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I2.02hrs.
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE 

Im po r t  L ic en c e  case

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Dia
mond! Harbour): rose.

MR. SPEAKER: No, no.
SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir,

from 1971 to 1974 there have been 
firings on 91 occasions..........

(Interruptions.)
MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Bosu, I am 

not allowing any adjounrnment over 
them.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I want 
only one minute to make my sub
missions. I shall take half a minute 
only.

qtj fa**  (^ rm ) :
^  STPT ^  ^  «TT %  f5R  s fN t

faw fsR rp - fa n
srnr srrarrr 1 s*r fa* fsrfarsT 

*fp7R spt $r ^r^rrr |

(nrrfarar) *• 
SIWST TfgWf % f w r
fsrfsFTT f r̂^rr t̂trt ^rrff^
fsrf^nr i th jr  #  1 1

w  f * m  : W
% Pi <41 jTH7 I

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Bosu, you 
have already explained that.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I shall 
certainly make a room for these pri
vileged people. I am one of those 
people.

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Bosu, I have 
already allowed a calling1 attention 
motion

(Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER: Nothing will go 
on record since I have not called 
you We have already admitted an-
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other motion. You do not care 
for it.

Thetfe are privilege motions—so 
many of them. Many of them are 
alike; many of them are identical; 
they are overlapping also. I can say 
that some of them are completely 
separate things. Of course I  tried to 
see what procedure we should follow 
because they are all alike.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Mine
is so concrete that it is a sheer breach 
of privilege.

MR. SPEAKER: There is not only 
one but there are some others too. 
They are allied motions along with 
the first one. So, I have been trying 
to think over this. The situation is 
some what unusual. I  can give a rul
ing on any one but the allied one is 
not covered. If the allied one is not 
covered, what I say is this. I  try  to 
apply my mind over it to come to 
some decision after listening to the 
Members who have given them.

But, may I request you that if you 
like to take any one of them then 
you will not take much time? The 
motions are from Sarvashri Limaye, 
Bosu, Shamnandan Mishra and Atal 
Bihari Vajpayee.

t  ft? srnrr% tr* #
W riftP F F  ?pt v?£ 7rtm
*rirnr 1 1 ^  ^fr yfrfeftre far % 
■jsr *  fo r  *fcfr  ̂ i?
m  w t r  fo n 1t ,  ^  3--T €r
^ r r  ^ ? r r  f  1 * r  n r ^ r  ^ ------------

«rarer *r?ffai: $  srft-
cTW?iTqr^t?r«r^^ farHT * 5  *rarr i

I am sorry. I thought I must invite 
your attention to this before all of you 
proceed ahead. This is a letter written 
by Shri Tulmohan Ram dated Novem
ber 14.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA 
(Begusarai): Nehru’s  Birthday.
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SHRI ATAL BXHARI VAJPAYEE: 
Bal Divas.

MR. SPEAKER: I t  was a holiday. 
Then 16th  and 17th were holidays.

w  *  w srm  s i t  fsraft | 1

W  WCTT l l^ id  fW W r : ’ETTT 
*PT W  *  W 

3crr^ crrfo f*r *ft irsar % *t*f i

MR. SPEAKER: It is addressed to 
"The Honourable Speaker, Lok Sabha" 
and says “for your very kind conside
ration”. I t is not for me bu t it is 
directed to you.

He says in the letter:

“In connection with the case which 
has been filed against me by the 
prosecution, you were pleased to 
observe as follows in the Parliament 
on November 12”.

Ti.*n he quotes what I said here:

“But a  difficulty has arisen because 
of CBI instead of waiting and laying 
it  before the  House, has followed 
another course by sending it direct 
to the court. This is another thing. 
The Minister says that i t  was beyond 
his power---- \

Then he quotes another para from the 
proceedings:

“Now the investigation report has 
also come, I can say that they have 
brought it before the House. On the 
other hand, it has gone beyond the 
control of the House because it has 
gone to the court---- ”.

He quoted my observations. Again:

“I  can very well imagine that 
there may be many m atters about 
which you can say ‘all right’. But 
this House is directly concerned with 
the honour of these M.Ps. So some 
way should be found out of this 
tangle”.—

I  will circulate this letter to you— 
Again he quotes my observations:

“I  do not gtand on prestige. The 
M Js. from this or tha t side have 
to show themselves that they are 
honest people.” 1

Again:

“We do not like any black sheep 
which may happen to come out of 
us. Many M.Ps. resented because 
their “signatures were forged. The 
CBI report says that some of them 
are forged and <some of them  are 
doubtful. I  do not say anything 
good or bad. I think that some w ar 
should be found---- ",

AN HON. MEMBER; What are his 
observations?

MR. SPEAKER: He says:

“As a Member of Parliament, 1 
am also vitally concerned with its 
dignity and its privieges”.

“That as an accused person in tfie 
case under reference, I am also deep
ly concerned with the fact that no 
prejudice is created to my case by 
any discussion after my case has 
become sub judice.”

He again says:

“I am fully confident that my in
terests are fully safe with you---- ”•

AN. HON. MEMBER: The cat u> 
out of the bag.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA. 
We know who is a t the back of this.

MR. SPEAKER: He has written it 
to me. He is asking me.

“I am fully confident tha t my 
interest are fully safe with you”.

SHRI MADHU LIMA YE: They are 
also safe with us.

MR. SPEAKER: When he says
‘you’ it is not me, but all of you.

Then he says:

“I am glad to know that your 
honour is looking into the matter 
and have very kindly asked the 
Home Minister also to do so.
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“In fact, I  would have been g1n̂  
to  clear all doubts raised by the 
CBI to the satisfaction of the House 
had a discussion taken place in the 
House before the filing of case 

in the court. Now since the matter 
has become sub judice gnH a criminal 
charge is pending against me, any 
discussion of the matter in the 
House would prejudice my case in 
the court. In all fairness, 1 may 
submit that I should not be subject
ed to double jeopardy.”

“I  need hardly add that the rules 
•and convention of the House postu
late a procedure which does not 
deprive an accused of his defences 
and does not create an atmosphere 
which would undermine the possi
bility of a just and fair triaL I need 
hardly submit that a discussion or 
decision in the House in relation to 
my conduct at this stage would not 
only destroy the presumption of 
innocence which is the foundation 
of our criminal jurisprudence but 
would also destroy the chances of 
a  proper trial of the case.

In your observations in the House 
12th November, 1974 you have been 
at pains to express the question of 
'the honour of such Members whose 
names got involved in .this matter. 
The Home Minister Shri Reddy in 
his statement in the House on 12th 
November, 1974, inter alia stated 
that “In the light of his opinion as 
well as other evidence there are 
sufficient grounds to believe that 
signatures of 20 members of the 
Parliament were forged

Government did not say that; they said
there were four doubtful cases also.
He goes on;

“A discussion cannot be more than 
'confirm what the Home Minister has 
said on the basis of which the 
honour of 20 Members of Parliament 
According to Government stand al
ready vindicated. If that be so, I 
submit that the only purpose that 
the discussion in the House can

serve a t this stage is to surcharge 
the atmosphere with peronal and 
political recriminations and thereby 
prejudice my defence in the case 
instituted by the CBI.”

As the custodian of the procedural 
safeguards embodied in the rules 
you would kindly appreciate that the 
demand for a discussion or decison 
by the House in this matter at this 
stage is far from fair and bonafide 
or in consonance with the relevant 
rules or procedure.

It is obvious that the honour and 
lair name of the hon. Members con
cerned can be preserved without any 
discussion---- ”.

This is what he has written. I think 
that we are doing it just for the sake 
of the fair name. It is my humble 
opinion. I  think it is wrong that we 
are ignoring the honour and fair name 
of the Members. It is Tor the sake 
of maintaining it that we are doing i t  
He had not met me. Iffie  is on bail, 
he should have met me; I could have 
explained.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE (Ra- 
*japur): Is it  an English translation of 
his Hindi letter?

£ fa  «rr feR ^ r
;T̂ T jfTfRT I

MR SPEAKER: It is all in English.
It came to us on 15th, quite late in 
the afternoon. Then 16th and 17th 
were there. I  thought that instead of 
allowing it to lie on my table as a 
matter between him and me, I should 
bring it to the notice of the House 
also.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Please 
have it circulated.

MR. SPEAKER; I was thinking 
about it yesterday. After a lot of 
thinking I came to the conclusion that 
you were going to raise it and so xt 
must come to your notice also.
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^  : WSW ^TCT, sfaT
,f^fir«rtT<p^t, % fr* rw %  

^  ^  w rrsrt *ftr *r**T5irr
frz&ft *rV  Trfersrr ^  j ts ’t t  

sr r |  i »rar %  t^ t t ?t #
^  ^  ?rnT % * rm  T̂ r̂ rr ^ r^rr g i 
• m t  *t?» it^I- i ?*t ^  m>xt n rfsp R
Ttf̂ TcT 5rr5̂ TPFT frTf *frr ^ F R
*?fr faFjrft tjt> r e  t t  *pt *rr*srn>Fr 
cfrrr sfaft ^  t  ^ p t t^  ^ r r  ?  i 
ftTT- o t w m  ^ r  F̂=rr n  «fr ?rfmT$ 
*rraflr tfr & 1 ^ r^ r  w t  . ( ^ r m iT ) 
^T cft ms; t t  ^rrf ^  5TT ^rrrr & i 
far^ r̂Kr £ Mt ^em strrq- 
JTrfr sffr- t r -  ̂ £  ?frf7 *r<rr %  4t 
^nftfnr t t j t  i

m  t  ^ s ra r  ^  *r«r Sr t ? t
'^FTq̂  ^ ^ f t "  ^  wstttt ^feT’T jfr
% t*t ?t??t wrr wtf nT’T m f r r r  ^r ?t?t
$  ?-$,* £  I?r^r *T TS ^T<TT 1

“I am making a promise. I am 
giving an assurance that after this 
investigation is over, the first thing 
that we wi]l do is to come to Par
liament and we will say, this is 
where wo have arrived. Please tell 
us what we should do It is only 
after that, according to the wishes of 
Parliament that we will proceed. 
We are not closing the door for fur
ther investigation by Parliament. 
There can be one remote possibility 
when the matter can go to a commit
tee.”

