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SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES
(Fourth Lok Sabha)

I-INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURE

I, the Chairman of the Committee of Privileges, having been
authorised to submit the report on their behalf, present this report
to the House on the question of privilege raised by Shri Madhu
Limaye, M.P., and referred to the Committeé by the House on the
5th June, 1967, against the Editor of the Hindustan (Hindi Daily),
in respect of the editorial' published in its issue dated the 2nd June,
1967.

2. The Committee held five sittings. The relevant Minutes of
‘these sittings form part of the report.

3. At the first sitting held on the 12th June, 1967, the Committee
.considered the procedure to be followed in dealing with the question
of privilege under their consideration. The Committee also decided
that, in the first instance, the Editor of the Hindustan be asked to
state what he might have to say in the matter for the consideration
of the Committee.

4. At the second sitting held on the 14th June, 1967, the Commit-
tee considered the draft letter to be sent to the Editor of the
Hindustan and approved it.

5. At the third sitting held on the 22nd June, 1967, the Chairman
informed the Committee that he had granted extension of time by
‘ten days to the Editor of the Hindustan for submission of his reply,
as requested by the latter.

6. At the fourth sitting held on the 5th July, 1867, the Committee
.considered the letter of apology from the Editor of the Hindustan
and arrived at their conclusions.

7. At the fifth sitting held on the 12th July, 1967, the Committee
considered their draft report and adopted it.

1 See Appendix I.
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II-FACTS OF THE CASE

8. On the 5th June, 1967, Shri Madhu Limaye, M.P., while rais-

ing the question of privilege, specifically quoted the following pas-
sages from the impugned editorial as being objectionable : —

fra, gt 7 wafea’

[BASELESS, MEANINGLESS AND IMPROPER]

(1) ‘garQ-feaé 1 e of waifed &0 & wmeaw qq1 T o7
frogre st § R, Twed AwaRia sifaal ®1 93 g,
R aT<E 6 A TOANT F AT A R, AT A T

g7 & AR TR qead § $)T AT 99 9 fa=r w0 5-
TwF qAway §

[The baseless charges levelled in Rajya Sabha for full twelve
hours using the illogical and undesirable medium of Hazari Report
and violating all democratic proprieties, are devoid of facts according
to the measuring rod of Government and that Government do not
deem it necessary to consider them.]

(ii) ‘fog @= # w&7 & & wfaug dag-aaedi ¥ 7 fo #) 99&
7 92w & famg § A8 qwar w1 ¥ dafeas o oo w1
wyar uF qeqa-fane oF safeq faqe #1 agamw £ F Alaw
& ®7 F & Ia%T gEAwT fawar |
[But it is unfortunate that certain Members of Parliament did not
view the Report from its basic objective and rather used it only as a

means to seek individual and party publicity or to disrepute a
particular establishment and a particular person.]

(iii) ‘@@ wdarfas, swmfos oF gangaqr gard-fad #y

HTITT 7T T {§FZ & 91 gay @37 fowar wgqr sz faw famad,

s AT gEagT F wrdw 0F AT & faen-arHey &7 99

qa1 forat AT, ¥ W & A A foat geaar, wrazar of gufa

2, gAY mag € Wi a% qifgrie ¥ ww 97 i g€ g

[The uproar created in Parliament based on such unscientific,
unauthentic and audacious Hazari Report and the awe that was
created against Birla Empire after the fashion of a missionary,
crusader and religious zealot, and the crookedness, cowardice and

malafide which is at the root of this courage, has perhaps never been
exhibited in Parliament ever before.]
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(iv) “ox w1 s wsdw frare-fafaog site 2w %) fafag afafefaa
®Y 97@A FT garew, wiaw qdf aaifaw afaeaygel w & ) g9 A
¥ A w7 wfrwre W omaT S Ave sfafafaat w2 N
wfea Y ot AT § aatew age 2y § AR afoqu wsfaser
& forieTd & q19 WO T AW HT F arewr @ § 0

[The forum of Parliament is the supreme, final and most respon-
sible forum for national discussion and for evaluating varied deve-
lopments in the country. The right to speak from this forum is
bestowed by the people only on those representatiyes of the people
who have public good uppermost in their minds and are capable of
expressing their opinion consistent with the fullest national devotion

and responsibility.]
(v) “seq & s 71 gard-Feaie wToaTe A%T gag & @ o0
griaar, fav-awa, afwgr @ wirds w=fma gor a3
w97 qf Ia% gaed) v wfasst & wqEq ar 7

*[The question is whether the absurdity, venom, character assassi-
nation and thoughtlessness which was given vent to on the floor of
Parliament by making Hazari Report as the basis therefor was in
accordance with the dignity of Parliament and its members?]

