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The reply given to parts (a) and
(b) of the Unstarred Question
No, 5085 on 28th March, 1974 was
based on information furnished by
the Central Sales Organisation of
Hindustan Steel, Calcufta. Since it
was slated by thre Sales Organisation
at that time, that it will take some
time to collect the information re-
garding part (c) of the question, an
assurance had to be given,

2. Subsequently, it came to the
notice of the government that infor-
mation furmshed in reply to part (b)
of the question related to total Sales
of Rourkela Scrap made both by
HSL’s Central Sales Organisation
and by the Rourkela Steel Plant
Management, whereas the question
sought information only respect of
sale of serap made by Rourkela Steel
Plant Management. It was, there-
fore, considered appropriate that the
information in respect of Rocurkela
Bteel Plant alone should be given in
answer to the question. Hence the
amswer to parts (a) and (b) of the
qguestion is being corrected

3. Information regarding part (c¢)
of the question has also since been
received and the opportunity 1s being
availed of to fulfll the assurance with
regard to part (¢) of the question
by furnishing this information

13 hrs.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE
AGAINST SHRI L. N. MISHRA

IMPORT LICENCE CASE—contd.
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Nothing new, because that must re~
late to the original motion; nothing
new to be introduced.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Is
he to sign an affidavit about what he
has to say?

MR, SPEAKER: Why are you
offering your comments? I do not
want them, Let him speak; there 15
his running commentary, like cricket
commentary throughout the day.

ot wrew fagrdt el cwwd wew
# wqfeam =@y ar) wrody oY wiwg
aragy fam % favg gark faaarfasre
¥ nemal o wed faa ® g ow &
for wafore <at § YRR w| T AR
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X aer # ag ol o) w2v fy
oY werr AT foa % WNAe B &
witw fer & 1 goT T wfwa oy §
frefi i Aen@e B ko &
safwrme 3fer frar A fle sy
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AAwT BYR & TN oY 18 v w7
AW %2 7 {5 17 gera aal
WA & fe amd ¢ 8 feast 1974
T AT 8 HY §FT 41 W@ W AFLY)
LELURAR

“xfy fum ¥ w1 5 w7 wnt 5y
ga% afacrera & aman afy faa
7@ Yfer sAw Al f& smaew
frwr | ¥fga ag o) awar fx
%2 foat ? o1% o fyam AT ga 3
o

Y ARl & AT WAy
At wiwa ;oo fom 5 fadw o3
darT gut

W afex neaw faw  Em
TAR U T A WA

ot e fagr® wwdRt Sy
waaT Y fx 9q whgw @ ¥
frax gear adfy fead sy §
AN BER ¥ ggw TR qar
sva % famt fawd o ol w0y
wniae ¢ fxar oty

o avyw ) ata § v o wmy
AT Ay W AT T W) )
W WA AT A
oI 3 wod wIdW } anaw fzy ay
I® T WY A 99 A ¥ AT A
Wi faar § 1 ofY form Yooy qwA R Ay
wfRaw & g 9T awely @1 ar
a1 oty

39 fer wa ag ATt AT AN |
RaeTyy o afwe o o &
TR ¥ Q% AN WY,

“As far az 1 remeber, I pussed on
the letter to the officer conerned in

the normal course of business, No
order was passed by me."

a7 ¥ wrdw oy fear ¥ Ay
fegwat ®Y o afwa qram fam 3
oF WIE A §% & & 9AW AW
wtat § f e s e &1 & w3
FIQR.

“I have recorded, I remember, a

note alomost three months earlier
i August and that note related to
the examination of the matter in the
Minstry of Law of certamn legal
points, diserimination, ete This was
for contesting 1n a court of law, not
for helping anybody.
FIT 4 WILW T@! AT 7 /1AW 1 q&™HA
¥ ey A1, At & a7 A fafa aamw
1 g Ay WA, W AA GG F
mqidw Ag ar, . (§Zedw) L L,
7 for o8 @ § ™ gm0 Wl g
g1 f& @t fra Ratea gy A oW
W A & fag adw dn FU W 5
W@y ¥ fo o1l |\ T AweaAy
6 A wx aF fomd el 1 7
mia A WY I8 § @ ) wa
R RRIF P sufea
Y ueh 7@ # famr a1 f5 enw ¥
Ay wavey A Y wizw fad | oF wiRw
9% 11 7 AR AT S 127 1.
R wAET A wed A fraaAl & @A
R M7 wrRw Ve el § | W A wnw
A€l Wi fa= s ¥ SEA
# wmr A g ww &% § ey i
TZW OF AEY 4T AT &, 9% QD 1193
a1 WX gAU 9% 12 9C 47| AR
N aa gy fs 1199 o ar sdwm
fear 3= wgr 7t a1 fw .

“.....that should be contested 1n
the court.

