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TWE Ifsmaw NaF wifear
W E 1w EgA § wm AR A ? agt
uifs &1 s & aAy F A,
A Wefafrgaw w1 wrwar § gy
FHAT I A 0 Fygad Ta WA
T W AFRF grama Gar Fed s @
€1 ¥ wgar s g T ¥
0% feoelt 3 oot 1 Fare &
T 9T A d@ F@ ¥ fd, gt A
gea 5t famea & fa3, sreqart e
ATWE

afay FTFIT 5@ WS § A
T AT fam @i =t aree far mar
ITH Gre, Tg /A AW

Wt AW ww A (gEanR)
garafa wEew, T zrgw T faes
fequam aft suw g ag ANCEAW AT
TagHEr g #iT agt . fag gs Er
aTEE gW Oa 0 gar W H R 4
aturig § fF agr o #1% F¥gAT a1 gal
TET F wrEAd arya g gi g1 &
7&f aawar g 5 o9 oo &1 famed &
fa¥ g @ SarE W ¥
Srgat § fF gasr Qvr 9 o} Tz
1 TF 9T T4 27 Tifgd

MR. CHAIRMAN: You are repeating
what Shri Madhok has said. The Minister of
Parliamentary Affairs, Shri Raghu Ramaiah,
has taken note of the submissions that have

been made by the two Members. He will
convey it to the Government. .. . (Interruption)

14.08 hrs.

MOTION RE : TWELFTH REPORT OF
COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES
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A sgFedr agar § foA QeT
SEITT 9T g9 4G g9 gri 47 98
qEITT 9T 9EH /X gEY TE™ 9 1E

¥ g ?

amafa wgaq : gy al A wfae-
W & fag aYfag

St 7y fowd :9=f @1 @7 @
grta ?

§ weqrq F3am § ¢

“ff ag s fairaifae afafa &
qrgd sfadgs 9, oY 24 FaFay,
1970 &t @t & g frar war ar
fra swr g

MR. CHAIRMAN : Motion moved :

“That this House do consider the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi-
leges presented to the House on the 24th
November, 1970."

! 7y fowd : gawr o Fa
qg @gd quAr g AT 1966 ¥ ¥
fto Qo &Hro ¥ gt 504 feqtd arferar-
e damy i S 3@ a9 ¥ W W
fedt 7 fedt &7 ¥ gza & faaear
W | AMEr g g R 99 A
¥ gidafas g7 § AT U@ FrEW
AT 9T W q G I NG TEIT
FHY e+ g A g A Gaar feaw
ar fs fagwi & e wemar saem o
ga% fad dwi #1 agufa & of afsw
IgH 75 WA | N ¥ F O ag
@t fF &1 & I St FEET AT
T WA 98 §9 qU1d T qrEATEA
it i fergeam o v garm wra, S¥914
&1 71 ag fadai &1 faala &30 1 @rg
WY TaF W H IF O WHARH
Y faofa gam ar )
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T fe To HYo ¥ TH ATHA I AT
F @ 39 gng ¥ oo wfeT = Ao
o qiY gge ¥ afafs @Y A T
SgE FT TAT AR & o4 A
gfafy &t AR s@ F1 wE fFm
g1 faad weeaey gfafs & am@w
e @9 fafrst Y aar g ar W
gifafger &, AT &1 WY AT |
T grga 7 giAfa %1 99 awg 9g Far
fe faa daem & g o gEeT &y g
ot f5 g7 7@t F1 qu fear s, afafa
Fgarfs s faw e A gl
F ATAE T A FLrL 51 3AF @
¥ gAEET 77 97 | T 9% A7 qEq A
21 5 gad a3 awg A 7orgw 9
arafasar T @t ? qreafagar g 9
ff s oo & FRNT F F1aiAg
F gt fecdt &w FEe gast ags
@ ox o qur @1 5 e gEar
FT T AIAT § HIT ITH 31F AE
gwmET T a1 5 gEEr 9g waed
5 w2 fedy 7 frdt fadeht oF & o
fafa & o & su3 @ afgd, &5
ME T Fak {0 e aig
WM ¥ 7g T W g3 A o o
e & @aa &7 1 IF THG qHe dlo
gl Agq A9 F AR I9F qAY I«
WIR & HBaag A s @rarar
TET 9TER F1 F9 a1 fF ag qig aea
AT AR Fgy 5 ag T e §
AR e &F g g o wf oy,
¥ T3g gerar QT 91 FX gawar fan
Tar a1 | AfFA qHo  #HTo FESIT T
99 GHI W@ A FEE I T AW
Hagi 9T Ig@ g | SAF qUT I
FHE 9 W TE | g FHSA F &
e ¥ HIAT A Hggafa T SrLw Iq
¥ g @ @ 9 IR far e iy
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T A A gE A IEF A ¥ gulw
gt ar | afpa aiw @ 71 F frads
FAEY % o giq faar m@r 9 o IEH!
w0 wiT FE el 9 1 g A
¥, aig dga ¥ AR AYT JAT FEI
fom afawrfat w1 7 am faar & sasr
gae g Wifgy ¥ e w@g fedr
fred gz ag=ar wnfey av 1 afea afafa
%mm?ﬂﬁfﬁ#i&ﬁ:;Qoiﬂo
¥ qraa g3 1A & af o, ey s
fF dfo go dYc @ wmme Y 3 | dro
To #lo 7 uw v gfafa F1a7 #it A
3 afafs & aofr st fegiE & &= o
To Hto #T e &, vav < fagwr-
fasr gfafa & faa fear ok 9ad
qg fvig fear f 9% o1 frond §
A A AWM AT § | 97 fAswel &Y
A AU | A |

# ¥ faowd arar fgzar qrar &

gamfa g : § FJroFr ST &=
315 &t g &I9aT qAGIT § 1 W
faamg 9T §7 GAT FATAT WLT FAC |

ot 7 food : 937 mfas @1 wew
L ATAT qVET ATGAT § AV AT IEHT
L
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st ®e wWe wEAl (#gR) :gw

i frast 2 9% & 5 g aren
LR

MR. CHAIRMAN : Rule 315 reads thus ;

“Before putting the question to the
House, the Speaker may permit a debate on
the motion, not exceeding half an hour in
duration, and such debate shall not refer
to the details of the report further than is
necessary to make out a case for the consi-
deration of the report by the House.”

SHRI NATH PAI (Rajapur): I move
that time allotted for Shri Madhu Limay's
motion be extended to 2 hours,

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam): What for
does he want two hours ?

SHRI NATH PAI : How much time does
my hon. friend want ?

L3
SHRI RANGA: The PAC has already
gone into this matter.

SHRI NATH PAI : I think leave is granted
and the House agrees to my motion, and so,
let us conlinue with the debate.

AN HON. MEMBER : How does he say
that the House agrees ?

SHRINATHPAI: I did not hear any
opposition to my motion.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Since we are governed
by this rule and there is a specific fule on the
subject, unless a motion is moved for the sus-
pension of the rule. ...

SHRI NATH PAI : So far as debates are
concerned, in this case, I do not think that
suspension of the rule is required or will be
justified. If there is an allotted time, then the
House is absolutly within its competence and
right to make a motion to extend the time, If
Shri Ranga wants less than two hours, we can
make adjustments.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS, AND SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH) :
Let us make it one hour.
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SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE
(Kolaba) : I wani to bring to your notice one
small point....

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH (Rohtak): It
should not be more than one hour. We agree
with the hon. Minister.

SHRI DATTATRARYA KUNTE: As
far as rule 315 is concerned, it refers only to
the consideration of the report, and, therefore,
the House can discuss the motion and dispose
of it within half an hour. But there is another
motion which has been moved by Shri Madhu
Limaye, for which there is no time.limit. You
have, in your wisdom, asked us to speak on
both the motions at the same time. Had there
been only one motion, for the consideration of
the report, then we could have finished it
within half an hour. But because you have
asked the House to discuss the second motion
also for which there is no time-limit, as far as
I am aware of the rules, therefore, this ques-
tion of balf an hour need not be there at all,

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let it be one hour
Government are also agreeable to one hour.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Shri
Nath Pai is under the impression that rule 315
is binding on us, and he has therefore moved
for extension of the time. When there is no
time-limit, and there is a motion before the
House, nobody should really try to fix a time-
limit at this stage. Let the debate go on,
and at a later stage, the House may decide
whether the debate should conclude or not.

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : I think the
the general consensus is to bave one hour for
this debate.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : No. no.
There is another motion before the House for
which no time has been allotted. So, let the
debate go on and then the House can decide.
There is no reason for Shri Nath Pai’s motion

at this stage.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : What is your
decision ?

MR. CHAIRMAN : We have extended it

to one hour.
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st wy foed : Tt wENE, A
arad Fat § afafa 7 93 0 aOw®
A 2 fe aig arga # AT I€L g
AfrT dar a@ wmar } fF SR ag
ST F A | gE Ay FAH afafa
¥ e & 5 smam & At ¥ A A
¥ ey & quaTd W A qFo o THAT
¥ wd aer afafs w1 g0 feav o wfafa
ywg & f ag el @Aaergid,
gl el A &7 JFAE g1 &, Al
gfafy aga e & | afufy seh @ fe
et av g &, wfea

Tt did not tantamount to misleading the
Committee’s

aga wr & afafa | dra A &
ar & afafs ¥ Y g@o dto gl A

qu A oA P F WARHTS
44 qx faar W@ oE & 9ATR 98 FT

Wﬂmﬁ

“The Committee have accordingly
reached the conclusion that Shri 8. C.
Mukherjee did not correctly present the facts
to the Public Acconts Committee during the
course of his oral evidence on the question
of the changes made in the bank guarantee
form. The Committee are, therefore, of the
opinion that Shri 8. C. Mukherjee has com-
mitted a breach of privilege and contempt
of the House by mis-representing the posi-
tion in the matter and thereby misleading
the Public Accounts Committee. The fact
that such a contempt has been committed
by a responsible public servant of Shri S. C.
‘Mukherjec's position has increased the
gravity of the offence’.

€@ T FT g1 Aga ATH T gar
T T 4T, AfeT g ¥ I AHET
¥ faeTs BIE FIEATEY TG FT | TAAT
&, vEw e §
e ¥ AT g VAT CATE FAL
& Jada a1 gEAY FFT @

DECEMBER 2, 1970

Tivelfth Rap. of Committes 400
of Privileges

¢ s gTHIT ¥ ST a8 WwwT Bve faa
WA | 4g AW FHT F I @
org faar a1 ? T@ @@ aw faw @R
¥ 3@ @ WO AW AW AN
#ix wrel §7dt &1 gE@A wO AW
wFaT ¥ faars € sE@gr agf w7,
frm goee ¥ Sgw SewA fan, 9w
g I d qgt gma AT @ g fy
IT ARTL FV AT A T FT9 IFH! AT
fear

s greft & A qvay faega wqT
3'@“‘“’"‘.@% T4, Eﬁ?ra':"
e &9 F a1 o, fogsd g
FT ATHAT § AT TR FT TFIA FA
& ATHAT § | TO® A8 ¥ 9feqs THE-
g F9E1 ¥ Fgrg 6 s sy
T 79 a® & 36 Foow Y 9% TG
FCWIE | A IAF AL § Frdardy
G AT JT AAAG GIE G A
dle ¥ Wgy & araie €, gEife &
s g F oawR 39 g F@
qrer 1 -

Afer ot gEelt F1 O A
T g W F wAAT afafy & @
g3 T T, FAW, W F aw@
q5T AT RA1, W@ FEEET § -
AT FET | IFF IR H IR IR
FW &1 FIX FIETLH w40 §¥q far
oy, 9 A aw F Ag At § 1 AT
g ATAAT GIHTT Y &g faar agr,
¥ A1 FETET H AH AT Ay § R
FAA # @z ¥ fay ouel a0 @
g—arE 7 wrf Tear st § ) gaR
are ot gl dar-—frqe & mgr—ag
et Y A F—AT A farers W
s TG @it (o B fedfe
TAS T ATHAT, FIAT FT ACHAT, Tt
q<T IITAT 9T, [ FT 99 AfGH0ET I
 d-fee @ w1 A far
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T P gw a # ofs gErdeq SR
B fogd 3 1 gere A s@w A ¥
w1 frar 2 gy warq &y 9T 3w A
T FA F o qqar g7 123 § 1 3T+
wE AT gfgae qgam & fay Ot =
e 5 oy §, % My Euw
TIAT HAA A E | w4 AT ;AT FH
A I ARG B FA FAT AT 4 ¢
TA qIG @ T G FaATAT ST A F
A H aa @ B A o fag
¥ Ted  FIH oGT AT § AT sy
AT qEAMT T W A T FH W
g1 S wraew & wf ?

garw ag § fF aiq ama & @
O fFar T § s Afea A g
I 79 F A T@AT AGAT §, A
QAT gaegy o Ag¢ ater war &, faa
ATE T § oA §

“Now, my contention is that the whole
story woven by Mr. Wancchoo about am-
biguity, about two possible interpretations,
as also about not translating and conveying
properly the Finance Ministry’s instructions
to the Steel Controller is a concoction pure
and simple. There was absolutely no basis
for thisstatement. What is more important is

that Mr. Wanchoo knew that there was no
basis for making this observation.”

