
Title: Discussion on the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Amendment Bill, 2000. (Bill Passed)

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING AND MINISTER OF
STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): Sir, I beg to
move:

"That the Bill further to amend the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995, be taken into
consideration."

Sir, Shri K.P. Singh Deo has just mentioned that he had the privilege of piloting the Cable Television Networks
(Regulation) Act, 1995. As a result of the advent of satellite television, several new avenues came to the fore. In
1995, Parliament legislated the 1995 Act. Since then we have put this Act into motion and implemented it for several
years. There are several areas where the Act requires to be strengthened. I will briefly indicate the areas which this
Bill deals with.

Under section 5 there is a provision to frame a programme code. Similarly, under section 6 there is a provision to
frame the advertising code. Accordingly, regulations have been framed in which a programme code and an
advertising code had been framed. But sections 5 and 6 carry a proviso which says that nothing in this section shall
apply to programmes of foreign satellite channels which can be received without the use of specialised gadgets and
decoder.

A similar proviso is there in Section 6. The result of these two provisos has been that every time there is a foreign
satellite channel which is uplinked from outside the country down-linked into India, it is further transmitted without
the use of any specialised gadgets or decoders, they get a complete exemption from the applicability of the
programme code as also the advertising code. The special gadgets or decoders are used for the purpose of those
channels only which are pay-channels. That is to say, the cable operator charges every household a certain
amount of money. Those who are free channels are transmitted without any specialised gadgets or decoders.
Therefore, if there is a foreign satellite channel − we have a large number of foreign satellite channels which are
down-linked into the country, which are free to air channels, where no decoder is required − then there is a
complete exemption to the cable operator to show that programme and transmit it further without any consequence,
irrespective of whether our programme code or advertising code have been complied with in that programming or
not.

In the new amendment, it is proposed to delete this particular provision, the provisos themselves, so that the effect
of the deletion would be that our programme code and broadcasting code would be applicable to all kinds of
channels, whether they are pay-channels, encrypted-channels or they are free to air channels.

The second amendment which has been suggested is the definition which has been added in clause 2(a), where
we are defining an authorised officer. There are several sections in which this Act has to be implemented in every
district of the country to see that there is compliance of the provisions of this Act and several officers are required to
be notified to implement this Act. The experience of the last five years has been that since this is required to be
implemented in every district of the country, in several States, the concerned officers have not been notified or have
not been spared by the State Government for this particular purpose. Therefore, those definitions are being
substituted, that instead of saying which particular officer, the phrase being introduced is an `authorised officer'.
The word `authorised officer' is being added to the definition that he shall include the District Magistrate, the sub-
divisional Magistrate or the Commissioner of Police who will have the primary responsibility for implementing
several provisions of this Act. This is intended in order to make the implementation of the Act easier.

The next provision is sought to be brought in by an amendment. Under Section 8 of the original Act, there was a
provision that Doordarshan being a public service broadcaster, there was a mandatory clause that at least two
programmes of the public service broadcaster must be carried by every cable operator. There have been several
difficulties in the enforcement of it. These difficulties are in the nature of either not transmitting them properly or not
transmitting them at all or also transmitting in a manner in which Doordarshan which has simultaneously satellite
and terrestrial signals, both being put into the same channel as a result of which a lot of people complain that there
is a hazy picture.

As far as Doordarshan is concerned, the Prasar Bharati has been able to have a special emphasis on regional
language programming. In several regional languages, in the course of this calendar year, they have started 24-
hour satellite channel. Therefore, these satellite channels which are in regional languages give a great fillip to
regional languages, regional music, regional news, regional current affairs as also various cultural events of the
artists of those particular regions. It is important that people get access to these channels also. Therefore, Section
8 is proposed to be substituted and the new Section 8 would provide that every cable operator would transmit at
least two Doordarshan's terrestrial channels. There are two channels which are terrestrial; DD-National and DD-



Metro and one regional language channel of a State in the prime band in the satellite mode on frequencies other
than those carrying terrestrial frequencies. Therefore, two terrestrial channels would be carried on the terrestrial
frequencies so that there is no mis-match. The regional channels which are in the satellite mode would be carried
on the satellite frequency in the prime band itself so that the signals which reach every house are of good quality.
There have been several complaints that cable operators do not transmit those signals properly. There is also a
provision for notifying those channels which are to be carried by the Prasar Bharati itself.

There is also a proposal to amend Section 20 of the Act to include programme or which district should be carried by
the operators.

SHRI A.C. JOS (TRICHUR): Who has got the discretion as to which programme to be carried by the operator?

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, there is no discretion with regard to a programme. There will be two layers of this. The
suggestion is that a cable operator is free to carry any channel, provided that the programmes are complying with
the programme code and the advertising code. If there are channels which are violating them, they will not be
permitted. For instance, there was a particular channel which offended decency, and which was vulgar, that
channel was not permitted. Every channel which is within the parameters of the programme code and the
broadcasting code, the cable operator can carry that.

As far as Doordarshan is concerned, there is provision proposed in Section 8(3) which says that "the Prasar Bharati
established under Section 3 of the Prasar Bharati Act, may, by notification in the official Gazette specifying the
number and the name of every Doordarshan channel to be transmitted by the cable operator in their cable service
and the manner of the reception and the re-transmission of such channelsâ€¦". There are only two such terrestrial
channels. Therefore, they will be obvious. But as far as the regional language channels are concerned, the
notification would be that such regional language channels which has the most popular acceptability and
understanding in that particular region. We are now in the process of setting up regional language channels in most
parts of the country. In fact, a large number of States have been covered in the past few months. Therefore, those
regional language broadcasts must also get a reasonable fillip. That is the object of this particular amendment.

The last limb of the amendment is to add Section 20 sub-section 2 where Section 19 and Section 20 were enacted
originally, this amendment is more classificatory in nature. The reason for this amendment is that under Section 19,
there is a power to prohibit a transmission which promotes hatred on the grounds of religion, race, language, caste,
community, disharmony or linguistic disturbances between castes etc. So, Section 19 prohibits any programme
which generates caste or communal or religious hatred. It is a valid provision which should be there. Section 20 has
a specific provision that the Government may in public interest prohibit a particular channel. Since the other matters
are not defined, for example, if there is a channel which is substantially pornographic we can perhaps try and
invoke the clause under public interest Section 20 as to what those proponent would be are not defined under
Section 20. Therefore, in the past when an occasion arose to prohibit a channel which offended decency and was
pornographic in character, a doubt was raised. Section 19 gives the specific power with regard to prohibiting
channels which are generating caste and religious hatred, but there is no power with regard to such channels which
are pornographic in character. Therefore, the language of article 19(2) of the Constitution which is the reasonable
restriction on the freedom of expression has been brought into Section 20 sub-section (2). Therefore, the power is
only relatable to those restrictions which are already Constitutionally permissible restrictions, viz. programmes
which offend the sovereignty and integrity of India, security of India and friendly relations of India with any foreign
State or public order, decency or morality. Now these are all phrases which are the constitutionally permissible
restrictions. Sir, the main object behind this amendment is that we have worked this Act for over five years. There
are several factors which emerged in the process of its functioning. The Parliamentary Standing Committee and
various other Consultative Committees have been discussing these issues from time to time, and raising these
issues and concerns with regard to each of these subjects. These issues have been stated in this House on
various occasions. In fact the Standing Committee has also recommended that on the pattern of some of the
countries abroad, there must be a must carry clause. That is why we take two plus one of these channels. The
Standing Committee itself has recommended this. Therefore, this should be introduced into this Bill. It is in
consonance with a popular opinion which has been expressed in this House also on several other occasions that
the Government has considered it necessary to move for the amendment of this law in order to really strengthen the
Cable Law in India.

With these words, I commend to this House that this Bill be taken up for consideration and be approved.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Motion moved:

"That the Bill further to amend the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995, be taken into
consideration."



There are amendments to the Motion for Consideration. I think Shri Vilas Muttemwar is not present here. Shri
Varkala Radhakrishnan to move his amendment.

SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : I beg to move:

"That the Bill be circulated for the purpose of eliciting opinion thereon by the 30th November, 2000." (1)

SHRI E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (SIVAGANGA): Mr. Chairman Sir, I support the Bill because this is a very
important Bill.

The authorised officer is having a very high power to interfere in the cable operators'' work on a day-to-day basis. I
plead that it should not be discriminatory and arbitrary. That type of an unbiased view should be taken by the
authorised officers who are going to appointed under clause 2(a) of the Bill.

In clause 5, it is suggested that Doordarshan is to get two channels. It is a very good amendment because
Doordarshan is now trying to stand up to the private TV channels in competition. Private TVs are coming up with
very powerful picture transmission and films. It is good that Doordarshan is also coming up gradually. But it has to
spread itself much more because in the rural areas, Doordarshan is the only medium through which people get their
television. Whereas in the towns and cities, cable operators are also working, in the moffusil areas only
Doordarshan is giving information to the people. As a medium of information, Doordarshan has to be there in cities
and towns also. Therefore, this provision is very important. Doordarshan should have its prominence in this cable
operation.

I would like to draw the attention of this august House to the fact that now the cable operators are becoming
monopolies. I know that in Chennai City it is dominated by a single operator. Everything is purchased by them.
Therefore, there is nobody who can give a choice of channels to the people.

Now a days even the TV channels are becoming politicised. Every political party is having a particular channel. If
one person is in the ruling party and another person is in the opposition party and they are having a TV channel
each, one can very well be stopped from being viewed by the people. Therefore, this monopoly should be
restricted. For that purpose there is no provision in the Bill. We can do it because when there can be monopoly
restriction in business, this is also a kind of business. If there is any complaint that there is monopoly in a particular
city and I am ready to provide a second channel, that type of choice should be considered in order to end the
monopoly in the field. It is very much a mass media and people are suffering because of this monopoly. Especially
in Tamil Nadu, in each and every town there is monopoly.

Hon. Members know that unemployed graduates, engineers and others are now going in for cable operation. They
are earning money. If there are 100 or 120 customers, then they can very easily earn some money. It offers self-
employment opportunities to the cable operators. But this is going to be dominated again by the TV producers
themselves.

If the television station holders themselves are going to dominate the cable operation, then self-employment will not
be there and there will be monopoly in due course. Even particular channels may not be for the view of the public.
Therefore, this is a very important point that has to be considered.

I would like to attract the attention of the hon. Minister to another point. Especially in Chennai, cine actors had
already come to the streets. They agitated about the pirated cassettes and that the entire industry is going to face
the problem. The industry is not able to produce a picture, go to the public, run the film for 100 or 200 days and
then go in for a better chance of producing another film. Now there is no scope for it in Chennai and other areas
because immediately on release of a film, Arabian cassettes come here. Very beautiful pictures are there. Pirated
pictures are there. Once there is a complaint from the film industry or from the actors, they come in procession to
the Chief Minister, the premise is raided and then, the next day, they start doing it again. Therefore, piracy which is
there has to be controlled.

Piracy is there in the cable television also. The local operators are screening the latest pictures released in the
market. Thus, people are not going to the cinema halls at all. They watch them in the local cable channel itself. The
local operator adjusts themselves with the local police and the local police adjusts itself with the authorised officers.
By this way, it keeps automatically running as usual. Therefore, there should a very careful policing. If any
individual complains, proper action should be taken. Especially when the Films Chambers of Commerce comes out
with this type of a request, then that should be carefully looked into.

Finally, only this type of cable operation alone is coming under the purview of this law. What about rich people who
are having their own powerful dish antenna in their houses and are enjoying pictures which should not been seen.
Moreover, they are taking advantage of internet also. There are a lot of objectionable things which are going on in



the clubs also. This also should be restricted. If there is a dish antenna put up, then the authorised officers should
have some right to look into it. If there is any complaint that a particular group of people are enjoying in an
undesirable way, by payment or at their own social clubs, then powers should be given to the authorised officers to
interfere in such activities. Even though the guilty ones are rich people and having separate social clubs, they
should be curtailed from indulging in such activities so that decency is maintained all the time.

Clause 6 speaks about public decency or morality and Sub-Clause 5 has very wide terms. Individual authorised
officers can enter any place very easily. They can interfere the privacy of any individual also. Proper instructions
should be given in this regard. As regards the code of conduct, it should be properly drafted. The authorised
officers should be reviewed then and there so that modern methods of mass communication are used in a civilised
manner and not in an uncivilised way.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, on the basis of the experience of the last five years with regard to the
operation of the several provisions of the Cable Network Bill, certain amendments are being proposed and there
cannot be any difference of opinion with regard to particular amendments being proposed. But I have a different
thing to place before the House for consideration.

Firstly, how far is the programme code itself being honoured by the private channels and even by Doordarshan?

Because, in our country, our Constitution has given us a direction about the type and kind of democracy we are
going to practice. The foundation of the Indian democracy, I mean the secular democracy, would find that through
the serials, shows, presentation of views and all these things. Several programmes are there. In these things,
secularism is the first casualty. I am not mentioning to you some very popular programmes as a result of which we
have found that particular sections of people rather the religious groups had reacted in a particular fashion. But
what I want to say is that a time has come when the programme code should be suitably amended taking into
account the needs of the nation. We have reached a stage and we have to protect the vital interest of this nation
which was visualised during the Freedom struggle.

About the advertisement code, I can tell you that it is honoured more in violation than by compliance. Let me take
one example. The advertisements of liquor in the channels are gradually being directly presented for the promotion
of whisky and different types of liquors as it happens in the Western countries. About tobacco, earlier in the
advertisement code, there were certain limitations with regard to the use of it. We have repeatedly discussed on the
floor of this House about sex and violence which is a menace. If you just watch certain channels, you will find that in
the name of fashion show, in the second channels, they are presenting only nude presentation of female bodies.
Even on Doordarshan, we have seen such presentations not only in the serials, advertisements and other
programmes but also in different ways where the programme code and the advertisement code have been violated
by Doordarshan, which is the public broadcasting service itself. More so, the private agencies are being allowed to
operate through the system of Doordarshan itself. I am not naming any particular agency. In the name of presenting
news, they are taking the prime time away from Doordarshan and Doordarshan is foregoing its own rights. Such
agencies are not only minting money at the cost of Doordarshan but also they are, with political motivation, being
encouraged by interested corners and they are using those channels.

Now, I would like to draw the attention of the hon. Minister to some such cases. As you know, on the birth day of a
legendary leader of the Russian Revolution, who is honoured throughout the world, who is a source of inspiration to
the downtrodden throughout the world, it was shown in such a ridiculous manner that it hurt us very much. Of
course, an interference was made by some important people from informed quarters and they had apologised. But it
did not end there. They have been violating the programme code in several ways. Here, it has been mentioned that
if it involves the sovereignty and integrity of the country, the security of the country, the friendly relations of India
with any foreign State, public order, decency or morality, the Central Government may, by order, regulate or prohibit
the transmission or re-transmission of any channel or programme. But all these things are being violated.

So, I would support the hon. Minister and his Government if it comes out with a new programme code, with a new
advertisement code, which should be strictly implemented by this Government.

I have another point to make − the share of information, education and entertainment. Even when the Doordarshan
was started, Shrimati Indira Gandhi said that it would be an instrument of social change. Instead of it being used as
an instrument of social change, with adequate emphasis on education and information part of it, it is essentially
entertainment, and not even wholesome entertainment. The entertainment is based on sex-related, violence-related
stories, and rerun of films only. We do find that education had become a casualty. Of course, of late, the
Government has announced `gyan darshan' an enrichment channel which would be available throughout a day, 24
hours a day, providing educational opportunities for those deprived young people or elderly people through the
non-formal system of education, and also supportive of the formal system.



