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REFERENCE BY THE SPEAKER 

Earthquake  which rocked Nepal and northern part of India on 12 May, 2015 
    

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉMÉhÉ, 12 àÉ<Ç, 2015 BÉEÉä xÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå ABÉE +ÉÉè® £ÉÚBÉEà{É +ÉÉªÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ iÉÉÒµÉiÉÉ 

ÉÊ®ABÉD]® ºBÉEäãÉ {É® 7.3 +ÉÉÆBÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç iÉlÉÉ ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä iÉÉÒµÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä =kÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉMÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ àÉcºÉÚºÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA* 

<ºÉ £ÉÚBÉEà{É BÉEÉ BÉEåp BÉEÉ~àÉÉÆbÚ ºÉä 83 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® {ÉÚ´ÉÇ àÉÉ=Æ] A´É®äº] BÉEä ÉÊxÉBÉE] lÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ 

FÉäjÉ àÉå Uc ¤ÉÉ® £ÉÚBÉEà{É BÉEä iÉäVÉ ZÉ]BÉEä +ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ cÖ<Ç cè* 

 <ºÉ £ÉÚBÉEà{É àÉå 57 BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ cÉäxÉä +ÉÉè® BÉE<Ç +ÉxªÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉªÉÉå BÉEä PÉÉªÉãÉ cÉäxÉä iÉlÉÉ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ 

BÉEÉ £ÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ cè* 

 =kÉ® |Énä¶É, ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ®, ÉÊnããÉÉÒ, +ÉºÉàÉ, =½ÉÒºÉÉ, ÉÊºÉÉÎBÉDBÉEàÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ iÉlÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉE]´ÉiÉÉÔ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå 

£ÉÉÒ £ÉÚBÉEà{É BÉEä ZÉ]BÉEä àÉcºÉÚºÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA* ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® àÉå 15 BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉªÉÉå ºÉÉÊciÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå 17 BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ cÉäxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ cÖ<Ç cè* 

 ªÉc ºÉ£ÉÉ nÖ&JÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉ½ÉÒ àÉå xÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉè® VÉxÉiÉÉ iÉlÉÉ càÉÉ®ä +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ£ÉxxÉ £ÉÉMÉÉå 

àÉå |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ºÉcÉxÉÖ£ÉÚÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè* ªÉc ºÉ£ÉÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ 

{É® +É{ÉxÉÉ MÉc®É ¶ÉÉäBÉE BªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ¶ÉÉäBÉEºÉÆiÉ{iÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ cÉÉÌnBÉE ºÉÆ´ÉänxÉÉ |ÉBÉE] BÉE®iÉÉÒ 

cè iÉlÉÉ PÉÉªÉãÉÉå BÉEä ¶ÉÉÒQÉ º´ÉºlÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉàÉxÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè*  

 ªÉc ºÉ£ÉÉ +É¤É ÉÊn´ÉÆMÉiÉ +ÉÉiàÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ºÉààÉÉxÉ àÉå lÉÉä½ÉÒ nä® àÉÉèxÉ JÉ½ÉÒ ®cäMÉÉÒ* 

11.04 hrs   

The Members then stood in silence for short while. 

 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Papers to be Laid on the Table. 

… (Interruptions) 
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HON. SPEAKER: I know there are Adjournment Motions.  Though the matters 

are important enough, they do not warrant interruption of business of the day.  I 

have, therefore, disallowed all the notices of Adjournment Motion. They can raise 

it afterwards. 

… (Interruptions) 
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11.05 hrs 

 

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, Papers to be laid. Shri Jagat Prakash Nadda. 

THE MINISTER OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE (SHRI JAGAT 

PRAKASH NADDA): I beg to lay on the Table a copy each of the following 

papers (Hindi and English versions):-  
 

(i) Memorandum of Understanding between the HLL Lifecare 

Limited and the Department of Health and Family Welfare, 

Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, for the year 2015-2016. 

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2664/16/15] 
 

(ii) Memorandum of Understanding between HLL Biotech Limited 

and the HLL Lifecare Limited for the year 2015-2016.  
 

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2665/16/15] 

THE MINISTER OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT (SHRIMATI 

SMRITI ZUBIN IRANI): I beg to lay on the Table a copy each of the following 

Notifications (Hindi and English versions) under Section 33 of the National 

Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993:-  
  

1. The National Council for Teacher Education (Amendment) 

Rules, 2015 published in Notification No. G.S.R. 126(E) in 

Gazette of India dated 27th February, 2015.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2666/16/15] 

2. The National Council for Teacher Education (Recognition 

Norms and procedure) Regulations, 2014 published in 

Notification No. F 51-1/2014-NCTE (N&S) in Gazette of 

India dated 1st December, 2014.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2667/16/15] 

3. The National Council for Teacher Education (Determination 

of Minimum Qualifications for Persons to be recruit-ed as 
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Education Teachers and Physical Education Teachers in Pre-

primary, Primary, Upper Primary, Secondary, Senior 

Secondary or Intermediate Schools or Colleges Regulations, 

2014 published in Notification No. F. No. 62-1/2012/NCTE 

(N&S) in Gazette of India dated 16th December, 2014.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2668/16/15] 

 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): On behalf 

of my senior colleague Shri Santosh Kumar Gangwar, I beg to lay on the Table a 

copy of the Memorandum of Understanding (Hindi and English versions) between 

the Cotton Corporation of India Limited and the Ministry of Textiles for the year 

2015-2016.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2669/16/15] 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND 

EMPLOYMENT (SHRI BANDARU DATTATREYA): I beg to lay on the Table 

a copy of the Minimum Wages (Central) (Amendment) Rules, 2015 (Hindi and 

English versions) published in Notification No. G.S.R. 182(E) in Gazette of India 

dated 12th March, 2015 under Section 30A of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2670/16/15] 
 
THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND 

EMPLOYMENT (SHRI BANDARU DATTATREYA): On behalf of my 

colleague Shrimati Nirmala Sitharaman, I beg to lay on the Table a copy each of 

the following papers (Hindi and English versions):-  
 

(1) Foreign Trade Policy, 2015-2020.  
 

(2) Handbook of Procedures of Foreign Trade Policy, 2015-2020.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2671/16/15] 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF ROAD TRANSPORT 

AND HIGHWAYS AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF 

SHIPPING (SHRI PON RADHAKRISHNAN): I beg to lay on the Table a copy 

each of the following Notifications (Hindi and English versions) under Section 10 

of the National Highways Act, 1956:- 
 

(i) S.O. 3275(E) published in Gazette of India dated 26th December, 

2014, making certain amendments in the Notification No. S.O. 

3426(E) dated 11th November, 2013.  
 

(ii) S.O. 3289(E) published in Gazette of India dated 29th December, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of National Highway No. 8E (Part of 

Bhavnagar Section) in the State of Gujarat.  
 

(iii) S.O. 3035(E) published in Gazette of India dated 1st December, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of Proposed Ahmedabad-Vadodara 

Expressway NE-I (Ahmedabad-Vadodara Section) in the State of 

Gujarat.  
 

(iv) S.O. 3293(E) published in Gazette of India dated 29th December, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of Proposed Vadodara-Mumbai 

Expressway (Vadodara-Mumbai Section) in the State of Gujarat.  
 

(v) S.O. 3295(E) published in Gazette of India dated 29th December, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of National Highway No. 8E (Part of 

Bhavnagar Section) in the State of Gujarat.  
 

(vi) S.O. 259(E) published in Gazette of India dated 28th January, 

2015, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of National Highway No. 8D 

(Junagadh Section) in the State of Gujarat. 

(vii) S.O. 121(E) published in Gazette of India dated 9th January,  2015, 

 regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, management 

 and operation of National Highway No. 8E (Amerli Section) in the 
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 State of Gujarat.  

 
 

(viii) S.O. 3218(E) published in Gazette of India dated 18th December, 

2014, authorising the Special Land Acquisition Officer, Rajkot, as 

the competent authority to acquire land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of National Highway No. 27 in the State 

of Gujarat.  
 
(ix) S.O. 2432(E) published in Gazette of India dated 18th December, 

2014, making certain amendments in the Notification No. S.O. 

474(E) dated 19th February, 2014.  
 
(x) S.O. 3(E) published in Gazette of India dated 1st January, 2015, 

regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, management 

and operation of National Highway No. 8E (Ext.)(Part of Devbhumi 

Dwarka Section) in the State of Gujarat.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2672/16/15] 
 
(xi) S.O. 3292(E) published in Gazette of India dated 29th December, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance, 

management and operation of Proposed Vadodara-Mumbai 

Expressway (Vadodara-Mumbai Section) in the State of Gujarat.  

(xii) S.O. 2849(E) published in Gazette of India dated 10th November, 

2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, maintenance,  

management  and  operation  of  National Highway No. 8E 

(Bhavnagar Section) in the State of Gujarat. 

(xiii) S.O. 2872(E) published in Gazette of India dated 10th 

November, 2014, regarding acquisition of land for building, 

maintenance, management and operation of Proposed 

Vadodara-Mumbai Expressway (Vadodara-Mumbai Section) 

in the State of Gujarat.  

 

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2673/16/15] 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI 

KIREN RIJIJU): I beg to lay on the Table:-  

 
(1) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

National Disaster Management Authority, New Delhi, for the year 

2013-2014, alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 
(ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the 

Government of the working of the National Disaster Management 

Authority, New Delhi, for the year 2013-2014.  
 
(2) Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying 

the papers mentioned at (1) above.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2674/16/15] 
  

(3) A copy of the Central Reserve Police Force Group ‘B’ and ‘C’ (Radio 

Operator, Crypto, Technical, Radio Fitter, Draughtsman)(Non-Gazetted) 

Male or Female Ranks (Signals) Recruitment (Amendment) Rules, 2015 

(Hindi and English versions) published in Notification No. G.S.R. 188(E) 

in Gazette of India dated 13th March, 2015 under sub-section (3) of 

Section 18 of the Central Reserve Police Force Act, 1949.  

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2675/16/15] 
 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF 

HOUSING AND URBAN POVERTY ALLEVIATION (SHRI BABUL 

SUPRIYO): I beg to lay on the Table a copy of the Memorandum of 

Understanding (Hindi and English versions) between the Hindustan Prefab 

Limited and the Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation for the year 

2015-2016. 

[Placed in Lirary, See No. LT 2676/16/15] 
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11.12 hrs 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON WATER RESOURCES 
4th Report 

 
gÉÉÒ cÖBÉÖEàÉ ÉËºÉc (BÉEè®ÉxÉÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ‘ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉfÃ ºÉä xÉ­] cÖ<Ç =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉÉå BÉEÉÒ cÉÉÊxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä JÉäiÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉSÉÉÒ ®äiÉ BÉEä ÉÊxÉ{É]ÉxÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® ºÉÉÊciÉ nä¶É àÉå ¤ÉÉfÃ |É¤ÉÆvÉxÉ, 

VÉãÉàÉMxÉ +ÉÉè® +É{ÉFÉÉÊ®iÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ +ÉÉè® º´ÉÉÉÊàÉi´É BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ àÉÖqä’ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå VÉãÉ 

ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ (2014-15) BÉEÉ SÉÉèlÉÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ´ÉänxÉ (ÉÊcxnÉÒ iÉlÉÉ +ÉÆOÉäVÉÉÒ ºÉÆºBÉE®hÉ) ºÉ£ÉÉ {É]ãÉ {É® 

®JÉiÉÉ cÚÄ* 
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11.13 hrs  

STATEMENT BY MINISTER 

(i) Status  of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 81st 
Report of the Standing Committee on Finance on Action Taken by the 

Government on the observations/recommendations contained in the 6th 
Report of the Committee on `Inflation and Price Rise', pertaining to the 

Ministry of Finance 
 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE                 

(SHRI JAYANT SINHA): Madam Speaker, on behalf of my senior colleague Shri 

Arun Jaitley, I beg to lay a statement regarding the status of implementation of the 

recommendations contained in the 81st Report of the Standing Committee on 

Finance on Action Taken by the Government on the 

observations/recommendations contained in the 6th Report of the Committee on 

‘Inflation and Price Rise’, pertaining to the Ministry of Finance.  

 

 

                                                 
 Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 2677/16/15 
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11.14 hrs 

(ii) Attempt  to commit suicide by four girl trainees of Sports Authority of 
India's Special Area Games Water Sports Centre at Alappuzha 

 
 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): Madam, on 

behalf of the hon. Minister of State of the Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports 

Shri Sarbananda Sonowal, I beg to lay a Statement regarding attempt to commit 

suicide by four girl trainee of Sports Authority of India’s Special Area Games 

Water Sports Centre at Alappuzha.… (Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL (ALAPPUZHA): Madam, it is one of the serious 

issues.  We had raised that issue yesterday also.  The hon. Minister has assured the 

House that he would make a statement in this regard. Kindly read the statement. 

HON. SPEAKER: You can read the Statement.  

SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY: This is certainly a very important matter.  The 

hon. Minister has made a complete statement and all the facts are mentioned here.  

In case, you feel that there is anything additional to be asked, we can certainly get 

back.  

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL: How can we know without reading it?   

SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY: I am laying this Statement.  If you want me to 

read it, I can read it out. It is an important issue of Kerala and everyone should 

know about it. Now, I read it.  

Speaker Madam, on behalf of my colleague Shri Sarbananda Sonowal, I 

wish to read a suo-moto statement in this august House on the most tragic and 

shocking incident in the history of Sports Authority of India (SAI) occurred at the 

SAI Special Area Games (SAG) Water Sports Centre (WSC) at Alappuzha, Kerala 

                                                 
 Placed in Library,  See No. LT 2678/16/15.  

 



13.05.2015  
 

17

on 06.05.2015 wherein four girl inmates attempted to commit suicide by 

consumption of a locally available poisonous fruit known as “Othalanga”, whose 

botanical name is Cerbera Odollam. The tree bearing this fruit is commonly 

referred to as suicide tree. The girls were detected to be unwell around 7.15 p.m. 

and were admitted to Alappuzha Medical College hospital around 9.00 p.m. One 

girl trainee Ms. Aparna Ramambhadran, a 17 year old promising junior national 

level rower succumbed to the poison in the early hours of 07.05.2015 while the 

remaining three girls are undergoing treatment in the Intensive Care Unit (ICU) of 

the hospital. According to the latest update, as of 12.05.2015 early morning, the 

three surviving girls’ health condition has improved significantly and stabilised. 

 The matter was reported to the hon. Minister in the morning and he 

directed Director General, SAI to immediately enquire into the matter and 

submit a report for necessary action. DG, SAI reached Kochi around 9.00 p.m. 

and proceeded straight to the Alapphuza Government Medical College by road 

and reached the hospital around 11.30 p.m. He visited the 3 surviving girl 

trainees in the ICU and enquired about their health. He also met the parents of 

the girls. DG, SAI later spoke to the District Collector and indicated that SAI 

was willing to airlift the girls for treatment at AIIMS, New Delhi, if the 

situation so warranted. 

 Based on his request,  the Director, AIIMS constituted a Medical Board 

comprising the Heads of Medicine, Pharmacology, Cardiology and Emergency 

for providing necessary advice and support in the treatment of the girls. A 

telemedicine video conference was held with the expert doctors of AIIMS on 

08.05.2015 at 10.00 a.m. The team of doctors at AIIMS expressed satisfaction 

over the treatment procedure adopted by the Alappuzha Government Medical 

College, but suggested certain modifications in the treatment management, 

which was duly followed. The DG, SAI once again met the parents of the three 

surviving girls and handed over a financial assistance of Rs.25,000/- each for 

meeting the miscellaneous expenditure. He also visited the house of the deceased 

girl, Ms Aparna Ramabhadran and assured fair enquiry and stringent action if 

anyone was found guilty. He handed over a cheque for Rs. 5,00,000/- (Rupees 
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five lakhs only) to the mother of late Ms Aparna Ramabhadran as ex-gratia 

payment. He also offered her a job on a contract basis in SAI as a Multi-Tasking 

Staff. 

 DG, SAI interacted with the girl inmates in their hostel premises, which 

is a rented building, and appealed to them to face the situation with strength and 

cooperate with the ongoing investigations. Thereafter, he enquired from them as 

to what had actually happened. He also enquired from boy trainees, who have 

accommodated in the SAI centre, about the incident. Based on the interaction, 

the following decisions were taken for immediate action:- 

i. Psychology counselors may be engaged to counsel the trainees so that they 
can come out of the emotional trauma;  

ii. Particular care would be taken to ensure psychological and emotional 

rehabilitation of the three girls who have survived the suicide attempt; 
 

iii. The mothers of girl trainees may be allowed to stay in the hostel for a 

week or so until the situation normalizes;  

iv. The trainees who are keen to take a short break may be allowed to be 

taken home by their parents provided their presence is not required for 

the ongoing investigations; 

v. Hostels should be constructed by using pre-fabricated technology and all 

the inmates should be shifted within the shortest possible time to the 

premises of SAI centre;. 

vi. An Assistant Director will be stationed at Alappuzha until normalcy is 

restored. 

Several external investigations are currently underway, which include police 

investigation, preliminary enquiry conducted by the District Administration, 

enquiry  by the State Sports Secretary, enquiry by State Human Rights 

Commission, etc. Hence it would not be appropriate to make any specific 

comment in this regard at this point of time. However, the shocking and tragic 

incident that occurred at the SAG Water Sports Centre, Alappuzha does  point out 

an urgent need to strengthen the SAI training system.  DG, SAI has made 
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elaborate suggestions for the purpose.  Some of the major recommendations made 

by DG, SAI  as follows  

(i) Engagement of counseling psychologists in all SAI training Centres for the 

purpose of group counseling as well as one-on-one counseling. This is considered 

most essential for the emotional well-being of the trainees; 

(ii) Yoga may be introduced as a compulsory activity in all SAI centres, as it 

would have a salutary effect on holistic development and emotional well-being of 

SAI trainees. Part-time Yoga instructors may be engaged for this purpose; 

(iii) AIIMS to develop a two-day module on sports psychology for SAI 

trainees, which would be extremely useful for them; 

  (iv) We may request iconic sportspersons to adopt SAI centres and act as SAI 

Trainee Mentors. This will not only inspire young SAI trainees but also enable 

them to emulate the qualities of their role model; 

(v) A 24X7 Helpline may be introduced for SAI trainee related grievance 

redressed, especially for reporting the cases of sexual harassment; 

    (vi) A robust institutionalized mechanism should be put in place to maintain 

close rapport and coordination with the State Sports department. 

(vii) An Expert Committee may be constituted to study the existing SAI 

training system and make necessary recommendations for its further 

improvement in the areas of sports and related infrastructure, equipment 

support, coaching, sports science (including sports medicine and sports 

psychology), competition exposure, skill development, management, 

holistic trainee development, athlete grievance redressal, anti-sexual 

harassment measures and overall security. The Committee may visit, a few 

SAI Centres to gain first-hand understanding. The Committee may submit 

its report along with recommendations within two months. 

  



13.05.2015  
 

20

 We would examine these suggestions and take necessary action at the 

earliest to ensure that such incidents do not occur in future. 

 I thank the Kerala Government and people from all walks of life in the 

State  who extended full assistance to us in dealing with the situation. 

 Thank you. 
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11.15 hrs 

MOTION RE: NINETEENTH REPORT OF  
BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE  

 
THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): I beg to 

move:- 

“That this House do agree with the Nineteenth Report of the 
Business Advisory Committee presented to the House on 12th May, 
2015. ” 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That this House do agree with the Nineteenth Report of the 
Business Advisory Committee presented to the House on 12th May, 
2015. ” 

 

The motion was adopted. 
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ BÉEä¶É´É |ÉºÉÉn àÉÉèªÉÇ - ={ÉÉÎºlÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ* 

gÉÉÒ £ÉÉxÉÖ |ÉiÉÉ{É ÉËºÉc ´ÉàÉÉÇ (VÉÉãÉÉèxÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®ä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ FÉäjÉ VÉÉãÉÉèxÉ BÉEä MÉ®Éè~É àÉå +É£ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉäãÉÉ´ÉßÉÎ­] ºÉä VÉÉä ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä {ÉEºÉãÉÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ¤ÉÉcÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É VÉÉä SÉäBÉE 

¤ÉÉÆ]ä VÉÉ ®cä cé, =xÉàÉå ªÉc càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÆYÉÉxÉ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä VÉÉãÉÉèxÉ ÉÊVÉãÉä BÉEä OÉÉàÉ ¶ÉäJÉ{ÉÖ® 

+ÉÉè® cn°ôJÉ àÉå nÉä £ÉÉ<ªÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉÉiÉ cVÉÉ® âó{ÉªÉä BÉEä SÉäBÉE ÉÊnA VÉÉ ®cä cé, iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä 

+É~É®c cVÉÉ® âó{ÉªÉä BÉEä SÉäBÉE ÉÊnA VÉÉ ®cä cé* ´ÉcÉÆ ãÉäJÉ{ÉÉãÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ àÉxÉàÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉÆ] ®cä cé* 

´ÉÉºiÉÉÊ´ÉBÉEiÉÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä VÉxÉ{Én ZÉÉÆºÉÉÒ àÉå VÉÉä MÉ®Éè~É FÉäjÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä SÉÉ® cVÉÉ® âó{ÉªÉä 

BÉEä, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä U& cVÉÉ® âó{ÉªÉä BÉEä, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉÉiÉ cVÉÉ® âó{ÉªÉä BÉEä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉÆ]ä VÉÉ ®cä cé* ´ÉcÉÆ ãÉäJÉ{ÉÉãÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ 

àÉxÉàÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉÆ] ®cä cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ vÉàÉæxp ªÉÉn´É (¤ÉnÉªÉÚÄ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +É{ÉxÉä ºiÉ® ºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ¤ÉÉÆ] ®cÉÒ cè* BÉEäxp 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä {ÉèºÉÉ nä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ £ÉÉxÉÖ |ÉiÉÉ{É ÉËºÉc ´ÉàÉÉÇ: àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉMÉ® =kÉ® |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ {ÉèºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè iÉÉä =ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä 

{ÉèºÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ ºÉ´Éæ BÉE®ÉA ãÉäJÉ{ÉÉãÉ +É{ÉxÉä àÉxÉàÉÉxÉä iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ªÉä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉÆ] ®cä 

cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® nÉä £ÉÉ<ªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉËVÉºÉ ABÉE cé iÉÉä nÉäxÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤É®É¤É® ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEä SÉäBÉE 

ÉÊàÉãÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ®ÉVªÉ àÉå VÉÉä àÉ¶ÉÉÒxÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, 

´Éc ¤ÉÖ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä {ÉEäãÉ cè +ÉÉè® ´Éc àÉxÉàÉÉxÉä iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉÆ] ®cÉÒ cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ 

BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´É¶Éä­É iÉÉè® ºÉä VÉÉÆSÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉWÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éc 

|ÉÉÊiÉ ABÉE½ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) =kÉ® |Énä¶É àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ nÖBªÉÇ´ÉcÉ® 

BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉè® àÉxÉàÉÉxÉä fÆMÉ ºÉä SÉäBÉE ÉÊnA VÉÉ ®cä cé, =ºÉä ¤ÉÆn ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ £ÉÉxÉÖ |ÉiÉÉ{É ÉËºÉc ´ÉàÉÉÇ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É (+ÉÉWÉàÉMÉfÃ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA {ÉèºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉé <ºÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉå näJÉÚÆMÉÉÒ* {ãÉÉÒWÉ, BÉEÉä-+ÉÉì{É®ä] BÉE®å* ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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gÉÉÒ ®ÉcÖãÉ ¶Éä´ÉÉãÉä (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ àÉvªÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ àÉÖà¤É<Ç ºÉÉ=lÉ ºÉå]ÅãÉ BÉEä nä´ÉxÉÉ® 

MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ºÉÉè ºÉÉãÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉ àÉcÉãÉFàÉÉÒ àÉÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ àÉÉÎxn® cè, VÉcÉÆ cWÉÉ®Éå gÉrÉãÉÖ {ÉÚVÉÉ-{ÉÉ~ BÉE®iÉä cé* |ÉiªÉäBÉE ´É­ÉÇ 

ªÉcÉÆ {É® ABÉE ªÉÉjÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* ´É­ÉÇ 1960 àÉå <ºÉ àÉÉÎxn® BÉEä +ÉÉºÉ-{ÉÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA JÉ®ÉÒnÉÒ +ÉÉè® ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ +ÉÉÊvÉOÉchÉ BÉE® ãÉÉÒ* ´É­ÉÇ 1965 àÉå ªÉcÉÆ {É® ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉE ]äãÉÉÒBÉEÉìàÉ {ÉEèBÉD]ÅÉÒ 

SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ iÉlÉÉ <ºÉ WÉàÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½É £ÉÚ-£ÉÉMÉ JÉÉãÉÉÒ {É½É cè* 

 nä´ÉxÉÉ® MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä <ºÉ ºÉÉè ºÉÉãÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉä àÉcÉãÉFàÉÉÒ àÉÉiÉÉ àÉÉÎxn® BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® +ÉÉè® ABÉE àÉhb{É 

¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä 2,902 ´ÉMÉÇ MÉVÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ ‘nä´ÉxÉÉ® OÉÉàÉºlÉ àÉcÉãÉFàÉÉÒ nä´ÉÉãÉªÉ ]Åº]’ BÉEÉä ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ´É­ÉÉç {ÉcãÉä ABÉE YÉÉ{ÉxÉ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ, {É®xiÉÖ <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É {É® +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 

BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ cè* 

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉÒQÉ cÉÒ nä´ÉxÉÉ® nä´ÉÉãÉªÉ 

]Åº] BÉEÉä 2,902 ´ÉMÉÇ MÉVÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® BÉE®ä, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä <ºÉ àÉÉÎxn® BÉEÉ {ÉÖxÉ°ôrÉ® +ÉÉè® {ÉÖxÉÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä*  

SHRI R. DHRUVANARAYANA (CHAMARAJANAGAR): Madam, I want to 

raise an important issue regarding India’s relative slow progress in research and 

development as compared to other developing countries, which is hampering 

innovation in the country. 

 As per UNESCO, India has 366 research and development personnel per 

million population. In comparison to India’s small number, Brazil has 1,366 and 

China has 2,358 personnel per million population. Even if we see percentage 

spending on research and development, India had spent 0.9 per cent of GDP on 

research and development in 2014. The global average for the same is 1.8 per cent. 

When we compare this to other countries, Israel spends 4.2 per cent; China spends 

two per cent; Brazil spends 1.3 per cent; and South Africa spends one per cent. As 

a result, India has been lagging behind innovation and filing of patents as well. 

While China filed over two lakh patents from 2005-2012, India filed only 59,988.  

 In this regard there is an urgent need to not only increase investment on 

research and development but also establish industry and sector-specific research 

linkages with research institutes. 
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 I urge the Government to take note of this issue and do something. Thank 

you. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Nishikant Dubey and Shri Bhairon Prasad Mishra are 

allowed to associate with the matter raised by Shri R. Dhuruvanarayana. 

gÉÉÒ |ÉäàÉ ÉËºÉc SÉxnÚàÉÉVÉ®É (+ÉÉxÉÆn{ÉÖ® ºÉÉÉÊc¤É) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉxªÉÉªÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* 

ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÆ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉxÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ àÉé BÉEä´ÉãÉ ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ MÉßc àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ àÉå 

={ÉÉÎºlÉiÉ cé, VÉ¤É {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É-cÉÊ®ªÉÉhÉÉ ®ÉÒ-+ÉÉMÉæxÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] ¤ÉxÉÉ, =ºÉ {ÉEÉàÉÇÚãÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ ´ÉcÉÄ <à{ãÉÉ<VÉ +ÉÉè® 

+ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEºÉ® VÉÉä ®JÉxÉä lÉä, =xÉBÉEÉ 60-40 BÉEä ®ä¶ªÉÉä àÉå ¤ÉÆ]´ÉÉ®É lÉÉ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä BÉÖEU ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå xÉªÉÉ ºÉ´Éæ +ÉÉªÉÉ* ´ÉcÉÄ 

{ÉÉÄSÉ {É®ºÉå] cÉÒ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEä +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEºÉ®, <à{ãÉÉ<VÉ ®c MÉA cé +ÉÉè® cÉÊ®ªÉÉhÉÉ BÉEä £ÉÉÒ BÉEàÉ cÉä MÉA* ABÉE xÉªÉÉ ªÉÚ.]ÉÒ. 

BÉEèb® ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ*  

 nÚºÉ®É, ´ÉcÉÄ VÉÉä {ÉÆVÉÉ¤ÉÉÒ ãÉéM´ÉäVÉ cè, 90 {É®ºÉå] ãÉÉäMÉ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé, {ÉfÃiÉä cé, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE <ÆÉÎMãÉ¶É BÉEÉä 

+ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ãÉéM´ÉäVÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, {ÉÆVÉÉ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉäBÉEåb ãÉéM´ÉäVÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ*  

 àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ MÉßc àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc +ÉxªÉÉªÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 65 ´É­ÉÉç ºÉä cÉä 

®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ càÉ +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +É{ÉäFÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä SÉÆbÉÒMÉfÃ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉ ÉÊcººÉÉ lÉÉ, ªÉc {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉä cÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* nÚºÉ®É, BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ ´ÉcÉÄ VÉÉä +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEºÉ® +ÉÉè® <à{ãÉÉ<VÉ cé, ´Éä iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä cÉÒ ®cxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ABÉE nÚºÉ®É àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ <¶ªÉÚ cè* {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä xÉÉèVÉ´ÉÉxÉ VÉÉä <®ÉBÉE àÉå {ÉEÆºÉä cÖA 

cé, =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå ®ciÉä cé* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä 

{ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®VÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉèÉÊ]º{ÉEèBÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉä +ÉºÉãÉÉÒ {ÉÉäVÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ cè, ÉÊ®AãÉ {ÉEèBÉD]ÂºÉ cé, ´Éä =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå 

BÉEÉä ÉÊnA VÉÉAÆ iÉÉÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ºÉèÉÊ]º{ÉEÉ<Ç cÉä {ÉÉAÆ* vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri M.B. Rajesh – He is not present here. 

gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc (ºÉiÉxÉÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ xÉA ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® BÉEä ºÉßVÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ* cÉãÉÉÆÉÊBÉE ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ ºÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉ<Ç ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä xÉA ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® BÉEä ºÉßVÉxÉ 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉäBÉE <xÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ, ÉÎºBÉEãÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ iÉlÉÉ àÉÖpÉ ¤ÉéBÉE VÉèºÉä BÉE<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* 

nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ àÉèxÉ {ÉÉ´É® càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå cè* <xÉ cÉlÉÉå àÉå AäºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®ÉÒMÉ®ÉÒ cè VÉÉä ºÉÖ<ÇÆ ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® VÉcÉVÉ 

iÉBÉE ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä ®cä cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ {ÉÚ´ÉḈ ÉiÉÉÔ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ¶ÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉ ºÉcÉÒ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* ÉÊãÉcÉVÉÉ ªÉÖ´ÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ àÉå 

ABÉE iÉ®{ÉE ÉÊxÉ®É¶ÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cè, nÚºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE c® VÉ°ô®iÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉàÉÉxÉ càÉÉ®ä {É½ÉäºÉÉÒ nä¶É SÉÉÒxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä 

càÉÉ®ä nä¶ÉÉÒ {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉBÉE lÉä, =xÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ®É¶ÉÉ +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç*   



13.05.2015  
 

25

 <xcÉÓ BÉEÉ®hÉÉå ºÉä +ÉÉVÉ nä¶É àÉå £ÉªÉÆBÉE® ¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉènÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* cÉãÉÉÆÉÊBÉE ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉ<Ç ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEÉ®MÉ® xÉA ={ÉÉªÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô ÉÊBÉEA cé +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ £ÉÉÒ +É¤É näJÉxÉä 

BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉ cè* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ABÉE ºÉÖZÉÉ´É näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE SÉÉÒxÉ iÉlÉÉ +ÉxªÉ {É½ÉäºÉÉÒ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ càÉÉ®ä 

ªÉcÉÄ +ÉÉàÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ´ÉºiÉÖAÆ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉBÉE ®cÉÒ cé, =xÉ {É® ®ÉäBÉE ãÉMÉÉBÉE® =xÉ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ´ÉºiÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ nä¶É àÉå 

ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉE®ÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* <ºÉºÉä VÉcÉÄ ABÉE +ÉÉä® xÉA ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® {ÉènÉ cÉåMÉä, ´ÉcÉÓ nÚºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE nä¶ÉÉÒ {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä 

£ÉÉÒ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉäb <xÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä àÉå ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ, gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä, gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ, gÉÉÒ MÉVÉäxp ÉËºÉc ¶ÉäJÉÉ´ÉiÉ, bÉì. 

ÉÊBÉEÉÊ®] {ÉÉÒ. ºÉÉäãÉÆBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Janardan Mishra – He is not present here. 

 Shri S.R. Vijaya Kumar – He is not present. 

gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉVÉ lÉÉä½É ºÉÉ BªÉÉÊlÉiÉ cÚÄ* àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç ¶Éc® BÉEÉÒ ®SÉxÉÉ +ÉÉ{É 

VÉÉxÉiÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE nÉÊFÉhÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ´Éc ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ xÉè®Éä ¤ÉèÉÎxbb cÉäiÉÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç àÉå ªÉÉiÉÉªÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ <iÉxÉÉÒ 

ºÉàÉºªÉÉAÆ JÉ½ÉÒ cÉä ®cÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚÉÊUA àÉiÉ* ´ÉcÉÆ MÉÉÉÊ½ªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉÒ cè* SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä 

VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉSÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ´ÉcÉÄ BÉEÉäº]ãÉ ®Éäb ¤ÉxÉÉAÆMÉä*   +É¤É ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç 

àÉcÉxÉMÉ®{ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ xÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉäº]ãÉ ®Éäb BÉEÉ JÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ ãÉÉÒ* àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç àÉcÉxÉMÉ®{ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ xÉä BÉEcÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ºÉÉ®É JÉSÉÉÇ càÉ =~ÉªÉåMÉä* ´É­ÉÇ 2010 àÉå ªÉc ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, iÉ¤É ªÉc |ÉºiÉÉ´É ÉÊnªÉÉ, ®ÉVªÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 

=ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶É BÉEÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn, ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ABÉE ´É­ÉÇ ºÉä |ÉºiÉÉ´É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ 

{É½É cè* +É{ÉxÉä AxÉ´ÉÉªÉ®xÉàÉå] ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ABÉE UÉä]ÉÒ-ºÉÉÒ ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊlÉãÉiÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉÒ* JÉÉºÉBÉE®, 

ºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ®.VÉäb. BÉEÉ VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå lÉÉä½ÉÒ-ºÉÉÒ ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊlÉãÉiÉÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ªÉc 

|ÉºiÉÉ´É +É£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ âóBÉEÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè*  

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉ ºÉä |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ®.VÉäb. VÉÉäxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä lÉÉä½ÉÒ-ºÉÉÒ 

ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊlÉãÉiÉÉ ãÉÉxÉÉÒ cè, VÉÉä ÉÊ®ãÉèBÉDºÉè¶ÉxÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ cè, ´Éc VÉãn ºÉä VÉãn ãÉÉªÉå* àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉàÉºªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä +ÉÉè® MÉÉÉÊ½ªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ]ÅèÉÊ{ÉEBÉE VÉÉàÉ ºÉä =xÉBÉEÉä ®ÉciÉ ÉÊnãÉÉ nå* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ªÉc |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*   

HON. SPEAKER: S/Shri Rahul Shewale, Shrirang Appa Barne and Poonam 

Majahan are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri Arvind Sawant.  

 Dr. Udit Raj – not present.  Now, Shri E. Ahamed. 
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SHRI E. AHAMED (MALAPPURAM): Madam, I want to raise a very important 

matter, which affects many people from Southern India. The matter is about 

Karippur Airport, which is also known as Calicut International Airport. It is the 

fifth airport in the matter of income under the Airport Authority of India (AAI). 

This airport is dealing with overseas passengers to destinations like Dubai, Abu 

Dhabi, Sharjah, Doha, Jeddah, Riyadh, Dammam, Kuwait etc. and domestic 

connections to Mumbai, Chennai, Bangalore, Coimbatore and Kochi. Earning of 

the airport to Airport Authority of India and Air India shows the importance of this 

airport.  

 So far, the airport has been operating Boeing 747 Jumbo aircrafts and 777 – 

200 and 300 series besides all other small aircrafts including Airbus 320. Air Port 

Authority of India should have taken up the re-carpeting and strengthening of the 

airport much earlier. But, unfortunately, all of a sudden, they found that this 

airport cannot be made operational for bigger aircrafts like Boeing 777 or 747. 

This airport is used for Haj operations. Besides this, a large number of people of 

Indian origin living in Saudi Arabia use this airport for travelling to Riyadh, 

Jeddah and Dammam. 

 Now, the Airport Authority of India finds that this airport cannot be made 

operational due to technical reasons. Such an important airport, which earned for 

the nation, should have been taken care of much earlier. But the Airport Authority 

of India in the matter of Calicut airport is creating difficulties for the people. Haj 

operations may have been changed from Calicut. 

 More than that, in the name of re-carpeting or strengthening of the airport, 

the operation of flights from airport have been stopped for many months. This is 

really causing great hardships and difficulties. 

 Anyway, I would only urge the Government to complete repairing and 

strengthening of the airport and make it operational as early as possible. Due to 

this, Haj pilgrims from Kerala are also facing a lot of inconvenience. Air India as 

well as other foreign airlines like Saudi Airlines and Emirates has been operating 
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from Calicut Airport. But the Airport Authority of India has completely stopped 

the operation of Boeing 777 and 747 Jumbo Aircrafts due to security reasons.       

 In this respect, the Government of India through Director General of Civil 

Aviation should approach Air India as well as foreign airlines like Saudi Airlines, 

Emirates Airlines and Qatar Airways to operate small aircrafts like Airbus 333 

series and others – if not Jumbo and 777 aircrafts – from Calicut Airport so as to 

ease the difficulties faced by travelling passengers. Air India should also take steps 

to start a shuttle service with smaller aircrafts between Cochin and Calicut.… 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Please conclude Ahamed ji. You have already read two pages. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI E. AHAMED: Madam, this is a very important issue.  

 I also take this opportunity to say that some arrangements should be made 

to connect Calicut to Cochin through some small aircrafts. … (Interruptions) The 

Airport Authority of India should take some steps to help the people because 

Calicut is far away from Delhi… (Interruptions) Are they not able to see that? 

That is why, I am asking it. You should see India as a whole. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: It is all right. Please sit down. 

 Now, Prof. Saugata Roy. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Ahamed ji, you have completed. You have raised your issue 

very nicely.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Nobody is saying no to it.  

 Saugata Roy ji, please raise your issue. 

… (Interruptions) 

PROF. SAUGATA ROY (DUM DUM): He is a senior Member. I am just waiting 

him to finish his speech. … (Interruptions) 
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 HON. SPEAKER: He has raised his issue. He has already read two pages. He got 

sufficient time.  

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI E. AHAMED: In my parliamentary career of 25 years, I did not make such a 

request before. … (Interruptions) The operations at Calicut Airport have been 

stopped. … (Interruptions) Haj operations should be shifted from Calicut.… 

(Interruptions) To whom should we go but for this House? This is the House 

where we can come. … (Interruptions) You are such a large-hearted Speaker.… 

(Interruptions) Therefore, I would request you to direct the Government.… 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: S/Shri Mallikarjun Kharge, M.I. Shanavas, M.K. Raghavan, 

M.B. Rajesh, P.K. Biju, A. Sampath, C.N. Jayadevan, Adv. Joice George and 

Kumari Shobha Karandlaje are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri 

E. Ahamed.  

PROF. SAUGATA ROY: Madam, I am raising an issue, which I had raised last 

week regarding the jute industry in West Bengal. This is an issue which affects my 

colleagues Shri Dinesh Trivedi, whose constituency has 22 jute mills; Shri Kalyan 

Banerjee, whose constituency has many jute mills and Dr. Ratna De (Nag). The 

jute is grown in Murshidabad, Nadia and all other parts up to Raiganj. In Bihar 

also, it is grown in Purnia, Supaul and many other parts of the State. So, it is a big 

problem.  

 Over the last two years, the jute industry has been reeling under an 

existential crisis. This has led to around 25 per cent mills out of total of 56 in the 

State being shut and nearly one lakh workmen rendered jobless. Even yesterday, 

Weaverly Jute Mill in Shyamnagar and Nadia Jute Mill at Naihati closed down 

making the tally to 11 jute mills closed in 11 days. The livelihoods of around 40 

lakh farmer families are endangered due to uncertainty.  

 In the meantime, Bangladeshi jute industry has doubled its size in last 

seven years and jute products are being hailed globally as an environment friendly 
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alternative to plastics. The precarious situation has arisen mainly due to the acts of 

the Central Government such as: 1) Dilution of the Mandatory Packaging Act – 

introduced by Shri Rajiv Gandhi – from 100 per cent reservation for sugar and 

foodgrains - 20 per cent for sugar and 90 per cent for foodgrains on strong 

lobbying by plastic industry; 2) continuous attempts to violate the Act further by 

sugar industry and procurement agencies: (a) default in procurement of bags 

despite mandatory requirements, (b) attempts to keep jute bags out of the National 

Food Security Mission, (c) erratic indenting of jute bags in violation of established 

norms and system; 3) Erosion of the non-governmental market due to heavy 

imports from Bangladesh aided by (a) zero duty on imports and (b) 10 per cent 

export subsidy by Government of Bangladesh; 4) the procurement of jute bags has 

fallen from an average of 26.8 lakh bales annually (July to June) in 2013 to 20.3 

lakh bales in 2013-14 and 19.9 lakh bales in 2014-15 (July to May); 5) The lack of 

demand has led to many mills cutting production which has aggravated labour 

issues, leading to violence and closure. 

 In the face of the shrinking market and added uncertainty about the future, 

the jute industry is going through de-growth. Investments in modernisation and 

product diversification have all but stopped since 2012-13. Joblessness among 

workers is creating skill deficit while uncertainty over market is discouraging jute 

farmers from adoption of the best practices developed over long years.  

 A strong supporting hand by the Central Government by way of stable 

orders for an extended time period and protection from cheap imports is required. 

This will lead to modernisation of industry resulting in cheaper and more efficient 

jute bags, diversification of products to increase market footprint beyond 

packaging into new areas like consumer bags, geotextiles etc. An environment-

friendly and sustainable product like jute, will help solve a lot of national 

problems like river pollution, depletion of petrochemicals, landfill overload.  

