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Lagos Conference, as I have mention-
ed in the statement. The general 
consensus of opinion amongst most of 
the member-countries of the Can 
monwealth was that some more tim' 
should be given to the United King-
dom to see the elfect of ecanomit 
sanctions in bringing down the illegal 
regime in Rhodesia. We ourselves 
are not fully in agreement with tms 
decision of the Commonwealth Prime 
Ministers' Conference. We thought 
that it is much too mlld, but there it 
is. The position is that We have to 
function within these limitations. 
REPORT OF ENQUIRY COMMITTEE ON 

SMALL NewSPAPERS 

The Minister of Information and 
BroacJcasting (Sbri Raj Bahadur): Sir, 
I beg to lay O'n the Table a COpy 01 
the Report of the Enquiry Committee 
on Small Newspapers .[Placed in Lib-
rary. See No. LT-5712/66.J 

NOTIFICATIONS UNDER PERSONAL INJtTR· 
IES (COMPENSATION INSURANCE) AC7 

The Deputy Minister in tbe Minis-
try of I,abour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Shri Shabna\$z 
Kban): Sir, I beg to lay on the Table 
a copy each of the following Notifica-
tions under section 24 of the Personal 
Injuries (Compensation Insurance) 
Act, 1963: 

(1) The Personal Injuries (Com-
pensation Insurance) Amend-
ment Scheme, 1966 published 
in Notification No. S.D. 477 in 
Gazette of India dated the 
9th February, 1966. 

(2) The Persanal Injuries (Com-
pensation Insurance) Amend-
ment Rules, 1966 published in 
Notification No. S.D. 478 in 
Gazette of India, dated the 
9th February, 1966. 

[Placed in Library. See No. LT-
5713/66). 

Mr. Speaker: The Home Minister. 

13.29 hrs. 
ESTIMATES COMMITTEE 

EIGHTY-NINTH AND NINETIETH REPORTS 

Shrl A. C. Guha (Barasat): Sir, I 

I 'eg to present the following Reports 
Ilf the Estimates Committee: 

(1) Eighty-ninth Report on the 
Ministry of Irrigation and 
Power relating to action 
taken by Government on the 
l'ecommendations contained 
in the Thirtieth Report of 
the Estimates Committee. 

(2) Ninetieth Report on the Min-
istry of Commerce, relating 
to action taken by Govern-
ment on. the recommendations 
contained in the Forty-sixth 
Report of the Estimates Com-
mittee on the erstwhile Min-
istry of International trade--
Tea Board, Calcutta. 

Shrl Harl Vishnu Kamath 
(Hoshangabad): Sir, how is he hav-
ing precedence over the Home Min-
ister? 

Mr. Speaker: Since tms item was 
'not in the printed agenda, perhaps he 
took it that he has been called. Now 
the Home Minister. 

STATEMENT RE: PAROLE OF 
SHRI UMANATH 

13.03.hrs. 
Tbe Minister of HOlDe Allairs (Shri 

Nanda): Mr. Speaker, Sir, question 
has been raised whether Shri R. Uma-
nath, MP, a detenu on parole could 
attend the sessions of Parli-ament. A 
detenu, while on parole can normally 
carryon legal activity if it does not 
involve any breach of the conditions 
on which the detenu was released on 
parole and which he had accepted. In 
view of this the detenu can attend 
Parliament provided in doing so he 
docs not violate the terms and condi-
tions on which he was released on 
parole. 

In this particular case, Shri R. Uma-
nath was detained pursuant to an 
order made by the Government of 
Ma'dras under clause (b) of sub-rule 
(1) of rule 30 of the DIR. Some time 
ago his wife applied to the Chief 
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[Shri Nandaj 
Minister of Madras requesting him to 
release her husband on parole as she 
was ailing and required proper medi-
cal treatment The Chief Minister on 
consideration of this request ordered 
release of Shri Umanath on parole 
for a period of one month to enable 
him to attend to his ailing wife in 
TiruchirlllPam slubject to 'the condi-
tions which have already been read 
out in the House. 

