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frafex st Y %S & qr9 TTREWT
giar =ifge & @i awT sam ? fo
aeg feafs v §

SHRI VICE-i"HAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : The House will appre-
ciate that the .juestion was raised first
in the presence of the Chairman. It
will be only fair if it is pursued with
the Chairman only. 1 will convey to
the Chairman the f&elings of the House
as expressed. 1 will apprise him of the
whole discussion and it will be fair that
the matter should be pursued with him.

s TRAMRNIAA : AJT Teq &7 FIG
TEHA T A% & |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI)} : The Chairman  will
have to pursue the matter.

b

B

THE MEDICAL TERMINATION OF
PREGNANCY BILL, 1969

Motion for reference to Joint Com-
mittee of the Houses—contd.

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya
Pradesh) : Sir, I extended to the Medi-
cal Termination of Pregnancy Bill my
qualified support. I am using the word
“qualified” not whole-heartedly because
I feel that a reformist measure of this
character, which is very radical in
nature, should be tried out for a period
of ten years in this country. I would
like to give the Act that may be passed
by Parliament a ten year limit so that
our tradition-bcund community might
be in a positin to co-operate whole-
heartedly with this measure.

As far as th s Bill is concerned, it is
noteworthy tha, the persons who oppose
this Bill are men—Iadies gave their
whole-hearted support to this Bill— who
do not have to undergo pregnancy them-
selves. They opposed this Bill on ac-
count of traditional values which the
community cherishes.

I would like to meation here that it
should not be understood that this Bill
is being brought forward by the Govern-
ment as a populatich control deévice
because it has been accepted that other
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devices should be accepted and not
abortion or “medical termination” as it
is called in the Bill.

Sir, T would like to make some sug-
gestions, as this Bill is going to a Joint
Committee, in regard to the various
clauses of the Bill. 1 may not be in a
position to offer my evidence befere the
Select Committee and 1 felt that on the
floor of the House, I should be able to
offer my suggestions regarding the
amendment of this Bill which is now
going before the Select Committee.

In clause 3 of the Bill it has been
provided that this medical termination
of pregnancy can be done by a register-
ed medical practitioner where the length
of pregancy does not exceed 12 wecks.
Now, 1 would like to put in a stipulation
that the registered medical practitioner
must have at least five years’ standing.
I am mentioning this because, there
have been a number of cases where
persons of the rank of House Surgeon
and so on have been involved in termi-
nation of pregancies. There have been
allegations made in regard to certain
hospitals in Delhi also. 1 do not want,
therefore, that a person with a very low
order of seniority in the profession
should be in a position to perform
abortions. Therefore, T suggest that the
stipulation of 5 years’ standing should
be inserted in clause 3(2)(a).

In regard to clause 3(2)(b)(i)—"the
continuance of the pregnancy would in-
volve a risk to the life of the pregnant
woman or of injury to her physical or
mental health”—1 would like a stipula-
tion to be made that along with medical
opinion, psychiatric opinion should also
be taken before termination of preg-
nancy is decided upon. It is necessary
that this stipulation should be put in
the Bill so that this Act may not be put
to wrong use by those who want to
resort to abortion as a means of popu-
lation control or birth control.

I would also like another provision to
be added to clause 3(2)(b)(i); ie.
after “the continuance of the pregnancy
would involve a risk to the life of the
pregnant woman or of injury to her phy-
sical or mental health”, the following
should be added—"“or places her in a
disadvantageous position in the social
life of that community.,” This is not
the language of the draftsman. T feel
that a person should not be looked upon
as a person on whom odium should be
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cast because of her pregnancy. There
are many families where unmarried
mothers can be taken care of by their
brothers or their parents, In such cases
medical termination of  pregnancy
should not be decided upon.... Sir,
may [ have the attention of these two
gentlemen ?  So, it is very difficult to
decide on the question of termination of
pregnancy in these cases und, therefore,
the criterion should be that the person
would be placed in a disadvantageous
position in the social life of the commu-
nity. I am mentioning this because
there are a number of persons in the
Soviet Union who claim openly that
they have stayed as husband and wife
for 40 years—I do not want to mention
the names of the dignitaries—without
getting married. In the Soviet Union,
the question of being placed at a dis-
advantageous position does not arise.

Then, Sir, I would like to delete
Explanation II wherein it has been stat-
ed, “Where any pregnancy occurs as a
result of failure of any device used by
any married woman or her hus-
band..... ” I do not want this Bill to
to be a substitute for birth control. TIf
the devices fail, the pregnancy should not
"be terminated because it might have a
very injurious effect on the mental
health of the patient.

Then, clause 4 of the Bill says that
the termination of pregancy shall be
done in a hospital established or main-
tained by Government, or in a place for
the time being approved for the pur-
pose of this Act by Government. Now,
what is likelv to happen is that a large
number of clinics may apply for permis-
sion to Government that they should be
declared as clinics which are capable
of, or fit for, performing abortions, I
do not want this to be done. It should
be done only in a Government hospital.

Clause 6 of the Bill requires that the
opinion of doctor should be stated in
in writing. I think that there should
be a definite record maintained for the
reasons which require the termination of
pregnancy by a doctor or a team of two
doctors. I would also like to provide
that_such opinion shall be recorded as
privilegsed matter and shall not be
called in question in a court of law
under the law of evidence, because we
do not want the legitimacy of any per-
son or the private affairs of any person
to be the subject of evidence in a court
of law.

[ RAFYA SABHA ]
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Clause 6(1)(c) prohibits “this dis-
closure, except to such persons and for

! such purposes as may be specified.” I
would like to mention that only the
father or the mother or the husband

and nobody else has got the right to
know whcther any pregnancy has been
terminated, (Time-bell rings) Sir, this is
a very farseeing and  progressive
measure. Such measures have been
adopted in other countries of the world.
But, as 1 said, T would like to give this
measure a 10-year tgial. [ do not want
to dempen the enthusiasm of my hon.
friend, the Minister of Family Planning.
Bug I feel that in our country where we
are bound down by ties of religion and
tradition, we should give this a trial for
a limited period to see whether it works
successfully, If it works successfully,
Parliament ten years later may repew
this Act indefinitely.

SHR1 K. CHANDRASEKHARAN
(Kerala) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, |
rise to support in the main and genc-
rally the provisions of this Bill. My
hon. predecessor thought that in some
of the provisions of this Bill, which he
pointed out, there was an aspect of
family planning programme involved. I
respectfully beg to differ. T do not
think, Sir. that there is any item of
family planning programme to be
achieved by implementing the provisions
of this Bill when it is enacted into law.
Certainly, the medical termination of
pregnancies as an item of fumily plan-
ning programme is still controversial,
particularly in this country. And it is
only because I am not able to see any
aspect of family planning programme
inducted into the provisions of this Bill
that- I put forward my support to the
provisions of this Bill. I want that in
this Bill no item of family planning
programme should be included at all. 1
am particularly giving this warning
because the Bill is going to a Select
Committee.

There is one view that as and when
there is a medical termination of preg-
nancy, as per the provisions of this Bill,
it should be followed up by sterlisation.
I do not think that view is correct.
There should not be any question of
sterilisation as a compulsory follow-up
to the termination of pregnancy, by
resorting to the provisions of this Bill.

Another asncct to which 1 would like
to draw thc attention of this hon.
House and of the Select Committee is
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the guestion «f how far a married
woman’s cons.at or an unmarried girl’s
consent, irrespactive of whether she is 2
minor or not, should also be taken into
consideration ‘or the purpose of termi-
nation of pregnancy. It is well known,
Sir, that wuader the Indian law,
a minor under the Indian Majority
Act, is incapacitated legally from giving
any sort of consent. But that consent
is for various other purposes including
contract. The consent that is necessary
for the purpose of this Bill is a consent
which personully affects the married
woman or the unmarried girl. And
there is a nor-obstante clause conlained
in clause 3 of this Bill to the effect that
in spite of any provision to the con-
trary in the Indian Penal Code, a regis-
tered medical practitioner can terminate
a pregnancy :n accordance with the
provisions of this Bill. I would respect-
tully put it for the consideration of the
Select Commettee, in the matter of ter-
mination of pregnancy excepy in the
case of a woman who is a lunatic, in all
other cases, apart from the consent of
the husband or the consent of the
guardian tha! is necessary as per the
provisions of this Bill, if it would not
be advisable to get the consent of the
girl also or he woman. WNo doubt, it
would be a problem as to how that con-
sent is to be obtained and whether that
consent will not be vitiated by fraud
or undue inluence or coercion. I
would again suggest to the Select Com-
mittee in this regard that there should
be some sort of subjective satisfaction
on the part of the registered medical
practitioner or the registered medical
practitioners concerned that the woman
or the girl who is to be subjected to
the termination of pregnancy, is also a
consenting party so far as the termina-
tior of her pregnancy is concerned.

