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en _~ III ~ ('1~) 
iI'I' m'f flr.r.r 'Il) 'ffi,I 'fltf'll,{ ~ ~ I' 

en "'! fiot'~: ;;r;r ~. $11 
'IlQ '{~ ~ f'll '3'f ~T t{ti it <rrt if fortlR 
<ft ~ '1m ~<fry;. ~ I 

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: You must 
ask the Member not to speak like 
this, as it the House is his properly. 
When I speak to yOU why should be 
shout at me? 

Mr. Speaker: Order, ?rder. 

12.22 hrs. 

RE. QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE 
AGAINST THE CIDEF MINISTEH 

OF BIHAR AND OTHERS 

Shri Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri 
(Be'I'hampore) : I want to raise the 
question of breach of privilege of my-
self as a member of the Lok Sabha 
and that of Shri Madhu Limaye, M.P. 
against the following persons:-

1. Shri K. B. Sahay, Chief Minis-
ter and Minister of Home 
Affairs in the Govt. of Bihar 
State; 

2i. Shri G. M. Dutta, Under Secre-
tary of the Govt. of Bihar in 
the Home Department; 

3. Shri B. p. N. Kumar, Deputy 
Superintendent of .Police, 

'Patna; 

4. Shri S. P. Verma, Sergeant 
Major of Bihar Armed Police at 
Patna; 

5. Shri Uday Pratap Narayan 
Singh, Sergeant of Bihar Armed 
Police at Patna; and 

6. The Sub-Divisional Magist~ate, 
Buxar, 

on the following grounds:-

(i) for holding myself and Shri 
Madhu Limaye in forced detention in 
the V.I.P. Room in the Patna Air Port, 

Bihar from 12- A.M. to 1.30 P.M. on 
August 9, 1966 at the instance of said 
Shri K. B. Sahay, Chief Minister and 
Home Minister of Bihar, and for for-
cibly preventing us from proceeding 
to Patna where we were to address 
a public meeting on that date, on the 
strength of an alleged order of exlern-

. 'ment under the Bihar Maintenance 01 
Public Order Act, 1949. . 

(ii) for keeping us in \'irtual 
arrest and detention in the V.I.P. 
Room, Patna AirPort without any 
criminal charge and preventing our 
free movement with the help of armed 
police for the one and half hour 
period after the service of the ahove 
referred externment order upon u, 
although we were free to move about 
in Bihar without any restraint ic 
that period at least in terms of that 
order; 

(iii) for not immediately intimat-
ing the fact of our detention to the 
Speaker indicating the reasons for the 
detention as also the place of deten-
tion in appropriate form; 

(iv) for putting us by a show of 
physical force and threat of molesta-
tion into a Motor Vehicle belonging 
to the Bihar Police and taking us a. 
prisoners under virtual arrest from 
the Patna Air Port to the Buxar 
Railway Station, about 85 miles from 
Patna and forcibly putting us in a 
passenger train kept waiting there 
again by a show of force and threat 
of molestation with the help and con-
currence of the Sub~Divisional Magis-
trate, Buxar, who. was present in 
the Buxar Railway Station with a 
posse of armed policemen brought for 
this purpose and taking us as prison-
ers under virtual arrest escorted by 
the above-named Uday Pratap Sinha. 
Sergeant .and a number of armed and 
unarmed Police guards to Mughal-
sarai' and releasing us .there. 

I therefore move that appropriate 
action be taken by the House for gross 
breach of the privilege of the melll-
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bers af the House and gr;ss contempt 
of the dignity of the House' by the 
six pe:sotis named above. 

Shri Nambiar (Tiruchirapalli): It 
is a police raj that is ruling over this 
country. 

