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THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITI'EE OF PRIVILEGES 
(EIGHTH LOK SABHA) 

I. 1nt~uCllion and procedure 

I, the Chairman of the Committee of Privileges, having been 
authorised by the Committee to submit the Report on their behalf, 
present this their Third Report to the House on the question of 
privilege regardin'g alleged non-intimation of arrest/detention of 
Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., at New Delhi and giving of wrong 
information to the Speaker and through him to the House on 16th 
November, 1987 and referred 1 to the Committee by the House on 
17th November, 1987. 

2. The Committee held seven sittings. The relevant Minutes of 
these sittings form part of the Report and are appended hereto. 

3. At their first sitting held on 9th December, 1987, the Committee 
decided that, in the first instance, Shrj Vidyacharan Shukla. M.P., 
Shri V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi and the Deputy 
Commissioner of Police concerned be asked to appear before the 
Committee for oral examination. 

4. At their second sitting held on 18th January, 1988, the Com-
mittee examined on oath, Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M. P. and Shri 
V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi. The examination of 
Shri V. P. Marwah could not be completed, as the Committee felt 
that in order to facilitate a proper inquiry it would be appropriate, 
if in the first instance, the following poliee officers of the Union Terri-
tory of Delhi, who were present at the scene of incident on 16th 
November, 1987, were asked to appear before the COfllJ1littee for oral 
examination:-

(1) Shri Rajendra Kumar, 
Station House Officer, 
Police Station Lodhi Colony, 
New DelhI. 

1. L.S. Deb., eft. 17·11·1987. 
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(2) Shri V. Ranganathan, 
As:istant Commissioner of Police (South), 
New Delhi . 

. (3.) Shri P. R. S. Brsr, 
Deputy Commissioner Of Police (South), 
New Delhi; and 

(4) Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid, 
Additional Deputy Commissioner 
of Police (Sou th) , 
New Delhi. 

5. At their third sitting held on 12th February, 1988, the Com-
mittee examined on oath. Shri V. Ranganathan, Assistant Commis-
sioner of Police (South), Shri P.R.S. Brar, Deputy Commissioner of 
Police (South), Shri Manooor Ali Sayid, Additional Deputy 
Commissioner of Police (South). and Shri Rajendra Kumar, Sta-
tion House Officer, Police Station Lodhi Colony, New Delhi. 

The Committee then decided that Shri V. P. Ma,rwah. Commis-
sioner of Police, Delhi be asked to appear before the Committee for 
oral eKamination on 29th March, 1988. 

6. At their fourth sitting held on 29th March, 1988, the Conuni'ttee 
examined. on oath Shri V. P. Marwah, Commissioner ofPolioe, 
Delhi. 

Y. At their fifth sitting held an 11th May, .1988. tbe Committee de-
libe~tecl .onthe .matter and arrived at their c~ncl~ioos. 

'Pbe Committee.decided that Shdaa.1~Qra ~umar, Sw.tJon HQ~ 
Ofticer, 'Police Station Lodhi COklDY a~~ ~i P. ,It. s.nrar. ,De-
puty Commissioner of Police (South) be called again to appear be-
·fore "he Conu:nittee in person to explain what they had to say it;l.tbe 
matter in view of the finding$ of the Committee. 

8. At their sixth sitting held on 8th June, ,1988. the ,Committee 
'further examined Sarvashri Rajendr.a K~ and ·P. R. S. Brar 
and deliberated on the matter. 

9 . .,.t their seventh sitting held on 23rd August, 1988. the Com-
mittee cons.ldered their draft Report and adopted it. 
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II. Facts of Ute cas~ 

10. On 16th November, 1987, at about 3.3\l P.M. when some 
members sought~ to raise in the House the question of alleged arrestJ 
detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla. MP. by police all that day~' 
the Speaker informed the House that "1 will try to find out .}\That is 
happening and then report back to the House." Immediately, there-
after, the Speaker askd the Minister of Parliamentary Affairs to 
ascertain the facts of the case. , that he ('ould apprise the House Of 
the correct position. 

11. At 17.14 hours on the same day. the Deputy Speaker on the 
basis of information received from the Minister of State for Parlia-
mentary Affairs (Shrimati Sheila Dikshit) informed the House tiS 
follows:-

"Han. Members. I want to inform the House that it has been 
ascertained from the police authorities that no arrest or 
detention of han. Member of Parliament Shri V. C. 
Shukla took place today, i.e. 16th November, 1987." 

12. On 17th November, 1987. the Speaker. while referring the 
matter to the Committee of Privileges, observed:; inter alia as 
follows:-

" ..... last night at 9.30 P. M., I received at my residence a 
communication·1 from the Station Rou/ie Ofticer, 
Lodhi Colony Police Station, informi~g me that Shrl V. 
C. Shukla, member of Parliament WJlS detained from 
12.30 P.M. 

This is a very serious matter involving the prestige, rights a~d 
privileges of this House and of its members. The CfUe:t-
tion that arise ar.;: 

(i) If Shri V. C. Shukla W&S actually detained at 12.30J>.M. 
by the Delhi Police why was the Speaker .not imm~ 
tely informed of the qetenticm par*ularly w~ .-be 
House was in session and the detention was takiqg t~<:e 
in Delhi itself and there could hardly be ~ny. ~c:ult,y 
in immediate communication? 

I. L.S. Deb.. dl. 16-11.1987. 
3. Ibid, dt., 17-11-1987. 
c. See Appendix I. 

---_._---_. 
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(ii) Why wrong information was given to the Speaker and 
through him to the House to the effect that Shri Shukla 
had not been detained while actually he was detained 
for 31 hours? 

. Since, 1 was satisfied that there was a prima facie case need-
ing enquiry, I had already decided to refer the matter to 
the Privileges Committee when at 10.50 A.M. today morn-
ing, 1 received a communicationG from the Commissioner 
of Police, Delhi narrating in detail the sequence of events. 
According to him, Shri V. C. Shukla actually travelled 

in his own car to the Police Station in Lodhi Colony and 
'demanded that hE" too should be detained with his sup-
porters. He continued to sit in SHO's office without any 
restraint on him throughout the period. Since his sup-
porters were in agitated mood and shouting slogans even 
in the Police Station, SHO, Lodhi Colony who by then had 
returned from the Court did not consider it prudent to let 
them go immediately and detained them under Delhi 
Police Act from 12.30 P. M. to 4.00 P. M. Shri Shukla's 
name was included in the list on his own insistence. 

'·'·Also. I have since received notices of privilege 'from Hon'ble 
Members Sarvashri K. P. Unnikrishnan. Arif MohammE:d 
Khan and Jaipal Reddy. 1 am convinced that there is a 
prima facie case for enquiry. All aspects of the matter 
may therefore. be looked into by the Privileges Committee 
who may make an early inquiry on high priority basis 
and report to the House." 

Subsequently. two further notices received from Sarvashri Vidya-
charan Shukla and Raj Kumar Rai, MPs, were also referred by the 
Speaker to the Committee for their consideration. 

m. Flindings of the Committee 

13. Shri Vtdyacharan Shukla, MP. in his oral evidenceS before 
the Committee deposed that on 16th November, 1987, when he was 
sitting in the Indian Olympic Association office. some police officers 
came and wanted him to vacate the office. He told them that un-
less they had a warrant Or any other order of authority that they 
could show to him, he would not vacate the offtce because he had 

'. S« Appendix II. 
". SH Minutes. or ovideDCO. 
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been holding that position (President, lOA) for the last three years 
and till that day, there were no orders to the contrary. According 
to Shri Shukla, the Assistant Commissioner of Pollee, Shri V. Ran-
ganathan, was present there and he argued with him. When Shr1 
Shukla asked him: "Are you arresting me or are you just removing 
me from the office?", Shri Ranganathan replied: "I am arresting you. 
r have no papers but I go by verbal order because I have the magis-
terial powers under the Delhi Police Act ... and I have the powers 
to do that without any warrant of arrest or anything like that." 
When Shri Shukla did not agree to leave the room, the ACP 
ordered two of his constables to drag him out. They caught hold 
of both. of his. hends. He (Shri Ranganathan) knew that this 
was not a proper thing. This happened in the Association's room 
and when the police constables were about to drag him, he said: 
"Don't touch me. I will get up. What you are doing is illegal 
and improper because you have no orders to show and you are 
acting in a very highhanded manner." When Shri Shukla eame 
down he saw that some people who had accompanied him to the 
office of I.O.A. had been put in the police van. The Assistant 
Commissioner of Police suggested that he (Shri Shukla) might go 
to Police Station in his own car. Two poHcemen got into back 
seat of his car and they drove him to the Police Station. After 
reaching the Police Station, they took him to the room which was 
reserved for questioning and after that, to the room of the Station 
House Officer where he remained for about It hours. Then 
he was taken to an adjoining rOOm (which was an ante-chamber) 
where he sat until about 4.30 P.M. Repeatedly he asked them 
whether he was supposed to be questioned or he could go as Par-
liament was in session on that day. In the Police Station itself, 
no ill·treatment was meted out to him. At about 4.30 P.M. 
they told him without questioning him that he was free to go. 
He asked them: "You give it to me in writing why you brought 
me here and why you want me to go away now and whether I 
am arrested or detained and what are the reasons." He was told 
either by the Station House Officer or the Assistant Commissioner 
Of Police that he was brought to the Police Station under section 
65 of the Delhi Police Act. He left the Police Station at about 
4..30 or 4.35 or 4.45 P.M. 

In reply to a specific question: "Did you ask the Police Officer 
at the Police Station that you should also be detained alongwith 
the others?", Shri Shukla replied: "No, I did not say anything. I 
only enquired from them the reason as to why I was brought there". 
When asked whether he was ever informed that he was creating 
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l1uisJlncealongwith the other persons at the lOA olIice . .and ,Ulat '.~ 
the reason why he ,had been detained, Shri Shukla stated: "No" . 

.In reply to another. question: ''Did the police officers put yqu 
into the car or did you go on your own?", Shri Shllkla ,!Jta~: "T~ey 
put llle. "Shri Ranganathan and the other police people asked llle 
to get into my ,car because the police van was full. l'hen, they 
put the two police constables in the back seat of my car and too,k 
me to the police station. ,I did not know where the police station 
was. They took me there". 

14. Shri V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi, in his 
evidence7 before the Committee deposed that it was a fact that on 
16th November, 1987, Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M. P ., was arrested 
by the Delhi Police. Explaining the circumstances under whiah the 
Minister Of State for Parliamentary Affairs was !nformed on that 
day that ShriShukla had not been arrested or detained, Shri Mar-
wah stated: "As far as I am concerned, the Minister of State for 
Home Affairs, Mr. Chidambaram rang me up and asked me whether 
Shri Shukla had been arrested. I don't remember the exact ;time. It 
was well past three. I told him: I don't know .. l will find it out. 

",Then. I rang up the Deputy Commissioner of ,Police (South) 
in .whose juris~Uction he was reported to' have- been arrested. 1 spoke 
to him on telephone. He gave me a categorical answer that Shri 
S4ukla had' not been detained. ·This, he passOO on to me on the basis 
" , I '. 

,of the personal knowledge because Mr. ·Brar. -oop (South) was 
personaUy present at theplRce where this arrest was supposed to 
have ~aken place. So, on the basis of the information, which he 
furnished to me on the telephone. I passed on that ,information to 
l'4r. ,Chidambaram, the Minister of State ·fo1" Home Affairs." 

When asked : "Is it also a fact th~t during the night (on 16-11-
1987) at about 9 or 9.30, the Speaker was i¢ormed that Mr. Shukla 
was, in fact. detai~d by the Police for a few hou~?", Shri ~al'W8h 
.~ld: uy~, Sir. ~ re~rt ~as fI~t to the S~ker by the S.RO. 
directly informing him about the detentilln of,Shri Sbu~da". Further 
asked whether the intimation sent bv the S. H. O. represented the 
cOJ;'rect$it~ation. Shri M8rwah said: "As the TePort goes, yes. it 
is correct. "But it needs certain amount ofolartflcation ,to gat the 
correct picture of what happened." 
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At this stage, his attention was drawn to the communica.ti~M ,~ted 
17th November, 19&7, sent by him to the Speaker, wherein he .had 
inter alia stated that "Shri Shukla's name was included in ~helist 
on his own insistence", and asked to give the basis for this, &hri 
Marwah stated asfollows:-

"When the incident was reported to the Police, the -Deputy 
CommissioQer of Police, alongwith the ACP, rushed to 
the .place. ,I won't go into the details of the incident. ·But 
as some people were making some rumpus outside, Wlder 
·the instructions of the Deputy Commissioner, the Clfficers 
who were present at the spot, took those people under 
section 65 Delhi ·Police Act, to the Police station. 

This is because they apprehended some breach of peace. 
But at the time, Shri Shukla had not been detained, nor 
was there any intention to detain him. When Shri . Sh~,l1da 
came out of his office in the Jawaharlal Nehru Stadium. , .. , 
he asked the police officer where his supporters had been 
taken to. The officl"r who was present at that time told 
hbn·t~t his supportets ,had!been detainad.undar;the DeIhl 
P-olice t\ct and ctbey had .been taken to the .police station. 
·ShriShuk~ then.sat.inhis own car and .asked the police 
()ffl.oer 1:0 show ,him ,wh~~e the police station was. The 
~e qCJJ.cer ,also sat alollgMth .Shri ~Shuk1a in his car 
.and ,went ,to the .poUce station. 'fl'here these ,people were 
making a ·lflt of .noilJe and the .police officer decided at 
that time not, 19 , .. e)eue .th'Dl .• !I'h~ Jeept on raising 
s]QgalUl :and ,it (weAt ,up ·to .. 40'clook. At that time, the 
oflicer inqharge decided to release these>, peoJ)le who had 
b~n ,dft~lned under !tlle Delhi rP.o1ioe ,Act.Snn. Shukla at 
that time said that unless his name was also included 
~pngwithhis.s»J)WJ'ters. he . would ·1lOtleave the po'ice 
~on. ,bec;:ause he had been Sitting .at.the <police station. 
The officer inchar~e to diffuse the situation and not to 

,«:reate ~y ·further -complications ineluderl Shri Shukla's 
name al$o.and after this tMYr we~ . .allowed to (!O. He 
. then infpl'J1leti tll1dlon. Sneaker .bv.a wtiUen; communica-
tion and this is what took place. Ther.e 'w.Ia ,110 intention 
to arrest him at ]2.30 ..... " 

,Inreplv.to ·aauel!tion thAt !!liMe tbematterconeemeoi an hon. 
member ,Of Parliament and the .. n1ater :was ,making taqulries, WII 

.0 SH A~lx II. 
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. it s~ent on his part to give a report just on the basis of an 
infonnation obtained from the DCP and thereafter he never tried 
to find out the correct position. Shn Marwah said: "As a matter of 
fact, the DCP made enquiries and we found that the DCP had not 
checked back with the SHO, when he gave the infonnation to me 
at 3.30 P.M. as to what had happened subsequently at the Police 
Station ... If one can look at it in retrospect, perhaps Mr. Brar 
should have rechecked from the Police Station, which he did not •.. 
I re'gret that certain amount of inconvenience has been caused be-
cause Mr. Brar did not check back with the SHO's statement which 
was subsequently made by the Minister and perhaps it could have 
been corrected if this information had reached him in time. It is 
unfortunate ..... l express my regret before the hon. Committee ... ". 

15. Shri V. Ranganathan. Assistant Commissioner of Police 
(South), New Delhi, in his evidenceD before the Committee deposed 
as follows:-

"On 16-11-1987, at about 11.55 hrs. I got the information that 
Mr. V. C. Shukla, Hon. Member of Parliament had come 
with his supporters and entered the office. 1 got the direc-
tion from the Deputy Commissioner of Police (South) to 
reach the spot immediately. I went with some staff from 
Defence Colony Police Station to the ,Jawaharlal Nehru 
Stadium. There I entered t.he premises and I saw some 
of the supporters of the hon. Member of Parliament. Mr. 
V. C . Shukla shouting slogans and the name-boards of 
Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randhir Singh were thrown away. 
I went and enquired from Mr. Randhir Singh. 

I came to know that there were disturbances and Mr. 
Shukla was sitting in the IDA President Office. 

Immediately I ordered the other persons. the supporters 
of Mr. V. C. Shukla to move away from the Office pre-
mises because they were not entitled to enter the office 
premises. 

They were creating disturbances, slogan shouting and 
other things. They were removed. I ordered local Police 
of the Lodhi Colony Police Station to take them to the· 

-_ .. _- -------_ ... __ ._--
'. Ser Mlllutes or evideDce. 
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Police Station. I went to the lOA President Office and I'&-

quested Mr. V. C. Shukla saying 'I am having this letter' 
and that only Mr. Adityan and the Secretary-General 
Mr. Randhir Singh were entitled to enter the office and 
function. It created disturbance. Mr. Shukla said 'I am 
also entitled and 1 have already tiled a suit in the court' 
I told him 'As per the information 1 received from Stadium 
Officer, Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randhir Singh are entitled 
to enter office and function in this office and you must 
leave.' 1 requested him first. Then he told me 'I am also 
an incumbent and 1 have already filed a suit. I said 'So 
far, there is no direction from any quarter that you may 
be allowed or you are entitled to sit in the lOA Office.' 
He asked me to show the papers and 1 took out the papers 
and showed the letter which was written to me .... The 
letter was written by the Stadium Administrator, Ministry 
of Human Resources, Department of Sports in which 
Joint Secretary had also taken note of the election of Mr. 
Randhir Singh. 

I told him 'This is the letter from the Stadium Ad-
ministrator and the enclosures and the letters from the 
Joint Secretary, Department of Sports.' 1 showed him the 
letter and 1 requested him to leave the office. 

In the meantime. our Deputy Police Commissioner also 
reached the place. I told him that I ordered the other per-
son to leave the Office. . . . Our Additional Deputy Pollce 
Commissioner told me to persuade him to leave the office. 
Once again, 1 requested him to leave Offi~e saying that 
1 was not having any paper which makes me to believe 
that he was having any right to sit in the Offtce or 
was entitled to enter the Office. 

I told him 'You must leave.' Then after some persua-
sion, he left the Office. He came down to. the. entranee. I 
also went a~on~ with him to the entrance Then, once 
again I went back to the Office of the Secretary~neral 
to get a fonnl'll eomplaint because of telephonic talk and 
wireless m~!!a~e .... I got the complaint from Shri Ran-
dhir Slnl!h an~ "e"t it to the Police Station. Lodhi ColOftY. 
The SHOo 'Lt>r!hi Co'onv wa41 there. H@ cam~ to the lOA 
pt"em'~~ T WitS it:' thp. flrst floo1'. He "~me lin'" J told that 
T had Rl""a~v removed the 18 "uonnrtp1"c:! ('If ~ri Shukla 
and ask@d him to ~o and handle the ~tuAtfon. Then. I 

.... 
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lHtnt lilln' to the Pdlite' Station .... '.at' about 6.15 p.m., I 
gbt' the infonnatitm £rom the SHc), Lodhi Colony Police 
Station saying that' he sent a' report on the d~tention of 
Shri SHulda' to the Spt!aker of' the Lok Sabh:l: He also 
told"me that Shri Shukla:'didnot want to leave" till his name 
was includeti in th~' report. Under the circumstances, since 
it ariibtmted to detention, his name was alst)' included in 
the report." 

AS~ed to state how long $hri Shukla had been detained at the 
Pollee Station. Shri Rangimathan replied: "He was present in the 
P"olice Station from 12.35 P. M. onwards., .. As per the SHO's re-
Port, he was not detained. When he insisted that his name was 
to be included' iri the detention report, bis name was iIllCluded, , , ,r 
have no personal knowledge about it", 

16. Shri P ,R.S, Brar, DelJuty Commissioner of Police (South). 
New Delhi, in his evidence lU before the Committee deposed as fol-
lo"is:-

"On 16th November immediately after 12 O'clock I got a 
telephone call from Secretary General, lOA Mr. Randhir 
Singh saying that a number of people from outside haVe 
entered the premiRes and are causing disturbance in the 
functloning of IDA Office. I had earlier also known that 
a' dispute was going on regarding the respectiv~ claims of 
oftlce bearers at IDA and eatIier also police had to go 
there on many oerasions. I immediately sent a wireless 
m~sa~e to ACP, D~rence Colony under whose jurisdic-
tibh lOA office falls directing him to reach the scene im-
mediately and control the situation ... , I also left for the 
scene personally immediately" .. It was 1210 or 1215. As 
ACP. Defence Colonv's office is located nearer he had 
reached the place a iit'tle earlier, By the time I reached 
I found ACP. Defence Colony was already there. He told 
rile that he has rpmoved 18 persons who had entered the 
premises and were raising slogaris and '~ot them sent to 
th'e polke station in a police van .... ,. I went to the Sec-
tet'ary-General's oft\ce and next to his office I Was told that 
IWr. Shukla is sUll sitting in the oMce of the President of 
lOA. He was refusin~ to leave the office, Mr. Rangana-
t~iIIi. ACP had with him two letters - age from the 

Ie. SH Minutes of evidence. 
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Department of Youth Mairs stating' that Gov-
ernment has taken note of the election of Mr. Adityan 
and Mr. Randhir Singh in Trivandrum and they are now 
duly recognised office bearers of lOA. That letter was 
shown to Mr. Shukla ..... This happened in my presence. 

Mr. RMlgatlathan carne ahd told me that Mr. Shukla is 
refus1.rig to leave the' office. I told him to please show these 
letters to Mr. Shukla. When Mr. Ranaganathan went 
back to the President's Office .... l was standing in the 
gate ... '. I saw him showing those letters to Mr. Shukla. 
Thert Mr. Shukla said that he had filed a case in Jabal-
pur court and the court has accepted his claim. MT. 
Ranganathan said he has only these instructions and there 
is no order from any court to the contrary and he should 
leave. On that Mr. Shukla got up and he walked out of 
the office. Mr. Ranganathan went behind him. I did not go 
out. I went to the Secretary-General's office. Mr. Ranga-
nathan came back after 2-3 minutes and said Mr. Shukla has 
left in his car and he asked Mr. Randhir Singh. Secretary-
General to give :I formal complaint about the entire inci-
dent. We went about looking at the office premises see-
ing the damage that had been done by these demonstra-
tors. We found a couple of file~ had been thrown out and 
a number of plates removed from the doom. We stayed 
there for ]0 minutes to see that r;imilar damage does not 
take place. Then myself and Additional DCP. Mansoor 
Ali Sayid lett for our office." 

In reply to a spedfic question: "Did you comE' to know at any 
time that Shri Shukla wac; clptained or :1rrer;ted in the Police Sta-
tion."?", Sl,ri Brar ~tl'lteli: "Sil" , Commic;sionpr of Poli"e telephoned me 
at 3.30 in mv officf' to ('her:~ UP as to what had happened. J gave 
him the facts as I wac: perc:ona]1v preSE'nt on the SPOt. I told him 
that 18 persons har1 hppn rP""ov"r] to the Police St':Jtion undf'r Sec-
tiC)ll 65. He ~c:kp~ whptl,er ~l,ri Shllkh had been arrested and r told 
him that he had not been arrested." 

~d abottt "a vf!t'V serious communication lanSf'" wl'lich accor-
dhH~ m Shrl 1h'1ll'" M~ ON'lIMWt (In 1St+, NhVetnhef 1~R7. he stated 
tblft .. tti~ lap~ W'AtJ'that tHe SHO'should not h~v~' tn~luded Shri 
Shukla's naryuf at' hill" inj;'~tp"C4!~ AnB hi:'> s'twtild h""e hrOue;ht it to 
the notice of his seNor officers fmmt>diatelv. so thAt wp couM have 
imml"diatelv informen the ~neaker about the whole thin~ even on 
telephone", Tn replv to an6~t ~u~orl.: ,.tWa!'; it proner on your 
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.part to eive such information without ascertaining the full details 
(from S.H.O.)?", Shri Brar stated: "In retrospect, I do feel that 
it would have been a more prudent course." In reply to a further 
question. Shri Brar stated that on 17th November, 1987, at about 
10 O'clock he submitted a report about this incident to the Com-
missioner Of Police, when the latter telephonically informed him 
that S.H.O., Lodhi Colony had come with a report which was in 
. conflict with his earlier report and he wanted to find out what had 
actually happened. 