Then, the power to make subordinate
legislation by regulations is given in
this Bill to the State Governments. I
do not know whether the Government
has completelv ruled out the necessity
of the possible subordinate legislation
by the Central Government itself appli-
cable to the whole country. The provi-
sions contained in clause 6 enabling the
State Governments to make regulations
are healthy and good. But at the same
time I would suggest fo the Government
and the Select Committee the considera-
tion ¢f the incorporation of a provision
for a general rule-making power for
the Central Government for making
rules applicable to the whole country so
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as to carry out the purposes of this Bill
as and when npecessary. There is no
harm in any case in taking that power
and reserving that power 1 a provision
of this Bill.

One more thing that I want to state
rather generally at this stage because
you have already warned me regarding
the time-limit, is %hat going through
many of the provisions of this very
short Bill, 1 find that many of the words
and phrases used in these clanses are
vague and may lead to difficulties and
even to litigations. ..

SHRI A. D. MANI : For exanple ?

K. CHANDRASEKHA-
as, for example, the ques-
tion of general health. It is a question
of subjective satisfaction. But then the
trend of rulings of the Supreme Court,
although its trend was  otherwise
previously—that a question of subjective
satisfaction with a particular authority
cannot be gone into a court of law at
all was the previous position—is ~that
the legal position today is fairly well-
adumebrated particularly in two rulings
of the Supreme Court in 1968 and
1969 that even in the matter of sub-
jective satisfaction, that subjective satis-
faction has got to be entered on rele-
vant factors. What are those relevant
factors 7 ‘I have not seen in the provi-
sions properly as to what they are.
There are no guidelines for the many
semi-technical words and phrases used
in the provisions of this Bill and parti-
cularly for that purpose I should think
that subordinate legislation by the Cen-
tral Government would be absolutely
necessary. Thank you.

SHRI
RAN: ...

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND
FAMILY PLANNING AND WORKS,
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT (DR. S CHANDRA-
SEKHAR) : Mr. Vice~Chairman, 1 am
very grateful to all the Members who
spoke for the general support they had
given to this Bill. The first point that
4 would like to take is of the honoura-
ble Member who suggested that the Bill
should be referred back to elicit public

opinion. 1 would like to tell him that
during the course of the discussions
today in the Rajya Sabha, on the

Motion to refer the Medical Terimia-
tion of Pregnancy Bill to a Joinf Com-
mittee, an amendment has bgen moved



3295 Medical Termination

[Dr. C. Chandrasekhar]

to refer the Bill for eliciting public
opinion. 1 would like to bring to the
attention of the House the following
facts :—

The Shantilal Shah Committee which
was appointed specifically to go into the
entire question of the liberalisation of
abortion laws in India, had members
from a number of pdblic and specialised
bodies like the Family Planning Asso-
ciation of India, the All-India Women’s
Conference, the Association of Medical
Women of India, the Central Social
Welfare Board, the Indian Medical
Association, the Indian Council for
Child Welfare, the Women Gypaecolo-
gists and Obstericians Association, and
the Social Workers' Association. This
Committee issued a  questionnaire,
among others, to Members of Parlia-

ment, all Members of the seventeen
State Assemblies, and all qu!cal,
social, legal, political and religious

organisations throughout the coqntry.'lt
received 570 replies to the questionnaire
including 140 from welfare organisa-
tions, 8 from religious leaders, 6 from
the press, 9 from Members of Parlia-
ment and State Assemblies and 235
from protessors and principals of medi-
cal colleges and other medical personnel,
etc. Public opinion was fully
and considered by the Committee. In
fact Appendix III to the Committee’s
report has analysed and presented the
data based on the replies received by
the Committee. ‘The Committee, I
would also like to mention, interviewed
a few selected persons in varied fields in
Delhi, Calcutita and Bombay, The opi-
nions of all the State Governments on
the recommendations of the Shah Com-
mittec were obtained before consider-
ing the matter further by the Central
Family Planning Council. The recom-
mendations of the Committee were con-
sidered by the Central Family Planning
Council which has as members all the
State Health Ministegs and representa-
tives of organisations like the Family
Planning Association of India, the All-
India Women’s Conference, and also
some Members of Parliament, both men
and women. These various points ogf.
view were available after considerin

which it was recommended by the
Council that the existing law be libera-
lised. The Shantilal Shah Committee
report has been before the public for a
considerable time and public opinion
has been expressed through the news-
papers, discussions on the AIR, tele-
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vision, press, etc. In fact, the report
was submitted in 1967 and then it was
circulated to all Members of Parliament
and copies are available in the library.
In fact 1 was surprised when some
Members mentioned that they had not
read the report. 1 would like to tell
them that copies were distributed to
every Member of Parliament and thosc
who had perhaps missed it because
they get a plethora of literature, might
refer to the report which is available in
the library or if they want I shall be
very glad to send them one. I have
also received copies of several articles
published in the newspapers and views
expressed by experts and laymen, and
the consensus of such public opinion
from the discussions in the national
press has also been taken into considera-
tion. The Joint Committee could also
give—and this is very important-—an
opinion that it wants to consult any
expert here or elsewhere, and it can
appreciate the opinions of Members of
Parliament who are not on the Joint
Committee. And therefore, there is
ample time and room enough to make
any changes if the Members so desire.
Thus it will be seen that the only purpose
which the Member’s amendment for
referring the Bill back for eliciting pub-
lic opinion, could serve is unfortunately,
if I may say so, that there will be
delay in the matter of bringing forth
this legislation. Therefore, under the
circumstances I would like to request
the honourable Member very earnestly
that he need not press this question.

. As far as the points of other Mem-
bers are concerned, I would first like to
dispose of the questions raised by
Mr. Rajnarain. There were two parts
of Mr. Rajnarain’s speech which was a
long one. The first part of it was
progressive and he gave strong sup-
port to the Bill for which T am most
grateful to him. Secondly, he said that
in fact the Bill did not go deep enough
or far enough and he was thinking in
terms of the 21st century that people
should be given as in the socialist and
communist countries, abortion on
request. I am grateful to him. At the
same time I should very strongly resent
thgt he has unfortunately made use of
this privileged position as a Member of
this House to make certain aspersions
on the Prime Mijnister .

SHRI RAJNARAIN

Utt
Pradesh) : Why ? (Uttar



3297 Medical Ternination

DR. S. CHANDRASEKHAR : ...
because 1 regret 'his; though the transla-
tion was not verr sound I understood it
in English that I : made some personal
allegations againe: the Prime Minister.
We have discusscd threadbare the cir-
cumslances unde. which Dr. Lobia’s
death took place perhaps more than
once—in fact I think three or four
times. Shri Rajrarain said—unfortuna-
tely and if 1 may quote it, if T recall
from memory—* ¢ * * if I am

right. E ,

oY AR [ FIT T AT ATH
AT 1 AW, AU AT % IV
wz & fo e gl fadly T & wl

weafa 9% FL 9% &, A SR

wfgFrT &, @€ oar &3 1 qfwq farwan
% gra garer fAAaw & (5 @ o S A
# ¥g W@1g, I941 A2 TR0 AR a4
a® weA o & qETdag § ag A agl
et ifgr | *** A ag wWE
eTo FN—AT ETFTL T AT FGIET ey
At T (o & o 4, @@
giwex qu  fafomm  sewars ¥ AR
A} FTFT B0 FNEAT FT To@T HI
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T AT, 9 eTAEY I AW & fua A%
AT R, SAE AT FEH TR | FE A
¥ qg¥ g aTaT W AT gW FEA X
A2 2, @ qegw TEER @1 § fue FY
A 2 FT6E & 12 90E §F o Atlgar
¥ grg UET @ 9T | gAF AL TG
FET T (& o UTEF T FABT ATIXAT
ot AT 2@ gaT § 418 § Fgr w0 %
Zro gizF A Ay fwmer ol 7 fav,
1T ST AT ETfeT ArEy AT § SRm
fipur 1 g agl % A TESF FT JATT ZAN
feraT @1X S TF FHE @Ay @Y, T AAER
fewrd 37 ww fr grfedecw sa #ad
¥ ag7 & ardl § S gl ST g
anr affae or § @ {67 S 3@
FgAT AIgAT § % gro Arfgar v fom
gigreg feafe & fafewren aewmra #

