303 Matters under Rule 877

[Shr1 M Kalyanasundram]

raising 1t here because the Minster
concerned has not even condescended
to stay for two minutes more to listen
to this ymportant question Anyhow,
it 18 my duty to bring to the notice
of this House the ghastly attack on
our diplomatic personnel in Washing-
ton as reported in the press A young
officer has been attacked m a very
gruesome manner It 1s, however, not
the only incident This House is In
session Should we not even feel
concerned about 11  Should we not
express our sympathies for the offi-
cer who 1s suffering for no fault of
his, for being just an Indian, for being
an officer serving the Indian Mission
in Washington?

This 1s not the only incident A
series of incidents have taken place
m some of the important cities of
the Western world—the socalleq free
world Is theie so much of neffi
clency in Washington that protect on
could not be given to our official?
Even after the incident they have not
been able to 1dentify the culprits The
culprits have not been apprehended
I do not know what 15 our Govern-
went doing in these matters so as to
give a feeling of confidence to our
staff in foieign countries” I go not
know the action bemg taken by our
Government so as to give confidence
to our people in other countries to
make them feel that their interest
will be safe As things stand it seems
there 18 an organised gang being
helped by the foreign forces Our
Government 18 even unable to tell the
country which are those forces be-
hind this tragic incident

Inside the country the railway acci-
dents are attributed to sabotage Out
Home Ministry has not been able to
identify those who are responsible for
that Are they really unable to iden-
tify those forces or do they want to
conceal them? This 18 a question 1n
the minds of the people of our
country Therefore, I will request the
Government to make a statement 1n
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this House anqd allot some time to
discuss this matter

I will submit further that the Gov-
ernment of India must take yp the
matter with the Governments con-
cerneq and let this House know what
those Governments have to say m
this matter—whether those Govern.
ments will be n a posi-
tion to give protection to our dip'o-
matuc personne] in theiwr countries or
not?

I 1equest the Govt to place the
facts before this House

17.38 hrs

MOTION RE STAEMENT ON
“SAMACHAR” BY THE MINISTER
OF INFORMATION AND BROAD-
CASTING—Contd.

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER Now we

take yp discussion on Samachar
Shrimati Pravath1 Krishnan  may
speak

PROF P G MAVALANKAR

(Gandhinagar) I am on a pomnt of
order Kindly listen to me 1 am
not using the time fo1 making a poli-
tical speech

It 1s not that you have given per-
mission for 377 but the hon Speaker
gives permission every day, that 1
accept Therefore, whosoever were
permitted were makimg speeches—
shoit or long My point of order 18
that for the last one week continuous-
ly I have been giving notices as per
prescribeq rules before 10 O'Clock 1n
the Notice Office on some of the sub-
Jjects I am not mentioning even
those subjects which aie as important,
if not more important as the sub-
jects already covered by 377
for the last one week I am not
complaining agamnst the Speaker My
complaint 1s different That unlike in
the past, I have been watching for
the last one week, I have not been
informeqd by the Office whether my
377 hag been accepted or not.
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MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER. May be,
that may be under consideration

It you are not mformed either of
having been accepted or rejected, the
inference should be that they are
still under consideration I  know

how many 377 notices are there—
hundreds of them
PROF P G. MAVALANKAR

I would only say we should be told
of 1ts acceptance or rejection

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER It should
be presumred that they are still under
consideration

Before Shrimati Parvath: Krishnan
starts speaking, I may say, we have
now started at 1740 We have one
hour and 10 minutes for this discus-
sion according to our time allocation
It means that we can go up to 650
The Minister will take 1/2 an hour
Suppose he starts at 6-15, we are left
with only 35 minutes

SHRI SAMAR GUHA
have to reply also

(Contar) I

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER We will
sit till 650 and finish this We have
to cut down the time of the other
members if he wants his nght of
reply

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHN
AN (Commbatore) Mr Guha has had
a full innings, may I have a partial
mnings I will cut short my speech

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER We must
cut short the time of the Members

SHRI SAMAR GUHA It does not
look nice 1f I don’t say a few words

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER All right,
Shrirat: Parvathy Krishnan

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN"
Mr Deputy Speaker, Sir, even before
the Minister made a statement, we have
seen 1n the Press that the Government
was deciding upon restoring the status
quo gnte as far as Samachar is con-

cerned, gplitting up of Samachar and
bringing 1t back to the ariginal position
It 18 really amazing that with a view
to setting right what :» wrong they are
going in for another wrong I cannot
understand this position at all They
set up a Committee. That Committee
gave a report and the Mimster said
thig in hig statement

‘The Commtiee gave its report
and soon thereafter the Government
had the benefit of the 1eactiong of
the Press and the public in general
in formulating their approach to the
recommendations that have heen
made "

I am very happy that the Minister dces
not accept the recommendations of the
Commuttee, I am not in tune w1h them,
What we see 1s that the reactions of
the newspaper employees and the
democratic sections of the people are
totally opposed to what the Govern.
ment has thought fit to decide
You have achieved a mile-
stone in restoring the freedom of the
presg but 1n so doing vou aie throwing
the news agencies back into the hands
of the big monopoly press This posi-
tion is totally un-acceptable o the
working journalists and non-working
Jjournalists and emplovees of the news-
papers and news agencies I wag real-
ly surprised yesterday by my friend
Mr Somnath Chatterjees tight-rope
walking when he said he did not agree,
but he added so on and so forth We
have seen in the Press that a member
of the Central Executive Committee of
his party Mr Kolhatkar has said that
they are against restoring status quo
ante, they are against Kuldip Nayar
Committees recommendationg and
what they want 1s one single agency
with more funds and viable and under
democratic control

1745 hrs

[SHR M SATYANARAYAN RAO tn the
Chair]

That is to diffuse the influences that
are there 1n Samachar Nobodv here
1n this House can hold a brief for
Samachar Everybody knows how
Samachar was brought about, every-
body knows what type of agency it
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was; everybody appreciated the fact
when the Committee was appointed
that it was to be gone into and the era
of'Samachar as it was, would come to
an enq as the era of the emergency
came to an end. I am very seriously
concerned now with this decision of the
Government which has nothing in
common with the general sentiments of
those who are concerned with mass
media in this country and those who
are the recipientg of the materials that
emanated from the mass media.

What happened, for instance, after
emergency came into being? The loss
of Samachar in 1876-77 was Rs. 78
lakhs which was made up by the Gov-
ernment by giving a subvention of
Rs. 50 lakhs. When the estimated loss
for 1077-78 is Rs. 80 lakhg and the eco-
nomic of the Samachar is this.

Then the expenditure cn the langu-
age wing is at present Rs. 60 lakhs as
opposed to an income of Rs. 14 lakhs.
Now, after pooling the technical equip-
ment, manpower and everything this
much of loss is there to-day. Now you
say that you want to separate this
again and you want to go back to the
status quo ante. Then what happens?
You will have to pump in more and
more money. Therefore Government
influences will grow. Is this the free-
dom of the press that you are promis-
ing us? Is this the opening to com-
plete freedom of the press? No, Sir,. I
cannot accept it.

In fact, the users have already said
plete freedom of the press? No. 8ir, I
is what happens. No agency can defy
the great Ministry of Information ard
Broadcasting under Shri Lal Krishna
Advani because they will be dependent
on Government’s subscriptions to sur-
vive. That is why I say this cannot be
the freedom of the press.

On the other hand, if you have a
single viable news agency, which is
run by the employees which will also
bhave on the Board of Directors repre-
sentatives of the users, representatives

DECEMBER 1, 1977

Samachar (M) 308

of the working journalists and the non-
journalists employees and eminent
people, for instance, Sangeet Natak
Akademy and from other cultural or-
ganisations and other eminent people
in the fleld of literature and of mass
media, certainly, there will be some
guarantee, some help towards guran-
teeing us the freedom of the Press.

