
Written A«W ew IJQVKMBER %  2*0

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE (SHRI 
VISHWANATH PRATAP SINGH):
(a) Yes, Sir.

(b) and (c)« Necessary action, 
under the Import Trade Control Re
gulations, is being initiated against the 
Export House and certain other parties 
in connection with the irregularities 
which have come to notice as a result 
of the inquiry.

Payment made by Nationalised Banks 
on preferential rates of interest in 

District of Gujarat

1800. SHRI P. D. DESAI: Will the 
Minister of FINANCE be pleased to 
state:

(a) whether any applications have 
been received and payments made on 
preferential rates of interest by the 
nationalised banks in each of the dis
tricts of Gujarat in 1973-74;

(b) the total amount granted and 
total number of recipient* in various 
districts of Gujarat for small scale in
dustries; and

(c) the number of applications pend
ing disposal and the reasons thereof?

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRI- 
MATI SUSHILA ROHATGI): (a)
Presumably the Hon’We Member is 
referring to the advances made by 
tue public sector banks under the 
Differential Interest Rate Scheme in 
each of the districts of Gujarat. The 
available data in this regard is given 
in the statement attached.

(b) and (c). The present arange- 
wientg for flow of data relating to 
advances under the Differential In
terest Rate Scheme do not provide for 
compilation of either sectoral break
up of advances or of tfep number of 
pending applications.

Stffttiwnt
Public vector banks* advances under Dif

ferential Interest Rate Scheme in the State 
of Gujarat as on the last Friday of December̂
1973.

(Amount in lakhs of rupees)

Name o f  the District Number Amount 
o f  outatand- 

accounts ing

I. Mehsana . 1517 6-68

2 . Banaskantha 673 3*4*

3- Sabarkantha 645 3-80

4. Panch Mahals . 3 15 1 1 1  *62

5- Baroda 1500 7 9 7

6. Broach 2128 8 '6 0

7- Bulsar 6298 *4-58

8. Surat 847 4-70

9 . Dangs X17 o - j o

10 . Bbavnagar. 4048 16-25

1 1 . Amereli . 362 x 13

12 . Junagadh . 746 3 55

13- Surendra Nagar 977 6 73

1 4 . Kutch 3068 io  58

T otal 26077 100 IQ

12.21 hrs.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE—-contd. 

Import Licences Case

w m r *rnrerr *n*r
P rfw  vw r $ 1  #  «rmr 

wrra f*r aw  ftoncc v f a i  f  
fa  w f t  h  *  w  w  fsropr «tt,
#  m  f  :
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“I am antanging to have copies of 
the charge-sheet made avail
able to the Parliament Lib
rary.”

^  tfte fft %TfV cR1 nTTSfV *t
1 1  m  *wt | ?

? ^  Vf>5T fa'TT t,
*rf«pr*3 apt % fwT I, srsrwr %
ffnfSrtarf, *frswrV ^

wr t  ?

THE MINISTER OP HOME 
AFFAIRS (SHRI K, BRAHMA- 
NANDA REDDY): It is being placed 
today in tlbe Parliament Library.

«ft v m  ^  if ST
| I »J$ *5rV % ^ T  «TT

“It has not been the practice to 
place accessible documents on 
the Table of the House”

q#fa3n?j s i r f t o i -  *r |  ’  
«rr̂  % v w  m  er % sit f®  fcrarr t  

asvt *fR t  m w  ssrrn* fewinr ^r^rr 
g i %% J95 <r |

“Questions seeking information 
which is available in gazettes, 
reports, documents, books and 
papers are not admitted Such 
literature should ordmarly be 
available in tihe Library 
where Members can consult 
them at their convenience 
Proceedings of the Rajya 
Sabha are accessible docu
ments and questions are not 
generally admitted in the Lok 
Sabha if the answers are 
found w such proceedings and 
vice versa" .. ..

t Tfifor *r *ra$fv 
t  fa aft atfs*

t o t  strircr *rrcjKt *t zqz&x

W8isin|lm:
sst s mfa srsFu %r i 

t̂*r <=fr ^<tt 11 srrsfd ârsfV ai*V 
£ fa tfrft sftvr ^  w w ftm  

| fen^Tq; i rPsrcft
Ft r̂n̂ ft i

faro t t  *r ^  fft | jKt ?t,
^TR^Kt

*rrw*' | sn? srFT^r  ̂ *R*u 
htvr  tfrrt 3THf?nt

% sfrcan «rrw  ^nr |  i 
$ *t cffr t o  r̂rf<rr g t 

%5*fTfa sn i’pV 
f*Tt£ H ŜJcT n$> m  Tt  t

=̂r q̂ r ^rrerr forr ^
%% taT  «it, ^  sft
?rf5Rr h r o t  ftrsr % ?^ # r fasrr %
*TT*T PR 5PT% % I WT^f
^  3rn^vr(t vtfvrte % i
9ew w  ^srrsrcr^Wtfa
^  fv fti ^  tv

5 %f\x |7RT H m , %^r ^  f̂ FBTT W  
f̂t ?IWT % qtET % 5TTWT ft 3t£ ff̂ TT 

?T ^  ^  SRSpR % fWT^ TOT ft I
€t f t  m i ^ 4 4 î Rt f^fti %mx 
^ r r  fern w ^ c f t  ff'rfe ’jft  
5anf$3[ J ^  ^ tft TO R ^5T %
5Jt f®  *R5T I  ^fwt t  T O T  W T 
fcSTFTT T̂frTT f

“where a Minister gives m his own 
words a summary or gist of 
such despatch or State paper, 
but does not actually quote, 
it is not necessary for turn to 
lay the relevant paper on the-
W  „.̂ r 

vrq #t P̂fT |
4‘But, if it is pressed that the 

documents should come on the
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record of the House, the 
Minister lays the document on 
the Table.”

19-12-56, 17—4—63,
20—4—63 I $  «nfr %

gy fa rj ft JT $>,
«T f̂ )*TT %fSp*T W l  f*TFTT f**T
t  aft m t f t
fv fti  & fasft 1 1 w* $  w rt *rnr

>  far t qw f t  f c f t *  w p ft_-X.—__ MRP^ llp  m Ffrvr Hfrev ^RVTT «FT O T

^  ft# 3fT 1 1 trffrvy % N fv  
* rR % q »ti * f t « n f ? ? m r * r T t

w t wrt v£ t art ^  $ 1 w  *rrafr *
V'TSTS f^rr *Wdr £ I 
nxt f^ rr % «mr *?r *nv* r̂*rf 

% qr^ fv fti *m  svr tk 
vaft *  faq  »& *rcfr *t «n*vr S i

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
‘-(Begusarai); The pomt ia that even 
if it is a gist of a document that the 
Minister conveys to the House, if the 
House insists, that document will 
have to be placed on the Table of the 
House. What is the object of such 
a rule? The object of such a rule 
is, if the document happens to be long 
enough, then the entire document does 
not require to be placed on the Table 
of the House, only the substance or 
gist is required to be laid on the Table 
of the House, and it is only because 
of the length of the document. It is 
not because of the nature of the docu
ment that it is not required to be 
placed on the Table of the House. 
This is the point which will have to 
he borne in mind when we want to 
conform to the rules regarding the 
gist of the document to be conveyed to 
the House by the hon. Minister.

The second thing with regard to 
the CBI document is that the CBI

investigation was conducted in ac
cordance with the wishes of the House 
and also because the hon. Minister 
chose to tell the House that further 
facts required to be brought to light 
before any action could be taken. 
That was a- kind of anticipatory state
ment that the hon. Minister made to 
the House in order to satisfy the 
House that the House should not take 
any action in a hurry at that stage.
If it was to fulfil the intention that 
the investigation had to be conducted 
in order to enable the House to come 
to a judgment in this matter, then 
the entire document has to be placed 
in the hands of the Members and on 
the Table of the House.

Thirdly, this investigation related to 
the conduct of the Members and re
lated to the honour and dignity of 
the House itself. Now, a document 
which involves the honour of the in
dividual Members, not only one Mem
ber but also 19 others, and also Hhe 
collective honour and dignity of the 
entire House, that document cannot 
remain under the exclusive custody 
of the Government. That has to be 
under the custody of the House as a 
whole In fact, it i8 the Chair wtiich 
should insist on that.

Fourthly, there has been a doubt and 
the doubt would persist, the doubt 
would swallow the dishonest Minis
ters and disonest officials, because the 
doubt is going to be eatabli*ed 
you want to shield the corrupt Minis
ters and corrupt officers and, there- 
fore you are not revealing the entire 
d o c e n t . 80, It b «o m «  obligatory 
on you to come forward vritl* 
entire document before the House. 
Otherwise this House will not satisfy 
itself with m y kind ol »  ^
or distorted intorra.tton * *  >°u

W e '’arf'not'gtf n gto  ̂  wttoflwi with
anything of that kind. Please beware 
that, in this matter, the Howe is no 
going to let you go l « e  this.

SHRI S. M BANHUHS 
Sir, yesterday when the Deputy Spea-
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8 * M. Banerjeo co»td) 
ker was in tile Chair, a point of order 
was railed by my bon. friend, Shri 
Limaye, and he was supported by all 
of tie. The point of order was based 
on the Rules of procedure of the 
House, under Rule 858, that when a 
portion of the document or even a line 
from a particular document is read out 
by either the Minister OT any Member 
of the House, under that Rule, a Mem. 
ber can rise on a point of order and 
request you, Sir, and the bon. Minister 
through you, Sir, to lay the entire 
document on the Table of the House 
unless the Minister a«ir* protection 
from you under public interest which 
he hat not asked.

For your information and to refremh 
your memory, 1  would like to give 
two instances which occurred in this 
House. One was raised by my bon. 
friend* Shri H. V. Kamath, who 
insisted that the CBI document in 
connection with the Orissa Govern
ment which was against the BUD 
leader, Mr. Biju Patnaik, be laid on 

hhe Table of the House. He went on 
insisting on that and, ultimately, Sar- 
dar Hukam Singh who wag in the 
Chair, gave a ruling that it should 
be laid on the Table of the House 
Similarly, the same document was 
laid on the Table of the other House

The second instance was that my 
hon. friend, Shri Homi Daji and my
self actually produced the Audit Re
port of the New Asiatic Insurance 
Co. and the Jupitar Insurance Co. 
bnd we said, “We certify that is a 
correct copy.” We insisted that it was 
a correct and authentic document 
The Finance Minister objected to that. 
Ultimately, the Cfcifir directed the 
Minister that either he should deny 
that it Is not a correct document or 
he should produce the document. And 
that document was produced. So, I 
woifld submit most humbly and res
pectfully feat *vere Is no other alter- 
fethre for the hon. Minister, Shri 
Brahmsnanda Reddy, but to lay the 
***** document on the Table of the

House. Otherwise, the of
this matter in the House will be fruit- 
few* Sometfaneg they gay that the 
case in sub judice and sometimes they 
say that the document cannot be laid 
on the Table. I would like to say that
Mr. Tutaohan Bam bat taken enough 
time of the House. The country is 
tired of Mr, Tulmohan Ram. We 
are also tired of him. Let us discuss 
the matter and end it. We want to 
discuss the entire document also in 
addition to Mr. Tulmohan Ram. Let 
them lay it on the Table of the House.

MR. SPEAKER* Before you pro
long it, may I express my view? 1  
would make the position clear. 'Ttof 
is not only very clear but it is also 
supported by many rulings. If a 
Minister or a member just a
passing reference, it fe a different case, 
but if he quotes from a document once 
or twice, the rule is very clear on 
that: the members have got the
right to ask that it be laid on the 
Table. The House of Commons ap
pointed a Committee on it and they 
had given their findings. Some of 
my predecessors, on the basis of those 
findings and in their own way, have 
conveyed their rulings. Only recently 
we discussed this also and we came to 
the conclusion that the rulings were 
very sound We tried to judge it re
cently. In spite of the strong base 
that we fiad in the background of the 
House of Commons Committee and 
many other rulings, it had been con
tested in many Legislatures, So, this 
was again discussed last time, and the 
position is like this that, if he makes 
a reference from his memory, it is 
a different matter, but if he quotes 
from a document then the meroebrs 
have got flhe right to ask that the 
document be laid on the Table.

As far a9 accessible documents are 
concerned, that is entirely a different 
case. As regards accessible docu
ments. I quite agree with you that 
there are many accessible documents 
which can be had in the Library. 
But do not make use of our staff for



22? OUeiriionn o f  M v A q i  as, 1W4’ P r iv ile g e  238

seiding to* the c«K*ftS. I am taUdhfc 
of our library stiff. We h#v* a 
limited staff *n<* tf ytw «#ery day 
ask them to eotfy file statements on 
various eases, though they are acces
sible, in, that ttaae we use our discre
tion. T leavte It to them how they 
do it I think, we need not prolong 
it The ruling is very clear, unlaw* 
as Mr Banerjee says, they need pro
tection.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE 
He has not asked for protection

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
In this case Uhe House would like to 
haVe protection—for its honour and 
dignity

SHHI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE 
You direct the Minister to lay it on 
tae Table

SHRI It BRAHMANANDA REDDY. 
Can I bring to your kind notice the 
proceedings of yesterday wherein 1
have said'i

“ I atn not quoting from anv report 
After checking up with the investi
gating authority, such information 
as is available 1 have tried to give 
to the House ”

SHRt ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE 
That raeang that there is no CBI in
quiry report Let him say ‘Yes’ cr 
‘No’ I atn putting a pointed ques
tion

( (Interruptions)

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra) 
They have been cheating the country 
They have been cheating the IJouse I 
challenge them to produce the report 
There is no report an<j the whole case 
has been fabricated

WT V SfrT lfft? WfWNf wW W
w r trw  itn r ftw rt fr tW i 

o r *  mm $  *f#<V i <m
tb it'**  *  T W t ' t  t m f r  ?

}

SHRI ipm oo JOT5Y: Let Ifim ahow 
within tw* bm p  even o*>e copy to tfre 
House. I chaUenge,there It n* jf#port 
at taU. I wqtiid like to,aak a straight- 
forward oueetion whether there is any 
report or not so that we can haul Mm 
up for perjury and privilege

SHRI U  RAM GOPAL REDDY 
(Nizamabad): Yesterday, the bpn. Min
ister has given .. (Interruptions) .

MR SPEAKER; All of you had your 
say Why not this side?

SHRt M RAM GOPAL REDDY 
Yesterday the hon Minister has given 
that Sflri Tulmohan Ram has forged 
tw0 signatures and he has given the 
names of two memebi s Now he ha*, 
not given the names of 14 persens 
whose signatures have been forged 
This is quite relevant Unless and 
until those names are given the wfoi- 
mation given to the HotKo is incom 
plete

MR SPEAKER That is not undu 
discussion It is something else whuh 
ib involved here

Slhlf 1NDRAJIT GUPTA (Ahpoie 
I was present hue >c«»terday when t’ « 
hon Home Minister made the stut 
ment It is true that he was holdu t

copy of the statement in his hand 
and was reading from it and he mad* 
several references to various finding* 
of what he calls the mvestigutu g 
authority The investigating authority 
\s the CBI in this particular case Nc * 
he is stating and is taking shelter bt 
hmd the plea that he was not quoting 
from the report but that he was on)> 
giving information to the House v. hi<* 
he has obtained from the Investigating 
authority That is to*«say he claims ht 
wag not actually quoting but giving 
paraphrase or giving gist of the CBI 
report In this tense 1 would say ni 
has made matter much worse tar tin 
Government. And you correctfj said 
this; you reminded us of ^  oW Tuling 
Now, if lie qnptet from *  particular 
document then the Houee *is entitled 
to &M Here he
round it by saying I amfcdt quoting it
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CSbri Indrajit Gupta]—contd.
btffJ everything contained in hi# state- 
nw«»t ^supposed to be a paraphrase
or gjst pr something based on that 
ve*y report. Thi* ig much worse We 
are not in a position to know whether 
axfr atttnmary dr any paraphrase or 
what is called a gist is actually correct 
or not and whether it corresponds with 
the original or not. Because, he get* 
round it by saying, it is a gist There- 
lore we are more than ever entitled 
Hf know what is the actual, original, 
authentic text of the report, on the 
bSS4s of which he is supposed to bo 
leaking a paraphrase My point is a 
very short one You cannot allow him 
to gfrt round by making these techni
cal pleas Ho quoted from it I raised 
ttois yesteiday Aa a matter of *act 
the attitude of the Government and 
Everybody here should be to try to 
assist the House to come to a proper 
considered conclusion on a matter 
Which has aroused so much passion and 
9b much agitation in the country He 
should try to cooperate with the House 
by making this available to the Houst 
So that the House can pass its own 
judgment He should not evade this 
tinder technical pleas saving, I am not 
quoting, I am only giving information 
and that Information is from the 
report He may give us a wrong 
paraphrase How are we to know’  
this is my submission

ftw* (wr*T) n r w
w z  irrwr f w r  $ fa 

^f^wrT$r?ftTOr«TTar 
Wbc far $  *>j«rr ^  xmx

% «n* hjw+ i 
* *  * * *  w  ?fr ?pt ^  ^rtr t

warn : *£* v*  *t«t Wt 
m * m  t  fa  f i

* * *  W  t o t  W  f  i
M ift 1pm  | k ***** *r

f  <6 *Wr#nf*r iWnNr t  
w S  t> w *  f  d r w *

* *  I WET SRT HT3* ?

SHRI B R SHDKLA (Bahraich):
th£ S ’ ?  13 clear- In a case like th j the action ot the Investigate* 
Officer and othets is reduced to writing 
and after completing the investigate 
of the case the mvestigatmg officer 
prepares a final report for sending it 
to a court of law or for droppmg the 
proceedings of prosecution against the 
persons concerned or requesting the 
court concerned to take cognisance of 
the offence committed etc by the 
accused persons involved therein

Now, a report has been submitted— 
whether it should have been submitted 
or should not have been submitted is 
a debatable point—but the wOrd 
chargesheet is not known to criminal 
procedure code. The only phraseology 
•which has been used in Cr PC is 
that a final report would be submitted 
to the court. Now, that final report is 
a public document Once it is submit
ted to i Utt court of law its copy can 
be obtained I agree with the conten
tion of the hon. Members of this House 
that for the sake of convenience a 
document which has become a public 
document could be made available to 
the hon. Members m the library

The hon Members on the opposite 
are contending that the whole docu
ment, that is, the entire CBI report 
must be placed m the library for peru
sal by the hon. Members of this august 
House. The whole case diary contains 
what the CBI has done from stage to 
stage. The position of law is that 
except the statement of the persons 
who appeared as witnesses in the case 
no portion of the statements of the 
witnesses can be used by“any pcfrson. 
It is only the court concerned that 
can send for the &«*?, can persue the 
dlar* to oVde* t& appreciate Hue evt> 
dene* That is the legit cfcrnpulsfon 
as laSfl down under dr. P.C. TW ft- 
fore, only the Anal report. th*t H» tke
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charge-sheet that has M  submitted 
to the oourt am be mad* available to 
the hon. Members end no other por
tion thereof.

eft ftafe : mwsf
% w it wt 

grtf* f i t s  vr |*mr fan  
%fts*r «jrar *B|i—

i* »  **  ««>tin* % 12  m tm
m  *  t| I  » v *  v n  pan—

» f  *ro% w r r  jf—  
v£w»r % nw% w  | ? u w  %**r 
vtCTn" *rw$ firvrw ?ft utt *05 

*W*t f  f*F ^  ^  t  I ^  ^
^»WT 3*$% *WT |— <m w  ift* 
wfll* I w c  «  R̂|Tn njgi vflUTT
«rf t * n * j* # a im T  1 

«s*wc *n|tar, *  rfc *  —  1

‘Therefore, I am Just trying to 
give the information to the House, 
Sir, so that they might not put forth 
questions on that. One other state
ment which I made was that inves
tigations did not disclose that any of 
the officers who dealt with the 
matter was involved in the commis- 
aion of the offence—that is, the 
offence indicated in the charge- 
sheet.’ ’

. . *s
w n  *ttre—

"That Shri & M. Pillai had stated 
that Shri Tul Mohan Bam and Shii 
Yogendra Jha had informed him 
that Shri N. K» Singh had advised 
Shri Tul Mohan Bam that he should 
submit a fresh representation signed 
toy several Members of Parliament 
to strengthen the hands of the Mia* 
later ior reopening the ease and that 
Shri Tul Mohan Bam had also «#• 
presented to Shri S» M. Filial that 
•A additional sum o f Bs. ftMMMI 
would be needed for paying to Start 
» .  %  * * * > "

rorortv$w f,4|wtt' w w  , 
i  *rr **  

vtew rfm t i t#  | t iff 
^  W fa
J tem  *n*t vfr *et forr t 1 v *

* i f r  *fr w w ftsr * *  m i  t  *

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta- 
North-East): I would like you, Sir, to 
confirm the impression which Z along 
with the rest of the House have re* 
ceived that you have laid down a 
definite ruling that the document con
cerned, which is the bone of contan* 
tion, would have to be laid on the 
Table of the House. For myself, X 
have got that impression. TSly further 
submission is that I do wish you and 
the House to take further steps to 
exonerate ourselves from all the 
calumny which has been poured on ua. 
Most of us are not concerned about 
ensnaring X or Y. What we ate con
cerned with is safeguarding the honour 
of the House, and in the absence of the 
cooperation of the Leader of the 
House, of the Law Minister and other 
people concerned it devolved on you 
and the Opposition particularly to do 
something about the collective honour 
of the House. On this occasion I «m 
not going to go on making any obser
vation but we have already had our 
say in the last Session in such a way 
that the entire country has been con
vulsed over this issue and if there is 
any future of this parliamentary insti
tution—as you have yourself been 
worrying about according Ito certain 
press reports 1 saw recently—this 
Government is expected to cooperate 
in bringing out the whole truth of this 
matter,

And if the janetimoatoiis Ministers 
on the other side even deny knowledge 
of sttch things as Hie involvement of 
politicians on their own side and parti
cularly with smugglers and *11 kinds 
of undesirable poop* the honour e< 
the How* l» fin )eoperdy to f»cb  • 
manner that H win take a great deal 
o f *Sv*gtaii»



That fa why X plead with you that 
after giving that vary uprtgEt ruling 
|fou pursue the matter so that the 

,<aces of the Ministers can at least be 
relieved of some ot the soot which is 
blackening them because their face is 
aiao my face to some extent in so far 
as Parliament i* concerned.

