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hal no,w aireed that a common Gover-
nOr may be appointed for Punjab and 
Haryana States; and 

(b) the reaction of Government 
thereto? 

·The MInister of Home Affairs (Shrl 
Y. B. Chavan): (a) and (b). In my 
statement in the Rajya Sabha on the 
8th December, 1966, I had stated that 
if either of the two State Governments 
recommended the appuintment of 
separate Governors for Punjab ilnd 
Haryana, action would be taken ac-
cordingly. A request fOr appointment 
of separate Governors fOr the two 
States has been received from the 
Chief Minister of Punjab. Tile Chief 
Minister of Haryana has expressed his 
preference for a commOn Governor 
until the question as to the future of 
Chandigarh is finally settled, but lias 
stated that as the Punjab Governmenl 
have proposed a separate Governor 
fOr that State, a separate Governor for 
Haryana would in any case become 
necessary. In view of this, action i-; 
being taken to appoint separate Gover-
nors for the two States. 

Reply to QuestlOllS In Delhi MetllO-
politan CouDcll on Reserved Subjects 

3220. Shri. Kanwar Lal Gupta: Will 
the Minister of Home Mairs be 
pleased to state: 

(a) whether Government have 
directed the Executive Councillors of 
Delhi not to reply to the qucstiJns on 
reserved subj ects in the Metropolitnn 
Council meetings; 

(b) whether it is a fact that the Lt.-
Governor assured the Council that 
replies regarding the reserved subjects 
would also be given in the session of 
the Council, and 

(c) if so, the realons for the change'? 

The MiDlIJter 01 state In tile Minis-
try of BMne Affairs (Shrl Vld1a 
CharaD SlnIkla): (a) to (el. The Cen-
tral Government has not issued any 
direction to the Ezecutive Counclllors 
of Delhi that they ahould DOt reP4r in 

the Metrupolftan Council to questioDi 
on reserved subjects. In his address 
on the 30th March, 1967 to the Metro-
politan Council, the Lt.-Governor, 
Delhi had inter aHa stated that there 
would be no objectiun to enlightenlhg 
the Metropolitan Council aOOl4t the 
working of the reserved departments 
unless to do 5u would be against pub-
lic interest. There has been no 
change from the position. 

12.17 hrs. 

MOTION OF PRIVILEGE AGAINST 
SHRI ARJUN ARORA 

Mr. Speaker: We will now take up 
the next item; there is the motion o! 
privilege to be moved by Shri Yadav 
and others. Shri Yadav is not here. 
Yes, Shri P. Ramamurti. 

Shri p. Ramamurti (Madurai): Mr. 
Speaker, Sir I beg to move the foHow-
ing motion. I will speak on that 
motion after moving it. I mOve: 

'That in view of the statement 
made by the Prime Minister in 
this House yesterday that the alle-
gations made by Shri Al'jun 
Arora, a Member of Rajya Sabha, 
against Shri Satya Narain Sinha 
and Shri K. C. Pant, Minister and 
Members of this House, had not 
been subst:mtiated, the question of 
privilege against Shri Arjun ArJra 
for making these baseless allega-
tions be referred to the Chairman, 
Rajya Sabha for action in accord-
ance with the procedure laid down 
by the ConunittE'e of Privileges of 
RajYa SabhB and Lok Babha In 
their Report of joint sitting in 
1954 and adopted by the two 
Houses." 

Mr. Speaker, Sir, the facts are very 
clear. According to the statement 
made by our Prime MInister yester-
day On the floor of tills HOUle, Mr. 
Ar,jun Arora, a Member oJ. the najya 
Sabha, had made a statement that two 
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Members ot this House, Mr. Satya 
Narayan Sinha and Mr. K. C. Pant, 
are in the pay of the Birlas. She also 
stated that she had gone into the 
question; she had referred this ques-
tion to three Ministers her colleagues 
and on the basis of their report, and 
011 her own understanding she has 
come to the conclusiun that these 
allegations are 'baseless. Whatever i~ 

be, I am not concerned with that aspect 
of the question now. The straight 
and simple question is-maybe the 
Prime Mmister might have come to 
the conclusion that as far as these two 
Ministers are concerned, there is no 
blame attached to them, which m:ly be 
all right-here is a person who has 

~ allegations against two Mem-
bers of this House. These are not 
ordinary statements; they are state-
ments which say that both of them 
are in the pay of the Birlas, which 
mean they are not fit to be Members 
of this House, which mean that they 
are not discharging their duties in ac-
cordance with the oath under the 
Constitution, which they took when 
they entered upon their duties, but on 
the other hand, they are today func-
tioning not as elected Members of 
thOSe ~o  who sent them but they 
are serving the interests of Birlas. 
This is what it means. Therefore, 
this statement means that these 
People are unfit to be even  Members 
of Parliament, let alone their being 
Ministers. This is a very serious 
allegation. A person says that a 
member of this House is not discharg-
ing his duties as a membC!r of this 
HouIII! and he is here deliberatelY 
with an ulterior purpOse in order to 
serve not the interests of the country 
and the people but the interests of a 
private person in this country. Such 
an allegation cannot go unchalleged. 
It means that that person is today 
bringing this House into contempt. 
For anybody to say that there are 
persons in this House as members who 
do not discharge their duties as mem-
bers, but who are here only to serve 
the interests of • big bWllne.man in 
tJaJa eGIIIDtI7 .. DOt aD ordinary Itate-

ment. It brin,s the entire HOUSe lnto 
disrepute and contempt. Therelore, 
the person who has made that state-
ment must be brought before the bar 
of the House. Left to myseU, I would 
have asked that this ma tter be retC!r' 
red to the Privileges Committee of 
th:& House. Or, if this House today 
accepts the statement made by our 
Prime inist~  certainly the Blmple 
proposition before us would. be to 
bring him before the bar of the House 
and give him the punishlllent that is 
due to him, I do want to give that 
gentleman an opportunity. The Prime 
Minister cannot be substitutecl for the 
Pri vileges Committee of this House. 
This House has got a certain proceclure 
to deal with such matters. That 
pers.:m has to be given an opportunity 
to defend himself. Therefore, left to 
myself, I would have requested that 
this matter be referred to the Privi-
leges Committee of this House. But 
I am told that there is alroady an 
agreement between this House and the 
other HOuse that in cases where the 
person making the allegation belonp 
to one of the Houses, it is that HOUle 
that should deal with the question 
and nut the other House. As a matter 
of fact, since that allegations has' not 
been made on the floor of the other 
House but outside, this House has got 
a right to go into that question, but I 
bow to the ruling of the Chair. I 
understand from your office that you 
have corne to the conclusion that thil 
House should not deal with It and the 
agreemont entered Into between the 
two Houses In accordanCe with the 
j oint report of the two privileges 
committees must be respected. There. 
fore, I have moved this motion. 

This Is not an ordinary matter.' It 
is a very serious matter. No per.otI 
should be allowed to make all sorts of 
aIJegations against members of this 
House and go scot-free. AIl a matter 
of fact. we have been the sufferers. 
After shuttlnll( WI in jail. a gentleman 
who sltl there made aU sort. of alJII· 
gat ions. I do not want to 11:0 bdo 
that. 
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Mr. Speaker: Do not go into the old 
story. 

Sbri P. Bamamartl: I want to put aD 
end to this state of affairs. At no 
time should anybody .be allowed to 
make allegations against hon. Members 
of this House and to go scot-free, un-
less he is able to substantiate it. It 
is a question of the dignity 8Ild honour 
of this House. Therefore. I would 
request you to refer this matter to the 
Chairman of the Rajya Sabha so that 
it can be dealt with accorciin'g to the 
procedure laid down. 

Some hOD. Members rose-

Mr. Speaker: Let me make it very 
clear that there is no question of any 
discussion over this. Yesterday we 
have diSCUSSed it. This is a matter in 
which the House can take any deci-
sion it wants. I am not going to forCe 
any decision on it. I will hear the 
Law Minister now. 

Shrl 1[. N. TlwlU7 (Bettiah): On a 
point of order, Sir. 

"""'! ~ ~~  : ~ ~ 
5f1;f it; ~ ~ qriMr m-~ 'IiTlro 
~ I i ~ ~~ ~ t I 
lIIr. Speaker: That means discussion 

BtariB. 

"" ~ ~ : i ~ ~ qrq; 
i~ t I 
8bri K. N. Tlwary: I roe on a point 
ot order first. 

"" .0 ;no ~ : ~ ~ 
JJft ~ 'iR ~ ~ if m-itm \'I'll" 
qr 'IT fit; ~ ~~ .. I 

~~~~~~t ~ ~ 

II>"\' t fiI; i!ilt mft it; am: ~ 
i ~  

ShrI Rem IIuUa (Mangaldai): Sir, 
t rise on a point ot order. He has 
referred to Shri Ramamurthi as "devU 
q"otinr the scripture". There can be 
a privilere motion apinat blm. 

Mr. Speaker: Shri Ramamurti has 
no objection, just because he is sittin, 
by your side you are raising this. 

~ .0 ;:no ~  : ~ ~ qq't-

;fur;r <tiT ~  ~ <tiTlr ~ ~ fit; ~ 

~~ lfi'T ~i n  ~  ~ ;r;'t 

~ ~ ~ ~it  ~ ~~ 

~ ti  it; ~~ ~  ~ ~ 

~ ~i ~~~ ~~ ~ 

~~ ~  ~ i  Q1l if 'fi'1fi ~~ <tiT lfi'T't 
t ~ ~  f<ilIT I ~ H ~~ ~ it; 

'iIT'i ~ ~ f;r; lfi'Tf ;fA ~ wm 
~n ~  'fiT( ~ ~ wm ~ ~ 
~ UWllT ~ oral ~  ~ i  ~~ ...,. 

~ Q;;:;r;crnro- ~ II>"\' trt I lift ~ 
~ if ~ i ~ ~ nn I lIT ~ 

~ i  ~ ~ ~ qrif ~ 'iT I 

Mr. Speaker: Why are you raising 
all that? Why are you saying it is a 
party matter and all that? All that 
is over and yesterday the Prime Minis-
ter has given the Government's view. 
You are raising old hist.:>ry. Now it is 
only a privilege motion that is before 
the House. If you want to raise a 
point of 'order on the privileee motion 
you may do 10. 

-tt lllio no ~  ~ ~ ~~ 

~~ t ~ it; ~ m 61 m+r ~~ 

if ;s;r II>"\' Q ~ <tl' ~  ~ tit ~ 

it ~~it s ~~ 

tm I ~~ ~ ~ ~ <tiT ~ fSTfm 
~ ~t ~ ~ i ~ 

if ~ ~ flfilIT tm I ~ flIfrie 
~~ ~~ <tiT ~ t I ~~ f<'lif ~ 
Wlmf t f. ~ ~ <tiT fsrfrie ~~ 

~ ~ <tiT W t cr(t ~ i ~ 
~~ lIT{If ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

m ~ it ~ i ~ I 

Bul J. B. KrlpalaDl (Guna): May I 
know what he meaDS b)o "OPPOl.'ltion 
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Members"? Some of the Oppoalticn 
Meobers behave much better than the 
Congress people. 

Slbrimati ,14kabmllraDiblUllJll& 

\Khammam): Sir, before proceeding 
with the discussion on the privilege 
motion I w.)uld like to know the legal 
position of the privilege motion. I 
think we should first allow the Law 
Minister to tell Us what the legal 
positi'.)n about this is. 

-tT ""! ~ : ~ ~  ~ 

~ ~ m tJ1IT ~  ~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

ifiT ~ i~ ~ I ~~ f"lil' ~ cfR 
WH mIf 'fiT t ~ ~~ I 

q1/T 1Il'fi'flcr ~ it ~ flfi ~ 1:ri 
~ ~ ~ n i~ i  'fiT 1fTlI<'IT '1ft 
m :omIT ~  ~~ flfi crrvfT ~ ~  

~ f"lil' ..., ~  s ~ ~ ~ ~ qlllH 

~ ~ ~ ~~ it ~  ~ ~ 

'«fT ~ mlJ it <m t ~ fifi1lT ~ I 
~ ii  ~ ~ lfiW i ~  ~ flfi 

mlf!:ITi'f ~ 5 aT'U it ~ tJ1IT ~ flfi 
qlf.,lIl?!.z ~ ~  ~ <m ~Q ~ 

~ I Qlf.,lI/?!i'Z ~ ~ ~ ~  ifiT1f 

~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ it ~ ~ i ~ 

~~ I ~~~ ~it i  

omr ~ (ft ~ ~ i ~ it if(t ~  

~ I 

~  

t ~ tt~ ~~  

~~ I ~it~~ ~ I 

~ 'I'Tif ~ it 1!'ilt fW ~ (ft ~ 
it ;nr 'fiT '«fT ~ ~ ;rrf" it ~ ifiT, 
"flA ~ ~ ~ I ~ omr ~ tt 
~ t '« ST8l;ptiift ~ t flfi itm 
IIilJ tJ1IT t, ~ ~ ~ if; m1R qllfT 
ffi ~ qmo.;ft ~ ~ ~ 

mUtr ~ tIit f if'{ ~  i 
~  ;r(l t, ~ ';R if; m: it '{1f 
QllIi'I"bni IR m twit m'I'f 

