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12.,02hrs.
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE
IMPORT LICENCE CASE

SHHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU
mond Harbour): rose.

MR. SPEAKER: No, no.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir,
from 1971 to 1974 there have been
firings on 981 occasions..... .

(Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Bosuy, I am
not allowing any adjounrnment over
them.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I want
only one minuie to make my sub-
missions. I shall take half a minute
only.

st wyq fawd (F1F7) @ et wEEA

1 qT7 7 7z a7 fear ar T o s
7 fagwifysre &1 Afew fear &, 9
F1 ot g g | 39 A fafaAw
TrorT FT qg4 & Sifam |

it srew fagrt wvoday (warfaaz) -

et WETET FA AR % fAUH § weAr
fafamsr wror wga fAgT S =fgy en
fafaersr W # gaew T 9w ¥

sft wq fewd oo fordr g7 Ay AR
F fomm w3

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Bosu, you
have already explained that.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I shall
certainly make a room for these pri-
vileged people. 1 am one of those
people.

MR, SPEAKER: Mr. Bosu, I have
already allowed a calling attention
motion

(Dia-

(Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER: Nothing will go
on record since I have not called
you We have already admitted an-
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other motion.
for it

You do not care

There are privilege motions—so
many of them. Many of them are
alike; many of them are identical;
they are overlapping also. I can say
that some of them are completely
separate things. Of course I tned to
<ee what procedure we should follow
because they are all alike.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Mine
is so concrete that it is a sheer breach
of privilege.

MR. SPEAKER: There is not only
one but there are some others too.
They are allied motions along with
the first one. So, I have been trying
to think over this. The situation is
some what unusual, I can give a rul-
ing on any one but the allied one is
not covered. If the allied one 1s not
covered, what I say is this. I try to
apply my mind over it to come to
some decision after listening to the
Members who have given them.

But, may I request you that if you
like to take any one of them then
you will not take much time? The
motions are from Sarvashri Limaye,
Bosu, Shamnandan Mishra and Atal
Bihari Vajpayee.

ot ag fomd : seaw WA UR
@ ¥ fr granfs farr ow @Y 3 Afew
Frarfasrs s & wiwd w2 Awr 9%
oy ax & & W aifefae fa g
I @ fo =W A J9 vT 7 oA AEH
7 yoAT T 3, 9EY F 9T &7 g
T 34T § 1 AT H 92T 6 HALL . .

weaw "ty : & vw a9 Eiam A
Ll ke AR GRELE

I am sorry. I thought I must invite
your attention to this before alt of you
proceed ahead. This is a letter written
by Shri Tulmohan Ram dated Novem-
ber 14,

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): Nehru's Birthday.
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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Bal Divas.

MR. SPEAKER: It was a holiday.
Then 16th and 17th were holidays.

@ & I T wE A frat

st wew g st ;oW
TH g IT FT WAT A X AT a1
ang arfe g9 o WA § %)
MR. SPEAKER: It is addresseq to
“The Honourable Speaker, Lok Sabha”
and says “for your very kind conside-

ration”. It is not for me but it is
directed to you.

He says in the letter:

“In connection with the case which
has been filed against me by the
prosecution, you were pleaseq to
observe ag follows jn the Parliament
on November 12",

Then he quoteg what I said here:

“But a difficulty has arisen because
of CBI instead of waiting and laying
it before the House, has followed
another course by gending it direct
to the court. This is another thing.
The Minister says that it was beyond
his power....",

Then he quotes another para from the
proceedinjzs:

“Now the investigation report has
alsp come, I can say that they have
brought it before the House. On the
other hand. it has gone beyond the
contro] of the House because it has
gone {o the court....”.

He quoted my observations, Again:

“l can very well imagine that
there may be many matters about
which you can say ‘all right’. But
thig Housge is directly concerned with
the honour of {hese M.Ps. So some
way should be found out of this
tangle”.—

I will circulate this letfer to you—
Again he quotes my observations:
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“l do not stand on prestige. The
MPs. from this or that side have
to show themselves that they are
bonest people.”

Again:

“We do not like any black sheep
which may happen to come out of
us. Many MPs. resented because
their “signatures were forged. The
CBI report says that some of them
are forged and aome of them are
doubtful. I do not say anything
good or bad. I think that some way
should be found....”

AN HON. MEMBER: What are his
observations?

MR. SPEAKER: He says:

“As a Member of Parliament, 1
am also vitally concerned with 1its
dignity and its privieges”.

“That gs an accused person in the
cage under reference, I am also deep-
ly concerned with the fact that no
prejudice is created to my case by
any discussion after my case has
become sub judice.”

He again says:

I am fully confident that my n-
terests are fully safe with you..

AN. HON. MEMBER: The cal 1
out of the bag.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA.
‘We know who is at the back of thus.

MR. SPEAKER: He has written 1t
to me. He is asking me.

“I am fully confident that my
interest are fully safe with you".

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: They are
also safe with us.

MR. SPEAKER: When he says
‘you’ it is not me, but all of you.

Then he says:

“T am glad to know that your
honour is looking into the matter
and have very kindly asked the
Home Minister also to do so.
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“  “In fact, I would have been glad
!oclenﬂldpubumiudby the

“I need hardly add that the rules
and convention of the House postu-
late a procedure which does not
deprive an accused of hig defences
and does not create an atmosphere
Wwhich would undermine the possi-
bility of a just and fair trial I need
hardly submit that 3 discussion or
decision in the House in relation to
my conduct at this gtage would not
only destroy the presumption of
innocence which is the foundation
of our criminal jurisprudence but
Wwould also destroy the chances of
a proper trial of the case.

In your gbservations in the House
12th November, 1974 you have been
at paing to express the question of
‘the honour of such Members whose
names got involved in this matter.
The Home Minister Shri Reddy in
his statement in the House on 12th
November, 1974, inter alja stated
that “In the light of his opinion as
well as other evidence there are
sufficient grounds to believe that
signatures of 20 members of the
Parliament were forged...."”,

Government did not say that: they said
there were four doubtful cases also.
He goes on:

“A discussion cannot be more than
confirm what the Home Minister has
said on the basis of which the
honour of 20 Members ¢f Parliament
according to Government stand al-
ready vindicated. If that be g0, I
submit that the only purpose that
the discussion in the House can

serve at this stage is to surcharge
the atmosphere with peromaj and
political recriminations and thereby
prejudice my defence in the case
instituted by the CBL”

As the custodian of the procedural
safeguards embodied in the rules
you would kindly appreciate that the
demang for a discussiom or decison
by the House in this matter at this
stage is far from fair and bonafide
or in consonance with the relevant

rules or procedure.

It is obvious that the honour and
{fair name of the hon, Members con~
cerned can be preserved without any

This is what he has written. I think
that we are doing it just for the gake
of the fair name, It is my humble
opinion. I think it is wrong that we
are ignoring the honour and fair name
of the Members. It is for the sake
of maintaining it that we are doing it.
He had not met me. Ifhe is on bail,
he should have met me; I could have
explained.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE (Ra-
Yapur): Is it an English translation of
his Hindi letter?

ot 7 feed a7 gufAm 7@ 7F
2 (% 372 wer a1 ff & ot famme
TET OATAAT L

MR SPEAKER: It is all in English.
It came to usg on 15th, quite late in
the afternoon. Then 16th and 17th
were there. I thought that instead of
allowing it to lie on my table as a
matiler between him and me, I should
bring it to the notice of the Iouse

also.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Please
have it circulated.

MR. SPEAKER; 1 was thinking
about it yesterday. After a lot of
thinking I came to the conclusion that
you Were going to raise it and so 1t
must come to your notice also.

I
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st vy fowrd : g wEY@, SAT
fr vy, faar o Y, Afrr = ¥
gz @A STy AYqIT F AR
FTq ATF qzeay wir gfadr # g
I SART g1 A F 7MW I W
T4 & A9 F AR @A AR gL
T2 & U Har | 3w A WAy IR
Hfiqa fo=ar sroamr frgr ®@Yr gama=
TR A= 34 97 7T @ T AT
drer oA T W & gATET FAT F |
fer wrvqm 3 arem F o zfeard
ma off § wAA AR (arEerT)
TETAT W15 FT OWTE S o ower ® )
for =tr & ot azerremry AT
qaAt WY T 3 ATF TAT F "3eq A

ARG TH |

T % @ & AT AT ¥ 07T
TAqA T WA M IWIATT dfery AT
39 T &1 &30 "qrAro Foar o7 a7
q 3 & WA A @ FI AAATE

“I am meking a promise. I am

giving ap assurance that after this
investigation is over, the first thing
that we will do ig to come to Par-
lLament and we will say, this is
where we have arrived. Please tell
us what we ghould do It i1s only
after that. according to the wishes of
Parliament that we will proceed.
We are not closing the door for fur-
ther investigation by Parliament.
There can be one remote possibility

when the matter can go to a commit-
tee.”

7 oY FaTerwT AfAT F 9 ATlTT A
TFF 4T |

AT FAT AT o AT FEA q
T W oaTy &Y T%r aFverfaar 7 | R
A o Arfra Wt Frosroarera faar
u% BT TR §

“Please refer to my remarks. I
have gaid at that time that we shall
take the House into confidence after

the investigation report wag avail-
able, After the results of investiga-
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tion are gvailable, we shall take the
House into confidence, The whole
matter is open to the Houge to con-
sider at that stage.”