Then, AILR. and T.V. can step up
their subscriptions but unless and un-
til the subscriptions of the news agen-
cies are linked with the income of the
newspapers, the gross income, as has
been done with regard to the sularies
and the emoluments of the employees;
unless that is done, you cannot expect
the news agencies to he independent
of the various influences that are there.
For instance, to-day, what is the gross
income of a paper like the Times of
India from the vast advertisements
that they get? It is as much as Rs.25
crores. And yet, what 1s their contri-
bution to the news agencies in terms of
their cost of production—only 1.5 per
cent. Even t{o«ay, the newspapers
give more commissions to the vendors
per copy than what they subseribe to
the news agencies. How can a news
agency become independent? How
can a news agency become economi-
cally viable? Therefore, this diffusing
of the limited resources that we have
will certainly not be proper. I do not
want to go into this much more as
my hon, friends, Shri Mavalankar and
many other speakers have also spoken
about it.

I would only like in this connection
to answer a point{ that was raised by
my hon. freind Shri Kanwar Lal Gupta
who is conveniently not here. He tal-
keg about competition, healthy con:pe-
tition. Only if there is competition ac-
cording to him can news agency flour-
ish. He forgets how these news agen-
cies were being run in thig country.
He forgets the way in which the UNI
had been brought into being by the
same forces which were behind the
PTI. That only led to such distortion
in the news even in the old days I
woulg like to remind this House that
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the PTI, in the name of competition,
killed the late Chief Minister of Tamil-
nadu, 8Shri CN. Anunadurat two days
before he died. Is this the eompetition?
Similarly, in the name of competition,
the UNI started the Bangladesh war
before it actually broke out scoops—
socalled-and is this competition? No,
Sir. It is not a question 6f competi-
tion. It is only a question of seeing
that the maximum news coverage re-
aches the maximum number of people
in thig country in the best rossible way.

Therefore, if you want to guaraniee
that, you cannot go back to the status
quo ante, Even in Samachar, pooling
al] the resources—you have only seven-
ty bureaux in the country—may of
which are run by the Teleprinter oper-
ators. And the tele-printers them-
selves are junk. And, therefore, Sir.
many of our newspavers in the regio-
nal languages hardly get any news.
That ig why there i{s a fear—and a
genuine fear—that when this decision
has been taken will there be the danger
of domination of the Hindi part of the
news agency which means the papers
of regional languages will suffer. Even
when there were three agencies func-
tioning one knows very wel] that out
of the 700 newspapers in the country
only 300 subscribed to these new agen-
cies and only 81 subscribed to the two
news agencies and these 81 also were
going on with kind of musical chair.
When the bills of the UNT went up they
cancelleq their subscription with them
and started subsctibing to PTI and
vice versa, Do you want to go lack
to that distortion and leave these agen-
cies to the mercy of these big monopo-
lists. I would like to remind Shri
Kanwar Lal Gupta and bring to the
notite of the hon’ble Minister that when
you talk in terms of competition, the
reason for the theory of competition is
exactly what {s being put forwatd in
the dissenting note to the Kuldip
Nayyar Committee report. It is very
revealing. I quote:

T it is now virtually impossi-
ble to deal effectively with any in-
efficient or unprofessional employee

....in this situatien the only ‘safe-
guard to the customer is effcclive
competition between the two-fledged
agencies.”

In other words the theory of competi-
tion being put forward by the em-
ployers is to hold a sword of Democles
over the employees.

This is all that I have to say on the
question of competition and that is
why I would request the Minister that
he should take up what the Press Com-
mission said in 1954, namely, work out
the scheme of an autonomous Corpora-
tion, sef-up a body that will be inde-
pendent of all influences, namely, gov-
ernmental, communal such as the
R.S.S. or whatever it may be.and in the
mean time re-structure the present
Samachar. Expand it. Let the em-
ployees run it and give aitentiom to all
the news so that there will be a gua-
rantee that the maximum amount of
news goes out to the maximum number
of people in this country. Therefore,
increase the number of bureaus, im-
prove your technical equipment and at
the same time in the non-aligned pool—
through the other international agen-
cies—see that there is proper interna-
tional coverage, I would like to con-
clude by saying that when I say this
I am also taking up a stand already
reflecteq in the Report itself. I would
quote from the rejoinder that Shri Kul-
dip Nayyar has made to this dissent~
ing note:

“Some of us were in favour of one
trust with three autonomoug news
agencies—English, multilingual and
international—with a common beard
of governors, common administrative
set-up, common budget and common
cadre of employees. We thought that
the problem of resources force usto
combine as many factions as possible
while maintaining the autonomy of
the three agencies. But when there
was strong ohjection from some mem-
bers, we .tried our best for a consen-
sug until the last minute. I sincerely
believed that Shrl Irani snd Shri
Sarkar would come to accept the re-
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commendations which other members
had collectively made

Therefore, Sir, when we are talking
about this single ag>ucy with these
three arms we are only reflecting the
views of the majority in the Committee
and at the same time the majority opi-
nion being expressed by the Indian
federation of working journalists and
the non-journalist newsper employees
who after all are fully iepresentative
of the employees m this very impor-
tant and wital industry in building up
freedom of thought free=dom of ex-
pression and freedom of the Press In
the country It is with thig view that
I have proposed an amendment which
I have moved

“That for the niginal motion the
following be substituted namely

‘Thus House having coneidered the
statement made by the Minisier of
Information and Broidcasting in the
House on the 14th November 1477
regarding Samachar’ recommends
that the Government do take imme-
diate steps to bring forwargd lcgisla-
tion to make nes-agneues as sta-
tutory corporations under broad
democratic control on the lines re-
commended by the Fresg Commis-
siomy, 1954 ’

I request the hon Miniwster to accept
this amendment I have moved this
amendment in the hight of immediate
restructuring of Samachar 1n order to
guarantee total independence of the
existing arms m the “amachar and at
the same time ensure pooling of re-
sources anq improving the network of
the bureau that are here 1n the country

SHRI PABITRA MOHAN PRADHAN
(Deogarh) I rise to congratulate the
Minister for his statement I have
yesterday very attentivelv listered to
Mr Stephen and Mr Lakkappa and I
have just now heard the speech of Shti-
mati Parvathi Knshnan They are
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not in favour of dissolving Samachar.
Their plea 1s that if you dissolve it and
the four constituent news sgencieg are
reverted to their status quo ante, then
the purpose will not be served, but I
see 1t otherwise

This Samachar was cieated with a
view {o serve a dictatorial regime of
the previous government So, 1t should
not be allowed to exist In my opi-
nion any government supported agency
will be the creature of the government,
whatever the government desires 1t
would give out, 1t would give only that
much news which 1s censored finally by
the censoring officer The news is cen~
sored by the agency So if this agency
18 retained the country will not enjoy
the benefits of a emociatic press, a
free press So 1t must be dissolved
and after dissolution the emnvloyees
who were brought from the frur old
dissolved agencies shoulil be reverted
to their own agencies But there 18 a
doubt whether those 1gencies may be
recreated or not

18 hrs

1 think those agnecies will  be
created and 1if created I do not
know whether those agnecies viil
accept the employces who had been
brought from those igencieg and utilis-
ed m Samachar My prayer and sug-
gestion 15 that after they revert to
their old agencies the extra emolu-
ments salaries amenities and benefits
which they were getting in Sumachar
shall be protected in thelr own agen-
cleg afler thewr rever<nl Here, In
Samachar they were getting something
more more salary more benefits and
more facilities So those agencies n ay
not be able fo give the same because
m the meantime they have been put to
financial difficulies. Their offices have
been dissolved andq their finances have
been shattered It Is rroposed that
upto three years the Government wall
give subvention Within three years,
they cannot revive their finonces and
econnomy to such an nxtent that they
can go on paying the extra pay which
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was given by the Samachar and also
other amenities and faciities So, I
suggest that the Government should
give this subvention or aid upto a mni-
mum period of seven years, during
which, we may expect these agencles
may make up this shortage