17 .. Shri Rajendra Kumnr, Station House Officer, Police Station 
Lodhi Colony, New Delhi, in his eVidencell before the Committee 
'cleposed as follows:-

"Sir, on that day, I had been to the court. I was to give my 
evidence in the Tees Hazari Court in connection with an 
old case. At about 12.10, I gave a ring to my Polioce Sta-
tion in order to enquire about the position there. I gave 
a ring to the Police Station as I was not getting any 
response on wireless set from my Headquarters situated at 
Hauz Khas. I was told by the Duty Officer on phone that 
there has been some disturbances at the Jawaharlal Nehru 
Stadium, and Senior Officers are reaching there. I lord 
the Duty Officer on phone that I am also reaching there. 
I at once rushed to the Stadium in a Government vehi-
cle. I reached there at about 20-25 minutes past 12. There 
I came across Shri V. Ranganathan. A.C.P. in front of 
the Indian Olympic Association Office. He told me that 
there has been some disturbance; The !;upporters of Shri 
V. C. Shukla were creating disturbance and they have 
been sent to thp. Police Station. He asked me to 
go to the Police Station at once. I at once reached the 
Police Station in my vehi('le. The supporters of Shrl 
V. C. Shukla were rail"inl( slo~ans there. I pacified them 
al1d arran'p;ed tea nnd water etc. foT' them. After some 
time. when J was in mv offiC'e Shri V. C. Shukla re.ached 
in his car and came to mv room straie:l1t-awav. He asked 
me 'whv mv supporters have been detained?' I said to 
him. 'Thev have been detained beeause there has been all 
unroat' in the offtCft of the Anoclation Rnd tables ete~ 
have been broken.' I offered him a· chair too. 
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Then he .sat down in my office and said to me, 'release 

them'. I said;to him, 'If they are rele~ now then there 
is apprehenswn ot a clash again. They will be released 
after some time.' He started making telephonic calls from 
my office. Some PI'ess reporters were also standing out-
side. Shukla Ji also went on talk!i!ng to them. After 
some time, some of his friends also came to see him. 
Shukla Ji moved in and out to see his friends. He stayed 
there upto 4 O'C~ock. His supporters were also there 
who were raising slogans 'Shukla Ji, you continue strug-
gle, we are with you.' They were also raising slogans-
'Delhi Police hai hai' <'IS usual. 

At about 4 O'Clock the office of the Indian Olympic 
AssQciation was closed. The other party had also left 
after closing the office. After that we also asked the 18 
supporters of Shri Shukla to go. At this juncture. Shri 
Shukla said that his name should also be included as he 
had stayed there for such a long time. I said, 'we had 
detained these persons but not you. You have yourself 
come to the Police Station. Moreover we have not 
brought you hf're whereas those persons were brought by 
us.' Now his supporters said that they would stage :l 

dharna in the Police Station till the name of Shr! Shukla 
is not written: Thev, started raising slogans against the 
Police. Then we t.hought lest the situation may get tense' 
we told Shri Shukla that his name would also be written. 
What objection we can have? Thus at about 4.15 we add-
ed his name too. I thought that he is a member of Par-
liament and m~df' a copy of the report and called the 
de"!patch rider. The person who had gone to Parliament 
House to deliver this information was not allowed to go 
to the Parliament House and was asked to deliver that 
report in the Parliament HOUf;e Annexe. Th3t person, 
therefore. delivered the report in the Parliament Housf' 
Annf'x(', ... The tim£' W::tf; Rpproximately 5 or 5,15 The" 
were rf'l£'ased at 4 O~)oek. When I came to know that 
the report ha~ been delivered in the Parliament H()ll~" 
Annexe. a<: a prer:ll1tionarv mea~n"e. T ~Pnt a rop" of the' 
l'eport at Speaker'~ l'esidence .. , It was about half past 
seven, I gave thf' detaUs of t.hE:- entin> :wHo" to A"'P 
Shri Ranganathan on phone statinr~ how Shri Shllk1;, did 
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not agree and his supporters insisted upon staging a dharna 
in the Police Station and LO avoid the situation getting 
worse, we included his name also ..... It was about 
6 O'clock. I iriformed him on phone. He at once said 
if his name had been included then it can be considered 
to be detention. I said that a report to this effect had been 
sent to Parliament. He said, 'Alright'." 

At this stage, on being asked, Shn Rajendra Kumar handed-over 
to the Committee an extract from the daily diary, elated 16th Nov-
ember, 1987, duly authenticated by him which contained the entry 
about the detention and release of Shri Shukla along with his sup-
porters. He read out the entry, as directed by the Committee, which, 
inter ~lia, stated as follows:-

• 

" ...... They were brought to the P. S. under ~tion 65 of DP 
Act to maintain peace and to avoid further clashes. They 
were detained around 12.30 in the afternoon. After that 
Shri V. C. Shukla came to the P. S. in a car and went to 
the office of SHO and demanded that unless and until his 
supporters are reJeased he will not leave the police sta-
tion. All his supporters again started shouting slogans 
and again became agitated. It was not considered pro-
per to release them at that time and they were detained 
under section 65 DP Act till 4 O'clock. Then Shri V. C . 
Shukla said that since he has been with his supporters in 
the police station, his name should also be written with 
them. So, his name Shri V. C. Shukla, S/o Shri Ram 
Shanker Shukla, Resident of No. I, WUlingdon Crescent, 
M.P. was also included in the daily diary. The Speaker, 
Lok Sabha is beinf! infonned about this ..... " 

The following communication sent by Shri Rajendra Kumar, 
S.H.O. under his signature to the Speaker. Lok Sabha, on 16th 
November. 1987 was read OUt to him:-

,. 
I 

l'Today, at 12.30 p.m., Shri V. C. Shukla, Member of Parlia-
ment along with 19 more persons tried to create nuisance 
and forcible entry in the office of Indian OlYmPic Asso-
ciation at· J. N. Stadium. New Delhi. Since there was an 
apprehension of hreach of peace, they were detained 
under section 65 I)f the Delhi Police Act, till 4 p.m. 
today. 
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Submitted for iniolmation. 

Sd/- S.H.O. 
Police Station Lodhi Colony, 

New Delhi." 

Shri .&jendra Kumar was then asked: "Your evidence shows 
that you did not detain Mr. Shukla. He moved in and out freely 
and there was no restraint on his movement. You have said that 
you included his name on his insistence. If he was not detained, 
why you included his name on his insistence?" He replied: "His name 
was included because he was insistin'g on it and was saying that 
they would sit on a 'dhaltrla'. To defuse the situation according 
to my knowledge, I considered it necessary to include the name." 
He expressed his regret for not giving the details in his communi-
catiop. to the Speaker and accepted that: "I should have stated 
under what circu;n,stances his name had been moluded. I told 
him only about detention. not all details." 

IV. ConehJsiqns 

18. The Committee note that Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station 
House OlIicer, Police Station Lodhi Colony did not send the com-
munication regarding arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, 
M.P., to the Speaker, Lok Babha, on 16th November, 1987, imme-
diately as laid down in rule 229 of the Rules of Procedure and 
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabba. The Committee find that the 
communication was neither in the prescribed from nor was it add-
ressed to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. According to the said communi-
cation, Shri Shukla was detained at Police Station Lodhi Colony 
from 12.30 to 4.00 P. M " but the Speaker received it at his residence 
at 9.30 P.M., on 16th November, 1987, i.e., much after an annoUD-
cement was made by the Deputy Speaker in the House at 17.14 
hours based on the infonnation received from the Minister of State 
for Parliamentary Mairs that ........ it has been ascertained from the 
police authorities that no arrest or detention of han. member of 
Parliament, Shri V. C. Shukla took place today, i.e., 16th Novem-
ber, 198'1". 

19. The Committee further note that Shri P. R. S. Brar. Deputy 
Commissioner of PoDce (South) has stated durfng the course of 
his evidence before the Committee, that he had informed the Com-
missioner of Police at 3.30 P. M. that Shrl Shukla was neither arres-
ted nor detained. Before g~ this Information to the Commis-
sioner of Police (Shri V.P. Marwah) , he had not ascertained the 
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position from the Station House Officer, Police Station Lodhi 
Colony. The Commissioner of Police, Delhi, duripg his evidence 
before the Committee had stated that Shri Brar, Deputy Commis-
sioner of Pollce (South) spoke to him on telephone on that day 
and gave him "a categorical answer that Shrt Shukla had not been 
detained". According to Shri V.P. Marwah, Shri Brar should have 
re-checked the position tram the Police Station, which he did not 
do. 

20. After careful consideration of the evidence and other docu-
ments provided to them, the Committee have come to the com.>iu-
sion that tne Station House Officer, Police Station Lodhi ColGny 
(Shri Rajendra Kumar) did not send the intimation re'garding the 
arrest/detention of Shri Shukla to the Speaker immedidely 8S 

required under the Rules, particularly, when the House was in ses-
sIon and the detention took place in Delhi itself. The Committee 
also find that the manner in which the communication Was written 
by S.H.O. was also casual as it had not been addressed to any-
one. 

As regards the Deputy CommissiOller of Police (South) 
(Shrt P;R.S. Brat), the Committee have came tG the conclusion 
that befng a responsible police ofticer, he did not care to make 
a proper enquiry from the Police Station Lodh; Colony before in-
forming the Commissioner of Police (Shri V. P. Marwah), which 
ultimately resulted in the latter giving wrong information to the 
Minister of State for Hom~ Affairs for passing it on to the Speaker. 
Lok Sabha and through him to the House to the effeet thnt Shri 
Shukla had not been detained while actually he was detained for 
~ hours. 

21. The Committee are of the view that-

(i)Sfu'i Shukla Was actually detained for :Jt hours on 16th 
November, 198'1: 

(-it) there was inordin;Jte delay on the part of Station House 
Officer, Police Station Lodhi Colony in sending a proper 
intimation to the Speaker. Lok Sabha regarding the said 
detention/Nleasa Of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M. P .; and 

(iii) tne Deputy Commissioner of Police (South) instead of 
6rst checking up tne correct position from Station 
House Offieer. Police Station Lod"hi Colony. gave wrong 
information to the Comn\'fssioner of Po'ftce fOT onward 
transmiSsion to the SpeaTter. Lok gaMia. 
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22. The Committee decided that Sarvashri Rajendra Kumar and 
P .R.S. Brar be called again to appear before the Committee in per-
son to explain what they had to say in the matter in view of the 
above findings Of the Committee. 

When Shri Rajendra Kumar was apprised of the findmgs of the 
Committee, he promptly tendered unconditional apology for his 
conduct. 

Sbri P.R.S. Brar who was also apprised. of the findings of the 
Committee, while maintaining that he had no intention to show 
any disrespect to Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, submitted. inter illiG .. 
follows:- .II" i 

" .... 1 do now realise that it was a mistake. And I should 
have done that .... I do feel regret. I do really apologise 
that I have caused this discomfiture and 1 have hurt the 
feelings of the Hon'ble Committee ...... 1 am sorry aDd I 
express my unqualified apology." 

23. In view of the unconditional and unqualified apologies ten-
dered by Shri Rajendra Kumar and Shrl P.R.S. Brar, the Commit-
tee are of the opinion that no further action need be taken in the 
matter and it may be dropped. 

V. Reeomm.endatioD of the Committee 

24. The Committee recommend that no turther action be taken 
by the House in the matter and it may be dropped. 

NBW Dl:ulIj 
A.t..guBt 23, 1988 
ifhGdr~1910(SCl1c4) 

JAGAN NATH KAUSHAL 
ChainnGn, 

Committee of Pritnlege •• 
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MINUTES 
I 

'Pint 'SitttDf, 

New Delhi, Wednesday, 9th December, 1987 

The Committee sat hom 15.00 to 15.40 'hours. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chairman 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri Bhadreshwar Tanti 
3. Shri H. K.L. 'Shagat 
4. Shri Somnath ChaUerfee 
5. Shri H. A. Dora 
6. Shri Bhishma Deo DUbe 
7. Shri Jujhar Singh 
8. Dr. Prabhat Kumar Mishra 
9. Shri V. Sreenivasa Prasad 

S~ 

Shri K. C. Rastogi~ointSecl'et4ry. 
Shri J. P. Ratnesh-Senior Tal11e Of!tcer. 

... 

2. At the outset, the Chairman wek:omedtbe -membeu of the 
new Committee and informed them about the retereuce of two 
matters by the Speaker to the !Committee of PriVileges for examina-
tion and report. 

3. The Chairman informed the members that while referring to 
the 'Committee ,(1f :Pri'Yilegesthe queition of privilege regardtna ' 
alleged non-intimation of arrest/detention Of Shri Vidyacharan 
Shukla, MP, at New Delhi .-and ghdIlg af 'WMlg IinforbUltion to the 
Speaker and through him to the House on 16th November, 1987, the 
Speaker had observed that the Committee might make an early 
inquiry on high priority iblisls·aDd ~epoJft·to the .Hc:Jute •. !!le Com-
mittee .chci&Ied .to ltake .lq) .for ·CGftsi4lelatioD ttlis ,m-*r ftat. 

'~1 
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4. The Committee decided that in the first instance, Shri Vidya-
charan Shukla, MP, Shri V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police. 
Delhi and the Deputy Commissioner of Police concerned be asked 
to appear before the Committee of Privileges for oral examination 
at their next sitting to be held ,on Monday, 16th January, 1988 . 

5.6. .... •• • •• 
The Committee then adjourned. 

II 

Second Sitting 

New Delhi, Monday, 18th January, 1988. 

The Committee sat from 10.30 to 12.15 hour~. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chairman 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri H. K. L. Bhagat 
3. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
4. Shri Jagannath Choudhary 
5. Shri Bhishma Deo Du be 
6. Shri Jujhar Singh 
7. Dr. Prabhat Kumar Mishra 
8. Shri Braja Mohan Mohanty 
9. Shri V. Sreenivasa Prasad 

SBCRETARIAT 

Shri K. C. Rastogi-Joint Secretary. 
Shri T. S. Ahluwalia-Chief Ezaminer of Bills and 

Resolutions. 
Shri J.P. Ratnesh-Sft/.iO'r Table OfJlceT. 

WIT.NISSES 

. (1) Shri Vidyacharan Shukla,' M.P. 
'(2) Shri V. P. M8rwah; Commissioner of Poliee, DeIhl. -----------------------------Paras 5-6 relate to another case arid haye accorc1iDJly beoD omiuecL 
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2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of 
privilege regarding alleged non-intimation' of arrest/detention of 
Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, MP, at New Delhi and giving of wrong 
information to the Speaker and through him to the House on 16th 
November, 1987. 

3. Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, MP, was called in and examined by 
the Committee on oath. 

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept) 

(The witness then withdrew) 

4. Shri V. p. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi, was called 
in and examined on oath by the Committee. His examination could. 
however, not be completed. 

(Verbatim record of evidence was kept) 

(The witness then withdrew) 

5. The Committee considered whether it would not be proper for 
the Committee, before proceeding further with Shri V. P. Marwah's 
examination, to first examine the following oftkers who were present 
at the scene of incident on 16th November, 1987:-

(1) Shri Raj~dra Kumar, Station House Offtcer. Police 
Station Lodhi Colony, New Delhi. 

(2) Shri V. Ranganathan, Assistant Commissioner of Police 
(South). New Delhi. 

(3) Shri P. R. S. Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police 
(Sauth). New Delhi. 

(4) Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid, Additional Deputy Commissioner 
of Police (South) New Delhi. 

6. After some discussion, the Committee decided that 1n the first 
instance, the above mentioned police officials of the Union Territory 
of Delhi, be asked to appear before the Committee for oral exami-
nation at thefr sitting to be held on Friday, 12th February, 1988. 
The Committee also decided that the police officials be directed to 
bring the relevant documents/records relating to the cue for the 
perusal of the Committee . 

. The Committee then ad;ourned. 
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III 

ThirdSittioc 

New Delhi, Friday, 12th February, 1888. 

The Committee sat from 10.30 to 13.10 hours. 

PRESENT 

Shri J agan N 8th Kaushal-Ch«irmrln 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri Bhadreshwar Tanti 
3. Shri H. K. L. Bhagat 
4. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
5. Shri JagannathChoudhary 
6. Shri Sharad Dighe 
7. Shri Bhishma Deo Dube 
8. Shri Jujhar Singh 
9. ,Dr. Prabhat Kumar Mishra 

Shri K. C. Rastogi-JOint Secretary. 

, .. 

Shri T. S. Ahluwalia-Chief Examiner of Bills and 
Resolutions. 

Shri J. P. Ratnesh-Senior Table Officer. 

WITNESSJ!'S 

(1) Shri V. Ranganathan, Assistant Commissioner of Police 
(South). New Delhi. 

(2) Shri P. R. S. Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police (South), 
New Delhi. . 

(3) Shri Mansoor Ali Syed, Additional Deputy Commissioner 
of Police (South) ,New Delhi. 

(4) Shri ·Rajendra Kumar, ·8tatien -Howse ·Oi1ker.Polioe 
Station Lodi Colony, New Delhi. 

2. Shri V. Rangana1lhan. AMistant:Commissioner of Police (South), 
New Delhi, was called in and examined on oath by the Committee 
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in connection with the question of privilege regarding alleged non-
intimation of arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., at 
New Delhi and giving of wrong information to the Speaker and 
through him to the House on 16th November, 198'1. 

(Verbatim record of e'I,idence was kept) .. 
(The witness then withdrew) 

3. Shri P. R. S. Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police (South). 
New Delhi, was then called in and examined on oath by the Com-
mittee. I 

(Verbatim record of ~~ was kept) 

(The witness then withdrew) 

4. Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid, Additional Deputy Commissioner of 
Police (South), New Delhi, was then caned in and examined on 
oath by the Committee. 

(Verbatim. record of e'lJidence was kept) 

(The witness then withdraw) 

5. Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station House Officer, Police Station 
Lodhi Colony, New Delhi, was then called in and examined on oath 
by the Committee. 

Shri Rajendra Kumar submitted a certifted true photo copy of 
Daily. Diary No. SA dated 16th November, 1981. Police Station Lodht 
Colony. The Committee directed 8hri Rajendra Kumar 'to produee 
Daily Diary containing the above entry, in original, for perusaJ of 
the Chainnan. ' .. iIt:'~ ,;.., 

(Verbatim ~corcl of etJid.enee '!Das kept) 

(TM witness then withdrew) 

6. The Committee decided that Shri V. P. Mar.wah, Commissioner 
of Police. Delhi, be asked to appear before the Committee of 
PrivUeges for oral examination at their next sitting to 'be held on 
Tuesday, 15th March, 1988 . 

7-10 •• •• •• •• 
The Committee then ad;ourn~cl. -.. . 

·.Patu 7 --to rel.te to al1Othor Cue :10:1 h'YC accordiqly been omIUecI. 
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IV 

Fourth Sitting 

.. 

New Delhi, Tuesday, 29th March. 1988. 

The Committee sat from 16.00 to 17.00 hO'urs. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chairman 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri H. K. L. Bhagat 
3. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
4. ShI"i Sharad Dighe 
5. Shri V. Sreenivasa Prasad 
6. Shri Bholanath Sen 

SIICRETARIAT ..... 

Shri K. C. Rastogi-Joint Secretary. 
Shri J. p. Ratnesh-Senio-r Table OfJicer. 

WITNESS 

Shri V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi. 

2. The Conunittee took up consideration of the question of pri-
vilege regarding alleged non-in~mation of arrest/detention of Shri 
Vidyac:haran Shukla, MP. at New Delhi and giving of wrong infor-
mation to the Speaker and through him to the HOuse on 18th Nov-
en:)ber. 1987. 

3. Shd V. P. Marwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi, was called 
in and examined by the Committee on oath. 

(Verbatim ,.ecord of e.otndence was kept) 

(The witness then withdrew) 

4. The Committee decided to deliberate on the matter on Thurs-· 
day. the 7th April, 1988. 

0.6 .. •• •• • • 
The Committee then adjou,.ned. 
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V 

t'jfth Sitting 

New Delhi, Wednesday, 11th May, 1988. 

The Committee sat from 15.00 to 17.5:; hours. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chair7nan 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri H. K. L. Bhagat 
3. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
4. Shri Jagannath Choudhary 
5. Shri Sharad Dighe 
6. Shrimati Sheila Dikshit 
7. Shri H. A. Dora 
8. Shri Bhishma Deo Dube 
9. Shri Jujhar Singh 

10. Dr. prabhat Kumar Mishra 
11. Shn Braja Mohan Mohanty 
12. Shri V. Sreenivasa Prasad 
13. Shri Bholanath Sen 

SIX:RETARIAT ' .. 
Shri K. C. Rastogi-Joint Secrettlry. 
Shri J. P. Ratnesh-Senior Ttlble Ofjice'f. 

2. The Committee deliberated on the question of privilege re-
garding alleged non-intimation of arrest/detention of ShJ1 Vidya .. 
charan Shukla, MP, at New Delhi and giving of wrong information 
to the Speaker and through him to the House on 16th November, 
1987. 

3. The Committee noted that Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station House 
Officer, Poliee Station Lodhi Colony, had not sent the communica .. 
tion. regarding arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., 
to the Speaker, Lok Babha, on 16th November. 1987, immediately 
as laid down in rule 229 of the Rules of Procedure. The communi-
cation was neither in the prescribed form. nor was it addressed to 
the Speaker, Lok Sabba. According to the said communication, 
Shri Shukla was detained at Poliee Station Lodhl Colony from 12.30 
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to 4.00 P.M., but the Speaker had received it at his residence at 
9.30 P.M. on 16th November, 1987, i.e. much after an announcement 
was made by the Deputy Speaker in the House at 17.14 hours based 
on the infonnation received from the Minister of State for Parlia-
mentary Affairs that " ...... it has been ascertained from the police 
authorities that no arrest or detention of hon. member of Parliament 
Shri V. C. Shukla took place today, i.e., 16th November, 198,7". 

4. The Committee further noted that Shri P. R. S; Brar, Deputy 
Commissioner of Police (South) had stated during the course of his 
evidence before the Committee that he had informed the Commis-
sioner of Police at 3.30 P.M. that Shri Shukla was neither arrested 
nor detained. Before giving this information to the Commissioner 
of Police (Shri V. p. Marwah), he had not ascertained the position 
from the Station How;e Officer. Police Station Lodhi Colon.y. The 
Commissioner of Police, Delhi, during his evidence before the Com-
mittee had stated that Shri Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police 
(Sct'.J.th) spoke to him on telephone on tha.t day and, gave him "a 
categorical answer that Shri Shukla had not been detained". Aocord-
ing to Shri V. P. Marwah, Shri Brar should have re-checked the 
position from the Police Station, which he did not do. 

5, After careful consideration of the evidence and other docu-
ments provided to them, the Committee came to the concll,Ulion that 
Shri Rajendra Kumar did not send the intimation regarding the 
arrest/detention of Shri Shukla to the Speaker immediately as re-
quiTed under the R.ules, particularly when the House was in session 
and the detention took place in Delhi itself. The manner in which 
the communication was written by S.H.O. was also casual as it had 
not been addressed to anyone. 

As regards Shri P. R. S. Brar, the Committee came to the oon-
clusion that being a responsibl~ police officer, he did not care to 
mal«.> a proper enquiry from the Police Station Lodhi Colony before 
informing Shri V. P. Marwah, which ultimately resulted in the latter 
giving wrong information to the Minister of State for Home Affairs 
for passing it on to the Speaker. Lok Sabha and through him to the 
Hotl~e tn the effect that Shri Sh'ukla han not been detained while 
actually he was detained for 3~ hours. 

