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by the High Commission of India
(Supply Wing), London and Em-
bassy of India (Supply Wing),
Washington, for the year ending
31st December, 1976. [Placed in
Library. See No. LT-1736/78].

ANNUAL REPORTS OF POST-(GRADUATE
INSTITUTE OoF MEDICAL EDUCATION AND
RESEARCH, CHANDIGARH AND HINDUSTAN
LATEX LTD., TRIVANDRUM FOR 1976-77
ey Hi ofaR §s0T  HaA™g
® UL wAt (s AngEY wAwT L) ¢

¥ faeafafaa 9@ awr g2~ 9T w@ar
g

(1) wmasmar fafsar foen
qqr FAFYIT GEGT9, TEMG
nfsfrga, 1966 FruTa 19%
geaqa eamasmT Cafawear forsr
TLT HAFAT FeaTd, FIENE
F a0 1976-77 ¥ arfaw
sfraga
argeor) #1 oF sfa

[Placed in Library. See No. LT-1737/
78].

(faeY aur =&Y

(2) werdY wfafras, 1956
A 9T 619 F FT INEMT
(1) & s fggeam
yzaw fafwee, fades &

ag 1976-77 & arfgs sfqaza

(fe=r qar sty

dewor) #r oF  sfa, w@r-

qQferd d@ aur 37 @

fraas  wgommdas @
feoaforat

(Placed in Library. See No, LT-1738/
78].

J.P.”’s Treatment

NotrFicaTioN uUnpEr CuUSTOMs AcT,
1962 '

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE
(SHRI ZULFIQUARULLAH): I beg to
lay on the Table a copy of Notifica-
tion Na. 62478-Customs (Hindi and
English versions) publisheq in Gaz-
ette of India dated the 9th March,
1978, under section 159 of the Cus-
toms Act, 1962 together with an ex-
planatory memorandum. [Placed in
Library. Seea No. LT-1739/78].

1248 hrs,
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

MR. SPEAKER: I have to inform
the Hwouse that I have received the
following rmessage dated the T7th
March, 1978 from the President:

“I have received with great satis-
faction the expresssion of thanks by
the Members of the Lok Sabha for
the Address which I delivered to
both Houses of Parliament assembl-
ed together on the 20th February,
1978.”

12.49 hrs.

RE. REPORT OF THE INQUIRY
COMMITTEE ON SHRI JAYAPRA
KASH NARAYAN'S TREATMENT'

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Chandi-
garh): Last week we said that the
JP report should be placed on the
Table of the House and there was
discussion about it day belore yester-
day. Your direction was that the
Health Minister should lay it on the
Table of the House. It has not yet
laid. The Health Minister is here,
Let him say something on that.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN
(Badagara): Wge object to that be-
cause. ... (Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Raj Narain,
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SHRI VASANT SATHE (Akola):
Is that matter on the agenda?

MR SPEAKER: Yesterday some
Members raised the question that the
Health Minister....

SHRI VASANT SATHE: In the
Rajyg Sabha?

MR. SPEAKER: No, here; I am
not concerned with Rajya Sabha,

SHRI VASANT SATHE: It has to
come on the agenda and we must
know what it is; you cannot have a
surprise. This thing has been so
scandalous in the country. Interim
report is taken and medical doctors
are being pressurised. He has threat-
ened the medical profession. For
heaven'’s sake do not do anything
contrary to the rules. It should be
on the agenda.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN: 1Is
he prepared for a judicial enquiry?
If he wants to answer that point, yes,
because it was done by a doctor, for
whom I have great personal regard,
but who has not been, as you are
probably aware, a practising doctor
at all for several years. Nor has ne
any competence in the field referred
to him. It is pot proper that the calu-
mny should go on about the reputed
medical profession of this country,
and particularly the one belonging to
e very high reputed institution. That
is why I object to the laying of this
report on the table of the House. We
want to know whether he is going to..

(Interruptions)

SHRI_KRISHAN KANT: Whether
there should be a judicial enquiry or
not, that is a different thing. When
the House discusses the Report, the
Members are free to demand an en-
quiry. We may agree to that. But
thig attempt to see that the report
doeg not see light of day is a conspi-
racy, to see that JP's treatment is not
brought out. We will not agree to
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it, whatever they may say. The Mi-
nister is here. The Speaker has given
a direction. There ig no rule which
says that the Speaker can taken back
the direction, the Minister is bound by
his direction,

SHRI VASANT SATHE: We want
a full judicial enquiry and we want
them to place the full report. %:e are
willing for that. (Interruptions).