As the Members will appreciate, 
under rule 30 B of the DIR it is for 
the detaining authority to specify such 
conditions as it considers necessary 
while granting parole. All the con-
ditions specified by the Madras Gov-
ernment were a'ccepted by Shri Uma-
nath. He had given a written under-
taking to report daily before the 
Police in Tiruchirapalli. So far as the 
alleged fresh order having been 
served on Sbri Umanath, I have ascer-
tained from the Chief Minister, 
Mgdras, that no fresh order of any 
kind was served on him. Only an 
elucidation of the existing conditions 
of parole was coveyed to him by the 
Collector, on the 2nd of March. 

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): Mr. Speaker, Sir, the Home 
Minister h~s tried to put some gloss 
over the outrageous order-noti~e or 
order, call it wha.t you wUl~ 

served On a Member of the House, 
Shri R. Umanath, by the Sub-Inspector 
of Woraiyur, Tiruchirapalli District. 
It is from an authentic source that I 
have got the information. It reads as 
follows. 

Mr. Speaker: If the Home Minister 
says that he has ascertained from the 
Chief Minister . . . 

Shrl P. Veukatasubbaiah (Adoni): 
Still his information is correct! 

Shrl Hali Vishnu KlmlBth: You need 
not interfere. 

Mr. Speaker: It is his information 
that no fresh notice has been served 
on him. 

Shrl Harl Vishnu Kamath: He has 
admitted that by of elucidation some-

thing was conveyed to him. Please 
judge what it amounts to, elucidation 
or a fresh order. I wish he had read 
what the elucidation notice or order 
was. I have got it with me. It is ad-
d·ressed to the Member. It reads:-

Sir, this is to inform you as per 
message received from SB 
Office .. "-

must be, Special Branch 
An hon. Member: Superintendent 

Of Police. 
Shrl Hari Vishnu Kamath: SB, not 

SP. 
" .... today a copy of message ... "-

the number is given, 42743-
...... from the Deputy Secre-

tary, Government of Madras .... "-
he says, it is not an order; anyway-

" .... Public (General) Depart-
ment, dated 22nd February, 
1988 .... "-

they have antedated the order served 
on him on the 2nd March-

...... regarding parole to detenu 
Shri R. Umanath, MP". 

Now, the order comes, which is the 
relevant part of the notice or order. 

"Inform immediately Shri R. 
Umanath that he should not ... "-

what is this? Is this not an order? 

...... that he should not go to 
Delhi under present conditions of 
parole." 

He is entitled to his own view as to 
what an order means, what an order 
does not mean, what is a notice, order, 
elucidation-I do not know how he 
will put it. May I submit in all 
humility because it is a vital matter 
concerning the rights and privileges 
of Members of the House that in this 
notice served on him he has been 
prohibited from going to Delhi? He 
is not prohibited from going any-
where else It is not that he Is con-
fined to that area; I could understand 
that. He is prohibited from coming to 
Delhi under your aegis; he is not al-
lOWed to come under this luminous 
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'''Dharmchakra pravartanaya" aDd lit 
here. I do not know whetheS' 

.-:cording to the terms and 
conditioll& served on him earlier-you 
'Will recollect, namely, subversive, 
,political, kisan, labour-Delhi is re-
.-arded a dal)gerious or sultversive 
1P1ace I dO not knQW that is tor the 
rCbiel Minister. at Madras to judgel 

Yesterdlly the . Minister didnctt. 1IIl8-
'Wer this point; he took time and today 
'Without telling us what the order or 
elucidatiOn is about he just said "by 
'Way of elucidation something waa 
~ to hinl". I just now read out what 
'the exact notice was anti It is tor the 
flouse and tor you to judge whether 
it was only elucidation, or something 
~ise. l 

Now, may 'I erave your indulgence 
:and invite the attention at the House 
10 what the famous May says on this 
matter Which is relevant to' the ·Issue 
'in debate. Before I come to that, I 
<take it that under rule 368 the origl-
'DBl order of the Madras Government 
,..,rved on Shri R. Uman'llth on the 
'22nd February, which was read out at 
-that time by the Law Minister and 110t 
:the Home MinisteT, was a document 
'within the· 'meaning or ambmit of rule 
'388. I take it, though it' was not for-
mally laid, that it beC'llme a part 01 the 
proceedings because the Law Minister 
.read the full text of it, if 'I, remember 
aright, and no 1>Ilrt qf it was 'con-
·cealed from the House, I suppose. 
Therefore, presuming or assuming 
that the fulJ text of the order was be-
fore the lIous~. the order became the 
3troperty of the House; It . became a 
part of the proceedings, off the record. 

