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12.%3 h .... 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE 

Shri Vldya Cbaran Shukla (Maha-

.amund) : As you might recalJ, Sir, 

I gave notice of this privilege motion 

on 10th May, 1965, but this privilege 

motion was kept pending because· this 

matter was under the consideration of 

one court or the other until recently 

and only day before yesterday the 

Supreme Court has dismissed the peti-

tion or the application for special ~ 

moved by the hon. Member, Shri 

Madhu Limaye as untenable. So, 

would like to raise this question again 

before the House. 

Sir) as the House might remember, 
Shri Madhu Limayc was suspended 
from the service of the House for two 
weeks on Bth April, 1965, by the mo-
tion made by Shri Satya Narayan 
Sinha for unruly behaviour, indecent 
expression and for flouting the autho .. 
rity of lhe Chair and of the House. In 
the writ petition filed by t.he hon. 
Member he affirmed by a l'ourt affida-
v it on Oil th (Jf pl'rsonal know ledge that 
the disciplinary uchon taken against 
him by the Speuktor was really out of 
malice and, therefore. mala fide, and 
he was actually punished lor raising 
this question of discussion 'of the Lok 
Sabha Secretariat Demands and for 
having inoved cut motions in that con-
nertion. This is what Shri Madhu 
Llmaye said in paragraph ]0 of his 
petition to the Punjab Hi!(h Court: 

"The day the petit iOllel' receiv-
ed the above reply, there was an 
uproarious scene in the Lok Sabha 
and the petitioner was suspended 
from the service of Lok Babha for 
two wreks on lhe motion moved 
by the Minisler of ParHamen.tary 
AlIairs, Shri Satya Narayan Smha 
and supported by the Leader o! 
the House. Shri Lal Bahndur 

Shastri. The action of the Speaker 
in naming the petitioner and of 
Shri Satya N arain Sinha in mov-
ing the aforesaid notice for hi. 
suspensiou was not only again!t 
the rules but mala fide. as he was 
punished for raising the question 
of discuss in!: the Secretariat 
Demands and for having moved 
cut motions in that connection." 

The gravity of this allegation becomes 
a1l the more greater because these al-
legations against the Chair have been 
made ~ . The Atlomey-
General, while arguing this matter in 
the Punjab High Court, said that this 
was wilful suppression and misrepre-
sentation of fads by the hon. Mem-
ber, who was the petitioner before the 
court, and th" High Court in its judg-
ment hus repeated the arguments of 
the Attorney Gl'nC'ral without making 
any comments upon them. 

Sincf' the Presiding Officer reprs-
sents the dignity authority of the 
House these serious ~ against 
him cause, in my opinion, a VE'ry 

severe breal'h of privilf'gC' of this 

House. It is likely that the han. M"m-
her might have levelled these serious 
allegations ~ s  the Chair under 
sam£' s ~ .s. If the hon. 
Mem·bf'r repents this mistake and 
wishes to 1ender an unconditional and 
unqualifi0d apology to the House, then 
I submit that this matter mav be 

closed here. Sir. with our ind':'lgenct 
and the indu I gence of the House. But 
if, however. Shri Madhu Llmaye i. un-
willing 10 lender an unconditional and 
unqualified apology. then I want to 
move that this matter may be referred 
by the House to its Privileges Com-
mittee for such judgment and action 
as it may deem fit. 