wEa ¥ Ag oA-suagR 937 3w
forad ag arfaw giar § i sgolf @gw
¥ gz fafredl & wvsdtaeor wi ar a1
ag I fear wav v 9EF a0 =t
g s F g Ty § fF gl
afrafiad, ot | gg¥ ofrafad wr 41 ?
fex o afafy F 93w SF I a0
FT {ar | #\r gA FIC g AT TE
ver @ fe qfs ot aig Ao dro g
g w@ far afafy A faars #1E
FIAITE AL FET T 7 IAHT FIL0
O gww ¥ A amar g oA ALH
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afafa ¥ gamr a® 7g, s &1 A%
ag | 9T 7 Wt A qEyr T 0F 9w
F1q gfafr % arey wargr A7 AE &,
@ AT AT FIEFW A TA-SAIGI B
g & o A1 wa d faar gar
¢ 5 oas gamar faar @ evsdrswr
1 warg foar g+ fox ot afufa
Wt oFg A A FW 31 TG IR
A FTR 1 az arfe &Yoo TFo § AR—
¥ wgar T argar—srnrd &1 are
F UT H IIR AT GFT AFATE 7
FfeT form =t gwslt &1 afafy & over
2, 3% faars it ag ge7 IR FA

Ffgas @

qay gy # gy aw ¥ afasrd
F1 997 FTAT IFAT E | W FW W few
gfamd &1 gaa s Tfge ax
T g7 AT 9ifzd, gasr §F S=9f FAr
Tigar § | ifeaw f1ad Fre N v
191 & g cfadg & art § war
T g

“Whoever being legally bound by oath
or by an express provision of law to state
the truth, or being bound by law to make
a declaration on any subject, makes any
statement which is false and which hejeither
knows or believes to be false or does not
believe to be true, is said to give false evi-
dence.”

qra 193§ @ig | ®y a9 g
TFal & AT AT A rAwAr )

X Fargg m AT Wema ¥
qr—t g qrf qar @Fa & 5 e
Fgr ar-f5 ‘o uw gwrfaes o A
wrEEE’, SHr A AT T &
WHT gH Fgn R g 5 ‘qrfam
wafre vz wiE Aredmw 1" W@ g
ara F g1 gt Tfgy, Tgi & ara fo
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[ agfana ]

wawt srg g A e o -
AAA HEEAT FT A aFAID gt @
R 5@ qEAE &7 Freor 4T & ?oFan
T §1 T TG F AMGHIC TGl § 7

& ¥ mifqaried dfsze & g2 90
qC ¥ FAA UF @ AW 9FH AT
RIS

“The power of commitment is truly

decscribed as the key stone of parliamentary
privilege.”

TAFT F-LT FET AATE |
sit T fag ¢ fRadt 3 as

st vy fowd : & 39 97 et Fmar

s’ :

“In modern times the indispensability

of the power of commitment of anybody

responsible to public opinion, whether these

- functions are legislative or judicial, has been
amply demonstrated by experience.”

ga# w31 T & fF e faar . swdrr
' o grew o foiseefeg § oww o8
afasre § o ¥ g7 afasd &1 gwa=
A FWE

ol gFE ¥ A e feaw ¥ 3w
Frgafwr g i agr & f5 wrww & o
faama quest & g@ afasR 1 Q@9w
fear & 1+ ag quet frar @1 s
g5z 192 97 Y Jargr faxr & ¢

“In one case in 1956 the Rajasthan
Vidban Sabha committed eight persons to
jail to serve a sentence of fifteen dsys im-
prisonment for contempt of the Honse. In
the other case, in 1960, the Madhya
Pradesh Vidhan Sabha committed four
persons to prison for contempt till further
orders of the House.”
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T ¥ ag sy nar § Fe fedt oY
a1 #t It frgz @rit 99 @A ¥ o= TF
ZISW ATF FTHT FT AT 27 7 J(GHIL
grafem agi w1 g7 s amlav ¥
% § | IAHT OF WA FT AT ST E
AR IgE a AT Far g1 A F
a9 3 95q € a1 ©H g7 uEEddE
Fgraar & | dfew g gEi A oS
afeamar a9 & AT 1| qwre A A
fF w21 S 7 o qe I T gy
@ T Ag 20 @ aF qEA AT
ar 20 ardte a% a1 22 ardE aF FT
IqF A WA aF wsgafa amgarw Agr
FWE T aF AT &7 I 2 qFT F
fea &% 20 Faw, 25 o a7 @19 @9
# wat 7dt 91 @ # fad wiv A 2 fx
gra faq £t gaF = & 57

yeaq WEIRT, T FAT G IH
g &t S g frar 7 A gvAw
ag STEgT § AT 9wt fagma § F
T AW & IEATE ) ag 15 AT
1968 &' gann | gwik ArAg fax fade
TF & AT IF ART UL 1 WA A | 2o
w gav fag &1 99 & aff FTw@ g
qATeq FiAq & 1T T & qg TaH
Fige AT AW @e Afar )
T g fag &7 qng oA agw &
arw g ffag ) IR RTT ag & :

“This House that the p
calling himself Shri Gopal Tripathi who
threw some papers from the visitors’ gallery
on the floor of the House at 3 p. m. today
and whom the watch and ward officer took
into custody imn diately has itted a
grave offence and is guilty of contempt of
this House. This House further resolves that
he be sentenced to simple imprisonment
till 6 p. m. on 18th November, 1968.”

A o A AT Aoy A R w A
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Fr sy @ty 7 fat ¥ frdre 2@
fear | Hagr 7 ar, w7 ¥ g9 o
41 1 s fet @ frQw g fwar o
0% J9% 99 AGTAIG ! oKk FA ¥
o wgrear o & z@ @ § wifgd
TR ST ¥ | IR A Feg ¥ AN
¥ ¥y w3feat ¥ W awex sai fer
1T I A7 fea N 7 27 § 1 wifa-
T ST FA ¥ fad i B &
AT A AW FT 3 TR W E Frad
far ffer e Az ¥ g aw P
9T & 39S 97 F e fav xa T
I FWIE a1 aft R Faw gaw
% & samr e Ay ag
FAE T g 1 A T ¥W R AN
o & g7 &l 1 w9g-99g fa3F gfe
FAFH A MG F, AT F I
¥ ag A9 T1a @ g fear ag @ fo
W gz @7 fa7 Y a9 QF gAF A
gifagel saga #33 & fay TqFrd
1 TH 3T W 3@ aIg WA &
gadr & f5 ot g3 wardy 2w &Y, o
o afufy &1 grag 37 & fifgg S
IUHT {17 1A fer Ay gow A A www
WE " (vmwama) " HY @ ogra faw w
weard fear 8, anq X SAEn AR §
ot va% fa¥ seara ST aFF §1

ot ®o wWro @AWl : AfFT g A3
aifager a3 €1

ot g fowd : ag Y T @nga &,
q0 ggar g f5 i da €Y aFEd
FE FT KW g 7 & | L AF
qada A $7A0 & a1 I A ag F I
FFT E | AT L IAHT QAT § ar
Y grgE & g ] F fa¥ A9
g5 ¥ @iy § awell S gl arear
a1fgg
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FEqH AEAR : TAFR AT o AT
a9 FF AE GO & T qEEs FE
AT F & ar gA AV FaEAT Q@
& 1 37T wrwar gia o § 1 AfFR A
@A AR AmET §, A1 H1AF
FAE! At 1 F 7 I @ g ) aUA
F2d & fr frt gaaw s1dwa %7 o
¢l & | €9 AIaq, €55 AAEA, FIH
g 101 98 =g gwEd ¥ graieag
agig?

O AT AT faaga aeeg Y

=t aq fomy : faage s==m g 1
IH WA FT AAAT ATH AT AT @I
21 AT I9 WF K JT e A G &
FEAT A1ZAT § AV F opew off ¥ FEgAT §
f& ame aga sarar @ faedare 7 afd,
FERT FE FY GIFTT ATTH g9 ¥ F8f ar
@ &, ot foredard & 9 ¥ aw a
1 7T ITEY | AT Q1 AYorarq §, AaHy
FTE JT&T FI FEIT gl § | W AR HT
Fr§ aedt Ft I Gl & 1 9 738 AN
§ Ig TS TET FT HA § g 97
¥ 5 ger &1 FEaTw fFar g€ g
@ fad ot ag T d Ay g
afsq A 3 ga A N § S wrd
wedy agl | gafad & & sAfeql & g9y
T T § A ¥4 A & wraEr
geigT @R Aqr @EER-farsgfg qar
HOA FTONT W FIAN T F AT
SEITE FT THGT Frior |

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar):
I move my amendment.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Not now.

wo W g fag : s, &
=t ag fowdr of &1 ot wEaTT & 99 S
% g8 aul & ggae TG AT N 39
IR Fgl IAFT JEI-Y&4 AT H1 AGT
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[3ro T g fog)

FAE W GA FWEA ZRT I
I g§ wads ¢\ wifs 1@ gaT A
ag sifawe & i s w1 W e et
FL AT IEW! FAT A T GAAT 4 TIA
F EAT g A g gfee ¥ 3@ aw ot
g A ag duer R ar & e o
™ & wAred # gar o foag am &
T &Y anfpgx aifas 6y @, 9aF
fees F1dardy @27 #, 39 A &
wAar § A F3T F14agr g Tifay
fawd frdt &Y o aig & O fgema
9% fF @i ¥ ag w aw 9N
R | afFT agi qu IwwR w1 A ga_
wiar & | fagd @ @il ¥ o wafaai
W AET A QA @ ¢ 9 F fawqm
& ¥ ST A FgAT WX qg  TAfAGT
aifsa g1 95 § wifs i< frafa oY
anard fear mar & UV F1 W I
wrgam AR T §g wd wAarfgai g9
g #§ gg 9A ard aial & 99 39
F1 AP FE ANGAT 971 AT A W
HFIX F1 Aafaal F a9 aR A F
wE Fha-Fds afww §, soea
FOT-F09 37 920 g1 § A §W0T 91
fNwa wgf 500 sfy faew =7 gMT
Fifgd agi 1800 wfq famea & 1 af amx
ggd ®1 F3C FEAF FET TAav e
gt 9 w1 Fifgy #qifs &
FAT F TEWA F AEAWF TG § 9
g FEgHl § QW ATEHA F @G §
F4ifH THe Hro FFell & Y aF Awfmar
R A1 4 TFR R AR T Ao
q@R ¥ § 1 g8 Ho gHT ST ATY
¥t 99 wfaat 37 arEt ag 9w
2@t & ag wgm fF grow 5@ @@
feegds 39 felt gat A F T
Ffsa g T o gaw g fw @ ama
fom 1 g Y A AN T agA g A%
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gua § AfFT o A Y s oy, &
9FaT AE § AN sHEH H1°°

st q®o QWo A : ATT TZ AIFI
@A gua ¢ ot gy gyl =i 59 §,
qg AETCAGT F400 |

o T gAn fag : T AT AT oA
T g GRYT GIFT F FQQ @ ar
FIHC FA AL N | ¥T a S

st gae qWe wWet  (Ar) ¢ A
A &7 gRdA w91 8 frar afew
AT A ITAFER F AT E

wo TW gAn fag: A9 T E
wim & $g g0 ag wgm, @
qrgaT g | aY 839 & sfawd s gfaa
@y gu AT ag e & fr as7 9w
mfpat #1 a3, ggi a5 Winiz w3
T GIFTX T AW 3, TR F [947
g1 FX, IFHIF TG FL, LI F1 T
w37 2 e dfaara # qrei & garfas
A sfgFan @9 § IF a@ IFE 2|
afea & ag Wt adf 1gar § f dfaam
1 IFIT GG FL | I9F N afqFw
&, 3g g1 8, afeT afgsaq g 791
% arifs g #t afag & I3y am
SAq AR A A, FHF T /AT
oF @ AAa g &, g ¥ Aq 9w
fag® =@ omar s F A Fafd
AT 1T A AT

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam): Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, I wish to express our sense of grati-
tude to the Public Accounts Committee and
the other Members of the House who have
rendered signal service in laying their finger
on this particular officer and finding him guilty.
It is not always so casy to catch hold of people
like this. They are very highly placed, as Mr.
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Madhu Limaye said, and are bhighly connected
and then highly involved in ministerial politics.
My hon. friend had stated that this has been
going on for the past 10 years, Isay this bas
been going on for the last 24 to 25 years ever
since the Swaraj Government has come.

The persons holding the Ministry and the
various other Ministries might have been diffe-
rent but the party that has held office has been
the same. Only a part of it has come over to
our side now. But otherwise, the guilty
political force was the same. The Public
Accounts Committee, from time to time, has
been warning the Government to take neces-
sary action against such officers who have been
responsible for more heinous crimes and at
whose doors more directly the guilt was traced.
And yet, it was always possible for the Govern-
ment to come and say later on that the
concerned officer had retired, or had gone
out of service, for some reason or other or had
died and therefore he could not be punished.

We have heard 30 manyscandalsattached to
quite a number of industrial housesand one
of them was condemned by this Iron and steel
Ministry itself and other Ministries too and
their name was placed in  the blacklist; that
was Aminchand Pyarelal. There were several
others also who had committed similar crimes
against our society. They could not be brought
to book; they could not be named ; they could
not be condemned by the Government them-
selves.

Who is this Government ? These Ministers.
These Ministers do not sign onany paper;
they do not make themselves responsible for
anything ; they generally go scot-free. But
they give instructions to those officers either
wrongly or consciously or unconsciously, and
sometimes in collusion with those officers, and
those officers have got to put their signatures
because they are not afraid of Parliament;
they are not afraid of the public; they are
protected by their covenants of service ; also
they are protected by the political authority of
these ministers, and therefore they go scot-free.
‘The Ministers escape; and inthe end the
public interest is being victimised. Long last
here was one officer who was fortunate or
unfortunate enough to get himself caught by
the public Accounts Committee and some MPs,
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Tt is very rare. It has not happened before
that any such highly placed officer could come
to be directly involved in such a discovery.
This gentleman has come to be discovered in
this manner.

