 3 g9 R e R ol 20 wdE A g @ iR & fern T, IwE
Mg mER T FmwEHFE R 172 aE & FEwE
e Fed § T T gg fadwfaer & Amen & @i 39 9H9 w9 Wi W
TR R HR AfuER A @ T dR wm R F JW T

st aem fagr®t AR (qEeE): Awvw wdeE, TE ¥ R omen ® Fd
it T fF T wem dae ¥ wewm ¥ sefe W s 5w A Al A g
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sfuFr & Wy R W | faemEs § ® 22 I R T A TeE e et
FEH TN IR Tt R o R A N A A @ o W w A
MEAT B IqH TAA 6 Afed? e I e = @ o T ) A A IR o
i fem mn sdw aF § IR I } @ T, INE W IYER L2

Fgy TReE, ™ METdT Fien ¥ o1 I§R T am w0 T d fF IR
TR R R TR TR A T R W R A e d A
IqH Ifem T N aEf @ a wfed ) A s e o fF o s W e R
IS FN |

Ay WREA: TN w NOF 99 @ 87

st e fagrlt Ao AN W IE W D, F@ AR F AW Awy TRy,
MR i QA AR FE W owEE b g @ o € g e 5 S
@l ¥ WU AE-gEa T G 3 @ ¢ A e & e A w7 =l
fream & & | gEfel e @0 R fiear o I, v @ aEew & 9 W 3k
R TR # IR BTN B | IR 7% foafaen Fa a% Tom? WAy HERd, 39 N
dord Ayl # [ AWl 3 T@e A afed )

(=maum)

Ny WREW: TX TNE A a9 THioU 3R A T @ i 99 695 F
Fm I P A A A T ) W AR A R fazd o @R A A A w
staera T8 w21 fe o A ¥m M AR o @@ R R ook e B W fad
arh ¥ R IR ¢ A T W9 AT e T w1 R R wem B @ A
¥ frd fafem @ oive fF ™ }, ARk sl s fRm T @ A @ R A R
W ffem AfuEd F faes frfe ¥9 ofed e @1 g ¥ 3% W9-wy
FRATGIAS e it §| 78 G@ W G | TWH Hacw qX O F o W W
e ¢ 2 wed & @ A€ A ) o7R 2w ¥ A e o 3 9| gfer 7w
Ol 33W @ TR e @ f A R 2@



APPENDIX VIII
(See para 19 of the Rcport)

st W@ For AR (Ml TR): maw S, A w @ FAes wEm
frdwfodr W@ F TR weEl & SN g 98 SaEed @ R 3 e faerm s
A avF @ fdwiuEr W faer 38 &M 7 7 aRe @ ¢ F faafuwr & v
FR S TG wew 2 k@ Al e 3ok femdee & A § o6 wfed fe sol
¢ faera 7 91w 3w W@ FF TR T G TeE 3, WIS |wE 3
@ 7 & an § oo g @ R, Afew T R, AR @ v ™ wid we@ A 3w Ry
RN ER F N A Hew R q@ I TR T0F A 7@ w5 T, A
IH GO TF @ Q| GE-TEE R ) R F aj F A gu a& T &)
sifere w4 A o © W B EHE F Amen a1 &, wew ), faaw Afew o
I el

N@y "Ry ¢ ﬁﬁm%mamw&ﬁma@mﬁﬁéﬁw
3 ¢, TR I A dfuFy F TR A T R wE 3o T 2 R s
TR B R T A R g s A R, R O & o ¥ wy v w
™ A 9 Fe s fvm &, o 3@ ame ffaew Ave F fon Fae Td e 2
W Al A e feRe WA § ved d g § 3w wn gen ¥ ok wa g0
TR I R WS- W TN g R AW AR A A geifedeet few
WA &M R qT e A @ R T RN dg-aga s g R, g o T
® wm |

st v oEE (WAQW) : - A R S T R, saw S

@Y WG : TF W O TR A HESS F @ o 2 A W wEEn w1
1 F T ok 7 v 7@ W M F M O 7w T ) F oW I@R A Al
e o 2 A X I o, T vm R A AE e

st yR TeE: 3t A} AW TS A A, sy @ ¥ g fRAE W w g fr e
IFA S TEA T AT T R A A Am aedafe Waa 3 39 e o ofm
¥ F WO TR WA &1 -39 9 R @ T &, o I e Y forw mwe
1B, R et 1 gl Ses o o @), 39 e 1 R 3H WE | 93 =
e § m t

