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[Plaeed in Library. See No.LT -3232/70.] 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU (Diamond 

Harbour): Sir, I have given notiee. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order pleaae. 

11ft ~ In ~ ~  : Q -~ 

~~  1!i 1!;'Ir ~ ~ <n: ~~ ~ 

'Hif 'liT 00 ft{1fT orrit I arT'l" orT;ffi ~ 

f'f; ~  it at'!f<: arrlfltT " 6 ,!<:rif 
Alirm:) if; ~ t it re.:'l1IfT '1ft eiT I ~ 
~  if ~ ~ f'fi" ~ ~ If<: lfTlr"iT 

~ ~  ~ t '!it ~ ~ orrit I 

lfi!: ~ ~  1f[1f01T ~ I 

~ ~ : arT'l" ~ <:P{: ~ 

~~ ;r ~ ~ ~ n ~ I 

11ft ~ '": ~ '!i1i oror 'li1 
Gft;r 'Iil i ~ it ~  crl[ <;rtf 'lif.r 
an ~~  ~ ~i  ~  f'licrl[ 

~  ~ iflfl'i ~ I ~~ ~  ~ i  '1ft 

ni uit~~  

ESTIMATES COMMITTEE 

HUNDRED AND SIXTEENTH REPORT 

SHRI THIRUMAL RAO (Kaki-

nada): I beg to present the Hundred and 

Sixteenth Report of the Estimates Committee 

on the Ministry of Labour, Employment and 

Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 

Employment)-Employeeo's Provident Fund 

Organisation. 

I may add with your permission that the 

report has also been translated into Hindi and 

copies thereof are avai\able and ouch of those 

members who may want Hindi versions may 

get it. 

12.49 hn. 

MATI'ER UNDER RULE 377 

PuBLICATION 011' A DEFAMATORY LETTER IN 

THE Hindus/;m TUIIlS RE. SHR! MAnHu LnrAYE, 
ETC. 

11ft m m- ~  : ~ 'filRlf, ~ 

antf'lft ~~  i!r antfif; ~ i  ~ i  <Hi!: iFr 

~ W ~ if><: <:l[T ~ f ... ~ fu<:rft:r.r 
it ~ t~  it. «Ii: ~ it, IifT't ~ it 

I!;'f> ~ ar'1qr <:11{ olfTtff ~ I it CIIT'fif; 

~ 1!;'Ii fq;re it I!;'fi" ~i  ~ if><: 

~ n it  ;;rr 1 8 tt~ if; ~ 

~i  it W!'ffmr ~ '11 I ~ h<r.r 
;;r);{f il 18 ~ '1ft I!;'fi" ~tt it fi'llifT 

~ fiF : 

"Sir, I was more than astounded to read 

Mr. Madhu Limaye'. some what ridiculous 

reply to your editorial which was more than 

commendable. 

Any independent eye witness to the puerile 

demonstration by the S. S. P. in Parliament 

Street will verify the fact that the blame for the 

debacle lies squarely on the Shoulders of your 

irresponsible politicians. 

And beeause of this a man died needlessly. 

Mr. Limaye has demonstrated once again 
how he and your other politicians have syste-

matically destroyed a perfectly good system of 

parliamentary democracy whieh we left you 23 
yean ago. 
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If anything, the police acted with great 

ratraint and Mr. Limaye should be honcwhip-

ped in public." 