Who is to be condemned? Isit only this
officers? What about the ministers who are
behind over a period of years ? These ministers,
of course, cannot be caught hold of and con-
demned. Even if one can place his finger on a
particular minister—A, Bor C—we know what
has happened in regard to the then years of
forgetfulness in this House. Therefore, this
House has been extremely indulgent, most
unfortunately for the country aod for the
House itself, indulgent not because the opposi-
tion has been sleepy but because the great
majority that takes decisions over such matters
prefers to sleep and help the House to sleep.
‘That is how they have been escaping. Why
do we find the necessity of taking this action
at all? It is to warn not only this officer but -
the whole gamut of officers who are helping
the ministers in executing many of their deci-
sions, recommendations and wishes, which are
whispered behind the ministerial doors. It is
to warn these officers not to continue the
present practice of their doing the dirty work
on behalf of many of these ministerial poli-
ticians and others who have made politicsa
kind of practice like lawyers and doctors.
Lawyers and doctors have every legitimate
right to carry on their practice. But these
politicians have not got that legitimate right
to carry on this practice, but this practice has
been going on through controls, licences and
permits, ever since we -achieved freedom. It
was there during the British days, Then our
leaders said, they would like to hang them by
the lamp-post. But the moment they came
into power, what happened? The man who
made himself responsible for that expression is
gone to make his peace with God, if he belie-
ved in God. But so many of us who believed
that he was going to implement it are here on
that side as well as this side to pay the penalty
of our apology to the country for our failure.
So many of us have been complaining about
this regime of controls. You may giveit any
name you like, socialism etc., but controls
have come to be a social crime in our country.
They have come to bean umbrella under
which all kinds of social ills gould grow and sl
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sorts of criminals could prosper. They prosper
under the protection of not only controls but
fathers of those controls, namely, ministers,
over decades.

The ministers could not use all these powers
directly themselves because, thank God, thanks
to this democracy, they are not entitled to pass
any orders themselves and put their own signa-
tures to those orders. But unfortunately for
this democracy also, it gives them the privilege
of not affixing their signatures and still getting
dirty things done through the signatures of
these eminent officers.

There was a time in England when officers
used to refuse to put their signatures unless
they were completely satisfied about the bona
fides of the action that they had to take. But
that time was gone even in England during
wartime. We never had such a regime after
we achieved our swaraj.

That is how carlicr there was a scandal over
the Mundhras. Now, we have got all these
scandals—one, two, three, how many ?>—from
the jeep scandal right down to this, and all
these politicians, ministers and other people,
have escaped. This gentleman has at long last
come before us. Now, what shall we do with
him ?

We want to punish him, admonish him and
castigate him before the whole country. That
itself is big enough punishment. On top of it,
we want this Government, led and formed by
these ministers, to humble themselves for once
before this House and accept the decision of
this House that they should punish this man
and make a report to this House ; otherwise,
they would escape again saying, “We have
taken suitable action against this officer’, as
they have been escaping by giving such excuses.
Let them make a report to us. Then we shall
see whether they have given appropriate
punishment to this man or not, whether they
have behaved well or not or whether somehow
or other they have whitewashed the whole
thing because they would be white-washing
their own faces.

This is the punishment that we are suggest-
ing. My chon. friend, Shri Madhu Limaye,
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would not be satisfied with this much punish-
ment. He would like him to be sent to jail.
That is the only bone of contention. Whether
he should be sent to jail or mot, is a question
on which I am not quite clear, )

SHRI SURENDRA NATH DWIVEDY
(Kendrapara) : Having had previous jail ex-
perience.

SHRI RANGA : If it is only possible to
send the ministers to jail, I would say, “Yes",
but most unfortunately the concerned ministers
have not been found guilty in such a direct
manner and only this poor fellow could be got
hold of. He is only their tool, He is only one
among many such officers who have done their
dirty work. Therefore I would like to bea
little merciful to him.

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : Nottous?

SHRI RANGA : Not to the ministers ; only
to this officer who has dome their bad work
and has been their victim and their tool.

Therefore, through this arrangement, I
would like this House to give a warning to all
the officers that whatever may be the protest
that they would be getting from these ministers,
it would never be possible for them all to
cscape from punishment at the bar of public
opinion of this country and at the bar of this
House ; and, also, that it would not be possible
for them to get umbrage all the time from these
rministers, that a day would come, when, as is
the case with this officer, they would be
punished not only by this House butalso by the
very same masters who are responsible for their
wrong acts for which this officer is being
punished today.

MR. CHATRMAN : Shri Vajpayee.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: On a
point of order. Has the amendment been
moved ? -

MR. CHAIRMAN : No.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: When
will it be moved ? The speeches are all on the
amendment.
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MR. CHAIRMAN : I know.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Then 1
will mention my point of order.

SHRI NATH PAI : Either the amendment
is moved or it is not moved.

MR. CHAIRMAN : It is not moved be-
cause the amendments are to item 9.

SHRI NATH PAI : A point of order can=
not be raised on a matter which is not before
the House. IfI heard Shri Kunte rightly, he
suggested that in case the amendment has been
moved, he would like to raise a point of order.
Then you replied that there was no amend-
ment before the House. If there was no
amendment, a point of order could not be
raised in a vacuum or on a non-existent item,

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: That is
all right. The speeches are being made as if
the amendment was befo.e the House.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is because I
permitted discussion of both items 8 and 9
simultaneously. In order to avoid a second
speech by them, they are making their point
of view clear at this stage.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : Taking
as if the amendment is before the House, a
point of order can be raised.

MR. CHAIRMAN : When item 8 is adopt-
ed, item 9 will come up. %

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: The
difficulty is this. Speeches are b‘eiug made as
if the amendments are before the House. So,
I must make my point at the earliest oppor-
tunity. ’

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
We fail to understand this. If the amendment
has not been moved, how can both the motions
be before the House ?

MR. CHAIRMAN : I permitted a simul-
tancous discussion of both items 8 and 9.
Whatever the amendmects to item No. 9 may
be, they can be taken up only after item No.
8 has been adopted.
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SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Since
you have allowed discussion on item No. 9
also, along with item No. 8, amendments to
item No. 9 also come in. The amendment
given notice of by five hon. Members reads :

“That in the motion,—

JSor “‘committed to jail custody fora

week"

Substitute—

“summoned before the bar of the
House and be reprimanded and the House
do further recommend that the Government,
in the light of gravity of the offence, ad-
minister to Shri S. C. Mukhurjee maximum

punishment under the law and report the
same to this House.”

So far as it says “summoned before the bar

‘of the House and be reprimanded®, it is proper.

Whether it is sufficient in the circumstances
of the case or not, I am not discussing at this
stage. But the other part of the amendment,
recommending to the Government to punish
the officer creates a difficulty. Could a judge
ask someone else to pass a sentence ? The
judge can pass a sentence. If it is banging,
the executioner will hang him. Ifit is confine-
ment to jail the jailor will confine him to jail.
May I point out to those five hon. Members
who have given notice of this amendment....

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH: Six members.
I am also there.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: I am
concerned with the names given here. Any-
how, the more the merrier. He should also
enjoy the joke. It may will happen thata
lawyer like me, on behalf of Shri 5. C.
Mukherjee, may take up the stand that the
Government could not punish him as an agent
of Parliament and whatever punishment they
want to inflict he will go scotfree, because this
punishment is only for giving {alse evidence
before a Committee of Parliament. So, I
want to point out to those hon, Members that
even if this amendment isa adopted Govern-
ment will not be able to punish him. So, I am
raising it.

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY :
Shri Kunte has raised a point of order which
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goes into the merits of the amendment. My
difficulty is this, Though you have stated that
both the motiors are before the House for dis-
cussion, unless the first motion is adopted no
amendments can be moved to the second
motion. In order to avoid this difficulty I
would suggest that since there is unanimity in
this House about the first motion that the
report may be discussed, let the first motion be
put to the House and adopted. Then amend-
ments can be moved to the second motion and
discussion can follow. Members are concen-
trating their attention on the amendments.
Nobody is making a point that the report
should be discussed or not ; nobody is disputing
that. In order to regularise it, let us proceed

in that manner.

MR. CHATRMAN : Agreeing to the sug-
gestion made by Shri Surendranath Dwivedy,
1 am putting Motion at Sl. No. 8 to the vote
of the House. Afterit is adopted, I will take
up Motion at Sl. No, 9 and the amendments

" moved to that,

The question is :

“That this House do consider the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi-
leges presented to the House on’ the 24th
November, 1970.”

The motion was adopled

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, we take up
Motion at SI. No. 9. Shri Madhu Limaye.

st wy fowdr © gwfa wgea, &
SETE F@TE ¢
“ff gg gwr fadmifase afafa &
agd wfedew 9y, &t
24 qgray, 1970 & Far ¥
sega fpar mar an s forardt
W@yd R qar =@
Fuafaas =t ©@o @o FFAT
FT AF-FAF 19T ¥ F I
g g FW AR AF q@r
gfafy & gaa faem oy 37
#X 9 G FT FAAA FA
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IE UF A F HIUAE F
fadr da fgar sy

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, there are some
amendments to it. There is Amendment No. 1
inthe name of Shri R.D. Bhandare. Is he
moving the amendment ?

SHRIR. D. BHANDARE (Bombay Cen-
tral) : Sir, I do not want to move the amend-
ment. But I would like to speak later on.

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is a different
thing. You are not moving the amendment.

Then, there is Amendment No. 2 in the
name of Shri Kanwar Lal Gupta. He is not
here ; that is not moved.

Now, Amendment No, 3 is in the name of
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, Shri N. G. Ranga,
Shri Nath Pai, Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee,
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri and Shri Randhir
Singh.

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: I beg to

move :
‘That in the motion,—

Jfor “committed to jail custody for a
week"

Substitute “summoned before the bar of
the House and be reprimanded and
the House do further recommend
that the Government in the light
of gravity of the offence administer
to Shri S. C. Mukherjee maximum
punishment under the law and
report the same to this House.”(3)

MR. CHAIRMAN : There are two more
amendments., But since they have come after
the required time......

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA: Kindly
allow me to move my amendment.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Fistly, Shri Shiv
Chandra Jha's amendment came after the
required time and, secondly, he has suggested
that the House should fine Rs. 5000. The
House only imposes punishment. The House
docs not fine. Then, another amendment is
in the name of Shri Dhireshwar Kalita,

Motion re.

SHRI DHIRESHWAR KALITA (Gauhati):
Kindly allow me to move my amendment also.

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA (Madhu.
bani) : I want to move my amendment.

MR. CHAIRMAN : All right,

SHRI SHIV CHANDRA JHA; I begto

move

That at the end, after “week”
insert—"‘and be fined Ra. 5000.”

SHRI DHIRESWAR KALITA: I beg to
move :

That in the motion—

for “committed to jail custody for a
week™

Substitute “summoned before the bar of
the House and be reprimanded
and the House do further recom-
mend that the Government in the
light of gravity of the offence ad-
minister to Shri 5. C. Mukherjee
maximum punishment under the
law and report the same to this
House within seven days.”

st wew fagrdt vt . awrafa
AErEA, A ATHAT HGT F AT fasra-
Mg IWIH TG FE 1Y @A A
forrae =t 7 famd &y qar [T wgar
g1 9 won & faw, gaa am-
=FaT ¥ fadr & I8 Fdsg-qTFET
¥ fa¥ | zg ad ¥ TgN IIIX AX ATHSA
IR ger W AmA A @@
gxen I §, afsa o wwas fax
afrafs a5 qg=mr, AFEE RWE
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ot 7g A & g AR 9X A
Tl | ag wren fafader swEr wY whar
™ R e FRA wgdt ot S
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afs & fod, @@ Maww & fod &9
SURAT &1 WY AW aF a6
a5 F fagars 1 sRad adf 370
a7 g &1 fagaar § faas fay
FIEHIT F A2 ST TAT A7 |

wat o off gt 1 g3 g, afufy
U § @ A ¥ a€ ) F9 ga I
gz &1 @y 2 faar, & @ ga oform
9% 9§79 fF i amEE T awl A
qamr, ¥amadl & afeA oz aw 95
WMEE F1 ogara § g9 g9 fAeFd ag
139 fF segiv afufy « geog fear

dadia afafy &1 qaug F@ amn
sfed gERT AFA F @ T19F T84
8 afs w1 qesga fear wmr
aifgd | @z ga afawry § gar ak
a7t g4wifas  wfsargat amt & a i
ar g7 78 fawmifer st =@ fF
=t gadff &t g A0 ger R
ard, At safe Far § wg AE0 GFarn
g ¥aa gadrg afuafa « gearfaa @
F1 9T 7@ &, a8 A8 qreaxra shwar
& wfa qor sraw feary &7 sqas) § 0
RIS AT g 9g AT & @ &9
FET TE ARATET & GG v § AfoT
AT EATON FIAT ¢ 1 IX @ T
fear . gwar g afes awafa &,
w1g gfaara & qfesa &1 a9 awE §
fodt gerd sfasm@ gr sH=Erd 8@
Tad § fasrad ¥ 2 o afwnay s
9T F( 9FAT § | IH AI0T F g
& st 3

st go WYo ®AI ¢ gH fawrar v
famr #7€ g= faed g

&t sz fagrdt aRa @ WA Ay
Y Aaw ¥ gawfa wgea, I8 4%

AGRAHAYANA 11, 1892 (SAKA) Twelfth Rep. of Commiitec 422
. of Privileges

qa% & Fg0 & |  wrar g 5 g@awr o
fawraT mam, ag W qe a1

garafy wgiew, wfaem gmi A
Famrg 1 oF afpar g fEd § a1
qE@T 9 1 SaF  fAay gEw e
fasrem &t Fifra M 3 T & g
st faqd ot &1 e B ot gl
#t @ fam & gow & ¥ 1 g g
§ &Y a1 g faa & @ 7 v awa ?
ar war g fe oot faadr ot @ ged ot
FT § 1 g9F AgAw gl & S
§ 339 feaft &1 garw gar | g fea &
97 qag far 1 o & s @ 9
fsa dzg foq 1 ga 3 =% a= arad
T8 FEr 1 FwOrgg warg gar g fE
amst MY g fr oo faa @ wfas
S agi | a7 gn WAy § fF @@ faw

