
Re. Question AUGUST 24, 1966 Of Privilege against 
Home Minister 

The. Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Home Mairs (Shri Vidya 
Charan Shukla): (a) It is incorrect 
to state that there is a spectre of 
starvation, disease and de:::',iJair in the 
flood affected villages of Delhi. 

(b) A number of boats !-Jave been 
employed fOli evacuation of human 
beings and .cattle from food affected 
areas. Seven relief centres are 
operating for the purpose of distri-
buting articles of relief, including 
Sirkies, bamboos, parched gram, Gur, 
wheal flour, 'dal' and salt. Lighting, 
water and medical arrangements have 
also been made. 

(ci The relief measures were not 
delayed and meagre. 

(d) No. 
12.20 hrs. 

RE: QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE 
AGAINST THE HOME MINISTER 

Mr. Speaker: Question of privilege 
by Shri Madhu Limaye against the 
Minister of Home Affairs. 

Shri· Tyagi (Debra Dun): Have you 
perttnitted it? 

Mr. Speaker: I am just now coming 
to that. I have received this notice 
from Mr. Madhu Limaye and 21 
others. From the notice they have 
g·iven me I find that the allegation 
is that the Minister in the Ministry of 
Home Affairs had given that infor-
mation which was published in the 
Statesman, and while that, according 
to their allegation, is a fact, even then 
the Home· Minister made this state-
ment in the House that no source from 
the Home Ministry had given that in-

,formation to be published. 

Here there are two questions that 
arise. One is whether the Minister 
in the Ministry Ilf Home Affairs had 
passed on that information. That 
would be a separate question. Here 
the question, is, even conceding that 
a Minister had passed on the infor-
mation, whether the Home Minister 
at that time had any knowledge that 

the Minister in the Home Ministry 
had passed on that information. and 

. ",ith that knowledge then gave a 
statement contrary to those facts. 

One thing is that he had that infor-
mation. the other is that he ought 1& 
have that informa~on. That would be 
a different thing, that might be dealt 
with separately. Members can urge 
that there was no collaboration, no 
consultation, there was lapse what-
ever it might be, that would 'be a 
different thing that the Home Minis-
ter ought to have that informaticn 
that the Minister had done it. 

Now, the clear question so far as 
breach of privilege is coneerned is 
whether the Home Minister definitely 
had ·that information that the Miniseter 
in the Ministry Of Home Affairs had 
passed on that information to the 
press, and then, even with that 
knowledge, he misled the House. So, 
I will ask one Member .... 

11ft 'f~ f.f~ (1!if<:) : ~ f.ri~ 
lfNf ~ mer <:~m ... 

Shri Tyagi: On a point of order. 
beg to submit that a privilege motion 
shall be always in order if it is based 
on some specific information with 
regard to a matter. In .his case the 
Home Minister has not committed 
hims~lf one way or the other in the 
sense whether it was passed on either 
by the IJ;ome Ministry or some Minis-
ter in the Home Ministry to the press; 
that question has not been made clear. 
I would, therefore, request that the 
procedure should be that the hon. 
Members who have some information 
might table it as a question, ask for a 
reply; if the reply is contradictory .if 
the previous reply, or in ~upplemen
tahes there is some contradiction of 
what the House knows, then they 
would be justified to give a notlce of 
privilege motion. Then, the firs~ 

thing would be to elicit information, 
so that the House may know exactly 
what the position is. Then alone YOll 
might decide whether it is a matter 
of privilege. 
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Mr. Speaker: If.r follow tllat prt'J-
cedure. that would not be a matter o.f 
recent occurrence. and .the notice 
would lapse simply on that accOunt,· 
the notice would not be v3~id. There-
fore, r cannot follow that. 

'Shri Shi:vaji ltao· S. Deslunukh 
<Parbhani): I have a point of order. 

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): Should you 
~ot ask first of all the :-.l:inister whe-
ther he had information whether this 
happened when be made the state-
ment? 

'~f I'{If fm : ~'f1fi"r <IR: it ~m 
~ 'fi'r ~, ! ~ 'fl1T ~i't t ? ~ ~ 
~ '1, 'W1"~1 ,mr if>i[ ¥'f ~lf~ I 

'Sbri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: My 
lloint of order arises out of this that 
under the common law of the land. 
if in a CO\lrt of law any charge . is 
levelled which subsequently is proved 
false, the leveller of the charge is 
epen to further prosecution for having 
levelled such a frivolous charge. If 
this august House finds that a number 
of privilege motions, a series of pri-
vilege motions brought before' the 
House have pro~ed to be frivolous 
motions, would it not itself- con~titute 

a breach of the privilege cf . the 
House? (Interru.ptions). I want 
your ruling on this. 

Mr. Speaker: Let this be decided' 
fust. 

