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FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES
(SIXTH LOK SABHA)

1. Introdection and Procedure

.1, the Chairman of thc Committee of Privileges, having been autho-
rised by the Committee to submit the Report on their behalf, present this
their Fifth Report to the House on the question of privilege raised’ by
Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P., regarding alleged threat to murder Shri Raj
Narain, M.P., contained in a letter received by the latter, and referred’ to
thc Committec by the Speaker on the 1st March, 1979.

2. Thc Committee held scven sittings. The relevant minutes of these
sittings form part of the Report and are appemded hereto.

3. At their first sitting held on the 20th March, 1979, the Committce
decided in, the first instance to examine in person Sarvashri Mani Ram Bagri
and Raj Narain, M.Ps. The Committee also decided that Sarvashri Mani
Ram Bagri and Raj Narain. might also be asked to produce before the
committce the original letter datcd the 23rd February, 1979, stated to
have been received by Shri Raj Narain, M.P., from onc Shri Ajay Kumar
Mittal, Meerut, on the basis of which Shri Bagri had raised the question
of privilege in the House.

4. At their second sitting held on the 27th March, 1979, the Committcc
cxamined on oath Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

The Committec also decided to cxamine in person Shri Ajay Kumar
Mittal, 97, Khandak, Mecerut (U.P.), who was alleged to have writtcn the
impugned lctter to Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

5. At their third sitting held on the 9th April, 1979, the Committec
examined on oath Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P. and Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal
of Meerut, the alleged author of the impugned letter to Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

At the direction of the Committec, Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal submitted
his specimen signatures and a specimen of his handwriting in Hindi, before
the Committee.

The Committee decided that the specimen signaturcs and specimen
handwriting of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal might be got examined and com-
pared by a handwriting expert, through the Ministry of Homc Affairs, with

1. LS. Deb., dt. 1-3-1979, cc.215-16.
. Ibid,
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those of the letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, alicged to have been
written by him, to Shri Raj Narain, M.P., as well as the letter dated the
4th March, 1979, addressed by him to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

6. At their fourth sitting held on the 17th May, 1979, the Committec
persued the report of the handwriting expert furnished by thc Ministry of
Home Affairs and decided that the handwriting expert be asked to appear
before the Committee for oral examination in person on Friday, the 18th May,
1979, at 16.30 hours.

7. At their fifth sitting held on the 18th May, 1979, the Committec
examined on oath the Handwriting rt, Shri S. L. Mukhi, Senior Scicntific
Officer (Documents) -cum-Assistant Chemical Examiner to the Government
of Iadia.

8. At their sixth sitting held on the 30th May, 1979, the Committee
finalised their findings and recommendation on the matter.

9. At their seventh sitting held on the 31st May. 1979, the Committce
adopted their draft Report.

. Facts of the Case

10. On the 28th February, 1979, Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P., gave noti:c
of a question of privilege under Rule 222 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, stating that Shri Raj Narain, another
Member, had reccived a letter® containing a threat to murder him.

11. Shri Mani Ram Bagri sought to raise* the matter in the House also
on the 1st March, 1979.

The Speaker, thercupon, obscrved® as follows : —

“....Mr. Bagri brought to my notice a letter said to have been
writtecn by one Mr. Mittal to Mr. Raj Narain saying that,
because he was carrying on a campaign against RSS. his mouth

would be shut. .. . That is a very serious matter. I have found a
prima facie case, and I have referred the matter to the Privileges
Committee. . ...... "

Speaker),
4. L.S. Dcb., dt. 1-3-1979, cc. 215-16.
s, 1bid.
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12. The impugned letter* (original in Hindi) read as follows :—
“97, Khandak,
Meerut (U.P.)
23-2-1979.

Dear Sir,

A news item has appeared in yesterday's newspaper that you ar. going
to organise a new front to counter thc Rashtriya Swayam Sewak Sangh.
Why are you so much after R.S.S. these days?

Is it because you have been expelled from the Union Cabinet ? Perhaps
you may be under the impression that there was the R.S.S. hand behind
your cxpulsion.

However, the fact is that the continuance in the Union Cabinet of a
Madar: (Juggler) like you would only have brought discredit to the leader
of the Janata Party on the one hand and to the rcputation of the country on
the other.

Now I want to warn you through this letter that whatever propaganda
you might have done so far against the R.S.S. let it be there. But if you dare
opcn your mouth against the R.S.S. from now onwards, your voice will be
stopped for ever.

I am not only an active worker of the R.S.S. but also an officc bearer.
Our Saagh is entirely a non-political organisation. It is purely a cultural
and social organisation. We do not have cven a remote connection with
politics. Our Sar Sangh Chalak, Shri Dcoras, had declared this on a number
of occasions.

There may be one more reason why you bear a grudge against R.S.S.—
that our Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee is going to replace the old man as Prime
Minister. Then, a mean person like you will have to be vanished from the
holy soil of India.

You are in league with Indira Gandhi. You have no integrity. You
are a man without })rinciples and morals. Unfortunately, you have won the
election with the help of CIA by adopting dishonest mcans.  You must thank
your stars otherwise who would care for a worthless person like you.

Bven the person whom you elevated as ‘Ram’ so that you could be his
‘Hanuhren’, has disowned you. 1 doubt whether you are the son of yémr
father or not.

I had come to Delhi. 1 went to your kothi, but unfortunately you were
not there. I was told that you had gonc to Shri Chandra Shekhar's kothi.
I did net have much time, otherwise, I could have settled the scores with you
there and then.

Sd/-
Ajny Kumar Mittal.”

6 See Appendix [.
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13. Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal addressed a letter’ dated the 4th March,
1979, to the Speaker, in which he had disowned the authorship of the im-
pugned letter, and stated as follows (original in Hindi) :—

“4 March, 1979

From
Ajay Kumar Mittal,
97, Khandak,
Meerut (U.P.).

To
Shri K. S. Hegde,
Speaker, Lok Sabha..
New Delhi

Sir,

Shri Mani Ram Bagri presented in Lok Sabha recently a letter contain-
ing a threat against Shri Raj Narain, M.P., which was later referred to the
Privileges Committec. A news in this regard was broadcast from A.L.R

and published in the press.

I have come to know that the said letter was writtcn in my name. 1
want to inform you that I have nothing to do with the letter and I did not
write this letter. 1 feel that a person having enmity with me has played this
mischief just to harass me. 1 humbly submit that this matter ma¥ be lookel

into and the person found guilty be punished. 1 am always willing to co-
operate in any process of cnquiry. ‘

With thanks.
Yours,

Sd/-
(Ajay Kumar Mittal) ’

I11. Findings of the Committee

14. The Committec gave priority to this matter and considered it with great
care as it related to an alleged threat to the life of a member of the House.
The Committee cxamined on oath Shri Raj Narain, MP and Shri Mani Ram
Bagri, MP. The Committee also examined Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, who
is alleged to have written the impugned letter and Shri S. L. Mukhi, the
hand-writing cxpert. When Shri Raj Narain, MP, appeared before the
Committee, he produced the impugned letter in original received by him.
| The Committec asked Shri Raj Narain, MP, to submit the original or photo-
stat ies of similar letters, stated to have been received by him recently,
containing threats to his life. He did not, however, produce any such letter

before the Committee.
"7 See Appendix II.
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The Committee examined Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal at considerable length
and obtained his specimen signat and a specimen of his handwriting’® ia
Hindi for being examined by the handwriting expert.

As desired by the Committee, the Chairman also addressed a letter® to
the Speaker, Lok Sabha, requesting him to take up the matter with the Minis-
ter of Home Affairs in order to provide for immediate suitable security
arrangements for Shri Raj Narain, MP. A letter" in this regard was accord-
ingly addressed by the Speaker to the Minister of Home Affairs, who made
the necessary security arrangements'™.

15. The Committee considered the written opinion™ of the handwriting ex-
pert a copy of which was furnished by the - Ministry of Home Affairs, on the
question whether the handwriting and the signature of the impugned letter
tallied with specimen handwriting and the specimen signatures of Shri Ajay
Kumar Mittal. In the opinion of the handwriting expert, while the signature
of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal on the cyclostyled Ictter dated the 4th March,
1979, addressed by him to the Spcaker, Lok Sabha, tallicd with his specimen
signatures, the handwriting and signature in thc letter dated the 23rd Febru-
ary, 1979, alleged to have been written by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal to
Shri Raj Narain, MP, did not tally with his specimen handwriting and spcci-

men signatures.

In this connection, Shri S. L. Mukhi, the handwriting expert, in his
evidence, tonfirmed his written opinion and inter alia stated on oath as
follows -—

“After examining these documents with the help of scientific aids,
I have arrived at the following conclusions. The first one is
that the handwriting evidence points to the writer of specimen
writings marked S' and S* being the person responsible for writing
the questioned writings marked Q* and Q* . . . .

The second opinion I have given is that the questioned
writings marked Q' and Q' could not be connected with tho
specimen writings marked S' and S%. . .

8 Appendix—III.
9 Appendix—IV.
10 Appendix—V.
11 Appendix—VI.
13 Appendix--VII.
13 Appendix—-VIIL.

NOTE : The letters St S?, Q1, Q%, Q3, Q¢4 refer to the following documents :-—
St: Specimen signatures of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal
St: Specimen handwrit'ng of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal
Q1& [ Impugned letter dated 23-2-79 received by Shri Raj Narain, MP, containing
Q2: \ threat to mvurder him.
Q3 Signature of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal on his cyclostyled letter dated 4-3-1979
addressed to Spcaker, Lok Sabha,
Q4 Address on the envelop containing cyclostyled letter dated 4-3-79 addressed
to Spzaker, Lok Sabha by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal,



6

1 joined this laboratory as a Senmior Scientific Officer
(Documents) in 1972. Till today, I have examined more than
700 cases and have appeared before more than 300 courts as an
expert. . . .

1 believe in most cases our opinions are being accepted be-~
cause, if there is something wrong and they pass a stricture against
us, that should be conveyed to us.”

When asked to state whether he had received any such stricture so far,
the witness replied in the negative.