(vi) “za gfz Y qafrg & 0w ez &8 a1 qaam ¥ dfee gfee
AT TIEF FATAT 3G FT ATAN—3TT F¢ §S q09A & TE
wrar 1

[Should this view-point be termed as a prejudiced view or should
it be termed as a partisan view or again should it be looked upon as
a mark of helplessness arising out of setting one’s own house on fire
—we are at a loss to determine.]

III—FINDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE

9. After careful examination of the contents, tone and tenor of
the impugned editorial published in the Hindustan, dated the 2nd
June, 1967, the Committee are of the view that the said editorial
contains reflections on the character and proceedings of the Parlia-
ment and on the conduct of its Members as such and tends to bring
the Parliament into disrespect and disrepute, which amounts to a
breach of privilege and contempt of the House.

10. The Editor of the Hindustan has, however, expressed his
“deep and unqualified regret for any offence caused to the House or
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any honourable member thereof”. In his letter® of apology dated the
28th June, 1967, the Editor has stated:—

“May I, at the outset, submit that it was not the intention of
the author of the editorial to offer any indignity or odium
to the august House. At any rate, without going into any
other aspect of the matter, I express my deep and unqualified
regret for any offence caused to the House or any hon'ble
member thereof. I hope that the Committee as well as the
House would accept this expression of regret and would

. accordingly discharge the notice.”

11. The Committee are of the opinion that in view of the unqua-
lified expression of regret by the Editor of the Hindustan, no further
action need be taken in the matter.

IV—RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMITTEE

12. The Committee recommend that the expression of regret by
the Editor of the Hindustan be accepted and no further action be
taken by the House in the matter.

R. K. KHADILKAR,
New DELHI; Chairman,
The 12th July, 1967. Committee of Privileges.

% Hindi version of this letter is reproduced in Appendix II.



MINUTES

I
First Sitting

New Delhi, Monday, the 12th June, 1967.
The Committee sat from 16-00 to 17-00 hours.

PRESENT
Shri R. K. Khadilkar—Chatirman.

MEMBERS

. Shri Rajendranath Barua

. Shri Hem Raj

. Shri J. M. Imam

. Shri Thandavan Kiruttinan

. Shri Bal Raj Madhok

. Lt. Col. HH. Maharaja Manabendra Shah of Tehri Garhwal
. Shri H. N. Mukerjee

. Shri Anand Narain Mulla

. Shri P. Ramamurti

. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh.
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SECRETARIAT
Shri M. C. Chawla—Deputy Secretary.

1

2. The Committee considered the procedure to be followed in

dealing with the questions of privilege in respect of (i) the editorial

published in the Hindustan (Hindi Daily) in its issue, dated the 2nd

June, 1967 and (ii) * * * * allegedly casting aspersions on Members
of Parliament.

3. The Committee decided that, in the first instance, the Editor
(Shri Ratan Lal Joshi) of the Hindustan and * * * * be asked to
state what they might have to say for the consideration of the
Committee, by the 21st June, 1967.

*s*+ The omitted portion relates to another case and will be included in the minutes of
the relevant report.

5
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‘4. The Committee decided to meet again to consider the draft
letter(s) to be sent to the above named person(s), on Wednesday,
the 14th June, 1967 at 16-00 hours.

The Committee then adjourned.

I
Second Sitting

New Delhi, Wednesday, the 14th June, 1967.
The Committee sat from 14-45 to 15-00 hours.

PRESENT
Shri R. K. Khadilkar—Chairman.

MEMBERS
. Shri Rajendranath ‘Barua
. Shri Bal Raj Madhok
Shri H. N. Mukerjee
Shri Anand Narain Mulla
. Shri G. L. Nanda
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh.

Nooe e

SECRETARIAT
Shri M. C. Chawla—Deputy Secretary.

2. The Committee considered the draft letter(s) to be sent to the
Editor of the Hindustan and * * * * asking them to state what they
might have to say in the matter of the question(s) of privilege
against them, and approved them.