Now, gOOd tlld Erskine 'May says·on 
;page 114:-

Nto falsify or Improperly alter 
any records of, or documents pre-
sented to either House or com-
mittees thereof will 'constitute a 
,contempt." 

'1 Wtluld gladly concede ·that the 
1Iinlster, neither the Law Millistel' 
IIIOr the Home Minister e.1tered the 
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dOCWlleDt 1 dO DOt, charge them with 
that heinous oftence . 

Shri C. JL Bhattac"'ya (RaijRIII): 
Very kind of ,ou. 

Shrl Bar! VlsImu Kamath: But I do 
say with all the force at my command 
that in a vita! isaue of this nature 
where the rights, privileges and, I 
might even say, the fundamental 
rights of a citizen of this country 
who is a detenu on parole are con-
cerned, tbe Madras Government by an 
egregious error, mlly I 8ay, if not a 
foolish bl under has altered the COD-
ditions of parole and thereby altered 
the contents of the document which 
was laid on the Table of the House 
on the 2nd 'March. The same even-
ing a SUb-inspector, a minion of the 
law-of course, in his own place he is 
an Important minion of the law-goeo 
to the detenu and serves on him this 
order qf the Madras Government. 
When the House was seized of this 
important matter, when the Home 
Minister 'was to make a 'statement to 
the House conveying the decision of tne 
Government to the House, within a 
week, in between, during this inter-
regnum the Madras Government 
shaws indecent haste, perhaps seized 
by a guilty conscience and with a 
view to preventing the House from 
flaking a decision on the merits of the 
order passed earlier on the 22nd Feb-
ruary and with a view to preventing 
the Central Government from taking 
a right decision also -served a fresh 
order on this detenu. The Madras 
Government has deliberately, wilfully, 
mala fide altered the conditions of the 
order served on the detenu on the 
22nd February. 

Now, before I conclude, may I also 
point out another aspect, another 
rather unsavoury aspect of this mat-
ter. I am glad that the 'Minister has 
gone to the extent of saying that the 
detenu can attend Parliament provid-
ed that it does not violate the condi-
tions of parole that have been impos-
ed on him I would have wlshed-I 
am sure, my colleagues on both sides 
Of. ·the 'Housewoultl have wlshed-
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that such a paragon, an. exemplar of 
sad'achar, a patron saint of aadhu 
Samaj .... 

Hr. Speaker: That has nothin& to 
do with it . . . (lnte/'l'UPtioo). 

Shrl Hari Vishnu Kamath: He is. 
Am I departing from the main issue? 

Mr. Speaker: You should confine 
yourself to the main issue. 

Shri Barl Vishnu Kamath: Is it 
wrong to say that he is a paragon, 
an examplar of Sada~har-it is not 
disparaginG-and the patron sa'int of 
Sadhu Samaj I would have wished 
he was more clear, more unambiguous 
and more unequivocal then he has 
been. He has laft it to the detenu to 
decide whether he can come to 
Delhi or not. It is not provided in 
the conditions of parole. He should 
have been very clear on that. I do 
not know whether his hands are 
bound or whether there have been 
nocturnal confabulations betweens the 
two, the Home Minister here and the 
Home Minister there, in Madras, 
about this matter-ther might have 
been some minister confabula-
tions last niglit. Is the 
House not entitled to know 
from the Government a clear enunci-
ation of the proposition, of their view 
in this matter as to whether under 
the present conditions Of parole, that 
is under the release order served on 
him on the 22nd February which was 
before the House, which is still before 
the House-we are not bothered with 
the foolish order, foolish notice, served 
on him on the 2nd March-he can 
come to Delhi? We are still concerned 
with the first order. The second 
ord.er, the notice, only tries to prevent 
him from coming to Delhi. It does 
not say he should not attend Parlia-
ment, because that would. haVe been 
8 far greater blunder. 

