
Ste to  Imlo-fak Talks m Drtri AUGUST 1ft H** Qmsto* * f 200

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
IN THE DEPARTMENT OF PERSON-
NEL (SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA): 

to (d) The views of the Pram Mini-
ster on the subject are well known $he 
has always stressed the Importance of en-
suring a fair deal to the minorities and the 
waiter sections of society Recently the 
importance of manifestly firm attitude and 
action on the part of authorities concerned 
M l titth stressed in the various Zonal con* 
fbtenees of State officials convened m 
various parts of the country It was also 
impressed upon the officials that discretion 
available to them withm the legal and Cons-
titutional framework should be fully exer-
cised to ensure that minorities and weaker 
sections have a fair deal and do not suffer 
anderaay handicap on account of their weak-
er position m society

Appropriate legislative and admmis- 
tnfeive measures have been taken from time 
to  tine in this regard by the Centre and the 
States Amongst the proposed legislative 
measures mention may be made of a Bill 
to amend the Untouchability Offences Act 
1955 with a view to enhancing the scope 
and stringency of its provisions has been 
introduced and has been referred to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament 
A number of schemes such as Small Farmers 
Development Agency, Marginal Farmers 
and Agricultural Labourers Agency Scheme, 
and Tribal Development Agency projects 
have been taken up for improving the con-
ditions of the weaker sections of society

12 24 hrs.
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contaft . I have 
given notice of an adjournment motion f 
do not know what has happened to it 

«ft W W W  M  «Pt «[# «rc & z -  

t * n  *n ffrt « t i  
MR SPEAKER The Minuter is already 

making a statement 
SHRI SAMAR GUHA My adjourn-

ment motion was on the failure of Govern-
ment to secure recognition of Bangla Desh 

MR SPEAKER I am not allowing it
SHRI SAMAR GIJHA We are yet to 

know when the Minister will make the 
statement

MR SPEAKER I will call him later on, 
because it is already with me 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA It is not in the 
list I am entitled to know, if a certain 
item is to be introduced at what time he 
is gomg to make the statement 

MR SPEAKER He will make the state- 
ment Just after a short while Please sit 
down 
12.26 hrs.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE 
S h u  Mani Ram Bagri’s letter to

Mr  Om'TY-STEAKCR CASTINGS REFIECTTOM 
ON HIM

«ft tww u H M  ira f (v r a r c ) v sm *n?r- 
w ,  t i l *  (m e  «n€f %  q fim ft  « ft  v n h m  
wmft % ftwfir ?t
t?v mr ftuT | ,  If %

t» ht * jp r  g—

“wnr wht % titancre fay tfta 
wm *f  f t w  m rc  sraw m w  3t mm
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«ftt mm #  «$mr* m  %
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w r  t i  hfT$nort «t?r fcrir $tr ^  fnfar 
v t ^ n f f T t ^ s r i  *m  * t o  *pw *mror 
*h*̂ *n,ww«T fira *iw rsr *rr fflr w  *t t  
i t *  r̂ o %o %• 4t w f t a m  <rnr*r §  t$ 
«r» tft *  «ft for* k*k sw rr * n * *  
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sfr xwr fa? *rf **if vtow % faw srir $tt m
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) ; I 
have a subu issî n lo make, <hat cqy teie>

*r«m»en<eWSertt>thehon. S^eatW’Cr the 
Peputy-Spa Mfc—Piwhnllt ngiag t t e  or wins
vulgar words about discharging his duty.
I am not going to ddfetid fte the
tetoftam. Cartaialy the dignttyof^he Spea-
ker or the DqpwmMBpeaker ss tim collective 
dignity of the whole House and I am #g in 
favour of defending the dignity of the hon. 
Deputy-Speaker. But whenever a telegram 
is sent, unless it fc backed by any confir-
matory letter, no telegram is tedhnicatly 
taken as confirmed message. Almost all 
Members of the Home eecehre tefeflftuns. 
Unless these are confirmed in some way, 
formally we do not take any cognisance. 
So, the first thing is that you should enquire 
from Mr. Bagri whether this telegram has 
been sent by hitn, or whether some other 
over zealous worker of his party has sent it. 
Only after he says whether it has been sent 
by him, this matter can be considered by 
the House as an issue of privilege.