arm; ~ ~ W it ~  

~i  ~ f'f; lfq ~ t u ~ it an'ltT ~ 

~ ~~ ~  ~  ~  n ~ ~ I 

lOlJ ~ it ~ i  mm ~ ~~~ 
~ ~~ ~ awa:"r.f;; it "IWT f"llff lIfT I 

~ i it ~ ~ ~~ 

:arR<I"T I ~  I'ITorr ~  ~  ~ ~ ~ 

n ~ ~ ~ ath: ~ ~ ~ it ~i  

if; ",'n: ~ ~ I ~~ ~ i  if; ill Et f:arlJ 

~ ~~ n ~ ~ am: 
for!! ~~ if; lJTv:f fomifT ~ ~  il 

<'I't ~  m'Oflf f«r ~ am: il ~ 
f"l11lT& I 

t ~  ~  6'\ it lftl <:liRT ~ ~ 

~ ~~ i  ~ ~ if; ;;ft «<l''ITil ~ ii 

~ ..... r a;ro :ar') 0 Cf1ifu ~ 1IlifTil ~ ij; ~
~ ~  ~~  il" I ;a-..v.r ~ ~ i  

~~  

~  W Ifi!: ~ fif; ~ i ~  

<:"TlJ ~ ~ ~ I 

fq;<: ~ <RT<'i lit cRT i!:T<:IT & fif; ;;ft 
~ t i & ~ film" ~ if; 'f'i'i ~  ~ I 

~ if ~ ~ ~ f1t; 23 lJTor ~~  

arr:arntr ~ ~ ~ { 1!1!; il" ~  it .nif ~ 

~ i  ~~~  ~ ~~~~ 

~ ~ orT:arlifr ~ ~ u'! if iff ~ 1fT 

~ lIilf fll1if1iit il" ? 