*#2Eypunged as ordered by the Chair.

|

|
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AT gg, SE¥r A € A JT TF
IEFT TN G AN A wraw o
& 2ro I & fFaq ey, aW Ty,
fod & g eraeT &% T, sreRww
fFad a1 & s & gy a®
W AT gz ™ A 1 wrfeaens wg
fat WX FT @ &, Iy fawir aix T{
gary atg g, SR agr g v ww
ATUEY Y, EHAFY A T FGAT &, AN
ATAT FILE AT 918 AR g7 A=A

Fr o fear & 1 g TR de w
I FATYT 1

A A€ & fF um soar ady
g I3 @3, TR Iw AT fadw &
THRET q14, 2@ faew f5 aidt Tng &%
F 9% I HX AT AW F qEq
T A7 g & g &, Sawr srawrd
forefy ATaT FY @Y A 1 e 9 i
g fea wrepr &Y o gt a1 wro Aifar
F FAT ST GFGT 47 | G og T
AT FATT § | o FAMigar w1 geat g§ o
AT T FAL 9oF | U S o6y
& Far 9fer  dagara o F7 g g%,
AT W FAEd F1 7 gw AW 0
ag g Wr & | T S =T wHT TH
qgsl #1 gAT g2 99F @7 A gw A
a Fg & FFd @ 1 e 9 T
Tt a<ft @1 @ oS o

d AT FFT FEAT § AN A&
wedl § wgAr WAt § v ww S
M ¥ qUT FIF FT NFT FL AT Mo
Ffear ¥ fagw & R Foiw 599, 12
FFZTL, 1967 F1 fog gFHT F IAar
faua fafemes seomia § gar &, sy
wFaadr qawm & 9w FE &, gré
%, g FEF T F <tfed §r gy

a1fgd |1
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(=R <rsrarTraT]

swmy, #® wwF grw fAdeT #T G,
7 Sg WA LE WAL §, gER O UF
T4t s (i §, oF S e AT T
gwi 8, Sii 9% YT AT € AT 8,
QT TAT GTET T EW gHRT Y, T A
faferme srerard ¥ (a0 qrar T 417
Afers grediege & 2e § fyea arar T,
Al wg faer faeg grar T L @ @
a0 wrs g, faadr NS gart few-
qrad ¥, gard s 7§, ag 2 |
o1 T, g9 ag fagdt and A, A
@ IuFr gex f oy fwaar (@wiT #7

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

i & fF =ro atfgar 1 fraw faw g

& fafaren sreqara § g1, 396 FFIY
T & wm fadz FEm F g
FaAt (FrErd F1 2 A4g), qaEIL AF
T ¥ HTY  FdS AT A1@A FL AR
2o gyt &1 fAua (9w g0 § gaT a1
SN IOF X @iT & AR FT IF FOA
FE, g€ T F w9 F U IF 9L 99
T8 BNl @7 aF 7g Wgg e f¥ sEw
fafrezx aga & 98 F qradr §, WA
agige aredt ¥ 1A AT FWAGR FHO T
A AT @I E A AR fra § quowad
§, Fgifs ot A = Arw AgrgT ATEAT
¥ g1q off, 394 qraET wE) fFar aa gal
YT FY ATFT TXTE FIOGT T AT
gz G A I 919 WY T RH A
yrew fafaees #1 v 1

grawrsasR (= Tiwa 3wE) o w=O
g wq afew

Y TRKATCTAN

Iqawreaer (»ft IO SAg) ¢ oA
afed

DR. S. CHANDRASEKHAR : Sir, I
am very sorry, the hon. Member is

trying to give this unnetessary informa-
tion in the course of the debate on this

* % %k ok

Bill. 1 was in charge of the health
Ministry and I remember  having
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answered innumerable questions on the
unfortunate death of Dr. ‘Lohia. We
had several enquiries made into the cir-
cumstances leading to his death and
several reports were sent. But if the
hon, Member wants the Government at
this stage to institute an enquiry, I have
no objection at all. But I very strongly
object to his saying * * * *

This is a very serious thing and I
am sure it is very unworthy on the part
of the hon. Member to say that.

A IRARAT . a9 TFFEQ
FUH | IF g+ Iu fewaifefafadt
T A T F E T ag QAAAT FI

@1 ¥ ot R 7 | §; il
*k £ £ *
Jqaarens (st T SE) ¢

TRATTGT T, W17 afzg

MY UEATCRAW ¢ AN, F ATHT FTAT
] fodew st g, # 9397 g 1 Afwe
HIAAE 7oAl AT 7 9 q19 F qTES FC
& & ag gaiadr fasmaw, & =vgem
f& wrad 7=l Y g F1E & 99 30
F TEEEd s faed, w@ 9w gHEr-
ad FHE AT W AT A4 GHT TS FE
f& #7389 F W 91 A1 T AR
I

SHRI A. K, KULKARNI (Maha-
rashtra) : Sir, on a point of order. My
point of order is that Mr. Rajnarain
made some allegation in his speech and
now also he is stating something. My
submission to you is that what Shri
Rajnarain has already said and what he
is now trying to make out are two diffe-
rent things. We very much regret and
express our profound sorrow at the un-
fortunate death of Dr. Lohia, who was a
respectable leader of this country.
There is np dispute about our sympa-
thies and our sorrow. But the point
that the hon. Minister is rightly making
is that this subject has been discussed,
discussed and discussed several times.
If Mr. Rajnarain wants to raise another
point, he can do it: we do not mind it
because he is free to raise it. But the

difficulty is that it was only against the

***Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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personal referenc to the Prime Minis-
ter that the hon. Minister was seeking
your protection, hat such personal re-
ferences should ot be made in this
hon. House.

s iAe ;- § i a’g*@ T
T faars $o A% g W §, § W

fafree & faars &€ w@r § 1 wmgw |
fafget zo a1z zfefasem
Iaawieas (S g gagr) ¢ o

57 | You had your say.

#Y UKATCAN : AT 9 GHAT T8 @
& g1 AT & Vgl g, s wrzw fafaew |

S

g ag zfefasara adt €

gaawenRe (= TaAtE L) ¢ AT

afzg b

*ft TrAATITT < 93 F S 7 famn
a8 TATEd FUT & fAu a1 g g
FIE F 5 F ST AT ZT AT FT GH
Fifwd, @ ag Hq9 q9T F1 QU FI,
T A yg

SHRI M. M. DHARIA (Maha-
rashtra) : Mr. V.ce-Chairman, Mr. Raj-
naram has made

* * ¥ B
1 Ieel that it is the duty of Mr. Raj-
narain to substantiate his case, or to
withdraw his remarks. When Mr. Raj-
narain makes such serious allegations,
are we supposed to sit here without
doing anything? Such remarks. Sir,
should have bern repudiated imme-
diatelv, Instead of that he s being
listened to. Mr. Vice-Chairman, I am
here to make a lemand from Mr. Raj-
narain that he should either substantiate
his case to vrov: * *,  If he is not
able to do that, then he should
draw his remark; and if he does not
withdraw his remarks, then T suggest
that those remarks should be expunged
from the records, because they are very
loosely made having no basis at all.

SHRI RAINARAIN : Sir, ..

with-

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : Shri Man Singh Varma.