•ft qw* ip*® *»*# (w p) mm *nri- 
w , *rt N tam  fpflfr aft % vnen r mffcnr 

w i t  |  *fN: aft •J'l’R  m m

wjt twi*t ftrarr |  s ijf v rs rr

Jf I nw, 5*r ^ f*qft n̂ftVK
f t  w^ftftwr a^fis |  q k  1 m im  f  
war ift ^apftfir t  ipr vfrft ift f%%ut 

. .
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w it  im tt i
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f t  if f  gf i . . , ( « m « w ) . . .
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~ $11' : mq ifliT ~ ~. i!Nn: 
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~ it il~. ~ ffi ~~ ~ ~. ~ 
~ ~ ~ ... ( llfl(a'A) ... ifu ~iff 

~ f.li ~ lZftiT m- ~~ ~ ;rrfll:~ 1 

lro ~;r ~ ~ f~ \';;r iffii1 ~ 'fiT<: 

~ <r<riQ m <1'T ;;rriiit \91 f'f>': 'll<fiR 
it ~. fm<m:<: ~ ~ ~ ~ 'r. 
~vr ~ ;;rriiit 1 ~ emfi <f.r ~ mq lffi 

'fifu: I ~i't ~ ~ ifffi ~T 'lit ~ I '1><1 

l.fR<f ;;it ~ 'I'Ni'r ~ 'liT llT'IiT Rrrr, 
~ ~ ~ O!fT I it ~;r 'fiT<'fT ~CH 

~ f'f> ~ &f'f~ ~ ;:r if'j ;;rrif f>v. 
GAm ~rtf ~ f~ ~ fu;;rrq; Ql1 ~ ~ <ft 
~ ~ ~ ~ I it ~'11 No ~ llmilf" 
'f;r FT 'f><: Rrrr ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER : Does Prof. Swell want to 
say Somthing ? 

PROF. MADHU DAJ\TDAVATE 
(Rajapur) : There is a factual error in the 
motion as it appears here. It says here : 
·• .. •... Shri Mani Ram Bagri, Gem·al 
Secretary, Socialist Part .. . . " Shri Mani 
Ram Bagri has nothing to do with the So-
cialist Party and lam the General Sec1 e-
tary of the Socialist Party. 

It should be corrected as " .... Socialist 
Par ty (Lohiawali) .... " 

m ;ito q)o l1")1i (~) : 'f&<l"e:f ~. 

in1 ~<rr ~r 5f!ri'f ~ 1 

Hrfm >v.t ~ 1:% an: if .;nun:: rn:: 
UI"ll"T ~ 1 rn ~~f<:<re ;f ~ 'f><: f<'fl!"r 
~ f<l> ~<: cn~l'f'fi ~. iiTl'ffi nT ~ ~ 7 

a~e:r ~~ : ~<: ftrcir m<: it 'Hff 

~M ~I 

' T ;ito 1ft o t;)li : ifl<f WeT FTT'f><: f.rrin:r 
<r.<: f<'TZIT ~ fit; ~ em ;nil Ollf n; 

i'f il;;rr ~ f-ir~ fli'<'fl"fi ~ <r<: &flf~'if 

~<'fm~~? 

~ <flf> em if ~?;flf~tr ~r trlff<'f z, 
~I!>){~~ ~I 

lln'!fe:r ~ : ;;r.;r ~ ~ it ~rwr 
<r~i't <"!' 'T!l' ~ '3'tr lfm 'f<rr ~r :;r rn r ~ 1 cror 
CfT fq;<: ll:T'3'tf it ~f<'l11111 ~f f '<!''f. ~HI ~ 

~ "fr%t'; I 

SHRI R. P. MAURYA: How is nolice 
being taken of this telegram 0 Is it under the 
signature of Mr. Mani Ram Bagri? A lele-
gram can be sent by anyone in the name of 
any one for anyone. 

THE M£N£STER OF PARLIMANTRY 
AFFAIRS AND SHIPPING AND TRAN-
SPORT (SHR£ RAJ BAHADUR) : Sir, 
whatever its authenticity, it is before the 
House. whether Mr. Mani Ram Bagri is 
the real author of it or not will be really 
a matter for investigation. I wou ld certainl y 
say tha t whatever Mr. Mani Ram Ragri's 
credentials may be- they ha·.-e been belied 
just now by Mr . Dandavare we night perhaps. 
be giving too much importa nce and publi-
city to him , which he night be yearning for. 
Although this constitutes clearly a breach of 
priv ilage and insult to the House, 1 wo uld 
earnestly plead that we should not a llow 
him, if he is the author of it. to succeed in 
his ambition . I reques t my friends. 
Mr. Sharma and Mr. Sathe to recon-
sider it whether they wou ld sti ll like 
to press it in these circumstances. because 
the objective is clear. Mr . Banerj ~c also sa iJ 
the same thing in different words. But \ l e 

Condemn the telegram and the purpose and 
intentio n behinJ it. There should be 
a genera l condematio :1 of this attempt, 
but we shou ld not allow him to succeed in 
his a mbition. 

