
MAY 10 \9fj" 

[11ft ~ ~J 
~~tt ~~~~. 
~ ~~ Ifl<f ~ ~~ IfIt «fA 
~ ~etilft m 'ttl'!' t fit: -i! ~ ~ 
(ter ~.,..!' ~~ f.;rm ~ If1' ~ 
~ fIrt· '!'iT Iff ~ flI'tifIm: {Ij'fff'f .., 
~~ fif;~~f~~fR:1!;'t 
~. ~~ 'I1tt1ll'T~~.srW~ 
~~ ~ reit ~tfT~ ~ ~ ~ Ar ~ 
'Ifn'f ~ ~~ "fTtrT lI1t 'HT;n" ~m 
~? wflorq ~ wi.tT q!<fIf ~ 1Iil.~ 
IIl'm 1Ii'f ~ft ~~ fit; 1M ~ <mr t;ft;r 
~ J~T ~ ~ .~;n" !fI{m ffilf 
tr.fPT~ ~ f.t> ~ ~ if ~ m~ lfi't 
"', ~f'rI.1'T ~T .)( IIfT;:r~1;r ~? 'RT 

,,~ a~ iii! ~t~ lftfitrr ij; mT flI;~T "t 
wP 

8H!\1 SWARAN SINGH: It is not 
a· fact that we learnt about this "Diy whon 
this call attention notice was admitted. 
We knew it soon afier. IOmtlime tOwards 
the end of March; I cannot at lhe preseot 
moment gIve the eltlict date. 

About tile second questiort, I hilve no 
information that the Nepal authorities 
did oot permit the object to be photo-
gtapllell in NeJlal. We myst, however, 
bear this in mind that it will be entirely 
for the Nepal Government to decide as 
to whetller they would permit aIIybody 10 
pllowlraph tbis .. r nDt .. r WlUlt infol'lBati9B 
tbey would liked to give. i would make 
atl allpeal ttl hOn. melnlNln that we sbouid 
D9t dlsellsa it here opeDI,. beCIUH " 
sbould respect tI.e national sovereignty of 
another tOlilitty. 

-n ~ ~: ijlJ aT <IT~ IfTIf 
~ ~,~'f ~'t; qf1rm: if; m it ~ 
'f.\i'~ ~ ? 

SHRI SWARAN IilfoolOH: You cannot 
compel tbem to permit 118 or any otb.r 
country to pbotograpb tbis thiDi. Just 
a." I lIa.-e no hesitation in lay ill'. terml. 
perb af mlllti ... t .. e rock.t, and ill fact 
p;Ia\CrI~1 ~ject~4 by ~,rtail! aatellic" IIQv, 

beo dlacoverwd e\'e1I in Jlldia aDd •• 
never permit other countries to photo-
grallh them, wl1eth"r they are friendly or 
ate oppoeecl to liS. So ~b counlry 
decides ror itself as to what it should do. 

11ft ..,~: ~~ ~ hIT ~ 
.-m ~T ~ I ~ If{ ;r(Y ~T t f'li ~;:y
CfTl't ~T .-rTq ~ If'lIIT ~T I it at ~ 
<IT~ Ifttr ~T ~ fit; ffi m if; 
"'Ttff 1fiT ~T ~1 a~q'h 'ifm ..rt~
;;rn'fii:l<:1~1 ~ ~t~;r ~I It 
m~T'ftff~tl 

Mit. SPEAKER: He lot lbe Infor-
mation by the end of March. 

IHRI SWARAN SINOH: Aboyt the 
other question as to whether this was a 
Dlulti'lltage rocket beiDg Bred from 
Sink ling 10 tbe Bay of Bongal, I have 
alread) said in tbe main statement that 
the material at ptesent available is tlot 
~onclu5ive eDough to live an opinion one 
way or the other. 