AT oY 1 AET § ) g9 AT Y FIE Afas

=< A3 & | § ITH TN B gHF qFar
g1 ag Uge A& @ AT AEA & W
o afasifeat & far oF Smgeor aw
oy Afe s A F fad o o
a1a fea 1 gar #r a@ FA § vad &
gua Ag 1 g¥F X B FF TR
fafal § gagia #A@ I Frawr dr
gefad g8 A § @ g & 9@, 740
qg awETa g ?

sit Ay fawd : aniT g 2

st wew fagrd waddt @ § ag
wrar g f =t famdr fomar gar & of,
FADT G A 9T H A q ) 1 T
IART JAT TF F g8 & A5 Av Rl T
F QAT I FY TFT I HY FEA S F
aar g f5 ag A Amer § ek
zafay @i g T a9 T =g
afr fFft & fag s1er arer A g
7§l & A fRa & o & qoaT Fase
%% T H aff a1 g T H g%



423 Motion rs.
[5ft srzer fargrdy aroda |
T Fiat g ) R g swaY
FY T AT TAT FT IAHT WHAT FAT
IR fEr g s g fs
A § oo w1 wrdand &0, g 99
W AT gEigA ¥ grU gLy R
g fow wmgw & 210 uw gan fag
¥ ¥w frar § A fo gar wmw fa
ot arg qrE A dar fear g, @ AW
waad ag @ & fF wea s Feal
farderd =1 ofwarr @ 2 W
FWER ¥ g @ & 5 sfqga =
od § @ FT, FMA & qudr #
fom sfpara # ¥ Smr snamas @,
IE ¥ aw gy wfas as @S
T ogad @@ W oFar & f& faT
T W3 F AT ATAT AR qarar
T &t & §ad ag faoig &@ ¥
o azamr gar @ sgar @ o
qai § a1 adf &1

& g F IJAEdAT 390 AqMRAT §
f agar i adf @0 ar ag
HwaAr f6T g, @’T g8 9x faw
frare w31 AT gAY wee § w9
¥ smat W@ e oaw frE fosmnQ
FT af T 78 FT® §

5t famd & searg Tt IR A
uF gmeq fear ) 9w gWea ¥
Aifexa #) st gawar § 1 fradw #38
¥ @it aw &) wag = ag afafa &
Eﬁ-no

ﬁ ﬂoﬁo
¥ guATHU |

sft sew fagrt wmdadt © 9@y @
# gwmr | 34 fe7 gArR fax o fomd
g ® ¥ 5 woor o0 F AT AAH

(Tt —we)

DECEMBER 2, 1970

Tuwelfth Rep. of Committee
of Privileges

424

arfen ? at 7@ fiws st 1 aw ad
AT ey | AfET Tw AT Wi AT
¢ e faaorsr 98 oY Foraar s ;fgd
qr g @ T | TE qIE AT ASIR &
garaT A oA faad & swmEm F ST A
y oAy uwn fawman 8, g wF
v geg | § AT ag @ 4 4g
g fe s gadt M @ga § @ gamn
AR, ITHN WCHAT H A1Y FIT FIH(C
# fadw e wg fw daifas afsaran
T QAT F §U, Irg SATRT A WRT
gaT 3 A1 et gaq &) gaH FE @
FrxaaEn fFar gar St § ag IR
a1t fT 939 dqar s 5 ga1 @i
g ar agl § @Ar9T ¥ wHA A A @y
g famfira, sfand @ sgmfs
AT g AIAFEATT gL FQ 7 § AV Sq0C
F=gr gmr ) Fgew § W wgm fw oo
qgFq ywT g, faad gwerr & A
qifas g 741 &, W AT TE AT,
ga® @Fr fwar o

SHRI SEZHIYAN (Kumbakonam): Lik
previous speakers, I congratulate Shri Madhu
Limaye on the ecffort he has taken as a
result of which this matter has come to this
stage in our deliberations. Now we are dis-
cussing action against the concerned official
for misrep g facts and g one of
our parliamentary Committees. The misdeeds
are still there which have to be taken note
of, a proper inquiry held and punishment
meted out. Whatever misdeeds had happened
had gone under the carpet upto now. Now
action is sought only on the count of mis-
representation which is serious enough and
has to be taken note of. Other things are yet
to be done.

Also this should be a grave warning in
future to Government and government
officials against misrepresenting facts and
misleading a parliamentary committee. Parlia-
mentary Committees do not have all the facts
before them ; only when they suspect there
is something wrong somewhere, do they go

s a5
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into the matter. Unless we get all the material
facts and information concerning that matter
intact, it will be useless for any parliamentary
committee to function in that respect.

These things have gone too far. When the
Leader of the Opposition, Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh, was speaking, he said this had been
going on for the pastten years, It was then
amended by Prof. Ranga who said that this
had been going on for the past 23 or 24 years.
Probably Dr. Ram Subhag Singh gave the
figure of 10 years because he joined Govern-
ment in 1962,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Heis
always very unkind.

SHRI SEZHIYAN : Because he was there
he could see things at close quarters which
he could *not previously do.

DR.. RAM SUBHAG SINGH : I am watch-
ing the DMK Government also,

Some admisstions had been made on the
floor of the House this morning.

SHRI SEZHIYAN : He is welcome to take
the job“of policemanship over the Tamil Nadu
Government, for which we are very thankful
to him.

There can be no two opinions that this is a
very grave mistake and the concerned officer
has committed a breach of privilege and con-
tempt of the House by misrepresenting the
position and misleading the PAC.

Whatever may be the punishment to be?
meted out to him, I am not going into the
detail of it. My point is that the Ci i
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which is represented all the parties. has re-
commended. Even in the last meeting at which
thesz conclusions were arrived at, very sernior
and respected members of House like Shri
Hem Barua, Shri Kalita, Shri P. G. Sen, Shri
Y. D. Sharma and others were present. They
deliberated over 8 sittings and came to certain
conclusions. Not that we cannot override
their decision if the situation warrants it, but
with all respect, I would say that once a
parliamentary committee has gone into a
matter and submitted their findings, we in the
House should accept and implement it unless
our view here isat great variance with the
Committee’s findings, in which case we can
refer the matter back to the Committee for
reconsideration. Aswe all know, the parlia-
mentary committee represents the entire House
and we should take cognisance of the fact
that the Committec was seized of the matter in
allits details and has given its findings. Not
that the Committee had not taken a serious
view of the matter, They say:

“The fact that such contempt has been
o itted by a responsible public servant
of Shri S, C. Mukherjec’s position has in-
creased the gravity of the offence”.

So they were aware of the gravity of the
offence. They sat through cight sittings, have
gifted all the evidence before them and given
their report. They say:

“The Committee are of the view that
Shri S. C. Mukherjee deserves to be censur-
ed for the contempt of the House committed
by him”. '

Whether he is called to the bar of the House
and d "or consure is expressed to

of Privileges has gone into the questionin
detail. They have had as many as ecight
sittings, not one or two. We spend only two
hours on this here. But in the Committee they
went into it in detail, sifted all the evidence
and came to a certain conclusion, My sugges-
tion is that whatever the findings of the Com-
mittee, we should respect them, as far as
possible. Only when there is a verious diver-
gence of opinion should we seck to change
it. It should not become a fashion for us
here to change wha the

ittee, on

him is the same thing, If the Committee had
mentioned seven days imprisonment as Mr.
Limaye now suggests, I would have accepted
it. Not that I am opposed to the d
ment moved by Dr. Ram Subbag Singh or
Mr. Limaye. My point is that the Committee
has arrived at its findings after due delibera-
tion and we have to respect the recommenda-
tions of the Committee. Nor do I want the
officer to escape-punishment. Even the Com-
mittee itself has said that the Government
should give him the maximum punishment.
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SHRI SURENDRA NATH DWIVEDY:
There is no motion to accept the Commirtee’s
recommendation.

SHRI SEZHIAYAN: Otherwise, future
committees may not be able to function
effectively. They will wonder what the House
would say and they will not come to any con-
clusion, and Parliament itself may have to
convert itsell into Committee and sift all
the evidence. So, it is better that we give due
weight to the conclusions arrived by the com-
mittee and accept their recommendations,

=t @0 Wo At : gwefa G,
T 98 & aqA firx, o 7w fawq, B
9913 ¥ gu ag fasare faamar angar
g% = qao o gwAT F AR FF &Y
T T, I Ao qHo FAAT F ETH
afl, afes a@= AgT TFNNAT ¥
®F F 1

WA FATTaUT A1 foaq &
1 fugE § are-are sewe fvar mar @,
qg FHIER  oRaE w1 GH g1 #
gamar § 5 spffarg onama & @ira ¥
TFAAT A §0, A1 ¥ 4 g &
arg fret writa &< ¥ 99 geq wAT,
ST IF § 1 g 43 | FT AR gAr
fF 3q st & gra foeaa samar a3 gu
g1 =it g@o do FwAT qt uE g
s7fer ¥ AT AE I TR 9L AAT FQ
¥ FfF7 99 I9F feas FaE@
=t 7y famd 91T &3 agi 9o, At et
weq ¥ FE—HFAL IO AN 4F Fav
&7 ¥ fF org a7 eTg-H-eng ag gaA
S5 @ & Qm TF AL, IMF W
FHAT FT AT G FIE HAT Q@r =
grm, ot gud amarss 7 fFar g1
afeqrga @t & f5 ofeas qwees
FHE ¥ GIAA qg ATAGT T AT FTH
gEas 3@k amT @ ™, ¥ wg gwar
g e 3uwr 99 afqma A7 = Ay frmd
F—axag ofea g = ¢ e
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st gwal ¥ TAgEAE #)1 IEA Ag
TaFATET Sfrear w1 ar qiarhreT, @
e 9 frolg fear w91 | wWE ¥
$9 11 92 ST g e g a1 59
I W @rg fam ¢ ar afafee s
sr9e ] frar , afew g aral & ot &
97 Fe1 5 wifreat Yar wgr @
FHE A Fgr:

“The Committee, however, feel that the
requirements of the case would be fulfiled
if the disapproval and displeasure of the
House in respect of the contempt of the
House committed by S. C. Mukherjee is
conveyed to him and also to the Government
of India for disciplinary action against
him.”

B ot g sard ) fega ¥ g
g faad E—aa¥ offw F7 I
feear waar &1 At gHamw & fs
FAT JT g wgy & ar grfegdie & &t
ghaw PN, aaga af a7 @
andt § A wgh a5 5 fafaq 5= &t
qra § g g 937 19 §Y FFaAY ¢ AfEA
arare g3 &1 qfadz 9§ 38 wEA]
qffatiz gaer smar § \ §@T S gE9
Fq gt srar g1 @ §ag gwmar g
fs qifaariiz a1 FaT 2 za@
TN A A gt w1 A FTAw
Faar agy & 5 o Awaadr qver
grey A s A waAam g s
e #1f adgImAt ag s faay fw
gifeariiz a1 sasr 1S3 frgae @
at ot gue faar A7 ITFY I FAH FA
qar frar wifge fe fmra feel &t gla
Fffrag dar +3 1 & agom@AArg
frarg amga ot @ N §) AT
fagrdr oft &1 #3 gaee g@ qu famarg
tor YwcdT @ dfema ¥ 9 e
qqY TCw fEd &1 GegIT a1 I FE
seda a@ feun, g faearg § AT #aw
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gza fagrdr st @ adf, afes foad ot
o] AR & 9g AT 95E § AR
frgoft aTET 0T IAE NP @
a9 F a@ A d5x ¢, wwlwa § ag A
aar fF 9gia wrg wel @t s g
#feT & ag wwmar g f5 aig g @t
oz B F Fifaw &, Sawr o efeq
far arer a1 feeg, a2 et @ @ T
1Y, Tafad T@ FAE A DA I HFA
&1 Jorar ATfEY FEife At arga
fratz § | aemag A § A
aFdr oF et #2M & 91 fF g
TG % $ TET FT A 0F FAL K
A &L § gumar g F Sy A
N @) IR w1 qur 4 few
fir Iz A% AT 48 TarEr @
AT WA 41 1 TF A g f)
Fifaw Y 7€ Wifs 97 WIHAC G aF
Ttz arwd # S FARe
J9Y 3% wawg ¥ Wy fawd oft ¥
wgrd fF amger wgeht S A
@ i fem & gomd & wd 1 moEeAr
aifz & faes freft & oot S & Iy
@ dm aR SR AR fm & s &
w$ar aa feT §) @ar A IR @
7g =1 sarar TG & 1 AfeR AT wEgw
7z & fr o fr fY g 3 S ae
ug Sfaw @ g s ? gafey §
gAwar § 5 it gty s § 2ro Tw
o fag St 7 IH G HY A T
& fF awee 7l aF SawT & gwd)
a1 ag FT aFdr §, AL ag gfew Fow
IR & AT A FTO AT ) AW
#iforg fe g dfed o wEd
s 3w arfra & qrg Y o AT
&l fr foad 9z oifag w< gwar i fs
o AT Wt SEd oifiw ¥ @ &
IRAT g R oag ard AN ah gl
A TR W A A @ oar ey
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[ F [WifF a2 Fqw TAqU T
& ¥g g & 1 O FTEA TATeE §
qg ATENFE FCAFT KT W AW A 4T
T o FAA X @A & wifs
IAF AR Y wawr ar 4z @ifea ar
Fael ggaT o7 fF 99 TeqaarHT S
ar fawere farar § ar A fear man &
afeq fow fad ag fear wmar, frafad
fgmd 1 Fifw # wf, iy a=wr
TATeSE ¥, TT AFHAS 41, T I 715
FE LT 41, AUHR AT AT A
1§ wifaw a1 Ag0 oY, g awrw 9
Bt ot wifge @t gafad & gwmar
g @1 qoA firy oy fermy ot ¥ F g
fe oF aT gIHTC F @A sWraw §
AT fR O g @ 91 ) AT A
gfraie & wwwar g fr s a8 30
graw aner L Afea awde F T
w17 aY Ia¥ foer § v #