AN HON. MEMBER: They must
tell the people what they are going
to do.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: It is not
even worth the paper.. .,

wo gdfty for 391 8 3 ¢ ? wF
fasra =red & Siez frm &0
(smaA)

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: The direc-
tion of the Speaker must be imple-
mented. (Interruptions) These peo-
ple want to conspire....

(Interruptions)

SHR] C. M. STEPHEN (Idukki): I
am on a point of order. There are
certain rules and regulations govern-
ing the matter of laying anything on
the Table of the House; not any paper
can be laid on the Table of the
House. This is said to be an Enquiry
Report and I presume that it was an
enquiry under the CommiSsions of
Inquiry Act—may be. If that is so,
the Section stipulates that the Report
must go to the President and that a
copy of the report will be caused to
be placed on the Table of the House.
This is not such a report at all. This
is an interim finding arrivedq at and
the full Report has not come at all
It has not taken the shape of a docu-
ment which has to go to the President
to be considered; then only a report
prepared under that can be placed on
the Table of the House under the pro-
visions of the Commissions of Inquiry
Act. The second point is that even
if any paper has got to be placed on
the Table of the House, it must come
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on the Order paper. In the order
paper, it has not come. Therefore,
it cannot be placed on the Table of
the House. Under these two counts
it cannot be placed on the Table of
the House, The third point is that
if Mr. Raj Narain wants to make a
statement then the statement is to be
made only under a particular Rule—
Rule 372, This is not a statement
that is permitted under Rule 372 be-
cause this is not a matter which can
be defined as a matter of public im-
portance. If that is so, the matter
was here, the matter was raised here
and if you in your wisdom thought
that the Minister wanted to make a
statement, then that also should have
come in the Order paper. It is not
something which has suddenly hap-
pened after sun set last night. This
matter was here and presumably you
had occasion to consider jt and pre-
sumably, therefore, you did not find
occasion to place it on the Order
paper. Therefore a thing which was
already before the House, which you
considered and which stood to be
omitted from the Order paper, cannot
all of a sudden be permitted to be
placeg on the Table of the House as
a bolt from the blue. Therefore, on
three grounds I oppose the placing of
this paper on the Table of the House
or the making of a statement by the
Minister on this matter,

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA (Tumkur):
Mr. Speaker, Sir, Even if the Minis-
ter, Mr. Raj Narain, wants to make
a statement, it is not governed by
Rule 372 because it is an interim re-

port.

MR, SPEAKER: You are repeating
the same thing,

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA: The expert
opinion of the country has gone on
record in the press. It is such a dis-
torted report which has been given.
That is why how do you allow such
a report to be placeq on the Table
of the House? So, we want to oppose
it.
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SHRI GAURI SHANKAR RAI
(Ghazipur): Both of them were par-
ties to that at that time. That is
why they do not want this Report to
be disclosed.

(Interruptions)

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI (Chirayin-
kil): I am on a point of ordery Sir,
this is a matter which has raiseq con-
troversy. The Interim Report can be
placed if there is need or urgency of
action by the Government. There is
no such need or urgency of action by
the Government. I am putting this
further point as part of my point
of order was covered by Mr. Stephen
already. So, let the jnterim report
not be placed on the Table of the
House. That is my point.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: The way
they are doing it shows there is some-
thing fishy about it. If that is not the
case, then why should they want to
hide the report? Mr. Jayaprakash
Narayan was in jail when they were
ruling and it is this section who are
opposing the laying of the report on
the Table of the House.

(Interruptions)

SHRI B, SHANKARANAND (Chi-
kkodi): There should be a judicial
inquiry, Don’t you trust the judiciary?
Say, you don't trust.

(Interruptions)

SHR]I B. SHANKARANAND (Chi-
demand for discussion of the report.
We have a right to demand. My dear
Sir, why are you afraidr

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA: You are af-
raid.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: There is
something wrong in it. They want
hiding of the report. (Interruptions),
You want hiding of something now.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Sir, this
Institute of Chandigarh is one of the
best institutes in the world having the
best doctors. You are discrediting
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[Shri Vasant Sathe)

them today. This Government should
be ashamed. They are trying to dis-
credit the best institute that we have.
(Interruptions).