-n ~ f",~ : it;ll:f~ ~ ~ fit; lflIT 
;lftlf iF fro ;lIn~ ~ \:~ ct~ -rr ;l:fl<:T 
~ -mn <IT ~ ~ f;;r«~ fit; ~lJt iiIt~ 
if ~ ~ ~_ I~" mit ~if1IiT >lfT;r-
~ ~;ft 'iiIt~ f'li ;ft;r ilr IfIfT I'f;~Tit 
'iiIt'f~~1 

SIfRI sWAI\AN SINGH: I bay. no 
information. 

RE : MOTION OF p~IVILeGE 

MR. SPEAKIlIt: Sometime a8o, I 
made a mention of a privilege Dlotion 
given notiCe of by Shrl A.!. Vnjpayee. 
But y .. tefda~ it was raised by Shri Madill! 
Limaye -it was not raised rath er, it was 
discussed fot neatly aD bour and a balr. 

SHill NATH PAl (Rai-purl; N"I 
\li~IIS~~~, 



MR. SPEAKER: Whatever it is. What-
e,,-r laqua .. YOII lIIay use. that "'"S ... hat 
happened. I wanled to hear tbe hon. 
Member and 1 meutittned that I would 
alJ_ it to be d¥cuascd today. I 
would like to hear from the hon. MeIDber 
and then from Government and thell take 
a decision. Inspile of the net tlaal l II ... 
said 1", I would take it UP todlly. it was 
raised again at 2 P. M. But having com-
mitted myself. I would Iik. new 18 hear 
Sbri Vajpayee aboll! the privikge lIlotWo. 

SHIH K. NARAYANA RAO (Sobbilil: 
On a poiO! of order. Abo\l1 the ~1!2i$Sj. 
bility of the motion. 

MR. $peAI{BR: I bav. IIOt ad.ttod 
anything. I just w.ant.ed 10 hear tbe bon. 
Member. 

SHRI P. G. SEN (Pumeal: On a 
point of clarification. What urgency was 
tbere for Shri Madbu Lim.ye to r.iJe U!.is 
mailer ond quote from documents 
yesterday 7 

MR. SPEAKER: myself have 
regretted it. You bave heard me. What 
eke .bollid 1 do ? 

SHRl P. G. SEN: He was quoting 
so many rule. when he WII' &etually 
vwlatiog the niles. 

MR. SPEAKER: What does be want 
me to do? 

As reprda Shri Narayana Rao. is h. 
rising to a point of order against Sbri 
Vfljpayee gettieg up? TIIerc il II!I'tllipg 
before tbe HOllie now. I have as.tcd bjlJl 
to explain. 

SHRl K NARAYANA RAO: It is 
not in connection wltb the privilege 
moti(ltl? We are seiJed of tb, m,a«.er. 
1 am risins 10 a ppjnt of prdcr on wbether 
any 'privilege mGlion can be railed at all. 

MR. SPEAKER; No privilege motiqn 
can be niaed ? 

SHRI K. NARA. Y ANA RAO: In t/lil 
plrtleular cont~xt. this cannot be ratse/!. 

MR. !WEAKER: I mll.1 i!t!lf w!!it 
tbe context is. 1 bave nOt beard blm. 

(ljP,MJe,e 

Whether $bri Madbu LiBla~~ might 
b411~ said is not Il:levaJ!.l to lbal. I walll 
to bear from Shri Vajpayee what his 
privilege motion il. Later I IIlIlY a!1ow il 
or lJIay ROI allow it ()f 40 iDYI!!i"s. 

SHIU K. NARAYANA RAO : I agree 
with YOII. 

MR. SPEAKI!It: Afler he explains, 
be 1: ... U1 wbeth,r it is relevant or nO. 

SHJH K. NARAYANA RAO: Notice 
of it was given alread,.. We know the 
S~"_'IDIU", A privil"ie f'!OtWlI ~ 
been brolljlht forward on tbe same supject 
ma~r wbich was disposed ef. 