Shri Tridib Kumar' Cbaudhurl: I 
would draw your attention to rule 229 
about intimation to the Speaker by 
magistrate, etc., when a Member is 
arrested on a criminal charge or for 
a criminal offence or is sentenced to 
imprisonment by a court or is detain-
ed under an executive order there is 
no doubt about it; the papers have 
reported so and I state here categori-
cally that we were detained although 
formally we were not plac"d under 
arrest, our persons were seized and 
we were pushed into the VIP room and 
the room was locked; we tried to 
force our way open but· we could not 
do that. Not only was the extern-
ment ordec palpably, on the face of 
it illegal. I am not challenging the 
legality or illegality of the order here; 
I shall seek a remedy elsewhere in 
the forums that are open to us. 

wish to add, Sir, that one of my 
advocate friends was present and we 
wanted to give him the pow~r of 
attorney. He was immediately seized 
by the police and put in a police car 
and all the papers, even the so calied 
externment oeder, were seized from 
him. We wanted to go to the High-
Court because I! hours were free for 
us to move about in Bihar. That was 
not allowed and fQr three hours we 
were kept in that room. The rest of 
the thing, 1 have more or less describ-
ed. It is a well established privilege 
of Members of Parliament in the UK 
and necessarily here also because we 
follow the UK precedent; and it is a 
breach of privilege to cause or effect 
their arrest save 'on a criminal . harge 
during .the sessIon of Parliament. 
Similar privilege, I presume, we also 
enjoy. I am raising this' question not 
because certain externment order was 
plaeed on us. We repeatedly asked the 
police officers and the persons who 

arrested us to name the charge. They 
did not. They consulted their head-
'quarters, the Chief Minister. and the 
. Inspector General. of Police. They 
folded their hands and pushed us into 
the room; they always fold their 
hands before pushing us and they say: 
maph ki jiyega. In this way, we were 
treated. I am raising this question to 
establish the privilege that during 
the session no Member of Parliament 
should be arrested save on a criminal 
charge. That is a well establi.hed prin-
ciple. I would only suggest that this 
matter-I need not discuss this ques-
tion here--be referred to the Commit-
tee of Privilege and its verdict may 
be obtained. 

"l1' "'! ~ (1~'): ~fllllllT~~, 
~ ~c;mfi ~ H,,,,fri ,, it ~ ~IlT, 
if mr '>IT me; ~nm fmwl ~,'AT~~ 
~ ~ iT ~ "" ~P'l~'lT ;q't, ~ 
om: it ~T 9;~f1i"~ ~ <f mq~ mlf.r 

, ;:~1lT I ;"r me; m!'Tl<: f~ ~ 

"SI"'f'!1: ~ "'T fOf; ~ qc[ [I"U ifit ~ 
<WR ,rgr ~: 

1. Could we be confined to the 
VIP room or even the airpOrt 
in the period between the 
serving of the externment 
order and the expiry of the 
period of one and a half hours 
mentioned in that order? 

2. Could they ask uS to get inte> 
the waiting station wagon by 
falsely representing to us' that 
they were taking us to the 
High Court to enable Us to 
challenge the validity of the 
externment Orders? 

3. Could they use physical fCll'ce 
to restrain us from getting out 
of the car and cause hurt 
when we were not under 
arrest and, further, when wE 
had not been told what we 
were being held for and which 
law had been vio'ated? 

4. Cc>uld they, again, without put-
ing us under arrest threaten 
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[>4T ~ fm] 
to dump us in the train com-
partment forcibly and push 
us out of Bihar? 

5. Whether they could serve on 
me an externment order un-
restricted in time and space 
for an indefinite period, appii-
cable to the entire State of 
Bihar, where my parliamen-
tary constituencY happens to 
be and to who'se grievances I. 
am duty bound to attend and 
secure redressal for these to 
the best of my ability? 

6. Parliamentary democracy pre-
supposes a live and continuous 
contact between a member and 
his constituents. Any order 
that prevents a member from 
meeting his constituents will 
mean coinplete destruction of 
the very foundation of parlia-
mentary democracy. It cons-
titutes a flagrant violation of 
the Privileges of Members and 
Parliament under article 105. 

7.. Since there is no time-limit in 
the order, it means that I can-
not even go to my constituency 
to report on the work done in 
this session nor can I organise 
my selection campaign there. 
It would mean depriving me 
of my effective membership of 
Parliament which pre-supposes 
live contact and constant ex-
change of views between the 
member and his constituents. 
It also destroys the possibility 
or my re-election from that 
constituency. This externment 
and farcible eviction from 
Bihar constitutes flagrant obs-
trution and molestation of a 
Member in performance of 
his parliamentary duties and 
in his journeys from Parlia-
ment to his constituencY and 
as such a vet;y grave breach 
of privilege. 