***Expunged as ordered by the Cha1r
6—>5+ RS[69
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| sftam fagaat (S sd@) : A4,
v, 7g fades &A1 & fr wwATTTAOr
| ST T @37 qgvEed ATAT JqTAT ], UF
/ TN TEAT AT FAT &, AT fFar
| g T Aradg wedt Sy o gEET s
YT E, d1 UF FgIE FT. . .

fafa werrerg agr g wearw fawn

| W Tew waEt (oft RigRT 39| qWwW)
l FIT TIA FQ & |
|

ot @i fag ant : a1 =g ag oo
2, ag arg weAIT §, 5g F49 W E |
WU AFT § Fq fwg 0 qz W 8
C|/IE g, FRWT AEY dvMd gHD @ |
\ at fret o wiadya gaea w1 3@ oAE
| Fi ragerar g & oafe smwr fEeA
TETT ¥ FIE q%F AIGH Z19 &, T IT67
939 F A7 ¥@ gFqr g s zHifEg
| ZFAAT FLAT HIT W1 GIWIIEAF 1 TAT
g1 Ay wedTT DarQew §, a1 TFEETay
F g gV I97 A GFAT &, TG A § AT
gl @

| s dwmteg () st
TUTATTIT ST T FY FIIT FATAT IH G3
qrAdy A A ¥ FTIE IAE AE
AR A8 g fF gerrady s 95
RAZT o/ ASATLIAT T ¥ owrgw fwfaees
F IV A ATQT AMY IGFT qAA 2
fag a3 f& qrafla qeeg oifar o §,
L FZT fR A7 q1 UTATIET ST AR mfa'a
/ FL ot TE a‘r HIAT FT AT & A, QX
F arfost O & STAAT 71gEt 2 F -
Ay o fEew gma afag wR—
gifear w37 F 7rAA,  #TF AR 4T
fafrzez wigg F =my 1 5g Tfaw
CF F fag e S 7§ W 8
 fF gEmd wMmT g W19 HiX g
RicEikicaak el
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SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Mr.
Chairman, Sir, I am obliged to make a

[ RAJYA SABHA )

Vice- |

demand; let this allegation by Mr. Raj- :

narain * * g0 to the Privileges Com-
mittee and let Mr. Rajnarain be prepar-
ed for it. 1 am prepared for it. Let
that Committee go into it. T am pre-
pared tor i, and that Committee will
go into all aspects of the matter. Is he
willing gnd prepared to place this matter
in the %ands of the Privileges Com-
mittee 7 Let us place the matter before
the Chairman. Otherwise he should
withdraw his remarks. The Privileges
Committee is the forum and this Privi-
leges Committe can go into this charge
levelled by Mr. Rajnarain. 1
prepared for it.

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : These are
all frivolous attacks on the Prime
Minister. -

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Either he
should withdraw his remarks, Mr. Vice-
Chairman, or else tomorrow I shal] ap-
proach the Chairman in regard to this
matter.

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : Let it go
to the Privileges Committee. I demand
that it goes to the Privileges Committee.

SHRI REWATI KANT SINHA : Let
it go before a commission of inquiry.

SHRI M. M.
Chairman, Sir, if Myg. Rajnarain  does
not withdraw his allegations against the
Prime Minister, I shall request the
Chairman to allow me to raise this
privilege issue tomorrow in this House,
and I would like to have this matter en-
quired into by the Privileges Committee,
* % * T et Mr. Rajnarain take the deci-
sion by tomorrow 11 O’clock.

SHRI MOHAMMED YUNUS
SALEEM : He must withdraw the alle-
gation.

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA (Bihar) : Sir,
1 fee] verv sad over this question. We
have the Government. The character
of the Government may be good or bad.
The person who heads the Government
may be good or bad. But that person
heads what is the Government of India,

the Government of the Indian Union. I & * =

DHARIA : Mr. Vice- -

am .

. open to an hon.

| Prime Minister of the Government
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feel that it is not proper very lightly to
make such charges against our own
Prime Minister. The power of this
House is very great. This House may
not have the power but the other House
can make and unmake Prime Ministers.
This House and the other House col-
lectively have immense powers but—
since we have immense powers—we
must use those powers with very great
restraint. 1 therefore feel unhappy at

what has been said here about the
Prime Minister, T request Mr. Raj-
narain not to insist on continuing in

the same strain, and withdraw his re-

.marks.

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN
(Kerala) : In a matter of importance
like this it is only appropriate that we
should .state our views on this matter.
It is indeed a very serious matter if
somebody were to say, if an hon. Mem-
ber were to say, * * * I have no doubt,
Sir, that the death of Dr. Lohia is a
matter of grief for the entire nation.
At the same time, Sir, it is probably
Member to feel that
the necessary medical assistance, that
could have been afforded for Dr. Lohia,
had not been given I do not think, Sir,
subject to correction by the hon. Mem-
ber, Mr. Rajnarain, himselt, that
Mr. Rajnarain ever intended to throw
anything like an abuse or insult per-
sonally against Shrimati Indira Gandhi,
the Prime Minister. If that had been
the intention, I have absolutely no doubt
In raising the strongest opposition to
such an insinuation directed against
Shrimati Indira Gandhi and support
any motion that the matter should go
to the Privileges Committee. On the
other hand, if the hon. Member only
felt, in an emotional state of mind, that
the negligence, that he had attributed as
being the cause of the death of
Dr. Lohia, on the part of the medical
men in the Willingdon Nursing Home,
was a matter of ultimate responsibility
of the Government of India and the
of

: India, if only in that way he meant it
" and put it, he might have used harsher

language, he might have refrained from
using the strong language he used. And
if that was his intention, it is for the hon.
Member to make clear that intention,
and I believe, Sir, that no Member of
this House should throw any sort of
abuse against anybody personally, and 1
do not believe even for a moment that
* But it may be that he meant

**+Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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that the Governn:ent of In_dia was Tres-
ponsible for th: happening, or he
theug'it it was 1 matter for aonest

difference of opiion—what he said.

Thank you, Sir

sy TmATemer  ; sfeq, A7 owad faw
Hregw arfcar &1 937 &1 qfFAT 721 FEM
fo 37 o197 U7 9EA H TW A1 &I
wrAvaFAT wEgH w1 fF gwa v e
721 2 gawy fatorfawre afafs & q=
swira % =g qwr w13 1 =fwd, 7 syfim
yEem w1 famdi g 1 gfaat & a=dia
sfagr & gaA oFW g8 aT8 1 GAT A8
ff w7 #zq F1 F1% q2eq A T F
st & grer fwdr fagg F7 Sf7 T AET
FWT 1 AT qIT FT §EU K13 AT
mgag s & ghmae & «i F g
F oAmer v wa fawmerfewe wfqfy
¥ qr @1X 98 99 1< F1 976 § %
St o e § A F SO A | T UF
gregTeds waedr ¥ | # fax Arga arfaan
1 7w fF 7 gy aifgs awar o<
Ffgeare ag F@ TR F g oA
wadn ¥ 7 oe, ag  aegfeafa &y
fiear ST IER! AT KT qTAAT
wefa & F fod goim #18 F 997 |
FY AT FEHATTL FNOAGT EHA AT §, IAR
faq gqraer 1 | WA I 1 T FIR
FY g 7 fwe o #fima, gud soq fax
+ff FrEETT AT A A 17 gAH#R
St gRIR eareen fadmw & Wt =o FEm-
AgT St § IAFT A J1IE AT AT | TA
T W UF QT AR FE AT, AT Aq1A-
gIgT Wi &1 forw U & Arowe #
faga gatr, 991 THATAT Ay AT gE @
T 3T A% H A8 MET 0T W Ay
TIFET AU ITH AT 41, &lo IT F

qrq gEAET FIA & {egi AW g

IHFT WY gHA @I & | a7 ddieA fEg
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| ] A1 S sTfeaaT g g | 3% gEares
| ®, ufeT s ¥ TwT ¥ ogeaT
\ gl 4

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Mr. Vice-
{ Chairman, Sir, on a point of order.

’

SHRI RAJNARAIN : I am on a per-
sonal explanation.

