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DEVELOPMENT be pleased to refer 
to the reply given to Unstarred Ques-
tion No. 6256 on the 14th April, 1969 
regarding opening of C.G.H.S. Dis-
pensary ill Naraina Residential Scheme 
area very soon; 

(a) whether it is a fact that lhe 
.,rea is fast developing and the n'lm-
ber of families of Government r.mp· 
loyees are likely to exceed 2,000 in the 
,trea very soon; 

{b) if so, whether GOllernment pro· 
pose to conduct a survey aud open a 
separate dispensary in the area: 

(c) if so, by when; and 

(d) if not, the reasons therefore? 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND 
FAMILY PLANNING AND WORKS, 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP· 
MENT (SHRI B. S. MURTHY): (a) 
No basis has been mentioned lor the 
ausumption that the number of Gov-
el."nment employees in this area will 
e:tceed 2000 very soon. 

(b) Not at present. 

fc) Does not arise. 

(d) New dispensaries in areas which 
qualify will be opened when funds are 
available. 

IU'''. / ./ 
'C'ALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER 
OF URGENT PUBI.IC IMPORTANCE 

REPORTED ARRANGEMENT FOR TAKE OVER. 
BY GovERNMENT OF TIMES OF INIIIA. 

GROUP OF PAPERS 

MI{. SPEAKER: We shall take up 
t lIe next item, 

SHRI NAVAL KISHORE SHARMA 
(Dausa): - On a point of submission, 
with regard to the next item on the 
agenda, the call attention notice. I 
want to submit that the call attention 
notice involves certain important legal 
alld moral issues. It should not be 
dIsposed of in this manner. There-
fore, would you kindly allow a dis-
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cussion on this subject, at least half 
an hour discussion? 

MR. SPEAKER: Let the Minister 
make his statement. Shri S. M. Joshi. 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL 
DEPARTMENT, INTERNAL TRAD. 
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI 
RAGHUNATH REDDY): The follow-
ing matters pending in the Bombay 
High Court are connected with 
Messrs. Bennett Coleman & Co. Ltd., 
publishers of the Times of India 
Group of Papers. 

(1) Petition under Section 311a o! 
the Companies Act 1956. 

(2) Petition under Section 388B of 
the Companies Act, 1956. 

(3) Civil Suit filed by Messrs. 
Bennett Coleman & Co. Ltd. for the 
recovery of about Rs. 36 lakhs from 
Shri S. P. Jain and other persons in 
respect of the amounts stated to have 
been misappropriated by him or for 

,his benefit with interest thereon. 

(4) Appeal by the company againat 
the injunction granted by the erst-
while Companies Tribunal against the 
order of suspension of five senior em-
ployees of the compnay. 
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(5) Petition by two Government 

directors against the with-holding of 
pensionary benefits of one of the 
senior employees of the company. 

(6) Appeal by the company against 
the obje~tion of the Company Law 
Board under section 635B to the :.ro-
posal for the dismissal of five senior 
employees. 

The other pending matters are-

(i) Writ appeal before a Divisi:m 
Bench of the Calcutta High 
Court filed 49' Shri S. P. Jain 
and Shri ~ P. Jain challeng-
ing the valadity of the 3ction 
proposed under section 388B 
of the Companies Act, 1956. 

(iil Charge-sheet filed by the 
Special Police Establishment 
against Shri S. P. Jain and 
others for offences under 
Seetions 120Bj409/l09 and 
409 of the Indian Penal Code 
before the Additional Chief 
Presideney Magistrate, Bom-
bay. 

The proceedings relating to he 
petition under seo::tion 388B of the 
Companies Act have been stayed by 
the orders of the Calcutta High Court 
at the instanee of the respondents. 
'nle proceedings under section 398 of 
the Act are going on from day-to-day 
in the Bombay High Court. Certain 
proposals were received on behalf of 
the main respondents regarding the 
reorganisation of the Board of Direc-
tors of Messrs. Bennett Coleman Ir: 
Co. Ltd. . These matters connected 
with the reorganisation of the Board, 
.the period of life of the reorganised 
Board a.xid of prOtection of the em-
ployees who have assisted in the 
investigations have been considered by 
the Government for making appro-
priate submissions to the Court. In 
Government's view the re-organiJed 
Bearll should have a majority of 
IIDn.shareholder DiPedGrs for a 

(C.A.) 
reasonable period in the interests of 
the Company and the employees COD-
cerned should be protected. 

It is quite incorrect to speak of 
virtual take-over of The Times of 
India Group of Newspapers by thc 
Government in return for not proceed-
ing with cases of mismanagement and 
misappropriation against Shri Shanti 
Prasad Jain and others. The fact that 
the petition under Section 399B of the 
Companies Act is continuing and th3t 
a criminal prosecution has been filed, 
will itself show that action has been, 
and is being, taken purely on merit~. 
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SHRI RAGHUNATH REDDY: 
Several questions have been raised 
by the hon. Member. Sir, I hope you 
would permit me to preface my 
answer by saying that the entire 
matter connected with this question 
is pending before the court and, there-
fore, is in the nature of sub ;udice. 
Keeping this in mind, I hope the hon. 
Members would kindly appreciate 
that the answers that I may have to 
give will have to suffer from this 
limitation that since these matters are 
pending before the court, we cannot 
go deep into the question, on the 
merits of the matter, one way or the 
other. 

