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T IfF maw Hrag =i fear
WE 17 A ww A ? At
Fifs 1w F Ay A Aw, S
A Tefafredam w1 avwer & gaay
FEAM IR AL FHEAT A JF
IR T TFR F g a1 57 o1 @
€\ & agur W § frew wAR
0% feeelt #Y fmo 1 famred 3 fad,
g 9T A d@ FO F fag, agi o
T famey F fad, seaure 5
STRE

afad g 3§ A & AT
2R fam AWl @ aree foar mar @
AR G, TR AQA AL

st AW wETw A (qUEER)
gamafs AgE, @ argn a9 feedlt A
fequam Tt @ §ag TR AT
Tl § aT ggt ) fae gse T
2T W AT FGT 9T 3T F gR0T 1 AT
YT § fF agi 9X FE FEES a7 A
THIT &7 WFAH oHa g gi g &
gl guaar g 5 3@ feom = famsy &
far g #0 Sarad Q@
argar § & gas Qs a1y @R radds
F T 9 T AT A1fRY |
MR. CHAIRMAN: You are repeating
what Shri Madhok has said. The Minister of
Parliamentary Affairs, Shri Raghu Ramaiah,
has taken note of the submissions that have

been made by the two Members. He will
convey it to the Government. . . . (Interruption)

14.08 hrs,

MOTION RE : TWELFTH REPORT OF
COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES

Wt wy fmd (W) @ @l
R, 99y g @ gEF AR F

AGRAHAYANA 11, 1892 (S4K4)

Tuwelfth Rep. of Committee
of Privileges

aTTHr sgFEAr dgar g fF Ay el
AT 9 JTA 19 T@gg N AT 9@/S
T 9T g AR g9 T 92 1w
¥ gy ?

qaafa agam : g v A Ffas-
& fag aifag

st Ay fmd 9w @ @rg @
gt ?

& eqmd wATE ¢
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“f& ag awr fadwifawre afufa &
g wfadw ax, &Y 24 Aqwy,
1970 Y awr & sr=ga fipar w4t ar
feaR s &

MR. CHAIRMAN : Motion moved :

“That this House do comsider the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi~
leges presented to the House on the 24th
November, 1970.”

st Ay fam¥: @ o fawa g
Ig @gd guAT§ @tk 1966 ¥ =
Yo To o ¥ Fgat 50T feqie qrfrar-
I T RN I T @R
et 7 fefr &7 ¥ gga A fqEE S
WE | AR gk gen 5 sw wa
¥ giaafas g7 § AT TOI@ FREE
T 9T | A q ST AT IEA0T BN
FHY I+ §$ A GLHX J daar frar
ar fs fadml § wEI@ wERAT STAT
sga fad @t w agafa @ of afs
IgH FE WA | TH Y F TS g
ft & S &H A A FrgET qIFY
T WA a8 S G0d HT A2ATEA
i {7 fergeam & g1 gam wra, SEdTd
%1 Wi ag faxal = fada s30T @19
gy AR T IFOEr WHan
*ft frofa gaw ar )
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[= =y fewa ]

9T fo To o ¥ TH AW T AT
N A Iwawa FEna faq =t o
gHo Fig ggE A afafs MAG WA H
qAGH FI TAT JAFQ q oA AR
gfafs &1 g s &1 @E fFar
a1 faas wowaew gfafs ¥ @@
e @ fafasdt &1 a9r FIF o S
gifafger §, QA0 F1 AN sgW@AT |
79 giga I wfafs =1 99 T97 98 Far
fr fa dama & g o guar
qt f5 g7 wat # qu fear o, afafa
Fyar fe @ faa daem &Y gaaTSl
T ATAA T A F2ra< 31 3F TR
¥ guwTET 4T 97 | 9 9% a9 9T A
g7 fr g@d ey ¥ awg A pomrga 4
arfasar Fr N ? qrafasar ag
fr s wow & s & Fratag
q e focdl & e gasit G
F@d ox gro g @ 6w gaAr
T FAT AIAT § AR A% 3F AR
guAET T 41 fF mer 9g wawe @
5 oz feelt 7 felt el o0 & @
frafe & @i § su gar =1fad, 45
M@ T Fak FA ) Afew g
1T T 45 TR F A3 TATE Tro o
o F gAY &1 1 IF TAG THo Hro
S qgA AT ¥ AR ST AN 5T
WITE N PEO@H s @arar
gasit qrga F1 & a1 % ag 74 qge
N AFY AR Fgy 5 ag A9 Q@
R ZAH AT q@ gIW F A 9@,
A Tag garar qgr 91 #R gaar fear
Tar ot | AfFT THo "o FsT GrET
I @A W@ ol §9F qIE @ A
Hag oX ¥gg g | 99T AT FWER
FAN FAT T TE | GER FA F @
qae A AT N Fagafq T SreT S99
H Igi 3@ A 9 SR fear fF aig
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gET A Twd aEwrQ gtafy s &,
THo &Yo gadl arga ¥ wraw #1 fgarar
AR AN @ W afafe F @A o3
TR S 1 gEd IR § § fadwrfas
T FI IoET | qrHer  fagafas
afafs & T T | 99 O faww
REfFTmamy A @A AT FAIF
Fury fagwifaee afafs § dto go &t
g fr amosr Ta AT ? ST ¥
T AT @ g AL 99 aR F gale
agl ar | AfFT FiF FA 57 F fraww
FAA 1 97 gig faar w@r 9r q IR
Y ST FE i O 1 gEsit agd
¥, 7Y AR ¥ A AL a9 g
fom afawifaal &1 &4 T fagr § sasr
gaa qgR wWifg ¥ Ak w@d fR
frsw qx ag=ar aifed av 1 2T afafa
F qr fear ? afafa ¥ 9fF @o o o
¥ arAw g3 Ay & 1 4, swfed g
fd dto o @o @ AR F G | fro
To Hro § uw 39 afafgy F1aw # 9
3q afafa & aot it e & o) o
To o F1 foiE &, SaF < fagar-
fase gfafa & fase fear ok S99
ag favig fear f 9% @ faosd §
IR g AW agHa § 191 fasaat &t
IV U

# ¥ frewd arar fgear qgar 30

gamfa agag : & FqraFT =17 &
315 &1 qTs &i9ar Jg@T § 1o«
faarg 93 FF AT FIAC ST AT |

ot 7 fomd : a7 mfas g1 gT

AT ATAT q9&T  ATAT § AV AT IFHY
AR
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st |o !‘Tolﬁ(ﬁngz):gq
v frast 2 a% & f5 v AT
gy &

MR. CHAIRMAN : Rule 315 reads thus:

“Before putting the question to the
House, the Speaker may permit a debate on
the motion, not exceeding half an hour in
duration, and such debate shall not refer
to the details of the report further than is
necessary to make out a case for the consi-
deration of the report by the House.”

SHRI NATH PAI (Rajapur): I move
that time allotted for Shri Madhu Limay’s
motion be extended to 2 hours.

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam) : What for
does he want two hours ?

SHRI NATH PAI: How much time does
my hon. friend want ?

&
SHRI RANGA: The PAC has already
gone into this matter.

SHRI NATH PAI : I think leave is granted
and the House agrees to my motion, and so,
let us continue with the debate.

AN HON. MEMBER : How does he say
that the House agrees ?

SHRINATHPAI: I did not hear any
oppotition to my motion.

MR. CHATRMAN : Since we are governed
by this rule and there is a specific fule on the
subject, unless a motion is moved for the sus-
pension of the rule....

SHRI NATH PAI : So far as debates are
concerned, in this case, I do not think that
suspension of the rule is required or will be
justified. If there is an allotted time, then the
House is absolutly within its competence and
right to make a motion to extend the time. If
Shri Ranga wants less than two hours, we can
make adjustments.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS, AND SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH) :
Let us make it one hour.
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SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE
(Kolaba) : I wan to bring to your notice one
small point..,..

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH (Rohtak): It
should not be more than one hour. We agree
with the hon. Minister.

SHRI DATTATRARYA KUNTE: As
far as rule 315 is concerned, it refers only to
the consideration of the report, and, therefore,
the House can discuss the motion and dispose
of it within half an hour. But there is another
motion which has been moved by Shri Madhu
Limaye, for which there is no time-limit. You
have, in your wisdom, asked us to speak on
both the motions at the same time. Had there
been only one motion, for the consideration of
the report, then we could have finished it
within half an hour. But becausé you have
asked the House to discuss the second motion
also for which there is no time-limit, as far as
I am aware of the rules, therefore, this ques-
tion of half an hour need not be there at all.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let it be one hour
Government are also agreeable to one hour.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Shri
Nath Pai is under the impression that rule 315
is binding on us, and he has therefore moved
for extension of the time. When there is no
time-limit, and there is a motion before the
House, nobody should really try to fix a time-
limit at this stage. Let the debate go on,
and at a later stage, the House may decide
whether the debate should conclude or not.

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : I think the
the general consensus is to have one hour for
this debate.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : No. no.
There is another motion before the House for
which no time has been allotted. So, let the
debate go on and then the House can decide.
There is no reason for Shri Nath Pai’s motion
at this stage.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : What is. your
decision ?

MR. CHAIRMAN : We have extended it
to one hour.
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st wy forwd : qumfe w@Ra, fF
arddt ¥ aix & gfafs ¥ 9g 19 =
F 3 giqgamy A AT T g
afFr Y AR @ € fF SE 4]
Wmﬁnmwm%arﬁqfuﬁ
yrgdfF aam & ar ¥ T sAT
Faqy ¥ oRaTE W A qFo Wo THA
¥ qex wfafy a1 48 fear 1 gfafa
Yvgr & T ag e A I gl g,
T ATl ®OX FT JFAA GAT @, AFDA
qfafy qga sec & | ofafs s fF
Tt Ay gk &, afe

‘It did not yunt to misl
Committee’.

ding the

aga gare ¢ afafy | fra a9 F
q & afafa ¥ s gHo Hro S F

qu e SgIAT 21 @aRATS
44 qx foqr W OF & qTATE @ FT

gﬁ'ﬁTi’l’E’dTE':

“The Committee have accordingly
reached the conclusion that Shri S. C.
Mukherjee did not correctly present the facts
to the Public Acconts Committee during the
course of his oral evidence on the question
of the changes made in the bank guarantee
form. The Committec are, therefore, of the
opinion that Shri S. C. Mukherjee has com-
mitted a breach of privilege and contempt
of the House by mis-representing the posi-
tion in the matter and thereby misleading
the Public Accounts Committce. The fact
that such a contempt has been committed
by a responsible public servant of Shri S. C.
Mukherjee’s position has increased the
gravity of the offence”.

Zq TAA FT Q1 qgIT AT TGS T
o AT 91, ATFT FER T W AHAL
% faaT BIS FEAATEY AGT AV | FAGT &
T8, Saw -t { AT
R earw § o Ig SAE CATE FAL
& yodT 1w gEEl FY QT
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2 fF Tt ¥ FIX q¢ W S e
qA | I AT GEFR F FAL A
grg faar 91X ? 2w @ 9% @ G
T3 AR WO FWM FW AW
X wrEl w79l T FFAE A AN
arat & faars af sead g A,
fow g ¥ Sgw swwa e, S
TER R AR T gEA g
I ABTT F FAT A FT FT9 IGH! 7
fear sm

s get F A g faega s
1 % A9, O 99 S, @ G
& w7 F an fean, faad qaard
FT ATAAT § AT HFRX FT THAA FIA
FT AHAT & | T9F A% § ofeqs gFTe-
g aAd  F g fF aER FEaan
FN1 59 I% & 3@ FOT A 997 TG
FUQE | TR IqF qI § Fraangy
FA A qIG AWHT GIT GIHIL B
dig 3T =gy &, ar &l E, gifE &
swar § f& @@ 39 ad @
I -

AT ot gEoil T g9 AT §
9§ #1 uF Aea afafa & qm
q& TS IM—a9w, FEW, X F AR
3T TATT AW, WH WA A Ta-
AT FTAT 1 IFF IR T IAW! Qo=
FIW T A GIER A w4 |7 faar
wmd, ag ¥ awe § A anan § 1 A
qg ATAAT LT Y qiq faar aar, @
¥ AT eI F ITHE—AT JrAy § e
FA ¥ gzA F X qarel a0F @@
F—a a o e fawrw A1 39w
arg s gFsll  Jar-frga § Er—ag
a P N st A farwre #g
s A PN \ww W fedfres
TA FT OWAAT, AT HT ACHAT, T
q3T ISTAT AT, A ¥ I afgwrfat Hr
At ya-fae @ A A far
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T ? 5@ Ak ¥ afsqs  gaTded SRS
w i § 1 gEre ¥ SEy A A
g1 frar ? gAR A AWy g N
& FA F ol oA @T T@A & | ITH
@ A gfaax agam F fa¥ N gw
A 5y oy §, I M eERw
TATHTA I & | ;@ ar /U FH
A A ARTA B gW qAT AG ¥ ?
T I @ T GIH1T FAMT H A7 F
Hg ¥ wda @ &1 A ok fag
& TIH Y FIH MG ATA § AT T iy
AT AT AT T IIG N FW FWQ
grmrram qaf ?

war ag § fF aig ama &
TqQ foar A & ey Mg ¥y gF
I qIT F WA [@AT ARAT §, A
AT gaeql § g ater qar g, Frawy
AR A @ AT g
“Now, my contention is that the whole
story woven by Mr. Wancchoo about am-
biguity, about two possible interpretations,
as also about not translating and conveying
properly the Finance Ministry’s instructions
to the Steel Controller is a concoction pure
and simple. There was absolutely no basis
for this statement. What is more importaat is

that Mr. Wanchoo knew that there was no
basis for making this observation.”

wET ¥ Ag TA-STER 997 A E,
faad ag aifeg Qar § f gl grga
7 gz fafret & easdiaeor w4 AT AR
ag ST fear a1 SaF T st
T FNA F AN Fgd & 5 dferea,
afafiady, €t | ga¥d afeafiad Far 9 ?
fex W afafy F ST HFR ITH AN
T f&aT | ;T gAR FIT A WAIT TG
wer g 5 df st aig arde o THo
g w@ fay wfafy sav faars 18
FIEGTE AE FIEAT ATEA ? IAHT BT
YO gum A af amar g M AALH

AGRAHAYANA 11, 1892 (SAKA) Tuwelfth Rep. of Committes 402

of Privileges

afafy ¥ gamr 4% agi, s 831 I%
g | 9Ty g W TG qar T 9w
arg gfafy & qray T&mg) 31 7y §
@ FAT AMT FIge@ AN TA-7aGIT HT
9y § ar a1 wrza § fear gar
? 5 gasr garar faar & ersdwor
F aaqrg faar &1 feT W afufx
s FF A T FW 1 A I
R’rm%tagwﬁo o Q{Tog-"ﬁ'(—-
# Fgar A IEAT—IAA § ) A
F UT F IR F9 qFE gHar e ?
afes fag =t g5t &1 afafy & owgr
2, 3% fears WY ag g&7 FEIE FA
g fgas w@r g

9y 9g¥ & I7 AT ¥ afusd
Fr F9f 1 IrgAT g1 59 ¥W H e
afawmd &1 WA F@r Fifgg IR
7 gr A ifgd, gawr & 99f FAr
Tigar § | $fsaa AT Fs F oA
191 & g ofedq & ax § @
TR

“Whoever being legally bound by oath
or by an express provision of law to state
the truth, or being bound by law to make
a declaration on any subject, makes any
statement which is false and which heeither
knows or believes to be false or does not
believe to be true, is said to give false evi-
dence.”