I have to make a third point and that is very important. In these days of convergence as in the Western countries,
developed countries, cable is being used for telecommunication also. In convergence, telecom, computer and
broadcasting are the several faces of one entity. In our country, of late, we hear that the network of power, the
network of railways, the network of Gas Authority of India, and all others are going to be used for laying of the
optical fibre backbone. Of course, in this regard some private agencies are also proposing to set up, covering the
whole country. What is happening? The private agencies are negotiating with these public sector undertakings to
have access to this network or even to organise such network which they can themselves use. In our country
individual and groups belonging to different commercial, political, social and other interests have come out with
cable network. Particularly, in the South, we do find that many political leaders do have their own areas of
influence, and their own areas of control in the cable network. But who will voice the concern of the common
people? Common people do not have any say. In a situation like this, information is controlled, both in terms of
dissemination and access. In such a situation, I will remind the Government to a landmark judgement. The Supreme
Court once said that the airway is a public property. But till today, the Government has done little to ensure that
public has enough access to information, and also enough right and power for the dissemination of that information.
We see in Indian situation that there is a serious divide, a yawning gap between the information-rich and the
information-poor. More and more rich sections are having control over the information, the global information, the
national information and also the right to misinform and disinform people. Of course, the Committee should consider
freedom of information. Appropriate Committee had been suggested. My suggestion is that that time has come. The
Government should statutorily declare the proportion of education, information and entertainment. You may say that
it would just violate the provision of the Constitution and the freedom of expression. It is not so because in a
developing country, the Government has a responsibility.

Sir, information and education in a knowledge-based society are essential ingredients not only for their social and
economic development, but also for empowerment of the deprived sections of the society, namely women, the
downtrodden and weaker sections, socially or otherwise. In such a situation, I would suggest that the Government
should come out with a comprehensive policy statement as to how they are going to empower the people, as per
the direction of the Supreme Court. The Minister, as far as I know, has prepared a Report of the Review Committee
on the Working Group of Prasar Bharati. They will discuss it and ultimately, during the course of time, this House
will have access to that material.

Sir, the problem lies in the implementation of the Cable Television Network (Amendment) Bill. It is very difficult to
implement whatever is being provided in the several provisions of this Bill, because hardly any punishment is meted
out to the people who violate them. I would like to ask the hon. Minister as to how many people, who have violated
the several provisions of the existing Act, have been booked. If the hon. Minister can apprise the House of this, it
would be better.

Sir, these days, several multinational companies, big companies, are buying up the small operators and in the
Eastern and Western parts of our country, this is happening. I do not know much about the situation in Southern
part of our country. The Minister may know about it because he has his own colleague in the Cabinet, Shri Murasoli
Maran, whose son is running the Sun T.V. channel and, of course, his leader's channel is also there.
...(Interruptions) There are so many channels that are being gobbled up by his friends. ...(Interruptions) We want to
have one and, with your cooperation, we will have a new Bengali channel also. By competition, we shall be able to
demonstrate that we are in no way inferior to any of the channels. ...(Interruptions)

Sir, the views of the hon. Minister should also be presented as objectively and unbiasedly as possible.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude now.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, I would like to continue next time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let me take the sense of the House. Please take your seat.

There are four hon. Members who want to speak on this Bill and if the House agrees, then the Private Members'
Business can be taken up at 3.30 p.m., so that this Bill can be passed.

SHRI A.C. JOS (TRICHUR): No; it can be done after the Half-an-Hour Discussion..

1500 hrs.

MR. CHAIRMAN : At 5.30 p.m., there is Half-an-Hour Discussion. That cannot be postponed.

...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: If the House agrees, then only we can take it up.



SHRI A.C. JOS : No, Sir. After the Private Members' Legislative Business, it can be taken up.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (SHRI
PRAMOD MAHAJAN): Sir, I want to make a request. The House can take a decision. Either we extend it now or we
can continue this discussion after the Half-an-Hour Discussion.

SHRI A.C. JOS : It could be after the Private Members' Business.

SHRI PRAMOD MAHAJAN: After that, we can continue.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : No; on another day.

SHRI PRAMOD MAHAJAN: Why? ...(Interruptions) You want Monday to be a holiday. You do not want anything to
be completed. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI : Sir, I would request Shri Rupchand Pal also. It is true that the time allotted for
the Private Members' Business should not be encroached upon. Between 3.00 and 5.30 p.m., many Members will
react. We could not transact any Government business today because we referred that matter to some other
Committee. After the Half-an-Hour Discussion, if we sit for 30-40 minutes and finalise the Bill, it would be proper. It
would also be proper for the Opposition to some extent.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is it the sense of the House that we take up this Bill after the Half-an-Hour Discussion?

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. Shri Rupchand Pal will continue.

bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É ÉãÉÉ Ò) bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É ÉãÉÉ Ò) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ àÉå ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉÆÂºÉn BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ U& Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE SÉãÉäMÉÉÒ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÂºÉÆÂºÉnÉÒÂªÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ®ÉäVÉ cÉÒ
+ÉÉ~ Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) ABÉE ÉÊnxÉ +ÉÉ{É U& Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc +ÉÉ~, nÂºÉ Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE cÉ=ÂºÉ Â¤Éè~É ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ
+ÉÂ¤É iÉÉä ®ÉäVÉ cÉÒ +ÉÉ~, nÂºÉ ÂªÉÉ MÂªÉÉ®c Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE cÉ=ÂºÉ SÉãÉiÉÉ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉxÉäÂºÉ AbẤ ÉÉ<VÉ®ÉÒ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå ÂªÉc ÉÊbÂºÉÉ<b cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® VÉÂ°ô®iÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä cÉ=ÂºÉ +ÉÉ~ Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE SÉãÉäMÉÉ*

...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc : U& Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ iÉÉä U& Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE BÉEÉ cÉÒ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉxÉäÂºÉ AbẤ ÉÉ<VÉ®ÉÒ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå ÂªÉc iÉÂªÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® VÉÂ°ô®iÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä cÉ=ÂºÉ +ÉÉ~ Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE SÉãÉäMÉÉ*

...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc : +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {É® Â¤ÉcÂºÉ cÖ<Ç cè * =ÂºÉ Â¤ÉcÂºÉ BÉEä BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉÉÂªÉxÉä cé ? BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ Â¤ÉxÉiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ |ÉSÉÉ® cÉäiÉÉ cè
? â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉJÉÂ¤ÉÉ® àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ U{ÉiÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ {ÉÉÂºÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEèÂºÉä VÉÉxÉäMÉÉÒ ? ãÉÉäMÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ÂºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É xÉcÉÓ cè*
<ÂºÉ {ÉÉÊ®{ÉÉ]ÉÒ BÉEä càÉ ÂºÉJiÉ ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE cé* +ÉÉìBÉEäVÉxÉãÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{É U& Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn +ÉÉ~ Â¤ÉVÉä, nÂºÉ Â¤ÉVÉä ÂªÉÉ MÂªÉÉ®c Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE Â¤ÉcÂºÉ BÉE®É ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ®ÉäVÉÉxÉÉ nÂºÉ Â¤ÉVÉä, MÂªÉÉ®c
Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE Â¤ÉcÂºÉ BÉE®ÉÂªÉå, ÂªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÂªÉc BÂªÉÉẤ ÉcÉÉÊ®BÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* ÂªÉc ÂºÉÆÂºÉnÉÒÂªÉ {É®à{É®É BÉEä +ÉxÉÖBÉÚEãÉ cè*