6. The Committee were unanimously of the view that (i). Shrl' 
Shukla was actuallv detained for 3~ hours (1D 16th November, 1987: 
Oi) there was inordinate delay nn 'the part of Station House Offtcer, 
Police Station Lodhi Colony (Shri Rajendra Kumar) in sending a 
proper intimation to the Speaker, !.ok Sabha. regarding tbe said 
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detention; and (iii) the Deputy Commisaioner of Police (South) 
(Shri P. R. S. Brar) instead of first checking up the correct position 
lrom Station House Officer, Police Station Lodhi Colony, gave wrong 
information to the Commissioner of Police for onward transmission 
to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. 

7. The Committee decided that Sarvashri Rajendra Kumar and 
P. R. S. Brar be called again to appear before the Committee in 
person to explain what they had to say in the matter in view of 
the above finding of the Committee. 

8-10. •• •• •• 
The Committee then adjourned .. 

VI 

Sixth Sitting 

New Delhi, Wednesday, 8th June, 1988. 

The Committee sat f!"Om 11.00 to 11.30 hours. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chairman 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri Bhadreshwar Tanti 
3. Shri H K. L. Bhagat 
4. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
5. Shri Jagannath Choudhary 
6. Shrimati Sheila Dikshit 
7. Shri Bhishma Deo Dube 
8. Shri Jujhar SIngh 
9. Shri Bholanath Sen 

SBCRETARIAT 
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•• Paras 8-10 I"Ohte to an()tbor case aad have acmrdiD81, booD omiltll4. 
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WITNESSES 

(1) Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station House Offtcer, Police 
Station Lodhi Colony, New Delhi. 

(2) Shri P. R. S. Brar. Deputy Commissioner of Police 
(South), New Delhi. 

2. The Committee took up consideration of the question of pri-
vilege regarding alleged non-intimation of arrest/detention of Shri 
Vidyacl ... an Shukla, M.P., at New Delhi and giving of wrong infor-
mation to the Speaker and through him to the House on 16th 
November, 1987. 

3. Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station House Officer, Police Station 
Lodhi Colony, New Delhi, was called in and examined by the Com-
mittee. At the outset, the Chairman informed him as follows: 

"Shri Rajendra Kumar, the Committee of Privileges have 
carefully gone through the evidence and other documents 
produced before the Committee and are not convinced 
by the evidence given by you before the Committee. 

The Committee note that you did not send the communication 
regarding arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla. 
M.P., to the Speaker, Lok Sabha on 16th November, 1987, 
immediately as laid down in rule 229 of the Rules of Pro-
cedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. The Com-
mittee also note that the delayed communication sent by 
you was neither in the prescribed form nor was it addres-
sed to the Speaker, Lok Sabha. 

The Committee further note that according to your 
communication, Shri Vidyacharan Shukla was detained 
at Police Station, Lodhi Colony from 12.30 to 4.00 P.M .• 
but the Speaker received it at his residence at 9.30 P.M. 
on 16th November, 1987, i.e. much after an announcement 
was made by the Deputy Speaker in the House at 17.14 
hours based on the information received from the Min-
ister of State for Parliamentary Mairs that , ..... it has 
been ascertained from the police authorlties that no 
arrest or detention of hon. member of Parliament Shri 
V.C. Shukla took place today, i.e. 16th November, 1987. 
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The Committee, after careful consideration of the 
evidetl\:e and other documents provided to them, have 
come to the eortclusion that Shri Vtdyacharan Shukla, 
M.P., Was detained by you from 12.30 to 16.00 hours on 
16th November, 1987, at Police Station Lodhi Colony. 
Further, you did not send the intimation reprding the 
arrest/detention of Shri Shukla to the Speaker imme-
diately as required under the Rules of Procedure, parti-
cularly when the House was in session and the detention 
took place in Delhi itself. Moreover, the manner in which 
the communication was written by you was also casual 
as it had not been addressed to anyone. 

Before proceeding further in the matter, the Commit-
tee would like to give you another opportunity to have 
your say in the matter, in view of the above findings of 
the Committee. 

Now what have you to say after these findings have 
been brought Lo your notice." 

Shri Rajendra Kumar tendered unconditional apology 
for his conduct. 

The Committee were satisfied with his apology. 

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

4. Shri P.R.S. Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police (South), 
New Delhi, was then. called in and examined by the Committee. At 
the outset the Chairman informed him as follows:-

"Shri P. R. S. Brar. the Committee of Privileges have care-
fully gone through the evid$lce and other documents 
produced before the Committee and are not convinced by 
the evidence given by you before the Committee. 

The Committee note that you had stated during the 
course of your ~'idence before the Committee that you 
had infoI1ned the Commissioner of Police, Delhi, at 3.30 
P. M. that Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M. P., was neither 
arrested nor detained at Police Station Lodht Colony on 
16th November. 1987. You h~d also stated that before 
giving this information to the Commisioner of Police 
(Shrt V.P. Marwah), you had not ascertained the posi-
tion from the Sta (ion House Oftlcer. Police Station Lodhi 
Colony. 
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The Committee further note that the Commissioner of 
Police, Delhi during his evidence before .the Committee 
had stated that you spoke to him on telephone on 16th 
November, 1987 and gave him 'a categorical answer that 
Shri Shukla had not been detained.' He had also stated 
that you should have re-checked the position from the 
PoliCle Station, which you did not do. 

The Committee, after careful consideration of the evi-
dence and other documents provided to them, have come 
to the conclusion that Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., 
was actually detained at Police Station Lodhi Colony 
from 12.30 to 16.00 hours on 16th November. 1987. Fur-
ther. being a responsible police officer, you did not care 
to make a proper enquiry from the Police Station Lodhi 
Colony before informing Shri V.P. Marwah. which 
ultimately resulted in the latter giving wrong infonnation 
to the Mfuister of State for Home Affairs for passing it 
on to the Speaker, Lok Sabha and through him to the 
Houst' to the effect that Shri Shukla had not been. detain-
ed while actually he was detained for 31 hours. 

Before proceeding further in the matter, the Commit-
tee would like to give you another opportunity to have 
your say in the matter, in view of the above findings 
of the Committee." 

Shri P. R. S. Brar, while maintainin'g that he had no intention 
to show any disrespect to Shri Shukla. tendered unconditional and 
unqualified apology for his conduct. 

The Committee were satisfied with his apology. 

(Verba.tim record of evidence was kept) 

(The witness then withdrew) 

5. In view of the unconditidnal and unqualified apologies tend-
ered by Shri Rajendra Kumar and Shri P.R.S. Brar, the Committee 
felt that no further action need be taken in the matter and it might 
be dropped. The Committee decided tI ... .: the draft Report on the 
matter might be prepared accordingly and circulated to the mem-
bers of the Committee for considention at a subsequent meeting of 
the Committee. 

6-12. •• •• •• • • 
(The Committee then adjourned.) 

- '."l·IU·· ';'=12 ~'!ltc to other CllllOS and ha;; '-;-ccordln.I, boon -;~u~"- -
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vn 
Sev_tIl Sitting 

New Delhi, Tuesday, 23rd August, 1988 

The Committee sat from 16.00 to 18.40 hours. 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-Chainn.an 

MEMBE:RS 
2. Shri H.K.L. Bhagat 
3. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
4. Shri Bipin Pal Das 
5. Shrimati Sheila Dikshit 
6. Shri Bhishma Deo Dube 
7. Shri V, N, Gadgil 
8. Shri V. S, Krishna Iyer 
9. Shri Jujhar Singh 

10. Shri Braja Mohan Mohanty 
11. Shri K, Ramachandra Reddy 
12. Shri Bholanath Sen 

SECRETARIAT 

Shri K. C, Rastogi-Joint SecTetary 

Shri J _ P. Ratnesh-Senior Table Officer 

2-3L •• •• •• 
4. The Committee then considered and adopted the draft Third 

Report on the question of privilege re'gaming alleged non-intima-
tion of arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., at New 
Delhi and giving wrong information to the Speaker and through 
him to the House on 16th November, 1987. 

5. The Committee decided that the evidence recorded by them 
be appended to the Report. 

6. The Committee authorised the Chairman to present their 

Third Report to the House. 

7-11 ••• • •• • *. • •• 
(The Committee then ad;ourned) 

•• Paru 2-3 relate to another calC aDd haw accord.loaly booD omitted. 

••• Paral 7-11 relate to another ClIO aDd have accordfoaJy booD omltflDd. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE 
THE COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES 

Monday, 18 January. 1988 

PRESENT 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal-C1u:tirman 

2 Shri H.K.L. Bhagat 
3. Shri Somnath Chatterjee 
4. Shri Jagannath Chuudhary 
5. Shri Bhishma Deo Dube 

6. Shri Jujhar Singh 
7. Dr. Prabhat Kumar Mishra 
8. Shri Braja Mohan Mobanty 
9. Shri V. Sreenivasa Prasad 
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Shri K. C. Rastogi-Joint Secretary 
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tions. 

Shri J. P. Ratnesh-Senior Table Officer 

WITNESSES 

(1) Shri Vidyacllaran Shukla, M.P. 

(2) Shri V. P. Marwah, ColJ'1DliasioJ).er Of Police, Delhi. 

(The Committee met (It 10.30 hours.) 

(1) Evidence of Shri Vidyadlar. ShukJa. M.P. 

Mr. Chainnan: Shri Vidyacharan Shuklaji, you have been re-
quested to appear before this Committee to give your evidence in 
connection with the question of privilege regarding alleged non-
intimation of your arrest/detention at New Delhi and given of 
wrong information to the Speaker and through him to the House 
on 16th November, 1987. 

38' 
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I hope that you will state the factual position frankly alld truth· 
fully to enable this Committee to arrive at a correct finding. 

I may inform you. that under rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Busiaess in Lok Sabha, the evidence that y.ou may 
give before the Committee is to be treated by you as contldential 
till the Report of the Committee and its proceedings are presented 
to Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure or pUblication of the 
proceedings of the Committee would constitute a breach Of privilege 
and contempt of the House. The eviden{:e which you will give be-
fore the Committee may be reported to the House. 

Now you may please take oath or affirmation as you like. 

Oath under rule 272 was administered to the witness, Shri Vidya­
charan Shukla: 

Sbri Vidyacharan Shukla: I, Vidyacharan Shukla swear in the 
name of God that the evidence which I shall give fn this case shall 
be true. that I will conceal nothing, and that no part of my evid-
ence shall be false. 

Mr. Chairman: Now, you please let us know what happened on 
that day. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Mr. Chairman. Sir, I suppose the Com-
mittee would be interested in finding out how the thing arose; how 
Parliament came to be informed falsely and in what manner, the 
entire thing arose. I will go into that briefly, before eorning to the 
incident proper. 

JIIr. Chairm8ft: I think, we are mainly cdn.cemed with two 
matters-their not informing us in time, and then informini 
WI'Oftgly. 'nIe question as to whether the arrest or detention was 
justtfted or not justifted, in fact, we are not 

Shri Vldyae ......... : In fact, I am not going into that 
WIaat I am inquiring tnto is. whether you would be interested to 
fiIuIlD« out the background whiCh led to misinformation to ParUa-
raent and atteJapted concealment from Parliament of file faCt of 
this iaeidezrt. 

Mr. a..Inaan: WeD, wtu.tewr you think releYant, yeu can state. 
It will be for us to see which i~. in fact, relevant aDd wbich is rurt. 
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Shri Vid,yaeharan Shukla: In the first instance, it did not cw.. 
mlnate in my being taken to the police station. It took place on 
28tn October wnen the Police Officers came into the Indian Olym-
pic Office and tried to drag me out. At that time, Parliament was 
not in Session but that was the first instance and there were a 
lot of people present there. 

Mr. Chairman: What happened subsequently? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: There was one person there, Mr. Sri-
vatsa of Times of India who was present in the room where 
all this was happening and in the Po~ice Station itself what hap-
pened was witnessed by another lady journalist of Indian Express 
whose name· I am not able to recollect now but I will furnish it 
to the Committee in writing because she had filed a report in the 
newspaper after the incidl"!Ut happened. The incident itself is 
known to the Committee when I was taken to the Police Station 
on 16th November. I was sitting in the Office, the Police Officers 
came and they wanted me to vacate the Office. I told them that 
unless they had a warrant or any order Of authority that they can 
show me, I will not vacate the Office because this Office I have been 
occupying since the last three years and on that day, there was 
nothing in their hand, they had no authority or orders. I asked 
them whether there i<; anv Order from above? Above means any-
thin~ from Police CommiSSIOner to Prime Minister. 

The ACP Ranganathan was there and he argued with me. He 
did not know what to do and I said "Are you arresting me or are 
you just removin~ me from the Office?" He said "I am arresting 
you. I have no paners but J go bv verbal order because I have 
the magic:;terial powers under the Delhi Police Act or whatever the 
law anti I hRve thl> onwerc:; 1.0 do that without any warrant of arrest 
or anything like that." When I did not a'gree to leave the room, 
then he ordered two of his constables to drag me out. They caught 
hold of both my hands. Mr. Srivatsa of Times of India was probably 
present in the room when this incident took place. He knew that 
this was not a proper thing to do. This happened in the Associa-
tion's room and when thev were about to drag me, I said "Don't 
teuch me. I will get up. Wl,at you are doin~ Is flle~l and impro-
per because you have no orners to sllow and you are acting in a: 
verv hi~hhanded manner." The pollee officers themselves did not 
know what for they were doing it. When I came down, I saw 
there were, some people With me who were put in the Police van . 

.-rho 'na~ or t'he' Indian 'ExproIII lady Journalist Is ML Noerja Cboadbury. 
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.ACP suggested that I go to Police Station in my own car. I have 
got a photograph here which shows that the policemen got into my 
car. Two policemen got into back seat, the driver was driving. I 
was sitting in front of Maruti car and they drove me to the Police 
Station. If you like, the photographer be called here for evidence. 
The photograph shows policemen sitting inside the car in the back 
seat of the car. After reaching the Police Station, they took me 
to the room which is reserved for questioning and after that, to the 
room of the Station House Officer where I sat for about Ii hours. 
Then I was taken to a room adjoining this room which is an ante-
chamber. There were one or two sofa sets and centre tables and 
there I sat until about 4.30 or 5.30. Repeatedly, we were asking 
them whether I am supposed to be questioned or I can go. Parlia-
ment was in session that day. Several Members of Parliament came 
and visited me. No Member of Parliament was prevented but some 
journalists were prevented and one of the journalists who was pre-
vented from coming in was this lady Ms. Neerja Choudhury. At 
about 4.30 PM, when some of the friends had come there from 
Parliament, I do not rememl->er who it was, we again enquired from 
the SHO because no Senior Officer visited the Police Station ex-
cept ACP Mr. Ranganathan. He was present there twice or thrice. 
He would come and go, come back a'gain and again come and go 
back. He wa<; not talking to his superiors on telephone because 
that could be heard. He probably went to take instructions or for 
whatever reason, he went away. He paid two or three visits to the 
Police Station. In the Police Station itself, there was no ill-treat-
ment or bad treatment, and at about 4.30 they told me without 
questioning me that I was free to go. I said "You give it to me 
in writing why you brought me here and why you want me to 
go away now anrl whether T am arresteo or detained and what are 
the reasons." Either the SHO or the ACP toJd me tllat r was 
brought to the Police Station under Section 6!1 of the Delhi Police 
Act. I do not remember the exact number of the Section that he 
quoted or what Section hI' quoted. Nobodv has Qll('stioned me. 
Nobodv talked to me about anvthin~ I do not think nf'CeS<lary 
for him to do so and, therefore, he did not do anythinJ;(. Afterwards, 
he asked me to leave. Then J left at about 4.30 or 4.35 or quar-
ter to 5. This is an that happened. 

Shri Somnath Chatte~: For what puroose did you go to the 
Olympic Association Office on 16th November? 

Shri Vidyacltaran ~hukla: T am President of the Indian OlYmpic 
ACISOciation and I went there to attend the Office and to dispose of 
varto~ matters. 
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SluiSoaaath Chatterjee: Did you tell anybody that you were 
going to the Office to meet somebody .lIe there? 

Shri Vidyacharaa Shukla: Some people went with me. 

Shri ~th Chatterjee: Did you tell anybody that you were 
going to lOA Oftice to meet somebody there? 

Sbri Vidyacharan Shukla: No. 

Shri Somnath Ctiatterjee: Did you leave to the Police Station 
at Lodhi Colony by your own car or by the police van? Whether 
you were bein'g asked to go there or not? 

Shri Viciyachllll'an Shukla: I was taken there in my car. 1'here 
was no space available in the pOlice van. Just now, I have given 
to the Committee the picture in which you can ftnd the poli~e 
officers sat in the back-side Both of them were there. It was a 
small Maruti car. I was !>itting at the front. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did you ask the Police Officer at the 
Police Station that you should also be detained alongwith the 
otherg.! 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: No. I did not say anything. I only 
enquired from them the reason as to why I was brought there 
under what authority J wns brought there. 

Sbri Somnath Chatterjee: Were you ever informed that yoU 
were creating nuisance along with the other persons there and that 
was the reason why you hud been detained? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: No. 

Shri Btaja Mohan Mohunty: Shuklaji, along with you, how 
many other people were detained? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shuklll: There were about 30 people. But I did 
not count. 

Sbri Braja MOhan Mo1tanty: When they arrested them. did you 
insist on the inclusion of their name in the list? 

Shrj Vidyacharan Shukla' That is not correct. I do not know 
whether they were arTe<lted or not. There is no question of insistence 
on mv part. I onlv enquire~ from them as to why they were tak-
inJ!; us anti under what authority. I was told that they were taking 
us for quec;tioninl! under Sedion 85 of the Delhi Police Act, as I 
have mentioned alreadY. 
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SIIui Breja Mottan MeIlanty: Could you tell us the etcact time 
when you reached the PoliC'e Station? 

Shri Viclyachanm ShUkI .. : I don't remember the tiine elCactly. I 
was in the Police Station for about foul'-and-a-half hours 

Sbn Hl'aja Mohan MoIumty: Were you there for a period of 
4-4~ hrs? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: The time must be around 12 O'Clock, 
But I am not sure. I did not check up the watch. The point is that 
at the Police Station, I sat for about 4--4! hours. 

Shri Braja Mohan MoIumty: You have indicated in yOUII' petition 
to the hon. Speaker that you were there up to 5.50 p.m. 

Shri Vidyaclharan Shukla: May be, I might have indicated the 
time as 5.30. I do not remember the exact time as to when I went 
there and left that place. But what I have written, that must be 
the time. 

Shri Braja Mohan Mohanty: You have stated that two police 
Constables dragged you. Did they drag you at the police station? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: In the room itself, they tried. to drag 
me. But when they were about to drag me, I told them not to do 
that. Then, I a'greed to walk and I walked from my room to the 
car. Since the policemen were full in strength with other people, 
they asked me to get in.to the car and to the police station. They 
put two police Constables at the back seat of my car. 

Shri Jujhar Singh: Did the police insist on you to go to the police 
station or did you go there voluntarily? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Actually, they took me. When I was 
not getting up from my ca:." to go to the police station, two Consta-
bles were asked to drag me out and both of them came and held my 
two hands .. , .• 

Shri Jujhar Singh: Did ·chey drag you in the building or where? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: .'rIley asked me to come to the police 
station. I told them that I would not come to the police station. 
When r ref~ to come out, then they a81aed the two poUee Cons-
tables to drag rne from there and take to the station. 

8Iui J1Ijbar. Siu&b: Were you. there v.oluntarily? 
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Shri Vidyaeharan Shukla: I was not there voluntarily. They de-
tained me there. Only after they told me to leave, I left that place. 

Shri. V. SreeniVIUIa Prasad: Were you not aware that you have 
been expelled and you are no longer the President of lOA? 

Sbri Vidyacbaran Shukla: I was aware of what was happening in 
the Court of Law. The matter was pending in the Court of Law. 
There was a stay order. The matter was 81Lb-judice and even today, 
matter is sub judice. But I would like to say that I am still the 
President of lOA. According to someother Courts Of Law, it is 
tmder dispute. The police officers who came to talk to me did not 
tell me anything about my being the President of lOA or not being 
the President of lOA. They only objected to my being there. As 
I have said. they did not question about my being the President or 
not being the President of lOA. 

Dr. Prabhat Kumar Mishra: What had adually happened there? 
IDid the police officers put you into the car or did you go on your 
own? 

Shri Vidyadhal'an Shukla: They put me. Shri Ranganathan and 
the other police people askt>d me to get into my car because the 
policevan was full. Then, they put the two police constables in the 
back seat of my car and took me to the police station. I did not know 
where the police station was. They took me there. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Shuklaji, I would like to know as to 
whether it is a fact that some people in the Indian Olympic Asso-
ciation have raised a dispute regarding your continuance as Chair-
man of the lOA? Is it also a fact that some dispute has been going 
on? 

Shri Vidyaebaran Sbukla: Yes, it is a fact. Mr. Prime Mi'nister 
has been disputing my bein'g the President of the lOA. 

Sbri H.K.L. Bhagat: Can you quote from anywhere as to where 
the Prime Minister has said even one word about it? 

Shri Vldyacbaran Shukla: Several members of the Indian Olym-
pic Association could be produced ..•. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhapt: Can you produce any single document, any 
new!tpaper report where the Prime Minister has said anything 
about this? 

Sbrl Vidyaeharan Shukla: The Prime Minister told this to other 
members. 



Shri Il K.. L. Bh ... t: Can you produce any newspaper report, 
any document or not? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shl~d.: I will produce oral evidence. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Tht:refore, you have no documentary evi~ 
dence to this effect. Unnecessarily and wrongly, you are dragging 
in the name of the Prime Minister. 

Shri Vidyacb8l'aD Shukla: You cannot put it so. 

Shri If. K. L. Bhagat: I can certainly put this question. 

Mr. Chairman: Bhagatji, you please put your question. Let him 
answer. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: I want to ask you as to whether you did 
go to the Indian Olympic Association's Office alone or were you ac-
companied by a number of other people also? . 

Shri Vidyaeharan Shukla: I had a number of people with me. 

Shri H. K. L. Bha,Bt: Why did you take a number Of people with 
you? 

Shri Vidyaeharan Shukla. As usual, whenever I went there, many 
people came with me. 

Shr:i H. K. 4 Dbapt: When you went to the Indian Olympic 
Association, did't you have any apprehensions? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: There were certain apprehensions. 
But it was not a wise thing for me to go to that office unaccompanied. 

Shri II. K. L. Bhagat: While going, you were apprehending 
tl'Ouble. How many of them were there with you? 

Shri Vldyadtaran Shukla: About 30. 

Shri H. K. L Bhagat: Can you mention the names of some of those 
persons who a<:companied you? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Well, I can recollect and send the 
names. Right now. T cannot. 

Shri H. K. L. Shagat: Can't you mention even one name? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I will give you the names of those 
. persons who were present tht're and those who lodged complaints. 
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Shd H. K. L. Bhagat: You can recollect and give it 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: This is a report which shows that these 
were the people who lodged the complaint and who were present 
there. 

Shr:i H. K. L. Bhagat: You read out the names. 

Sbri Vidyacbaran Shukla: Shri A. Sharma, Narayan Singh, Chan-
der Prakash Sharma, Divakar Gautham, Abdul Aziz etc. 

" 
Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: I would like to ask you that these people 

whose names you have mentioned, has anyone of them the office 
bearer of the Indian Olympics Association? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: No. 

Shri II. K. L. Bhagat: Was there any office bearer of Indian 
Olympics Association who 3t'Companied you? 

Sbri Vidyadtaran Shukla: No. 