*33 QnetUon of AGRAHAYANA

I look upon you and expect you to 
go on doing certain things in the 
spirit of the ruling you have given so 
that this matter does not keep pending 
in the manner this Government is 
doing.
13.M hrs

SHRI PILOO MODY: Mr. Speaker 
Sir, if you reply to what Mr. Mukher- 
Jee said, I shall sit down.

MR. SPEAKER: I am not sitting
here to reply. I have given my ruling

SHRI PILOO MODY: I want to know 
whether your impression is correct 0r 
not.

MR. SPEAKER: You are the best 
judge o f the partymen in the Opposi
tion. How many times can t  go on 
listening to yout

(Interruptions)

MR, SPEAKER: After there 
should be a time limit. Everytime 
I have look at this side. I would 
listen to you finally. Be rest assured.

v m  : t o s t  sfy

T3fr ^ ? w r srrwt <rc «r^r

want n $ w  : ^
faw TT ft | I

nsm  furnct m  ^
fa  *fsnr sn rw  t  ^

It UM <SAKA) JPHvtoge 334

MR. SPEAKER: You will kindly sit 
down. My impression is that you will 
kindly sit down.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I want to 
know from Mr. Speaker whether the 
impression that you have given in 
your ruling is correct or not.

MR. SPEAKER: The ruB&g is al
ways final

(Interruptions)

ME. SPEAKER: So far as my ruling 
is concerned, there should be no de
bate on it.

MR. SPEAKER: I have given my 
ruling. And now you ask me what is 
my impression—Members from this 
side and that side ask about my im
pression. The ruling is clear. There 
it a habit ot bringing in this tort of 
tU iil every time.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond 
Barbour): H sy I make m  subndadon? 
Yob eaB*d me Urst but, then, Mr. 
Banerjee got up and i  had to git

SHRI N. K. P SALVE (Betul): Sir,
I am on a limited question. If, as sug
gested by Prof. Mukherjee, in the 
larger interests of protecting thf dig* 
nity ot the House and the honour o f 
the House, the document has to be 
laid o » the Table of the House and, if 
this is going to be your ruling, I 
would have nothing to say; whether 
there is rule or no rule, in the largeer 
interests of everybody and i*  
larger interests of the honour ol Psr*



M rih H

* * * * * * W )tto  
.nothin* to r n -  .But. .*Ir. *f yo>j *0
through the p ro v in g  o f $ e  rifle 
which was cited yesterday—and the 
ruling is based on that rule—I may 
respectfully gufemit thpt your ruling 
is vitiated by an error apparent from 
the records of the proceedings, I would 
beg of .you to c o z ie r  whether the 
seme conforms to the rule itself. I 
think In your ruling thene is an error 
apparent from the recortf* of proceed
ing* itself, that is, if it is vitiated. 1 
would beg of you to consider that. 
There i* a second proviso.

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Salve, may I 
tell you one thing? My ruling was 
that if a Member or a Minister quotes 
from the document the other Members 
have got the right to ask for laying it 
on the Table. Now, the controversy 
started over it.

The Minister said that he was not 
quoting; he was just speaking. The 
other Members said that he was quot
ing and all that. Sometimes very 
kina honourable friends complicate the 
issue instead of helping him. The rule 
is very clear. When a Member or a 
Minister quotes from a document, the 
other Members can ask that let it be 
laid. There is a proviso also.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: The question 
is whether it falls in the second pro
viso.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
I have replied to that.

MR. SPEAKER; 1 know this pro
viso ‘shall not apply to any documents 
which a?e stated by the Minister to be 
of such a nature that their production 
would be Inconsistent witlf public In- 
ter^st*. The Minister says he did not 
gucgte frpm a document.

ftpitl N. K. p. SALVE: There It a 
prom o after that. Vou «re reading 

proviso.

m  VASAHT SATHS <AkoJa): 
It s second pietiflft.

*WM *. X. V .M ujbk WxwiiM 
JMfetr |*a* *  Minister |Nm
to hU Qwrx words a summary or g it  

*Mch,despatch or state paper, It 
shall not be, necessary , to lay the rele
vant papers m  the Table*’.

MR. SPEAKER; This is what I have 
said, that the Minister said he wag not 
quoting but he was making something 
else. That has created a bit of doubt 
My ruling was clear, that if the Min
ister quotes from a document, the 
members have got the right to arik 
that it shall be laid on the Table. That 
is a clear position. I stated it in the 
House.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA; How arc 
you to find out whtether it is gist or 
not?

MR. SPEAKER: I have not the docu* 
ment before me.

AN HON. MEMBERS: Let it 
compared with the document.

be

SHRI N. K. p. SALVJ* If it is not 
a quotation, it falls in the second pro
viso. If it falls in the second proviso, 
we take it that it is your ruling that 
he is not under compulsion under thi* 
rule to lay it on the Table.

SHRI PILOO MODY: No, no.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Yes, yea.
SHRI N. K. P. SALVE; I take it that 

way; I interpret your rule that Wfty*
MR. SPEAKER: My ruling was: i* 

it is a document from which he was 
quoting, he will have to lay it on the 
Table, unless h* invokes the first 
proviso. Now the Minister has takeu 
up the position that he was not quot
ing, that he was speaking giving fte 
information. Now it is auch a very 
difficult situation. Now *very*>ody 
throws the whole re&onsibitity m  this 
Table. Let me know what the proce
dure M H M fcnpA J*-

SHRI VASANT aAOTE: 
ordure is dear. V ou jfo  jWlt W *  to 
worry about It
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.SPEAKER: tfindly «a« down.
‘ SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I would 

make a submission since you are turn
ing it upside down. I'want to read 
1&e TUle. Let there be doubt about 
H. Rule 368 says:

"If a Minister quotes in the House 
a despatch or other State paper 
which has not been present?® to tffe 
House, he shall lay the relevant 
pap«er on the Table:

“‘Provided that this rule shall 
not apply to any documents which 
are stated by the Minister to be 
of such a nature that their pro
duction would be inconsistent with 
public interest:"

This they have not claimed—

^Provided further that where a 
Minister gives in his own words a 
summary or gist of such despatch”— 

here it is in entirety, the whole of it, 
the whole summary, the whole gist of 
the whole document—

“of such despatch or State paper,
it shall not be necessary. .

He has not given the summary in its 
entirety, he has not given the whole 
of it  Therefore, you m your wisdom 
have given a ruling which has gone 
on record, and that ruling is that the 
paper should be laid on the Table of 
the House. It should not be reversed. 
If it is reversed, we shall have to take 
very serious view of it; we shall have 
to revise our stand.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE 
(Burdwan): The hon. Home Minister 
seems to rely on the second proviso 
and make out a case.

SHRI VASANTH SATHE: He has
been relying on it since yesterday.

t
m m  SOMNATH CHATTERJEE: 

So tar as the second proviso is eon- 
certied. d fttt the hon. Minister tell 
this mmm categorically and satisfy 
this Heuse ttart he fcss given &»

own words a summary or gist of * 
despatch or State paper. The proviso 
does not refer to a ‘part* which be 
finds convenient to refer in his own 
words. He can give a gist to avdid 
disclosing the paper, in its entirety. 
In that case he must give the gist of 
all the topics which have been dealt 
with in that document. He cannot 
say some some forged signatures wet* 
there and omit to mention the oth6r 
parts. I was trying to go through his 
statements yesterday; nowhere does 
he say that he was giving in his own 
words a summary or gist of the State 
paper. In so far as he is relying on 
the second proviso, he admits that the 
CBI report is a despatch or State 
paper and it is covered by rule 366. 
Unless he satisfy you and through 
you the House that he was in his own 
words giving the summary of that 
paper, not the summary of some parts 
of that paper in the way he chooses, 
and that the report contained nothing 
else, the point raised here is valid 
and relevant. Kindly see what he has 
said. He is prepared to submit before 
the House, to place in the Library the 
chargesheet as a result of the CBI 
enquiry. He said so yesterday. There 
is a report of the CBI. We must know 
whether the chargesheet has been cor
rectly prepared on the basis of the 
CBI report or not. This is an attempt 
to by pass Parliament. The whole 
country is interested in knowing the 
truth. In spite of solemn assurances 
given to this House, he is doing so. 
There is a little technical point. It 
is not clear, is the report an accessi
ble document or not? Will the Law 
Minister assure the House that the 
CBI report which has been filed be
fore the court is a document of which 
a certified copy can be obtained? M 
so, I shall have a certified copy. St 
it is not an accessible document on 
this plea he is refusing to place *t 
before the House. For the purpose Of 
snaking the facts knpwn to the people 
of this country throagh this House 
for the purpose of finding out whe
ther the Minister is shteMing any
body or not and also to satirfy ov/fy 
' selves 1feat the facts ace coming
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io.th e proper perspective o f the CBI 
export, it should bo mode available 
tous. Ia it to be treated as a persona* 
property of some Minister? The ques
tion of the dignity of the Bouse is in
volved. The second proviso «Hoi«ih 
not be used to shield some people. I 
atn surprised that the Government is 
trying to refer to the second proviso 
.oiid shield some for the purpose of 
protecting its Ministers and Parlia
ment Members. You should kindly 
-direct them to lay the report on the 
Table of the House.

SHB2 P. G. MAVALANKAR (Ah- 
xnedabad): Sir, enough has been said 
about technicalities and rules on the 
12th, yesterday and today. I am not 
quoting the rules again. You have 
given a clear and categorical ruling 
that all documents from which the 
Minister# aooe quoting directly or in
directly have to be laid on the Table. 
What bothers me is that the Home 
Minister has again shifted his ground 
after your ruling. This has been the 
practice of this Government on this 
issue from the very beginning Since 
the last session, Government have 
been shifting ground from one position 
to another. They are shielding their 
own ministers. They may do that, 
but they have no right to cover up 
things and thereby damage the honour 
o f this entire House. Let us not get 
bogged down in technicalities. The 
minister is shifting his ground after 
your ruling. What disturbs me, how
ever* is that the Chair also is shifting 
its ground after another lame, weak 
defence by the minister.

The whole question is whether the 
Home Minister was quoting from the 

' CBI report or not. If he was not quot
ing from the report, was he not re
ferring to the CBI report in extensive 
detail? Whatever he has said yester
day, it m s  from the CBI report with
out the quotation marks. It is for the 
Chafer to decide whether the Home 
m&itfar was referring to the CBI re
port is* not Whether he wot quoting 

o r  «rtquoting is a mod* technicality. 
-I  qtotte understand the weakness o f

the Government They havir got huge 
Watergate* on their side. They are 
shifting ground, manufacturing lies 
after lie and are constructing weak 
defences. But it is not for this House 
or for the Chair to go to their defence. 
Let them shift their ground. But the 
Chair should not permit itself to be 
dragged by newer and meaner strate
gies of the Government to shield some 
of their top people. Therefore* Mr. 
Speaker, Sir, please direct the Home 
Minister that he must lay the report 
on the Table as early as possible.

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA (Tumkur): Sir, 1 
they are not interpreting the rule3 
correctly. Even in the extreme case, 
assuming that the CBI report is a 
State paper, the Minister is within his 
right in defending himself, because the 
interpretation of the rules is very 
clear. Even if it was a State paper, 
it shall not be necessary for him to 
lay it on the Table. Hie Minister is 
correctly interpreting the rules 
Therefore, the opposition has no case

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: After you 
gave the ruling, the controversy arose 
when the minister said that he ha> 
not quoted from that particular docu
ment. When we talk of quotation, it 
does not always mean reading from 
that paper. I can recite a phrase or 
a sentence or para without saying it 
is a quotation.

Supposing I do not remember well 
a poom, I can recite it without a quo
tation mark. I would request you m 
all fairness to check up the statement 
of the Home Minister with the report 
o f the CBL You can take one hour 
or four hours to examine the docu
ments. The question is not whether 
quotation marks have been used or 
not but whether sentence have been 
quoted from that report, may be with- 
out quotation marks. I would appeal 
to your sense of Justice and impartia
lity to — ***** ttw documents ss the 
custodian of Parliamentary domocracy 
and give us your vtewt.
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SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi): Sir, 
yesterday they wanted to take shelter 
on the plea that the matter was sub 
fudice and so they cannot produce the 
paper. Yesterday while making this 
statement the Home Minister has cate
gorically stated, and I say this on 
oath I am sure all the members 
would bear me out, that he is quoting 
from the CBI Report. But in the un
corrected copy of the proceedings 
there is no mention of the CBI Re
port. So, I would request you kind
ly to play the tape recorder and com
pare it with the uncorrected version 
of the proceedings and see whether 
it has been properly recorded or not 
My apprehension is that the proceed
ings have been intentionally mutilated 
and the Lok Sabha Secretariat is also 
a party to it

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA: Sir, we take 
objection to making allegations against 
the Lok Sabha Secretariat. It is an 
irresponsible statements. How Is he 
going to prove it? Such statements 
should not be made.

sftwsw m to ft . wrer
, v m %^ f a r r  f w  fo

IP? % fa  %m ftrfafr? frr wto&o 
«n f« f t  sNft % farr
^  ^  f  1 Irfa* fort snra % z& ft ifft 

tfsraranr m ow  *r$ fv rfv  
W f t  im  vft i

W W fl^ P I : $  it «W ff  f t  I 
fo*rr 1

^  mtm wmfeft: wr*
«r$ immr i s m ,  ?fr f  zmrm 

f f  f t ? #  c£*r fa
ft*T try

m  f**rr:

"*But if U is pressed that the docu- 
ta m t should com# on the record of 
th# House the liiaister lays the 
<*ocuuiant <*> the Xab .̂**

*T|T »WT | :

“Where the Minister gives in his 
own words a summary or gist of 
such despatch or State paper, but 
does not actually quote, it is not 
necessary for him to lay the rele
vant paper on the Table.**

STSRT $  f  I 
w r  % $ r  srrsTw ^  f — t  ^ er 
^  %  ^n*?r -far m ft?

w r k  swr-rc?? qr rsrr r̂r̂ nr

*  *pffe *r^ t o r ,  ?ft f t  *rt»r
*TH VT F̂cTT#* tf*THF2*T WT 
m  I

m  5ft f w  w s t
T ’W :

“I am arranging to have copies of 
the chargesheet made available to 
the Parliament library.

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: What 
about the CBI Report?

Shri K. Brahmananda Reddy: The 
chargesheet is really the result of 
the CBI inquiry.**

srnfafte i t  ^  %n *ri, W&i 
’srntf-vre: f t  srN M e :

% v f m  «rt | 9T *nff. y m f o f a qfar 
v^rr? s ?  irm r % *rtffacr
s^r 11 *m wrrrr | farsrrcwr % *ps?

*r u p  nrfarof iftr f »  im rtt f t  
srt% ft ftfm  f  r T ft 1 1 we 
irffrff iftX <KKfrTf ^

f t

^  ^  f t
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*pw irr? ^
* fair fa jri w  I w w  t% wrt $
* *rt* f*rt£ *r ^
fjgFHT^i^Tw *r^ ijw *Tflrcr*£  i
# 3*r*fof ftW  vr fsrcr ff«?r ms * 

v t  j  i w  fa

i  ? - -* $  **** a* ^ » ss  faq 
f̂fl̂ pc % ̂ n*r̂  sflft *1** w% t

SHRI K. BRAHMAN ANDA REDDY: 
1  may bring to the notice oI Shti 
Vajpayee that when he made a refe
rence—kindly peruse the proceed
ings—his reference was to the recovery 
or so of a letter from Mr. Tulmohan 
Ram or from somebody. Therefore, I 
wanted to find out what has happen
ed to that. Therefore, on enquiry I 
gave you that information. In your 
previous remarks, the other day, you 
dH no* mention anything about the 
school or the ifcgister ot wh«xt us con
tained in the register.

SHRI ATAL BIHABI VAJPAYEE:
On Stth September, I had referred to 
it.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
During this discussion, he referred to 
a letter and, therefore, I enquired 
whether there was a letter. The in
formation is about the letter which 3 
mentioned to you the other day.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
The Chair is confronted with a very 
humble demand from the hon. Mem
bers of this House that a particular 
document should be made available to 
them. What is the guidance of the 
Chair in the matter? Whether the 
jemanA is a proper or an improper 
demand.

Mmr,<this matter *ouid be dealt with 
at two levels. One J» tfce technical 
level of &e role* «ad is
the nniitlMHBKpal lewel of fee m * z  
ter. . . (Interruption*), JT «aj*
was tbsft titif matter has to be te st

with in two •dlMMttow. Ode is tin 
technical -dimehakm. tfirst, I  would 
dispose of the technical dimension and 
the Chair has to give a' clear ruling 
on it  If the statement which he m*de 
did not have quotations from a parti' 
Iar document then another rule win 
apply. Then, the rule with regard tr. 
the gist will apply.

The rule about the quotation also 
says that, if the Minister makes a plea 
that it is inconsistent with public in
terest, it cannot be produced before 
the House. That is with regard U 
quotations. With regard to that also, 
the Minister has not taken a plea 
But so far as the gist is concerned, 
there is no mention of public interesi 
in this. Some words which are very 
remarkable and which rr.ubt be noted 
arc. “it may not be necessary”  I* 
does not mean, “it shall not be neces
sary”. That only means, and I havo 
been submitting to you without any 1 
reaction from you, that because of tht 
length of the document, it may not 1* 
necessary. If it runs into hundred 
pages or if it runs into, just as th» 
Kapur Commission's report contained, 
how many thousand pages and how 
many kinds it weighs, thousand page*, 
it may not be necessary in that cast' 
if the substance of that is made avail
able to the House. That is, in fact, 
the intention of this rule. There, ti** 
plea has not been of public interest 
That does not include any plea of 
public interest. So, that does n</. j 
arise. |

Now about the question whether it j 
is necessary or not, the moment th<* 
word ‘necessary* is introduced, th* 
judgment of .the Qhair cpmes in whe
ther it shall be necessary or not. 
That is the point I am trying to em
phasize. That Chair can say that 
is necessary in view of our honou 
and dignity. You have also to ad' 
dress yourself to tills question whe
ther it does involve the honour and 
d£ntt>M»f t h e o r ^ i x *

' VAteTn'-
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,J*R. .SEEAKSR: I have already

^pressed it—that it is a question of 
honour o f the House.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
We are making a reasonable and pro
per demand. In the case of Mr. Nixon, 
he could have taken the plea that the 
tapes were privileged, the tapes could 
not be parted with by the President 
of the United States. But that plea 
did not hold good even in the case of 
the United States. The tapes were 
made available.

Here because we are living under 
a cloud of innuendos, we want protec
tion from you. We just cannot go by 
what he said. Let the other side be 
aware of the responsibility that rests 
on them that it is the members be- * 
longing entirely to their Party who 
would be exonerated or who would 
be Involved. None of the members 
belonging to this side of the House is 
involved.

Then, Mr. Speaker, you would also 
recall that many issues were raised 
by the hon. members during the coursc 
of the debate in the last Session. It 
was not only a question of some mem
bers having appended their signatures 
or not. The question of ministerial 
responsibility did come in. We have 
1 aised that question. The question of 
the official responsibility did come in. 
We want to know where we stand 
after the investigation has been made 
by an agency which is paid for by 
us. The CBI is, not the domestic staff 
of Shri Brahmananda Reddy or of 
Mrs. Indira Gandhi. This is an orga
nisation paid for by us and we do re
quire the services of the CBI.

I Finally, 1  have raised a question of 
I privilege, and the question of privi

lege is not subject to the rule of sub 
jwdice. The question of privilege wilt 
have to be decided on the basis of 
this document X have raised that 
question and I have made a formal 

with regard to that It would 
flest'on, tfoat Very document fully.

your ruling also cannot be of 
*ny eqtttvoetl nature, because the rule 
* <iuttr*iwir lti*t any nrmiege motion

1 would request you to give your 
guidance both on the technical and 
on the politico-moral aspect of the 
matter. We do require the document*

W * (SFfafWTC) :
WT5T ?r *rf
fW n  ‘STT̂ fT |F ft? *** *
* *  *r srrw  vi*

5TT T$T !  1 WPf sffcsr «TT f t *
TOrr I irnr % im  srnw m
| ft: sr fto: f t
3TO I WFjT m  *  fan TOfaff %
vrtsrt IWr w t k r  | ? ftift *m,

mere* *t art w m  m
| ft: Jtrwfr 3PTJW «Pt *F5T

| f% vr f^fwpr
ftsrr gfinT ^rf^r 5* ^
srfTOr w * r  |t 1

SHRI PILOO MODY: I want to
draw the attention of the Speaker 
and the House to three relevant fac
tors .