~ ~ "l1i furm t ~ ~ ~~ 

orifif 'lit ~ ~  f<l'lfT :arm n~ I 

~ ~  ~ o..ft ~ '1>1 lJCmJ il{f 

t, 'I1if 'l>T lJ'iTor i ~ t I ~ ~n~ ~ 

ij; ~i  ~ <RT<'f t I ;;;ff:ar ~ ~  

lJT;f1Mr'i>([T 'lit am: ""'" lJ1IT lI>l ;:Mt 
~~~ I ~~~~ ~~~ ~ 

~ ~~ if; .ntff 'l>T ~ i ~ ~i  

~ I 

iru ~i  ~ ~ m: ~ 'lit ~ on: 
~  0lflRf i~i  ~it I orTCf r.mr ~ 
film.- ~ 'l'if1ffiOf Ifil ~ ~ ar:f.t ilTfim> 
if; ~ ,,",'!iT ~ ~ ~ if; ~ ~ 

~ ~ if; ~ it m'l"if I arr<r irlf 
i ~ ~ 'lit lit f-mr-~ f1t; !I& <r<:IT 
ormii ~ it ~ ~ m ~ 11th: :a<if.\ 
~ ~ ~  ~ ~ fur1!fT I mv:r ~  ~ 

~  ;;ftf1t; ~ ~ i  ~ ~  lI"IiITif ~ 

if; ~~ ~ neff il" ~  ~ ~ 'liT 
~  ilITtrT ? 

~ ~ ~  it orTqij; ~ i  ~ 

~ aJh it n~  i ~ ~  ~~  am: m" 
~ ~ rn ~~ W'lif ~ ~~  

~~ ~~  I 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA 

(Barh) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I had also written 

a letter to you to raise this matter. Sir, the 

question is, Dot only that some letter has 

appeared in Hindu.tan Times, written by some 

foreigner. The point is this, that the Member 

of Parliament mentioned in this letter (Shri 

Madhu Limaye) was coming to Parliament 

House to present a Petition to this Parliament 

and therefore he was performing a Parlia-

mentary duty of carrying the petition to 

Parliament House and therefore this matter ia 

a fit matter to be referred to the Committee of 

Privileges. The paper which has published this 

letter and the gentleman who has written this 

lettCl'-llU these matters should be referred to 

the Committee of Privileges. 

l1li"1 m """ ~ ~~~  : 
~ ~ ~~  ~~ gorT ? 

ell"," ~ i ~ : ~ air ~ 
if i i ~  ii~ 'liT ~ ij; ~ I 
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i t~~ ~  

>it f"flf1f am: ~i  mf'rlf) ~ ~ ~  

~-

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA: 

It has been stated by leaders of parties and by 

hon. Members that the lathi charge was made 

at a time when they were coming to Parlia-

ment for presenting a Petition. Presentation nf 

Petition is a part of their Parliamentary duty 

and therefore reference that has been made to 

Shri Madhu LUnaye, that he should be horse-

whipped is a derogatory remark while he was 

performing his duty as a Member of Parlia-

ment. Therefore, this is a fit case for reference 

to the Privileges Committee. I hope you will 

agree with the Privilege Motion. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): 

Sir, I have already written a letter to move my 

Privilege Motion about the same subject. I have 

also quoted the portions of the letter written by 

Mr. Tumple-Jones, C/o. The Pines, Faridabad. 

I am not quoting everything quoted by 

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha and Shri Rabi 

Ray. I shall only quote the relevant portion 

from that letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones. It says 

"The police acted with great restraint. Mr. 

Madhu Limaye should he horse-whipped in 

public.u 

This is for your information. There is 

another intemperatf' language with which the 

Hindustan Times has puhlished it. Another 

letter is issued by Shri A. C. Sen of New Delhi 

who has condemned the whole letter. He 

Writes as follows: 

"I was -surprised to find that the Hindustan 

Times.hould have published the intem-

perate letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones 

(April 18) on the incidents in Parliament 

Street when the S. S. P. leaden were 

heaten up by the police. I least expec-

ted this of a nationalist paper like 

yours. 

"It is apparent from Mr. Tumple-Jone'a 
..-

letter that there are people still living 

in the seventies who imagine they are in 

the hey-day of the British Raj. When 

General Dyer massacred people in 

jIIljanwallah Bagh, there were British 