Siri H. K. L. Bhagat: Were therf' any political leaders who ;JC-

companied you? If so, who Wf'fe the political leaders? 

Shri Vidyacbaran Shukla: Yes. Some of them mentioned in the 
list are political leaders. 

Shri H. K. L. Bha,gat: Can you name them? 

Sh.ri Vidyacharan Shukla: I have given the document which con-
tains the names. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Why did you take those political leaders 
with you? 

SIhri Vidyacharan Shukla: They came along with me to see what 
would happen and to witnes;; what we were apprehending. 

Sbri H. K. L. Dhagat: You were apprehending -some trouble. Is 
that right? 

Shri Vidyacharan Sbukla: I was apprehending trouble. there-
forp-, gentlemen came along with me and stayed there. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Did they stay there on your request or on 
their volition? Did you tell them about the apprehension? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: On their own voliijo.n. Yes, I did teU. 
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Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Is it a fact that when you reached the In-

dian Olympics Association. yOu were not obstructed physically by 
anybody? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: There was no obstruction when I 
reached the office. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: After you occupied the chair, did any-
one come to physically remove you from the chair? If so. who were 
the people? 

Shri Vidyaoharan Shukla: Yes. One ACP, Mr. Ranganathan was 
there along with police conl'ltables and sub-inspector. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhag-at: Was there anyone else apart from police 
people? Were there any people who were opposed to you in the 
Indian Olympics Association? 

SIui Vidyacharan Shukla: I do not know. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Did you know the people who were oppos-
ed to you and did you see them? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I do not know. I saw them at the -down-stairs. When I was brought down by the police, three or four 
of them were present at the gate. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Who were the people when. you saw? 

S'hri VidY8charan Shulka: There were A. V.M. Mehta, Randhir 
Singh. one Mr. Sinha and one Shri S. R. Saigal. Two of them are 
the employees of the office tlnd two of them were connE!('ted with the 
IDA but were not the office bearers. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Is it a fact that some of them told you that 
you were no longer the President and therefore, to vacate the chair? 

Shri VidyaClharan Shukla: None of them told me. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: You said that you got into the car your-
self. 

Shri Vidyacbaraa Shukla: r did not say that. 

Shrj H. K. I •. Bhag-at: How did you come out of the room? 

Sbri VadyaeharaD Shukla: Shall I repeat this'! Mr. Chairman, 
you can relate to him. I wi11 repeat It under your instructions. 
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When I was sitting in my chair, ACP Ranganathan came there and 
asked me to leave the room and to come to the police station. I asked 
fhim that Wlder whose authority was he taking me? He told me 
that he had orders from the above to do this. I told him that 
there were many people above him including the Police Commis-
sioner, Lt. Governor, Home Minister, Prime Minister. He said that 
he could not go into all these things. I told him that I would not 
come to the police station without any orders being shown to me. 
Then he asked two of his constables to drag me out and take me to 
the down-stairs for taking me to the police station. I told them, 
"do not drag me, I will walk myself." Then I came to the down-
stairs. The police van was there in front of IDA office. That was 
full with those people who were with me. All of them were put in 
the van. ACP suggested that he would take me to the police sta-
tion in my own car along with two police constables. I was seated 
in the front seat and took me to the police station. I did not want 
to go to the police station. I was protesting against being taken 
to the police station. I was asking for the authority or the legal 
order to be shown to me for being taken to police station. These 
people just forcibly took me to the police station. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Thank you. very much for giving me de-
tails. How many policemen were present in the room from where 
you were taken? 

Shri Vidyacharan ShuklR: J think. about 12 of them were there. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Apart from the ACP, was there any senior 
officer present? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: SHO of the police station where I 
was taken was also present. 

Mr. Chairman: Was he present in the Association office also? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: He also came to the building of the 
Association. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagst: Is it a fad that Additional Dy. Commis-
sioner 01 Police and Dy. Commissioner of Police also reached the spot 
when you were present there? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I do not know: I did not see. I did not 
know who was the I)v. Commissioner incharge and had they been in 
the police uniform, I would have recognised them. 

Shri B.K.L. Bbagat: Were there any pollce officers in uniform 
presen' apart from the ACP? 
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Shri Vidyaeharan Shukla: I don't know. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhapt: I would like to know whether you know 
the name of the SHO of that police station. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I was told that his name was Mr. 
Sharma. He himself said it. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Are you sure that he was the SHOo because 
the infonnation given to us says that the SHO was on duty else-
where and he was not there. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Yes. I am sure. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Can't you give his full name? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: He said his name is Mr. Sharma, 
though he does not USe the surname Shanna. 

Shrj H. K. L. Bhagat: Have you ever had a chance of meeting 
the SHO before? 

Slhri Vi~yacharan Shukla: I met him on the night of 28th October 
when I first went there and he had come to remove me. The ACP 
had aso come there then. 

Slhri H.K.L. Bhagat: All the people with you were put in a 
police van. Is it true? 

Mr. Chairman: They were put in the van. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: Is it a fad that the people who accompa-
nied you shouted slogans? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I don't know. 

Sbrl H. K. L. Bhagat: When you went to the police station-you 
said that you were taken there and made to sit there-were the 
people with you also taken to the same police station? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Yes. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Were they shouting slogans there? 

Shri Vidyaclaaran Shu1da: In the police station they ahouted slo-
gans. t t.J(::i r 

Shri B.K.L. Bhqat:Did you want to be arresWd or d4l you 
not want to be arrested? 
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Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I wanted to sit in my room and work. 

I, of course, went there to work and not to get arrested. 

Shrj H.K.L. Bhagat: After you left the room? 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I did not leave the room. I was for-
cibly taken out of the room by the police. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: I want to know whether after that did you 
want to be arrested or not. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I only wanted to know why I was 
brought there. They were totally confused, they did not tell me any-
thing, they were saying that they had brought me there under the 
Police Act Section 55 or something like that. 

Shri H. K . L. Bhagat: When you say that they were totally con-
fused, do you mean to say that they did not know what action they 
were taking about you? 

Sbri Vidyacharan Shukla: They were fully confused about the 
authority under which I was taken to the police station. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: So they were not sure under what Act, law 
or rules they arrested you. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: I asked them about this matter; but 
they were not able to tell me anything. They only knew that they 
had to take me and detain me in the police station. When I refused 
to come down, they tried to drag me. Then I voluntarily came down. 
They put two police constables in my room and took me to the 
police station. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhaeat: In the police station did you tell them 
that since they have brought you over there, now you want to leave. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Yes, but they did not agree. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: It would be wrong to say that you insis-
ted that you must be arrested 01' you wanted to be arrested. 

Shrl Vidvacha1'8n Shukla: It is incorrect. 

In the first instance I wrote a letter to the Police Commissioner 
on 28th October. With your permission Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to put it on the record of the Committee. There are some paper 
clippings also which might be useful. 
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Mr. Chairmau: Yougiv~ us the letter I don't. think the paper 
clippi.lgS would be relevant. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: Most of it is based on the information 
given by the Police Officers to the journalists. The journalists re-
ported in the Press what they were told by these police officers. 
What they were briefing the Press might throw some li'ght here. I 
was not briefing the Press. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: For how long were you there in the office? 

Shri Vidyacha~an Shukla: I was there only for half-an-hour. 

Shri H. K. L. B'bagat: For about half-an-hour nobody disturbed 
you. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: There were guards down below when 
I reached there. After that Police came into my room in about 
half-an-hour's time. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: When you made your complaint to the 
House for breach of privilege, you must have drafted it very care-
fully. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla. That goes without saying. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Did you care to mention the essential de-
tails? 

Sbri Vidyacharan Shukllt: Whatever I thought proper. I 'gave 
there. 

Shri a K. L. 8hqat: You must have given ~ time already of 
your reaching the police station. 

Shrj Vidyacharan Shukla: I have already given. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhapt: At the time of this incident were you a 

member of the ruling party at the centre? 

Shri Vidyacharan ShuklB: It is a vetry relevant question. With 
your permission I would like to 'give an elaborate answer to thiR 
question. When this incident took place I was not a member Of the 
ruling party. 

Until I was expelled by Mr. Bhagat and his leader on 13th July,-
I don't remember the date and the month exactly-there was no 
problem. I was attending my office !"egWarly. After my expulsion, 
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all the troubles started arising in the Indian Olympic Associa-
tion. As a climax of all these troubles this incident took place where 
the police were used to guard the lOA office where they had no 
business to come because the matter was 8'Ub-ju.dice~ the pleiit 
from our side was that I have to continue as Chairman and the 
President of the Inel1an Olympic Association and the other side 
were disputing this claim. Both the claims were before the court 
of law, for adjudication. There were stay orders from some 
courts, I think of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. And the sub-judge 
of Delhi 8hri H. S. Sharma has also given the stay order. In defi-
ance of stay order, the meeting took place in Trivandrum when all 
these things were under questioning. Therefore, the status at that 
time, according to me was got to be decided legally, i.e. un.til I was 
le'gally removed from the Presidentship of the Indian Olympic Asso-
ciation. I could go, sit and attt!nd my office. When I did that, the police 
people came, intervened and remover.! me from there. 

Mr. Chairman: If you don't have the date, kindly give us the month. 

Shri Vidyacharan Shukla: It was two days before the result of 
President's election was announced. 

Mr. Chainnan: It is good enough. 

Shri H.K.L. Bahgat: Is it a fact that the matter in question is 
still sub-judice and pending in various courts? 

Sbri Vidyacharan Shukla: Yes. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: That is all. 

Mr. Chairman: Let us break for tea. 

(The witness then withdHW) .-
, (2) Evidence of Shri V. p, Marwab) Commissioner of Police, 

Delhi. 
." 

Mr. Cbairm8lll: Shri V. P. Marwah, you have been asked to appear 
before this Committee to give your evidence in connection With the 
question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of arrest/det-
ention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, MP, at New Delhi and giving 
wrong information to the Speaker and through him to the House on 
16th November, 1987. 

I hope that you will state the ·factual position frankly and truthfully 
to enable this Committee to arrive at a cOrrect finding. 
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I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, 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 presented to 
Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure Or pUblication of the proceed-
ings of the Committee would constitute a breach of privilege and 
contempt of the House. The evidence which you will give before the 
Committee may be reported to the House. 

Now you may please take oath or affirmation as you like. 

Shri V.P. Marwah: I, Veri Marwah, Swear in the name Of God 
that the evidence which I shall give in this case shall be true, that I 
will conceal nothing and that no part of my evidence shall be false. 

Mr. Chairman: Now, is it a fact that on 16th of November 1987, 
Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, MP, was arrested by the Delhi Police? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: Sir, as you have put the question, the answer 
is yes. But may I explain? 

Mr. Chairman: I will give you a chance to explain. Do you 
know that it is your duty to inform the Speaker, as soon as possible, 
of the arrest or detention of a Member of Parliament? 

Shrj V. P. Marwah: Sir, it is the duty of the Delhi Police to in-
form, not me personalJy. Aceording t.o the procedure, the SHO is to 
inform that Speaker immediately. note to be followed by the Deputy 
Commissioner. 

Mr. Chairman: May I know, when the Parliament was in session, 
why was the information not given to the Speake .. about the arrest 
or detention of Shri Shukla'! 

Shri V. P. Marwah: As far as I am aware, the information-after 
he was detained-was conveyed to the Speaker at the earliest. But 
as I said sometime ago, the circumstances of the arrest were such 
that there was Ii little confusion whether Shri Shukla had been det-
ained earlier or not. May I explain at this stage the circumstances? 

Mr. Chairm .. : Don't be impatient I will give you full opportu-
nity to explain. 

Is it correct that during the day, you informed or some of your 
agency informed the Minister for Parliamentary Main that Mr. 
Shukla was not detained or arrested? 
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Shri V. P. Marwah: As far as 1 am concerned, the Minister of 
.State for Home Affairs, Mr. Chidambaram, ran'g me up and asked me 
whether Shri Shukla had been arrested. I don't remember the exact 

.time. It was well past three. I told him: I don't know. I will find 
it out. 

Then, I rang up the Deputy Cummissioner of Po~ice (Suuth) m 
whose jurisdiction he was n~ported to have been arrested. I spoke to 
him on telephone. He gave me a categorical answer that Shri Shukla 
had not been detained. This, he passed on to me on the basis of the 
personal knowledge because Mr. BraI', DCP (South) was personnally 
present at the place where this arrest was supposed to have taken 
pla.:e. So, on the basis of the information, which he furnished to me 
on the telephone. I passed on that infarmation to Mr. Chidambaram, 
the Minister of State for Home Affairs. 

Mr. Ohairman: Is it also a fact that during the night at about 9 or 
9.30, the Speaker was informed that Mr. Shukla was, in fact, detained 
by the Police for a few hours? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: Yes, Sir. A report was sent to the Speaker by 
the SHO directly informing him about the detention of Shri Shukla. 

Mr. Chairman: Now, I am going to read the report of the Station 
House Officer. He !lflYS: 

"Today at 12.30 P.M .. Shri V.C. Shukla, Member of Parlia-
ment. alongwith 19 more persons, tried to create nuisance 
and forcible entry in the office of Indian Olympic Associa-
tion at Jawahar Lal Nehru Stadium. New Delhi. Since there 
was an apprehensIon Of breach of peace, they were detain-
ed u/s 65 Delhi Police Act till 4 P.M. today." 

Does this represent the correct situation? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: As the report goes, yes, it is correct. But it 
needs certain amount of clarification to get the correct picture of 
.what happened. 

Mr. Chainnan: Then. you give the clarification at this stage. 

Shri V. P. Marwab: Sir, as I have been informed by the Deputy 
Commi~~oner of' Police ... 

Sbri H.K.L. Bha,gat: He had filed a reply. 
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Mr. Chairman: Before you give a clarification, I will bring to your 
notice what you have stated in your communication of 17th November 
where you have given all that came to your knowledge. Do you stand 
by what you had stated or ,.;hall I read? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: I stand by it because I wrote in my own hand 
when r gave to the Parliament House. 

Mr. Chainnan: Your information, which was given to Mr. Chidam-
barron, was supplied to you by ... 

Shri V. P. Marwah: Shri Brar, Deputy Commissioner of Police 
(South), in charge of that area. 

Mr. Chainnan: Whatever you have stated in the communication, 
dated 17th November 1987, is the result of your inquiries and investi-
gation regarding the real affair? 

Sbti V.P. Marwah: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Chairman: You have stated in this communication that: 

"Shri Shukla's name ,vas included in the list on his own insis-
tence. ,. 

What is the basis for this sentence? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: When the incident was reparted to the Police, 
the Deputy Commissioner of Police, alongwith the ACP, rushed to 
the place. I won't go into te details of the incident. But as some pe0-
ple were llliking some rumpus outside, under the instructions of the 
Deputy Commissioner, the officers who were present at the spot. took 
those people under section 65 Delhi Police Act, to the police station. 
This is because they apprehended some breach of peace. But at that 
time. Shri Shukla bad not been detained. nor was there any intention 
to detain him. When Shri Shukla came out of his office in the Jawahar 
Lal Nehru Stadium. he asked the police officer where his 
supporters had been taken to. The officer who was present at that 
time told him that his supporters had been detained under the Delhi 
Poli<:e Act and they had been taken to the police station. Shri Shukla 
then sat in his own car and asked the police officer to show him where 
the police station was. The police officer also sat along with Shri 
Shukla in hi~ ('sr nnd went to the police station. There these people 
were maldng n lot of noise and the police officer decided at that time 
not to release them. They kept on raising slogans and It went up to 
4 O'clock. At that time. the officer incharge decided to release these 
people who had been detainesd under the Delhi Police Act. Shri 



Shukla at that time said that unless his name was also included along 
with his supporters, he wou!.! not leave the police station, becaWie 
he had been sitting at the police station. The officer incharge to diff-
use the situation and not to create any further complications includ-
ed Shri Shukla's name also and after this they were allowed to go. 
He then informed the hon. Speaker by a written communication and 
this is what took place. There was no intention to arrest him at 
12.30 .... 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Mr. Chairman, Sir, will you kindly ask the 
witness to withdraw for a short while? 

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Marwah. you may plea.<;e retire for a few 
minutes? 

(The witness then withdrew) 

The Committee t,hen acijO'Urned. 
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(i) Evidence of Shri V. Ranganathan, Assilitant CommL..sioner of 
Police (South), New Delhi. 

Mr. Chairman: Mr. V. Ranganathan, you have been asked to 
appear before this Committee to give your evidence in connection 
with the question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of 
arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M.P., at New Delhi 
and giving wrong information to the Speaker and through him to the 
House on 16th November, 1987. 

I hope that you will state the fa<etual position frankly and truthfully 
to enable this Committee to arrive at a correct finding. 

I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, 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 presented to Lok 
Sabha. Any premature disclosure or publication of the proceedings of 
the Committee would constitute a brea.ch of privilege and contempt of 
the House. The evidence which you will give before the Committee 
may be reported to the House. 

You have been asked to appear before this Committee to give 
evidence. Would you take the oath or affirmation? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I will take the oath. 

1/1. Ranganathan, swear in the name of God that the evidence 
which I shall give in this case shall be true and that I will 
conceal nothing and that no part of my evidence shall be 
false." 

Mr. Chairman: Please let us know what h'1Ppenen on 16th Novem-
ber,1987. I 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Already, we got the information 'from the 
Stadium Administrator that there were claims and counter-claims 
over the lOA Office. On 30th October. I got a letter from Stadium. 
Administrator that Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randhir Singh were elected 
as officiating President and Seeretary-General of the lOA Office and 
that they were entitled to enter into the Office, 

On 16-11-1987, we were also asked to provide protection to them. 
On 16-11-1987, at about 11.55 hrs., I got the information that Mr. V. C. 
Shukla. hon. Membe.r of Parliament had come with his supporters and 
entered the Office. 

I got the direction from the Deputy Commissioner of Police (South) 
to reach the spot immediately. I went with some staft' from Defence 
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Colony Police Station to the Jawaharlal Nehru Stadium. There 1 
entered the premises and I saw some of the supporters of the hon. 
Member of Parliament, Mr. V. C. Shukla shouting slogans and the 
name-boards of Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randnir Singh were thrown 
away. I went and enquired from Mr. Randhir Singh. 

I came to know that there were disturbances and Mr. Shukla was 
sitting in the lOA President Office. 

Immediately I ordered the other persons, the supporters of Mr. 
V. C. Shukla to move away f.rom the Oftice premises because they 
were not entitled to enter the offi'ce premises. 

They were creating disturbances. slogan shouting and other things. 
They were removed. I ordered local Police of the Lodhi Colony Police 
Station to take them to the Police Station. I went to the lOA President 
Oftice and requested Mr. V. C. Shukla saying, "I am having this letter" 
and that only Mr. Adityan and the Secretary-General M _ Randhir 
Singh were entitled to enter the office and function. It created dis-
turbance. Mr. Shukla said "I am also entitled and I have already 
filed a suit in the courL" I told him "As per the information I received 
from Stadium Officer, Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randhir Singh are entitled 
to enter offtce and function in this office and you must leave." r re-
quested him first. Then he told mt> "I am also an incumbent and 
I have already filed a suit." I said "So far, there is no direction from 
any quarter that you may be allowed or you are entitled to sit in the 
lOA Offt.ce." He asked me to show the papers and I took out the 
papers and showed the letter which was written to me. 

Mr. Chairman: By whom was the letter written? 

Shri V. Kanganathan: The letter was written by the Stadium 
Administrator, Ministry of Human Resources, Department of Sports 
in which Joint Secretary has also taken note of the election of Mr. 
Randhir Singh. 

r told him "This is the letter from the Stadium Administrator and 
tlie enclosures and the letter from the Joint Secretarv. Department of 
Sports." T showed him the letter and r requested him to leave the 
om·ce. 

In the meantime. our Deputy Polire Commissioner also reached the 
place. I told him that I ordered the other per!'lon to 1eave the OftIce. 

Shri Sharod Dighe: For what reason you expected him t() 1eave the 
Office? 
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Mr. Chairma.: You told the Additional Deputy Commissioner of 
Police that you have already showed Mr. Shukla the papers. What 
did Mr. Shukla do? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Mr. Shukla said "1 am also a claimant and 
1 have already filed a suit in the Court." Our Additional Deputy Police 
. Commissioner told me to persuade him to leave the Office. Oftlce again, 
1 requested him to leave Office saying that 1 was not havin'g any paper 
which makes me to believe that he was having any right to sit in the 
Otftce or was entitled to enter the Office. 

1 told him "You must leave." Then after some persuasion, he left 
the Offise. He 'came down to the entrance. 1 also went along with 
him to the entrance. Then. once again I went back to the Oftke of 
the Secretary-General to get a formal complaint because of telephonic 
talk and wireless message. 

Mr. Chainnan: To whit'h of'ftce did you go back? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I went back to the office of the Secretary-
General to get a formal complnint. All these things were happening 
on telephonic message and wireless message. 

Mr. Chairman: The point is that you talked to Mr. Shukla and 
Mr. Shukla, on you!" persuasion, decided to leave the office. He came 
out of the building and you a·gain went in. To do what work you went 
in again? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: To get a formal complaint from the Secre-
tary-General. In fact, I got the information on wirelesR. 

Mr. Chainnan: This story does not fit in well. 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I g01 the complaint from Shti Randhir Sinr,h 
and sent it to the Po ice Station, Lodhi Colony. The SHO, Lodhi 
Colonv waR there. He came to the lOA premises. I was in the first 
floor .. He came and I told that I had already removed the 18 suppor-
ters of Shri Shukla and asked bim to go and hanle the situation. 
Then, I sent h;m to tb~ PoliC'(, Stat~on. 

Mr. Chairman: You sent him to the Police Station. Is it correct? 

Shri V. RangRDathan: I Rent him to the Lodhi Colony Police Sta-
tion. 

Mr. Chairman: Your part of work finished at that stage. IR it so? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I sent a formal complairit to the Police 
'Station also. 
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Mr. Chairman: What did you do then? 

SIhri V. Ra.Ilganathan: I left for my office. Some exercise was gaini 
on there. After that, I went to the Court, as I was holding the post of 
Special ~xecutive Magistrate. 

Mr. Chairman: You left the building. After that. you oom~ back to 
your of'j~. What did you do there? Did you again go to the lOA or 
~fueSHO~PollieS~tioo? 

Shri V. Hanganathan: No, I did not. Further. at about 6.15 in the 
evenine I got information from the SHO, Lodhi Colony that informa-
tion was serlt to the Lok Sahha Speaker about the detention of Shri 
Shukla. 

Mr. Chairman: Maybe, at 6 p.m. or at 6.15 p. In. you 30t a mes-
sage from the SHOo Lodhi Colony' Police Station. What was the in' 
timation about? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: The intimation was about the detention of 
Shri V <C. Shukla, along with his supporters. This intimation was 
sent to the hon. Speaker, Lok Sabha already. That is what he con-
veyed to me. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Please speak slowly. so that we can 
hear what you say. r t will be helpful to us. Our Chairman just now 
asked Y'lU as to what happ(,ned around 6-6.15 p.m. on that day. 
Please r.JCplain. 

Sbri V. Rangenathan: I reached my office at about 6.lfi p.m. I got 
the jnformation from the SHOo Lodhi Colony Police Station saying 
that he sent a report on the detention of Shri Shukla to the Speaker 
of the Lok Sabha. He alro told me that Shri Shukla did not want 
to leave till.his name was !ncluded in the report. Under the circum-
stances, since it amounted to detention, his name was also included in 
the repc)rt. As stated earlkr. he sent the report to the Lok Sabha 
Speaker. -

Mr. Chairman: Did he sPI:j anv communication i'D writin~t to this 
effect? 

Shri V. Ranganatban: ImmedIat.ely not. 

Mr. Chairman: '1'he point is that the SHO had already ~'nformen 
the hon-Speaker of Lok S9bh~ about his detention. 

Shri V. Ilan~nAth8n: 'fl..' o;;aiCi that it was in wrltin1!. 