â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉVÉ Â¶ÉÖÂµÉEẤ ÉÉ® cè +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn SÉÉ® ÉÊnxÉ BÉEÉÒ UÖ]Â]ÉÒ cè <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉÒ àÉèàÂ¤ÉÂºÉÇ +É{ÉxÉä FÉäjÉ àÉå VÉÉÂªÉåMÉä* ÂªÉc Â¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE U Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {ÉÉÂºÉ BÉE®É
ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* +ÉÉ{É {ÉÉÂºÉ BÉE®É ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ Â¤ÉcÖàÉiÉ cè* <ÂºÉàÉå Â¤ÉcÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDÂªÉÉ VÉÂ°ô®iÉ cè ? ÂªÉc iÉÉä AäÂºÉä cÉÒ {ÉÉÂºÉ cÉä VÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ* AäÂºÉÉÒ Â¤ÉcÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÂ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè*
Ấ ÉèÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆÂºÉnÉÒÂªÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ®äãÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉxÉÉ Â¥ÉäBÉE BÉEä SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) =xÉÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉiÉå BÉE® ãÉåMÉä, <xÉÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉiÉå BÉE® ãÉåMÉä* +ÉÉ{É BÉÖEU iÉÉä {É®à{É®É ®ÉÊJÉA* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)
ÂªÉc ÂºÉÂ¤É ÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉÂªÉÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ cé* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEãÉ ®ÉiÉ MÂªÉÉ®c Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {É® Â¤ÉcÂºÉ cÖ<Ç ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ BÉEÉèxÉ
+ÉÉnàÉÉÒ <ÂºÉä VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÂªÉc ®ÉiÉ àÉå MÉÖ{iÉ Â¤Éè~BÉEå SÉãÉẤ ÉÉiÉä cé <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA àÉä®É <ÂºÉ {É® iÉÉÒÂµÉ |ÉÉÊiÉẤ ÉÉn cè * <ÂºÉ {É® ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*

1804 hours

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I shall be very brief. Following a Common Cause
Public Interest Litigation, the Supreme Court has given certain directions to the Union Government as to how to
contain the violation of this Act. The Government owes an explanation to the House as to how they proposed to
take certain steps apart from what has been suggested here. When the Government is bringing this amendment to
ask the private satellite channels to carry, at least, two DD channels and one regional language channel, I would
like to emphasise that the quality of DD programmes should be improved. If DD cannot inspire other channels, then
the viewership of the DD will continue to decline. In this context, if I remember correct, P.C. Joshi Committee had
suggested that Indian television should have its own Indian personality. The basic ingredients of that personality
are, it should be the voice of the people, not the elitist and urban-oriented, not politician-centred and leaders-



centred. What is happening today? Lack of credibility or erosion of credibility of DD has happened because it is
being used for partisan ends.

When the Congress was in power the Doordarshan was called `Indira Darshan' and now it is being called by a
different name. Different partners of the NDA Government are using it for image building exercise. The first casualty
is the credibility of DD. If the quality of the programmes of DD cannot be more attractive, for that purpose it should
not compete with the channels which are indulging in just their own advertisement code, as is known in the Mumbai
case of Channel-V. The nation was shocked to see that two Pune University girls were asked to undress, slip to the
bare minimum and that shooting had taken place in a public place in Mumbai. Those two girls were even paid
Rs.1500. The Mumbai Police caught them also but nothing could be done about them. If you look at the Fashion
Show, as I was referring to, it is obscenity to infinity sometimes. It is un-imaginable. What is the definition of
obscenity? Even after this Bill is passed, your programme code will continue. You are the best interpreter of things.
You are such an eminent lawyer. What is the definition of obscenity? This House wants to be assured that the
Government is quite aware of the things that are developing. In J&K, the North-East, repeatedly you had said that
the Pakistan TV had a wider coverage. Our transmission system can go only to 70 kms or whatever it may be.
Because of the mountainous region, what role private channels are playing? This should be explained. The
Government owes it to the House to explain what steps they are taking.

I have another very important point to make. There is a Broadcasting Bill pending. Fortunately or unfortunately, I
was the Member of that Committee Chaired by Shri Sharad Pawar. We made a lot of recommendations. What has
happened to that? There is another Bill pending. I was mentioning the convergence part, what the cable operators
should be doing, the optical fibre, the public undertaking network is being used in such a way, how monopolisation
is taking place and the small operators have been gobbled up by big operators and so on. The Bill which I was
referring to is the Information, Communication and Entertainment Bill, popularly known as the ICE Bill. Why do we
have this piecemeal Bill? We should have a comprehensive Bill which should contain all these things. It should
have a revised amended programme code. As I have said, the programme code should also be suitably amended
because till today it does not contain the ethos of pluralism. If it is violated, Gods, Goddesses, institutions and
leaders are commercialised in a manner for earning revenue only. This is happening. This should not be allowed.
The Programme Code and the Advertisement Code should be suitably amended.

Now I come to the reaction of the private channel to this proposed amendment. I would just refer to it as I have read
it somewhere. Some private channel says that after this amendment, the revenue of the private satellite channel will
come down. That means they are using the advertisements in such a manner. But, it is not in respect of cigarette or
liquor because they are uplinking from abroad and their laws permit the presentation of such advertisements. Now
that you have decided that the foreign channels should uplink from the Indian land, they should be subjected to the
Indian laws. I am very much eager to know as to what do you propose to do with regard to this.

Lastly, I come to implementation part of it. There is no dearth of good laws in this country. Look at the Censorship.
We have some idea of censorship. I had the occasion to be associated with two Committees which had been
involved in the exercise of studying and reviewing the censorship. There were two opinions that the censorship in
the Indian situation have failed miserably because the Government did not give them the right direction as it should
be in the Indian situation. Now there is a suggestion that even in the case of TV, there should be another Censor
Board. I do not subscribe to this at all. But the programme code as well as advertisement code should be suitably
amended.

As regards the implementation part of it, as has been proposed, right now, I am not giving any other suggestion.
This can be given only in a comprehensive manner and in the light of the convergence that is taking place. Only
then I can give you the concrete suggestion.

With these words, I do not oppose it but say that it is a piecemeal amendment. But still I welcome it.

gÉÉ Ò l ÉÉ Ấ É®S Éxn MÉ äcãÉÉ äi É ( Â¶É ÉVÉÉ{É Ö®) gÉÉ Ò l ÉÉ Ấ É®S Éxn MÉ äcãÉÉ äi É ( Â¶É ÉVÉÉ{É Ö®) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ ]äãÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ xÉä]Ấ ÉBÉEÇ (ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉxÉ) ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 2000 BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ
BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® +É]ãÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä àÉé vÉxÂªÉẤ ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉÒ <SUÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉBÉEÉÆFÉÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA =xcÉåxÉä <ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ
]äãÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ xÉä]Ấ ÉBÉEÇ (ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉxÉ) ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 1994-95 VÉÉä <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É àÉå ãÉÉMÉÚ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ vÉÉ®É 2, 5, 6, 8, 11, 18, 19, 20 àÉå ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ |ÉÂºiÉÉÉÊẤ ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA cé* =xÉ ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉÉå
BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä näÂ¶É àÉå ]äãÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä VÉÉä nÖÂ|ÉSÉÉ® cÉä ®cÉ cè, àÉÉ®vÉÉÂ½ BÉEä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ |ÉÂºÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉ ®cä cé, näẤ ÉÉÒ-näẤ ÉiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉxÉMÉÇãÉ |ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ oÉÎÂ
] ÂºÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊ®ãÉÉÒVÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® näÂ¶ÉpÉäc ÂºÉä ÂºÉàÂ¤ÉÉÎxvÉiÉ ÂºÉàÉÉSÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ |ÉÂºÉÉ®-|ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, <xÉ {É® +ÉÆBÉÖEÂ¶É ãÉMÉ ÂºÉBÉEäMÉÉ* Ấ ÉèÂºÉä ÂªÉc ABÉD] 1995 ÂºÉä
ãÉÉMÉÚ cè* {É®ÆiÉÖ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ Ấ ÉÉiÉẤ ÉÉ®hÉ ÂªÉc àÉcÂºÉÚÂºÉ BÉE®iÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ ABÉD] {É® BÉEcÉÓ Â£ÉÉÒ näÂ¶É àÉå +ÉàÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* àÉé ÂºÉÉäSÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå
xÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, VÉÉä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ <ÂºÉ ABÉD] àÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉ-BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè, <ÂºÉBÉEÉ lÉÉäÂ½É ÂºÉÉ YÉÉxÉẤ ÉvÉÇxÉ BÉE®ÉAÆ iÉÉä +ÉSUÉ
®cäMÉÉ* <ÂºÉ ABÉD] àÉå ÂªÉc |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉ{É®ä]® ÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆÂºlÉÉxÉ VÉÉä ]äãÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ |ÉÂºÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cè, Ấ Éc +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÉÊVÉÂº]ÅäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®ÉAMÉÉ*
àÉé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É àÉå +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä AäÂºÉä {ÉÆVÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ +ÉÉ{É®ä]ÂºÉÇ ÂªÉÉ ÂºÉÆÂºlÉÉxÉ cé ?

