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SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Sir, at the outset, I would like to state that this is for the second time that I
am initiating a discussion on the Disinvestment Policy, rather the outright sale of our public sector undertakings.
The concept of public sector was adopted after the Government of India adopted the Industrial Policy Resolution in
1948. Then again, after it adopted the Industrial Policy Resolution in 1956.

(d3/1610/spr-hcb)

Since then, in our country the edifice of public sector has been built up. In the name of disinvestment, in the name
of distress sale, the Government of India is dismantling and demolishing the public sector undertakings. These
public sector undertakings have contributed towards our industrial development. When we achieved Independence,
at that point of time, the industrialists in our country were not in a position to build up heavy industries. Then, the
Government had to decide that some of the sectors would be under the public sector. Then, we have seen that in
our country the Steel Authority of India came up, a number of oil companies came up, and heavy industries under
the public sector also came up. They have contributed towards the economic independence of our country.

Today, after 53 years of our Independence, if we say that these public sector undertakings are burden in our
country, they are drain in our country, it is not correct. During these 53 years, the total amount invested in public
sector is about Rs.2 lakh crore. But out of this, what is the contribution of the Government? The budgetary support
is only Rs.27,000 crore, and the rest is internal resources and the loans taken by the public sector undertakings.
These PSUs are now being maligned. What are the contributions of these PSUs? The policy of reforms was
adopted in 1991. In 1991, the form of dividend, corporate tax, excise duty, customs duty and other duties
contributed to the Central Exchequer Rs.9520 crore; in 1991-92, Rs.19,721 crore; in 1992-93, Rs.22,449 crore; in
1993-94, Rs.22,988; in 1994-95, Rs.27,472 crore; in 1995-96, Rs.30,878 crore; 1996-97, Rs.37,447 crore.

(e3/1615/ksp/rpm)

The total amount contributed by the public sector undertakings was Rs.1,80,505 crore. So, these Central public
sector undertakings have contributed about Rs.2 lakh crore to the Central Government. In spite of that, they are
being maligned as they are a drain or a burden on the economy. If the share are disinvested or sold at throwaway
prices, what will be the impact on our return?

Sir, in 1992, the interest expenditure which was saved after the shares were invested, it was Rs.263.40 crore. But
the return foregone was Rs.266.78 crore. So, what was saved in that particular year was less than what was
foregone as return. In 1993, the interest expenditure saved was Rs.436 crore and the return foregone was
Rs.394.88 crore. In 1994, the interest expenditure saved was Rs.436.97 crore and the return foregone was
Rs.470.17 crore. In 1995, the interest expenditure saved was Rs.892.12 crore and the return foregone was
Rs.976.27 crore. In 1996, the interest expenditure saved was Rs.908.90 crore and the return foregone was
Rs.1,415.18 crore. In 1997, the interest expenditure saved was Rs.946.43 crore and the return foregone was
Rs.1,783.91 crore.

Sir, as per the survey of public sector enterprises, although the investment is Rs.2,30,000 crore in the public sector
undertakings since inception, the combined equity of the Central public sector undertakings was Rs.77.66 crore in
the year 1998-99 and the amount the Government of India held in that particular year was Rs.64.68 crore. Thus,
the bulk of the remaining amount made up of loans was to the tune of Rs.1,49,779 crore. So, what is being stated
by the Government that a huge amount is blocked in our 243 public sector undertakings is not correct. But if we see
the amount blocked in the private sector, it is much more than what is blocked in all these Central public sector
undertakings. The amount blocked like that is not less than Rs.62,000 crore. If we add the amount which is there as
non-performing asset, it comes to Rs.58,000 crore.

(f3/1620/ss/rjs)

Thus, the amount blocked in public sector undertakings is much less than what is there in the hands of the private
sector. In spite of that, the public sector undertakings are being maligned. It is being said that they are a drain on
the economy. And because of that, the shares of the public sector undertakings should be sold out at throw-away
prices. But the Government is saying that they are following the policy adopted by the earlier Government in 1990.
They are following the policy of the Congress Government as well as of the United Front Government.

I would like to refer to an article written by the 'Father of the Reforms', Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao. It appeared in the
Times of India of 5th March, 2000. Do not sell the house to pay the grocer's bill. Here I would quote what Shri



Narasimha Rao has said:

"To put it bluntly, the sale is certainly not the next generation of disinvestment. Let us not dilute ourselves.
Sale is expropriation of the nation, pure and simple. "

This is what the Father of the Reforms has stated.

Now, I have got with me the 'Common Minimum Programme' of the United Front Government. What has been stated
by the United Front Government in that Programme? In regard to public sector, the United Front Government will
help to make the public sector strong and competitive. In a competitive and technology driven economy, there is no
room for monopolies and inefficiency.

Regarding disinvestment, the question of withdrawing public sector from non-core and non-strategic areas will be
carefully examined. As a part of such efforts, revenues will be earmarked to create an investment fund which will be
used to strengthen other public sector enterprises. Then, efforts will be made to rehabilitate and revive sick
industries to protect the interests of the workers.

Shri Murasoli Maran had been a Minister of Industry in the United Front Government. Now, he is the Minister of
Commerce and Industry. When this question was raised in Parliament, he stated:

"I want to make it very clear that we are not doing privatisation at all. I know it very well that privatisation,
as it happened in the erstwhile Soviet Union or East European countries, is unthinkable in the near future
in India."

(g3/1625/rs/hng)

1625 hours (Dr. Laxminarayan Pandeya in the Chair)

"â€¦So, we should make them more effective. What we are doing is a limited exercise of disinvestment. "

I would like to know whether this Government is following the same policy. What they repeatedly said is that they
were following the policy of the previous Government.

In the other House, in reply to a question whether the Government have decided to disinvest the share of profit
making central public sector enterprises, the reply given was that the disinvestment is carried out by the
Government in accordance with its declared disinvestment policy. What is the declared disinvestment policy? There
is no separate policy for disinvestment of profit making central public sector enterprises.

What was stated by the former Industry Minister of the United Front Government was that 'we are not doing
privatisation at all. What we are doing is a limited exercise of disinvestment.' I want to know this from the hon.
Minister of Disinvestment. Now, he is the sole authority. He will decide about the petroleum companies. He will
decide about the public sector undertakings under other Ministries. A post has been created in the Cabinet to sell
out our public sector undertakings. A post has been created to handover our  Navratnas to the multinational
companies. A post has been created to handover our Navratnas to the monopoly industrialists...(Interruptions)

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): China is also doing that.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I would request him not to refer to China. Are they doing what China is
doing? China has not retrenched a single worker. I would like to know what their Government is doing.

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): I am talking about the multinationals there.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): They have not opened our doors.

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): Shri Acharia, please address the Chair.

PROF. RASA SINGH RAWAT (AJMER): What has happened to Russia?

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Sir, I would like to know what is their declared policy. The Disinvestment
Commission was founded during the United Front Government. That was incorporated in its Common Minimum
Programme.

SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA (GUNA): No country has opened its doors.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): China has not opened its doors like them.



SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA (GUNA): China has restricted itself into special economic zones.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I have visited China with a delegation in 1993 where our present Prime
Minister was also with the delegation. The former Prime Minister was...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please address the Chair, Shri Acharia.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I would like to know what is the declared policy. Is there any
transparency? There is no transparency.

(h3/1630/lh-sb)

It was stated in the Common Minimum Programme that there would be transparency in regard to the functioning of
the Disinvestment Commission and Parliament would be able to know as to what is going on. Is there any
transparency? There is no transparency in their functioning. What is the present policy of the Government? I want
to know whether the same policy, which was there at the time of the earlier Government, is being pursued.

Now, I will tell you as to how Parliament is also being bypassed. Sir, 112 Members of Parliament belonging to
various political parties -- Congress, Left Group, Samajwadi Party, AIADMK, RPI, RJD, and other Opposition parties
-- have submitted a Memorandum to the Prime Minister. We are yet to receive a reply to our Memorandum. 112
Members belonging to several parties have expressed their apprehension and wanted to know how the share is
evaluated.

There is a classic case of IPCL, Indian Petro Chemical Corporation. IPCL is one of the navratnas. Now, there was
an advertisement. There were four bidders. IOC is one of the public sector undertakings. It was also one of the
bidders. I will tell as to how the share has been evaluated. What has been decided is that 25 per cent of the share
of IPCL would be disinvested to a strategic partner, the share value should be not less than Rs.500. But in the case
of IPCL, what has been decided is that the share value would be Rs.125. I want to know as to how the Ministry of
Disinvestment have come to a conclusion that the share value should be Rs.125 only.

Sir, by disinvesting 25 per cent of the share, there is a proposal to hand over the management of the company also
to Reliance company. The Government is interested to hand over one of the giant public sector undertakings and
one of the navratnas to Reliance. What has been stated by the Disinvestment Commission is this. It is given in page
24 of its Report, Seventh Report, on disinvestment of IPCL. It says:

(j3/1635/mmn-har)

"Every care should be taken while pre-qualifying the bidders to ensure that strategic sale does not lead to
market dominance by a single player."

 

But here Reliance has been selected as one of the prospective strategic partners for the purpose of disinvestment
of management control. What will happen? What will happen to the price? When Disinvestment Commission has
categorically stated that this should not lead to market dominance by a single player, what the Government of India
is doing? It is doing in the opposite direction. Why? Why the value of the share has been reduced? What is the
motive behind taking decisions to hand over the ownership of the company to Reliance? The Minister will clarify this
point.

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): Shri Basu Deb Acharya, many Members have to participate.
You have already taken more than 25 minutes.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I know, Sir, but this is a very important subject. I am initiating the debate. I
will take more time. I should get at least 45 minutes.

MR. CHAIRMAN: How much time will you take?

SHRI SURESH KURUP (KOTTAYAM): He should be given sufficient time.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I need sufficient time. I have many more points.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please be brief and conclude.

...(Interruptions)



SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I am not repeating.

SHRI SAHIB SINGH (OUTER DELHI): You have repeated the point regarding Navratna.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): No, I am not repeating. You have not heard me.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please wind up.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Why is the ownership being changed? Why, out of 243 Public Sector
Undertakings, 107 are incurring losses? These 107 Public Sector Undertakings are not PSUs from the inception. All
these Undertakings were taken over units. So, they were all under the private sector. When the owners of the
companies closed down the units, the Government of India took over them to save the workers. The industry was
taken over and it was nationalised. But after nationalisation, what was to be done, that was not done. No
modernisation was done. No investment was made. As a result of that, these Undertakings are incurring losses.
But, there are a number of PSUs about which I have already mentioned that they have contributed to the
Government exchequer as dividend and as corporate taxes. That amount is not less. They have paid a dividend of
more than Rs.46,000 crore. Also, their performance is not bad. If we go unit by unit, their performance is not bad.
How much money is required? What is the purpose of disinvestment? What we were told was that there was no
money, no fund to make our PSUs viable. Fund is required to make the PSUs viable.

(k3/l640/dva/skb)

The Government have got more than Rs.l9,000 crore out of the disinvestment of these shares. More than Rs.l9,000
crore! We would like to know how much has been spent for the revival of the PSUs, how much has been spent for
the social sector, and how much for health and education. The Government or the Minister should give us this
figure. He may say that his job is to sell.
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His job is to sell! His job is to sell, as a distress sale. The Prime Minister said that this was not a distress sale. Why
is this not a distress sale? The hon. Minister of Finance announced that the Government of India needs Rs.l0,000
crore during the year 2000-2001. He wants Rs.10,000 crore to meet the fiscal deficit. The financial target has been
fixed. Once a financial target is fixed, when the big bull and the foreign multi-national companies know that the
Government is in dire need of Rs.l0,000 crore, then the share or the value or the price of the share will naturally
come down.

Sir, you will be surprised to know that the Modern Foods Company has been sold out. It is not disinvestment. The
entire Company has been sold out, including the land, machinery and the plants. It is a multi-national company. Shri
Nitish Kumar may know it. He is a supporter of the disinvestment policy of this Government.

Then the Hindustan Lever Limited has been sold. At what price? For Rs.l05 core! The total value is Rs.2,000 crore.

Who has given the right to this Government − Shri Arun Shourie? − to sell out our property, the property of millions
and millions of Indians at a throw away price? I do not know why Shri George Fernandes is silent today! He has not
protested when Lafarze, a giant multi-national company in the cement sector has come and is grabbing our own
indigenous industries.

The Cement Corporation of India is now at the verge of closure. Our cement production is much more than our
demand. Do we not have any technology to manufacture cement? Shri George Fernandes may know that we have
the technology. Then, why has he allowed Lafarze? He had kicked out Coca Cola in 1977. Now he has become a
great supporter of Pepsi! He is allowing them. He is allowing Lafarze. It is a multi-national company. Maybe, it is in
the private sector.

(l3/1645/tkd-bks)

What is happening to our indigenous cement industry? LAFARZE has already purchased the Tata cement. Why
should we allow multinational company to come here and manufacture cement? ...(Interruptions) We have our own
technology. What new technology are they bringing? We would like to know how much has been spent in the social
sector.

Now, I would like to know whether the private sector is more efficient than the public sector. It is not at all. So, we
have a Report prepared by the BIFR. It is mentioned that out of 243 PSUs, 60 PSUs have been referred to the
BIFR. ...(Interruptions)



MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): Shri Basu Deb Acharia, please conclude now.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): What is the percentage? ...( Interruptions) Sir, I have not yet touched the
workers' issue. I have to say so many things about the workers. The jobs of the workers are at stake.
...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Basu Deb Acharia, you have already taken 40 minutes.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, let him come to the workers' cause.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I can manage my time. ...( Interruptions) I am talking of large private sector
companies. Out of 11,785 companies, 2,885 companies are sick and have been referred to the BIFR. So, the
percentage of the sick private sector companies is not less than the public sector companies. So, how can the
Government say that the private sector companies are better managed than the public sector companies? They
need efficient management. They want a global player. They want level-playing field. They are saying so many
things like global player, etc. Bharat Heavy Electricals Limited has a global player. Now, you have disinvested IOC.
You will not allow IOC to purchase the shares of IPCL, another public sector company. Your choice is Reliance.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Basu Deb Acharia, please conclude now.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): The number of workers involved in these sick public sector companies is
about five lakhs and the number of workers involved in the private sector is about seven lakhs.

Sir, in the National Agenda for Governance, the NDA Government has stated that workers and management will be
equal partner. How are you treating the workers? How many have lost their jobs? The Central PSUs had cut, over
a large number of jobs in two years, that is, from 1997 to 1999.

(m3/1650/pb-hcb)

Within two years, more than one lakh workers have lost their jobs....(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): It is not because of disinvestment. It is because of VSSâ€¦.(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): Shri Basu Dab Acharia, please conclude now.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): What is VRS and what is VSS? They have changed the nomenclature
from Voluntary Retirement Scheme to Voluntary Separation Scheme....(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, this subject is in no way related to disinvestment. How can he club it
with disinvestment?...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now, Shri Basu Deb Acharia.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Yes, I am concluding, Sir, but he is disturbing me.

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, he is misguiding our youngsters by giving some wrong calculation with
the wrong subject...(Interruptions) The subject is disinvestment, not unemployment, and he is giving some
information which is not relevant at all.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Sir, the Government should tell us whether they are sincere to make our
PSUs viable and whether they are sincere to revive our PSUs. They are not sincere. An Expert Committee was
appointed to examine the viability of six sick Central public sector undertakings, of which, four are located in the
State of West Bengal. I have gone through all the reports of the Expert Committee. They have prepared separate
reports on each of these six units. Nowhere has this Expert Committee recommended for the closure of these six
PSUs. Rather they have recommended that the Government should explore other possibilities − clean-slated
Balance Sheets, joint ventures or workers' co-operatives. Without exploring other possibilities, how did the
Government take decision to close down these six public sector undertakings? What was the main theme behind
our Industrial Policy Declaration and the Industrial Policy which we adopted in 1966? It was the policy of self-
reliance. Has that policy of self-reliance been given a go-bye by this Government?...(Interruptions)

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): Another policy was formulated in 1991.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I have seen that policy. I have already quoted from Shri Narasimha Rao's
article.



MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Basu Deb Acharia, please conclude now. This is too much. I am calling Shri Mani Shankar
Aiyar.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): So, Sir, the policy of self-reliance has been given a go-bye. The
disinvestment, the outright sale of public sector undertakings at throw away prices, is against the national interests
of our country. They are selling out the property of our country. Who has given them the right to sell out the
property of our country? After taking over this Department, the new Minister announced that there would not be any
White Paper. We want that a White Paper should be published and no decision should be taken at the back of the
Parliament. The Parliament should be taken into confidence. There should be transparency. We must know what
they are doing with the money they have got out of disinvestment. I oppose the disinvestment of shares of our
profitable companies. They are selling out the shares of our profitable companies.

MR. CHAIRMAN: This is too much, Shri Basu Deb Acharia. Kindly take your seat now.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): So, Sir, I oppose it and demand that the Government should review its
policy and not sell out the shares of the public sector undertakings at throw away prices. Thank you, Sir. (ends)

(n3/1655/krr/rpm)
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SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I would like to begin by congratulating my
classmate Shri Arun Shourie on being entrusted with the key responsibility for the Central component of the
Government's economic programme.

The NDA Government and the BJP in particular likes to portray its economic policies as carrying through the reform
process initiated by Dr. Manmohan Singh. That, I submit, is a dangerous distortion. Nothing illustrates this better
than the yawning gap between the Congress and the BJP in their respective approaches to dis-investment. No
doubt, the Congress regards dis-investment as part of the economic reforms process − but certainly not as the
heart of the matter. To illustrate, the word 'dis-investment' does not appear in the Pachmarhi Declaration of
September, 1998 nor in the opening speech nor in the closing remarks of the Congress President. The Congress
manifesto for the 1999 election does not contain a section on dis-investment. Dis-investment is mentioned only in
the context of a strategic re-definition of the role and scope of the public sector as also fleetingly in regard to the
need to revive capital markets and offer : "new investment opportunities for the Indian people" − not, mind you, the
Indian companies or the foreign nationals. The expression used is 'the Indian people'.

For the BJP and the NDA, however, dis-investment has emerged as the central plank of their platform of reforms. A
new Department has been invented for this purpose and two of the brightest of their new crop of Ministers have
been successively placed in charge of selling the dahej to pay the chowkidar. What is worse, they have embarked
on a dis-investment programme without putting in place a dis-investment policy.

The hon. Minister will claim that they do indeed have a policy and have repeatedly stated, in answers to Parliament
questions and during discussions in the House, namely : "In the generality of cases it is the Government's policy to
reduce Government's share of public sector equity but no more than 26 per cent except in the case of strategic
industries". This is not a policy. This is a fatwa.

Before embarking on a policy that will deprive the nation of national control, over Rs. 65,000 crore of national
equity, Rs. 2.5 lakh crore of national investment and some Rs. 10 lakh crore to Rs. 15 lakh crore of national assets,
surely this Parliament has a right to a White Paper which sets out the rationale for the wholesale auction of national
wealth. We need a Paper, a White Paper, which answers at least 13 basic questions. They are :

1. Which are the sectors in which the Government regards a continuing public sector presence as essential and
which as inessential?

2. Which are the public units that should be run on purely commercial lines and which, in the larger interest,
should be given specific social objectives and judged on criteria other than purely mercenary?

3. How should strategic industries be defined − as those which are of strategic significance to national security
such as atomic energy or those which are of strategic significance to the national economy?

4. What constitutes a core industry − an enterprise which is engaged in economic infrastructure or also one
which is crucial to social infrastructure, a key component, for example, of the food security programme or
poverty alleviation?



(o3/1700/san-rjs)

5. Our manufacturing PSUs to be treated on par with those in the service sector. Where do section 25 companies
fit into the overall strategy for disinvestment?

 

6. Should a distinction be made between the PSUs that pioneered new fields of industrialisation or new
horizons of technology or new geographic areas of developments and the PSUs which resulted from the
failure of the private sector to run their enterprises?

For example, almost all the units of the National Textiles Corporation monuments to the abject failure of the fat cats
of the private sector on whom this Government relies to run their own private business. After all, more than half the
PSUs referred to the BIFR − 35 out of 67 − are private sector enterprises raked into bankruptcy by their private
owners. Why does the Minister think that if you are in the private sector, if you are born too well, if you emerge
along the echelons of the private sector, you are necessarily brighter than somebody like me who was not born too
well and made on his own to the Foreign Service. I want to know this. In glaring contrast to what has happened, for
instance, in the textile sector where more than half the PSUs are profit-making and three-fourth of the PSUs with
whom their Government had signed Memoranda of Understanding had been rated by their Government as excellent
or very good. Forty two out of 77 or so PSUs which had been so rated had been put down as excellent. What is it
that makes PSUs such a bad thing?

On what criteria should management control be transferred and under what circumstances would the transfer of
ownership be permitted?

This refers to 74 per cent, 49 per cent, 26 per cent, 25 per cent. These are the percentages by which ordinary
mortals are confused by people like Dr. Nitish Sengupta.

In what extreme conditions should the Government relinquish both ownership and management? Where does
national honour − for example, with regard to national airlines − fit into the Government scheme of things?

What objective criteria − I underline the word `objective' - should be put in place to determine whether a given unit
should or should not be disinvested, whether PSUs with multiple units should be disinvested as one composite
corporate or first desegregated and then considered for disinvestment unit-wise.

For example, you have got the fertiliser field in which the NFL, which is the one they are targeting, is the only
profitable one in the public sector, but as the Minister has pointed out three of the four units are loss-making. Then,
why do they want to get rid of the NFL? They should desegregate it into separate units and then decide what they
will do with the loss-making units and the profit-making units. Take the case of SAIL where two of the units are
doing extremely well while some of the other units are not. The Board there has decided that they will desegregate
it and deal with it separately. So, I am asking a question on what critieria the Government would do it and decide
which PSUs should be divested to the general public - I am referring to our manifesto where we talked of its being
owned by the Indian people, by broadly-based ownership − or to mutual funds or to financial institutions as we
provided for in the 1991 Industrial Policy Resolution and which should be put up for strategic sale. What criteria will
they use to determine in which category it should fall?

(p3/1705/sh-nsh)

Of course, on what criteria will you decide which are the units which should be rehabilitated, revived, restructured?
Finally, which are the ones that should be sold as irretrievable junk? Should this not be a matter of pre-determined
policy rather than ad hoc case by case decisions by the executive?

Should not one distinguish between profit-making and loss-making PSUs?

Sir, the Government have informed this House through their reply to Question No. 351, dated 25th February, posed
by Thiru P. Kumarasamy Avargal, that Government have no separate policy with regard to loss-making units. My
friend, Shri Basu Deb Acharia, has just quoted another reply of yours where you say that you have no separate
policy with regard to profit-making units. I want to know, why. Why do you not have a separate policy for profit-
making units and a separate policy for loss-making units? Related to this, the other key subsidiary question is, what
is a loss-making enterprise -- SAIL which lost Rs. 1600 crore in 1998-99 or SAIL which earned a profit of Rs. 1300
crore in 1995-96? Which is a loss-making unit? What about Bhilai and Bokaro which made profits last year, and
other subsidiary units of SAIL which made losses? How are you going to distinguish these two?

Coming to the Navratnas, whether it is maxi-Navratnas or mini-Navratnas, should they and should they not be



exempted from disinvestment? If you think that they should be included, why should they be included? If you think,
nevertheless, they must be included, then to what extent? Should this not be put out as a matter of priority?

Sir, there has been disinvestment in ten out of eleven Navratnas, and eight of these Navratnas figure in the list of
the ten top profit-making public sector enterprises. Is this the right direction for disinvestment to take?

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): In which year
was it done? Was it not done between 1991 and 1996?

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): I will explain the difference to you, if you say Jaitley is incapable
of understanding the difference between disinvestment policy in 1991-96 and now. I now understand why the Prime
Minister sacked him. He clearly does not understand the policy.

What should be the modalities of disinvestment for different categories of PSUs? Why should disinvestment
proposals not come from the Boards of PSUs based on commercial as distinct from political considerations, and to
what extent should disinvestment be the domain of the Disinvestment Commission? Should this Commission be
given statutory status? Should disinvestment be a matter exclusively for the executive or should Parliament, through
the appropriate Committee, have a say in processing disinvestment proposals?

What should be done with the proceeds of disinvestment? Should they be poured into the sink called the
Consolidated Fund of India or should the proceeds be credited to a separate disinvestment fund as recommended
by the Disinvestment Commission, and earmarked for specific purposes such as the revival and restructuring of
public sector units, infrastructure investment, social sector expenditure, poverty alleviation programmes? If so, in
what order of priority and in what proportion?

What steps need to be taken urgently and as a matter of high national priority to render public sector undertakings
functionally autonomous?

SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA (GUNA): There is a great degree of restlessness in the Treasury Benches.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): What change would this involve in regard to accountability to the
C&AG, the CVC, the CBI, the Government and the Parliament, if this were done? In short, what steps can we take
to end the Joint-Secretary Raj and drastically reduce the number of Ministers holding charge of public enterprises?
If we were to do this, what consequential constitutional or legal changes would this entail, in particular, to article 12
of the Constitution as interpreted by the Supreme Court?

(q3/1710/rsg-mkg)

We do not seek ad hoc answers to this question. We want a policy. A disinvestment programme without a
Disinvestment Policy is an invitation to suspicion of your motives, suspicion of your intentions and suspicion of your
overt and covert goals.

The Government is only harming its own reputation and its own image by ad hoc policy pronouncements and ad
hoc decisions. This is a Government that claims to be wedded to transparency. We are about to resume the debate
on the Freedom of Information Bill. But it is completely opaque when it comes to selling the family silver.

They inherited a Disinvestment Commission. It is now nine months since that Disinvestment Commission's term
ended. It is long enough to produce a baby but not long enough for this incompetent Government to be able to
name a replacement. Is this just a happenstance? Or, is it a deliberate ploy? That is what I want to know because
this Government has no policy. It suddenly adds qualifications to its policy pronouncements.

The former Minister of Disinvestment, King Arun I, first tells the Upper House that the revival and restructuring of
public sector enterprises is the first objective of the Disinvestment Policy. If so, why in his many replies to questions
in this and the other House did he stick to the Yashwant Sinha fatwa? He also says that fiscal deficit has nothing to
do with disinvestment. So, why are the proceeds of disinvestment being credited to the Consolidated Fund of India,
instead of a Disinvestment Fund, on the pattern of earmarking the diesel and kerosene cess for the Pradhan Mantri
Gramodyog Yojana?

As for the new Minister of Disinvestment, King Arun II, he has told the Rajya Sabha that in addition to the Sinha
fatwa − or, should I call it the sinful fatwa − there are two considerations. `Considerations' is his word in quotes.
They are the need for the public sector presence to counter concentration of power in the private hands and
regulatory mechanisms to protect the interest of consumers. It is very good. Why then were these `considerations'
not mentioned in the reply to Lok Sabha Question No.1369 of 3rd March posed by Thiru P.D. Elangovan Avargal? It



is because they have no policy and invent words when they are cornered.

We must have a White Paper to facilitate an informed and unprejudiced discussion on the new strategic orientation
of the public sector in the era of economic reforms. It is in the light of a discussion on the White Paper in this House
and in the country at large that a policy must be formulated on the basis of a wide national consensus. Till then, I
would request the Government to put a temporary stop to what is widely perceived as the loot of national treasure
in the name of disinvestment.

You might as well ask why successive Governments from Shri Chandra Shekhar's to Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao's did
not produce a White Paper before embarking on disinvestment. As regards Shri Chandra Shekhar, you do not have
to ask me. You can ask the chameleon-like Minister of Finance who indifferently serves socialism as well as saffron.
But as for the Congress Government, the Industrial Policy Resolution, 1991 clearly spelt out disinvestment as a
matter of disinvesting no more than 20 per cent of Government holdings in selected PSUs and that too only to
financial institutions and mutual funds with the explicit objective of raising a limited quantity of budgetary resources.

The successor Government set up an independent Disinvestment Commission. I am glad Shri Basu Deb Acharia
referred to Minister Murasoli Maran. I am referring, of course, to the NF-UF Maran and not the NDA Maran. Minister
Murasoli Maran assured Parliament that there was no question of any change of ownership. In total discontinuity
with the policies of the past, this Government has drastically altered the scope, content, role and objectives of
disinvestment. They have converted disinvestment into a central plank of their reforms platform. But without either a
White Paper or a policy statement, this is unacceptable. In the absence of a clear-cut policy on disinvestment, all
we can go by is development on the ground.

(r3/1715/vp/jr)

Sir, do I have to conclude my speech in ten minutes?

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): No. You have taken 20 minutes.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, please give me another ten minutes and I will conclude.

Sir, putting together what we have seen, it seems that the Government have unleashed an ideological assault on
the public sector, in pursuance of right-wing economic theories that have little bearing on our social and political
realities or larger national goals.

We are told that the public sector is an unbearable burden on the public exchequer. I fail to see how. I have brought
with me the latest Public Enterprises Survey, 1998-99, Volume I. Total Government subscribed equity in the public
sector is Rs. 65,000 crore. PSU dividend payments amount to about Rs. 4,000 crore or Rs. 5,000 crore. The PSU
contributions to the Central Exchequer by way of interests, taxes and duties add up to Rs. 42,000 crore, a gross
annual return of Rs. 47,000 crore, on a cumulative equity contribution of Rs. 65,000 crore. Is this an unbearable
burden?

Sir, I draw the attention of the House and the Minister to the following points at pages 6 and 7 of this Survey. It
says:

1. Public Sector Enterprises, as a whole, have earned a return on investment, defined as the ratio of profit
before interest and tax (PBIT) to capital employed (CE), that is, PBIT to CE, of 14.5 per cent. In the
private sector, in the same year, Gujarat Ambuja is lower at 12.3 per cent, Bayer at 8.7 per cent and Zuari
Fertiliser at 7.4 per cent. Our public sector's Rashtriya Chemicals and Fertiliser has beaten Zuari
Fertiliser by 6.5 per cent.

2. Return on net worth for PSUs, as a whole, that is, net profit to net worth − according to this Survey − was
around nine per cent in 1998-99. In the same year, the returns on net worth for Escorts in the automobile
sector amounted to only 5.7 per cent, ITC in hotels no more than 5.6 per cent, ACC in cement just 4.6 per
cent and SPIC in fertiliser a mere 2.5 per cent. As far the Birlas, in Hindustan Motors, they lost 11.55 per
cent and in cement, a whopping 36.2 per cent, while the return on net worth for Essar Steel was a mind-
boggling minus 43.5 per cent, which is double the negative return recorded by SAIL. What makes the
Minister believe in the inherent superiority of the private sector?

Between the previous year and 1998-99 − these were the two years of the NDA Government − the PSE dividends
have gone up by 37 per cent; PSE contributions to the Central Exchequer have risen by 11 per cent; PSE net worth
has increased by 9.9 per cent. Every one of these figures is taken from their own report.

Let me hasten to add, however, that none of these returns would amount to much, if budgetary support to the public



sector were consuming a significant proportion of Government expenditure. But in this year's Budget, that is, 2000-
2001, out of a total plan outlay of Rs. 88,000 crore, budgetary support to the public sector, excluding power and
roads, amounts to only − as far as I have been able to calculate − Rs. 1,100 crore with loans amounting to about
Rs. 900 crore. Putting them together, it is Rs. 2,000 crore in all. How much is it? It is 2.5 per cent of the Central plan
outlay. Is this unbearable?

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): You may please conclude now.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Even if you add infrastructure expenditure on power and roads,
the budgetary support to the public sector − both equity and loans − is under five per cent of development
expenditure.

Sir, I bow to the discipline of the House. I anticipated that the Minister would be permitted to speak for an hour and
a quarter in the other House and I am doubtless that he would take all the time that he wishes and you would
prevent me from speaking for more than 20 minutes. So, I have prepared my speech in writing. I seek your
permission to place it on the Table of the House and to give a copy of it to the Minister ...(Interruptions)

(s3/1720/rbn)

This is extremely unfair on me....(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN (DR. LAXMINARAYAN PANDEYA): This is not unfair.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, I am only attempting to deal with the substance.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Sir, all our Members are withdrawing....(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Mr. Chairman, Sir, is it not a fact that no single factor has
contributed more to what public sector owes than the drastic scaling down of Government's Budget allocation?
...(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF
STATISTICS AND PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATIVE REFORMS AND PUBLIC GRIEVANCES OF THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DISINVESTMENT (SHRI
ARUN SHOURIE): Sir, very important points are being made. Earlier, Shri Basu Deb Acharia raised some important
points. Now, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar is raising important points. So, I would plead with you that we should relax
this two hours' time. If it is possible, we can continue it on some other day so that we can take up the Freedom of
Information Bill.

1721 hours (Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR ( MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, the hon. Minister wants me to continue....(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE): It is because I am sure that Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar would like to hear me.
...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Time allotted for this is only two hours.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Sir, you please allow Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar to speak. As long as
he is allowed to speak, we do not mind even if no time is left for other Congress Members....(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, I have covered three-fourth of the points. I will just rush
through the rest....(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS (SHRI RAM NAIK): Sir, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar said that
he wanted to place the rest of the speech on the Table of the House. That is what he had suggested. But I saw his
speech outside which was distributed to the Members before he completed his speech here. It is not a right thing to
do. I thought I should draw your attention to this....(Interruptions) I have seen his speech outside which has been



circulated to the Press. It is not a good parliamentary practice....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon. Members, we are running short of time.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon. Members, I am on my legs.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record except Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar's speech.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

(t3/1725/rk-hng)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): There is no single factor that has contributed more to public
sector woes than the drastic scaling down since Congress demitted office of Budget allocations for Government
investments, both in comparison to Plan targets − your own Plan targets − and in terms of actual expenditure − your
expenditure − as a proportion of Budget allocations − your Budget allocations.

The other argument for the Government's flight from the public sector is that the public sector is inherently
incapable of making itself efficient. The expression is not mine. It was used by the Hon. Minister, Shri Shourie in
Rajya Sabha. Does the record bear this out? If the public sector is inherently inefficient, how is it that in 18
successive public global tenders, without resort to price preferences, BHEL − Shri George Fernandes's creation
and I salute him for that − has without fail beaten multinational giants, like ABB, Seimens and GEC Alsthom? Is not
IOC the only Fortune 500 company from India? Did not the same SAIL which made a loss of Rs.1600 crore under
the NDA Government, make a profit of Rs.1300 crore in the last year of the last Congress Government? What is so
inherent about public sector inefficiency when 60 per cent of all PSUs are able to turn a profit, modest it is true in
some cases and large only in a few? But when it come to losses also, public sector losses are modest in most
cases and large only in a few. DRDO and ISRO are among the most outstanding of their kind in the world. GAIL has
never been beaten by British Gas, and Shri Ram Naik will confirm that to be, yet he, shamefully begged British Gas
to buy into GAIL. NTPC has secured the largest loan the World Bank has ever given to any corporate entity
anywhere in the world and the Power Finance Corporation headed by the Chairman of the Standing Committee for
Public Enterprises raised millions of dollars in the international money market when neither their competitors Tatas,
nor their competitors Ambanis were able to do so. So, why does this Government not listen to its own executives?
Why have they not included a single public sector executive in the Prime Minister's Council on Trade and Industry?
It is only because they viscerally hate the public sector. That is prejudice. It is not policy.

If we concentrate on the 10 most profitable public sector undertakings, each of these ratios, to measure
performance and profit, rises or improves dramatically. I draw the Minister's attention to Table 1.15 at page 18 and
Table 1.16 on the next page of his Government's own document. Curiously, of the 10 most profitable public sector
units, the Government has disinvested or proposes to disinvest, its holdings in as many as eight. But at the same
time, of the ten top loss-making units cited at Table 1.16, only three or four are being disinvested. This is ridiculous.
The Government are selling off the best and hanging on to the worst. Why? What is the compulsion to kill the
goose that is laying the golden egg?

The Government says, `it needs the resources'. We asked, resources for what? Is it to fund the fiscal deficit? `Not
at all', replies the Government. Why cannot you be honest? We were. If it were not to fund the deficit, why do you
have an annual target? The fiscal deficit at the end of this financial year would be 10 per cent higher if you fail to
disinvest Rs.10,000 crore this year. That is why they are disinvesting and that is why we describe it as selling the
mangalsutra to pay the bawarchi.

The Disinvestment Commission has recommended that 10 per cent of the proceeds be earmarked for the revival
and restructuring of public enterprises. On being asked whether this recommendation has been followed, the hon.
Minister Shri Arun Jaitley resorts to sleight of hand. I refer to Question No.1490 of 3rd March put by S/Shri
Dasmunsi and Pawan Kumar Bansal.

(u3/1730/rc/sb)

"Ten per cent of last year's proceeds is lower than 10 per cent of this year's budgetary support, and so
the recommendation is being implemented. "

Does he mean to say that in the absence of disinvestment, budgetary support to the public sector would have been



nil?

He also told that rather than lock up Government money in business, would it not mean more sense to redeploy this
money in the social sector. Sir, I have no hesitation in saying that I would much rather see a good deal of this
investment in education, health, employment programmes, poverty alleviation that locked up in Bharat Leather or
National Bicycles. But what is the connection between disinvestment and the social sectors? None at all, as at
present. If the Finance Minister were to assure this House that of the Rs.10,000 crore he proposes to raise this year
through disinvestment, in his supplementary demands so many thousand crore will go to the food subsidy under the
PDS, so many thousand crores to SC housing, so many thousand crore to Ashram schools for tribal children, so
many thousand crore for cooked mid-day meals, so many crore for women's self-help groups, so many for
sanitation, so much for waste land development, so much for minor irrigation, and so much for budgetary support to
the public sector, I would be the first to applaud. But that is not how it happens. The Government sells the sweat of
the nation's brow for a song and no one knows where the money has gone. Except that everyone knows the money
has actually gone to fund the fiscal deficit.