Asg 1 have said earhier 1 once again
say that I very attentively heard the
Memberg on the Opposite side They
have said that Samachar at present is
a better orgamisation, better spread out
thuorghout India and that Simachar 1s
giving a true picture of everything
They gave the example of recent C(y-
clone to tue They have also sard that
1f these four agencies are restored they
will be economically very weak and
that therefore they must not be ies-
tored and that the present status-quo
shoulg be maintamned 1e Sumachir
should pe retained and mawntained It
18 their argument and it 18 because they
in their Government formed ihe Sama-
char Therefore they huave the firm-
ness and to have 1t As I have caid
earher I say agamn that any G arn-
ment agency canno serve bette than
the private agencies to serve with news
in a democratic couniry even though
they become financially weak and may
not have their employees thrcughout
the length and breadth of the country
Supposing as they say if this Sama-
char 18 retained so far as the Govern-
ment is concerned, for collecting infor-
mation 1t will be a redundant one a
duplicate one The Goverament has
got Information and Broadcasting de-
partment They have theirr Radio
Agencies throughout the length and
breadth of the country If the Gov-
ernment desires to get any news
national or state news they can get 1t
over phone They can dally dissemu-
nate the news three four five or seven
times as and when they lke
Nowadays on behalf of the govern-
ment, they have got various agencies
beginning from the village policeman
to the willage level worker, chowki-
dar and willage revenue inspector
From these persons they can get
news daily three or four times
They have the machinery to dis-
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semmate this news to the entire
nation any number of times as they
desire during day and mght I
Samachur 15 retamned, 1t will be a
duplicate ang costly machinery So,
this must not be retained and the
four agencies should be restored
With these words, I once again
wealcome the minister’s statement

SHRI SAUGATA RAY (Barrack-
pore) Sir, at the end of the day,
I am sorry I have to do something
which I do not like, viz, oppose a pro-
posal brought forward by Shri1 Advani
known for his sweet  easonableness
all over the country We had the
privilege of supporting him when he
brought the Prevention of Objection-
able Matters Act We congratulated
him when he allowed time to the
opposition on the radio during the
last Assembly elections But today
he has biought forward a proposal
behind which I cannot find any logic
or rationale As I thought over it,
I only came to the conclusion that
politically he 1s anti-merger He is
against the merger of RSS with Jan
Sangh He 1s against the merger of
Akhil Bharativa Vidyarthi Parishad
with Yuv Janata He 1s agamst the
merger of Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh
with Hing Mazdoor Panchayat He
1 agamnst the merger of Hindustan
Somachar with Samachar 8o, he 18
against any merger That can be
the only logic R

Let us see the background of this
decisioy of the new government
After coming 1nto power, they
appointed the Kuldip Nayar Com-~
mittee which completed ;ts work in
1ecord time by holding 18 sittings
and submitted a report Mr Advam
has chosen to 1gnore the majonty
decision of this committee and
accepted the minonty decision given
by Shr1 C R 1lran: and Shnn A K
Sarkar both of whom can be called
the representatives of the monopoly
press Why did he adwvise the
Samachar Chairman to break it up
into four agencies? Affer the revoca-
tion of the emergency did the four
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news agencies represent to him that
they wart to go back to the status
quo ante positions? Did they file any
suit in the Supreme Court asking
back their properties? They did not
do any such thing. With his sweet
reasonableness, gentle persuasion and
a little pressure, Mr. Advani told
them, “I do not like that you remain
one, You go back to your former
position”. He says, Samuchar was a
product of the emergency. I agree
during the emergency, news Wwas dis-
torted and Samachar helpeq to do so.
But does he want to go back on
everything done during the emer-
gency? Does he want to go back on
the land reforms, on the giving of
house sites to Harijans, on the setting
up of rural banks? I do not think
s0. So, this logic that just because
it. happened during the Emergency
and so it i8 bad cannot be very well
founded. Samachar was a good thing
done at ® bad time by a bad man.
That is all I can say. And it is for
a good man like Mr, Advani to keep
up the good thing and continue with
the Samachar. But he has not done
s0. Now what is the reaction of the
country to Mr. Advani’s decision?
Four of the members of the Kuldip
Nayyar Committee—Mr, Mankekar,
Mr. Barpute, Mr. Nikhil Chakravarty
and Mr. Munagokar—have come out
against this  decision. Eminent
journalists, Mi, Romesh Thapar, Mr.
Chanchal Sarkar, Mr. C. G. K. Reddy,
Mr. C. Raghavan and Mr. Abu
Abraham, openly opposed this deci-
sion. None of these are Congress-
men and many of them suffered
during the Emergency @t the hands
of Samachar.

SHRI VAYALAR RAV1 (Chira-
yinkil): Mr. Reddy was involved in
the Bareda Dynamite case.

SHRI SAUGATA ROY: Mr.
Reddy is famous for his Baroda
Dynamite case probe. And the people
who work in the Samachar, what
have they to say? The Indian
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Federation of Working Journalists
said:

“In the name of competition there
will be duplication now as has
been the case before friltering
away the limited resources. As for
the foreign coverage, the restora-
tion of status quo ante will further
increase inter-dependence of trans-
nationa] news agencies which the
Government of India have pledged
to fight from Lima to Colombo in
all the non-aligned conferences.”

This is the reaction of the country.
The most important point that we have
to study now is whether this decision
increases the freedom of the news
agencies and whether it increases the
viability of the news agencies which
is the most important criterion that
is to be judged at the present moment.
What was the position of these four
news agencies before they were merg-~
ed into Samachar? The PTI had a
paltry capital of Rs. 4.5 lakhs which
had been eaten away to the risk of
third parties, viz, the employees. The
UNI had a capital of Rs 3.5 lakhg which
had bzen eaten away much to the risk
of the employees. You know, the UNI
wus taken over due to the initiative
taken by Dr. Roy, our then illustrious
Chjef Minister. And the big monopoly-
newspapers who had originally sub.
scribed to UNI did not invest much
money in it Even the Statesman
which was one of the founders of the
UNI withdrew from the UNI when the
subscription rates were raised. The
Samachar Bharati had a capital of
Rs. 26 lakhs and that had also frittered
away and Samachar Bharatt had
written to the Government: “Please
take us over.' About Hindustan sama-
char, Mr. Advani can tell us better.
It is only with the dedicated workers
of the RSS who worked without salary
and for propagating thought on Hindu
Rashtra that the Hindustan Samachar
was surviving. It oould not be called
a news agency. It wag only a mis-
sionary organisation doing missionary
work with missionary zeal. I have no
quarrel with them. This was the con.
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dition of the viability of the news
agencies. Even after the merger,
Samachar continued tolgse and I think
the estimated loss to Samachar at the
end of the year 1878 will be to the tune
of Rs. 82 lakhs.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN:
It is Rs. 90 lakhs.

SHRI SAUGATA ROY: Rs. 90 lakhs
to be exact, as Mrs. Parvathi Krishnan
hag pointed out. It is in the Report
also. So, what I want to stress at this
point is that the viability of the news
agencies is directly reclated to the
freedom of press. If one has to be
really free, one has to be viable. That
1S, as you say political independence
is not complete without economic in-
dependence. Similarly, the news
agency cannot be really free unless it
15 cut off from the apron strings of
the patronage of either the Govern-
ment or any monopoly news papers.
This is the point I want to stress. If
we have to achieve viability, splitting
up will not solve the problem; on the
other hand, splitting up will fritter
away the scarce resources already ac-
cumulated. Spltting up will not make
for strong news agencies It will
create weaker news agencies  which
will have to depend on the Govern-
men. The main point here 1s, as the
Committee on Newspaper kconomics
which was set up by the Government
of India has said, that we have to raise
the subscription rate for big news.
papers. {f Samachar is split up and
if the 4 agences go back to  their
original owners, it will not help
matters.