8. After the above was Written, I 
learnt that the lawyer friend-

to whom we had given our 
notices, was whisked away by 
the police when he tried to en-
ter the lounge to take our 
~tures OR the vakhalat-
nama to enable him to file a 
petition in the High Court, 
and kept him in confinement 
for an hour or so. More im-
portantly, the police seized the 
notices served on us by them 
and which we had handed dver 
to the lawyer. 

This, therefore, is my eighth ground 
for moving this privilege motion. 
Since these documents have been 
seized our lawyer has expressed his 
inability to send the originais or 
copies thereof to us. I am, therefore, 
sending herewith only a copy of the 
order served on Shri P. Ramamurthy. 
I presume that the orders served on 
US were identical except for the dif-
ference in names. 

it 1ft me; 'fiR"! ~ I ;;rgt i'I'f; 

@nIT;; 'fiT 1 oscff am 'fiT ~ ~, 
~ if ~. '!<IT ~ . 

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): 
Even the Deputy Minister has gone 
away. That is the callus way in 
which they behave. 

An hon. Member: 8hri Hathi is 
there. 

11ft "'! ~: ~~ 'fiT 105 
amif;~~~if;~m ~
~if;;;iT ~lf~ ~ ~ ~ ~;;r) 
lt~~if;~~~if;~if; 

~ I ~ ;;rW i'I'f; ~ mq; 'fiT1l''i! 'fiT 
~ ~, f~~T if; .nt 'if ~ 
'litic f~~ ~ ~ ~ : 

''In the seventeenth-century 
constitutional struggles privilege 
was the weapon' used by Parlia-
ment to defend itseH against the 
Monarchy". 

.~ ~ w.rr itT 'l;[Tq' q;;t if>~ fit; 
Jt~" <tT ~ II': 'l;[Tq' ~~ • 
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~;r~ ~ if 'QIiG "f1TT ~ 
~11: 1 m ~ ;f,f ~ q;: "<fu!<fT 
mrr G"T iii f~ it" ~ ~ , ~ 
~ '1m' ~ q;: \1T <'111!: ~T;;mrr ~ , 

ifu ~ ~ fiI; ~nfr lIT ~ 
·lIT ~ l!T;fT ~;;C:T l!iTIf ~, 
m~ ~~, if;;it mWlm: 
~it ~ m,"if;Tl!'~iIi ~ <Ft 
SIT"<f ~, ~ '1ft ~ Sfr<i ~ ~11: ~ 
~gm~' ~m:it ~ it;;it 
~'ffif~~~ ~ it ~~ 
'fOT fiRrr;r ij- ~ qm it ~ mlf.r 
~m' ~ ~ 64 q;: ~ ~ ~ 
iii, f~ 'f>T;;n;~: 

An Introduction to the Procedure 
of the. House of Commons 

"The privilege of freedom from 
arrest is hot allowed to interfere 
with the course of criminal jus-
tice. Treason. felony and breach 
of the peace were always tradi-
tionally outside privilege. In the 
case of Wilkes in 1763 the House 
resolved that there was no privi-
lege in the case of seditious libel, 
although the Court of Common 
Pleas had decided otherwise. 
The Committee of Privileges in 
1831 reported that· 

'it has been considered as es-
tablished generally that priyilege 
is not claimable for any indicable 
offence' and tliis doctrine has 
been held to cover criminal con-
tempt of the court." 

~~T ~ ij- if '1ft 'lT~T ~fim:r 
iii ,!150 120-21, 1 ~ ~~ it fu<;rr 
~~: 

Obstructing Members of either 
House in the discharge of their 
duty" 

Arrest of MembeTS 

"It is a contempt to cause or 
effect arrest, save on a criminal 
charge, of a member of the House 
of Commons during a session or 
Parliament, or during the fony 
days preceding or the forty days 
following a session." 