~ ~ : If'fT 'ITT l!t! R>Ii 
~~~~  

Shrl Kapur Slnlth (Ludhiana): Sir. 
may I raise B point of order concern-
inll the way in which the motion of 
privilege has been raised. The point 
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of order I want to raise is this. The 
hon. Member has raised no specific 
motion 01 privilege he has only ex-
pressed two allernatives. Therefore, 
thL< motion of privilege i. out of 
order. 

Mr. Speaker: When mala fide are 
attributed to the Speaker .... 

Shrl Kapur Singh: But he says that 
if the hon. McmbE-r s~ s uncon-
ditional apology . 

Mr. Speaker: That is about the ac-
t ion that should be taken. 

Shrl Kapur Singh: It is not fol' him 
10 suggest that; it is not within hi< 
province. 

Mr. Speaker: But the question of 
privilege ~ not disappea!' merely be_ 
cause of that. 

Shri Kapur SiDgh: The correct posi-
tion is that without moving a specIfic 
motion of privi1<'ge he has ~ s  

two ait<.'rnatives to the House. 

Mr. Speaker: The brearh of privi-
leg!' is one part. That he has men-
tioned jn thl' b('ginning of his speech. 
In the latter part he has suggested 
whot action the House should take. I 
agree that it wns not for ~  to say 
what action the HOllse should take 
that will be -decided by the House 
itself. But simply ~  hI?' has 
Suegested that, breach of privilege 
motion does not disappear or become 
irregular in that respect. 

on ~ ~ (fiprrT) : w.><er ~  

~ ~ 'R ;fr-r;rT 'l'Ti:"!T ~ I 

~~ .  fi;rIrit 

liT ~  ~ f", 'fi\' ~ m it ~ ~  

'ilTt.''t ~ t 

'" ~~ qTq' o.ft 1!l1 fi;rIrit .r.t 
'11 ".. 'fhJ: ~ ~ "I lITof 

~ 1 ;n: ~ it l!{ lITof tt ~ '3'0'" 
~ ~~ . ~ 

'fl!T ~ I 

~~ ~ ~  o.ft '"! 
~  

~ If,! ~ ~  : ~  

~  ~ 1 ~ ~ '1ft ~ ~  

. ~  

'I>1lfl'r ~ ~ ~  <::I!IT, ,,) it" IIIT,{ if 
'ii: fq;1<ft .,;r oft fir. 1.fi!' wr.rr ~ 
'f'l 'li 1 ifif 'FI lffifT'f 'm lfII" 1 
{!f 'ffl :;;if,{ ~ <::I!IT ~ ,I '3'41' 

lffifT'f ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 t'('I> ~  III 
'IT fir. It 'r III{T"!"T it mWt :;rT "', IIIh: 
~ .  it ~ mfT ~ it. ~ <f,r 

Ilf'lilfl ;fol ~ F'l ",I lI11'llT fit;m m. 
~ 'tOT IIIqm'l r"'lfI 1 '3'if it. wn" 'fIT 
~  fMn >rr. 'il flf. it if "l'l W'IT 
itmr;r flfi7.l1 'iI, .'1 il' ~  it. f'fIIT" 
it. '1ft it, ~ m '1ill' 'TT,TlI'It f'1i[ it. 
mT .rr ~ TIfI lfII'T, .., it. ~  if 
"i1<;T 'liT::-S[" Plio '1>1 ",;;&rT"f f"f.lfI I 
it ;il "t:i'1fTl!T'T if 1 

:;rgT "'If. '{iii :qf1'M 'tOT """"l ~  

r,1;;-;ft1l '1,"'< "'I '.I'f, ~ ~ opT ~ 

~~ >:IT, .., it '117 it ¥!i 'f.i':'fT ~ 
tTl 1 'In" "'I l:'.rr 'IT f;rJf" ~ t I 
.., .. 'Ii '_IT "fol 'IT .~ ,it. ~ for. .mn-
f'f1r.'fl "', ' .. " 'f4'''f lIlT '"''11 r. '11 ~ 
~ wen, ;iT 1II'f1'9"T if .. ;, 'l[1'f 'lIT 

~  ~. ':'f "" i'Rl ::r 'ItT 'Tt,t ~ 
'film I ~ ':;'1 'IH iT it '!:< It 
~ ,,'" ;mll'T"l'1l ir 'fI1f.r om 1 
:m ir ~ f1firnf>w.IT >iTt Wr ~ 
fir.lfI 1 fW"fr ;nT ~ ~ m 'lit 
r.r..n tTl 1 

'IR ~ '"'I I ~ w. If.f iT 
~ ~ if ... ~ 1fT :mIf.T ~ t 
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~ m'1"i\ ~ R-zoT f.Nt tir f'!> ~ 
~ ~ . ~ ~~ 

if 'lI'T ~  im ~ ~ ~ ~  ~ I 
~  'fiT ~ ~ '!'! ,.;) ~ 'li'IiT ~ 
~  If.! ~  fifo'IT I lfil' ~ ~
~ "lO it . ~ ~ I II'i\" ~ 

. ~  • . ~ ~ W 

,"Of -rTf .rt Or "''' ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
fir. '-<if ",,"f .. ~ ~  

~ fu'lfir Or fm ~ 'i'lT '!M'!1Of ~ flf'"lfT 
!. Of ~ '1>1 ~ Of (t q!Affi ~ ~ 

'liT. {OJ ~ '-<if ~ ~ \loR 'F'!T 

~ I ~~ ~ ~~ 

. ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ . ~  ~. 

!tv fiItll'!fu ott ~ ¥rit ~ ~ ~ 
• '!W>:' ~  ~ I itU '3'if ~ ~ 
~~ ~ ~  

~ ~ ~ ~  ~ 

~ ~ fOffi 'lit w '!f! ~ ~ 
fG<! it; fotif ~ Wn 'l'lT '" ~  lfil' 
'!!\tall' 1fT f .. ~ ~ ~  'lit ~ f'li ,!wI 
• ~~ ~~~  

H'Ii oqrii 'Ill mr ~ ~ Of tm I "3"fIir 
~ ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ fl!'fT 
fit; $IT'l't ~ if '!f! 'liT 'rlf f'Ii'IT 
~  $IT'l ~ if 'rlf Of ~ il'I 
~ ~~ ~ . . 

'I"r 'liT #\'I>T ~ ~ fIr.!;m I ~ wrr 
.~ ~ ~ fit; ~ ~  0JfiIm 
it; ~  Ill· ~ ~ "'" ~ 0JTft 
funk 'liT W . ~ 'liT til W 
~ ~ ~  m 
~  til; if.t f'!'1A\' m: .rt ~ on 

~ lfil' ~~. ~~ 'I{ ~ 

~ im ~ til; if.t "'"'" ott ~ ", ~ f'lifft' if 
. ~  I ~  

i4T;r ~ WImI ~ mOf rn t. w ~ . 

~  ~ . ~  'lit 

:srollT 'flTT m ~ ~ "'" I ~ 
ita . ~ t fit; ~ W ~  'liT. 1It 

~  itil ~ .  if ~ ~ lIT ;it 
\:IT'! ~ ~ it l[1;! itil ~ 

~.  ~  ~ \:lit[ W ijToI' III 

~ ~~  ~ 
'f\ft ~ f'li ~ "lfqf<f it; omR 
~ '4T(f '1fT(( I 

Some Hon. Members T08f"-

Sbrl Hart VI5b.u Ilamath (Hoshllll-
gabad): He mentioned my nnm..· In 
the COUT8e of the points that he· mad.,. 

_ ~  '!itt '4T(f OftT ~ I 

Of' ~  ~ '!iT'll" :"l\ft "'If 1fTl'r 
'ftl ~ ? 

_ ~ : $IT'l m'l ~. 
~ 'IifI' mt, 'R '1ft $IT'l ~ ~ ? 

11ft '""" : ~ 1!'\'fm 
_ ~  : '3'if ~ It ~ OJ'I'fl;f 
~ 'fTil'ITl' ~ I t'mf1'r ~ . .~ 

~ I ~ OJT5if Or iIf"' ~ .~  ~ f'li 
111'f<'T'I;\f'it if ~ ~ 'f'lTTW 'liT f>:'llT 
~ ..... 

-ft "'! """' : If.! 'Ii(! '11'f<f f.roI1i 
~ I ~ ~  ~ 

~~ . ~  I ~~  

~~~  

~~. ~  

~ tt 'f1lT ? 

11ft",! ~.~ .  

q ~ '!'I 'fit 'rlf ~. ~ ~  

PI I 

~~ ~ ~ . ~ 
~ t I ~ "l 'l{t t til; $IT1I 
~ ~ ~. IfF.: ~ 'IT 1fT 'flff I 

~~~  I  " 

-ft..., tl!1ni ~ " flfom 
~ ~ m ;rrolfOf <It i .rt ~ 
~. 'f(I' 61 Q: '"a.rt-; 
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1II'f:tflll' ~  : ~ ".T;;r I 1flfT 
~  ~~ ~ I  ' 

sit ~ ~ : i\' .. 'R il>fr ~ .-.rT-
iI[<f ~.  ~  ? 

IIIWIII' lI'!m : «'1"Ti'f ~ ~  ~ r", 

mlfT '3lT <A<f ~ ~  ~  f'I> '3lT ~  

~ .  ~  fil;zrr 'fT .. h" llW em: '" 
f'I'FTilr !fit ~ l1"1 r", 1ft ~ '1ft 
"'fi\' ~ ~ 1l'mif 'II'Tf ..w: ~ ~ 

I[it? ~ . . ~ ~ f'" ~ it If1l; 
~ "3"'fl"A ~  "i! ;;r'1llfT r", ~  if 
. .. . ~ ~ ,!il" ~  ",fiI; if 
~  ~ ~ "T>n" ~ lfT ~ .r 
~ ~  'Ii",ifT ~ if ..w: ~ 
'l>i! 1l'mif 'f" f"'tJ; ~ if 'q'T< ro"", 
l('I"Tlf<f W 'tifl ~ if l(<IT"it ~~ 
~  I ~ . 

fiI; ""if ~  'lIT "l1fT;;f 'q'TlfT ;;« 'ffif 

if 'R >rTIii'f ..w: ~  "'I fum"'<I" 
~  ilT ~  oft lfT ~ ..w: 'flf-
>[if 'fT, ~ ~~ 'fT flflT '" ~  ifT ,tr 
~ ? "Tn;;r ,.ififl i':1 f.? 'q"'fir ~ 

it lfT 'li"T "I\" "',11 fOf 'Tif '!it l(m;;rn: r'l'lIT'l'r 
'llfT off", ftir it 'R "Il1mr ~  oft f'I> m... 
~.  ofT f.-.rtn ~ i; frn'Ii"'l' '1ft lfTI1; 
~ ~  ir ~~ l{'TRtJ;, ~ 

rif'li"m w >ftwif ofT m'IlifT-.::T'iOr ~ 
it "'I "l! '1'[1 {'Tfi'f'< ,,;r I ~  'fi{li'f 

~. ~  ",iliT it ~  ~ f'I> 'q'T!fT 'q'T'fi; 
'fffi ~ ~ ~ iflc\" ,,;r oft r'l> 'q'T'f 
W i[Ti[<f ~ ~ r", lfif mq' ~ I[it 

'q'n: ~ ~  it m>rit ~  <ft ~  it 
~~ ~  1 

.n 11'! ~ "hT'fiTffi' , 'lIT 
~  <rIfT ~ ~ "f. ofT "n;m ~  

~ ..w: c;fr "t\ln=r ""'<I"if" ~ ;;"T if ~  