people ·who applauded him. Mr. 

Tumple-Jones has resurrected thai spirit 

and the ghost of the General ...... " 

After this letter, in condemning that particular 

letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones, the Editor has 

stated as follows : 

"We certainly do not share Mr. Tumple-
ne~s views on the preteot state of 

parliamentary democracy in India on the 

legacy left by Britain. Indeed the style as 

well as the content of the letter reveal 

the writer's old-fashioned outlook, to 

which laughter would seem a more 

appropriate rt'action than anger. 

"Nevertheless, Mr. Tumple.Jones is as much 

entitled as anyone else in a democracy 

to express his views on public affairs, 

and it is 'the function of a newspaper to 

publish aU points of view. We do not 

agree with his suggestion concerning 

Mr. Madhu Limaye and interpreted it 
in. metaphorical' rather than literal 

terms. But we express our regrets 

if publication has hurt Mr. Limaye's 

feelings, or those of his associates." 

After reading this particular remark of the 

Editor and after he published a letter, he really 

brought the House into contempt. Of course 

we·want the freedom of the newspapers. And I 

also agree that Members of Parliament should 

not have more privileges than the ordinary 

people ofthis country. Butthis iJ a sort of a 

campaign going on in our country, I request 

that this matter may he referred to the Privileges 

itt~  I am sure, Sir,. that this foreigner 

must be a C.I.A. agent. Otherwise he would 

not havt: written such a letter. I feel that SOme 

action should he taken against him. He should 

he asked to explain first and· if you deem fit 

then you may refer this matter to the Privileges 

Committee. 

I fully support Shrimati Tarkeshwari 

Sinha's motion . 



253 Maller Under Rule 117 CHAlTRA 30, 1892 (SAKA) Maller Under Rule 377 

n ~  ~i ~~ ~ 

~ii  ~ ~  0fI'l' amrr ~ m ~ I 

ilH'f'liT ~~ 'fill lfr l.!ififl i ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: Let me exhaust the names 

of the Members in this list. 

.n ~  ~ i ~ ~~ n  

~ ~ ~ - ~ ;it lff mfT Olffifcr 
~ i  ~~ I i n~ ~i -~ 

i~ it 'foT E![fi{ ~  ~ ~  

i ~  ~ flf; ~ t~ om 'R iifif ipfr 
'liT ~  ott ~ i'I n~ i[)1rr am: 
W ij"lflf m ~ ~ om ~ i[T ~ 
m ~ if if<'ffi <ro<rolf ~  I i ~ 

~i  ~ ~  ~ ~ I m<:cr if 
~  galT ~ f'li ~ it; ~ i oWfcr 'lit 
$r ~ iifif;rl[ m"ti i'I ~ iiff!lT iifT ~ 
'fT, W {l1llf arm\" '1ft ~  ~ gil; "lit 
'lWrT if mer l£rt 'liT ~ '" ~ am-;fr'f 
if ~ it I ~ W ~~  lfflRT ~ 

~~ en ~ i  '1ft 1:!;'liCfT ~ ;r.fi ~ 

~t t  ~ ~ ~ 'lit ~  ;m 

rii'r , ~ ~ <'i'r;ff 'lit >;iT qtfnr it; 

0fIlf ij-~ fvm ~ it I ~ 0fIlf ~ 
~~ ~i  i ~ ~ I ~ ~ 

~  full; ~ rif> >;iT qtfnr f;rfi m'ifCf lff 
i i ~ ~~  ~ ~i  fifcrr if ~  

'!m:! ~  m ~ lfr ~ ~i  if 42, 
42 {If\1 il; forit ~~ ~  if ~ fl!;if 

;rif ~ I 

13 ...... 

i[i:t w i~it  ~~~ i  

f'l; arm:t i[lf'liT ~ ~  ij-"f@ 

<::r ~it <rm t;[<R> ~i  fifif>rorT 'iT I ;;IT 

alTm il:if flI<;fi ~  ~  ~  ij; ~ 

'qfT ~ 'liT ~~i  it'll, Cfil: i[1f ~ t , ir'f 

m ~ 'lit -u~ gil;, ~ ~ ~ mer 
ij-, 3f'lif[ ~ 1!'lR ~i  tf'.f! ~ 'lit 

iiffiTOfT ~ ~ rif> Cfil: i u~ i ~ ~~ 

~ ~ [if> Cfil: lfl<m-l£Tif ; ~ Cfil: 

lflq;[ ifil:ll1t'Rfl ~  m i ~ ~~ ~ 

il; ~ ~ '1ft ~  a-~  cnrf.r il; f.r1:!; ~ 

~ ~  

MR. SPEAKER: Is Shri Jyotirmoy Basu' • 

motion on the same or the other? 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: On the same 

and the other. 

MR. SPEAKER: Under the rules, there 

can be only one privilege motion in one 

sitting. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: Thco I will 

stick to the other one. 

MR. SPEAKER: So he is not taking up 

the one on this? 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: I would have 

liked to, but since you are preventing me from 