V 7  *sft T*TTffr*.T Stfa'T % 9  Tri^T

wm «rr i

m  *r<?r «fr »ffaFr*rr?* *Cw
Z*r 7̂ rn? *T T O  ^ T S T  foqr f  I rr̂ p

*•> *pt fr  srnf’rprre- fetrr
m  v r  sRvp- t

“Please refer to my remarks. I 
have said at that time that we shall 
take the House into confidence after 
the investigation report wag avail
able. After the results of investiga

tion are available, we shall take the 
House into confidence. The whole 
matter is open to the House to con
sider at that stage.”

i t s  * r f t  %  t  ( r t rc
<fra% m p r % % *r$?ar
Tffccr *r t  srtrr Tv# fr
w ft  W T  ^
* r r ^ r  v t f t  f  I *fr n ^ fr  *r p r « r r  * r  ^

^  T r^r^nr 11 f f f  %
■5HT ^ i « ftt  ^  5JT

Trfj^Frrm if »r ^  11 
TT̂ aftiĈ  I 7*rfar2r ^ E f t  %

*T'T ^  11

^ 4  I  S T i r P - I STFT *TF?

m r  ^ ? fr%  9 ^  ^  '^ t  f t r  ^tt

-rrr^T’T f?T ?  ?T^r ^
fBTT fair t['t I  1 3T rq - t t

TprTTrnxr^ f r  it  f ift
t r  i tt ’t ir  ^rnr t. fT 7  fa*r ^  

? r r r r ?  f ^ r  -4t
rqr-7 if ^  q j  f% ^

f f ^ f s r q - *?)■ B T T T f r  2 8  TTn-^T
f r  f R r ^ r ?  f r r r €  «fV f r

^ T F i T ^ " T  f f ^  T r r r q fb r ^ r  %  ? r V

* i r  " f  i r r w  7?r ^ n w r
T T  5 P ZR - fafTTr j TT r #TT ^  I ^  " '?T
^ •ip rr t3 T  f  fe ir  T r r r r '^ T - T  t ? - w r r  

t t p %  %  ¥ T t  ^ T r  •jrr rT ^ rn  f « n r t  m

* r ^ T * n  *r  f? TTr ^ t t t  i

* r ^ r  t  ;arn' « n r  ^ r T  w r '%  %  w  ^  

^  *ri 1 sirrTP'

'4 t  z h  i r  ^ r a T fa ^ n - * r * t  * p t ^ ‘

^  % ^rFwrfspr t> \

^  ’ Tf, *T5ft ^  ^ T j O T ^  *F t

Jr ?mrr |  » ^  ^cf«r *r

■sfT^^r ^  fiOT'

*J?T #  V3TT
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“The investigations did not dis
close tha t any of the officers who 
dealt w ith the matter were involved 
in the commission of the offence.”

^FIT T'T ^ f w

STftffT *Ti? & -  fT*T ?T W T F t

tf Tan’ % f% ?rrto ^  frtfrt

ifrr  <r4 s?T> *T *17 TST W  % fa

% w r r  w r a  'rf^r^  

m r&t qv $ 7 ^  *ft mm  fe rr *rtr 

cRT % fMr f̂ T'TT 1 m *F=?TfaW 5T?

£ far rn r ?rV ^  ?trt %

n— *r $  ttP’f t  ? t r t p i  frra 

f - ^ r  % 5nrr*T *t 

w e /T  snRTf̂ PT p  titt , r*r ^

?ft*fr %  qr*r £  1

’flt f r̂® %o jfr ?r Hf 1 ̂ *1 i?i~{ -r

ir ?rqr «rrar ^  *r$ f1  «ft ^ m r ^ r

TTR $  ^  f  f% fa ir  *  5RST m  far

IT5T ^hTFTYftr % ?r fspr *Tcft 37T ?m  

iT3RTcl f t  W IT  I <pTCt HTFrq^^ *TPm 

3BT̂  ?> fa» 5><fl' n/T® far? jTT 'TfN'rT 

VTFWOT f^-T % *PTT ^SPT T r f ^ j  m

rrs^npiT sft° ^fmeqTJT n  m

*rr «fr *tpt^ot fa** % m w  t ?

w zfiq  *r t o t  s?r t  an* ir *11?

3TPTWt «fr ^PT T ^ TT*T k  St |  f% 20

&rrr T.<m ^ t t  t?*tt w zt ?rr 

^R gfte $*r Tt snjfr j*r# 1 1

?r«r<sT * t | t w t # ^ t  q r f w i v  ? i w r f f  

% w  ?5r ir r r  *?r ffe^pr |  1

^  arfo  %,'jto r J  f r i tz  h-rfr 

z fk  f  WTi gw qfrff % <tt

■ N t  J'i*f, t tt  v n f ’ f . T  3 f t . T < fr  *ri, 

* T Ht

?> f * ?"*r *r srr’T -^ r  - r 7*r-isparr

”t — ^  TTTTBr-r 'T ^ f k r r ^  - t - m  

jfT if  —  fT T  97, 77̂  I T ^ T ? 7 , 5 n r  t  

<Tt *Ti H >fK ^ I

w  ?ivrjjr *rzr&7, *rm fr&Tv-
TflTi(TT S j-fi  j f r  t  f  • «Tr*rSi*[

pzrpiTR̂  nr: ?  f f-t**; ^  w m

V vat'.' sjwtmt ? «fr

^  neft- a ft ?r *m r?TT 

5r t  fotrr, ^  fsp 

s r a u  ^  5 c rn s rr*R  f ^ r r  « i t

«i»t s j f w  ^ 'r  ^  5rn?

q r r f w i ^ ?  %  m i r e  ?TTq*i tin  im  ?r

f t r  5TT31 ^ T  ^ T r l T  ^ |  n  ?TT ^ 7 ^ -  i f  

^  I>T fa r fV  f T ^  ^  |T ? fr ^ i f  rTq

« f t ,  * f r  f̂ u ?t  ^?rt « j i - * r r r 5 r T ?

1 0 0  SiT^Vsr^ ^ T 3  < T  S T T 1 *1 |

i>\ ^?rr f ^ r  m j  f, fa  ix -^ ~

m  ^  f^:*T ^ < t ? r C r | r  *p *> fr  i  m  

m 'T  flTto < r »  w t o  cf.i w  q  f^r 

?ntfV «ilr  ?n*T?* "| t^nr ^T

v i % 4 t W * r  «*ft(ir-T %tr ^  ^ 't

1 7 ^  « T ? T  q  fjp  M T t ^ T ! ^  SPT

^  g t #  ? r^  t * t  f ^ i n  o r r c r- 

vTNt«T ̂  ^  f^JIT I
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,;{�� � �' lf-U � ,;rn Tll' t fer. 

q rf� wi;mi <f>ml' ll, � t i f.r;rc: 

cfiT cf.�1' �' �{�� '1{ 'SlaR ll?ll' ;;ii' 

<fir ij•+tfu �' .n� � t �� '1{, � 

f .;ui i:r form � f<f> m�i:r.c: cfi r f � 

,,� mllc1nf.,�<t;;rri:r��i11i'fq;T c.fa"'r 

%1' �Al' ,nf� fcr, ��PtT� <fit �ra� 

or;:rr fG°l:fT mi:r 1 � � f� � 51 t1 R ti �r 

;;ii' � �cti<: q)furcff.� wimi cf.ml' 

it, f� ij�fll' � �� .rrcfi'r _fsiirr +ifol<i'f 

<f>T �T �� �T � �rf it �.'1{ ,;f��'IHcf .. 

'.\°l �<:-iJ � � 6 lJ/fm-rf-cf,T ,;fl1. tcr 

�<:IT � I � � for� � +\"T+\"� Gfg <:!' � <11'.:f 

�T<: ,p:'>11'<: of<f �m � I 

,;fol' i:rfa cfiT{ �� cfiR l{ � �T ! 

ar cfl:fT qTf�'i:rrc cf.T �r �acr,r.: i fer, 

Wtif �fl! T � �T.: � .rr=t if I �'l � 

3;1Ti:1'.:ul � .rr=t 'i:j- f ;,ul' <!" cf.<: �t-�rca: 

�T ;;rmr � ? �mer ;;r�"'+\" ?t �i:r, 

�T�<:I' � �� cf.T cfiT{ �ti �T � I 

;j\"q crrfo<rr'i:rrc cf.T cfi'T'i rf '+l
. 
lT �rm � <:! T 

�� ?t ��er �; �lf,I� cfil' ;j'j� �r 

� I � ,;fG"<fT �� � � ��·. I t9T°2.1' 

�K�r � m cfir� cfir <:!'� t ;' �� cfiT 'q'� 

�Tel' �:T�: 'ciWT<l q ·:T�;T cfi'f cf�� �I' nr,:,·c: 

ij lsfcl=f cf,<: � I ,;.· c;l:i°&, l=f�I'� , .:,·� �.-� :n:: 

n;r<;T�:<r � tT<r fc;: 6 cf'(� � f�:cfT� 

c.:.:m � --�-r,r�;r c,:r �: ci;ii: k;, ij, 

izci: 'Efri ir lsf(ll' �TITT � �rr �rf�r cf,T 

'i9Tc"r �.Tcr--ir ,n �.-r �.-m ti�.- �;ITT � 1 

err >';l'fq" � {;of1f6fi � [f� ,nftv:mi'\';:c q:q:if 

cfi't crl:fr-: .. .-� t 3;\"fq" �r�nr�r{ cr�cr � 

� err ;;rr � <irl cfi'1f;;r,r, ?ff�� ·� 

crrf-,� if Q.J.:T 'qff� ·-� it c'JTep('f 

i IiM" c;:�;:;r 'c!'T�ITT � I 

�oll"� ��ll', mer ;;rr.=;a- � f <Ii' �fcri::lTi1' 
cfif �$T 1 0 5 <flIT t it '5°fi cfi'T Cfip.T ·:@ 
�ITT � I �,:{; ft;;q it "11� crrfc-,:Tl'ir.={l° 
�f.R:t;" <CT � ��T �ITT �-� 
1fiT �1'rr. �T$ ,fflp� <fz;'f t�l i � 
��� it;;i- 12s � 'q"h 1 scrt ci;-srw. � 
�: lT ,:;� cf7�T •'ill"T � -

"The purpose of expulsion is not: 
so much disciplinary as remedial,. 
not so much to punish Members as 
to rid the House of persons who are 
unfit for membership .... ". 

ii" �6" cfi'T 3;fITTRflsfcr ,nv:r 'c!'T�ITT � --
"It may justly be regarded as an 

example of the House's power to 
regulate its own constitution. But it 
is more convenient to treat it among 
the methods of punishment at the
disposal of the House." 

f:r,�f0,:�f�;r��;�f!:ffcfi'T f.7.q�:r 'liWT 
�-:a"l:,'ifi'f ��t � ��T � --

Members have been expelled as be
ing in open rebellion; -as ha�ing: 
been guilty of forgery ..... . 

