authority to run Metro Cinema.
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(vii)'TaxkNG ovEr OF METRo CINEMA,
CALCUTTA BY GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

SHRI NARAYAN CHOUBEY (Mid-
napore): Sir, sometime back the Go-
vernmeat of India had taken over the
Metro Cinema in Calcutta. This was
mainly because doubts and suspicious
had been raised about the alleged sale
abroad of the American Metro Gold-
wyn Mayor Company’s assets in india
to a certain Swiss Company, whose
constituted attorney had ciaimed the
The
action of the Government of India,
in taking it over and running it for
some time through its Film Finance
Corporation was appreciated by the
workers of the Metro and also by pub-
lic opinion. $Since then, however, cer-
tain legal proceedings have followed,

~ with the result that ,under interim

court orders the Film Finance Corpo-
yation has been prevented from runn-
ing Metro Cinema and the constituted
aitorney of the alleged foreign pur-
+haser of Metro is in control. Mean-
while, the cmployees of Metiro are
suffering on account of the repressive
nature of the management and such
irritants as the recent withholding of
honus payment in disregard of agree-
ments. It is -sgseéntial  that the Go-
vernment of India take firm steps to
expedite the legul process and hring
about a situation of certainty shbout
the management of Metro Cinema. It
is important also that by invoking the
Industries Act and other relevant in-
siruments in the hands of the Govern-
ment, such cinemas are, when thought
fit, taken over firmly and run by the
(jovernment. This will also be in
conformity with the declared desire
of the Government to bring in legis-
lation for safeguarding the interests
of the Government to bring in legis-
national tone to the industry, which
has the widest potential in broadcast-
ing to the masses both entertainment
and instruction at the same time. An
carly statement of the Minister of In-
formation and Broadcasting and some
action accordingly is, therefore, ur-

gently called for. //'
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14.20 hrs.

STATUTORY RESOLUTION RE:
DISAPPROVAL OF NATIONAL.
SECURITY ORDINANCE AND NA-

~TIONAL SECURITY—contd,

MR. DEPUTY.SPEAKER : The
House will now take up the Statutory
Resolution and the National Security
Bill. Before I call Shri Rav.ndra
Varma, I would like {o say that there
is a demand from almost all the lea-
ders of the opposition parties that the
time allotted for general discussion,
namely, 5 hours, is not sufficient.
Therefore, they want that the time
should be extended. I would like to
know the views of the Government.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OrF HOME AFFAIRS AND
THE DEPARTMENT OF PARLIA-
MENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI P.
VENKATASUBBAIAH): Government
have no objection to extend the time,
provided the consideration of the Bill
in all its stages is completed today. -
The BAC originally fixed seven hours,
which was extended 1o 8 hours—5
hours for general discussion, 2 hours
for clauses and 1 hour for the third
reading, If the hon. Members want
more time, I have no objeclion, pro-
vided it is completed tfoday.

MR. DEPUTY.-SPEAKER: 1 find
from the list that there are 9 members
from the opposition and 20 from the
ruling parly to speak. Therefore,
about 29 members have got to speak.
From the Governmen{ side they are
not restricting the time factor. We
have a half an hour discussion fixed
for today and this Bill has to he pass-
ed. By how many hours do you want
to extend it? You want more time
and the Government is agreeable.

DR. SUBRAMANIAM
(Bombay North East):
this condition.

SWAMY
But not with

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
a condition. Jt is a question of Zive
and take. 1 am prepared to sit even
at a late hour. The half an hour dis-

cussion can be taken up after this Bill
is passed.

Tt is not
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SHRI KRISHNA CHANDRA HAL~-
DER (Durgapur): The Half-an-Hour
Discussion should be taken up at 5.30
p.m. sharp.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE
(Rajapur): We will extend it by two
hours.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the
House agrees, it can be done. We can
sit late. The opposition members
must appreciate that we have already
extended the time. We cannot go on
extending it.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE
(Jadapur): Sir, what happened on
Friday when you were in the Chair?

‘MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I do not
remember, I forget them immediately.
In the night I do not remember what
food I took in the noon. We will
come to the subject-matter. What is
the view of the House.

SHRI G. M, BANATWALLA (Pon-
nani): We will complete the general
discussion foday and take up the
clause by clause consideration tomor-
row.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I would
give a suggestion, it is not that 1 am
imposing my decision on you. We
will not fix any time. We will conti-
nue the discussion. The Prime Minis-
ter will make a statement at 2.45 p.m.
After that, we will resume our discus-
sion till 5.30 p.m. when the Haif.an-
Hour Discussion will be taken up.
After that we will again take this up,
sit late and complete the Bill.