The Committee then adjourned.
m

Third Sitting
New Delhi, Thursday, the 22nd June, 1967.
The Committee sat from 16-00 to 17-10 hours.

PRESENT
Shri R. K. Khadilkar—Chairman.

»#* The omitted Portion relates to another case and will be included in thé¢ minutes
of the relevant report,
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MEMBERS
. Shri Rajendranath Barua
Shri Hem Raj
. Shri J. M. Imam
. Shri S. M. Joshi
. Shri Bal Raj Madhok
. Lt. Col. HH. Maharaja Manabendra Shah of Tehri Garhwal:
. Shri H. N. Mukerjee
. Shri Anand Narain Mulla
Shri G. L. Nanda
. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh.

© o 1 N

—
= o

SECRETARIAT
Shri M. C. Chawla—Deputy Secretary.

2. The Chairman informed the Committee that the Editor of the
Hindustan had made a request for extension of time by 10 days for
submission of his reply and he (the Chairman) had granted his
request to submit the reply by the 30th June, 1967, at the latest.

L d L L] *

4. The Committee desired that copies of the relevant debate in
Rajya Sabha on the Hazari Report might be made available to the
members of the Committee before their next sitting.

5. The Committee authorised the Chairman to fix the date for
their next sitting.

The Committee then adjourned.

v
Fourth Sitting

New Delhi, Wednesday, the 5th July, 1967,
The Committee sat from 16-00 to 16-30 hours.

PRESENT
Shri R. K. Khadilkar—Chairman.

#%#¢ Paragraph 3 relates to another case and will be included in the Minutes of the-
relevant report.
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MEMBERS

. Shri Hem Raj

. Shri J. M. Imam

. Shri S. M, Joshi

. Shri Bal Raj Madhok

. Lt. Col. H.H, Maharaja Manabendra Shah of Tehri Garhwal

Shri P. Govinda Menon

. Shri Anand Narain Mulla
. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh.

SECRETARIAT
Shri M. C. Chawla—Deputy Secretary.

The Committee considered the letter of apology dated the 28th

.June, 1967 from Shri Ratan Lal Joshi, Editor of the Hindustan
(Hindi Daily).

The Committee decided to accept the apology tendered by the
Editor of the Hindustan, and to recommend to the House to take no
‘further action in the matter. The Committee, however, decided that
the Editor be asked to furnish the Hindi version of his apology.

3.

The Committee decided to meet again on the 12th July, 1967

40 consider their Draft Report.

. . . »
The Committee then adjourned.

\ 4
Fifth Sitting

New Delhi, Wednesday, the 12th July, 1967.

The Committee sat from 16-00 to 16-30 hours.

PRESENT
Shri R. K. Khadilkar—Chairman.

" -+*s Paragraph 4 relates to another case and will be included in the minutes of the
relevant report,
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MEMBERS

. Shri Rajendranath Barua

. Shri Hem Raj

. Shri Bal Raj Madhok

. Lt. Col. HH. Maharaja Manabendra Shah of Tehri Garhwal
Shri H. N. Mukerjee

Shri Anand Narain Mulla

. Shri P. Ramamurti

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh.

© o a@ U W N

SECRETARIAT

Shri M. C. Chawla—Deputy Secretary.

* \ * *® *

3. The Chairman informed the Committee that the Editor of the:
Hindustan had furnished the Hindi version of his apology, as desired”
by the Committee at their last sitting held on the 5th July, 1967.
The Committee perused the Hindi version and accepted it.

4. The Committee then considered their draft Second Report on
the question of privilege against the Hindustan and adopted it after
affirming the position stated in paragraph 9 of the draft Report.

5. The Committee authorised the Chairman and, in his absence,
Shri H. N. Mukerjee, to present the Report to the House on the 19th:

July, 1967.
The Committee then adjourned.

®¢e* Pgragraph 2 relates to another case and will be included in the Minutes of the
relevant report.