SHRI SHEO NARAIN (Basti): On 
a point of order, Sir. This Govern-
ment has given an assurance in this 
House that they will give us the 
Attomey-General's report. That f~ 
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not before the court. That is a very 
genuine demand and they must give 
the report to the House. This is the 
demand of the full House. 

MR. SPEAKER: He has raised only 
two points: whether there will be any 
l"epresentative of labour on it and 
whether the new Attorney General 
has been consulted or not. I do not 
think that can be sub judice. 

·.fr ~fi 0 ~;ro :sr'~i: if.t ~ \1T 
'J:Wf ~ ff 'fIT i!i'ti ~; ;mf.r ~ 
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MR. SPEAKER: That comes to the 

Fame thing. 
SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: The 

questions raised by the hon. Member 
are about petitions under sections 
3BBB and 39B of the Companies Act. 
As far as the petition under section 
38BB is concerned, as I have already 
made a submission, the matter is 
pending before the Calcutta High 
Court by way of a writ petition filed 
by the respondent, dismissed by the 
single Judge. now pending before the 
Division Bench by way of an appeal 
filed by the respondents and stay 
order having been issued by the Divi-
sion Bench. But as far as that is con-
cerned. that has nothing to do with 
anv kind of negotiations or settle-
men!. in relation to proceedings under 
,ceticn 398. Th" proceedings nnder 
,eetion 388B WOl·1d continue as it has 
T;othing to d" with any kind of 
talks about settlement or wit" any 
discussion; that would be in r~lation 
to pro.ceedings under section 398. I 
would like to make that submission 
very clear. 

As far as the criminal proceedings 
that are now proceeding are con-
cerned, thev have nothing to do with 
proceedines under section 398 pending 
before the Bombay High Court. The 
CBI is in cha.re:e of the prosecution of 
the criminal proceedings and they 
would take their OWn course as ad-
vised by the legal advisers of the CBI. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU 
(Diamond Harbour): Take some i 
energetic steps. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: The 
only question that we are now con-
cerned with is in relation to proceed-
ings under section 39B and it would 
stand to reason-it would be my sub-
mission-that where a petition has 
been filed for removal of the respon-
dents under section 39B for misfea-
sance or malpractices, certainly such 
of the persons who are so mentioned 
in the petition cannot be the directors; 
they cannot continue in any kind ~f 
positions. If any settlement is likely 
to take place, certainly it would ex-
clude such persons mentioned as res-
pondents in the petition. 

The only question that would then 
arise is whether to continue the pro-
ceedings until all the evidence is 
over-the defence evidence is also 
over-and leave it to the court to give 
a decision on merits. Since the object 
of the proceedings under section 398 
is to get a proper management of the 
company, if that can be achieved even 
otherwise, by putting an end to the 
court proceedings and thereby saving 
some money for the Government 
also ... (Interruption) 

SHRI S. M. JOSHI: How much 
have you spent by now? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: If 
such a settlement would be helpful 
and if it would be in the interest of 
the company, the public and the 
nersons who are employed, Govern-
~ent may consider it favourablY and 
the lawyers would take the appro-
priate action. 

SHRI RANGA (Sri Kakulam) Has 
the Chairman resigned? 

SHRI SHEO NARATN: Sir, he is a 
progressive minister. We put a defi-
nite question but he is not ready to 
give us the Attorney-General's renort. 
What is this? Is this the way to run 
the Government? We know. yoU are 
very progressive. An assurance had 
been given. You give us the report 
of Attorney-General. We want it. He 
must give it. 
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SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
May I, with your permission, Sir, 
state that the hon. Member, Shri 
Sheo Narain, may kindly pardon my 
lapse in not directly answering the 
question relating to the opinion ex-
pressed by the former attorney-
General? The Government need not 
have much hesitation to place the 
opinion of the former Attorney-
General on the Table of the Housc .. 

SHRI IIIADHU LlMAYE 
(Monghyr) Why? 

SHRI SHEa NARAlN: What is 6e 
objection? You have given an assu-
rance to this House. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: I 
would only like you to appreciate 
that, in the process of consultaLion 
between the Government as a climt 
and the Attorney-General as a legal 
adviser, several opinions would be 
expressed from time to time '1nd 
opinions may differ. But whether it 
would be corre,t to place the opinhn 
of the Attorney-General on the Table 
of the House . . . 

SOME HaN. MEMBERS: Why not? 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA 
(Delhi Sadar): Why not? Because 
it does not suit you? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: I 
am in your hands, Sir. If you direct 
me, I am prepared to do so. 

SHRI KANW AR LAL GUPTA: 
You must direct him, Sir. 

SHRI SHEa NARAlN: An as~u­
rance was given in the House. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: As 
far as the other question, whether we 
have consulted the new Attorney-
General, I do not think the matter 
was again referred to the new 
Attorney-General because already !t,e 
former Attorney-General had ex-
pressed an opimon on the subject. 