For a newspaper like the one in my
hands, the hawkers get 10 paise; and
the news agency’s share comes to less
than 0.5 paisa, not even to 1 paisa.
My appeal to Mr. Advani is to raise
the subscription rate to make the news
“gency viable. Only a news agency
Which is not dependent on Govern-
ment or on revenues from AIR or the
TV can be really free. With such a
News agency Government cannot do
any arm-twisting, nor can the mono-

poly Press do it. The split-up news
agency will be entirely at the mercy
of Government and of the subscribers,
viz. the monopoly Press. It is with
these words that 1 appeal to Mr.
Advani, to his reasonableness, and ta
this experience of journalism. Let us
have a national news agency. Let us
not make this a party issue. In every
country of the world, they have set
up a national news agency which
covers all the places in the world with
stringers, and with people to cover
all places of the world. On the other
hand, PTI, before merger, had repre-
sentatives only in 70 districts out of
the 300 districts in India. Let us have
a viable news agency. Only United
States has 2 news agencies viz. Asso-
ciated Press and UPI; Britain has only
one viz. Reuter; Soviet Union has Tass
France has AFP, Japan has Kyodo,
Italy has Ansa and FDR has Deutsche
Press. They have spent all their
energy and all their money for this
purpose. Newspapers have pooled
their resources. They could have total
coverage inside their country as well
as total coverage outside their country.
We should have a news agency about
which we can be proud of. 1 do not
know whether it is too late, at thus
stage, to ask Mr. Advani to revise the
decision of splitting up Samachar. But
I still appeal to him, even. if he sticks
to his decision and makes it a prestige
issue, ithat this split-up must stay.
Since Government has taken a decision
let him ensure that the news agencies
have viability and an elected board
of directors, with representatives of
mainly journalists and journalistic in-
terests. Let him ensure that none &
these news agencies suivives on the
subsidies from Government.

While ending, I again repeat my
plea to Mr. Advani with the hope of
having a national news agency in
future. Let us consider how we can
re-structure Samachar and strengthen
it so that it can really be a news
agency we can be proud of, which can
really contribute to the Non-Aligned
News Agencies Pool can repreent the
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[Shri Saugata Roy]
voice of the Third World, and really
serve as a source of pride to India.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now the Minister
Mr., Advani.

st faam gure wegwr (afao
faeey) : qwmfa wdw, g W A
R &, 2, 3fae wawn femr st
=gy |

wamfe WP : wegar off, adt
10, 12PN ¥ § N § faa AR
STIHT AT 1097 § | W Y g9
fear ndtrr & st s oY aeraw
T |

st fawm gre g : 2, 2,
3, 3 fame g =1 iferi

aamfy wgEw : 2, 3 fie § 21
O AT qAT AE T A | W
Ry Ao AT =it gAteE, Tvo WShifeg
WRIE@I AR § ) AR ¥ aga
U A ATYT | \TqE T ave a7 fafaeex
HTgE FAT FT AT | gECy wEEmn
qrga Ay w19 afery

e st garew sy (s ww
oo ATt ) : FwTfa wEew, g A
Y o fear €, s % @ sfafene
qovg g1 gl oF | ggen afafEar @
ag & og waw s §, auT #
TSA TF TG W T /T 3EIAT I
faafer vom sfom &) g0 g
ag WY &1 awar o1, ot s qrady
oo ¥ =a fen, R g @
SHTT ¥ g 91, forg gwR gAST
e Y, W gdfer @we @
ORT ¥R FT Gw WY A I gwT
T fiea, o s 9= gEsiRY
¥ WA %7 &g fwar qr)
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fier ey gl &
mar i AT dt ) Fewarar fiF ¥R
wtig & fer wft ghewor A wgwad,
ot st qrfd gwm & s
dfe R aroE gaT §@ 9@ B TEHT
fr o wrgr & g far Wi o
v g § v frn, o AT R
Faw g ¥ from Y wreEAT A,
afer 48 @ T ¥ gATIC &
W v g fem ok sy B
FATATT FT TST THF AT WA
AW qT, 9FI WoOT FIA 47, W ¥H-
A= § wed g3 faadw ot w7 go @,
ORI I 9 § &9 F W ¢ |

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN:
I am sorry, I did not say that.

MR. CHAIRMAN: He is not referring
to you. He is referring to Shri Stephen
and Shri Saugata Roy.

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: What I have
said is that I was expecting that the
kind of criticism I would face would
be the one that has been voiced by
Shrimati Parvathi Krishnan, and that
I can understand and appreciate. Be-
cause, that criticism is based upon the
acceptance that the creation of Sama-
char was bad, but what the Govern.
ment propose today is not right. This
is your stand, which I can undersiand
and appreciate. But what I cannot
understand and what I cannot appreci-
ate is what Shri Stephen says and
what Shri Saugat Roy says.

T8 1 7 faiiv oo wafay
gur, wifs & ¥ wa e wE
¢ WFgA® dg 3WR A wifww T
T af i wiltg ot g@ A ¥ W
AT TR AP A gg Ay &
farare 7 & faw % wUE awrE
Iq AL & O AN ¥ uF e frav
o gak @R ¥ gwa wa faar g
Irroram e § @y G e
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godig AT WA TF 1T 9T T4-
gead § 5 gurET & WeW OF agd
Toa At Y1 S dnfdr Wk
qEafEd § dgaater & a §
wriz § fr Oegafor 43 Gy =fe
AfrT gL F T F AR § AAONR
7gF &, WA e a i o W H
T gy ST g @Y & A i aref
T WY wa w fewrd av gard W
ux arx g fear fomdt ws ow fer
FET F FIT TE WA FEwAT
FFren 39T 5 g 5@ aree §
FT G e AR A THEmER ¥ a9
F7EE | AT ag w4 AT
AT EOET & ag FH 9Y HEA
Tz % @19 o WiT q@few  gART
CRIGER 1

% HEA GO 3g w9 -
T § 7

=t |/ powr wEarE ¢ § aamr
£ 18 9T ¥ ¢ nafry 39 TR §—

qgAT AW & »T a7 e . ..

us aEAY qoew ; 7g wfaw g, 9
Ele il il

=it AT Fow wEAFY ¢ = HAW
iz, wmaR EgR, dive fag, ww
TR @l U gAd, SO U4, W
AT AR W AT FFF 9T |
...... (wegm) ...... <gfew,

& o WO ES 8w weew
W1 ES @I g & e
w0 & A 919 ¥ 98 a9 faar Wk
T WA e & e

‘1f the Janata Government were
dxious to avoid suspicion about its
8oal, it should restore P.T.I. and
UN.I, only taking due precautions
2024 LS.~11

to safeguard the Ilind, und Indian
language news agencies.”

They further say:

“Failure to fohow this simple and
natural course of action would only
expose in its true colour the real
intention of the Jamnata Government
despite its platitudinous tongue-in-
the-cheek  pronnouncements ahout
anxiety to restore full press {ree-
dom.”

WYX gaH T oA g Faawr v 18
g 5 gara #1 afzy foar a7 ar
wAT FA F o Az g w4 @
o W F7 W Sgew ady feard
g o fredt a@R #FTar fr 0w
o7 difsar 1 Fg F, AT
T 5 &1 G907 TFAT A1GT § |

oT F1E Fg v g fF gA T
T 7G FW
You might say they are insignificant
people. but I take it seriously. I wish
this charge had not been levelled at
me or at the Government that we are
taking a political decision.

¥ ar ag v T AWT A
T 3T AR FIT0 &Y 7Y, 3 Ow o
O FFT A B, AR A FT A
T FT A A qroga o | 98 IFT
HFGIAL FT TAAST §, TG AgT GOAT
AR I Se TR A Fgr AT §

“Speaking in my individual capa-

city, I certainly stand for competi-
tive news agencies.”