APPENDIX—I
(See para 1 of Report)
fegeam
af fae, AR, STCS FOUT &, Fo oY
[frerare, wmder @ wyfa)

gArQ-fea¥e & romawt ¥ g€ aga &7 IAT AW g g v JONT qA
A FFELT A AgAT ¥ FrT GIHTA FAoraqy ) famea frar 3 § ez A E
FA(-felE Y wang o waifeq &7 & Aeaw gATH fow froare oA
& @17, arex MNwgaa Dfaa) w1 T03 T, R T ¥ % TSFAWT §
FUAT F77 Y, AT F FAE 9T & g AAT Jeqgra § 6 awwre
3T 9T fA9T HTAT wATAE@F FAWAT § 1 €FAT § A, AT WA ¥ ;@
& T AT 99 F WAYT TaTIRHE WIS 9T @2 WY gFe  fRAr § | IR
AQ-fTE Rar w7a ¥ viwg w weEwr w3d gu fawi wekl ¥
T e gard-fead feat sienfos geara-fane & szaarfas S+t
N AT w7 AN TG R, 707 vafwa srarfirs feafa F1 oF wewaw A § o
wwd F 3w & srarfrw fawra Y 917 wfos afqdrs gamar ar a3 - fog 9T w0
8T § s whrag dac-agedt ¥ ga et =1 9a% qa e ¥ favg ¥ 7 T
AT F7 ifere 0F A7 T4 AT OF FeqrA-faRy of fe fawe w
qIATA FIX F qreqq F &7 § g Ia67 FEFAT 637 | T9 qed § ag TWONA ]
& Txa MHETTEAA A oY w14Y 17 Frvd w7y wgQy o fear &) Feale &Y e
FIA & faaq) qraw) IF 06T Y qAr 9Y, I § 9t g w4y § )

99 IAT & AT IO AAT ¥ AQEA F GHT-HIAHAT QF FTeIfAw
qrATY FT &7 FI& gT eq5e foar § fF A€ @@ F A At areda
1 FAFIT FOFT § TT FIX TF CETATT FIA A7 7T 7% A8 forwrara o )
gE & 1 €T wET § # a7 wgwT ¥ 1952 § st fawra qF Frawa
A F TN TAT IA AIEET ATF-FHET &1 WY for® fopar 1 o & 52 77 AvE-
&t F I ¥ fAceaw qig-g3ara faar w7dr § w1 faad = geaqy 39€ 39
o a% weger @ § q4r qag]l & wfafry & w7 o @t A A qqragr ft faw
¥ g7eq @A WY § | €T FALN A AIEART K AFT ATH qF fHEY THIC F @A
&1 gargre ag frar g

10
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gIT-featE #Y age w1 AreAw K § qF dog-wAedt w TG g RN
Y qaré srarfowar qF FroreraT W wE) 0T wE FT A@AT LT 97 | gATD-
feard, darfe eag oo gardt & €T frat § FAT wiwet w1 frvdww w7 3,
T 9iwe ‘wifas, wqor 81T TS AR} F G2gYO’ § | qT9 &Y WMo FATY A Y WY
wNF1< fear @ e wreda & fad fed o wrEdeaY #1 IgiY oF ¥ wfas qre Y
fara farar & o< gae Igiv argdal M7 AIgd e ¥ geor-0al ¥ aw & W £ 58
T8 frat & 1 74T €7 qrdy eNFTARRE ¥ Az rA-fang w) faraed, -
gax oF fr.gw qrar 91 gwAr g ?

37 ¥ qfifeer facar-aqg w seafaat & daar, fa:§ o gardy ¥ waqy
fea¥e & sorar &1 wrgrT FATAT &, CHfAH-Aiw-wrA & gyarfa froewt ¥
16! o & | oRIfusT-ig-araT £ foaid aava7 65 ¥ Y Torfoa @1 0 o1
TF HTANT & Heqed qETT -qTATHT & TF AIATAW G | Lo FATY #Y fqE gwl-
fasreaig-mam & fe & w10 arg wwfod g€ & | g ¥To g &t # Feid
g =aez § fm I+gia aFtfasTT-Tiw-wratT £ I 1 98 931 | afg & qwrfirere-
-1 FY feNE qgy Y ag fafesa ar fv a7 a1 § o9 aa@t ) owifusr-
FTEF-HTA F) fIE & gifea aal & wa6w ¥ 07 $9 AT a8 aifaq 5@ fr
CFTIFTT FrT-wranT &1 foaie & gaar qug a9q & | goe, ag arq WY aue & T4
g1 fr awrfusTe & fag §3 &7 QAT CHIUFIT-ATT-ATIT T qIH1TT FT
forar a1, 3§ FT F o AT FT HIAT FINH ATTATY F1 FIT FET 47 7 47
NaAr-FRaT 2z § grrfusreaig-aran £ O2 gwaTTTE 6

e simlas, garaifos of gargaget gard-foilE st o a9 T w1
gazg ¥ o gt @er fear w@n w7 fom fawady, waverd i gdargr & odw
oF Wi & faan-grensy & W Tav fFar mal, @ o & qu § faad glewar
F17TaT 0F Fafq &, Ia wag & o a% qlAHe & A7 9T q&foa g€ v

