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tion Committee, 1971 on “Accounting 
Matters” .

1115 lira.

STATEMENT RE-CONTINUANCE IN 
FORCE OF THE PROLAMATION OF 

EMERGENCY

THE MINISTER OF HOME AF-
FAIRS (SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIK-
SHIT). Sir, Article 352 of the Consti-
tution provides that if the President is 
satisfied that a grave emergency exists 
whereby the security of India or of any 
p t r t  of ihe territory thereof is threa-
tened, whether by war or external ag- 
-.rc'.sion or internal disturbance, he 
nnv by Proclamation, make a decla- 
1 limn to that effect The House 
fp'S fvare of the circumstances under 
which the Proclamation o f  Emergency 
h d to  be made on 3-12-1971. By 
virtue of the provisions o f  clause (2) 
o f  article 352, the Proclamation will 
continue to be in force until it is re-
voked by a subsequent Proclamation.

Unstarred question No 3066, ans-
wered on 21st August, 1974, sought to 
ascertain inter alia the reasons for 
the continuance of the Proclamation 
of Emergency. While considering the 
question of the continuance of the 
Proclamation of Emergency, security 
requirements of the country have 
been the most decisive Accordingly, 
in the answer furnished, the first 
place of importance was given to the 
relevant considerations of security and 
progress of the process of normalisa-
tion of relations with Pakistan. The 
House had been informed Irom time 
to time of the recourse taken by the 
Government to the provisions of 
DIR. for dealing with anti-social 
elements, whose activities are prejudi-
cial to tiie larger economic interests 
of the nation. In fact, the use of DIR 
for dealing with the over-all economic 
situation in the country had been 
advocated by several quarters, includ-
ing Members ot Parliament. Since

the concrete effect of the Proclama-
tion of Emergency is the continuance 
in force of the Defence of India Act 
and Rules, it was thought necessary 
that the use made thereof to meet 
the serious economic situation in the 
country should also be reflected in 
the answer furnished to the unstarred 
question. Thus, the reference in the 
answer to the over-all economic situa-
tion in the country was designed only 
to indicate the totality of the situation 
in the country.

Sir, I have removed the words 
‘taken into account by the Govern-
ment’ at the end of the statement 
supplied.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): 
Why should the emergency continue?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
(Begusarai): The points raised by
me have not been answered at all. 
The point is whether any other rea-
sons could be added to the reasons on 
the basis of which Parliament had 
agreed to the Proclamation of Emer-
gency. Now, they have added another 
reason. Does not that vitiate the 
Proclamation altogether?

Then, he has not also referred to 
the statement made by the hon. Prime 
Minister that there is no war emer-
gency. I had referred to that in my 
statement and drawn attention to the’ 
view of the Prime Minister that there 
was no war emergency but only an 
economic emergency. There is noth-
ing like economic emergency In our 
Constitution. But if what is meant is 
financial emergency, then on that 
account, a further Proclamation of 
Emergency under article 300 is called 
for. The emergency cannot continue 
on the basis of article 352 now. The 
original emergency was proclaimed 
under article 352. All these points 
have not been met.

tnftor 5j t t  acrew «pr 
TOT t  1
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MR, SPEAKER: There shall not be 
any question or any debate after the 
Minister's statement which he himself 
had asked for.

fft mru fw$Tfl : *  f w
*r#r m, ft <ft srre «n w r ^t^tt 
' »