The Mimstry of Home Affairs have also informed" the Committee that
“As for the investigations made with rcgard to the threatening letter alleged
to have becn written by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal to Shri Raj Narain, the in-
quiries made in the matter did not confirm that Shri Mittal had sent any such
letter to Shri Raj Narain™.

16. After carcful considcration of all the facts and circumstances, the Com-
mittce have reached the conclusion that as the handwriting and signature in
tho letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, alleged to have been written by
Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal to Shri Raj Narain, MP, do not tally with his speci-
mcen handwriting and specimen signatures, the impugned letter dated the 23rd
February, 1979, addressed to Shri Raj Narain, MP, was not written by
Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 96-Khandak, Meerut (U.P.).

17. . In view of the above, the Committee are of the opinion that thc matter
calls for no further action and so it may be dropped.

1V. Recommendation of the Committee

18. The Committee recommend that no further action be taken by the House
in the matter.

New DELHI ; SAMAR GUHA

Chairman,
The 31st May, 1979.
Committee of Privileges.

14, See _Appcndix— 1X.



MINUTES
I
First Sitting

New Delhi, Tuesday, the 20th March, 1979
The Committee sat from 15.00 to 15.35 hours.

PRESENT

Profcssor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS

2. Shri Halimuddin Ahmed
3. Shri Krishan Kant

4. Shri Narendra P. Nathwani
S. Shri Madkav Prasad Tripathi

SECRETARIAT

Shri 1. Pcrshad—Chief Legislative Committee Officer.
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Legislative Committee Officer.

2. The Committce took up consideration of the question of privilege raised
by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder Shri Raj Narain,
MP, contained in a letter reccived by the latter.

3. The Committee decided that, in the first instance, Sarvashri Mani Ram
Bagri und Raj Narain, MPs, might be requested to appear before the Com-
mittec for oral examination. The Committee also directed that Shri Mani
Ram Bagri and Shri Raj Narain might also be asked to produce before
thc Committee the Original letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, stated
to have been received by Shri Raj Narain, MP, from Shri Ajay Kumar
Mittal, Meerut, on the basis of which Shri Bagri had raiscd the question
of prvilege in the House.

% L 1 ] (2 (Y}

The Committee then adjourned to meet again on Tuesday, the
27th March, 1979.

A 'P_a'rm 4, S and 6 relate to other cases and have, accordingly, been omiited,

7
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Second Sitting
New Delhi, Tuesday, the 27th March, 1979
The Committee sat from 15.00 to 16.45 hours.

PRESENT

Professor Samar Guha—chairman

MEMBERS
Shri Halimuddin Ahmed
Shri Krishan Kant
. Professor P. G. Mavalankar
Shri Narendra P. Nathwani
Shri Meetha Lal Patel

o kW

SECRETARIAT

Shri 1. Pershad—Chief Legislative Committee Officer.
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Legislative Committee Officer.

WITNESSES

(i) L2 J e L 1]

(ii) Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

L 3 % "N %

S. The Committee then took up further consideration of the question of
privilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder
Shri Raj Narain, MP, contained in a letter received by the latter.

6. Shri Raj Narain, M.P., was called in and examined on oath By the
Committee.

7. Shri Raj Narain, M.P., handed over to the Committec the impugned
original letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, stated to havc been received
by him from Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97, Khandak, Mecrut (U.P.).

The Committcc asked Shri Raj Narain, M.P., to submit to the Com-
mittec the original or photostat copies of similar lctters containing alleged
thrcats to his life received by him rccently and also rcfcrencev. to Lok Sabha

. Paraq ‘ 3 .md 4 rs,lutc lo nmthcr casc and have, aocordmgly bccn ommcd
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Debates which contained his statements or speeches against R.S.S. imme-
diately preceding the letter from Shri Mittal to him.
(Verbatim record of evidence was kept)
(The witness then withdrew)
8. The Committce then deliberated on’the matter and decided to examine

in person Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97, Khandak, Meerut (U.P.) who is
alleged to have written the impugned letter to Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

9. The Committee directed that the Ministry of Home Affairs might be
asked to intimate whether any investigations had been started by them in
the matter and, if so, the present stage thereof.

10. The Committee then adjourned to meet again on Monday, the 9th April,
1979, at 15.00 hours.

m
Third Sitting
New Delhi, Monday, the 9th April, 1979
The Committee sat from 15.00 to 16.45 hours.

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—chairman

MEMBERS
2. Shri O.V. Alagesan
3. Shri Krishan Kant
4. Professor P. G. Mavalankar
5. Shri Narendra P. Nathwani

SECRETARIAT
Shri 1. Pershad—Chief Legislative Committee Officer.
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Legislative Commitiee Officer.

WITNESSES
(1) Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P.
(2) Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97, Khandak, Meerut (U.P).
2. The Committee took up further consideration of the question of pri-

vilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder
Shri Raj Narain, MP, contained in a letter received by the latter.
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3. Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, was called in and examined on oath by
the Committee.
(Verbatim record of evidence was kept)
(The witness then withdrew)
4. Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal of Meerut, the alleged author of the impugned

Ietter to Shri Raj Narain, MP, containing a threat to murder the latter,
was then called in and examined on oath by the Committee.

At the direction of the Committee, Shri Ajay Kumar Mattal submitted
his imen signatures and a specimen of his handwriting in Hiadi, before
the Committee.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept)
(The witness then withdrew)

5. The Committee then deliberated on the matter and felt that as the
matter related to a threat to the life of a member of the House, the Speaker
might be requested by the Chairman to consider the question of taking up
the matter with the Minister of Home Affairs to provide for immediate
suitable security arrangements for Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

6. The Committee also decided that the specimen signatures and hand-
writing of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal might be got examined and compared
by a handwriting expert, through the Ministry of Home Affairs, with those
of the letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, alleged to have been written
by him to Shri Raj Narain, MP, as well as the letter dated the 4th March,
1979, addressed by him to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

L X ] xh X ] * i
The Committee then adjourned.

v
Fourth Sitting

New Delhi, Thursday, the 17th May, 1979
The Committee set from 15.00 to 16.00 hours.

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS

2. Shri Halimuddin Ahmed
3. Shri O. V. Alagesan
4. Shri Hitendra Desai

*¢ Para 7 relates to another case and has, accordingly, been omitted.
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Shri Krishan Kant

Professor P. G. Mavalankar
Shri Narendra P. Nathwani

Shri Meetha Lal Patel

Shri B. Shankarapand.

Shri Madbav Prasad Tripathi

CWwoNo W

SECRETARIAT

Shri K. K. Saxena—Chief Examiner of Bills and Resolutions.
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Table Officer.

2. The Committec considercd the question of privilege raised by Shri
Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder Shri Raj Narain, MP,
contained in a letter recelved by the latter. In this connection, the Com-
mittee perused the report of the handwriting expert furnishcd by the
Ministry of Home Affairs on the question whether the specimen signatures
and handwriting of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal tallied with those of the letter
dated the 23rd February, 1979, alleged to have been written by Shri Ajay
Kumar Mittal to Shri Raj Naram MP, as well as the letter dated the
4th March, 1979, addressed by him to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

The Committee decided that the report of the handwriting expert
furnished by the Ministry of Home Affairs be circulated to the Members
of the Committee and the concerned handwriting expert be asked to
appear before the Committee for oral examination on Friday, the 18th
May, 1979, at 16.30 hours.

[ 1] ®% L L] *s
The Committee then adjourned.
A/
Fifth Sitting
New Delhi, Friday, the 18th May, 1979
The Committee sat from 16.30 to 17.25 hours.

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS:

2. Shri O. V. Alagesan

3. Professor P. G. Mavalankar
4. Shri Narendra P. Nathwani

5. Shri B. Shankaranand

6. Shri Madhav Prasad Tripathi

*® Para 3 relates to another case and has, accordingly, been omitted.
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SECRETARIAT
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Table Officer.

WITNESS
Shri S. L. Mukhi, Senior Scientific Officer (Documents)-cum-
Asstt. Chemical Examiner to the Government of India.

2. The Committee took up further consideration of the questioh of pri-
vilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder
Shri Raj Narain, MP, contained in a letter received by the latter.

3. -Shri S. L. Mukhi, Senior Scientific Officer (Documents)-cum-Asstt
Chemical Examiner to the Government of India, was called in and exami-
ned on oath by the Committee.

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept)
(The witness then withdrew)

4. The Committee then deliberated on the matter and decided to consi-
der their draft Report on the matter at their next sitting.

E 2 L 2] (2 L 2]

6. The Committee decided to hold their next sittings on the 30th and
31st May, 1979.

The Committee then adjourned.

VI

Sixth Sitting
New Delhi, Wednesday, the 30th May, 1979
The Committee sat from 15.30 to 16.45 hours.

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS

Shri O. V. Alagesan
Professor P. G. Mavalankar
Shri Narendra P. Nathwani
. Shri Meetha Lal Patel

. Shri B. Shankaranand

. Shri Madhav Prasad Tripathi

** Para S, relates to another case and has, accordingly, been omitted.

NowawN
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SECRETARIAT
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Table Officer.

2. The Committee took up further consideration of the question of
privilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to murder
Shri Raj Narain, MP, contained in a letter received by the latter.

The Committee reached the conclusion that as the handwriting and
signaturc in the letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, alleged to have
been written by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal to Shri Raj Narain, MP, did not
tally with his specimen handwriting and specimen signatures, the impugned
letter dated the 23rd February, 1979, addressed to Shri Raj Narain, MP,
was not written by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97, Khandak, Meerut (U.P.).
The Committee were of the opinion that the matter called for no further
action and it might be dropped. The Committee decided to recommend
that no further action be taken by the Heuse in the mastter.

3. The Committee finalised their findings and recommendation on' the
above matter and decided that the draft Report of the Committee based:on
the findings and recommendation finalised by them, might be circulated to
the members of the Committec: for consideration at their sitting to be held

on the 31st May, 1979,

The Committee decided that the entire evidence taken before the
Committee and the relevant documents produced before' the Comimittee

be appended to the Report of the Committee.