 Madam, I had raised it last week. There is no response from the Minister. I 

have been looking for the Minister, Shri Gangwar, for the last three days. He is 
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nowhere to be visible.  Will there be any response from him? Or, will mill after 

mill close down? He is from Bareilly. There are no jute mills or textile mills in 

Bareilly. He does not care. The industry is shutting down, putting lives of lakhs of 

farmers and workers at stake. There is no response from the Government as a 

whole to this big crisis in the jute industry. The Government remains silent. It is 

very strange that this is the way the Government is responding to people’s woes 

and miseries!  

 Thank you. … (Interruptions)  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Abhijit Mukherjee, Shri Nishikant Dubey, Dr. Ratna De 

(Nag) and Shri Md. Badaruddoza Khan are permitted to associate with the issue 

raised by Prof. Saugata Roy.   

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Anto Antony. He is not there.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath.  

… (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): Madam Speaker, our hon. Prime Minister has 

declared a scheme – Saansad Adarsh Gram Yojana – and requested the Members 

of Parliament to adopt a village in their constituencies. Subsequently, media also 

put forth a question to each and every Member as to which village he has adopted. 

I adopted a village in my constituency, out of the seven Assembly segments and 

52 Gram Panchayats, having a total population of more than 1.5 million. There are 

three municipal corporations and 52 Gram Panchayats in my constituency.  

 I adopted a village called Anchuthengu which is also called Anjengo, which 

is the first earliest settlement of the Britishers in the whole nation. In the year 

1721, the first revolt of the people against the British colonies happened in 

Anjengo and also Attingal. That Gram Panchayat is having very limited resources. 

It has a total population of 25,000 and total area of nearly 3.26 square kilometres.  
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With the help of the District Collector, I invited all the Central Government 

officers, heads of the Government Agencies and also the State Government 

Departments and agencies. We had a meeting at the village itself.  

Madam Speaker, I request for your help. I have adopted a village like other 

hon. Members.  Just like adopting the children, what will happen to the children 

we adopt, if they go orphan? We do not get the help and coordination from the 

government agencies and Government Departments, especially the Departments of 

the Government of India, the public sector banks and the Central Government 

agencies. This is my experience.  

Madam, you are smiling at me and I hope that your heart is also smiling at 

me because this matter concerns you also. Madam, this has no politics at all. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I am always trying to hear all of you while keeping a smiling 

face. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH: Madam Speaker, you understand the pity of the MPs. We 

have already adopted a village; we do not have the funds; MPLAD Fund has not 

been increased; there is no separate fund for SAGY; and the people are coming to 

us. They have dreams. What can we do if their dreams are shattered? It will be a 

casualty just like an earthquake. I do not know what will happen to the MPs also if 

they are not able to fulfil the promise as the Prime Minister has already declared it.  

 So, my humble submission is that on the part of the Government officials it 

is a humiliation to the whole House, and it is disrespect to the hon. Prime Minister 

also. So, I beg this from you on behalf of all the MPs that there should be adequate 

funds provided for the SAGY Scheme. There is lack of coordination. There should 

be more coordinated efforts between the Government agencies, Departments and 

the PSUs. We are not begging for CSR, but it is to fulfil the promises that we have 

made to the people. We are bound by that because the hon. Prime Minister has 

declared that scheme. So, I hope that you may be pleased to give directions to the 
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concerned Government officials through the Ministers that this will be taken care 

of. Thank you, Madam. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri P.K. Biju, Shri M.B. Rajesh, Shri Bhairon Prasad Mishra, 

Shri C.N. Jayadevan, Shri P.P. Chaudhary and Adv. Joice George are permitted to 

associate with the issue raised by Dr. A. Sampath.  
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11.41 hrs 

SUBMISSIONS BY MEMBERS 

(i) Re:Harassment  meted out to students by private schools affiliated to 
CBSE 

 
bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ ({ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ SÉà{ÉÉ®hÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ ‘<ÆÉÊbªÉxÉ ABÉDºÉ|ÉèºÉ’ BÉEä {Éß­~ xÉà¤É® {ÉÉÆSÉ 

{É® ABÉE JÉ¤É® U{ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ºBÉÚEãÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉ ¶ÉÉä­ÉhÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* =ºÉàÉå xÉÉ<ÆlÉ BÉDãÉÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉå BÉEÉ 

ABÉE +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉÉ cè* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉ{iÉÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ASÉ+ÉÉ®bÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ABÉE |É¶xÉ BÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näiÉä ºÉàÉªÉ 

BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºBÉÚEãÉ ABÉE xÉÉìxÉ |ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉE] +ÉÉMÉæxÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉ =ºÉàÉå {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEàÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA AãÉÉ>ó xÉcÉÓ BÉE® 

ºÉBÉEiÉä* =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ =xÉBÉEÉ ªÉc £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç àÉå càÉ cxbbÇ {É®ºÉå] <x´ÉÉ<] BÉE®iÉä cé* +ÉMÉ® 

=ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉE] xÉcÉÓ cè, iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉDªÉÉå +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ? ºÉcÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä VÉàÉÉxÉä àÉå 

+ÉMÉ® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ºÉä{ÉE vÉÆvÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, àÉé <ºÉä vÉÆvÉÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉÚÆMÉÉ, iÉÉä ´Éc |ÉÉ<´Éä] ºBÉÚEãÉ JÉÉäãÉxÉÉ cè* =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ 

bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ +ÉÉMÉæxÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ cè, ´Éc <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉäºÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ]Éì{É +ÉÉMÉæxÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ä ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ 

àÉå BÉEcÉÓ £ÉÉÒ ABÉE £ÉÉÒ bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉ<ºÉåºÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É ÉÊxÉÉÏ¶SÉiÉ ®ÉÊcA, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ iÉÉÒxÉ VÉxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ iÉ® 

VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ, {É]xÉÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉéxÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ 

VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ÉÊSÉ]Â~ÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊãÉJÉÉÒ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉ¤ÉÚZÉBÉE® xÉÉ<ÆlÉ BÉDãÉÉºÉ +ÉÉè® MªÉÉ®c´ÉÉÓ BÉDãÉÉºÉ àÉå 

{ÉEäãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ´Éä ÉÊ®VÉã] àÉå {ÉÉºÉ cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xcå |ÉàÉÉä] xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ* bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ, {É]xÉÉ BÉEä 30 

¤ÉSSÉä ºÉÉ<ÉÊBÉEAÉÊ]ÅBÉE BÉEÉ=ÆºÉÉËãÉMÉ àÉå SÉãÉä MÉªÉä +ÉÉè® nÉä ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉÆ ºÉÚºÉÉ<bãÉ ]ébåºÉÉÒ àÉå SÉãÉÉÒ MÉªÉÉÓ* =xÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

ªÉä ºBÉÚEãºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEàÉÉxÉä BÉEä vÉÆvÉä cÉä MÉªÉä cé* ªÉc +É¤É ºÉàÉÉVÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉEÉ vÉÆvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉVÉBÉEãÉ +ÉÆMÉÚ~É UÉ{É ºBÉÚEãÉ 

JÉÉäãÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]ÉÒ SÉãÉÉ ®cä cé*  

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒAºÉ<Ç ºBÉÚEãºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ MÉÉ<bãÉÉ<xºÉ cé, =ºÉBÉEä iÉciÉ 

¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉÉÒ näJÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉ<´Éä] ºBÉÚEãÉ àÉå ÉÊVÉxÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉEäãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ 

cè, =xcå BÉEÉÉÊ{ÉªÉÉÆ iÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnJÉÉªÉÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÓ* =xcå BÉEÉÉÊ{ÉªÉÉÆ näJÉxÉä BÉEÉ cBÉE cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉMÉ® ´Éä ¤ÉSSÉä {ÉÉºÉ cé, 

=ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ ºBÉÚEãÉ |ÉàÉÉä] xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉÉ cè* ªÉcÉÆ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ¤Éè~ÉÒ cé, àÉä®É =xÉºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ ®cäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

´Éä <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä ºBÉÚEãÉÉå {É® ºÉJiÉ ºÉä ºÉJiÉ ºÉä BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉE®å* àÉé º{ÉäºÉÉÒÉÊ{ÉEBÉE bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ, {É]xÉÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ãÉä ®cÉ 

cÚÆ* ´ÉcÉÆ 30 ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉEäãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä ºBÉÚEãÉ UÉä½xÉÉ {É½É* +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® =xÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä BÉEÉÊ®ªÉ® 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉèxÉ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ® cè? 
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 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ <¶ªÉÚ BÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉºÉãÉÉÒ 

ÉÊãÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* ABÉE iÉ®{ÉE càÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ]åb® cé, c® iÉ®c BÉEÉ ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE 

ºBÉÚEãÉ ¤ãÉèBÉEàÉäÉËãÉMÉ BÉE®BÉEä OÉÉÉÊVÉªÉxºÉ ºÉä VªÉÉnÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉºÉÚãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉEäãÉ BÉE®ÉiÉä cé, ÉÊ{ÉE® bÉäxÉä¶ÉxÉ 

ãÉäiÉä cé +ÉÉè® {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®ÉiÉä cé* <ºÉ vÉÆvÉä BÉEÉä ¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

àÉÉxÉ´É ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ºàÉßÉÊiÉ WÉÖÉÊ¤ÉxÉ <Ç®ÉxÉÉÒ) :  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ àÉcÉänªÉ xÉä VÉÉä 

ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ =~ÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É¶Éä­ÉiÉ& ABÉE ºBÉÚEãÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè, àÉä®ä àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä àÉä®É |ÉªÉÉºÉ ®cäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ àÉå ºÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒAºÉ<Ç BÉEä +ÉxiÉMÉÇiÉ ABÉE VÉÉÆSÉ VÉ°ô® BÉE®´ÉÉAÆ* <xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ÉÊnªÉä cé, =xÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´ÉÉå {É® £ÉÉÒ 

càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä vªÉÉxÉ nåMÉä* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ:   bÉì. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉÖEàÉÉ®, gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ, gÉÉÒ |ÉcãÉÉn ÉËºÉc {É]äãÉ, gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä, gÉÉÒ 

´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉE¶ªÉ{É, gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc +ÉÉè® BÉÖEàÉÉ®ÉÒ ¶ÉÉä£ÉÉ BÉEÉ®ÉxnãÉÉVÉä BÉEÉä bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA 

ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

 

 

gÉÉÒ £É®iÉ ÉËºÉc (¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ãÉÉäBÉEºÉ£ÉÉ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ 

ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ¤ÉBÉDºÉ® AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE 

ºlÉÉxÉ cè* ªÉcÉÆ {ÉÖãÉ cè VÉÉä =kÉ® {ÉÚ´ÉÉÈSÉãÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® BÉEÉä VÉÉä½iÉÉ cè* <ºÉ {ÉÖãÉ {É® |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊnxÉ cVÉÉ®Éå ]ÅBÉE +ÉÉiÉä-

VÉÉiÉä cé* <ºÉ {É® £ÉÉ®ÉÒ ´ÉÉcxÉ SÉãÉiÉä cé* ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ ABÉE ´É­ÉÇ ºÉä ]ÅBÉEÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉxÉÉ-VÉÉxÉÉ ¤ÉÆn cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc {ÉÖãÉ 

VÉVÉÇ® cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ½BÉE {ÉÉÊ®´ÉcxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌ­ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ 

cÚÆ* àÉé =xÉºÉä <ºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå {ÉcãÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ SÉÖBÉEÉ cÚÆ* {ÉÖãÉ BÉEä xÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉä +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉÉÊvÉiÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ 

+ÉÉè® MÉÉVÉÉÒ{ÉÖ® VÉxÉ{Én àÉå ¤ÉÉãÉÚ +ÉÉè® +ÉxªÉ SÉÉÒVÉÉå BÉEä nÉàÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉfÃ MÉA cé* <ºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ £É´ÉxÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÒàÉiÉ 

bäfÃ MÉÖxÉÉ ¤ÉfÃ MÉ<Ç cè* <ºÉ {ÉÖãÉ BÉEÉä VÉxÉÉÊciÉ àÉå iÉiBÉEÉãÉ SÉÉãÉÚ BÉE®ÉxÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè*  

 àÉä®É ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉnæÉÊ¶ÉiÉ BÉE®å ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ {ÉÖãÉ BÉEÉä iÉÖ®ÆiÉ BªÉ´ÉÉÎºlÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* 

àÉä®É ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ <ºÉ {É® àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +ÉÉ VÉÉA* <ºÉ {ÉÖãÉ BÉEÉä iÉÖ®ÆiÉ SÉÉãÉÚ 

BÉE®ÉªÉÉ VÉÉA ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉ®ÉBÉE®hÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä* 

gÉÉÒ MÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ¶Éä]Â]ÉÒ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç =kÉ®): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉcÉ®É­]Å ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä 

¤ÉßcxÉàÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå º]ÉìàÉÇ ´ÉÉ]® ÉÊbºÉ{ÉÉäVÉãÉ ÉÊºÉº]àÉ cäiÉÖ |ÉºiÉÉ´É £ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ VÉÉä OÉä]® àÉÖà¤É<Ç ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ cè* BÉEåp 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä AàÉºÉÉÒVÉÉÒAàÉ BÉEÉä 1200 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ ÉÊ®ãÉÉÒVÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* <ºÉºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ªÉÚÉÊ]ãÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ 
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ºÉ]ÉÔÉÊ{ÉEBÉEä] BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ cäiÉÖ |ÉäÉÊ­ÉiÉ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEåp 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉcÉ®É­]Å ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É +ÉOÉäÉÊ­ÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉäÉÊvÉiÉ |ÉBÉEã{É ®ÉÉÊ¶É ¶Éc®ÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ ºÉä ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ¶ÉÉÒwÉ ÉÊ®ãÉÉÒVÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉE­] BÉE®å* 

 àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉcÉxÉMÉ® {ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ xÉä +ÉÉÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ JÉÆb àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉÉÒ´ÉäVÉ AÆb ÉÊbºÉ{ÉÉäVÉãÉ ÉÊºÉº]àÉ bè´ÉãÉ{É 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä =nÉc®hÉ {Éä¶É BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEåp +ÉÉè® ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä 

¤ÉßcxÉàÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉcÉxÉMÉ® {ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÒUä b] BÉE® JÉ½ä ®cxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, =ºÉä BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉMÉ® <ºÉä ºÉàÉªÉ {É® näxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä àÉÖà¤É<Ç 

àÉcÉxÉMÉ® {ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉãÉ¤ÉÚiÉä {É® +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ABÉE ¤É½É =nÉc®hÉ {Éä¶É BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ 

lÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉcÉxÉMÉ® {ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ iÉÉBÉEiÉ cè* àÉé ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ BÉEåp +ÉÉè® ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉÖà¤É<Ç 

àÉcÉxÉMÉ® {ÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉnn BÉE®ä* 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Ram Mohan Naidu Kinjarapu – not present. 

              Shri Ashok Mahadeorao Nete – not present.  

gÉÉÒ BÉEä¶É´É |ÉºÉÉn àÉÉèªÉÇ ({ÉÚEãÉ{ÉÖ®): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, 

<ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ* àÉé £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå +ÉÉA ¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEÉä 

ºÉnxÉ àÉå =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé nä¶É BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä ºÉä {ÉcãÉä +É{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäBÉEºÉ£ÉÉ FÉäjÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ* ªÉcÉÆ 

¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~A ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå BÉÖEU ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉÉå BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ VÉMÉc-VÉMÉc 

+ÉÉBÉE® ¤ÉºÉ MÉA cé* <xÉBÉEÉ xÉ iÉÉä <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ {ÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® xÉ £ÉÚMÉÉäãÉ {ÉiÉÉ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <xÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ àÉå 

nVÉÇ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* <xÉBÉEä ®É¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉbÇ ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉiÉä cé* àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ àÉå xÉÉàÉ nVÉÇ cÉäxÉä +ÉÉè® ®É¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉbÇ ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉxÉä 

BÉEä ¤ÉÉn iÉàÉÉàÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä ´Éä cBÉEnÉ® xÉcÉÓ cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <xÉBÉEÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ BÉE®É<Ç VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè 

VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉä ªÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉ {ÉÉiÉÉÒ cé* àÉä®ä {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä cé, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ 

¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ 53, +ÉºÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ 40 +ÉÉè® ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® BÉEÉÒ 30 ÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉºÉ£ÉÉ ºÉÉÒ] +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÒ AäºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉºÉ£ÉÉ 

FÉäjÉ cé VÉÉä ¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ={ÉÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÉÇªÉBÉE £ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ àÉå +ÉÉ MÉA cé* 

ªÉc ®É­]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ cè* ªÉc ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ºÉÆºÉn àÉå =~iÉÉ ®cÉ cè* ¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå 

BÉEÉÒ {ÉcSÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉä +ÉvÉÚ®É cè* 

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉcSÉÉxÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

VÉÉA* SÉÉcä ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ®, {ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ, +ÉºÉàÉ BÉEÉ SÉÖxÉÉ´É cÉä, +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå SÉÖxÉÉ´É ºÉä {ÉcãÉä PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ  

{ÉcSÉÉxÉ BÉE®ÉBÉE® BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ ºÉä =xÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ BÉEÉ]É VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ªÉc  

£ÉÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE nä¶É àÉå ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉ ªÉÉ xÉäiÉÉ, VÉÉä PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ ªÉÉ ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® 
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´ÉÉä] BÉEä ãÉÉãÉSÉ àÉå MÉ½¤É½ÉÒ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cé, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU AäºÉÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ +ÉÉVÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ BÉEÉ®É´ÉÉºÉ cÉä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉé ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä £ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ 40000 BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉÆMÉãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{Éè~ÉÒ àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ cé +ÉÉè® SÉÉcä àÉÖà¤É<Ç cÉä ªÉÉ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ cÉä, SÉÉcä BÉEÉäãÉBÉEÉiÉÉ cÉä, {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É BÉEä 

+ÉÆn® ¤ÉÆMÉãÉÉnä¶ÉÉÒ PÉÖºÉ{Éè~ÉÒ {ÉcÖÆSÉ SÉÖBÉEä cé* àÉé <xÉ PÉÖºÉ{ÉèÉÊ~ªÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉcÉÆ VÉÉä SÉÖxÉÉ´É 

+É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cé, SÉÖxÉÉ´É ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉ àÉiÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ ºÉä xÉÉàÉ BÉE]´ÉÉBÉE® 

<xÉBÉEÉä VÉÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cé, =xÉ {É® ®ÉäBÉE ãÉMÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉ BÉEÉ xÉäiÉÉ ªÉÉ BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ 

<ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA nÉä­ÉÉÒ {ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ BÉEÉ®É´ÉÉºÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, AäºÉÉÒ àÉé ºÉnxÉ BÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ: gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ, gÉÉÒ gÉÉÒ®ÆMÉ +ÉÉ{{ÉÉ ¤ÉÉ®hÉä, gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ {ÉÚxÉàÉ àÉcÉVÉxÉ, BÉÖEàÉÉ®ÉÒ ¶ÉÉä£ÉÉ 

BÉEÉ®ÉxnãÉÉVÉä, gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ àÉÉÒxÉÉFÉÉÒ ãÉäJÉÉÒ, gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉäxp +ÉOÉ´ÉÉãÉ, gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc, bÉ. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ, bÉ. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp 

BÉÖEàÉÉ®, gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉÆiÉ nÖ¤Éä, gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ A´ÉÆ gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ BÉEä¶É´É |ÉºÉÉn àÉÉèªÉÇ uÉ®É =~ÉA 

MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

SHRI M.B. RAJESH (PALAKKAD): Madam, I thank you for allowing me to 

raise an important issue during ‘Zero Hour’. The City of Cochin is known as the 

Queen of Arabian Sea. If the City of Cochin is the Queen of Arabian City, the 

Cochin International Airport is the gem on the necklace of that Queen.  

 The Cochin International Airport Limited (CIAL) has got the wonderful 

and the most modern infrastructure facilities. This is the best and the most cost 

effective model promoted by NRIs. This Airport model has been widely acclaimed 

internationally.  

 This Cochin International Airport is connected to 202 countries. It holds 

fourth position in terms of international passenger volume and holds seventh 

position in terms of total passenger volume. It has achieved spectacular growth of 

13 per cent in recent years. The Parliamentary Standing Committee on Civil 

Aviation has already recommended that the Cochin International Airport Limited 

should be given the ‘Hub’ status. My request to the Government is that to please 
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accept the recommendation of the Parliamentary Standing Committee and give 

this ‘Hub’ status to Cochin International Airport.  

 With these words, I conclude.  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri P.K. Biju, Dr. A. Sampath, Adv. Joice George and Shri 

C.N. Jayadevan are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri M.B. 

Rajesh.  

SHRI S.R. VIJAYA KUMAR (CHENNAI CENTRAL): Hon. Madam Speaker, 

though the Government of India is interested in providing education loan support 

to the needy and poor students with interest subsidy, yet in reality, the banks do 

not take initiative in making the scheme successful. Though interest subsidy 

scheme offers full reimbursement of interest charged to the students during the 

moratorium period, yet the students get only a small portion of interest payable. 

Banks force the students to pay the balance amount. In addition, the rate charged 

by the banks on education loan is so high that the very purpose of the scheme gets 

defeated.  

In order to provide education loan support to the needy students, the 

Government of India can create a new institution to re-finance the education loans 

granted by the banks. This new Institution can be on the lines of the IDBI, 

NABARD and the SIDBI. The new Institution can get international funding at low 

interest and then re-finance to the banks, based on the education loans disbursed 

by them at low interest. This will reduce the rate of interest to the students. This 

will help the banks to increase the education loan beneficiaries.  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Nishikant Dubey is permitted to associate with the issue 

raised by Shri S.R. Vijaya Kumar. 

bÉì. =ÉÊniÉ ®ÉVÉ (=kÉ®-{ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ VÉààÉÚ BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® BÉEä nÉÊãÉiÉÉå, 

+ÉÉÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉU½Éå BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE +ÉÉBÉEÉÌ­ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* cÉãÉ cÉÒ àÉå ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ nÉä ãÉÉJÉ 

ÉÊ®µÉEÚ]àÉå] cÖ<Ç cé ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉìÉÊãÉºÉÉÒ {ÉEÉäãÉÉä xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè* àÉÆbãÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ 27 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ 

ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉä¤ÉÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉààÉÚ +ÉÉè® BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® àÉå +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEä´ÉãÉ nÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ cÉÒ 
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ãÉÉMÉÚ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® VÉÉä nÉä ]ÅÉ<Ç¤ÉãºÉ ÉÊºÉ{{ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® MÉqÉÒ cé, ABÉE ÉÊcxnÚ +ÉÉè® ABÉE àÉÖºÉãÉàÉÉxÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉ 

ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA bÉ<ãªÉÚ] cÉä ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ ]ÅÉ<Ç¤ºÉ cé, they are well to-do. =xÉBÉEÉä <ºÉàÉå 

¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä iÉàÉÉàÉ {ÉnÉå BÉEÉä JÉiàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* {ÉcãÉä AbcÉìBÉE 

+ÉÉè® BÉEÉìx]ÅèBÉD] ¤ÉäÉÊºÉºÉ {É® iÉàÉÉàÉ £ÉÉÌiÉªÉÉÆ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÓ ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ {ÉEÉäãÉÉä xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ* VÉ¤É ´Éä {ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉãÉ {ÉÚ®É BÉE® 

SÉÖBÉEä cé ªÉÉ VÉÉä +ÉxÉÖ£É´É =xÉBÉEÉä MÉäxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éc MÉäxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn VÉ¤É =xÉBÉEÉä ®äMÉÖ®äãÉÉ<VÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè iÉÉä =ºÉàÉå ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ {ÉEÉäãÉÉä xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* =ºÉàÉå ºÉä +ÉÉ®<Ç]ÉÒ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ cè, +ÉÉ®<ÇVÉèb 

ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ, AºÉ{ÉÉÒ+ÉÉä ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ, +ÉÉÆMÉxÉ´ÉÉ½ÉÒ ´ÉBÉEÇºÉÇ, {ÉÉÒbÉÒbÉÒASÉ<ÇA <iªÉÉÉÊn ªÉä iÉàÉÉàÉ ºÉÉ®ä ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ cé, VÉcÉÆ {É® 

ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉìÉÊãÉºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉEÉäãÉÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ºÉà´ÉäÉÊniÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE 

´ÉcÉÆ =xÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ®VÉ´Éæ¶ÉxÉ {ÉEÉãÉÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* 

 àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä SÉÉÒ{ÉE <ÆVÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉ® cé* …  only Chief 

Engineer fit to be Engineer-in-Chief and he is being denied his due. àÉé +É{ÉxÉä nÉäºiÉ bÉì. 

VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* PÉ® VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ b® ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉE +É{ÉxÉä 

¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉ AbÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA PÉä® ãÉåMÉä* c® |ÉÉ<´Éä] ºBÉÚEãÉ àÉå SÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA, {ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA, nºÉ 

ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA bÉäxÉä¶ÉxÉ àÉÉÆMÉiÉä cé* càÉå PÉ® VÉÉxÉä àÉå b® ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉE +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ AbÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA càÉå PÉä® ãÉåMÉä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 HON. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record.  

(Interruptions) … * 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ ÉÊ´É®äxp BÉE¶ªÉ{É, gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ. SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ =ÉÊniÉ ®ÉVÉ uÉ®É 

=~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

SHRI ANTO ANTONY (PATHANAMTHITTA): Madam Speaker, I request the 

Government to kindly introduce a comprehensive rehabilitation package for the 

non-resident Indians who are coming back to the country after losing their 

overseas employment. 

 As we know, Gulf countries have been major destinations of overseas 

employment for our nationals since 1970s. But the scenario has been changing 

since the policies like Nitaqat and sociopolitical unrest in Gulf countries. Due to 
                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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these reasons, employment opportunities are dwindling in Gulf countries. I 

represent a Constituency where NRIs have a significant presence, and I know their 

grievances personally. A person trying to get an overseas employment has to 

spend lakhs of rupees for that. In order to arrange this amount in most of the cases 

the NRIs depend on loans. Therefore, losing overseas employment means NRIs 

are thrown into lifelong debt traps.  

 Most of the NRIs are skilled workers and their expertise will be an 

advantage for India if it can be effectively utilized. If the Government could kindly 

introduce a comprehensive rehabilitation package including an interest-free loan 

scheme for NRIs, that will be equally beneficial for them and our country. Thank 

you. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri P.K. Biju and Adv. Joice George are permitted to associate 

with the issue raised by Shri Anto Antony. 

gÉÉÒ nä´Éäxp ÉËºÉc £ÉÉäãÉä (+ÉBÉE¤É®{ÉÖ®): +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, ÉÊ´ÉMÉiÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå VÉÉä nè´ÉÉÒªÉ +ÉÉ{ÉnÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ£ÉxxÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉÉ<Ç, =ºÉBÉEä 

BÉEÉ®hÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ABÉE xÉ<Ç {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ ¤É®ºÉÉiÉ ºÉä {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä 

ZÉäãÉxÉÉÒ {É½ ®cÉÒ cè* {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ SÉèBÉE ®ÉVÉº´É BÉEä +ÉÉÊ£ÉãÉäJÉ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå 

VÉÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® ={ÉVÉÉÉÊiÉ nVÉÇ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ÉÊnA VÉÉiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉéBÉE JÉÉiÉä àÉå xÉÉàÉ, VÉÉÉÊiÉ ªÉÉ ={ÉVÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉEàÉÇSÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä SÉèBÉE BÉEÉ £ÉÖMÉiÉÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä àÉå 

+ÉºÉàÉlÉÇiÉÉ VÉÉÉÊc® BÉE®iÉä cé* <ºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉ cé* 

 àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉBÉEÉ®hÉ VÉÉä ªÉc ºÉàÉºªÉÉ {ÉènÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè, <ºÉBÉEä ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ cäiÉÖ ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä 

+ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE ÉÊn¶ÉÉ-ÉÊxÉnæ¶É näxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®å* ªÉÉÊn JÉÉiÉänÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉcSÉÉxÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE ãÉMÉä, iÉÉä OÉÉàÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ uÉ®É ÉÊnA MÉA ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ |ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® =xcå +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉ näxÉä cäiÉÖ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç 

BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA*  

gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ (¤ÉÉÆnÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä gÉÉÒ nä´Éäxp ÉËºÉc £ÉÉäãÉä uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ 

BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉà¤Ér BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

PROF. K.V. THOMAS (ERNAKULAM): Madam Speaker, I would like to bring 

to the notice of the Government the unethical and unfair practices of some private 

health insurance companies who lure people with tall promises and cheat them 
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when it comes to delivering service. There are fly-by-night operators and even 

established brand names bent upon exploiting people who are in need of health 

insurance coverage.  

 Very recently, a colleague of mine in the college had taken insurance from 

one of the well-known companies known as Cholamandalam. Well-known 

hospitals were listed, but when it came to the case of reimbursement, it was flatly 

refused. Yesterday in the Times of India a similar case was reported regarding 

Reliance General Insurance Company which did not pay in time. When the 

Government is thinking of allowing privatization of insurance companies, these 

are major issues because this is health insurance. This is an important matter on 

which the Government should take immediate steps so that people who take the 

insurance get the reimbursement.  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Shivkumar Udasi is permitted to associate with the issue 

raised by Prof. K.V. Thomas. 

12.00 hrs 

gÉÉÒ +É¶ÉÉäBÉE àÉcÉnä´É®É´É xÉäiÉä (MÉfÃÉÊSÉ®ÉäãÉÉÒ-ÉÊSÉàÉÖ®): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ 

àÉcÉ®É­]Å BÉEä ÉÊ´Én£ÉÇ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ àÉå SÉxp{ÉÖ®, MÉfÃÉÊSÉ®ÉäãÉÉÒ, £ÉÆbÉ®É, MÉÉåÉÊnªÉÉ A´ÉÆ BÉÖEU +ÉxªÉ ÉÊVÉãÉä VÉcÉÆ ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉÉÒ ºÉàÉÉVÉ 

¤É½ÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ®ciÉÉ cè, BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, <ºÉ ºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ, +ÉÉäÉÊb¶ÉÉ +ÉÉè® UkÉÉÒºÉMÉfÃ àÉå +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ |ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉcÉ®É­]Å BÉEä <xÉ ÉÊVÉãÉÉå àÉå, VÉcÉÆ ªÉc ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ ºÉàÉÉVÉ ®ciÉÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉä ªÉc |ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ 

xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè*  +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ |ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉä ºÉä ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ A´ÉÆ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä ´Éä 

´ÉÆÉÊSÉiÉ ®ciÉä cé, <ºÉºÉä =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå àÉå +ÉºÉÆiÉÉä­É {ÉEèãÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉ ºÉàÉÉVÉ ºÉÆMÉ~xÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ 

|ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ =xÉBÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA =xcÉåxÉä ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ ºÉä BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® {ÉjÉ BªÉ´ÉcÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ãÉÉäBÉE 

|ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉªÉÉå xÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® {ÉjÉ BªÉ´ÉcÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE =xÉBÉEÉä +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ 

|ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ* 

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊxÉªÉàÉÉå àÉå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä ¤ÉÆMÉÉãÉÉÒ 

ºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉä +ÉxÉÖºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ |ÉàÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ ÉÊnãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* AäºÉÉÒ àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ, |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*  
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SHRI C. MAHENDRAN (POLLACHI): Madam Speaker, thank you for giving 

me this opportunity to speak. 

 My thanks to our dynamic leader Makkal Mudhalvar Puratchi Thalaivi 

Amma who has special consideration for the Kongu region. 

 Makkal Mudhalvar Amma had already taken steps to relieve the congestion 

of road traffic in Coimbatore Corporation by moving the existing bus terminuses 

like Ukkadam, Singanallur and Gandhipuram by establishing an integrated bus 

stand at Vellalore at a cost of Rs 300 crore. 

 It is the right time and need of the hour to establish a new Railway station 

at Malumachampatti which is located near Vellalore as the broad gauge 

conversion work is going on now in Pollachi- Podanur Section.   

 The present population of Malumachampatti is around 50,000.  If the 

integrated bus stand is shifted to Vellalore, the floating population of this place 

will be doubled.  This will be the alternative solution to reduce the expected 

floating population. 

 As the Vellalore and Malumachampatti come under my Pollachi 

Parliamentary Constituency, I assure that Tamil Nadu State Government will 

render fullest cooperation in all possible ways.  As a special case, to improve the 

sub-urban area and to mitigate the road traffic congestion of Coimbatore 

Corporation, a new Railway station be formed at Malumachampatti as per the 

wishes of Puratchi Thalaivi Makkal Mudhalvar Amma. 

 Hence, I urge upon the hon. Minister for Railways to consider establishing 

a new Railway station at Malumachampatti by allocating sufficient funds to this 

Scheme at the earliest.   

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY (BAHARAMPUR): Speaker Madam, in 

spite of high promises made by this Government specially the Railway authorities, 

the travel in Railway has been a nightmare for common passengers.  Last Tuesday, 

in wee hours in Sealdah Division, a gruesome incident took place where hundreds 

of passengers were caught in the exchange of fire and bomb between two rival 



13.05.2015  
 

42

groups.  As a result, scores of common passengers have been injured and seven of 

them are stated to be critical.   

The fact is, on one hand, the number of passengers and the number of trains 

has been increasing but on the other hand, security personnel in commensurate 

with the increasing number of trains and passengers have not been deployed.  As a 

result, there is severe lack of security in trains which belies the high promises 

made by this Government.  In spite of all their arguments, the Railway authorities 

have not been providing enough security personnel to trains. 

I would urge upon this Government that, at least safety and security should 

be provided to those common passengers who have been undergoing trying times 

in traveling.   

SHRI MD. BADARUDDOZA KHAN (MURSHIDABAD): Hon. Speaker 

Madam, with your kind permission, I would like to draw the attention of our hon. 

Law Minister. 

 As we all know a huge number of cases are pending in the various courts of 

our country due to insufficient courts and insufficient judges. To combat this 

situation, the Government decided to set up some fast track courts. Accordingly, 

nine courts were set up in Murshidabad district but it is a great regret that out of 

nine in four courts there are no judges and the public are just coming and going 

back. MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä xªÉÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉ cè* VªÉÉnÉiÉ® MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ xªÉÉªÉ {ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä SÉBÉDBÉE® 

ãÉMÉÉ ®cÉ cè* So, I urge upon the Government through you to take some immediate 

steps to appoint judges in these courts. In Murshidabad, district in four courts, 

there are no judges; and 10,000 cases are pending in nine courts. It is a serious 

issue. So, I again request the Government through you to take some immediate 

steps to resolve this issue. Thank you. 

DR. PRABHAS KUMAR SINGH (BARGARH): Thank you, hon. Speaker 

Madam, for giving me an opportunity to speak on a very important matter relating 

to my constituency. 
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 Jharsuguda railway station is one of the oldest railway stations in the 

country. Mahatma Gandhi, the Father of our Nation, had visited this station during 

the freedom struggle. Three districts, namely, Bargarh, Sambalpur and Sundergarh 

depend on this railway station daily as passengers on different trains from different 

directions use this station for their day to day work. But due to the apathy of the 

authorities, it has been neglected for a long time. There is no connectivity; there is 

no water supply, no drainage system, and no sanitation. I want to urge upon the 

Union Government to declare Jharsuguda railway station as a railway division 

since it is in an industrial corridor and a number of industrial houses are located 

near this station making it an industrial hub and also since during 2016 the new 

airport will come up.  I request the Government through you Madam to declare 

Jharsuguda as a railway division and also to build a new overbridge at Chowki 

Para in Jharsuguda town which is a long pending demand of the people of my 

constituency. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Ajay Mishra – not present. Shri P. Karunakaran. 

SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN (KASARGOD): I would like to raise a really very 

serious issue in this House. I rise to raise the voices of the lakhs of undertrial 

deteneus in various jails in various parts of the country. 

 There are about four lakh prisoners who are waiting for their trial in various 

jails in various States. There is no justification on the part of the Government or 

the Judiciary to put the people in the jails for a long time without any trial. It is 

really against the Constitutional Right that a person enjoys, against the democratic 

principles a citizen can avail of and also against the humanitarian consideration 

that a citizen has to get. 

 The reason stated really is that there is a lack of judges, shortage of judges 

in various courts, as stated by the other hon. Member in this House now. As a 

result, the cases are pending in almost all the courts including the High Courts and 

also the lower courts. So, I request the Government to take a serious note. Of 

course the Judiciary has a responsibility but at the same time the Government also 
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has the same responsibility. So, really due to the failure of the Government and the 

Judiciary the innocent people have been punished for a long time. What is the 

justification on the part of the Government and also the Judiciary to keep these 

people in prisons? For a range of a period from one year to ten years, they are in 

jails without any trial. What does the have Government to say on this? With these 

words, I conclude. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri P.K. Biju and Shri Joice George are permitted to associate 

with the issue raised by Shri P. Karunakaran. 

bÉì. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® (]ÉÒBÉEàÉMÉfÃ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä BÉEÆvÉÉå {É® ÉÊBÉEiÉÉ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉÉä 

¤ÉÉäZÉ ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* näJÉxÉä àÉå ªÉc +ÉÉ ®cÉ 

cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉºÉÚÉÊàÉªÉiÉ JÉiàÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, =xÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ JÉÉä ®cÉ cè* +É´ÉÉÒ´ÉÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä uÉ®É nºÉ 

¶Éc®Éå àÉå 2250 {Éè®å]ÂºÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´Éæ BÉE®ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå 93 {É®ºÉå] +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉEÉå xÉä àÉÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éc VÉÉä ¤ÉSÉiÉ 

BÉE®iÉä cé, ´Éc ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ =SSÉ ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉ BÉE® BÉE®iÉä cé* 70 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉàÉxxÉÉ lÉÉÒ 

ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉSSÉä bÉìBÉD]® +ÉÉè® <ÆVÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉ® ¤ÉxÉå* ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ ªÉc VÉÉä VÉÉMÉ°ôBÉEiÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè, ªÉc +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉBªÉ´ÉcÉÉÊ®BÉE +É{ÉäFÉÉAÆ àÉÉºÉÚàÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå ºÉä =xÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ UÉÒxÉ ®cÉ cè* VÉÉä +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ BÉE® 

{ÉÉA cé, ´Éc ¤ÉSSÉÉå ºÉä +É{ÉäFÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE àÉä®É ¤Éä]É ªÉÉ ¤Éä]ÉÒ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃä* ªÉc àÉÉxÉÉÊºÉBÉEiÉÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

¶ÉÉ®ÉÒÉÊ®BÉE +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉÉÊºÉBÉE {ÉÉÒfÃÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ¤É¤É ¤ÉxÉ ®cÉÒ cè* BÉEÉäÉËSÉMÉ, ]áÉÚ¶ÉxÉ, cÉäàÉ ´ÉBÉEÇ <xÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ n¤ÉÉ´É <iÉxÉÉ 

+ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚxÉÉ<ÇÉÊb] {ÉEÉä®àÉ uÉ®É BÉÖEU ºBÉÚEãÉÉå àÉå ABÉE +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ BÉE®ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå 8-19 ´É­ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ 

=©É BÉEä 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ¤ÉSSÉä iÉxÉÉ´É ´É +É´ÉºÉÉn BÉEÉ ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉ® {ÉÉA MÉA cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ¤ÉSSÉä +É{É®ÉvÉ BÉEÉÒ 

nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ¤ÉfÃ ®cä cé iÉlÉÉ +ÉÉiàÉciªÉÉ VÉèºÉä BÉEnàÉ =~É ®cä cé* nä¶É BÉEä 85 ¶Éc®Éå BÉEä ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ ºÉä £ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºBÉÚEãÉÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå {É® +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ BÉE® BÉEä ¤ÉÉìbÉÒ <ÆbäBÉDºÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉºÉä VÉÖ½ä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä cé ÉÊBÉE nä¶É 

àÉå ºBÉÚEãÉ VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä 40 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ºÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ¤ÉSSÉä ¶ÉÉ®ÉÒÉÊ®BÉE °ô{É ºÉä £ÉÉÒ +Éº´ÉºlÉ cé* àÉcÉxÉMÉ®Éå BÉEä ¤ÉSSÉä 

+ÉÉVÉ ºBÉÚEãÉÉÒ cÉäàÉ´ÉBÉEÇ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEiÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEàÉ ¶ÉÉ®ÉÒÉÊ®BÉE BªÉÉªÉÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ ºÉä VÉÚZÉ ®cä cé* <ºÉºÉä £ÉÉÊ´É­ªÉ àÉå 

+Éº´ÉºlÉ ÉÊBÉE¶ÉÉä®Éå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ´ÉßÉÊr BÉEÉ b® ¤ÉxÉÉ ®cäMÉÉ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ, <Æ]®xÉä], BcÉ]ÂA{É ´É {ÉEäºÉ¤ÉÖBÉE BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉSSÉä +É{ÉxÉä àÉxÉÉä®ÆVÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉå 

{ÉÚ®ÉÒ BÉE® ãÉäiÉä cé {É® <ºÉºÉä ´Éä ¶ÉÉ®ÉÒÉÊ®BÉE gÉàÉ ºÉä VÉÖ½ÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉẾ ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉå ºÉä nÚ® cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ àÉÉä]É{ÉÉ, MÉnÇxÉ ´É 

VÉÉä½Éå BÉEä nnÇ, ãÉÉÒ´É® àÉå ºÉÚVÉxÉ, ÉËSÉiÉÉ, ÉÊxÉ®É¶ÉÉ ´É +ÉÉÆJÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉãnÉÒ SÉ¶àÉÉ ãÉMÉxÉä VÉèºÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉ® cÉä ®cä cé* ªÉc ABÉE ®É­]ÅÉÒªÉ ÉËSÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ cè* JÉäãÉ BÉEä àÉènÉxÉÉå ºÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉEãÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉÆ JÉiàÉ cÉä 



13.05.2015  
 

45

®cÉÒ cé* {ÉE®ÉÒnÉ¤ÉÉn BÉEä ºÉèBÉD]® 11bÉÒ ÉÎºlÉiÉ bÉÒ{ÉÉÒAºÉ àÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉfÃiÉä ¤ÉÉäZÉ BÉEÉä BÉEàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA xÉ<Ç 

iÉBÉExÉÉÒBÉE BÉEÉ ºÉÉcÉ®É ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* 9 +É|ÉèãÉ ºÉä ªÉc |ÉªÉÉäMÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ cè* ºÉè¶ÉxÉ àÉå ¤ÉSSÉä +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉèMÉ àÉå ABÉE 

]è¤ÉãÉä] ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉàÉå ÉÊ®BÉEÉìbÇ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ cÉåMÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ SÉÉ® BÉEÉì{ÉÉÒ ¤ÉèMÉ àÉå ãÉä BÉE® +ÉÉxÉÉ 

cÉåMÉÉÒ* xÉºÉÇ®ÉÒ ºÉä 12´ÉÉÓ iÉBÉE BÉEä UÉjÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃiÉä ¤ÉèMÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉäZÉ ºÉä àÉÖÉÎBÉDiÉ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ªÉc BÉEnàÉ =~ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* 

<iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉE PÉ® ºÉä ºBÉÚEãÉ VÉÉiÉä ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEé{ÉºÉ àÉå +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉå {É® {ÉãÉ-{ÉãÉ 

xÉVÉ® ®JÉ ºÉBÉEåMÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉEÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ A{É £ÉÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä 

uÉ®É ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ {ÉfÃÉ<Ç xÉ<Ç iÉBÉExÉÉÒBÉE ºÉä cÉäMÉÉÒ* <ºÉàÉå {ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ ´É {ÉÚ´ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ ZÉãÉBÉE ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉÒ* 

ºÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒAºÉºÉÉÒ ¤Éäºb {ÉfÃÉ<Ç cÉäMÉÉÒ* ªÉc ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ =ºÉ ºBÉÚEãÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉÖEU 

ºBÉÚEãÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉ cÉäàÉ´ÉBÉEÇ ºBÉÚEãÉÉå àÉå cÉÒ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ {É®Æ{É®É ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ cè iÉÉÉÊBÉE ¤ÉSSÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ ¤ÉºiÉÉ PÉ® xÉ ãÉä 

VÉÉAÆ* àÉé +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, =ºÉàÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉ ¶ÉÉ®ÉÒÉÊ®BÉE +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉèÉÊrÉÊBÉE 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* =ºÉàÉå ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉä, JÉäãÉ £ÉÉÒ, BÉEÉÊ´ÉiÉÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉä, MÉÉÒiÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉä, BÉEcÉxÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ cÉä +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA ªÉÉäMÉÉSÉÉªÉÉç, àÉxÉÉä´ÉèYÉÉÉÊxÉBÉEÉå, ¤ÉÉãÉ ÉÊ´É¶Éä­ÉYÉÉå, ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉÉÊ´ÉnÉå +ÉÉè® ºÉàÉÉVÉ¶ÉÉÉÎºjÉªÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ ãÉäBÉE® ºBÉÚEãÉÉÒ 

ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ BÉEÉä BªÉÉ´ÉcÉÉÊ®BÉE A´ÉÆ YÉÉxÉ´ÉvÉÇBÉE ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ÉÊµÉEªÉÉÉÎx´ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*   

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ, gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä, bÉì. àÉxÉÉäVÉ ®ÉVÉÉäÉÊ®ªÉÉ, gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ®ÉÒiÉÉÒ {ÉÉ~BÉE, 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉä­É +ÉcãÉÉ´ÉiÉ, gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä bÉì. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä 

BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*   

gÉÉÒ VÉxÉÉnÇxÉ ÉÊàÉgÉ (®ÉÒ´ÉÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, nä¶É àÉå +ÉÉäãÉÉ´Éß­] +ÉÉè® +ÉÉäãÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉ® ºÉä {ÉEºÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä £ÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ 

cÖ+ÉÉ cè* BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä {ÉÖ®ÉxÉä ÉÊxÉªÉàÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊlÉãÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA 50 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉVÉÉªÉ 33 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä 

ºÉÉè |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ àÉÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉciÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É nÉÒ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉ 

cÚÄ* àÉvªÉ |Énä¶É àÉå BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ÉÊxÉnæ¶ÉÉå BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® JÉ®ÉÒnÉÒ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ¤É½ÉÒ iÉÉnÉn àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ MÉäcÚÆ 

àÉÆÉÊbªÉÉå àÉå ãÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ®ÉÒ´ÉÉ ÉÊVÉãÉä àÉå +ÉÉÊiÉ´ÉßÉÎ­] ºÉä MÉäcÚÆ BÉEä nÉxÉä +ÉÉÊiÉ {ÉiÉãÉä cÉä MÉA cé, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ´Éä 

´ÉWÉxÉ àÉå cãBÉEä cÉä MÉA cé, <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ®ÉÒ´ÉÉ ÉÊVÉãÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä 300 °ô{ÉªÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ ÉÏBÉD´É]ãÉ JÉ®ÉÒnÉÒ nÉàÉ ºÉä +ÉÉÊiÉÉÊ®BÉDiÉ ¤ÉÉäxÉºÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA*  

gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ (¤ÉÉÆnÉ) :  àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉiÉ VÉxÉ{Én ÉÊSÉjÉBÉÚE] BÉEä iÉcºÉÉÒãÉ BÉE´ÉÉÔ BÉEä 

OÉÉàÉ +ÉÉä®É BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ¤ÉÉÆMÉè xÉnÉÒ àÉå ÉÊãÉ{ÉD] BÉEäxÉÉãÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ JÉxÉxÉ àÉÉÉÊ{ÉEªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ xÉä ¤ÉÉãÉÚ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEÉ {É]Â]É |ÉÉ{iÉ 

BÉE® ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ¤É½ÉÒ-¤É½ÉÒ àÉ¶ÉÉÒxÉÉå ºÉä MÉc®É BÉE® ¤ÉÉãÉÚ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* {ÉEãÉº´É°ô{É ÉÊVÉºÉ vÉÉ® {É® {ÉÆ{É 

cÉ>óºÉ ãÉMÉÉ cè, =ºÉºÉä xÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ vÉÉ® ¤ÉnãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* <ºÉºÉä ´Éc ¤É½ÉÒ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ xÉ­] cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* 
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<ºÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ºÉä nVÉÇxÉÉå OÉÉàÉÉå BÉEÉÒ cVÉÉ®Éå ABÉE½ {ÉEºÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆSÉÉ<Ç cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉE<Ç ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉä =ºÉ ºlÉãÉ 

{É® <BÉE]Â~ä cÉä BÉE® vÉ®xÉÉ nä BÉE® ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ |ÉBÉE] BÉE® ®cä cé* ¤ÉÉãÉÚ àÉÉÉÊ{ÉEªÉÉ =xÉBÉEÉä b®É-vÉàÉBÉEÉ ®cä cé* =xÉBÉEä 

ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ZÉÚ~ä àÉÖBÉEnàÉå £ÉÉÒ ÉÊãÉJÉ ®cä cé* |ÉÉ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ xÉä VÉxÉ n¤ÉÉ´É BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA JÉxÉxÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉEÉä +ÉºlÉÉªÉÉÒ °ô{É ºÉä 

âóBÉE´ÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* ãÉäBÉExÉ JÉxÉxÉ àÉÉÉÊ{ÉEªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ àÉ¶ÉÉÒxÉå +É£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÓ JÉ½ÉÒ cé* nVÉÇxÉÉå +ÉºÉãÉcÉvÉÉ®ÉÒ +É®ÉVÉBÉEiÉi´É 

´ÉcÉÆ {É® ={ÉÉÎºlÉiÉ cè iÉlÉÉ JÉxÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå cé* +ÉiÉ& àÉä®É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =BÉDiÉ JÉxÉxÉ {É]Â]ä BÉEÉä 

ÉÊxÉ®ºiÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®å iÉlÉÉ ªÉc ºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ BÉE®ÉAÆ ÉÊBÉE {Éà{É cÉ=ºÉ BÉEä +ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉºÉ 1 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉä àÉÉÒ]® iÉBÉE 

BÉEÉä<Ç JÉxÉxÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ xÉ cÉä*    

gÉÉÒ MÉÉè®´É MÉÉäMÉÉä<Ç (BÉEÉÊãÉªÉÉ¤ÉÉä®): àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ªÉcÉÄ ºÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ SÉÉcÚÄMÉÉ* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : cÉÄ, ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉA* +ÉÉVÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ cè*  

gÉÉÒ MÉÉè®´É MÉÉäMÉÉä<Ç : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä uÉ®É BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ºÉÖ®FÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌ­ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ 

SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ* càÉå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä MÉÉäãÉÉ-¤ÉÉ°ôn BÉEä £ÉhbÉ® àÉå {ÉªÉÉÇ{iÉ àÉÉjÉÉ àÉå 

MÉÉäãÉÉ-¤ÉÉ°ôn cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä c{ÉDiÉä +ÉÉ<Ç ºÉÖ®FÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ {É® ºÉÉÒAVÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç ºÉä ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊSÉÉÎxiÉiÉ cè* 

ºÉÉÒAVÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® ºÉÖ®FÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä £ÉhbÉ® àÉå ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 10 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÆMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA MÉÉäãÉÉ-¤ÉÉ°ôn cè, 

VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ 40 ÉÊnxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA {ÉªÉÉÇ{iÉ MÉÉäãÉÉ ¤ÉÉ°ôn cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 The CAG report highlighted 10 major categories including high calibre 

ammunition where the percentage of requisite ammunition is critical.  The poor 

situation of the Defence Ministry is further compounded given that the 2015-16 

defence budget gave the smallest increase in annual budget to Defence Forces 

since 1960.   The scrapping of technology transfer in the Rafale jet deal has dented 

the domestic defence manufacturing industry, especially, the Hindustan 

Aeronautics Limited.  The Defence Ministry has compromised but the Defence 

Minister is heard commenting on the Amethi Food Park. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ UÉäÉÊ½A* +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ =~É+ÉÉä*   

SHRI GAURAV GOGOI :We request that the Minister support our Armed Forces 

with higher budget and technology upgradation.  Me being from Kaliabor, I am 

proud that many people from Assam join the Armed Forces.  We want these 

Armed Forces to be supported by the Defence Minister.  We request that the 

Defence Minister respond to the CAG report. 
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gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ªÉÉn´É (¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä càÉ +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ, VÉÉä 

ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® +ÉÉè® ZÉÉ®JÉÆb BÉEÉ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ´ÉiÉÉÔ <ãÉÉBÉEÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÄ ®äãÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ +ÉÉè® ªÉÉÉÊjÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉå BÉEàÉÉÒ ®cxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ 

¤ÉcÖiÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ ªÉÉÉÊjÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* àÉä®ÉÒ ABÉE àÉÉÄMÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {É]xÉÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ ´ÉÉªÉÉ £ÉÉMÉãÉ{ÉÖ® ABÉE xÉ<Ç <Æ]®ÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ 

]ÅäxÉ SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA* àÉé BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® ºÉnxÉ àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉMÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉOÉc BÉE® SÉÖBÉEÉ cÚÄ* càÉ +ÉÉVÉ 

£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc BÉE®iÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ABÉE xÉ<Ç ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ <Æ]®ÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ ]ÅäxÉ {É]xÉÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ 

iÉBÉE ´ÉÉªÉÉ £ÉÉMÉãÉ{ÉÖ® SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA* nÚºÉ®É, {É]xÉÉ ºÉä £ÉÉMÉãÉ{ÉÖ® iÉBÉE VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉµÉEàÉÉÊ¶ÉãÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ iÉBÉE 

¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* iÉÉÒºÉ®É, ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ àÉå ABÉE ´ÉÉÉË¶ÉMÉ {ÉÉÒ] º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* SÉÉèlÉÉ, bÉÒ+ÉÉ®AàÉ BÉEÉªÉÉÇãÉªÉ, VÉÉä {ÉcãÉä 

ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, ´Éc ¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ àÉå JÉÉäãÉÉ VÉÉA*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ®äãÉ´Éä ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ ºÉä ºÉà¤ÉÉÎxvÉiÉ àÉÉÄMÉä cé* 

gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ªÉÉn´É : ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ <Æ]®ÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ àÉå ABÉE xÉªÉÉ BÉEÉäSÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® +ÉÆiÉ àÉå ÉÊVÉºÉä 

ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE®åMÉä, cÉ´É½É-xÉ<Ç ÉÊnããÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ ]ÅäxÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊnxÉ SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA +ÉÉè® VÉºÉÉÒfÉÒ àÉå 

=ºÉBÉEÉ ~c®É´É cÉä* càÉ ªÉcÉÒ àÉÉÄMÉ BÉE®BÉEä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* xÉàÉºBÉEÉ®*  

HON. SPEAKER: Now Deependerji to speak. BÉDªÉÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ? 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA (ROHTAK): Madam, please allow Shri 

Khargeji first.  He has also given notice. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ~ÉÒBÉE cè, +ÉÉìxÉ nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ nä ®cä cé*  

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä (MÉÖãÉ¤ÉMÉÉÇ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉéxÉä VÉÉä xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ºÉéBÉD¶ÉxÉ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ +ÉÉVÉ 

°ôBÉEä cÖA cé* <ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ àÉé xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÄ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÉä càÉBÉEÉä <kÉãÉÉ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÉ iÉÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉ xÉcÉÓ ®cxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ªÉÉ ¤ÉVÉ] ÉÊ®ãÉÉÒVÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ]äÉÎBÉDxÉBÉEãÉ {ÉDãÉÉ ®cxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ªÉÉ AäºÉä ¤ÉcÉxÉä 

ºÉä |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ BÉEèÉÎxºÉãÉ cÖA cé, VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] xÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ ºÉéBÉD¶ÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEA lÉä, =xcå ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉ 

®cÉ cè bÉªÉ®äBÉD]ãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® <xÉbÉªÉ®äBÉD]ãÉÉÒ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ABÉE ÉÊàÉxÉ]* nÉÒ{Éäxp, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ´ÉxÉ ®éBÉE ´ÉxÉ {Éå¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ àÉÖqÉ lÉÉ* àÉé BÉÖEU ºÉàÉZÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, ªÉc BÉDªÉÉ 

cè? 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: Madam, Khargeji has given notice of 

Adjournment Motion on some other issue.    

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉéxÉä VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉì´É® BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ, +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ nå iÉÉä àÉé BÉEciÉÉ cÚÄ, 

xÉcÉÓ iÉÉä àÉé ¤ÉÉn àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉÚÄMÉÉ*  
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SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : It is a different notice and mine is 

different.  You kindly allow me later on. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè*  

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: ABÉE 9 ¤ÉVÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ABÉE 10 ¤ÉVÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉéxÉä <xÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ SÉÉÊãÉA +É¤É +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉA*  

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: MÉãÉiÉÉÒ xÉ cÉä, AäºÉÉ ºÉàÉZÉBÉE® ABÉE 9 ¤ÉVÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® 10 ¤ÉVÉä +ÉÉBÉE® +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEºÉ 

BÉEÉä ABÉE +ÉÉè® nä ÉÊnªÉÉ* <ºÉ àÉÖqä {É® àÉé VªÉÉnÉ {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉDºÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE BÉEãÉ £ÉÉÒ ªÉcÉÄ {É® 

¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉDºÉ cÖ<Ç*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ àÉå ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 {ÉcãÉÉ àÉÖqÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE Indira Gandhi Lift Canal Phase II for drinking water for 

Nagaur, Rajasthan àÉå iÉÉÒxÉ cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ BÉEÉ ABÉE |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ lÉÉÒ* =ºÉ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] BÉEÉÒ 

|ÉÉäOÉäºÉ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉÒ®Éä cè* =ºÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉèºÉÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ´Éc ´ÉèºÉÉ cÉÒ {É½É cÖ+ÉÉ cè* nÚºÉ®É, 

|ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] AàºÉ, VÉÉä xÉ<Ç ÉÊnããÉÉÒ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] cè, =ºÉàÉå xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEéºÉ® <Æº]ÉÒ]áÉÚ] BÉEÉ, 1000-beded expansion 

of the AIIMS, New Delhi ºÉéBÉD¶ÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® c® iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä <ºÉ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] BÉEÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 

àÉnn BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÉäOÉäºÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* AäºÉä BÉE<Ç |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ àÉé ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÄ* ®äãÉ´Éä BÉEÉäSÉ 

{ÉEèBÉD]ÅÉÒ, ºÉÉäxÉÉÒ{ÉiÉ ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉì´É® àÉå ABÉE ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ cÉÒ =~ÉiÉä cé*  

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: àÉé ªÉc àÉÖqÉ <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA =~É ®cÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä VÉÉä àÉäMÉÉ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ cé, VÉÉä càÉxÉä ¶ÉÖ°ô 

ÉÊBÉEA lÉä, ªÉÉ iÉÉä {ÉèºÉä xÉcÉÓ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ªÉÉ ¤ÉVÉ] àÉå |ÉÉäÉÊ´ÉVÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ 

¤Éxn cÉä MÉA cé* =ºÉBÉEä ®ÉÒVÉxºÉ £ÉÉÒ ´Éä +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ fÃÆMÉ ºÉä näiÉä cé* +É£ÉÉÒ BÉEãÉ BÉEÉ cÉÒ =nÉc®hÉ àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 

ºÉÉàÉxÉä näiÉÉ cÚÄ*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå {ÉÚ®É £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ näiÉä cé* 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: àÉé £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ nä ®cÉ cÚÄ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÉÊàÉºÉäVÉ c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® ¤ÉÉnãÉ xÉä BÉEãÉ cÉÒ 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É xÉÉàÉ ãÉäiÉä cé +ÉÉè® àÉä®ä ÉÊãÉA àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ BÉE® näiÉä cé* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : àÉé =ºÉBÉEÉ cÉÒ =nÉc®hÉ näiÉÉ cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé ABÉE cÉÒ =nÉc®hÉ näiÉÉ 

cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ÉÊ{ÉE® ´Éä xÉÉ®ÉVÉ cÉä MÉA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ® àÉå +ÉÉªÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉÖÉÊxÉA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉ{É lÉÉä½ÉÒ ¶ÉÉÉÎxiÉ ºÉä 

ºÉÖÉÊxÉA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉäxp +ÉOÉ´ÉÉãÉ: àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉc ®ÉäVÉ-®ÉäVÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ àÉå ãÉÉiÉÉ cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É BÉÖEU àÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉÉ+ÉÉä, +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®ÉÊJÉA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : +ÉÉ{É cÉÒ ªÉc ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA ÉÊBÉE ªÉc {É®{ÉVÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè,...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

<x]äxºÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä =xcÉÓ BÉEÉ ABÉE {Éè®ÉOÉÉ{ÉE {ÉfÃBÉE® ºÉÖxÉÉiÉÉ cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : <iÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ JÉ®É¤É cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 26-06-2014 BÉEä {ÉjÉ uÉ®É ªÉc ºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +É{ÉäÉÊFÉiÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEÉ 

+ÉÉÊvÉOÉchÉ +É£ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEä uÉ®É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =BÉDiÉ {É]Â]ä {É® ÉÊnA VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒAºÉ+ÉÉ<ÇbÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEä 

ÉÊxÉnä¶ÉBÉE uÉ®É ÉÊnA VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉiÉÇxÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ®ÉvÉÉÒxÉ cé* |ÉàÉÉä]® BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ xÉä 30 ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É®, 2014 iÉBÉE +ÉÉè® ºÉàÉªÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ*  

 nÚºÉ®É, |ÉàÉÉä]® BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ uÉ®É +ÉÉÎxiÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉänxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ¶ÉiÉÉç BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä àÉå cÉäxÉä 

´ÉÉãÉä +ÉiªÉÉÊvÉBÉE ÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤É BÉEä ºÉà¤ÉxvÉ àÉå...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : JÉ½MÉä VÉÉÒ, ªÉc VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉì´É® SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè* <ºÉàÉå £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : ºÉÉÊSÉ´É +ÉvªÉFÉiÉÉ ´ÉÉãÉä +ÉÉàÉÆjÉhÉ, +ÉxÉÖàÉÉänxÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 30-06-2014...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : JÉ½MÉä VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ =~É nÉÒ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ cè* BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ (ÉÊàÉÉÊgÉJÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉÒ 

cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ VÉÉÒ, ABÉE ÉÊàÉxÉ] °ôÉÊBÉEA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Harsimrat Kaur Badal, I am not allowing you. 

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, what are you doing?  What do you want? I 

know. 

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: No, this is not good. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: No, I am sorry. 

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : JÉ½MÉä VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉiÉä cÉä ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉ ãÉà¤ÉÉ £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ 

ªÉcÉÄ {É® xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ àÉéxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä +ÉãÉÉ>ó ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: àÉéxÉä AäºÉÉ =nÉc®hÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊnªÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <ºÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ´Éc ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : JÉ½MÉä VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉÉ<BÉE ¤Éxn cè* ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® JÉ½MÉä VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉÉ<BÉE BÉDªÉÉå ¤Éxn BÉE® ®cä cÉä? 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: ÉÊxÉªÉ®ãÉÉÒ 12 àÉäÉÊbBÉEãÉ BÉEÉìãÉäVÉäVÉ VÉÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉä MÉA lÉä, =xcå £ÉÉÒ ¤Éxn 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ~ÉÒBÉE cè* <iÉxÉÉ ãÉà¤ÉÉ ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: ªÉÉxÉÉÒ <ºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä +ÉMÉ® c® |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] ¤Éxn BÉE®iÉä MÉA iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÉ®hÉ xÉcÉÓ 

cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ ABÉE cÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, ´Éc {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉEãÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

nÚºÉ®É +ÉÉè® BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cè* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: ªÉc iÉÉä +É´ÉåVÉ® {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉDºÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE nÚºÉ®É BÉDªÉÉ 

cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc +É´ÉåVÉ® {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉDºÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉBÉEÉÒ nÚºÉ®ÉÒ ´ÉVÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

VÉàÉÉÒxÉ ®ciÉä cÖA xÉcÉÓ nä ®cä cé, +É|ÉÚ´ÉãÉ ®ciÉä cÖA =ºÉä +ÉÉMÉä xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉfÃÉ ®cä cé* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA VÉÉä AäºÉä |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] 

BÉEèÉÎxºÉãÉ cÉä ®cä cé, <ºÉºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉä àÉÆ¶ÉÉ bä´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ cè, ´Éc xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä =xÉºÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE ªÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD]ÂºÉ +ÉÉ{É BÉEèÉÎxºÉãÉ BÉE® ®cä cé ªÉÉ ®ÉäBÉE ®cä cé, =xcå 

SÉãÉxÉä nå +ÉÉè® SÉãÉÉAÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉ xÉÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* BÉEä´ÉãÉ BÉEãÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEcÉ cè*  

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé  +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +É{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ 

FÉäjÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÄ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ BÉEãÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè, ®ÉäWÉ ®ÉäWÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ABÉDºÉ{ãÉÉxÉä¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ* +ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉ 

BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É {ãÉÉÒWÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

JÉÉtÉ |ÉºÉÆºBÉE®hÉ =tÉÉäMÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® ¤ÉÉnãÉ) : VÉÉä =ºÉ ãÉè]® BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* Everyday it will not happen. +ÉÉ{É {ãÉÉÒWÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* I am not 

allowing you. {ãÉÉÒWÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ®ÉäWÉ ®ÉäWÉ ªÉcÉÄ |É¶xÉÉäkÉ®ÉÒ àÉiÉ BÉEÉÊ®ªÉä* +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* BÉEÉä<Ç xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cÉ cè* 

ªÉc +ÉMÉ®-àÉMÉ® BÉEÉ ªÉÖr àÉiÉ SÉãÉÉ+ÉÉä* ªÉcÉÄ BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉ<] xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* {ãÉÉÒWÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® ¤ÉÉnãÉ : àÉèbàÉ, àÉä®É xÉÉàÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉªÉä*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: I am not allowing, Shrimati Harsimrat Kaur. +ÉÉ{É {ãÉÉÒWÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* ®ÉäWÉ-

®ÉäWÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: `Zero Hour’ is  over. 

 Shri Jayant Sinha.  

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* ÉÊàÉº]® ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]®, +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä*   

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: The House stands adjourned to meet again at 12.45 p.m. 

12.28 hrs  

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Forty-Five Minutes  
 past Twelve of the Clock. 
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12.47 hrs  

The Lok Sabha reassembled at Forty Seven Minutes past Twelve of the Clock 

(Hon. Speaker in the Chair  ) 

bÉì. ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç =kÉ® {ÉÚ´ÉÇ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : {ãÉÉÒWÉ, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÖàÉävÉÉxÉxn ºÉ®º´ÉiÉÉÒ (ºÉÉÒBÉE®): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ABÉE ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : {ãÉÉÒWÉ, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉMÉhÉ, +É£ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÉªÉn BÉÖEU AäºÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ 

ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ*  

 c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉä®É <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉÖEU BÉEcxÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É =ºÉä ºÉnxÉ BÉEä 

{É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA JÉ½ä cÉä MÉA cé* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä uÉ®É 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉä ABÉDºÉ{ãÉèxÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉä ºÉnxÉ BÉEä {É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

12.48 hrs  

(At this Stage, Shri Jyotiraditya M. Scindia and some other hon. Members came 
and stood on the floor near the Table. ) 

 

JÉÉtÉ |ÉºÉÆºBÉE®hÉ =tÉÉäMÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® ¤ÉÉnãÉ) : àÉèbàÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ªÉcÉÒ +ÉÉOÉc BÉE® ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ 

ÉÊBÉE ABÉE ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç® xÉä ÉÊSÉ]Â~ÉÒ àÉå ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉä ABÉE ªÉÚxÉÉÒBÉE Ab´ÉÉÆ]äVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É ºÉnxÉ BÉEä {É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉ nå* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ c®ÉÊºÉàÉ®iÉ BÉEÉè® ¤ÉÉnãÉ : àÉèbàÉ, àÉé =ºÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå =ããÉäJÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ, +ÉÉ{É {É®ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ nä 

nÉÒÉÊVÉA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

12.49 hrs  

(Shri Jyotiraditya M. Scindia and some other hon. Members then 

went back to their seats.)  
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12.49 ¼ hrs 

SUBMISSIONS BY MEMBERS ....Contd. 

(ii) Re: Cancellation of M/S. Shaktiman Mega Food Park 
 on the points raised in the House  

 
THE MINISTER OF FOOD PROCESSING INDUSTRIES (SHRIMATI 

HARSIMRAT KAUR BADAL): In continuation to the statement regarding 

cancellation of M/s Shaktiman Mega Food Park made on 12th May, 2015 in the 

Lok Sabha, Shri Mallikarjun Kharge, hon. Member of Parliament raised fresh 

points today, hence in the light of the same, it is to clarify that the Ministry 

received a letter dated 19.07.2012 whereby it was informed that the UP State 

Industrial Development Corporation Board had decided to allow subletting of 

vacant land and not to charge commercial rates in order to facilitate setting up of 

the Mega Food Park. According to the same letter, M/s Indo Gulf Fertilizers and 

M/s Shaktiman Mega Food Park Limited were thereafter asked to submit papers 

within one week as per their own request. Whether the required documents were 

submitted by the SPV to the UPSIDC was not reported by SPV. 

On December 18, 2012, the Ministry of Food Processing Industries 

received a letter from the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas informing that it 

would not be possible to allocate domestic gas in view of its shortage in the 

country for the proposed captive power plant in the mega food park at Jagdishpur. 

 On 16th January, 2013, the Ministry of Food Processing Industries received 

a letter from M/s. Shaktiman Mega Food Park Private Ltd. (Aditya Birla Group 

company) in which the promoters requested for natural gas at administered prices 

(APM) from GAIL natural gas terminal at Jagdishpur for setting up a natural gas 

based captive plant that would offer a “unique advantage” to their food park.  The 

promoters stated and I quote “that we cannot go ahead with the project unless we 

are clear on the financial viability of the project for which your approval for 

domestic natural gas at administered prices is absolutely critical”. 

                                                 
 Laid on the Table. 
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 In view of the facts above, I would like to inform the House that UPSIDC 

agreed to allow subletting of the land to the SPV without charging commercial 

rates, it seems that necessary formalities for acquiring the land were not 

completed.  Also the unique advantage that was expected by M/s Shaktiman Mega 

Food Park Limited for putting up captive power plant with an assured supply of 

gas at administered prices (APM) was not a pre-requisite or a pre-condition for 

setting up of Mega Food Park under the guidelines of the scheme.  
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12.49 ½  hrs 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2015 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, we shall take up Item No. 13 – The Negotiable 

Instruments (Amendment) Bill, 2015. 

 Shri Jayant Sinha. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE                 

(SHRI JAYANT SINHA): Madam Speaker, I beg to move: 

“That the Bill further to amend the Negotiable Instruments Act, 
1881, be taken into consideration.” 

 

 The hon. Supreme Court, in the case of Dashrath Rupsingh Rathod versus 

State of Maharashtra and another (Criminal Appeal No. 2287 of 2009), held that 

the territorial jurisdiction for dishonour of cheques is restricted to the court within 

whose local jurisdiction the offence was committed. Pursuant to the judgement of 

the Supreme Court, representations have been made to the Government by various 

stakeholders, including industry associations and financial institutions, expressing 

concerns about the wide impact this judgement would have on business interests 

as it will offer undue protection to defaulters at the expense of the aggrieved 

complainant, will give rise to multiplicity of cases covering several cheques drawn 

on banks at different places and adhering to it is impracticable for a single window 

agency with customers spread all over India. 

 To address the difficulties faced by the payee or the lender of the money in 

filing the case under Section 138 of the said Act, because of which large number 

of cases are stuck, the jurisdiction for offence under Section 138 has been clearly 

defined. The Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) Bill, 2015 provides for the 

following, namely:- 

(1) filing of cases only by a court within whose local jurisdiction the bank 
branch of the payee, where the payee presents the cheque for payment, 
is situated; 
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(2) stipulating that where a complaint has been filed against the drawer of a 
cheque in the court having jurisdiction under the new scheme of 
jurisdiction, all subsequent complaints arising out of Section 138 of the 
said Act against the same drawer shall be filed before the same court, 
irrespective of whether those cheques were presented for payment 
within the territorial jurisdiction of that court; 

(3) stipulating that if more than one prosecution is filed against the same 
drawer of cheques before different courts, upon the said fact having 
been brought to the notice of the court, the court shall transfer the case 
to the court having jurisdiction as per the new scheme of jurisdiction; 
and 

(4) amending Explanation I under Section 6 of the said Act relating to the 
meaning of expression “a cheque in the electronic form”, as the said 
meaning is found to be deficient because it presumes drawing of a 
physical cheque, which is not the objective in preparing “a cheque in the 
electronic form” and inserting a new Explanation III in the said section 
giving reference of the expressions contained in the Information 
Technology Act, 2000. 

 

 It is expected that the proposed amendments to the Negotiable Instruments 

Act, 1981 would help in ensuring that a fair trial of cases under Section 138 of the 

said Act is conducted keeping in view the interests of the complainant by 

clarifying the territorial jurisdiction for trying the cases for dishonour of cheques. 

 I would, therefore, request the hon. Members of this august House to 

support the Bill.  Thank you. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Motion moved: 

“That the Bill further to amend the Negotiable Instruments Act, 
1881, be taken into consideration.” 

  

Now, Shri M.I. Shanavas.  

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : {ãÉÉÒVÉ ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A, +É£ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cè*  
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SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS (WAYANAD): Thank you, Madam Speaker, for giving 

me the opportunity to intervene in this debate on a very important matter.… 

(Interruptions) 

 The Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 was enacted to define and amend the 

law relating to Promissory Notes, Bills of Exchange and Cheques.  The Negotiable 

Instruments (Amendment) Bill, which the hon. Minister has just moved… 

(Interruptions) 

 Madam, some order may be restored in the House. … (Interruptions)  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : {ãÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +É£ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ cÉä 

iÉÉä you are allowed; otherwise not. {ãÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä, the House stands adjourned to meet again 

at 2 p.m. 

 

12.53 hrs  

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Fourteen of the Clock. 
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14.03 hrs 

The Lok Sabha re-assembled at Three Minutes past  
Fourteen of the Clock. 

 
(Hon. Deputy Speaker in the Chair) 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS (AMENDMENT)  
BILL, 2015 — Contd. 

 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, Shri M.I. Shanavas. 

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS (WAYANAD): Thank you hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir. 

First of all, I request that I may be permitted to speak from this seat.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You are permitted to speak from there.  

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS: Thank you hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir. The Negotiable 

Instruments (Amendment) Bill, 2015 has been introduced in this House by the 

hon. Minister.  First of all, I would like to tell that it is an Act, which was enacted 

in 1881, to define and amend the law relating to Promissory Notes, Bills of 

Exchange and Cheques. This Amendment Bill, which the hon. Minister has 

moved, is a very small Bill containing just four Clauses. Even though it has only 

four Clauses, still it is very serious in nature.  It concerns lakhs of people.  About 

40 lakh cases relating to cheque are pending in various courts of India.   

 Sir, so many times, the Negotiable Instruments Act has been amended. In 

1988  and in 2001, cardinal amendments were made in this Act.  So many 

litigations are there everywhere in this country with respect to issue of cheques 

and bouncing of cheques.  Landmarks judgments have been there in this regard. 

 I would very briefly speak in this august House about the cardinal features 

of one or two judgments. One such judgment was Bhaskaran versus Sankaran 

case, 1999, which was an important judgment of the Supreme Court.  In that 

judgment, it was decided by the Supreme Court as to where territorial jurisdiction 

was defined. In the Negotiable Instruments Act, territorial jurisdiction is not 

defined.  In the case of Bhaskaran versus Sankaran, it was defined, and five 
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courses of action were dictated by the hon. Supreme Court.  One, where cheque is 

drawn; two, where payment had to be made; three, where cheque is presented for 

payment; four, where cheque is dishonoured, and five, where notice is served.  

There was an advantage for the drawee.  The drawer, that is, the defaulter is at 

loggerheads in any of the following places.  At five places, litigation could be 

started by the moneylenders.   

 So, after that, again the hon. Supreme Court came into the picture since this 

Act is 135 years old. The hon. Supreme Court again took up this issue. In the 

Herman Electronics Private Limited versus National  Panasonic India Limited 

case, the hon. Supreme Court came to the rescue of those people who issue the 

cheques, the donors, the payers.  The Supreme Court in this case held: 

“We cannot, as things stand today, be oblivious of the fact that a 
banking institution holding several cheques signed by the same 
borrower cannot only present the cheque for its encashment at four 
different places but also may serve notices from four different 
places so as to enable it to file four complaint cases at four different 
places. This only causes grave harassment to the accused. It is, 
therefore, necessary in a case of this nature to strike a balance 
between the right of the complainant and the right of an accused 
vis-`-vis the provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedure ” 
 

 Hence to strike a balance between the right of the complainant and the right 

of the accused, it was  drafted by the hon. Supreme Court in the Herman 

Electronics Private Limited versus National  Panasonic India Limited case. 

 Now, the hon. Minister while presenting the Amendments, said about the 

Dashrath Rupsingh Rathod case.  There is a landmark judgment on the Dashrath 

Rupsingh Rathod case, which was in 2014.    This Supreme Court judgment went 

into the matter.  The hon. Supreme in its judgment dated 4th August, 2014 

overruled the Baskaran case.  The Supreme Court held that ‘territorial jurisdiction 

for dishnour of cheques is restricted to the court within whose local jurisdiction 

the offence has occurred, which in the present case is where the cheque is 

dishnoured by the bank on which it is drawn.’ 
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 Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the hon. Supreme Court has crept into the picture. 

To rescue the interest of the payers of cheque, the donor of cheque, the Supreme 

Court relied on the Criminal Procedure Code and its  Section 177, Section 178 and 

Section 179.  The Supreme Court said that this harassment cannot be accepted. 

The harassment of the payers of the cheque cannot be accepted. The Supreme 

Court has said that ‘this procedure is more often than not intended to use such 

oppressive litigation to achieve the collateral purpose of extracting money from 

the accused by denying a fair opportunity to contest the claims by dragging him to 

distant place.’ Suppose the transaction takes place in Kerala. One, who gives the 

money, will be in Delhi. He will be having an account in Nagaland. He can present 

the cheque in Nagaland and he can extract money from the poor man or common 

man and this man will have to go all the way to Nagaland. 

 Mr. Deputy Speaker, this Section is to help whom? Whose interest is 

safeguarded by this Section? In paragraph 5 of the Statement of Objects and 

Reasons of this Bill, it has been said by this Government that ‘pursuant to the 

judgement of the Supreme Court, representations have been made to the 

Government from various quarters to redress the difficulties faced by the payee or 

lender of money in filing the case under Section 138 of the said Act’ and hence 

this Bill is coming.’ 

 So, whose interest the Government is safeguarding? The Government is 

safeguarding the interest of the moneylenders. The sharks and the Shylocks extract 

money like anything from the poor people. Mr. Deputy Speaker Sir, I tell you the 

Supreme Court was right. A series of litigations in 135 years were concluded by 

the hon. Supreme Court and it said, “Oppressive measures shall not be taken for 

extracting money.” 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Please conclude. 

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS: I am coming to the conclusion. 

 Now, the question that is raised here is, what is the purpose of this 

Amendment Bill? Now there are 40 lakh cases pending. Mr. hon. Finance 
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Minister, let me ask you this. Of the 40 lakh cases pending, 95 per cent of the 

cases relate to the poor common man. They are being harassed. So, a total change 

comes. This Government is bringing this legislation to totally safeguard the 

interests of the moneylenders.  

 One thing I want to tell you is that a statistics was released by the All-India 

Bank Employees’ Association. It said that 406 bad loan accounts are there in 24 

banks, totaling to Rs.70,70,000 crore. What steps are you taking to recover these 

bad loans in the banks? In the last seven years, the bad loan is Rs.4,95,000 crore, 

and the bad loans are amalgamating like anything. I tell you, everybody in this 

House knows that a business tycoon, who is known as a liquor baron, has taken 

loan of Rs.7,500 crore from a bank. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not relevant to the Negotiable Instruments 

Bill. 

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS: But that has not been repaid but he goes free. If a poor 

man with five cents of land takes Rs.50,000 or Rs.1,00,000, his property is 

attached. I tell you, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, that the Government has come into 

the picture of safeguarding the interests of money launders and not the poor 

people.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Please conclude. 

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS: I am concluding.  