"f) ~, f1r<:f~: lfry" ~~ '!l'T73f 

if 0 I9Tcr ~ I >;[1'''' if f'flfll 'f~ 2 2 2 
... we:<: ~ lim >ifT ij; fl1fiil'f, f<r.n'lf-
fontm: if;r ~ '3OT'll ~ P I ~ 

lf~ ~ ~~;fftrz:rTif~ 
~Tf.f; 1iu 'SI~ if <Pr<'f lifT 'l~r 
<'fi'<'f '1~ if; fu<:lT'li ~ arf~ ~lf ~'i{T 
lIf1 ""M,I<"I'" 6'r>lT oiR ~q;f0l1 '!it 
f~~ 1lJ:'f<1' i f@<1T1t \IT ~ I >;JTlT<f,'t 
tm" ~l1TT-(~} tiiir 'f1 0Il'T-
~ it~t>;[1';;ffi\'~ I ~1{iir(l)t I 

Home Minister 

~ ~m : ,it ~t ~. arrf~f 
of; f~ 'IT'f;f;~ if>i[ m ~'I 

~ "'! ~q : l'j'<fT it ~ ~R' rl 
f'flfll ?:T 'fOr >;[l"f ~ ~ I . 

~ ~~m : fiI~;;r 1Iw..r '!iT 

~ Cfif.m~ ~, <fi\: .qf~ U,if; 

'q~l1T. if; fl§'1;f1lli ~ I 'm'f.t ~ ~ f~ 
~ >? fuWf. m<r 'lTmr ~,~ ~ I ~ 
f~ ~ 'qT;;! iftT ~T 'f'fi(iT ~ I 

~~f_;'qfq~'Rf~ 

~qFf~ I if~~<rrm~ I 

Shri Tyagi: Have you ascertained" 
Have you assured yourself that the 
facts are there? Have you asked the 
Home Minister to explain to you as 
to what the facts are? .... (InteTTILD-
tions). 

~~!!~:if~it~'1 

"" I'{o "flo fJ~) (~'f~): 
orR it ~t , ~ ~1'IT .. "r%ill ;;rar (lif; 

~ ~ mer if 'fm ~ Cf <if "'" IfQ ;j';'it 
@~i? 

~ ~ ~ar ('it~t) ; ~'f"'TlTr 
q.) 'liT '!if f<'!'TT ;;[fl:!;, ~. ~T~ I 

"f' It,! fm it mtr.f. f'f'lllf 
... W!'lT<: ifT-<-Rf 'qff;<'iT r: I iI;Ifq' Wl"l"r 

fm~,¥~1 

"f) ~TIT<I<f m ~ (\l1"lfi1"!"<:) 
~ ~~, 'm'f.t m ~ it If&: 
fm ~T ~ 'l"Ift Cf1'l ;m: ~ ~ 
f", ~. ~ it ~ m!lTif 'f.'t ~of.t 
if;[ ;;r) m'1"liT<: ~ ~m ~l'IInr ~T ~f 
~~w~~~itf~~,;r ~ 
lR'ffi'f 'Iff ~ ~ >? 'f~ if ~~ if;T 
~<f.t ~ it ~ I if ;;rr;:r~, ~ ~ • 
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[1liT "f111'<rn m 'l;fr;;n~] 

f<l; lflfI m" it W 'ill'ii<l1 it W "Si~T<! 
'liT 'l;f<r.t ~Ill if ~ f~ ~.m- m ~ 
GfR o;rr<f.t WAT ~Tffa: "Si<:T~ ~ <::T ~ 
~~T ~t ;mit 1'T ? 

~ 'f~~ : 1f.f WRT 'il"l'l1fa: 
~~P1Ta:it~~'tT~I~~~ 
~~~.~ I ~;nm;rr~tr'lm 
m ~ ~ I ~m~ 1l ~ ¥OfT ~T~ 
~I 

Why waste our time here? 

~~:it~~~~T 
~ I fm q<ffi ~ m~T ~k'il~r~ 
.v.t i ~ >iI<: ~ ~it ;f; f<i11; fif, 
Wl1T it W'f:t ric: ~ lIT "t ~. , ..... 

8hri Tyagi: The House has wasted 
enough time on privilege motions; we 
have done no business in this session. 

",1 ~ f~ (<mJ1IrnT) : ~ 
l!,f'f<f 'iI'~a: ~ ~ I 

",1 'fo ,,"0 ~ :' 'flIT ~m. 

~~~T 

~~ ~~~ : ~ ~.g arTWi" 
<itT ~if ell ~« 'fillf ~ I 

8hri Up1lIJ1lLth (Pudukkottai): I 
can shout more than any of you. They 
should be sent out, Sir. Ten of them 
.re standing simultaneously. 

~. Speaker: I am asking the 
Members to be patient. I have some-
times this doubt; sometimes I have to 
satisfy myself; that cannot be ruled 
out every time that I would not bring 
in ·any motion here. I have decided 
some in my Chamber.. .... (lntemLl>-
tions). 

Shri"Tyagi: We shall see it through; 
.we shall see that the proceedings are 
done in a proper order: 

Shri Umauath: Go, go. We have 
gone before. 

12.28 hrs. 

(Shri Tyagi and a few other Members 
left the House). 

