12/3/2018

Sixteenth Loksabha

an>

Title: Further discussion on Statutory Resolution regarding disapproval of Fugitive Economic
Offenders Ordinance, 2018 (No. 1 of 2018) and Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill, 2018
(Resolution Negatived and Bill Passed).

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, Item Nos. 14 and 15 to be taken up together. Now Shri N.K.

Premachandran.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Thank you very much, Sir. Yesterday, | have
already moved the Statutory Resolution seeking the disapproval of the Ordinance. At the same
time, when | move the Statutory Resolution disapproving the Fugitive Economic Offenders
Ordinance, | fully support the contents of the Bill. | am with the Government regarding this
because stringent punitive action has to be taken against the economic offenders who are
looting and fleeing the country. Definitely, stringent action has to be taken. Therefore, | fully

support this.

My formal objection is about the Ordinance route of legislation. It is a well-established
principle and several times | myself have stated in this House that under Article 123, an
Ordinance can be promulgated only under extraordinary situations. What is an Ordinance
legislation? It is an independent legislation brought out by the Executive and not by the
Legislature. Further, even Article 123 does not permit the replacement of an Ordinance. It says
that an Ordinance cannot be replaced by a Bill. That is mentioned in Article 123. There is no

such provision in Article 123.
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Also, | would like to say that the Constitution does not permit either His Excellency the

President or the Governor as the parallel authority to make law, independent of the Legislature.

What has happened during the period of three and a half months is that six Ordinances
were promulgated by the Government. My point is that the Government could have had the
opportunity to pass all those Bills during the last Session but, unfortunately, the entire Session

was washed out which | mentioned yesterday.

Sir, this is a new law to confiscate the assets of the fugitive economic offenders and this

is an assurance which was given in the Budget Speech of the hon. Finance Minister in during
2017-18. This Bill was approved on 15t March, 2018 by the Union Cabinet and on 121 March,

2018, the Bill was introduced in the Lok Sabha. The Budget Session was there till 6th April,
2018. If the Government had a bona fide intention to get it passed, definitely, the Government
could have resolved the impasse which was prevailing in the Lok Sabha. It could have been
very well resolved and they could have initiated the Bill in the House. Instead of introducing the
Bill for consultation and passing, they chose the Ordinance route of legislation. That is the

basic objection which | would like to make in this regard.

On 21% April, 2018, the President promulgated the Ordinance. My point is that instead of
getting the Bill passed in the House, it is not good for a healthy parliamentary democracy
system in our country to directly go through the Ordinance route. Therefore, | am placing my

strong objection in approving the Ordinance.

Since both the items are being taken up together, Sir, | support the Fugitive Economic
Offenders Bill. The Bill is based on the principle of the Non-conviction Based Asset
Confiscation. This principle is enabled under the provisions of the UN Convention against
corruption which was ratified by the Government of India in the year 2011. So, | fully accept the

principle.
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This is a new law to confiscate the assets of the absconders till they make a submission
to the jurisdiction of Indian courts. If they are evading and they are not subjected to the criminal
proceedings or action before a court of law or in any appropriate legal forum in the country,

definitely, this action will be useful and fruitful.

There are a lot of instances in which economic offenders flee the country evading the
prosecution by remaining outside the jurisdiction of Indian courts. There are two such
instances, (a) anticipating that there is a commencement of criminal proceedings against him,
and (b) there are pending criminal proceedings against him. These are the two instances in

which they abscond the country after looting the banks and the exchequer of the country.

Sir, who is a ‘Fugitive Economic Offender’ is well defined in the proposed Bill. It means a
person against whom a warrant has been issued by any of the courts in India, who (a) leaves
or has left India so as to avoid criminal prosecution; or (b) refuses to return to India to face
criminal prosecution. That person will be declared as a ‘Fugitive Economic Offender by a
Deputy Director or a Special Court. | fully agree with it. Here the point is that if such a person
has been declared as a ‘Fugitive Economic Offender’, his property/his assets can be

confiscated even before the conviction. That is the biggest provision which we are dealing with.

Here | would like to make a point. | am seeking a very specific clarification from the hon.
Finance Minister who is in charge of the Finance Ministry. If the Government is sincere in
confiscating the assets or getting these offenders back to India, whether these provisions will
survive the legal scrutiny has to be examined in detail. Otherwise, this is absolutely an eye-
wash because all these persons have left the country. | am going into the details. These
economic offenders, Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi and Vijay Mallya have found out the havens in the
U.S., in the U.K and in various countries. They have fled the country and they have found

havens outside India. Now, we are coming with a legislation to deal with this subject. | fully
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support it but, at the same time, | have apprehensions about whether this is a sincere effort on

the part of the Government to deal with the subject.

Why am | saying this? There are a lot of legislations in our country regarding economic
offences. We have the Prevention of Money Laundering Act, we have the SARFAESI Act, we
have the Insolvency and Bankruptcy Code, and we have the Negotiable Instruments Act. If a
cheque is dishonoured, it is a scheduled offence. A number of offences have been listed in the
Schedule of Offences as a part of the Bill. It is stated there that if a cheque is dishonoured and
the party who has drawn the cheque is now abroad and staying in Gulf countries, his property
can well be confiscated if the value of the dishonoured cheque is more than Rs.100 crore. The

Minister may clarify if | am incorrect. This is the provision.

The only question is, whether it is legally sustainable or not. We fully and firmly support
whatever stringent provisions the Government requires in order to deal with the fugitive
economic offenders. At the same time, things should not be done just for politics sake and just
to show the public that we are taking stringent action against the economic offenders. That is

the point | am trying to make.

The proposed Bill differs from the existing laws in two crucial aspects. The first one is it
allows confiscation of assets of fugitive economic offenders before the conviction. The second
one is, this is a very important point and | would like to draw the attention of the Minister to it, it
disentitles a fugitive economic offender from any recourse under civil law. These are the two
controversial provisions, important provisions that are going to come under legal scrutiny
before a court of law. Is the Government able to define, clarify and sustain these two
controversial provisions in this Act? If it is, then | fully agree with the Government that the

intention of the Government is absolutely fair.

The reason why | am saying is a recent Supreme Court judgement. It was a Constitution

Bench judgment. In this July 2016 judgment the Supreme Court said that access to justice is a
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facet of right to life guaranteed under article 21 of the Constitution. So, access to justice is a
fundamental right which comes within the purview of article 21. So, access to justice is the
most important, cardinal, fundamental right available to the citizen of the country. But as per
the provisions of this law, even if the property is confiscated because somebody is having any
interest in the property or any claim is there over the property, nobody can have recourse to

law in any civil court. That is a controversial provision.

| would like to make two points. In the judgment also. It has been specifically stated. No
individual can be penalised without being convicted. Even if a person is suspected that he is
going to flee the country, his property cannot be confiscated. | am fully supporting the Bill. The
only question | am asking again and again is whether it is legally sustainable. That has to be
looked into by the Government. The second point is that no one can be denied access to
justice. In the light of this, is the Government confident that this Bill will pass the judicial
scrutiny? It is also the legal dictum that unless and until an accused person is proved to be

guilty, he is presumed to be innocent. That is the basic legal dictum.

Sir, why have these people become fugitives? If the provisions of the existing laws are
strictly complied with, how can these people become fugitives, how can they loot the country
and run away from the country? Vijay Mallya, Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi, Mehul Choksi, Dipak
Talwar, Sanjay Batra, J.K. Garg, R.K. Kapoor, Prateek Jindal, all these persons have taken
loans and defaulted on payment. The latest SRS Bank default is of Rs.6,978 crore and Vijay
Mallya owed about Rs.9,000 crore. | am not going into those details because of paucity of time.
All these cases have happened during the last four years. Is it not the fault of this Government/
Nirav Modi, Vijay Mallya, Mehul Choksi, Deepak Talwar, all these persons left the country in

the last four years during NDA regime.

During last four years, you have not exercised caution to check these things. It is quite

unfortunate to say that in the last session this House did not even discuss the Nirav Modi case
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and the Punjab National Bank scam. If you see, 150 Letters of Undertaking issued in favour of

Nirav Modi by the Punjab National Bank from 2011 to 2017 out of which 143 Letters of

Undertaking were issued in 63 days from 15! March 2017 onwards. Is it not with the knowledge

and consent of the Government?
HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Please conclude now.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, this Nirav Modi case and Punjab National Bank scam

has never been discussed in this House. So, | may kindly be given two or three minutes. On

161 January 2018, this came to the knowledge of Punjab National Bank. On 2gth January

2018, a complaint was filed by the Punjab National Bank and the Central Bureau of
Investigation registered an FIR on 318t January 2018. Nirav Modi and his brother left the

country on 18t January. Mehul Choksi left the country on 6" January. Is it not with the consent

and knowledge of the concerned authorities?

There are so many petitions in the Gujarat High Court against Mehul Choksi. More than
500 petitions were submitted before the courts. The Central Bureau of Investigation submitted
a petition. A whistle-blower has submitted a specific petition to the hon. Prime Minister and the
Prime Minister has acknowledged the receipt of the petition against Mehul Choksi. What action
did the Government take? Instead of taking any action, finally you are coming with a legislation
by which you are going to confiscate the property of all economic offenders. Can we believe
the honest efforts of the Government? Instead of going into continuous legislation, the
Government should have the political will to enforce the laws against the corporates. You are
losing the political will to deal with the corporates. That is the biggest problem our country is

facing.

From this, it is very clear that the Government of India was fully aware of the possible

devastating outcome of the fraudulent scams and the Government cannot evade its
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responsibility since all these scams are of grave importance. Members representing the
highest office of our democracy could possibly be involved. | demand a joint parliamentary
committee to probe into this matter to bring out the truth about all these issues in the public
domain. After all these scams, FICCI, ASSOCHAM and all the corporate organisations are
saying that all these scams have happened only because of public sector banks; so, all these
public-sector banks have to be privatised. That is the new philosophy which is being brought by

the corporate houses.

Is it because of the public-sector banks? It is only because of the political influence by
which all these corporates have looted the country and fled the country. So, my suggestion is
that if this Government is honest or bona fide in containing all these things, a legal clarification
has to be made. There are three or four precedents in this House that a Bill even if it is
replacing an ordinance, has been sent to the Select Committee or Joint Committee. So, my
suggestion is that let this Bill be sent to a Standing Committee in order to have a close legal
scrutiny so that all the loopholes can be plugged in. With these words, once again | move the

resolution disapproving the ordinance and | support the Bill.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Motions moved:

“That this House disapproves of the Fugitive Economic Offenders Ordinance, 2018 (No.
1 of 2018) promulgated by the President on 21st April, 2018.”

“That the Bill to provide for measures to deter fugitive economic offenders from evading
the process of law in India by staying outside the jurisdiction of Indian Courts, to
preserve the sanctity of the rule of law in India and for matters connected thereto or
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration.”
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At FiRrepT= g9 (MSST): IuTeder Heley, J WSl 3N SURTY BT & FHL H dict & folg TeT
31T €1 39 et &1 A1 H1GT Sit & Aqged 7 g9 o 731 37t s et |1ee ofdhx 311Y &1 e a1
Sit & fofT gt fohrep TREEGRT el At |7t T STcll 81 3R SATSHT 98 1 Feb gfFar &1 al 3
gfFRIT & SiTeHT T TR 8T FHRY TRBR HIST it &b Aged H gIHRIT g&eT & forg 31TE & 3R I4T & forw
T8 ST 2ifSTeter 81 J¥ oRTaT o fo fuer & orest an it 9 <27 9 A1al Sif & Aded § IR &,
JUIY BT AT &F g BT AT Tp M A @1 H dIoie 3fell 98 BT SHFT o 3R @
feretTiRAaT & a1 & T g7 2l

Step 3T = BT HTEIT ATl JAIfFer & a1 ar 8lcll €, IH S g 1 8T & 31K bR
off glar & f Iohfer ot BICT 81 1S & b 31eHY 31T DT Y ThipR e bl IR 8l &l

I8 f3eT AT T SATeRIeHT FAleTT TST, Fifch deb & U &6 T I 2004 Teb TAUNT FRepeT
A IR I7 UTE IRC Tl 2004 F 2014 T U TRBR = AN bl WRFF A T, ST foret dreteat
% I {1, I8 ST 85 URAC & JATHUR ATl BART TRDR 7 2014 ¥ 2018 T A1 o1 foaT, g8
qRPeT A B: | GG B: BN BRIS DT (U 81 & oI rI$ GIUIY H 7,000 HRI$ BUY bl TUIY
§RT & 31 9,93,000 TRIS TUY T TTHY BRI AR T &, I &7 31 8% forg S & fiet o
31T & aT 3779 BHIR FHUR 3ell 30T 3 &

TET P& AN 2T INTeh febaT 7Tl H &l wredT AT fob febedT eafeh faemy ur =it &l J1eiia dawg
3ifestared TS A el Ul Woes Sit a8d Ue ford JTeHT 81 7 IaT 98d T B_dl 8, 98 39 faf

BT Uger 3ifeuied 3iR IS UG okl

“There have been several instances of economic offenders fleeing the jurisdiction
of Indian courts, anticipating the commencement of criminal proceedings or
sometimes during the pendency of such proceedings. The absence of such
offenders from Indian courts have several deleterious consequences, such as, it
obstructs investigation in criminal cases, it wastes precious time of courts, and it
undermines the rule of law in India. Further, most of such cases of economic
offences involve non-repayment of bank loans, thereby worsening the financial
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health of the banking sector in India. The existing civil and criminal provisions in
law are inadequate to deal with the severity of the problem.”

T DI AT I &, DI AT JMfchet 21 3R 14 H J TS & TAT? 3T g9 b BT A folT 8, 9P
BT A T8I AlCTAT, deb BT fATHT A &, IT 81 Al 89 U7 o b J1d e I8 &1 T4 a8 T P
AT STY, &g PIC AT MY, SIS DIC AH JARCH Fell AN, & T Dl [ b BT IAT I
&l ST 81 319! Rl o7l © fh & 3fifdepet 21 3iR 14 &7 d1UIeH &R & &2 &1 GH BIE Bl
for &ar 1€} AT &2 3Ny IR § 8M & AT 9 & a5 @1 4T SAteAT @nfey At & atenn
TIRT? 87 DI A RfdeT IZTH BT AT R I8 82 HUR A MY TS Bl a1 $HE T2 &l 3T AT
T FoIC HIF ATASC IR [T ST ol HLF JIMIMEC X [T af T FART ARDR I el foh
TTEAT AL 3N aTelT &, YT &l MUl Foll 2T, T el AT 8l AR 3R 87 FhIHIHDA
3SR DI ST BT P BRA? FIT MY J&T T8 A? T€ TRIT ITGHT DT U B

HEHIT DdG Sff, 319 oXF b fohey UTel & 9ae RId 81 TRI9 3ISHT &l UNT &, T8 8HRT
fSTifoTe 8, TRa &1 U7 3FfR SRT 91T 10 &1 IfS I8 9T IRBR a19d AT A1&<! & df b foAv 31y
anféahet 21, 3MfSheT 14 3R IATEAT BT S T oF T2 3T IS a1 Toid o/, FIT ST aNE DI

Rerquer &rfi?

3O F1 3BT fore <1 8, MR Uy oft el 9IS foree 81 f9BR & @erad &- 7 @rd, 7 @,
W R AR, el Gad, Te1 Gadl, G NS AR Fe P& 3TUehT fhAT §31T 8, 3TUh 1T &l 319 30
CINTT T Rer o foTU SgTar & &1 H AT UG ¥&T §, 14, J1f 2018 BT <l Bl U4 & ST &5 YuT
TR o -

“Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state whether many
businessmen of our country have absconded after doing scams and settled in
various other countries;”

S8/ Pal -
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“Yes. As per the list provided by the Directorate of Enforcement, New Delhi, the
following persons involved in cases under investigation by Directorate of
Enforcement are reported to have absconded from India:”

319 feorr A1ea Y & =i @R old 81 fbares S H S A e W7 9 B ST A7 July
IRBR & ST P SFT o F3 ST A o™ & oy gared o a1 7812 @ oy gy, o
DIl P M Y TSy iR IS g8 9FT STeT § aF 3119 85 ded & b faor Arear 9rT T faw
A feam? foer I Reguer daT B? B & o Iamell & a1y Jag &1? Heiarsg amieiic hrge
R Tl €, I G =T =51 T A1 off 37 aTett €, I8 § a1 AT & TS JATYhT el XET &l 2T
T SIfCH HEdT BT 8l ... ( Ja9™)

ot wfecterol @S (Taral): ST Hclerd & b I8 &9 $ fUr-Cefis &1 ...(@aum™)

£t frrfreprear g (MrgeT): H fobedt b AT e foram 81 &g ol oy =il §U 1 ... (e T) U &
for arfefamie o aar ST 21 ...(Tae)

ot afecrdrolT @S I8 T4 PO U-I1S 81 ... FaU) 39 AT BAM & (oY R 32 2. (aem)

st fRrer=ar o« 59 foreft o 9 T2l foran £ 1...(rae) # S5 A w1 E | ... (FaU) WS e,
# dice 7TEl Y TET gl...(TIET)

ot wfeeTaTolT TST: g9 WTed, 3T ST JATUDT 2 AT HRY AT §U? ... (Fq8T)
ot frfRrepT=a oI MU A9 a1 AT 8, AT AT BT AN DR ... (FTHT)

STfCRT HE&dT ay 2013 W 91T 31R SIfcr HEdT A ST & Ui S dobiel, Sl I THT & H o
€, & 1Y JY 81 I IHD! A [t ARy A1 & TorT HSRY T, ... () TR g+ STt
g foh S 39 IS¢ & IMIE §, ... (SIIY) SHET ST Fole die § &, IS I1gT A18d Bl Sl Fole &, S
T HSRI A GRS, (ga™) IS I 91 ToAd & df Jd18ql Ao HeRY 31U Al &, ... (STae™)
3y SR B, 3= 39! sgraT & . (aar) afe I qrT Y, .. (Iaa) § dde foe &t 1d
R &I g... (I

10/95



12/3/2018

oY AfeeTBIoT TST: 3R DS Tefdll BN AN IH BRI SHIAT, TE T T 8, cifebT 3T I+7eh AT BT
IR-IR 75 &R R &, 39T Fcierd & o R RUIS ofiep 81 7S 8 iR 19 ST & o I7pT B & forg
&1 T&T B1...(IIYT) 31T TS| §Td BT, SFTS i a1 7 HIRTTI ... (Taer=)

st fifreprea go: onft a1 39 g% fobarr 81 Geer sl ATEd €, ...(gawr) Rd SR del gof 7
Aroiefie oS 81 SRRFER, AHI3MTS 3R SRRACR, Sof 39d ol §9Ts & UM 8l ... (Sae) 7 AT
P S AU UTCT b HIwS UTaRPel 4 38, Ivich AT IAch Feel &1.... () Fieie 37 aredt &l
3T 37U+ ATt B8 B Bl (FTET) AR AT b TR H Tg a1l Pal TS ol ...(SIYM) b prreiror J
3t I < g ...(FIYH) TS Sft, 3T ORT HHST & AT 8, 4T At i I8 Ruic 2.
(FqeT) H $ UG 8T §, I§ el PHC! DI &l RUlc & fob kg A1t By UaT gatTl.... () ARe
RS} o1 =T e F QT AT, ST8T | TeT3TY T €T BIT o, SIRSNSTE DT DR B & o a8 aft
ST DT FMAT D <. (I SUTETE HBISY, 1T ftf Brg- FHS! & Hax B &l...(TIYT) TP
915 Y 2010 F IR a9 2014 T P! AT SRATSS 1 &I <1, .. (FTLT) FII1D I A F1G AN
%, MY I R DI =l A8 A §HD d1& G D FHI gl AR Alal D Fqrf Sl b, Iaeht §
SpIIciTST 3Tth ga=d &dT X&T &l 3 S, 2013 &' the Hon. Finance Minister, Shri P. Chidambaram

directed that Foreign Trade Policy should be amended to prohibit the above organisation from

importing gold except for very narrow, limited purposes. 3 S, 2013 &Y Tl foa H3T off
HET foh 31T DI Mo FHUIC 18] 81T ...(STIYT) L B, Mos BT S 9¢ I&T 2T, J&T Mg b ST
¢ &I 2l RS 7 3BT S BT, HAT 8 ATV ATl IS THISUC SIHRIC 96 I&T T, Aol BT aH

9 &I T, 98 38! a1 Bl b U o 918, 4 S, 2013 DI RBI came up with guidelines
whereby import of gold on consignment basis by both nominated agencies and banks
permissible only to meet the needs of exports of gold jewellery. ST TRAAIE R o 8, dR
TR DT I foTU T8 hFeTT 31T Tl 98T 18! a1d &l $HD &4 (&7 a8 SR & TH°g J 77 Tl
g3AT? Tf 3MTUehT 39 <9 1 BRI, IS 37 <1 A HFT fob 3T YERIR aTedl TSt & aF ISP o oM
BR1? I8 BITS & 3R TS St & IH HHCT P IR B

on 13" June, 2013, a meeting was called with various stakeholders and it was decided

that all the nominated agencies/designated banks importing gold shall have to meet lot-wise
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ratio of 20:80 between exporters and the domestic manufacturers. 10 ST & 7R diferdt sga

TS| MY BeleT DU PR Ahd & (b FIT HRUT AT b A ST DT I8 &5 R AT TAT 1R T HROT o7

f& 13 Sl B IY WieT T |1 On 215t June, 2013, the hon. Finance Minister approved the
20:80 scheme. 10-12 fa=T & 3fex GRT Wef &1 AT BRRT UICT 1 AT & fofq ST 4=m =n1feT o, g8
ﬁawaﬂ?'{é’r@ﬁqw@ 30 WHasT, 2014 Eﬁ‘fﬂ?ﬁﬁﬂ‘fﬂﬁ%‘f‘]ﬁ offl A meeting was called
which was attended by the representatives from RBI, DGFT, DGEP, CBEC, wherein it was
decided that the request of Star Trading House (STH) and Premium Trading House (PTH) for

their inclusion in 20:80 scheme may be considered after assessing the impact of gold likely to

be imported by them. e T FaTeT ST &1 7T o &9 MU ATgh H PV TR ST B 37R
6 MR ¢RET BISAS @I Mes FUIC B Bl gl & <11 3R Ive Tos SIS BRA D FoTTold
freT 71 13 5 T YT WeH B T ATl 16 T3 DI Refee M drelr oM I8 oy w3l w& ar 78 %,
gg Uch HdTel ATl The hon. Finance Minister gives his approval for inclusion of STH/PTH for

import of gold under 20:80 scheme. BTV Q\Hﬂ—aﬁmgl on 15" May, 2014 the DEA wrote to
RBI to amend the 20:80 scheme to allow gold import by STH/PTH. AT J&T 53T it & ¥dcd
o I8 TRBR 26 T3, 2014 PI a1 YD 8T I I3Y §Y MRAATS &P TR o, I8 g |l el <

fop forr =t it o amer €, wreme HAT SfY o1 aret €, 7E diferet fSRee &, S g 81 On 21
May, 2014, the RBI issued AP Dir Circular to amend 20:80 scheme. 310 FRa Aict 4T HRT, 39
P F9dTSY, RIS ST SATer 78] v, g8 MY Ffes Ra AT U7 gar < 89 <!