3;,<T ��; •:f-1 Q> .· ·<:1•r � 1:fiT� tr cr'r cfiT �
m.: .- ��.-r ,;r°'1-;: Q;-s4r�:-,,.·q ;,j'i;"r l.,fo 
efto>;ir{o �T f"(g"Ji ij [cf,t'cfff,' ·i�T � al' ii" 
�r.T f�7 q-ffe;ll"T?i°"c ot,f fs.i <l�sif "{:?fer 
�o�fo:.q q;�;cii cfi'l' "1�M:{ :!:fq;=:r 
frfUr<r 9'l � f;0ra'r � 1 1:fif�<::r cfiT ifil:i orr�r 
'9Ti ;q)r �lfT�f q:;ti· 1:f�t :l:lWT '9'� I 
�r mer--

"Of perjury. of frauds and brea
ches of trust; of misappropriation of 
public money; of conspiracy to de
fraud; of fraudulent conversion of 
property; of corruption in-the admi
nistratio·n of justice, or in public 
offices, or in the execution of their· 
duties as Members of the House; of' 
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conduct µnbecoming the character of 
an officer and a gentleman; and of 
contempts, libels and other offences 
committed against the House itself." 

�;.:;� ��, zy. if <f>"{ f.rr,i 'R 
� '117icmrr ct.'t ;;ir � � , �t 
� � q-�t�r if;.i:c� 1r.T ti"i:1ifilT t 
� � :t;' � � � rn :a-�r�ur f:ri'-r 
�����ij'm<f>r:rfh::Q"r. 
.:�rt 1 -ii' ��r������ 

�<TT - �cfr cfT � <li �� � I WR 
� l'R'ITT ;::@ cr.s: �r t a-r q-rf�i:rr�c, 
1.!iT 51''lTI'm 9,<:� :t;- f�i:r ,;r)z �"{cf,'� 1fi"t 
51'mfcra- <fr<:�� f�ir '3'•�R fcTif'-tfcR;"�ur 
� �;r f�:<rr 'ITT I �·QT� 'lTI" q-�;r,: f;i:f""'

� 
�rs: ":� 1ti'r (1r�fu1r q-rf�trr �.: 
f;:�,.ff 1fi) 51''ll'rfcra- ·n:� � r�.·q- fti�r f�r 
�--�.T W:rq-� I zy.f&°;q, :l;fe"l:;"� �R<f 
i:r�·� � �h �· ifi"t: ir · Gfga if� a-cr. 
f;n:,:;' t I ��: ifi fui;:rq; �T� if ?lff'lfn:t lf 

if 'PW ·ni.=rr cJ:J<Tcrr@" g{ li'T <i'�T-il ;::�r 
;;n.:ar, �ft.=r �.- � in:r f,-.:;;r;er 'lTI" ;::�r 
�, � g"{ � r:r ;:;�r g"{ �-i:r� �w.r f;zc1:n: 
•rT 0,Tl=f � I �?i" �;z,n.:: �irliTT QT �f."T 

1.fi "<:c:ft t --n;:r:,.fr ifj �t ir q-;;f .::r cf7f � .. 
m<IT, q-;;h:r f,Tf�a Q):t ifi Gf� 'lTI" �'{q:f'{ 
�r l'ff-q;-r{ <f>T<T<rfi!r ;:;Qr g{ , mtr if� 
1.fi'T <f.'if� t fo (1r-�-i'l:-�2;1c;-�r;:; i'f>T� 
�f";;:,· ,:;� f:.:uz a1· �ffr en:� � �'ijcf, 
cf, mr :i;rr .:1t � , 'Jfq 'qfif� t +IT�� 'PT 
�-qf�.- Gfr:T �-� t �h 'Jfq �;:; cfi'T \l'C 
;:,�r q:wr t cr"'c '3'f; 1.fiT �ie<!:rir .:�a- � 1 

:i;rq �m �f;t ill i:!iT �rf;;rir-ll"Q �·o 

�fo lf,� ct:r 1=f P:r�;T � I �· q; Gf'Tt ii' 

�0',· ;:f° lf� 51'FH<f G'Tf," f0i;r;r �T :--

"That this House having consider
ed the Twelfth Report of the Com
mittee of Privileges presented to the 
House on 24th November 1970 in 
which Shri S. C. Muke'rjee the 
then Deputy Iron and -Stee1' Con
troller has been held to have deli-

berately misrepresentea facts and 
given false evidence befOre theC::om
mittee 0n Public Ac�ounts and com
mitted contempt 0f the House, do 
resolve that he be summoned before 
the Bar of the House and reprimand
ed and the House do further recom
mend that the GovEirnnfflnt;1n the 
light of the gravity of the offence, 
administer to 'Shri S C'. Mukerjee 
the maximum punish�ent under the 
law and report the same to tlie 
House." 

;q'ol' �r J!T f�«n- � 73'fi � �t 
if ofR if �� �T I 's3'ffl" � if � 
� fG"<ZT � fq7 � ;:\' ':fil'�f� 
f� � � :l;fG'Ue:TT � ell' w;rr mg- ftfur� I 
mg- t.Zcf.Ts: q'"( efl!'T y§� � ? :qn: if 
;:\' 9-�T � f"1 f:Ta f� cfi'T � cfi'I" t.5IT 
�rf;;rir , a) � ":::r:r mg- � �f� f�r 
:qh f;'"(cf:rs: cfi'r ";�r fer, ":�r f:'5!T �- , m� 
� if.cf'<:� cfZ� ifi' �g�, Bi:•ffi:r �Ts: 
P."�B' �Ff ,;r'h: Gfm fcf: :l;fcfi'ff ;;r.::�: 
cfil" ,i:� "(f<, t I al' � �fi '1i � �TQZIJf �;fr, .q 
� S:�T t f9; �j o �I" o 1! if'5!'T ifi' f�.11:fi' 
GfT� lt 1n::��T 9:f � =q�; f14;crr t ·I 
�fq' ;:f" ;::�')' ��:r<tr I al' il �JIHT ��T�"(Uf 
� f:'cf:ITT � f�, 'JfGf ,,;�;r �0ra-� ;:;�')' "'i�;n:;-r, 
�rs: '"i�:r 9:s: �;en cr.s: Z€ff 1 �h �": 
�.. lt <f�f U�ZT cfT�f i"fct=eef": �f\T 

�q-;::r.:T 'c,"T�ff t I 

cJ;�:i:r)�;:; U+T �TG" <fii' �lJ\lfl" if. q-q 
f�."€1'ITT t 'lfGf fq; t:i�T �;;f ;:ff t:;<if,m:"f ifi' 
�Tlii'f '3';:�1 ;:\' q'�T � fcr if ��r ;:;�')' Gf'r;:;aT 
cfT l."{ �fife fn: •U t ? <F;'f '5fi· �:'fi;cr 
;:;J'U'l,;iJT f+r'51' cf:T �We � ? 

MR SPEAKER: Do not impute 
motives to him. He is already in 
trouble. 

l>.,"(1' 1=f� f � : �ol,"� 1=f�l'G°ll'' '�J:r: 
�� ZT+f <fi"T �TS: '3°·· cfi'T G°TFff � ;;r'tz 
� 11frc it' 'JJTZ �"cfm,f!lfr: fs:irri ij 



207 Qn. of JFVfcr. re. V Q F m jD *  **> toport Licence case a  08

[*ft TO ]
^  ?rmT |  fo  ^ T cf "TTOT % f*TcTT
% faw % f?r* 50,000

*rrnT *rcr «rr, w  s o t  JHnffcr t n r ^ f t  
sfr ^  7^ £  <TT 3 ^  SCTT %T*i t |
^ 1  srnm ^rf^T Tf 3«r*ft*rn 
s r W  n ft r̂FcTT ^  ^ t  f r^r *
f*r®r f ^ r ? srzrff ^  fc^r’ 
H in iftt?  ir-gr© ? rr^ o  jtt*3%  ^  far^rr s r  

*TFtf W STfafT nmRTq- f*T«T % favft *7̂ ' r 

% 1 w  ?

w r w ,  TffpfTT t  srrq 
S m f 'T  3' 7 T̂T ^TfCTT ?TI ^  5 T 5r STT-ft 

srm 3.|fr t ,  §rfa-?r 5rnr *r> ni, n • 
47 ̂ r r  faofa <frfrrc to  w  ̂ tpt'O *r 

^ T T n ? ? ^ ^ f p f f r  4? r*r?T*TT W T O m 'T  

f^ rr  qr -3*1 r r  ^ t b f t  ^  3r *r=r?r rr  
sre*rm f W  % f r  “:*fr 7 snr %
^  1 f r  f 'f  vr ̂ rrf n*fr # 1

^  5T5 STTT JPTcT 3T<T q 'T  ??<??: sjfT

^  f  m  t  *rr ngV 1 
Telling a delibrate lie;
*r? ?r?r*r §■ 1 ,srrvu

v f  *r?; * t  t  1 *r? ?Ti f«rr 
*rRvfof ygrnT?? T |> 3r ^r?- ir 1 

*TTn*ftar 3TT^r 4*r ^ 4  cTT eft 
»TR#rr t  I 5THT nr fafa^ZT % ?rp- srrq- 

*1̂  ^ T  S T P ^T W  3RT ?, I f a r  

rr^: ^ r  ? r ^  w o t ,  V\ *r srrerPvf 
srr w  *TFr

“Please refer to my remarks I 
have said at that time that we shall 
take the House into confidence after 
the investigation report was avail
able. After the results of investiga
tion are available, we shall take the 
House into confidence. The whole 
m atter is open to the House to con
sider at that time ’*

«rfrr ?fY * w  sfir m m  qT?*rT*H f  i 
n  eft sRTq- f^TJr^

$HT f t  §  I

*rtr f*?r^ few  ^rfw'sjr w #t %
* m  ^ r r r  f  f% u f  arf?r $  fsr®TT»T 

%ftx ^5ftT3 5TRjft I  I #%?T V I  •PT 
?̂7T 5>TT ?