~~~ I ~ ~~~~ 
.. ~~ ~~ I ~ 

ftif 'l>i! .mr-r 'lIT ~  '3OTIl1 'IT ;;q ~ 

m'l1" ifmqvr ~ ;;fr 'r 'q'Tq' if mrr ,,;r oft 
r", ~ 'r'f "', ".""'tflfit 'q'T'f I ~ m,T 
r>;'!ITi if ~ I lfif 'lTtr 'fr{ ;;IT 'r 'q'R 
r'l>fR Wff>ll!; lfl if "'i[! f'I> 'q'i[ l;'1fiiT-
'IR"lT ~  '1m ~ 'q'if m"i ifT-.::Tl1"1If ;;IT ~ 

1ft-.:: "Tif ;;ilff,t ~ f.!;Irr, ~ ;;if'liT '«rI 

'i{i'fT 'fT f'I> 'll"q<'iT ~ 1flfT >ft, <ft ~ 

ft 1flfT r""",f fif'l>T'i' o;n;,.e1' ~ ? 
~  ~  . ~  ~~  Pir.., 

'r r",zrr I 

o;ft If,! ~  . ;;;of ~  >;'hi'f 

'q'T< frw-r >;j-oi'f ~ tr ,"rit t ;iT 
2 C\",,'rliJ fllf i ~.  ~  ;;q if it 1flfT 

>rR. fif'l>'''j: I m'1 it iTT;· it ' .. r f;;rit 
"'rifl 'fsr f .. 'q'T'1 it'! 'f ;pit '1'1 "3"'l 
'IT"" 'f ~  ilr"f'fr 1 ' 

IIIWIII' ~  : f'fiT ~  '!it ~  

iffl:T ~ ~ ,. it <rf'Tf" if;r ';r'i f<m 
'!"fir I  ( IIfIflfT'f ) 

~  .~  'r.!';",f ~  1," 

kir f ~  T iF ';'11"1 'Ii i; >f; ",t ~  

~  ;tf:f., ~ "1"5 ~ I ~.  f ~  t 
otf-:fl0f it. j 5f;r if, ... -;il::'1f; ~ ilti i{ ~  ~  

lrfr ~ f., ~  ;f.r THf"."T ':r f.,'!', "'" 
if ",'['1 ." • .- ",-rir 1 ., if" lfn-. 
~ 'f{r ~  f .. fif:{, '!ir n ~  'if,iT I 
l1'lfT .,h ,'I 'if ...,'" 'I '[PI t 'f'r ~ 
'frit !r f., ej'f ~  'fir .,f'<1l "fit 

it f;:fit Hr in: -if; WTiflif ' .. ~ 1 'Tif.r 
'lfl .~  it ~  Hf,r .. r· ~  '[7 l1'liT ~. I 

~ If;iif.if it "Trtr if;: ~ .  

~ 'T'i';t ~ 1fr ~ . '<"; 'I'r W.f 'f;T ifl" 

t, ~  ~  ",r 'q')T lIlT'T "r 'ftr if"'tfIT 
Tit ~ f", "{"'r '1r. orf"-10'" 1(1 ITt. 'q'if 
'!"rOr t"U'l' it 'f';; ~ "'OfTififH I 

it ',;." "'-IT 'q'1T f"-{;:"l "'¢lfT f1I; 
~  lIRr<=r'f it ~ lfrnT ~ [ 
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~  i'i <"« if; 11'f it 'f'nf .. ", IT<'!(f ~  

«ir f'§ "r. <!i'l "f.m * m', w.1<'fo ;0« 
~  f.;l]"'< " 't'fT ~. <'ir fq;T "3"« if; ~ 

fe: f' "" lfT '1:.0 t f;'PT. if ;;"" '1 
~~ 'il ;;naT I wr, 'I"<.n",,, :.. c;,iI ',j 
~ 9;lT'l' ~  1fT ~ ~ 'for ;o;l'J,:fmffi 

i'i orr ~  -ir "3"« t lH 'fir ~  ~  

~ ~~  ~~ ct:l" ~  ~ ~  ~  ~ I 

~ '1"0 'Tor" ~  '1"; ,for'" ~  'Ii"","r 
oq{f"f<f 'f'-U[' ~ 1 ;;roo >.fr 'fa; f"forlf <it 
it oq'HT ~  ir <ii' ,'j ~ ~  'flit i'i 
~~  ~  IIfr ~ ~  i'i fif;!fi it ;0'1 If.i 
ivr Ifi i '1"i\"T q'T ;0'1" t «rvr :;r"r ~ 
~  ~  "3"'f it; 'f'f q'T "3"« ~  :;ir ~  

~  '3"'f if; 1 Trf"'" ~  "r ~  ~  

it '1"1.;'1"[.0 i.-1 ~  f'tiff' qf.,.-'f: 
. ~  i1 '1"1 ~ n ~  i'i 'fIfl'f 'fif' 
f'l"<rr f.iT« It «;or ~  OfT m'l' 'lfr i F'I":fr 
~  !>tt ~  i(t 1 oq{R<f it 'l>;r 'f{'-, 

'fiI" 3Tor. ~ 1 .. « ~  'I"lfT <t""1 1 ~  

'IT"f 'fiT .... ';(1 ... it ,"r ~.  11<'f1'r'f 'fift 

~ 'O(ril1 1 ~.  'fv. it f'firl;f!ff.r7 
"'I «iff .... "3"5 IT ~ ~  .:;f,-i 1[i 'f-T ~ it; 
W<T ~ f'fi i 1 It ~  fvm7 o'rn 
r; .,1" .. r -If" fiT;;.-r"fr ,;r'l1 ~ 1 ,'1" if,i 
If'l''l"'' ~ iTi';f ~  ~ {,. ;;no 'fi i ~ lfT 
..-tit 1 it iT'] ~  ~  f .. ;\;'f i'i 'f''l" 

!:! f'lvT".fu ",ft '1" If'fl'i it it 1Il'T ~ 
~~ it u;; f"-Ifl ~ "'l'rf .. "3"'f if; il'i ,"it it 
1firt ~ 'flfi 'fi 1 ~ <ITT it '1ft 1fitt 
;;m-f ~  ;;n\'f ;ft ;'11 'fTf it wfr 
~  1 'fT\'f mq; ~ 1 1fli f<iorit 1ft 'lfl 
f'f'1"\'f ~   ~  'N)it ~ ~ ~ f .. 
'3"iT 1fir ~  ~  1fl"'f "*' ~ 'lrr lfTiT 
orl'! ~ 1 -,'I .. r ~ ~  "", 'fiit 
~  ... 'f,n 'f; I tll" i'i 7'T;"."! <fir ~ 
;it 'f'f '11 ~ I 

Shri S. M. BUlerjee (Kanpur) : 
I invite your kind attention to Rule 
2]3 whioh say.: 

"A member whine to raiae a 
question of priYilege .hall give 

notice in writing to the Secretary 
before the commenl'ement ot the 
,;!:-: ·1g On the day the quc:,tjon is 
proposC'd to be raised. If thl' ques-
tion raised is based on a dot"ument, 
the notice shall be aocompanied by 
the document." 