T /A FoarenwT & W
fra  ATRT & WATHA X WgeT F1
zfiz ¥ & arer T FAT § OwAE G
TR S T AR A8 & A o My
ATET THA 7Y § 1 FrpA wrwAT ¥ F
TR ¥ wAEeTe ¥ F g WE ¥
T T TH 3 | A g 0 F 0w T
gfazemsr & 7 w3 &1 wigaem A=
wEgYnT | wafay ga AfEdr ¥ sA N
faraard =7 & afas ¥

FHa 7 § Frrne wA | w9 A 0AT
R T o ey wy vy ar froww
AR fax wr 3 arw ww REEA F
far fer a7 & | 917 9 79 AT T 92
Farand B 7 7w Toes e
WA AT mgpr AT frw T 4 AT
zemrsz . PR wr? o™ e
= gl § oA 41 feoAnaas w
sfwfaa =2r 7€ arnft 28 W=y W
57 77 ¥7 FAswe Ak o4 v ogwm
AT e ATARIA & ATRT ATV
4t FAEEY 4 ATET TH ATZAA &7 FAA
T 974w (o ar vEr 2 o gAr Aw o
FAT Fw Ffzw ARGy 97 BT
T & AT T FA0 AAFT AT I
& a17 ® 73 A faoarT §agy fraraamy
wTT T AT AT WIT XA % A& WL
F 3T o7 AEY & TE | TAfArg ST walr
ot =7 ¥ waw & fa TAAwTT €Y 9T T
¥ AR AT At wva 7 afefar 30

w7 Tz wA s Farx TR AN
ATH & WIETE | IEA WA awad W
A1 TN sq AT weArAa ¥ fam
I7 § TN wq A
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“The investigations did not gis-
close that any of the officers who
dealt with the matter were involved
in the commission of the offence.”

ag TR gF Am 3r Aizfrar ¥ fw
afem wafrga 9z 2~ 29 7 AEETl
T qar & fr @Yo dte wmde T frur
M7 Jreieiz 7 a7 T@r aar £ fa ooy
FTEET T A wmaAr weara qfT
A9 9v TEA 7 @ fEar or
I8 & fir dar faan ) & arafasn a7
ERta Crice S O cll Ol T
TANR =387 ¥ § Ff amw fag
Y WY A FTAT 737 & AT 7 wferw
wdweA AWM 1 A, TH F qEAA =N
AT F 9 )

Y 0o Fo fAg & FT T WMz
7 31 AL Wt A1 TET AL & ) AT AT
T oq wer ¢ 5ot taw A oamr ot fo
AT s oM gaEt T 7
qwga 3 AV | gAY AT A S AT
At § % At 7o Fo Mg W1 waa
araw fiog % qar fqma nfadz 3
Jle FFMTEATT T 39
F1 ot afdaq qrae twg 7 owE ™

uEaEE? W,

WA AT WIEA T J7 o a2
SATAFTT AT gAwET R A & § 5 20
FATT TIAT I A1 3T TEM WA AT
ag wrotehz gw B A & 2

wene Agew, St qfswy ez
Few m TR A oft T WY feww &
MEe LTEe %o FY fvq1d w1y a@s
T am: g A ¥ omd Sfaws g
v g, AT WA F7, Ay v s,
TH A ES A TRz 7T E A7 37 52 =
f Fw A A _T-48T 0 T TH-ERAT
WY T A A KERTT T
Al —— 7% [FTT W.7d WEA18T, e T
qET AT Ao A4 2 )

07 WTT ALIEE, WAT {% .7
T 57 52T A7 g1 § f - s5ms
TR F ol 20 {aer F oam
TSRS W WdAT AWTyT 7 AT amay
#Y A9E 7 g AAY v T qTHAT
a9 fear Fa7 faor, 9= & s2 T
TR K AT fzyr ar f 3=-
ama 21 afgar gt @ F a1 #m
qUiE AT+ & ATHT AT40 (I AT &
984 f w77 77 ) AT YR W
&7 v fFaY avg 1 o ady g anfen
dY, FTRA FT 4TS FAT T4T QI-HITATE
100 FAwam e 12 %1 aran)
#F14.3A-F4) A2t femv v F f& Qe
ar o f7 Y e adr ar wwdT 2 W
HIT ATo ATo WTo 4] F7 AFA 9 &
AT TE AT gmw @9 § taa T
REmTE  «tf+~F /T Fg  Hr
T2 ytd a4 f& uilemwe a1 74
qe el T 37 W1 QU fam sra-
Afwrr 72 Wy 7 ITRA F ALY A )
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Heuy ARIRT, HQ 48 #ATUg 2 f*
qifelds ahTd FALT H, AT Hfaqe
F1 FALY £, TE-[TA T AU "AT AT
#r qedfa &, afew s F F2¥ 0, o1
faua foar mn f& oifeariez #1 faa
WA FIETRA T as@ R amiar afest
agr gy i fF 2@ arae 1 aawfen
71 faar oo | 3w fam & sam A&y
AT & FAFT  qifeRET mEsE FERY
F faat az=r g AR arxy foa dAfaat
FY qEY 77 @Y 2 3T F 39T AATA0A
T FFR7-AATRZE QFAA—FT T
AT g | 39 f@g ag Araar agd aiA
AT AP 9 S1aT |

o7 afz F1E Fg AL ¥ 991 @ 2
at qar qrfqaraez 1 QY wfawre g fx
T4 G3E4T & ARIT F G1< H, < &
AT F 1 ¥ fang T g5-aviq
g wrar g ? AN SRR § WY,
AZIAT A 3F FT F13 a8 Tal g |
wq qifgms= F1 F1AF 97 gHv g at
3T H [T & q@d &1 wEa Agl
2 | 9% TSAT T A ¥ T | BRY

ATTST QAT TS Y q38 &-THA =G
ATF &5 5w 4T XI7ATRT &1 d¥g &l [mne

W EeH TR | TR HEIa%, 58 LTATT
mIaTed & w19 farg azg & faears
5Tl § ——RFETET 3T % a0 (39 H,
nE g { @A g1aT g W7 gaifear &1
BIET RIEET AT ATAST H1d &T6 9wdr g |
qt w1 & §Iqies & 3¢ qiiaaTave sy
&1 dam. =&Y 8, 7 a-fagrd agwg &
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a% 9T AT §B At Ffwq, Ffaw Fwar
qifsaTRve #§ g1 =rfgd —vg & arT
& R4 WFAT AgAr g |

[AS HEIZA, AT =7 8 6 faar
FITIFHI 105 F57 &, & S& T g7 =FF
AT g 1 3 fed & ‘R qrfeni=d
gfee®” a1 97w FEIAT AT g—REIA
FY ZIIE HIF %TAT F5T &A1 3 5T
g—=g 9 128 & WIT 1871 TSVAw &
TE A 5g TET 96T § —

“The purpose of expulsion is not:
so much disciplinary as remedial,
not so much to punish Members as
to rid the House of persons who are
unfit for membership....".

H 26 F1 wAlwEd $TT ATGAT§ —

“It may Jjustly be regarded as an
example of the House's power to
regulate its own constitution, But it
is more convenient to treat it among
the methods of punishment at the
disposal of the House.”

&% fare farr ae wigeai 1 fraret srar
g—SEET g T @I § ——
Members have been expelled as be-

ing in open rebellion; as having
been guilty of forgery......

T FwAg U T RIS qT AT F—
OTe: KT Hies TSHTMF—HT [T dlo
EToqTo w1 fXIE #§ fasam wdf g v &
=mgar 2 qrferqrasz o fagET aud
goetmzfza gaRad &1 RN RET
fholg a7 wadr & | RITT 1 FE 12T
s A AT &6 Tg0 HAT [q |
T Ala——

“Of perjury. of frauds and brea-
ches of trust; of misappropriation of’
public money; of conspiracy to de-
fraud; of fraudulent conversion of
property; of corruption in the admi-
nistration of justice, or in public
offices, or in the execution gf their
duties as Members of the House; of
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conduct unbecoming the character of
an officer and a gentleman; and of
contempts, libels and other offences
committed against the House itself.”
nERe HRlen, 36 H %% famr 9%
7g TAATEY & 9T AT & | @i
% wy qifeaTeedy gfaes aT sy g,
36 T ¥ 35 § ag &1L ITEr
A= 25 THE F WA GNT I HIT AT
TETE | § I &1 SAIE AT & &1
TEAT — OF ql qITw AT FE & | 7%
7 Tt <FF A% @r F ar Hiearies
F1 owTfad a7 & f&F 71T s sy
gwifad #37 & forg SFgi Sara-uamaor
& qe fecar a1 | iy W afses s
T LA FT AEFET it ot
feurdi T THTfad o< & o7 97 fogr
&7 B9 § 1 3% 0T, wemer W@y
qI &% AT K & H agd 83 aw
g | g § faeth arz ¥ aarmman
& F1E 2 TTAT TRAFET g3 &7 7E—F &Y
AT, §faT ST T NI 5Ty q1 d
8, TR gt e nT i g d—mg @I ETATY
AT &7 § | 4§ LT4TT AT & qET
T & — AT F A1 9o T A
AT, 95 71 &7 1 & arg W §TETY
1 T3 FEATEN 7E g5 | W gW
W aZd § Fo AT-ATE-Ea-TTE-HT AiE
Al g ST TV A ALE F AQIE
R HT TET 8 1 WA WIET & WA Al
Ravifer F=1 3 € HIT q9 g7 Fr G
&t 27T g d1 9% B wEwTq TE@d g |