<ÂºÉ ABÉD] àÉå BÉÖEU MÉãÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉÆ BÉE®xÉä {É® ÂªÉÉ +É{É®ÉvÉ BÉE®xÉä {É® ÂªÉÉ <ÂºÉ ABÉD] àÉå VÉÉä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ =ããÉÆPÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä {É® BÉEäÂºÉ nVÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ xÉä |
ÉlÉàÉ Â¤ÉÉ® +É{É®ÉvÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉä nÉä cVÉÉ® âó{ÉA VÉÖàÉÉÇxÉÉ +ÉÉè® nÉä ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉVÉÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ xÉä nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ Â¤ÉÉ® ÂªÉÉ +ÉxÉäBÉE Â¤ÉÉ® AäÂºÉÉ +É{É®ÉvÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cÉä



VÉÉä <ÂºÉ ABÉD] BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®ÉÊvÉ BÉEÉ =ããÉÆPÉxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ cVÉÉ® âó{ÉA ÂªÉÉ {ÉÉÆSÉ Ấ ÉÂÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉVÉÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* àÉvÂªÉ |ÉnäÂ¶É BÉEÉ àÉÖZÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè, Ấ ÉcÉÆ ABÉE Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ®
BÉEÉ BÉEäÂºÉ xÉcÉÓ Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè* àÉä®ÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ cè* BÉEcÉÓ Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ ABÉD] {É® +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÂªÉÉÂºÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ*

=ÂºÉBÉEÉ ABÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É BÉEÉ®hÉ Â£ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉ{É ÂºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉE® ®cä cé* ÂªÉc vÉÉ®É 2 àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉßEiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®Â£ÉÉÂÉÉ Âº{ÉÂ] BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉè® BÉÖEU xÉÉàÉ
{ÉcãÉä ÂºÉä iÉÂªÉ BÉE® ÉÊnA lÉä +ÉÉè® ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEä >ó{É® ÂªÉc UÉäÂ½ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå xÉä <ÂºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç âóÉÊSÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉÒ* +ÉÂ¤É +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÂºÉÉÒvÉä-ÂºÉÉÒvÉä ÂªÉcÉÆ ÂºÉä |ÉÉÂ
´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® àÉé ÂºÉÉäSÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉàÉå VÉÂ°ô® ÂºÉÖvÉÉ® cÉäMÉÉ* ÉÊVÉÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® ÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅBÉD] àÉÉÊVÉÂº]Åä], ={ÉJÉÆb àÉèÉÊVÉÂº]Åä] ÂªÉÉ {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ ÂªÉä iÉÉÒxÉ {Én gÉäÉÊhÉÂªÉÉÆ
=ããÉäÉÊJÉiÉ BÉE® nÉÒ cé, ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä <ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÂ¤É BÉÖEU PÉÉäÂÉhÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÂ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* BÉEcÉÓ ÂªÉä {Én xÉcÉÓ cé, <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cé iÉÉä <ÂºÉ ®éBÉE BÉEä
+ÉxÂªÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉßEiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEä Â°ô{É àÉå PÉÉäÉÊÂÉiÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEåMÉä* +ÉÂ¤É ÂªÉc |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ÉÊxÉÂ¶SÉiÉ Â°ô{É ÂºÉä <ÂºÉàÉå BÉÖEU ÂºÉÖvÉÉ® cÉä ÂºÉBÉEäMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{É ÉÊẤ ÉuÉxÉ
cé +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä Ấ ÉBÉEÉÒãÉ Â£ÉÉÒ cè, <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé BÉÖEU ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É näiÉä cÖA ÂºÉÆBÉEÉäSÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÃÖBÉDiÉ Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <ÂºÉàÉå |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉßEiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä Â°ô{É àÉå A{ÉÉ<x] BÉE®xÉä
BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè {É®ÆiÉÖ näÂ¶É àÉå {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊMÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉEä ÂºlÉÉxÉÉå {É® cè* àÉcÉxÉMÉ® àÉå ÂªÉc |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè ÂªÉÉ BÉÖEU ÂºlÉÉxÉÉå {É® cè* àÉvÂªÉ |ÉnäÂ¶É àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè, ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ
BÉEä +ÉÉvÉä ÂºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ®ÉVÂªÉ AäÂºÉä cé VÉcÉÆ {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉÂºÉä ÉÊxÉẤ ÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÃÖBÉDiÉ ÂªÉÉ {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉvÉÉÒFÉBÉE ÂªÉÉ
+ÉÉ<Ç.{ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ. +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ +ÉMÉ® |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE® nåMÉä iÉÉä Â¶ÉÉÂªÉn +ÉSUÉ ®cäMÉÉ* àÉé ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA nä ®cÉ cÚÆ BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉBÉEãÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ-BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® bÉÒ.AàÉ.
+ÉÉè® ={ÉJÉÆb +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ÂªÉÉ ={ÉJÉÆb àÉÉÊVÉÂº]Åä] {ÉÖEÂºÉÇiÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®ciÉä* 24 PÉÆ]ä àÉå 18-20 PÉÆ]ä =xÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ-BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉàÉÂºÂªÉÉ ÂºÉä VÉÚZÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* =ÂºÉÂºÉä cÉÒ Ấ Éä ÉÊxÉ{É]
xÉcÉÓ {ÉÉiÉä cé* =xÉBÉEÉÒ <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä BÉEÉàÉÉå àÉå âóÉÊSÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® âóÉÊSÉ Â£ÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ {ÉÉAÆMÉä* {ÉÖÉÊãÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉ c® FÉäjÉ àÉå +ÉÉxÉÉ-VÉÉxÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ®ciÉÉ
cè, Ấ Éä <ÂºÉàÉå ~ÉÒBÉE ÂºÉä âóÉÊSÉ ãÉä ÂºÉBÉEåMÉä iÉÉä ~ÉÒBÉE ÂºÉä <à{ÉãÉÉÒàÉå] BÉE® {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ÂºÉ ABÉD] àÉå +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +É{É®ÉvÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè ÂªÉÉ MÉÂ½Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEä <ÇÉÎBÉDẤ É{ÉàÉå] ÂºÉÉÒWÉ
BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* <ÂºÉ ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÉ®ÇẤ ÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè* +ÉMÉ® cÖ<Ç cè iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂ£ÉÉMÉ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ ÂªÉÉÊn BÉEÉä<Ç <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ cè +ÉÉè®
+ÉÉ{É ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä =ÂºÉÂºÉä +ÉẤ ÉMÉiÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉ cÉäMÉÉ*