T 193 ¥ @@ v &Y o ar
gRAT & AR FATAT AN awAT & 1

Ay Fargm @ qiw e 7 war
aqr—sft a1 qif Far g5 § {5 fraw
Fgr q1-fF ‘o€ ux geifie o arg
qremA”’, I AE AW XA &
@ FT g7 s ST & fF ‘arf ow
weifase wz Wi Areaw | 7 9|
ara F e g =ifyy, agt § ara fl
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[+ wefead |
=t sTw g A Rl g
AT gEEl # ast awA% &t W@y
R 129 aofis &1 Freor qav & P oFaAv
I F1 79 qIG B ATGFHIT TG & ?

# aq mfgaied dfazg ¥ 755 90
T Y FIA TF & 9T 9GF AT
S g

“The power of commitment is truly
decscribed as the key stone of parliamentary
privilege.”

TR -\ Fg AT
=t e fag : fRadt [ as

&t vy fomd : § 3@ 9T ) Fvar

g:

“In modern times the indispensability

of the power of commitment of anybody

responsible to public opinion, whether these

- functions are legislative or judicial, has been
amply demonstrated by experience.”

ga¥d w71 v & fr arefaar AT s
¥’ 9w ars foaeefea &, Soat a8
afgwrT § R ¥ 37 afasrd &1 Q@9
o F@ &

#t gFGT A W Jq fraw ¥ g9
Tt Ealesg &5 www A A
faar qoes 7 @ AfgFR F1 @A
frar & 1+ @ qxre Frara &1 S
g5 192 93 JY 9ergw fzy § ¢

“In one case in 1956 the Rajasthan
Vidhan Sabha committed eight persons to
jail to serve a sentence of fifteen days im-
prisonment for contempt of the Honse. In
the other case, in 1960, the Madhya
Pradesh Vidhan Sabha committed four
persons to prison for contempt till further
orders of the House.”
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T § ag F@r nar ¢ fedt oY
AN QO frae el 5q @ F ava IF
TS ATH FTHA FT AT ] &7 AMGHIT
grafem agt &1 @y aamian
TS & | IAH OF Q1A T AT &
AR g 1T NAT Far g AT F
99 ag S5y £ W AT wEEAde
FgaE g ) AR N
afeameT g & Nfd 1 e i
f aga AT @3 a5 &9 F7 T gFY
EN W ag 20 ardE aF @EA I«
ar 20 aTd/E aF a1 22 i aF AR
IgF q? W9 qF wsgafa agara gy
FWAETT aF A7 7T AT 2 AFA §
afea &3 20 e, 25 far a1 arg |
NaafafiNg P fasam N ¢ fs
ama feq A g 7 & 97 )

qeAE WA, AT AP 9GS T
gET A w9 @) fear ? W gy
ag I & A g fagaa F §
g ¥ FET IREATE I Ag 15 qAF
1968 it gan 1 gAR AT fax fadw
TF F AT IT ARG FEI A HAY A1 2o
T gaw fag A 791 & A F@E )
TATET FHT F AR &R F 98 TF
Figr AT AW e AfFr ) §k
s g fag Y sg AT qrgT F;v
am g v | FARTIEIT AE .

“This House resolves that the person
calling himself Shri Gopal Tripathi who
threw some papers from the visitors’ gallery
on the floor of the House at 3 p. m. today
and whom the watch and ward officer took
into dy i diately has itted a
grave offence and is guilty of contempt of
this House. This House further resolves that
he be sentenced to simple imprisonment
till 6 p. m. on 18th November, 1968.”

MR FTams §gi1aRF
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T oy @13 7 feelt 7 frdrw A
fear | #agt w1, a7 §g@ qan
Far | afea fplr | fQe adi fear
% 735 A99 AT FY o< FA ¥
fo wgrear wist & g8 Xw ¥ wifaq
TR FAT § | AR A TG F AT
% 33 a3feal ¥ W amex wama fear
AT IFR A feT A I9 ] § 1 wifa-
52T F@ F ¥ T o A
AR At ITIgw F g5 TR X § Fagd
far {feam A A H a@mEw N
T § 39H I & @ faw Jq X A7
A FWE @A R Fae gaa
fad & s7or @y AN
FAE W @A ¥ | ag ¥ FW R AR
s & g am 1 ag-wag 3w 3fa
F AIGA FET AGIT §, AT F I
# a8 a9 =19 @1 g frar ag @ 5
St ged T faT Y a9 qF gaF A
aifiqel e # F fa¥ AT
FAT W AT W W qIG W AN AT
FHdr & 5 S g4 wardr Far &Y, oy
oF gfafa #1 qrag s+ &1 fifaa #R
IEH AT qIA e A gor 3 F qaww
W (swaemw) o#Y @Y ama faw
seT fFar §, a9 R SaTar 9TeY &
v I fa¥ qeqrg FTaFT § 1

ot §o wto wawi: AfFT ag @B
aifaqer e € 1

=t vy fawd : ag s g arga &,
A0 wrgar g fF e A # aFea
T FT FW qg T F | AL FAHI
ARG AL FAT § A I W A F T
FHY § | A IR ITR QAT g @Y
Y g F O W F fA¥ a0
gEAt F qx F qasi H A A|Ar
aTfRy |
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AR WERW : TAFR ANT Rt w7
A 3F AL Faa & a1 qEEE 7S
AT FW § A gH AT FarEAr 7
& | 3% wrwa gia So § | WA aE
[ AN qgAr §, qrr qrAd
FATET S wY § 7 q@ @ g | AUAT
F3d § 5 fael Aqq FAHFT A TEQ
g | €F5g ATAA, 55 AATAA, FIH
2 1@ ug g wwEad § grafad
agyg?

T uTHT agen : faaga aea=g g1

5t wa fawd : fyaga swa=g 0
I WA FT AAQT HI19F AT AT {O
Brlax g qage /A F
FgaT F1gar § A &K sew Sy § wgar
f s aga sarar @A faeawe 7 afa,
T IFE FY I ATIF A F Y aAr
W ¢, gadt fredard ¥ e ¥ anw oy
T AT ITUIT | AT @Y Ao §, ATTH
FTE oIeT T FEI A & | TT AWM AV
FE T T I8T TG & | Y IIT AW
§ a8 JRast I8 FT g § 9w awg
¥ fF goF F1 Fearw fFar SEr avg
ax fad Wy ag = F [ sy F)
afeT atrg T gw 1w N § AR WS
Fs&) aEY | gafad & & sAfeat ¥ gAY
QT SEIAT § A I WYF FT wrAEr
331gq @R A qews-faasafg qar
AT FTHT B AT I F R E
YETE FT GHIT Friod |

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar):
I move my amendment.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Not now.

oo W gAn fag : A, §
Y 7 fowd ofY 1 Y w=a19 & 99 ST
¥ gg aul yugud g AfFT St 3
IR gl ITHT GEI-FEI T F WG
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[s10 7 g farg]

FWE I garr QT FW I
I ¥F wadT 2\ FifF 9 geT A
7g afaw § o o 118 ot arem e
#J ITFT AT I FT BEAT I qIA
F GFAr g AR 3@ gfee ¥ 3@ agq W
g ¥ ag daaT fear a1 R arer s
T & HAra ¥ gan dR fam A &
AN oY anfrax arfaa B M, sa%
fams Fdarg) @qa #, T9 @A T
7AAT § AR FIIX F14a187 AT F1zd
fawd fedi a1 sy q1g ¥ X faema A
T f5 air ¥ ag g@ae W wwdr
F | AMFT 78T 9T GIFR 7 A4 g
Fiar g 1 fegy Ig el ¥ S wwfaar
W AT § [ W@ R 3uH § fawqa
® § AT G ATEAT WX A Tt
gifss & I & wifs w7 frafa iR
anra fear war @R AL &7 9rer |
wgaT AR q TG wd Fdaifgai @
FMaa § gE 9T ard anal F =AW A9
F WA FL ATIAT 9T | AT WY 59
T F a@faal F 999 qR N F
s FAT-FQq @fawa &, o
FAT-FQT 37 937 gam § &R T F
fwg wgi 500 ufy feaed aw AL
ifgd agi 1800 uf faea & 1 At sz
geqd F FAT FEAIE FE g AN
gFIR R & Fifgy FAifs S
FAAT F TR AT AEAF  THGC § 99
I gl F T ATEA FF W@ E
ifr q@o Wo FFAT ¥ W aEr wafaar
FAN AT JE TR AR W aw @
g A § 1 q@o o gEA AW AIY
¥ W 9 wfat FI7 Tt g8 g
2 F mgagm regmw @A N
freigd® 39 et et W ¥
afeq get oI N waw g B @w ara
fomr 4 o &Y o WA F qgT gg 9%
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agad § AfFT o gawr & Far oy, &
qFqT TGN § ATA FHSHE AL

it g0 Qo WA : ST 4 AR
WA §UT § N AP gyl W W §,
qg ATHIAGT 40 |

o W AT fag : AT =T FRA oA
T dYg NG GNER F FW @I ar
FER FH A} F30 | 7T aF AR S

ot gRo Ao st () 1 AR
T &7 gugd w60 94 frar afsw
ATT T IT GIFR F 71 @ § |

o W gan fag: a9 I &,
wfay & g Fgar ag wvgan, @90
1EaT g | ot 83T ¥ afawd w7 gdaa
@y g AT ag fqagw g fF @37 9w
Mifpa §) a9, agi IuFr WAz 73
AT GIFR 1 AT &, A F JIE0
gt #X, IFNE G F, IR FY €6
T % f dfaara A arusit F garfas
SN afgsaqd T P g I Fg 2|
afea & ag Nt & =gar § 5 sfaam
FT INIT G FX | IJ9F T AfaFR
&, ag 9% 3, afFT afawaq a9 T8
Farfs gER RN afadl & I93 a0
Saar A A q1g, FF T Aq@y
uF @ AAET G &, g€ JFq IS
fag® S99 Jwar FEF O FaE R
AR a1 AT W ]

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam): Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, I wish to express our sense of grati-
tude to the Public Accounts Committee and
the other Members of the House who have
rendered signal service in laying their finger
on this particular officer and finding him guilty.
1t is not always so easy to catch hold of people
like this, They are very highly placed, as Mr.
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Madhu Limaye said, and are highly connected
and then highly involved in ministerial politics.
My hon. friend had stated that this has been
going on for the past 10 years. Isay this has
been going on for the last 24 to 25 years ever
since the Swaraj Government has come.

The persons holding the Ministry and the
various other Ministries might have been diffe-
rent but the party that has held office has been
the same. Only a part of it has come over to
our side now. But otherwise, the guilty
political force was the same. The Public
Accounts Committee, from time to time, has
been warning the Government to take neces-
sary action against such officers who have been
responsible for more heinous crimes and at
whose doors more directly the guilt was traced.
And yet, it was always possible for the Govern-
ment to come and say later on that the
concerned officer had retired, or had gone
out of service, for some reason or other or had
died and therefore he could not be punished.

We have heard s0 manyscandalsattached to
quite a number of industrial houses and one
of them was condemned by this Iron and steel
Ministry itself and other Ministries too and
their name was placed in the blacklist; that
was Aminchand Pyarelal. There were several
others also who had committed similar crimes
against our society. They could not be brought
to book; they could not be named ; they could
not be condemned by the Government them-
selves.

Who is this Government ? These Ministers.
These Ministers do not sign on any paper;
they do not make themselves responsible for
anything ; they generally go scot-free. But
they give instructions to those officers either
wrongly or consciously or unconsciously, and
sometimes in collusion with those officers, and
those officers have got to put their signatures
because they are not afraid of Parliament;
they are not afraid of the public; they are
protected by their covenants of service ; also
they are protected by the political authority of
these ministers, and therefore they go scot-free.
The Ministers escape; and in the end the
public interest is being victimised. Long last
here was one officer who was fortunate or
unfortunate enough to get himself caught by
the public Accounts Committee and some MPs,
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It is very rare. It has not happened before
that any such highly placed officer could come
to be directly involved in such a discovery.
This gentleman has come to be discovered in
this manner.