doing so, I stick to the other ne~ .' 

MR. SPEAKER: By· accepting this, the 

other cannot have any n e~ 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar): 

The letter in question is very objectionable. As 

has been pointed out, the attack on Shri 

Madhu Limaye was made at a time when he 

was coming to ,Parliament. I do not know the 

nationality of Mr. Jones. It has been said that 

he is a British national. His correct nationali ty 

should be ascertained, also whose guest he was. 

It is written that he wrote the letter from 

Faridabad. All these things should be found 

out by you. 

I am raising this point because the commcot 

made by the editor in today'. issue of the 

Hindustan Times is much more serious. He 

should not have me.de this comment while 

publishing the letter from Shri Sen. 

Therefore, I suggest that these two letters 

plus the comment of the editor must be referred 

to the Privileges Committee with authority to 

find out all the details and take such steps as 

it may deem proper. 
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU. My notice is 

under rule 377, On the appointment of adviler 

to the Governor of West Benga1 which is 

unconstitutional and outside hi. jurisdiction. 

MR. SPEAKER: Without being concerned 

about the seriousness of the motion already in 

hand, he i. pushing in his own. Let thi, be 
dispnaed of first. 

SHRI jYOTIRMOY BASU: You asked 

me whether I wished to .peak on this or the 

other ODe. I said I would like to speak on botil. 

It is my right to prefer and move both 

motions. 

MR. SPEAKER: No, that i. against the 

rules. 

SHRI jYOTIRMOY BASU: I have given 

notice under Rule 377. It does not restrict a 

member in any way. 

MR. SPEAKER: Then he should have 

said thaL 

SHRI jYOTIRMOY BASU: I have not 

given any notice of privilege hut I have given 

notices under Rule 377. 

sit m """ ~  O(liq-eT ~  

IJr'l'ftq ~  Ilfr 1f,! f<'rll"it, 3th ~i  

~  ,"0 it; <'fWi it; {J['f ;;ft -~ ~ 

t t ~  'a"'!f'f;T ~  {J<{if, ~  ~~ 'I>«1f 

~  ~ 3Th l[ll" ""/f"lft ~~~ 'I>«1f 

rn ~ I ;;ft ~ ~ ~ if f<=rt!IT 1f1tT ~  

~ ~  q<'r:r crr ~ ~ ~  ~  

ihft ~ I ~ i  it '{lJ il"rt if ~ i iftf<1lI1 

nr<'r ~  i ~  ~ fii" ~i  m ~ ~ 

~i  ~ f'li lf1tT fFlJI ;q-fif(f m IfIfomifc 
it; fm i ~ ij;;rr't if ~ ~ 'l>r 

~  ~ Iff i ~  I ~ ~ii  ~ fF 'frf<'fIfT-

ifi! ij; i\'1:n s ~~ ~  ~~ i ~ ~ 

m if f'l>m ~ if ~~ +it f<'rl1lT 

~  ~ ~ ~ iff ~ i ~ m 
1f<'rcr ;rrcr ilJ, <it Ifff ~ ~i  ~  

.rtfc'!r ~  I ~ crrf<'rlfrlR ij; i ~ it; 

.'1' if ~ i~ if ~ ~ ~  cr;r 

<it ~ i  ~~~  I ~ i  W 

~i  'lir ~  ~~ it; ~ ~ fmcorif Olh 
arl§';rn: it; ;;ft 'lisTifc<'f ~ ~ ~  i ~ lfQ: 

~  i ~  ilJ ~ ~ Im;1J flffif-

~ ~ '1i1 i ~ i - ~ ;rrcr 1fT or", ~ 
ii ~ ~ i  ~~ i~~~ 

~-  ~  ~~ ~ 'IiVIT ~~ I 

'{(f foro: 'I'IT ~ ~ ~ii  m 
t~ fsrflf\ir.r 'liT {JlfT<'r ~  lfITfuif 
ilJlfT? irt: ;rTt it 'fftlfi! m ~  ~ 

'lit crre'r.rI§':rT ~ I it~ ~ f'lim 

am i\'1:;r{ it; fu'i'IT'Ii ~~ f(ifl§'(ff ~ I ~  

~ '!it 'a"if lJ;r 1JTlJorT '!it ~ ~t  I 

~  ~ ~ f'f; IfIfr ~ ~~  if ilR!ril"rU 

'1ft 3n"lrift ~  ~~ 1fT ~  I itu 
~ ~ fF ~  ll"Q: crT ~ ~~ ~ fii" ~ 

1f<'f(l' ;rrcr r.rl§'t ~ ~  ~ irs-?:fi! if ~ 
~ ~  ~  i ~  f;r:;rr rn ~ 'li«1J 

i~  ~  ll"i[ ~i  ~ t ~ 'lir.tlfT&.T 'f 

'l>t, ~  ~~ 1m ~ tFf 

n ~ fufc;i" it; 3ffiiii"rU, fFm i t ~ 

it; orflif'1i1"U 1fT aT@f<fn:l 'lir ffilif"r'f\fT n: 
fm sr<fiT<: '1ft ~ ;;riT I it >.ft If'! 
f<'r1fit ~ ~~ arrif ~  ~ f'l>;;ft ~ 

~~ iJT'f lJT I1;tfo ~  qro ij; <'fPiT it; 

~  ~  ~  ~ ~~i n  if ~i ~ 'iT¥{ "liT-

~ i '1ft ~ am: ~  ~t  ~  ~ 'ii"ifilJ 

~  ~ ~  'lllJr f'f; ~it ~ "lfr 

'liifiIJ f"'lfT a I 
I!Ii\' ~ f"",q. (1iR),: ~ i  ~  

it ~  ;rr:r 'l>T fq,r'f "'Hr ~ fiO ~ 

l{T1f;;rT f<rn1nf;r'l>n: ~  it; ~-nit  

~~ ~ it aTl'f'I>T ~  'liT 