nw w m ^w  :yypr%  *f»TTfa$T 
*zzOz ? r  m  vwT vxm  i f̂ rar 

sp> wrTgrr | srre
ft #  spr #?rr i

*RT5T far^rft *ninWV : ^  ŝfr 
«WXrTR? TTPTTT xft
^>r«r % *r srfaft whs

WHWfr *T|frw: ?TPT WST 1 1

*n TOT Tl^TtT TnrWT : SHTO
**>> n$m rz fsm

i i

w w m jh n i: *rrr ?rar stw sr? 
ft  ^  11

«ft nw t vnrfcft : ftrr
S^IW  ^T 5TJFT 1 1

^  %, ?rt f^rr# *tt ^  *r$r grraT $  i
wf^%  ft rf |5|T3j, STT7 ff t

<rc csrrr^ sit o  wnfT $  i

1WW : ftft ^  fa
<TC i$ti I

^  H8W Ql^iO VrafoftlftsfaT-
^ n ^ f ^ T f T f  I *  5| ^ r ^ ^ S i f | r  
^ ■ ^ T f  i

tfwwn qjten :« rn r^ cre ^  ?r#r f ,  
tfr ^r<TT«r^«PT?ify ^ < r * r # t e i f  j

^Vvrctrtingnftwnfrft
^ r  ?r£t \ sr^rsnm h ?h  h 
5T3? i I f i r N ^ r ^ n T ^ m  f  fa  
T&fr % w s r  ft ̂  S?$T

fdZftfc T̂STKT ninr 3?r
1 1  imr«Twrft ^rm W r  i

irwiw n$?ra : ft ^*rr srrr *m *z
5 W  1

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
How can that be done in a cavalier 
manner?

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT: 
I have not said that the reply stands 
amended.

«ft wm fcsr&wrotoft “ f t  fcsnf 
^ar «far q^rc, w r wt ^r^rr % ?

•ft^tTTSfaT tififflV : sfr

* r ^ r  §*it art srrgft t o *  i ,  
“taken into account by the Go-

vernment.”

X* ap> *t(t w  i  \

«ft v m  v r W t : sw
W #  | fa  TT%mf^ ffT^FT ap> 
*Tm | I

OTW * ^ W  •
TOft* w ifiit^ rw r^ sn isft, w  

fM te  f^rr I  i

fw|iT<ym ^ t : yrr ywrflr
^r??r qftSt i

MR. SPEAKER: The last sentence 
in the statement is:

“Thus, the reference In the ans-
wer to the overall economic situa-
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tion in the country was designed 
only to indicate the totality of the 
situation in the country", ‘taking 
into account by the Government”

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
This amounts to surreptitiously 
amending the reply to a question

gft mm  ftfrft
%% i <TTf*n%£ % ^  ssrm
^5/ «tt srV s«rn?r ^  *srr«f 
f^ rr  * r t  *rr, ^

*pt fa*rr <r*rr «n sft* «n fa«r 
sr, *rT3fnj$T 377 % «rr, >nr
*pt srasn «rrerrr ^  m i

WWW *n$ta*r: ^  TTW*
13KTT ^  5fT *r % eft

$ W  spt ŜHT I

«ft«5wr m W t: tit ?rf

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT* 
It is not our intention to base this on 
the basis of the economic situation.. .

MR. SPEAKER: He has not chang-
ed it. He has not uttered those words

5P5̂r *r % t  \

H«WC : STT? VTS\ tfT f*W-
9t r ? r ^ f ^ r  w r  ? |  I  i

vft ww fwimct enW t ivfft 
SST W  ?T «TT ft? ?W rr^nlf^T

*t sfa 
^  g ^ r r  

*rr ^?r t i t  f t m  fs*n  \

«ft swi sw* wtfitm sf*r ^ ^  ^  
i sw

VT t  m t \ \

I have said that what was said was 
merely to state certain facts to reflect 
the situation, the fact of the situation

that the DIR had been used for econo, 
nuc offences with the consent of thf- 
House and Members of Parliament It 
was only to have that fact reflected in 
the reply that that was stated. But 
otherwise, so far as the continuance 
of the emergency is concerned we 
have not taken that into account so 
far as the statement is concerned.

«ft WSH JTRflfofl
tit wKlm fom% stpt m&ff w m

* j

w m  *M m  tit, *rr? i\ <re 
fa  srrspft sz*r *m  % *ffr

fw n

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT: 
The last portion of the statement is as 
follows.