The Minister of Railways (Shri S. 
K. PaW): Sir, I have to make a sub-
mission-

",1 'f'! f .... ~ : 'l;f~ +r~~', ~~ 
;torT +r~ if.T if.~ qTljc: \IT,/? 'l;fli<:~, 
oar ~ ar'r'1 ~ ~', 'l;fi'lfq"f ~@ I 

~ ~~ : +[I.;;frr ~ ~o 
;;rrii' I. 

Shri S. K. PaW: May I make a sub-
mission, Sir? I can quite understand 
that you gave some kind I)f a decision, 
but it is likely that you may have a 
doubt that the' Member might be pos-
sessing some information which is not 
known to you. I can quite understand 
that. But if this method is adopted, 
that such an information should be 
sprung as a surprise on the House, 
and there should be this kind of de-
bate going on,may you not consider, 
In your discretion, that in cases like 
this where some information which 
was not hitherto known to you has 
got to be divulged, t~at Member 
should be' given an opportunity, not 
in the House to spring a surprise on 
everybody, to bring in any ,evidence 
that there is basis for such a thing. 
Otherwise, what I am afraid of is that 

• in all these matters, a Member may 
claim a privilege as he has some 
knowledge, some information which 
he wants to spring as a surprise, 
which he has not divulged to you, 
which he has not divulged to the 
Minister concerned but he jfi now 
having it here. 

",1 ~'! f<"F.1{ : lfi, +r~1~ <>;.'1 llO: 
~if ~ ~1 lTlrT ? 

Shri S. K. PatD: It will be a wrong 
precedent. I humbly 'lppeal to you, 
not that I am against your discretiun; 
you have got the discretion; I appeat 
to you that you should satisfy your-
self if same information ;s there-
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'lit 'f~ f.=m~ : om: "'3m::;! 7 
'tl~ ~fnm;'>f ~ ~ I <lQ 'l"1l'fr ;;TT~ 

~ I li'Jr l1<I'(~ "~f 'Ii<: ~ ~ I 
it ~ l1fT~ 'fof ~~ i! <lQ S;~q 

<:'9 'W ~ I 

Shri S. K. PatiI: I am not ~oing to 
listen to him. I am uddressing the 
Speaker, and I shall not ,it down 
unless you ask me to sit. Surely I 
am not going to be cowed down by 
anybody. 

. 'lit 'f~ ~Ii : ~o<ru ~'(~, 'flIT 

~ 'Wfc m'Ji wi ( <n: if f<;r ~ ~ 
~ m it lm qw. m'li mil: ~ I 

Shri S. K. Patil: I should have my 
say. Therefore, my appeal to you' 
is that there is no cause ior e"cite-
ment on either side. I appeal to you 
that you may lay down some kind of 
a procedure that will put a stop to 
all this wran'gling going on every day 
and wasting the useful time of this 
House, 

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated-
Anglo-Indians): Sir, I feel that while 
there cannot be a blanket ban on pri-
vilege motions being raised in this 
House, you mighf address yourself to 
this vary crucial, basic problem: if a 
matter is sought to be mised here, 
whether it contains something which 
m'ay be, either expressly or impliedly, 
defamatory of a Member of the 
House, and whether or 'lot you re-
quire that some basis should be laid 
down before it is relayed to this 
House. We have had cases which 
were ex facie grossly defamatory and 
which were brought to this HC'use. 
Now, we are in the exercise of find-
ing 'out whether there is a semblance 
of a basis. If such a matter is raised, 
what happens? This has become an 
instrument, maybe unwittingly, per-
haps even wittingly. for relaying to 
this House grossly defamatory and 
baseless allegations against another 
Member. That is very important. 

'1"10 mf 'f;:r~ (Ofi~ (',f,Wr-
ifR') ; ~ l1<I~. ;;ri(' .;n'T ~'f ~t 
if.T ¥ 7~ ~, crT m'l ~ ·"f Tf ;;f!fu{( I> 
iRT 'iff Ol1''ft'1T 'f."1 ~H ~ I 

Shri A. P. Sharma (Buxar): I rase 
several tiDles to raise a ,10int of 
order, on the same point ')n which 
Shri Madhu Limaye rose. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I had 
said that this right of ~aising breach 
of privilege questions is being abus-
ed, misused-

Shri Madhu Limaye: By whom? 

Mr. Speaker: By the Members here. 

'lit~~;~wf.tmit~ 
~ i f.!; ~ it ~~ m!1'f."R 'fiT 1J<l1':iJ 
p,~lfw.~I" 

Mr. Speaker: It is being abused and 
misused. I repeat it. 

'lit ~~ (~T<:) ; >ll'<l<l iff :;:T 
qf'cFIiT<: ~I~'~, ~ ~ ;j~ 'fit ~,am<'f 
m ~, at mil ;jlj 'fo'T '1<'iCf ll'~<'f 

illff ~ '1'f>~ ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. They 
will be making fun of this breach of 
privilege· matters if they raise them 
like this, (Interruption). 

Mr. Speaker: Order, <lrder. He 
cannot speak in that manner. 