Mr. Chairman: He told you that he had sent the information in 
writing to the hon. Speaker of the Lok Sabha about the detention of 
Shri Shukla. What did you do after hearing this? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I did not do anythmg because normalcy had 
already come babck. I left the lOA premi~es at about 12.40 p. m. At 
6.15- p. m., I found that he had sent the information to the hon. Spea-
ker of the Lok Sabha. The persons had already left the place. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did you know yourself that Shn Shukla 
had been detained in the Police Station? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I c.me to know about it at about 6.15 p.m. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: How long had he been detalned,? Did 
you come to know about it? 

Shri V. Ranaanathan: He was present in the Police Station 12.35 
p. m. onwards. as per the version of the SHOo 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: How long was he detained in the Police 
Statiort? Please give straight answer. 

Shri V. Ranganathan: As per the SHO's report, he was no detained. 
When he insisted that his name was to be included in the detention re-
port, his name was included. 

'Shri So~tIb Chatterjee: Have you no personal knowledge about 
it? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I have no personal knowledge about it. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: You were there in the lOA. Office. 
Shri Shukla left the office for the Police Station, Lodhi R.oad by your 
persuasion or otherwise. Where did he go? 

Shri V. Ran,gainathan: I do not know. r followed him up to the 
entrance. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: How did Mr. Shukla leave the Stadium? 
Do you know about it? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: He must have left in his own car. His ~ar was 
there. He was talking to some Press persons there. 

Shri So~ath Chatterjee: Do you know how he left the stadium? 

Shri V. Ranranadl.: No. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Therefore. you have no idea about. it at 
all. Did you try to ascertain that aspect? 



Shri V. RanglUlathan: I ascertained the matter. He left in his own 
car. I ascertained this from the SHOo 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: From whom and how did you ascertain'! 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I ascertained it at 6.15 p.m. 

Shri Sonmath Chatterjee: You have stated that you had ascer-
tained the matter. But he had been detained in the Poice StatiQR. 

Shri V. Ranganathan: As per the SHO's report, his name was 
included. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did you know that there is an ~ti­
mation given by the Police to the hon. Speaker that Shri Shukla 
was detained? 

Shri V. Hanganathan: Yes, I know it. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Had you questioned the detentiot1? 

Shri V. Rang-anathan: J asked the SHO and he told me· that 
since it amounted to detention, it was included. But in the striet 
legal sense, it was not detention. 

Shrlj Somnatb Chatterjee: What is your opinion? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: He was not put under any restrain,t. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Was wrong information given to the 
:::Ipeaker? 

Shri V. Rlm,ganathan: When his name was included in the repOrt, 
it is our duty to be cautious and send the infonnation. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Then, why did you say that he was 
not detained? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: His name was included in the dettmtion 
report. But in the strict legal sense, he was not detained. Detetttion 
means, there Is some restraint. He cannot move here and there. He 
cannot do whatever he wants. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did you tell any other officer . that 
there was no intimation to the hon. Speaker because according to 
you he was not detained? 

Shri V. Rancanathan: I didn't say that. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Why not? 

Shri V. Ranganath8l1: I do not know. He was present in the 
Police Station. 
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Shri Somnath Chatterjee: How did you come to that conclusion? 

8hri V. Ranganathan: As per the SHO's report I came to that 
conclusion. 

Shri 80mnath Chatterjee: I want to know one information from 
you. You are the Assistant Commissioner of Polke. You were pre-
sent throughout on that occasion. According to you, you do not 
know whether he was detai (led or not and In the strict legal sense, 
he was not detained .... 

Sbri V. Ranganathan: That is what the SHO told me. I do not 
have any personal knowledge about it. As per the SHO's re!,ort, it 
is so. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Was there any police personnel in his 
car? 

8hri V. Ranganathan: I do not know. 

Sbri Somnath Chatterjee: Accordirlg to you, you do not know 
whetber police personnel were there in his car or not. 

Shri V. Ranganathall: I do not know. 

Sbri 80mnath Chatterjee: Supposing they were there. 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I don't know the circumstances. 

Sh:ti SomlDatih Chatteriet·· Did you make any report to anybody 
about the incident thnt had taken place on 16th November. 1987 
till today in writing? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: No Sir. Because the next day everybody. 
including our senior officers. clime to know about it and I did not 
report. 

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Rangllnathan, please give direct answers 
and don't try to give reasons unless we ask you to give reasons. 

Mr. Chatterjee is asking you whether you had informed any-
body about the incident which had hannened in your presence. YOtl 
said no. That finishes vow' answer. If you ~o on arldinr,- unnecE'S-
sary things, more Questions will follow. 

Shri Sontnatlh Chatterjee' What is the name of the Denuty 
Commissioner of Police wht· had also arrived at the spot on that 
day? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Shri P. R. S. Brar Sir. 

Sbri Somnatb Chatterjee: WIlS he present throughout? 



65 

Shrj V. Ranganathan: Until Mr. Shukla left, he was there. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Was any other officer present? 

Shri V. Rang,anathan: The Additional Deputy Commissioner of 
Police Mr. Mansoor Ali Syei was also present. 

Mr. Chairman: Did he also come when you were in the lOA 
Office? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Yec; Sir. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: So, you were there, the Deputy Com-
missioner of Poilce, Mr. Brar was there and Mr. Syed was also there. 
When did the SHO meet you on that day and had a talk with you? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: At about 12.20 p.m. or so. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: You had a talk with him or did he 
come there? 

Shri V. n.anganathan: HI~ came there. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: According to you. you had received. 
intimation from the Department of Sports that Mr. Adityan and 
Mr. Randhir Singh were the office bearers and that nobody e1ee 
was entitled to claim that right. Before you took action on that date, 
was it because of that intimation alone that you acted? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Not only that. there were slogan smut-
ing and creation of disturbances also. 

Sbri Somnath Chatterjee: Were they committing any offence by 
shouting slogans? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Tn the strict legal sense they tried to 
commit the breach of peace which is an offence. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Whose premises was it? 

Shri V. ~nganathan: It was the lOA premises. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did the lOA till then lodge any com-
plaint with you? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: I got the formal complaint. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: But it was much later. 

Slhri V. Ranganath.$.: I got the telephonic information flrst and 
then the formal ~omplaint. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: You did not arrest Mr. Shukla? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: Yell Sir. 
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8hri H.K.L. Bhagat: You did not detain him. 

Sbri V. Ratl~athan: Yes Sir. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: Did you restrain him? 

Shri V. Ran&anathan: No Sir. 

Sltri II.K.L. Bhagat: MI'. Shukla himself left by your persu-
otion. 

S.hri V. Ranganathan: Yes Sir. 

,Shlli H.K.L. BhllBat: You said that he left the place. Did he 
leave the place in your presence in his car? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: He was sitting in his car and talking to 
Press and people. 

Shri H. K. L. Bhagat: You said that in the evening your officer 
told you as to how he had detained Mr. Shukla. Please explain. 

Shri V. Ranganathan: He told me that aiter Mr. Shukla's sup-
p(jrters were brought to the police station, after the SHO also rea-
ched the police stanon, Mr. Shukla came in his own car. He asked 
'the SHO for what purpose they were- brought to the police station 
and for how long they will be detained. He also said that until 
and unless they were let oft', he would not leave the police station. 
After that, when it was decided by SHO at about 4 O'clock to release 
them, he said that his name should also be included in the list. He 
insisted on that and to defuse the situation the SHO had includ-
ed Mr. Shukla's Ui!lme also. He then thought it prudent to send 
that information to the Lok Sabha Speaker. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: That is all right. Thank you. 

Shri Jujhar Singh: Were you present when Mr. Shukla left the 
stadium? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: No Sir. 

Shri Jujhar Singh: You said, that you saw Mr. Shukla coming 
down from the office and ~ing upto the car. Then how do you 
sa" that you were not there? 

!. Shri V. Ranganathan: He did not leave. He was talking to the 
Press people. 

Shri Jujhar Singh: You saw Mr. Shukla coming out of the 
offie£' and sitting in the car. Upto that time vou were there. You 
saw any police people along with Mr. Shukla in thE' car. 



67 

Shrl V. Ra .... IID.than: ND Sir. 

Mr. Chairm.,.: Were his supporters trying to enter the bWlcUng 
or were they only shouting slogans? 

Shri V. Ralwanathan: They were already inside the office pre-
mises when I reached the spot. 

Mr. Chairman: Have you any idea about what slogans they 
were shouting? 

Shri V. Ranganathan: When they saw me they shouted 'Delhi 
Police 'Hai Hai'; 'Shuklaji hum aap ke saath hai.' 

Mr. Chainnan: When you went there he was occupying the 
Chair of the Chairman. 

Shri V. Ranlanatb ... : Yes Sir. 

(The Witness then withdrew) 

(2) Evidence of Sbri P. R. S. Drar, Deputy Commi~oDer of Pollee 
(South), New Delhi, 

Mr. Chairman: Mr. P.R.S. Brar, you have been asked to appear 
before this Committee to give your evidence in connection with 
the question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of arr-
est/detention of Shri Vidyaeharan Shukla, MP at New Delhi and 
giving wrong information to the Speaker and through him to the 
House on 16th November, 1987. 

I hope that you will state the factual position frankly and truth-
fully to enable this Committee to arrive at a correct finding. 

I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, 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 presented 
to Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure or publication of the pro-

. ceedings of the Committee would constitute a breach of privilege 
ao.d contempt of the House. The evidence which you will give 
before the Committee may be reportf'd to the House. 

Now you may please take oath. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: I. P.R.S. Brar, do solemnly swear in the 
name of God that the evidence which I shall give in this case be 
true. That I will conceal Mthing and that no part of my evidence 
shall be false. 



Mr. Chainuau: You are the Deputy Commissioner of Police 
(South), New l.)elhi and you were holding this position on 16th 
November, 1987. 

Shri P.J:t.S. Brar: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Chairman: What happened on that day in connection with 
tl.le affair for which you have been called here. 

Shri P.R. S. Brar: On: 6th November immediately after 
12 O'clock I got a telephone (;a11 from Secretary General, lOA Mr. 
Randhir Singh saying that a number of people from outside have 
t::ntered the premises and are causing disturbance in the tunctioning 
of lOA Office. I had earlier also know that a dispute was going on 
regarding the respective claims of office bearers at lOA and earlier 
also police had to go there on many o:::casions. I immediately sent 
a wireless message to ACP. Defence Colony under whose jurisdic-
tion lOA office falls directim; him to reach the scene immediately 
and control the situation. 

Mr. Chairmau: What is the name of ACP, Defence Colony? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Mr. Ranganathan. I also left for the scene 
personally immediately 

Mr. Chairman: What WaS the approximate time? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: It was 1210 or 1215. As ACP Defence , 
Colony's office is located nearer he had reached the place a little 
earlier. By the time I reached I found ACP, Defence Colony was 
already there. He told me that he has removed 18 persons who had 
entered the premises and were raising slogans and got them sent 
to the police station in a police van. 

Mr. Chairman: When you reached there none of them was there. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes. I went to the Secretary-General's office 
and next to his office I was told that Mr. Shukla is still sitting in 
the office of the President (Jf lOA. He was refusin'g to leave the 
office. Mr. Ranganathan, ACP had with him two letters-one from 
the Ministry of Youth Affairs stating that Government has taken 
note of the election of Mr. Adityan and Mr. Randhir Singh in Tri-
\'andrum nnd they are now duly recogni~ed office bearers of lOA. 
That letter W:lS shown to Mr. Shukla. 

Mr. Chairman: That happened in your presence. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: This 118S happened in my presence. Mr. Ran-
ganathan came and told me that Mr. Shukla i~ refusing to leave 
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the office. I told him to please show these letters to Mr. Shukla. 
When Mr. Ranganathan went back to the President's office. .., 

Mr. Chairman: How do you know he showed these letters? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: I was standing in the gate. 

Mr. Chairman: So it was in your presence and you were seeing. 

SIhri P.R. S. Brar: I saw him showing those letters to Mr. Shuk-
la. Then Mr. Shukla said that he had. filed case in J abalpur court 
and the court has accepted his claim. Mr. Ranganathan said he has 
only these instructions and tnere is no order from any court to the 
contrary and he should leave. On that Mr. Shukla got up and he 
walked out of the office. Mr. Ranganathan went behind him. I did 
not go out. I went to the Secretary-General's office. Mr. Rangana-
than came back after 2-3 minutes and said Mr. Shukla has left in 
his car and he asked Mr. Randhir Singh, Secretary-General to give 
a formal complaint about the entire incident. We went about look-
ing at the office premises seeing the damage that had been done by 
these demonstrators. We found a couple of files had been thrown 
out and a number of plates removed from the doors. We stayed 
there for 10 minutes to see that similar damage does not take place. 
Then myself and Addl. DCP, Mansoor Ali Sayid left for our office. 

Mr. Chairman: You never told us when did Mr. Manaoor Ali 
Sayid come there? 

Shri P .R.S. Brar: He had already come before I reached. there. 

Mr. Chairman: Did these things happen in his presence? 

Shri P.R.S. Orar: When I reached there he was in Secretary-
General's office. He remained there only. 

Mr. Chairman: Anything which you know after that. I am only 
confining yourself to your knowledge. Did any other matter come 
to your notice? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: ACP. Defence Colony told me that SHO had 
reached the scene. He had told him to go back and deal with the 
persons who haa been sent earlier. He also told me that Mr. Shuk-
la has left in his own car and the situation is peaceful at the pre-
mises. We sat down-three of us-in Secretary-General's office. As 
11 matter Of fact, we even discussed. We said this is a dispute bet-
ween two groups from which they are probably trying to derive 
some advantage of publicity and we should take action in such a 
way that minimum publicity is caused. as a result of this incident 
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as Mr. Shukla's alTest or detention is likely to be splashed on the 
front pages and there is no need for that because seeing these 
documents he has already left. He was, sitting with the Secretary-
General. We had already decided that sinee it was a minor inci-
dent, it is better to take action only under Section 65 of Delhi 
Police Act. After that the ACP, DefEmce Colony, in my presence 
asked the Secretary-General to give a written complaint at least of 
whatever has happened so that we ean have it on record. Since 
nothing else was required at that time, myself and the Additional 
DCP left the place. 

Mr. Chairm~: Did you go to the Police Station at any stage"! 

Slhri P.R.S. Brar: No, Sir. I did not go to the Police Station. 

Mr. Chairman: Did you come to know at any time that Shri 
Shukla was detained or arrested in the Police Station? 

Sbri P. R. S. Brar: I came to know about it only in the next 
morning. 

Mr. Chainnan: In the evening you did not know about it and 
nobody informed you eithe!'. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Yes, Sir, Commissioner of Police telephoned 
me at 3.30 in my office to check up as to what has happened. I gave 
him the facts as I was personally present on the spot. I told him 
that 18 persons had been removed to the Police Station under Sec-
tion 65. He asked whether Shri Shukla had been arrested and I 
told he had not been arrestE'd. 

Mr. Chairman: Did Mr. Ranganathan tell Shri Shukla, "You are 
under arrest"? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: No, Sir. 
Mr. Chairman: Have you any personal knowledge as to when 

was the information given to the Lok Sabha? 

Shri P.R.S.Brar: No. Sir. 

Shri SOmDath Chatterjee: Do you know that Shri Shukla's com-
plaint to the Hon. Speaker and some other Hon. members of Par-
liament was about the non-intimation of his arrest or detention in 
time? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes. Sir. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: I believe that you had ascertained the 
fact that at about 3.30 P.!VI. on 16th Nov., the matter had been 
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raised in the House and it was said that the Hdn. Minister of 
Parliamentary Affairs would as<:ertam the facts and let the House 
know about it. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Cbairman: May I again warn you that you should only de-
pose as to what is in your personal knowledge otherwise it will 
create problems for us. 

Sbri P.R.S. Brar: This I had come to know later on from the 
proceedings reported in the newspaper. I was not personally there 
in the House. 

Shri Somnath Ohatterjee: At 17.14 hrs. the Hon. Smt. Sheila 
Dikshit informed the House that it had been ascertained from the 
Police authority that no arrest or detention of Shri Shukla took 
place today. Did you give tillS information to the Hon. Minister or 
to the Ministry to be communicated to the House? 

Sbri P. R. S. Brar: I gave this information to the Commissioner 
of Police at about 3.30. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: And you said that he was not arrest-
ed. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes. Sir, I did say that he was neither arres-
ted nor detained. 

Shri Somnatlb Chatterjee Now, you agree that he was detained. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: I wish to make an explanation on that if 
1 have your permission. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee'!: You are Deputy Commissioner of 
Police and I suppose you know that the whole enquiry is about the 
delay in giving intimation ,)f arrest. 

Shl'li P. R. S. Brar: At 3.30, there was neither a'ny intention nor 
any direction by any officer given to the police station to detain or 
arrest Shri Shukla. 

Shri Somnath Ohatterjee: Did you ever try to ascertain from 
the police station as to what was the positioin, especially when the 
enquiry was made by the Commissioner of Police? 

Sbri P. R. S. Br8l': Since I was personally present at the spot. 
this was discussed thre~d bare by me with other senior officers and 
we felt that the incident did :not warrant arrest or detention of 
Shri Shukla. These were my instructions and r had no reason to 
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believe to the contrary that anything else would have been done 
at the police station. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Do you know that the Station House 
Officer informed the Hon. Speaker, both orally and m writing, about 
the detention of Shri Shukla? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: He informed me in writing not orally. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: You never tried to ascertam from the 
Police Station. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Since I was personally present. I did not be-
lieve that anything else to what I have said would have happened 
at the police station. 

Shri So~ath Chatterjee: Did you come to know that the matter 
had been raised in the House also? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: No. Sir. 

Slhri Somnath Chatterj~: The Commissioner of Police did not 
tell you that. 

Shri P .R.S. Brar: He did tell me that hon. Minister wants to 
know whether Shri Shukla had been arrested or not. 

Shri Somatath Chatterjee: You 'gave the information to the Hon. 
Minister without ascertaining the position at the Police Station. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: As I said, I had returned from the scene and 
there was no instruction at all and I was informed by the ACP also 
that Shri Shukla had left in his own car. I at no stage could visu-
alise that Shri Shukla reached the police station. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: It means, therefore, that you acted in 
response to some information which you received. 

Sbri P. R. S. Brar: I was there on the spot when Shri Shukla 
left. 

SlId Somnath Chatterjee: Did you see police men in his car? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: No, Sir. 

Mr. Cbairman: What is Section 6fi of Delhi Police Act? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: It says that: 

"Whoever shall not abide by the reasonable instruction of the 
police officer can be removed to the police station for such 
period till apprehE'nsion of di!lturbancp. or brpach of peaee 
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passes over and if such person is detained for longer 
than 24 hrs. he must be produced before the Magistrate 
but if such person is detained for shorter period then the 
police officer of thp police station concerned, will release 
him after recording the circumstances of the case in the 
police station." 

Mr. Chairman: You said that all the three officers including you 
decided that it did not warrant taking any other action ('xcept un-
der Section 65 of the Delhi Police Act. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes, Sir, against 18 persons who had already 
been removed to the Police station before I reached there. 

Mr. Chairman: But not, against Shri Shukla. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: No, Sir. 

Mr. Chairman: I may bring to your notice that the Station 
House Officer fn his written communication has said: 

"Since there was apprehension of breach of peace those peo-
ple were detained under Sedion 65 of the Delhi Police 
Act till 4.00 P.M. today." 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: The fact, as reported to me, was that Shri 
Shukla came to the police station in his own car and he demanded 
from the SHO, why his sql1.atters were brought to the Police Sta-
tio'n. They were still raising slo~ans in the Police Station. Shri 
Shukla demanded that they should be let ott immediately. SHO 
said, "There has been some disturbance and I have in~truction that 
these people are to be kept for some time till the situation retums 
to normal." Shri Sl,ukla kept on sittin£! there. He had aceess to tele-
phone He met some hon, members who came to see him and he 
walkeo out of the polir-Po ~t~tion WWl them He had tot.al freedom 
and he said that he woulrl wait t;11 hie; squatters had left. The SHO 
had seen similar c;ituntionc; earlie". So. at 4 O'dock when he de-
cided to leave and !Zo. Shri Shukh tl)lr! the SH0 th"1t he wOlllc'l not 
leave till his name was alo;o included with that of hi<: rupnorters 
because thev were his men. Tl,e SHO in l,j" own wisdom decided 
f:~at to ffefuc;e the situatiort. it wouM probal-1v he convenient to in-
dude Shri Shllkh's l'''llTle That wa~; what he had written in the 
station diarv also. He had 'T.ent;nnp~ in tl,e report that Rince Shri 
Shnkla had insiRteff on hi!"l l1:>me heiT1<1 included. his name wa'! a~­
cordin£!lv included. S()Q'n. when he felt that thE" Ritlll1tion had re-
turned to normal he had S£'1"'t an intimation tl) the Speaker also In 
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writing that he informed the Assistant Commissioner of Police. At 
no stage had they telephoned me. 

Mr. Chairman: You came to know all these developments only 
subsequently. Is that right'! 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes, Sir. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Mr. Brar, have you seen the photo-
graph that appeared In the 'Illustrated Weekly of India', dated the 
3lfd January 1988? It is on page 40. You may please see that Shri 
Shukla is getting into his car and you can also see that there are 
policemen. How do you explain this pkture? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Sir, I may mention here what my subse-
quent inquiries revealed about this issue. I would submit here 
that we are also very much concerned that a very serious com-
munication lapse has occurred. Shri Shukla asked one of the 
Probationary Sub-i.nspectors as to where his supporters had been 
taken. The probitionary sub-inspector gave him the directions. but 
Shri Shukla insisted that he should accompany him and show the 
police station, which the sub-inspector had done. Under normal pro-
visions of law, if an officer brings a person under custody to the 
police station, he enters the station building and makes an entry 
about the matter. lin. this case, you may please observe that the 
Sub-inspector had not entered the building at all. He simply 
guided Shri Shukla, only because Shri Shukla asked him to do so. 
He left Shri Shukla there and returned. It is true that the sub-
inspector also travelled in Shri ShUkla's car. But at no stage was 
he travelling to restain the movements of Shri Shukla. A number 
of members of Parliament had come to the police station and 
talked to Shri Shukla. They can also confirm that Shri Shukla was 
under no form of detention whatsoever, throughout his stay at the 
police station. 

Sbri Somnath Chatterjee: You mentioned that a serious lapse 
had occured. What is it? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Tlw lapse was that the SHO should not 
have included Shri Shukla's name at his insistence. And he should 
have brought it to the notice of his senior officers immediately, so 
that we could have immedir.tely informed the Speaker about the 
whole thing even on telephone. 

Shrt Somnath Chatterjee: Eariler, you told that there was no 
detention. Was it proper (,n your part to give such information 
without ascertaining the full details? 
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Shri P. R. S. B.rar: In retrospect, I do feel that it would have 

been a more prudent course. But as I submitted earlier, since 1 
was personally on the spot, I had no reason to believe that they 
would have acted in any way contrary to what we discussed. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: You were not present when . Shri 
Shukla left. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: I did not come down to the ground floor. 
I was in the first floor. 

Shri Somllath Chatterjee: You got the ~formation from the 
Secretary-General around 12 Noon. You reached the spot within 
10 to 15 min"..ltes. Altogether you must have stayed there for 
about 10 minutes. Is that so? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: I stayed for 15 to' 20 minutes. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: By that time. all those people had 
been removed. You did not see them. 

