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[t 7y faw ]
ot freg & € AN e Al wwM  been discoversa evem in  Imdia and we
mg—-ﬂﬁwmm '&‘lﬁ o permit other countries to photo-

mata i ore nar g fe gg ot vl
gy 0¥z E—foawr gou ar qgen
feem fre wU7 Wt ofie AtvEre oY o
ey & e feeatr & o molme
feat # oz grer ot ar—d1A ¥ sl
e 5w fak GMT W § Ry
A A ofwand |wit 5 wgar swgar
§ 7 cofed sy wolt wgay w27 o
aTa #F ST 3 0wyt gy aew ot
TR T AOTE 9 QAT AT Wy
ety § fF oy ot ¥ ag A A
s gfrar w1 wi€ aAwrd A ¥ 7 oW
8T ave §1 wuy NfEw & gr fearar
wi?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : It is not
a fact that we learnt about this enly when
this call attention notice was admitted.
We knew it soon afier, sométime towards
the end of March ; 1 cannot at the preseot
moment glve the exact date,

About the second gquestion, I havé no
information that the Nepal authorities
did oot permit the object to be photo-
graphed in WNepal. We mist, however,
bear this in mind that it will be entirely
for the Nepal Government to decide as
to whether they would permil aaybody to
phoiograph this er net er waat informatien
they would liked to give. 1 would make
an appeal to hon. meinbert that we shoold
oot dis¢uss it heére openly becduse we
should respect the national sovereignty of
aftother couhttry.

ot vy faemd : gw A wAErQ AT
wE g oA wfes & It # war
|RE?

SHRI BWARAN SINGH : You cannot
compel them to permit ws or any other
country to photograph this thing. Just
ax, 1 have ho  hesitation in sayipg, certin
parts of multi-stage rockets and in fact
materinl cjected by certain satellites have

graph them, whethet they are friendly or
afe opposed to Gs. So each country
decides for itself as to what it should do.

ot o1y formY : gud gEl X W
o o K1 &% g Al s} Tw e
amM & yoeg @ T qragh 1 § @Y O
qIARrQ A w@r g o qow &
AR Y @ IgE aadi SivT Y gor-
AN TE| ag grara Fg K
e AT /T @GR

MR. SPEAKER : He got the infor-
mation by the end of March.

SBHRI SWARAN SINGH : About the
other question as to whether this was a
multi-stage rocket being fired from
Sioklang 10 the Bay of Bengal, | have
already said in the main statement that
the material at present available is not
conclusive emough to give an opinion one
way or the other.

ot v fawg : &7 ag qur @1 fr
N & 10 NG T 0 397 age saiar
Ty Ty ot <@r § Forad fr gad ard
¥ ag qoat @ 1 ga¥ At ¥ gAY qra-
#1 t =ifeh e T F war Sk
™ wWE

SHRI SWARAN SINGH :
information.

I have no

12.25 hrs,
RE : MOTION OF PRIVILEGE

MR. SPEAKER : Sometime ago, 1
made a mention of a privilege motion
given notice of by Shri A. B. Vajpayee.
But yesterday it was raised by Shri Madhu
Limaye —it was not raised rather, it was
discussed for néatly an hour and a hall,

SHRI NATH PAI (Raj ;
discussed, ajapur) ;:  Neg
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MR. SPEAKER: Whatever it is. What-
ever language you may use, that was what
happened. | wanted to hear the hen.
Member and 1 mentioned that I would
allow it to bo discussed today. I
would like to hear from the hon. Member
and then from Government and then take
a decislon. Inspite of the fact that | had
said that I would take it up today, it was
raised again at 2 P. M. But having com-
mitted myself, | would like now te hear
Shri Vajpayee about the privilege motipn,

Re. Motion

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO (Bebbili):
On e poipt of order. Abouyt the admissis
bility of the motion.

MR. SPEAKER : | have pot admitted
anything. 1 just wanted to hear the hon.
Member.