& L 2] % ¥

S. The Committee then adjourned to meet again on Thursday, the 31st
May, 1979, at 10.00 hours.
vl
Seventh Sitting %
New Delhi, Thursday, the 31st May, 1979
The Committee sat from 10.00 to 12.40 hours.

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS

2. Shri Halimuddin Ahmed

3. Shri O, V. Alagesan

4. Professor P. G. Mavalankar
5. Shri R. Mohanarangam

** Para 4 relates to another case and has, accordingly been omitted.
S/7 LSS/79—2.
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. Shri Narsingh

. Shri Narendra P. Nathwani
. Shri Meetha Lal Patel

Shri B. Shankaranand

. Shri Madhav Prasad Tripathi
Shri Ravindra Varma

- O 0 0o

[SERSY

SECRETARIAT
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Table Officer.

2.. The Committee considered their draft Fifth Report on the question
of privilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, re. alleged threat to
murder Shri Raj Narain,, MP, containcd 11 a letter received by the latter.
In this connection, the Cormnittee also considered a note by Shri Narsingh,
a member of the Committee, containing suggestions for certain amendments
in the draft Report of the Committee.

. The Committce adopted the draft Report with certain modifications
of a verbal and drafting nature.

3. The Committee decided that as thc House was not in Session and
the term of the present Committee would end on the 31st May, 1979,
the Fifth Report of the Committee might be presented by the Chairman
to the Speaker under the provisions of Rule 280 of the Rules of Procedurc
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha read with Direction 71A of the
Directions by the Speaker, and that thereafter the Report be presented to
the House during the next Session under the provisions of the above Rule
and Direction.

4. The Committee then 'adjourned.

$



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE '

LIST OF WITNESSES

PAGES
Tuesday, the 27th March, 1979
Shri Raj Narain, M.P. 16—24
Monday, the 9th April, 1979 '
Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P. 25—28

Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97, Khandak, Meerut (U.P.) 29—42

Friday, the 18th May, 1979

Shri S. L. Mukhi, Senior Scientific Officer (Documents) 43-44
cum-Asstt. Chemical Examiner to the Government of India
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE COMMITTEE
OF PRIVILEGES

Tuesday, the 27th March, 1979

PRESENT
Professor Samar Guha—Chairman

MEMBERS

2. Shri Halimuddin Ahmed

3. Shri Krishan Kant

4. Professor P. G. Mavalankar
5. Shri Narendra P. Nathwani
6. Shri Mectha Lal Patel.

SECRETARIAT

Shri 1. Pershad—Chief Legislasive Committee Officer.
Shri M. P. Gupta—Senior Legislative Committee Officer.

WITNESS
Shri Raj.Narain, M.P.
(The Committee met at 15.00 hours)

Evidence of Shri Raj Narain, M.P.

qAWE AT : TA AXEO S, TF q@w A WORT g@T T HHET
feg omd & A F N ad g fadwfaw B AW IIW AW F FEE
H aem X & fau Wy @ afafa & gww oefeqa @ & fag w7y mar
21 AF wrwr & 5 gw A § oy faswer qov vt & @9 aafew
feafa ama@® 1 & Wy &1 T@ew g 5 aF o & whwn faw & faw
o 275 ¥ WTWR oY FHFT F awA A W anT AR, IN qT A% NUAT
@t wg qF fr afafa &1 sfedgw ok 90 § A @ awr § s

16
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A v A et 1 afafr N FRE@ aww ¥ @ wTe wEw gwE e
orfua sor fadqrfaw &7 @79 weT g 1 sfafs & S oo S
8 &V A §ET W GAYT T q¥AT § |

X T WA [HFER W 7 qfw AT

(s Tw mTeEm R waw 9gw &)

aamfs wfwa: 99w g faaq & am ¥ a1 fazd of, @ =
arg ?

sft v A 2 ag fazdt 23-2-79 w faet v & 19w & I, WX
fer am gwik zwaw § T gwi

|aqmafy w@wa: a5 FAR fAaw s owg s § 7

st YW Aromer : # 99 w1 AEY AT g

aqwie wgeg: w97 g foaw 7 ofiwe qEw W oF @q o

sft T Arema: IX AT OF FTNY AT qrE WY wrd ¥
qurafar wgww : @ F G A Aw ¥ wr w7 § 7

Mrwaxma: & v x am W@ 3 | & fasft Ak v 5@ &
TNeeE §, qRfAT o H Al T A ¥ e g R ow@ @ W oaved
TF AT F AgA g F 0 wow gAR fwaw § I § qg o A9
T f5 7 adt faem & fom & X & arrdr I efww wgy w1 FEH
fody dY ? ¥4 ag 4% wum faar & 99 feed &1 9w o) faewr @
g7 wr w9 q@w 39 W femr a9r ?

it oo wF: @I § oag faedt q@r w7
st W AreEe: S AE 1w e A s 2w #ifo
PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : He has raised a very valid point.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : You don’t know that person.
You had no contact. It was for the first time.

st T aema: ww gT 2 gy § oF sfafEl g aw g,
A gk fawrr ¥ ag @ Wi f5 g WiEW A g e gEew afex
gz ET My srami far AR gT N g Ay qar w5 3 &) ag
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qawgwnfwmg,m%wﬁﬁmﬂm%m.amﬂfww
qr |

@O a@ ag & fr T A Ao &, 7w & aR
g " 5 weger ot ® o faedt wrd § ag zre @ av A & =mgm-
qy A A e —wr 9§ @ @ famee § oar T g
g o q& w1 fagdt ¢ ag O aw ¥ foal ofF Wl wow Ak faew &
TR Mg i I e T e § Y & oamae @
MR g g & frw o § 1 sefeT @ A & SeEry A s ifgg
fr A0 g TF @Y Wl & § v W@

ft T wrw: AfFT A AV AMEANIEIGS AT §, AR F qT W
srerreeges fazdt s &

ot T ATCRRO : WX FTEFANRIGE § AT JAAT A€ ¥ G |

e WA : w9 AT § fF oW w & ofearde & R s
¥ FrE ®HEe Ter a9, oWl fawwfue qwar €

sty AW : § = aC FET & BF g 1 99 ¥ AT # quEy
& a1 @ 1 aifoaTHE § WReTEOTRe F AR H §AA A¥ 0F A A
FE AT IBAT §, A AoTHoTHo & AR ¥ qrivamic & g0 ¥ a7 wwa-
AT 9 Fg, I€@ W AAHQ 99 HiEd F1 FE | IF e qqr-fer
a9 g &, wifF 9w Fv wwfer @wr weer § 1 Ag A wwEr ¥ ¥g
Fpar ¢ % AT WoTHoTHe F AR T I W & | 99 7 78 7 forar
t fr oo qffame & @ @ &

Mo Yo Wro ArAsw: 23 FEH F I fazdy &, I@F ;T HAIT
wrf fa% foar mar & 7 a1 FqC  WoUFoTHo ¥ fadrd §——3aar &
g owar g 7

*Y T ArCrer : ST g &1 A WIIHT a7 TEANE ATAH grav
T gE fad 9w X @9 ¥ a7 w9g F arge Ay A Arq A wW oL

qaTefr W@ : T GATY FTW @, Ig AV gH F4T, AfwA @9T F FIW
# wrae oo 7 R, ag afad FIAT o wifE o wg frfadce s odex
T qFAT 20

sito dto Wio wrawwT: St W Fr qfrw @82 F AW WA ¥ @
§ a1 w97 ¥ aET o Wig A qfwwr &, 9ER & AR ¥ afk 39 &g
Y, & ATy ey ?
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st W MWW g W AX G 9T QTR |

Sito Gto Ao ATwOIWT: §HI H WIToUWoUWo ¥ fawrs afx ¥w wgr
g ag W g ¥ difvg ?

ot T AeEw : § 77 fodw g€ fr & agad g owo g
A & AR § AT AR faT gy @7 v w7 Afes gem

qaafe Agwa @ ag @ & ¢ afe w9y @9 qdf@w @1 w9 W
W =gy fow & A oA W WYY aE F F &

ot T AEe: & GNE T g W IW § SR FgN A W
CUR
qumafa wgam : W9 AT &, a1 gER fAe wrar gei

AN AW : WY A IE A7 Fg feAr §  AfEw ww oW aew faw
¥ ogaAq W f5 w9 w1 wwE-wee w3 Gifge |t qwg ¥ @t #§
e '

oy wEw: IT H KIS HUAT AG ATF qAT FY

AR AERT : FAR ITH W IO WS T §, SEH A9 qrfearded
Sf¥eq &1 wre foar mar § 13 foar m@r @ fF ofFamie § 39 s
Faar g1, aq ar frfasore #7 @4 a9ar & 1 WO X A F 9gW gW qEY
aa ¥ W@ ¥ 5 ww ¥ ag qor wow e ofaarie & x@ w1 s ey
dz 80

St W AT . FAIH JOE AT Y o A9 qe F 1 K WY 7g IF A

Fifrw F=T |
SHR1 NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Apart from your utterances in
the Lok Sabha. The letter says—'News Item has a;r:}:earcd in yesterday’s
newspaper.” The letter is dated 23rd February. Newspaper is of 22nd

February. It says that you are going to organise a youth front to counter
the R.S.S.

You kindly help us in what we have told you.

ot T AT : I W AN W AT A WifF g X owm & A Afew
TFTE 4 AT A FAT HEQ @A) wrodv)
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ot A% fo wawr: ag e qAIT # wmr §, a7 o W 23
ot T AN FZ A ¥ qgT gred) A dfor gavg o0

off pooy w1 TA T qA a8 & fF 22 wrd wr N waa § frsar
¢ w ag sag WY 21 arda Y w41, I9 67 & Frear v av fedy
e ?

ot T AT AEAT F g wAX ¥ @ wE O fF gAR wEA X
fredr arda 1 g7 ot axei A &5% D, O R WIReU®oude AT ¥
@) @A oAy WE JG o ag WA 9% § fE—

R.S.S. is communal. R.S.S. is fascist.