~~~  ~~  

fq.rom ~ ~ m ~ '>iT ~  ~ 

i ~~it  ~ ~ ~~ 

~ ~ ~ i~ ~ ~  ~  m 
~~~~~~~~it~~  

i~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ 'U">NJ ~ if; 
~ i ~ ~ ~ ifiT 1;1flI'T mIf ;r 

~  ~ ~ ~ ~ i~ itf;;jifl 

~ ~ ~ ~ t~ 

~ i ~ 'fiT ~ t ;nr ~ 

i~i ~~~t i  

~ ~ ~ ifiT ~  ffi ~ 
~ t ~ ~  ? ~ irtt f<r.nft 
~ i o.;ft ~ q<.m ~ U'U..., ~ 
~ ~ tJ1IT tlllh ~ ~~ t it 

~ ~i ~~ ~~ q: 
~ ~ t~ ift;r ~ ~ IT'U ;it 

~ i ti ~ mt ~ IIIh f;;r;r IfiT lT8l;r 
mit it i ~ fifi1lT ~  if mt..., i i~ 

~i ~i  ~  ~~ i  

~ 'fiT ~ ~ ~~ mlJ ~ 

~ lIiw;rr ~ ~ (ft 1!'l P ;r(t 
~ t, ~~ t ~ mlJ i ~ ~ 

~ 'fiT mq-~ it ~  mflli.mr qq-;rr 

~ ~ ~~ i~ ~~ ~ • III'IA 
~ ~ I 

~ .-re ~ t flli 4ll' ~ 1fT1m 
~ qllfT tflfi ~ it 'I1lIi ~ if; ~ 
t ~~~i ~ i ~t  

~~~~~ t I 
tt ~ ~ it ;r(t ~ 1ft 
~ o.;ft ~~ 1Tr IlTiiIT ~~ mel 
~~ i  t I ~ i~ 

~ fl!i ~ ..., Sffi'fTCI' ~ t ~ 
~ H t(lfi ~ Sffi'fTcr ~ ~ 

q ~ (t ;rqir l!iT ~ I ~ IIIT't 

~  ~ ~ {if m 1ft m'U iIIT 
~t u ti ~  

t'I' (t ~ I 
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'1' .., ~ : ~ if; .rT1I' ~ 
~~ I itmm;m ~~ Q ~ 

~~ ~ : 

''This House resolves that In 
view of the delicate situation 
which has arisen as a result of the 
breach of privilege of members of 
this House and in view or the 
privileges 'Of members of the other 
House, the han. Speaker be autho-
rised to take up the matter with 
the Chairman of Rajya Sabha and 
evolve an agreed procedure for 
dealing with matters involving the 
privileges of both Houses of 
Parliament." 

t ~ ~  it mq l!If lli1 ~ ~ \it 
~ it ~ me it ~ ~ ~ ~ it 
iI'r.ro ~  I 

Shrt Saut Bu Singh (Fatehpur): 
Sir I rise on a point of order. The 
i~t of order that I wish to raise fol-
lows very much from what Shri Madhu 
Limaye has been saying. From the 
notice of the 'breach of privilege that 
has been given it appears that nobody 
is quite clear as to what exactly Shri 
Arjun Arora has said. Therefore, as 
provided in rule 223 of the Rules of 
Procedure of this House, we should 
have the documents or the statement 
presented to you whereby Shri Arjun 
Arora committed a breach of privilege. 

Mr. Speaker: That is exactly what 
Shri Madhu Limaye has also been 18y-
inI. He was referring to part of the 
recorda. 

SJui Suu Sux Sla&'h: No, Sir. If 
I may be allowed to explain, what I 
am. trying to put to you is this. A 
breach of privilege has in no case been 
committed by the Prime Minister. 
That is not the charp .  .  . UllteM'UJ)-
~  PI .... liateG. 

'1' II"! ~ : qTq'.wr ~ ~ 

~ 1IfiRf ~  ~  Ifi1fT 
'Ii'1fi ~ ~ ;;mft ~ ~ ~  

~ Of ~  iti'iT I 

Shrl Sant Bu SiD&Ih: The point that 
am making is this. This notice of 
breach of privilege is based on Bome 
remarks supposed to have been made 
by Shri Arjun Arora, who is a mem-
ber of the Rajya Sabha. Now, the re-
marks that were made by Shri Arjun 
Arora, they might be numerous; they 
might refer to the remarks made by 
him at the party meeting, they might 
refer to the remarks made by him 
elsewhere. As such, we are not in a 
position to know exactly whiCh part of 
Shri Arjun Arora's statement is defa-
matory to the House, and we cannot 
go into the matter merely on the basis 
of what the Prime Minister has stat.ed. 

I would also put this to you that 
from what follows from what the 
Prime Minister has said, namely, that 
the thing has been gone into and the 
whole thing is clear, no breach of 
privilege arises. What the han. Mem-
bers of the Opposition are not dOing 
is making out a case. Let them tlrst 
present the case and this clarification 
should be obtained by you. 

Mr. Speaker: All that you want to 
say is that unless the papers are seen 
Members cannot decide. 

Shri Smt Bu Singh: Shri Arjun 
Arora's statement should come to YOU, 
lt should not be discussed in this 
House and then you should refer it to 
the Chairman, Rajya Sabha. 

Shri Rem BanIa: May I cite • prece-
dent in favour of my argument? One 
precedent is this. When on a previ-
ous occasion allegations of corrup-
tion were made in this House apinst 
a certain Minister, the Prime Minister, 
Shri Nehru referred this matter to R 
Judge of the Supreme Court. The 
Supreme Court Judge called for eon-
dence and on the basis of evidence 
formulated certai!I opinion which he 
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despatched to the Prime MiJUster at 
that time. I may cite another prece-
dent. When 8hri T. T. Krishnama-
chari was involved .... 

Mr. Speaker: You should talk only 
of the privileee motion. You are 
going into the procedur.? of inquiry. 

Shrl Hem Barua: My submission is 
that there can be no privile,e motion 
against Shri Arjun Arora because of 
the fact that the Prime Minister, in-
stead of referring the matter to a 
Jucl4re of the Supreme Court or of the 
High Court, altho\l&h there was a 
precedent laid down by her father and 
also by Shri Shastri, because in the 
case of Shri T. T. Krishnamachari 
when Shri Shastri wanted to refer the 
matter to a Supreme Court Judge that 
hon. Minister wanted that matter to 
be inquired into by the Prime Minis-
ter himself and the Prme Minister 
refused even in the face of a threat 
of reSignation by that Minister-there 
were these two precedents but in this 
particular case Shri Arjun Arora was 
not given an opportunity to substan-
tiate his charges by evidence-the 
Prime Minister has come to a conclu-
sion based not on evidence but on 
opinion given to her by three good 
samaritans of her Cabinet. Therefore, 
I say that there can be no motion of 
privilege against Shri Arora because 
he was not given an opportunity to 
substantiate his charges. 

811rl D. C. Sharma (GurcUspur): 
When I was listening to Shri Rama-
murti 1 felt like saying that here is a 
gentleman who exemplifies wisdom 
after the event. U he had wanted to 
raise a point of privllele, he should 
have done it yesterday. But after the 
who'e thin, was over yaterday, wis-
dom dawu upon bim ill the moming 
that he .houlel move a privilege 
motioo here lor whkh there 18 no 
cue. 

8hrl UDWlatb (PudukkotW): Be-
cause of the cold. nlogbt. 

Mr. apeaker: Your point of order 18 
a,aiDst the late w'IIdoml 

Shri D. C. 1iIIIIru.: The point of 
order is that the privUeee motioo of 
this gentleman is out of order; it does 
not arise out of the case. Moreover, 
I want to bring to your kind notice 
that aimilar statements were made on 
the floor of this House, I think, during 
the course of the Budget di_ion 
by certain Members-thank God, I 
forget their name-...ainst Shri It. C. 
Pant and Shri Satya Narayan Sinha 
and So far as I know the Kinlaterl 
came here, made .tatements and nO-
body took exception at that time. 
There was no question. Therefl:ln 
there is no point in CODIideriDc the 
privllege motion tha·t he has broucht 
forward. 

SJu-t KaDWIt LaI o.pta (Delhi 
Sadar): I have a poiDt of order. 

Mr. S]tellker: 'nIere mould be some 
end to it. 

Shrt Kanwar LaI Gupta: Yes, I am 
going to be brief. 

~ ~  11ft 7~  ~ !lit 
~ 1!'Pr.f ron-~  ~ ~ 

t ~~ oi i 
n ~~it it~  

~ ~~t t 
m- ~ ~  ~  

~~~~ o t ~i  

~ i t ~ I ~ t i 

n ~~~~~i ~~ 

~~  ~  
'fin ~ Ai • ~ Ie t I in:r 
~~~ i ~~ n  

~~Q ~~~i 

~ t ~~~ i ~~
iTA" ~ 'Ilt ,. ~ ~ ~ 
~~ ~ ~  
~ ~ ~ ~  tI'n1f 

MR ~ ~i  t .-R" n'f ~ 111 1ImrT 
m1f ~ ~ m mt fl. ft it; 

~~ ~ ~ 
~ fiJ ~ ~ W1I1'C{ 'Iq t, 
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[15ft ~ n i~ i ~  

~ ~~ t I ~ ~ i i~ ~ 1!1: 

~~ ~~ ~t  

~ ~ t'W ~ PT I it ~ i i  

~t~~~ ~~ 

it ~ an: 1!1: ~ ~ ft;I:rr ~ 
~~~  I ~~ 

it ~ ~ ~ iIilflm ~ ~ ~ 
~ I 'I1P: ir.if ~ IJ\1 ~ m: it 
!W ~ t. aT ~ tit tf\=r-
~~i~~~t ~ o  

i IIi'Ii it frtI;irn;r iIiT mT ~ m t 
~~  it~it~~ I 

-m Ai ~ q1ft ~ ~  ~ ~ it ~ 
~ IJ\1lIT f.m' m-c i!il ~ m:-
~~~ i~~i tit ~ 

iii' ~ m lIi1{ ~ Ilfrni t i~ lIT 
~ ij1f if@ AilIT I ~ iro 

lIitifT ~ Ai ~ ~ ~ PT 
t Ai 15ft ~ ~ it ~ ,jW ~ ~  

q: mIfa' ~ 

Mr. speaker: There is no point of 
order. I have heard Members, some 
supporting and some 110t supporting 
the privilege motion. Let me now 
hear the Law Minister on the pointa 
raised by Members. 

The MlDJster of Law (Shri Gillvinda 
Menon): Mr. Speaker, Sir, these dis-
cussions which have been going on 
during the last few days regarding 
this matter have revealed a very ex-
traordinary situation and that ap-
pears to have weighed upon every 
Member who spoke today on this mat-
ter. For example, Mr. Ramamurti 
himself who moved the motion had in 
mind the elements which are there in 
the situation. What are these ele-
ments? First'y, this is with respect 
to a matter of a statement which 
was 110t made on the ftoor of the Lok 
Sabba. The author, Mr. Arjun Arora 
is a Member of tbe other House. The 
~ t nt itself was not made in 
pcibUe; it wu made in a party mllltt-

ing and made to the leader of the 
party. 

Shri KanWlol' Lal Gupta: Not to the 
party leader but before the party. 

Shrl Govlnda Menon: The state-
ment was made in the party meeting 
and the subsequent statement was 
made to the leader of the party by a 
person who is a member of the party 
and, therefore, subject to the disci-
pline of the leader of the party, the 
Prime Minister. 

I do not think that during the last 
several years, after our Constitution 
came into existence, a situation like 
this ever arose and that is why Mr. 
Ramamurti himself in his motion said 
that it should be referred to the Chair-
man of the Rajya Sabha. That is not 
usually the way in which a motion 
of this type is worded. Then, he was 
followed by Mr. Madhu Limaye who 
also appears to have beec weighed by 
the special considerations in the situa-
tion and said that a procedure shou'd 
be evolved in a discussion between 
you, Sir, and the Chairman of the 
Rajya Sabha. Mr. Hem Barua follow-
ed to say that there is no breach of 
privilege involved for certain other 
reasons. 

Sir, my case would be that there is 
no breach of privilege disclosed by the 
facts of this case and if you are pleas-
ed to hear me before admitting the 
motion on tb'e question whether a 
breach' of privIlege is involved in th:-
matter I shall be glad to dilate upon 
that ~int  But, In the meanwhile, I 
should think that regard being bad 
to the fact that the other member of 
the House, who spoke before ~  does 
110t want a debate today on thIS mat-
ter. .  . i 1 '," 

Mr. Speaker: I said. 
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Sbri GoV'lnda MeDon: .. .does not 
want a debate today on the privilege 
motion because the Mover himself 
said that it be referred to the Chair-
man. Mr. Limaye said that before It 
is discussed, the procedure regarding 
this matter shou'd be discussed; that 
was the substitute motion. All these 
go to show that all the members who 
spoke before me are very much 
weighed down by the fact that there 
are extraordinary elements in the 
situation. I want to make a preli-
minary request to you that these ex-
traordinary elements should be 
taken into consideration, and if you 
think that there should 'be a debate 
later, I may be permitted to say that 
really nO breach of privilege is involv-
ed in this matter. This is a very ex-
traordinary matter. After all, the 
person who is charged with having 
committed an offence of breach of 
privilege, Mr. Arjun Arora, himself is 
a Member of Parliament and that is 
a very important consideration. This 
Is the Lok Sabha, one of the wings of 
Par'iament and he is a Member of 
the Rajya 'sabha another wing of 
Parliament. We speak Sir, of the 
privileges of Members of Parliament. 
Therefore, I would submit that, 'if you 
should be pleased to decide that be-
fore proceeding further you should 
hold a discussion with the Chairman 
and get a statement from Mr. Arjun 
Arora himself, that would be what 
will be suItable to the very difficult 
situation which has been revealed by 
the various discussions which have 
taken place here. 

Regarding the questlon whether a 
breach of privilege ~ts  Is there, if 
you are inclined to agree with me 
in the matter, I will be very happy ... 