>..Tr ;;nrm~ <:A :;rr•it : 1fQ ~\!Tl1 or>T~ 

~FIT ~ ~B'f;f mfr ~~.,- <Pn: ~ f;,;-

~"p~ ~ !"~ ~ it f<~ lQ~ 
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it, if ~ rn ;;n ~ it ~ ~ 
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:;nq- iRr !W-f;rr W<rO; 1 ~ m "fif iF.t 
f<1f@O ~ 1'f ~r oqr<f.t ~ ~ filufr 
m ~ ifffi iift wm lf Of@ ~TciT I . . . 

(~aA) ... ~ ~ ;;iT <RfiO!f ~ 

~ if.'t f~ f<fl'm '1>1 ~ <f.T ~ 
<r.r ~ f.fi 'li~ 'ffq•~ffirm '1>1 <:1\'f 1J1~ 

9 ~ ifCfT'In' m-~ '3'1 <n: Q,HfT!i1 <'I'm r~r 

<m 1 2 ~ <i'li '!; f~ 'lf<ff"' <nf~At 
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~h <ifffiT if '<fif l'fC1; 1 

That was objected to by another member. 
The Deputy Speaker while discharging his 
functions said, it is out of order. He did 
not allow it. 

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : 
(Burdwan) : We should treat the tele-
gram with the contempt it deserves. 

MR. SPEAKER : I am to be guided by 
the Deputy-Speaker. 

SHRI G. G. SWELL (Autonomous 
Districts) : Sir, I would like to mention 
only two or three points in connection with 
this unfortunate thing. In the first place, 
there is no doubt about the genuineness of 
the telegram, in the sense that it came from 
the telegraph office, in the name of Shri 
Mani Ram Bagri. Whether he really and 
actually sent the telegram or not is a 
matter for investigation. 

As soon as I got the telegram, I thought 
it was serious enough and, as you know, 
I sent it to you for what action that you 
might deem fit in the matter. In the mean 
while, some of my colleagues mets me and 
they thought that it is a very serious matter 
and it deserves to be brought before the 

House to be sent to the Committee of Pri 
vileges. 

AN HON. MEMBER : Which col-
leagues? 

SHRI G. G. SWELL: The colleagues. 
whose names are on the Order Paper now. 

Shri Banerjee had said a very correct thing 
that we as political beings, whenever we 
function, we are very vulnerable to all sorts 
of charges and criticisms. But I would like 
to make this distinction that there is a differ-
ence between the functioning in this House 
as a member of the House and in the run-
ning the House. I was not functioning as 
a member of the House; I was functioning 
as the Speaker of the House at that time, 
running the affairs of the House. Now we 
have to consider this very very carefully 
whether it is open to anybody in this coun-
try to speak disparagingly of the running 
of this House, not of how we function as 
individual Members. That is the question 
to be considered. 

I am also quite aware of the fact , however, 
that there are a large number of cranks in 
this country, who aim at political revival 
by casting abuse at everybody. If Shri 
Mani Ram Bagri is the person who really 
sent that telegram, then I am afraid he 
belongs to that category of people. I do· 
not want to inject new political life to Shri 
Mani Ram Bagri, especially when a friend 
like Professor Dandavate has just now dis-
puted that he was even the General Secre-
tary of the Socialist Party. I would not like 
to do that. 

As such, I would request my colleagues 
not to press this motion. I am quite happy 
that the House is one with me that the way 
in which this House runs should not be sub-
ject to criticism and condemnation from 
outside. 

SHRJ PILOO MODY (Godhra) : We 
cannot sit in judgment on Shri Mani Ram 
Bagri's credibility. Whether he is a crank 