Who is to be condemned? Isit only this
officers? What about the ministers who are
behind over a period of years ? These ministers,
of course, cannot be caught hold of and con-
demned. Even if one can place his finger on 2
particular minister—A, B or C—we know what
has happened in regard to the then years of
forgetfulness in this House. Therefore, this
House has been extremely indulgent, most
unfortunately for the country and for the
House itself, indulgent not because the opposi-
tion has been sleepy but because the great
majority that takes decisions over such matters
prefcn; to sleep and help the House to sleep.
That is how they have been escaping. Why
do we find the necessity of taking this action
at all? It is to warn not only this officer but -
the whole gamut of officers who are helping
the ministers in executing many of their deci-
sions, recommendations and wishes, which are
whispered behind the ministerial doors. It is
to warn these officers not to continue the
present practice of their doing the dirty work
on behalf of many of these ministerial poli-
ticians and others who have made politics a
kind of practice like lawyers and doctors.
Lawyers and doctors have every legitimate
right to carry on their practice. But these
politicians have not got that legitimate right
to carry on this practice, but this practice has
been going on through controls, licences and
permits, ever since we -achieved freedom. It
was there during the British days. Then our
leaders said, they would like to hang them by
the lamp-post. But the moment they came
into power, what happened ? The man who
made himself responsible for that expression is
gone to make his peace with God, if he belie-
ved in God. But so many of us who belicved
that he was going to implement it are here on
that side as well as this side to pay the penalty
of our apology to the country for our failure.
So many of us have been complaining about
this regime of controls. You may give it any
name you like, socialism etc., but controls
have come to be a social crime in our country.
They have come to bean umbrella under
which all kinds of social ills could grow and all
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sorts of criminals could prosper. They prosper
under the protection of not only controls but
fathers of those controls, namely, ministers,
over decades.

The ministers could not use all these powers
directly themselves because, thank God, thanks
to this democracy, they are not entitled to pass
any orders themselves and put their own signa-
tures to those orders. But unfortunately for
this democracy also, it gives them the privilege
of not affixing their signatures and still getting
dirty things done through the signatures of
these eminent officers.

There was a time in England when officers
used to refuse to put their signatures unless
they were completely satisfied about the bona
fides of the action that they had to take. But
that time was gone even in England during
wartime. We never had such a regime after
we achieved our swaraj.

That is how earlier there was a scandal over
the Mundhras. Now, we have got all these
scandals—one, two, three, how many ?—from
the jeep scandal right down to this, and all
these politicians, ministers and other people,
bave escaped. This gentleman has at long last
come before us. Now, what shall we do with
him ?

We want to punish him, admonish him and
castigate him before the whole country. That
itself is big enough punishment. On top of it,
we want this Government, led and formed by
these ministers, to humble themselves for once
before this House and accept the decision of
this House that they should punish this man
and make a report to this House ; otherwise,
they would escape again saying, “We have
taken suitable action against this officer”, as
they have been escaping by giving such excuses.
Let them make a report to us. Then we shall
see whether they have given appropriate
punishment to this man or not, whether they
have behaved well or not or whether somehow
or other they have whitewashed the whole
thing because they would be white-washing
their own faces. .

This is the punisﬂmem that we are suggest-
ing. My hon. friend, Shri Madhu Limaye,
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would not be satisfied with this much punish-
ment. He would like him ‘to be sent to jail.
That is the only bone of contention. Whether
he should be sent to jail or not, is a question
on which I am not quite clear. >

SHRI SURENDRA NATH DWIVEDY
(Kendrapara) : Having had previous jail ex-
perience.

SHRI RANGA : If it is only possible to
send the ministers to jail, I would say, “Yes”,
but most unfortunately the concerned ministers
have not been found guilty in such a direct
manner and only this poor fellow could be got
hold of. He is only their tool. He is only one
among many such officers who have done their
dirty work. Therefore I would like to bea
little mercifal to him.

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : Not to us ?

SHRI RANGA : Not to the ministers ; only
to this officer who has done their bad work
and has been their victim and their tool.

Therefore, through this arrangement, I
would like this House to give a warning to all
the officers that whatever may be the protest
that they would be getting from these ministers,
it would never be possible for them all to
escape from punishment at the bar of public
opinion of this country and at the bar of this
House ; and, also, that it would not be possible
for them to get umbrage all the time from these
ministers, that a day would come, when, as is
the case with this officer, they would be
punished not only by this House but also by the
very same masters who are responsible for their
wrong acts for which this officer is being
punished today.

MR. CHATRMAN : Shri Vajpayee.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: On a
point of order. Has the amendment been
moved ? -

MR. CHAIRMAN : No.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: When
will it be moved ? The speeches are all on the
amendment.
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MR. CHAIRMAN : T know.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Then 1
will mention my point of order.

SHRI NATH PAI : Either the amendment
is moved or it is not moved.

MR. CHAIRMAN : It is not moved be-
cause the amendments are to item 9.

SHRI NATH PAI: A point of order can-
not be raised on a matter which is not before
the House. IfI heard Shri Kunte rightly, he
suggested that in case the'amendment has been
moved, he would like to raise a point of order.
Then you replied that there was no amend-
ment before the House. If there was no
amendment, a point of order could not be
raised in a vacuum or on a non-existent item.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: That is
all right. The speeches are being made as if
the amendment was befoi e the House.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is because I
permitted discussion of both items 8 and 9
simultaneously. In order to avoid a second
speech by them, they are making their point
of view clear at this stage.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : Taking
as if the amendment is before the House, a
point of order can be raised.

MR. CHAIRMAN : When item 8 is adopt-
ed, item 9 will come up. N

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: The
difficulty is this. Speeches are b‘eing made as
if the amendments are before the House. So,
I must make my point at the earliest oppor-
tunity. .

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
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SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Since
you have allowed discussion on item No. 9
also, along with item No. 8, amendments to
item No. 9 also come in. The amendment
given notice of by five hon. Members reads :
“That in the motion,—
JSor “committed to jail custody for a
week”

Substitute—

“summoned before the bar of. the
House and be reprimanded and the House
do further recommend that the Government,
in the light of gravity of the offence, ad-
minister to Shri S. C. Mukhurjee maximum
punishment under the law and report the
same to this House.”

So far as it says “summoned before the bar

‘of the House and be reprimanded”, it is proper.

Whether it is sufficient in the circumstances
of the case or not, I am not discussing at this
stage. But the other part of the amendment,
recommending to the Government to punish
the officer creates a difficulty. Could a judge '
ask someone else to pass a sentence ? The
judge can pass a sentence. If it is hanging,
the executioner will hang him. Ifit is confine-
ment to jail the jailor will confine him to jail.
May I point out to those five hon. Members
who have given notice of this amendment....

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH: Six members.
I am also there.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: I am
concerned with the names given here. Any-
how, the more the merrier. He should also
enjoy the joke. It may will happen that a
lawyer like me, on behalf of Shri S. C.
Mukherjee, may take up the stand that the
Government could not punish him as an agent
of Parliament and whatever punishment they
want to inflict he will go scotfree, because this
punist is only for giving false evidence

We fail to understand this. If the d
has not been moved, how can both the motions
be before the House ?

MR. CHAIRMAN : I permitted a simul-
taneous discussion of both items 8 and 9.
Whatever the amendmects to item No. 9 may
be, they can be taken up only after item No.
8 has been adopted.

before a Committee of Parliament. So, I
want to point out to those hon. Members that
even if this amendment is a adopted Govern-
ment will not be able to punish him. So, I am
raising it.

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY:
Shri Kunte has raised a point of order which
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gocs into the merits of the amendment. My
difficulty is this. Though you have stated that
both the motiors are before the House for dis-
cussion, unless the first motion is adopted no
amendments can be moved to the second
motion. In order to avoid this difficulty I
would suggest that since there is unanimity in
this House about the first motion that the
report may be discussed, let the first motion be
put to the House and adopted. Then amend-
ments can be moved to the second motion and
discussion can follow. Members are concen-
trating their attention on the amendments.
Nobody is making a point that the report
should be discussed or not ; nobody is disputing
that. In order to regularise it, let us proceed
in that manner.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Agreeing to the sug-
gestion made by Shri Surendranath Dwivedy,
I am putting Motion at Sl. No. 8 to the vote
of the House. After it is adopted, I will take
up Motion at Sl. No. 9 and the amendments
* moved to that.

The question is :

“That this House do consider the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi-
leges presented to the House on’ the 24th
November, 1970.”

The motion was adopted

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, we take up
Motion at SI. No. 9. Shri Madhu Limaye.

ot vy fom® - gwmafa wEEd, &
T HI@T E ¢
“fg g gwr fadwifas afafa &
Tigd whadgw  ax, WY
24 qavgy, 1970 Y gar A
sega foar s av AR fod
WA Wl qOT W@
gufqae off tqo @o FHAT
N AA-FAFL TAT ©T § I
qed FW AR A @
afafa & gua faeg aeg ¥
AT 39 AT FT JAUH FA
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F1 ISt 3gIrar wav §, fa=r
FE F AT oI s & 5
IETF qqrg F AT &
fad e fear sy '

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, there are some
amendments to it. There is Amendment No. 1
inthe name of Shri R.D. Bhandare. Is he
moving the amendment ?

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE (Bombay Cen-
tral) : Sir, I do not want to move the amend-
ment. But I would like to speak later on.

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is a different
thing. You are not moving the amendment.

Then, there is Amendment No. 2 in the
name of Shri Kanwar Lal Gupta. He is not
here ; that is not moved.

Now, Amendment No. 3 is in the name of
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, Shri N. G. Ranga,
Shri Nath Pai, Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee,
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri and Shri Randhir
Singh.

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: I beg to

move :
‘That in the motion,—

Sfor “committed to jail custody for a
week”

Substitute “summoned before the bar of
the House and be reprimanded and
the House do further recommend
that the Government in the light
of gravity of the offence administer
to Shri S. C. Mukherjee maximum
punishment under the law and
report the same to this House.’”’(3)

MR. CHAIRMAN : There are two more
amendments. But since they have come after
the required time......

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA: Kindly
allow me to move my amendment.
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MR. CHAIRMAN' Firstly, Shri Shiv
Chandra Jha's amendment came after the
required time and, secondly, he has suggested
that the House should fine Rs. 5000. The
House only imposes punishment. The House
does not fine. Then, another amendment is
in the name of Shri Dhireshwar Kalita.

Motion rs.

SHRI DHIRESHWAR KALITA (Gauhati):
Kindly allow me to move my amendment also.

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA (Madhu-
bani) : I want to move my amendment.

MR. CHAIRMAN : All right.

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA; I begto

move :
That at the end, after “week”
insert—*‘and be fined Rs. 5000.”

SHRI DHIRESWAR KALITA: I begto
move :

That in the motion—

for ““committed to jail custody for a
week””

Substitute “‘summoned before the bar of
the House and be reprimanded
and the House do further recom-
mend that the Government in the
light of gravity of the offence ad-
minister to Shri S. C. Mukherjee
maximum punishment under the
law and report the same to this
House within seven days.”

it ozt fagr woRa @ @y
wgad, s g aeq ¥ am faara-
e I WA Tg g 399 A A
forrar< ot e oy wy qar€ AT Agar
g1 I g & fad, sasr -
wFar ¥ fa¥ AT IR FAST-GIVEAT
¥ faX | qg Ay ¥ qg IS Y ATHY
F IR G W oARI A TR
ggen 9o §, Afs Ivg wF aw fag
aftofy a% qgamr, AREE RO
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FE T @A, §OT F W CF ATV
¥ &7 & ywralt qran, ag ¥ gor § B
TR NN 1 agaw awn g fs
7 100 H1gdt IT¥ ggAT A Y 97T,
Ay ad gl § Ffamawe @
qg WTHA IB §, 9P GG 0T WA &
AR Fqufaal &) FeR ¥ @er FQ §,
JEHT A FUAT T FX | S99 I
afweeia § o 50 99 § ag 199 ar
o ifgar M aars g€ Ia=E 9T IA
¢ § ag fawaragds s ar aFar 1

a9 § T AHA I ATAT ATEAT § |
W AHA ¥ AW AgT gEEH W@
ofrs AFTIET IR A 1960 ¥ 3@
@ F e aiw ¥ fa¥ 9 39-
afafe am€ 41, guia ¥ =g a1 ek
¥, & ) IGFT CF §ET 97 | IqF AT
qTHAT G FHA FT 90 @m0
F@ER FAA ] o & oF faufy
feoroit & faast =t 7y faa & ove
faar, o S§ SAwQ F A1 9%
Nt Ay fomd ¥ foR 39 oA Wy
I3 |

9fsaF AFII T FHET T F1 FHA
%“ﬁ W ﬁa%' ITF AN
ARG AT A1 & | ITY ATAT T 1T
tfF agad) EA I T3 qe
# fguad R a afafc #v g
FO | R gada afafen # awad
F gr qaag frar odar v 3a¥ qeai
# agw # fgeEr sAm A ag
dadg afufaat s qrdsar & 37,
g9 feT A% giwr gwagE ®9 3y
F1F a@ FI FFAT| F99T WX P}
tar wiAar SHIw A oamar g fye¥ ag
fag &t a% 5 fFdl awEx ¥ o
@ W frnr dedw afufa §1 gavg
frar § a1 a8 a7 TR ATRAT R
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ot Ay frrd ¥ 5@ A 9T AR
T | g AT S w7 v
™ AR e SRS Aredt a
ARIY F JAT T IAY Forg F¢ ot
oY qoT T@aew faig #T @wd ) 9@
afifeafs & ofsrs swioce 788
TN AT H A A qrEmEar @
gt AfsT e fefeds F9A Y a8
& wwen fr fore ofees awrgza s34
¥ Araar gE gan g s w@ A A
o | ofeqs qFRTy FHA ¥, Frawr
AT AT FA G AT g, I ATIA ]
ai g ¥ fa¥ uw s gfufy gard ) s
T gasfl, s FMfas, s @aary sk
A g Qg AX gEE N}
IFTus 37 afufs afsgs A1) 39
su-afaf ¥ o arqg A gamar ek
o gEt ¥ ot foeg 1 39 so-afafy
F1 St 0 frofa gam S afswrs sy
FAA ¥ wFR F Foar e @ ag
ffa fagwifas afafs 3 fEc ¥
fog ¥ faar 1 a8 X gk fvig ¥
ez a gt Y WA ST FT FHAT A
AR T FFE w1 R ¥ oT awd o7
FARY J ST Fwg g, wWifs fA
ga far st wy fomy | ag Fg¥ v
Y1 7 faaar e du fga a@r aw
Lokl