blfT'f ~i  ~ ~ ffi arr ... w ~ 

it; ~  ~ ~ 'fit ar@f<fl"U if arT ~ ~  

f;;r;:rij, w~  1m "l) aRzrr'lH ~ ~  

~ Q ~  ~ t ~ ~  ~t  
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..., <IT ~ t I Ilit ~ 'fi111'<'f ~ ~  

~ -~  ~~ ~  '#'nor ~~Q  

if ~ ~ if f<'fl!lT ~ f.!; ~ Q  mif it 

it ~ it; ftr.rf1Ii 'R<'f ~ ~  
ifmr f.I;lrr I ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ 

it>Jr <'f'l,"" t ~ ~ Q  ..rr ~ ~  rn 
if ~ <rif flfofl', ~ ~ ~ it  1f'1 

if i i ~  it ~ ~~ ~ 

f.!; ~ ~ f.!;Q' aiR 'OfT ~ t I 

~ ~~ O!if.m ani'r liT ~ if 

mlffil' ..mt ~  \lrf'li"l' it ~  ~ t 

~ ~ ~ f'li 'Ii1iT nT ~ 1R ifarnrr 
~ f.!; am: ~ ~ '1ft ~  at ~i  

~ if llff 'Iit;rtW ~ I ~ ~ if 
ani'r liT ~~ ~  :orr ~ ~ ~ 'lit 
m iIi't ~  <rif '11"(1\" I it ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~~ f.!; ar;fi liT ~~ 
if ~ ifuf am: ~ em ~ ~  

~ I it <r@ ~ ~ f.!; ~ IfT1r.IT ~

fi;r;m Q'f1ffir it; Q ~ "lA-, ~~ ~ 

~e  mr ~ I!i't ~ arm;m-'1ft 
~~ sroe-r iI>'t <lTittft, at ~ 

~ am: ~ it; ire 1fT ~Q  am: 
~ ~  I arTOI it ~ ~~~ ~

q;ft ~  ~ ~ I 

THE MINISTER OF LAW A.1Iffi SOCIAL 

WELFARE (SHRI GOVINDA MENON): 

The letter which appeared in th", paper of the 

18th is a very intemperate and defamatory 

attack against not only Mr. Madhu Limaye 
but every Member of this House. It is an acci-

dent that his name came there, because if you 

read the letter as a whole you would under-

stand and see that this is against "your poli-

ticians". Look at the words "your politicians" 
in which term are included all of us here iD-

cluding myself and the Home Minister and the 

Prime Minister, and the Speaker also, as the 

representative of Parliament; comes in for 

attack. This is"a very serious matter and I do 

not think there is any body in the House who 

does not feel Indignant over the way in which 

this letter to the Editor was published on the 

18th. Something has appeared today also but 

that does not tak\o away the seriousness of what 

was written earlier. Therefore I submit tl'Iat the 

House should unanimously take note of the 

temper of that letter, the Iaek of taste in that 

letter. I find it difficult to believe that an 
Englishman as the name indicates ..•. 

SHRI HEM BARVA (MangaIdai): Is that 
an Englishman or an Anglo-Indian ? 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: I do not 

know .•.. can say like that, because he says that 

he left this country in 1947 with a very good 

parliamcntaty system which is being destroyed 

by your politicians today ; the very language, 

and the reference he has made are such and I 
find it difficult to believe that an Englishman 

would have written in this strain. I have grave 

doubts over the matter. I do not know whether 

it is a fictitious name or a real name. I am 

Bure the Home Minister would enquire into the 

whole matter. But I want to tell you, Sir, that 

every Member of this House feels that this is 

an intemperate attack on all of us including 
you ..•• (InlemlPlWns.) 

MR. SPEAKER: There need be no debate 

now ; we are Dot taking it up for discussion. 
All theoe motions have come under rule 377. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: I have given 

under rule 222. 

MR. SPEAKER: It is quite serious, espe-

cially when it comes from a foreigner and an 

Englisliman out of all foreigners. Before I give 

my ruling I should like the Home Minister to 

enquire about this gentleman, who he is, where 
is he from. 

MR. SPEAKER: That is not difficult. 

SHRI HEM BARUA: Should the Indian 

Parliament take note of an individual writing a 

letter in a column of a newspaper? 
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SHRI PILOO MODY (GOdhra) , Is there 

DO IeDIC of proportion? I wish you allowed 

somebody tlse to expreos an opinion which d_ 