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Mr, Vice-
Chairman, my point of order is very
. simple. In this House 1 have raised
| only one issue. 1 have nowhere said
that an inquiry should be instituted
to go into the death of Dr. Lohia, but
1 have said that Mr. Rajnarain made a
certain allegation against the Prime

Minister * * * 37y fg=dy § wgrfe * *
3 p.m. A1 39 Cfeoa & feare goR

a2 fa7 7 got 5 ST e @
AEAT § TGN TAHT A FC | AH 720 5w
2, f9a5s 7T F A7 ZW AT AFAE
guR ®eq § augy famr g f& o #15
fesazd) 319 &1, sefrasg aaq ared; a19
1 AT T A19 F1E IAMT T 1 A7 97 3

L&Y agl AT AT gFAT & | S ge e

RTINS 7 qzw fufawew & faams
fwar & gawr av &1 97 faggr FT AT
\ arfga 1T s e fargr #77 & fog
qqTT ALY g1 41 7 ATGHT THIAT & T3
AAY F7 (9395 F7E F qUOT §F FOAv
JEAT § | THEH FATAT F1E AT §IA
SELE

narain to establish his allegation
Such wild, barbarous allegations
made. Thev are false, frivolous.
| are only meant to defame the Prime
' Minister but Mr. Rajnarain does not
J understand that he is lowering himself,
that he is defaming himself. Therefore
my demand stands and I would like to
i have your ruling on this matter.

are

! I want that evidence from Mr. Raj«
They

.3

***Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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SHRI B. K. P. SINHA : The whole ' feel that will not in any way enhance

issue is—I do not know; I was not
present—that language can be used in a
factual sense; it can also be used in a
figurative sense.

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : It was not
figurative.

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA: I do not
know : Suppose a man talks in a very
rude manner to a person in delicate
health and that person has a shock and
he dies. Figuratively one may say he
was the cause of the death of that per-
son, that he murdered him. That is in
a figurative sense, But if it is alleged
that he went and stabbed him, it is a
clear allegation.

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Mr. Sinha
was not present, Mr. Rajnarain said

¥ *

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA : I do not say
that he used it in a figurative sense. My
point is. . .

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : When you
were not present, why do you argue ?

(Interruptions)

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA : I am not
making any assertion. Because some
people do not like that I should con-
tinue they are. ..

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE
(SHRI P. C. SETHI) : You are not
seized of the full facts, Mr. Sinha.

SHRI B. K. P, SINHA: 1 am not
passing a judgment. You are a Minis-
ter; therefore your approach is always
distorted T would say with great respect
to you. I am simply saying that lan-
guage can be used in two senses.

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : You were
not present and stil] you are arguing.

SHRI.B. K. P. SINHA : If he has
used it in a figurative sense, the matter
1s not so serious but if he has used in

a factual sense, then the matter is
serious.
SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN

GUPTA (West Bengal) : I do not think
that it will be proper to refer the mat-
ter to the Privileges Committee as sug-
gested by my friend, Mr. Dharia. 1

the prestige of the Prime Minister of
this country. All that I feel is that the
death ot Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia
under tragic circumstances because of
the failure of proper medical treatment
was a debatable subject. It will be fit
and proper to have that matter enquired
into without reference to the fact
whether the Prime Minister was instru-
mental directly or indirectly in the mat-
ter of his death. That will help us to
find out the truth. People’s minds are
agitated over it. If Mr. Rajnarain
expressed himself in very rude terms it
was simply an expression of his love
and feeling for Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia.
It was more for that than against the
Prime Minister. If the matter goes to
the Privileges Committee as suggested
by Mr. Dharia then there will be evi-
dence. The Prime Minister will be as
much concerned as Mr. Rajnarain him-
selt. The question of evidence taking
and all that will be there and ultimately
when the matter comes to a stage of
finality Mr. Rajnarain might say I with-
draw, I am sorry. That might be there.
Will that satisfy Mr. Dharia and the
friends who feel seriously for the Prime
Minister 7 So what I would suggest is,
let not Mr. Dharia take the matter as
seriously as that. Let him also join
with me and request the Government
to institute an enquiry as to the cause
of death of Dr. Lohia.

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA (Uttar
Pradesh) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, on a
point of procedure, we have a motion
put down to be taken up at 3 o’clock
and that should be taken up now.

SHRI A. G. KULKARNTI : Yes; let
us now start that discussion,
SHRI C. D. PANDE (Uttar

Pradesh) : Sir, this is a new thing which
has come up. This will take time.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : T will seek your co-
operation. The House is aware that at
3.00 we are to take up the discussion
on the sugar industry. So I would
request Members to he very brief and
to the point.

| oft Sgo Qo agwe : ITgWIETeT AT

A

A SR WWY AG PO | A Ag FEAl
AT g R oere Afemr WY qd @

2w T | & 3,
***Expunged as ordered by the Chair. | g SR d I qgT FS[d EIT{?ITﬁ' )
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forw 2fas TFw oAy § ITEr 29
g S H graw A A W AR
THF A Y TENTO Ry =ifEd | #
g TG TAT § I IR qAA A agd
Hfow FY w1 F 7 Ft waw g o
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0

5 Wgo Yo NFRT : TH @ F' AT
TET FET AT FUET ) A AT Sy
T T I HTE G97 FL A AW A T T
FTE fF IA%T EE o F aOTE TH ATAA
w1 fafaersr  #3S7 ¥ womr sfaa 7@

fau A ¥ wEE WY g T A | 1 TH ard B | A Kk * o gafad

ag ot sarg fF gt ax @ 9gaad
Afsrer Tearzg Ot @@ s @ W,
affr fRe @ o= 58 a1 59 AR F

wHAT ey AW F @ g, afEA
Tl T freer fon o sw A A
A Sk ag G| w1 {a i, &

wifeT #138 a%E U A g1 A | 78 9ga FgaT g

g s F iR F wgr Jarg fF |

A qOF O OgAT AT AT AF g
gAT, a1 WA AT R A gl Al o

HT qTHEX F I¥ [OA 7 Aifgg av

st TreATOIe S FT S Ag Wi 2 Ag

W E AR § wauagar g fF gre?r%w"rf

gl FNZ ATIFT GHET HAT A0 |

F QR AGH § IR TAGT EHT
g ST FEAr wizar g fE et Y &%
TErES S AR Z@ AW FT AT AT qIH
F A A ifgg  afwr 4 7 F2

Tigar g fF < wemraw S F S
TEATH N9 Hell F FAL AMAT g, fr!
IAE] AT WEAAT G | B ATA A
HT F fra =io wifgar 1S9 ¥ fag |

frenifafamr €1 a@ UF oNlg &Y &
A el g WX TEifeT § wwEmar
g & At usaam iR Z® dq v
T ST Aifgy AR T g ¥ uH-
S AT AW AL FHAT ARG |

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : He
withdraw, ‘

Y TAHATTA : TAH] T FA

faar wid, ST FEA femr w@ fF g
T FgAT TR & |

must

ot gHo gHo utfrar: =0 maa

SHRI P. C. MITRA (Bihar):

Sir, ...

SHRI SITARAM JAIPURIA : Sir, at
3.00 we are to start a debate on sugar.

SHRI P. C. MITRA : Sir, it is un-
fortunate that the Prime Minister’s
name has been dragged during the dis-
cussion on this Bill. Sir, I also would
join with Mr. Sen Gupta that this mat-
ter should not go to the Privileges Com-
mittee, In this way if every maiter
were to be sent to the Privileges Com-
mittee then the Privileges Committee
would have to be sitting continuously.
I think that after a strong repudiation
by the Minister and Mr. Dharia about
the allegations of Mr. Rajnarain it
should be sufficient. Mr. Dharia has
also forcefully repudiated the insinua-
tions made.

At the same time, 1 also join issue
with the other Members that this mat-
ter should have a proper enquiry. We
should not use bad names in a good
thing. You cannot have a good thing
after abusing somebody. Therefore, 1
think the main purpose of Mr, Raj-
narain is to demand an enquiry and we
endorse it. At the same time, he should
not use bad names.