Naturally what we do here is that. if 
it is based on a newspaper report, the 
newspaper is shown to you or sent 
to you or any other dooument on which 
it is based. For inotanoe, Shri Homi 
Daj; had a document when he ,ot some 
paper from Indore that a S s ~

tor or an Inspeotor of police had 
behaved in a ver shabby ~  he 
did not allow the particular petition 
to be sent to th" Lok Sabha. Here I 
believe my hon. frienn, Sohri V. C, 
Shukla. must have given notice of 
this and he must have supplie-J 
some document On which he 
based his privilege moHon. If th<: 
document is his appeal to the Suprenlfl 
Court or biB petition to the High Court. 
i.e. if a petition moved in a High 
Court. whether a writ petition or a 
petition on appeal, also becomes a .ub-
j cct matter oC privilege, H.en : am 
afraid it will be very difficult 
for anyone-not only for a 
member but ~  for a cltJZCn--
to carry on. ~  1 warlt to re-
fresh my memory to this: when 9!ric_ 
ture. were passed by the High Court 
and many courts about the late Pratap 
Singh ~  we wanted to raise the 
question in this House on the basis of 
the stridure. and I believe you had the 
wisdom not to allow it. The functions 
of the judiCiary and those of Parlia-
ment are difTerent. 

Mr, Speak.r: There is no eonJ\ict 
between the fundions of the judiciary 
and those of the legislature. 

Sbrl S. M. Baaer'ee: I am raising 
this question because it wUl be ver)' 
difficult for any member of tbe HOUB> 
to fundion; If he does not get jUBtice, 
he will not be able to go to the court. 
Even our privileges have not beeD 
properly codified, 

Mr. Speaker: The bon. member 
ought to di8tinguiJh an allldllYit tbal 
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[Mr. Speaker.) 
has been lIled. He goes on talkinll 
about going to "'jurts; that is not the 
question. (lnternq>tions.) 
Shri S. M. Banerjee: The only que,· 
lion before the House is whether, in 
the petition or in the apPeal, Mr. 
Limaye has used some expression on 
the conduct of the Speaker by saying 
that he hos mala fide intentions or 
.ome:hing like that. He has used the 
word 'mala fide' and that is the only 
word to which my friend, Shri Shukla 
has taken objection. In a court of Jaw, 
oither it is bona fide or mala fide. I 
am not a Jawyer. After all, what is 
the meaning of mala fide? 1 say that 
this will be a bad precedent. I have 
all respect for you and for this HOWie, 
but I say that this wilJ be a bad pre-
cedent. This isueing done b) the 
ruling party member with a venge-
ance, with the idea that, in future, if 
I am punished by the Chair, I may 
nllt defy the Chair. We have no idea 
to defy you, Sir. but sometimes it SO 
happens. 
Mr. Speaker: I do not know whether 
he has supported Mr. Limayc. 

Sbrl S. M. Banerjee: I am not sup.. 
porting Mr. Limaye, but I am support. 
inll only the idea that a question in 
the court of law should not be dis· 
cussed here. 

.. ~  ('!;'(iffOf) vum 

~~ 

vsa. "1'R'1l ~ ~  'If <f<W ~ 
~ 1ff>;f'fT ~ I fw;ft ~ 'Iff IIfTIl 

If'l",, ~  '('I 'If<"lilo;' ~  'r '!;'t ~ ~ 
~  it I it ~~ i ~ it ifTf" ..,.-,;1 ~ 

~  ~  ~  "'TIlT ~ I ~ 'lfl'! ~  

Ifm'i i:l' ~  'f," '"m lIfT "flit fl .. rt 
'III'O;{ iflll Of!:r i I !IIl'T Ilf,r -;;: ~ if 
'f":f ""'fT ~ I 

Sbrl Kapur SInIb: I most respect-
fully submit thnt this matter should 
be further proce .. ed 8 little before 
it ~ ~~  over to the Committee of 
Privileges. As it st"E.'ms to me, there 
are three questions to be answ-ered 
before a tlnal ded.ion CBn be flven 
by th i. HOUle or by you as to .... hether 

the matter is fit for going to the Com-
mittee of Privileges. These three 
questions are as follows:-

The first is, whether the hon. mem-
ber, Shri Lirnnye, was entitled to go 
to a court of law on the mattc'r under 
reference. To this already a reply 
~ been given by the hon. member 
himself that you yourself ruled and 
answered to this question in the affir-
mative. 

The second ~  is: is a right to 
allege mala fide implicated by the 
righ t to go to court. If my know ledge 
Of jurisprudence is to be relied upon. 
then 'I think that a right to go to 
court always implicates Q r'ight to 
allege mala fide and it is a mailer 
between the individual coner-cned and 
the court to sec as to whether thE" 
allegation was well made or wrongly 
made and with what consequences. 

The third question is: does a member 
commit a breach of privilege by exer-
cising his right, his lawful rights. On 
this also I think I have your authority 
to say that you have ruled to me in 
a case which I recent1y raised as a 
question of privilege that, whenever 
any dtizen is acting in exercis(' of his 
lawful rights, no question of breach 
of privilege CRn arise. 

I submit that it is in the light of 
answers to these three questions that 
your final ruling should be given. 

Mr. S~  I am rather surprised 
that the i.sue should be confused. 
Who says that a member does not 
have the right tn go to the court? 
~ is not that case that he could not 

go to the court nor is tbis that seek-
ing redress there gives him the right 
to allege mala fide, i.e.. because he 
can go to th .. court, he can also 1IIe an 
aflldavit that tbe Speaker hild acted 
"",/4 filk .. , ... 

Shri SareDdraaatb Dwlvedy 
(Ke-ndrapara): True to his kno",,'-
ledge. 

Mr. Spake.: Yes, true to hi, kno ... ·-
ledge. 

So the only question-l am limit-
ing it-that can be reterred to the 
Committee is whether there ...... any 
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justification to allege mala fi<k in the 
affidavit under the circumstances that 
exist...:! at thaI moment. 

~ "'! ~ : :a-,,;,; 'liot 'fI ~  7 

~ ~~ ~  o;r)7 ~. '1' .. 

~  ;r.itil ~ "'* 
Shri Harl Vlalmu Kamath: May I 

draw your attention to rule 226? ... 

Mr. Speaker: It should not take 
long now. 

Shri Dajl (lndore.\: May I make 
one submission? If you are going to 
allow other Members, I hope you will 
permit me also to make some sub-
missions .  .  . 

Mr. Speaker: All members cannot 
get anopportunily. 

Shrl Hart VisIuw KamaUl: Under 
rule 226, the House should consider 
this matter before it i. referred to the 
Conunittee. That has been done be-
fore in this House. Before the matter 
is referred to the Privileges Committee 
the House should discuss this matter. 
Therefore, we want to discuss it now. 

Mr. Speaker: Therefore, I have 
allowed this discussion. But that does 
not mean that all members would get 
the opportunity. The hon. Member 
might say a few words. 

Shri Harl Vlabnu Kamath: May I 
make a brief submission? 

At the outset, may I, by your leave, 
try to clear an obscurity into which 
my hon. friend Shri Madhu Limaye baa 
let the issue fall by stating that 1m 
case at a certain stage was on a par 
with mine. 