It is all very well to go into the 
rule book and go into the niceties of 
the law and all that. But the basic 
fact is that this inquiry was ordered 
by this House and not to a guilty 
by this House. This is the basic fact 
and, therefore, the finding of the in
quiry should have been submitted to 
this House and not to a guilty Min
ister.

The second point is that when we 
wanted to investigate the matter our
selves, it was denied to us, ‘No, the 
CBI will do it and we will place the 
findings here,' in order to stop us from 
making the inquiry ourselves. There
fore, I will first of all attach mala 
fidrn that they wanted Use House to 
be kept in the dark. That is why they 
used this devious method ot conduct
ing an inquiry through an amncy 
which, they think, is their owja pro
perty.



*47 Question of NOVEMBER 22, 1974 Privilege

The third thing is that having stop
ped us from making the inquiry and 
having made the inquiry themselves 
and having found incriminating mate
rial, they now want to deprive the 
House from enjoying the same infor
mation. I think this is the feet of the 
matter and I do not think it should 
stretch anybody’s imagination and 
understanding that this is a concern of 
the Parliament and nobody else but 
the Parliament. I said this yesterday 
also, but, apparently, you did not take 
the counsel I give you for the simple 
reason that this involve the reputa
tion of not only Shri Tulmohan Ram, 
not only of all those who are guilty 
both in this House and in that box 
also but the reputation of the Parlia
ment itself when this privilege issue 
against the Pratipakah came up. All 
through the inter-session wherever I 
went and I travelled all over India, 
the people were agitated on this issue 
and this issue alone. It is something 
hundred times bigger than the Water- , 
gate. It involves hundred times more 
people than in the Watergate. There
fore, by these niceties of one nature 
or the another, believe me, this Gov
ernment is not going to get away by 
hoodwinking us. This campaign will 
be continued, continued, continued and 
continued till justice is done. . .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
It cannot be discontinued. It will be 
continued right from now on.

SHRI PILOO MODY: If you want 
to continue this misery, if you want 
to suffer this misery session after ses
sion and inflict the same misery on 
us, by all means protect these crooks.
If you are also getting fed up by what 
is happening here day after day. you 
insist that the inquiry was ordered 
by us and, therefore, we must have 
the finding of this inquiry. In fact 
we should have had the finding even 
before the Home Minister has got his 
itch? fingers on it

Now, I come to my last charge. And 
Sto last charge is that frankly 1  have 
come to the conclusion from the de
bate that 1  have seen and heard, that

no inquiry was ordered at all, that thi 
matter was so sensitive that the CBI 
was not informed, nobody in the CBI 
was involved in it and the information 
that they are giving about the CBI 
report is all a matter of fiction that 
has been' manufactured in the Prims 
Minister's Secretariat and, therefore, 
the whole idea of hoodwinking the 
whole country and deceiving the peo
ple and the Parliament cannot be al
lowed to proceed. I am convinced a? 
of now that there is no CBI report. 
I am charging the Government, I am 
making a sporting offer to them. I 
ask them: Let them show this great 
CBI report to any one of us,—barring 
the CBI, and particularly Mr. Baner*, 
jee. Let them show it to any two of 
us in the Opposition and let us look 
through that great CBI Report. I 
doubt whether he can produce it. I 
am charging him and I am challeng
ing him. But if he does not do it 
then we would come to the conclusion 
that this whole thing Is nothing but 
an eve-wash, manipulated just for the 
purpose of denying the people of jus-* 
tice. Thank you.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): I 
want to make this submission to you, 
Sir, without entering into legal nice
ties or procedural wrangles. The 
issue is one of protecting the honour 
of the House. It involves not only 
honour of this side of the House or 
that side of the House but it involve 
the entire House and the Speaker alw < 
Taking into consideration all these 
points, I tried to draw attention to« 
one point, that during the last ses- , 
sion, the situation developed and you ; 
had to undertake an unprecedented 
measure o f adjourning the House and 
we came to an understanding and that 
discussion was held and on the basis 
of that discussion the then Home Min
ister made a categorical assurance in
the House that the report will be made
available and on the basis of that re
port, they wiU be guided by the advice i 
of the House, etc. 8*r, this is the basic , 
issue. Wliat they Iwwt ewne out w»» 
now is • partial wposrfc 1*®* , 
have not submitted the compete * * *
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Shri Samar Guha] 
port We should get complete report 
We should get the full report of the 
enquiry; otherwise, Sir, how can we 
give any sort of guidance to anybody 
in the matter? Therefore, what I 
say is, the House cannot proceed with
out this report and the House cannot 
give advice without this report be
ing made available. I request the hon. 
Home Minister to understand the posi
tion. X am cot going into legal mat
ters or procedural wrangles. Don’t 
you think that the honour of this 
House should be upheld? The Gov
ernment ib taking camouflage after 
camouflage, one after another; there 
is huge inflation in the whole country 
and some deepseated malady is there 
and there is more and more suspicion 
all over the country and this suspicion 
is not against the Government only, 
but suspicion against the whole insti
tution of Parliament all the Members 
of Parliament. They suspect that 
Members can forge signatures. There 
are certain elements which the Gov
ernment want to shield and protect. 
This is not the first time that this has 
happened. Earlier also this has hap
pened and licences were granted. So, 
this is known. A number of Members 
of Parliament made joint appeal to 
this Minister or that Minister and per
haps got the licence also. What is 
now happening is, Parliament is be
ing reduced to the position of a dust
bin, this is getting all the suspicions 
of the people. And this can be cleared 
up only if the whole matter is brought 
up before the House and through this 
House to the whole people. We should 
show that we are above suspicion. Sir, 
we cannot allow this House to remain 
under the cloud of perpetual suspicion 
of the people outside. Why should the 
morality the integrity of Members 
remain under suspicion? Why should 
the whole institution of Parliament re
main under such kind of suspicion? 
That cannot he allowed, Sir. We will 
not allow this.

s .

1 vnrift wfcf f  1

A w * : f t*
ftefrwr v r  ftwr f*r faff fox  wfa

irtfnit t  trrr *t n w

tn ro  1

•ft * 3  t a *  :
" r t f ’ wfr “i ? ” % *rreiT nr sfjft fflranr 
UTcTT t , WfiW Vte t̂?ST % I
WFTVST 368 *t fcfafr..............

•ft W W W  fiw  : f f w  % 
tfto *ft° tn fo *t fr ft i i w  w #  

w trt wtm 1

fifn%: «n*r 368
^  ft <r^r **** ^  im

BTFf It o f t
apff *rpft *T r p  I ?  3ft

m w i * p m : w n v< **
^  t  t

vF*rr 1

rnmm w w n  t s
fttr |— ftrapft TO W? fnr ?

ioprncTO<*?T 
£  wwr f  1 «rw up  t o  w fo i-

I  j m
|— fa* |*r *t *t TO  wfawr 
*rrr$i

SHRI PILOO MODY: You have
provoked this debate by adding ‘i f  
and ’but’.

SHRI XNDRAJIT GUPTA: Please
tell us something about your ruling.
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m  SPEAKER: TfawQfrgfcvm 
much there and the rules are there, 
ttrfnritafcifti i f  a UMisfcer or a Mem* 
be* quote* Atom a doeament the other 
Member* have got a right that that 
docuifterit be laid oil the Table.

t vnr mr 
t  fa  fa*rr | itt ^  fa*rr | *flr 
vfevT%^TTr?r^«rji5rT|— S f t f t i r r c f r t  
cPT *TrlT 1 1

W f  ^ ( lw  : irf
f?rqr— w t f a  *ror 3r «rr * r f *-

srtj fa n * : *  *ft *W ' crT gt
T|> $ i

MR. SPEAKER** I gave my ruling 
on the basis that the document is quot
ed.

eft fiw ft: 5Rrs*r«T *r*fnr*7, r̂nr

vt&f z  I  fa fsn&nc jfmq % frr̂ r
tft©3fto?rrto f r n S  ?pfte
sp^rffR w z h 'z r ; irFsrvnr |i
*rar " * t z ” v r  *r?FP* wr $ ’ fsv?R *t
n 'n r̂ s tfTfanr ot £— -^-ir n

to include with quotation marks
%f̂ 5T *Tf, ff3p»fr % I %m wr»t f a w F t e t f r t f t i s m  *rrtf ? z t

$ — eft
it does not cease to be a quotation.

m  *rtt *rrsr%
«ftr |—

to refer: to cite; to adduce as autho
rity to give the actual words. 

wt # arrRfrr *rr§m $ fa  art *  i s  *t% vt? 
fa*t -

whether they are the actual words 
oceurrng in the report or not. 

wp{ fcim ? *rro fcfarc i sft
fa? % *  «T>T f*rfr*2T %

(f—-
He has dishonestly removed the 
quotation marks.

V4r W l#kI }

w m r f f f t  i W < i* t  #hAfln*lfiffr
r # *  m m w w r  f  i

S«ttw S^V A ^N iM A xr Ifft&lftA: 
SW\ you should s&y that your ruling 
wilt pirodude the'! document.

*h *nj fwmki four *r
*t¥ $rt t f h

*«#*r nfNrtr : a> tff |
fa  faflT |  at efarar m t i

eft w w  wiipWt: ■wTtrnrtf 
*frr*r ̂  3r?>ft fa  at ?
*rf ̂ ^ i r f a f ^ f a < T T | f a ^ t ?

MR. SPEAKER: I asked him to lay 
the document on the Table of the 
House. He says he did not quote 
What should I do now?

SHRI SHYAMANANDAN MISHKA 
What is your judgement?

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: S*r, we 
have been shouting ourselves hoar.se 
The country knows the technical a< 
well as the political aspect of the mat
ter but these miserable Ministers do 
not know about it! Are w» going to 
swallow that proposition?

MR. SPEAKER: How should I â> 
to them. I hive already given the 
ruling. You tell me any other proce
dure.

SHRI H N. MUKERJEE: your rul
ing must be productive. You have 
said it Is Open to the Minister to ac
cept the ruling or not to accept the 
ruling. The tibuse is concerned to sec 
that your ruling produces the result 
for \yhich F<* have been shouting for 
a couple o! hour* and you have al?c> 
been drawn i&to the bargain. Unles- 
they say it if in the publ|c interest not 
to divulge’it ’they are under % bounden 
•bligation to lay it on the'Table. What

^ “ s & r ! ® r ; £
mutt rwPWt tlM paafMBflnt * *  >«“
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WEEI PSUOG MODY: Otherwise I 
will'CompUin to the IPU.

MR. SP1AKBR: You c*n go there. 
You should try to be serious some 
time

m l « m  ^|WW 1
'̂ Vf> $  1

iMR. SPEAKER: : ?TR- Sfeir 
ITT 5PT I *WT fTT®T ?T T̂*TT fcprr | ?

My ruling is very clear. You aiRed 
lor my ruling and I gave my ruling.

SHRI PILOO MODY: It is no rul
ing with ‘ifs’ and ‘buts\

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA. Th*t is 
a rule and not a ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: You asked me
what is the ruling about the document 
and I gave the ruling.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Sir, this House consists of the repre
sentatives of the people A’ho do not 
happen to be so well-versed in many 
of the technicalities.

We want your guidance in this mat
ter. How are we to understand the 
rules so far as production of the docu- 
nvents is concerned?

.MR. SPEAKER: I asked him the 
document from which he quoted to be 
laid on the Table of the House because 
of the ruling. Now you are taking 
the position that he was not quoting...

f  I

ITffW WTUfcft : *TTW
4m 4 W t | ? «wrr «rr<f m  $  
Siprcrt *rr£rnf siratf?

MR. SPEAKER: What is your posi* 
ttataow,,Mr. Raddy? (InUmtptitms) 
What else can I do?

t e f f f i O O  MODY: Left it b* laid
oftin*-m a* or m  h «s* . 
r m m n

M$. SPEAKER: Order, please. JLet* 
me know how to satisfy mysell {  
cannot go beyond that.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MttfflftRA: 
That is a dishonest statement. (Inter
ruptions) .

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: We Will
have to bind your hand and foot as 
they did in the House of Commons In. 
the 17th century.

MR SPEAKER: Though they did
not___Don’t put everything I have
state the position.

<Interruptions)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
They cannot be allowed to defy the 
House. They cannot shirk their res
ponsibility of laying it on the Table 
at the House.

MR. SPEAKER: I have ^ated the 
position I have made iny observa
tion. I have given my ruling. And 1 
cannot do anything beyond that.

(Interruptions)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
Our Breach of Privilege notices can
not be pursued unless we see the CBI 
Report. (Interruptions)

SHRI KRISHNA CHANDRA HAL- 
DER (Ausgram): Sir, he is Jelling lie*.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE* 
He has misled the oHuse. (Inter, 
mptions).

SHRI S M. BANERJEE: You will 
kindly keep it pending.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
I have said yesterday and X havo 
drawn your kind attention to the 
passage in the Lok Sabha proceeding* 
and I have definitely stated before you 
that I have not quoted from any re
port. (Interruptions). You mu*t 
also listen to my point.
U.M bra.

SHRI PILOO MOD*: We *9 0 *  
want excuse. Wte want the rasord*.
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We are not intweeted to tow many 
n*e» you quote. We want the report, 
no argument; the report, the report, 
the report

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
If you do not want to liaten to me, I 
do not went to waste by breath (In- 
temiptfons).

Even if according to Shri Madhu 
Limaye I have said something which 
though not a quotation la a gist, it is 
a gist from a charge-sheet and that 
charge-sheet is being laid in the Lib. 
rary. (Interruption* ) .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
We should not allow the Minister who 
utters nothing but nonesense and un
truth to get away with this X cannot 
accept anything from a pennon of his 
calibre. Does he think he can get 
away with this?

qtfV t>*fV fafarcsT
f  I

The entire world supports us. We 
want the Chair to support us. The 
entire world is supporting ypu

MR SPEAKER: I have given my 
ruling. I cannot go further.

SHRI PILOO MODY: You never 
wanted the report to be laid on the 
Table. That is your instruction ( I n 
te r r u p tio n s ) .

SHRI K BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
Mr. Miehra, 1 want to tell you this: 
when you speak, have some better 
equilibrium. But you do lot seem to 
posess even conunonsense (Jnterrup- 
tfons).

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
He thinks he is very clever when he 
makes a reply (Interruptions).

SK R IP X . DEO: In the oest, the 
Lead* o f the Boose always used to

come to the House* But we do M l 
see the Leader o f the Bouse now. 
a situation like tibia, let the Prime 
Minister guide tie* (fM#rmp«lons).

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA: This seems 
to be a wrestling a rm  a»4  y oy are 
keeping quiet.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: W hatie 
your ruling ?

MR. SPEAKER: I have given my 
ruling. (Interruptions),

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: What is 
your ruling?

MR. SPEAKER: I have repeated It
SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: The first, 

second or the third one—what is your 
ruling.

p m  v *  w q m  t ^ r r )  : 
v*  ? *rr *p % i ^  

v ta  m tvmmr ^  | i  q$
11

MR. SPEAKER: 1 have given my 
ruling.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: \ Minis
ter named Uma Shankar Diskshit was 
responsible last session for making a 
statement to the House. But he does 
not turn up and Mr. so and so, has 
successor, makes a messy statement 
which repudiates the assurance It is 
a matter of the privilege of the House 
Notice haa been given at that This 
House was promised to be given all 
the material regarding the results of 
the investigation. But now his suc
cessor gives an Imaginary gist; he 
gives no substantiation, he has not 
given any document, he gives an ima
ginary gist. This goes against the 
grain of parliamentary functioning; all 
the promises given to the House by 
the ex-Minister have been reported

The privilege of the House if attract
ed. It moat be taken now .Y ou  
throw the other x ito  to the *rb»ds 
the time befog; alle privilege matter
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mud come up and ¥r< Mishra'm  al
ready given it XJ should be taken up. 
a  you care for Parliament... (Inter
ruptions) .

tWTOW faw : VS*
*ftt & I vftux t  «FRt
«tt«r iijtfr *r wtt i

^  fa ipt % . . .

«ft qaw firfnft *nft a to
fft*  n Tgr fa ^  %, *r*5

 ̂ TO *T WTWrHW *»T far
*fto sfto !HT§0 3THT % wf* *T *TT*
?t« t *** % Tiff srnw i wr wn

fnrŵ r | fa *s(t * *rc* wrom*
*r <TTST?T ®P̂  f̂ qT o^> oFWT
qpspr cpr̂ n ’  *m*rr?*T*nR?r 
t  fa Tr?r?r fam
frqfaL iSTT̂r 3PT 'TTWJT ?ft
SPKTT

H®W H|ln : srrot xrr̂  fa 
fc?r mr ott 

^  *ptt vt fa qraRtr *»t i 
«Ofwr ?ft *r£ v^ura *f *te 
fajJT saying this was beyond their 
control, this and that so on ?*T% 
an* q*F *nr * * w  vrm 
t o  faiSra «ftr frrfa^T * 

fclfT i wrq % k  «Tr *:£ 91% I 
vst fafsfl^r h sr*ra fart 4 wr* *
f^T <?*% 8fl* *  5TT fafa*£7 *t 3JT 
TOT I  *3 tft <TCT u r n  1*<1 
*> *fr $*srr $  i *y tr*ft ?rr «rr«rr 
# 1  tst|

f w : «Hjlf
w i& i '

***w tmr ^
«wr *> *** *r* | , bttt *s*r 
w  *rm $ i m i tft irrTfrT
w v  5ft ftnrr srft jtt̂ tt 1 1  

w w ,Jww f*wr 21 f w g r  ar*

w «w  : ?rrq̂ > irsf? $ |*

«ft wm ftr̂ nct : itr
q'T *P ?rm% p - yr tot | ,

w «w  «r^ r  : U  Is (̂V ^
m w  11

Speaker’s position is to inter
pret the rules and I have interpreted
them I have given the ruling n»y* j
have given my opinion

«3HFT fajTft W T ^ t : *TW5T TfTT
f f  *ic sWfan: <T
9RI^ fs^rl fap afiti if 7̂m

*r srtr \tfwK w  % #
w  «r i ^ l i m r  ^t^tt |  fap frq'ti
w  Jr <r ^o«rrTocfroffro afTr
am  ^  f  ’

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU The re
port should be laid just now

MR SPEAKER Whatever observa
tion's I have to make, i nave made. I 
have nothing else to add

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Did we demand that document under 
a particular rule9 No The docu
ment was demanded under the assur
ance made to the House earlier, for 
the performance of our duties He 
chooses to take shelter under that and 
you choose to confine yourself entire
ly to that, which is unfair to us

MR SPEAKER: Let us decide whe
ther we are adjourning for lunch or
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not. 1 feel very much tired after all 
this.

SHRI PILOO MODY: t am contest- 
ing the fact that you have given a 
ruling, ‘Ruling’ is defined m the 
Oxford Dictionary.

MR. SPEAKER: What I have found 
in the rules, I have given. I am not 
gging by dictionary. Will the Speaker 
go by the dictionary, when the rules 
are quite clear?

SHRI PILOO MODY: Mr. Speaker, 
a ruling is defind.. . .

MR. SPEAKER: As I have told 
you, there is no question.

SHRI PILOO MODY: According
to the Oxford Dictionary, ‘ruling’ is 
defined as “a judicial or authorita
tive decision.”

MR. SPEAKER: The Rules of
Procedure are clear. You are intro
ducing new things every time.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I will speak 
after you have finished. Now after 
your successful interruption, iet me 
start again. A ruling is a judicial or 
authoritative decision. It implies that 
there can be no two interpretations. 
It is a decision which you, and you 
alone, will have to give. You can 
give a decision saying that the report 
must not be laid—in that case, we 
will determine our line of action— 
or you can give a decision that the 
report has to be laid, in which case 
also we will determine our line of 
action. But the fact of the matter
is that this decision has to come
from you. That is why you are 
sitting in your chair and if you give 
less than a decision then we will 
have to assume that the Chair is not 
functioning.

MR. SPEAKER: You may assume
anything. What ever I have to say
1 have said. I gave the ruling. I
gave it.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
May I crave your indulgence? 1 again

repeat that we want the <jommitment 
to be fulfilled. We have not asked 
for the produetictti of the document 
under this rule 868. What is your 
ruling? Please address yourself to 
this?

MR. SPEAKER: If you speak like
that, I will not do anything.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
What are we to do? Did I ask for 
the production of the document under 
rule 368? % ̂  ^TT «*T$?Tr $ fa  $
aft rfr& qz $r srm t

11 Jr t

mrtan : % vphfn %

? m r ii  s t

3®n 11

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA. 
The CBI inquiry was instituted in lieu 
of the inquiry by the House, which 
was demanded by the House so insis
tently. Now, if that inquiry has been 
conducted, should that report not be 
placed on the Table of the House, ir> 
accordance with the assurance given’

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Shn
H. R. Gokhale stated on the 9th Sep
tember, which I am quoting:

“Please refer to my remarks on the 
subsequent occasion. I have -said 
at that time ihat we shall take 
the House into confidence after the 
investigation report was available. 
After the results of investigation 
are available, we shall take the 
House into confidence. The whole 
matter is open to the House to con
sider ftt that time/
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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
The -whole matter, barring the CBI 
Report, is open---- (Interruptions).