Before I close, I would only sub-
mit this: Yesterday, I gave notice of 
• motion of privilege also on this mat-

ter. I submit that these two iaauea 
should be kept distinct. The isau.e 
No.1 is whether a detenue on parole is 
or is not entitled, is or is not withiD 
his rights, is or is not at liberty, to 
attend the House. The second issue Ia, 
when the order was being considered 
by the House, when the House waa 
seized of the matter, whether a fresh 
order served by the Madras Govern-
ment is not tentamount to contempt 
of the House and a breach of privilege 
of the House. I do submit that who-
ever is responsible for this should be 
put in his place, cut to size ancl 
brought before the bar of the House 
and reprimanded. 

Shrr. H. N. Hukerjee: (Calcutta 
Central): Sir, this is a very serio ... 
matter and even though I am tempted, 
1. would not like to hurl the adjec-
tives at the Home Ministry. I would 
like to make only two submissions. 

In the first place, it is q,uite clear 
that on the plea Of elucidation, the 
Madras Government, very probably 
on instructions from the Centre, have 
put Shri Umanath in a position when 
he is disabled from exercising a right 
which he know and the House knew 
we were trying to agitate here so that 
he can come and attend the proceed-
ings of the House. There is no doubt 
that the mention of the word 'Delhi'-
the order says, "You sha'll not travel 
to Delhi"-is a most suspicious item 
and it was put in obviously, deliber-
ately, because the matter was being 
discussed in Delhi, at that point of 
time, on the floor Df Parliament and 
attempts were being made to enable 
him to exercise a riglit which is • 
fundamenta'l right which We have to 
uphold, because otherwiSe Parliamen-
tary propriety in the country would 
go by the board. Therefore, it is moat 
undesirable, and it is tantamount, I 
submit, to contempt of the House, 
when a GDvemmcnt agency, Central 
or provincial or whatever else it might 
be, acts in order to prevent Parlia-
mt'nt from acting in a way that Parlia-
ment thinks fit. From that point at 
Tiew, I helieve, you can have :further 
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investigation in regard to this matter 
and refer this matter to the Committee 
of Privileges because I do submit that 
contempt of Parliament has been com-
mitted. That is my fIr.t submission. 

My second submission is that quite 
apart from the first matter of con-
tempt o'f Parliament, on the fact. of 
the case, I submit that Parliament, 
through you, Sir, be enabled to secure 
the attendance of Shri Umanath in 
Parliament I say this because in 
spite of certain conditions being in-
corporated in the parole or release 
order. in spite of those conditions 
being presumably accepted by the 
detenu concerned, there have been 
cases whereby on an intervention at 
the Centre a detenu has been enabled 
to have those conditions altered. 

I had referred l'3st time to the case 
of a person who was reJeased on 
parole and was confined under the con ... 
dition. of that release order to a parti-
cular area in Punjab, and it was on 
your very gracious intervention that 
the Home Ministry perhaps cOOpe-
rated in the matter and he was 
enabled to come before a Parlia-
mentary Committee to give evidence. 

We know also another case of a 
former Member of Rajya Sabha, Mr. 
Sundarayya, who is Member of the 
Andhra Lagislative Assembly, who 
was liven a release order so 
that he could go to the Soviet 
Union for medical treatment and come 
back by a specified period. He did 
come beck but he was held up in 
Delhi and his parole period was going 
to expire. Even so, tC'rtaln influences 
were brought to bear on the matter 
and the Prime Minister hereselt re-
ceived Mr. Sundarayya at a point of 
time whh'h was beyond the point of 
expiry of the periOd envisaged in the 
parole release order. 

There are these cases for us to refer 
back to. Therefore. it is conceivable 
that Parliament, if it wishes to do so, 
can in this particular case secure the 
expansion of the ambit of the release 
order, the conditions therein. We can 
easily do it if the Home Ministry Is 
willing to abide by the wishes of 
Parliament when a matter of grave 

Parliamentary propriety is involved. 
If the Home Ministry offers slight co-
operation, this whole matter can easily 
be put at a level where we can func-
tion in a dignified manner as Memben 
of Parliament. 