Shri P. R . S. Brar: Yes, I did not see them. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: The Commissioner of Police had Bub-
. mitted his report in which he had admitted that Shri Shukla was 
detained from 12.30 PM to 4.00 PM. Do you agree with this? 
I quote: 

"Later on Shri Shukla reached Police Station, Lod4 Colony 
in his own car ann demanded that he too should be de-
tained with his supporters. He cchltinued to sit in 
SHO's office without any restraint on him throughout 
this period. Since his supporters were in agitated mood 
and shouting slogans even in the Police Sta~ion, SHO, 
Lodhi Colony who by then had returned itom the 
Court did not consider it prudent to let them go imme-
diately aond detained them under Delhi Police Act from 
12.30 P. M. to 4.00 P. M. Shri Shukla's name was inclu-
ded in the list on his insistence." 

Therefore that was treated ns detention. 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: From 12.30 P.M. to 4.00 P.M .. 18 supporters 
were kept under detention. 'rhey were in a separate area. They 
were under some restraint. Shri Shukla was not under detention. 
He was there throughout the period. He had free access with the 
Members of the Press. He had free access with his friends from 
Lok Sabba. He even walked out at the Police Statidn whenever he 
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wanted and came back. Till 4 O'clock he was waiting only in sup-
POrt of his followers. We have seen such types of situations 
where public leaders wait till their supporters are let off from the 
Police Station. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Did you submit any report regarding 
this incident? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: Yes. I did. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: On which date? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: On 17th. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: At what time? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: At about 10 O'clock. 

Shri Somnath Cbatterjet~: Have you got any report with you? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: No, Sir. 

Shri Somnath Ohatterjee: Why did you prepare that report on 
the 17th when the incident occurred on the 16th? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: On 17th morning. the Commissioner of 
Police telephonically informed me that SHO, Lodhi Colony has 
come with a report which was in conflict with my earlier report 
land he wanted to find out what has happ~ed to the position. 

Shri S3mnath Chatterjee: Mr. Brar did you ascertain when 
Mr. Shukla's name was included in the list of persons detained 
and at what time? 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Immf'diateJy after 4 O'clock. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: So, at 4 O'clock he was let off. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: Even in the report, it is written. It says only 
that "he will not leave till his name is also mentioned in the 
list". This is how it is mentioned. Even then it does not say that he 
has been kept under dcteI".tion in the Police Station from 
12.30 P.M. to 4.()a P.M. 

Shri Somnath Chatteriee: What happened in the Police Sta-
ti<*? SHO was the best person here to say all that. 

Shri P. R. S. B~ar: I hay", 'giv('n all the report that he had re-
corded ... 

Shri Somnath C\1attel'jee: Whatever communication you gave it 
was without ascertaining from him. I think that was the position. 
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Mr. Chairm_: Mr. Brar, thank you very much. Let us have tea 
now. ;. 

(3) Evidence of Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid, Additional Deputy 
Commissioner of Police (South), New Delhi 

Mr. Chairman: Are you Mr. Mansoor Ali Sayid? 

Shri Mansoor ~ Sayid: Yes. 

Mr. Chai.rn1.$l: Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid" you have been asked to 
appear before this CommitteE" to give your evidence in connection 
with the question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of 
arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla MP at New Delhi and 
giving wrong information to the Speaker and through him to the 
House on 16th November 1987. 

I hope that you will state the factual position frankly and 
truthfully to enable this Committee to arrive at a correct finding. 

, I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, 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 presented to 
Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure or publication of the proce· 
edings of the Committee would constitute a breach of privilege and 
contempt of the House. The evidence which you will give before the 
Committee may be reported to .the House. 

N ow you may please take oath or affirmation as you like. 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: I will take oath. "I Mansoor Ali Sayid 
swear in the name of God that the evidence which I shall give in 
this case shall be true, that I will conceal nothing and that no 

. part of my evidence shall be false." 

Mr. Chairman: Are you Additional Deputy Commissioner of 
Police? 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: Yes. 

Mr. Chairman: Were you holding the same post on 16th Novem-
ber 1987? 

ShtiMan800r Ali Sayid: Yes. 

Mr. Chairman: Would you tell the Committee as to what had 
'i:happpened on that day? Pll"ase be careful to speak on that matw 
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which is in your personal knowledge. What happened in your 
presence and what personally you know about it? 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: WhECn I was on VIP arrangement duty 
I received a wireless message that I should report to IN Stadium. 
In accordance with the instructions I reached J. N. Stadium. 
I proceeded to the Office of the Secretary-General, lOA. Mr. Ran-
ganathan ACP was already there. Some persons were'in the process 
of being taken away. Otherwise the situation was quite normal. 
Within one or two minutes of my reaching. Deputy Commissioner 
of Police, Mr. Brar, arrived and he directed ACP to show Mr. Vid-
!acharan ShUJu8, MP, some papers. I remained in the Office of 
the SG of the lOA. 

Mr. Chairm8h: Did you talk to Mr. Shukla? 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: No. 

Mr. Chairman: Nothing happened in your presence? 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: No. 

Mr. Chairman: How can your evidence be helpful to us if noth-
ing happened in your presence? 

Shri Mansoor Ali Sayid: I received a message and went there. 
After that Shri Ranganathan arrived. Nothing happened. 

Mr. Chairman: We are sorry. we troubled you. You can leave. 

(The witness then withdrew) 

(4) Evidence or Shri Rajendra Kumar, Station House Officer, 
Police Station Lodhi Colony, New Dellhi 

Mr. Chainnan: Shri Rajendra Kumar, you have been asked to 
appear before this Committee to give your evidence in connection 
with the question of privileg€ regarding alleged non-intimation of 
arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, Member of Parlia-
ment, at New Dehli and giving wron'g information to the Speaker 
'nd through bim to the House on 16th November, 1987. 

I hope that you will state the factual position frankly and truth-
fully to enable this Committee to arrive at a correct ftndinl!. 

I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. 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 presented 
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to Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure or publication Of the ~ 
ceedings of the Committee would constitute a breach of Privile,e 
and contempt of the House. The evidence which you will give be-
fore the Committee may be reported to the House. 

Now you may please take oath or aftirmation as you like. 
-'.l! 

Shri, Rajendra Kumar: I, Rajendra Kumar, swear in the name of 
God that the evidence which I shall give in this case shall be true, 
that I will conceal nothing and that no part of my evidence shall 
be false. .' f, 1 

Mr. Chairman: Are you an Inspector in the Police? 

Mr. Chairman: On 16th November. 1987 what was the position 
which you were occupying at that time? 

'1) ~. Pt'~ : ~ f~ ~ ifflR ~~. I'. f . '"., ~ ,~, 'ffinr 
~ .'f::f ~ ~ ~ ~T I 

~'"lfftf ~'Rq : ~ ~, ~ ~ 'RT !W FT ? 

"" mR "'t'~ : ~, ~ f~ ~ m ~T pr ~, ~ '!'if.r a 
if: f~ it ~'m ~ lfi1i it i:rtr ~ .:r) I ~~::f 1 2 ~ ~ 1 0 
f~ q<: ~ ~ ~~~ ~~ !fiT m- fifill"T ~ it. (Tmlf ;;rr;R .,f; ~~ I 
~fif; ~ ~ ffii~ ~ .~ it ~ ~ ~ ~ crnrnm ~ ~ ~ qy 
f~ ~ ~T, w~ ~ 'tf~ ~~ lfl: q;);f fif;ln I 1{1f q;);f 1fl: ~ 
~ if ~ f", JfqI~(i:f'<1 q<1i' ~ it ~ ~ ~.~ qR ~ 
f;I~ ~ lf~;!I ~~ ~, ~ m- 1fl: l'~T ~ !fiT ifflTlfT fl; If 'Il 
~ 1fQ'~ ~ ~ I ~ W ~T ~rfita' ~(:f ~ ~ it. f~ 1'11' fltm I 
~ 12 <r~ 20-25 f~ q<: If ~ ~;!I' tNT, q:t~~f;l1r<.14fl:q", 
'~~lf~lti/I;:r if, ~ t ~ ~ IliT .1. ~~, 1I1'RPi'~ ~ ~ ~ 
~ • '!'l 0fCfTlIT fir; ~~ 1fl: ~~ it lJ'IfT ~ , ~ 1fT IliT f1nn~ 
,,~ it. ~1Zfi ~tJTlIT m <11T it ~ fir; vrR 'lJ;!I'T mr ~ ~, • 
;~~ flfi If ~ tl' vrR ~rn;, If ~ ~ ~ ~ it ~ ~ 

~w::r ~, ~ 1fT P;ft fq~ IIf'<1' it. ~ orrt ~ ~ it 
~ ~ ~ fir.1n m ~ f~~ ~, 1fTOft ~: lflT ~ ~ I 
~ If ~ ~tni« it I/fl it ~ n it ..n r"lClI'l4<Of 'lW nofT ~ if 
m~~l~'T~mi~mitml ~~mit'"lfi': 
11'" ~ ~-irt ~ !fiT 'fIit .. ~ l:fI'T ~? *" m "'1T-"~ ~«lff!l4"'" 
~ ~ it ~ pr~, ~ ~~ ~ 1Ph~, ~ ~~ pr tl" *" ~~ ~ m it. ~ 1ft' qT' 
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W q"( ~ irt: ~ if io ~ I • ~.rn qr-"~ ~ 'fJll ~ ," 
,~ ~ 1IItI'-"~ ~ ~ m. iii' t'IT ~ If{ Ail: Irtl'fT ~ lIiT.mrr 
t ~ ~ if ~ • ~iT I" ~ ifT ~ it io ~ ~~ rn ~ 
1fT{t P i~ m ~, ~ iJI'T ~ m tit ~ '1ft ~ rn . ~ • J9 
tt ~ ~ f3 fQ 1ft ~ iii ft:lt:( ml ~m';;rr Wf~ ~ ~ f~ 
itr ft;ro: ~~ ~-~ ~, ~ ~ m: ~ tAi' qt ~ • qt 
m ~~ ~ ~ \JIT ~ 'frt ~T ~ it-"~r ...rt QN ~'Ili 1IiU, ~ 
~ m"I' ~I" m ~m f~ ~ ~mr ~-"~ '!fu~ ~ ~" lIiT ;rru 

,,ft 'I{ ~ ~ it I 

~ :om: ri ~~ ~Pfifi' ~fun:~ 1fiT ~ ;f~ ~T ~, 
~ro qrif ~ ~ ~~ rn ~ '<f~ err, ~ iIR ~ ~ ~ iii 18 
'iiqr .. 4f <tiT ;;r) f~ ~ ~d it"~ iii ~u; lJi~ mr, ~ If{ 1If~ ~ 
it ~ f~ ~ ~tfoft ~ -nil' if ~ ~ ifu.,nT '1"1' f~, w If{~:t ~. 
~-"~ m ~ fli'f fif;lrr 'err. ~~ m ~~ f$€., ~ flf;I:n err I 
~ m ~ mtr ~ it ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ m ~ ~1 ~~ ~ ;;rorfcf; ~ 
""dlf41 "lit ~ ~ ~ m: ~ ~ ," ~ q"T ~'fifi ~TrrT it ~;;ror Q!f; 
~ ;;r1' ~ 'fT1:1 .,~1 f~T mn;lTT cr.f ~ cf erf.t it ~ ri'l'r I ~ ~ 
~ ~ 'fTt ;;rrrit ri I m ~~ lf~ mr f'ti fW'!u:m ~ 'f 61' ;;rT'lt 
~it ~ ;;r1' ~ 'fill f'li ~ ~T 'inT '1"1' f;o;rlg ¥r ~ I 

~q 'flI'r Q,"n"t:i;;r ~ , ~ ;;r~ ~ ~ ;;m: ~ ~ ifi':1<r ~ ~ 'inT 
~ 'lif fuc:rr, ¥r lit<rT f'li ~ W m1:fi q1f~ g- oT ~ ~ <I''ffi' :am 
~Ifi' m Gf<fr{ ~{t<: ~t mc~~ "!~ I ;;rr Olff'ffi' lf~ ~ ~ 
ilif~qlr~lIrqi! ~ lJ"I.{T ~~ctt qrF<'l'lIrija ~ ~ ~1 ~ f~ tTlIl 
CI'\"t: ~ it ~ it; f;o;r~ ~ lTlfr I W f<ifl; ~ Olif'ffi' ~«T it q-~ f~ 
m- QT l'flfT I 

~~ ~q : .lf~ fm ~ <tl <m'f ~ ? 

~ '{'~ f"~: !f>Tt 5 lfT ~~ qj-:q <1'* ifi ~f1flfR 1fiT <m'f ~ 'I 
4 ~ ~1fit ~l~T lf~T lifT I "far ~ Ifflr '<f<nT f<ti t:Tif-flJr it ~ lT~ ~ ('IT 
lT~ f~<rr'7l''' iF 0'" ~ ~'1f1: ~r~Of iF 't«Ti~ ~ -.:rr ~TolITU f-rtiti!' f~qrt I 

W'fNftl ~q: ~ ~ Of\i iJ>"t <m'f ~ ? 

. ~ '{'£iPJ: fq~ : lf~ 'tifTOf ~T~ ~ <l'i <>~ Gn~ ~ I ~ mtr lIiTd-
IfT~T 'liT f~!fTar ~;t q'f~~C!. lifif'lg;rl; lifi) tf>1;:r tn: Gf('ITlfT I p;rr TlT'frll'f ~ IF:T 
fiIi f~ij o~ ~ 1!J:<l<'TT ~;;O-1' ~T ~R ~ it' f<ti ~q fi,?r ~ir I {~ ~ it f~;: 
~ l:i"U4I' t.t:t if; ;no lifiT 1{3f~ ~ ":3''flifir ;;n:r ~1' ~1f" "A'I'~!' ~ f~ ~ , 

W1fNM "s:,~q: lf~ fifoi'\';:f iI'~ 'i~. <l'r~ ~ 1 

'" ~1"i'J: .,,11:: lf~ <tim 6 .~ ~ GfT~ t ~;r ~ a.t ~ 
.~ ~1" .~ ~ q-iRf ~r ~ ~ ;mr ~ ~ .~T t m {C 
~ iO'.~.'~ iiT ~ I ~·it ~ m ~ q'(~~ ftq-)i ~ 
~ ~ "'I ~ "'tilT-'~ t' I-
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JJft ~~ f1m:: ~ ~~ q t ;or) fir; f.~)~....,. sttm it t, 
q q' t flli' ~ fiJRl' ~1Rf ~ ~ ~ ~, \ifiI' ~ 'fiT qm.,tr ~ 
R ~ ~ 1I'Mf t ail~ '~'1flRI' ~~. it ~~, ~ i3Inft t 'j ~ ~ 
ftii' fq foo ~ ~ fiIi' l:1'A' iI'~ ~ m ri (fIIi' m ... f~ 'I'lI'T n ~ 
~ W ~j 

",qfu~:~if~lIi'iI'~t? 

J/'t ~r~p( pT"( : ~ ~ l{ ~ fCqli~e it ~ I 

'""""' q~: Q'Tlf IIi'iI' ~ ~ 'to]' fnltitc if ? 

"" ~~ ptT; 1969 ~ I 

~"rqfW q~": 196 9 ~ 3JTq';l lf~1 ~fac~ ~.1 ~ I 

"" ~,i'~ ~,q ~ : ~r ~t I 

~""'" ~'If ~I~ ~4T ~fi'll;ft 'If~~ ~ 'n fil r: ~q ~ 
t(~.~.q). ~ I 

.n ~f1l. p~: ~t)ar;f nr ~ ~ t 1 

~ ~ : 'Jf~ llir q ~r ~ t, 'l\iI' fm 'I'~1 q;) 
M1f fltilO' 'ilTlf m \3'm ~~1 tT'iliffq~ it f~ Cffif ~ift 'if~ I 

""~. '''~ : P!~ 65 :!1.1ft. ~ ~ ~mrlli cFr~ #~ 1f1'IN11fm '\~'" t, ~ lf~ ~ t flf> : 

"If there is any apprehension of breach of peace, the persons 
creating apprehension can be removed from the place if 
they do 'not obey the instructions of the police officer." 

""'".. . q fiflfll' \;if !f~ t« ~ ~ tflfI' I 

'" ~. prt : ~ziffif; U«if ~1Ii' ~~ ~ ~ ~ 
~~ i m n" rtn:~ !f~ \3'~f1F ,~ ~~ 'l', ~4! ~.r~~ iii) fnd 
~ ~ ,,", ifl~r~ ~ ~ ", ~~ ~lfi) ~ ~ ~~ flli'lO' trqT, ~ 
~'~ ~ 'fIff I " 

ft1'Ifft .. : 'I'm: ~ "i";tr « ,,~ {\' ~r \;if ~ lfii qt « ~. '~. '1?:qor trql Cf'( I ~ {!" if\' ~ h • ~ ~ mr 
" _lIlT', 
"'~.!'I": ~~, ~ m ~ lIit'TiA 4-5 f1R~ ~ I w_ ,,~ : "A~ ~ n ~ IfiT 4& ~~ ~ ~ 1I'I1f 

~ 4&. 00 Q ~ ~ 11ft' , 
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a'. ",q' UiJI,,",~ if ~ fmi ~ ~ ~ "'" 

~~I~ : 7t( f~Tt if.if. ff~ S-U;, ~ 16-11-87 
'If~!f ~,",,~!:ft ~I~~, sri fmft ltft QT ~m) it ~ ~, fi1l~ m· 
",",~I it ~(~ ~ I 7tti: ~r m ~ 65 if. liT. ~ w 
f~rt ~ 1f.q it ~ I ~~ 4 wi lTrlf ~ t f1t; Ilf~T~ ~i! ;:t. ~ 
~)~ffl1f;r1 lftwr ttif q'1. ~ t u:~. ""t. ~ ~~ ~ ~i.; if~ R:r(;:t. 
31 7/~."iT., i.fir~m m i{lf ;:j. 496/~. if., iIfi~ 1ftrfrol 1fiJ;:t. 
10 89/U:" . it. , "'~,~ <ii<i if~ ~1lr~ ~ "'rf. "1'). U:. t ~ 
q'r' ~ 'flti~ .'<ir ~.~,tft./iT.~., Q,4Il.,lf1<i it.~.!ft,/~.if. 
a'if': m~r ~~ a'rt:. ~ . u:. q'~ ~)qj '(If{ :;;Ai it, iif) ~lf~ ~ ~ 

f ~ ~ I"-I'fI flli !Q'i" _!Q'T . u: . ~ ~r if; ~ ~ lTIm a'rf. ~ _ u:. ~ ~'lri\' 
iJI;ror ~ flf"l'if it. ar~ri\" ~q(l1: it ",it ~ it ~fh: ~r q'~ ~ Ifif .-rlf 
f~. ~r ~~ iIfi~ ~7tr UT I ~ m ~,,,~ 15fT iff '-~r, ~<il, U:lf.tft. 
~iif 1fT ~~ it. !Q' .. ~r !Q'I tTit m~ ~ii! ~ m 'l1 !Q'llf" i~ tTit, 
f.3AoiT !Q'rt. !Q') , ", . it. 1!<i{~~,", if ~ ~ r...~~ ~ f~ lIi~ I ,,~ 
~ ;:r f"~~ '1T ~~i!r '!ffil'f ~t ~« fiti7t1 I Cjf~ if; ~ ~ JJft' ~. 
tr . ~I ~(f1: ~ ",I~ !Q'I 1fif I 15ft ~.~. 1TIf<iT ~ it; ~ 'IIi' 
f. ~q('f, 'l, 'l~~ ~ it, 1ft ~~ ~ iT~ ~ "rlf~ I~ ~Ttr... ...romt\' 
"~r f~;tr.rr~", ~ ~q If,~), ~ ~T m'f ~, !Q'rR ~ "«iT .. 

~"",,, ~q : 'if) ilfirtft a'lq'i\' ~ 1WfT (t t ~it "mil 111If 
fflt t ~"oit ~tT(' '!Q'f'(Tq''' f<iGT pi t, ~ a'1"<1'q' .~) ~ ~T ~ 
~, ~it iIfi).., ~I lT~ m ~, a'iq' em lli'ftft it ~r f(if.r ~a'r t I 

"""~!1'rt : il'ft lIirtft it "m" ~ ilfir wliTtr t ",l' q 
1f1'~ m tt tl 

~",,",.r ~: mf('f iIfi) cnqif ~ lfirtft ;pit (t I 

'" ~ Pr'( I irt q'nI' 1ft ~ lfirtft t I "'11K f\Ir4A it !fiif 
tT'(If(ft ~ tTzIT ~'l'f I 

""""' ~: a'~r!Q'IiT~ I 

~ ~ f1m : r..tff4iT CfCMI'a" ~ w tt 1 ~. art. it wmr lIi~'q' ~if if; f<iil" Iliff, ~ it WI'1I ~ arit m "«(Ilf Irr~ 
~ ~ ij'q'tb{ "" ~(t 6 ~lf .~ t f~ ~ lIft', ~ij' q'( tt u:w • 
'fr{ . if ~f"I: lHfl1l1fiff ~ ~'111 (1) JJft' m iI'ro1lGl ~ 
a'rfi JJft' ~rolf wfli, ~~i'i! Cn'Ii 71. iRI YJ, f;fq, Irar srbr, (z) 
'I'f' ..,n, ij";l .rrq; JJf\' "<.inr ..: ni, ~n tn'Ii ..m ~ .. wi~, 
~f1i;r .. ~, ~. tft ., (3) '1ft rrm fwt ~ cn'fi .;) ~ tq, ~k 
~ ~ 'fIT1:, tm, 1fS'( m .. 
~ ~ .. "'"" iii) ~ '"" Q," I 
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.. ' -nml ... pt~: ~;rTq' qa- arl~ if ~~Iq~ it ifl~ ;rl~;r ~,m 
~r it WI~ 1filZ.-;r ~~ t f~ m~ 1f1l~ q~r Of 1Ii~ it1 f~ ~=(am 65 
~ ,tt\', qIf!' 'fRr ~r if ~If(r m. ~ 12,30 IIi ft;:r i:Of ~1 ~;w f1I;t(r 
~ m '5fr ~,~, ~r ~rt'r if~ llil~ ~ '""" ~1iI'1 it. Wif;"{ ~q~-.:: 
Q;~ , ~ , ,", ~~ 'fRT it to tTt!; m~ ~ \jfif eI1fi ~it; ~~ if;T ~tf 
WR.T ~t;rrr ~ 'ff.r ~ ifl~ ~'T :JI'1t(1T ~T ~1:1cRf It mr ~ltr !f~'~' ~lA 
it 1ft WiiT ~a- ~ ~'T Ofl=(f(I\;f'r if;<:~ ~i ~I"{ :JI'lllr .q ~Irr: fiil'ilifi'r ~~r ~~ 
~T ~ Of ~ trf(r m1: ~ .~ 65 iT, 1fT. rr:lf?: ~ '«I"{ ~ 
~~ ~ ~ ~f(r f~r ~r P.fT lfr, iT, ~{ir ~I ~ ~ ~ fif; .. 11: 'it 
~itr ~ t ~r'l' f(if ~ ~~ ~1lTOf if ~..,~ f~~l!3ir~lf,T ;:n;r ~i ~~ 
mf'flil it; ~rllf ftNT i;flcf ijfr 15fT efT, iff, ~<rel ~ ~Iq; ~f '-1;r llfif."{ 1/T~~ 
~ 'l'rq; ~ 1, filf~ ~, tJ,;r.C>lfr. ~'I~' ~T ;il;r. ~r~r<~­
(lIRr ~ "{)i;f;rl~r if f!f,l(1 tflt'f ~ lfiil~ ifl~ ii' ~If'(lf;"{, ~~;~"lT ~I~.or if;T 
~r fr iiif ~~'T t m"{ q'l\'l;r ~~i~I' ~1q;m:1;; q'1~'1 C(rr:~.~,"'i,~t. ~'I~i( 
'fl'fT ~~r it; ;"'Tf~ it ~ I -.:q~ ~~'I;; ~ "{rl>/t'l1;r'«r ~ I ;pf,~ rr:, ~'i ,iWt, I 

~ ~ : Gfl(r ll~ f~1i t;(1 q;f ~ ~;f.f ~r I 

eit ~"q ~1,( : ,,~ ~I~', ~ ~C( l~iR:1: ~f iiI"tt' SI~:I1!i 1!:lfl 0,' 

~ ~lfr I ' 

~"r"'f" .q : t;(lq~ ~fm~ lfi'r :JI'T f"lfTi Iffr qfiT if;,lfi ir ~, 'J;I~q 
~~ t!;lr> H m ~U; m<: or~i'~lt fili Cfl(1 ~ «I «JCf ii·1:r..r.rl ~ ctff O!;r, ~ ~ I 

eit ~f'f'I ~ : m it. i[1~ i ;iT ~ I 

~ ~Rq: ~~ii' i~ 16/ 1 7- 11- 8 7 f~ .. r ~iH ~, ~~'Ifi'T ~~lt I 

eit ("'~ !'"'" : "{r..r.rl¥f'q'r ~ij~ 8 G(Iif ~ ~~~ f~;:r ~i~ 8 "'~ t'i1r. ""~'a'T t:, ~~ ~ i~ 16/11-11- 87 f{i~ t ~"{ !.~"r ~~ar 'r ""~r ~ I 

'""'"" ~ : 'flqif; f!f,ifr ~~"-1<r ~ 4 if~ ~ qt.~' lH ;r:I=,~ i( 
m"~ 1fi~ ~rlft'T 1fi'T, ~T I 1 

'li' mf;r f~l'= : CfiW tcrcfl '4-ir ~'T ,lfff I 

~ ~": 4 if\W ~ q~ illq~ f"Rf'T Ifi) 1I~ ~f "1I'1lfT fCfi ~ 
1flImr IIf\' iii). Ai;:r ~T f.r;lIT I 

~ ~.pn~: 4 ~,~ ~.~ .~r, fd;.fil if ~ .iT i'\~T dr<; 
Of ~ 1fiT( ~~r ~ ~ir !fit tn ~, ,iI'fn: ~ i:;;n1Y,R ~) a-) '"fir ~i llitt 
~Wol ~ffiT t m ~~ iii) \itl( 'lTir' it~ ,~(ltn ~mn t (ft ~~ ~'f ~'J 
~t it imr w)1r 1ft 'Ilir qr, \1j'1~ ~, ~'tfif"r ~'q'Ti~ llif ~~lf"{, iii ft;ru:, t(T 

~. ~ ~ir iii ~'ftr. ~ ~~ ~ 'lTir it ,'l1Ifi~ t~ ~ t I I:~"~ 
~ m 'ifr Wr ~'T ~¥.t ~ ~"{T f~11' '8lOfT ~I WeAl if(\' tn for; 
~r ~ m~ ~ m ~ ~ . .,. ~,"' "'"t~ I 
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~ ~: IfIrT ~qltiT 1fT~ t fil;1!lfffi ~ ~ ~ to m it 
qrflrqrife it ~~ ~ ~~ '" I 

.n ~"'i'J: I""' : ~ ~ ror ri=t q~T 'AfT I 

~ "'!-',: u;(TqIfiT lfl¥ t Ai tr~ ItiT ~~ t 'If .. ~un rpff ':. 

fit; 'I1fW ~T iliT friif ~T fif,~T tTlrT ? 