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: He fur
ther said:

“I am making a promise, I am 
giving an assurance, that, after this 
investigation is over, the first thing 
that we will do is to come to Par
liament and say, “This is where we 
have arrived; please tell us what we 
should do” . It is only after that, 
according to the wishes of Parlia
ment, that we will proceed.”

If this is not done, then do away with 
Parliament. (Interruptions): If they
went to court of law, rightly or 
wrongly, due to technicalities that is 
one matter. But the second matter 
is that the CBI Report must be placed 
before the House. If they do not 
come with it before the House, they 
might call it the last day of Parlia
ment. Mrs. Gandhi with a photo
graph of Hitler in her hands will 
come to the House and then we might 
as well get out... (Interruptions).

warn
'STTTlQ fafr I  \

typ at wot 3 
<!* » 1 i h ot
nt \ f** ***  ^  *****
mb i tft

m  11  at t o  fa 
W  i  fa &  w  ^  *r*ma %

*t \ m  OT f W  i \*P
W  $ V$ % W t ?

WTOTH* fa *  :
* . .  . (* w * i* t ).. 

3* K f  ? W  fsSfrfci*
| ^  i

! MR. SPEAKER: It is a pity that..

SHRI PILOO MODY: It is a pity 
that you did not give a ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: It is a pity that
you are talking like that

This is alreday contained in various 
privilege motions which you have 
given. We heard the Home Minister 
yesterday. .

AN HON. MEMBER: Are you satis
fied?

MR. SPEAKER: Not a question of 
satisfaction. I am still hearing them.
I heard all of you. You demanded 
that they should also be heard. I 
asked them that they should also 
come and speak in this House. Now, 
about that, I can give my ruling only 
after hearing them.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Don’t 
mix up the things.

MR SPEAKER: Everything is con
tained in whatever you have men
tioned. The same matter which you 
have raised is contained in your pri
vilege motions. I cannot give the 
ruling piece-meal here and piece-meal 
there.

We now adjourn for lunch to re
assemble at 3.30 p.m.

14.25 hrs.

The Lok Sabha adjourned for 
lunch nil thirty minutes past Fifteen 
oj the Clock.

The Lok Sabha reassembled after 
Lunch at Thirty Minutes past Fif
teen of the Clock.

(Mr. D eputy-S peaker in the Chair) 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE—contd.

Import L icence Case

SOME HON. MEMBERS rose-
SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond 

Harbour): On a point of order.
s
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SHRI MADHU UMAYE (Banka): 
On a point of o*der.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please
sit down. I will hear all of you.

Now I seek your assistance on a 
purely technical point before you pro
ceed further. Today is Friday, and 
you know the rules that, on every 
Friday, two and a half hours are 
devoted to Private Members’ Business. 
Also when the time for Private Mem
bers’ Business comes, we adjourn every 
discussion and take up the Private 
Members Business. That has been 
the practice. Now if we look at the 
order paper, we will find that we had 
fixed 3.00 p.m. for Private Members* 
Business. We are now behind by half 
an hour. I would like to have your 
opinion or desire in that regard whe
ther you would like to do away with 
the Private Members* Business.

ssreqraR qf? arr i %

. ( e a r w i) .

tfr§?rr 11

«fy f t *  W f WBUm : oTTWTO 
r̂srET, m  ***  % faff* faTTtft to  

o*  ?T«T * H m  faTT f  fa
JffTapTT *  H'T ^TtnfT fctTT |— jft 
H STSTCT fa*r % arr its;
fain % fa faqtS af2RT
tpr a fan m
srrs imi i *ar

afTr ftflft£ ^
TO5T t  ^  fa<ft Sl̂ TTT apm'^r
^  =er«f% S*i »

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I would 
request you, Sir, since you had been 
a member of this House, an illustrious 
member of this House. . .

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: t am still 
« member.
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318*1 fiTQTIWPY V*w
you are an elevated member.

MR. DlSFtTfY-SPEAKER: I m t still 
a member and I sit there in front of 
you.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I would 
like you to listen carefully to what I 
narrate from the books of account, 
these documents, and give us your 
considered and upright opinion, up
holding the dignity of the House, as to 
whether it has become obligatory on 
the part of the Government to lay 
on the Table of the House the CBI 
report.

I have to repeat this, Sir, because 
they do not understand these things; 
they do not want to understand these 
things. There are*- two persons, two 
senior Cabinet Ministers representing 
the whole Government of India on 
the flooor of the Lok Sabha. What 
did they say? Mr Brahmananda 
Reddy, the Home Minister to-day, 
who was doing a lot of tight-rooe 
walking without any success, his pre
decessor Shri Uma Shankar Dikshit 
said:

“I am making a promise I am 
giving an assurance that aftei 
this investigation is over, the hrst 
thing that we will do is to come 
to Parliament and we will say, 
‘This is where we have arrived 
Please tell us as to what we should 
do.’ It is only after that .

Mind the words.

“ ...It is only after that, accord
ing to the wishes of the Parliament 
that we shall proceed”

Now Mr Gokhale, an enunenl 
lawyer and who was also a Judge ol 
the Bombay High Court and who was 
also a practising lawyer at the Sup
reme Court, knowing all the limita
tions of the Government and the law, 
said:

4I have said at that time that we 
shall take th* House into confidence 
after the investigation report

Qwrfion of SOVpflMJR ?2, W
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was available. After the result of 
the investigation was available, we 
shaH take the House into confidence. 
The whole matter is bound to come 
to the House to consider at that 
time.”

I have quoted verbatim from the pro
ceedings of this House. Now, they 
have taken a stand that under the 
existing laws they could not have 
possibly come before the House with
out going to a court of law once the 
CBI inquiry report establishing a case 
prime focie came into their hands. 
That is a matter for the Committtee 
of the Government Assurances. But 
I will deal with it m a separate way.

Now, since the CBI inquiry report 
is in their hands and now they have 
gone to a court of law already, is it 
not obligatory on them to come 
before the House, read out the entire 
CBI inquiry report and lay it on the 
Table of the House so that the House 
is able to give its counsel and a direc
tion to the government as to what are 
the things that are to be done? Now, 
the Government have not done it and, 
therefore, it is for the Chair to give a 
ruling in view of the two assurances 
that are on record that the Govern
ment must lay the CBI inquiry report 
on the Table of the House because I 
am positive that the original report 
is now being altered and they are 
only trying to take time from the 
House so that a fabricated report is 
placed on the Table of the House.

You are the only person present 
in the House who can save the House 
from the indignity and disregard that 
is being showered on this House by 
this Government.

■ft a tf*  mm (v z fa  sro) 

*r n ff q fr ff— # I

sn r %9r arrft $ 1 If w t  % 
*TT*vr 3 *  m&ft %
srf?r w m  ^  f  m  W
cTTj| % TOT 3fT jft  |  ? $  ^T%
3 <TT f  I

MR. DEFUTY-SPEAKER; I will 
give my ruling.

fa  *ptt vmwup' *r
msn n i 11 sfot art wrwrr-

fsrir 4  % tn r
faFf»r w  vex s m

% t o ut  1 1 . .

( w jffW iW ) ^  I T
"3^tbr fann t  1 i t f r t  srftfir-

% 13F5*t lrfrqT srrc JTpî T̂ r
«ft *prrar f. 1 nftx vtwrsr k
aF̂ r fa  9ftirw ^TT^nfrir jtftt
1 1 1 2  <nfter ^  i w k  m

ft ?TT $  ^ ’TT'TT %

“MR. SPEAKER: So far as that 
assurance was concerned, it was
quite categorical. His (Speaker’s) 
concern was that MPs. were invol
ved in it  If it were somebody from 
outside, then, that was a different 
matter. But here MPs. were invol
ved and so the House was seized of 
the situation.

Now a difficulty had arisen be
cause the CBI instead of waiting, 
and laying it before the House, had 
followed another course by sending 
it direct to the court. A plea could 
be taken that it was now. a sub- 
judice matter. But this House was 
directly conoemted with the honour 
of these MPs. So* some way should 
be found out of this tangle. So far 
as MPs. were concerned, the House 
should bte in a position t»  -eaqpfese 
opinion. In tte matter about our own 
Members, some way should be fw ad
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lest this House should be deprived 
of its own decision on their conduct 
and character. After all, we had to 
keep the image of parliament clean. 
He (The Speaker) would have to 
find a way out.”

trrfsnnSR:
«fft 3»<IT TC»ft
% sfft $  ttoit f^R»r̂ »rr 1 w  

W ?  fsrfaf*r*T*t
| i W  ^  vranrarv I  fa

?ft© sfto wd.O % w r 3TR f*OT f%5T
JTFiwr *i?t w *  ? *r»ft %
W T fT fT  Fq̂ r farr,
#  TOrrct fa #  srrar «r  fr,
%o qr<To SSTF-O 3ft ^
*rre> Jtz i fw f t i  t  ^
^  TffT JJ, srffWF
«ft STT5T VT T&r £ I 3ft fa% x m  % TO

fto  srrfo sft, % sp«rfnr-
—__ ^ fV  _ JJFTK, T*F? 5FT*T« TUM̂St *>

*rfa£T, 3ft ^TTfifhT r̂f̂ rer ^ttptot f w  
% ?TJTtr *r *ft «r, i ^ r
5?TWT n*T n TO f% tT̂ fo %o ^  
sp r̂r | far firfr e rr % o t  thtot
% faSr *ffr s*?m m  *tm  *rarr
*rr#s*T-<T3T ^7%% 1 «ft st«> 'fto ^ s t -  
mirm % t o o t  inn  % W  1 
O T  a ft ?ft ? rr#  * f * o t  w *$  %  M  ^ r f ^ r  t 
%fsR r̂f̂ RT t̂t# % fro t o o t  % 
M?r$*nr*TaFrni& iq^* %© *r$
^ T  I 5?Wt^T TR TO ^  t  ft? 
20,000^o Î To %o fa? %fw^ '^T%̂  I
v z  $*r ^  stiott ?  %  o t  *rm

* ft  f w  «rcrr ? tft®
afto «rrf« % w r o t  ^  
iriFr fvqr ? w  T ^ t  t^r® %o f?r^ 
v t  ^rrf*r^  fv*rr *rr ? «rnr <ffPnn^j) 
^ fcft % H iw r  iftw wt %• 
4 f ^  #  f^FRfr^rRfr,
OTw W ff i W l t ^ w R W jr  fWeT 

V&t I %• <$** WT« ft% ^

l[ ? T R r  T O T  i t a  f l r t  « T ! O T ^  *ift % * m  
w  v*i€t ot ^ r  ^

t  r̂sfir arrsft f¥ w  TOW *  *Hr 
T P T  %  i m  fiw r r , m  irfs r*

▼rf^Tt % f̂t «f ?TT fSRT ? ?Tt *TPT% OT 
^  VRvft 3TTW ^  ^  I ift^ 1FTC

|  eft ^ r v t  *tpt fwrr |  1 % r r  
«nrW t  fv  inrt ffto fto  «rr|o % ^ r  
^  a ft 3!t8T ^  t  ?ft ^ R J t  wrqr fe *r r  

1 1 i f t r  O T f a S r  ^ t o t  ^ t  i m T T T X t  ^ f t  
^ rf^ , tfx  fv fti fN%ar m  * n w  
? W T T % ^ f M t ? T O T s f t ^ 3 r T T * r p f y
'®nf«5*i |

* r r r  % ?ft o t  ^  ^  t t ?  aprr ^  
^ r f ^ O T ? T O T % 3 f t ^ a r r ? T ^ t  s n tft  
t  ? rrr %  «n : ?rr g m ft  %  1
eft $  STRIT ^ r ? r r  ^  f v  3ft V T ^ m f t  3BTT3T 

3r>r?T T̂ t | ^  ^ ft | i 
ssrsr « r r r  ^ ft o t %  3 ? t t  |  f c  j a f t i r

^ t  F f s p r  w r  « ft  1 grfjft% *R ?r

“If a document has been qouted 
my rulmg is that it must be laid on 
the Table”

3 F T  ^ ft rT 7^  ^  ^  ^T%TTT f p  F f t ^ T  
OT 5njTT SfcST t , % W jt  *F̂ IT I 
P f h v C  T T  f T T O  t  I ^ rft  ?ft i v  W W W  
3TT5T I

“If a document has been quoted 
my ruling is that must be laid on 
the Table."

OTtfr fofar <nr vrrvf «pt»tt qrŷ rr t 
m  « r r r  « tt» N t s i ^ t » * f t x  t i m m  
^ r s f f  3f t  sn? |  f f w - r d  
^ ^ % ^ r w ^ t w V « r » % |  ? e f t #  v r r  

Tfrjf 1 ‘ W '  % 
q h r  « r 4 1 3 f T  f %  ^ n p r f l r  S  W t  f  :

(1) To refer to a document;
(2) a t» ;
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(8) Adduce as authority;
(4) Give the actual word;
(5) To enclose in quotation marks.

tft ^  *rre tft ft ws »rft, %ftx % w  
nrvfhr t i f t  ft *t#

wwvi f*rf?rft ^rrxr irfervn: 
twrr w prr 7 ft ?ft ’Pfsrr fjf ft? fO&wr 
*rr$ ^  swrnrr

f a  ?rrfo f t  frtiti ?r$- & 1 
^ rgtrrsqre ft *xr far v i  farre* f  1 
ft stTtit ^rr g jtst f t  f t  W tft 
w  fwsrT t  w f t  3*?£tft ^  «F?r £

“As regards the delay in replying 
to vour letter, I was out of tne 
country for a number of days and 
besides certain consequential action 
had to be taken on receipt of the 
interim reports mainly from CBI: ”

$ zfrv  fnfti^r #  f a  f a  «rrf« ft 1 
*rr*ft f a  ft*  «rti* % «rsrr«rr f t  %ft 
*T1Tft % ST* ft «ftr fWt£*T *ft tr «fbr 
»fto *to o f t  f  11
jft t ft f  *CTfarrtoft£ sflftf 

% 'Tsr ft w r r  1 1

v & f t w f t q l f m z z s m i  * - ^ :
I  1 ir*r© tr*r» ft ^ s f t z  fo r : ittt  

*3  *J*rr far 3 * °  %° ftr* *>T fa r fa w  % 
toft art *ft* f a  * :£  * v t  srsrR ft 
yrtr^fsR fanrr far f«r v t  *nr

*$t w ^ t t 1 1 srrsr *?><> afto
«i|© «TT?T̂ W ^rtft % ^  ft
^  % , *1 v r w  w  *rcr s rs to  
*r?sft % f  r«r ft f a  f a  *ri<> f t *  & f a  

fh rr «rr » <** irntfft w  «tt 
f W ?  ^  ure *r*ft i o t t  «pt *rdrr 

^»>rlr«^*P T?rr<rf»rT  1

* w * f T W f r * a w r v t s * r f t  apt 
vtfanr ir 1 wrc% fwr ft fw  | *

srsn**rstftfttftoafVo mfo f t  * r̂r far 
«fa %© fog apt arhr ar «̂rnct

Wf to  f«3f TTffS tfrT ^  
?> ?TRrr 11 g #  ^ f t o t o i r  m%- 
*fm  m  ̂  ?w | fq^ ̂ ft ̂ ?ft vr
q v  ibt | » sfto ’̂ tprrwmr ft t o  
5*rnct 3rr?w»Rt % fpj*T,  ̂it? ftt arrâ sr 

w  t  fti ftoto»r ^  |«rr | 1 
28 grr^r t o * r $ f t  ft «̂wft 

^rr f̂rrtt ft  »r| f t  ^ fr-T w r %?r f?V*r 
aFrn^?FT %■ 3rn: o ttt qr?r «ft
aprqWf % 3TTT OTT WT ft I ft ®lft 
far*? ft ^  ? ^ rr r  €s*r ft trrt, 
^ :^ * r  ft ir^ , qwr^ar fs^r^ftr ft 
m*, q=r#tifftr ft n ^ r ^nft

t o ;  *cft[ft 1 5*rft «rr ft 
pfwr fft#if 1

w  tor  frrft srsrrr ir?gft ft ^?rrr 
^n rH sH  fa^rr far ft «mr

srr̂ f »!ft m MHf
%k r *  w  T»?nrr i wfNw ft 

%z Tvr fv ft i*  f t  \ *nrft v f t  5 f^^rt 
§*ftTO i^TCr;«PP%  ^  ft %* 
%zbte Tviti «fti%f3P?rir5rsrsrT?nT? t̂ 
ft Tr«r̂ f?TJT fJT^r | to tpr r̂t 
Trq[ ^  T̂T»rr |^>T ft 
| ?r> frr^  frnrift ̂ ft t $*ft %t f«»r- 
srnrf^  ̂ *m?fT 1 ^rtoq; ft
r̂̂ =rr f  to  apt *,*$ frfr^ff apt 

iT«rrfT- 1 w  f t  b [ f t
ft ift 1 2  arrttor

«fh: «p5r ^rft w m  vrr ft^*r 1 z  
faw t r * * w  * i *  ^?ft v n f t  I 
st(^t fftfaratf ft f  3  |
^r% ^ f t  tk. 3?ffft | to  (r r t  
3rrcrrr, ^rf^ft ft& m  trtf fk*m  ft  1 

w r r n ft ir a w ^ t  1 ft w w t  *rnJ v &  
% far^ #«rrc f  < < rw t « f t  <raf f  
i v ^ n f  % i
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m  tit  w * r  ̂ 5r?rr«rTf%f«r<Af»T 
xx*  % » t c w t 1  «frt «ri fsp f
*gt armr, %**r w sft 3  ftw^snc *pw 
^TTOr $ I %fa*T fwY * *  sr?* *r 
wwm f>mr far ^t^tt t o  fa s
^ $rar f w  «tt—

^ J w v f w r ^ r m :  i

ft(W  ’ Hw^ Vr| B̂ŴT
*r£t | i $fc * i ( f  $r s;*r*wr f*r*rr fo 
qsr *  rc*> f a w  | fo  w arfw r ft i 
s s  *> f^ ft  cr?  s«rorf*K vrwr 
«it » ?fT «nf *r>a% *  *rrct . .  (w r -  
* m ) ^ F f? r ^ T f» f  i ctrxt %s««r<F?[ 

f  i irrr sfarr *rrcta 11
(Interruptions)

You are trying t0 give protection to 
the criminals You may deny that 
(Interruptions )

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUSTICE 
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI 
H R GOKHALE): Sir, he was refer
ring to the letter of Mr Tulmohan 
Ram addressed to the Speaker obvi
ously. He is alleging that ft has been 
done under my advice or it is drafted 
by me. I want to make it clear that 
although Shri Tul Mohan Ram has 
been a Member of the House, I have 
not seen his face I have not dealt witn 
any letters which he has drafted or 
net drafted.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I did not know 
you had to see a man's face to draft a 
letter.

SHRI H R GOKHALE: I have also 
said that I have not drafted any letter 
for him.

impfh* w m  Jijsro fa *
*t v r it  i

' ift tm  t o w  :

m  vnr t  h $  *ft 3 * 0 ^ *

*nr m  ft. %
t  f t o w f t o  t  t‘W w ft  m f a f t  % 

i w*r
#  i

$ w r  % wrswr f  fa  vm  **
fr> ^  *?<

i

w** *Wr : *|ff >
srr% «pf4t t  i ww fw,*f«¥ f*rar 
firWw v t ŝr i fa r  26 «pt

i**r 2<5**r sr-rrrl:

The last two and a half hours of 
a sitting on Friday shall be allotted 
for the transaction of private mem
bers’ business”

ITT* t  f*  vrs* % * V  srr?fc fafa- 
%*? % faq  tsrr fifura foq  v.-it* 1 
fnr^s* fsr^z vi <r fafvra *r' ?  f " 
^  ^ ^nr snr ?rr f » r
^rr?r . .  ^inwnw) ^  ?Hfjr irr

“The last two and a half hours of 
a sitting on Friday shall be allotted 
for the transaction of private mem
bers’ business:

‘•Provided that the Speaker mav 
allot different Fridays for the dis
posal of different classes of such 
business and on Fridays so allotted 
for any particular class of buswecs 
of that class shall have preced
ence.”

x& nw far w p r : «r? ?t
’Rr 11

w?t irm  : 5fh>r «r# ^
W  * f  T<T strife rarfsr̂ f̂  *1 
f«T«*' | w  ^  1

The matter to sim tfy |«b Judice.

n  tJV I
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*r* it arnc s t f  « f r  
unf *r ^ fr *§ t  *n:
*rr V* ^  ^  ssrc: *r
W  1 1

The Speaker has already given rul- 
in£ Interruptions

^  *> t o  %*r ^rf^r i
SHRI MADHU LIMA YE- Wha1 is 

the ruling?
«ft IJW W  ¥PTT : "f t * *  ^

*r> *r** *% t  «rtT s**rr * r  ? t
&1  *nr T ^ fV  Sr ^  «t
*  t<s fa* ^  t , ^  ^  ft ft  t§
^  *T$ I  I f«FT *ft 2r *tft ??*T ^  ^  t

qft rr^rrf rtv ^  £
SHRI MADHU LIMA YE. What is 

the ruling?
«ft im  n*n 3ft fcnf <tt

l i f t  % fanr *T fr» *  =FT‘ «TT *
TO f̂ rr »TT $ I

« ftg v r  w  wfspm • ?fto ? r f  c.

apt f* n £  1
sft IT?; W  * m  ^ftr^  isfsTT

g't r 1 fr?? : frt
srrf^t 1 ^  *  f  rs*? *r
0*7^ ^  flTT^i «r$t ?M t ?
THE MINISTER OF HOME 

AFFAIRS (SHRI K BRAHMA
NANDA READY) Mr. Dcputy- 
Speaker, may I submit to you and 
through you to the House that I have 
sent a communication to Mr Speaker 
seeking his guidance?