&t w3 A qa (feet 7=7)
feaxr asg 4g AFe W@ 1 |
I9 HRg WYR &g 9T IE g
FEQ 9 g, RN FT ARAT R N
39 aag #A mgm ¥ Ay fwar
qr f& grRae @ fg=kr @ HaEr
w7 foe W@ S w9 w9
ot Foop §rq g & G A wOA
ar fgn ar fw gaYy wgRg w
ggamr fear som f& s a@
for @7t ov @ F, 9 § SR
™ 3| WmAY WERW, Fg A%
TAFT AAH § JT GFV A A F
3T T3 747 § A 399 08 GERIZA
gnﬁgq feaz 7 (sqwema)

MR. SPEAKER: Please....I have
heard you. I have to hear him also.

13 hrs.

o) ®3T [T e 17 far
¥ TG @EIIEIEA g §, AEVAT
N fawaa an g, zfAar SfEe
gY F@Ar ) AR HE dangE g
g FUF ATIHT 9T AT IA F@ FT A1
2 @E f=o odre oawEd w@E
g W oTE i omm dwgoar
4 ARA #Hr TIfg o S9 9%
9@ IeA F1 o Fifww &Y 2
oI9F TR gRm —

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Gupta, you
are travelling outside the point.

M EAT AE TR AE AR
gPT I Aoy & fow Amy o &Y
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g AT FFALH FT FT TFW A F
qFEF@ A Ffow £ 9 IF T A
qET  TAX T few s RE
az7 Figar ¢ 8 w9 wer o ¥ 5§
frag fok #z9 3% amR W@

o) xgex 18 ;. qfefoga gaeamady

FET A |

= AR TR qaer (W9I) o
Heqet #, ¥ WYX HTAAG qTG)
g sgar wrgarg fear faima & 43
ged 3z dAMmaw FT @E A A
F f& fviawE safFs g7 agl
gzad &g G § fr for @ s@)
qZA FT FHFAAR! FG graT TR
qOEY  F3ar g ar aftady ganen
g =fgd, §8 & g, IFRT |
wq AFHIT AT IN F

MR. SPEAKER: There cannot be
any running commentary.

st w@l Tw amgt ;o wré
aE A g, falm aw & & B
FG T G ar FgAT € g1 AfEA
IAFT gAY I FAAT =g o
qegs §Y, WG WEW AT I g
fergeara & g1 ad a7 £ ArAEan
¥ 9fm g aF )

(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Mr., Sathe, you
had your say. Why don't you allow
others to have their say.

st ®AY A qEOET WA T
8 FF AFA & | FUIFTH AT X
A9 WA § WA FW AWM AN A 9
W7 gAT? Aqrdr A AFLCH G |
afF7 g ¥ AWE AT T AW
ATFT A F OGIET A FIT ITRY
gAl e @ewr Fd | T@
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TF AW | AW IAF AR A @
q@ W AE W AT AR 7
a9A uF F9q famn g f& swowww
Wt F g A gafga O amat
® gZA ¥ Wl 9@, #@ WK
AW F  Fg agevfaare g

g

MR. SPEAKER: Let us not go into
the merits. We are only on the point
of order.

W FAEY W oy o ST /T
* R 9gN AqId d § FaAv AV,
97 f6ag #a@ Serm mmoar AE
TR | WX [FAF TG T AT
g wor g fam @@ F fw fefogw
grEaaQl & w9 f& &1 aw A ag
fae s 1 g€ q@ el & @aad!
A<t gE @ wW am guAr AL
® gUAT AFOME AN R | A7
T aa g foaq ga & S« H T
AR TR FAF a7 @ IF @A
Aag fogre aar @)
MR. SPEAKER: Mr, Minister, what

is your reply? We have debated
enough.

W ouAY TR AT o A o,
LU IC R T

MR. SPEAKER: You
enough.

have said

st ®A! R It ;12 a|E
N (smagm) zg  Gfaefas am €
(smratr) & @ F& § TR, W
T FFTW ATTIAN A I |

MR. SPEAKER: No, we have de-
bated enough. Now I will ask the
Minister to reply.

SHRI D. B. CHANDRE GOWDA
(Chikamagalur): Mr. Speaker, one
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point of clarification. I do not under-
stand what the Minister is going to
say.

MR. SPEAKER: I do not know. A
point of order is raised. Whether he
has any reply.

SHRI D. B. CHANDRE GOWDA:
That is the point. It is addressed to
the Chair.

MR. SPEAKER: Undoubtedly. I

cannot decide it without heirng both
the sides.

SHRI D. B. CHANDRE GOWDA:
Sir, You have to give your ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: I have to give the
ruling.

Mr. Raj Narain, Mr. Stephen has
raised three questions. You have to
answer those. He has raised a point
of order. Three questions he has
raised.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA:
‘What about your own commitment in
the House? We want to ask from
you.