SHRI RANGA: Sir, I had raised a 
point and it was also raised by the 

(C.A.) 
Hon. Member, Mr. S. M. Joshi. I do 
not know why he has been trying not 
to give an answer to that. I want to 
know whether it is a fact that the 
Chairman has resigned; whether the 
Government have come to know about 
it. He has not given any information 
about that. About the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, I would like, if 
necessary, you to take sometime, 21so 
study the matter and give your ~ul­
ing, not only the former Attorney-
General but also the present Attorn~y­
General. as to what are their advices 
to the Government of India. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: If 
I have correctly understood Prof. 
Ranga, the question is, whether the 
Chairman of Bennet Coleman & Co. 
has resigned. As far as I am .,on-
cerned, I have no knowledge about it. 
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SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
Under section 398 of the Companies 
Act, when a petition is filed seeking 
to disqualify the respondents in view 
of charges of misdemeanour committed 
by them, I'laturally the petitioner 
would request the court that they 
should not be included for the purpose 
of any responsibility. Since the 
charges against Mr. Shanti Prasad 
Jain and others were .connected with 
this, it was the petition of the Gov-
ernment that for the purpose of 
a·jministration in the interest of 
public and in the interest of 
the company, representatives ot non-
share-holders must be placed on the 
Board of Direetors so that, having 
regard to the previous history, the 
company might be managed in public 
Interest and also in the interest of 
the company. I am again submitting 
to the hon. House that this can only 
be a submission made to the court by 
the petitioner and that the decision 
lies squarely with the court; the 
court's orders are IInal in this respect, 
whatever may be the arguments ad-
vanced by the Government in this rt'!-
pect. The court has a duty to pass hJl 
order; notwithstanding any argu-
ment or submission made by the Gov-
ernment or the other side, the court 
nas ample powers to pass an order In 
;:>ublir interest, and there is sufficient 
case law on the subject. 
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~ ? 
SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: As 

%al' as the reference made to Jan 
Hit Ni..:ihi is concerned, I have 
absolutely no knowledge. If the 
hon. Member can give me some 
lnlormation, I will be able to find 
oUt. (Interruption). 

SHRI SHEO NARAIN: Where is 
the Cabinet Minister? He :s 110t 
present here. You are our guardian 
in this House; You must protect us. 

MR. SPEAKER: I cannot be the 
guardian fOr everything. I am only 
responsible for order in the House. 
As the guardian, I am unable i.;) con-
trOl you. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: As 
far as the otber asped of the que-s-
tion referred to by the hon. Member 
IS concerned. as to what the Cabi-
net has decided on the 20th, tile 
Cabinet has considered two aspects 
aDout reorganization of the Board alld 
the re~sonable period during which 
this kind of arrangement can be had. 
That is fOr the purpose of giving 
Instructions to the lawyers, what 
Instructions should be given ;.) the 
laywers representing the Government 
1ft respect of the reorganization of 
the Board and the period during 
which the new Board can work and 
also the necessity for giving ample 
protection. 

SHRT RANDIDR SINGH (Roht~k): 
How can he disclose the discuss!ons 
in the Cabinet? 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI (New :::"lelhii: 
This hon. Member clearly betrays an 
animus against the House; he ';"nnts 
the House not to Tarry informalbn. 
Thus he is faillng in his duty .. ~ a 

(CA.) 

representative. This House shiluld 
have all the information. 

MR. SPEAKER: The ''luestion 
asked is very simple. If you thir.k 
that there is no relevancy or Y:lU 
have no knowledge, you can ~~y that 
it is not connected with this. But 
kindly do listen to the categorical 
questions and the answer should alSO 
be categorical. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: I 
very respectfully submit, Sir, with 
regaro to the questions asked, I am 
at a disadvantage. I cannot tranl 
beyond a"" certain level becaaae the 
matter is pending before the court. 
Whatever I Say here should be apP!"e-
dated within the limits of the doct-
rine of sub ;udice. That II the difII.-
culty that I have got. 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: The 
court has nothing to do with the 
C9binet decis\OD. 

SHlU nAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
As I have already submitted .IDd have 
made a teference in the sta~~ent 