+ÉÉ{É +ÉÉè®Ã càÉ näJÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉì{É®ä]ÂºÉÇ VÉÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä SÉèxÉãÂºÉ ÉÊnJÉÉiÉä cé, ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ àÉå nÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ SÉèxÉãÉ ÉÊnJÉÉxÉÉ VÉÂ°ô®ÉÒ cè- ÉÊnããÉÉÒ nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ABÉE +ÉÉè®Ã nÉä* BÉEÉä<Ç ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ
nÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA {É®ÆiÉÖ Ấ Éä ABÉE Â£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä +ÉÉè®Ã BÉÖEU Â¶Éc®Éå àÉå BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ-BÉEÂ£ÉÉ® ABÉEÉvÉ nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ {É® ÉÊnJÉÉ näiÉä cé* OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå iÉÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä
BÉEäxp xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ VÉÉä BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉì{É®ä]ÂºÉÇ ÉÊbÂºBÉE BÉEä mÉÚ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ |ÉÂºÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®iÉä cé, Ấ Éä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnJÉÉiÉä* Ấ Éä ãÉ]BÉEä-ZÉ]BÉEä +ÉÉè® àÉÉ®vÉÉÂ½ Ấ ÉÉãÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÂ¶ãÉÉÒãÉ
BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉxÉÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ {ÉÂºÉÆn BÉE®iÉä cé BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ âóÉÊSÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒvÉä-ÂºÉÉÒvÉä AäÂºÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* VÉÉä nÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ lÉÉ,
=ÂºÉBÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ =ããÉÆPÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ lÉÉ, {É®ÆiÉÖ =ÂºÉàÉå ABÉE +ÉÉè®Ã |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ABÉE nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä BÉEäxp +ÉÉè® SÉÉãÉÚ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ +ÉlÉÉÇiÉÂ nÉä nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä +ÉãÉÉẤ ÉÉ iÉÉÒxÉ
nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉÂªÉä VÉÉAÆMÉä* ABÉE nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ AäÂºÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ VÉÉä FÉäjÉÉÒÂªÉ Â£ÉÉÂÉÉ àÉå BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉAMÉÉ* àÉé <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÉxÂªÉẤ ÉÉn Â£ÉÉÒ näiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç Â£ÉÉÒ näiÉÉ cÚÆ* nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä
BÉEÉ®hÉ BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ Â¤ÉÖ®É<Ç-Â¤ÉÖ®É<Ç cÉÒ näÂ¶É àÉå +ÉÉ<Ç cé, AäÂºÉÉ àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ {É®ÆiÉÖ ÂªÉc Â£ÉÉÒ àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉSUÉ<ÂªÉÉÆ Â£ÉÉÒ näJÉxÉä BÉEÉä
ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ cé, VÉèÂºÉä ®ÉàÉÉÂªÉhÉ, àÉcÉÂ£ÉÉ®iÉ, BÉßEÂhÉ +ÉÉè® cVÉ®iÉ àÉÉäcààÉn BÉEä >ó{É® BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉä MÉÂªÉä cé ÉÊVÉxcå ÂºÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä näJÉÉ cè +ÉÉè®Ã BÉÖEU ÂºÉÉÒJÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ cè* ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ
{ÉEÉÂªÉnÉ ÂªÉc cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcxnÉÒ BÉEÉ |ÉSÉÉ® |ÉÂºÉÉ® cÖ+ÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÚẤ ÉÇVÉ àÉcÉxÉ xÉäiÉÉ lÉä VÉÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉWÉÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÂ½É<Ç BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉi{É® lÉä* ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä BÉÖEÂ¤ÉÉÇÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ nÉÒ cé +ÉÉè®
ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä ÂºÉ{ÉxÉÉ ÂºÉÆVÉÉäÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÂ]ÅÂ£ÉÉÂÉÉ ÉÊcxnÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ*

BÉEÉMÉVÉÉå àÉå iÉÉä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÂ]ÅÂ£ÉÉÂÉÉ ÉÊcxnÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ, {É®xiÉÖ BÂªÉẤ ÉcÉ® àÉå càÉ ÉÊcxnÉÒ BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ +É{ÉxÉÉ ®cä cé* nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É
BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉÉc® BÉEä näÂ¶ÉÉå BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊcxnÉÒ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÉÒJÉxÉä +ÉÉè® ÂºÉàÉZÉxÉä BÉEÉ +ÉẤ ÉÂºÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè* nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉÂ£É Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè,
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ {ÉÉÂ¶SÉÉiÂªÉ ÂºÉÆÂºBÉßEÉÊiÉ BÉEä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉA VÉÉ ®cä cé* <xÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå ÂºÉä cÉÉÊxÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ cÉÉÊxÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉSÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉå +ÉÂ¶ÉãÉÉÒãÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ
ÉÊnJÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* AäÂºÉä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ {ÉÚẤ ÉÇ ABÉD] àÉå xÉcÉÓ lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÂ¤É àÉÆjÉÉÒVÉÉÒ xÉä <ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE àÉå |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn +ÉÂ¶ÉãÉÉÒãÉ
BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÂªÉÉ {ÉÉÂ¶SÉÉiÂªÉ ÂºÉÆÂºBÉßEÉÊiÉ ÂºÉä +ÉÉäiÉ-|ÉÉäiÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnJÉÉ {ÉÉÂªÉåMÉä* <ÂºÉ ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉ cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉi{É®iÉÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ cÉÒ näÂ¶É àÉå +ÉÂ¶ÉãÉÉÒãÉ
BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉxÉä Â¤Éxn cÉä ÂºÉBÉEåMÉä* àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä ABÉE ÉÊxÉẤ ÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ-|ÉÂºÉÉ®hÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ cäiÉÖ +ÉÉSÉÉ®-ÂºÉÆÉÊciÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉSÉÉ®-ÂºÉÆÉÊciÉÉ xÉcÉÓ
cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ cÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ àÉxÉàÉÉxÉä iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ÂºÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊnJÉÉiÉä cé* ÂºÉéÂºÉ® Â¤ÉÉäbÇ Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®Â£ÉÉÂÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊSÉjÉ +ÉÂ¶ÉãÉÉÒãÉ cè ÂªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä {ÉÉiÉÉ
cè* BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ Â¤ÉxÉä cÖA cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç MÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ BÉE® +ÉÂ¶ÉãÉÉÒãÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉéÂºÉ® Â¤ÉÉäbÇ BÉEÉÒ ÂºẤ ÉÉÒBÉßEÉÊiÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* Ấ Éä BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® ]ÉÒẤ ÉÉÒ ÂªÉÉ
ÉÊÂºÉxÉäàÉÉ PÉ®Éå BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÉÊnJÉÉA VÉÉiÉä cé* àÉä®ä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® ÂºÉä <ÂºÉ ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÖvÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ÂºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ{ÉÉÒ ®É<] ABÉD] àÉå ÂºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ MÉÖÆVÉÉ<Â¶É cè* Â¤ÂªÉÖ®Éä
+ÉÉ{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉxÉ Âº]ébbÂÂºÉÇ ABÉD], 1986 BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ {ÉÉãÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* <ÂºÉàÉå |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEäÂ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉ{É®ä]® BÉEä <ÉÎBÉDẤ ÉàÉå] BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ iÉÉÒxÉ ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ABÉDÂºÉ{ÉÉÂªÉ® àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ*
àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä ABÉE +ÉÉè® ÉÊxÉẤ ÉnäxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É àÉå nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä BÉEäxpÉå BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂºiÉÉ® cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* Â¤ÉcÖiÉ ÂºÉÉÒ VÉMÉcÉå {É® nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä BÉEäxp ÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ cÉä MÉA cé,
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ®äVÉ <iÉxÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É BÉEÉ BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ 33 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ ÉÊcÂºÂºÉÉ cÉÒ <xÉ nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÉÊ®ãÉä BÉEäxpÉå BÉEä |ÉÂºÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä näJÉ {ÉÉiÉÉ cè* Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ ÉÊbÂºBÉE BÉEä
uÉ®É näJÉä VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉÉSÉÉ® BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉEc ®cÉ cè, nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉEc ®cÉ cè, ÂªÉc {ÉiÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ {ÉÉÉÊBÉEÂºiÉÉxÉ àÉå BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, Ấ Éc ÂºÉÂ¤É
ÂºÉàÉZÉ àÉå +ÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE Ấ Éc ÉÊbÂºBÉE BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä näJÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä BÉEäxpÉå BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÂºÉ BÉE®BÉEä càÉ ÂºÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä <ÂºÉBÉEÉ ãÉÉ{ÉE
{ÉcÖÆSÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé*

+ÉÆiÉ àÉå, àÉé ABÉE Â¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊxÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉ ®cä cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå VÉÂ¤É iÉBÉE {ÉjÉ ÉÊãÉJÉBÉE® BÉEÉä]Ç ÂºÉä +ÉÉOÉc xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, iÉÂ¤É iÉBÉE BÉEÉä]Ç
<ÂºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ =ããÉÆPÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉäÉÎMxÉVÉéÂºÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäMÉÉ* <ÂºÉ ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ àÉå BÉEcÉÓ-xÉ-BÉEcÉÓ ÉÊ{ÉE® ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, iÉÉÉÊBÉE +É{É®ÉvÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä
VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉä ÂºÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEä +ÉÉè® càÉ +É{ÉxÉä =qäÂ¶ÂªÉ àÉå ÂºÉ{ÉEãÉiÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® BÉE®å* àÉÖZÉä =ààÉÉÒn cè, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä àÉÆÉÊjÉiẤ ÉBÉEÉãÉ àÉå <ÂºÉ ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ àÉå càÉ BÉEÉ®MÉ®
BÉEnàÉ =~É ÂºÉBÉEåMÉä* <xÉ Â¶ÉÂ¤nÉå BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ àÉé <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): Mr. Deputy-Speaker Sir, in the modern, changing and moving
society, no law can be static and hence, necessary amendments have to be brought about as warranted, as
necessitated by experience and the situation prevailing at any particular point of time. About a decade back, when
the cable television made its entry in the country, there was no law governing its operations. The need to bring
about a law to regulate the operation was felt in 1995. Thus, this Act of 1995, that is, the Cable Television Networks
(Regulation) Act was brought on the Statute Book.

