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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 in Naraina Residential Scheme
area Very soon;

(a) whether it is a fact that the
area is fasy developing and the num-
ber of families of Government emp-
loyees are likely to exceed 2,000 in the
area very soon;

(b) if so, whether Government pro-
pose to conduct a survey and 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 for the
assumption that the number of Gov-
ernment employees in this area will
exxceed 2000 very soon.

(b) Not at present.
¢c) Does not arise.

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

1217 Krs.
" .

. . a
“CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

REPORTED ARRANGEMENT FOR TAKE OVER.
BY GOVERNMENT OF TIMEsS OF INDIA
GROUP OF PAPERS

MR. SPEAKER: We shall take up
the 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
and 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?
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MR. SPEAKER: Let the Minister
make his statement. Shri S. M. Joshi.

st oo wHo AN : &
Afawradin % qged &7 fFfafaa
fawg &1 o AtE e, -
& sraT AT FEETEE GET #7
e faerT =rEaT § A srefAr st
ffrmmalies s d:

wfrai & faeg F9Tw qa@v
TaT F WAL F AN AT AT
HA FT ATEATET T L FHI
T EFRY W% § {1 49 ¥ 9a-
afawmi &1 frwe wiesw &
T AU g9 & ¥ for 9
Fr fagq sgaem”

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL
DEPARTMENT, INTERNAL TRADE
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 398 of
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
Jhis benefit with interest thereon.

(4) Appeal by the company against
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 objection of the Company Law
Board under section 635B to the Lro-
posa] for the dismissal of five senior
employees,

The other pending matters are—

(i) Writ appeal before a Division
Bench of the Calcutta High
Court filed by Shri S. P. Jain
and Shri A; P. Jain challeng-
ing the valadity of the action
proposed under section 338B
of the Companies Act, 1956.

(ii) Charge-sheet filed by the
Specia] Police Establishment
against Shri S. P. Jain and
others for offences under
Sections 120B/409/109 and
409 of the Indian Penal Code
before the Additional Chief
Presidency Magistrate, Bom-
bay.

The proceadings relating to he
petition under section 388B of the
Companies Act have been stayed by
the orders of the Calcutta High Court
at the instance of the respondents.
The proceedings under sectian 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 &
Co. Ltd. These matters connected
with the reorganisation of the Board,
the period of life of the reorganised
Board and 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-organised
Board should have a majority of
non-shareholder Directors for a
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reasonable period in the interests of

the Company and the employees con-
cerned should be protected,

260

It is quite incorrect to speak of
virtual take-over of The Times of
India Group of Newspapers by the
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 that
a criminal prosecution has been filed,
will itself show that action has been,
and is being, taken purely on merits.

sft T Two WY ¢ FF HEAT
T AR THRATE | 1964
¥z Fvr ¥ fgams og Amar 512
¥ 91 Y FIHT maE T ogeT
398 X 3s8 & ¥ AT TE FH

T | TFWE AT AT FROE | TF
A AT T gW | AEAT T

ST TR WG § fem & off S@Ey =
T AR Y GET 9GS g wET F
art  faar femma feama @y s
AN 9FF W & fermT ) O 9
ITHA | ITRITFLAIL T 398
F WTaRd ST WIS T 14T 97 9 &1 AT |
A 77 g € o # Fve &Y defe
2! NI N T IGH E
AR g FE A aw6 ¥ I o
fer w31 & o oar A g R
WS T FIE § F T HT T I
qaFag @ AT ! A A I9 A K
F@ATE 1 oF ar afi e H T
FET AEHEF AT AT THHT T F
T dgt F & wE | gE FEEr
AR W A &7 FAET § o fem@d an
AT AT | AT A Tg N W
W R TR AW 3 fed § A
qr | W @ aEEE & 3 AT F )
gl TF FAAAl 1 A g, § wgar
g = s & g st @
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19 FE € q @, WA St 4T
T @ | A HeE WY §U
1 o § 9 A T S e wman
o1 ST TN T g fRar o
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z |