.n '1'A p1'( ; ~ 'i(r~ ~ ~ ~ Ifflff(r 'f'(f ~ ift IIRltII' ~ 
o1'ItI ~T '" CfliTf'fi 'i«(~ ~ ~ '1~ ~<Air ~, .~ '"' ~T ~11 \lMi\' '"'1 
'>flt1; it 'Wt~ .mT ~ fir~~ I il'1~ ~, f~ ~ tflil", ~ ~I" ~ 
~ ~T 'fiT it~T tf~~~ ~T ~T 'rt Iflitfofi ~ ~ it if, f~ ~ firw 
~ m it m~ il'r~ if~T iil'T ~'liff ifl ~~riil'r '1 0( tt~, 'fiTf. ~ ortT 'frt 
i('T~ if 'ifl~ ~ ~ ;;rr~ ~<Rir ifl q i:~ f~, ~T ~ An: ~i\' ~ fSf'lfiTWtf-
~T ~ii\'<: \1d'~~ '1Tf~~ '1Tf~lITltc 'fiT <ffl'1~ t· ~ ~ f~ I 

~ ~Rq : iil'T f-mi ~r'1~ '1lf~qli(z it ~ WltfT 'filtfT t . 
~T'1i!> '1T~ ? 

~ ~rq Pf~ : ~r ;rt,:T. ~« q"iffi' m ~T ~ I 

~qrqf~ ~q : qr-~ li ~ ? 

Iq) ~rq p~ : ~t '11~ q"J~ ij 'it~T ;r~ t I 

«'It Tfi'f ;(~) iq: '-lr':'I ~ ;q'q;'- q'r~qT ~ <tli!' 'fllf> ,~~ A-ni "A;~r if ~ 
~r3fT I q'I'1~ ~<{i) 'lir'll ifiiT <vr ? 

'" ~rq f'n~ : ~~ ;plcrr ~ift Ifl I ~ ~"" iRFrZl'r fit; fmi 
qrr~lITik: ~~, if ~) ~ en ~;;,r ~ mmiffr ~ ~ ~~) 'fiTiA' IfiItfT 
m~ «,~ ~ f:JCfl~ ~if H 'IlT f\f'Jl'''' ~) I 

~~ ~)~ : ~ ilfrq'fir f-rot q'!fi~ ~'flo;, afl(r ~T fmt '-ft? 
# ftq1i ~ifl~r ~: 

, J 
"Today, at 12.30 p.m., Shri V.C. Shukla Member of Parlia:.. 

ment along with 19 more persons tried to create nualllce 
and forcible entry in the office of Indian Olympic Asso-
ciation at J.N. Stadium, New Delhi. Since there was an 
apprehension of 'brea<lh of peace, they were detained : 
under section 65 of the Delhi Police Act till 4 p.m. today. 

Submitted for infonnation. 

Sd/- S.H.q. 
Police Station Lodhi Colony. 
New Delhi." 

. . .':. f 
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'" ~Af;r Pt"( : q'~15f q~T~, q: ol'1Ii t I 

Wtm{ff -'I!Rq: ~~ ~flltiti ~cr(f(f ~ .q~r 'f~T 1fT I 

,,) ~~;If pl~ : iJft ~ I 
SIlui. Somnath Chatterjee: Mr. Rajendra Kumar, according to 

you, at 4.00 p.m., inclusion of the name of Mr. Shukla was made 
that he was under detention. 

Slui Rajendra Kumar: I would only tell hon. Members that as 
a precautionary measure, since his name was included, I sent this 
report-Because. in future, this may not be treated as detention and 
then. We may not be reprimanded. As a precautionary measure, I 
sent this report. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Mr. Rajendra Kumar, on that day, at 
the place of this incident, the Deputy Commissioner of Police. Mr. 
Brar was present. 

'" ~_ ~: cq'~ q~~lI, ~ ... ~ !f~ if I 
8hri Somnath Chatterjee: And also the Additional Deputy Com-

missioner of Police was present. 

~mPr"'~:~~1 
Shri Somnath Chatterjee: And also, the Assistant Commissioner 

of Police was present. They are senior officers. 

'" ~. !1m' : ~. ~ m t I 

Shri Somn.th Chatterjee: On the insistance of Mr. Shukla, if 
you say, you included his name, you did not inform any of these 
senior oftlcers. because a Member of Parliament was involved? 

'"~. Pt"( : "lI'lfit; ~i:\' ~ ~l' ~ 1fT fifi q: ~!Wr ~'W<r 
~ ~ritqr I ~ ~i:\' 1:1'~.qf "'* qf fiIi1IT I ~ qTf~ 11ft 
~ rn if! ifr~ ~ 6 Q ~~;:! ~ il'{llr 11ft ~ _r~T fir; ~~ 
~ ~ .~ ~~ftt~ ... It ~ ~ ~ q: fWtt ..nr ~ t I 

SIui So ..... Chatterjee: But you submitted your report to the 
hon. Speaker. . According to you, there was no reason to detain or 
arrest Mr; Shukla. 

~ ri-r pm: : iIfi I 

Sb.rl Somnath Chatterjee: Then, why did you say that he tried 
to create nuisance? J 
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. '". ~~ I"rl: ~ mTi it tl~r {T 'IT I fiRr vq.;' ~ t ~ 
.~ ... ~ lfi~ ~~6' it ~~ ~~ ~1t~ IfI1 ~~ q~ fmf -.;~ Mrmrf 'Ill 
~~ ~if ~~rifi~i I 

. Shri Somnath Chatterjee: You have mentioned his name specifi-
-cally in the report. It says: 

"Today at 12.30 hours, Shri V. C. Shukla, Member of ParUa-
ment alon'g with 19 more persons tried to create nuis-
ance." 

It means, Mr, Shukla tried to create nuisance. It says, "forcible 
entry". He also made "forcible entry" in the office of the Indian 
Olympic Association. For those reasons, he was in the same posi-
tion as his supporters . 

• , ml;r pm: tt~ iflff ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~ it .tT\ .'ifi'f ~ 
~d \ifT ~ ~ ~ ~ it, ~ ~ ~ ~rit ;;rr ~ it I ~ .-41: 
~ lflff ~ ~ ~.m it I 

Sbri Somnatib Chatterjee: You understand the importance of the 
commwrication to the hon. Speaker of Lok Sabha. What you knew 
to be correct. that must have been mentioned to the Speaker. 

'" ~ !~: ~~ f~ i'fT ~ lfl'liT ~ it; f~ 'II~r I 

11ft ~olr'1 ~ : ~ ifra' If~ If,lfiT if: f~~ ~~ ? 

'" ltWrJ: p~: f4i ~ if ;:rif if6'r~r f!li f~ ~ it ~r tnlf 
~Of~ fiRl ~r I 

Shri Sonmath Chatterjee: According to you, this is not a correct 
information to the Speaker. 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: I consider that it may not be treated 
as detention. Then, I included his name-

flf; ~ ltfif ri it m 4f~ !:'Ai MOf ~ trZIr t I 

Shri Somnatb Chatterjee: This is a very serious matter. The 
House was informed. there was no detention at aU at 17.14 hours. 
t hour 14 minutes after the inclusion of the name, according to your 
evidence, there was no detention. 

'" dtrpm: m orf( if I!iTt ITof ~ t ,w I 

Shri Sonmath Chatterjee: You did not infrom anybody and I take 
it, no senior officer asked you about It. 

SIui BaJendra Kumar: No, Sir. 
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Shri Somnath Chatterjee: The subject-matter was detention of Shri 
V.C. Shukla. a Member of Parliament Under section 65 of the Delhi-
Police Act. . 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: Yes, Sir. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Therefore, this was a solemn commu-
nication made by you to the Speaker . 

.n -.:t1Pir I'm: : ~it iM'it ~JOI' ij' ~ ol'cf; ~ f.li ~ ~T :;;rlf~ 
IPiffif; ~ on'lf "4'1 ~ fi if; 01'1 ~ ~~~ f.t;lrr i~r qr , 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: What is the time? You did not men-
tion the time as to when you sent this. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: There is a communication to the 
Speaker. You did not mention any time. This was submitted to the 
Speaker and not to anybody else. Was this addressed to Hon. 
Speaker? 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: Yes. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Is the communication ayailable to us? 
It is not even addressed to the Hon. Speaker. This is the position 
Earlier communication was received on 17th November. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Why did you send again? 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: I wanted to be more sure that it should 
reach today. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Because there should not be any 
delay in commUlIlication. Communication was about detenti'on. 
The Hon. Speaker received it at 9.30 PM. 

~'tT_!~ : lIl~ ~ ~'n: ~~~, 

.n ~~o to (''''0 ""~ : ~ ~ ~ qomr-ftt fitr q"M' if P..ft ~w!IiT 
fW..- ~ ~ " ere: ~ ~"" ~ ~ ~ \R 11M ~~ ~ fiI>'qr '11n I 
~rq';i qr t f~ "'" ~ ~ qT ~ if ~ iff1' fi;rI{ ~ I ~ cf M~ 
;rtf Itt .r m "'" ~ ~ If"( 'frq' if Ttf IFf ifT1f m fi;rI{ mt I 

.... ~ pm : \R 'Ilf ifT1f ~ ~ f«r fiIi "' ~ ~ -q.r 
~~,,~~ ~~ i~, 
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To defuse the situation according to my knowledge, I considered 
it necessary to include the name . 

. Shri H. K . L. Bbagat: Is it? iJrT~, 

~ ,(flPrPf'( : ~ 12~~" ft~;r; \;of ~rm ~~T tNT lit I 

Shri B. K. L. Bhagat: You said that you feel sorry for not 
giving the details to the Hon. Speaker. 

q) 't;rtl,.-~ : lift" lfiT ~iTl'fT 'IfTf~~ 'fr f;r; \;of IIl'T 'fTlf m ~ it 
fi;r(fT q'IfT t I ~... ~ ... ~ Hr-i f!bro:r If; arT~ it ~ anrm ... fill' it (TWRI' ':3'''' 
<m orn"~ ~ I 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: According to you, soon after you 
reached the Stadium, after a few minutes you went back to your 
police station. Where was Mr. Shukla then? 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: I did not see him in the lOA Office, 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Has Mr. Shukla reached the police 
station by the time you reached it? 

Shri Rajemdra Kumar: No, 

Shri H, K . L, Bhagat: Did you see any occurrence there? 

Shri Rajendra Kumar: I did not see. 

~T ~,,~ A~: '3\'~ qrq 'fA' q'(~, ~ qrq- ~ ~ ~'fT . ~ 1 

>;f1 '1r~::~~r~ . itt q'("f~ to om- TrI' ttl' ~~ 'fT~ it ~ I ~ ~ 
qrf~ it 'fT 1 :;r{ "3''1' 'FT ~~T tift m ~ ':3'~ it ~ ~'t 1 

!!oTT ltRT'~ ,"'" : '3'~ i ~rq' qfl1l'a' it; tl'r'lfIiT ... ~ it 1 
~ '. ~ 

O;{1 1:ri(l( ~q" : ~~ ~ il'f'r 1 

'If" \1>1,.. ~:frr ft:flt : ~';7I'(:.n i'fr,qor'1' ~lg' 1f9'~ lfiTu;fTtT~r q f"qr 
f~ l1I')~ ~'fr tI'~lT 'fit ~'I'(~;;it Q'r~~!f~fr 1f~9' ;;it, ~q'~ ~('li ~~ 1T'ffT1: 
1f1J~~ tl'f~~)fO{!f"l: tlrf:.n!gr ~rnr.tliT tl'n it tl'r~1~~:1T 1f~~ ~.rt l1l"i'1 

J,fr1:li;!~m: ~Pni '!fft 'liffr ""~lTr f~ ~If ~ ':3''1 lffr fl'!or tt 
<lit f'fi'H tI'l c ... '3' f if;~ H lIfr,{ ~r~ 't'r'! "l: I'r I 'f ~ 'l'r fni If'Arr~'f ~ 
f",,~flfil'.n fn'r !Iff i:T(f~ ~H if ~{'r ~l!fT Jf(~ f~ ':3''1' 1f;prrlf ~"iff«.r 
~q'r ~ ~)'("3'f 'lir:"f'fr 1!>'f' rrr' ~ tft·: T"-n'-lr ~r~:!1"7"'~ ... {f~~f I 

wr" Sl'jfr~ ~ ti"l: r"" : H i' 1J(q' q'r'f '3'o",f:r l'\"'r'1:ff 'ff\' 1f"r,,' ~ q'~m 
!fliT ~~1 1f~~Q lIfr I 

tfIIl '((i~r"'",i~ : ~l ~:Hirr ! f~ 11 ~i ~'f q'f~ t?:fl!f'f!i! 1tif~ ~ 
~T J{r if': ;r):-oH': t" ~T(tr 9.fT -I H itq~ ~ ~h~f.n "if vf I 
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He was attending the court at Patiala House as Special Executive-
Magistrate . 

.n ~~ h ,;i: ~ ~;sf\' lfi'~~~ ~ ~ i!iT fir~ "", 

~ lfft m1f ifiT ~ iii{ wmrr tTlIT I ~~ ~ ~ r7'fTV1qi it ~ ft;pil ~ :-: 

"Since there was an apprehension of breach of peace, they 
were detained under Section ...... till 4,00 PM today." 

~~ it;sit ~ "i" f", t~~ it ~oo ~l' if,i.,llf '+Il ' ..... 'ti15 ~ I 
'" ml'lllfT,(: "i" <fiT 1f~ ,$I" ~ ~ I 

.n ti\'sq .. Ii: ~ q'fq' arm m ~ flfi' Iqfq' i II~ m ft:tt;ri t ZIT 
('FIi.,I'I"U ~l4T oem: ifiTt~'R t, ~ it *,(Marri~ ~flJl;,~ ~~, ~ 
~~ ~r >ill' ~r <frn ifr~ if' FiI' ~~ f~lfr 1'rlfT ? 

at ,'TiJi 1II"m:: 'I..')31"'I'I~ it ~rt ~ fri ~ I . 
"" "'~ 111 Ii: 3j'if m1f ~ ~l!Tif ~r 1IiT~;ft it 'it~, m ~~' 

!A'Jq' ~ om- ~:.r I lflfT \Vi i ~eft' ~ ~ qt ~if tR ~ I 

'" ,,"," ~,,~: ~ ~ ~~ ~ ;ft~~ ~ I 

'" ~ h ~i: 1qT'i 'i~;;f ~:.r ~ ~ ~l' oq'f\T ~ ifr~ 'i(:.r? 

'" ,(t1t;J ~'"~ : ;;iT ~ I 

"",qf('t ~: iflfT ~ ifRf lf~ ~ f~ ~)~<fT1fif it ~ ~, fir{f' W-f 
~ 1Ii1' m ~ ~ ~ CfiT cr(q' li'l!T~' filfi'lfT ;;mrr ~ I 

.) '(t;'-ol ~"I,( : '1..'131"11'1"'11 c~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I 

«~Tqf" ~)iiQ: ~~ ~ qitmic iJiAil' i, ~~ it aTl1f lil11<f ~? 
~~ it~. ~ 'ff\T ~~~ I 

... " ,(T~~ "lfl~ : ~ it wn:r 4 anf ri ~ I 

~ "iII)~ : 1qT'i ~(i U31i\11fifT ~ ~~Tlk it ~ ~1~ I 
~ ~ ~ at\f3j'~ flfi' If ~ lIfi1q'T ~ I (1IiT1T3r ~f~~ ~ tN ) 
~ -(nrifrq;n ~ ~'"' i~ ~f~lfa' ifil ~ 3j' ~ I 

~) 1.'lir,'I p:(: ~ ~ I 

"'" " .. uqf", ,,~). q: oq'~ oq'~ oq'fq' 3j'T ~-i<f ~ I 

(The witness then withdrew) 

The Committee then ad;oumed. 
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(The Committee met at 16.00 hours.) 

Evidence of Shri V. P. MRrwah, Commissioner of Police, Delhi 

Mr. Chairm8D: Shri V. P. Marwah. you have been asked to ap-
pear before this Committee to give your evidence in connection 
with the question of privilege regarding alleged non-intimation of 
arrest/detention of Shri Vidyacharan Shukla. MP, at New Delhi 
and giving wrong information to the Spe:lker and through him to-
the House on 16th November. 1987. 
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I hope that you will state the factual position frankly and 
truthlully to enable this ,Committee to arrive at a correct finding. 

I may inform you that under Rule 275 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, 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 presepted to the 
Lok Sabha. Any premature disclosure or publication of the pro-
ceedings of the Committee would constitute a breach of privilege 
and contempt of the House. The evidence which you will give be-
fore the Committee may be reported to the House. 

Now, you may please take oath or affirmation as you like. 

Shri V. P. Marwalh: 1, V. P. Marwah, swear in the name of God 
that the evidence which I shall give in this case shall be true, that 
I will conceal nothing and that no part of my evidence shall be 
false. 

Mr. Chainnan~ Last time you had stated quite a number of things 
and the last thing~which you were stating was that there was no in-

, tention to arrest Shri Shukla at 12.'30. At that stage, you were asked 
to withdraw. In order to remind you what you were saying, I 
will read out to you some portion of your evidence so that you can 
pick up the thread: 

., 
I" 

" 

." 

"They kept on raising slogans and it went up to 4'Oclock. At 
that time, the officer incharge decided to release people 
who had been detained under the Delhi Police Act. Shri 
Shukla at that time said that unless his name was also 

.• ,.j-.cluded alon~ with his supporters, he would not leave 
the police station, because he had been sitting at the po-
lice station. The officer incharge to diffuse the situation 
and not to create any further complications included 
Shri Shukla's name and after this they were allowed to 
gOI ,He then informed the hon. Speaker by a written com-
munication and this is what took place. There was no in-
tention to arrest hIm at 12.10 ..... " 

To complete the narration.' what have you got to say? 
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Shri V.P. Marwah: As far as the detention of Shri Shukla is 
concerned, the narration is complete and 1. would be happy to clari-
fy any points which the Committee may like. 

Shri Sonmatih Chatterjee: The incident took place on 16th Novem-
ber, 1987 and you made a report to the hon. Speuer, on 17th. Nov-
ember, 1987 at 1150 hrs. as .llentioned under your signatures. At that 
time you had got aU the information from the different police offi-
cers. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: I prepared the report. I was asked by the 
hon. Speaker to come and teU him what had actually happened. 
Whatever information I could gather qUl·.:kly, 1 did that because the 
question of detention had come to my notice only on that particu-
lar morning. 

Shri V.P. Marwah: I wrote the whole thing in written hand 
and gave it to the Speaker. 

Shri Somnath Ohatterjee: Therefore, when you went to the Hon. 
Speaker and gave the report to him, you gave him that Report as a 
Commissioner of Police, Delhi and, therefore, I am sure by that time 
you must have gathered the necessary infonnabon, otherwise, as a 
highly placed and responsible officer you would not have made the 
Report. 

Shri V. P . Marwah: Yes, Sir. I gathered all the essential points. 

Shri Somnath Ohatterjee: So, by that time you had clearly gat-
hered the information that Shri Shukla had been detained under 
the Delhi Police Act from 12.30 P. M. to 4.00 P. M. 

Shri V.P. Marwah: Technically speaking, yes, because as I men-
tioned in my clarification last time and as Mr. Shukla insisted, SHO 
showed his detention. Since it was done by 4.00 O'clock and since 
Mr. Shukla was insisting that he was sitting in the police station from 
12.30 onwards. it became so technically ..... 

Shri Somaath Chatterjee: I am inte:.:ested in knowing what you 
peraonally know. We have gathered the evidence of other highly 
pJaced police officials and you are saying things which you came to 
gather subsequently and which are not within your personal know-
ledge. M the Commissioner of Police, after gettinC aU the facti, you 
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did report to the Hon. Speaker of Lok Sabha that Mr ~ Shukla had 
been detained. Am 1 correct? 

Shri V.P. Marwah: Yes, Sir, you are correct. 

SIui Somnath Chatterjee: I take it that you are aware of the 
scope of our enquiry, namely why there was delay in giving the ~ 
port to the House or to the Hon. Speaker. Are you aware of it? 

Sbri V.P. Marwah: Yes, I am aware of that and as I have men-
tioned earlier, I do not know whether I have mentioned it or not, 
there has been really no delay in intimating the Speaker about the 
arrest of the Hon. Member. 

Sbri Somnath Chatterjee: Well, your contention is that there 
was no delay. It is a matter which shall be looked into by the 
House itself, if necessary. Therefore, the point is whether there was 
• delay or not and you have made your case. But the question of 
arrest is not germane here because the House proceeds on the .... 

Shrl V. P. Marwah: He was arrested at 4.00 O'clock. 

Slui SoDmatb Chatterjee: That is what you have come to know. 

