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SHRI SWARAN SINGH : It is not
a fact that we learnt about this enly when
this call attention notice was admitted.
We knew it soon afier, sométime towards
the end of March ; I cannot at the present
morent give the exact date.

About the second question, I havé ao
information that the Nepal authorities
did not permit the object to be photo-
graphed in WNepal. We mist, however,
bear this in mind that it will be entirely
for the Nepal Government to decide as
to whether they would permit aaybody to
photograph this er net or waat information
they would liked to give. 1 would make
atl appeal to h6n. meinbers that we should
not discuss it hére openly bdeciuse we
should respect the national sovereignty of
afiother countty.

&t vy fav@ © gw @ s Wi
w@Y e % wfes § ark & wyr
TRE?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : You cannot
compel them to permit us or any other
country to photograph this thing. Just
ax, 1 have o hesitation in sayipg, certain
perts of multi-stage rockets and in fact
material cjected by certain satellites have

graph them, whether they are friendly or
afe opposed to ©s. So each country
decides for itself as to what it should do.

ot o foodt © gE¥ gEl AW A
o Y & & ug A v § v fee
am &t g @ TS ar Agi 1 § aY a9y
aAETY AW @ e e §
AR Y IJEF qEANL &=F FY oA-
SAANTE ag giara a0 &
a9 FAFR AT GG )

MR. SPEAKER : He got the infot-
mation by the end of March.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : About the
other question as to whether this was a
multi:stage rocket being fired from
Sinkiang to the Bay of Bengal, ] have
already said in the main statement that
the material at ptresent available is fiot
conclusive emough to give an opinion one
way or the other.

st Ay fang : &7 ag g @1 &
N & 1O e 9T &7 947 qgy s
31y TreT o7 <@ & forad fr ogod ard
¥ g ot W@ 1 gad Ay ¥ gAwy q-
#18 @AY fed 5 <A F war Srew
™ w®E

SHRI SWARAN SINGH :
information.

I have no

12.25 hrs.
RE : MOTION OF PRIVILEGE

MR. SPEAKER : Sometime ago, 1
made a mention of a privilege motion
given notice of by Shri A. B. Vajpayee.
But yesterday it was raised by Shri Madhu
Limaye —it was not raised rather, it was
discussed for nearly an hour and a half.

SHRI NATH PAI (Rsjapus): Noj
giscyssed, o
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MR. SPEAKER: Whatever it is. What-
ever language you may use, that was what
happened. I wanted to hear the hon.
Member and 1 mentioned that I would
allow it to be discussed today. I
would like to hear from the hon. Member
and then from Government and then take
a decision. Inspite of the fact that | hed
said that I would take it up today, it was
raised again at 2 P. M. But having com-
mitted myself, I would like now te hear
Shri Vajpayee about the privilege motion.

SHR{ K. NARAYANA RAO (Bobbili):
On a poipt of order. About the admissis
bility of the motion.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 have pot admitted
anything. 1 just wanted to hear the hon.
Member.

SHRI P.G. SEN (Purnea): On a
point of clarification. What urgency was
there for $hri Madbu Limaye to raise this

matier ond quote from documents
yesterday ?
MR. SPEAKER : 1 myself have

regretted it. You have heard me. What

else shouid I do ?

SHRI P. G. SEN: He was quoting
s0 many rules when he was actually
violatipg the rules.

MR. SPEAKER : What dees he want
me to do ?

- As regards Shri Narayana Rao, is he
rising to a point of order against Shri
Vajpayee getting up ? There is nothing
before the House now. I have asked him
to explain.

SHRI K NARAYANA RAO: Itis
not in connection with the privilege
motio ? We are scized of the matter.
1 am rising 10 a ppint of order on whether
any privilege motion can be raised at all.

MR. SPEAKER : No privilege motign
can be raised ?

SHRI1 K. NARAYANA RAO : In this
particular context, this cannot be raised.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 muyst hear what
the context is. 1 have not heard bim.

VAISAREA 20, 1609 (S4K4)
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Whether Shri Madhu Limaye might
have said is not relevant to that. 1 want

to hear from Shri Vajpayee what his
privilege motion is. Later I may allow it
or may ot allpw it or do gnything.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : I agree
with you.