St Jarg fzar o £ 999 @@ AR
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TG A fF TR T TR ™ a@v
% ¥ b zw oW o7 B famic
FT W@ F IR 99 TF U F7 T
=% faat oar & 99 9% g0 oF U R
T 9ET 9¥ FET @ dFd g ! 9AE
FR whE o fenr owmm @
oq T e Ja & ot s
¥ 1 T faey o, SE awr gew 9%
w@r s+ fafaa gz oA fefrem
T & G W 9ol & AT S F¥ oY
T @ T TS AEIT AT e
W@ Ffag dam g ? omdoa
qq Qe SR AT § T SAET 4T
TF A WS AT QW S qE G
I T FY AT {97 9= 9T @G F (g
T g1 § ¢

ag gF T = § FORE g
At semw Frmmg fe oww oM
waw ¥ fer & 7w oRR
e 3 fEr & @ w o s
F AT § HI< R & A 67 Fay
¥ I = feoT &, ag o Samn
S

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 judice.
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
Attorney-General’s report. That is
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[Shri Sheo Narain]
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 hag raised only
two points: whether there will be any
representative of labour on it and
whether the new Attorney General
has been consulted or not. I do not
think that can be sub judice.

AT UEe wWo Wi ¢ HA A S
qer 2 fF #m &% ¥ Tme 5T
T 7 3T A% F@A FAT w|r g oar
g & ST oqET 91 a9, ¥ A S9
;T o g § B qfeww g g, R
o ffaETT A Ty |
MR. SPEAKER: That comes to the
same thing.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: The
questions raised by the hon. Member
are about petitions under sections
388B and 398 of the Companies Act.
As far as the petition under section
388B 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
any kind of negotiations or settle-
ment in relation to proceedings under
ccction 398. The proceedings under
section 388B wourld continue as it has
nothing to do with any kind of
talks about settlement or with any
discussion; that would be in relation
to proceedings 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, they have nothing to do with
proceedings under section 398 pending
before the Bombay High Court. The
CBI is in charge of the prosecution of
the criminal proceedings and they
would take their own course as ad-
vised by the legal advisers of the CBIL
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU
(Diamond Harbour): Take

some,
energetic steps, !

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: The
only question that we are now con-
cerned with is in relation to proceed-
ings under section 398 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 398 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 of
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
persons who are employed, Govern-
ment may consider it favourably and
the lawyers would take the appro-
priate action.

SHRI RANGA (Sri Kakulam) Has
the Chairman resigned?

SHRI SHEO NARAIN: Sir, he is a
progressive minister. We put a defi-
nite question but he is not ready to
give us the Attorney-General’s report.
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: Hon. Member, Mr. S. M. Joshi. I do

May I, with your permission, Sir, not }{now why he has been trying not

state that the hon. Member, Shri to give an answer to that. I want to

Sheo Narain, may kindly pardon my
lapse in not directly answering the
Qquestion 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 House..

SHRI MADHU
(Monghyr) Why?

LIMAYE

SHRI SHEO NARAIN: What is the
objection? You have given an assu-
rance to this House.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 1
would only like you to appreciate
that, in the process of consultation
between the Government as a client
and the Attorney-General as a legal
adviser, several opinions would be
expressed from time to time and
opinions may differ. But whether it
would be correct to place the opinion
of the Attorney-General on the Table
of the House . . .

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Why not?

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA
(Delhj 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 KANWAR LAL GUPTA:
“You must direct him, Sir.

SHRI SHEO NARAIN: An assu-
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 nrew
Attorney-General because already tke
former Attorney-General had ex-
pressed an opinion on the subject.

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

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, 2lso
study the matter and give your rul-
ing, not only the former Attorney-
General but also the present Attorney-
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.