(Interruptions)
SHRI MADHU LIMA YE- He is not 

competent? (Interruptions).
MR. DEFUTY^FEAKBH: Order

please.
(Interruption*)

*8 08 hw

MR DfcPUTY-SPEAKER- I will not 
shut out anybody .. (Interruptions) 
Please listen to me This creates an
other complication because the Hotrte 
Minister suo motu has come forward 
with a statement befoie the House 

(Interruptions) What he has 
said just now

SHRI PILOO MODY(Godhra) 
shows that he is as confused about the 
ruling

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER* The Home 
Minister suo-motu came forward with 
a statement that he has sent a commu
nication to the Speaker seeking his 
guidance That is what he said.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
Oral or written?

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER I do not 
know I do not know what the commu
nication is but the House is now seized 
of that matter Once a matter is stated 
bcfore the House and the Members 
seized of that matter I would leave f  
to the Home Minister to consider 
whether he should also take the Hous  ̂
into cofidence as to what that commu 
mcation is

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU And 
elobrate what guidance he has asked 
lor’

SHRI K BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
I sent a communication m writting to 
the hon Speaker seeking his guidance 
and instructions on the matter whether 
the CBI report should be placed 00 
the table of the House or not.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
(Begusarai) I rise on a point of order. 
If it so pleases you Kindly permit me 
to move a motion of contempt of the 
Chair against the hon. Home Minister 
or I shall give it in writing that he has 
committed a contempt of the Chair 
and also a contempt of the House. We 
have been dealing with this issue un
der your Chairmanship and in the 
meantime the hon. Minister talks the
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matter out of the hands of Aha Bouse 
and out of the hands of the Presiding 
Officer who happens to be in the Chair, 
the hon. Deputy Speaker. This is a 
grave contempt of the House and a 
grave contempt of the Chair.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA RED
DY: That communication___(.Inter
ruptions) .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
He can speak later:

So, it requires your very clear guid
ance whether a contempt of the House 
or the Chair has been committed or 
not in taking the matter out of the 
hands of the House and in his trying 
to refer it to the hon Speaker whoso
ever happens to be m the Chair is for 
our purposes the Speaker of the 
House This matter cannot be refr- 
red to the Speaker when we are grap
pling with that issue Therefore, the 
Home Minister has to be charged with 
contempt of the House.

SHRI K. P UNNIKRISHNAN (Ba- 
dagara): On a point of order, Sir. 
When Mr Mishra was speaking, one 
of the hon members opposite called 
the Home Minister.........chor-----

SHRI PILOO MODY: He is not 
even an assistant to the Deputy Whip. 
He has no business to speak to the 
House and to address you from the 
Treaury Benches. Let him go back 
to the last bench where he belongs.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU. I will 
quote from Kaul and Shakdher to show 
how the conduct of the Home Minis* 
ter has been unbecoming of a mem
ber, not to speak of a minister. On 
page 273 is says:

“If a member desires to make an 
observation on a matter before the 
House or to ask a question from 
another member who is speaking, 
either to obtain clarification or for 
the purpose of any explanation 
about « matter which is under con
sideration of the House, he has to 
.address the question through the

Chair.”
Here this is a matter which is very 
much before the House and he has 
tried to obtain a clarification about 
a matter which the House i» fully 
seized of_ Now, Mr. Speaker is not in 
the Chair at the moment. You are 
in the Chair. Therefore, by addres
sing it to the Speaker, the Home 
Minister has shown disregard to the 
Chair and to the House and has be
haved in a manner which is unbecom
ing of a member I shall be grateful 
if you uphold the dignity of the 
House and of the Chair by reprimand
ing him right now.

«ft wwr msrfcft (« rr f^ )  • 
sto to  *rnr 12 3R-
fararc rr fm v snvr f* r  fr *rtr 
S r t t  % »rf?TTtsr <ter ffr w  fr i 
art fr, fr fo
st, *T3r<f7 fr i wr wtoj*

m t  4 m  m>r fr
fa fr i 

fa-* fn w  % *rnr *fr
fr ’  ft** f*f*nr % vztzv
*  3ffr fqaSt f a  fr ? STTT«r 

ft: ^  srnr
n£t Tjiar i V? Tf 

rrap W t ^  f t  I ^flTT «f$Wr *r 
%mr ^rr i vft*r  fr ft: w t

v s  * tit ^  %mfxT n$t fr I
wr?Tn*«ft 1 1  

rm tfc 7?srnT W fr  I  ^  ’w  w ft  fr, 
aR*r i %ft r̂ 

ttw. mx fr f#  Vsft w i t  t o t ,
*?rr «ftt fo* 

ws't gtftarcf it rra v , *m f w r
fr, ^  z m  **P? <TT *5 fr, 
im ft r Z ift T V T  TQX fr, f*iT
% *m h

a w  amnft? wt *.«rmrr
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T O m g, fTKfyar% wen* 
sfsr^TK - 1  

w. *Tfar?**ftfT *r 
»n w r *ri*r $, trr?* *w*ft
TOr sraz *tt | fa «ttt xr§r>
f r f£  w r r  $ ?rt ^  *>f *rr<rfw 

t, t f r  w  *r«ro wnr t$  & 
*rraraft «rr?«r *mf, siro ?j? *rrsi»i * 
*ftr *r$r ?ft ww t o  art 
^  :̂r sfttrt 3rt% 1

SHRI N. K. P. SELVE (Betul): 
One need not be a genius and study 
parliamentary precedents and practices 
to know that while you are presiding 
and when the House is seized of a 
matter, it is your verdict alone that 
will ultimately matter. But unneces
sary motives are being imputed and 
unnecessarily time is being wasted 
Before the lunch hour, m terms of rule 
368, the Speaker gave a certain ruling. 
None of us knew, including Shri Piloo 
Mody----

SHRI PILOO MODY: Or the Home 
Minister.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: ... .o r  the 
Home Minister. None of us knew 
whether in terms of that ruling it was 
mcumbent on him to lay certain pap
ers on the Table of the House or not. Is 
there anything wrong, is it contempt 
of the House if he asks of the Speaker 
to know whether the ruling la that he 
should lay it on the Table of the 
House or not? However, if it com
mends itself to you that the matter 
being where it is that the ruling be
ing vague as it is, as the House is 
seized of the issue, it must continue, 
why do we waste the time of the 
House, Let us go ahead. He has only 
said *1 have sought the guidance of 
the Speaker*. The ruling is the issue 
to be tested. (Interruption*) Before 
the lunch hour the Speaker said he 

*h*d jtffcn a certain ruling. What that 
Nplingtaifcant is a matter df Interpre

tation. They are interpreting it in one 
manner and we are interpreting it in 
another manner and God along knows 
what tyie Speaker actually meant by 
that ruling. In view of this position 
of the matter, it is but natural that he 
has asked what exactly is the ruling 
and what he has to do in compliance 
with that ruling, whether he should 
lay something on the Table of the 
House. Therefore, my respectful sub
mission before you is that in whatever 
he has stated there is no contempt of 
the House, there is no contempt of the 
Chair If you are seized of the issue, 
you are the presiding officer, what
ever you decide is final and we will 
abide by it I think that is what he 
meant.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta— 
North-East): Sir, I fear, the crooked
ness of the Government will lead to a 
presumption of the criminality of their 
intention.

What has happened is that, in the 
morning, the Speaker gave a ruling 
and the trouble was that the ruling 
could not be implemented on account 
of the doggedness of the Government. 
The Government di^ not choose at 
that point of time to ask the Speaker 
for his indulgence for some more time 
and for an opportunity to plead with 
the Speaker either openly in the 
House or elsewhere, if the Speaker 
permitted it. to convince the Speaker 
of the rightness of their opposition 
The Government merely sat silent 
and repudiated, in effect,, the imple
mentation of the ruling given by the 
Speaker.

This was not an ordinary situation. 
It was an extraordinary situation. We 
have been driven to this unpleasant 
situation of having to hold up the Pri
vate Members* Business. We have 
hardly ever done it in the history of 
Parliament. In an extra-ordinary 
situation, we are continuing the dis
cussion which started in the morning 
an a which went upto 2.30 P. M. That 
extra-ordinary situation was develop
ing in the course of the debate when 
suddenly the Home Minister pops up
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and says sorftefhing to iartbei* compli
cate the whole situation. I cOuld hfcve 
accepted tHe bona fides of the Govern- 
ment’s position if the Government 
during the recess had sought to contact 
different parties and Independent 
Members in the Opposition, had sought 
also to contact the Speaker and had 
also sought to contact the Leader of 
the House who is in Narora, accessible 
on telephone, I suppose. They could 
have done a lot of things in order to 
get over a situation of their creation. 
But they did nothing of that sort.

Sir, the debate was proceeding and 
you were conducting the entire pro
ceeding in an absolutely dignified 
manner. You have called everybody. 
Congress Members and non-Congress 
Members, to speak on this matter. 
Suddenly* in the midst of it, the Home 
Minister pops up in bis own fashion— 
I am sorry, I have to say these things. 
He is unused to the ways of this 
House, His colleague, the Law Minis
ter, chooses to be a dumb creature, a 
kind of dumb animal whose name 
come to my mind. I am sorry to say 
all these things It is because of these 
things that we have to go on discus
sing this matter.

When this matter is being discus
sed and you are in the Chair, you are 
told, ‘‘Hold your peace. We have writ
ten to your boss elsewhere/’ We are 
not going to tolerate this sort of thing. 
If any of us were in the Chair in your 
place, we would have looked upon it 
as an insult to the Chair, not personal
ly so much but to the institution of 
the Chair. Whoever sits in the Chair, 
Gurdial Singh Dbillon or G. G. Swell 
or anybody else, the Chair is impor
tant, the honour of the Chair is im
portant. If you* Mr, Sathe, were 
in the Chair, could you let that letter 
be used as aa instrument of circum
venting the duty and the responsibi
lity of the Chair and also the <lig»ity 
and rttpttt of the Chair?

tfou, Jfr. Depot? 
duettn* a
mitted. Yoy are listening to all sorts

of ptdpie, m  !*>**» ta the ottMT 
side, who usually cannot formulate
a syllable of significance about parlia
mentary propriety. Even «b, you ar* 
allowing all kinds of people to take 
part in the debate. Now, they come 
forward with a suggestion which is a 
slur on the Chair. We are not going to 
tolerate this sort of thing. We have 
all respect for all Speaker. We shall 
have it again with him when he cornea 
here. But that is a different matter. 
The Chair has to be respected. The 
Government is not expected to hold 
up the proceedings like this. I do not 
think the Parliament is going to 
stomach it.

I know, the Leader of the House haa 
to go to various places. She has so 
many things to do. She has to worry 
about a hell of a lot of things. I hope, 
she has written to the Speaker about 
her absence. I do not know. She may 
not have done so. I can forgive her 
for not doing that. But I cannot for
give the Leader of the House, from 
day to day, absenting herself when 
question ,̂ discussions, agitating the 
whole House irrespective of party 
affiliations come before it.

I cannot forgive a person who calls 
himself Shri Uma Shankar Dikshit 
and who, as the Home Minister of 
this country, had given an assurance 
to this House on the last day of the 
last session. He spoke on behalf of the 
Government and he spoke in a manner 
which suggested that he owed a duty 
to this House to come before it on the 
opening day of this session to apprise 
the House about the progress of the 
case. He has never appeared before 
us since. He is a Minister without 
Portfolio. But he is a Minister with 
responsibility to the Lok Sabha.

He should go and read the Consti
tution. He is responsible to the Lok 
Sabha, whether he sits in the R*Jya 
Sabha or wherever also it may be. He 
may go and ait in Sabha to wh*ch 
he » « »  below, «Mt k* h  
to tbll M m . T6# M m  MW**1 
dot, not co m  «4 m  tbfc.ittcu"*0”  
t O «  piece every time. Mr. Um»
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'Stoax&pr DUqfhit chopses to itay away. 
The ball 19#  tjie court of Shri Brah- 
roqnqpfo $ed<|y; he is an indefinable 
person—cannot ̂  formulate anything 
because he himself cannot be defined. 
THe delights in the contemplation of 
Brahma, which V» *TTf¥ H?Tfprr*T well 
beyond the understanding through 
words or mental processes! I am not 
surprised to see that his mental pro
cesses are such that we, ordinary mor
tals, cannot get the hang of it! So, 
what can I do? The Prime Minister 
is not here. Mr. Uma Shankar Dik- 
shit is not here. The Law Minister is 
mum. And poor Mr. Brahmananda 
Reddy is preoccupied in the contem
plation of Brahma! Where do we go? 
In this predicament, he intervenes to 
suggest that, because of a letter to the 
Speaker, the proceedings should be 
stopped. This is a reflection That is 
why, an extraordinary motion has 
been made in the most abnormal situa
tion. This extraordinary motion 
should be accepted by the Chair and 
discussed. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER- What 
happened to Mrs. Maya Ray during 
the inter-session period? She must 
have been to a hill station.

She is full of energy. She is full of 
vim and vigour.

SHRIMATX MAYA RAY (Raiganj): 
I did not go to Shillong

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You did 
not go to Shillong; you had been to 
Darjeeling

Now I am not shutting this out. But 
I want to make a small reference 
There is iust one flaw in the otherwise 
impeccable speech of Prof. Mukerjee. 
and that is the use of the unfortunate 
word ‘boss’. Now may I say that the 
relationship between the Speaker and 
the Daputy-Speaker of this House...

AN HON. MEMBER:---- is like hus
band and wile.

MR. DEPUTY -SPEAKER; You may 
be interested in wife. I am not

The seteUsnship between the 
and the Peputy-Speafcer ia

not one of boss and vndar-study. We 
are both independently elected by 
this House and we occupy indepen
dent offices under the Constitution. 
He discharges certain duties under 
the rules and 1 discharge certain 
other duties. Of course, we have a 
responsibility to this House, and as 
far as it lies in my power, I shall 
cooperate to the fullest extent in 
order to see that this democracy 
functions and this House functions.

SHRI B. R. SHUKLA (Bahraich): 
My point of view has been fully made 
out by your goodseli. The Chair of 
the Speaker is one and the same, 
though it may be occupied by diffe
rent individuals at different times. 
Therefore, my submission is that, if 
any communication seeking guidance 
from the Speaker.. . .  (Interruptions) 
My submission is.. . . (Interruptions). 
It is for your benefit. Kindly listen.

My submission is that the communi
cation which has been sent to the 
Speaker is presumed to be in your 
possession because you are continu
ing m the same Chair and the same 
office. Therefore, if it is in your pos
session, then, on that basis, give us 
guidance which is sought by the hon. 
Minister. If it is not in the possession 
of the Speaker and, therefore, it is not 
in your possession, kindly ignore it 
and give your ruling independent of 
whatever communication has been 
made.

SHRI S M. BANERJEE (Kanpur):
I have listened to the submissions 
made by my various friends. But I 
was surprised to hear that the hon. 
Home Minister has invited a direction 
from the Speaker Kindly remember 
that when Shri Ishaque Sambhali was 
the Chairman, he got something in 
writing from the hon Speaker to put 
it before the House and he did it 
and had to face the music. Still he 
carried out the order of the Speaker. 
Even then, when the hon. Speaker re* 
turned to the Chair, he said that he 
was going to uphold whatever the 
Chair might have said
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Here, the Speaker knew very well 
that the matters were continuing. 
Then in all fairness to you and in all 
fairness to the House, he should have 
continued in the Chair because what
ever happened in the morning, it Was 
based on a ruling given by the hon. 
Speaker. I have quoted instances and 
it is correct that the Speaker gave 
a ruling that if anything is quoted 
from any document, it should be laid 
on the Table of the House. I can quote 
verses from the works of Tagore but 
do you think it is all my creation? I 
can cram the whole report and produce 
it without quoting. Even then it is 
a quotation. Quotation is a quotation. 
Otherwise, right from the childhood 
we were asked to cram so many things, 
but do you thmk it is all our creation? 
I can quote hundreds of Ghazals from 
Begum Akhtar’s records. Do you think 
it is all my writings? I am surprised 
there are too many quotations m his 
speech. Do you think only if the in
verted commas are there, it is a quo
tation, otherwise, not? I knew Mr 
Reddy is a very able person but even 
during the probationary period he is 
committing such mistakes. He may 
not be confirmed. Sir, you use your 
own discretion and give a final ruling. 
Had I been in your place, I would 
have asked the Minister to go out and 
adjourned the House, and we would 
have all met on Monday in a cooler 
atmosphere. I would request that 
when you are occupying the Chair, 
you are the Speaker If any Chair
man, Mr Sathe included, is occupying 
the Chair, he is the Speaker. I am 
sorry. They should have apologised 
to the House. Mr. Gokhale is here. 
Mr Uma Shankar Dikshit gave us an 
assurance and he lost his portfolio. 
Let the Prime Minister come. With
out the Prime Minister, nobody can 
give & decision, whether Speaker or 
non-Speaker.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE 
(Burdwan): In the morning, when the 
hon. Members on this side were ask
ing for laying the CBI report on the 
Table of the House, the ground on 
which it was being resitted by the
*•—  . . . .  U . L .JI

not quoted from the report. He took, 
refuge under the second proviso to 
Buie 368 trying to suggest that what 
he gave was only «  summery in his. 
own words and that he had not quot
ed from it. Mr. Speaker never sug
gested that the document cannot be 
laid.

On the other hand Mr. Speaker was. 
very clear that if the Minister had 
quoted from report, it was the duty 
of the Minister to lay it on the Table 
of the House. Throughout the Morn
ing session this was strenuously resist, 
ed by the Minister and some Members 
on the Congress side when this mat
ter was continuing to be discussed. 
After the lunch recess this reference 
to a letter or communication sent to 
the Speaker is made. This is nothing 
but a deliberate attempt to scuttle dis
cussion in the House, under your 
Chairmanship, and to tie your hands 
so that you may think more than 
once before you decide and give your 
ruling thereupon. And also it im- 
lies that you should wait for the 
decision of the Speaker on this com
munication (which has been sent to 
him) and that you should not try to 
come to your independent judgment 
and so on. The attempt is to try to 
interfere in a manner which I may 
term ugly, and trying to scuttle dis
cussion There is no provision in the 
iules for seeking guidance from the 
Speaker You have got all the poweis 
of the Speaker when you occupy the 
Chair. Therefore, I don't know why 
this information has been given to 
you and to the House, except for 
scuttling the discussion in the House 
Sir, I appeal to you to decide the 
matter according to your conscience 
An attempt »  being made that per
mission of the Speaker is required 
that is, from Dr. Dhillon and thpy 
cannot decide on their own, to lay it 
on the Table. Their attitude, I should 
say i$ not only unbecoming of a 
Minister of the Government of India, 
but, Sir, it is a clearly derogatory 
attitude towards the House and pro
per step* should be taken in this 
regsra by your good sell This is my
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PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE 
(Rajapur): At the outset I would say 
this , Sir. If any Member of this 
House, (including any Minister) sends 
any ‘private* communication to the 
Speaker or any one else privately, 
We are not at all concerned about the 
communication. Without this House 
knowing if a Minister sends any com
munication to the Speaker we do not 
feel concerned about it at all And * 
will quote the precedent. Yesterday 

1 'when tilt Minister for Parliamentary

Affairs got up here and said that we 
should take up the next item on the 
agenda., that is, papers to be laid, many 
of us got up and said, when we ad* 
journed for lunch at that time the 
Speaker had not made it clear as to 
what will happen after the lunch 
break. Therefore, it was considered a 
continuation of the morning stage. At 
that stage the hon. Minister said that 
during lunch hour he had talked with 
the Speaker. And you rightly said 
what private conversation took place 
between the Parliamentary Affairs 
Minister and somebody else is of no 
consideration to the House at all. If 
that were to be quoted to the House it 
would not have come before the House 
at all. But if the Minister quotes that 
he had talks with the Speaker on the 
Floor of the House then that becomes 
part and parcel of the proceedings of 
Lok Sabha. Sir, you in your inimi
table and humorous style said that if 
I try to bring into discussion my own 
wife, even she will become part and 
parcel of the House. Then Mr. Baner- 
jee jocularly quipped: Don’t bring
your wife into the picturc unless 
somebody else will demand that she 
should be laid on the Table of the 
House. }

Sir, on the basis of the clear under
standing given to this House and on 
the basis of all the past traditions you 
rightly said that what transpires bet
ween the Minister and the Speaker or 
anyone else outside does not become 
the property of the House. But when 
it is quoted on the Floor of the House 
that becomes the property of the 
House and part and parcel of the pro
ceedings. Here the Home Minister 
has not merely sent a communication 
to the Speaker seeking his guidance 
as to what is to be done about the 
CBI report but has had the temerity 
to say in the presence of the Deputy 
Speaker that I have sought clarifica
tion and guidance from the Speaker. 
He has the temerity to say so in your 
presence. We are not concerned with 
who sits in that Chair. We are only 
concerned about the Chair.