Mr. Speaker: No, no. He is going 
to the merits of it. 

Sbri Qo:IvIDda MeDoD: Whether there 
is a breach of privilege. .  . 

Mr. Speaker: If you go 1nto the 
merits of it, my friends will .. )' that 

yoU wlll have to put all the papeI'll 
and all that before the House. 

Sbri SaDt. Ba SIDI'h: Not all the 
papers, but that part which is rele-
vant. 

Shri Govtnda MeDOn: I would put it 
on other broad grounds. If )'OU are 
inclined to agree with me that before 
proceeding further, you would discuss 
the matter further with the Chairman 
of the Rajya Sabha and with 
Mr. ArJun Arora himself, the other 
question need not be referred to 
by me, need not be dilated upon by 
me. On that matter you may be 
pleased to say something. •  .  . 

~ "'! ~  If.i;:r If«t ~ ~ 
~ ~~~~ i ~  

Shri Govinda MeDon: .... whether, 
without discussing the question toda), 
in this House, regard being had to 
the various attendant circunutancel of 
the matter, you would hive I discus-
sIon as has been suggested. After 1'1, 
the motion is that it should be refer-
red to he Chairman. That is Mr. 
Ramamurti's motion. The motion had 
to be put that way on account of the 
various facts which I have referred to. 
That is my request before we proceed 
further. If you think that we .hould 
proceed further, I may be permitted 
to address you and the House on the 
question whether legally, as a matte! 
of fact, upon the facts which are now 
in our possession, there is a breach of 
pr'ivilege in this case. 

IIhri P. Ramam1U'tl: May I say 
something on that? 

Mr. speaker: Mr. Ramamurtl'. 
motion is before the HOUle. What 
does he want to .. y nowT 

SIrrI P. BamamIlI'tl: I would like to 
answer some of the poInt. If you 
would permit me. May I make one 
.ubmiaIIon? 
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SIIri Sut Ba:J: SIDI'h: On a point of 
order. The hon. Member has spoken 
already .... 

Mr. Speaker: I have permitted him 
to clarify the procedure, for my "in-
formation. 

Shrl P. Bamam1lrtl: The Law Minis-
ter Shri Govinda Menon has stated 
that certain extraordinay elements 
are there in this. I do not know if 
he is aware ot the fact that the 
Privileges Committees of the Rajya 
Sabha and the Lok Sabha at a joint 
meetin·g in 19M came to an agreement 
on thill matter. just to cover this 
particular extraordinary situation 
where a Member happens to be a 
Member of the other House but he 
defames somebody in this House; to 
cover sum cases, they came to an 
agreement; it was a un ni o~s deci-
llion, and that decision was ratified by 
both HoWles. 

Mr. Speaker: UllUlimOUII decision by 

whom' 

Shri P. Ramzmurtl: By the Privilege 
Committees of the two Houses at a 
jomt meeting. 

Mr. Speaker: That means a decision 
by the committees of both the Houses. 

Shri P. Ramamurti: There was an 
agreement and that agreement was 
ratlfled by both the Houses. It was 
just to cover cases of this type t ~t 

that particular procedure was laid 
down The procedure agreed upon 
is this. We take cognizance of it ~t 
we do not deal with it; we just remit 
it to the Chairman ot the Rajya Sabha 
who immediately would refer it to 
the Privileges Comm"ittee of that 
House and they would deal with it as 
If it is a breach of privilege of that 
House This is what has been decided 
upon.' Therefore, this extraordin.ary 
situation is covered by that deciSion. 

The other point that the Law MinIs-
ter has made is that Shri Arjun o~  
had made the statement not in public 
but in his party, and he is also eu'bject 

to the discipline of the party. I do 
not know how the discipline of a 
particular political party can give a 
person immunity against a breach of 
privilege of the House. As a matter 
of fact, that cannot give him any 
immunity. The problem would have 
been different if the matter had been 
confined only to the party and it had 
not come out at all. But here we 
have got a position where this ques-
tion has come out and what he had 
stated has been given out, and the 
Prime Minister had categoricallY 
stated on the floor of the House that 
that gentleman had stated that two 
Members of he Cabinet were in the 
·pay of the Birlas, that is a clear and 
categorical statement. We do not 
want anything else; whether it is true 
or not is for the Privileges Commit-
tee to find out; we are not concerned 
with that. On the face of it, such a 
statement, if not true, is a malicious 
~t t nt  It will amount to the 
grossest contempt of this House. 
Therefore, there is no question of. .  . 

Shrlmati Tarkeshwarl Sinha (Barh): 
May I interrupt the hon. Member for 
a minute? The Prime Minister first 
time did not take any names and she 
did not say that he had mentioned 
two names. 

Sbrl P. RaJDamurtl: Yesterday, she 
had said it. I shan read that out, 
If the hon. Member wants. That is 
why I have brought this up to ~  

Otherwise, I would have brought It 
up on that day itself. 

Mr. speaker: This o~s t  will 
not help. We have been goIng on 
smoothly so tar. 

flfr ¥fIif ~ : It· ~ iFT ~ 'I\< 
~ ~ I ~  ~ ~ SWT'f #t ;f t ~ 
~~ 5  I 

8bri P. R,ampmurU: If 1 am inter-
rupted, I can take care of it myself. 

Mr. Speaker: I am sure that Shri 
P. Rama:murti Is capable of replying 
to It himself. 
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Shri P. Ramamll1'ti: Therefore, the 
argument that it WIIB made inside the 
party does not arise after the Prime 
Minister had stated this that he had 
made the statement, and that state-
ment has not been denied by that 
Member and it stands. Therefore, it 
Is a public. statement, and a public 
statement has been made maligning 
two Members of this House. So, this 
House has got every right to go in to 
this question. Therefore, all this 
argument of Shri Govinda Menon does 
not at all wash the breach of privilege. 
'l'herefore, this privilege motion stands. 
and according to procedure, this must 
be done. 

Shri 1. B. Kripalani: He has not 
washed dirty linen. 

Shri KariIk Orson (Lohardaga): 
May I make one submission. .  . .? 

Mr. Speaker: The Law Minister has 
already spoken and he has already re-
plied to the points. I do not t i~  

that the hon. Member need speak 
now ..... 

Shri Karlik oraon: I want to throw 
some light on one point. 

Mr. SPeaker: Enough light is 
already there. If hon. Members try 
to explain it more, then more dark-
ness will set in. 

Shr:I Karlik Oraon: would not 
take much time. I am not a legal 
expert, but I would like to bring to 
the nofice of the House certain fea-
tures in regard to the legality of It. 

The point is that allegations were 
not brought forward in either of the 
two Houses, but they were brought up 
at a party meeting. Therefore, that 
15 a subject wholly for the party, 
and the onus of proving that 00 the 
part of Shri Arjun Arora lies on'y 
before the party and the party leader. 
Had these allegations been made out-
side in the street, then they would 
have become subject-matter for a 
cause of action in a court of law. 

I think what happened outsIde kl 
a private meeting cannot torm the 

subject-matter ot discusaion in this 
House and I teel we are wuting the 
valuable time of the House. 

Mr. Speaker: Now I think every-
body has understood the whole case. 

Shri GoYlDda M_: One word. 1 
made a preliminary submission and if 
it has not gone home, I would Uke 
to speak On the matter. 

Mr. speaker: This matter would 
not have come to this House if we 
had not taken ~oti  of it here. But 
then it was raised and this procedure 
was follOWed for three or four daYI 
and the Prime Minister inquired into 
the matter and made a statement 
yesterday mentioning names aliO. 

Therefore, unfortunately, the question 
of privilege comes in. If the who'e 
matter had been treated as a party 
matter in the beginning itself and 
the matter closed as private talkJ 
between two people, it would not 
have come to this stage. But now It 
has come. We have followed a cer-
tain procedure in dealing with it and 
it is too late to go back saying that 
it is a party aft'alr. 

Now a privilege motion is here 
against a person who is a member of 
the other House. Shrl Ramamurtl 
referred to a procedure which had 
been accepted by both Houses, not 
now but long ago. to deal with suoh 
matters that there should be a joint 
effort by the Speaker and Chal.rman 
and then only something should be 
done. 

~  ~ t ~i  

~  ~ pr i ~~  IIf'fT 7WT 

'JI'fIf I 

Mr. speaker: It is there as a public 
document. The position is this: 

''When a question of breach of 
privilege is raised in any House 
in which a member, omcer or ser-
vant of the other House is in-
volved, the presidklg omcer aha'l 
refer the case to the prealdlnf 
olftcer of the other House, unletl 



6559 Quemon of JUNE 21, 1987 ,6560 

[Mr. Speaker] 

on hearing tp-e member who raises 
th equestion or perusing all docu-
ments where the complaint is 
based on documents, he is satis-
fied that no breach of privilege 
has been committed or the matter 
is too trivial to be taken notice of 
in which case he may disallow 
the motion for breach of 
privilege". 

I do not think I can take a decision 
under this clause and throw it away 
saying that there is no breach of 
privilege. I do not want to take shel-
ter under that dause. After all, when 
the Speaker is in doubt about some-
thing, the best thing is to leave it to 
the judgment of the whole House. I 
would not want to give my opinion 
on this issue of the prvi'ege motion 
before the House. I would request 
the House to take a decision on it. 
I would like to put it to the House 
for its oWn decision. 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta 
North East): When you are convinced 
of the motion being in order, you 
could refer it to the other House .... 

Mr. Speaker: I began by saying that 
I am in doubt about some points rais-
ed. I had better leave It to the judg-
ment of the whole House. 

Some bon. Members rose-

Mr. speaker: I am 00 my legs still. 

Shri S. Kandappan (Mettur): This 
Is not a question of majority and 
minority. 

Mr. Speaker: As a mem'ber of the 
other House is involved, I would like 
the House to take a declsioo. 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: The Law 
Minister made preliminary observa-
tions and he wanted to make further 
observations. We also reserve to our-
selves to right to make our oWn 
observatloos. The Law Minister 
wanted only to stall the proceeding. 
He was pointing out to you the ex-

traordinary elements in the situation 
and so on and he wanted to make 
further observations later. You could 
very well ask for his further observa-
tioos because you are yourself in 
doubt. 

Mr. Speaker: Please. No question 
about it. 

Shrl H. N. Mukerjee: You are in 
doubt I do concede this is a matter 
which we have to consider very care-
fully. Government obviously does 
not appear inclined to accept this re-
ferenre. This matter agitates us we 
are concerned with the allegations 
made against the Ministers. (Inter-
ruptions). It is quite clear from the 
stand taken by the Law Minister that 
Government do not want to proceed 
with this. In that case, the House 
should get to discuss this position be-
cause the Law Minister himself has 
indicated that he would make further 
observations. We say you shou'd not 
put it to vote at on'ce, because at the 
moment Government tries to shelter 
itself behind its present majority, and 
might very well vote against. the idea 
of referring this to the o t~  ~  

whole House is coocerned Wlth It. 

13 hrs. 

Shri M. R. Masan! (Rajkot): I would 
appeal to you, Sir, to consider another 
alternative. You, as the Speaker, 
have the right to refer this matter to 
the Committee of Privileges, which, 
in this case, will be a joint committee, 
without any further debate here, and 
I would appeal to you to refer resort 
to that right of taking steps to refer 
it to the joint committee without fur-
ther debate. 

Mr. Speaker: It is not a joint com-
mittee. I am only referr'ing it to the 
other House. I 'CIInnot refer It to the 
joint committee myself. I can refer 
it to the Chairman. It goes to th' 
other House: 

''The case being so referred, the 
Presldiltg Officer of the other 
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f .. 4i'uFti .... I< ~ if; mr 1I11m ~ 
;;rr ~ ~  mq' ~ if; mr ilfll:I11T 

~~ ~ ~~ 7i~ 

~  m ~ ~ ~ ~ lfitit ~
~ ~ \'flf ~ tm ~ I III1f ~ f.\1rqT 

~ i i ~~~ ~~ 

~ ~ 

House shall deal with the matter 
in the same way as if it were a 
case of breach of privilege of that 
House or a member thereof, and 
the Presiding Officer sha'l, there-
after, communicate to the Presid-
ing Officer of the House where the 
question of privilege was original-
ly raised, a report about the 
enquiry, if any, and the action 
taken under reference." 

Therefore, it is a question of reference 
only. And then it is a question of 
referring to the other House. I wish 
it was unanimous, it would have 
been a very good thing. If there is 
no difference of opinion, I could have 
referred it, but when there is a strong 
difference of opinion .... 

Shri Ranga (Srikakulam): Let me 
urge one point. Supposing it is only 
a matter of privilege with regard to 
this House, and a motion is made tha t 
it should be sent to the Privileges 
Committee, is it not open to the 
Speaker at this stage to refer it to 
the Privileges Committee, so that it 
can study it and it can corne back 
here with its report, and then it 
would be open to the whole House 
either to accept or not to accept. That 
is one alternative. The other is, if 
the Speaker is satisfied that that 
the minimum requisite number of 
members here are demanding that it 
should be committed to the Privileges 
Committee, then the Speaker can refer 
it te the Privileges Committee, it need 
not 'be put to the whole House. 

Mr. SPeaker: I myse'f remember 
that on two or three occasions we had 
Put it to the whole House. 

Shrl RaDp: It need not be put to 
the vote of the whole House, it can 
be discussed by the whole House. 
Kindly consult your own rules. 

Jf(1 ~ ~ : tt, ~ ~  

~ ~ ~ j Ai ~ \Ill SIf'I;In 
~ 'It ~  m qm: ~ ~ I 
~~t i i~n ~ 

880 (Ai) LSD-7. 