Al SFTMAR WEA (TYS) -
7% feri ¥ faeelt o, K agR W), 78
@1 T T g 5 a8 g Feran-
qall Y T FT HIGLOT FIAT ATEAT
g1 (sxEEm) g fom oo fewm o
T g UF F<H & | afe fed
fex g gutaqu o fear mm, &
gaTETaE Y wre-Efear eAr 77 axe
¥ el F M a7 FI @ TET 2R I8
qw ¥ fag dga 9% gulw @ g
R 1

w s vf yER S A 9 F
TR g faege feR e & @@ ot
YOH T &TT ¥ gy § qrada
& WTeqH & ST FIE AN {AHTEAT AT
LA T EEEAl 7 WR
W § Ny § a1 o F 9 guaty
N T AR @i g 7 oa
Sl @i OF gac & fada 70 #
A Hel @ D AT TR AT AT
g s #E & faomr # el we ®
qaIfaa T8 BT |
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[ e iz wrefi]

A A w
3 s afafan 2, For an fe
fAfa & dr Aerw @ oef
fafer s & e wwEs ¥ dwAw
e wft o s@Ew R wE &
ATE T 9 POETT Y E 0 sy
=feT AR I F AR ¥ W oz AN
A g A fam o g 0 @
3% ¥ #fae 3 oF fafreT st 3o Fo
M, WX ST T4 F OF I3 qaeq
F1 ST uremw ¥ awgdd A gm
T g 2 B owafs A 7 ag falw
frar & 5 I ofEe & & e
¥ 73, IET IT A q@ TR AT wEe
F7 Iy 9 AR e ¥ W @
7% A1 A W ¥ oA wgy &
AT Y W d A AN awer @R
i &, 37 ¥ vy ¥ s ware
F7 { quay foar @ @ Ak e
g A R W T 3 aeet ¥
¥ oF @ TRMT & UF 93T 99 ITN-
afy § 1T A% WEW ¥ I 0e-
Nz F @, T AT FAHIAA &,
st g7 qaq 3fery w@eATs v I
g7

& ag s AT 9 g R S
20 FIEFT T FAT RITAT F T T
gaz & =m fang faar mw &
qEAr F TOA & FE
T faatT wwifad ZT A9 WA W
frag gF7i = < FT Ag g7 geaeg §
wfzdz F 20 AT & o7 7 Fq@my
¥ i fgwy 7 7

Arofes 7T AT E T S =
st ¥ A A a3 AT A §
I9 F qEg § AT T TF AT
FraarET #T 8 7
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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, maturally 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
administration in the interest of
public and in the interest of
the company, representatives of non-
share-holders must be placed on the
Board of Directors 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 Jecision
fies squarely with the court; the
court’s orders are final in this respect,
whatever may be the arguments ad-
vanced by the Government in this res-
pect. The court has a duty to pass an
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
public interest, and there is sufficient
case law on the subject,

*ft wETET AwSt ST HEET,
R AT AY AT A B A A FN AW
F mwwerar & fi5 WX 9T FT T GHY
RN T W A% 37 AT HT F wT
F S FY OHATT | AT TF T A AT
iy swfea fafy 7o #1 25 @97 ®70
Frr wRd ferr o st fafe o
¥ wierw ¥ 9T WIQE T 7F @Sl

? g aw wE o fE 20
ardrg Ft Ffaae @y o ¥ Y froe
g ag FaT & 5= A ag o fw
FTFaT e AEEa AT E TS
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FA T FAAEI QG E ! F Frgar
g f& g7 At 5wt &1 Swe Ay
gER 7] fF Fo Tae HET AT FATT
AT & a9 § F4T TRl ISt

g 31 § o wifqariie &M @@ gm &
e g9 I B TASTAS FET AT
€7 &g @Y 5T =7 SU I A e
I !

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: As
1ar as the reference made to Jan
Hit Nidhi is concerned, I have
absolutely no knowledge. If the
hon. Member can give me some

information, I will be able to find
our. (Interruption).

SHRI SHEO NARAIN: Where is
the Cabinet Minister? He is not
present here. You are our guardian
in this House; You must protect us.

MR. SPEAKER: 1 cannot be the
guardian for everything. I am only
responsible for order in the House.
As the guardian, I am unable |2 con-
trol you.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: As
far as the other aspect of the ques-
tion referred to by the hon. Member
1s concerned. as to what the Cabi-
net has Jecided on the 20th, the
Cabinet has considered two aspects
about reorganization of the Board and
the reasonable 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 !5 the
laywers representing the Government
n respect of the reorganization of
the Board and the period Ccduring
which the new Board can work and
also the necessity for giving amnple
protection.

SHRT RANDHIR SINGH (Rohtak):
How can he disclose the discussions
in the Cabinet?