 I urge upon this Government to withdraw this draconian law, which is 

against the interests of the common man and which is going to affect millions of 

people. So, something has to be done. … (Interruptions) The properties of farmers 

are being and the rights of the workers are denied. This legislation is depicting the 

true colour of the Government because the interests of the poor working class and 

common man will be affected.… (Interruptions)  

 So, I urge upon the Government to withdraw this Bill. 
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gÉÉÒ cÖBÉÖEàÉ ÉËºÉc (BÉEè®ÉxÉÉ) :  ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉÉä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ãÉÉªÉä cé, àÉé =ºÉBÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ ºÉÚFàÉ, ºÉÉvÉÉ®hÉ, ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ cè* =xcÉåxÉä +É{ÉxÉä =nÂ¤ÉÉävÉxÉ àÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ 

=ããÉäJÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ {É½ÉÒ? ABÉE ºÉàÉªÉ lÉÉ, VÉ¤É BÉÖEU £ÉÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉ 

JÉ®ÉÒnxÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ, iÉÉä VÉä¤É àÉå xÉÉä] £É®BÉE® ªÉÉ lÉèãÉÉÒ àÉå âó{ÉªÉä £É®BÉE® ãÉä VÉÉxÉÉ {É½iÉÉ lÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉàÉªÉ 

¤ÉnãÉiÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ´É­ÉÇ 1881 àÉå  xÉäMÉÉäÉÊ¶ÉA¤ÉãÉ <Æº]ÅÚàÉé] ABÉD] ¤ÉxÉÉ* <ºÉºÉä SÉèBÉE BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ*  <ºÉºÉä {ÉèºÉä 

ãÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ, SÉèBÉE ¤ÉÖBÉE ãÉä VÉÉ+ÉÉä +ÉÉè® VÉcÉÆ VÉ°ô®iÉ {É½ä, ´ÉcÉÆ SÉèBÉE BÉEÉ]BÉE® nä näxÉÉ* =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ 

BÉÖEU ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ +ÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä vÉÉäJÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÆbÉÒ JÉÉäãÉ ãÉÉÒ* ¤ÉéBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå {ÉèºÉÉ cÉä ªÉÉ xÉ cÉä, 

=xcÉåxÉä SÉèBÉE <¶ªÉÚ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* =ºÉ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ®ÉÒ àÉå +ÉÉBÉE® ÉÊ{ÉE® +ÉÉè® ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ {É½É* <ºÉàÉå vÉÉ®É 138 ºÉä 

ãÉäBÉE® vÉÉ®É 142 iÉBÉE, ªÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉ® vÉÉ®ÉAÆ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉÒ {É½ÉÓ* =ºÉàÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ =ããÉäJÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® 

¤ÉéBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå ¤ÉèãÉåºÉ xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É SÉèBÉE <¶ªÉÚ BÉE®iÉä cé, iÉÉä ªÉc ABÉE +É{É®ÉvÉ cÉäMÉÉ, VÉÖàÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ* ªÉc 

àÉÉàÉãÉÉ AäºÉä cÉÒ SÉãÉiÉÉ ®cÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä ABÉE VÉVÉàÉé] ÉÊnªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEäºÉ BÉEÉ ]ÅÉªÉãÉ BÉEcÉÆ 

cÉäMÉÉ, BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® FÉäjÉ BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ? =ºÉ VÉVÉàÉé] àÉå =ããÉäJÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ {É® =ºÉ SÉèBÉE 

BÉEÉä ÉÊbºÉ+ÉÉìxÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® FÉäjÉ ÉÊVÉºÉ BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, BÉEä´ÉãÉ ´ÉcÉÓ {É® àÉÖBÉEnàÉÉ BÉEÉªÉàÉ 

cÉä ºÉBÉEäMÉÉ* <ºÉºÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ +ÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ* 

 ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉVÉ |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉÉÒãÉ ªÉÖMÉ cè, ãÉÉäMÉ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃ ®cä cé* <ãÉèBÉD]ÅÉÉÊxÉBÉE ªÉÖMÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, 

<ãÉèBÉD]ÅÉÉÊxÉBÉE SÉèBÉE BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉÒ* <ãÉèBÉD]ÅÉÉÊxÉBÉE SÉèBÉE BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉMÉ® ªÉc {ÉÉ¤ÉÆnÉÒ ®ciÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE 

BÉEä´ÉãÉ ´ÉcÉÓ {É® àÉÖBÉEnàÉÉ SÉãÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä ¶ÉÉªÉn =ºÉÉÒ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä +ÉÉ®ÉàÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä ABÉE MÉãÉiÉ SÉèBÉE <¶ªÉÚ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ ¤ÉèãÉåºÉ BÉEä SÉèBÉE <¶ªÉÚ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* +É¤É =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉxcå {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* 

=ºÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä nÚ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉE ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ãÉäBÉE® ãÉÉªÉä cé* àÉé =ºÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ 

BÉEÉ àÉé {ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

 ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉä®ä nÉä-iÉÉÒxÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® <ºÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ¤ÉéBÉE {É® SÉSÉÉÇ  BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè* ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉfÃ MÉªÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÉVÉ ¤ÉéBÉE 

BÉEä´ÉãÉ BÉÖEU =tÉÉäMÉ{ÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå +ÉÉè® ¶Éc® àÉå ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉå iÉBÉE cÉÒ ºÉÉÒÉÊàÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉ MÉÉÆ´É iÉBÉE 

¤ÉfÃÉÒ cè* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉèàÉå] £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉE uÉ®É  cÉäxÉä  ãÉMÉÉ cè* ªÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉE àÉxÉ®äMÉÉ BÉEÉ {ÉèàÉå] £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉE àÉå cÉä ®cÉ 

cè* ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉ ªÉÉ ºÉÉÎ¤ºÉbÉÒVÉ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉÒvÉä JÉÉiÉä àÉå VÉÉiÉÉÒ cé* ªÉä ºÉÉ®ÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉÆ <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉfÃ 

MÉªÉÉÓ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ +ÉcºÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEcÉÆ-BÉEcÉÆ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 
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 +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* àÉé nÉä-iÉÉÒxÉ ¤ÉÉiÉå BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉVÉ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉ 

<x´ÉÉã´ÉàÉé] ¤ÉéBÉE àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ iÉÉÒµÉ MÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä cÖ+ÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ MÉxxÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉèàÉå] £ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEä JÉÉiÉÉå àÉå ºÉÉÒvÉä VÉÉ 

®cÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä´ÉãÉ ¶Éc® BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ iÉBÉE cÉÒ ºÉÉÒÉÊàÉiÉ ®cåMÉä, iÉÉä MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉÒ 

SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éc =xÉBÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉ {ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* +ÉÉVÉ ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä BÉÖEU VÉMÉcÉå {É® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ-BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cè, =ºÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA 

+ÉMÉ® ´Éä ¶Éc® ºÉä {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEè¶É BÉE®ÉBÉE® MÉÉÆ´É àÉå VÉÉªÉåMÉä, iÉÉä ®ÉºiÉä àÉå =xÉBÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ cÉãÉiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ{É JÉÖn 

cÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉxÉ ãÉMÉÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* +ÉÉVÉ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉä ¤ÉéBÉEÉå ºÉä ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ  xÉä VÉxÉ-

vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉãÉÉªÉÉÒ cè* =ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå c® BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉ JÉÉiÉÉ JÉÖãÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ 

cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉJÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ABÉDºÉ{Éé¶ÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ =ºÉÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉºÉ {É® vªÉÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® àÉÖZÉä SÉèBÉE BÉEè¶É 

BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊVÉãÉÉ àÉÖJªÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå +ÉÉxÉÉ {É½iÉÉ cè, iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä BÉDªÉÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ? +ÉÉ{É ¤É½ä-¤É½ä MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä 

<ÇBÉEÉ<Ç àÉÉÉÊxÉA* VÉ¤É MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cé, ¤ÉéBÉEÉå {É® ãÉÉäb ¤ÉfÃÉ cè, ÉÊVÉààÉänÉÉÊ®ªÉÉÆ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cé iÉÉä ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉJÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ 

£ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ABÉDºÉ{Éé¶ÉxÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* MÉÉÆ´É-MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE c® ºÉÉÆºÉn BÉEÉä ABÉE +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ cè* ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉªÉiÉ cÉä 

®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ àÉcBÉEàÉå ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ nä ®cä cé, ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä 

xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç cè, =ºÉàÉå lÉÉä½É-¤ÉcÖiÉ ªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ càÉÉ®É cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ 

<iÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉÒ cÉä VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ cÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ BÉE® nå ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉ SÉªÉxÉ 

cÖ+ÉÉ cè, c® MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ABÉE ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉJÉÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä JÉÉäãÉÉÒ VÉÉA* càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cÉÒ ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä 

+ÉÉè® BÉEÉèxÉ ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ* +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É c´ÉÉ àÉå iÉÉä ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É iÉ£ÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ VÉ¤É càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ 

ªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ nåMÉä* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉéxÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ uÉ®É |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA BÉÖEU ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ÉÊnA cé* <xÉàÉå ºÉä 

ABÉE ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ªÉc £ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉªÉÉå àÉå <iÉxÉÉ ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉéBÉE MÉÉÆ´É iÉBÉE {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ cè* àÉxÉ®äMÉÉ 

BÉEä ãÉÉ£ÉÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå BÉEÉ £ÉÖMÉiÉÉxÉ JÉÉiÉä àÉå cÉäiÉÉ cè, +ÉxªÉ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É £ÉÉÒ JÉÉiÉä àÉå +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ 

|ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉxÉ-vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉE®Éä½Éå ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä JÉÉiÉä JÉÉäãÉä MÉA* <xÉàÉå +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÆ¶É 

ãÉÉäMÉ MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cé* +ÉMÉ® MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉJÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ, =xÉBÉEÉä ¶Éc® àÉå +ÉÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå 

¤ÉéBÉE xÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ iÉBÉE ãÉÉ£É xÉcÉÓ {ÉcÖÆSÉ {ÉÉiÉÉ cè* àÉé ÉÊ´É¶Éä­É °ô{É ºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ 

BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ =ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉ {É® +ÉÉ{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ, 

BÉEÉä  {ÉÚhÉÇiÉ& ºÉ{ÉEãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉ SÉªÉxÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÆºÉnÉå uÉ®É cÖ+ÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä uÉ®É 

ªÉcÉÓ ºÉä ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ cÉä VÉÉA, PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE c® +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ SÉªÉÉÊxÉiÉ MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ®É­]ÅÉÒªÉ ¤ÉéBÉE uÉ®É ¶ÉÉJÉÉ BÉEÉÒ 
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ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä cÉäMÉÉÒ* ªÉc ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ cè* ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ cè, <ºÉBÉEÉ 

àÉci´É iÉ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç näMÉÉ VÉ¤É ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä ãÉMÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® cè, ªÉc ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ãÉÉ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® 

<ºÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ PÉÉä­ÉhÉÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉ* 

     àÉcÉänªÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® ºÉä ¤ÉéBÉE ¤ÉfÃ ®cä cé, ÉÊVÉxÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉA cé, +ÉÉ{É 

´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç BÉEä {ÉÉjÉ cé* +ÉÉ{É MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉäÉÊ½A, näcÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉäÉÊ½A VÉcÉÆ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ 70 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ ®c 

®cÉÒ cè* càÉ <xÉBÉEÉä ¶Éc® àÉå +ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉDªÉÉå àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ® BÉE® ®cä cé? àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ÉÊ´É¶Éä­É °ô{É ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ cè, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä àÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ cè, =ºÉä {ÉEãÉÉÒ£ÉÚiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA c® MÉÉÆ´É àÉå 

ºÉÆJªÉÉ ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ BÉE® nå ÉÊBÉE 5000 BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ ´ÉÉãÉä MÉÉÆ´É àÉå ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉJÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É 

BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ ABÉE àÉÉxÉBÉE ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ BÉE® nå iÉÉÉÊBÉE MÉÉÆ´É ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ºÉä ´ÉÆÉÊSÉiÉ xÉ ®cä* ªÉc ºÉ¤É cÉäxÉä ºÉä 

ºÉàÉZÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® cé*  

    <xcÉÓ ¶É¤nÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ´ÉÉhÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊ´É®ÉàÉ näiÉÉ cÚÆ* 
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SHRI S. SELVAKUMARACHINNAYAN (ERODE): Hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I 

thank the Chair for giving me this opportunity and our leader Manbumighu 

Amma, for giving me the opportunity to represent Erode constituency in this 

august House. 

 The Negotiable Instruments Act was enacted in 1881 in the light of 

promissory notes, bills of exchange and cheques. So, after many years the 

nationalisation of banks happened in India, only in 1988, an amendment was 

effected that would cover the banking sector and the financial institutions under 

the ambit of this Act. Dishonour of cheques, either due to insufficiency of funds or 

due to lack of integrity or due to any other reason, causes problems to all 

concerned. Off and on litigations were initiated in several courts of law in this 

regard, but only the Supreme judgement delivered on 1st August, 2014 changed the 

entire scenario. 

 Under section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881, the jurisdiction 

of courts, either when the payee or when the payer goes to court, was a matter 

subject to interpretation, but according to the hon. Supreme Court’s judgement in 

2014, the jurisdiction is restricted to the place where the dishonouring bank is 

located. 

Various stakeholders including industry associations, financial institutions 

along with several Bar Associations, throughout the country, brought to the notice 

of the Government the impact of this judgement on the business interest. They also 

pointed out about undue protection that is offered to the defaulters. This is also 

forcing the business people to resort to instant cash business as it becomes difficult 

to manage credit business. Noticing that this will lead to reduction in trading 

volume, acute shortage of commodities, hike in prices and above all lower tax 

collection by both the Central and State Governments, the Union Government 

thought it necessary to bring about this amendment so that the original position is 

retained and the payees of the cheques are benefited.  
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Now, this amendment provides for filing of cases only by a court within 

whose local jurisdiction the bank branch of the payee or where the payee presents 

the cheque for payment is situated. I welcome this move of the Union Government 

to safeguard the interests of both the business community and the Governments at 

the Centre and States. The Advocates of various Bar Associations are also very 

happy about the amendments in this Bill. 

At this juncture, I would also like to suggest to the Government that they 

may consider providing for initiation of legal proceedings from the following : (i) 

where the cheque was issued; (ii) where the cheque was dishonoured; (iii) where 

the complainant resides; and (iv) where the cause of action arises. Further, I would 

like to suggest that the Bill should come with retrospective effect. 

I would like to thank the hon. Minister of Finance, to whom I had written a 

letter in this regard recently, taking up the grievance of both the business 

community and also the legal fraternity throughout the country. Expressing my 

support to this Bill, I conclude. Thank you. 
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PROF. SUGATA BOSE (JADAVPUR): I rise to speak on behalf of my Party on 

the Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) Bill brought by this Government. 

 What this Bill attempts to do is to remove any ambiguities regarding the 

territorial jurisdiction of cases that are to be tried under Section 138 of the Act. I 

would like to ask the Minister of State for Finance -- who is present in the House -

- to give us a clarification on the scale of the problem that we are facing. I find that 

in an answer given by the Finance Minister, Shri Arun Jaitley, on 9 December 

2014, it was stated that : “The total number of cases pertaining to cheque bounce 

and dishonour pending in various courts up to 31 July 2013 were 21,94,022 

cases.”  

However, we find that there is a Law Commission Report, which suggested 

that, in fact, the number of cases chocking the criminal justice system of this 

nature amounted to 40 lakh cases, and more than 5.5 lakh are pending in Delhi 

alone. So, when the Minister of State rises to give his reply, we would like to get a 

very clear sense of the scale of the problem. But if, in fact, the number of cases 

pending are, as according to the Finance Minister, just short of 22 lakh until July 

of last year, then that too, I would say, is 20 lakh cases too many.  

There are two points, which make we very said when I see these kinds of 

statistics. First of all, India, in its economic, monetary and financial history, has 

always been known for the sophisticated nature of its negotiable instruments. 

Negotiable instruments that finance long-distance trade, instruments that we knew 

by the name of Hundi or Suftaja enabled merchants from this country to carry out 

trade all across the sub-continent and also beyond the shores of this sub-continent 

in different parts of the Indian Ocean world.  

 When we have so many cheques bouncing, being dishonoured, what we 

find is that our whole system of negotiable instruments that had been based on 

trust seems to have completely broken down because when a cheque is issued, it is 
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not going to be dishonoured. It is basically a violation of trust, which was the basis 

of our negotiable instruments in the past. 

 The other feature which makes me very said when I see the statistics is the 

number of pending cases. This particular Amendment Bill only tinkers at the 

edges of the problem. What we require from this Government is a scheme for 

comprehensive judicial reforms. Even in the course of ‘Zero Hour’ today, one of 

my friends from Murshidabad pointed out how many cases are pending in one 

district, which he represents. So, this will only address a very small part of the 

problem. I think we need comprehensive judicial reforms to be brought in. 

 There is another point that I wish to mention. I will not be as harsh as the 

preceding speaker from the Opposition, who has said that this Bill helps the 

moneylenders. If this had been an issue between small debtors and extortionate 

moneylenders, then we would wholeheartedly be on the side of the small debtors, 

but in this instance, it is a question of cheques that are being issued which are not 

being honoured because of either lack of integrity or because of insufficiency of 

funds, and whoever is issuing these cheques ought to know that these cheques will 

not be honoured. That is why we are prepared to go along with this particular 

amendment.  

However, who are the people who are the so-called stakeholders who came 

to the Government as soon as the Supreme Court judgment of 1st August 2014 was 

delivered? We are reading not just in the media, but also in the Objects and 

Reasons spelled out by this Government that these were financial institutions and 

industry associations that were most concerned. I can see that this Government 

responds very swiftly when the issue is one of ease of doing business. But will this 

Government also respond with such alacrity when the question is about small 

consumers and not businesses? We constantly hear in this House about many 

banking norms are being simplified. We have heard the fanfare with which the Jan 

Dhan Yojana has been advertised throughout the country. But when I go to my 

constituents in my own Jadavpur Constituency, I constantly hear complaints from 
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people who live either in the City of Kolkata or in the villages to the South of 

Kolkata which I represent that they face huge difficulties even now for fulfilling 

KYC norms. This is a genuine difficulty and there is a gap between what is said in 

this House about easing various norms and the actual difficulties that consumers 

face. As was pointed out, there are many villages, there are many Gram 

Panchayats where there are no banks whatsoever so that there is no question of 

drawing cheques on those banks which may or may not bounce. So, I would urge 

this Government that just as they have responded to the concerns of industry 

associations and of financial institutions, they should also respond to the concerns 

of small consumers, people who are still denied access to the banking sector.  

So, I will simply say that this is actually a very small piece of legislation. 

What the country requires are major legislations that have to be brought to bring 

about comprehensive judicial reforms and comprehensive banking reforms which 

will help very ordinary people in our country to gain access to credit so that they 

can actually be able to write cheques. That is the basic right that is denied to vast 

numbers of our people, living particularly in the villages of the subcontinent. 

Finally, I would simply like to urge this Government that let their rhetoric 

of being people-friendly not be simply limited to rhetoric. Let them act, let them 

legislate and let us implement those legislations for the benefit of the citizens of 

this country. 
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SHRI JHINA HIKAKA (KORAPUT): Hon. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I am thankful to 

you for giving me an opportunity to say my views on the Negotiable Instruments 

(Amendment) Bill, 2015.  

This Bill is seeking amendment to the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. I 

would like to state here that Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 starting from 

Sections 138 to 142 dealing with the Banking, Public financial institutions and 

Negotiable Instruments Laws were found to be deficient to deal with the recent 

problems of offence relating to rejection or return of cheques due to insufficient 

funds in the drawer’s account.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: May I request the Members from the Treasury 

Benches to hear what the Member is speaking? I am very sorry to say this. You 

can go and sit outside. I am sorry to notice that the disturbance is coming more 

from this side only. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI JHINA HIKAKA: In this regard, I should clarify that the objective of the 

Negotiable Instruments Act is to ensure usage of cheques in order to enhance the 

credibility of the cheque as a reliable financial instrument for normal business 

transaction. This will ultimately provide a substantial ground for smooth trade and 

commerce and would encourage the lending institutions like banks to support 

financially without the fear of loan defaulters in view of bouncing of cheques.  

 This move is a welcome step and is aimed at resolving the increasing 

incidents of cheque bounce cases all over the country. By the end of 2014, around 

35 million cases pertaining to dishonour or bounce of cheques are pending in 

various subordinate courts and High Courts of our country. We can imagine how 

much insecure our lending institutions, lending agencies are financially. This trend 

absolutely squeezes the very motive of smooth trade, commerce, financial 

transaction etc., consequently weakening the economy of our country. So, it is 

necessary to curb such problems at the earliest.  
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 One more thing I would like to state here is that the Supreme Court as per 

its ruling previously in the case of Dasrath Rupsingh Rathod versus State of 

Maharasthra and others held that the territorial jurisdiction for dishonour of 

cheques is restricted to the Court within whose jurisdiction the offence was 

committed. I may further state that this Bill provides for filling of cases only by a 

Court within whose local jurisdiction the bank branch of the payee where thepayee 

presents the cheque for payment, is situated. In my view, the jurisdictional issues 

should be taken up in the courts as per the interest of complainants in order to 

ensure a fair trial to avoid the security threat from violators. So, I would like to say 

that it is necessary to address the problem in the backdrop of threat to life of 

drawer.So, the offence of rejection or return of cheque should be inquired into and 

tried only by the Court within whose jurisdiction the bank branch of the payee is 

situated, I mean where the payee deposits the cheque for payment.  

 I would also like to state that the stringent act of punishment should be 

initiated against the culprits who deliberately make the ground for return or 

dishonour of cheques.  

 This is a very good step. Under the able leadership of our beloved Chief 

Minister Shri Naveen Pattanaik, we all support this Bill wholeheartedly for its 

passing and implementation, at the earliest.  
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SHRI RAHUL SHEWALE (MUMBAI SOUTH CENTRAL): Mr. Deputy-

Speaker, Sir, I am very thankful to you for allowing me to speak on the Negotiable 

Instruments (Amendment) Bill, 2015. The Bill seeks to amend the Negotiable 

Instruments Act, 1881. I stand here to support this Bill moved by the Government.  

 The Act defined promissory notes, bills of exchange, cheques, and provided 

penalties for issues such as bouncing of cheques and specified circumstances 

under which complaints of bouncing of cheques can be filed.  However, it did not 

specify the territorial jurisdiction of the court where such a complaint is to be 

filed. It is indeed a good move to amend the Act wherein cases of bouncing of 

cheques can be filed in a court whose jurisdiction the bank branch of the payee lies 

in. Also if a complaint against the person issuing a cheque has been filed in a court 

with the appropriate jurisdiction, then all subsequent complaints against that 

person will be filed in the same court. 

 If more than one case is filed against the same person before different 

courts, the case will be transferred to the court with the appropriate jurisdiction. 

The Bill also amends the definition of a cheque in the electronic form. Under the 

Act, it was defined as a cheque containing the exact mirror image of a paper 

cheque and generated in a secure system using a digital signature. The definition 

has been amended to mean a cheque drawn in electronic medium using any 

computer resource and which is signed in a secure system with a digital signature 

or electronic system. 

 It is quite appreciable as a clarification of jurisdictional issues may be 

desirable from the equity point of view as this would be in the interest of the 

complainant and would ensure fair trial and also would increase the credibility of 

the cheque as a financial instrument. No doubt this would also help the trade and 

commerce in general and allow lending institutions including banks to continue to 

extend financing to the economy without the apprehension of loan default on 

account of banking of cheque.  
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 I would like to make some suggestions. As the aggrieved person has 

already suffered loss due to nonpayment, interest, mental trauma for other dues to 

be paid out of the money to be recovered, further he will have no clue where to 

find the better lawyer, the cost of litigation and most importantly when and what 

will be the outcome. It is simply hardship on his part. Hence I urge an immediate 

action is required to be taken early decisions in such cases. Similarly, most of the 

small creditors will not go for litigation as it will be a total waste of time and 

money. Moreover, this will simply favour the law breaker who can steal the hard 

earned money of innocent creditors. 

 A negotiable instrument enables the holder to expect prompt payment 

because a dishonour means the ruin of the credit of all persons who are parties to 

the instrument. So, I suggest that a deadline should be enforced and fast track 

courts be set up for speedy decisions whereby total compensation including 

penalty is paid. 

 It is observed that the system of judiciary is overburdened and if we want to 

clear such cases, our pending decisions should be resolved early. Additionally, in 

case of inter-State business dealings creditors may well prefer to avoid any such 

potential complication and press for alternative and risk less alternatives.  

 In the end I would like to submit that taking into consideration the above 

mentioned hardships faced by a honest creditor, the list of negotiable instruments 

is not a closed chapter. With the growth of commerce, new kinds of securities may 

claim recognition as negotiable instruments. The necessary amendments will 

further be included taking future transactions in account so that truly we can claim 

‘Sab ka saath, sab ka vikas’.  

 With these words I support the Bill. Thank you. 
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DR. RAVINDRA BABU (AMALAPURAM): Hon. Deputy Speaker Sir, this Bill 

really seeks to nullify the double jeopardy created by the Supreme Court 

judgment.  The Supreme Court judgment had created double jeopardy.  For 

example, a poor fellow who has submitted his cheque in Thiruvananathapuram is 

supposed to go to Jammu and Kashmir or North East where he has to argue his 

case for getting the money back. Firstly, he has lost his money.  Secondly, he has 

to travel all the way from South to North to fight his case of cheque dishonour.   

So, this double jeopardy which was created by this judgment of the 

Supreme Court is sought to be nullified with one stroke of amendment in the 

Negotiable Instruments Act.  We wholeheartedly welcome the step.  This Bill 

nullifies the judgment of the Supreme Court by removing the hurdles and burden 

on the poor man who has lost money and who is supposed to go to the place of 

territorial jurisdiction of the Court where he has to fight.  With one stoke, this 

hurdle has been cleared.   

It also creates two more provisions.  There are three things which pop up 

from this Act.  The first one is, determining the territorial jurisdiction.  The second 

is, defining the electronic exchange of Bill and electronic digital signature.  The 

third is, dealing with multiple places.  A person gives so many cheques to so many 

persons and the Court will determine according to the provision of this Act.  This 

Bill has sought to remove many hurdles which we have experienced as well as 

those which cannot be foreseen.  We, from the Telugu Desam Party 

wholeheartedly support this Bill.  We also congratulate the Minister for taking this 

bold step.  
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SHRI B. VINOD KUMAR (KARIMNAGAR): Sir, on behalf of my Party 

Telangana Rashtra Samiti, we support this Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) 

Bill 2015.  This Bill has come up because of the judgment passed by the Supreme 

Court in August 2014.  To address the difficulties faced by the payee, a small 

legislation is brought in the House.  We welcome this legislation because the place  

where the payee submits the cheque and the jurisdiction of that bank is taken as 

the jurisdiction of the Court to file a complaint under Section 138 of the 

Negotiable Instruments Act.   

In the other Clause 4, that is Section 142 (A) which they are going to insert 

as a new section, it is stated that all the pending cases against the same accused 

will be tried by the same Court.  This is also a welcome step.  This is the aim and 

objective of this legislation and we support it.  The Supreme Court judgment had 

given undue protection to the defaulters at the expense of the aggrieved party.   

Coming to the point, the hon. Minister should take the recommendation of 

the Law Commission.  Just now my hon. colleague had stated that till 2013 there 

were 37,466 cases out of which 20,000 cases are pending for the last three years. 

With regard to the pendency of cases in subordinate courts, there are more than 25 

lakh cases. The Law Commission in its Report No. 230 in 2009 had said that in 

order to dispose the cases which are pending before various courts, Fast Track 

Courts should be created to dispose of dishonoured cheques under Section 138 of 

the Negotiable Instruments Act.   The Government of India, particularly the 

Minister of Finance should take necessary steps to see that Fast Track Courts are 

immediately established in various States as per pending cases, and funds for 

creation of these Fast Track Courts should be provided by the Central government  
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DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I seek your permission to 

speak from this seat because the House is almost empty. … (Interruptions) 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, you can speak from there. 

DR. A. SAMPATH: Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the Negotiable Instruments 

(Amendment) Bill, 2015, Bill No. 151 of 2015 is prima facie a small Bill. But I 

would like to speak here from a lawyer’s point of view. … (Interruptions) 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You are a lawyer. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH: Yes, I am still having a Chamber in Thiruvananthapuram, the 

capital city of Kerala. My juniors are running the show. I do not have any files 

now. I do not have any clients now. I am an advocate with no files and no fees. … 

(Interruptions) I hope, your hands may not go to the bell very early. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI E. AHAMED (MALAPPURAM): I do not know why he is very much 

worried. … (Interruptions) I may be permitted to say something. First thing is, he 

said no case, no fees. … (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH: It is, ‘no brief, no case, and no fees’, Sir. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI E. AHAMED : You will get fees and you will get everything. … 

(Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH: With all due respects to my learned friend Shri Jayant Sinha 

who is piloting this Bill I am happy that I had the opportunity to work in the 

Standing Committee along with Shri Yashwant Sinha also. 

 With your permission, I would like to invite the attention of the hon. 

Minister of State because the hon. Minister Shri Arun Jaitley is not in the House. I 

am not talking politics but only on the business before the House, which is the 

Negotiable Instruments Act. 

 In page 2, clause 3 (2), it has been stated: 
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“The offence under section 138 shall be inquired into and tried only 
by a court within whose local jurisdiction the bank branch of the 
payee, where the payee presents the cheque for payment, is 
situated.” 

 

 This creates a problem not for the business people, for the industries and 

commerce. Today, what I understand is that the Government of India has decided 

to have 51 per cent FDI in multi-brand retail trade. I remember, in the Fifteenth 

Lok Sabha, when the present occupants of Treasury Benches were in the 

Opposition, they were vehemently opposing FDI in multi-brand retail markets. I 

was there. My leader Shri Karunakaran and others were also there. We were 

opposing it. … (Interruptions) 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You speak on the Negotiable Instruments Act please. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes. 

 With your permission, I will come to the Statement of Objects and Reasons. 

Here, it is stated that the Supreme Court has held that the territorial jurisdiction for 

dishonour of cheques is restricted to the courts within whose local jurisdiction the 

offence was committed, which in the present context is where the cheque is 

dishonoured by the bank on which it is drawn. This Bill, the Government says, is 

meant to address the difficulty arising due to the Supreme Court Judgement. 

 The Government says in para 4 of the Statement of Objects and Reasons 

“Pursuant to the judgment of the Supreme Court, representations 
have been made to the Government by various stakeholders – here I 
would like to underline the word stakeholders – including industry 
associations and financial institutions, expressing concerns about the 
wide impact this judgment would have on the business interests as it 
will offer undue protection to defaulters at the expense of the 
aggrieved complainant …” 
 

 I am not arguing for the defaulters here. I want to know whether the 

Government has taken any suggestion, opinion or comments from the consumer 

organisations. Of course, they were generous to take the suggestions from the 
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industry and commerce. Here I would cite an example. Suppose I am having a 

business firm, a non-banking financial intermediary which is registered in Mumbai 

and I am having my own business in Kerala and Tamil Nadu also. 

 My company’s branch is in Trichy, Thiruvananthapuram, Dindigul, 

Chennai, Kottayam, Kochi, etc. and people go there for the purchase of vehicles or 

consumer durables and are availing the loans.  They are getting the money from 

my offices.  They issue cheque which is with my enterprise.  Subsequently, just 

like some of the private airlines say that they are happy to announce that they have 

modified the air fares, they will be demanding more money under some pretext; 

something like administrative expenditure, which you need not pay in cheque.  

There will be  no receipt at all, just like yesterday a policeman asked a lady in 

Delhi to give the money but he will not give her any challan.  Unfortunately, that 

happens.  So, people will be at the mercy of this entrepreneur and quite naturally 

they will have to pay.  My enterprise is having the cheques without any date.  I 

will put some date and present them somewhere in Manipur.  These cheques will 

become dishonoured.  What will happen?  These people, who have issued 

cheques, will have to travel up to Manipur to conduct the case. 

 My simple question is, if you are protecting the interest of the commerce, 

industry, etc. it is not only your honour but also your duty to protect the interest of 

the common man.  Why should you drag all these men to the court? 

 I have a few suggestions to make.  The place of transaction should be the 

criteria for presenting the complainant and the complaint should contain the 

pleading of jurisdiction and transaction.  I say so because Section 177 of the Code 

of Criminal Procedure prescribes a jurisdiction for a criminal case.  By making an 

amendment to the Negotiable Instruments Act, how can we overcome certain legal 

implications which a CrPC has envisaged? 

 The cause of action is the criteria for filing complaint under this Act.  

Hence the jurisdiction should be based on the place of transaction between the 

parties and not the convenience of the complainant or the accused.  The bank 
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advancing the loan in Kerala may have branches in North India.  Such a situation 

may happen.  The bank would present the cheque where they have filed a 

complaint according to their own wish just like whims and fancies and the same 

would be a harassment to the people so as to pressurise the accused to settle the 

case. 

 For transaction between the institution or the agency or the entrepreneur 

and the individual, they can have their own agreement for fixing the place for 

filing the complaint and that is why I have given notice for an amendment.  My 

amendments are there and I do not know whether the Minister will be glad to 

accept them.  He has the majority and it is his own decision. 

 The court should consider the same under Section 202 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure before taking cognizance as it is already held as mandatory. 

 The presence of the complainant need not be insisted as a matter of course 

except for evidence.  If the Government is saying that the complainant is put at the 

mercy of the defaulter, it is not like that.  Here the presence of the accused in each 

posting is must and hence prosecuting the case in any court will make no 

difference for the complainant.  The accused can defend his case to rebut the 

presumption. 

 The Legislature is also duty bound to protect the interest of the citizens, like 

they are protecting the interest of the financial institution. 

 Sir, if this Bill is going to be enacted by this House at the late hour of the 

last day of this Session we are going to witness more and more suicides because 

people are now at the mercy of the money-lenders.  Farmers have committed 

suicides.  Poor people have committed suicides.   They have committed suicides 

because they are in debt.  So, Sir, this will be a hangman’s knot on the common 

man.  I pray before you, Sir, this Bill should have been referred to the Standing 

Committee of Law and Justice and that Committee should have taken ample 

evidence from various stakeholders and then only it should have been passed.  

Thank you. 
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15.00 hrs 

SHRI VARAPRASAD RAO VELAGAPALLI (TIRUPATI): I thank the Chair for 

giving me this opportunity to speak on the amendment to the Negotiable 

Instruments Act.   

 The amendment mainly deals with Section 138 of the principal Act which 

deals with the cheque bouncing cases.  Cases of cheque bounce are increasing day-

by-day.  As has been mentioned by the earlier speakers, it has touched an alarming 

figure of 40 lakh cases with Delhi alone having 5.5 lakh cases. In fact, the increase 

is so much that these cases are choking the judicial system as time not being 

available for other cases.   

One of the main reasons for this kind of pendency is the ambiguity in the 

jurisdiction of court for filing the cases under Section 138.  The present 

amendment was necessitated because the Supreme Court judgement in 2014 held 

that the territorial jurisdiction for dishonour of cheque is the district court in whose 

local jurisdiction the offence is committed which means where the cheque is 

dishonoured.  The Supreme Court also directed that all other complaints relating to 

this should also be transferred to that particular court.   

The principal Act provides for the summary trials and the compoundable 

offence.  It is pertinent to refer to a case of 1999 wherein the Supreme Court 

talked about the multiplicity of jurisdiction.  On the one hand, it says that it should 

be referred to only a particular court and in another case it talks about multiplicity 

of jurisdiction.    In my opinion, the option may be given to the complainant who 

is suffering.  So, in view of this contradiction, many stake holders have 

complained in this regard.  Therefore, the complainant should be given the option 

in regard to filing of the case. 

The present amendment also stipulates that if more than one prosecution is 

filed against the same drawer, all these cases have to be referred to the same court.  

Here one important point is that if all the cases go to a particular court, there is a 
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possibility for prejudice whereby it would affect the drawee or the payee.  So an 

option should be given to the complainant.   

Then the electronic form is a welcome step and we appreciate that.  It goes 

along with the information technology.  But they have made it so simple that they 

have totally forgotten to connect it with the CrPC also.  It does not coincide with 

Sections 177, 178 and 179 of the CrPC.  Therefore, this amendment should have 

taken CrPC into consideration as also the Reserve Bank guidelines with regard to 

the National Electronic Fund Transfer, RTGS and inter-bank mobile payment 

system so that it would have been more comprehensive rather than restricting it to 

only one issue. 

So, I am of the opinion that this alone will not serve a big purpose unless it 

is made a more comprehensive amendment. 
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gÉÉÒ nÖ­ªÉÆiÉ SÉÉè]ÉãÉÉ (ÉÊcºÉÉ®) : ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé +ÉÉVÉ ªÉcÉÆ ‘xÉäMÉÉäÉÊ¶ÉA¤ÉãÉ <Æº]ÅÚàÉå]ÂºÉ (+ÉàÉåbàÉå]) ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 

2015’ BÉEä ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ àÉÖÉÊcàÉ SÉãÉÉA VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ, 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ ¤É½ÉÒ-¤É½ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ SÉäBÉE VÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉE® näiÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® UÉä]ä-UÉä]ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ¶Éc®Éå àÉå VÉÉBÉE® =xÉBÉEä 

ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ãÉ½É<ªÉÉÆ ãÉ½xÉÉÒ {É½iÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ* +ÉÉVÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä ªÉc ABÉE BÉEnàÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä iÉciÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä 

+ÉiªÉÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉÉ®É ºÉnxÉ ABÉE ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉä VÉÉ ®cÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ABÉE cÉÒ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É näxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä àÉä®ä ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ´ÉBÉDiÉÉ £ÉÉÒ 

BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É BÉEä´ÉãÉ ¤É½ä =tÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE =xÉ UÉä]ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉäÉÊSÉA, 

ÉÊVÉxcå ¤É½ä =tÉÉäMÉ SÉäBÉE nä näiÉä cé +ÉÉè® ´Éä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉä cé* =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤É®É¤É® BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cÉäxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ =xÉBÉEÉ MÉßc FÉäjÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ ´Éä =xÉ {É® àÉÖBÉEnàÉÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEå* ¤É½ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ iÉÉä ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå, àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå, 

BÉEÉäãÉBÉEÉiÉÉ àÉå ®ÉÊVÉº]bÇ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉä<Ç MÉÉÆ´É BÉEÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå +ÉÉBÉE® ¤É½ä ´ÉBÉEÉÒãÉÉå BÉEÉä ®JÉ BÉE® =xÉBÉEä 

ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ãÉ½É<Ç xÉcÉÓ ãÉ½ {ÉÉAMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉàÉåbàÉå] 

BÉDãÉÉìWÉ <ºÉBÉEä +ÉÆn® ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉä®É iÉÉä ªÉcÉÒ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè*  

 àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 
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ADV. JOICE GEORGE (IDUKKI):  Sir, regarding the Negotiable Instruments 

(Amendment) Bill, 2015, I do agree with the Government on one aspect because 

this is necessarily for the purpose of abating the confusion in the judgement of the 

Supreme Court in D.R. Rathod versus State of Maharashtra whereby the Supreme 

Court has held that the place where drawers bank is situated alone is having 

jurisdiction.  That lacuna has to be removed necessarily.  But under the guise of 

removing that lacunae, the Government is now fixing the jurisdiction only when 

the cheque is presented for collection before the payee’s bank.   

 Earlier, there was a judgement of the Supreme Court in Bhaskaran versus 

Sankaran Vaidhyan Balan case in 1999 whereby the Supreme Court has fixed five 

places as its jurisdiction and that too, it was done after elaborate consideration of 

Sections 177 to 179 of the Criminal Procedure Code.  The cause of action arises at 

places where the drawer’s bank or payee’s bank is situated.  Now, as per this 

amendment, the provision is for giving jurisdiction only to the courts under which 

the drawer’s bank is situated. This will affect the right of the people at large.  

 As pointed out by my colleague, Dr. Sampath and others, under the guise of 

ease of doing business, if we are conceding to the demands of the non-banking 

financial institutions and other corporate institutions, we are giving a go-by to the 

interests of the poor people and those people who are not in a position to honour 

their cheques which may not be their fault but due to some other reasons.  

 If we go by this amendment, a person who issues a cheque at 

Thiruvananthapuram or some other place to a non-banking financial corporation 

which is having its corporate office at Delhi or Kashmir, and if he chooses to 

present his cheque at some other places in the Northern States, then that person 

has to go to Kashmir or Northern States for the purpose of fighting his case and 

get justice for himself.  

 We should understand one position.  In cases where a person is having a 

genuine grievance for not honouring the cheque, and if a dubious litigant chooses 
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to file a case in Mumbai or Kashmir, then that poor person who is residing at 

Thiruvananthapuram or Chennai has to go all the way to that place to fight out his 

case and get justice.  

 This point also has to be taken into account.  That is why, I have moved an 

amendment also.   The Government should relook these words and refer the issue 

to the Standing Committee.  
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DR. UDIT RAJ (NORTH WEST DELHI):  Hon. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I thank you 

for giving me this opportunity to speak on this Bill.   In fact, a lot has been said on 

this Bill and so, I do not have to say much.   

 Now, people will be safe from double jeopardy. In fact, a few days back, a 

large number of traders of my constituency came to me and said that the judgment 

of the Supreme Court has created a lot of problems for them.  They are the ones 

who should receive the payment but rather, they are paying more and more to the 

defaulters.  

So, I support the Bill.   
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ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ VÉªÉÆiÉ ÉÊºÉxcÉ): ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* àÉé {ÉcãÉä iÉÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn nÚÆMÉÉ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 

+ÉÉ~-nºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉÉ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ cè* ªÉc <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉcÉxÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä VÉÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ cé, 

=xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉ <iÉxÉÉÒ +ÉSUÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä ABÉE UÉä]É ºÉÉ SÉÉ® BÉDãÉÉìVÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, {É®ÆiÉÖ <ºÉ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® 

VÉÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ]äÉÎBÉDxÉBÉEãÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ =xcÉåxÉä BÉE<Ç ®ÉäàÉÉÆSÉBÉE {ÉcãÉÚ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÖMÉiÉ 

¤ÉÉäºÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä ABÉE AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE {ÉcãÉÚ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xcÉåxÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ÉÊxÉMÉÉäÉÊ¶ÉA¤ÉãÉ <Æº]ÅÚàÉå]ÂºÉ ABÉD] cè, ´Éc 

1881 BÉEÉ ABÉD] cè*    ´Éc ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä SÉãÉÉ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè* càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉiÉÇxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, 

{É®xiÉÖ ªÉc ABÉE |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE ABÉD] cè, +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉä càÉÉ®ä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉÖBÉE àÉå ºÉààÉÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* {ÉcãÉÉ 

iÉÉä ªÉc AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE {ÉcãÉÚ cè* nÚºÉ®É {ÉcãÉÚ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä <ºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä BÉEÉä BÉEèºÉä ºÉÆ£ÉÉãÉÉ 

VÉÉªÉä, <ºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä {É® ÉÊBÉEºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉä, càÉå <ºÉBÉEä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ {ÉcãÉÚ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉxÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ®, 

càÉå <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè iÉÉä <ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉºÉ, <BÉEÉìxÉÉäàÉÉÒ, BªÉÉ{ÉÉ® +ÉÉè® BªÉ´ÉºÉÉªÉ BÉEä oÉÎ­]BÉEÉähÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ£ÉÉãÉxÉÉ 

cè* BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE, +ÉÆiÉ àÉå <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä càÉ ªÉc BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä BªÉ´ÉºÉÉªÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå SÉãÉ ®cä 

ºÉcé, =xÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉºÉÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® VÉÉä nÉä {ÉÉÉÌ]ªÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ BÉEÉìx]ÅèBÉD]ÂºÉ cÉäiÉä cé, =xcå càÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä 

àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉå, +ÉÉè® =xÉ BÉEÉìx]ÅèBÉD]ÂºÉ BÉEÉä ABÉE ºÉéÉÎBÉD]]ÉÒ +ÉÉì{ÉE ãÉÉì +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉä <à{ÉÉÊãÉàÉèx]ä¶ÉxÉ àÉå +ÉÉºÉÉxÉÉÒ nÉÒ 

VÉÉªÉä* ªÉc ºÉ¤ÉºÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè* <ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ nä¶É àÉå VÉÉä +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE cÉãÉÉiÉ cé, +ÉÉè® VÉÉä SÉäBÉDºÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä cé, =xcå 

=xÉ {É® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* BÉE<Ç ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä {ÉÚUÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä SÉäBÉDºÉ ¤ÉÉ=ÆÉËºÉMÉ BÉEä BÉEäºÉäVÉ +ÉÉVÉ xªÉÉªÉÉãÉªÉÉå àÉå 

cé? càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä cé, =xÉBÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® <ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ 21 ãÉÉJÉ SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆÉËºÉMÉ BÉEä BÉEäºÉäVÉ BÉE<Ç 

xªÉÉªÉÉãÉªÉÉå àÉå {ÉEÆºÉä cÖA cé, ÉÊVÉxÉàÉå cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]ÂºÉÇ àÉå 42,000 BÉEäºÉäVÉ cé* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå BÉEäºÉäVÉ BÉEä >ó{É® 

BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ 259 BÉEÉä]ÂºÉÇ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆÉËºÉMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä cé* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä 

<ºÉºÉä {ÉiÉÉ SÉãÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É VÉÖÉÊbÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ÉÊºÉº]àÉ <ºÉàÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉEÆºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ºÉºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä iÉBÉEãÉÉÒ{ÉE 

cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, JÉÉºÉBÉE® càÉÉ®ä VÉÉä BªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ÉÒ cé, VÉÉä BªÉ´ÉºÉÉªÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cå cé =xÉBÉEÉä <ºÉºÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ cÉä 

®cÉÒ cè* +É¤É VÉÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉÒ °ôÉËãÉMÉ +ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE BÉE<Ç àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, 

ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ªÉc BÉEc ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEäºÉ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É BÉEäºÉ ´ÉcÉÆ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ BÉEÉÊ®A, 

VÉcÉÆ SÉäBÉE <¶ªÉÚ cÉäiÉÉ cè, =ºÉºÉä +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*  

  àÉé <ºÉBÉEä nÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ {ÉcãÉÚ +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉàÉZÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ]äãÉÉÒBÉEÉìàÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉä ãÉä ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä BÉE®Éä½Éå ºÉ¤ºÉµÉEÉ<¤ÉºÉÇ cé* +ÉBÉDºÉ®, ªÉc cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉE<Ç ºÉ¤ºÉµÉEÉ<¤ÉºÉÇ +É{ÉxÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ 
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näiÉä cé, VÉ¤É ´Éc ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ £É®iÉä cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ BÉE® VÉÉiÉä cé iÉÉä =ºÉ ]äãÉÉÒBÉEÉìàÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç UÉä]É BªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉÒ cÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ 10, 20 ªÉÉ 25 OÉÉcBÉE cÉå, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ BÉE® MÉA cé, 

´Éc àÉÖÆ¤É<Ç àÉå cè iÉÉä ´Éc BÉEcÉÆ-BÉEcÉÆ VÉÉBÉE® ãÉÉJÉÉå ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊ´É°ôr BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå BÉEäºÉ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉäãÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä VÉÉä càÉå {ÉèºÉÉ näxÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc càÉå nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ªÉc ¤É½É <à|ÉèÉÎBÉD]BÉEãÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè* BÉEÉä<Ç <ºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ 

BªÉÉ{ÉÉ® +ÉÉè® BªÉÉ´ÉºÉÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ªÉc BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ 

<ºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä BÉExÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉAÆ] ¤ÉxÉÉªÉå* <ºÉBÉEÉä <ºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä SÉãÉÉªÉå ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉºÉäVÉ cé, +ÉMÉ® =xÉBÉEä 

cVÉÉ®Éå ªÉÉ ãÉÉJÉÉå ºÉ¤ºÉµÉEÉ<¤ÉºÉÇ cé, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä SÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ BÉE® MÉªÉä cé, ´Éä ABÉE VÉMÉc BÉEäºÉ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ BÉE®BÉEä BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç 

BÉE®å* <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEÉä BÉExÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉAÆ] ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä VÉÉä °ôÉËãÉMÉ nÉÒ lÉÉÒ, ´Éc ¤É½ÉÒ 