"If objection to leave being 
granted. is taken, the Speaker shall 
request those members ... " 

~~ 11m m ~ ~  ~ 

~  ;ffif ~ ~  ~ q'ffi' ;r{t 
~~ i i~~~i ~ ~ 

lfitit ~ ~ i t~~  ~ 

~~o i ~~~~  

Shri P. Ramamurtl rOl1e-

Mr. Speaker: What is there, Mr, 
Ramamurti, against? Twice I have 
given yOU a chance. I think the Law 
Minister made it clear that it need 
not be sent to the Rajya Sabha. What 
is his opinion? Let us have it 'Clearly. 

Shrl Govlnda MeDOn: My opinion is 
that there is nO breach of privilege In 
this. 

.tt "'l fWqit : IIi1t ~ ;r{t 
i ~~ I ~ i~~ I 

Shrl Govtnda Menon: I have said 
that. 

Some bon. Member, rose-

Mr. Speaker: Will all of you please 
sit down. When your own Law Minis-
ter is on his legs, you do not allow 
him also. 

8hri P. BamalDurtl: I formally move 
the motion. 

Mr. speaker: You have moved it al-
ready. 

8br1 P. Ramamarti: My point is 
this, if the normal procedure of refer-
ring this matter to Our PrIvileges 
Committee I. there, then no debate at 
this time is necessary, but it you 
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are not treating it in that way, but 
want the whole House to take a deci-
sion on this, then obviously there must 
be a debate on that question by the 
House. 

Mr. SPflII,ker: What else was it till 
now? 

Sui P. Ramamurti: It was only on 
the point ot order. People must have 
their say. I will have my ny and 
fianally let them oppose it. 

Mr. Speaker: Any way, we shall ad-
journ for lunch and meet at 2 P.M. 

13.06 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned 
for lunch til! Fourt.een of the Clock. 

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after 
Lunch at Fourteen of the Clock. 

[MR. SPEANER in the Chair.] 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE-Contd. 

Mr. Speaker: Some of you wanted 
to say something on this matter. I 
will again call the Law Minister and 
then we shall take a decision. 

Shri Tennetl Viswanatham 
(Visakhapatnam): Some of us would 
also like to say a few words. 

Mr. Speaker: Let us see. 

Shri Ranga: What is the point? Do 
you want us now to deal with it? 

Mr. Speaker: Before sending it to 
the Rajya Sabha, we must decide. It 
Is not a question of this House alone; 
two Houses are involved in It. We 
must consider whether this motiOn is 
to be sent there and all that. The 
motion is before the House. 

Shri Ranga: Are we to understand 
that the Government is oPPOSing this? 

Mr. Speaker: I do not know. I have 
not asked them. 

8M1 ...... : It there il no opposition, 
why discuss? 

't' "'! ~ : ~ ;;f\'l' ~  en: 
~  ~ t· I ~ t{/fi' 'fi1 1 0-1 0 1fT 
1 2-I 2 ~ i ~ ttft ~ i  ~  ~ I 

Shri Govlnda Menon: I submit that 
according to us, there is no breach 01 
privilege revealed by the facts dis-
closed. 

SUi Ranra: Mr. Speaker, Sir, from 
what you were gOOd enough to read 
out from the earlier convention that 
was reached, is for the other House 
the Chairman and their Privileges 
Committee, to decide whether there is 
a breach of privilege, and then make 
a report to that House in regard to 
that gentleman to whom so many 
statements have been attributed. So 
far as we are concerned, the prelimi-
nary point is whether there is ~u i

cient ground for us to remit it to the 
other House. On that limited point, 
I am just wondering why the Govern-
ment is not able to make up its mind. 
From their Own point of view, it would 
be good. If I were in their position, I 
would certainly consider it a useful 
thing indeed, for the reputation Of my 
government, and my colleagues in the 
Ministry and my colleagues jn the 
party also, to remit it to that Com-
mittee of Privileges in order to assure 
the country that I have nothing to 
hide, my Ministers' conduct is ~o

lutely abOve board, and my colleagues, 
as far as their parliamentary activities 
are concerned, are completely honest, 
and I have nothing to hide, nothing 
to be afraid of. But then that does not 
seem to be the attitude ot the Gov-
ernment· they seem to be keen on 
taking ~  under various pre-
texts. 

I need not go into all those details. 
Therefore, what I need have to men-
tion now, and I am sure my co]!eagues 
in the Opposition would be able to ndd 
their Own points of view, is this: here 
were certain charges lTl6de, and the 
tact of its having been made, has been 
brought to the notice of the House. My 
hon. friend Shri Hem Barua had al-
ready reminded the House as to how 
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in the past the two previous Plime 
Ministers had acted in regard to such 
charges. Either willingly or unwilling-
ly, anyhow, this reference was made, 
once to a retired Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court, and at another time, 
to a Chief Justice, and a third time, an 
attempt was sought to be made to 
make a reference, but then, instead of 
following that procedure, another pro-
cedure was followed, which is out-
moded and which is discredited, dis-
~ it  because of what all had hap· 
pened in regard to the CBI report. 
There was also a similar sub-commit-
tee Of the Cabinet. The cm report was 
referred to it. 

Mr. Speaker: You are going into the 
merits of the case. 

Shri Ranra: The merits of this basic 
question, whether this should be sent 
to the Privileges Committee or not. 
That is why I am confining my re-
marks directly to this restricted ambit 
Of the discussion. A reference was 
made; then it came to the notice of 
this House. The HOUSe expressed its 
extreme dissatisfaction. So much had 
happened in regard to that matter 
with the result that the country as a 
whole came to the conclusion that it 
WOuld not be proper to leave these 
things to the discretion of the Prime 
Minister and to any sub committee of 
the Cabinet that may be appointed by 
the Prime Minister. In that particular 
sub,Committee, the Prime Minister 
also happened to be a member. 

In the light of all these things, it 
would be the height of folly from the 
POlitical point Of view for any Gov-
ernment to expect the general public 
to repose confidence in the statement 
of the Prim'e Minister based upon 
Whatever enquiry they had made by 
their own sub-committee. Therefore, 1 
WOuld urge upon the Government and 
the members of this House to ogree 
to this motion and to send It to the 
Chairman ot the other House. Let their 
privileges committee go into it. thrash 
out all the details, study whatever 
facts were placed before the Cabinet 

sub-committee and any additional 
facts that may come to light in the 
course Of their own discussion. There-
after, let them submit a report. Only 
then it would be possible to protect 
the privileges of the members of thil 
House as weI! as that HOUSe and pre-
vent slanderous attacks and character 
assassination indulged in from any 
side against any other side of the 
House. 

lilT IIm'f ~  ~ ~

~  : ti i~i ~~ it ~ ~ 

~ i it~t  ~~ 

~ Q ~ u  iF 5ITof iF ~ ~ 
!IffiIT 1 itu ~ ~ fit; sn:rr-f ~ 
i ~~~~  ~ i ~ 
fA jil j ",<4 OJ SffiIR M trit eft sn:rr-f ~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ 1ft fit; ~ ;m;.rr 
~ q-rif 'fiT 1fflRT ~ ~ ~ ~  it 

mft srm: 'fiT lfIR!OIr ~ iF fmt ~ 
~~ ~ i ~o ~ t ~ 

lM'f ~ it lfIR!OIr ~ ~ 
ifl"< f<;rlrr 1 ~  lfIR!OIr iF mrr ~ 
~ it en my iF ijllJ f<;tif trit 1 
;f ifTl1 ~ ~  'IGHf [nT ~ I'!"ir ?r I 
~ if ~ ~ \iT Fq.l '11 MiflT7: 'fiT lffi'ITlf 

m-r ~ I """ 5ITof ~ ~ fit; m ~ 
~ if ~ ~ ~ it ~ snl"R" 
~ <it ;;rt-q iF m ~ ~ ffi're" mi'lffi 
~t it t ~~~~~ it  

m ~ ~ ~ ~ ;;nit fit; ~ wf.t 
m<:)q-<nflfl1 of 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ 
il'!" ~ ~ ~i  miNi ~ f<;tif i!!l ~ 
l1iif 1 I!1T': llIf ~  ~ fit; ~ qrtf 
~ lfTOfT ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ llTiR 
iF f<;tif cl-Im: ~ ~ fit; mu JI1lIm 
FqQI'1lfu"'l( ~ ~ m m-r ;;rrzr 1 

~ ~  it<r lffiITIf q1ft 
IIIT'f it; ~ ~ ~ ~ 'f1l'1: I5!t ~ 
~~~t~~ t~t  

~ I!iT ~ ~ lIfT fit; lmJ;m;.rr 
1114""19,,,1< ~ I!iT m  m ? 
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[>.tt J;fC;;r ~  ~  

~ ~i i~~~ 'ffl: 
~i  w.f iii ~ ~ 'l1: mm-~ lfi<: 
~~~ ~ ~ I lIT at 
~~ qq;:rr mm-s ~ ~ ~ 

lIT ~ wf.t mm- cnflm ~ 
~  it~~ fit; ~ ~ 'Um 

~~~~i i~ it  m<:T1l"IlI"ffi 

~i i~ t~~ \ifT<I' 

~ ai"n: ~ !A"1i!T f .. 41ti I 1'tI..,1 ( 
~ it f,rIfl:r lfi<: ~ 

1J;'" m<: i~  ~~  

it ~ ~  fit; lOfT ~o ~o ~ 

iii ~ ~ ~ if ~ t n ~ 

WIT ~ ~ If,''t ~  ..".,. ~ ? 

Mr. Speaker: It cannot come under 
this, We are nOw on the motion mov-
ed by Mr. Ramamurti. 

Sbri A. B. Vajpayee: I would like to 
know whether my motion will be 
taken up or riot. 

Mr. Speaker: That would be consi-
dered separately. Only one privilege 
motion can be taken up per day. Now 
we have taken up Mr. Ramamurti's 
motion. 

Shri Bal Raj Madhok (South Delhi): 
Both are connected issues. 

.n ~  ~  : ~i  CI'Rf ~ f""ij"4>T 
~ ~~~ ? 

~ ~~~ : o;ft ~  iii 
;ftw;r 'H 'f'It ..,.'( ~ ~ 

~ ~  ~ ~ 

~ it W ~ 

~ 'Im'I" ~  ~~  : ~ 
~~  iru ~ ~ ~ fit; lfUf'f iru 
~  q<;tT ~ ~  ~  ~ ~ gt 
~ ..... 

Mr. Speaker: No. That will be con-
sidered separately. 

lOfT 9;ii!<'f ~ i it ii : ~ ~i  

~ ~ ~  ~~  ~ f..,. ...n 
~i  ~ if; feror ~  ~ 

l1TlI"m u~ ~  '1ft ihr ~ \i[T1.f <:fr 
f'li,( ltu ;r"mi'f 'if ~  i:j' '@IT ~ I 

Mr. speaker: That is about a Mem-
ber of this House. He is a Member of 
the other House. I think it is a 
different thing. Anyway, I am con-
sidering it; I am not giving any ruling 
on that now. 

Shri KrishDa Kumar ChatterJI 
(Howrah): Sir. I rise to a point of 
order. Although our hon. Law Minister 
has pointed out that it need not go 
to the other House because the privi-
leges Of each HOUSe are guarded by 
Parliament, it is part Of the common 
law of parliament. They say that equal 
right is there for the House of Com-
monS. and the House of Lords but no 
new privileges can be created. Here it 
is said: 

"Although, as stated above, 
either HOUSe may expound the law 
of Parliament, and vindicate its 
own privileges, it is ~  that 
no new privilege can be created. 
In 1704, the Lords communicated 
a resolution to the Commons at a 
conference, "That neither House 
of Parliament have power, by any 
vote or declaration, to create to 
themselves new privileges, not 
warranted by the known laws and 
customs of Parliament." 

Here in a party meeting .... 

Mr. Speaker: This morning I read 
out to the House the decision taken by 
both the Houses. 

Sbri KrIsIma Kumar Cbatterjl: I 
draw your attention to this, that no 
new privilege cRn be created, and 
want your directive on that. 
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15fT "i! ~  t:% itTa' 'tiT ~  

~ i ~ ~ I ~~ ~ ;;iT ~ ~ W ~  

~ i t t ~ it ~ m W ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: We are diScussing the 
privilege motion by Shri Ramamurti 

15fT",! ~  ~ ~  

fmif llIT'i1T, ~ ~ ~ ~ 
i ~ ~ ~~ ~ <t\" ~~ ~ lIT if@ I 
~~ 'IllT ~ .rtlT ~ ~~ ~ ~ ? 

Mr. Speaker: That is what he qaid. 

15fT ~ ~ : 25 .rtlT ~ ~ 
~~i ~~~~ ~ ~ 

it f\'NT ~ ~ I m'f ~ it 22 5 ( 2 ) 

"If objection to leave being grant-
ed is taken, the Speaker shall re-
quest those members who are in 
favour of leaVe being granted to 
rise in their places, and if not less 
than twenty-five members rise 
accordingly, the Speaker shall 
declare that leave is granted. 

~~ i ~ >..TT ~ ;;IT lffil1Cr 

~ ~ ;rn n it ~n o ~ ir)lft I 

~ .rtlT t:% ~ ~ mif ~ ~  

~~  

Shri Govtnda Menon: That is with 
respect to a motion for reference to 
the Privileges Committee of the Lok 
Sabha, but here Shri Ramamurti relied 
upon a certain convention or agree-
ment between the twO Houses and that 
is the motion before the House. 

-ft"'l ~ : ~ ~ ~ 

~ '11ft m ~  
~~  it-u ~ qrq; '11Th t I 
5 t~~i ~~t 

~~~~~~~ 
t~~t  ~~t i~~ 

~ ~~ I t t~~~~ 

~ I ~ otit ~ ~ IIITh i ~ ( I 

~~ ~~ ~~ ~ 

~ i ~ ~ t~~~ ~ 

~~ ~i ~ 

~  

~  : )1;; ..JoAl/.,... ...s,.:.1 
-.! )3)i ..;; ~  ,*" -.. "tt"" 
i. u,,.t-.L-~ ,L IJ»I 1:i+")1 lJ":' 
U"jt.. L,'-" ~ t  r'jJ' ~ 

~~ ~ i  

~ ~ ..i,a ..Ju.. J J 
'-"" ~  ..; U"jt.. .. )'-

-uti' u ~ )3);. TIT IJ'6'" .;J 
~ ell r'" -1,)'" ,l-J... .. ,'-r, 
~  lJ":' ~ ~~ li,s .:41.Ac.. 
1.. u ~  L)'-r, Ii C!! IJ"I 

[  -~ t  r'jJl x,I 
Mr. Speaker: Shrl Ramamurti's mo-

tion is before the House. Shri Limaye 
says that leave of the HOUSe must be 
taken, to introduce It. 