If YOII ...,. lilY approach i .... r9lll, I am 
Pt.,arld t.Q liit !iQwn, 

MR. SPI!AKI!R: I thought I sheuld 
hQllr mOl. Twn be Call ar&Jje for half "JI 
hour. 
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~Iff miff lfWA JI'Ift • n-sr.!'!' ~ .. 
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~'I 
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~ f;nffll" '!?t 'gif1ffi ~1 ~ ~ ~ I ~ 
ij- firm ~ ~'lT SlOTA +i<'iT it ~ 
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\'ifT ~ ifll1iamr if ~ ll"T ~ 'IT~, '3fif or;r 
~1 sr<reiT m, ;jjif '3fif ~ ~ ;rT+t~ 

if ~T lfifiWif~, ~ if ~ ~T ifTCf 

~ ~ flI; 'fU ~ ~~T~, «1'Wi;r 
ij-, ~iif ij- !IIh: ~ ij-~ 'ITf~ 
~~ '3'« 'l"~ "fflA;r~ ~iF ~IfT~ ~ 

~ q~T ~T ...-r~'rT ~ J mffi Gil it 
~T 'fT flI; ~ iF +tT~ if lIftf Wlf ~ 
fiI"m: ~1~, ~ m;rT Cf1f ~ ~ !IIh: 
~ lfifiR'lHIT it ~ ~Ifll" ~ 'l"~ ~1 
;rnr '!?t <it~~ll"T 'fT flI; ~ ~ Wlf 
~wU ~ !liR ~ ~rtt ~ ... ~ ~ 
if'ifiit'lft ~~ 'lft ~ I 

~if ~ ~~, fffiit ~ ~ 
'!?ti if IJ;'F ;rr1Tfu;, gjT fuq ~ ~f 
mr r:m ..;t 'Ii fu" <tfuA ~ ~ if 

lIn:cr ~~ ~ "f~ ~ '3!T ~;rT 
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IIil1: ~ i1;m ~T fiI;m I t% 'fI'f 'R <rm 
mrit ~ ftoIit ~if; 'fI'f fiI;it <iii "<%: ~, ~~ 
~T 'lit f~ ~ ftoIit ~ ~ fl'!ffI it ~N 
~~ fil;lfT <iii ~T ~ I lTrn' ~m~ 
iJ'l fil;lfT ~T ~"f<Ii-ilTln Vlur 'lit ~ 
it il,m:fT <T<: mNff ~ <:i[T ~ I O;{6lT&T 

Itil.T<:lf, 1t '3~. ff ~"T ~ 
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 (lujrat State under the 
Bombay Reorganisation Act, 1960 or 
that it was recognised as Indian terri· 
tory by Ihe Constitution of India. 

IiTT W'f il.lf ~ <:~ ~ <Til: il,'fT<:T iI~ "fT, <T~ 
'Flit il,'fRT illl:T "fT, ~f¥r ~ ~ if;T 
~T\'T ili[T ~ I ~'f;;~ 'liT~ f.R!.i'lf 'f.t 
!fiT!f\f</fff ~ "<%: ~ I 'l'1fT ~iI 'I'<'!fT, ;;q 

~iI 'f<'!fT O;{R: 'l~ If'!fT mT ~~ ~;;:iI it 
~ qit <T'ffiOlfT 'Ii'r 'Iit~ q<:/fTIl: ~T~, 'l'1fT 

lfll: 1l:"f<Ii-ilI'lT, mliT ffif; ~ ~'U' SfCT'ffiT-

~ it m't 00 ~ R;r.:rT'l1 ilil.T ~ ~ "fllT 

lfil. ~'l1-<iT1lT ~ It>'T ft:"ffu 'lit ~ 
'ffiIT iI~ ~ ? ~ i!il.T .. ft fu<T pr<: ~ 
it ~T fu: itfuriI it ~liTii +i'ft, ;;q 
~'EITif If'JIT O;{R: Ill>. If'JIT ~ 'f'ffiOlfT if;T 
il.'ffiIT f<:lfT "fT O;{R: ~ ~<:'fil-U ~~flic 
it ;;;pr;y '1ft \iT<TTiI' f/{lfT fT!fT ~ I \iT<TTiI' 