MR. SPEAKER: I have made no
commitments. The records are there.
Please see the records. There was a
misapprehension. Please go into the
records. ... (Interruptions) Will you
kindly hear me? All that happened
was, when the Health Minister wan-
ted to give a summary of it, I objec-
ted to it. I said You cannot give a
summary of it”. Then, when he said
“] may place the English report”, I
said “do not create trouble; place
both Hindi and English.” Then he
said “I want some time.” I said, “All
right, you can do it on Monday.” 1
have not given any direction. Only
I stopped him from placing this.

Now, three questions have been
raised by Shri Stephen. One is that
you cannot lay under the Act a re-
port, which is an interim report, Sec-
ondly, he has said that you cannot
lay it is submitted to the President.
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[Mr, Speaker]

Thirdly, it is not in the Order Paper.
So far as the last point is concerned,
there are many questions coming in
here like that, because the Speaker
is not even allowed to deal with therm..
Today we had adjournment motions
and other motions. They have all
come. So, there is mo question about
it. But the other two points are imp-
ortant. One is that you cannot lay it
unless and until the final report has
come. Secondly, you cannot do it ex-
cept. ... (Interruptions) 1 am looking
into that.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Mr.
Speaker, 1 would like to read from
the proceedings of Lok Sabha yester-
day, where the hon. Speaker was kind
enough to say as follows:

“The Minister of Parliamentary
Affairs may kindly inform the Min-
ister that he had promised to place
the report by Monday, but he had
not vet placed it and that I would
like to know why he had not done
s0; he must do that immediately.”

That is your direction,

MR. SPEAKER: This is what I am
saying. He has prormr.ised to do it and
he has not kept up his promise. There-
fore, he must keep up his promise.
Today a legal question has been rais-
ed, that he cannot do it. I have to
decide that question.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): Sir, may I make a sub-
mission on the legal point? This Com-
mission was appointed under the Com-
missions of Inquiry Act, In a sense,
all the provisions of the Commissions
of Inquiry Act were to apply to this.
Now, what does the Act say about the
laying of reports? 1 wotld like to
draw the attention of the Chair and
of the House to what the Act says
about the laying of the Reports on
the table. I am drawing your atten-
tion to section 3, sub-section (4),
which says:
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The appropriate Government
shall cause to be laid before the
House of the People or, as the case
may be, the Legislative Assembly

» of the States, the reports, if any”
—I am laying stress, I am under-
lining the words, if any":

It says:

«...0f the Commission on the
enguiry made by the Commission
under sub-section (1) together with
a memorandum of action taken
thereon.”

Here, my submission is that it must
not necessarily be accompanied by a
memorandum of action taken. It may
well be that the Government would
decide not to take any action, and
that would also be considered an ac-
tion in terms of law, But the country
must know the findings and the country
must know whether the cause for this
concern was justified or not, fhat is
the principal point involved in this.
What action the Government takes
on the report. Whether to present
not an obligation which must be car-
ried out while laying the report.

It says:

....by the Commission under
sub-section (1) together with a
memorandum of action taken there-
on within g period of six months.”

The most important point is that the
Government cannot exceed the limit
of six months for taking any action
on the report. Whether top present
without any memorandum of action
taken on it is not the material point.

Here, the plea taken by the Gov-
ernment is completely different.
The plea taken by the Govern-
ment is that it is not the final re-
port, the full report., The plea taken
by the Government is not that the
Government has not taken any deci-
sion on it. The plea taken is that it™
is not the full report. Here my sub-
mission is that the Act says any re-
port”, it does not say that it should
be the final report.
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There have been occasions when
the Government has taken action
even on an interim report, and parti-
cularly an interim report is required
only for taking action in accordance
with the public interests jnvolved in
it. Therefore, this report could be of
any nature, whether it is a full report
or an interim report is immaterial, and
so if the House had b€en assured that
the interim report would be made
available to the House, I think this
obligation must be fulfilled, it is not
prevented by the Act. And this is also
not the Government’s case that it is
not accompanied by a memorandum af
action taken, Government’s case is
only that it is not the full report,
but the House, after having consider-
ed all aspects of the matter, had come
to the view that the report must be
placed before the House. Therefore,
the Chair had also asked the Minister
to carry out the wishes of the House.
The Minister having given the as-
surance to the House and the Chair
also having asked the Government to
fulfil the assurance given to the House
1 think it would a step which cannot
be appreciated particularly at a junc-
ture when the country is celebrating
the Amrit Mahotsav of Lok Nayak
Jayaprakash Narain, If the reports
was required at any stage in the
country it is at this stage that this
report on this very important matters
is required and not later,