U AT 98 ;0 FET g |

St sw fagrdt aodd : Fwd @R
At ¥ sgrar % G &) AU AW
f& 0 ggg A4 @ Fwa § ) T
FATE |

% WG A€ T R

=it oEw fagrQt awmdy : sTw &
are fagrd ot @ g
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et g FEr 1w A Y R
st gig A wafad g faar mar 5 ag
ﬂeﬂwoqqoglmsﬁm
forarg sX A g&t S g ¥ a@m @
g 5 ag s ) Swemy faax
fear st ag & sraRo AT ¥ ando
o q@o § ar wwh §, 77 TEA TR
A 4G 9T, IIF www F gEA A
faol 7€ fFam 1+ o qox @R A, SF
I THT § gAY hgar fHav ) S9N
sTRTfrs AqAT E@W FT I AfAFR
R, fwa gy o foir 53 gaF Froo
Tﬁ’ﬁ'cqoiﬁeﬁ’m&ﬁiﬁrﬁgl

R & foy oF s ag g 5
§g ag ATNAT §AT Iq AT AT AR
e fafaey & gfvg a8 91 @O am
7z § sl gEard 9 v 0, SREae
9T fFY 7 gAF R H A A Ay
Magagiarag § 9T IEE &
gFAT § FF IS IT IF 98 AW § §
faser T g1 | gafad afafy g9 afcoms
93 qg4t 5 IR o q@ F< afafa wv
pRE g frar afsw afafc 3 3@
aw ot fet g fesh A @
BITH 93 FT AGY AT | I AT AT
T e D iR TEE W
ag wrAar fagefasc sedaT ST A @
FfF gay afos awaaR gad™
gfufaal & qmm O IEF wieT f52y
famr s, wrarfgat &%, QX wEd A
93 dY ¥ A FAeAl 3 Y WA FWQA
AR g wrAT ¥ s i A, A9
FYT F1 3% I q NAT T FH ¥ |

XY oft 7g fand ¥ Fg @ agasr
FEEAU ATHAT § HIX g €A FT N2Tam
fogr s @ 99 W 1 TWER
FRE A A a1 71 fo To o
Wt 1960 ¥ §7 q% feoavlt Y @Y fF =&
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afs F fa3, @ Namw § M a9
JA@EA &1 gWR A qM aF Wy
AN F fEard A1 Fra g a7
g @I #r fapaar & fags faar
IFIT FI qa192g  3TAT FAT A1fEq |

SIgt a% = gEs F1 | g, afafq
TRUE ¥ 5@ Ay ¥ 7€ | 4 gAY I
grag &1 a2 fear, w1 g g9 oform
9 9g3 fF SgiA arie@ 3 =@l A
zara, Bar ag @ AfFA o 9 95
T w1 A & gw g9 fswd a7
93w fF segiv afafy w1 gaag fear

dadtg afafs M AU FIW arew
HAfET A AFA A @Y q1AF TGy
g W@ afs st gesga fer smn
a1fgld | g gak AfaFT § At AR
T ddurfax  wfsvrgat ant § 7 _
at gn ag fawifew 9sx #W@ %
= gast # g A7 F oger fkar
1, Tar oafeg Jar A G AG qFaAr |
ag ¥3a gadm afafa 1 qearfaa 5@
&1 39T 74l &, ag ard Arwaxry qfwar
& afq sor sramr fewm &1 Aqaay {1
TR IS AT ag AT g O &
FET TH qrRaTgT F TG o g AfHT
qGT GEATIO FIGT § | I @Ar AG
fear @ gsar 1 Afss awafa o,
g gfqwra & qfesa &1 a9 AR §
fedy g afasd ar =AW
AFQ § faFrad § 9ga 7% afwarat v
qIAT FIA( 94T & | ¥ HIOT FY A
S g

st @o WYo &t ¢ g¥ fawrar AT
faar #v¢ =t f@@ g

&t sew fagrdt amgt @ wag o
Y Agw ¥ gwiefy wged, g Aw
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AATE § Fg & 1 F srAar g fF gaw o
faaTar war, ag o waT 9T

gurafa agiaw, «@fqaa gaR am
Hamrg | uF gfwar g foad § S
AT @ 1 S§F fa¥ gmA wwEn
fsrem @ Sifrg ) e F g
= faqd St &1 e & Sy gait
1 grq feT & gar & ¥ 1 T gw
frgaiag fea R e daa?
Tar wwar ¢ oft frad ot &7 gea W
AT & | 3qF AQAw gaAr & wrwear
# Fa7 felt &1 gargar ) s fea &
g q5g o FY A o gy €V
afsa dag faT #Y @sr I Y 9@ Ao
R FE 21 FAT qg TdG AT g F
I A E 5 oa@ faa ¥ afas
AF A1 qwgw AN E fF g fw
JT WY 37 G 1 ARG I Aifew
A=< g § 1 § I7F YEq F gHA FHAT
g 98 IET T q9r 4T T0gy § S
g fasifat & faF oF S av
Wy AfFT g W EF fa¥ o N
gigfeaay g I FEr g Sav §
HEHT AE ) §T A I FF F
Aafei & gTT FIA T F1ogor
zgfad gg T & W g § w7, 74w
ag ahET g ?

it 7 fowd : RN amar €

st gew fagrdt o c & ag
arar g f o famd fomar qar & af,
IABT T A F 97 F A 1 ) g
IART AT 3T F 9 F 7 ¥ Frar ok
AT QI A FY TRV E F
AT g fF ag wlR wmar g R
zafad gad g TR g AT TfgT
wfea @Y & fac frer qreAr o gor
Tl § @R fFa & fad @ somma & qe
g W q a1 gHITH B
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@ &t o ) fedt aTETd AT
FY TG GIHA AT FT IAHT AHAT FAT
MM fEr R giRadv i
aEE A qW wE F1iar 79, I I
T AT A F g ATHL Y TR
g g dgw *1 =10 W ogwa fag
¥ frar & ok F @A s
=t g q¥ Y da fRar g, @ gaw
wadq ag Agl & fF e s fear
farar@® w1 ofwamr F@r &89
FEFR ¥ 78 © & 7 sfaaw =t
o § W@ AT, FA A Q@A ¥
oo afparst & ¥ 9@r snamas g,
I8 ¥ W gy swfEF qw @
A g o3y W wEr & fF fER
TG 9T F AT AR FR Fan fF
FrEsr g gew ag favig F@ &
% szary gar WA @A g fF g
qaica  ar ag &

FawER o IqEe [0 qmRar g
& e g qafa A Q@ @ ag
aar fex g, @g7 z@ 93 feg
faa Fm 1 aER g ueE ¥ w9
¥ s A @ oEw e fasRzQ
T qf T TN FI Q] &)
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s gmeT fear 2 99 aWmET ¥
Afaca 1 W gumar § 1 e +98
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§ QUATHAT |
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Fifee ? Y Far fagas A A aT@ g
At arfew | Afa g ardr Higd e
¢ ¥ frasrer +9A &1 Fagar s anfd
a7 qg TE TE | I AT AT AER F
gaaT AN faad & ymEa F AT A
¥ g U fawar g, g
T w7 @I & AR 98 @9 97 4g
gfe s gast N aga ¥ @y gamr
STA, IR WeHAT BT A AT FIFIL
w1 fida fear g 6 gqaifas afsaran
T QT A §U, Ivg SATRT § FRA
AT A AT fHT ggq w1 I AL Q@
ANT AR fFay garr § agFar g
AR f6T T37 haar s 5 991 @i
g ar Al g dAvaT F wRw H S /A
g Bouwfax q, =t faudr & sgm fs
AT 9 A4 TEATT 9 q@ 7 ] q1 1T
Fegr ) Fawm ¥ 0 Fgm fF
87 wearq g, foed goerd &« F
arfas g 731 §, I AT T G,
IgHT @ frar sy

SHRI SEZHIYAN (Kumbakonam): Like
previous speakers, I congratulate Shri Madhu
Limaye on the ecffort he has taken as a
result of which this matter has come to this
stage in our deliberations. Now we are dis-
cussing action against the concerned official
for misrepresenting facts and misleading one of
our parliamentary Committees. The misdeeds
are still there which have to betaken note
of, a proper inquiry held and punishment
meted out. Wha isdeeds had happened
had gone under the carpet upto now. Now
action is sought only on the count of mis-
representation which is serious enough and
has to be taken note of. Other things are yet
to be done.

Also this should be a grave warning in
future to Government and government
officials against misrepresenting facts and

isleadi g a parli ittee. Parlia-
mentary Committees do not have all the facts
before them ; only when they suspect there
is something wrong somewhere, do they go
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into the matter. Unless we get all the material
facts and information concerning that matter
intact, it will be useless for any parliamentary
committee to function in that respect.

These things have gone too far. When the
Leader of the Opposition, Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh, was speaking, he said this had been
going on for the past ten years. It wasthen
amended by Prof. Ranga who said that this
had been going on for the past 23 or 24 years.
Probably Dr. Ram Subhag Singh gave the
figure of 10 years because he joined Govern-
ment in 1962.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Heis
always very unkind.

SHRI SEZHIYAN: Because he was there
he could see things at close quarters which
he could %not previously do.

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH : I am watch-
ing the DMK Government also.

Some admissions had been made on the
floor of the House this morning.

SHRI SEZHIYAN : He is welcome to take
the job"of policemanship over the Tamil Nadu
Government, for which we are very thankful
to him.

There can be no two opinions that this is a
very grave mistake and the concerned officer
has committed a breach of privilege and con-
tempt of the House by misrepresenting the
Position and misleading the PAC.

Whatever may be the punishment to be ¥
meted out to him, I am not going into the
detail of it. My point is that the Cc
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which is represented all the parties. has re-
commended. Even in the last meeting at which
these conclusions were arrived at, very sernior
and respected members of House like Shri
Hem Barua, Shri Kalita, Shri P. G. Sen, Shri
Y. D. Sharma and others were present. They
deliberated over 8 sittings and came to certain
conclusions. Not that we cannot override
their decision if the situation warrants it, but
with all respect, I would say that once a
parliamentary committee has gone into a
matter and submitted their findings, we in the
House should accept and implement it unless
our view here isat great variance with the
Comumittee’s findings, in which case we can
refer the matter back to the Committee for
reconsideration. As we all know, the parlia-
mentary committee represents the entire House
and we should take cognisance of the fact
that the Committee was seized of the matter in
all its details and has given its findings. Not
that the Committee had not taken a serious
view of the matter. They say:

“The fact that such contempt has been
committed by a responsible public servant
of Shri S. C. Mukherjee’s position has in-
creased the gravity of the offence”.

So they were aware of the gravity of the
offence. They sat through eight sittings, have
sifted all the evidence before them and given
their report. They say:

“The Committee are of the view that
Shri S. C. Mukherjee deserves to be censur-
ed for the contempt of the House committed
by him”. )

Whether he is called to the bar of the House
and d “or consurc is expressed to

of Privileges has gone into the questionin
detail. They have had as many as ecight
sittings, not one or two. We spend only two
hours on this here. But in the Committee they
went into it in detail, sifted all the evidence
and came to a certain conclusion. My sugges-
tion is that whatever the findings of the Com-
mittee, we should respect them, as far as
possible. Only when there is a verious diver-
gence of opinion should we seck to change
it. It should not become a fashion for us
here to change wh the ittee, on

him is the same thing, If the Committee had
mentioned seven days imprisonment as Mr.
Limaye now suggests, I would have accepted
it. Not that I am opposed to the amend-
ment moved by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh or
Mr. Limaye. My point is that the Committee
has arrived at its findings after due delibera-
tion and we have to respect the recommenda-
tions of the Committee. Nor do I want the
officer to escape-punishment. Even the Com-
mittee itself has said that the Government
should give him the maximum punishment.
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SHRI SURENDRA NATH DWIVEDY:
There is no motion to accept the Committee’s
recommendation.

SHRI SEZHIAYAN: Otherwise, future
committees may not be able to function
effectively. They will wonder what the House
would say and they will not come to any con-
clusion, and Parliament itself may have to
convert itself into Committee and sift all
the evidence. So, it is better that we give due
weight to the conclusions arrived by the com-
mittee and accept their recommendations.