<à|ÉèÉÎBÉD]BÉEãÉ lÉÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEÉä càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ BÉExÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉAÆ] ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE® ®cä cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä BÉEcÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE <ºÉºÉä ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä cÉÉÊxÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É BÉEÉìàÉxÉ àÉèxÉ BÉEÉä ÉËJÉSÉ BÉE® BÉEcÉÓ +ÉÉè® ãÉä VÉÉ<AMÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

=ºÉ {É® +ÉÉ{É BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç SÉÉãÉÚ BÉE®´ÉÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉAMÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É =ºÉä xªÉÉªÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå ãÉä VÉÉ<AMÉÉ* 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉé ªÉc ºÉàÉZÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE '|ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉxÉ vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ' BÉEä {ÉcãÉä 50 

|ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉéBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ]ÂºÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ lÉä iÉÉä ´Éä SÉäBÉDºÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉDªÉÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä lÉä? +ÉÉ{É ÉÊVÉxÉ 

MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ´Éä {ÉEÆºÉ VÉÉªÉåMÉä, =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉéBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ]ÂºÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ lÉä, 

=xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ SÉäBÉDºÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ lÉä iÉÉä ´Éä ÉÊBÉEºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä <ºÉ SÉÆMÉÖãÉ àÉå {ÉEÆºÉiÉä, àÉé ªÉc xÉcÉÓ ºÉàÉZÉ {ÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ* 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉc =xÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA xÉcÉÓ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä {ÉFÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉcºÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ªÉc =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA cè VÉÉä ÉÊb{ÉEÉìã]ºÉÇ cé* ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ºÉä ABÉE ºÉÉÌ´ÉºÉ ãÉÉÒ ªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç SÉÉÒVÉ JÉ®ÉÒnÉÒ iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® =ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA VÉÉä {ÉèºÉä näxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA lÉä, ´Éc =ºÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA =xÉ {É® VÉÉä BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, =ºÉBÉEÉä 

BÉExÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉAÆ] ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {Éä¶É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉÉBÉE® càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä 

ÉÊ®|ÉVÉèx]ä¶ÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉä cé* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ªÉc xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉªÉåMÉä iÉÉä VÉÉä xÉäMÉÉäÉÊ¶ÉA¤ÉãÉ <Æº]ÅÚàÉäx] 

BÉEÉÒ <Æ]ÉÒÉÊOÉ]ÉÒ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÚMÉiÉ ¤ÉÉäºÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå ABÉE <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ <Æ]ÉÒÉÊOÉ]ÉÒ {É® 

ABÉE ¤É½É vÉ¤¤ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® ªÉc àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ =ºÉä BÉEèºÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉå*  

 <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É ªÉc £ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉMÉä BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÒ 'BÉEè¶ÉãÉäºÉ' ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

iÉ®{ÉE SÉãÉå, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ <ãÉäBÉD]ÅÉìÉÊxÉBÉE {ÉäàÉäx]ÂºÉ ºÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉÉ®ä ]ÅÉÆVÉèBÉD¶ÉÆºÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEå*     +ÉMÉ® <ãÉèBÉD]ÅÉìÉÊxÉBÉE 

{ÉäàÉé]ÂºÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊb{ÉEÉìã]ºÉÇ {É® BÉEãÉèBÉD] xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉÉvÉÉAÆ +ÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® càÉ BÉEè¶ÉãÉèºÉ 

ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, {ÉEÉ<xÉéÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ÉÊºÉº]àÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® 

àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä BÉEàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, BÉEè¶ÉãÉèºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE SÉãÉÉ VÉÉA* BÉE<Ç 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉEÉ<xÉéÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ <xÉBÉDãÉÚVÉxÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ¶ÉÉJÉÉAÆ xÉcÉÓ cé <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉå BÉEÉä<Ç xÉ 
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BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÖvÉÉ® ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <xÉ ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ ¤ÉéÉËBÉEMÉ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆ, 

<ãÉèBÉD]ÅÉìÉÊxÉBÉE {ÉäàÉé]ÂºÉ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆ, <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä ABÉD] BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉJiÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ lÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉxÉä ªÉc ABÉD] {Éä¶É 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* BÉE<Ç àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ |ÉBÉE] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉå ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ 

+ÉÉè® £É®ÉäºÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ nå iÉÉä ÉÊVÉºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® càÉxÉä +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE VÉxÉ-vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ 

àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉEÉ<xÉéÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ <xÉBÉDãÉÚVÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä½ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, +ÉÉVÉ c® {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® BÉEÉ ¤ÉéBÉE àÉå JÉÉiÉÉ 

JÉÖãÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* càÉ <ºÉºÉä ÉÊºÉº]àÉ BÉEÉÒ <Æ]èÉÊOÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉAÆMÉä, BÉEè¶ÉãÉèºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä 

cé, ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉºÉ BÉEÉè®èº{ÉÉébéºÉ, àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ ¤ÉéÉËBÉEMÉ +ÉÉÉÊn +ÉÉvÉÖÉÊxÉBÉE ]èBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® 

ÉÊºÉº]àÉ BÉEÉä àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä cÖA, xÉ<Ç-xÉ<Ç ]èBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA c® BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ SÉÉcä ´Éc ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ 

cÉä ªÉÉ ¤É½ä-¤É½ä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉºÉ cÉå, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉvÉÖÉÊxÉBÉE, ÉÊbÉÊVÉ]ãÉ <BÉEÉäxÉÉìàÉÉÒ àÉå ãÉÉBÉE® ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉBÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*  

I commend this Bill to the House to be passed. 
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gÉÉÒ AºÉ.AºÉ.+ÉcãÉÖ´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ (nÉÉÌVÉÉËãÉMÉ): ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ <iÉxÉÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

<xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE BªÉÉ{ÉÉ® ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* àÉé MÉ´ÉÉc cÚÆ* VÉ¤É ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 138 Aäb ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, 

àÉé =ºÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉnºªÉ £ÉÉÒ ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊVÉºÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç nÉÒ +ÉÉè® ªÉc ¤ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ* iÉ¤É cÉªÉ®-{É®SÉäVÉ  BÉEÉ 

VÉàÉÉxÉÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® cÉªÉ®-{É®SÉäVÉ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ càÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÆ]ÅÉÒ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÒbÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ÉÊºÉº]àÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉ, 

138 ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉ* ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 138 ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE cÉªÉ®-{É®SÉäVÉ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃä* cÉªÉ®-{É®SÉäVÉ àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ 

+ÉÉì]Éä <Æbº]ÅÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç* +ÉÉì]Éä ÉÊ®BÉD¶ÉÉ, ºBÉÚE]®, àÉÉä]® ºÉÉ<ÉÊBÉEãÉ, BÉEÉ® ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ]ÅBÉE iÉBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ cÉªÉ®-{É®SÉäVÉ àÉå 

ãÉäiÉä cé* ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉVÉàÉé] ºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEä®ãÉ cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä ABÉE VÉVÉàÉé] nÉÒ* BÉEä®ãÉ cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉVÉàÉé] 

BÉEÉä cÉÒ VÉÉÎº]{ÉEÉ<Ç BÉE®iÉä cÖA ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ VÉVÉàÉé] nÉÒ* VÉVÉàÉé] BÉEÉÒ àÉäxÉ SÉÉÒVÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊµÉEÉÊàÉxÉãÉ 

VÉÖÉÊ®ºÉ{ÉÖbéºÉ BÉEciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ãÉäºÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE +ÉÉèBÉE®éºÉ, µÉEÉ<àÉ BÉEcÉÆ cÖ+ÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ SÉèBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, VÉcÉÆ 

àÉbÇ® cÖ+ÉÉ cè {ãÉäºÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE +ÉÉèBÉE®éºÉ ´ÉcÉÆ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* =ºÉ +ÉÉèBÉE®éºÉ BÉEÉä cÉÒ AÉÊ´ÉbéºÉ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ {É® 

BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ  cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* {ãÉäºÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE +ÉÉèBÉE®éºÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ SÉèBÉE ¤ÉÉ=ÆºÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä 

{ãÉäºÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE +ÉÉèBÉE®éºÉ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® BÉEäºÉäWÉ ´ÉcÉÓ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ cÉå*  

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉì]Éä <Æbº]ÅÉÒVÉ cé, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉÒ 

{ÉEÉ<xÉéºÉ BÉEà{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cé* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ SÉäxxÉ<Ç àÉå cèbBÉD´ÉÉ]Ç® cè, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå cèbBÉD´ÉÉ]Ç® cè, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ 

xÉÉÉÊºÉBÉE àÉå cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri Ahluwalia, you must ask a specific question. 

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA: I am coming to the point. I need a clarification. This is 

the clarification which we need for the benefit of the common man. 

HON. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: What is your point? You tell it. 

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA: I need a clarification. My point is that tomorrow a 

person in the North-Eastern State purchases a particular brand of the vehicle 

whose head office is in Mumbai. ‘Place of occurrence’ means in the Branch of the 

North-Eastern State where the cheque bounced. In the present case, the Supreme 

Court will give the verdict that the case should be filed in that branch office where 

the cheque bounced. The finance company will say :”No, the case will be filed in 

Mumbai.” So, the person from the North-Eastern State, from Mizoram will have to 

go and contest the case in Mumbai. Can he survive? Can he get justice? That is my  
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point. Here, I want assurance from the Government that the Government should 

come out and say that they will give justice to them. … (Interruptions) 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Hon. Member, you have already participated in the 

debate. Now, what do you want to ask? 

SHRI B. VINOD KUMAR (KARIMNAGAR) : The hon. Minister has not made 

any comment on fast track court? 

SHRI M.I. SHANAVAS: The hon. Minister has forgotten about the social impact. 

I can understand very well the mercantile issues and transactions. What is the 

social impact of the poor farmer taking loan from the money-lending sharks? What 

is the answer for that?  

SHRI P.P. CHAUDHARY (PALI): So far as the cause of action and territorial 

jurisdiction are concerned, it has been well defined in the respective laws. We can 

say that it is a special law. It is a settled principle. On the basis of that definition of 

the Supreme Court and the High Court in various pronouncements, in case, we 

provide territorial jurisdiction or the cause of action which is something different 

than as has been stressed out very well, I think, it might create a lot of confusion 

for the poor people. They may not approach  at a place where the suit is filed by 

the companies. My submission is as to how to reconcile all these things. When the 

territorial jurisdiction and cause of action has been decided by the Supreme Court 

and the High Court, will  it withstand the tide of the Supreme Court and the High 

Court with the law legislated by this august House? 

PROF. SUGATA BOSE (JADAVPUR): The hon. Minister has given a 

comprehensive reply but I would like to seek a clarification. Our Constitution 

provides division of powers. We enact laws, and amend laws in this Parliament 

but the Judiciary can interpret those laws. We have to be extra careful when we are 

amending the law in order to remove the difficulty that has arisen out of a 

Supreme Court judgement. I would like the Minister to assure this House that this 

law, small though it is, has been thoroughly scrutinized by the Law and Justice 
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Department, and that it will stand up to any judicial scrutiny to which it might be 

put.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Dr. Sampath, you have already given amendments.  

DR. A. SAMPATH : In the Bill it is stated. All subsequent complaints arising out 

of Section 138 against the same drawer shall be filed before the same court 

irrespective of whether those cheques were presented for payment within the 

territorial jurisdiction of that court. Will this not amount to questioning the 

independence of the Judiciary, the territorial jurisdiction of a particular court? 

How can we define the territorial jurisdiction of a court, apart from the CrPC, and 

other penal laws that we have in the land?  

gÉÉÒ +ÉÉ®.BÉEä.ÉËºÉc (+ÉÉ®É) : ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉ xÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ BÉÖE|É£ÉÉ´É 

+ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ {É® xÉcÉÓ {É½äMÉÉ* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉBÉEÉ>óÆ] xÉcÉÓ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA ´Éc ãÉÉäxÉ {É® BÉEÉ® ªÉÉ  

àÉÉä]®ºÉÉ<ÉÊBÉEãÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäiÉÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ãÉÉä+É® 

àÉÉÒÉÊbãÉ BÉDãÉÉºÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ ãÉÉäxÉ ãÉäBÉE® {É]xÉÉ àÉå BÉEÉ® ãÉäiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEäºÉ {ÉÚxÉÉ àÉå cÉäiÉÉ cè iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ ´Éc 

+ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè? <ºÉºÉä +ÉÉàÉ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ*  

gÉÉÒ nÖ­ªÉÆiÉ SÉÉè]ÉãÉÉ : àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ABÉE cÉÒ  BÉDãÉäÉÊ®ÉÊ{ÉEBÉEä¶ÉxÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, +É£ÉÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉE®Éä½Éå ºÉ¤ºÉµÉEÉ<¤É® iÉBÉE {ÉcÖÆSÉiÉÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® càÉ àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®å, iÉÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤É ºÉä 

MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉVÉ àÉÉä¤ÉÉ<ãÉ {ÉEÉäxÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ =ºÉBÉEÉ cèbBÉD´ÉÉ]Ç® cè, ´ÉcÉÆ {É® VÉÉBÉE® 

´Éc MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ, ÉÊºÉ®ºÉÉ BÉEä ABÉE UÉä]ä ºÉä MÉÉÆ´É ºÉä =~BÉE® àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå ABÉE ]äãÉÉÒ{ÉEÉäxÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ àÉå BÉEèºÉä 

ãÉ½äMÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{É àÉÖZÉä BÉDãÉä®ÉÒÉÊ{ÉEBÉEä¶ÉxÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* 
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 SHRI JAYANT SINHA : Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I think hon. Members have 

again brought up several good points which can all be easily addressed and I shall 

do so in sequence. 

 I think the first point which a number of hon. Members have spoken about 

is the question of the common person and I will address that comprehensively. 

There is a very legitimate concern that hon. Members have expressed. 

A case was made out that if there is a poor farmer who is in the grip of a 

money lender and that money lender will extort this farmer because he will file a 

case somewhere farther from his place. That was the case presented. 

 The second case that was presented by Shri Ahluwalia is the case of an auto 

rickshaw driver who has purchased his auto-rickshaw from a hire purchase 

company which is situated in Chennai and he is driving his auto-rickshaw in 

Delhi. What happens to that individual? 

 Then, the third case that the hon. Member Shri Dushyant Chautaula 

presented was the case of a mobile subscriber who is having a mobile phone in 

Sirsa, Haryana. How is that person going to go to Mumbai and fight that case? 

 These were the three examples that were presented. Now let me explain 

why, in each of these cases, the fears that hon. Members have are unfounded. 

 Let me start with the mobile case first because that is the easiest one to talk 

about. In the case of mobile phones, most of the people, more than 90 per cent of 

mobile subscribers that we have in India, are pre-paid subscribers, that is, you pay 

in cash upfront and there is no cheque involved. Therefore, this case of somebody 

in Haryana being forced to go to Mumbai to fight the case will, probably never 

arise at all because most of the subscribers are pre-paid customers who pay by 

cash. So, really there is no question of a cheque being involved in that case. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI DUSHYANT CHAUTALA: There are post-paid mobile customers also in 

this country. What happens to them? … (Interruptions) 
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SHRI JAYANT SINHA: All right. There are post-paid customers also who 

typically either pay by cheque or by credit card. Most mobile companies have a 

policy of trying to ensure that the customers pay their dues. … (Interruptions) If a 

customer has not paid his bill for two or three months continuously, then it will be 

absolutely within the right of the mobile company either to stop the service to the 

customer or ask him to pay his dues. If he is a pre-paid customer, then the 

customer will have the service for as long as he has paid for it. In the case of post-

paid customers, if they have not paid their dues for two or three months, then it is 

the company’s right to either cancel the subscription which is what they typically 

do after three months or if the number of defaulters is large, then they will try and 

collect the dues which is part of the reason why we have as many cases as we do 

now. I think that addresses the case of mobile phone customers. … (Interruptions) 

 Now, let us come to second case. … (Interruptions) Sir, I believe I have 

addressed that point. … (Interruptions) I am not yielding. … (Interruptions) Let us 

now talk about the case of the auto-rickshaw driver who has a loan. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA: Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I have not mentioned auto-

rickshaw. I said ‘auto’ which means even a truck. Let the hon. Minister not say 

that it is a case of poor people. Any citizen can be put to this difficulty which I 

have explained. We are here to make laws and we want to help all the citizens. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI JAYANT SINHA: Sir, I understand his concern. I will explain. What does 

the law say? Clause 3 (2) of this Bill says: 

“The offence under section 138 shall be inquired into and tried only 
by a court within whose local jurisdiction the bank branch of the 
payee, where the payee presents the cheque for payment, is 
situated.” 

 

For example, if somebody has taken a loan to buy an auto-rickshaw or 

automobile loan or any other loan from a consumer finance company or a bank in 
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Delhi, it is very rare that that cheque will be sent to Mumbai to be deposited there 

if that is where the company is. Most of the consumer finance companies will 

deposit that in the branch in Delhi which is where the offence will be committed. 

… (Interruptions) It is very clear. So, I think, that answers that question. … 

(Interruptions) 

 Now, in the case of the farmer and the money lender, most of those are cash 

transactions. This is about negotiable instruments; it is not about those kinds of 

cash transactions at all. So, I think, that fear is unfounded as well. Then there was 

a question, there was clarification required about whether this has been thoroughly 

scrutinized.  Like every other law that Government of India presents to this august 

House, that goes to the Department of Company Affairs and something like this; it 

goes to the Ministry of Law, the Ministry of Parliamentary Affairs.  So it is 

scrutinized thoroughly.  It is vetted very carefully before it is presented before the 

hon. Members in this august House.  So, you should be quite assured about that 

matter. 

 Finally about the question of the consolidation before the courts, I have just 

pointed to you that we have a situation today where there are some 21 lakh cases 

pending.  If we have to ensure judicial efficiency and streamlining, we have to 

consolidate these cases.  The cheques are presented in many different places.  This 

is to ensure judicial efficiency and judicial streamlining.  I think it is a very well 

thought out provision, therefore, to consolidate all of these into one particular 

court.  Thank you very much. 
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HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Bill further to amend the Negotiable Instruments Act, 
1881, be taken into consideration.” 

 

 The motion was adopted. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The House will now take up clause-by-clause 

consideration of the Bill. 

 The question is: 

   Clause 2              Amendment of Section 6               

“That clauses 2 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 2 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 3                            Amendment of Section 142 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment 

No.1 to Clause 3? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Sir, I beg to move: 

“Page 2, line 13,--  

after “court within whose local jurisdiction”, 

insert “the bank or”. ”        (1) 

  

 Sir, with your permission and due respect to the Government of India, 

especially my learned friend, the Minister of State for Finance, the argument that 

he has made in this august House is self-defeating. … (Interruptions)  Here, 

without any data, without any statistics, he is saying about the poor man and the 

common man.  What is the distinction between that?  Regarding the Jan Dhan 

Yojana, the Government issued cards also.  He is under the impression that the 

poor people will not issue cheques.  The Government of India is also insisting that 

all the people should have bank accounts. Anyway, we cannot avail loan without 
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any bank account.  At the same time, the hon. Member has cited various examples.   

… (Interruptions) 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 1 to Clause 3 moved 

by Dr. A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Adv. Joice George, are you moving your 

Amendment No.2 to Clause 3? 

ADV. JOICE GEORGE (IDUKKI): Yes, Sir, I beg to move: 

“Page 2, lines 13 and 14,--  

for “payee, where the payee presents the cheque for payment”, 

insert “drawer, where the cheque is dishonoured”.”         (2) 

   

 From the reply given by the hon. Finance Minister, it is very evident that 

this Bill has been brought to the House without applying the mind.  The 

Government is not understanding the ground realities also.  There are instances of 

misusing the proceedings under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act.  

Cases are being filed in some far away places; so many cases are there.  The hon. 

Minister has failed to address all these issues.  Hence, I am moving the 

amendment.    

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 2 to Clause 3 moved 

by Adv. Joice George to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment 

No.3 to Clause 3? 

DR. A. SAMPATH: Yes, Sir, I beg to move: 

“Page 2, line 14,--  

after “is situated”, 

insert “unless there is a specific agreement between the drawer  
 and the payee regarding the place of jurisdiction”.”    (3) 
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 Anyway, I hope that this will not be a futile exercise.  Do not play with the 

jurisdiction of the hon. courts, whether it is the lower court or the higher court.  

Sometimes, of course, by defeating their own conscience, the Treasury Benches 

may be able to defeat my amendment.  But they cannot defeat their own 

conscience.  There will be a day when the common man will point his finger 

towards you. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 3 to Clause 3 moved 

by Dr. A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran – not present. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 3 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 4     Insertion of new Section 142A 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment 

No.4 to Clause 4? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Sir, I beg to move: 

“Page 2, line 29,--  

after “that court”, 

insert “unless there is a specific agreement between the drawer  
 and the payee regarding the territorial jurisdiction”. (4)” 
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  This Amendment No. 4 is for Page 2, line 29.  It is for Clause 4 sub-

section (2), line 29. 

That is: 

“…all subsequent complaints arising out of Section 138 against the 
same drawer shall be filed before the same court, irrespective of 
whether those cheques were presented for payment within the 
territorial jurisdiction of that court.” 
 

What I would like to insert here is, after the words ‘that court’, ‘unless there 

is a specific agreement between the drawer and the payee…’ … (Interruptions) 

SHRI NISHIKANT DUBEY (GODDA): Sampathji, move your amendment or 

withdraw it. 

DR. A. SAMPATH: Nishikantji, then you move the amendment.  I will sit down.  

You can play the role at both places, at the Treasury Benches and here also.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mr. Sampath, address the Chair.  

DR. A. SAMPATH: So, I would like to insert here after the words “that court”, 

‘unless there is a specific agreement between the drawer and the payee regarding 

the territorial jurisdiction.’  It is a very pertinent legal point.  My friends in the 

Treasury Benches have some experience in law.  I am not saying it to advocates 

only.  They know it very well. We are entering into something which is a flaw.  It 

is also unconstitutional if we are going to pass this Bill in this way. So, I may be 

permitted to move this amendment.  

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.4 to Clause 4 moved 

by Dr. A. Sampath to the vote of the House.  

The amendment was put and negatived. 
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HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:  
 
  “That clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 4 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 1, The Enacting Formula and The  Long Title were added to the Bill. 

 
SHRI JAYANT SINHA: I beg to move: 

   “That the Bill be passed.” 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Bill be passed.” 

The motion was adopted. 
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15.37 hrs 
MESSAGE FROM RAJYA SABHA 

AND 
BILL AS PASSED BY RAJYA SABHA 

 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, Secretary-General.  

SECRETARY-GENERAL: Sir, I have to report the following message received 

from the Secretary General of Rajya Sabha:- 

 ‘I am directed to inform the Lok Sabha that the Companies (Amendment) 

Bill, 2014, which was passed by the Lok Sabha at its sitting held on the 17th 

December, 2014, has been passed by the Rajya Sabha at its sitting held on the 13th 

May, 2015, with the following amendments:- 

 

  ENACTING FORMULA 
 

1. That at page 1,  line 1,  for  the word "Sixty-fifth", the word 
"Sixty-sixth" be  substituted. 

 
 

  CLAUSE 1 
 
2. That at page 1,  line 2,  for  the figure  "2014", the figure  

"2015" be  substituted. 
 

  CLAUSE 4 
 
3. That at page 1, for lines 15 to 17, the following 

be substituted,  namely:- 
 

"4. Section 11 of the principal Act shall be 
omitted.". 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Omission 
of section 
11. 

  NEW CLAUSE 18A 
 
4. That at page 4, after line 17, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 

                                                 
 Laid on the Table. 
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"18A. In section 248 of the principal Act, in  
sub-section (1),- 
 
(i) in clause (a), after the word 'incorporation', the 
word  'or'  shall be inserted; 
 
(ii) clause (b) shall be omitted.". 
 

clause 
18A. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
248. 

 
 

  NEW CLAUSE 22 
 
5. That at page 4, after line 31, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

"22. In section 462 of the principal Act, for  
sub-section (2), the following sub-sections shall 
be substituted, namely:- 
 
"(2) A copy of every notification proposed to be 
issued under sub-section (1), shall be laid in draft 
before each House of Parliament, while it is in 
Session, for a total period of thirty days, and if, 
both Houses agree in disapproving the issue of 
notification or both Houses agree in making any 
modification in the notification, the notification 
shall not be issued, or as the case may be, shall 
be issued only in such modified form as may be 
agreed upon by both the Houses. 
 
(3) In reckoning any such period of thirty days as 
is referred to in sub-section (2), no account shall 
be taken of any period during which the House 
referred to in sub-section (2) is prorogued or 
adjourned for more than four consecutive days. 
 
(4) The copies of every notification issued under 
this section shall, as soon as may be after it has 
been issued, be laid before each House of 
Parliament.".". 
 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 22. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
462. 
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    I am, therefore, to return herewith the said Bill in accordance with the 

provisions of rule 128 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in 

the Rajya Sabha with the request that the concurrence of the Lok Sabha to the 

said amendments be communicated to this House.'  

       Mr. Deputy Speaker, I lay on the Table the Companies (Amendment) 

Bill, 2014, as returned by Rajya Sabha with amendments. 
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15.38 hrs 

WHISTLE BLOWERS PROTECTION (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2015 

 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, we shall take up Item No. 14 – Shri Jitendera 

Singh.  

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF DEVELOPMENT OF 

NORTH EASTERN REGION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME 

MINISTER’S OFFICE, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF 

PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, MINISTER OF 

STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF ATOMIC ENERGY AND MINISTER OF 

STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF SPACE (DR. JITENDRA SINGH): I beg to 

move: 

“That the Bill further to amend the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 
2011, be taken into consideration.” 

 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ +ÉàÉåbàÉå] ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 2015. 11 àÉ<Ç, 2015 BÉEÉä <ºÉ 

ºÉnxÉ àÉå <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÖºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ªÉc ¤É½É cÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´É¶Éä­ÉiÉÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉnxÉ BÉEä 

|ÉiªÉäBÉE ´ÉMÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊSÉxiÉÉAÆ <ºÉºÉä VÉÖ½ÉÒ cè A´ÉÆ ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉàÉªÉ {É® |ÉiªÉäBÉE ´ÉMÉÇ xÉä <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ºÉÆFÉä{É 

àÉå <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä iÉÉÒxÉ {ÉcãÉÚ cé* ABÉE- |É¶ÉÉºÉxÉ àÉå {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉ<Ç VÉÉA; an effort to increase 

transparency in governance. nÚºÉ®ä, §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEä ÉÊ´Éâór VÉÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉªÉiÉ BÉE®ä, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ 

ºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA and to ensure protection of the complainant. iÉÉÒºÉ®É ªÉc ÉÊBÉE while 

ensuring absolute transparency, adequate precaution may also be exercised to 

ensure that the disclosures do not jeopardise the essential safeguards of the Indian 

Republic namely the Security, Sovereignty and Integrity.  <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA {É½ÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 2011 VÉ¤É ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ ºÉä ´É­ÉÇ, 2014 àÉå {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä BÉÖEUäBÉE ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ =ºÉàÉå ºÉÖZÉÉªÉä MÉªÉä lÉä VÉÉä ºÉnxÉ BÉEä |ÉiªÉäBÉE ´ÉMÉÇ BÉEÉä ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® £ÉÉÒ lÉä {É®ÆiÉÖ  
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ºÉjÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉ{ÉxÉ cÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® {Éxpc´ÉÉÓ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ ´Éc +ÉÉÉÊJÉ®ÉÒ ºÉjÉ lÉÉ, <ºÉÉÊãÉA ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ 

àÉå VÉ¤É =ºÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊBÉExcÉÓ BÉEÉ®hÉÉå ºÉä ´Éä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ, ´Éä +ÉàÉåbàÉå] =ºÉàÉå ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉä 

MÉªÉä* =ºÉÉÒ JÉÉàÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ £É®{ÉÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® {ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÖxÉ: <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ 

àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÖ<Ç cè* 

 

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Motion moved: 

“That the Bill further to amend the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 
2011, be taken into consideration.” 
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SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY (BAHARAMPUR): Mr. Deputy-

Speaker, Sir, the Whistle Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill is a very 

significant legislation that was first brought in this House by the UPA 

Government.  This piece of legislation can act as a crusade against the corruption, 

which has infected the bureaucracy; and over which, many often, various 

allegations are cropped up.  

 
15.41 hrs    (Shri K.H. Muniyappa in the Chair) 

 Sir, while I am participating in the discussion on this legislation, it is 

regrettable to note that the tone and tenor of the principle Act has been diluted.  

That is why the honest intention of this Government is now being questioned. 

 Sir, history is witness to it that there have always been informers, who used 

to reveal the inside information to others.  Even Ancient Greeks talked about 

whistle blowing centuries before.  Lykourgos, the Athenian orator, in his speech 

against Leokratis said: 

“Neither laws nor judges can bring any results, unless someone 
denounces the wrongdoers. ” 

 

 Sir, even Martin Luther King says: 

“Silence of good men is more dangerous than the brutality of bad 
men. ” 

  

 That is why I put a serious consideration of this Bill.  

 Sir, even in Ancient India, the concept of ‘whistleblower’ was in existence.  

Kautilya proposed:  
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 “Any informant (súchaka) who supplies information about 
embezzlement just under perpetration shall, if he succeeds in 
proving it, get as reward one-sixth of the amount in question; if he 
happens to be a government servant (bhritaka), he shall get for the 
same act one-twelfth of the amount. ” 
 

 Sir, the term ‘whistle-blowing’ probably arises by analogy with the referee 

or umpire who draws public attention to a foul in a game by blowing of the whistle 

which would alert both the law enforcement officers and the general public of 

danger.  That is why a whistle blower tries to make us more sensitive to the 

pervading corruption that has infected various administrative bodies of our 

country. That should be the purpose of framing this law.   

 Sir, very succinctly I can say this.  One noted whistleblower said:  

“My chief told me that I was not loyal to him, and I asked him, 
‘what am I supposed to be: loyal to you or loyal to your 
organization?’” 

 

So, the Government must create a stronger whistleblower protection so as 

to ensure that those who are loyal to the  Administration or office, must be 

protected and secured so that they can speak out without fear, without 

intimidation.  This is the basic objective of this legislation that I perceive. 

Sir, there are various categories of whistleblowers existing in various parts 

of the world.  They are internal whistle blowing, external whistle blowing, alumini 

whistle blowing, open whistle blowing, personal whistle blowing, impersonal 

whistle blowing and corporate whistle blowing. The Whistle Blowers Protection 

Act, 2011 was an Act of Parliament of India. It provides a mechanism to 

investigate alleged corruption, wilful misuse of power or discretion by any public 

servant and also it protects anyone who exposes alleged wrongdoing in 

Government bodies, projects and offices. The wrongdoing might take the form of 

fraud, corruption and mismanagement.  

 The genesis of Whistle Blowers Protection Act lies in the fact that in the 

year 2003, from what can I remember, that Mr. Satyendra Dubey was brutally 
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killed because he exposed some corruption which took place in the National 

Highways Authority of India. He was an eminent engineer and he was brutally 

killed for exposing corruption. Thereafter, Mr. Manjunath also exposed corruption 

in regard to a petrol pump which was selling adulterated fuel, and a film was also 

made on this incident titled, ‘Manjunath’. It has been reported that a number of 

whistleblowers have been killed. Since April this year three whistleblowers have 

been brutally killed because they have not been provided with the requisite 

security cover due to the absence of legislation. So, the legislation for protecting 

the whistleblower is the need of the hour. 

 The Act was approved by the Cabinet of India as part of a drive to 

eliminate corruption in the country’s bureaucracy and passed by the Lok Sabha on 

27th December, 2011. The Bill became an Act when it was passed by the Rajya 

Sabha on 21st February, 2014 and received the President’s Assent on 9th May, 

2014. It was decided to enact a separate legislation to provide adequate protection 

to the persons reporting corruption or wilful misuse of power or discretion which 

causes loss to the Government or who disclose the commission of a criminal 

offence by a public servant. 

 Sir, you know that in this House on 6th May, our leader, beloved Madam 

Sonia Gandhi Ji raised the issue. I would like to quote her speech. 

“This Government has shown extraordinary urgency in introducing 
many legislation, yet the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 2011 has 
not yet been put in effect even though it received Presidential Assent 
in May, 2014. This Act is essential to safeguard whistleblowers who 
are extensive users of the RTI Act. All these are instruments to 
combat corruption and blunting them cast serious aspersions on this 
Government’s real intention.” 

 

 Sir, she also mentioned in this House that still the post of CIC has been 

lying vacant. Since the post of CIC is lying vacant, the Government is totally 

indifferent to the institutional mechanism that has been created to wage a crusade 

against corruption in our country. What is intriguing to note is that in the aftermath 
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of the issue raised by hon. Madam Sonia Gandhi Ji, the Government got prompted 

to introduce the legislation. The fact is that it is due to the pressure exerted by 

Madam Sonia Gandhi that this Government has buckled under. However, the 

political shenanigan is very much evident in the formulation of this Bill. 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Please conclude. 

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY: I have just started my speech.  Sir, 

the National Democratic Alliance Government has proposed to substantially 

reduce the kind of information whistle-blowers will be able to disclose under the 

Whistleblowers Protection Act. 2011. If the amendment is passed, a whistle-

blower would no longer be able to provide documents and information that are 

protected under the Official Secrets Act, 1923, putting all classified and secret 

documents of the Government out of reach. The whistle-blower would also not be 

allowed to disclose any information that the Government and its agencies are 

exempted from providing under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  

 Consequently, a potential whistle-blower would not be able to give any 

information that could not only impact the sovereignty and integrity as well as the 

security of India, but also the strategic, scientific and economic interests of the 

State. We are all concerned for the sovereignty and integrity of our country. But 

under the garb of national security and integrity, we should not let the dilution of 

the tone and tenor of the objectives of the principal Act.  

 Information relating to commercial confidence, trade secrets or intellectual 

property would also be out of bounds unless accessed through the Right To 

Information Act (RTI). This would considerably reduce the space for those 

blowing the lid off any alleged corporate wrongdoings. 

 Leaking of information held under a fiduciary capacity, say, by a broker or 

a lawyer or agent, would also not be protected by the law unless the information 

has been accessed through the Right to Information Act. Similarly, information 

that could impede investigations or apprehensions or prosecutions of offenders 

would also be out of the ambit of the law. Additionally, information that could be 
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termed as ‘unwarranted invasion of privacy’ of an individual, too, would not be 

covered by the law unless accessed originally through the RTI.  

 Sir, I would like to give only two-three suggestions in this regard. The 

Whistleblowers Protection Act, 2011 has neither provisions to encourage 

whistleblowing with financial incentives, nor deals with corporate whistleblowers. 

It does not extend its jurisdiction to the private sector and it does not include the 

definition of victimization. Further, competent authorities under the Act are very 

limited and right of appeal is not provided to the complainant in case he/she is not 

satisfied by any order of the competent authority. Appeal provisions have been 

provided only relating to imposition of penalty. 

 Therefore, I would like to give a few suggestions. First of all, there should 

be dissemination of Information about the meaning and concept of Whistleblowers 

Protection Act.  

 The Whistleblowers Protection Act, 2011 should be amended so as to 

include protection to private enterprises. A model whistleblowers policy could be 

framed by a special committee constituted under the Whistleblower Protection 

Rules.  

 The Whistleblowers Protection Act, 2011 should be amended so as to 

include the giving of incentives to Whistleblowers whose disclosures are proved to 

be correct after the hearing and have substance. 

 The Whistleblowers Protection Act, 2011 should also be amended to 

include the definition of ‘victimization’. The amendment is very necessary as the 

entire Act deals with protection to whistleblowers from their victimization and if 

the term itself is not clear than the entire Act loses all meaning. The Competent 

Authority formed under the Act does not talk about complete anonymous 

disclosure. The Act makes provision for revealing the identity of the 

Whistleblower. 

 Sir, we know that CVC is a very important institution to look after the 

corruption issues. But the CVC has become a very weak institution because it has 
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now become a headless body, a headless chicken. The Supreme Court is trying to 

provide more power and strength to the CVC. But the Government has failed to 

make it an efficient and competent authority.  

 Sir, I would quote Swami Vivekananda ji who said that three things are 

necessary to make every nation great: 1) conviction of the power of goodness; 2) 

absence of jealousy and suspicion; 3) helping all, who are trying to be good and do 

good. I would urge upon this Government that who are trying to be good, let them 

extend the cooperation through the legislation so that they can turn their goodness 

into the growth and development of this society.   That is why, I cannot but oppose 

this legislation because it is a diversionary tactic being played by this Government. 

So, I am suggesting to the Government that this Bill should be referred to the 

Standing Committee for a thorough perusal.  

 With these words, I conclude my speech. 
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bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ ({ÉÉÎ¶SÉàÉ SÉà{ÉÉ®hÉ) : ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÄ* àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå 

JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÄ* +ÉvÉÉÒ® ®ÆVÉxÉ VÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {Éè¶ÉxÉä] £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ nä ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉå ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, BÉEèºÉä ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

ªÉc ºÉSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉÉÒxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉä, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA <xÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ {Éè¶ÉxÉ lÉÉ* ABÉE ãÉèhb AÉÎBÉD´ÉÉÊVÉ¶É 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉÉ, nÚºÉ®É {ÉÚEb ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® iÉÉÒºÉ®É ÉÊ´ÉºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ãÉèhb AÉÎBÉD´ÉÉÊVÉ¶É 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÊàÉªÉÉÆ lÉÉÒ, ªÉä +ÉÉVÉ =VÉÉMÉ® cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® ªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEãÉ <iÉxÉÉ AOÉäÉÊºÉ´É lÉä, càÉBÉEÉä JÉÚ¤É 

+ÉSUä ºÉä ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå +ÉÉiÉÉ cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉÒ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ®ÉÒ cè* càÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {ÉÉºÉ cÉä +ÉÉè® MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå 

ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ cÉä, MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ cÉä, MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå ºÉ½BÉE ¤ÉxÉå, =tÉÉäMÉ-vÉÆvÉä ¤ÉxÉå, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ ÉÊàÉãÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc <xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ ºÉ´ÉÇ´ÉÉ<´ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® ªÉc ºÉ¤É cÉä 

MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ºÉxÉÂ 2019 àÉå ªÉä 44 ºÉä 4 cÉä VÉÉAÆMÉä, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ <xÉBÉEÉÒ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ®ÉÒ cè* nÚºÉ®É, 

<xÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉEä´É®ä] ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, {ÉÚEb ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè* =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉÉÒ nãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉÆºÉn lÉÉ, càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ 

MÉÖVÉ®ÉiÉ MÉA lÉä, iÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä cé, =xcÉåxÉä =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉÖJªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEä 

°ô{É BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ MÉãÉiÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEàÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ 

cè* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® àÉå iÉÉÒxÉ ¤ÉSSÉä cé iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä 35 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉnãÉä 15 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉä +ÉxÉÉVÉ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉMÉ® 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® àÉå 8 ¤Éä]ä, 6 ¤ÉäÉÊ]ªÉÉÆ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ BÉE® 16 ºÉnºªÉ cé, iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä 80 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉä +ÉxÉÉVÉ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, àÉiÉãÉ¤É 

ÉÊBÉE 4 ¤ÉSSÉä +ÉÉè® {ÉènÉ BÉE® ãÉÉä +ÉÉè® ABÉE ÉÏBÉD´É]ãÉ +ÉxÉÉVÉ JÉÉ+ÉÉä, {ÉÚEb ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ªÉcÉÒ cè* iÉÉÒºÉ®É <xÉBÉEÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉèbàÉ gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ºÉÉäÉÊxÉªÉÉ MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä 6 àÉ<Ç BÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ {Éè¶ÉxÉä] £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +É£ÉÉÒ àÉé =ºÉ {É® +ÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÄ, +ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉå PÉ¤É®É ®cä cÉä? =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ 

VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ´ÉcÉÒ iÉÉä BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ºÉÉlÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊnªÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉiàÉÉ 

~ÉÒBÉE lÉÉÒ, {É® {ÉÚ®É BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É º]ÅBÉDSÉ® MÉãÉiÉ lÉÉ* +É¤É àÉé ÉÊ´ÉºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÄ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉMÉ® 

´ÉÉBÉE<Ç ºÉÉäÉÊxÉªÉÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <Æ]Åäº] lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {ÉÉºÉ cÉä +ÉÉè® ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉä, iÉ¤É ªÉä 

BÉEÆÉÎº]]áÉÚ¶ÉxÉãÉ {ÉÉäº] {É® lÉÉÓ, ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ SÉäªÉ®{ÉºÉÇxÉ lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ =xÉBÉEä àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉä cÉ>óºÉ àÉå +ÉºÉiªÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ 

lÉÉ* =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ =xÉBÉEÉä ~ÉÒBÉE BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA lÉÉ* àÉé =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ºÉÉàÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, VÉÉä 

=ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ lÉä, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ~ÉÒBÉE cè, àÉé ªÉc BÉEc näiÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉ 

ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEä àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉä +ÉºÉiªÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ lÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEä àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ºÉÉàÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +ÉºÉiªÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ lÉÉ* 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ºÉ®, àÉé ´Éc {ÉfÃxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: If there is any unparliamentary word, it should be 

deleted.  
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bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ: ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ºÉÉàÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä 21 {ÉE®´É®ÉÒ BÉEÉä ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ ÉÊBÉE - 

“Now, Sir, because this is going to be the last day of the Session in 
Rajya Sabha, the Government wants that the Bill, as it has been 
passed by the Lok Sabha, be taken up; we wanted to take up the Bill. 
As for the amendments which I propose, which have been given by 
the hon. Leader of the Opposition …… ” 

 

… (Interruptions) Sir, Minister’s speech can be quoted anywhere. … 

(Interruptions) I am reading the Minister’s speech word by word. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: What is your point of order? 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: Sir, it further reads: 

“…… As for the amendments which I propose, which have been 
given by the hon. Leader of the Opposition, which the Government 
has accepted, I would like to withdraw them; otherwise, the Bill will 
lapse. Therefore, Sir, I give an …….” 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA (ROHTAK): Sir, I have a point of order. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: What is your point of order and under which rule? 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: He has allowed me to raise a point of 

order. … (Interruptions)Sir, it is under Rule 354. … (Interruptions)  

16.00 hrs 

Sir, Rule 354 states: 

“No speech made in the Council shall be quoted in the House unless 
it is a definite statement of policy by a Minister…” 

 

 It is not a definite statement of a Minister. … (Interruptions) The 

Constitution has imposed a restriction to quote speeches made in the Council, and 

that is the reason why this Point of Order is there in the statute. … (Interruptions) 

The Constitution has imposed a restriction on the Lok Sabha for any Member to 

quote a speech, which is made in the Council, which is the Rajya Sabha, because 
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the relevant Member from the Council is not here to give the reason. … 

(Interruptions) This is why this Point of Order is there. … (Interruptions) It is 

because the relevant Member is not here to give the context in which he has said 

it, and the context is that we had full conviction to implement food security, but 

we wanted to address your concern. … (Interruptions) 

KUMARI SUSHMITA DEV (SILCHAR): Yes, it was their request. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Okay, you can proceed. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH : Sir, Rule 354, as has been rightly read out, states that : 

 “No speech made in the Council shall be quoted in the House unless 
it is a definite statement of policy by a Minister…” 

 

 This is one part. So, that has to be read as it is separately. Other than that, if 

there is anything besides that to be quoted by any other Member, then only this 

second paragraph would apply. He is quoting from a Minister’s statement, and I 

think, it can be allowed.  