So, we are prepared to consider a reorientation of the Government's national assets. But we are not prepared to
assist at a distress sale. The fiscal deficit is pushing the Government into making distress sales. The very
announcement of a disinvestment target makes for a buyer's market lowering the value of the product put up for
sale. The emphasis on "big ticket disinvestment" is tantamount to an invitation to the richest in the land, and their
MNC friends abroad, to establish formal or informal cartels to corner the market. What is worse, in particular cases
disinvestment could lead to monopolistic or oligopolistic situations. It is thus inexplicable that such an outstanding
PSU as IPCL has been put on the chopping block in the full knowledge that the most likely buyer is a private sector
giant. At least one of our two Aruns, I know, is familiar with a plutocrat's remark, "You cannot meet me at night and
not stand by me in the morning".

I know what is the relationship between several of you and these people to whom the sales are being made.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, it is insinuation. The Member should substantiate it because there are only two Aruns
and he should tell us what relationship he is referring to with the prospective buyer.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, I did not say, "two Aruns". Please look at the records. I did
not say, "two Aruns".

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: You said this.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): I said that one of the two Aruns knows about this
remark....(Interruptions). You are the two most honest and therefore two of the dumbest-Ministers on your Treasury
Benches. Therefore, all sorts of things that happen behind your back, that you do not know about. So, you do not
get into this.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: There are many things that do not happen and you contrive and imagine that they happen.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): I withdraw my remark about their contacts with the private
sector. I do not think them necessary for me to say.

Sir, our Minister of Disinvestment told the Rajya Sabha that the National Bicycle Corporation has sales of Rs.27
lakhs and accumulated losses of Rs.56 crore. That is precisely why no one has objected to his selling it. Begin with
the loss-making units. But sell them for their real worth. The hon. Minister has sneered at the balance sheets of the
NTC companies. But if he sells their assets not as textiles companies but for urban development what is the market
value of their assets?

(w3/1735/kvj/har)

It is thousands and thousands of crores. Why has this not happened? Ask the Minister for Heavy Industries who, as
Chief Minister of Maharashtra, refused to permit a change of land use. Who then is responsible for the condition of
the NTC? Is it the alleged inherent inefficiency of the public sector or the political machinations of my friends over
there? Does the Minister not appreciate that the NTC is a graveyard of private sector not of public sector failure
and the failure to implement the NTC revival package is proof for Government inefficiency and not the inherent
public sector inability?

I find it shocking that the Minister Shri Arun Shourie should draw the attention to the net worth of Modern Foods
having been a mere Rs.28 crore. Why then did the Hindustan Levers cough up Rs.105 crore to buy a net worth that
is a third of their investment? Is it out of the goodness of their hearts or is it because they have re-evaluated the
replacement value of the physical and commercial assets of different unit of the Modern Foods as being above



Rs.1000 crore? Shri Arun Shourie is a genius of comparing oranges with apples. He not only takes one year's sales
and compares it into decades of accumulated losses, he also persistently confuses the net worth, which is equity
plus reserves, with real worth of the physical assets and commercial goodwill passing into the ownership of
management control of a private party - domestic or multinational - which has made no contribution to the building
of the assets.

So, we have no objection to additionality. Let the private sector and the MNCs enter areas reserved hitherto for the
public sector and let the public sector compete with the private sector. Why should acquisition be preferred to
additionality? A Minister who believes the public sector is inherently inefficient is clearly not a Minister to be trusted
with the public sector. He says in the Rajya Sabha that he decided when doing his doctoral thesis with some
ghastly American University in the 1960s that socialism was evil. His prejudices as an academic are now coming to
the fore. This Minister has no faith in Swadeshi, Swabhiman and Swavalamban. He is a worshipper of `False
Gods' and that is why I view his stewardship of the Department of Disinvestment with such lively apprehension.

We demand a White Paper in which the Government is free to substantiate the Minister's claim that public sector
undertakings are inherently inefficient. But we are not prepared to accept the Minister's bold assertion. We need to
see his arguments set out in detail and we wish to give ourselves the opportunity of refuting them. If he has the
courage of conviction and if his Government has the courage of conviction - he has the courage of conviction, but
does his 27 party Government have the courage of conviction? - this Government will accept this challenge. Until
then call a halt to this squandering of the people's wealth in this mindless pursuit of disinvestment.

(ends)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now hon. Minister Shri Arun Jaitley will intervene in the debate.

1738 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): Mr. Deputy-
Speaker Sir, I am extremely grateful to you for having permitted me to intervene in this debate.

We have just had the privilege of listening to a very powerful speech by my friend Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar. Of
course, I did not have the privilege to study with him, but I certainly had the privilege of admiring his choice of
words. He raised thirteen questions. He referred to my friend Shri Arun Shourie as a genius who confuses apples
for oranges. But a confused genius would always confuse them as being one. For these thirteen questions that he
raised the answers are so obvious that these are perhaps the thirteen causes for the confusion in my friend's mind.

He asked Shri Arun Shourie towards the end of his speech whether he has the courage of conviction to own up to
what he thought was the Government's wrong policy.

(x3/1740/ru-skb)

But if I applied every word of what Mr. Mani Shankar Aiyar has argued to what the Government between 1991-96
did, I would only request him to have the courage of conviction to denounce each of the events that happened in
relation to disinvestment during that period. In fact, we have privatised one unit, taken a decision with regard to 19
others and a large part of the comments which is being made by enlightened opinion against us is, why are you not
going in for a big ticket investment, why are you taking up substantially the loss-making units, some medium level
units and not going in for big ticket investment? In fact, this is the criticism which the economists are making in
newspapers. This is the criticism which several editorials have made against us. We are going about it in a more
systematic manner.

Shri Aiyar was very critical of why profit-making unit should be disinvested, and why should the navaratnas should
be touched. Yes, if the shares of the profit making units and navaratnas were disinvested - 39 of them and a large
number of which were profit-making units in the navaratnas − it certainly did happen not only during 1991-96 but
also from 1996-98. And I must today confess that with the wisdom of hind sight, I am certainly not going to be critical
of the policy of the Government at that time. I think when the Finance Minister, in 1991, initiated the policy, there
was a particular attachment which each one of us in India had to a public sector undertaking.

As Shri Acharia and Shri Aiyar have said, there was a time when not only economic contribution was certainly
required but there was an immense social contribution made at a time when there was very little of the private
sector and very little of it prepared to make an investment in certain areas. At that time, the public sector did have a
role but today, except in certain areas, it is functioning in all those areas where the private sector has come in a big
way and has come in as a competitor. There were several larger economic questions which Shri Aiyar has raised to
which I shall certainly endeavour to deal with in the course of my response to what he has said. I am sure Shri



Shourie, when he would reply to the entire debate, would deal with them at length. But let us be very clear about
disinvestment in this country and Shri Aiyar is right on it. He charged me for being confused between disinvestment
and privatisation. I can assure him that I have absolutely no confusion of this kind in my mind. Disinvestment in this
country started even during the Interim Budget which was presented by Shri Chandra Shekhar. He is today very
critical of setting targets in the Budget. But every Budget presented by the Congress Party from 1991-96 had a
target defined in the Budget itself. Now, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar argues, "Well, if you fix targets in the Budget, it is
an invitation for a distress sale and it is an invitation for cartelisation." I am afraid that these are not economically
sound arguments. These are only arguments of convenience when stands change merely because you happen to
sit on the benches on the other side. But this certainly cannot be.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): In the five Budgets presented by us, it was within the policy
framework of no more than 20 per cent of disinvestment, no question of relinquishing either managerial control or
ownership control and the targets we set were modest and specifically aimed at raising budgetary resources. I do
not think we should confuse our policy with yours. You are mixing up oranges with apples.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: It is not a question of the policy between Congress Governments and the present
Government being identical. There has been a conscious evolution of the policy which has taken place and before I
come to the good economic reason as to why a conscious evolution of the policy has taken place, let me mention
that disinvestment not only found a mention in Shri Chandra Shekhar's Budget but also found a mention in every
Congress Budget. His Budget very clearly says that it had been decided that the Government would disinvest upto
20 per cent of its equity in selected public sector undertakings. It found a mention in every Congress Budget also.

(y3/1745/brv-bks)

Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar is right when he says that it was limited to 20 per cent. Today, there are sound economic
reasons for it. When you analyse that, you will realise the amount of money that we lost without a corresponding
advantage by that process of piecemeal disinvestment taking place. It also did find a mention in the Common
Minimum Programme which was followed by the United Front Government. Even the Left parties were signatories
to the Common Minimum Programme. In fact, during the United Front Government which they supported, it was
there....(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): We had, on the floor of the House, objected to certain measures with regard to
Insurance and all those things even when there was the United Front Government. That is on record.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I am grateful for that intervention. You objected on the floor of the House. But some of you
were even a part of the Cabinet which decided upon disinvestment and the only disinvestment that you did was not
of a single loss-making unit. The only disinvestment you did was of the Navratnas. The disinvestment was made in
respect of VSNL, MTNL and the decisions with regard to the Gas Authority of India Limited were only taken
between the period 1996 and 1998....(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): What is the percentage? It was only five per cent....(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I shall now come to the new argument which has been developed that the difference
between you and us is that we wanted a five per cent or ten per cent or 15 per cent piecemeal disinvestment but
you are going in for privatisation as such. That, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar says, is the fundamental difference. I
agree with Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar that that is the fundamental difference between their policy and our policy. I
shall substantiate the reasons and make good why our policy is a more correct policy under the circumstances.

Sir, we have all seen the valuations of the public sector shares on the stock market. When you disinvest in
piecemeal, what is the advantage that you achieve? In fact, every crticisim that Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar has made
of the Disinvestment Policy as also the criticism made by Shri Basu Deb Acharia is in fact available when you make
a piecemeal disinvestment. The valuation of the public sector shares in the market is not very high. Let me give you
an illustration.

The Indian Oil Company, as you said, is one of the Fortune 500 companies. In fact, it is the only Indian company
which is a part of the Fortune 500 companies. It is a company in profit. The Government − my senior colleague Shri
Ram Naik is here − has taken a decision with regard to the importance of the Indian Oil Company and, therefore,
the Indian Oil Company today is a company in the public sector. But the Indian Oil Company, a company in the
public sector, a profit-making company, a company which is a Fortune 500 company, when its share was listed on
the stock market, how much did it fetch?...(Interruptions)

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, <xcÉåxÉä gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<BÉE VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ =ããÉäJÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, ÂªÉc =xÉBÉEä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉDÂªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä cé*



MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Do not make this running commentary. You please hear him.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É VÉ ä]ãÉÉ Ò gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É VÉ ä]ãÉÉ Ò : +ÉÉ{É iÉBÉEÇ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉÖxÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA, càÉå |ÉÂºÉxxÉiÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ* gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<BÉE VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ +ÉÉè® ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ VÉÉä Âº]éb cè, =ÂºÉBÉEä ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ àÉé BÉÖEU BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ*

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Akilesh, please take your seat.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: The Indian Oil Company, a Fortune 500 company, a record profit-making company, a
company of which we are all proud, a company whose public character is being maintained for good reasons, was
listed on the stock-exchange at a share value which is even less than the book value. I am just giving it as an
illustration. During the period 1991-96 and thereafter, when efforts have been made to disinvest in five per cent and
10 per cent, what you have got as a valuation of the public sector shares is really not a very high value. Even in the
case of the shares of the public sector undertakings, the Navratnas, which were disinvested, you never got a very
high value. When the book value was Rs.350, you got a valuation in the market of about Rs.437 or so per share.
When you disinvest in small lots, the investor always asks the question: "Should I invest in the IT shares? Should I
invest in some lucrative blue-chip companies? Or, Should I invest in a company which has a minority share of three
per cent or which has a few thousand or a few lakh shares in a public sector? We followed that policy. We never
got the best value. The monies which came in are not monies which were being used for a larger purpose.

(z3/1750/spr-hcb)

But the object of that disinvestment was only to disinvest few shares, get the monies into the Central Budget, and
probably Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar's criticism would be right to the 1991-98 policy that this money could have been
used for bridging the budgetary gap. But today the policy is different. When you go in for a privatisation, in a
privatisation process, you are not only selling the shares of a company when you are satisfied that the existence of
this company in the public sector is not required, you are trying to bring in a new management, the new
management have the prospect of inducting more capital, inducting new technologies, and therefore, the valuations
that you get are far higher. Therefore, the only illustration which you have, when you confused between apples and
oranges, a blue-chip company like Indian Oil at the big value of Rs.350 could get us only Rs.437 by the 1991-96
policy, which we have continued for sometime but a loss-making company like Modern Foods, by a strategic sale
process, a Rs.1000 share, in a strategic sale, in a loss-making unit, could fetch us Rs.11,490 per year.
...(Interruptions) Therefore, well, I clear that confusion also. Therefore, even in a loss-making company, through a
strategic sale process, the valuations we got are much higher. That is the second advantage. ...(Interruptions) I
would like to complete. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Are you yielding, Shri Arun Jaitley?

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I am not yielding, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Then, it will not go on record.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Allow me to please complete. ...( Interruptions) You would certainly have questions which
Shri Arun Shourie would respond to. ...(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF
STATISTICS AND PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATIVE REFORMS AND PUBLIC GRIEVANCES OF THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DISINVESTMENT (SHRI
ARUN SHOURIE): I would respond to evaluation precisely.....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: What is going on here? Nothing will go on record, both the remarks of the hon. Member
and the hon. Minister.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: My colleague and myself certainly feel that this is a very important aspect because I am
convinced that there is some confusion which requires to be removed. Therefore, the experience has been that



when.. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Rupchand Pal, you are a senior Member. Why are you interrupting like that?

...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, he is debating the whole question. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon. Minister has not even replied, why are you interrupting him?

...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, the hon. Minister has the capability to do it. ...( Interruptions) Why not the
hon. Minister debate the wholeâ€¦ ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Kharabela Swain, now you are creating the problem. Please resume your seat.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Therefore, this process of disinvesting only in small lots did not lead to the Government
getting the best values. I am certainly not making an allegation against anybody because I would still give credit to
the Government in 1991 that they had to make a beginning. It was trial method. They started a particular
methodology, and that methodology, in fact, initiated the whole process. But today with ten years of experience
behind us the piecemeal disinvestment did not get us the best values. It did not bring in any element of change in
professionalism, in the functioning of the PSUs, and the monies which were received.

Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar is right that that monies were essentially used for the purpose of bridging budgetary gap.
As against this, the advantages of a privatisation process certainly are that you get much higher values, the
Government gets the best returns, you are able to bring in a management which is trying to revive units which are
not doing so well, the management will certainly bring in more capital, better technology. The only other alternative
you have to bring in more capital is to tax the people of India and say, well, I have a loss-making unit in front of me, I
went into the business of textiles - the NTC example which he gave - or I went into the business of bakeries. We
have suffered huge losses there. We are now going to tax the people of India so that the Government can do the
business of manufacturing textile or manufacturing bread, and once we get into those businesses we come back
year after year - that is why Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar very clearly said - please give them grants, come up in every
Budget and say, well, we are sorry, we suffered losses in that area. So, this year we are again going to impose a
few more taxes on you in order to do business.

(a4/1755/ksp/rpm)

Therefore, our experience has been that strategic sales from the interest of the economy, from the interest of the
Exchequer and from the overall interest of the unit itself is a better alternative. But this is not a principle to be
applied in all cases and there lies a very important distinction. There may be some units where you may feel that
the presence of the unit in the public sector may not be required, but the character of the unit is such that we do not
intend to hand it over to one particular strategic partner. So, in such units, we may go in for a process of retail sales
to the market. We may, perhaps, get a little less value. But there would be a larger public interest and the larger
public interest would be that even though we are getting a much lesser value, we are not in the process of creating
a private sector monopoly. The public character of this unit is retained, the shares are held by lakhs and lakhs of
people in the Stock Market and there is a professional management on top. There would be some such units. In
fact, the Disinvestment Commission itself, out of the cases recommended to it, in the 58 reports that it has given to
the Government, said:

"29 out of those 58 would be strategic sales, 8 would be trade sales, 5 would be offer of shares."

There was another set of 11 where they said that no disinvestment is required for the present moment itself.

Therefore, we have seen the virtues of a policy, which we have tried in the past. We realised that the intention
really is not to sell 5 per cent and 8 per cent shares. In fact, I noticed in the Rajya Sabha, a Congress Member, with
some experience of business, precisely giving the same argument, which I was giving and said: "please take
caution". ...(Interruptions)



SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It is because he is in business.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Yes; he understands business more than some of us.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: There must be some difference between intervening in the debate and replying to the
debate. Therefore, I request you to confine your speech within a certain limit.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I shall only deal with a few more issues, which have been raised.

I have just mentioned that on fundamentals our attitudes cannot change merely depending on which side we are
sitting in this House. We have had a Government between 1991 and 1996 and a subsequent Government, which
initiated the process. Let us look at what is happening in the States. ...(Interruptions) There are Governments of
different political parties in every State. Why is the Rajasthan Government going ahead and thinking of privatising
the Rajasthan State Electricity Board? Why is the Chief Minister of Karnataka going in for the privatisation process?
Why is the Andhra Pradesh Government doing it? The Government of Delhi is trying to privatise the Electricity
Board. The States of Haryana and Punjab have appointed a Disinvestment Commission in their respective States.
The Government of Assam is thinking of it. Even in West Bengal ...(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): No disinvestment is taking place in West Bengal. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): What about the transparency of your disinvestment process? What is the
modus operandi? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: We are certainly going to deal with that.

Sir, I reiterate that even the Government of West Bengal is realising some virtues of this and I read in the
newspapers that in one of the State Government's hotels they are thinking of bringing in a strategic partner. Shri
Dasmunsi, who is hailing from that State, is nodding his head.

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): The liberalisation process in West Bengal is on for the last few
years, but nothing has taken shape yet.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, I think, you will have to conclude now.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I will take five or six minutes more.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Yes.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, this brings us to a fundamental question and I am glad that in some measure or the other
this fundamental is not being opposed. Today, the argument only is: "yes, if you want to disinvest, please disinvest
the loss making ones; do not disinvest the profit making ones." What is the methodology that you are going to
follow? What are the steps that you are going to take in order to invest this resource that you are generating? The
14th point that Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar did not raise in his 13, which is of extreme importance, at least to us, if not
to him, is: what do you do to protect the workers' interests? I thought that should have been the first point in his 13
points. Unfortunately, he was silent on that particular issue.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Shri Basu Deb Acharia had already raised that point.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: As far as the process is concerned, the process is very clear.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Give us a White Paper.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Well; the opposition to disinvestment cannot be that unless you have a White Paper you
cannot disinvest.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Give us a policy and we will consider that. The fundamental
point is, give us a policy.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, we are very clear about our policy. I am sure, if he yields, in the next five minutes let me
make an endeavour to make him also clear about the policy.

(b4/1800/ss/rjs)

The policy of the Government is very clear. The policy is in the same language just as Dr. Manmohan Singh
enshrined the policy in the 1990-91 Budget, and just as the Congress Government policy was in the industrial



policy statement. In the three successive Budgets which Shri Yashwant Sinha has announced, each year, he has
been announcing a policy in a separate chapter on disinvestment. He categorically stated last year that the policy of
the Government is in generality of cases. Except the strategic areas, we come down to 26 per cent. In some cases,
we can even come down. Even in the non-strategic areas, we will keep the public sector alive. We will keep the
public sector where the countervailing presence of the public sector is required in the overall interest of the national
economy. That is to say that there may be a danger of creation of private sector monopolies in the private sector,
we keep the public sector. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): You cannot convince your Ministers - Minister of Heavy Industries and Minister
of Petroleum. You cannot convince your partner, Shri Vaiko.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Please do not worry about any of us. We are very clear about the policy. I am quite certain
about the issues which have been raised. Even you have slowly started realising the wisdom of the policy. Now,
you say: "My opposition is only confined to the private sector and not to the loss-making." ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Please give us the policy. We know what it is. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: No, no; we cannot indulge in this luxury of wasting time.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Fifteen more Members are there. We will have to complete the debate today.

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Sir, the BJP has officially acknowledged that they have no policy of
disinvestment till date.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I did not realise that we had appointed somebody else as our spokesman on our policy.

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Your spokesman said that you have no policy. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, if interruptions are there, I will not be able to complete it. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Why are you interfering?

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He is not yielding. You are a senior Member.

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): I am not interfering. ...(Interruptions) Sir, the Minister for
Disinvestment has agreed to continue the discussion for the other day also to have a serious, thorough and
analytical discussion on it. Therefore, do not put some cap on the time. That is my request. It is a very serious
matter. All of a sudden, the discussion under Rule 193 has been accepted. The Government was not discussing the
matter. ...(Interruptions)

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, +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉä BÉEãÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉ®ÉÒ ®ÉÊJÉA* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It has been decided in the Business Advisory Committee that this subject will be
completed today itself.

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): No, we did not agree. ...(Interruptions) We all hear from the
newspapers. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): It will run up to 8 o'clock − a minimum of four hours.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It was originally allotted two hours. We have completed two hours. Fifteen Members are
there to speak. Is it the pleasure of the House to extend the time?

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): Sir, the Minister for Disinvestment has agreed to continue the
discussion even for the next day.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (SHRI
PRAMOD MAHAJAN): Even next Session!

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): That will not end the matter. Here everything will not end. The
people will rise. ...(Interruptions)



Do not comment in that manner. I am referring to the proceedings.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let me take the consent of the House. Fifteen Members are there to speak. The Minister
has to give the reply. Is it the pleasure of the House to sit till completion of the debate?

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The time of the House is extended.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: A question was raised about the methodology of the whole process. If shares are disinvested
in a retail sale in the market, there are established practices by which it is done. There is a book-building method by
which retail sales take place. I have examined that every retail sale which has taken place in this country from 1991
has followed the established market practice.

As far as strategic sales are concerned, you appoint your advisors, you assess the market and the selection of the
partner is always by a transparent bidding process.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): There is no transparency.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: This is the first time I have come across an argument. Yes, you came out with the tender.
You came out with the bidding process. You selected the highest price and also the best partner in that process. Is
that bidding process not a transparent process?

(c4/1805/rs/nsh)

The two are absolutely contradictory. There is not a single transaction which has taken place, nor is it taking
place...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Would the hon. Minister please explain the experience of GAIL and the book
building process?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pal, the hon. Minister will give his reply. We cannot proceed with these running
commentaries.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, we have discussed GAIL and it has a book building process...( Interruptions) The price
you got in GAIL was higher than the market price. It was by a transparent bidding process...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We have to finish it by 8 p.m. Let him ask the question when the hon. Minister replies.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He is not replying, he is intervening.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, please conclude now.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, a question which has not been raised by my friend, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar, we have
very clearly announced. This Government is very clear about the interest of the workmen. In every transaction,
utmost care is taken that the interest of the workmen is going to be protected. In fact, it is for the first time that in the
disinvestment processes, we have come out with Employees Stock Option Scheme where we are going to share
the corporate wealth of an enterprise with the employees or the workmen as help in building up with those
workmen. As a result of which we have had announcement in cases where trade unions have even issued
statements supporting the effort to privatise some of the large undertakings. This is for first time in the country that
such a situation is taking place....(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): All trade unions have opposed it.

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.) : àÉÉxÂªÉẤ É®, <ÂºÉä BÉEãÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉ®ÉÒ ®ÉÊJÉA* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): There was a strike for three days against the disinvestment policy of the
Government...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You can seek all these clarifications when the hon. Minister replies.



...(Interruptions)

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.) : ÂªÉä ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä ÂºÉàÉFÉ MÉãÉiÉ iÉBÉEÇ |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* <xÉBÉEÉ àÉVÉnÚ®Éå ÂºÉä BÉÖEU ãÉäxÉÉ-näxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He is just intervening and not replying.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, please conclude now. You can give your own views.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, there are only two more points...(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Sir, why is he misleading the House?...(Interruptions)

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.) : ÂªÉä àÉVÉnÚ® ÂºÉÆMÉ~xÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ àÉå VÉÉä BÉEc ®cä cé, Ấ Éc MÉãÉiÉ Â¤ÉÂªÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉE® ®cä cé* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä PÉ]BÉE nãÉÉå àÉå
Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ {É® ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉ cè* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA (CANARA): Sir, he is replying to all the points that have been raised by Shri Mani
Shankar Aiyar...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Well in a debate one certainly answers a speaker like Shri Aiyar. If Shrimati Alva had
debated before him, I would have been answering her...(Interruptions)

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : VÉ®É +ÉÉ®ÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉA iÉÂ¤É {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉ cè*

...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I have just two or three small points more. An issue was raised as to why you have, in
the last nine months, not appointed the Disinvestment Commission? The Disinvestment Commission has given 58
recommendations. The Disinvestment Commission is a professional body which studies every company and then
make very valuable detailed recommendations. This become an important basis for a Government to take a
decision. But today out of the 58 companies, decisions with regard to 19 or 20 have been taken. These decisions
are going to take time to implement. Certainly, a Disinvestment Commission would be required. But a Disinvestment
Commission would be required after the last recommendations have been implemented and put into the process of
implementation.

Sir, a question was also raised that there is a large private sector which is also doing badly. They are right, 'if there
is somebody in the private sector who is also doing badly and therefore, why do you only say that we go ahead and
disinvest the public sector in the whole process?' There is a fundamental distinction. That distinction is that the
private sector, by whichever process, will take care of itself, whether by virtue of more investment, getting out its
reserves, borrowing from banks and try and revive itself...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): According to Swaraj Paul's observation, 'there is no private sector'. The private
sector is having money from the financial institutions.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (SHRI
PRAMOD MAHAJAN): But he needed Swaraj Paul to tell him that...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Yes, their friend.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: But, there is a fundamental distinction and that, Shri Aiyar, is a distinction between apples
and oranges. When the private sector does badly, it is not the taxpayers of India who pay for its
performances...(Interruptions)

(d4/1810/lh-mkg)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): There are Rs.54,000 crore of NPAs. Are we not paying for it?
There are Rs.62,000 crore of unpaid taxes. Are we not paying for it? You are handing over the public sector to the
failed private sector. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: It is today the tax-payers' money and the Government makes a conscious choice as to what
are the areas in which disinvestment is going to be put. Are we going to invest the tax-payers' money in businesses
where a private sector investment is available or are we going to use it in the social sector, which is the declared



policy of this Government? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): The provision in regard to education is going down and down. ...(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA (CANARA): What about Rs.56,000 crore of NPA? It is your own figures?
...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: The last argument which you have raised is this. The 13 th question which you have raised
was, what do we do with regard to the national honour which is involved? You are right. When these businesses
are being run, and some of them, as you said, are the national carrier, there is the Indian flag affixed on them, there
is certainly a very important element of national honour, which is involved. It is precisely for that reason that an
effort is to be made to see that the national honour is not compromised with, they come out with the best services,
best facilities available to their consumers, and are not run as inefficient organisations. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): I do not think that Shri Sharad Yadav agrees with you.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Well, certainly the Government is very clear about its policy. You did not have to worry about
that. You please start worrying about what you did between 1991 and 1996, and you will certainly get a response
from some of your colleagues on that.

I must say that the object of the disinvestment process is to make sure that the tax-payers' money is utilised for the
best possible purpose in the social sector for the purposes of repaying its past debts and also for the purpose of
reconstructing the public sector. Sir, the object of the disinvestment process ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: What is this? There is a lot of noise in the House. Please hear him.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Basudeb Acharia, you may not agree with him. You must hear him.

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, the object of the whole process is to ensure that the interest of the economy is best
served, the interest of the units are best served, the economy is strengthened, and those units are revived. Some of
them are sick. Some of them are moving towards sickness. We try and ensure that the best possible efficiency
comes into the process. This particular process is an inherent part of the second generation reforms. This is not the
first time that this august House is discussing it. The Finance Minister, in his three consecutive Budgets, had made
the policy very clear. There is no question of the Government going back on this policy in any way.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I am extremely grateful to you for having given me this opportunity to intervene.

(ends)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we have just heard a sad news, through
the newspaper sources, that a few journalists and photographers have been killed in a blast in Srinagar today. We
want that this House should be informed by the Minister of State in the Ministry of Home Affairs, who is here now,
as to what had exactly happened before the House rises for the day today.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The Minister of Parliamentary Affairs may get the information.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (SHRI
PRAMOD MAHAJAN): Now that the Chair has directed, we will inform the House before the House rises for the
day. Again I assure the hon. Members that we will inform you about this.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, Shri Tarit Baran Topdar.

1814 hours

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): Sir, regarding disinvestment of public enterprises, the former
Disinvestment Minister has clearly mentioned in an unambiguous term -- there is no ambiguity in me -- that the
public sector enterprises are going to be disinvested in the interest of the large and larger private industries and
industrial houses.

(e4/1815/mmn-jr)

After Independence and partition of the country, for the growth of our economy, for the growth of industrial output



and to match with the agricultural development, the Public Sector had to play a dominant role. It was clearly stated
in various industrial policy statements from 1948 to 1987. In 1999, a clear and a distinctive departure came
aboutâ€”it started earlierâ€”when the idea of a welfare concept of State was given a go bye, when the idea of
social responsibility of Public Sector Enterprises, other Government sectors including the Railways, was given a go
bye. It was clear to me. At least, even now it is clear to me that the dynamics of the economy of our country, which
was based on capitalist development, is destined to come into this stage. It was the State capitalism which
developed. The capital was in the hands of the State but it served the capitalists and big industrial houses of this
country. At that time, they had no power; they had no capital; and they had no money to build up this empire. The
toiling masses, common men and all the people of the country have contributed to the exchequer. From and out of
this fund, these Public Sector Enterprises were built up. Now, at the expense of the public exchequer, at the cost of
the public money, at this stage again in the interest of the capitalists, these are going to be handed over to them
simply. The price that is being determined is not corroborative with the real values of the assets. No re-valuation is
being made and nothing is being done in this regard.

The Public Sector Enterprises are of different types. Some of the Public Sector Enterprises were built up, as Shri
Mani Shankar Aiyar has said, really on the graveyard of the private sector. Those too attained a commanding
height at a certain stage of development of our economy, and served the common men in different ways. We can
exemplify by one such giant Public Sector Enterprise, namely, NTC. A revival package was drawn up during the
Congress regime. There is no doubt that they initiated the process.

(f4/l820/dva/assa)

But during that period, during the period of disinvestment when it started, during the period of de-nationalisation, we
could come to a point with trade unions, MPs, Ministers, there was a committee, and we could come to a point
where we nationalised − this Parliament nationalised − l5 public sector undertakings, taken-over units, under NTC.
Fifteen were nationalised at that time!

Therefore, what I find here is, that the Congress Government started a process when Shri Arun Jaitley said -- he is
not here now − said that they were the exponents of that process, that they are continuing that process and that
only within four years they have decided from 20 per cent to l00 per cent. The speed is so high that within four
years they have completed the maximum limit from 20 per cent to 100 per cent. But I remember − you also may
remember − that they were on this side at that time, they used to oppose it along with us.

Therefore, the politics of position, either this side or that side, the aspersions that has been thrown upon the
Congress Party is there. I do not know whether they will object to it or not. I find that there is no difference. Now
they are on that side. They have given a high speed to it. And within four years, 20 per cent has turned into l00 per
cent! And not only that: they are selling out the core sector − the idea of core sector has gone -- the highly
profitable, the highly profit-earning companies as well. Many points have been made in this regard. I do not want to
repeat. I give some examples of the experience of disinvestment in England from an article "The Contrast today
between India and Britain: The attitude towards the privatisation of public sector enterprises could not be sharper."

" Privatisation is now seen by many sensible Britons as a big mistake, indeed a monumental era. British
Airways, a long tom-tommed a privatisation's greatest success story is in dire trouble and hunting for
trouble.

British Telecom tariffs are among the highest in Europe, Britan's privatised water supply is so costly that
many people prefer to disconnect altogether. This has created health problems in poor areas.

Even worst is Britain's transport infrastructure. Broken up into small private divisions, the once first rate
British Rail system now has appalling maintenance standards. One result of this was the recent
Paddington accident, one of the Europe's worst.

Today the trade mark red London double-decker bus, rarely runs on time. The bus network has been
parcelled out into small fragments owned by companies more interested in cutting jobs and raising fares
than in providing a semi-reliable service."

 

And our Minister in the course of his intervention -- I do not know whether it was half a reply to the debate − said
that the private companies whether they are either in profit or loss, do not tax the people. What is the conception of
the economy, I do not know. Every process of manufacture, trade and marketing will be taxing directly or indirectly
the people in our country.

(g4/1825/tkd-hng)



This is the economic system where we are now.

A recent CMIE study found that PSUs use capital more efficiently than private companies. It has been mentioned by
IROs.

In the first part of disinvestment, that is, in 1991-92, the C&AG estimated that public loss was about Rs. 3,342 crore
in under-valued PSU shares sold in that year. ...(Interruptions) I am not bailing them out. In subsequent years, till
date, what is the opinion and observation of the C&AG regarding the valuation of the shares that were being sold?
...(Interruptions)

The hon. Minister has said that economists and newspaper men are criticising. They are telling to hurry up, do
hurriedly and sell everything. Why are you not selling? We have seen articles of different economists in the
newspapers. There are dissenting voices also; dissension is there even in the Ministry and even in the Cabinet. I
have also raised this point that Minister for Disinvestment should not be someone short of Prime Minister. He is
deciding about disinvestment of airlines, textiles, heavy industries, chemical industries, etc.

Sir, when we meet in the Consultative Committees or in any other Parliamentary Committees, then the Secretaries
and other people give information in a very rationed manner. The amount of ration is very low. They supply less
information.

Sir, Secretary in the Ministry of Disinvestment has told before the Press that if the public sector enterprises are
totally sold according to their policies, then Rs. 8 lakh crore will be fetched in the Government exchequer. It is all
right. The Government may think over this point and come forward with a discussion here. We are here and we see
from the newspapers only that this decision has been taken and that decision has been taken.

(h4/1830/pb-sb)

At the time of taking over the NTC, NJMC and various other organisations, there were enactments made in this
House, but now, when disinvestment is being made, the House is not taken into confidence. We are not discussing
the matter. We are not deciding. The Budget has been passed. Only in the Budgetry Speech, something has been
mentioned in this regard and the process is going on. I mention this point because in the earlier days when rules
were framed, we did not foresee that such type of a situation will arise. We have been deciding on investment; we
have not been deciding on disinvestment. Therefore, this is a new situation, and in this new situation, a new policy
has to be adopted on how the Parliament will have to be taken into confidence.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, please conclude, otherwise, we will not be in a position to conclude the discussion.

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): I am concluding, Sir.

It has been said that disinvestment will help India to avoid debt trap. I am referring to the Secretary's remarks here.
He has said:

"India is heading towards a typical debt trap which could be avoided with disinvestment of public sector
undertakings, from which it could recover at least Rupees Seven lakh crore."

1831 hrs. (Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad Singh in the Chair)

In the Union Budget of 2000-01, the interest payments are 50 per cent of the revenue receipts expected. Fifty per
cent of the revenue earning will be paid just towards payment of interest on debt. This is the situation. This is
leading towards a typical debt trap that could be avoided with disinvestment. This is what the Secretary has said.
But nothing was said on the floor of the Parliament nor in any of the Committees where we do meet all these
officers. Even when asked, they bypass, giving some obscure answer. This is a very new situation which we could
not conceive of 15, 20 or even more years ago.

In the Budget Speech, the Finance Minister has said that about one-tenth of the anticipated receipts will be used for
retiring Government debts and the rest for expenditure in the social sector and for restructuring of public sector
enterprises. If there is no White Paper, if there is no clear-cut policy and report on the action taken on that policy,
how can this be assessed? And if the policy and the action taken on that policy is not assessed by the Parliament,
then what is the use of it?

I want to conclude with the point that at this juncture that the Government is out to hand over all the properties,
assets and everything that the country has earned. The country has travelled a long distance for earning these
assets and these are going to be handed over to private owners.



(j4/1835/krr/har)

I can show that, since inception, straightaway from the Budget money goes to the business houses in different
ways. This money goes directly from the Budget to the big landowners in the name of farmers. We must distinguish
between cultivators and non-cultivators. We must distinguish between peasantry and landowners. There is no
distinction. Five per cent of the rural population own 45 per cent of the land. ...(Interruptions)

45 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ 5 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä cÉlÉ àÉå cè* +ÉÉ{É ÂºÉàÉZÉ VÉÉ<ÂªÉä ÉÊBÉE 45 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ +ÉÉ{É VÉÉä ÂºÉÉÎÂ¤ÂºÉbÉÒ näiÉä cé, VÉÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ näiÉä cé SÉÉcä Ấ Éc ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ àÉå cÉä, {ÉÉxÉÉÒ àÉå cÉä ÂªÉÉ
nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉÉå àÉå cÉä, ÂªÉc 45 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ {ÉÉÆSÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä cÉlÉ àÉå VÉÉiÉÉ cè*

This is how, directly and indirectly, the Government exchequer is paying to the big industrial houses and the big
landowners. This policy is being continuously pursued. We are raising the voice of protest in this Parliament. We
want that the dissenting parties and the dissenting Ministers and the Congress Party − which is re-thinking over
their policies − will come together and join and defeat this process. If it is not defeated in this Parliament, it will be
defeated outside the Parliament, before the people.

Thank you.