Nt A dio AzEl : IW I A wfew gw ARy §)

! UN ACEAN: IZ IH IT |

Mo o Ao wEAAET: T A@Y ST W Ig ¥ @ & ¥ 7L Wy
Fzeal A gar o & fAIg wmT ox g & /FaT €, 9w« fawfadr #
ag A AIzA agIR § oft g afew v 9w gww € fo @9y www gzv
TF 7T T AF-AIE YT Tqd § W 9uR faw www #wa § 0 wEe
gz ¢ fF ARoTHoTHe WX Wigary FMT AT WRoTHouHo F7 fatmy ¥,
A AR F A oWT A T g, I9H fAU AW F owr WA § K€ W F
gar q@1 a1 wrf fAggs w@r § 7 WX A AW TS TTOT ¥ oA H
F1§ T FE q0 YT T & @ K A F wlww AR www § I w4
AR FQA T AT § WRoTRoTHo & faar® ¥o #gv &), s fod @ 7
afogx FTX ¥ a1 fad) &, &1 WU 9§ F q@qd ?

Y TH AT@A: TH FT FA IEA FT KWW FHA |

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : You can help us to find out in
which newspapers there is reference to your activity regarding RSS. It may
help us to link it up with your duties as an M.P. '

Y T AC@A: W, 3F |
e Wt gat qra oy fafesar wid &, a N ogw o ww w1 ¥ A A
W ¥ TAE--qR If g ¢ 5 oferr T wwiw @ o §, a@ aW

R AT ¥ A X AW W I IR I AT GF ) O gw—
oF qr@ T AW ¥ X cmdw wel g a1 §
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wwtafy wived : ag qreen agt 9T A 4 0 ogw W A ag dwer }
fE w & fiar N s 7 ¥ Wk deg we & AW AW W
qIT T G | -

§t T AW : 99 AN AT K qO-ATE TR W W qwd |

/AR qAWA: TFEAT A4 AT I § 1 T W1 v FAe fraw
& am & feed wrf §, SR AR g &R A7 wfow & M ™
F aX ¥ ww wTFS FAwrdr g7

Wt Tw AImer: § AET—AIY OF $3%F W@ H AT & Wit SER
atE ¥ AT FT qAT AN 6 qE WCoqToTHe F e § @ AE &
qE & 199 vdegAl F qEAC§ | A TX UF AT HW O o @
£

ot dto ato. wrwAwY : WA TX WF W FHE( H 900, @ g wA-
Fra ¥ ffog

warafa agra: wrg 71 g @ fafesar faslt gt 7 & feadt iy ?

o TW ATE@W: 8, 10, 12 WT ATEY |

aamafe wfew: F 8, 10 fafesyr 9 wret €, ST XY fel o @
frgq arer & W STETS Wi o ad g 7

st T ATCAW : g O®T aAETd fREy € oAd & 1 v gw o qdAs
frlY Y 9y &, AT Fg FH @ A

wwrafer wAYEs: W w1 A feE faedt wrh & 7

S W ATCWA : WA 100 WY § 1 9@ gw fafre 9, awogw
qE 2T uEdY & AfEw w@ 4 A § AT & w7 owr /@A § ) ww oWy
T JE 2 a )

o dto o AWAWT: IT 100 ¥ ¥ ¥w avg A foweft fagd grfy
g

W Ow ATCR : TW Avg % fazdl 4, 6 W7 8 g & ) AR oY avrd
# A vy ar fe Mfeow #98 § o 9o w7 TR ¥ W7 HEEr | gy
f0ET AIYA HA gy 1 ofers dfer ¥ gw o § A1 §8 v qEhr
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Fga &) Sy AT QAT &1 & wEy & fF M A | windy St W Y ax
M 7Y @ ¥R FT FEAT ¥ 7 I ¥ faa g WA | T W
AR X, A gW oAy T § oW qndw | g % & foxy g, ot a% & W
W E | Iq WX AT, @ YW R 94T | ywfag AR A W famr g

qAwfy WA W § NA-AA A w®@y o @ g g fam @y
7z ¢ fs graag gqew &7 Afeqq § WO N FH FT Q@ § I EE T
qg |

W URA AR@N: AT AW TFTAE A TS, aY IO AT

Mo o Wo wradwy : frfardtsr AT oy F F1w § 1 THFAC G
T |

ot T amw@er: § g wie afaeoe #AE ) a@ oW g

Mo dto WMo AAAWT : HTToTFoTTo & woraT WIT A a7 a1 =wfaq
¥ ¥ ;T AT qEa § 7

T qeme: S, 780 & gy F1 aqrs 6 w9, © fow 9@
qT & g @re ¥ AT @ FT F AT, A7 TEQAT THAH IF g1 T WiT
TG I /NN X AT MY F |rwT wr & g ‘gfRw i faemme i
T A q3farg’ 1gw ¥ v fF o Tw 7 Wi 99 awid T fFogn
ARAT § & AR | A F a7 I fF § aRF-AR AW M oTHoTHo
¥ G iueA w ford & fad & gfRwr i 7 A 37 ] aifs & g%
T gaF f& § wcoumoume ¥ ¥

watqfy AEEA: Z AT HAT ATT | FATT qEET AT WY F ST
FoaaA 7 O

ot ST qEW AT FT FITHI AT AW FT qG@F IwW ¢ 1 W few
F 99 W@ A1 I9F q@GT 3@ g7 § WK HEST H @ @A AW
qZT WAWGFI 1 F JAAr wgar § F w0 w7 a7 § w@wy guw g &
FAET AT FT ? ¥T T4 GA9 A GEENT FT wFQ § 7

& TW AX@T: WY o GAFWH @A ®T qA FT W g8 Fifad
Wog FgA R AT A IT qa FeE a7 I9% e § @ &1 R &
qrz I wg q7 5 & Iw owwd w7 AT g1 @A w5 & o
fazd a8 foet 1o ael § 7 ¥ Ay W@ & W
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Wt AT RN WK 9T & W W 49 § ®E aEerd g oar
IX FAT AT W A Froer A @ A gy

gt T Arewer: v W AErd At AR e R, 7w ardsard
& air = m, Sarfs FF o A0 Y qarw fe w@n St ¥ ag @ AW
¥ FN @Y, Y AW g qET §)

i wpT 99 @ a<g #1 (4TSt W & faeAr & @ ww s
F@ &7

st T AW : wTew fafreer w1 Sdtem & #g T g fF @ aw
1 fafzsar =y o1 @ &)

qamfa wiwa: fee S = fear?

N T AT@w : I Fg—IF ¢, § gw fafaer syamgm
g Y sz 3 & fF gw WY a1 gR S o° &)

qurafa WERT: W FT G FY A FAC §, Iqh A2 A Arf ww
I51qT &7

Y T Ay fag fEw amrdy ot 7 g & 9T FT 9, JOE
s fam ag feeet ¥ gfaw & o & Sem fear a1 fs md oy &
F1E TAFTY AR 19 a1 Fq¢ qIfdF g7 AT FT G% | TH A %G
fr ag #T &7 &)1 W SrANT FW ¥ fAU F2F E T ¥ ), W0 S
T oFAT | '

o dto WMo AEAwT: uwzw fafaees agq &1 719 ¥ w7 & fear
T ¥e fog T W s ?

Wt T AceEw c araE fA|r dnr, g9 % gt qd

Yo dYo ofto wrasiw : T qa fomr &, ot Sawy gfafafs o @nf ?

Wl TW AW THET I@ AT |

sito dto Wo wryewy: ag W fuwar Hfwg

waufa wgea: graFr gt Q@ fafesar o & & o gw WA
¢ & woudy 7 qwer FQ Iz F WY gH @gaAW T

Wt TH Ao : ¥ qIOET AgENr AT ATEAT § WX WO OATT

Wt a7 wngar g fF gadr aedr o @ W &1 dwwy w7 fean, Aa@
ar fafadrds w34 ¥ @ e ww oo £
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o dto fro wraAwT: g7 AW FT wrafawar @ s qE fear &

o W5 am qiw: w9A gt qanr 5 A 9T 9T yew Ay
Tt xATqT 91 WX 7 % A & Fr AR qgy @ fewr av ) ww ol wTe
T qF freq wr <@ §1a7 #av w9 oW fafaee & av wrew fafaex
1 ZefrHry 9T Fatar @ Ifew wwwy ¥ 7

ot v Axmu: AT ¥ gz guwm F f5 o@ faw¥ & Fo wawr
Frar, g ar 74 fag 7741 qrg, A9 AT FATEY a@iE IRY ¥ |y wEaEr)

Mo dto Ato Wi TwT: urzw fafaees 3 a1 T & R o7
g ¥ w5 sary woonr fa7 w5 faar ?
Y TUX AR@AN: AT AT

F7 gw Arzw (afr=T wgE #1 w17 539 § W) Sww ¥ew
f& wicongoun, ad ZATY 973 q¥ gU & WY TAFT FAWLY, A1 AZ TS
FIA Y A Wy & AT FEA 0 § A az BF oo o At ogAF die 0T
gu & & gawr s

gawafe w @ WOF; TEIATE L AT TG ATAF A9 gl, AT ATI-
ey wod w9 HNfam

MY T ATIN: H WAL T W W AgT G WA F @l 798
AT ATIHT qar w9 Wit fr oxz far gy 89

aqafa wafieq:r 8, 10 RTT W% IF W qE F WC § IJAAT
wEEEE FIAT FT gH FrT K7 dQforg

| UX AN FAT AT qF MAAIX Az @ &, W@evaq fawa=e
FRT F & fag, & A7 *rf sefa 7@ )

Al AT : FTAR TF FEI RIETRET FTAM Y
(FeaFaTa @meft AW WF 1)
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(i) Evidence of Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P.