SHRI M. L. SONDHI (New Delhi):
This hon. Member clearly betrays an
animus against the House; he wonts
the House not to carry informaticn.
Thus he is failing in his dutv as a
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representative, This House should
have all the information.

270

MR. SPEAKER: The -uestion
asked is very simple. If you think
that there is no relevancy or you
have no knowledge, you can say that
it is not connected with this. But
kindly do listen to the categorical
questions and the answer should aiso
be categorical.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: I
very respectfully submit, Sir, with
regard to the questions asked, I am
at a disadvantage. I canmot travel
beyond a -certain level because the
matter is pending before the court.
Whatever I say here should be appre-
ciated within the limits of the doct-
rine of sub judice. That is the diffi-
culty that I have got.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: The
court has nothing to do with the
cabinet decisi‘on.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
As I have already submitted and have
made a reference in the sta'ament
which I read out, the question of re-
organisation and also the protec-
tion to be given to the employees
who had helped during the investi-
gation are the two aspects that were
considered and the nature of instruc-
tions has to be decided by the Gov-
ernment in relation to that.

=Y TETETT e ¢ SToT 73R,

Pagw @t T FIAN TR T
eI FA R g9 I A
T AT, FU FT F T AT EY BT
# vy T w7 ¥ T T 3T A
fir 77 7%yt AT 3T ¥ SRR 3R
firr ot 7ere o FooT 1 3R O AT AR
% § 5t mprde Yo wew Y ¥
T TATET FIAT 9N F, 9 F A
T At aF w7 F AT T oag
FE FT A Fa IR fumar w4t
ama § 7
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AR APRT : I FAw A
¥ F AT 1 ToAG S @
a1 9 T F g A o« F qgi a8 43
T F gFAr g 7

faezv Wy

2 E, T

Y FaT I q@ ¢
AT FHX QA T T
F1 wate 7gf faar

MR. SPEAKER!:
ing your question?

ot wy fodr ¢ HATfee XA
Amre g 1 dfe s ¥ g H1 SETe
& w1 @ v gafow & T @5 g
AR o o @3 A Ty gergar ?

qeqe WEIS, Tg WiawsT F 40
GO ¥, T A FgY T R 9 AT
g ¥ ) I1gw ovw 79 AR g
g st faer 78 | & 3 § 98 9w
qeT =TgaT § fF R a8 gl
TIAEAT HT TAT FAT 18T & AT F oot
FEMfFWFIRAIEF TR
& o g ag & gt ¥ g
¥ g AT T § W gE QAT g
fF 9@ @ & I ggar & A
fargeam a5E FET TR F AT
T ST § AR I w6 3feqr
T W ¥R a9 ST @, AT g7
A g ¥ R I & A F A
| I § qBAT AFM—AEY I8
e fFErag am wr &
TEF W gfvear TE F A HaeqTeE
frodo T wife & § T I WhT
T AR ARAT Y F TFeH AR U E
s=fr g5 g & A1 & 74 qoAT =g
fF o gt FEETT T AT
{fear &1 3@ @ F FAT § ®J0T
AV IEEl AV WG TG HA AlHT
A aE w1 § S faars o fat
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e 2t w1t w3 F g w5 Jare
TG & 1 ZERT AT ¥F uH oY Haw-
AT ATET F TET T ¢ A1 F A AT
& I FFRR T AEr sy afer
ST AW §F FRET g9 g9 S0
w® & | ¥ wEm ¥ g
=rzaT # o mad = & fa adenta)
F feat =ir var g9 oo 3izw &, S
Sae ferq #37 Zr § 7g W faega
g amrg gaf gargE aEEE Tg v
TR &wad fa Y 731 AT F37 99y
oY FW J & 4 yiofafy st
FY drfow &1 afr sdferes & whefafa
TR T FHwfET ¥ whafafa

ST O AT FT g & IqH
Wt o FAEfEl § ¥ Sfayr ak
qIE 9 F1 A9 Hford FF 398 forersy
fee & 3 79 & v Ot e e
e FFATOE, TR aY, WA
T IR & FTH FCF arr forgd s a0
§ ST srafewar frer iR amETOr
ST F1 WY d9d o 9 ) few
Tt e & fog Stam o a
tfFaga T em i At e g &
9 & qATHF § afdT aw@< F gra
T ot g T AT ey §

i Hdt AZRT AR g gAE W
fs@ ? g0 ¥ ¥ % aw
e § ot feedeR @w sard
e E ) AN ARy ¥ g Sy
A FT FaH F ?