907 0 .te*tU>* o f PrMkfe AUGUST JOl 1*72 Qmatttm c f  PrMkre 508

ShriPflooMody)
or not can be decided by somebody etiaer 
than us, If what he has done 
(hen you puftue the motion. If you think 
that it should not be taken notice of, irres
pective of from whom it comes, you ig
nore it. Let os not pass this vahie judgment 
and put it on ope basis at one stage and on 
another basis at another stage. I do not 
want this see-saw thing to happen. Either 
we accept we are wrong in bringing a privi
lege motion like this, or we accept we are 
right in doing so and, therefore, pursue it. 
There should be none of this hypocrisy over 
here,

tit* <&« ifri crsmr aft, *.<r «rc 
ift y k  «rr, *ri«r tfr fc fa 

?ri tfr ire tfhnr
srrf^ t w p  wpt t  m  wtf tft ft*
wnw wifjw i srvfui
Wtftnhr *  wr* % m * <rt *
«r, irfa*
wx % H r  to  sftfifarr tnwT n*m  

m  ftp* «?nr wr % *w tt va firm 
*wr, 'Hf ?rnc fiw  ^ ^  ^
w r  arc urerc t*c *rp
’Pi^»?n:rr *nft wgwn^mwr l i

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN (Wandi- 
wasb) : Under the Rules of Procedure you 
thought that this is a lit matter to be brought 
before this House because there is a prima 
facie case of pnvilege. The Committee 
will find out as to who has actually sent the 
telegram. If he has seat that telegram, 
he will be dealt with. On the other hand, 
if somebody has done it in his name, he 
wilt have to face two charges. Having 
brought this privilege motion before the 
House, 1 feel that it should be referred to 
t îe Privileges Committee without any dis
cussion.

MR. SPEAKER : Now, what is the opi
nion of the House?

SHRI VASANT SATHE (Akola) : When 
I gave notice of the Privilege Motion

after t*ceivinf a copy of the tefapaifi, I 
felt that toxhurge the Peputy Speaker and 
the conduct of the House, that he acted 
cowardly in suppressing a Member, is per 
xt the contempt of the House and the manner 
in which the House has been run bn the 
Deputy Speaker. Therefore, it Is dear 
that it is * breach of privilege. Ko dis
cussion or argument is required to prove it. 
But 1 would also agree with the Deputy 
Speaker in what he said and what my other 
friends said about Mr. Mani Ram Bagri. 
If he is the author of the telegram ..{Interrup
tions)

MR. SPEAKER : The name of this gen
tlemen is mentioned in the Motion.

SHRI VASANT SATHE : When I re
ceived a copy of the telegram, prima facte
I believed it was from that gentlemen. If 
this telegram has been sent by somebody 
else, if it is a forged one, then it i6 a greater 
offence which the Privileges Committee can 
find out. Therefore, we cannot ignore the 
telegram. But I was on a different point. 
The point is, as the Deputy Speaker said, 
whether we should give undue importance 
or elevate Mr. Mani Ram Bagri—he is a 
dead wood.. .{Interruptions)

SHRI PILOO MODY : Sir, the remark 
made on somebody who is not a Member 
of the House requires notice. Have you 
received any notice from the Deputy 
Speaker and Mr. Sathe? (Interruptiom).

MR. SPEAKER : In case of others, no 
name should be mentioned. But in this 
case, the telegram under dispute is in the 
name of a certain gentlemen which is al
ready before the House. (Interruptions) 
If you think that the authencity of this tele
gram is disputed, nobody knows who is the 
gentleman, you should not make remarks 
against that gentleman.

SHRI PILOO MODY : He was our col
league in this House.. .(Interruptions) 
Such remarks should not be made.
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SHRI VASANT SATHE : Wfen t  tele- 
grim fewceiwd, we take it to be true from 
the person who hat sent it. So many 
telegrams are received everyday. Prima 
facie. I believe, it is from Mr. Mani Ram 
Bagri...

SHRI PI LOO MODY : Why are you 
withdrawing it?

SHRI VASANT SATHE : There is a 
reason why I am withdrawing it.

SHRI B. P. MAURYA :ff it is true that 
it is from Mr. Mani Ram Bagri, we must take 
action against him. Why should he with* 
draw it? (Interruptions)

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR ■ This matter 
should not have been discussed at all. 
He has said, he docs not want to give im
portance; I also say the same thing; the 
hon. Member also says the same thing . 
{Interruption*)

SHRI PILOO MODY ; Have these two 
gentlemen become proprietors of the Mo
tion?

MR. SPEAKLR : Order, order; all of 
you please Mt down.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE : 
Sir, I rise on a point of order. I seek you 
categorical ruling on that. If any Member 
of the House receives a telegram and there 
is no confirmation through a signed letter 
or through any other agency, whether you 
would permit the matter to be raised in 
the form of a Privilege Motion. We 
have been receiving telegrams. Especially 
during election time any number of 
frivolous telegrams couched in vulgar 
words are received. I want a categorical 
ruling from you whether you would permit, 
on the basis of such telegrams, an issue to 
be raised in the House. (Interruption) I 
want your ruling on this.