(ends)
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gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : ÂºÉààÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, AxÉbÉÒA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ-<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé JÉÂ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé
+É{ÉxÉä ABÉE ÂºÉcÂªÉÉäMÉÉÒ ÂºÉä {ÉÚU ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AäÂºÉÉ BÉEÉèxÉÂºÉÉ |ÉÉhÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉÉä ÂºÉÉÒWÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤É ÂºÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉiÉÉ cè* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉBÉEÉä ÉËcnÉÒ àÉå ÉÊMÉ®ÉÊMÉ] BÉEciÉä cé*
AäÂºÉä cÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ Â£ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

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.) : ÂªÉc +ÉÉ{É {É® {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ÂºÉä ãÉÉMÉÚ cÉäiÉÉ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Immediately after the Congress had announced its liberalisation policy, hon.
Minister Shri L.K. Advani has said in Washington that the Congress had hijacked BJP's economic liberalisation
policy. ...(Interruptions)

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 90 BÉEä nÂ¶ÉBÉE BÉEä {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® 2000 BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå iÉlÉÉ 21Ấ ÉÉÓ ÂºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ
BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉÆiÉ® ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç nä ®cÉ cè* ÂºÉxÉÂ 1998 àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ =xcÉåxÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ |ÉÂªÉixÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]å BÉEàÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ MÉÂªÉÉÒ*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]Éå BÉEÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå]
cÉä MÉÂªÉÉ* BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]å 401 ÂºÉä PÉ]BÉE® 100 {É® +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® =xcå b® ÂªÉc ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 21Ấ ÉÉÓ ÂºÉnÉÒ àÉå VÉÂ¤É {ÉcãÉÉ SÉÖxÉÉẤ É cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä iÉÂ¤É Â¶ÉÉÂªÉn Ấ Éä bÂ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® àÉå
Â£ÉÉÒ xÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉ {ÉÉÂªÉå* SÉÖxÉÉẤ É Âº]Æ] BÉEä xÉÉiÉä 1990 BÉEÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÂ¤É BÉEÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ àÉå +ÉÆiÉ® cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc c® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cè*
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÂ¤É {ÉÉ]ÉÔ +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉÊãÉ Â£ÉÉÒ SÉfÃÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç àÉå =ÂºÉBÉEÉä "Â¤ÉÉÊãÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉBÉE®É" BÉEcÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* {ÉÉ]ÉÔ Â¤ÉÉÊãÉnÉxÉ ÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ
ÉÊJÉãÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, ÉÊ{ÉãÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*

â€¦â€¦( +ÉvÂªÉFÉ{ÉÉÒ~ BÉEä +ÉÉnäÂ¶ÉÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ-Ấ ÉßkÉÉxiÉ ÂºÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ*)

(k4/1840/skb-san)

. BÉEÉÂ¶É, gÉÉÒ +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä VÉÉä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¥ÉÿàÉ YÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, Ấ Éc 1991 ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 1995 iÉBÉE cÖ+ÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä VÉÉä UÉä]ä <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ cé, VÉÉä ÉÊàÉÉÊbãÉ BÉDãÉÉÂºÉ <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ cé, =xÉBÉEä 3-
4-5 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ Â¤ÉSÉ VÉÉiÉä*

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): MR. Chairman Sir, the Leader of the Opposition is a parliamentary
institution and therefore, the words of defamation used for him are unparliamentary. You can consider it later on
and if you think that I am right, they should be expunged.

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc) Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc) : ~ÉÒBÉE cè, <ÂºÉä ABÉDÂºÉ{ÉÆVÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉÂªÉä*

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN (BALASORE): Sir, there is nothing defamatory. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): When they used such words in their speech, we digested them. Now, why
can they not digest? ...(Interruptions)

É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): àÉé +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä Ấ Éc {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ VÉÉä bÉ. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËÂºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Ấ ÉÉBÉDÂªÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉfÃÉ lÉÉ*



"to encourage wider public participation and promote greater accountability, up to 20 per cent of
Government equity in selected public sector undertakings would be offered to mutual funds and
investment institutions in public sector. "

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Is the private sector mentioned? Is the multinational mentioned?
Is the strategic sale mentioned? Is the ownership control being transferred? Is the management control being
transferred?

{ÉÉÊfÃÂªÉä, àÉMÉ® nÉäÂ¤ÉÉ®É {ÉÉÊfÃÂªÉä +ÉÉè® ÂºÉàÉÉÊZÉÂªÉä* =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn càÉå {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉ<ÂªÉä*

gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ ÂºÉÖxÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉMÉä BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉÖn +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä {Éè®Éå {É® BÉÖEãcÉÂ½ÉÒ àÉÉ®ÉÒ cè* àÉé bÉ. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËÂºÉc
BÉEÉ Ấ ÉcÉÒ Ấ ÉÉBÉDÂªÉ {ÉfÃ ®cÉ cÚÆ '20 per cent selected investment in public sector financial institutions and mutual funds'.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It is for wider public participation, but not for Ambani's
participation.

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÂºÉÖxÉÉ>óÆ? +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉ<xÉåÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉãÉ <ÆÂº]ÉÒ]áÉÚÂ¶ÉxÂºÉ BÉEÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ Â¤ÉäSÉÉ, VÉÉä
Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ Â¤ÉäSÉä, +ÉÉ{É 1991 ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 1995 iÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ ÉÊcÂº]ÅÉÒ näÉÊJÉÂªÉä iÉÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ cWÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, Ấ Éc {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE àÉå xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ,
+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉÉc® àÉÉÉÌBÉE] àÉå Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ xÉcÉÓ JÉ®ÉÒnä* You sold this 20 per cent equity to the Unit Trust of India. =ÂºÉàÉå ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉä 3500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä
BÉEÉ PÉÉ]É cÖ+ÉÉ* 1991 ÂºÉä 1995 iÉBÉE ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. xÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® àÉå ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉÂºÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉÉ®ÉÒ MÉ<Ç* ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 3500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ näBÉE® Â¤ÉäãÉ
+ÉÉ=] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ ]ÅÉÆÂºÉ{ÉE® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä, =ÂºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* It was a total window-dressing and cheating. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÆJÉÉå àÉå vÉÚãÉ
ZÉÉåBÉEÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä cÉÂªÉ® ®ä]ÂÂºÉ {É® ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉä* ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ BÉEc ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ* ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. àÉå ÉÊBÉEÂºÉBÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ cè? <ÂºÉàÉå ÂºàÉÉãÉ <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ nÉä BÉE®ÉäÂ½ {ÉSÉÉÂºÉ
ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç-64 xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ<Ç iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ ÂºÉä {ÉÚU ®cä lÉä* He was asking to publish
the White Paper. gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ BcÉ<Ç] ÂªÉÉ ®äb {Éä{É® {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉÂ¶É BÉE®å, =ÂºÉàÉå BÉEÉãÉä BÉEÉ®xÉÉàÉä iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä cÉÒ cÉåMÉä*

gÉ É Ò Â° ô { É S Éxn {ÉÉãÉ (c ÖMÉãÉÉ Ò): gÉÉ Ò Â° ô { É S Éxn {ÉÉãÉ (c ÖMÉãÉÉ Ò): +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÂºẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ VÉÉMÉ®hÉ àÉÆSÉ Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cÉ cè, Ấ Éc ÂºÉ®BÉÖEãÉ® iÉÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉÂªÉä.

gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): àÉéxÉä ÂªÉc BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BcÉ<] {Éä{É® cÉä ÂªÉÉ ®äb {Éä{É® cÉä, =ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉ{É nÉäxÉÉå BÉEä ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEä BÉEÉãÉä BÉEÉ®xÉÉàÉä cÉäMÉä*

(l4/1845/sh-bks)

"In July 1991, the Government, in order to improve portfolio and performance of public sector enterprises,
announced a new Industrial Policy which contained major decisions in respect of the public sector. These
decisions included the reduction in the list of industries reserved for the public sector from 17 to 4 areas."

This Disinvestment Policy is a good policy, and I support it.

BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®É Âº{ÉÂ] BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 17 àÉå ÂºÉä SÉÉ® JÉ®ÉÂ¤É cé* ~ÉÒBÉE cè, 1970 àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEà{ÉãÉÂ¶ÉxÉ ®cÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉé 1970 +ÉÉè® 1980 BÉEä bÉÒ]äãÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ {ÉÂ½xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ* =ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ
xÉäÂ¶ÉxÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* àÉéxÉä BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ BÉEÉä ÂªÉc xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚUÉ ÉÊBÉE 17 {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® <ÆbÂº]ÅÉÒVÉ lÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® Â¤ÉÉn àÉå SÉÉ® cÉä MÉÂªÉÉÓ, =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä Âº]Åä]äÉÊVÉBÉE
BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉä® ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉÒ cé* You have asked 13 questions, and the Minister will reply to them. You wanted to
differentiate the public sector in terms of core sector, strategic sector and so on.

This is meant for the people, the common man on the street, who are living below the poverty line. Now, you are
talking about 'below poverty line' people; you are talking about socialistic economy. VÉÉä ZÉÉå{ÉÂ½-{É]Â]ÉÒ àÉå ®ciÉä cé, ZÉÖÉÎMMÉÂªÉÉå àÉå ®ciÉä
cé, Ấ Éä àÉÉâóÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ® ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉÉâóÉÊiÉ {ÉEèBÉD]®ÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ãÉMÉÉ<Ç? Was it done out of compulsion or was it considered
as a strategic sector? In Maruti Udyog, the Government of India does not have 51 per cent of shares. You have
started the globalisation. What sort of globalisation is this? You have given 50 per cent of the shares to Suzuki, and
50 per cent to the Government of India. Could you not have retained 51 per cent? BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉÉÂ°ôÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ® +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA cè? +ÉÉ{É
ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 24 àÉå ÂºÉä 23 cÉä]ãÂºÉ +ÉÉVÉ ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ àÉå VÉÉ ®cä cé* VÉÉä ÂºÉèx]Ú® {ÉEÉ<Ấ É Âº]É® cÉä]ãÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉä cé, Are these for tourism
development? What kind of tourism development are we talking about? BÉEÉä<Ç ®ÉVÉÂºlÉÉxÉ BÉEä VÉÆMÉãÉ àÉå ÂªÉÉ =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É àÉå Ấ ÉÉ®ÉhÉÂºÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ
UÉä]ÉÒ vÉàÉÇÂ¶ÉÉãÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉä iÉÉä àÉé ÂºÉàÉZÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® +É{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉVÉ] àÉå ÂºÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ ®JÉä, àÉé =ÂºÉä ÂºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEÂ°ôÆMÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç AÂªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä VÉÖcÚ BÉEä
ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ÂºÉèx]Ú® cÉä]ãÉ Â¤ÉxÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉàÉå VÉÉä ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ cÉäiÉä cé Ấ Éä +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ JÉÉÓÂºÉä àÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉiÉä cé, BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ {ÉÉÉÊãÉÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä VÉÉ®ÉÒ ®JÉåMÉä* VÉÉä ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉéBÉD]®
àÉå cÉäiÉÉ cè Ấ Éc ÉÊBÉEÂºÉBÉEä JÉÉÓÂºÉä àÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* What do we mean by 'Government of India'? The Government of India, in other
words, represents one hundred crore people. Ấ Éc ]èBÉDÂºÉ {ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ]èBÉDÂºÉ {ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ àÉÉÂ°ôÉÊiÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä àÉå ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉVÉÉÂªÉ
VÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉÉfÃ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cé, =xÉ Â¤ÉÉfÃÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, Ấ ÉcÉÆ bèàÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®iÉä iÉÉä Ấ ÉcÉÆ xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEàÉ cÉäiÉÉ* We have to define this strategic
sector. I am only asking you to think ahead. What is a profit-making unit? You were discussing about profit-making
public sector units. +ÉÉVÉ Ấ Éä 117 cÉä MÉÂªÉä* 237 àÉå ÂºÉä 106 ãÉÉìÂºÉ BÉE®iÉä MÉÂªÉä* ÂªÉä 106 iÉÂ¤É ãÉÉìÂºÉ xÉcÉÒ BÉE® ®cä lÉä* 10-15 ÂºÉÉãÉ {ÉcãÉä ÂªÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ |ÉÉäÉÊ{ÉE] àÉå ®cä
cÉåMÉä* Due to urbanisation and by allowing private industries in that, due to the ending of monopolistic economy, they
were making losses. <ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ nÉäÂÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉé Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc xÉÉ]BÉEÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ UÉäÂ½Éä, Â¤ÉxÉÉiÉẤ ÉÉãÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉÉ]BÉEÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ
Â¶ÉÂ¤n BÉEä +ÉlÉÇ {É® àÉiÉ VÉÉ<ÂªÉä* UÉäÂ½Éä ÂªÉä ÂºÉÂ¤É Â¤ÉÉiÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cÉäMÉÉÒ ÂªÉÉ ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cÉäMÉÉÒ* VÉÉä nÉä ãÉÉJÉ {ÉSÉÉÂºÉ cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉ <xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] ãÉMÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ
®ä] +ÉÉì{ÉE ÉÊ®]xÉÇ +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉcå iÉÉä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Âº]äÉÊ]Âº]ÉÒBÉEãÉÉÒ {ÉEÉÒMÉÂºÉÇ ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé* The figure varies from
one per cent to six per cent. Everybody is giving different figures. What is the rate of return that we are getting?
Somebody says, it is one per cent; somebody else says, it is two per cent or 4 per cent. =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉäÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE



{ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. cé, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. cé, Ấ Éä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, ÂªÉc nÉä {É®ÂºÉäx] ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ VÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉDVÉäBÉD] {ÉEÉÒMÉÂºÉÇ nåMÉä, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ
BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäiÉä cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<BÉE VÉÉÒ ÂªÉcÉÆ Â¤Éè~ä cé, 2002 àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚ. BÉEä {Éè]ÅÉäãÉ {Éà{ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉc® ÉÊÂ¤ÉBÉExÉä ãÉMÉåMÉä*

(m4/1850/snb-hcb)

How will you stop them? When the Reliance and other private industries would come in, how would we stop them?
Are we able to prevent private persons from entering into the telecom market? +ÉÉ{É àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç +ÉÉ<A* Â¤ÉÆMÉãÉÉè®, <ÆnÉè® àÉå Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ cè
+ÉÉè® Ấ ÉcÉÆ ÂªÉÚWÉÂºÉÇ ]èÉÊãÉBÉEÉìàÉ +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè* AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉèãÂªÉÚ bÉ=xÉ cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ]ÉäàÉèÉÊ]BÉEãÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç àÉå BÉEÂº]àÉ® BÉEä PÉ® àÉå +ÉÉBÉE® ãÉMÉÉ VÉÉiÉä cé* càÉ BÉEciÉä
cé ÉÊBÉE càÉå xÉÂªÉÉ xÉàÂ¤É® xÉcÉÓ SÉÉÉÊcA* You only make out-going calls. <xÉBÉEÉËàÉMÉ àÉå AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè VÉÉä BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ näiÉÉ cè* Ấ Éc
BÉEciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉËàÉMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÉìBÉDÂºÉ ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®Éä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ=]MÉÉä<ÆMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉä®É ÂªÉÚWÉ BÉE®Éä* They are concentrating only on big
customers. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉÉVÉ MÉä]Ấ Éä JÉÉäãÉ ÉÊnÂªÉä* BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ Ấ ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ, BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ Ấ ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ? AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ, Ấ ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ,
Â¤ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ, +ÉÉ<Ç.+ÉÉä.ÂºÉÉÒ. cÉäMÉÉ After five years they are going to become NTCs.ÂªÉc nÉÒẤ ÉÉ® {É® ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉÂºÉBÉEÉä {ÉfÃxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊcààÉiÉ càÉå
BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* We are the leaders of the country. +ÉÉVÉ näÂ¶É càÉBÉEÉä +ÉãÉMÉ oÉÎÂ] ÂºÉä näJÉiÉÉ cè* Â£ÉÚãÉ VÉÉ<A ÂºÉàÉÉVÉẤ ÉÉnÉÒ, BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ, BÉEàÂªÉÚÉÊxÉÂº], Â¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ, Â¤ÉÉÒVÉäbÉÒ,
ÉÊÂ¶ÉẤ ÉÂºÉäxÉÉ, AxÉ.bÉÒ.A, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉå ÂºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® càÉ xÉcÉÓ ÂºÉÉäSÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ Ấ ÉÉn-ÉÊẤ ÉẤ ÉÉn ÉÊẤ ÉiÉÆbÉẤ ÉÉn BÉE®iÉä ®cåMÉä iÉÉä c® ÂºÉÉãÉ xÉÂªÉÉÒ-xÉÂªÉÉÒ ÉÊÂºÉBÉE ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉiÉÉÒ
VÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä PÉÉ]É <iÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉÉä àÉéxÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉì<ãÉ ÂºÉäBÉD]® ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn 10-15 àÉäVÉ® |ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉE] àÉäÉËBÉEMÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA {ÉÉẤ É®
ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉÒ It goes in minus.{ÉÉẤ É® ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉ càÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé? What is happening in the power sector. càÉ {ÉÉẤ É® ÂºÉèBÉD]® àÉå VÉxÉ®äÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ<Â
´Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE® ®cä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®JÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ MÉãÉiÉÉÒ càÉ ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ, näÂ¶É BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ÉÊJÉãÉẤ ÉÉÂ½ BÉE®
®cä cé* It is because when it was recommended that power generation must go with distribution, ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]
ÂºÉèBÉD]® +ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉä iÉèÂªÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ cè BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉÉÒ BÉEÉèxÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ? {ÉèÂºÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¶ÉÉÎBÉDiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* {ÉÉẤ É® BÉEÉÒ SÉÉä®ÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, àÉÉÉÊ{ÉEÂªÉÉ cÉäiÉä cé, ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®
ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* Losses are in the distribution. c®äBÉE Âº]ä] àÉå ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ-ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè? c® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè* càÉ Ấ ÉcÉÆ {ÉÉẤ É® VÉxÉ®äÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ
BÉE® ®cä cé, ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉìÂºÉ càÉÉ®ä ÉÊÂºÉ® {É® +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc VÉÉä |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä] BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒWÉ +ÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé Who has started
globalisation? 1991 ÂºÉä 1995 iÉBÉE c®äBÉE BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä UÚ] nÉÒ cè Ấ Éc àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä iÉÉVVÉÖÂ¤É cÉäMÉÉ* àÉé }ÉEÉì®äxÉ ]èÉÊãÉÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒWÉ
+ÉÉè® <ÆÉÊbÂªÉxÉ ]èÉÊãÉÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* Indian television companies have to pay 38 per cent income tax and the
foreign television companies have to pay just 4.5 per cent income tax. ÂªÉc AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, ÂªÉc {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®
xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ BÉE ÂªÉc MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉÂº] xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É àÉiÉ Â¤ÉÖãÉẤ ÉÉ<A
ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä UÉäÂ½ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* àÉé +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÖZÉä ABÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉÂº] xÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÂºÉÖÂ¤Éc
=~BÉE® {ÉcãÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä càÉ xÉÉÂ¶iÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä càÉ àÉÖÆc vÉÉäiÉä cé, Â¥ÉÂ¶É BÉE®iÉä cé, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ãÉè]ÅÉÒxÉ VÉÉiÉä cé, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn càÉ ÂºxÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè®
=ÂºÉBÉEä {ÉÂ¶SÉÉiÉÂ xÉÉÂ¶iÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* What should we have done? càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉEÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE xÉäSÉ® iÉèÂªÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* =ÂºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ AäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉäxÂºÉÉÒ,
+ÉBÉEÉ=Æ]äÉÊÂ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* 11 Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn 11.25 Â¤ÉVÉä Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉiÉÉ cè Are we able to tell? Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® BÉEÉä<Ç àÉÆjÉÉãÉÂªÉ àÉå ÂªÉÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚ. àÉå VÉÉBÉE® Â¤ÉÉäãÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉå
ãÉä] +ÉÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® U& Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉnãÉä {ÉÉèxÉä U& Â¤ÉVÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä We cannot do anything. ÂªÉc 25-30 ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊÂºÉÂº]àÉ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE xÉäSÉ® iÉèÂªÉÉ®
ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* AäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉäxÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, +ÉBÉEÉ=Æ]äÉÊÂ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ |ÉÂ¶xÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® càÉxÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ? càÉxÉä ]Åäb àÉå MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* ABÉE Â¤ÉÉVÉÚ Â
´ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE càÉÉ®É 30 ÂºÉÉãÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE BÉEãSÉ®* iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊ]BÉE {ÉÉAMÉÉ?

(n4/1855/rpm/kmr)

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé <xÉÂºÉä BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xÉẤ É®ixÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]Éå ÂºÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä VÉÉBÉE® Âº]bÉÒ BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* All of them are earning profits only due to their
monopoly in the market. nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä Ấ Éä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉäâ€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): How can you say that? I will give you the example of BHEL.

SHRI KIRIT SOMAIYA (MUMBAI NORTH EAST): It is a fact. I am telling you. càÉå {ÉcãÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. BÉEÉ BÉEÉ®{ÉÉä®ä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ
SÉÉÉÊcA* =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, Ấ ÉcÉÓ
VÉÉä àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ, ÂºxÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ãÉè]ÅÉÒxÉ MÉA +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® Â¥ÉÂ¶É BÉE® ®cä cé* àÉé Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½Éå àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ Ấ É®xÉÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉÂºÉÇ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉäÂ¶É ÉÊBÉEA cé
àÉé =ÂºÉÂºÉä 10 MÉÖxÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® nä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ* MÉÖVÉ®ÉiÉÉÒ àÉå VÉÉä BÉEcÉẤ ÉiÉ cè àÉé =ÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ÂºÉÖxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* =ÂºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉÊÂ£É|ÉÉÂªÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ®ÉVÉÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ
cè* How will we be able to save our economy? VÉÂ¤É ®ÉVÉÉ cÉÒ BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä Â¤Éè~ VÉÉA, iÉÉä |ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ +ÉÉè® Â¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ BÉEÉèxÉ BÉE®äMÉÉâ€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

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.) : iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ näÂ¶É ÉÊÂ£ÉJÉÉ®ÉÒ cÉä ®cÉ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : näÂ¶É ÉÊÂ£ÉJÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉÉÊẤ ÉBÉEiÉÉ Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉ cÚÆ* VÉÉä ]Éä]ãÉ <xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] cÖ+ÉÉ Ấ Éc 18 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
cÖ+ÉÉ* =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä ÂªÉÂ¶ÉẤ ÉxiÉ ÉÊÂºÉxcÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä 1998 ÂºÉä ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* 5300 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEä ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] àÉå ÂºÉä BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ 700-800 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
Â¤ÉÉc® cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ 4000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. àÉå, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ ÂºÉèBÉD]® Ấ ÉMÉè®c àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ÂªÉÉxÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä cÉÒ näÂ¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® cÖ+ÉÉ cè* 1992 àÉå nÉä-fÉ<Ç cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä BÉÖEU <ÆÂº]ÉÒ]áÉÚÂ¶ÉxÂºÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ MÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® 2 cVÉÉ® ÂªÉÉ 2200 àÉå ÂºÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEàÉ AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÂ¤É ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ Ấ Éc {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ
ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé =xÉBÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉFÉä{É xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¶ÉäÂªÉ® Â¤ÉäSÉä MÉA* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº]
+ÉÉ{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä BÉDÂªÉÉå Â¤ÉäSÉä* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè Ấ Éc iÉÉä AäÂºÉÉ cè VÉèÂºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä PÉ® BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É MÉcxÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉÖEU Â¤ÉäSÉ nä* It is not our business. It
is not the business of the Government to do business. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÂºàÉÉãÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ bÂ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* àÉé nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ-

What have you scored? You think about what has happened in shares. We have opened up radio and TV. Now we
are going in for open sky policy. +ÉÉãÉ <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ ®äÉÊbÂªÉÉä {É® 500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ JÉSÉÇ cè* What is their earning? It is Rs.90 crore.
Âº]Åè]èÉÊVÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® cè* càÉxÉä <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉ® A{ÉE.AàÉ. ®äÉÊbÂªÉÉä BÉEä ãÉÉ<ÂºÉåÂºÉ Â¤ÉäSÉä* +ÉÉä{ÉxÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉÉËbMÉ cÖ<Ç* Do you know how much the Government has earned?
ABÉE ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEä 430 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉä* VÉÂ¤É +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÂºÉ cÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ Â¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ* These are facts. +ÉÂ¤É +ÉÉ{É näJÉå
430 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÂªÉãÉ]ÉÒ nÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® VÉÉä 90 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉÒ <xBÉEàÉ cè Ấ Éc Â£ÉÉÒ 10 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* Everything is there. àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ABÉE àÂªÉÖSÂªÉÖ+ÉãÉ
{ÉEÆb BÉEÉ +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½É Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* 1995-96 iÉBÉE MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉå] <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº] +ÉÉì{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèxÉÉä{ÉÉèãÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =ÂºÉxÉä 1995-96 àÉå 5900 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA <BÉE]Â~ä



ÉÊBÉEA* nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç.bÉÒ.Â¤ÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç ÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ<Ç.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. +ÉÉÉÊn nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉå xÉä They have collected Rs.296 crore- BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ 296
BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA <BÉE]Â~ä ÉÊBÉEA*

1836 Â¤ÉVÉä

gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : ÂºÉààÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, AxÉbÉÒA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ-<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé JÉÂ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé
+É{ÉxÉä ABÉE ÂºÉcÂªÉÉäMÉÉÒ ÂºÉä {ÉÚU ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AäÂºÉÉ BÉEÉèxÉÂºÉÉ |ÉÉhÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉÉä ÂºÉÉÒWÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤É ÂºÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉiÉÉ cè* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉBÉEÉä ÉËcnÉÒ àÉå ÉÊMÉ®ÉÊMÉ] BÉEciÉä cé*
AäÂºÉä cÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ Â£ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

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.) : ÂªÉc +ÉÉ{É {É® {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ÂºÉä ãÉÉMÉÚ cÉäiÉÉ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Immediately after the Congress had announced its liberalisation policy, hon.
Minister Shri L.K. Advani has said in Washington that the Congress had hijacked BJP's economic liberalisation
policy. ...(Interruptions)

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 90 BÉEä nÂ¶ÉBÉE BÉEä {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® 2000 BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå iÉlÉÉ 21Ấ ÉÉÓ ÂºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ
BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉÆiÉ® ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç nä ®cÉ cè* ÂºÉxÉÂ 1998 àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ =xcÉåxÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ |ÉÂªÉixÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]å BÉEàÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ MÉÂªÉÉÒ*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]Éå BÉEÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå]
cÉä MÉÂªÉÉ* BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ]å 401 ÂºÉä PÉ]BÉE® 100 {É® +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® =xcå b® ÂªÉc ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 21Ấ ÉÉÓ ÂºÉnÉÒ àÉå VÉÂ¤É {ÉcãÉÉ SÉÖxÉÉẤ É cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä iÉÂ¤É Â¶ÉÉÂªÉn Ấ Éä bÂ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® àÉå
Â£ÉÉÒ xÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉ {ÉÉÂªÉå* SÉÖxÉÉẤ É Âº]Æ] BÉEä xÉÉiÉä 1990 BÉEÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ<ÆẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÂ¤É BÉEÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ àÉå +ÉÆiÉ® cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc c® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cè*
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÂ¤É {ÉÉ]ÉÔ +É{ÉxÉÉ ®ÆMÉ Â¤ÉnãÉiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉÊãÉ Â£ÉÉÒ SÉfÃÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç àÉå =ÂºÉBÉEÉä "Â¤ÉÉÊãÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉBÉE®É" BÉEcÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* {ÉÉ]ÉÔ Â¤ÉÉÊãÉnÉxÉ ÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ
ÉÊJÉãÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, ÉÊ{ÉãÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*

â€¦â€¦( +ÉvÂªÉFÉ{ÉÉÒ~ BÉEä +ÉÉnäÂ¶ÉÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ-Ấ ÉßkÉÉxiÉ ÂºÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ*)

(k4/1840/skb-san)

. BÉEÉÂ¶É, gÉÉÒ +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä VÉÉä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¥ÉÿàÉ YÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, Ấ Éc 1991 ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 1995 iÉBÉE cÖ+ÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä VÉÉä UÉä]ä <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ cé, VÉÉä ÉÊàÉÉÊbãÉ BÉDãÉÉÂºÉ <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ cé, =xÉBÉEä 3-
4-5 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ Â¤ÉSÉ VÉÉiÉä*

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): MR. Chairman Sir, the Leader of the Opposition is a parliamentary
institution and therefore, the words of defamation used for him are unparliamentary. You can consider it later on
and if you think that I am right, they should be expunged.

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc) Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc) : ~ÉÒBÉE cè, <ÂºÉä ABÉDÂºÉ{ÉÆVÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉÂªÉä*

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN (BALASORE): Sir, there is nothing defamatory. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): When they used such words in their speech, we digested them. Now, why
can they not digest? ...(Interruptions)

É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): àÉé +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä Ấ Éc {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ VÉÉä bÉ. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËÂºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Ấ ÉÉBÉDÂªÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉfÃÉ lÉÉ*

"to encourage wider public participation and promote greater accountability, up to 20 per cent of
Government equity in selected public sector undertakings would be offered to mutual funds and
investment institutions in public sector. "

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Is the private sector mentioned? Is the multinational mentioned?
Is the strategic sale mentioned? Is the ownership control being transferred? Is the management control being
transferred?

{ÉÉÊfÃÂªÉä, àÉMÉ® nÉäÂ¤ÉÉ®É {ÉÉÊfÃÂªÉä +ÉÉè® ÂºÉàÉÉÊZÉÂªÉä* =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn càÉå {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉ<ÂªÉä*

gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ ÂºÉÖxÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉMÉä BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉÖn +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä {Éè®Éå {É® BÉÖEãcÉÂ½ÉÒ àÉÉ®ÉÒ cè* àÉé bÉ. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËÂºÉc
BÉEÉ Ấ ÉcÉÒ Ấ ÉÉBÉDÂªÉ {ÉfÃ ®cÉ cÚÆ '20 per cent selected investment in public sector financial institutions and mutual funds'.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It is for wider public participation, but not for Ambani's
participation.

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÂºÉÖxÉÉ>óÆ? +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉ<xÉåÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉãÉ <ÆÂº]ÉÒ]áÉÚÂ¶ÉxÂºÉ BÉEÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ Â¤ÉäSÉÉ, VÉÉä
Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ Â¤ÉäSÉä, +ÉÉ{É 1991 ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 1995 iÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ ÉÊcÂº]ÅÉÒ näÉÊJÉÂªÉä iÉÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ cWÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, Ấ Éc {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE àÉå xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ,
+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉÉc® àÉÉÉÌBÉE] àÉå Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ xÉcÉÓ JÉ®ÉÒnä* You sold this 20 per cent equity to the Unit Trust of India. =ÂºÉàÉå ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉä 3500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä
BÉEÉ PÉÉ]É cÖ+ÉÉ* 1991 ÂºÉä 1995 iÉBÉE ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. xÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® àÉå ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉÂºÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉÉ®ÉÒ MÉ<Ç* ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 3500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ näBÉE® Â¤ÉäãÉ
+ÉÉ=] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä Â¶ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ ]ÅÉÆÂºÉ{ÉE® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä, =ÂºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* It was a total window-dressing and cheating. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÆJÉÉå àÉå vÉÚãÉ
ZÉÉåBÉEÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä cÉÂªÉ® ®ä]ÂÂºÉ {É® ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉä* ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ BÉEc ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ* ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. àÉå ÉÊBÉEÂºÉBÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ cè? <ÂºÉàÉå ÂºàÉÉãÉ <xÉẤ ÉèÂº]ÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ nÉä BÉE®ÉäÂ½ {ÉSÉÉÂºÉ
ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç-64 xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ<Ç iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ ÂºÉä {ÉÚU ®cä lÉä* He was asking to publish



the White Paper. gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ BcÉ<Ç] ÂªÉÉ ®äb {Éä{É® {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉÂ¶É BÉE®å, =ÂºÉàÉå BÉEÉãÉä BÉEÉ®xÉÉàÉä iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä cÉÒ cÉåMÉä*

gÉ É Ò Â° ô { É S Éxn {ÉÉãÉ (c ÖMÉãÉÉ Ò): gÉÉ Ò Â° ô { É S Éxn {ÉÉãÉ (c ÖMÉãÉÉ Ò): +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÂºẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ VÉÉMÉ®hÉ àÉÆSÉ Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cÉ cè, Ấ Éc ÂºÉ®BÉÖEãÉ® iÉÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉÂªÉä.

gÉ É Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç): àÉéxÉä ÂªÉc BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BcÉ<] {Éä{É® cÉä ÂªÉÉ ®äb {Éä{É® cÉä, =ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉ{É nÉäxÉÉå BÉEä ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEä BÉEÉãÉä BÉEÉ®xÉÉàÉä cÉäMÉä*

(l4/1845/sh-bks)

"In July 1991, the Government, in order to improve portfolio and performance of public sector enterprises,
announced a new Industrial Policy which contained major decisions in respect of the public sector. These
decisions included the reduction in the list of industries reserved for the public sector from 17 to 4 areas."

This Disinvestment Policy is a good policy, and I support it.

BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®É Âº{ÉÂ] BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 17 àÉå ÂºÉä SÉÉ® JÉ®ÉÂ¤É cé* ~ÉÒBÉE cè, 1970 àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEà{ÉãÉÂ¶ÉxÉ ®cÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉé 1970 +ÉÉè® 1980 BÉEä bÉÒ]äãÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ {ÉÂ½xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ* =ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ
xÉäÂ¶ÉxÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* àÉéxÉä BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ BÉEÉä ÂªÉc xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚUÉ ÉÊBÉE 17 {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® <ÆbÂº]ÅÉÒVÉ lÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® Â¤ÉÉn àÉå SÉÉ® cÉä MÉÂªÉÉÓ, =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä Âº]Åä]äÉÊVÉBÉE
BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉä® ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉÒ cé* You have asked 13 questions, and the Minister will reply to them. You wanted to
differentiate the public sector in terms of core sector, strategic sector and so on.