=t @o Wo #sH : gwrfs A,
9 a5 & aq firy, o Ag faad, w1
9713 W gy ag fazarw fewmar wrgar
gFE M g@e o galf FaRFF Y
TG TEAT, 98 o o qAAN & &9 &
agl, afes ad= NgT FFNNAT F
®H

Tt gaaaa A faq & 1
59 faiE § qre-ar seore fFar mar g,
ag AqHIAT oA # GH g &
Rl § 5 aifarg oo & o §
FFQAT qATH S0, 91g T wA g A
arg frl wiwita FR F 39 gET WAL,
w9 TH § | gH a3 || FI AR gAr
fis 9@ FrE ¥ gra feaw sanar @3 gQ
g1 st Tgo @e FEAT @ wF WA
aqfag & sl ag Ia% TR 9T T4T FQ
¥ AFT g9 AT faars FI@AA
=t 7y foaad @) &3 7gi 3o, 4
wed A FET—AFA qI0 I&S g Far
&3 ¥ fF a7 Y &ATg-H-eA1g A AT
@1 ® & qm gz Iy, s @
FHAT FT AT E HIE wAY T Ty
g, st gay Awarss 7 fFar @ i
afsrga @ R fr ofeas gweew
FHE F QIAA AF ATAST TAT A FTRN
@A IgF gy W@ W, ¥ Fg awar
& fr Suwr 99 sfgma A7 o Ay fwd
WNE—RFTag afea § w1 g
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St gEel ¥ TAFaET 71 RN ag
TR e S ar A, ™
e 9T foig fwar o 911 FRA A
TS AT 9 @ SFTW AEN TT@r g AT 59
Td W Bg fam § ar Iafee aww
2132 } frar §, Afww g arat & X &
FaT o7 fr afveat Rar s war 2
FHE T Fgr: ‘

“The Committee, however, feel that the
requirements of the case would be fulfiled
if the disapproval and displeasure of the
House in respect of the contempt of the
House committed by S. C. Mukherjee is
conveyed to him and also to the Government
of India for disciplinary action against
him.” )

T N g sAd 0 ifega ¥ A9
e faad §—aq¥ aw w1 I|gadA
feemr warar &1 @l gE Agw A fs
§UT 99 gA wga & av arfeardiz & av
@A @ AT, Ig Tgd T AT &
a5t § AR wigi a5 & fofaw qa< ar
q1d § 9g qgT I a19 G ghar & Afwa
Qrew AT &7 gfAmdc N § g "rFA%
qffadic gaar Jar§ | §AX A gAY
M AAT ITar g1 ar Fag gwAar g
fp qifrariie Fa9 T F @Y 2
TN 3T A oY1 F1E AT FAR
FEAr agy & 5 Frd sy aer
AR AFWH N g a5
F F1§ qqqIAIAT qg v foay &
qifamdie ar Saar #1% FAe fraws @
qr o gue faar A7 ITHT A FH § FA
Gar i wifge i Qarw el & 3@
aftfrag ¢ar w1 & g gwwarg
fF i arga W @F AN §1 FeA
fagrd ot §1 3 garaik g& g faearg
o YW aum ¥ IFW A
A9X T e FTEAQIT AT IGH FIK
s gl fian, g Faeare § AT Faw
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gea fagra st & adl, afes @y @
qaeg AR § 95 Ag geE § AR
fog ot AT 9T AR E AR
a9 F ag ¥ doq &, wwiag § ag @
Araar fe I IS wel Ay S Qe
T & ag wwwar g fF aig ama @
T | F Ffaw F, W Y afee
oo st ot feeg ag frelt a@ @
T, Tafad 3@ AN B QST S I
#t JzrT ATfey wifs i @R s
At § 1 aEraE v @ A
ol oF fect Fgx &9 91 fF a8
79 I T g FFR 0F FAE &
g 1 & gumar g 6 St ARy
gt A1 IFN =g gEr T fear
fF T3 AF TG I TAE A\
IAFY AT 97 1 FF AN B Fgue @
Fiferm #r 1€ FifF 37 Rigax &F @Y
FHET ARATE F § IGY FART §,
39y 9O TARE ¥ Y famy v A
Fer ¢ fr arger wrgel <ol )
@ @ feT & god & w1 s
gz ¥ faes R ¥ o9t S O SR
AT Ak AR e T &
T U fe F) gar O IR e
ag #1% sarr A & A JTw FEw
wEtFamfENaw Wraean
7g Sfaq aom & st ? gafay &
gaaar g f5 9t g smar § ero W
o fag ot 7 SEH GLHT 1 W AT
& 5 g $gi a7 IaHT F gHAT
I TE FT FFA §, aFS ag &feq FET
IR AT A FT AR YA
difag fF geer dfeq wT SwEEd
AR 99 afpax & qrg o AT
& fr forad ag arfas &< asar @i fs
o ARy ot Sud afaw v @ &
AT g fFoag @ NS ar afyd
AR TFR @ FT A a oAy
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W R {[ifE a8 Faw TaqEq= H
A Fg I E ) @H FTUAT FAES G
qg ATEAEE FLUF FT A AN 7 4T
TR A A ¥ WA § wHifF
I9% gAY S A9ET 9T 93 ifaa 9r
Haw gaaT a1 fF Sa  TAgEAndt 7
a1 fagere frar & ar a4 fear mar &
afsa few fad ag fear oo, frafad
fgara & #ifam #r 0, g areeY
TFATERE ¥, 7T AFAS AT, FqT S99+ N
E FIQT 91, FHAR AR a0 A/
w1 aifam @y ag o, 98 qArw F
o = rfge At gafad & gumar
g A oo fry A oy o ¥ Fagm
fF oF T @I F gy Wraw §
AR fFT SER o 917 | AT Ay
qffmide & gwwar g s smaradi 1
g19g Wyair X AfFT aF F @
ST a1 9% faar s # f5

““Maximum punishment under the law

and report the same to this House.”

@ & quear g 5 A kT ¥ S
Frg ar oag fer ¥ sFET gAY W
g g ? #ifF g @ AT WSS
AF q9 FT A @O F Iy
a7 FT FAT A I FA &R
argat & fr dfeq fpar 9@ gast o
FieHe o wifvar sTEfs ara fega &
ey g & faE swr =g,
gasy 15 faq WY &3¢ awq § 1 @fedy
& aga AW AT FE AT § A Ay
famd ot ¥ f grew 1 w1 gmifafad &
NTE TAF G A FE QA
TE FHR F FIFIFAN G 5 ares

¥ qg FlmA & fawre § ar 4, aws

¥ 99 ARA F faaT® SUFT gry SIar
2 o1 7 o} ag FeE a7 agi o< A
) s ag AT FEAE TG FIGT
T ai agd & fawis A FrdarEy
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['ffﬂ'o‘ﬁoaﬁ]

a8 * & & QA 98 939 wfEs}
FA AR IgF A FRAGOL WAL
g i g 3@ aHI §

R ® Ao fard (k) :
ATty wEIEd, A gIET Mo AF AT
fag ot @iq § # 391 @@dT FWT§
R g & afiw F3ar awgan § wq faad
St ¥ 5 ag wgaT T gnm fF A
F g T a8 s ¥ fawrs
FTEATEr gF A I W TF AT J qE
FTAATET G0 | ZAFAT TEHT S gEAgAT
& guoar ag =& faed &

/A Tk qg Fgn wgr g fF
qga agy iR §fF e
wfaer fedt afes @i aar &)
gfafa & @Al g9 dvg &1 TAILATHT
2 | e fagrd oo ot & AR @R
AR 7 FIH T@F I AT ST 0
Faff gumar f& & foe 3T Il v
(gAS | AT I Fg Ar@ GET A
FH o ¢ fF g@R @F swaar
FEAUH FE T zawr W FqE gew
Fa R @ o qYE0 ag i ge
arast @ F fad AR GumA ¥ Ay
s Far F1AATE G X Y GO @
F aF N @A I gEET A
I qIE R IEH FAgAT A FT
gt &1 afay & gusr @Adqq s
g o ot Fxar § 5 o fowd
T@F a9 ¥ A9 agafa gvT #7|

SHRI UMANATH (Pudukkottai) : I rise
to support the motion move by Shri Madhu
Limaye and the propose all made therein, that
Mr. S.C. Mukherjee be sentenced by this
House for seven days, that is, a week. I say
so because on the question of merit itself, you
will find that the conduct of Mr. Mukherjee,
apart from the deliberateness involved in the
thing, as I went through the entire report on
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this question, shows that there was a suppres-
sion of fact and misleading. It was not only
from the Public Accounts Committee that he
was suppressing the facts or misleading, but
he was doing that particular thing ina
schematic way, to deliberately do it at various
levels. For example, it has been mentioned
in this report itself that “particularly as the
changed form of the bank guarantee had not
been shown to the Ministry at any stage before
evidence was given on this point.” So, this
question of change in form, that particular
thing, was suppressed not only from the Public
A C ittee, the change in form that
had been done—but he had not brought it to
the notice of the Ministry also. So, suppression
takes place there also, and then at the Govern
ment—level.

Thirdly, you will find that in the enquiry
itself, in the dissenting note, a particular fact
is mentioned, that Mr. Mukherjee did not
bring this fact to the notice of Mr. Wanchoo
as well. So, if you secit, itis not only the
deliberateness aspect of it. I do not go into the
merits, but I go by the report itself. From the
report it is obvious that the particular conduct
of Mr. Mukherjee was not a more aspect of
deliberateness alone ; it was a schematic aspect
also which was involved in it to see that this
particular thing is suppressed at the level of
Goverament, suppressed, at the level of Mr.
Wanchoo and suppressed at the level of the
PAGC, including Members of Parli When
such is the gravity of the implication of the
whole thing, I do not understand why some of
our friends arc differing somehow on this
question.

Then I come to the other things. On the
question of gravity, it was not merely gravity,
but let us see his conduct. It is mentioned
here in the report that “this was unfortunate
as it led the Committee to pass strictures
against the Government Solicitor which it
would not have done had it been apprised of
the correct position.” So, his conduct has led
to this, and the implication or the result of
it also implicated an innocent person. The
Soliciter for nofault of his, for no crime of his,
had strictures passed on him by the Committee
b of the conduct of Mr. Mukherjee. Such
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is the gravity of the offence and a harsh punish-
ment is called for.

There are two kinds of action: action by
the House for breach of privilege and action
outside according to the law. Onc cannot
substitute the other. So far as the amendment
is conerned, Dr. Ram Subhag Singh and
others have suggested so far as the House is
concerned only reprimand, but when it is the
question of action under law, they have sugges-
ted maximum punishment, Mr. Vajpayee was
also very elequent when he was touching this
aspect. Once they concede that Mr. Mukher-
jee'’s conduct calls for i punish
under the law of the country, they should not
make a distinction when it comes to punish-
ment by the House and say that the punish-
ment should be a milder one, i. ¢. reprimand.
I can understand if Mr. Vajpayee had brought
forward some extenuating circumstance which
will require this Parliament considering a
milder sentence. But he has not mentioned
any Then why does
he say that so far as punishment by the House
under the rules of Parliament is concerned, it
should be ‘komal’ ? Therefore, it isa clear
case. T appeal to the movers of the amendment
to withdraw the amendment, so that as Mr.
Tiwary said, we can come to a unanimous
decision and the officers will take a lesson
from this,

ing cir

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA (Cuttack) : Sir,
the actions of Mr. Mukerjee which are being
condemned by this Parliament are various.
Some of them relate to the functions of this
House and some do not. He has tampered
with the bond. That is not within the purview
of this House by way of privilege or contempt.
Then hegave a wrong date about the know-
ledge when this matter came to light and he
gave wrong figures. We are only concerned
in this House with his giving false evidence
and misleading the House. We are not con-
cerned with how much Government has lost
when we are functioning like a court, though,
of course, we are concerned with it as a legis-
lature. The only thing we are concerned with
now is whether he committed contempt. It is
not a question of privilege but contempt.

We are trying to punish him for contempt.
I agree with the scntiments expressed that he
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is guilty of many offences and deliberately so.
He tried to tamper with the agreement. He
tried to mislead Mr. Rao of HSL saying, “Don’t
worry about it. I will see that the export covers
this amount.” It appearsas if Mr. Mukerjec
had some understanding with the firm Kulwao-
trai and that also needs probe. What the
Government has done is not known yet, but
some secret understanding, which smells of
corruption, is there. Then he tried to shift
the date of knowledge and gave a wrong figure,
which is the worst offence. After the 26th
October, he says imports were about Rs. 3.9
lakhs whereas the fact is they were Rs. 26 lakhs
and more. So, all those facts are there. I agree
that he should be punished and punished to
the maximum. The original motion of Shri
Madhu Limaya says seven days. Whether it
is 7 days or 22 days, I do not think will make
much difference. The motion says that he
will be summoned to the House and repriman-
ded ; then there isa recommendation to the
government that he should.be given the maxi-
mum punishment under the law. The law
will cover both the administrative law and
compliance with article 311 and also the crimi-
nal law of the land. )

Some doubts have been expressed here that
once he has been punished by this House, the
courtsmay not punish him for the same offence.
Therefore, Shri Kunte feels that the second
part of the motion will remain ineffective. Of
course, itis true that the Government, which
is being directed by this motion, to report to
the House remains ineffective, the whole thing
will remain ineffective. But if the Government
pursue the case under the administrative law,
the procedure will take time but action can
be taken. Similarly, they can take steps under
the criminal law also. Because, thereis loss
to the Government due to his negligence and

pering with dc without lawful «
authority. So, if the matter is taken to court
he will be punished for seven years. Of course,
we cannot give a direction to the court as to
what punishment to award. It will depend
upon the circumstances of the case. So, if the
Government take action both under the adminis-
trative and criminal law and make a report to
this House, the House will be ina position to
judge whether Government acted in consonance
with the wishes of this House that he must be
given the maximum punishment, Therefore,
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[Shri Srinibas Misra]
I support this amendment and I hope Shri

Limaye will sec rcason and not press his
motion.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : I have
heard all the learned speeches and yet I have
not got an answer to the paint that I raised.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : He has not
heard all the speeches yet.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : Sir, I have
given my name and you have not called me,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please resume your
seat. It isnot a party question. The Minister
will speak.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH: I have given
notice of an amendment. You are allowing
only Members from that side.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do not show your
anger here. Please resume your seat. It is not

a party question.,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : Members from
this side should also be allowed to speak.

=t ag fawd . Asw APRT, TEW
Hr N, wirag O FfF A
m‘ﬁ'fﬁﬁ"”"

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH: I have given
notice of an amendment and I have given my
name.

ot Ay fed : @IERQ A F AR
FTA A FT A AT A SITET HAT
AT |

MR. CHAIRMAN: From one hour we
have extended the time to two hours. Now it
is going even beyond that,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : The Minister
may Speak in his own vein. We do not mind
that. But we should be heard.

st fox o°x WY GEEA AT @
A M d, qara Qs Faw @ A
= & awr &
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Kindly listen to me.
At 4.15 p.m. we have to take up another unfi-
nished debate. Therefore, we must conclude
by that time.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : I regret very
much that people only from that side have
beea given opportunity. It is very unfair.

) T FAR R (IgA) : T8,
I & v ¥ sqr Aoty foar, T A
&1 7=t fasar ?

wamfa afigm : Ay w1 oA
oo

st Toeie fag @ sy FEm A fE
fafreey a9, o T 7gi Ye-wwfar
& 1 sute S e ¢, gfcmon ¥ Jodq
o @ Fga g |

MR. CHAIRMAN : I would again request
him to resume his seat.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : When
I said I have heard learned speeches, I did not
forget that some more learned speeches are yet
to come, But I could not anticipate those
speeches and so I did not say anything about
them.

The motion before the House is a very limit-
ed one, It is as regards contempt committed
by Shri S. C. Mukherjee of this House, The
other aspect of his conduct in the Iron and
Steel Ministry or in the office of the Iron and
Steel Controller is not directly before the House
at this stage. We are considering whether on
the evidence that has come and what the Pri-
vileges Committee has reported that Shri S. C.
Mukherjee has committed contempt of this
House by giving false evidence before a com-
mittee of this House, what punishment should
be meted out to him.