SHRI P.G. SEN (Purnea): On a
point of clarification. What urgency was
there for $hri Madbu Limaye to raise this

matter ond quote from  documents
yesterday ?
MR. SPEAKER : 1 myself have

regretted it. You have heard me. What

else should 1 do 7

SHRI P. G. SEN: He was quoting
s0 many rules when he was actually
violatipg the rules.

MR. SPEAKER : What dees be want
me to do 7
- As regards Bhri Nargyana Rao, is he
rising to a point of order against Shri
Vajpayee getting up 7 There is nothipg
before the House now. 1 have asked him
to explain.

SHRI K NARAYANA RAO: Itis
pot in comnection with the privilege
malion 7 We are seized of the matier
1 am rising 10 a ppint of prder on whether
any privilege motion can be raised at all.

MR. SPEAKER : No privilege motign
can be raised ?

SHRI1 K. NARAYANA RAO : In this
particular context, this cannot be raised.

MR. SPEAKER : [ must hear what
the context is. 1 bave not heard him.

VAISAREA 20, 1009 (S4K4)
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Whether Shri Madhu Limaye might
have said is net relevant to that. | want

to hear from Shri Vajpayee what his
privilege motion is. Later I may allow it
or may pot allaw it or do gnything.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : | agree
with you.

MR. SPEAKER : Afiter he explains,
he can say whether it is relevant or no.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : Notice
of it was given already. We know the
subjeet-matler. A privilege motion has
been brought forward on the same subject
matter which was disposed of,

if you say my approach is wreng, | am
prepared to sit dows,

MR. SPEAKER : [ thought I sheuld
hear hjm. Then he can argye for half ap
hour.

o graw Gt RN (TETRE) ¢
wow wgicq, & wrrer ol §
et qR wg fimifen & sww
A & Wi W % gEe ST
i qr twr ferr &) A s WY
gy & ok F A of | B e g A
aglt wgma W wfae foar ar afeT
my & aroeft sy § wod g ey
N afcfa ot agrar Jgar §, (- &
T gTY S meet oY gY-TwE wel)
W oY TeNTT ¥ §Y & Qeawad SIAT

AT § 1

wEUE AEKEA, WITR! AW g
28 sl $1 79 @39 § &< awwrer
a9t g1 vET 9w & frer wfa-
sarE ¥ wea 97 991 g€ Y | oy Foreraiy
% grq gy 9t Fsg 3 Ak § gf 41
wvg ¥ graeq § sararfasoy & A7 frofa
faar & sas wrerEET A 1€ o o 9w
waf F7 gere W gu, av wwi § s 3
g, warT wofY, ¢ gWw walt e gg-
aelt & & Toesa fe¥ & | W g% Tt



Re. Motion
[ = fagrdy aTordat]
#1 faeax & w9 §gA ¥ §A 9gq
Fear wffw gwg awa & feE &
a1 FgaT 9gan § fF &g & =rafe-
Fum & fos & ofcomess o yfy
qrfear &t &1 o1 W § IgF T AT
whaat & woar ¥ swe fear ar) g
o & wgr a1 fR oY gEmr oifeeam
F1 fagr o1 @1 ¢, ¥ @9 99 WIS H W@y
a1 " &7 & a1 fm g Al A few
TR A IU TETH FT AT H A | I
i sgrar fFaeg & o § gaArw
AHAT UF T ATHAT 9T, FTEES-WTEA
9 a1, frofr g freg Y T €, ww
¥ AN & faarg g @A 1€ W
T E | 39 ga AR ¥ wgroav FE oY
yfa o @ @ SEd o o gw g &Y
£ wuife =g yfw gurdt off dfeT graaw
¥ AW g § Tafay gu wvg Amafyway
¥ frolg #Y gAY A 2 awa € @
¥ ferel gt weT yuE gt {
At Y| 39 feA @ o=d 9w o9 g9
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"aA ® §g T AAGT WIAT, T AEAT