SI-IRI G. M. BANATWALLA: Be
considerate.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: $So, we
have not decided as to how much we
are extending the time. We have only
decided that we are going to complete
it even if it is 11 O’Clock.

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA (Bym-
bay North): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, this
Bill seeks to arm the Government with
extraordinary powers, the power to
take away the individual's liberty
without trial and judgement. Some
hon, Members on this side ot the House
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have described the Bill as draconian.
Evée those who have hesitatéd to use
this word have described the Bill as
drastic. Even those who have hesi-
tated to say that this Bill is 3 negation
of law have pointed out that Lhis Bill
is pregnant with the possibility for
abuse, arbitrariness and miscarriage
of justice.

When g Bill of this kind which seeks
to confer arbitrary powers on the
Government is considered by this
House, it is imperative for the House
to subject it to severe scrutiny with
consciousness and  circumspection.
There are certain questions which the
House cannot brush aside. What are
these questions? These are: (i) Are
these powers really necessary, (ii)
Are the powers conferred by the exist_
ing laws inadeguate? (iii) Will the
acquisition of these additiona] powers
by Government solve these problems?
(iv) Can the law be enforced without
the danger of arbitrariness? (v) Is
the power likely to be abused? (vi)
Are there adequate built-in safe-
guards against the abuse of these ad-
ditional powers? (vii) Can the Gov-
ernment be trusted for these addition-
al powers? (viii) What is the context
in which, (Interruptions). We are all
here to listen to each other. (Interrup-
tions). I cannot be shouted down.
(Interruptions). I will not be bam-
boozled. If the truth hurts my hon.
friend, he is free to hug it to his con-
science, (Interruptions). Some people
understand, others interrupt,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr.
Varma, please address me.

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: I said,
some people understand, others inter-
rupt. What is the context in which
the Government is seekjng these
powers? (ix) What is the, record of
thg Government that is seeking these

powers? Our attitude must depend or
the answers to these questions.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 think
you are a little bit angry today,
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SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: Not at
all. I am trying to make myself heard.

The first question is: Are these
powers really necessary? The Ordin-
ance was promulgated at midnight
which has earned the reputation of
being the customary hour of the flore-
scence of this Government. No case)
was made out to convince this House
that therg was imminent danger to
the security of the country., There
was no imminet danger of external
aggression, no imminent danger of in_
ternal subversion. No doubt, the Bill

refers to the security of the State._
‘The legal and peacefu}l process of or-
ganising publi¢ opinion anl resent-
ment against the Government is not
subversion, It is certainly not sub-
version. Sir, organising thre opinion of
the masses or expoling the weaknes-
ses and thc failures of the Govern-
ment does not constitute an attack
on public order. But when you refer
to the security of the State, and I am
sure many hon. Members opposite
will agree with the propositions which
I have made, in moments of lucidity,
when the security of the State is re-
lated to an individual and when a new
dogma is propounded and established
religion begins to hold that an indi-
vidual is the nation and therefore, the
State and the Government, the phrase
‘security of the State’ acquires ominus
lethal ambiguity (Interruptions), and
undergoes an alchemy which is fatal
to Fundamental Rights and to the de-
mocratic system. (Interruptions)

Now, let us turn to the question
whether the present laws are inade-
quate. My distinguished friends, the
hon, Member from New Delhi and the
Lon. Member from Jadavpur, have
dealt with this question elaborately
and effectivelv. We have sections 108
to 110 of the Criminal Procedure Code,
the COFEPOSA, the Prevention of
Blackmarketing and Maintenance Act
elt. We have the recerf amendment
to the Crimina) Procedure Code: Do
they not give powers to take preven-
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tive action? But, Sir, wilat'-ﬂ'le Gav-
ernment is after is not the power to
take preventive action; what it is after
is immunity from the responsibility
to prove guilt or intent before a court
of iaw. What they want is to substi-
tute suspicion for evidence, substitute
the pleasure of the executive for con-
viction by the judiciary. The Bill,
therefore, is not only an attack on the
citizen’s rights, but is also an attack
on the judiciary, the power of the
judiciary to pvotect the citizen,

Sir, will the acquisition of these
powers solve the problems that the
aims and objects refer to? Communal
disharmony, social tensions, jndustrial
unrest, to mention only a few, are all
socia] problems that are complicated
and are of a longstanding nature. It
is only gsocial action that can solve
these problems and not police action.