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 zre
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
recovery of certain sums, I think the
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Hon. Member will kindly excuse me
if I do not go into further details.

=, g faad : & qer g @ e
T Fuiad FTF @ g =T
&4 g F fwga waafai a0
AT PR F0F @1 8 F7 F 395
fgars aga AHAT wlT §, TEw
AT ACT IH @F 7 T & WFa d
®F &, ST HN T190 ¥ WAT § 9F §,
ITRT FAT AL0 (Fo1AT £, TAAT AR
& 14T TIAT S T 6 @t wrar gt

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
As far as Shri P. K. Roy is ~oncern-
ed along with this, 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 something that might
affect the merits of the case.

o vy f®43 ;. wergd, st
#r gz 7eive /37 &, dfer w9 =3
AT F1 FATH HQT F AT T AN A
EIGE

=t fma acmw o S 19—
faavat @1 @gw frar, St oo
e fiar, T e wi A F |
If he says about suspension, what

is the harmp That will not affect the

case. It creates no obstacle in regard
to court matters.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
Ag far as the point raised by Shri
Madhu Limaye is concerned, I fully
appreciate the force in the sugges-
tion he has made 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.
nite decision taken about the names.
Therefore, he may kindly excuse me,
if T don't answer anything about
names because still the Government
have not taken a final view about
these matters. Only when a final
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view is taken, instructions would be

given to the counsels appearing on

behalf of the Government. We can

only give names. It is for the court
to pass orders.

Sty aq 0 my Far 537 7
AT A 4nwqt F, afx v sAiEeea
TIFEZT AT AT T T AT H AHY
FaT I T 7

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
The suggestion made by Shri Madhu
Limaye, I submit, is a very excellent
suggesation which would be taken

into consideration at the appropriate
time.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU:
have double standards, In case of
particular employees you are so
harsh. In the case of certain other
persons you are so lenfent and libe-

ral. Why should all these things
continue?

You

MR. SPEAKER:
question of that.

There is no

=t A FEAE SR (TFAE )
TR WERA, IIT AT 1 AIAAT
qTAGH § AR AN AT agi N
JAFTY 59 A2 KT 30 ¥ THT FT
@ &, ST ATTETY 7 2T F W7 90
W F fag farc &

ot 7 forwg : g ) a=T F1 g
FRIE W% qifeaTie & 1

ot sewrAS o faegw @
qeqANTT ;. TAY TR FAT

27
g !

st mg feqg o gwAT F oA
Hxfagfmcd oz 78 F——az oy
qgi Favr wE qfEmdve g

WA WY © T IO AT AN
AT Y & |
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Al e WA merE wga
TH WEF AT AT AT AT 38, SHA
AT FAGT T I AL wHAL %
FTH qET g% 1 FTTA0 AT 3 JireT
F qUT AT REEZA T AT 7 Wi
TGS &1 2 Ar6 (a1 #1778 2@ —
it ara G4 WA A 737 ¥ fag Fa1v
g & — AET g A9 7 W TG
9 F 8T § ATAT § FG & —alo

21 T qW AT WA g ¥ fr
FAWAIAIAT & T80 HISEA

FAl WG WO AYBA WA AR
I ag Tt 2 fom ardn & dgar @y
At ? W\T quﬂ' Ef&l' i]’ BT
e g Te AYF A FT AT Wfed =K
S ¥ A% § TAHT A T ¥ g
Fare 8, A€ ¥ gwrd A AraiweT Wi
T TR €Y TRAET @i AV wavw
ST FY ATHET INIT |

T FAIR AT & aRA F FrQ
77 19 ARTAT W G g g IwFa Ay
AFET §9 weT W I WA 9W I
¥ TFTTFT IR & | 4 g 5T fgr
qEHTA § A1 HY fARy ST am &
fags o9 42 ¥ w9 §ag gE A9
@Y &, a8 HawTa 1 g TiT F—F@iwA
# 39 arg F1 gATAT AIFAT |