~ "lTlfl1i~1 ~i:t ~~ ~<:i!It>'T~ 
~ilT 'ifTfl>.~ 'R'R: ~~ ~<:if;T<: It>'T ft:vmf ~ 
;rTt it lJ~ffT i:t f.f;m: ~ aft ~ 
~ Il:Ti!T 'ifT~ I lf~ F«~ +i'J!r<'flf ~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~1<'J'lf '!NT'f +i'!f1 
it; ~ff ~ I t% ~ il'r;;: t% <T'ffiO!f if;T 

Il:'ffiIT ~ rt ~~flic it ~ ~T ~ : 

In reply to para 2 of the petition, I 
say that the statement purported to have 
been made by Ihe hon'ble Union HolDe 
Minister i8 not material to the issue. 
It is denied that a very important port 
of territory or any territory of India is 
beina aiven to Pakistan and that too 

for fear of war" A mistaken claim to 
territory which was in the adYerse posse· 
ssion of Indio does not have the affecl 
of converting such territory ioto terri-
tory of lnd:a and demaeration of the 
real boundry does not amount to 
cession of territory. 

lfi[ 'fAT <iii <:il.T ~ f'l'>" ~ W'f ~ 11ft 
<fil. C(Tf(fq it 'fI~ It>'T W'f "fT m.: 
il,'f /fil.i' \iT<Rf;fT !fiO\iTT ",,'flit ~ is it I ~fil;

~ if;T ~«u hr ~i! If'!ift, ;;q ~1fA' 

'f<'!fr il; /f'ffiOq1 ~ <Tr~ if ~ I it fil;<: ~.ff 
~ffT t : 

Tbe statements purported to bave 
been made b) the Prime Minister of-
India are equally not material to tbe 
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 witb 
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 dedsion to transfer the terri-
tory of India which is reoognised by 
Indian Constitution as Indian Territory, 

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO: On a 
point of order. Tbere 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 tbe motion 
for future date the date being when 
the Higb court decides on a particular 
thing. In that molion, Sir, tbe issue in. 
volved was this. I will put it in one 
word. The question involved was wbether 
there was a discrepancy between what the 
Government of India stated in Parliament 
and what the Government of 
India stated in the affidavit in the hiah 
court. That was the crux of the iSllle. 
The question bere also in this privilege 
motion is similar and identical, the 
question being once aaain whetber tbere 
was a discrepancy between what the 
Government had stated in tbe House and 
also wbat the affidavit has stated in the 



'-e. !rIotioll 

[Shri K. Narayana Rao) 

Delhi High Court. This meaDS, the pri-
vilege issue canDot be raised now. N.,w, 
the disoussion 00 this would be out of 
order. It should not be allowed further. 

MR. SPEAKER: It is so simple now. 
The alfidavit copy. I said, caD be laid on 
tho 'Table of the House. The speeches 
made by the MiDister aDd opposition 
member. are public properties. They arc 
published. The affidavit and the speech. 
made are public. They are not secret. It 
is • public documeot and it caD 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 60 the Table of the 
House. A comparative study by both 
can be made. Here is a statement which 
can be compared. Here is tbe affidavit 
flied. How caD there be aoy objection? 
We are n6t gOiDg iDto the decisioD of the 
ooUtt. All right, will you piease conclude 
now'! 

~~~~: ~~ 
~~If, mtf.\" ..r Oll'llf'lT lI'T ~ ,,« lliT it 
t'IfttRf IR6T ~ I ~ ~ 1fT 1I'm!J ~ 
it r.nt trit ~ ~ ~ '1ft ~ ~ qR ~ 
~ fm~ 'liT SffiIT!{ \1m'T lfl! fi!;m 
~ iimIf iii QN'li1'1: if ~ I ~'IiT~ l:Il ~ 
(iIi1<: if~ 'R''lT ~ flI;~.rr it; ¢'I;)€ it 
III ~ f«r iflfT ~ ~ ~ liT~T ~ 
\!,\~~ 'IlT f.f;it IlrT ~ ~ I ~ 'fU ~
if1l'rf 'Ii<'f ?:i<'f 'f~ ~ fll'lH IfIlT ~ I ~« 
~;it ~ -mr ~ f~;m: m 'liT ~T 
~ ~ f'li 'fIfT lf1fT;r Ii'fr, \1'l' lf1fTif 

II'lIi\" m Ill[ ~ il''ilFf-~ ~ ~ ~ 
;it Tfl:Ti'! flI;!fr ~? ;;ft ~ ffiit "'~ 6 
fa. M mlfT~ ~If~~ ~ 
~~~~~ 'Ii'i~~ft:trmit;m 