amfe w3 CF qa F ot qw AT S W geaT #r awwy Ko
A F A X Ao I faaorfas 71 g T AW F waw ¥ vy
] & fag wrewr afafa & a3 Iefena 17 & fog wgr T § ) & s
t f& wT 1@ AAY § fasqer aqr et % @9 yreafyw feafa g
¥ mrasr aar § & avs aw S afwm ¥ fraw gear 275 § wqar G
afafs ¥ qray AT qreg & IY aw ¥ MyAlg WA ow aw i afafr
& wfrfzy o Taar wrdard NF qar F gy A 7 o Iy ¢ sfafa
# Fidarf g7 ¥ {4 TFZ FQ7 9497 ¥ oo w7 fadqofas
EAT "7 QT | gfafa & gAY WY o @rex ¥4 ag §T A F@TAT A0
qEI X AT W9 WA CIW/AF w9 g7 qfamar w< qwq &

(s amrdy A wfamar fegr)
aAtafa WA W CEATHY A WO N TE wgAr &1 ¥ qHd §
25
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ot wdt T arf o g9 Y faa w3 famm § A0 qww & wanfas
Ag ¥ &1 U ara § wox feqwd wrare ox wg @war g 5 oy S
F ZAT ¥ A JARI W T AFR HuwE W 97 fad 4 198 o uw afe
gr fdl g safed &Y gear FXF &7 AT Ad &, wg fawTewTar &7 @arw
i12q ¥ uF wAafas fqamarw g, oF g9 et &7 3 " gETwang
F 9 T @A §F 9rer 9gd w19 g W F amt uF Afww 9%
far gwdY & SAtT qgt A9  wHav 3 Afew  feoeoE’,  amwTEndy
/X qotmEy, 7 @ UF g AW &r gwar § afwew e g fasrewma
F g AA FEI AN 1 GFAT | AR FT FE A% A § IWKT A7 A9
e G g afea oY famaramo @ Swwr wwg fedY ov W sl R W
g gFar g, &9 fFly o @ar W@ e 2 —

aamfe agm : faarara A ara amaEr SF § ) AfEA gW oAy aAr
g v fom & A & oo wmar § w ag o o gt @ e qar
fegr gur & 7 SEEY wawdr Y gw X F@T wTOR qrg w1 qqw § fEEw
qqrT wredr &7 gwar 2!

st AR T Wy A ot FET A §ga AE & ey & @ AW
F1 arfad FT g%

awrafe AT : T AIA qYT CHEST FIA AT Hhww@ A

st A oW Al = T MU oTHo # faeTEw A awr
SATET &A1 NFAWT F aTa wel a7 §O qifedl ¥ oF-ET AT qg FET
f& ¥ 9T WIRoUHoUFo FT WA ¥, WAHT W@ g1 f&r o | wa TwE
dg #a1 @1 aFd & AW qaT A 1wedy FAH N W g F ot ag Ao
& T gwd 1Ay N & gwar ¢ fr gER fewmr # e € wio
qFoTHo ¥ TR F WX Iwwy fwer fear o w1 ag o g awar § fw
qg gAY &N\

W WA : WTOR qTH L& AL Fonré t?

ot wt Tw arndt: FowTe wE & T g% wEwy § ) ¥ FMdy
THET o T qg aA F A AR e Aww F ooy fv i@ e ar adi &)

-

4 wer TAT-IET § R §

-  gqawfr agea: foee & &t IATEY IS &Y | EH IR WY AT AN
WX 9o & fF gasr wasa w7 § 7 Afew o wgr av ?
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ot /A oW qovd: 5@ Awa A ) frdt AP AT T AUFoTHO ®
93 #91 q¢ &, frar 7 #gr I ArTouqouHo 7T 9T § | TF TTo THAF HFTAAT
& g 5 T Iare faar Siroem ag FX I9ET Fg R Q¥ A gl ST E@T R )
IEIA FZ 5 HT 9T HTLoTHoTHo T YA & | ag AT ATTCAT| WY ITH!
AT FT P a5 §19g g3 TG AT 1T FZA A FG A1 AW w@wen
Taq 31 AfFT A7 aFT § 5 w10 qgw T A FON T ERAr § 9
AL R 0 Al

warqfe afaa: ag fazd ¥ qex @ = o 7

ot AR TR vt AL wqS F gAIfaw A€ GgH W Aw g www
¥ AR i gk @ @A 1o a8 & R & Surer S W /i
qUT FT AL FIAT § 1 $S @AW w’rﬁ'&agauﬁwa‘rzmtmaﬁ

qg TGN ® AT

o dYo o wAAWT: FTF TAT K TZA F AT T AT oK A
IuET % w9 fFar &1 903¥ o AN AFIW F1ATH fAqT § ) I9F weAvAT
WY grew & feel et qewe & @iy § w0 ar@ g a1 99 9T o gAE
AWIAT ¥ eq7 &7 TN o TEATTAT AT FT A qWT & qaeq w e
¥ I qfaw & feafex § w1 ge g aFm § @ AT W ARG A
g6 § AR ywAfaE  ar gud muﬁﬁgqaﬁmmzu WY W9
HIAT F WG R ¥ oA gRY F fF FtA-dr qfaer o oA #Y
ME GIT FIET F AT @Y fmmmug_mm fadrotfuse afafa &
wfas da & mwaT 3, I9F WA T@r 27

ot RAT T A TEET AT G4T A o A | iferarie & ww]
srara gf ¥ ag ey & folt g 7€ &1 9w ot ol & ot 1 wor fag o
& faares ®E O AT @AMouTodto qTr IAAT FETT @ FQ §

HAW@® REHAT : AT @oTHoEYo AFT § |

st it ewaedt: ofed) w ot Y wflF wTT amar @ 1 gwm
wﬂqnmmmmmmmmﬂm&tﬁw
ueHt Qi W ¥ fau wiw d7 W wT O AfF Wl wga ag
aafeT § fo oo saiw # @ | A o wewfagrd qroEa ot Fwgr g
MqoTHoTHo & FT 100 fafafgat gatr & av et &) afy-- - -

o dto o WA g TwAfeE aw@ gf
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SRR W A@d AT AT § AIR TG E F AAoTHETHO
& dmi w1 AN Af @I WEd, IAET G AT ARG | AToUH UKo
wigiEgs aAmmd W sfew wat afswg am § faw s § oo
NATE &6 T Y TATIRET AT A FF TE FT AT FEA G A FIAT A9
& WRouAouFe AMI FT AT FrAT )

sto dto o wrastwe: wqa T )
ft a2t Tw aodr: oY, G

sito dto Wto WwarwT: YIATUAFT ST AT RTSTHAT FIA ] EET g
qfoor &1

Wt afremamd ¢ S i
WA WERT: : I T AT A1 WA R |

oft WS W U ARET AT X FF AT A W9 G AT FW HIT AW
sdffers & mdd

oft /At T e AR o aREnd | weer 1 & fee
A AT AW W Frraar qFY €1 T FRT AW ¥ QRN AT AR favarw
t 5 o2z g3 aft aFd)

ATl ROIT : WT KT W AW K FS |G fAA AT g T RS
Fivat # gw A ) go Wt wam A faw @ ¥ ooifa & e 9%
gl afex ywARE@O A w IAE arferarie K w0 oFW@ gY AT owwwr &
¢ 37 AR B g T A W @ g

oft wdft vw amdy : fedr afer A ToMTOROT ¥ g A@ €
qg faqreara &7 §3@ § | GO Fi FrAgE ¥ AW T AT W@
o aifFea@ ot frarcaTa o wog & & @) qormerw St e frereaTa
%7 gRreT wx @ § Jub fawre avguew dav FT @ § SEw ww 3
wedr o W ey aafer X A W oo

[
wsf wgvea : R T § |

(Shri Maniram Bagri withdrew.)
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(ii) Evidence of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal,
97, Khandak, Meerut.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, you have been asked to
appear before this Committee to l\five evidence in connection with the &\;es-
tion of privilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P. regarding the threat
to murder Shri Raj Narain, M.P. contained in the letter addressed by you to
him. I hope you will state the factual position frankly and bricfly to enable
this Committee to arrive at-a correct finding.

I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of procedure, the
evidence that you may give before the Committee is to be treated by you as
confidential till the Report of the Committee and its proceedings are present-
ed to the Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure of any publication of the
proceedings of the Committee would constitute a breach of privilege and
contempt of the Committee.

The evidence which you give before the Committee may be reported to
the House.
Now you may take the oath or affirmation as you like.
(Oath was taken).
MR. CHAIRMAN : When did you see this report about privilege regard-
ing the letter written to Shri Raj Narain ?
ot worx gwre frew : wETwAT & ag st frar mm oer fR
i N e ¥ s q Qo G ow ferr &1 fEe GEr g MR aw &
feeelt & w1 wmar ¥ § Wk AW ¥ 997 fF T que QEr qw ferer 7
N w3 & At faar—

wamafe afieq: w17 fra &1 "y ?

ot T FRIC freer : OF WRoTHouHo ¥ WrATEET § o Wrw www
Y1 ¥ A afvaw 1 g A=A goflo F WoTFoTWo # FW @
a‘--.. .

WHIQRY WG : IAFT 07 A § ar g ?

ot v gt foew : SAE A wEw WY q@r @ &) AR e
¥ ag @ g FW FQ@

wafe wiew @ 9% g9 T AWA SF qEA FF 9@ fo@r ?

5t wwq gwre fraw: o g o
§/7 LSS/79—3
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aamfr wgwa: ot o7 wroer §9 feRww W, wig e gaifes
fet & fafad
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The witness Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal was asked to write down a passage as
dictaed to him.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Mr. Nathwani, is it all right or do you want
something more ?

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : One or two sentences more.

The witness was shown a letter bearing a signature purporting to be that nf
Ajay Kumar Mittal.

Witness says that it is ot his signature.