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Ambala-
puzha); We are sorry that you . are 
makin\g $Uch a sweeping statement 
that Members have abused and mis-
used this privilege, We are very 
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[Shri Vasudevan Nair] 
sorry to hear you making such a 
sweeping remark about· tlu~ Mem-
bers. 

..n ~ : m"tfel ~Ti{ll", !r~ Wq 
if ~~:r 'iTT f<p:fT ~'I mq if '!Rii" 'R m~Tq 

\111TllT ~ 1 

Shri Vasudevan Nair: You will 
please remember that many ,)f the 
motipns which were raised were sent 
to the Privileges Committee. 

Some Hon. Members: All motions. 

Shri Vasudevan Nair: At least 
you were convinced, if not .he other 
Members on the other side, that there 

'was a prima facie case for those mat-
ters to be sent to the Privileges Coin-
mittee. You will realise that there 
are Members in this House who are 
very vigilant and bring up such 
matters. You should not find fault 
with those members who are doine 
that. 

Mr. Speaker: If I have referred 
some matters to the Privileges Com-
mittee, certainly I would have done 
that even if I had the opportunity of 
looking into 'them in my chamber 
when there is a prima facie case. 
When there is a prima fOcie case, 
'certainly I will bring it before the 
House. 

I would' appeal to the Members on 
this side that they cannot just pre-
clude me from bringing a notice 
here before the House ·.vhere I feel 
that there is something to be found 
out from the members. I will put 
two questions. It 'might be an in-
terpretation on behalf of the mem-
ber, that he puts that construction 
on the facts that he has stated in the 
notice or he has some special know-
ledge. Let me see what he does. 
Then alone I can arrive at R conclus-
ion. . This matter is already pending 
'before the House; it is not R new 
.thing that has been brought. 

..n "'! ~q : .q-~ l1~Ti{ll", 
''If;;{T'' Vf"iG<f.T ~"AT of." m it it m'i 
If>: f.r1rhr l1T11TT 1 mq t:t~. ffi 
~ ~ ~? it \11'1 iFf fm m~,1TT I 

Mr. Speaker: The :>ffice of the 
Speaker has become a football to be 
kicked this way or that way. I am 
threatened and intimidated. I have 
framed these questions and he may 
kindly address himself to those ques-
tions. That is what I am 3!king. 

~ c.r, f.f;trr ;;nm ~ ~ ir.a ~c· 
f'lli1Vr tR it t:t~ f'FllT "IT"!T ~ I 
~ ~ <f.T ~ ~ i llfu ;;fT 
mfr.t~T 'lim ~r.n~, ~ "T ~ 
rom ~T ~ I ~ ~« cr~ tt~« f'fllT 
i;fTcrf t ;},it 11~ 'f.Twl ~ iFt m'l 
'liT -.IT ~1 ~T I 

sui Dajl (Indore): He says he is 
accepting your ruling. 

..n 'II! ~q : ~6l!"<l1 ~, mq 
~ijlffi[ ~ if>{ <:.~ ~ 1 it ~ ~TIf 
iFf fm m;r f<'f'll"T ~ I 

mq'!ftl!R~~ lO~of."~c.q-
~;r if l1;'f. ~ ~T ,{T fiF qn:ri~ 

~~.~ am ~l/T if cr~:n~ ~ 
'f.T Gll"f'l'li q51f~ ~~ ;jfR ~ «~ 

'it 'Ii[ il'if1<'I"l!" ijo ~1fT"IT<:. srr:<r giJ: ~ I 
ft ~;r 'liT fu"~ of." Wi9 n- ~H ~ 

m~if w;rr ~T ~ I it ~ ~ 
~T ~~ITT I '3tf.q: qtq ~ ~ il'ofT<'f'll" 
iFT ~ ~~Iii i!ITl!T ~, it ~ ~ 
'llffi" ~ : 

"Presu!llably on the basis of .. 

,,"~fl ~m : if lITi1;f\1:! ~ 
ijo m flr.f;ft ~ fiI; ft ~ >IT ~T ~ 
-.:V ~, ~ ~if ~ m if ~ I 
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lifT "'! f~ : ~~ ~'T"ln: it 'if;;[ 
~tl: lJf; ~1l' or.f ~ m1:fT ~ I 

l't~'f>1~~"fT"'~~1 

~ ~~: 'if;;[ ;;r'T~ ~T tiT 
G"B' ~ i';t, 11T'f ~ for. 'f~ ~~!\'T \!, ~ 
~ 'fI9 ~m ~, ~f.f;';f ~ !IF.~ q;'t 11R" 
~,., 

l5I1'~f~:o1'f.~lit miT ~ 
~r ~ I 

~ 1!11l<1T >if tfttm:r ~ro ~ it 
~ 'T<IT ~T m<: ~ 'fiffi 'RT ~ 
if ~~ '1m ~ !ff!f. ~ f~r for. '!il:-
~R'!1f ~ ~CT<:f f~T m Olffiffl' 
'Ii ijro If'il: ~ srmfuf fit;lrr 'T<IT 
~ I I!-? ~ '1m 'f;f '1fT TcIT 'if<iT ~ f.t; 
~~if~~or.rli~'f 
~i~,,;r'li ~~-n~ if; 'ffil~;;rr ¥fT I 