MR. SPEAKER : After he explains,
he can suy whether it is relevaut or no.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : Notice
of it was given already. We know the
subject-matier. A privilege motion has
been brought forward on the same supject
matter which was disposed eof.

if you say my approach is wregg, 1 am
prepared to sit dows.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 thought I should
hear bjm. Then he cap argye for half an
hour.

o e Gt WY (3R
woy wgicy, & www wnd g fE
ur qR wg fAwmifewy & swE
A & Wy W @ I9E WG
aer e forr & 8 seIm WY
gmest A AT Fgagaa §
agafy wgma W arfes fear a1 afeT
ma & oot sy § woR 79 we
N afcfir § wgrw TgET §, @A &
T G TEA AT A IT-TWA A
W 5Y Yo ¥ &Y & qET g7

AT

qeq AT, AR TW g
28 wead #1 39 "9 § NRIR g0
a9F g segd @R ¥ feg wfa-
g & weqra a3 99t g€ ofF | w7 foready
¥ arg gy 94t weg & AR A gd 41
¥5g § grawa A sqrarfusww & N Frfa
fear & sa mrerE 1€ 9 e g
st 7 oo ¥ gu, v vl & ww oy
g, waw wft, SO ye waft W g
aefy & £ f T ¥ &\ W o awen
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#t feam & @19 @’A ¥ AW I9q
FEAT AfeT g Fw & ey H
£ FgAT g § i w9y ¥ "t
=@ ¥ fag & ofamwese < ffa
qrfeearT 1 € o1 @Y & 99 sa7 AT
#faal & oo ¥ e fRar 9 T
ol ¥ Fgrar f5 W @ afveaE
1 fear o <@ &, § @ 99 =@ §
ar T & Jar a1 5 @R Jami A R
TEEN ¥ IT TATH Y AT AT | SR
mAsgafrsgd a} § goa
ATHAT GF GFFT ATAAT 9T, HIEE-WTELA
¥ ar, fruiy gar faeg @ T &, Ww
Iy A ¥ faarg gAR e S W7
aft ¥ 9q g AR X wgroar R ot
i on Y & 9EF 9 R g G AW
g =aifs ag gfw gard o AfeT gw a=T
¥ 7% g7 § safwd gn Fvg ~wfew
& frgdg A gAY Aff 2 awa € o
¥ fAadt gt wier yurw wet F A
AAr | I7 GAY @I GT I T
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T ¥ F7g FT AHAT  HTAT, ARG AEAT

9 F wHEE ¥ g A7 I9F 18, 99 I
FEHI TAqH G, AT I 755 § ARA
# gETQ IFRA Y, 99 H oF f A
TR s & qu Feg gATor §, Sf9E
q, FIFF AR T ¥ FfFT arfeear
JaSE 39 9T AMTHIT FIF AR qTey
TS der F@T AT TR A I
wer o1 ff @~g & A § A gfw v
faarg @€Y &, =9 @A a7 A E ok
FEETQ FFFATAT A WY WA IHT 9T T
a@ # Qgwar @ f§ Feg R yfa
AT AR g A wfe awT gaw
I F Mfgw ;)

Afpr waw W, et & g
N ¥ uF i, = fw g anf
gra s A 7§ fe @mT R gam §
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AT FIHX F AR Y A7 gAEA00
zifgw fear T sk 99 E@EIW A
N g7 wgr @ g, Ak 9§ /9 A 0y
IR A Q9 Y §9 AN FT HE FRU
T e @ 3 @ owe Qg
I A A, IT WETA qAY A AR I
Tl § Fog ) feafa & aR §, W
T Frg a9 AR A, TG A, 59
3T A -G F AR fRT R
I et # fguar &, =N areafa-
AT S ¥FE FW § FHR fFar § A}
Wi 3 e ¥, @agT s fRwfe-
F & JoauT F Q9T §