You will be pleas...:! to T'f'COllec( the 
incident that took place In August or 
September, 1955. I think it was In 
August, 1955 that the then Deputy-
Speaker, Shri Ananthasayanam 
AYyangar who was in the Chalr re-
fused permission to me to ~ 8 

Point of order. Then ~  I request. 
1'<1 hbn to give me permission. But 

he persistently refused, and then I 
said that I was sorry I could not 
agree and I must be permitted to 
raise the point of order. He then 
asked me to withdraw from the House. 
That was all. Then what  happened 
was thnt when I was about to with-
draw, some of my Congress ~ nt 
that tim£'-not thf' ~ who arc 
sitting here today on those Benches, 
but the Congress Members at that 
time--started a cacophonous cachinna-
tion, where upon I :-;aid 'fantastic 
nonsense'. The Depuly-Speaker who 
wns in the Chair wronely thought 
that I had addressed tho.e words to 
him. The ~ ~ gOOd enough to 
agree to name me! 1.ater it wAS found 
by the then Speaker Shri Mavalankar 
thnt the action taken w .. not quite 
correct, and he pt'rmitted me to make 
a statement on the matter. The eorlil'r 
resolution or molion was ulso rescind-
ed later. Acharya Kripalani moved 
In the House the next day that  that 
motion be rescinded, and it was so 
rescinded. When I came back atter 
a week to Ihe House, Shri Mavalankar 
gave me permission to make Ll state-' 
ment on the subject, and he absolved 
me of any blame. 

Be that as it may now I come to 
the point at issue today. The ri,ht 
of a Member, as you have rightly .ald, 
to go to a court of law is not disputed, 
on any issue that pertains to the 
ConsUi.ullon. Rules 225 and 226 make 
it c14?'8T as to what matter of privilege 
can be raised here, and that should be 
discussed here before it is referred to 
the Privileges Committee. Rule 228 
says thai the Hou.l' may ('onsid"" ~ 

matter before It i. referred to the 
Committee. 

Now, may I submit that It ia article 
113 under which apparently my hon. 
friend Shri Madhu Lirnaye 'Went to 
the High Court and then the S ~ 

Court? He think!; that perhap. that 
articl. mveots hlm with the rich! '" 
go to ("Ourt In ('81" he think. rightly 
or .... rongly that 110 far as the House i" 
eoneemed, that art.icle h .. tallen into 
dl!8tretude or h.. tMlded to fall into 
dMUetude. 
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[Shri Hari Vishnu Kamathl 

The point that now arises is, as has 
been said by my hon. friend Shri 
Vidya Charan Shukla, that in the 
affidavit mala fides, and if 1 have 
heard him aright, malice 

Skrl Surendraaath Dwlved,.: Out 
,of ma1ice. 

Shrl Bar! Vishnu Kamath: ... 
Mala fides, that is, bad faith, has 
been altri buted to you. Therefore. the 
House must consider how far it be 
wrong for any Member to attribute 
"",la fide. to the Speaker inside the 
House or outside the House, whether 
it is in the House when we refer to 
your ~ or outside the House in 
a court of law. 

I believe that it is wrong to im-
pute mala fides or bad faith to you. 
We may not agree with your ruling, 
as we hove said often that we do not 
agree with your ruling, but wiIly-
nllly we bow to the ruling, and we do 
not attribute any malke or any mala 
fides to your judgements or to your 
rulings. TherefoTC", J would however 
t:lubmit that the offence or the mistake 
ur the hlunder which has been ap-
pSl"pntiy ~~  in my humhlc 
judgment, by my hon. friend Shri 
Madhu Limaye would be (may I us. 
the word 'purged') purgl'd. if-l am 
not competent to advise him. but if 
I may make a humble s ~

today in the House he expresses his 
regret for what he has said, .Ior hav-
ing attributed mala tidos to you, that 
he did not mean what he said. If 
he does express regret to you for 
havine ltttributC'n mala fides to you, 
1 submit that thl' m liter may not be 
referrf'd to the Committee of Privi-
legl'S of the House. 

Shrl Da,l1: Since the right of going 
to I' ~ court h .. been accepted, I 
would NHy that I disagree with my 
han. fril'nn Shri S. M. Banrrjee and 
my very able friend Shrl Kapur Singh 
when they <oy that the right to go to 
tour! indunes the right to aUege mala 
tid •.•. 

An bon. Member: Otherwise, why 
should a person go to court? 

Shri DaJl: That would be an ex-
tremely dangerous precedent. It may 
be that this time it is a Member of 
the Opposition who is invo;ved. But 
if this precedent were to be e.tablish-
ed then it would mean that in future 
any Member may allege anything 
against any other Member in an affi-
davit and then go to court against that 
other Member. and there would be no 
remedy then. Such a position is not 
possible. 

The legal test would be this, a citizen 
is free to allege anything before a 
court but if the thing is not proved 
before the court. the aggrieved party 
has the right to go in for defamation 
procf"edings; so, if an action for defa-
mation would He, it would amount to. 
and inel ude a 150 an action for breach 
of privilege. That would be the logal 
position. 

The position will have to be furthe-r 
studied by the Committee. But what 
[ want to point out to you and to the 

~  is this. My han. friend Shri 
Madhu Limayc has not done justice 
to his own ease. If only ~ letter 
to you had been read out, it would 
have been found that his letter was 
much more courteous and mUch more 
cogent, than the speech of my han. 
friend Shri Madhu Limaye. 

1 would like to submit to the House 
through you, Sir, two or three points. 
Firstly, if mala /ide.. were a!leged. 
they were not prc!sed at the time of 
argument. The arguments on maJa 
fide were totally dropped when h. 
went to the Supreme Court for leave 
to appeal againJilt the order of the 
High Court. Even in the High Court. 
this argument about "",la fide ...... s 
not pressed. When he went to the 
Supreme Court al.o. he very properly 
and very rightly dropped the question 
of m41a fide. 

~ "'! ~~ . ,W 'R 'lilt m 
if! ~ ~ , 
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Shri Dajl: Even in the petition to 
the High Court, no specific prayer WSi 
based on the allegation of mala fide. 
I ~  V(,l"Y clear about it that the alle-
gatiun of mala /irk was a very unfor-
tunale a legalion, and I re.ent it. 
Thi-l.t a1Iegnti,)n was only made in 
passi:1g in tht:' petition drafted in III 

hurry and hutT, and, therefore, in his 
letter he almost implies that since the 
matter was not pressed by him fur-
ther, we should not catch hold of juot 

~ sentencf" in the affidavit, which 
.... as not followed up in the High Court 
and the Supreme Court and we should 
not beat aboul a dead horse. 

I! is only from that angle that I 
would submit this, since the matter 
has been brought up by the Member 
himself. After ~ aUeged • thing 
in the amdavit, if it is not pursued in 
the High Court and the Supreme 
Court, then it means that the thing 
ii dropped as it were. If you allege 
a thing in a petition but do not press 
it at the time of argument, then legal-
ly yOu almost concede the point and 
you a!most leav(' it out. Since that 
point '.va'> not prp"sed further. I do not 
think: that much ~  would be 
sf''rvcd by further beating a dead 
hQrse. 