RT AT <G & Tl 7 7 rerar B,
ST f&eT ST AT, H314 §RT 7 DRl

I8 QI BT FTel &1 3P 918 S BHRT GYbR 3MTS Al S H SIARTS 7 I Ieh b qeeplai
far =it St oY & o T8 haret THHIfORT 81 8T 8, T8 el P 8l X8 8| 89 PV TR oS BTG Bl
RIGT TEE T D R 32 8l VH-UY hafoT 3MTY fdh 24 € & iR e Jal AT ATl b ‘eidy Ul
& TOUH H GRUIE. TR s 37T 8l Mes a7 o oy eRaR el STl 81 8RR § 24 €0 & 3R a8
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TEAUIE BT STIAT 81 haol BRI IR e BT SIS BT T-IT 3R BRI IR 8 Mo BT WaqaIe. siaT &)
PRISTATSRIT, AT eieh F+T BT SINC R+ T ARIST BT &1 SId I S H YT Il ol S[eTs o &R

fa =3 Sft 7 #ifeT &M on 27th November, 2014, the hon. Finance Minister approved the
withdrawal of 20:80 scheme. &1 7 ARY A HT YA Tl &9 F AR A1 S ANT U1 89 |
RAehT BT DT febaT AT Tl febam I fofU amaept A1 AISY Sit, AR fT =it S, A digy
I ST T TS AT ITRT T T T ISTEI foh Ra AT IR 77, oy Fream 9rT /-7, Sifas Hed
AT TRT, FolT HSRI HFT RT3 3T SloR Uar By, 31T S HRY, 39 Forr wiigr Uar
BV AP 15 3T Dy fb S 3T TE B of PR MY AT T BRI 4 of DR 3T &1 Y U1 1Y,
31 AT & g 97 iy afe g foree AT a8 & o a9 2011 H 300 @RIS B0 BT HleR
TFAIIE 3R HIeR SIHS & TFAUIS o

a9 2013, 2014 31 2015 Pl I 31T I TN 3BT B8 IR IRIS BUAT IGT 81 T TS hael
g A1 & BRI S T8I 97 21 I§ R4t ARG AT BT B & 78l 81 IS M7 T bl S, T JATep!
T Tl fob foher it TRE & & 81 374 o 38 & fob afs i a1 1T, ar $9epT o BhrgaT 81
ST BIIST I8 B3N — T8 ~JUTD I+ Pl RUIE & - f “The UK Court lets Indian banks search,

seize tycoon Vijaya Mallya’s properties. ” fARe¥ 2% R 9IS i dTet &1 9 1881 H 39 < H
UFACIFSIM BT & &1 TR a9 1903 H STH IMHSHT 3TRIT| a¥ 1947 T 59 ST H Udh avE di ¢iet effl
IR Y ITTSTTET P 1S a¥ 1947 I 1993 Teh Ueb 3T TIRE bl DI AT 3R 1993 I AR TS T
ST T 81 38 B, S AIRT faSell § AT I8 8, T 319 AN ¥ SHDT HeUAT Pl 81 AT h1gH Rbrs
&R BT STT MY S| fUeset 10 ATl 3 S H THIARSE 71 bl T, 2 H ST 3N Ig bl
AT fe-ufcfee ggdt S %8l 81 I 7 a¥ 2014 7 ShHIFG MbAS & ol 310 ©et # 3HsHT
forar b B 3 THIT BT TH B_AT 8l I8 et fonfoier Pl 91 8T dear &, I8 T spHIfH®
3SR T T BT &, ST b dap, TR, b, AfeeTral 3R HoigRl BT YT b’ 9T 71T 81 I
faer & 79T Hept T foraT B, §aTS STeTST A EH 8T 81 JUA o U B § G fobar 81 g 7
3T BT H FRATE T 81 HTeT = Y 31U BT H NG R foraml T UhT R T o a9 2004
o JUY ISR BT IO A2, i REmet A FH e g St o iR ORT ah 31 ar
ST T, T Refey off fob < ATt b AT SIS TS b 1Y B G T DIfALT el Pl
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q¥ 2010-11 § 9 T8 BT & el ff Te A SSregol 31T 3R 98 Te | oo &1 T, ifs I 7
AT o FHT A UTRT BRAT 3T T & IoT THT W TRT DBRIATI I T 5T & Febelt & b 31T 39 avE
F ARY 3fR ST & AT < B 82

ST TUHUCAT & 8T o7, 39 9T H YRR ST ISt bl aRW A aehl ol #7499 2012 &
eIl fa=T =3l it T el o & ST R &1 J8T 3, BT A Il BT 3R Tep forT W1 317 fob
3T T 3 BT J3T oIl & fop I Fm A FfeT uR aveaei! &bt a1 2T 3R 3177 ot & fob &ty
o PR IR & 337 eIy P 89RY TRBR 7 < 310 &7 A g T IS MY foieT BT AT 4(2) Bl
& -“The reason for the belief that an individual is a fugitive economic offender.” ITH 9 <1
IS $9 foeT § AR =T 98T a1l T belel PR BT BT AT 8 AT SRRFS I AT HTl,
IS folT TS BIC geh! TR M I Ugel ST ST TS fob fohvT HIRUT I 31T 3 ShIAIHD
3Mhex AT T8 &1 0T 81 & fh ST it o} foseft oot off U oMM SINAT STRETITS &7 HRasT, 2012 &7
AP 8, ITP AT I IS T T T 377 fShTees 81 €, AT 3T ¥ FolTT & 3faR 3T ST 81 IHb
9IS 3P JTY I AMAVE IR &1 9 MY UAT Fter g i Reafer 7 721 81 & 3iR § Y e &
I8 IRT U7 AT TaT T SR IFHT AT T Y Rfey 8, aF ¥ RUE. R 37w am S
TE S ¥ qIER 7 AT Al 3H HF H TG U8<T 9 P THATSIAR BT G|

T Ul S DI THINTSINR PRAT TS §oh THRNTSINR DT, THT a8 Ha IS I, S8 P,
R BN AT 7 foet & i off Urger= &, S a8 Y &Y NI T T & fob uwuery 8iik 31 fda
H S B &, I8 T8 & b UTTHTeTT &t 31 1 gsaret 7 o7 foram 3iR forey Reerfer 5 a7 foram, et
Uep 7T Ioi & fob ARPR ¥ Qra-FHgiah [ufg forr fob et Job e T IR SRRECR P &8Il

Qﬂ-lf-'i D] PIENRRCCIRIT ] Any information available as to the whereabouts of the fugitive,

economic properties or the value of such properties believed to be the mis-offender.

319 I& S fop SPIFSI AT &, S TRE P S AT 8- 3w oY 3T & 3R TR +ff 3w
€1 I I IR 39 TP g8 JAMIDRI fI& T8l D oI b T8 a1 el & AT 81, T8l IGeh! A=<y
& 7 T, SN AR P of & el Thdl &, DS <l U™ 8Idl & fob 71 <oy feb 9 T 3iTohet o % &,
31 ¢, 9T, A, TR, A1 311 & 9 I TRl of oid & J7 S IRl Tig ofd 8, I9d
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foTT 3rer EﬁT-“ff%l 39S 1<, a list of proceeds of crime Including any such property outside India
for which confiscation is sought. @I feree ST g1l Ut =18 & fob & fodt ob forq &arm o @b foam
fo5 T HRAT B, SRY YT 81 I 4 (2) H 59 TNE b IR NI4T STet 1 &

Notice under Section 10. Ig &7 &2 Where an application under Section 4 a special court
shall issue a notice to an individual who is alleged to be a fugitive economic offender. I AfeH
fSAT SITWIT The notice referred to in sub-Section 1 shall also be issued for any other person

who has any interest in the property mentioned in the application under sub-Section 2 of

Section 4. 31T J& FH, MU ATt 21 3R 50 BT 41T B8 SN D3 Iehl 39 AE DI d1d BTl T
IS BT TR TN SHeT Helerd & fop g =IrguTforesT ol arury af &1 fba, febedl 3Tferept el bls
3R AT et & f&am §F 3 foy Tt I I STIehT I fofT Hidelf e S srem af
3T IHDT AT ET S, AT ATISHT BeT & o AT &L USTH AN BT I, AT SHH BIS
<1 3T QT & TATET & fob g ot $ <7 BT URAT e AT SIU? T ARE § 3MT el T8l 31T T
Reerfcr 82 a1Tueh BRUT Rawy e 5 ST 34T ST 831, 31t g8l ot Uep U o1l 8, @8 &g & afedn
RIS & & 300 aRIe T0 Rey §aF # oS € ofR IW @IS oF aTeT 81 81 S o aTell BIS &l §
D I ST SART 81 H7 I 13 ofF e o 15 S SR I3 ISTY b 10 3 BT a1 ford, @ifeby
SeTeHT el SR H U 31T BT 3TTBT AT § Fifh G DIC P TSR I I THIMES a1, I8 N
ATYUT & 918 &1 5 g Fq H daT o7 fob By & - g 8, et go a9 21 feraers
4 A S UIGe TR 3T 8, For ST SRR 3R B bl AR = 3T 2 3R 99 38db SR Dls
STATe 8T ST, 1 &Y Xgd el 7, 7 MUl qrs (o T e T, Ry ForeHeATT 3R 2rifer 90T = ehar
3R I & SR TR af 2011-12 F THIMICT P TS BT WAL 5T T GISMEST 7 @AM ¥ el
FIRA & U8 &8 <& & (P MY Tg a1 FRNY, AT b Fae 3 AU FAT HeT? AU IR WUl
Wited |rsT o ford) Blg WiHe av 2019 { ofF] 81T, Pis TiHT gy 2020 § R BN, Tl scidbA=T
dTeT el Xl fob TRT IRPR ay 2019 H MW, a9 2020 H AT 370 FTRIT DI THS ATSH B
foram, Seerel higARFT RuifdT R T g @R fordT, s SR o~ &l 8lefd @RIe 8l
Rl
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STd $9 TRE P DT 4 &, T8I 31SIIo[3TeT b A WR HRAI BT T BN & 3 ANl o T
T I &1 31U HRUfdred WiHes Arge o fordl afs gt am = v &1 form &, aY o1 o 3ar amoy
A&l 3T 81 9 &7 A o SITQ, AT IR BT AR o S| fthx 31T detl b setdd=1 T IT 7817
U= o 7ol T 31T 9T <, Setdba=iT 3T SRS R S

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): | would like to say for the information of Shri
Nishikant Dubey ji, the whole Bill deals with confiscation of property of a fugitive economic

offender.

The question arises in this Bill. At the time of introduction, | had stood up and opposed
it. 1 am not participating in the debate. My colleague, Shri Tathagata Satpathy will be speaking
from our Party. But the question still remains. Confiscation of a property does not give
entittement to the Government to recover the money that has been swindled. Is there a
provision in any clause in the Bill to say about the recovery of the swindled money? Just tell us

on this point.

Bﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬁ]v—dggf: I IR Al fog HoAt Sft <, AfdseT & 31U §aTss d the process of declaration of
fugitive economic offender, ST fob 99 I 99T FaTeT 8, and confiscation of property, SESEEEINES
HEATE Sit 7 3Tt BT b fofeT & -4 & 37X I8 e mm & -

“Where the Director or any other officer not below the rank of Deputy Director
authorised by the Director for the purposes of this section, has reason to believe
(the reasons for such belief to be recorded in writing), on the basis of material in
his possession, that any individual is a fugitive economic offender, he may file an
application in such form and manner as may be prescribed in the Special Court
that such individual may be declared as a fugitive economic offender.”

& /13S4TS T HiehT < bl TR ST ST T 8 Feball 8?2 SRR iR et
SRINGCY ¥ & TR & IS § ST wiel, ST STFDRT 8, IHb 3R TR I féefla et
TS fob I%eh U O 1ol &, I e €l gt a1 IE & fob I BIC T WERT of T TS 319 g
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T b 31T fasTe 3Tt BIC DI Yoiol IR Te 8l A7 g TICHH D d1g T TUDT 7T 8
fob BT 19, JATCheT-14, JATfCPHer-21 BT ATl BTN SHT oRE H T Bled FH1T Y|

Section 2(1)(k) defines proceeds of crime. It is the same as Section 2(1)(u) of
PMLA after the amendment of 2018.

“Proceeds of crime” means any property derived or obtained, directly or
indirectly, by any person as a result of criminal activity relating to a Scheduled
Offence, or the value of any such property, or where such property is taken or held
outside the country, then the property equivalent in value held within the country or

abroad:”

S DI AT T J1d 82 AT I FHIRIY b M1 I8 98 g1 AHRAT 81 37T AN Hadd & b
3FR 3T febedt T SieT § 3 &1, &1 el A YT AQT? fhedt T St H 3& el Falel el 8l & febed!
Y el H FET 8] A8 81 BHRT I8 9T T2 81 SHRT ST AT TRE T 2] B

SUTEE HEIGY, H &I T ¥ aI8e-317 6l 8H I8 aT6d & 1 9RT I8 Sif IT &, TTIaR ol
ST BT 9T &, ISP Y H T F §ST JaTT I8 & fob a8 dep o1 91 81 §7 5 t7.91.U. 87 8T 81 10
ARG RIS BUF & TA.UT.T. 81 Q) R off @RT 91T €, ST BRT & Fae 1 HiIRa At & O &
e 81 fondt F SreR foram, fhdt =1 3oeT A i, favedt 7 fame o= f&m, I AR i & HifFRR
AT 81 gBi gt iTthed e foby 81 geai- &1 g8 Ryguer der &l s8I+ & T1.41.u. dar fbam
3ITST &Y ST H R TRBR Th 38T fdeT I 3775 &l BH IADT T H_AT A1yl F 37 H Dhdal Ja!
g & - I Jarg GRa: wd I PR g Refer o <@ gy adt ot et Rt S @
SITUBHR BNl ... TTY) 3751 Gl P ATl H YT T FHH Bl &) TdTG] ... ( TaeT)

DR. SHASHI THAROOR (THIRUVANANTHAPURAM): Hon. Deputy Speaker, | thank you very
much for the opportunity to address the House on the topic that is really a great concern to all

of us. Particularly in recent years, all of us share the nation’s concern about the jhooth-loot-
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scoot culture that has become dominant and we have seen many economic offenders fleeing

the country and refusing to come back to face justice.

Sir, we had high expectations of this Bill. | note that earlier this year, none other than our
esteemed Prime Minister addressed a word of warning to financial and regulatory authorities
on the increasing number of financial frauds and fugitive economic offenders. To quote our
hon. Prime Minister, he said that he wants to make an appeal to those who have been
entrusted with the job of framing rules and policies and maintaining ethics to do their job
diligently and with dedication. These are the Prime Minister's words. These are promising
words and we, in the Congress Party, had hoped that perhaps for at least once in these four

years, the present ruling dispensation would actually come through on a commitment.

1500 hrs

But as usual, hon. Deputy Speaker, as has been the legacy of this Government, there
remains a significant gap between the rhetoric of its leadership and the reality that is suggested
by the nature of the Bill before us today. In the last few years, we have seen a string of
businessmen flee the country after allegedly defrauding numerous creditors, especially public
sector banks under the watch of the very men who promised to be the watchmen, the

chowkidars, of India today.

The magnitude of the crisis is seen by a response of the Ministry of External Affairs in
the Lok Sabha which has itself admitted that in March this year India has the awful record of
having 31 fugitive economic offenders who had collectively robbed the honest tax payer of over
Rs. 40,000 crore. That is the figure given by the Ministry of External Affairs to this House. Now,
to give that figure of Rs. 40,000 crore some perspective, that is also nearly the same amount
that this Government allocated on paper to the Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment
Guarantee Programme and they took credit saying this is the record highest ever allocation in

2017-18 for this scheme. They did not actually give all the money. That is the amount of money
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that seems to be on the books of our fugitive economic offenders. While the men and women
of our country dependent on their daily wages are struggling with delayed payments because
the Government, apparently, does not have enough money to give the States to pay our
MNREGA workers, our white collar economic offenders have got away from this country with
impunity and the fact is that given these abject circumstances, | must say that we have hoped
for effective and workable legislation from this Government to tackle this pressing issue with

conviction. But it is already too little, too late.

As my friend Shri Premachandran has pointed out, the biggest fugitives have already left
the country. The Government has failed to extradite them and | am going to come back to that.
Vijay Mallya escaped two years ago, Nirav Modi fled in January, 2018 after gleefully taking a
photograph in Davos with our Prime Minister. It is interesting to hear the BJP speaker talk
about Congress association. The pictures are of, apparently, our own Prime Minister in his
company. Jatin Mehta of Winsome Diamonds has left for St. Kitts in 2016 and Lalit Modi
benefited from a ‘No Objection’ intervention by our own Minister of External Affairs in 2015
which was a big issue in this House just three years ago. They are all living in luxury abroad.

So, we would like to ask only one question to this Government: Kiska saath, Kiska vikas?

But anyway, before analysing this Bill, we must ask ourselves as to what is the situation
that necessitates the need to enact a particular kind of legislation. Normally, if there is a flaw in
certain statutes or provisions that is being exploited by individuals to escape the law, then,
undoubtedly, a legislative remedy is required. But | am sorry to say that there is absolutely no
indication in this Bill of a remedy or even a slightly progressive step to address the larger
malaise in our regulatory and financial institutions. Instead, we have a poorly crafted draft
where it seems little thought has been given to and the entire exercise, | am sorry to say, reeks
of tokenism and political double speak. | will explain why | say this because my problems with

this Bill are practical, legal and constitutional.
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Now, the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Bill states that the existing civil and
criminal provisions of the law are inadequate to deal with the problem of economic offenders
fleeing our jurisdiction. So, they are saying that when you have somebody absconding with the
proceeds of crime, there are no laws to deal with it. That is absurd. There are very much
existing laws. We have our Criminal Procedure Code. The question before us is to ask whether
the proposed legislation is better than the present legal regime. What is the problem that you

are fixing? What are your improvements?

Sir, the previous speaker talked at length about NPAs. First of all, the Government’s own
figures confirm that the quantum of Non-Performing Assets in the public sector banks in our
country has more than doubled since they came to power. So, they are the ones who will bear
the bulk of responsibility for the NPAs. But more significantly, is the BJP seriously arguing that
the bulk of these NPAs are due only to fugitive economic offenders? The NPA issue is a much
bigger problem. We are very happy to have a debate on that in this House. But the fact still
remains that this is clearly not the problem that they can fix in this way. Now, | will come to my

specific objections.

