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tion Committee, 1971 on “Accounting
Matters”.

11135 hrs.

STATEMENT RE-CONTINUANCE IN
FORCE OF THE PROLAMATION OF
EMERGENCY

THE MINISTER OF HOME AF-
FAIRS (SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIK-
SHIT). Sir, Article 352 of the Consti-
tution provides that 1f the President 1s
satisfled that a grave emergency existg
whereby the security of India or of any
pirt of lhe territory thereof is threa-
tened, whether by war or external ag-
~resston or internal cisturbance, he
niv Yy Proclamation, make a decla-
1on w that effect The House s
fin'v zvvare of the circumstances under
which the Proclamation of Emergency
h d to be made on 3-12-1871. By
virtue of the provisions of clause (2)
of article 352, the Proclamation will
continue to be in forece until it is re-
voked by a subsequent Proclamation.

Unstarred question No 3066, ans-
wered on 21st August, 1974, sought to
asccrtain winter alia the reasons for
the continuance of the Proclamation
of Emergency. While considering the
question of the continuance of the
Proclamation of Emergency, security
requirements of the country have
been the most decisive Accordingly,
in the answer furnished, the first
place of importance was given to the
relevant considerations of security and
progress of the process of normalisa-
tion of relations with Pakistan. The
House had been informed irom time
to time of the recourse taken by the
Government to the provisions of
DIR. for dealing with anti-social
elements, whose activities are prejudi-
cial to the larger economic interests
of the nation. In fact, the use of DIR
for dealing with the over-all economic
situation in the country had been
advocated by several quarters, includ.
ing Members of Parliament. Since
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the concrete effect of the Proclama-
tion of Emergency is the continuance
in force of the Defence of India Act
and Rules, it was thought necessary
that the use made t to meet
the serious economic situation in t!?e
country should also be reflected in
the answer furmished to the unstarred
question, Thus, the reference in the
answer to the over-all economic situa-
tien in the country was designed only
to indicate the totality of the situation
in the country.

Sir, I have removed the words
‘taken into account by the Govern-
ment’ at the end of the statement
supplied,

SHRI S. M, BANERJEE (Kanpur):
Why should the emergency continue?

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): The points raised by
me have not been answered at all
The point is whether any other rea-
sons could be added to the reasons on
the basis of which Parliament had
agreed to the Proclamation of Emer-
gency. Now, they have added another
reason. Does not that vitiate the
Proclamation altogether?

Then, he has not also referred to
the statcment made by the hon. Prime
Minister that there is no war emer-
gency. I had referred to that in my
statement and drawn attention to the
view of the Prime Minister that there
was no war emergency but only an
economic emergency. There is noth.
ing like economic emergency In our
Constitution, But if what is meant is
financial emergency, then on that
account, a further Proclamation of
Emergency under article 360 is called
for. The emergency cannot continue
on the basis of article 352 now. The
original emergency was proclaimed
under article 352, All these points
have not been met.

ot wrzw fargrdt wrondet (nferae)
WSO WRIGR 3T TF UF e w7
T )
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MR. SPEAKER: There shall not be
any question or any debate affer the
Minister’s statement which he himself
had asked for,

it wew fagr®t woddht: 7 fede

78 wvgar, % oY s A sqawq wTgA

|

W wgh AW H A e g
"z gL At ArwaCAg v | fow
T Y Redz 4T FIAT § ISH a0
T & o ot qeg #T &7 |

ot wze fagrdt arodedy ;O @t
FATI® T FEH E @Y GG wAr

WRT F awew &1 wfEd §29 W

werw Wiy ¢ Irew aer fafede €1

t www fagr®t et . W
TEA ¥ TFIN ST FY uHE FT faqr
2

wSaN W : WIY A § I &
LUELE E

ot wew fagrdt wet ;A7
ST FT AT &)

waw apT . W9 9@ "W & gy
e &, A Forrd sT go Al s g )
wfed & 99 0% 7 qorw, WA G

st wew fugrd A : 3T
9T @TEE WTh VT § |

W W 0 M owg v o
X 1§ AT TH AR

oY wzw fagret wodedy : & Shar-
T WY A TGTE | | TEW ¥ wior Ay
FUWIE |

VU WY | WY A qeeet aEY §,
N SgrlagE s AT wraFuT ¥ |
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off wrrw frgrét wroldelt ; 1 Ty
T 7EY ATRAT | TgW WU GAA H KT
47 | & w7 wferr wwgar g foow=n
Tt WP T X AT ¥ waAA § A w0,
I F WHT HIU THE FT FFA
2wy srady arw ey

we ey - ¥ 2R A @R

qTIE Y |

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
How can that be done in a cavalier
manner?