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: The Chairman has been a Minister himself. … 

(Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ : nÖ¤Éä VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä (MÉÉäbÂbÉ) : àÉcÉänªÉ, {´ÉÉ<Æ] +ÉÉì{ÉE +ÉÉbÇ® 355 BÉEc ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE : 

 “When, for the purposes of explanation during discussion or for any 
other sufficient reason, any member has occasion to ask a question 
of another member on any matter then under the consideration of the 
House …” 

 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, 355 {ÉfÃ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA +ÉÉè® nÉÒ{Éäxp cÖbÂbÉ ºÉÉc¤É BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå àÉÆjÉÉÒ 

VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä BÉEcÉ cè, BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ àÉå¤É® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ àÉå¤É® BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉD´Éä¶SÉxÉ {ÉÚU ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, ªÉc 355 BÉEc ®cÉ cè* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ : nÖ¤Éä VÉÉÒ, {ãÉÉÒVÉ +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 
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…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: Now, it is your decision as you were also a Minister. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: Sir, Rule 355 applies if the Member also 

belongs to this House. … (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ : nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ, {ãÉÉÒVÉ +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

KUMARI SUSHMITA DEV: Yes, he is not a Member of this House. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Now, I will give a Ruling on this issue. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Please take your seat. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Mr. Meghwal, I am giving my Ruling on this issue. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: I am giving a Ruling on this matter. No more comments 

on this issue. Let the Member continue to speak on this issue. Yes, kindly proceed. 

Now, you have to speak on the Bill only.  

… (Interruptions) 

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: Thank you, Sir. 

 It further states that : 

“…Now, Sir, because this is going to be the last day of the Session 
in Rajya Sabha, the Government wants that the Bill, as it has been 
passed by the Lok Sabha, be taken up; we wanted to take up the Bill. 
As for the amendments which I propose, which have been given by 
the hon. Leader of the Opposition, which the Government has 
accepted, I would like to withdraw them; otherwise, the Bill will 
lapse. Therefore, Sir, I give an assurance on the floor of the House 
that we will fulfil the appropriate constitutional requirement within a 
period of ten days, not 15 days, in complying with whatever 
commitments we have given to the Leader of the Opposition, and 
also to this House…” 
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 So, he has given a categorical statement that he would fulfil his 

commitment within 10 days.  

Now, Mr. Narayanaswamy was the Madam’s Minister and Shrimati Sonia 

ji was the UPA’s Chairperson. If she was so sincere about it … (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: It is not required. You speak on the Bill. 

… (Interruptions) 

KUMARI SUSHMITA DEV: Why are you going on and on about the UPA 

Chairperson? … (Interruptions) 

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: Why are you saying this? When Mr. Adhir Ranjan 

Chowdhury was quoting, how is that you were not having any problem? You 

should have stopped your own Party man as to why he was quoting the UPA 

Chairperson. … (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Mr. Jaiswal, please address the Chair. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: Thank you, Sir. … (Interruptions) 

KUMARI SUSHMITA DEV: Kindly focus on the Bill. … (Interruptions) 

bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ VÉÉªÉºÉ´ÉÉãÉ :ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ º]ä]àÉé] àÉéxÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ A¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ näBÉE® 

BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA VÉèºÉä ªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEc ®cä cé* <xcÉåxÉä 179th Report of Law 

Commission BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉÉÒ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ºÉèBÉEåb AbÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅäÉÊ]´É ÉÊ®{ÉEÉàºÉÇ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ 

BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉÉÒ* ªÉcÉÄ iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉé]ÅÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉiÉ |ÉàÉÖJÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É lÉä <ºÉBÉEÉä 

BÉE®èBÉD] BÉE®xÉä BÉEä* =xÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* =ºÉºÉä £ÉÉÒ <Æ]®ÉÏº]MÉ {ÉEèBÉD] cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE +ÉÉä{ÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

àÉå ÉÊãÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ +ÉÉì{ÉE {ÉºÉÇxÉãÉ, {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE OÉÉÒ´ÉÉÆºÉäWÉ AÆb {Éé¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ´Éè¤ÉºÉÉ<] {É® ªÉc iÉ¤É +É{ÉãÉÉäb 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ VÉ¤É ªÉc ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ lÉÉ* +É¤É VÉÉä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉ{É]ÉÔ cÉä MÉ<Ç, =ºÉBÉEÉä 

+ÉÉ{É ´Éè¤ÉºÉÉ<] {É® <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ BÉE®BÉEä BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®ÉxÉÉ SÉÉc ®cä cé, ªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉ ºÉä {É®ä cè* =ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉvÉÉÒ® 

®ÆVÉxÉ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ bÉÄ] ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE àÉ<Ç àÉå ®É­]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉ~-nºÉ àÉcÉÒxÉä ºÉä ¤Éè~ä cÖA cé* 

+ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ <ºÉBÉEÉä ãÉÉA? càÉ BÉEèºÉä ãÉÉiÉä? BÉDªÉÉ càÉ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ <Æ]ÉÒÉÊOÉ]ÉÒ ºÉä ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ BÉE®iÉä? 

+É{ÉxÉä nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉä´ÉÉÌxÉ]ÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉÒµÉEä]ÂºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉå ÉÊBÉExcÉÓ ÉÊ´ÉnäÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉºÉÚºÉÉÒ {É® £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ WÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ 
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lÉÉÒ* ABÉE AxÉVÉÉÒ+ÉÉä ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå JÉÉäãÉ ãÉäxÉÉ lÉÉ* +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ºÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ãÉäxÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ càÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

ºÉÆ{ÉxxÉ nä¶É cé ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, ªÉÉ càÉÉ®ä ]éBÉE cé - +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ºÉä cÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉiÉÉ* BÉEèºÉä càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä 

lÉä* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ àÉé +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ +ÉÉè® +ÉvÉÉÒ® ®ÆVÉxÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® =ºÉBÉEÉä =~ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE àÉèbàÉ xÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉé] ãÉÉ<Ç cè* AäºÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉvÉÉÒ® ®ÆVÉxÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉD´ÉÉä] BÉEÉÒ* 

ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ ºÉä ÉÊºÉxÉäàÉÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¶ÉÉèBÉEÉÒxÉ ®cÉ cÚÄ* =ºÉàÉå ABÉE ºÉä ABÉE VÉÉäÉÊ½ªÉÉÄ càÉxÉä näJÉÉÒ cé - 

ãÉFàÉÉÒBÉEÉÆiÉ-{ªÉÉ®äãÉÉãÉ, BÉEãªÉÉhÉVÉÉÒ-+ÉÉxÉxnVÉÉÒ, vÉàÉæxp +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ cäàÉÉàÉÉÉÊãÉxÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, ºÉãÉÉÒàÉ-VÉÉ´Éän VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

VÉÉä½ÉÒ càÉxÉä näJÉÉÒ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  ªÉcÉÄ £ÉÉÒ ABÉE VÉÉä½ÉÒ cè ºÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉ® xÉäiÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÚÉÊxÉªÉ® xÉäiÉÉ BÉEÉÒ* ´Éc VÉÉä½ÉÒ 

VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉä =~iÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä xÉ VÉÉxÉä càÉÉ®ä àÉÆÉÊjÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä WÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉ´É® àÉå BÉDªÉÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ VÉãnÉÒ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näxÉä BÉEÉÒ, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉå ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ {ÉÉäÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉEãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒ{ÉÉÒAãÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé* càÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

àÉÉèBÉEÉ BÉEàÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè* {ÉÉÒUä BÉEä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉ´É® àÉå BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉäãÉ {ÉÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® 

{ÉÉäÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉEãÉÉÒ <xcÉÓ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉDªÉÉå cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉ ºÉä {É®ä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè*  ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÄMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <xcÉåxÉä MÉãÉiÉÉÒ ºÉä ªÉc ºÉàÉZÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, 

<ºÉàÉå +ÉMÉ® càÉ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ ºÉÉä´ÉÉÌxÉ]ÉÒ ~ÉÒBÉE BÉE® nå iÉÉä ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ* =xÉBÉEÉä ªÉc +ÉcºÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA 

ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, <ºÉàÉå BÉÖEU ~ÉÒBÉE cÉäiÉÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* <xÉBÉEÉ c® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ MÉãÉiÉ ºÉä MÉãÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* àÉé £ÉÉÒ 

BÉÖEU |É¶xÉ +É{ÉxÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä {ÉÚUÚÄMÉÉ, ´Éä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå*  

 ¤ÉcÖiÉ nä® ºÉä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* <ºÉ {ÉÚ®ä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉÒ 

bèÉÊ{ÉEÉÊxÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉEcÉÄ cè, ´Éc càÉå ¤ÉiÉÉAÄ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] <ºÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

{Éè¶ÉxÉä] º{ÉÉÒSÉ SÉÉ® ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä nÉÒ MÉ<Ç ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå* càÉ £ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÄ àÉÉèVÉÚn lÉä* ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉä <ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ 

|ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ cè? <ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉ{É SÉÉcä iÉÉä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä ¤ÉÉÊfÃªÉÉ ºÉä 

=ºÉBÉEÉä {ÉÉÒ] nÉÒÉÊVÉA, BÉEä´ÉãÉ +ÉÉ<Ç{ÉÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ vÉÉ®ÉAÄ ãÉMÉåMÉÉÒ* ÉÊºÉ´ÉÉªÉ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ MÉÖ{iÉ ®JÉxÉÉ cè, 

<ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä =ºÉBÉEÉä ªÉÉ =ºÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉEèÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉä |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉMÉ® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ciªÉÉ 

cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÆ{ÉxÉºÉä¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* 

 iÉÉÒºÉ®É, ÉÊ´ÉÉÎBÉD]àÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ bäÉÊ{ÉEÉÊxÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉEcÉÄ cè? ÉÊ´ÉÉÎBÉD]àÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ <Æ{ÉÉ]êx] {ÉÉ<Æ] cè* 

=ºÉBÉEÉÒ bèÉÊ{ÉEÉÊxÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉEcÉÄ cè? àÉcÉänªÉ, ªÉc ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, <ºÉàÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ SÉÉÒVÉå +ÉVÉÉÒ¤ÉÉäMÉ®ÉÒ¤É cÉäiÉÉÒ cé* ÉÊ{ÉE® 

=ºÉàÉå ÉÊ|ÉE´ÉãÉºÉ AÆb ´ÉèBÉDºÉäÉÊ¶ÉªÉºÉ ¶É¤nÉå BÉEÉ ªÉÚWÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉBÉEÉä {ÉÉÊ®£ÉÉÉÊ­ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ <iÉxÉÉ 

àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉä ¶É¤n +ÉlÉÉìÉÊ®]ÉÒ BÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ {ÉÉ´É®{ÉÖEãÉ BÉE® nåMÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉBÉEä +ÉÉMÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ãÉäx] BÉEÉä ªÉä 

ºÉÉÒvÉä ÉÊ®VÉèBÉD] BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ {É® àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ lÉÉä½É vªÉÉxÉ nåMÉä +ÉÉè® <xÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä 
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{ÉÉ® BÉE® MÉA iÉÉä There should be fast-track courts to deal with whistle blower cases. 

ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä càÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä {ÉÉÄSÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå näJÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ VÉÚÉÊxÉªÉ® BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉ ÉÊbºÉÉÒVÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä 

ºÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉ® BÉEÉä]Ç ºÉä ¤É½ä-¤É½ä ãÉÉäMÉ UÚ] VÉÉiÉä cè* +ÉMÉ® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®hÉ ºÉä ºÉ{ÉEÉÒÉÊ¶ÉªÉé] |ÉÚ{ÉE näxÉä BÉEä 

¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉ BÉEãÉÇÉÊ|É] UÚ] VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉä nÉä ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉäãÉ cÉä VÉÉA, ªÉc £ÉÉÒ 

{ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, <ºÉ {É® ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE ®ÉÒWÉxÉä¤ÉãÉ ºÉÖ¤ÉÚiÉ cÉä*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, càÉ SÉÉcåMÉä ÉÊBÉE xÉ®äxp nÉ£ÉÉäãÉBÉE®, |ÉäàÉxÉÉlÉ ZÉÉ, ®ÉàÉnÉºÉ MÉÉ´É½äBÉE®, ÉÊ´É]Â~ãÉ MÉÉÒiÉä, +ÉâóhÉ 

ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ, ¶ÉÉÊ¶ÉvÉ® ÉÊàÉgÉÉ VÉèºÉä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä <ºÉBÉEä SÉãÉiÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¶ÉcÉniÉ nÉÒ, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ciªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç, <ºÉÉÊãÉA 

ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+ÉºÉÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÉè® +ÉSUä ºÉä ºÉÉäSÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä SÉBÉDBÉE® àÉå xÉcÉÓ {É½É VÉÉA*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉE ¶Éä® BÉEcBÉE® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ - 

SÉàÉxÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉÓSÉ näxÉä àÉå, +ÉMÉ® BÉÖEU {ÉÉÊkÉªÉÉÆ ]Ú]ÉÓ, 
ªÉcÉÒ <ãWÉÉàÉ cè càÉ {É®, SÉàÉxÉ ºÉä ¤Éä´É}ÉEÉ<Ç BÉEÉ, 

ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä c® PÉ½ÉÒ ºÉÉènÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, MÉÖãÉ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä +ÉºàÉiÉ BÉEÉ, 
´ÉÉä nÉ´ÉänÉ® ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, ®cxÉÖàÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉ* 
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PROF. SAUGATA ROY (DUM DUM): Sir, I rise to speak on the Whistle 

Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill, 2015. I am opposed to the Bill.  

This is an effort to dilute the basic concept of whistle blowers. This is the 

way Governments work these days. Now what is the hurry of bringing the Whistle 

Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill on the last day? The reason is that the 

Congress President had attacked the Government on its false promises of 

transparency. The same day, the Cabinet met and passed the amendment which 

effectively dilutes the scope of the Whistle Blowers Protection Act. So, the 

reactions of the Government are generally knee-jerk. They act immediately. If 

somebody mentions about a food park, one Minister will make five interventions. 

So, they are reacting in a knee-jerk fashion. This is not the way the Government 

should function.  

 Let me go back a little to the background of the original Bill on Whistle 

Blowers. Now in the West, whistle blower protection has been there throughout. 

In the United States, it was through the constitutional provision as well as other 

statutes. In the UK, there is the Public Interest Disclosure Act, 1998 and the 

Employment Rights’ Act, 1996. The UK Whistle Blower law providing protection 

to employees reporting on their employers underwent a change due to the June 

2013 amendment. The main change to the law is that any disclosure must be in the 

reasonable belief of the workers be of public interest.  

 Now in India, why did the question of protection whistle blowers arise? 

When Shri A.B. Vajpayee was the Prime Minister, one Shri Satyendra Dubey, an 

employee of the NHAI was killed after he wrote a letter to the Office of the Prime 

Minister about corruption in the construction of National Highways. His letter to 

the Prime Minister was circulated routinely. It reached the hands of those 

criminals and he was killed. Two years later, an Indian Oil Corporation officer 

Shri Shanmughan Manjunath was murdered for sealing a petrol pump which was 

selling adulterated fuel. In May, 2012, Shri S.P. Mahantesh was murdered for 

reporting irregularities in land allotment by the society.  
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16.14 hrs    (Hon. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair) 

 As a result, after especially the Satyendra Dubey incident, our Supreme 

Court pressed the Government for issuing an Office Order about the Public 

Interest Disclosures and Protection of Informers Resolution, 2004 designating the 

Central Vigilance Commission as the nodal agency to handle any complaints of 

corruption. The RTI Act, 2005 was the legislation for holding the Government 

accountable. The the Whistle Blowers’ Protection Bill, 2011 was passed in the 

Lok Sabha. Later it was passed in the Rajya Sabha. The Bill aimed to protect 

honest officials or persons from harassment but did not provide for any penalty for 

harassing a public servant. The CVC was the competent authority under the 

original law.  

 The Whistle Blowers Protection Act 2011 sought to establish a mechanism 

to receive complaints relating to disclosure on any allegation of corruption and 

wilful misuse of power against a public servant only. What the present Bill moved 

by hon. Minister Dr. Jitendra Singh does is to take out almost 11 items out of the 

purview of the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, all in the name of national 

security.  

Major cases of corruption in defence sector were exposed by whistle 

blowers. Scams relating to Scorpene submarine, Tatra truck, Augusta Westland 

helicopter all have been exposed by whistle blowers. It has been seen that 

corruption takes place mainly in defence deals. Is the Government worried that 

there is something wrong with the Rafale deal now and that is why they are 

quickly putting a lid on any disclosure? This is what I am worried about.  

 The basic idea that we should have a clean and transparent administration, 

and that the people who expose corruption at official levels should be protected by 

the Government is being given up. If you do not do it in the case of defence sector, 

then where do you protect the whistle blowers is the question I pose to Dr. Jitendra 

Singh. Basically this law is bad in word as well as in practice.  
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 I will mention the comments made by some people. “However, in the garb 

of protection it tends to limit that and the purpose for which the law is being 

introduced stands defeated. The solution for the apprehension would be to build a 

mechanism in the Act which protects or keeps classified any disclosure that could 

be against national interest”. The Government could have done that. Instead it is 

saying that all this is out of the purview of the Bill. One has to realise that the Act 

has come into place to disclose acts related to corruption and misuse of power 

which are against the national interest. Now corruption is also against the national 

interest.  

How many clauses have been introduced in the Bill to so-called protect 

national interests? Eleven items have been taken out of the Bill. Information and 

disclosure affecting sovereignty and integrity of India, information which is 

forbidden to be published, information which will cause a breach of privilege, 

information relating to commercial confidence - that is transactions between 

companies, trade secrets or intellectual property - information which is available to 

a person in his fiduciary capacity, information received in confidence from a 

foreign government, etc., are totally excluded from the Whistle Blowers Protection 

Act. What remains, Dr. Singh? Do you want to do away with the Whistle Blowers 

Protection Act? Do you want to do away with the Right to Information Act? What 

else? You wanted to do away with the Land Acquisition, Resettlement and 

Rehabilitation Act by introducing amendment after amendment. What is the hurry 

in introducing these amendments? I would like to understand that. 

 Sir, the democracies of the West which are supposed to be models of 

democracy are also afraid of whistleblowers. We all know of Julian Assange who 

started the Wikileaks. I have been told by some journalist friends that all cables 

including the cables between the Indian Embassy, US Embassy in India and State 

Department etc., were leaked by Assange. 

 Assange had to go through severe prosecution.  He had to take shelter in a 

hotel near the Moscow airport.  Even the American Government was after him.  
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Then, we have the case of Snowden.  For more than one year, the man who 

exposed corruption in high places in the US Defence Department was held up in 

Ecuador Embassy in London. Why? He exposed certain dealings in American 

Defence establishment.  We do not want to go into that.   

We are a free society.  That is why I request that we should not press for 

passing this Bill on the last day.  In any case, it will not be passed by the other 

House.  Please withdraw it and prove that you are committed to transparency in 

Government transaction.  In the name of national interest, do not take away the 

right of the whistle blowers who want to expose corruption in high places.  Please 

do not put their lives at risk.   

With these words, I oppose the Bill.  I wish I had given many amendments, 

and then I would have taken vote on every amendment. 
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SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Hon. Deputy Speaker Sir, it has 

always become my predicament that I have to speak after Prof. Saugata Roy has 

spoken.  He covers most of the points that I am supposed to speak.   

HON. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Then you should take very little time. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB: The first question is: why is it that the 

Whistle Blowers Protection Bill always comes on the last day of the session?  The 

Minister had explained that in 2011 also and the Bill was rushed through. I would 

like to quote from the Statement of Objects and Reasons. It says: “While the 

While Blowers Protection Bill 2011 was taken up for consideration and passing in 

Parliament, the amendments agreed with a view to strengthening the safeguards 

against disclosures which may prejudicially affect the sovereignty and integrity of 

the country, security of the State etc. and to remove certain drafting errors and 

errors in cross-references of clauses were formulated.”  The Minster of course 

while introducing the Bill has also explained this.  I was expecting my friend Shri 

Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury would explain what had actually happened during that 

time because this is found in the Objects and Reasons.  I was expecting the 

previous Members of the Congress Party to explain what had actually happened.  

Had it actually happened that it was agreed upon but it could not be acted upon?  

But there was no answer.  I think some more Members will be speaking on this 

aspect and they can explain that.   

I would just like to remind this House that repeatedly from our side I have 

been asking during the previous Lok Sabha also that there is a need to have the 

Whistle Blowers Protection Act.  There is no doubt that the Right to Information 

Act was formulated in 2005 and I had the benefit of attending a number of 

Workshops outside this country representing this Parliament in Commonwealth 

sponsored programmes on how to make our Right to Information Act more 

effective.  Although the Right to Information Act came into existence, there is still 

a need to enhance the Right to Protection Act.  Today when we compare our Right 

to Information Act with the Act of other countries like Canada, Australia or New 
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Zealand, I would say our Act is still deficient.  But through Right to Information 

Act, the Whistle Blower mechanism has come into force.   

A large number of people have lost their lives.  It is said that over 30 

whistle blowers have been killed since 2010 and this is within four years time.  

More than 30 whistle blowers fighting against corruption have been killed 

between 2010 and 2014 according to statistics provided by NCPRI.  In 2004, the 

Supreme Court had directed that a mechanism to protect the whistle blowers 

should be put in place.  That is how the initiation had started.  When this Bill was 

in public domain during last two three days, some legal experts gave the opinion 

that this is a dilution of the current law as has been propounded by Prof. Saugata 

Roy and also by some other friends. Others also say that the Government is trying 

to protect issues of national importance. Here, what is national importance needs 

to be defined.  Who is going to determine that an issue concerns national 

importance or does not concern national importance? 

 While dealing with RTI, we also have to deal with the SEBI Act. Protection 

of investment and protection of companies and their secrecy also needs to be 

looked into. However, in the garb of protection, is there a tendency to limit the 

Act? That is the major question being discussed in the public domain. It has to be 

realised that this Act has come into place and the basic structure of this Act is to 

disclose acts related to corruption and misuse of power which are against the 

national interest. So, until and unless the definition of ‘national interest’ and who 

that body or that person would be who would define national interest is clear how 

can one say that an issue is of national interest or it goes against national interest. 

  There can be no two opinions on the need to commend or even reward 

whistleblowers who expose scams in public offices. They are essential elements to 

any vibrant democracy. This Government would be the last I would say to protect 

the persons who are indulging in corruption.  But here I would say before we talk 

of commending or rewarding them let us at least ensure their physical safety. 
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 Who is a whistleblower and why is there a need to protect a whistleblower? 

Why does he need protection and from whom? That is the basic question. It is 

usually an employee who has been in a position to uncover a financial or any other 

form of corruption or crime which entitles the employee for specific protection 

under the law arising out of various issues and organisational violations in the 

workplace such as misuse of funds. Whistleblower protection in our country has 

been abysmally poor. Basically such a legislation is required to protect any person 

whether an employee or otherwise who seeks to expose any form of corruption, 

fraud or other violations in the workplace. 

 I am of the opinion that the existing laws in India are inadequate, outdated, 

and require to be overhauled.  Therefore, I would request the Government to 

please go into the essence of this Bill and also take measures to see that the 

whistleblowers are protected; and wherever corruption takes place that also comes 

to light. That is where the whistleblowers protection gains importance. 

 Many countries have enacted laws for whistleblowers’ protection, as has 

been said just now. The Parliament of the Republic of Malta, on July 16, 2013, 

provided for identity change of the whistleblowers in exceptional cases. In the 

United States, whistleblowers’ protection is offered through constitutional 

provisions as well as through other statutes. In the United Kingdom, two key 

pieces of legislation for whistleblowers’ protection are the Public Interest 

Disclosure Act, 1998 and the Employment Rights Act, 1996. The UK 

whistleblowers law providing protection to employees reporting on their 

employers underwent a change due to the June, 2013 Amendment. 

 In India, in our country, the issue of protection for whistleblowers caught 

the attention of the nation when Satyendranath Dubey, an employee of NHAI was 

killed during Shri Vajpayee’s tenure as Prime Minister when he reported about 

corruption in the construction of highways. Two years later, an Indian Oil 

Corporation officer Shanmugham Manjunath was murdered for sealing a petrol 

pump that was selling adulterated fuel. In May, 2012, S.P. Mahantesh was 
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murdered for reporting irregularities in land allotment by societies. In April, 2004, 

the Supreme Court pressed the Government into issuing an office order, ‘The 

Public Interest Disclosure (Protection of Informers) Resolution, 2014’, designating 

the Central Vigilance Commission as the nodal agency to handle any complaints 

of corruption.  

I would say, Sir, with a need for greater foreign direct investment today the 

entry of trans-nationals and multi-nationals to the country, a need for greater 

accountability and investor protection has arisen and the outcome is to strengthen 

the guidelines on corporate governance and promote a code for corporate 

governance to be adopted and followed by Indian companies; whether in private 

sector, public sector, banks or financial institutions, and later needs to be adopted 

by SEBI through the Listing Agreements. 

 Sir, I am of the opinion that there is a need to give protection to the whistle 

blowers.  The amendment that is being moved today by the Government defining 

national interest is the major issue.  While defining the national interest lest us not 

dilute the basic structure of the intention as to how we are going to protect the 

whistle blowers.  Thank you. 
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DR. RAVINDRA BABU (AMALAPURAM): Thank you very much, Sir, for 

giving me this opportunity.  After the introduction of historic RTI Act I thought 

the scope of whistle blowers would have reduced very drastically down but Right 

to Information Act imposes a lot of restrictions like what is the information which 

can be leaked or shared whereas in the whistle blowers anything regarding 

corruption can be shared excepting those dealing with the sovereignty and security 

of the country.  So, whistle blowers while discharging their duty of exposing 

corruption at higher places are also risking their lives.  We have got a number of 

live examples.  Two-three people were killed.  How to protect their lives or their 

families?  Whenever they indulge in exposing of corruption at higher places, 

naturally the people would be very influential and they may take vengeful revenge 

on these whistle blowers.  So, they need to be protected. 

 In such a situation officers working and exposing a lot of corrupt practices 

at higher places in risky organizations, for example Directorate of revenue 

Intelligence, CBI or Enforcement Directorate, which deal with highly influential 

people, not only need to be protected but there has to be a system of reward.  

Whenever any whistle blower blows a whistle which leads to the recovery of 

wealth or recovery of vital information – either proportionate to the  wealth 

recovered or information divulged – some mechanism should be introduced so that 

the reward system will not only protect them at least protect their families in future 

in case they are eliminated by the rival gangs.   

At the same time, there is a need to observe a lot of caution.  There are 

pseudo whistle blowers.  To settle their personal scores, political vendetta, 

political vengeance, many people blackmail others by exposing their so-called 

misdeeds.  This leads to a lot of blackmailing and corruption.  This has come to 

our notice in so many Papers and at so many places.  Of late, we have seen people 

using hidden video cameras or recording audio conversations and then 

blackmailing and settling their scores.  I do not know whether we call them as 
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pseudo whistle blowers.  We need to put deterrence on those pseudo whistle 

blowers also so that the honest man who is discharging his duty…. 

|ÉÉä. ºÉÉèMÉiÉ ®ÉªÉ: BÉDªÉÉ ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ¤ãÉèBÉEàÉäãÉ® cÉäiÉä cé?   

DR. RAVINDRA BABU: In the name of exposing certain people they say that if 

you do this I will definitely expose your other personal data.  For example, if you 

are drinking in a bar and seen dancing with a girl, they will expose that.  These 

people then become cold feet.  Therefore, those type of deterrence need to be in-

built.  While protecting the whistle blowers, we have to deter the pseudo whistle 

blowers.   A lot of blackmail cases have come to our notice.  Celebrities like cine 

stars, cricketers, bureaucrats, big politicians are all subjected to blackmailing.  

 There are so many press reports.  So many press people also try to do it.  So 

in this type of situation, the whistle blowers are definitely need to be protected.  

There should also be a reward system.  But at the same time, we should also 

protect those innocent people who are discharging their duties honestly by not 

subjecting them to harassment by the pseudo whistle blowers. 
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DR.K. KAMARAJ (KALLAKURICHI): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I stand here to 

participate in the discussion on the Whistle Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill, 

2015. 

 The aim of the Whistle Blowers Protection Act is to provide a 

comprehensive mechanism to investigate alleged corruption, misuse of power, 

criminal offences by public servants and also to protect and secure the identity of 

the people who expose corruption or wrong-doing in the Government bodies or in 

the Government projects.  The Act was intended to provide protection to the 

persons making disclosures of willful misuse of power or discretion by any public 

servant from harassment.  This Act also provides for ensuring punishment for false 

and frivolous complaints.   

 The original Bill passed by the Parliament does not have certain provisions 

which were found to be necessary from the point of view of security of the 

country.  Hence, there was a need for the present amendments and I appreciate the 

intention of the Government in this regard. 

 The Government states that the passage of this Bill, at this stage, was 

necessitated in order to incorporate necessary safeguards against disclosures that 

may prejudicially affect the sovereignty, integrity and security of the country, 

among others. 

 Here I would like to point out a few things for the consideration of the hon. 

Minister. 

 In our country, we have seen that persons making complaints against 

corruption or wrong-doing in the Government are victimized.  There have been 

many instances of threats, harassment or even murder of many whistle blowers in 

India.  This needs to be put an end to and they are to be protected, if the 

Government really wants to uncover corruption in the Government set up.  So, the 

civil society in India felt that there has to be sufficient safeguards to protect them 

and to prevent victimization and harassment. 
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 The objectives of the Act in providing such safeguards are laudable and if 

the Act is implemented in right earnest, everyone would be happy and we could 

see a corruption-free India in the days to come. 

 The people would not be able to measure the effectiveness of the Act, 

unless the Government comes forward to implement efficiently the provisions of 

this Act so that the whistle blowers are not harassed, intimidated and murdered. 

 Last but not least, some amendments to the Act, by way of this Bill, are 

intended to correct the drafting errors that crept in while drafting this Bill.  During 

the last week, a very important Constitutional (Amendment) Bill had to go to the 

other House twice due to such errors.  The Government cannot afford to allow 

such obvious or patent errors to creep in and I would urge the Government to take 

care of this aspect in future. 

 With these words, I appreciate the efforts of the Government in protecting 

the whistle blowers from harassment and I also thank you for the opportunity 

given to me to participate in this Bill. 
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SHRI RAHUL SHEWALE (MUMBAI SOUTH CENTRAL): Thank you, Mr. 

Deputy Speaker, Sir, for allowing me to speak on the very important Bill, that is, 

The Whistle Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill, 2015.  

 The Government has not implemented this law which aims to create a 

statutory mechanism for whistle blowing about corruption, abuse or misuse of 

power or authority or discretion to cause undue loss to the public exchequer or 

undue gain to a third party or any offence recognized under any law. 

 While debating the Bill in the Rajya Sabha in February 2014, the UPA 

Government had promised to introduce tighter restrictions on whistle blowing if it 

relates to matters of national security.   But UPA Government failed to achieve the 

objective of the Bill.  The NDA Government has now proposed to make 

amendments which will ensure that the law will continue to remain stillborn as it 

has for a year now.   

 I fully support this Bill but I would like to submit my views for the 

attention of the august House as well as the Government to the proposed 

amendments. 

 Section 4(1) is to be amended to place unreasonable restrictions on whistle 

blowing:  The substantive provision that permits whistle blowing about 

wrongdoing in a public authority is diluted in the way that unless the whistle 

blower is able to prove that the person obtained his evidence of wrongdoing under 

the RTI Act, he or she can be punished for attaching such records to his 

whistleblower complaint.  No officer or RTI user will come forward to blow the 

whistle on wrongdoing unless he obtains the information after the concerned 

Information Commission orders its disclosure in public interest under Section 8(2) 

of the RTI Act. 

In some States like Madhya Pradesh, this process could take a few decades 

due to the huge pendency of appeals and complaints before the State Information 

Commission.  Even before other Information Commissions, there is no certainty 

that such information will be disclosed under Section 8(2) of the RTI Act.  As the 
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proposed amendments do not contain any other mechanism for inquiring into 

complaints belonging to this category, it appears that the Government is willing to 

throw them all into the dustbin.  This is a blatant negation of the twin principles of 

rule of law and accountable governance that underpin our constitutional 

democracy.  

 Section 5 is to be amended to prevent the Competent Authority from 

inquiring into whistle blower complaints relating to matters specified in the newly 

proposed Section 4(1). Once a Competent Authority such as the Central Vigilance 

Commission receives a whistle blower complaint from any person relating to any 

category mentioned in the new Section 4(1), it is required to refer the matter to a 

designated authority in the concerned public authority to obtain a clearance to 

inquire into the matter.  If the designated authority certifies that such matter falls 

under any category in the new Section 4(1), the CVC will not inquire further into 

that matter and such certificate will be the final decision in that case.  Further, the 

proposed amendment does not stipulate a time limit within which clearance should 

be given by the designated authority.   

So, such whistle blower complaints may simply gather dust if the 

designated officers want to stall the inquiry process endlessly.   

 For example, the Prime Minister is the competent authority to launch an 

inquiry into a whistle blower complaint against his or her Ministers.  Similarly, the 

Chief Ministers in the States are the competent authorities to inquire into whistle 

blower complaints against their Ministers.  If the new amendments are approved 

by Parliament, then the PM and the CMs will have to seek clearance from the 

designated authority of the Department or organisation before inquiring into 

whistle blower complaints relating to matters falling under the new Section 4(1).   

So, even an Under Secretary grade officer, if appointed as the designated 

authority, can in theory, prevent the PM or the CM from ordering an inquiry into a 

whistle blower complaint if he or she certifies that the matter relates to national 
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security.  This is the ridiculous implication of the amendment that the Government 

has proposed to the Whistle Blowers Protection Act.  

I would like to draw the attention of the House to other major lapses in the 

proposed amendments.  

Last year, the Government provided for a mechanism for inquiring into 

whistle blower complaints internally  through the  mechanism of the Chief 

Vigilance Officers.  This system is not provided for in the Whistle Blowers 

Protection (Amendment) Bill.   

So, with the repeal of the Whistle Blower Policy Resolution, that internal 

mechanism will be lost.   

Honourable Supreme Court of India also recognised whistle blowing to the 

media as a legitimate exercise if all other available options provide to be unless or 

uninterested.  The proposed amendments do not legitimise whistle blowing to the 

media.  In fact, journalists will continue to be prosecuted under Official Secrets 

Act for blowing the whistle on wrong doing with no protection under the Whistle 

Blowers Protection Act.  

In November, 2014, hon. Supreme Court recognised anonymous whistle 

blowing.  The proposed amendments do not permit anonymous whistle blowing.  

The original provision requiring the whistle blower to disclose his or her identity 

to the competent authority remains.  The only saving grace is that the whistle 

blower’s identity will not be revealed to anybody without his or her written 

consent.  

I would like to suggest some minor amendments.  

Under Section 2, the words “armed forces of the Union” are to be omitted – 

no substantial dilution of the original Act.  But in the original Act, the Special 

Protection Group which guards the present and past incumbents of the office of 

the Prime Minister and their families was excluded from the Act for the purpose of 

whistle blowing about any wrongdoing.  The amendment makes no change in this 

insulation of the SPG.  If the SPG witnesses a PM or  his or her family member 
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accepting a bribe or committing any offence or abusing or misusing power or 

discretion, they will have to follow a revised version of Gandhiji’s three monkeys 

– hear not, speak not and forget that you saw anything wrong.   

 In Section 3, the name of the old law – Companies Act, 1956 is to be 

replaced by its successor – Companies Act, 2013 – no dilution of the original Act. 

 In Section 3 (ii) (d), the word ‘complaint’ in the original Act is to be 

replaced with the word ‘disclosure ‘ – no dilution of the original Act. 

 In Section 14, the language of this provision in the original Act is being 

tightened to ensure that the competent authority issues specific orders to stop any 

corrupt practice while inquiring into a whistleblower’s complaint.  

 In Section 18 (2), the language of this in the original Act is being tightened 

to differentiate it from Section 14 (1) which relates to punishing the Head of the 

Department for conniving or consenting to the corrupt practice. Section 14 (2) is 

for punishing other officers in the Department for conniving with or consenting to 

corrupt practices about which a whistleblower’s complaint has been found to be 

true. … (Interruptions) 

 This is the last point. In Section 20,  the language is being tightened to 

apply only to such orders of penalty as may be imposed by the competent 

authorities under Section 16. In the original Act, the provision included a reference 

to Sections 14 and 16, under which the competent authorities had no power to 

impose any penalty.  

 In Section 31, a minor correction relating to the syntax is being made.

 I am sure that the Government will consider all my views. Thank you. 
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DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, thank you. 

16.47 hrs    (Hon. Speaker in the Chair) 

 Thank you Madam Speaker. I am one of the most luckiest Members 

because I got opportunity to address both the Deputy-Speaker and the Speaker. 

 The Whistleblowers Protection (Amendment) Bill, 2015 has come before 

the House in the same route as the other Bills have come, that is without going to 

the Standing Committee. So, I pity this. I am also a Member in one of the Standing 

Committees.  

 Madam Speaker, I know you are in a hurry. 

HON. SPEAKER: No.  

DR. A. SAMPATH : Then I am happy, very happy. … (Interruptions) The 

Government is in a hurry to blow the whistle.  

 During the past 12 months, 44 Bills out of 51 Bills, have been passed by 

this House without any consultation, without taking any evidence, and without any 

discussion in the Standing Committees. Under you, Madam Speaker, we have 16 

Standing Committees.  The other House also has Standing Committees. Of course, 

we can say that we have more number of Committees. We cannot accuse 

somebody if somebody expresses any apprehension saying, ‘What is the use of 

Parliamentary Standing Committees?’ They ask such questions. What is the use of 

Parliamentary Standing Committees? The Standing Committees should be fully 

utilized.  

 The Statement of Objects and Reasons in 2 (a) states: “to ensure that the 

said Act incorporates necessary provisions aimed at strengthening the safeguards 

against disclosures which may prejudicially affect the sovereignty and integrity of 

the country, security of the State, etc.”  

 I was a witness to an incident at the age of three. My father was arrested at 

midnight on the Christmas eve in the year 1965. Those who came to arrest him, 

told him that he was a threat to the national integrity and  national sovereignty. So, 
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you are under preventive detention. I am the child of that man. Yesterday 

Comrade Karunakaran cited that example of Comrade A.K. Gopalan who was the 

Leader of  the Opposition of this House. … (Interruptions) He was his father-in-

law also. We are proud of that.  

 The sole intention of the Government in bringing forward this Bill is to 

water down the rights of the whistleblowers. 

 Madam, some of the hon. Members who have spoken on this Bill have 

cited  certain “unfortunate” incidents that happened in Madhya Pradesh, Haryana 

and in some other places also where witnesses had been attacked. Some of them 

were killed. No law is there to protect them. We are in a nation where speedy 

justice will be provided to persons who are owning the Rolls Royce cars much 

faster than an ambulance reaches the spot of an accident. 

 Today, there is a news item that has appeared in an English Newspaper 

under the caption “A woman’s cry goes unheard in Parliament.” I am not citing 

the name of the newspaper. Everybody knows of it. We all read newspapers. 

Charity should begin at home. If the Government is interested in protecting the 

whistle blowers,  is it  able to protect even a single woman, a contract employee 

who is working under this roof, in the Parliament? It is the Government’s duty.  

HON. SPEAKER: No. You do not know what actions are taken.  

DR. A. SAMPATH: I do not know. I may be ignorant  I am not accusing anybody. 

But, anyway, the Government is bound  to issue a Press Release on what 

happened. If the Press Statement, Press Release, Press news item that has appeared 

in one of the largest circulated dailies in this nation is something true – I am not 

saying that the whole episode is true – it is unfortunate. It is not good for the 

reputation of Parliament. 

 In the so-called   protection of whistle blowers, I cite an example of what 

happened. A Public Interest Litigation being heard in the Supreme Court involving 

the head of the country’s premier investigation agency has put the spotlight on 

protection to whistle blowers. Certain defence matters, certain matters of national 
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interest, intelligence matters. etc. are there. In our nation, in the Defence Sector, 

now even FDI is allowed. In the intelligence mechanism also, some of the 

intelligence agencies of foreign nations are cooperating with us. Private 

enterprises are also a part and parcel of our defence deals. So, nobody will   be 

willing to spill the beans. We are closing the windows. We are closing the doors. It 

is said: “You can come, knock at the door but we will be sleeping just like Rip 

Van Winkle; we will not wake up.” If the Government has any intention to 

strengthen the whistle blowers’ right, offer protection, it should do one thing. Who 

is going to protect them? We all know the said plight of a PSO who gave evidence 

in a criminal case. I am not mentioning anybody’s name because everybody 

knows what happened. That is the sad plight of that policeman. What happened 

during his last days? He was also a human being. He had a family. He should also 

have been provided the same protection that the law provides. If it is going to 

continue in this nation, with all due respect, my humble submission to the 

Government is this. We may be forced to enact new laws for the top brass, 

bureaucrats, affluent people, five-star cultured people, the crony capitalists. There 

will be two types of law. In the High Court also there are certain benches. Just like 

the Green Tribunal, there are certain Benches like that. They want to get speedy 

justice. So, we can have certain types of differentiations like this also. 

 I would like to make another point. During this Session itself, there have 

been attacks on dalits. In a marriage procession, if a dalit groom is sitting on a 

white horse, then he will be attacked. Who is going to give evidence against the 

culprits, against the accused? Nobody will come forward to do that. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You continue. I will listen to you.  
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DR. A. SAMPATH: I am speaking about the caste discrimination, not any 

political discrimination. It is happening in this nation. In this nation, caste 

discrimination is there; sexual discrimination is there; regional discrimination is 

there; and economic discrimination is also there. If somebody is coming forward 

to give evidence or to report something which has to be reported or if somebody is 

coming to give some information which has to be given, he is duty bound as per 

the Directive Principles of State Policy and the Fundamental Duties of a citizen. 