which I read out, the question of re-
organisation and also the protec-
tion to be given to the employep~ 
who had helped during the investi-
gation are the two aspects that were 
considered and the nature of instruc-
tions has to be decided bv the Gov-
ernment in relation to that. 

~~~:mm;r~. 
i'ft l1ifTi'f ;;it it ~~ >it <rn ~ m1; 
w <rm <r.i' m ~ I q"ITf i\" >it 
SI'!Iif ~, >mT ~ if; 'm'T >it ~ ·ffi 
;ft<m~ I m'Ti!t~'Ift'3'f'li't 
f.!; <rn i'ft !f'T'i'f 'fiT ~ ~ ~ "?;;rrif 
f'nr 'Ift?"i1';;;IT fu1T Il:lir ~ O'l" ~ 
9"if;~ .. "rTif"f'1"Tkm~~;r, 
<rR ~ 'P"iT ~ ". '<R" if; m1f 
~.mTF!'P>f.t'mT"~9;fr.;f~ 
'f>'ti 'fiT ;m:r m ;am fu,1T'!T 'fti't 
~~? 
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'Isq ~ : ~ lfo1fmr lI>'T 
~~mll>'T I m<r~~ ~ 
~T~~TiR~;it~~~~ in 
'fliT q;'UI',iClT ~ ? 

..n lIiq"( <'m'r ~I<f: tim:<: ~T 
»11<: ~ ~<'!11 'Iff ~;;T "IT~a- t o:~ 
<f.l T.F.T<; 'lit k:;r 1 

MR. SPEAKER: I am on -ny legs. 
Mr. Madhu Limaye, are you not ask·· 
ine your question? 

..n",!~: ~.".~~~ 

m ~ I 'tfi!; ~ if; w.ff 'liT ~ 
~m~'IT~~~~F 
~;;r;rm<r.H;it~~~~~ ? 

~~,~~if;<m 
q;~ it, ~ 'liT ~ "IT ~ 'I ~ 
;ffi-it~T~CIfiIi"~~~ 
~~f1Im"~T I ~~~~~ 
~~~fi!;~~ ~lI>'T 
~lI>'T<mi!>m~t;it~~ 
~fi!;;rnif;3i'R~~if; m 
~,~~~~fi!; i~if;~ 
it~m't~t»1h:~wu~ 
fi!; ;;r;r m'Ii"R 'liT WIn'f ~ ~ ;it 
~~~m'Ii"R'IiT~ 
iA" ;;mrr ~ »1h: ~ qTlI; ~mr 
~ qrq; ~ iA" ;;mrr ~, ;it ~; 
.rr.n wU ~ ~ if'ilifl" ~ ;it ~ ;ft;r 
~ ~ ~ ';J;'iRT ~-m ~ 
~~~fi!;<m~amr ~~f.t; 
~ qrq; ~ ~ it; ;;iT &:jqf'lI4i1i 
Ift"oit;o "Ull" mft "I'm t <m ~ "I'm 
1T,:rr»1h:~m&it;~it"*~~ 
»1h:;:;f 1: -lii{ f~, ~ iff ~~;q. ';J;'iRT ~T 
f.t;~mawr~~!!IT'Ii 
UVlT 'liT ~ ~ if; ~-.r if '!i~'TT 
",. ;rn'Iil ;it m'1" ~or rn ~ 
"IT iI~ "I'm t ~ fliorrq; m'T ~T 

<C.A.) 

~ 'liT ~r m it; fOTlt 'flif ~1fI< 
~ ~ I ~ amr '¥ ~liomo ~fm:I' 
crT6 ~ it ~ 'IT ~ lfT't if ;;iT 'iI'h: 
~ ~ ~R ;; <r.rm '3fTlf ~ 
m' m ~ ~,- qrrrn- ~ ~r 
~t 1~~~:m;;;;T 
~r i'i f;r. >;11q~ <f,f,T ~ f;r. ;r.4-nf~ 
if; ff(ii 'for ~1f ~ <r.r.rT "fi~ ~, ~if'fO'f 
~ fOTlt '¥-IT "hAT ~ ,,~ ~ f~li 
~ <rnT'f ~qf ~ '¥-IT *ft ~ ~<f '1"<: 
1fT<: ~if f", ;;IT rrllT <iii mr ~if 
mq- ~ ~ ~ 4 srfufrrfa- ifili'il'7fuii 
'liT <'ftf;;rtt ~f ~ ~;:ffumr it; srfufrrfa-
»1h: ~ 'Ii'li'ilTml it; Sifufrrfu I 

~a<fi~'IiT~~ ~ 
'1ft m<r i!i"~T if ~ <'ftf~ »1h: 
~;;frr 'liT ~ lI>'Tf~ fi!; ~ f~ 
~t,;f~~~;;IT~qrq; 
~it;~t, ~T~ii, ;rnit;;m-
~~it'liT"lfmqffif~'Ii'li~ 
~ ~ SIllffimrr fir.r ~ ~ 
;;r;rnT 'liT 1ft W<.4" m- Uf'Ilf I \lrf.r.;; 
~T ~ it; fOTlt ;;fm m<rit ~ 
~fi!; mw oR- it; ~ ifrr~ ~ m~ I it 
m<r ~ ¢'lFfi' ~ i'rfili"'i ~~ it; ~ 
it1ft~~l~ ~~ I 

qlfl'~~~~ ~T <n: 
~m? l{Utr if ~~ ~ "" 
ft"il'n: , ~ f~ ~ ~ 

~~, I *ft~ itU""mr 
~'IiT;;riITiI"~ ? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
The first question raised by Shri 
Madhu Limaye is about Shri P. K. 
Roy and others. P. K. Roy was one 
of the respondants where others al'e 
also involved. Therefore, there is 
already a case pending against him. 
He happens to be a defendant in a 
civil suit filed by the company for 
recovory of certain sums, I think the 
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Hon. Member will kindly excuse me 
if I do not go into further details. 