SHRI VASANT SATHE: The first
point is that it is mnot a report in
terms of section 3(4). The Govern-
ment will say that no memorandum
of action taken accompanies it. Why?
Because it is not a full report. There-
fore that six months period will be
fully waived by saying that they will
do it after the full reports is avail-
able. And in the meantime they will
avoid this report and submit to you
a partial finding or observations or
whatever it is which will confuse the
country, I am not going into the
merits of the whole case, about the
man who made the enquiry, the man-
ner of the enquiry etc.,, but I say that
it will be contrary to tRe concept of
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law to have any such partial docu-
ment which cannot be described as a
report to be placed on the Table of
the House within the terms of the
Act.

SHRI G. M. BANATWALLA (Pon-
nani): 1 will place the point very
briefly before you. Section 3(4) of
the Act is very relevant and must be
taken intp consideration while deeid-
ing the point. It very clearly and
categorically says that the report of
the Commission has to be placed
before the House. It does not
say ‘report” or “reports”. There
cannot be a plethora of reports, pre-
liminary, interim and flnal reports.
There can be only one report, and
that is the report of the Commission
which has to come before the House.
Therefore, if an interim report is now
placed, this House will be barred
from receiving any further report
about the matter. The term used is
singular and is preceded by the arti-
cle “the” and it also requires the
memorandum of action taken together
with it. Therefore, I submit before
you that section 3(4) contemplates
only one report, It is coucheq in the
singular. Therefore, it is only one
report which is the report and the
final report which will come before
the House. The House cannot be
taken for a ride by giving a plethora
of reports.

LB G0 S O Ty
qERA, W WWS &1 § F ga
fewor & @ TRATE 1 ag &
o4 &3l F §7 ¥ FEr Wfaw @,
i @ § 1 3w ¥ oww A
®fqr sTawm sw R wmAR W
I €581 T A1 F & faafed
¥ fas o W@ s & fw dwe
¥ wrafew fod @@y @Y & ganfaaa
Tigfs aft @ sw @ «@
IMZY AT qIL AT YT | WIS &

IR W Tgw, fiT R w1
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[+ MrviFy 1)

foe gt =ifge €11 & 9@ "
faai & Wt 78 TN IRAg f& A
F I QEF I UF 9 T8N
gt gfAar § wvew @Ewr ogwn @
f& s@gFw T F A9 QET FWIQ
gW, IAHT  ATA T NN 47 |
A T WAA A I 9w @ fw g
fR @&t s 5k gg scAAm Ay
wraAawl & gfefaw s@v g
g &4 ST g f& fowr
I ar @ A F1¥ g F' a.
AT 3z AWM A =BT § AR
qgA % w9 g fqaga fewrg fa foe
W@ AT | |qIQ A ATAAT SqIgaAr
2fF waggwr Y F ma T
gHT A1 T &1 HRGAR, 9_H
g fafem a8 = =nfegm . . .
(s0qa™) . TR ®a FT TS
F famr, sfsfmgs gy 1 @
wgad T L (=mEaw)

arem A qfent segm Har
(s TroTTEw) A, 7 oaeas #®
20 ATT ¥ qUiFqURT daA § g )

TBW @ E F|UFE AL AR

The Opposition is saying: don’t put
the report. 1 do not know why. Be-
cause they think there is something
which is going against the previous
Government. | was keeping quiet
till now. Kindly hear me.

TF THTro®T > &Y qT 0F UA> ¥ FT
7391 fafqres e & wdf g an
¥feaq dfeww srzge & wif g an
FEEET ¥ wdf gt g 717 IAH T
ST & dt |aT @R aqg 9gF AEA
fr o7t FO3q, FATd FUOIO
W AAF AWAT AV, ZTAMAT LT
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TAEFA AT AT F TGO W
W ® @A F IR F @ Ay
wigs wrEE sHE (wE) W&o
o Ao A AT F AR AT @I
eo..(caEETE) L.

s st TR (W0E) e s dvo
rEo—zq M1 AIfEaT ¥ TsT /vt |
Wt 7y feafa ST AT A qEIAF AW
¥ ot 927 F1 1 1 want to make you

know the process of the wheel of
history.