First, under Section 82 of our existing Criminal Procedure Code, if any court has reason
to believe that a person is evading a warrant issued by it, then it can require him to appear
before the court within 30 days and if he fails to do so, it is already in our law today, “any
property of the concerned person can be attached” under Section 83. That is our present law.
So, what are they fixing? Under Section 10 of the Bill, however, once an application has been
filed to declare a person as a fugitive economic offender, this Bill gives him six weeks to
appear, and an additional period of one week may be given if his counsel appears on his
behalf. So, in fact this Bill actually gives a fugitive economic absconder and offenders more
time than the existing Criminal Procedure Code. Instead of 30 days, he is getting 7 weeks or

42 days. Now, please explain the logic behind this generosity in the Bill.
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Now, under the Bill, only if a person has a warrant issued against him for a scheduled
offence involving Rs. 100 crore or more, will he come under the ambit of this law. Now, this is a
very interesting number. Where does it come from? With this threshold, it means somebody
can swindle Rs. 80 crore, Rs. 90 crore, or even Rs. 99.99 crore and he would not attract any of
the provisions of this law. Where on earth did our Government decide that a Rs. 100 crore is
the only level at which we should take these people seriously? Under the Prevention of Money
Laundering Act, which has already been referred to in this House, offences involving one crore
or more are covered. It is important that this Rs. 100 crore threshold should be removed so as

to ensure that all types of white collar absconders are brought under the ambit of the law.

| want to agree Mr. Deputy Speaker, we need a strong law to deal with fugitives and
absconders. But at the same time, we have a constitutional ethos to preserve; we have a legal
culture to preserve; we are a democracy, not some sort of tin-pot dictatorship. We must have
sufficient safeguards built into the law to prevent it from being used as a tool of harassment by

the Government.

Now, if you look at the Section 14 (a) of the Bill, once a person is declared a fugitive
economic offender, then any court or tribunal in India may disallow such a person from putting
forward or defending any civil claims in court. Now, ‘any civil claims’ mean what? You are
effectively extinguishing a human being’s right, an Indian citizen’s right to any civil remedy. For
instance, if a person is a fugitive, but at the same time he is part of a property dispute or he is
part of a divorce proceeding, under the provisions, he cannot defend himself. He cannot take
any action in any court of law. This is a bizarre logic. The provision can prevent him from
exercising his rights as an Indian citizen in such cases, even those rights unconnected to the
economic offence that he has committed. The Supreme Court has clearly held that the right to
access courts is an inalienable right and | am quoting the Supreme Court judgement: “...so
basic and inalienable that no system of governance can possibly ignore its significance leave

alone afford to deny the same to its citizens.” That means the right to access justice, which has
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been challenged by the previous speaker, flowing from Article 21 and Article 14 of the
Constitution requires the ability to go to a court and ask the court to defend your rights or at
least hear your side. Extinguishing such a right, even in the case of a fugitive will be found by
any half-educated judge to be a violation of the Constitution of India. Why are we bringing
forward such an obviously unconstitutional provision that flies in the face of Supreme Court

judgements? The Government really owes us an explanation on this.

Section 14 (b) goes even further because the right of companies to approach civil courts
is also extinguished if the person filing on behalf of a company is a Manager, or a Director or a
shareholder and he happens to be a fugitive economic offender. So, the Government will no
doubt argue - they have not come up with this yet, but they may argue that this will force
companies to get rid of such people from their companies. But the fact is, majority
shareholders cannot be changed overnight. My good friend Shri Piyush Goel knows that very
well; they are the ones who bring capital to the company. So, the provision will suddenly mean
that other shareholders, perhaps minority shareholders, will be punished and their investments
affected for no fault of their own. The Supreme Court in a different recent judgement had said
and | quote the Supreme Court again: “...when something is done which is excessive and

disproportionate, such legislation would be manifestly arbitrary.”

This provision is manifestly arbitrary because it affects the rights of people, who are not

offenders, and it will clearly not survive a Constitutional test.

And, | am asking again the Government: “Why do you produce an unconstitutional law
that you know has no chance of going past the existing judgments of the Supreme Court that |

have cited?” ... (Interruptions) Yes, it is purely for optics. | will come back to that.

Once a person is declared a fugitive economic offender -- we have all heard this already
— his properties are confiscated and vested with the Central Government. Now, under this Bill,

as Mr. Mahtab already mentioned, the Centre, of course, can try and recover the money by
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selling off the property that is confiscated. But remember that the declaration of a person as a
fugitive economic offender is not a conviction. It is not the result of a criminal trial. It is a
declaration based on prima facie material. Sale of property, unlike the confiscation of property,
cannot be undone, and, therefore, it can only by resorted to once a person has already been

convicted.

Now, the Government may say: “Well, under the Money Laundering Act, we can dispose
of the property vested with us.” But even that happens only under the Money Laundering Act
after a trial. Here, there is no trial. So, now, the Government wants to make itself the trial court
as well and take on powers that in the history of India no Government has had without going

before a Judge.

| think, as legislators, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we have the responsibility to ensure that
any Bill we pass, is legally sound, fair and reasonable. The property of a fugitive economic
offender may be attached by the court; there may be third parties, who have leasehold rights or
mortgage rights on such property, and of course, the Bill does provide that these properties
should not then be confiscated. But then, those individuals who have no connection with the
crime committed by the accused, have the obligation to prove that they actually have a
legitimate interest in the property without knowing that the property is from the proceeds of a
criminal act. How is somebody supposed to know that? After all, they will act in good faith with

their business partners, with their company officials, their shareholders.

It seems to me that you are, now, using this Bill to reverse the onus; and instead of the
prosecution having the responsibility to show that any third party has reasonable grounds to
believe that the property arose out of the criminal activity, instead you are taking away his right

to rebut such charges and you are saying that he no longer has any rights.

This Section too would need to be amended because you cannot punish the innocent

and deprive them of their legal rights. This would set a very dangerous precedent in other
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matters in our country.

Now, the Bill also suffers from a major lacuna. Of course, the whole question of
properties, which are not part of criminal proceeds over which third parties have interest but
are yet attached, has not been addressed in the Bill; and that lacuna would need to be dealt

with.

One more thing is the power of notification that the Government has taken upon itself. It
says that the offences, which need to be attracted to show a person as a fugitive, are listed in
the Schedule, but the Government can make changes to the Schedule by notification. Now,
this means that the power can be misused by the Government whenever it likes. If there is a
person, for example, who is close to the ruling party — an allegation we have heard from the
other side — then, the Government can quite simply change the Schedule and decide that that
offence does not attract this Bill. Why do we not have a much more sensible precaution and
say that if any changes need to be made to the Schedule, it must be through the sanction of
Parliament? The Government has to explain to Parliament the reasons and purpose of the
change rather than taking on the power to itself to change the Schedule arbitrarily. These

notifications can be placed before the House.

We have a problem. You are a long-term legislator. You know what | am talking about.
We have a very weak scrutiny and oversight in our Parliament over matters of delegated
legislation. We pass a Bill and then, we do not know what happens to it, what rules they write,
what notifications they issue, under what regulations the law is implemented. | really feel, Sir,
this is a larger point beyond this Bill that we need to seriously look at requiring the Government

to actually explain their rules to us when we pass Bills.

Now, there are two very important points that | wish to add before | conclude. Frist is that
the Supreme Court of India, and | am citing a lot to it because it is such an important issue, has

passed the judgment in March of last year suggesting to the Government to amend the
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Criminal Procedure Code to allow for trial in absentia. This is in ‘Hussain versus the Union of

India’, Piyush, if you want to look up, it is of ot of March, 2017. Itis very similar. In fact, they
actually alluded to Section 339 B of the Bangladesh Criminal Procedure Code because they

say that it will reduce the delay in trials when the accused absconds from the country.

Even though the judgement was passed one year and four months ago, our Government
has shown no urgency in implementing this suggestion. If the Government could bring in an
amendment to this effect, the fugitive economic offenders, who stay abroad can be tried in
absentia as you have the Supreme Court’s own backing for it but the Government has not had

the courage to do this.

The other idea that they have got that attaching the properties of absconders will force
them to return is laughable. One of the most prominent businessmen, who have fled the
country couple of years ago, sold some of his estates before leaving the country. All these
objectives of the Bill can easily be bypassed by a fugitive economic offender if he sells off his
property before it is attached. The Government instead needs to take a comprehensive review
of our extradition process. That is where the flaw is. | know that the previous speaker attended
to it. | have written extensively on this subject. The fact is that while we definitely need to
ensure that there is better intelligence on those engaging in fraudulent activities so that they
can be nabbed before they leave the country. But the fact is that when the previous speaker
asks as to why we had not brought a fugitive economic offender law earlier, the fact is that
these are matters that are already within the capacity of the Government to do. They can
strengthen the CrPC. They can allow for trials in absentia. ... (Interruptions) | should say that
in the UK for example, we have put up so many extradition requests but in the last 25 years
only one person has been extradited back to India. What is wrong with us? Why is the
Government not fixing that? The fact is that Mr. Deputy Speaker we are essentially seeing an
exercise in passing a hastily drafted legislation to play to the gallery while ignoring the real

issues of the non-implementation of the laws by ignoring the Government’s own failure to do

25/95



12/3/2018

the things that | have suggested and then, we are now, essentially shutting the stable door

after the horse has bolted.

Lastly, by putting forward a Bill, many of the provisions, which will be struck down as
unconstitutional, the Government is only making a show of being tough on fugitive economic
offenders. This is too serious an issue to become another jumla. | urge the Government to
take another look at their Bill and amend its provisions suitably. As Ghalib put it — since they

are rather fond of Ghalib — let me say:

“ION T FSell Al AoTN gSof oI &,

AT DT gt a1 RIaR 987 91 B

PRITAT deo Y ST 81,

&I T Sgelt ar fhR Qe aaat S 211

The Prime Minister has called himself the pradhan chowkidar — the chowkidar seems to be
sleeping at the gate.... (Interruptions) you are just putting a heavy padlock on the garage door

after the car has been stolen.

SHRI T.G. VENKATESH BABU (CHENNAI NORTH): Hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir, thank you for

allowing me to speak on this important Bill, the Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill, 2018.

The main intent of this Bill is to force the fugitives to return to the country. Their
extradition from their safe havens has failed despite maximum efforts taken by the
Government. The extradition treaties, especially, with the United Kingdom proved ineffective

and the fugitives can challenge the Government and the law of this land.

26/95



12/3/2018

This Bill is more stringent and vastly different from earlier Acts where the confiscation of
properties of the fugitives other than the corporate giants was manifest. But this Bill aims at the
fraudulent corporates and paves the way for sale proceeds of the confiscated property in India
and abroad. This will prevent any civil claims of the properties and targets the benami holdings

of the fugitives also without there being any encumbrances.

Sir, these are welcome steps which foretell the political will of this Government that is
pressurised by the list of growing fugitives everyday like Vijay Mallya, Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi,
Mehul Choksi, Jatin Mehta, Ritesh Jain, etc., etc. With unearthing of every scam, the resultant

massive damage to the financial health of our banks is becoming very apparent.

Though the intent of this Government may be good and is in line with the UN Convention
against the fugitives and the procedural delays may be remedied, given the past experience,
the achievements may not be forthcoming as willed by the Government. Whether the Bill acts
as a deterrent, the main import of this Bill is doubtful. Mallya, despite his properties being
confiscated and sale proceeds being undertaken, does not bother but declares that he is
heavenly with his residential properties and some other properties in foreign soil registered in

the name of his family members that are enough to hold them good.

Sir, he was arrested in UK but was let out on bail. The Extradition Acts of 1870 and
1935 of the British Empire did not apply in the case of foreign states unless Her Majesty so

directs by an Order in the Council.

The international track record of punishing and recovering the assets of the fugitives is
abysmal. The record of developing countries is worse still. Out of 20 to 40 billion dollars of
stolen money every year from the developing countries, in 2010-12, only 1.39 billion dollars
could be frozen out of which only 147.2 million dollars was recovered. In this regard, the
observation of World Bank merits a reference. The developing countries are to encounter

serious obstacles in the recovery. Even if there is political will to pursue stolen assets, limited
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legal, investigative and judicial capacity hampers the process of jurisdictions where the stolen
assets are hidden. Often developed countries may not be responsive to requests for legal
assistance, various treaties notwithstanding. So, this Bill is toothless if the assets are outside
the country. The World Bank initiative, STAR (Stolen Assets Recovery Programme) is a telling
example as to how badly the past efforts have fared. So, the National Financial Reporting
Authority (NFRA) to be incorporated under Section 132 of the Companies Act may serve a

little purpose only. It is feared that it may end up in a cramp.

This Bill may be in sync with the UN Convention against corruption with regard to
punishing offenders without a criminal conviction when the prosecution is not possible. Here
under this Bill along with confiscation, sale proceeds are to be undertaken when the case
against the fugitive is still pending and the conviction has not been proclaimed. Further,
neither the fugitive nor his accomplice, who has a stake in the property, can file civil suits
against him. The Bill itself is apprehensive about these provisions which run counter to Article
21 of our Constitution enforcing the right to life. The Bill interprets this right to include another
right to access justice. That mandates a Constitutional Amendment devoid of which, it may be
challenged in the court of law by the fugitives. This will pose a serious problem, especially in a

country where the right to personal liberty has been placed on a high pedestal.

Further, the Bill is shrouded in ambiguity and uncertainty in its embryonic stage and has

to be covered plenty to plug the loopholes.

The matter is further complicated by a rather uncertain judiciary which works, most of the
time, at cross purposes. Take the case of Ananda Padmanaban, the Malaysian national linked
to the Aircel-Maxis scam. The CBI Special Court called for confiscation of his Indian assets as
he was not appearing before it, but finally, he was let out and all the accused were acquitted,

including Ananda Padmanaban and Maran brothers.
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The previous Acts supposed to be stringent, like SARFAESI, MISA, COFEPOSA have
been rendered ineffective. It will be more prudent to tighten up the escape route for the
fugitives. In the case of Nirav Modi, enough time was provided to escape even after the CBI
filed an FIR against him. His uncle Mehul Choksi could still escape after him. Mallya’s case is
not different. In the case of Lalit Modi, this Government was generous enough to suspend the

revocation of his passport.

There must be a fresh look at providing massive loans to borrowers without there being a

collateral of equal value.

The norms of the banks to lend loans on higher denominations or values should be very
stringent and there should be greater accountability in providing loans. The role of CAs is to be
reviewed as they do not appear to be doing justice to their jobs. The names of all individuals,
who have defaulted, must be made public to make them shameful. There is a proverb in Tamil-
-“Thumbaivittu vaalai pidikka koodaathu”, which alludes that there is no use in tracking the
fugitives after allowing them to escape. So, preventive steps may deter the defaulters more

than the Bills like the one now under discussion.

The Government has to show its steadfastness and will power in uncompromisingly and
sternly dealing with the offenders of NPA. The banks should be empowered to achieve higher
recovery and speedy confiscation of the proceeds of crime. The waiver or write off, whichever
name is given, should be a thing of the past. Prevention is always better than cure. Thank you,

Sir.

SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE (SREERAMPUR): Deputy Speaker, Sir, again | have got the
chance to speak when you are in the Chair. Incidentally, it happens and | consider it as a great

privilege for me.
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Sir, this Bill has been brought for discussion today. In West Bengal there is a proverb,
“Chor palale buddhi bare”. When the thieves have stolen the property and flew, then the owner
of the property has become intelligent. That is the situation of the Central Government. That is

the thing.

| request the hon. Finance Minister to clarify one thing. Kindly see the Statement of
Objects and Reasons. Under Clause 3 sub-clause (1), the definition of the fugitive economic
offender is given as “an individual who has committed a scheduled offence or offences
involving an amount of Rs.100 crore or more and has absconded from India or refused to come
back to India to avoid or face criminal prosecution in India.” Therefore, for offences of crime,
the amount should be Rs.100 crore or more, according to the Statement of Objects and
Reasons of the Bill. But | do not find any such figure in the main Bill. No such figure is there.
What is the correct position? According to you, who will be the fugitive economic offender,
defined under Section 2 sub-section (5)? Fugitive economic offender means any individual
against whom a warrant for arrest in relation to scheduled offence has been issued by any
court in India, who (i) has left so as to avoid criminal prosecution or (ii) being abroad refuses to
return to India to face criminal prosecution. There you have not mentioned the value of the

crime as Rs.100 crore or more.

Hon. Finance Minister, | will be happy if you ignore Clause 3, sub-clause (1) as
mentioned in the Statement of Objects and Reasons and delete it because if you keep Rs.100
crore and more, then a person, who has committed a crime involving Rs.50 crore, will fly and
this Act will not apply. Therefore, would it not be a discrimination between the two persons who

are committing the same crime?

If a fraud includes a sum of more than Rs.100 crore, this law would apply and if the sum
is less than Rs.100 crore, the law would not apply to it. Is it not a discrimination? If you commit

one murder, you will not be treated as a murderer. But if you commit five murders, then only
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the Indian Penal Code (IPC) will be applicable. This is a discrimination. Therefore, | would urge
the Government to think about this. | would be very happy if you delete this. his Act should

equally be applicable to a person who has stolen even one rupee.

Now, | come to another issue which is relating to absconding, that is, fleeing to another
country. What are the conditions of absconding and when would this Act apply? When the
offences which have been mentioned in the Schedule have been committed and the officers of
the Department concerned have initiated a criminal case and the appropriate criminal court has
issued a warrant of arrest and despite the warrant of arrest the person is not available in India,
in these circumstances this Act would apply. Then, you have to take up the regular criminal
proceedings very fast. You cannot avoid the initiation of the regular criminal case. So, what is

the speciality of this Act?

If an officer detects an offence and takes steps in time, then only the criminal case would
be in motion. Unless a criminal case is in motion and appropriate steps are taken, you cannot

reap the benefits of this Act; you cannot apply this Act at all.

Hon. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, a question arises as to why we are doing this. | think we are
doing this because we have seen the cases of Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi, that is, the Modi
syndicate. We have seen these cases. Now, the question is that these offences have been
committed long back and the appropriate authorities must have taken steps against them. |
want to know from you as to what steps have been taken up. It must have been filed as a
criminal case before the appropriate court. If the case had already been filed, a warrant would
have already been issued; a proclamation would have already been issued. Even order for
attachment of properties of the criminal would have already been issued. Even if everything
has been done, this Act would not apply to offenders, who have committed crimes up to this
day. Sir, no criminal law is implemented with retrospective effect. The law is implemented with

only prospective effect. So, what effective steps have you taken against these offenders? This
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is what the country is asking. Why are Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi and Vijay Mallya not being
arrested and why are their properties not attached? They have gone abroad. If it is so, the
country wants to know whether it is an appropriate law. So, this is a law which has brought

nothing for the country.

Hon. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, it is only an eyewash, although | support the substance of the
Act itself. It should be an Act. But, as of today, this country is very sensitive about whatever
scams have been committed. The people of this country are suffering from insecurity over
keeping their money in banks. These are not the only cases where this Act would not be

applicable; even in the Punjab National Bank fraud case, this law would not be applicable.

It would be applicable to future cases. Hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir, now | will just refer to a

few things. Clause 4(2)(c) reads:

“A list of properties or the value of such properties believed to be the proceeds of

crime, including any such property outside India for which confiscation is sought;”
It mentions ‘outside India’. Then, clause 5(1) reads:

“The Director or any other officer authorised by the Director, not below the rank of
Deputy Director, may, with the permission of the Special Court, attach any property
mentioned in the application under section 4 by an order in writing in such manner as

may be prescribed.”

Therefore, it is as if you are giving the power to the Indian courts to attach a property
which is situated outside of the country. Can any Indian court do it? The Indian courts have
jurisdiction within India. Can an Indian court attach a property existing in London? Can an
Indian court pass an order of arrest in respect of a person, who is there in London, and bring
him before the court within seven days? Can an Indian court do it? The answer is negative.

Then, what is the use of writing all these things? If this power is there in the Indian courts, then
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why have you not taken steps for getting an order from an Indian court to arrest Mr. Lalit Modi,
Mr. Nirav Modi, Mr. Vijay Mallya and others? You arrest them and bring them to India. India

wants to see their faces; India does not want to hear your lecture.

You have said so many things. You have said that black money would be recovered,
black money would be distributed and everyone would get Rs. 15 lakh. Where is that black
money? You are making speech only. You are delivering speech only. In substance, people of
the country want to see them in the Indian jails. They are eagerly waiting and you are not doing

anything.

Let me come to clause 7(1) which reads:

“Notwithstanding anything contained in any other provisions of this Act, where a
Director or any other officer authorised by the Director, on the basis of material in his
possession, has reason to believe (the reasons for such belief to be recorded in
writing), that an individual may be a fugitive economic offender, he may enter any

place--"

If you say that he may enter any place, it means that this power can be abused for so
many reasons, including the political ones. Today, everybody in India knows that the
present Central Government is really vindictive and they are exercising the power for
political reason to arrest and harass all the political opposition leaders and workers. That is
known to everyone. Therefore, this power is capable to be abused. Without framing any

guidelines, without having anything like that, can it be done?

Hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir, you have been the Law Minister of your State. You know

the substantive law.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | was a Minister at the Centre during 1998-99.

SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE : Sir, | am very sorry.
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Sir, you know the law. Can any law be made which is capable to be abused? If it is

capable to be abused, that violates the constitutional provision itself. Sir, you know this.
Sir, now | come to clause 9. This is very interesting.

We know the basic structure of the CrPC. Section 94 of the CrPC 1973 gives the
Government the power to search and seizure. What is the minimum requirement? There must
be two independent witnesses. Now, you refer to Section 9 here. It says: “If an authority,
authorised in this behalf by the Central Government by general or specific order, has reason to
believe (the reason for such belief to be recorded in writing) that any person has secreted
about his person or anything under his possession, ownership or control, any record or
proceeds of crime which may be useful for or relevant to any proceedings under this Act, he
may search that person and seize such record or property which may be useful for or relevant
to any proceedings under this Act.” There is no provision in the Bill itself which makes the
presence of independent witnesses mandatory when such a search and seizure takes place.
You know that many criminal cases have been quashed only on the ground that at the time of
search and seizure no independent witness was there. Indian courts have quashed so many
cases and so many persons have been acquitted. What is the utility in bringing such type of
Bills? Why should there not be a provision for independent witness? Why have you not made

this provision in the statute itself? This is one of the main defects in this Bill.