~ ~ ~f~ ~ <f qTq' ~li' '#' ~ 
m1T 11;'fO CTl'flf ~ : 

"The privilege !>f freedom from 
arrest does not extend to criminal 
charges, and upon the same prin-
ciple, the internment lf11:' <:fu'if--
not externment-of a Member 
under regulations enabling the 
Home Secretary to detain persons 
in the interests of public safcty or 
the defence of the realm has been 
held not to constitute a breach of 
privilege-

~3m:'IfT~~~~m<n 
'!illRT 164 (1939-40) 'f>T ftlIT· 
sW~, 

i'1u ~~ ~ fiI; ~ "TmT '1ft m-
tRm: f.f;l!T tfl!T ~, 'flfifif; ~ ~ 
~T 1fI'iIT ~, ~ '<R: ~ ~ <Ft 
~<: ;;en: ~ ~ ~ ~ fun , 
"To ~o '1To ~ ~ omr: m iii fiw; 
'1ft qm SW ~ tmif if.t ~ ornm 
'fT, ~ it 'f@ ;;rT", , ~ ~ q;: 
~ '1ft fiR<Rm: ~ WT tfl!T , '!lIT ~ 
~ f'I;<rr ~, <IT.roT ~ ~ 
mWr f.f;l!T ~, '!lIT ~ ~ ~ 
~,qm ~~~, ~"fT'if 'flIT~, 
l1:lf ;;@ <IQl"l[T tfl!T , l1:1f ~ ~ ~if 
;f,f !In:T iii ~ /lrni:m: f.f;l!T tfl!T ~, 
~ '1ft ;;@ <R'TTtfT tTllT , iI'R it ~ 
~.'lfT11;'fO~<l'l"T itmr'f><:~ 
~'fOH~iIi~~;r q;:~'f><:iIi 
~ tTV , '3"if;ft;if <Ft ~~,lt;;@ ~ 
i' 
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[o.ft lIT! ~] 
~ if it tt'F f<litf{ qr:r 'I>~m I 

~~ qr't if '1>1{ 11~ '1>1 if~rk ~ 
flf<1 'GT ~ I ~ 'I>'IlT gm ~T ~ ~ 
if~T it ~ if fif; tt'F 'llf<;rik it 
~ '1>1 9;['l~ eT~ ~ 'itT<: ~ Br;q 
~ 'l>r mT 1\1« 'I>T ~4f.ffi«,," """T ~, 
.~ ~I o;ff'ffurn" 'fi'T<i it f~ ~¥f 
f~ f~ "IT1:1; I ll1! 'l>q:r gm ~T ~ 
~ I ~~ it >rof ~ 'If:;! 'I>~'1l f'l> ll1! 
lfI'l1<'IT ~ ~fiRm: ffilrfu it ~ 
m<r ~i'1' ~ 'It).: forMrfa--<>R m>rf" ~'1 
-n: 'rR 'li"'t '1fT<: >ro<ff ~ Ofl o;ffcn;n: ~, 

'1'f'1>1 wr 'fir "IT" 1ll1! ;;j-"~'"'i9RfTTT '1fT<: 
'f~ m:",.n:, lfQ ;;IT tt'F "!T'IT~I 
~, ~ll '!'Ff ~'t ire if ~'flf ~ 
;;rT~~,;mi't~<f.'rm'l~1 

m~ ~l'n: ~ l1TQ'f ll1! 
ft~ <ft 'f@ ~I ~ ~ ;ir mq: <r)or;rr 
~~I 

o.ft ~ ~~ : m--q~ 11QRlf, ~ 
·CfWT ~ 'TlfT ~ I 11 l'! <f.'r 'If'" if 'iIT'7f 

~ 'l>T15 <IT fi;rif~ ~!1f'f 1:1;'R: if> 
m~i'[ 'ITT flT':1l';lT<: rn crl 'lTl: ;;:qi't ll1! 
~ ~ICfT Ofr M 'lfm ~ 'I><: '!'fT ~ 
'lf1<: fomqrfu'fn: 'I>T '*r ~ m'fT "ITilT 1 

~'F ll1! ~iic ~ '1fT<: ~m f<rQl': 
'ffir~ flR<fm ~T ~ rn ,~, ~m~ if.{ 
~ 'fiT ~i:f"1T ~;r 'I>T 11~T ~1 '1;>;m 
~ , 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I have given 
this privilege motion on the 8 grounds 
which have been narrated by Shri 
Madhu Limaye. 