T W oy ot wy fomy oY § &<
FR g1 arfad 6 1 gae-TN FT OF
fewar agr a1 & S¥ QgTaT TIGAT £
FT SR F 6 A, T4 QT @R
N g @wK, F AR d dar
AB-T1AT qrfEet far s awar € 7 W)
oY a8l ar wrfgy ar ag fFar @ §
AR A fIeaerd § 98 IR a9 g
gEdt &1 T Y ag wnfgd 9r fF @
gARATT qifEe F & fAy @ g
N aY ¥ ger fzar wnar, ag @59 3@
@ § afazaE 9 F@r 1 gW @
TFX &Y fasar FeAT g9 ¥ AfET W
¥ gorad 79 D ey gww faderfe-
FT Y& A9 F1 AU AW qIAA1§ |

gat s #Y ke W97 § Far aqr a1
fe gardy qfw aifeear &1 & o W@
ag g &1 37 faar FgA @y 7 @
qFaT §, Wr fa¥y dfqe ¥ dois
FET FE€QA §, ¥R faqr  FEE s
g T w9 w1 @ 2 foad w A AT o
R adt & 1| TERrd w5 awT O
a1 fi§ aTFIT w5 ¥ Frdy * wraifag
A ¥ fa¥ 9 AR dfar F i
N 1 fadaw dag § o AET av-
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1T X Yy Ag fFaT ) o 919 9T AT
A F Ay AT T R T R E, vF
Ty Y foard & fa9¥ 3w & feal & ara
faaare fFaT o @I &1 WA AW
T a1 T EEE-AWT WIW T F9G
¥ guar av afad FT Wr e | weaw
wew, & 3g.q FIar §

It is also denied that the territory
which the Tribunal has held to lie on
the Pakistan side of the alignment of
the boundry belonged to Kutch
District - of Gujrat State under the
Bombay Reorganisation Act, 1960 or
that it was recognised as Indian terri-
tory by the Constitution of India.

oY yf g ¥ @ § 98 gurd @l A, ag
w0 gy agl Y, wafey yfa ]| &
ga@ g 21 gw 39§ w fw A
Faifiag $T W@ § | FAT THT WA, I9
T g A g3 9H) @ 9 I §
fa X geRedl F1 F1S INEIG AGT &, FAT
Tg EAF-ATEI, TF qF F T FIHT-
o & @} et ¥ faers A & Al A
77 eaw-Arar WA Fv feafa F1 famed
qreT A8 & ? 7Y 7€) s fag g i
¥ aq e W@em ¥ wOw H@A), S
SO WA ST gg Ay ¥ 3wl H
garen fear a7 A @ §HQ Uinsfae
¥ gawT W w@E RAarm@r g w9
TeY wIaF &1 IGY IW AT F WY
gw fgy wR @ g A foafa &
TR # weiRar ¥ AR F@ f i
ge g wifgd | ag fRw "wrem &
ufewra § s fadw AT ww A
FOAL ) B F AR TE THA HT
gae 3 gy ufnefae § v mav §

In reply to para 2 of the petition, I
say that the statement purported to have
been made by the hon’ble Union Home
Minister is not material to the issue.
It is denied that a very important part

of territory or any territory of India is
being given to Pakistan and that too
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for fear of war” A mistaken claim to
territory which was in the adverse posse-
ssion of India does not have the affect
of converting such territory into terri-
tory of Ind’a and demacration of the
real boundry does not amount to
cession of territory.

AWAM AT @ E F AR g g @
ag aeqa § qifewE Y yfa 6 6
TW qgi JAILEAT oot IHA 73 F | -
Wae #1 gEW G waTA WA, ITAAH
7 F gwedl A F g1 d e 9@
FT§ -

The statements purported to have
been made by the Prime Minister of-
India are equally not material to the
main issue. It is denied that any part
of the territory of India is being given
to Pakistan simply on the “false hope
of improvement of relations with
Pakistan”. The statement purported
to have been made by the Deputy-
Prime Minister of India is also not
material to the main issue. It is
denied that the Union of India has
taken any decision to transfer the terri-
tory of India which is recognised by
Indian Constitution as Indian Territory,

oA AZIRT, I R 4.,

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO: Ona
point of order. There is the rule 338
which says that a motion shall not raise a
question substantially identical with one on
which the House has given a decision in
the same session. The other day you were
pleased to defer the issue about the motion
for future date the date being when
the High court decides om a particular
thing. In that motion, Sir, the issue in-
volved was this. I will put it in one
word. The question involved was whether
there was a discrepancy between what the
Government of India stated in Parliamens
and what the Government of
India stated in the affidavit in the high
court. That was the crux of the issue.
The question here also in this privilege
motion is similar and identical, the
question being once again whether there
was a discrepancy between what the
Government had stated in the House and
also what the affidavit has stated in the
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Delhi High Court. This means, the pri-
vilege issue cannot be raised now. Now,
the discussion on this would be out of
order. It should not be allowed further.