Slni V. P. Marwab: Yes, Sir. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: When an enquiry was made by the' 
Hon. Minister as to whether Mr. Shukla had been arrested or not, 
you chose to give him a reply on the basis of an information which 
you received from Mr. Brar. And it appearS that Mr. Brar gave 
the tnformation to you on the basis of his assumption as to what 
had. happened. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: Sir, there are two things. One is that when 
I rang up, if I remember correctly, Mr. Brar at 3.30 told me 
what h~ personally gathered from the place where tbe accident took 
place. Even at that time Mr. Shukla had not been arrested.. Sd, 
the information which I conveyed to Mr. Chidambaram was cor-
rect at that point of time. I conveyed that information to Mr. 
Chidambaram and that information was correct. Mr. Shukia hRd 
DOt been. arrested at that time. 

Shri 8omb.f'" Chatterjee: Thf!'ri wh~n did you corrie to knoW ttlat' 
he will ari'ested't 

ShtI V. P. • ..... : J eathe to lmOW about this DeXt lIlominf· 
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Shrj Sornnath Chatterjee: A Member of Parliament was invol-

ved and an enquiry was made by the HOD. Minister but you. just on 
the basis of an information obtained from the DCP, gave a report 
and thereafter never tried to fiod out the position. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: 1 did. As a matter of fact, the DCP made 
enquir.ie<; .. :nc we found that the DCP had not checked back with 
the SHO, when he gave the mformation to me at 3.30 p. M. as to 
what had happened subsequently at the Police Station. The SHO-
as there is a normal practice in Delhi-did convey the information 
to the Speaker both in writing and orally. I have no reason to 
disbelieve what he told me. If one can look at it in retrospect per-
haps Mr. Brar should havt· re-checked from the Police Station, 
which he did not. I would say there was really no .mala fide or any 
negligence. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: I never said that. Please do not have 
any mis-apprehension. Th~ only thing is that-which we want to 
find out-whether the Police had acted in the manner in which it 
should have in the circumstances of the case. There is no allegation 
of mala fide against you. The only thing is, whether you agree 
with this or not that since the matter concerned an hon. Member 
of Parliament and the Minister was making enquiries, why sudden-
~ that type of inquiry was being made. What really happened? 
Who was responsible? What had happened and when? Should not 
such an inquiry be made? 

Sbri V. P. Marwah: I agree with you. Mr Brar should have 
checked with the Police Station. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhag-at: We have a peculiar situation where 8Ccor-
din~ to the information which you have given to this Committee 
anr} whiC'h i~ hased on information S'Upplied to you by your officers, 
actually Mr. V. C. Shukla was not detained before 4.00 P.M. On the 
insistence of Mr. V. C. Shukla. his name was mentioned. Before 
that the information given to the Minister was that "he has not been 
detained. The SHO d!rectly sent the information. 0, Would you not 
agree that such a situation should not have arisen normaJly? Don't 
you think it is rather unusual? 

Shri V. P. Marwab: It Is not unu~ual In the present cirl"tUnstan-
ces of the case. hause when anybody 18 art'e!tte~ M detained and 
.rought to the Police Stati<ln. an immediate entry t~ mllde in the 
_'Iv diarv. Aftel' checkbll~ the daily d;arv. It was !'tllftl'! r.1e!lr that 
~if I rerriember eorredly-tl penNms weoe anoested. 
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Shri H.K.L. Bhacat: I say unusual because there was no inten-
tion to detain Mr. Shukla. The Police did not want to detain him. 
Because Mr. Shukla insisted that he be detained, he was detained. 

Shri V.P .Marwah: For checking the law and order objective, if 
somebody is keen on his name being mentioned in the deten-
tion list, then I would say the SHO had acted with com-
mon-sense. He wanted that the situation be de-fused. The 
office of the Sports Authority of India was already closed at 
4 O'clock. The police was not at all concerned with the dispute. 
It is only concerned with the maintenance of law and order. So, in 
this cotext I think what the SHO did was quite correct. I am in-
clined to support him. What he did at that time was correct. There 
is nothing wrong in it. 

As a junior officer, it would create a bit of difficulty for him, to 
deal with Members of Parliament. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhagat: I /-1m not holding you responsible of any 
l;>reach or something like thpt. . As head of the police organisation. 
would you not feel that this thing should not have happened? 

Sbri V. P. Marwah: That is right. I regret that certain amount 
of inconvenience has been caused because Mr. Brar did not check 
back with the SHO's statement which was subsequently made by 
the Minister and perhaps it could have been corrected if this infor-
mation had reached him in time. It is unfortunate. But really 
there is no male fide at all. It is inadvertence on hi" part. 

Shri H.K.L. Bhaaat: So. as head of the police family, would 
you express regret? 

Shri V.P. Marwah: Yes. I express my regret before the hon. 
Committee of the Parliament. 

Mr. Chairman: You are expressing your regret for the inconveni-
ence. 

Shti V.P. Marwah: Yes . 

. Mr. C"a;nnaD: The information which thf' SlfOhad l'lP'lt· tn +l,e 
Speaker aeatea a Uttle confusion. I quote "today at 12.30 P.M., 
Shri V.C. ShukJa. M.P. alon'g with 19 more persons tried to C!t'Mte 
nuisance and, forcible entrv in t'he offl"e 0' the T"~hm nlvmnil' As-
sociation at' Jawaharlal- Nehru Staditlm, New Delhi. Since thaw 
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was an apprehension of breach of pt!i.lCC, they were detained under 

,Section 65 of the Delhi Police Act. till 4 P.M. today." 

He is trying to convey that all of them were detained from 12.30 
P.M. to 4 P.M. Is my reading correct? 

SImi V.P. Marwah: I have already explained it. Normally, if 
an information had been given to the Minister that Shri Shukla had 
been arrested, there would have been no problem at all. Quite 
frequently elected Members are being detained in Delhi at one 
place or the other and the Speaker of the Lok Sabha or the Chair-
man of the Metropolitan Council or the Chairman of the Rajya 
Sabha are being intimated. This is something which they do in the 
normal discharge of their duties. 

So, in this particular case also, the matter would have been over 
if this confusion had not arisen. So, the SHO perhaps did not quite 
appreciate the language which he was writing as to what difficulty 
or the problem, it was gOIng to create later on. He did not clarify 
or explain that Mr. Shukla has been really detained at 4 O'clock 
and not at 12.30 P.M. 

Mr. Chairman: You seem to be correct in your assessment be-
cause in the daily diary report, it was recorded as 4.00 P. M. After 
the whole narration, one line was added at the insistance of Shri 
Shukla in the list. Probably, the impression you formed may be 
correct in the sense that this was the sequence of events. But ac-
cording to me, this report conveys a totally dicerent impression. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: It ;s lan'guage rather than the intention. I 
have looked into all the circumstances of this particular incident. I 
have examined all the papers in this connection. The impression 
which comes out quite clearly is that Shri Shukla really was de-
tained at 4 O'clock and not earlier. It is because during all this 
period when Shri Shukla was at the Police Station, he met the press 
people, Members of Parliament, he made a lot of telephone calls 
and he also went out several times. These were the things which 
had happened.. If Shri Suukla have been detained earlier, then 
these things would not have happened at all. 

~ Mr. Chairman: You have seen an the records Of the Police Sta-
tion. There is no entry made by any police officer to the effect that 
" have come along with Mr. Shukla who has been detained under 
,Section 65 of the Poliee Act from the Jawaharlal Nehru Stadium." 
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Shri Marwab: I am not aware of it. I do not remember. I loakell 
.at the papers on the 17th morning. It happened about five months 
.ago. But after looking into the totlllityof the case, this was the clear 
impression which I formed. 

Mr. Chairman: The office bas brought to my notice that there is a 
form prescribed, under which the arrest and detention of an hoD. 
Member has to be inirnated to the Speaker. That form reads thus: 

"I have the honour to inform you that I have found it my 
duty in the exercise of my powers under Section. .. of the 
Act, to direct that Shl'i .......... , Member of the Lok 
Sabha be arrested/detained as the case may be. Shri ....• 
M . P. was accordingly arrested at ........ and taken into 
custody. and he is at present lodged in jail." 

This is how infonnation regarding the arrest and detention of an 
han. Member has to be intimated. This form was not observed in 
this case . 

. Shri Marwab: In Delhi, the practice is slightly different-lo 
save time and to ensure that the information is conveyed imme-
diately. The SHOs at the poli('e stations have no typ~ters and no 
cleric81 assistance. Quite a few years ago, an order was pasaed 
~hereby even an SilO was given the authority to convey this infor-
mation directly to the Speaker, both in writing as well as orally, to 
be followed in writing by the Deputy Commissioner of Police, which 
he would have done the next day or the same evening. This 'form 
would have been followed by the Deputy Commissioner who had 
the clerical assistance. 

Mr. Chainnan: Before 4 p.m., was Mr. Shukla in the police sta-
tion all the time i. e. from 12 noon to 4 p. m. and did he behave 
like _ free man, or was he under some sort of detention? 

Shri Marwah: No; he was under no sort of detention, because he 
went to the pollee station in his own car. After his party supporters 
'weTe taken to the police ,station, 'be "#eDt to the poliee station after 
finding out where his supportel's has Rtlne. He took the help of the 
police officer to direct him to where that police station was located. 

Mr. Chairman: How was he behaving in the polke station? 

-Sbri Marw"': He was telling thepoHce: 'You release my peap1e,'. 
The SHO ,said: 'It cannot be done, because othenriae they will create 
-some problems! But Mr. -Shukla was .. bsolU~lV 'free. He met 811 
his pepople outside, the Press photographers; and he made telephone 



calls. Otherwise, after somebody is detained, he ia kept under a cer-
tain amount of restriction. 

Mr. ChairDUlll: Mr. Shukla says that his supporters were put in 
the police V8Ill, and that he was put in his own car, but that the 
policemen were in the car and he was under arrest. Mr. Shukla's 
case is that Mr. Ranganathan, ACP told him that he was under arrest; 
and in support of what he is saying, he has given this photograph. 
Please have a look at the pho1<graph, and then tell us what it indi-

,cates. 

Shri Marwah: The photograph, as r see it, does not indicate any-
thing at all, because Mr. Shukla is getting into the car, and there is 
a police officer. The police officer is there because Mr. Shukla did 
not know where the Lodhi Colony police station was located. He 
would not know, unless he was directed. Unless a police ofticer, 
sat with him, Mr. Shukla would not have been able to go there. 

Mr. Chairman: Can you recognise the police officer from this 
'photograph? 

Shri V.P. Marwah: No. 

Mr.·Chairman: One of the officer stated that he was a probaticmer 
, Sub-Inspector. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: It is not possible to say from the photograph. 

Mr. Chairman: What is ycur idea? 
SIui V.P. Marwah: Since ranks are not noticeable, r would not be 

able to say anything. 

Shri SolDDath Chatterjee: Do you agree that sending a communi-
cation to the hon. Speaker i~ very important? 

Shri V, P. Manvah: I agree. 

,Shrl Somnath Chatterjee: You al~o say that some other police 
officer had said that Mr. Shukla was not detained ti'l 4 O'clock. But 
it appeal'S from what the Chainnan has read out thAt he W'lq rete'1s-
-ed at 4 O'clock. Do you wish to say that. whUe «lYing its communi-
cation to the hon. Speaker 1\1 Lok Sal,lta. theydjd not hke anv pr& 
caution of givinJl: the correct infonnatfon? 

Shri V.P .~Jth:SHO bas given tPe correct Information. 
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Slui Somnath Chatterjee: When a person is detained or released, 

we mention the time. 

Shri V.P. Marwah: He did what he thought proper. 

Shri Somnath Chatterjee: Whatever you have stated here, as to 
what transpired at the police station or subsequently that it was 
whatever you had heard from other officers and that you have no 
personal know ledge. 

Shri V.P. Marwah: Whatever information I have given here I 
have gathered it from the information which has been conveyed to 
me by the officers. 

Shri Bholanath Sen: The fact remains that Mr. Shukla was in the 
police station. When he was arrested, there must be record for it. 
Now that record will show when he was arrested, when he was re-
leased and on what condition he was arrested and on what condition 
he was released. Have you gone through all this record? 

Shri V. P. Marwah: I did. 

Shri Bholanath Sen: He was not detained. He came to the police 
station on his own. He demanded the release of the people whom the 
police had detained and brought to the police station. When the SHO 
did not agree to his request, he argued with him. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: He did various other things which he wanted 
to do. There was no restraint or 'Constraint on him. He, on his 
own, stayed on till 4 O'clock, till the time the SHO there released 
him. Then Mr. Shukla said. that since he has been staying there. 
his name should also be included. The SHO did not agree. Theil 
Mr. Shukla insisted that he will not leave the Police station till his 
name was included. Then the SHO, after assessing the situation, and 
as it will not create any problem, included his name. 

Shri Bbolailath Sen: I am only one short point. How many times 
would Mr. Shukla's name <lppear if he is arrested and released? 
Twice? Once at the time of arrest and again at the time of release. 

Shri V. P. Marwah: Yes. 

Shrt Bholanath Sen: Did you find that his name was there at the 
time of arresting and at the time of release? 

Mr. Chainnan: One point you have not noticed. There it is only 
one daily diary. And in that daily diary all these have been detail-
ed as Mr. Marwah has said. And the SHO said that j,n Delhi they 
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write such a diary only when they release them. The SHO wrote it 
at that poi\nt. 

Shri V.p. Marwah: This is a power which is available to the Delhi 
Police under the Delhi Police -Act. Except when they have to produce 
them before a magistrate, when they release them. for that there 
will be two entries, and in this particular case there will be Q1lly 
one entry. The idea is to keep them away from the place where a law 
and order problem has arisen and release them later, which we do 
many times a year. And in this case that was done at 4 O'clock. 

Mr. Chairmap: Thank you. You may join us for a cup Of tea. 

(The witness then withdrew), 

The Committee then adjourned. 
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(1) Evidence of Shrl Rajendra Kumar, SHO, Lodbi Road, 
New Deihl. 

Mr. Chairman: Shri Rajendra Kumar, the Committee of Privi-
leges have carefully gone through the evidence and other docu-
ments produced before the Committee and are not convinced by 
the evidence given by you before the Committee. 
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The Committee note that you did not send the communtncation 

:regardin'g arrest/detention of Shri Vidyaoharan Sh11kla, M.P., to 
the Speaker, Lok Sabha on 16th 'November, 1987, immediately as 
laid down in rule 229 of the Rules of Procedure and Conductot 
.Business in Lok Sabha. The Committee also note that the delayed 
communication sent by you was neither in the ptescribed iorm nor 
was it addressed to the Speaker, Lok Babha. 

The Committee further note that according to your communi-
cation, Shri Vidyacharan Shukla was detained 'at Police Station 
Lodhi Colony from i2.30 to 4.00 P.M., but the Speaker receiv-
ed it at his residence at 9.30 P.M. on 16th November, J987, i.e. 
much after an announcement was made by the Deputy Speaker in 
the House at 17.14 hours based on the information received from. 
the Minister of State for Parliamentary Affairs thlit 'e..... it has 
been as'Certained from the police authorities that no arrest or de-
tention of hon. member of Parliament 8hri V. C. Shukla took 
place today, i.e .• , 16th November, 1987". 

The Committee, after careful consideration of the evidence arid 
other documents provided ,to them, have come to the conclusion 
that Shri Vidyacharan Shukla, M. P " was detained by you from 
12.30 to 16.00 hours on 16th November. 1987, at Police Station 
Lodhi Colony. Further, you did not s,end the intimation regard .. 
ing the arrest/detention of Shri Shukla to the Speaker immediately 
as required under the Rules ()f Procedure, particularly when the 
House was in session and the detention took place in Delhi Itself. 
Moreover, the manner in which the communication was written by 
you was also casual as it had not been addressed to anyone . 

• 
Before proceeding further in the matter, the Committee would 

like to give you another QPportuntty to have -your say in the 
matter, in view of the above findings of the Committee. 

Now. what have you to say after these findings have been 
'brought to your notice? 

,,"'""'FI:~ (~o~o~o) :~tffir ~,~~ ~1h lfio~o 
~ ~ ~fT!~ ~mifmr.n f~ ~fd~w;r ~~ ~ m~q~ mi'I'~ 
~~~r1f1t 'J,mmr I .... 

-'" t!'f "o~ 0 "'"': QN 1111 'IT qwttii" ill! .' q m en: ~ • If'f't 
m1f ~ fTcftz <lfl"OO' ~ m ~ m ~ 1 """ift ~ arT ~~ ~. 
~ ~ ~'Ii~ 1 ~ f.;r¢ ~ ~ ~ ~ fiti!.rr, tnr~ 
~~ ~ I 11{ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ lfrihft !fiT "YfiN,fiotq;l~ 
~~ i;f\'~ · rn~. ""' #~ ~~. larT r1fT1f ~ 
'q ~ lfif t tt ~~ q'l' ~ w t t '() ~ qWc:+titM t 
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0', ~~nt ~llA t I {~~"t ~"r.i~ ~ t fit; ...,~ "Itti' iifr I!iT ~~~;i 9' ~'": ~ 
'1l1ifRif fitiliT.m M"{ m{ir 1fiT~ ~ 9' ~~ ~'f1~tfr, 
~~ i\(f 'ft I m ~~ ~ 'lW ~ t I 

Don't you express unqualified and unconditional regret and apol0iY.? 

Mr. Chairman: Thank you. You may now withdraw. 

(The witness then 'lDithdTew) 

(2) Evidence of Shri P. R. S. Brar, DCP (South), 
New Delhi. 

Mr. Chairman: Shri P.R.S. Brar. th~ Committee of Prlvueges 
have carefully gone through the evidence and other docun\ents 
produced before the Committee and are not convinced by th., evi-
dence given by you before the Committee. 

The Committee note that you had stated during the course of 
your evidence before the Committee that you had informed the 
Commissioner of Police, Delhi, at 3.30 P. M. that Shri Vidyacha-
ran Shukla, M. P " was neither arrested nor detained at Police 
Station Lodhi Colony on 16th November, 1987. You had also 
stated that before giving this information to the Commissioner of 
Police (Shri V.P. Marwah), you had not ascertained the position 
from the Station House Officer, Police Station Lodhi Colony. 

The Committee further note that the Commissioner of Police, 
Delhi" dUJ:ing his evidence before the Committee had stated that 
you spoke tp him on telephone on 16th November, 1987, and gave him 
"a categorical answer that Shri Shukla had not been detained". He 
had also stated that you should have re-checked the pOSition from the 
Police Station, which you did not do. 

The Committee, after carE-ful consideration of theevide~ce and 
other documents provided to them, have come. to the conclusion 
that Shri Vjdyacharan Shukla, M. P " was actually detained a~ 

Police Station Lodhi Colony from 12.30 to 16.00 hours on 16th 
November, 1987. Further, being a responsible police officer you did 
not care to make a proper enquiry from the Police Station Lodhi 
Colony before informing Sbri V: P. Marwah, which ultimately re-
sulted in the latter giving wrong information to the Minister of 
State for Home Aftars for passing it on to the Speaker, Lok Sabha 
and through him to the House to the effect that Shri Shukla 
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had IlOt been detained while actually he was detained for 3* hours. 

Before proceedin'g further in the matter, the Committee would 
like to give you another oppurtunity to have your say in the matter, 
in view of the above fiodings of the COmmittee. 

Shri P.R. S. Brar: Hon. Chairman and Members of the Com-
mittee, I would not like to dispute the conclusions Of this learned 
Committee. The ooly thing I wish to state at this time is that 
,since I was personally present at the time, this entire sequence of 
events took place; that's why I did not consider it necessary to 
ascertain from the Police Station. I do now realise that it was 
a mistake. And I should have done that. But at no stage I had 
any intention to show any disrespect to the hon'ble Member of Par-
liament. He was shown the highest consideration and respect in 
the Indian Olympic Association office and later on also in the 
Police Station. He was not treated as a detenu or as a person 
who is under any restraint. 

However, since the Committee has come to its conclusions, I 
do feel regret. I do really apologise that I have caused this discom-
fiture and 1 have hurt the feelings of the hon'ble Committee. 

Mr. Chairman: It is all right. Are you expressing your regret? 

Shri P.R.S. Brar: I am, Sir. I have the highest respect for 
the powers and privileges .... 

Mr. Chairman: We have noted that you had no intention ... 

Sbri P. R. S. Brar: I had no intention. 

Mr. Chairman: But you made a mistake for which you are feel-
ing sorry and expressing your regret and unqualified apology. 

Shri P. R. S. Brar: I am sorry and I express my unquaUfted. 
;apology. 

Mr. Chairman: Now, you can retire. 
(The witness then withdrew) 

The Committee then ad;oumec!. 



APPENDICES 



APPENDIX I 

(See para 12 of the Report) 

Communication dated 16th November, 1987, received from. S.H.O. 
Police Station, Lodhi Colony. ]feu, DeUti. 

SUB:-Detention of Shri V. C. Shukla s/o Shri R. S. Shukla rIo I, 
Willingdon Crescent, New Delhi, a member of Parliament uts 
65 Delhi Police Act vide D. D .. No. 8A dated 16-11-1987, Police 
Station Lodhi Colony, New Delhi. 

Sir, 

Today at 12.30 P.M. Shri V. C. Shukla. member of Parliament 
alongwith 19 more persons tried to create nuisance and forcible entry 
in the office of Indian Olympic Association at Jawahar Lal Nehru 
Stadium, New Delhi. Since there. was an apprehension of breach of 
peace, they were detained u/s 65 Delhi Poli~e Act till 4 P.M. today, 

Submitted for information. 

lOP 

Sd/- 16-11-87 
Station House Officer 

Police Station Lodhi Colony, 
New Delhi-llOO03. 



APPENDIX II 

(See paras 12 and 14 of the Report) 

Communication dated 17th November, 1987, received from the 

Commissioner of Police, Delhi. 

At about 12.30 P.M. on 16-11-87 Shri V. C. Shukla, M.P., alongwith 
another person on the pretext of meeting someone reached the office 
of I.O.A. at Jawaharlal Nehru Stadi·um. Finding the office of 
President. Indian Olympic Association open, he entered in the office 
and sat on the chair. On this office bearer of LO.A. requested him 
to leave as he is no longer the President of I.O.A. and not entitled 
to sit on that chair. Shri Shukla refused to leave the office. Secy. 
General I.O.A. informed the Deputy Commissioner of Police who 
directed Assistant Commissioner of Police Defence Colony to reacn 
at the spot. Addl. Deputy Commissioner of Police and Deputy Com-
missio~r of Police also reached the spot. Senior officers found some 
supporters of Shri Shukla-I8 in number-indulging in slogan 
shouting outside and directed the police to remove them to the Police 
Station. Shri Shukla was persuaded to leave the office alongwith his 
companion. He left in his own car. SHO Lodhi Colony in whose 
jurisdi,ction JLN StadiUm falls was not there as he was attending 
court in Tis Hazari. 

Later on Shri Shukla reached p.s. Lodhi Colony in his own car 
and demanded that he too should be detained with his supporters. 
He continued to sit in SHO's office without any restraint on him 
throughout this period. Since his supporters were in agitated mood 
and shouting slogans even in the Police Station, SHO Lodhi Colony 
who by then had returned from the court did not ,consider it prudent 
to let them go immediately and detained them under Delhi Police Act 
from 12.30 P.M. to 4.00. Shri Shukla's name was included in the list 
on his., own insistence. 
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III 
The develop.ment at the P.S. was not known to the Deputy Com-

missioner of Police. The statement in the House was made on the 
basis of telephonic information furnished by the Deputy Commis-
sioner of Police. There was no attempt to mislead the House in any 
way. 

Hon'ble Speaker. 

Sd/-

(V. P. MARWAH) 
Commissioner of PoUl!e 

17-11-87 
10.50 hrs. 
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