12 QR TN WIRW fzat 3w og gy
wat &1 fix fafa sarem €y ca sy oy
o s 3 a) wgot & oM wdw
faer f22 ¥ & qoar wgw g fe
N ¥ ¥ wiw femr oy o fufa
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(4 wew fagrtt wiwrkaf)

Aamwa o 7T ot ot ¥ QAT qrRw
oF oy fel o @k 7 au? A
wyved ¥ feate ooy foraw oy e wsiy
Y gITAA ¥ war w1 Ay fex fafa
Aarew ¥ U4 feg gt andr ) ?
iR fafa aarer €Y g &Y 4 ar
X WX TF 1T 4% a%a & W1 TT
W TR ¥ iR WY @t Y o
% g 990 ¥ |

7 qrig v i g g
Atay ¥ fafe sama o7 5 @
a% Y s oY af oY QY 2g w7 W@
1 ? oft wfea aroam fqm ga® At
EALE SECE FE R T ST
WY 12 9T foa a¥r | @ A Wmeda
8 } g=afua Y &7

¥ A1 Tt arr ¥ ofr wfwe
araam fam X o framt & 7ut7
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“I had recorded I remember, a
note almost three months earher
in Avgust....."

feT 0% W AT 7T IR 7 0w
AT WA ¥ W1 A9, | TE TUIT FAT
Frerari § 1 W wiw A 9T T3
afy fear snar wfge | wber awer
Qa g fer Mgt ® aav 1 ot om
A 11-9-74 Y T AT {7 ¥
LCE T SRR LEAE: ]

legal opinion may be taken and the
case contested,..”

ggats wiw ¥ g€ a1 ewer ¥ ?
ae 7¢ § T qgar A oxreE @
vl s ¥ a2 ¥ § wrfafanamg
NATR T T H? T AW F
5o &g o §, o war ¥ ye
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ot quo QRe el : oY d3w
AR T C

W W W s
fafrezt & =g B 47 wmit og
afy fear | ¥few writ & O g
Rasa

W wEw g e . AdY
awET ¥ ag w § fF {X SnAw
Wiz qrw afy fear § Ofen 4%
Efer st ot fom1 § ? g
friz Y7 weur ?

MR. SPEAKER: The simple thing
18 this,

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): There is dwstinction
between final order and interim or-
der, The interim order apparently
says....

MR. SPEAKER: He says he never
passed any order,

SHRI VASANT BATHE (Akola):
The mterim order does not say any-
thing The interun order must
say something about licence. It has
nothing to do with the grant of li-
cence; there must be connection with
the grant of licence, Taking legal
opinion has nothing to do with the
grant of licences,

ft wew fagrhwedelt ;oY
T Ty 7 3 wAwdl, 1972 WY
Y oF wrizgx qa fear ar @ oY
afera arae fea % 39 wY welgw
w3 fear | qarw og § ¢ are @
qg WRAT AT §3 qr | gy Sy
AET FT LATAT N FT @ wav |

wrdsrz ¥ ug war v § fy
A 94 gqerew ¥ wwer W oaf—
(weewr) woom  aged,  weanf
ek a1 ot §1 gafeg e
s @ ol § | wnidie @ agwe
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am, § 5 faq on! 3 warew 3
awwt ofeg fen, sad W
¥ oy wfwe wromn fasr ot Al
art ¢ f§ wwer ofow ¥ faar
Y, FEmmng &
w1 ot sfwa aroam fam
23 3 f5 & ¥ v o1 & Ha w9
¥ wme w0 | wa ofr wafeE w7
qa 37 %) fgar, A7 S8 % @M
#x feggme & ddwm WY df, At
I 9§ A 97 dg WAl
A fmar fr ag #w fxzyr gw,
T Fmmnew fwar §, 9% A1 77
yr fr ag ®q smew Fo s
arfge, wa &1 mfen &% & faar
@ og P oag sRW A ST

MR SPEAKER The question was

ihat the Minister passed the order
Did he pasy the order?

Nt wzw fagd aeddt g
qrade &1 oF fg=al @l @Al

S

‘On 23-11-1972 Shri  Tul Mohan
Ram after meeting Shr1 L N
Mishra 1n hi, office told S Shn
K V Nair and § M Pillai that
the Minuster had asked the CCI&E
to examine the position ang put
up the case early Thig represen-
tation was despatched to the
CCIXE on 24-11-1872 from the
personal section of the Mimster
after an acknowledgment of 1ts
receipt was sent to Shri Tul Mo-
han Ram by Shri L N Musra
vide his DO letter No 1438
VIP'MFT72 dated 24-11.1872
After perusing the advice of the
CCILE in his note dated 28-8.72,
the Mimster hag in the meantime
already directed an on the spot
cxamination of the matter at Pon-
dicherry by S{Shri K N R Pillm
and X Raman who were going to
that side on some other official
work The two officers went to
Pondicherry in the 1t week of
Jamuary, 1978."