“Since the concrete effect of the 
Proclamation of Emergency is the 
continuance m force of the Defence 
of India Act and Rules, it was 
thought necessary that the use 
made thereof to meet the seuous 
economic situation in the country 
should also be reflected In -he ans-
wer furnished to the unstarred ques-
tion ”

There is no objection to that Then, 
the statement goes further to say:

“Thus, the reference .
This is only explanatory

“Thus, the reference m the ans-
wer to the overall economic situa-
tion m the country was designed 
only to indicate the totality of the 
situation in the country*’.

After that, I have not said anything. 
I have removed the words “taken into 
account by the Government.**.

(TOT) *. ŝ aF̂ T
efT SHF % I

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT: 
After that, full-stop.
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«ftw|ftwft: im
fcl

m m  : *s sfr *?*
|, s?  fcFii 'pc ^  *mpn i

Sft ^  TOT t, W  TT
irtr srar̂ rr *r snr* | i

wwwr sq f t w  : ?rt f a r  *r$ 5ft 
| T€*Ft m  V̂f̂ '̂ r Tm % ^ r  *nrr | 
fa *£2$ff «rc sr$*r *t# i

«ft «W[ fcra* : t  3T?*r 5T{t
767aFrr i

u v n r  *rr r̂refV 1 1

«ft  f a n * :  *rtr  srrc> * r r * T
* * £ t  ? r r ^ r ^ T | i

*rr«r f a  s> f^rqrf 
*f> f w  fctrr, ^  t ^ r t f ^  

s rft ^ t t t  f t
*TT$ OTT Sfrr - ^ T R ,  % f a *  *  *TPT OT SSfPT 

2TfcT ^  fe f̂JTf WTT |  fa
^ * r s N V ? ^ % 5 r n f  *ft s t  *r r £ *r n : % 
f 9 is frfc R r ^ f V  *s r f f ir  1 1  s *r fiw  

s t  * t £  srrc % spr ? f k  q ? n R ft
*ror ?rft 1 1 9 *r JTf s im r  **<?& 

| fa q»r̂ Nf« srw m  m *  t  sprr
s r r t o  f%zrf% t” F  T?r | ? $ « r t w n r

fa *T  3ft %  3 $  * T  ffR<fa T O f g
t i n  m  qrtsrare*rr ^rif?rr $  % 3 w t i
fr *t$ scre^qr w r r  «rc f a  «rt w t c t *
H 3$ «F§T f  fa  fa£?ft t o «t % fa% 5ft
qTtr^Nft’ ^  w w  t o r * v r ^ r h s m % 
f ^ 5 r ^ fa « T { f« R T  fc*Tfr % ^,Ttrr ^  
t, ^  -snr  ̂ i ^ s r r w l  | ^r * 
* r f  *r*rr a fa r * #  ?ft « i f  w r w f r *  f t  
TO* & | i

f i p i  I  t &Tf ^ T T ^ t  fa  ^  v r f 
m t  srfc **r a N r f  v r ,  w ir o  * t  tftarr 
«#«■ t  *
SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: (Dia-

mond Harbour): Because of the emer-
gency, no less than 8,000 political 
prisoners are detained without trial. 
By amending the Defence of India 
Rules, they are competent to keep them 
detained without any restriction on 
time, as long as they like. The minis-
ter should be good enough to enlight-
en the House as to what the ruling 
party have been able to get by 
keeping the emergency alive.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Although
there was e motion before the House 
admitted by you and although we could 
have demanded a discussion because 
of want of time, we wanted a state-
ment. In his statement, the minister 
has referred to an Unstarred Question 
in reply to which also it was said that 
not only lor external aggression but to 
deal with economic offences also DIR 
was used and emergency i$ necessary 
DIR may or may not be used for poli-
tical purposes or other purposes. It is 
not linked with that You asked the 
minister to clarify because there Is no 
external aggression and emergency is 
not necessary. But to deal with the 
economic situation, which has arisen 
out of the failures of this Government 
for the ]a*t 27 years, they are utilising 
it.