«rt 9niTr prpt f tw  : f^arift ? r r ^ t  
? m  s r ^ i r r  % ?rr«n enft

T |jft |

«ft ^  ftww : : ^  ftn=r * r
f w  |  i ^  n̂r apif ift ^Tt ?rrs
ÎcTT T̂Ttsr 5fTo ^JrqTttlTJT )̂> JTST 

IT w r f  ^  % W  ^T2Tft?TT I ^*T% f^RT f̂i 
fsr^-sr ?TTfTT I ?T%?r ^
vft ^rt

i r̂«r rr r̂ wtt ^  rrw  ^ fs m

ITT fT r^T  7 3TT3T smr 5Ft
^f?r |  i ^  t5*rr ^ i
r r^ -% ? ?  fPTrr^T W  jT ?^rr

»nr »ft ^rrr ir f

Not for the future, not qualified for 
quota, NQQ

^T 'TfTT ^  ^  «TT ^TT^fr W T ^ f t

Tjrr̂ rer ^rin»> mT*r i mT 
^rr q? 5*r?iq- % %  v z  ^  j t t ^ t  f f f l  
?ftT qTT 9 frr^vf ^  ̂  ^rrfr
^TffT '<nrr i ^ft vrrtr
f^T ^  ?rriT rfr qr^rm  %

fnrt* % 7-t fTcrtJ ^
q-v ^rrfr *tt i % r r i f ^
fê TT | ^ q ^ Tr g r % ^ r r ir% « f t?r^T 
Sqfe ? s f t WTT% % W  SPTFTTt ^
t̂t I cf-T qT7 ^  ?rar?T *P
^rrq^r srr

«ftr z w g t , w  s m  
^ 7 ^  f  i ^ffr vw  z t m  t  ?rr
^  oTTTTT ^  «rt I ^  #  *Tjj>T

1 7 , i8 ? r r ? r ^ ? r tT q f? r r^
% 5T? *ft ^  ^
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afrr STTTH sp ^  $  I *fr

5 I

m r $ *ft f̂tx* n̂r, fa* tt 
*r?r *T5sFT ^ tti t t ,  m  «ftr ar?r stottst 
spT T?r I  I ^ap SPI^TT *TTsft *»Y 

sp? t |  & fa  A w ^ fr srr^rr tf lr  
5T1T ifafrsrT *t T̂T'T ^t

*rer 1 1 mr hctct  ̂ f% sfr
*rfar cfr #=r 1 1 ^  ^ <ft®
sft wretft t  ^  *ft it ^ ? t t  ^r^frr ^  1

m
TTiTT'TT |  1 ittjrt fsr^sr ^<r?r *r 
r̂ r. apr r̂r̂ T r̂rf̂ *T, wm w r  r̂r̂ T 
TiTfg-«r srnr fsr r̂gr *tt *rrtt #tsff

q&Pw t t  % tr ^(f t  r # 7 ^,
spt *ft s^tptt Tfm, m  ffte*r Tm 
*ft j jr t  arr*. *ftr *ck£\ s v r t  f̂ rorzr 

*F~t 1 £  fqsT wr̂ crr |  f%
?rer*rT it t̂tct, « §*r h c fr  

|  t *rr %t<s  qTf^rqTTR: *r f ^ r  fr*  

^fftrr =ft ^nf^r 1

SHE! JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond 
Harbour): My privilege motion was 
very specific. There wer^ two cate
goric assurances given v  je  floor of 
the House by the Home Minister. 1 
am not worried whether it was Mr. 
Uma Shankar Dikshit or Mr. Brahma- 
nanda Reddy. I know the Home Min
ister of the Government of India had 
given a dear and categoric assurance 
on the floor of the House in which he 
had stated:

“I am making a promise. I am 
giving an assurance that after this 
investigation is over, the first thing 
we will do is to come to Parliament 
and we will say, ‘This is where we 
have arrived. Please tell us what 
We should do.’ I t  is only after that, 
according to the wishes of the Par
liament, we will proceed. We are 
not closing the door for further in
vestigation by Parliament. There 
can be one remote possibility---- *

Then, when they come forward with 
the argument that the Home Minister 
was not quite knowledgeable in mat
ters of procedures and of law, etc.. 
etc., the first argument that will come 
from me will be that if they were 
serious and sincere with all they have 
said on the floor of the House, they 
could have, before going to the court 
of law, come out with the CBI report 
and circulated it and initiated a debate 
on the floor of the House. They could 
have tabled a motion seeking the 
guidance of the House as to what 
should be done.

Now, I am turning my head and eyes 
to Mr. Hari Bhau Gokhale, an one
time Supreme Court lawyer with a 
four figure practice.. (Interruptions). 
T h e  hon. Lady Member should not get 
jealous. I must call him a good law
yer I have not called her a good 
lawyer. If you kindly go through 
what Mr Hari Bhau Gokhale said on 
the floor of the House on the 3rd Sep
tember he says:

“Perhaps a stage may come later 
on after the investigation is com
pleted and then the House can de
cide about this.”
So, if the Government take the 

plea that Mr. Hari Bhau Gokhale, the 
Law Minister of the Government of 
India is ignorant of the procedures of 
law, then God help this House and the 
country. I am making this submis
sion before your goodself----

MR. SPEAKER: You have faith in 
God?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Not here. 
Nobody can help.

Now, I come to the point. The Home 
Minister gives a clcar and categoric 
assurance The Law Minister gives 
a clear assurance that the House 
should decide after the investigation is 
over. In spite of that, in order to keep 
the matter out of the purview of this 
House, as 1 have seen in another case a 
man rushes to Patna to make a report 
of a commission of inquiry sub jvdicr 
so here also, in order to keep a report 
from the purview of the House, they 
went to the court of law. Don’t  you
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[Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu]

call it  a gross undermining of the 
House? Don’t  you call it a gross 
contempt of the House? Don’t  you 
call i t  an utter disregard of the House? 
This has been the assurance given by 
tw<> cabinet ministers that they will 
not proceed an inch unless Parliament 
is apprised about it w ith regard to 
the report of the CBI etc. If this is 
not privilege, what will constitute pri
vilege, I would like to know, Sir, I 
would like to be educated by your 
goodself or by the Government in the 
matter. The most important thing is 
this. This is a matter about which I 
wrote to the hon. Speaker in April if 
I remember right. I had sent remin
ders, I wrote to Mr. Chattopadhynya 
but I got no reply. The whole thing 
has been done deliberatly to save their 
party image which is falling into bits 
and pieces. The CBI report has clear
ly stated that out of 21 persons’ signa
tures, 11 have been found to be forged 
and all that. Now the question will be 
out of 10 that are not proved to be 
forged, what are they doing with those 
10 signatures? What are they doing 
about that? Don’t make a scapegoat 
of one man because he has confessed 
and came out with a statement. He 
has done something grossly wrong. 
We agree to it The brain behind the 
whole thing is the Foreign Trade Min
ister and what about the other ten 
personalities?

THE MINISTER OF HOME AF
FAIRS (SHKI K. BRAHMANANDA 
REDDY): There seems to be a misun
derstanding in the House 1 have made 
it very clear m my statement made m 
the House the other day that all the 
signatures are forged; there is no dis
pute about that now. Whether they 
aie forged or not is not the question 
now. Out of this regarding 2 of the 
names the authorship is attributed to 
Mr. Tul Mohan Ram. About 14 other 
people the authorship is attributed to 
Mr. Jha. Regarding the other four, 
they are forged; it is clear; but by 
whom it is forged is not clear. I have 
made this clear in my statement. If 
you want I will read out that portion. 
In para 4 of my statement I said this:

“In the course of investigation the 
opinion of Shri B. Lai the Govern
ment Examiner of Questioned Docu
ments, Simla was obtained. In  th* 
light of his opinion as well as other 
evidence there are sufficient grounds 
to believe that signatures of the 20 
members of Parliament were forged 
and that 14 of the signatures were 
forged by Shri Yogendra Jha and 2 
by Tulmohan Ram. Regarding the 
remaining 4, the opinion of the 
G.E.Q.D. was not definite."

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Who are 
these four?

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
I will give you the names.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
We have been insisting since the last 
session that he should give the names.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: Sir, 
I now rise on a point of order. The 
procedure is that he should be allowed 
to complete his statement. What h’e is  
doing is by way of some information. 
Therefore, Mr. Bosu may be permitted 
to finish with his submissions.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Let him name those four names.

MR. SPEAKER: The rule is this that 
when a Member is speaking, the other 
can intervene only if the Member is 
yielding.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA-
Let him give thos„> names

MR. SPEAKER: Let him make it 
clear. Fourteen were forged by Shri 
Bhogendra Jha; two were forged by 
Shri Tul Mohan Ram. The other four 
were also forged. But, who is the 
author of them is not yet known. The 
names of the four are all forged.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
Yes.

MR. SPEAKER: They are asking
who are they.
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SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Please name them.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Let him 
'ome out with those names.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Ask him to give out those four names.

MR, SPEAKER: If you want he can 
give those names.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Sir, 
on the last occasion, the Home Minister 
agreed tha t he woud give the names. 
That was made several days ago.

MR. SPEAKER; This is about the 
authorship. About one of them he is 
definite as to who is the author of the 
forgery.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
We want the names of those four.

MR. SPEAKER: They want you to 
give those names. You can look into 
it; in the meanwhile, I shall allow him 
to speak so as to save the time. Mr. 
Bosu, you may now go ahead.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, my 
Information is this—I would like to be 
corrected if I am wrong—that the hon. 
Ministex-’s evidence is correct.

MR. SPEAKER: Not evidence but 
the statement

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: No, Sir.

MR SPEAKER; You go ahead.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: One
Special Assistant of the then Foreign 
Trade Minister—it is mentioned here— 
went to a nursing home in Delhi 
where the M.Ps. are harboured with a 
letter for obtaining his signatures. I 
navc also told that everything was 
engineered in the premises on Akbar 
road inhabited by the Minister.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Name him.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Shri
Lalit Narayan Mishra

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I would like the 
whole file on which Mr. Mishra had 
passed certain observations—I do not 
aay order—to be placed on the Table

of the House for the examination by 
the Members to see if they do not have 
the skeletons to hide. Sir, this is not 
the first time but even in Rajya Sabha, 
it was stated by the same Minister 
that the files containing the name of 
Karnataka Export Corporation’s stain
less steel importation and so many 
things were not available. But, my 
information is that those files were 
destroyed by the same Minister be
cause that will expose many things.

Now there are lobbies working here 
suggesting to us tha t this was dene 
by Prof. D. P. Chattopadhyaya and 
not by Lalit Narayan Mishra. We do 
not want to play into this game, but 
this is the thing we have been told 
categorically by a lobby yesterday in 
the Central Hall and elsewhere. I 
would find it difficult to accept it.

A clear and categoric reply has to 
come. The findings of the hand-writ
ing experts should be placed on the 
Table of the House for examination by 
members because I have heard even 
of cases where a person remains pre
sent but makes somebody else sign 
hxs name. We also would like to be 
saitislied that in the cae of some of 
these members that wa«j also not done. 
These licences... (Interruptions) .. if 
an attractive young lady gets agitated, 
I do not mind. These licences fetched 
no less than 400 per cent premium in 
the market. All his predecessors like 
Shri T. N. Singh, Shri B. R Bhagat, 
Shu Manuhhai Shah and Shri Dinesh 
Smuh declined to oblige those appli
cants becausc they were not conspir
ing----

MR. SPEAKER: Do not go into a
S t O l y

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I am not 
troine into a story.

MR. SPEAKER; Do not make it a 
regular discourse. This is a privilege 
motion. Do not go into the merits. 
Do not avail of this opportunity * *  
all sorts of things.



2 ,1 $  O f JPriv. r e . NOVEMBER 20, 18f4 Im port Licence case 216

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: No. I  am 
only making a short submission to 
your good self.