We have gone through that. If somebody is coming forward, it is true that he is 

going to either commit suicide or to become a martyr. This is happening. The 

Government is not at all able to protect the whistle blowers.  

You were also a Member at that time. I remember, while I was sitting there; 

you were sitting here. At that time, we remember your smiling face. During that 

time, the Standing Committee gave certain recommendations on the clauses of the 

Whistle Blowers Bill. At that time, the present Opposition Members sitting 

towards my right, were sitting there. They were not in a position to accept the 

recommendations of the Standing Committee, whose chairperson was their own 

Party Member. As you were a Member at that time, together, we fought for the 

inclusion of those clauses also. Unfortunately, that did not happen. That was a 

water down enactment. It had its own inherent weaknesses. Now, it was weak; 

now it  is becoming weaker, more  feeble. It will not be a strong enactment. It will 

be like a whistle without any air. Without any air, if you are whistling, what is the 

use of it?  

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): It is like a whistle without any 

brittle inside.   

HON. SPEAKER: Please conclude. We have three more Members to speak. 
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DR. A. SAMPATH : As the Government has decided, we are sitting for extra 

three days extra to discuss all these things. My humble suggestion is this. With 

trust in you I bona fide believe that this Government will be able to send this 

Amendment Bill for further elaborate discussion to the concerned Standing 

Committee. Let us honour the concerned Standing Committee first. Let us fulfil 

that parliamentary procedure; then, we come here and discussion. Taking up a Bill 

is like taking something straight from the woven and putting it on the dining table. 

If the Government things  so, it is quite unfortunate.  

             I am not accusing anybody. I am not pointing my figures at the 

Government. If I point the figures at them, I very well  know that three other 

figures are pointed at me.  

HON. SPEAKER:  It is a very good understanding.  

DR. A. SAMPATH: We are taught about self-criticism in my Party. My leaders 

teach us about self-criticism also. Not only to criticize others but also criticize self. 

Our nation is in an era where the corruption breeds where the greed has become 

the creed. Here, if the whistle blowers are not protected, then  what will happen to 

their lives, their liberty, their property and  their freedom? We can understand.   

               No institution should be spared. If there is an urgent necessity or 

something like that, the most important functions of our intelligence services or 

something regarding our defence, our national security, that I can understand. But 

the higher Judiciary should not be left outside the purview of this Bill. 

17.00 hrs 

It should also be brought under the purview of this Bill. Anyway, the Judges of the 

High Courts and the Supreme Court are also human beings, just like the 

Magistrates and other judges at lower courts. Why are we putting all those judges 

outside the purview of this Bill? Let us put everybody under the purview of this 

Bill because, as per the Constitution, everybody is equal before the law and 

everybody is under the law. 

HON. SPEAKER: Please conclude now. 
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DR. A. SAMPATH: I am concluding. 

 Madam, before concluding, I would like to make an appeal to the 

Government through you. Let the conscience of the Government work, at least, for 

some time because every moment is precious and let us jointly decide to send this 

Bill to the Standing Committee. There is nothing to be ashamed of. Our hon. 

Minister Shri Sadananda Gowda is sitting here. He has piloted a Bill on Railway 

Safety here in this House. After the discussion, it was decided unanimously by this 

House - and the Minister also wholeheartedly agreed – that it can be sent to the 

Standing Committee. Then, the hon. Minister of Parliamentary Affairs Shri 

Venkaiah Naidu also told this House that the Government is also willing to send it 

to the Standing Committee. So, why can we not send this Bill to the Standing 

Committee for a proper scrutiny? That is my humble submission. Thank you. 
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SHRIMATI KAVITHA KALVAKUNTLA (NIZAMABAD): Madam Speaker, I 

thank you for the opportunity given to me to speak on this Bill. 

 This Whistle Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill, 2015 is supposed to 

consummate the unfinished business of the 2011 Bill and also the 2014 Bill. But 

as the name suggests, this is to protect the whistle blowers. ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ AäºÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ 

cè ÉÊBÉE xÉÉàÉ àÉå ®ÉàÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉºÉãÉÉÒ àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉÉè® cÉäiÉÉ cè* xÉÉàÉ ºÉÉÒiÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ¤ÉiÉÉÇ´É MÉÉÒiÉÉ VÉèºÉÉ 

cÉäiÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÎBcºãÉ |ÉÉä]äBÉD¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉ{É ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå näJÉåMÉä there 

are eight chapters, but only one chapter speaks about the protection of whistle 

blowers and that too not at all complete. To protect the whistle blowers, first we 

need to understand what kind of victimization they go through and this Bill does 

not even define victimization. VÉÉä +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç]ÉÒ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® cé, =xcÉåxÉä 15´ÉÉÓ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEä +É{ÉxÉä 

ãÉÉº] BÉEä ®ÉVªÉºÉ£ÉÉ £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ-this Bill has to define victimization. Victimization 

should be defined in a broader sense. +É{ÉxÉä cÉÒ nãÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä VÉ¤É ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ cè, <iÉxÉä ºÉÉÒÉÊxÉªÉ® 

ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® xÉä VÉ¤É ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉiÉäxp ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ VÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉ ®cä cé, I am very sorry you 

have not taken your own people into confidence. This is what the entire nation 

would feel today. When the UPA Government brought the Bill in 2011, they 

ignored the Law Commission Report and also the Report of the Administrative 

Reforms Committee, particularly about the anonymity of the whistle blowers 

which is the most core issue of whistle blowers. 

 Then, coming to victimization, this is usually done by the officials and 

nobody talks about penalizing these officials. Everybody talks as to how we can 

protect certain departments and how we can give more strength to the Government 

to hide certain facts, but nobody speaks about curtailing or cutting down the voice 

of the whistle blowers and nobody speaks about how we can help them out. I 

would like to suggest that penalizing the officials who victimize the whistle 

blowers should also be a part of this Bill. VÉèºÉä ãÉèhb ABÉD´ÉÉÒÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ 

+ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® UÉÒxÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè if you take away his land. 
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 Similarly, in this Bill also, if a whistle blower is not happy with the action 

taken by the Vigilance Commissioner, he has no right to go to the High Court and 

I believe that this has to be incorporated in this Bill. Not only that; +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÎBcºãÉ 

¤ãÉÉä BÉE®iÉÉ cè, BÉEÉä<Ç BÉE®{¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ <¶ªÉÚ =~ÉiÉÉ cè, the burden of proof is on the whistle blower 

today. I believe that the Vigilance Commissioner should be more proactive and he 

should suo motu take up the issue and pursue the matter. 

 +É{ÉxÉä ºÉkÉÉ {ÉFÉ BÉEÉä iÉÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè, ®ÉàÉ ®ÉVªÉ ºÉä +ÉÉè® ®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉ ºÉä <xÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ãÉMÉÉ´É £ÉÉÒ cè* àÉèbàÉ, 

ÉÊ´É£ÉÉÒ­ÉhÉ £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä WÉàÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® lÉä* =xcÉåxÉä {ÉÚ®ä ãÉÆBÉEÉ ®ÉVÉ BÉEä ºÉÉÒµÉEä]ÂºÉ gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉA 

lÉä, iÉ¤É VÉÉ BÉE® ®ÉàÉ ®ÉVªÉ BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ* àÉèbàÉ, =ºÉ WÉàÉÉxÉä àÉå ÉÊ´É£ÉÉÒ­ÉhÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉå MÉqÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ MÉ<Ç* 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä WÉàÉÉxÉä BÉEä VÉÉä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® cÉäiÉä cé, =xÉBÉEÉä iÉÉä càÉä¶ÉÉ àÉÉèiÉ cÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè*  We have 

seen, it is a very sad state of affairs.  Almost 30 whistle blowers were killed which 

is very unfortunate.  <iÉxÉä ºÉÉ®ä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+ÉºÉÇ BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE there is no 

logical conclusion on any of these cases.  So, I would kindly request the hon. 

Minister to consider adding this clause.  What would happen after an attack 

happens on the whistle blower?  How do we track these cases?  Can we have fast 

track courts?   

 Particularly there are two-three issues.  This Bill’s jurisdiction only covers 

the Government sector.  MÉ´ÉàÉç] ºÉèBÉD]® àÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉDãÉÉÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉ<b BÉE® BÉEä BÉE´É® BÉE®iÉä cé, BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ SÉÉÒWÉå 

c]ÉiÉä cé* This Bill says, if corruption is brought to the notice after seven years, no 

charges can happen.  How is this possible? +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ càÉ <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ¤Éè~ BÉE® VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ 

xÉäc°ô VÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé, +É]ãÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé, =xÉBÉEÉä càÉ +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉìÉÊãÉÉÊ]BÉDºÉ àÉå PÉºÉÉÒ] 

BÉE® ãÉÉiÉä cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉE£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè iÉÉä 

I believe he should be given a chance.  That clause should be incorporated. 

{ÉÉÌ]BÉDªÉÖãÉ®ãÉÉÒ VÉ¤É ÿªÉÖàÉxÉ ®É<Ç]ÂºÉ BÉEÉ ´ÉÉìªÉãÉä¶ÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä <ºÉ ABÉD] àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ VÉMÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè*  

 Another important issue is this. This Government particular says that the 

Armed Forces and the intelligence services will be kept away from the ambit of 

this Bill. I do not understand why.  There could be some sensitive information, 

sensitive issues.  But, apart from that, the issues like promotions, the issues like 
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procurement to stores, all of them have to be made public. àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä MÉÖb MÉ´ÉxÉçºÉ BÉEÉ 

|ÉÉìÉÊàÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* Transparent Government is good Government.  He should kindly 

understand this. 

 Particularly this Bill only talks about Government sector.  This Bill does 

not talk about any private companies, any big companies which deal with the 

Government in terms of providing utilities. ÉÊnããÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå +ÉÉ{É näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA àÉèbàÉ*  

Reliance is a big company – I do not want to take the name – which provides 

power to the Delhi people.  But, when CAG goes and asks for the report, they 

simply reject it.  How do we take care of these issues? BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉä ¤É½ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cé, VÉÉä 

càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA {ÉÉì´É® näiÉÉÒ cé, ´ÉÉì]® näiÉÉÒ cé, <Æ|ÉEÉº]ÅBÉDSÉ® +ÉÉè® ¤É½ÉÒ-¤É½ÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉå ¤ÉxÉÉiÉÉÒ cé* If we let them 

loose, how do we control these companies?  It is a serious issue and the 

Government has to seriously think about this. 

 Above all, the spirit of good Governance is only transparent governance.  

So, I hope and believe that this Government will seriously come forward and 

protect our RTI activists.  Thank you so much. 
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KUMARI SUSHMITA DEV : Madam, I always get an opportunity at the end.  

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉä®ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ cè, {É®ÆiÉÖ ºÉàÉªÉ <iÉxÉÉ BÉEàÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÖZÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ UÉä]ÉÒ 

BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½iÉÉÒ cè* I will keep myself very brief. 

 àÉèbàÉ, VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉVÉ] º{ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ àÉå  µÉE{¶ÉxÉ ´ÉbÇ BÉEÉ BÉEcÉÓ 

<ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, <iÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ ®JÉÉ cè*  

 àÉèbàÉ, +ÉÉ{É ºÉÖxÉiÉä cé, <vÉ® £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖxÉiÉä cé, +ÉÆn® ]äÉÊãÉÉÊ´ÉVÉxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 10 àÉcÉÒxÉÉå àÉå 

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ªÉc ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® ºÉÖxÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉEãÉÉÆ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä º]èÉÏhbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, º]èÉÎhbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉ 

nÉÒVÉÉÒA, º]èÉÏhbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ ªÉc =~iÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä càÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä cé, ´Éc BÉDªÉÉå ¤ÉÉãÉ 

®cä cé, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉä àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ BÉE´É®äVÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè they tell us that the Congress is pursuing or 

the Opposition is pursuing obstructionist policy paralysis tactics inside the 

Government.  But we are not, Madam Speaker.   

 Today, Dr. Singh has brought a very crucial Bill.  It was a part of the major 

six major legislations that the UPA Government wanted to bring as far as anti-

graft laws were concerned.  This was one of them.  It is a history which Saugata ji 

said, which Mahtab ji said.  This Bill was introduced in the Lok Sabha on 26th of 

August, 2010.  It was passed by the Lok Sabha on 27th of December, 2011.  

Subsequently, the Bill was passed by both the Houses in February, 2014.  There 

seems to be a little bit of confusion here which the Government has said, which 

Mahtab ji also asked for an explanation.  It seems that the impression has gone that 

the Government had agreed that since elections were close by, the Session was 

ending, ÉÊBÉE ªÉc +ÉàÉåbàÉå] +ÉÉ{É |ÉäºÉ àÉiÉ BÉEÉÊ®A, xÉäBÉDº] ºÉè¶ÉxÉ àÉå càÉ <ºÉBÉEÉä ãÉÉAÆMÉä*  

 I think that is what Dr. Singh will say eventually.  But, Madam, I would 

like to ask a simple question +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä +ÉàÉåbàÉå], VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå +ÉÉªÉÉ cè, can this 

Government or the hon. Minister clarify one thing in his speech? Have you or 

have you not gone beyond those amendments that were proposed? A new Clause 

4(1)(a) has come.  In this Clause, the amendments that have been brought go 

beyond the amendments that were discussed in 2013. {ÉcãÉä ºÉÉì´É®äxÉ <Æ]Åäº] {É® lÉÉ, xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ 

<Æ]Åäº] {É® lÉÉ, BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉä] BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÒÉË]MºÉ {É® lÉÉ, {É® VÉÉä +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉåbàÉå]ÂºÉ ãÉÉA MÉA cé, that goes beyond 
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that. ºÉÉäÉÊxÉªÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä 6 àÉ<Ç BÉEÉä ºÉnxÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, “What is the fate of the Bill? It received 

Presidential assent in May, 2004.  Why has it not been given effect to?”  As a 

reaction to that, the Cabinet cleared it and brought it before this House.  We thank 

the Government.  But the sad part is something else.  Why are we asking for 

referring it to the Standing Committee?  I will not repeat any of the points that 

Kavithaji and Trinamool Congress has already stated.  The fact is that today the 

Right to Information Act is the strongest weapon in the hands of a common man.  

What is the right that it gives you?  It gives you the right to access information.  

But this Act is giving you the right to disclose information. àÉÖZÉä {ÉiÉÉ cè àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ªÉcÉÒ 

BÉEcåMÉä, VÉÉä xÉªÉÉ ºÉäBÉD¶ÉxÉ 4(1)(a) +ÉÉªÉÉ cè, =xcÉåxÉä ®É<] ]Ú <x{ÉEÉàÉæ¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] BÉEÉ ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 8 =~ÉBÉE® <ºÉ 

ABÉD] àÉå bÉãÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ àÉå ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcåMÉä ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ®É<] ]Ú <x{ÉEÉàÉæ¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä 

ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 8 VÉ¤É càÉ +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ºÉä <ºÉ ABÉD] àÉå ãÉä +ÉÉA cé, iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ àÉå BÉDªÉÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä cÉä, ´Éc 

ªÉcÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉåMÉä* But please understand that ®É<] ]Ú <x{ÉEÉàÉæ¶ÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä AMVÉå{¶ÉÆºÉ cé, that are saying 

that an officer need not disclose this information to the person who is seeking the 

information in the greater interest of the nation.  But this Act, that we are debating 

today the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, it is about someone finding or getting 

hold of information not within the system.  It may well be a leak.  We are well 

aware of the Pentagon Papers.  We are well aware of the Spycatcher case.  This 

Act covers those cases.  àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä àÉé º{ÉäÉÊºÉÉÊ{ÉEBÉEãÉÉÒ ªÉc VÉ´ÉÉ¤É àÉÉÆMÉÚMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ABÉD] 

BÉEÉ ºÉè¶ÉxÉ 8 (1) iÉÉä <ºÉ +ÉàÉåbàÉå] àÉå ãÉä +ÉÉA cé, {É® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 8 (2) BÉEÉä BÉDªÉÉå UÉä½ ÉÊnªÉÉ* ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 8 

(2) àÉå cè, I may just read one line and end my speech. It says: 

“Notwithstanding anything in the Official Secrets Act, 1923, nor any 
of the exemptions permissible in accordance with sub-section 8(1) of 
RTI Act, a public authority may allow access to information, if 
public interest in disclosure outweighs the harm to the protected 
interests.” 
 

 VÉÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEc ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ºÉÖ£ÉÉ­É SÉÆp ¤ÉÉäºÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉEÉ<ãÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ BÉE®åMÉä* Should this 

Government now be curbing the rights of disclosing due information in the 

investigation of a corruption case? Today, activists are going towards legislation in 
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this nation ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç àÉå £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä A{ãÉÉÒBÉEä¶ÉxÉ cÉäMÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* In those 

circumstances, I request the Government not to represent to the nation ÉÊBÉE ªÉä ´ÉcÉÒ 

+ÉàÉåbàÉå]ÂºÉ cé VÉÉä ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ´É­ÉÇ 2013 àÉå º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉä lÉä* They have gone much 

beyond that. Under the democratic system, we have the right to scrutinise it and 

give our opinion in the Standing Committee.  

   



13.05.2015  
 

148

gÉÉÒ +ÉÉäàÉ ÉÊ¤É®ãÉÉ (BÉEÉä]É) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ càÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ |ÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE 

{É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE® ®cä cé* <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉ +ÉxÉÖ£É´É £ÉÉÒ ®cÉ, ¤ÉÖ®É +ÉxÉÖ£É´É £ÉÉÒ ®cÉ* 

+ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ xÉä <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® +ÉÉWÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉ~ ºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå VÉÉä BÉE®{¶ÉxÉ 

SÉãÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉ §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ ®ÉäBÉElÉÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEciÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç 

BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ, càÉ ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® |ÉÉä]èBÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ãÉÉA* àÉcÉänªÉÉ, BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÉA ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 

nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® VÉ¤É VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE +ÉÉ´ÉÉWÉ =~É<Ç, <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ãÉ½É<Ç ãÉ½ÉÒ, BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ xÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ 

{ÉcãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉE §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA VÉÉä ãÉ½É<Ç ãÉ½xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä 

+ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ cé, =xÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®ÉÊvÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® {ÉÚ®É ~ÉÒBÉE ºÉä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ 

àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ BÉÖEU ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ãÉÉA cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ´Éä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå cé* +ÉÉVÉ nä¶É 

BÉEä +ÉÆn® ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä +ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉºÉ BÉEä {É½ÉäºÉ BÉEä nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä MÉÖ{iÉSÉ® {ÉBÉE½ä VÉÉiÉä cé, ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É 

BÉEä +ÉÉÆiÉÉÊ®BÉE àÉºÉãÉä BÉEä +ÉÆn®, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå |ÉVÉÉiÉÆjÉ cè, ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÆjÉ cè, ºÉÉÒàÉÉAÄ JÉÖãÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cé, BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ 

MÉÖ{iÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉAÄ |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®BÉEä {É½ÉäºÉÉÒ nä¶É BÉEÉä näiÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ càÉå ªÉc £ÉÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEä àÉÉ{ÉnÆbÉå {É® VªÉÉnÉ {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ BÉEcÉÓ  càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ JÉiÉ®ä 

àÉå xÉ {É½ VÉÉA*   

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå VÉ¤É ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cè, càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ £ÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ £ÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®hÉ nºÉ àÉcÉÒxÉä ¤ÉÉn VÉ¤É càÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå JÉ½ä cÉäiÉä cé iÉÉä ºÉnxÉ 

àÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèªÉÉ® cé ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ 

àÉÖqä BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{É ºÉnxÉ àÉå ãÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* nºÉ àÉcÉÒxÉä iÉBÉE BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ àÉÖqä BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ<Ç* càÉ 

nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤Énäc cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® ªÉc 

¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå àÉå BªÉÉ{ÉBÉE ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉxÉä ºÉÉè ¤ÉÉ® ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEA, càÉxÉä BÉE<Ç ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ àÉå 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉA, =xÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEA, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä càÉä¶ÉÉ nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå ®JÉÉ, +ÉÉàÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä 

ÉÊciÉ àÉå ®JÉÉ* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ªÉä BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE <ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉA, iÉÉä BÉE®{¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ näJÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè 

º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ* +ÉÉVÉ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ÉÊb¤Éä] cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEÉä ºÉÆ{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉè® ºÉÖZÉÉ´É nå* ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä c® 

+ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ãÉ½xÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ xÉÉèVÉ´ÉÉxÉ cè, xÉÉÒSÉä ºÉä xÉÉÒSÉä iÉ¤ÉBÉEä BÉEÉÒ 
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ºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÊ]¤Ér cè +ÉÉè® ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä 

BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ =xÉBÉEÉä ºÉÖ®FÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉÒ, BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä nÉªÉ®ä BÉEÉ BÉE´ÉSÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉºÉä c]BÉE® £ÉÉÒ 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä §É­]ÉSÉÉ® +ÉÉè® §É­]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE càÉä¶ÉÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä nÉªÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ*  <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, ´Éc nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ 

àÉå ®JÉBÉE®, nä¶É BÉEÉÒ =xÉ ´ÉèYÉÉÉÊxÉBÉE {ÉrÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉBÉE®, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä ãÉÉÒBÉEäVÉ cÉäxÉä ºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® 

BÉE<Ç ºÉÉ®ä JÉiÉ®ä cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉä cé, =xÉBÉEÉä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉäÉÊvÉiÉ BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* ´Éc nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cè 

+ÉÉè® +ÉÉ®]ÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cè*  
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bÉì. ÉÊVÉiÉäxp ÉËºÉc :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä ºÉ£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ® |ÉBÉE] 

BÉE®xÉÉ cè*  By and large, everybody from both the Benches –this side and that side -- 

has endorsed the spirit of the Bill and also spoken in support of the cause of the 

whistle blowers’ protection… (Interruptions) Let me complete my speech. 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä (MÉÖãÉ¤ÉMÉÉÇ) : <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä iÉÉä º]èÉÏhbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA lÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ´ÉcÉÆ 

ºÉ¤É ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ {É® ºÉÖZÉÉ´É näiÉä* ÉÊ{ÉE® =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn <ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA lÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

bÉì. ÉÊVÉiÉäxp ÉËºÉc : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÖZÉä ºÉÆiÉÉä­É <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ cè ÉÊBÉE there might be differences in the 

perception of how each one of us sees it or the threshold of how much should be 

the safeguard and what should be the parameters or the extent of safeguard 

without intruding into what is actually the essence of this Bill.  

 Before I come to the concluding part, just a word each of what has been 

said. Mr. Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury has expressed concern about giving adequate 

protection to the whistleblower. I may just like to assure him that the protection of 

the whistleblower has been adequately ensured in this Bill.… (Interruptions) If 

you wish me to read, I can read the entire procedure which is right from the 

beginning. … (Interruptions) I am speaking. You cannot make the procedure so 

camouflaged that it does not happen at all. If you want me to read out, then it is all 

right.… (Interruptions) 

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY :The Minister has failed to understand 

my point. I am sorry for that.… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä ®cå* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: If we can pass it without sending it… (Interruptions) I 

will come to that also.  

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY: You should not propagate any kind of 

misconception.… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉvÉÉÒ® ®ÆVÉxÉ VÉÉÒ, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 
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…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: You do not listen to him. 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I am not yielding. I am just answering. The complaint 

will be put under an envelope. His name would not be disclosed and the secrecy of 

the complaint’s identity to provide protection to the complainant from any 

physical threat, harassment or victimization is to be ensured, and, therefore, the 

matter would be taken up in the form of a sealed envelope and the envelope would 

be opened only in the presence of two authorized officers. And, thereafter, it 

would be given a surrogate number and then sent forward. There is an elaborate 

procedure which, I think is as good as being followed in any other part of the 

world. 

 Now, coming to the next point-- shall I say accusation or compliment?— as 

Mr. Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury said that it is because of our respected leader 

Madam Sonia Gandhi Ji’s intervention that prompted this. 

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY: I rightly pointed out that. 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: Yes, that is what I am saying. I am complimenting you. 

I am appreciating it. You are not ready to receive my compliment also. … 

(Interruptions) Venugopal Ji, what is this? I am glad. I am so flattered, in fact, that 

a person as revered and as senior as Madam Sonia Gandhi has given us impetus 

but we were already in the pipeline. 

SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY: You got buckled under. 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I did not say buckled. No, do not put words in my 

mouth. I am only appreciating… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Jitendra Ji, you please go on. Mr. Minister, you need not 

answer. 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I am only saying that it only reflects the concern and the 

urgency of the issue being reflected on both these sides of the House, which is 

very admirable. In fact, it reinforces our desire and will to go ahead with it. 
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 Now, as far as the issue of not having enough safeguards or having 

safeguards to the extent that it might jeopardize the very spirit of the disclosure as 

has been pointed out, Section 8(1) of the RTI has been the guiding spirit. Nothing 

has been sought to be added by and large to what already existed. So, I think that 

should not be an apprehension.  

 There have been certain questions, of course, of which I do not know 

whether I am competent to answer. For example, what is the definition of 

‘whistleblower’? I do not know if it is mentioned in any book. Somebody would 

say, ‘somebody who blows the whistle’. Even if we go to the Oxford Dictionary, it 

would rather give a literal meaning. But, when we use the term ‘whistleblower’ in 

the present day jargon, we usually refer to it in a different context and I think all 

the hon. Members are learned enough to understand and realize what we mean by 

‘whistleblower’. 

 Prof. Saugata Roy made certain very literate observations. He, in his 

wisdom, described it as ‘knee jerk’. But it is not a knee jerk. Even in Medicines, 

Saugata da, we have something called Pendular Jerk. When you put the knee – 

somebody medicos here would understand – the knee keeps hanging and does not 

come back. So, this was a pendular jerk hanging for the last two years. Sometimes, 

in a normal case, you hammer and it comes back; it stays back. What I am trying 

to say is that it was not a knee jerk, it was carrying on; it was smouldering and I 

am glad that all the Members have contributed to make it faster and to bring it to 

the normal action.  

 There has been a reference to a number of whistleblowers, who sacrificed 

their lives. The nation owes to them; all of us owe to them, whether we sit this side 

or that side. I have no hesitation or embarrassment to confess that maybe the series 

of names which were mentioned in this House on both the sides have actually 

promoted us to go ahead with the urgency, as was being said that some ‘xyz’ got 

killed during Prime Minister, Mr. Vajpayee’s time. Yes, in the journey of a nation 

and the working of the Parliament issues arise every day; sometimes it is onion 
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price, sometimes it is somebody’s unwarranted death, and we are entitled to get 

inspired and promoted to act on that.  

 Mr. Mahtab is not here but he made a very interesting remark, ‘why last 

day’? That is, of course, a question – why each time does the Bill come last day? 

But, in one way we can make it different from the last time’s last day is that last 

time it passed without amendments and this time we could pass it in amended 

form. So, that could be the difference between last day and this day.  

 What our very bright, eloquent and young colleague Shrimati Sushmita ji 

said, and I was very amused because she assumed what I would say and accused 

me of saying which I had not said. She said: ‘now the Minister would say that this 

Bill was brought in because the Congress wanted to pass it the last day’. I never 

said that. But if it is being believed by you like that, that means that something 

must have happened that way. But, at least, I did not say that. A number of slokas 

and other verses have been quoted. What Sushmita said reminds me of a Faiz 

Abdul Faiz verse’, ‘ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÉ®ä {ÉEºÉÉxÉä àÉå ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE xÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® =xÉ {É® ¤É½ÉÒ 

xÉÉMÉ´ÉÉ® MÉÖVÉ®ÉÒ cè*’ … (Interruptions) Anyway, that was in a lighter vein. But, I did not 

say that you did it just for the sake of doing.  

 She has also mentioned that every day in media and public domain we ask 

the Government to send certain Bills to Standing Committees, which are not sent. 

Therefore, the natural conclusion, according to her is that there is some amount of 

element of corruption involved. But, I would just like to bring to your notice, if 

you look at it rather dispassionately, sending or not sending a Bill to a Standing 

Committee may not be necessarily attached motives and if the motives exist, they 

will be other than motives that possibly you are trying to look into this.  It could be 

for motives other than corruption or corruptibility; it could be technical or it could 

be based on principles or difference of ideologies or difference of opinions which 

we should rather welcome in a parliamentary practice.  

 You have also mentioned about going beyond the amendments which were 

brought in by the then Congress-led Government. I do not grudge that and I do not 
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feel bad about that. I would rather like you to appreciate that. We were given an 

opportunity to revisit the Bill. We were given an opportunity to study the Bill. It is 

just like where you are my Headmistress and you leave a chapter half and then, 

you ask me ‘you read the chapter and come back tomorrow’. When I come back, I 

say ‘Madam, these are three or four extra points also which I have learnt.’ So, like 

a good student, I revisited that Bill and tried to incorporate what we thought could 

be more useful. So, you should rather appreciate me for that effort. If it has been 

done, it has been done in a healthy spirit.  

 Dr. Ravindra Babu referred to pseudo-whistleblower. That is a very 

interesting reference. We have false complainants and we have frivolous 

complainants, but I think, he has, for the first time, used an original word, which 

was unfortunately or fortunately in the political parlance being used in some other 

context, which I would not like to bring in here. Some of us refer to pseudo things 

in some other way, but anyway, you conjured up the memories of all those issues 

where word pseudo is used. But making a serious point, we definitely have 

safeguards. We have safeguards in the form of imprisonment. We also have 

safeguards in the form of fine with a minimum of at least Rs. 30,000. Then, there 

is provision for imprisonment which may carry on from period to period. If you 

want, I can even read it. That is a sensitive issue and you are right that in the 

terrain of time that we live in,  it is sometimes possible that we may be exposed to 

this kind of mischief also. But let me assure you that we have a provision where 

fine beginning from Rs. 30,000 onwards and imprisonment beginning from three 

months onwards, depending upon the kind of mischief or frivolousness is there.  

That has already been taken care of.  

 Dr. Hari referred to Prime Minister’s authority and asked : If the Prime 

Minister refers a complaint and our Bill then envisages that in case it is seen to be 

involving disclosures of unacceptable nature or affecting the sovereignty and 

integrity, then would it not compromise the authority of the Prime Minister? Yes, 

you have read it right. We have incorporated that. I think, for that, we deserve to 
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be appreciated. We have made it mandatory even for the Prime Minister to get 

clearance from the competent authority, in case a complaint is seen to be affecting 

the safeguards. I think, that is a step towards further transparency which has been 

discussed about in this House.  

 Dr. Sampath referred to the defence deals, FDI part and said what if this 

part also gets included because there is also economic angle. Yes, in economic 

angle also and in the auction of so many … (Interruptions) I do not want to go into 

all those arms scandals as they are notorious scandals of the last 30 years because 

that will open up a separate debate. But certain disclosures can sometimes 

jeopardize certain important deals related to the defence of the country and 

therefore, rightly so, it is done as this was also a part of the RTI Act.  

 Kavithaji has put, what shall I say, an unanswerable question. She said, : 

“Tell me who is the victim?” It is true because it is very difficult to say. 

Sometimes, a victim may say that I am not a victim. If we go by subjective thing, 

then I may say that I am a victim, but somebody else may say that I am not a 

victim. But, yes, we have more objective parameters in place, and there are certain 

competent authorities, which would decide whether it is a victim, genuine victim 

or it is a frivolous victim. 

 As far as your concern for the Armed Forces Special Powers Act is 

concerned, I would not go into that because that is not directly related to the spirit 

of these disclosures. Of course, if a whistleblower blows the whistle and tries to 

make news by asking where are the Indian forces deployed across the borders, 

then certainly it makes a difference. So, the Armed Forces Act, considering the 

sensitivity of it, has been excluded from it. 

 Mr. Mahtab made a question, and he is always very regional and very 

educative also. He asked : “What is the definition of national interest?” I wish 

sooner than later sometime Mr. Mehtab himself would give us the definition 

because the matter of fact is that, at least, I can assure you on behalf of all of us 

sitting over here in the Government that national interest is not the interest of any 
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person or family as far as we are concerned. National interest for us is national 

interest. Please do not try to interpret it from your past experience.  

Therefore, through Speaker Madam, I would request all the Members of the 

august House that I think that the Bill is in right spirit. It is not at conflict with 

what is being felt and desired by all the sections of the House, and it will be in the 

fitness of things and I think that it will be a tribute to all the martyrs who laid 

down their lives for this whistle-blow crusade that we pass it unanimously. Thank 

you, Madam.    

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: bÉ. ºÉÉc¤É, àÉä®É ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É <ºÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉé º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ {ÉÉºÉ xÉcÉÓ 

cÉäiÉÉ* {ÉcãÉä £ÉÉÒ VÉ¤É BÉE£ÉÉÒ càÉxÉä ªÉcÉÆ <xÉÉÊºÉº] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, SÉÉcä ´Éc ãÉéb AäÉÎBÉD´ÉÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cÉä SÉÉcä VÉÉÒAºÉ]ÉÒ cÉä, 

¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä =ºÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ, ºÉãÉèBÉD] BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå xÉcÉÓ £ÉäVÉÉ* +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® àÉå VÉ¤É 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå +É]BÉE VÉÉiÉÉ cè, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® ´ÉÉÉÊ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉiÉä cé* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA àÉä®ÉÒ +É{ÉÉÒãÉ cè, through 

you, that you should send it to the Standing Committee so that naturally it will be 

smoothly passed in the Monsoon Session in July along with Land Acquisition and 

GST. Instead of that, if you are going ahead with it in a hurry, then ultimately this 

Act will be buried. That is why I want it to be referred to the Standing Committee. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, … 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, what is it? 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN (KASARGOD): Madam, the Standing Committee is 

there for allowing us to study and also make the Bill more perfect. So, my Party 

also would like to submit that it would be better if it is sent to the Standing 

Committee. Otherwise, when it goes to the Rajya Sabha, we know that it will 

come back. At the same time, the Parliament has the priority. So, we respectfully 

submit that it has to be sent to the Standing Committee. 
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gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä (MÉÉäbÂbÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ABÉE |É¶xÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* 

<xcÉåxÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ºÉ¤É ºÉäBÉD¶ÉxÉ(1) BÉEÉ àÉÉìbãÉ cè* ®É<] ]Ú <x{ÉEÉäàÉæ¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] +ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉ<Ç¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ABÉE ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ, =ºÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nä¶É àÉå VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ 

bä´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] cÉä ®cÉ cè =ºÉ bä´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] BÉEÉÒ AÉÎBÉD]ÉÊ´É]ÉÒ BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ iÉÉBÉEiÉå +ÉÉÆnÉäãÉxÉ BÉE®É ®cÉÒ cé* 

ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå ÉÊVÉºÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè, ªÉc =ºÉÉÒ +ÉÉÆnÉäãÉxÉ BÉEÉ nÖ­{ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ cè, SÉÉcä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ {ÉÉì´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä ªÉÉ +ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉE BÉEÉì®ÉÒbÉä® ¤ÉxÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä, ºÉ£ÉÉÒ VÉMÉc ®É<] ]Ú <x{ÉEÉìàÉæ¶ÉxÉ ABÉD] ºÉä <x{ÉEÉìàÉæ¶ÉxÉ 

¤ÉÉc® SÉãÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* àÉé ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEÉä BÉD´ÉÉä] BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ½ 

àÉå nä¶É BÉEä bä´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ gÉÉÒ +ÉvÉÉÒ® ®ÆVÉxÉ SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè ÉÊBÉE 

=ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA +ÉÉè® =ºÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ <Æ]Åäº] BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AÉÎBÉD]ÉÊ´É]ÉÒ 

BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉDªÉÉ |ÉÉäÉÊ´ÉVÉxÉ cè?  

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. Venugopal, do you want to say something? 

DR. P. VENUGOPAL (TIRUVALLUR): Madam, most of the Members have 

differences of opinion. So, it is better to send this Bill to the Standing Committee 

for a thorough study. 

gÉÉÒ VÉMÉnÉÎà¤ÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉ (bÖàÉÉÊ®ªÉÉMÉÆVÉ): àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÚÉÊ®]ÉÒ +ÉÉè® ®É<] ]Ú 

<x{ÉEÉìàÉæ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉàÉåbàÉå] ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé* àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ 4(bÉÒ) àÉå 

+ÉàÉåbàÉå] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ‘information relating to commercial confidence, trade secrets or 

intellectual property’ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç <x]ãÉäBÉDªÉÖ+ÉãÉ ÉÊ®ºÉSÉÇ ºÉä |ÉÉä{É]ÉÔ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉÉ cè, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå +ÉÉiÉÉÒ 

cè* BÉEÉä<Ç ]Åäb BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉàÉÇÚãÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ cÉä, +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ º]ä] ºÉä {ÉÉÒ{ÉÉÒ{ÉÉÒ àÉÉìbãÉ {É® BÉEàÉÇÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ 

BÉEÉÎx{ÉEbåºÉ {É® AOÉÉÒàÉå] cÉäiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÎBcºÉãÉ ¤ãÉÉä+É® =ºÉä ÉÊbºBÉEãÉÉäVÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcä iÉÉä =ºÉä BÉEèºÉä ÉÊb{ÉEÉ<xÉ 

BÉE®åMÉä? +ÉMÉ® MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ º]ä] BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {ÉÉÒ{ÉÉÒ{ÉÉÒ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® AOÉÉÒàÉå] BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉä ÉÎBcºÉãÉ 

¤ãÉÉä+É® BÉEèºÉä ÉÊbºBÉEãÉÉäVÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè? BÉEàÉÇÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ BÉEÉÎx{ÉEbåºÉ BÉEÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEèºÉä ÉÊb{ÉEÉ<xÉ BÉE®åMÉä?   

gÉÉÒ A.{ÉÉÒ. ÉÊVÉiÉäxp ®äbÂbÉÒ (àÉc¤ÉÚ¤ÉxÉMÉ®):  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉÊ´ÉiÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÉä +ÉSUä ºÉä {ÉfÃÉ cè* =xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä £ÉÉ­ÉhÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè she also feels that the Bill is not proper and 

there is no ‘satta’ in that. We have got a lot of time. Everybody including the 

elders said that it would not be passed in Rajya Sabha. We have got sufficient 

time. So, let the Bill go to the Standing Committee and let them discuss it for two 
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months and then come up with fool-proof amendments in that. Then, the Bill can 

be passed. 

SHRI P.P. CHAUDHARY (PALI): Madam, I want to ask a clarificatory question 

with respect to ‘retrospective operation’. I would like to know whether steps are 

being taken to protect those who had blown the whistle on corruption prior to the 

passage of the Bill, whether it will allow even anonymous complaints and whether 

those complaints will be looked into. The Bill provides that it will come into force 

on such date as the Central Government may, by notification in the Official 

Gazette, appoint. I would like to know whether it can be made a ‘retrospective 

operation’ with respect to those who have blown the whistle prior to coming into 

force of this Act. 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: All the more reason that you should pass it at the 

earliest, possibly today itself so that it comes into effect and everybody gets the 

benefit. 

gÉÉÒ iÉÉÉÊ®BÉE +ÉxÉ´É® (BÉEÉÊ]cÉ®): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, cÉ>óºÉ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉn® BÉE®iÉä cÖA àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <ºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA iÉÉÉÊBÉE <ºÉ {É® ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® cÉä ºÉBÉEä*   

 SHRI ADHIR RANJAN CHOWDHURY: Madam, please allow me to speak one 

line. Hon. Minister, I am thankful to you that you have appreciated the endeavour 

made by our hon. Leader, Madam Sonia Gandhi. But what she stressed was to 

notify the Bill as was assented by the President of India. Rather, what have they 

done? They have diluted the basic structure of the Whistle Blowers Protection Act. 

They have contravened all the basic objectives of the principal Act for which she 

had pleaded for.  

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I think, seeing the concern of the hon. Members of the 

House to have the whistle blower protection intact and at the earliest because 

certainly it will not have a retrospective effect, I think it is important and it will 

help also.  In reverence to the feeling of the House, we go ahead with it. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL (ALAPPUZHA): It has been diluted. … (Interruptions) 
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DR. JITENDRA SINGH: It has already been to the Standing Committee once. It 

has come back after that. It has not been diluted. It has been rather saturated. I will 

tell you how. Shri Chowdhury was saying that Madam Sonia Gandhi ji also 

referred to the Bill. Rightly so. … (Interruptions) 

SHRIMATI SONIA GANDHI (RAIBAREILLY): It was for a strong Bill. … 

(Interruptions) 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I did not say ‘strong’ or ‘weak’. I said that she referred 

to the Bill. … (Interruptions) Yes, for a strong Bill. Madam Sonia Gandhi was in 

favour of a strong Bill and rightly so. … (Interruptions) You have spoken and now 

I am answering. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You please answer. I am not allowing him.  

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE: Madam, this Bill is already diluted. That is 

why, we are requesting you to send it to the Standing Committee. They are not 

agreeing. They are bulldozing. We disagree with that. We protest and walk out.  

 

17.47 hrs  

(At this stage, Shri Mallikarjun Kharge, Shrimati Sonia Gandhi and 
 some other hon. Members left the House.) 



13.05.2015  
 

160

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 
 
“That the Bill further to amend the Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 
2011, be taken into consideration.”  
 

The motion was adopted.  
 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The House shall now take up clause by clause consideration of 

the Bill. 

 

Clause 2           Amendment of Section 2 

 The question is: 

  “That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 2 was added to the Bill.  

 

 

Clause 3        Amendment of Secion 3 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment No. 1 to Clause 

3. He is not present.  

 The question is:  

    “That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted.  

Clause 3 was added to the Bill.  
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Clause 4        Amendment of Section 4 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury to move Amendment No. 2 to 

Clause 4. He is  not present. 

 Shri  N.K. Premachandran to move Amendment No. 3 to Clause 4. He is 

not present.  

 The question is: 

   “That clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted.  

Clause 4 was added to the Bill.  

 

HON. SPEAKER: As Shri N.K. Premachandran is not present to move his 

Amendments to Clauses 5, 6 and 8, I shall put Clauses 5 to 11 together to the vote 

of the House.  

 The question is:  

  “That Clauses 5 to 11 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted.  

Clauses 5 to 11 were added to the Bill.  

 Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and the  LongTitle were added to the Bill. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The Minister may now move that the Bill be passed. 

 

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I beg to move: 

    “That the Bill be passed.” 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

    “That the Bill be passed.” 

The motion was adopted.  
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HON. SPEAKER: The House shall now take up the Supplementary List of 

Business.  

Hon. Members, before I call Shri D.V. Sadananda Gowda, Minister of Law 

and Justice to seek leave of the House to introduce the Repealing and Amending 

(Third) Bill, 2015, I have to inform that hon. Minister vide communication dated 

13th May, 2015 has intimated that the President, having been informed of the 

subject matter of the proposed Bill to repeal certain enactments and to amend 

certain other enactments, recommends under clause (1) of article 117 of the 

Constitution, the introduction of the Bill in Lok Sabha. 
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17.51 hrs 

GOVERNMENT BILLS - Introduced 

(i)Repealing and Amending (Third) Bill, 2015 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri D.V. Sadananda Gowda. 