‘Who says this? Thig is said by no less
a person than the Leader of the Oppo-
sition Shri Yeshwanirao Chavan, while
he was addressing the AINEC.

Tz oF £ & 3 were arg fEr
I feq fr Reawt @@ W w00
oz e ¥ § WX el w18 9Aw
qEf FTagaa A 1S A wwEr
o WY A § | 9 forw fe s
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[ a7 Hor wwar]
a1y far 9 for oy awaw < wsgror
agran § 1 Y faeel ¥ 2 wgaRon Og
wifewr g€ &Y WR 9w Tg agr v ar
& qOT M =g Aifear A R
FHQ 9Ef FTOoFT AG & A Swwr
IR AT fear
‘Before taking any decision on

the subject during the winter ses
sion of Parhiament, Mr Chavan
said that his party would hke to
know what the Government was
thinking about the matter”

fir g wveT fooi A & S A
BT AT FT A WY T § 97y

In my individual capacity, I can
say that I stand for competitive news
agencies '

FAEE @ feam Gfafews Fam
& o H1€ T AP & 5 oWy favim
weart mér w1 fomn, gw vawr faiy
T OFT T A W TR
o fear o Awar @ 7 few &Y
@rEE AsE fFm, TSy AT ¥ vwHE
TR W1 FWE qrE #r W7 Ay
W T3 & @ 7 W faoy
foar & ag weer four & Afm oW
qr zmaa #1, o aFE W@ AN
wWaA A A F g mwar
e e a1 faw fa oo 92 e
fawr g &, g v frar oy s
forer fat wima S0 & WA ¥ W A
T A W W weTw e ol
FEATW §, W WO & -
Jqeg IoT T OFC QY 4 X
uT T 497 fRowm oA ¥ W
HANE T € TR g ot wawg
& | W T A AT A e e )
T SR 4@ g A E 0 g
£t R A o A TR 40 Fn
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ard Tud w7 7% §, 9 ww ofed,
¥ gk wgad T g 1 o forw were
§oEwr A ¥ wyr g, T wE
¥ iy oREre F 9 ¥ #3712, 9y
& wgw ad g ) W SO I
wagafs F1 zwdar ¥ 1 S AwfEr
feie & 9wk qait ¥ § wgAw g, 99
ot ¥ § A AR e wwe X
g & fr =w awg wwR # e
aga i & 1 7@ wrow & BF s
qrgAT e A A4gr 9 AW ARG
fear 1 § A7 & aw ¥ AR AwAA
Y g9 SEE WK Fara afes
faear 7@ & ST SRW Iw a9 WY
aF e 5 gurae & mwa ¥
g s Ao oy 1w IR
zm fr w7 wdfeafr  wdzasr A=Y
sgdfrasr e ? dsvazar
g w=ot ft fea forr aag &= fyaws
TF IR WA AreFmAfaT ged
gz #1 foft frar &% 9§ aqa w@em-
# Y #7 Y 7 faar | A SEA
ST 9T &% WEATd F I ATHT &Y
fraveror 24T 41 | WAY WY THAT F
fea & famme g w7, o7 wmr &
o9 A ¥, &1 WY IHH OF AFS
7 #ffw oo 759 ¢ 0 IwaT &9
aifre 99 ooimfagt AT ¥ X Far e
SF & AfoF qel g W owE
& §dY & | wifen 8 wre A O
ars ¥ § fF g wa g & f
T Q-feafq ov @Ay we@ & A W
TAWT TIW FIH AWY & | 2 47 W
g9 fr qi-feafs age weev OV &
oW uF @w g, & arar g o
TGS FT W7 TN B, N9 # Wy e
it

g 9% dafafedr N aw w1
ardy §, faelm swweiifodt oY o wfy
wRT & ag Ol ¥ R e g
oty & ara ff ary W @ g
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wfer arY S & amw oy fidt § | wdw
sfcesua oY § 9% Fae wgor oo
& §rw Ay afew @t 9 & W @
3 ) faadt Y grd @, ard st
ar7 firer g% § 98 %9 & fog sne
2 1 awT oy maew A ag & TR g ard
FHSfraY 7 g% FW & fag gwre
afires & fr g wTR T w9 afew
AT G T WA T 7E § | AT
AR AT § b sifear wwer a1 g
they should be allowed to fend for

themselves and the Government should
have a kind of helping role

qrer a7 Twwd femn oo e,
zowT 31 & fear Wy afe

Essentially the Press should be allow-
ed to grow by itself

FuR FET T FW FEFEW qAMA A@T |
TR WA WET X TF W W
wiw f a1 9 s w@

Creation of Samachar was the natural
evolution

v dgw cawifaw fawmw & s
¢ afrw gz e e @ e a1 ?

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI That was
there 1n the Report of the Press Com
mission

SHRI L. K ADVANI Because they
committed the same mistake by say
mg that the Press Commission wanted
one agency you also repeat the same
thing

So far as Mr Stephen 1s concerned
I am afraidd he said some-thing very
categoric

Nowm e g 57 wdiw §—
TR wgr & fr ox for o @ @
¥, 3¢ AT o o foed
T o i w1 wew gwr | A
NALAUE S i ol i
o mErarfas , wgw fawre & wiwmn
T @t oy aY wraw #T aTg gk

fagfr ot | = STy WSl Al A
Ty ¥ a Wil wg
qr, # 97 W ¥ TGN AL FTEW,
e gy e A oG9 /w0
oz feeersm w1 #Y “Heme”
mE w7 saE safwd frar fs ga®
G wr wfawr ot | gg wfwwr @
d—3F FT Jeor@  gATC T U
¥ gt §—1 97 F7 gweE Sfem
g8, ek 7 ae Frele wur wey & e ¥
oF wtfer Y &, o derar grar @
fr qw ool ®1 d-EFET HN
afed | Ja% B qF yRT-femEdved
T T, Iq YY A qFEEL 7 HoAy e
& G WX T FY—

“In view of the public purpose
involved, the best course would be
to nationalise the news-covering
business Thus, it would not be
necessary to provide for licensing
or regulation of news agencles to
keep up the proposed body The
financial ownership must entirely
be of the State The Government
share-holding may be hundred per
cent and there may not be any pri
vate share-holding

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI This 1s
by whom?
SHR1I L K ADVANI This is an

inter-departmental group set up by
the Government in my Mimstry I
am not going into the names of the
offictals who are there I am merely
referring to the governmental think-
ing at that time This was the direc~
tion 1n which the country was
moving

PROF P G MAVALANKAR
(Gandhinagar) What was the public
purpose?

SHRI L K ADVANI That was
for the then Government to decide

The Samachar did not come into
being as a natural evolution It was
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certainly not a natural evolution. It
was a deliberate design to make the
news agencies serve as tools of the
then ruling party for purposes of
political aggrandisement.

# fasgw oz weSt H FEATE——
g% a7 Ffanz ¥ owrHET MAT W A
¥ae dfage 7 78 wiww wE, afew
FEHAT  wiigeA dF gwE gET, IAET
FOY A g 2, 5 owifedw & or
T AT AROFHS T ATAEES
X fagr s AT SEEF AR aE AW
g 5wl mfe Y v A
-

Other method- may be adopted to
bring them togcether. The bulk of il
is 1n the White Paper. I have said

it. It may not have been drawn to
the attention of the people

afvw wgr 97 59 Ty o b samwnfaw
fawra &1 s ff, d9va wEeg
gt vy ar—zHfad ¥ ww O F7 F@v
7 I 7 ET g | X qg wwar g fE
AATATT T WA GUET A9 91, OAT
feafa & g W &8 gAY W
Y o, ferary T & fr WA
feafq o smar s ) S a@ &
A T T AT fFar @ froma 9w
F I ey v 82—

I have always emphasizeq this.