Zard-feéd wad qedt & faadr wasaQq &, godr fawrfont & oy
FeqTAZTIICE | TF IAWT HaAT ¥ WY qIgawr F 79 @ w1 faar 3

dgz w1 g7 Uerg frare-fafaua otz 3w # fafre afafafad) &1 @y
F1 gatea, wfaw qd grifus afgaged g9 & @ &9 § 1T &1 Gfawr A
FATT IY e wfafafaat F1 2 § I q7fza B 74 I ¥ g7 qgew R
& w1 qfeqet Trez-fAssr o faeder & & AT a94t 77 4 FI $T a9 @A § |
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it & fs aat gomQ-FeaE w1 wiETe dwT e & sag ¥ A e, fre-a,
afcaga™ qa wfads safoa gur sa1 a8 dag o o qza A sfrer & wqed
a1 ? Ut A far @Y, warg #y Efea fray sg, et w7 gET H—FWIT Wy
& s o0 w7 # FrelY Y 7Y qwt o, faeeg 2 waT s oF weTay @ 2
& gy arfaa 1 ¥ qF g faedt Y ot g1 foa ag s 99 9T d9m
FIFT IPEAT AT | X § fF TIrA-FNe &7 Faf s waww A< faowr-afar
uq fatar-deqaml 1 qqg & LAY 9741 § A7 fawar vt gf 8, gad awrey
YaAfaw g & gaeat ¥ 9y quoy wir foar ) 9= goF wfaas § qg A€ e
f& fag fa & fafaa 1 2w & fom SAofaal it wedr %< @ €, ag e o
IART Y AT AT § AT TH AFT F AHFTAAT { 4% HOAT g HAHAT, THAT
T HYOY FT I TF T @ § | Fa9a7 #¥ a17 2 f& gqway ¥ g7 wfaqs
1 uqv fags § afwg fear i fama fan B aome & argda-Dfa s
arsda-greasItal & graow DA & qwgfeT € o

EAT-FLq1E FY AYR HTHRA’ FT AEF FA AT FEAET Y 47 fWE{
wE -A-HifaT as fas qa-@-qq T w1, fTivE § eqm-rar qx afory faea-
qf@TT & wiatfirs Fiwe, q1gw va qeagqr 1 wwar I gfe § avw g ad,
gA%T TgEq aHA § g 9T @1 & | 1w gfor v qatg & Gfiw gfer % a1 qwamw
¥ dfee gfoz gaar 91T a1 AGX F AT FF FH AAW F AL
w1aT Y A AT AE E fF GIETTH T 99N K GAFCFA 6 fqF
wefwa faar o

(English Translation—Original in Hindi)
HINDUSTAN
New Delhi, Friday, the 2nd June, 1967.
BASELESS, MEANINGLESS AND IMPROPER

The Government decisions announced day before yesterday by
Shri Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, the Central Minister of Industrial
Development, while winding up the debate in Rajya Sabha on the
Hazari Report made it clear that the baseless charges levelled in
Rajya Sabha for full twelve hours using the illogical and undesirable
medium of Hazari Report and violating all democratic proprieties,
are devoid of facts according to the measuring rod of Government
and that Government do not deem it necessary to consider thém.
Not only this, the Minister for Industrial Development also regretted
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the standard of debate and undue publicity sought through it. Cla-
rifying the aims of seeking the Hazari Report, he said in unequivocal
terms that the said report was not the outcome of the enquiry into
the commercial working of some Industrial establishments but
merely a study of the current industrial conditions in the light of
which the industrial development of the country could be further
speeded up. But it is unfortunate that certain Members of Parlia-
ment did not view the Report from its basic objective and rather used
it only as a means to seek individual and party publicity or to
disrepute a particular establishment and a particular person. It
may be recalled in this context that Professor Hazari himself has
said that the Report is incomplete. He does not consider the mate-
rial he collected for finalising the report to be adequate.