2054 L8~6,
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1w § 9wz § fe oF feg sz &)
argen w fzar mar o fe 5 valy
& wrawm o @At § o

maA AERA, W AEN W oWy
FI QF aTd W qW FHY <397 1 97
/AT AMFAA § 1 39 X HGHT AT
Wt 79 F7g §, 37 AN feewary
AAY AT AT AL [ 7 oA qudy
it F9i4 & faq w4y F2 @,
fF 5 7t &1 srdw e Ay ar
AR T awAlw B fx s wfew
qgn fqw A1 a1 ammfegar &
A1a 77T A1fzo a1 i€ 5 gva@t w1
A AT g 97 faam o, @r gy
FEx fo afy fzm w | wo3a Y
wrar afay | (emeaw) @7 w1 Y
SR UL AR SRR N
I F1 HUF F7 T E

MR SPEAKER Is it directed by
the Minster or b ythe officez?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
In whose name 15 the order passed
and who 1ssued the order? The ga-
zette notification 15 made by the offi-
cer Your order; every day come to
ug through the Secretary-General

MR SPEAKER 1 own them

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
Please do not lay down a rule which

will jsubvert the parhamentary de.
mocracy

MR SPEAKER The clarificauon
will come a3 to where does the officer
stand and where does the Mimster
stand

@t e fagt @ o
fegmat &1 84l wgRd ¥ A 38
1 W 3@ &1 gy

“The date of the note 15 admatt-

ed to be 5 2 1973, the date on which
1 ceased to be Minister of Foreign
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[sft wew fagrdt arwaadt]
Trade. Since this note has been

quoted to establish that it is in
confict with my statement before

DECEMBER 13, 1874
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Ty & wlt aghag dfem
ot wikw ¥ 2, walt wgew duw
¥ 43 37 5wt s §, o fw
whet B owgd ¥ 5 oo waf gd

this House on August 28, 1874”
—yes, it is—

t o & vew ¥ gr widw §ar
¥1 ¥ WM | 84T GF TONU Ag
“T would like to submit that any gy

such assumption is unwarranted A
U GBI g T

and baseless.”
ww #T wmER @1 § 7 oun =g Al

’ You must be clear where the Mims-
LG S ter stands and where the officers

stand, whether the orders are of the
officers only, or the Minster's orders,
or they are denied by the Minister

“Even teking the note a; it is,... W

w1 wfeq aramm fwa F1 FEAr
ag & fv o=y ) 48 51 S ® SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
feam @ A &y § ? W oag WY Has he demed t? (interruptions)
- He 4 ot h th
forrEmY Wﬂ'f qT T &7 hm} toedeg;s tz}:!e ) ::li:. e courage even
w14 AT 91ge ¢ 7 asdw awad
¥ nat &) fomerdy § a1 oY ?

Hrodtowmde 7 A1 wTH &7 2
¥9 ¥ O0F HweT ¥ ‘TR Wi
wifees” | W X W o WAT

MR SPEAKER: We must be clear
in our nunds

SHRI MADHRU LIMAYE (Banka)*
Have you made up your mind al-
ready?

wEHTE

HRLT § | TA AT ¥ wIAT R
1§ Trra T ¢ | W9 94™ Aa)
ui g adl #1 T8 42T F F-
we® 9 @A & fwe =@y 1 wady
Algaa & w1 wER 3@ W oAk
A

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Sir, you had been a Mmnter also

and you know the relationship bet-
ween officials and Mimsters ...

MR. SPEAKER: I am not g Iife«
less person; 1 have been sitting here
and Disteming I can speak

SHRI PILOO MODY: 1 can under-
stand Shri Stephen geiting up, 1 can
understand Shri Sathe getting up or
other members getting up, but not
Your getting up.

ot waw fagrdt st weaw
when, s @y qdt W § o oww

st wew fagrt v
w odwET A gt wwear g, oW
fafadw % & =R wmET WY,
£R TEH 3, o0 U6 1o fAw €
gt &€, W fow wifest &
dre fean &, wW &Y f wanfaw
¥T | w1 gy wiesT ® fawr gy
gu oF Y af T AEm—aE
w (ma o el oy ¥o s &
T AT ¥ & awd § W wifgaT
g A€y Wi srar g °

a® ¥O04 ¥ fagmg W Y
W wg ¥ & wer a1
ey a1 ¥g #T A whww W
fasr woft fadard & wwar wR
Eoongd & e ol ot & oud
wgr fo w0 gedier W oWt
am §, fet =g fo ¥ am &,
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W M fremht w1 Ay oR S
aft T | feerh &7 A Wk
&% o T q, @ B g fm
W YT T foar 91 ) BT B
g7 franft &1 s § ofew tharee
frw, o R (wwww) T
w0 & ey am < & 1 (s
AN qg A § fe 9w faamo ¥
foq ot gwes v @ aw @
fw #) wrem g oar ) oww m
9 fema< %t fawmw &1 wwar
AT, AT Y fww ¥ Fr f& o
faar & 2 & #f sraTd 7@ 4
o o 3% amard @Y, 97w
A fo faamg o= wr &1 fer B
g 2 fe gudgs ™ X S ogw
7 R 3w ¥ fAg } famver #
BT ST wAA § 7 AT gomgm
m“ﬁﬁm‘*ﬂm 1
sfed sroqw fos o gw s @
AR ) i) wfRa aE S wa
AW THE ag W & W ovw ow
@R ogh AT BT R g ¢
h oal das1 ffes agdt avt
&l § (wwwm)  weaw
wrn & ww &) 9N 4w g