The Privileges Committee had made a cer-
tain recommendation, The very fact that the
motion of Shri Madhu Limaye is suggesting
something different, means that we disagree
from the Privileges Committee as regards their
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recommendation as to what should be the
punishment, Shri Madhu Limaye says that he
should be sentenced for seven days and while
being critical of that Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee
said that he had been komal enough ; why not
sentence him to sven years and fine also.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: I did
not say that.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: I do not
know whether this House could do it though
in the early stages of the British Parliament it
did happen.

The point that I want to raise is that the six
Movers of this amendment had at the back of
their mind the other conduct of Shri Mukher-
jee in the Ministry itself, but while moving
this amendment they have unfortunately not
amended the motion of Shri Madhu Limaye
accordingly. The motion of Shri Madhu Limaye
only refers to the contempt of this House.
Therefore what has been at the back of their
mind while drafting that amendment does not
unfortunately either reflect in the amendment
or in the motion moved by Shri Madhu Limaye.

Their amendment says :—

“recommended to Government the maxi-
mum punishment under law”.

What is the law ? It will have to be the law of
contempt because he is to be given the maxi-
mum punishment for contempt of this House.
The Chairman of the Public Accounts Com-
mittee is nodding his head.

SHRI NATH PAI: Not nodding, shaking.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Heis
nodding it in disapproval. But I am afraid he
will have to look into the law and then he will
have to come to my point of view. I am pre-
pared to bear with him ; I am notin sucha
hurry. That is why I raised the point of order
atan early stage before the amendment was
actually moved.

Let them indicate what would be the maxi-
mum punishment under . the law and for what
offence. The offence has been clearly laid
down in the motion of Shri Madhu Limaye,
that, is, that he has committed contempt of this
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House. Having committed contempt of this
House by giving false evidence he is to be
punithed for that offence. They are not satis-
fied with the reprimand. They want to give
the maximum punishment. What would be
the maximum punishment under the law for
contempt ?

My hon. friend, Shri Srinibas Misra, want-
edto say that the doubt which I have raised
would not exist b he also is thinking that
Py asking the Government Shri S. C. Mukher-
Jec will be punished for the other offence also.
Let usnot mix the two issues. The Govern-
meat had been called upon as early as 1966 in
the Fifticth Report of the Public Accounts
Committee to take suitable action. If this
Government has slept for the last four years,
let it sleep for many more years.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: They
dare not.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Let us
not pull the chestnuts out of the fire for them.
Let them come separately before the House
saying what action they have taken. It is
‘really an escape that this amendment is giving
to the Government. But I do not want to
touch upon that aspect at all,

T would really like to know why the Governs
ment has not taken action up till now. The
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs was quick
enough to get this amendment round the
House, but nobody on behalf of the Govern-
ment has explained what is the Government’s
reaction to the Fifticth Report of the Public
Accounts Committee. No reaction at all.

As an ex-Member of the Public Accounts
Committee I know that Action-taken reports
are to be submitted to the Public Accounts
Committee. Have they submitted an action-
taken report on this ? No doubt, in the matter
of action-taken reports, they refer only to the
recommendations made and the difficulties that
they face. But in the Fiftieth Rerort a positive
recommendation as regards what should be
done in the case of Shri S. C. Mukherjee had
been made. When a report points out certain
things to Government, Government has to act
upon it and report back to the Committee,
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[Shri Dattatraya Kunte]

Then, in 1966, the Government gave onc
more assurance to these Committees that any
recommendation of the Committee will be
accepted by Government and, in case a recom-
mendation is not to be accepted, the non-accep-
tance will be at the ministerial level or at the
Cabinet level. Therefore, having accepted the
Committee’s report binding on the Govern-
ment, why has the Government not acted
during the 3-4 years? That isa moot point.
One really does not understand why this has
happend. Why are they, including the ex-
Minister who has now become the leader of the
opposition, a prospective Minister or the leader
of the House, according to Mr. Madhu Limaye,
in a hurry to pull the chestnuts out of fire ?

Let us limit ourselves to its scope. We want
to punish this Officer for the contempt of the
House and for giving false evidence, and what
that punishment should be. If the-leader of
the Opposition, the leader of the Swatantra
Party and the leader of the Jan Sangh Party,
want the officer to be punished, given the
maximum punishment, let them indicate what
that maximum punishment is. Otherwise,
this working and the speeches they made
would appear to be very strong but, in
effect, they might lead us nowhere except the
reprimand that he will get from this House.
Therefore, I am not in a position to accept the
amendment in spite of the appeal made for
unanimity to agree to the amendment because
that amendment might not serve the purpose
which these able men have in their mind.

ot T fag © Iaaa W, #
%9 a1 ¥ SABE Al FL@T fF q
gaar Were fFar oy @1 Ty FE
I A AT PN a1 Thfaeanw
FAE 1 FH AT g ) TR WA
gy § fF qaiad Wi Sei gia § agh
ot ameH 9% gF arf W guiar fear smar
& Q1 Uy @ R F SART § STET
ggfafauga it & 1 faw e § T6r
191 %< 193 ¥ g7 &9 F &1
AT o 3TF R g3 AT Ty AT g
JAG AR WA WE F oy 14 A
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F I W FT QA @B B
gt qgar &1 afa fedt @@ aEHY
FY R Wrdive it 7 frar sy Qv af
Se¥ fau #f@ A o1 F FOEIR
gafae & =Y AThq T grST § F AT
argat § fr g7 araw Fga w1 A€
7 gaar S afes 9Y %@ go9 A
fefiadl, S &< F9 gt | T A1ie-
g fomy gz Q@ a1 IEHT AR A
gi3g Wrdrs s@r g ar o saw fag
FIATTAY T 9T §

#§ @ v FT H1E qw€T AT
SFT QY g Sorar ATET ¥ ag TETFEAT
argar § fF AT Ag TI9E AR qIEAE
gw & aR TEdae g § |ifF 17
gew gurg FAg amafeEl &g A
TR ¥ NI @ § afeT AT ag
grew e o @ A= T faw
JuwT @ifg o M afer a1 OF
arEfen e W AR fETag s
R #% frgm s ardae ¥ wg far
DfF g5 fee Eigafaw Fwy &
fag ? fex ag e maaAe afFq §
W &9 ? gufag & ek 9 FgAr
argar § f5 wgies dfew svaw @,
N A AT N Y oF oF @@ A A
& g8 a¥ F7 FATE AR T Y annfie-
gg & MY ¥ AF FIEF A AN qaay
g fF 9g Taddve AR qIEARE 99 gEER
Ay ¥ o geEl R AW T I WA
A1 @Y FY IS T FFA G AP @0
T fF SUTET FFAHR . AT FT FIS
Fmr gt g safag § wgge wxar g
fF ot wg famd o § oY @ w8,
fraw @@ ara ¥ S Rfay @ g
# arfzs swr § fooewd wgsw A
AT AFARM TR FT IFT QT & 1
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3T # St gF sgArhat 44 g€ sifs
9T F T B qEAS 2 IAH1 7AW
Y G & AT AT qg gum a1dA 5
ag T € | TAFT UT d=F AGT I3
AT & wwmar g B a3 w1 a=ay
FGT 7% R | I8 A gr war fw q=
1 @17 &7 Y qor & 7 agi I EA
&1 ORI ALY g &, 98 99 g@A
9195t Y @A & § @ aF arg &
Tq Ft @ afqw @ @ T @R AR
3T ¥ uF qEAwT a1 7Y I 0 OF Arg
drog N AT FT A Qi &
AT A1A H T qE W T a0 T av
Fa1 qifeaTdz Y Fowq @ sy ! &
ATTHRT WG GIF ¥ Fgar agm FF
FHIAE STo T G Firg, =t A AR
gaR qrfyal F fear g, fra® §u am @
M 31 gaAr g, faar suF AW F AR
S U I A & 1 A9 FE Tear
grSgR Fgrfrgay A umry
foar & 1 & sgar Tgar § 5 ad) sraely
TEAT §, AFAWEY &7 UEQAT @, G FT
TET & | T9Y A A arfwadz
ToOd a1 AT gESY fF g@ aEA
qfaariz & @7 F awax 7 fgeaa
FY g3 T [T IT A F GTAT AV A
FII YA IWE, a9 wF fF ag
WATIT FT AT FFT ATAT §, I T
fe gar #t gfve Ao @ww 53 w3ar
g 5 a@ aig Fgm, ag g5 aFar &,
ag g1 ATIHT

16 brs.

iz ot & Fg1 g § 5 wgi 9%
ag w51 @ § i ‘gerrad” afaade
foar s, agt “dfsgan qfqadc” A9
faar ot &\ dfsgan ofvadie § @ o
SERE R s Er il S ar
ATt gFa g1 A AR fA A
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iAWY @ gFaT &, afed afEad
afraiiz ¥ &Y 39T weeT § d5 a0 |
#T gu a3t ax dfvEn Fg v I8
AN AR AT D FFAT & ¢ WA & AT
garag W ¥ far § f5 ogw @SS
g o a fad ady, afes saw
faiE @ 1 sy o #10
awg ¥ o wefufrdom vy Afea @
5 fas Y ag &, AT [WlegaT
argar § afes gafma egEA &R0
fis gEml gur & oA | SEH ARE
FATTEEa v § Few fHar SAr
T wadiz § war A F gEE
A 1 I gAY YEw A far & g
FA T FT I SO FAAAT F4T
A faar, @R 99 Taa o W fede
FT TR |

@1 gw @ fed ¥ ag uw giw

Frma @ ey Ysfafagaa §

wag At AT famerd A 1 A T
=@ N fF arfwarde gaw | W
& 1 Fdi Qar A § 9w fF 7 A1 F
gz Na AA | @ FqT A o
A1 F fay ag €er v 5w A
€19 AF ag g @t gATr SEw Afeq
A T FAT §

# Sa@r 99 T AFL AITHT qIH
g fo aox gt wwr fear F4ifF adis-
Frar Aam #dW AR FE@ A
Sigm e ag @A A9 FX | Sar
firsr 3 w31 gawT o ag R 5 q@E AW
foar o gad A fedma 7@
arfgd 1 a7 AT @R FAfAEEe W=
& | AT AT gAT v AT Tood T
a1 A S gAY A w1 aRe &,
gz § g W gAfed e

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM : Mr.
Chairman, Sir, the question here is a very
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limited one. The Privileges Cc have
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b the Government was sleeping all

already given us a unanimous recommendation.
The recommendation by itself is a very good
recommendation, in my opinion. There is not
much difference in conveying the censure to the
man in writing and calling him here and repri-
manding him. But, if that pleases the Govern-
ment, they may do so. So far as I am concer-
ned, if my voice should prevail, I will be con-
tent with conveying the displeasure of this
House to the officer concerned.

Mr. Kunte has raised the other point,

d:

along. But, probably, if there is a Madhu
Limaye for every other misdemeanour pointed
out by the P.A.C. perhaps more officers would
have coine up for discussion before the House.

As others have congratulated Mr. Madhu
Limaye, I certainly congratulate him on the
persistence with which he has brought up this
matter now before us for discussion although
up this is 10 years old. It also speaks volumes

inst this Gover . For 10 years they
have been sleeping in regard to such officers
belonging to a department, about which there

namely, whether we can make a recc 1a-
tion to the Government to punish the officer.
Certainly we can. Really, the recommendation
consists of two parts and the second part is
requesting the Government to take action
against him because the contempt itself has
arisen out of an attempt by the officer to mislead
the Public Accounts Committee with regard to
certain transactions to which he was a party.
That itself proves, if this is probed into, their
might be several other kinds of irregularities in
which not only he, but other also might be
involved.

The Government is now fully incharge of
the entire matter. The trouble with this Govern-
ment, as far as I know, is this. Whenever the
PAC makes a recommendation, the Government
do not follow it up, especially when the recom-
mendation is against some highly placed officers.
‘That is the history of this Government. During
the last 20 years or 25 years we have found
that strong recommendations have been made
against highly-placed officers ; but Government
never took action. The result is what we are
seeing today. I hope at least now the Govern-
ment will make up its mind to follow up the
recommendations and take action on the basis
of the recommendations, serve notice upon the
officer and award suitable punishment. There
should be no difficulty in that. This officer had
the courage to go and misrepresent facts before
the Committee. That itself is an act of misde-
meanour. He can be removed from service.
Article 311 will not come in the way at all.
Naturally, an officer who has indulged in

doubtful transactions, who has mislead the
Public Accounts Committee, can no longer be
trusted in Government service. The case of
this particular gentleman has come before us

has been s0 much public agitatien and public
indignations, in which huge rackets were going
on,

Now at least if they want to open up a new
chapter in the behaviour of our public servants,
they must follow up the recommendations of
the Committee, particularly in the light of the
strong speeches made by other hon. Members,
Ifthe Government makes up its mind to follow
up the recommendations, even before the
matter comes up before the Privileges Committee
or the P.A.C., the officers will behave well.
When officers behave well, there will be clean
administration. If there is clean administration,
there will not be wastage. If there is no wastage,
there will not be much of taxation. The country
can make all-round progress.

The Public Accounts Committee is an impor-
tant committee of Parliament. This report
came out in October. The Government had
not told the House what action they took on
these recommendations; they were sleeping
all along even after October, when they should
have initiated action. So, I would like to know
what action they have proposed to take or they
have already taken against the officer.

There are two aspects involved here.  One
is contempt of the House. Heis punished
when we convey the censure of this House to
the officer concerned.

On the second aspect, the Government
should immediately follow up the recommen-
dation and give notice to the officer and take
appropriate action. A highly placed officer
who has got the courage to come up before
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the P.A.C,, trying to cover up his faults by
misleading it, can no longer be trusted in
Government service.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : I rise to support
the amendment moved by Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh, which, as I was told by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, was in fact drafted by Shri Nath
Pai, and, I suppose, signed by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee and some others. I wholeheartedly
support that amendment.