Recently, I went to Pondicherry to 
find out things, and there I was satis
fied about one thing that the very basis 
of the licence^ were forged documents. 
The Secretary of the erstwhile French 
Govrnment, a man called Mon. Pierre, 
was there. His signature has been 
forged because he was the last licens
ing authority on behalf of the French 
Government. On the basis of those 
forged signatures, licences were forg
ed. That was made the basis for an 
established importer to strengthen the 
hands of the Minister together with 21 
signatures of members (Interrup
tions) .

This is not only one case. I am 
putting it  before you that .since 1971 
they have been collecting more money 
in crores. If you go to Pondicherry, 
if you go to Mahe, Yanam and Goa 
you will see that firms which do not 
have a sign-board have letter heads 
and through these letter heads things 
are cooked up in Delhi and Shn Lalit 
Narayan Mishra is the presiding deity 
collecting money for gnnbi hatao. 
Therefore, this is what it is.

Lastly, I assure you that Shri Tul- 
mehan Ram—I do not know whether 
the Tul is not a ‘tool’—is really a 
Toolmohan Ram and is used as a tool 
by the presiding deity. If you are in
terested in getting at the real master
mind behind this, which undoubtedly 
a parliamentary body if it went into 
inquiry would establish, it is undoubt
edly Shri Lalit Narayan, alias Naqad 
Narayan, Mishra.

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Shyamnandan 
Mishra.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Which
are the four names? I sat down on 
that condition.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY: 
According to information received 
from the investigating authority, they 
are: Sliri Basra, Shri Chiran’jib Jha,

Shri Mohammad Yusuf and Shri R. p. 
Yadav.

MR. SPEAKER; The position is not 
clear about these signatures.

SHRI MADHU LIMA YE: That is 
their opinion.

*rr fa: i i  
r n j  ?r srr^ft q i r  
fa ? * ^  srrsfr 1 ^  «rfrr ?  far '  

fiTJT n& jf ^  q
far r̂ fa:*r % *r i

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
The House i s  relieved to learn that 
there are only two characters in my 
stoiy. But that does not mean tlnat 
I  am less respectful to the other 
charecters who have been covered by 
other hon. Members of the House 
Since they have already been dealt 
with by other hon. Members, I do 
not direct ray attention to them.

]n one of my notices I have com
plained of breadh of privilege against
the hon Member Shri Tul Mohan
Ram As the House knows no lea? 
an authority then the Home Ministei 
thought a prima facie case has been 
established of misdemeanor against 
him TV)at ip no longer in doubt. Not 
only misdemeanor. He is being pro
secuted in the court; there are crimi
nal offences committed by him, on the 
reliable authority of the hon. Home 
Minister himself.

The second notice relates to the 
Hon. Home Minister because he de
liberately misled the House by asseit- 
ing tlhat no official was involved & 
this scandal. I should not like to 
wary the House by quoting what all 
the hon. Minister had said; I shall 
read out one or two sentences;

“Investigations did not disci080 
that any of the officers ‘vtf10
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dealt with the m atter were 
involved in tihe commission of 
the offence”.

ow it so transpires after the report 
ibmitted by the CBI that some offi

cers were really involved in this and 
we also learn that some of the dis
closures made during the course of the 
raids carried out at various places 
have confirmed the impression that 
some officials were really involved.
Is this Government the custodian of 
bon. Members who are taking some 
interest in the matter that they are 
not given the full report of the CBI.
Is this Government the custodian of 
the report winch mvolves the hon. 
Members of the Housed This shame
less Government would not share with 
Parliament even the F .I .R . for a 
pretty long time; this Government 
would not share with us the complete 
CBI report which involves our repu
tation and affects our reputation. Wc 
thrive not been given the full report 
nor have we been given the informa
tion that had been disclosed during 
the course of the raids that had been 
can sod at various places. After all 
the House is the master of the situa
tion, not the hon. Home Minister wtho 
Ins just now shifted from his obscure 
quarters in Andhra. This is a sove- 
f 'u n  House (Interruptions)

AN  HON. MEMBER: What is the
tplevancy of this observation? Andhra 
is as, important as any other State 
in India.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
T ins is iusl refiling of feathers: more 
things are going to come. Let them 
hold their breath for a while. The 
newspapers report that the CBI, in 
ttb(> charge sheet submitted by it, had 
said that an officer in the Foreign 
Trade Ministry who was handling the 
matter had advised two of the 
aceused that a fresh representation 
^iffned bv several Members of Parlia
ment recommending grant of licence 
to the merchants who had formed 
themselves into an association was ne
cessary “to strengthen thfe hands of 
the Minister in reopening the matter”.

IS hrs.

The charge sheet says that around 
November 1972 the two of the accused 
had met tihis officer and later inform
ed the approver, ShrJ S. M. Pillai 
that tins officer had given this advice. 
According to the charge sheet, Mr. 
Tul Mohan Ram had also told the ap
prover that an additional sum of Rs.
20,000 would be needed for paying to 
this officer for getting the work done.
I do not want to go on further with 
this, but I would only say that even 
tin* chart*? sheet discloses what is 
quite contrary to what the hon. Home 
Minister has told us earlier during the 
course of his statement. So, it is a 
clear breach of privilege.

I now come to the case of Shri Tul 
Mohan Ram. What are the salient 
aspects of this? These are:

(a) That some hon. members al
legedly sponsored the cases 
of some merchants for ttie 
grant of licences by append
ing their signatures to an ap
plication intended to pave the 
way for this and that this 
was done in lieu of giatmca- 
tion of material consideration.

(b) That all members except one 
denied before the house that 
they had made such an appli
cation at all So, tlhere ap
peared to be a conspiracy to 
forge signatures

(c) Subsequently, a debate follo
wed in the House and the 
Government informed t3:1e 
House that there would bp an 
investigation by the CBI and 
the results of such an investi
gation made available to the 
House.

(d) On the basis of the CBI 
investigation, the Home Mi
nister made a statement in 
the House on Uhe 12th Novem
ber. 1974, which inter alia 
saicl:

“In the course of investigation, 
the opinion of Shri Shri Bial



219  ®rv> °f p 'riv- re- NOVEMBER 20, 1974T Import Licence ease 320

I  SH R I SH Y a M NANDAN M ISHRA]

—I do not know what is his 
name—the Government exa
m iner of Questioned Docu
ments was obtained. In the 
light of his opinion as well 
as other evidence, there are 
sufficient grounds to believe 
that signatures of 20 Mem
bers of Parliament were 
forged and that 14 of the 
signatures were forged 
by Shri Yogendra Jha and
2 by Shri Tul Mohan Ram. 
Regarding the remaining 4, 
the opinion of the G .E.Q .D . 
was not definite. Further 
adequate evidence, both oral 
and documentary, lhas also 
come on record to establish 
that both Shri Tul Mohan 
Ram and Shri Yogendra 
Jh a used to meet Shri Pillai 
and that Shri Pillai paid a 
sum of 70,000 besides other 

small amounts to Shri 
Tul Mdhan Ram . Shri 
Gurbachan Singh, who had 
put Shri S M. Pillai in 
touch with Shri Tul Mohan 
Ram had also obtained a 
pronote for Rs 40,000 from 
Shri S. M. Pillai.

As the evidence mentioned 
above pnma facie establish
ed that a criminal conspi
racy was entered into by 
Shri Tul Mohan Ram, Shri 
Yogendra Jha, Shri Gurba
chan Singh and Shri S. M. 
Pillai, a charge sheet, as 
required under certain sec

tions had been filed.”

I do not want to go into all that.

“Shri Tul Mdhan Ram has further 
been charged with substantive 
offences punishable under sec
tions ..........Shri Tulmohan
Ram and Shri Yogendra Jha 
were arrested and released on 
bail.”

These are the bits of information that 
has been given by the lion. Home 
Minister.

What follows from this? The posi
tion is like this:

(a) the investigation was made by 
an appropriate and authoritative 
agency;

(b) the investigation has establish
ed, as the Home Minister has said:

(i) that Shri Tulmohan Ram had
presented two petitions on
behalf of the Merchants—one 
on his letter paper;

(ii) that Shri Tulmohan Ram was
found by the Government exa
miner to have forged the
signatures of two Members;

(iii) that Shri Tulmohan Ram ac
cording to adequate evidence, 
botia oral and documentary, 
used to meet Shri Pillai and 
that Shri Pillai paid a sum of 
Rs 70,000 besides other 
small amounts to Shri Tul- 
TOohan Ram;

(iv) that the contact man, Shri 
Gurbachan Singh had also 
obtained a pronote for Rs.
40,000 from Shri Pillai;

(v) that line evidence had estab
lished prime facie that a 
criminal conspiracy was en
tered into by Shri Tulmohan 
Ram;

(vi) that a charge sheet has been 
filed against four persons, cer
tain sections of the IPC m 
the Court of the Chief Metro
politan Magistrate on 11th 
November, 1974;

(vii) tiiiat Shri Tulmohan Ram has 
been charged with substantive 
offences punishable under cer
tain sections of the IPC; and

(vui) that Shri Tulmohan Ram was 
arrested and released on bail.

I would like to lay stress on th is  
fact, which has not been emphasised
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b y  other hon. Members, that just on 
the day on which this Parliament met 
this Government went to the court 
to institute a case, just on the same 
auspicious day on which the Parlia
ment commenced its sitting.

Shri Tuhndnan Ram has further 
been charged with a substantial of
fence, as has been reported by the 
hon. Home Minister. Therefore, the 
hon. Member was arrested and he 
had been released on bail. These are 
tine facts which the House has to take 
into account, while considering what 
action is required to be taken in a 
matter which so scandalously involves 
a member and in which the conduct 
of the member is prima facie found 
to be derogatory to the dignity of 
the House and inconsistent with the 
standards whidh Parliament is entitl
ed to expect from its members.

In  my humble opinion, there is a 
clear  duty cast upon the House to 
deal with the misdemeanour aspect 
of the matter, while the criminal off
ence is dealt with by a court of law. 
This is what happened in tihe case 
of Shri Ratan Lai Gupta, who had 
committed a contempt of the House 
recently. After serving the sentence 
for the contempt of the House, he was 
tried and sentenced for Criminal off
ences. I believe investigations were 
conducted in respect of the criminal 
offence even while Ihe was serving his 
sentence for contempt of the House.
T am referring to Shri Ratan Lai 
Gupta, who was found here with 
some explosives and a revolver. The 
point that I want to emphasize is that 
in the case of Shri Ratan Lai Gupta 
the two processes were going on con
currently. While he was serving a 
sentence under your orders, the pro
cesses of law were also working aga
inst him.

Even in the case of Mr. Nixon the 
processes in the Congress and the 
processes in the court went on con
currently. There is no conflict bet
ween the two. If the toon. Members

want you to say that the case is sub 
judice and, therefore, it would be 
adversely affected, as has also been 
submitted to you in a letter written 
by Shri Tulmohan Ram, I would only 
say that this would be against all 
practices in other countries also. No 
less a person than tihe head of the 
United States Government was toeing 
prosecuted simultaneously in two 
forums, that is, the forum Of the Con
gress and the forum of the courts of 
law.