L\D;m [ ¥] u&:‘ ¢ R Oger L.”&

™ igh 8 LS x84 ya
(o lida d pi WS amS 2 0
&y WU O — e e 5 SY
w&l.bb’ &2 I’J« &§ S 75 gy KKii gf
ahufy  lays PlagpgaS — W5 (g
2 wale sal-)- 5 s

**+Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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T[*t &=z gax : : § ug quwar g
YN A FIT S R wSrOAer v
¥ N FO FrAZ IR TSAT g FIH
HET FE Al AATAGT TF BE ATH
T & A AT @ AR AT G FC
T2 fF A grewe 43 911 FESmTET—
TCATT TET——AT TTo Vo HZAT HTEA
NI, dF 2H q§ A8 g\ e
wEAr aq fom sard @ W axw §

T FASR ZT 1 EAIA a9k F xeqe |
WA | W NeF & grew fhfreat & '
fears @am amar ox odt aa f |
W w0 F fra femam Y a2 w0 |
g1 W gwAarg f¥ TA¥ seiwrew A
FE aT Adr g1 zaw Al aic |

A4 T oad ¥ g B qwmromor o
q ITEAF T UH FOHS TTAMA F
EfF ag a9t 97 wow FT g ¥
q 1]

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Mr. Raj-

narain is a very responsible Member of
this House. ..

SHRI K. S. CHAVDA (Gujarat) : 1
object to the statement made by
Mr. Krishan Kant. We are all respon-
sible. Why only Mr, Rajnarain ?

tl

1 Hindi transliteration,

i

|
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SHRI KRISHAN KANT : All right,

" Mr. Chavda and Mr. Rajnarain. . .

SHRI K. S. CHAVDA: You are
responsible. You are not irresponsible.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : You do
not want to hear me (Interruptions). It
is a very strunge thing, Mr. Chavda.
You are taking it in a light-hearted
manner, We are here discussing what
Mr. Rajnarain said. We are not dis-
cussing you, It I were discussing you,
1 woulg have said . . .

SHRI K. S. CHAVDA : I am talking
about the rights of Members, All are
equal and all are responsible,

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Should 1
say that Mr. Rajnarain is irresponsible
or that he behaved that way? There
should be some decorum . . .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : Mr. Krishan Kant,
kindly conclude.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Mr. Raj-
narain is a very responsible Member of
this House and he 1s always very parti-
cular about parliamentary procedure
and the words he uses. 1 do not know
whether he used his words about the
responsibility of the Prime Minister in
all sincerity or in emotion. If he has
used them in all sincerity, it is a very
serious matter to be taken note of as to
whether  the  Privileges Committee
should go into it or not, but I think
this sentence and this allegation of
Mr. Rajnarain should certainly go to the
Privileges Committee. There can be no
going back on this. But if you feel and
the hon. Member, Mr. Rajnarain, feels
that it was only out of emotion and
respect for Dr. Lohia, abour whose
passing away everybody in this country
is very sorry and to whom we have the
maximum respect—I[ think if he had
lived now he would have been a great
man, both iy thought and action—you
would ask Mr. Rajnarain if he feels
that he inadvertently said it, he may
kindly withdraw it and then we can
pass on to the next matter. Otherwise,
the whole thing should go to the Privi-
leges Committee and it must be decided
there. Thete he should not be allowed
to withdraw it. He will have to sub-
stantiate it and he will have to prove it.
In this way we will put an end to the
controversy.
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SHRI C. D. >ANDE : T want to say | & fAq | 739z ¥ g7 o= 487 F40% |
one thing. To have a sufficiently long ¢ ™

debate on this matter, pur it off. We | w3 9T fafaas w7 %‘Tﬁ'iﬂ'g\' @' a
will debate that tomorrow. Otherwise. ( g JF g 9T gIH FE FT AT AT
I
\
|

it will cut down our time. N . N
THE VICE-C HAIRMAN (SHRI T 8 = frts o gy
THENGARI) : The whole th(ing can Il?e IFATTEAN S A ?” UL ?_[’J-QIT
cut short. Let Mr. Rajnarain speak. qa Areenr fafaas & oS« AT 0
s ag arfag g v fF gsarwan it |
ST FET AT T AT 5, AFIATA FT TIAF)
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D. | ¥ FRO I w7 g4 & a1 agr i
THENGARD) : No, no. Mr. Rajnarain. | syaze &t wak Fro terifefae 20 2
SIRIGIC BNt c LI TS T LI S T
‘ ST a1 TaqHe w7 wifew 3, fafewew
§ sreaai &1 wifas & gaw) W rEIFET
TSI I, T o 2 et
behalf ? ‘ FUEASIS | MG N L cl Al
. . | s & ofew ) e wEfsvd a8 gmr
c‘q;::;;?ﬁ?;; E:T:j F”a:: T,Eq; \‘ Sk % Ferqra w1 AT TrFEY ga'a ZMHT
NN o RN AT gmatg o faEre FEAT ERm A
T " L | gz Fr fame grawAr 3 ww o
= o UAo wT o Tg FrSg @ ZgaTEgeEAr, faar gAY F AT
@1 feepum g & gaw fafar T § SIS g gEL A AT wEAT R
AT Fuifor A7 ¥ frag fafy | I WX TR A IAAE A7 oW O
a9 FAH war wfaw ) W fErE | =y {5 Ay afeeRard 7 atF 3R

fo fafaes w8t & ad sAr sfge 1 wAwrdt A awg & azwd gd A ay
| fafemg wT g @1 T wnfafa

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Let it go to | 3 _ : pa—
the Privileges Committee. | & Fgrgxar:r il \qm KEL \th‘TﬁTﬁm
} g1 T ATy AT A AT FHT ATRY
Hidloqdo AW : W AL WA | SR ghA FE AT g AT F AHE

wifew ? wafaw af st wfew @R fyfade £ woad e wifz
USAAT ST 7 T FO© Fgl ag A
gATRATH 4318 92 g% @y, | THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
o~ s N THENGARI) : The House will appre-
agFwezas Ag ¢ fv fom zrdw 7 sfo | ciate that so far as the Bill is concerned,

|
fgIr &7 AIqIA gAT AT I avEw I lj this is a side debate. We have devoted
\

wV dio o aga(fagie) : afew.

SURCE LT L c o S L
Afsg |

enough time. [ think you will agree
feeY F1 GRE ARN AT T FAAT L9719 | with me that Mr. Rajnarain would speak

3 - | in brief and then the Minister would

e TE AT 39 Hm:{ STRET A S AwAE \ refer to the matter on this particular
gAT IHY AIAR 737 AW % zaw fagr- | issue. So far as the Bill is concerned,
=T ¥ A %T O ¥ you may continue your speech next day.

r TET B TG

IHY IO TAA1 @O g% g AT ALE 1| SHRI M. M. DHARIA : One word
. ) - > | remains. I want Mr. Rajnarain to with-

(' Interruprion )- T8 T F1 Hag 7o | draw his allegation op I stand by my

W ® gAT 1 IAF W F qg | demand thar this allegation of Mr. Raj-

. . . narain should go to the Privileges Com-
giffare & v &1 R IR S . mittee. I am not speaking of the other
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[Shri M. M. Dharia} ot TEMTERw ¢ o aw w1 oawd
enquiry. Let us not mix \l;p the htwc; g A wE o e R fF osrew fafe-
issues, An enquiry into the death o = . a
Dr. Lohia, what sort of treatment was | &< X0 H FE A FE F FAYT |V G AT
given and all that is altogether a diffe- | gy & 3 F TAT SR
rent thing. 1 am making a demand that bl R AE T HHAT % f A\' =
either Mr. Rajnarain should establish | & _@', 3\7 THaT & fF g e agr
his allegation. * * * * or A
he should withdraw the allegation. That Tt
is my point. Otherwise, if he does not
withdraw it, it should go to the Privi- T SOSATT TISL (fagﬁ) : Og T
leges Committee. I stand by my |
demand. 1 shall raise this matter to- | & |
morrow. I shall not withdraw it. ‘\

{

ST TRTTAN © F AT qTAT & T
THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN :  The

House wil] appreciate, as I  said FgaL A Iﬁ-é:f gifear #1 99T T
earlier—you are also reiterating my k %—g:rr l

point—Mr. Rajnarain would make a

pointed reference to the question raised A . B ;
and then on the specific issue the Minis- | i gro uwo atfar: 7 A i

ter will speak. So far as the speech on \ qr * ¥ ¥ gAar e Fgr 97 |
the Bill is concerned, it will be resumed Mr. Rajnarain  was very categorical

tomorrow.  Mr. Rajnarain. | and he has to withdraw it. Why should
he defend it in that way? He is not a