Sir, will the powers be exercised
without arbitrariness? The Bill pro-
vides for detention without trial. It
provides for detention without dis-
closure of grounds. Clause 8(i) talks
of disclosure of grounds. But clause
8(ii) frees the Government from the
responsibility to disclose the grounds. -
What is given by the left hand 1s
wrenched away by the right hand.
What about the composition of the
Board? Two of the Members of the
Board can be appointed on grounds of
amenability. And when you Jook at
clause 11(iii), il is clear that if there
is a difference of opinion, the majority
view will prevail. Again, what is given
by the left hand is wrenched away
by the right hand, what is grudgingly
given by the left hand is taken away
by the right hand. (Interruptions).
That majority is a cooked up majority,
not the majorily... (Interruptions).
How then can you say that there are
ample safeguards against the abuse?
(Interruptions). These are the seeds
of intolerance which grow into the
National Security Ordinance, Then,
how c¢an you 8ay...(Interruptions).
The hon. Minister should concern
himself with colour biindness and
colour television.
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How can one say that there are ade-
quite saleguards against the abuse of
these additional powers? These powers
were abused in the Emergency. The
tendency to abuse these powers per-
sists, the tcmptation to do so persists.
My hon. friend, the Home Minister,
may quote Oscar Wilde and say that
the best way to resist temptation is
to yield to it. Already there is ample
evidence of this yielding to the temp-
:ation. Many hon. Members in this
House have pointed this out and made
charges against the lavish abuse of
this Ordinance against the minorities,
against gtudents, kisans and others.

Sir, what is the context in which we
are asked to vote these powers? The
Government is in the throes of failure.
They have fai'ed to fulfil their pro-
mises 1o the people. Prices are in-
creasing alarmingly. Essential com-
modities are becoming increasingly
scarce. There iz growing discontent
and disillusionment with the Govern-
ment. It is the failure of this Govern=
ment that has caused this disillu-
sionment and not the Opposition. The
rage of my hon. friend, Mr. Stephen,
therefore js the rage of Caliban see-
ing his face in the looking glass.

We are toid that the Opposition has
destroved the economy of the country,
that it has destroyed the political fab.
ric of the country, that the Opposition
is the greatest impediment to progress
in this couniry: Virtually that the Op-
pcsition lLias no reason to exist cox-
cept to provide an alibi to the honou-
rable gentlemen on the Treasury Ben-
ches for their failures.

Sir, although the Prime Minister
herself prescribes gne cle nf zonduct
for the Oppositicn when her Party is
in the Opposition... (Interruptions)—
you don't know what her Party is?—
(Interruptions) and demands another
code of conduct from the Opposition
when her party is in power,

Sir, we are told that the judiciary
is an impediment to progress, that
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the parliamentary system offers &
cover for the dictatorshir of the judi-
ciary, that we need a committed judi-
ciary, a committed press and a com-
mitted bureaucracy, that the division
of powers is an gnachronistic doctrine,
and the way to save democracy is
to concentraie power in the hands of
one individua) and equate that indi-
vidual with the nation.

We are tola that the parliamentary
system is rcsponsible for the failures,
that this systern must be scrapped and
substituted with a Presidentia] form
of government, that the leader of the
ruling party who has made her entry
inty this House now must be elected
President for life, that an individual
must be equated with the nation and
the State. We are told that the emer-
gency had the sanction of the peobnle,
that the mandate that the ruling party
received was a maefdate for the emer-
gency; that the emergency chould be
immediately clamped down again.

THE MINISTER OF COMMUNICA-
TIONS (SHRI C. M. STEPHEN):
Who said it?

SIIRI RAVINDRA VARMA: So
many, I am coming to that. You your-
self have said it, but you cannot be
held to your words, I know.

The most unabashed advocacy of
the ¢mergency came from my distin-
guished and hon. friend Mr, Anthony.
Unfortunate'y, he is not here now. Ho
out—Heroded Herod. We have been
free for 30 vears, yet it seems Mr.
Anthony is 111 ¢t homea i» the atmos-
phere of freedom. He was pining for
the Rowlett Ae! he was pining with
anstalgia, perhaps for a moment of
Michael O'Dyer, he was pining for
the MISA, he was pining for the
emergency because that was the neat-
est that we dn got to the days of the
Raj.

Now ] come te Mr. Stephen.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I thought
you had already come to him.
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SHRI HAVINDRA VARMA: Poli-
tics is often described as the last re-
fuge of the scoundrel. Do you think
be is the last refuge?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He has
included you also in that.

‘SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: My
hon. friend Mr. Stephen and the hon.
Home Minister the other day rained
fire and brimstone, they promised that
they mean business, that they intend
ty use the big stick. My hon. friend
Mr. Stephen is a very old and dear
friend of mine. His performance the
other day reminded me of the pro-
verbial pettifogging lawyer, and his
pomposity, of the lawyer’s pomposity;
pomposity and pronciencey with com-
mas, colons and semi-colons, and his
utter paucity of concept, concern for
lucre and distance ¥rom conscience.