(Interruptions)



tQv.e.stion of 

W)l�� · he __ s�@W,J :,th�. te.me�ity to. make 
th� stat,ement on the Floor· o� the 
R0U·se. in ,the presence of .the Depµty 
SJJ�aker: let me make it clea;:that we: 
th� M�!llbeq, o� the-.�pposi,t_i side, are 
not concerned with w,ho sits in that 
Chair-whether it .is the Speaker or 
the .Deputy. Speaker or whether it is 
th;-ciiai�mcJ.n-but it. is th� ·Ghair that 
we respect. I wotild go to' the. extent 
of saying that tomo�row even if shri 
Bral)mananda Reddy 'sits in that Chair 
we will ha_;e to respect the. Ch;!r. 

Therefqre, we feel in your presence 
and in the pre,sence of the Members 
of the House w,hen. he has sa.id I am 
JSeeking guidance from the Speaker,. 
it, is an insult to the authority and 
Chair of the House. This is a con
tempt of the Chair. Therefore, not 
only must he apologise but I would 
also suggest that Shri S. N. Mishra.'·3 
motion expr:essing concern of the 
House should be taken up. 

SHR1 K. BRAHMAN ANDA REDDY: 
I have greater respect to the Chair, 
whoever is the occupant than many 
others who profes,3 it. 

' · 

Now, my submision, as I have al
·rea.dy ·3t.a.ted, is. that I h�ve sent this 
communication-written_:to the. Spea
ker during lunch. (Interruptions)·. 

�r ��"r� f;r� : ( �mrr<rr�) lf� 
.i'f(r cr:Qr I lf� �o ;;:r,�ra- �-

�r �e� f�T cnmr : <9''<1' :!:fITT 
,tr Gf•ci" :i:r�r <fi�''i ;;:;r �T � I Ci�({ ·nfr 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD 
(Bhagalpur): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, 

,Sir, we, on this side, are actually feel
ing about what the hon. Members 

:from the Opposition feel that the 
,dignity of the Chair should a.lways be 
:maintained. It is only a question of 
·.understanding and interpretation qn 

whether a minister, by writing a com-
munication to the Speaker, and tha.t 
too in this particular case, had in any 
way brought down the dj_gnity of the 
Chair presently pr�si\).ed ov�r by you. 
The que,stion is very simple. Every
body knows that. The hon. Spea-

Privilege 

1:er g�.ve. a ,ru�ing,.. Tp!it W,ets not a 
,ruling in niy opinion( but "it was only 
stating, the. facts under the ru.les from 
Earliamentary Pra,ctice of Great Bri
tain-May's Parliamentary Practtce
or. also o{ the House. If something is 
quote,d from a. document, ·a Member 
has got the right to demand that it be 
laid on the Table of the House. The 
Spea.ker. gave tnis a·s a ·ruling · in this 
particular case because since the 
Mi;;_ister was quoting fro� a docu
ment", that has to be laid. on the Table 
qf the House. He did .not. clarify the 
position. H.e had giv.en the ruling. 
But, later bn,, it transpired-only a 
few minutes later-that on "this point 
he, wa,3 silfnt and; therefore again,. the 
1\,1:embers from the Oppositfon rose on 
their feet to say 'what about this do
cument?' In the meantime, the Minis
ter came and said that. he had not 
q uot�d from the document. · He said 
that' he was not referring to the do
·cument. When the hon. Members 
stood up, the House was a,djourned for 
lunch. 

As tp.e hon ¥err:ibers on the Oppo·si-. 
tion side and this side as also my hon 
friend, Shri Salve· and myself said, 
they could not understand his ruling 
.as also what the Minister intended to 
know from the Speaker and what was 
the meaning or hi..s ruling. Diel he, by 
that ruUng, ask the Min.ister to lay it 
on the T;:i.ble? What is he. to say on 
the Table of the House? He h3s writ
ten a letter subsequen.tly. Du··ing the 
lunch hour, that communkation is · 
made in the name of the Speaker. The 
Minister, during ·lunch- hour, wrote to

"" 

the Speaker. Why? Because the rul
ing was given by him and he has ask
ed him as to what is meant by that 
ruling? 'A.m I to lay it on the Table 
of the House or not' he asked him. 
There was not the slightest inten· 
tion on the part of the Minister· to 
show disrespect in any way or the 
slighest sign that he had in any way, 
insu\ted the House in this case. My 
second point is this. After this com
munication, if he felt that he wa.s to 
give. a ruling, possibly he. might J;iave 
pr he might not have pas�ed. that on 



the Chair at the present moment 
you cm  give your ruling if you 
want: X do not k n o w  whether the 
previous ruling of the Speaker can 
be superseded by your ruling. I have 
nothing to say on this.

(Mr. S r o i r  in the Ctowr)
t  submit the Minister has not com

mitted any indiscretion in writing to 
the Speaker asking for the interpre
tation of his ruling end he has not 
shown any disrespect to the Deputy* 
Speaker who was in the Chair.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Shri Bhag- 
wat Jha Arad, an hon. member, want
ed to know what is wrong. I will tell 
him what is wrong. On the first oc
casion, Shri Brahmananda Reddy* the 
R t hon. Member tor Home Affairs, 
did not specify that he had sent this 
communication during lunch time. 
His later interpretation where he says 
it, w« accept. Then I would like to 
ask if he did send that during lunch 
time, why did he not come and tell 
the House the moment the House 
reassembled at 8.30 instead of telling 
us a full half an hour later?

SERI MADHU LIMAYE: One
hour.

SHRI PILOO MODY: The second 
thing is this. If the Home Minister 
wishes to And out something from the 
Speaka*~«nd for us the Speaker is 
the man who occupies that Chair— 
has he sent the communication to the 
Speaker and to the Deputy-Speaker 
in the Chair then? That communica
tion ahem** have been immediaely 
sent to fee Deputy-Speaker to be 
deali with, That also was not done. 
Whether you are responsible or your 
°® ct isrespoasibte, I will not say I 

only SSy thatthia i .  what should 
fa*ve happened

W Thtwlly, {  can undewtand the eon* 
the mind o f the 

Minister, because all <tf us were

confused. Nobody knew what the 
ruling was. Sever*! attempts were 
made on our part to ask you to repeat 
it or at least to tell us he gte of it so 
that the debate thereafter could have 
proceeded on the basis of known facts 
instead of an illusory, imagined ruling 
that may or may not have been given 
and can only be ascertained after we 
see the record, after we see the un
corrected record, after we see the cor
rected record, and only then we know 
what was the fact. This has been am
ply proved by the fact that the Home 
Minister himself had to write to you 
and ask you what did you mean.

Now it is quite evident that in the 
ruling that was given, only one point 
has been pitched upon, the question 
of quotation, whether it was • quota
tion from A, whether it was a quo
tation from B, whether it was a quo
tation at all. But this is not only one 
reason why we have asked for that 
document That document is our 
right It should be in our possesion 
and it has nothing 'to do with whe
ther it was quoted or non-quoted. It 
is Government's argument that 'beca
use we did not quote from it, that is 
why the House Is not entitled to if . 
It is absurd, it is riAculous, and for 
us to speak and debate that for two 
hours is even more ridiculous.

Talking about quotations, this Is 
rather interesting. The other day the 
Prime Minister awarded the Nehru 
Award to Mr. Andre Malraux. Very 
interesting. The citation read:

“Andre Malraux burst upon Euro
pean literature not as a writer 
but as an even?’.

Malraux’s own book had this quota
tion:

“Malraux entered into European 
consciousness not as a writer 
but as an event1*.

The citation said:
“Each man approaches God tityre* 

ugh his own God**. T
Malraux bad said, page 988;

18 you. Now, when you are in the 
Chair and when the matter is being 
discussed in the tha Minister
*nyg ‘I  had sought the guidance of 
«h* Spanker*, Becsase you are now in
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“Bach znan approaches God thro
ugh his own Gods.”

The citation read:

“Malraux'a culture is, first and 
foremost, a vast resurrec
t in ’.

Malraux’s book p. 246:
‘ Let us not forget that culture ii 

but first and foremost a vast 
resurrection'’.

The citation:
“Nehru wanted India committed 

to a unique destiny dedicated 
to becoming the conscience ol 
the world”.

The book, p. 143 or 43—may be a 
misprint:

“Nehru wanted to see to it that 
India is committed to a uni
que destiny dedicated to be
coming the conscience of the 
world” .

You have to decide whether Mrs- 
Gandhi was quoting Malraux or she 
was coming out with original ideas in 
the citation on Mr. Malraux. If you 
maintain the first then we have to 
say that Mrs, Gandhi is a plagiarist. 
If you maintain the second then we 
have to say that she is dishonest. You 
take your choice. Would you like to 
refer to her as a plagiarist or would 
you like to refer to her as dishonest? 
The fact of the matter is that the 
same sort of tamasha is going on 
here—some words, could not concei
vably have come from the mind of 
Mr. Brahmananda Reddy, could not 
conceivably have come fiom the mind 
of anybody except if it was a direct 
quotation from not only the report, 
but the charge-sheet which must have 
come out of the report. Thi<* is the 
report about which I have already 
submitted. Why this tussle has been 
feoing on, as Prof. Mukerjee revealed 
I* you St, communication has broken
down between Narora and Delhi___
(In (fffuptkw#)

This <3o called brains trust without 
any evidence of brains Is going to de- 
decide the future of this country. 
Communications have broken down 
and therefore no instructions could be 
received whether the report should be 
placed dr not. And the poor Borne 
Minister has written to you merely to 
seek more time so that comunication» 
can be established.

Earlier it was said by Prof. Muker- 
jee that the Leader of the Hou2£ 
ought to be here. She has all but 
disappear \] from Pat lament and 
therefore I have to openly confess 
that I do not recognize Mrs* Gandhi 
as the Leader of the House at aU 
Because the Leader of the Rouse can 
only maintain that she is the Leader 
of the Hou»i& if she occasionaly at leas’ 
for an hour oi two every day puts t? 
an appearance. Unfortunately we ar** 
left with two people in this House, 
one is the Minister of Parliamentary 
Affairs. I think he doe*> me best h- 
can to deputise for the Leader Atu, 
then Mr. Banerjee. Parliament ha 
been reduced to a monologue in whid 
Banerjee talks and Mr. Haghu Ran*- 
aiah listens.

I think this thing has gone on fa* 
long enough. There is ample argu
ment tor you to reply categorically to 
the note sent to you by the Horn'. 
Minister: that yes, the report of the 
C. B. I. has to be placed on the Tab!? 
of the House. Had you done this, had 
communications perhaps been better 
with Narora had you done this theie 
would have been none of this and w- 
would not have wasted this time. We 
would have been on private Member- 
bers business and the House would not 
have had any quorum and all o* 
them would have gone home.

** fm  : v tm  nyr**,
5 *  tftir inrar if q f  $
*w inne mm jirr w o w r  

. . . t w w r ^  
m x m v n f t  f , t it#  fwenr t  
t i s x
fiwftwt $  11

i
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MR. SPEAKER-: Alter 1 left, the
Home Minister wui a letter to me. It 
came in my absence. I left here at 
a quarter to three for lunch and I 
had hardly finished my lunch when I 
received a call from my Private Sec
retary saying that the Home Minister 
had sent a letter and a sluing me, “Are 
you coming or should we sent it 
there?” 1 said, 1 am coming after 10 
minute*. When I came and saw tl»e 
letter it was 4 o ’clock. You had al
ready fixed the meeting o f the Busi
ness Advisory Committee. I thought 
flince you will be coming there, it is 
much better that I dii>cu&!> it with you 
at that time. But in the meanwhile,
I came to know that it has been refer
red to in the House already. It would 
have been much better if he had not 
referred to it till I had met them in 
the Business Advisory Committee. But 
it was already going on in the House.
1 thought if he referred to it, he might 
have also referred to the contents. Of 
course, the letters are addressed to 
the Speaker and not by my name. 
Mr. Piloo Mody when you talk,, you 
should talk with some responsibility.
1 would request all of you to see the 
proceedings. I repeated the ruling 5 
or 6 times. Fvery time you asked, 
“What is the ruling”, I said I have al
ready repeated it a number of times.

SHRI PILOO MODY: You should 
®aaj the same stricture against the 
Home Minister also because he also 
did not understand your ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: He understands it 
and you understand it also The 
ruling’ not so complicated. After all,
I just repeated what has been said 
by the House of Commons SpenW 
^  hy my predecessor. I said, we 
recently discussed it also and this Is 
the Interpretation.

SHRI PILOO MODY: There was no 
™Hng «t *11.

. 3  You take it like
&it it was repeated 4 ot 5

SHRI PILOO MODY: A non-soling 
does not become a ruling simply be* 
cause it is repeated 4 or 5 times.

MR. SPEAKER: Don’t try <0 ridi
cule everybody. You have this knack.

SHRI PILOO MODY: There is no
body here who thinks there was a rul
ing.
17.00 hours.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: Our con
tention is that your ruling is not being 
implemented in practice. It must be 
enforced.

MK. SPEAKER: That i« a different 
mailer. The ruliur» was there. Thexe 
was nothing much to .iay except that 
whe« a member or a Minister quotes 
from some document, it has to be laid 
on the Table. There is nothing much 
to say or elaborate. It is a pimple 
thing—when somebody quotes some
thing, it js laid on the Table of the 
House. Shri Hiren Mukerjee now 
•-ays “the ruling was alright; our con
tention was that it is .not being imple
mented” . It is not my fault. I gave 
the ruling. Now the Minister takes 
up a different position that he did not 
quote from this and that.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
All the greater reason that the House 
must insist that your ruling must be 
implemented. As it is. if your ruling 
is clear, categorical and unambigu
ous, why are they hesitating?

MR, SPEAKER: The ruling is given 
for implementation and not just for 
reading. But the Home Minister took 
up a different position later on, that 
the ruling refers to quoting from a 
document and that he was not quot
ing, whereas it is contended on this 
side that even though the inverted 
commas are missing it is a quotation. 
The whole of the debate was diverted 
to a matter which was go unfortunate. 
Now, if all you agree—I wonder i* 
there will be any use in prolonging 
it—the letter will be laid before you.'

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Which letter?
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MR. SFBAKBBfcTfce tetter which 
the Home Minister wrote to me.

3HHI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
It It i& to the House, an #ffront 
to the House. We do not went that. 
In the midst of Hie discussion we can
not entertain any letter.........(Inter
ruptions).

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATK: Sir, 
when you were not In the House, Shri 
Shyamnandan Mishra raised the ques
tion of jthe contempt of the House 
committed by the Home Minister. He 
haa formally given a motion to you 
through the Seceretary-GeneraL Now 
Shri , Shyamnandan Mishra might be 
permitted to make his submission on 
the issue of contempt.. . .  (Interrup
tion*)

a to m  f a r  : m m
ftr ft tq k  $  nrr fa  «nft 
ft #  to s t  | %  $*r m  «f ws

| fe. wf w? t^T 1 1 ferftwr 5*
t 'V w w ^ w i. . . 

(rnmmn) . . . « r ?  ^Pft wrar 
frV wrrt nrV «ro  upr * *  weT | 
w  toft | Op o tt  it? *r*rft f  m  

t o *  w ft f  1 fsraft t  v̂r>
*flpr i w i

MB. SPEAKER: 1 am not coming 
into this. I will ask the Deputy 
Speaker to fit here.

^  v to iv  f w  : u n  apr tft n it 
n w i#  w  ft #s tosot *rr «rnr w* $  
arrffi ft wrawr t ft «$*r $■ ftre 
% ***$»ftfira ftwrarcftararg umr*fr 
4ftft£^*r*ft*ft«rTW <r?«rf4i . .  
( io th i* )  .  . .

B̂pKWRT t t m  m  tit $srr 
m m  *T|t *ftf dta t s # «

i *rpf $*rrtt <wr
*r& t f r t f l M t

* # 4 fc t i r t  ♦§#, ft *t(t t # m  m  
*wr$ *  nr* t o t i f t t y r t  w *  

M i

« f t  q to w f f t w  s ^  tm r g fo ft  i
*tarft * r#

1 1* qft q p  ff**rr #  M r i far*  
tofiwwnmwtf ftw «tp ift* m  
« #  $  sift 11 iri q *  «ft«r v*fr *ft *r<f 
*rr$ft i fir sfotff *ft «fr vgf *ft arcerr ft

mft f  i

*r$ *g*r w fw r^ w  w r  jurr | 
fv  «rmr ifcft instor % *r$r <rc: 
w « r  fwr sflft s*£fft *fr«4t°irrf* 

fr  <rjrcw vm «rr $*r qr tt*
* *  w  p  *r, #w ft *t« sta H  ft,
'wrswr wnr^ v r  tIT trtr
*r$r g * T g t f t .  *[$  *rcft *!< h n r, ^  
w f t  m  ird f%
vr^psr m  t o  arm
qrhr % t m  srê Rt |, «r^r 
ws it wi t  ** wrr w r  ?»r 
wftHr^ ir , f«i:fr*r^w«r*rftw^ 

4 u p  % 
fwrr *rarnrr vr f*rr

^  f59JT w  trcg ft *m  
rft ft* % wvrtm m m m  fft*r * 
Mftx ?rw f ft frfr fe  tfr 
ftmc «r wrww *rit<w t «  | ¥#iv> 
m m  ^  tom fiwr?

**wr iforx H  (  # c  t*nncr ?v  ft 
«wr t $  i  ^  

^  ft f*r<$ wwr ^  T>«rft 
r| f  i *rf w  ft ^

wwpt ♦ t  tft tr l»ft **¥  **  
0 n n ^ f f f f t ^ t o i r v ^  

tj t r  |  * *tfN N r w  w 1 up
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t r  i qm  2 *  s ftfo ft i * f  * f  *« fir  
ntfw* ^  f)p$«fw *n ft itra* *frc 

**?r *fr
t * t  * f  S fT O T T  f * * £  f * t * £  *TC <fT*fr
*rc r *?t * r a  * t  w  %  i r W r  

tft f *  **nsr <nfr fa  w *  * *
? w * f 5 * * « m r c  i

ijVr trs*r# * $ «* , *rr* f  fa  
w rc  % * f a * r  i srre *  * * * *  %  
ift ifr w*f » r  *t i $f**r ft v f f  *r *t 
s * f a r t  w n f t r w t  * f a r *  i f f  f * * r  
w n  i m t  * f f  vr fcrr ft  eft vrr *[* 
arerr *tfor<t*T » ft *ft w nfr * w
w r  J  < f a  V ft'T T  * t  i % f i r *  * $
m i m l t t p r t i w  ? * * * * * & * ,
xmffar *r% far** ̂  ^ fv  ^ tt 3'TT?*nr
| ? w  «rrr* <j® t| *  fa *rr 
a x n r w  (  » fs r 4 t  * ? t  f  * t  t c  t s  ^  
m *  f*r  ?rcf 4 t « r w r  % ? *  f t  *rr* % 
sr* w  **ir *  *r* f c  w t  fTf 
« w r r  *  | tft f *  *t*r *t w t  ft
ft i # « *  *r*f % *ft*f ft **f. *rrwT 
* t* w  «r « n w  % v$r fa ft*  f*fa*r*
f t * # s * i r r f a « r « * « * f t ? T *  r t  * > *  
t f t | 3 S  *far* %  ^ trf** « t * * t < »  
« r t f »  t f t  M U  x w 4 t  *r f< p * * «  * | T ,  
y& W  m  % * * w  ft w f t t o f  
ftwr ( i S f?f wrf*  ft *mr i v$ « N  ** 
* f  <  f  i t * r i t  * * & *  f r w m  f t * f t  

w  w t* *ft t  ** m * **  * f 
9 ftrfe fe« w m $  tit v* «**%  I  f t  
f *  * f t *  * | * r  < t  v w f a t f  f c * f r  *  t  <

t r w «  * r f t « ,  * w f t *  w w w  
f t a f t t f t i t *  f f t f o s n :  %  f t r a r c f r f f t f t *  
^ t  « w r  * * r  t - H p f f *  ^ w n tTsr * | t w

vc% w rit & £ *  * * *  *  fa* w  ^  
^  «?«tr |  f t  «rw % %*** ^

*97 Quettkm

v«rf5r%w ifwr t , wftwf
«r r « f^  ?rHt w rf^ i f  * m r  f  

ft*  r̂ffar % f  » *rff
*P T ^  | X *  t f t  ST8T*T * f * t  ^  ^ 9 «rr
*«*t i ftwr v t =**! x h  t
?*  tjrap ^  r̂rr * &  *r% %,

qf% sp̂ *rr 5r ?rrt ^  
ijtt %  snry^T t  f t *  f * r ^ n :  
?rrf* vnr v t  * t  ftTt^
fe«T f ,  far* * t * f *  v t  * T ^ T  
?r^*f ^ ®i5t t  f t  vte f̂ -qrr |f
wr* % %**?: t  ^ *%  It 3rr v r  f%«r 3?
1ftt  * * T  VP? Vt **r*t ft WfT f t

vt? *ft f%*r ft *t w t  wfipt r 
f*r ^ff* ?ft *$ f *r*?rr f  *  * r * ^  t  
f  vt?  f v *r  i %m * t  * r * ^  ? t 
i m  % ^Kt ^t *t #it ift, 5#% 
fift*  V f fiwr f t  w  ̂  f *  % w ^ r ^ w *  
^arr I, tiff 3<ft ancf ^ #*r t  ***  
f^nr ^  h* vtoN* % *r*% *^»
* f  t o r  f% f  *  % ^ jftCTW *^r
f5wnrt» 1 ^
fs fa H  f% ^ • ^ t . w f •  # f r i t 5 f * f r ^  
*t* *r f t  1 w* wnr W fr  w ^ m  
^fl*r 'TTf ?ft ITTT *W 4tft%*i 
P r ^ t w  f f w * * n r r * f
i* t  w n * *  w  % w iw  *x 1 f *  ^  
^ t % f % * ^ t * ^ f # i % l R W ^ ^  
if f*r  w tff <n: * i f t * ^  f f  ^  