Today, I am happy that we have this Amending Bill before us incorporating certain amendments, the necessity of
which has been felt by all of us during the last few years. I would indeed like to be very brief on this matter and refer
only to one or two matters which needs to be referred to. They are not strictly within the domain of the Government,
but I would certainly request the hon. Minister to take note of them somehow.

One is the emergence of cartels or what Shri Rupchand Pal also referred to as the big fish gobbling up the small
fish. What do we do about it? The cable mafias have sprung up at many places and ours is also not so well. I would
leave this matter at this stage only requesting the hon. Minister to take note of the situation as it prevails on the



ground and see as to how we can regulate and bring about a smooth working of the cable network in the country.
Along with this is the other question relating to the area of operation of different cable operators.

The important point which I would like to refer to here is this. I do welcome the amendment brought about to that
effect, that is, making it imperative for the cable operators to re-transmit at least two Doordarshan channels and one
regional channel of the Doordarshan. A provision did exist earlier also in Section 8 of the Act but that has not been
found to be adequate. The point that I would really like to make is that despite the provision being there, it is not
meeting the requirements. There was a reference being made to the quality of the Doordarshan programmes. My
experience is that the quality of the programmes of the Doordarshan as such is in no way inferior to those of any
other channel. But the defect that I found is this. I do not know how it occurs. It is because of some machination of
the cable operators somewhere either on their own or at the bidding of somebody else whose programmes they are
telecasting that the reception of the Doordarshan programmes is not really up to the mark. I would like the hon.
Minister to go into this question and see as to what really can be done. I think the provision which is being made by
him now should take care of it because the Prasar Bharati, that is, the Broadcasting Corporation of India, is being
authorised to even prescribe the manner of reception of transmission of such channels. I think that is meant to take
care of that. But what I would really want is the result on the ground. The programmes, the objective and the raison
d' etre of the Doordarshan, are different. Obviously, they have to be different from that of the private channels. It
has to serve a national cause. For that reason, people all over the country would certainly like to switch on to the
Doordarshan channel, provided that with the receiving sets which they have the reception is good. For that, you
have to fix the responsibility on those cable operators who do not really come up to the responsibility and perform
the task assigned to them.

I would like to make only one more point. As I said earlier, laws have to change with the passage of time. Similarly,
the code about which a reference has been made earlier − the programme Codes and the advertisement code −
also have to change. I happened to be a Member of the earlier Committee where we discussed about it a few years
back. I think it is time to do it again . At that time, it was primarily the codes of other developed countries which were
being circulated to us saying that these were the codes being followed by other countries. Our code has to be a
completely indigenous one respecting the ethos and the culture of our country.

When we talk of various programmes being uplinked by foreign channels from outside India and our helplessness
over that, I do find a provision here. I do not know how effective that can be in checking that situation and bringing it
in conformity with the other stipulations of the Indian law as also the Indian Codes, the programme code and the
advertisement code. It is our experience that the programmes may be uplinked from other countries but the
advertisements relate to the Indian brands of liquor. Ihe target is the Indian group, the Indian audience. The
programmes are generated outside but meant primarily for the Indian audience. They could have deleterious effect
and impact on the minds of the Indian youths as also the general public. I would like the hon. Minister to take note
of it.

Finally, I would also say that we do not have objection to bringing in enactment of any law as warranted by the
situation but because of this exponential growth in the entire field, and the convergence of technology which was
being referred to, it is time now that you give a holistic approach to the entire matter. Keeping that in view do come
out with law which takes care of all ramifications of the different activities relating to the field of information and
technology With these words, I would also support this Bill.

1831 Â¤ÉVÉä

BÉ ÖE ÆẤ É® + ÉÉ ÊJÉãÉ äÂ¶É É ËÂº Éc (àÉcÉ®ÉVÉMÉ ÆVÉ-=.|É.): BÉ ÖE ÆẤ É® + ÉÉ ÊJÉãÉ äÂ¶É É ËÂº Éc (àÉcÉ®ÉVÉMÉ ÆVÉ-=.|É.): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä JÉÂ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ®
nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEäxp BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÂÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ® nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEäxp Ấ ÉÂÉÉç ÂºÉä ÉÊBÉE®ÉÂªÉä BÉEä Â£ÉẤ ÉxÉ {É® SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè* ÉÊVÉãÉÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ, MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ® xÉä =BÉDiÉ Â£ÉẤ ÉxÉ BÉEÉä JÉÉãÉÉÒ
BÉE®ÉÂªÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä vÉàÉBÉEÉÂªÉÉ cè* MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ® nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉ ÂµÉEÂªÉ BÉE® ãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè {É®xiÉÖ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE Âº]ÚÉÊbÂªÉÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä BÉEäxp ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÆ]xÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ
cè* MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ® nÚ®nÂ¶ÉÇxÉ BÉEäxp Â¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉciẤ É BÉEÉ BÉEäxp cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉÂªÉä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÂºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE Âº]ÚÉÊbÂªÉÉä BÉEä ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÆ]xÉ BÉE®iÉä
ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ |ÉÉlÉÉÊàÉBÉEiÉÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉE®å*

1832 Hours

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING AND MINISTER OF
STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): Sir, I am
extremely grateful to the hon. Members, each one of whom has supported this amendment Bill and have also made
some very constructive suggestions. There was an observation made that this Bill is perhaps dealing with the area
of cable, a piecemeal legislation. Shri Rupchand Pal, said it. There was yet another observation which said that we
would also have to contemplate, within the system of cable laws, a system to check piracy. A query was also raised
as to what is the plight of the Broadcast Bill which had earlier been introduced in this House, and had been referred
to a Select Committee in 1997. There have been several suggestions made with regard to the impossibility of this
law, as also improvement in the quality of television programming in this country. May I respond to the larger



question which had been raised? It is perhaps correct that this is a legislation which is operating in a limited field
today.

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): That is what is meant by `piecemeal'.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I quite concede to that. We are operating in an area where technology has been moving at a
very fast pace. Actually, Shri Rupchand Pal himself suggested that. We were initially contemplating a Broadcast Bill
and he himself suggested that now is the era of the convergence law.

Therefore, we have entered the era of the evolution which takes place in the fields of broadcasting,
telecommunications and information technology, converging them into a common technology, making them easier to
the people and making even communications cheaper to the people. As I indicated in my opening remarks, certainly
the Government is fully seized of this matter. There is a Group headed by the hon. Finance Minister which is
working on that legislation and a lot of what we are doing today, in the normal course, would also get incorporated
into that proposed scheme of legislation with, of course, a much larger scope. But, in the meanwhile, what is really
to be done?

We have worked the Cable Law for about the last five to six years and we have seen some obvious shortcomings in
the Cable Law. For instance, one of the shortcomings that we saw was that the foreign satellite channels which do
not use a decoder and which are not encrypted channels are almost outside the Programme and Advertisement
Codes. It was a lacuna in the law. We have attempted to cure that lacuna. The second suggestion, which has been
made − Shri Thawar Chand Gehlot and Shri Rupchand Pal made it − was that, what is really happening to the
enforceability of even the existing provisions in the 1995 legislation. I must concede that in the absence of
authorised officers appointed in every district and sub-division of this country, the enforceability of those provisions
was very weak. For instance, if somebody relays a programme or an advertisement, which is contrary to the Code,
there was, almost, no machinery to check it, since it was being done locally, because in a large number of places,
even at the decentralised level, officers had not been appointed.