He was at prunz to say that he was
fulflling the task of the Janata Party.
There are hon. gentlemen who can
use the language as they please, to
hide whatever they have to hide,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: But no-
body can hide any thing from his own
conscience.,

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: That
is true, but that is the rarest commo-
dity on that side of the House.

He tried to say that he was not
against the principle of preventive
detention,—but he did not want it to
be permanently on the statute-boolk,
but my hon. iriend failed to show
any clause in this Bil] or the Crimi-
nal Law (Amendment) Bill which re-
stricts the period of the validity of
theseg laws and emsures that they will
not be on the statute-book perma-
nently, So, he was talking with his
iongue in his cheek.

He accused the Janata Party and
sald that the Jenrta Party faced a
dilemrna, that the Janaty Party in-
troduced a Bill and then it withdrew
the Bill.

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: Which
Jauata Party?

SHR; RAVINDRA VARMA: It does

not become you to make such an
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interruption. Please say something
more intelligent,—for a change,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
stick to the subject.

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: I am
being interrupted, it is not my fauit.

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He tries
to aivert your attention. Be careful.

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: The
Janata Party did face g dilemma, It
did intrcduce a Bill. The crime of
the Janata Party seems to be that it
was responsive to public opinion, that
when it found that there was a strong
volume of ypinion in the House, in
the party and cutside against the Bill,
it respected public opinion, it did not
stand on faise prestige, but yielded
to public opinion and withdrew the
Bill. That is the greatest crime of the
Janata Party. For the rest it released
everyone who had been arrested
under MISA, never used the MISA,

and repeated the MISA. (Interrup-
tioe.s)

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: It was
yvour Cabinet which brought it here.

SHR] RAVINDRA VARMA: 1t i8
that very Cabinet that decided that
the Bill should be withdrawn,

14.40 hrs,

Please

(MR. SPEAKER in the Chair)

Then, I come tg the Home Minis-
ter,

MR. SPEAKER: Are you going to
have a direet dialogue with him?

SHIRT RAVINDRA VARMA: No,
Sir, if you please, jt will be through
you.

He talks of Sardar Patel occasional-
v when it suits him., When Sardar
Patc] moved the Preventive Deten-
tion Bill in 1950, he not only gave
the reasons for introducing the Bill,
but also said;

“I am glad that the Bill has met
with careful criticism, because when

the liberty of any citizen is sought
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to be talfen away by a Bill, it should
be carefully scrutinised, and the
necessity for it should be proved
beyond doubt. It is not a pleasant
task to bring in a Bill of this kind.
There are cecasions on which there
may be room for humour, jokes
and iaughter.

—Pcrhaps he had premonitions that
this is what things would come to in
1980.—

“But I assure this House that 1
have passed {wo sleepless nights
when 1T was asked to take up this
measure.”

Now, he did not talk with strident
levity, strident levity of the kind that
the hon, pentlemen sitting on the
Treasury Benches exhibit today. He
spoke with sadness and humility, he
was a great statesman, a Titan, not
a tin god with clay feet, alternately
basking and Dboasting in borrowed
glory and grovelling i abject syco-
rhancy.

You talk of the emergency and
your retlurn to power, you fool *he
people with rour melodrama, with
vour tears and false promises. VYou
have learnt no lesson, Don’t brag, The
people of this country cannot be fool-
ed for all time, This Bill must be re-
jected, must he resisted.

o' HrzA st garfyar(sTayR) ¢
TEqS HEraw, 99 ¥ I fad g ¥
frarr gar, 7@ §¥ & faQw qwr
# Aaril ® AU FT aga TAar-
qEF FAAT @I | AT B AW G
91X =ferra w@daar & a1 9T FTE
S & ggi R Tgg g fr aafam-
T @daar ger wifgy,  drwaw
$OH AT ATTRY, dAfwa drwda &1
R A oW faw ek ¥ dw &
WL AT X RE, ¥ gwwmar g
fF @ @ N gt § =R
s g fF Wraw ® | &)
& FH WA @ FT AT AEE &
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q Seaa F faq IR AETET
T awy foreerd aw oy § o

Wi g fear w@mr g,
qUOFT F1, W IAEW fem s
E— WA FT, T G T@ T
deag Jear &, A #oew o™
T FT AT ¥ THI F TFA & (%
w9 Tl T CF AT g arar g at
TS T gAETd agr @Y g §, Al
I qEEHT Y g G ® fog
agli & Hewl & W< fqae feur
ST g &, AEAE FE@T 9¢ qA07 frar
ST GHAT §, AlFA gL AW & qfadi
F1 We Al Far faar omar, fEEn
FT W 9 g% faar smar o oam
qIS HFdd FY a0 F1 Fg HL qG
FT IJARW IFT EH g HEAT Wgq
F 5 gae gy Wt Swaa # Ay
¥ I w9} fasre fagr s
Tifge | Ao WER™, "W &Y AA
drag 2 fF g FATT & qE faoed
q&r 9Ad g g, el fame
“ig;ﬁi@mfaﬁwﬁmrm
WE A AT AR fwwoar
IThH AT ¥ UF HEwE dar Y £
T IYFT TIAGIT d ATRIAT % AT
T EE