Tq KT 6L HF AT ANGF—I8 THo
fro Fasit 4T AHET & 1 35 F AL H
®aw ¥ 98 UEAE 916 fasT v ——

“That this Houge having consider-
ed the Twelfth Report of the Com-
mittee of Privileges presented to the
House on 24th November, 1970 in
which Shri S. C. Mukerjee, the
then Deputy Iron and Stee] Con-
troller has been held to have deli-

berately misrepresented facts and
given false evidence before the Com-
mittee on Public Accountg and com-
mitted contempt of the House, do
resolve that he be summoned before
the Bar of the House and reprimand-
ed and the House do further recom-
mend that the Governmi®nt, in the
light of the gravity of the offence,
administer to Shri S, T. Mukerjee
the maximum punishment under the
law and report the same to the
House.”

g wfadr &7 fgmr §9% F a1

¥ e H #we guT | g9 ' ® A
etz fear a1 fa g ¥ wrgfew
forat & g Hant & & 9 w1y A7 |
Y TIXETTqT FT Sreq & ? A §

F 71 a7 f& T faT &t 9% Frasr
ZISd | Y X €9/G HIT 7 Brefev faar
M TLETTFT g0 o T ear g 1 /i
T § gz AT@ F AAC Y, (15 FA
TTew T W ar fa mardt s
FIAZ 5 & | T H 35 AT SAZLT (@
g 7gr1 g fa qwo dlo qxsii & fast®
qrg o WL AT 3% =er HFLAT B
O T =g [TET | T § AT TITZX0T
2ETATE far 5 ST R4 F S we,
T Tl T “eqT 7T @7 | A7 38
% H gl Tl e fean mw
ST S8 2 |

Jo:wige I BTG & AqSH X G
fergar g, 97 far zgi a=(=( sA3T &
qAA Sea1 A Al e i st = sraat
Y 7g §i%z faw: aT & 7 a7 H sfe
s fa 4t giee g 7

MR. SPEAKER: Do not impute

motives to him. He is already in
trouble.

=t 7y fewd : semer wgies, |f
gERYgn A H AT S5 AT & ;T
ST e ® W7 grasemas O ®

——

— T e M
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[t = foera )

ag Wt § s gfea wromw & foar ofr
* fd cmw R & fd 50,000 %o
HTAT AT 47, TG GHE ATRAT 2raqdr
ST O @ 4 aY g WT WS BW @
g 1 ar & @ UG T Argw
U =@ Jrear I KT AT fra A
form & fagr ? mzEt awts q fanr?
HWATG TFe WTo  WAT X [T TT
ARG wfea srorae fra & frdy areu-
q fezr ?

ey w2y, i & wg A
STY T &7AT ATEAT 31 XX T T5r wAr
a1 A g, ®few mMg WY ow oo
qxz F v faviz fifaa {a wramdia
FQTE TEAMG AAT & A T ATIATHA
fear ar 3= ¢1 sedAuw ¥ F 775 4T
wor fuar & fo wdr ? s e A
XG4 ETH4 HBHI THIE AT RET 2|
qg @3 AT T AT 4 37 HIw &1

I wag foar & ar =@
Tellng a delibrate lie;

A% T4 ST NGB & | HTHFTOE &, H4w
wrady 3Eaw R T A gwr
AwATT FRIAeE TN F are i |

ATAtT wrES ST 4 a1 3T &
T @ 1wy S fafaeeT @ 7w
FF 4T FT GTATHY ST E | [®T
U I WAL HETEE, T7 F WITEHA
FT 7€l TG

“Please refer t0 my remarks I

bhave saig at that time that we shall
1lake the House into confidence after
the investigation report wag avail-
able. After the results of investiga-
tion are available, we shall take the
House mnto confidence. The whole

matter 1s open to the House to con-
sider at that time "

TG & T AT qG wreared §
a1 & a1t ¥ Y w9 #) o
ZATE§ 1
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o gt faw oifosn ot & AR
Foar worn  f5 aw aga f Fsare
w TRtde wreeft § 1 AfFT T oW
% WY dar gar ?

st s A faw ;o feadT araedt
fearsd oo NPT F a9 ) W AL
RN

lﬂ‘q‘sﬁ!ﬂi: : w4 fos w7
fFar & | T FT F A gft ATE AIw
graT a1 /IS Wlo FLIIATT HY TBT
w 71 27 % fog &z dar | 3% faems
fraas o 781 wiAT | g feT Il A
oY FZH FIR G FIT Y THT ATARIL
1 wag yQOTAN qg O dforar
argdg § ? qedyfery grardid ATEAw
ar gEwafwar A1gRT 7 over wTw w1
A F | FATT AT AT A5TT Z |
geeafqee geqiid ATERR AT ATE
wTEAw £, % oy 3w 7 asfrefear £

Not for the future, not qualified for
quota, NQQ

TTTHY TAT T 4T ATEAT FY WSRAGAT
mMAZ AR ATLA g T | qfwT wma
#1 a7 gatm 2 fx 12 9§ arqw gu
AT /1T & 9 AIIT FT 98 7 F{F
FTAT I87 | TATAT TEE AT HIET 919
fFT ag wTST 39 & gAY % whgwrtan
# et & are, 34 %1 oY & qraw
qr ard BT a1 1 sgE A oxfae
fear § M gw @ w 9wy wfs A d
e @€ T ¥ A7 g w90
a1 | 37 %1 e sire #47 Ey w_@AE
qraR @A ? I B I Tifod
fa sifezq 917 &faadt 7 av a), g7 39w
|Ter § | ag AT w4 Ay F I
A€ =TT AEY 97 | TNET A § AT
*% §TOr X, 17, 18 G197 § W1 4g qIEAA
A & arg o gragaary v feqfa 7
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W9 efifem e s I
T oA 33 ¢ | gafEd gg o it
g !

wea § st g wza v, fea e
A O FYATAT, T8 W7 0F q@7 90T
®7 W ¥ | UF WIT G qTAT ®T
72 @ & & ardy 7g srAar M
Fa8 AT Ay defrarT Awst § Wi w7
g fraa & | ag ara a1 § o s @
eT 7y A afa FTaw U 1 T E S
At wredt ¥ S F1H IFET ATFAT R
gafad wemer wgrn,  famwgar &v
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond
Harbour): My privilege motion was
very specific. There were two cate-
goric assurances given -. _.e floor of
the House by the Hume sinister. 1
am not worried whether it was Mr.
Umg Shankar Dikshit or Mr. Brahma-
nanda Reddy. I know the Home Min-
ister of the Government of India had
given a clear and categoric agsurance

on the floor of the House in which he
had stated:

“l am making g promise. I am
giving an assurance that after this
investigation is over, the first tHing
we will do is to come to Parliament
and we will say, ‘This is where we
have arrived. Please tell us what
we should do.’ It is only after that,
according to the wishes pf the Par-
liament, we will proceed. We are
not closing the door for further in-
vestigation by Parliament. There
can be one remote possibility...."
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Then, when they come forward with
the argument that the Home Minister
wag not quite knowledgeable in mat-
ters of procedures and of law, etc.
etc., the first argument that will come
from me will be that if they -were
serious angd sincere with 41l they have
said on the floor of the House, they
could have, before going to the court
of law, come out with the CBI report
and circulated it and initiated g debate
on the floor of the House. They could
have tableq a motion seeking the
guidance of the House as to what
should be done.

Now, I am turning my head and eyes
to Mr. Hari Bhau Gokhale, an one-
time Supreme Court lawyer with a
four figure practice.. (Interruptions).
The hon, Lady Member should not get
jealous. I must call him a good 1aw-
yer 1 have not called her a good
Jawyer. If you kindly go through
what Mr Hari Bhau Gokhale said on
the floor of the House on the 3rd Sep-
tember he says:

*“Perhaps a stage may come later
on after the investigation is com-
pleted and then the House can de-
cide about this.”

So, if the Government take the
plea that Mr. Hari Bhau Gokhale, the
Law Minister of the Government of
India is ignorant of the procedures of
law, then God help this House and the
country. I am making this submis-
sion before your goodself....

MR. SPEAKER: You have faith in
God?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Not here,
Nobody can help.