o & FTGHE F g AT IGH A7, T A
AT awhl a1, 9 99 F95 & ATAT
¥ gTQ 99 U, §9 # O & A
% f5 qu ey gAr &, afawe
¥, w1 ¥ ST ¥ Afer afeear
gagedt 99 9T "igHT F4F gArd e
Ffors d21 HE@T ARATE | wER A
wer a1 i &g ¥ Ay ¥ o gfw w7
faarz 76 &, W @1 a9 @ & W
FEETQ FAEATHT A Y AT F9T 9T T
T ®t dguAr @ fF weg A ogfe
gaTdr & WK gFA & afs T IE R
Fo A sifEw A

fip woae wERE, feeet & grd
FiE ¥ um awfew, st fom g i
gra g A 7 fe e R sam §
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ARG TCH(C & WY F FAEATAT
aifas ffar maT § WX 99 g #
I FY Fgr 0 ¢, 9z I |9 71 07
oYT A O I 9 AN & H1E FW
adf g, o a8 T e At g e
THIA F¥41 ¥, IT GAH AT A WK TG
it & weg ) feafa & A ¥, WA
o9 ¥ 779 % g9 & 1L ¥, 99 91, 4
T # SM-gw T AR fET
IR el fgurar &, SR awfe-
AT H TFT F § 7 fRar § AR
Wy gae ¥, @A e
T & JeoaT & arET § 1

Fo AL e ot wg famd oY 3 @2
#1T gra fed ) T gas-a F1 0F
feear qgr a1 & 9% AT SEAT
T L F G9F d, ¥WIA G FATT
1 geed @Y, fFdl sEEw § @
gaw-TTa1 arfae faar s awar € 7 A
oY Agt 2w wifgy ar ag AT man
R @ FAeETa § 98 90 a7 AE)
gEdar &1 g a1 ag Anfey ar v
gawAmr arfew F & fod w9 e
# 7Y ¥ gev frar wnan, 4 ®wA %@
g ¥ wiaward 9% $W@WI | g9 39
qTFTT &Y faear ey =8y & afew g
¥ gorwd A8 & iy gy fadrfy-
T ST A1 F GEIU AW AIAAT § |

guf ot M fz W@aa § sgraqr ar
f& gard qfw wiffea &1 @ a1 @ g,
og | &1 A7 faar w1gF a6 &
o%aT &, W™y fa¥ §fremw § qeiew
FLAT a&q §, FE famr gy omar
9 YT e X @ @ R st e SR
i 78 & 1 TR a7 e g
o fs GO wog & Frdfa ®t wrifem
FA & fod O Y gfaaw § §ee
w0 o falaw e § ardy afed g



k2T
1T & gy A4t feam | U Trg 9T 9T
sa Ay masqe R @ §, mw
Tt # fgae & fa 3w & fedi & arw
fasare fFar o @1 31 WA @R
1T AT T EE-AIET W &1 §55
¥ gAar 4T @ifad FT @Y | weaw
#g1ea, & 95 d war g

It is also denied that the territory
which the Tribunal has held to lie on
the Pakistan side of the alignment of
the boundry belonged to Kulch
District  of Gujrat Stale under the
Bombay Reorganisation Act, 1960 or
that it was recognised as Indian terri-
tory by the Constitution of India.