ﬁmﬁmiﬁrmﬁ'_-
oft §9 7 @@ gk @ @
oM AT AT aeeg o faw Ay
ggd 1 ‘fFeEl #) Hud suwEr
frerfy arfed” o0 a4t ¥ 0w e
sreger ot & 1 % frrde s amgeTr—
9T Ag F AT TT FR & g g
qMH T FHC T 117 S@T g
w WE 3 & fad wgr qr, @
% IT AT GG | wgrar | &
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frd Wt aff wgr ? Afew 97 AR
for wor, ax ww Wt @ T R A
dqn fraw fe g W Sw ¥ wgEw
T oSTER Y. .. (wwEuT) .. wE W
frart # savar 3T A a1 wrg, 9
3 # fad & av 9raw * fod H—gwr
T FHL FT TF § FOIAT HT
e @7 ST @r | e # e
7 @ F gR-IA F 9 W T
I T -7 T & o § Fgr s
@1\ AfFT o w9 T g§a
I, a1 FgS a9 o ey #Y i
F W JeH SrH NfET

Y gHT 99 qgr 9 SEa
T fag R o 91 39 F 9L
T AT TET F1 R, AT T4 F
oTF g™ & A owmr fEF
AFT 97 ! WY qqa9Teq- —F 4
T R @ oaTfy o WA
TP W AT WX SIS & Wi A
T W7 ¢ AfHFA 9T wraw @
WEISE H AR @eT g AT g Al
e oo A+ FgaT wE ¥ femn
T W 9T 30 €9% T +fed |
g WY FEIA AT T Fed E—
TR Y F W A 9 ot fong
Tl f& oF a® Wv Fga § o
AT FWAT FT G 0T @I ¢,
T oOE qrdl dm A oA @ g
AT fequem @ @ W og
WY g ofz Tidfery fedeme
F FTA /AT F@T  JT AT FRS
§ % @ w A A e | iafed
AT HT BT W qgAT AT A
T @ 8, ag TE oY I ANE 91 A
ot f6 ager wr s gw 8, feaa 2
vt & ag wrr T AW N gAwT AiNE
W/ 1w gt s @ FA oA
g o, Sfew 9 F qgw AT 9w,
WA Ry 97 T W 9 AT
T fRar a1, afew s W oA Ol
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foa wft Y, zo o 97 ®) aOw
AT GFT 9T | WIS W7 FT ¢ THAT 1%
W F T & WA 9T e femy
qT, WY F T ErE ¥ H§ AE Wy
gHar | afg ogT gRT ar oy 3y Ffaae
¥ 3 faw v @yl v A gAY
CCil

uq W@l a% dleaed F1 A 8,
ST Eqdeaar #r arq g, ey
T T E=—FHT NHTA HAT ST 3G FF7
agt @3 g€ &, "I A 9% A O
& wyq & fod a3t vEdasr & 13w
dhaA T gETE AW ATl ¥ T &
sfrr ot &7 wwy I F« 9T faw
q7 .. . (ngmA). . AfeT gER fa
g1 afsez 7 S %1 g fam, oF faw
ft ¥ R I G HFIAT TRY FAT A |
TS RIT  F[iFT TEdeaar fir a1
Fg 1@ 8, AT IS4 gug ag i
geaar Fgr 41 ¢ ... (sLEaTR). .

TS HTT FIHAF T gaTs @ 73 g=—
v ey, fREareE &% sEar |
sfrr oft &1 sgwa & s W
I FT Jgi W AT, AfET e 7 ;o
T[EET F  HEIR 9T 3T F
gt ¥ fas@w &1 swa aw e
qr ... .(eEAEA). . . W FTAH-
e gl v ?