“Maximum punishment under the law
and report the same to this House.”

ot & gwwar § 5 o am R’ ¥ 7w
e a1 owg far F aeRT Qg av g
1 ¢ ? #ifs g @1 9T AIsE
a5 a9 57 A1 ¢ 5@ AR ¥ s
aZ FIT FAL A EFT FAT FIH
amgdt & e dfea frar smg =t ot
giigie ot wifear FT8fF aafaa &
Fay g ® RAE For arfgd,
oy 15 feq ot &7 oy § 1 Efay
& aga A% fadea $1 IgaT g o Ay
famd o & f graw F 1§ gmfafad §
NG TT YW AMTEE QRAE
=H GLFIR F FTLGEFCA B e arsd

% qg weoma & faers @ ar ad, @k

# g9 R & faars s g9 S=ar
2 a1 7€ AR ag Foid @ a@i o A
qr sre ag SfEw At ad wAr
e aiw aEE F fewis A Fefad
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[’ffﬂo lﬂci-ﬁﬁ]

78§ & A1 SEATO 9g 98 ®faET
FIAR IAF T FE@AGAORL AMAE
LA R LECR L S

St w0 Ao frard  (3fFa) :
gty #gid, A HAIET Mo X A
fag ot aig & & ga&r @udT @I
# gg & sfi« FTar agan § Wy faud
ot & f5 ag w89 awm g fF wa
F gro goa 98 gfeet & fawre
FTEATE EF0 A W OF WA J qOg
FIEATEY AP0 1 gafHd @A S gEAgRAdr
¢ gmr ag 7@ faed &

A aa & ggwgn wgrgfe
A gy fadr gfE T aEr
mfgsra fedt afes & awr it
gfafa & @AY g9 axg 1 ATGIATAT
F2 | ew fagrd oo ot & & @Al
AR Y S TwF I A ST
#adt gwmar f5 & fog 97 ami wr
TS | AfwT T gz FIa FEraT §
FH ot ¥ 5 s @ s
FHEAFH FW & g @ FAE g
FgET L A oF AET ag A g
aroet 3| & fad o wEwAr ¥ fad
o a1 FdarEy I A 9 ) o @
gfF awwe Nt WY T CEma T o
Fra qrg grit IaEr wageAr @ a<
gFdt & e & sger 9ndq s
g o st Fxar g fr oo fawd st
A 19 § AT agafq 9FE FX |

SHRI UMANATH (Pudukkottai) : T rise
to support the motion move by Shri Madhu
Limaye and the propose all made therein, that
Mr. S.C. Mukherjee be sentenced by this
House for seven days, that is, a week. Isay
80 because on the question of merit itself, you
will find that the conduct of Mr. Mukherjee,
apart from the deliberateness involved in the
thing, as I went through the entire report on
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this question, shows that there was a suppres-
tion of fact and misleading. It was mot only
from the Public Accounts Committee that he
was suppressing the facts or misleading, but
he was doing that particular thing ina
schematic way, to deliberately do it at various
levels. For example, it has been mentioned
in this report itself that “particularly as the
changed form of the bank guarantee had not
been shown to the Ministry at any stage before
evidence was given on this point.,” So, this
question of change in form, that particular
thing, was suppressed not only from the Public
Accounts Committee, the change in form that
had been done—but he had not brought it to
the notice of the Ministry also. So, suppression
takes place there also, and then at the Govern-
ment—level.

Thirdly, you will find that in the enquiry
itself, in the dimenting note, a particular fact
is mentioned, that Mr. Mukherjee did oot
bring thisfact to the notice of Mr. Wanchoo
as well. So, if you secit, itis mot only the
deliberateness aspect of it. I do not go into the
merits, but I go by the report itself. From the
report it is obvious that the particular conduct
of Mr. Mukherjee was not a more aspect of
deliberateness alone ; it was a schematic aspect
also which was involved in it to see that this
particular thing is suppressed at the level of
Goverament, suppressed, at the level of Mr.
Wanchoo and suppressed at the level of the
PAC, including Members of Parliament. When
such isthe gravity of the implication of the
whole thing, I do not understand why some of
our friends arc differing somechow on this
question.

Then I come to the other things, On the
question of gravity, it was not merely gravity,
but let us see his conduct. It is mentioned
here in the report that “this was unfortunate
as it led the Committee to pass strictures
against the Government Solicitor which it
would not have done had it been apprised of
the correct position.” So, his conduct has led
to this, and the implication or the result of
it also implicated an innocent person. The
Soliciter for no fault of his, for no crime of his,
had strictures pased on him by the Committee
because of the conduct of Mr. Mukherjee. Such
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is the gravity of the offence and a harsh punish-
ment is called for.

There are two kinds of action: action by
the House for breach of privilege and action
outside according to the law, One cannot
substitute the other. So far as the amendment
is conerned, Dr. Ram Subhag Singh and
others have suggested so far as the House is
concerned only reprimand, but when it is the
question of action under law, they have sugges-
ted maximum punishment. Mr. Vajpayee was
also very elequent when he was touching this
aspect. Once they concede that Mr. Mukher-
jee's conduct calls for maximum punishment
under the law of the country, they should not
make a distinction when it comes to punish-
ment by the House and say that the punish-
ment should be a milder one, i. #. reprimand.
I can understand if Mr, Vajpayee had brought
forward some extenuating circumstance which
will require this Parliament considering a
milder sentence. But he has not mentioned
any Then why does
he say that so far as punishment by the House
under the rules of Parliament is concerned, it
should be ‘komal’ ? Therefore, it isa clear
case. T appeal to the movers of the amendment
to withdraw the amendment, so that as Mr.
Tiwary said, we can come toa unanimous
decision and the officers will take a lesson
from this,

s 3
1ng C
g CIr

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA (Cuttack) : Sir,
the actions of Mr. Mukerjee which are being
condemned by this Parliament are various,
Some ofthem relate to the functions of this
House and some do not. He has tampered
with the bond. That is not within the purview
of this House by way of privilege or contempt.
Then hegave a wrong date about the know-
ledge when this matter came to light and he
gave wrong figures. We are only concerned
in this House with his giving false evidence
and misleading the House. We are not con-
cerned with how much Government has lost
when we are functioning like a court, though,
of course, we are concerned with it as a legis-
lature, The only thing we are concerned with
now is whether he committed contempt, It is
not a question of privilege but contempt.

We are trying to punish him for contempt.
I agree with the sentiments expressed that he
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is guilty of many offences and deliberately so,
He tried to tamper with the agreement. He
tried to mislead Mr. Rao of HSL saying, “Don’t
worry about it. I will see that the export covers
this amount,” It appearsas if Mr. Mukerjee
had some understanding with the firm Kulwao-
trai and that also needs probe. What the
Government has done is not known yet, but
some secret understanding, which smells of
corruption, is there. Then he tried to shift
the date of knowledge and gave a wrong figure,
which is the worst offence. After the 26th
October, be says imports were about Ras. 3.9
lakhs whereas the fact is they were Rs. 26 lakhs
and more. So, all those facts are there. I agree
that he should be punished and punished to
the maximum. The original motion of Shri
Madhu Limaya says seven days. Whether it
is 7 days or 22 days, I do not think will make
much difference, The motion says that he
will be summoned to the House and repriman-
ded ; then there isa recommendation to the
government that he should be given the maxi-
mum punishment under the law. The law
will cover both the administrative law and
compliance with article 311 and also the crimi-
nal law of the land. )

Some doubts have been expressed here that
once he has been punished by this House, the
courts may not punish him for the same offence.
Therefore, Shri Kunte feels that the second
part of the motion will remain ineffective. Of
course, itis true that the Government, which
is being directed by this motion, to report to
the House remains ineffective, the whole thing
will remain ineffective. But if the Government
pursue the case under the administrative law,
the procedure will take time but actipn can
be taken. Similarly, they can take steps under
the criminal law also. Because, thereis loss
to the Government due to his negligence and
tampering with documents without lawful«
authority. So, if the matter is taken to court
he will be punished for seven years. Of course,
we cannot give a direction to the court asto
what punishment to award. It will depend
upon the circumstances of the case. So, if the
Government take action both under the adminis-
trative and criminal law and make a report to
this House, the House will be ina position to
judge whether Government acted in consonance
with the wishes of this House that he must be
given the maximum punishment, Therefore,
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I support this 1 and I hope Shri
Limaye will see reason and not press his
motion.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE : I have
heard all the learned speeches and yet I have
not got an answer to the point that I raised.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : He has not
heard all the speeches yet.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : Sir, T have
given my name and you have not called me,

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please resume your
seat. It isnota party question. The Minister
will speak.

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : I have given
notice of an amendment. You are allowing
only Members from that side.

MR. CHATRMAN: Do not show your
anger here. Please resume your seat. It is not
a party question. ’

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : Memben from
this side should also be allowed to speak,

st ng fomdt : Foww ARk, TEW
fF g ey, wfar g e fE
o At gy aF

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : I have given
notice of an amendment and I have given my
name.

ot vy fomd : GO0 WA & AR
HTT ST FT ATYW FrAT Y SqTET WA
T |

MR. CHAIRMAN: From one hour we
have extended the time to two hours. Now it

is going even beyond that,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : The Minister
may Speak in his own vein, We do not mind
that. But we should be heard.

=t fx & WY §AEA AT A
N d, qmra P F Faw @ Al
#t & a1 §)
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Kindly listen to me.
At 4.15 p.m. we have to take up another unfi-
nished debate. Therefore, we must conclude
by that time,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH : I regret very
much that people only from that side have
been given opportunity. It is very unfair.

St A FAR W (IFF) : W,
IR ¥ 19 A Fqr faoig fear, @7 A
&1 #Ya0 faevar ?

wamfa afiem : Nad w1 oA
o

st e fag @ s Fg oA f
fafreet Ao, &7 #ar agi dm-wwfat
&1 ®ma 7 fean &, g ¥ Jmada
§ ddr ara Fg E

MR. CHAIRMAN : I would again request
him to resume his seat.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: When
I said I have heard learned speeches, I did not
forget that some more learned speeches are yet
to come. But I could not anticipate those
speeches and so I did not say anything about
them.

‘The motion before the House is a very limit-
ed one, It is as regards contempt committed
by Shri S. C. Mukberjee of this House, The
other aspect of his conduct in the Iron and
Steel Ministry or in the office of the Iron and
Steel Controller is not directly before the House
at this stage. Weare considering whether on
the evidence that has come and what the Pri-
vileges Committee has reported that Shri 8. C,
Mukherjee has committed contempt of this
House by giving false evidence before a com-
mittee of this House, what punishment should
be meted out to him.

The Privileges Committee had madea cere
tain recommendation. The wvery fact that the
motion of Shri Madhu Limaye is suggesting
something different, means that we disagree
from the Privileges Committee as regards their



437 Motion re,
recommendation as to what should be the
Ppunishment, Shri Madhu Limaye says that he
should be sentenced for seven days and while
being critical of that Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee
said that he had been komal enough ; why not
sentence him to sven years and fine also.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: I did
not say that.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: I do not
know whether this House could do it though
in the carly stages of the British Parliament it
did happen.

The point that T want to raise is that the six
Movers of this amendment had at the back of
their mind the other conduct of Shri Mukher-
jee in the Ministry itself, but while moving
this amendment they have unfortunately not
amended the motion of Shri Madhu Limaye
accordingly. The motion of Shri Madhu Limaye
only refers to the contempt of this House,
Therefore what has been at the back of their
mind while drafting that amendment does not
unfortunately either reflect in the amendment
or in the motion moved by Shri Madhu Limaye.

Their amendment says :—

“recommended to Government the maxis
mum punishment under law”.

What is the law ? It will have to be the law of
contempt because he is to be given the maxi-
mum punishment for contempt of this House.
The Chairman of the Public Accounts Com-

mittee is nodding his head.
SHRI NATH PAI: Not nodding, shaking.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: He is
nodding it in disapproval, But I am afraid he
will have to look into the law and then he will
have to come to my point of view. Iam pre-
pared to bear withhim; I am notin sucha
hurry. That is why I raised the point of order
at an early stage before the amendment was
actually moved.

Let them indicate what would be the maxi-
mum punishment under the law and for what
offence. The offence has been clearly laid
down in the motion of Shri Madhu Limaye,
that, is, that he has committed contempt of this
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House. Having committed contempt of this
House by giving falsc evidence he is to be
punished for that offence. They are not satis-
fied with the reprimand. They want to give
the maximum punishment. What would be
the maximum punishment under the law for
contempt ?