not neceuari!y form part of the IIJlctimoniouo 

oerm<ln which we have heard 110 far. I hope 

you would allow me one minute. I do Dot \lie 
too many worda to exp ..... an idoa. 

I quite agree with many of my colleagues 

here that it would be demeaning this HolllC if 

we were to take any notice ofthi.letter. There 

is no difference of opinion on what the Law 

Minister says about the letter ; it is in c:xtreme 

poor taste and it is not even factually correct 

and Mr. Madhu Limaye is =tainly to be 

sympathised with for being involved in this sort 

of ocurrilous letter. However, we shall be 

doing Our.oel_ great injustice-including the 
Speaker, including the Home MiDister .0 well 
.. the Law Minister-if we started taking 

notice of letters that appear in the columns of 

newspapers. There are other correspondents 

who for the next two or three weeks will go on 

opposing and writing letters against Mr. 

Tumple Jones. I do not think that the Parlia-
ment of India should be the body to take notice 

of this sort of thing. Whether it is written by 

aD EogU·hman or a J avaDelle or an Indian. I 
do not think it makes any differenee whatso-

ever. It is somebody'. point of view with wbV:h 

we do not agree. We are all very concerned 

about it, but nonetheless,_ it is a point ofvicw 

which should be treated with the contempt that 

it deserves. 

SHRI KANW AR LAL GUPTA: Let there 

be an enquiry. 

SHRI jYOTlRMOY BASU: This 'is a 

calculated attempt to undermine this democra-

tic set-up and alllO the freedom struggie which 

this country had carried on for Y"""" The 

question ii, whether their over-energetic police 

officers belonging to Mr. Chavan who wanted 

to shift their attention' and make .: judicial 

enquiry and all that in another region, will DOW 

go iJUo this? Mar bilk the han. ~  to 

submit a thorough report or this man'. profe .. 
lien,owhat his reasons" m for tiiS ltajr ·in this 
COUDtry, and ,whether this letter is fictitious imd 

10 on? At 'the lalDe ,time,the Editor ofthi. 

paper . mUll be asked to "'Plain why he baa 

taken this Step to publish this sort of silly and 

damaging letter. (InllmlpUtm) 

MR • .s!EAKER: Everything will be taken 

up later. I must have some information from 

the Home Minister. I think he will be in a 

position to supply it. 

SHRI HEM BARUA: This matter should 

be sent to the Privilqa Committee. Other-

wise, it will he a had taste on our part. (1_ 
ruptilm) . 

MR. SPEAKER: I am not coing to say 
anything now. (Inlm'uplw.,) 

11ft ~ R1' : ~  ~ m 
~  ~  ~ ~  ~ ~  I II"! ;;iT !fiT 
Iji<J(qfd41 ~ i i iti fotit ~ ~ 

~  III ~  ~ ~ I ~ ~ .-rcr lfil' 
lI(I' ~  ~  ~i n  lfil' ~ ... ~  •.. 

it 0fR6T ~ ~  ~tt ~ ZTZT fimT 
~ 8RRTU it; ~  .. ~  ... 

-MR. SPEAKER: Some views were given. 
Mrs. Tarkeshwari Sinha--(lnIm'UpUtm) Older, 

pi ..... ;-put it like this : that when Mr. Madhu 

Limaye and his friends were coming, they were 

tliking a petition to the Parliament House. 

Mr. Banerjee baa in a very able manner put his 
own cue. (IntnruptiIm) 

SHRI HEM BARUA: Why not a judicial 

Committee enquire into these incidents? 
(Inllmlplilm) 

MR. SPEAKER. There are other sides to 
the question. 

. SHRI BALRAJ MADHOK (South DdhI) : 

The HoIlIC would like to loove It in your handa; 

you have known the IICDIC of the House, and 

you shonld take a deciaion. 

. MR. SPEAKER: Let it be e:.amined. We 
are:very c:onscious of our own righta. We Ill'!' 

also· conscious of the rights of Ihe citizens ;also. 
As to who this citizen is, why he should ";y 
that "ypu politicians; when we left the country 

iu 1947, we left it like ,"this and all t~-- -  
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many foolish things have beeu said by bim-

. let us bow . the facti. He may be jultitied to 