FERY aTg-— # 7 IIAT AT §
f& T T ora zrgeq wvh 39T F qraer
¥ G oXAT AT & 31 AT Trodle
F AR T 1964 ¥ WAL I A
faar g1 5 £78 1$ 9 w4ATAl % &Y
wfx’afa wgq =rfem, ATTT 37 awa W
@iirg IAE Fq A7 AT AT F eaqrq
7 AT TH AT BIATAT G T741T
foar o A o9 = =9 feT ¥ a9r
13 1T @1 1 £ 91 3w Awa F {qC
ea fadg #1 o9er § 19 & AIH =T
qaTra g 7
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qdT WFRT T AT Bz ag W
faar &, « ca & A &1 T AT agi W
9§ 5T YATAT uigal g——

276

“Certain proposals were receiv-
ed on behalf of the main respon-
dents regarding the reorganisa-
tion of the Board of Directors of
M|s. Bennet Colemen and Co. Ltd.”

& AT AT § F T am gam 7
TOF qOTE FAT GAT AT F, o
qT 9§ ITNET 58 @ & A1 (5w
mWT FTT H TG 3 § oy Fa1¢
§-—FT v F @R AF L X

q(9q ag W xg g—

“These matters connected with
the reorganisation of the board,
the period of life of the reorga-
nised board and the protection
of the employees who 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?

T T AY agt 9T T TEY g7 AR

“In Government’s view, the
reorganised board should have a
majority of nonsharehnlders

dirzctors for a :easonable period
in the interests of the company
and the employees concerned
should be protected.”.

g T AT wfare evEed a1
fo% “rar AT §--37 T AT WAy
auaTe AT faamr arag f G
feear 2, 57 21 agi @ @FTAr S
arfer 1 fafy T 39 #7947 §, vt
ar-gefafaeg Tt gra 1964 ¥ gEd
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{AY AT Y TEF AL 1AT W9 § A€
Al TAT-ETIZT ST AT 43 qEAT
€ (EI 1FEAN F, WAL F AT
TEAE T wFIAT 45 Hod A1 SHIAGTT
FTHI B T+ § F98 @ @0
g IT I H i T a9 -
FIIT &7 /A § GETT 27 F Q7 TG
q gadi Sig EIERC ad «T A fae-
{qar am g, 39 a6TH 9131 FI IFT
ZITFT Hi R TOIAT U A7 HEEG TF
T 3, 39 F AT W T FqT %I

UG SRS BRI R L
W e IAC N,  Fal mwIuEr
TR S Snaar o

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY; .
would like to dispel one impres-
stion which is there. There is no-
body @as a company law adminis-
trator who is running thig company.
The erstwhile tribunal had appointed
a chairman, 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 existence.
There is nobody ag a company law
adminisarator who is running this
company. Therefore, I would like
to dispel that impression.

13 hrs.

As regards the second question
raised by Shri Fernandez, I would
very respectfully 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 is only in the nature of a
petitioner; it is not an adjudicating
authority. It will have to give ins-
‘ructions to counsel depending upon
the stage of the case and sometimes

BHADRA, 3, 1891 (SAKA)
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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 exp:a.n step by step everything,
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 floor of
the House. As circumstances warrant,
Government will have to give ins-

tructions to the lawyer to present the
case,

Qﬂ’{':;m AW TWEF G F
arR ¥ o9 wi'E gaTe Fa AT A€ A%
S Emar A wz Eaa ¢ i g ¥
aarer & 7 (smEE)...

W ag
5 F

—

=Y gHo TURo WEy : X
9®1 91 79T TFTH &% @ A 5
Fqo fa1 7 (@A) ...

s F FATER A T FT
IR faen dife f wifa so 57 Y
20 AT FY 5 FEEEA WA AZAY
Frgrar A ? (BT

qee REYEY - WIg Afer | W F
W ooier ga &7 @ T AT Jifge

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY: 1
have no knowledge as to whether
Shri F. A. Ahmed telephoned Shri
S. P. Jain.