MR. SPEAKER : It is so simple now.
The affidavit copy, I said, can be laid on
the Table of the House. The speeches
made by the Minister and opposition
membere are public properties. They are
published. The affidavit and the speeches
made are public. They are not secret. It
is a public document and it can be in
the hands of anybody. After all the
speeches made here are public property
and the affidavit also. The affidavit also
was allowd to be laid on the Table of the
House. A comparative study by both
can be made. Here is a statement which
can be compared. Here is the affidavit
filed. How cao there be any objection?
We are not going into the decision of the
court. All right, will you please conclude
now?

st wew fagrd awRdE o e
G, UMY Y G Y § 99 w7 §
TVTE ST@T § | WY I AT AW FIA
¥ fa) 77 § ag geq #Y avafa  WROSF
7T fadmarfasre & syeam Iorar ag fedt
ot gaeq ¥ AfgeC A § | 9XHT ag A
gHT A FAY & fr faedy & grie)d
S gaer fear g § Sud A uw
IFI A A @& T T -
AT 7 A IT W@ AT AAT R 1 W
FA R W 4T 9T faI FW@ w1 R
wftec & e Far swa w90, 9T AW
wAY W qE TN T ATA-TH F T @A
S prag Far g ? oo ww #Y Igqa
fey § 99 AT X Ag W fawge
Tz 1 ot & fF Feg o feafw & R
jasgt e FAR AU @
qon % v TR A AW AT W
ara N &% FE) FEE & | I faw
Fg a1, I YYT LY M I
$U 7 @ § W TN ST 7Y AT
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W 1 ag feeet grimd & exwiT gra
afga fer gasTid ¥ swe & Tr fw
gaE T, ST g JoAft o g Wl
7g it @ agT & FaArarfaee ¥ I
97 & A9 ¥ 7 qger Y AT A}
9 qeq 1 gaT § fowrar Tar @Y ad
34 faq g9 7 AgITAr a9 A1OT
T wE s FEcEE I ¥ ag A
qAT fF AvEie ¥ uF W@I9 SAu g
o} 7g fF g 7o St ST-gw wT @
I@ & fgm @ EQ g9W AN fawe
Tt AT wEgN A & AT wQe A
Sl oll|

sl q% T 4TT ¥ §FY qEET N4
g f o <17 7 awariha § gew qard
ot q@ Y IR d8 g€ "R A 99 ax
1 3w fogumar a1, daz ¥ fgumar ar
R et gt &Y ¥ @ §Ee ¥ anmar
frar ar f& ¥ Ty smawr A€ g
AfFT w=g qr 9T 19656 ¥ wifreT ¥
gwar fear @@ o gAY W aw W
fgamar Tar 1 1300 ws T arfeearn
¥ Fex § A N a1@ N g ¥ fgarar
Tar 91 AR A F9g F @AY A
A F A A ¥ T AT mar €
oged AT & 7% §, Twa gHqr ¥ af
2 =t B e AAT @ A -
TH FT T F g fear mar g
safrr AU A & frdza @ e oo @
wgafa aim & gowa dfd e ag
aar fadrorfasre afafa & are qef
FT 94T AT AT §F AT W FT g WK
qrY #T 9 @Y aF | g

MR. SPEAKER : The law Minister.

SHRI NATHI PAJ :

We hope you
you will hear us also.

MR. SPEAKER : No, please,
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st wig foerd . wenw A, AW
seara § gafwg g8 o ma gfad,.

MR. SPEAKER : You have already
had your say. What is the use now?
You would have certainly got your time
to speak, but you have already had your
say.

stay foetd : 9 &% g5 T w0
... :

MR. SPEAKER : I will call all of
you when it comes for discussion. Now,
it is only a question of admissibility.
Only one will speak, and then 1 will have
the clarification from the Minister. -Later
on, I will take my time.