it.m:~~R iFm if"'~~ 
~ ~ qrtfln~ ~~~ ~ 
mritoN~1~itl ~mrit 

~ 'IT, ~ ~'i[ ~ ~ 'IT I ~ 
~ ~:i;~ ~ Ifh;'i'f~ 'liW ~ m 

~~T ~ I Iii! fW'ft ~i it ~~ mr 
lI'fml'f f'liit ~ifTit ~ '5I"fi'e ~ tT'IlT ~ 
'Sl"TTif >i'liT, ,,'f 'Sl"Trif Ii'lft 'lR Ili[ ~ 

~ <.ft;if ~ ~"it; ~"'<m: it; m-
'EJ';r it; ~~ ~ I lfl! 'f~ ~T 1I'rI;r ~ ~ 
'>fiT Cft:q' '1>'T liTlI'if ~ f~~T 'flIT ~ I '11fr 
~ fll'if 'Sl"TFf #;ft lf~lI'q'T ~T ifTu;;r l[T 
IfIfT '>fiT o.ft 'fi;ro;rT<'f ~ i!t ~ !q'f1:T'f 

\'fI'[f1fT f'li ifT1T"'~ it ~ ~;;r '3'Cf~T ~ 
qh: ~ ~ 'S1"TTif #'lJl ;;fi ~-<J:~ II": ~ 
'iTO 'liT fq'l'T ~ f of ll''EJ'Tif ~'lIT ~~ 
1f1f1 m< ... ~ <'fITT flI; it~ m-U'f ifl[T 
"fIl'TifT~1 

'{9't <f~ ~liT ~" iF 'J~ ~If IfIfTi[ 

~ flI; ;Jf;r ;f\;r i!t ~;f\;r it ~~1Ii' !fifT~ 
tft (iii' lit ~ ~i)' ~ ~'I'iT~ i!t ~ 6'l1f 

;it ~ ~ f~ 'IT, ~~ ~ ~Iff 'IT 
m lf1fTOJ ~T 'ifT i!t ~ liTlI'OJ if lfrlfll'T 

~r 'IT ~ ltm tr.rn1 'm'1f"lI'f OJIl:1 ~)lTr 
~ 1Ii'-=g; ~.,.if 1965 if qrfiffirTif l\' 
~ flli'lf'T <!if If\' ~~ ;it 6~1f ~ 
f~ iflfT I 1300 If.,. ;;rmOJ qr~Tif 
ij; ~ if ;;rri!t <tr iifrn';it liT~OJ ~ fu;q~T 

Iflfr "I'T ~11: ~ ~ 11; ~ lfTlI~ ~ 
~ 11; m1fi!t <'!f.t ~ ~ flI;!fr tfllT ~ I 

~ ~T 1ft ~ ~, tr.rn 'J.'ififT lI'T IT~ 
~ I 6~ ;it 6T~ ~~r tfln ~ q't~ ~OJ
i1li ~ ~ ;it ~ flI;trr I'[Iff ~ I 
~liT~~Tmq~ f,;~ ~flI;mq~ 

q:prfu l'I'ilA' <tT ~'ilCf 1ftf"Tit f>rft ll'fl: 
lf1mrT forolfTfoI1I;r~ liTflJfCf if ;;rT'H ~T 
lin 'fm <'!1fT1ff ;;rT liTij; ~11: ~ lIni'EJ' qR 
qr;ft 'liT 'l'TifT Il:T ~ij; I ~m I 

MR. speAKBR: The I~ .. Minister. 