;o.~ If'il: ~r '1ft mtn:: f'f.lf'l 
~T, ~ ~;il:r.r If'il: 11ffi ""~ 'ft f.t; 
~ ~ if; '1<f if; ifRf ~ ~t ~n: 
~ it 'fT'Ill' ~if for. ,,~ ~. if; ~ 
~11ft fm ~ ~Rt 1J:flf'llT 
<f{ si g~ ~ I ;;r<r ~ of. ~P'!m> 
~ '!il: ~t if lfIT, (1<f' ~ ~t if ~~~r.r 
~~i mifWRT~~fGtlT I 

~11~, <'f1;t; ~ if If'il: 
~~if,~~~tfPT 
~ if; ;rii- m<: "wrr: ~''1<f ~ 
~ ~ 19 ~'ffir i Wf; if ~or. m 
m ~<: 'i9T'ft ~, "l'T ~ If'ii'R ~
~ '1<f 'Ii l%' 'IiAli "'f.T" "R>rif" if Ifil: 
<ii~ 'Tlf'T ~: 

"~<p:lf'il:~'!il:~ 
i ~ m!:i'l>T>::t if tmit if, ~' 
~ l[Of q;'t ~ f.t; ~ 
~ '!Tif if ~ 'If<: if OIf'-l'f1l'f 

'f>1~~~'f>1~"fT~ 

~ I <'f1;t; >;m if m 'RT if ~ .. <lTti 

~ ~if'f.[<: f.t;zrr fit; ltil: ~on: 'fir 
~ i f.t;m mU'f.TU· if ~t I 

~~lfil:mr~f.t;~ 
~ 'fir ~ if ~T q.~ lim 
¥fT, ~ If'il: ~ ~~ '1''' 
q;'t fm ~f';1'f.TU if if@ 'If"'" 
~~i,~mftif~~ i" 

't for. ~(f 1l' ~ ~ 'foT ~~ ~ ~fI' 

f.;fl( "" ffi'if ;m: I!'cit ~, ~'f 'f.T ifT11 it 
ififnr~ ~ I 

~q~m: ~ i!lCI' ~ I 

lifT .1f'! f~: iJT ~ '!iW ~ 

f.t; ~ ~ i ~ li'ort ~ If'il: fl<: 
~t ~ I ~i! ~ ~t ~ ~'f or.r 'flfT l1cf<'I'of 

~ If'il: it if@ >;fTif ~ I m1f~ W 
~ ~ ~ If'il: ~ 'f.<:iff ~ 
~ f<t If'il: ~ ~if 'fr.r I#'r ~ 
~;;m;'RT~it ~¢ 
~Tit~ it I ~m'Ii~~for.lIT 
aT If'il: ~ ~ I#'r if lIT ~ Jiit 
it M ~ I it 'ITlf if@ \trr I ~ i qT~ 
'flfT mlf' ~ If'il: (e f~ i ~ i'ru 
fi! ~1,,, fa 'fi I { 'f.T SffiI1'I' ~ i mr 
;;rTifT ~ I ~ "~,, m.: 
"~"i~'f>1~1 
~ ~ ~ f.t; ~ 'flfT ~ I 'flfT ~ 
~.~ fl<: '!~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ? 

~ ~ '1m 'f<: if?T ~ ~ f.t; 
~il: ~, ~'f i '1'rn 'it miffl' ~, ~ 
~ 'it ~~ i!Nf '1'<: lI'$f[q ~, ~~ 'f.T 
~ ~ ~ f~t G"f 'fit <;;R: 
~ i ~ q;'t fi!<'IT ~~ m<: fif~ 
f.rmrrt oi'T ~ 'RifT11 ~ 'fot q;'tfllrn 
'f.<:<fT ~I ~rn~ ~ ~ ~ tm'r 
1];<: ~ 11T1[<'!T ¥ ~ ~ I ~ 
...n ~ ;;f'T<f it ~ ... 'fiT ~ ~ ~ 
~ I ~ 00 ~ m i ~, ,!,"''f ~ 
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[>.f\' ~ ~] 
mtl. ~. ~ flf; ~~ 'fi'; ~r.fll ~ 
~T ~ ~' ~ a1 ~~ ''fi"T ~ <mr 
'fi"T 1fi' .. i«1I'i~ifi f<r<m: ifiT.'fT "fTf~ I 
f;;m ~lP'fT1:rf"l~il~l~lIt ~~~ 
m~ ~, w em 'f€RR 00 'fi"T 
1ft WRT ~ ~, ;,if<f. !!!"<f.r ijf;p;rro 
m~<: ~ I f;;m ~ ~ <it ~ 'ff'a--
'f.RT <r.T ~l1cl '1'if ~ ~m<'f 'fi"VIT 
"lTf~ ~T ~ ~mt "I'T ll'ii\ <'ft>I 
~ \'l'if 'f.T '1fT mr 'fi"fl, <rgcr <fR-~ 
'f.<:'fi"<:'fr~ I <mrf;;r.r~~~ 
f'fi" ~ if fm if f'fi~ '!iT <iN ~ I m 
<'1'T 'If[-~1"'" '!iT ~ 11'T 'f~ <m'Il 
'!iT ~ I li<:T WRT 'fi!1!Tif ~ f 'fi" ~<f It 
'l'fq ~~-~ '!iT ~T ~ I 