Rt e forwd  ww B FA g
& wgr a1 @ ae ) T Far Awhgh
W A § FAgg I foaz v
T 3y T FH L W9 IR W
Bliscl

MR. SPEAKER : I have heard you
yesterday, You did explain it in the
morning and then in the afternoon. You
have had your say. It is unresonable
that whenever you want to speak, you
must speak, and you necd not have the
Chair’s permission: No permission was
granted to you but then you have had
your say. If only you had waited till to-
day, you would have had the opportunity
now. But you have already spoken.
About an hour and odd was wasted yester-
day in the morning and also in the after-
noon.

st Ay fawg ;o ¥ wea faega
s 91 1 STeay 74 wgafa & arfey
W I YR gy AT wET™ wwT g
wafrg 4@ N s A g IfEe |

MR. SPEAKER : They were right
perhaps. When I take a decision, 1 will
give a chance to- all of you. Not now,
because if 1 allow you, then naturally, Mr.
Mukerjee is also awaiting.

off oy fomd 3 SEA HET R
gofed R Rt g wfgd | &3 Fw
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@17 =X faae & wr & A g o ¥
79 X fF ooy 34t A anfgga =

A g fear ) ¥ AL gewr Ay
foar a1 1| & 3w AT FT @r AT |
MR. SPEAKER : The rule is very

clear about it. One of them will explain.
Suppose dozen of them give notice, I am
not going to glve time for all of them.

=t vy fang : Ry Nfew fear @
IqHT A FA Y FH gT 4T AlEy 0 A7
s Aifew gL,

MR. SPEAKER : Hundreds of notices
may be there. But only one will explain.
See the rule and help me. [ only want to
follow the rule. Only one will explain.
When 1 take a decision and if I admit it,
all of you can speak. 1 have no objection.
1 only want to foliow the rules.

THE MINISTER OF LAW (SHRI
GOVINDA MENON) : Sir, [ am in full
agreement that this is a matter which is
very important; as you very rightly
referred to in your ruling yesterday, the
matter raised regarding the alleged discre-
pancy between the affidavit referred to and
the staiements made on behalf of the
Government, is indeed a very important
matter. It is for that reason that I
presume that you said yesterday in your
ruling that there should be a discussion.
That was the ruling. But you also said
that that discussion should take place
sometime later, and that is on account of
the sub judice rule which was referred to.
After all, all of us in this House should be
interested in preserving the rules regarding
sub judice and it is not for nothing in the
rules it has been provided that a matter
which is sub judice should not be discussed
in this House.

I said the other day that on the Ist
May the discussion before the High
Court of Delhi regarding this alleged
discrepancy took place, and the arguments
were closed on the Ist May and the court
has reserved judgment. Now, in the early
motion under rule 184, my friend Shri
Limaye wanted a verdict of this House that
this affidavit.is not approved by the Parlia-
meat. | pointed out, and you accepted
my point, that this is exactly the questiop
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which was discussed before the court, that
is to say, whether the court would approve
of that affidavit if in that writ case the
Government should win and the court
should accept the affidavit which was filed
on behalf of the Government.

If in that case the petitioners should
win and the court should be satisfied that
discrepancies which have beee pointed out
between the statements made by the Prime
Minister and other Ministers and the affi-
davit...

Re. Motion

MR. SPEAKER : The only point is
this. We shall not touch on what the
court will say. That I have already made
clear. The only point is, because there is
a discrepancy between the statements of
the Prime Minister and the affidavit, does
constitute breach of privilege ?

SHRI GOVINDA MENON : My hum-
ble submission is, it is not at all a matter
of privilege. There is a writ application
under article 226 of the Constitution.
There is no question of setting aside the
tribunal's award, because it is not under
the jurisdiction of the Delhi High Court.
Under article 226, the petitioners move
the High Court to persuade it to issue a
direction to the Government to do a
certain thing or not to do a certain thing.

SHRI SHRINIBAS MISRA (Cuttack) 3
On a point of order, Sir. He is objecting
~that a matter which is sub judice should
not be discussed. How can he make
observations on the matter whether the
High Court has jurisdiction or not ? It
is for the Court to decide.

SHRI. GOVINDA MENON : There
is no prayer to set aside the tribunal’s
award.

Certain legal agruments were advanced
before the court. For example, when an
Under Secretary of the Ministry of Exter-
nal Affairs said...

MR. SPEAKER : 1 thought he has
sald that on behalf of the Government not
in his individual capacity.