SH~J NA.THI PAl: We hope YOII 
you will bo&£ till allo. 
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I5Ii ~ ~: ~e; ~T~, ~T 
~erTlf ~ ~ ~ ~ ~tf 'lf~~ ... 

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. 

,.flo ~ ~: 't><'T iiil ~ ill'\' ~~ 
'IT ... 

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 I wiII have 
the clarification from the Minister. . Later 
OD, I will take my time. 

!lit ~ ~: IIi<'T tilt if;am WolT 
~ ~T I!IT ~~ ~~1 'f7if ~~T 'qf~ I 
~ ~l: if ii il m~' '!ffi f1I<re 'Ii'l!T ~ 
m<: ~ ~1 'Ii'l!T ~ I q'f'l' l:.m ~ 
.,.'Tf;rif I 

MR. SPEAKER I have heard you 
yesterday. You did explain it in the 
morning and then in the afternoon. You 
bave had your say. It is unresonable 
that whenever you want to speak, you 
must speak. and you need not have lhe 
Chair's permission: No permission was 
sranted to you but then you have had 
your sa). 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 mornin, and also in the after-
nOOD. 

.n ~'! f\or~: ~T lffiITlf f~ 
~ 'IT I q'f'l'if;T 'frff ~qf(f ~ ~ 
~ 'r~ 12~ ~A~ I iru ~~ ~ ~ 
~ 1!~ ~ mil' !It) ~T ~~~ I 