o yf g & @ ¥ a7 gwrd A Y, A
1 gard 78 4, wiar yfr ¥ w
A Adt 21 3w 9w s fruwm
Frqifrag #7 @ § | FaT TOIT AAT, I9
wurT gy A gz A4A) g I mEA #
fa T qewedl #1 FE 9@F AG ¢, ¥
IE GAG-AA, FIF IF & FTO A
o % @ik TrEt ¥ faene A8 € SR
g gaw-arar wiea w1 feafi #1 fmes
arar 7@t & ? @y 7€) o o g
y gt fz ¥fem ¥ @A @A, S99
qg WA S\ g WA ¥ TSl
garar fagr a1 9K T g ufssfae
¥ gwr P wEe FRarmar gy S
@Y WgE & | IAY I HEA ¥ WiE
gar wifge 917 3@ gvw A feafa &
art ¥ oofar ¥ faw +@ @ sfwar
ge o wifgd | 7z frw wwew &
wfirsrdr § st fakw Foam@g Saw wAY
FOTWIL F IRCH THF w
garaT 3 gy ufpdfae # wur AT
In reply to para 2 of the petition, I
say that the statement purported to bave
been made by the hon’ble Union Home
Minister is not material to the issue.
It is denied that a very important part

of territory or any territory of India is
being given to Pakistan and that too

Re. Motion
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for fear of war” A mistaken claim to
territory which was in the adverse posse-
ssion of India does not have the affect
of converting such territory into terri-
tory of Ind’a and demacration of the
real boundry does not amount to
cession of territory.

gg A AT Wi g fw o« yfe gard 4t
ag awqs § qifeera #t gfa 6 WK
gu gt Aadedt Four Sy 43 7 1 ufis-
g F1 AT U A A, ITAAA
" Y & qewedl F A H ¢ F fe v A
FLATE :

The statements purported to have
been made by the Prime Minister of
India are equally not material to the
main issue. It is denied that any part
of the territory of India is being given
to Pakistan simply on the “false hope
of improvement of relations with
Pakistan™. The statement purported
to have been made by the Deputy
Prime Minister of India is also mot
material to the main issue. It is
denied that the Union of India has
taken any decision to transfer the terrl-
tory of India which is recognised by
Indian Conpstitution as Indian Territory,

WEqE HEIET, 4g A £...

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO: Ona
point of order. There is the rule 338
which says that a motion shall not raise a
question substantially identical with one on
which the House has given a decision in
the same session. The other day you were
pleased to defer the issue about the motion
for future date the date being when
the High court decides om a particular
thing. In that motion, Sir, the issue in-
volved was this. I will put it in one
word. The question involved was whether
there was a discrepancy between what the
Government of India stated in Parliamens
and what the Government of
India stated in the affidavit in the high
court. That was the crux of the issue.
The question here also in this privilege
motign is similar and identical, the
question being once again whether there
was a discrepancy between what the
Government had stated in the House and
also what the afidavit has stated in the
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Delhi High Court. This means, the pri-
vilege issue cannot be raised now. Now,
the discussion on this would be out of
order. It should not be aliowed further.

MR. SPEAKER : It is so simple now.
The affidavit copy, I said, can be laid on
the “Table of the House. The speeches
made by the Minister and opposition
members are public properties. They are
published. The affidavit and the speeches
made are public. They are not secret. It
is a public document and it can be in
the hands of anybody. Afier all the
speeches made here are public property
and the affidavit also. The affidavit also
was allowd to be laid on the Table of the
House. A comparative study by both
can be made. Here is a Stalement which
can be compared. Here is the affidavit
filed. How can there be any objection?
We are not going into the decision of the

court. All right, will you please conclude
now?

st wew fagrd aoldt o e
AR, WO S e fY § @ A
BV @ § | §T AHIA AT AW qEA
¥R Ty ag gea M amfa el o9
qX fadrarfesr w weam Ior a8 feedt
Wt geeq & qfase ® &1 wFC ag N
T A T & for faodt & grind ¥
I g faar AT & 99% ¥ @y ww
A N R o @ &1 7 T -
amr sFIqH I W@ RAr At 1 =@
qEA B @ a1 9T faAr F@ w1
wfwrc § e #1 goma 7Y, 9T wEE
W g WA A AI-IH F KW LA
S prug fear & ? o ww A 9gqa
fot § Su¥ WIeTC T 9g WA fawge
Tz @Y omeht & fe Fo3 A feafr & aR
e ol FAR A GE W
qam ¥ wg TR wg W ATAR wER
arw ot A% 7@ TR X1 A faw 3
goar, I FER FH M TR
st 55 @ & WX AR ST §E A