~ ~~: ii't ~ '!iT "I'OITif 
<'1'T 'fTorr "lTflllt···· .. · 

15fT 1t"! fm: ~ m '=llT ~ I 

~~~: if' it ;;iT <f<Wl 

. ~ ~, ~ '!iT ;;rqTif {rf"l'~ I ~ 'f.T 
~ ~'f"l'~ I ii't.lWff if.T ;;rqTif ~r 

'fT~~ I 

15fT 11'! f~ lWff '!iT "I'<mr 
~ oj; f"i\1; ~T 11'Q: ~ I it ~If 'fi"<: ~T 
~ I ~ ~ qr<r< ~ W Ir~ ~ I 'fT'1 
oj; ~if '!iT "I'qror 'for morr ~ I 

iiT'3";;<f;~~'Tll'fm ;;iT 
'!iT'If f'li'f ;;rr~' ~ '>if '!iT if~ ~ 'Ii1 
qm~~~m'fi"'fqm~~ 
'l6"r ~ '1l11"fTif '!iT <i;;if 'R'f It 'fi"<: 
~~, ~<rT<: qr"lY'fi"T G'ttft ~~. 
~, <iQ: 'q[~ '1fT W""'i[ if~ ~ I ¢"ii 
i'r<r f;;~ ~ f..,. 'IQ: ~ ~ 
>;jf!ff,]"<: <rf "f<'1' ~ qn:r "IT<! I 

fv it 'tt "I'T<: ,f; ~N 'fi"R''TT flf; 
~ "'T~ It ~. u"I'.nf<r 'fi"T ~ 
11f>ft?; ~ if "fT~ i :nfur ~ if. f~ 

~ ~T ~ I liQ: lJ:~' l!'~ <r'IT 11 'it 
<JGif'!iT 'lfTl1<'IT ~ I liT a1 l!'~ ~r..[ ~ 
m ~'= qroff ~. 'fi"1~ 'If"f ;rt ~ I ~« 
if.i 1;;q;;rr CTT ,,"fl1fii {T' 'f'~ ~ 
~ I 

Shri UmaDath; Sir, I wish to sub-
mit only one thing. I have given the 
second motion on this. I will take 
only a minute or two. I 'Vant to 
bring to your notice and, through 
you, to the notice of this House, a 
fact which will confirm the position 
and give a reply to your question, 
whether the Home Minister was 
aware of it on the 11th' wben he 
made the statement. I am 'confining 
my remarks only with regard to 
that. 

I do not want to repeat what Shri 
Limaye has said about the facts, that 
the Home Ministry, the other day, on 
the 11ttt, when the Minister made 
that statement here, had sent a com-
munication to the Statesman denying 
that Home Ministry was the source . 
That was admitted here itself. The 
Home Ministry wanted the editor to 
publish that and the editor, as he 
said, called the particular correspon-
dent and told him that they were 
going to publish it because the Home 
Ministry were asking him to publish 
their communication. I:lm not talk-
ing with regard to the publication of 
the denial of the allegation against 
our party on merits; we do not want 
Shri Nanda's assistance for that, we 
have our own strength, but I am 
talking of their communication. Then 
the correspondent, according to my 
information, told the "ditor that he 
could publish the' Home Ministry's 
communication provided he added a 

. note that "Our correspondent main-
tains his previous position with re-
gard to the publication on the 10th." 
I just now come to the point. When 
that information was '!onveyed to the 
Home Ministry, then, instead cf in-
sisting on their original advice to 
publish, the Home Ministry said: 
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"publish neither our communication The Mfuister of Home Afiairs (Shri 
nor your correspondent's contention". Na.ruJa.): I find now that his ques-
I am confirming this by a subsequent tion of privilege, liS you have clari-
instance. On' the lIth, after Shri fied, is raised on the assumption that 
Nanda's statement, Shri A. K. what I said here was not correct and 
Gopalan, the Leader of our Group, that I knew that it was not true 
-wrote 'a letter to the Editor, States- when I made the statem<,nt. I can 
man, where he quoted Shri Nanda's say with all the emphaSIS at. my com-
denial with rtgard to Home l'vlinistry mand and the deepest earnestness 
peing the source.. After 'luoting Shri and sincerity before this august 
Nanda's statement--I am not read- House that when I made that state-
ing that portion-finally, that ktter ,ment. on that occasion I knew that 
told the Editor, Statesman: It was correct. and I made it with-

"We have no desire to be per-
sonally vindicative or malici-
ous, howsoever strong the pro-
vocation in the allegations might 
be, but public standards and res-
ponsible journalism demand that 
in fairness to us, you publish 
this letter in full in your paper 
and is.sue a suitable qontradic-
tion to set the record right." 

This was written after quoting Shri 
Nanda's denial here. To that, the 
Editor replied to Shri A. K. Gopalan 