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:
I have not said that the reply stands
amended,

it wew fagrd vl “fr ok
gw ot Qw7 w7 AT g @ 7

ot aa e Afwa - W@ =
agaz gu §, Sed o R aww §,

“taken into account by the Go-
vernment.”

T #r F4 7dY q7r €

ot wra fuagrdt arodedt : 77 AT
FET Awd & fa G fagqoer
BYeT AT R

weaw wgvee : 9% S e WY
TH g, wHAM gl A g, W oW
s fecfie w7 e @

fy wrerer fargrd wrendad - T Ay
wrg afgd |

MR. SPEAKER: The last sentence
in the statement is:

“Thus, the reference in the ans-
wer to the overall economic situa-
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tion in the country was designed
only to indicate the totality of the

situation in the country”. “taking
mto account by the Government”

ag aTefeatmard

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
This amounts to surreptitiously
amending the reply to a question

oft vrw fagrdt wrodedY oy S
#9 w1z {zm mr | ofgde § 9 qarw
q%; TAT 9T /T T FAT FT AT AT
fear war v, 55 ¥ qRTAS (@qIUT
&1 gal 1 fzar 7% 91 wYe o4 foy
o FTATAET 377 & W 41, IF
T wge W G 91 |

W W ¢ T ¥ 9g AT A
TEe| | W9 T F1 g § ¥ difag, a
¥zt @AM

ot e fagrdt wrodt cTH AT T
9 agT A%F § |
SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:

1t 1s not our intention to base this on
the basis of the economic gituation.. .

MR, SPEAKER: He has not chang-
ed 1t. He has not uttered those words

ot wew fagrdt arodd : 37 W
FREEE T AR

W wgved : W9 qrE & faw-
griefer IT R |

st wew fgrd st : RN
g 741 gt @1 {5 g qwarrAw
fagoma ® wfaer 7 137 1 w9 g
273 § fr gwaon 7. fan a1 S
34 & o @ g feeqea w1 gEen
qr3q ®_fri™ faar W )

ot g e e T ¥ o S
Farh  WEw T X ¥g w®E, 9
w1 & @ Q)

I have said that what was said was

merely to state certain facts to reflect
the situation, the fact of the situation
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that the DIR had been used for econo-
mic offences with the consent of the
House and Members of Parliament It
was only to have that fact reflected 1n
the reply that that was stated. But
otherwise, so far as the continuance
of the emergency 15 concerned we
have not taken that into account so
far as the statement 1g concerned.

st wzw fagrdt wddt ;= R
F1 93T fram & ol s sy Ty
9z 7))

oo WE : St off, W g @
&ifod o sradt adw WO FEr A
fwar |

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:
The last portion of the statement is as
follows.

“Since the concrete effect of the
Proclamation of Emergency 1s the
continuance m force of the Defence
of India Act and Rules, it was
thought necessary that the use
made thereof to meet the serjous
economic situation in the country
should also be reflected in ‘he ans-
wer furnished to the unstarred ques-
tion "

There 18 no objection to that Then,
the statement goes further to say:

“Thus, the reference . ."
This 1s only explanatory

*“Thus, the reference 1n the ans-
wer to the overall economic situme
t10m in the country was designed
only to indicate the totality of the
gituation in the country ™,

After that, I have not said anything.
I have removed the words “taken into
account by the Government”,

wft o formdy (A1) : ¥ sy
T WF R

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:
After that, full-stop.
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oft wog vy T WAEHT T A
g

aeaw Gy : T N TEN TG T
&, ag foerd o aft wig |

ot Ay fom A T R A
YT SqEEqT W AW g |

wew g ;A T 7g W w®
& sawr & QY fag ¥ sy ¢
fiF edaiic qv aga F&

oft wy foed : & W wge @
FSTAT |

wsue wfYey - A T °r WA § )

oft s forsed : 3T CATET AR WrET
W e T § 1 T A AT ey w
e 81 sa ¥ wio Sy fr A fawal
N W frer famr, ©F odAfwE
faqows # AT guAA W gEa N
W1 |7 1 LR, e & W7 w167
T A At A fmac @ §
T g R A ft @ e we &
$9 st FAY &9 ER &1 gafaa
& o€ Wi ¥ TR F7 9 AT
w1 WaE Al § | g7 T AT qES
§ fr qualeq #1 qTA WA T ¥
wirfa feqfy 0% oo @ @7 F sy
qeaw faw oY & 2 av awda wag
W WY FY SACT TFAF T F F
¥ 93 yazqr AT A e A WA
# ag g1  fr fagely wreaer & f
QRIS @, wX Wy ATy AT &
fatr ot fir wiew feafa ¥ mor e @
¥ g @1 ag N oRed § 9 &
ng AW AR § A T8 wdknt=w D
JEt ¢, wwsAI R R §
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I8 o3% WK 59 F v & smyEy
e g wpn st fe @ ok
o7 VI XA w0, wwq ¥ w§ e