AT Fgd § 6 3 G@E 7Y 47
wfase 7 faar ST wfgy wifs
M F Y g ¥ sFfFm g
g ¥ 0z Jra | F fraET $%-1965
¥ xFT 1975 T Ay e aidy
fegem &t wumw welt WYL, —wT qH
TaaTsd 9w ¥ few & sfRowd
TadeaaT aATa gy s 7 ag dw g fa
1975 ¥ (g 39 AW ¥ TV T dAGE
F grermer der Y ST & wrtae #Y T8,
for & wreor WET FF F AT
qer, afew safea  fedemm &1 F9F
& 10 9 9@ & FAT AT W A7)
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[a" wigase qafear]
wm § gAfwad w wE o q far
T |, T A A g A § A
€| O IE TFENHF GTREE A
IRET HI FO @A GHEE gAR
A W1 —d 39 FT F1 Ig0 A0
qeT | TF % WHIST ¥ faeh gt
9T FTLA FTAT AT 94T, A A€ & A
FAFSI qTgT 7 qg &9 &7 9 oK
Fgr a1 fF % wfead ok @9
¥ faems St T T ST @R,
M F wEd At F qHET

s, & qeAr g—-—mm@
ﬁmﬁa’hﬁaﬁww* TR
S ST |r ! feaat & fa=ms

agfFaal F1 a3 H faar v ? @ o
qgr Fgr 14T o7 {5 ag Fw qsefas
F far smgr s wr g 1 g fEaw
TaHifaal & fau 3@ #1 T
foar T 1w W Agr gefte 11 SATeY
g | AEfAE B wER@ET q
foar mar a1 dfFw s F W
T WA &7 FAqT & fagy &
¥ W FY AT g@d avg &1 o6 #d
ara g€ &, T FT N @0 AG g
g | U welew, A9 ¥ § gwadn
g & aga q fag oa1 & &7 g7 A
¥ gy =gy § fF g v gan
T8 g =i foa ¥ g g ¥ 9
ST FTH T AR F1E FEAEN T g
& H HAUTHAT B\ &1 ATGHI FiAT
wTfgd WX [T cAaT ag Fgd &1 1160
191 9115 Q fF a8 g% FW7 7 syaear
FT FEAH AG TG FHr ) 9 AT 7 AW
qrEar § W T gER AR & | qAA
* Araqe faOey aifeat ¥ sy sg
A F 91 % 9 q 79 F A
T €1 TR, T AOAHT T &Y
AfFTET oY §RE S A T qred

F M ¥ A faar &, 9w 9y Owm
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&< faar & fe 3w & s wow 7 Wit
w@Y T AT gy W AW T W
¥ wmt o ¥ faww @ owTfEy
oS FE L AT I RIS
FE WA F T FT HFN FQTES §
5 FE R AR A § wFad Ty o
W & SR W w1 s aw e
TN AN N @ E o gRIAINF
o feafa , @Y o alr @5 &%
H9Y § AT HE F T TET FY A
F I FIAT FI | Y qrfow i 8,
99 F1 fFar U HT HEH F wew
qIFATITET ATRIET 99 QT g "R
IET F AR T T TF FY AW
IITE AT WY § T FNE I AW Y
T F GHAT & 7 AT IJSHET F <7
S wrRtET ST, & ¥ amoIw
T ¥ AT qg™ H Q37 & 919 g1 1|
%9 ¥ UF FAC &1 feafq 5T Gar g1 0t
M TN qT A § fF gasarar
aTFd QW & HAAC HIAT X IWTH ¥
st g% & | gWiad T ard #;y wifuw
Fr T g & frdt s ¥ fgmm &0
TEY 3W & Fra< daT 8y | F uy § faeH
F& fF A qedq § THaa R GG
¥, garfgst & fage &, § o
grem F<ar g fe fadt o F @mw
39 a1 F1 A L faare w3 6 wror 3
WY § &Y WT &, 74T 98 99 AHad 87
FT L AN H A e A F
TAq ! WIS HIE AR g, IR T7
TTHT E W A AT g8 G &b, |
g ¢fee ¥ famme #T & o9 =, @
qW F ArFAd FANT | Arwaed sl
T GHAT § T 3T F [T A8 gl
¥ srae wfed @R @Y Jad 4
e & A qrr §, 3 4g qQ AR
ff W ¥ ST g1 WK gEFRarar
mﬁmfnﬁrlﬁmﬁwl
¥ AT AT 73, A« § TG T |
AE 7 T afer & ag TR 7
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IT awal F1 9w aga 7 faar 9w,
wqTET I 7 fagr sy /1 g9 e
Y AT FTq | FHIRAT AT FIAATET
2 @ W F wex wOwEmaT 4R
TR omre IR FY F=IH A qA
fad T % alk 9T ar g@h ag A
WOTHAT 47 FCH AGT AT T gHAT |
NOFFAT FT qq § FqET fawre WK
g g, o1 ag SHeREr el
W AT FI AT H @ FL AT GRI |
oo faely oer & qW dHad