MR SPEAKER You ask me to
give a ruling Sometimes, when ] am
m suspense, I have got the nght to

ask the Member to clear a point
EET YIE g 7947 &, wroy vyl
% famwama y g1 @ wré
wmer A &, 39 foar v1am ag ar,
A3 T 4L 97, IAFT &1 FE w0
MY A armag d

Hoy you connect it with Mr Mmhra

what was in the proceedings?
RN urw fogrdawddt § smow
W AT §aF I o WY avdarg) ?
waW W WM R 4§
gy fa wn & s #F arEr 6w
Tk WY witee g wiigg |
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ot wew fagr® oy ;&
AL L AN U |

“gg Wow Tor ¥ fe oo
g T & w ft wfera rovee
far & a¥ afrsqar & 1t
GRATER TR TR HAAT frer agran
& P § 0\ 2@ wsk st
"t ATy fitr & frerr qo afer
aaes fam ¥ am o uw opw

T R R

ot wfwamoaw e o st
¥R AT wm oaE &7

a7 swAqAr g our A ?

weow wgew ® uw & g
¥T I E | UR U§ g aar A
f& g% aT fufrewr At @z *fr
fafsree @ «p1 & & & ®1§ wigw
arH <4 faar ¥

ot wew fagdaddt @z &
B @ T A FT g 91 iR
W ®IT 10 AGE ®I TR 93
Mfsg 77 i a7 9 AR W
()

steam amw faowr 9T £
@t gt acam g5 w1 wdT
a1 WM A AFY F § wJAT 81 8
fa wrdT &= oziw &7

ot wrew fagret wamet s Afag
wat 9aGa #thm Y a e 7@

“Much has been sai4 about Shn
Tulmchan Rams presumed nti-
macy with me I would hke to re-
peat again that the foregomng facts
establish that I had not accepted
repeated representations made by
Shii Tulmohen Ram "

feT v e &1 gaver fumt
AYT w7 § fr oot oF & WY g8
v wg % Ay §1 &% g S
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[#Y wza fagrdt i)

a1 THA A naeaFIioy afufa €1 daw
F1 | 39 437 ¥ qg wai g€ iw faarmn
FT1 afy frg & am oy var w07 Iq
® 4! qaART TH § 43F ¥ FY Al
ggarr wr Farg g fe wfea ararag
fm & foar oY & arw g7 ew@ &7 A7y
@1 19 | wfad arera fa ady Ay
s7fv 31 99 ¥ faqr ¥ At @A
FT A% W@ § wilgs wwenr {17
07 g« &Y F139Y | 7 9@ ALY AT

quaw mgeg  fray a7 wang
f§ 77 &1 vword frar sa faieg
Faem,

ot wew fagrdr ad frar §
wd@fe & ¥8 w@r g & Y afas
arviam fam J &y Y o€ & 71ad Ar
garatzar g casvew afr garqzx g7
Al A1 ATERIT 7 987 WG FIFY
oF 8f7 ¥ &1 907 4) gAAEA IH
At afq A fa 8 faar qu a7
AT 42F § %2 744 ¢ fx whw w1 A1y
faar & atw 97 A, mfar et &
g wIanY ? wrfa gaq ¥ 2y qzear &
Fara @ WYX o127 vfag Aemga W 4
3§ sHAATd o TegwT fwg R

weaw Wgaw O AAIA IR
# wrfqT awear 3eed Q14 ¥ F170
AW AT Fav

sit wew fagrQ a4, 9w
ARFT fﬁr L 1 34T 3 gltﬁ aﬁ?

afery arage frem 8t gara)
{vrwwm ) AT wgAl wE #
f& ot afwn areram fm & rmam
T @er W Awar few, Qe
¥ Avy wAY, @WT ¥ @™ arr
WY ) w1 7 AT e fafery

DECEMBER 12, 1974

Caze (QOP) 168

T &Y dw Of, 3@ o7 4w WX
qrAY ®7 qUAY £ gAY | g ot wiwa
rcrn fps fafrre g, fadia § o &
a fafadrs # %4y o7 faviw SAdaa ¥
T AT WY AT G DG KIA
ar ga ®Y TT7 a§ayar gnir ) fafadra
F4dY A sow 7t w1 agaa §

T weqm WaEg, wid g €
dmal 3 w3 ! wafed & X AwA
fear § fr wra fafadrsr #3847 €1 ax
hfwn |

wuaw e FRT (R @29 9T
AT # |

I will see to the debate which took
place yesterday and today

gEY ATAT F A4 ¥@ AT &y

% 39 &1 Aeq wrfwn g

st ww fagrd waddt 77 amA
FarrRagFrITUTE?

weaw wgvwm 7 at Ay sifrfeae
EwAarsA AR TR WIR ArAT
AT A W TET )

oft et fagrdt madd W A
3T ARIT ¥

oo wgYeq  AEY, E AT A A )
HTAT | qg a1 WAy qgaqr 9 @ §
WIS aT v & °

oft wew fagr®t st :  wgar
a7 57 ¢ § % a1 ater arvge
faa & fasme fasmifasre & qersa
&t gRT{r gaar 9T w1 faarr w1y