This is what has happened and it 
is as it should be. For, there are 
matters with wtoich no court can 
deal as, for example, where any action 
of a member is derogatory to the 
dignity of the House, or is inconsistent 
w ith the standards that the House 
expects of an hon. Member. That is 
a matter which cannot be dealt with 
by any court of law. Similarly, so 
far as tihe administrative responsibi
lity, the political responsibility, the 
ministerial responsibility in the m atter 
is concerned, that is not a subject 
which can be dealt with by any court 
of law.

May I emphasise that no person, 
whatever your majority, is going to 
prevent us from getting the matter ful
ly probed by a Parliamentary Com
mittee to fix the ministerial respon
sibility right from tihe start? If you 
have the force of numbers, I tell you, 
we have the force of logic and the 
logic would also be backed by such a 
legitimate force as is necessary for 
getting the whole matter fully probed 
because the ministerial responsibility 
cannot be brushed aside.

Moreover, the nature of the matter 
is sudh that it lies exclusively within 
the domain of the House. The House 
would be abdicating its function and 
lowering its dignity if it did not take 
appropriate steps when a prima fade  
case has been established by investi
gation to further ascertain the truth 
in the matter and take suitable action.

There are two courses open to the 
House to adopt in the given situation.
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One is indicate^ Jjy  the course adopted 
in the Mudgal case, in 1951. There 
are similarities between the two cases.
In the case of Mr. Mudgal, the Mem
ber was involved and came to the 
question because of certain arrange
ments he had arrived at between the 
Bombay Bullion Association on the 
one hand and himself on the other. 
That was the transaction. The in
formation about the deal in that case 
was given by a Government official. 
That was the basis for the House to 
go into the matter fully. The infor
mation "Was given to the Prime Minis
ter of India or to the Government of 
India by an official of the Bombay 
Government who happened to be on 
the Board of Directors Of the Bombay 
Bullion Association. No further 
information.

Later on, Pandit Nehru went into 
this matter and he had some interview 
with Mr. Mudgal. The explanation off
ered by Mr. Mudgal did not satisfy 
the then Prime Minister. Then, he 
came before the House. The hon. 
Frime Minister, while moving the mo
tion for appointment of a special 
Committee said as follows:—

“This is an unusual motion and,
I believe, it is for the first time that 
sucSi a motion has been placed be
fore Parliament. I  hesitated for 
some time before doing so and 
gave careful consideration to the 
matter. H ie dignity of the House 
and proper behaviour of every hon. 
Member is dear to the House I 
felt that any action taken by a 
Member might not be in consonance 
with propriety and good behaviour 
and what is expected of him Should 
be inquired into. That would be 
fair both to the House and to the 
Member concerned.”

rhat seems to be the impression that 
we have got from the observations 
that you have also made this morn
ing, that it would be fair both to the 
Membar and the House, if such a 
course adopted. The then Prime

Mwister had m st Mr. Mudgal, as I 
said earlier and he told the House 
that Ihe was not satisfied with what 
he had said. He further raid:

“I have, therefore, thought it fit 
to place the matter before the 
House and to suggest the appoint
ment of a Parliamentary Committee 
to inquire into. It seems to me 
that an ad hoc Parliamentary Com
mittee would pexftiaps be more suit
able for an investigation in such a 
matter than the Committee of Pri
vileges of the House under certain 
rules or procedure.”

The terms of reference of that Com- 
matteee also included an inquiry, whe
ther the conduct of the Member was 
in consonance with the norms and 
standards whidh are expected of an 
hon. Member.

When the Speaker was asked, whe
ther he had applied his mind to the 
facts, whether he, under the circum
stances of the case, was convinced that 
there was no other proper alternative 
of dealing wtih the matter except to 
place it before the House in the way 
in which it lhad been done, the Spea
ker was pleased to make the follow
ing observations:—

“As the hon. Member has raised 
the point, I may say that I have 
applied my mind to the fullest pos
sible extent, in all the details of 
the evidence, and it is my deliberate 
conclusion that there is undoubtedly 
a prima facie case for the Inquirv 
Committee. That is my judgment.*’

The Speaker is expected to assert in 
the maiiner in which hon. Speaker, 
Shri M avalanlcar, asserted:  ̂ ‘That is 
my judgment; I have applied my 
mind to the fullest possible extent, in 
all the details...’ He further said:

“As regards the question of safe
guarding the reputation of a mem
ber, I quite agree that, if there is 
no prima facie cast and the the case 
rested tnerely on suspicion without 
evidence, then such a motion as 
that shduld not be permitted by me.
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but in this case I felt that I had 
no other go looking to the. evidence 
and I felt that there Wal? a prima 

jacie case for inquiry. It is in the 
interest Of the reputation of every 
•member of this House that there 
should !be an open inquiry, so that 
public may not �'lave an impression 
that Members of Parliament are of 
low calibre and they are capable of 
accepting some kind of gratification 
or some kind of satisfaction to do 
the work in Parliament. Ak;o it 
is in the interest of Mr. Mudgal 
that he should be given an opport
unity of clearing up the whole posi
tion by an Inquiry Committee of 
Parliament. That is my view and 
I do not think I need say anything 
further." 

'The Speaker further emphasized: 

"It is just for the purpose of 
inquiry into all details that a Com
mittee is proposed to be appointed 
and the report of the Committee 
will come before the House before 
any action is taken." 

MR. SPEAKER: I would like to 
be enlightened on this. You need 
not infer anythi'ng from mv question. 
In Mudgal's case. . . . 

- . 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
You will please make your observa
tions later. 

MR . SPEAKER: Please let me 
know what is your view on that? 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
I have not yet come to my view . 
When Mr. Frank Anthony doubted if 
there was a prima facie evidence for 
the course of action proposed, the 
Prime Minister said as follows:-

"There is no question of primary 
or secondary or tertiary evide'nce. 
What I have already said to the 
House is according to a reliable in
formation I received from an official 
member of the Board of Directors 
of the Bombay Bullion Exchange. 
A report came to us of a meetil}g of 
the Directors where the Chairman 
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made q statement. That statement, 
if there was any truth in it, qruite 
apart from what Mr. Mudgal said, 

,,by itself, casts a grave reflection on 
.a Member of Parliament." 

'This was followed up.' 

Then the Prime Minister 'narrated the 
sequence of events leading to ques
tions being put and interviews arrang_ 
ed so that there were circumstantial 
bits of evidence which seemed to fit 
in. Then the Prime Minister went 
on to say: 

"Ultimately 1.hey may or may not 
fit i'n, but there is a chain of events 
which does create certain prima 

facie presumptions for an inquiry 
I can. either make an ·inquiry public
ly or secretly in Bombay or else
where or co•me to the House for a 
formal inquiry." 

Ultimately Pandit Nehru said, 'I 
thought that the best course was to 
place all the facts before the hon. 
House and let the House decide whe
ther an inquiry committe·e should be 
appointed' as proposed by him. He 
did not want to go into it in his own 
way. 

Now, it is also relevant here to re
cord that it was suggested by some 
Members during the course of the 
debate that the matter deserved to 
be referred to the Committee of Pri
vileges, and not to a special Commit
tee. But the Speaker gave his opin
ion in the following words: 

"As regards the other point, there 
is a Committee of Privileges con
stituted under the rules. Yet, it 
is within the powers Of the House 
to constitute other special co•mmit
tees if there are a•ny special circum
stances and enquiries to be made. 
There is notbing inconsistent with 
that. I may also say that it is a 
moot question to be considered as 
to whether any such conduct as 
alleged is really in a sense a breach 
of privilege of the House or some
thing gifferent. A member may. 
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behave in  a manner which'the House 
would not like trim to behave and 
yet it m ay be argued that it  is not 
a breach of privilege. In all such 
circumstances...

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a point 
which I would like you specially to 
consider.. . .

MR. SPEAKER: At this stage, with 
your permission, may I ask one more 
elucidation?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA; 
Now, the Speaker, Mavalankar said:

“In all such circumstances, the 
practice in the House of Commons 
has been to constitute a Special 
Committee---- ”

Would you, as tihe hon. Speaker, ac
cept that a special committee should 
be appointed as is done *n the House 
of Commons because we are guided 
by the procedure of the House of 
Commons?___

MR. SPEAKER: I thought this is 
the proper time so that you may cover 
that point also.

The normal practice in moving a 
pnvilege in the House of Commons is 
tin rough the Prime Minister. At the 
time of my predecessor’s ruling, three 
things existed. The Court was not 
seized of it He was lucky in that 
rcspect. Then, the prima facie case 
was there. . . .

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Here, there is more than that.

MR. SPEAKER; Please listen to 
me Firstly, the Prime Minister 
herself moved the motion. In  my 
case, tihe position is that there is a 
concurrent inquiry or investigation by 
the court. In my case, there is no 
motion by the Prime Minister. Other
wise, perhaps, I could have followed 
Mr. Mavalankar’s ruling on this. I 
leave it to you to cover this point.

SHRI PILOO MODY: It is very 
easy to cover the Prime Minister.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
S6 far as the two point* you have 
been pleased to make, I would say 
that if there is a  direliction of duty 
ori the p&rt of the Prime Minister*, 
is the House to remain silent in the 
matter? In  the matter of performance 
of a duty, any member is equal to  
the Prime Minister in the House. The 
reputation of the House stands injur
ed by the conduct and misdemeanour 
of a  Member. Then, it is the duty of 
every other member including the 
Prime Minister to come up before 
the House for such appropriate action 
as may be required. I  would not like 
any difference to be made so far as 
the hon. Speaker is concerned in the 
performance of duty by the Members 
of the House.

MR. SPEAKER: I would also expect 
you not to make any difference when 
my case is quoted. I say you have 
been very kind. You also study the 
procedure of moving a privilege mo
tion in the HouSe of Commons because 
you are insisting on that There is 
always a nrartire that it is moved by 
the Leader of tihe House.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
But that has not been done here.

MR. SPEAKER I am telling you 
nu handicap I am not conti adicting 
you.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Thereby you are highlighting the dire
liction of duty on the part of the 
Prime Minister.