The witness was shown the entire letter of 23rd February, 1979.
SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Is it in your handwriting ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It is not.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Give him a piece of paper and
ask him to give his six signatures.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Mr. Ajay Kumar Mittal, please
leave some space after your signature—one after another.

aarafr A : O &F W9 WoqHoqwe ¥ § ?
ot wwg g frerr: o, g
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MR. CHAIRMAN : I am asking you whether you have made any com-
ment whatsoever about Shri Raj Narain. In the Nav Bharat Times, in the
letters column, you write a letter in which you describe Shri Raj Narain as
‘Ati Wadi’, Extremist—'duragrahi’.
SHRI KRISHAN KANT : In which paper does this appear ?
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SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : For the benefit of mine as also

of Mr. Alagesan, you will please translate that.

SHRI KRISHAN 'KANT : We shall ask questions in English. And
let him answer in English. Have you wriften letters on Raj Narain any
time ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Not particularly on him. Actually
they were written on various subjects and incidentally a mention was made

of Shri Raj Narain.

RS SI.-?lRI KRISHAN KANT : Did you at any time write letters on the
S.S.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, Sir.
SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Did you mention about Raj Nafain in that ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, in one or two of my letters I
did mention about Mr. Raj Narain. It was written on R.S.S.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : When was that letter published ?-

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It was published in the last week in
Nav Bharat Times after this incident.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Before that had you written any
letter about the R.S.S. or about Raj Narain ? .

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Ycs.  About the political situation
in U.P.,, I have written a letter and it was published sometime in February
and, even in that letter, I had made a mention of Mr. Raj Narain. In that
very letter I had used these words ‘atiwadi’ and ‘duragrahi’. Duragrahi
means a person who is insistent on something bad.

ot geor W W9 AT FTH KA E7
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SHRI KRISHAN KANT : What business ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : My father has got two sulphatation
(khandsari) plants near Meerut.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : How many brothers and sisters are you ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We are four brothers and two sisters.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : You have seen the handwriting. Do you
know anybody having this type of handwriting ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Since when you are in RSS ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Since childhood.

SHRI1 KRISHAN KANT : Have you worked for Jap Sangh in the last
elections ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No. But all my family members
vote for Jan Sangh.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Did you offer Satyagrah during emergency ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No.

SHR1 KRISHAN KANT : Your brothers are younger or elder to you.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : One is elder to me and the other two
are younger to me. They are associated in business with my father.

SHRI] KRISHAN KANT : Have you a share in the business ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No. My wife has a share.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Does Mr. Om Prakash meet you quite often
when he comes there ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I am posted at Moradabad. Some-
times when he comes I meet him, sometimes I do not.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Do you go to Shakas ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Not regular. Sometimes I go,
sometimes I dont’t go.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : How many are held in Moradabad ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : 10 or 12.
SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Do you know the locality’s name.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I don’t know; I am new.
SHRI KRISHAN KANT : How many go ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Round about a dozen.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Have you discussed Raj Narain’s statement
on RSS there ?
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SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Sometimes we do; sometimes we dis-
cuss. But the fact is that we did not consider it worth a discussion.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : You have, in your letters, mentioned this.
You might have discussed with friends in Shakas . .

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : But this habit of writing is confined
to myself only. I do not discuss the subjects I write with other persons.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT.: What did you say about U.P. ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I said U.P. was governed by a very
incompetent man.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Now or earlier ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Earlier, in February when Ram
Naresh Yadav was the CM, there was an Editorial in Navbharat Times. My
letter was in answer to that. I wrote that by his incompetence he has driven
the State into some bad state of affairs. The CM imposed ban on Shakas i
U.P. at the instance of Raj Narain, who is an extremist or atiwadi.. .

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Have you written anything after the forma-
tion of the new Government ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes. '

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Have you mentioned about composition of
the Cabinet ? '

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I have written about the concept of

arty allegiance propounded by Mr. Banarsi Das. He says that the Jan

gh has dual allegiance. May 1 say this ? They are very disciplined and
they are actually the only lot which are disciplined in the country.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : What did you say about dual membership ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Mr. Banarsi Das’s concept is a
strange concept. On the one side he has included Muslim Majlis in his
government. On the other side he is saying such things about the RSS. As
we all know, BJS has completely merged with Janata.

" ?SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Did you mention about Mr. Raj Narain in
at

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No, Sir.
SHRI KRISHNA KANT : Or about Mr. Charan Singh ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : About Mr. Charan Singh, I have
never mentioned. '

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : In that letter you wrote that the Muslim
Majlis and the Janata Party Members are having dual membership. That
means, it should be tolerated. '
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SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, Sir. '

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : So, a person who is an RSS can be a Janata
Party member and so also the Muslim Majlis man may be. . .

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: No. Muslim Majlis has separate
entity. Muslim Majlis is a political party, whereas RSS is a non-political
party.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Do you know why Mr. Raj Narain was
opposed to RSS ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : As far as I can analyse, I think only
after he was thrown out of the Central Cabinet at the instance of the
Himachal Pradesh Chief Minister, he had started opposing RSS.

St FE ®F: T AGAT F 93T 41 7
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SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Is it before 23rd February or after that
date ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: T think that my letter about the
political situation in U.P. was published before 23rd February. But I cannot
say for certain the exact date. I think it should be before 23rd February.

ot N ®F : TAATTAN AT Ty § 5 WRoqWouHo qifefeww ardt
g1qg woA W ggr W7 TEF AR ¥ wrow @ fawr @ AR O @@
T 2?

stung A e - &9 & qoefa & g30 A & o§9 O med
qmar ¢ AR ¥ wrafew W Afgw s wT@r g

ot goor wey: gg o @AW e ¥ w9 N wEr e 5 Y |
FE T IgF A F N v A @ oEeT A o Y

st g gwTe frew .k ¥ a7 w T @1 R g e df@
ZEz & 9 ¥ qAOW g7 A1fEq 1 7ok oA # g8 wgr war 91 v ag 0w
grpfas dear § 91X Xw wE faafor £33 w1 w0 s 4 SeR g9 w
qafifa aqm an g6y § AT § ) w R wEr HfRww e w w
¥ ot @ 1 2 wawsar @ )



86

st yow wrw: WA wE 9d W femr g
ot wwa gwre faem: ot 7Y 0
PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Are you sure that this letter was
not written by you ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Hundred per cent sure.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : TFor how many years have you
been writing letters to various newspapers about current affairs ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Almost a decade.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Do you write on an average one
letter a week ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : During emeigency, I did not
write even a single letter, but before and after emergency, I have been
writing a letter say every fortnight.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Do your letters get published in-
variably ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Only 50% of them.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : You and your family have been
in RSS and you always voted for Jan Sangh.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, Sir.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Would you be correct to.say that
RSS and Jan Sangh are inscparably connected with one another ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : They can be separated, but they
have to be connected also because no other political party was ready to
welcome the RSS men in its fold; it was crly BJS, which did it.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : You joined RSS at the age of
seven. Who took you there ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Probably, it was my cousin.
PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What were you doing at that time ?
SHRI1 AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We used to pray and sing songs.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : At what age- did you start parti-
cipating in ‘Boudhik’ ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : When I was 12-13 years and
studying in eighth or ninth class.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What exacily is thc ‘Boudhik’ ?
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SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It is a kind of lecture by any-
body.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What subjects do you discuss ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Anything pertaining to our country
and its problems. .

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Is RSS ideclogy positive or ncgative ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It is positive.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Do you stand for something ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, Sir.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What are those ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We stand for a great, powerful
and strong nation.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What are the points you are
against ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We are against traitors, treachery
etc.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What methods do you adopt for
getting rid of traitors ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We have got a method. We call it
‘lok sampark’. We go to persons and talk to them personally ; and we bring
them to our programmes, to our ‘shakaas’ and try to change them.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : And if you cannot change them 7

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : So what ? We try it on some other
persons.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : If you cannot change a particular
person, and if you think he is a traitor how do you change him ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: We think that every person is a
potential RSS-person. If he does not understand today, he will understand
tomorrow.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Can a person like Mr. Raj Narain
also be persuaded ?

AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, certainly.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : What is your argument ? I would
like to follow it. You are saying that you are against traitors. You alsn
say that you will persuade them.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: Only by persuasion can we try.

What else can we do? It is for the Government to sec, if a person is
harming the nation, that he is booked and punished.
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PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : You said you have been writing
letters ; but you never wrote letters about Mr. Raj Narain as such, although
you have mentioned his name in the letters.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes. Probably in some letters, I
had criticized Mr. Raj Narain.

PROF P. G. MAVALANKAR : Forget the letters, and Mr. Raj Narair
as such as an individual. Suppose you find that some people in India are
either not members of the RSS, or they do not go to the ‘shakaas’ or
accept its ideology, what kind of attitude you will have towards them ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Institutionally, I do not like those
persons, but I think they can be changed. '

PROF P. G. MAVALANKAR : It is right. What is your attitude 7
Do you tolerate them, or would you see that they are somehow dealt with ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : We are actually tolerant. We will
certainly welcome them.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Suppose you see, according to your opinion, that
a man is a traitor to the nation. Do you intend to go to the extent of
exterminating him ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Never, Sir, I am a very feeble-
hearted person.

MR. CHAIRMAN : 1 am talking about the organization. If it finds

a person to be a traitor, would it go to the extent of eliminating hime
physically ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It is not for me, or for the RSS
to do anything. It is for the Government to see that the man is booked.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : Since which year have you been a member
of RSS?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It should be from the vear 1960,
probably. 1 was then eight years old.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : What is your education ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I am an M.Sc. in Physics.
SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : When was this RSS started ?
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It was started in 1925,

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : Our country became free in 1947. What
was the part played by the RSS in the freedom movement of our country.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: In the movement that we call
freedom movement, RSS as an organization as such did not participate.
But the fact is that RSS Beop]c, individually, went to jails. They did offer
satyagraha. And even the RSS founder was jailed for some years.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : For what?
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SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : In 1921 when he delivered a very
seditious speech. In 1930, in Gandhian Movement, the RSS’s founder went
to jail with many of his colleagues.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN: RSS as such did not take part in the
freedom movement.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: It is like an institution in which
patriotism is inculcated in its members.