Please refer to Section 12. Only after exercising the power under Section 12, a person
can be declared by the special court as a fugitive economic offender. If that is so, how can |
read it with Section 4? He may appear to be a fugitive economic offender. | can understand
that. A person may be named in the FIR. He may be accused of several things. But till he is
convicted, he cannot be said to be a criminal. So, Section 12 and Section 4 are contradictory. |

can appreciate the steps that are sought to be taken. But so many defects are there. | do not
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want to repeat what the hon. Members from Congress, AIADMK, etc. who spoke before me

have said.

Let me come to Section 14 which has been referred to repeatedly. It says:
“‘Notwithstanding anything contained in any other law for the time being in force, on a
declaration of an individual as a fugitive economic offender, any Court or Tribunal in India, in
any civil proceedings before it, may disallow such individual from putting forward or defending
any civil claim”. | have very limited knowledge of law. ... (Interruptions) This cannot sustain for
one simple reason. According to our Indian law, evidence of a criminal court or a judgement of
a criminal court has no bearing at all in a civil proceeding or in a civil case. Can it be made
applicable? Have you come across a case where an evidence of a criminal case has been

relied upon by the civil court? There is not a single case.

They were very badly drafted. Although there is some desire, but the desire to fulfil for
whom | do not know. It is because the persons who have committed the crime are merrily

enjoying their life, and the Government will never be able to bring them back.

We want to see an effective Finance Minister, if at all. Mr. Goyal, | do not know as to how
long you will be the Finance Minister. Of course, in the morning your colleague, Mr. Nitin
Gadkari, has said that : foa ﬁ%maﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ, S8 3TTUhT AT &l foIaT 2l | do not know as
to how long you will remain here, but if you can bring back -- so long as you remain the
Finance Minister, within that specified time -- Lalit Modi, Nirav Modi, Vijay Mallya and others to
India, then we can appreciate the steps that you have taken. If you cannot do it, then all of us
will say that whatever you are doing is an eye-wash and only for delivering speeches. dTd T,

g1 &I, B 7 BRI This is your policy and this is your principle, and this will be established.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: He is only in-charge Finance Minister.
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SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE : Sir, the Government is there.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, it is there.

SHRI TATHAGATA SATPATHY (DHENKANAL): Sir, | am grateful to you for giving me the
time. | start by supporting the Government’s Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill, 2018 to replace

the Ordinance of 2018.

| sometimes start wondering whether the Babus and the Parliamentarians have actually
kind of merged together and whether there is any difference in the personalities of both these
classes. People in office have probably accepted the fact that they wish to be reduced to mere
bystanders to the theatrical spectacle that is being put up by the Government machinery in the

garb of legislations.
PROF. SAUGATA ROY (DUM DUM): Mind the words, ‘theatrical spectacle’!

SHRI TATHAGATA SATPATHY : | guess that our job is to be agile and not to be taken for a
ride by the bureaucracy; to be surgical; and to look into the nitty gritty of Bills that come up in

the Parliament. So, while trying to be critical, one need not necessarily be negative.

| completely agree with one of the stalwarts of the BJP, one of the speakers here. |
understand very little Hindi, but what little broken Hindi | understood, he said that he went out
looking for evil one day in the morning -- probably, after his morning walk -- and he did not find
any evil. Then he looked inside himself and there was no one more evil than himself. Hear,

hear!
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Sir, then he went on to say that he had spoken on this Bill earlier when the previous
Government that sits on your left side was in power, and he had warned them that such a Bill
will put them in a trap. | agree wholeheartedly with this stalwart speaker of the BJP, and repeat

his own words to him.

Of course, after the Nirav Modi, Lalit Modi and | am forgetting the names as there are so
many of them, the spectacles, the Government had to prove its money’s worth and it is trying to
seize the narrative, which is good because nowadays we find this ‘narrative’ very popular and

everybody wants to seize the narrative.

While, prima facie, the Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill looks like a strong Act that will
scare people from committing crimes. It will also be a measure towards increasing the
accountability of offenders. One simply has to read these Acts with a critical lens and

understand that it is far from its intentions.

Everything that the Bill talks about, be it confiscation, attachment or absconding - in
many shades, sizes and colours — have all been directly covered under the CrPC, the Money
Laundering Bill, the SARFAESI Act and so many other existing Acts. That means, it is not that
India lacks in regulations and laws. | would request the hon. Finance Minister, since he has
such a big machinery at his disposal, to carry out or give an order to carry out a survey as to
what is the per capita law we have in India. We should all know how many laws we have per
head — every individual Indian — because all that we are doing is passing laws, which do not

get implemented at the ground level.

| don’t see why there was a need to bring in a new law instead of tackling the lacunae in
the present laws. Even if we did require a new law, where does it empower the Government to
dispose these properties? Then why was it brought in through an Ordinance process when we
knew — everybody knew — that Parliament Session was about to start? That also is done at

your behest. When Parliament sits and when Parliament does not sit is also decided at your
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behest. So, it was for you to decide and to revert to Ordinances. ... (Interruptions) It is up to
them to decide when Parliament should sit. So, reverting or applying an Ordinance is probably
one of the most undemocratic acts that a Government can do. Only Pakistan, Bangladesh and
India - which was united India earlier — in the world have this Ordinance system. So, we should

avoid it.

This Ordinance was brought in, in a similar fashion as Aadhar was brought in through
the Money Bill route to divert attention, to hoodwink people. Even if there are admittedly
loopholes in the present laws, does this new Bill, this new Act, really plug these loopholes? No,
it doesn’t. For example, the Bill says that it is retrospective in nature. However, there is no
mention of how we are proposing to bring these fugitives back to the country and hold them
personally liable. The Bill also bars the offenders or any company associated with him from
filing or defending a civil claim. But interestingly, and | am sure, the present Finance Minister,
Shri Piyush Goyal, who is a very learned Chartered Accountant and is a very highly educated
person, knows that it is absolutely silent and is not piercing the corporate veil. If you really want
to implement this Bill, you will have to first go through all the corporate laws. The Government
should ensure how individual director, shareholder, employee of a particular company is to be

treated when this Bill is implemented against a particular company.

We may very well recover the economic losses but what about the deterrent effect? Is it
only that people will be cheating, stealing, running away and the Indian system will be chasing
after them or are we proposing to have any deterrent that others see as an example and stop
doing those wrong things? The law should not only address offences but also discourage and

prevent others from committing the same crimes.

Another ambiguous aspect or idea of this Act where it is unstated whether to seize
properties acquired from the Criminal act. Are you going to seize only those properties

acquired after the cut off date mentioned in the Criminal Act? Will you be able to seize the
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property of a director of a company, who you think has defrauded a bank? Are you going to to
seize properties created by his father, by his grandfather inherited property because there are

many companies in India today, huge corporates which are not created by the present owners?

They had no contribution. They are only sitting on a huge pile of cash. What will they do?
Will they take them back? Will they seize the properties of their fathers, who came on a bicycle

and built an empire? That is a question which this Government has to answer.

Now, | would come to the proposed Special Courts. My hon. Colleagues had mentioned
about this. First of all, do they have the power to extradite? Secondly, can they actually be
considered fast track courts? After this Special Court, they have kept the avenues open for the
High Courts, the Supreme Court and the whole process. Let us say, they finish this in three to
four months’ time. Then the case goes to the High Court. What process are you trying to
institute by which the whole process, right up to the end, right up to conviction and reassertion,
will be a speedy trial? You have nothing of that sort. Therefore, this Special Court will be like a

fast track District or Session’s Court.

| have a few objections with the provisions of this Bill. Upon declaration that a person is a
fugitive economic offender, her or his property can be confiscated and vested. The provision of
selling the property on mere declaration of a person as a fugitive economic offender, without a
proper trial, violates the principle of innocent until guilty. This is a point which the floor Leader
of the BJD Shri Bhartruhari Mahtab had raised this while the Bill was being introduced. | am
also concerned about the unintentional victims and consequences, that is, parties associated
with companies, individuals and employees who may not have been a party to the crime or the
offence. One has to find a balance in these nuances and not bulldoze anyone who happens to
be in the path. The personality of a Corporation would protect, to a great extent, the
shareholders and the Director. So, the Indian corporate law provides to its investors, to its

promoters and to its shareholders that protection. If they want to break down that sanctity, then
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do they think that they are actually helping in the path of their stated claim of ‘ease of doing
business’? Are they scaring people that if | become a defaulter or if | fail in paying back a
certain amount of bank loan, | will be persecuted, not prosecuted by this Government? Who
will persecute me? | will be persecuted by a mere Deputy Director, a small officer who will be
out to settle vendettas, who will be out to settle scores on behalf of somebody or the other? Are
they prepared to create an atmosphere of darkness, threat and fear? Or do they want to
actually bring about ease of doing business in an atmosphere where there might be some
thieves, there might be some cheats? Instead of strengthening the system, by strengthening
and bringing in more power to such Acts, are they creating a better India or are they going to
create an India that will scare promoters and entrepreneurs away from India to neighbouring

countries? That is a thought that | leave you with. Thank you, Sir.

DR. SHRIKANT EKNATH SHINDE (KALYAN): Thank you Deputy Speaker, Sir.

In the past few years, the economic offences involving thousands of crores of rupees
has come to light and many of the offenders have been able to flee the country. These white-
collared, organised crime syndicates have looted the country. Big economic scams have
weakened the economy. Our banks and especially the public sector banks are literally
bleeding. Therefore, to bring these culprits to justice, the need for such a stringent law was felt

and | welcome this Bill.
16 00 hrs

| hope it would reduce the time to deliver justice and deter the offenders from looting

thousands of crores hard-earned money of ordinary Indian citizens and flee this country. el

FS SWRIMRAT BT ATaF M P oI Teb Tt BRA I DI UIGEF 9 DI H 8, ORI PR
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T8l 81 9T TTUICST & aois I daT T A o A fedfdar 38 &, ForiepT SRR qRY giHHT UR 8l 38T 8l
31T AFFIT I TSt Sft =1 U FdTer & Ja19 H HaT 3 A< Uniaed & ol §a=7 a1 =18l < a1 <&l
gl ST a8 A SLeIo T pya HI BepT g1 81 CAPEX growth which was 35 per cent in the last

decade has come down to 27 per cent in the last year which is the lowest in the entire decade.

3R PIS Afh T & F T &R IRIS U BT ©ICTAT IRl &, a7 T8 39 §b ddb af A Al
Y&dT 8l ?IEQ:\;T Sﬁﬁlﬂulﬁl I IHTfIT &vdT &1 Because of this, we are forced to infuse fresh capital in

many banks to the tune of Rs. 2.11 lakh crore. After all, this is the public money. The health of
the economy depends on the strong banking system. Therefore, no one will deny the need for
the capital infusion in the banking system. Such infusions must be protected from further loot.
There have to be certain safeguards. It is important that culprit be brought to justice and that

too in the shortest possible time because ‘justice delayed is justice denied’.

This Bill is a welcome step in the right direction. It promises to do away with the time-
consuming procedure, declaring the person as a fugitive economic offender and confiscating
his or her properties. This may give some relief to the banking system because, now, it will take
lesser time to recover their dues. However, there are some issues with some of the provisions
of the Bill. Investigating agencies have been given the authority to conduct raid without any
search warrant. The only belief of the investigating agency is that declaring the offender as
fugitive is enough. This is very subjective and it may lead to harassment. It it ol I8 ot fs
Uep JATther BT FIITed fSeFelar T SiT HepdT &, 39 Tl faeT Il aRe & Fel _ ol STUDR ol

Terd 81 9 JARIBR BT TeTd ST & JhdT 81 It is not a good idea in a democracy. The

Government has to be fair to everyone even to the alleged criminal. That is the main pillar of

justice in any functioning democracy and India is not an exception. Therefore, there has to be a
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provision that any search must be supported by a ‘Search Warrant’ issued by a designated

court or a magistrate.

e foraT ot T I8 ot & fob Ry orgfifed vk o mam &, 39 g o Tt 3R Rfaet v
Y DTgel DR IT I IR [t =1 U1 JebeAT QTRaet fobarr 8, oY I fSths e bl aTeial oFTT &1 ST

If such a person is prohibited from filing a civil case, that may put extra pressure on him to

surrender himself. But prohibiting him from defending any other civil claim other than this would
not be appropriate. The right to access justice is upheld by the various courts of this country as
an integral part of Article 21. Therefore, denying the opportunity to defend anybody in the court

of law may lead to violation of Article 21 of the Constitution.

st 3189 91 T8 & {6 St Hiuct SRR Sfed i, S 98 90 AT & a1 fS=uie 3ifs o
qhel! 81 DI 3 fhAer ISR F I8 Higeld B8 Hel &I 81 STed $I g3 Uuc! &l fSTIs 3t
PR P TG AT GRIRT ARPR DT fHerlT, I8 5 aRE I SIS PI I, $H el F G3I ke F TIE]
39 fder § &l &1 | think the clarity is needed because, under this Bill, once the property is

confiscated, it is perpetual unlike in Criminal Procedure Code where there is a provision of
returning the property if the absconder returns within two years. Therefore, how the

Government is going to use the sale proceeds has to be mentioned clearly.

Lastly, the present Bill addresses the issue of offenders once they become fugitive.

All the provisions are aimed at bringing the fugitive offender home so that the
proceedings against him can be started. However, there has to be stringent provisions which
prevent economic offenders from leaving the country from under the nose of investigating

agencies or the Government of India. Unfortunately, the present Bill fails to address this issue.

3 AT H A WPR Y REIR © b 39 [T § T & AR 3R deT AR P
SHTeT S AR H S-S SR €, 378 ¥ T S| st TR <9 8IS & 7 O U1y, §99e forg off
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With these words, | extend support to this Bill.

SHRI KONDA VISHWESHWAR REDDY (CHEVELLA): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, in a country
where there is malnutrition, farmers’ suicides, bad infrastructure, an economic offender is not
merely an economic offender, he is indeed a criminal. And definitely we cannot allow these

guys to run away with thousands of crores of rupees to different countries.

Let me also reiterate why this is important. The banking industry is in bad shape, we
know that. Just a few days ago the Government of India has approved Rs.11,300 crore
infusion into five PSU banks. And this is only a part of the Rs.2 lakh odd crore that the
Government approved in its recapitalisation plan. This is all taxpayers’ money and it can be put

to good use in education, for unemployed youth, for farmers, etc.

The Indian NPA problem has been getting worse over the last few years. In December

2017, India ranked fifth on the list of countries with the highest NPAs. As on 315t March, the
Indian banks’ NPAs stood at a staggering Rs.10.25 lakh crore. That is 11.8 per cent of the total
loans given by all the banks to everyone in the country. The Bill is required and we support it.
However, we must point out that there are several issues in the Bill, some of which are pointed

out by eminent Members here who have already spoken.

| will now speak on the legal validity of the Bill, the conflicts and inconsistencies. Does it
conflict with the right of a person to defend himself in civil court? Does it violate article 217
These are technical issues. There are eminent Members on both sides of the House and they

need to address these technicalities.
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| have two significant points. One of them is the threshold of Rs.100 crore which many
other eminent Members who spoke before me pointed out. Why Rs.100 crore? Is it like the star
batsman scoring a century? What is it? There is a hit Telugu film now called RX100. This 100
now somehow seems to be a very popular number in India. We can argue that it could be
Rs.90 crore or Rs.1000 crore. But my point is, why should there be a threshold at all? What
about a small farmer who has taken a loan? What about a housewife putting her money in a

chit fund and that guy running away? So, | think there should not be a threshold.

My second significant point is, this Bill is not comprehensive. It covers everything but
leaves one big blank at the end. That blank is relating to liquidation, sale proceeds and the
creditors. This blank could have been easily filled by the provisions in the Insolvency and
Bankruptcy Code. Why did the Government leave this blank? What will it do with the money
after it seizes it? Is it a mere oversight? With so many eminent people in the Government, |
doubt it is a mere oversight. Or, is it that the Government wants to appropriate and take this

money for itself? That is very unlikely, Sir.

Does the Government want to treat all creditors of the economic offences as economic
offenders themselves? It does happen sometimes that creditors themselves are in collusion
with the economic offenders. But not everyone is like that. There are many trusting and honest
creditors. Can we call them criminals too? Are they not due for their fair share of money?
Should the Government not look into this? What about hundreds of thousands of employees of

these companies for whom salaries are due? Why is the Bill silent on these issues?

Take the example of one king and his employees - a king of good times who is happily
fishing in a yacht in England. Let us not forget the plight of the Kingfisher Airlines. Does this Bill
address the plight of the employees of the glitter and the gold merchant who is hobnobbing
with the glitterati in New York? What about his trusting creditors? The Bill is totally blank on this
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issue. It takes care of one part which will probably help the bankers. It may not even help the

bankers if the Government keeps the money for itself.

In Chapter 2, point 4(1) says that “...where the Director or any other officer not below the
rank of Deputy director authorised by the Director for the purpose of this section has reasons to
believe that he is an economic offender, he can file an application.” At what point of time will he
decide that this particular person is an economic offender? Is it when he does the first default,
when he repeats the default, when his cheque is bounced or when he has given a collateral

which is over-valued and actually it is of small value?

Let us assume that a person has been declared an economic offender. He may simply
be a businessman who has defaulted once or twice and he is travelling abroad; he is not
running away. In his absence in India, he is declared an economic offender. He comes back to

India. Can his properties be sieged? Can he be denied the access to a civil court?

The next point is even worse. Let us assume a person is a true economic offender. The
minute he is declared an economic offender, he comes back to India. According to this Bill, the
day he comes back to India, he ceases to be an economic offender and he has access to a
web of legal cases and civil suits which can run into decades. So, he is well-protected for
decades. So, a real economic offender, if he is a smart guy, should run back to India the
minute he is declared an economic offender, file 20 cases and ask his own children and
partners to file cases against him. There will be a web of legal cases which will run and protect

him for years to come.

Lastly, we need to support our banks in getting the money back. We actually support
them but we also request the Minister to look into this. At the same time, | would request the
banks to be kind to the small borrowers. While we are trying to help the banks, they should

also help the small farmers; they are being very strict on farmers.
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In our State, we are giving Rs. 4000 twice a year for every acre of land, putting Rs.
12500 crores into the scheme for covering 58 lakh farmers. About 50 lakh farmer families are
covered under life insurance schemes by LIC and everything is paid by the State Government.
So, | think these are the things we need to look into. We do support the Bill but there are

definitely lacunae in the Bill that need to be covered.

SHRI M. B. RAJESH (PALAKKAD): Hon. Deputy Speaker Sir, at the outset let me make it
clear that my party CPI(M) demands strong action against fugitive economic offenders and
supports all measures if they are sincere and not a mere eyewash. After wasting four and a
half years, this Government has come out with a Bill with many controversial and inconsistent
provisions. Many of our colleagues who are senior lawyers and legal experts have already

explained the contradictions and controversial provisions in this Bill.

This is an eye wash. It is not sure whether most of the provisions of this Bill would
survive a legal scrutiny by a court of law. What is lacking is not a Bill but political will. It is not a
question of a Bill but a question of will. This Government clearly lacks a political will to strongly

deal with fugitive economic offenders and also to fight corruption and loot of the country.

In the same month of April, when this Ordinance was promulgated three more economic
offenders left the country including the promoters of SRS Bank. So, this Government allowed
them to flee. The Government announced much earlier that it was going to bring such a Bill

and whoever wanted to leave the country could leave immediately.

In 2013, during the campaign in the campaign trail of the Lok Sabha elections, the then
Guijarat Chief Minister said that he did not want to be the Prime Minister but rather he wanted
to be a chowkidar. He got an opportunity to act both as Prime Minister and as chowkidar, as he

wished, but unfortunately he slept — or pretended so — in the last four and a half years to
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facilitate the safe passage of 31 economic offenders. It was admitted by the Minister of State in
the Ministry of External Affairs in this very same House that 31 economic offenders had left the
country since this Government came to power. What does it mean? It means that this
Government facilitated safe passage to economic offenders because most of them are their
cronies. The relationship between them and this Government is much deeper than a mere

similarity in surnames. It is not a mere similarity of surnames.

The Finance Minister has introduced this Bill. Let him kindly tell us what prevented the
Government from recovering the money from these fugitive economic offenders who left the
country? What prevented you? It was not lack of a Bill but it was the lack of will. You have not

shown a strong will despite boasting of a 56-inch chest.