8hr:i Raap: It was given. 

Mr. Speaker: I thought so, They are 
opposing the main motion and not the 
introductiolL So let us proceed. 

Shrl Sezhlyan (Kum'bakonam): SI.r, 
1 understand that we are conslderin, 
the motion under rule 226 which 81y8: 

"If leave under rule 225 is 
granted, the House may consider 
the question and come to a deci-
sion ...... 

I understand we are at thfa &ta,e. It 
presupposes that leave has already 
been granted. 

Then, Sir, before We discuu the 
motion before the House r want to pt 
some particulars about the merits of 
the motion. In thI.I motion ShrI 
Ramamurti refers to I statement made 
by the PrIme MiDiIter yeItardaJ III 



6571 Question of JUNE 21, 1967 Privile"e 

[Shri Sezhiyan] 

this House. Under rule 370 it is laid 

down: 

"If in answer to a question or 
during debate, a Minister discloses 
the advice or opinion ~ n to him 
by any officer of the Government 
or by any other person Or autho-
rity, he shall ordinarily lay the re-
levant document or parts of decu-
ment containing that opinion "r 
advise, Or a summary thereof un 
the Table." 

Before we go into the merits of the 
question, I want to knOw whether all 
those documents will be placed on the 
Table of the House. For instance, yes-
terday the Prime Minister referred to 
the advice given by her three Cabinet 
colleagues. There were also other re-
cords available to the committee of 
three Ministers. Therefore, before we 
consider the merits of the motion, 
whiCh pertains to the statement of the 
Prime Minister, I want to know whe-
ther all the concerned documents 
would be placed on the Table of the 
House. I want a ruling on this point. 
Without the basic material, on which 
a decision has been taken by the Cabi-
net colleagues, on which the Prime 
Minister has taken a decision, without 
that it is rather difficult for the Mem-
bers of the House to come to a just 
and right conclusion. 

Mr. speaker: The motion has been 
moved by Shri Ramamurti. Naturally, 
he will have available to him all the 
materials he wanted. This is not a 
Government motion. The hon. Mem-
ber is making a mistake. If the GQv-
ernment move a motion, naturally 
they will have to place before the 
House whatever they refer to. Now it 
is the responsibility of Shri Rama-
murti to place before the House what-
ever material he has with him. NOW, 
if the hon. Member wants to make a 
speech on the motion, he may do so 
within five minutes. 

IIIIrt 8edIi1aD: Shri RamamurU's 
motion is based 011 that lltatement. 
Wll;h.out the base material, It is .tIl-

cult for us to proceed. Apart from 
this, it is for the benefit of the Minis-
ters themselves, against whom charces 
were made, that they place all the 
documents before the House sO that we 
can deal with the matter in a methu-
dical and judicial way. Unless we get 
all the materials and documents we 
will not be in a positiOn to o~  to 
a right conclusion. Therefore, a clear-
cut procedure should be evolved to 
cover those cases where hon. Members 
of either this House Or the other HoUSe 
make sPecific charges which are given 
publicity in the press. All such cases 
should be gone into clearly and not in 
a hush-hush manner. So, I support the 
motion moved by Shri Ramamurti and 
suggest that the Speaker of the House 
may, in consultation with the Chair-
man of the Rajya Sabha evolve a 
satisfactory procedure to deal with 
such cases. 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: Mr. Speaker, 
v.:henever a matter pertaining to pri-
vIlege comes before us, we try to the 
best of OUr powers to put ourselves, as 
far as possible, in a judicial frame of 
mind. It is significant that the motion 
fOr referenCe to the Committee of 
~ i i s has come from the o osi~ 

tIOn, and when Shri Ramamurti spoke 
he made it very clear that when reflec-
tions are made on the dignity and the 
character of this House, even if they 
are attaCks on members of the Trea-
sury Benches, we ought to take note uf 
it and make sure that the honour of 
this House is safeguarded. Therefore I 
hOPe the members on the other side 
would not take a captious view of the 
matter. They may lUlt believe us, but 
I have said it repeatedly in this House, 
!lot only in this Parliament but also in 
its predecessors, that we are deeply 
concerned to find out the truth of the 
matter when there are allegations 
·publicly and earnestly made llIainst 
Ministers of Government, and we 
should be only too happy to di8eoVer 
finally and pOSitively that the n ~ 

ters, with whom in this House out-
side the House, in the lobby and' else-
Where we have ~ pet'8Onal rela" 
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(ions, are persons of probity and in-
tegrity. 

Mr. Speaker: This motion is 40t 
~inst any Minister. It is against Shri 
ArJun Arora, a member of the 'Jther 
House. 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: That may be 
so, but that member has made obser-
vations, which were reported in the 
press and reported back to the House 
17 the Prime Minister herself to 
which, Sir, you yourself made a ~
renee. Therefore, we take it that the 
honour of certain Ministers of Gov-
ernment, and therefore the honour of 
the ~ous  has been impugned, and 
that IS why we want the whole matter 
to be thrashed out. Here I come to a 
oi~t which is very disqUieting. I 
notice a disposition on the part of the 
Government to shield certain things 
and to prevent a thorough-,going in-
vlltigation which alone can satisfy the 
public mind. We discuss corruption and 
so many other things. I am not going 
into the details of it, but when against 
people holding the highest positions 
in the country some allegations are 
made, it is absolutely important ;hat 
the turth of the matter is found out. 
I personally may be very much i ,1-
cIined to believe in the innocence of 
the Ministers concerned, but the line-
clear must be given in a manner which 
convinces everybody. 

Now, what has happened in this 
case is that only the Prime Minister 
came up before this House and refer-
red to a repOrt given to her by three 
()f her colleagues, and on the basis of 
that the whole matter appears to be 
hUshed uP. 

We do not want that kind of thing 
to happen. I shall refer to your pre-
decessor, Bardar Hukam Singh, who 
once behved in a most exemplary 
manner. On that occasion certain 
things were said about him "n the 
basis of certain report which had ap-
JM!U6d In a aecUon even of the dis-
reputable pretlll. We in thiI Bo1.AH, 

representing every Party, ,at up to 
tell the Speaker that we took no note 
Of that kind of allegatiOn apinat the 
Speaker becaUSe it was too frivolous 
and too trivial, that we just did not 
believe it. The Speaker called us to his 
Chamber and showed us certain dOCU-
ments and we even declined to aee 
thOSe documents because we did not 
want to sit in judgment over the 
~  on a maUter which WBI o>\).. 
vl0usly a falsity. However, he came 
before the House and referred the 
matter to the Committee of Privlleps 
because he felt that even if allegations 
were made very frivolously by 411-
~ ut  people against somebody in 
high authority in this country, those 
allegations should be looked into In 
the parliamentary method. I have re-
peatedly asked tor that kind of 
thing. I have asked for ministers to 
take recourse to parliamentary me-
thOds of vindication and also to lend 
out a challenge to those who attack 
them alld Say that they should repeat 
those things outside and they would 
take special measures. On one occa-
sion a former Minister, Shri S. It. 
Pati!, responded to my suggestion, 
went outside and did take recourse to 
judicial methods of redress. Our in-
tention is to see to it that the honour 
of Members of this House who include 
Ministers, which means the honour of 
the whole HOUSe is safeguarded and, 
therefore, reference to the Committee 
of Privilges, whichever way it can be 
technicallY' f'eilsible in this particularly 
complicated case, should be done. 

Therefore I support the idea that 
you get in touch with the C,hairman 
of the other House sa that you can 
find the o u~ vivendi for operation 
in regard to this matter and this whole 
matter should be thrashed out by the 
Committee of Privileges. The minis-
ters themselves should be the first 
persons to comp forward in order to 
ask for the clearance of their names. 

~ "'! ~ : ~ ~  't'i' 
~i n ~ t~ t I 
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["ft ~ ~  

qr.f.l Q ~ mlf<'fT ;ft;;rRr i i~ if ~ 

~ ~ \ill m'lillT i ~ ;ft ~ ~  

~~ srm;; l!'tt ;;ft it, ~ it  lIl'T 
~ ~ ~ ;ft ~ I mqit ~ ;reT ~  

~ 'IiW 'IT f1r; \ill ~ ~ ~ 

~  ~  q'iif ~  ~~ ~ 

~ 'liT, ~ ~ lIl'T ~ ~ ;;rRr m:, 
~ ~ ~ ~~ I ~ i  

~~ ..... 

Mr. Speaker: You are raising that 
separately. 

'1T1{6! ~ : ~ 'Il1"f'JT ~ W ~  

~ i ~ ~  W ~ I ~ 

itcrmr WR: i i~ W ~ fifi ~ t ~ ifillf 

\ill ~ ifiW i ~ ¥fl ~ 'f@ fi!;ln' I 
(f'R ~ ~ ~~ ~ 'liTlf i i~ 

~ ~ ,it 'IiW fifi ~ ~  ~ I iii<; i!i"t 
~ 1ft ;fr.rcr m ~  fifi ~ ~ 
~ ~ i ~ ~ ~~ fifi 

~ 'I1Tlf<'fT lIl'T ;;rRr i!iU ~ ;;fif ~ 

i i~~  ~~~ i i~~~~ 

W ~~ .. ) ~ ~ i!i"t ~  ~ 

i ~ ~~~~ ~ 

Q ~ ~ ~  WR: 'H W ~ I 

~ CI";fi ~ ;ofT iii lffiIl'q 'liT; 
~ ~~ ~i i~ ~ I ~ 

~ i ~ i ~~~

~ i  ~Q i ~ 'liT ~ lfi'Ift 
it ~ ~ fcrmtt ~ 'liT ~ 'lit' 
~ ~  CI"I1Tlf ~ 'liT ~ ~ ~

~ m l!'tt ~ 1ft lfttT ~it f'!i 
~~ o i ~~~ 

~ ~ ~ t, ~ 'lItq ii i ~ 

~  1ti't I if ~ ~ ~ 
~ ~  t ~ ~ !fllr.f l!'tt ;ofT 

!fiT Ifi{iIT ~ I ~ ;;rRr ~~ tr.ft 
~ ~ t  ~ i  ~ ~ ~ 

t t t~~ 

~ ~ ;ofT it !fllr.f l#l' if ~ 

~ ii ~i i~~~~  

~~ i~~i i~~  

~ I ~~ ii ~~~  

~ ~ ;ofT 'liT ~ ~ ~  mf.rcr 
~ ~ I ~~~  ~  i~  

~ I ~~ i~t tt~~ 

mqifi"t qcrr ~ ~ I ~ ~~ 

~ ~ ~ t.ft i ~ I ~ ~~ 

~t : 
"In his statement to the !.ok 

Sabha on 30th May, 1967, Pant 
admitted that he was Chairman 
and Managing Director of a Birla 
company. This is exactly what I 
had in mind when I mentioned 
his name to you. Mr. Pant says 
he resigned before taking up his 
new responsibility as a Minis· 
ter". . .. (Interruption) . 

An hon. Member: From where have 
you got it? 