“The Government have, therefore,
come to the conclusion that at the
moment the Government's role in
the matter should be limited sim-
ply to the setting right this aberra-
tion. News agencies forced to merge
under pressure and against their
will during the Emergency should
be allowed to function indepen-
dently as they were doing earlier.
It was then open to them, if they so
desire, to cooperate or come together
in order to ensure that they are
able to play more effectively the
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pivotal role expected of them in the
press set-up.”

“Government feel that having
created a climate of freedom, they
should leave the development and
expansion of newg agencies to the
press and the agencies themselves.”

The logic 1s very simple. There .s no
complicated logic about this decision.

9% AT WY AeE §, wver
i & foad T w8 @ oaa
%7 gravagar wggw e g% fa #
oY T H 48 7 F weAeE gmT
arfed av w5y g =ty R A
FEAT =AY % a1 WU A9 -
aET A I3 0§ FEomAArz fF 1952
0 wF GH FHIOT FA7 9T, A1 S° Th6-
T AT AN 97 A frmr o fF AW
TR B FQEE gt Al ;i
aam oz 2 5 4g 1952 F fe &
afF 22 &S, 1971 71 WfFarde
H uF 7ATa ot Ay ar 5 g q@
T 9 B g9 e § A1 fwauey
fog &, 7% AV ¥ GIFIT W FAT 9
2 A RS F oA § oSN
FHWA 4t foraedas Rz &, 97 &
9% ZAT ARAT Z | AHTT FT AT H
T W E

“The Commission referred to

major news agencies operating in
this country ang the third which has
to develop and say that however
objective a news agency tries to be,
there are certain drawbacks which
arise from a monopoly which could

be obviated only by a competitive
service available freely to all users.”

What does the Government comment
on this? The Government has accept-
ed this recommendation. Some more
news agencies have since come up.
This is July 1971. This is the very
Government, the same Government
and that Government accepted the
recommendation of the Press Commis-
sion. The Government announced it
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to Parliament. It has accepted it
earlier. It might have given only
reiteration. It has already accepteqd 1t
in the form: of a news agency. Com-
petition is a must; competition 1S
necessary and should be there and
they call it a natural evolution. Mr
Satigata Roy tells me that we are out
to destroy eveirything, even the good
things done duiing the emergency and
he regards it a good thing It was,
therefore, very readily that a p:reon
who was in the then Government Mr
Chavan, and who felt that everything
done during the emergency that was
wrong should be left out. Ile indis-
tinctly said: So far as I am concernceds
as an individual, I am in faveur of
an objective news agency.

SHRI SAUGATA ROY Yuu are

making casual remarks

SHRI L K. ADVANI- I am not
making casual remarks. I am merely
saying that that remarks wcre not
casual; 1t reflects a mind.

& wE 27 oFfrar 78 ZrlY 1 ww o
TSl wr Aty eIz difsw | 5w Am
TS A& 7 At gut § ) AT, WS
WENT A qar=T7 ) Qe £ 3T 97 AT
sfafxar gidr ¢, amen o wfafra

oz @t & f& o o o S A

gaT 39 o a8 gy &, &1 ¥ Fwy

t v w fafafaw doefog woredt 2

AL AreRiw A M ag ag ava g 5

fafafis dqefog w= a%ar & w

HETAT ggw Al dga efaw §

AT A sg W 5 ey

a3 Bt wl W g 9l #i}

NI T ATEd ¥ @Y AEY @uAr

g G ey & st St 7 g

=’ ¥ 9T waET S wrETE 2,

WY guA wEfafawde F, g

TERFAMAS U § W 99 W

I Ay fawtert A adY T @

5 gardy aavt w1 8% Wi F1 fo

AR 7g A wrar Wi a7 7 o |
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foowr fel ¥ foot fawad gaer
T § o frwrgay & & st w5l g
quare St & s § dfew aga A
q# ot @ f gawr Ao wg & e
‘garar Y Fefafady iy aw &
Ay oif & W7 T W, W wgEy #
WY ‘garerd N FAfafaE a@ aw
qr | ol A farger AT ae-
dfafeew vd@fom dm & st @
Even that is seen with suspicion.

wir faaly 3 o7 @ AT Y oAt
& 1 BT agr WA § oY wreey
2 Ay & ) § 9rvEy s fE gvay
wer aar & o fyye g, A
ofa &1 9\ AT WY W AL a5 A
foid § mx weg WY T oav ¥
aft amart & ww w Wmd = fw
g7 frdy /et o7 Amrer |y ST A}
ATHT FT TE T w1, AT e aer
TAE AT A 9 Wl € o fE
7 F g fede a1 58w ovsE gwn
Ty ufwfm =it w7 & @fer &
afeT g ¥ el ) A g s
A A gm0 wafan ¥ s =
ar@ av g fm o7 s W R A Fara
# afefafedt =& &= o =& =
o gy Frewr g % o g oS o
WX &Y U 1 1 W 0% T Ay
BT, T o Y 9% e A
& frelY @a< o1 9% WTST T 8,
& ag am fean smon f ag 18 wegea
T arg A off a9 fw A A & zAw
gur 7} faars oo | swfeg & awemr
g f wedidrery &1 9 qer 8, 9% 3D
A ¥ AgEQ § 1 UF G FA-
fafedt wrfafew & w0, o a™
7g afew & o W o a7 T A
&Y e FT faar o, foy a1y av
59 FHvee X aga aw fean av fe o
TRl § At i ofedt ad
g wifgg @ 7O aw ¥ ag S
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EWT | N wEA A W eg A W
YL TN R AR FTRE
“On  account of....comments,
there is a widespread agreement
that news agency should eschew

any comment in their service and
we gccept this view.”
Not only this much.

“The privilege of commenting
should be left to newspapers, but
what has happened without con-
demning or justifying the event a
certain amount of objective report-
ing explaining how it came to hap-
pen would appear to be legitimate.”

framr ot ag sy § 9 ww &
#nr

ol gt Fiaee ¥ Fgy §—

“To say that one person made an
impressive speech or that another
let loose a tirade would be expres-
sions of personal comment.”

nqfy wg g9 oF=N § Oy wdEE
& w4 fr ag ag fod

So and so made a very impressive
speech and so and so let loose a

tirade, These are really subjective
judgements.

o A A ag wier §1 %
g2 s 7 oamwe f w, 2w
wis fr saw o S o7 grd dwEe o
wheEH T AAE T BT |

FHR GATITC & AT 901 W@ & |
vasd & §ag ¥ aRgar  FEEw
Fodig A w4 fay € e
qay agar sagr sg o e &
guwar § fr snfas @ 1 e
¥ AR 7R T8 16 AR,
1976 Hil=—

“On 16th November, 1976, the
Samachar released the results of a
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‘nationwide survey’ made through
crews of Samachar reporters trek-
king the towns and villages in high
hills and flat plains who took the
pulse of hundreds of men and
women....from the heights of
Kashmir to the coasts of Kerala and
from salubrious Shillong to sun-
baked ‘Bikaner..' Large contigents
of the Samachar reporters are said
to have interviewed countless
people from different strata of
society in all corners of India and
came to the conclusion that country
did not want elections and wanted
to ‘consolidate the gains of Emer-
gency'”

See the kind of stupidity that result-
ed. No lesser word can be used for
thig

zafag og @ o M
ot fadr wn § s ag wrsfeaw ofesd
oY TG, T FN qOE w2
rafan gamme #1 faafes s &
uATAT ¥ A ALY R, w0 wmw
e

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI: This hap-

pened because of Emergency, not be-
cause of Samachar.

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: The Sama-
char was there because of Emergency.
All this happened because of Sama-
char.

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI: Did you
preler competition between the same
Janguage ggencies or between diffe-
rent language agencies?