MAY 14, 1968

of Privilege 92

W &1 gz feeey grivE & qowre gra
arfga fer gawTid & wwe & T fis
THM T, IT gurA AT Wi gg e
7g A4t ¥y wgT & FaRrorfaee & -
w & A6 § 1 7 ager £ Avwr Yoy
wa e w1 g7 & fegwrar war g1 s
34 fa wwrA HA qgear @€ A9
T @@ Y FEEE T A ag WY
aman ff Aarree § ok qgie Iaw g
w1 ag fF o™ 79 ot STe-gw ST T
T fgm @ § @ 9w @9 fanz
T4Y BT wgA it R AT WO ag
AT |vEd

=t I €@ 9% ¥ §Y axeq w48
£ fF og ot 7 gwarita ¥ gew qard
df a7 Y S92 3 gf W A 5w A
1 3w ¥ fgurar @1, sag & fgoar ar
T swara HA S ¥ g wEd F agar
frar ar f& ¥ meet sramr A€ gy
afer =g qr w1965 ¥ qrfwearT ¥
gwer fear @@ f gud w1 awm Wy
fgamar a1 1 1300 W st qifeear
& weo H 94 W A B Fgaq ¥ Feurar
TAT AT AR W FIG F ;I ATAN AT
o & @A AW ¥ T fwar mar g
wae gEar & 0 §, wwa gwar §y qaf
2 adt F AF 7A@ R M Ta-
TH FT EET & [rOg femm omar
gafag du wo & frdea @ fe mo g
ngafa gAY g Afew faay gz
araen fadrarfesre afafa & srec awi
FT qaT STET A1 FF W qH w7 gW 60R
a7 9T 2 3% | g |

MR. SPEAKER : The law Minister.

SHRI NATHI PAI :

" We hope you
you will hoar us also.

MR. SPEAKER : No, pisusa,
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it wrg foerd . werer wElew, A
seary g gafeg g o se gfad .,

MR. SPEAKER : You have already
had your say. What is the use now?
You would have certainly got your time
to speak, but you have already had your
say.

ft vy foelt : & AY g9 T Fa
... .
MR. SPEAKER : 1 will call all of
you when it for di i Now,
it is only a question of admissibility.
Only one will speak, and then 1 will have

the clarification from the Minister. -Later
on, 1 will take my time.

st v forrd © W §R FEw
& s a1 @ aed ;i Far wfgh
ot § & F@g 9 fade war 2
s g5 A Far b w9 WE |\
e o

MR. SPEAKER :

I have heard you
yesterday, You did explain it in the
morning and then in the afternoon. You
have had your say. It is unresonable
that whenever you want to speak, you
must speak, and you necd not have the

VAISAKHA 20, 1090 (SAKA)
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w18 a1 frz & w1 & A g o ¥
@ W froedt saf v afgm) s

g geer fear 83 A g A
fovar a1 1 & S frdeT w2 @rar
MR. SPEAKER : The rule is very

clear about it. Ome of them will explain,
Suppose dozen of them give notice, I am
not going to glve time for all of them.

ft 7ig fawrd - iy AR faar @
IART A 9 § FW g7 a1 Afgh o AW
s Aifeq B,

MR. SPEAKER : Hundreds of notices
may be there. But only one will explain.
See the rule and help me. [ only want to
follow the rule. Only one will explain.
When 1 take a decision and if T admit it,
all of you can speak. 1 have no objection.
1 only want to follow the rules.