Shri Vijay Mallya left the country on g March, 2016. The Finance Minister, not Shri

Piyush Goyal but Shri Arun Jaitley gave a reply. ... (Interruptions)
HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: He is still the Finance Minister.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI M. B. RAJESH : He gave a reply in the Rajya Sabha on the 17" March, 2017 that an
amount of Rs. 8,040 crore had been declared as NPA and the amount recovered was a mere
Rs. 155 crore. What have you done for recovering the loan amounts? An auction to recover the
Mumbai house of Kingfisher failed seven times. Can you imagine this? Can you think that this

would happen without any collusion with this Government and with the authorities? Finally, on

19th March, 2018, the consortium of 17 public sector banks halved the reserve price from Rs.
150 crore to Rs. 75 crore. The reserve price was drastically reduced by 50 per cent. Can you
imagine why and how this is happening and whether those who were in power are not

responsible for this? | would like to ask the Minister where the will of the Government is.
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Again, on 7 February, according to a report of PTI the Finance Ministry replied to an
RTI application that it does not have information about loans given to industrialist Vijay Mallya.
This was a reply given by the Finance Ministry to an RTI application. | am quoting from a PTI
report. The Chief Information Commissioner pulled up the Government for this reply and the

CIC said: “The Government’s response is vague and not sustainable as per law.”

This means that you are giving replies which are vague and not sustainable as per law.
Probably that can be the reason why this Government is in a hurry to bring an amendment to

dilute the RTI Act. The Government is fed up with this Information Commission.

Provisions of this Bill will be attracted only if the total value of the offence amounts to
Rs.100 crore. What does it mean? You can commit an offence which amounts to Rs.99 crore
and you can safely leave the country. Is it not? Many transactions or many offences which are
just below Rs.100 crore will be omitted from the purview of this Bill. Is it not to help or to leave

out a large number of offenders?

This is inconsistent with the Prevention of Money Laundering Acts wherein the threshold
iIs Rs.1 crore. The threshold in that case is Rs.1 crore and here it is Rs.100 crore. By keeping

the threshold of Rs.100 crore a large number of offences or transactions will be omitted.

Sir, the economic offenders are the main generators of black money in our country.
Everybody knows it. This Government started with huge promises and talks about the crusade
which is going to be started against black money. The black money was the campaign
material for the entire previous Lok Sabha elections. You have been in power for the last four-

and-a-half years. What have you done to prevent the generation of black money?

The recently released report of the Swiss Bank has revealed that the deposits by Indians
in Swiss Bank have increased by 50 per cent in the last one year even after your so-called

crusade against black money and demonetisation.
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| support all actions against fugitive economic offenders, against looting of the country,
against corruption, including this Bill but | would like to challenge the Finance Minister and this
Government to show a strong will and not mere eyewash and lip service. With these words |

conclude. Thank you.

SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SADANAND SULE (BARAMATI): Sir, | stand on behalf of my Party to
participate in this very-very important debate. | would thank the hon. Finance Minister for
bringing in this Bill because | think the entire nation is exceptionally anxious. | really thought
this debate would have been about what next for India. Personally, | am a little disappointed
with the whole speech which came from the Treasury only for the reason that | think there are
some legislations where we all have to rise above politics. Nobody can change what has
happened but the future that we are leaving for our children, we can definitely change. So,
why can we not sit and have a very larger than life approach to some debates, like we had a
very good debate on Education yesterday? Everybody agreed on that. So, why cannot we
take this opportunity to really bring in the change? It does not matter which regime brings it

because eventually my mother, my country is going to benefit from this change.

There has been a lot of speculation about what value this is going to add. India has had
a tradition of very-very good legislation but there are always exceptionally bright lawyers in this
country and abroad who find ways to punch holes into all these great legislations where so

many intelligent minds put things to it.

I would like to bring to the notice of the hon. Finance Minister, if he could kindly explain

in his reply, that at Section 14, which seems to be a concern for everybody, it says:
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“On a declaration of an individual as a fugitive economic offender, any Court or
tribunal in India, in any civil proceeding before it, may, disallow such individual
from putting forward or defending any civil claim.”

Sir, now, if this goes into an international court where the fugitive is abroad and if he is
going to get a battery of lawyers abroad who are exceptionally good at international laws, does
this stand in international law? It is because it is going to be about human rights and civil rights.
Then, does this Government guarantee us or explain to us, at length, how will this stand in the

international court?

The other issue which is really of concern to me is this. In this entire debate, there has
been a talk about confiscation before he is guilty. We are a vibrant democracy and we take
pride in our Constitution. Everybody has a right. | will give you a little example with your
permission. | will mention here the citizens’ rights, that is, Article 14 and Article 20. | am giving
you an example. A friend of mine, Shrimati Kanimozhi, was in that 2G scam. It was an
allegation. She was in jail for six months. What emotional trauma she must have gone
through? | have seen her closely. This is just an isolated example because | know it eventually.
There are hundreds of people like this. So, what we really need to also address is see the flip
side as to why people are leaving this country and as to why there is a fugitive. Why are we not
looking at that also as a picture? Is it because they are scared that they will not get bail? In
Kanimozhi’s case, she was in for seven months. | have seen the trauma of the entire family,

including her little child.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Do not mention the individual’s case here? That case is in appeal.

Therefore, do not bring that case.

SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SADANAND SULE : But, there was acquittal after that.
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HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The matter is in the court of appeal. Do not bring those things. It is

not a matter of discussion here.

SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SADANAND SULE : Then, who is accountable for that? Who will be
accountable? Suppose today the Government says that somebody is a fugitive and he is
proved innocent, then what will happen to his property? The Government has sold his property.
What is the Government planning to do? The interest is just not bringing the fugitive back.
What about the rights of hundreds and thousands of workers who suffer? Today, Nirav Modi
may be sitting whereever in the world he is. But, the point is that there are millions of families
who do not have salaries. So, what is the redressal system that we are going to give to protect
them? His children may be going to fancy school in New York. But, what about his employees
who are all sitting in jail today. Their fees are not getting paid, their parents are going every day
to a lawyer and to several courts. What about justice for all them? So, | think, we really need to

look at it largely.

We have many legislations. | will give you an example for what this entire Bill has come.
We support the Bill. But, my whole point is that the Criminal Procedure Code already provides
absconding without distinction of oversees and within India. It provides attachment, sale and
confiscation of properties. The hon. Finance Minister could kindly explain to us as to what this
Bill is going to do more for us. | am not against legislation. We are very happy if there is a
stronger legislation to stop corruption and all these wrong things that are happening. But, what
are we doing through this Bill for making sure that this does not happen in our country? What

interventions are we making to improve our banking system that this does not happen again?

To give an example, at length, the Treasury Bench Speaker, Mr. Dubey spoke about
Nirav Modi. Now, Sir, look at the thing. It does not matter which regime. Two wrongs do not

make a right. So, suppose he has said that there are allegations involving customers.
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Customer is a king. Nobody knew that Nirav Modi was taking this country for a ride. How can

you hold those customers? That is one point.

The second point that | would like to ask is this. He was raided in the year 2015 for the
first time. ... (Interruptions) That can be objectionable. We are talking about black money. ...
(Interruptions) You also talk about this. ... (Interruptions) In January, 2015, he was raided for
the first time. The DRI asked him for 40 crores of amount. He paid Rs. 48 crores. Who pays
extra? Sir, it sounds illogical. He was raided for the second time in January, 2017. He left this
country in January, 2018. So, what transpired in those 365 days none of us are aware of. The
fact is that he was raided in January, 2017. | do not have the exact date. But, that is roughly
the period. In that entire 12-month process, what was happening? | brought this up because
this came in the Treasury speech. My intention is not about Nirav Modi. My concern is how the
banking system is going to improve and that this does not happen again and what happened to

those poor people who worked for them and do not get their salaries in time.

Another question which I think, very rightly brought up by you is re-selling of all the
assets. So, if the Central Government is going to keep all the assets, how the disbursement will
be done? How are they going to sell it? Suppose there is a land. Land is a State subject. You
constantly talk about cooperative federalism. Land is a State subject. So, what is the via-media
mechanism that the hon. Finance Minister is going to find that the State and the Government

work together in selling all these assets? What is that redressal system for the common man?

Suppose | work for Nirav Modi and he runs away. Now how do | turn to say that my
salary of six months has not come. What is the system for that? They are really the people
who are suffering and they are looking for help. So it is really critical that today the poor people

who are suffering need help because they are completely lost.

| will give you another example which is not about fugitive but it is of my own

constituency where Mr. Goyal and me come from. It is about DSK. | must have heard about
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it. Millions of old people put their money into the scheme for good homes. Now that man has
gone bankrupt and he is in jail. Now all the people are suffering because they do not know
whom to turn to. It was an incomplete project. All their savings of 40 years were put into this
project. What would happen to those people? How do we give them their rights which they

are asking for? That is the solution this country is looking for.

| think even what Mr. Premachandran said is so true. Do we really need one more Bill?
Why do we not strengthen our external affairs? How many people have we managed to bring
back? Deportation is an option. His extradition is one option. So, why are we wasting our

energy on bringing one more Bill? If it is flawless, we are very happy and we would support it.

It is better if it is flawless. The reply which the Government has given to me on 18" December,
2015 — which is a little surprising — says that the economic offence cases are reducing in this
country. What is even more surprising in the second part of the reply is that the Reserve Bank
of India has informed that they do not have any specific information on economic offences.
However, RBI collates information on fraud cases of Rs.1 lakh and above reported to the

banks. If the RBI is going to take this approach, how is it going to work?

We talk about Rs.100 crore. Rupees one hundred crore is such a big amount. Today, if
you go to any small cooperative bank where a poor farmer goes, you do not even pay Rs.2000
to him. He is under such duress. Why are we not doing it? It is not because he wants to not
pay back the money. It is because he does not get Minimum Support Price. Then what does
the Government do? It is the story of the Government of Maharashtra. They cut electricity. If
you cut electricity of a poor farmer who is under distress and who barely has Rs.5000, what is
he going to do? Are you going to cut the electricity of Nirav Modi's house? So, it is illogical.
You look at the magnitude. Rupees hundred crore is such a big amount for our country. So,

why is it kept as Rs.100 crore? Could the hon. Finance Minister explain it?
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Then demonetization happened. They talked about bringing back black money. How
much black money really came in because of demonetization? Do we have the numbers? The
Government says that they are still counting. What was the outcome of doing
demonetization? Mr. Dubey even talked about Swiss Bank. He also talked about hundred
other things. | am glad that they are bringing them to the table. But how much money has
come back? | would like to quote the hon. Prime Minister. He had come to my constituency
and made a speech that he will put Rs.15 lakh in everybody’s account. | am also waiting for
Rs.15 lakh for the last four and a half years. Then the leader of their Party said that it was a

chunavi jumla. So are you really committed or not?

These are very serious issues. We are not talking about politics. This is about our
country’s economy. Is this what we are going to leave to our next generation? Let us check
the numbers of our social sector. Do we have enough money to make sure anaemia is
eradicated? Do we have enough money to make sure there is no malnourished child in this
country? Should that not be aspiration of India? Is this not aspirational India today working
hard and trying to change the world? It is because we want to be a G-8 country. We do not
want to be a Third World country. But with this kind of intervention, how will we achieve that?
So, what are we going to do to improve the situation? Just a legislation is not going to solve
the problem or bringing that person back will not solve the problem. | think we really need to
be committed to having a fair and a transparent system. Please believe me that nobody is

going to object to it.

The GST was unanimously passed. Why was it passed? We had differences. We
thought it was brought in a hurry but everybody voted with the Government because it was in

the interest of my nation. That is why, every Indian thought it is right.

So, | urge the hon. Finance Minister to please re-think. Do we really need this Bill? |s it

flawless? s it really going to change the future of our children? We need to know this. All
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these properties that you are going to bring, are you going to get committedly all the amount for
that? Is it really justice? A human being, whichever one, is always innocent till he is proved

guilty. So let us not take away the rights of any human being.

We do not need another Chaggan Bhujbal who was again put in court. That is why fear
comes in. Shri Bhujbal was put under the PMLA for two and a half years, even when MOCCA
and TADA was in force in India which was for six months or five months, but under PMLA for
an economic offence which was not even proved. So, there are exceptional cases. We really
need to put our minds. There are so many intelligent minds amongst us to have a fair, just
system. We have a Judiciary in our country. Let us put systems in place which are fair and just

and protect every civil right of every Indian today which the Constitution has given us.

Thank you.

1. fordie AT (TS STR d): A1 SUTEEr Heled, TR T, $R A1) AT T, ERI-BRIS!
DR IR AT T, fRGRa A 9T AT 3R I 91 &9 9T x| H F81 §3-93 ST 138 P a1k
G T & 3R HRYS 8l T §, Fifeh fSraeh RuT IRt W, fora 8T ofer fo, femger & et b
U 1T T, e Ufe oTRE RIS Bud T O.41.T. 83T, I8 ol foar mam e RS 7 g8 S e
e 1T, 31T 9 fRichT &R X& € fob S TRl b1 T &Il

16 37 hrs (Shri Hukmdeo Narayan Yadav in the Chair)

S GH-TATET & SIERT of T, IHDT AT BR? 31T e HIal bl GebT &g DR <l Al IHDbI ST
o 3T dTeT AT T T BR? Jo¥ et § &Y TeT 317 38T & fob & =it &y a1t &t v T &1 aar §ap |
CT.ULU. 78T €, 7 9 H fdeigpe] f$thieex =18l &, T deb & U T AIgWhI~T el 83T €, T debl &t
THC 9eR 781 T8 &, T ST Bioie! 0T 81 831 87 3R §3AT & AT I8 et frepear 81 I8 fayer it
Iy TRIeT T 4T 31U Sicel! Sit BT 8 Tel qHewT &, Te THT & AT T8? o I8 THH H 781 T
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& & & J&T 9o & ol U & 91 U Jahlel WS &8I e &, Jdiel [dheddh! gepTeld PR Iz 872 I8 folel 7
ATSY; TeT AT, R T ATY? S STRT Y, It Ut T8t 3Ry Sfeqt ay? G PIc S R ek aw
&l &, IHPT FIT ST S? O Up & 9IS U 9RT TV &, IFR T Jove DHect fh AT 2T P 3T

TR feRITI 3R 3110 & el fob 3P Fcel § $9 UbR BT DI ol1gy, TT 3T I& He-T aTed &
o ST &) 2T 22 3R TS, ¥ &1 B SO HeAbull P A H THHA Sf. e FRT He
IR AT A A AT TR U 43S 1 5T IRE BOR Gier At HfR RS Bl ot €. fedie
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IR St # B8 FE & foTg 7T oM DT 818 IS, G PIE Tt 7 e SieT Tl &M Iqd a8
S 3Tth AERTSS & AR 3R SIfYBRY Bl UdHST T, T TSTHE AT 2T

31T 39 YR J ART qRY 7 IR &, ARGI-RIST B9 oAdhx Tt TV, T I AN AT PR I8 O, T I
NT URY feT 32 Al F81 IR UAT SIS T M It IeT T 3iR 37q JIGl TRPR PE &l & b 1b-U Dl
UhS R ATGH, Ueh-Ueh AT I il

379 eI el 81 T8T 81 U & I8 & fob I8 DA &I ol I3 81?7 8 SeTel SUTEIRT St &b sy
g SIeaTeT Sff = et 2T foh

“FAT 18 BT SR FATPR 7 Tl D FelT8 Il 8, ITedl A FAl,
&4 31T 18 & ST 81T, & R 3TR Tl g8 IR 81

&9 I8 ST faa ot 3iR R fet & 2T oad, afeds Yean-Uds SeHTeT SiY SIRT 71T, ST aTas Uagdhy
e # etep 3TTa 1o Ryeh Uep &Y SugEAT T T form AT = Hie Sft & o1 5 6 9
qEHAT OieT 3 Y| T I fPRIC AT =1 HSlT, TR TR = HofT, AL T1E F e1? 378 PIc
STeT ST 81 {31 AT H Fel AT & foh urfofaric dated T & 3R a8 U= (e WETER! &l 19 el
&l oIl 81 d 8T8 PIE 3 clex o DI H IR IR Y DI A Il TS Alel Sief § XM 319 Trferare §
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& YEER & RIcTh oTers Bl 81 S1.UH.percpull SRT ST off FIRT &, ST SfeT | ST gl FHfFRR
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RictoT fENSTed a1 U GRIAT BrT & foTT et & AT FRIY TRt S, A1 AR 7 S Ut isit
feT SISy fobarm &, H ST TN el § TR Il FHTS ol &

AT AT F81ed, T8 dol T 57 U 37 GBI 89X AW 31U & o SToRTelt arfisd
PRATS P ARFT B & IS, BHI-HYT WA DRATS P oo SR TR ~RTAdT Dl fBIRAT &
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fh I8 f9eT R 8, I8 foet IR &, I8 et el 81 3R | & sierd & fb 100 FRie & 19 arel
TR Y, ST fooTelt IR €, I IR ol 39 o] BV W 8N oy 537 <@ 89 Sl o Sff 38 & W
fch o PaT & is it prosecution or persecution? It is prosecution and persecution also. 89 il
o ST %8 &, f8lv 291 &1 ¢IeT &, I 8H qaell o off 38 & 3R 87 I Jaall R el 10 BIR
RIS, 12 BIR FRIS, 25 BIR IRIS R ¢TI PR of VI AR I8 YT 9o F &, A 98 Riai S &R P
T &1 5 AT, T T o & fofq 1 5 AT I8 UNT 3R BHR YT &<, AT 98 T ASD o1
& QIR “IRYSHI R AT T 3B TG U I b cb b H STl
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37T b T8 rT T0T &R X2 B FHRT 8, 1 B, I7epT A9 &l & b T foreT Seeiiret 81 3 ol i
PIC H SR 9 bR b A1 el geblefe] el &l J37 Uall &, AR & T Uell & R &1 ITehl geplefel
BT T P TRT?

THTIRT Feled, § -9 ISTERT T ATEdT 8l 89 X dTl 8l ol fSAIEZeN iR Seaet
&b FHY AT T TbR BT oI cAlep AT 31R 5T FT H fars 78 oftt Rl vaii = evar o fob arq a1
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T STSIUT Tfi+ SIfcreret &1 ST, TR Hfcqerd &1 S 3R sSRISFTRY 96 STl I TR HI§0T A48T g &l
3ITST STEIYT T ATer T 82 dos e =1 GV i fob R ey b &1 AToie g a9 T 81 IAT
ROIE & 3TRT PET 1T & {3 T S TSI DY BT 7581 IS F7 8T BFTI, In 2022, India will be the
fifth largest economy of the world and in 2027, India will be the third largest economy of the
world. ST ST 39T STTSTET &7 100471 aY, 2047 HAT Y&T 8FTT, 9 I+ India will be the first largest
economy of the world. 34 %ﬁﬁ”ﬂéﬁ?ﬁ 3N Gﬂw—@f P I8 H P8 © A I Gﬁ‘R:l?fT hT
T2 81 T 3 T /19T FEHT 81 %8 81 95,000 RIS Bu A SUTET =Y 31T 8, TV HEH
¥ I U oTRG RIS BU hRT &= SITUTI If there is a will, there is a way. 89X U fdeT &, T 5ot
SIt 7 fe=d 81 89 B oiep) 31U &, Tfa o (AT §, 3R olld I Foie it df AR & F3T 39
< H Aol 89 X W PB dhed &l 7 SOV, T T BITT?

g31 I1S &, YSeil IR AR ST IIST &l IRpR a9 1998 H 371 H a¥ 1999 § HST H Ml
IFT 64, JUH-64 JFIT TTC AT AT BT I8 F<T HICTET 31T IHD Tl HISIUT T DR & ol
ol qUH-64 JIc TEC 3T SISAT BT TICTe fober feharr 212 af 2004 F 2014 Teb &F a¥f H Fobl &b
U9 ofeT foUl St UhR A ¥ 1989 A 1998 T 3¥! YR I ISI3MS & U et AT 1 39 97y

JUH-64 TH BUY BT AT, IFeb! e dog dlag DR off, IGHT IF 7Y deguel 5.75 &1 T T 3T

oft 3T 95T F&T H 9 If there is a will, there is a way. ?Jﬁralﬁgarﬂs‘l

AT g AT i areet et ariuRdt Sft 7 feera & arer i for fos &7 geieng o e
&l < YR AYPR T e T 18, el PAR Sl S 5T § &) WHR 1 ThiF 78, JfAe T
311 1T Bl U gl A+t IfeeRe! BT & 9 AT IFDI JeT deg off, IH o o Ay foram i
4T g7 SvaRe febalT, 98 Be-uaTd WTell & d1e aTag el TITl I G I AR 7 FfHie TR 3T
SfSIT Y ST T T, &9 I Ao e fahdm a¥ 2004 ¥ 2014 T i T ofeT T, Jel 1 dar
PR T BT HIHIT T HAT HiaT Sff T ERDR BR Vel &, T eI A 81 F Tep-al SeTerv &1

EIEU

F 3T T T SSTEX] ?EHTEHEHT@ why such type of act is needed? ardl R I
e U bl IaTERUT AT, fegdet sell3R = T Woll 8, | passed it on to the Ministry. 11,000 #R1$
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BT BT TN &1 Sal FAT [T, I7ai AUTSvS H 3UT T Afedex! MU ol 3R IF Hu1 H IT&f
& AT off foor=T o, S Afedsst & TR B Tl Tt S THIeR 8, S9! g8t Hft IRR 8ifesT &
T8 & AT ol dl & HUfRIl § SRITR X iU, a8 ot g78iF &1 @lell, IRefer duf=a @refll 1T
33 DU T 8,000 RIS YT BT S13MaR 1,500 PRIS BT F 1 TelT TR, ST b UTH Ueb SHST a1
TET 31T &I Bl 3 AR &b 3 IH ST S ISTEx0T 817