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: Really the
statement of the Government does not
refer to this issue; we have not gone
into this question. But by and large
I would say that the Press Commis-
sion's view in this matter is sound;
right {rom 1952 to 1971; it continues
to be vound till this day. There is
no change. There was a proposal for
an autonomous corporation, It was
only with referenée to PTI, not with
reference to all the news agencies in
this country being combined under
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an autonomous corporation., I feel
that this is a matter which should
remain open. 1 am open on that.
zafere & wer wwav g fF wm St
9 vl IF0 W7 9T g FRaAT
FT @ ¥, 98 79 I ITAET Fmr
WK g W ¢ fov & fa=re s@n
T ap TG fr qrema ¥ o feaf
fergearn # &, wud = oRed @
wTEW ugHET dAY g Sifge 1 Wi
& ol ®FET A FT9AT g FT ET
FA
This is not the ideal solution. I say
that this is the only solution, but this

1s not the idea]l structure of news
agencies.

w1 @egue A faaonT 7 ows
A gEw ad fFww A & 0w
71 feafa & i wew SEW AT AFA A
AT S FAW TEY 4§ LHTC A IT0H
# wen wq = fear ) &9 owTEr
A #8 sy foqn | ITHT FI007 45 §
fF gadm T = @ R §
T H AT D JAfaw TR ow
AT a1 FF gwe . forar fE Aava
T WA S H | oAd § AW
T FT W1 07 W gET SEH
W AW TR A A g ar
|F ol FElw a7 wRA A
fog viT T 77 a9 3J@T F 919
ST WQHT WA qTn, Sar § awasy
Fgra fin dw R § gy aEv W
at fodld ax o sfafea gf o
G Ladb CERE IR GRS R B o
I frmwt wor fr g ey Fat-
fam & @, sw wvs™ ¥ @, oF T8
Wt fe o g o g ) ER
WR e are § Y w9 ag Fgawa § fr
w7 gre fife, Fo W wa, T@d
&y 1 Qur ot W Y e, afew
Y § v w0, dwr w0, W ww
2 weatwe ard aomst, Y€ g
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2 o Y ¥ feafire 730, S wgar & fr
3 % feafore &3 1 siderr s
Fq AT B KW I a1 WK
A & fqy Faw oF qq oI T
g =gy o g fr ol zfafew g,
Tg A TEA FW@ ¥, F aifEfeie
MAFAE

This Government does not believe
in any kind of arm-twisting.

g GORTT fifefY & &7 gamE 39 9%
T AT AR §, TN T A AT
TEARTH | §T 7, guPA A, Fagad
o< foawara & A1 #g awar g fe i
et qemTe o ar fRy S oo feey
Y WRTC §T gaT9 TTEHTT FY 51T G
mrat | wE A9 advgd i, s gwEy
qgeg AEY Wiy, A I =W
FAE
oF q@ A TR gAr gk | W

= &b W ¥ fggeam gwvETR Ay
I ards FT & | Ao THo UHo
# 97 a7 At , & ag AR W g
for i foret & are g a9 E g
& WX THo THo FT ATH AT ST §,
TR TG ERCH ATATE | Al aguw
s 7 AT § gare fay fF 9w w1
HTo UHo M¥fo HI Tk HY, AT IHHT
wTg o AgY & | b gt = fgrgeam™
AR FT AT &,

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI: The Hin-

dustan Samachar was not at all
viable.

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: I know it, I
fully know it and what he says, is
correct.

g & fauedy iw ¥ a9 &R
TN AN &, WA F1E G2g TG |
i Ry s v & fod av ?
w are & fa¥ ar, o aw v W
woavs g § fF R 3w ¥ 30 @rw
7% AT st fawrg For. oyl
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o, fe Fae Wil guTaTT oiwe
T Y wrerE FETT aEeT
E & oY weqar AE A 3y faw
fegeam g ¥ A 1 ag faed
e ¥ fF ward @wme gER s
& wifd, o S aray w1 w4
qr 7 =Y ugo THo WTE, W I§F
wraoey A, fomer o zE® & ar A
TP wuA wae fey @wT wiee
THo YHo ¥ ¥ §Y T Wy g war ?
Saframan g Svgm g fr @, a@
a1, T AT TGN W AT
Y w0 1 A9 @ 9@ 1 afay fE
FH AT FQ G ¢
#Hag wraar § v feegeam awranx

qTTHGA AU § AT a7 AT 8,
fag w1 v wefederies  a@w
gy & WAt AT Y At ¥ S
gy AT ! AL GAT A AGT | HTIEHT
ag wrasT gur ey fr fegeaw
FATAR Y @R fgrgeTa ¥ 7 FAw
110 53T% @7 4, afew sTHRTOS 0T
o grer gfear g o &ar av o
o1 48 a9AT & fF 98 qaddE I
grefeiast & fymm s @,
ST I @Al A N7 @ o g
faasr @07 A w7 qt 3g S 0w
At qifFfesT verdT e §, S
UIT  TEET AN FX |

Then you will argue on the basis of
logic

s wfad & o2 e g fr ey
W § AR YA wiAe 99 qF
TS AT ¥ TG ardl, W IEw
B gl % 7Y fam, 10, 11 WrarHY,
Tl A, ¥ @ W &
FIfw FT | TIFT WA F 9
@ e 9§, I N agw

wifar a@maw & 1
SHRI VAYALAR RAVI: What will
happen to the programme of supply-

DECEMBER 1, 1977

Samachar (M) 336

ing news in regional languages.

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: This is what
is exactly in my mind.

wH A ATAI FT @@ qF qaw
g ww aw frge ¥ wrg
@ [IAT T AT T F F | FAA
ey & Y, fergeama & fwady oY
wr € & wpw fr wearew #
AT 1, W gy @ @6 ) e,
W ¥ gEe auer w fwd ) fEA X
gal fae? o1 #47 woww 2 7
wrard oEt ¥ o & s s g,
AR & W e T § R AR W
fem # waw Gy | gEd  AwHT
Y M § AT 3w Aifg N g A
T EfF wwr G ¥ W &
faere & &1 $® Faw gorw  owEA,
[ FATT WEET R |

OF e ara wgAy 8, forad g
A I ST AT & 56T FH FC
A @I 4 W FHAT A, IAE
w ¥ famn 4, fao faq 8% g
AT FAZT AT HIQUT AT 4, g4
fea s fuva o A 4v 0 8
Fgr ar fr gw s o faoig 37, gew
q@FR! & IF W ¥ N FHY aT
HAT TET EAN, S §WAC F T
& FT @EIfaT € @ aw T g,
WX ST AN 9gA W qF agA g
feafa & 17 77 @ 8, W% W) gfa-
o fawr g &, gardy anfw gl fis
I § glaumd adr |

e & J€ swmar fFoace
WY sgETdT A @, 999 WX SEr A
sqaedT g1 @9 § | gy Fgr & fe
OF aTH g9 I IpEiheow wy
TR TGV FAT 9189 &, AR @8 aw
wrf wafesrme QA A
gy §, 9 am-adEr T
o w@dY @ | wrfae o uw o
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warg 7€ §, ag # @ AT a7 0f
&7 gww firawT areT geT § | W EH
IR RfRET TR, @ SER A
frow R g WM, T IW
it % Froor § dgAT W
gragar | gnAawmfoegw @ A=
& e A smETew 3% 2 o3
THETfEY W awfre @ @, Afrw ]
TS FIH HT | GLHFIC F99 T IV
W, I FATU qA G & | 5T Ao
9% o fafrmm swomd A ¢

gw ag WY auay & fr fFay |w
o Y amEw W mwe-frae
T & fqu we@RAT 39 F o9s-
oREEO-AEaI g1, fadgg qE
w@ar qrEr Wi A gfear, vfeay
F1 sfaa Ga<AT R gw AT sfem
Weat & waferaw &1 LgwEmew
FENAfwmac @) Ay T
wEaTT AT oY ag e avar g R
g It e & o
SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISH
NAN That 1s why 1 suggested that
1t should be linked up with their gioss

income as 1s done m respect of emolu-
ments

SHRI I, K ADVANI Vailous cug
gestions have been offered The
Prime Ministter humself hag spoken
about the possibility of g cess