THE MINISTER OF LAW (SHRI
GOVINDA MENON) : Sir, I am in full
agreement that this is a matter which is
very important; as you very  rightly
referred to in your ruling yesterday, the
matter raised regarding the alleged discre-
pancy between the affidavit referred to and
the statements made on behalf of the
Governmen!, is indeed a very important
matter. It is for that reason that |

Chair’s permission: No per was
granted to you but then you have had
your say. If only you had waited till to-
day, you would have had the opportunity
now. But you have already spoken.
About an hour and odd was wasted yester-
day in the morning and also in the afier-
ooon.

st ww fowg ;. ¥U yenT faega
et 91 1 wiadr 741 wgAfa & aifgy
W gR gfy | i e wwT g
waferg g& o s ) g fge )

MR. SPEAKER : They were right
perhaps. When I take a decision, 1 will
give a chance to- all of you. Not now,
because if 1 allow you, then naturally, Mr.
Mukerjee is also awaiting.

oft aw fowd ;37 srETY oo @
gt o8 ot g wifgh 1 & 7 e

pr that you said yesterday in your
ruling that there should be a discussion.
That was the ruling. But you also said -
that that discussion should take place
sometime later, and that is on account of
the sub judice rule which was referred to.
After all, all of us in this House should be
interested in preserving the rules regarding
sub Jwdice and it is not for nothing in the
rules it has been provided that a matter
which is sub judice should not be discussed
in this House.

I said the other day that on the Ist
May the discussion before the High
Court of Delhi regarding this alleged
discrepancy took place, and the arguments
were closed on the Ist May and the court
has reserved judgment. Now, in the early
motion under rule 184, my friend Shri
Limaye wanted a verdict of this House that
this affidavit.is not approved by the Parlia-
meat. | pointed out, and you accepted
my peint, that this is ¢xactly the question
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which was discussed before the court, that
is to say, whether the court would approve
of that affidavit if in that writ case the
Government should win and the court
should accept the affidavit which was filed
on behalf of the Government.

If in that case the petitioners should
win and the court should be satisfied that
discrepancies which have beee pointed out
beiween the statements made by the Prime
Minister and other Ministers and the affi-
davit...

MR. SPEAKER : The only point is
this. We shall not touch om what the
court will say. That [ have already made
clear. The only point is, because there is
a discrepancy between the statements of
the Prime Minister and the affidavit, does
constitute breach of privilege 7

SHRI GOVINDA MENON : My hum-
ble submission is, it is not at all a matter
of privilege. There is a writ application
under article 226 of the Constitution.
There is no question of setting aside the
tribunal's award, because it is not under
the jurisdiction of the Delhi High Court.
Under article 226, the petitioners move
the High Court to persuade it to issue a
direction to the Government to do a
certain thing or not to do a certain thing.

SHRI SHRINIBAS MISRA (Cuttack) 3
On a point of order, Sir. He is objecting
-that a matter which is sub judice should
not be discussed. How can he make
observations on the matter whether the
High Court has jurisdiction or mot 7 It
is for the Court to decide.

SHRI GOVINDA MENON : There
is no prayer to set aside the tribunal's
award.

Certain legal agruments were advanced
before the court. For example, when an
Under Secretary of the Ministry of Exter-
nal Affairs said...

MR. SPEAKER : 1 thought he has
sald that on behalf of the Government not
in his individual capacity.

SHRI GOVINDA MENON:: For the
purpose of deciding this matter, it is not
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necessary to refer to those things. 1 fail
to see’ how there can be a question of
privilege. Even if there is something
which the House wants to go into, I would
draw your attention to rule 352 which
applies to every matter. It says, a matter
which is pending decision before the court
should not be referred to in any speech
in this House. That would mean, even
a privilege motion cannot be discussed.
I therefore submit that you may be pleased
not to give consent to this motion. I
speak on the understanding that these
discussions are for enabling.you to come
to a conclusion whether consent should
be glven or not. [ speak on the presump-
tion that you are attempting to ascertain
from the facts of the motion whether con-
sent should be given or not. That is the
first step. Only after you give consent,
voting and other things follow. ] submit
that consistent with the ruling which you
gave yesterday with respect to the motion
under rule 184, no consent should be given.
How can there be a debate in this House
when rule 352 specifically says :
“A member while speaking shall not
refer to any matter of fact on which a
judicial decision is pending”.