My hon. friend, Shri Srinibas Misra, want-
edto say that the doubt which I have raised
would not exist because he also is thinking that
_byakingthermlmmtShrl S. C. Mukher-
Jee will be punished for the other offence also.
Let usnot mix the two issues. The Govern-
ment had been called upon as early as 1966 in
the Fifticth Report of the Public Accounts
Committee to take suitable action. If this
Government has slept for the last four years,
let it sleep for many more years.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: They
dare not.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: Let us
not pull the chestnuts out of the fire for them.
Let them come separately before the House
saying what action they have taken. It is
‘really an escape that this amendment is giviog
to the Government. But I do not want to
touch upon that aspect at all.

I would really like to know why the Govern-
ment has not taken action up till now, The
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs was quick
enough to get this amendment round the
House, but nobody on behalf of the Govern-
ment has explained what is the Government's
reaction to the Fiftieth Report of the Public
Accounts Committee. No reaction at all.

As an ex-Member of the Public Accounts
Committee I know that Action-taken reports
are to be submitted to the Public Accounts
Committee. Have they submitted an action-
taken report on this ? No doubt, in the matter
of action-taken reparts, they refer only to the
recommendations made and the difficulties that
they face. But in the Fiftieth Rerort a positive
recommendation as regards what should be
done in the case of Shri 8. C. Mukherjee had
been made. When a report points out certain
things to G Go t hasto act
upon it and report back to the Committee,
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Then, in 1966, the Government gave onc
more assurance to these Committees that any
recommendation of the Committee will be
accepted by Government and, in case a recom-
mendation is not to be accepted, the non-accep-
tance will be at the ministerial level or at the
Cabinet level. Therefore, having accepted the
Committee’s report binding on the Govern-
ment, why has the Government not acted
during the 3¢ years? That is a moot point.
One really does not understand why this has
happend. Why are they, including the ex-
Mimister who has now become the leader of the
opposition, a prospective Minister or the leader
of the House, according to Mr. Madhu Limaye,
in a hurry to pull the chestnuts out of fire ?

Let us limit ourselves to its scope. 'We want
to punish this Officer for the contempt of the
House and for giving false evidence, and what
that punishment should be. If the leader of
the Opposition, the leader of the Swatantra
Party and the leader of the Jan Sangh Party,
want the officer to be punished, given the
maximum punishment, let them indicate what
that maximum punishment is. Otherwise,
this working and the speeches they made
would appear to be very strong but, in
effect, they might lcad us nowhere except the
reprimand that he will get from this House.
Therefore, 1 am not in a position to accept the
amendment in spite of the appeal made for
unanimity to agree to the amendment because
that amendment might not serve the purpose
which these able men have in their mind.

ot toreiix fag : YA wga, #
@ A9 q TS A T fF A
gan Werer Fom oy @t wy w9
TIg @ AT @ & ar wefweadg
YqieEr 1 A9 g1 g ) gL 3| A
quEqr § 6 qmag v wgr g & agt
it =t 9% oF vk i, gatar frar amar
gt ey I aAvaHY F1 AT ¥ SqrAr
ggfafagaa @ar & 1 fawr sie § T
191X 193 & @rg arg +1 gav §
A o IUH AR g3 AT AT AW E
FAGY AT WA WA F qwiT 14 @
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G W FT G A A AL FE
gl gar & 1 afea fedT |mar AR
FY a1 Wirdee ot &< fear 0¥ av agr
IgF g Al A gor F qOEY )
gafan & sng=Y wrHd 39 ST § FgaT
wrgar g fr 7@ wwe s &1 Al
q auEr 9y afes @Y 9§99 A
fefimd, Sedisr & 7 agdv ) U ATfe-
a7 foamd #fz @91 97 IR AL AL
graw Wnive s@r g a1 o) 995 o
FEATYAT K qT |

& @ waddeE w1 W AT ST
3971 at 7 gerar Afea Xag awTFEA
argar § 5 s ag @rew AT qeae
gia ¢ ak Tadiee G § s 77
gre9e 99T FO% Aafwal &1 § 6
Taaee ¥ 98 @ § afet ST 3y
grow Wk wom @t madae 1 fad
e @ifwmg =g i afes seaT OF
argfen sdae @ g AR fF<ag st
@ #3 frger 5 aredaee ¥ g fam
gifs og. fe sl afaw w7 &
fae ? fex ag st rewae ofae ®
wqm #¥ ? wfag & amEk 9T sgar
g g 5 wghas dfew Maw g,
= A T N 7 uF oF a7 AN G
§ g% o€ 77 F@r g AR T 9 anfs-
gF & Y ¥ AFT FT@S AT A qway
g s gg mada AR A 99 R
Y & o= g 91X 3T A I @@
AR @Y FY I TAT FFF g IABT G0
sa fF SamEr EEweR . ARHY FT LT
7 giaT § | Tefae F Aggw FT g
fo ot Ay famd ot 3 ot a@ w4 2,
fra™ g@ gra & A% sifaw @ Eoger
¥ grfz s § fFoead @ gew s
AT AERE QAR FTAFRI AT
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W3 ¥ Y oF syriar 38 gid afE
A B €& B quFAT & IAFT feww
a9t &Y AP A1 ag gug Gy 5
qE FE & | THFT TF q=FT HGL TS
afFT & womar g fs aem 23 F1 a=E
@< g gPI | 77 A Far AT fF =0
Ao agwmes
& U1 A gaT &, 9 9@ g@d
9\ @@ AT w0 ¥ & oF af &
ud Ft a1y gfgq &< g iy A AR
3 W OF qEAPT GT AT AAT N @ ATS
@ ug ;AT F7 A qieiz F
TR AN AT T qE 31 A1 q87 DY av
a1 qifariz Y gewa @ Wi ? &
ATTH HHT ST § Fgar agm fw o
AUTHT M0 W g fag, =t awds o
gat @rfqat ¥ fear &, fra® U 17 Y
HT g3 gAr g, faar swF AW & AR
FYE g@Ur UwET AEY & | I /gy uwdr
gl agrfrgnd @I aTUsar &
foar & 1 & wgar agar g fr ad swraelr
TEAT §, AW &7 TEAT §, T &7
TET 8 | 399 gArd AT qriandiz w7
Tood agT | AT gued fF 5w a|d
qifeidiz & a7 oF aeee A fgrna
#Y g5 Jrad &1 I QI & GrA AT
FaE T A E TR T frag
AT FT ATH FHT FTaT , AT T0F
fr gz %1 g afae aww st sz
g f& =g aid g, ag §5  diwar &,
ag T ATTHT & !

16 hrs.

frz ot & wgar Fgar § % wigi 9
ug Fgr wn g 5 “marad”’ qfade
faar su¥r, agr “dfsgan oftaidc” dig
fear war 1 dfFgan qftade & aF {9
A @ o 3 1 wETEEq qfrEdEE @
greT Mt @ gwar g1 W WA} fA
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AN /Y 81 gFar 8, afeq afeEEw
afvadi ¥ dY IaF1 wger § 5 T |
71T gu agi ax dfream ¥ € At sE
oy A AT g gwar & 7 mA & AT
grxgg st ¥ far & f5 zrgw @S
tama v a4 fas ad, afes sawt
fuqie t @ wraft aifeadie @00 o@
aeg & oy defufrede @y o Afea @
5 @ fas @ ag q, q@T WAL
wrgar § afer gafrra XeeqET @
fs SEFT g & AAM | TR AR
FAEEET oF § ®ew fFar s
& TEdiz § g w e AR
&1 1 T gan e g faar @t g
FIA 95§ T ST AT FADAT F4T
b faar, s 99 dew o< g fedz
FT g |

e @ # faeh ¥ 9g UF 1w

'ﬁ:ww g say tefafagaa & A

wag A fATErd AAA 0 ARG T
=@ W f5 aifwae gas | W
& ot %@ QT A @ wry fr W A0 I
g A A | g A% g H A
#Y0 # fay ag €1 vn fe e A
St diw gl gl @ g gEn Afeq
1 9T FFdl §

# SI@r IE T AFL AITHT ATHL
g fF amow gar wver fean F4ifE ads-
Hzay am ¥4 g1 H A’ gew ¥
argm fF ag  Tas A9 FL | dar o
fiog 3 w31 9awr = 7g 2 7 e A9
ferar o3 gad wrd fedma 7@ gAr
Fifgd | a7 A0 gERr gAfTREET ¥
& | T AT gAT A FATD oo g
a9 { A gAY TIAAE FT AT &, A
{3 § ag N ke g

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM : Mr.
Chairman, Sir, the question here is a very
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limited one. The Privileges Committee have
already given us a unanimous recommendation.
The recommendation by itself is a very good
recommendation, in my opinion. There is not
much difference in conveying the censure to the
man in writing and calling him here and repri-
manding him. But, if that pleases the Govern-
ment, they may doso. So far as I am concer-
ned, if my voice should prevail, I will be con-
tent with conveying the displeasure of this
House to the officer concerned.

Mr. Kunte has raised the other point,
namely, whether we can make a recommanda-
tion to the Government to punish the officer.
Certainly we can. Really, the recommendation
consists of two parts and the second part is
Tequesting the Government to take action
against him because the conmtempt itsell has
arisen out of an attempt by the officer to mislead
the Public Accounts Committee with regard to
certain transactions to which he was a party.
That itself proves, if this is probed into, their
might be several other kinds of irregularities in
which not only he, but other also might be
involved.

The Government is now fully incharge of
the entire matter. The trouble with this Govern-
ment, as far as I know, is this, Whenever the
PAC makes a recommendation, the Government
do not follow it up, especially when the recom-
mendation is against some highly placed officers.
That is the history of this Government. During
the last 20 years or 25 years we have found
that strong recommendations have been made
against highly-placed officers ; but Government
never took action. The result is what we are
sceing today, I hope at least now the Govern-
ment will make up its mind to follow up the
recommendations and take action on the basis
of the recommendations, serve notice upon the
officer and award suitable punishment. There
should be no difficulty in that. This officer had
the courage to go and misrepresent facts before
the Committee. That itself is an act of misde-
meanour. He can be removed from service.
Article 311 will not come in the way at all.
Naturally, an officer who bas indulged in
doubtful transactions, who has mislead the
Public Accounts Committee, can no longer be
trusted in Government service. The case of
this particular gentleman has come before us
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because the Government was sleeping all
along. But, probably, if there is a Madhu
Limaye for every other misdemeanour pointed
out by the P.A.C. perhaps more officers would
have coine up for discussion before the House.

As others have congratulated Mr. Madbhu
Limaye, I certainly congratulate him on the
persistence with which he has brought up this
matter now before us for discussion although
up this is 10 years old. It also speaks volumes
against this Government. For 10 years they
have been sleeping in regard to such officers
belonging to a department, about which there
has been 860 much public agitation and public
indignations, in which huge rackets were going
on,

Now at least if they want to open up a new
chapter in the behaviour of our public servants,
they must follow up the recommendations of
the Committee, particularly in the light of the
strong speeches made by other hon, Members,
If the Government makes up its mind to follow
up the recommendations, even before the
matter comes up before the Privileges Committee
or the P.A.C, the officers will behave well.
When officers behave well, there will be clean
administration. If there is clean administration,
there will not be wastage. If there is no wastage,
there will not be much of taxation, The country
can make all-round progress.

The Public Accounts Committee is an impor-
tant committee of Parliament. This report
came out in October. The Government had
not told the House what action they took on
these recommendations; they were sleeping
all along even after October, when they should
have initiated action. So, I would like to know
what action they have proposed to take or they
have already taken against the officer.

There are two aspects involved here. One
is contermpt of the House, Heis punished
when we convey the censure of this House to
the officer concerned.

On the second aspect, the Government
should immediately follow up the recommen-
dation and give notice to the officer and take
appropriate action. A highly placed officer
who has got the courage to come up before
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thft P.A.C, trying to cover up his faults by
misleading it, can no longer be trusted in
Government service.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : I rise to support
the amendment moved by Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh, which, as T was told by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, was in fact drafted by Shri Nath
Pai, and, I suppose, signed by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee and some others. I wholeheartedly
support that amendment.

Anyone who commits contempt of the
House or of an important committee of the
House like the Public Accounts Committee
must come in for the strictest censure.

I also wholeheartedly associate myself with
all those Members who have congratulated
Shri Madhu Limaye so warmly. It is in fact a
tribute to his scholarship, his vigilance and his
erudition. In fact, when I was inthe committee
myself, I realised what scant respect was shown
by the bureaucrats to these committees. Several
times, one thought when the secretaries appea-
red, they assumed an air of arrogance which
might have been justified because they have
not known any other attitude, but the igno-
rance was absolutely unjustified. They never
read the papers ; they never read the briefs
properly, but they came there and looked for
instructions from behind, like some of the
lawyers of whom you must be aware, Sir, who
turn to their client or their accountant or
clerk or somebody else for instructions about
how to reply to a point. I think this is one
such case, which has very rightly been caught
by Shri Madhu Limaye.

But what I consider of utmost importance,
30 far as the Honse is concerned, is something
which has invoked the fury of the House and
the wrath of the House, namely that this
evidence related to some transactions which
happened to be d with the utmost of
venality and corruption possible. If the
evidence related to a matter which did not
amount to somsthing more than a stinking
record in foreign exchange, then, maybe, the
House could have been a little more charitable,
and maybe, Shri Madhu Limaye could have
been a little colder.