T B FAT IT IW OH g oW
Fraemew g fr 309 AmAel w1 A
FT AT FX AT 9 @ W A
g wAT @I AT &, &Y g o
o 0o & 9TE 8 T@ FT A
@ ¢, .. (swEwm)... «ead
4 feqar a9 & fawam g 3@ &9
AT g™ SAd & .. (sawwE|) |

weqw wEAR W @ A= H
T A1 @ § | T FT HIAY 7T FEA < |

sl #ga AW gaigar : TR
wErET, W9 Avead A T
g | Fm & wx feaar AEad
R AWR 9T FH FH IF § U
I AR AT WY § | A qH FARH

2 fr few W 9] I HT FTH HIAT

wifig 1 & uw are ag frdew F@T TRAT

g 5 ag &Y wmm amr W g
3042 LS—11.
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ag &« forgrer & 7t amar man § fie e
s it firewre & @ o s o
g8 9@ ag § f5 s fadey ow F
AT AT §Y G g 6 g frewm
FA FT TELT T¢ | I HIS qgd ATHhal-
I FT g9 qY TELT AT AfHA W
Y e & T T30 FifF T wfow
qTh 3TH TGT @ | G faedt qer A
Faw O & FA QT AR FAW A
TF ATATEL qA9 & f9C T 9 a<g
FAMTIREIfRT I I & fe
T FA & ARG F1§ qifaq F19 §
FG a1 39 9T FE AF qG7 Ty |
R & AT 9 H JIAT T FL¥ H7
FW FG A1 IR A A FE A7
TEFAT TG & A IT F faere Frg
FraTs g Rl | S quRATATY AT
g, st arfas feat & faems 9 3@
qTeY TTHQ &, T ATFARTITHAT HEHTAT
AT & a1 W FE @ T@ AT FQ
& 39 9T A W FEA F AT FA A
FTATADAT TST 97 TEF T390 | FaQnefy
qe7 JTe1 HT AL HI Faq faear #ix
¥ T WX qAT T TO1 F @A a1 @
o gFE § 3 w1 warer
qAST FTA HIGT FT T FT &7 F QA
§ 40 @91 FgAT § ! AMAT w;ed
fagrd a4y St F71 S TgT TRER
HINOT EHT & STHN AT AT } | AR
IR} FY GGEHTL FT ST GET II0 H F79
FET AT OFF TG Fm A A
Iq gua wex waw ¥ fRer e
aw far war | I F@T oqex SR
F TR F7 AT FA & AHAT TG
g a1 ? WA Ag ARG dAr IHE!
JF  FFT F | AFT IFHr @A
# I To) g5 | SUN W F qEq 4
FAAE | 9 T AV ST Ag
arfera O Wr €7 ATFT A 9% Y
BEifF@aERN AR AT G E
o frg & frg ar @ & & frdee
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[ wvgw aw gafear]
T wgar § 5 smar ¥ o g
F¢ faszrd &Y @ 99 Y gAwY
0@ FAT & | ™ TG F g
¥ AT TAHT TF TF A H FT @AY
grfr | faeely qIETe S« =T # wyd
A w€ wfan) ¥ faames, gam 73
% & faeme FTEaTs IUT A | Afw
W G W H IS o q9A T WTIAT
T o A fear mar 8 1§ W)
*1 sfagr AR Y & 1 59 qi WA
FYE IT TOF BT FIH AL (647 AT & |

¥ wgr wgar g fF ag w1 2w
% sorae g § omar o @r & 1 & waw
Faar g B wad ofad o & g
AT AT S AR § AR awR
FT RN FT AR AT oA F e
Uy Fe9 I3C w0 faw ¥ I A
e &aTfaa g1 9% |

MR. SPEAKER: The Prime Minis-
ter was to make a statement at 2.45
p.m. but now the statement will be
at 4.15 p.m.

SHRI CHANDRAJIT YADAV
(Azamgarh): What is the reason?

MR. SPEAKER: The reason is thal
we have gol to give you copies. A
little more time is required for the
machine etc.

SHRI CHANDRAJIT YADAV: Sir,
the Prime Minister’s statement is a
serious statement. (Interruptions). 1
want to say only this thing, that when
the Prime Minister makes a statement,
it is a very important statement.
When even the time was circulated,
unless there is 3 veiv urgent and im-
purient reason, it sheold not be post-
poned. Tt causes i ~nvenience 1o
many peuple we ail came to listen
to the Prime M.n.ster’s statement,

MR. SPEAKER; Cre thing is thera.
I you want to listen to her without
getting copies, it (a1 be done, but I
wante)l vaua to get copies of it.

DR. SUBRAMANIAM SWAMY:
There is an
meeting which 1 have to attend...

Estimates Committee

SPEAKER: Mr. Swamy, 1
wanted all the Members to get copies:
that is the reawon. (Interruptions).

SHRI CHANDRAJIT YADAV: I am
not saying anything, but the Prime
Minister’s statement is a very imvor-
tant statement..