,,) >:r't'7'f':l;F, ",>->m ~ ~  

lI11 ~ "''''IT ~ '<'l 1fI'..u if fif 

~ if '" fifit ~ '1ft 'fift 'I\"ro ~ 
fif ;;tr 'A"ft ;¢ ",>:it, ~ '""" '!:"f 
~~ ~~ ~ 

~ I ~ It ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ 

~~~~ I ~~ ~  
~~ ~~ ~~~ 

~~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

. ~ ~  ...~ 

~~ ~~~ ~ 

~ ~~~ . ~ 

Iftt li1f h'lm ~ fiI; III'67m" ~ ~ ~ I 
itTT ~  lfI'I W'rlf if, ~ ~  it 

""'ft ~  ~  'I'f.'fT ~ fif iro 'iT1f ir 'fl""! 
~ lIomf ~ ~ .. .,T ~ ~ fif !6 

~ ~  ~ ~  Vfq" " q' 

'iIl!1f f;mr ~ fiI; III 'IT ~ lRI1f ~  '@ 

'''If'lif ;;ft ~ if ~  ~ lfT 1fT 'T'm 

~ !!iT'! flf. ~ ~ ~ III Iii 'iIl!1f if f'" 
fI1'lR" i!1ITft m ~  'fift t ~ 

~ '1\1 W if, 1ft It ~  ~  '1\7. 

~ ~  ~ lim ~ I qnr .. tt 
~ 'f.") iIt f.:m "fTtr I ~.  

~ ~  ~ ¥fT, ~ f'f'R" it, ~ 
If"" <n: 'lilf i\' 'lilf If!l' ~ ~ ~ ~  

m li...-r ~ ~ f'li"! ~ ~  

'ftr iii ~  I ttit ~ lf8" ~ 

'Iii! it I ~ ~ 'l' ~  ~ 'TeJ 'f ~ 
1fT !liTq " ~ 'iIl!1f ift f.:m I!) f'li ~ 
m ;;rr",l!! 'Ii>:  'Ii>: >t ~  ~ !!1'1lf'If 

iff('[ oft I !!iTq ~  ",r, .~ it m 
iff('[ 'ft\ ~ I ~  ~ ~  3ir 
~ " qnr ~ .~ fifit ~ ~ ~ 

~ '!vi" ~ ~ ~  It 'f."0T r 
'3'f <n: C!Tq ~ ~  'li>:1!T ~ 

It ~ ~ WIT I i:!f'liof itt 1Ti'i1 
~ lfl! -:rTf{ ~ fi!; "<'AT 'lift 'ft\ ~ 
~ C!Tq ",!.it ~ qtt {;f.t lfli"vr if ~ 

.~  ~  ~~  It ;fr m ~ ........ 
i{ ~ ~  It "'1ft ift mq ~  !lifT !!iTq 

(J) ~ 1l"H;ftQ-!!l'I;lfef ~  It ;fr 'IV, 
~  ~ ~ 'lOT ~  '1t! 'Iil:;rT 
~ ~  irtt iff('[ '!" 

;;f\f-rit I ':rT'1' 'iIl!1f ;fIfr '!'fit I itt ~ 

'lit '!" "finril" I 

13 hrB. 

•• - ~  : I!I"fl"J: f!I!1'ft ~ 
~ ~ ~  

Vfq" tt ~ ~ I !li1J1" ~ >rtI' 'iIl!1f 
~  

'if) 1:lit""""",, : It it ~ IfIlf '" 
() ~ ~  m-'Itt 'fIm' ... 

~  ~ i7{1f : if'! ~ 'fIrII" qTit 

~ ~  I 

1ft (lit •• """, : iro ~ 'I'r 
'!" ~ , 
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'"""' ~  : ~ Wf ~  I 

ffl ~ ~ : iro f.m;r Wf 

1IfL"lffi ~ .  : t;fTq ;fo ~ I 

on ~ ~  : t;fTq it "'" ott 
~ !fIT t irt1' iIT<f 1jT Wf ~  '!"I 1jT 
'l't-r ...,. ~  t I it ~  'lift 

~ ~ ~ I 

it ~  ~ 1f'f'f'r <fT'Ii ~ f<mm 
~  ~ ~. f'l' ~ it ~ ;r;\t 1jT 

~ "''I ~ "" ~  1;: ~ 'ilTW 
fit; f'Pft 1jT ~ ~ t;fTq '1" 'WfIf1"f 
f'lilfl "lTil" I ~  it ~ ~ 
;fl';f it .mrn-~ qT>: 'r,i! ~ m ~ 

~ ~ I it ~  ~ ~~  ~ llGT fmlm1i 
'ImfI ~ ~ it ;;it ~ it ;j't.ffl1'l1Rf ~ 
it IJ1'n 'l>Tlf .-q;r ~ t ~  l'f q7 

~ ~~ I 

'" im fim'f t fit; rn 11ft "'! ~ 
~ ~~~~  'lilt ~ l;;r .. 

~ ~~  ~ ~  'f{tt 
aT ~ 'HIm ~ fit; ~ ~ 
'" hr, "l ~ 'lift t I !If'T"( ~ 
m  m ~  ;;rnrr ~ '" ~ ~ 1jT 
..n.,-t, ~  t, !I'W 1jT ~ ~ t ~ 
t '" t ifl' I ~ im Iff: f.m;f t 
fit; ~  (!ll'tt '""' ~  ~ llf ~ ~ 

~  I 

~ ~  : rolfT ;;iT, it t;fTq ...,. 
~ 'ImI'T ~ I 'lir ~  ~ 'II'f.t 
~ ...,. -n: 'f{t ~ I ~  ~ ~ 

flI;", ~ II: fiI; 1IfT'f iro ~ ~  

.nfiI; 1IfT'f tnT w ~ ., '1ft """"'I 
~ 

Sbrl N. Dancleker (Gonda): This 
matter has troubled me a great deal 
rlCht from the time when Shrl Shukla 

first brought this motion. I think some-
time in May. I believe-I have not 
before me the text of the motion,-he 
raises the question of breach of privi-
lege on two grounds. The first is that 
Shri Limaye dared to go to the High 
Court and ta.ke legal action in the 
matter itself. and seoondly, that in 
referring to the Speaker he used the 
expression 'm-ula fide' which is un-
doubtedly there, in his alfldavit. 

On the firsf point, it is quite clear 
thnt there is no question of any pri-
vilegC' involved. Af' regards the 
second, I lhink it is definitely regret-
lab Ie that Shri Limaye whatever the 
background of the occasion, whatever 
the heat generated, however excited 
he might have been, should have used 
the expression 'mala {Ilk' in relation 
to the Speaker. 

But I would like to add also, in ex-
tenuation of the situation, that it 
would appear that he did not use the 

~s  'mala fide' with intent. 
This is clear from the fact that he did 
not pre .. it before the High Court and 
did not even mention it in his appeal 
to the Supreme Court. I believe in 
his letter to you it ha, been made 
quite rlear that he felt he was obvi-
ously in the wrong. I feel therefore 
that if Shri Lim Bye would express his 
regret for having used an expression 
of that kind, obviously without intent, 
th .. matter ought to come to an end . 

Sbri Bade (Khargone): While re-
ferring the matter to the Privilegel! 
Committee, my submi .. ion is that IIrrt 
you have to decide whether there is a 
breach of privilege if a man says 
something in the ("ourt and if a man 
says sometrung outside the court. Sup-
pose Shri Limaye .aid It outBid .. the 
court, what would be the result? Sup-
l'O"e he says it before the court, what 
would be the consequence?-

Besides, while pre!lSing his petition, 
he never used the word 'mala fide'. If 
he says something 'mala fide' against 
the Speaker in the court, the court 
will .urely punish him. But whether 
'We CRn also punish him is the ques-
tion. 



4421 Question of AGRAHAYANA 8, 1887 (SAKA) 

Therefore. if the intent was not 
there. he should at least express hi. 
regret. I sincerely and honestly be-
lieve that when a certain person uses 
Ihe expression 'mala fide' about a N!S-
~  .. person. certainly it is rather 
defamatory. So I would request Shr! 
Limaye to express his regret. to saY 
"'at it was a misapprehension and he 
regrets it. 

SbrI SbIDkre (Marma.eoa): MaT I 
aay a word? 

Mr. Speaker: We should not go on 

endlesslT. 

I have to repeat. again and Ilgaln. 
that the Iosue should be clearly ap-
preciated. It is not a matter only of 
lIle petition-probably the petition 
would not have mattered as much in 
view of the subsequent circumstance 
that he did not press the point. It is 
the allldavit where one has to say that 
'it is to my personal knowledge and 
belier. 'Pel'Bonal knowledge'-that is 
what i. objectionable. nothing else. 

Then too I have no rancour in my 
mind. nor do I want to punish Shri 
Limaye. I have no bias .,ailUlt him. 
But I would like to ask whether from 
all that has been said in hi, speech. 
any Member undel'Btood that he ..,11 
expressing any kind of regret. 

ShrI SbiDkre: May I submit 

Mr. Speaker: Even now, J am pre-
pared to recommend to the Hous.e 
that if he expre!ises his regret, It 
should be acee;J (d. 

Sbr! Shlnk.e: M"y I submit one 

word? 

oft '" ~ It ~  ~ .. i; Ifl: 
fifm n'It 'fIr,'r \'." jif; ~ 

~ ;ft it '1lf 'tii f,n 'Pif I 5 ~ it. 