Sir, I am not going to repeat what 
Mr. Kamath has said. It is a matter of 
serious import. There are my two 
submissions for your consideration. 1 
do believe that the Home Minister also 
would take a grave view of the situa-
tion because it involves not merely a 
person who happens to be in the bad 
books of the Home Ministry but it in-
volves all Members of Parliament. If 
the right of anyone of us is put in 
jeopardy for wrong reasons, it would 
some day recoil on the whole House 
and Posterity. 

Shri Nanda: There is a reflection 
on the Home Ministry, the Govern-
ment of India, that we sent some in ... 
tructions to the Government of Madras 
to arrange for this order, etc. In the 
first place, I categorically repudiate 
all that. Secondly, this discussion was 
going on on the 2nd and that order, 
that intimation, was given also on the 
2nd ...... (lnte1'TILptions) . 

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: The 
very same evening. 

Shri Nanda: I do not know the 
exact time ...... (Interru.ption). 

Shrl lIarl Vishnu Kamath: I know 
it. You find it out. 

IShr; Vasudevan Nair (Ambala 
Puzha): Let Us know the time at 
whkh the order wns served. 

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: They 
have got " better machinery than I 
have. But I have got \'1,: information. 

Shri Nanda: The Cllicf Minister 
told me on the telephone that no 
fresh order had been issued. It was 
only an elucidation. It 'was only ex .. 

. plained that, in view of the conditions 
laid down, it would not be possible 
for him to go to Delhi. The condi-
tions have already been read out. 
Therefore, It is really the terms of the 
old order and he can say, "No; the 
cOllld'tions which are accepted permit 
me to go to Delhi." Nobody can 
prevellt him from coming to DelhI. 
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Shri Harl VlIluau Kamath: How? 

Shri Vasudevau Nair: Then, you 
will put him in jail again. 

Shr~ Nanda: As I read the papers, 
that IS what I understand...... (In-
terruptions) . 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. 
Sbrt Vasudevau Nair: Let him 

clarify when the order was served. 
U is a very pertinent poiat. 

Shri Nanda: I do not know about 
the exact hour. I know it was on 
the 2nd. I do not know the precise 
hour ...... (Interruption) . 

Shrl Hem Baraa (Gauhatl): At 
what time was it served? He can 
make enquiries. 

Mr. Speaker: This information is 
BlaO very pertinent. 

Shrl Nanda: We shall do that. 
Apart from that information, what-
ever it may be, the facts of the case 
are that it does not, even if it were 
an earlier hour or a later hour, make 
any kind of dilference. That is my 
.ubmission. Of course, the Speaker 
will decide and give a ruling on this. 
There was no question of doing some-
thing or evading some kind of obli-
gation on the part of the State be-
cause Of the discussion in Parliament. 
I do not see, I do not read, in the 
orller that there was anything special-
ly done. It was only an elucidation 
of the existing conditions (Intl!1TUp-
tiona>. 

~ ~ ~ (~) : lf~f'aom 
I!>T ~~t, m'l'~;mr~ 
mforit , 

Shrl Hari Vishnu Kamath: By your 
leave, We want to have a clariftc ... 
tion about this wording:-

''Information immediately Shri 
R. Umanath that he should not 

go to Delhi under the present 
cenditions of parole." 

Mr. Speaker: I will look into the 
whole matter and see if I can inter-
fere in that. I am not sure. But I 
shall look into the matter. 

,,''''!~: ftf~~~ 
'Ifr~"aT' ft I1:'Ii W ~ ~ ~ 
~ i ' lf~ iI¥ ~ nr.I' t, 

Shrl Hem Barua: It is a very rele-
vant thing. 

Shri Nauda: want to tell the 
members for theior information that 
the Chief Minister himself has said 
that he had no intention of altering 
the conditions of the parole order. 

Shri Vasudavaa Nair: Do you be-
lieve that the conditions are not alert-
ed by this fresh order? 