This is meant for the people, the common man on the street, who are living below the poverty line. Now, you are
talking about 'below poverty line' people; you are talking about socialistic economy. VÉÉä ZÉÉå{ÉÂ½-{É]Â]ÉÒ àÉå ®ciÉä cé, ZÉÖÉÎMMÉÂªÉÉå àÉå ®ciÉä
cé, Ấ Éä àÉÉâóÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ® ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉÉâóÉÊiÉ {ÉEèBÉD]®ÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ãÉMÉÉ<Ç? Was it done out of compulsion or was it considered
as a strategic sector? In Maruti Udyog, the Government of India does not have 51 per cent of shares. You have
started the globalisation. What sort of globalisation is this? You have given 50 per cent of the shares to Suzuki, and
50 per cent to the Government of India. Could you not have retained 51 per cent? BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉÉÂ°ôÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ® +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA cè? +ÉÉ{É
ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 24 àÉå ÂºÉä 23 cÉä]ãÂºÉ +ÉÉVÉ ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ àÉå VÉÉ ®cä cé* VÉÉä ÂºÉèx]Ú® {ÉEÉ<Ấ É Âº]É® cÉä]ãÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉä cé, Are these for tourism
development? What kind of tourism development are we talking about? BÉEÉä<Ç ®ÉVÉÂºlÉÉxÉ BÉEä VÉÆMÉãÉ àÉå ÂªÉÉ =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É àÉå Ấ ÉÉ®ÉhÉÂºÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ
UÉä]ÉÒ vÉàÉÇÂ¶ÉÉãÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉä iÉÉä àÉé ÂºÉàÉZÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® +É{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉVÉ] àÉå ÂºÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ ®JÉä, àÉé =ÂºÉä ÂºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEÂ°ôÆMÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç AÂªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä VÉÖcÚ BÉEä
ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ÂºÉèx]Ú® cÉä]ãÉ Â¤ÉxÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉàÉå VÉÉä ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ cÉäiÉä cé Ấ Éä +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ JÉÉÓÂºÉä àÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉiÉä cé, BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ {ÉÉÉÊãÉÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä VÉÉ®ÉÒ ®JÉåMÉä* VÉÉä ãÉÉìÂºÉäVÉ {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉéBÉD]®
àÉå cÉäiÉÉ cè Ấ Éc ÉÊBÉEÂºÉBÉEä JÉÉÓÂºÉä àÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* What do we mean by 'Government of India'? The Government of India, in other
words, represents one hundred crore people. Ấ Éc ]èBÉDÂºÉ {ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ]èBÉDÂºÉ {ÉäÂªÉÂºÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ àÉÉÂ°ôÉÊiÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä àÉå ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉVÉÉÂªÉ
VÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉÉfÃ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cé, =xÉ Â¤ÉÉfÃÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, Ấ ÉcÉÆ bèàÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®iÉä iÉÉä Ấ ÉcÉÆ xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEàÉ cÉäiÉÉ* We have to define this strategic
sector. I am only asking you to think ahead. What is a profit-making unit? You were discussing about profit-making
public sector units. +ÉÉVÉ Ấ Éä 117 cÉä MÉÂªÉä* 237 àÉå ÂºÉä 106 ãÉÉìÂºÉ BÉE®iÉä MÉÂªÉä* ÂªÉä 106 iÉÂ¤É ãÉÉìÂºÉ xÉcÉÒ BÉE® ®cä lÉä* 10-15 ÂºÉÉãÉ {ÉcãÉä ÂªÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ |ÉÉäÉÊ{ÉE] àÉå ®cä
cÉåMÉä* Due to urbanisation and by allowing private industries in that, due to the ending of monopolistic economy, they
were making losses. <ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ nÉäÂÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉé Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc xÉÉ]BÉEÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ UÉäÂ½Éä, Â¤ÉxÉÉiÉẤ ÉÉãÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉÉ]BÉEÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ
Â¶ÉÂ¤n BÉEä +ÉlÉÇ {É® àÉiÉ VÉÉ<ÂªÉä* UÉäÂ½Éä ÂªÉä ÂºÉÂ¤É Â¤ÉÉiÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cÉäMÉÉÒ ÂªÉÉ ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cÉäMÉÉÒ* VÉÉä nÉä ãÉÉJÉ {ÉSÉÉÂºÉ cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉ <xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] ãÉMÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ
®ä] +ÉÉì{ÉE ÉÊ®]xÉÇ +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉcå iÉÉä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉfÃBÉE® ÂºÉÖxÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Âº]äÉÊ]Âº]ÉÒBÉEãÉÉÒ {ÉEÉÒMÉÂºÉÇ ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé* The figure varies from
one per cent to six per cent. Everybody is giving different figures. What is the rate of return that we are getting?
Somebody says, it is one per cent; somebody else says, it is two per cent or 4 per cent. =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉäÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE
{ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. cé, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. cé, Ấ Éä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, ÂªÉc nÉä {É®ÂºÉäx] ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ VÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉDVÉäBÉD] {ÉEÉÒMÉÂºÉÇ nåMÉä, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ
BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäiÉä cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<BÉE VÉÉÒ ÂªÉcÉÆ Â¤Éè~ä cé, 2002 àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚ. BÉEä {Éè]ÅÉäãÉ {Éà{ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉc® ÉÊÂ¤ÉBÉExÉä ãÉMÉåMÉä*

(m4/1850/snb-hcb)

How will you stop them? When the Reliance and other private industries would come in, how would we stop them?
Are we able to prevent private persons from entering into the telecom market? +ÉÉ{É àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç +ÉÉ<A* Â¤ÉÆMÉãÉÉè®, <ÆnÉè® àÉå Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ cè
+ÉÉè® Ấ ÉcÉÆ ÂªÉÚWÉÂºÉÇ ]èÉÊãÉBÉEÉìàÉ +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè* AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉèãÂªÉÚ bÉ=xÉ cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ]ÉäàÉèÉÊ]BÉEãÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç àÉå BÉEÂº]àÉ® BÉEä PÉ® àÉå +ÉÉBÉE® ãÉMÉÉ VÉÉiÉä cé* càÉ BÉEciÉä
cé ÉÊBÉE càÉå xÉÂªÉÉ xÉàÂ¤É® xÉcÉÓ SÉÉÉÊcA* You only make out-going calls. <xÉBÉEÉËàÉMÉ àÉå AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉä {ÉèÂºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè VÉÉä BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ näiÉÉ cè* Ấ Éc
BÉEciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉËàÉMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÉìBÉDÂºÉ ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE®Éä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ=]MÉÉä<ÆMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉä®É ÂªÉÚWÉ BÉE®Éä* They are concentrating only on big
customers. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉÉVÉ MÉä]Ấ Éä JÉÉäãÉ ÉÊnÂªÉä* BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ Ấ ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ, BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ Ấ ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ? AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ, Ấ ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ,
Â¤ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.AãÉ. cÉäMÉÉ, +ÉÉ<Ç.+ÉÉä.ÂºÉÉÒ. cÉäMÉÉ After five years they are going to become NTCs.ÂªÉc nÉÒẤ ÉÉ® {É® ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉÂºÉBÉEÉä {ÉfÃxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊcààÉiÉ càÉå
BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* We are the leaders of the country. +ÉÉVÉ näÂ¶É càÉBÉEÉä +ÉãÉMÉ oÉÎÂ] ÂºÉä näJÉiÉÉ cè* Â£ÉÚãÉ VÉÉ<A ÂºÉàÉÉVÉẤ ÉÉnÉÒ, BÉEÉÆOÉäÂºÉ, BÉEàÂªÉÚÉÊxÉÂº], Â¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ, Â¤ÉÉÒVÉäbÉÒ,
ÉÊÂ¶ÉẤ ÉÂºÉäxÉÉ, AxÉ.bÉÒ.A, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉå ÂºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® càÉ xÉcÉÓ ÂºÉÉäSÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ Ấ ÉÉn-ÉÊẤ ÉẤ ÉÉn ÉÊẤ ÉiÉÆbÉẤ ÉÉn BÉE®iÉä ®cåMÉä iÉÉä c® ÂºÉÉãÉ xÉÂªÉÉÒ-xÉÂªÉÉÒ ÉÊÂºÉBÉE ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉiÉÉÒ
VÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä PÉÉ]É <iÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉÉä àÉéxÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉì<ãÉ ÂºÉäBÉD]® ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn 10-15 àÉäVÉ® |ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉE] àÉäÉËBÉEMÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA {ÉÉẤ É®
ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉÒ It goes in minus.{ÉÉẤ É® ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉ càÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé? What is happening in the power sector. càÉ {ÉÉẤ É® ÂºÉèBÉD]® àÉå VÉxÉ®äÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ<Â
´Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE® ®cä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®JÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ MÉãÉiÉÉÒ càÉ ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ, näÂ¶É BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ÉÊJÉãÉẤ ÉÉÂ½ BÉE®
®cä cé* It is because when it was recommended that power generation must go with distribution, ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]
ÂºÉèBÉD]® +ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉä iÉèÂªÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ cè BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉÉÒ BÉEÉèxÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ? {ÉèÂºÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¶ÉÉÎBÉDiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* {ÉÉẤ É® BÉEÉÒ SÉÉä®ÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, àÉÉÉÊ{ÉEÂªÉÉ cÉäiÉä cé, ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®
ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* Losses are in the distribution. c®äBÉE Âº]ä] àÉå ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ-ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè? c® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè* càÉ Ấ ÉcÉÆ {ÉÉẤ É® VÉxÉ®äÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ
BÉE® ®cä cé, ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* ÉÊbÉÎÂº]ÅÂ¤ÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉìÂºÉ càÉÉ®ä ÉÊÂºÉ® {É® +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc VÉÉä |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä] BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒWÉ +ÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé Who has started



globalisation? 1991 ÂºÉä 1995 iÉBÉE c®äBÉE BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä UÚ] nÉÒ cè Ấ Éc àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä iÉÉVVÉÖÂ¤É cÉäMÉÉ* àÉé }ÉEÉì®äxÉ ]èÉÊãÉÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒWÉ
+ÉÉè® <ÆÉÊbÂªÉxÉ ]èÉÊãÉÉÊẤ ÉVÉxÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* Indian television companies have to pay 38 per cent income tax and the
foreign television companies have to pay just 4.5 per cent income tax. ÂªÉc AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, ÂªÉc {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®
xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ BÉE ÂªÉc MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉÂº] xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É àÉiÉ Â¤ÉÖãÉẤ ÉÉ<A
ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä UÉäÂ½ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* àÉé +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÖZÉä ABÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉÂº] xÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÂºÉÖÂ¤Éc
=~BÉE® {ÉcãÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä càÉ xÉÉÂ¶iÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä càÉ àÉÖÆc vÉÉäiÉä cé, Â¥ÉÂ¶É BÉE®iÉä cé, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ãÉè]ÅÉÒxÉ VÉÉiÉä cé, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn càÉ ÂºxÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè®
=ÂºÉBÉEä {ÉÂ¶SÉÉiÉÂ xÉÉÂ¶iÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* What should we have done? càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉEÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE xÉäSÉ® iÉèÂªÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* =ÂºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ AäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉäxÂºÉÉÒ,
+ÉBÉEÉ=Æ]äÉÊÂ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* 11 Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn 11.25 Â¤ÉVÉä Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉiÉÉ cè Are we able to tell? Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® BÉEÉä<Ç àÉÆjÉÉãÉÂªÉ àÉå ÂªÉÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚ. àÉå VÉÉBÉE® Â¤ÉÉäãÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉå
ãÉä] +ÉÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® U& Â¤ÉVÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉnãÉä {ÉÉèxÉä U& Â¤ÉVÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä We cannot do anything. ÂªÉc 25-30 ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊÂºÉÂº]àÉ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE xÉäSÉ® iÉèÂªÉÉ®
ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* AäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉäxÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, +ÉBÉEÉ=Æ]äÉÊÂ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ |ÉÂ¶xÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® càÉxÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ? càÉxÉä ]Åäb àÉå MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* ABÉE Â¤ÉÉVÉÚ Â
´ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE càÉÉ®É 30 ÂºÉÉãÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉÊãÉÉÎÂº]BÉE BÉEãSÉ®* iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊ]BÉE {ÉÉAMÉÉ?

(n4/1855/rpm/kmr)

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé <xÉÂºÉä BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xÉẤ É®ixÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]Éå ÂºÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä VÉÉBÉE® Âº]bÉÒ BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* All of them are earning profits only due to their
monopoly in the market. nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä Ấ Éä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉäâ€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): How can you say that? I will give you the example of BHEL.

SHRI KIRIT SOMAIYA (MUMBAI NORTH EAST): It is a fact. I am telling you. càÉå {ÉcãÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. BÉEÉ BÉEÉ®{ÉÉä®ä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ
SÉÉÉÊcA* =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, Ấ ÉcÉÓ
VÉÉä àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ, ÂºxÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn ãÉè]ÅÉÒxÉ MÉA +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® Â¥ÉÂ¶É BÉE® ®cä cé* àÉé Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½Éå àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ Ấ É®xÉÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉÂºÉÇ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉäÂ¶É ÉÊBÉEA cé
àÉé =ÂºÉÂºÉä 10 MÉÖxÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® nä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ* MÉÖVÉ®ÉiÉÉÒ àÉå VÉÉä BÉEcÉẤ ÉiÉ cè àÉé =ÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ÂºÉÖxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* =ÂºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉÊÂ£É|ÉÉÂªÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ®ÉVÉÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ
cè* How will we be able to save our economy? VÉÂ¤É ®ÉVÉÉ cÉÒ BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä Â¤Éè~ VÉÉA, iÉÉä |ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ +ÉÉè® Â¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ BÉEÉèxÉ BÉE®äMÉÉâ€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

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.) : iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ näÂ¶É ÉÊÂ£ÉJÉÉ®ÉÒ cÉä ®cÉ cè*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) gÉÉ Ò É ÊB É E®É Ò] Âº É É äà É èÂª É É (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç =kÉ® {É ÚẤ É Ç) : näÂ¶É ÉÊÂ£ÉJÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉÉÊẤ ÉBÉEiÉÉ Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉ cÚÆ* VÉÉä ]Éä]ãÉ <xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] cÖ+ÉÉ Ấ Éc 18 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
cÖ+ÉÉ* =ÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä ÂªÉÂ¶ÉẤ ÉxiÉ ÉÊÂºÉxcÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä 1998 ÂºÉä ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* 5300 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEä ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] àÉå ÂºÉä BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ 700-800 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
Â¤ÉÉc® cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ 4000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. àÉå, +ÉÉìÂªÉãÉ ÂºÉèBÉD]® Ấ ÉMÉè®c àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ÂªÉÉxÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä cÉÒ näÂ¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® cÖ+ÉÉ cè* 1992 àÉå nÉä-fÉ<Ç cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ
cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä BÉÖEU <ÆÂº]ÉÒ]áÉÚÂ¶ÉxÂºÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ MÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® 2 cVÉÉ® ÂªÉÉ 2200 àÉå ÂºÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEàÉ AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÂ¤É ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ Ấ Éc {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ
ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé =xÉBÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉFÉä{É xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¶ÉäÂªÉ® Â¤ÉäSÉä MÉA* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº]
+ÉÉ{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä BÉDÂªÉÉå Â¤ÉäSÉä* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè Ấ Éc iÉÉä AäÂºÉÉ cè VÉèÂºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä PÉ® BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É MÉcxÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉÖEU Â¤ÉäSÉ nä* It is not our business. It
is not the business of the Government to do business. +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÂºàÉÉãÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ BÉEÉ {ÉèÂºÉÉ bÂ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* àÉé nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ-

What have you scored? You think about what has happened in shares. We have opened up radio and TV. Now we
are going in for open sky policy. +ÉÉãÉ <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ ®äÉÊbÂªÉÉä {É® 500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ JÉSÉÇ cè* What is their earning? It is Rs.90 crore.
Âº]Åè]èÉÊVÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® cè* càÉxÉä <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉ® A{ÉE.AàÉ. ®äÉÊbÂªÉÉä BÉEä ãÉÉ<ÂºÉåÂºÉ Â¤ÉäSÉä* +ÉÉä{ÉxÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉÉËbMÉ cÖ<Ç* Do you know how much the Government has earned?
ABÉE ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEä 430 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉä* VÉÂ¤É +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÂºÉ cÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ Â¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ* These are facts. +ÉÂ¤É +ÉÉ{É näJÉå
430 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÂªÉãÉ]ÉÒ nÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® VÉÉä 90 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉÒ <xBÉEàÉ cè Ấ Éc Â£ÉÉÒ 10 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* Everything is there. àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ABÉE àÂªÉÖSÂªÉÖ+ÉãÉ
{ÉEÆb BÉEÉ +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½É Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* 1995-96 iÉBÉE MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉå] <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº] +ÉÉì{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèxÉÉä{ÉÉèãÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =ÂºÉxÉä 1995-96 àÉå 5900 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA <BÉE]Â~ä
ÉÊBÉEA* nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç.bÉÒ.Â¤ÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç ÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ<Ç.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. +ÉÉÉÊn nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉå xÉä They have collected Rs.296 crore- BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ 296
BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA <BÉE]Â~ä ÉÊBÉEA*

(o4/1900/kkd/rjs)

How much the private mutual fund can collect? Rs. 312 crore. 1995-96 àÉå 6,508 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä àÉå ÂºÉä 312 BÉE®ÉäR âó{ÉÂªÉä |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä] àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ
{ÉEÆb xÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä* ÂªÉc ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä {É®ÂºÉå] cè, Ấ Éc +ÉÉ{É {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* What has happened. You know in 1999-00 àÉå VÉÉä ÂºÉäÉËẤ ÉMÉ lÉÉÒ, =ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉEÉÂªÉnÉ Â£ÉÉÒ
cÉäxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ cè* àÉé nÉäxÉÉå Â¤ÉÉiÉå ®JÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ* ABÉE iÉÉä MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. BÉEÉä ÂºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ {ÉÂ½äMÉÉ* 1999-2000 àÉå ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº] +ÉÉè® MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] àÂªÉÖSÉÚ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb BÉEÉÒ 96 {É®ÂºÉå]
àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* During 1999-00 it had come down to just 23 per cent. +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½å ÂºÉÖxÉåMÉä iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉÂ¶SÉÂªÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ

During 1999-00, the Mutual Fund could collect Rs. 61,221 crore. SÉÉ® ÂºÉÉãÉ àÉå càÉ nÂºÉ ]É<àÉ >ó{É® MÉÂªÉä* ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº] BÉEÉ ]Éä]ãÉ BÉDãÉèBÉDÂ¶ÉxÉ
13,698 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä cè* MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] BÉEä Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ àÂªÉÖSÉÚ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb 3,817 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä cå +ÉÉè® |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä] àÂªÉÖSÉÖ+ÉãÉ {ÉEÆb 43,706 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä cè* +ÉÂ¤É BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ, ÂªÉc àÉé
+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* <ÂºÉàÉå <xcÉäxÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. BÉEÉÒ ÉÊãÉÂº] àÉå A{ÉE.+ÉÉ<Ç.+ÉÉ<Ç. A{ÉE.+ÉÉ<Ç.+ÉÉä. ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] ]ÅÂº] ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ÂªÉc Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊÂºÉBÉE cÉäxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ cè* ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] 64 iÉÉä
ÉÊÂºÉBÉE cÉä MÉÂªÉÉÒ cè* ÂºÉÉfÃä iÉÉÒxÉ cVÉÉ® âó{ÉÂªÉä ãÉÉìÂº] <ÇÂªÉ® ÉÊnÂªÉä BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE With the private mutual fund, you would not be able to compete. <ÂºÉBÉEä
ÉÊãÉA àÉä®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ ÂªÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä <ÂºÉàÉå lÉÉäÂ½ÉÒ +ÉÉè® MÉÉÊiÉ Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉé +ÉxÉäBÉE AäÂºÉä =nÉc®hÉ nä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉä®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ ÂªÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ lÉÉäÂ½É ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ cè*
MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉcãÉä VÉÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉèBÉDÂ¶ÉxÉ ®c MÉÂªÉä cé, Ấ ÉcÉÆ {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉ®{ÉÉä®ä]É<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®Éä* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊb{ÉÉ]ÇàÉé] +ÉÉì{ÉE ]äãÉÉÒBÉEàÂªÉÖÉÊxÉBÉEäÂ¶ÉxÉ cé* càÉ Â¤ÉÉc® ãÉÉ<ÂºÉåÂºÉ nä näiÉä cé*
bÂ¤ãÂªÉÚ.]ÉÒ.+ÉÉä. AOÉÉÒàÉé] {É® àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ |ÉhÉẤ É àÉÖJÉVÉÉÔ xÉä ÂºÉÉ<ÇxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä cé* 2005 àÉå Ấ ÉãbÇ BÉEÉÒ ]äãÉÉÒ{ÉEÉäxÉ ÂºÉÉÌẤ ÉÂºÉäÂºÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉåMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÂªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉBÉE® BÉÖEU ÉÊÂºÉMÉxÉãÉ bÉãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ
VÉÂ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÂºÉä]äãÉÉ<] cè* Ấ Éä bÉÂªÉ®äBÉD] ÉÊÂºÉMÉxÉãÉ nåMÉÉÒ* +ÉÉ{É <Æ]®xÉä] ÂºÉä bÉÂªÉ®äBÉD] +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ {ÉEÉäxÉ BÉE® {ÉÉÂªÉåMÉä* Within Mumbai and Delhi, there
would not be any STC charges. AàÉ.]ÉÒ.AxÉ.AãÉ. +ÉÉè® Ấ ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.AxÉ.AãÉ. BÉEÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ? Let us think about it. càÉ BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ xÉ BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ÉÊÂ
´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®å*

àÉé ABÉE Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcBÉE® +É{ÉxÉÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉä®É +ÉÆÉÊiÉàÉ àÉÖqÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] BÉEÉ VÉÉä |ÉÉèÂºÉäÂºÉ Âº]É]Ç cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ BÉEÉ®hÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE



ÂºÉÉãÉÉå iÉBÉE VÉÉä ãÉÉìÂºÉ àÉäÉËBÉEMÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂÂºÉ cé ÂªÉÉ VÉÉä ÂºÉÉä-BÉEÉãÉb |ÉÉ{ÉEä] àÉäÉËBÉEMÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] cé, =xÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn Ấ Éä Â£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉìÂºÉ àÉäÉËBÉEMÉ ÂªÉÚÉÊxÉ] cÉäxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé* <xÉàÉå
19 ãÉÉJÉ Ấ ÉBÉEÇÂºÉÇ cé* <xÉ Ấ ÉBÉEÇÂºÉÇ {É® càÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä JÉSÉÇ BÉE®åMÉä ? c® ÂºÉÉãÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉMÉÉ® càÉ +ÉÉàÉ Â¤ÉVÉ] àÉå ÂºÉä nåMÉä* Ấ Éc {ÉèÂºÉÉ =xÉBÉEä Â¤ÉVÉÉA bäẤ ÉãÉ{ÉàÉé]ãÉ AÉÎBÉD]ÉÊÂ
´É]ÉÒVÉ, <x|ÉEÉÂº]ÅBÉDSÉ® bäẤ ÉãÉ{ÉàÉé], xÉÂªÉä {ÉÉẤ É® |ÉÉèVÉäBÉD] ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, xÉÂªÉä <®ÉÒMÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ |ÉÉèVÉäBÉD] ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, xÉÂªÉä ®ÉÂºiÉä Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÂªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ?
ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ cè, àÉÖZÉä AäÂºÉÉ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉä <ÂºÉ oÉÎÂ] ÂºÉä näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ÂºÉàÉå Â¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉ=Æ] xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä cé* Â¤ÉéBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ näJÉxÉÉ
SÉÉcå iÉÉä =xÉBÉEÉÒ <ÂºÉÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ xÉÉVÉÖBÉE cÉãÉiÉ cè* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ ÂºÉÉãÉ VÉÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE <Â¶ÂªÉÚVÉ +ÉÉÂªÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE VÉÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE <Â¶ÂªÉÚVÉ +ÉÉiÉä lÉä, I will tell you the figures
also. Till 1996-97. VÉÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE <Â¶ÂªÉÚVÉ +ÉÉiÉä lÉä =ÂºÉàÉå 92 {É®ÂºÉå] BÉDãÉèBÉDÂ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. BÉEÉ Â¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä mÉÚ cÉäiÉÉ lÉÉ* What happened during 1999-00?
Out of the total collection of Rs. 33,435 crore the bank accounted for only 31 per cent. càÉxÉä MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ {ÉcãÉä BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cè*
How much globalisation is there? What has happened? Out of Rs. 33,435 crore collection, the foreign banks
collected Rs. 9,233 crore.

(p4/1905/nsh-rsg)

VÉÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE <ÇÂ¶ÉÚ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, {ÉèÂºÉÉ càÉÉ®É cÉÒ BÉEãÉèBÉD] cÖ+ÉÉ cè, <ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÂºÉÂ¤É |ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉE] 25 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ {ÉEÉè®äxÉ Â¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉä MÉÂªÉÉ* {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚ. Â¤ÉéBÉE BÉEcÉÆ +ÉÉ ®cä cé* +ÉÉVÉ iÉÉÒxÉ Â¤ÉéBÉE ÉÊÂºÉBÉE
cÖA cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉExÉÉÇ]BÉE BÉEÉ =nÉc®hÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉEÉ<ÇxÉéÂºÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉÂº]® BÉEÉÒ Âº]ä]àÉé] cè* Â¤ÉÉÒ.VÉä.{ÉÉÒ. +ÉÉè® ÉÊÂ¶ÉẤ É ÂºÉäxÉÉ ÉÊÂºÉ{ÉEÇ Ấ ÉcÉÆ SÉÉ®-ÂºÉÉfÃä
SÉÉ® ÂºÉÉãÉ lÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉcÉÒ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDÂªÉÉ cÉãÉiÉ cè*

"An accumulated loss of Rs.248 crore as against the paid up capital of Rs.78 crore."

Ấ Éä Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ ãÉäxÉä ãÉMÉä cé ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉBÉEÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* Âº]ä] MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ]Éä]ãÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉMÉÉÂªÉÉ* =ÂºÉàÉå +ÉMÉ® =xÉBÉEÉ ãÉÉèÂºÉ BÉEÉ=Æ] cÉäMÉÉ, ÉÊÂºÉ{ÉEÇ
BÉExÉÉÇ]BÉE BÉEÉ Â¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ*

"There are two thousand PSUs, over 75 per cent of which are incurring regular losses with an investment
of over Rs.4,50,000 crore. Only Karnataka alone has 78 PSUs with an investment of Rs.16,124 crore.
Fifty-one out of these have accumulated losses worth Rs.2,236 crore."

àÉä®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉ <ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ {É® +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE MÉÆÂ£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®å BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÂªÉcÉÆ {É® càÉ cÉåMÉä, Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® +ÉÉ{É cÉåMÉä* Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® +ÉÉ{É ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] BÉEÉ |ÉÉèÂºÉèÂºÉ
Âº]É]Ç BÉE®iÉä cé* VÉÉä {ÉÉ]ÉÔ Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â°ôÉËãÉMÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè, Ấ Éc <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉ-Â£ÉÉẤ ÉxÉÉ Â£ÉÂ½BÉEÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÂªÉixÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè* BÉEcÉÓ {É® +ÉÉ{É Â°ôÉËãÉMÉ àÉå cé, BÉEcÉÓ {É® +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉè{ÉÉäVÉÉÒÂ¶ÉxÉ àÉå
cé* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ näÂ¶É xÉä càÉ {É® ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ ÂºÉÉé{ÉÉÒ cè* càÉxÉä Â£ÉÚiÉBÉEÉãÉ àÉå BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, àÉé =ÂºÉ {É® =ÆMÉãÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ àÉå +ÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒfÃÉÒ {ÉÚUäMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÂªÂªÉ®
VÉÉÒ, Â°ô{É SÉxn {ÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ, MÉÉÒiÉä VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäBÉE ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ àÉå Â¤Éè~ä lÉä, +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ® lÉä, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÂºÉÉfÃä SÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä Âº]ä] MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ +ÉÉè® fÉ<Ç ãÉÉJÉ
BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉé] +ÉÉì{ÉE <ÆÉÊbÂªÉÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ ÂªÉÉxÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉiÉ ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ àÉå Â¤ÉéBÉE +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉ<ÇxÉéÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉãÉ <ÆÂº]ÉÒ]áÉÚÂ¶ÉxÂºÉ BÉEÉ=Æ] xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEA* ÂºÉÉiÉ ãÉÉJÉ
BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ BÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉèãÂªÉÚ ÂºÉkÉ® cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ cÉä MÉ<Ç - +ÉÉ{É BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉE®iÉä ®cä*

àÉé ÂªÉcÉÒ ÉÊẤ ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÂºÉÂ¤É ÂºÉÉlÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ BÉE® <ÂºÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÉèVÉÉÒÉÊ]Ấ É oÉÎÂ]BÉEÉähÉ ÂºÉä näJÉå* vÉxÂªÉẤ ÉÉn* (<ÉÊiÉ)

1908 Â¤ÉVÉä

B É 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.) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇÂ£ÉÉèàÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEä <ÂºÉ nÉè® àÉå ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É BÉEä ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ®ÉÂ]Å +É{ÉxÉä-+É{ÉxÉä ÉÊciÉÉå BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA +É{ÉxÉä
BÉEÉÂªÉÇ ÂºÉÉvÉxÉ VÉÖ]É ®cä cé* ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇÂ£ÉÉèàÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉÊ]ãÉ AẤ ÉÆ Â¤ÉcÖ+ÉÉÂªÉÉàÉÉÒ cè* <ÂºÉ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEä +ÉxiÉMÉÇiÉ càÉå näJÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ {ÉcãÉÚ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉxÉä
ÂºÉä càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÉÇÉÊvÉBÉE ãÉÉÂ£É cÉäMÉÉ* ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É àÉå VÉÉä ®ÉÂ]Å +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE Â°ô{É ÂºÉä Â¶ÉÉÎBÉDiÉÂ¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® +ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉE Â°ô{É ÂºÉä ÂºÉà{ÉxxÉ cé, Ấ Éä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É àÉå +ÉxÂªÉ VÉMÉcÉå àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉÉÊniÉ Â
´ÉÂºiÉÖ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA Â¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉãÉÉÂ¶É àÉå cé* VÉÉä ®ÉÂ]Å VÉxÉ-ÂºÉÆÂºÉÉvÉxÉÉå ÂºÉä {ÉÉÊ®{ÉÚhÉÇ cé, Ấ Éä VÉxÉ-Â¤ÉÉcÚãÂªÉiÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® =tÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉè® +É{ÉxÉä VÉxÉ-ÂºÉÆÂºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ BÉEä
ÉÊãÉA VÉMÉc iÉãÉÉÂ¶É BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É BÉEä +ÉOÉhÉÉÒ ®ÉÂ]ÅÉå àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉ ÂºlÉÉxÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ BÉE® ®cä cé* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä nÖÂ£ÉÉÇMÂªÉ{ÉÚhÉÇ {ÉFÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É näÂ¶É ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ®
nÂºÉ Ấ ÉÂÉÉç ÂºÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇÂ£ÉÉèàÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÉÂ¶SÉÉiÂªÉ +ÉÆvÉÉxÉÖBÉE®hÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä {ÉÂ¶SÉÉiÉÂ Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE ÂªÉc iÉÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ {ÉcãÉÚ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ BÉE® näÂ¶É BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É BÉEä
àÉÉxÉÉÊSÉjÉ {É® |ÉÉÊiÉÂ~ÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ BÉE®å*

(q4/1910/mkg/vp)

+ÉÉVÉ =ÂºÉBÉEÉ xÉiÉÉÒVÉÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ MÉãÉiÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉ Ấ Éc Ấ ÉMÉÇ |ÉÂ£ÉÉÉÊẤ ÉiÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, +ÉÉVÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ, VÉÉä <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉÂºÉÆJÂªÉÉ BÉEÉ 70 |
ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ cè, ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ <xcÉÓ MÉãÉiÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ JÉÉn, Â¤ÉÉÒVÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉ®ÂºÉ ®cÉ cè* =ÂºÉä ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ |ÉÉ{iÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, VÉÉä Â¤ÉÖÉÊxÉÂªÉÉnÉÒ ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉAÆ <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEä
ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, Ấ Éä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ 54 ÂºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉVÉ näÂ¶É BÉEä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉÒ cé* <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉ xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉ Â¤ÉäBÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè®
Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉàÉÂºÂªÉÉ ÂºÉä VÉÚZÉ ®cÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ <ÂºÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ BÉEcÉÓ BÉEÉä<Ç ãÉÉÂ£É näÂ¶É BÉEä +Éxn® Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä nÚ® BÉE®xÉä àÉå +ÉÂ¤É iÉBÉE ÂºÉ{ÉEãÉ ÉÊÂºÉr xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÂºÉÉÂ
´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå àÉå ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É ABÉE àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ |ÉÂ¶xÉ cè* ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEä {ÉFÉ àÉå ÂªÉc iÉBÉEÇ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ PÉÉ]ä àÉå cé, =xÉ ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå àÉå
ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* ÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® VÉÉä ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ PÉÉ]ä àÉå VÉÉ ®cä cé, Ấ ÉcÉÆ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÉä ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ ãÉÉÂ£É àÉå
SÉãÉ ®cä cé, ÂªÉÉÊn =xcå Â£ÉÉÒ càÉ ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå ÂºÉÉé{ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®åMÉä, =xÉBÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® näÂ¶É ®ÂºÉÉiÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ*

+ÉÉVÉ Â°ôÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ cè, cÆMÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ cè, <ÂºÉ +ÉÆvÉÉxÉÖBÉE®hÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉ cÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ cè* cÆMÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä +Éxn® iÉÉÒxÉ Ấ ÉÂÉÉç iÉBÉE VÉÂ¤É ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É
BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ SÉãÉiÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ iÉÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ ®cÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÂ¤É àÉÖxÉÉ{ÉEÉ nÚÂºÉ®ä näÂ¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉ iÉÉä cÆMÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ BÉEèÂºÉÉÒ cè, ÂªÉc +ÉÉVÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÇÉÊẤ ÉÉÊniÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®
àÉå Â¤Éè~ä cÖA ãÉÉäMÉ <ÂºÉ JÉÖÂ¶É{ÉEcàÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊÂ¶ÉBÉEÉ® cé ÉÊBÉE Ấ Éä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉBÉE® Â¤ÉVÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ PÉÉ]ä BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®åMÉä* +ÉÉVÉ Â¤ÉVÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ PÉÉ]ä BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä
ÉÊãÉA ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊÂ£ÉxxÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEä uÉ®É VÉÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç* ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEä +ÉxiÉMÉÇiÉ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉä <xcÉåxÉä ãÉFÂªÉ ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä lÉä, =xÉ ãÉFÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä |
ÉÉ{iÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEä* <ÂºÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå Â¤Éè~ä cÖA ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉVÉÉn ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEcÉ lÉÉ* <xcÉåxÉä +ÉÉVÉÉn ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÆÉÊn®Éå BÉEÉä ABÉE-ABÉE
BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊVÉÂºÉ iÉ®c ÂºÉä vẤ ÉÂºiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cè, ÂªÉc BÉEÉä<Ç xÉ<Ç Â¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉÆÉÊn®Éå BÉEÉä, vÉÉÉÌàÉBÉE |ÉÉÊiÉÂ~ÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊMÉ®ÉxÉÉ Â£ÉÉ®iÉÉÒÂªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ +ÉÉè® <xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä
ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉniÉ Â¤ÉxÉ SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè* càÉ ÂªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ ÉÊVÉÂºÉ iÉ®c ÂºÉä ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ ®cÉÒ cèâ€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä cÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä
ÂªÉc BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉä +ÉÉVÉÉn ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÆÉÊn® cé +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, ÂªÉc ÂºẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ VÉÉMÉ®hÉ àÉÆSÉ, Â£ÉÉ®iÉÉÒÂªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä VÉÉä |ÉàÉÖJÉ PÉ]BÉE cé, ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ ÂºẤ ÉÂªÉÆÂºÉäẤ ÉBÉE
ÂºÉÆPÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÂªÉc Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc +ÉxiÉÉÌẤ É®ÉävÉ +ÉÉVÉ ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE MÉ~Â¤ÉÆvÉxÉ BÉEä +Éxn® =Â£É®BÉE® ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç nä ®cÉ cè* +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒÂªÉ gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<ÇBÉE VÉÉÒ Â¤Éè~ä cÖA cé,
àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ Â¤Éè~ä cÖA cé, +ÉâóhÉ Â¶ÉÉè®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä VÉÉä àÉÚãÉ ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® cé +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<ÇBÉE VÉÉÒ BÉEä VÉÉä àÉÚãÉ ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® cé, =xÉ àÉÚãÉ ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ®Éå ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ
BÉEcÉÓ Â£ÉÉÒ àÉäãÉ xÉcÉÓ JÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉ ÂºÉSSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä ÂºẤ ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÊ®ÂªÉä* +ÉÉ{É ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä +Éxn® nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ Â£ÉÉÂÉÉ Â¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® VÉÂ¤É VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå VÉÉiÉä cé iÉÉä nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ Â£ÉÉÂÉÉ Â¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä



cé* ÂªÉc VÉÉä nÉäc®ÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® nÉäc®ÉÒ ÂºÉÉäSÉ cè, ÂªÉcÉÒ <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉä ®ÂºÉÉiÉãÉ àÉå ãÉä VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ÂºÉÉlÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ÂºÉÉäàÉèÂªÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEä +ÉxiÉMÉÇiÉ
ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® BÉEÉÂªÉÇFÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEä Â¿ÉÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE <Â¶ÉÉ®É ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* càÉ ÂªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä |ÉÉÊiÉÉÎÂ~iÉ àÉÆSÉ ÂªÉc ÂºÉÆÂºÉn cè, <ÂºÉ ÂºÉÆÂºÉn BÉEä +Éxn® +ÉÉVÉ <xÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂ
´ÉäÂ¶É {É® VÉÉä Â¤ÉcÂºÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, <ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉcÂºÉ {É® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ={ÉÉÎÂºlÉiÉ cé* +ÉÉVÉ VÉÂ¤É càÉ 11 Â¤ÉVÉä ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä +Éxn® |ÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè® VÉÂ¤É iÉBÉE ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ
cÉäiÉÉ cè, ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ <ÂºÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä +Éxn® ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ={ÉÉÎÂºlÉiÉ ®ciÉä cé* <ÂºÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ càÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* càÉ ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊÂ¤ÉàÂ¤É cé* ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ càÉÂºÉä
BÉÖEU xÉ<Ç +É{ÉäFÉÉAÆ ®JÉiÉÉ cè* VÉÂ¤É càÉ +É{ÉxÉä BÉEiÉÇBÂªÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÇcxÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä, VÉÂ¤É càÉ +É{ÉxÉä nÉÉÊÂªÉiẤ É BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÇcxÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä iÉÉä =xÉ ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEä +É{ÉxÉä
BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå ÂºÉä ÂªÉÉÊn càÉ ÂªÉc +É{ÉäFÉÉ BÉE®å ÉÊBÉE Ấ Éä 10 Â¤ÉVÉä ÂºÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ Â¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE +É{ÉxÉÉÒ báÉÚ]ÉÒ ÉÊxÉÂ£ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®äMÉä iÉÉä ÂªÉc Â¤ÉäàÉÉxÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cè* {ÉcãÉä näÂ¶É BÉEä |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉä,
BÉEäxpÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒMÉhÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® ÂºÉààÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÆÂºÉn ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉä BÉEiÉÇBÂªÉ +ÉÉè® nÉÉÊÂªÉiẤ É BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÇcxÉ ÂºÉcÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ÂºÉä BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉMÉ® càÉ +É{ÉxÉä BÉEiÉÇBÂªÉ +ÉÉè® nÉÉÊÂªÉiẤ É BÉEÉ
<ÇàÉÉxÉnÉ®ÉÒ ÂºÉä ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÇcxÉ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä càÉ ÂªÉc +É{ÉäFÉÉ BÉE®åMÉä ÉÊBÉE näÂ¶É BÉEÉ |ÉiÂªÉäBÉE xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE +É{ÉxÉä BÉEiÉÇBÂªÉ +ÉÉè® nÉÉÊÂªÉiẤ É BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÇcxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ BÉE®äMÉÉ*

+ÉÉVÉ näÂ¶É àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ cé, VÉÉä ÂºẤ ÉiÉÆjÉ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä àÉÆÉÊn® <ÂºÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä uÉ®É, <xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÖ®ÉävÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä uÉ®É PÉÉäÉÊÂÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä VÉÉ SÉÖBÉEä cé, Ấ Éä ABÉE-ABÉE
BÉE®BÉEä vẤ ÉÂºiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé*

(r4/1915/jr-rk)

Ấ ÉÂºiÉÖÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É® Â£ÉÚàÉÆbãÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉVÉÇ {É® ãÉÉÂ£ÉÉÆÂ¶É näxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä +ÉÉè® PÉÉ]ä àÉå SÉãÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä nÉäxÉÉå cÉÒ ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä Â¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÂªÉÉÂºÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ
®cÉ cè* àÉé AàÉ.AàÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. +ÉÉè® AÂºÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. BÉEÉ =nÉc®hÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä näÂ¶É +ÉÉè® ÉÊẤ ÉnäÂ¶É àÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ xÉÉàÉ BÉEàÉÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä ÂºÉàÂ¤ÉxvÉ àÉå àÉé BÂªÉÉÎBÉDiÉMÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É®
VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* =xÉ ={ÉÂµÉEàÉÉå àÉå 100 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, VÉÉä àÉä®ÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ cè, cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè Ấ Éc MÉãÉiÉ cÉä* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ <ÂºÉ
iÉ®c ÂºÉä =xÉ BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEä Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ {É® BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÂºÉ® {ÉÂ½ ®cÉ cè ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä 30-35 ÂºÉÉãÉ iÉBÉE =ÂºÉ ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉäẤ ÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ãÉFÂªÉ ãÉäBÉE® xÉÉèBÉE®ÉÒ ÂºÉàÂ£ÉÉãÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ*
+ÉÉVÉ ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉäẤ ÉÉ BÉEÉä àÉÉjÉ 10-15 ÂºÉÉãÉ cÖA cé, =xÉBÉEÉä ÂºẤ ÉèÉÎSUBÉE +ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉÉÂªÉÇiÉÉ BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É® ÉÊ®]ÉÂªÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* =xÉBÉEä Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÆvÉBÉEÉ®àÉÂªÉ
Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ näÂ¶ÉÉÊciÉ àÉå cÉä, =ÂºÉ iÉBÉE <ÂºÉBÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉAÆ iÉÉä càÉ ÂºÉcàÉiÉ cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÂ¤ÉnÇÂºiÉÉÒ =ÂºÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä Â¤ÉfÃÉ BÉE® =xÉ ãÉÉJÉÉå BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEä
Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÆvÉBÉEÉ®àÉÂªÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉ BÉE® näÂ¶É BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, àÉé ÂºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂªÉc ÂºÉÉäSÉ Â¤ÉäàÉÉxÉÉÒ cè, näÂ¶ÉÉÊciÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉÉÒ BÉEnàÉ cè* VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ
VÉÂ¤ÉnÇÂºiÉÉÒ ÉÊ®]ÉÂªÉ® ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉ ®cä cé, VÉÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ={ÉÂµÉEàÉ ãÉÉÂ£É àÉå cé, =xÉBÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ VÉÂ¤ÉnÇÂºiÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉä xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ cè, ÂªÉc xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉÉÒ cè* BÉEàÉ ÂºÉä BÉEàÉ <ÂºÉ
xÉÉÒiÉÉÒ BÉEÉ näÂ¶ÉÉÊciÉ àÉå {ÉÉÊ®iÂªÉÉMÉ BÉE®å* VÉcÉÆ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉE cè, ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É ABÉEnàÉ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉE cè, Ấ ÉcÉÆ <ÂºÉBÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉAÆ iÉÉä càÉÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉ xÉcÉÓ cè*

+ÉÉVÉ AÂºÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. +ÉÉè® AàÉ.AàÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. BÉEä BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ UÆ]xÉÉÒ BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊVÉÂºÉ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖ{ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, <ÂºÉÂºÉä näÂ¶É BÉEä ãÉÉJÉÉå ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEä Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ BÉEÉ |
ÉÂ¶xÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä JÉÂ½É cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* àÉä®É ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É àÉÉÉÊÂºÉBÉE Â£ÉkÉÉ ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô BÉE®å* 10-15 ÂºÉÉãÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ xÉÉèBÉE®ÉÒ BÉE® SÉÖBÉEä cé, +ÉÉVÉ +ÉÉ{É VÉÂ¤ÉnÇÂºiÉÉÒ
=xÉBÉEÉä ÉÊ®]ÉÂªÉ® BÉE® ®cä cé, BÉÖEU iÉlÉÉBÉEÉÊlÉiÉ vÉxÉ näBÉE®, =ÂºÉÂºÉä =xÉBÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ ÂºÉÖ®ÉÊFÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ®cäMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{É àÉÉÉÊÂºÉBÉE Â£ÉkÉÉ ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA +ÉÉè® <iÉxÉÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA ÉÊBÉE Ấ Éä +É{ÉxÉä
{ÉÉÊ®Ấ ÉÉ® BÉEÉ MÉÖVÉÉ®É BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEå* +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉäÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ <ÂºÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä uÉ®É +É{ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè, ÂªÉc ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ cè* ÂªÉc näÂ¶É BÉEÉä ®ÂºÉÉiÉãÉ àÉå ãÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ
cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ <ÂºÉ Ấ ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ PÉÉä® ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*

(<ÉÊiÉ)
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DR. B.B. RAMAIAH (ELURU): Mr. Chairman, Sir, the question of disinvestment, which was started in 1991, was
based on the type of economy that we have in our country. This was started mainly to see that the funds of the
financial institutions, including banks, are utilised to acquire the shares of the select public enterprises and the
amount so realised should also be used for the welfare, health, education as also to help various companies
strengthen their labour force by way of VRS.