WEqR AEAW qE @A AT IR Y

o wrafapQ waidt oz @
ay qard | AATIT I ATFRFATAIRT
7g gt 5 faf Ax sqdc & wgraar
ww fxar uta | va & fag nears oY
srguzsar Ll | A7 qearw amT Ry
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MR, SPEAKER: I must see every-
thing,

ot wew fagrdt et fo T sm
o 8 fadga wTar wigar § fe s
WY T JIEA § A 4F A G WOAT
fada 7w oF i fag w aF @
arr 4y Y suf ® W wSE A 2@
1

vy wien seer W fefm
#fwg 3od ¢ A1 Az a1 fz 2w

AN (F q®e Ao fam)
woIR WERA, $8% 3R F (% ¥ W94
&g 1T WF ac fuAr WY F1 oA
I fRar &, 7 sy A A1 oAmE
FT 2ATRAT & | agd fza W o1 wew
fagidy A= T A A, 28 AUFA FT qY
37 F1Amy far ar d=1 5§ AAeR
agy zaTA w ¥g A7 W1 A0
7% ad Ged At L AT & A
3 fea wgn a1 fe af T =y § o€
Larads .. ..

e uTAg wre FIg A H’?
ot qmo gae fam FEA ¥ T W

oYty oY F 5@ g % AR ®f
arr &40 § % wy Wl SA & A a3
€ ewm § a1 Wy Avwfe A §) W
w1 w1 feat £R 7 @& g1 21 fT
& forsf® €14 3 ) A wrzw fagr(y ol
oY saTET P w TR frwrer awA €
R am Y, 7 geafa @, A ez A
an atiy ¥ Tt avw A o A}
gy amar w1 ew wrad B,
g ow oY WY daw faw W@ 4
gAme § v fr e srdraddr
Wi vl oY, vafeg ware: 38
wisn wrfgy ar fis 3R foar oV & vy
deftegmqu 1 A wg e

T am § < swdE 7 6 awla
A g AN R A Y R,
(vawamar) ... ...

q WY AT K aTA & W FT
ZAT ATEA, AT AT A A OF AW
saql fs & o fedy foar % 93 &)
fuar & ferg Amt #1 w0 O wfsq
AT & ) 3% T e o o arfaa
Aga 4T f1§ qgew A § A fuan
oY %1 afaess § awa | wafeo § foay
#1 ¥\ fazr &7 & fmq Az g HiFa o7
%1 afar o7 v o A gan ) W
WE A fF em AT AT A F
#4117 § A1 wew fagrdy araqdr oY
HU AGAIAATET AN LR HGA A<
34 o1 A1 %2 fx feaan g ofare

(zzia) |

gafm 371 FIR ST & ATH A
A A AR 2 A froaw
T BET AT AN B Y ..
(vomam) . .....

ot wew fgrd R . 3T R
faat 47 & famrs 7w 3 18 ) ¥77)
7™ 27 £f WKL ¥7A § | §fwa g ua)-
Wgra & WA @R A WA & fam
dm7 g 81X w7 fram ¥ fg Aae
g % faamm ax @I RL. ...
(snwm). .. .

ot g & Qe fm LT AAIRTA
sifefen Y &) || (wwww)....

sy oY A wedr gfer & fg
wfrfees £y afafwiy a1 €. = grsa
% oqY & 1 w1 fw ager famr a1 & T
B9 A 9 %) 4T ALY | AT W oY
wix T gwg A foeet & A @@
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[t q®e g fuw)

B WA Fqoraw At
fem war § o afy orAer W
e wYE Wt A & 1 YT EE wrarx sy
TT § R AYT §WT AT A, qg
W & A W et & 1w
fe wwe ag ama § aY ama) o ot A
at g, Gﬂ'ﬂ’i‘ﬂﬂ*ﬂfﬁﬂﬁtﬁ‘ﬂ
zal § WR § oF am
®ZAT QT g fw v avg & A0 anq
LA 4

Now, I will come to the debate that
d}:: taken place yesterday ang to-

Mr. Speaker, Sir, at the outset, I
would like to take up Shn S. N.
Mishra’s observations made yester-
d.yc

Shri 5. N. Mishra has stated that
he was misheard by the Parliament-
ary reporters on 5th December, 1974,
1 would, however, hke to pomt out
that his entire charge against me
hinged on my note being of 23rd
November, 1972 whch date happens
to be the date on which the forged
memorandum was seen by me in the
dak. Shri S, N. Mishraji in his speech
first mentioned submission of the
forged memorandum on 22nd Nov-
ember, 1872 and then proceeded to
mention recording of my note ag of
23rd November, 1972, and then went
on to mention its despatch along
with the forgeg memorandum to the
C.C.1. on the 24ty November, 1672.

Shri 8. N. Mishraji cannot now ex-
plain away his wrong dating of my
note ag 23rd November, 1972 by say-
ing that he was misreported.

I would like to mention here that
this date becomes gignificant because
Shri 8. N, Mishraji appears to me
to try to build up a case that Tul-
mohan Ramji saw me, gave me the
memorandum and after that, I passed
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the order and that is how the whole
story is being built up...

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
No, no.