«n ^tft*r * f  ^ jt ^  * * * * *
m f W * f  i ^ w w w u f l f t w  

’p r T O f r r < t ^ f t ^ i ^ ^ ,f 
fiftfo f*n5t i t  *r f t  f u r  ’WW 

^ grw *r i » 9 T * i f ^ ^ ^ ^ w < r e % *  

«ftr?r * t  *  * f t  m  «  % 
^nmrrr *rr-*R «|T f t  wrft? i*Nr 

irftfti * | t  t i ^ t ) f *  %
art̂ i v g 3 *  i * tp ^ * m fe  % * f
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ft i * r c f r w %» 
m m  «rr fv  srtf <rt 

W fW  w p rf fft *pt tfarr*r ŝftr 
firr f  i *ftotfo*rrfo vr *mnfr t o t t  
* t v frn t! prr t o t  |, f?r srv n : 

f*wr*r t wn*
*rM  m * i  f>. t f \ * - i r x i £
$x *rf I  tftotfrowfo

srfarcr #*r fafafsr WfRr 
^ w %  % m * t  «rTx  f *  f v m  i  i
*nr w  v£»r %  $*r *$  fv ffi *r w
irvfr % T’t <fV Tg-jft i ?rf¥*
W  sfcr sr forte *Ft 
f m  wr$ *r «rr% ift
%  w w t w z  * f t x  **rt f%*ft f * X

^  aft? srr i * i  vn*r »tt
f .  .  \  ( i t H W W )  . . ? W ! f t
9$?T #ffti,r'*rs?r

**• fftfa ̂ «T7f % ̂ r  %  ^ <o t  
t r ? t  |f ^fv-r # *rg*rr %  ir

& r& ” & vnr wrr% *!% Jr.
o t  Sr #  wr*** fN'TT (k1

* «** 751 *T% ^  ***
•srfrra f t  w  $ i

' ftrcr ’ ’t o  >  %*r<f?r vr
im r *  f$rr t-^-srfr % %*?n: *r *?wr- 

*fa%*n W  «fr£~-mt st%  forgrras
W * *  vfcr rr^ %f

* *p##tfr %  s ro t  $r<fr fa*
i r .W fr  t£*r *r<nf*r,ftr
f&$?srw f*  y f f  *rc w*mfr<r 
* r m  w sr $  i '<*' *

, ,  ̂ *rw§j *$few : m r % fc*  k  sft 
wnr <mfr ^  *1 ^  ^  t — ^ ^  % 
* ^ * s ‘* rr fa * n | ?S to ^ f . . .

A« far «« this ruling $» eoftctmad, 
S am prepared to withdraw it You 
m y  oak Hie Deputy-Speaker or any

oUhkt ClMtaUM to «om« and «it h«re 
and five %  rtoftitf. 1 w M  to mike 
it very dear- I withdraw tfea fuUn* 
and you *naaie any CMrmAa or tbe 
Depttty-Speakar. He may cotne here 
and five the ruling. X am not prepar
ed to listen to ouch talks. Let any 
gentleman from the Opposition, or 
from this side come to the Chair. You 
name any Chairman. He will come 
and give the ruling.......

SHHI JYOTIRMOY BOStf: When a 
ruling has been given, it is absolute 
and final. You cannot withdraw it.

MR SPEAKER* I offer it. When 
you are dissatisfied and I al&o accept 
that you are dissatisled, the only way 
ont is 1 withdraw it. Let any gentle
man come and sit here and deal with 
it. I am not prepared to deal with 
this subjert. 1 am not prepared to 
listen to this debate.

SHHI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE* 
I>t your ruling be implemented. . 

(Interruptions)

SHKI JYOTIRMOY ROSU* It is not 
left to your pleasure to withdraw it

SHKI H. N. MUKERJEE: There
was, not provocation for you to leav>

MR. SPEAKER- I think there ma> 
b« some feeling in jou that, perhaps 
the Chatr is >catimg on this side. 1 
want to be absolved of this. I am 
askmg others to sit through the de
bate. I will come on other occasion#
X offer it to you As my esteem?** 
friend, I request you. I will come on 
other items.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE
Thto is very unfair to the House. No 
member suggested it-

MR, SPEAKER: I leave it and you 
deal with it.

PBOF. MADHU DANDAVATE
What about tbe contempt motion’

ICR. SPEAKER: Regarding this, H 
will be dealt with by my colleague.
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�, �!'� f�) cf�q1:fl' mi:fcfil 
<l-WfT � fen ilrT'l � �f� f�T � .. 
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�P:�a-w-=r � "1'RT �. � ttcn �ff "'hr 
� I �� �� <ti"�� Fifi ef� ��ff �Ii� if 

;;;@ mrrr-� �ifir crr:rn � � tf-
� m<ITT: f� ��,r � �ir I ;;i-� � 
<fi",iP< ·�:fl.: f'w.r�qf <ti"T �cmr �--

1 will gladly accept the findings of 
my colleagues and all of you. 

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: 
Kindly take your seat. We want to 

. make a submission to you. 

In your ab3ence, Shri Shyamnandan 
Mishra has given notice of a motion 
of contempt and he should be permit
ted to raise the motion before the 
House. 

MR SPEAKER: I tell you, I am fed 
up with all this. Everytime you sit 
like this and something dawilG on you 
at the end of the day.' Why do you 
ot take up definite decisions? You 

create headache for the Speaker 
and Members all the time and after 
all this you come with this letter, 
·No, ·no. We put it to you.' Why .do 
you not make up your mind earlier? 

SHRI ,SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
I have made s9me preliminary re
marks about the contempt that haG 
lJeen committed against the Chair and 
tl).e House. But this is the formal mo
tion of which I have given a verbal 
11ptice earlier. For the information of 
the House, I will read it: 

"The House is of the opinion that 
the Home Minister hai3 committe::l 
a grave contempt of the Chair and 
the House by making a statement 
in the midst of a discussion on the 
question of laying the CBI report 
'that he has sought the Speaker's 
guidance in this respect, thereby 
blatantly seeking to take the matter 
from the jurisdiction of. ihe House 

when it w. raised and seized of the 
matter and from the jurisdiction of 
the Deputy Speaker who was in the 
Chair at that point of time." 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: I rise on a 
point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: It all happened 
during his time. He will now occupy 
the Chair. 

; 

17.19 hrs. 

[MR. DEPUTY :SPEAKER in the Chair] 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Let me: 
understand. Please sit down. Let us 
restore ,3ome amount of normalcy, Let 
me understand what is the issue at 
the moment. So many things are 
there. 

Now, as far as I can understand, a 
certain point wai3 raised. At this point 
I would not say it is a motion because 
a motion .has got to be considered and ' 
whether I can accept that motion or 
I cannot accept it .... 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
The, Speaker at that time has accept-
ed it.... 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That I 
do not know. 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
There was no objection from the 
Chair. I was allowed to move it a11d 
I have moved it .... (Interruptions). 

P.ROF. MADHU DANDAVA'l'E: Sir, 
Mr. Mishra has already put the mo· 
tion form�:lly before the House; it is 
the property of the 'House. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I am in · 
the hands of the House.· I left the 
Chair when the honour,able $peali.er, 
came, but I did not leave the House, 
I was sitting there .... 

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: For which 
we are obliged .... 

MR. DE:PUTY-SPEAKER: Honestly, 
I did not hear it, whether Speaker. had 
said. that he had accepted the Motion. 
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SHRI D. N. TIWARY «2k»paigin$): 
** . Never.

som e h o n . m em bers: no.

SHIU MADHU LIMA YE: He did not 
My; but he did not reject it either. 
{Interruptions).

MR DBPUTY-SPEAKER: Order
b o w . It is correct that Shri Shyamnan- 
(jtan Mishra has read out that Motion. 
But as you know, it ha8 happened 
several times, we read out a Motion 
even before a formal consent or ap
proval is given by the Speaker. So I 
think we are still on that point just 
at the moment...

SHRI MADHU UMAYE: Whether 
it is admissible-----

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Correct 
He had read it out. Members have 
been speaking for two hours or to 
submitting that the motion should be 
accepted and therefore I am still on 
that point.

How, shall we proceed with it? Or 
do you want to make any more tub- 
misison, please?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ho.
ME. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, Shn 

Mavalankar.

SHHI P. Q. MAVALANKAR (Ahme- 
dabed): Mr. Deputy.Speaker, Sir, al
though 2 am addressing you like thfe 
although Z am starting my speech by 
addressing you as ‘Deputy-Speaker* 
sis far as the whole House including 
myself are concerned, you ana at pre
test the Speaker, and you are tine 
Chair. Ton have therefore all the 
vJibftR, all the duties, all the obligations 
o f this atwust Chair.

Vow, ftrstly, I want to gay this. 
When tny friend Mr. Shyanmandan 
Mishra got up to apeak, whten first he 
read out his motion, if the Speaker 
(who was then presiding) had any 
material o f substantial objection, 
against Mr. ttitfhra’f  m o v in g  fh*t

Motion, li# would have at <*ea inter* 
ruptad him atul woeld liav* said: No, 
no, no. I  d » not alto* arou. But he 
did not say fike that Use very fact 
that the hon. Speaker, did not raiae any 
kind of objection, but on Hie contrary, 
listened and permitted Shri SJxyam- 
nandan Mishra to read out his motion, 
obviously, lo my mind, means that tttt 
hon. Speaker had h*ld that Motion in 
order. That is number one.

Now, Sir, I want to make one sub
mission besfore I go into the second 
point that I wanted to raise. A little 
while ago my hon. and esteemed friend 
Prof. Hiren Mukberjee has said that 
this House has been reduced to more 
than a cypher, by the Leader of the 
House and by this majority of 370 and 
odd in this House. Sir, the Leader o f 
the House—I have been watching thi* 
for the last two years and more—is 
hardly present in this House except 
on Wednesday when she has to, be
cause it happens to be her Questions 
day on those days. I  have been watch
ing matters of this august House for 
ae long a period as 10  years, IMS to 
1956, not from the place where I am 
sitting now, but from the Speakers* 
Gallery, just above your head over 
there, and in thoee 10  years, X don’t re
member a day whan the then Prime 
Minister was absent on any day; when
ever I had occasion to be in the Spea
kers’ Gallery, let me tell you this. Iwas 
there quite often—I don't remember 
a aingle day when the late Prime Min
ister Shri Jawaharlal Nehru wag absent 
on any important debate and, day in 
Parliament, Sir. Sir, I  don’t remember 
a single day like that; yea, even a 
aingle day, except thoee rare occasions 
but those were very very tart excep
tions, and you know, the Prime Mini
ster wmi ao apologetic, so respectful
to the then Spaafeer, and he always 
took the Speaker^ consent before leav
ing Delhi lor any national work. To
day we find that the Lteder of the 
Houee and the Prime Minister has not 
left Delta tot any national work. She 
has gone for party work. (Interrup
tions)* I repeat she has gone for party 
work], not for any Stftte duflas, otc.;
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fShri P. G. Mavalankar]
but perhaps lor »ome underground ac- 

and Heaven know*, what they 
ire! ( In terru ption s)d iscu s,  per. 
haps, about snap poll or general elec
tions in the whole country. (Inter- 
twpUone). But let me say this to the 
Prime Minister and her vast majority 
here; if you want a anap poll tomor
row, we are ready this evening! Let us 
settle it toy going to the people!

ME. DEPUTY- SPEAKER: Mr.
Mavalankar 1 thought you were 
making a submission on the admissi
bility of the motion.

SHRI P. G. MAVALANKAR: In 
order to speak on the admissibility of 
the motion. I said, I am speaking by 
way of preface about the dignity of 
the Chair.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I do not 
think that is relevant.

SHRI P. G. MAVALANKAR: That 
is relevant. My friends on the Cong
ress benches should remember that this 
Chair is occupied by people who have 
been known for their independence of 
thought and impartiality and that the 
Chair hat come today in disrespect be
cause of the Home Minister's very un
fortunate and very uncalled for action.

My paint is that when the Leader at 
the House choosy to be absent, at least 
the Minister without Portfolio—I hope 
he Is a man with honour—.would
have considered H proper to be pre
sent because he had spoken in so 
many words on 9th September that 
everything which w ill come out by 
way of Jsutuiry in regard to this case 
will be in Hi# custody of this House 
and the Government wHl come to 
this House and inform the House and 
seek guidance at the House and then 
ttike appropriate action. Instead of 
doing that they have decided to 
bypaaa the tw»*Me House. Can we 
«U that?

At 9 pjmt. when you came to pre
side !* &« Home Minister wanted 
guidance the Speaker, that is the 
Chair, he should Itavt addressed the

COTununteationtg you for your suid- 
•nee rather then tew tnfj. the 
Speaker In hl« Chamber. Mjr charm 
J* the Hon. Minister and Gow n- 
ment deliberately sent that communi
cation not to you but to the Speaker 
with a view to circumventing your 
own authority, because the matter wa» 
^ery much in the possession of this 
House at that point of time. That is 
why Mr. Miahra’s motion is very 
in order because he is saying in his 
motion that the Home Minister by 
sending the communication to the 
Speaker and adding lafer, after 45 
minutes, that that was sent during the 
lunch hour—another additional expla- 
nation by way of trying to defend an 
already weak case—-and then he says 
that die Speaker will decide which 
meant obviously that you as Deputy* 
Speaker sitting in the Speaker's chair 
were not to be consulted because they 
thought your ruling would be perhaps 
embarrassing to the Government. The 
whole point is whoever sits in the Chair 
continues to take the responsibility 
and power of that Chair. If the Spea
ker left the proceedings before lunch 
hour and then after lunch hour when 
you presided it was your responsi
bility to carry on hut the Home 
Minister, I charge, deliberately and 
wilfully ignore^ you and the Chair 
and the Parliament and the House 
and ignored all practices of parlia
mentary procedures. I feel Shri 
Mishra's motion which is already 
declared as in order by the Speaker 
should be permitted and, I hope, you 
would allow the House to discuss the 
motion of contempt of the Home 
committed by the Home Minister by 
his giving false and perverted infor
mation.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Just a 
minute. It is not a question of catch
ing the eye. Here, the Mfembert ha*r 
made submissions with regard to the* 
admissibilty of ttafe Motion. I am not 
calling those who have~ already made- 
submissions for the second t e e .

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE m e -*
MR. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: You lttve
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-spoken On thia. Let us not mix it up. 
Let us talk one by one. Those who 
feave already spoken I am not calling 
them. Please do not insists. Mr. 
Banerjee, don’t complicate the matter, 
I will do everything. Now, Mr Raghu 
ftamni&h.

THE MINISTER OF WORKS AND 
HOUSING AND PARLIAMENTARY 
AFFAIRS (SHRI K. RAGHU RAMA- 
JAH): MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, I am 
not here on the technical aspect of the 
motion This august House, while con
sidering a serious matter like this, 
must not rest merely on technicalities. 
The prime charge levelled against my 
coleague, the Home Minister, in this 
motion is that there is an attempted 
contempt of the Chair and of the 
House.

Sir. 1 would like to say here and now 
categorically that there has never been 
nor there would ever be any such in
tention as far as the Government is 
concerned [Interruptions). Let mo 
state the fact*, I am not yielding 
(Interrupt irma)

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU- Sir 1 rise 
on a point of order.

SHRI K. RAGHU RAMAIAII: 1 um 
not yielding I did not disturb any
body w the Opposition. T do nr>t •va*'t 
to be disturbed I am not yielding 
It is not fair. This kind of bullying 
will not do. Wp have a right to speak 
on ttiis Ride Since morning I huve 
not said onything T must heard 
This is » aierious matter and the whoi«‘ 
House must hear the entire *toty be
fore we come to decision

Sir, this morning, wh**n the hnn. 
Speaker gave ft ruling—I am not going 
into the merits ot demerits of it—there 
was a widespread expression o ' feel
ing on the Opposition side and they 
said that they would like the CBI 
Report, or whatever it is, to oe placed 
before the House. Thia was the de
mand. Then the House adjourned for 
lunch. The Home Minister, in order 
to show respect in the House, through 
th* Chair, wanted certain doubts to be 
cleared and he wrote to the Speaker 
hb he mentioned ju#t now. Because

that was lunch bow* end the Bouse 
was not In session, as Mb Bhagwat 
Jha Axed and some of my colleagues 
said, there wa8 then no other altera** 
thre but to adress the Chair. During 
lunch hour, it is an empty House. Do 
you want us to address the empty 
House? You have to address the 
Chair. So a letter was sent to the 
Chair asking for some clarification, 
direction or guidance or whatever it 
is. There is no other course for that. 
Then, you were good enough to come 
and occupy the Chair. Now, if it was 
meant to be a communication be
hind the back of you, as some Members 
sa>d, there is no need for the Hon. 
Home Minister to mention it in the 
open House. The very fact that he 
mentioned it in the open House that a 
communication was sent to the Chair 
shows that he does not mean disrespect 
to you

On the other hand, he wanted to 
btuiic to your kind notice that such a 
t ummunicntion was sent. It shows 
respect to you &o that you may not 
function m a vacuum, (Interruption*) 
so that the Chair and the House dc not 
i unction in a vacuum So that it ma> 
not be said that we have not brought 
it to the notice of the House and v* 
that it msv not be s<nd that we have 
rlon** fOmf‘thirR behind your back, 
rxactly was hi«? purpose in bringing 
to your notice in the House and m the 
manner as it was done I would like to 
s«v that there is absolutely no quest w \ 
of contempt of thus House. If the fan 
that he addressed a letter to the Chsir 
during lunch hour ts a contempt I do 
not know' what the Law of contempt 
is. I am a Barrister and 1 know some
thing of the English Law of Torts a»id 
Contempt. This is the highest reject 
shown to the Chair to ask for guidance

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: The » ’hnV 
matter appears to be as if it is *wy‘f 
wrangling over * procedural matter 
But you will appreciate that the 
whole matter from which it started Mi 
a serious imoprtance which involves 
not only the honour of the metnb^* 
of this House and the dignity ^  
Chair but also the whole concept »na
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values 0* the institution of pirUaiHfen- 
Q »ir  but also the whole concept and 
But you will appreciate that the whole 
matter from which it started has a 
only the honour of the members of 
this House and the dignity of the 
serioug importance which involves not 
tary democracy itself. That is the rea
son why this is agitating our mind 
The Government was trying to change 
their stan dfrom one to the other and 
trying not to come out with the facts 
This is what is agitating our minds.
Before I proceed, I want to know 
when the hon. Home Minister wrote 
to the Speaker whether the report of 
the CJB.2. had been sent alongwiih the 
letter to the hon Speaker. This is 
Very important It is not my suspi
cion. You wil remember not one but 
three very important nationad dailies 
in Delhi have expressed their doub* 
about thy integrity of the CBI itself 
and said that at the behest of some 
higher authority the CBI may oven 
change the content of the report. Tr 
the hon. Minister wag serious or 
sincere In seeking the Speaker’s guid
ance. he must submit the CBI report, 
if he hu.« not done, so, immediately to 
the cfflrp ftf the Speaker

The 4eeon<* point is this I was 
readv to am»pt the explanation th*f 
has bm i given by my hon. friend, 
the Minister of Parliamentary Affair* 
He wanted to create the impression of 
taking the Deputv Speaker into con
fidence not doink thing in the 
background With that very good 
motive, he made thmt statement that 
the Home Minister had written to the 
hon. Speaker foi hi# guidance.

tfet u# IN* what actually happened 
The hon.Home Minister came *ut with 
the information about the fact’ of a 
letter he had addressed to the Speaker 
not in'the beginning. First he said he 
soufcht the iMdanee the Speaker.

[ For What*purpose? Members were 
agitated. Then he said he wanted to 
find out whether the CBI report «fh«old 
be placed on the Table or not Then 
there wasa hafia and when argument* 
W e ' betnfc made, he cam* ««t with 
the information that he had written

during lunch hour. Now the non. 
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs has 
said that he wanted to take you into 
confidence and wanted to honour you, 
Therfeore, he made that statement that 
he had written to the Speaker. If he 
was serious and sincere in what he has 
said, what shuold have happened? At 
3.80 when the House reassembled, 
when you took the Chair, it wa» the 
first duty on the part of the Home 
Minister to communicate to you and 
through you to the House that he had 
written a letter to the Speaker. Ti. * 
was what he wag bound to do. But he 
did not do it. Fifteen minutes, twenty 
minutes, half an hour passed, then a» 
hour passed and then he disclosed that 
he had written to the Speaker. When 
did he disclose it? When you made 
the observation that you were not sub
ordinate to anybody. The office of the 
Speaker and Deputy-Speaker is a 
whole, an office in continuity. The 
Speaker and the Deputy Speaker have 
a continuous entity. You have your 
owr* r'depcn lent jul omsnt. Without 
fftnbutmg motive this 5* the reason
able interpretation one c*n put o*5 u 
because the Horne Minister found that 
I ou may give an independent .Judge
ment or independent rvi ng to clarifv 
the contusion created by the forn’er 
ruling of the Speaker, just to scuttle 
that possibility, he came out with the 
statement that he had afent a commu
nication to the Speaker seeking hi* 
guidance whethre t the CBI repor 
shuold he laid on the Tabel or not.