'1t"'! ~ : ~ ~~ m ~ 

~ i ~ i ~~  

~ mlIT ~ srm<r ~  if ~ I ~i i  

~ i~ ~  ~~~ 

~ m fm i!i"t ~  ~  ~ i ~ I 
~~i i Q ~ ~ ~~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ W ~ t  ~ ~ I 

~~~~ n~t ~ ~ ~ 

WI 

"This means he was a Birla em-
ployee, as a Member of Parliament 
and as the Secretary of the Con-
gress Party in Parliament. ThIs 
I think, is a bad enough confes-
sion ..... n 

"With no technical quallftca-
tions, he bOUted ..... 

~ t  I 

"of his technical profession,. 
Mr. Pant having admitted hili (l1.oIe 
tie with the Birlas .•.. " 
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Mr. Speaker: We are now s uss ~ 

the privilege motion of Mr. Rama-
murti. But you are now going into 
the charges against Ministers. 

~ ~ t ~~~~~ 

flfi if ~ ~ IT,( ~  ~ ~ 

~ ttfw:f'i 'lit ~~ arorTlf ~  ~ 

~ I ~ f;:rqlf if; Wlm'( il'l\;r ~ ~  

~~  ~ I ~ oti  ~ 

~ t ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: You should speak on 
the privilege motion. 

~ f<'f'fit: ~~~~ ~~ I 
~ ti  ~ i ~  if ~ ~  

~~ I t ~t ~~~~ ~~  

~i  ~ ~  ~ .m.iJ fm:r ~ 11ft I 
W ~~ ~ ~ mm iffr;r:iT if; flimq; 

~  t ~ ~ I ~  ~ i i~ 'W ~ 
~ t ~~~ ~~t ..... 

qT ~  'AT ~  : ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ iT ~ tTWl ~ ~~ ~  

lfiTi i\' ~ ti;mor if ~ I!fT ~ ~ 

~~ I 

U1\.ao)X : ,13 ~ ...,,.:.] 
bl8 is Ji ~~ ...,tI ~ u  

.J..s6i -I' .!. ~ s ~  ;:J4J LJ+" 
~ ~ u!+i 4S ~ 

qT I'fi fm: ~ ~ ;;IT it; 

om: if ~ ~~ tT\'RI' ~ mm ~ I 

~ 'lit it ~ ~ ~ I i ~ it; ftl<;nq; 

q tT\'RI' SI'!T'( ...... ~ ~  ~ it m 
~  I 

"I am told that as the 1I4inilter 
Of Communications, he gave 
Birlas certain privileres whlch 
put them at par with the Prime 
Minister and Chief Miniatera. I 
am informed that seven of the 
elaht Birlas have been awarded 
the privile,e of highest priority 
trunk calla in the lame JnBDDeI' 

as the Prime Minister and Chief 
Ministers are. Another Birla ,em. 
Mr. Mandella has also been iJ,VI!TI 
the same status .... " 

Mr. Speaker: Don't go into all these 
charges now. 

Shri Sant Bo: Sina'h: 1 rise on a 
point of order. 1 am sorry to tax 
your patience. What we are discus-
sing now is the privilege motion and 
not the charges. 

Mr. Speaker: !I said that myself. 

qT WI,! ~ : !fliT ~ 1IiT ~ 

~ ~ ~~n  ~ ? ~ if 'I!T 
~~ mq 'lit m ~ it .m mq 
~~~~ i ~it~~~ ~ 

~ i ~ ~~~ I 

it ~ if ~ t]1lT ~ I ~~ if If"mI1' 
i ~ I ~~it~ o it n 

If'( <:li ~ ~ I mq ~ ~ ~ om:rzrur 
fupft ~ ~ 1RfT it; <rnf ~ iii 

~~i ~~i ~  

f;rIn ~ it ~~ ~ ~ 'I!T 'iT 
f'ff'q ~ ~  ~ ~ fifo' tqorr ~ 

~~~~~~~ ~~~  
~ ~~~  tqorr ~ it; ~ 

~~t o ~  ~ <'f'\lff ~ t ~ 

~ ~ I ~ i  ifa'T ~ ~ ~ if 
~i ~~ t  ~~  

1IiT mq ~ 1ff<'P' ~ ~ ~ i\' '." lfTi 
~ i  ~ ~~ ~t  

~ ;;IT m tlfT1it ~ ~ ..m: ~ 
~~ii ~ it~~ii  
nA tfefr ~  lI'fu"a:rr II>'\' ~ if '!'Sf 
~ i i~~~~ m 
0(1lTIIT I ~ ~ ~ ~ 'I"RI' 

miN ~ ~ t I t ~ {tf ~ lIlT 

q;of tT ;;mrr t f-.; ~ ~ t 'ITT ~ & 
~~ Qtt i ~  

i ~ i ~ ~ 
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i I ~~ ~~~it~ t 

~~~  

~~ 19 54 ;f.t ~ ~ ~ I iR1 
~~ i  5 ~~~~ t  

II qi( i ~~ ~i  iii m-r 
. .,,6' It>{ if; ~ i i  It>itzr ~~ ~ if 
~ i ~  ~ ~~~ <t;: 

'''i!: ~  ~ iii ~ m ~~ ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Ramamurti has 
already spoken. 

Sbrl P. Ramamurti: Now that a 
:tIubstantive motion is there, I have a 
Tight to reply. 

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Tenneti Viswa-
l1athll'ffi wants to speak? 

Sbri Tenneti Viswanatham: Yes. 

This motion should really have come 
-from the other side '" 

Shri S. Kandappan: The docu-
ment to which Mr. Limaye referred 
should be authenticated and placed 
.on the Table of the House. 

lilt ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~  

it ~~ '1<.'{ 'foT ~  'R m if; ~ 

~  ~ I frnPl' 3 Ii 9 iti ~ 'I'!'I';r.ft!r 

~ ~ ~ l{ioT It><.i1' ;r,r ~ ~ I 

Sbri S. Kandappan: Let him place 
:it on the Table of the House. 

~ "'l fW¥lq : ~~ ~~  

it ~~ '1<.'{ It>T sn:rrfVra- i!l1: if; <:lI' 

~~ ~  1JH 'R It><Wo ~ 

fiJ;itOf ~~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I 

[Placed in Library. See No. LT-779J 
B7]. 

Mr. Speaker: I have called-Mr. 
Viswanatham. 

Sbrl TeDDeU VlawaDatbam: I am 
very happy that this motion has been 
moved. but actually it should have 

come from the other side. CertaiD 
allegations were :made. certain in-
quiry was made and then the Prime 
Minister said that as a result Of the 
inquiry, the ailegations were proved 
to be incorrect. Therefore, what 
should have been done by the other 
side was to move a motion of pri-
vilege because two members of this 
House were maligned by another 
member. Therefore, I support Mr. 
Ramamurti's motion. 

So far as the procedure is concern-
ed, nothing is complicated because 
we have also got the precedent of 
1954. You can pass it On to the 
Chairman of the other House. 

On whether there is a breach of pri-
vilege or not, you were about to say 
tl'!at you leave it to the House. On 
that point I want to say this. Under 
rule 227, you have got the absolute 
power either to leave it to the House 
or to commit it to the Committee of 
Privileges. In this case, instead of 
leaving it to .  .  . (Interruptions). 

The Minister of State in Depart-
ments of Parliamentary Aftairs and 
CommllDieatlons (Sbrl I. K. Gujral): 
I rise on a point of order. The 
hon. Member said that he wanted to 
place the document on the Table of 
the House. I am objecting to it. The 
rules do not provide for that. 

-tI ¥fI! """' : ~5  ~ t ~ 
~ ;r"A it ;p;ff meN It> 'f.lt ~ ~ ? 
it it ~ ~ lfiT ~ ~ ~  

~~ t ~~~ t ~  

Mr. Slleaker: Mr. Viswanatham is 
on his le,.. When he is called to do 
it, then you can raise this. lIIr. Vis-
wanatham is on his legS and he was 
makmg a difterent speech. When he 
'WU OD his legs, )'OU apt quiet, but 
~ 1&. VIawUllltham speab, you 

rlR GIl a 1IIOint of orderl 
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Sui Tenneti Vlswanatbam: You 
have the power, under rUle 227, to 
commit it to the Committee of Pri-
vileges. You need not have lett it to 
the House or you need not leave it 
10 the House. The Committee of Pri-
vileges is generally in a more judi-
dal frame of mind than the House 
where party factions are rising very 
high as you have seen even now. 

Sui J. B. Kripalani: It has got 
more time. 

SUi Tennril Vlswanatham: They 
will have more time to look into it 
from all aspects more calmly, very 
dispassionately and with a judicial 

~ of mind. Therefore, i submit 
that, Instead of leaving it to the House 
for a vote, you should exercise your 
power under rUle 227-there, of 
course, you may add the 1954 conven-
tion also--and then refer it to the 
Chairman Of the Rajya Sabha. 

Ml-. Speaker: Mr. Gujra/. 

Shri I. K. GujraJ: My contention 
is that it is not within the power of 
any member 

Shl'i P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): He 
is not a member of this House. 

Some hon. Members: He is a Mi-
nister. 

Mr. Speaker: He is a Minister of 
the Government. 

Shl'i P. K. Deo: Can he participate 
in the proceedings of this House? 
(Interruptions) . 

Mr. Speaker: For everything, all 
the members go on shouting. The 
proceedings will be much easier if all 
the members do not speak simulta-
neously. 

~ ~ ~  ~~  
~~ Q ~~ ~ 

~~  ~~~~  
~ m I'lNlr lIT i{1 ~ lI>I' ",flAm: 
t I 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. There 
should not be cross-talks. This will 
be going on the wong lines. 

Mr. Gujral is not a member of this 
House. He cannot, therefore, vote, 
but as a Minister he has a right to 
talk here. He cannot vote. That is 
all. 

Shrl AbdUl Gbanl Dar: He is a 
member of the Supreme Command. 

Shri Dattatraya Kunte (Kolaba): 
I want to seek a clari1l.cation from 
you. It is conceded that he is a mem-
ber of the Rajya Sabha and as a Mi-
nister, even though he is a member 
of the RajYa Sabha, he can speak in 
this House, but on an occasion where 
his department is concerned. 

Some hon. Members: No, no. 

Mr. Speaker: I think the matter 
hardly needs any clarification. U is 
so clear. 

Shri I. K. GujraJ: The objection 
. that I have raised is this. It is not 
within the privilege of the hon. Mem-
ber to get uP. quote from a paper and 
use that occasion to lay it on the 
Table of the HOUSe aOd thus use this 
forum for purposes other than those 
for which it is meant. 

My submission to you is that the 
Member is not within his right to lay 
any such document on the Table of 
the House. 

Some hon. Members rose-

Mr. Speaker: I want to cut short 
the discussion on this. The position 
is very clear. Direetion 118(2) of the 
Directions by the Speaker reads thus: 

"If in the course of his speech, 
a member wishes to lay a paper 
or document on the Table without 
previously supplying a copy 
thereof to the Speaker. he may 
hand It over at the Table but It 
will not be deemed to have been 
laid on the 'l'wle unless the 
Speakel', after examination, ae-
·eords the n_1II7 pcmIaIoD.-. 
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[Mr. Speaker] 

So, the han. Member has handed it 
over at the Table. The Speaker will 
look into it and later on give a 
decision as to whether he should ac-
cord the necessary permission. 

Shrl Govinda Menon: ![ oppose 
Shri P. Ramarourti's motion, and if 
Shri Madhu Limaye's motion has been 
admitted, I oppose that motion also. 

Shri Sezhlyan: That stage is over 
now. 

Shri Govinda Menon: There have 
been very eloquent speeches made 
on this matter in support of the mo-
tions .. ' 

Shri Tenneti Viswanatham: He is 
adding another. 

Smi Govinda Menon: In spite of 
those speeches, I oppoSe those mo-
tions and I do So without any hesita-
tion. I do so because ![ do not see 
where any breach of privilege of this 
House is involved. 

Shri J. B. KrlpaIani: Why not? 

8ml Govinda Menon: A breach of 
privilege of the House means a con-
tempt of the House, when either a 
Member of the House Or a stranger 
seeks to defame a Member of this 
House or casts aspersions against a 
Member of the House; and the re-
ported statement of Shri Arjun 
Arora, made in the Congress Parlia-
mentary pariY is .. 

AB hOD, Member: It is only a 
praise. 

Shri Govinda Menon: 1. . .is an as-
persion and it attributes corruption 
to two Members of this House who 
are Ministers and is defamatory, If 
true. One of the rules regarding de-
tarnation is that whatever is stated 
will not amount to defamation if it 
is stated before a person who has got 
disciplinary or other control over the 
matter. Who is Shri ArjUD Arora? 
Ue is a Member of the--ConJI'ess 

Party. In the Congress Party forum, 
.before the leader' of the Congress 
Party, he made a statement regarding 
two Members of this House. The 
stock argument that has been advanc-
ed here is that it has -become public 
property. What is it that has become 
public property? What has become 
public property is the fact that a 
statement was made. I am not aware 
of any statement made by Shri Arjun 
Arora either to the press or in his 
HOUse regarding this matter. •  •  • 

Mr. Speaker: By the term 'in his 
House' the han. Minister means the 
Rajya Sabha? 

Shri Govinda Menon: Yes. That is 
extremely significant. It is extremely 
significant, because defamation, caus-
ing contempt of a Member of the 
HOUSe etc. are all malicious acts and 
are done with a motive or an object 
to vilify a certain person. If that 
was the object of Shri Arjun Arora, 
we would have seen him rushing to 
the press with this statement ... 

Shrl Govlnda Menon: I had listened 
so much to the hon. Member. Now, 
if he does not have the patience to 
listen to me, what can I do? 

eft .., ~ : ~ lfiT ~ t lIfuf.I 
~  ~ ~ fit; ~ lfiT R it ;;nit ~ Iflfl 
~ ~  

Mr. Speaker: The han. Minister 
has a right to be heard 

Shrl Govlnda Menon: The impor-
tance of this lies in whether there is 
any defamation. That is what I 
would like to submit. It cannot go 
to a court of law 'because it is with 
respect to, and touches, the privilege 
of members of this House, The test 
to be applied is whether there is de-
famation. Please permit me to read 



6s8s . Question of JYAISTHA 31,  1889 (SAKA) Privilege 

Exception eight to the definition pI 
defamation in the IPC (Interruption). 
Please listen. ~  he does not under-
stand, let him at least please listen. 

"It is not defamation to prefer 
in good faith an accusation 
against any person to any of 
those who have lawful authority 
over that person with respect to 
the subject-matter of accusation". 

Here Shri Arjun Arora, a Congress 
member, interested in the purity of 
functioning of the Congress Pa·:ty, 
made an accusation in the forum of 
the Congress Parlia'metary Party be-
lore the leader of the Congress Parly, 
and this exception aptly applies; 011 

all fours it applies. 

Now, it is said that it has become 
public property. Did Shri Arora pub-
lish it? Did the Prme Minister pub-
lish it? (Interruptions). I will meet 
everyone of the arguments. If it has 
been made public, it has been made 
public by those who wanted to steal 
this information, and that is not a 
matter which is relevant for this pur-
pose. Suppose I make a complaint 
about a colleague of mine to the 
Prime Minister. Suppose the mOlt-
ter becomes public, not due to me, but 
dUe to some extraneous reason-it 
leaks out, as many things leak out. 
Am I responsible? Would 1: be treat-
ed culpable? That is the position. 