SHRI L., N. MISERA: That jy why
I am explaining the date, Otherwise,
it has no significance. What he had
stated was all right,

Apart from the reporters of the
Parliament, who, Shri 8. N. Mishra
now says, misheard him,6 the Mem-
bers of this august House as also
gentlemen of the Press heard him
and understood him mentioning 23rd
November 1972 in that specific cone
text. Shrj S. N. Mishra's allegation
was widely reported in the national
press which termed Shri S, N, Mish-
ra's observationg ag sensational and
ag having caused a stir.

SHRI FILOO MODY: This is
petty.

SHRI L, N. MISHRA: 1 accept
Shri 8. N. Mishra’'s belated clarifi-
cation, However, I would only say
that with this correction, Shri
S. N. Mishra's allegation regarding
my complicity also falls to pieces,

SOME HON, MEMBERS: How?

SHRI L. N. MISHRA: Mr, Speaker,
Sir, would you kindly permit me to
request Shri §. N. Msshra to make
one more correction? When I engur-
ed, Shri S. N. Mishraji gaid that
12N, that is, Note 12|N iz mentioned
in the charge-sheet, This iz not the
position, It is not in the charge-sheet

+ v« (Interruptions)

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
I have not said that, I will come to-
morrow,

SHRI L. N, MISHRA: ghri Atal
Bihari Vajpayeeji in a letter hag de-
sired me to clarify my note dated
23rg August, 1072 d TH-EX0e
mination of the matter with speed
ang submission of the fle to me by
the 30th,

PN
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Bir, my note of 23rd August, as
&ls0 the notings on pages 11 and 12,
now popularly known as 1IN and
12|N of the file to which Shri Vaj-
payee hus referred, relate, to my de-
cision fo contest the case in a Court
of law and obtaining the opinion of
the Ministry of Law.,.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
At the same time?

SHRI L. N. MISHRA: ...on the
legal aspects including discimination.
My note of 23rd August, 1872 called
for a speedy action only in the direc-
tion of contesting the case in a court
0f law and, not for speedy issue of
the licences @y alleged... (Interrup-
tionsg)

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Xou got
the cases withdrawn. Don’t tell u
lie. ...(Interruptions) I have prov-
ed it to the hilt, You got the cases
withdrawn. ... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Da-
mond Harbour): The order was given
on the previous day ... (Interrup-
tions) 1 have come to know. ...
{Interruptions)

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: There 1s
evidence of that in the charge-shect.

SHRI L. N. MISHRA: 23rd Augusi
13 the date when this memorandum
question wag not brought. It was
brought in November end, three
monihg later. My notings have noth-
ing to do with the memorandum and
this is August and that is for contest-
ing the case in the court of law. I
will come to the High Court judg-
ment also to which Shri 8. N, Mishra
hag referred yesterday.

Bir, now I will {ake up the allega-
tion made by Shri Madhu Limayej
and Shri 8. N. Mishraji that the
pending writ petitions were With-
drawn from the cowrt on a compro-
mise basis,

Sir, as far as I remember, I issued
no orders an gave no consent at
any gtage for setthng the case on a
compromise basis either within or
outtide the Court, (Interruptions)
After this allegation was made yes-
terday I have tried to ascertain the
position, My information is that no
offer at any stage for the compromise
was made by the Mimnistry of Foreign
Trade in respect of these writ peti-
tions I have ascertained and on that
basis I am speaking, I take full res-
ponsibility for that,

Mr, Speaker, Sir, my complcity in
the matter was again alleged. I deny
this allegation with all the emphasis
at my command. The charge.sheet
mentiong as to who entereq wmnto a
criminal conspiracy during the period
March, 1871 to July 1974 for com-
mitting certain offences. My conduct
end actiong during the pendency of
the conspiracy has been totally
opposed to the objectives set for by
the alleged conspirators. Shri Tul-
mohan Ram had made at least two
representations to me during the
pendency of the conspiracy. These
representations were rejected under
my instructions,

1 totally refute all allegations made
regarding my complicity or any per-
sonal or special interest in the mat-
ter as alleged. Now I hope the re-
levant papers would be seen by some
of my friends in the Opposition in
response to Government's offer May
I request them to have a little pa-
tience and not to take recourse 1o
prejudiced surmises,

My colleague the Commerce Minister

has already made a statement in this
august House on 9.9.1874 explainng
the circumstances in which the deci-
sion to issue these licences wag taken
long after I left the Minustry of Fore-
ign Trade (Interruptions).

To sum up, Sir, the' issue under
discussion has been the breach of pri-
vilege of the House arising out of my
statement in Lok Sabha on 28th
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August, 1974. My statement was
made specifically to refute two alle-
gations and 1 had said (1) that the
licences in question were not jssued
during my period in the Foreign
Trade Ministry nor had I passed order
to this effect and (2) that I had noth-

ing to do with the forging of the .

Memorandum, 1 stand by that state-
ment,

Both these points gtand fully vin-
dicated, I submut, Sir, 1 cannot
therefore be responsible for misleding
the House in any manner whatsoever.