MR. SPEAKER: There is no ques
tion of enlightening or direlictipn. 
That is why I say, do not have any 
inference drawn from my observa
tions.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 
Now I come to the second aspect of 
the matter. This case is referred »  
a court of law and on that I have al
ready made by submission earlier.
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There are certain aspects of the matter 
which can never he dealt wrih by a 
court of law *nd the Privilege* Com
mittee should go into those aspects 
of’the matter I have given you the 
practice in the House of Commons, 
It is this. A special committee is 
appointed and to the extent that we 
are obliged to follow the practices and 
procedures of the House of Commons, 
we have to do it, according to the 
provisions of our constitution as well 
The Constitution has laid down that 
we can be guided by the practice and 
procedure in the House of Commons 
That is what is usually adopted That 
is clear

Also the similarities between the 
two case» are tairly abvious I would 
not liite to emphasise iVus point iu i- 
thei I will tell }0u why I am 
pleading that it should be committed 
to the Pnvileges Committee and not 
to d special commute, although l  will 
have no objection to that also In 
the Mudgal case the entue gamut of 
issue was xefeirea to the Special 
Committee of Housi And, as 
you have been p icked to note, the 
mattei was, not bcloie Uve court So 
the cntue gamut of the issue was to 
be dealt with by iha* syccidl com
mittee Ine Committee ot Privileges 
could noi go into the tn tn e  gamut of 
the issues Iheiefoie that special 
committee was appointed at that time 
In the piesent casr ccitam aspects 
ha\e betn committed to a court of 
law Thcie aie othei aspects like 
misdemeanour win h have (o be dealt 
with by the Housr> m my opinion 
And therefoic, the ends of lustice 
would be met if these a^pi cts are 
referred to the Committee of Privile
ges But if the Hous_ chroses to refer 
the matter to a ■'pecnl committee of 
the House as m Mudgal case I will 
have no objection The proceedings 
of any commit+ee of the House are 
secret and confidential Nobody can 
say that the proceedings m the com
mittee would prejudice the proceed
ings before a court of law You were 
pleased to observe that the matter

could be taken in an appropriate way 
for discussion in the entire House. 
But m the same breath, Mr. Speaker, 
would you also suggest that this could 
not be committed to a committee? All 
our committee proceedings are secret 
arid confidential That is also the 
case in regard to the Committee of 
Privileges Theiefore I crave the 
indulgence of the House, for the 
name and leputation of the entire 
House, for safeguarding even the re
putation of SVin Tulmohan Ram, and 
I say that the House will not be satis
fied only on the basis of the findings 
which have come out in this particu
lar case

It cannot go simply by that although 
that will have its due weiglht in the 
consideration of this matter

These are my humble submissions 
for the Pr vileges Committee
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TPT % f ^ p j  SRcfTar 5T^ 

5rr?ft |  i r w r  f  f®P «rrcr

1 1 |

f  1 t % < r  n w w  * * * ? * ,  n m  % 

f i r t^ r  y y  y<rw it ftnwftw>i<y 
%  ? m r€ ff  vf r m n f ^ r T  tftfk

I ^  *rn% « r fw T  ^  ^  i «**  i f t  
ttrr s m  ^n?efr 5  1 «r5 # r f ? r

v r  *r<r% %*Nrfk<TT % ? ?  f% ? f f

* rr ^  ^ ? n :  ^  ^

*tpw> sfp  ^  ^efV | ,  stpt% v f e r x
WT> ^feT  Tfft "PT r̂ r̂cft |  1

^  <Tisr q r^ if  $*rr
sTRT ^ r  ^TflTfg’-f T F T  ^  fe<T JrrT rr f? Wfft 
ftfeR t i  ^ r r >  1 1  «r> f r n r  # V  

P r ^ ^ a c  T»T«Ti ?T f t o f a f f T q T ^  cTr«Tf I

H 9  T3TF w  f  r«r»T ^  S? sfr
# f 4 n ^ - n r r ^ ^ 7 : n T t  i ’s w t o i t  

f 'T f  JTrr f ^  ^ t  ^  J ,  W , 
^ . r s r  »wi 5 , f̂?r ^ r  t-ti ?r -tt ^  
^< rt? r'i t i k  ?r T f t fT  i j£  ^fsrm ^ r
^ r t̂i ?? f , t  *riTr

W ^ f T ^  —

« rc t r^  * ^ p i :  s p h -  cr^r % 

arr # *1  f^rs 'TnT ^pt-tt  Tarr ?

«fV w a r? r fa ^ T f t  v r a W t :

myr m n -z<\ $ %% w f t  ^ n i

«ft «RRT ^15 (¥f^iwr) : »far f*i^

wffH fwfFrtV w w h f t : =srr ? r> ^  
^  f  ^  # 5rf fcr? #  fsrsr

|  f ^  q 1̂  ^ r * « r r  f*r f r r w s t i n r T  ^ r  

^  l ? r r  f t r ^  ^ n r r  | ,  ?r3r ?t  p  sr,? 

7?Tf Or^r * r t  ?T«rr, f^ri «p?:% ^>
^if^rq 1 ^ n r i r ^  7  vprr

t  TO  ^  ^  JJrffS
I I 5f y p m  ’a r ^ f  $  i>r »q-f **

7̂ c t o f  * rw rr m m  % ?rnT%
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*r
t $ |  *ftx HT3T sfr

ersft *>
^farcr ̂  srr t?> |  f a  JTpr?rr *rei<aw
if | ,  *ft *> * 1$ ¥*■ srr* % <rf# *r*r>5r> 
*fr$ ^  ^Nr % ?rf«r q-r^r*?fl- ^ - r r  
* m #  sp> 3rp5r ̂ *rcr<rr *fr 1 1  ̂ r*nFrerr g fc  
^ T P r fS P flT  S’STWr ip r r , Sficfr *k  q ^ r  

s*r?r?t t o ^ t  ¥ r »rf 1 q? «ti ^jflrtesr 
TPT *rt W n  ^rr sm?i ^Cr f  * *r !̂*> 
sTTr̂ r ^  =r qTTR'Jr Hr r̂ sr ttht 
faq; fort gr, i i t  Tr^t?^
c r r ^  f ^ d f U * f f  % t |  1 1 i \ rm  f t  
* r r  srr T ff tg rrs rf  ^  ^ trt £  <t?t 

c r ? r  t  f f  *r<n 3- frrRr% £ * r m * r r *  %, 
fstfTfff=r smtfsrr opT? h ?4i f i-fr  | ?
*f 1 37 TT ^ ^  1̂ sr JrriT i jjsN « j  if 
^ 1  i  1 q-f ' In  w  ^  JTpr TTTTt «f»T 

*rrw ?tfr«r>’ * r  f  7 5  n e r ^  
*n% t \  *&i itcR^ | ? 3*7 5̂

n T f  STT f> q T T T ^  3THT *TT« ^
■”* =fV^CT^*i ?T«f# T̂TPTT 

’ “HT ^1 -T $*Tf| VTJ V  ,* f? 
w t* f 3 f ^  wy  w t w f t f
%5 TT r T̂ 3T> fo<T ifh tf STffTTft
* x u r  *ti *  ^ c ,  ?r*nvr*r srrir
^ ? *97 *RTTrT 4 T̂fn 'isFff ^  JTr̂ T'W 

*rirr * ^ r  ft  m Wer> «rr ^
’ts  % «rm% srr ?n^ «itT:t ?t̂ V
^ r  ^  ^  ’ 5r^r ?r?rr# Tl- ^rr 1 1 
%Tsr wft ^srr wtvrr
^crri
«  ^ n f  ^  ^ e r r  ^1 wfT^ «fir «tar$ 
^ ^ f ® ^ r ^ r ^ T ^ 5 r ^ i r ^ T f  ^ a r r  
f  1 ^ f n  ^  ^ r r  «rr

“Pleaae re fe r  to m y rem arks I 
h ave said at that tim e that 
Wfe shall take th e Hotise into

eooSdMice after t&e Jn*«Mggft- 
tlon report Wtm Available. 
A fter the results of tHe inves- 
ttgK ti^ Are U vaM le. we 
Shan take the House Into 
eonfldft&c* Tbe whole mat
te r Is ap&t to the H^use to 
WNMter «t flhwt tlm tr.

«ft *nj fh v t : 9 cTRlnar ^rr t »
5 c t r ^ t  v r qfe* i

«h H8W vw ^aft:
?nwT?rr w rP T T ^ w
'srf^rr ?n ?rsT  ^ tt  r ^ r  1 ?rtr 
srrcr v u z  1 1

«remr ^  srnr ^ r  #»• t>tt

«̂ t f r  f  5? ^  w
35n«T JfTT •r^iar ■f* ? ?

«ft f^fR t ^TJf^Tt : iT'r I
37? r Ti ?rr < £TrT rin-r *rr w  T?i 1 1 

JTn sTc' 4r JTto *Ti$® ^
T5T0r <*11 T?r £ f  *T̂ n 3Ti  ̂ *T TX

T ff  oi ^T[ f ^  *Tio3ft03STifo 
*Fl fTTti m  3TR 5T *t a  fiT 
iq ^ P  r r ^ j n  15r,« * 10#  | 0 qprVf̂ qî
?Ti ‘Tf.'T JTJr-T^
iftj- ^ 1 i fjT « f Trr I  i f  *ivt^*r ^
f^*TT ?,TT irT f  I J»f ?r„ nfl ^
t t  fr^ i w r  # 1

■r 1 -1 * -ir fr f  5 m  ^wrrfV «ri- n 
^ f t  it  nfY f 1 5 ^r
n ? ii TC *t ? <TfTrJT

‘The CBI had been instructed to 
expedited the enquity and 
complete it as early as pos
sible 1 also want to mention 
this 1 do not want to say
that the Government alone 
will look at the results of the 
CBI enquny I want to as
sure the House that when the 
result of the CBI investiga
tions arc known, GGoGvem- 
ment will take, the House into 
confidence At that stage it
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[Shri Atul Bihari Vajpayee]
will be proper for the Parlia
ment, for the House to con
sider as to what proper steps 
are to be taken for protecting 
the riflbtg of the hon. Mem
bers. Government have said 
that they are having an en
quiry by the CBI and that the 
matter can be considered after 
the preliminary facts have 
been gathered, after the in
vestigation is over.”

*rrsr iftm  wsf *  for
qfH yrfl’ * i

nwrcY* r̂rcappcY

u w  fw^rrt : f*r srHf 
% w r  fat f̂t
awnrforr 1 1 srsqsr Trftor, vrz Tfer«rf%
11 <rrcter sr-qmr ?rfr fe*rr *nrr, 

ffr 11 errf)7? v t £f i ^
7 mfter *rt fTOTR: t a r  srr ^pnr

<TT ? WSflTT t  SRT 3FT I
WFre**re fa*r : 11 'Tiflrsr *?r 

%*r 1  s r ta j?  §*nr 1

*rc?r fanjre* srafaft 11 m f ta
r<T *r7  11

cTR^T ^  VT 57 ^  *T ^T-T^Rt ^
sfh * 12 arc>f *r 1
w r its ww *̂1 srff I? w r
*1$ *T3ft T̂SfST ^CTFPTT % TFfr

* e V
<r  ̂?rte *  ?rrfo?r | — «ft

’srstarssrr r̂ 1 ^  st̂ kt • f v r
s r̂ ittet vi*  sf r̂% % ^ ' r
*  >  «si *  ^  t  ( « * w r )
*raw if #  srrcrr fa  ^rl or»r *  *  r ^
^ > ^ T 5 ^ % ? T T ;nsr>l»Tt^?f r ? f i

r t t f a  W r ^ r w f w l i
«ft fww f«£pft w n M :

f ? w ^ r :
<*I would like to submit here, Sir, 

f ra t  these firms were not
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blacklisted, debarred or ndto* 
existent. Nothing has been 
brought to our knowledge to 
warrant or raise doubts that 
these licences have been traf
ficked into."