Sir, I have to say that there is a 
provision in the Constitution which 
gives immunity and certain privileges 
to the Members of the House.Arti-
.cif! 105(3) says: 

"In other respects, the powers, 
privileges and immunities of 

each House of Parliament, and 
miftees of. each House. shall be 
such as may from time to' time 
b" defined by Parliament by law, 
and until so defined. shall be 
those of the House of Common. 
of the Parliament of the United 
Kirtgdom ...... " 

Just now. Sir. when you pronounced 
your judgment you quoted certain 
conventions of the House of Commons 
'80 years old or 70 years old. Here is 
a convention. Unless the define by 
law the privileges and powers of the 
House, the same privileges and I!On-
ventions as in the House of Commons 
will be made applicable in our case. 

What happened in this case? Shri 
Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri 8nd Shri 
Madhu Limaye went to Patna for 
doing their work.. (I nterruptiol1 S ) . 

Mr. Speaker: ,Order, order. 

Shri Hari 
(Hoshangabad) : 

Vishnu Kamath 
They should not 

usurp your powers. 

Mr. Speaker: What has happened 10 
them they have related themselves. 1 
would not allow those things to be 
repeated. If he hlj.s something leral 
to show, certainly I will 'allow him. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, my' sub-
mission is only this. This is not the 
only case where the police or the 
executive has acted in this manner. 
The other day I moved a jJri"ilege 
motion which yOU disallowed. A very, 
senior Member of this House. Pro-
fessor Mukerjee ..... . 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. 

SOO S. M. Banerjee: SG-. Kindly 
hear mp. 

Mr. Speaker: I can hear relevant 
things. The poirit that some other 
adjournment motion or privilege 
motion was disallowed is not relevant 
here. So many things might have 
happened. 
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, this is 
encouraging the Executive to arrest ... 

Mr. Speaker: That is also a different 
thing. 'rhe point here is whether this 
constitutes ..... . 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Certain pre-
cedents have been Quoted. I also 
want to quote certain precedents. 

Mr. Speaker: He may quote pre-
cedents 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: want to 
hring out what the police and the 
Executive. under the patronage of 
this Government. are doing towards 
the Members of this House. The other 
day. the Commissioner of Police. 
Ahmedabad. rang up Professor H. N. 
Mukerjee ... (Interruption). 

Mr. Speaker: Order. order. My 
reauest to Shri Banerjee is !hat here 
we are concerned with a particular 
incident that has· happened to Shrl 
Chaudhuri and Shri Madhu Limaye. 
I am not concerned at all, at this 
moment. with what the police has 
been doing at other places or whether 
the police does it on so many 
occasions. These are not matters that 
are relevant her~ I cannot take a 
decision influenced by these facts that 
the police usually does this. I have 
to take a decision independently and 
exclusively on the merits of the facts 
that have been stated here. If he has 
to cite. any precedents or quote any 
law, I am prepared to hear him. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, when we 
were arrested in Bihar, myself and 
Shri Indrajit Gupta, the Sub-
divisional Officer or the Magistrate 
theee ... (InteTTUptions). Sir I am 
not going to submit to them. Unless 
you ask me, Sir, not to speak. I am 
not going to submit to them. 

Mr. Speaker: If he will ~,ubmit to 
me, I am thankful to him. I have told 
him three times .... 

Slirl 8. M. Banerjee: Sir, if ;you do 
not want me to speak, I8Y 10. Why 

do you show this democratic achon. 
Say that I should not speak and I will 
sit down. 

Mr. Speaker: All right.· 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: This is what 
is encouraging the Executive. Rere 
we are not allowed to speak at all. 

Mr. Speaker: I do not mind that. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: You do not 
mind that because you do not have to 
face lathi charges; we face it. 

Mr. Speaker: This is worse than a 
lathi charge. 

oShri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, you have 
never been arrested even once. Only 
a man who has gone to jail knows 
this. 