Fay wpEa: 78 A - WA §, W@ - A AN w@ A Y

st vz oRE : wwmE W@, I W A I A AEell W T AN qY wEgE
w1 w Fh W A T A A o ), s I W’ T R R
= Y 7w, = W T e A R 9@ A ok el e B
N R AT WA AfF TR TEER A i a@ ) it % W oy = wm
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) @ T e I e F am, 3w e & W FE W e e ¥ A e
Aw X TR M 3k Wwm TR w T

st T faem reaEE: eraw S, R B RN oM R @ P Refz X A IR
o vem ¢ AT age ¥ T 7g W 33 L, W andl @ A v o 45 T TR
F e ¥, & ¥ ¢ QA Gafua © amen 98 39/, RdY F @ Afvwd ¥ faers
ag qmen o1 AfF we §, Fe ¢, 3ud A ¥ f sr@mean! A 3 I w0 BN K ot
RIR. F AR @ TR 3 3D A 79 v A 9w W A 3R I F A F
AR W TN R 3W AW R F 3o 3K w6 Wi @ gt dAd #H dw @
A R, faaral @ g ¢ A TR 3w @ 21 T Iu% faens AR B Aamen
33 A gl # @ e o @ R s o § m faet greE @ wE @ 3
dm v @ ¥ an A, N FEY W Oaew ¢ FF 39 a@ F Ame W 9 s ik

3 fam #fsa)

N TR : A A B I I W AHS R AY W A 330, F e
A wreen & 6 waR 2w A oA wra ¥ ok 98w o §9 S % UR W T
) R A A f A ¥ SR A P A, B gEER 9§ oi I S @
% faens o W =fte @ 39 B ¥ W wHA 1 AR T AW T B FREW
} gafua }, T FA ¥ frden § a1 @ Gafvm ¢ D Twen Fw W on W@ R
T¢ W A W B wfkd | ok B A @ T N gE o sk g w9
fak w40 5 78 @91 @< ¢, w0 frdt ¥ o oo fifedw B % 3 ok swa o
afee @ A FHE § I8 AR ¥ W0 A TR WEHd 8 A & avedt @ A
T & dim T o =few)

st T faema urEAT: IEE TN A 98 T8 o € A IS W w1 A amen
t =% ffgm =9 ¥ ffsdw ¥ wEfua &)

Ny wpEa: and 7w N @ F 76 ¢ ok sgR I 7w 33 @ ) o wE
ARPBA IRt R Rk N
T @ wR-aR @ ¥, A R e o Hfae ¥ A’ X wam agm B A awa &
e o R o €, a3 gm ok A e o PRSI A F
fore 39 e TA HeA | AW F A F R Fo SfER 0 ¢, I f Fo wH-wwH
B } 1 v IR ITF Y FE R Tk 3k e W wm fF aw T gEw T
IEECE R R R IR R R R sk TR
e Tfen @ @ft, A wEr @ vRw W we

st wda fig (aoONR): wE WHEE, ¥ N F WA w0 oA £
Fuy weEE: { F waE W oomw 3 F fow A €

(araae)
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st v fip: sray TRRE, 7% R AR v W A g @ oww d §)
s f7 A% 3dY ® Y Y & T A | 3W WHY WS A Famw v W o, 39 A A
wEg X M N A W R T T R

(saau)

st v fiy: oy mic, oW R RN @ g & fon R @ ¥ ww s
o am T g, AW wE S

(Taue)

st vt fid: swm Tog, 39 T gy €, 39 AR T A T g, @
R A am R Swy AiCE, T s MR afe )

Aoy wPEa: ¥, ¥ NEA =@ww?

st wadm fim: W 2 9% FEn € fe o ww fF R e w fed s
oz # a5 T o wR 3, ¥ AR W WM A TED@

Nuy R YR G NN FH w1 fuER T@ R
st aadm fig: oW wecm, ¥ o wadivR & 9w g
Nuy wiew: ¥, A t Ffe T owEdw wA@ oaed €

st vt fidg: swe wicw, @ A T B 5 A 0F @ FeA G0 W,
R 31 A 3@ A @ T, IER g AR T @ T, # gy f e 1€
& §? 39 9TW@ W W WA F Far X g o } AufE w9 QA JW T, @
g 0 e @ @@ ) 3k T W feam faera wRER W2

(TTaa™)

Ny WPEE: YR gE TR A o Ay fh A wE g gE q@ o @
Gl CRE

(qaar)

Mr. Speaker: You have no facts with you. Unnecessarily you are arguing
someone clse’s case.

Shri Satya Deo Singh: I am making an argument on behalf of the Housc.

sit g wuu o Ry (wen): sy O@kE, IW-RY A FER A 17 a0G |
21 T @ IER I A @, IER gEw o ¥ ow TE?