'Il. ;r'I r\Of.:roT : ~ ~ ~ for. 'l'fT 
~ iRfffior q;~ ~ t I -rTJI" 
~r" ~r<: it for.<f.! ;pf;nfWT q;T 
trrf.t ~f'ffi1 ~ ~ ~ JfOI" fq; 'Rt 
f!3<'Tf.fi qgcr l'fT"Ij:<fr trl-{i'T ~, 7,-;v, 
;;iT <'it'!" ~\1 ~T ::r '",Of it l1T:f({ ::r 
'fiB" ~, "fn: «I irg, ~: l1Tl1~ i{ Gi~ ~, 
Tr\"'fir 1frff 'f~r f'r".,.ora-~, -r~or 'f ~ ~ 
"'~r<!Tm n<'i'l:'r ~ ~ if'i"\i:T -rraT ~? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
As far as Shri P. K. Roy is ';oncern-
ed along with tbis, there are others 
who are involved in this matter, as 
respondents or defendants or witnes-
ses. He will kindly excuse me 
if I do not answer because I do not 
want to say sometbing that might 
affect the merits of the case. 

'Ill l'fi fWi~ : ~, ~'f!fuif 
'fit ~ t~ "",?tos 'li"m~, ~f.!;'f JfOI" or? 
~ '!iT ~or -rrOT ~ ~ lr or'r'T ~ 
;;rra-~ 

'IlT fu~ ;fl.:~ : f~"'f.t 19-

fmtHR 'fit ~ fil;lfT, ~ mtR 
~ fil;lfT, ~i!i't mvs 1frfi i!{f.~ f I 
If he says about suspension, what 

is the harm? That will not affect the 
case. It creates no obstacle in regard 
to court matters. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
As far as the point raised by Shri 
Madhu Limaye is concerned, i fully 
appreciate the force in the sl\g~es­
tion he has mr.de and the logic be-
hind it. This will also be borne in 
mind when we will have to suggest 
some names. Several names are be-
ing thought about. There is no defi-' 
nite decision taken about the \lamp-so 
Therefore, he may kindly excuse me, 
if I don't answer anything about 
names because still the Government 
have not taken a final view about 
these matters. Only when a final 

(C.A.l 
view is taken, instructions would be 
given to the counsels appearmg on 
behalf of the Government. We (;an 
only give names. It is for the court 
to pass orders. 

-rr'T ,.4' "r, <:Il'i it, qf~ '!" :s,-;f'~fC~ ~ 

6T'1«",: i'iT '1nrq:r ? ~lH!T 'i: it' -rTG'f.r 
Ef!lT ~;;'Jf ~ ? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
The suggestion made by Shri Madhu 
Limaye, I submit, is a very exccllc:tt 
suggesation which would be taken 
into consideration at the appropriate 
time. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: You 
have double standards. In case of 
particular employees you are so 
harsh. In the case of certain other 
persons you are so lenlent and libe-
ral. Why should alI these thinp 
continue? 

MR. SPEAKER: There is no 
question of that. 

'Ill. m;i',;;r (~ ~~U[) 
~ 11([~, or~ 'Ii:T"f.t .. 1fT ll"fl1<'TT 
-rmrcr il' ~ -rR q;Jr11([~ ~t ;;ry 
;;rr;:pm:r H 'ROf 'li"Y ~ ~ ~~ "" 
~~, i:l~;;rr'fmr 'li"T ~W1 it 'l"f;jf em 
rn iF f<'flZ <flfT<: ~ ...... 

'Ill II'! ~ : ~<:JY~'!iTWllITif 
~ ;q-rq; '!Tr~ ~ I 

$""'" 'ImI';jl;;r: fil<'~ g I 

"qlltlil"~T~q : ~"l'if RPl'?: 1flfT 
~ ? 

IIll "'! ftr.;~ : ~"f'l' iF m~ 
~il;rordzrr<~,1l'gt ~r ~-~ <:JT 
«ro;rr 'F~.'R' m'fi '1'[f;;p:[Tfm; ~ I 
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~ ~ ~~;it~ "q&l 11{R<f 
~~ ~T't "r<fT"fr ;PI "I'T iftrvr got ,,<;!if 
<Rc ;pT;;fI{'f 'f,qn :t 'f1iI>: '1;11;;1"i if; 

'i1~ if ~"f sf I 'H<fHl ,{i'r ""f ifrfc'T 
it qW ,,~t 'filSf~fr'1 ';Pff 'J;fg'fG" 't mfrcr 
lR1TG"~if'l;Tc.;f'r'liriff'f'1T .q'r'"Q: '{,~­

OfT <rT~ ;itT 'lfi., 1J([t ~i[:t ~ f,~ hn 
~ ~ - ~f'f,'f ~.'r 'IT,] 'fiT mfrcr 5I'm~ 
,h it "iilor 't >;[~"'fiJ if ~ ~ -(if 0 

11 'l>T ~ ~~ 11r+0r 'R 'O<l'I g-{ ~ fij; 
'Ii"'f mf 'Cf 5I'm~o1'f it 'ml q; ~ ~~t;; 
'lfiofT ~ ij;f ~"'f'fq;f;; ~ qh: 
'3'~fil: ~ 'fi'i[l' ~ fif; 'fTlrf;;r if .f;'if<'lr if) 
'f'iT % "1'1 mq'l>T ifrc ~ w m 
§W ~ f" 'If!/Tl'!> 01;; ij;T ;;'fT mfrcr srnT~ 
o:;f;; ~;;r~ ~ ~'f'f>'t '"r'Rqif Cf'fTi't it f"'f~ 
~,m: ~, ~1i if ~=t "In: 6T!f't<R<: ,-~if 
~ m~ e) l!T1rt<m: ~it mo: ~nillf>' 
;ij'f '!iT ~<rol'f <rifllf'f I 