H AR 53l STt & e T Ared g, 38 Tucd W eI H Ueb a1 ofly & fob geich T
Uep 3R et ST US| T8T & AfesaRY 98T a7 S &, J87 TAT SRIwR &l ST, a7 39 fory fafeet
B BIFD DY I8 82 I R DT ATST I T ST

37 9, § 3T 81 e fob 39 WRPR A ferc 81 TR - JAI fobaT & 3R ThIIREIRNTS fae
oTg 8 TE TRDR S HIEGHT3N Pl g Y Y&T &l 89 YT g ANl I a_feT il Sl 9T 1Y &) HifRR
Ryfesi @1 ot fEuifSie &, R @i & A § SR e garT &, IR I W Y gAfdeR & & 81 I8
IR YISl b Raetrh fiet s 8l

# A 7 & dET AT & fh I 980 38T deH SoRT Bl MY 31T afey, 9 Fad!
UhedN d9F oIy 3R UAT STHT PRep oFdT hf JaT § 34T 8IfoR Ryl

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY (BAHARAMPUR): Sir, | rise to deal with the legislation

preceded by the ordinance under the nomenclature ‘Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill'. AT

feheie STt ageT reeT 9TNUT < X8 A1 AR QR ATeft 81 # I7eh! a1 a5 TR 3, &1 I G 38T ATl 84 Arat
ARPR Y STBTe IHIS ff o qTex I Blete e § Aoy 3T 3R fRged™ & 37, TR Aml
o IATE FIeT S Teh-Uh cfh BT 15 &R DY e, I & &l afed MUl WPR 3R AT
TETHAT Sff T e T AT Tl I fegRa™ & AN & A O a1 Wt oft, a8 wifersg 21 8d
IR WTeT I1€ FAT <G Pl Felr? 15 IR S ST 3FR 15 UF T g1 Aefclt ar ot § GHeid i $o
ql 83T 8, olfdhT o 21 ga1T, Rath {I9ur &1 AT9ur 38 71T iR 12 Pl el Vel I8 Tl 3MTueh! &
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HARIE IR & T S &, 33T Hdold I el fob &9 foRTer vl &) T8l wsitfed fthex faet ofrm
T 8, & 39T R faRie el v €, 39 g0 TR foRTe el 81 39 IR T ¥ & forg Rih
RAET ST €, HATE <l &, B NI & [ 9 ORE i ivay evT dl fael H &F 78l I&7 AfSRIete &l
ST 3RTCH S BIT B, SHH TIHRT I8 ST aF 2017-18 F SHMIHD 3Ihed oAfSIRIere Pl Jurs
fomaIT TT 24l 319 Ueb ATet d1S T ST AT GST? a1 STeadroil a1 82 Why are you going in a
haste? SIS T8 & b P8 TR &, 98 FT &, feTR & HIRg Al 3R Hgel diepd] ®1 TeTiaH| 3117 39
TE! JIFRI, STTUDT A TIDHR BT BT T T BT el AR Al 3TeRT 91 &l

cifebT foR 18l 8, ife 3110 @& o fob qr <er H Areled TRAT T 81 oy lieh & @b & a1
Uep, fIoT A1eaT @ e arferd e, Re A1et, Hget Al 311fe Il ST Ueb & a1 Ueb eI & 38
g, U8 fohdds ST # 831 872 T8 3ATUh ST H §aTT 81 &7 3T §H ADR Hehdl 87 8 DI 81 Biey AR 7
&Y T Pfeyl fosedt BT QR Terclt 8 Fepcl! B, H 34 el FbRaT &, cifebT T P a1 e o5 oRip &
fRGE & ST Ml T Ul 87T &, d Y ol T e 82 fohdie | Sit, o 3y off 9e &
YT @R 32 2. (TTET) Teh & 1S e ford aRich & 81 U §U &, IHD d1S 37T AN b 3ieY
TP RIS iR Wit ST GaIT Tl SHS SR U thebet & fofy I8 ST o 7T 3R I8 wgforfed
3iTthed feeT TR 1Tl § I8 91T ST & A1 g Hebell 8] It is a deflective strategy to hoodwink the

common people in order to display the greed and gumption of the present Government that
they are strict enough to enforce some sorts of stringent measures in order to restrict the

escape of those fraudulent billionaire people of our country.

This was the trigger; and the escape of Nirav Modi and Mehul Choksi from this country
had compelled them to do something in order mollify the grievance of the common people. g
ST PO el FIcHT =TT &, § ST g fb w=a 69 81 § Rt Teb 1 TRIeT Sit I a1 A& gl
ST H WW?%WW%WWW%I ...(&gg4T1) In English, it means that ‘ you
are just going to close the stable door after the horse has bolted.’ R T § U fIfSaT &, a1
T & DIIeT 39 DI DI 4 USRS & @M T8 SR U o fUsts | 91T T8 A 51 et 9RTT, 9
e off ST T AT et & &5 R prerer R i et ot TR an et off 3 RiY R S T8
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TRBR T DT PRATS HAT A< & AR G Areet & 1 <, 37 At @f uhes & forw a8
IR BT Rgoie B ars 2l

ardfl frie T Sft diet 3e 9 fob 89 aes o fyeree TISiie § 317 10 &1 89 gferr o fRyereey
CITEE FIFMT & U 81 o1 +fY 71 81T 81 I8 el a7l & fob g dep =1 et & fob 57 Ryareey croiee
gD & b 8l 89 el cToiRe ShIHIHT HhikT bl S8 of %2 &1 I8 al 38! a1d &, H 399 T
HEGH PRAT gl 2ifehT B T JATETET bl JeirAT H SHRT TTETET 19 TSI SATET &1 §ARI &S Hid A
19 TISHT SITET &1 3TN BRI W b [oTT T8 TRPR AT 1.02 UTTd T dRail &l IR T&T UR-BiueT

ISR -7 82 BAR J8T IR-HIUCT ASHR R AF-IEC TREAT H HIY PH &1 FHRT ThqUlc Be BT &,
BRI ¢S ShRAC 93 38T 2 31k BN v SRIRGT SHaveHe H 41 &l T8l 81 H el |red § I8 qu
ITEaT § fob af 2014 A a9 2018 TP, $7 AR AIell H U H fhe1T IGIRT 83 & AR g8 fapaT M
BN M H BT 8T 2?2 39D IR F THSRT | Geait =1 AT 36T, 39T F8MT <R 319 379+ @At
T TSR3GB Dl DI T P FARAY H Jg BT ATad § (b QI-gR ol TS AT &, o
BRI 3Tfcehat 21 3iR ATt 14, ST ¢ SAATRICT, ST < AATHh IR WgE T T ¢ SRR arrfe
ISI HUSHCH ot &l

EIR &1 R-BUCT AR I AIFY-$EC YRR H FaRy 4 2 8HRT TERIUICS OC & 8, 8IRT &8
Sfhf¥e 9 W8T & 3R BN BN SRRTC §idveHe 9 4T 81 %! &l H Mdel ATed ¥ I8 JuAT a1edl §,
fob & 2014 A ¥ 2018 T, 7 TR Qiell H TAUNY F {1t QIR &% & 3R g8 feberiT 1f2r T o A
BIA §Y 87 39D IR H DRI &I YISl T BT, 37D g8 <o’ 3719 (U1 ST Bl
TORBIGTS R DT DI T x| Y F T§ PeT ATEdT § [ QI-gR Fiol g8 AMATToTD &, i
EHRT 3T 21 3R AT 14, T ¢ gad el ST T A3 SR e ¢ Takid ¢ SRR anrfe
9! HUSTHEH N &l

17 00 hrs

ST 39 foiet § GUR R &Y STeovd &l H T8 UTfelgsicRad &1 & 1t el el g fergear J St
SiiTel TIHTRIST 8, 4 8 % & b 3 et T 3R YRaI-gov] bRl BTV GH Teb oS R fod
TRIT DI TTED T BT U JMMfIeR) Polles & — 100 RIS U, dl FaleT S IS, FAlfd 8RN
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i%-‘ajzﬂlﬂ 7 there is no dearth of any stringent law in our country. vk EITF{‘IEEEBT:CHWGIT
W §, aftd & iR off 372 A9 781 Iaat €1 ot & e Ige @l RRgae o) Fad & otfde
3T et & e HEMS T WcH T8l Y Tl &1 You cannot extinguish the fundamental rights

of a citizen, you can restrict the fundamental rights. Here lies the lacuna. I T PERE fh
PIC N DS T8I SfT Tebil| TH DRI ST 3T €T 81 3R 3T 3 IEI-Go%d el Dl ol
TS § TR WSt &Il

I AHTGTT: 376 31T 19T ST FHTH | JTYhT SATST T BT 71T 8l
Tt e T e TRICT ATEd SIFT el UR RY 9157 IOT I8 8, 85 S| TSI DX DY DIfITeT P
% &l

HEAI AHTULT : 319 fag €, S9! v foreg STyl

STISERTT TR 1T S|

£t TR IS e I8 f9eT BT 3R IIA-Go% FIY oI SHH ST ST &, ITebl R | G=aT]

St ST WBTT ARTIUT ATST (S1pT): FHIRT HEIed, TeT e ruxrelt faeres, 2018 |a # Ugr
feparm T 81 1T H37 39 fae8raeh o) Slett bl SrgAfer < 8, e fofT # SHTUe! e dTe <l §| 3T dp
§9 UM TR ¢ ST %R 81 &7 & ISl H 9o ¢fc ST %@ &1 I8 Y 91 IR 8 FURT St brel,
Alcadl 88, cifhT Alcdal 8 & a1 VAT oIl & fo SERTUfcrat ot /1 foham 1T 31k et r |1
fapaIT T AP HATH-ATh FeTd fAerc & fh &7 U dRW% ded & b T df Ah1g 8FT aTfey, offd
f&-ggre FRa AIST 4 DI ATH BRD T ST & 3R IHD! <G dTelT DIs DGR el ol Al el ST
€, A Tl ST &, ST ol & oTq DI 9 T & eifch] IFebl T8l S < T DI ATl TE Dl SAIell &
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fos o1 =7 70 |1eT A PV TRl a1 T, <fhT TE ff et ST Feparr AT S 70 WA H IR F&TS el
AT a1 ARa NS TE AT, AT Tl STaT, STfoe Sgdr T8l ST, dnt aTex A8l STl U aRb
fhTT JTTHEIT IR TE &1 fhaT ol oid 81 Sopl o FTH -t HYC 81 I X 9l oIS Sirelt & fob
ST gal, FIfdh I N a1 Adhdl ol SAT <o Dt 78! & foham & o1 SuTT o= Raarr 81 fa ™ R
g, TR &, 37 IR e TS S & cifdpt FRa A AFT A1 81 9 Fet & fob &7 &i 721 Seh at
URT T {7 ol 500 IWUlT AT TR ATl H T A HFT Y 8| IADBT oRG-SIRAT DI T2 S A8l
SJCT TIT & Sfod <9 S[eT T 81 <2 Y [URy oIcT T8 81 B &l AR g% 3R PRiel YR BT T SiT 38T
&1 31T 100 FRIS Y BT HY AT 51 &7 99 TRTS 99 7RG, 99 B, 999 TR hT AR H¥il 3R T
U] BIS I Al 89 9 G I8 PAT DI &2 IFR DI ST & Al I8 e P el 8la &l e

AT BT THT 3T 36T & A U1 I8 I 5 &9 ol T& R dTel 81 S YEER PT TS o< & ol
3rees {1 81 MY, @AFN T 15 ARG DY &l el 3iR T8 PeT 1T foh ey §F A dTet & Bl AT
3T d Ped & [ Raq S F cgTee A+ IAT T BIeTT & a1, 319 50 fcrerd S9ial &+ &1 T 81 31
el ST & T Rad da o1 Rerar i1k 81 7T I 37 T R AT T8l 81T 8l 77T G aAifoig b
a 2019 H 3T A BT T Ry 3T BT TN &7 31T B aTedT el ol

3TTST <9 H HETTS 96 V8l 8, SRISAIRY 96 6l & 3R <27 18! T RS SiT I8T &l TIRI Slerd et
ST 28T 81 Siefd, AT, W1 Gt ol o[c @R s Al &g T4 UR 3111 3uRTe & 38 & W i
ST IS €, S S H 10 T H I8 AR el IR ATl F SRAheT Vel 81 32T H TR 7 W AR
Y GITE o T BT fobaT B1 T8 B <TRIT ST I&T &, T8 dgd 30! AN &, T 1 SIET HoR B
g1 T1RY MTeT ATEd §F DI Pl MY &, I7e 3R AT SITST PSR BT AT Ay o1 H 4T a1
Y SIERICT & 1o TS BRI fhRIT STCHEIT PR IR HOTeR &, @ifchT <27 BT & I R of ST dTel U
TS e, FHMYR 371 SEl R gars STelel & H1ed™ J YT bR &< ol [ & BR oy wrefl
STl &, 98 0T 7 &7 dl gog A ATHET I IR HoleR 81 38T &l HRG AN, dAferd gt S TS
IRTT T STog ¥ ST 2 H JToT T3l ST HRT 3 ATl 7 YT q1eT FHTH Bl g
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ot eRE BTt (FT FER TR): THURT 78IS, H 39 feT & TH F dler P oy @er g1 §| 311
19 TS 21 I8 fet U NI & foru T 11 & i <97 o TRIg I gIRT ST feb T4 & 2T 37o It
Y TSI bl @R 2T H elep” 9RT 1Y 81 I g AR &, I dob P PolaR o & iR 27 § TR o 8l
I8 9T 19 Sells &1 IR HAT 21 MIeT S IRT R I3 &, T AT &b Ul & foef 3 A1 31T &
31T b f&T &1 IR bl ST b b QeI Hilel Uis T 5 feawy ot 81 H I f=mem & arey e
o srgiotior e T gl 3T fASID b URT B o {7 sTgiotier It PR BT Hecd SHIY STl 8l
ST & ifs I7e ofF Ot & dieT <o & ufer of, St 3fTel 89RY TRBR & acH JRedT 4t A 918
A1eT 3R far =T St T 81 39 <27 DT B GBI ST ST, B ATheATAT ST A, B G b
ffsar & wu 7 Tenfia fopar 1Y, 59 91a &1 ffar eRie et urs o ot & ofh aferar 6t g & saR
Teh {Ye #iT R Rig St At 3R ey e § Iuierd 81 37T I 59t v & et Sy IRy 8 28T
g, $fe1y IhT ot a1e 317 Sl 81 I8 1T el & b 31l & a1 fShT TR off, 37 IR o
YEFAIR IR HHT OR 7| HHT 3ERT g8 81 TAT 2T, oAfch S ST gl HT 27?2 3Tfcehed 21 bl
91 8, ST Site SfiF & fferpR & Haferd 81 Sita S bl o3I bl b ATedH F a5 ART AT
% TR UR BT B1 AT T 1 St 3fR oy it SfY & Acea & St §RT 98 ARY Ao Hanfera
&1 T8I €, I AT & HIEH A S bl Sfie Sf T AferepR firet Y81 81 afe e 5=t Sff fehedt et
ST T T 3B &, AT FIT ST b JHfLDBR b beied Dbl I8 dobl o HTETH A eI 81 T8l 87 IJowaell
IS H TeTdTSi I T B-igre dopl & AT A &1, T Sia S & 3MfeDR B e i b
HTeH § 8 8l 38T 87 T51 89 aRT g 3R BIC AN I it &f ST 38T & 3R I ASR {71 57 38T
&, TT Sia ST & SYBR T FHT &1 82 SI-87 W, 31Tl U ST 153 ARSI Farford 8l
Y& 8, ST §epi bl I ST AR HIHIC &

doT &b H1ET W 39 U & &9, Uos-guel ANl & g S I Feferd 8 @ &, afe
A3 T STHI TR IARA T B fobarm ST W61 8, aF I8 310 3119 H 97 faerge & qRefére gl &l
I g1 ft T I T ) r aRT 8Y W6 & o 3Mfcamet 21 o1 599 &+ foham oI 8T &, STafh UaT
T8l 81 39 el H Ui a4l a1l &, FehT <18 &1 <me |

39 U5 fauy g oft & b S AFT ofY 50 RIS SR 3RUT & oIV 3Tde T, I IS ey oft
faferad STar 8rft a8 foha-fde 9T & T &, 39 U &, S7dh SRUT & &bl aNIhT FIT-aT &T &, JMTfS a1
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I ST Y ST 0T AR IE TSI F FHal T A el T g5 fORRIT H ST 10 ART PRSI0
BT U e 20T I IR b I b folQ 3MTST BRI IRDR 39 [T80H $I 39 FaT H <lah 1T 8
SGeTT SFH 50 RIS U F 100 PRIS R dh &b K0T o Tl b ol Ueh HTFRIARUT b TS T HURT
foram T 81 39 AT A 90 AT & HioR I8 A fbar ST & S 39 TR & WS 8, IhT
I R 1 off Feufyar €, Sdt AR & gRUET § Ih! Frufia o fFRaRor B fhar Syl

FIRY TRHR I AN & ©1dT IR AREH T & forq U8 fadae oia ot 8, ST ITH1-UTS ATsan
e U ST R &1 T SiY, 19 off 77 3 3T & 3R A T 77 I 7T g T H 87-9 AN o
Pl YR A 81 9 [ bR § qad H7p I § 370 U7 39 fA9RT & 597 a8 fob @t o
IR 81 <ifdpT 371efep WISt & RUT T 4 4y R 82 IS A T Uep AT U T JATeRT el IS
Y, A ST SO BT WS IR < FANfp ITh ST o TR I T gRIfery ARl S Hebdl B s O
TS TS T SRR P WU F Y bR 9 < 3 AT8X Aol TR SH BT SR T 8T T, SHDT
RT Q2T HATHITT STHCT 81 399 WR A T & 7Y 37 s DA Bl AGIDaT Uil I8 97 S
I T BU of oI, AT IE HieT Bl YcoR AT 81T 37 alel THI H, U TS Aifcrep vy & qer-faaer
o e 35 ST il U @il R 39 ferres & A1ea™ A Aohel Sl SITQl e, TR [T, Afgetratt
BT AT, HOIGR! b HedTul b fofl, ISR < feTq, ST & foTq Sid el T arebrar O fefedl, AT ISR
GoTT b IR fHefl, ForRTch foTq 8HRY AR BT @ Y&l &

*SHRI BHAGWANT MANN (SANGRUR) : | thank you Hon. Chairman, Sir, for giving me the

opportunity to speak on the “Fugitive Economic Offenders Bill, 2018”.

Sir, as per the Bill, if an economic offender runs away with the money of the bank after
the passing of this bill, the offender will be prosecuted as per the provisions of this bill.
However, what action will be taken against those fugitives who have already misappropriated
thousands of crores of the banks? We have a long list of such fugitives like Nirav Modi, Vijay

Mallya and Lalit Modi. People have lost faith in the banks. Banks are no longer safe for
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depositing money. Day in and day out, new Nirav Modis,Vijaya Mallyas and Choksis are on
the prowl to misappropriate the hard — earned money of common people lying in the banks.
Banks conveniently wash their hands off the whole affair. The common man is the sufferer due

to this loot and plunder by the fugitive economic offenders.

Sir, the hapless poor farmer is neck-deep in debt. He has to marry off his daughter,
cultivate the land, build or renovate his dilapidated house. Therefore, he needs a loan from the
bank. But, the vicious cycle of compound interest on the loan amount goes on increasing.
When the farmer fails to pay the exorbitant interest, he is declared an offender and his
photograph is pasted in the bank in the public domain. Thus, the poor, hapless farmer is
defamed in public. Several farmers have committed suicide due to the social ignominy that

follows such an action by the banks. But, these farmers have self respect.

However, scams worth 80,000 crores, 50,000 crores have burnt a big hole in the state
exchequer. The economic offenders merrily flee the country after indulging in such gargantuan
scans. Where is the law of the land? Who is responsible for this loot and plunder? The poor
people find themselves at the receiving end. Hon. Prime Minister has claimed that Rs.15 lakhs

will be transferred into the account of every poor and needy.

Sir, instead of getting the promised amount, the poor people had to part with a few
thousand rupees lying in their homes due to the flawed policy of demonetization. Who were
the people who were short-changed and cheated by the banks? They were the poor, the

workers, the Dalits, the under-privileged who faced the music.

Sir, the NPAs of banks have risen by leaps and bounds and have crossed the 10,000
crore mark. Innocent people are being persecuted wrongly whereas the economic criminals
are having a field day. Moreover, chit-fund companies have also indulged in massive scams.
The Pearl Group gobbled up crores of rupees of the common man. People were swindled and

became bankrupt when their money was gone. The Government claims that the owner of the
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Pearl Group has been put behind bars. However, what about the money bungled by him? The
Government did not have the guts to sell all his property and get back the money swindled by
him from the common man. People want their hard-earned money back. When will this

happen?