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

-tt ... ~: iru lmI'1'r CI'<'ftr ~ 
~~~om ~~I ~iI~ 

m~ '!ffi fllifC ~ '''IT ~ m lf~ ;it ""<'1' 
W n: f~ "",~1 'flit ~ 'ifT~ I mit 
~~R ~ f1RT I ~ 'fiTt ~ "ItT 
f'liliT'lTlit~~~~'lT1 

MR. SPEAKER: The rule is very 
clear about it. One of them wllI explain. 
Suppose dozen of them give bot ice, I am 
not going to give time for all of them. 

o..ft~f~~:f~~T~~t 
~ crT 'IiIf ~ 'IiIf ~~ WIT 'qff~ I iru 
~ ,"fu'~ ~ ... 

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

THE MINISTER OF LAW (SHRI 
OOVINDA MENON): Sir, I am in full 
agreement that this is a mailer which is 
very important; as you very rightly 
referred to in your ruling yesterday, the 
mattor raised regarding the alleged discre-
pancy between the affidavit referred to and 
the statements made on behalf of the 
Government, is indeed a very important 
matter. [t is for that reason that I 
Plesume that you said yesterday in your 
ruling that there should be a discussioD. 
That was the ruling. But you also said ~ 
that that discussion should take placo 
sometime later, and that is on account of 
the sub Judice rule which was referrod to. 
After all. all of us in tbis HOUse should be 
interested in preserving the rules regarding 
sub i"dice and it is not for nothing in the 
rules it has been provided that a matter 
which is sub judice should not be discusled 
in this Hou.e. 

I said the other day that on the ht 
May the discussion before the Hilh 
Court of Delhi regarding this allagod 
d,screpancy took place, and the arguments 
were'closed on the 1st May and the court 
has reserved judgment. Now, in the early 
motion under rule 184, my friend Shri 
Limaye wauted a verdict of this House tbat 
this affidavit ,is not approved by the Parlia-
meat. 1 poiDltId out, and you alXepIod 
!Dr point, tbat t~is is exaetlr tbe ~U"tj91! 
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[Shri Govlnda Menon] 
which wu discu.sed before the court, that 
is to say, whether the court would approve 
of thaI 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 ... 

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. 
Tbere 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 Higb Court to persuade it to issue a 
direction to tbe Government to do a 
certain thing or not to do a certain thing. 

SHRI SHRINIBAS MISRA (Cuttack) 1 
On a point of order, Sir. He is objecting 

"that a matter whicb is sub Judice sbould 
not be discussed. How can be make 
observations on the matter whether the 
High Court has jurisdiction or not? It 
is for the Court to decide. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: Tbere 
is no prayer to set aside the tribunal'. 
award. 

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

MR. SPEAKER 1 tbougbt be has 
said tbat on behalf of the Government not 
in bis individual capacity. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON,: For tbe 
purpo~ of decidin, tbis malter, it is 110\ 

necessary to refer to tbose things. I fail 
to see' how there can be a question of 
privilege. Even if there is sometblng 
which the House wants to go into, I would 
draw your attention to rule 352 wbich 
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 Hous.. That would mean, even 
a privilege motion canuot be discussed. 
I therefore submit that you may be 1I1eased 
not to give consent to tbis motion. I 
speak on the understanding that these 
discussions are for enabling .. you to come 
to a conclusion whether consent sbould 
be g!ven or Dot. I speak on tbe presump-
tion that you are attempting to ascertain 
from the facts of the motion whether con-
sent should be given or Dot. That is the 
first step. Only after you give consent, 
voting and other thiDgS follow. J submit 
that consistent witb the ruling whicb you 
gave yesterday with respect to the motion 
under rule 184, no consent should be given. 
How can th'ere be a debate in this House 
when rule 352 specifically says: 

"A member while speaking shall Dot 
refer to any matter of fact on which a 
judicial decision is pending". 

MR. SPEAKER: On that aspect, I 
am very clear. Tbe only point is, because 
there is a discrepancy between the state· 
ment of the Prime Minister and the adl· 
davit, which has been filed on behalf of 
Government, does it constitute privile,e ? 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: AU tbat 
would submit is, this is exactly the point 

which was raised before the court, whether 
the affidavit filed by the ofIIcer concerned 
is weak or invalid because it is in variance 
with what has been stated on bebalf of 
Government iD Parliament. I submit, tbere 
have been long arguments before the court 
OD this matter. Therefore, tbis will come 
UDder thi.. Nobody will be able to speak 
(n this House on this motion witbout 
violating rule 352. That rule, therefore, 
indiG.tes that on this motion of privilege 
also you should follow what you have 
been pleased to lay down in your ruliDg 
yesterday. 

After all, assuming there is a breacb of 
privi1e~, what if it that is I!tt~91Pt9li. I" 
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a breach of privilege matter the House 
seeks to either censure or reprimand or 
punish the person who is guilty of a breach 
of privilege. You laid 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 1 A motion 
can be made later (InterruptlollS). 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 tn say is in vinlation 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 alsn a breach of pri-
vilege, breach of privilege of a Member to 
speak in the House. I .ubmit, therefore, 
Sir, that there is absolutely no breach of 
privilege involved and you should withhold 
your consent to this motion. 

ISft "'! ~ : ~~ ~, mIf 

~ ~FqF~Fcllf.,ei 'l<: ~ I ~ ~ ~ 
if ;r~ ~'m I 'm'1 ~ ~r iI;ir.r ~ 
F~ ~ fulf ~ <1T~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: Not now. I am 
not giviog 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 eacb side may be 
allowed and tben the Chair must take a 
decision. I will take legal advice outside 
tbe Law Minister if necessary. As I 
have said, I have beard both sides and 1 
will give my decision in tbe afternoon. 

SHRI NATH PAl: Sir, wben 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 
.how tbat. 

MR. SPEAKER: Not on tbis issue. 
After it is admitted, 1 Jaid, 1 will bear each 
pm> Of ),011. 

Here is some other important matter. 
Shri Nath Pai has brought to my notice 
tbat tbe Punjab High Court has held tbe 
prorogation of tbe Punjab Assembly as 
ultra .ires. The Court must have given this 
judgment now. We have only the tele-
printer message. Today being the last day 
of tbis session 1 would like to hear tbe 
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 br. 

I n the afternoon, of course, tbe non-
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 bis statement 
and the other items can be taken up. I 
hope the Honse will permit me to do that 
because, today being the last day, we will 
have to complete the statements etc. in tbe 
evening itself. 1 would request him to 
make his statement at about 6 or 6.30 p.m. 
Now, papers to be laid on tbe Table. 

13.oI brs. 
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