If you look at the investment that is going into the public sector today, it is more than Rs.2,30,000 crore. The main
purpose behind the idea of disinvestment was to see that the deficit finance comes down. If we continue to invest in
this sector, we would have lost more than Rs.3,50,000 crore. It means, indirectly it affects our deficit finance. The
main purpose behind this disinvestment was to see that we put a stop on the policy adopted by the earlier
Government. The process was started during the regime of the earlier Government when Dr.Manmohan Singh was
the Finance Minister. Irrespective of the Party in power, it is an on-going process. It is a continuous process. We
should only see that we go in the right direction, follow right methodology and disinvest only such institutions where
it is required. The Disinvestment Commission should assess it properly and then only refer the matter to the
Government.

(s4/1920/rc/asa)

On the basis of that the Government should be able to approve the realistic method of approach. Already, 58
companies have been selected. Out of which, 18 to 19 companies have been permitted. In these companies more
than 240 public sector units are involved. Some of them are manufacturing units, and some of them are in the
service sector. As I mentioned earlier, when disinvestment was started in 1991-92, only Rs.3000 crore was
disinvested, in 1992-93, they did only up to Rs.1900 crore, in 1993-94, they did not disinvest anything, in 1994-95,
they could disinvest only Rs.800 crore and again in 1995-96, they disinvested Rs.362 crore. In 1996-97, Rs.380
crore, in 1997-98 Rs.902 crore, in 1998-99 about Rs.5000 crore, and in 1999-2000 Rs.1500 crore were
disinvested. So, out of a target of Rs.44,000 crore, they could disinvest only up to Rs.18,000 crore. The total
amount that they could disinvest in spite of so much efforts, is only to see that the policy which was going on earlier
is reversed and to see how we could stop this money from flowing into the sectors where the return is going to be
very low. It is also to improve the economy of this country. For this purpose, the money has to be invested



elsewhere. That is the main object of disinvestment. The hon. Members have mentioned many things. I do not want
to repeat those things. There may be some lapses and some mistakes somewhere. Those things need to be taken
care of. That is why, we need to have the policy of transparency to show how it is going on, what is the system that
we should follow in the larger interest of the country and the larger interest of the labour. We have to see where this
amount should be utilised. That is the major thing.

Recently, we have seen that they have also taken some decision to bring the Government share in the Hindustan
Zinc to 26 per cent, in Shipping Corporation of India − to 40 per cent, in Hindustan Organic Chemicals to 33 per
cent, in Hindustan Insecticides to 51 per cent, in MMTC to 51 per cent, in STC to 91.3 per cent and in Sponge Iron
to 97.5 per cent. There is no disinvestmnt in this. There is no disinvestment in IBP. Like that they have taken up a
number of analysis on the basis of various institutions. There are some cases where they have also criticised and
they want to have some more information on these things. The Ministry has also taken proper care while taking into
account the cases of Indian Airlines and Air India. If you continue with the method that is operating, there are the
cases where you can also improve on these things. Recently, I have to analyse one of the units of Andrew Yule.
They were making losses for the last 10 years. They have privatised it and made a profit of Rs.5 crore in the first
year. It is because the unit is good. But the only thing was that they did not have the marketing strategy. So, we
need to strengthen each organisation where it is required to be strengthened in the larger interest of the country.
They were able to get the world market. The German Company was able to take that unit and was also able to get
world market. They are also expanding that unit. It shows that if we have the strength in a particular sector, we may
improve. We may have some weaknesses. Today, we can say we are strong in software sector. We can strengthen
our country in this sector and improve our economy. We could also increase the entrepreneurship and employment
potentialities.

(t4/1925/kvj/hng)

There are some units in the Navratnas where weakness and sickness are there. In the selection for disinvestment
of these units we should take into consideration their strategic value and should not go in for disinvestment of such
units. But there are certain units where the Government can go up to 26 per cent and still keep some sort of its hold
on them.

As everyone has said, today disinvestment policy has become a continuing process of every successive
Government. There is nothing wrong in the disinvestment policy. But the only point we have to see is the policy that
is operating, the methodology that is going in and the transparency that is adopted. Then it should be done in the
larger national interest and to safeguard the workers' interest. I see that in a number of cases this amount is used
for the VRS. It has really helped strengthen those companies by reducing the unnecessary workforce. Those
workers also have got an alternative service. This sort of a policy is very important.

I would not like to go into the case study of each unit as to what happened in each case, who has done what, which
Government has done it at what time, etc. For me, the procedure has to be more transparent. If we follow that, I am
sure we would avoid the debt trap for our country and we will strengthen our economy.

One hon. Member has cited the China example. They have also done a lot of privatisation and liberalisation. It
improved the strength of their economy. Where we need, we should follow them and where we need to stand on
our own, we should not act detrimental to our national interest. Our public sector units were the basic supporters of
our economy. Now we have to give them a little more freedom as we have done in the case of the Indian Telephone
Industry. When they were getting only cost-plus, they used to make profits. But, when they had to compete in the
market where people are looking for quality and better type of equipment, they lost. Again, when the management
was given an opportunity to select its own partners, to go in for diversification, to opt for the type of collaboration
they want, to have freedom with the size of the labour force and other facilities, now they are able to improve
themselves. The same is the case with Bharat Electronics. That is why, the policy should be to give them wide
freedom and opportunities to improve on their economy so that the common man also gets all the products that they
are manufacturing with competitive quality at a reasonable price. Ultimately, what we have to look at is the
customer. We should give him the importance that he deserves and with that objective in mind we should
strengthen the industrial scenario of this country.

With these words, I feel that disinvestment is an essential thing for us. By taking all precautions, I am sure this
Government will take into consideration the fact that transparency is very important.

(ends)

1929 hours

SHRI E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (SIVAGANGA): Mr. Chairman Sir, as a representative of the common



man, the shareholders and the investors of the country in the Parliament, I am before you just to remind that the
people elected us and gave us power to govern the country and manage the properties which were created, the
investments which were made and the assets which were built for the past fifty years. It should be managed better
by the new Government. That was the reason why the people elected us.

But, here we are actually accepting and confessing that we cannot manage certain things. How will the people
accept this failure? They elected us because they thought that we have got the managerial capacity, we have got
the administrative capacity, we have got a very powerful executive consisting of people from the Indian
Administrative Service and we have got huge Government machinery. In addition, we have got the legislative
powers and there is judiciary also. But, with all these powers with us, we are telling the people that we cannot
manage these properties.

(u4/1930/ru-sb)

The property which was created for the past 50 years cannot be managed by us. We are becoming insolvent. We
are creating a Disinvestment Ministry, an insolvent Ministry, a bankrupt Ministry which cannot control this country.
That is the confession that we are making before the common man, before 100 crores of people who have invested
their money with us. Kindly remember that in our Constitution, our nation is proclaimed as that of a socialist pattern
of society. We have to govern and manage the property which were given to us. We are having a term of five years.
Within those five years, how are we going to invest these properties? How are we going to protect the money which
have been invested through us as the national property? We are telling them that we cannot manage

it. We are confessing it. The Indian Administrative Service has failed. The bureaucracy has failed. They cannot
control it. They cannot give protection through their machinery. We are proving that we cannot give protection.
...(Interruptions)

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): Don't criticise the Indian Administrative Service.

SHRI E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (SIVAGANGA): Kindly do not interrupt. I am not yielding to you. Formally,
you may be in the Indian Administrative Service but we are accepting that the Indian Administrative Service has
failed to control now. It has controlled the country for the past 50 years. They controlled the PSUs. Now they say
that they cannot control them and that it has to be given to the private enterprises. How can you say like that? The
IAS themselves confess that they cannot control it and that disinvestment is the remedy for it. What about us, the
politicians? What about the Ministers? The Prime Minister is telling that we cannot control the PSUs. This is the
confession that you are making. Why cannot you control it? Hon. Naik is controlling a very powerful Ministry in a
perfect way. Why cannot we control it in that way? We can control everything. We have got the managerial
capacity. The Indian Administrative Service is having the capacity to govern the country. Then why are you saying
that you cannot control it? The period of Shri Rajiv Gandhi was a golden period. You may take the example of
1984-89. Do not take the example of subsequent years. Bureaucrats were trained in that period. They were asked
to come up to modernity. They were given training to come up to a modern world of 21st century. Ministers were
trained in training camps. All the people were trained. Shri Chandrababu Naidu is following those steps now. We
are praising him but not following him at the national level. We have to equip ourselves because the nation has
thought that a democratic rule can give more profitability by its own control.

The public sector was the dream of Jawaharlal Nehru. It was because even the peasant's son can get employed
there. Nehru thought that a socialist pattern of society is the remedy for a developing country as the private
enterprises had not come up to that stage. We cannot copy the Western type of democracy. They are not having
anything to control. They are going in for privatisation in everything. Then, are you going to leave education to
private sector totally? You are going to leave transport sector to them. You are going to leave agriculture and
everything to the private enterprises. Then what is the need for a democratic Government? What is the necessity
for a democratic, socialist republic? Therefore, we have to think on these lines.

I want to remind you that in Tamil Nadu, we are having a prestigious public sector enterprise, the Hindustan Photo
Films Limited. It is prestigious in Ootacamund. But what happened? The labourers are ready to sacrifice their
salaries. They got only 46 per cent of their salaries. They are ready to tighten their own belt. They went to sacrifice
their own wages and are ready to give the profit to that industry. Why should you not give that industry to the
labourers? You give it to them, you give them a chance for one year. They will show that they can control it. What
about the Indian Bank? In Singapore alone, it has got an asset worth Rs.2000 crore. You want to privatise it. The
private people will sell it in a minute and take away the money. Insurance companies and all other PSUs are located
in each cosmopolitan city. Can an ordinary person in a private company purchase that property now?

(w4/1935/brv-har)



No. They cannot purchase the property because we gave it away. In Connaught Place, the LIC is having its office.
The Canara Bank and the Citi Bank are having their office premises on lease basis because they cannot purchase
the property. We have purchased the property. We are owning it. Mr. Minister, you say that you cannot control it
and therefore you are disinvesting it. The same case is going to happen in the case of the Salem Steel Plant. The
BHEL, Trichy is making profit and paying a dividened of Rs.60 crore. You want to sell that also. What will happen
finally? We will be left alone. India is the pioneer for the entire Asian countries to show that the socialistic pattern of
society is the only remedy for the developing countries. We have done it. Kindly remember the history.

The NDA Government has said, especially the BJP has said that Swadeshi is its principle. What is Swadeshi
according to you? The Indians have managed this and they can manage this. They can control it. They can run the
undertakings very well. That is Swadeshi. That is the prestige of Indians. Now, you are telling that any company
from any nation can come and purchase the property because you are not capable of controlling it. You say that
you do not have the managerial capacity to run the undertakings and you are running out of profit. Therefore, you
tell them to come and take everything here. What is this? Kindly have the remembrance of the history so that
people cannot blame us in future. The property of the nation cannot be dwindled away like this for the sake of
getting a few crores of rupees by way of disinvestment. Disinvestment is the acceptance of the Government that
you cannot control it and manage it properly. Kindly review this policy because lakhs and lakhs of labourers are
living on their wages. Lakhs and lakhs of people are suffering and starving.

1936 hours

(Shri Basu Deb Acharia - in the Chair)

They are not earning any wages at all now. They are marching to Parliament Street and holding demonstrations.
They are starving. They are making agitation. How many lakhs of people are agitating before Parliament? Kindly
remember it. The important point is that poor people have invested their money for the last fifty years.

With these words, I conclude. Thank you.

(ends)

1937 hours

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I am standing here in support of the Policy of the NDA
Government in respect of disinvestment. But is it the only way to deal with the situation with regard to the public
sector? Or, can this Government think of restructuring the public sector? The entire nation is very much grateful to
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru who introduced the concept of public sector. The public sector undertakings started their
units in the rural areas of the entire nation where development took place in those areas, and jobs were made
available to the youngsters of our nation. It was a dream of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to give the right to earn bread
and butter for the people of this nation. But his ideas and dreams were shattered by the then Congress
Government.

I can quote a number of examples. Many hon. Members have given examples in terms of statistics. They used some
good English words also and referred to apple and everything. But I am putting a very simple question. No hon.
Member in his speech has held anybody responsible for the losses the public sector undertakings are making. The
public sector companies were started in respect of the monopoly areas. The licensing system of the then Congress
Government forced the public sector undertakings to compete with the private sector and the multinationals. But
before giving licences to the other private industries, what was the feature? Which way was this handled? We, the
political leaders in this august House and that too the Congress regime, are much more responsible for the losses
of the public sector enterprises. The political people were interfering in the day to day activities of the public sector
undertakings. Whether any recruitment is necessary or not, the Ministers and the political leaders from the
Congress Party were forcing the public sector undertakings to recruit people. Here, I want to quote one example. In
the case of IRCON, which is a subsidiary of the Railways, one Minister concerned forced the Chairman or the MD
of IRCON saying that he was sending a note and he should recruit about 200 persons immediately.

(x4/1940/ksp/skb)

The Managing Director said: "Sir, I do not have any job for these unskilled labourers, you do not send these
labourers to us." He said: "Nothing doing, àÉä®ä UÉäBÉE®ä cé, =xcå VÉÉìÂ¤É ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcÂªÉä* They should get employment whether you
have jobs or not. Otherwise, you pack up. You will be transferred for not listening to the Minister." So, the Minister
had recommended recruitment of persons without any accountability, without seeing whether the jobs are available
or not, without seeing whether the cost of production will go up or not and without seeing whether the public sector
undertaking will be able to compete in the market. He had forced the Managing Director to recruit those persons.



Sir, there is a unit of M/s. Richards and Crudas in my constituency. They were supplying certain materials to the
Railways. The then Railway Minister of the Congress regime − he is a Member of this House, I do not want to take
his name − called the Managing Director of that undertaking and said: "Sorry, I am shifting whatever orders you are
getting from the Railways to a private company because you cannot give me commission." ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): Mr. Chairman, Sir, on the basis of what information is he making
this allegation? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I have given this in writing to the former Railway Minister.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): Sir, he is making an insinuation. ...( Interruptions) What else is
this?

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, these people are responsible for all these things. ...( Interruptions) Sir,
we have heard them. They have to hear us now. They should not interrupt me. ...(Interruptions)

Sir, I would like to say how the dream of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was shattered by these Congress people. This is
just a small example of that I am giving you. So, the orders to M/s. Richards and Crudas were stopped like that.
When Shri Ram Naik became the Minister of State for Railways, I brought this matter to his notice. ...(Interruptions)

gÉÉ Ò { É Ấ É x É BÉ ÖE à É É® Â¤ É ÆÂº Éã É (S É ÆbÉ ÒMÉfÃ): gÉÉ Ò { É Ấ É x É BÉ ÖE à É É® Â¤ É ÆÂº Éã É (S É ÆbÉ ÒMÉfÃ): +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÉbxÉÇ {ÉÚEb <ÆbÂº]ÅÉÒVÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä àÉå Â¤ÉäSÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* ...(Interruptions)

|É É ä. ®É Âº É É É ËÂº Éc ®É Ấ É i É (+ ÉVÉà É ä®): |É É ä. ®É Âº É É É ËÂº Éc ®É Ấ É i É (+ ÉVÉà É ä®): càÉxÉä {ÉÉ®nÉÌÂ¶ÉiÉÉ ®JÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ®JÉiÉÉÒ cè* ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, when Shri Ram Naik became the Minister of State for Railways, he
rectified this mistake within 20 days and orders were placed, again, to M/s. Richards and Crudas at Baikulla unit.
So, this is how that factory was revived. So, these Congress people have spoiled such public undertakings.
Whenever they intervened, they intervened in recruitment, they intervened in the purchase of raw materials and
they even intervened in the matter of awarding contracts. Above all this, wherever there were outstanding
recoveries from these public sector units, they were forcing upon the management not to recover the money. I can
give hundreds of such examples. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Mr. Chairman, Sir, when I made an insinuation, Shri Arun
Shourie correctly objected and I withdrew my remark. If he cannot substantiate what he is insinuating now, I do not
think he can make such remarks. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I will substantiate. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, this is the manner in which the Shiv Sena Government
performed in Maharashtra. They ran the most corrupt State Government. ...(Interruptions) How dare he says this?
...(Interruptions) Where is the proof? They ran the most corrupt Government in this country. ...(Interruptions)
...(Expunged as ordered by the Chair)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I am cautioning this Government also that instead of taking a decision
on disinvestment, they should give priority for restructuring these public sector units. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): Mr. Chairman, Sir, if I recollect the words of the hon. Member, he
said: "the person who was a Minister is a Member of this House". He said, he is a Member of this House. He has no
right to cast aspersions on a sitting Member of this House. ...(Interruptions) He cannot make an insinuation like this.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I am putting the facts before the House. ...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please take your seat.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, is he entitled to make and substantiate this allegation
against a Member of this House? We want a ruling from you on this. ...(Interruptions)

|É É ä. ®É Âº É É É ËÂº Éc ®É Ấ É i É (+ ÉVÉà É ä®): |É É ä. ®É Âº É É É ËÂº Éc ®É Ấ É i É (+ ÉVÉà É ä®): ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉE<Ç ÂºÉÉãÉÉå iÉBÉE ÂºÉkÉÉ àÉå ®cä cé, <xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä Â§ÉÂ]ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè....(Interruptions)

(y4/1945/ss/bks)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please take your seat.



...(Interruptions)

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH): Let him name the Member. Then, that hon. Member will have a
right to reply here.

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA): If there is anything objectionableâ€¦

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): There is nothing objectionable. ...(Interruptions) I have got documents.

MR. CHAIRMAN: If there is anything objectionable, we will go through it. That will be expunged.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): After Shri Ram Naik, I want to praise Kumari Mamata Banerjee, Minister of
Railways. She has gone a step ahead. She has started giving orders for requirements of railways to the public
sector undertakings. ...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please take your seats.

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Kumari Mamata Banerjee has placed an order for the manufacture of
wagons with the public sector undertakings by giving 60 per cent more business than what was during the last year.

Apart from that, she has taken another decision last month. There was a global tender. The rate of the PSU was
the lowest. The World Bank insisted that they should give it to 'number two'. But Kumari Mamata Banerjee sent her
colleagues to the World Bank. They said, "No, we are insisting that you should give it to 'L-2'." That PSU is under
BIFR. Kumari Mamata Banerjee flatly refused the financial support from the World Bank. She has now placed the
order with the PSU.

Now, she has gone one step further. She has compiled a list of firms from whom the Railways are importing
materials. She has sent that list to all the PSUs to ascertain whether they could supply the materials which the
Railways are importing so that the imports could be stopped. My appeal to Shri Arun Shourie is to try to restructure
these PSUs instead of going in for disinvestment. The PSUs are doing the best job. We have got faith in our
bureaucracy. The interference of these people has spoiled the public sector. Our bureaucrats are quite intelligent.
They are capable of bringing these public sector undertakings into profits. But they have not allowed them to earn
profit because of their vested interests which I am quoting here.

Last week, I had given a letter about Hindustan Organic Chemicals. We had taken a decision about disinvestment. I
request you to halt that process for another two months. One unit of the Hindustan Organic Chemicals is located at
Kochi. The Cochin Refinery is ready to purchase that unit of the HOC. Because of that, the HOC will get not less
than Rs. 600 crore. After getting that amount, the HOC can clear their debt, give a voluntary retirement scheme and
can again earn profit. So, my request to you is that disinvestment is not the only solution to bring these PSUs into
profit. How can we improve the situation? We have to stop the corrupt practices which were started during their
regime. For example, I am giving you the figures for the period 1991-2000 in respect of persons who were enjoying
boarding and lodging in five-star hotels. If you check up these figures, 50 per cent of the PSUs which are running in
losses can be revived. Will this Government take a decision that a PSU must purchase their requirements from no
company other than the PSU? They should not purchase it from a private entrepreneur. Can you make an
announcement that whenever an officer or an elected Member goes on tour, he will not stay in a five-star hotel
because there are Government rest houses in each district headquarters. Why are they not using those rest
houses? There are a number of examples where you can reduce the expenses for competing with the private
people in the market. But we are not doing that because of vested interests. Whose money is it? Whenever a public
sector undertaking went into losses, they have taken all the steps to reduce those losses and bring that PSU into
profit. So, they had done nothing. It is my earnest request to you to try to restructure the PSU. Their interest is in
something different. The people are expecting something from the NDA. So, it is my earnest request to you to try to
restructure the PSU and stop the corrupt practices. How much money are we spending on Research and
Development? We are not spending enough. One Member said that by selling or privatising the PSUs, indirectly,
you are accepting your incapacity to run these undertakings.

(z4/1950/rs/hcb)

I would request the hon. Minister not to do that. We are capable. Our Ministers are capable. Like Kumari Mamata
Banerjee, if each and every Minister take a decision that they will not place orders to private companies and that
they would purchase only from the public sector, these sectors will make profit.



MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA): Now, Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad Singh.

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I will take only one minute.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): So, this issue should not be looked only from the financial angle. It should
be given a look of a national issue. Instead of speaking in figures of which shares were purchased at what price,
whether it was 6.2 per cent or 4.3 per cent, we are not interested in that, we are interested in giving more jobs to
our own people.

In restructuring, if the hon. Minister feels that the wage bill is one of the factors which is more, he can give a
financial support for giving Voluntary Retirement Scheme. A number of people are ready to go. But restructure it
before taking any decision of disinvestment of any public sector, it is my earnest request from Shiv Sena Party not
to make people unemployed; bring some strict measures to stop corruption and malpractices in the public sector,
which started in their regime. Again I will say this, because people are expecting something good from NDA
Government. Like Kumari Mamata Banerjee and Shri Ram Naik, if they can instruct all the Ministers that they
should place the orders with the public sector, the entire picture will change. Instead of ÂºÉÉäxÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÆbÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä àÉÖMÉÉÔ àÉiÉ
BÉEÉ]Éä* ABÉE ÂºÉÉãÉ àÉå 10,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä ÉÊàÉãÉåMÉä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ continuous profit which these public sectors are earning, we do not want our
Government to be deprived of that, which will be earned for years together. Again, this is my request that first
preference should be given to restructuring before disinvestment. After restructuring if it is not possible then only
they can think about disinvestment.

(ends)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Sir, I congratulate him on his speech. But just to keep the record
straight, I would like to inform the House that Sir, you are the Chairman of the Standing Committee on Railways and
I am a Member of that, so far as wagons are concerned, till date Railways orders are largely in the private sector
than the public sector. His information is not correct.

1953 Â¤ÉVÉä

bÉ ì.®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) bÉ ì.®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÂºÉÉÒ {É® Â¤ÉcÂºÉ SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* <ÂºÉàÉå =ÂºÉ {ÉFÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉÉä iÉBÉEÇ càÉxÉä ÂºÉÖxÉÉ +ÉÉè®
{ÉcãÉä ÂºÉä =xÉBÉEä ÉÊẤ ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÂªÉÉxÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ{ÉEÂºBÉEãÉ bèÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂºÉ] BÉEÉä BÉEàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE® ®cä cé +ÉÉè® 10,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ càÉ <ÂºÉÂºÉä +ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ
BÉE®åMÉä* ABÉE iÉBÉEÇ =xcÉåxÉä ÉÊnÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè iÉÉä VÉÉä {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆ{ÉÉÊkÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉBÉE® {ÉÚ®É BÉE®åMÉä* =xÉÂºÉä càÉÉ®É ÂªÉc ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ, YÉÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ
Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE 8 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè* 58,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä AxÉ.{ÉÉÒ.A. cè* 52,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉBÉEÉÂªÉÉ cè* àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É ÂªÉc ÉÊBÉE +É®Â¤ÉÉå-JÉ®Â¤ÉÉå âó{ÉÂªÉä cé
+ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ÂºÉÉäàÉèÂªÉÉ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ cè |ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ SÉãÉÉxÉÉ, BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ* |ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ ÂºÉä àÉé {ÉÚUxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, 52,000
BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ä +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉ ®JÉä cÖA cé, =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉè® AxÉ.{ÉÉÒ.A. ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå 30,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉ Â¤ÉBÉEÉÂªÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA
|ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉÉÊxÉBÉE FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ SÉãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç, xÉ{ÉÖÆÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ BÉDÂªÉÉå +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç VÉÉä MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ {É® JÉSÉÇ Â¤ÉfÃÉ ®cä cé* MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉÉä +ÉxÉÉVÉ ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÎÂ¤ÂºÉbÉÒ BÉEÉ]Éä +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn näÂ¶É
BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÆ{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉBÉE® càÉ ÉÊ{ÉEÂºBÉEãÉ bäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊÂºÉ] {ÉÚ®É BÉE®åMÉä, ÂªÉc BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉ +ÉlÉÇÂ¶ÉÉÂºjÉ SÉãÉÉ ®cä cé <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É àÉå? iÉBÉEÇ nä ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉå 10,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä
{ÉÖ®ÉxÉä VÉàÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ÂºÉÆ{ÉÉÊkÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉBÉE® càÉ {ÉÚ®É BÉE®åMÉä* ÂªÉc BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉ +ÉlÉÇÂ¶ÉÉÂºjÉ cè?

(a5/1955/rpm)

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, <xcÉåxÉä BÉEÉãÉÉÂ¤ÉÉVÉÉ®ÉÒ {É® càÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* BÉEÉãÉä Â¤ÉÉVÉÉ® àÉå VÉÉä +É®Â¤ÉÉå-JÉ®Â¤ÉÉå âó{ÉÂªÉÉ cè =ÂºÉBÉEÉä =MÉÉcxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ
xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* àÉÖZÉä +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ABÉE =nÉc®hÉ Â¤ÉiÉÉ nå* VÉÉä 58 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA AxÉ.{ÉÉÒ.A. BÉEÉ cè =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ={ÉÉÂªÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ? BÉÖEU
={ÉÉÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ* 92 cVÉÉ® BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ <xBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉBÉEÉÂªÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉàÉå =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ FÉàÉiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, BÉDÂªÉÉ
+ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉä Ấ ÉÂºÉÚãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEiÉä, BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊÂºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉE cÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉEÉ ={ÉÉÂªÉ Â¤ÉSÉÉ cè? ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ |ÉÂ¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ
xÉcÉÓ cè* BÉDÂªÉÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÂªÉc xÉcÉÓ näJÉ ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ àÉå ãÉÉÂ£É cè ÉÊBÉEÂºÉàÉå cÉÉÊxÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEÉä VÉÉäÂ½-VÉÉäÂ½ BÉE®, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤É ãÉMÉÉ-ãÉMÉÉ BÉE® BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, iÉÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ
ÂªÉc BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè?

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ cè Ấ ÉèãÉ{ÉEäÂªÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ* MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É BÉEÉ Â£ÉãÉÉ BÉEèÂºÉä cÉä, ÂªÉc näJÉxÉÉ* VÉÉä +É{ÉxÉä näÂ¶É BÉEä 100 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉ =ilÉÉxÉ BÉEèÂºÉä cÉä, ÂªÉc näJÉxÉÉ*
gÉÉÒ àÉÉÊhÉÂ¶ÉÆBÉE® +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä Â£ÉÉÂÉhÉ àÉå +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉiÉÉ ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE |ÉÉ<Ấ Éä] BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉå àÉå VÂªÉÉnÉ xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* VÉèÂºÉÉ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ {É®ÉÆVÉ{Éä ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]®
+ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ àÉå VÉÉä BÉÖEBÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä JÉiàÉ BÉE® nÉÒÉÊVÉA, Ấ Éä +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É {ÉEÉÂªÉnä àÉå cÉä VÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ* ÉÊẤ ÉuÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä PÉÉ]ä àÉå cè =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå]
ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä PÉÉ]ä àÉå xÉ bÉãÉÉ VÉÉA* BÉEcÉÓ AäÂºÉÉ xÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®xÉÉ cè <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA =ÂºÉBÉEä àÉèxÉäVÉàÉå] BÉEÉä Â¤ÉnãÉ
nÉä +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉä PÉ]É {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ BÉE® =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®Éä* ÂªÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèÂªÉÉ® cé?

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ABÉE ÉÊàÉjÉ cÉä]ãÉ BÉEÉ =nÉc®hÉ nä ®cä lÉä* ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä cÉä]ãÉÉå BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè* Ấ Éä cÉä]ãÉ VÉÉä nÉä Ấ ÉÂÉÇ {ÉcãÉä iÉBÉE |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE]
àÉå SÉãÉ ®cä lÉä, ãÉÉÂ£É BÉEàÉÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÂ¤É PÉÉ]ä àÉå +ÉÉ MÉA* Ấ ÉcÉÒ àÉèxÉäVÉàÉå] VÉÉä nÉä Ấ ÉÂÉÇ {ÉcãÉä iÉBÉE ãÉÉÂ£É BÉEàÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ, Ấ ÉcÉÒ àÉèxÉäVÉàÉå] +ÉÉè® Ấ ÉcÉÒ cÉä]ãÉ +ÉÂ¤É PÉÉ]ä àÉå VÉÉ ®cÉ
cè* BÉEcÉÓ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ÂªÉc xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ cè ÉÊBÉE ãÉÉÂ£É àÉå SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä PÉÉ]ä àÉå {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ+ÉÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® =xÉBÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉÉä* ÂªÉÉÊn +ÉÉ{É AäÂºÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, iÉÉä ÂªÉc <ÂºÉ näÂ¶É BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉÉxÉ
BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEä ÂºÉàÉÉxÉ cè* ÂªÉc iÉÉä Ấ ÉcÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç VÉèÂºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç nÖBÉEÉxÉnÉ® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ nÖBÉEÉxÉ BÉEÉä cÉÒ Â¤ÉäSÉ nä* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ...........



...(Expunged as ordered by the Chair) +ÉÉVÉ ÂªÉc xÉÉ®É näÂ¶É BÉEä MÉÉÆẤ ÉÉå +ÉÉè® MÉãÉÉÒ-MÉãÉÉÒ àÉå ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè*

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÂºÉÖnäẤ É +ÉÉSÉÉÂªÉÇ, ÂºÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.AàÉ. BÉEä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ xÉäiÉÉ ]ÅÉÆÂºÉ{Éä®åÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEc ®cä lÉä* Ấ Éä ]ÅÉÆÂºÉ{Éä®åÂºÉÉÒ JÉÉäVÉ ®cä lÉä* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ {É®ÉÆVÉ{Éä ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É Â£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÂÉhÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉä,
àÉé =xÉ nÉäxÉÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ABÉE ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ {ÉÉäÂº] {É® BÉEÉèxÉ ÂºÉÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ ãÉMÉÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä BÉEÉèxÉÂºÉÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É
àÉã]ÉÒ xÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ JÉ®ÉÒnäMÉÉ* ÂªÉc ÂºÉÂ¤É SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ÂºÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEÉ =nÉc®hÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ÂºÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. àÉå VÉÉä +É{ÉEÂºÉ® Â¤ÉcÉãÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, VÉÉä àÉèxÉäÉËVÉMÉ bÉÂªÉ®èBÉD]®
Â¤ÉcÉãÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊVÉãÉåÂºÉ xÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè, Ấ Éc àÉé {ÉfÃ näiÉÉ cÚÆ* ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊVÉãÉåÂºÉ xÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè-

 

"After the Departmental Enquiry, he had been warned in award of contract for a canteen at Jammu
Airport. He had also demanded money for purchase of computers from M/s.WIPRO. CVO, AAI has given
an adverse report vide their letter dated 22.2.2000 addressed to CVC, and has commented that though
disciplinary action should have been taken, however, no action has been taken.