I have always held this House in
the highest esteem. Nothing can be
remote from my mind than mslead-
ing the House on any issue. I repeat,
Sir, that what I tolg the House on
28th August, 1974 in the form of per-
sonal explanation is factually correct
and 1s 1n no way in conflict with the
contents of the charge-sheet a3 allow-
ed.

MR. SPEAKER: What 15 the posi-
tion about the officers noting as 1if
they are directions from the Mims-
ter,

SHRI L. N. MISHRA: So far as
11N and 12|N are concerned I have
mentioned that they have been done
under my direction but to contest in
the court of law and to obtain legal
opinion. These two notes were
written under my direction by the
Special Assistant or perhaps some
other officer—] do not remember his
name—to contesting in the court of
law. (Interruptions)

One thing, Sir, about the issug of
licences, 1 have nothing to do as 1
left the Minstry.

oft wrwt gl arodat @ 5 vy
w1 W7z few wwa oy mar-9 & qu-~
wifod ? ax wrorfiz o wmr )
SHRI L. N. MISHRA: So far as

noting is concerned, 1 cannot run
away frogg the responsibility, I have
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saild 11|N and 12|N notes have been
written by me. As regards 5th it
has been specifically andwered .in
my earlier statement. (Interrup-
tions)

1 want to be heard. There has been
three to four days debate. Can't 1
get five minutes of thig House? I am
a Member of this House for the last
20 years. ] have a right to be heard
and I want justice from this House.

As stated, Sir on 28th two things
were saxd: No, (1) That [ issued the
licences; and (2) I forged the me-
morandum, I did not issue the licen-
ces and did not pass the order. Prof.
Chattopadhyaya has accepted that he
has 1ssued the licences and not me.
As regards forging the memorandum
it iz clear in the charge-sheet that
Shr; Tulmohan Ram and Yogendra
Jha forged false signatures. There.
fore, these two things are clear. I
«m nut responsibie.

About official noling, that 15, 1I'N
and 12/N they are under my direction,
tInteriuptions)

If you want to know more aboyt
5th, I wili suy I ceased to be a Mi-
nister. On the 5th mornming 1 became
Railway Minister. Therefore, what-
ever happens after 1 left the Minis-
try 1 cannot be held responsible,

MR. SPEAKER: We had enough of
it—not once but twice. 1 am not
allowing any point of order. No more
statement.

it wee fagr®t arodd - wezer o,
g1 suazqr | 9w )y 9 famme, WY
oE & W go vt 5 famm & o @
ag $O W17 FET 47 AR WA §Y Wi
g WL ... (WAYW)

qww W W § A ey 6
wyreqT 1 WA 74 |

oft srw fagrdy wredvadt : o
w7 ¥ 97w @ §, wrere afordy
sTRE)
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Whatever it be, 1t 18 closed.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
Kindly Lear me Your office 15 -
volved (Interruptions)

MP SFEAKER From Shri Shyam-
nandan Mwhra Shri L N Mishra
himself required a clanfication

(Interruptions)

MR SPEAKER Order please The
matter 15 now closed Not only once
or twite but thrice poinis of order
were raised and .o I am sorry 1
have closed 1t

(Interruptions)

MR SPEAKER Order please Ail
ot you kindly st down I have heard
~—not once but twice or thrice The
matter 1» now closed Kindly lsten
to me You know what 15 the posi-
tion Why do you get up?

So far chances wei¢ given—not
onte or twice but thrice  There
+hould be an end to it Now Shn
Shyamnandan Mishra has conveyed
to me No more pomnts of grder
They were alrcady allowed Now,
Shr: Mishra wants to ask something
about the proceedings He can just
confine himself about the proceedings
He can ask questions about thet
But, no pomnts of order please It
15 now closed

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU sSir 1
rise on a matter of protedure

MR SPEAKER This 15 too much
He wants to ask questions about the
proceedings which the Secretary-Ge-
neral has conveyed He 15 only con-
fining himself to the proceedings
Let him ask questions about the
tape,

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
Sir, the hon Minister has sad—he
had repeeted it--and he had emrher

also mentioned m his statement abcut
my reference to his note (Interrup-
tions)

SHRI K P UNNIKRSHNAN
(Badagara) 1If he 15 allowed, then I
must also be permutted

MR SPEAKER I have allowed him
to ask questions about the proceedings
in the tape, the Secretary-General
conveys that he wants to ask ques-
tions about that

SHRI C M STEPHEN (Muvathu-

puzha) Let him confine himself to
the proceedings only

(Interruptions)

MR SPEAKER May 1 reguest
you that we hear him so that he will

conciude jn two munutes Kindly do
nut interrapt him

SHRI sHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
Sir the hon Minist¢r has put t 1r
my mouth that [ had wa:d on an ear-
lier date that the minute, which he
hag recorded on a relevant file re-
lated to0 23rd November 1872 I had
according to him mentioned the date
23 11-72 and not 23 8 72 That 1s
the mam pont (Interruptions)
Why don't you hear me coolly” Sir,
I had submitteq vesterday that th.s
confusion might have occurred in the
mind of the reporter