Now, I come to the point. The Home
Minister gives a clear and categoric
assurance The Law Minister gives
4 clear assurance that the House
should decide after the investigation is
over. In spite of that, in order to keep
the matter out of the purview of this
House, as T have scen in another case a
man rushes to Patna to make a report
of a commission of inquiry sub judice
so here also, in order to keep a report
from the purview of the House, they
went to the court of law., Don't you
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call it a grom undermining of the
House? Don't you call it a gross
contempt of the House? Don't you
call it gn utter disregard of the House?
This hag been the assurance given by
#wo cabinet ministers that they will
not proceed an inch unless Parliament
is apprised about it with regard to
the report of the CBI ete. If thig is
not privilege, what will constitute pri-
vilege, 1 would like to know, Sir, I
would like to be educated by your
goodself or by the Government in the
matter. The most important thing is
this. This ig a matter about which I
wrote to the hon. Speaker in April if
I remember right. I had sent remin-
ders, I wrote to Mr., Chattopadhyaya
but I got no reply. The whole thing
hag been done deliberatly to save their
party image which is falling into bits
and pieces. The CBI report has clear-
ly stated that out of 21 persons' signa-
iures, 11 have been found to be forged
and all that. Now the question will be
ou. of 10 that are not proved to be
forged, what are they doing with those
10 signatures? What are they doing
about that? Don't make a scapegoat
of one man because he has confessed
and came out with a statement. He
hag done gomething grossly wrong.
We agree to it The brain behind the
whole thmg is the Foreign Trade Min-
ister and what gbout the gther ten
personalities?

THE MINISTER OF HOME AF-
FAIRS (SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA
REDDY): There secms {o be a misun-
derstanding in the House I have made
it very clear 1n my statement made in
the House the other day that all the
signaturcs are forged; there is no dis-
pute about thut now. Whether they
ale forged or not is nmot the question
now. Out of this regarding 2 of the
names the authorship is attributed to
Mr, Tul Mchan Ram. About 14 other
people the authorship is attributed to
Mr. Jha. Regarding the other four,
they are forged; it is €lear; but by
whom it is forged is not clear. I have
made thig clear in my statement. If
you want I will read out that portion.
In para 4 of my statement I said this:
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“In the course of investigation the:
opinion of Shri B. La] the Govern-
ment Examiner of Questioneq Docu-
ments, Simla wag obtained. In thé
light of hig opinion ag well ag other
evidence there are sufficient grounds
to believe that signatures of the 20
members of Parliament were forged
and that 14 of the gignatures were
forgeq by Shri Yogendra Jha and 2
by Tulmohan Ram. Regarding the
remaining 4, the opinion of the
G.EQ.D. was not definite.”

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Who are
thege four?

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
I will give you the names.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
We have been jnsisting gince the Iast
session that he should give the names.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: Sir,
I now rise on a point of order. The
procedure is that he should be allowed
to complete his statement. What heis
doing is by way of some information.
Therefore, Mr, Hosu may be permitted
to finish with hig submissions.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Let him name thosc four names,

MR, SPEAKER: The rule is this that
when a Member is speaking, the other
can ntervene only if the Member is

yielding.

SHHRI SIHYAMNANDAN MISHRA-
Lot lym pive thos: names

MR. SPEAKER: Let him make it
clear. Fourteen were forged by Shri
Bhogendra Jha; {wg were forged by
Shri Tul Mohan Ram. The other four
were also forged. But, who is the
author of them is not yet known, The
mames of the four are al] forged.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
Yes.

MR. SPEAKER: They are asking
who are they.
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SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Please name them.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Let him
2ome out with those names.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Ask him to give out those four names.

MR, SPEAKER: If you want he can
give those names,

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Sir,
on the last occasion, the Home Minister
agreed that he woud give the names.
‘That was made several days ago.

MR. SPEAKER: This is about the
authorship. About cme of them he is
definite as to who ig the guthor of the
forgery.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
We want the names of those four.

MR. SPEAKER: They want you to
give those names. You can look jnto
it: in the meanwhile, I shall allow him
to speak so ag to save the time. Mr.
Bosu, you may now go ahead.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, my
information is this—I would like to be
corrected if I am wrong—that the hon.
Minister’s evidence is correct,

MR. SPEAKER: Not evidence but
the slatement

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: No, Sir.
MR SPEAKER: You go ahead.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Onc
Specinl Assistant of the then Foreign
Trade Minister—it is mentioned here—
went to a nurging home in Delhi
where the M.Ps_are harboured with a
letter for obtaining his signatures, I
nave alsg told that everything was
engineered in the premises on Akbar
road inhabited by the Minister.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Name him.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: 8hri
Lalit Narayan Mishra

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I would like the
whole file on which Mr. Mishra had
passed certain observations—I do not
say order—to be placed on the Table

of the House for the examination by
the Members to see if they do not have
the skeletons to hide. Sir, this is not
the first time but even in Rajya Sabha,
it was stated by the same Minister
that the files containing the name of
Kamnataka Export Corporation’s stain-
less gteel importation and so many
things were not available. But, my
information is that those flles were
destroyed by the same Minister be-
cause that will expose many things.

Now there are lobbies working here
suggesting to us that this was dene
by Prof, D. P. Chattopadhyaya and
not by Lalit Narayan Mishra. We do
not want to play into this game, but
thig is the thing we have been told
categorically by a lobby yesterday im
the Central Hall and elsewhere. I
would fing it difficult to accept it.

A clear and categoric reply has to
come. The findings of the hand-writ-
ing experts should be placed on the
Table of the House for examination by
members because 1 have heard even
of cases where a person remaing pre-
sent but makes somebody else sign
his name. We also would like to be
saitisfied that in the cae of some of
these members that was also not done.
These licences... (Interruptions)..if
an attractive young lady gets agitated,
I do not mind. These licences fetched
no lesg than 400 per cent premium in
the market. All hig predecessors like
Shri T. N. Singh, Shri B. R Bhagat,
Sl Manubhai Shaoh and Shri Dines:h
Simeh declined to oblige those appjh-
cants because they were not conspir-

ing....

MR. SPEAKER: Do not go into a
stmy

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: I am not
roing into o story.

MR. SPEAKER: Do not make it a
regular discourse. This is a privilege
motion. Do not go into the merits.
Do not avail of this opportunity for
all sorts of things.
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: No, I am

only meaking a short submission to
Your goodself.

Recently, I went to Pondicherry to
find out things, and there I wag satis-
fied about gne thing that the very basis
of the licenceg were forged documents,
The Secretary of the erstwhile French
Govrnment, a man called Mon. Pierre,
wag there. His signature hag been
frrged because he was the last licens-
ing authority on behalf of the French
Government. On the basis of those
forged signatures, licences were forg-
ed. That was made the basis for an
established importer to strengthen the
hands of the Minister together with 21
signatures of members (Interrup-
tions).

This is not only one case. I am
pulting it before you thut since 1971
they have been collecting more money
in crores. If you go to Pondicherry,
if you go to Mahe, Yanam and Goa
you will gee that firms which do not
have a sign-board have letter heads
and through these letter heads things
are cooked up in Delhi and Shri Lalit
Narayan Mishra is the presiding deity
colleeling money for garibi hatao.
Therefore, this is what it is.

Lastly, I assure you that Shri Tul-
mehan Ram—I do not know whether
the Tul is not a ‘tool'—is really a
Toolmohan Ram and is used as a tool
by the presiding deity. If you are in-
terested in getting at the real master-
mind behing this, which undoubtedly
a parliamentary body if it went into
inquiry would establigh, 1t is undoubt-
edly Shri Lalit Narayan, alias Nagad
Narayan, Mishra.

MR. SPEAKER: Shrj Shyamnandan
Mishra,

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Which

are the four names? I sat down on
that condition.

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
According to information received
from the investigating authority, they
are: Slni Basra, Shri Chiran)ib Jha,
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Shri Mohammad Yusuf anq Shri R. P.
Yadav.

MR. SPEAKER: The position is not
clear about these signatures

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: That is
their opinion.

N owew fagrd a0
gl WERT TF AAET WY ¥ T
SEW TFT 41 fE 1 aw A5 _swEs
TR q AT IAT FIT AEE OF FAR
faga s @At amy 1 g qar 7 5
gt am fan fon qaz5 0 § 7 A7 TRE
ag e fFa e & 9

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
The House 1s reheved to learn that
there are only two characters in my
story. But that doeg not mean tiaut
I am less respectful to the other
charecters who have been covered by
other hon. Members of the House
Since they have already beep dealt
with by other hon. Members, I do
not direet 'my attention to them.

1n one of my notices I have com-
plained of breacdh of privilege against
the hon Member Shri Tul Mohan
Ram As the louse knows no less
an authority then the Home Minister
thought a prima facie case has been
established of misdemeanor against
him That is no longer in doubt. Not
only misdemeanor. He ig being pro-
secuted ip the court; there are crimi-
nal offences committed by him, on tht
reliable authority of the hon. Honi¢
Minister himself.