MR. SPEAKER: If you want to
listen without the copies, she can
make the stalement.

SHRI CHANDRAJIT YADAV: Let
her make the statement; we will lis-
ten. We have come to listen to the
statement, not Lo read it.

MR. SPEAKER: All right, we will
do that,

Shri Unnikrishnan,
15 hrs.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN
(Badagara): Mr. Speaker, Sir, from
Mr. Frank Anthény to Mr, Stephen
and Mr. Ravindra Varma, this Bill
has atiracled gll able and eloquent
spokesmen of various hues and in-
terests. 1t was shameful, or 1y say the
least, wvery distressing to find the
Treasury Benches applaud Mr. Frank
Anthony’s inferpretation of Indian
history ‘as a history of tribalism, as
g history of iniornecine warfare and
nothing more’, which was reminiscent
of the colonial masters whom he ador-
ed. Maybe, il is not surprising to see
this from a Party which has given up
the vision and, probably, the perspec-
tive of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to
do this.

Another tub-thumping performance,
which was witnessed here, came, as
usual, from the Minister for Commu-
nications, Mr. C. M. Stephen. During
the Janata days while Mrs. Gandbi
was repeating, not once but on seve-
ral occasions, “that there would not
be an Emergency for a thousand
years”, that it was a creature of acer-
tain extraordinary situation, Mr, Ste-
phen was not merely extolling the
virtues of Emergency but was saying,
“We never apologised or repented”,
and went on to characterise this
National Security Bill, which I heve
earlier characterised as the ‘harbinger
of things to come’; as a measure %0
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put down violent forces trying to
sabotage democracy’...

AN. HON. MEMBER; Mr. Stephen
was right.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN: If
Mr Stephen was right! That is why
I had to characterise it as ‘the har-
binger of things to come’.

I know that the time at my dispo-
sal is brief, and I shall confine myself
only to some of the salient features
of the Bill.

The Statement of Objects and Rea-
sons of this Bill give us, indeed, &
grim picture of the situation in the
country after the so-called massive
mandate. According to these ‘Objects
and Reasons’, social tensions and com-
munal disharmony are on the in-
crease, indasirial unrest is increasing,
the ‘extremist activities’., which is a
eupheimism used by the ruling cliques
everywhere for any kind of activity
that challenges the present order or
Gcovernment, are on the increase. 1
do not know vhether it is a long Jist
of confes<ional record of a Govern-
ment that ciazzms that it has not o.aly
a mandate bui aisoc a programme to
fulfil! But that precisely is the point
that it has no vision or programme
to iulfil. To meet the so-called anti-
social and anti-national elements, in-
cluding sccessionists, communal and
pro-caste eiements—a new termino-
logy of the Home Minister—and all
those who challenge the lawful autho-
rity, he has brought forward this Bill,
according to his introductory remarks.

Now, I would like to know from
him, if there was an immediacy for
bringing forward this Draconian legis.
lation first as an Ordinance, how
many black-marketeers he had ar-
rested in the first week of October
and November, how many hoarders
he had arrested in the second week
of October and November; the House
should be enligh‘tened about this as
to how many economic gffenders were
picked up under this law and arrested
during Orctober and November. I do
not know whether he is in the hahit
of going through seme of his own
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Ministry’s findings. The Home Minis-
try, I know, had done a brilliant study
on the sources of rural tension, a few
years back, and had come to the sad
conclusion that it was not want of
laws or authority that wag creating
tensions, nor could the repressive
laws to g solution. They have clearly
said that the question of relations in
land, the agrarian relations, the in-
adequacy of land reforms, is the basic
problem. Now, that is precisely

MR. SPEAKER: Let the ane
Minister’'s statement come now...

AN HON. MEMBER: Not in the
middle of the speech.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Not now.

MR. SPEAKER. I don’t mind. It
was because of your urgency that I
was calling upon her.

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRIi-
MATI INDIRA GANDHI): At 3.15, 1
have an appointment with a Fofeign
Minister. Either we have the State-
ment now yr we can have it later...

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Let us
have it now.

SHR! K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN: I
am vielding to the Leader of the
House

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI; I
was summoned. There is no question
of vielding to me,

MR. SPEAKER: Now, the Prime
Minister.

15.05 hrs.

STATEMENT RE, VISIT OF MR. L. L
BREZHNEV

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI-
MATI INDIRA GANDHIJI): The
Chairman of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of USSR, General
Secretary of the Communist Party of
Soviet Union His Excellency Mr
Leonid Illyich Brezhnev visited India
from December 8-11. This was a visit
to which botp, India and the USSR
attached great importence and one
which was in response to an invita-
tion which we had extended tp him
in Belgrade last May. The visit was
significant also because of internatio-