<>ver the telephone when I was pre-
sent-the Editor said it dearly-that 
he will rather go to jail than let down 
the truth and the truth is, he said, 
Has far as we are cotacerned, he got 
it from the Home Ministry." He 
.said that he cannot utter a false-
hood 'because the country will get a 
false impression; so, he said, he will 
never let down the truth. A subse-
.quent letter was sent and the Editor 
agreed to publish at least "we are 
.sorry for the misunderstanding", but 
not the denial. Later, even that was 
not included because the :::al(,utta 
Editor said "even if we publish that 
we regret for the misunderstanding, 
the country will misunderstand that 
the source was not the Home Minis-
try; so, we are not prepared to pub-
lish even that". That is the secret 
why Shri Nanda or the Home Minis-
try officials, who told the paper 
first to publish the communication 
later retracted. So, he 'vas aware of 
the fruth when he made the state-
ment and he has made an untruth-
ful statement. 

out any kind of reservation in my 
mind that it was not ~orrect; it was 
true. to my knowledge. I further 
maintain now that I am prepared to 
to reiterate it here. I stand by it. 

. What I said then was correct then. 
it is co,rrect now, to the best of my 
knOWledge and I have no reason to 
disbelieve whatever I "ad said then. 

One or two other points have been 
raised, and I would like to meet them. 
On the 10th; immediately after the 
Calling Attention Notice was given, 
I received my Information Officer 
and made him· write to the States-
man that it is not true, that it has 
not emanated from the Home Minis-
try. On the 12th we received a re-
ply from the Editor .iaying: 

"In any case we have today 
published the' Home Minister's 
speech in Parliament. We are 
not, therefore, publishing your 
letter as desired. If vou think 
it necessary to do so, we will .... " 

(lnterTUptions). 

Shri S. M. Banerjee 
Read it further. 

(Kanpur): 

.Shri Nanda: I am prepared to read 
it. 

" .... we will supplement it by 
giving a separate account .... " 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: What is that? 
(Interruptions). 

Shri Nanda: I am prepared to read 
it fully. This letter is dated the 12th. 
Before that, on the 11th, :his discus-
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[Shri Nanda] 
sian had taken place. I'his was a 
letter from the Information Officer. 
I, as a Minister, had made that state-
ment. That statement had been pub-
lished in the Statesman. 

Now, my purpose had heen served, 
my statement had been published, 
the contradiction had been published 
in the Statesman, it was not material 
for me that anything more was pub-
lisherd. That paper had committed 
an indiscretion before. I did not 
want to be a party to its committing 
another indiscretion by bringing m, 
tiragging in, another name, of this 
Minister or that ·Minister. Why . 
should I? If 'it had to serve any of 
their purposes, I did not want to hold 
their hands. It was not necessary 
~hat the letter should be published, 
my contradiction should be publish-
ed. But if it was necessary for them 
to somehow vindicate ~heir position, 
who 'Stopped them from doing it? 
They could have done it anyhow. 
For the hon. Member ~ go "n making 
general, wild, sweeping statements 
that my colleagues, the :'vfinist<!rs-
he. mentioned Shri Hathi and Shri 
Sl'iukla-do things without my !mow-
Ing it and that I make them do cer-
tatn things .... 

'5fT ~ fm: if.f ~ ~1 ~~, 
if.'t UP'" a'"T't <rm'f ~ ~, ~ ,,~ 
"leii if if.! ~ ~ I 

Shri Nanda: That is not true at all. 

Shri Nanda: When I made that 
8tat=l.ent, 1 will just ~ow add, 
nad shown it to ev~rybody concerned 
U1 my Ministry, including Shri' 
Shukla, Shri Hathi md everybody. 
Then, again, I questioned . closely 
everybody. Therefore I was quite 
satisfied that what I was saying was 
correct. 

~ 0 "('11{ ~~1~ .nf~: W-<rei 
~~, i'm ~~T ~ 51":r.{ ~ 