Even CVC, vide their letter dated 17.5.2000, made comments that the Vigilance Profile of that officer is
not satisfactory while mentioning about his tainted background. However, he has given him conditional
Vigilance Clearance. The pressure on CVC is obvious. It is reported that that officer has a backing of a
multi-national firm allegedly with the backing of a NRI who wants to take over the CCI units. "

àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE àÉã]ÉÒ xÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊciÉÉå BÉEÉ ÂºÉÆ®FÉhÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÉãÉ BÉE®É ®cÉÒ cé* VÉÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ =xÉ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä JÉ®ÉÒnxÉä àÉå àÉnn
BÉE®åMÉä, <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä vÂªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉBÉE® Ấ Éä +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä Â¤ÉcÉãÉ BÉE®É ®cÉÒ cé*

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé ÂªÉc BÉEÉMÉVÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ ]äÂ¤ÉãÉ {É® |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèÂªÉÉ® cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®É<A* <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ UÉxÉÂ¤ÉÉÒxÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå
ÂºÉÉÒ.Ấ ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. xÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ, ÂºÉÉÒ.Ấ ÉÉÒ.+ÉÉä. xÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÂºÉÉÒ.Â¤ÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. xÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ* àÉé Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉÉÒ.Â¤ÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. xÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉä ÂºÉåÉÊÂºÉÉÊ]Ấ É {ÉÉäÂº] {É® àÉiÉ
®ÉÊJÉA, Ấ Éc iÉiBÉEÉãÉ JÉiÉ®É {ÉènÉ BÉE®åMÉä +ÉÉè® =xcÉÓ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{É ÂºÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. BÉEä AàÉ.bÉÒ. BÉEä {Én {É® Â¤ÉcÉãÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* =ÂºÉBÉEä {ÉÉÒUä ÉÊcxnÚVÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉèxÉ
Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ-Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ cé, BÉEÉèxÉ-BÉEÉèxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé* ÂªÉc ÂºÉÂ¤É ÂºÉÉÉÊVÉÂ¶É SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè*

(b5/2000/rjs-mmn)

ãÉÉäMÉ ]ÅÉÆÂºÉ{Éä®äxÂºÉÉÒ JÉÉäVÉ ®cä cé* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA näÂ¶É BÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É JÉiÉ®É cè* ÂªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉ ®cä cé* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè ? ÂªÉc BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ
Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉä cé, iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ Â¤ÉxÉÉÂªÉä cé* ABÉE Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÉ xÉcÉÓ Â¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç cè* VÉÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ lÉÉÓ, =xÉBÉEÉä JÉiàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* ÂªÉc BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉBÉEÉä PÉÉ]É {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ+ÉÉä* ãÉÉÂ£É Â
´ÉÉãÉÉÒ +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ BÉEÉä cÉÒ Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ càÉ ÂºÉÖxÉiÉä cé* Â£ÉäãÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉÉäSÉ ®cä cé* Â£ÉäãÉ iÉÉä ãÉÉÂ£É àÉå SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) VÉÂ¤É +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç
lÉÉÓ iÉÂ¤É ÉÊcxnÖÂºiÉÉxÉ àÉå BÉDÂªÉÉ ÂºÉ{ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ ? ÂªÉc BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE <BÉEÉäxÉÉäÉÊàÉBÉDÂºÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <xcÉåxÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉ ®JÉä cé* +ÉlÉÇÂ¶ÉÉÉÎÂºjÉÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå
BÉEÉä ®JÉä cÖA cé ÉÊBÉE {ÉEãÉÉxÉÉ ÂªÉc cè, {ÉEãÉÉxÉÉ Ấ Éc cè +ÉÉÉÊn Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä ãÉÉäMÉ <xÉBÉEä ÂºÉãÉÉcBÉEÉ® cé* " VÉä<Ç Â£ÉxÉÂºÉÉÒÂªÉÉ ÂºÉä<Ç SÉ]xÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ncÉÒ BÉEä ®JÉẤ ÉÉ® ÉÊÂ¤ÉããÉÉÒ* " ÂªÉc ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉEcÉÆ
VÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ*

â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) VÉÉä {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, Ấ Éä {É®àÉÉlÉÉÔ xÉcÉÓ cé* VÉÉä +É®Â¤É{ÉÉÊiÉ cé, JÉ®Â¤É{ÉÉÊiÉ cé, àÉã]ÉÒxÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ cé, Ấ Éä BÉDÂªÉÉ {É®àÉÉlÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÂªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉÂªÉä cé ? <ÂºÉ 100 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÉnÉÒ
BÉEÉä ãÉÉÂ£É {ÉcÖÆSÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÂªÉä cé ÂªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÂªÉä cé ? BÉDÂªÉÉå {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉ ãÉMÉÉÂªÉä cé ? ÂªÉc BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE <xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] cÉäMÉÉ*

+ÉÂ¤É ÂªÉc iÉBÉEÇ nä ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] ~ÉÒBÉE cè, <ÂºÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉÉ ~ÉÒBÉE cè* AäÂºÉä iÉBÉEÇ BÉÖEiÉBÉEÇ ÉÊnÂªÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé* <ÂºÉä BÉEÉèxÉ +ÉlÉÇÂ¶ÉÉÂºjÉÉÒ SÉãÉÉ ®cÉ cè BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉå càÉÉ®ÉÒ
ÂºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÖnÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É Â£ÉÉÂÉhÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE càÉÂºÉä àÉèxÉäVÉàÉé] xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉÂºÉä +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ BÉEÉ àÉèxÉäVÉàÉé] xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ
àÉèxÉäVÉàÉé] +ÉÉ{ÉÂºÉä cÉä ®cÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå, àÉã]ÉÒxÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉÊcÂªÉä ÉÊBÉE Ấ Éä ÂªÉcÉÆ Â¤Éè~å +ÉÉè® ®ÉVÉ SÉãÉÉÂªÉå +ÉÉè® Ấ ÉSÉÇÖ+ÉãÉÉÒ Ấ Éc SÉãÉÉ cÉÒ ®cä cé* ÂªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊnJÉÉẤ É]ÉÒ
Â¤Éè~ä cé* VÉÉä {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, +É®Â¤É{ÉÉÊiÉ cé, àÉã]ÉÒxÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEà{ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÆ cé, Ấ Éä ®ÉVÉ SÉãÉÉ ®cÉÒ cé* +ÉÂºÉãÉ àÉå <xÉÃ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä cÉlÉ àÉå Â¶ÉÉÂºÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉ{É càÉå ABÉE Â£ÉÉÒ =nÉc®hÉ
Â¤ÉiÉÉ nå ÉÊBÉE VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå <ÂºÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ÂªÉc BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* {ÉÉÒ.bÉÒ.AÂºÉ. BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå <xÉBÉEä ÂºÉcÂªÉÉäMÉÉÒ nãÉÉå xÉä <xcå SÉäiÉÉÂªÉÉ, <xÉ {É® ãÉMÉÉàÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊÂ¶ÉÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ*
<xcÉåxÉä xÉÉè âó{ÉÂªÉä MÉäcÚÆ BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉẤ É ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉVÉ Ấ Éc xÉcÉÓ ÉÊÂ¤ÉBÉE ®cÉ cè* +ÉÂ¤É +ÉÉ{É {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉ, BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA nÉàÉ PÉ]ÉxÉä BÉEÉä iÉèÂªÉÉ® cé* VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä xÉÉè âó{ÉÂªÉä +ÉÉè®
BÂªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä ÂºÉÉiÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä, BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÆvÉä® ? BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉxÉMÉÇãÉ cè? AäÂºÉä MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É BÉEä nÖÂ¶àÉxÉ AäÂºÉä {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{É®ÂºiÉ, AäÂºÉä àÉã]ÉÒxÉèÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ {É®ÂºiÉ BÉEcÉÓ xÉcÉÓ näJÉä MÉÂªÉä* ÂºÉÂ¤É ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤É VÉÉäÂ½BÉE® gÉÉÒ àÉÉÊhÉ
Â¶ÉÆBÉE® +ÉÂªÂªÉ® xÉä ÂªÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ cè* ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉEÉMÉVÉ-{ÉjÉ àÉå iÉÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÉä]ä-àÉÉä]ä ÂºÉÉàÉÉxÂªÉ Â¤ÉÖÉÊr ÂºÉä càÉ näJÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc näÂ¶É BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ JÉiÉ®ä àÉå {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ
®cä cé* Â£ÉÚiÉBÉEÉãÉ ÂºÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ lÉÉÒ, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉäSÉ ®cä cé* Ấ ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉäSÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® Â£ÉÉÊẤ ÉÂÂªÉ BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ JÉiÉ®ä àÉå {ÉcÖÆSÉÉÂªÉåMÉä* iÉÉÒxÉÉå BÉEÉãÉ àÉå ÂªÉc VÉÉä xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ
BÉE®åMÉä, =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉé] BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉå ÂºÉä +ÉÉ{É ÂºÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ ®ÉÊcÂªÉä* ÂªÉc BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEU àÉÖxÉÉ{ÉEÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* ÂºÉÉèàÉäÂªÉÉ ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç
àÉå ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®ÉäÂ¤ÉÉ® BÉEä BÉEiÉÉÇ-vÉiÉÉÇ cé* VÉÂ¤É Ấ Éc Â¤ÉcÂºÉ SÉãÉÉ ®cä lÉä iÉÂ¤É càÉå +ÉÉÂ¶SÉÂªÉÇ cÉä ®cÉ lÉÉ* Ấ Éc +É{ÉxÉä iÉBÉEÇ àÉå BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉÉẤ ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] cè, Ấ Éc
iÉlÉÉBÉEÉÊlÉiÉ |ÉÉ{ÉEä] cè* ÂªÉc VÉÉä +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉlÉÉBÉEÉÊlÉiÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ãÉÉÂ£É cè xÉcÉÓ iÉÉä Ấ Éc ãÉÉÂ£É xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* <iÉxÉÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] BÉEä nÖÂ¶àÉxÉ cé*
BÉDÂªÉÉ àÉã]ÉÒ xÉäÂ¶ÉxÉãÉ Â¤ÉÉc® ÂºÉä {É®Éä{ÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉÂªÉäMÉÉ ? =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ ? àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É ÂªÉc ÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ SÉãÉÉÒ iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉ |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] cè* +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå
ÂªÉc BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÒ BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä VÉÉä |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] cè, Ấ Éc |ÉÉÉÊ{ÉE] xÉcÉÓ cè*

(c5/2005/nsh-dva)

ÂºÉÖnÂ¶ÉÇxÉ ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É xÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÉÊfÃÂªÉÉ VÉẤ ÉÉÂ¤É ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* <iÉxÉä +ÉÉ<Ç.A.AÂºÉ. BÉEÉÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {ÉnÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ, {ÉÖ®ÉxÉä cÉäÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉÉ® ãÉÉäMÉ, àÉèxÉäVÉÉÒÉÊ®ÂªÉãÉ BÉEè{ÉäÉÊÂºÉ]ÉÒ ®JÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä, ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ,
ÉÊàÉÂºÉàÉèxÉäVÉàÉé] cè, <ÂºÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä ÂºÉä cÉÒ ~ÉÒBÉE cÉäMÉÉ* MÉÉÆẤ É àÉå VÉÂ¤É {ÉÉÊ®Ấ ÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE cÉãÉiÉ JÉ®ÉÂ¤É cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÖâóÂÉÉlÉÇ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÂ¤É Ấ Éä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ
Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÉäSÉiÉä cé* +É{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉÉ{É-nÉnÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉ BÉE® BÉEVÉÉÇ +ÉnÉ BÉE®iÉä cé, JÉÉxÉ-{ÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* àÉé MÉÉÆẤ É BÉEä ÂºÉÉvÉÉ®hÉ {ÉÉÊ®Ấ ÉÉ® BÉEÉ =nÉc®hÉ nä ®cÉ cÚÆ* ÂªÉc ÉÊcÂºÉÉÂ¤É
àÉé <ÂºÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå näJÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) =xcÉåxÉä ãÉÉãÉÚ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ* ãÉÉãÉÚ VÉÉÒ {É® 27 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉÒ <Ấ ÉèãÉÚAÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ZÉMÉÂ½É cè* <xBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDÂºÉ Ấ ÉÉãÉä
BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE 27 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä xÉcÉÓ 42 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉÂªÉä cé* <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA =xÉ {É® àÉÉàÉãÉÉ SÉãÉÉ, Ấ Éä VÉäãÉ MÉA +ÉÉè® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* ...(Expunged as
ordered by the Chair) Ấ ÉcÉÆ iÉÉä càÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ ãÉÂ½É<Ç ãÉÂ½ ®cä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ ÂºÉÉÒ.Ấ ÉÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ vÉ®xÉÉ cè, càÉBÉEÉä VÉẤ ÉÉÂ¤É näxÉÉ {ÉÂ½äMÉÉ* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF



STATISTICS AND PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATIVE REFORMS AND PUBLIC GRIEVANCES OF THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DISINVESTMENT (SHRI
ARUN SHOURIE): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I do not want to interrupt him at all and I do not share the view that Shri Laloo
Yadav's name should be taken. àÉé <ÂºÉÂºÉä ÂºÉcàÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÚÆ* VÉÂ¤É ABÉE BÉEäÂºÉ SÉãÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉä BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä Â¤É®ÉÒ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç* =ÂºÉ
iÉ®c +ÉÉbẤ ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ {É® <ãVÉÉàÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä +ÉÉ®MÂªÉÚàÉé] àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÂ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* VÉèÂºÉä àÉÉÊhÉ Â¶ÉÆBÉE® +ÉÂªÂªÉ® VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ, Ấ Éc <ãVÉÉàÉ Â£ÉÉÒ SÉãÉÉ VÉÉA* Please
remove these words also

bÉ, ®PÉ ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) bÉ, ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) : càÉxÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉEcÉ cè* <xBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDÂºÉ BÉEÉ ZÉMÉÂ½É cè* <xÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉ|É{ÉÉäÂ¶ÉÇxÉä] +ÉÂºÉè] BÉEÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè* Â¤É®ÉÒ
BÉEèÂºÉä BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ, Ấ Éc càÉ VÉÉxÉ ®cä cé* BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä Â¤É®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xcÉåxÉä {ÉEÉ<ÇxÉãÉ âó{ÉÂªÉÉ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ ÂªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, <ÂºÉ {É® Â¤É®ÉÒ cÉä MÉA* =ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ ÉÊbÂºÉ|É{ÉÉäÂ¶ÉÇxÉä] +ÉÂºÉè] BÉEÉ BÉEäÂºÉ
{ÉEÉ<ÇxÉãÉ BÉEäÂºÉ ÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, Ấ Éc BÉDÂªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ àÉèSÉ ÉÊ{ÉEÉÏBÉDÂºÉMÉ àÉå VÉÉä UÉ{ÉÉàÉÉ®ÉÒ cÖ<Ç, <xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ BÉEä ÂªÉcÉÆ MÉA lÉä* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

gÉÉ Ò i É É Ê®i É Â¤ É®h É i ÉÉ ä{ Én É® ( Â¤ É è®BÉ E { É Ö®) gÉÉ Ò i É É Ê®i É Â¤ É®h É i ÉÉ ä{ Én É® ( Â¤ É è®BÉ E { É Ö®) : ãÉÉãÉÚ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ãÉäBÉE® VÉÉä bÉÂªÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÉÇxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÆVÉÉàÉ näÉÊJÉA* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

gÉÉ Ò { É Ấ É x É BÉ ÖE à É É® Â¤ É ÆÂº Éã É (S É ÆbÉ ÒMÉfÃ) gÉÉ Ò { É Ấ É x É BÉ ÖE à É É® Â¤ É ÆÂº Éã É (S É ÆbÉ ÒMÉfÃ) : <xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä BÉEcÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ BÉDÂªÉÉ VÉÂ°ô®iÉ lÉÉÒ* ...(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (gÉÉ Ò Â¤ É Âº É Ön äẤ É + ÉÉS É É ÂªÉ Ç) Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ (gÉÉ Ò Â¤ É Âº É Ön äẤ É + ÉÉS É É ÂªÉ Ç) : ®PÉÖẤ ÉÆÂ¶É VÉÉÒ, ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® VÉÉä BÂªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ <ÂºÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*

...(Interruptions)

SHRI MOHAN RAWALE (MUMBAI SOUTH CENTRAL): VÉÉä BÂªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ BÉEèÂºÉä ãÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* It should be expunged.
His name should be expunged.

â€¦ (BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

2010 hours (Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I was hearing whatever was being said. If any objectionable matter is there, it will be
expunged.

(d5/2010/tkd-mkg)

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let me complete. Whatever objectionable matter is there, I will expunge.

Secondly, hon. Minister may note down whatever points he wants to make at the time of reply, he can do so.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We have no time. We have to finish this debate.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I seek the cooperation from all the Members. I am on my legs. Shri Vaiko, may I seek
your cooperation? I seek the cooperation of everybody.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI (RAIGANJ): Sir, I sincerely comment from the Congress Party. None of the
names of Shri L. K. Advani or Shri Laloo Yadav should be taken and should also go into the proceedings. Before
these names were taken, equally Congress Party Ministers' name, Congress Party's name, without substance, were
also taken. Those should be expunged. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Sir, no name was mentioned from the Congress Party. Shri Paranjpe did not mention any
name. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): He said a Member of this House who was a former Minister of
Railways. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Topdar, I told you, please do not interrupt now. Shri Paranjpe, Shri Vaiko, what is
this? I am telling you that if anything is objectionable, I will expunge it. Why are you worried about it?

...(Interruptions)



MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The yardstick will be the same. It is all right. Shri Paranjpe, please do not interrupt.

...(Interruptions)

bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) bÉ ì. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, càÉ iÉÉä ÉÊbÂºÉ<xẤ ÉäÂº]àÉå] {É® cÉÒ Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÂªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ UäÂ½iÉä cé*â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : +ÉÂ¤É +ÉÉ{É <ÂºÉ iÉ®{ÉE àÉÖÆc BÉE®BÉEä Â¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉÂªÉä*
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SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I rise to support the disinvestment policy of
the Government. A lot of discussion has taken place and it is a national debate today whether disinvestment should
take place or not, and if it has to take place, how it has to take place and why it has to take place. One should not
get emotional. We should see the writings on the wall. The whole world over, every country is going in for
privatisation and disinvestment is a part of it. A few days ago, there was an item in the Economic Times and the
heading was about the Ratan Tata Group. He talked about private sector that in the private sector if you are not
competitive, you do not have to be emotional. And what happened? Because the Tata Chemicals was not
performing well, Manu Seth had to go. This is one of the biggest reasons for the public sector units which have
served their time. There was a time when money was not coming into that sector and we followed the Nehruvian
model. At that time it was a good model. But the time has changed and one has to change with the time. One does
not have to be emotional about it and one does not have to be subjective about it. One of the biggest reasons is
that if I have a public sector unit in my constituency, how do I face my constituency and my constituents? It is a big
problem for all of us. What do we tell them? But when they were not performing well, when they were not doing their



job, they had to be blamed for that. How can we go on paying good money, spending good money over bad money
or bad investment? And was it the job of the Government to get into a sector where it was not required? What was
the reason for getting into the hotel line? What was the reason or the rationale to run buses or the
roadways?...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Do you really want the State Roadways Corporations to be run
by exploitative private business?

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): Of course. Why not? If the bureaucrats had their way, they would have
nationalised the taxi service also, and if Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar had to go to the airport and call for a national taxi,
and if there was an IAS officer heading that taxi service, he would never had reached the airport. I am citing one
example. We did a small study in Rajasthan. We studied the Rajasthan Garage which is run by the Government.
When we studied that Garage, we found that the per kilometre cost of the cars available to the IAS officers,
Ministers and others, worked out to something like a phenomenal Rs.15 per kilometre.

(f5/2020/krr/asa)

If you get the same car on kilometre basis, you can run a Mercedes Benz car at Rs. 3 or Rs. 4 per kilometre. That is
the plight of the public sector. My friend and the senior leader Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar started his speech with a
comment. I do not want to put it across to him. He said about selling dahej to pay the chowkidar. I like that
statement. It is a very Doon school sort of statement. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): It is because he was there. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): What it really means is that you do not have the money to pay the
chowkidar but you want to retain him. But still you do not want to sell off your silver utensils. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): You married my Government. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): Let me put it as to how I look at it. That is exactly how I look at it. He
does not have the money to pay the chowkidar. But still he does not want to sell his silver. A Mayoite would rather
sell his silver and start an enterprise and start having four to five chowkidars. That is how we look at it and that is
how a Doscoe looks at it. ...(Interruptions)

I will also say that in the colonial times most of the business was run by the Government and it started like that.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It is completely wrong.

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): Not only in India but even in Canada, they had the Railway service and
everything and they started the hotel service also. It was State-run. But in England, things have changed now. The
BOAC was not running in profit. Once it became the British Airways, when it was privatised, it started functioning
very well and it started making profits. Air France is not doing well even today for the simple fact that it is one of the
biggest airlines. It should be doing much better. Even the Government of France has also decided that they have to
dis-invest and then only they will really start making profits. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): What happened to Pan American?

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): It is a private airliner.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It collapsed. What does it prove? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI V.P. SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): Sir, I have not been able to get into the nitty gritty of figures. The
buzzword today is competition. One does not have to be emotional. We have to go in for dis-investment.

Thank you.

(ends)

2024 hours

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I am extremely grateful to you for having given
me this opportunity, though at the fag end of this discussion. The subject which we are dealing here, the
deliberation that is going on here is very important and of serious nature and it has its far-reaching consequence on
our future economy.



There are two schools of thought. One says : 'You dis-invest' and the other says : 'You do not'. When we say that
we should go in for dis-investment or when we take a case where we oppose dis-investment, we should not forget
the fact that our public sector units with a capital worth of Rs. 2,04,000 crore is earning a dividend of only Rs. 9,000
crore.

(g5/2025/san-hng)

The profit ratio is very low. That is one anguish of the Government. We should also remember that the public sector
units are absorbing the maximum budgetary support and the maximum national savings, thereby creating a wider
budgetary deficiency. This is another anguish of the Government. There cannot be two opinions that 60 per cent of
our revenue goes to the payment of interest on the public debt.

Sir, it is also a fact that nearly 107 PSUs out of 245 PSUs are running at heavy loss and many of them are thrown
to the sick category, waiting for a death knell from the Board for Industrial and Financial Reconstruction, BIFR. Sir,
this is what the agony and anguish the hon. Minister, who has taken over as the Minister of Disinvestment, has
today. But with all these things in mind, can we go on disinvesting indiscriminately, can we afford to throw nation's
assets worth crores of rupees in the hands of the multinational corporations? Sir, when we talk of such a measure
by the Government, they jump on to say that it all started in the Congress regime. A regime may come and go, a
Government may come and go, Ministers may come and go, but what about the national assets which have been
created over the last 50 years?

Sir, when we talk of disinvestment, there is another area also which we all should know about and also understand
the subject in deep. These are the industries which started in 1956 with 5 units and with an investment of Rs. 26
crore. They have gone up to 245 units today which paved the way for the take off of the economy of our nation.
These are the units which are responsible for the building up of our nation. These are the public sector units which
are responsible for the industrialisation of this nation. Can we forget this? Can we ignore this? Sir, you would not
disagree with me if I say that the actual equity put in all these 245 units is roughly about Rs. 55,000 crore and the
rest belongs to the financial institutions. All these loans have been repaid. Is it not a fact that so many crores of
rupees have been repaid by this public sector.

Sir, one should also agree that there was a substantial increase in the gross sale and there was a substantial
increase in the net profit. For Rs. 55,000 crore of investment, this sector has earned roughly about Rs. 10,000 crore
so far. Sir, the value added in production has also gone up to 25 per cent. The gross internal resources have also
increased by 22 per cent.

(h5/2030/sh-sb)

The export earnings increased by 15 per cent because of these public sector units. The contribution to the
exchequer by these units is roughly about Rs. 42,000 crore. Can we ignore this? Apart from all these things, these
units are feeding 20 lakh families in the country. The indiscriminate disinvestment has resulted in throwing out two
lakh workers out of jobs under the VRS. You are tempting them, and they are going out for a song. This is what is
happening today. We should not forget the contribution made by these public sector units. Though we have
invested Rs. 55,000 crore, and the total value is Rs. 2,01,000 crore, ten major public sector units alone are worth
about Rs. 5,00,000 crore today. Can we sell them to the private entrepreneurs? These are the valuable
contributions made by the public sector units which we should take into consideration.

We are saying that disinvestment started with a limited purpose. In the Congress regime, it was to the extent of 20
per cent. They say that there should not be any change in the management. Here is a case where we are jumping
from piecemeal disinvestment to indiscriminate and large-scale disinvestment. For what purpose, this is our
question. Is it to bridge the fiscal deficit which the Government is facing today? Is it to fill up the budgetary gap? The
Government should give an answer to this. If they say, 'no, this is not for the purpose of filling up the budgetary
gap', then why did the Finance Minister set up a target of Rs. 10,000 crore, which he mentioned in his Budget
speech? Is it not a fact that you want Rs. 10,000 crore and, therefore, you are opening everything to the MNCs and
selling these shares?

We are not opposing the disinvestment in toto. We are opposing the kind of disinvestment that happened in the
case of Gas Authority of India Limited. We are opposing the loss of Rs. 600 crore. I am not attributing any motives.
But look at the way in which it was carried out. When the share value was Rs. 150, GAIL was not allowed to sell the
shares whereas, when the share value was Rs. 70, it was allowed to sell thereby incurring a loss of Rs. 600 crore
to the exchequer. This is the aspect which we are opposing; this is the kind of disinvestment which we are
opposing. Therefore, the Government has to spell out its policy in clear and unambiguous terms.

When the first industry was inaugurated by the first Prime Minister of this country, he said that he was not



inaugurating any industry, but he was inaugurating the modern temple of India. We are now demolishing that
temple. The Party in power is very good at demolition. The Party in power today is interested in renovating the
ancient temples. Please protect this temple of modern India also. I wish to remind them that there are many ways to
do this. We should seriously look into all these aspects. We need sincere efforts to do that. It is not a question of
whether that Government did it or some other Government did it. There is no point in harping on or saying that it is
the brainchild of Congress; there is no point in saying that the United Front Government pursued it under the
Common Minimum Programme, and there is no point in saying that you are also following the same thing. There
may be a variation in the quality, but we are not talking about it now.

(j5/2035/snb-har)

If you say that here there is a case where you cannot avoid disinvestment, then you spell out your policy. It should
be unambiguous.

Today, our question is this. Are all these disinvestment taking place in order to fill up the Budgetary gap? This
reminds me of a position where the jewels of your family are sold for the purpose of meeting your day to day
expenditure. If you are selling out your land, that gives you livelihood, for the purpose of managing your day to day
affair, and if that is a fact, then we do not want this disinvestment.

Sir, why is disinvestment taking place in the Navratnas? There are two categories. One is the profit making
industries, and second is the loss making industries. Why are you going about only selling the shares of the profit
making industries? This is the moot question that nobody has answered. All right, if you are selling the loss making
industries for a better purpose, then, what is that purpose? Is it for revamping the sick industries? Is it for revitalising
the sick industries? Or, is it for reviving the existing sick industries? You do not do that. But you claim to have
acquired Rs. 18,000 crore so far from the proceeds of the sales of these shares? What did you do with this Rs.
18,000 crore? Has it gone to the social sector, as was promised?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please conclude now.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): Sir, this is an important matter and I hope you would permit me another two
minutes. There are two more important points that I would like to bring to the notice of the Government.

Sir, there is no point in saying that that this Rs. 18,000 crore has gone into the Consolidated Fund of India. Please
do not say that. Then, why did you at all have a Disinvestment Commission? The tenure of the Commission has
also expired. I do not know as to when this Government would revive the Disinvestment Commission. You revive
this Commission with some teeth. What happened to their recommendations? None of the recommendations of the
Disinvestment Commission, that had given 12 Reports, has been accepted by this Government. None of the
recommendations of the Disinvestment Commission has been taken into consideration. The Commission wanted to
create a fund − a Disinvestment Fund. The hon. Finance Minister, on the floor of this House, had promised that the
Fund would be created. What happened to that? Therefore, we suspect that your act is not transparent. We
suspect your actions because there is no transparency. What happened to this Rs. 18,000 crore? Did it really go to
the health sector? Did it really go to the educational sector? Nobody knows. But there is no point in saying that this
has gone to the Consolidated Fund of India and thereby it has come to the other sectors. That you say it every time.
Why do you not create a corpus? Whatever you disinvest that money should be set apart and that should be
utilised only for the purpose of reviving the existing public sector units -- the nations' wealth, the nations' asset. Can
you declare that? Please spell out your policy.

Mr. Minister, we know you are an able man. We know your integrity. We know about your farsightedness. If you
cannot do it now, you cannot do it any more. If Shri Ram Naik, the hon. Minister of Petroleum and Natural Gas is
powerful, then he can control disinvestment in his Ministry. If Kumari Mamata Banerjee is powerful, she can control
it. But poor Shri Sharad Yadav cannot do it. He has to sell the pride of this nation − the Air India.

Sir, why I am saying this is because you go by the pick and choose method. Why do you do that? There are two
important industries in Tamil Nadu. One of them is the Salem Steel Plant, which is in my constituency. My friend
here was saying, what do we say to the public?

(k5/2040/kmr/skb)

Once you sell this industry worth Rs.2,500 crore, the only stainless steel industry in the entire India, to the private
entrepreneurs, the private entrepreneur will monopolise the entire stainless steel industry in the country. Whom is
the Government helping? Why is the Government doing this when there is a way for revival? The Government
spent Rs.808 crore only recently for providing a hot rolling mill in the Salem Steel Plant. It now wishes to sell this
steel plant, immediately after spending Rs.800 crore on it, while the management wants only Rs.200 crore to make
it a full-fledged steel industry. This industry takes the raw material from Durgapur Alloy Steel Plant. This



it a full-fledged steel industry. This industry takes the raw material from Durgapur Alloy Steel Plant. This
Government wants to kill the Allow Steel Plant at Durgapur also. I say this because once the Salem Steel Plant is
privatised, the private entrepreneur would not take the raw material from the Durgapur plant. This is how the
Government is trying to kill two birds with one shot − kill the Salem Steel Plant and kill the Durgapur Alloy Steel
Plant. The Government is adopting this method now to achieve this. Why is the Government doing this? Is the
Government not doing this to enable the private sector to monopolise the steel industry? Who advised this? What
does the Disinvestment Commission say about this?

The Tamil Nadu Assembly has passed a unanimous resolution asking the Union Government to reconsider this
decision. All political parties were party to that resolution. The same issue was raised in this House. Shri Vaiko,
whose party is a partner in the NDA Government, is sitting here. DMK is represented here. PMK is represented
here. I do not know what they all are doing. Assets worth Rs.2,500 crore are going to be put in the hands of the
private entrepreneurs. For what purpose is this being done? This is being done to let the private sector monopolise
the industry.

SHRI S.S. PALANIMANICKAM (THANJAVUR): Sir, he is misleading the House.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): I am not yielding, Sir. If they have done some good to this industry I would
have yielded. They have not done anything. Let me complete please. ...(Interruptions) When they are there as
partners in power, the people of Tamil Nadu expect them to do some good to the State. If they say that they would
not listen to us, fine. We are in the opposition and that's why they are not listening to us.

SHRI S.S. PALANIMANICKAM (THANJAVUR): He is casting aspersions. Sir, it is my privilege to clarify the position.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): I am not casting aspersions. Let Shri Palanimanickam not divide the
interests of Tamil Nadu in this issue. Everybody is unanimous.

SHRI S.S. PALANIMANICKAM (THANJAVUR): Sir, they have sold the Government shares in SPIC to private
entrepreneurs. How can they talk about this now?

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): Sir, if Shri Palanimanickam is agitated on this, let him answer one question
of mine. When the Union Government wanted to sell off the Vizag Steel Plant, Shri Chandrababu Naidu had just put
in a word to this Government and the Government got worried and immediately went on record saying that it was
holding it back. Why was it done in the case of Andhra Pradesh? It was done because of the numbers.

SHRI S.S. PALANIMANICKAM (THANJAVUR): It is still in process. The Disinvestment Commission has already
taken up the issue.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): It is done because the Telugu Desam Party has 28 Members in the House.
It is very unfortunate for the country.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Selvaganpathi, please conclude now.

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Sir, Shri Selvaganpathi referred to my name and the DMK, and said that we have
compromised. We have not compromised at all. We have raised this issue on the floor of the House. We have
expressed our opinion on the issue. We never compromised on this issue. Compromising has always been their
monopoly. I do not want to criticise.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): What we are saying is that the unanimous voice of Tamil Nadu
is not being heard by this Government whereas the unanimous voice of Andhra Pradesh is being heard by them.
We are saying that really for reasons of politics, they should listen to Tamil Nadu if they are going to listen to
Andhra Pradesh.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let there be some solidarity here among the Tamilians at least.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): I am happy, Sir, that Shri Vaiko is fighting, fighting in the air without yielding
any result. If Shri Chandrababu Naidu is able to do it, why cannot we do it?

(l5/2045/kkd/bks)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, what Shri Selvaganapati was referring to was that the
Government of Tamil Nadu or the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu had not approached the Prime Minister or the
Central Government to stop these privatisations, like Shri Chandrababu did....(Interruptions)

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Sir, the Tamil Nadu Government has taken up the issue with the



Government....(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): They have not....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: How do you know that?

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): What is the result? There is no result....( Interruptions)â€¦They had
approached. But they had not taken any agitated approach....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandian, you are now spoiling your case.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI C. KUPPUSAMI (MADRAS NORTH): He is giving the wrong information....(Interruptions)

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): ...(Expunged as ordered by the Chair)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Sir, it is highly objectionable. Please remove these remarks from
the record....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I will expunge all the objectionable portions.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Sarkaria Commission had given its report as to who was guilty. Nobody is
talking about it....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Selvaganpathi, please conclude now.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): In the sugar deal, Sarkaria Commission had found them
guilty....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have already said that nothing is going on record now.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Palanimanickam, why are you wasting your energy? Nothing is going on record.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandian, let him complete.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandian, let your Member conclude now.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please allow him to conclude now.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Palanimanickam, please take your seat.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): Whatever I have said is contained in the report of the Sarkaria Commission
which is kept in the Library....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Palanimanickam, please.

...(Interruptions)



SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): It is a fact....(Interruptions)â€¦They did scientific corruption....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Kuppusamy, please take your seat.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandian, I am on my legs. Please resume your seat.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Kuppusamy, you also resume your seat.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Palanimanickam, you please go to your seat.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Selvaganipathi, please conclude now.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANPATHI (SALEM): I am concluding, Sir. ...(Interruptions)

(m5/2050/rsg-hcb)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Sir, please check the record and see for yourself. I have not made any
derogatory remark. ...(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS (SHRI RAM NAIK): In this discussion, again, the name of
Shri Karunanidhi has been taken and allegations of corruption have been made. ...(Interruptions) Those names
should be expunged from the record....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please do not mention about those who are not here.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): It is a fact. It is in the Library. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, will you please resume your seat?

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Palanimanickam, please take your seat.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANAPATHI (SALEM): Sir, I am not side-tracking the issue. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Why are you objecting? I only want to create a conducive atmosphere in this House.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, nothing will go on record except what Shri Selvaganapathi says.

(Interruptions) ...(Not recorded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Selvaganapathi, you will have to conclude now.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANAPATHI (SALEM): I will take just one minute. I am on a very important point.

SAIL has been given a time frame of up to March, 2001 for entering into a shareholding agreement. ...(Interruptions)
They will have to enter into an agreement with their strategic partners for transfer of assets. I want my friends who
have been echoing my voice to please stop it. Otherwise, the entire asset worth Rs.2,500 crore would be lost.

The other issue that I want to raise is about the Hindustan Photo Films Limited. This is the only industry in the
entire South-East Asia catering to the needs of Health and Defence Departments. This is such a strategic industry.
The



BIFR have already issued a show cause notice that this industry should be wound up. This is a serious issue.
There are only six industries in this field in the entire world. The multinational corporations are interested in getting
this industry wound up.

I am sorry to say that the workers there are getting only 40 per cent of their salaries. As Shri Natchiappan rightly
pointed out, they are giving up even the subsidy in the canteen. They are paying Rs.10 for a dosa for which they
would otherwise pay Re.1 in order to see that the profits go up. The workers are committed to reviving the industry.
The revival package is pending before the Government. The Government should see that it is revived. There are
2,500 workers belonging to Scheduled Tribes who are entirely dependent on this industry for their livelihood.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): All that is required is the building up of a polyester unit.

SHRI T.M. SELVAGANAPATHI (SALEM): If this industry is not revived, the price of the X-rays will be fixed by the
MNCs. We have a population of 100 crore in this country. If the MNCs say that the price of an X-ray would be
Rs.200 or Rs.500, we will have to pay that. So, please protect this strategic industry. This is very important.

I would request the Government to spell out the policy. Some hon. Members have been demanding a White Paper
to be placed. It would be better if we had a White Paper because we can discuss this threadbare and come to a
conclusion.

Thank you.

(ends)

(n5/2055/vp/rpm)

2055 hours

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): Sir, thank you very much for this opportunity though it comes practically at the
end of the day. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, you are in the safe company.

DR. NITISH SENGUPTA (CONTAI): I shall be very brief. This is a great opportunity that I have experienced where
a lot of pent up emotions, pent up grievances and also prejudices came out during the course of the discussion.
The real point is this. Are we going to shed off some of the ideological bagging, which we all seem to carry, and not
accept the reality and the fact that change is taking place all the time? It is necessary to make a lot of mid-course
corrections some times, leaving our ideological baggage behind and then trying to bring out a dispassionate,
academic and objective discussion. It is in this spirit that I approach this subject this evening.

First of all, disinvestment is not an end in itself; it is a means to an end, the end being the restructuring of the public
sector enterprises system, their revitalisation, turning them into efficient and turning this vast, critical mass of nearly
Rs. 6 lakh crore of investment from being a resource guzzling entity into a surplus generating entity. To the extent
that disinvestment can help that process, it is certainly welcome.

But having said so, my friends in the Treasury Benches should not mind and should bear with me, if I am a little bit
anti-establishment within the overall framework of establishment. I feel that the decision to create a separate
Ministry of Disinvestment in retrospect was not a very wise decision. It is a very wrong signal to everybody around,
including trade unions and the working classes that the Government is there to sell off. That was not certainly the
message. The process has been on since 1991. It has been endorsed by various Governments, but there was
already a Ministry, which was concerned with the public enterprises, that is, the Department of Public Enterprises.
Now, what can the Ministry of Disinvestment do? It is like having something without any limbs, without any teeth
and without any strings of its own. It has to work through the administrative Ministry.

Now, the point is that if the Minister of Petroleum has some reservation about some aspect of disinvestment, there
is little that the Ministry of Disinvestment can do. It cannot do anything. What it has been able to achieve so far will
alone show whether it has justified its existence during this time because basically it cannot do any disinvestment
without the active support of the administrative Ministry. If that is the position, it is much better that the entire work
of disinvestment is left to the administrative Ministry, with the help of the Ministry of Finance and maybe, the
Department of Public Enterprises, which controls most of the public sector enterprises. ...(Interruptions)

Maybe, the Government has good reasons, but from outside, one does feel that the creation of a separate Ministry



of Disinvestment did give a wrong signal all around, as if the Government is there to sell off all the interests. I do not
buy all those arguments about selling off the family silver. There was very little family silver. In any case, when Rs.
6 lakh crore are invested and return is practically negative, if you leave out those monopolistic public sector oil
companies, except a few companies like the NTPC and BHEL, there is no company which is making profit.