MR. CHAIRMAN : It is essentially a cultural and social organization.
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN: RSS as such did not take part in the
freedom movement. Am I right ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : RSS concentrates itself upon its
work in shakhaas where people arc inculcated patriotism and lcarn to
sacrifice for the nation.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : When our country was under foreign rule,

was it not patriotism to see that foreign rule was removed from the land ?
Was such a teaching part of the RSS programme ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : But RSS itsclf did not take part in the
freedom movement.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : RSS aided the freedom movement.
There was a great revolutionary from Maharashtra who was given shelter
by one of our Sarsanghchalaks in Maharashtra. Similarly, other revolution-
aries continued to find shelter with RSS people.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Do you mean to say that they believed in
non-violence and not even in Gandhian movement ?

SHR1 AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Even after founding RSS, its.
founder remained the Secretary of the Madhya Bharat Congress Committee.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : How many people are connected with
RSS who are actually associated with RSS ? How many people would have
gone to jail during the freedom movement ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I do not have any figure. Probably
many would have gone to jail.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : The whole approach of the Congress in
fighting the Britishers was questioned and it was said that Congress was
the agent of the Britishers.

SHR1 AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : That way, we have criticised even
the revolutionaries.

MR. CHAIRMAN : We are not very much interested in your ideologi-
cal objective.
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One relevant point was asked whether RSS was interested in violent
activities. .
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No, Sir ; RSS is interested in con-
structive activities.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : Who assassinated Mahatma Gandhi ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Godse.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : Was he not connected with RSS ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : No; he was connected with Hindu
Maha Sabha.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Was he ever connected with RSS ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Never. Mahatma Gandhi is a great
man and he is mentioned in our prayers also.

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN : Do you follow Mahatma Gandhi’s teachings
or you simply consider him as a great man ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : 1 do like some of his cconomic
ideas pertaining to decentralisation and all that.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Are you an active worker of
the RSS or an office bearcr of the RSS ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I am at present not an office bearer
but before the Emergency I was an office bearer in Meerut, Boudhik Pramukh

in charge of ideological education.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Do gou think that Raj Narain’s
presence in the Cabinet was a disgrace to the Cabinet? 1 am asking your
views.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, I do think so.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : You also believed that as he was
expelled, he was asked to resign from the Cabinet—you perhaps felt that
Raj Narain had a grievance against the Jan Sangh and thereforc he was
carrying on a campaign against RSS. Is that your view ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL": Yes.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : You are looking forward to
Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee becoming Prime Minister of India in due course
of time? .
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Not now; but if he becomes, I
will welcome it because he is a good man.

SHRT NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: Accotding to you he has a
good chance to become the Prime Minister of India ? Nothing wrong in

that.
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : At present, thinking rcalistically,
he hus got no chance to become the Primc Minister. But in the future,

it may come about.
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. " SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANTI : Do you believe that Raj Narain
is in league with Shrimati Indira Gandhi? -

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I read the news that he had met
Mr. Sanjay Gandhi. I am in two minds. ‘

- SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Your condition of mind, you
should know. I am asking a specific question : do you think that he is in
league with Mrs. Indira Gandhi at present ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : As far as the opposition to the RSS
is concerned and campaign is concerned, he is in league with Mrs. Indira

Gandhi.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Do you think that Shri Raj Narain
is a man without integrity ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : About his integrity I cannot say.
If you permit me to use a word. . .

Well, may be or may not be. About his integrity I cannot say anything..

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : So, he is a man of integrity ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I cannot say either way. I am not
in the know of such things. ‘

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: Is he a man of principles,
if not a man of integrity ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: Certainly, he is not a man of
principles.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Do you think that he won his
last election with the help of CIA ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It is all bunkum.
CIA §HRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Is it because of the help of

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : It was a Janata wave that took him
to victory.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: Do you think that he was
helped by the CIA ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I do not think so.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Have you read this letter which
purports to bear your signatures ?

. SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I saw it in the ‘Sun’ Weekly which
is from New Delhi. It published a photostat copy in March 10, issue.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : So, you have seen it.
SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, Sir.
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SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: Would it be correct to say
that you share some of the views raised about Shri Raj Narain in that
letter. :

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL: Well, I do not remember the
letter now.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: 1 have asked you all thesc
questions. These are the statements made therein about Shri Raj Narain.
1 was asking you those questions.

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : Yes, only some of these.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Can you suggest why some one
should have forged your signature ? According to you, it is a forgery. You
have not signed it. Can you suggest why any person should forge your
signature and send such a Jefter ?

SHRI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : There can be two motives behind
this action—

1. The first is to cause me embarrassment.
2. The other one is to malign or give a bad name to the RSS.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Could you be a little frank ?
Who tried to forge your signatures ? Have you anything to suggest? Do
you have doubt about any person ?

SHRTI AJAY KUMAR MITTAL : I cannot say.
(Witness then withdrew)
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WITNESS

Shri S. L. Mukhi, Senior Scientific Officer (Documents)-Cum-Asstt.
Chemical Examiner to the Government of India

(The Committee met at 16.30 hours)
Evidence of Shri S. L. Mukhi

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Mukhi, I welcome you to the Committee.
The evidence that you will give before the Committee is to be treated as
confidential till the Report of the Committee is submitted to the House.

You may please take the oath now.
(Shri Mukhi then took the oath)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Mukhi, you have seen the specimen writings
signed by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal and also the letter written in his name and
containing a signature. Did you examine them ?

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : Yes. I have examined the documents submitted to
our laboratory. There was one threatening letter as well as two other,
one bearing the signature of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal on cyclostyled one,
also bearing the writings and signature of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal on an
envelope, along with the specimen writings of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal.

MR. CHAIRMAN : What is your finding?

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : After examining these documents with thc help
of scientific aids, I have arrived at the following conclusions. The first one
is that the handwriting evidence points to the writer of specimen writings
marked S1 and S2 being the person responsible for writing the questioned
writings marked Q3 and Q4. That is, the two letters bear the signatures
of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal—one cyclostyled letter as well as an envelope.

The second opinion I have given is that the questioned writings marked
81 andszQZ could not be connected with the specimen writings marked
1 and S2.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Please tell us about your ex-
perience as a handwriting expert.

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : [ joined this Laboratory as a Senior Scientific
Officer (Documents) in 1972. Till today, I have examined more than 700
cases and have appeared before more than 300 courts as an expert.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: In the 300 and odd courts
before w‘lTlich you have appeared, in how many cases was your opinion

SHRI S. L. MUKHI: I am yet to know even about a single case
because. they are not passing the judgment to us. I believe in most cases
our opinions are being accepted because, if therc is something wrong
and they pass a stricture against us, that should be conveyed to us.
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SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : So far you have not reccived
any stricture ?
SHRI S. L. MUKHI : So far I have not.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Did you sead us your opinion
in writing ?
SHRI S. L. MUKHI : Yes, I have submitted my report.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI: Your opinion, giving the
grounds ?

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : Yes, giving my grounds.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : Please see the original and tell us
whether that is the one you sent us and whether the signature therein is
yours.

MR. CHAIRMAN : It will be shown to you.

PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR : It will be shown to you: please go
through it and please tell us whether that report and the signature are
yours.

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : Whatsoever I have mentioned in the Report is
correct. This is the copy of my report I had submitted. As regards my
qualifications I may only mention that 1 am M.Sc. as well as & co-author
of a Paper which has been recently published in a journal published from
the Netherlands called ‘International Forensic Science’.

SHRI NARENDRA P. NATHWANI : Have you got a copy of the
Article ?

SHRI S. L. MUKHI : Yes, I have got a copy of the same and the
same 1 give to the Committee.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Thank you very much. Now, you may withdraw.
(A1 this stage the witness withdrew)
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( See paras 10 and 12 of the Report) N
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APPENDIX IIX
(8ee para 13 of the Report)
Photostat copy of letter, dated 43,1979
addressed to the Speaker, Lok Sabha by
8hiri Ajay Kumar Mittal.
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APPENEIX ITTI
( See para 14 of the Report)

Photostat copy of the specimen
signatures of Shri Ajay Kumar
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APPENDIX IV
(See para 14 of the Report)

Photyetat -copy of the specimen
handwriting of Sh.Ajay Kumar

Mittal. —
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APPENDIX V
(See para 14 of the Report)

Copy of letter dt. 11-4-1979 from Prof. Samar Guha, Chairman, Committee of
Privileges to the Speaker, Lok Sabha.

No. 18/2/C1/79

CONFIDENTIAL

Prof. Samar Guha,

CHAIRMAN 147, Parliament House,

COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES New Delhi 11th Apell, 1979
Sumsect ¢ Question of s_rivilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P. re: alleged threat
lto murder of Shri Raj Narain, M.P., contained in a letter received by the

atter.

Dear Hon'ble Speaker,

On tbe 1st March, 1979, when Shri Mani Ram ?ri M.P., sought to raise the above
Prucsltllon of privilege in the House tue matter was referred by you to the Committee of
ivileges.

2. The Committee of Privileges at their sitting held on the 9th April 1979, while
oonslderlnx this matter felt that as this matter related to a threatto thelife of a member
of the House, Shri Raj Narain ‘'you migit be requested to consider tae quuﬂon of taking
up the matter with the Minister of Home Aﬂ'airs to rrovide for immediate suitable security
arrangements for Shri Raj Narain, M

With regards,
Yours sincsrely,
8d/-
(Samar Guha)
Hon'ble Justice K. S. Hegde,
Speaker,
Lok Sabha
New DzLAI1
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APPENDIX VI
o (See para 14 of the Report)

Copy of letter, dt. 17-4-1979 from the Speaker, Lok Sabha to the Minister of Home
Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi.

MOST IMMEDIATE
CONFIDENTIAL

D.0.No.18/2/CI/79 17th April, 1979.

Dear Shri Patel,

On the 1st March, 1979, when Shri Mani Ram Bagri, M.P.,soughi to raise a_question
of privilege in the House regarding alleged threat to murder Shri Raj Narain, M.P., con-
taflned i;‘l a letter (Appendix) received by the latter, I referred the matter to the Commiittee
of Privileges.