Sir, freedom-fighters like Bhagat Singh were genuinely concerned about the quality of
people who will be ruling this country after the White British occupiers leave. This was a
bonafide and genuine concern, as the incidents since India’s independence have proven their
fears right. In 200 years, the British occupiers could not swindle the amount that has been

looted in scams in the last 65-70 years by our own ‘Black Britishers’ since independence.

Sir, the hard-earned money of our common people is being stashed illegally in foreign
banks. Our present day rulers want our educated unemployed to ‘fry pakoras’ and earn their
livelihood! What a cruel joke! It is so convenient to indulge is scams and flee the country with
thousands of crores of rupees. This is a matter of shame for this country. Tall claims had been
made that the Black Money lying in the foreign banks would be brought back to India in 100
days. These were hollow claims. In the last 4 years, more scams have taken place and
thousands of crores of rupees more have been stashed in the Swiss banks. This is our hard-

earned money. ltis the tax-payer’'s money.

Sir, the poor people are finding it difficult to make both ends meet. The common man is
leading a miserable life. He does not have the basic needs of food, clothing and shelter his
children have no educational facilities. The exorbitant fees of the private schools is beyond his

reach. The education provided by Government schools leaves much to be desired.

Sir, | urge upon the Government to think about the welfare of the poor, the Dalits, the
farmers, the small traders. This bill should become an act and be implemented strictly.
Fugitive economic offenders must be incarcerated and prosecuted. Laws have always been

there. We fail to implement them properly.
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| urge upon the Hon. Finance Minister and the Central Government to implement the law in
letter and spirit. Fugitive economic offenders must be brought to the book to set a
precedence. Only then will the faith of people be resorted in the banks and the Government.

Thank you.

%ﬂgﬁlﬁﬁaﬁT (%TIW) . JIYfY 78IS, The Fugitive Economic Offenders Ordinance, 2018 )
I8 HRDR fdeT TR <18 81 NI J37 39 fdeT R dlet &1 Hiel T, 39 ol et g=aral § 39
eheH T TATI DRe G| TRDR Ueb UAT Bl e 31T &, fTdD dad 3T dTet 9T 5 Sl SR 39 Q2T
b PHIS I D U BT e AR H SR UATE o DT PIH DT, ID! Dol A el Foll &l ST
3R 39 1R 3T PHeH ISTY AT

I HAT ST 7 39 et 7 I8 sfiepe %@ & b 100 FRIS 3ud A SATET UAT o) il |,
I W & Y8 P I BN H HAT St A Rych Fel fedeT ot fob afes g 99 <21 T T ouam ot
IR AT &, T IGd foT off JEl BT T w1Vl BT G & T kR BT @0feql o7
DI BT JAMEHA-14 I ¢ FFAAST P IR H P&l &, Al 89 J&I Il FIadfeIe! I 8 87
$99 f9eT o QIR 89 99 RIS BUY SIehx W dTel &1 397 [T o 3ieY H 81 oG 31R 100 IR Bud
3 SATET <1eh YT dTel T $EH T+ ol DTH Y| )T TR H3T off U1 TCHE ST &

A1 TR HEIed, $9b A1 &1 59 fdef & A7ead J TR Ig Ped! & fib b SRNFX
oTdel T AR SIAINT R B T U HIoR &P T & Febell &l 3T 39 < § g T ikl &,
18 I8 GH.3778.U. &1, ALaf.a1s. sl ar .2 &l

17 20 hrs (Hon. Deputy Speaker in the Chair.)
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T & I TRE DY T 1S ToikiT 37 91 F S T BT Y I8 &, ST 371 dTet T & Pal = el
TE=HT DT BT JATIRUTER B BT B HT? T fdeT P e AXBR GRT U dlol TUE e bl =T & i
far1-fopeT ot & gAY ey 87 T ol & &9 U 3iThad @l aruy & T I Heir? AT F3T
Sft o7 Y FA BT BT IR o V=Y b T &, RO STer TaeEe it aRieiget SIS 8, STeT I O
TSI T ATYH < H A BT &H BT DN &9 T8 Sl BT a7 38 8, 3 3R 8H gl 7 Pal IR
& & {3 59 91elr PIC F ST dF §AR DICH I Do & Pl bl Raawe ¥l fb I wilet ar
I Sl 3T dTel THT 7 89 U 3R T HRIT ST T BT T TIeIT & ARI-adhTer H 31T &
Afera AT &1, Ra AT 81 I7 fas/y J1eT 81 a7 $1g 31k fh 81, Sl 39 <9 BT E9RI-RIS] Y Ty
AT T &, I 2 T pied = 3t e Iap! feui vt & forw g & o & a1 S SR s
BT QeI a1 fordT 81 $9 I A 98 go WrY S b et <81 & fob I8 welfred =ie ot 81 31
el I 5 ST bl STURTY DT, I UR I8 B oI 8FT H 11 5ol i F e oot fob ARepR
BIS M BT ola< T & AT ISP foly TR T SSATSH o Hecl! & & T ST P d1& 3FR SR
BN AT I 3TIRTY & 37ax It ARKAl T o™ &7 7 B Pl 3FR TRBR a1 A1h A1ad A g4
BT Bl 39 e H oI 31T BT 8, 39 <2 &b 3SR Teb DI $ AR W T 918 8l & af T 781 I
f&T, R ot mrery =it it A AT Sit 3 9rer o o1 & fapar o, It o & 9 faet &t vy & b
I T & 91g § Is Ht Afeh S 39 97 § ONAT N 9T &, S & Afch & $HUR &7 BIRATS DY Bl
BT Y|

HEIeY, 399 [ & HTeTH 3 el 1 el JAMchal 21, Sl S T AT 8, I0d iR off 897 4y
ST T P PR T8 &) 39 IR INDR ST} R B BT B Bt T g 1d, AP Pacl & b
P1g T cafch ST ST IR T WIRT ST &, SHD! UUCT Bl Tt fham ST 3R & 789 § 39 Uiuc!
T SFADHR AR DT GFT ACHIT ST AT JAT Sit +ff ST & o 3vas Ot s &, foreiehr diact
BT At 7T ST IR IGT 81 R Y gF HIGd 719 i off 39 91T DY g W8 ¥ iR AW fafee & ot 9ga
A AT R IR 1Y fp it T I0 7 PRIST DU Sfed PR W Bl AT b Ueb o1 Aag el
3TTT B T AT 39 e A AT Dl I8 faary fetr Hevd & fob ST AT uir H1ett & @RI b 3T 8
I ST, A IH B &b GRT D I o DI DFHIRT §9 T Bl 8, 39 AXPR dI ol § 39
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feeT T AHLT BT § ifhT AT HolT Sff SRo” 39 <9 T 4T ety fob 3R a1 oY vep Sam oft
S 2 BT AR YFET & dI ITP FUW Hol F dHel BRI AWBR gRT HT St

ot PleTelrs AR (FATEIRT) @ IJUTEAE FBIS, AT G ST 371efeh uxrell fades, 2018 W =4
AT &I T HiepT T, 39eh fofq 7 SITuehT 3R &)

HEISY, <91 § U Tl deb AT SlatforaT 8l ST 38 81 $8 31 SR dob I fopedt 7 foedl
TR H AN old & 3R SFIATI ) BrIal IS 8 fIorr dean, Sife Hedr, d9ig HeRT ar i
GIRT ST 4T ST qTER HRT I 8, AP (oIQ AT HAT it AT foef olehy 3V 8, I8 AR A 81 89
ST P& JeITd AT <1 <18 81 HRT U I & fob 39 DRI b Tec Al DRig DU I 3fefeh ol el -
PR dTet TR AURTE Bl Qfiet fobam T 8T 81 37 1947 & fob 39+ off o oy T Sievd 81 918 U
PRI PR 81 T Al HRIS VY & AT Uh B PRIg DU &1, B[ AT o foTT qRIeR BTl &1 ORI, AR
g1 & fob FufRy &b IR H T S BT A1 fob 3R eI ol A 31ferep M Hr F=afy & o 394
31feyep ITH &7 T T BITT?

AT TBR A FEURT a1 I 3FR DHH G UTH BIdT & AT ShIIT ol T FT UGS BRI HRT HHAT
& 1% 39 B & I I Tobl DT BRIGT BRI TAT I7ch g U ol J1UF T TS 8 AT Prg Y
PolGR IS YN F Ul Ig SIRex fIaR T fdh 3R & dTex TG df SiT 89RT IRaR iR el 8,
S IR U@ ERTT, I8 S5 IR H SIRex AR

3T o 39 e T AH BHRel §Y H U T FHTH PRal gl eIl
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&t TSI TSI (FAYRT): SUTEAET HEISd, BRT WRDR I RYth FT & el & b Il ST R BIg
ATeT T8I &, YT SO Hel &, effebT d 3T aAfHT BT &l S 15 BAIR PRI A AbR Ueb TRI PRIS
VU TFep T AT BN SR AT 5 Tl Goiufer iR SEFUfer T AT &1 I BT Pl el e <l
BT TR I RICT &, 3T 2T DI el W8T 8, TRBR DI Yuitufel 3R IJeNTUfT A1 81 S8 IR
HIGT AT 1= AfRAT BT AR fordT 21 fsRr J1edm At St Al RIS DU IR I FHT TG SiTcieh 11T,
I 5a-fbe T.0er.Y, &R .t &t S o, fopa-fover rariifcres earfs @t e faa, foher-fop
RIS &eT @1 Ut T, I8 |arer @eT 9t A8l I 82 Sl d9-as Yuiiafd &, 3ral fbep! 4=
e, g o= =i gt el glei? Reary e o 4T Saiet &1 71T, offebeT a8 UAT dTo’y T8 37T, I8 IRl bl
T 81 311 37+t e 38 &, 3T TRy g o Hieftars ¥ et & fob e # Uap 1T o <fie WEM uger
& aTotelie & fof @t &, aifde & arorefie 78l o utl w5t Sff, 31u I8t W U WET S gt A8
ST &, S 3779 AT UR B oI} 8T, U &1 319 def TR BT a1 Tel ol & [ 20 RIS, 25 IRIS
AT 50 PRI BUY I ST FEfT G T MR feged F fobedt @b €l 8 g a7y 0T i
CTehx AT T JATUPT T8 BT ol &l SRR &1 T8l BIill 1T ST ORE A DI efgy, for Tve & 3
feger o febaTiT b fofT eI iy &

BRT ST Fallel IE & fd 3T SRR Bl UTeR < <, I8 SRR IFPSU IRAEH 3R fadepria
qr T8l 8RN T9-fAde I B B aTell Afth T $9 d1d @ THIFAT Fei 8IIT? 3ATT BDlg DI a1 &
I URERIAT 8IFT a1ET T 37T SRINGCY el &, ATLdT.3TS.H SRINGeY el &7 AT 31U R4t I8t
el & fob H I b Tl 4 §, oifchT I T 81l

D ITCATAT H AT AT § (b 89K S H JIETAT b URT i FHIRT 8, 701 & URT G &,
goftaferal & ury SRy 8, otfdhet & aifercifRem 3iiR uiferfeeset arcier s IRy Ues wuar <78l 81T &,
3FATIeh U oTRT hRIg DU & HIfeTdh BT ST B, Il T 81T, 31T 3% UR S+ Treif 78l avd & iR
SR I UHT ATORT SI=T l G T T &1 <9 =5 HIe! it q= e v J@T T, ffebT 3l it Sefret dree
g, I8 FRidT &1 faw B, Uep egfeh, forey @ <o 7wl feam Ry dep o U et 81 71T, 3179 a81 & U
BT TP 10 <21 H & ol 1Y, fhv 3T <R 317 e
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SR JTeATaT T e fob & T o Urerdl ST 3refegraeelT 81 7Y 8, eifdh! 319 I8 =Tl Tl &,
3 fegRaT & Ueb Srefarrt = el fob Toehe AR Sy Herex H fUsel IR el & o el g3 I8
37feTRET DI 8, 3MTUeh! §T UaT &l fHAMI U B el 83T, Bl UR 1T 78l gl 3T Teh TR
SHEIUT o foTU ST TRBR P UIS &0yuT 3¢ & 37K fEgReet = o {3107 e aTet it &A1 &, o <ol 5
SIREE

S AT WRT AT E & & TS fegea™ & 31 AFRD St F ST % € 31 guiuf,
IENTUfT 7R ATHAT BHR FHUR ISHl DT TR B Bl

37T 5 BRT e € o T bl T ATh & 3R SURT BT e b ARieh AT &l T

&t X PR orf (FATIS): FFHT SuTede HEIed, § AP GIdTS PRl & fb JATI $H Heqqut
féreT o= H3t Ster T At AT 81 e H oFver a1fefe sroRrer fet, 2018 TR v & fore F e
T 2 TR A& b AJed ATell ARPR P URT IR ech HRaT &l T8 el gl o1 Febelr &, et
I | 56 S bl HIFT BTN SIS ST <21 H 311eh Uget, GUR T ST Al 79, a1 ¥pR Texuig
5 HIST Bl AT Telt PR T A BT B fhaT SRY A, Shwe! iR wer amffa TRty
fet, I€ a8l egfch o ebell €, fTAepT 56 9 T HIAT 81T I& IR § FHTIOMRAT &b |ref &9ifel & b
TR A &Y T W T €, 39 Q9 & e AT €, S arera 3 0 fet o wand 81 318 of e,
ST 4 BT ¢[C DR 9T &1 AT fobedt oft forir SeerT b e R & T &1 T IR<Ia A < T NI 2, T8
37T A &1 AT UTclTer H, <27 H &1 AT fer , IHehT Uhg R TRl ST 3R 3T B & Ueb-Uah uTg
IS PR b TRIa, fhT 3R Y <27 DT GeARTeA P forq & fepam g

eIy, § 3TTTeh! ST <ATET & b 65 TT | ST EIRI-B0TR BRI U T PR ST [Iory HIeT
81 T Rg A, SAferd AT &1 a1 YUSRY, ST ¢ &R 9RT 1Y, IHDT HROT A fA<hT DI e
T T off, fSTFeh PROT I HTT Y 81 AT JUR BT ST e AT 7T 8, I I F T TS uevs
ST 3R <9 &Y GABTe! @ fo1q a8 D T ATy H o 3R F SR Uit greh s efiep
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AT ICT bl 3R A §)7 folef 7 geg & el e g H Jere 531 3R faxy 55T & ufer 3R &
RN & fob I8 59 YR bl YR el AT bl B fhT 2l

ggdial

NS 3T, DI F3T, forT w3t T HrafRe HRF FAT (37 TRYT MRre): AT IUTedE Heled, IS
597 e IR prhl ATefep T 3 81 19 AT FIFa! 7 399 A8 WR T P 81 -3 FbR I By
HFHRT ARIET F et faeT & 59T G a1 81 O AR TRIaT 7 &t SEH & 39 G fbar
8l ifehT U8 3rel T & fob el = Y gepT fokier =18 febarm &1 o’y yget At H gwgaTe T fob o
Tt Fiar B AT ' 5 359 fOvg A el § Sl HRIAmE! 8T d1feyl 39 HIIATEr & dad 37 T
TSI T 32T H I AT ST, Il FURT STecT bl ITY, HrIaTar i ATV W AR TR 365 off 377
qel SIS U 8, S debi b ol & IT fopdd =1 ot &b 7oy arameS at &, 31 |el WR i Ppriara! 3
& g BT So A Sog oI Y 19 fiYetl I AT & ST el 3iR FHRiaTe! &1, a8 it AT |rar
Y FTBT 8, S AT Tebe 83 81 FAMeTT I8 et g Savl 81 AR I8 Il Y Afiepier & fob a9
T R PRIATET 81, T WIS & 6 T8 T P P B I Hl SRR &l 89 3o auf J 3T §
fb e T 8, 2ifchT a8 S S Ui H T9 ol &, Ry Tt A IRl o SuR priaTe! Bieil &, 394
& it RIfcreT 81 &7 it o geeT & f6 Srfardl wel oflk A &, Wt fr & 8l H e Bl garl
fﬂE'jT fdF United Nations Convention Against corruption q Ugail IR g9 d1d IR Uh QER'#W
BT, T 3T FeHfcT R e F a1 & 1o ST A1 OF 91T ST &, WIS & STl & AT Ueb <2 H bRt
PBIIATE! Tt Ral & Tl GAN 2T H SR U118 of odl &, 339 AR A PV 7 PO ASg Pad IS I 3R
Seg q Sog I§ S gioetel do &Il &, ST RS JuiRT 8l &, 39db HUR Hriaral &l 3R Ig
Ty AT <27 T Al | UNCAC 7 2MTféaat-54 H 39 IR H SIth! Fecaqul goird U 81 §9 2011 &
JUARAIGHT T AR 7 TR b &1 7 FHeAc & fob G« YgeT 9% a1 g Sodl & fb | 2011 4
2014 & Ster U1 B AT T2 T T TT? .. ( FaYT)
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3 R DI PrICE! ot g6 T8l & il 3R PIS HRIATE! Lo §S Bl AT AT &R e 7 off
TE STea AT 3R JUARITGHT b HUR DS ATe-3TeRT BRIATa! Ht 83 el dl 89 U AN IR Sloa
o 31Tdl| fa 4T Sft 77 g9l 2017-18 H 9D STFBR af fh 39 I § IRBR TexTs I eITT PHRh
ST her ISRAT 1R SRev TS Al AT i Tl AT & et sl T § I§ BT AT Tl
U9l g DRI A fUBell o et el AT T ao7e I b SR IS S oI THT QT a1l 1SS &
& BHRUT & foet orey & 81 aram

St AfeTpIoT WS : T8 T ATYD! JoTg A T AT 3T Al

S NI RIS : ST Sff, ATThT AT FT &ff, I8 a1 319 & SATT ST 8] R TRBR, HRAT ST
1, THSIY ATEc & fob e Tel 3R AST JAMHIESS I H Fell § FHT & [ i FI8R AT TRb
3, ATUh HF1T FexT DT TR AT AT, §H 1T TR HSH BT il SUH T, I8 IS 8l
IRd $ 3frerg 7 Hf 6t T =7 <@T 8. ( ) ARABR g5 ARG off fF 395 FW
BRIATE! 81 3R ST FGT T T & P FTASIE, BT 7 URT 8H o P JTAN[E TR TRDR 3 U
3HTET o WU H oA |

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE: He should not blame the Opposition. SR B1SH P goi- el
ST 319 UTSRT T FcThy T&T W of 31T & IR Fe- <f fie § §< & J1aT Tl 37T Uh-Ueh EicT T&f

TR 1 8%, ol G & el gaTIl....( TFaeT) g7 Fa- Hel-S[eld Fa ol & a1el JT3C fohar i

...( TTgF)

At NN TR - H 7T § b I8 3 T Sy SRovt T o I8 HRATS oeb 7Tal, I8 ST ST
foh TR TRPR 39 W THR & IR T8 95 TRPR Pl g7 &b HUR UER &< & ol ARINT 3iTh Ford F
T8 T How o1 T foh U ST Y AT &, STl 3Threyy WRA ol T3 Bl BIShN et Wi &, 3]
THIRT T Sfec] R BT DI TRIT S| SHfTT 8 3T TS & U H UI fobam 3R 3177 IHeb!
ReelRT b el TeT &b FHE &1 I§ Hal 7T fb b IFTHe AT 3iTevtae US o= IR foet # 7t
T8I & | AT DedTur Sit ST U 98 aiNS ddhlel & 7 &S &l d H I8 P8l b I8 fdet deail grocs
81 ST qATT <A fob & S 100 PRI B T AT 3ifeviered U ikt F fordl g% 8, a8
AF 2(1)TH & gIRT et & oft foradt 715 81 3FR 31 T 2(1)TH BT JF9H 2(1)Th P AT TrSH

74/95



12/3/2018

e Al AF 2(1)TH N 980 & TUE WU F & foIaT 1T 21 37U AT 8T, 3TUhT T\ dbetith 7 &,
3FR 31 3R Fe A1e a1 § 9 ug 1 Febell g s aR® Aial ¥ 39 a9y &1 igp b 81 e
2(1)TH gg Ppadl g & ‘Scheduled offence’ means an offence specified in the Schedule where
the total value involved in such an offence or offences is Rs.100 crore or more.
(fnterruptfons)Sﬂéﬁaﬁﬁqﬂﬂﬁqﬁ:ﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂﬁw% ﬁﬂwg\%mﬁmﬁ
AAferoT TeT T8 IR o 31T & T U AT A ITRT-3MRT Bl P e Dl J el & 8l died J
I R UG 81 8T 8 SR TrIfde & fob TererT 3o Sifce Hebr b STRAT ST 98 31theedy &, il
FHIRT g Y § Ih YT &, ITeh! Ugel Chel bl ST 3R T HIE, Eegeddt afe &l Feliep a1
|