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Mishra’s point 
of order was very simple. Can th® 
minister through his statement ex-
pand, add or deteract or substract 
from the answer given to the question

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA* 
And also the statement made by the 
Prime Minister—nothing can be more 
authoritative than that—that there is 
no war emergency.

MR. SPEAKER: Your question was, 
through this process can he expand, 
add or substract from the answer 
given. I take this as the point •* 
order.
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SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta 
North East): Could I ask you <xn a 
point of order whether Parliament 
could justify itself by being told by 
the Minister that the Proclamation 
of Emergency, which was continuing 
on a certain basis, continues now on 
another basis, even though the 
Constitution permits it? How could 
we justify ourselves? And this is the 
last day of our session. Could we go 
back, after hearing the Minister say 
that he can continue the Proclama-
tion of Emergency on grounds qualita-
tively different from the grounds pro 
mulgated earlier, even though the 
Constitution allows you, to make the 
law...

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:
1 have not said that.

forr |  stp t  «f1?r 1
3Tfr ?>f^rrw 1 1 f  fa;
% SRT'fa sV ?TfT % f t  W f  WT 
^fnfrf^SF 5HTW5T % faW SFHT 

3JT 7| f
fsr^Fr ^nr <rt*rr 1
SPTT *f»T ^  faFrfcrr 1 1

fii ŷryR' wtz 
s p ft 1 1 ( w t w p t )  . .  tit 

f t  *rrS sn r sfft
t ;  srrf m x tit wa$ w 
spot ^  te r r  | i

Hf̂ nsiT=T % m  kst | 1
(w m ro )
SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 

My humble submission is that you 
kindly compare the statement made 
by the hon. Minister today with the 
statement that I ha'd made earlier 
under rule 377. If you are satis#ed 
that all the points raised by me have 
been adequately met by the hon.
Minister, I will have nothing to say. 
But I have raised certain issues; the 
emergency is being continued on
grounds which Parliament had not 
apporved oft #o^ , in the of
.^po^jnic. ■ 'pfffoces. tlw?y "cannot

continue the emergency perpetually......
(Interruptions)

vft vm  *nr<fr
SWcffa % fa* % TO*
arr t* r~jizq w  |i

[Shri Samar Mvkherjee, Shri H. N. 
Mukerjee, Shri Sezhiyan, Shri Atal 
Bihari Vajpayee, Shri Shyamnandan 

Mishra, Shri Madhu Limaye and 
some other hon. Members then 

left the House]

11.35 hrs.

STATEMENT RE; ALLEGED BEAT-
ING OF NEWSMEN BY POLICE IN 
AHMEDABAD ON 7TH AUGUST 

1974

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
(SHRI F. H. MOHSIN): I beg to lay 
on the Table a statement, in pursuance 
of matter raised by Shri Atal Bihari 
Vajapayee on the 30th August, 1974, 
regarding alleged beating of newsmen 
by Police in Ahmedabad on the 7tb 
August, 1974.

Statement

According to the information 
received from the Government of 
Gujarat, a complaint was lodged by 
Sent. Ilaben Prakash Jagatram at 
Navrangpura police station, Ahmeda* 
bad alleging that she was molested by 
a journalist Shri Asraf Sayed of th? 
Times of India, Ahmedabad when she 
was returning to her residence with 
her husband at 10.30 P.M. on the 
night oi 7th August, 1974. It was 
further alleged that her husband was 
also beaten by the Journalist and some 
of Shri Sayed’s f£iends.

2. Shri Sayed also filed a complaint 
against Shrimati Ilaben Prakash 
Jagatram and her husband under 
section 323 of the I.P.C