SHRIL N MISHRA What about
Press?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
I am coming to that Becawse 231d
November happens to be the day on
which hon Member Shr1 Tulmohan
Ram was closetted with the hon
Minister of Commerce (Interrup-
twons)

SHRIC M STEPHEN Sir on &
point of order We want to under-
stand you conectly

MR SPEAKER I am not sllowmg
any pomnt of order 1 will just hear
him XNo peints of order, Let me
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make it clear. I am not going to allow
any points of order. If Mr. Mishra
wantz to make any statement about
the proceedings, that will be done.
No points of order. I am not allow-

ng.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
I really do not know why these peo-
ple take objection to this when 1t is
mentioned in the charge-sheet, that
#n meeting the Minister on 23.11.72,
he said that it had been despatched
to CCIE--what it did say? To examine
and put up the matter early. I was
submitting that there might be &
confusion in the minds of the reporter
‘that 23rd was also the date to which
1 was referring, but that date happen-
«d to be in the month of August. So,
there might be a slight confusion 1n
the minds of the reporter, and accord-
ing. .. (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: I am not aliow-
ing any points of order, Please sit
down.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA-
Sir, can they behave like schoolboys?
Certalsly, we are in our own rights.
I am being interrupted so many times
You do not take objection to these
people behaving like this?

MR. SPEAKER: I have not allow-
ed them.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA-
Sir, then there had been # mixing
of the para. But even so, I gub-
mitted to you yesterday that I had
heard the tapes and the tape docs in-
clude a sentence which had been left
out in the reporting that this was
on 23,8.72.

Now I would agk you to have the
tape pleyed here,
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SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Have
You heard the tapet °

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Yes, 1 have,

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Thig is a
very serious matter, ., {Interrup-
tions) .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
You kindly ask your Additional Se-
cretary, With his kindness, it was
possible for me to hear the tape.
The tape does include this sentence
that this was on 23-8-72,

Secondly. I had also made a sub-
mission to you that twice in the same
speech of mine the date 23-8-72 oc-
curred. I had mentioned that the
hon. Minister had recorded his note
Which was right in keeping with the
note that wag recorded on 5 February
1973. There wag only a change of a
word here ang a word there. Other-
wise, the two notes were almost iden-
tical

Let me say very clearly that your
reporter also has not done me in-
Justice to the extent because even
on that date he did mention 23.8-72
two times. And the hon., Minister
should have read the entire speech
of mine and then he would have come
to a dufferent conclusion, But if he
did not persuade himself to do that,
he should have hearg me carefully
yesterday when I said that the tape
does include that sentence then and
there,

MR. SPEAKER: You mentioned it
very clearly,

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
I made a mention of it yesterday,
and even then confusion is sought to
be created,

SHRI L. N. MISHRA: No, No
(Interruptions) .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
He hag done a further misrepresen-
tatlon (Interruptions).
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MR. SPBAKER: It iz all closed
now,

oty forrd : AT sqaT w7 A
t & wr(fedem WAt § )

e agey o YL

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Under
what rule are you preventing me?

MR, SPEAKER: This is not a
continuing process, This is the thurd
or fourth time you are getting up.
No points of order. I have heard
enough.

ot wrw fagrd IR : W 7
AILATT T GFT AT G AT TEY B
AT ATAT T X9 AT W I3 A
)

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Why no
point of order? Under what rule are
you preventing me?

MR SPEAKER: I gave enough
«chances to all. This 13 a never-end.
ing debate.

%S AT AT TR TR WL

MR. SPEAKER., No; no more
pointg of order,

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: You are
violating the procedure. I am on g
point of order.

SHRI PILOO MODY' There is
nothing in the rules under which you
can prevent it.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: You are
violating the procedure. ]

“MR. SPERAKER: This is only to
waste the time of the House, I think
the points of order are just obstruc-
tions, Once, twice, thrice, four times
they are coming up. At this rate,
thig will make it endless debate, I am
not going to allow it,
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SHRI PILOO MODY: You can
change the procedure. But there is
nothung in the rules to support you.

MR, SPEAKER: I am not allowing
any more points of order,

oft e forsrd : waT  #Y Frdy
Taawt & gepaTT S9AY q0fEy 1 3Ty A
are famsy #Y qred §, fraet ®) 7@lw
&qTqT A

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No, no.

MR. SPEAKER: No more points
of order. (Interruptions)

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Is it proper for the Minster to refer
to the press report and compare it
with the record here when I made
a clear statement yesterday that the
tape does include it? The hon. Mi-
nister referred to the press having
heard it. Is it proper for him to do
so after 1 made a clear statement
saying that the tape does include it?
The main thing is whether he denes
having recordeq that minute on that
date. What does he say about it? Let
him say. Does he deny having record-
ed it on that day? (Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Pranab Ku-
mar Mukher)ee,

12.58 hrs
PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

PArTS X Anp XI or Reeorr o Comp-

TROLLECR AND AUDITOR (GENERAL OF

INpIA FOR  1870-71-—UN1ON GOVERN-
MENT (COMMERCIAL)

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE
(SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHER-
JEE): I beg 1o lay on the Table a
copy of the following parts (Hindi
version) of the Report of the Com-

| « ptroller and Auditor General of India