ID UTH 3R & U Y DI CIRIBR PR AT SATQT Af fhx gal 91t 8ift fob Sies fSets 8rm
sﬂﬁiaﬁﬁﬂﬁagﬁﬂﬂfﬁﬁr%ﬁﬁDelayed justice means justice denied. & AT {5 S AT s
BITAT JURTY PR 8, 100 PRIS DU ¥ 3 & 3URTY PR &, USel Ie 9 P P < (o1l SATY)
P HUR T H TET HRATS &1 MR IAD! FHYRT Sfect h SIYI A U ST 81T Dl TR g
3R ST 9T 8, IFHT TR Sfecl BIT & DR RIS I8 cllc DR AT T IR BILT b DTG Pl
T P 3T 100 TRIS DY DY AT & [INT BT &R Sff, FITAT oI 3iR 37T H3 AR Feai -
IBHAT B AT, TRPR &I TIT ®BY F Jg HIAT & fh g 3MIRTElT U8t Udhs WU, SHd HUX Slog § log
TG &1 3R 3 1S YT & T8 DI H 30 3 7 of 9 b {59 3R BIC ORIy & i
Theb T B &b DRUT g3 AT BT &R deR I8 91U IR Iefebl FFufRy &9 Sfect 7 IR Febl IH BT ob
BRA & [T I 37 AT D §9 DI b A& 1T AT FTehT PRIST UR BN 3THT ST AT DI &,
I¥ID T I JaT &l I§ RN H Feiiil 3FR Y AT U BIRATS 8T AT DIg HT HFT PR & off FhT,
e R Iferd BRETg T ST

PO A ANET 1 S AT BTl Sit = T8 favg ISET &b &l e HIoR & g
TICTI 8l 2l 39 dIs Y fch TR T U0 HISR Y FaodTT 8. (CTTET)

ST HEITOT Io1T : 5 I8 8l Pall...( TIg™)
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ot gy et § Ger § 6 I8 93 g9 &t a1 81 399 T8 91 2 b @l St A el 81 ol TR
I 3 31 3 UG P 3R Fal A1 H B I THH P 37Tl Al 3BT BIdll. .. ( T

BT ST =1 e o T QU HISR BT B FpIFIT 81 ST a¥ 2002 &b H1 oAfGT e 3 2T,
et B 39 H Y forT T 81 S IS b el &l TS Sl 1 el TRT fob SR b A fde v Bl 8
ar § G Bl € I T g fob gd ot i (e HIoR § Gere-9(3) § I8 Hidrgs fbar T g
JFH-9(S) P T8d aF AT & J 3MRIP AT BT Wae™ RaT AT &1 HATT St DY WAT 7 ol fb I8
P TST JPII 5, ARG I fpa! B DY T 8T BT BN S I HUR FIIT Il [0S HIOR

&I ST ( STaeT)

St HATOT FIGIT: MY 319+ =T BT aF Bre AT 7. (TaY™) 3P S A7 & eHeEE H, S&
3= BIS f&am... (saaem)

ot Ggy MIer: 75 AFeH-9(3) H forar s -

“Before making the search under clause (a) or clause (d), the authority shall call
upon two or more persons to attend and witness the search and the search shall
be made in the presence of such persons;”

H FHEIT § b I8 DI 98 TUE U A I8 AId-HeT PR JI1IT TIT I8 JoTslT gAT DI 8l
&R UPR A T8 B 99 21 SRl R Tt TepR F fRIdT el 8T 3 BRI ! I1T 7T B

&t 1 feR JedTe 3R $B 3T A - I8 DT fob MY Sfecf AT R <1, eifebT I 1S AT 3
feber TP ¥ SISt i, 39 e ST el fobar T 81 gHi & foh gl a1 & fob e b e
TERTS A e 8 foham TN HeFer-15(3) T8I TUE BY J I8 T & fob ST DIheh AT JcTHS
g, 1 ST fSdISTer Bt BRTTI §94eh forq TeHfFReer FrRfch féham SITQT, it IE & SRS &
3T ex U Bl HAST BT (AT )

SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE: Sir, he is misleading. | have spoken in respect of Section 7 and not

Section 9. If you are really honest, give answer in respect to Section 7. ... (Interruptions)
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Y GRS MRIeT: AFe-15(3) H T8 I8 TIE U 3 forar T 2-

“The Administrator shall also take such measures, as the Central Government
may direct, to dispose of the property which is vested in the Central Government
under section 12:”

AFIH-12 & Tad foRT UTUCT BT hitheche fhaT ST, S fSTUIST e &1 oY Uraer= 81 ugett
91 Al I8 8 & =g Ta-He 918 df 39 TSHHvcer dl 9aTU 3iR a8 P! fSHINT-3iTh ax| 3P
fo1T off e AHIIE AT T B

“Provided that the Central Government or the Administrator shall not dispose of
any property for a period of ninety days from the date of the order under sub-
section (2) of section 12.”

IE PET & b THDT fSFRIF Ueb T DS ISR BRI I BRAS UR I PR b fo1q g4
Teh TUSIeT DIC fRIch BRTM ST 1§ HIUCT hitheehe Il 8, a8 Argel Ta-He P ded el &l 3o al
CTSY o B e 1 ARASq-3iTth-sh1e, 18 a8 Hiuct YRa A &1, fawer 7 & aik @ g8 diuct wgforcia
3TtheX b H UR &1 AT IHDT T F=af &1l

“Any other property or benami property in India or abroad owned by the fugitive

economic offender.” g1 ST T STed R BT TG IGT =T g, SATHET oY 3R g & A B o
Il 6 HHIE Bl T FAfeTy fam 11 & 6 3FR I a1fd 377 & and he submits himself to the
processoflawﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬂmﬁtﬁﬁw,3ﬁ’\’81§€ﬁ\ré Y ardter oft & aoil § I8
T § fob fuer oI wierT el & et Ht FaT PT I8 AT el 8] Jabdl & o Pls MEHT o2
tp\ls_cm YT SITC, ehigH R, ?{c}?lfrﬁ'cﬁ 3T Y 3TN T oo HIT 9Vl He does not submit himself
to the process ofIawWW%@?@W?W@%WW&%W&%W%%HTSI
b S U DI PRATS &l 8 Febcll &1 I8 TCief 81 9Tl &, Sl &1 Sirell &; 39 St ¥ Aepry bt Harr
?Wﬁ@‘ﬁ@ﬁw@ If he comes with clean hands,ﬁﬁma@ﬁ%%ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂ
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T JSHT & HUR YR T 8 SN AT he is innocent until proven guilty. If he is innocent, why did
he run away in the first place? He should submit himself to the law. 9IRd &1 BHFIT-IGEAT TR &9
Y T arce faard 81 &9 fobelt e T f7eh & T H HHSIAT § fob a8 IS T dheree BITN 3fR BDIE B
SR T THR I T4-fIg ISTY T TR 81 7 IS & U B HUR b T41-Rig I3T Al 8l H FHAAT §
fa “disentitlement is draconian”. it 2R AT Tt FicTdR 1Y & F FHIAT 3;]% P ﬁlﬁ’E}H & HWR
Q?N:EQEEQEFQT-‘-T P If the person’s hands are clean, he should come and submit himself to the
court, Tl ST&d TR DI ToR Tal TSl

ATeF 81 AT Ueh 3y fawey Y 4f1 oRex SfY =1 ahet, AisTR.UTHT. & wrere € fob IaH ot s1cemic
& J&ar g I ar warifdd & & 3R AT &1 Courts are clogged with thousands and lakhs of

cases. 3R HIUCT SFT-37eRT ¥CC H & AT T8l 3HefT-3TelT U BT U 8l /2 WR H 3fcTHe
& foTT 3 IR P JTFT-3TAT Tl IS & 39 cumbersom TRNT Bl BRT b IR & AT T8
I ATIT 1T &

st 2R FTET 7 Uep 3= fewauft off bt off e1fehy § o § fob omare arTsiaet a8 agd faolt 8
3R ITT it VeRiC 8, I8 TSt feeft-ar Uerie & g IS 9wt A &l 317 26T o | 3FR SR Vi
&IaT Ar &9 9T Ao A1 effoh &9 AT fa=<t 97T Al &, 3iR &<t wmdt € I8 oAfdhT SehT il 9T &
foh ARBR TSI I 91§ e Schedule of Offences &t AdT &1 IS SAD! TE €I T8 & b o

PR HHI Q@H §SeT dr® df we have to lay the change before both the Houses of
Parliament. 3R &g 4T AT AT 39D HUR Plg 3eude 3o I 9 IR AT &l Advell &l F
THSICT § foh 3R I8 areifol 20 UG of ol IS Iih! 7 STl T €T ST

S HIF1I FET = el fob 31 AT AT T DI AebR T &, TR YR SURITRRAT bl T 8T |
fepfamTeT ST 89er Uiufded 8IaT 1l agree with you. URUTdCT T ATdHR B STURITERIT & HWR TER
PR Hb, I DI b SRR H HY oIl Ab, Tg TRDBR HeAHIfT FHICT 81 H FHIAT & fob 3R 3
TFeifol 3 T AT 3Tl FHST H 3T S

1T SUTEE HeIed, 3FR 1T e 1gd R Al § Gga” Il g WRAR W, 3 dedrr
aﬂﬁﬁGﬁﬁfﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁl RS1ep fepaT e Ergﬁlfs* [T ahiet 81 “The provisions of this Act shall apply to
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any individual who is or becomes a fugitive economic offender...” H 39 Udh IR R g orar E‘g
IS IPT FHH H 31T STYT Section 3 says, “The provisions of this Act shall apply to any
individual who is or becomes, 31T & IT 311 4 911, a fugitive economic offender on or after the

date of coming into force of this Act.”

31T 3FR dls WIS & 3R 18 8T 8, dl he is already a fugitive. He is running away from

Indian law. g8 HI AFe 3 & GRT §H P H DeR 81 AT 81 ... (TTT) H G § fob 37T SR
fOhR 37 g8 PBIE UeH, Tl 3wt &Il

AT HeaToT i = 399 IR § el of iR 3R A Fauelt it 7 off 39 fawr & I8 i sfeam
I BT TR AT PR o€ TR B TlleIC HRiT? FHDT 99T &l Rivel 7R &l Il S 8 fob AR
HRBR 3R faceft TR 3o H ST Rl &l 37 TRDR 7 IAeTT-31HT ST & AT SIS dcal 3R
3D TaRTTST 31T S BT UTTET T8 | ...( STTE) S d @I f5ury axa &, 89 98 99
STT AT &Y DIFALA P ... ( TGTT) TS TR T 39 HEIST b AT SISt 81 89 3 AR 3R 907 P A1y
TN AN EF UG of FhH| . ( IgYT)

BT St el fob AFeT 4 3R 12 H DISF 81 H FHEAT § b PIg DberfSFer ol 2l
TCeATeher iR FEFelaRe &1 I8 fSeelaRe BIC fSATSS ARl 81 JIRT SiY, PIg f&TrIet 3iTh gH
R1SCH 781 BT I 3R feget U &9 HeepT 31ce e 81 3R 3ATthey P T FAagst e 8,
I IEd A e ol BIHT ATRYI T8 TS+ 3R ARBR Y 79I 81 | request the hon. Members of the

House to support the Bill and pass it.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mr. Premachandran, you have already taken your time. Please be

brief. We have only ten minutes left.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, it is unfortunate that the

hon. Minister made some observations regarding some Members who have spoken on the Bill.
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He said that promulgation of the Ordinance was necessitated because the House was
not in order during the last Session. He also said that the biggest office of the House, the Hon.
Speaker, had been humiliated by the Opposition. It is unfortunate on the part of the hon.
Minister to have said this. He should not have used the Office of the Speaker like this. The
Opposition never humiliated Madam Speaker or the Office of the Speaker. Never! ...

(Interruptions)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Come to the point.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : In the last Session, the House was disrupted not because of

the Opposition. Everybody knows that very well. ... (Interruptions)
HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You come to the point.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | categorically stated during the course of discussion that
we fully support the spirit of the Bill and we absolutely support the point that stringent action
has to be taken. But the main point lies in Clause 14 of the Bill and the hon. Minister has not
referred to it. The right of access to justice is a fundamental right. We expressed our
apprehension during the course of discussion that that principle is being violated. The Minister
has satisfactorily answered all other questions. | fully agree that prospective effect is there. He

has answered all questions including on seizure.

We expressed our apprehension on the legal validity of the Bill. Hon. Member Kirit
Somaiya asked why the hon. Members of the House are discussing the legality of the Bill. |
would say that this is the right and proper forum to discuss the legal validity of the Bill and
legislative competence. Whether the Bill will survive legal scrutiny or not has to be considered
by this forum and not by any other forum. We are making this law when all these persons have
fled the country and are sheltering in safe havens. Whether this law will survive the legal
scrutiny, is a pertinent question which we have raised. The July 2016 judgment of the Supreme

Court is there. Whether this will pass judicial scrutiny, that question has not been answered.
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The hon. Minister made an observation regarding Mr. Shashi Tharoor’s accent. ...

(Interruptions) It is not a fair observation to make by Minister Piyush Goyalji.

THE MINISTER OF CHEMICALS AND FERTILIZERS AND MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS (SHRI ANANTHKUMAR): Hon. Deputy Speaker Sir, Shri N.K. Premachandran is a
very seasoned politician. He has to speak on the Resolution only. He cannot make another

speech about all other issues. ... (Interruptions)

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : If the hon. Minister is making an observation, definitely | also

have the right to defend the Members from our side.... (Interruptions)
HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Are you moving the Resolution?

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | am moving the Resolution.... (Interruptions)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now we will take up the Bill for consideration and also the
Resolution by Shri N.K. Premachandran. Since it is five minutes to 1800 hours, if the hon.

Members agree, the House can be extended till the time the Bill is passed.

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: We agree.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That this House disapproves of the Fugitive Economic Offenders Ordinance, 2018 (No.
1 of 2018) promulgated by the President on 21st April, 2018.”

The motion was negatived.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:
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“That the Bill to provide for measures to deter fugitive economic offenders from
evading the process of law in India by staying outside the jurisdiction of Indian
Courts, to preserve the sanctity of the rule of law in India and for matters
connected thereto or incidental thereto, be taken into consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The House shall now take up clause by clause consideration of the
Bill.

Clause 2 Definitions

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment Nos. 12 to 19 to

Clause 2.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): I am moving Amendments No. 12 to 19 to Clause

2. | beg to move:

Page 2, line 14,-

for “individual”

Substitute “person”. (12)
Page 2, after line 18 insert,-

“(iii) committed a scheduled offence or offences involving an amount of rupees fifty

crores or more.”. (13)

Page 2, line 25,-
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after “Undivided Family”

insert “or an individual who is incharge of the management and affairs of the

property of the family”.
(14)

Page 2, line 26,-
after “company”

insert “or Chairman or CEO or Managing Director or an individual who is in the top
most position of the management or affairs of the company”.

(15)

Page 2, line 27,-
after “trust”

insert “or an individual who is the head or top most in the management and affairs
of the trust”. (16)

Page 2, line 28,-
after “partnership”.

insert “or an individual who is the head or top most in the management and affairs
of the partnership firm”. (17)

Page 2, line 29,-
after “liability partnership”.

insert “or an individual who is the head or top most in the management and affairs
of the partnership”. (18)

Page 2, line 31,-
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after “or not”.

insert “or an individual who is the head or top most in the affairs and management
of such body”. (19)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | shall now put amendments No. 12 to 19 to Clause 2 moved by

Shri N.K. Premachandran to the vote of the House.

The amendments were put and negatived.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.

Clause 2 was added to the Bill.

Clause 3 Application of Ordinance

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment No. 20 to Clause 3.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: Sir, | am not moving Amendment No. 20 to Clause 3.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 3 was added to the Bill.

Clause 4 Application for declaration of fugitive

economic offender and procedure
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therefor

Amendments made:
Page 3, line 14,-

for “sub-section (2)”

substitute “sub-section (1)’ (2)

Page 3, line 20,-
for “or benami property”.

Substitute “or benami properties”. (3)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury to move Amendment No. 21 to

Clause 4.

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY (BAHARAMPUR): | am moving Amendment No. 21 to

Clause 4. | beg to move:

Page 3, line 9,-

after “this section”

insert “‘on a request from Reserve Bank of India, any scheduled Bank, the
Securities and Exchange Board or India or otherwise”.
(21)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | shall now put amendment No. 21 to Clause 4 moved by Shri

Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury to the vote of the House.
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The amendment was put and negatived.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment Nos. 22 to 25 to

Clause 4.

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | am not moving Amendment Nos. 22 to 25 to Clause 4.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 4, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 4, as amended, was added to the Bill.

Clause 5 Attachment of Property

Amendment made:

Page 3, line 35,-
for “or is a property”.
substitute “or is a property or benami property”. (4)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment No. 26 to Clause 5.
SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | am not moving Amendment Nos. 26 to Clause 5.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 5, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”
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The motion was adopted.
Clause 5 as amended was added to the Bill.

Clauses 6 to 8 were added to the Bill.

Clause 9 Search of persons

Amendments moved:

Page 5, line 36,-

for “sub-section”.

Substitute “clause”. (5)
Page 6, line 3,-

for “clause (e)".

substitute “clause (d)”. (6)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 9, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 9, as amended, was added to the Bill.

18 00 hrs
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Clause 10 Notice

Amendment made:
Page 6, line 27, --
for “Act, 2016;”.

substitute “Act, 2016; or”. (7)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 10, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clause 10, as amended, was added to the Bill.

Clauses 11 and 12 were added to the Bill.

Clause 13 Supplementary Application
Amendment made:
Page 7, line 40, --
for “owned by the”,
substitute “or benami property owned by the individual in
India or abroad, who is a”. (8)
(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 13, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”
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The motion was adopted.
Clause 13, as amended, was added to the Bill.
Clauses 14 and 15 were added to the Bill.
Clause 16 Rules of evidence

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving amendments No. 27

and 287
SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | am not moving them.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 16 stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clauses 16 was added to the BiIll.

Clauses 17 to 19 were added to the Bill.

Clause 20 Power of Central Government

to amend schedule
HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving amendment No. 297?
SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | am moving the amendment. | beg to move:

Page 9, lines 10 and 11, --
for, “or as the case may be, omit from the First

Schedule any offences specified therein”.
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substitute “the First Schedule any offence with

prospective effect”. (29)

| would like to make a brief submission. This clause is giving discretionary right to the

Government to exclude any offence from the Schedule. It is all right to add any offence but my

amendment is to ensure that any offence is not omitted since this is giving discretionary power

to the Government. It is for Parliament and Legislature to decide which offence should come

under the purview of this Act, not for the Executive. So, my amendment is not to omit any

offence from the Schedule.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | shall now put amendment No. 29 moved by Shri N.K.

Premachandran to the vote of the House.

The amendment was put and negatived.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 20 stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clause 20 was added to the Bill.

Clauses 21 and 22 were added to the Bill.

Clause 23 Power to make rules

Amendment made:
Page 9, after line 24, insert, --
“(ca) the procedure for conducting search and

seizure under section 8;”. (9)
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(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 23, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clause 23, as amended, was added to the Bill.

Clause 24 was added to the Bill.

Clause 25 Power to remove difficulties

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving amendment No. 30?7

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Sir, | beg to move:

Page 9, line 45, --
for “five years”.

substitute “two years”. (30)
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HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | shall now put amendment No. 30 moved by Shri N.K.

Premachandran to the vote of the House.

The amendment was put and negatived.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 25 stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.

Clause 25 was added to the Bill.

Motion Re: Suspension of Rule 80 (i)

THE MINISTER OF RAILWAYS, MINISTER OF COAL, MINISTER OF FINANCE AND
MINISTER OF CORPORATE AFFAIRS (SHRI PIYUSH GOYAL): Sir, | beg to move:

“That this House do suspend clause (i) of rule 80 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha in so far as it requires that an amendment shall
be within the scope of the Bill and relevant to the subject matter of the clause to
which it relates, in its application to Government amendment No. 10 to the Fugitive
Economic Offenders Bill, 2018 and that this amendment may be allowed to be
moved.”

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That this House do suspend clause (i) of rule 80 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha in so far as it requires that an amendment shall
be within the scope of the Bill and relevant to the subject matter of the clause to
which it relates, in its application to Government amendment No. 10 to the Fugitive

92/95



12/3/2018
Economic Offenders Bill, 2018 and that this amendment may be allowed to be

moved.”

The motion was adopted.

New Clause 26 Repeal and saving

Amendment made:

Page 9, after line 48, insert —
26. (1) The Fugitive Economic Offenders Ordinance,

2018, is hereby repealed.

(2) Notwithstanding such repeal, anything done or any
action taken under the said Ordinance, shall be
deemed to have been done or taken under this
Act.”. (10)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That new clause 26 be added to the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
New clause 26 was added to the Bill.

The Schedule was added to the Bill.
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Clause 1 Short title, extent and commencement
Amendment made:

Page1, for lines 6 to 10,-

substitute “(3) It shall be deemed to have come into force on the 21° Day of
April, 2018.”. (1)

(Shri Piyush Goyal)

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:

“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clause 1, as amended, was added to the Bill.

The Enacting Formula and the Long Title were added to the Bill.

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Minister may now move that the Bill, as amended, be passed.
SHRI PIYUSH GOYAL.: | beg to move:

“That the Bill, as amended, be passed”.

The motion was adopted.

The Bill, as amended, was passed.
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HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The House stands adjourned to meet on Friday, the 20" July,
2018 at 11.00 a.m.

18 06 hrs

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock

on Friday, July 20, 2018/Ashadha 29, 1940 (Saka).

* The sign + marked above the name of a Member indicates that the Question was actually asked on the floor of the
House by that Member.

#* Not recorded.
* Not recorded.

* Not recorded.

* English translation of the speech originally delivered in Punjabi
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