The Committee of Privileges at their sitting held on the 9th April, 1979, felt that as

this matter related to a threat to the life of a member of thec House (Shri Raj Narain),
you might be requested to make suitable security arrangements for the member.

I would request you to kindly take necessary action in the matter and inform us.

Yours sincerely,

Sd/-
(K. S. Hegde)
Shr H. M. Patel,
Minister of Home Affairs,
Government of India,
New Deimn
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APPENDIX VI
(See para 14 of the Report)

Copy of letter dt. 18-5-1979 from the Home Minister, Govt. of India to the Speaker,
Lok Sabha.
D.0.No.VI.23014/31/78-GPA III

HOME MINISTER INDIA
New Delhi, 110001
May 18, 1979.
Dear Shri Hegde,

Kindly refer to your d.o. letter No.18/2/CI/79 dated the 17th April, 1979 regarding
alleged threat to murder Shri Raj Narain, M.P., contained in a letter received by himand the
fezlings expressed by the Committee of Privileges.

2. Shri Raj Narain has been provided necessary protection by the Delhi Police and
the State CID havealso baeninformed to make suitable unobtrusive arrangements whenever
he visits their areas.

3. Bnquiries into the authenticity of the writer of the letter are in progress.

4. It is proposed to review the security arrangoments from time to time.

Yours sincerely

Sd/-
(H.M. Patel’
Shri K. S. Hegde,
Speaker,
Lok Sabha,
20, Akbar Road,
New DELHI.
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APPENDIX VIII
(See para 15 of the Report)

Copy of written opinion of the Handwriting Expert
Report No.CFSL-79/D-1576

Central Forensic Science Laboratory
New Delhi-22

Dated : 15th May, 1979.

Report by : S.L. Mukhi, M.Sc. Senior Scientific Officer (Documents)

Material submitted for examination by Shri S.S. Auhlwalla Director(G), Government
of India Ministry of Home Affairs, North Block New Delhi vide his D.O. Letter No. VI
23014/22/79-G PA.111 dated 4th May, 1979.

The documents of this case have been carefully examined with scientific aids and the
following opinions have been arrived at :—

Results of Examination.

1. Handwriting evidence points to the writer of specimen writings marked S1 and S2
being the person responsible for writing the questioned writings marked Q3 and Qf due
to the following reasons.

The questioned writings are written freely showing smooth line quality and natural
variations. Qualities of imitation are not present in them. The specimen writings are
also written freely showing smooth line quality and natural variations and are suitable for
the purpose of comparison with the questioned writings.

Both the questioned and the specimen wrilings agicein general characteristics such
as movement, spacing, slant, alignment, relative size and proportion of letters etc.
The skill and the line quality of the questioned writings is also found consistent
with these qualities of the specimen writings.

Both the questioned and the specimen writings also agree in individual characteristics.
Some of the points of similarity are describcd below :—

(i) Manner of execution of the Hindi capital letter As with the nature of its Start,
formation of its body curve, formation of a loopat the finish of the body
curve, its combination to the vertical staff as observed in the questioned
writings is similarly observed in the specimen writings.

(ii) Manner of execution of Hindi letter Ja with the nature of loop formation at the
start of the body, formation ofits body as well as its relative position
as observed in the word Ajay in the questioned writings is similarly
observed in the same word in the specimen writings.

(iii) Manner of execution of the Hindi letter Ya with the nature of its start in continua-
tion of the foot of the staff of the preceeding letter Ja, formation of its peculiar
body as well as its finish towards body, staff as well as finish to right as o ed
in the word Ajay in Q3 is similarly observed in the same words in S1 and S2.
The other variety of this letter with the nature of formation of its body, retrace
in the upper of the vertical staff as observed in the word Ajay and Adhkayaksh
in Q4 is similarly observed in the word Yahin, Kendri in S2 etc.
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(iv) Manner of execution of the Hindi letter Ka with the nature of formation of
its left hand body oval, retrace in the upper portion of the staff, formation of
right hand body in continuation of the foot of the staff as well as its connection
to the matra # and finish as observed in the word Kumar in the questioned
writings marked Q3 and Q4 is similarly observed in the same word in S1
and S2. The other variety of this letter is also similarly observed in both

questioned and the specimen writings.

(v) Manner of execution of Hindi letter Ma with the nature of start, formation of
a loop at thefbase of left hand staff, formation of horizontal stroke, right hand
staff as observed in the questioned writings is similarly observed in the specimen
writings.

(vi) Manner of execution of Hindi letter Ra with the nature of start in continuation
of the foot of the vertical staff of the pmdinr letter, sxngf:iﬂmtlon of its body
and finish as observed in the questioned writings is similarly observed lg the
specimen writings.

(vii) Similar manner of execution of the Hindi letter 7a with the nature of formation
of its body in continuation of the staff.

(viii) Similar manner of execution of Hindi letters La, Sa, Da, Tha, Ee, Na, Daa
etc

(ix) Manner of execution of the Hindi letter La with the nature of its start in conti-
nuation of the horizontal stroke written over the Hindi letter 7a as observed
in the word Mirtal in Q3 is similarly not observed in the specimen writings.
This variation is due to the degree of care given to the act of writing.

(x) Similar habit of writing the Hindi matras a, e etc.

(xi) Similar habit of writing the words 4jay Kumar Mittal.

Cumulative considerations of the aforesaid points of similarity observed between the
uestioned and the specimen writing in general and individual characteristics, constitute

the basis for my opinion.
I1. The questioned writings marked Q1 and Q2 could not be connected with the specimen
writings marked S| and S2 due to the following reasons :

The questioned writings disagree with the specimen writings in both general and individual
characteristics. Some of the points of difference are described below :

(i) Manner of execution of the Hindi letter XKa with the nature of formation of its
left hand side body oval and direction of finish as observed in the word Kal,
Kuch, Kar, Kabhi etc. in Q1, Uskey, Khundak, Chalak etc. in Q2 is not similarly
observed in the words Kal, Kuch, Kendri Kee, Dhokar etc. in S2.

(ii) Manner of execution of the letter Ba with the nature of its start, location of
body oval with respect of its staff as observed in the words Janab, Jaban etc.
in Q1 Badkismati, Billee, Badnami, etc. in Q.2 is not similarly observed in
the words Akhbaren, Janab, Badnami in S2

(iii) The movement of the left hand side body curve of the letter Sa is also not similarly
observed between them.

(iv) The formation of upward bending curve at the top of the letter Na as observed
in the questioned writings is not similarly observed in the specimen writings.

(v) The location of body curve with respect to the staff of the letter Ja is also not
similarly observed in the word Janab etc. between them.



60

(vi) Manner of execution of the letter Ha with the nature of its start and formation
of its body in two operations as observed in the words Vahan, Mahan, Hani,
Hath etc. in S2 is not similarly observed in the words Yahin, Hath, Hoti, Hamara
etc.-in Q1; Bihari, Hath, Hamare etc. in Q2 is also observed in ‘the manner of
execution of the letters Ma. Ga, La, Na, Bha, Ba, Ka etc. between them.

(vii) Difference is also observed in the habit of writing the words Akhbaron,
Padha, Tha, Ek, Morcha, Nava, Rashtriya Swayam Sewak Sangh, Hath, Janab,
Dhokar Hain eslive, Nikal, Madari, Mantri Mandal, Badnami eto

(vm) Difference is also observed in the habit of writing the top horizontal bars and
vowel signs in the signatures.

(ix) The guestnoned Hindi signature reading Ajay Kumar Mitral appearing in Q2
‘also disagree with the specimen signatures appeanng in‘S1 and S2 in detailed
imanner of executiofi of strokes such as body curve formation of the letter Aa,
simplification of the body of the letter Ju; movement of the body curve of the
letter Ya: upward bending curve formation in the middle horizontal stroke of
“the letter 'Ma; location of the body of the letter Ta with respect to its saff;
movement of the body oval of the letter :La as well as:: start’ of the letter La
and formation of its body.

Cumulative considerations of the aforesaid points of differences observed between the
auestioned and the spccimen writings in general and individual characteristics, constitute
ibe basis for my opinion.

Sd/-
(S. L. MUKHI)
Senior Scientific Officer
(Daocuments)
Cum-Asstt. Chemical Examiner

ig to the Government of India.



APPENDIX IX
(See para 15 of the Report)

Copy of the Ministry of Home Affairs O.M. dt. 16-5-1979.

MOST IMMEDIATE
\ By Special
4 Messenger
No. V1.23014/22/79.GPA.III
Government of India
Ministry of Home Affairs
New Delhi-110001, the 16th May, 1979
OFFICE MEMORANDUM

SussecT:—Question of privilege raised by Shri Mani Ram Bagri, MP, regarding alleged
:hreat to murder Shri Raj Narain, MP, contained in a letter received by the
atter.

The undersigned is directed to refer to the Lok Sabha Secretariat 0.M. No.18/2/CI/79
dated 14th May, 1979 on the subject mentioned above and to say that a copy of the report
of the handwriting expert in respect of the following documents sent by the Lok Sabha
Secretariat is sent herewith :—

(i) Letter dated 23-2-1979, Burported to have been sent by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal,
97-Khandak, Meerut (U.P.) to Shri Raj Narain, MP, cont...ning a threat to
murder the latter;

(ii) Letter dated 4-3-1979, addressed by Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, 97-Khandak,
Meerut, to the Speaker, Lok Sabha;

(iii) Specimen signatures of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal, in Hindi: and
(iv) Specimen of handwriting in Hindi of Shri Ajay Kumar Mittal.
2. The documents mentioned above are also returned hcrewith in original, as desired.

3. As for the investigations made with regard to the threatening letter alleged
to have been written by Shri Aiag' Kumar Mittal to Shri Raj Narain, the inquiries made in

the matter did not confirm that Shri Mittal had sent any such letter to Shri Raj Narain.
Sd/-
(S. S. AHULWALIA)
Director
T. No. 372478
The Lok Sabha Secretariat
(Shri M.P. Gupta, Senior
Legislative Committee Officer),

Parliament House. New Delhi-110001.
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