1!TTi~ srnTG" .y;; it <riiT"1 it ~ro 
~ <iT" >;IGT"1Cf iT 'r~T <r{ ti~'I-nT l'f'l''t 
Ifi[~ ~'I ~ if ~'I ~1l om ~ 
~ ~;'fn 'f.<: ~ ~ I l:fQ 'Ie''f 'FT -lTeH 
'q'q'l1T'f ~ ;; P: If'!' f,.nt 't ltcr 'iW ~ I 
fm m'T ~~ i!t ;;rq i!t 1:[g 'O<l~ "f"'f 

<:QT~, Iii[ 'lfqm'f "it l!.T 'FT ~-Wt"'fit 
it ~'I GlHi n ,~;;rrm "'T~m I 

~'I<:T <rT(f'-- P. ~ 'PHT "fTi['fT ~ 
f", 'lfH mq-~« m'li ;;:f:srlT it ~ 
if 'li'1"'f1 9~<:"r "fli[~i € 'Of ' .. if iToc-''r, 
ii' ·lfFlIH:T 't 1964 if W>:fG" ~ ,!<fr<r 
f"liT 'fr f'f. {;W -T~ q-<. ~;4"fri'<:<ii it ::-t 
srf-'f:"rfa ,~ "lT~, ~f<rr '3'1 fl11i:o ~T 

~,i'ci If'1re :;f'l 'I'TT 'If;=< "'frii it "<IT" 
if '1fT ~ WI"" ~'I '!;<fT -l :n T m if"" i!t ~~,;r<: 

fpiT 'l' "I"f w.- ;;rq mq- f q;, ~ 'fliT 
<rTi Hl'f ;;rr ,it t crt ,,'I 'IlIli it f"'fl1; 
~"Q; f'l'l\ll 'fil ~ if "'flit ?i 'l;Irq-'fil 'flIT 

'tH " ~ ? 

.:ii'll llQi'-:'4 if ir '~ciFc «(I 'f\ 
felIT ~, i. ,tr if tt G.1 Tif qi'f!T «'i[T 'f\ 

"Certain proposals were rec~iv­
ed on behalf of the main reSOO!l-
dents regarding the reorga~lsa­

tion of the Board of Directors of 
Mis. Bennet Colemen and Co. Ltd." 

~ ""rr'fT "lTi[~ ~ (it; i:r 'flf! ~;;rfCf ~? 
m~ '1'T<r '['iT 'I<fr<r 'If i:r ~, f~T 
Wq- "l'll-r Hr;;r~.if 'i ~,~ ~ -!l'n:f'Jiif tn: 
Wq- >;[GT"'fci if ~ .. ,-.:~ 'r. tW-i iilT<: 
~ --FIT" 't; ~'I ij;T mq; " '{ 

"These matters connected with 
the reorganisation of the board, 
the period of life of the reorga-
nised board and the protection 
of the employees wh() have assist-
ed in the investigations have been 
considered by Government for 
making appropriate submissions 
to the court ... , 

What are those appropriate sub-
missions that Government are mak-
ing? 

"In Government's view, the 
reorganised board should have a 
majority of nonsharehnlders 

directors for a teasonahle period 
in the interests of the company 
and the employees conoernMi 
should b.. protected!' 

lI1l" "I't 'fT1-'lf,"q;f!/T1:j';;f :sr'~'V<f 'f;T 

f;;'f'lfi "nT 'TlIT ~ - - H '!I 'lft7 'If, T'Ii"T 
«UP: '!I FrGifT '1r.pcf ~, fc-'f'iT 
fnn ~, S:'T ''iT ~ '" 'if',p:r QT'fT 
"fTfm I ferih ij;<: ~'I 'fPRt it, ,p:q;ft 
"'fl-¢mif"~-:<: irro 1964 if ~~ 
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["fir .ff'; ~ 'l~(;r 'lR 1~1lr ~,i{ 'f; ilf/{ 

;;ft ;rnd"-Gir:r~iO:: ",~ q,i;r <r~ ~ip7 

~, "i'lll'" l~~'1f 'f;, ~(['NiilT1{ ~ ~·n: 
qq~ if; ,;I"Hf if; 'i:{ 'l;]"~& >riO:: ~w;ro<: 
Pf-ifT,,,qi <fir -ri.':, H ~r.-:r~ 'f;<: <:VT 
~) .~s .~/.f-r., If ·l;!~·t· ""i·\.if qffi Cil+£-