The second notice relateg to  the
Hon. Home Minister because he de-
liberately misled the House by asseil-
ing that no official was involved In
this scandal. I should not like to
wary the House by quoting what all
the hon. Minister had said; I shall
read out one or two sentences;

“Investigations did not disclosc
that any of the officers Who
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dealt with the matter were

involved in the commission of
the offence”.

ow it so transpires after the report
ibmitied by the CBI that some offi-
cers were really involved ip this and
we also learn that some of the dis-
closures made during the course of the
raxds carried out al various places
huve confirmeq the impression that
some officials were really involved.
Is this Government the custodian of
ion. Members who are taking some
interest in the matter that they are
not given the full report of the CBI.
I~ this Government the custodian of
the report wiiich mnvolveg the hon.
Members of the House?” This shame-
less Government would not share with
Parliament even the F.I.R. for a
pretty long time: this Government
would not share with us the complete
CBI report which involves our repu-
tation and affectc our reputation. We
thave not been given the full report
nor have we been given the informa-
tion that had been disclosed during
the rourse of the raids that had been
carticd al various places. After all
{he House is the master of the situa-
t.on, not the hon. Home Minister who
has just now shifted from hig obscure
quarters in Andhra. This is a sove-
ian House (Interruptions)

AN HON. MEMBER: What is the
relevancy of this observation? Amndhra
is as important as any other State
in India.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Thts is just reflling of feathers: morc
things are poing to come. Yet them
hold their breath for a while. The
newspapers report that the CBI, in
ths charge sheet submitted by it, had
sai] that an officer in the Foreign
Trade Ministry who was handling the
matter had advised two of the
acrused that a fresh representation
sirned hv several Members of Parlia-
ment recommending grant of licence
to the merchanty who had formed
themselveg into an association was ne-
cessary “to strengthen the hands of
the Minister in reopening the matter”.
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The charge sheet says that around
November 1972 the two of the accused
had met this officer and later inform-
ecd the approver, Shri S. M. Pillai
that thig officer had given this advice.
Acco'rding to the charge sheet, Mr.
Tul Mohan Ram had also told the ap-
prover thal an additional sum of Rs.
20,000 would be needed for paying to
this officer for getting the work done.
1 do not want Lo go on further with
this, but I would only say that even
the charse sheer discloses what is
quite contrary to what the hon. Home
Minister has told us earlier during the
course of his statement. So, it is a
clear breach of privilege.

I mow come to the case of Shri Tul
Mohan Ram. What are the salient
aspects of this? These are:

(a) That some hon. members al-
legedly sponsored the cases
of some merchants for the
grant of licences by append-
ing their signatures to an ap-
plication ntended to pave the
way for this and that this
was done in lieu of gratinca-
t1on of material consideration.

(b) That all members cxcept one
demed before the house that
they had 'made such an appli-
cation at all So, there ap-
peared 1o be a conspiracy to
forge signatures

(¢) Subscquently, s debate follo-
wed ip the Ijouse and the
Government informeq the
House that there would by an
investigation by the CBI and
the results of such ap investi-
gation made available to the
House.

(d) On the basis of the CBI
investigation, the Home Mi-
nister made a statement in
the House on the 12th Novem-
ber. 1974, which inter alia
said:

“In the course of investigation,
the opinion of Shri Shri Bial



219 ©On of Priv. re.

[SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA]

—1 do not know what is his
name—the Government exa-
miner of Questioned Docu-
ments was obtained. In the
light of his opinion as well
as other evidence, there are
sufficient grounds to believe
that signatures of 20 Mem-
bers of Parliament were
forgeq and that 14 of the
signatureg were forged
by Shri Yogendra Jha and
2 by Shri Tul Mohan Ram.
Regarding the remaining 4,
the opinion of the G.E.Q.D.
was not definite. Further
adequate evidence, both oral
and documentary, thas also
come on record to establish
that both Shri Tul Mohan
Ram and Shri Yopgendra
Jhy used to meet Shri Pillai
and that Shri Pillai paid a
sum of 70,000 besides other

small amounts to Shri
Tu] Modhan Ram. Shri
Gurbachan Singh, who had
put Shri S M. Pillaj in

touch with Shri Tul Mohan
Ram had also obtained a
pronote for Rs 40,000 from
Shri S. M. Pillai.

As the evidence mentioned
above prima tocie establish-
ed that a criminal conspi-
racy was entereg into by
Shri Tul Mohan Ram, Shri
Yogendry Jha, Shri Gurba-
chan Singh and Shri S. M.
Pillai, a charge sheet, as
required under certain sec-

tions had been filed.”

I do mnot want to go into all that.

“Shri Tul Mohan Ram hag further

been charged with substantive
offences punishable under sec-
Tulmohan
Ram and Shri Yogendrg Jha
were arrested and released on
bail.”
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These are the bits of information that
has been given by the hon. Home
Minister.

What followg from this?

tion is

The posi-
like this:

(a) the investigation was made by

an appropriate and
agency;

authoritative

(b) the investigation has establish-
ed, as the Home Minister has said:

)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

(vii)

(vui)

that Shri Tulmohan Ram had
presented two petitions on
behalf of the Merchants—one
on his letter paper;

that Shri Tulmohan Ram was
found by the Government exu-
miner to have forgeq the
signatures of two Members;

that Shri Tulmohan Ram ac-
cording to adequate evidence.
botin oral and documentary,
used to meet Shri Pillaj and
that Shri Pillai paid a sum of
Rs 70,000 besides other
smal] amounts to Shri Tul-
mohan Ram;

that the contact man, Shn
Gurbachan Singh had also
obtained a pronote for Rs.
40,000 from Shri Pillai;

that the evidence had cstab-
lished primae facie that a
criminal conspiracy was en-
tered into by Shri Tulmohan
Ram;

that a charge sheet hag been
fileq agamnst four persons, cer-
tain sectiong of the IPC
the Court of the Chief Metro-
politan Magistrate on 11th
November, 1974;

tihat Shri Tulmohan Ram has
been charged with substantive
offences punishable under cer-
tain sections of the IPC; and

that Shri Tulmohan Ram was
arrested and released op bail

I would like to lay stress op this
fact, which has not been emphasised
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by other hon. Members, that just on
the day on which this Parliament met
this Government went to the court
to institute a case, just on the same
auspicious day on which the Parlia-
ment commenced its sitting.

Shri Tulmdnan Ram has further
been charged with a substantial of-
fence, as has beep reported by the
hon. Home Minister. Therefore, the
hon. Member wag arrested and he
hag been released on bail. These are
tihe facts which the House has to take
into account, while considering what
action is required to be taken in a
matter which so scandalously involves
a member and in which the conduct
of the member is prima facie found
to be derogatory to the dignity of
ithe House and inconsistent with the
standards which Parliament ig entitl-
eq to expect from its members.

In 'my humble opinion, there is a
clear duty cast upon the House to
deal with the misdemeanour aspect
of the matter, while the criminal off-
ence is dealt with by a court of law.
This is what happened in the case
of Shri Ratan La] Gupta, whe had
committed a contempt of the House
recently. After serving the sentence
for the contempt of the House, he was
iried and sentenced for criminal off-
ences. 1 believe investigations were
conducieq in respect of the criminal
offence even while he wag serving his
sentence for contempt of the House.
T am  referring to Shri Ratan Lal
Gupta, who was found here with
some explosives and a revolver. The
point that I want to emphasize is that
in the case of Shri Ratan Lal Gupta
the two processes were going on con-
currently. While he was serving a
sentence under your orders, the pro-
cesses of law were also working aga-
gt him.

Even in the case of Mr. Nixon the
provesses iy the Congress and the
Processes in the court went on con-
currently. 'There is no conflict bet-
weep, the two. If the hon. Members

want you to say that the case is sub
judice and, therefore, it would be
adversely affected, as has also been
submitteq to you in a letter written
by Shri Tulmohan Rem, I would only
say that this would be against all
practices in other countries also, No
less 3 person than the head of the
United States Government was being
prosecuted simultaneougly in two
forwms, that is, the forum oy the Con-
gress and the forum of the courts of
law.

This is what has happened and it
is as it should be. For, there are
matters with which no court can
deal as, for example, where any action
of a member is derogatory to the
dignity of the House, or js inconsistent
with the standards that the House
expects of an hon, Member. That is
a matter which cannot be dealt with
by any court of law. Similarly, so
far as the administrative responsibi-
lity, the political responsibility, the
ministerial responsibility in the matter
is concerned, that is not a subject
which can be dealt with by any court
of law.

May I emphasise that no person,
whatever your majority, ig going to
prevent us from getting the matter ful-
ly probed by a Parliamentary Com-
mittee to fix the ministerial respon-
sibility right from the start? If you
have the force of numbers, I tell you,
we have the force of logic and the
logic would also be backed by such a
legitimate force as is necessary for
getting the whole matter fully probed
because the ministerial responsibility
cannot be brushed aside.

Moreover, the nature ol the matier
js sudh that it lies exclusively within
the domain of the House. The House
would be abdicating its function and
Jowering its dignity if i did not take
appropriate steps when a prima facie
case has been established by investi-
gatfon {o further ascertain the truth
in the matter and take suitable action.

There are two courses opepn to the
House to adopt in the given situation.
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One is indicateq by the course adopted
in the Mudgal case, in 1951. There
are similarities between the two cases.
In the eamse of Mr. Mudgal, the Mem-
ber was involved and came to the
question because og certain arrange-
ments he had arrived at between the
Bombay Bullion Association on the
one hand and himself on the other.
That was the transaction. The in-
formation, about the deal in that case
was given by a Government official.
That was the basis for the House to
go into the matter fully. The infor-
matiop, Was given to the Prime Minis-
ter of India or to the Government of
India by ap official of the Bombay
Government who happened to be on
the Board of Directors og the Bombay
Bullion Association. No  further
information.