~ f'f'l'T"f -~  I ":6 ~ "''!" ;r!T 
~ I ~  rift if 'it, ~ 'I't 
~  1f.T ~ ~  .111 ~ "l',-I 

'{If 'lit mrr ~ l'I'trr ~  ( 

15 m- .~  ~ If'fT ,!5f.m ~ 

~~ ~~~~.~ ~ 
~ ? W ~ ,\<mrT oft m' ".nfll"O! it 
it; rnT ~ ~ ~ .I1P!T'I'nlft ;ft ;f 

~ .m: ~ WfTIl1r. ;it it qr i 
lit tI1'f '!'IT ~ ~  ~  ~ .~ 
- . ....... . .~~ ........ I'!I 

WSInf ~ ~ ~ {;' f9 '*' 
~~  

'" ~ : IIl'£1I1t ~  ~  
~~ .. ~  ·,.it 'lfl 'lfl 
~~  

~ ~ : ttl\' wr f;rq'! I It 
A;«t '1M ~  ;lit m <n: 'IfM 

~ ¢ If.,ffT I 

Tbe Deput, MlDbter III &be MIIIJ. 
trr or Law (Sbrt bca.88Ula Rao): 
The question we have to conaider now 
is a very simple and strai&hl one-. 
The aUegation made by Shri Madb. 
Llmaye In hiJ writ petition 231165 to 
the Punjab H4i:h Court would reaU, 
amount to a breach of privilege. I do 
not for a moment contend that hil 
conduct in ,oing to the court would 
per Ie amount to a breach of pdvi-
lele. Reference may be made to par. 
10 of the petilion where he IIYO: 

"That the dey the petitioner re-
ceived the above reply. there w .. 
an uprorious scene in the l....ck. 
Sabha and the petitioner was :iUfI-
pended trom the ;.ervice of l..ok 
Sabh. for two week. on the 
motion moved by the Minister ot 
Parliamentary Affair., Mr. Satya 
Narain Sinha, supported by the 
Leader of the Hou.... Mr. 1 .. 1 
Bahadur Shastri. Thp. action at 
the SpeD.kp.r iu naminf( thf' peti-
tioner and of Mr. Satya Narnin 
Sinha in movins the ~  

notice for hia suspenliOn was not 
only against the Rules but ~ 4 
fid,l!, as he was punizhf!d for raJli-
ing the question (Jf ~ ss  the 
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Secretariat ~ and for his 
havmg moved cut motions in that 
conne('tion". 

This is manifestly not true. If you 
~  kmdly reler to the proceedings 

of the House of the 8th April 1965, you 
would find that there was a brief in-
terlude after the question hour which 
followed a statement made by the 
Minister 0.1 External Affairs about the 
proposed'vi<i\ of Mr. Phizo to China. 
You wi'l flnd there that the han. 
Member questioned the policy of Gov-
ernm.'nt and characterised it as 
nap'um:·wk, impotent. This was fol-
lowed hy interruptions and noisy 
!!Ie-cn(.'..: and thr Member wa" named. 
Shri Satya Narayan Sinha, Minister of 
Parli:lmf'ntnry Affairs, thf'n moved 
the following motion: 

HThflt Shri Madhu Limayc, a 
Momber of this House, and named 
by the Speake!', be suspended 
from the C'.crvi-:-e of the Hou!;c fell' 
a fort.night". 

Therp were further interruptions. 
Later the Primp Minister also inter-
vened and s:tid: 

"I feel thnt it would have some 
efJect. Wf' arc pntirely-of course, 
on boh,l! of the Government, I 
need not fiay that-behind you and 
you have Our Jullest support. In 
Tf'gnrd to thi.o:: prrrt1cular dav, to 
this s ~ . I think what the 
hon. Minister (If Par1i3mentary 
A.f!'airs ~ ~  is perfectly 
correct and it should he placed 
before the Hnusc", 

The hon. Member's writ petition i5: 
not only against the Speaker. but 
against two Membcf' of the House. 
namely. the I ('arler of the HOU5e and 
the ~  0' ~  Affairs, 
and a10::0 ngajnst an OfftCP.T of the 

House. the Secretary. Lok Sabha; each 
by itself 8~ s il ~  on the 
duties of all or anyone of these per-
IOns ~ to n brf!'sch of privi-
lege. Attributing mall1 fides to the 
Speaker in para 10 tantamount. to 
casting reflections on the Speaker. 

Reflections on the character of the 
Speaker and ~ s  of partiality in 
the dischar"e of his duty constitute 
a breach of privilege and are punish-
able as such. As I said, there are also 
reflections on the Members, as also 
action against the Secretary of Lok 
Sabha. 

All these matters relate to the in-
ternal proceedings of the House in 
which you are supreme within the 
four ~ of the House. The decision 
may be right or wrong, but' it is final, 
it is binding on the {'nlire House. It 
i. the duty of every Member of the 
House to respect ~. and in doing ~ . 
we respect ourselves, we respect the 
dignity of the House. 

Both the Circuit Bench of the Pun-
jab High Court and the Supreme 
Court s ss~  his petition, anti 
thereby upheld thc decision of the 
Chair. 

It is n fit caRe where we should 
ref<>r it to the Privilf"ges Committee 
or leav(' it to the dedsion of thf!' 
House its('lf 

Shri Vldya Charan Shukla: Th. 
real test whether the allegation of 
,",ala .~ ~ ~  the Chair was m::tde 
by him unhtentionally Or intentional ... 
ly is whethf'f he is prE"pnred to tender 
an un"::'onditionaJ apology to the ~ . 

If he marlf' this al1egation against ~ 

Chair lJnintcntionally and in a huff as 
hon. Shri Daji said, then there should 
be no objC'ction on his part to tender 
an ~  

An bon. Member: Unronditionnl 
apology. 

Shrl Vidv ... Charan Shukla: 
unconditional npology for a thing that 
he committc-tl unint.entionally and in 
• hufl'. but:! he is not prp.pared to 
tender an apolollv to the House for 
thing!: which h(" did unintentionally 
or ~ . the only course left 
to us is to !'('nd !hi, matter to the 
Privileg£"s Committee, where alJ tho!lf! 
~ ~ can be con.sidered and a deci-
sion taken in a cool atmosphere. 
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Mr. Speaker: Now (hore is a 
motion that the matter be referred to 
the Privileges C<Jmmittee. 

ProbablY those Members who plead-
ed that if he expressed regret it 
might be dropped-and I was prepar-
ed .for that-now have nothing to say 
about that. 

I may also make it clear . 

~ "''! fioI1'fIi : 'lI'"'1'eT ~  WIT 

~ ~  fir.R' ~  1f) It ~ . .. omr ~ 

~  ~ I 9;fit l!ml:'f 1Rf1 il iro ~ 
it g-O'f 'l'ffl if't 'ffiT ~ ~ ~
'ff§ '1<J 't" 'fIT'!T I ~ 'f{! ~ am 
~  flf, It't """ lIITm 'liT ~~ "f1fTlfT 
'-il ~  'fT7Tlf·lf ~  it fl!r"l'Tlli I !if, (1') 

~ 'f "1"0 ~ I ~  ~  ~ I 

~  >COl' 'H'if; ~  !if, ~~  

'!flTTlfT, efT lift W'1 ,!;R- itq 

'f rn, '1'1 'if,' lI'ffi'f ~  'f ~  ~ ~ 

itq rn To) ~  it ;on: it >iT ~  1f,r.fT 

'lgr I 

MI'. Speaker: 1 am only referring 
the limited question or his allegation 
that the Speaker, the Minister of Par-
liaml'ntary Affairs as well as the Prime 
Minister acted mala fide, only this 
much whether thi:.; amounts to a 
brcilch DC privilege or not. The Com-
mittee shaH only eonflnc their attE'n-
tion to this enquiry; other matters are 
not being referred to the Committee. 
they are not to go into them. 

tIIClflR ~~ 'f!fl l!l'iRr!i ~ 

W '!it <firif rn ~ ? 
~~~  "I'T, ~  