~~~:. ~T ~ ~t 
~ ~? 

~o ~~ ~j~ ~: mG' 
~ '1>1" <!,'l~ t, if ;;Wr 'P-IT 1tt "f,q~ 
'-1TQ'l:T ,!!~fl:a ~ I ;r fm,f~ ~ 
~CI it ""ifo"T ~~, ;f>rT orT it 
~"WfiT 'l,W ~ ~~, 9il'SlTfI'f'n:: 
~~~T ~~i 

Shri C. K. Bhattacharyya 
ganj): What is the point of 
in this? 

Mr. Speaker: Instead of 
let him finish. 

(Rani-
order 

fighting, 

~o ~~ "=~J~ <'f~: wf~<:" 
fm,f'!1'f>p: 'liT ~a-IT ~lfr 'ITa <n: 
~1m ~ fi!; s'1 lIT'\"~!T.' lJ"'!:'1 on o;ITT 
moNT 'lWit it 0::11->. ~;o; if q;i ~it 'if;-
f<w:"'l~iIf~"'rfilC': I W l1<'f(fr~,· 
w ~ ~ o::I'fT >;flIT 'f:t{ '-fRTTl 
wriT ~~ Jf'to: ~ >;11',,1 0::1«1 '.0::11<'11 'ir 
~T ~ "''I; 'If;;,- ~ f", iFt >I>:mf ~ 
~T '-H, '!H B'1'I<'1ct1l?:1 "* ',11, ;jt '3'~:r 
lIT'\" ~ 'fra 'Q'T 'l<'f(f ~ lrTm 1 

~ n: we if ~<9 'Rl)ki;t(l1.;r "flf~ 
f", fJfiffi l1<'RTT '1>1 ~<ir l!T'I"T ;;fT'Il' 1 
'r~ ~ m!f. cW, it ~r ~ f", ~ 'IT, 
'l'iifr "11-1]' ~«l ~ ~ <n: ~r ;:pji 

lTOl<fT ",1 l1'~T it f~I<T n~ ~ I ~" 
ft;jir l1'...m1. m>: 0::1''1'" 'I; 'IT~ it ;;pf.~ 
"'~ if ~i{ 'Rlii'r <!~ 1 if 11;'" 
m 0::I'i<: f~ 'R-'fT. "'1\[dT R' .. 
(~) 

lfi[t n: f~a-1f;i~ i f;;rcr;f 'Il'r 
~o::!'T~~, m'~' ~ ~~ "''{ m-
~ t, <ff~ ~ ~.if "') v['qlfA' 
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~Tm f~ ~ t:J;'f. ;fifr ~ f«Im'f. 'i"r 
f~o1i'ilfil'f'" lfTi'IT -.mmr I 

wum ~1Tq': 'if't; if;;fi if, 
a:<:fi9-:-n!f. m:;:' a'fi' 'f.tt "If.TlfTi'\T lPIT, 

~fu1Z 'f,~ 'f 'f.1{ ~'T 

it. f'gmlJi ~ 'Ii'l: "I't, ~ 'f.1t 
~<fr<:r ~ ~ (~) 

Order, order. I have Hlready made 
it clear what conditions should de-
termine so far as the decision on 
this issue is concerned. 

~1t1! ~q: 

if ~T ~T "l'RIT I 

11f. .,1 'f'l'''- ~f.rut 

c_ .s: 
Mr. SlIeaker: Even conceding thal 

the information had passed from the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, even con-
ceding that some Minister in the 
Home Ministry-that is nil what the 
papers say, that some Minister in 
the Home Ministry-had passed on 
that information, even then-they 
might be liable for any other action 
-I have only to confine "nyself to 
this question alone .... 

trTo ~ ,,~:~ "'~~IfI: mG" 
If'IT ";~ ~ f'f. fi;ift liiift 'f.T •.•• 

Mr. Speaker: ..... whether a 
breach of privilege has been com-
mitted and whether I should give my 
consent to it. I have made it clear 
and I repeat that it was to be prov-
ed that not only the information 
leaked out from the 'Ministry or from 
any of the Ministers but that at the 
time Of making the statement the 
Home Minister knew that thi, infor-
matIon had passed i,om the Horne 
Ministry and then having 1hat ·know-
ledge, with that knowledge, he made 
the statement different from it. 
That has not been proved and, there-
fore, I cannot· give my consent. . 

Home Minister 

no~ "'f~~: W'1'l'lfT 
~ ~ f'li" f'Rit #t it. flF'TT'li ... 

'lll'um ~~: if.t f~ ~ f<'f'lfT 
~, ~<r ~r'f ~o ;;rrsit I (~'l1'I') 

'!olT "'! f.!qq: sm f~, -m;~ 
11i[lGzr, iR,.,. it l1il'T ncrr ~ f'li" mq 
'f.m~ 'lTif 'If: ~~ r, $ff,<;;r frm I 

"T'l' i3'f> iRl"'f m"f 'frif ~ \9TiiT, ~'l' 

~ <:'1 'li"T 1Il111T iR'lT m'f 'Itf 0! T ~ 
~ 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Whe-
ther there has been any breach of 
privilege earlier or 110t, this is a 
breach of privilege, to oast reflection 
against the Speaker. 

'1ft 1('! ~q : if.t!'i9 "I~f '1R,T ~, 
if.r lfiTi 'f:r ~ I 

Mr. Speaker: These arc reflections: 
against the Speaker. I will refer 
this matter to the Committee of Pri-
vileges that they might consider it. 
That is a clear breach ·)f prIvilege. 
There is a reflection against the 
Speaker. (Interruptions). 

'I 
Shri Raghunath Singh: I move a 

motion .... (Interruptions). 

Shri S. K. PaW: I move tha: this: 
be sent to the Committee of Pri-
vileges. (Interruptions). 

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath 
(Hoshangabad): May 1 make a re-
quest? The- House is aware that we 
are sitting on the lrd olnd 5th Septem-
ber. May I request you to direct-
there may not be Question Hour on 
3rd-that On Monday, the 5th, there 
will be Question Hour? 