AT ST & gura w1 fredr
feit 7@ & geFTa A famd AT
ateT forer, oW W3 a9 FEA
F garar 78 W Ieow feay feowmw
o fame AfgsT @ R SEw W
O @y ®Y &, weaw T F T A
W, wafr, ag a0 3% @ &,
Tk qUY gER-ger &Y we ¥
@mmz&mamg 3y &fvm |
T uw geae o, e g o fer
T aves w1 W fae | § wer e
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¥ famre Y am@ &y A wgAr W,
afer ox I weT FgAT =g fe
o AT e AT TeRY Y ag W
ok W v gEu o A weeh
ARTI AT Ay FaE
FTHT TG AT € | 98 aTHi @Y 74,
TAATEEIS SATHRAr oY A ey &
TRTH 19747 0F AN BT Wi
fedw @ v | W AT IE w
fod &t & 1 wEw 7@ W R
afseest waifadvm Y or A TR

‘ Nevertheless a newspaper 1s still
a piece of private property with
public responsibilities, and the 1ssue
at the heart of the present enquiry
18 whether such a hybrid can sur-
vive under modern conditions Is
a press with 1s run on strictly com
mercial lines now capable of dis-
charging 1ts public functions

SHRI SAUGATA ROY Mr Chau-
man, Sir, we have glready exceeded
the time for which the House was
extended The time need to be ex-
iended further 1 Shi1 Advani has to
contmue

MR CHAIRMAN Mr Deputy-
Speaker was in the chair when the
time was extended He has not fixed
any time Anyway, the hon Minis-
ter may conclude as he has covered
almost all the pants

Let us agree or disagree It 1s very
difficult to convince them

19 hrs

SHR] L K ADVANI 1 have con~
vinced them

# I F1 gaven wwfew fear
wYfy =i ¥ W ag v o &
¥R s woEt @ Afew oe
ofir  Wrfafafadt § st @ W
iy v fear mr fe s oo W
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"feafy &% ag avva § ag o' Amde
Wt a § & af ofeaw  ewife-
fafrdr gafes w01, 9@ o §9
FHT § Fga § fF

“There is thus a concensus shar-
ed by almost all of those who gave
evidence that the press should
neither be subject to State control
nor left entirely to the unregulated
forces of the market.”

®/r #W W A gAr =ifen
afgq we FE AT ¢ 5 owA-
FiT wdw o 7 Ae F FAT BT
g1 Srfgu At &g ot T & o o A
g & fag wg af K ammar g
gAR A 1 9W § 7% g wfuw
gAIFFT & | gEi 97 AL 5w F afeww
Yenifafafadt  aga v &, &%
TAEIE I AT s G seE
Iy Y qIeq W7 T TEY FT AFAr
Frgaad maagfrae ot =@
= @ fx gir | = aww oF foufa
zqife Fvar & wfea gaw e #ne
Jifear & 37 FwAlE F1 g FE
fawrr &1 gw Frforwr #IT, FqATHC IR
Wi "R aH favar ¢ 5 S wdma
sirgw afeT T W V3 & Az 5w fam
¥ agT qFERT T |

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now we have
te¢ deal with the Substitute Motions.
Shr1 Kanwar Lal Gupta is not here.
But still I have to put the motion to
the vote of the House.

The question is:

That for the original motion, the
following be substituted, namely: —

“This House, having considered
the slatement made by the Minister
of Information and Broadcasting in
the House on the 14th Nowember,
1977 regarding ‘Samachar”, urges
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upon the Government to set up a
Parliamentary Committee in pur-
suance of the recommendations
made in the Kuldip Nayar Report
to go into the reasons for indulging
in professional misconduct by some
journalists and some newspapers
during the period of emergency.”
(6]
L]

The motion was negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put
Substitute Motion moved by Shri
Yuvraj to the vote of the House.

The question is:

That for the original motion, the
following DLe substituuted, namely .-

“This House, having considered
the statement made by the Minis-
ter of Information and Broadcasting
in the House on the 14th Novem-
ber, 1977 regarding “Samaehar”,
urges upon the Government to im-
plement the recommendations cf
the Kuldip Nayar Committee with-
in @ month.” (2)

The motwn was negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Vinayak
Prasad Yadav ;s also not here. I have
still to put the Substitute Motion to
the vote of the Iouse.

The question 1s:

That for the original motion, the
following be <ub-tituted, namely: —

“That Huuse, having considered
the statement made by the Minister
of Information and Broadcasting in
the House on the 14th November,
1977 regarding “Samachar”, recom-
mendg to the Government that: —

(a) proper legal action should
e taken against those who had
exerted force and pressure on
different news agencies against
their will ty merge into one news
agency in order to establish Go-
vernment monopoly on the news
media; and
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(b) the news agencieg should
ko reorganised in such a manner
that neither the Government nor
{ne capitalists could have a hold
cver them.”(3)

The motion wus mnegatived

ME. CHAIRMAN: Shri Samar
Guha iz also not here. I have to put
the motion, substitute one, to the vote
of the House.

The question is:

Thzt for the original motion, the
following be substituted, namely:—

“This House, having considered
the statement made by the Minister
of Information and Broadecasting in
the House on the 14th November,
1977 regarding “Samachar”, recom-
rac~ds to the Government to set up
a Uommittee of three eminent re-
tire2 Journalists to go into the
cases of professional misconduct
ang excesses indulged in by some
jecurnalists and newsmen  during
Ems:rgency, in violation of the code
of conduct voluntarily evolved for
hs zuidance of the pressmen by
the former Press Council and for
sugzesting remedia, measures for
future and also to name those
jousnalists and newsmen who re-
i to abide themselves by their
accznted code of conduct.” (4)

The motion was negatived.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shrimati Par-
vathi Xrishnan. are you withdrawing
the & hstitute Motion?

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISH-
NAN: I am not withdrawing. I have
asked the Minister to accept it.

SHRI L. K. ADVANI: I am not
acceriing it

MR. CHAIRMAN: I ghall put the
substitute motion tp the vote of the
House.
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The question is:

That for the original motion, the
following be substituted, namely:—

“This House, having considered
the statement made by the Minister
of Information and Broadcasting in
the House on the 14th November,
1977 regarding “Samachar”, recom-
mends that the Government do take
immediate steps to bring forward
legislation top make news-agencies
as statutory Corportation under
broad democratic control on the
lineg recommended by the Press
Commission, 1954.” (5)

Let the lobby be cleared.

PROF P. G. MAVALANKAR: There
is no quorum. Kindly ascertain
whether the quorum is there.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The lobby is clea-
red. There is no quorum.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR: The
House should he adjourned.

SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN (Can-
nanore): If the quorum is not there,
the voting can be held over till to-
morrow.

PROF P. G. MAVALANKAR: Kind-
ly don’t decide the issue because there
is no quorum.

MR. CHAIRMAN: No question of
deciding. Quorum has been challeng-
ed. There is no quorum. When there
is no quorum, there is no question of
putting it to the vote.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHe
NAN: This only shows how much the
ruling party is interested in restoring
the freedom of the Press. Ohviously
they treat it with scant consideration
and disrespect. Even the Movers of
the Substitute Motions are not there. 1
am really surprised about this. There
is no quorum. It is a very sad com-
mentary.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: It will be taken
up tomorrow.

SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN: Am
1 to take it that because there is no
quorum you are adjourning the
House?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, yes. There
is mo quorum. That is why the voting
will be taken tomorrow. I am adjourn-
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ing the House now (o meel tomorrow
at 11 A M.

19.08 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Friday,
December 2, 1977/Agrahayang 11, 1890
(Saka).
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