Later on, Pandit Nehru went into
this matter and he had some interview
with Mr, Mudgal. The explanation off-
ered by Mr. Mudgal did not satisfy
the then Prime Minister. Then, he
came before the House. The hon.
Prime Minister, while moving the mo-
tion for appointment of a  special
Committee said as follows:—

“Thig 1s an unusual motion and,
I believe, it is for the first time that
suclh a motion has been placed be-
fore Parliament, I hesitated for
some time before doing so and
gave careful consideration to the
matter. The dignity of the House
and proper behaviour of every hon.
Member is dear to the House I
felt that any action taken by a
Member might not be in consonance
with propriety and good behaviour
and what ig expecteq of him should
be ingquired into. That would be
fair both to the House and to the
Member concerned.”

That seems to be the impression that
we have got from the observations
that you have also made this morn-
ing, that it would be fair both to the
Membzr and the House, it such =a
courss 1y adopted. The then Prime
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Minister had met Mr. Mudgal, as I
said earlier and he told the House
that ke wag not satisfled with what
he had said. He further said:

“I have, therefore, thought it fit
to place the maiter before the
House and to suggest the appoint-
'‘ment of a Parliamentary Committee
to inquire into. It seems to me
that an ad hoc Parliamehtiary Com-
mittee would perfiaps be more suit-
able for an investigation in such a
matter than the Committee of Pri-
vileges of the House under certain
rules or procedure.”

The terms of reference of that Com-
mutteee also included an inquiry, whe-
ther the conduct of the Member was
in consonance with the norms and
standards which are expected of an
hon. Member.

When the Speaker was asked, whe-
ther he had applied his mind to the
facts, whether he, under the circum-
stances of the case, wag convinced that
there was no other proper alternative
of dealing wtih the matter except to
place it before the House in the way
in which it bhad been done, the Spea-
ker was pleased to make the follow-
ing observations:—

“As the hon. Member has raised
the point, I 'may say that I have
applied my mind to the fullest pos-
sible extent, in all the details of
the evidence, and it is my deliberate
conclusion that there is undoubtedly
a prima facie case for the Inquirv
Committee. 'That is my judgment.”

The Speaker is expected to assert in
the manhner in which hon. Speaker,
Shri Mavalankar, asserted: ‘That is
my judgment; I have applied my
mind to the fullest possible extent, in
all the details...’ He further said:

“Ags regards the question of safe-
guarding the reputation of a mem-
ber, T quite agree that, if there is
no prima farie case and the the case
rested merely on suspicion without
evidence, then such a motion &%
that shduld not be permitted by me.



h dg case I felt that I &@ad
0 looking to the . evidence
g that there was a prima

fbr inquiry. It is in the
. the reputation of every
01 this House that there
'an open inquiry, so that
not hhave an impression
bers of Parliament are of
2 ang they are capable of
g some kind of gratification
= kind of satisfaction to do
k in Parliament. Also it
he intersst of Mr. Mudgal
ghould be given an opport-
of'clearmg up the whole posi-
by an InqulryICommlt.tee of
lament. That is 'my view and
o 1 ot think I need say anything

thel ,’

er further emphasized:

t is just for the purpose of
iry into all details that 5 Com-
ee is proposeq to be appointed
the report of the Committee
‘come before the House before
tion is taken.,”

. SPEAKER: I would like to
lightened on this. You need
er anything from my question.
igal’s case. ...

| SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
yill please make your observa-

SF AKER: Please let ‘me
vhat is your view on that?

[ SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
> not yet come to my view.
. Frank Anthony doubted if
vas a prima facie evidence for
urse of action proposed, the
‘Minister said as follows:—

ere is no question of primary
econdary or tertiary evidence.
have already said to the
e is according to a reliable in-
ation I received from an official
r of the Board of Directors
he Bombay Bullion Exchange.
port came to us of a meeting of
Directors where the Chairman
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made g statement. Taat statement,
if there was any truth in it, quite
apart from what Mr. Mudgal said,
by itself, casts a grave reflection on
a Member of Parliament.”

‘This was followed up.’

They the Prime Minister narrated the
sequence of events leading to ques-
tions being put and interviews arrang-
ed so that there were circumstantial
bits of evidence which seemed to fit
in. Then the Prime Minister went
on to say:

“Ultimately thhey may or may not
fit in, but there is a chain of events
which does create certain prima
facie presumptions for an inquiry
I can either make an inquiry public-
ly or secretly in Bombay or else-
where or come to the House for a
formal inquiry.”

Ultimately  Pandit Nehru said, ‘I
thought that the best course was to
place all the facts before the hon.
House and let the House decide whe-
ther an inquiry committee should be
appointed’ as proposed by him. He
did not want to go into it in his own
way.

Now, it is also relevant here to re-
cord that it was suggested by some
Members during the course of the
debate that the matter deserved to
be referred to the Committee of Pri-
vileges, and not to a special Commit-
tee. But the Speaker gave his opin-
ion in the following words:

“Ag regards the other point, there
is a Committee of Privileges con-
stituted under the rules. Yet, it
is within the powers of the House
to constitute other special commit-
tees if there are any special circum-
stanceg and enquiries to be made.
There is nothing inconsistent with
that. I may also say that it ig a
moot question to be considered as
to whether any such conduct as
alleged ig really in a sense a breach
of privilege of the House or some-
thing different. A member may
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[SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA]

behave in a8 manner which-the House
would not like him to behave and
yet it may be argued that it is not

a breach of privilege. In all such
circumstances....”

Now, Mr, Speaker, here is a point
which I would like you specially to
consider....

MR. SPEAKER: At thig stage, with
your permission, may I ask one more
elucidation?

SHR] SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Now, the Speaker, Mavalankar gaid:

“In all such circumstances, the
practice in the House of Conrmons
has been to constitute a Special
Committee...."”

Would you, ag the hon. Speaker, ac-
cept that a special comimittee should
be appointed as ig done in the House
of Commons because we are guided
by the procedure of the House of
Commons?....

MR. SPEAKER: I thought this is
the proper iime so that you may cover
that point also.

The normal practice in moving a
privilege 1n the House of Commons is
torough the Prime Mimister. At the
time of my predecessor's ruling, three
things existed. The Court was not
seized og it He was Jucky in that
respect. Then, the prima facie case
wag there....

SHR] SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Here, there is more than thal.

MR. SPEAKER: Please listen to
me  Firatly, the Prime Minister
herself moved the motion. In 'my
case, {he position is that there is a
concurrent inquiry or investigation by
the court. In my case, there is no
motion by the Prime Minister, Other-
wise, perhaps, I could have followed
Mr. Mavalankar's ruling on this. I
leave it to you to cover this point.

SHRI PILOO MODY: It is very
easy to cover the Prime Minister.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
S0 fir as the two pointg you have

reputation of the House stands injur-
ed by the conduct and migdemeanour
of a Member. Then, it is the duty of
every other 'member including the
Prime Minister to come up before
the House for such appropriate action
as may be required, I would not like
any difference to be made so far as
the hon. Speaker is concerned in the
performance of duty by the Members
of the House.

MR. SPEAKER: I woulq also expect
you not to make any difference when
my case is quoted. I say you have
been very kind. You also study the
procedure of moving a privilege mo-
tion in the Houge of Commons because
you are insisting on that There is
always a practice that it ig moved by
the Leader of the House.

SHRT SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
But that has mot been done here.

MR. SPEAKER T am telling you
my handicap I am not conh adicting
you.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA!
Thercby vou are highlighting the dire-
liction of duty on the part of the
Prime Minister.

MR. SPEAKER: There is no ques-
tion of enlightening or direliction.
That is why I say. do not have any
inference drawn from my observa-
tions.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
Nowlcometothnseeonamd
the matter. This cage is referred to
a court og law and on that I have al*
ready made by submission earlier:
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There agre certain aspecls of the matter
which can never be deajt wath by a
court of law and the Privileges Com-
mattee should go into those aspects
of"the matter I have givén you the
practice 1n the House of Commons,
It 15 this. A specia] committee is
appointed and to the extent that we
are obliged to follow the practices and
procedures of the House of Commons,
we have to do 1it, according to the
provisions of our constitution as well
The Constitution has laid down that
we can be guided by the practice and
procedure 1 the House of Commons
That ig what 1s usually adopted That
18 clear

Also the similaritie, between the
two case, are tawrly abvious 1 would
not like to emphasise us pomnt tui-
thexr I will tel}] you why I am
pleading that i1t should be commatied
to the Privileges Commutice and not
to 4 speual committe, although I will
have no ubject.on o thai also In
the Mudgal case thie entte gawnut of
1ssue  was lefeirea to the Special
Cumimitiee of House2 And, as
you have Leen picescd to nole, the
matter wds not belure the court So
the entue gamut of the 1ssue was to
be dcalt with by that spitlal com-
muttee  lne Committec of Privileges
could no. go .nto the entue gamut of
the 1°sues Iherefore that speulal
commiliee was appolnted ail that time
Ip the present case ccrtain aspects
have beup commuitted to a court of
law  Thuae are gther aspecis ke
misdemeanour whi h ha.c 'o be dealt
with by the House in my opinon
Ang therefore, thc  ends of Justice
would be met if these aspiets  are
referred to the Commitiec of Privile-
ges But 1f the Hous. daroses to refer
the maiter to a -peci~l committee of
the House as 1n Mudgal case I will
have no ob'ection The proceedings
of any committee of the House are
secret and confidential Nobody can
say that the proceedings in the com-~
mittee would prejudice the proceed-
ings before a court of law You were
Pleased to observe that the matter
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could be taken i1n an appropriate way
for discussion 1n the entire House.
But m the same breath, Mr,_ Speaker,
Would you also suggest that thig could
not be commutted to a commuttee? All
our commiites prozeedings are secret
and confidential That 1s also the
case 1 regard to the Commuttee of