Mr. Speaker: I had also been to jail. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I do 110t know. 

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Sir, may 
invite your attention to the very 

historic and magnificent ruling which 
you gave in the case of my hon. 
friend, Shri Umanath when I raised 
the issue as to whether he could 
attend the House while he was on 
parole? I have got with me that 
ruling here. In that ruling, after 
elaborate reasoning, you have very 
cogently stated, after quoting MIiY's 
Parliamentary Practice, that any act 
or OffilSSlon which obstructs or 
impedes either House of Parliament 
in the performance of its functions, 
or which obstructs or impedes any 
Member from the discharge of his 
duties, or - which has a tendency 
directly or indirectly to produce such 
an effect shall be contempt, even 
though there is no precedent for the 
offence. Further, you stated in the 
same ruling that Shri Umanath, whose 
movements had been restricted by 
virtue of the Madras Government 
drder and the so-called elucidation 
thereafter-his movements were res-
tricted to the municipial limi~ of 
Tiruchi and he was asked. ~o report 
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to the police station every day, every 
~ hours-you rightly held in the 
public interest, the supreme national 
illterest, the interests of Parliament, 
in consonance with the highest 
traditions of the best Parliament of 
the world, you held at that time that 
if the Member so desired, he could 
even fly from his constituency to Delhi 
to attend Parliament but for the con-
dition laid down restricting his 
movements to the municipal limib, 
Then you proceeded to mildly cen-
sure the Madras Government. As it 
is the first case of this kind, towards 
.the end you said "I would advise the 
House to drop it". So, you were con-
vinced morally-I say even legally 
and constitutionally, but morally 
definitely-that thi& was an instance 
where' a Member of this House had 
been impeded, had been prevented 
from proceeding from his conStituency 
to the House to perform his duties. 
(Laughter). It is not a matter for 
laughter. You can have this caco-
phonous cachinnation later on. Sir, 
if they do not want fo maintain the 
privileges of Parliament, 1 think they 
have no place here. I would only 
submit, in the end, that in the case 
<If Shri Madhu Limaye--perhaps not 
in the case of Shri Tridib Kumar 
Chaudhuri because, unfortunately, 
Bihar is not his constituency: it is in 
Bengal-his constituency lies beyond 
Patna. He has to go to Patna first 
and then proceed to Monghyr. If he 
is arrested in Patna. and that too not 
<In a criminal charge, he is just 
arrested and kept in the VIPs room-
1 do not know why he was ket>t in the 
VIPs room; perhaps, the policemen 
also wanted to be in the VIP room-
if he is arrested at Patna on his way 
to Monghyr, he is prevented from 
reaching his constituency, his place 
of residence, from discharging his 
duties in his constituency, from 
returning to Parliament to discbarge 
his functions as a ],{ember from that 
constituency frlllQ which he had been 
elected ill' Bihar. J r, therefore, !<\lbmit 
in all humility but witb aU eamen-
ness that prima: facie a breach of 

privilege has been committed and 
that it should be referred to the Com-
mittee. . 

Shri D. D. Mantri (Bhir): Let him 
produce an affidavit that he was on 
his way to his constituency ... ( inter-
ruptions) . 

An hon. Member: This is not a 
court. 

The Mibister of state in the MIIIis-
try of Home Mairs aDd lIIinister of 
Defence Supplies in the Ministry of 
Defeuce (Shri Hathi): It i& really an 
important question when a breach of 
privilege of a Member of the House is 
alleged to have been committed by 
some officers of the Bihar Govern-
ment. I for one, whether it may be 
8hri Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri or 
Shri Madhu Limaye or any Member 
of the House. would not at itn come 
forward and' say t)tat this matter 
sbould not be considered if there is a 
breach because we have to .rlaintain 
the diginity of the House and uphold 
the rights and privileges of Members. 
But the question is one of facts. The 
facts, as they have been stated, have 
to be p1'ima facie -looked into and in 
fairness to the perS<lns we will have 
to get the full facts. One 'version is, 
as Shri Chaudhuri has said, that they 
were detained, they were 8 rrested 
and they were not allowed to move. 
According' to Shri Madhu Liniaye, he 
was going to his cOll$tituency while 

. in the notice Shri Chaudhuri has said 
that they were going to address a 
-publil' meeting at Patna. 