Anyone who commits contempt of the
House or of an important committee of the
House like the Public Accounts Committee
must come in for the strictest censure.

I also wholcheartedly associate myself with
all those Members who have congratulated
Shri Madhu Limaye so warmly. It isin fact a
tribute to his scholarship, his vigilance and his
erudition. In fact, when I was in the committee
myself, I realised what scant respect was shown
bythe b to these ittees, Several
times, one thought when the secretaries appea-
red, they assumed an air of arrogance which
might have been justified because they have
not known any other attitude, but the igno-
rance was absolutely unjustified. They never
read the papers ; they never read the briefs
properly, but they came there and looked for
instructions from behind, like some of the
lawyers of whom you must be aware, Sir, who
turn to their client or their accountant or
clerk or somebody else for instructions about
how to reply to a point. I think this is one
such case, which has very rightly been caught
by Shri Madhu Limaye.

But what I consider of utmost importance,
0 far as the Honse is concerned, is something
which has invoked the fury of the House and
the wrath of the House, namely that this
evidence related to some transactions which
happened to be saturated with the utmost of
venality and corruption possible. If the
evidence related to a matter which did not
amount to somsthing more than a stinking
record in foreign exchange, then, maybe, the
House could have been a little more charitable,
and maybe, Shri Madhu Limaye could have
been a little colder.

As you know, these transactions related to
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pre-import of certain steel, certain stainless
steel in the hope of future exports, which
exports never materialised. I find that hon.
Minister is not here at the moment, but I
understand that even today, despite all this
racket, they are still allowing indiscriminate
imports of steel, but I hope that these kinds of
things would not recur.

At any rate, I must submit that it is neces~
sary for us here at this juncture to determine
what exactly is the lapse of these two officers. .

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : One only.

SHRI N.K. P. SALVE:....or what the
lapse of the officer, Shri Mukherjee is. I do
not for a moment want to defend Shri Mukher-
jee. In my opinion, he is guilty of a technical
lapse, and since heis guilty of a technical
lapse, he must come in for punishment. But
for the sake of proper record, although I do
not for a moment want to defend him, itis
necessary for us....

AN HON. MEMBER : Technical lapse ?

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : I shall show pre-
sently from the report of the Privileges
Committee itself that it is technical. Let it not
be said that because someone is not here, we
are attacking him. I do not know him for
Adam, I do not know this gentleman, but I
am only going by the report of the Privileges
Committee, and from the proceedings, to me,
it appears, that there were two charges on this
gentleman. The first charge was that he made
certain statements regarding pre-imports and
exports. For that, he has been completely
exonerated. In fact, that charge impinged
upon the basic question of the corruption
involved in these transactions. But he has been
completely exonerated of that.

But the second charge was a charge relating
to the change of bank guarantee. What is of
utmost importance in this is this, that the basic
change brought about in the bank guarantee
has been accepted as something defensible and
as something desirable. That is what the
finding of the committee is, While giving
evidence before the committee, Mr. Mukherjee
made a that the ch in the bank
guarantee were made at the instance of the
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Government Solicitor and not by him. To that
extent, he is guilty of the contempt of the
House. I have no doubt about it in my mind.
For that, he should be punished, but no more,
because the changes as such have been appro-
ved by the Privilges Committee. I would invite
your attention to a few lines at page 41 of the
committee's report.

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA: No, no; it is
in the Steel Transactions Inquiry Committee’s

report.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : That is what is
written here, at any rate, namely :

“In fact, Shri P. C. Padbhi in his minute

of dissent to the report of the Committee of .

Inquiry....”

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: It is only a
quotation from the report of the Steel Transac-
tion Inquiry Committee’s. It is not the finding
of the committee. The ending is that they have
held him responsible for contempt.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: Thisis the find-
ing of the committee which inquired into the
matter, and I want to bring it on record. This
is the finding of the committee when inquired
into that. It reads thus : :

“In fact, Shri P. C. Padhi in his minute
of dissent to the report of the Committee of
Inquiry has found Shri-Mukherjee responsi-
ble for having misled Shri Wanchoo while
he was giving evidence before the PAC to
believe that no alterations had been made
in the Solicitor’s draft.”

“On the other hand, the majority of
the Committee of Inquiry have pointed out
that by changing it” (that is, the bank
guarantee in the way in which Shri
Mukherjee had'done) “the bank guarantee
was made workable and easily enforceable.”

I have not had a look at the bank guarantee.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : It was not the
observation of the Paiviliges Committee or the
PAC Sub-Committee. ’
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SHRI N.K.P. SALVE : Istand corrected.
It is the observation of the Sarkar Committee
went into the question of the steel transactions.
So far as the finding of the Privileges Com-
mittee is concerned, it is in these terms :

“The Committee agrees with the finding
of the Public Acconnts Committee that a
material change in the form of the bank
guarantee was made by Shri Mukherjee and
not by the government Solicitor”.

That means, the change was made by Shri
Mukherjee and not by the solicitor. I quote
further :

“Therefore, a misrepr ion of the
position to this extent was made by Shri
Mukherjee”.

To this extent. Therefore, Shri Mukherjee is
guilty of having misrepresented the position
before the Committee to this extent, that
whereas he made the change in the bank
guarantee, he said it was the Government
Solicitor who had brought about a change.
To this extent, he is guilty ; however small the
lapse may be, it is very nccessary that this
incorrigible bureaucracy is taught some lesson
or the other. Let them take us a little more
seriously.

I wholeheartedly support the amendment
of Dr. Ram Subhag Singh’s.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE: Since there
are certain facts mentioned by Shri Madhu
Limaye, I want toput the record straight. The
Privileges Committee did not want to shirk its
responsibility, but in its wisdom on 16-9-69, it
referred the matter to the Public Accounts
Committee. ..

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Before he
became Chairman. Let him say that.

SHRI R.D. BHANDARE : That I think,
goes without saying.

It was referred back long before I became
Chairman. The Chairman of the PAC appoin-
ted a sub-committee to inquire into the whole
matter and come to its conclusions. Then that
report and conclusions were referred back to
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the Privileges Committee. Going through the
report, we found that when the inquiry was
made by the PAC Sub-Committee, Shri
Wanchoo was not the Secretary when the
transaction took place. It took place in 1960,
when Shri S. C. Mukherjee was the Deputy
Iron and Steel Controller. Shri Wanchoo was
then not in that Ministry. When the inquiry
was made in 1966, Shri Wanchoo had given
evidence on behalf of the Ministry. At the
time of tendering the evidence, he did it
according to the files, At that time, Shri
Mukherjee did not correct Shi Wanchoo. To
that extent, Shri Mukherjee connived at it in
keeping quiet and allowing Shri Wanchoo to
make an incorrect statement.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : Let him please
read from p. 43.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE: The report
is before members. They must have gone
through every word of it.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : I hope so.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : Therefore, I
need not quote it.

Coming to the amendment itself, since legal
Jluminaries like Shri Nath Pai, Shri Randhir
Singh and others are behind it, I did not
want to say anything. ButI do not know what
meaning should be attached to the term
‘maximum punishment’. If we go through the
Law of Lexicon by Maxwell, I do not think
this term will carry any meaning, because we
have the Constitution and rules for civil
conduct. Both have to be followed. Art. 311(2)
shall have to be followed at the time of meting
out the punishment. When I had moved my
amendment for the acceptance of the original
report with some consequential action, it was
thought it would suffice. But now wiser and
more learned friends wanted to putin this
amendment. I am simply mentioning that the
term ‘maximum punishment’ does not signify
anything in the light of what I have said.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: That was the
minimum they could agree to.

SHRI R.D. BHANDARE: Since we act
on the theory of checks and balances, we have
accepted this expression “maximum punish-
ment”, but this is the factual position.
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With these words I put the record straight
that the Privileges Committee did not shirk its
responsibility, the matter was put before the
PAC, the PAC appointed a Sub-Committee
which went through the evidence. When the
report was referred back to the Privileges Com-
mittee, as you know, there are two courses
open, either to hear the evidence d¢ novo or act
on the record and the report as is submitted.
Instead of going through the same process of
taking evidence, we simply relied on the record
because in our wisdom we thought that the
record was sufficient to come to certain conclu-
sions.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : You did not
want to contradict the PAC.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : The contribu-
tion of the Privileges Committee was to go
through the report in tofo, evaluate the report
and the evidence submitted and come to the
conclusion.

st o | @aafa AgRT,
= aq faud - §1 < q@E g AR AR
9T g9 g9 S99 §gHT § | 50 T o
gasft A o gavg Fear @, sad fageaw
|1 3 FY I 9 TdTE A FE A8
I7F D JAE HA AW § | AR CF
g @ A wiufeai § S 9% agw
qoE T T2 WA g FAT F TR
T waaqie ¥ gk, faad X3 v gEIT
gar | 3% gE0 g a8 ¥ 9=
qfeds THIEEE FAS F AEA AIFT
T TaE & AR deed @ fewerd
firar | I &Y JATE AR qTAN AT § ¢
TF o AHAT F ®T A AAT I FEAT
AT gaT qfsws UFIIEE FAE F g
e AT XA0 ) g@F fag IAwr
2y &Y ara guq ;A &

sro 7w g fag, = a1q g ar
St qredy @ife X S gEIEA @ g,
frasT guda =t o fag ¥ fear g,
ag 7gF FrEIfeRd § | AR 3 g T
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@ 9 f5 “grrre fame fg R e
fe grow de fa Wkifee” qa ar sasr
a1 qNE W A7 IR oY AT SAF ATy
IR ag it g fawn f geaR A &
gaifas T4 o 2 AR fRe 3Ed AR
Fgee M fREE F 10 T Y g@
frva d sg1 5 aw fAx @ T 9T
frar &@ ik ag wwenr e gemr
S & gumar § fF oswamew @
T 93 UF e Frar | S AT
e qawy § B s geeff & g foear
g @ ¥ ag daar 7% 5 g9 I9E AGF
aar & 1 = qy fowd 1 gEaT FAg-
Fz g fr g 9aw @@ fa@ FAaI A
gsr & | Iad #1§ glasT ar e Al g
T AAIT gII  GUEAS § fF qg g
F0 § @ IgHT SUTRT W FT AwfEe
& ag 3% fau agt daew & | Afsa
wIWFagEA ag T A I e
7g G199 T 3 ¥ fag ar gem W]
F g sride a8 19T TMEE §
Ao frmgees Fag
T FIX FT AL AI9ET AE ¥ A FEA
Efrga = gooi a1 e R AR
fpx A g W/ F fag A w
GIFH W AT § HR FR &R
9 a1 sarer g1 A §, A gH fRsT a3
EEicdE SOl

& wriy gaEdl ¥ g AIEAT §
fir fry axg marw fear o anfg &)
. frar ®ar N wifgn, #ar 9% Q@
ZQFT BE QM A &1 WY Fwr
2 fr g feore qEAfad) § @R gz
Afq 2 1 IaFT g ofEgaw g1 3§
g & 3@ g A qgia 93 femmm
dar 2% @ ag mwmar § & fa
geedl X ag e fewr @, SE%
faers fafadrsr T AIAAT a9 T R0
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ot gFelt 71 Widls F7 ) ar@ @ 7D
Y ¥ @ oA A TR daw
A A a7 4 qO7 § 4 and @ z@-
forg & so sataw w1 fadw F@T g

stoxmgwfag ¥ vy fr 2w &
AFATATE! FT T § AL TH I@ T
FIH I TS AFGU FT T qoT AT
aifgt 1@ feafe & ST 19 Qwar
e33R faw A O & gw 3@ awa
£ g T | FWER F G qHA B
dow ¥ fag wadg e § o @Ngq
w\r g, S9y wifew & omar @ fF Wy
fag T ¥ I Iy W, Afww
FRgaEg & 9fd  gAET A &7 qHar
Tafig 1 aganad § 5 93 us famr
R ArgT@mE & NS T 3w & faw
IAHT TATT FW | THAWE! & g
TAEA WsET g, WA Tfa MW
wMew & ag "W gar fFag
TG FY FIF A HIAT TG & | 99
FAFT grzfearars 1 ) qar I9  Svar
g1 ag Ee AF AR

7 qg saea fear g f i gaoff
T TF g9 I 2 FY gor [ Wfgw
A1 IGF qII-T19 TF gIR I AT
@ aifge | = Ag famd § Fa@ @@
faq $7 1 1T T T ) FAT ST HT GO
FFT IGHT 347 G ¢ o e fag X
graar FTeHr Y I FEr g X W
faiqd @ FW@ & AR GIEEE &Y
T FAE 19T oA I FEIEF
g g A et A @ W@ e,
DNfFTFm ITF e qaN AL ?

Famaarg fF wFgRm NHIF
F T QM | 9@ a5 IgE APREQ
AT A & A, a9 IF Ig ALY AN
Fom 5 SER g g
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gl aF €19 IAW 1 g g, A
7 giafaat sife J@IAF @ E,
Wi gré¥z dvex ¥ &9 INT T
USHIFTOT FT 3T MR |

amAE aTe & d@araw § g
2 i seN #9f ad W O
TIfgY 1 IY q 78 Tfg< Sar & v aw
oY F F fag gawrdde &1 & @
ggHd agl § | gMU FAHE &< g
arfeq 5 grew #1 T 1% FIF AT o
W/ T gF ) wEfag Y Ay faad &
ST A fAagr Ol AR T IaN
E g FAT G, @ /T AT "
HAT J1

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : Government
certainly understand the gravity of the situa-
tion. That is why when this matter was first
brought up, one of our own Members Shri
Randhir Singh himself associated with the
amendment suggested by six of them.

As regards the amendment of Shri Kalita
that it be reported in seven days, it has been
rightly pointed out by Shri Vajpayee and in a
way by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh and others
that there are certain constitutional procedures ;
Mr. Kunte also referred to it ; these procedures
have to be followed in cases of this type. There
is Article 311 and then there are also certain
rules framed under the Constitution. In
certain cases consultation with the UPSC will
be necessary.