As you know, these transactions related to
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pre-import of certain steel, certain stainless
steel in the hope of future exports, which
exports never materialised, I find that hon.
Minister is not here at the moment, but I
understand that even today, despite all this
racket, they are still allowing indiscriminate
imports of steel, but I hope that these kinds of
things would not recur.

At any rate, I must submit that it i$ necese
sary for us here at this juncture to determine
what exactly is the lapse of these two officers. .

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE: Oae only,

SHRI N.K. P. SALVE:....or what the
lapse of the officer, Shri Mukberjecis. Ido
not for a moment want to defend Shri Mukher-
jee. In my opinion, he is guilty of a technical
lapse, and since he is guilty of a technical
lapse, he must come in for punishment. But
for the sake of proper record, although I do
not for a moment want to defend him, itis
necessary for us....

AN HON. MEMBER : Technical lapse ?

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : I shall show pre-
sently from the report of the Privileges
Committee itself that it is technical. Let it not
be said that because someone is not  here, we
are attacking him. I do not know him for
Adam, I do not know this gentleman, but I
am only going by the report of the Privileges
Committee, and from the proceedings, to me,
it appears, that there were two charges on this
gentleman, The first charge was that he made
certain statements regarding pre-imports and
exports. For that, he has been completely
exonerated. In fact, that charge impinged
upon the basic question of the corruption
involved in these transactions. But he has been
completely exonerated of that.

But the second charge was a charge relating
to the change of bank guarantee. What is of
utmost importance in this is this, that the basic
change brought about in the bank guarantee
has been accepted as something defensible and
as something desirable. That is what the
finding of the committee is. While giving

idence before the i Mr. Mukherjee
made a sta that the ch in the bank
guarantee were made at the instance of the
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Government Solicitor and not by him. To that
extent, he is guilty of the contempt of the
House. I have no doubt about itin my mind.
For that, he should be punished, but no more,
because the changes as such have been appro-
ved by the Privilges Committee. I would invite
your attention to a few lines at page 41 of the
committee’s report.

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA: No, no; it is
in the Steel Transactions Inquiry Committee’s
report.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE : That is what is
written here, at any rate, namely :

“In fact, Shri P. C. Padhi in his minute
of dissent to the report of the Committee of
Inquiry. ..

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: It is only a
quotation from the report of the Steel Transac-
tion Inquiry Committee’s. It is not the finding
of the committee. The ending is that they have
held him responsible for contempt.

SHRI N.K.P. SALVE: Thisis the find-
ing of the committee which inquired into the
matter, and I want to bring it on record. This
is the finding of the committee when mquu‘od
into that. It reads thus :

“In fact, Skiri P. C. Padhi in his minute
of dissent to the report of the Committee of
Inquiry has found Shri-Mukherjee responsi-
ble for having misled Shri Wanchoo while
he was giving evidence before the PAC to
believe that no alterations had been made
in the Solicitor’s draft.”

“On the other hand, the majority of
the Committee of Inquiry have pointed out
that by changing it" (that is, the bank
guarantee in the way in which Shri
Mukherjee had'done) “the bank guarantee
was made workable and easily enforceable.”

1 have not had a look at the bank guarantee.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : It was not the
observation of the Paiviliges Committee or the
PAC Sub-Committee.
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SHRI N.K.P. SALVE : Istand corrected.
It is the observation of the Sarkar Committee
went into the question of the steel transactions.
So far as the finding of the Privileges Com-
mittee is concerned, it is in these terms :

“The Committee agrees with the finding
of the Public Acconnts Committee thata
material change in the form of the bank
guarantee was made by Shri Mukherjee and
not by the government Solicitor™.

That means, the change was made by Shri
Mukherjee and not by the solicitor. I quote
further :

“Therefore, a misrepresentation of the
position to this extent was made by Shri
Mukherjee”.

To this extent, Therefore, Shri Mukherjee is
guilty of having misrepresented the position
before the Committee to this extent, that
whereas he made the change in the bank
guarantee, he said it was the Government
Solicitor who had brought about a change.
To this extent, he is guilty ; however small the
lapse may be, it is very nccessary that this
incorrigible bureaucracy is taught some lesson
or the other. Let them take us a little more
seriously,

I wholeheartedly support the amendment
of Dr. Ram Subhag Singh's.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : Since there
are certain facts mentioned by Shri Madhu
Limaye, I want toput the record straight, The
Privileges Committee did not want to shirk its
responsibility, but in its wisdom on 16-9-69, it
referred the matter to the Public Accounts

Committee, ..

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Before he
became Chairman, Let him say that.

SHRI R. D. BH&NDARE That [ think,
goes without saying,

It was referred back long before I became
Chairman, The Chairman of the PAC appoin-
ted a sub-committee to inquire into the whole
matter and come to its conclusions, Then that
report and conclusions were referred back to
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the Privileges Committee. Going through the
report, we found that when the inquiry was
made by the PAC Sub-Committee, Shri
Wanchoo was not the Secretary when the
transaction took place. It took place in 1960,
when Shri S, C. Mukherjee was the Deputy
Iron and Steel Controller. Shri Wanchoo was
then not in that Ministry. When the inquiry
was made in 1966, Shri Wanchoo had given
evidence on behalf of the Ministry. At the
time of tendering the evidence, he did it
according to the files. At that time, Shri
Mukherjee did not correct Shri Wanchoo. To
that extent, Shri Mukherjee connived at it in
keeping quiet and allowing Shri Wanchoo to
make an incorrect statement.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : Let him please
read from p. 43.

SHRI R.D. BHANDARE: The report
is before members. They must have gone
through every word of it.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : I hope so.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : Therefore, I
need not quote it.

Coming to the amendment itself, since legal
Juminaries like Shri Nath Pai, Shri Randhir
Singh and others are behind it, I did not
want to say anything. Butl do not know what
meaning should be attached to the term
‘maximum punishment’. If we go through the
Law of Lexicon by Maxwell, Ido not think
this term will carry any meaning, because we
have the Constitution and rules for civil
conduct. Both have to be followed. Art. 311(2)
shall have to be followed at the time of meting
out the punishment. When I had moved my

dment for the accep of the original
report with some consequential action, it was
thought it would suffice. But now wiser and
more learned friends wanted to put in this
amendment. I am simply mentioning that the
term ‘maximum punishment’ does Dot signify
anything in the light of what I have said.

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: That was the
minimum they could agree to.

SHRI R.D. BHANDARE: Since we act
on the theory of checks and balances, we have
accepted this cxpression “maximum punish-
ment", but this is the factual position.
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With these words I put the record straight
that the Privileges Committee did not shirk its
responsibility, the matter was put before the
PAC, the PAC appointed a Sub-Committee
which went through the evidence. When the
report was referred back to the Privileges Com-
mittee, as you know, there are two courses
open, either to hear the evidence de novs or act
on the record and the report as is submitted.
Instead of going through the same process of
taking evidence, we simply relied on the record
because in our wisdom we thought that the
record was sufficient to come to certain conclu-
sions.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE : You did not
want to contradict the PAC.

SHRI R. D. BHANDARE : The contribu-
tion of the Privileges Committee was to go
through the report in folo, evaluate the report
and the evidence submitted and come to the
conclusion.

sit feraaex wr ;. wrafa wEET,
st wq fawdr - F1 o s@E , A2 AR
qX g9 99 JUY WA § | A1 Qho Hlo
gasft ¥ ot grg fear @, sa% fagsaw
g 3 FY a9 7w eI § wE g
39F @ A WA AT | FTAH CF
grg At ¥ wiwfeat § A I FwHA
uvz 2T 39 @A §T TNT F IR
atT gaadiE ¥ gt, Ay 2@ 1 gEA
gaT | IAFT FAT TG TE 2 fs o=iv
qfsa® UFIEIE FAS F AT AFT
Tww A & A daga @ fewerd
frar | I & JATE AT AN A § -
oF @ ARE F €T T AWI FTH FCO
e qa ofsa® UFIGEE FAE & g
o AT 2 ) gy fag Iy g
2 Y AT gEA W &0

ero TW G fag, W A1 arE AR
St aeRdr aifs X S gEET @,
forgar awdw =t wrdT frg & faar g,
g wgT s § 1 IR I 4 T®
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% ad f5 “graee faw fx @ ams
fe grew o= fa Wikifer” aa ar A&
aTT qWE H A7 aFAT o Afew IuF amy
IR ag At N2 e s geFeFga &
gaifas IT%y oo F A fRe IaF AR
¥ grag &1 oo &3 = qrod 3 zq
frar® 537 fFr g0 fr W O
faamt @ ax ag e fse gomn
e & gumar § f @ dme ¥
W X oF e ama )1 s aeE
qee ey § O =t gult ¥ g fear
2, @ ¥ 7g duer 7< f5 gW SOR qGF
gar 3 1 st ay feowd #1 s wAge-
%z g fr gw goat @@ far M fa N
gar & | Igd wr§ gy av gwr A ¢
I AT qEE  GHES § @ qg gAT
F & T IEE! wEr g9 v AifEe
@t ag 393 fag agt darem o 1 Afsa
AW HagmA ag gimA Ama E fa
7% F13W T+ & fAag ar g ]
¥ foq ez adf 2 1 9% SmeR ¥
d ag i< g & s 7@ grow e
T F ®1 1% w9gE Ag 0 ¥ FEy
gfrgm = geoll w1 Uiz ST AR
fpr s o 3 ¥ fag A A
gEd g w9 AR FL &R
9 7 SaTaT g9 &Y §, avEw fResw X
frame &40 1

& graety gl ¥ Qg ATEAT §
5 frg atg =arg fear o anfge &R
. frgsr @ar & wifg, %41 9% 99
T 1 A0WIET G & | W Awwr
2 fr s fecre wAfae) & &R g9
#ify & 1 A% gaea ofEgaw 8 g9
Tare ¥ T geq &1 #giar 97 Rewwm
gar 21 & @t ag awmar § fe fom
weel ¥ qg g fewm g S
faars fafaemr &1 AT &9 F@T 0
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=t gFeft £ Wz $7 # aw A 7
g AT @ A A s Fow
AT Y a AL gww § A v & @-
forg & & gatew &1 fdw Fv g

sto I v fag A wgr fs 3w &
AFALAE FT TRA & AT T@ T9a
FIH F I ABGU F1 TEq qoT Y
aifge 1 gw feafs & st $17 dsar
2 fr 3 32 fa ¥ 919 % gw 38 awa
£ Ig T | AW F 9 qWHA B
o & fag #AAdrg qees 7 o g9
@ g, vy wifaw @1 wmar g s oW
#lag T ¥ I I T g, Afew
HEATAE F 9f7 FAWT W H1 |
mAfi 1 agavma § 5 Tz us few
fat awaaE F 918 W TEw & fee
IR TAATH FT | ARIAE & g
SuTEA Wz §, e cfa i w
gHeA ¥ ag Aqw farg fFag e
T Y T AGL FAT TGS § 1 799
FawT Argfegratet &1 o qar g4 Svar
B\ ST aE S AF AR & 1

% g davew femr @ f s gt
Y OF g &1 HF T g W[ Tifgw
#R A AIY-ITT I AR TTX gAtA
gy anfge 1 st Ay feamd § F99 @
e Sz €1 1T T T | FAT £T T T
FT IaFT 47 g ¢ oot e fag A
grAE aEH! A @ FE ¥ A
fodigd Tw @ & A =WAEE &Y
g FRAE I 9 w9 9¢ SR
gard gowra e fefmdr mm @ @@ g,
A fEram s e af W g ?

fgmaarg fF urgm NI F
g AL g | T qF IR mfred
g1 AEY € AT, 9T IF I8 WG A&
Fom fs sER g e k&)
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g IF & IAN T g g, ¥
g7 wiwfwat qifde IR A @ E,
wivg add¥z d¥zc F &9 3G
TAFI0 FT A7 MY 1

TAfE gTEn ¥ daew & g
2 wie san Faf A8 awT A

wifge | 3% ot ag Wi T @ fF aw
o F & fag wweddz § ) &
azna aff | gnU FAW: &3 AT
gy fF gree =t To1% FW AT AT
]| & gF ) WAy ot ag faad ¥
TEE F WA ot i @ FT IAH
L gt F1 E, @1 R A7 G
HET S0

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : Government
certainly understand the gravity of the situa-
tion. That is why when this matter was first
brought up, one of our own Members Shri
Randhir Singh himself associated with the
amendment suggested by six of them.

As regards the amendment of Shri Kalita
that it be reported in seven days, it has been
rightly pointed out by Shri Vajpayee and in a
way by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh and others
that there are certain constitutional procedures ;
Mr. Kunte also referred to it ; these procedures
have to be followed in cases of this type. There
is Article 311 and then there are also certain
rules framed under the Constitution. In
certain cases consultation with the UPSC will

be necessary.

T understand that it is the intention of the
sponsors of this amendment and of this House
that every right shall be given to the person
charged to defend bimself in accordance with
the Constitution ; it is in that spirit that we
are passing this Resolution. I want to make
this doubly clear, as I understand it is the
intention of the House not to deprive any
person of any constitutional right provided
under the Constitution. We are in entire agree-
ment with the amendment sponsored by six
persons including Shri Randhir Singh and we
associate ourselves with it.
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st vy ol : arsae wEET, I A
fad fema 7z & fs fom Aamell Y o
HAgT @ § A %9 a9 O F A
T

=it faveronaw < & da1

=t wg fomd : T g fag ot o<
fa7 Jmed J gteT T & ot A
w7 1 72 fag e ft 99§ AT
g foaw gat & fe iy g @
& ga% fag &3 w1

Feaq wEgRY, # oy ag fadaw
T 9 g 5 oo @7 e e
FHal & faars ¥ gAF ¥ @ Al F
MA IFA wEg g froag et &
afieT ogit g2 & somm FT S AR
aqquy § ag 7§ frar §, 9% aig agw
Fatdsg &)

qHT 42 9% IGH FEI ¢ ¢

“The Committee agree with the findings
of the Public Accounts Committee that
although there was an omission on the part
of Shri Wanchoo to bring to the notice of
the Public Accounts Committee during his

idence before the G ittee on the 10th
March, 1966 certain instructions issued by
the Ministry of Steel. .."” ete.