Privileges Theiefore 1 crave the
indulgence of the House, for the fair
name and 1eputation of the entire

House, for sifeduarding éven the re-
Putation of Sbri Tulmohan Ram, and
I say that the House will not be satis-
fied only on the basis of the findings
which have come out in this particu-
lar case

It cannot go simply by that although
that wil] have 1ts due weight in the
consideration of this matter

These are my humble submussions
for the Pr wileges Committee

=it wew fagrd ot : J Swy
T A ST @ A ArgEw we
afarifrs &9, faqen @i g =
¥ OTEETRG TIUT ST QT ~ | W4 AW
99 T AT FET T HOATT A1 74
@Y, WA AT wrE H e § Tram
&1 f9q7 a7 771 3 1 qrodYonur o ¥
TAYT 41§ W H W0 AET By VAR
fag g 1 et gl & qoma a4 Mg
g1 fas a7 ¥ o froaes
ST T g1 u Ty T T q3r
g fF vgama a7 Wt E

% W w7 fgar)

oft s fagrdt avday ¢ frar w7
wsi fem) wmew wfar o el A1 G qn
Rsfgirry  (smam) .

weas WG ¢ 7§ HIGHT fqmTaaT
&1 wxr gl @t & @A

SHRIMATI MAYA RAY (Raigan)):
Then why do you choose to remain a
bachelor!

i
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werw Wy ¢ AR W ey
vt 7% araw wT of @ £

ot wewr fagr®t ot : e
WX ¥ FATF TG WTTHY CAWH F B
Qe o wa |

W wgrew - S wagd
w=3, T & gAQAT § |

it wee fagrd wrada : TaE WY
Wy et s orgfedt w fasre @ gt o

were wERE : W At agT @rog o

sft srzw fagrdt arondat = wfay
araaer fas §1 w1 A9 g
sifge; I FE0 FAT § 1 9 fAaesg
#Y org faar@ 330a1 AT AT WA oAy
gasiza W I A afma arrger
fosy & g & qarq &1 v frama &
gatent fzar @ ot Afqa arvraor fasy
3 gz ar FLED a1 yafagmny
F faafor & I 7 °F w18 JrAwrdH
T8 3 IR ver 91 Fo g g
s AE1 € | AT RIAT mArT A wE frar
qr | Y AT W FTCF AFA7 39 717 |
wargr 98 @ 4 & v fagma aq
TZ1 § | TIAT & AGY AT A7 A wY ot
FAAIEA TR FIA S 17 & gF Ifrfear
syfey v Frar 1w aF 4t qrey gar §
forr & AT qART T 7, 48 far g fe
frams « fanlnr & fag ot «fer
arraer iy wrfas agraar drarg &
¥ Qg § e A afqr areaor fesg
a4 F BEAAGA WET F3T F QWY
2, WA WY AT FA T AT |
O SFHTAT F AT BAFTTAT P qrawr
HRTEG ¥ § IART AT WG FO |
a7 ft sfgg aroan fag % qracr
N wrE w7 7 qA0T JAT
quags R & faeg weamw a@r
ardr § wowr wgar § &5 W waqR
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& 1 0T et ot iy weare ff ovelt @
9t Wiy feg g & wrtar§ s aed
¥ dfwr e wgww, # W @
firwe we fe w19 g wTR frarefirert
% mragt w fewwfysre ofitfr o
*F | oy wred wfwreF § | wxa Wy
it Qv gt wewT wwdt § | oy affir
FIRAT A 0§ CwIET, wor wdey
W T T 6, W g forarr ¥ e Pl
9T ¥ 9 & o &% AfvT ag
WIIET TEY a9 AFAT §, WTOh WiwHTT
®1 ®fsT 7g FT AFA § |

AR T 98¥ T ¥ g gy fag
AT FTAEA T F1 s am w5 FHgar
ANZA T Fdr § 1 AT gAANGT T A
Fag qag 7o & gfon da frars arar )
IEA S FAT w97 B A AT S AT
Ff4ag@r at 5@ | w7 qQ@E AT
frg wy © mra ¥ w7 7 &, oM w4
RECCIRARCTE AU G TR SR
qFAFa 79 & T2 qF wEm w5
FEAT G wia (waq qwn §, & e
G T g0 —

WEqH WERE ¢ AT 97 §F ¢
ar &% (92 9 WIAT $30 TIT ITH 7

ot wree fagrdt aRd : A § fFaq

WET AT A T4 A A AIA Fe ol

st wow a® (wwET) @ qar fag
@I |

it wezer fagrdt wvoddt Sty e
Afeq fear g 96 § &ai fag ) Frar
& v e sy 91 fo Forey warg wr
FwqAT § dA0 faaq am §, 9w A5 Ag
dar fRa war @i, o €% AT 97
e g forg | SN § exAraF AT oAy
§ JrTadMraw wre wr WAt
2,0 ) ¥ quAr wgar g oF war 19
9T JTXT TMAFT AR A7 ¥ Ay
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W T wgeht g ¢ R
WY €T Y W Wiy Tg $% W T
& Rfow &t of e o B wd oiw wr
o oww NPy
& T /AT FT 9AS A FE FLIAT 9
wforr Y o 73t § e ag wver wima
# g @ O w§ & ory FogF araray
"ré w9 ¥ g qfvardgr  wxer
R B AT FTHRAAT | & Awwan g
AFAATL TA TTAT TAT, TAT T 77T
AR FTHAN FOAE | T A AARET
A %Y &90a &7 Tax1 AT § am¥
TTeA S TA T TCEy fug # a04 &
@ fwT e @177 Aeat Ay
Wfﬂhrcﬂ'a'm%tgal Ay AT
ATF A TAATEF AT § 907
MR AT MU TIAIYS Wear
TeA {7 5o F amT S arara
{wivesr qarsT 1% 4 75 frar &7
FiOATAF R [FIAET mFAT A
AT § 1 98 “Tn TR WAL T A T HT
I AW AATA’ A A7 10 G S
STA 1 & AqE § 7 29 124 aTH &
o T AL qT ST T #Y A @
AR TN R A EF vIerT R
ST R T OEAT ¥4 92 G415 g7
T Ry A A Wi A @
33 AVT I fRq WA AN Seray
FINF T 47 M HT 76 HaATH sl
&7 WA w0 . e T8 weAT
B FRT {747 74 & % G4 a5 oq7
T3 7oAl 7.7 W gmR WY F AT A Ay
T ATY ¥ AT AR 2 v @ 8
Fafir varr o7 QT qR v vy
Ram) At wg ol ot 59 8 33 & sawy
# TRl T wgar g1 A S frad
A R ES FET ST AT @A
7ISER ag e ar

‘FPleage refer to my remarks I
have sald at that time that
we whall take the Hotse into

off wzw fagrdy ot : F ¥ W
g 721 90 fF 78 9w 5qeT 9490
AT A ETFHT AT T | AT 48T
A AAT 7S |

VST REYAT © 9@ WT H1E 0T
ar fF 3o - §3 & f F7 A4AT AT
T FAT TINT T TF 7

it waw fagrdy awaa : 777 | 7
AEFIAC . qF AT FOo "5 E )
Ha T 4T Alo T7o Higo I WT YA
19T BT Wl T F Fan T4 FFCET
o7 IH7 120 o 170 5 ToFtomifoe
F T 90§ AT BT 0T LT 6T
BT TR ) Hro Dok Fo Freqrs
A AOZ,T T TR FIAGATHT A
N7 A 1T I TTEF FAET 7
fAT7 5177 7 F1aewa AR
F7 fra mar g1

Tl d =+ Tia BT Hirn
F T TATAGIE | 5 ARTE B AT
FFNTCA P AT IT oET
‘The CBI hag beep insiructed to
expedited the enquuy and
complete it ag early as pos-
sible 1 also want t0 mention
this 1 do nol want to say
that the Government alone
wil]l lopk at the results of the
CBI enquuy I want to as-
sure the House that when the
result of the CBI investiga-
tions arc known, GGoGwvern-
ment will take the House mto
confidence At that stage it
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[Sbri Atul Bibari Vajpayee

will be proper for the lig=
ment, for the House to con-
sider as to what proper steps
are to be taken for protecting
the righty of the hon. Mem-
bers. Government have said
that they are having an en-
quiry by the CBI and that the
matter can be conmdered after
the preliminary facts have
been gathered, after the in-
vestigation is over.”

wror Y W wgT @ ¥ grew
W orTETEr ] Y

7w ATAAT §TeR : WT  AAE
x&r?

oft srrw fagrdt woddy : g Sl
& A FA & AT 4 w7 A 7 99 faw A
T fean § 1 weaw ARy, a day fE
11 I & g7 7 faar wa, gt
T F 5T 11 QT FIYE g1 IT
1 7 ardra &1 fagare frar s 67
qr ? gEari Fgacer g |