On this matter, Sir, the Prime Mi-
nister did make a statement. Is it 
her fault that having made .  .  . <Intcr-
7'1I.J)tions) • Why do they make this 
noise? That won't deter matters com-
ing out frOm me. The matter came 
to the House, when some Member 
said that Shri Arora has made this 
statement-there was a calling atte:1-
tion notice on that-what do you say 
to that? Shri Arora is reported to 
have made a statement to you and 
that is defamatory of two ~ of 
this House. What dO you say to that?' 
Later on, the Prime Minister comes 
and in fairness to the House, in f.dr-
ness to the members concerned, says, 
'It was made in the Congress Parlia-

mentary Party. As leader, I looked 
into it. I requisitioned the services of 
two or three senior members of my 
Cat-inet. I would now like to inform 
the House that there was nothing in 
it.' 

This is what has happened, lIud 
'members here want to catch at it, as 
if at a piece Of straw, to show that 
the Prime Minister herself publicised 
this matter. That is not so. 

7 oppose this motion because if t:lis 
is a motion of breach of privilege, 
then the functioning of political par-
ties will ·become impossible. 

Shrl Ranga: Oh! 

Shri Govinda Menon: He says 
'Oh!'. Tomorrow it may be the 
Swatantra Party's turn. Discussion. 
may take place in the party and tiley 
may leak out. 

Shrl Ranga: We know. 

Shrl Govlnda Menon: In the party 
proceedings, some statement may be 
made about one member or otller 
who is an MP. Would it be a bre .. ch 
of privilege if it leaks out? 

"i If'! f'r"" : ~~ iIT(l ~ o ~  

~ I lI'fIfif ~  q i ~ ~ lIlT 

~ it ~ ili roret? ~  If>f eft ~ 
~~~~ I 

Shr! Govlnda Menon: am not 
yielding. Without meaning any dis-
respect, without wanting to cast any 
aspersion, I want to :lsk Prof. Muker' 
jee and Shri Ramamurti a u sti~n  

During the days of the Third Lok 
Sabha, I read reports in the prcss 
that some members of the Com.nu-
nist Party made accusations agail.lBt 
Shri Dange. Accusations were made 
which were not very complimentary 
to Mr. Dange. He was not a mem-
ber of the Lok Sabha at that time. 
Suppose he was a me'mber of the Lok 
Sabha at that time, would it amount 
to a breach Of privilege? If so, party 
functioning here will become dift\cult. 
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[Shri Govinda Menon] 
Therefore, for two reasons, be-

cause this is an internal matter of the 
Congress Party, and secondly because 
if these are treated as breaches of 
privilege party functioning will be-
come impossible in this country, 
without the least hesitation 7 oppose 
the motion of breach of privilege. 

Shri P. Bamamurtl: I have heard 
with respect the opposition to this 
motion by the Law Minister. I was 
wondering whether he was speaking 
in this House, or whether he was 
arguing in a district court or a High 
Court. 

Shri Govinda Menon: In the High 
Court of Parliament. 

Mr. Speaker: In the highest CO'lrt 
here. 

Shr! P. Bamamurti: We are not 
now governed ... . <Interruptions). 

Now, they must keep quiet. I::m 
not in the habit of interrupting al.y-
body, and I do not want interruptions. 

After all, this House is not gover-
ned by the law of defamation, this 
House is not governed by the Indian 
Penal Code, this House is not govern-
ed by the Crimial Procedure Code; 
there is a question of privilege, and 
this House is governed by the law 
of privileges laid down by this House 
itself and by nobody else. There-
fore, his argument that there are so 
many saving clauses with regard to 
the law of defamation-I know all 
that--does not apply to this case at 
all in any way. 

You have already disposed of this 
morning the objection that he raised 
that this was a matter which was 
raised, in their parliamentary party. 

He also said that some members of 
our party had macle certain allega-
tions against Mr. Dange who was then 
not a member of Parliament; had he 
been a Member of Parliament, what 
would have happened? I would only 
tel! him this, I was one of those peo-

pie who made that accusation, an I 
would have welcomed at that time, 
had he been a Member of Parliament, 
my being hauled up before the Pri-
vileges Committee. Therefore, 1 
would not have opposed this motiGn 
in any way whatsoever, and I am 
also certain that other people also 
would haVe done the same thing. 
Therefore, this analogy does not in 
any way hold. 

Therefore, the question is simply 
this. As you yourself had stated 
this morning, the facts are that un-
fortunately these things were not con-
fined to that parliamentary party, 
and it is not a case of stealing. As 
a matter of fact, it is a well known 
practice that every time this parlia-
mentary Congress party meeting takes 
place, there is a briefing of the pro-
ceedings to the press. Therefore, 
when Mr. Arora made that statement 
in the parliamentary party, he knew 
that there WOuld be briefing, and 
therefore this matter would become 
a public matter. Therefore, they can-
not take shelter under that. 

Whatever might have happened, the 
fact is that the matter has come to 
public knowledge. and therefore this 
House is seized of it, whatever might 
have been the intention of those per-
sons. Therefore, they should have 
taken care to see that the matter did 
not leak out. On the other hand, the 
Prime Minis1er herself made a volun-
tary statement that this was the spe-
cific allegation made against those 
two members of this 'House. We are 
nOw very much concerned with the 
reputation of those people, and the 
reputation of the House. Therefore, I 
want to make it very clear that as far 
as I am concerned, I have never in my 
life made any allegation against any 
person unless I had facts before me. 
r am not in the habit of making, and 
I do not want anybody to make, any 
such allegation. Can yOU cite one ins-
tance when I was a member Of the 
Assembly in Madras, or as member 
of the Rajya Sabha, or as member of· 
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the Lok Babha, when I had made any 
such personal allegation against any 
one? Absolutely not. I am not in 
the habit, I do not want that to be re-
peated in this House. I have not 
made any such allegations. Therefore, 
when such allegations are being re-
peated again and again from which-
ever quarter it be, it is absolutely 
essential that the House should clear 
this, and this House should not be-
come the butt of ridicule of the en-
tire people. Parliament's dignity will 
have to be maintained. I do not un-
derstand why the Congress Party 
should oppose this motion. After all, 
there' was {he earlier case when the 
late Prime Minister Pandit Jawahar-
lal Nehru came to the conclusion that 
the allegations made against the 
Chief Minister of Punjab were with-
out foundation. But later on when 
they were referred to a jUdicial tri-
bunal, they were found to be correct. 
Therefore, when those things are there, 
when these allegations are made and 
w hen the Congress Party refuses to 
allow t ~ to be investigated by the 
privileges committee, I warn them: 
you will be under a cloud, not only 
those two ministers but the entire 
ministry, including the Prime Minis-
ter; all will be under a cloud. 

Mr. Speaker: Come to the privi-
lege motion. 

Shri P. Ramamurti: Therefore 
appeal to them: in your own interest, 
if you want to free yourself from 
this claud of suspicion that wiIl hang 
around you in the entire country, it 
is essential that you should accept it. 
If yOu do not accept it, if you oppose 
it on the basis of your brute majority 
... <Interruptions.) not brute majo-
rity, if you are going to defeat this 
motion, it is going to ·be your own 
funeral because your reputation in 
this country will go down. You may 

defeat 'me in this, but you cannot 
shut the mouth Of the people or shut 
the understanding of the people. 
Therefore, think deep before decid-
ing to oppose this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker: I shall put the mo-
tion to vote now. 

Shri Jyotlrmoy Buu (Diamond Har-
bour): Sir, I am a new member to-
this House and 1: want your guidance. 
If on the floor of this House, I am 
beaten up by a Congress Member be-
cause we are in a minority and they 
are in a majority, can this be allowed 
to go? ... (Interruptions.) 

Mr. Speaker: I am not interested 
in party matters. Every party has got 
its own problems. I am here to con-
duct the business of the House. 
Therefore I am now putting the mo-
tion to the vote of the House. 

The question is: 

"That in view Of the statement 
made by the Prime Minister in 
this House yesterday that the alle-
gations made by Shri Arjun 
Arora, a Member of Rajya Sabha, 
against Shri Satya Narayan SiOI ... 
and Shri K. C. Pant, inist~s 

and Members of this House, had 
not been substantiated; the ques-
tion of privilege against Shri 
Arjun Arora for making these 
baseless allegations he referred 
to the Chairman, Rajya Sabha 
for action in accordance with the 
procedure laid down by the Com-
mittee of Privileges of Rajya 
Sabha and Lok Sabha in their 
Report of joint sittin, in 1954 
and adopted by the two Houses." 

The Lok Sabha divided: 

DlvlltOD No. 'Jl 
Abraham, Shrl K. M. 
Adichan, Shri P. C. 
Ahmed, 8hri J. 

AYES 
Amin, 8hrl R. K. 

[lU9 bra 

Anbazhagan, 8hri 
Anbuchezhian, shri 
Ayarwal, 8hri Ram 

Amin, 8hri RamchandrD 
J. 

81D1h 
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Bansh Narain Singh, 
Shri 

Barua, Shri Hem 
Behera, Shri Baidhar 
Bharat Singh. Shri 
Bharti, Shri Maharaj 

Singh 
Birua. Shri Kolai 
Brij Bhushan Lal, Shri 
. Chandra Shekhar Singh, 

Sllri 
Chatterjee, Shri N. C. 
·Chaudhuri. Shri Tridib 

Kumar 
Dar, Shri Abdul Ghani 
Daschowdhury, Shri 

B. K. 
Deo, Shri P. K. 
Desai, Shri C. C. 
Devgun, Shri Hardayal 
Digvijal Nath, Shri 

Mahant 
Dipa, Shri A. 
Durairasu, Shri 
Esthose. Shri P. P. 
Fernandes, Shri George 
Goel, Shri Shri Chand 
'Gopalan, Shri A. K. 
Gopalan, Shri P. 
Gopalan, Shrimati 

8useela 
Gounder, Shri Muthu 
. Gawel, Shri Gadilingana 
Gupta. Shri Indrajit 
Haldar, Shri K. 
Heerji Bhai, Shr! 
.Janardhanan, Shri C. 
.rena, Shri D. D. 
.Jha. Shri Shiva Chandra 
.Joshi, Shri S. M. 
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Kabir, Shri Humayun 
Kachwai, Shri H'llkam 

Chand 
Kalita, Shri Dhireawar 
Kameshwar Singh, Shri 
Kandappan, Shri S. 
Khan, Shri H. Ajmal 
Khan, Shri Ghayoor Ali 
Khan, Shri Latafat Ali 
Khan, 8hri Zulf!quar Ali 
Kisku, Shri A. K. 
Kothari, Shri S. S. 
Koushik, Shri K. M. 
Kripalani, Shri J. B. 
Krishnamoorthi, Shri V. 
Kunie. Shri Dattatraya 
Kushwah, Shri Y. S. 
Lakkappa. Shri K. 
Limaye, Shri Madhu 
Lobo Prabhu, Shri 
Madhok, Shri Bal Raj 
"Mahato, Shri Bhajahari 
Maiti, Shri S. N. 
Majhi. Shri M. 
Mangalathumaaom, Shri 
Mayavan, Shri 
Meetha LaI, Shri 
Meghachandra, Shri M. 
Menon. Shri Vishwa-

natha 
Mohammed Imam, Shrl 
Molahu Prasad, Shri 
Mukerjee, Shri H. N . 
Nair, Shri Vasudevan 
Nayanar, Shri E. K. 
Nayar, 8hri K. K. 
Nihal Singh, Shri 
Pandey, Shrl SarjOO 
Paokai Haokip, Shri 
Paswan, Shr! Kedar 
Patil, Shr! N. R. 

Privilege 

Ram Charan, Shri 
Ram Gopal, Shrl 
Ramamoortqy, Shri P. 
Ramamurti. Shri P. 
Ranga, Shri 
Roy, Shri Chittaranjan 
Sait, Shri Ebrahim Su1ai-

man 
Sam ant a, Shri S. C . 
Sambandhan, Shri S. K. 
Satya Narain Singh, Shri 
Sen, Dr. Ranen 
Sequeira, Shri 
Sezhiyan, Shri 
Sharma, Shri Ram A vlar 
Sharma, Shri Yajna Datt 
Sharma, Shri Yogendra 
Shastri, Shri Prakash Vir 
Shastri, Shri Ramavatar 
Shastri, Shri Raghuvir 

Singh 
Shastri, Shri Shiv 

Kumar 
Sivasankaran, Shri 
Somasundaram, Shri 

S. D. 
Sondhi, Shri M. L. 
Sreedharan, Shri A. 
Sriraj Meghrajji, Shri 
Sundar Lal, Shri J. 
Suraj Bhan, Shri 
Tapuriah, Shri S. K. 
Thakur, Shri P. R. 
'l'yagl, Shri O. P. 
Umanath, Shri 
Vajpayee, Shri A. B. 
Viswanatham, Shri 

Tenrieti 
Yajmk, shri 

Ahmed, Shri F. A. 
.Anjanappe, Shri B. 
Azad, Shri Bhagwat Jha 
Ba'bunath Singh, Shri 
'Bajaj, Shri Kamalnayan 
Barua, Shri R. 

NOES 

Chanda, ghrimati 
Jyotsna 

Chandrika Prasad, Shri 
Chatterji, Shr! Krishna 

Kumar 
ChaturvedL Shri R. 1.. . 
Chaudhary. Shri N!tiraJ 

Deshmukh, Shr! K. G. 
Deshmukh, Shri Shivaji-

rao S. 
Dhillon, Shri G. S. 
Dinesh Singh, Shr! 
Dixit, Shri G. C. 
Ering, Shri D. 
Gajraj Singh R&o, Shri 
Gandhi, Shrimatl Indira 
Ganesh, Shr! K. R. 
Ganpat Sahai. Shri 
Ghosh, Shri P. It. 
Ghosh, Shr! Parlmal 
Girja Kumar!, Shrimati 

13hagat, Shri B. R. 
Bhandare, Shri R. D. 
Bhanu Prakash Singh, 

Shri 
13hargava, Shri B. N. 
13hattacharyya. Shri 

C. K. 
Bhola Nath, Shri 
.chanda, Shri Anil K. 

Sin!lh 
Chavan, 8hri Y. B. . 
Choudhary, Shri Valmlkl 
ChOudhury, Shri J. K. 
Dalbir Singh, Shri 
Dasappa, Shri Tuls!das 
Daas, Shr! C. . 
Desai, Shri Morarjl 
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Gupta, Shri Ram Klahan 
Hlu'i-Krishna, SbrJ 
.:ij:em Raj, Shri 
.JaC\hav, Shri V. No 
J...ciwan Ram, Shri 
.Kamala Kumari, Shri-
mati 
Xatham, Shri B. N. 
Kean, 8hri Sitaram 
Khadilkar, Shri 
Khan, Shri M. A. 
Kinder Lal, Shri 
Kotoki, Shri Liladhar 
Krishna, Shri M. R. 
Lakshmikanthamma, 
Shrimati 
Laskar, Shri N. R. 
Mahadeva Prasad, Dr. 
Maharaj Singh, Shri 
Mahida, Shri Narendra 
Singh 

Mahishi, Dr. Sarojini 
Malimariyappa, Shri 
MandaI, Dr. P. 
J.l;andal. 8hri Yamuna 
Prasad 
Mane 8hri Shankarrao 
Masur;a Din, Shri 
Mehta, Shri Asoka 
Mehta, Shri p. M. 
Menon, 8hri Govinda 
Minimata, 8hrimati 
A,lam Das Guru 
Mishra Shri Bibhuti 
Sharda 
lIishra, Shri G. 8. 
Mohammad YUBut, Shri 
Mudrika Singh, Shri 
Kukerjee, Shrimati. 
Sharda 
:tr{urthy. Shri B. S. 
Murtl, Shri M. S. 

Nageshwar, Shr1 
NaPnoor. S\lri II. N. 
Nahata, Shri Amrit 
N<Ilidu, Shri Chengalraya 
Nayar. 'Dr. Sushila 
Oraon, Shri, Kartik 
Pa.b.adia, Sho 
Pandey, Shri It. N. 
Parmar, Shri Bhaljibhai 
Partap Singh, Shri 
~ t s t  Shn 
Patel, Shri Manibhai J. 
Patel, Shri Manubhai 
Pall, Shri A. V. 
Paill, Shri Deorao 
Poonacha, Shri C. )I. 
Pramanik, Shri J. N. 
Qureshi, Shri Sham 
Raj Deo Singh, Shri 
Rajasekharan, Shri 
Raju, Shri D. B. 
Ram, Shri T. 
Ram Dhan, Shri 
Ram Kishan, Shri 
Ram Subhag Singh, Dr. 
Ram Swarup, Shri 
Rana, Shri M. B. 
Randbir Singh, Shrl 
Rane, Shri 
Rao, 8hri Jaganath 
Rao, Dr. K. 1.. 
Rao, Shri K. Narayana 
Rao, Sbri Muthyal 
~ ShriJ. Ramapadd 

Rao, Shri Rameshwar 
Rao, 8hri Thirumala 
Rao. Dr. V. K. R. V. 
Rohatgi, Shrimati 
Sushila 

Sadhu Ram, Sbrt 
Saleem, 8hri M. Y. 
Sant Bux Slnllh, ShrI 

Pritlilege 

Sapre, SbrimaU 'l.lua 
Sarma, Shl'i A. T. 
Savitl'i Sh7am, ShriID .... 
Sen, Shri Dwaipayan 
Sen, Shri P. G. 
Sethi, Sbri P. C. 
Sethuramae, Shri N. 
Shah, Shrimati JayabeD 
Shah, Shri Manabendra 
8hambhu Nath, Shri 
Shankaranand, Shri B. 
Sharma, Shri D. C. 
Sharma, Shri M. R. 
Shash Ranjan, Shri 
Shea Narain, Shri 
Sheth, Shri T. M. 
Shinde, Shri Annasahlb 
Shinkre, Shri 
ShIV Cbandika pr8lllld, 
8hri 

Shukla, Shri Vidya 
Charan 
Siddeshwar Prasad, Shzi 
Singh, Shri D. N. 
Sinha. Shrl Satya 
Harayan 

Sinha, Shrimatl 
1'arkeshwari 
Snatak, Shri Nar Oeo 
Solanki, Shri S. M. 
Supakar, Shri Sradhakar 
Sursingh, Shri 
Swaran Singh, Shri 
Tiwary, Shri D. N. 
Tiwary. Shri K. N. 
Trlpathi, Shrl K. D. 
Tula Ram, Shri 
Uikey, Shr1 M. G. 
Verma, Shri BalgoviD4 
Yadav, Shri Chandra 
Jeet 

Mr. Speaker: The result of the di-
vllion is as follows: 

f%lIT ~ 'fU ITOI(f ~ til irt't "fTtI' ~ IIf31 

Aye 114-; lfca lS2t 

The motion WI18 negatived. 

~ ~ ~~  

fRr ~ ~ It!I' l(1;r y.N 1 ~ 
t ~it~ t n ~ 

~ ·1 

Ulan. 

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Limaye has allow-
ed It to me. I !mow it Is about tlHl 
words "the privilege motion shall be 
referred". But you have to rea. 

-Ayes : Name Of one Member could not be recorded. 
t i ~ Nama of 0IIe IIn:lHr eOUl4 Dot be reeorde4 

i ~  !. 
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[Mr. Speaker] 

lower down alBo. You lIhould read 
~ whole paragraph, not one .en-
anee. 

-tl1IIl'i ~ : ;;ft {t, ~ om 
1'r ~ ft;rIrr;;rTl1 I ~  ~ 1954;if 

~ i i t t ~ mq:atl'Pr 
!lIT: 

''When a Q.uestion of breach 
ot privilege IS raised in any 
HoUSe in which a member, offi-
cer or servant of the other House 
is involved, the Presiding Oftlcer 
shall refer the case to the Presid-
ing Officer of the other House, 
unless on hearing the member 
who raises the Q.uestion or perus-
ing the document where the com-
plaint is based on a document, he 
is satisfied that no breach of pri-
vilege has been committed or the 
matter is too trivial to be taken 
notice of, in which case he may 
disallow the motion of breach 
ot privilege." 

q1f ~~~  mq' it ~ ~ 
~ R.1lT ~ I ~ om:f.r4«n ~~ 
mq' it ~  f.:roi1f ~ f.t;Irr fi!i ~ if <itt 
t'R m'Ii ~  ~ ~ I mq' If>T 3 I 

~ 'fiT p;ff ~ ~ if ~ if 
om: QfT ~ ~ ~ m if 'm'l' if 
q: ~ 'IT fi!i ~ ~ m m'Ii 
~ ~  'iff,T ~ 1 it mq om 'm'l' if 
(T f.l1!flf om ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I 

~~ ~  

"Anyone who has reasonable 
belief that a member of Parliament 
has acted in a manner which, in 
his opinion, is inconsistent with 
the dignity of the House or the 
standard expected ot a Member of 
Parliament, may inform the Leader 
of the House (Prime Minister) or 
the Speaker about it The person 
making such an allegation .hould 
first make sure of his facta and 
base them On such authentic evi-

dence, documentary or circllJlll-
tantial, as he may have. He Ihould-
be careful in shifting and ar-
ranging facta because, If the alle-
gations are proved to be frivo-
lous, worthless or based on per-
.onal jealousy or animOllity, di-
rectly or indirectly, he will him-
self be liable to a charge of the 
breach of privilege of the HOUle. 

Therefore it is of the utmolt 
importance that allegations are 
based on solid, tested and check-
ed facts." 