I g 99 wax ¥ Taat F ag ar
FHE AR § AfEA ag wgw W%
i 78 frm, safag s ek &1
aw g

{(ﬁ' #raT A Tqo o yﬁﬁ*
T H E 3aF AT A w9 w@d 2

“The Committee also agree with the
Public Accounts Committee that as Shri 5.C.
Mukherjee had not himself given cvidence
on this point before the Public Accounts
Committee, Shri S. C. Mukherjee cannot be
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[ wq frma]
held directly responsible for the Public
Accounts Committee having been misled on
this point, although he could have, if he had
been alert, corrected Shri Wanchoo when he
was giving evidence before the Public
Accounts Committee.”

ITH AR qg Tod AAFTA L W T
I 19T TAF § ag gHAT B ATA
a7 31 GHSAT 39 q9T W T B GER
TFT ¥, 98 AL €49 G & | a1
W ATUY § q€ FI49 934 & HIAA &
I A & | gAL ;X JqUT W F
A9 AT TH FAAT F A Fg @€
f% g% Sa#T agi goeT I @ AR
IgH A” FWR I+ Afas ¥ afas
gor X1 fET wreon @1 ¥FTgar ¥ ?
e &1 A9HA fwar saF fa3 gar 2 47
gaX 91 9uy 5 & o g7 & sqwiA
Fauac g § 9ak fory A7 S aa
Tg AET AT AT @ & | AL grdAr T
ag g gt § At TH TG Tal F FAC
€ gz arg@ g FAaar Fae A
ot #7157 99F 9 w@Ar faang A
far =rfgy a1 wifs wegfa & 9w
@ A g

awrfr srafr ggihaggariy
@ = WA /W & faens ar T
¥ N w2 g @ afe g S &
A A g g AT & 9¥ @ gw
uF & afcada sud 9gy €1 98 e
&1 § 99# ¢z fgwraax d@w e faar
o1q | AT AR F Ay g g7 gaEy
2 1@ & @ ggaw afde &1 A e
1 ¥ 95 gFar & ) gfawa 7 g% 20
dagaag Fg o R aE @ o &
TR H A IW FATAG v Arfgg
gafan “G3 fge g AR’ @19 NI
@1 4y Yefafgfer @ Y am@ @9 #r
IE TRT FEL AT JHAGT AT A
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g & v8% A H§ gAw g @ @
{ Wiy wea o, ow o fag o
#1 gedar oft ¥ ¥ uE wdAw & fF
#T TEAT BT AT wRE WA Ay ar
19 91gY € fF oF uw & oy wrweT ag
@ F Wt 39F 39T fedtaw qig

FASM | *° (sgwem) *° G2 fgw
A AR Ig goX AT fauw a1 @ F
HHe g grm i

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH : I sm sorry I
am not in a position to accept the amendment
moved.

?!ﬂ' wy fmd: amewr T amafa

e Awr A geitfrator W
(st ®o o wmA) : FAT FAAE ?

ot vy fed ;. st @1 8 qgEe
garar w32 # foid § ) §F T e
# aftaga fear ag #r§ dea agig ?

Nt ¥o We WA : 77 ) fufadsr #
Far g

&t vg fan? : fufdesr & &3 amn
§? mgat g5 magr § amwEaar
famgs 16 &1 &, 95 M # afk-
Faq Fom far foet & 8 Foad a<-
T q1zr g 0 (smwew) CcoAg
ar fwe at fagtom groma

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT : Regarding the
findings of the Sarkar Committee on Shri
‘Mukherjee, action has been taken, The findings
were sent to the Central Vigilance Commis-
sioner who recommended that Government's
displeasure be conveyed to him. We have
done that,

ot 7g fod (ol @ arr ar
@ ww fe g8 dm faae 5 &%
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AQfo | a7 § 7@ daaw & fadw &%
WE ax & @ fedtom susm
T Jqadt T gqg Fgm 5 a0 AL
fadty & qra9z @R T@ FO AT QR
& afF & Jaradt 3 g 5 % faars
#IE FHAATE A& QM AT AL g TA
€ ot fFd qT arddr | 1aF 1T A1g Fv
T FIA 7 g9 S @A (AW )

SHRI NATH PAI: Regarding the last
apprehension expressed by Mr, Limaye, we
can point out that this. is a resolution of the
House. The recommendation of the House is
mandatory. If the Government does not
implement it, Government stands condemned.
The recommendation is mandatory; only
polite lauguage has bu:'n |mpm-bcd by us
ﬂymg “it recon d
If the Government fails to l:arnr out the
mandate, Government stands condemned and
a motion of privilege will be brought against
the Minister of Parliamentary Affairs and other
Ministers. I do not think the Government
dare defy the recommendation of the House.

MR. CHATRMAN : Now I will put the
amendment.

SHRI DATTATRAYA KUNTE: What
about my point of order ?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I Have already dis-
posed of it. There is no force in your pomt of
order.

=it we fovrd @ wonm wE@ag, &
goea 9T gamrad faar @ 9 9T &g
Fre & Afad

gamfa wgEa : ag AT arad Adf
g

st iy fawd : 7g AR ¥ ot &%
foar & | T e % A @ & | AT
Igfasfadl ¥ <gQar ar g § ag
¥ gFT | w19 XL AT F1oA A
™ faest fear &1 & @ar g
mﬁ"ﬁ.””

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right; you may
move your amendment.
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SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: I beg to
move :
‘That in dment No. 3 d by Dr.

Ram Subhag Singh, after “gravity of the
offence”, insert—*‘and his other lapses™.’
MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is:

“That in amendment No. 3 moved by
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh, after ‘gravity of the
offence’ fnsert ‘and his other lapses”.”
The Lok Sabha divided

AYES

Division No. 12] [16.46 hrs.

Abraham, Shri K. M.
Amjad Ali, Shri Sardar
Atam Das, Shri
Banerjee, Shri S. M.
Basu, Dr. Maitreyee
Bhagaban Das, Shri
Desai, Shri Dinkar
Jha, Shri Bhogendra
Jha, Shri Shiva Chandra
Kalita, Shri Dhireswar
Kunte, Shri Dattatraya
Limaye, Shri Madhu
Misra, Shri Srinibas
Mohammad Ismail, Shri
Molshu Prasad, Shri
Nath Pai, Shri
Nihal Singh, Shri
Patel, Shri J. H.
Patil Shri N, R.
Ram Charan, Shri
Ray, Shri Rabi
Samanta, Shri 5. C.
Satya Narain Singh, Shri
Shastri, Shri Ramavatar
Shastri, Shri Sheopujan
Thakur, Shri Gunanand
Umanath, Shri
Viswambharan, Shri P,
Yadav, Shri Jageshwar

Ahirwar, Shri Nathu Ram
Agadi, Shri S, A.

Ahmed, Shri F. A,

Amin, Shri R. K.
Anjanappa, Shri B.

' Bajaj, Shri Kamalnayan

Barua, Shri Bedabmata
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Basumatari, Shri

Bhagat, Shri B. R.
Bhandare, Shri R. D.
Chandrakar, Shri Chandoolal
Chavan, Shri Y. B.
Damani, Shri §. R.
Dandeker, Shri N.
Deshmukh, Shri B. D.
Devgun, Shri Hardayal
Dixit, Shri G. C.
Dwivedi, Shri Nageshwar
Gandhi, Shrimati Indira
Gautam, Shri C, D, -
Gavit, Shri Tukaram
Ghosh, Shri Bimalkanti
Gowder, Shri Nanja
Heerji Bhai, Shri

Hem Raj, Shri

Jadhav, Shri Tulshidas
Jadhav, Shri V. N.
Jagjiwan Ram, Shri
Jamna Lal, Shri

Joshi, Shri Jagannath Rao
Kamble, Shri

Karan Singh, Dr.

Kesri, Shri Sitaram

Kisku, Shri A. K.

Kotoki, Shri Liladhar
Kureel, Shri B. N.

Lalit Sen, Shri

Madhok; Shri Bal Raj
Maharaj Singh, Shri
Majhi, Shri Mahendra
Marandi, Shri

Master, Shri Bhola Nath
Moeena, Shri Mectha Lal
Mehta, Shr P. M.
Melkote, Dr.

Mishra, Shri G. §.

Mody, Shri Piloo
Muhammad Ismail, Shri M.
Moukerjee, Shrimati Sharda
Mulla, Shri A. N.

Nayar, Shrimati Shakuntla
Nayar, Dr. Sushila
Oraon, Shri Kartik

DECEMBER 2, 1970

T

Parthasarathy, Shri

Patil, Shri Deorao

Patil, Shri S, B.

Qureshi, Shri Mohd, Shaffi
Raghu Ramaiah, Shri
Rajasckharan, Shri

Ram, Shri T,

Rem Sewak, Chaudhary
Ram Subhag Singh, Dr.
Ram Swarup, Shri
Rampur, Shri Mahadevappa
Ramshekhar Prasad Singh, Shri
Rana, Shri M. B.

Randhir Singh, Shri

Rao, Dr. V.K.R. V.
Reddy, Shri P. Antony
Roy, Shri Bishwanath

Roy, Shrimati Uma

Sadhu Ram, Shri

Salve, Shri N. K. P,
Sambasivam, Shri

Sankata Prasad, Dr.

Sapre, Shrimati Tara
Savitri Shyam, Shrimati
Sayeed, Shri P. M.

Sen, Shri P, G,

Shah, Shrimati Jayaben
Shambhu Nath, Shri
Shankaranand, Shri B.
Shastri, Shri Ramanand
Sheo Narain, Shri

Shinde, Shri Annasahib
Shiv Chandika Prasad, Shri
Supakar, Shri Sradbakar
Swaran Singh, Shri
Tiwary, Shri D. N.

Tiwary, Shri K. N.

Tyagi, Shri Om Prakash
Vajpayee, Shri Atal Bibari
Verma, Shri Balgovind
Virbhadra Singh, Shri
*Viswanatham, Shri Tenneti

MR. CHAIRMAN: The result** of the

division is :

Pahadia, Shri Jagannath Ayes: 29; Noes 98;

Pant, Shri K. C.

Partap Singh, Shri The mation was negatived
*Wrongly voted for Noes.

**The following members also recorded their votest

Ayes: Sarvashri Tenneti Viswanatham, A. Sreedbaran, S. M. Joshi and S. A. Dange;

Noes: Sarvashri Bibhuti Mishra, Ram Dhan and R. V. Naik.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Now I am putting
amendment No. 3 by Dr. Ram Subbag Singh
and five others, to the vote of the House, The
question is :

*That in the motion,—

Jor “committed to jail custody for a
week”

substitute “‘summoned before the bar of

the House and be reprimanded and the
House do further recommend that the
Government in the light of gravity of the
offence administer to Shri S, C. Mukherjee
° maximum punishment under the law and
report the same to this House." (3

The motion was adopted
MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, there are two
other amendments, one of them standing in

the name of Shri Shiva Chandra Jha. I am
putting it to the vote ofthe House,

The question is :

“That at the end, after “week”
insert—"‘and be fined Rs. 5,000.””

Those in favour may please say “Aye”.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : “Aye".

MR. CHAIRMAN : Those against may
please say “No.”

SOMS HON. MEMBERS : No.

MR. CHAIRMAN : I think, the “Noes”
have it

SHRI SHIVA CHANDRA JHA: The
“Ayes” have it.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let the lobbies be
cleared. ...Order, order. The lobbies have
been cleared,

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH: As the
motion now stands there is no word as “week”.
How can there be an amendment to it then ?

SHRI NATH PAI : This amendment can-
not be put to vote. After the amendment
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of Gotton Corp. of India
standing in the pname of Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh, Shri Atal Bibari Vajpayee and others
is adopted, this amendment cannot be connec-
ted with the motion. We are making ourselves
a laughing stock ; the records will make us a
but of laughter for everybody.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Quite right. Now
Shri Shiva Chandra Jha will realise the deve-
lopment that has taken place. The amend-
ment moved by Dr. Ram Subhag Singh has
been adopted by the House, with the result
that some words which weére there in the origi-
nal Motion are no more there, His amend-
ment says :—

“That at the end, after “week™.’
That word is no more there; therefore, this
amendment is declared out of order.

Mr. Kalita, the same is the position with
regard to your amendment. That is also declar-
ed out oforder. Now, I put the Motion, as
amended, to the vote of the House. The
question is: )

“That this House having considered the
Twelfth Report of the Committee of Privi-
leges presented to the House on the 24th
November, 1970, in which Shri S. C.
Mukherjee, the then Deputy Iron and Steel
Controller, has been held to have delibera-
tely misrepresented facts and given false
evidence before the Committee on Public
Accounts and committed contempt of this
House, do resolve that he be summoned
_before the bar of the House and be repri-
manded and the House do further recoms
mend that the Government in the light of
gravity of the offence administer to Shr
§5. C. Mukherjee maximum punishment
under the law and report the same to this
House.”

The motion was adopted.
16.52 hrs.

DISCUSSION RE: ESTABLISHMENT OF
COTTON CORPORATION OF INDIA

—Gonid,

MR. CHAIRMAN : The House will now
take up further discussion on the statement laid