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI D.V. SADANANDA 

GOWDA): I beg to move for leave to introduce a Bill to repeal certain enactments 

and to amend certain other enactments. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill to repeal certain 
enactments and to amend certain other enactments.” 

 
The motion was adopted. 

SHRI SADANANDA GOWDA: I introduce the Bill. 

                                                 
 Published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part -II, Section 2 dated 13.05.2015. 
 Introduced with the recommendation of the President.  
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17.52 hrs 

(ii) Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Amendment Bill, 2015 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Jayant Sinha. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE                 

(SHRI JAYANT SINHA): Madam Speaker, on behalf of Shri Arun Jaitley, I beg 

to move for leave to introduce a Bill to further amend the Benami Transactions 

(Prohibition) Act, 1988. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill to further amend the 
Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988.” 

 
The motion was adopted. 

SHRI JAYANT SINHA: I introduce the Bill. 

 

  

                                                 
 Published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part -II, Section 2 dated 13.05.2015. 



13.05.2015  
 

165

17.53 hrs 

GOVERNMENT BILLS -Referred 

 (i) Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Amendment Bill, 2015   
    
SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Madam, it is a fit case to send 

the Bill to the Standing Committee.  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ªÉc iÉÉä +ÉÉ]ÉäàÉäÉÊ]BÉEãÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉ cè* 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): Madam 

Speaker, in view of the Opposition walking out and their wanting the Standing 

Committee to examine most of the things, we will be more than happy to send the 

Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Amendment Bill to the Standing Committee. I 

hope it makes the Opposition happy. … (Interruptions) It has been introduced. … 

(Interruptions) The Whistle Blowers Protection (Amendment) Bill has been 

passed when you went out. … (Interruptions) We are very generous. We are 

considerate. You need not walk out of the House. … (Interruptions)  
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SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): What about the Compensatory 

Afforestation Fund Bill?  

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): Discussion 

on Millennium Development Goals is important. The hon. Member will just start 

his speech and then we can go to Compensatory Afforestation Fund Bill. We will 

do this so that it goes into the next Session. That is my request.  
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17.54 hrs 

DISCUSSION  UNDER RULE 193 
 Millenium Development Goals 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The House shall now take up Discussion under Rule 193. Dr. 

Ramesh Pokhriyal Nishank to raise a discussion on the Millennium Development 

Goals.  

bÉì. ®àÉä¶É {ÉÉäJÉÉÊ®ªÉÉãÉ ÉÊxÉ¶ÉÆBÉE (cÉÊ®uÉ®): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ 193 BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ ºÉcºjÉÉÉÎ¤n 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ ãÉFªÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ ¶ÉÖâó BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ºÉÉè£ÉÉMªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ* 6 ºÉä 8 ÉÊºÉiÉÆ¤É®, 

2000 xªÉÚªÉÉBÉEÇ àÉå nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä 179 nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉªÉÉå xÉä ÉÊàÉãÉBÉE® ºÉÆBÉEã{É ÉÊãÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 2015 iÉBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ºÉä 

MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉ]ÉAÆMÉä, £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ nÚ® BÉE®åMÉä, BÉÖE{ÉÉä­ÉhÉ JÉiàÉ BÉE®åMÉä, +ÉÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ nÚ® BÉE®åMÉä, º´ÉSUiÉÉ +ÉÉè® ¶ÉÖr {ÉäªÉVÉãÉ 

|ÉnÉxÉ BÉE®åMÉä, ¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä nä¶É, nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉ´ÉiÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÊ£É¶ÉÉ{É cè, =ºÉä nÚ® BÉE®åMÉä, ºjÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉÖâó­É 

àÉå ºÉàÉÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉ´É {ÉènÉ BÉE®åMÉä, ÉÊ¶É¶ÉÖ +ÉÉè® àÉÉiÉß àÉßiªÉÖ n® àÉå BÉEàÉÉÒ ãÉÉAÆMÉä, º´ÉÉºlªÉ ºÉÉÊciÉ ºÉiÉiÉ {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEÉÒ 

SÉÖxÉÉèÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉÉàÉxÉÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA ºÉàÉÉxÉ ´ÉßÉÊr +ÉÉè® ºÉiÉiÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉÌVÉiÉ BÉE®åMÉä* <xÉ ãÉFªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÉÎ{iÉ BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA ºÉcºjÉÉÉÎ¤n ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ ãÉFªÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆBÉEã{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® ºÉnºªÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä uÉ®É ªÉc £ÉÉÒ ºÉÆBÉEã{É ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉ£ÉÉÒ nä¶É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå iÉäVÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ ãÉFªÉ 

|ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®åMÉä* 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, £ÉÉ®iÉ xÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ iÉäVÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè®Ã ´É­ÉÇ 2000 ºÉä 

ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä {ÉlÉ {É® +ÉOÉºÉ® cé iÉlÉÉ º´ÉiÉ: BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÊµÉEªÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ£ÉÉ ®cÉ cè* £ÉÉ®iÉ 

BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä àÉÖJªÉiÉ: +ÉÉ~ AäºÉä ãÉFªÉ lÉä ÉÊVÉxÉ {É® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä ªÉÖr ºiÉ® {É® BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉàÉå |ÉàÉÖJÉ °ô{É ºÉä 

MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ c]ÉxÉÉ, £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊàÉ]ÉxÉÉ VÉèºÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ BÉEÉªÉÇ lÉä*  

 +ÉiªÉÉÊvÉBÉE MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä =xàÉÚãÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ªÉc BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ  

cè, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉ =ºÉ ÉÊiÉÉÊlÉ àÉå VÉÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉä ´É­ÉÇ 2015 iÉBÉE +ÉÉvÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ lÉÉ* ´É­ÉÇ 1990 àÉå MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉÒ ®äJÉÉ ºÉä xÉÉÒSÉä ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ 47.8 lÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉä 18.6 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ ãÉFªÉ lÉÉ*  

+É£ÉÉÒ càÉ 21.92 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {É® cé +ÉÉè® +É£ÉÉÒ <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå càÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉE®xÉä cé* cÉãÉÉÆÉÊBÉE MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä nÚ® 

BÉE®xÉä iÉlÉÉ £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉ]ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉèºÉä 

1990 àÉå £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ ºÉä OÉºiÉ VÉÉä iÉÉÒxÉ ´É­ÉÇ ºÉä BÉEàÉ =©É BÉEä ¤ÉSSÉä lÉä, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ 1990 àÉå 52 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ lÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉä 26 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ iÉBÉE BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ãÉFªÉ lÉÉ VÉÉä +É£ÉÉÒ 40 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ cè*  
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 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* cÉãÉÉÆÉÊBÉE nä¶É xÉä ´É­ÉÇ 

2000 ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä FÉäjÉÉå àÉå <xÉ ãÉFªÉÉå BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA SÉÉcä ´Éc àÉxÉ®äMÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ cÉä, ®É­]ÅÉÒªÉ 

OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉ +ÉÉVÉÉÒÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉ ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ cÉä, SÉÉcä ®É­]ÅÉÒªÉ ¶Éc®ÉÒ +ÉÉVÉÉÒÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉ ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ cÉä, SÉÉcä VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ xÉäc°ô ¶Éc®ÉÒ 

xÉ´ÉÉÒxÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ cÉä, SÉÉcä <ÆÉÊn®É +ÉÉ´ÉÉºÉ cÉä, xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ cèãlÉ ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ cÉä, SÉÉcä ºÉ´ÉÇ ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉªÉÉxÉ cÉä, ÉÊàÉb-bä 

àÉÉÒãÉ cÉä, ABÉEÉÒBÉßEiÉ ÉÊ¶É¶ÉÖ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ cÉä, AäºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉÉå {É® +ÉÉMÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊVÉºÉ MÉÉÊiÉ 

ºÉä ´Éc BÉEÉàÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA lÉÉ, ´Éc +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉäÉÊFÉiÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå <ºÉ 

+ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA SÉÉcä +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä xÉäiÉßi´É àÉå VÉxÉ vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cÉä, SÉÉcä 

|ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cÉä, |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä, 

àÉäBÉE-<xÉ-<ÆÉÊbªÉÉ, ÉÎºBÉEãb <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ, ÉÊbÉÊVÉ]ãÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ ºÉÉÊciÉ iÉàÉÉàÉ AäºÉä +ÉxÉäBÉEÉxÉäBÉE BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè VÉÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä =xàÉÚãÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ABÉE àÉÉÒãÉ BÉEÉ {ÉilÉ® ºÉÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ cÉäMÉÉ* 

àÉé ªÉc ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå SÉÉcä ´Éc àÉxÉ®äMÉÉ ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ÉÊxÉ¶ÉÆBÉE VÉÉÒ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä ºÉnºªÉ <ºÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ SÉÉcåMÉä, càÉ ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ 193 BÉEä <ºÉ 

ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉå ãÉä ãÉåMÉä* +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉn àÉå <ºÉBÉEÉä BÉEÆÉÊ]xªÉÚ BÉE®å* +ÉMÉãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå <ºÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* 

bÉì. ®àÉä¶É {ÉÉäJÉÉÊ®ªÉÉãÉ ÉÊxÉ¶ÉÆBÉE: àÉèbàÉ, ~ÉÒBÉE cè* ªÉc +ÉMÉãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå cÉäMÉÉ* 
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17.58 hrs 
COMPENSATORY AFFORESTATION  

FUND BILL, 2015 
 

HON. SPEAKER: Now we take up Item no. 15- Compensatory Afforestation 

Fund Bill, 2015.  

 

{ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ, ´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉãÉ´ÉÉªÉÖ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉiÉÇxÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É VÉÉ´É½äBÉE®): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, 

àÉÖZÉä {ÉcãÉä nÉä ÉÊàÉxÉ] ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Prakash Javadekar, please continue to say whatever you 

want to say. 

.… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É VÉÉ´É½äBÉE® : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, ªÉc ABÉE AäºÉÉÒ ÉẾ ÉÉÊSÉjÉ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ nä¶É àÉå {ÉènÉ cÖ<Ç cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ABÉE 

àÉºÉãÉÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´ÉxÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, A{ÉEÉì®äº]ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA VÉÉä BÉEÆ{ÉxÉºÉä]ÅÉÒ A{ÉEÉì®äº]ä¶ÉxÉ {ÉEÆb 

cÉäiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® xÉè] |ÉäVÉå] ´ÉèãªÉÚ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ {ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè, 2001 àÉå ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ABÉE àÉºÉãÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ iÉÉä 

=xÉBÉEÉä AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEãÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉBÉE® 2001 àÉå BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä +ÉÉì¤ÉVÉ´ÉÇ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ 83 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ cÉÒ ªÉÚVÉ 

cÉä ®cÉ cè* 17 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ªÉÚVÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

18.00 hrs 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA ABÉE BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ AbcÉìBÉE ºÉÉÒAAàÉ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä =ºÉàÉå ªÉc BÉEcÉ :  

 “funds generated for protecting ecology and providing regeneration 
should not be treated as a fund under article 266, article 283 or 
article 284 of the Constitution.” 

 

 <ºÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ´ÉxÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉ®É {ÉèºÉÉ ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉÉ ¤ÉÆn cÉä MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ¤ÉéBÉE 

àÉå {É½É ®cÉ* ªÉc ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : Uc ¤ÉVÉ MÉA cé* càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉ BÉEÉä BÉEà{ãÉÉÒ] BÉE®xÉä iÉBÉE ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä cé* 

gÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É VÉÉ´É½äBÉE® : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ´É­ÉÇ 2001 BÉEä ¤ÉÉn 35 cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA ¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå {É½ä cé +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉºÉ BÉEÉàÉ 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ®JÉä cé, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cä cé* =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ 10 {É®ºÉå] ÉÊcººÉÉ cÉÒ ªÉÚVÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

<ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ ªÉc cÖ+ÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) That is what I am saying. So, what happens is this. It 
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is an unfortunate story. The money, such a large amount which is meant for 

afforestation is not being used for afforestation. It is in banks and more 

importantly States cannot spend; neither can anybody. Therefore, we have brought 

this Bill which gives powers to the States. The funds which are locked for the last 

12 years will be released to the States for more afforestation and more ecological 

services. … (Interruptions) That is what I am saying today. It has been locked for 

the last 12 years. … (Interruptions) 

 The amount which was just Rs. 2,000 crore in 2001 has now grown to Rs. 

35,000 and next year when this will be passed it would be Rs. 38,000 crore. … 

(Interruptions) Should this not be used for greening? Should this not be used for 

generation of employment? Should this not be given to the States? … 

(Interruptions) ªÉc ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉàÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE 

càÉxÉä ªÉc ºBÉEÉÒàÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉä nÉÒ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå OÉÉÒxÉ ¤Éèã] ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ VÉVÉ ABÉE ÉÊnxÉ cÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 

nÉä PÉÆ]ä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤Éè~iÉÉ cè <ºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ ºÉÖxÉ´ÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç* càÉxÉä SÉÉcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ VÉãnÉÒ {ÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå cè* càÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* +ÉÉ{É BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä 

cé* càÉ º´ÉªÉÆ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèªÉÉ® cé* +ÉÉ{É º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå <ºÉä nÉä àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* càÉ 

®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉèºÉÉ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèªÉÉ® cé* +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ VÉãnÉÒ ÉÊ®ABÉD¶ÉxÉ näiÉä cé, ªÉc càÉ näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé*   

HON. SPEAKER: You have given the suggestion. It will go to the Standing 

Committee. 

… (Interruptions) 
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18.03 hrs 

GOVERNMENT BILLS -Referred ....Contd.  

(ii) Compensatory Afforestation Fund Bill, 2015 
(iii) National Waterways Bill, 2015 

(iv) Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises 
Development (Amendment) Bill, 2015 

 
BÉEÉè¶ÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ +ÉÉè® =tÉÉÊàÉiÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ 

®ÉVÉÉÒ´É |ÉiÉÉ{É °ôbÉÒ): àÉcÉänªÉ, JÉ½MÉä ºÉÉc¤É +ÉÉè® |ÉÉÊiÉ{ÉFÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä càÉä¶ÉÉ =~ÉiÉä ®ciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä 

ÉÊ´ÉàÉ¶ÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE cè ÉÊBÉE BÉE<Ç ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ £ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: No cross-talks please, Shri Javadekar. 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ´É |ÉiÉÉ{É °ôbÉÒ : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä, ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ xÉä +ÉÉè® JÉ½MÉä ºÉÉc¤É xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

càÉ Þ BÉEà{ÉxºÉä]®ÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉE A{ÉEÉä®º]Åä¶ÉxÉ {ÉEÆb ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ Þ BÉEÉä iÉÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉ ®cä cé* Þ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ ´ÉÉì]®´ÉäºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 2015 Þ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉA, AäºÉÉ càÉÉ®É ºÉnxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc cè* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ Þ àÉÉ<µÉEÉä 

ºàÉÉãÉ AÆb ÉÊàÉÉÊbªÉàÉ AÆ]®|ÉÉ<VÉäVÉ bä´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] +ÉàÉåbàÉå] ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 2015 Þ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉA* 

àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE JÉ½MÉä ºÉÉc¤É VÉ°ô® JÉÖ¶É cÖA cÉåMÉä ÉÊBÉE <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå 

£ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä (MÉÖãÉ¤ÉMÉÉÇ) : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉä VÉÉä-VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, =xcå º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉ näiÉä cé* 

VÉä]ãÉÉÒ ºÉÉc¤É xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉA lÉä, ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉ lÉÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉE<Ç ºÉnºªÉ º]ä]àÉå] nä ®cä lÉä* ªÉc +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® 

cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉèxÉ-ºÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ £ÉäVÉxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ £ÉäVÉxÉÉ cè* càÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <xÉÉÊºÉº] BÉE® ®cä cé 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä nÉä-iÉÉÒxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä cÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA SÉÚWÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè*  

gÉÉÒ £ÉiÉÇßcÉÊ® àÉciÉÉ¤É (BÉE]BÉE) : àÉèbàÉ, àÉé ABÉE SÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ´É­ÉÇ 1980 iÉBÉE 150 

ºÉäãÉäBÉD] BÉEàÉä]ÉÒVÉ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cé, VÉ¤É càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒVÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ*  ´É­ÉÇ 1991 iÉBÉE ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå 

<iÉxÉÉÒ cÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ àÉå ºÉäãÉäBÉD] BÉEàÉä]ÉÒVÉ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cé* ´É­ÉÇ 1993 ºÉä 2003 iÉBÉE, <xÉ 20 ´É­ÉÉç àÉå, <xÉ nÉä n¶ÉBÉEÉå àÉå 

cÉbÇãÉÉÒ ÉËºÉMÉãÉ ÉÊbÉÊVÉ] àÉå ºÉäãÉäBÉD] BÉEàÉä]ÉÒVÉ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® +É¤É <ºÉ +É´ÉÉÊvÉ àÉå, ABÉE cÉÒ ºÉÉãÉ àÉå ºÉÉiÉ ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE 

ºÉäãÉäBÉD] BÉEàÉä]ÉÒVÉ +ÉÉè® ABÉE V´ÉÉ<Æ] {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå]®ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cè* àÉäVÉÉìÉÊ®]äÉÊ®ªÉxÉ BªÉÚ-{´ÉÉ<Æ] ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå cè, but 

you also have to take the Opposition into confidence.  Standing Committee is the 

only place where the Members also become a participant in the law making.  It is 
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not the prerogative of only the Executive.  So, in Standing Committees as elected 

Members we also participate in law making.  +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 51 ÉÊ¤ÉãºÉ àÉå ºÉä +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉÒxÉ cÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 

º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉÉ cè*   Out of 51 Bills three Bills have been sent to the Standing 

Committee and we welcome it.  I think in future more Bills will be referred to the 

Standing Committees.  Let us go back home with this view that better sense is now 

being prevailed. 

 

 
 
 
 
 

18.06 hrs 

MESSAGE FROM RAJYA SABHA  ...Contd.  

 

SECRETARY GENERAL: Madam, I have to report that Rajya Sabha has no 

recommendations to make to Lok Sabha in regard to the Black Money 

Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015. 
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18.07 hrs 
COMPANIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2014 

(Amendments made by Rajya Sabha) 
 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, the hon. Minister to move that the amendments made by 

Rajya Sabha in the Companies (Amendment) Bill, 2014, as passed by Lok Sabha 

be taken into consideration. 

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE, MINISTER OF CORPORATE AFFAIRS AND 

MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRI ARUN 

JAITLEY): Madam, I beg to move: 

“That the following amendments made by Rajya Sabha in the Bill to 
amend the Companies Act be taken into consideration.”  

  
 

  ENACTING FORMULA 
 

1. That at page 1,  line 1,  for  the word "Sixty-fifth", the word 
"Sixty-sixth" be  substituted. 

 
 

  CLAUSE 1 
 
2. That at page 1,  line 2,  for  the figure  "2014", the figure  

"2015" be  substituted. 
 

  CLAUSE 4 
 
3. That at page 1, for lines 15 to 17, the following 

be substituted,  namely:- 
 

"4. Section 11 of the principal Act shall be 
omitted.". 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Omission 
of section 
11. 

  NEW CLAUSE 18A 
 
4. That at page 4, after line 17, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 
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"18A. In section 248 of the principal Act, in  
sub-section (1),- 
 
(i) in clause (a), after the word 'incorporation', the 
word  'or'  shall be inserted; 
 
(ii) clause (b) shall be omitted.". 
 

18A. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
248. 

 

  NEW CLAUSE 22 
 
5. That at page 4, after line 31, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

"22. In section 462 of the principal Act, for  
sub-section (2), the following sub-sections shall 
be substituted, namely:- 
 
"(2) A copy of every notification proposed to be 
issued under sub-section (1), shall be laid in draft 
before each House of Parliament, while it is in 
Session, for a total period of thirty days, and if, 
both Houses agree in disapproving the issue of 
notification or both Houses agree in making any 
modification in the notification, the notification 
shall not be issued, or as the case may be, shall 
be issued only in such modified form as may be 
agreed upon by both the Houses. 
 
(3) In reckoning any such period of thirty days as 
is referred to in sub-section (2), no account shall 
be taken of any period during which the House 
referred to in sub-section (2) is prorogued or 
adjourned for more than four consecutive days. 
 
(4) The copies of every notification issued under 
this section shall, as soon as may be after it has 
been issued, be laid before each House of 
Parliament.".". 
 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 22. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
462. 
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HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the following amendments made by Rajya Sabha in the Bill to 
amend the Companies Act be taken into consideration.”  
 

 
 
 

 ENACTING FORMULA 
 

1. That at page 1,  line 1,  for  the word "Sixty-fifth", the word 
"Sixty-sixth" be  substituted. 

 
 

  CLAUSE 1 
 
2. That at page 1,  line 2,  for  the figure  "2014", the figure  

"2015" be  substituted. 
 

  CLAUSE 4 
 
3. That at page 1, for lines 15 to 17, the following 

be substituted,  namely:- 
 

"4. Section 11 of the principal Act shall be 
omitted.". 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Omission 
of section 
11. 

  NEW CLAUSE 18A 
 
4. That at page 4, after line 17, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

"18A. In section 248 of the principal Act, in  
sub-section (1),- 
 
(i) in clause (a), after the word 'incorporation', the 
word  'or'  shall be inserted; 
 
(ii) clause (b) shall be omitted.". 
 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 
18A. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
248. 
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  NEW CLAUSE 22 
 
5. That at page 4, after line 31, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

"22. In section 462 of the principal Act, for  
sub-section (2), the following sub-sections shall 
be substituted, namely:- 
 
"(2) A copy of every notification proposed to be 
issued under sub-section (1), shall be laid in draft 
before each House of Parliament, while it is in 
Session, for a total period of thirty days, and if, 
both Houses agree in disapproving the issue of 
notification or both Houses agree in making any 
modification in the notification, the notification 
shall not be issued, or as the case may be, shall 
be issued only in such modified form as may be 
agreed upon by both the Houses. 
 
(3) In reckoning any such period of thirty days as 
is referred to in sub-section (2), no account shall 
be taken of any period during which the House 
referred to in sub-section (2) is prorogued or 
adjourned for more than four consecutive days. 
 
(4) The copies of every notification issued under 
this section shall, as soon as may be after it has 
been issued, be laid before each House of 
Parliament.".". 
 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 22. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
462. 

The motion was adopted. 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, before we take up the amendments into 

consideration, I may inform the House that Rajya Sabha vide amendment Nos.4 

and 5 have added new clauses 18A and 22 respectively to the Companies 

(Amendment) Bill, 2014, as passed by Lok Sabha. 

 In this regard, I would invite your attention to Direction 31, which provides 

that “when an amendment for insertion of a new clause in a Bill is adopted by the 
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House, the Speaker shall put the question that the new clause be added to the 

B9ill.” 

 I, therefore, propose to put Amendment Nos. 4 and 5 to the vote of the 

House separately.  If the House adopts these amendments, I shall also propose the 

new clauses sought to be inserted by these amendments to the vote of the House. 

 We shall now take up the amendments made by Rajya Sabha.  I shall now 

put Amendment Nos. 1 to 3 made by Rajya Sabha together to the vote of the 

House: 

 The question is: 

  
ENACTING FORMULA 

 
1. That at page 1,  line 1,  for  the word "Sixty-fifth", the word "Sixty-sixth" be  

substituted. 
 

 
CLAUSE 1 

 
2. That at page 1,  line 2,  for  the figure  "2014", the figure  "2015" be  substituted. 
 

CLAUSE 4 
 
3. That at page 1, for lines 15 to 17, the following be substituted,  

namely:- 
 

"4. Section 11 of the principal Act shall be omitted.". 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
. 

       Omission of section 11 

The motion was adopted. 
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NEW CLAUSE 18A 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.4 made by Rajya Sabha to the 

vote of the House.   The question is: 

 

NEW CLAUSE 18A 
 
4. That at page 4, after line 17, the following be inserted,  namely:- 
 

"18A. In section 248 of the principal Act, in  
sub-section (1),- 
 
(i) in clause (a), after the word 'incorporation', the word  'or'  shall be 
inserted; 
 
(ii) clause (b) shall be omitted.". 
 

 
 
Insertion of 
new clause 
18A. 
 
Amendment 
of section 
248. 

The motion was adopted. 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put the New Clause 18A to the vote of the House. 

 The question is: 

  “That new clause 18A  stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

New Clause 18A was added to the Bill. 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.5 made by Rajya Sabha to the 

vote of the House.  The question is:  

  NEW CLAUSE 22 
 
5. That at page 4, after line 31, the following be 

inserted,  namely:- 
 

"22. In section 462 of the principal Act, for  
sub-section (2), the following sub-sections shall 
be substituted, namely:- 
 
"(2) A copy of every notification proposed to be 
issued under sub-section (1), shall be laid in draft 
before each House of Parliament, while it is in 
Session, for a total period of thirty days, and if, 

 
 
Insertion 
of new 
clause 22. 
 
Amendm
ent of 
section 
462. 
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both Houses agree in disapproving the issue of 
notification or both Houses agree in making any 
modification in the notification, the notification 
shall not be issued, or as the case may be, shall 
be issued only in such modified form as may be 
agreed upon by both the Houses. 
 
(3) In reckoning any such period of thirty days as 
is referred to in sub-section (2), no account shall 
be taken of any period during which the House 
referred to in sub-section (2) is prorogued or 
adjourned for more than four consecutive days. 
 
(4) The copies of every notification issued under 
this section shall, as soon as may be after it has 
been issued, be laid before each House of 
Parliament.".". 
 

The motion was adopted. 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put the New Clause 22 to the vote of the House.  

The question is: 

 “That New Clause 22 stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

New Clause 22 was added to the Bill. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The Minister may now move that the amendments made by 

Rajya Sabha in the Companies (Amendment) Bill, 2014, as passed by Lok Sabha, 

be agreed to. 
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SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, I beg to move: 

“That the amendments made by Rajya Sabha in the Bill be agreed 
to.” 
 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the amendments made by Rajya Sabha in the Bill be agreed 
to.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The amendments made by Rajya Sabha in the Companies 

(Amendment) Bill, 2014, as passed by Lok Sabha, are agreed to by the House. 

 Hon. Members, as two new clauses have been added to the Bill, I, 

therefore, direct that wherever required, the subsequent clauses may be re-

numbered, accordingly. 
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18.12 hrs 

VALEDICTORY REFERENCE 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå, ºÉÉäãÉc´ÉÉÓ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉ SÉÉèlÉÉ ºÉjÉ +ÉÉVÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* <ºÉ ¤ÉVÉ] 

ºÉjÉ BÉEä |ÉlÉàÉ £ÉÉMÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ®Æ£É 23 {ÉE®´É®ÉÒ, 2015 BÉEÉä BÉEäxpÉÒªÉ BÉEFÉ àÉå nÉäxÉÉå ºÉnxÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÆªÉÖBÉDiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ àÉå 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ®É­]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEä +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ­ÉhÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉE 20 àÉÉSÉÇ, 2015 BÉEÉä ºlÉÉÊMÉiÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉÒ 

iÉÉÉÊBÉE ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉªÉÉÆ, ÉÊ´É£ÉxxÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉÉå +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE® =xÉ {É® +É{ÉxÉä 

|ÉÉÊiÉ´ÉänxÉ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEå* ¤ÉVÉ] ºÉjÉ BÉEÉ nÚºÉ®É £ÉÉMÉ, àÉvªÉÉ´ÉBÉEÉ¶É BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ 20 +É|ÉèãÉ, 2015 BÉEÉä |ÉÉ®Æ£É 

cÖ+ÉÉ* ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ 35 ¤Éè~BÉEå cÖ<ÇÆ, VÉÉä 242 PÉÆ]ä 54 ÉÊàÉxÉ] SÉãÉÉÓ* <xÉàÉå ºÉä 19 ¤Éè~BÉEå ºÉjÉ BÉEä |ÉlÉàÉ SÉ®hÉ àÉå 

+ÉÉè® 16 ¤Éè~BÉEå ÉÊuiÉÉÒªÉ SÉ®hÉ àÉå +ÉÉªÉÉäÉÊVÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<ÇÆ* 

 ºÉnxÉ xÉä ®É­]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ­ÉhÉ {É® vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn |ÉºiÉÉ´É {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ABÉE |ÉÉÊiÉ 23 {ÉE®´É®ÉÒ, 

2015 BÉEÉä ºÉ£ÉÉ {É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ* <ºÉä 14 PÉÆ]ä +ÉÉè® 05 ÉÊàÉxÉ] BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ 27 {ÉE®´É®ÉÒ, 2015 

BÉEÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ*  

 ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ®äãÉ ¤ÉVÉ] +ÉÉè® ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ ¤ÉVÉ] µÉEàÉ¶É& 26 +ÉÉè® 28 {ÉE®´É®ÉÒ, 2015 BÉEÉä 

|ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA* ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÆBÉEã{É A´ÉÆ ®äãÉ ¤ÉVÉ] {É® ºÉÆªÉÖBÉDiÉ °ô{É ºÉä SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç* ´É­ÉÇ 2015-

16 BÉEÉÒ ãÉäJÉÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉå (®äãÉ) +ÉÉè® ´É­ÉÇ 2014-15 BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖ{ÉÚ®BÉE àÉÉÆMÉÉå (®äãÉ) {É® 13 PÉÆ]ä 

ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE SÉSÉÉÇ SÉãÉÉÒ* àÉÉÆMÉå º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ cÖ<ÇÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ´É­ÉÇ 

2015-16 BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉå (®äãÉ) {É® ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÚºÉ®ä £ÉÉMÉ àÉå 21 +É|ÉèãÉ, 2015 BÉEÉä SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ* 

ªÉc SÉSÉÉÇ 4 PÉÆ]ä 15 ÉÊàÉxÉ] iÉBÉE SÉãÉÉÒ* |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA BÉE]ÉèiÉÉÒ |ÉºiÉÉ´É +Éº´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ cÖA iÉlÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉå º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ cÖ<ÇÆ 

+ÉÉè® ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ¤ÉVÉ] (ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ) {É® £ÉÉÒ ºÉÆªÉÖBÉDiÉ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ* ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

ãÉäJÉÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉå (ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ) iÉlÉÉ ´É­ÉÇ 2014-15 BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖ{ÉÚ®BÉE àÉÉÆMÉÉå (ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ) {É® 13 PÉÆ]ä 

ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE SÉSÉÉÇ SÉãÉÉÒ* àÉÉÆMÉå º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ cÖ<ÇÆ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

  ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÚºÉ®ä £ÉÉMÉ àÉå, {ÉäªÉVÉãÉ A´ÉÆ º´ÉSUiÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ, ®ºÉÉªÉxÉ +ÉÉè® =´ÉÇ®BÉE àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ, àÉÉxÉ´É ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ, MÉßc àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ, {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ, ´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉãÉ´ÉÉªÉÖ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉiÉÇxÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ iÉlÉÉ º´ÉÉºlªÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® 

BÉEãªÉÉhÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÄMÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚhÉÇ °ô{É ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ 

=xÉ {É® 25 PÉÆ]ä ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºÉàÉªÉ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç* ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ¤ÉVÉ] 

(ºÉÉàÉÉxªÉ) ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ +ÉxªÉ ¶Éä­É +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉå BÉEÉä 29 +É|ÉèãÉ 2015 BÉEÉä ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå àÉiÉnÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 
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|ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xcå {ÉÚhÉÇ °ô{É ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

MÉªÉÉ*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ xÉä 30 +É|ÉèãÉ, 2015 BÉEÉä ÉÊ´ÉkÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015 {É® £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ* ÉÊ´ÉkÉ ´É­ÉÇ 2015-16 BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

ºÉÆPÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉkÉÉÒªÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉä ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ <ºÉ {É® ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 5 PÉÆ]ä 

+ÉÉè® 23 ÉÊàÉxÉ] SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç* 

 ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ 25 ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÖ®&ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA* BÉÖEãÉ 24 ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEA 

MÉA* {ÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA BÉÖEU àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE cé - xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉEiÉÉ (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, JÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® JÉÉÊxÉVÉ 

(ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´ÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉxÉ) ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, àÉÉä]®ªÉÉxÉ (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ JÉxÉxÉ 

(ÉÊ´É¶Éä­É ={É¤ÉÆvÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉ (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉßE 2015, àÉÉãÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉE® |ÉÉ®Æ£É BÉE®xÉä ºÉä 

ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ (ABÉE ºÉÉè ¤ÉÉ<ºÉ´ÉÉÆ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2014, ÉÊBÉE¶ÉÉä® xªÉÉªÉ (¤ÉÉãÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ näJÉ®äJÉ +ÉÉè® 

ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, £ÉÉ®iÉ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnä¶É BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ BÉEÉÊiÉ{ÉªÉ ®ÉVªÉ FÉäjÉÉå BÉEä +ÉVÉÇxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÆiÉ®hÉ BÉEÉä 

|É£ÉÉ´ÉÉÒ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ (ABÉE ºÉÉè =xxÉÉÒºÉ´ÉÉÆ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2013, BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ (+É|ÉBÉEÉÊ]iÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉªÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÎºiÉ) BÉE® +ÉÉÊvÉ®Éä{ÉhÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015, {É®µÉEÉàªÉ ÉÊãÉJÉiÉ (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015 +ÉÉè® ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ 

|ÉnÉiÉÉ ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015* 

 £ÉÚÉÊàÉ +ÉVÉÇxÉ, {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉxÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÖxÉBªÉÇºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ àÉå =ÉÊSÉiÉ |ÉÉÊiÉBÉE® +ÉÉè® {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® (ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ) 

nÚºÉ®É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015 BÉEÉä ºÉÆºÉn BÉEä nÉäxÉÉå ºÉnxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆªÉÖBÉDiÉ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉé{Éä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ABÉE |ÉºiÉÉ´É 

BÉEÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉßEiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

 ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ 620 iÉÉ®ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ |É¶xÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÚSÉÉÒ¤Ér ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ºÉä 135 |É¶xÉÉå BÉEä àÉÉèÉÊJÉBÉE 

=kÉ® ÉÊnA VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® +ÉÉèºÉiÉxÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊnxÉ 4.21 |É¶xÉÉå BÉEä =kÉ® ÉÊnA MÉA*  7118 +ÉiÉÉ®ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ |É¶xÉÉå 

BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¶Éä­É iÉÉ®ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ |É¶xÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉÉÊJÉiÉ =kÉ® ºÉ£ÉÉ {É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉä MÉA*  

 |É¶xÉ BÉEÉãÉ BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ +ÉÉè® ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉè{ÉSÉÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉEä ºÉàÉÉ{ÉxÉ BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ ¶ÉÉàÉ BÉEÉä nä® iÉBÉE 

¤Éè~BÉE BÉE® +ÉÉÊ´ÉãÉÆ¤ÉxÉÉÒªÉ ãÉÉäBÉE àÉci´É BÉEä ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 1036 àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ 

ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ 377 BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ 412 àÉÉàÉãÉä £ÉÉÒ =~ÉA* 

 ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉÉå ºÉä ºÉà¤Ér ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä 68 |ÉÉÊiÉ´ÉänxÉ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEA* 

 ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ vªÉÉxÉÉBÉE­ÉÇhÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä nÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä =~ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉlÉÉÇiÉÂ (ABÉE) nä¶É àÉå 

cÉÉÊxÉBÉEÉ®BÉE BÉEÉÒ]xÉÉ¶ÉBÉEÉå ÉÊ´É¶Éä­É °ô{É ºÉä <xbÉäºÉã{ÉEÉxÉ BÉEä ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉ´É VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ {É® =xÉBÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉBÉÚEãÉ |É£ÉÉ´É 

ºÉä =i{ÉxxÉ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® (nÉä) VªÉÉäÉÊiÉºÉ®, BÉÖE°ôFÉäjÉ, cÉÊ®ªÉÉhÉÉ àÉå ÉÎºlÉiÉ ºÉÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE +ÉÉè® AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE °ô{É ºÉä 
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àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ |ÉÉSÉÉÒxÉ ¤É®MÉn BÉEä {Éä½ BÉEÉä ®­]ÅÉÒªÉ vÉ®Éäc® PÉÉäÉÊ­ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ* vªÉÉxÉÉBÉE­ÉÇhÉ BÉEä =kÉ® àÉå 

ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ àÉÆÉÊjÉªÉÉå xÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ ÉÊnA +ÉÉè® ºÉnºªÉÉå uÉ®É àÉÉÆMÉä MÉA º{É­]ÉÒBÉE®hÉÉå BÉEä £ÉÉÒ =kÉ® ÉÊnA* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ 193 BÉEä +ÉvÉÉÒxÉ nä¶É àÉå BÉßEÉÊ­É BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ãÉÉäBÉE àÉci´É BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä {É® 13 

PÉÆ]ä ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºÉàÉªÉ SÉSÉÉÇ SÉãÉÉÒ* ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉä SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉ =kÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ* 

 ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ uÉ®É ÉÊnA MÉA {ÉÉÆSÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉÉå ºÉÉÊciÉ àÉÆÉÊjÉªÉÉå 

uÉ®É ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ£ÉxxÉ +ÉxªÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É­ÉªÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå 55 ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ ÉÊnA MÉA* 

 ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ àÉÆÉÊjÉªÉÉå uÉ®É 2345 {ÉjÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ {É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉä MÉA*  

 VÉcÉÄ iÉBÉE MÉè®-ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉEÉ ºÉà¤ÉxvÉ cè, ºÉjÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ MÉè®-ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEä 129 

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÖ®&ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA* ´ÉÉÊ®­~ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE (VÉ®É®ÉäMÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊbàÉåÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ näJÉ-®äJÉ BÉEÉ ={É¤ÉÆvÉ) ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 

2014 ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ =qä¶ªÉ ÉÊbàÉåÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ ®ÉäMÉ ºÉä OÉºiÉ ´ÉÉÊ®­~ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ näJÉ-®äJÉ +ÉÉè® VÉ®É®ÉäMÉ näJÉ-®äJÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ 

BÉEÉ ={É¤ÉÆvÉ BÉE®xÉÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉ {É® ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É gÉÉÒ £ÉiÉÇßcÉÊ® àÉciÉÉ¤É VÉÉÒ xÉä 12 ÉÊnºÉÆ¤É®, 2014 

BÉEÉä |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ, BÉEÉä 13 àÉÉSÉÇ, 2015 BÉEÉä SÉSÉÉÇ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ cÉäxÉä BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä |É£ÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉnºªÉ 

uÉ®É |ÉºiÉÉ´É ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ABÉE +ÉxªÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ =qä¶ªÉ |ÉiªÉäBÉE xÉÉÉÊMÉ®BÉE uÉ®É +ÉÉÊxÉ´ÉÉªÉÇ àÉiÉnÉxÉ 

BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè, =ºÉ {É® ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É gÉÉÒ VÉxÉÉnÇxÉ ÉËºÉc ºÉÉÒOÉÉÒ´ÉÉãÉ uÉ®É 13 àÉÉSÉÇ, 

2015 BÉEÉä |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {É® +ÉÉMÉä 24 +É|ÉèãÉ, 2015 BÉEÉä SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç, =ºÉ ÉÊnxÉ SÉSÉÉÇ 

{ÉÚ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉä {ÉÉ<Ç*  

 VÉcÉÄ iÉBÉE MÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÆBÉEã{ÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ cè, ªÉÖ´ÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ àÉå iÉBÉExÉÉÒBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉè¶ÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÞàÉäBÉE <xÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉÞ BÉEÉ ãÉFªÉ cÉÉÊºÉãÉ BÉE®xÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå gÉÉÒ ºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ®. {ÉÉÉÊ]ãÉ uÉ®É 19 ÉÊnºÉà¤É®, 

2014 BÉEÉä |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA ºÉÆBÉEã{É {É® 20 àÉÉSÉÇ, 2015 BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® =ºÉÉÒ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ 

ºÉä ªÉc ºÉÆBÉEã{É ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä VÉÉÒ uÉ®É 20 àÉÉSÉÇ, 2015 +ÉÉè® 8 àÉ<Ç, 2015 BÉEÉä 

BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉªÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEãªÉÉhÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉÖ®xiÉ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉxÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA 

ABÉE +ÉxªÉ ºÉÆBÉEã{É {É® SÉSÉÉÇ +ÉvÉÚ®ÉÒ ®cÉÒ cè*  

 <ºÉ ºÉjÉ àÉå VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉvªÉ ºlÉMÉxÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ càÉxÉä 7 PÉÆ]ä +ÉÉè® 04 ÉÊàÉxÉ] ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE 

BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ MÉÆ´ÉÉªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ 55 PÉÆ]ä +ÉÉè® 43 ÉÊàÉxÉ] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA nä® iÉBÉE ¤Éè~ÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤ÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ 

BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉ{É]ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn cè* 

 àÉé ={ÉÉvªÉFÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ iÉÉÉÊãÉBÉEÉ àÉå ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÖSÉÉ°ô BÉEÉªÉÇ ºÉÆSÉÉãÉxÉ àÉå 

ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉÒ cÚÄ*  
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 àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ, ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ£ÉxxÉ nãÉÉå +ÉÉè® ºÉàÉÚcÉå BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ, àÉÖJªÉ 

ºÉSÉäiÉBÉEÉå, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ £ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEä ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉßEiÉYÉiÉÉ BªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cÚÄ* àÉé +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉä® ºÉä |ÉäºÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ BÉEä càÉÉ®ä ÉÊàÉjÉÉå BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉÒ* àÉé <ºÉ +É´ÉºÉ® {É® àÉcÉºÉÉÊSÉ´É, ãÉÉäBÉE 

ºÉ£ÉÉ ºÉÉÊSÉ´ÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå, BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä uÉ®É ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉä nÉÒ MÉ<Ç ºÉàÉÉÌ{ÉiÉ +ÉÉè® iÉiBÉEÉãÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉÒ cÚÄ* ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉEä ºÉÆSÉÉãÉxÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤Ér AVÉåÉÊºÉªÉÉå uÉ®É |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA àÉé =xÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉé vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉÒ cÚÄ* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉMÉhÉ +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊ{ÉE® ºÉä ABÉE 

¤ÉÉ® vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* àÉÆÉÊjÉàÉÆbãÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn*  

 +É¤É àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉMÉhÉ BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä ºlÉÉxÉ {É® JÉ½ä cÉä VÉÉAÆMÉä, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +É¤É Þ´ÉÆnäàÉÉiÉ®àÉÞ BÉEÉÒ vÉÖxÉ 

¤ÉVÉÉ<Ç VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* 

+ÉxÉäBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn*  

 

 

 

18.23 hrs                                    

NATIONAL SONG 

(The National Song was played.)  

 

 

HON. SPEAKER:  The House stands adjourned  sine die. 

18.24 hrs  

The Lok Sabha then adjourned sine die. 
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