#f TRAwEAm ¢ Afiew, ® s i |

daF IO AIA & geifAg gEeat ¥
o framar & fraew Fem v ‘maza‘rsrf ot YAV : T { IO A FF
7 oo " R awen a wmam Al | RE @ W A aiE W
Fr|r S uw IfET gy §9d afes- | 9@ 8 geeu AA w0 | 7y fafaew wrd
TR FTA YA gwEm &7 W & | AW AT TN g 99 AT qIAAT FTA
# UF 9 A9H FTO GEA F wA gEr | @C ALT g
fiq @zl & gear IE@El £ w9
- SHRI M. M. DHARIA : We want it
TF a ?FQ"T, agd EIR- T oI H j to go to the Privileges Committee. Let
R T SMo Affgar afmred swrEre | it go
Afmazn sy sfar & 53 S9 AT i . N
. = e : .AT T ot v : 7a A1 AfE A g
AW gL AT IW [A FT AR OHT ~ : i
7q & | TF AT TIAAT 1gd A AT

- 0 ? =~
g{z 7 Wmf:a T ’f%;ﬁq:’i ‘“ﬁ"lg G# & frw Wi £ q1a 5 4 S fEw
TR & T Gt aa e w7 w9 k@ At | geed

g7 faar or #9 =N gww forar v 2 T T osEr 2

2 : x T T, AT AT Af@d g

72 #E @ E .‘ *??m'aT g v gy &’EITIEGT\T Eﬁﬁqﬁg‘ gaﬁaﬁigﬂ?‘f;

gRm | ag WX &% 7 wrgH fafasex 3 g sifeda FF F A EW @ W

g;a}%;'rqm MTHET;\WT:#E’E w| &) oy arie 7% & fF o ganr
oot srew fafre & o FgH Frord At wgT arfer & ag wwen

FIF TAT AHGAT HT AT FT & * * S
e T R ) . .
o MR A g fF 3 Qar A& awsan anfgw | 7

g 9T § | T TR AF IRUT 47 7
UF AW wged . T AT faar . | qw fan @A fr oTmeR aifmm A 9w

* **Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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TIATT ST CWHA AT ATH WA FLN

faam gw #r Fam a1 & f7ar, A7 I8
H UL TTA YL HILA UF IH IUT
ga g asy 2|

g oft wizA afear St T FE
“f T I qEA 481 FL |

THE MINISTER OF HEALTH
AND FAMILY PLANNING AND
WORKS, HCUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMIENT (SHRI K. K.
SHAH) : My hon. friend, Mr. Raj-
narain, says that this is his impression.

Will you permit allegations to be made’

against an hon. Member of the House
on impression ?

SHRI RAJNARAIN : Why not? 1
will do. Let it go to the Privileges
Committee.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : You take your seat.

SHRI K. K. SHAH : It is a reccenis-
ed privilege o' the House that unless you
are able to substantiate, you cannot
make allegatiins against the Members
of the House.

SHRI MAM SINGH VARMA : Even
agamnst the judgment of the Commis-
sion, accusations are made here,

DR. S. (HANDRASEKHAR : Sir,
there are two issues raised. . .

s qA g qAf cF1E A5 qA AR
ag |

DR. S. CHANDRASEKHAR : Two
issues have buen raised. The first issue
has arisen out of the speech that Shri
Rajnarain made the other day com-
menting upor the Bill which is before
the House. A id at that time the transla-
tion was either inadequate or I just mis-
sed the senterice. Later when 1 came
to the House ind was going through the
proceedings, | marked it and while I
thanked him for the support given, I
took strong e.ception to the remarks he
made on the Prime Minister, and that
issue has now become a matter before
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the House. Mr. Dharia has raised it.
Tt is for you to take a decision whether
it chould go to the Privileges Com-
mittee or whether Shri Rajnarain should
withdraw it, and that matter is before
the House. T will not comment upon it.

The second question before the
House happens to be the untimely, un-
happy, unfortunate demise of Dr, Lohia.
During that time-—I1 would like it to be
on record; I have repeatedly said in the
House—the Prime Minister more than
once sent for me and said that I should
do everything mn my power to give the
best possible medical attention to Dr.
Lohia. T would like to recall to the
memory of Shri Rajnarain that several
nights—at midnight. at 2.00 am.—I
was awake and put in calls to Moscow,
Berlin and London to see whether we
could get the most competent authorities

to come and spare no eiforts and to

import the most unavailable drugs, se

that we could save Dr. Lohia’s life,
Thirdly, in this connection, I would

like to mention publicly in this House
that the details of the departmental in-
quiry that was conducted by the
Ministry by the seconds. by the minutes,
as to how the operation was carried out,
the subsequent treatment given and
how it did not prove to be successful,
all were placed before this House, and
Shri Rajnarain knows it very well. It
has been raised. I think, half a dozen
times; We have answered these ques-
tions. But now, after all this lapse of
time, it he still insists that there has
been carelessness, I must take here the

opportunity of defending the doctors
who cannot defend themselves before
this House. Thev have done in good

faith ali that they were capable of doing,
and to cast aspersions cn them, even on
a matter of error of judgment. is rather
in bad taste for any hon., Member to
indulge in. But if at this stage the hon.
Member insists and demands that judi-
cial inquiry should be made into the
circumstances of Dr. Lohia’s death and
it should be presided over by a retired
Chief Justice, I have no objection to
show that we have nothing to hide in the
Ministry or in the Government of India.
And the matter is before the House and
whatever the House or my senior col-
leagues wish, we are prepared to do to
show our bhona fides that we have no-
thing to hide and that everything is quite
right.

AN HON. MEMBER : There is no

© necessity now.
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DR. S. CHANDRASEKHAR: 1 [ ar  afefrms oS @9 s
would like Shri Rajnarain nog to use the | = . -
floor of this House indirectly comment- ‘ g 39 eradd & A1y f?%ﬁ f& wa
ing upon this Bill to bring in the revered |, Pﬁfga'r =1
name of the Prime Minister. Things Az far w10 W & A, fam

which have been answered before ' & fam &fix <@ wvo wifggr #1 s=19
repeatedly are being broyght. In all °

humility, I may submit to him thét this | T sare A A

is in bad taste, to say the least. The

question of his withdrawing it is before

the House, and, Sir, I abide by your } ug 721 fF 99 F g W FE O9-
dectsion. ] Afqr o a1 focgw @A g #
oft TmmTEn : wrew fafees | g g 1T A7 W I fadi wro Aifgw
Ry TR E wfy ogw aar i : Ny @ fpaar & W@ qTT F ar
FTAT FWAE AET AT FIE ATIE | fg wwwT @R 4 | o AMfgar ar-
Fa@ & &1 gHal 75 Wy g fr | foe T AR ITFT e hgw fame
WA AN F AT FHN TAN R | gugre witw FT qren e Ag v |
FAT HA F AR A A7 qfEfmd - | yfpw e dt @ 2w F awfEn Sy
AT & ATE F AN @G WA | giyard geerd eear # S § 99
gt few #7 FgA & A wEEr @y g Tt somRT gfamd sto AfgAT
B U TN g AR A G gy g i Ao Ao An
g =rfgd | e T S TFLE, H | quq g% Fd o @A
TAA arTiT F@T E xrgam%%gi‘m‘r]
qTH FTE, FEER FT AGT AE *{TH‘.‘(
=1fga 7471 fF 39 F 373 9T A1 @y wrfear
M L E

oft Y@@ ¢ g, FEIW aiE
T ATET R | To Alfgar FFT FiA-
g &y Y, wn Agy & T, a8 9

o e Y (IR TRW) ¢ A, | eqfim o, wmierard A7 99 1 OIUER
To AfEAT & @z ¥ A& ATV | 3 & f 49y, TH @9 A7 A= gnvar
afusdia IF 1 7@ AT N AA- | &y faravw g 9 w5 AEET X
ATAN AR AT 99 F0 GG 3 | gugar § aw fear g, S| #1 %9 @@
FiT A1 9 AT ISAT | AFA GAT T | fpm g 1 T owx qay faare 3T
7z ¥t frar B fenid¥ew TAREO F | qermr St fv wmAAE QST ST 9aT
R Fr sfefmm R @1 9T § Frag faae w1 oaw aw oswen )
T T A qH AR & T | amamy & ez siw i fea i
Tlo e W@ FAT F IW LA GAA | ¥ 7 #7 o foa for ofcfeafmi &