1969 & »ft Arew gaira Ty, aré-
% " AF e w1 fag T afew wa
Y AW w9a g W@ & wgefa
g (=m=aw) 1969 § mrzTONn At
qrrAT A & wfawew 1 vrer W)
TR AR Y AR |\ AR
T & qoTH Hal 93 9 gmtwa &
(=T@9ra) This is the wheel of history.

gfaar @ fer #1 afas 1 17
FI FATAFI RO A I8 TA a0 FI 7
T AT & |79 % gfg qEar qrEy
F¥ aege frare @A g a1 gfn
1 w1 A afd IEFT UF 7@ aFdr
2 (mm)

sy, & goE! oI § a8 A a6 g-
feafa & SaFr smAFTQ 3T SR
# s g f goro KAz faww Sy
*1 Afeewrd 7@t wam AfFw a1 it 9%
fe & forg aferwree & ot | (sgaew)

I am not reading the report. I am
not placing the report now.

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: He is going
to read something.

MR. SPEAKER: I am not going to

allow him to read from the report.
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st awnome ;- foed warg
oAt "HIEE &1 fo #Y 939 A @R
T N7 T8 qeATfAq @37 & Jar 97 |
I8 ARy T A £ AT @ £F AT

g

“geae wEIEE, IE NI F1 a9
& &%  faowow g3 fR@r ar
ag @& ¢ fe = sawegw & &
Ty ¥ faore gw faelt @ afg=
7g fae gwafm &, ag faqie g«
foae 7 @ | 37 fae 71 gu ==Y
T R® 8, gurar feqrede o w Y
FxEre foR T g ozEet
&€ TR § TR WAL 48 TH TRAT
s g fo 839 & q2d@ 92
g & wo ot @ & st

WIAAIY #%€q q-ATE AT @
4 71X AT Mqe WGILT A 4 WA
TR I A e dgw e +1
HTHAT 6 7T, F1 7T H W&JT FI G |
#3 gox fawm &1 g8 &1 wfewr daw
T AR I 1% qaT ¥ 991 ¥ fao
wg faqv a1 | <fqa 5 w9 &1 98 @1W
s fear mar a1 | 6 wrd 1 UF 9T @
fora fear mav ar fae & o ar< #1 7 fgre
AT 9T 9 7@ T |

T §¥aqW | ATAAT qgEt & fau
¥ @ uF Az gwEm F1 fafa #
qesqfw gAT SEA - —

TIAA AN TR R ariwa
S o 40 % IATH 6 WIAA, 1977
F1 A% w1 w1 giaa faar ar fe qwwre
Ffva e g fmos wiw  wEW
F! frgfeq &1 g ot 78 s & fR
HTITAHTS H AAI=T & & 1 A STawET
qragw & et w1 &F afq g 1 6
LA IR
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MR. SPEAKER: That is history,
Mr. Stephen has raised a point of or-
der. He has raised three points. One is
that this is an interim report and
therefore, you cannot lay it on the
Table of the House. The second is
that there is no memorandum and,
therefore, unless is gccompanied by a
memorandum, you cannot lay it on
the Table of the House. The third is
that this is not in the normal list of
business. You need not answer the
third. Please answer the first and
the second.

SHRI RAJ NARAIN: I am not only
going to answer Mr. Stephen but I
am going to answer to the whole
world, to the whwole country and to
the whole House.

ST U A FT 9T A H/T STCAT | A
FAZE ATE WS AR A @E
A1 7 77 faar § e et 1 39 sEw
TIATE 1@ Fare & Fq qqem fzar
2 & gfrar Y %1€ @iz qar aref
F1 TFR &1, afz ag a2 agr @@=
qrg a1, @A  UF T¢I a9 |

= @Yo SwEqAR : TAT & THIGIIZ
s A

st QAT AT FCHTL T@AT
M, &Y 7 warfET T v @ grm——
3TTH, AT |

Ht dlo miwTAR : Ag @ISH
T F JATEF T4 |

SHRI RAJ NARAIN: Kindly hear
me. Have some patience; adopt some
parliamentary practice and procedure.

HTETONY q22F 5T F1 ATATL A TAT |

¥ frdeq ¢ wrar feax w4t
¥ AF qER FeaE 7§ fag
7T |
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[ TsFrrET]

FUERA T 23 AT, 1977 F1 TF
SEITE G Mo FYo FHIET FT OF-qI T
warr fagea fam

AT F WAF HAANG qIE JTEATL
fedT @ §—TTo ATAT, Ao HTeaT—
ZT X 93F To HTedT F) AT ALY
fear a1 1 3@ fFq g o 1 & fest
qgag «fag. .. ..

MR. SPEAKER: He is not reading
from the report.

SHRI B, SHANKARANAND: Whe-
ther he is placing the report or not
is the only question.