aercise hian,ht which ia giftll to the citizeao, 

ill writing to the papc:n. But "De tbiug we 

should not fotg1Ot: that: hiI wlmle alteutiOD, 

that hla wbDIe attack iI on ounelva : .. to bow 

far we -.owd BtaDCI it or ijpIore it ia the qu ... 

tiem. (I.......,.) 

SHRf HEM BARUA: He bas iJIed dirty 

Iangu.oge. 

MR. SPEAKER: There are a nUlllber of 

·EngHshmeri I have met,liviDg even at this time 

in England, wtio still think thty are ·carrying 

tbe White man', bunien even now. . 

SHRI PILOO MODY: We lcavei.he 

matter entirdy in your bands. 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you. Are you 

satisfied? We now adjourn for lunch ·and 

meet again at 2.30. 

13.1!Jhn. 

TM Lok Sabluz ~ fllr Lu7rdt Ii/l 
TiIirty".;,.,.,.., jHm F_ qfflw CWo 

. Tho LDk Sab/uJ ............. W 4Itw t-h '" 77Iirt1-
(me minules fHul F_ ofth. C/ocI; 

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER i. tIu CIuzir J 

.DEMANDS FOR GRANTS, 1970-71-c...td. 

MINm"RY Op STEEL AND HEAVY 

ENOINEElUNG-CoIlld. 

MIt. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: SIui Damani ; 

absent. Shri K. K. Nayar. 

SHRI K. K. NAVAR: (Babraich) Mr. 

Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I rile to make a rew 

critical observations OD the policies which 

we bave been following and on the roulta. It 

iI not my purpose to belitde tbe magnificent 

effort whicb is being made, and which bas 

been made, to .make this country self-su8iciCllt 

in steel ; nor is it my intention to ~ e 

the achievements whicb haY<: been made 10 

far, but I Wiahto pi .... paiDt IODie of the 

failures and aIso·to caution the· MiniIt!y 

against certain pitfalls ill the policy which 

tbiI MiDiItry pursues at present. 

Of all the steel procNurao ill the coulUrJI 
HiDdultan Steel Limited ill tbe public __ iI 

pre.cminendy the higest. It produceo ill the 

finUbed steeJ IIighdy more than baIf tbe total 

production ill the country. In 1:be private 

_tor are Tata Iron and Steel and Indian 
Iron and Steel. The Hind_ Steel is. 

triptych or tbree-foJd org&DiIation coDliating.of 

1:bree units wbich have reached tbis country 

from different lOurces-Rourtcla Unit &om 
the Germans, Bhilai from the RUIIia& and 
Durgapur from the British. These unito were 
banded over to UI as Turnkey proj..,tI, com-

plete ill lbape. We were not auociated with the 

creation of the project. We haY<: been merely 

banded over the projects, .. il were. Any 

defectl ill our functioniDg must naturaUy be 

reflected in the roultl of our performance. It 

is a sad commentary on our performance thai 

al the moment our production is only 65 per 
cent of the installed capacity. Sbri Cbandi, 

wbo took over recendY--1lOt quite recently 

but two years aco-the HindUltan Steel laid 

that if we could iIlcreaoe our production to 75 

per cent of the installed capacity we may be 

able to break even. I do trust that hope would 

be ful611ed. But I cannot understand wby 17 

years after the Rourkela Proj..,t was iDItalIed-
it was inltaIIcd in 1953-54--we are still run-

ning 10 much behind the inltalled capacity. 

I cannot lee wby we should not achieye 75 

per cent the CCQDomy targtt, or even the 

hundred per cent. target. or even excel it. The 

conditions are favourable; we have all the 

material required, manpower, everything. 

According to the assessment of Sbri Cbandy, 

tbe failure bas been lB<gdy due to tbe inade-

quate stocking of spare parts. In one of his 

statements be said that be would nol like to 

exbome Qld graves. He would not like to 

disinter the corpICS from the graves. At the 

time when they were inltalled the pe!IoDi 

concerned did not think of stocking enough 

·Moved witb tbe recommendation of thl PRoident. 