'I".t\ili 'fiT 'i'i'f.'U ict lIm '\"<: 't> ~:r. ~ 
~ t,1f(i <llf<!: ~T"'l>( ";<.Of -,T ;;it ft/<;-
j~qf 'l<'Tl ~, \\:.; <!W11 i{T;:ri 'liT ~ 
cT~1'>f 'l;]"i -Ii ~: "~QT it .r r 'l;]" ~T'f ~tI" 

tIlPi ~, <Oil it; i{T<: l:c \(Til ro '" <:ir 
ori ,~ l!! ~of ,fo:rrit >f~ i 't,T ~q;. 
.ih H"c 'iti( {n~r,·, qiff W'fiiiT 
m<:r ;;~ ;;il~'1f I 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY. 
would Jlke to dispel one ~i-es­
sion which is there. There is no-
body ~ a company law adminis-
trator who is running this rompaDJ'. 
The erstwhile tribunal had appointed 
a ehairman, first Dr. Cooper and when 
he resigned, Shri D. K. Kunte was 
appointed as chairman of the com-
pany by the Companys Tribunal; the 
tribunal also appointed certain per-
sons as directors and allowed the 
optiOn to Government to appoint two 
directors. That was how the present 
board of directors came into existencc_ 
There is nobody as a company law 
adminisarator who is running this 
company. Therefore, I would like 
ttl dispel that im,pression. 

_ 13 hrs. 

As reg arc s the se~ond question 
raised by :Shri Fernan:lez, I would 
very respec tfully submit that I have 
not committed any contempt of the 
House. They would, I hope, appreciate 
my difficulty. The matter is pend-
ing before the court which is deal-
ing with the merits of the case. Gov-
ernment 1s only in the nature "Of a 
petitioner; it is not an adjudicating 
lIuthoJ"ity. ~t will have to give ins-
'ructIons to counsel depending upon 
lIIe stage oJ the case 'Bnd sometimes 

(C.A.) 
even to adjust to circumstances. 
Suppose the Judge makes a sugges-
tion, that will have to be considered 
by Government with great respect. 
Therefore, to go into these details 
and expia.n step by step everythlng, 
that Government would do or pro-
pose to do when the matter is pend-
ing before the court would be very 
difficult for me to do on the /loor of 
the House. As circumstances walTant, 
Government will have to give ins-
tructions to the lawyer to present the, 
case. 

/~ 

..J1i( ~ q;",;.i'(\;1 : mTl'f' ~;r ~ 

om: it wf.t !1Ttf <i :rnTG: -7,., 'fOr 'n[ t("iT.~ 
~t ~ If."T ~T 1If\"i[ WI~· f I ~ am 
amm ~? (~~;r) ... 

lilT ~~o l!t'0 \iimr : li~ ~ ~ 
~<9f "<1 'flIT ~''fT<:r 'f'If <'[ ;; "" ~;;r if1T 
~<; f'f.QT? (~.-.,,) ••• 

~ 'Il'ii ~ : itt rr.r 'liT 
\re<: mrr iIf.;rt;; fit; mfu "S(t(R ~ !liT 
20 ~ 'liT >tl" ~ ~ ~ 
it'I'iWllT;:r@ ? ........... _(~;r) .... .. 

~~ Il~ : >;[['1 ilfu!; I W'l it 
m~T~IIf\"TtI"<:v.rr'I"T~ I 

(~.,,) ...... 
SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 

have no knowledge as to whether 
Shri F. A. Ahmed telephoned Shri 
S. P. Jain. 

wf.1 .rerr if" 'liT1I1 
.•.•.. (~lf) 

Ill) ~o "","0 ;;rm"'> :;;[Of !7!i"m 
~ ~ 'IlT <mi ~ ~ i{T1f ~r ~ 
oT~~it~if~H;:r@ 
f.t;"l[T I ...... (Oll~~;r) .... . 

-n;;rr.;i ~liir: ~ if~ 
;mr~rtrfllT~? ... (~,,) 
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IIi\ f~ ;:rr<:rqur : ;;IT <iii it ~ 
;;nil' <1m l[f<R1 it ~ it w ~<m"l' 

61 <l'fi'ffi" ~ ? 

..,1 ~f~:~ ~ 
m~ 'fi'r l!(f ~ I ••. (0'.'f1T<l'r-f) • 

9AOI:fiff o;g),{1f : mq ;;;qr~ ffi~ 

f+rf"i~'Z 'fir ~u ~ ~ I 

..,1 l'I'! n;1fIi : !f\?: ~ ~~ 
"i"TiRTif'lftmm~ I ••• (~.l'\') 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
There would be a number of pro-
posals being made on each side. Gov-
ernment and counsel, depending upor. 
the nature of the proposals made, 
will have to consider them ......... . 
(InteTT'Uptions) . 

SHRI UMANATH (Pudu Kottai): 
Shri Shanti Prasad Ja'in's lawyer has 
told the court that Government has 
proposed such and such name in re-
gard to the reorganisation of the 
broad. Let him confirm or deny it. 

MR. SPEAKER: He has specifical-' 
ly said in the House that Shanti 
PraS'ad Jain's counsel had put these 
two points in the Court. Of course, if 
it was true, they sh'Ould have been 
known or would have been reported. 
When this has been conveyed to the 
court, what is left of the secrecy? 

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Do not 
try to save Fakhruddin! Speak with 
God as your witness. 

SHRI M. L. SONDm: May I 
say that truth makes a man fearless? 
If truth is on his side, he need not 
fear anybody. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
The Counsel representing Shanti 
Prasad .Jain might have said ..... . 
(Interrupti,,"tS. ) 

MR. APR'A.KER: You may look 
and say If ,rou are aware of it or not. 