The essential problem to my mind would be how to subject this entire system to the discipline of the balance sheet
and profit and loss statement. If you can do that, a lot of problems will disappear. The other important aspect I
should say is that somehow or the other, the workers and the trade unions seem to have been left out altogether in
this major process of decision making which concerns their enterprises. It is a gigantic decision, a collective
decision, where the Management, the Government, the Ministries and the trade unions concerned should be
involved and they should approach the problem as if it is our common, joint problem to solve.

In that process, if the Government has to sell off some portion of its share, there is no harm. But it is absolutely
important that the workers' consent should be obtained and they should be involved because otherwise, I am afraid,
they would create all kinds of problems and once they start fighting, it will be very difficult to achieve any kind of
progress.

Essentially, I feel that we should divide the entire public sector system into two parts − those enterprises which are
traditionally profit making and those enterprises which are chronically unviable and which cannot be redeemed
really.

(o5/2100/rk-rjs)

There may be one or two cases. A number of cases have been mentioned. I do not think it was correct for Shri Mani
Shankar Aiyar to compare Essar Steel with Steel Authority of India. Essar Steel is a totally different system and a lot
of more money, costly money, went into its construction rather than steel Authority of Indiawhich by and large got
much cheaper finance than the recent examples. Then, the Steel industry became the victim of the indiscriminate
policy of free import. Many of the public sector enterprises are in a sorry position today because of the policy of
permitting import over a number of products for which they were practically assured of some kind of monopolistic
positions or shelter market conditions for years to come. Suddenly, they have been exposed to the full competition
for which they are not equipped. If you have been carrying a public sector company like a baby on the shoulder all
the time, giving public sector purchase preference, price preference, no obligation to return the money that has
been invested with interest and all these things, and suddenly if you throw it in the midstream and ask it to swim, it
cannot swim. It will sink. It will get drowned or it will be eaten away by sharks. This is precisely what is happening.

Our enterprises are not accustomed to the kind of competition which is taking place, where many of the countries of
the former Soviet Union are practically dumping many of their products at a throw-away prices just to help their own
foreign exchange position. Similarly, in the last three years with the recession in South East Asia and East Asia,
they also dump the Indian market with their products and the result is that our companies have suffered very badly.
But, to my mind it is a temporary position. It will certainly improve.

But, essentially, as I said, those which are chronically loss-making, they have become loss-making because the
technology might have changed and they may have the outdated technology. The market might have decided that.
Each particular enterprise has its own history of why it has gone sick. There is no general history to place the
sickness. So, what do you do in this?

Many of them are public sector enterprises today but basically it was the private sector which practically ruined
them completely. Then the Government, in a kind of generosity, as it happened in seventies and eighties, took them
over which was a wrong policy to my mind retrospectively. The Government of the day should not have taken over
any company which was rendered sick by the private sector enterprises. That is what happened to the National
Bicycle Corporation. Many of them were just taken over like that just because there was a feeling that they have
gone sick because of mis-management. If there was a shade or something under the instrument which looks like
instrument or equipment, then all that was needed was that they should be managed properly by the Government
with unlimited finance and they will return to sickness. That never happened because as in the case of human lives,
industry also has its history. Enterprises also die and when some system is about to die, it is not good to try to
preserve it through oxygen cylinder for any length of time. This may only cost the nation further because every time
it has to be kept alive by cash loss and that cash is met from the Budget after depriving sectors like let us say,
providing drinking water to all our villages, providing elementary education to all our schools. The Government
cannot discharge these essential duties there just because of this extreme preoccupation of the industry that we
had in the last three or four decades. We want to keep everything alive. So, I am afraid that has to come.

Again, the Government has to take quick decisions. As I said, once it is decided that there are profit-making units,
loss-making units, you take them out. If loss-making units cannot be revived, there is no harm if a public sector



collaborator is brought in to provide the technology or finance. I should say that those of our friends who are all the
time running down the multinationals should not mind if a multinational is brought in to help revive a particular sick
unit which cannot be otherwise revived. If they give, for instance, the buy-back guarantee, it is good. There are
many cases in which countries like Mexico and Brazil have solved their problems of public sector sick industry. We
do not learn from other countries. A lot of things were said on the question of workers. In a particular system the
total number of people in the organised sector is around 30 million of which the Government sector itself has about
22 million or 26 million.

(p5/2105/rc/nsh)

Now, any idea that this enterprise will close down throwing 4000 people out of job, does not sell very much. Firstly,
the trade unions will resist. Even the public will not like that idea very much. Therefore, while considering any
proposal about reconstruction or disinvestment, we must ensure that nobody loses his job. The Government of Sri
Lanka has done this. When Sri Lanka privatised a lot of their public sector industries, those who were given the
responsibility were clearly told that within two years there will be no retrenchment and after two years you would
have an opportunity to do so. Whom you do not want, you could ask them to go. But it has to be with proper
rehabilitation packages. Sir, can we not say that due to reconstruction or disinvestment, nobody will lose his job and
that he will be allowed to draw salary by sitting at home until they retire? If you look at the age profile of the people,
you will see that the Government will not have to spend very much. It will be much cheaper.

Incidentally, what happened to the much-talked about National Renewal Fund which was created in early '90s. It
was created precisely with the idea of providing retraining, and redeployment facilities to all those people who are
rendered surplus. But nothing had happened. In the governmental system we have got examples. In the early '50s
when food was de-controlled and rationing was abolished, those of you who were alive at that time must be
remembering that there were many thousand people employed all over the country who were employed in the Food
Department all over the country. But at that time we had a very courageous Minister, Shri Rafi Ahmad Kidwai who
took the risk to close it down. But he provided new jobs to everybody by sending them to other Departments. There
are still many Departments which are without sufficient manpower. So, why can we not say that nobody will lose his
job? A simple announcement could be made that reconstruction or disinvestment does not mean some one losing
his job. It could also be said that everybody will be given appropriate opportunities for retraining and redeployment.
We should also say that proper Golden Handshake will be given. Otherwise, they can sit at home and draw the
salary and allowances until they retire. Sir, the Hindustan Lever closed down their factory in Mumbai a couple of
years ago. The Indian Aluminium Company was also closed down a couple of years ago. But there were no
murmurs because the management sat with the workers and settled the problem. The Chairman of the Indian
Aluminium Company told me what he was asked by a person. A person told him that when some one asked him
what does he do? He used to say that he is working in the Indian Aluminium Company. Now, what should he say?
There were identity crisis. Then the Chairman said that there will be a room for you with newspapers and whenever
he wishes to come there, he can come and spend time as long as he can. The problem was solved. Even in a city
like Mumbai, no trade union raised the question that two major companies have been closed down. There is a
lesson for the public sector to learn. I am sure if workers are taken into confidence and the matter is settled not on
"we" and "you" basis but on "us" basis saying that it is a collective problem and a collective decision is taken by
involving the trade unions, certainly it can be solved.

Last point that I wanted to make is that uncertainty should be avoided. There is a lot of uncertainty now. For
instance, what is the exact position of Air India and Indian Airlines? It was decided some time ago that they will be
merged. I think that should have been a very rationale step. It is because the position of Air India is coming down
every day for unknown reasons.

In all the public sector enterprises even in those profitable ones, the Government shareholding must be brought
down to 49 per cent. Very often we talk about things which we do not understand. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar told me
that people like us confuse with figures of 74, 26 and 51. If it is 51 per cent then it continues to be a Government
company. If Air India has to buy a plane it has to go to the Ministry of Finance and then to the Planning Commission.
If the Planning Commission has to arbitrate among let us say transport sector and rural employment sector,
naturally it will give first priority to the rural development. The, if it is the transport sector, first priority will go to urban
transportation rather than civil aviation which in popular mind is still associated with luxury-oriented activity. You
take it out of the Government and reduce the Government shareholding to 49 per cent, the Government will have
total control. You can have the rest of the share well spread out. The Government will have complete control but it
will not be a Government company. To that extent it can go to the market and I can assure you that for buying a
plane money is no problem in the world market. Today, the sellers will themselves come and link you up with
financial organisations which will give you soft loans very easily.

(q5/2110/kvj/mkg)



But, so long as Air India and Indian Airlines continue to be the Government companies, they suffer from this
problem.

To sum up, I should say that we should not have any kind of strong inhibitions about it. We should be pragmatic.
We should not try to keep the loss making units. Their assets have to be revalued. If we calculate the assets on the
basis of the balance sheets, then I am afraid, there will be enough of resources to pay a good compensation
package to the workers who may like to go away. Sell it as a property and not as a company. Sell the assets. There
is no question of disinvestment there.

As regards the profit making companies, well, in those monopolistic ones, perhaps it may be better to keep the
Government shareholding at 51 per cent. But, in all others the Government shareholding should be progressively
brought down to at least 49 per cent. There is no harm in this. Ideally I would prefer that it should be widely spread
among the investing public. That will give it a lot, that will boost up the capital share market, give a lot of floating
stock in the market and give a lot of money to the Indian shareholding also. There also preference should be given
to the employees. This is how Mrs. Margaret Thatcher succeeded in her efforts.

Thank you very much.

(ends)

2112 hours

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker Sir, I do not rise in any spirit of confrontation on the
question of disinvestment. I rise to emphasize and to stress on the need to exercise due caution in implementing
any policy of disinvestment.

Sometimes I begin to wonder whether a transient majority here should have the power to demolish and dismantle
the public sector. Whatever may be their fondness for demolitions, I wonder whether this transient majority should
have the power to demolish and dismantle structures built up in the past fifty years or whether disinvestment in any
particular public enterprise should have the sanction of two-thirds majority of this House. That is a matter of caution.
However, apart from that, as I said, caution has to be exercised rather than a mad rush in our policy of
disinvestment.

In our fondness for disinvestment, privatisation, liberalisation, globalisation, etc. the paramount considerations of
the security of the country and the welfare of the people cannot be compromised. Look at the emerging scenario. I
am afraid, it is a little frightening scenario. With privatisation of functions in seaports and airports and the
globalisation of our national carriers, where are we leading ourselves to? Allah forbids, if there is a calamity or even
a war, these strategic places in the hands of private people or even foreign interests and the Government left with
only 26 per cent of holding, I am afraid, it may create a serious situation. We will have to be extremely careful and
cautious to see that the welfare of the people is not compromised.

(r5/2115/ru-jr)

Mr. Deputy-Speaker Sir, we all know that the public sector enterprises have contributed generously towards the
social sector. During 1997-98, their expenditure on township, maintenance, educational, medical and other facilities
amounted to Rs.3147 crores. When you go to the private enterprises, you may find that the main consideration is
profitability. Competition would increase. Competition may bring efficiency. It may bring in greater profits. But what
about social justice? What about the very concept of a welfare state? We have to take care of that particular point.

We have to learn from other nations, from the experiences of other countries. We find that there are countries who
went in for disinvestment have suffered. Time does not permit me to catalogue the happenings and developments
in all such countries. For example, in Great Britain, the policy of dismantling the public sector enterprises some
years ago was commonly referred to as 'Thatcherism'. It was widely criticised as monumental error, blunder and
disaster. What did it lead to in Great Britain? It led to skyrocketing of tariffs. For example, there was skyrocketing of
telecom tariffs and lastly, water supply was privatised over there.

There was a reference about British Airways. But only one part of the whole thing was presented. Today, British
Airways is in difficulties. It is in search of some partner to have necessary finances. Here, I am not in any spirit of
confrontation with your policy. I only say to exercise due caution. Our public sector enterprises are performing great
social service. What a fine network of the oil companies as regards the supply of petroleum products in every nook
and corner of our country! The private enterprises will be governed by considerations of profitability and not with
that of social justice, which is to make provision of petroleum products in every nook and corner of the country
irrespective of whether that is going to be profitable or not. So, I emphasise due caution in this entire exercise of
disinvestment.



Sir, we need a positive attitude towards disinvestment process and this positive attitude lies in treating the entire
question of disinvestment as an instrument for restructuring and reforming our public enterprises. Now, this concept
would require certain elucidations for which there is no time. But the entire disinvestment should be considered in a
positive manner, for restructuring and reforming our public sector enterprises. But then that will need a look at the
utilisation of the disinvestment funds. If the disinvestment funds are utilised for your fiscal deficit, then Allah forbid,
disaster awaits us. The Disinvestment Commission itself has said that there must be a disinvestment fund and it
has laid down in various reports that the receipts from this fund should not go to meet the fiscal deficit but it should
go in order to restructure and reform our own public sector enterprises.

(s5/2120/brv-asa)

In their 12th Report dated August 1999, the Disinvestment Commission says like this at page 2 and I quote:

"The disinvestment should be a part of a well-thought-out strategy of public sector reform and not made
to serve merely as a means of raising revenues for the Budget."

The question that I raise is what happens to the suggestion of the Disinvestment Commission with respect to the
Disinvestment Fund as also utilising the Disinvestment Fund for restructuring and reforming our public sector
undertakings. If I am not mistaken, in the year 1996, the Government had taken a decision to have the
Disinvestment Fund. But I do not think it is operational. I said earlier that I am not here for confrontation. If it is not,
please do it immediately. Please do not fritter away the funds for meeting the fiscal deficit alone but utilise it in a
proper manner.

The creation of a Disinvestment Fund, and the concept of proper utilisation of the disinvestment receipts, will also
guard us against another danger, the danger of disinvestment process degenerating into distress sale. The Budget
puts a certain target of Rs.10,000 crore. To meet the target, there would be distress sale; the fiscal deficit would be
met and the Budget is not upset. If we have the Disinvestment Fund and if the process of disinvestment does not go
for helping the Budget, then, in that case, we will also be in a position to meet this danger properly - the danger of
the disinvestment policy degenerating into distress sale. I

am afraid that in the case of Air India, this is the position that is coming up. But, Sir, I see you getting restless.
Therefore, I am not getting into the question of Air India. We will, I think, have more opportunities.

There is another aspect where caution is needed and that is proper valuation of the assets of the public
enterprises. The Ministry concerned will be able to do it. There has to be some independent agency for that
purpose. Proper valuation of the share value must be done. Here also, there was a reference to the Modern Food
Industries. It is a widely known thing. Let us have transparency. Mr. Minister, in your own interest, please see that
the suspicions in the minds of the public are put at rest. It is said that the value of the prime land in various
metropolitan cities is nearly Rs.2000 crore. I do not know about it. I am no expert in that. But that is how the story
goes. It is said that Rs.2000 crore worth of property was sold for just Rs.105 crore, a pittance! So, it is necessary
that some transparent way must be found out in which there should be certain valuations.

In this connection, I would like to cite one example. I remember how the Income-Tax people are doing it. If I sell
away my property at any amount, the Income-Tax people will not agree to it. They will say that they will have their
own valuation of my property. They would say like this: "You have said that you have sold it for just this much
amount. But we will have our own valuation because we feel that you would have pocketed much more.

Coming to the main point, certain national properties are being sold away. Here is a disinvestment process. There
has to be a responsible, independent valuation and a transparent process. That is absolutely necessary.

(t5/2125/ksp/hng)

Sir, on the question of employees, you must not ring the bell. The interests of the employees cannot be sacrificed. A
lot has been said about that and I will not repeat all that has been said. But then this is a factor that has to be
considered.

Sir, there are various other things like the search for, what is called, strategic partners. What does it mean? I have
very little knowledge of these things. But I tried to find out. It meant some big giants in the same industry. If that is
so, they are going into cartels and monopolists. Whatever the hon. Minister, Shri Arun Jaitley may say with loud
voice, with sound and fury, it is without any argument. So, these cartels and these monopolists will then create such
distortions in our policy with very disastrous consequences on the economy of the country.

Therefore, with this note of caution and emphasising the need for a positive policy of disinvestment, which can be a



real, effective instrument for reforming and restructuring of our public enterprises, I take leave of you.

(ends)
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gÉÉ Ò c®É ÒÂ£É É>ó Â¶É ÆB É Eã É à ÉcÉãÉ ä (à É ÉãÉ äMÉ É ÆẤ É ) gÉÉ Ò c®É ÒÂ£É É>ó Â¶É ÆB É Eã É à ÉcÉãÉ ä (à É ÉãÉ äMÉ É ÆẤ É ) : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂºÉnxÉ àÉå ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA VÉÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÂ½É ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé JÉÂ½É
cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* VÉäÂ¤É àÉå SÉxÉÉ bÉãÉxÉä ÂºÉä +ÉÉẤ ÉÉVÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÖÆc àÉå àÉÉãÉ bÉãÉxÉä ÂºÉä +ÉÉẤ ÉÉVÉ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* UÉä]É Â¤ÉÉÂ¤ÉÚ lÉÉäÂ½É Â§ÉÂ]ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®iÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ +ÉMÉ®
nÉä cVÉÉ® BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ jÉ@hÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉä xÉÉäÉÊ]ÂºÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉBÉEÉ ÂºÉÉ®É àÉÉãÉ VÉÂ¤iÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* àÉé SÉäxxÉ<Ç MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ* Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä cé* àÉéxÉä =xÉÂºÉä
àÉÖãÉÉBÉEÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ, iÉÉä {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =xcÉåxÉä 20 BÉEÉäÉÊ] ®BÉEàÉ UÉäÂ½ nÉÒ* ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®BÉEàÉ UÉäÂ½ÉÒ Ấ Éä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉä, Â¤ÉÉÎãBÉE Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä =tÉÉäMÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ lÉä* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA àÉèxÉä {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ
BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® àÉÉãÉ àÉÖÆc àÉå VÉÉiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä +ÉÉẤ ÉÉVÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc Â§ÉÂ]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ cè* <iÉxÉÉÒ ®BÉEàÉ ABÉE Â¤ÉéBÉE àÉå Â§ÉÂ]ÉSÉÉ® àÉå cè, iÉÉä näÂ¶É àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä Â¤ÉéBÉE cé* àÉé ABÉE
Â¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÖ®É®VÉÉÒ {ÉÆlÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ lÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEãÉÉæÂºBÉE® =xÉBÉEä PÉ® Â¤ÂªÉÉcxÉä +ÉÉA lÉä* ÉÊBÉEãÉÉæÂºBÉE® xÉä àÉÖZÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉä càÉÉ®ä nÖÂ¶àÉxÉ cè, Â¤ÉÂ½ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä nÖÂ¶àÉxÉ cè,
BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ãÉÉäcä BÉEÉ nÉàÉ Â¤ÉfÃÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ, ÂªÉÚÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ BÉEÉ nÉàÉ Â¤ÉfÃÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* ABÉE Â¤ÉÉ® AäÂºÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ cÖ+ÉÉ, BÉEèãÉÉÂ¶ÉẤ ÉÉÂºÉÉÒ Ấ ÉÂºÉxiÉnÉnÉ {ÉÉÉÊ]ãÉ àÉÖJÂªÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ lÉä* àÉÖàÂ¤É<Ç BÉEä ABÉE BÉEÉÂªÉÇÂµÉEàÉ àÉå càÉÉ®ä
ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉÉä®É®VÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉ<Ç Ấ ÉÂºÉxiÉnÉnÉ BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE Â¤ÉÉäãÉåMÉä, +ÉãÉMÉ {ÉÉÉÌ]ÂªÉÉÆ lÉÉÓ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xcÉåxÉä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE xÉcÉÓ Â¤ÉÉäãÉÉ* Ấ ÉÂºÉxiÉnÉnÉ xÉä VÉÉä ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ, Ấ Éc ~ÉÒBÉE ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ*
àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å àÉå VÉÂ¤É Â£ÉÉ®iÉÉÒÂªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, iÉÉä =xcÉåxÉä Â£ÉÉÒàÉ |ÉÉÊiÉYÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉE AxÉ®ÉxÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÂºÉàÉÖp àÉå bÖÂ¤ÉÉä nÉÒ VÉÉA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ bÚÂ¤ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ*

(u5/2130/sb-ss)

àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å àÉå ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ-VÉÖãÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉ<Ç iÉÉä AxÉ®ÉìxÉ ÉÊVÉxnÉ cÉä MÉÂªÉÉ* <ÂºÉä 13 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEÉÒ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä àÉÆVÉÚ®ÉÒ nÉÒ* àÉä®É ÂªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ®ÉÂ]Å BÉEä ÉÊciÉ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cè =ÂºÉä
ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE®ä +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ®ÉÂ]Å BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè =ÂºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉ BÉE®ä*

àÉcÉänÂªÉ, VÉÂ¤É 1978 àÉå {ÂªÉÉVÉ BÉEÉ nÉàÉ BÉEàÉ cÉä MÉÂªÉÉ iÉÉä àÉé gÉÉÒ àÉÉä®É®VÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉ<Ç BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ MÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xÉÂºÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉãnÉÒ ÂºÉä VÉãnÉÒ ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ Â¤ÉÆnÉÒ =~ÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, =xcÉåxÉä
ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ Â¤ÉÆnÉÒ =~É<Ç* +ÉÉVÉ àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å àÉå Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä-+ÉSUä ãÉÉäMÉ cé* Ấ ÉÉVÉ{ÉäÂªÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUä cé* càÉ =xÉÂºÉä BÉE<Ç Â¤ÉÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉ SÉÖBÉEä cé* =xÉÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÂªÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ
ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ Â¤ÉÆnÉÒ =~ÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xcÉåxÉä =~É<Ç xÉcÉÓ* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å BÉEÉä 150 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉ PÉÉ]É cÖ+ÉÉ* ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ ®ÉäxÉä ãÉMÉä* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ 100-250 âó{ÉA |ÉÉÊiÉ ÉÏBÉDÂ
´É]ãÉ {ÂªÉÉVÉ Â¤ÉäSÉ ®cä cé* àÉé =ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ xÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉÂªÉBÉE lÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉ cÉÒ ÂºÉÆÂºÉn ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉ lÉÉ, BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ ABÉE ÂºÉÉàÉÉxÂªÉ BÉEÉÂªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ lÉÉ* àÉé näẤ ÉäMÉÉäÂ½É VÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ MÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xÉÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ {ÂªÉÉVÉ
BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊẤ ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ* =xcÉåxÉä ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ Â¤ÉÆnÉÒ =~É<Ç* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ Â¤ÉÆnÉÒ =~ VÉÉiÉÉÒ iÉÉä {ÉEÉì®äxÉ ABÉDÂºÉSÉåVÉ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉiÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÖJÉÉÒ cÉäiÉä +ÉÉè® àÉcÉ®ÉÂ]Å
BÉEÉÒ 150 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ BÉEÉÒ ®BÉEàÉ Â£ÉÉÒ JÉ®ÉÂ¤É xÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ*

+ÉiÉ: àÉä®ÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÂºÉä |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ãÉFàÉÉÒ, ÂºÉ®ÂºẤ ÉiÉÉÒ, xÉÉÒÂªÉiÉ +ÉÉè® gÉàÉ <BÉE]Â~É BÉE®BÉEä ®ÉÂ]Å BÉEä ÉÊciÉ BÉEÉä näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä ®ÉÂ]Å +ÉÉMÉä Â¤ÉfÃäMÉÉ* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ xÉcÉÓ MÉÂªÉÉ cè,
<ÂºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉMÉ® <xÉ nÉä-SÉÉ® Â¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä vÂªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ iÉÉä näÂ¶É +ÉÉMÉä Â¤ÉfÃäMÉÉ*

(<ÉÊiÉ)

2133 hours

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, I shall be very brief and I would not repeat it. It is being said that the public
sector is inefficient. My first question to the hon. Minister is this. How many from the management side of the public
sector undertakings through the process of poaching and other methods have joined the foreign companies and the
Indian companies to make them efficient? In the form of R&D, how much has been the contribution of the public
sector undertakings to the private sector?

Lastly, the most important argument is that we are badly in need of more resources. We do not have them. What is
the FDI inflow? The complaint of CII and FICCI through a representation to the Prime Minister about a month back
was that the national savings were being monopolised through the share market and through the portfolio
management by the foreign investors, that is, national savings, our money, our technology, our research, our
management and through that only, they are going to have the managerial control. What is that? According to the
Indian Company Law, by 26 per cent control, they will have the veto power. With the autonomy and the freedom of
the public sector undertaking, in which you have divested 26 per cent to a foreign company, they, with our national
savings, our management, and our R&D, will have the veto power to control the management, be it in the case of
Air India or be it in the case of any other undertaking − insurance and other sectors − where you are just divesting
26 per cent and more.

(w5/2135/rs/har)

Secondly, even after foregoing the equity stake of 26 per cent for foreign equity, it is being interpreted in a different
way. It has happened in the case of IRDA. You know what is the interpretation? They interpreted that for the foreign
equity in an Indian company, who will be the Indian partner in the insurance industry, this 26 per cent cap will not be
applicable. That was the interpretation. I raised it again and again and there was protest all around. I do not know
but the hon. Minister will reply as to how such an interpretation is made. This is an insult to this House. This House
decided for only 26 per cent of foreign equity and they are interpreting that 26 per cent foreign equity cap will not be
applicable for those foreign stakes in the Indian partner of the company. The hon. Minister owes an explanation to
this House.

Regarding the willful defaulters, I would like to say that they owe large sums of money to the financial institutions.
Will the Government assure that these companies, these individuals will never be allowed to have any stake in the



disinvestment? It so happened that when the CII had said that United Commercial Bank should be commercialised
or should be sold out, the employees had said that these were the people who owe to the bank. Ultimately, they
had to back out.

Sir, these public sector undertakings have paid in the forms of dividend, corporate taxes, excise duty, customs duty
and other duties in 1998-99 to the tune of Rs.46,924 crore. I would like to know will this be compensated through
the taxes paid by the Indian companies. I am referring to three companies only. The number one Indian company
whose name is there in the Fortune List. They have been enjoying the zero tax privileges. Of late they have been
paying the minimum alternate tax. That is ITC. What is due to them in terms of excise duty? It is Rs.800 crore. What
were the dues that were paid by the multinational banks to the Income Tax? No payment was made by them and
they are being allowed to buy the shares. Will the Government assure that these people, who have not paid their
due taxes to the Government and who are defaulters, will never be allowed to buy the Government stake if it is
disinvested?

Regarding transparency, I would like to tell what goes by the name of insider trading in the share market. If I had
time, I would have given umpteen number of instances. Through insider knowledge they are manipulating the share
market, bringing down the share prices of public sector undertakings so that when divested they will buy them at
cheaper prices. These manipulation stories are there, but I will not go into the details.

Regarding level playing field, I would like to say that this should be ensured. I am giving only one example of
Hindustan Cables Ltd. That was the deemed subsidiary of DoT. They had been making profit, but DoT
discontinued to place the orders to them. Ultimately, the Government have decided that this should be in the
disinvestment list.

Sir, from State monopoly, the private monopoly is coming. I am giving one concrete example. For IPCL there are two
bidders now. One is IPL Chatterjee Sorros and the other is Reliance. If Reliance is given then in the Indian market
Reliance will have the monopoly control. From the State monopoly you are going to the private monopoly. How
monopoly can be contained?

(x5/2140/lh-skb)

Lastly, the Indian situation is a paradoxical one. There is no private sector. The private sector is heavily dependent
on the public financial institutions.

I am just recalling one incident. When Swaraj Paul had come to India in connection with Escorts, while going back
he made an historic statement at that point of time that the Indian private sector with their contribution of Rs. 260
crore only had been controlling a corpus of Rs.27,000 crore. Now, it is lakhs of crores of rupees. There is no private
sector. It is only dependent on the public sector.

The reverse story is this. Look at the management of public sector. Ratan Tata is on the Board of Reliance. All the
big guys in the private sector are in key position of the public sector. ...(Interruptions) I will just make an appeal to
Shri Vaiko and others, who are partners in the NDA Government that there are Ministers in the Government who
have serious reservations about disinvestment. I find, Shri Ram Naik is laughing. He should stand up and oppose.
...(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS (SHRI RAM NAIK): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I am not
laughing, I am smiling. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Okay. That means, you have corraborated. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Rupchand Pal, there is a difference between laughing and smiling.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Sir, I am concluding now. They should stand up and oppose.

Thank you.

(ends)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, the hon. Minister.

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå àÉÉàÉãÉÉ +ÉÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =xcÉåxÉä MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉÒ ÉÊbÂºÉÂ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] {ÉÉÉÊãÉÂºÉÉÒ {ÉEÉ® àÉäVÉ® {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE
ÂºÉèBÉD]® +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉDẤ Éè®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè* àÉé =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: After the Minister's Reply, you can seek a clarification.



gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ 193 BÉEÉ VÉẤ ÉÉÂ¤É näxÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn BÉEèÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ?

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÂªÉcÉÆ BÉÖEU Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉäãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé?

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, VÉÉÎÂº]ÂºÉ BÉßE{ÉÉãÉ ÉËÂºÉc +ÉÉè® VÉÉÎÂº]ÂºÉ bÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ. àÉÉc{ÉÉjÉ xÉä ÂºÉÉäÉÊãÉÉÊÂºÉÂªÉ]® VÉxÉ®ãÉ gÉÉÒ c®ÉÒÂ¶É ÂºÉÉãẤ Éä ÂºÉä {ÉÚUÉ cè:

"Whether the Court should not interfere with the Government's policy even if healthy and profit-making
PSUs were handed on a platter to a private party. "

+ÉÉMÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ {ÉÚUÉ cè:

"Government is within its right to try various experiments so long as those experiments are not arbitrary
and mala fide. "

BÉDÂªÉÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ÂºÉBÉEÉ |ÉÉÒBÉEÉÂ¶ÉxÉ ãÉäMÉÉÒ? càÉÉ®ä ÂºÉcÂªÉÉäMÉÉÒ gÉÉÒ {É®ÉÆVÉ{Éä xÉä Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉè AxÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* =xcÉåxÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ
lÉÉ......(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Mohan Rawale, he has spoken about it in detail.

Now, the hon. Minister. There should be no interruptions till he concludes his speech.

 

2143 hours

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF
STATISTICS AND PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATIVE REFORMS AND PUBLIC GRIEVANCES OF THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DISINVESTMENT

(SHRI ARUN SHOURIE): Sir, we have had the most incisive debate, many incisive contributions from my dear
college friend, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar, Shri Banatwalla's wise counsel for caution, and Shri Kirit Somaiya's figures
and understanding of UTI and other things are not to be dismissed as those of a person who does some dhandha
or controls it but of a person who has great knowledge in these matters. Similarly, there have been constructive
suggestions from several quarters, especially, Dr. Nitish Sengupta and others. I shall ensure that they are kept in
mind.

Sir, I have pleaded many a time in public and in the other House, where I have had an opportunity to speak on
these matters, that I sincerely believe that there is a continuity in Government policy. I am not entering that as a
defence that we are only doing things which others did. That is not the purpose but I regard this as one of the signs
of maturity of the Indian political class, and those who happen to come into Government from time to time. Since
early 1990s, this is the fifth or sixth Government today, the main direction of the Economic Policy has continued in
one way. It is not to say that the same policies have continued. On the contrary, the policies have been modified
and built upon on the basis of the experience that has gone on, as we proceeded along those policies.

(y5/2145/mmn-bks)

It has always distressed me that we came to create differences where there are none. The proof of this is that
whether you say it of this side or of that side, when people are in powerâ€”now power is a big word, so let me use
the word 'office'â€”or where we are in office, we, all of us, say one thing and where we are not in office, we say
something else. As Shri Arun Jaitley and Shri Kirit Somaiya pointed out, if you see the State Governments today,
speaking in general, they are all following the same direction of policies. Yes, there are minor modifications. Well, I
do not want to go into individual States so as not to create a controversy. So, that is my point.

I feel that we disable all ourselves; we disable our ability to compete with the rest of the world when we try to nit-
pick and find artificial differences when our roles change. I will give you an instance. Shri Arun Jaitley mentioned
that the first time this course of disinvestment was proposed in a Budget when Shri Chandra Shekhar was the
Prime Minister. It was continued and built upon. It was not a perfidy of any kind. It was a realisation. I will come to
why that realisation came about. It was a realisation of one change that had to be brought about in the direction of
economic policy. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar and many other friends mentioned that when you set a target of
Rs.10,000 crore, you hand over, you announce your compulsion and, therefore, you can be beaten down in prices
and other things.

I will just mention to you that the target fixed in 1991-92 Budget was Rs.2,500 crore. It was given. In 1992-93, the
target was given of Rs.2,500 crore. In 1993-94, the target given was of Rs.3,500 crore. In 1994-95, the target given



was of Rs.4,000 crore. In 1995-96, the target given was of Rs.7,000 crore and so on. I have the figures right up to
now. If we say that that was right but if anybody at the same time gives the target this year or last year, which is a
distress sale, then we are scoring a debating point.

In 1993, a Committee was set up with one of the most respectable person in India as its head, an economist, the
former Governor of Reserve Bank, Shri Rangarajan. The name of that Committee was "The Committee on the
Disinvestment of Shares in Public Sector Enterprises". It was set up in 1993. The United Front Government
announced it not only in its programme but also it is the Government which set up the Disinvestment Commission. It
referred 72 Public Sector Enterprises to that Disinvestment Commission. The ones that are being considered today
are the ones on which the Disinvestment Commission gave its recommendation. I will come to a few of those
examples which have been mentioned like Air India, BHEL and others.

The second bunch of Public Sector Enterprises which are before me which I have to process and consider are the
ones that have been referred to the Disinvestment Department by none other than the Ministry that you keep
quoting as having great differences on disinvestment, that is, the Ministry for Heavy Industries.

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): The Minister is not present here.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: The Minister is not here. I am just mentioning the fact that those are the cases that are
before me. There are other cases on disinvestment which have been referred by the BIFR. Well, I do not want to
elaborate on the process. But none of those persons were perverts. They were doing things as the circumstances
induce them and compel them to do.

(z5/2150/dva/hcb)

Secondly, I would mention it, Shri Ramaiah has also just now mentioned it and some other friends have also
mentioned it, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar pointed out, he made a very telling point, that the term of the Disinvestment
Commission had expired in November, l999. It has not been re-constituted all this while and Shri Arun Jaitley gave
an answer to that, that the work of implementing the recommendations of the Disinvestment Commission is still
going on and that it is not necessary to start a new Commission just now when there is such a backlog of the work
done by the old Commission.

But I am glad to inform Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar and other friends who have mentioned this fact − other speakers
mentioned it − that in fact, the process of re-constituting the Disinvestment Commission has begun and we are
already considering the types of persons who should be most honourable, whose integrity should be of the highest
order, who should have a particular acumen in these matters from any side for re-constituting the Disinvestment
Commission. I have myself personally − I do not mind disclosing this -- talked to the Prime Minister on this. He has
given me the go ahead. Names will be proposed and considered within the Government. It is not the province of
one Minister at all and I will mention that later. The process has started.

Again, Shri Nitish Kumar pointed it out, many of the other friends also pointed it out, very senior elders pointed it
out, that consultations with labour and trade unions should be there. It just happens that the trade union leaders are
meeting the Prime Minister day after tomorrow on this matter in the morning. I have been told that I must be there
also.

In my own case I have said earlier in the other House and reported to this House earlier I have sought about with
the most distinguished Leader of the Opposition in the Rajya Sabha, whom I have known for 30 years who has
been

a hallmark of integrity, innovation of economic policies. I have sought his time to learn from him on these matters.

I have sought the time of the distinguished Leader of the Opposition in the Lok Sabha and I was to meet her one
day, but because this House was deliberating the Bill, I think the first Bill on Jharkhand or one of the States
Reorganisation Bills, 2000, she was so kind as to send me messages twice during the evening that she would meet
me later.

The next day we were to meet but the next Bill was being considered. The third day she, for very good reasons,
had to go to Kashmir and I will await her convenience. It is not a matter of prestige. I sincerely believe, as very
distinguished senior speakers have pointed out, that these are matters that are of most concern to the country and
it is the duty of persons who have been handed charge of a particular matter on which still so much
misunderstanding persists, to reach out everywhere.

Shri Basu Deb Acharia is here. I can report to him. Just yesterday I had a long and instructive session with Shri
Dipankar Mukherjee on National Fertiliser itself. He is very knowledgeable on that. He has directed me to two other



experts. I myself met them and we will certainly seek their guidance. So, I make sure that whatever is needed will be
done on this point. But hon. Members should take what I say in that spirit. On many matters I find that we are just
misinformed and I would mention one or two things.

Shri Banatwalla said it, Shri Nitish Kumar said it and Shri Selvaganapathi said it, and the expression that was used
was "The pride of the Nation" and that is Air India. It is true that so many of us have known Air India as a symbol of
India. But please see the facts, not as reported by me but by the Disinvestment Commission whose
recommendations.

For instance, Shri Banatwalla just read out a passage from it. And he emphasised a very important recommendation
on the disinvestment fund.

This was what he said. It was headed by Shri G.V. Ramakrishna. They say, "Air India's share of traffic" − this is in
the second set of Reports on page 279 − "only from to and from India, forget from everywhere else, has consistently
fallen from almost 50 per cent to about 30 years ago to about 33 per cent in mid-80s to 22 per cent."