^  iraft % art «wft forr &  
» r t  t  ft? f m  

fcpntfy fcwr m r  |  i *pk 
^  *ronc ^  ^

%i  | ,  *prc :37# f  ^ w R r a 1 
sfc *T T R H  <t«nTRT
^fff ^rr 35% T̂*fr 7 :̂ ^  r^rr, v t r  wr5- 
^fftrsr ^  £%, ?ft gw w m *  
^  «wr3r?^r s n r  
f̂ JTT VTT”T f*TTT?f^f^TT ’PTT eft ^
% f  ?rr 1 1 ’r r f ^
srtpt ^  ^  ^  eft
% fair fin? ^ | !  ^  l [ f^ Y  $  ^pft
| ! ^ ^  2r f ^ r -

|t *nr 1 tot £̂r ̂  ̂
^  ^r^fr TTr f t ? qr^- ^rPsr^rf ^
«ft ^ rT Trr *ir T^t »rr t qT 5  ?

ffW *J5 ^
spf̂ ir f<ir ?rro «rr«» sri^° fi'ir s i 
4 t  ^cr f w t i  wK ?t^t
trs^r 1 ^nr^R7«ft *t sm  t :

“Investigations have also shown 
that not only were these licen
ces granted to benami parties 
but they had in turn been 
sold at a premium.”

“The CBI has asked the Com
merce Ministry to seize goods 
worth about Bs. 25,000-30,000 
which had been imported aga
inst licences obtained through 
Mr. Tul Mohan Bam,"

jsfr trr« %o spt f̂ n?»
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. .  ( l # W f )  rft* *ft« *ufo % 
STC&Tf % *r ^TT f%*n, W  

% s r t  $■ w u m ft  w t t  *Pt snSV n€ 1 

sfpc *ft° *fto wrfo w  qf<»iw q r ’Tfpfr 
I  f f  tpr w g r t  5pt w  t o  *t f[T«r ^  %
tft «FT OT9TC W  |  ? Jsft t̂ T© %o

3W m ? *ft ^facT q irnwr 
frpsr % *rr«r #, sr- f f  
^rfq^r £  «rn? % vrcrofimT
* ^  «ft ^ r r s im r  f t  5TRT ftr | sfa: 

r̂r g ^ r re  ssft Mgtmi^ra1 f t  *n? 
t o  t s t  |  \ *r ^  ®rr |  f f
*fto ^rr?: f t  t̂ht f t  *rf 1 *̂rr
hhs f t ? flPRT^rorat ?t ?fto sfto ml®
% *̂ gft ^  ^rnm ft srrr f t  1 1

«ft ctwc^ ft fa«r *r*ft ^ r  %
% g ^ r r  f r  % *prr q^, w r 1 

sft ?rc*r fafpft srrsr^ft: rv[ <jfr 
f r m  ^ 1

*rr;»PT t o  » *r ^ 7  m ? r  
t  f  tit t  f®  n  ^*rr
T^TT qqTRT C[T1 qr f  TT Tf ?T

Hft fnrr *tt i *tcfr: f t  
■r ^r “ ?T qrr r̂f̂ r fi *rftn- ^>tt to t 1 
srsriT *r%m, ĉrrr r̂r *rnr ^ r  
w t  I  f r  %% ^  *tpt% f t  ^  ?ptstt% 
t  f  w-qT ?ft qifTTrqrd ^ r s t  f r  srr r̂ 
*fa Tr fsrfWsr ^dt f t  snr^r-^ w r 
^ r r  ^rf^r 1 3r t  sr- % smsnr 
ttt  * 5  f w  w * rr  ? t  ^ r r  
w  | — fairer |  f r  $  *w 

f t  vn % ^5  m  g - f f  *ror v r  Trr«r% 
fi ^ t  v r  % *rt ?r̂ sft ^ft ^rnr^ 
Tr t ^ t ?prh: ?r̂ r fen* «rt, tfr f*r w  

r #  «PnNfT̂  ^  %»t 1 ?rn5#?r
WTZtStf ^nrT 3Ft ^ r  % *TT«T qr
^fr %ir 1 q?r
^ r  w c r  ^ tt »rrt t o  «r  ^  ^  

^  ^  ? 5 r^  t  > ^  ^  «rt s r t o  
% wnrcor ^  *f^nrr,

*fr *pt fSf?Eir |  t
fMk wit % % ^rtr% ^ r  *$t
% I W  *T3FT ^  >R <nV<T«7 IT W tT  
^  f^ r r  w  i ?rnr jt^ *rr  ̂
c t ^  ’ffr ^  ^ t  srr% ^ 7^ |  ’ 
*nfan5*r w t  ^  1 1 ^ r  r̂a- f t  wrsrar̂
?r W$t f w  53TRT I ?TFr apft

*FT ^ I TPR % fsp53 oft 
?TR)tr I ,  ^7f f t  «t r  ft^r sf^nr ?

t  ^tp p rr ^T^rr f  f f  stetr w t  
*&tzt ^  f ^  spFcrr̂  ^  5Trf-^r 
t o :  ?rrr m'% ^rf, ? rr^  ^rf^R : x s rs H t 
r̂f̂ RT ^ ^ r q r  ^  ^rrrr *n*r?rr fsrf^H^ 

^ s t f r ^ r ^  1 $Er r̂r ^ r  v\x  »rr?fr 
trnft f t  ^ rrw  j

v t  ^rrRFRTT f»W : ^  ^T
wrft ’ jTf^cr irr ^7 ^r^rr q^rrr 1 
FTFt wffT^rsrrTT^T nc T̂ TT I 

1T®PW *T<iff?sr 5R7* *r -̂7 I^gj nyfpr
n 5?t ?k i r, i 3T3{ i “ht rt srrr^
? ? ” ?rt ^Tii r^-i t t  wqr < m ^ r  *{ r r  
•srip'trfr ir̂ T fp?n ^ t t  c r m r ^  t t  1

«rr s - n w v T  Ht^t a tt^  ?tpt r r  
s r frr  f t  « tfi tki t, n\ tf r r  p r  7 ?  

t  f f  ?TPT rTT̂ rpr 7

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU; The 
Home Minister, the I*aw Minister and 
the Commerce Minister—all the three 
of them are here If they want, let 
them say something We shall sit till 
midnight if necessary

«ft w s?r ficj«rrO m rsAift: w

*t&ni f r  f®  ^  t« fh :? r.T ^  <t=r r̂ 
5r ^  f t  ^ ? tt  t <rr ^ f t* r ta rr  

^ tt ^rrf^TT 1

w a w n iN v :  im  spfsrr
|  at ^  1 w  ?rt ^t s r %  ^

f ,  *f!fT «rrr w f t ^ t ^ f s  t ?
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SHRI K. BRAHMAJJANDA REDDY; 
1 w ill not take a long tfane

iw m  iqgtar : sr? w  fo r  wr
iw  i

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY* 
If you want m s to reply now, I w ill 
do it Otherwise, it can be done 
tomorrow

WaWT«I^W : m \  TO  I .  £ I
t i  |  i  srFsnr i t t

r * i r  cTTg c ^ r s ^ . %r f a ~  ^

W7 TT I

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

MR SPEAKER We will take up 
the Calling Attention in the afternoon 
Now Papers to be laid on the Table

N o t ific a t io n  under  I n d u str ies  
(D lv e io pm e n t  and  R eg u la tio n ) 

A ct

THE MINIS1ER OF STATE IN 
l i  E MINIS 1RY OF INDUSTRY AND 
CIVIL SUPPLIES (SHRI B P 
MAUiiYA On behalt ol Shu 1 A 
Poi I bfc to lay on the Table 
a copj of the Registration 
and Licensing1 of Industrial Undei- 
takings (Fifth Amendment) Rules, 
1974 (Hindi and English versions') 
published m Notification No G S R  
392(E) in Ga7©tte of India dated the 
17th September, 1974 under sub
section (4) of section 30 of the 
Industries (Development and Regu
lation) Act, 1951 fPlaced tn Library 
See No LT-8506/74 ]

U n io n  P ub lic  S ervice  C o m m is s io n e d  
(E x e m p t io n  fr o m  Co n su l t a t io n ) 
A m e d m e n t  R eg u la tio n s , 1974 and 
N o tific a tio n s  under  A ll  I n d ia  S er

vices A ct

THE DEPUTY MINISTER OF 
HOME AFFAIRS (SHRl F  H MOH- 
SIN) * On behalf of flfori O n  Mehta 
I beg to lay on the Table—

( 1 ) A . copy ot U * Uatoa FuWic
Service Commission (Sm atftioa from  
Consultation) Amendment R e f 
lations, 1974 (Hindi and Itogiish 
versions) published in Notification 
No. GSR 465(E) in Gazette of Indya 
dated the 14th November, 1974, under 
clause (5) of article 320 of the 
Constitution together with an expla
natory memorandum [Placed in 
Library See No LT-8500/74]

(2) A copy each of the following 
Notification (Hindi and English 
versions) under sub-section (2) of 
section 3 of the All India Services 
Act, 1951 —

(l) The Indian Admmisrtnative 
Service (Fixation of Cadre 
Stiength) Eleventh Amend 
mcnt Regulations, 1974, pub 
lished in Notification No 
G S R  890 m Gazette of India 
dated the 24th August 1974

(11) The Indian Administrative 
Service (Fixation of Cadre 
Strength) Th rteen Amend
ment Regulations 1974, publi 
shed m Notification No G S R  
373(E) m Ga/etto of Indi i 
dVed the 24th August, 1971

(ill) Tho Indwn Admmj<}tiatn< 
Service (Pay) Elcv it! 
Amendment Rules 1974 
published m Notification No 
G S R  374(E) m Ga/etU ni 
Indii* dated the 26th August 
1974

(iv) The Indian Administrate c 
Seivice (Fixation of C idn 
Strength) Twelfth Amend
ment Regulations, 1974 pub 
lished m Noli cation No 
G S R  375(E) in Gazette of 
India dated the 26th August
1974

(v) The Indian Admimstr ttivc 
Service (Pay) Tenth Arrvend 
ment Rules, 1974, published 
in Notification No G ^ R 
376(E) in Oaaette of I ^ ' a 
dated the 26,t!i August, 1974

(vi) The Indian Administrative
Service <*f C adre