SHRI RAJ NARAIN: I have every
reason to explain why I am not go-
ing to place the report,

SHRI B. SHANKARANAND: You
are not called upon to explain that.

s{t aAATTEe - FAAT W@ a7
fF R ¥ 23 7949, 1977 ] TF
FEITT ZTT IMo0 Tho FIAT FTCF AT
g fage fear

o dTo FAT F 7 Mo TARW
FIAY AT Q-T2 FENGZ F ¥
Fr o fafm gy o q, fm #
AT T A 3o Frwr ¥, 7wt
o Ara § At 3o Frr F gur
IR F AT ©H FC A AN AT
qT F1 T F7A FEG A7 | Mo FwT
FY FIA GF FY TG F AT TF o IATo
o ¥ wfafaqg ¥ sg N =™
STATIAT FATATC qa) & =TE, TF S}
q3IT F qrO AT ATA AT AR A e
e ¥ g2g =wF fwar gEfaw @m0
w1 & 9 wE, 1977 F TH A,
WY 137, 1977 F &R fFar T )
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wY &to TETAT | FY ORIATET
faar ?

=t AT ¢ e f& g
ATHT qgT TATEEHE qT AAT 4T |
Y9 F q@ To Fo TAT WreaT FY
13 %€, 1977 1 &Y OF 53T WA
frae fear mam o 13 ®E, 1 3R
qTE FETET ®/TAT W 13 TEFE o
Fo Fmoq F1 frgaq s o M@ —
gafau ga g Frafas o1 g=o,
g a7 savfew W & v za fe +
v § & fawem @1 L | 7 wifw
13 7% T IT &1 TEH AT AT
T 13 7% K1 &Y 8o HoqT T TH-
azg fagaa fegr aar 1 /9 smEm
gfufqgw, 1952 7 g 11 A
ITT WFAFT FT FAT FA T THF
# fa2w fear f& 9#1 sfufrae & a&r
I HAT F AW EH |

“zg wfuftrs £ g 3 F IW
gy (4) ¥ 9T qg 9w g fF
w7 73F1T F Fr€ foord faaat g ar
I¥ IF X R AL FGAE F AMNA
gfga 6 7@ & wWaw 1% awr 92w
9T @7 sre 1"

wa ¥ = fosr & geq #7 ST
g @ g WreAr wrEw d meaf ™
fagrd 27-2-78 F1 & & 57 TF
gfrw f 7l s, a9 a% =@
f a3 F@aY ¥ FAAr gfe
§ Ifam &Y &1 ¥ M0 HATTar FTET FY
fere FY 929 & T 9T 9T T@AT
AT §ZEGT 1 I AT ATARIA 2AT
SUAT T gAIG ey awnar § frg
FTAAT araf=al F1 @Y go @ WAt
foitZ Fr|ga & awr g2 9T w@AT
fads-ava adf g0 )
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W FAT AF ARX ;KT A
qATZY |

Y TRAATTQO : AT JrAT Hqiy-
fram, 1952 ¥ A¥17 3 ¥ FI-JFOA
qagg:

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA:
Are you supporting Mr. Stephen?
‘This is his interpretation. Do not
support him.

Y TAAATIAN . I ATG0T Hiey-
frqm, 1952 & #3q7 3 ¥ 93 FgoA
(4) 1 & qz FT qqar g :

“gafar @ise, garfeafr, MF
AT I1 AT Fr fagra gar F g4,
ITGTA (1) & AT FTrATT 1A FY

\ T ;g 9 segen F1 foqrs, afz F1§
g1, I9 9T & T FAAE F AGT
gfga, sraw gra ggfas quer 1
fwie & wega fee o & o @r|
Fr Frarafu F grax T@aTUAY |

o F1oagd fe fast § g g
f¥é, & #z © & aga o) 30
7 aumy & fr qF, oAz #§ & woAY
g3t faae 2§ ) w1 gz o @ 6 ag
faar zed fawa § wi fFad eraee
& 1 270 wreTT 7 fRady Agaa #1 ¢ AN
LA G HEAT F@ T F OF AW
qy #rg 1§ ga7 Ay fofeqa w9 @
37 faié #1 933 1 qF7 M |
foatd g7 #t 923 w1 fadq g¥c =70
AT AT MT QU FTq | J7 FA
Iq # Tg E &, IF F oY g QU FA N

e, & ag W aar g fF 810
RqEAT F qITH F aast T &)

SHRI D. B. CHANDRE GOWDA: It
speaks of the Government of the day.
If this Goverhment is not capable of
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giving protection to their own Com-
mission’s Chairman, this is a shame..