Tt.:i ■'foir. what the hon Minister of 
Parliamentary Affairs has said may not 
he the corect version 0*1 the basis of 
facts, though I want to believe him. 
But interpretation of the facts lead* 
to a contrary impression, that th* 
Home Minister wanted to **uttt« the
possibiltv of your giving y o u r  inde- 
pedent opinion or independent judge
ment over the matter

The matter has become «o serious, 
not only in regard to the procedure, 
not only in reiwrd to the right M tt*  
Speaker or th« Deputy Speaker. When 
the rmtter wag setaU hy ^  Ho“ ?  
he shuold haw communicated to 
House W hy U all the oppoaltluoa
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united? The reason if  that the whole 
c«tt»try it }ookin gto us because it in
volve* the honour, dignity, integrity 
ahd the v\ery concept of parliamentary 
institution*. That is why the opposi- 
tion is so agitated and people outside 
are also agitated. It is a fundamental 
thing that involves the dignity and 
honour of not only Members of Par
liament but the institution of Parlia
ment itself. I think therefore that 
you will accept this motion and allow 
it to be discussed so that through this 
motion if need be other matters also 
can be brought up for discussion.

SHRI DINESH SINGH (Pra*ap- 
garh): We are now apparently mak
ing our observations on the point 
connected with the letter written by 
the hon. Home Minister to the hon 
Speaker. Since the hon. Speaker has 
already indicated that he would have 
no objection to place this letter on the 
Table of the House and since the con
tent of the letter would help us in 
further observation that may be made 
in the House—

*mr i  vft «w s w *  1

SHRI DINESH SINGH (Pratap- 
garh): Since Mr. Limaye has also 
kindly added bis voice to the letter 
being read here, may I request you 
to take the trouble of reading that 
letter.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
My submission is that placing, that 
letter on the Table of the House would 
be adding Insult to injury. If the hon. 
Member Shri Dinesh Singh read out 
that letter it would have been infor
m al

SOM* HON. MEMBERS: Let him
read a

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
It has been enough o f an affront to the
Chair and the House.........  (Intewcp-
tkms.y

MR, jjipPXJTY-SPEAKER' I have » y  
own views in the matter. I suppose 
you have finished your submission on 
Hit « f  admissibility.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHKA:,. 
No no. I have hot started. This is in
terlocutory submission.

Mfc DBJPUTY-SPBAKER: That is 
exactly what I bad In my mind 
But I was waiting till the Members 
have made their submissions, and then 
I will make certain observations. I 
think Shyam Babu made some sub • 
missions on admissibility in the begin
ning.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
I have yet to make my submissions.. 
.. (Interruptions).

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER; I do not 
know what has happened to Mr. Patel 
since yesterday.

SHRI NATWARLAL PATEL (Meh- 
aana): He has made hi* observations.

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: If you 
want to talk I will just sit down and 
you go on talking.

SHRI NATWARLAL PATEL; He has 
made 100 observations; since the mom. 
ing be has been speaking on this, but 
now he says he has yet to make some 
observations.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I thought 
Shyam Babu who sought permission 
to move this motion had already made 
an observation. Anyway, it does not 
matter. Since there is so much confu
sion, I do not mind hearing him again. 
After that, you will allow me at least 
to give a ruling on this limited ques
tion of admissibility.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA* 
I am submitting in all humility that 
the motion that was reed out by me 
while the Speaker occupied the Chair 
may be deemed to have been admitted 
by the Chair, because nothing can come 
before the House unless it is permHtw* 
by the Chair and it would be nobody# 
contention that in spite of the Chair s 
objection* to it* I went on reading my 
motion. There was complete silence a 
that point 0# time and I think the* 
was the implied approval oJ the 
a! that tin *
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ISbxi Shyamnandan Mishra]
Whenever any contempt u commit, 

ted in the preaeace of the House, that 
has to be taken by the House as a 
live affair and it does not even require 
previous intimation, it is instantaneous. 
Whenever any person from the gallery 
throws any leaflet into the House, the 
House takes immediate notice of it. 
When the Minister of Parliamentary 
Affair* come8 before the House with 
a motion, we accept it Similarly, at 
4.10 an event of a very ugly character 
happened in the House. While we were 
making submissions to you that the 
documents for which we were pressing 
in the morning should be made 
available to the House the hon. Home 
Minister, choee to ro&Ve a statement. 
Whenever he makes a statement, he 
puts his foot in hi8 mouth. He had the 
audacity the other day to say someth
in® about JTP, So long as those ugly 
words remain on the proceedings, Mr. 
Brahmananda Reddy’s appearance 
would appear to me to be a very ugly 
affair. I am honest to the core. I want 
to say that since he has decided to 
make a statement of that kind, that is 
bound to linger in our mind all the 
time.

At 4.10 the hon. Home Minister con
veyed this evil tidings to the House 
that he has sent a communication to 
the hon. Speaker. Some of the hon. 
Members on the other side submitted 
to you that it was in no spirit of con
tempt that he had made this communi
cation to the hon. Speaker, that he 
simply wanted a clarification about the 
ruling that th* hon. Speaker had $ven 
earlier*

May I remind this House that at no 
point of time Vh«v we were remons
trating with the Chair, clamouring for 
clarification, a single syllabus of that 
kind <eli from the lip* of the hon.

Minister, or any member from 
the other side of the House. When the 
Hou*e adjourned for lunch, they came 
to know oqr inflexible determination 
to press It its the afternoon and they 
also *»*w that you were going to be 

the Q m fr,..(tot0 rntpttont), Shat 
is the tm&te accusation. He teew, 
everybody Ittww*, just as the hon.

Shri Piloo Mody said, that you are the 
Speaker in the afternoon and the hon.

w4* Speaker the mor- f " 3*- He knew about it. Then 
he made this statement What 
id he mean by that intervention? 

That was a clear notice of injunction 
on you and injunction on the House 
"please do not proceed with this mat
ter; this matter has been refeired to 
a higher court/’ How can he take 
any other stand now?

The hon. Minister of Parliamentary
m  a *im»le « *  o*seeking clarification or guidance from 

the hon. Speaker. Was it not the duty 
cast on the hon. Minister of Parliamen
tary Affairs at that point of tine to 
come before the House and ask mt n 
clarification? ^

SHRr VASANT SATHB (Akola): 
Sir, on a point of order. On what is 
he speaking?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
On the admissibility.

SHRI VASANT SATHB: Under 
what rule ig the motion being mafl* 
and under what rule is be speaking for 
the last two hours?

PROF, MADHU DANDAVATB. He 
is pleading for the admiasibiUty of 
his motion,

SHRI VASANT SATHE; He makes 
a point for two hours and he does not 
know under what rule.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
I am not that ignorant of the rules, 
I am telling you.

MR. DEPUTYJBPEAKJE5R: He has 
given a notice under rule 18*.

SHRI VASANT SATHE; That rule 
reads:

“Save in so far a* is otherwise pro
vided in the Constitution or in 
these rules, no discussion of a mat
ter of general public interest shall 
take place except on « n etiato made 
with the consent of the

Is this a matter of general puhlfc 
interest? (Interruptions). This is mat
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ter strictly within the precincts of the 
House, strictly related to the rules. 
How is it a matter of public interest? 
(Interruptions),

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER; May I re
quest the hon. Members that we are 
reaching a conclusive stage? Please 
don’t create more complications now. 
Let us finish.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHKA' 
Sir, in my humble opinion, there can
not be any subject of greater public 
interest than a subject which involves 
the lowering of the dignity of the Ch-iir 
and the lowering of the dignity o* the 
House. The distinguished occupant o* 
the Chair, whenever you, Sir, do not 
happen to be In the Chaii must know 
snore than anybody else that jt js a 
matter of the highest importance

So, my submission ig that there is 
already an implied approval and con
sent of the Speaker so far as my mo
tion is concerned. The motion k of the 
highest importance which you, in youj 
pDeasvtre, must ask the House to dis
cuss it

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER Now, I 
hope, we have done with nil speaking 
and other thing*.

1 am dealing with this limited ques
tion the admissibility of this mo
tion which was given notice of and 
raised by Shri Shyamnandan Mishra, 
Shri Atal Biharj Vajpayee, Prof H. 
H. Mukerjee, Shn Janeshwat Misra 
and Shri Piloo Mody There is another 
one by Shri Jyotirmoy Bos 11.

Since the whole matter arose out 
of a certain observation made by the 
Home Minister relating to a particular 
communication which he had sent to 
the Speaker during the Lunch hour 
when the House was in recess, 1 think, 
It w ill be fair that this letter should 
rib* to  kept away from the House. The 
Horn— Is seised of this that a com- 
munieatian has been *ent to the Spea
ker and the Speaker has also aaid 
that be was intending to place the let

ter before the member* of the Businas* 
Advisory Committee and to seek theu 
assistance and their opinion on th* 
matter. I think, he said so when In 
was in the Chair for some time.

We have gone many steps beyond 
that. Therefore, I think it is only fait 
that this letter should not be kept awav 
from the House any more. Whether 
you at'r^p or disagree, let it go c/ 
lecotd. This is the communication tha> 
ho sent to the Speaker. So, I will rea-; 
that out.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
TbonV 1  ̂ tV  mediatory role played 
by Raja Dinexh Singh.

18.00 furs

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: Pot thr 
Jast two hours it was m my mind iha‘ 
thi> Jolt* ' must be brought hen 
Whether v. e are both big men or smai 
men, I tlwnk. Raja Dinesh Singh an' 
my^lf thought alike. But, I think, ”■ 
physical statute, we aie about th** 
same.

Thus is the letter:
‘ Dear Mr, Speaker,

I am viiitmg to you to seek yow 
guidance and your direction 01 

important matter that ha> 
been thrown up in the couise 
distusMonsi m til® House. Wh<" 
iht* CBI wah entrusted with in 
vestigation of certain specific 
fences, they completed their in- 
quir> expeditiously. A ccords 
to the normal practice, the CB* 
incorporated the results of then 
investigation in the form of - 
report.**

So, there is a CBI report. Many 
you were saying ..

AN HON, MEMBER: It only 
the form of a report.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER' All i&r
SHRI PILOO MODY: Then he 

be able to «ay, *1 never said iher<*
% report*.
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SHRI MADHU LIMA YE: Is then* 
one report or are there several re
ports? Mr. Chattopadhyaya said that 
•here were several interim reports.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; I am only 
reading this.

Mr. Piloo Mody learnt his English, 
perhaps, in England and America. I 
learnt my English only in India.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I learnt in 
India.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Ma>be,
vou learnt English from the English 
governess when you were young. But 
1 did my studies in a far-out tribal 
village. Would you bel'rve me if i say 
that I parted learning my English after 
1 took my Master’s Degree? Before 
that, I had discovered. I had learnt all 
my English wrong

SHRI PILOO MODY- I will not en
quire as to who was your governess 
nor will I question the quality of your 
English. But somebody said that this 
now proves that there was a report. 
That is not written in the letter, it is 
vour comment that I object to.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER • That is 
what I am s»y*ng It is said:

. investigation in the form of a 
report”

‘‘According to the normal practice, 
the CBI incorporated the results of 
their investigation in the form of 
a report to enable them to decide 
whether any prosecution should be 
launched. The report contains,

Not the form* but the report.

"The report contains a gist of the 
statements of all the witnesses who 
were examined in the course of 
the inquiry and all the documents 
similarly found relevant. It also 
contains the appreciation of the 
evidence by the investigating au
thorities.*’

Appreciation of the evidence.

“The CBI have also entered into 
some correspondence with the 
Ministry of Commerce in regard 
to action to be taken against the 
licence-holders, and this aspect has 
been explained in the House by 
me. We felt that the disclosure of 
the report of the CBI resulting in 
the prosecution of certain accused 
would inevitably lead to disclosure 
of the statements recorded in the 
course of the investigation’*

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
.?o wh**r' (Interruptions).

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: “Such
n disclosure may cieate legal problems. 
It may also prejudice a fair trial It 
is, for these reasons that we did not 
wish to place a copy of the report a-c 
«uch on the Table of the House. Gov
ernment would not wish to do any
thing which would interfere with the 
'udieial process or course of justice”

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
in the matter of privilege. we are the 
highest court of justice. No court i?
, bove us

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER- “ At the 
same time, Government deeply regret 
that an impression should have b*en 
created in the House that wp have anv- 
thing to hide. I am having a copy made 
<f the relevant report

SEVERAL HON MEMBERS No. no.
SHRI MADHU LIMAYE- All the re

port.
SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 

The corruption is exposed The inten
tions are exposed.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER. I am W*1 
leading out the letter .

PROF MADHU DANDAVATE: It
ik as bad a* pl«cinp. one part of the 
i ntire Sugar Industry Inquiry Com
mission’s report.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: “ . . .I anr 
having a copy made of the relevant 
report of the CBI tor your perusal
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and it will m e h  you by this evening. 
In view of the important issues involv
ed, we would be grateful lor your 
guidance and directions in the matter.**

So, this is the letter.
SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:

It is not worth the paper on which it 
is written.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Wh0 has writ, 
ten it?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU; Mr. 
Gokhale h&s drafted it

w m  flr|rft : w* htt
tit tfWTT WTXT
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MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have 
not done anythin* else except to 
read out the letter end pass on the 
information to you. The letter is be
fore you.

Now, I will come to the question of 
the admissibility of the motion.

SHRI MADHU LIMA YE: Not be
fore hearing my point of order.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: The hon. Mi* 
xuster has misled the whole House. The 
hon Minister said here ‘the relevant 
portions of the report of the CBI\ 

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
There is no mention of relevant por
tions. It clearly says the relevant re* 
port’.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
.. .which involve8 corrupt Ministers. 
These are not relevant for a corrupt 
administration and a corrupt govern
ment.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
It is clear from the letter that there 
are several reports. Who should decide 
whether the report is relevant or not? 
It cannot be left to the Home Minister.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Arising 
out of what the Minister has chosen 
to say, how many reports he is talking 
about? It is one or more than one?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; Now, 1 
have only reed out the letter which Is 
now part of the proceedings of the

House and the House can do anything 
it likes with that letter, but at the 
appropriate stage, not at his stage. 
Now, let us not conclude about this. 
We are not discussing this letter nOw. 
Therefore, let us not mix up the issue. 
We are now on this question of the 
admissibility of the motion of con
tempt against the Home Minister.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
That is a side issue.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now.
first of all. . .

SHRI MADHU UMAYE: Sir, we
want ruling on the main issue; please 
give ruling on the main issue.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please
wait* step by step.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: One sub
mission, Sir. Just a minute. This 
motion is against the Home Minister. 
It says, he has committed contempt of 
the House, as far as you are concern
ed. He has committed breach of pri
vilege or contempt of the House, as 
far as you are concerned. That being 
the position I would request you, Sir, 
that this matter should be taken up 
when the Speaker is in the Chair; you 
should not do it.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, no.
Let me say about the admissibility 
The letter is different. The letter is 
your property now.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: The mo
tion arises out df that letter.

w ftr f K *  *5=3® t c t t  5 • '!*-
rufafcf t r f t f t i  ? i
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MR. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: 
point is, whether the Home Minister, 
by writing this letter to the Speaker, 
and informing the House about rt. 
while the House was discussing the 
matter, has committed contempt of the 
House or not. That is the point. The 
letter is dttfewnt So, I will start 
with the point of Mr. Mishra. He has
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made a very strong point that noth
ing can come before this House with
out the permission of the Chair,— 
thereby meaning that the Chair has 
accepted this. Now, may I remind him 
and the House about this? There are 
two stages, one is, a notice of a Motion 
and the Speaker’s consent to raise the 
Motion. Now, the Speaker may con
sider that in his chamber but very 
often he also hears the Members con
cerned and he listens to their submis
sion before he makes up his mind 
about it.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Contempt is committed in the pre
sence of the House.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is
a different thing. We arc at that 
stage; things happen so suddenly, and 
so many wanted to speak, I allowed 
them to make the submission. I al
lowed them not only on this side but 
the other side also. But that does not 
mean that the Motion is admitted. 
That is the first point.

Now, we go lo the second stage.

Rule 187 sayr.

“The Speaker shall decide whe
ther a motion of a part thereof is 

or is not admissible under these 
rules.”

Now, I am at this stage—whether 
it is admissible or not admissible. 
(Interruptions) . Now, let us under
stand one thing—the whole thing flow
ed from what happened before the 
lunch, the whole thing after lunch 
was a continuation. But unfortunate
ly, here on both sides, this side and 
that side, there was terrific confusion 
when the House adjourned for lunch; 
1 will give you instances. Mr. Azad 
went on record as saying m so many 
words, we could not understand his 
ruling. That is what you said.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD; I 
understood all right; I understood,

him that he was stating the rules in 
this regard, on this issue. But the 
Opposition wanted to understand whe
ther CBI report could be laid on the 
Table of the House and Government 
understood that the CBI report is not 
to be laid on the Table of the House.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: A little
while ago, Mr. Raghu Ramaiah stated 
that ‘doubts had to be cleared’. And 
I think it was Mr. Piloo Mody who 
was asking again and again, what is 
the ruling, what is the ruling. And 
Mr. Shyamnandan Mishra also asked.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: Mr. 
Piloo Mody is always the first to be 
confused, Sir!

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: So, we
are all agreed on this that there was 
confusion about the ruling and under 
these circumstances it is no surprise 
if the Home Minister also felt con
fused about it. I am an optimist. I 
believe in the goodnes of people. If 
the Home Minister honestly felt con
fused 1 do not see anything wrong if 
he wntes to the Speaker and seeks 
clarification Now, very often many 
of you write to th« Speaker. But the 
very fact that he wrote to the Speaker 
that by itself would not mean that he 
was committing contempt of the Chair 
or me. At least. I do not feel that 
way.

vft m  fcnr*: $ s n w  wvn
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SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Sir, if it is your pleasure, on compas
sionate grounds I am not pressing my 
motion.

t Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, you 
may draw your own conclusions. 
You say he has said this at a particu-
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lar time to convey it to me that I 
should not proceed in the matter. 
That is your opinion. But they say 
they never meant it.

SHRI MADHU UMAYE: That is
why we arc withdrawing the motion.
(Interruptions).

SHRI PILOO MODY : Sir, I rise 
on a point of order. My point of 
order is that the Motion has not been 
moved. (Interruption*).

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: It 
is regarding the admissibility.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Just a
minute. (Interruptions). May I re
quest Mr. Patel to sit down? You are 
not helping the House at all. Kindly 
sit down

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
On a point of order. Since I have 
read out my motion and I sought your 
indulgence for permitting me not to 
press the Motion on compassionate 
grounds, would you not be pleased to 
grant me the permission? Is there 
any embargo on the hon. Members of 
the House to perform an act of com- 
misaration in sympathy or pity? Can 
I be permitted at any point of time 
to do this? I do not want to proceed 
with my motion because enough pity 
has been evoked in me. So, on this 
ground, I do not want to proceed with 
my motion.

SHRI S M. BANERJEE: I do not
talk of compassionate grounds or any
thing else. Now Shri Mishra has 
taken back the motion. But, Sir, to
day it has been established that with
out the Prime Minister, they do not 
know what to do.

SHRI NATWARLAL PATAL rose—
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Why

don't you allow me to finish? Can 
you ask Mr. Patel to cooperate? I

do not understand why he often get* 
up.

SHRI PILOO MODY: You ask the 
Minister for Parliamentary Affairs to 
control his Member just as we con* 
trol our Members.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER; Will you 
give me just two minutes? I fully 
agree with Shri Mishra that any Mem
ber who has moved the motion can 
withdraw it. But, here I am sorry 
he has not yet been permitted to move 
the motion and, therefore, the question 
of withdrawal does not come.

Now, I would like to pose just this 
question. If it is me or if it is the 
Speaker or Shri Mishra or anybody, 
if I make a remark which you do not 
understand, from whom would you 
seek the clarification if you do not 
seek from him? Now, here is a ruling 
which, the Speaker says, he has given 
but, the Home Minister could not fully 
understand and which we do not un
derstand and, now the question comes 
up here. I would put it this way. 
This is how I would understand and 
this is how I would interpret. When 
the discussion was hotting up, he 
might honestly and legitimately feel 
that if he kept this out of the House, 
he might be committing some graver 
mistake Therefore, while the discus
sion was hotting up, he felt the urge 
to say that. We should be grateful 
that he was honest to the House. He 
has given the whole thing. Therefore, 
there is no question of this motion.

Now, the House stands adjourned 
to meet again at 11 A.M. on Monday, 
the 25th.

18.25 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned tilt 
Eleven of the Clock on Monday, Nov
ember 25, 1974/Agrahayam 4, 18W 
(Saka).