(a6/2155/tkd-rpm)

They go on to say that this is because of the inability of the Air India to attract the high yielding first class and
business class passengers. There is an increasing competition from international airlines and deterioration of Air
India's product over the years. The main causes for the deterioration are the pathetic on-time performance (about
55 per cent) till financial year, 1996, low service quality and limited network on offer. They go on like this.
...(Interruptions) Please just let me continue. We are already very late. ...(Interruptions)The utilisation of the
unutilised routes that the airline had fallen on such bad times that its percentage of utilisation had fallen now on the
air routes it was operating to 47 per cent of what it had. It is this Commission which then went on to make several
recommendations. Please see the sentence. He said that it is a pride of India. But just see where the pride had
fallen, while we were looking elsewhere. At the current level of financial performance, Air India's network will be
wiped out within the next two years and is likely to turn into a sick company to be referred to BIFR. Our pride would
have been to ensure that an important enterprise like that would not reach that condition.

Sir, so many good friends have mentioned about BHEL. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): I would like to say something regarding Air India because you passed that
item. ...(Interruptions) What is the purpose behind the privatisation or disinvestment of airports in Calcutta, Delhi
and Mumbai, etc? The air traffic may be little there and so also the Telecom sector. The employees of the
Department of Telcom are on strike. ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, I told you that after his speech, if any minor clarification is required, I will
give you a chance, otherwise there will be no end. He will not be in a position to conclude the debate.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Shri Pandiyan, I will certainly attend to each one of these things. You can ask for an
explanation from the House through all means. You were such a distinguished Speaker earlier. You can always
haul up persons like me. ...(Interruptions)

Sir, we are old co-conspirators. After noting the importance of the BHEL in India and the good work that my friends
had pointed out in the case of BHEL, this Commission concluded:

"BHEL depends on foreign technology for almost its entire product profile. Though the company has been
successful in assimilating and adapting the technologies to Indian conditions, it would face significant
difficulties in terms of developing and commercialising new technology on account of small size of its R&D
expenditureâ€¦ "

 

It is not something that has happened only in one or two years, not in the last ten years.

There are structural problems. It goes on to say what small capacity BHEL has. Hence, Commission recommends
that those be classified as a non-core unit. Further, it says:

"Hence the Commission recommends induction of Financial Institutions (FIs) as strategic partners through
a disinvestment of 20 per cent of BHEL's equity in their favour. In order to ensure enhanced funding
capability in Rupee as well as Foreign Currency to enhance its competitiveness, it is recommended that
domestic FIs may be offered equity stake of 10 per cent and foreign private equity funds/FIs including



multilateral institutions (foreign funds) be offered a further equity stake of ten per cent in the company
with appropriate role in management to both Indian and foreign partiesâ€¦"

(b6/2200/pb-rjs)

I am not saying that you have to follow it lavishly.

Shri Basu Deb Acharia pointed to six PSUs in Bengal. Again, I am not saying that a decision has been taken, but I
will just report to the House, through you, Sir, that I have the names of the six companies. These are: Mining and
Allied Machinery Corporation, National Bicycle Corporation, Tannery and Footwear Corporation, Rehabilitation
Industries Corporation, Wayboard India and Bharat Process and Mechanical Engineers. These are the six
companies. You will be astonished to know that the total sales of all these six companies in the year ending 31st

March, 2000 are Rs.9.66 crore, that is, less than Rs.10 crore...(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): It is because their working capital was not adequate and the work force
had been reduced. As a result, there was no production for the last one year. So, how could there be better
results?...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Please, let me complete.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): For the last one year there is no production. How could there be any
sales?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Okay. In the previous year it was Rs.10.77 crore − not a great improvement! The loss of
these six companies last year on a sale of less than Rs.10 crore is Rs.357 crore and their accumulated losses are
Rs.2,240 crore! We just do not want to look at the figures at all. Again - please do not take it that I am saying that
one firm should be closed; I know that when important Members talk of a firm, they have the first-hand knowledge of
their constituencies and of the persons who would be affected by them; So, I am not saying it in a matter of quarrel
− Hindustan Photo Films was mentioned by four or five friends. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar supported Shri
Selvaganpathi's forceful intervention for Hindustan Photo Films. Its paid up capital is Rs.196 crore and its loss in
1998-99 − in one year − was Rs.310 crore. In the year before that, it was Rs.176 crore. Shri Selvaganpathi said, it
is doing very important work. If the multinationals will make X-Ray film, its prices will be jacked up and everybody
will have to pay Rs.200 for an X-Ray film. Do we know what the share of Hindustan Photo Films' X-Ray film is in the
country, in the market? It is around ten per cent. Its main job today is to import, what are called, jumbo rolls and to
slip them into films. It does not even have colour film technology. This is what we have done to what we regard as
the temples of India. Not today, over the years, its accumulated losses have become Rs.800 crore. I could go
through each one of these items....(Interruptions)

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Sir, Hindustan Photo Films is the only prestigious public sector unit in Nilgiri district where
four thousand employees, mostly belonging to Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and Backward Classes are
working. So, this unit should be protected.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: That is a very important point and it must be kept foremost in our mind. I am completely with
you. Therefore, I will be making a proposal to the House on which we should all work together. One of the very
important facts which all of us have missed is just as what Shri Banatwalla was pointing to the Disinvestment Fund.
The National Renewal Fund was set up and approved by you. I was quite surprised to learn - I will be completely
candid with you − from a study that till 1997, only ten per cent of its funds have been used for re-training.

(c6/2205/krr/nsh)

The rest of the funds have been used for VRS. You are completely right. If we work together and energise the
nation like in National Renewal Fund, make sure that our workers are trained and re-trained all the time, this kind of
calamitous situation would not have arisen.

At least five hon. Members, including Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad Singh and Shri G.M. Banatwalla, have mentioned
just now about Modern Foods. This is another example of how we − if I may use the word, please do not think it is a
harsh word, - derailed public discourse by just imaginary figures. Hon. Shri Chandra Shekhar is a person whom I
have known since the Emergency days. He says the land value of Modern Foods is Rs. 2,000 crore. He made such
telling points from the Public Enterprises Survey of 1998-99. Do you know what is the value that has been put as
the net worth of Modern Foods in the same survey of 1996-97?

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): It is Rs. 28 crore.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE : Yes. It was Rs. 28 crore as against Rs. 2,000 crore imagined by Shri Chandra Shekhar.



SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Please do not compare it. â€¦(Interruptions)

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): This is their asset value. â€¦(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE : Please give me just one second. I am coming to that. Sir, he is talking of land. I am going
to talk on that. Please believe me, I am coming to that point. The gross value of the assets according to the
accounts as on 31.3.1999, as per the printed figure, is Rs. 39 crore. â€¦(Interruptions) I will go through the entire
process. Please give me two minutes.

The net assets are Rs. 19 crore. The market value of the land, with unrestricted use, as valued by the Government
valuer is put at Rs. 109 crore. Please note that it is with unrestricted use. Hon. Minister Shri Ram Naik, sitting here,
knows it and all of you who are from Maharashtra know it. The textile mills in Mumbai can fetch the money for VRS
and for many other things and for modernisation and restructuring of the public sector, as Shri G.M. Banatwalla was
urging. But it is only when you allow the unrestricted use. If the restrictions continue − like one-third will be done like
this, another one-third will be done like that − you will not be able to recover the money that you think you may
attribute by looking at the adjacent private plot which already does not require a change in the land use. With this
unrestricted use, the Government valuer had put the land cost at Rs. 109 crore and not Rs.2,000 crore or Rs.
1,0000 crore. The valuation of 100 per cent of the equity sales by different methods by the advisers was between
Rs. 30 crore and Rs. 70 crore.

Seventy four per cent of the shares were sold for Rs. 105 crore. The partners, M/s. Hindustan Lever Limited, who
came in, put in Rs. 20 crore and not only that but the jobs of the employees are safe. The capacity utilisation has
increased in these months by 40 per cent and the interim relief − which could not be given by the Government
under the existing provisions of law because it was a loss-making unit and hence the Government could not give
interim relief − was paid by these people to the same workers.

We can go on through these specific cases. I only plead with you. Please bear with us and look at the facts in each
instance. Shri Banatwalla and many other friends have urged and cautioned on the matter of valuation. I absolutely
assure the House that there are several, four to five, recognised ways of valuing the companies, of their assets and
building of books and others. All of them will be used whenever and whichever one is appropriate.

I will mention one example. It is not always good to go only by land and other assets and so on. Hon. Member Shri
Mani Shankar Aiyar and myself have appeared together many times on New Delhi Television. Probably, they do not
own any land or assets at all. It is just the talent of the team that Shri Prannoy Roy and Shrimati Radhika Roy have
assembled.

(d6/2210/san-mkg)

They have a presence in India. If you go only by assets, you will get no value, but if you go by the business
assessment, the business evaluation of that firm, you will get a lot. The market capitalisation of all the software
companies in India is so high.

SHRI TARIT BARAN TOPDAR (BARRACKPORE): You should take into account whatever value is higher.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: It could be done. In the case of Modern Foods that is exactly what was done.

In the case of all the software companies, they hardly own anything in terms of assets, but by talent, by goodwill, by
brand and by network, you can see their market capitalisation. Where appropriate and whichever method of
valuation will yield the highest thing is the one thing that the Government would pursue.

A very peculiar point was made. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar saw in this thing the heart of the Government's reform
policy. It was said by Shri Basu Deb Acharia and others whether a Minister will decide how to disinvest. A learned
speaker said that the Minister in charge of the Ministry of Disinvestment, which has been created recently, is not
short of the Prime Minister. Nothing of that kind is there at all. Every single decision is taken by the Cabinet
Committee on Disinvestment. It is presided over by the Prime Minister himself. It has Shri Ram Naik as its member.
It has Shri Manohar Joshi, in whom many people seem to see great hope, as its member. It has Shri Jaswant Singh
as its member. It has Shri Yashwant Sinha as its member. In every single meeting, apart from these distinguished
Ministers, the Minister in whose portfolio that particular firm falls is also a member and attends. Everything is done
by discussion and one of the pleasant surprises that I have had, as a newcomer to the Government, is that
everything is discussed freely and in mid-meeting, people change their views because they are persuaded and they
are persuading others. Then, there are three other levels at which it is processed and after it has been processed,
the whole thing goes back to the Cabinet as a whole. No decision on disinvestment by valuation or other criterion is
approved, or the strategic partners are selected, till it goes back to the Cabinet.



Sir, I would like to clear up one confusion. As I mentioned, Shri Arun Jaitley has also given many examples of how
everybody is building on the policy according to the experience that has been gained in that. There has been one
great change and I think, it is not properly appreciated because of the contention which goes on. The Disinvestment
Commission, whose recommendations they want us to follow, recommended - as in the Rangarajan Committee -
that do not go in for minority sales like 5 per cent or 2 per cent because by doing so, you will not be getting correct
value for the assets of the firms. The Disinvestment Commission recommended strategic sales in 37 cases and
minority sales in 5 cases. Please remember this. But what has happened in practice is that strategic sale has taken
place only in one case and in 39 cases, they have sold minority shares. I am saying this without casting anything on
any Government at all. What has been the result? May I make a very important point on the losses that have been
inflicted on the financial institutions in India? The extent of the loss is unimaginable. The average price at which the
shares of BEL were pumped into the financial institutions was Rs. 142.50 and its present value is Rs. 72.20. The
shares of BPCL were pumped into the financial institutions at an average price of Rs. 662.30 and its present value
is Rs. 224. The shares of BRPL were pumped into the financial institutions at an average price of Rs. 42 and its
present value is Rs. 7.60. The shares of EIL were pumped into the financial institutions at an average price of Rs.
626 and its present value is Rs. 160. The shares of HMT were pumped into the financial institutions at an average
price of Rs. 55.30 and its present value is Rs. 7.55.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Does he know the position in regard to Indian companies in the share market,
except the ICE companies?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: These are the earlier figures. This is at the highest.

The shares of HPCL were pumped into the financial institutions at an average price of Rs. 824.60 and its present
value is Rs. 130.

(e6/2215/sh-mkg)

I can go through the list of 30 such shares.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Which year are you referring to?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: It was as on 12/07/2000. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar, I could get the latest figures for you. It
was in July, before this particular thing started. The point I was making is, dramatically, from 626, it came down to
75. On whom are you inflicting this loss? This is precisely what the Disinvestment Commission had warned against
that 'if you do this, nobody will believe that management will change. You will offload it to other public sector units or
to financial institutions, and you will be inflicting a great loss on them.' That is exactly what has happened.

Now, Sir, five to six elements of the current policy have been spelt out many times, and I do not want to go through
them. If you want me to spell them out, I will just mention one point because of the shortage of time. Shri Banatwalla
and Dr. Nitish Sengupta have said, "You must look upon the funds as funds that are available for restructuring as
an important matter." The fact of the matter today is that at that time as we are talking, 14 public sector enterprises
are availing of this restructuring package. Twelve of these happen to be precisely in the Ministry that you think is
opposing disinvestment, it is part of the whole restructuring process, that is, the Ministry for Heavy Industries. The
total outlay on them is Rs. 3,324 crore, and it is not a small amount.

Coming to SAIL, it was mentioned just now that it used to have so much profit and so much loss. Shri Mani Shankar
Aiyar made a telling comparison between two years. Sir, it had come to such a distressing condition, that is what we
should be worried about, that a package had to be devised for it of Rs. 8,500 crore.

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): The money was given from the Steel Development Fund and not from the
Disinvestment Fund; it is their own Fund.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: In the case of HMT, Rs. 1,000 crore package is being implemented now. So, among the
various things, these kinds of packages are there. Restructuring is very much in the Government's mind. It is
attending to those cases which have been assessed from various points of view, and if there is any prospect of
seeing it go through, that is being attempted.

Sir, Shri Kirit Somaiya and others have explained about things that look profitable today, and how those profits
could erode very quickly. The correct figure, if you take way the units which are earning profits because of their
monopoly position in India, I do not say so by way of contention, is minus 3.9 per cent. This has to be contrasted
with the fact that the Government borrows money at 12 per cent to 14 per cent.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): But it does not come to the public sector, and you only give 2.5
per cent.



SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: For minus 3.9 per cent return, to give loans and restructuring packages to these very units,
you are borrowing at 12 per cent to 14 per cent.

Many friends have said that we should not use this to fill up the fiscal gap. You are right, Sir. The one time when it
was used to do nothing but to fill up this type of fiscal gap was when those Rs. 2,500 crore or Rs. 4,000 crore was
targeted. It yielded no results.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Did we say so?

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Mr. Minister, you may kindly explain as to why it was done.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: I am referring to 1991-96.

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): When was it utilised? The Minister is making a very valid point....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Vaiko, that is what I am saying. Why are you interrupting him?

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): I have not interrupted him.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): He is a very brilliant fellow. He does not need your help to
explain it.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I seek your cooperation because we are coming to an end.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: I will make two or three more points and then I will conclude because we are getting late. I
do not want to underestimate anything. We all keep saying that fiscal deficit is not important.

(f6/2215/snb-asa)

It was said that no money should be used. I know how carefully the hon. Finance Minister and others speak. It is
because whatever they say has great consequences but whatever a person like me says, I hope, does not have
that consequence and so, I would be more candid with you.

Sir, the fiscal situation, both of the Centre and the States, is such that you have to use all the devices − as one of
my friends here mentioned about the Non-Performing Assets and many other friends spoke about the taxes that are
due − including disinvestment for dealing with this fiscal situation. I would like to give you just two figures.

Sir, you take the condition of the States. In the Ninth Five Year Plan, the States' Outlay was supposed to be Rs.
3,50,000/-. Just keep that figure in mind. The States were to give only Rs. 3,800 crore from their own contributions -
- it was just about one per cent − in the first three years. Do you know, how much contribution did the States make?
As against Rs. 3,800 crore, they made a contribution of minus Rs. 80,000 crore. This is their condition.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): You are putting it in a different perspective...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Yes, you are right. I am putting it in a different perspective...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): It is not very relevant here...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: All I am suggesting here is that the aspect of fiscal deficit is not to be brushed aside. The
Central finances are in such a condition that half of the total revenue of the Central Government goes in just paying
the interest. If you take the interest and the principal together, then it is more than the total revenue of the
Government. That is why, raising resources through disinvestment ...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): What has it to do with disinvestment?...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Aiyar, you can seek clarifications later on

...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Shri Aiyar, I am telling you, it has something to do with disinvestment...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): These people are responsible for this situation...(Interruptions) <xÉÂºÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉÂºÉÇ
{ÉÚÉÊUA*

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÉÊ{ÉEMÉÂºÉÇ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉiÉ BÉEÉÊcAMÉÉ* ÉÊ{ÉEMÉÂºÉÇ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè*



SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): He is only corroborating...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, there are about 30 figures to give. But I would just give one more figure.

Sir, in response to Shri Banatwalla's and Dr. Nitish Sengupta's submission, who said that we should have a positive
approach and should remember disinvestment as a part of re-structuring or look at it as an instrument of re-
structuring, I would like to submit that 14 firms are being revived at this very time at that enormous cost and with
that enormous Outlay. Funds have been borrowed at 12 to 14 per cent interest ... (Interruptions) ®PÉÖẤ ÉÆÂ¶É VÉÉÒ, àÉé ®ÉÆSÉÉÒ BÉEÉ
=nÉc®hÉ nä ®cÉ cÚÆ*

...(Interruptions) Sir, please look at the history of these packages that have been given from time to time. You
cannot say that everybody who attempted to revive the firms was a profiteer. The sixth revival package is being
implemented in the Heavy Engineering Corporation in Ranchi. The net worth of this Corporation, as a result of all
these packages, is Rs. − 638 crore. Its accumulated loss as against its paid up capital of Rs. 439 crore is Rs. 1039
crore. I can give you the list of all these companies...(Interruptions) In the last week I have been able to work on 23
of these packages and they have cost the successive Governments a sum of Rs. 34,000 crore and not a single firm
was revived. Not even a single firm was revived.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): It is because of the management.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Many friends said that we should leave the management to the brilliant IAS
officers...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): It is because of the Government policy ...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: All successive Governments have done ...(Interruptions)

(g6/2225/kmr/hng)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let the Minister complete his speech.

...(Interruptions)

bÉ. ®PÉ ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) bÉ. ®P É ÖẤ É ÆÂ¶É |É Âº É Én É ËÂº Éc (Ấ É èÂ¶É Éã ÉÉ Ò) : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ +ÉÂºÉÆiÉÉäÂÉVÉxÉBÉE =kÉ® cè* näÂ¶É BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉä ÉÊÂ¤ÉxÉÉ UÉäÂ½åMÉä xÉcÉÓ, AäÂºÉÉ <xÉBÉEä Â£ÉÉÂÉhÉ ÂºÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè* càÉ
ãÉÉäMÉ <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE àÉå ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉÊcMÉÇàÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé*

2226 Â¤ÉVÉä

(iÉi{ÉÂ¶SÉÉiÉÂ bÉ. ®PÉÖẤ ÉÆÂ¶É |ÉÂºÉÉn ÉËÂºÉc iÉlÉÉ BÉÖEU +ÉxÂªÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå xÉä ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉÊcMÉÇàÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ*)

...(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Sir, the Minister has not spoken about how the evaluation is being done.
He has not referred to IPCL. In protest of the disinvestment policy being pursued by the Government, we walk out of
the House.

2226 hours

(At this stage, Shri Basu Deb Acharia, and

some other hon. Members left the House.)

...(Interruptions)

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the Minister has come to the end of his
speech but there has been no reference to the White Paper. He has made no reference to the absence of a policy.
He has made available a completely selective collection of figures. He is repeating ad nauseam what he has said in
the Rajya Sabha without taking any account of what any of us has had to say. I am afraid if the Minister wishes to
close his ears to the Opposition in this manner, we have no alternative to walk out.

2227 hours

(At this stage, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar and some other

hon. Members left the House.)



...(Interruptions)

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, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Â¤ÂªÉÉxÉ ÂºÉÆiÉÉäÂÉVÉxÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä VÉÉä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉc®
cé, =xÉ ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä +Éxn® ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä àÉÖÉÊJÉÂªÉÉ BÉEä nÂ¤ÉÉẤ É àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®JÉ ®cä cé* <xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ näÂ¶É BÉEÉä Â¤ÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ cè* ®ÉÂ]Å ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉÉÒ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ BÉE® ®cä cé* <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉ àÉå
càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉÊcMÉÇàÉxÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè*

2228 Â¤ÉVÉä

(iÉi{ÉÂ¶SÉÉiÉÂ BÉÖEÆẤ É® +ÉÉÊJÉãÉäÂ¶É ÉËÂºÉc iÉlÉÉ BÉÖEU +ÉxÂªÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå xÉä ÂºÉnxÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉÊcMÉÇàÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ*)

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the Minister was answering in a way which is not
desirable.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He has not completed his speech yet and you are commenting on it.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): The wealth of the nation is being converted into corporate wealth and the
Minister has to answer whether the employees of the telecom sector, of the Airport Authority of India and of other
organisations, would be thrown out of their jobs or would be absorbed.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: I am coming to that, Sir. Let the hon. Member please wait till I complete my
speech....(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): The Minister has said that air traffic is not fetching profits. I put it to the
Minister through you, Sir, that the Airports Authority of India is being privatised. Airports at Chennai, Mumbai, Delhi
and Calcutta are being disinvested, so also the telecom sector.

SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Sir, if they are not interested in the Minister's speech, let them walk out.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): I am not going to walk out. I am going to challenge the Minister.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, I am not yielding.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, he is not yielding the floor to you.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): The Minister has not answered about the Hindustan Photo Films also.

={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à É Éà ÉãÉ ä + ÉÉ è® Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É®) ={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à É Éà ÉãÉ ä + ÉÉ è® Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É®) : +ÉÉ{É {ÉcãÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉA, ÉÊ{ÉE® |ÉÂ¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUA* â€¦( BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, if the Minister is interrupted like this, how can he complete his reply?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, the Minister is not yielding. Let him complete his speech.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Mr. Minister, if you are interested in the welfare of the nation, kindly yield to
me.

gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É® gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É® : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂªÉc MÉãÉiÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cè*

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: No, I am not yielding.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): ...(Expunged as ordered by the Chair)

You are interested in divesting all the public sector undertakings.

gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É® gÉÉ Ò Â¶É É Æi É É BÉ ÖE à É É® : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, {ÉcãÉä àÉjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA*

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, look at the kind of insinuations the hon. Member is making.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is too much. Shri Pandiyan, I am just telling you to resume your seat.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Is it a crime to put a question to the Minister for the sake of the country?



MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The Minister is not yielding. If you are not satisfied you can go out but do not defy the
Chair.

(h6/2230/kkd/sb)

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Are you not yielding?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Yes, I am not yielding.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): If you are not yielding to a Member, you are yielding to
multinationals....(Interruptions)â€¦You are yielding to disinvestment policy....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, if he is not yielding, you cannot accuse him like this.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): I will convey the feelings of myself and my party Anna DMK to the
Government...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Pandiyan, please take your seat. I am on my legs.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): If I am not permitted to put my question to the hon. Minister here, where is
the forum to put it?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You please allow me to speak. You seem to be even not allowing me to speak.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): That is his nature....(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: What is your nature, I know.

...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, I think, now you are coming to the end of your speech. I will allow you to
conclude your speech first. Then, if Shri Pandiyan has got any question or clarification, I will allow him to put it
before you. You may answer it.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Right, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: May I request Shri Pandiyan to resume his seat? After he concludes his speech, you
may ask your clarification and he will reply to it.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Thank you, Sir.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, I do hope that the insinuation which has been made...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Whatever it may be, if it is objectionable, I will remove it from the records. Now, you
conclude.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, his reference during my not yielding that I am, therefore in the hands of multinationals is
an unfair insinuation. I hope, you will remove those words from the records.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I will examine it and whatever objectionable remarks are there, I will expunge them. Now,
you come to your speech, please.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, the point I was making was on the rehabilitation exercises. Since 1992-93, Rs. 34,000
having been spent, you please contrast this with how much has been spent on urban drinking water. You can see
how much passion is there for urban drinking water. Shri G.M. Banatwalla had said, "why do you not spend it for
such things?' For urban drinking water, Sir, we are spending less than Rs. 100 crore. To go through the pretence of
reviving those units, Rs. 34,000 crore have been spent in these years. Now, for drinking water, it is Rs. 100 crore;
for rural drinking water, it is Rs.2,200 crore; for primary education, it is Rs. 3,000 crore; for health, it is Rs. 4,5000



crore this year. Why do we not see that if there is enormous drain then haemorrhaging of public funds is stopped.
You use them to restructure and make combative and competitive the best of our enterprises, and thereby, use the
money for other things.

There are several elements purely stated in the Government's current policy. Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar wanted a
White Paper. It is not necessary. They have been spelt out in the Budget speeches on successive things. I can
spell them out now also only if you direct. Otherwise, it is already 10.30 p.m., and we should now conclude.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Okay, thanks.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, the policy will be transparent. We will implement the recommendations of experts
selected impartially and we will consult a wide range of opinion including the union leaders, the Opposition leaders
and the persons who are knowledgeable on these matters. We will do our utmost to protect the interests of the
workers through VRS and other retraining programmes.

Thank you very much.

(ends)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, you may take down whatever clarifications are made. Then, at the end, you
may answer them.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, Shri Pandiyan.

SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): Sir, I also want to ask a clarification.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Yes, I will allow you also.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we expected the reply from the hon. Minister
regarding the absorption of employees of Telcom sector and also the absorption of employees of Airport Authority
of India in major airports, namely Delhi, Mumbai, Calcutta and Chennai airports. There is a move to disinvest these
major airports and because of that, these employees are on strike.

(j6/2235/rsg-har)

They have been agitating that it should not be privatised. So is the case with the telecom sector. Our people are
working in the public sector undertakings. When they are being disinvested, what is the position of these
employees? What is the safeguard that you are going to grant to our employees?

There is also the case of Hindustan Photo Films, where about 4,000 to 5,000 employees are working. It is a
question of their livelihood. Is there any guarantee that this Government is going to give to those employees? Then,
there is also the Salem Steel Plant, about which a reference has already been made.

I could see from the hon. Minister's reply that corporate governance is Central governance but corporate wealth is
not the nation's wealth. Instead, the nation's wealth is corporate wealth. Thus a profit-making public sector
undertaking by name NMDC is sought to be privatised whereby Nippon Denro and Essar would acquire 26 per cent
of the shares and 49 per cent would be the public participation. It has been challenged in the Supreme Court and
the Supreme Court has issued a show cause notice asking, `Though it is a policy, if it is a profit-making company
why should it be privatised?' When there is a notice issued by the Supreme Court, how can you disinvest? Can you
hereafter disinvest in any profit-making company? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: There is no stay.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): But it is a judicial notice.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: They have only asked a question.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, you may please note down the points and give your reply at the end.

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): There is a legal problem. When the Executive failed the people the
Judiciary has entered into the arena. The Executive has totally failed. The Central Government has totally failed to
protect the employees of the Airports Authority of India and the telecom sector also. They did not stop the
privatisation of the Salem Steel Plant and the Hindustan Photo Films Limited. Will the hon. Minister answer my
questions? If his reply is acceptable to us, we are ready to hear him.



SHRI G.M. BANATWALLA (PONNANI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I may not have walked out but there are large
areas of dissatisfaction and that sense continues. Inshah Allah I will also walk out when you adjourn the House and
walk out! But that is a different thing.

There are large areas of dissatisfaction. There is not only the question of not going in for privatisation of the
profitable concerns but also among the unprofitable concerns there are those of strategic importance. I need not
elaborate upon them.

Secondly, among those unprofitable concerns are those that are almost turning a corner. Just to give one example,
there was a reference to Air India. This is only for the purpose of giving an example. Let us see how Air India has
turned a corner. We must appreciate if some hard work is going on in some corner. The financial results themselves
show that they are on the verge of turning a corner. The 1996-97 financial results show a loss of Rs.297 crore. But
they improved it in 1997-98 to a loss of Rs.181 crore. In 1998-99, it was Rs.175 crore and in 1999-2000, the loss
was only Rs.75 crore. The losses have been declining.

We must therefore recognise that we should not go in for privatisation of profit-making concerns. Among the loss-
making, unprofitable concerns also those of strategic status that I had referred to in my speech have to be
exempted. We also have to take care of those that are almost on the verge of turning a corner. Therefore in view of
all these, will the Government consider due modifications in its Disinvestment Policy?

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂªÉc ÂºÉÉäÂ¶ÉãÉ +ÉÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉMÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉä BÉEÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® +ÉÆb®]äÉËBÉEMÂºÉ àÉå Ấ ÉäiÉxÉ xÉcÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ, Ấ Éä
ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ Ấ ÉäiÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉå] BÉE®xÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn =xÉBÉEÉä Ấ ÉäiÉxÉ, |ÉÉÉÊẤ Ébå] {ÉEÆb xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ ÂªÉÉ {ÉåÂ¶ÉxÉ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÉ <Æ{ÉãÉÉÒàÉå] xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®
=ÂºÉ {É® BÉDÂªÉÉ BÉEÆ]ÅÉäãÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ cè? àÉé AxÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. ÉÊàÉãÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉÖEU Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, BÉDãÉèÉÊ®ÉÊ{ÉEBÉEäÂ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÚUxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä Âº{ÉÉÒSÉ xÉcÉÓ näxÉÉ cè*

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, càÉÉ®ä +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉ gÉÉÒ {É®ÉÆVÉ{Éä Â¤ÉiÉÉ ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® àÉå bÉÒãÉ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä Ấ Éc SÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ
cè* VÉèÂºÉä AxÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. ÉÊàÉãÉ cè, Ấ ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉE{ÉÂ½É ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉiÉä cé* càÉÉ®ä ®ÉàÉ xÉÉ<ÇBÉE VÉÉÒ Â¤Éè~ä cÖÂªÉä cé, =xÉBÉEÉÒ {Éä]ÅÉäÉÊãÉÂªÉàÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ cè ÂªÉÉ ®äãÉẤ ÉäWÉ cè ÂªÉÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ÂºÉèBÉD]® cé,
+ÉMÉ® Ấ Éä ÂºÉÂ¤É AxÉ.]ÉÒ.ÂºÉÉÒ. ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉä BÉE{ÉÂ½É ãÉåMÉä iÉÉä Ấ Éc ÉÊàÉãÉ SÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* àÉä®É nÚÂºÉ®É ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ ÂªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE àÉéxÉä ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ABÉE ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ =~ÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå
BÉEÉä<Ç VÉẤ ÉÉÂ¤É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ {ÉÉÆÉÊbÂªÉxÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä =~ÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ...

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÂªÉä VÉẤ ÉÉÂ¤É näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä Â¤Éè~ä cé*

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® cèãnÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, ÂªÉÉÊn {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® cèãnÉÒ cÉåMÉä...

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉ®Éä{É àÉiÉ ãÉMÉÉ<ÂªÉä*

gÉ É Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ): àÉé ÂªÉc VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉDÂªÉÉ |ÉÉÒBÉEÉÂ¶ÉxÉ ãÉäMÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä {ÉÉÎÂ¤ãÉBÉE ÂºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉä bÖÂ¤ÉÉxÉä àÉå Â§ÉÂ]ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ?

SHRI PRAKASH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, I want him to defer the decision to disinvest HOC. Will he please defer
that decision by three months?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: There are four questions which have been asked. I will try to be very specific on those. It
would be depending on the firms or the organisations, which have been mentioned by Shri Pandiyan and others,
like Telecom, HOC, etc. It will be pretence for me to say that 'X' or 'Y' is going to be done. I will enquire into the
record and I will report it to you, on each one of those matters. You can be sure on the general policy that every firm
that can be revived, could be revived; and it is the endeavour of the Government to do that.

Secondly, we must also see whether it is making profits today and whether it can be revived or not and what would
be its position five years from now. I can explain some cases, but it would take your time to go through each one of
those, including the firms in the oil sector, the aviation sector, Hindustan Organics and other companies.

But the general policy is to safeguard the interests of the workers. It is the first charge. Today the proposals of the
NTC are being considered because the Supreme Court has actually given an order, saying that unless we go there
by the 10th of August with a plan, they would direct the BIFR to close the units. In that case, the workers will have
nothing except the severance pay under the Industrial Disputes Act. So, the effort is being made. Shri Manohar
Joshi and Shri Rana, the Textiles Minister are to go to the Maharashtra Government to see how land can be
unfrozen so that resources can be used; and the first charge of those resources will be the workers interests and
dues.

Several proposals for making workers, parties in all these things are also being considered, including what Shri
Arun Jaitley mentioned for the first time, that substantial portion of stocks should be sold to employees. In the case
of Air India, that is one of the elements that has already been announced.



I assure you that the best way to safeguard jobs is to have vigorous competitive firms. It is our endeavour and
disinvestment is exactly a part of that.

The next point is what Shri Banatwalla said. He said that there are many loss making units, but they are strategic
units. Again, on that there is a consistent line of policy on identifying strategic industries that is developed since the
Rangarajan Committee in 1993. The position today is exactly word to word, as was recommended by the
Disinvestment Commission in its report in Volume-I, at page 17.

(l6/2245/rc/bks)

They had listed four areas as areas of strategic industries in which Government should not at this time disinvest.
Those are exactly the areas with one modification. That was that an item of atomic energy and minerals they had
listed as one of the items that should be taken as strategic sector. It was on the recommendations of the Atomic
Energy Department and the industries department that phraseology was changed because they said that you have
already opened beach sand work to foreign investment up to 74 per cent. So, it is not necessary to do it that way.
But I can give you the definition of strategic industries. They are arms and ammunition, Defence aircraft, warships,
allied items of Defence equipment as one category. Second is atomic energy except generation of nuclear power
application of radiation and radioisotopes to agriculture, medicine and non-strategic industries and third is the
Railways.

In the other cases also of non-strategic units, it has been decided and it has been the announced policy of
Government that disinvestment up to 26 per cent or less will not be automatic. Two considerations will be borne in
mind. One of them is that whether countervailing presence of the public sector is necessary in that sector to protect
consumer interest and to prevent market domination as is the case of IPCL and others that were mentioned.
Second consideration is whether there should be a proper regulatory mechanism before the public sector withdraws
from it....(Interruptions) Sir, as you know corporatisation of various procedures are going through in
consultation...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): The departure time of Indian Airlines flight is 7 o'clock and the departure
time of private airlines is also 7 o'clock. So, there is a wrongful loss caused to the Indian Airlines
daily...(Interruptions)

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, if we now go into the timings of the aircraft, it will be impossible to
conclude...(Interruptions)

SHRI P.H. PANDIYAN (TIRUNELVELI): Sir, wrongful loss is caused to the Indian Airlines to promote their
disinvestment policy. So on behalf of AIADMK Party we condemn the disinvestment policy of the Government. Sir,
at the wrongful loss to the Government and wrongful gain to the corporate, we walk out.

2248 hours

(At this stage, Shri P.H. Pandiyan and some other

hon. Members left the House.)

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) : ={ÉÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉä®É ABÉE ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ cè*

gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É Â¶É É è®É Ò gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É Â¶É É è®É Ò : àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä Ấ ÉäÉÊVÉVÉ BÉEä ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ {É® cÉÒ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ*

gÉ É Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) : +ÉÉ{É VÉÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÇẤ ÉÉcÉÒ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä cé, ÂªÉÉÊn +ÉÉ{É =ÂºÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ Ấ Éc Â¤ÉÆvÉxÉBÉEÉ®BÉE cÉäMÉÉ* àÉä®É BÉEcxÉä BÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É cè
ÉÊBÉE BÉDÂªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É Ấ ÉBÉEÇÂºÉÇ BÉEä <Æ]®äÂº] BÉEÉä |ÉÉä]äBÉD] BÉE®xÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé* ÉÊbÂºÉ<xÉẤ ÉèÂº]àÉé] BÉDÂªÉÉ =xÉ {É® Â¤ÉÆvÉxÉBÉEÉ®BÉE cÉäMÉÉ?

={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ ={ÉÉv ÂªÉF É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : +ÉÉ{É BÉDÂªÉÉ {ÉÚU ®cä cé, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ BÉDÂªÉÉ cè?

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, this will depend on different institutions. We are imagining so many things. In the one
case, it has been done and every worker is in the job. He was in a situation where he was in a sick company and
he is now the employee of a vigorous marketing and food production company. We do not see that at all.

gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) gÉÉ Ò à É É äcx É ®É Ấ Éã É ä (à É Öà Â¤ É< Ç n É ÊF Éh É à Év ÂªÉ) : VÉèÂºÉä {ÉÉÒ.AÂºÉ.ÂªÉÚVÉ. àÉå Ấ ÉäiÉxÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè, BÉDÂªÉÉ Ấ ÉèÂºÉÉ Ấ ÉäiÉxÉ Ấ ÉcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É Ấ Éc BÉEèÂºÉä Â¤ÉÆvÉxÉBÉEÉ®BÉE BÉE®åMÉä* +ÉÉ{É Ấ ÉBÉEÇÂºÉÇ BÉEä
<Æ]®äÂº] BÉEèÂºÉä |ÉÉä]äBÉD] BÉE®åMÉä?

gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É Â¶É É è®É Ò gÉÉ Ò + Éâóh É Â¶É É è®É Ò : àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä =ÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Âº{ÉäÉÊÂºÉÉÊ{ÉEBÉE AMVÉÉà{ÉãÉ näiÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉÂºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{É Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé*

It will depend upon case to case.



SHRI MOHAN RAWALE (MUMBAI SOUTH CENTRAL): How are you going to protect the interest of the workers?
Will there by any binding?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is not allowed. I will not allow this now.

SHRI ARUN SHOURIE: Sir, we are not realising the situation prevailing in the country. The wages are being paid to
workers of factories that are closed in the public sector. Sir, do you know the amount of that? It is rupee one
thousand crore a year. Is that the way to create jobs or to protect jobs? Every effort is being made in National
Textile Company.

Sir, the last question was on the Supreme Court. When the notice is received certainly it will be considered with
great respect.

(ends)
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