MR. SPEAKER : I admitted it because 
the question of Chair was concerned and 
two hon. members had given notice. You 
can say that we did not apply our mind to it 
whether the telegram was genuine or not. 
Simply because it afTected the Chair and it 
does not look nice for Speaker, when De- 
puty-Speaker’s honour Was Involved, to go 
into such details, we did not apply our mind 
to it. Anyway, for future guidance, I think, 
when such telegrams come, no action can 
be taken unless they are verified.

vmnw tw w rar
%sr?r vr snfV £ r 

<rnr % jrft if v tf wnft ft'tRt

irr v w m  %  ?ft «nr firf W fr
fjR*r $ *rr

vre ret *r{ftc u  v * i « n <  %  art 

antfV ff *rrtPT
hr ^  w t r  * T * r

*pTT OT W  trq=F#^PT ff̂ T It

Jr w x  w  £  «rcrr nfr w r r  $ i
^  sr s rs r  Jr w t  f o * r r  a n t ?

nwftir wzw  <mr »ftwr«r vx  ^
f  *TT f a * | T  ?

SHRI VASANT SATHE : In deference 
to your ruling and to the wishes of Deputy- 
Speaker, I am not asking for leave and I 
would like to withdraw the motion

SHRI R. N. SHARMA : I am also not
pressing and would like to withdraw the
motion.

The motion was, by the leave withdrawn,

SHRI BIRENDER SINGH RAO 
(Mahendragarh) : On a point of order.

w w  wrw i 

* *  fortfreir wnuft $  m  ^  wpt
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fc f t  ft*  if? m  (  fa
m  ^  99 n v  t  vn  fa*%»rr i
40 *fU?Nf f t r  *g|W ft?t f  I ^
*pff f t  ftrfprt #  f  f t  w t  

?>  «n$h
SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra):It 

all depends upon the company one keeps.

«ww : 3ft *jw tm  f t  *pn; % 
f t  i ^ r  f t  snft | » **r «wRrr Sfirow 
wt% $ < aft ft»r *ipsr$ f*W'̂  *n% |  ^  ^  
f t  q̂ fT *?ft <RI f t  ’TOT 11 WW *FT f t f t  
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f w  ftw  SfinrR f t  sifcT sn% t, Srfar
SfTCT % ^TT *PRfT $ fa 'PTT *lft *T| sfap
|  iff *tft i *r? 3RT Sfmrw irm  f t  *jw 
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*rf | ^ r  Sri firft mz ft,

f t  «rr Fhvr ft, arsr w  a r f  f t  
#flw m f t  anft |  f t  5«r ftaT | i  
%far fRftf*Rr *rf ^ to  *r$ ‘nn ,rft $ fa 
in? £fa f t  $ t *rrcF5T % ?w 
^  f a  *P TT cTT  ̂ *PT S f W R  WRIT $  f t
•PIT W IT  I

12.55 hrs.
Re PAPERS RELATING TO F.C.I. 

INQUIRY

f t  «TO TWt (fasftt) W5W 
m  «toT<vw % # in * r  % faRrws tpw ftq i 
foflfaqgPT % $ 9  <*!#* stot* * t  s*  vi 
f t  iwnf $ *3* f t  *nft w r  <rcsr *it ^pft 
an# I

^ i | V f  m i

q f fM^iwc i wf war f t  W «»ft 
11 wt*iT f t  q tf t  f t »

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra) :A a 
assurance was given by the Minister that 
he would put some papers on the Table 
regarding the FC1 inquiry. He has not 
done so to-day I would like to draw your 
attention.

MR. SPEAKER : He has written to me 
about many papers and the Chairman’s 
reply. We will leave it to the Minister 
Now he will look into it.

SHRI PILOO MODY : My suggestion 
is that the assurance was given by the Minis
ter that he will put some papers on the 
Table. It should come before the debate 
takes place.

SHRI CHAPALENDU BHATTA- 
CHARYYIA (Gindih) . All the relevant 
papers should tome

MR SPEAKFR : I think the Minister 
will take a note of it.

12 56 hrs.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

A nnual  R eport on  Science and  T echno
logy , 1970-71

THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRIAL 
DEVELOPMENT AND SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY (SHRI C. SUBRAMA- 
NIAM) : I beg to lay on the Table •—

(1) A copy of the Annual Report on 
Scicnce and Technology for the year 
1970-71.

(2) A statement (Hindi and English 
versions) explaining the reasons for 
not laying the Hindi version of the 
above Report simultaneously.
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