I understand that it is the intention of the
sponsors of this amendment and of this House
that every right shall be given to the person
charged to defend himself in accordance with
the Constitution ; it is in that spirit that we
are passing this Resolution. I want to make
this doubly clear, as I understand it is the
intention of the House not to deprive any
person of any constitutional right provided
under the Constitution. We are in entire agree-
ment with the amendment sponsored by six
persons including Shri Randhir Singh and we
associate ourselves with it.
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sit vy foed : asae wEiEw, W AR
fa forwa oz & fsfom Fal Y ag
dA199 @1 § a7 ¥ a9 @ A Av
aE

=t forareraw : & da7 1

=t 7 fawd : T g fag ot A
fa7 Jaral A gdew @ & S A
4 5y 1 7 fag oy oft Ia¥ & EAE
g oY gat & Afew fwdiv datee <ar
g 9% fag &3 *gr

Feuy wERd, & Ay ag e
FEOT IRA E F O @7 A A
FHAA & faers ¥ oA ¥ & ey ¥
TRF IFA A g frag dr §
afFT SN 9T & AqwE FT A AR
A9 § ag A& frar &, 9¥ 3y aw
& qRA FF N

HET 42 9T IqH FTE :

“The Committee agree with the findings
of the Public Accounts Committee that
although there was an omission on the part
of Shri Wanchoo to bring to the notice of
the Public Accounts Committee during his
evidence before the Committee on the 10th
March, 1966 certain instructions issued by
the Ministry of Steel...” ete.

I g 919 @A F T9aT FY I Qv
FAA AW @ AfFT Ay IEm #}
IR Al fear, wafag saar axg @
amRWE !

gal AT W qHo o FFST &
FIRXAETIFF AR A FAA FgA & ¢

“The Committee also agrec with the
Public Accounts Committee that as Shri S.C.
Mukherjee had not himself given evidence
on this point before the Public Accounts
G i Shri S. C. Mukherjee cannot be
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[# we faag)
held directly responsible for the Public
Accounts Committee having been misled on
this point, although he could have, ifhe had
been alert, corrected Shri Wanchoo when he
was giving evidence before the Public
Accounts Committee.”

STF AR A TAT AAFA L @ T 3R
AE TAT AAFIA § a8 gHAT FY ATGH
a7 q1 ST I9 TNT T T F AR
THY A, 93 T €aq AN T @Y T
St SqUY § 98 F99 a9 F GOAHA ¥
FIUT TG § 1 gEL AR JAUT W
AT AT IE GAAT F TIAH Fg W&
5 &0 Sa®T agi gomw< JaEE AR
IF q@ ISR I AfaF ¥ Ffas
g 1 T Freom @1 ¥ST AT A ?
qET F1 J99 far SaF fady gor 2 ar
AR @ qawr Y & o g F qau
F qUaT gl & 3% fay W A ? Q59
T AT AW AT @ & 1 AQ ATEAT IR
ag AW ar § A AR §F A1 A FE
€ qg FAgam g1 Fwewr F A
AT FFP IEF FIX FAr fEEnE gy
gar =gy a1 wifs wayfa ¥ IO
A Fgr g :

awefy werafor ggfaaggarefr
@A E weErd dF F faens @ aw
¥ M FR ar g FfeT ang AW F
g Y g qg T I A Ew
uF g afad Sud =gy § | 9% Bl
#1 & 9u¥ de fgwqat q@w I faar
1T | g1 A9q1T F f9Q g T IAWY
2 @ & | @ ggaw afmdz &1 W gaw
e § 95 gFar g | gfama & g6 20
Fagaag F T EfFeF D I F
qR} ¥ QA IW AT A g AR
gafae 02 fae T A/’ g N
@1 sy Gefafeifes @ &1 a@ a9 =1
% QIR0 FEI WY AT AT G
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§C & sa¥F X A gaw) @9 @ awar
R wofvg orew oft, T g fag o
AR HT A F I o g ¢ 5
¥ AT BYeT ar g WA Aifoy Ay
19 e § fF oF T § ag wvwer A
N T A Iad I fedtom aiikg 7@
FOHM | (sgagm) *° G K=
A TR Ig K W19 U 919 @ F
goe Tg g

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : I sm sorry I

am not in a position to accept the amendment
moved.

3?uﬂ w9 famd : @ewr a@n anafa

EE aqr Arq gt s
(vt @0 7o W) : FAT ARTE ?

ot ag fowd ;. et @ F qgEl
gArar FAE F e ¥ 1 5 TR '
# gfvada far ag 1€ dcq affd ?

ot ¥o Wo WA : 7g a1 fafaasr §
amar g1

it vy fand : fufaesr & 3 amr
' A g5 MR ¥ oamr A
faaga ame a9 §, 5 A § afk-
Fd &1 faar fra ¥ g8 fad @<
FH I 0 (wwEEw) A
ar feT aY featom grm

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT : Regarding the
findings of the Sarkar Committee on Shri
Mukberjee, action hasbeen taken. The findings
were sent to the Central Vigilance Commis-
sioner who recommended that Government’s
displeasure be conveyed to him. We have
done that.

st Ay femd :aft 3 A ar
@ Ay R g8 §w fae #5 &9
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AT 1 o7 § @ dataT w1 4w FT
WE AR d e fediom susm
T JqEA ¥wT ag Fgw 5 Ao A
fody & qraE @R @ FA T @
& a7 & Jqraet 2 g Fr % faams
F1§ ST g g AT A g8 TR
& o feF qT g | 39F 17 AT9 AW
3T FIA Jg g7 N1 @A " * (qIAIW) ©

SHRI NATH PAI: Regarding the last
apprehension expressed by Mr. Limaye, we
can point out that this. s a resolution of the
House. The recommendation of the House is
mandatory. If the Government does not
implement it, Government stands condemned.
The recommendation is mandatory; only
polite lauguagc Ras been unportcd by us
:.aymg “it recc ds
If the Government fails to carry out the
mandate, Government stands condemned and
a motion of privilege will be brought against
the Minister of Parliamentary Affairs and other
Ministers. I do not think the Government
dare defy the recommendation of the House.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now I will put the
amendment.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: What
about my point of order ?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have already dis-
posed of it. There is no force in your pomt of
order.

=t wg fawd : gora, wEEg, T
gaes 9T A far g 99 9T MY
Cic K ilod!

aE AR : Ig AL A A
4l _

st wy fawd : 77 a1 ¥ anft HX
ﬁm%nmwmﬁﬂﬁaﬂ @& 1T

Ixfasfad ¥ srgwar av AT o T
¥ gFY | 7T A EWET FY W g

Y s fear &1 & @ar g
mmE‘o.-o

MR. CHAIRMAN : All right; you may
move your amendment.
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SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: I beg to
move :

‘That in amendment No. 3 moved by Dr.
Ram Subhag Singh, after “gravity of the
offence”, insert—*‘and his other lapses”.’

MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is:

“That in amendment No. 3 moved by
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, after ‘gravity of the
offence’ insert “and his other lapses’.”

The Lok Sabha divided

AYES

Division No. 12] [16.46 ks,

Abraham, Shri K. M.
Amjad Ali, Shri Sardar
Atam Das, Shri
Banerjee, Shri S. M.
Basu, Dr. Maitreyee
Bhagaban Das, Shri
Desai, Shri Dinkar

Jha, Shri Bhogendra
Jha, Shri Shiva Chandra
Kalita, Shri Dhireswar
Kunte, Shri Dattatraya
Limaye, Shri Madhu
Misra, Shri Srinibas
Mohammad Ismail, Shri
Molahu Prasad, Shri
Nath Pai, Shri

Nihal Singh, Shri

Patel, Shri J. H.

Patil Shri N. R.

Ram Charan, Shri

Ray, Shri Rabi
Samanta, Shri S. C.
Satya Narain Singh, Shri
Shastri, Shri Ramavatar
Shastri, Shri Sheopujan
Thakur, Shri Gunanand
Umanath, Shri
Viswambharan, Shri P,
Yadav, Shri Jageshwar

NOES

Ahirwar, Shri Nathu Ram
Agadi, Shri S. A.

Ahmed, Shri F. A.

Amin, Shri R. K.
Anjanappa, Shri B.

" Bajaj, Shri Kamalnayan

Barua, Shri Bedabrata
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Basumatari, Shri

Bhagat, Shri B. R.
Bhandare, Shri R. D.
Chandrakar, Shri Chandoolal
Chavan, Shri Y. B.
Damani, Shri S. R.
Dandeker, Shri N.
Deshmukh, Shri B. D.
Devgun, Shri Hardayal
Dixit, Shri G. C.
Dwivedi, Shri Nageshwar
Gandhi, Shrimati Indira
Gautam, Shri C. D, *
Gavit, Shri Tukaram
Ghosh, Shri Bimalkanti
Gowder, Shri Nanja
Heerji Bhai, Shri

Hem Raj, Shri

Jadhav, Shri Tulshidas
Jadhav, Shri V. N.
Jagjiwan Ram, Shri
Jamna Lal, Shri

Joshi, Shri Jagannath Rao
Kamble, Shri

Karan Singh, Dr,

Kesri, Shri Sitaram
Kisku, Shri A. K.
Kotoki, Shri Liladhar
Kureel, Shri B. N.

Lalit Sen, Shri

Madhok; Shri Bal Raj
Mabharaj Singh, Shri
Majhi, Shri Mahendra
Marandi, Shri

Master, Shri Bhola Nath
Meena, Shri Meetha Lal
Mechta, Shri P. M.
Melkote, Dr.

Mishra, Shri G. S.

Mody, Shri Piloo
Muhammad Ismail, Shri M.
Mukerjee, Shrimati Sharda
Mulla, Shri A. N.

Nayar, Shrimati Shakuntla
Nayar, Dr. Sushila
Oraon, Shri Kartik
Pahadia, Shri Jagannath
Pant, Shri K. C.

Partap Singh, Shri
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Parthasarathy, Shri

Patil, Shri Deorao

Patil, Shri S. B.

Qureshi, Shri Mohd. Shaffi
Raghu Ramaiah, Shri
Rajasckharan, Shri

Ram, Shri T,

Ram Sewak, Chaudhary
Ram Subhag Singh, Dr.
Ram Swarup, Shri
Rampur, Shri Mahadevappa
Ramshekhar Prasad Singh, Shri
Rana, Shri M. B.

Randhir Singh, Shri
Rao,Dr. V.K.R. V.
Reddy, Shri P. Antony
Roy, Shri Bishwanath

Roy, Shrimati Uma

Sadhu Ram, Shri

Salve, Shri N. K. P.
Sambasivam, Shri

Sankata Prasad, Dr.

Sapre, Shrimati Tara
Savitri Shyam, Shrimati
Sayeed, Shri P. M.

Sen, Shri P. G.

Shah, Shrimati Jayaben
Shambhu Nath, Shri
Shankaranand, Shri B.
Shastri, Shri Ramanand
Sheo Narain, Shri

Shinde, Shri Annasahib
Shiv Chandika Prasad, Shri
Supakar, Shri Sradhakar
Swaran Singh, Shri
Tiwary, Shri D, N.
Tiwary, Shri K. N.

Tyagi, Shri Om Prakash
Vajpayee, Shri Atal Bihari
Verma, Shri Balgovind
Virbhadra Singh, Shri
*Viswanatham, Shri Tenneti

MR. CHAIRMAN: The result*® of the

division is :
Ayes: 29; Noes 98;

The motion was negatived

*Wrongly voted for Noes.

**The following members also recorded their votess

Ayes : Sarvashri Tenneti Vi

ham, A. S

1h

, S. M. Joshi and S. A. Dange;

Noes: Sarvashri Bibhuti Mishra, Ram Dhan and R. V. Naik.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Now I am putting
amendment No. 3 by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh
and five others, to the vote of the House. The
question is :

‘That in the motion,—

JSor “committed to jail custody for a
week”

substitute “‘summoned before the bar of

the House and be reprimanded and the
House do further recommend that the
Government in the light of gravity of the
offence administer to Shri S. C. Mukherjee

* maximum punishment under the law and
report the same to this House.”” 3)

The motion was adopted

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, there are two
other amendments, one of them standing in
the name of Shri Shiva Chandra Jha. I am
putting it to the vote ofthe House.

The question is :

“That at the end, after “week”
insert—*‘and be fined Rs. 5,000.””

Those in favour may please say “Aye”.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : “Aye”.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Those against may
please say “No.”

SOMS HON. MEMBERS : No.

MR. CHAIRMAN : I think, the “Noes”
have it.

SHRI SHIVA CHANDRA JHA: The
“Ayes” have it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let the lobbies be
cleared....Order, order. The lobbies have
been cleared,

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH: As the
motion now stands there is no word as “week”.
How can there be an amendment to it then ?

SHRI NATH PAI : This amendment can-
not be put to vote. After the amendment

of Cotton Corp. of India

standing in the name of Dr. Ram Subhag,
Singh, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee and others
is adopted, this amendment cannot be connec-
ted with the motion. We are making ourselves
a laughing stock ; the records will make us a
but of laughter for everybody.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Quite right. Now
Shri Shiva Chandra Jha will realise the deve-
lopment that has taken place. The amend-
ment moved by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh has
been adopted by the House, with the result
that some words which wére there in the origi-
pal Motion are no more there. His amend-
ment says :—

‘That at the end, after “week™.’
That word is no more there ; therefore, this
amendment is declared out of order.

Mr. Kalita, the same is the position with
regard to your amendment. That is also declar-
ed out oforder. Now, I put the Motion, as
amended, to the vote of the House. The
question is : '

‘““That this House having considered the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi-
leges presented to the House on the 24th
November, 1970, in which Shri S. C.
Mukherjee, the then Deputy Iron and Steel
Controller, has been held to have delibera-
tely misrepresented facts and given false
evidence before the Committee on Public
Ac and itted pt of this
House, do resolve that he be summoned
_before the bar of the House and be repri-
manded and the Hause do further recome
mend that the Government in the light of
gravity of the offence administer to Shri
S. C. Mukherjee i punist
under the law and report the same to this
House.”

The motion was adopted.

16.52 hrs.

DISCUSSION RE: ESTABLISHMENT OF
COTTON CORPORATION OF INDIA

—Contd.

MR. CHAIRMAN : The House will now
take up further di on the laid