=t w7 frrd @ ood W F FTA
qrarER A faersr 1 .. ... . (5EW)

= mEo vwo WYY : v wify
qQIT I AT aXE § Ag AT FEY T
A T TR T TS H THIC AL
foar 1 (mmema) ... L

= A BT © FIAT T 4G
FaFN A A ! ... (TmEwa)
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= f@ FEy ;S S ¥ g
Y ITF! JIF § Fgd A T CIqSA
Rawar g ?

sty famd oW wEEEE
AT H1 A7 IAAT |, (FTEERA)

TqE KT AT SATH AT
fafazes Frama &3 §

= A famd 7z waed™ 9gw
I FT AT | L. (F=ARA)

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

SHRI UMANATH (Pudu Kottai):
Shri Shanti Prasad Jain’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
Prasad Jain’s counsel had put these
two points in the Court. Of course, if
it was true, they should 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. SONDHI: May I
say that truth makes a man fearless?
I truth is on his side, he need not
fear anybody.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
The Counsel representing Shanti
Prasad Jain might have said......
(Interruptions.)

MR. 9PFAKER: You may look
and say if wou are aware of it or not.
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There is no question of ‘migh'
have . . .%
SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:

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

off T G ITA G
9 919 GX ETAd § GaTd QY AT GEr
g\ AT g E ?. . (HEwe) ..

=N FAXAR G T @TTE AR
AT E | WY e WE AT A §
f iy A fow, I w7 wAY
#EeT ¥ w7 5 wmar wify wow S F
TR g T A A frm g ar g &5
FEEET HAT g F AR SATRA
oo =i ag avar faan 6 ST @it
(ommsm).... @A FgT AR RT®
IS g TR 479 I o @ § 5@
a1a &1 f oy 9 9 3 @ a1 7,
A T GLHTT ASTAA § Ig FaTF &1 AT
W g 7R W § wifa saw
I9 & qwre F Fga fgam § a1 ww
IGHT AT 9T FAT TEY I AR £ 7

...... (zamzi) . .. ...
SHRI RANGA: He should be
frank. It seems there is something

fishy and they are trying to hide it.

sfras fmd ;g & s Tifgw
grsw Wy gealy & fawr |, (svEww)., .
© o WA S ¥ FEAET 9T
qgt STeET 9TEd § )

A wg famd : dw e T
METE | HIEAT T AT QAT I
g & are are g ax i T Sl
WITRE | g I griEe FE
F fo q8 Y g——ag fraw 41 ¥ faar
gAY 1 gl 9T g ST AR A iR
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w1 Wity ag ST ¥ 99 ¥ SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:

< su% 2 & P The question raised is whether a
S FAL R T 71 qhafwan particular type of submission has

g | WIS AT gl Fg4 o Wr § A1 been made by the council of Shri
> S - S Shanti Prasad Jain to the court.

T & ugeq

N W‘Fﬂ@'ﬂ'@ . ar & =l That is the question. I will have to

¥ HTIETHT AT § % @gw #Y @wAfq verify and then answer. (Interrup-

fax famr wifs soe v & ey W tion).

SIS 9T ATYSHT gF Ag1 FgAT ATGY | SHRI UMANATH: That is not

MR. SPEAKER: It is a simple
yuestion. They want to know it you
ure aware of it or not.

SHRI RAGHUNATHA REDDY:
I shall have to find out the informa-
tion from the Government Counsel
and then only give the information
that is 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 for
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
ask the Minister that he should give
a categorical reply: whether he is
aware of it or not. That is all.

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

=t forg aT@w @ AT F g A
T A R E
sy weA s wqe (fResr)

pﬁwﬁ!ﬁ%mwmmﬁrﬂq’r
T TETSSI A A

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

the question.

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS rose—

SHRI UMANATH: The question
is this. S. P. Jain’s lawyer had made
a submision 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 not aware of any such sug-
gestion having been made or he can
say that he wants notice 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 to verity
that does not mean that I am not at
all aware of it, but I will have to
verify. (Interruptt:om)

13.11 hrs.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE
KEroSFNE  (Fixation ov 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 Notification 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 Library. See No. LT-1800/69.]