Challenging the doubts and suspicions and imaginary charges
made by the Members, the Minister of Industrial Development made
it clear during his reply that no complaint regarding the securing
and use of the industrial licences through undue means has so far
been received by the Government. In this context Shri Fakhruddin
Ali Ahmed also referred to the Licencing Enquiry Committee con-
stituted in 1952 under the Industries (Development and Regulation)
Act which continuously looks into the licences issued and of which
Shri Hridya Nath Kunzru had been Chairman for some time and
Skri Dange and Shri Basawada had been the members as labour
representatives. The said Committee has so far not raised any
objections regarding licences.

Before making Hazari Report the medium of discussion, the
Members of Parliament should have tested it from the point of view
of truth, authenticity and impartiality. As admitted by Dr. Hazari
himself, the data analysed in the Hazari Report are only “partial,
incomplete and dubious in some cases.” Dr. Hazari has also admitted
that he has counted more than once the applications submitted for
licences and that he did not make any distinction between licences
and letters of intent. The issue is whether despite these admissions
the report could be considered reliable, reasonable, and impartial.

Moreover, the number of the companies of the Birla Group, made
the basis of assessment in his Report by Dr. Hazari, differs much from
the well considered conclusions of the Monopoly Enquiry Commis-
sion. The Monopoly Enquiry Commission Report was published in
the month of November, 1965. A judge of the Supreme Court was
the Chairman of this Commission. Dr. Hazari’s Report has been
published much later than the Monopoly Enquiry Commission Report.
But it is evident from Dr. Hazari's Report that he did not go through
the Monopoly Enquiry Commission Report. Had he gone through
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the Report of the Monopoly Enquiry Commission, it was certain that
either he would have corrected his own data in the light of the
data given in the Monopoly Enquiry Commission Report or he
would have proved that the data given in the Monopoly Enquiry
Commission Report was wrong. Secondly, it is also not understood
why Dr. Hazari felt it necessary to test his ability in the sphere of
monopoly which had already been properly examined by the Mono-
poly Enquiry Commission? Was the report of Monopoly Enquiry
Commission unsatisfactory in the eyes of the Planning Commission?

The uproar created in Parliament based on such unscientific,
unauthentic and audacious Hazari Report and the awe that was
created against Birla Empire after the fashion of a missionary,
crusader and religious zealot, and the croockedness, cowardice and
malafide which is at the root of this courage, has perhaps never been
exhibited in Parliament ever before.

Hazari Report is as impracticable in regard to its recommendations
as it is uncertain about its data. This fact has been admitted by
the Minister of Industrial Development also on the floor of Rajya
Sabha. ‘

The forum of Parliament is the supreme, final and most respon-
sible forum for national discussion and for evaluating varied deve-
lopments in the country. The right to speak from this forum is
bestowed by the people only on those representatives of the people
who have public good uppermost in their minds and are capable of
expressing their opinion consistent with the fullest national devotion
and responsibility. The question is whether the absurdity, venom.
character assassination and thoughtlessness which was given vent to
on the floor of Parliament by making Hazari Report as the basis
therefor was in accordance with the dignity of Parliament and its
Members? Evil should be condemned, crime should be punished,
wrong should be corrected. We submit that no one should be
spared for such action. But it is wholly improper and unjust that
any one should be considered guilty before his guilt is proved and
his name sullied in an unrestricted manner. It is regrettable that
using an entirely irrelevant occasion of Hazari Report, the members
of the Ruling Party also have taken a prominent part in condemning
and criticising the Birla Family and Birla concerns in both the
Houses of Parliament. In their indiscretion they forgot that the
policy for which they are criticising those industrialists, has been
framed by their own Government and that in a way they are openly
exhibiting their own inefficiency, mistakes and crime. It is a matter
of pleasure that the Minister for Industrial Development ‘corrected’
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this thoughtlessness through his own thoughtfulness and declared
that Government’s licensing policy as well as the conduct of licencees
are beyond any doubt.

‘The gentlemen who made Hazari Report a tool of their ‘attack’
saw only devils from beginning to end in the said Report and they
clearly ignored the industrial efficiency, enterprise and tenacity of
Birlas referred to in the said report at several places. The reason
for this is not understood. Should this view-point be termed as a
prejudiced view or should it be termed as a partisan view, or again
should it be looked upon as a mark of helplessness arising out of
setting one’s own house on fire—we are at a loss to determine. It
is, however, a matter of satisfaction that Government have been
discreet in rejecting this biased opinion.
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APPENDIX I
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