(=aumr)

Ty fEd: A AR GEM) W AW A F WY WY HW FE AW
AT |

(Saaae)
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st wadw fuy: www wem, TR = D aw @ T
(=aur)

Nuy wgEy,: AMay A3 wgw @ @
(sqauH)

Mr. Speaker: You should be very clear in your minds. If you have a
quarrel with some police officer or any other officer outside this House
which has nothing to do with the activities of this House, it does not
constitute a breach of privilege. If anybody has written against you in any
newspaper and it has nothing to do with the activities of this House, it also
does not constitute a breach of privilege. The remedy lies in a Court of
Law, remedy does not lie with the Speaker. I expect you to go to the law
of privileges, study it, form the opinion and come to me correctly. I have
no difficulty in disposing all the privilege cases on the same day. But I
tricd to give you some relief by doing it and if you do not understand that
also, well, I am hclpless.

Shri Lal K. Advani (Gandhi Nagar): Mr. Speaker, Sir, your observation
as to what are the limitations and parameters of the cases of privilege
cannot be disputed. They arc perfectly correct. But in this particular case,
as I pointed out or an carlicr occasion, I wanted to know whether the
dctention of an hon. Member, information in that regard has been
conveyed to you or not. Tocay, you said perhaps information has been
sent. [ do not recall having seen it in the bulletin. If it was there in the
bulletin, then the matter would have ended. We are not complaining about
anything else except that prima facie if the detaining authorities have done
so illegally, unlawfully, then there is another resort. If they have not
communicated that, it constitutes a brcach of privilege.

Mr. Speaker: Yes; it constitutes a breach of privilege.

Shri Lal K. Advani: As far as I recall, you have pointed out on that very
day that there seems to have been a lapse.

Shri Chandra Shekhar (Ballia): Mr. Speaker, Sir, the matter is simple
whether this matter has come in the bulletin or not First of all, let us
know on what day in the bullctin it was published that the hon. Member
was arrested and then the matter will be over. If it has not come in the
bulletin, whether you said onc thing or the other it does not make any
differencc. Has the matter been reported in the Bulletin that the
concerned Officer informed the House that the hon. Member Shri Brij
Bhushan Saran Singh has been arrested? If that is not given in the
Bulletin, it is a clear breach of privilege, whether the breach of privilege
goes to the Secretariat of the Lok Sabha or to the Police Officer. This is
not private affair. It is a matter for which rules and procedures have been
laid down. If the matter was informed by the Police Officer, that should
Irave been reported on the same day in the Bulletin of the Lok Sabha. If
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thc matter has not been reported in the Bulletin of the Lok Sabha,
somcbody is at fault for it, whether it is Police Officer or the Sccretariat of
Lok Sabha.

Mr. Speaker: I will look into it.

st ¥ w0 (vygEeR) : ey wEeE, A A AR R w6 am R, 3 and e W@
) AfF v wEe A Mega A aw am ¥ ok ok wime ¥ yafg TR @
frerd, e o ¢ & o fifeds # amen = wfeg, W v ¥ @ #)

(wraum)
aay wPeR: A Ay FA ¥ faw W@ gmy
st WX W 3N S FE AW A AR T wEm RN wm v I
Nuy wRee: A W ol W wRn Fwn Jolde T gm sk A e @ R
3 IRy #fY, A G Om. (mEwE) 39 qR e W wha ¥
s AR W A e F Wega A AN f R B, e @), e @, A
dfaca % o @ =few)



APPENDIX IX
(See para 20 of the Report)
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

SussecT: Notice of question of privilege by Shri Brij Bhushan Saran Singh,
M.P. regarding the alleged non-intimation to the Speaker about
his release and rearrest by the authorities.

Lok Sabha Secretariat may please refer to their U.O. No. 17/31/93/
LB.L/Priv. dated 23rd April, 1993 followed by various reminders the last
being dated 12th May, 1993 on the subject mentioned above.

2. The matter has been enquired into the factual notes have been
received from the CBI and the State Government of Uttar Pradesh. A
copy each of the reports reccived from CBI (Annexure I) and from the
Statc Government of Uttar Pradesh (Annexure. II) is enclosed. Declay in
furnishing a factual note is due to delayed receipt of the aforesaid rcports.
We apologise for the delay.

3. This issues after the perusal and approval of Home Minister.

Sd-
(C.1. JOY)
Deputy Secretary to the Govt. of India

Lok Sabha Sectt., Legislative Branch, (Shri T.S. Ahluwalia,
Joint Secretary), New Delhi.