~~~~~ ~  

~ ;;(T 't>': mqif ~ '1ft ~ : 

"However, if in the course of 
preliminary investigation it is 
found that the person making the 
allegation has supplied incorrect 
facts or tried to bring discredit 
to the name Of the Member wil-
fully or through carelessness he 
shall be deemed to be guilty of a 
breach of privilege of the HOUle.'" 

~~ it~~~  

~ ~ ~ flfi' ~ 'm'l'lfi'T iIm'f t 
~ i i ~~  ~i~~~ 

3 I ~ om ~~ ~ if "" 1M ft;rqit 
it; lfrn.r if om: mq' it mr I ~  ;;r1f 

i ~t i ~ ~~ it  

fiI; m m'fi ~ ~ ~ 

~~~i ~~~~i t i ~ t

;it '1ft ~~ ~ if ~ i ~ ~~ 

~~~~~~~~~ 

~~ ~ ~~~t t  t 

~~it  om: ~~i ~~ 

~~~ I 

~ ~  ~ ~~  

~~~i ~ ~ B'ClTt 
~~ it~ ~ t~~~ 

~  ~ ~ ft .,;;(\Iiiiil\1l ~ ~ 
~ ~ n  ~ t- ~~ 



~  Qu ~ of JYAlSTHA 31, lase (SAKA) 
Priuilege 

i ~~~ t, 5~ 
1954 ~s t  ~ ~ ~tt 

~~~~ ~it ~~i 

~ ittt ~ ~ ~ ~ it ~ t 

~ ~ ~ f;;ra;ft w-;r a;; if.r n ~ 

~~ ~ on  ~  ~  

~~ fiI;ln ;;rTli I ~ ~ ~ 

it ~ I ~ mir'tn<: ~ ron 'IflfT t 
~ mir't:n: it ~ ~  ~ 'ti't mlf 
mrr it ~ it; <mr mti 'ti't em; ~ 
<t11T fiI;ln;;fTlT I ~ ltu mti ~ ~ ~ 
~~  

8hri P. K. Deo: Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
you are the custodian of the privi-
leges of this House and also the dig-
nity of the House. Up till now we 
have established the convention that 
once a prima facie case of privilele 
is maintained by the Speaker the mo-
tion is put to the House. The only 
alternative left is to ask those mem-
bers in favour to stand up and once 
25 members stand up the matter is 
sent to the Privileges Committee for 
a fuller investigation and submitting 
its report back to the House. That is 
the procedure we have been followina 
for all these 15 years. In this parti-
cular case we find that yoU have ad-
opted a different oourse. Firstly, 
wben a prima facie case has been 
established by you .  .  . 

Mr. Speaker: I do not knew ~n

thin,. Not a scrap of paper WdS with 
me. I had nothing except the motioD 
flf Shri Ramamurti. 

IIfp:,,! ~ : ~ en it'u '!'>WIT ~ 
-fit>' ~ (;t)tff if ~ ~ m it 

~~ ~ n~ t ~~~~it  

Shri P. K. Deo: On'y when a 
Prima facie case has been established 
the matter comes to the House. TIleD 
the only alternative left is to ask cae 
members in favour to stand up and If 
26 members stand up, declare that 
leave ia granted to refer it to the P1'1-
vlleaea Committee. This is a wrOllJ 
procedure that haa been adopted. 

Mr. Speaker: Let us proceed 110w. 

IUS lint. 

PAPERS LAID ON TBIi 

CERTIFIED AcCOUNTS OF IJmL\lf INS-
TITUTE OF TEcHNOLOGY, NEW DI:UD 

The Minister of State in the MiDtI-
try 01 Education (Shri Bhapat Jba 
Aad): On behalf of Dr. Triguna Sen, 

I beg to lay on the Table a COP1 
of the Certified Accounts of the Indian 
Institute of Technology, New Delhi, 
far the year 1965-66, aloDg with tha 
Audit Report thereon under sub-He-
tion ( 4) of aection 2s of the Insti-
tutes of Technology Act, I1M11. 
[Placed in Library. See No. LT-
718/67]. 

INDIAN WIRJ:LE5S TELEGRAPHY (AMA-

TEUR SERVICES) :AMENDMENT RULES 

The MinJster o';)f l'arllament8rY 
Mairs and Communicatio)DS (Dr. 
Ram Subhag Singh): Sir, on behalf of 
Shri I. K. Gujral, 

I beg to lay on the Table a cOP1 
of the Indian Wireless Telefl'aph"v 
(Amateur Service) Amendment 
Rules, 1987, published in Notll1catlon 
No. G.S.R. 883 in Gazette of IDdia 
dated the 10th June, 1967, under lub-
Bection (5) of section 7 of the Indian 
Telegraphy Act, 1885. [Placed in 
LibraTl/. see No. LT-719/67]. 

INDUSTRIAL DIsPuTEs (CI;lfTRAL 

AMENDMENT RULES. »re. 
The Minister of State In the MlDIstry 
of Lltlbour, EmploymeDt aDd Rehabl-
utation (Shrt L. N. Miahra): 

I beg to lay OD the Tabl_ 

(1) A cOP)' of the IodUitrial 
Disputes (Central) Amend-
meDt Rules, 1987, published 
in Notiftcatlon No. G.S.R. 908 
in Gazette of India dated the 
10th June, 1967, under sub-
sectiOD (5) of .ection 88 of 
the Industrial Diap.tes Act. 
1947. [PlaCed in UbrCl11l. Su 
No. LT-720/87]. 