~""'~: ~,.;r 105 
mT iii ~ iro f .. <iq,ra",,< ~ 
I1:'Ii ~ ~ SRi!' ~ I ~~ it lff( ~ 
q1I'T t f'" ~~;; iii m-<~ ~ 
iii ~ f .. <i .. ,ftI",,< illiT;;IT f'" ~ 
~if>'l'Ii;I'ilit' m-;lftit~rnr 
~ if>'l'Ii;I',.;r~~-f~,.;rf'l><lTil' 

ifttfRTt, ~it ~l1:'Iimm 
"t1fOlT tt m'l'iIi ~ ~ ~ 
i I lI'i;t iii ~ ~~ il" ~ ;1ft 
1t f'l'lilf f.!;qr t fom ~ mm ~ 
~ :ro'f>."(Uf ~ t, m'l' ~ ~9 
~m~,.;r~i' m-~ 
.r tT ~ It ~ q'\1: ~ ..,. 3i'lT , 
~~ ~ ~ fiIi;; iii "'i -q t 

''The ongln of the doctrine of 
freedom from arrest which atta-
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ches to all Members of Parlia-
ment during a Seasion Of Parlia-
ment lies in the fact that thla 
House is entitled to Ibave a first 
claim upon their services and 
that any person who, by any 
action of arrest or hindrance .... " 

" .... preYients a Member trom 
attending in his place to do his 
duty is guilty of contempt of the 
whole House." (H.C. Debates, 
1958-59, 601). 

iru ~ f~tfll;' ~T;f ~ 
~ t fit; ;;IT ~ fPI' 'fT 22 'IrortI' 
1Iilq: !Il<'I'IT 'fI I lllr;f 'Iii 1Il ~ 
~tIm' 'fT1 2 l1'T'ii~T~ 
m-r tim' t I iru f~tfll;'·11'{ 
~ur ~ ~T '1ft 'ttl 
itqh: m ~ ~'f ~ ~r.r 
it ;mIT mr<IT t, ~ m:RrT~, 
rwr .ro Ifi'mT t I W"'I'I:1; ~~ 
iii ~ IIiT ft ;;r"Rm~;Y 