Mr. Speaker: Let the lobbies be 
cleared. 

tIIClfIR ~ 

~. ~ ~ ? 

'l't . ~ . ~ 'WP,,' ~ ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: H(' dof's nol s~ 

that a division should take.-platt'. The 
Ay('s have it, the Ayf'!!' hnvl' it. 

Shri Natb Pai (itaJupur) : The 
only point to be rdel'r(.'d is mala fides 
against the Speaker. and Hot ~ Prime 
Minislpr. 

Mr. S ~ ~  W;'lY not? 

Sbrl Nath Pai: That came at a 
later stagE", W(' rRn aller,t' any time 
mala fides ~  the GOV( rnment. 
You heard everybody very carefully. 
Those who . ~  nre of the view 
that it should be onJv in .~  to the 
use of mala fidp in the contex1 of the 
Speaker. [have every right. [ar-
euse them every ~  of ma!a fides, It 
should b(' limitNI onJy to the Speaker. 

Sbri Hari Vi<dmu Kamalh: We do 
it insidE' as well :.s Qutsidt, the House. 

Sbrl Vldya Charan Shukla: [.' 
there a dh·jt:;ion or not? 

Those in faVOur may kindly say Mr. Speaker: He says ht· does not 
"Ayc'9, pres!. 

Some bOD. Members: Aye. 

Mr. Speaker: Those against may 
itindly say "No'". 

Some bon. Member", No. 

Mr. Speaker: The Ayes have it. 

Shri Vldya Charan Shukla: ~ 

you have ('ailed for a division, it 
cannot be ranc"lIed like thl •. 

Mr. Speaker: r-.,t th., ~s b& 

cleared .. The ~ hove been 
tlean·d. 

Shrl Rar. Yiohna Kamath: What's 
th -' issue we art' voting upon? 
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Mr. Speaker: I find from tJhe ap-
plication of Shri Vidya Charan 
Shukla that flrst he has said that Shri 
Madhu Limaye was wrong in going to 
the Court, or the Judges were wrong 
in issuing those notices. I am not 
referring that to the Committee. 

The third paragraph was: 

"The allegation Clf mala fides 
and malice made by Shri Madhu 
Limaye against the hon. Speaker 
of the Lak Sabha constitutes a 
very severe breach of privilege," 

-I\' "'! ~ : . ~  ~  ~ ? ~ 
"\!:'-l ~ >ll'rif I 

~ ~  : ~  'lit 'If! 1iT.-
. ~ ~ I ""..,. ~~~  ~  I 

Then the (lnly Question before the 
House is this: whether Shri Madhu 
Limaye committed a contempt of the 
House or a breach of privilege by al-
leging mala fides against the Speaker 
of the Lak Sabha. 

8hrt Bart Vishnu Kamath: The al-
legation of breach of privilege should 
be referred, not that he has .commit-
ted. That should be decided by the 
. Committee. 

Mr. Speaker: Yes, the allegation. 

~ question is: 

"That this matter be referred to 
the Committee of ~ . 

lIome hOD. Members: Aye. 

Some hOD. Member.: Aye. 

Mr. Speaker: Those against will 
say "No". 

The Aye. have it, the Ayes have it. 

Ttlf" m()tion was adopted. 

13.18 hrs. 

MESSAGES FROM RAJY A SABHA 

Secretary: Sir, I have to report the 
following messages received from the 
Secretary of Rajya Sabha:-

(1) "In accordance with the 
provisions of rule 127 of the 
Rules of Procedure and Con-
duct of Business in the Rajya 
Sdbha, I am directed to in-
form the Lak Sabba that the 
Rajya Sabha, at its sitting held 
On the 25th November, 1965, 
agreed without any amend-
ment to tbe Cardamom Bill, 
1965, which was passed by 
the Lak Sabha at its sitting 
held on the 17th September, 
1965 . 

(2) In accordance with the pro-
visions of sub-rule (6) of rule 
186 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in 
the Rajya Sabha, I am direct-
ed to return herewith the Ap-
propriation (No.5) Bill, 1965, 
which was passed by the Lak 
Sabha at its sitting held on 
the 19th November, 1965, and 
transmitted to the Rajya 
Sabha far its recommenda-
tion. and to state that thi' 
House has no recommenda-
tion. to make to the Lok 
Sabha in regard to the said 
Bill." 

13.19 hrs. 

REPORT OF RAILWAY CONVEN-
TION COMMITTEE 

SbrI S. V. Krlshnamoortby Rae 
(Shimoga): I beg to present the Re-
port of the Railway Convention Com-
mittee, 1965. 