SHR1 GOVINDA MENON:: For the
purpose of deciding this matter, it is not
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necessary to refer to those things. 1 fail
to see’ how there can be a question of
privilege. Even if there is something
which the House wants to go into, I would
draw your attention to rule 352 which
applies to every matter. It says, a matter
which is pending decision before the court
should not be referred to in any speech
in this House. That would mean, even
a privilege motion cannot be discussed.
I therefore submit that you may be pleased
not to give consent to this motion. I
speak on the understanding that these
discussions are for enabling.you to come
to a conclusion whether consent should
be given or not. I speak on the presump-
tion that you are attempting to ascertain
from the facts of the motion whether con-
sent should be given or not. That is the
first step. Only after you give consent,
voting and other things follow. J submit
that consistent with the ruling which you
gave yesterday with respect to the motion
uader rule 184, no consent should be given.
How can there be a debate in this House
when rule 352 specifically says :
“A member while speaking shall not
refer to any matter of fact on which a
judicial decision is pending”.

MR. SPEAKER : On that aspect, 1
am very clear. The only point is, because
there is a discrepancy betweeén the state-
ment of the Prime Minister and the affi-
davit, which has been filed on behalf of
Government, does it constitute privilege ?

SHRI GOVINDA MENON :  All that
I would submit is, this is exactly the point
which was raised before the court, whether
the affidavit filed by the officer concerned
is weak or invalid because it is in variance
with what has been stated on bebalf of
Government in Parliament. I submit, there
have been long arguments before the court
on this matter. Therefore, this will come
under this. Nobody will be able to speak
in this House on this motion without
violating rule 352. That rule, therefore,
indic:.tes that on this motion of privilege
also you should follow what you have
been pleased to lay down in your ruling
yesterday. -

After all, assuming there is a breach of
privilege, what is it that is attempted. In
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a breach of privilege matter the House
soeks to either censure or reprimand or
punish the person who is guilty of a breach
of privilege. You said yesterday that the
discussion under rule 184 should await the
decision of the court. In the same way
there is absolutely nothing lost. Assum-
ing there is a breach of privilege, why
should it be discussed today ? A motion
can be made later (lInterruptions). There
is absolutely no use of derisive laughter in
this matter. I am also entitled like any
other hon. Member to put forward my
point of view, which accidentally happens
to be in keeping with law and what they
want to say is in violation of the law.
That is the only difference. Do not think
that speeches and submissions made could
be stopped by derisive laughter. That is
of no use. That is also a breach of pri-
vilege, breach of privilege of a Member to
speak in the House. I submit, therefore,
Sir, that there is absolutely no breach of
privilege involved and you should withhold
your consent to this motion.

=t 7y fowd : weaw WERT, W
a# Yefafafafd = gfd ) § Qo W
Fafiars AT WMOGE F I QA
famz & fad g7 Sfad

MR. SPEAKER : Not now. I am
not giving any decision now. If I allow
one or two minutes to one I will have to
allow the whole house to speak for one or
two minutes. I have heard both sides.
The whole House cannot help me in com-
ing to a decision. The rule clearly says
that one speech from each side may be
allowed and then the Chair must take a
decision. I will take legal advice outside
the Law Minister if necessary. As I
have said, I have heard both sides and I
will give my decision in the afternoon.

SHRI NATH PAI: Sir, when Shri
Vajpayee moved his motion and I stood
up to make my submission along with
some others you said : *“I will hear
each one of you”. The proceedings will
show that.

MR. SPEAKER : Not on this issue.
After it is admitted, ] said, I will bear each
ome of you. '

Papers Laid 3498

Here is some other important matter.
Shri Nath Pai has brought to my notice
that the Punjab High Court has held the
prorogation of the Punjab Assembly as
ultra vires. The Court must have given this
judgment now. We have only the tele-
printer message. Today being the last day
of this session I would like to hear the
Home Minister before we adjourn.
Sometime in the evening he may give
some information as to what happened,
whatever information is available to him.
Because, today is the last day of the
session ; otherwise, I would have given him
24 hours.

13 brs.

In the afternoon, of course, the none
official work is there. But, if necessary,
we will snatch away 30 minutes or 45
minutes from non-official time so that the
Home Minister may make his statement
and the other items can be taken up. I
hope the House will permit me to do that
because, today being the last day, we will
have to complete the statements etc. in the
evening itself. I would request him to
make his statement at about 6 or 6.30 p.m.
Now, papers to be laid on the Table.

13.04 brs.
PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

Audit Report on Revenue Receipts
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