'li<:ffi" ~ I qh: lIT>f;rr 'Ii<:<IT ~ flI;' ~ 
f~nm:: IIiT mm ~R mm-tl iii 
~~~I 

~~:;;ITfeJ~~ 
~ i\'~ fri ~ ~ <At '11R: 
m ~ <IT ~Tt flrimfnm:: IIiT ~ 
~ <f;U ~"'T t I ~~ iIi~~ 
~,.;)qh: ~~ '!iT ~~ 
tfit; ~ ~ 'Ift~ ~T~I 
Wfl!;;y !II"n: ~ ~ 'Iii mft orr 
it; ~~ f~;y f~ omt 1fT '!iTt ill 
,,!Ii l!i't qh: ~ omt-

lifT 11, f~it : ~T;f ~ t fit; 'IT 
fiff~, ~;f mn iii 'II'rn~ 'IT m 
t, ~ff,\'~ ~ III'{ <IT ~ 
fP' IIiT ~ p1'~ ;y(T .... 
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~ ~II' : '11R: '!iTt ~ 
'IT'fTf~T, '!iTt oi'\1r.r 'RT'fTf'dl", ~Tt 
n, ~Tt qh: ~f~, ~Tt ~ 
l!i't <IT q: fij.~ ~ IImi 

~ trT~ {T~tl 

'1ft m ;m'IlI'Uf 

Sui Barl VlsIma Kamath: When 
shall we have your directive or ru1-
ing or order? 

Mr. Speaker: In a day or two. 

The Minister of Lllw (Shri O. S. 
Pathak) T03e-

Sui S. M. BaDer.!ee: The Law 
Minister wants to say somethine, 

Mr. Speaker: Yes. 

8bll O. S. Pathak Toae-
SUi Kapur Singh (Ludhiana): I 

rise on a point of order. 
Mr. Speaker: Another point of 

order has arisen; on the Minister'. 
rising? 

Shri Kapur Slnrh: It is not on his 
rising; it arose before he rose. 

My point of order is under Rule 
225(2) which c·)ntemplates that, when 
a matter for a privilege has 'been dis-
cussed or talked about in the House 
and then if an objection is taken to 
its being referred to the Privileges 
Committee, then there is only on~ 
course open to the Speaker. 

"If objection to leave being 
Il'anted Is taken, the Speaker shall 
request those members who are 
in favour of leave being granted 
to rise in their places, and if not 
leIS than twenty· five members 
rise accordingly, the Speaker shall 
declare that leave is granted." 
This provision of the rules haa been 

eontravened by you. 
Mr. Speaker: No; first, my consent 

is neceBIIIrY ..... . 
Shri Kapur SIJII'h: Your consent is 

presumed. 
Mr. Speaker: Before giving r.' / 

cons~t, I can allcnr the matter .... 
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Shri Hari Vialma Kamath: To as-
certain the facts. 

Mr. Speaker: Yes; to ascertain the 
facts. 

Shrl G. S. Pathak: As you have 
been pleased to indicate that you will 
reconsider this matter, 1 wish to point 
out one thi~, just to assist the Chair. 
1 wish to point out that the Supreme 
Court recently in the case of Mr. 
Umanath himself has decided that 
the privilege under Article 105 does 
not avail against detention under 
D. I. R. and the Supreme Court re-
ferred to the British practice also, 
both in the case of criminal laws as 
well as in the case of detention laws. 
That is all 1 wish to point out. (In-
terntptions) . 

Shrl Hart Vishna ![amath: You do 
not need this kind of light from him, 
Sir. Let the Home Minister give the 
date and time of the Madras Govern-
ment order. 

Mr. Speaker: 1 always need light 
from all quarters. 

Shri lIari Vishnu Kamath: But not 
this kind of obscure light. 

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Sheo Narain. 

13.51 hrs. 

RAILWAY BUDGET-GENERAL 
DISCUSSION-Contd. 

~,f~ mTlI"I (iltm): ~ 
1'l1~,lt ~~~~f.f;!!fI'f.t 
Ili 'toN ;r.re q;: iI'r.rit >n ~ f~ i, lt~~~mm~;;rYf.f;~ 
q;:t I it~'tIT~~~~<'ITifI' 
~ ~ f'li' 'Ifr.f ~ arof ~ it <'I'I1Trn 
~q'[~tf.f;~~f~ 
~ ;;ry ~;;miI' t ~;;ry;h:y iR 
~ t ,.IH~r .... rr~ t I ~ f.Jm 
'li'ytma~m~~;;mrr t 
ft iii) WiN ~ II1t i I q'[<f' m it 

'fI'f ~ "",lor nm ~ f.f; ~ ~ 'liT 
'fI'f ~ ~~ i I ~mm 
it; tm: ~ it ~ <r.r ;:;ymit ~ ~ lfu>i'y 
~ ihrr;;r II11lT 'II<!' W t I q1J'l: ~ 
m q'[Ifi ,p,,!Fi1~OI'I tt>r ~ ~m m 
~ f.!1t crfr ~ of1l'T il:Y;;ryffi I 
'lfr.f1ftill"t~if ~ ~ ~ <it I 
~~ ~'lfr~if'!f4~y ~ I 
iImr it fr.m: q;: ~ '1TIr ~ ~ I ~ 
~'Ifli;;;~~"'~F:t I ~ 
m ~ <f"I; qrit <rrit it; ;;ry lfR q'[Ifi 

*''1Fi111>01'1 t lf ~ ~~)it ~ I 
~~1I';iT"FI'~~~1 ~ 
~ f~ flr.rr 9'q'[ t I it !111m ~ 
tf'f'Pf~'Pf~ ~~~'Ii'ym 
Tor.!'ni I ~nit~~ij;lI'~ 
if~~m~I~>iTlf~ 
it;f<fQ;~iI'§<I'~t I 

Shri Prlya Gupta (Katihar): When 
will the Railway Minister reply! 

Mr. Speaker: I would request the 
Railway Minister to reply at 2.45 P.M. 
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