MHA U.O. No. I/16012/13/93-1S(D.III) dated 13th May, 1993.
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ANNEXURE | TO APPENDIX IX

FACTUAL REPORT

Based on evidence collected during the investigation of RC No. 8(S)/92/
SIU-V/SIC-II, i.e. demolition of the disputed structure in Ayodhya Sh.
B.B.S. Singh, M.P. was arrested alongwith others on 8.4.93 in Gonda at
0940 AM. He was taken to Lucknow and kept in CBI custody till 9-4-93
when he was produced before the CBI court in Lucknow. The court
rcmanded the M.P. to judicial custody. The matter for bail was taken up
on 16-4-93. The Lucknow court granted bail to the M.P. on 16-4-93 on
furnishing a personal bond of Rs. 2,000~ and surcty of like amount.

The M.P. was arrested as per law and he was extended due courtesics.
The complaint of alleged detention beyond 24 hours was raiscd before the
court by the M.P. in his bail application. The Magistratc after cxamining
thc documents was satisfied.

The arrest was made as per law. Section 57 of Criminal Procedure Code
lays down thus:

“No police officer shall dectain in custody a person arrested without
warrant for a longer pcriod than under all the circumstances of the casc is
reasonable and such period shall not in the absencc of special order of the
Magistrate under Scc. 167, exceed twenty-four hours exclusive of the time
necessary for the journey from the place of arrest 10 the Magistrate’s court.

The M.P. was arrested on 8-4-93 at 0940 hrs. and was produced before
the link Magistrate, Lucknow at 1312 hrs. on 9-4-93. The CBI tcam left for
the courts on 9-4-93 at 1000 hrs. 9-4-93 being Good Friday, rcgular
magistrate was not available.

It may be added that the MP has moved the High Court of Allahabad in
a Writ_of Habeas Corpus against his alleged detention beyond 24 hours by
the CBI. The matter is still under scrutiny by the High Court and is still
subjudice. About the date of rclease of the MP, his “rc-arrest” by U.P.
Police and being produced before the Special Judge, Faizabad on any date
under any law, the CBI has no records and therefore, is not in a position
to offer comments.
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It may be mentioned that on arrest of. the M.P. the Hon’ble Spcaker of
the Lok Sabha was informed and a copy of he intimation is enclosed.

This office has no objection to a copy of the factual notec being given to
the M.P.

Sd-
(ALEXANDER DANIEL)
DIG: CBI: SIC-1V
New Delhi.

SHRI C.D. ARHA,
Joint Secretary,
MHA



THIRD SCHEDULE

Form of communication regarding arrast, detention, conviction or release,
as the case may be, of a member.

Place : LUCKNOW
Date: 8.4.93

To

The Speaker,
Lok Sabha,
New Delhi,

Dear Mr. Speaker,

I have the honour to inform you that I have found it my duty, in the
exercise of my powers under Scction 41 of the Criminal Procedure Code
1973, to direct that Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh. Mcmbcer of the Lok
Sabha, be arrested for commission of offence punishable undcr Section
395/397/332/337/338/295/297/153-A of Indian Penal Codc and Scction 7
of Criminal Law Amendment Act 1932 with regard to thc demolition of
thc disputed structurc at Ram Janam Bhoomi at Ayodhya, District
Faizabad, Uttar Pradesh, on 6.12.92 being investigated by thc Central
Bureau of Investigation vide case No. RC 8 (S)/92/SIU-V/SIC-II, New
Delhi.

Sh. Brij Bhushan Saran Singh, Member of Parliament, was accordingly
arrested at (Time) 9.40 AM appo. on 8.4.93 and is at present lodged in the
Police custody at PS (place), annexe of State Guest Housc Dalibagh,
Lucknow, under proper police protection.

Sd~-
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THIRD SCHEDULE

Form of Communication regarding Arrest, detention, conviction or
release, as the case may be, of a member.

Place: Lucknow
Date: 8.4.93

To

The Speaker,
Lok Sabha,
New Delhi.

Dcar Mr. Speaker,

I have the honour to inform you that I have found it my duty, in the
cxercisc of my powers under Scction 41 of the Criminal Procedurc Code
1973, to direct that Shri B.ij Bhushan Sharan Singh Member of the Lok
Sabha be arrested for commission of offence punishable under Scction 395/
397/332/337/338/295297/153-A of Indian penal Codc and Section 7 of
Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 1932 with rcgard to cnd to demolition of
the disputed structure at Ram Janam Bhoomi at Ayodhya, District
Faizabad, Uttar pradcsh on 6.12.92 being investigated by thc Central
Burcau of investigation vide casc No. 8(s)/92/SIU-V/SIC-1I, New Delhi.

Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh Member of Parliament was accordingly
arrested at (time) 9.40 A M. approx. on 8.4.93 and is at present lodged in
the police lock up PS (Placc), annexe of Statc Guest House, Dalibagh,
Lucknow under. proper police protection.

Sd/-
Illcgible
8/4/93
DSP
CB.I SIC I
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OFFICE OF THE DIG, SIC-IV
HOTEL SAMRAT, NEW DELHI
May 13, 1993.

Dear Shri Arha,

This is in continuation of the report dated 13.5.93 in CBI investigation
case No. RC-8(5)/92-SIU-V/SIC-II which is the case dealing with the
demolition of the disputed structure in Ayodhya.

2. The matter has been taken up by a privilege motion by Shri B.B.S.
Singh, M.P., regarding his arrest by the CBI and re-arrest by U.P. police.

3. On 9.4.1993 the CBI team left office at 1000 hrs. in Lucknow to
produce thc MP in CBI Court. They reached there at 1030 hrs. On 9.4.93
there was a gazetted holiday on account of Good Friday and thercfore, the
rcgular magistratc was not available. In his absence the M.P. was taken to
the Court of Link Magistrate who was also not available. Then, instruc-
tions were sought from the CJIM as to in which Court the M.P. should be
produced. As instructed by the CJM, the M.P. was taken to the Court of
another Link Magistrate, Shri K.N. Pandey, nominated by the CIM. The
M.P. was produced in the Court of Shri Pandey at 1312 hrs. This issue of
allcged detention of the M.P. in CBI custody beyond 24 hrs. was also
raised before this Court. The Court was satisfied with the rcasoning given
by the prosecution. A fax copy of the Court Order is enclosed.

With regards,

Yours sincercly,

Sd/-
(ALEXANDER DANIEL)
DIG, CBI, SIC-1V,

New Delhi

SHRI C.D. ARHA,
Joint Secretary,

Ministry of Home Affairs,
New Delhi.
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Dt. 9.4.93
[English translation of original in Hindi]
Copy of the Order

The applicant Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P. has submitted that
as he was arrested by the police on 8.4.93 at 8.00 A.M. and was not
produced in court within the prescribed time-limit, therefore he should be
released. The prosecutor has contended that the Hon’ble Member was
arrested on 8.4.93 at 9.40 A.M. in Nawabganj, district Gonda and he was
produced on 9.4.93 at 10.30 A.M. in the competent Court (Court of
Special Judicial Magistrate CBI). But as he as well as the Link Magistrate
were on leave, he could be produced in court only at 01.12 hours. It has
been submitted by the prosecution that if the time taken in travelling and
reaching the court is deducted, it would become evident that hon’ble
Member was produced in Court for remand well in time. I agree, with the
contention of the prosecution and therefore hold that barring the time
taken in journey and other requirements, the Hon’ble Member, Shri Brij
Bhushan Sharan Singh was produced in the Court well within the
prescribed time limit. Therefore, this writ application is rejected.

Sd/-
(K.N. Pandey)
Link Officer/Special J.M.
CBI
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ANNEXURE Il TO APPENDIX IX
(English translation of original in Hindi)
S.R. LAKHA D.O. No. 89 SCR 193

Special Secretary, Home. Government of Uttar Pradesh
Lucknow, dt. 13 May, 1993.

Dear Shri Adha,

With reference to your letter No. 1/1602/13/93-1.G.(B-3) dt. 4.5.93, I
have to inform you that Shri Bri; Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P. Lok Sabha
was arrested by C.B.1. on 8.4.93 and was lodged in Lucknow District Jail.
Intimation in this regard was sent to the Hon'ble Speaker of Lok Sabha by
CBI. During his detention in Lucknow district jail, he was served a
Warrant(B) by the police of district Gonda on 17.4.93 under Gangster Act.
On 20.4.93, he was produced before the special judge, Gangster Act
(Designated Court) Faizabad for remand. But, as the police did not get his
remand, Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P. was released on 20.4.93.
Intimation, regarding serving a warrant(B) to him under the Gangster Act
was not again given to the Hon'ble Speaker because CBI had already
intimated about the arrest of Shri Brij Bhushan Sharan Singh, M.P.
However, if any other information is required, kindly get it from the
C.B.I. Cell, Delhi, because he was first arrested by the C.B.I.

Yours faithfully,
Sd/-
13.5.93
To,
Shri C.D. Adha,
Joint Secretary,
Ministry of Home Affais,
Government of India,
New Delhi.

MGIP (PLU) MRND—4182LS—17-11-93—550.
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