St A AR : o HETT F
e fos 91 sar fad o &) &
ag Tafae aar @ g f fFa sfaarg
# Ars 2o wrear @ i &1 qar
FI7 T qeq< & | 937 F geafag ageat
#1 gW 4 g Tafag qarar § v &
arar g 5 IgT & A F1 FHY 79T
T 98 | 3afav fag fog gear 99
g, (mmaw) ... . #
CF JIT qg T FE 3 | (@A)
¥ Az § a®rf WX Tedr ¥ FgA
wTgar g fF 3 ot o AT ¥ AW
& #1f Tqacr fonrsd we@
FIA &, 97 FAT FI FIGAT F@ ¢ |
Tlo H{IFAT TF FEATAT §I€T ¥ 7@l
TF gEArfAq TaET 67 ¥ AW F 34
aag feay qrEdt & grafaa &= )
IR WA & A9 AgAT I F
fegid o %y g1 (mEwm) ... 7@
93 Frfqg [n o | (saEama)

MR. SPEAKER: I have hearg both
sides. I have to give my decision,

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Why does
the Minister not take action against
Dr. Chuttani who has superannuated?
He is on extension; he has manipula-
ted.... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: No more argu-

ments. Nothing more will go on re-
cord. (Interruptions)

' I have heard everybody. I Have

.heard the point of order raised. Three
Ipoints have been raisedq during the

debate, They are: (i) the matter has
not been listed before the House and,
therefore, it cannot be taken up; (ii)
only the final report can be placed
before the House; and (iii) no report
can be placed unless the Government
considers the report and its decisions
are embodied in a memorandum.
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[Mr. Speaker]

So far as the first point is concern-
ed, many times points have been rais-
ed in this House without their being
listed. The point raised in this case
was not by the Government but by
the Members. Therefore, I do not see
much substance in that point.

So far as the second and third pointg
are concerned, we are governed by
sub-section (4) of section 3 of the
Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1852:
that sub-section reads:™

“The appropriate Government
shall cause to be laid before the
House of the People or, as the case
may be, the legislative Assembly of
the State, the report, if any, of the
Commission on the inquiry made by
the Commission under sub-section
(1) together with a memorandum of
the action taken thereon, within a
petiod of six months of the submis-
sion of the report by the Commis-
sion to the appropriaie Govern-
ment.”

It has been contended that the
words, ‘report, if any’ means only
the final report. I am: unable to ac-
cept that contention. Any report
means every report. Therefore, a re-
port which 1s of an interim character
can also be placed before the House,
But the most important point is this:
can a report made under sub-section
(4) be placed before the House unless
and until the Government considers

it and takes a decision on that? This
is an important aspect of the section.
No report can be placed before the
House unless the Government hus
considered the same and has come to
conclusions on the report. Therefore,
a memorandum containing the conclu-
sions of the Government is absolutely
necessary to place the report before
the House. In this view, it is not per-
missible for the hon. Minister to
place the report before the House
without Government considering it
and the Governm.ent's conclusions be-
ing embodied in a memorandum. In
this view, I uphold the point of order

MARCH 9, 1978

B.A.C. Report 280

raised and direct the Minister not to
lay the report before the House unless
it is accompanied by a proper memo-
randum.

13.39 hrs.

[Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair].

BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
THIRTEENTH REPORT

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND LABOUR
(SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA): Sir, I
beg to move:

“That this House do agree with
the Thirteenth Report of the Busi-
ness Advisory Committee presented
to the House on the 8th March,
1978."

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI (Chirayin-
kil): Mr. Deputy Speaker, actually
1 had written to the speaker regard-
ing this allocation of business; For
the last six year this House has not
had an oportunity to discuss either
the functioning or the Demands of
the Ministry of Communications. This
is an important Ministry. There are
about six lakh employees working in
this Ministry, but it has not been dis-
cussed so far. I do not know why:
it has been conveniently excluded.
Even this time there is no mention of
the Ministry of Communications for
discussion. Please go through the
records of the last six years: there is
no discussion at all on the Ministry
of Communications. This is a vital
and important Ministry and we want
a discussion on the Ministry of Com-
munications. Next to Railways, this jg
one of the most important—a major
employment-oriented Ministry and it
is closely linkedq with the people.
Every citizen of the country is linked
with the Ministry of Communications
and we Members on this side have
many things to communicate to im-
prove upon the functioning of the
Ministry. So I demand that you