There is no question of 'milh~ 
have. ' 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
I can only give information in res-
pect of suggestions made by the 
Government Counsel...... (Inter· 
ruptions.) 

··;f[ ~ q;,,;'i';;r : m"I' ~H 

W <mr G<: >;jG'f<'Rf if ~ ~ ;;n '1[T 
~ I il'wir.r~ ~ ? . (0!f'mT'I') •. 

...n ;¢;ro;rn:r 'itCl' : in:r ~ "'I'li "*' ~ I in:r ~ mq; "*' ~ ~ 
f'li' 'l"irT il't fm;r, ~ ~ if ~ 
~ ~ 'fiW f'li' mm mfu ~ ~'f il; 
~ if ~ <i<n'i 'lilt if fffi ~ lIT ~ f.t; 
~m~if~~qil'if 
f.t>'llTm~~f.t>'llTf.t;'3'i'fiIiT~T 
~ ~ 'fi!TllT ~ '" 
(~) .... m in:r ~ ~ ~f.t; 
m;;r~~;;rcmr~"I'TW~~ 
.mr ifi'f f.t; mllT <rll: ~ m ~ lIT ~, 
m ;;roT ~, ~<'Rf if l:f\?: ;;rcmr ~ ;;rT 
W ~ m ~<'Rf if >riifer ,Hrr~ 
~'f.~ifOf!fT'if~lIT~(I'T~ 

~~"'iflif~~~~ ? 
. . . . .. (c~CfiI"I'f) ..... . 

SHRI RANGA: He should be 
frank. It seems there is something 
fishy and they are trying to hide it. 

"''fi!~q : ~~~~ 
~1Ilt~il;fir;n •• (~:;r) •• 

...n~~:il'~<n: 
.m~~~ I 

>.;ft~~:iRr~!ilT'Ii 
mh ~ I ~ ifi'f Woi ~ <IO<:iT 
~ f.I; om: om: ~ '" \'iT lr ~~T 
~1 ~ ~ ~ I Woi ~ l[ffm:r rn 
if;~~;;ffi\"~-~~ 41 itft;rm 
sm~ I ~'f,~~mm~tfil; 
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1M wffir SR!R -hr iii ~ it" '& ~ 
q'\1: ~ am: ~<: 'lit !flIT ~ 
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MR. SPEAKER: It is a simple 
question. They want to know it yo" 
lire aware Of it or n"Ot. 

SHRI RAGHUNATILI\. REDDY: 
I shall have to find out the informa-
tion from the Government Coun!el 
and then only give the information 
that i> asked. Before that I cannot 
say. 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: His reputa-
tion will suffer if he does not say the 
truth. We are in no hurry tor 
lunch. Democracy, Press and human 
rights demand of him a proper ans-
wer. What is wrong? He is a young 
man. Procrastination is evil and he 
should shun it. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): 
He can make a statement later. Let 
him ascertain it. The House is sitting 
till 6 O'clock. 

MR. SPEAKER: I would like to 
.1Ik the Minister that he sh"Ould give 
• categorical reply: whether he i~ 
aware of it or not. That is all. 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN 'rHE 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (SHRI 
M. R. KRISHNA): He said he is not 
aware. 

lSi\' fp "I1mIV1' m<f iii Ff liil 
if@' 1fT'f ~ ~ I 

lSi\' ....... t'Ir.I'~ (~): 
'~iiim'f~~'Ii<:~ 
~ , ~~<mrif@'~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you aware 
of it or not? 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
The question raised is whether a 
particular type of submission has 
been made by the council Of Sltri 
Shanti Prasad Jain to the court. 
That is the question. I will have to 
verify and then answer. (lnteTTUp-
non). 

SHRI UMANATH: That is not 
the question. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS TDse--

SHRI UMANATH: The question 
is this. S. P. Jain's lawyer had made 
a !ubmision in the name Of the Gov-
ernment. The question is whether 
Government had made such sugges-
tions as claimed by him. He can 
say he is n'Ot aware of any such sug-
gestion having been made or he can 
say that he wants noti ~e of the ques-
tion. That is the reply we want. It 
is not the other thing. 

MR. SPEAKER: If the Minister 
has not heard it, why should he in-
volve himself like this? If he is not 
aware of it, he may say he is not 
aware of it. 

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 
When I said I will have t"O verity 
that does not mean that I am not at 
all aware of it, but I will have to 
verify. (Interruption) 

~-
13.11 hra . 

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE 
KEROSENE (FIXATIO!'1 o~ CAILING 

PRICES) FOURTH AMENDMENT 
ORDER, 1969 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM 
AND CHEMICALS AND MINES AND 
METALS (SHRI D. R. CHAVAN): 
I beg to lay On the Table a copy of 
the Kerosene (Fixation of Ceiling 
Prices) Fourth Amendment Order, 
1969, published in N'Otification No. 
G.S.R. 1838 in Gazette of India dated 
the 1st August, 1969. under sub-
section (6) of section 3 of the Essen-
tial Commodities Act, 1955. [Placed 
in LibraTJ/. See No. LT-1800169.] 