LG

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: (Dia-
mond Harbour): Because of the emer-
gency, no less than 8,000 political
prisoners are detained without trial
By amending the Defence of India
Rules, they are competent to keep them
detaineq without any restriction on
time, as long as they like. The minis-
ter should be good enough to enlight-
en the House ag tp what the ruling
party have been able 1o get by
keeping the emergency alive,

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Although
there wac » motion before the House
admitted by you and although we could
have demanded a discussion because
of want of time, we wanted a state-
ment. In his statement, the minister
has referred to an Unstarred Question
in reply to which also it was gaid that
net only lor external aggression but to
deal with economic offences also DTR
was used and emergency is necessiry
DIR may or may not be used for pch-
tical purposes or other purposes. 1t is
not linked with that. You asked the
minister to clarify because there is no
external aggression and emergency Is
not necessary. But to deal with the
economic situation, which has arisen
out of the failures of this Government
ifa-r the Jact 27 years, they are utilising
t.

MR. SPRAKER: Mr, Mishra's poini
of order was very simple. Can the
minister through his statement c©x-
pand, add or deteract or substract
from the answer given to the question

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
And also the statement made by the
Prime Minister—nothing can be more
authoritative than that—that there s
No WAr emergency.

MR. SPEAKER: Your question was
through thig process can he expand.
add or substract from the answer
given. I tgke this as the point o
order.
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SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta
North East): Could I ask you on a
point of order whether Parliament
could justify itself by being told by
the Mmister that the Proclamation
of Emergency, which was continuing
on a certain basis, continues now on
another basis, even though the
Constitution permits it? How could
we justify ourselves? And this is the
last day of our session. Could we go
back, after hearing the Minister say
that he can -eontinue the Proclama-
tion of Emergency on grounds qualita-
tively different from the grounds pro-
mulgated earlier, even though the
Constitution allows you,K to make the
law...

SHRI UMA SHANKAR DIKSHIT:
1 have not said that.

ot srw fagr@ arwddt : 9
fea § Tt ww arzr g § 99 17w
qBT FEATETT § | AT % & FF qHLHAT
& st € wr€ w7 @ 51 7€ mre
RIAE wTeaq & fqg W FW
Far w7 & gEfn gwmfw
Qe Y W gy FRITT FAT J7 |
w1 R0y w1 syerera A 7 e
hiAtts faques 1 df: 53 ¥ R
oA 108 § 1 (SAETT) | QAL A7
Fiz & € wrf W wAr W} osw
T W W # g9 € qAAET
Faq W@ 3g PR waw g
qg i & wrw famare i @ § )
(sawam )

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
My humble submission is that you
kindly compare the statement made
by the hon. Minister today with the
statement that- 1 hdd made earlier
under rule 377. If you are satisfied
that all the points raised by me have
been adequately met hy the hon.
Minister, I will have nothing to say-
But I have raised certain issues; the

emergency is being eﬂnﬁnuqd on
grounds which Parllament had not

apporved of Now, in the n of
-onnnqmic oﬂe:;t thgyintsma!

" Newsmen by Police
continue the emergency perpetudlr
(Interruptions)

st wew fagrdt st : g9 w9AT
SEA FFE FOT & A gEw ¥ A8
T N T BENIH TIEEH 47T FAH &)

[Shri Samar Mukherjee, Shri H. N.
Mukerjee, Shri Sezhiyan, Shri Atal
Bihari Vajpayee, Shri Shyamnandan
Mishra, Shri Madhu Limaye  end
some other hon. Members then
left the House]

P

11.35 hrs.

STATEMENT RE: ALLEGED BEAT-

ING OF NEWSMEN BY POLICE IN

AHMEDABAD ON 7TH AUGUST
1974

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
(SHRI F. H. MOHSIN): I beg to lay
on the Table a statement, in pursuance
of matter raised by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajapayee on the 30th August, 1974,
regarding alleged beating of newsmen
by Police in Ahmedabad on the 7th
August, 1974,

Statement

According to the information
received from - the Government of
Gujarat, a complaint was lodged by
Smt. Ilaben Prakash Jagatram at
Navrangpura police station, Alimeda-
bad alleging that she was molested by
a journalist Shri Asraf Sayed of the
Times of India, Ahmedabad when she
was returning to her residence with
her husband at 10.30 P.M, on “the
night of 7th August, 1974. It wa®
further alleged that her husband was
also beaten by the Journalist and some
of Shri Sayed's friends.

2. Shri Sayed also flled a complaint

againgt  Shrime# Ilaben Prakash - .

Jagatram and ker husband under
section’ 323 ‘of the IPC.