MR. SPEAKER : On that aspect, 1
am very clear. The only point is, because
there is a discrepancy between the state-
ment of the Prime Minister and the affi-
davit, which has been filed on behalf of
‘Government, does it constitute privilege 7

SHRI GOVINDA MENON :  All that
I would submit is, this is exactly the point
which was raised before the court, whether
the affidavit filed by the officer concerned
is weak or invalid because it is in variance
with what has been stated on behalf of
Government in Parllament. I submit, there
have been long arguments before the court
on this matter. Therefore, this will come
under this. Nobody will be able to speak
in this House on this motion without
violating rule 352. That rule, therefore,
indic:tes that on this motion of privilege
also you should follow what you have
been pleased to lay down in your ruling
yesterday.

After all, assuming there is a breach of
privilege, what is it that is atiempted. In
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a breach of privilege matter the House
seeks to either cemsure or reprimand or
punish the person who is guilty of a breach
of privilege. You said yesterday that the
discussion under rule 184 should await the
decision of the court. In the same way
there is absolutely nothing lost. Assum-
ing there is a breach of privilege, why
should it be discussed today ? A motion
can be made later (Interruptions). There
is absolutely no use of derisive laughter in
this matter. I am also entitled like any
other hon. Member to put forward my
point of view, which accidentally happens
to be in keeping with law and what they
want to say is in violation of the law.
That is the only difference. Do not think
that speeches and submissions made could
be stopped by derisive laughter. That is
of no use. That is also a breach of pri-
vilege, breach of privilege of a Member to
speak in the House. I submit, therefore,
Sir, that there is absolutely no breach of
privilege involved and you should withhold
your consent to this motion.

q";m!faqi':m&? H@‘ﬂ‘, A9
% Gefafafafeds wgfg | § qu dw
¥aff a0 WT gw A Faw &
e & fod g7 &fad

MR. SPEAKER : Not now. I am
not giving any decision now. If I allow
one or two minutes to one [ will have to
allow the whole house to speak for one or
two minutes. 1| have heard both sides.
The whole House cannot help me in com-
ing to a decision. The rule clearly says
that one speech from ear..-h side may be
allowed and then the Chair must take a
decision. 1 will take legal advice outside
the Law Minister if necessary. As I
have said, 1 have heard both sides and I
will give my decision in the afternoon.

SHRI NATH PAI: Sir, when Shri
Vajpayee moved his motion and I stood
up to make my submission along with
some others you said : *I will hear
each one of you”. The proceedings will
show that.

MR. SPEAKER : Not on this issue.
After it is admitted, J said, 1 will hear each
ons of you. )

Papers Lald M8

Here is some other important matter,
Shri Nath Pai has brought to my notice
that the Punjab High Court has held the
prorogation of the Punjab Assembly as
wlitra vires. The Court must have given this
judgment now. We have only the tele-
printer message. Today being the last day
of this session I would like to hear the
Home Minister before we adjourn.
Sometime in the evening he may give
some information as to what happened,
whatever information is available to him.
Because, today is the last day of the
session ; otherwise, 1 would have given him
24 hours.

13 brs.

In the afternoon, of course, the none
official work is there. But, if necessary,
we will spnatch away 30 minutes or 45
minutes from non-official time so that the
Home Minister may make his statement
and the other items can be taken up. I
hope the House will permit me to do that
because, today being the last day, we will
have to complete the statements etc. in the
evening itself, I would request him to
make his statement at about 6 or 6.30 p.m.
Mow, papers to be laid on the Table.

13.0% hrs.
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