Therefore, now, by virtue of the amendment to the Act itself, we have, in the Act itself, designated the authorities. A
suggestion was made that we have made the District Magistrate, the Sub-Divisional Magistrate and also the
Commissioner of Police as the Designated Officers and there are several places where there is no Commissioner of
Police. So, the Act itself says that where the Commissioner of Police is operating as a Director-General or with any
other nomenclature, in addition to these three officers, we can include any other officer notified in the Official
Gazette of the Central Government or the State Government. So, where there is an officer with any other
nomenclature, we only require a subordinate legislation, a notification, in order to make sure that it can be notified
and such an officer would, obviously, be in place.

Sir, two very important questions have been raised though they are, at the moment, outside the purview of this Bill.
A large number of Members have expressed serious concern with regard to the fact that in the matter of
communication of cable television, effectively in each locality and area, a monopoly of one operator is created. It is,
certainly, a matter of concern. There are several other issues which relate to this monopoly with which we are,
certainly, concerned and we will take them into consideration when we consider a more comprehensive legislation
in the field of convergence. Under the present law, there is only a provision for registration. So, whoever can
register with the Post Office in an area is entitled to operate a cable service in that particular area. There are
several areas where there is more than one cable operator, but there are a number of areas where there is only
one cable operator. So, in the absence of competition, the quality of service or the number of channels shown starts
suffering. Competition, in fact, becomes the greatest protector of the viewers' and the consumers' interests.

Similarly, many suggestions about piracy have been made by many hon. Members. This is not a law which deals
with piracy. As I said, piracy is dealt with by the Copyright Act, but since the enforcement of the Copyright Act is
only through law courts, could it be considered when we conceive this larger legislation? As I indicated this morning
also while answering a question, this is, certainly, one of the factors which is present in our minds and when we
work on a larger scheme we have to consider whether we can try and see that the tariff system itself acts as a
certain constraint that copyright violations, in terms of piracy, do not take place.

Sir, there are several other suggestions which have been made with regard to the quality of programming and a
constant review of the Advertisement and the Broadcasting Code so that we meet the changing challenges of the
society itself. I take these suggestions in the right spirit. Certainly, this is one area where we are going to work on it.

You raised the question as to how one would define obscenity because it can mean differently to different people. I
must mention that in this Act, the phrase which we have used is 'morality and decency'. 'Morality and decency' is the
phrase which we have picked up from article 19(2) of the Constitution. But obscenity is a phrase which is used in
the penal provisions of our penal laws. It provides for trial and punishment. If there is something which is obscene,



the test is that you can be tried and prosecuted if something is obscene. But when you frame laws relating to
exercise of freedom of expression and you put restraints in those laws, the Constitution itself does not use the word
'obscene', but it uses the word 'decency'. Therefore, we have consciously used the phrase 'decency' which part, as
you have submitted, really comes within the parameters of the phrase which we have used that the quality of
programming must be such which does not offend morality and decency. There are other phrases which we have
picked up from article 19(2). Therefore, the restraints which we have put in this section are only those restrictions
which are constitutionally permissible and which have stood the test of time from 1950 onwards.

You are right when you say that it is the quality and the credibility of the programming that really will eventually
determine the viewership of the public broadcaster or Doordarshan itself. I must say that even contrary to an
impression which is normally created, the mandate of both All India Radio and Doordarshan is not commercial in
character. Their mandate is not merely to compete with the private channels. You are right when you said that it is
education, information and entertainment. The recent figures have indicated that on the National Channel that the
content of the information, news and the educational programmes is almost 58 per cent. The entertainment
programmes are about 42 per cent of the National Channel. DD-II is essentially an entertainment channel. That
content is much larger on the entertainment channel itself. Therefore, these organisations have been trying to
discharge - in a small way - their own mandate.

The All India Radio, for instance, in so many different languages has 192 Production Centres in this country where
it is relaying programmes. May I just correct the impression when you said that there is a small area in this country
which is covered by Doordarshan? Today, there are 21 channels which they are running all over the country.
Therefore, it is the extent of viewership in terms of population of the terrestrial channel which is DD National. It
already covers 89 per cent of India's population. Therefore, even in certain areas where it is commercially not viable
but it is in the national interest to reach out to those areas, they have been trying to reach out in terms of several
areas where private sector has not ventured to come in because it may not be commercially possible. In order to
discharge this mandate, they have been trying to enter into those areas, for example, in the remotest areas in the
hilly areas, in the North-East, in Kashmir. You said that PTV is very popular in Kashmir today both in terms of the
national channel, the Metro Channel and also the Kashmir local channel which has already been given terrestrial
support. In addition to being a satellite channel, they have tried to enter those areas. Of course, they cannot enter
every area to compete with the private channels because private channels essentially concentrate in a big way only
on entertainment. Here you have also to keep programmes for various sections of the society. You have to keep
programmes relating to women, tribals and farmers. The programmes of all kinds have to be telecast for various
sections of the population. That is why we consider it necessary that a clause - we must restrict - must be present
for essentially two terrestrial channels, that is DD-I and DD Metro. Metro is essentially a satellite channel but is now
terrestrially supported in very large number of places in the country. In addition to that, one regional channel must
also be on the cable operation. These would be the ones which would be notified from different regions of this
country. Therefore, the object of this amendment really is to enforce and implement a broadcasting discipline on the
cable operators so that the kind and quality of programmes which reach the human mind, which reach the mind of
our children, do not offend ethics, do not offend morality, do not offend decency.

I am extremely grateful to almost all the speakers for having supported these amendments. Certainly, this is the
process which is an evolving process.

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): Why did you use the word 'decency' and not a common word like
'obscenity'?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He has explained this.

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA : In the Act itself!

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Banatwala, before your arrival, he explained both the words.

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA : I must make my presence felt, I have just entered, Sir. I lost my chance of speaking.
Thank you Sir.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, this question has been raised by Shri Rupchand Pal. I had, at length, explained to him. I
shall also explain to him, maybe outside the House. I explained the rationale for using this word ''decency'' and not
''obscenity'' in the Act.

I am extremely grateful to all the Members who have supported this Bill and I commend to this hon. House that the
Bill be approved and passed.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I shall now put the amendment moved by Shri Varkala Radhakrishnan to vote.



The amendment was put and negatived.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The question is:

"That the Bill further to amend the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 1955, be taken into
consideration."

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The House will now take up clause by clause consideration of the Bill.

The question is:

"That clauses 2 to 4 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clauses 2 to 4 were added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amendment Nos. 3 and 4. Shri Vilas Muttemwar - not present.

The question is:

"That clause 5 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clause 5 was added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amendment No.5. Shri Vilas Muttemwar - not present.

The question is:

"That clause 6 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clause 6 was added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amendment No.6. Shri Vilas Muttemwar - not present.

The question is:

"That clause 7 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clause 7 was added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amendment No.7. Shri Vilas Muttemwar - not present.

The question is:

"That clause 8 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clause 8 was added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Amendment No.8. Shri Vilas Muttemwar - not present.

The question is:

"That clause 9 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.



Clause 9 was added to the Bill.

Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and theLong Title were added to the Bill.

-------

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I beg to move:

"That the Bill be passed."

gÉÉ Ò VÉÉ Ò.AàÉ. Â¤ Éx É Éi É Ấ É Éã ÉÉ ({É É äx x É Éx É É Ò) gÉÉ Ò VÉÉ Ò.AàÉ. Â¤ Éx É Éi É Ấ É Éã ÉÉ ({É É äx x É Éx É É Ò) : ÂºÉ®, ÂªÉc iÉÉä {ÉEÉÂªÉxÉãÉ ®ÉÒÉËbMÉ cè* àÉÖZÉä ABÉE BÉDãÉÉVÉ {É® Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ <VÉÉVÉiÉ nÉÒ VÉÉA* I want to speak for one hour.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You have to give notice for that. You are frightening me, Shri Banatwala.

The question is:

"That the Bill be passed."

The motion was adopted.

----------
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