Sbri Haibi: r do not want to con-
tradict what you say. I only want to 
say that the !acb have to be ascer-
tained and unless we are in full 
,poss~ion of the fa~ts. it will be 
difficult for me to say anything in the 
matter. Ip fairness, ,I~k, we should 
.be allowed tiRl4t)~,get.tull ~cbas 

·Ao, .. 1!o'h.tber ~~. w~" ~~, ~r 
.. ~ested. ~e order. wu .. an prder. <If 
externment and not of detention. 
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Mr. Speaker: There is one thing 
that I would request the han. Minister 
to particularly draw to the .'lotice of 
officers. Besides the points that have' 
been raised as a breach of privilege, 
which have to be considered as to 
whether there has been a breacll of 
privilege, there are certain other 
allegations, such as, ordinary courtesy 
was not extended to them. 

iii\' U1f m SRm ~ (~'fU) 
~mitcr)'1m~~fi!;~ ~ 
~ m'f ~ ~j~ ~ rn <f'fi ~ iT!!; 
( ;:;'If"", ) 

Mr. Speaker: I have said it here 
also sometimes that there are 
objectonable words and phrases 
uttered and sometimes I feel insulted, 
but then the Members says that he is 
doing it most respectfully. 

He might get all 'those facts. When 
would it be possible for him at the 
earliest opportunity to tell the House? 

Shri Bathi: On Tuesday. 

iii\' "'! fiot1f4 : ~ ~ if.t <mff 
~ ,,)fur ~ 'IT , 

~« ~~: ~ 'IT<r ~ I if.t 
~Fi"')~li'~iJ~t~~ I 

This would be taken up on Wednes-
day because I have already put down 
one breach of privilege notice for 
Tuesday. 

Shri B. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta 
Central): Here is a statement. We 
have heard the statements from two 
of our colleagues 1n this House. The 
Committl!e might very well look into 
the matter. Whatever the Govern-
ment might have to say; they can tell 
the Committee. On the face of it, it 
appears to me at any rate, I ~ay be 
wrong, you have to announce your 
decision according "to; your lights. 
,1'her~ 'sEkms' to be''tery i\iefi1\:iteIy 
more thaitsa Prima faCie'case. If there 
is a question Of investigation with 

regard to the facts, the Committee 
might very well do it. We are thet'e 
for that purpose. 

Shri S1I1'eIIdraDatb. Jhrind;r 
(ltendrapara): U I may quote a pre-
cedent, there was a telegram 'from 
George Fernandes. It was !ubmitted 
by a Member of the House <lnd you 
did not direct the Government or any-
body to 'get iIiformatian as to whether 
he was the person who had sent the 
telegram. It was serit to the Privi-
leges Committee and the Committee 
ascertained the facts. 

Mr. Speaker: I had also received 
that and the Member also I eceived 
that. There was intimidation con-
tained in that; therefore, we decided 
that way. So far as the llotice of 
detention or the service of the order 
was concerned. the intimation was 
sent to us. We have received that 
intimation, r am rather concerned 
with what treatment was meted out 
to those Memliers. 

Shri Bari Vishnu Kamatb.: Only 
that? 

Mr. Speaker: No; the other facts 
also. 

Shri Hart VElmu Kamath: Com-
parative. 

Mr. Speaker: It would be fair that 
the facts, are known before I give my 
decision. Therefore I will take it up 
on Wednesday. 

PJU'ERS LAID ON THE TABLE 

12.M hn. 

ANNUAL REPORT' OF THE EXPORT CREDIT 
AND GUARANTEE CORPORATION LIMITED. 

The Deputy MInister ill the MiDls-
try of Commerce (Shri Shaft Qaresbi): 
/,;ir, on behalf Of Shri Manubhai Shah 
J beg to lilyOJl the Tab,le-

1 _" ,,~ J ': .. : -~: 

(1) A copy of the Aimual Report 
af the Export ,Credit and 