W wwAa few: 11 mOE
¥ T @z g

off v fagrdt At 11 IR
WY ATIT T BT LT AT 1FZA 11
AT &1 AT F TT AL SATAFT TEY
&1 ¥ 129 FRTF AWT qA )
WT UE T F WAAT AG g7 w4
qg &9 gav & qEATT ROy F Ol
T’

o W WAl 1 onfae gl
SRTE® | 9% S afad arewor - fey
1 Arzr TEF FAH F T AR TAA¢
T T gr ¥ on @ E (saemw) T
e & AgY wear fw adosy Far a9
¥ TAg ¥R F s s a3 g

ot vitfa TRy N FFT LN
ot wew fagrd woddy . g 3T
fer war:

«] would like to submit here, Sir,
that these firms were not
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blacklisted, debarred or ndb~
existent. Nothing has been
brought to our knowledge to
warrant or raise doubts that
these licenceg have heen traf-
ficked into.”

qfer 7z waAr ¥ O W foar &,
3q & wg1 mar ¢ fF wvgd fowr W
e Fx foar wr § 1 w A
whafiaar w6 & we ¥ o @
o geft g€ & W SN ATeETRy
WP AW AT W qEd
‘E‘ﬂﬁﬁWQ'(ﬂffi‘Tﬂﬁtm—
Flawr 7@ 39, @ 6T IT B TR
wR W WTAET A7 WX IT WD
fare wroor AN+ oyt g, @ 9
& e wear g § 1 o aforea Al
AT AT AL FL AN ; A A AfeeH
% for 7ive 7 § | ag gl & grdr
g1 31§ t2X TR X AT T
e BE 0 A1 OIF TEAT JA1 AT AT
s 7o AT E P oz gar frard af
Y R A 7T 47 TR AT T ?

wegd AgRY, A g WAl 1
wfg7 fis aro Aro Mo FI TAAEHAA
R gor o AR AT, B A
T 9T T | AEEEEAl 7o §

“Investigations have also shown
that not only werg these licen-
ces granted to benami parties
but they had in turn been
sold at a premium.”

“The CBI bas asked the Com-
merce Ministry to seize goods
worth about Rs. 25,000—30,000
which had been imported age-
inst licences obtained through
Mr, Tul Mohan Ram.”

ot re ¥o fag W TwTAE FY,
o friwr gowe s & firg, At
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welr .. (wrwwrn) @o fo arfe I
w1 gFERd ¥ Ay ¥ ey fRar, W@
F AT ¥ arrErd w3 wY Adr & 0§
warT Hro o wrfo w1 afcorma o< qE=h
% 5 €T WHE FT §9 T8 A g9 4
& 9E % wE Far g 7 Y THe #o
fag 9g awo i wfww SO
frr & @9 4 ww fF =@
s qelt F aE RN IAUUFI
I ag =ff SPUTEIT wT AT Y | W
TE T qTERL At SgNreTT W ag
R @ 1o A ag e g e
1T FAT T9A FY G FY qE | %47 AG
T & 7 gErEwat & dte do o
F A ¥ ATHTT AT AT

ot A fag oy rga ¥
art ¥ g o fr ST X w9, o |

st wee fagrdt swdat ooy g
foid ama &1

ATIGT W€ | &7 § M7 TR
¥ {1 orAgT 7 §% FTEM 17 QAT
T "eTET 9 a1 7 A7 gF q
-3 A frar 91 | e "Aewr @
17d° 7Y &7 GF b HIwT 2T 7T 0
a4 WA, g AT & AW QA
12X & fr @ o aray S T FaEe
¥ farar &y oif 7 O F3ET 1
R a7 fafedrr F3%E A sra-za v
T S | WWT qEqT AW F ATEL
v zg favm fear srvar 7 & wgAr
T g—uR R favag & fr & @
# 917 & 7% @ g5 WK W wmd
i R AW FT F qR a4 B qAV
1T FT waw< T8 feqr @, o oW
AT HY SIGATEY G TN ST | ATERE
ITE T XH F9F # Y q9T ¥ G Qv
TET TN /| qF JTAGT TT Iy afq
TT I TAT FT AT W1 9T 90 Nefr
TEY #r o wafy § 1 R T w1 wfw
Araaer ferw ¥ wprarcer ¥y AN WY w1,
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st diferr ¥ waw WY proy fear &
fafyr weft & @2t & ey woq AR w9
& | T 7w %Y f&d @ mrered o
g fear mar 1 s ot g WD A
TR T AT AN AT R &7
wiforer waft vy & | g7 a7 F7 wogd
¥ ey T ST =1fRe 1 oo 3w WY
qHrE FT AT 2 ) W ITF fawg WY
AT §, I HX A F7 w7

% fegar Az g 5 owam walr
a8 ¥ faq sy @ @ am,
AT |TT 897 T, 497 wAfawc§  wqoAr
wfer & a= q¢ ag 9w fafase
FUE FT GARL | TGT F FT gH WIT G
T qEY FY AT

ot R faw ;. gRt 3R
WAl Wi W QT FTUA FLAT 9397 )
FATH WTFT O TITT 4T 7T 0T )

WeAR #ERE 777 g7 B ufH
AE T2, 1 qH 1T a4l IF7F
g7 OME I EOTT U LT 8OO
w7 G ag For r arew Az axdT

Al LeeaeaT [ g7 wr ¥
ufet & am T 2, A F&T e 37
Hga & o o a39T TR ?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: The
Home Minister, the Law Minuster and
the Commerce Minister—all the three
of them are here If they want, let
them say something We shall st till
mdnight if necessary

ST o fagrdt arwdat @
AT B §B T & AT HT X Byar

& | 9H I B AN ¥ AT IT R AN
& =nfag

aorw W : W 3@ we
=rEy & oY wfgT | W A & oy ary
Loaoruw wA QA ww?
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SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA REDDY:
1 will not take g long time

W WHIRA : W¥ T R E ¥
|7 W 0

SHR] K, BRAHMANANDA REDDY-
If you want me to reply now, I will
do ;t Otherwise, 1t can be done
tomorrow

W WEW ¢ AT W G, Z |
T e @3 guzgafam  w
TArN AT «FT7 W a7 fg= g=
T7 7 |

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

MR SPEAKER We will take up
the Calling Attention 1n the afternoon
Now Papers to be laid on the Table

NOTIFICATION UNDER INDUSTRIES
(DrVEIOPMENT AND RFGULATION)
Act

THE MINIS1ER OF STATE IN
1: E MINIS1RY OF INDUSTRY AND
C1VIL SUPPLIES (SHRI B P
MAURYA On behalt ot Shuu T A
Pai 1 by tolay on the Table
a cops of 1the Repgisiration
and Licensing of Industrial Unde:-
takings (Fifth Amcndment) Rules,
1974 (Hindi and Enghsh versions)
published in Notification No GSR
392(E) in Garzette of India dated the
17th Sepilember, 1974 under sub-
scetion (4) of section 30 of the
Industries (Development and Regu-
lation) Act, 1951 ([Placed in Library
See No LT-8506/74]

UxtoN PusLic SErvVice COMMISSIONED
(ExxmpTiON FROM  CONSULTATION)
AmvroMENT REGULATIONS, 1974 AnD
NOTIFICATIONS UNDER ALL INDIA SER-
vicEs ACT

THE DEPUTY MINISTER OF
HOME AFFAIRS (8HRI F H MOH-
SIN)* On behalf of Shri Om Mehta
I beg to lay on the Table—

(1) A ocopy ef they Usion Public
Commission (Exemption

Service from
Consultation) Amendment Regu-
lations, 1074 (Hindi and English

vermons) published in Notification
No. GBR 485(E) in Gazette of Inda
dated the 14th November, 1974, under
clause (5) of article 820 of the
Constitution together with an expla-
natory memorandum [Placed in
Lsbrary See No LT-8506/74)

(2) A copy each of the following
Notufication (Hindi and Englsh
versions) under sub-section (2) of
section 3 of the All India Bervices
Act, 1951 —

(1) The Indian Admmustmative
Service (Fixation of Cadrc
Stiength) Eleventh Amend
ment Regulations, 1974 pub
lIished 1 Notification No
GSR 890 in Gazette of India
dated the 24Lh August 1974

(1) The Indian Admunstrative
Service (Fixation of Cadre
Strength) Th rteen Amend-
ment Regulations 1874, publt
shed in Notification No GSR
373(E) 1n Gavsettn of Indn
dn‘ed the 24th August, 1974

(m) The Indien Admmstiative
Sertice (Pay) Elcv tl
Amendment Rules 1974
published in Notification No
GSR 3M(E) mn Gazetty o
Indya dated the 26th Augu-t
1974

(iv) The Indian Adminstratine
Seivice (Fixation of Chdrt
Strength) Twelfth Amend-
ment Regulations, 1974 pub
hished ;n  Noticetion No
GSR 375(Ey in Gazetle of
India dated the 26ih August
1974

(v) The Indian Admimsiritive
Service (Pay) Tenth Amend
ment Rules, 1974, publihed
in  Notfication No GSR
376(E) in Gazette of Irdi
dated tha 26th August, 1974

(v1) The Indlan Administrative
Service (Fimation of Cadre