¥ fed gu AT o g w7 T fFar ( cgerd feq A Al
it AR ;A rew ATH AT @ | NAE ¥ SHA N, wwg B‘Tf'%z il
g F Fw F G q 1 Tl F FGAT

fF Fe & @ W arEr ) wE A
i A FATT : OF TG FW FLE | IAAT F W A FHRF IJGL )W
¥\ gow aE A e 2 R 3w ww | gfiwar st s A A A F fad
¥ g fshos mREd @ o= lﬁr%%gﬁwﬁé%mﬁmﬁ
THT F aAa § el sawmd gEr | a “, Tq FT §gX H gH TEIETC HEAT
SEm SR ¥ QY a4 4 G ¥ | R |
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st AT AT : T 0F fgrad w9 |
FTEE ATE AT T JSAT AT IHAT F
a3 wgr | g 37 & fAEei & grRaAw
3@ THICF diET T AT IIAT
femd @ ¥ fag |

#F qmd Gr A T g a1 fw A ag
TR ASTAA ALY FT AT FHIAT I
IEEU F G19 qAqry g S fE gFar & |
ATE@R JA FW Wa g | F AEATE
fF g aud A faiy | 3w @,
fo zo maw a3 qfmd s#EEd
TR A 9@ T g R W feurdHea
A g% ot IFH R ATFATT IR o |
T Fe 33y fag grmm ar v |
fgar aoy AT AL, w9 F ga A |
g 9y fr TwAroam S W OF fa |
qOT, § A #EAl, JE TR (AT
Afgar w3, I@r FFEY & gear A

sfi dqERT | (ITT T_W) ¢
7 a7 & B osng wwr Wimowa
T FG AT

Y A ATV WAT AT ATAT TAT
§ mT &\ |

ad A E : i goRTT AU 9IE
faua o 73 rg T a-farmTaEan
HIqo & T9T 77 7 AT FL |

SHRI OWIJENDRALAL SEN
GUPTA : Si, am I to understand that
the Health Minister does not know the
problem. . .

LEADER OF THE HOUSE (SHRI

K. K. SHA}1) : May 1 suggest, and 1
hope my hoi’ble friend. ..

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN
GUPTA : Please take vour seat.

You are the Leader of the House and
you should iollow decorum. Mr. Vice-
Chairman, am I to wunderstand, after |
hearing M. Arora, that when the l
Health Miniiter agreed to constitute an

enquiry committee he was not conscious
about the problem connected with the

[ 8 DEC.
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enquiry committees ? 1 only understand
that Mr. Arora is opposing the consti-
tution of an enquiry committee. If Mr.
Arora is not interested in stopping an
enquiry he should not have made this
statement. Now I would like a cate-
gorical statement from the Minister as
to the date when he is going to consti-
tute the Enquiry Committee. He has
said he has no objection. But that is a
negative reply. I should like him to

| make a positive commitment that there

will be an enquiry and by such and
such time the personnel of that Com-
mittee will be declared.

SHRI K. K. SHAH: My hon’ble
friend, Mr. Rajnarain, said that he has
no desire to cast an aspersion on the
Prime Minister. In view of this state-
ment, I would urge upon you, Sir, to
the allegations against the
Prime Minister and close the matter.

| URAMTAN ¢ 2fE, FE OIS
FA Y AqrawIFar T@r g, faqar gH
FZAT 9T Fg faar ag =ar | w4 fAaEd
agE. ..

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI D.
THENGARI) : Mr. Dharia had refer-
red to certain sentences. The Chair
will have to consult the record first and
after consulting the record. ..

SHRI DWIENDRALAL SEN
GUPTA : I want a categorical assu-
rance from the Minister.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
THENGARI) : Mr. Dharia had raised
his objection to, not any sentences
uttered during this sitting but, to sen-
tences uttered previously. So we will
have to go through the record. The
Chair will do it and then give its verdict.

(SHRI D.

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Now, Sir,
Mr. Rajnarain raised that question just
now. While he was speaking, Mr. Raj-
narain said that the enquiry is not being
instituted because the Prime Mmlster—-

*

EEAG T

WR A fFdr awT Fag & awa gwar
g affT St #7 gAr ag agr 9T
AT AZ @G AT TSAATHIT ST
# 9% qTH AAT wifEd | oAy &,

“**Expunged as ordered by the Chair.
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[Shri M. M. Dharia]

Sir, because it is defamatory you
have every right to expunge the re-
marks. It you expunge the remarks
now I will not insist, But if the remarks
are not expunged, or if they are
withdrawn by Mr. Rajnarain, tomorrow
with the perfnission of the Chair I will
raise the issue of privilege.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
D. THENGARI) : The Chair will care-
tully go through the relevant portion
and give its verdict.

SHRI DWIENDRALAL  SEN
GUPTA : What about the assurance?

Y TRAEN A, FW 0F
@rE 2| S AN AT 1@ @TH
ST FAAT 991 9T § IERT "AAd ;740
2 faaw s F@r g e, ar
TARGAT AT JATAT FT AT FAT | ST
df2 WG M, §9 3T § A av ITH
FHAT ATGFT FTATE | W AR GA
#fwd | wF ow fae g7 @@ F

FITHRT FIE ATE FAT 1 9AT Al B
i TER 9z el f& AT #FE
* * * 0 gwT oAg

Fgar &, 7 fexwg w@r g, fFaew faf-
T F ql T 9ST sTe wifga
WS T 1 9g WA AT g sto
@ifear &v afreg wizw fafaex &
fod gdur gaws frafa o 0 F F ¥
g THIN §, WA AT HET

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Mr, Vice-
Chairman, let not Mr, Rajnarain fool
this House, The records are there. The
tape recorder is there. If I am wrong
1 shall come before the House and
apologise. But if Mr. Rajnarain is wrong
he should not only withdraw but apolo-
gise. He is running away from the
field like a coward. This is not de-
sirable, .

S TRATAN : FIA FTES g AT R
Ty, ¥t FZWIE a@ T FE W
g AR gERr FEAT W

*x*Expunged as ordered by the Chair. |

not '

|
|
|

Nationalisation of
Sugar Industry

Jaawtene (A1 FWTR SALT) ¢ AN

Gf5T 11 assure the House that the
Chair will very carefuily go through the
relevant portion and give its verdict. Mr.
Kulkarni,

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maha-
rashtra) : Sir, I am very happy that
today this august House is discussing a
very important .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
D. THENGARI) : Just a minute, Mr.
Kulkarni.

RE SHORT DURATION DISCUS-
SION ON THE DEMAND FOR

NATIONALISATION OF THE
SUGAR INDUSTRY

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

D. THENGARI) : 1 request hon’ble

Members to co-operate with the Chair
in one respect. We have got many
names of the hon’ble Members who
would like to participate, 1 understand.
But if any one Member or a few Mems-
bers try to encroach upon the time of
others, it would simply be impossible
to have the whole discussion in an
orderly manner. So T suggest 15
minutes for the mover and 10 minutes
for every subsequent speaker,

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : Sir, with
all humility I submit to you that this
question was raised through a Calling
Attention notice. Members felt it is a
very important question and it should
be discussed. We then accepted the
suggestion made by the Chair. Now,
if you are going to limit us for, say,
10 minutes, 5 minutes, 3 minutes or 2
minutes, this cannot be debated, There-
fore, you must allow me at least 25
minutes and others 15 minutes each.
Let the Minister reply tomorrow, 1 do
not mind, because the Minister can
take time. He can digest what the
Members have said. This is a very im-
portant problem, an all-India problem.
Let him reply tomorrow. We are in
no hurry. The question is going to
affect the agriculturist community of the
country. The House will co-operate
with you and you also kindly co-operate
with us.
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